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Estim ating probabilities from experim entalfrequencies
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Estim atingtheprobabilitydistribution q governingthebehaviourofacertain variablebysam pling

itsvalue a �nite num beroftim esm osttypically involvesan error. Successive m easurem entsallow

the construction ofa histogram ,or frequency count f,ofeach ofthe possible outcom es. In this

work,theprobability thatthetruedistribution beq,given thatthefrequency countfwassam pled,

isstudied.Such a probability m ay bewritten asa G ibbsdistribution.A therm odynam icpotential,

which allows an easy evaluation of the m ean K ullback-Leibler divergence between the true and

m easured distribution,is de�ned. For a large num ber of sam ples, the expectation value of any

function ofq isexpanded in powersoftheinversenum berofsam ples.Asan exam ple,them om ents,

the entropy and the m utualinform ation are analyzed.

PACS num bers:02.50.Tt

I. EST IM A T IN G P R O B A B ILIT IES FR O M

EX P ER IM EN TA L FR EQ U EN C IES

Theestim ation ofprobability distributionsfrom alim -
ited num berofsam plestypically involvesan error.Con-
sider,forexam ple,arandom variablethatcan beeither0
or1,both valueswith probability 1/2.An experim enter
m easures the variable,say,four tim es. Ifn0 (sim ilarly,
n1)isthe num beroftrialsthe resultwas0 (correspond-
ingly,1),the possible outcom esare n0 = j;n1 = 4� j,
wherej m ay vary between 0 and 4.Each ofthosepossi-
bilitieshasprobability 3=2j!(4� j)!ofoccurring. Ifthe
experim enter estim ates the underlying probability from
the frequencies,his or her claim willbe that the prob-
ability ofgetting a zero is n0=4. However,in view that
n0 dependson the particularoutcom e ofthe fourtrials,
only a fraction 3/16 ofthetim eswillthisproceduregive
the correctresult,thatisf0 = q0 = 1=2.
In the aboveexam ple,there are three probability dis-

tributions involved. First,there is the true underlying
probability q,actually governing the outcom e ofthe ex-
perim ent. In vector notation,q = (q0;q1),and in the
particular instance above,q = (1=2;1=2). Then,there
isthe frequency countf = (f0;f1),where fi isobtained
by dividing ni by the totalnum berofm easurem entsN
(four,in the exam ple). And �nally,there is the proba-
bility thatf= q.To de�nethislastprobability,onehas
to considerallpossiblesam plesofN trials,and evaluate
how often the condition f= q isful�lled.
M oregenerally,onecan de�nethe probability ofm ea-

suring a particular f, while the underlying q rem ains
�xed. Thism eansto considera probability distribution
ofallthe possible frequency counts. The independent
variable is the vector f,which varies in a discrete set,
and the dependentvariableisp(fjq).
The frequency countf is an estim ation ofthe under-

lying q.In m any applications,however,oneisinterested
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notquite in q,butratherin som e function ofq. Treves
and Panzeri[1],for exam ple,have quanti�ed the m ean
error that an experim enter m akes when evaluating the
m utualinform ation in the frequency countf,as an ap-
proxim ation to thatin thetrue(and unknown)q.Their
analysis was m ade in the sam e spirit as above,that is,
they have considered q �xed,while the value off de-
pended on the particular outcom e ofN m easurem ents.
They have obtained a clean analyticalresult,under an
independence approxim ation. Their approach m ay be
naturally generalized to situationswhereq isa probabil-
ity density,thatis,variesin a continuousset[2].

However,whattheexperim enterknowsisnotthetrue
q,but one particular f,obtained after N observations.
His or her aim is to estim ate the m ost probable value
ofq (or ofsom e function ofq) from the knowledge of
f. M ore generally,the experim enter m ay be interested
in the wholedistribution P (qjf),thatis,theprobability
thatthe true distribution be q,given thathe orshe has
m easured f.Thism eansto settle the problem the other
way round aswasstudied by Trevesand Panzeri,and in
the exam ple above. It actually correspondsto W olpert
and W olf’sapproach [3]in the estim ation ofentropies.

In thefollowing section,thepropertiesofthedistribu-
tion P (qjf) are studied. In Sect. III,P (qjf) is written
as a G ibbs’distribution, where the inverse num ber of
sam ples plays the role ofan e�ective tem perature,and
the K ullback-Leiblerdivergence between f and q is the
equivalent ofthe energy ofstate q. As a consequence,
a therm odynam ic potentialisde�ned,thusallowing the
calculation ofthe m ean K ullback-Leiblerdivergence be-
tween f and q by sim ple derivation. This inspires the
expansion m adein Sect.IV,wheretheexpectation value
ofan arbitrary function ofq can be written asa power
seriesin the inversenum berofsam ples.The caseofthe
entropy,the m utualinform ation,orany m om entofthe
distribution q isshown in theexam plesofSect.V.Next,
in Sect. VI the analyticalresults are confronted with
num ericalsim ulations. Finally,in Sect. VII,the m ain
resultsaresum m arized and discussed.
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II. T H E P R O B A B ILIT Y D IST R IB U T IO N FO R

T H E T R U E P R O B A B ILIT Y D IST R IB U T IO N

Considertherandom variableX takingvaluesfrom the
set x = (x1;:::;xS),with probabilities q = (q1;:::;qS).
In principle,thereisno need thatx1;:::;xS benum erical
values,itsu�cesthem tobeanyexclusiveand exhaustive
setofcategories.
An experim enter m akes N observations ofthe value

ofX and builds a histogram n = (n1;:::;nS),where ni
is the num ber of tim es the outcom e was xi. The ex-
perim enter considers the frequencies f = (f1;:::;fS) =
(n1=N ;:::;nS=N )asan estim ation ofthetrueunderlying
probabilitydistribution q.Ifthem easurem entsaretaken
independently,theprobability ofm easuring f given that
the data are sorted according to q isequalto the prob-
ability ofobserving each xi a num ber ni oftim es,that
is,

p(fjq)= N !� i

q
ni

i

ni!
=

N !

� i(N fi)!
exp

 

N
X

i

filnqi

!

:

(1)

However,theknowledgetheexperim enterhasathand is
f,not q. He or she m ay therefore wonder what is the
probability that the true distribution be q,given that
the outcom e ofthe experim ent was f. This m eans to
evaluateaprobabilitydensityP (qjf),whoseindependent
variable q runsoverallthe possible distributionsofthe
data.Thatis,allvectorsin <S such that

X

i

qi = 1

0� qi � 1; 8i: (2)

Thesetofallq obeying Eqs.(2)constitutesthedom ain
D where P (qjf) is de�ned. It is a �nite portion ofan
(S� 1)-dim ensionalplaneem bedded in <S,and isnorm al
to the vector(1;1;:::;1).
Notice that since each fi is the ratio oftwo natural

num bers, the set of possible frequencies f is discrete.
The dom ain D ,on the contrary,contains a continuum
ofdistributionsq.Consequently,p(fjq)isa probability,
whereasP (qjf)isa density.
Bayes’rulestatesthat

P (qjf)=
p(fjq)P (q)

p(f)
; (3)

where P (q) is the prior probability distribution for q,
and

p(f)=

Z

D

P (fjq)P (q)dSq : (4)

Here,dSq isa volum eelem ent,in D .
ThepriorP (q)containsalladditionalpiecesofknowl-

edge aboutq,apartfrom the experim entaldata. Here,
the assum ption ism ade thatthere isno a prioriknowl-
edge.However,itturnsoutto becrucialto specify what

isitthatisnotknown [5]. A priorthatisuniform over
D ,aswasused by W olpertand W olf[3],iscertainly not
uniform over any non linear function ofq,for exam ple
the log-likelihood.Thus,notknowing anything aboutq
im pliesknowingsom ethingaboutlnq,which in turn m ay
result in awkward scaling properties. In this work,the
powerprior

P�(q)=
� S
i= 1 q

�� 1

i

Z�

; (5)

is repeatedly used, with Z� =
p
S[�(�)]S=�(S�) (no-

tice that when � ! 0;Z� !
p
S). However, as was

shown in [5]choosing any ofthesepriorsresultsin a sur-
prisingly peaked a prioridistribution ofthe possible en-
tropies.Hence,the choice ofthe priorisa delicate issue
and,in anyparticularapplication,itshould bedonecare-
fully. Here,no attem ptwillbe m ade to instructon the
way such a choice should be m ade,butsince the results
thatfollow arestrongly grounded on Bayesian inference,
theirvalidity is,atm ost,asgood asthe prior" [3].
Replacing Eqs.(1)and (4)in Eq.(3),

P (qjf)=
exp[� N D (f;q)]P (q)

Z
; (6)

where D is the K ullback-Leibler divergence between f

and q

D (f;q)=
X

i

filn

�
fi

qi

�

; (7)

and quanti�esisthem ean inform ation fordiscrim inating
in favoroff againstq,given the data [4]. The function
Z reads

Z =

Z

D

dSq P (q) exp[� N D (f;q)]: (8)

In the rem aining of the section, the properties of
P (qjf) are studied for the particular P�(q) de�ned in
Eq.(5).In doing so,the integral

Z

D

� S
i= 1 q

m i

i dSq =
p
S

� i �(m i+ 1)

�(S +
P

i
m i)

; (9)

isfrequently encountered.Equation (9)was�rstderived
in [3],and an alternativeproofm ay befound in the Ap-
pendix.
Forthe priorsin Eq.(5),the function Z Eq.(8)m ay

be calculated analytically,and itreads

Z = exp[N H (f)]
p
S
� S
j= 1 �(N fk + �)

�(N + S�)
; (10)

whereH isthe entropy ofa distribution

H (f)= �

SX

i= 1

filnfi: (11)
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Thus,replacing Eq.(10)in Eq.(6)

P (qjf)=
�(N + S�)

p
S

� i

q
N fi+ �� 1

i

�(N fi+ �)
: (12)

The m ostprobable qM = (qM1 ;:::;qMS )isobtained by
m axim izing Eq.(12),underthenorm alization constrain.
The resultis

q
M
i =

N fi+ � � 1

N + S(� � 1)
: (13)

Thus,ifP (q) is uniform in D (� = 1),then the m ost
probable q is f. W ith the m axim um likelihood prior
(� ! 0), the m ost probable q is shifted from f to-
wardslowercounts.TheK richevsky-Tro�m ov estim ator
[8](� = 1=2)and theShurm ann-G rassberger[9]� = 1=S
lie in between.
UsingEq.(9)theexpectation valueofeach com ponent

qi m ay be calculated,

hqii=
N fi+ �

N + S�
: (14)

For the uniform prior � = 1,this equation reduces to
Laplace’s estim ator ofprobabilities,�rst introduced by
in his Essay on probabilities. In �gure 1 the di�erence
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FIG .1: D i�erence between hqii and fi,as a function offi.

The value of� hasbeen setto 1.The three linescorrespond

to N = 3,6 and 30. Here,X m ay take 3 values (S = 3).

W hen fi < 1=3,the expectation valueofqi islargerthan the

m easured frequency fi. As N increases,the e�ect becom es

lessim portant.

between hqiiand thefrequencycountfiisshown,for� =
1.Itisseen thatwhen fiissm allerthan 1=S,hqiiislarger
than fi. O n the other hand,iffi > 1=S,then hqii <

fi. That is,the m ean value ofqi is displaced from the
frequency count so as to approach the at distribution
1=S.O fcourse,thelargerthenum berofsam plesN ,the

sm allerthe e�ect.Changing the value of� isequivalent
to re-scaling the verticalaxisof�gure1.
Typically,onewantsto m akea guessaboutthetrueq.

Here,two possible estim atorshave been calculated: the
m axim um qM and them ean hqi.Byusingthem axim um ,
one ischoosing the value thatism ostprobably correct.
Butofcourse,eventually one willalso m akean error.If
one m easuresthe errorasa (qM � q)2,and averagesit
with P (qjf),itsm ean turnsoutto be largerthan ifone
had chosen hqi[3].Hence,although qM istheestim ator
thatgivesthecorrectanswerm ostfrequently,ifonecares
forthe typicalsizeofthe errors,hqiisa betterchoice.
W hen usinghqiasan estim ator,thecovariancem atrix

�ij m ay be ofinterest.By m eansofEq.(9)itiseasy to
show thatfori6= j

�ij = h(qi� hqii)(qj � hqji)i (15)

= �
(N fi+ �)(N fj + �)

(N + S�)2(N + S� + 1)

! �
fifj

N
when N � S;

whereasfori= j

�ii =


(qi� hqii)

2
�
= (16)

(N fi+ �)[N (1� fi)+ �(S � 1)]

(N + S�)2(N + S� + 1)

!
fi(1� fi)

N
when N � S;

The negative sign in Eq. (15)derivesfrom the norm al-
ization condition:sincethesum ofallqi is�xed to unity,
ifone ofthem surpasses its m ean,it is to be expected
that som e other com ponent willbe below. In contrast,
Eq.(16)showsthat�ii isalwayspositive.
Theexpectation valueofq Eq.(14)togetherwith the

covariance m atrix Eqs. (15)and (16)are usefulto give
the G aussian approxim ation to P (qjf), centered in its
m ean:

P (qjf)= K exp

�

�
1

2
(q � hqi)t ~�� 1(q � hqi)

�

; (17)

where the super-script tm eans transposed,and K is a
norm alization constant.Equation (17)isonly de�ned in
theplanecontaining D ,norm alto thevector(1;1;:::;1).
Actually,� doesnothave an inverse in the entire space
<S,since the direction (1;1;:::;1)isone ofitseigenvec-
tors,with eigenvalue equalto zero. However,being � a
sym m etric m atrix,itcan be diagonalized by an orthog-
onalbasis. Hence,the S � 1 rem aining eigenvectorslie
in theplanecontaining D .Therestriction of� into that
subspaceis ~�,and itsinverseisthe m atrix appearing in
the exponentofEq.(17).
In orderto norm alizethe approxim ation (17)an inte-

gralofa G aussian function in D isneeded. Thisiscer-
tainly notan easy task.If,however,onecan assum ethat
thedistribution issu�ciently peaked so thatP (qjf)� 0,
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forq in the borderofD ,then the dom ain D can be ex-
tended to the wholeplane norm alto (1;1;:::;1).In that
case,K � 1=

p
2�� j�j,where�j aretheS � 1 eigenval-

uesof~�.W hilethecalculation ofallthe� j isa di�cult
problem ,it is quite straightforward to show that when
N � S,allthe �j are proportionalto 1=N . Therefore,
the squarerootofeach eigenvalueisa usefulm easureof
the width ofP (qjf)in the direction ofitseigenvector.
However,theG aussian approxim ation (17)isnotuse-

fulforotherpurposes,asforinstance,calculating m ean
values,since it lacksfrom analyticalexpressionsas (9).
As a consequence,in what follows,the fullEq. (12) is
used.
Equation (9) allows the evaluation ofallm om ents of

P (qijf)

hqkii=
�(N fi+ k+ �)�(N + S�)

�(N fi+ �)�(N + S� + k)
: (18)

Since the m om entsare the coe�cientsofthe Taylorex-
pansion ofthe Fourier transform ofa distribution,the
single-com ponentdistribution reads

P (qijf) = P (qijfi) (19)

=
qN fi+ �� 1(1� q)N (1� fi)+ �(S� 1)� 1

B [N fi+ �;N (1� fi)+ �(S � 1)]
;

where B (x;y) = �(x)�(y)=�(x + y). Figure 2 displays
the distribution P (qijfi)forthree di�erentvaluesofN ,
and � = 1.In allcases,when N islarge,thedistribution
is sym m etrical,and reachesits m axim um value in qi =
fi = 1=3.In fact,itm aybeshown analyticallythatwhen
N � 1,

lim
N � 1

P (qijfi)=
1

p
2��2

exp
�
� (qi� fi)

2
=2�2

�
; (20)

where � = [fi(1 � fi)=N ]1=2. That is,the distribution
tendsto a G aussian function centered attheexperim en-
talfrequency,and with am ean dispersion thatdim inishes
with the square root ofthe num ber ofsam ples. Notice
thatin thislim it,P (qjf)doesnotdepend on �.
Itm ay be seen in Fig.2 thatforsm allervaluesofN ,

the distribution isno longersym m etrical. In fact,since
S = 2 and f1 = 1=3 < 1=S,the tailin P (q1jf1)extends
to theright,resulting in a positivehqii� fi,aspredicted
by equation (18).

III. T H E IN V ER SE N U M B ER O F SA M P LES A S

A N EFFEC T IV E T EM P ER A T U R E

Equation (6) states that P (qjf) is com pletely analo-
gousto a G ibbsdistribution,where the num berofsam -
plesN playsthe role ofthe inverse ofthe tem perature,
D (f;q) is the equivalent to the energy ofthe state q,
and P (q)isthe density ofstates.Thisanalogy was�rst
pointed out in the contextofm achine learning [6],and

sincethen,severaltim esin learningtheory(seeforexam -
ple[7]).In thesecases,when uctuation whereneglected,
theprobability distribution understudy had theform of
Eq. (6). In the presentcontext,no approxim ationsare
needed to writedown Eq.(6).
Theexponentialfactorin (6)dependson q and fonly

in thecom bination D (f;q),dim inishing exponentially as
the divergence between the two distributionsgrows. Its
m axim um isattained when D = 0. Itcan be shown [4]
thatforany fand q,D (f;q)� 0,and theequality holds
only when f= q.
De�ning the therm odynam icpotential

F = � lnZ (21)

itfollowsthat

hD i =
@F

@N
; (22)

�
2
D =



D

2 � hD i2
�
= �

@2F

@N 2
; (23)

where the m ean values h(� )i are de�ned byR

D
(� )P (qjf)dSq.
Forexam ple,when the priorisgiven by Eq.(5),

hD i= H (f)� 	(N + S�)+
X

i

fi	(N f i+ �); (24)

where	(x)= dln�(x)=dx istheDigam m afunction [10].
Itiseasy to show that

lim
N � S

hD i=
S � 1

2N
+ O (1=N 2): (25)

Here,both N and N fihavebeen supposed large,foralli.
Sincefiisoftheorderof1=S,theabovelim itholdswhen
N � S.Equation (25)statesthatfora largenum berof
sam ples,the expected value ofthe divergence between
the experim entalfrequencies and the true distribution
does not depend on the m easured f. It grows linearly
with the num berofitem s,and decreasesas1=N .
Accordingly,

�
2

D = � 	1(N + S�)+
SX

i= 1

f
2

i	
1(N fi+ �); (26)

where 	 1(x)= d	(x)=dx,isthe �rstPolygam m a Func-
tion [10].Taking the lim itofa largenum berofsam ples,

lim
N � S

�
2

D =
S � 1

2N 2
+ O (1=N 3): (27)

In the lim itN � S,the m ean quadraticdispersion does
notdepend on the m easured fi.

IV . EST IM A T IO N O F FU N C T IO N A LS O F q,

FO R A LA R G E N U M B ER O F SA M P LES.

M any tim es, one is interested in the value of som e
function W (q). For instance,ifX takes num ericalval-
ues,W m ay be the m ean �X =

P

i
xiqi. O r,in som e
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other application,W m ay be the entropy ofthe distri-
bution q (see equation (11)). Ifthe setX isthe Carte-
sian productoftwo othersetsX = Z 1 � Z2,such that
8xi 2 X :xi = (z1a;z

2
b
),wherez1a 2 Z 1 and z2

b
2 Z 2,then

W m ay bethem utualinform ation I between Z 1 and Z 2:

I =
X

ab

qabln

�
qab

qa:q:b

�

; (28)

where

qa: =
X

b

qab;

q:b =
X

a

qab : (29)

Since q is unknown,an interesting guess for W (q) is
itsBayesian estim ation

hW i=

Z

D

W (q)P (qjf); (30)

which hastheappealingpropertyofm inim izingthem ean
squareerror[3].ThezeroorderguessforhW iisW (f).In
whatfollows,a system aticm ethod to im provethisvalue
isderived.
In theprevioussection theexpectation valueofthedi-

vergencebetween thetrueand them easured distribution
wascalculated,aswellasthesizeoftheuctuations,for
thepriorsin Eq.(5).Asthenum berofsam plesincreases,
both theexpected divergenceand theuctuationsdim in-
ish as1=N .Sincea sm alldivergencem eansthatthetwo
distributionsarenecessarily very sim ilar,only theq that
arevery nearf havea non vanishing probability| forD
su�ciently sm all,thisargum entholdsforany de�nition
ofsim ilarity.
Asa consequence,itisreasonableto expand W (q)in

its Taylor series in the neighborhood off. Hence,Eq.
(30)reads

hW i=

*
1X

k= 0

1

k!

 
SX

i= 1

(qi� fi)
@

@qi

! k

W j
f

+

: (31)

Since P (qjf) decreases dram atically as q departs from
f,the higher order term s (large k) in Eq. (31) should
becom enegligible,atleast,forlargeN .
In the �rst place, the m ean values of Eq. (31) are

evaluated for the specialcase ofthe power law priors.
This involves,basically,the com putation ofintegralsin
D of� S

i= 1(qi � fi)ki,for a set ofnon negative indexes
(ki;k2;:::kS)thatsum up to K .Thiscan be done using
Eq. (9). O fcourse,the term k = 0| that is,the raw
guess{doesnotdepend on N .Itm ay beshown thatonly
k = 1 and k = 2 areproportionalto 1=N .Speci�cally,

hqi� fii =
�(1� Sfi)

N + S�

!
�(1� Sfi)

N
; when N � S: (32)

In the sam eway ,ifi6= j

h(qi� fi)(qj � fj)i= (33)

�
N fifj � � [� + (1+ S�)(Sfifj � fi� fj)]

(N + S�)(N + S� + 1)

! �
fifj

N
when N � S;

whereaswhen i= j



(qi� fi)

2
�
= (34)

N fi(1� fi)+ �[1+ � + fi(1+ S�)(Sfi� 2)]

(N + S�)(N + S� + 1)

!
fi(1� fi)

N
when N � S: (35)

Sum m arizing,to �rstorderin 1=N ,

hW i � W (f)+ (36)

+
SX

i= 1

@W

@qi

�
�
�
�
f

�(1� Sfi)

N
+

+
1

2

SX

i= 1

@2W

@q2i

�
�
�
�
f

fi(1� fi)

N
�

�

SX

i= 1

X

j< i

@2W

@qi@qj

�
�
�
�
f

fifj

N
:

This generalform ula allows the calculation ofthe �rst
correction ofthe expectation value ofan arbitrary func-
tion W (q),wheneverthe priorisgiven by Eq.(5).
Now,consider the m ore generalcase ofan arbitrary

prior.IfP (q)isnotgiven by Eq.(5),then one can still
proceed as above,but replacing W (q) by the product
W (q)P (q),and setting � = 1.

V . EX A M P LES

Here,theexpansion (36)isapplied to a few particular
cases.W olpertand W olf[3]have already calculated the
�rsttwoexam plesexactly(Subsect.V A and V B),in the
particularcaseof� = 1.Theirresults,onceexpanded up
to �rstorderin 1=N are now com pared to Eq. (36),for
veri�cation. The advantage ofEq. (36)isthat,in con-
trastto W olpertand W olf’s approach,itappliesto any
function W . The counterpart,ofcourse,isthatitgives
nom orethan the�rstcorrection tohW i.Subsection V C
dealswith the calculation ofm om ents.

A . T he m ean value ofthe entropy

In the�rstplace,thefunction W (q)istaken to bethe
entropy H ofthe distribution q,de�ned in Eq.(11),for
q = f. It is easy to verify that @H =@qi = � [1+ lnqi],
whereas @2H =@qi@qj = � �ij=qi,where �ij is K roeneker
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delta function: �ij = 1,ifi= j and �ij = 0,ifi6= j.
Replacing in Eq. (36) and keeping only up to the �rst
orderin 1=N onearrivesat

hH i =

�

1�
�S

N

�

H (f)+ (37)

�

N

SX

i= 1

ln

�
1

fi

�

�
S � 1

2N
+ O (1=N 2): (38)

For the case of� = 1,this sam e expression is obtained
by expanding the exactresult,obtained in [3]

hH i
[3]

= �

SX

i= 1

N fi+ 1

N + S

h

�(1)(N fi+ 2)�

�(1)(N + S + 1)
i

; (39)

where �(1)(x) = dln�(x)=dx is the Digam m a function
[10].

B . T he m ean value ofthe m utualinform ation

Now W istaken to bethem utualinform ation between
two sets,asde�ned by Eq.(28).Replacing in Eq.(36),

hIi = I(f)

�

1� �
S1S2

N

�

+ (40)

S1S2 + 1� S1 � S2

2N
+

�

N

X

ab

ln

�
fab

fa:f:b

�

;

W hereS1 and S2 arethenum berofelem entsin the sets
Z 1 and Z 2. W hen � = 1,Eq. (40) coincides with the
expansion up to �rst order in 1=N ofthe exact result
derived in [3],

hIi[3] =
X

ab

N fab + 1

N + S1S2

h

�(1)(N fab + 2)�

�(1)(N + S1S2 + 1)
i

�

�
X

a

N fa:+ S2

N + S1S2

h

�(1)(N fa:+ S2 + 1)�

�(1)(N + S1S2 + 1)
i

�

�
X

b

N f:b + S1

N + S1S2

h

�(1)(N f:b + S1 + 1)�

�(1)(N + S1S2 + 1)
i

: (41)

The quantities fa: and f:b in Eqs. (40) and (41) are
de�ned asin (29).
In contrastto theresultobtained in [1],the�rstorder

correction to them utualinform ation doesbeara depen-
dence on the values ofthe individualprobabilities fab.
There is no conict,however,between the two results,

since the m ean value in Eq. (40) involves the distribu-
tion P (qjf). The approach in [1],instead,uses p(fjq),
while the true q is �xed. In the present approach,the
m ean value hIican be eitherhigherorlowerthan I(f).

C . T he m ean value offunctions ofX

Consider a function g :fx1;:::;xSg ! R that m aps
thepossiblevaluesofX into realnum bers.Forexam ple,
ifX takes num ericalvalues,then gk can be such that
gk(xi)= xki.Foreach such g,anotherfunction G :D !

R isde�ned,nam ely G (q)=
P

i
g(xi)qi.In theexam ple

above,G k is the k-m om ent ofthe distribution q. The
expectation valuehG iiseasily calculated using Eq.(36),
and reads

hG i= G (f)

�

1�
�S

N

�

+
�

N

SX

i= 1

g(xi): (42)

In particular,forthegk considered above,thisisthe�rst
ordercorrection to allm om entsofq.

V I. N U M ER IC A L SIM U LA T IO N S

In this section,Eq. (36) is confronted to the result
ofnum ericalsim ulations. O nce again,and just to fol-
low previous studies,W (q) is set equalto the m utual
inform ation. However,in contrastto whatwasdone up
to now [1,2,3],the sim ulations are perform ed strictly
within the present fram ework. That is, the m easured
frequency fiskept�xed,and theprobability forthetrue
q isevaluated.
The procedure to m easure num erically P (qjf) is now

explained. As before,X takes values in a set ofS ele-
m ents. Hence,f and q are S-dim ensionalvectors. The
value of f is �xed. The dom ain D is discretized into
a num ber J ofcells. Each cellcorresponds to a vector
q that willbe visited by the program . The larger the
num ber of cells J, the better the sam pling of the do-
m ain D . For each one ofthese cells,the value ofX is
m easured N tim es. The outcom es are sorted with the
distribution q ofthe actualcell. Ifthe frequency count
thus obtained equals f,the counter ofthe selected cell
is increased (there is counter for each cellin D ). The
com parison between thefrequency countand the(�xed)
f isdonewith precision �.Theprocedureisrepeated M
tim es (M large) in order to have enough counts. This
algorithm allowsto constructa histogram fortheproba-
bility thata given q 2 D generatesthe selected f.
Forsim plicity,in theresultsbelow thenum beroftrials

M is the sam e for allcells. This is equivalent to using
a uniform priorin D (� = 1). A sim ulation with a non
uniform priorcan be carried outby choosing a di�erent
M foreach cell.
Thetwoparam etersthatdeterm inetheprecisionofthe

sim ulations are J and �. IfDJ is the K ullback-Leibler
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divergence between two neighboring q cells, whenever
1=N � D J then the only vector q that produces fre-
quency countsequalto f isq = f. Thatis,forN su�-
cientlylarge,thediscretized system behavesasifN = 1 .
NoticethatforlargeJ,two neighboring cellscorrespond
to q and q + �q, with each �qi / JS� 1. Thus, the
K ullback-Leibzig distancebetween thetwo is� S=JS� 1.
Thism eansthatwhen N reachesJS� 1=S,thesim ulation
startsto behaveasifN wereactually in�nite.
O n theotherhand,if� isnotsm allenough,onem istak-

enlycountscoincidenceswith f,justbecausethecriterion
used in the com parison is too brute. In other words,a
large � allows that cells q too far away from f do give
rise to frequency countsequalto f. Thatis,the system
behavesasifN wheresm allerthan itsactualvalue.
The dotsin �gure 2 show the resultofthe above pro-
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FIG .2: Probability distribution P (q1jf1) for the case f1 =

1=3,�= 1 and S = 2.D i�erentcurvescorrespond to several

valuesofthe num berofsam plesN .The fullline depictsthe

analyticalresult Eq. (19),while the dots are the num erical

sim ulations(see Sect.VI).

cedure,for a single com ponent q1. As observed,there
is very good agreem ent with the fullline,showing the
analyticalresult,Eq.(12).
Toevaluatetheexpectation valueofacertain function,

onesim ply needsto calculatethe sum

hW ij
num erical

=
X

cells in D

W (q)P (qjf); (43)

using the P (qjf)obtained with the algorithm explained
above. Figure 3 depictsthe resultforthe m utualinfor-
m ation,with � = 1.Thedotsrepresentthe sim ulations,
Eq. (43),whereas the fullline shows the analyticalre-
sult(40). The com putationaltim e required to evaluate
P (qjf)increasesexponentiallywith thenum berofdim en-
sionsS.Hence,in the presentcom parison itisdesirable
to keep S assm allaspossible.However,in orderto de-
�neam utualinform ation twosetsZ 1 and Z 2 areneeded,
with S1 and S2 elem ents each. In �gure 3,S1 = 2 and
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FIG . 3: D i�erence between the expectation value of the

m utualinform ation hIi and the m easured I(f), as a func-

tion of the inverse num ber of sam ples 1=N . The � = 1

prior was considered. The fullline represents the analyti-

calresult,Eq. (40), and the dots the sim ulations. In (a),

f11 = f12 = f21 = f22 = 1=4,and I(f)= 0.Foreach cellin D ,

30,000 setsofN sam pleshavebeen sorted.In (b),f11 = 0:4,

f12 = 0:1,f21 = 0:1,and f22 = 0:4,so I(f)= 0:192745. For

each cellin D ,10,000 sets ofN sam ples have been sorted.

In both cases, each axis in q space has been divided in 20

intervals,in orderto discretize D ,while the param eter�was

setto 0.0125.

S2 = 2,thusm aking a 3 dim ensionaldom ain D .
In (a)theselected fhad nom utualinform ation:I(f)=

0. The graph shows that the expectation value ofI is
positive. W ith the chosen param eters (see the caption
ofthe�gure),theanalyticalresult(40)coincidesexactly
with the one derived by Trevesand Panzeri[1],thatis,
hIi = (S1 � 1)(S2 � 1)=2N . Since for I(f) = 0, Eq.
(40)reducesto hIi= S1S2 + 1� S1 � S2=2N ,forsom e
particularchoicesofSI and SJ the two expressionsm ay
coincide.Itshould bekeptin m ind,however,thatthisis
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justacoincidence,and thetwom ean valueshavedi�erent
m eanings.
In contrast,in case(b)thevalueofI(f)islarge(seethe

caption fordetails).In thiscase,thesim ulationscon�rm
the phenom enon that was pointed out in the previous
section,nam ely,that the expectation value hIi m ay be
lowerthan the m easured I(f).
Itm aybeseenthatforlargeN ,allthedotsconcentrate

in hIi= I(f). Thisis,aspointed outbefore,due to the
discretization ofD .Ifthenum berofcellsJ isincreased,
one needsto go to a largerN to �nd such a saturation.
O n the contrary,for sm aller N ,the sim ulated hIi lies
below its theoreticalvalue. This is a m anifestation of
the �nite natureof�,and the phenom enon becom esless
evidentas� islowered.

V II. D ISC U SSIO N

In this work, the probability density P (qjf) for the
true distribution q given the experim entalfrequenciesf
is analyzed. Such a density,it is shown,m ay be writ-
ten as a G ibbs distribution,where the inverse num ber
of sam ples plays the role of an e�ective tem perature,
and the K ullback-Leibzig divergencebetween f and q is
the equivalentofthe energy ofstate q. Itsstudy isnot
onlyforacadem icpurposes,buteventuallyalsopractical.
In the idealsituation,it would be valuable to calculate
P (qjf)whilean experim entisbeing carried out,in order
to know when the num berofsam plesisalready enough.
Theexperim enterm ay thusdecideto givean end to the
sam pling processwhen thewidth ofP (qjf)reachessom e
acceptable value. For exam ple, som eone interested in
m easuring the public opinion prior to an election m ay
wonder how m any subjects need to be polled in order
to have a reliable estim ation ofthe forthcom ing result.
M any tim es,however,experim entscom esto an end be-
cause ofother factors (a deadline,or a oor in the the
am ountofm oney,patience orstudents). An estim ation
ofthe width ofP (qjf) is valuable even in these cases,
justto provideerrorbars.
O nepossibility isto writedown thefullP (qjf).How-

ever,being a function ofm any variables,this m ay not
be very practical. A convenient param eter m easuring
the width ofP (qjf) in severaldirections is the square
rootofthe corresponding eigenvaluesof ~�. These have
been shown to dim inish asym ptotically as 1=N . From
theinform ation-theoreticalpointofview,a m oreappeal-
ing param eter is the m ean divergence D ,and its m ean
quadraticuctuations.Asisshown in Eq.(24),forsm all
N such a width depends on the value off. IfN � S,
however,both hD iand �D becom eindependentoffand

decreaseas1=N (Eq.(25)).Yetanotherrouteisto work
with thefunction W (q)oneisinterested in.By m eansof
Eq. (36),itispossible to decide whetherthe term pro-
portionalto 1=N is only a sm allcorrection to W (f) or,
on the contrary,the two term s are com parable. In the
lattercase,m orem easurem entsshould be carried out.
Although som e ofthe expressions presented here are

valid foran arbitrary prior,m uch ofthework dealswith
the particularcaseofEq.(5).The use ofa priorthatis
essentially a linearcom bination offunctionsofthe form
(5)hasbeen proposed [5],speci�cally,to be used in the
inference ofentropies. Forthiscase,the partition func-
tion should be constructed by applying the sam e linear
superposition to Eq. (10),and the sam e holds for Eqs.
(13-19).Thecalculation ofhD iand �D asderivativesof
F isstillvalid,whereasEq.(12)should alsobeaveraged.
TheanalysisofP (qjf)carried outin Sect.II,and the

statisticalm echanicaldescription ofSect. III are valid
even for sm allN . The fact that hD i ! 1=N for large
N inspiresthe expansion ofhW iofSect. IV. Itshould
be clear,nevertheless,that such an expansion is only
convergentwhen N � S. Actually,Eq. (12)isthe �rst
orderterm in powersofS=N ,and there isno reason to
think that the higher order term s willbe negligible,if
such a condition doesnothold.M oreover,itisnecessary
to haveN fi � 1 foralli.W hen N islargeenough,one
can alwaysde�ne the num berofcategoriesS asto have
them allwellpopulated. But for N � S this m ay well
notbethecase.Theconsequencesm ay,in fact,bequite
dram atic. For instance,in the exam ple ofthe entropy
(Subsect. V A)one can explicitly see thatfi appearsin
the denom inatorofEq. (37). In otherwords,the result
ism eaninglessifthereareem pty categories.
However,when the condition N � S does hold,Eq.

(12) m ay serve to draw non trivial conclusions. For
instance,it is usually supposed that lim ited sam pling,
on average,awsthedata introducing falsecorrelations.
Thiswork showsthisisnotnecessarily thecase:lim ited
sam pling m ay som etim es,on average,lowerthe correla-
tions.Thisisclearin the sim ulationsofSect.VI,where
�nite sam pling results,in m ean,in a downwardsbiasof
the m utualinform ation.
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A P P EN D IX A :IN T EG R A T IN G A P O W ER

D IST R IB U T IO N IN D

Here, Eq. (9) is derived. An alternative and m ore
generalline ofreasoning m ay be found in [3].
The aim isto calculate

I
S
m =

Z

D

� S
i= 1dqi q

m i

i (A1)

=

Z 1

0

dq1 q
m 1

1

Z 1

0

:::dqS q
m S

S
�

2

4�S

0

@ 1�
SX

j= 1

qj

1

A

3

5 ;

where�S isa constantensuring thatwhen allm i vanish,
IS0 isthe volum e ofD . The supra-index in ISm indicates
the dim ension ofthe vectorsm and q.
IfX can only take two values,then S = 2. In this

case,[11]

I
2

m =

Z 1

0

dq1 q
m 1

1

Z 1

0

dq2 q
m 2

2
�[�2 (1� q1 � q2)];

=
1

�2

Z 1

0

dq1 q
m 1

1
(1� q1)

m 2

=
1

�2

m 1!m 2!

(m 1 + m 2 + 1)!
: (A2)

Now,the hypothesisism adeforarbitrary S

I
S
m =

1

�S

� S
i= 1m i!

�

S � 1+
P S

j= 1
m j

�

!
: (A3)

To prove it,one proceeds by com plete induction. Eq.
(A3)is assum ed true fora given m = (m 1;:::;m S)and
the aim isto proveitfor(m i;:::;m S+ 1).Hence

I
S+ 1

(m 1;:::;m S + 1)
=

Z

D

�
� S+ 1
i= 1 dqi q

m i

i

�

=
�S

�S+ 1
I
S� 1

(m 1;:::;m S � 1)
�

Z 1�
P

S

i= 1

0

dqSq
m S

S

0

@ 1�
SX

j= 1

1

A

m S + 1

�

0

@ 1�
SX

j= 1

1

A (A4)

=
�S

�S+ 1
I
S
(m 1;:::;m S � 1);m S + m S + 1+ 1

�

m S!m S+ 1!

(m S + m S+ 1 + 1)!
(A5)

=
1

�S+ 1

� S+ 1

i= 1
m i!

h

(S + 1)� 1+
P S+ 1

j= 1
m j

i

!
;(A6)

where�(x)isHeavisidestep function:�(x)= 1ifx � 1,
and �(x)= 0 ifx < 0.W hen passing from Eq.(A4)to
Eq.(A5),usewasm adeoftheresult(A2).Accordingly,
(A6) derivesfrom the inductive hypothesis (A3). Since
Eq.(A6)coincideswith (A3)when S isreplaced byS+ 1,
the hypothesis(A3)isproved true.
Finally,to determ ine �S oneevaluates

I
S
0 =

1

�S(S � 1)!
: (A7)

Thevolum eofD is
p
S=(S � 1)!,ascan beveri�ed,once

again,by com pleteinduction.Then �S = 1=
p
S.


