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ABSTRACT

Motivation: The decision whether a measured distribution
complies with an equidistribution is a central element of
many biostatistical methods. High throughput differential
expression measurements, for instance, necessitate to
judge possible over-representation of genes. The reliabil-
ity of this judgement, however, is strongly affected when
rarely expressed genes are pooled. We propose a method
that can be applied to frequency ranked distributions and
that yields a simple but efficient criterion to assess the
hypothesis of equiprobable expression levels.

Results: By applying our technique to surrogate data we
exemplify how the decision criterion can differentiate be-
tween a true equidistribution and a triangular distribution.
The distinction succeeds even for small sample sizes
where standard tests of significance (e.g. 2) fail. Our
method will have a major impact on several problems of
computational biology where rare events baffle a reliable
assessment of frequency distributions.

Availability: The program package is available upon
request from the authors.

Contact: thorsten.poeschel@charite.de

INTRODUCTION
Biostatistical analyses quite generally infer desiredinf

statistics of a fair die (with equal probability=6 for each
side) with only four trials. The problem of small sample
statistics pervades literature, e]g. (Storey et al.,[1pes;
land et al., 199§; Josefsson et al., 1998). Similar problems
might occur in the statistical analyses of codon distribu-
tions (Som et al., 20P1) or other biopolymers (Ramsden
and Vohradsky, 1998). As a last field of potential applica-
tion let us mention the computational comparison of two
draft sequences of the human genome (Aach et al.[2001).
We propose a method to decide the above posed ques-
tion of an equidistribution based on frequency ranked
statistics. The technique yields a criterion that can detec
frequency distributions generated from a true equidistri-
bution and reject others. It is important to note that the
criterion we have devised is rather efficient for small sam-
ple sizes (expression levels) where standard measures of
significance like the ?-test or the Kolmogorov-Smirnov
test fail. We expect that biostatistical analyses of small
sample data, as met e.g. for rarely expressed genes, can
profit from our criterion.

SYSTEM AND METHODS

Assume, in an experimental sampling probe we find
different species occurring with relative frequencigs
f, ...fiy . The termspecies is not meant in its strict

mation from experimentally observed frequency distribu-biological sense here but more general as a class of
tions. Microarrays, for instance, can screen thousands afdividuals. As an example we mention the subsequences
genes simultaneously, thus allowing for high-throughpubf a certain length, e.g.= 6, of the nuclein acida, G,
measurementg (Gershon, 2P02). The expression level of, andT. A species is the word ATAG G which may
genes is quantified via hybridisation signal intensitied,an be found in a gene at various positions, e.g., at positions
after an appropriate normalisation procedure, yields a vecl5, 122, and 431. For this example we say that the species
tor of numbers which can be understood as an empiricallg A TA G G occurs with 3 representatives.

obtained frequency distribution. The important issues of Quite often uniform probabilities are motivated by

coregulation

(Kielbasa et al., 201) and differential ex-theoretical considerations or as the simplest assumption.

pressionlﬁ)dikov et al., 2401) are based on further analWe present a practical criterion based on finite sample
ysis of these distributions. In this context, pooling a fgmi size statistics that allows to decide, i.e. to accept or
of rarely expressed genes can be combined with the tageject, the hypothesis of an underlying uniform probaypilit
to decide whether the observed expression pattern conglistributionp, = p, = :::= py = 1N withN N .

intuitively clear, the small sample size makes this deaisio with

Iii . b: = 1 where thep; represent the likelihood

a hard problem - nobody would expect to reproduce théo find a representative of specigsfrom a set ofN
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possible species. Assume, in an experiment we ¥ind 2

copies of species, M %)copies of species...M  copies
of speciesN , with M, = M and none of the

N
o

M,=21,=2.110"
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M1000= 1, flooozlo—

=
o
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absolute frequency
absolute frequency

theN species might be observed means N . Stated

differently, the numbelN is not directly accessible by

the experiment but has to be estimated using probabilistic 0

arguments. However, beyond all methods of optimally °  ** speciesnumber " * " anknumoer

estimating the unknowmi — which then completely

specifies the assumed equidistribution — the questiorsarise

how probable the hypothesis of an equidistribution is at all rig 1. The measured frequency distribution may deviate from the
Clearly, the law of large numbers asserts the stochastigrobability distribution considerably due to finite sampfeects.

convergence of relative frequencies towards the relatethe left figure shows absolute frequencies which have been

&
3

o

probabilities, i.e. obtained by drawingt = 10 random integers from the interval
1:::N,N = 1000. The right figure presents the same data but in
) Tm f.: £ My . 1 rank order (see text). Whereas the expectation value fdr ethe
bi ir i 7 ( ) . . o
M1 M numbers is1 =N = 10 (dashed line) large deviations are

where the limit is approachetbr almost all (in the  noticeable.
mathematical sense) experimental realizations (sampling

probes). For cases where the condititon N is not Since our random numbers are equidistributed by con-
fulfilled, however, the relative frequencies often deviatestryction the expectation value for each of the numbers
considerably from the related probabilities, e.g. Schmit{ranks) ism = = 10. As seen from Fig[]1 fluctuations

et al. (1993)] Herzel et al. (19p4); Poschel et al. (1995)around this mean are considerable: if one naively inferred
Strictly speaking, for finite1 one cannot even be sure to the probabilities (or concentrations) from the relative- fr

have found each species at least once. Just imagine oned@liencies, one would end up with a relative error of 110%
a few species with probabilities being orders of magnitudgor small ranks and 90% for large ranks. Being faced with
smaller than the overwhelming rest of nearly identicallya measurement as the one sketched in[fig. 1 it is far from
probable species. One might say that in such a situation afivial to decide whether the objects (in our case random
the tiny probability events are dispensable for an efficienhumbers) are equidistributed. It is the aim of this paper
description and a uniform distribution is true rather in atg propose a method which allows to distinguish between
practical sense. However, in other situations deviationginiform and non-uniform probability distributions if the

of an underlying probability distribution from a true sample size is too small to identify the probabilities with
equidistribution can be that significant that the hypothesithe relative frequencies due to ER. (1).

of a uniform probability distribution should be judged as

inappropriate. As an example consider a triangle shapedinite size statistics

distribution. Now, how does this substantial discrepancy-or equidistributed event$ 2 [L :::N Jwith p; = p=
show up in experimental sampling probes and how can this= the probability to find withM trials a number of
be distinguished from pure finite sample size effects?  at |east k; different events each occurring exactlfimes

To illustrate typical distortions of the equidistribution with 1= 0;:::;M reads [von Mises, 1939)
due to finite sample size we depict F[g. 1 (left) which .

shows a frequency distribution obtained by drawing= , M ! 1 ke
10* equidistributed random integers from the interval ¥ (esj2) = e M k! N 1 N )
[L;2;:::1000] i.e.,N = 1000. From the probabilities 2)
p. = p. = :::py = 10 °we expect to find each Applying the Exclusion-Inclusion-Principle (Johnson and
of the numbers, on average, =N times, i.e.,hf;1 =  Kotz, 1977) to Eq](2) one can derive the probability to find
hf,i = :::= hfyi= 10. Figure[l shows that there with M trials exactly k; different species each occurring
are large fluctuations of the occurrences of the numbersxactlyitimes:
A more convenient way to represent these data is the
rank ordered frequency distribution. To this end we re- by =ie . 5
order the abscissa in a way to receive a decaying curve ofe &i;i) = (19 w F (3; 9
frequencies, i.e., the most frequent species occupies rank =k *
1, the most frequent but one occupies rank 2 etc. The rank L oM 5
ordered frequencies are depicted in the right part of[fig. 1. = : ( 18 % ] W J) ;i (3)

N M . ki @)™ J!
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wherebxc stands for the integer of. The first moment of P vark ;. The variance oK ; for an equidistribution can
this probability reads be achieved analytically using the generating function of
p k;;1) (see Eq.[(3)). It read§ (Poschel and Freund, P002)

M 1 * Y
Kii= L N0 1 = @) vak.,= K? K. (8)
, _ . ioN 2 2
Hence, when randomly drawing representatives each = K1 1+ i W 1 e K1 .
occurring with the same probability, = p, =

:::py , ONE expects to finkk ,ispecies zero-timedKk ;i This variance of the& ; can be converted into a charac-
once, .. ispeciesm times. The full derivation of teristic error interval around the derived; simply by ap-
Equations [(3) and}4), using rather involved algebra, caplying Eq. () not only tok ; but also tok ; + K ; and
be found in|Freund and Poschel (1995); Poschel and ; K..
Freund (1997). This means, if for eachi we plot the set of experi-
For our above example, i1 random integers have mentally determined numbets ¢ together with their
been drawn from the interval; : : :;N , Eq. {}) describes expected range of fluctuations { vam ;)), for an un-
how many random numbers, on average, occur exactlglerlying equidistribution we should be able to draw a
zero times, i.e., neveiK i), once K , i), twice (K ,i),  straight line which passes through all the error intervals.
.., M times (K, i). Hence, using Eq.[[4), for an On the contrary, if any horizontal line significantly falls
equidistribution it is possible to calculate the expectedutside at least one of the intervals the hypothesis of an
measured frequencigs (Poschel and Freund)2002). underlying equidistribution should be rejected.
In converse direction, it is possible to infer for eaich
1:::M a valueNn @ from the experimentally observed RESULTS

k; by identifyingk; = K ;i(i= 1:::M)and making e want to illustrate the method by means of an equidis-
use of Eq.[(#). Thus, sampling a true equidistribution, ongipution

should find
p; = 1=100; i= 1;:::;100 (9)
N ® N @ ::: N® N : 5 . C
©) and a triangular distribution
In theory, the distribution[[3) exists far= 1 :::M where > i
the event related t&, corresponds to the extreme case pi= — 1 — ; i= 1;:::;100: (10)

that allM representatives belong to the same species. 100 101

In measurements not all; can be different from zero. As discussed above, when drawing random events
Therefore, the approximative equatidh (5) is valid for allaccording to these probability distributions, the resigiti
upper indices(w.) for which the corresponding, € 0  rank-ordered frequency distributions will significantly

has been found in the measurement. depend on the sample size. Figure[R shows the rank-
The estimated values read foe 1 ordered frequency distributions for different values af th
" C# . sample size1 . Whereas the top row figure® ( = 10%)
o K,i ¥ 7 clearly reflect the equidistribution (left) and the triatayu
NT=1 M i (6) distribution (right), respectively, for smaller sample

sizes (lower rows) one notices, as expected, significant
deviations between probabilities and frequencies. The

and for all other occupation numbets ;i . :
central issue is now whether from these small sample

" P PO rank-ordered frequency distributions (lower rows) one
N @ = M 1 1 1 . (7) can nevertheless distinguish between the uniform and the
i KK i N @ triangular probability distribution.

For all plots drawn in Fig.]2 we calculated the estimated

Equation ) has to be solved numerically by an iteratiortotal number of events ' from the observed occupation
procedure. As discussed below in dependence on theumbersk; for diverse cluster sizes The result is shown
variables , 1K ;i, andithis equation may have zero, one, in Fig. . As expected, only for the equidistributed species
or two solutions and one has to select the appropriate onéeft plots) we find that the approximate constancyof’

To clarify the meaning of the approximate identity signsas expressed by Ed] (5) holds true. Surprisingly, even for
in Eq. () we point out that the identification = 1K ;iis  quite small sample siz&@ = 100, i.e., very poor statis-
an approximation which should be amended by statisticaics, we can clearly distinguish between the frequency dis-
fluctuations, i.e.k; = K i+ h K;i withh K ;i tributions originating from the equidistribution Ef} (3)ch
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those which originate from the triangular distribution Eq.
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Fig. 2. Frequencies generated from the equidistributed
probabilities, E) (left plots) and from the triangutapbability
(1

distribution Eq.

D) for different sample sizes. From tofpbttom:

M = 10*,M = 10®,M = 500,M = 100. The dashed lines show

the underlying probability distributions, E(ﬂ (9) (leftdiges) and

Eq. ), respectively.

Figure[# shows the mean

est

N (€}

i=1

# ki)

(11)

’
120 900
L = 800
100 2% < o o a0 %y %y, N=100
- o e 700
z Z 600
= 80 3 ‘.
£ e R
£ £ 400 1 §
g % LY
40 300
200 \
20 N=100
100 \--.-
-aeeer o
0 0
80 90 100 110 120 130 0 100 200
cluster size cluster size
200 200 o
150 150 - ee
z z
B L4 N=100 |3 ® e e N=100
3] . 3]
% 100 |---9*_ ¢ e%% o T 100 -2 .o
£ LAY 24 ° £
8 * 2 o o o®
.
50 50 ¢ o
)
0 0
0 5 10 15 20 10 20 30
cluster size cluster size
150 150
.
o ® N=100 . N=100
> 100 -e-5 * o 69 |z 100 -
° °
k5 . 2 .
T T .
£ . £ X)
'§ é o,
50 50 o® .
.
. ® .
0 0
0 5 10 0 10 20
cluster size cluster size
L]
N=100 N=100
100 . 100
z ® z °
° °
o o
T T
£ £
g 50 g 50
.
.
o o i
0 0
0 2 4 0 2 4 [ 8

cluster size

Fig. 3. Estimated total number of species due to Eﬂs. (6) End (7) for

the data shown in Figﬂ

display the correct valug

of the estimated total number of species and the standard

cluster size

2. For equidistributed species (lgftrés)
we find the condition Eq.[kS) fulfilled, whereas for trianglya
distributed species different occupation numbergield
significantly different estimatas “'. From top to bottom:

M = 10",M = 10°,M = 500,M

100.

100. The dashed lines
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deviation obtain a growing mean of the estimated total number
v . I of species. With increasing sample size the standard
a o, 2 deviation increases too.
u (I} (1) ) N @
9= B2 8
s E5ox @
# (ki) # (ki)
for the equidistribution over the sample si¥e. The ; 100
summation in Egs[(]1) anfi {12) runs over all indiges S
[L;M Jwhich correspond to occupation numb&sss 0. %
The symbol# (k;) stands for the number of these non- £
empty occupations. The larger the sample size the smaller ‘qm:
the standard deviation. Even for rather small sample sizes
M 150 the estimated total number of species agrees
well with the true valu&l = 100 as shown in the zoomed ;'
region (lower plot in Fig[}4). The dashed lines show the 0 0 2000 4000
true total number of species, = 100. sample size M
. Fig. 5. The mean estimated total number of species (circles) and
‘e the standard deviation(boxes) due to Eqsmll) ar@(lZ) for
100 ¥ o - Sl species distributed according to the triangular distidsuEq. ).
o LT N=100
z .
3 .
*g X SOLUTIONS OF EQ. (7)
= 50 ¢ From Eq. [}) it follows that for a given sample sire
o . the curvelK ;1i, now understood as a function of the total
e - number of speciesl , has a maximum. As an example,
o ; in Fig.[§ we plottedk ,,ivs.N (for M = 1000). The
0 % " curve has a maximal valu& ,,i" °*  4patN 526,
0 sa(r)r?gle size M 000 meaning that there is no uniform probability distribution
I which is in agreement with any larger experimentally
. . ", . determined values d&f,,.
. -.;s:}..;.,s.. B RN Nfl%?w%
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Fig. 4. The mean estimated total number of species (circles) and
the standard deviatios (boxes) due to Eqs[(lll) and (12) for 0 s s \
20 40 60 80 100 120

species distributed according to the equidistribution(8). The

dashed lines show the true total number of speies 100. number of species N

Fig. 6. 1K »o i 0over the total number of specigsforM = 1000.

. . ) . The curve has a maximubk ,oi" “* 4:6atN  52:6.
Figure [p depicts the corresponding data for species

which were generated from the triangular probability
distribution Eq. [10). For larger sample sizes we The extremum ofK ;ifor i 2 can be found from Eq.
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®): wherei has to be determined. For an equidistribution we
M expect thatlt @ for all iapproximate the trus (see Eq.
K= @ M)yYYda My ‘a i ' (B). Therefore, we choose from [ i ;i ax ISUch that it

1 minimises
(13) r

which occurs for Q) — __ 2 .

. (N) N ) Nl min;  (16)

N (14)
i1 with

Hence, Eq.[{7) has no solution for ay > HK ;i °*. p ‘ P .
Figure[$ shows also that for amy < 1K ;i" ** there are N+ N,
two solutions of Eq[{7): fom = 1000 the valuek,, = 2 N &) ha il (17)
has the solutions neair;, = 40 andN , = 71. The reason Inax Emt 1
for this behaviour becomes clear when drawiig i over B o Pax o
ifor N, = 40 andN, = 71 (Fig. [1). The curves o Ny o+ Ny
intersect ati = 20 in agreement with the two solutions N @) Zmm e (18)
of Eq. (). In the same way each valuekgf< H ;i" ** Inax  Amt 1

and with i, 3, andi, ., being the sizes of the smallest and

~ largest clusters which are found in the data set.

/AN The estimated numbeér which is drawn in Figs%%
(16).

8

!

and[p is, hence, given by E{. [15) with the conditi
Figure [) drafts the described procedure.
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Fig. 7. 1K ;ioveridue to Eq.Kh) fomM = 1000andN; = 40 (full i
line) andn = 71 (dashed line), respectively. The lines intersect at 150

i= 20.

. . 100
corresponds to two such solutions,” N, Hence,

for a construction of the plots in Fif] 3 one always has

s(i)

to choose the appropriate branch. If we had only one oy
measuremerk; for a particularithere were no means to
figure out whether the correspondiNgis N; or N ,. In o

our case, however, there is a serieg dor a certain range ° 2 48800
of ian.d all of them.orlglnate from the same m(.easuremen&ig_ 8. Top: Both solutions of EqJf7)y * () andn ? ¢ for the

. OrE)VIEUSIy, the SIZG{idOf thilarg(?hbwmcﬂ ISf f?]und equidistributiorM = 500 andN = 100, corresponding to Fig[l(3)
In the data correspgn §t0 t (.e right (r,‘;’mc '0 the Curv?’srd row, left column). The choice = 7 minimisess (see bottom
K ;i (1) as drawn in Fig[]7, i.e., ta1,”. If it would  figure) and yields  96:52.

correspond to the left branch, largershould still be

populated. Contrary, the smallestcorrespond tav ,” .

From the single humped-shape of the curei (i) we  piSCUSSION

conclude that there is only one transition froim to N ,,

i.e.. the solution is Given a sampling probe of siz¢ originating from an

unknown probability distribution, it may be important to
N O 9 gor iod (15) decide whether the data set is compatible with an equidis-
B Y for  i> i, tribution with known or unknown total number of species
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N . Due to finite sample size effects, experimentally acces- mation to predict transcription factor binding sit@oinformat-
sible frequency distributions will always experience de- ics17, 1019-1026. ) -
viations from the underlying probability distribution - be Poschel, T., W. Ebeling, and H. Rosé (1995). Guessingaitity

it uniform or non-uniform. Rank-ordering the frequency po:LS;2F$i323§OR1 ilﬂ;gi’fgge?‘?' g?&éti?fta?%téfg_nrll tSnzé
distribution, being a first step towards a systematic sur- lattice. In L. Schimansky-Geier and T. Poschel (Eddchastic

vey, still do_es not help fqr ra_lther small sample sizes. The Dynamics, Volume 484 ol ecture Notesin Physics, pp. 220-231.

challenge is to find a criterion, solely based on the fre- pgeyjin: Springer.

quency distribution (data set), which allows to accept Ofppschel, T. and J. A. Freund (2002). Finite-sample frequen

reject the hypothesis of a uniform probability distributio  distributions originating from an equiprobability digtuition.

and, in case of acceptance, to render the numbueiithin preprint.

statistical errors. Ramsden, J. J. and J. Vohradsky (1998). Zipf-like behairior
We developed a method based on an analytic expression Prokaryotic protein expressiofhys. Rev. E 58, 7777-7780.

for the average number of events ;i occurringitimes Schmitt, A. O._, H. Herzel, and W._ Ebeling (_1993). A new method

(the varying lengths of the plateaus in the rank-ordered calculate higher order entropies from finite samplEsrophys.

LT . . . Lett. 28, 303—309.
frequency dlStrlbut_lonS) which involves the .Sampl.e SlzeSom, A., S. Chattopadhyay, J. Chakrabarti, and D. Bandyozad
M and the a priori (un)known numbetr . By inversion

. R . (2001). Codon distributions in DNAPhys. Rev. E 63, 0519081
of this relation it is possible to compute for eathn es- 05190818.
FimateN @ for the hyPch?tinf‘N , completely 'SPeCifY' Storey, A., M. Thomas, A. Kalita, C. Harwood, D. Gardiol, Fai
ing the assumed equidistribution. For true uniform prob- tovani, J. Breuer, I. M. Leigh, G. Matlashewski, and L. Banks
ability distributions these estimates should vary slightl  (1998). Role of a p53 polymorphism in the development of hu-
i.e. within expected statistical errors, when varyin§ub- man papilloma-virus-associated candgature 393, 229-234.
stantial variations of the estimates, i.e. beyond expectefgndle, A. T., V. Sanghvi, and D. Saranath (2001). Detertiona
statistical errors, or trends are a clear signature of a non- on p53 &eg%tgpsiz'” oral cancer patients from indigr. J.
uniform distribution. ANCEr Sf, (39-14z. .

We exemplified this method by applying it to a uniform Tsodikov, A., A. Szabo, and D. Jones (2001). Adjustments and

. T . measurements of diffferential expression for microarrayad
and a triangular distribution. The separation between Bioinformatics 18, 251-260.

both by virtue of our criterion is possible down 10 yon wises, R. (1939). Uber Aufteilungs- und Besetzungswahr-
small sample sizes for which visual inspection of rank- scheinlichkeitenRev. Fac. Sci. Univ. Istanbul 4, 145.
ordered frequency distributions or standard tests such as
2 and Kolmogorov-Smirnov do not allow for a clear-cut
distinction.
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