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1 BA

ARSI TR ISR A ZHEZITS. HNEZELT - X DBE, RARERPE
INCREEBRIREINATAPKRELRD. £, BHRPFEPRRERER (MAP) #
EBREDRA BN NEOHEEZIITLES. £HEE, AP OERTRT —
AWEL D, ANEERLS ZLHPHEIZL>TWD, 2D, ANEDOHEELZITIZL
WHEE T ENREIZ 5 TL 5.

ANEITRBRIEE HER, 2hETLEOMELPLRIh TS (BIZE, (7], [8] 2
ZH). BETIL, [2] % [9] T density-power divergence {230 < AN B IC B2 HEE S
EPREINTWS. density-power divergence IS NVEIZ N U CTHEEETH 5 23, SNl
DEENE L RDEHEBEZITTNATANKEL RoTUED. T, REBHIZHT
LHEHNBNZ L HBMERIZH SN T VWS, ZOWERL LT, [5] TRANEDEIE ITHK
S T A HEE HY AT RE AR y-divergence ZRE L TW 5. [5] T, ANHOEEITKE
2T HDTIRRL, ANEEREIEIERDIHIREEZANT VS,

Fio, "M XHEIZELU TEANEORIEIZZ K I N T WA, [3] TIHALERBOH
EDBRIZEBDET VICERDPATRBRLBOEV t-4H2HS Z LT, ELTWS.
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oI (1] CREMOMIZEWOENSAENE L T, MEBEZIT TR REFBOH
EBHITRoT0S., UL, REBEBIZH LU TIEEEL D < o TVRW. [4] T, &
BEAZEERZE AW - DRI DS SIBOEVD A2 AVWS Z LT, RE-RK
OHER EIFCWa. LML, ZNSDENA MRS XEEX 1 EEDBEDATH 5.
Z I T [6] TIE, BRAEZAVEANEDERD S density-power divergence % i\ T,
HEELBERESAEBRTDHEERZRBELTWS. 72, [10] T, y-divergence 2 W T,
[6] & AR ERARBERAHEEBEL TS, Zh 50X S IZ divergence V3 Z £ T,
ZEBRANDHIRLABTH 5.

AT, BEOHENE L (6] TREIN/BONLRFEHSA (DP-posterior), [10] T
REINBEBYHER ST (y-posterior) DL Z BUAERZ A VWTHETS. 24T
1%, divergence % AW/ HHAHORBRITDOWVWTITS. B IH T, [10] TRENLTWS
y-posterior I8} WHEME 23R T 5. B LH T, BEEREZAVTThEThOERY
1, BRFEE BT 5.

2 HANEICRELERDTOBEN

RA ZWRIZBEWT, BRAMIEELRI 2 FE->T05. ZOETE, @EOBRL MG
D5 divergence & H W HRAMOMBRGEEZRENL, [6] & [10] TRES hizfth
fEIZ R B 47 DP-posterior & +y-posterior DEZ 2R3,

7, divergence IZ L DHEILDWTHNT S, f, g 2BEERLTE. ZOLE,
divergence D i& cross entropy d Z FHlWVWTIRD & S iIcFKE 5.

D(g, f) = —d(g,9) + dlg, f)
% 7z, divergence & cross entropy (XX DMHE % 725 .

() D(g,f) >0 T, BHHTI g= f DL FIZRB.
(b) d(g,f) >d(g,9) T, EBHILIZg=f DL EIZR3.

Z D78, divergence it g 5D f NOEUMLRFEMLEX LI LN TES. ZIT, g
EEOSM L THIX, divergence ZRMIT 2L 5% f A BRFRVI Hbhb. L
U, g BEBIZIZRITHE05, g 2T —RORBRNTG g CEEWMZ, BRHETLVOHT
cross entropy ZfH/NMIT D LD ICHET 5. RFiZ, A THLD $#k S divergence IXLA T D
3DTH5. I T, & divergence IZXF9 5 cross entropy %mR_7.
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o K-L divergence

dri(9,f) = —/910gfdw

e density power divergence

ds(g, f) = —/gfﬁdw+/f1+ﬁdw

e ~-divergence

dy(g, f) = —log/gf“’dzz:-i-log/f“'ydw

727U, B,y >0 TH5. density-power divergence i [2], y-divergence & [5] TZNE
NANAEICFEE R divergence & U TREI T WA,

WIZ, RAXHRIZOVWTEMEITD. T—X x1,... ¢, WEEBEK g O2H LA
—IZRI LU, fRRBDIZWAHLTE. BEONRS XWRIIBEMETNVE fo(0 € ©) IZ
MNUT, ROEEDHGEERD.

(0] Xp) er(ﬂli)ﬂ(o)

=1

= exp{log fo(xi)}m(0)
= exp{—dkL(, fo)}7(6).

IITC, R X, =(21,...2,) ORBRIHETHD. ZOR»S, BRISHAR—RIHD
BED MAP #ER L divergence Hm/MEIZ L B2 HEENRAZFTH B Z LB’ TSITbhr 5.
WEDHEBEDMIL g € {fo]0 € O ZIKELTWABN, §F—ROH/MHIX f LS T—&
WWERDHE O T —ABREET > TS, Tbbg=1—¢)f +e6 DL IBAMHIZ
WD, 20D, BEDONA AWETREREBRNASTA%2FKE>TLED. 22T, 6] Tk
density-power divergecnce %\ T, BLUMWHEELBE2MEL TW5. BHEOEELHD
drr(,-) DEDZE dg(-,) KEZXDZ LT, DL D WL L FHEIHEERL TS,

EFE 2.1 (DP-posterior). 8> 0 & T 5. n(0) 2EFINTH, fo 2RMOETF VL L L
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&, DP-posterior #IRCEHT 5.

exp{QY (6)}7(6)
J exp{Q¥)(0)}(6)d6

[I5, exp(gy” (2:))m(6) o
fH,_l exp(qs (x;))m(6)d0

o H exp(gy” (@:))m(8),

W(ﬂ)(oan) =

=EL,
@) = 55 - 135 [ 15 de.

[6] Ti% DP-posterior {ZB{3 2 A E PEBENBRR SN TWS. £I T, [10] T
denstiy-power divergence (ZZ X T, IRD & 5 72 y-divergence % W =M 2 EH S
HOBER TV, TOMEZ2ER L TW5.

EH 2.2 (y-posterior). 7 >0 2 F 5. n(0) ZHFIM, fo EHEMOETNVLLLE,
y-posterior IR TEZHET 5.

exp{QY(8)}7(6)
[ exp{Q4(8)}(6)d6
_ I, exp(gg” (i) (6) @
(v)
sz—1 exP(Qe (mi))”(e)de

o H exp(gg” (@:))m(6),

(0]X,) =

==L,

=v/(1+7)
& 1., Ly L L
@) =253/ [ 157ae) >

3 ~-posterior ICE I R XHEEDHEMLE

Z OHiITI [10] TRENTWS y-posterior ILFT 2WHIMEOEREMNT 5. 7,
BTORMHEERS. 0, & d (g, fo) RBINCT BT 5.

(A1) fo DAEKREIST A — RSB, fo & 0, DR U T 3 EAMATETH 5.



(A2) WA LB DOZMIITREE U, Ey[0;91 (045 X1)] & E,[8:0;4 (84; X1)) IXAFTE
U, E6ITRTD 4,5,k=1,...,p W LUT, R&H-T Mijk(x) PEET 5.

sup 8i6j8kq('7) (6; m){ < Mijx(x) and Eg [M;5;(X1)] < 0o,
ocU
ZZTC,0,=0/00;,0=0/38 TH5.

(A3 FBED >0 UT, +HKRER N ITARTIIHUT, R 1 TREFH~ZTe>0
WEHET 5.
sup n7! {Qg") (6) — Q%’V)(Og)} < —&.
[16—64|>5

EE 3.1, (A1), (A2) DRBREFNVOEMRMHETHS. £z, (A3) D&M n H+45H
KEVL &, Qn(60) DERAIANELE—D 0, THBLWIEAETHSE. Thid 0, DEH
PEERTHS.

wiz, Q(0) xBAMLT iRz 65, Bz 00 L35, 7z, AW
1(6) & J(8) ¥ RTEET 5.

1(9) = B, |94 (6; X1)87¢™(6; X1)] ,
J(6) = —E, [aaTqﬁ) (6; X1 )] :
& 512, 1(0) & J(0) RERMITHLT 5. 20L&, ROFEAHD L.

T 3.1. {KE (A1)-(A8) & 6, 1 9Q5(65)) =0 ¥ 65 B 0,(n — 00) BT L
T5. 20L&, (EROEFHHEOEELEE ©(0) H5EST 0, TERSIE, WAH Y L.

/

2T, Mt X,) &t = /n(0 — 6,) D ~y-posterior TH 5.

(8] X,) — (27) 7P/ |J(80)[*? exp (—%tTJ(BO)t) | dt %0 (n— o). (3)

TE 3.2, TH 8.1 OREIMAT, B n(0) ¥ EEFOL TS, oL,
V6, — 8,) B 0(n — o) BV LD,

% 3.1. THEH 3 2DHELW-TLTB. H L
V(B — 65) & N,(0,V(60)),

25, IR Y ILD.
V(05D — 6,) % N,(0,V(8)).
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MEDZ &S, y-posterior ik n BWAEWE I A TREMOADOHELZITILV. £
7=, y-posterior (Z B9 3 HEFEIFIX, BHEMIC y-divergence R/AMEDHEER & —B L, &
SIZEREERMEE2ROZ b2 5.

4 BUERER

ZDETIE, £ 2 ETH MU 7 DP-posterior & y-posterior DEELLE 2475, #H
AWZBELUTE, 1000 0EYyFHaYyIalb—Ya vy EAWT, EXEn =
20,50,100, HEHDOEIE € = 0.00,0.05,0.20 DBAIZOWT, BEFHDONAA 7T ARRT
WL, 7, BRVPHERERY VS VI TEHTS.

41 IERSH
I DT, EEDM:N(u,02) DBEE2EXSL. F—RARENTT%
(1-¢)N(0,1) +eN(6,1)

U, BREETNVE N(u,0%) 35, FRIAHEL LTI —RRI L Jeffreys DHTH A,
ERDEOLBREMOHATHIER- S V2 HEEHNS.

TRTORPSBEBHEDOEHRFH & D H DP-posterior & y-posterior 1&/31 7 AWM X
WZ ebhd, £, R1 K3, K55S LS IZ DP-posterior & y-posterior Ik
EEHOHWEIZBELU TIE, FEALED ST, e 280.20 & KEWRHZA U y-posterior 23H <
HoTWa., —AT, BOMEII LTI, R 2 LXK 41X, y-posterior ¥ DP-posterior
VRS LoTWB I bR d. L, R6 DIFE, DP-posterior D DR > T
W5, ZNRBEFDMORENRENEEZI SN D.
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# 1 The empirical bias of the Bayes estimators for mean parameter under uniform prior

Bayes DP-posterior ~y-posterior
By B ¥

€ n 0.00 0.30 0.50 0.70 1.00 0.30 0.50 0.70 1.00
0.00 20| 0.001} 0.001 0.004 0.005 0.005| 0.001 0.002 0.003 0.004
0.00 50| 0.001| 0.001 0.001 0.001 0.002| 0.001 0.001 0.001 0.001
0.00 100 | -0.001 | -0.001 -0.001 -0.001 -0.001 | -0.001 -0.001 -0.001 -0.002
005 20| 0.302) 0.094 0.076 0.059 0.028 | 0.083 0.059 0.053 0.046
0.06 50 | 0.300 | 0.026 0.015 0.026 0.039 | 0.022 0.008 0.006 0.007
0.05 100 [ 0.302 | 0.013 0.005 0.004 0.013 | 0.012 0.004 0.002 0.002
020 20 1.191| 0.724 0.490 0328 0.166 | 0.730 0.507 0.390 0.292
020 50 | 1.194 | 0.678 0.413 0.342 0.242 | 0.643 0.280 0.164 0.131
0.20 100 | 1.202 | 0.614 0.209 0.154 0.218 | 0.574 0.091 0.021 0.011

# 2 The empirical bias of the Bayes estimators for variance parameter under
uniform prior

Baye DP-posterior ~-posterior
B,y B ¥

€ n | 0.00 [ 0.30 0.50 0.70 1.00 | 030 050 0.70 1.00
0.00 20 (0266 | 1.249 4.444 9.155 12.755 | 0.955 2.187 4.175  7.280
0.00 50 | 0.090 | 0.259 0.515 1.447 7.275 | 0.230 0.361 0.547 1.020
0.00 100 | 0.041 | 0.111 0.192 0.336 1.292 | 0.101 0.150 0.208 0.319
0.05 20 | 2.441 | 2.766  6.143 10.225 13.075 | 2.126 3.367 5.338  8.173
0.05 50| 1.943 | 0.523 0.821 2366 8.700 | 0.425 0.464 0.668 1.275
0.05 100 | 1.833 | 0.233  0.288  0.489  2.125 | 0.189 0.189 0.236 0.354
020 20 | 7.504 | 9.700 11.373 12.993 13.934 | 8.793 8.933 9.702 11.014
020 50 | 6.333 | 6.017 5.944 8379 12484 | 5.358 3.285 2.844  3.682
0.20 100 | 6.054 | 4.631  2.423 3.003 7.895 | 4.180 0.957 0.496 0.596




# 3 The empirical bias of the Bayes estimators for mean parameter under the
Jeffreys prior

Bayes DP-posterior ~y-posterior
B,y B ¥

€ n 0.00 0.30 0.50 0.70 1.00 0.30 0.50 0.70 1.00
0.00 20 | -0.004 | -0.004 -0.004 -0.005 -0.008 | -0.004 -0.004 -0.004 -0.004
0.00 50 | -0.001 | -0.001 -0.001 -0.002 -0.002 |[-0.001 -0.001 -0.002 -0.002
0.00 100 | 0.000 | 0.000 0.001 0.001 0.001| 0.000 0.001 0.001 0.001
0.05 20| 0.293 | 0.046 0.029 0.028 0.017 | 0.039 0.017 0.012 0.009
0.05 50| 0.298 | 0.018 0.007 0.007 0.015( 0.016 0.004 0.002 0.001
0.05 100 [ 0.299 | 0.011 0.003 0.002 0.004 | 0.010 0.003 0.001 0.001
020 20 1189 | 0614 0350 0238 0.139 | 0599 0.297 0.180 0.119
020 50 1.197 | 0.578 0.241 0.170 0.153 | 0.542 0.140 0.051 0.029
0.20 100 | 1.205 | 0.549 0.121 0.064 0.090 | 0.507 0.048 0.010 0.005

#% 4 The empirical bias of the Bayes estimators for variance parameter under

the Jeffreys prior

Bayes DP-posterior ~y-posterior

By B v

e ni{ 000| 030 050 070 1.00| 030 050 070 1.00
0.00 20| 0.116 | 0.410 1.051 2500 4.971 | 0.334 0.556 0.871 1.434
0.00 50| 0.045|0.123 0.218 0.440 1.811 | 0.107 0.150 0.195 0.276
0.00 100 | 0.018 | 0.053 0.089 0.149 0.389 | 0.046 0.063 0.080 0.105
0.05 20| 2.031 | 1.002 1.716 3.265 5.520 | 0.792 0.883 1.200 1.759
0.05 50| 1.811|0.277 0.341 0.677 2.478 | 0.219 0.188 0.225 0.312
0.05 100 | 1.757 | 0.148 0.159 0.246 0.631 | 0.113 0.084 0.095 0.121
0.20 20| 6.535 | 5.775 5.246 5.948 6.936 | 5221 3.543 3.027 3.010
0.20 50| 6.041 | 4.392 2.756 3.219 5.554 | 3.940 1.363 0.782 0.761
0.20 100 | 5.910 | 3.846 1.294 1.220 2.799 | 3.452 0.440 0.180 0.177




# 5 The empirical bias of the Bayes estimators for mean parameter under the
normal and inverse-gamma prior

Bayes DP-posterior +y-posterior
B,y B Y

€ n 0.00 0.30 0.50 0.70 1.00 0.30 0.50 0.70 1.00
000 20| 0.006 | 0.006 0.005 0.004 0.003| 0.006 0.005 0.003 0.004
0.00 50 ( 0.000 | -0.001 -0.001 -0.001 -0.001|-0.001 -0.001 -0.001 0.000
0.00 100 [ 0.000 | 0.000 0.001 0.001 0.001| 0.000 0.001 0.001 0.001
005 20 0293 | 0.046 0.029 0.028 0.017| 0.039 0.017 0.012 0.009
005 50 0.298 | 0.018 0.007 0.007 0.015} 0.016 0.004 0.002 0.001
0.05 100 [ 0.299 ; 0.011 0.003 0.002 0.004 | 0.010 0.003 0.001 0.001
020 20| 0912 | 0.080 0.004 0.001 0.001 | 0.073 0.002 0.001 0.001
020 50 | 1.060 | 0.202 0.016 0.004 0.001 | 0.18 0.008 0.001 -0.001
020 100 | 1.127 | 0.294 0.014 0.003 0.000 | 0.264 0.005 0.000 -0.001

# 6 The empirical bias of the Bayes estimators for variance parameter under

the normal and inverse-gamma prior

Bayes DP-posterior ~y-posterior

B,y B Y

e nf 000 030 050 070 1.00| 030 050 0.70  1.00
0.00 20 | -0.135 | -0.310 -0.486 -0.621 -0.707 | -0.313 -0.532 -0.726 -0.827
0.00 50 |-0.058 | -0.13¢ -0.215 -0.302 -0.410 | -0.134 -0.222 -0.345 -0.579
0.00 100 | -0.028 | -0.067 -0.108 -0.156 -0.226 | -0.066 -0.110 -0.169 -0.288
0.05 20| 2.031 | 1.002 1.716 3.265 5520 | 0.792 0.883 1.200 1.759
0.05 50| 1.811] 0.277 0341 0.677 2.478| 0219 0.188 0225 0.312
0.05 100 | 1.757 | 0.148 0.159 0.246 0.631 | 0.113 0.084 0.095 0.121
0.20 20| 4901 | 0.244 -0.450 -0.594 -0.672 | 0.122 -0.621 -0.780 -0.847
0.20 50| 5.384 | 1.283 -0.007 -0.143 -0.251 | 1.087 -0.218 -0.422 -0.673
0.20 100 | 5590 | 1.959 0.138 0.065 0.030 | 1.667 -0.094 -0.204 -0.365




42 EBSH
Wiz, LT OB Ex(\) DIEEEER 5.
flz; N) = de™2.
T RFESGE
(1 —¢)Ez(1) + cEz(0.1)

U, BHETNE Ex(\) & 95, BRIAME LTI B L Jeffreys DFRIFH %2 A
w35,

RTDPO e BPRELRBZIZONT, A DBEEDFERLEHEINSTANKEL BT
5T dbird. %7, DP-posterior iZ2@FHKIZZELTWB Z b »rb. —AT,
v-posteior Ik n BNEVE ZFIINL TABRKEL BTV, n B+ REITNE, &HE
ENTH Y, FIZT e = 0.20 Tk DP-posterior £ D LR B> TW5S. %8 TiX, BED
HEEEYI% DP-posterior DFERN U TIE—RFROAD & X L IZIFAMKRDMEZ I > TV 3D,
~-posterior IZB U TIENA T RANEL BoTWB I L b N5.

5 FLHESRERDEREE

DP-posterior & ~y-posterior @ #fEM 72 th# % 17 o 7z. DP-posterior & D & ~-
posterior AR SR N T 4 =<2 VAR P o720, BRIDHDOEBVH KD Z L HHE
RTE. SHOBEL UTIX, y-posterior DANEIZ BT BHEBE2FARL L e Hizan
A MEIZDWTOEGRNRIRIEE 5 X TWL . £ 7z, y-posterior % [E]1F 43 Hr 03 5l o 47 22
EIGHUTWL.

A

AWEETICERUT, HAR BXEE (RBX - #) CEERHRREZHW I L2/
WL ETET.



% 7 The empirical bias of the Bayes estimators for A\ under uniform prior

Bayes DP-posterior ~y-posterior
B,y B Y

5 n 0.00 0.30 0.50 0.70 1.00 0.30 0.50 0.70 1.00
0.00 20| 0.104 | 0.169 0.214 0.230 0.212 ] 0.188 0.322 0.645 1.565
0.00 50 { 0.041| 0.066 0.085 0.094 0.091 | 0.072 0.113 0.176 0.347
0.00 100 { 0.020 [ 0.034 0.042 0.046 0.044 | 0.369 0.054¢ 0.078 0.126
0.05 20]|-0.146| 0.103 0.163 0.182 0.161 | 0.133 0.316 0.706 1.700
0.05 50 |-0.231 | 0.010 0.040 0.049 0.042 | 0.025 0.089 0.160 0.381
0.05 100 | -0.272 | -0.027 -0.009 -0.006 -0.012 | -0.016 0.020 0.050 0.104
0.20 20| -0.534 | -0.087 0.009 0.027 0.001 | -0.026 0.268 0.816 1.967
0.20 50 | -0.602 | -0.196 -0.122 -0.109 -0.120 | -0.158 -0.013 0.101 0.376
0.20 100 | -0.621 | -0.221 -0.158 -0.147 -0.155 | -0.189 -0.073 -0.004 0.088

#: 8 The empirical bias of the Bayes estimators for A under Jeffreys prior

Bayes DP-posterior ~y-posterior
B,y B Y

€ n 0.00 0.30 0.50 0.70 1.00 0.30 0.50 0.70  1.00
0.00 20| 0.055| 0.068 0.073 0.055 -0.050 | 0.081 0.137 0.244 0.598
0.00 50| 0.016 | 0.020 0.023 0.018 -0.001 | 0.025 0.042 0.068 0.133
0.00 100 | 0.011 | 0.011 0.012 0.011 0.002 | 0.013 0.021 0.033 0.060
0.05 20 |-0.183 | 0.007 0.025 0.007 -0.107 | 0.030 0.125 0.273 0.669
0.05 50 | -0.250 | -0.030 -0.018 -0.024 -0.048 | -0.017 0.019 0.054 0.138
0.05 100 | -0.279 | -0.039 -0.026 -0.028 -0.041 | -0.028 0.000 0.020 0.051
0.20 20 | -0.546 | -0.198 -0.141 -0.164 -0.313 | -0.150 0.024 0.231 0.683
0.20 50 | -0.614 | -0.235 -0.183 -0.185 -0.221 | -0.200 -0.091 -0.023 0.100
0.20 100 | -0.627 | -0.249 -0.193 -0.189 -0.206 | -0.217 -0.114 -0.060 0.001
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