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Abstract

Estimating entropy and mutual information con-
sistently is important for many machine learning
applications. The Kozachenko-Leonenko (KL)
estimator Kozachenko & Leonenkal987 is a
widely used nonparametric estimator for the en-
tropy of multivariate continuous random vari-
ables, as well as the basis of the mutual infor-
mation estimator oKraskov et al.(2009, per-
haps the most widely used estimator of mutual
information in this setting. Despite the practical
importance of these estimators, major theoreti-
cal questions regarding their finite-sample behav-
ior remain open. This paper proves finite-sample
bounds on the bias and variance of the KL esti-
mator, showing that it achieves the minimax con-
vergence rate for certain classes of smooth func-
tions. In proving these bounds, we analyze finite-
sample behavior of-nearest neighborg:{NN)
distance statistics (on which the KL estimator is
based). We derive concentration inequalities for
k-NN distances and a general expectation bound
for statistics ofk-NN distances, which may be
useful for other analyses @NN methods.

2005, clustering Aghagolzadeh et 31.2007%), causality
detection Hlavackova-Schindler et al2007), optimal ex-
perimental designlewietal, 2007 Poczos & Lorincz
2009, fMRI data processingdhai et al, 2009, prediction

of protein structuresAdami, 2004, and boosting and fa-
cial expression recognitiorShan et al.2005. Both en-
tropy estimators and mutual information estimators have
been used for independent component and subspace anal-
ysis (Learned-Miller & Fisher 2003 Szabo et aJ. 2007,
Poczos & Loérincz 2005 Hulle, 2008, as well as for im-
age registrationKybic, 2006 Hero et al, 2002ab). For
further applications, se¢.¢onenko et a).2008.

In this paper, we focus on the problem of estimating the
Shannon entropy of a continuous random variable given
samples from its distribution. All of our results extend to
the estimation of mutual information, since the latter can
be written as a sum of entropies. In our setting, we as-
sume we are given IID samples from an unknown prob-
ability measureP. Under nonparametric assumptions (on
the smoothness and tail behavioriof, our task is then to
estimate the differential Shannon entropyrof

Estimators of entropy and mutual information come in
many forms (as reviewed in Secti@), but one common
approach is based on statistics lehearest neighbork{

NN) distances (i.e., the distance from a sample td:its
nearest neighbor amongst the samples, in some metric on

1. Introduction the space). These nearest-neighbor estimates are largely

based on initial work byjKozachenko & Leonenk{1987),

Wwho proposed an estimate for differential Shannon entropy
&and showed its weak consistency. Henceforth, we refer to
this historic estimator as the ‘KL estimator’, after its-dis
d-coverers. Although there has been much work on the prob-
lem of entropy estimation in the nearly three decades since
the KL estimator was proposed, there are still major open
guestions about the finite-sample behavior of the KL esti-
mator. The goal of this paper is to address some of these
guestions in the form of finite-sample bounds on the bias

Estimating entropy and mutual information in a con-
sistent manner is of importance in a number problem
in machine learning. For example, entropy estimator
have applications in goodness-of-fit testingofia et al,

2005, parameter estimation in semi-parametric mo
els Wolsztynski et al. 2005, studying fractal random
walks (Alemany & Zanette 1994, and texture classifica-
tion (Hero et al, 2002ab). Mutual information estima-
tors have applications in feature selectidtefig & Dind

Specifically, for random variableX and Y, I(X;Y) =

Preprint, Copyright 2016 by the author(s). H(X)+ H(Y) - H(X,Y).
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and variance of the estimator. Organization

Specifically, oumain contributions are the following: Section2 discusses related work. Secti8gives theoreti-
cal context and assumptions underlying our work. In Sec-
_ 8/D _ tion 4, we prove concentration boundss feNN distances,
1. we de_rlveO ((k/") ) ) bounds on the bias of the and we use these in Sectibério derive bounds on the ex-
KL estimate, whergJ is a measure of the smoothness pectations of-NN distance statistics. Sectiéndescribes
(i.e., Holder continuity) of the sampling densify,is  the KL estimator, for which we prove bounds on the bias

the intrinsic dimension of the support of the distribu- and variance in Sectiorfsands, respectively.
tion, andn is the sample size.

2. We deriveD (n~') bounds on the variance of the KL 2. Related Work

estimator. Here, we review previous work on the analysigeaiearest
neighbor statistics and their role in estimating inforroati
3. We derive concentration inequalities fofNN dis-  theoretic functionals, as well as other approaches to esti-
tances, as well as general bounds on expectations ¢hating information theoretic functionals.
k-NN distance statistics, with important special cases:

2.1. The Kozachenko-Leonenko Estimator of Entropy
(&) We bound the moments 0f-NN distances, _
which play a role in analysis of many applica- In general contexts, only weak consistency of the KL

tions of k-NN methods, including both the bias estimator is known Kozachenko & Leonenko 1987).
and variance of the KL estimator. In particu- Biau & Devroye(2015 recently reviewed finite-sample re-

lar, we significantly relax strong assumptions un-Sults knovx_/n for the K_L estimator. They show (Theorem
derlying previous results bivans et al(2002), 7.1) that, if the densitp has compact support, then the

such as compact support and smoothness of th¥ariance of the KL estimator decays a{n~'). They
sampling density. Our results are also the first@lso claim (Theorem 7.2) to bound the bias of the KL es-

which apply to negative moments (i.gg,[X ] tirpator by Q(n*ﬁ), under the assumptions thatis -
with o < 0); these are important for bounding Holder continuous({ € (0, 1]), bounded away fror, and

the variance of the KL estimator. supported on the intervdl, 1]. However, in their proof
Biau & Devroye(2015 neglect the additional bias incurred

. . . at the boundaries @6, 1], where the density cannot simul-
rithms of E'NN dlstar!ces. These are |mportant taneously be bounded away frénand continuous. In fact,
for bounding the variance of th? KL estimator, because the KL estimator does not attempt to correct for
as well _ask—NN _est|mators for divergences and boundary bias, for densities bounded away fi@rnthe es-
mutual informations. timator may suffer bias worse th&(n—").

(b) We give upper and lower bounds on the loga-

The KL estimator is also important for its role in the mutual
We present our results in the general setting of a seinformation estimator proposed b§raskov et al.(2004,
equipped with a metric, a base measure, a probability derwhich we refer to as the KSG estimator. The KSG es-
sity, and an appropriate definition of dimension. This settimator expands the mutual information as a sum of en-
ting subsumes Euclidean spaces, in whieNN methods  tropies, which it estimates via the KL estimator with a par-
have traditionally been analyze#i but also includes, for ticularrandom(i.e., data-dependent) choice of the nearest-
instance, Riemannian manifolds, and perhaps other spacegighbor parameter. The KSG estimator is perhaps the
of interest. We also strive to weaken some of the restrictivenost widely used estimator for the mutual information be-
assumptions, such as compact support and boundednesseen continuous random variables, despite the fact that it
the density, on which most related work depends. currently appears to have no theoretical guarantees, even
gsymptotically. In fact, one of the few theoretical results
due toGao et al.(2015h, concerning the KSG estimator
of mutual information, divergences\éang et al, 2009, i§ a negative result: when estimating. the mutual informa.-
their generalizations (e.g., Rényi and Tsallis quarsitie 10N between strongly dependent variables, the KSG esti-
(Leonenko et al.2008), norms, and other functionals of mator tends to systematically underestimate mutual infor-

probability densities. We leave such bounds to future workmation, due to increased boundary biadlevertheless, the

We anticipate that the some of the tools developed her
may be used to derive error bounds foNN estimators

3To alleviate this,Gao et al.(2015h provide a heuristic cor-
rection based on using local PCA to estimate the supporteof th
distribution. Gao et al(20153 provide and prove asymptotic un-

2A recent exception in the context of classification, is
Chaudhuri & Dasguptd2014) which considers general metric
spaces.
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widespread use of the KSG estimator motivates study of itsropy estimation based on continuum limits of certain prop-
behavior. We hope that our analysis of the KL estimator, inerties of graphs (including-NN graphs, spanning trees,
terms of which the KSG estimator can be written, will lead and other sample-based graphs).

to a better understanding of the latter. Most of these estimators achieve rates of

O (n_ mi“{ﬁ%’l}) or O (n-mn{zto1}),  only

the von Mises approach é&rishnamurthy et al(2014) is
Evans(2008 derives a law of large numbers féarNN known to achieve the minimax rate for genefabnd D,
statistics with uniformly bounded (central) kurtosis as th but due to its high computational demar@(2”n»?)), the
sample sizen — oo. Although it is not obvious that authors suggest the use of other statistically less efficien
the kurtosis oflog-k-NN distances is uniformly bounded estimators for moderately sized datasets. In this paper,
(indeed, eachiog-k-NN distance approachesoo almost  we prove that, fop? € (0, 2], the KL estimator converges
surely), we show in Sectio8 that this is indeed the case, gt the rateO (n~™"1=715-1}). It is also worth noting
and we apply the results &vans(2008 to bound the vari-
ance of the KL estimator.

2.2. Analysis of nearest-neighbor distance statistics

the relative computational efficiency of the KL estimator
(O (Dn?), orO (2Pnlogn) usingk-d trees for smalb).
Evans et al(2002 derives asymptotic limits and conver-
gence rates for moments ofNN distances, for sampling
densities with bounded derivatives and compact domai
In contrast, we use weaker assumptions to simply prov
bounds on the moments &fNN distances. Importantly,

Boundedness of the density:For all of the above ap-
nproaches, theoretical finite-sample results known so far as
sume that the sampling density is lower and upper bounded
%y positive constants. This also excludes most distrilmgtio
whereas the results dvans et al(2002 apply only to with l_mbounded support,_ a_nd hence, many distributions_of

: practical relevance. A distinctive feature of our resudts i

non-negative moments .('@’HX.' J with o > 0), OUrTe-  that they hold for a variety of densities that approaemnd
sults also hold for certain negative moments, which is €I~ on their domain. which mav be unbounded. Our bias
cial for our bounds on the variance of the KL estimator. ' y )

bounds apply, for example, to densities that decay expo-

. i nentially, such as Gaussian distributions. To our knowl-

2.3. OtherA_pproaches to Estimating Information edge, the only previous results that apply to unbounded
Theoretic Functionals densities are those dfsybakov & van der Meulei1996,

Ana|ysis of convergence rates:For densities ovelR? who ShOW\/ﬁ'ConSiStency of a truncated modification of

Satisfying a Holder smoothness condition parametrizedhe KL estimate for a class of functions with eXponentia”y
by 3 € (0,0), the minimax rate for estimating en- decaying tails. In fact, components of our analysis are in-
tropy has been known sin@irge & Massart(1995 to be ~ spired byTsybakov & van der Meule(L996, and some of

O (rf min{%@}) in mean squared error, wheres the our assumptions are closely related. Their analysis only ap
. ' plies to the cas@ = 2 and D = 1, for which our results
sample size.

also imply\/n-consistency, so our results can be seen in
Quite recently, there has been much work on analyzing newome respects as a generalization of this work.

estimators for entropy, mutual information, divergences,

and other functionals of densities. Most of this Wprk 3. Setup and Assumptions

has been along one of three approaches. One series of

papers (iu etal, 2012 Singh & Poczos2014ha) stud-  While most prior work onk-NN estimators has been re-
ied boundary-corrected plug-in approach based on undestricted toR”, we present our results in a more general
smoothed kernel density estimation. This approach hasetting. This includes, for example, Riemannian manifolds
strong finite sample guarantees, but requires prior knowlembedded in higher dimensional spaces, in which case we
edge of the support of the density and can necessitate cornote that our results depend on theinsic, rather tharex-
putationally demanding numerical integration. A secondtrinsic, dimension. Such data can be better behaved in their
approach Krishnamurthy et a). 2014 Kandasamy et gl.  native space than when embedded in a lower dimensional
2019 uses von Mises expansion to correct the bias ofEuclidean space (e.g., working directly on the unit circle
optimally smoothed density estimates. This approactavoids boundary bias caused by mapping data to the inter-
shares the difficulties of the previous approach, but isval [0, 27]).

statistically more efficient. Finally, a long line of work L i

(Pérez-Cruz2008 Pal et al, 201Q Sricharan et al.2012 Definition 1. (Metric Measure Space): A quadruple

Sricharan et a]201Q Moon & Herg 2014 has studied en- (5 d; 2, 1) is called ametric measure spadeX is a set,
d: X xX — [0,00) is a metric onX, X is a o-algebra

biasedness of another estimator, based on local Gaussiaityde on X' containing the Boreb-algebra induced byl, and
estimation, that directly adapts to the boundary. 1 X — [0,00] is ao-finite measure on the measurable
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space(X, X). the set{ X1, ..., X,,}. Note that, since the definition of di-
mension used precludes the existence of atoms (i.e., for all
x € X, p(x) = pu({z}) = 0), ex(x) > 0, u-almost every-
where. This is important, since we will stuthyg = (z).

Definition 2. (Dimension): A metric measure space
(X,d, %, u) is said to havelimensionD € [0, co) if there
exist constantsp, p > 0 such thatVvr € [0,p], z € X,
u(B(x,r)) = cprP. 4 Initially (i.e., in Sectionst and5), we will studylog e ()
Definition 3. (Full Dimension): Given a metric measure with fixedx € &, for which we will derive bounds in terms
space(X, d, &, ;1) of dimensionD, a measure” on (X,¥)  Of 7. (z) andvy*(z). When we apply these results to ana-
is said to havdull dimensionon a set¥’ C X if there exist  lyze the KL estimator in Sectioft and8, we will need to

functionsy.,y* : X — (0, 00) such that, forall- € [0,p]  take expectations such aslog 4 (X)] (for which we re-
andyu-almostallz € X, serve the extra samplg), leading to ‘tail bounds’ op in

terms of the functions, and~*.
ve(@)r? < P(B(z,7)) < 7" ().
4. Concentration of k-NN Distances

Remark 4. If X = RP, d is the Euclidean metric, and ~ We begin with a consequence of the multiplicative Cher-

is the Lebesgue measure, then the dimension of the metftoff bound, asserting a sort of (E}?ncentration_of the dis-
measure space iB. However, ifX is a lower dimensional  tance of any point int’ from its £*"-nearest neighbor in
subspace oR”, then the dimension may be less than {X4,...,X,}. Since the results of this section are con-
For example, ifX = Sp_; = {z € RD : ||z|, = 1}), cerned with fixed: € X, for notational simplicity, we sup-

d is the geodesic distance 6n,_,, andy is the(D — 1)-  Press the dependencepfandy” on.

dimensional surface measure, then the dimensidn-s1. Lemma 6. Let (X,d, %, ) be a metric measure space

Remark 5. In previous work on k-NN statistics of dimensionD. SupposeP is an absolutely continu-
(Evans et al. 2002 Biau & Devroye 2019 and estima- ous probability measure with full dimension an C X
tion of information theoretic functionalsS(icharanetal.  and density functiop : X — [0,00). For z € X, if
201Q Krishnamurthy et al.2014 Singh & Poczos2014h e \ /P

Moon & Herg, 2014, it has been common to make the as-" < {(v_n) ’p] . then
sumption that the sampling distribution has full dimension

with constanty, and~* (or, equivalently, that the density .
is lower and upper bounded by positive constants). This Plep(z) > 1] < o—erPn (ev*an)
excludes distributions with densities approachingr oo - '
on their domain, and hence also densities with unbounded

support. By lettingy. and~* be functions, our results ex- /D

tend to unbounded densities that instead satisfy certdlin taand, ifr [0, min { (W’fn) ,pH , then
bounds.

In order to ensure that entropy is well defined, we assume . Do kv
that P is a probability measure absolutely continuous with Ples(z) < 7] < (w) _
respect tou, and that its probability density functign : k

X — [0, 00) satisfies

)= E lop(X)] = | pla)logn(z) du(o) € R.
(1)
Finally, we assume we have+ 1 samplesX, X, ..., X,, Here, we use the concentration bounds of Secticio
drawn IID from P. We would like to use these samples to bound expectations of functions kfnearest neighbor dis-
estimate the entropH (p) as defined in Equatiori). tances. Specifically, we give a simple formula for deriving
bounds that applies to many functions of interest, inclgdin
logarithms and (positive and negative) moments. As in the
previous section, the results apply to a fixed X', and we
continue to suppress the dependence.aind~* on .

5. Bounds on Expectations of KNN Statistics

Our analysis and methods relate to thnearest neigh-
bor distances;(x), defined for anyr € X by ¢,(z) =
d(x, X;), where X; is the k*"-nearest neighbor of in
“Here and in what followsB(z, r) := X d(x .
r} denotes the open ball of iﬁii(ujse)ntere%yai. (9 < Theorem 7. Let (X,d, X, 1u) be a metric measure space
5See Baccetti & Visser 2013 for discussion of sufficient ©Of dimensionD. Suppose” is an absolutely continuous
conditions forH (p) < oo. probability measure with full dimension and density func-
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tionp : X — [0, 00) that satisfies the tail conditioh

U:O 1 —P(B(X,f‘l(r))ﬂ"}

Lo

E
X~P

)
n

for some constanf'r > 0. Supposef : (0,00) — R is
continuously differentiable, witli’ > 0. Fix x € X. Then,
we have the upper bound

B[4 (ex(a))] < £+ <(fn>_> )
st oo ()

and the lower bound

B[/ (ex(a))] < f- ((

i

k

)L
0

(f+(z) = max{0, f(z)} and f(z) = —min{0, f(z)}

denote the positive and negative partsofespectively).

Remark 8. If f : (0,00) — R is continuously differen-
tiable with ' < 0, we can apply Theoremto — f. Also,

eny*
k

YR f () dy  (4)

similar techniques can be used to prove analogous lower
bounds (i.e., lower bounds on the positive part and upper

bounds on the negative part).

Remark 9. The tail condition ) is difficult to vali-
date directly for many distributions. Clearly, it is sat-
isfied when the support of is bounded. However,
(Tsybakov & van der Meulen199§ show that, for the
functionsf we are interested in (i.e., logarithms and power
functions), when¥ = RP, d is the Euclidean met-
ric, and p is the Lebesgue measure) (s also satisfied

f(x) = = for certaina, as we will use these bounds when
analyzing the KL estimator.

When f(z) = log(z), (3) gives

1 k

D o8+ (‘Z‘

! 1+1o
D 8+ 5

(where I'(s, z) [Stte " dt denotes the upper
incomplete Gamma function, and we used the bound
I'(s,z) < 25" te™%), and @) gives

* T(k, k)
D

e

)+ ()
)

*

E [log, (ex(2))] <

IN

®)

E [log_(ex())] < %bg_ < k

v*n

) +C, (6)

. ,Y*ekw/w*
- Dk~.

for C4 .Fora >0, f(z)

(26
s@(k)i

s
whereCy = 1+ 2%. For anya € [-Dkv./v*,0], when
f(x) = —x%, (4) gives

x%, (3) gives

ole

k

e

k

kal' (k4 «/D, k)

E[Ek D(n'y*)o‘/D

_|_

()

L \D
& < 8
Bl < (), ®
* kv /"
whereCs; =1 + %

6. The KL Estimator for Entropy

Recall that, for a random variahlé sampled from a proba-
bility densityp with respect to a base measurehe Shan-

by upper-bounded densities with exponentially decreasing©n entropy is defined as

tails. More precisely, that is when there exisb, o, § > 0
andg > 1 such that, whenevéjr|2 > ¢,

_ B _ B
ae=el” < p(z) < pe~ellall’

which permits, for example, Gaussian distributions. It
should be noted that the constatif depends only on the
metric measure space, the distributiéh and the function

f,and, in particular, not ork.

5.1. Applications of Theorem7

We can apply Theoreri to several functiong of inter-
est. Here, we demonstrate the cagés) = logz and

®Sincef need not be surjective, we use the generalized inverse

' R — [0,00] defined byf~*(g) := inf{x € (0,00) :
f(x) =z e}

H(X)

—/ p(x)logp(x) dz.
X

As discussed in Sectioh many applications call for esti-
mate of H(X) givenn IID samplesXy, ..., X, ~ p. For
a positive integek, the KL estimator is typically written as

Hi(X)

$n) ~ (k) +logep + 2> logei(Xa),

i=1

wherey) : N — R denotes the digamma function. The
motivating insight is the observation that, independent of
the sampling distributior?,

E [log P(B(X;, ex(Xi)))] = ¢ (k) — ¥(n),

"See Kraskov et al, 2004 for a concise proof of this fact.
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Hence, Definition 11. Given a constan > 0 and an open set
X C RP, afunctionf : X — R is called3-Holder con-
E {Hk(X)} tinuousif f is ¢ times differentiable and there exisis> 0

uch that, for any multi-index € N with |a| < 3,
D n
= l— log P(B(X;, ex(Xy))) +logep + — ZlOgEk(Xi)T

=1
B 1 & P(B(zi,e1(X;)))
-k lﬁ ZlOg < cper (X5) >

. I NS Definition 12. Given an open set’ C R” and a function
-k lﬁ ZlngE’“(i) (XZ)] =~ E [logpe, (x,) (X1)] f: X — R, fis said tovanish on the bounda’ of X’ if,

for any sequencér; }3°, in X withinfrcpx || —2/||2 —

<L

— )

D~ — D“
up 12770 = D)
I E

wherel := | 3] is the greatest integestrictly less than3.

where, foranys € X, ¢ > 0, 0asi — oo, f(z) — 0asi — oco. Here,
1 P(B(x,e OX :={x € R :V¥§ > 0,B(z,8) £ X andB(x,6) Z X°},
pe(@) = —5 / ply) duly) = ZEE2) tr (=0 ¢ (@,0) & *7)
DE B(z,e) CDE

denotes the boundary &f.
denotes the local averagepin a ball of radiug aroundz.

Sincep. is a smoothed approximation pf(with smooth-
ness increasing with), the KL estimate can be intuitively
thought of as a plug-in estimator féf (X ), using a density
estimate with an adaptive smoothing parameter.

Corollary 13. Consider the metric measure space
(RP.d, %, 1), whered is Euclidean ang. is the Lebesgue
measure. LeP be an absolute continuous probability mea-
sure with full dimension and density supported on an
open sett C RP. Suppose satisfies §) and the condi-
In the next two sections, we utilize the bounds derived intions of TheorenT and isj3-Holder continuousg € (0, 2])
Section5 to bound the bias and variance of the KL estima-with constantL.. Assumep vanishes ordX. If 3 > 1,
tor. We note that, for densities in tlieHolder smoothness assumé|Vp||; vanishes o®.X. Then,

class 3 € (0, 2]), our results imply a mean-squared error of
O(n=28/P)ywhenp < D/2 andO(n~') whens > D/2.

B
n D

B [Ax) - Hx)) | <on () 7

7. Bias Bound
) ) ) whereCy = (1 + CD)CQI‘;—&.
In this section, we prove bounds on the bias of the KL es- i
timator, first in a relatively general setting, and then, as dXémark 14. The assumption that (and perhaps|Vp||)
corollary, in a more specific but better understood setting. Vanish on the boundary of can be thought of as ensuring

, that the trivial continuatiory : R” — [0, co)
Theorem 10. SupposéX, d, X, 1) and P satisfy the con-

ditions of Theorent, and there exist’, 5 € (0, co) with { px) zeX

MW =10 " rerP\x

sup |p(z) — pe(z)] < Cge?,
reX

of p to R” is 3-Holder continuous. This reduces boundary

and suppose satisfies a ‘tail bound’ bias, for which the KL estimator does not corrett.
. — 842
Ip:= E_ {(7*()()) } < 0. (®) 8. variance Bound
Then, We first use the bounds proven in Sect®to prove uni-
form (in n) bounds on the moments Bf{log e (X)]. We
. k £ the for any fixed: € X, althoughog ey () — —oo almost
‘E [H(X) - Hk(X)} ‘ <Cp (ﬁ) ) surely asy — oo, V [log e (z)], and indeed all higher cen-

tral moments ofog 1 (), are bounded, uniformly in. In
whereCs = (1 + ¢p)CoCsT 5. fact, ther_e exist exponential bounds, independent,afn

the density ofog ei(z) — E [log e (2)].
We now show that the conditions of Theord@are satis- 8Several estimators controlling for boundary bias have been

fied by densities in the commonly used nonparametric clasgroposed (e.gSricharan et a2010) give a modifiedt-NN esti-
of 5-Holder continuous densities @ . mator that accomplishes thigthout prior knowledge of¥.
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8.1. Moment Bounds on Logarithmick-NN distances Remark 19. N, depends only ok and the geometry of the
. metric spac€ X, d). For example, Corollary A.2 dEvans
Lemma 15. Suppose(X,d,%,u) and P satisy the (2008 shows that, whei’ = RP” andd is the Euclidean

condmonf of Theoren¥. Suppose also thaly := metric, thenN;, < kI (D), where K (D) is the kissing
SUpP,c v 18 < oco. Let) € (O, ?—[’f) and assume the [umber ofR<.

following expectations are finite:

“(X) 9. Bounds on the Mean Squared Error
r.— P ] < (10)
X~P [ 74(X) The bias and variance bounds (Theorddand18) imply
/D a bound on the mean squared error of the KL estimator:
T.(A) = XIEP [(7*()()) } < o0 (11) Corollary 20. Suppose
* * /D
I(A) = B [(7 (X)) } < 0. (12) 1. is -Holder continuous witts € (0, 2].

2. vanishes o®@X. If 5 > 1, then also supposEVp||o

i th
Then, for any integef > 1, the/""* central moment vanishes o.x.

My :=E [(1ogak(X) —-E [1ogak(X)])g] 3.
satisfies , [TODO: Other assumptions.] satisfies the assumptions of
My < Cpll/ N, (13)  Theoremd0and18. Then,
whereC),; > 0 is a constant independentof ¢, and\. . 9 i\ 28/D Cy
Remark 16. The conditions10), (11), and (12) are mild. ~ E {(Hk(X) - H(X)) ] < Ch (ﬁ) +o (14

For example, whet = R, d is the Euclidean metric,

and 12 is the Lebesgue measure, it suffices thas Lips-  |fwe letk scale ask = n™**{%355 | this gives an overall
chitz continuou$ and there exist,r > 0,p > DD—; such  convergence rate of

thatp(z) < c[|z|~? whenever|z||> > r. The condition 25/

T’y < oo is more prohibitive, but still permits many (possi- E |:(I:Ik(X) B H(X))Q] <2 (E) + @ (15)
bly unbounded) distributions of interest. = B\n nk
Remark 17. If the termslog e (X;) were independent, a

Bernstein inequality, together with the moment bout®) (

would imply a sub-Gaussian concentration bound on the]1 Q. Conclusions and Future Work

KL estimator about its expectation. This may follow from ) . _
one of several more refined concentration results relaxing! NiS paper derives finite sample bounds on the bias and

the independence assumption that have been proposed. Vvariance of the KL estimator under general conditions,
including for certain classes of unbounded distributions.

As intermediate results, we proved concentration inequal-
ities for k-NN distances and bounds on the expectations
Bounds on the variance of the KL estimator now follow of statistics ofic-NN distances. We hope these results and
from the law of large numbers lEBvang2008 (itself anap- methods may lead to convergence rates for the widely used
plication of the Efron-Stein inequality to-NN statistics). KSG mutual information estimator, or to generalize con-
Theorem 18. SupposéX, d, ¥, 1) and P satisfy the con- ~ Vergence rates for other estimators of entropy and related
ditions of Lemmal5, and that that there exists a constant functionals to unbounded distributions.

Ny € N such that, for any finitd® C X, anyx € F can

be among thé&:-NN of at mostV;, other points in that set. Acknowledgements
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8.2. Bound on the Variance of the KL Estimate

\% [Hk(X)} < "
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