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A bstract

The ain of this paper, triggered by som e discussions in the astrophysics com m unity
raised by a '9, isto introduce the issue of * ts’ from a probabilistic perspective
(@lso known asBayesian), w ith specialattention to the construction ofm odelthat describes
the hetwork ofdependences’ (a B ayesian netw ork) that connects experin ental observations
to m odel param eters and upon w hich the probabilistic inference relies. T he particular case
of lnear t with errors on both axes and extra variance of the data points around the
straight line (ie. not accounted by the experim ental errors) is shown in detail. Some
questions related to the use of linear t formulas to log-linearized exponential and power
law s are also sketched, as well as the issue of system atic errors.

P ream ble

This paper, based on things already w ritten som ew here w th the addition of som e details
from lectures, contains nothing or little egpecially new . Even them ain Yesult!, sum m arized in

Eq.l) and that Thopew illcontribute to set dow n the questions raised by |,
is Just a sin ple extension of Eq. (8.33) of Ref. Ml]. Therefore the debated question could be
digm issed w ith a paper even shorter than . Neverthelss, I have taken the

opportunity to reorganize old m aterial for the bene t ofmy students, and I post these pages
hoping they could be of som e utility to those who wish to understand what there is behind
form ulas.
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1 Introduction

A common task in data analysis is to Yetemm ine’, on the basis of experin ental cbservations,
the values of the param eters of a m odel that relates physical quantities. This procedure is
usually associated to names lke ‘' t/ and Yegression’, and to principls, lke ’'last squares’
or maximum Ilkelhood’ W ith varants). I prefer, as m any others belonging to a still sm all
m inority, to approach the problem from m ore findam ental probabilistic ¥ rst principles’, that
are Indeed the fundam ental rules of probability theory. T his approach is also called Bayesian’
because of the central role played by Bayes’ theoram in the process of kraming from data,
aswe shall see In a whik (fr a critical introduction to the Bayesian approach see Ref. 1]
and references therein). In practice this m eans that we rank In probability hypotheses and
num erical valies about which we are not certain. This is rather Intuitive and i is indeed
the natural way physicists reason (see eg. Ref. ] and references therein), though we have
been taught a peculiar view of probabiliy that does not allow us to m ake the reasonings we
ntuitively do and that we are going to use here.

In the so called Bayesian approach the issue of ¥ ts’ takes the nam e of param etric inference,
n the sense we are interested in inferring the param eters of a m odel that relates true’ values.
T he outcom e of the Inference is an uncertain know ledge of param eters, whose possbl values
are ranked using the language and the tools of probability theory. As it can only ke (see eg.
Ref. [1l] for extensive discussions), the resulting inference depends on the inferential m odel
and on previous know ledge about the possible values the m odel param eters can take (though
this last dependence is usually rather weak if the Inference is based on a Yarge’ number of
oObservations). It is then in portant to state clearly the several assum ptions that enter the data
analysis. I hope this paper does it w ith the due care { and I apologize in advance for som e
pedantry and repetitions. The m ain m essage I would like to convey is that nowadays i is
much m ore In portant to build up the m odel that describes at best the physics case than to
obtain sin pl form ulae for the best estin ates’ and their uncertainty. T his is because, thanks
to the extraordinary progresses of applied m athem atics and com puting power, in m ost cases
the calculation of the integrals that com e from a straight application of the probability theory
does not require any longer titanic e orts. Building up the correct m odel is then equivalent,
In m ost cases, to have solved the problem .

T he paper is organized as follow s. In Section Ml the inferential approach is introduced from
scratch, only assum ing the m ultivariate extensions of the Hllow ing well known om ulast

fxyyiD) = g(x Jy:;I) £y JI) 1)
f (x JI) fx;jyjI)dy: @)

W e show how to build the generalm odel, and how thisevolves as soon as the severalhypotheses
ofthem odelare introduced (independence, nom alerror functions, linear dependence betw een

'Them eaning of the overall conditioning I w illbe clari ed later. N ote that, iIn order to sin plify the notation,
the generic sym bol f () is used to indicate all probability density functions, though they m ight refer to di erent
variables and have di erent m athem atical expressions. In particular, the order of the argum ents is irrelevant,
in the sense that f (x;y jI) stands for “pint probability density function of x and y under condition I’, and
therefore it could be also indicated by f (y;x jI). For the sam e reason, the Indexes of sum s and products and
the extrem es of the integrals are usually om itted, in plying they extend to allpossible values of the variables.



true values, vague priors). T he graphical representation of the m odel iIn temm s of the so called
Bayesian networks’ is also shown, the utility of which w ill becom e selfevident. The case of
lnear tw ith errorson both axes isthen summ arized in Sectiorlll, and the approxin ate solution
for the non-linear case is sketched in Section M. The extra variability of the data is m odeled
in Section M, rst n general and then in the sin ple case of the linear t. The interpretation
of the Inferential result is discussed in Section M, In which approxin ated m ethods to calculate
the t summ aries (expected values and variance of the param eters) are shown. Finally, som e
com m ents on the nottrivial issues related to theuse of linear t form ulasto inferthe param eters
of exponential and power laws are given in Section ll. Section Bl show s how to extend the
m odel to nclude system atic errors, and som e sin ple form ulas to take Into acoount o set and
scale systam atic errors in the case of linear tswillbe provided. The paper ends w ith som e
conclusions and som e com m ents about the debate that has triggered it.

2 P robabilistic param etric inference from a set of data points
w ith errors on both axes

Let usoconsidera Yaw’ that relates the true’ values of two quantities, indicated hereby » and
v:
y= vy(xi )i 3)
where stands for the param eters of the law, whose number isM . In the linear case Eq. [ )
reduces to

y = m y+cC 4)

ie. = fm ;og and M = 2. As it is well understood, because of ¥errors’ we do not observe
directly , and , but experin ental quantities x and y that m ight di er, on an event by
event basis, from  and . The outcom e of the bbservation’ (see footnote 2) x; for a given

x; (@nalogous reasonings apply to y; and ) ism odeled by an error function f x;J x,;I),
that is ndeed a probability density function @df) conditioned by 4, and the Yeneral state
of know ledge’ I. The latter stands for all background know ledge behind the analysis, that is
what for exam ple m akes us to believe the relation = ( x; ),the particularm athem atical
expressions for £ (x;J x;7I) and f (1] ,7I), and so on. Note that the shape of the error
function m ight depend on the value of 4, as it happens if the detector does not respond the
sam eway to di erent solicitations. A usualassum ption is that errors are nom ally distriouted,
ie.

Xj_ N (Xl; Xi) (5)
(yii vi)s (6)

Z

Yi

where the symbol ' ' stands for s described by the distribution’ (or Yollow s the distrlbution’),
and w here we still leave the possibility that the standard deviations, that we consider known,

’These quantities m ight also be sum m aries of the data. Ie. they are either directly observed num bers, like
readings on scales, or quantities calculated from direct observations, lke averages or other statistics’ based on
partial analysis of the data. It is im plicit that when summ aries are used, instead of direct observations, the
analyzer is som ew hat relying on the so called ’statistical su ciency’.



m ight be di erent In di erent observations. A nyway, for sake of generality, we shallm ake use
of assum ptions M) and M) only in next section.

Ifwe think of N pairs ofmeasurementsof ; and , before doing the experin ent we are
uncertain about 4N quantities (@llx’s, ally’s,all ’sand all 's, ndicated regpectively as x,
Yr xand ) plusthe numberofparam eters, ie. in totaldN + M , thatbecom e 4N + 2 in Inear

ts. But note that, due to believed determm inistic relationship M), the num ber of ndependent
variables isin fact 3N + M .] Our nalgoal, expressed In probabilistic termm s, is to get the pdf
of the param eters given the experim ental nform ation and all background know ledge:

=) £( Jx;y;I) [! fm;cix;y;I) forlnear ts]:

P robability theory teaches us how to get the conditionalpdff ( jx;y;I) ifwe know the jpint
distribution £ x;y; 47 i jI). The 1rst step consists in calculating the 2N + M variable pdf
only N + M ofwhich are Independent) that describes the uncertainty of what is not precisely
known, given what it is (plus all background know ledge). This is achieved by a m ulivariate
extension of Eq. W) :
f (><. . . . I)
£ i yi Jxivil) = i xi yi ] )
f &y JI)
_ o f&iyi xi .y; 3 6)
fE&iyi xi yi 3D d4d ,d

Equations M) and M) are two di erent ways of w riting B ayes’ theorem in the case of multiple
inference. Going from M) to M) we have harginalized’ f x;y; ,; ; JI) over ,, , and
, ie. we used an extension of Eq. ll) to m any variables. [[ he standard text book version
of the Bayes formula di ers from Egs. M) and W) because the pint pdf’s that appear on the
rhs. ofEgs. - are usually factorized using the so called ‘chain ruk’, ie. an extension of
Eqg. W) to m any variables.]
T he second step consists in m arginalizing the 2N + M )-din ensionalpdfover the variables
we are not interested to:
O p5viD) = £0 470 yi iviD)d xd )
Before doing that, we note that the denom inator ofthe rh s. of Egs. l)-M) is just a number,
once the m odel and the set of cbservations fx;yg isde ned, and then we can absorb it in the
nom alization constant. T herefore Eq. W) can be sin ply rew ritten as
Z

£( JxiyiI) / F&iyi xi yi JI)d ,d ¢ (10)

W e understand then that, essentially, we need to set up £ &;y; i ; JI) using the pieces
of Inform ation that com e from our background know ledge I. This seem s a horribl task, but
it becom es feasble tanks to the chain rule of probability theory, that allow s us to rew rite
f&Xy7 &7 i JjI) in the follow ng way:



f&iyi xi yi JD = £&Iyi xi yi D)

£ ki i 5D

£GI i D)

£¢3 1)

£( 3D) 1)

© bviously, am ong the several possibl ones, we choose the factorization that m atches our
know ledge about of physics case.) At this point ket usm ake the inventory of the Ingredients,
stressing theire ective conditions and m aking use of independence, when it holds.

Each dbservation x depends directly only on the corresponding true value 4 :
Y
F&Iyi xi yi 7D = £&J D)= f&iJ x771) 12)
v i
[=) N (x5 %) I 13)

(In square brackets is the Youtinely’ used pdf.)

Each observation ydepends directly only on the corresponding true value ,:
Y
f@J xi yi 3D = £33 iD= £ yiD (14)

i

N (g7 y) ) (15)

Y

—
~

i

Each true value ; depends only, and in a detem inistic way, on the corresponding true
valie , and on the param eters . Thisis form ally equivalent to take an in nitely sharp
distrbution of , around y( x,; ),ie. a D irac delta function:

Y
£(y3 xi 70 = [y vy (x5 )] (16)
Y
[=) (¢ M » O] a7

i

-

Finally, x, and are usually independent and becom e the priors of the problem 2 that
one takes Vague’ enough, unlessphysicalm otivations suggest to do otherw ise. Forthe 4,

3P riorsneed to be speci ed Prthe nodesofa B ayesian netw ork that have no parents (see F iglland Potnote 4) .
P riors are logically necessary ingredients, w ithout w hich probabilistic inference is sin ply in possible. ITunderstand
that those who approach this kind of reasoning for the rst tin e m ight be scared of this sub jfctive ingredient’,
and because of it they m ight prefer m ethods advertised as bbb fctive’ to which they are used, fom ally not
depending on priors. H owever, if one thinks a bit deeper to the question, one realizes that behind the slogan of
bYb pctivity’ there ism uch arbitrariness, of w hich the users are often not aw are, and that m ight lead to seriously
wrong results In critical problem s. Instead, the Bayesian approach o ers the logical tool to properly blend
prior judgm ent and em pirical evidence. For further com m ents see Ref. []], where it is shown w ith theoretical
argum ents and m any exam ples w hat is the role of priors, when they can be heglected’ (never logically! { but
alm ost always In routine data analysis), and even when they are so crucial that it is better to refrain from
providing probabilistic conclusions.
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Figure 1: G raphical representation of them odelin term of a Bayesian network (see text).

we take Inm ediately uniform distrbutions over a large dom ain @ ‘ at prior’). Instead,
w e leave here the expression of £ ( jI) unde ned, asa rem inder for critical problem s (g.
one of the param eter is positively de ned because of its physicalm eaning), though it can
also be taken at In routine applications w ith h any’ data points.

f(xJ3 ) £( 30) = ££30) £( JI) 1s)
= kqe£( JI) 19

T he constant value of £ ( , jI), indicated here by k4, is then in practice absorbed In the
nom alization constant.

In conclusion we have

Y
f&iyi xi i JI) = f&®iJ %D £ 4,7 1) & y (x5 )] £4,30) £( JI)
v (20)
= ke, £ &3 x5 £67 45 1) I y(xs )1 £ JI) @21
Yi
/ f&XiJ %I £ 47 1) & y(x5 )1 £( JI): (22)

i

Figure @l provides a graphical representation of the m odel for, m ore precisely, a graphical
representation of Eq. [l ]. In this diagram the probabilistic connections are indicated by solid
lines and the determ inistic connections by dashed lines. T hese kind of netw orks of probabilistic
and determ inistic relations am ong uncertain quantities isknown as Bayesian netw ork’,? belief

‘A cocording to .1, a Bayesian network \is a directed graph of nodes representing variables and arcs
representing dependence relations am ong the variables. Ifthere isan arc from nodeA to anothernodeB ,then we
say that A is a parent ofB . Ifa node has a known value, it is said to be an evidence node. A node can represent


http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Bayesian_network

network’, 'in uence netw ork’, ‘causalnetw ork’ and other nam esm eaning substantially the sam e

thing. From Egs. [l and @) we get then
"Z #
Y
£f( Jx;y;I) / ki, T &1 x7I)  £7 ¢ 1) I y(xi7 )1d xd £( J1)

/o f&iy3d I £( JO)=L( ;x;y) £( JI) 24)

where we have factorized the unnom alized ‘ nal pdf into the Yikelthood® L ( ;x;y) (the
content of the Jarge square bracket) and the brior’ £ ( jI).

W e see than that, a part from the prior, the resukt is essentially given by the product of N
tem s, each of which depending on the individual pair of m easurem ents:

n #
Y
£(O x;vy:;1) / Li( ;7xi5yiiT) £( JO); (25)
i
w here
7
Li( sxyy) = f&yyid 7I) = k, f&7Jx:I) £6) ;1) & vy (x5 )1dxd g
2
. (26)
= ky, f&Jx:I) £ ¢(x7 )iI)d g, @7)

any kind of variable, be it an observed m easurem ent, a param eter, a latent variable, or a hypothesis. N odes are
not restricted to representing random variables; this is what is "Bayesian" about a Bayesian network." N ote:
here \random variable" stands for a random variable in the frequentistic acceptation oftheterm (& la von M ises®
random ness) and not just as Vvariable of uncertain valie’.] B ayesian netw orks represent both a conceptual and
a practical tool to tackle com plex inferential problem s. They have indeed renewed the interest in the eld of
arti cial intelligence, w here they are used in inferential engines, expert system s and decision m akers. B row sing
theweb you will nd plenty of applications. Here just a few references: Ref. [[]] isa wellknown tutorial; Ref. ]
and [] and good general books on the sub fct, the st of which is related to the HUG IN software, a lite
version of it can be freely downloaded []; for a ash introduction to the issue, w ith the possibility of starting
plying w ith Bayesian network on discrete problem s JavaBayes [] is recom m ended, for which I have worked
also a coupl of exam ples in [11]]; for discrete and continuous variables that can be m odeled w ith well known
pdf, a good starting point isBUG S [1]], for which T have worked out som e exam ples conceming uncertainties
in measurem ents []]. BUG S stands for B ayesian inference U sing G bbs Sam pling. This m eans the relevant
integrals we shall see later are perform ed by sam pling, ie. using M arkov chain M onte Carlo M CM C) m ethods.
Ido not try to introduce them here, and I suggest to look elsew here. G ood starting point can be the BUG S web
page ] and Ref. 1]

5T1adjtjor1a]]y the nam e Ykelhood’ is given to the probability of the data given the param eters, ie.
fx;vJj ;I), seen as a m athem atical function of the param eters. T herefore the notation L ( ; x;y) hot to be
ﬁ)nﬁlsed with £( Jx;y)!. £&;y J ;I) can be obtained m argihalizing £ (X;y; .7 v j 50, 1le. fx;yJ ;1) =

f&iyi xi yJ iDd d ,, where £x;y; i ,J 1) = L&iyi i JI)=f( JjI) is obtained from

v7
Eq. . & ©lows:
Y
f&iyi xi 30 = f&xiJ %30 £ yi7D) [y: vy (xs7 )1 £(x 3T)
i
and
2y
f&iy] iI) = f&xiJ x7I) £13 yii1) [y: y(xi7 )] (% JI) d x,d g2



and the constant factor ky,, irrelevant In the Bayes form ula, is a rem inder of the priors about
x; (see footnote 5).

3 Linear t with nom alerrors on both axes

To apply the general form ulas of the previous section we only need tom ake explicit o, ( x;7 )
and the error functions, and nally integrate over ,,. In the case of linear t wih nomal
errors the ndividual contrbutions to the likelthoods k%r_eoom e

" #
Z
1 & )2 1 yi m 5, cf
Lifnjcixijy:) = kg P=—— — p—— exp - > d ¥
2 X 2 X3 2 Yi 2 Yi
(28)
nw f#*
1 i mx c
= kyp—g——— exp 212 — 29)
2 3211‘}' m2 }2<i ( yi+ m Xi)
that, inserted into Eq. ), nally give
A\l #
. Y 1 yi mx cf .
fm;cix;y;I) / g—— exp 12 o) fm;ciI): (30)
i 32,i+m2 ;241 2(Yi+m Xi)

Thee ectoftheerror ofthe xvalues isto have an e ective standard error on the y-values that
is the quadratic combination of  and 4, the latter bropagated’ to the other coordinate via
the slopem (this result can be jasti ed heurstically by din ensional analysis).

4 A pproxin ated solution for non-linear tsw ith nomm alerrors

Linearity im plies that the argum ents of the exponential of the integrand in Eq. M) contains
only 1rst and second powers of ,, and then the integrals has a closed solution. Though this
is not true in general, the linear case teaches us how to get an approxin ated solution of the
problm . W e can take rst order expansions of ¢ ( x; ) around each x;

v Cxii ) g&ii )+ S ) 4k %) (31)

Thedi erencey m 5, cihEqg.ll), thatwasihdeedequaltoy; ( x,; ) Inthegeneral
case, using the lnear approxin ation becom es

vi o oy&g ) g ) & ® =y g&G ) wx [y&g ) Je& )
ie. we have the Hllow ing replacem ents n Eqgs. - :

mo Y ) (32)
c !y ) g ) X (33)
T he approxim ated equivalent of Eq. [l is then
" #
. Y 1 [y; xi; )F .
£( xiy;I) / g - exp o 5 £ 3D G4
i }2/'i + 39 xi; ) }2<i [ Vi + y &i7 ) Xi]

w here the unusualsymbol ¥ ' stands for Bpproxin ately proportional to’.



5 Extra variability of the data

A s clarly stated, the previous results assum e that the only sources of deviation of the m ea—
surem ents from the value of the physical quantities are nom al errors, w ith known standard
deviations 4, and , . Sometimes, as it is the case of the data points reported in Ref. 1],
this is not the case. Thism eans that y depends also on other, hidden’ variabls, and what we
observe is the overalle ects integrated over all the variability of the variables that we do not
ee’. In lack ofm ore detailed inform ation, the sim plest m odi cation to the m odel described
above is to add an extra G aussian hoise’ on one of the coordinates. For tradition and sim —
plicity this extra noise is added to the y variable. The e ect on the above resul can be easily
understood. Let uscall , the rm s. of this extra noise that acts nom ally and independently
In each y point. As it iswellknown, the sum ofG aussian distrbutions is stillG aussian w ith an
expected value and variance respectively sum of the individual expected values and variances.
T herefore, the e ect in the individual likelihoods ) is to replace 32/i by i + 2. Butwe
now have an extra param eter in them odel, and Eq. [lll) becom es

" #
. ¥ 1 (i mx cf :
fic o ixiy;I) / =i exp — s~ fic 3):
i ‘2,+ §.+m2 }2< 2(v+ yi+m xi)

(35)
M ore rigorously, this form ula can be obtained from a varation of reasoning followed in the
previous section.

y dependson  and on the set of hidden variables v:

v = ki) (36)

Z( x;i )+ g(xiVv) 37)

w here the overall dependence ;V) () hasbeen solit In two functions: z( x; ), only de—

pending on y and the m odel param eters, corresoonding to the ideal case; g( x;v) de—
scribing the di erence from the ideal case.

Calling z the ctitious variable, determ inistically dependent on i, for a given ,, we
have the follow ing m odel

zi=2z( % ) £@Jx D= [2 2(xi )] (38)

v * £y JziiT) (39)

where f ( y, jz;;T) descrdbbes our uncertainty about , due to the unknown values of all
other hidden variables.

W e need now to specify f (y, jz1;I). Asusual, in lack of better know ledge, we take
a Gaussian distrbution of unknown param eter , with awareness that this is just a
convenient, approxin ated way to quantify our uncertainty.
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Figure 2: M inim alm odi cation of F ig.ll to m odel the extra variability not describbed by the
error functions. Note that stands for all m odel param eters to be inferred, mcluding .
Instead, =y stands for all param eters apart from .

Atthispoint a sum m ary ofall ngredients ofthem odelin the speci c case of Iinearm odel
is iIn order:

Yi N (yii y) 40)

Xj N (x5 x;) 41)

Zi m y +c D @ m y+ 0] 42)

vi N z; +) (43)

X U( 1;+1) D k1 44)

m;c v ) see Jater ) ™unifom’J; 45)

whereU ( 1 ;+1 ) stands for a uniform distrloution over a very large interval, and the

symbol ' ’hasbeen used to determm inistically assign a value, asdone In BUG S 1] (see
Jater).

W e have now the extra param eter , that we nclude in , sothatM Increasesby 1. The
new model in represented in Fig.M, in which we have indicated by = , all param eters
apart from .

T he variables ofthem odelare now 5N + M , and Eq.-) becom es

f&®iyi i yizi JI) / : f&iJ %71 £ 51)
i
£ ¢, 3z I) iz z(x; )1 £( 3D:  (@46)
C onsequently, E g Jlll) becom es .
£(O x;v:1) / f&®iyi xi yizi JI)d 4d ,dz: A7)

10



Tnhserting the m odel functionsilill)-ll) n Eq. M), after the m arginalization M) and
the factorization of the result into lkelihood as prior s previously done in [ll)], we get
the analogues of Eqgs. [l)-IH) :

7
Li( 7 xvi . . .
TY) = f&J xiD) £ D) £z ;I ilz z(x; )1d 4 d g dz
X
48
7 (48)
= f&iJ x;I) £ v0I) £, 32( x5 )7 ;D) dyd (49)
Z nw 2# n 2#
1 (Xj_ xl) 1 (Yi yl)
= pT e}(p 2 p_ e)(p 2
2 X " 2 Xi 2# Yi 2 Yi
1 Vi m c)2
p_— exp 2 d de Vi (50)
2 2 3
Z " 2#
_ 1 exp i x;)
2 Xi 2 >2<i
" )2#
1 ) m o)
ptq: expP ( Yi 2 X12 d X3 (51)
2 2+ 2 205+ 3)
" )2 #
1 ( v mx C
= —er exp = (52)
P2 Z+ Za4nm?Z 2(2+ Z+m?2)

Tnserting in Eq. ) the expression of L;( ; x;;v;) com ing from Eq. ) we get nally
Eq. .

6 Com putational issues: nomm alization, t sum m aries, priors
and approxin ations

At this point it is im portant to understand that in Bayesian approach the full result of the
Inference isgiven by naldistrdbution, that in our case is { we rew rite it here:

" #
. Y 1 yi mx cf .
fmic «xiy;D) = ko« exp 5 5 fwic I0);
i \2,+ §i+m2 )2<i 2(v-lp yi+m xi)

(53)

where k is sin ply’ a nom alization factor. (This factor is usually the m ost di cult thing to
calculate and it is often obtained approxin ately by num ericalm ethods. But this is, In principle,
Just a technical issue.) O nce we have got k we have a fullknow ledge about £ m ;c; « jx;vy;I)
and therefore about our uncertainty conceming the m odelparam eters, the distribbution ofeach
ofwhich can be ocbtained by m arginalization :
z
fm Jx;y;I) = fmj;c vIix;yil)ded (54)

11



fexiyil) = fmic vixijyil)dmd (55)
Z

fmj;c vIix;y;I) dmdc: (56)

f(vixiy:I)

Sim ilarly the pint distrdbbution ofm and c can be obtained as

z
fmjicix;yil) = fmic vxiyil)d v 67)

from which we can easily see that we recover Eq. [l in the case we think the extra variability
discussed In the previous section is absent. T his lim it case corresponds to a prior of |, sharply
peaked around zero, ie. £ ( v JI)= (+)-

O ther interesting lim it cases are the follow Ing.

E rrors only on the y axis and no extra variability.
M aking the lin it ofEq. [l r 4, ! 0 and neglecting irrelevant factors we get

" #
, Y i mx of .
fm;cix;y;I) / exp = > 2 fm;cjil) (58)
i g Yi "
1¥ (y3 mx of .
/ exp = = > f;ciI): (59)
2 . .
i Vi
T his is the best known and best understood case.
E rrors only on the y axis and extra variability.
M aking the lin it of Eq. M) or , ! 0
Y n )2#
. 1 (yi mx c .
fm;c «x;v;I) / g———— exp = > 3 fmj;c 3JjI): (60)
i 5‘*’ 32,1 2 ( v + Yi)

Scattering of data point around the hypothesized straight line only due to ®xtra vari-
ability’.

n #

X . mx cf
foig oD /Y ep O > f @i v 30 (61)

i 25
ALl #
. 1 X :
/e - o omx o f@ig ID: (€2)
voi

T his case corresponds to the pint determ ination ofm ,cand -, m adeby them ethod ofthe
Yesiduals’, that can be considered a kind of approxin ated solution of Eq. ), achieved
by iteration. [ndeed, if there are ®nough’ data points the best estin ates’ achieved by
the residualm ethod are very close to the expected values ofm , cand - evaluated from
fmj;c ix;y;I) ifweassumed a at prior distrbbution for the param eters.]
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A lthough, as it has been pointed out above, the full resul of the inference is provided by the

nalpdf, offen we do not need such a detailed description of our uncertainty, and we are only
Interested to provide som e summ aries’. The m ost interesting ones are the expected values,
standard deviations and correlation coe cients, ie. Em ), E ©), E (), @m), ©, (),

m;c), m;+)and (€ ). They areevaluated from f m ;c; ) using theirde nitions, that
are assum ed to be known hereon we often om it the conditions on which the pdf depends,
and we write f m ;c; ) Instead of £ m ;c;  jx;y;I), and so on]. Obviously, these are not
the only possble summ aries. O ne m ight report In addition the m ode or the m edian of each
variable, one-din ensional or m ultidin ensional probability regions [fe. regions In the space
of the param eters that are believed to contain the true value of the param eter(s) w ith a well
de ned probabiliy level], and so on. It all depends on how standard or unusual the shape
of f m ;c; ) is. I just would like to stress that the m ost im portant sum m aries are expected
value, standard deviation and correlation coe cients, because these are the quantities that
m ostly m atter in subsequent evaluations of uncertainty. G ving only h ost probabl’ values
and probability intervals m ight bias the results of further analyzes [1].

The prior £ m ;c;  jI) hasbeen Jeft on purpose open In the above form ulas, although we
have already anticipated that usually a at prior about all param eters gives the correct result
In m ost 'healthy’ cases, characterized by a su cient num ber of data points. I cannot go here
through an extensive discussion about the issue of the priors, often criticized as the weak point
of the Bayesian approach and that are in reality one of is points of orce. I refer to m ore
extensive discussions available elsew here (see eg. 1] and references therein), giving here only
a couplk of advices. A at prior is in m ost tin es a good starting point (unless one uses som e
packages, lke BUGS []], that does not like atpriorin the range 1 to +1 ; In this case
one can m In ic it wih a very broad distrbution, lke a G aussian with very large ). If the
resul of the Inference Yoesnot o end your physics sensitivity’, it m eans that, essentially, at
priors have done a good Pb and it is not worth foling around w ith m ore sophisticated ones.
In the speci c case we are looking closer, that of Eq. ), the m ost critical quantity to watch
is cbviously , because it is positively de ned. If, starting from a at prior (also allow Ing
negative values), the data constrain the value of , In a (positive) region far from zero, and
{ In practice consequently { its m arginal distrloution is approxin atively G aussian, i m eans
the atpriorwasa reasonable choice. O therw ise, the next-to-sin ple m odeling of , isvia the
step function (). A more technical choice would be a gamm a distribution, w ith suiable
param eters to ®asily’ acocom m odate all envisaged values of .

T he easiest case, that happens very often if one has h any’ data points wWhere h any’
m ight be already as few as som e dozens), isthat £ m ;c; ) obtained starting from  at priors
is approxin ately a m ultivariate G aussian distrbution, ie. each m arginal is approxin ately
Gaussian. In this case the expected value of each variabl is close to its m ode, that, since
the prior was a constant, corresponds to the value for which the likelhood L m ;c; ; X;V)
gets ts maximum . Therefore the param eter estin ates derived by the m axinum lkelihood
principle are very good approxin ations of the expected values of the param eters calculated
directly from f fm ;c; ). In a certain sense the m axinum likelihhood principle best estin ates
are recovered as a special case that holds under particular condiions (m any data points and
vague priors). If either condition fails, the result the form ulas derived from such a principle
m ight be incorrect. T his is the reason I dislike unneeded principles of this kind, once we have
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a m ore general fram ew ork, of which the m ethods obtained by brinciples’ are just special cases
under wellde ned conditions.

The smplk case In which £ m ;c; ) is approxin ately m ultivariate G aussian allow s also
to approxin ately evaluate the covariance m atrix of the t param eters from the Hessian of
its logarithm ® This is due to a well known property of the m ultivariate G aussian and i is
not strictly related to at priors. In fact it can easily proved that if the generic £( ) is a
m ulivariate G aussian, then

v M) = il (63)
@il _
w here
() = bgf(); (64)

Vij () is the covariance m atrix of the param eters and , is the value for which £ ( ) gets is
maxinum and then ’ ( ) itsm inImum .

An interesting feature of this approxim ated procedure is that, since i is based on the
logarithm of the pdf, nom alization factors are irrelevant. In particular, if the priors are at,
the relevant sum m aries of the Inference can be obtained from the logarithm of the likelihood,
stripped of all irrelevant factors (that becom e additive constants in the logarithm and vanish
In the derivatives). Let us w rite down, for som e cases of interest, the m inus-Jdog-likelhoods,
stripped of constant tem s and indicated by L, ie. ' ( ;x;y)= L ( ;x;y)+ const.

Sin plest case: linear t with only known errors on the y axis [from Eqlill)]:

1X (yi mx cf 1
Lmjcixzy) = 5 = le =3
2 , 2

1 Yi

e x;y); (65)

w here we recognize the fam ous chisquared. Applying Eq. [l we get then the covariance
m atrix ofthe t param eters as

1@% 2@m;c;x;y)
2 @m @c m = mgy
c= G

V YDne = (66)

(See Ref. [] for the fully developed exam ple yielding analytic form ulas for the expected
values and covariance m atrix of them and c.) Note that the often used (out also often
misused! ) ¢ 2= 1 ruk to caloulate the covariance m atrix of the param eters com es
from the sam e G aussian approxin ation of the nalpdfand prior nsensitivity. R nd,
because of the factor 1=2 between Egs. ) and ), there is an equivalent ' m jnus-
log-likelhood = 1=2' rule, applicable under the sam e conditions].

¢ Iwould ke to point out that Tadded the form ulas that ollow just forthebene tofthe inventory. Personally,
in such low dim ensionalproblem s I nd it easier to perform num erical integrations than to evaliate, cbviously
with the help of som e software, derivatives, nd m inin a and invert m atrices, or to use the * 2 = 1 or
Y m nusdog-lkelihood = 1=2' rules. M oreover, I think that the lazy use of com puter program s sokly based
on som e approxin ations produces the bad habit of taking acritically their resuls, even when they m ake no
sensel]]. Nevertheless, with som e reluctance and after these wamings, I give here the form ulas that Pllow s,
and that the readerm ight know as derived from other ways, hoping he/she understands better how they can be

fram ed In a m ore general schem g, and therefore when it is possble to use them .
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7

E rrors also on the y axis:

1X (3 mx cf
. . . = —_— 2 2 - - :
L(m,C,X/Y) = > . log( Yi+ m Xi)+ > . gi_}_mz }2{i . (67)

In this case expected values and covariance m atrix cannot be cbtained directly in closed
form . N evertheless, one can use iteratively the formulas for ,, = 0 in which the estim ate
ofm isused to evaluate the term s §i+ m ? ii having them eaning ofe ective y-error) in
the likelhood ofthe next iteration. Instead it isw rong to sin ply replace the denom inator
ofthe ? ofEq. Il wih 32/i +m? ii, because this approxin ation does not take into
acocount the rst termm of the rhs. of Eq. ) and the slopem w ill be underestin ated
(as a consequence, the intercept c w illbe over-or underestin ated, depending on the sign
of the correlation coe cient between m and ¢, a sign that depends on the sign of the

baryocenter of the x points.)
D ispersion on the y axisonly dueto , [from Eq. ll)1:

1 X

5 i mx cf: 68)

Lmj;c v;x;y) = N Iog ,+

<N

The m ost com plete case seen here [from Eq.-)]:

1X 2 2 2 2 1X yi mx cf
Ljc vixsy) = > .Jog(v+ vy, T m Xi)+§ 24 24n2 2 2 (69)
i i Yi Xi
A s the previous item , but for the general () [from Eq. i
1X 2 2 1X lyi &5 )F
L(jvixiy) = Jogli+ 2+ X ) 21+ = -
2 i 2 i ‘27+ 32/i+ 39(Xi; ) >2<i

(70)

From power law to linear t

Linear ts are not only used to infer the param eters of a linear m odel, but also of other
m odels that are linearized via a suiable transform ation of the variables. The best known

cases are the exponential law, linearized taking the log of the ordinate, and the power low,

linearized taking the log ofboth coordiates. Linearizion is particularly in portant to provide

a visual evidence In support of the clain ed m odel. H owever, quantitative nference based on

the transform ed variabl is not so ocbvious, if high accuracy in the determ ination of the m odel
param eters is desired. Let usm ake som e com m ents on the power law , In which both variables
are log-transform ed and therefore m ore general.

W e start hypothesizing a m odel
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that is linearized as
logB = logA + bg : (72)

W e identify then logB wih  ofthe Inearcase, logA wih 4, withm andlog wih c.But
this identi cation does not allow s us yet to use tout court the form ulas derived above, because
each ofthem dependson a wellde ned m odel. Let us see where are the possble problem s.

In the sin plest m odela is nom ally distributed around A ; and by around B ; (we indicate
by a and b the set of cbservations in the original variables). But, in general, x;
loga; and y; logl are not nom ally distributed around , IogA and IogB,
respectively. They are only when the m easuram ents are very precise, ie. ,,=a; 1 and

n=1 1. Thisthe case in which standard ¥rror propagation’, based on the wellknown
form ulas base on linearization, holds.

If the precision is not very high, ie. ;,=a; and y,=b; are not very am all, non-lnear
e ects In the transfom ations could be in portant (see eg. Ref.l ).

W hen som e of 5,=a; and p,=b; approach uniy it becom es im portant to consider the
error functions and the priors about A and B w ith the due care. For exam pl, very often
the quantities A and B are de ned positive { and if we take their logarithm s, they have

to bepositive. T his requires the m odel to be correctly set up In order to prevent negative
valies of A and B .

Further considerations would require a good know ledge of the the experin ental apparatus and
of the physics under study. T herefore I refrain from indicating a toy m odel, that could be used
acritically in serjous applications. Instead Tencourage to draw a graphical representation ofthe
m odel, as done in Figs. ll and ll and to m ake the inventory of the ingredients. Som etin es the
representation in temm s of B ayesian netw ork is alm ost equivalent to solve the problem , thanks
also to the m ethods developed in the past decades to calculate the relevant integrals, using
eg.M arkov Chan Monte Carlo M CM C), see eg. Ref. ] and references therein. In case of
sin ple m odels one can even use free availbble software, ke BUG S [1].

8 System atic errors

Let us now consider the e ect of systam atic errors, ie. errors that acts the same way on
all cbservations of the sam ple, for exam pl an uncertain o set In the nstrum ent scale, or an
uncertain scale factor. I do not want to give a com plte treatm ent of the sub cts, but focus
only on how oursystem atice ectsm odify ourgraphicalm odel, and give som e practical rules for
the sin ple case of linear ts. For an Introduction about system atic errors and their consistent
treatm ent w ithin the B ayesian approach see Ref. [ [].)

For each coordinate we can introduce the ctitious quantities  and J that take into
account them odi cation of y and , due to the system atice ect. For exam ple, if the system -
atice ectsonly actsasan o set, ie. we are uncertain about the true’ zero of the instrum ents,

x and y, we have

x; T ox (73)

vi vit oyi (74)
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for each ¢

Figure 3: G raphicalm odel of F ig.ll w ith the addition of system atic errors on both axes.

w here the true value of ; are , unknown (otherw ise there would be no system atic errors). W e
only know that their expected value is zero (otherw ise we need to apply a calbbration constant
to the m easurem ents) and we quantify our uncertainty w ih pdf’s. For exam pl, we could
m odelthem w ih G aussian distributions:

x N ©; ) (75)
y N ©; ,): (76)

Anyw ay, for sake of generality, we leave the system atic e ects in them ost general form , depen-—
dent on the uncertain quantities , and  fto be clear: in the case of sokely o set system atics

wehave ,=f,g ,=f,gl.Thevaluesof { and J aremodekd as olow
= S P (77)
o 5 v Cyiy) (78)
x ° x  E(,3I) (79)
o . £( 3D (80)
Figurel shows the graphical m odel containing the new ingredients. The links , ! x; and

y ! viareto rem ember that system atics could also e ect the error finctions. An altemative
visual picture of the probabilistic m odel is shown in Fig.ll. Note the di erent symbols to
Indicate the di erent uncertain processes: the divergent arrow s (in yellow , if you are reading
an electronic version of the paper) indicate that, given a value of the barent’ variable, the
thild’ variable uctuates on an event-by-event basis; the green single arrow w ith the question
m ark indicate that, given a value ofthe barent’, the child w ifllalwaystakea xed value, though
we do not know which one.
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Figure 4: A di erent visual representation of the probabilistic m odel of F ig. .

O bviously, the practical m plem entation of com plicate system atic e ects in com plicate ts
can be quite challenging, but at last the Bayesian network provides an overall picture of
the m odel. The sin plest case is that of linear t where only o set and scale uncertainty are
present, w ith uncertainty m odeled by a G aussian distrbution. Thism eans that the ’s and
their uncertainty are as ollow s ( is the scale factor of uncertain value):

x = L xi x9 a fy; v9 (81)
x N 07 ) y N ©O; ) 82)
. N @) , N @) 83)

In this case we can get an hint of how the uncertainty about m and ¢ change w ithout doing
the f1ll calculation follow ing an heuristic approach, valid when f ( ;c) is approxin ately m ul-
tivariate G aussian and the details of which can be found in Ref. []]. W e cbtain the follow Ing
results, in which  (n)Jj _ indicates the contribution to the uncertainty about the slopem due
to uncertainty about x, @@ )jx that due to the scale factor 4, and so on’:

)j = 0 84)
@)y, = 0 (85)
©3j, = dj . (86)
@3, = v 87)
"In Ref. ] , is indicated by zx, x by fx, and so on.
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m)j, = ;i , ©8)
)3, = 3, 89)
@i, = 0 ©0)
@3, = ¥ ,: ©1)

A 11 contributions are then added quadratically to the so called Statistical’ ones.

9 Conclusions

The issue of tshasbeen approached from probability rst principles, ie. using throughout
the rules of probability theory, w thout extemal ad hoc ingredients. It has been that them ain
task consists In buiding up the inferential m odel, that m eans In fact to properly factorize
the pint probability density function of all variables of the problem . W e have seen that this
factorization, based on the so called chain rul of probability theory, has a very convenient
graphical representation, that takes the nam e of Bayesian (or belief/causal/in uence) netw ork.
M odeling the problem in tem s of such networks not only helps to understand the problem
better, but, thanks the huge am ount ofm athem atical developm ents relates to them , it becom es
the only way to get a (num erical) solution when problem s get com plicated.

W e have also seen how to recover well known formm ulas, obtained starting from other ap—
proaches, under well de ned conditions, thus indicating that other m ethods can be seen as
approxin ations of the m ost general one, and that are therefore applicabl if the conditions of
validiy hold.

The linear case w ith errors on both axis and extra variance of the data has been shown
w ith quite som e detail, giving un-nom alized formm ulas for the pdf. In particular, going to the

pretext to write this paper, we can see that Eq. (43) of Ref. []] is not reproduced. In fact,
if T understand it correctly, that equation should have the sam e m eaning of Eq. [l of this
paper. However, Eq. 43) of Ref. ] contains an extra factor 1+ m?2 (usihg the notation

of this paper), that it is a bit odd, for several reasons (esides the fact that I do not get it
{ but this could be Judged a technical argum ent by the hurry reader). The st reason is
Just din ensionality: m x is hom ogeneous w ith y and for this reason m  can be combined

(Quadratically) to ,butm 2 cannot be added tout court to 1. T he second is that if there was
such a factor in Eq. M), then one cannot reproduce Egs. [ll), ) and M), that one can

be obtained In sin plerways (@nd that give rise to the ]Jke]jh?)ods shown in Section M, som e of
them rather well known). Note that the addition ofa term 1+ m 2 in Eq. M) has the net
e ect of overestin ating m , an e ect that is consistent w ith the clain byl] of a slope larger
than that obtained by 8

®A sa rule of thum b, since the extra variance of the data of []] is rather In portant, the slope has to be very
close to that obtained neglecting all x, and , and m aking a very sin ple least square regression.
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