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We consider a multivariate version of the so-called Lancaster problem of characterizing canon-
ical correlation coefficients of symmetric bivariate distributions with identical marginals and
orthogonal polynomial expansions. The marginal distributions examined in this paper are the
Dirichlet and the Dirichlet multinomial distribution, respectively, on the continuous and the N-
discrete d-dimensional simplex. Their infinite-dimensional limit distributions, respectively, the
Poisson—Dirichlet distribution and Ewens’s sampling formula, are considered as well. We study,
in particular, the possibility of mapping canonical correlations on the d-dimensional continuous
simplex (i) to canonical correlation sequences on the d + 1-dimensional simplex and/or (ii) to
canonical correlations on the discrete simplex, and vice versa. Driven by this motivation, the first
half of the paper is devoted to providing a full characterization and probabilistic interpretation
of n-orthogonal polynomial kernels (i.e., sums of products of orthogonal polynomials of the same
degree n) with respect to the mentioned marginal distributions. We establish several identities
and some integral representations which are multivariate extensions of important results known
for the case d =2 since the 1970s. These results, along with a common interpretation of the
mentioned kernels in terms of dependent Pélya urns, are shown to be key features leading to
several non-trivial solutions to Lancaster’s problem, many of which can be extended naturally
to the limit as d — oo.

Keywords: canonical correlations; Dirichlet distribution; Dirichlet-multinomial distribution;
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1. Introduction

Let m be a probability measure on some Borel space (E,£) with E C R. Consider an ex-
changeable pair (X, Y") of random variables with given marginal law 7. Modeling tractable
joint distributions for (X,Y’), with 7 as given marginals, is a classical problem in math-
ematical statistics. One possible approach, introduced by Henry Oliver Lancaster [22]
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is in terms of so-called canonical correlations. Let {P,}5°, be a family of orthogonal
polynomials with weight measure m, that is, such that

By (Po(X)P(X)) = ——6um,  nymeZy

m

for a sequence of positive constants {c,,}. Here d,,, =1 if n =m and 0 otherwise, and
E, denotes the expectation taken with respect to .

A sequence p={p,} is the sequence of canonical correlation coefficients for the pair
(X,Y), if it is possible to write the joint law of (X,Y") as

g,,(da?, dy) = W(dx)ﬂ'(dy){ Z pncn,Pn(a:)Pn(y)}, (1-1)

n=0

where py = 1. Suppose that the system {P,} is complete with respect to Lo(7); that is,
every function f with finite w-variance admits a representation

f(x) =" F(n)enPu(@), (1.2)
n=0

where
Fn) =EL[f(X)P.(X)], n=0,1,2,.... (1.3)

Define the conditional expectation operator by
Tpf(z) =E(f(Y)|X =)

If (X,Y) have canonical correlations {p,}, then, for every f with finite variance,

Tof () = paf(n)enPa(a).
n=0

In particular,
TPy = pn Py, n=0,1,...;

that is, the polynomials { P, } are the eigenfunctions, and p is the sequence of eigenvalues
of T,. Lancaster’s problem is therefore a spectral problem, whereby conditional expecta-
tion operators with given eigenfunctions are uniquely characterized by their eigenvalues.
Because 7T, maps positive functions to positive functions, the problem of identifying
canonical correlation sequences p is strictly related to the problem of characterizing so-
called positive-definite sequences.

In this paper we consider a multivariate version of Lancaster’s problem, when m is
taken to be either the Dirichlet or the Dirichlet multinomial distribution (notation:
D, and DM, n, with « € RY and N € Z,) on the (d — 1)-dimensional continuous and
N-discrete simplex, respectively. The eigenfunctions will be the multivariate Jacobi or
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Hahn polynomials, respectively. One difficulty arising when d > 2 is that the orthogonal
polynomials Py = Py n,...n, are multi-indexed. The degree of every polynomial P, is
In|:=mn; +---+ng (throughout the paper, for every vector x = (r1,...,74) € R%, we will
denote its length by |x|). There are
n+d-—1
(")

polynomials with degree n, so, when d > 2, there is no unique way to introduce a total
order in the space of all polynomials. Orthogonal polynomial kernels are instead uniquely
defined and totally ordered.

By orthogonal polynomial kernels of degree n, with respect to 7, we mean functions
of the form

Paxy)= Y.  mPm(®)Pualy), n=0,12..., (1.4)

mEZi:\m\:n

where {P,: n€ Z‘j_} is a system of orthogonal polynomials with weight measure 7.
It is easy to check that

E [Pn(%,Y)P(2,Y)] = Po(X,2)0mn.

A representation equivalent to (1.2) in term of polynomial kernels is

o0

F() =Y Er(f(Y)Palx,Y)). (1.5)

n=0

If f is a polynomial of order m, the series terminates at m. Consequently, for general
d > 2, the individual orthogonal polynomials P,(x) are uniquely determined by their
leading coefficients of degree n and P, (x,y). If a leading term is

d
Z bnkaqla
{k:|k|=n} 1

then

d
Pa(x)= > bnkE lH ¥ P, (x, Y)], (1.6)
{k:|k|=n} 1
where Y has distribution 7.
P, (x,y) also has an expansion in terms of any complete sets of biorthogonal poly-
nomials of degree n. That is, if {PS(x)} and {P2(x)} are polynomials orthogonal to
polynomials of degree less that n and

E[PL(X)Pg (X)) = bnnr,
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then

Paxy)= ) Pix)P(y) (1.7)

{n:[n|=n}

Similar expressions to (1.6) hold for Pg(x) and Pg(x), using their respective leading
coefficients. This can be shown by using their expansions in an orthonormal polynomial
set and applying (1.6).

The polynomial kernels with respect to D, and DM, nx will be denoted by Q%(x,y)
and HS(r,s), and called Jacobi and Hahn kernels, respectively.

This paper is divided in two parts. The goal of the first part is to describe Jacobi and
Hahn kernels under a unified view: we will first provide a probabilistic description of
their structure and mutual relationship, then we will investigate their symmetrized and
infinite-dimensional versions.

We will show that all the kernels under study can be constructed via systems of bivari-
ate Pélya urns with random samples in common. This remarkable property assimilates
the Dirichlet “world” to other distributions, within the so-called Meixner class, whose
orthogonal polynomial kernels admit a representation in terms of bivariate sums with
random elements in common, a fact known since the 1960s (see [6, 7]. See also [4] for a
modern Bayesian approach).

In the second part of the paper we will turn our attention to the problem of identifying
canonical correlation sequences with respect to D, and DM, n. We will restrict our focus
on sequences p such that, for every n € Zi, pn depends on n only through its total length

d
In| =23 ni
Pn = Pn VnEZ‘j_: [n| =n.

For these sequences, Jacobi or Hahn polynomial kernels will be used to find out conditions
for a sequence {p,} to satisfy the inequality

> pnPa(u,v) > 0. (1.8)
n=0

Since T, is required to map constant functions to constant functions, a straightforward
necessary condition is always that

p():]..

For every d =2,3,... and every o € RY, we will call any solution to (1.8) an a-Jacobi
positive-definite sequence (a-JPDS), if m = D,, and an («, N)-Hahn positive-definite
sequence ((co, N)-HPDS), if m =DM, n.

We are interested, in particular, in studying if and when one or both the following
statements are true.

(P1) Forevery d and o € R, pis a-JPDS < pis a-JPDS for every & € ]Rffrl: o] = |«
(P2) For every d and oo € R p is a-JPDS < p is (a, N)-HPDS for some N.
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Regarding (P1), it will be clear in Section 7 that the sufficiency part (<) always holds. To
find conditions for the necessity part (=) of (P1), we will use two alternative approaches.
The first one is based on a multivariate extension of a powerful product formula for the
Jacobi polynomials, due to Koornwinder and finalized by Gasper in the early 1970s: for
a, 3 in a “certain region” (see Theorem 5.1 further on), the integral representation
P8 () PoB L paB(,
L h ) [ ), sye@1)men
Pyo7 (1) Py (1) o Py (1)
holds for a probability measure m, ,, on [0, 1]. Our extension for multivariate polynomial
kernels, of non-easy derivation, is found in Proposition 5.4 to be

Q% (x,y) = E[Qaalel=ea(Z, 1)|x,y], In|=0,1,... (1.9)

for every d € N, every a in a “certain region” of R%, and for a particular [0, 1]-valued
random variable Z,. Here, for every j =1,...,d, e; = (0,0,...,1,0,...,0) € R? is the
vector with all zero components, except for the jth coordinate which is equal to 1.
Integral representations such as (1.9) are useful in that they map immediately univariate
positive functions to the type of bivariate distribution we are looking for,

fE)>0 = > F(n)Qu(xy) =E[f(Za)x,y] > 0.

In fact, whenever (1.9) holds true, we will be able to conclude that (P1) is true.

Identity (1.9), however, holds only with particular choices of the parameter «. At
best, one needs one of the «; s to be greater than 2. This makes it hard to use (P1) to
build, in the limit as d — oo, canonical correlations with respect to Poisson—Dirichlet
marginals on the infinite simplex. The latter would be a desirable aspect for modeling
dependent measures on the infinite symmetric group or for applications, for example, in
nonparametric Bayesian statistics.

On the other hand, there are several examples in the literature of positive-definite
sequences satisfying (P1) for every choice of «, even in the limit case of || = 0. Two
notable and well-known instances are

(i)
pn(t) = e~ (/2n(ntlal=1)t n=0,1,..., (1.10)
arising as the eigenvalues of the transition semigroup of the so-called d-type,
neutral Wright—Fisher diffusion process in population genetics; see, for eram-

ple, [11, 14, 27]. The generator of the diffusion process {X(t),t > 0} describing
the relative frequencies of genes with type space {1,...,d} is

1L 2 1 )
£:§szl(5”—$J)m+§Z(al—|Oé|xl)8—xz

i=1j=1 i=1
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In this model, mutation is parent-independent from type ¢ to j at rate «;/2,
je€{1,...,d}. Assuming that « > 0, the stationary distribution of the process is
D, and the transition density has an expansion

fx,y;t) = Da(y){l + an(t)Q;:;(x,y)}-
n=1

The limit model as d — co with « = |a|/d is the infinitely-many-alleles-model,
where mutation is always to a mnovel type. The stationary distribution is
Poisson—Dirichlet(«).

The same sequence (1.10) is also a HPDS playing a role in population genet-
ics [17]: it is the eigenvalue sequence of the so-called Moran model with type space
{1,...,d}. In a population of N individuals, {Z(¢),t > 0} denotes the number of
individuals of each type at t, |Z(t)| = N. In reproduction events, an individual is
chosen at random to reproduce with one child, and another is chosen at random to
die. The offspring of a parent of type ¢ does not mutate with probability 1 — u, or
mutates in a parent independent way to type j with probability up;, j € {1,...,d},
where |p| = 1. The generator of the process is described by

d d
Lf(z)= Z;Z:lzz(%zg +ij> [f(z—e;+e;)— f(z)].

3

Setting & = M up/\, A = N/2, the stationary distribution of the process is DM, n,
the eigenvalues are (1.10), and the transition density is

N
P(Z(t)=s|Z(0)=r) = DMQ,N(s){1 + ) pa(t)Hal(r, s)}.

Thus (1.10) is an example of positive-definite sequence satisfying both (P1) and
(P2).
(i)
on(2)=2", n=0,1,...;
that is, the eigenvalues of the so-called Poisson kernel, whose positivity is a well-
known result in special functions theory (see, e.g., [5, 16]).

An interpretation of Poisson kernels as Markov transition semigroups is in [14], where
it is shown that (ii) can be obtained via an appropriate subordination of the genetic
model (i).
It is therefore natural to ask when (P1) holds with no constraints on the parameter a.
Our second approach to Lancaster’s problem will answer, in part, this question. This
approach is heavily based on the probabilistic interpretation (Pdlya urns with random
draws in common) of the Jacobi and Hahn polynomial kernels shown in the first part of
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the paper. We will prove in Proposition 8.1 that, if {d,,: m=0,1,2,...} is a probability
mass function (p.m.f.) on Z, then every positive-definite sequence {p, }>2, of the form

> m!(|a] +m)
pn—mz::n TR Rl (1.11)
satisfies (P1) for every choice of «; therefore (P1) can be used to model canonical corre-
lations with respect to the Poisson—Dirichlet distribution.

In Section 9 we investigate the possibility of a converse result, that is, will find a set
of conditions on a JPD sequence p to be of the form (1.11) for a p.m.f. {d,,}.

As for Hahn positive-definite sequences and (P2), our results will be mostly a con-
sequence of Proposition 3.1, where we establish the following representation of Hahn
kernels as mixtures of Jacobi kernels:

(N —n)IT'(Jo| + N +n)

Hs) = — e[+ M)

E[Q%(X,Y)[r,s], n=0,1,...

for every N € Z, and r,s € NA4_1), where the expectation on the right-hand side is
taken with respect to Dyt ® Dqy4s, that is, a product of posterior Dirichlet probability
measures. A similar result was proven by [15] to hold for individual Hahn polynomials
as well. The interpretation is again in terms of dependent Pdlya sequences with random
elements in common.

We will also show (Proposition 6.1) that a discrete version of (1.9) (but with the
appearance of an extra coefficient) holds for Hahn polynomial kernels.

Based on these findings, we will be able to prove in Section 10 some results “close to”
(P2): that JPDSs can indeed be viewed as a map from HPDSs, and vice versa, but such
mappings, in general, are not the inverse of each other.

On the other hand, we will show (Proposition 10.4) that every JPDS is in fact the
limit of a sequence of (P2)-positive-definite sequences.

Our final result on HPDSs is in Proposition 10.8, where we prove that if, for fixed N,
d®) = {d%\f)}mEL is a probability distribution such that dl(N) =0 for | > N, then (P2)
holds properly for the JPDS p of the form (1.11). Such sequences also satisfy (P1) and
admit infinite-dimensional Poisson—Dirichlet (and Ewens’s sampling distribution) limits.

The key for the proof of Proposition 10.8 is provided by Proposition 3.5, where we show
the connection between our representation of Hahn kernels and a kernel generalization of
a product formula for Hahn polynomials, proved by Gasper [9] in 1973. Proposition 3.5
is, in our opinion, of some interest, even independently of its application.

1.1. Outline of the paper

The paper is organized as follows. Section 1.2 will conclude this Introduction by recalling
some basic properties and definitions of the probability distribution we are going to deal
with. In Section 2 an explicit description of Q¢ is given in terms of mixtures of products
of multinomial probability distributions arising from dependent Poélya urns with random
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elements in common. We will next obtain (Section 3) an explicit representation for HY as
posterior miztures of QY. In the same section we will generalize Gasper’s product formula
to an alternative representation of HS and will describe the connection coefficients in
the two representations. In Sections 4—4.2, we will then show that similar structure and
probabilistic descriptions also hold for kernels with respect to the ranked versions of D,,
and DM, n, and to their infinite-dimensional limits, known as the Poisson-Dirichlet and
Ewens’s sampling distribution, respectively. This will conclude the first part.

Sections 5-6 will be the bridge between the first and the second part of the paper. We
will prove identity (1.9) for the Jacobi product formula and its Hahn equivalent. We will
point out the connection between (1.9) and another multivariate Jacobi product formula
due to Koornwinder and Schwartz [21].

In Section 7 we will focus more closely on positive-definite sequences (canonical cor-
relations). We will use results of Section 5 (first approach) to characterize sequences
obeying to (P1), with constraints on «.

In Section 8 we will use a second probabilistic approach to find sufficient conditions
for (P1) to hold with no constraints on the parameters, when a JPDS can be expressed
as a linear functional of a probability distribution on Z, . Every such sequence will be
determined by a probability mass function on the integers. We will discuss the possibility
of a converse mapping from JPDSs to probability mass functions in Section 9.

In the remaining sections we will investigate the existence of sequences satisfying (P2).
In particular, in Section 10.1 we will make a similar use of probability mass functions to
find sufficient conditions for a proper version of (P2).

1.2. Elements from distribution theory

We briefly list the main definitions and properties of the probability distributions that will
be used in the paper. We also refer to [15] for further properties and related distributions.
For a,x € R¢ and n € Zi, denote

d
X =it all, F(a)zHF(ai)
i=1
and
(2) =t
n H?:1 ni!
Also, we will use
I'(a-+x)
(a)(x) = Wa
~ I'(a+1)
S P

whenever the ratios are well defined. Here 1:=(1,1,...,1).



Dirichlet polynomial kernels 9

If x €Zy, then (a)u) =ala+1)---(a+x—1) and (a)p=ala—1)---(a—z+1). E,
will denote the expectation under the probability distribution p. The subscript will be
omitted when there is no risk of confusion.

Definition 1.1.

(i) The Dirichlet(«) distribution, « € R(fr, on the d-dimensional simplex
A1) = {x €0, l]d: |x| =1}

is given by
L (Jaf)x4
I'(e)

(ii) The Dirichlet multinomial (o, N) distribution, o € R4, N € Zy on the (d —1)-
dimensional discrete simplex

D, (dx) := I(x € Agg—1)) dx.

NA-1)={meZ}: jm|=N}

1s given by the probability mass function

DM, y(r) = (f) (|(;))((?V), reNAy 1. (1.12)

1.2.1. Pdlya sampling distribution

DM, n can be thought as the moment formula (sampling distribution) of D,

e [(2)%].

so DM, n can be interpreted as the probability distribution of a sample of N random
variables in {1,...,d}, which are conditionally independent and identically distributed
with common law X, the latter being a random distribution with distribution D,. The
probability distribution of X, conditional on a sample of N such individuals, is, by Bayes’s
theorem, again Dirichlet with different parameters
Ny
Dir(dx) = %Da (dx). (1.13)

As N — oo, the measure DM, ny tends to D,. The Dirichlet multinomial distribution
can also be thought as the distribution of color frequencies arising in a sample of size N
from a d-color Pdlya urn. This sampling scheme can be described as follows: in an urn
there are |a| balls of which «; are of color 4,7 =1,...,d (for this interpretation one may
assume, without loss of generality, that « € Zi) Pick a ball uniformly at random, note
its color, then return the ball in the urn and add another ball of the same color. The
probability of the first sample to be of color 7 is «;/|a|. After simple combinatorics one
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sees that the distribution of the color frequencies after M draws is DM, j;. Conditional
on having observed r as frequencies in the first M draws, the probability distribution of
observing s in the next N — M draws is

l)a+sJM(r)

DMair,N—ni(S) = Do, n—ni(s) Dot (r)

(1.14)

1.2.2. Ranked frequencies and limit distributions

Define the ranking function 1:R% — R as the function reordering the elements of any
vector y € R? in decreasing order. Denote its image by

Y(y)=y' = (Yl . y5).

The ranked continuous and discrete simplex will be denoted by Afi_l =1(Ag_1) and
NA§_1 =1¢(NA4_1), respectively.

Definition 1.2. The Ranked Dirichlet distribution with parameter o € R‘fr, is one with,
density, with respect to the d-dimensional Lebesgue measure

D} (x):=Dyotp~H(x4) = % Z Dy (oxb), xe Al
" oeSy

where Sy is the group of all permutations on {1,...,d} and ox = (Ty(1),-- -, To(a))-
Similarly,

DM, v := DM,y otp ™!

defines the ranked Dirichlet multinomial distribution.

With a slight abuse of notation, we will use D* to indicate both the ranked Dirichlet
measure and its density. Ranked symmetric Dirichlet and Dirichlet multinomial measures
can be interpreted as distributions on random partitions. For every r € NA4_q) let
Bj = Bj(r) be the number of elements in r equal to j and k(r) =) 5;(r) the number of
strictly positive components of r. Thus Y., i3;(r) = N.

For each x € A(4_1) denote the monomial symmetric polynomials by

[x,r]q:= Z H :U;.jy

i1 Fine{l,...,dy* j=1

where the sum is over all dj;; subsequences of k distinct integers, and let [x,r] be its
extension to x € A,. Take a collection (&1, ...,&N) of independent, identically distributed
random variables, with values in a space of d “colors” (d < 00), and assume that x; is the
common probability of any &; of being of color j. The function [x,r]4 can be interpreted
as the probability distribution of any such sample realization giving rise to k(r) distinct
values whose unordered frequencies count (i (r) singletons, 2(r) doubletons and so on.
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There is a bijection between r+ =1 (r) and B(r) = (B1(r),...,Bn(r)), both maximal
invariant functions with respect to permutations of coordinates, both representing par-
titions of N in k(r) parts. Note that [x,r]4 is invariant too, for every d < oco. It is well
known that, for every x € Ai,

> (ﬁ) m[%rﬂdzl, (1.15)

1
TLGNA(d,l)

that is, for every x,

<f~\£> m[xmﬂd

represents a probability distribution on the space of random partitions of V.
For |a| >0, let D)o .4, DM |4, n,q denote the Dirichlet and Dirichlet multinomial distri-
butions with symmetric parameter (|a|/d,...,|a|/d). Then

DMfal,N,d(ri)

:]EDi,d{(ﬁ> m[x%rﬂd} (1.16)

i Ial/d)g)
Y (el

N 7! ||
d—oo [T7 %850 (lal) )

=dp

= ESFM‘(I‘). (117)

Definition 1.3. The limit distribution ESF ,(r) in (1.17) is called the Ewens sampling
formula with parameter |a.

Poisson—Dirichlet point process [19] Let Y°° = (Y1,Y5,...) be the sequence of points of
a non-homogeneous point process with intensity measure

Nio|(y) =laly'e™v.

The probability generating functional is

Fla(§) = Ejq (GXP{/logf(y)N|a (dy)}>

= expq |al oo(f(y)—l)y‘le‘ydy o
{l ] }
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for suitable functions £:R — [0,1]. Then |Y*°| is a Gamma(|a|) random variable and is
independent of the sequence of ranked, normalized points

YY)

Xt = :
Yo

Definition 1.4. The distribution of X+, is called the Poisson-Dirichlet distribution
with parameter |a|.

Proposition 1.5.

(i) The Poisson-Dirichlet(|al) distribution on A~ is the limit

PD|, = lim D} .
d— o0 laf.d
(ii) The relationship between Do and DMy, N is replicated by ESF, which arises as the
(symmetric) moment formula for the PD distribution,

ESFQLN(T):IEPD”{(Iﬁ)m[x,rl]}, reNAYL.  (1.19)

Proof. If Y = (Y1,...,Yy) is a collection of d independent random variables with identi-
cal distribution Gamma(|a|/d, 1), then their sum |Y| is a Gamma(|a|) random variable
independent of Y /|Y|, which has distribution D, 4. The probability generating func-
tional of Y is ([10])

- ol ylel/d=1e—y d
Fla,al§) = <1+/0 (g(y)_n%mdy)

(1.20)
d_> ]:\o/|(£)7
—00
which, by continuity of the ordering function 1, implies that if X*¢ has distribution
D|¢0| 4 then
X4 B oo
This proves (i). For the proof of (ii) we refer to [10]. O

2. Polynomial kernels in the Dirichlet distribution

The aim of this section is to show that, for every fixed d € N and a € R, the orthogonal
polynomial kernels with respect to D, can be constructed from systems of two dependent
Pélya urns sharing a fixed number of random elements in common.

Consider two Pélya urns U; and Us with identical initial composition «, and impose
on them the constraint that the first m draws from U; are identical to the first m draws
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from Usy. For M < N sample M + m balls from U; and N +m balls from Us. At the end
of the experiment, the probability of having observed frequencies r and s, respectively,
in the M unconstrained balls sampled from U; and in the N ones from Uy, is, by (1.14),

> DM, (1) DMa1,01(r) DMa 41, v ()

It=m (2.1)
=DM, m(r) DMy, v (s) Hap g),
where
o=y PMatenll) Diarrn() (2:2)

DM, (1)

1|l=m

As N, M — oo, if we assume N~ 's — x, M~ 'r =y, we find that this probability distri-
bution tends to

Do (dx) Do (dy )&, (%, y),

where

d
Em(xy) = Z T) 1_}34& H(quq)l‘ (2.3)
1 Q) 1
_ oy WY
R ”z_:m DM, m (1) 24)

[1[=m

Notice that, because Pélya sequences are exchangeable (i.e., their law is invariant under
permutations of the sample coordinates), the same formula (2.4) would hold even if we
only assumed that the sequences sampled from U; and Us have in common any m (and
not necessarily the first m) coordinates.

2.1. Polynomial kernels for d > 2
We shall now prove the following:

Proposition 2.1. For every a € Ri and every integer n, the nth orthogonal polynomial
kernel, with respect to D, is given by

n

Qax,y) =) all & (x,y), (2.5)

m=0

where

_ o (laf +m) g1y

alih = (Jal + 20 = 1)1y~

(2.6)
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form a lower-triangular, invertible system. An inverse relationship is
ety =143 ey, (2.7
= (la[+[m])m)

Remark 2.2. A first construction of the Kernel polynomials was given by [11]. We
provide here a revised proof. Operators with a role analogous to the function &,, have,
later on, appeared in different contexts, but with little emphasis on Pélya urns or on the
probabilistic aspects ([25, 26] are some examples). A closer, recent result is offered in [24]
where a multiple integral representation for square-integrable functions with respect to
Ferguson—Dirichlet random measures is derived in terms of Polya urns.

Proof of Proposition 2.1. Let {Q%} be a system of orthonormal polynomials with
respect to Dy (i.e., such E(Q%?) = 1). We need to show that, for independent Dirichlet
distributed vectors X,Y, if n,k <m, then

(M) [n)

E(& (X, Y)Qu(X)Q(Y)) = 5nkm- (2.8)
If this is true, an expansion is therefore
n]
En(xy) =1+ Qnl(
Z |a|+m)(n) {n%:n} &)
(2.9)

= 2::|a|+m - Qn(x,y).

Inverting the triangular matrix with (m,n)th element

(M) [n)
(laf +m) )

gives (2.5) from (2.7). The inverse matrix is triangular with (m,n)th element

m ol +m)@m-1)

m!(n—m)! "’ n2m,

(laf +2n—=1)(=1)"~

and the proof will be complete.
Proof of (2.8). Write

d—1 d
E(HXﬂig;(X,Y)‘Y): 3 ( )H ZH1|O¢|Z+;)(Z)§”). (2.10)

{1:[1]=m}
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Expressing the last product in (2.10) as

d—1 d—1
[10+a) H ling+ D baic ][ lie
1

{k:[k|<[n|} 1

for constants bk, shows that

d—1 d—1
E(H Xi"ifﬁ‘n(X,Y)‘Y> :#% HY" + Ro(Y). (2.11)

Thus if n <k <m,

d—1
E(e (X, Y)Q40Y) = el 5™ T v+ Ru(Y)

(ol +m)m) (02
_ M
- T Q(Y) + Rx(Y), (2.12)

where
d—1
> amJIXF
{k:[k|=n} 1

are terms of leading degree n in Qg (X) and R;(Y), j=0,1,2, are polynomials of degree
less than n in Y. Thus if n <k <m,

[e% o o _ o (m)[n] o })
B, (X, Y)05 (X)05(0) = E( Qi) { P —0n(v) + Racy)
(2.13)
_ (m)[n] 5 .
(lol +m)y
By symmetry, (2.13) holds for all n,k such that n,k <m. O

2.2. Some properties of the kernel polynomials

Particular cases

ngla
= (laf+1)(& = 1)

= (jaf +1>(|a|imyi/m - 1),

Q5 = 5(lal+3)((la] +2)& — 2(Jo] + 1)&1 + |al),
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where

d
&= lal(al + 1) e/l + ) + 23 i/ ).

1 i<j
The jth coordinate kernel

A well-known property of Dirichlet measures is that, if Y is a Dirichlet(«) vector in
A(4-1), then its jth coordinate Y; has distribution Dy ||—q,- Such a property is reflected
in the Jacobi polynomial kernels. For every d, let e; be the vector in R? with every ith
coordinate equal 6;5, i, =1,...,d. Then

£ (}’veJ) (0&')( )yj s m€Z+,y€A(d_1). (2.14)
2/ (m
In particular,
o (laf) ¢m
7 )(m

Therefore, for every d and o € R%, (2.14) implies

(y,e5) Za‘“' &nles,y) = Qo= (y;,1)

. o , ] (2.16)
— Czjv‘(ﬂ—a_]Rg.ﬁ‘(ﬂ—a_] (yj)a j= 1’ . ,,d,y c A(d71)7
where
a,f3 1
w7 (1,1)
01 (2.17)
:2F1<_n’n; - ‘1—:5), n=0,1,2,....0 =+ 8,

are univariate Jacobi polynomials (o > 0, 8 > 0) normalized by their value at 1 and
1
e Sap

In (2.18), , F,,p,q € N, denotes the Hypergeometric function (see [1] for basic properties).

=E[RyP(X)]”.

Remark 2.3. For a,f € Ry, let 6 = a+ f. It is known (e.g., [15], (3.25)) that

1 | 1 (Oé) (n)

w7 " T o D0, B (2.18)
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On the other hand, for every a = (a,...,aq),

¢coarlal=es — “(ej,e;) Z ) (2.19)
— m)

Addition of variables in x

Let Abead xd (d <d)0-1 matrix whose rows are orthogonal. A known property of the
Dirichlet distribution is that, if X has distribution D,, then AX has a D 4, distribution.
Similarly, with some easy computation

E(& (X, y)|AX = ax) = £,* (AX, Ay).
One has therefore the following:

Proposition 2.4. A representation for Polynomial kernels in D 4., 18
Q5" (Ax, Ay) = E[Q (X, y)|AX = Ax]. (2.20)

Exzample 2.5. For any a € R? and k < d, suppose AX = (X1 + -+ Xp, Xpy1 + -+
Xg4) = X'. Then, denoting o' = ay + -+ ax and ' = a1 + -+ + ag, one has

Qax(a',y) =P RSP ()RS P () = E[QA(X,y)| X' = 2'].

3. Kernel polynomials on the Dirichlet multinomial
distribution

For the Dirichlet multinomial distribution, it is possible to derive an explicit formula
for the kernel polynomials by considering that Hahn polynomials can be expressed as
posterior mixtures of Jacobi polynomials; cf. [15], Proposition 5.2. Let {Qa(x)} be a
orthonormal polynomial set on the Dirichlet, considered as functions of (z1,...,24-1).
Define, for r € NA 1),

N) = [ Qa0 Dasr(x), (3.1)

then {hQ} is a system of multivariate orthogonal polynomials with respect to DM, n
with constant of orthogonality

(N) ]

Ba (R NI = =

(3.2)

Note also that if N — co with r;/N —x;,i=1,...,d, then

lim Ay (r; N) = Qo (x).

n
N—o00
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Proposition 3.1. The Hahn kernel polynomials with respect to DM, N are

3(e,5) = L0 [ ] G2y Do) D) 33)

forr=(r1,...,rq), s=(81,...,84), [r| =|s| =N fized, and n=0,1,..., N.
An explicit expression is

1o (rs) = 1TV S ol o ) (3.4)

T["] m=0

where (alnan‘q,) is as in (2.6) and £%(r,s) is given by (2.2).

Proof. The kernel sum is, by definition,

Hy(r,s) = ha(r; N)hy (s; N), (3.5)

{n:|n|=n}

and from (3.3), (3.4) follows. The form of ¢+ is obtained by taking the expectation
of £2(X,Y), appearing in the representation (2.5) of Q%, with respect to the product
measure D,y Dq4s. O

The first polynomial kernel is

o (al+1)(la] +7) ol A (s + ) (i A+ si)
Hilns) =" <0M+NQZ: o ‘Q'

Projections on one coordinate

As in the Jacobi case, the connection with Hahn polynomials on {0,..., N} is given by
marginalization on one coordinate.

Proposition 3.2. For N € N and d € N, denote r;; = Ne; € N¢, where ej =
(0,...,0,1,0,...,0) with 1 only at the jth coordinate.
For every a € N?,

« 1 ol « « ol « «
HE (5, Nej) = bl 1910 (s NSl 1ol (Vs V), sl =N, (36)
CN,n
where
ol . (V)

el = 2 —R[RS @A (R; N)?),
N el Ny ]

and {hfl(aj’la‘_aj)} are orthogonal polynomials with respect to DM (4, |a|—a,),N-
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Proof. Because for every d and « € R‘j_

HO{SI' E a|oz\é-Ho/
Nnm 0

for d=2 and o, >0 with a+ 8 = |a/,

h2(@B) (k; N)YRe(@P) Z apleo P (k,5),  kj=0,...,N.

Now, for r,s € NA(4_1), rewrite gHa a5

Z DMaJrS,m (l) DMaJrr,m (l)

H,« .
gm (S’ I‘) - DMa,m (1)

[1|=m

DMa+1N( )
DM 45 m .
|1Z : DM“ DMan(r)

Consider, without loss of generality, the case j = 1. Since, for every «,

DMOL,m (l) = DM(a1,|a\7a1),m(l1) DM(QQ,...,ad),M7l1 (lQa B ld)7
then

i DM(a +i1,|al—ar1+m—11) N(N)
frlr{’a(saNel) = DM a1+s1,|al—a1+m—s m(ll) L ’
llzz:() ertenlafzont v DM(a1 la|—a1) (N)

DM+1,0(0)

DMoz’ s’ m—
X Z + B ll(u) DMQ’O(O)

lu|=m—1Iy

- DM, 41, N(N
:ZDMHWWW&()) Y. DMarssr i (u)

11=0 lul=m—1I
Ui DM, +1,.~(N)

=N DM, g () 2 VT 3.8
lz:o +s, ( 1) DMa’N(N) ( )
—

= gHhonlal=a (5, N, (3.9)

Then (3.6) follows immediately. O
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3.1. Generalization of Gasper’s product formula for Hahn
polynomials

For d =2 and «, 3 > 0 the Hahn polynomials

o —n,n+60—1,—r
hn"ﬁ(T';N)ZgFg( o —N 1>, n=0,1,...,N, (3.10)
with 6 = a + 3, have constant of orthogonality
1 1 (0+N),, 1 (B)n)
— = Ea 5[0 (R;N) = =~ : : (3.11)
uih () Oy O+2n—1(a)y

The following product formula was found by Gasper [8]:
hiy? (s N )iy (51 N)

(3.12)
_ (—1 (n zn:nz_:l I+k [l+k](0—|—n— 1)(l+k)r[l]5[l](N_T)[k](N_S)[k]
(n) =0 k=0 DNk Nitr) (04)(1) (5)(k)
Thus
B (s N YR (55 N)
Np, nHr=m0),_ @ +n—1),,0+2n—-1
M 5 E e e ) as(r ) (313)
O+ N)m) = ml(n —m)!(0) )
Z H « ﬁ )
9 + N (n)
where
8 Em: (DN =) 17 () s (N = 8)pm—j) -
DM(Q B),m ( ) N[m] N[m] ’ ’

J=0

By uniqueness of polynomial kernels, we can identify the connection coefficients be-
tween the functions & and x:

Proposition 3.3. For every m,n € Z,., and every r,s € {0,..., N},

glhaB(r s) melXHa B(r,s), (3.15)
1=0

where

- Niyj >2 My
by = ( al,. 3.16
nz: (0 + N)(n) (0 + m)(n) ! ( )
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Proof. From (3.4),

04+ N —
U ny T (s = rys) = ——— a (T, S). .
GO RS (r; )P (s; N) = H2 (1, 5) ( )”E: 0 WEBeB(rg)  (3.17)

Since the array A= (a?,,) has inverse C' = A~! with entries

0 Mn) )
cm’n, = Y (3'18)
( (9 + m)(n)
then equating (3.17) and (3.13) leads to
Ha,B _ - 0 N[n] B
U N
_ 0 [n] ) 0  Hap
- Cmn A X
2 <<9+N><n> ; o
= Z bleH’a’ﬁ
1=0 U

The following corollary is then straightforward.

Corollary 3.4.

A l
E[e By Hof) — ElgHhef y HenB) = mm [n]
For every r € NA(4_) and m € 7%, define
d
= H(r .
i=1
Gasper’s product formula (3.12), or, rather, the representation (3.13), has a multivariate

extension in the following.

Proposition 3.5. For every d, a € Ri and N € Z,., the Hahn polynomial kernels admit
the following representation:

N [n]

HOL

ZGL”,LXm ), r,sENAy 1y, n=0,1,..., (3.19)

where

Ho(yp g) e 1 (1)) ((T)mils)
X (x,8) := ZmDM%m(l)( Now >< Mo ) (3.20)
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Proof. If we prove that, for every m and n,

m o
a Cmn 1o
s =) A )

n=0 CNn

where CL?‘ are given by (3.18) (independent of d!), then the proof follows by inversion.

Consider the orthonormal multivariate Jacobi polynomials @, (x). The functions
B N) = [ Qa0Dase(dx)
Aa-1)
satisfy the identity
E {hg(R; N) (T) pl(R)} = Npiha (Im) DMy, (1), lemAg_1),ne Zi (3.21)

([14], (5.71)).

Then for every fixed s,

i R RN = X () A 1) (3:22)

S0, iterating the argument, we can write
E[xm (R, S)hpy (R; N)hpy (S5 N)] = - (3.23)

Now, by uniqueness of the polynomial kernel,

i horNhO(sN)

therefore
m el
I—I7 _ mn
) =30 T ),
n=0 CNn
and the proof is complete. O

The connection coefficients between £ and £2 are, for every d, the same as for the
two-dimensional case:

Corollary 3.6. For every d and o € R‘_f_,
(i)

gHonB(p mele B (r,s), (3.24)
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where (bmy) are given by (3.16).
(i)

mAl
o Ho o Ho milp)
E[¢fox ] =Elg x o] = C oml=01,2,....
: : T;](|Oé|+m)(n)(|a|+l)(n)

3.2. Polynomial kernels on the hypergeometric distribution

Note that there is a direct alternative proof of orthogonality of H%(r,s) similar to that
for Q%(x,y). In the Hahn analogous proof, orthogonality does not depend on the fact
that || > 0. In particular, we obtain kernels on the hypergeometric distribution,

() - ()
()
by replacing a by —c in (3.4) and (2.2). Again a direct proof similar to that for Q%(x,y)
would be possible.

(3.25)

4. Symmetric kernels on ranked Dirichlet and
Poisson—Dirichlet measures

From Dirichlet-Jacobi polynomial kernels we can also derive polynomial kernels orthog-
onal with respect to symmetrized Dirichlet measures. Let D), 4 be the Dirichlet distri-

bution on d points with symmetric parameters (|a|/d,...,|a|/d), and DtII 4 its ranked

version. Denote with Q{*""

and an"d)i the corresponding n-kernels.
Proposition 4.1.

Qe = (@) Qo))

where summation is over all permutations o of 1,....d. The kernel polynomials have a
similar form to anl’d), but with @S‘{*"d) replaced by

gl )l _ Z 0] ) (d — B)(TTT" B: (1)) [x; 1 [y 1]

1l : 4.1
lEmA(id_l) lel []'(|9|/d)(J)]57(1) ( )
D)[x;1]3(1)[y;1
lemAy, ||, m,d

where
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Proof. Note that

1
QP eey) =g 2 @ oxy)

.aégd
== Z S alelelol ) (o, y)
oceGgm<n
‘ l
=dy a
2;; ( '2 2;; zg: I)Nﬁa\nvd )
m<n o€Gq |l
m<n d! UTEQdII\ DM|a\, (1)
=Sl \a| Y Z —TW (4.3)
m<n d! UTEQdH\ \aLnLd )
@ L A exry). (14)
0,7€Gq
Now,
E,. [Q(Ia\ d)i(x Y)Q(Ia\ d)i(z Y)] Z Q! (ol d (0%,2)00m

(lal,d) d!
oeGqy

4.5
= QU (x,2)8m, )

and hence an"d)i is the n polynomial kernel with respect to D(ﬁa‘ e The second part

of the theorem, involving identity (4.2), is just another way of rewriting (4.3). O
Remark 4.2. The first polynomial is ()3 (el ¥ —
4.1. Infinite-dimensional limit
As d — 0o, b Dby gllalooll "y
gllebool = = lal@m) Z afk] 0!111—[1711 b ')[[(z i][ilillllu]bk (4.6)

R SEUEIGEOE ]

ESF|q((1) (4.7)
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Proposition 4.3. The n-polynomial kernel with respect to the Poisson—Dirichlet point
process is given by

QU= = 3 gl oo (@3)

m=0

The first polynomial is zero, and the second polynomial is

QX = (Fy — p)(F2 — p) /o,

where
Fi=) afy,  FB=) uj
1 1
and
[ 1 2 2|al
=, o= .
1+ af (Jaf +3)(Jaf +2)(Jaf 4 1)

4.2. Kernel polynomials on the Ewens sampling distribution

The Ewens sampling distribution can be obtained as a limit distribution from the un-

ordered Dirichlet multinomial distribution DMtll N.g @ d— oco. The proof of the fol-

lowing proposition can be obtained by the same arguments used to prove Proposi-
tion 4.1.

Proposition 4.4.
(i) The polynomial kernels with respect to DMﬁa‘_N_d are of the same form as (3.4),

but with 55{7(‘“"”” replaced by

gH(lal ). (g1 ng,(la\,d)(ﬁ(r), s). (4.9)

(ii) The kernel polynomials with respect to ESF || are derived by considering the limit

form {}Z’lau of 55’“&"(1”. This has the same form as gl:j” (4.7) with [x;b][y;b]
replaced by [r;b]'[s;b]’, where

[r;b]" = (Jo| + |r|)(_nlL) Zrh ) ik )

and summation is over y " jb; =m, Y 1"bj =k, k=1,...,m. The kernel poly-
nomials have the same form as (3.4) with §£’(‘a|’d) replaced by fﬁ"“”. The first
polynomial is identically zero under this symmetrization.
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5. Integral representation for Jacobi polynomial kernels

This section and Section 6 are a bridge between the first and the second part of the paper.
We provide an integral representation for Jacobi and Hahn polynomial kernels, extend-
ing to d > 2 the well-known Jacobi and Hahn product formulae found by Koornwinder
and Gasper for d =2 ([8, 20] and [9]). It will be a key tool to identify, under certain
conditions on the parameters, positive-definite sequences on the discrete and continu-
ous multi-dimensional simplex. The relationship between our integral representation and
a d-dimensional Jacobi product formula due to Koornwinder and Schwartz [21] is also
explained (Section 5.3).

5.1. Product formula for Jacobi polynomials when d = 2

For d =2, consider the shifted Jacobi polynomials normalized by their value at 1,

a.f3 T
ReP(z) = —Qg,ﬁilji | (5.1)

They can also be obtained from the ordinary Jacobi polynomials P> (a,b > —1) with
Beta weight measure

wep=(1-2)"(1+2)de, ze[-1,1]

via the transformation

pB-la=l(9; 1)

R%P(z) =
n ( ) P»,?_La_l(l)

(5.2)

The constant of orthogonality C,(la’ﬂ ) is given by (2.18).

A crucial property of Jacobi polynomials is that, under certain conditions on the
parameters, products of Jacobi polynomials have an integral representation with respect
to a positive (probability) measure. The following theorem is part of a more general result
of Gasper [8].

Theorem 5.1 (Gasper [8]). A necessary and sufficient condition for the equality

Pt (z) Pr(y) /1 Ppt(z)

My y-ap(d2), 5.3
P11 Pb(1) o PP T #(d2) (5:3)

to hold for a positive measure dmy, ,, is that a >b> —1, and either b>1/2 or a+b> 0.
Ifa+b>—-1 orif a>—1/2 and a+ b= —1 with v # —y, then Mg yq is absolutely
continuous with respect to wqp, with density of the form

777'76. ;a > a,b €T a,b a,b >
M(Z):Z¢ Pab(z) P&t (y) Pab( )’ 5

dwqp = peb () Pe(1) PEP(1)

with ¢n = P (1)?/E[P*(X)].
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An explicit formula for the density (5.4) is possible when a >b> —1/2.

Put(x) Petly) _ [N T PRW)
Pet(1) PYP(1) ‘/o /0 pab(p) ekt dw): (5:5)

where
V(@ yiu,w) ={1+z)(1+y) + (1 -2)(1 -y)}/2+ucoswy/ (1 —2?)(1—y?) -1
and
2l'(a+1)
VAl (a —b)T(b+1/2)
See [20] for an analytic proof of this formula. Note that ¢(1,1;u,w)=1, so dmg(u,w)
is a probability measure.

Gasper’s theorem can be rewritten in an obvious way, in terms of the shifted Jacobi
polynomials R%#(z) on [0,1]:

Ma,p(du, dw) = (1 —u?)* =12 (sin w)? du dw. (5.6)

Corollary 5.2. For «a, 3 >0 the product formula
1
RE@RY W)= [ B () (57)
0

holds for a positive measure my, y.q. 8, if and only if 8> «, and either « > 1/2 or a+ > 2.

In this case m;ﬁ}ﬂ) = Mag—1,29y—1;8—1,a—1 where dm is defined by (5.4). The measure is

absolutely continuous if a+ 8>2 or if $>1/2 and a+ 8> 1 with x #y. In this case
mgvag}ﬁ) (dZ) = K(J?, Y, Z)Da,ﬁ(dz)a

where

K(z,y,2) = iCﬁ’ﬁRﬁ’ﬁ(JJ‘)Ri’ﬁ(y)Ri’B(Z) > 0. (5.8)

n=0

Remark 5.3. When a, § satisfy the constraints of Corollary 5.2, we will say that «,
satisfy Gasper’s conditions.

When o > 1/2, an explicit integral identity follows from (5.5)—(5.6). Let mqg(du, dw) =
ma—1,a—1(du,dw). Then

1 7T
R @R W) = [ [ R (omas(du. ), (5.9)
0 0
where for z,y € [0, 1]

oz, y;u,w)=ay + (1 —2)(1 —y) + 2ucoswy/xz(1 — z)y(1 —y). (5.10)

In ¢ set <2z — 1,y < 2y — 1 to obtain (5.10).



28 R.C. Griffiths and D. Spano
5.2. Integral representation for d > 2

An extension of the product formula (5.7) is possible for the kernel Q% for the bivariate
Dirichlet of any dimension d.

Proposition 5.4. Let o € R‘j_ such that, for every j=1,...,d, a; < Zf;ll a; and 1/2 <
aj, or Zle a; > 2. Then, for every x,y € Ay—1) and every integer n,

Qn(x,y) = E[Qn!*1=*4(Z4,1)|x. ], (5.11)

where, for every X,y € A1y, Zq is the [0,1] random variable defined by the recursion

ZlE]_; ZJ‘:(I)ijijl, j:2,...,d, (512)
with
(1—;)(1—y;) . x;
D; = ; X7 = ;
T -Xx)A-Y)) T ,(1-VZ,)
(5.13)

Y. =
S0V,

where ®; is a random variable in [0,1], with distribution

)

dm o j—1
. . L )
LRSI e

where dmyg 4., is defined as in Corollary 5.2.

The proposition makes it natural to order the parameters of the Dirichlet in a decreas-
ing way, so that it is sufficient to assume that a(;) + a(2) > 2 to obtain the representa-
tion (5.11).

Since the matrix A = {a,, } is invertible, the proof of Proposition 5.4 only depends on
the properties of the function £. The following lemma is in fact all we need.

Lemma 5.5. For every m € N,d =2,3,... and o € R? satisfying the assumptions of
Proposition 5.4,

o _ ladow) mrom
g (XaY)_ (ad)(m) E[Zd |X7Y]a (514)

where Zg is defined as in Proposition 5.4.

Let 0 = a + 3. Assume the lemma is true. From (5.9) and (5.16) we know that, for
every n=0,1,... and every s € [0,1],

Q(m)

Qs 1) =D ap, s

m<n
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Thus from (5.14)

<| (D g
d

d(m)

Qi(xy) =2 X o)

m<n
= B[ (Z,,1)|x, ],

which is what is claimed in Proposition 5.4.
Now we proceed with the proof of the lemma.

Proof of Lemma 5.5. The proof is by induction.
Ifd=2, z,y €10,1],

(28) (g :m m ij — )1 — )
€ (w.y) g(j)(a)(j)(m(m_j)<y> G-Da-y"i. (615)

Setting y = 1, the only positive addend in (5.15) is the one with j =m, so

&P (2,1) = 7(0‘(;2()“ 2m. (5.16)
Therefore, if § = a+ 3, from (5.9) and (5.16), we conclude
a,fB _ - m (9)(”7) o o m—j
e =3 (%) w0 -a)a )
(5.17)

—~

= - 2™ My 40, 8(d2).
(a)(m) [0,1] Y ﬁ( )

Thus the proposition is true for d = 2.
To prove the result for any general d > 2, consider

N /m m _ (la)
ntey) = 3 () o)™ [0 )1 )] m
m;o mq (@d) (ma) (la] = @d) (m—m,)
(5.18)
m—mgq (|O[| (m mq)
X Z < ~ ) H lyz 7
meNI—1:|m|=m—mgy m Hz 1 (al)(m ) i=1
where @zlj—wd, Ui = 1f’iyd (i=1,....,d—1).

Now assume the proposition is true for d — 1. Then the inner sum of (5.18) has a
representation like (5.14), and we can write

m

gntxy) = 30 () Cean) ™10~ 20)(1 - )"

md:O
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(o),
(@) (my) ([0] = @a) (m—mu) (5.19)

(|O‘| - O‘d)(m—md)E

[Z35™ 1%, 3],
(ad—l)(mfmd) =1

where the distribution of Z;_1, given X,y, depends only on & = (a1, ...,aq—1). Now, set
X; o Tq .
1=X3 (I—za)\/Zar
Y/ Yd

1-Y;  (1—ya)\/Za1

and define the random variable

(1 —z4)(1 —ya)

Dy := . 2
U Xna-vy) (5.20)
Then simple algebra leads to rewriting equation (5.19) as
o &y (DaZa-1)™ [ <~ [ m (ag—1+aq),,
fm(x,y)ZEl s (Y (o) T
=1 Qd)(m) \ gz N4/ \¥d) (my) VA1) (m—m,)
(5.21)

X (XgXg)™ (1= Xg) (A =Yg

o]

Now the sum in (5.21) is of the form (5.15), with o = g1, 8 = a4, with m replaced by
m —mg and the pair (z,y) replaced by (z,v}). Therefore we can use equality (5.17) to
obtain

(o) (m)
(ad)(m)

€ (x,y) = E (DaZaor)™E(® X3, Y1)Ix, y}

(5.22)
_ (|a|)(m) E[ZtTIXy y]
() ()

(the inner conditional expectation being a function of Z;_1) so the proof is complete. [J

5.3. Connection with a multivariate product formula by
Koornwinder and Schwartz

For the individual, multivariate Jacobi polynomials orthogonal with respect to D,: a €
R?, a product formula is proved in [21]. For every x € Ag-1), @ € R‘j_ and n =
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(n1,...,n4-1): |n| =n, these polynomials can be written as

o fil gl ) e

Jj=1

where E; = |a] — Zgzl a; and N; =n— Zgzl n;. The normalization is such that RS (eq) =
1, where eq := (0,0,...,1) € R% For an account of such polynomials see also [15].

Theorem 5.6 (Koornwinder and Schwartz). Let o € R? satisfy aq > 1/2 and, for
every j=1,...,d, o > Z?:ﬂ_l a;. Then, for every x,y € Ag—1) there erists a positive
probability measure dmg .., such that, for every n € Ni,

RA(x)R2(y) = / R2(@)me, .0 (d2). (5.24)

Aa-1)

Note that Theorem 5.6 holds for conditions on a which are stronger than our Proposi-
tion 5.4. This is the price to pay for the measure my ¢ ., of Koornwinder and Schwartz to
have an explicit description (we omit it here), extending (5.6). It is possible to establish
a relation between the measure mj .., (z) of Theorem 5.6 and the distribution of Zy of

Proposition 5.4.

Proposition 5.7. Let a obey the conditions of Theorem 5.6. Denote with my y.o the
probability distribution of Zy of Proposition 5.4 and mj the mixing measure in The-
orem 5.6. Then

X,y

* p—
mx,y;a = Mx,y;a-

Proof. From Proposition 5.4,
Qi (x,y) = (r I R (Ry® 1170 (Zg) i 0 (Za)-
Now, by uniqueness,

ZQ“ )Qm(y)

|m|=

(5.25)
Z G oo (X) B (v),
|m|=
where (¢ :=E(RZ)™2
So, by Theorem 5.6 and because Ry(eq) =1,
Qx.y) - /(Z @) ) dmyala)

|m|=

(5.26)

~ [ @it ca (o),
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where Q% are orthonormal polynomials. But we know that
Qg(z’ ed) — Cztd,\alfangd,\alfad(Zd)7
SO

Qn(x,y) = ¢l B (R0 (Z ) 14,0 (Za)

(5.27)
= (polelmeag (R0 (Zy) s o (Za)).
Thus both fiz y;0(2) and p} ., (2) have the same Riesz—Fourier expansion
Y Qnxy)Rpelelmea (),
n=0
and this completes the proof. (]

6. Integral representations for Hahn polynomial
kernels

Intuitively it is easy now to guess that a discrete integral representation for Hahn poly-
nomial kernels, similar to that shown by Proposition 5.4 for Jacobi kernels, should hold
for any d > 2. We can indeed use Proposition 5.4 to derive such a representation. We
need to reconsider formula (3.1) for Hahn polynomial in the following version:

- N h (r; N
B0 N) = [ R0 Dacenld) = % re NAu_, (6.1)
with the new coefficient of orthogonality
1 ~ Ny, 1
—ERg(R; N)2 = — (6.2)
Wy N (la +7)(n) Ci

Formula (6.1) is equivalent to

+ N ~
R%(x) = %[])() Z hS(m; N) (ﬁi)xm, aeRYx €A (6.3)
n ‘m‘:N

(see [15], Section 5.2.1 for a proof).

Proposition 6.1. For o € R? satisfying the same conditions as in Proposition 5.4, a rep-
resentation for the Hahn polynomial kernels is

- +N)n -
Hy(e.8) =w i “d%&ﬁ[hw'—%(mwﬂ,

n<|r|=|s|=N,a €RY,
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where the expectation is taken with respect to the measure
U sa(k) = / / E[(Z) ZE(1 - Za)"Fx, y} Doir(dx)Doss(dy),  (6.5)
Awa-1) Y A@-1)

where Zg4, for every x,y, is the random variable defined recursively as in Proposition 5.4.

Proof. From (3.3),

H(r,s) =

2 = [ [ Qe y) D (@9 D (dy)
[n] A1y Y Awa—1)
Then (5.11) implies

Grolelmed (o] + N

He(r,s) =
8(r.9) N
1
) / / / de’la‘iad (za)Mx,y;0(dzd) Datr(dx) Da+s(dy),
Aw-1) /Aw@-1) /0
so, by (6.3),
s (] + N\
N Cis
Nin)
~ 1
x> hgmla\*ad(/g;N)/ / / <JZ) 2h(1—zg)V 7k
kSN A(d—l) A(d—l) 0
X Mx y;a(dzd) Datr(dx) Da+s(dy),
and the proof is complete. O

7. Positive-definite sequences and polynomial kernels

We can now turn our attention to the problem of identifying and possibly character-
izing positive-definite sequences with respect to the Dirichlet or Dirichlet multinomial
probability distribution. We will agree with the following definition which restricts the
attention to multivariate positive-definite sequences {pn: n € Z‘_f_}, which depend on n
only via |n].

Definition 7.1. For every d > 2 and o € RL, call a sequence {pn}>, an a-Jacobi
positive-definite sequence (a-JPDS) if po =1 and, for every X,y € A¢g_1),

p(,y) =Y @i (x,y) > 0. (7.1)
n=0
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For every d>2, a € R‘j_ and N € Z, call a sequence {p,}22, an (a, N)-Hahn positive-
definite sequence ((a, N)-HPDS) if po =1 and, for every r,s € NA(g_y),

pf(r,s) = Z pnHy(r,s) >0. (7.2)
n=0

7.1. Jacobi positivity from the integral representation
A consequence of the product formulae (5.7) and (5.9) is a characterization of positive-
definite sequences for the Beta distribution.

The following is a [0, 1]-version of a theorem proved by Gasper with respect to Beta
measures on [—1,1].

Theorem 7.2 (Bochner [3], Gasper [8]). Let D, g be the Beta distribution on [0, 1]
with a < 3. If either 1/2 <« or a+ > 2, then a sequence p, is positive-definite for
Dy, g if and only if

po= [ RP @) (7.3)

for a positive measure v with support on [0,1]. Moreover, if

u(z) = Z (P pp R () >0
n=0
with
n=0
then
V(A) = / w(@)Da 5(dz) (7.4)
A

for every Borel set A C[0,1].

We refer to [3, 8] for the technicalities of the proof. To emphasize the key role played
by (5.7), just observe that the positivity of v and (7.3) entails the representation

[e%) 1
P(,9) = 3 Copn RO (2)REP () = / U(2) My p(d2) >0,
n=0

and u(z) =p(z,1), whenever u(1) is absolutely convergent.

To see the full extent of the characterization, we recall, in a lemma, an important
property of Jacobi polynomials, namely, that two different systems of Jacobi polynomials
are connected by an integral formula if their parameters share the same total sum.
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Lemma 7.3. For u>0,

1
| Rt (= 0)2)Da(d2) = By @) (7.5)
0
and
1 COHFH;B*M
/ RpP(22) Do (d2) = 22— Ry (). (7.6)
0 n’

Proof. We provide here a probabilistic proof in terms of polynomial kernels Q%?(z,),
even though the two integrals can also be view as a reformulation, in terms of the shifted
polynomials R%?, of known integral representations for the Jacobi polynomials {P%*}
on [—1,1] (a,b> —1) (see, e.g., [2] fl. formulae 7.392.3 and formulae 7.392.4).

Let us start with (7.6). The moments of a Beta(a, 3) distribution on [0,1] are, for
every integer m <n=20,1,...

_ a(m)ﬁ(n—m)

E[X™(1 — X)"™] ot B

Now, for every n € N,
1 1
/ (2B AP (22) Dy (dz) = / Q2% (22,1) Da(d2)
0 0

= a 7(04—}—5)(”1) 1xzm z
=3t [ @Dt

m<n
- (7.7)
3 @+ B (D .,
= Apm x
mzn @y (@F B
= (PRI (),
and this proves (7.6).
To prove (7.5), simply remember (see, e.g., [15], Section 3.1) that
Ry A (0) = (-1)" 5
and that
Bro(1 —
R,(f’ﬁ(x) _ Ry ,B(a x)
Ry 7(0)
So we can use (7.6) to see that
1 _
RBa((1 — ) CBHisa—p
/ n (( .13)2) D@_L(dz) _ (_1)7105( ) Cn Rg-i—u,a—n(l _ Z‘)
B,a ok B,a
(7.8)

_ sz—uﬁﬂl(x),

and the proof is complete. O
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Lemma 7.3 completes Theorem 7.2:

Corollary 7.4. Let a < with oo+ 3 > 2. If a sequence p,, is positive-definite for Dq g,
then it is positive-definite for Doty g—p, for any 0 <pu < 3.

Proof. By Theorem 7.2 p,, is positive-definite for D, g if and only if

> 6P puRy () > 0.

n

So (7.6) implies also

atp,B—p

ZCg’ﬁPn n Ca’ﬁ Rgﬂuﬂ—u(x) > 0.
n n

The case for Dy, g4, is proved similarly, but using (7.5) instead of (7.6). O

For d > 2, Proposition 5.4 leads to a similar characterization of all positive-definite
sequences, for the Dirichlet distribution, which are indexed only by their total degree,
that is, all sequences pn = p|n|-

Proposition 7.5. Let a € R? satisfy the same conditions as in Proposition 5.4. A se-
quence {pn = pn: n € N} is positive-definite for the Dirichlet(«) distribution if and only
if it is positive-definite for Dejo) (1—c)|a|, for every c € (0,1).

Proof. Sufficiency. First notice that, since

Qul(x,y)=QL (1 —z,1—y), (7.9)

then a sequence is positive-definite for D, g if and only if it is positive definite for Dg 4,
so that we can assume, without loss of generality, that c|la| < (1 — ¢)|a|. Let = (aq >
g > -+ > aq) satisfy the conditions of Proposition 5.4 (again, the decreasing order is
assumed for simplicity) and let

Z P Qe =0l (y v) >0, u,v € [0,1].

n=0

If ag > ¢|) then Corollary 7.4, applied with p = agq — ¢4 implies that
> pn@pelel e (u,0) > 0
n=0

so by Proposition 5.4

0< / lande’“'“d(zd,U My yia(dza) =Y puQa(x,y), 2,y € Aoy (7.10)
n=0

n=0
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If ag < ¢)q), then apply Corollary 7.4 with p = |af(1 —¢) — aq to obtain

[eS) [eS)
Z an"n(,lliad’ad (U,’U) = Z angd’la‘iad(l —u, 1- U) 2 07
n=0 n=0

which implies again (7.10), thus {p,} is positive-definite for D,,.
Necessity. For I C{1,...,d}, the random variables

=X =Yy
jel jer
have a Beta(ay, |a] — ) distribution, where aj = Ejel a;. Since
E(Qn (X, Y)Y =2)=Q;"(2),

then for arbitrary =,y € Ag,_1),

> rQ(x,y) >0
n=0

implies
QI (@) = QU (L, 1= y) 2 0.

Now we can apply once again Corollary 7.4 with u = £(c|a| — ay) (whichever is positive)
to obtain, with the possible help of (7.9),

Z pnQelel=alel(y ) >0, u,v € [0,1].

n=0

8. A probabilistic derivation of Jacobi
positive-definite sequences

In the previous sections we have found characterizations of Dirichlet positive-definite
sequences holding only if the parameters satisfied a particular set of constraints. Here
we show some sufficient conditions for a sequence to be a-JPDS, not requiring any
constraints on «. Thus we will identify a convex set of Jacobi positive-definite sequences
satisfying the property (P1), as shown in Proposition 8.1. This is done by exploiting the
probabilistic interpretation of the orthogonal polynomial kernels. Let us reconsider the
function &5, The bivariate measure

BDo m(dx,dy) := &5, (%, y) Da(dx) Da(dy), (8.1)

so €% (x,y) has the interpretation as a (exchangeable) copula for the joint law of two
vectors (X,Y), with identical Dirichlet marginal distribution, arising as the limit distri-
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bution of colors in two Pélya urns with m random draws in common. Such a joint law
can be simulated via the following Gibbs sampling scheme:

(i) Generate a vector X of Dirichlet(«) random frequencies on d points.
(ii) Conditional on the observed X = x, sample m i.i.d. observations with common
law x.
(iii) Given the vector 1€ mAq_yy, which counts how many observations in the sample
at step (ii) are equal to 1,...,d, take Y as conditionally independent of X and with
distribution Dy41(dy).

The bivariate measure BD,, ,, and its infinite-dimensional extension has found several
applications in Bayesian statistics (e.g., by [23]), but no connections were made with
orthogonal kernel and canonical correlation sequences. A recent important development
of this direction is in [4].

Now, let us allow the number m of random draws in common to be a random number
M, say, assume that the probability that the two Pdélya urns have M = m draws in
common is d,, for any probability distribution {d,,: m =0,1,2,...} on N. Then we
obtain a new joint distribution, with identical Dirichlet marginals and copula given by

BDq4(dx, dy) = E[BDa,ar(dx, dy)] def (x,¥) Do (dx) Do (dy). (8:2)

The probabilistic construction has just led us to prove the following;:

Proposition 8.1. Let {d,,: m=0,1,...} be a probability measure on {0,1,2,...}. For
every |0] > 0, the sequence

M)
=S —__g . n=0,1,2,..., (8.3)
mzzn (101 +m)

is a-JPDS for every d and every o € R such that |a| = |0)].
Proof. Note that
=2 dn=1
m=0

is always true for every probability measure {d,,}.
Now reconsider the form (2.7) for the (positive) function £2,: we can rewrite (8.2) as

[M]8

0< ) dnél(x,y)

m=0

p"qg

zﬁ: |0|+m Q“(x y)

3
I
o

(8.4)
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[Z ] @5,669)

m>n (n)

-3
>

and since (8.4) does not depend on the dimension of «, then the proposition is proved
for D,,. O

Example 8.2. Take d,, = 0,1, the probability assigning full mass to [. The correspond-
ing positive-definite sequence is

M) )
pn(m) = Omi = I(l > n). (8.5)
m%:n (16] +m) (161 + )y
and by Proposition 2.1,
00 l l[ |
pa(M)Qn(x,y) = Y  ———Qn(x,y) = (x,y) > 0. (8.6)
; ,;(WIH)(”) l

Thus p,,(m) forms the sequences of canonical correlations induced by the bivariate prob-
ability distribution £*(x,y)Da (x)Da(y)-

Example 8.3. Consider, for every t > 0, the probability distribution

)= alale=W/Antlal=bt - — 019, (8.7)

n>n
where (a‘n(fnll) is the invertible triangular system (2.6) defining the polynomial kernels Q%
in Proposition 2.1. Since the coefficients of the inverse system are exactly of the form

Mn]

M mn=0,1,2,...,
(16] +m)

then

pn(t) = e~ (1/2n(ntlal =1t
is, for every t, a positive-definite sequence. In particular, it is the one characterizing the
neutral Wright—Fisher diffusion in population genetics, mentioned in Section 1.1, whose
generator has eigenvalues —%n(n + |a| — 1) and orthogonal polynomial eigenfunctions.
The distribution (8.7) is the so-called coalescent lineage distribution (see [12, 13]), that
is, the probability distribution of the number of lineages surviving up to time ¢ back in
the past, when the total mutation rate is |a|, and the allele frequencies of d phenotypes
in the whole population are governed by A|,| 4. More details on the connection between

coalescent lineage distributions and Jacobi polynomials can be found in [14].
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Example 8.4 (Perfect independence and dependence). Extreme cases of perfect
dependence or perfect independence can be obtained from Example 8.3, when we take the

limit as ¢ — 0 or ¢ — oo, respectively. In the former case, dy,(0) = dnoo so that p,(0) =1
for every n. The corresponding bivariate distribution is such that

EO(QH(Y)|X = X) =Q@n (X)

so that, for every square-integrable function
f = Z CnQna
n

we have

Eo(f(Y)[X =%) = aQn(x) = f(x);

that is, BD, {0} is, in fact, the Dirac measure §(y — x).
In the latter case, d;;,(00) = dmo so that p,(c0) =0 for every n > 1 and Eo(Q,,(Y)|X =
x) =E[@,(Y)], implying that
Eoo (f(Y)[X =x) =E[f(Y)],

that is, X,Y are stochastically independent.

8.1. The infinite-dimensional case

Proposition 8.1 also extends to Poisson—Dirichlet measures. The argument and construc-

. . 0|,00
tion are the same, once one replaces £ with f,ﬂ l

because the functions
m
() s

forming the terms in &h°"> (see (4.2)), are probability measures on mAY¥_, then the
kernel

. We only need to observe that

€47 (x,y) Dl (dy)

defines, for every x, a proper transition probability function on Al . allowing for the

o0

Gibbs sampling interpretation as in Section 8, but are modified as follows:

(i) Generate a point X in AL, with distribution PD(|6]).
(ii) Conditional on the observed X = x, sample a partition of m with distribution
function ('7)4(1)[x,1].
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(iii) Conditionally on the vector 1, counting the cardinalities of the blocks in the parti-
tion obtained at step (ii), take Y as stochastically independent of X and with distribution

(T)$(M)[x,1 PDy(dy)
ESFlo (1)

Thus the proof of the following statement is now obvious.

Proposition 8.5. Let {d,,: m=0,1,...} be a probability measure on {0,1,2,...}. For
every |0 > 0, the sequence

M [n]
=S g n=0,1,2,..., (8.8)
ng:n (16] +m)

is a positive-definite sequence for the Poisson—Dirichlet point process with parameter |6).

9. From positive-definite sequences to probability
measures

In the previous section we have seen that it is possible to map probability distributions
on Z, to Jacobi positive-definite sequences. It is natural to ask if, on the other way
around, JPDSs {p,} can be mapped to probability distributions {d,,} on Z,, for every
m=0,1,..., via the inversion

dim(p) = Z a‘r?%LPW (9.1)

For this to happen we only need d,,(p) to be non-negative for every m as it is easy to
check that ) d,(p) =1 always. In this section we give some sufficient conditions on p
for d,,(p) to be non-negative for every m =0,1,..., and an important counterexample
showing that not all JPDSs can be associated to probabilities. We restrict our attention
to the Beta case (d =2) as we now know that, if associated to a probability on Z, any
JPDS for d =2 is also JPDS for d > 2.

Suppose p = {p, }5°, satisfies

Po(,y) =Y pn QP (w,y) > 0 (9:2)
n=0
and, in particular,
pp(x) :==py(x,1) > 0. (9.3)

Proposition 9.1. If all the derivatives of p,(x) exist, then d,(p) >0 for every m € Zy
if and only if all derivatives of p,(x) are non-negative.
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Proof. Rewrite d,,(p) as
0
dm (p) = Z al)-ll—m,mperm
v=0

(10] + M) m) <~ 1o
T(m) al)()l+2mpu+m, m=0,1,....

v=0
This follows from the general identity

!
6] o l0|+25 W

av-{—j,u-i—j_ v, (u+j)|(|0|+u+=7)(])

Now consider the expansion of Jacobi polynomials. We know that

¢ R P () RyP (y) = QP (,y)
=Y alfl &’ (x,y).
m=0

Since R?(1) =1 and £%7(0,1) = 6,n0, then
G RiP(0) = Q5(0.1) = .
Therefore (9.4) becomes

() = L )

m!
v=0

Now apply, for example, [16], (4.3.2), to deduce
dm

Q(m)

For m =1,
1
Po+1 :/0 Pp(x)RffJﬁ(x)Da,ﬁ(x) da

1
-~ /pp(ﬂf)[iR(le’ﬁH(x)DaHﬁH(ﬂ?) dw
0

_% dx
1
« d N
— |9|(2) A <£pp(x)) Rv.+1,ﬁ+1(x)Da+1’ﬂ+1(x) dx.

The last equality is obtained after integrating by parts. Similarly, denote
dm

(@) =

pp(x), m=0,1,....

)m - a+m m poa+m m
) N7 otmaftm Rt m B (), m=0,1,

a+m m m02m Q,
gy [Devtm em () BT ()] = (1) EL RS (4) D )

(9.9)
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It is easy to prove that

mla, [t
puem =T [ )R ) D () (9.10)

SO we can write

_ %m)  (m)

Thus if p,(gm) >0, then d,,(p) is, for every m, non-negative and this proves the sufficiency.

For the necessity, assume, without loss of generality, that {d,,(p): m € Z,} is a prob-
ability mass function on Z, . Then its probability generating function (p.g.f.) must have
all derivatives non-negative. For every 0 <y < |0|, the p.g.f. has the representation

p(s) =D dm(p)s™

m=0

=Ly 161 [Z dn (p)E1*177(s2,1)
m=0

(9.11)

m=0
= ]E»y,|9|—7[Pp(SZ)],

where Z is a Beta(v,|0| — ) random variable. Here the second equality follows from the
identity

o0
- E’Y7|9|*’Y [Z pnCZ"eMRZ"GM(Sz)

O (m
L'ﬁxm =282, 1), a,3>0, (9.12)
(m)

and the third equality comes from (9.6).
So, for every k=0,1,...,

k

0< ~—o(s) = Eq oo [2"pH) (s2) (9.13)

ask”?
for every v € (0,]6]). Now, if we take the limit as v — ||, Z—%1 so, by continuity,

E., g~ [2%pF)(s2)] — (k)s,
o290 62)] = ()

preserving the positivity, which completes the proof. O

9.1. A counterexample

In Gasper’s representation (Theorem 7.2), every positive-definite sequence is a mixture
of Jacobi polynomials, normalized with respect to their value at 1. It is natural to ask
whether these extreme points lend themselves to probability measures on Z. A positive
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answer would imply that all positive-definite sequences, under Gasper’s conditions, are
coupled with probabilities on the integers. Rather surprisingly, the answer is negative.

Proposition 9.2. Let o, 8 > 0 satisfy Gasper’s conditions. The function
= > dllRyP(z),  m=0,1,2,...,
n>|m|

s not a probability measure.

Proof. Rewrite

¢T(S) ZRO ﬁ Z a|9|
" (9.14)
=E> (FPRYP(x) Ry (W),

n=0

where W is a Beta(a, ) random variable. This also shows that, for every z,

anvﬁRaﬁ VREP (y) = 6. (y),

that is, the Dirac measure putting all its unit mass on x (see also Example 8.4).
Now, if ¢, (s) is a probability generating function, then, for every positive Lo function
g, any mixture of the form

! o (1 —z)ft
o) = [ g<x>¢m<s>%dx
’ 7 (9.15)
:/lg(ws)w dw
0 B(Oé,ﬂ)

must be a probability generating function; that is, it must have all derivatives positive.
However, if we choose g(z) = e~ **, then we know that, g being completely monotone,
the derivatives of ¢ will have alternating sign, which proves the claim. O

10. Positive-definite sequences in the Dirichlet
multinomial distribution

In this section we aim to investigate the relationship existing between JPDS and HPDS.
In particular, we wish to understand when (P2) is true, that is, when a sequence is both
HPDS and JPDS for a given «. It turns out that, by using the results in Sections 3
and 6, it is possible to define several (sometimes striking) mappings from JPDS and
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HPDS and vice versa, but we could prove (P2) only for particular subclasses of positive-
definite sequences. In Proposition 10.4 we prove that every JPDS is a limit of (P2)
sequences. Later, in Proposition 10.8, we will identify another (P2) family of positive-
definite sequences, as a proper subfamily of the JPDSs, derived in Section 8 as the image,
under a specific bijection, of a probability on Z, .

The first proposition holds with no constraints on « or d.

Proposition 10.1. For every d and o € Ri, let p={pn} be a a-JPDS. Then

PR T (10.1)
(laf +N)
is a positive-definite sequence for DM v, for every N =1,2,....

Proof. From Proposition 3.1, if

> pnQa(x,y) >0
n=0

then for every r,s € N%: |r|=|s|=N

n o/rd ozsd n Ha >0.
Zp//Q %,¥) Davtr(d%) Days(dy) Zp |+N<n) (r,s) o

Ezxample 10.2. Consider the JPDS given in Example 8.3 from population genetics;
pn(t) = e~ 1/2)tn(ntlal=1) ¢t > The HPDS

Ninj
n(tIN) = _ o —(1/2)tn(nt|af-1) 10.2
onltN) = Tl My © (102)

describes the survival function of the number of non-mutant surviving lineages at time
t in the past, in a coalescent process with neutral mutation, starting with N surviving
lineages at time 0 (see [13] for more details and references).

Two important HPDSs are given in the following lemma.

Lemma 10.3. For every d, every m < N and every o € ]Ri, both sequences

{ mpy (el +N)g, } (10.3)
(ol +m)py  Nup S pen, '

and

{#ﬁ)(n)}n% (10.4)

are a-HPDSs for DMy v .



46 R.C. Griffiths and D. Spano

Proof. From Proposition 3.5, by inverting (3.19) we know that, for m=0,...,N

VS S L LE
= (lal+m),) Ny
SO
My (lal + N)
{(Ia|+m)<n) Ninj }
is a HPDS.

Now let p,, be a JPDS. By Proposition 10.1, the sequence

_ Ni
i
(ol + N

is a-HPDS. By multiplication,

{~ Nin) M) (|O‘|+N)<n>}

_ Mp] }
Dn P
(lol + N) gy (J] +m) Ninj { (lef +m)

is HPDS as well. This also implies that

(o=

is HPDS (to convince oneself, take (p,,) as in Example 8.3 or in Example 8.4, and take
the limit as t — 0 or z — 1, respectively). O

We are now ready for our first result on (P2)-sequences.
Proposition 10.4. For every d and o € R(fr, let p={pn} be a a-JPDS. Then there
exists a sequence {pN: n € L }5_,, such that:
(i) for every n,
= 1' N'
= Jim el
(ii) for every N, the sequence {pN} is both HPDS and JPDS.
Proof. We show the proof for d = 2. For d > 2 the proof is essentially the same, with all
distributions obviously replaced by their multivariate versions. Take I, J two independent
DM, 5),nv and DM, g) s random variables. As a result of de Finetti’s representation

theorem, conditionally on the event {limn_,oc (% 2) = (z,y)}, the (I, J) are independent
binomial r.v.s with parameter (N,xz) and (M,y), respectively.
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Let £:[0,1]> — R be a positive continuous function. The function

I J

BN,]Wf(x’y)::E[f(ﬁ’ﬁ>|xay:|a NaM:071a"'7

is positive, as well, and, as N, M — oo,

BN,Mf(x7y)—>f(x7y)
Now take
Po(,y) = pnQa (2,9) >0

for every x,y € [0,1]. Then, for X,Y independent D, g,
pn = E[Qn 7 (X,Y)p,(X,Y)]
—E[Q(X,Y) Jim By.xpy(X,Y)]
= lim E[Q0"(X,Y)By,npy(X,Y)]
N—o0

= lim p),
N—o0

where
pN =E[QYP(X,Y)Byn npp(X,Y)].

But By, np, is positive, so (i) is proved.
Now rewrite

= [ [y (Ed ) e (V) ea-a

x (JJV ) W (1~ )N Do (dz) Da(dy)
(10.5)

N N . .
=33 DMa.x (i) DMa x (j)pp <% %)E[Qﬁ’ﬁ(X, )i j]
i=1j=1

N, I J
_ [n] o,
_(a+B+N)(n)E{p”(N’N)H” (I’J)}

for I,J are independent DM(, gy, x random variables. The last equality follows from
(3.3). Since p, is positive, from (10.5), it follows that

{pN (a+B+N)q, }
" N
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is, for every N, a-HPDS. But by Lemma 10.3, we can multiply every term of the sequence
by the HPDS (10.4), where we set m = N, to obtain (ii). O

The next proposition shows some mappings from Hahn to Jacobi PDSs. It is, in some
sense, a converse of Proposition 10.1 under the usual (extended) Gasper constraints on a.

Proposition 10.5. If « satisfies the conditions of Proposition 5.4, let {pn} be a-HPDS
for some integer N. Then both {p,} and (10.1) are positive definite for D,.

Proof. If

> pnHS(r,s) >0
n=0

for every r,s € NA4_1), then Proposition 3.2 implies that

Z pnHOVII=e (0 N >0,
Now consider the Hahn polynomials re-normalized so that
a,]al—ay
1
hm lee|— “(r; N) upa_w(dx).
alJa‘ al(l 1)
Then it is easy to prove that
pevlel=e (N N) =1

and
N 1
(ol + M)y crteon

E[hm,la\ (R, N)] , n=0,1,...

(see also [15], (5.65)). Hence

0< > pum = (ry, N)
n=0

> |04|+N(n

—an

Lavlel—edfavlel=ai Ny = fu(r),

n
So, for every n,

pn = E[fx(R)RSH11=21 (R; N))

/ o () R,y () D (),

(10.6)
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where
(N
_ r(1 _ 2 \N—T >
on () ; < . ) a"(1—a2)N""fn(r) >0,
and hence, by Gasper’s theorem (Theorem 7.2), p, is (a1, |o| — a1)-JPDS. Therefore, by
Proposition 7.5, it is also a-JPDS. Finally, from the form of £, we know that

g/ (o] £ 1)y = E§ (1)
is a-JPDS; thus (10.1) is JPDS. O

Remark 10.6. Notice that
"n]
(ol + 1),

n)

is itself a positive-definite sequence for D,. This is easy to see directly from the repre-
sentation (2.7) of £ (we will consider more of it in Section 8).

Since products of positive-definite sequences are positive definite-sequences, then we
have, as a completion to all previous results,

Corollary 10.7. If {p,} is positive-definite for D,, then (10.1) is positive-definite for
both D, and DM, .

10.1. From Jacobi to Hahn positive-definite sequences via
discrete distributions

We have seen in Proposition 10.5 that Jacobi positive-definite sequences {p, } can always

Nin)
that a JPDS {p,} is also HPDS when it is the image, via (8.3), of a particular class of

discrete probability measures.

be mapped to Hahn positive-definite sequences of the form {p, }. We now show

Proposition 10.8. For every N and |0] > 0, let pN) = {pglN): n€Zy} be of the same
form (8.8) for a probability mass function dN) = {d,,: m € Z,}, such that d; =0 for
every | > N. Then p™) is &-JPDS if and only if it is &-HPDS for every d and o € R4,
such that |a| = 16].

Proof. By Lemma 10.3, the sequence

i

is HPDS (to convince oneself, take p as in Example 8.3 or in Example 8.4, and take the
limit as ¢ — 0 or z — 1, resp.).
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Now replace m with a random M with distribution given by d™). Then

which proves the “Hahn” part of the claim. The “Jacobi” part is obviously proved by
Proposition 8.3. U

Acknowledgements

Dario Spano’s research is partly supported by CRiSM, an EPSRC/HEFCE-funded grant.
Part of the material included in this paper (especially the first part) has been informally
circulating for quite a while, in form of notes, among other Authors. Some of them have
also used it for several interesting applications in statistics and probability (see [4, 18]).
Here we wish to thank them for their helpful comments.

References

[1]

2]
3]

[4]

[5]

[6]
[7]
8]

[9]

[10]

ABRAMOWITZ, M. and STEGUN, L.A. (1964). Handbook of Mathematical Functions with
Formulas, Graphs, and Mathematical Tables. National Bureau of Standards Applied
Mathematics Series 55. New York: Dover. MR0167642

ANDREWS, G.E., ASKEY, R. and ROy, R. (1999). Special Functions. Encyclopedia of Math-
ematics and Its Applications 71. Cambridge: Cambridge Univ. Press. MR1688958

BOCHNER, S. (1954). Positive zonal functions on spheres. Proc. Nat. Acad. Sci. U.S.A. 40
1141-1147. MRO0068127

Diaconis, P., KHARE, K. and SALOFF-COSTE, L. (2008). Gibbs sampling, exponential
families and orthogonal polynomials (with comments and a rejoinder by the authors).
Statist. Sci. 23 151-178. MR 2446500

DunkL, C.F. and Xu, Y. (2001). Orthogonal Polynomials of Several Variables. Encyclo-
pedia of Mathematics and Its Applications 81. Cambridge: Cambridge Univ. Press.
MR1827871

EAGLESON, G.K. (1964). Polynomial expansions of bivariate distributions. Ann. Math.
Statist. 35 1208-1215. MR0168055

EAGLESON, G.K. and LANCASTER, H.O. (1967). The regression system of sums with ran-
dom elements in common. Austral. J. Statist. 9 119-125. MR0226761

GASPER, G. (1972). Banach algebras for Jacobi series and positivity of a kernel. Ann. of
Math. (2) 95 261-280. MR0310536

GASPER, G. (1973). Nonnegativity of a discrete Poisson kernel for the Hahn polynomials.
J. Math. Anal. Appl. 42 438-451. Collection of articles dedicated to Salomon Bochner.
MRO0320392

GrrIrFrITHS, R.C. (1979). On the distribution of allele frequencies in a diffusion model.
Theoret. Population Biol. 15 140-158. MR0528914


http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=0167642
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1688958
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=0068127
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=2446500
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1827871
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=0168055
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=0226761
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=0310536
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=0320392
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=0528914

Dirichlet polynomial kernels 51

[11]
[12]
[13]

[14]

[15]

[16]

[17]

[18]

[19]

[20]

[21]

[22]

[23]

[24]

[25]

[26]

[27]

GRIFFITHS, R.C. (1979). A transition density expansion for a multi-allele diffusion model.
Adv. in Appl. Probab. 11 310-325. MR0526415

GRIFFITHS, R.C. (1980). Lines of descent in the diffusion approximation of neutral Wright—
Fisher models. Theoret. Population Biol. 17 37-50. MR0568666

GRIFFITHS, R.C. (2006). Coalescent lineage distributions. Adv. in Appl. Probab. 38 405—
429. MR2264950

GRIFFITHS, R.C. and SPANO, D. (2010). Diffusion processes and coalescent trees. In Prob-
ability and Mathematical Genetics. London Mathematical Society Lecture Note Series
378 358-379. Cambridge: Cambridge Univ. Press. MR2744247

GRIFFITHS, R.C. and SPANO, D. (2011). Multivariate Jacobi and Laguerre polynomials,
infinite-dimensional extensions, and their probabilistic connections with multivariate
Hahn and Meixner polynomials. Bernoulli 17 1095-1125.

IsmaiL, M.E.H. (2005). Classical and Quantum Orthogonal Polynomials in One Variable.
Encyclopedia of Mathematics and Its Applications 98. Cambridge: Cambridge Univ.
Press. With two chapters by Walter Van Assche, with a foreword by Richard A. Askey.
MR2191786

KARLIN, S. and MCGREGOR, J. (1975). Linear growth models with many types and multi-
dimensional Hahn polynomials. In Theory and Application of Special Functions (Proc.
Advanced Sem., Math. Res. Center, Univ. Wisconsin, Madison, Wis., 1975) 261-288.
New York: Academic Press. MR0406574

KHARE, K. and Zuou, H. (2009). Rates of convergence of some multivariate Markov chains
with polynomial eigenfunctions. Ann. Appl. Probab. 19 737-777. MR2521887

Kineman, J.F.C., TavyLor, S.J., Hawkes, A.G., WALKEr, A.M., Cox, D.R.
SMmiTH, A.F.M., HiLL, B.M., BURVILLE, P.J. and LEONARD, T. (1975). Random dis-
crete distribution. J. Roy. Statist. Soc. Ser. B 37 1-22. With a discussion by S.J.
Taylor, A.G. Hawkes, A.M. Walker, D.R. Cox, A.F.M. Smith, B.M. Hill, P.J. Burville,
T. Leonard and a reply by the author. MR0368264

KOORNWINDER, T'. (1974). Jacobi polynomials. II. An analytic proof of the product formula.
SIAM J. Math. Anal. 5 125-137. MR0385198

KOORNWINDER, T.H. and SCHWARTZ, A.L. (1997). Product formulas and associated hyper-
groups for orthogonal polynomials on the simplex and on a parabolic biangle. Constr.
Approz. 13 537-567. MR 1466065

LANCASTER, H.O. (1958). The structure of bivariate distributions. Ann. Math. Statist. 29
719-736. MR0102150

MULIERE, P., SEcCHI, P. and WALKER, S. (2005). Partially exchangeable processes indexed
by the vertices of a k-tree constructed via reinforcement. Stochastic Process. Appl. 115
661-677. MR2128635

PEeccATI, G. (2008). Multiple integral representation for functionals of Dirichlet processes.
Bernoulli 14 91-124. MR2401655

ROSENGREN, H. (1999). Multivariable orthogonal polynomials and coupling coefficients
for discrete series representations. SIAM J. Math. Anal. 30 232-272 (electronic).
MR1664759

WALDRON, S. (2006). On the Bernstein—Bézier form of Jacobi polynomials on a simplex.
J. Approz. Theory 140 86-99. MR2226679

WATTERSON, G.A. (1984). Lines of descent and the coalescent. Theoret. Population Biol.
26 77-92. MR0760232

Receiwed January 2011 and revised September 2011


http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=0526415
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=0568666
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=2264950
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=2744247
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=2191786
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=0406574
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=2521887
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=0368264
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=0385198
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1466065
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=0102150
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=2128635
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=2401655
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1664759
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=2226679
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=0760232

	1 Introduction
	1.1 Outline of the paper
	1.2 Elements from distribution theory
	1.2.1 Pólya sampling distribution
	1.2.2 Ranked frequencies and limit distributions


	2 Polynomial kernels in the Dirichlet distribution
	2.1 Polynomial kernels for d>=2
	2.2 Some properties of the kernel polynomials

	3 Kernel polynomials on the Dirichlet multinomial distribution
	3.1 Generalization of Gasper's product formula for Hahn polynomials
	3.2 Polynomial kernels on the hypergeometric distribution

	4 Symmetric kernels on ranked Dirichlet and Poisson–Dirichlet measures
	4.1 Infinite-dimensional limit
	4.2 Kernel polynomials on the Ewens sampling distribution

	5 Integral representation for Jacobi polynomial kernels
	5.1 Product formula for Jacobi polynomials when d=2
	5.2 Integral representation for d>2
	5.3 Connection with a multivariate product formula by Koornwinder and Schwartz

	6 Integral representations for Hahn polynomial kernels
	7 Positive-definite sequences and polynomial kernels
	7.1 Jacobi positivity from the integral representation

	8 A probabilistic derivation of Jacobi positive-definite sequences
	8.1 The infinite-dimensional case

	9 From positive-definite sequences to probability measures
	9.1 A counterexample

	10 Positive-definite sequences in the Dirichlet multinomial distribution
	10.1 From Jacobi to Hahn positive-definite sequences via discrete distributions

	Acknowledgements
	References

