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E stin ating the probability distrdoution g goveming the behaviourofa certain variable by sam pling
its valle a nite number of tin es m ost typically involres an error. Successive m easurem ents allow
the construction of a histogram , or frequency count f, of each of the possible outcom es. In this
work, the probability that the true distribution be g, given that the frequency count f was sam pled,
is studied. Such a probability m ay be w ritten as a G bbs distribution. A them odynam ic potential,
which allows an easy evaluation of the m ean Kulback-Lebler divergence between the true and
m easured distridution, is de ned. For a large num ber of sam ples, the expectation value of any
function of g is expanded in pow ers of the nverse num ber of sam ples. A s an exam ple, the m om ents,
the entropy and the m utual inform ation are analyzed.

PACS numbers: 02.50.Tt

I. ESTIMATING PROBABILITIES FROM
EXPERIM ENTAL FREQUENCIES

T he estim ation ofprobability distributions from a lin -
ited num ber of sam ples typically involves an error. C on—
sider, forexam ple, a random variable that can be either 0
or 1, both values w ith probability 1/2. An experin enter
m easures the variable, say, four tines. If ng (sim ilarly,
ni) is the num ber of trials the result was 0 (correspond-—
ngly, 1), the possble outcomes are ng = j;n; = 4 I,
where jm ay vary between 0 and 4. Each of those possi-
bilities has probability 3=275!¢4 J) ' of occurring. If the
experim enter estin ates the underlying probability from
the frequencies, his or her clain will be that the prob—
ability of getting a zero is np=4. However, In view that
ng depends on the particular outcom e of the four trials,
only a fraction 3/16 ofthe tin es w ill this procedure give
the correct resul, that is fp = ¢ = 1=2.

In the above exam ple, there are three probability dis—
trbbutions nvolved. First, there is the true underlying
probability g, actually goveming the outcom e of the ex—
perim ent. In vector notation, g = (p;a%), and in the
particular Instance above, g = (1=2;1=2). Then, there
is the frequency count £ = (fy;f1), where f; is obtained
by dividing n; by the total num ber of m easurem ents N
(bur, In the examplk). And nally, there is the proba-
bility that £= g. To de ne this last probability, one has
to consider allpossible sam ples ofN trials, and evaluate
how often the condition f= g is fiil lked.

M ore generally, one can de ne the probability ofm ea—
suring a particular f, whilk the underlying g ram ains

xed. Thism eans to consider a probability distribbution
of all the possbl frequency counts. The independent
variable is the vector f, which varies in a discrete set,
and the dependent variabl isp (f§y).

T he frequency count f is an estin ation of the under—
Iying g. In m any applications, how ever, one is interested

not quite in q, but rather in som e function of q. Treves
and P anzeri EL] for exam ple, have quanti ed the m ean
error that an experim enter m akes when evaliating the
mutual nform ation In the frequency count f, as an ap-—
proxim ation to that in the true (@and unknown) g. T heir
analysis was m ade In the sam e spirit as above, that is,
they have considered g xed, whik the value of £ de-
pended on the particular outcom e of N m easurem ents.
They have obtained a clean analytical resul, under an
Independence approxin ation. Their approach may be
naturally generalized to situationswhere g is a probabil-
ity density, that is, varies in a continuous set 'Q].

H owever, w hat the experin enter know s is not the true
q, but one particular f, obtained after N observations.
His or her ain is to estin ate the m ost probable value
of g (or of som e function of gq) from the know ledge of
f. M ore generally, the experim enter m ay be interested
In the whole distrbution P (gif), that is, the probability
that the true distrbution be g, given that he or she has
measured f. Thism eans to settle the problem the other
way round as w as studied by T reves and P anzerd, and in
the exam ple above. It actually corresponds to W olpert
and W olf’s approach B] In the estin ation of entropies.

In the ©llow ing section, the properties of the distrbu-
tion P (@) are studied. Tn Sect. i[Tf, P (@) is w ritten
as a G bbs’ distrbution, where the inverse number of
sam ples plays the role of an e ective tem perature, and
the Kulback-Lebler divergence between f and g is the
equivalent of the energy of state g. A s a consequence,
a them odynam ic potential is de ned, thus allow ing the
calculation of the m ean K ulback-Lebler divergence be-
tween f and g by smp]e derivation. This inspires the
expansion m ade In Sect. -IV., w here the expectation value
of an arbirary function of g can be written as a power
series In the inverse num ber of sam ples. T he case of the
entropy, the m utual nform ation, or any m om ent of the
distrbbution g is shown in the exam ples of Sect. 'V' N ext,
In Sect. Vi the analytical resuls are oonﬂonted w ith
num erical sin ulations. Finally, in Sect. y_]; the m ain
results are sum m arized and discussed.
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II. THE PROBABILITY DISTRIBUTION FOR
THE TRUE PROBABILITY DISTRIBUTION

Considerthe random variable X takingvalies from the
et x = X1;:05Xg ), wih probabilities g = (o :50s).
In principle, there isno need that x1; ::5;Xs be num erdical
values, it su cesthem tobe any exclusive and exhaustive
set of categories.

An experin enter m akes N observations of the value
of X and builds a histogram n = (;;::5ng), where n;
is the num ber of tin es the outcom e was x;. The ex—
perin enter considers the frequencies £ = (£1;u5f5) =
(n1=N ; ::53ng=N ) as an estin ation of the true underlying
probability distrdbution q. Ifthem easurem ents are taken
Independently, the probability ofm easuring £ given that
the data are sorted according to g is equal to the prob—
ability of observing each x; a number n; of tim es, that
is,
ot N !

= — ep N fihg
n;! 1N f3)!

pER) =N!

H ow ever, the know ledge the experin enter has at hand is
f, not g. He or she m ay therefore wonder what is the
probability that the true distrbution be g, given that
the outcom e of the experin ent was £. This m eans to
evaluate a probability density P (), w hose ndependent
variable g runs over all the possbl distributions of the
data. That is, all vectors in <% such that
X
g =1
i

0 q 1; 8i: )

The set ofallg obeying Egs. (:_2:) constitutes the dom ain
D where P (@) is de ned. It is a nite portion of an
(S 1)-dim ensionalplane em bedded in <5, and isnom al
to the vector (1;1;::51).

N otice that since each f; is the ratio of two natural
num bers, the set of possble frequencies f is discrete.
The dom ain D, on the contrary, contains a continuum
of distrbutions g. C onsequently, p (£§1) is a probability,
whereasP () is a density.

Bayes’ rule states that

£4)P
p - 2@, 3)
p @
where P (q) is the prior probability distrbution for g,
and
Z

P (£§1) P (q) dSq : 4)

D

p@® =

Here,dSy isa volmeelment, n D .

The priorP (g) containsalladditionalpieces of know -
edge about g, apart from the experim entaldata. Here,
the assum ption ism ade that there is no a priori know -
edge. However, it tums out to be crucial to specify what

is it that is not known E] A prior that is uniform over
D ,aswasused by W olpert and W olf ﬁ], is certainly not
uniform over any non linear function of g, for exam pl
the log-likelihood. T hus, not know Ing anything about g
In plies know ing som ething about n g, which In tum m ay
result In awkward scaling properties. In this work, the
pow er prior

s g !
P Q) = 71=; :; G)

is repeatedly used, with 2 = pE[ ()= S )

tice that when ' 0;Z ! E). However, as was
shown in E] choosing any of these priors results n a sur-
prisingly peaked a priori distribution of the possible en—
tropies. Hence, the choice of the prior is a delicate issue
and, In any particular application, it should be done care-
fully. Here, no attem pt willbe m ade to instruct on the
way such a choice should be m ade, but since the results
that follow are strongly grounded on B ayesian inference,
their validity is, at m ost, as good as the prior" B]

Replacing Egs. CI. ) and {fJ.) nEqg. (3

(no—

N D (f;q)]P
P Gf) = exp [ Z( ] (q); ©)

where D is the Kulback-Lebler divergence between f
and gq

fim — ; (7)

and quanti es isthem ean Infom ation for discrim inating
In favor of £ against g, given the data E]. T he function
Z reads
Z
7 = dSq P @) exp[ ND (£5q)]: )

D

In the rem aining of the section, the properties of

P (i) are studied for the particular P (g) de ned in
Eqg. 6_55) . In doing so, the integral
z p m i+ 1)
L1 dSq= 5 ——B—; ©)
D G+ ymj)

is ﬁ':equen‘dy encountered. E quation (:gi) was rst derived
n [j], and an altemative proofm ay be found in the Ap-
pendix.

For the priors in Eq. (E),the function Z Eqg. @) may

be calculated analytically, and it reads
z NE®] S F1 OE ) 10)

= ex ;
P N +s )
where H is the entropy of a distribbution
X5

H (f) = filnf: 1)



Thus, replacing Eq. C_l-(_)') n Eqg. ('§)

. (I\I +s ) qN £+ 1
P ) = P— i = : 12
@i P NEr ) 12)

The m ost probable g = @ ;uyd ) is obtaled by
m axin izing Eq. (13), under the nom alization constrain.
The resul is
N f; + 1

TN+s( D @)

Thus, ifP () isunifom in D ( = 1), then the most
probable g is f. W ith the maximum lkelihood prior
(! 0), the most probable g is shifted from f to—
wards lower counts. T he K richevsky-Tro m ov estim ator
B1( = 1=2) and the Shum ann-G rassberger ] = 1=S
e In between

UsinhgEq. (@) the expectation value ofeach com ponent
o m ay be calculated,

. N fi+
hgpi= ——: (14)

N + S
For the uniform prior = 1, this equation reduces to
Laplace’s estin ator of probabilities, rst introduced by
in his Essay on prokabilities. In gure QJ the di erence
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FIG.1l: D1i erence between hgii and f;, as a function of f;.
The value of hasbeen set to 1. T he three lines correspond
toN = 3, 6 and 30. Here, X may take 3 values (S = 3).
W hen f; < 1=3, the expectation value of g; is larger than the
m easured frequency f;. As N increases, the e ect becom es
Jess in portant.

betw een hg;i and the frequency count f; isshown, or =
1. It isseen thatwhen f; isan allerthan 1=S, hy;1 is larger
than f;. On the other hand, if £; > 1=S, then hgi <
fi. That is, the mean value of g; is displaced from the
frequency count so as to approach the at distrdbution
1=S . O foourse, the larger the num ber of sam plesN , the

an aller the e ect. Changing the value of is equivalent
to re-scaling the verticalaxis of gure i i,

T ypically, one wants to m ake a guess about the true g.
Here, two possible estin ators have been calculated: the
maxinum g andthem ean hyi. By using them axin um ,
one is choosing the valie that is m ost probably correct.
But of course, eventually one w ill also m ake an error. If
one m easures the error as a (" g¥, and averages it
wih P (i), Jrsmean tums out to be ]argerthan if one
had chosen Igi B] Hence, although g™ is the estim ator
that gives the correct answ erm ost frequently, if one cares
for the typical size of the errors, hgi is a better choice.

W hen using hgi asan estin ator, the covariance m atrix

iy m ay be of interest. By m eans ofEq. ('_S%)ji: is easy to
show that fori6 j

i3 = h@ Mgi)@ hgii 15)
_ Nfi+ )NL;+ )
N +S )N +S +1)
£if5
! —— when N S;
N
whereas fori= j
wo= @ i)’ = 16)
Nf+ )NA £+ S 1]
N +S 2N +5S +1)
f. 3
! MwhenN S;
N

The negative sign In Eq. l_l-§') derives from the nom al-
ization condition: since the sum ofallg; is xed to uniy,
if one of them surpasses its mean, it is to be expected
that som e other com ponent w ill be below . In contrast,
Eq. {16) showsthat 4 isalvays positive.

T he expectation value ofq Eqg. CL4 ) together w ith the
covariance m atrix Egs. ClS) and (lg are useful to give
the G aussian approxin ation to P (@), centered in its
mean:

P @f) = K exp @ rgif v '@ mi) ;o an

N

w here the super-script t m eans transposed and K isa
nom alization constant. E quation Cl? isonly de ned in
the plane containing D , nom alto the vector (1;1;::51).
Actually, doesnot have an inverse In the entire space
<5, since the direction (1;1;::3;1) is one of its eigenvec—
tors, w ith eigenvalie equalto zero. However, being a
sym m etric m atrix, it can be diagonalized by an orthog-
onalbasis. Hence, the S 1 rem aining eigenvectors lie
in the plane containing D . T he restriction of into that
subspace is 7, and its inverse is the m atrix appearing in
the exponent ofEqg. i_lj) . _

In order to nom alize the approxin ation (_l]‘) an inte-
gralofa G aussian function in D is needed. This is cer—
tainly not an easy task. If, how ever, one can assum e that
the distrdbution is su ciently peaked so that P (gif) 0,



for g in the border ofD , then the dom ain D can be ex—
tended to th%whole plne nomalto (1;1;::;1). In that
case,K '= 2 4 j,where jaretheS 1 eigenval
ues of 7. W hile the calculation ofallthe 4 isadi cuk

problem , i is quite straightforward to show that when
N S,allthe 5 are proportionalto 1=N . T herefore,
the square root of each eigenvalue is a usefiilm easure of
the width of P (@) in the direction of its eigenvector.

H ow ever, the G aussian approxin ation C_l]') is not use—
ful for other purposes, as for instance, calculating m ean
values, since i lacks from analytical expressions as @) .
A s a consequence, In what follow s, the ull Eq. ('_l-g) is
used.

E quation @) allow s the evaluation of allm om ents of

P @)
Nf;+k+ ) W+ S )

hfi= : : a8

Wfi+ ) W +S + k)

Since the m om ents are the coe cients of the Taylor ex—
pansion of the Fourder transform of a distrdbution, the
single-com ponent distrdbution reads

Paf) = P @i 19)
qN fi+ 1(1 qj\l @ £)+ (S 1)y 1
T BNEf+ NA £+ 6 DI

where B &;y) = () )= &+ y). Figure 2 disolays

the distrdbution P (g; ;) for three di erent values ofN ,
and = 1l.In allcases,when N is large, the distrbution
is sym m etrical, and reaches itsm axinum value in g; =
f; = 1=3. In fact, itm ay be shown analytically that when
N 1,

N]jml P (gif) = p% exp @ £)°=27; (0
where = [ £)=N 2. That is, the distrbution
tends to a G aussian function centered at the experin en—
talfrequency, and w ith am ean dispersion that dim inishes
w ith the square root of the num ber of sam ples. N otice
that In this Iim i, P () does not depend on

tmay be seen n Fig. 12 that for an aller values ofN ,
the distrdbbution is no longer symm etrical. Tn fact, since

= 2and f; = 1=3< 1=S,thetailin P (g 1) extends
to the right, resu]i:ng In apositive ;i £, aspredicted
by equation ¢18

III. THE INVERSE NUMBER OF SAMPLES AS
AN EFFECTIVE TEM PERATURE

E quation 6'_6) states that P (i) is com pletely analo—
gous to a G bbs distrbution, where the num ber of sam —
ples N plays the role of the inverse of the tem perature,
D (f;q) is the equivalent to the energy of the state g,
and P (g) is the density of states. This analogy was rst
pointed out In the context of m achine lkaming I_é], and

s:inore then, severaltin es in lraming theory (see forexam —
rke [j]) . In these cases, when uctuation where neglected,
the probability distribbution under study had the form of
Eqg. (E) In the present context, no approxin ations are
needed to write down Eq. (6

T he exponential factor in (-é) dependson g and f only
In the combiation D (£;q), din inishing exponentially as
the divergence between the two distributions grow s. Its
maxinum is attaned when D = 0. It can be shown i_4]
that forany fand g, D (£;q) 0, and the equality holds
only when £= qg.

D e ning the them odynam ic potential

F= Iz @1)
it ollow s that
F
mi- o, @2)
@N
Q°F
2 2
= D mf = ; 23
P @N 2 @)
Rhere the mean values h( )i are de ned by
5 (P @ib)ag. ,
For exam ple, when the prior is given by Eq. (_5),
X
D i=H (f) N +S )+ f: WL+ ), @24)
i
where (x)= dl (x)=dx istheD igamm a function [0}

Tt is easy to show that

\ .S 1 2
Im WD i= + 0 (I=N “): (25)

N S
Here,both N andN f; havebeen supposed large, foralli.
Since f; isofthe orderof1=S, the above lin it holdswhen
N S . Equation C_Zi;) states that for a Jarge num ber of
sam ples, the expected value of the divergence between
the experin ental frequencies and the true distribution
does not depend on the measured f. It grows linearly
w ith the num ber of item s, and decreases as 1=N .
A cocordingly,

2= N+s )+ £ ITNE+ ) ©26)

where '()= d (x)=dx, isthe rstPolygamma Func-
tion [_lQ'] Taking the 1im i of a Jarge num ber of sam ples,

s 1 5
O (1=N°): 27)

In the lim i N S, the m ean quadratic dispersion does
not depend on the m easured £;.

Iv. ESTIMATION OF FUNCTIONALS OF ¢,
FOR A LARGE NUMBER OF SAM PLES.

M any tines, one is Interested in the value of some
function W (g). For instance, Jf)i3 takes num erical val-
ues, W may be themean X = ;Xi%. Or, In some



other application, W m ay, be the entropy of the distri-
bution g (see equation €11)) If the set X Jsthe Carte—
sian product of two other sets X = 21! , such that
8x;2 X :x3= (zb;z7),wherezl 2 Z* andzg 2 Z?,then
W maybethemutual nfm ation I between Z* and 2 2:

X

I=  qph 22 ©8)
%G dp
ab
w here
X
G = b7
b
X
dp = Gp * (29)

Since g is unknown, an interesting guess orW (q) is
its B ayesian estim ation
Z

Wi= W @P @i 30)

D

which has the appeahng property ofm inin izing them ean
square error @] T he zero orderqguess fortiv iisW (f). In
what llow s, a system atic m ethod to im prove this value
is derived.

In the previous section the expectation valie ofthe di-
vergence betw een the true and the m easured distribbution
was calculated, as well as the size ofthe uctuations, for
thepriorsin Eq. (.5) . A sthenum berofsam ples increases,
both the expected divergence and the uctuationsdim In—
ish as 1=N . Since a an alldivergence m eans that the two
distrbbutions are necessarily very sim ilar, only the g that
are very near f have a non vanishing probaijjty| forD
su ciently sm all, this argum ent holds for any de nition
of sim ilariy.

A s a consequence, it is reasonable to expand W (q) in

s Taylor series in the neighborhood of f. Hence, Eq.
&_3_') reads
* [ +

240X Q
H i= — - ) ——
i . (@ ﬁ)@qi

k=0~ i=1

Wi o (Gl

Since P (@) decreases dram atically as g departs from
f, the higher order term s (large k) in Eq. (1) should
becom e negligble, at least, for large N .

In the rst place, the mean values of Eq. C_S-]_]) are
evaliated for the goecial case of the power law priors.
T his Involves, basically, the com putation of integrals In
D of f_ 1 @ ﬁ)ki , or a set of non negative indexes
(kl,kz, :ks ) that sum up to K . This can be done using
Eqg. QS’!) O f course, the term k = O| that is, the raw
guess{doesnot depend on N . Tt m ay be shown that only
k= 1and k= 2 are proportionalto 1=N . Speci cally,

1 S£)
N + S

! % when N S: (32)

By £ =

In the sameway , ifié j

h@ £ Hi= @3)
N £;f; [ + @+ 5 )Efify £ £)]
N +S )N +S +1)
£i£5
! when N S;
N

whereaswhen i= j

@ £)° = 34)
N f; @1 £)+ [+ + £f501+ S )L 2)]
N +S )N +S +1)
w whenN  S: (35)

Sum m arizing, to rst order in 1=N ,

W i W (f)+ (36)
S .
JE e e sg

@ N

i=1

1% ew  £0 f)
+_

2 e ; N

i=1

¥ X e ffy
i=1 3<i @xlq N
This general form ula allow s the calculation of the st
correction of the expectation value of an arbitrary func-
tion W (g), whenever the prior is given by Eq. (_5) .
Now, consider the m ore general case of an arbitrary
prior. IfP (g) isnot given by Eq. ﬁ), then one can still
proceed as above, but replacing W (g) by the product
W @)P (@), and settihg = 1.

V. EXAMPLES

H ere, the expansion éé is applied to a few particular
cases. W olpert and W olf B have a]ready ca]cu]ated the
rst tw o exam ples exactly (Subsect. ¥ Arand {7 Bi), in the
particularcaseof = 1. Theirresuls, once expanded up
to rst order n 1N are now com pared to Eq. (36), or
veri cation. T he advantage of Eq. (:_3-6) is that, .n con—
trast to W olpert and W olf’s approach, i applies to any
function W . T he counterpart, of course, is that i gives
nom ore than the st correction to W i. SubsectJonV C:
deals w ith the calculation ofm om ents.

A . Them ean value of the entropy

In the rstplace, the function W (g) is taken to be the
entropy H of the distrbution ¢, de ned n Eq. @-]_;), for
g = f. It is easy to verify that @GH=Qg = [+ hqg],
whereas @“H =@q;@qy =  15=gi, where ;5 is K roeneker



delta flnction: i ,T 1,ifi= jand 5= 0,ifi6 3.
Replacing n Eq. (_B_é) and keeping only up to the st
order in 1=N one arrives at

s
Hi= 1 — H@®+ 37)
N
X 1 s 1 )
— n = +0 (1N ?): (38)
N £

Forthe casceof = 1, thissame expressior} is obtained
by expanding the exact resul, obtained in B]

¥ Ng+1D

N +S
i=1

M iy, = SN £+ 2)

i
DN +s+1) ; (39)

where @ (x) = dlh (x)=dx is the D gamm a finction

o).

B. Themean value of the m utual inform ation

Now W istaken to bethe m_utualjnﬁ)rm ation between
two sets, as de ned by Eq. (28_:). Replacing in Eq. C_3§),

S1S2

hii = I¢) 1 (40)

$15:+1 & S, X fab
2N N

ab

W here S; and S, are the num ber of elem ents in the sets
z! and z?. When = 1,Eq. Cfl-(_i) coincides w ith the
expansion up to rst order in 1=N of the exact resul
derived in [3],

X Nf,+1D

(1)
N £+ 2)
N + S;S, an

ab i
TN+ 518+ 1)
h

X
m (1)(Nfa:+ S, + 1)

N + S;S,
1
TN+ 818+ 1)
X Nfy+s, D W
N+ 5.5, N fp+ S;+ 1)
1
DN + 818, + 1) : 41)

The quantities f,. and fy, in Egs. {40) and {@1) are
de ned asin (2:5_3) . _

In contrast to the resul obtained in fIj], the rst order
correction to the m utual inform ation does bear a depen-—
dence on the values of the indiridual probabilities f,y,.
There is no con ict, however, between the two resuls,

since the mean value in Eq. (40) involves the distribu-
tion P (@i). The approach in EJ], nstead, uses p (£§),
while the true g is xed. In the present approach, the
m ean value hii can be either higher or Iower than I (f).

C. Themean value of functions of X

Consider a function g : fx;;:5x5g ! R that maps
the possble values 0of X into realnum bers. For exam ple,
if X takes num erical values, then gy can be such that
Gk (xi) = x5. Foreach such gpanother function G :D !
R isde ned,namely G () = ;9xi)g. In the example
above, Gk is the k-m om ent of the distrbution g. T_he
expectation value G 1 is easily caloulated using Eq. {36),
and reads

s x5
i=G@#f 1 — — 0 42
IGi= G (f) el g ;) 42)

i=1

In particular, for the gy considered above, this isthe st
order correction to allm om ents of g.

VI. NUMERICAL SIMULATIONS

In this section, Eqg. C_B-Q‘) is confronted to the result
of num erical sin ulations. Once again, and Jjust to P
low previous studies, W (g) is set equal to the mutual
inform ation. However, in contrast to what was done up
to now [L, :2:, :3], the sin ulations are perfom ed strictly
w ithin the present framework. That is, the m easured
frequency f iskept xed, and the probability for the true
g is evaliated.

T he procedure to m easure num erically P (i) is now
explained. A s before, X takes values in a set 0of S ele—
ments. Hence, £ and g are S-din ensional vectors. The
valie of £ is xed. The domain D is discretized into
a number J of cells. Each cell corresponds to a vector
g that will be visited by the program . The larger the
num ber of cells J, the better the sam pling of the do—
main D . For each one of these cells, the value of X is
measured N tines. The outcom es are sorted w ih the
distrdbution g of the actual cell. If the frequency count
thus obtained equals f, the counter of the selected cell
is increased (there is counter for each cellin D). The
com parison betw een the frequency count and the ( xed)
f is done w ith precision . T he procedure is repeated M
tines M Jlarge) n order to have enough counts. This
algorithm allow s to construct a histogram for the proba-
bility that a given g 2 D generates the selected f.

For sin plicity, in the resultsbelow the number oftrials
M is the same for all cells. This is equivalent to using
a uniform priorin D ( = 1). A sinulation wih a non
uniform prior can be carried out by choosing a di erent
M fPoreach cell

T he tw o param etersthat determ ine the precision ofthe
sin ulations are J and . IfDjs is the Kulback-Lebler



divergence between two neighboring g cells, whenever
1=N D ; then the only vector g that produces fre—
quency counts equalto fisg= f. That is, OrN su -
ciently lJarge, the discretized system behavesasifN = 1 .
N otice that for large J, tw o neighboring cells corresoond
to g and g+ g, with each q / J° !. Thus, the
K ulback-Lebzig distance between the two is =5 1.
Thism eansthatwhen N reachesJ® =S, the sin ulation
starts to behave as if N were actually in nite.

O n theotherhand, if isnot sn allenough, onem istak—
enly counts colncidencesw ith f, jast because the criterion
used in the com parison is too brute. In other words, a
large allows that cells g too far away from f do give
rise to frequency counts equalto f. That is, the system
behaves as if N where am aller than is actualvalue.

Thedotsin gure 'Q: show the resul of the above pro—

p(a, 1f,=1/3)

a,

FIG . 2: Probability distribbution P (¢ 1) for the case f; =
1=3, = land S = 2.D i erent curves correspond to several
values of the num ber of sam ples N . The full line depicts the
analytical result Eq. {19), while the dots are the num erical
sin ulations (see Sect. -V I)

cedure, for a single com ponent ¢ . A s observed, there
is very good agreem ent w ith the full line, show ing the
analytical result, Eq. {14).

T o evaluate the expectation valie ofa certain function,
one sim ply needs to calculate the sum

X
i 1hum erical W
cells in D

@P @i); 43)

using the P () obtained w ith the algorithm explained
above. Figure d depicts the result for the m utual nfor-
m atjon, wih = 1. The dots represent the sim ulations,
C43 whereas the fill line show s the analytical re-

sull: {0). The com putational tin e required to evaliate
P (@) ncreasesexponentially w ith the num berofdim en—
sions S . Hence, in the present com parison it is desirable
to keep S as snallas possible. However, in order to de—
neamutualinform ation two setsz ! and 7% ? are needed,
wih S; and S; elementseach. In gure 'g, S; = 2 and

(a)
0,02
[ ]
~
/'\ 0,014
~
A4
0,00 T T T
0,00 0,01 0,02 0,03 0,04
1/N
(b)
Ode o °
- [ )
~
=
1 _ —3_ (Y
A 1x10
;‘ °
-2x10°4 o
1x10° 2x10°
1/N

FIG. 3: D1ierence between the expectation value of the
mutual Informm ation hii and the measured I (f), as a func-
tion of the inverse number of samples 1=N . The = 1
prior was considered. The full line represents the analyti-
cal resul, Eq. {46), and the dots the simulations. In @),
fi1= f12= f1 = f2, = 1=4,and I (f) = 0. Foreach cellin D,
30,000 sets of N sam ples have been sorted. In (o), £f11 = 04,
f12 = 0:1, le = O:l, and f22 = 0:4, SO I(f) = 0:192745. For
each cellin D, 10,000 sets of N sam ples have been sorted.
In both cases, each axis In g space has been divided in 20
intervals, in order to discretize D , whike the param eter was
set to 0.0125.

S, = 2,thusmaking a 3 dimensionaldomain D .

In (@) the selected f had nom utualinfom ation: I (f) =
0. The graph show s that the expectation value of T is
positive. W ith the chosen param eters (see the caption
ofthe gure), the analyticalresult 640.) coincides exactly
w ith the one derived by T reves and P anzeri E.], that is,
hri = (S, & 1)=2N . Since or I(f) = 0, Eqg.
Cfl-(_i) reducesto hIi= S:S,+ 1 S $=2N, PHrsome
particular choices 0f S1 and S; the two expressionsm ay
concide. It should be kept in m ind, how ever, that this is



Just a concidence, and the twom ean valueshave di erent
m eanings.

In contrast, n case ) the value ofI (f) is large (see the
caption fordetails). In this case, the sin ulations con m
the phenom enon that was pointed out in the previous
section, nam ely, that the expectation value hTi m ay be
lower than the m easured I (f).

Ttm ay be seen that for JargeN , allthe dots concentrate
In hTi= I (f). This is, as pointed out before, due to the
discretization ofD . If the num ber of cells J is increased,
one needs to go to a larger N to nd such a saturation.
On the contrary, for snaller N , the sinulated hIi lies
below its theoretical value. This is a m anifestation of
the nite nature of , and the phenom enon becom es less
evident as is lowered.

V II. DISCUSSION

In this work, the probability density P () for the
true distrbbution g given the experim ental frequencies £
is analyzed. Such a density, it is shown, m ay be writ—
ten as a G bbs distribution, where the inverse num ber
of sam ples plays the role of an e ective tem perature,
and the K ulback-Lebzig divergence between f and g is
the equivalent of the energy of state g. Its study is not
only foracadem ic purposes, but eventually also practical.
In the ideal situation, it would be valuabl to calculate
P (@) whik an experin ent isbeing carried out, In order
to know when the num ber of sam ples is already enough.
T he experim enterm ay thus decide to give an end to the
sam pling process w hen the w idth ofP () reaches som e
acceptable valie. For exam ple, som eone interested in
m easuring the public opinion prior to an election m ay
wonder how m any sub fcts need to be polled in order
to have a reliable estin ation of the forthcom Ing result.
M any tin es, however, experin ents com es to an end be-
cause of other factors (@ deadline, or a oor in the the
am ount of m oney, patience or students). An estim ation
of the width of P () is valuabl even in these cases,
Just to provide error bars.

O ne possibility is to w rite down the fullP (). How—
ever, being a function of m any variables, this m ay not
be very practical. A oonvenient param eter m easuring
the width of P (@) in several directions is the square
root of the corresponding eigenvalues of ™. These have
been shown to din Inish asym ptotically as 1=N . From
the Infom ation-theoreticalpoint ofview , a m ore appeal-
ing param eter is the m ean divergence D , and its m ean
quadratic uctuations. Asisshown in Eq. 24), forsn all
N such a width depends on the valuie of £. IfN S,
however, both ID i and p becom e ndependent of £ and

decreaseas 1N ([EJ. C_Z-Q')) . Yet another route is to work
w ith the function W (q) one is interested in. By m eans of
Eq. {36), i is possble to decide whether the term pro—
portionalto 1=N is only a sm all correction to W (f) or,
on the contrary, the two tem s are com parable. In the
latter case, m ore m easurem ents should be carried out.

A though som e of the expressions presented here are
valid for an arbirary prior, m uch of the work dealsw ith
the particular case ofEq. (:5) . The use of a prior that is
essentially a linear com bination of fiinctions of the form
@) has been proposed :{3], speci cally, to be used in the
Inference of entropies. For this case, the partition func—
tion should be constructed by applying the sam e linear
supelposﬂ:on to Eq. ClO and the sam e holds for Egs.
C13119 The calculation of D i and p as derivatives of
F isstillvalid, whereasEqg. ¢1'2i) should also be averaged.

The analysis of P () carried out in Sect. IT, and the
statistical m echanical description of Sect. -]It are valid
even for amallN . The fact that 1D i ! 1=N for large
N inspires the expansion of W i of Sect. -N. It should
be clear, nevertheless, that such an expap.s:ton is only
convergent when N S.Actually, Eq. C_la') isthe st
order term in powers of S=N , and there is no reason to
think that the higher order temm s w ill be negligble, if
such a condition does not hold. M oreover, i is necessary
to have N f; 1 foralli. W hen N is Jarge enough, one
can always de ne the num ber of categories S as to have
them allwell populated. But for N S thismay well
not be the case. T he consequencesm ay, in fact, be quie
dram atic. For instance, in the exam ple of the entropy
(Subsect. f\/ A.) one can explicitly see that f; appears In
the denom inator ofEq. C_Sj) In other words, the result
ism eaningless if there are em pty categories.

However, when the condition N S does hold, Eqg.
d_l-z:;) may serve to draw non trivial conclisions. For
Instance, it is usually supposed that lin ited sam pling,
on average, aw s the data ntroducing false correlations.
T his work show s this is not necessarily the case: lin ited
sam pling m ay som etin es, on average, lower the correla—
tions. This is clear in the sin ulations of Sect. V 1, where

nite sam pling results, in m ean, n a downwards bias of
the mutual nform ation.
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APPENDIX A:INTEGRATING A POW ER
DISTRIBUTION IN D

Here, Eq. (9) is derived. An altemative and m ore
general line of reasoning m ay be found in B]
The ain is to calculate

Z
o= Siagd a1
D 2 0 13
Z1 Zl
= dg 4 g ¢ 4 @1 ahr5;
0 0

where s isa constant ensuring that when allm ; vanish,
I§ is the volum e ofD . The supra-index in I; indicates
the din ension of the vectorsm and g.

If X can only take two values, then S = 2. In this
case, fl];

Zl Zl
I o= da ' dead’ [0 a @l

dg o " @ q)"?

ml!mzl

(. +m,+ )t ®2)

0
1

2
1

2

N ow , the hypothesis ism ade for arbitrary S

@3)

S N
1 =qm!
s Fs
=1

=

S 1+ m 4 !

To prove i, one proceeds by com plte induction. Eg.
@3 isassumed true ra given m = (mi;:i5mg) and

the alm isto prove it for fm ;;::3m s+ 1) . Hence
Z
S+ 1 _ S+1 m j
mijsmset) 1da g
D
_ S s 1
- S+1I(rn1;:-::rns 1)
7 P O 1ms+1
1o x5
d%qlsns @]_ A
0 =1
0 1
X8
@]_ A @ 4)
j=1
— S 18
- si1 Mmpjmgms 1)ms+mgyi+l
msmgeq! a5
fms +mgy1+ 1)!
S+1
_ 1 R .l=1m-1!
= - = A 6)
S+ S+ 1) 1+ =1 M5 !
where (x) isHeaviside step finction: ()= 1ifx 1,

and (x)= 0ifx < 0.W hen passing from Eq. (4] to
Eqg. (_A_S), use wasm ade of the result @ 3). A coordingly,
@ 6) derives from the inductive hypothesis {3 3). Since
Eq. @ §) concideswith @ 3) when S isreplacedby S+ 1,
the hypothesis { 3) is proved true.

F inally, to determ Ine s one evaluates

1

S .
s LI

I = @7

P—
ThevolimeofD is S=(S 1)!, ascan bevgned once
again, by com plte lnduction. Then g 1= .



