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A bstract

The aim ofthis paper,triggered by som e discussions in the astrophysics com m unity

raised byastro-ph/0508529,istointroducetheissueof‘�ts’from aprobabilisticperspective

(alsoknown asBayesian),with specialattention totheconstruction ofm odelthatdescribes

the‘network ofdependences’(aBayesian network)thatconnectsexperim entalobservations

to m odelparam etersand upon which theprobabilisticinferencerelies.Theparticularcase

oflinear �t with errors on both axes and extra variance ofthe data points around the

straight line (i.e. not accounted by the experim entalerrors) is shown in detail. Som e

questionsrelated to the use oflinear�tform ulasto log-linearized exponentialand power

lawsarealso sketched,aswellasthe issueofsystem aticerrors.

Pream ble

This paper, based on things already written som ewhere with the addition of som e details

from lectures,containsnothing orlittle especially new.Even them ain ‘result’,sum m arized in

Eq.(35)and thatIhopewillcontributetosetdown thequestionsraised byastro-ph/0508529[1],

is justa sim ple extension ofEq.(8.33) ofRef.[2]. Therefore the debated question could be

dism issed with a paper even shorter than astro-ph/0508529. Nevertheless,Ihave taken the

opportunity to reorganize old m aterialforthe bene� tofm y students,and Ipostthese pages

hoping they could be ofsom e utility to those who wish to understand what there is behind

form ulas.
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1 Introduction

A com m on task in data analysis isto ‘determ ine’,on the basisofexperim entalobservations,

the values ofthe param eters ofa m odelthat relates physicalquantities. This procedure is

usually associated to nam es like ‘� t’and ‘regression’,and to principles, like ’least squares’

or ‘m axim um likelihood’(with variants). Iprefer,as m any others belonging to a stillsm all

m inority,to approach the problem from m ore fundam entalprobabilistic ‘� rstprinciples’,that

areindeed thefundam entalrulesofprobability theory.Thisapproach isalso called ‘Bayesian’

because ofthe centralrole played by Bayes’theorem in the process oflearning from data,

as we shallsee in a while (for a criticalintroduction to the Bayesian approach see Ref.[2]

and references therein). In practice this m eans that we rank in probability hypotheses and

num ericalvalues about which we are not certain. This is rather intuitive and it is indeed

the naturalway physicists reason (see e.g. Ref.[3]and references therein),though we have

been taughta peculiarview ofprobability thatdoesnotallow usto m ake the reasoningswe

intuitively do and thatwe aregoing to usehere.

In theso called Bayesian approach theissueof‘� ts’takesthenam eofparam etric inference,

in thesensewe areinterested in inferring theparam etersofa m odelthatrelates‘true’values.

The outcom e ofthe inference isan uncertain knowledge ofparam eters,whose possible values

are ranked using the language and the toolsofprobability theory. Asitcan only be (see e.g.

Ref.[2]for extensive discussions),the resulting inference depends on the inferentialm odel

and on previousknowledge aboutthe possible valuesthe m odelparam eterscan take (though

this last dependence is usually rather weak ifthe inference is based on a ‘large’num ber of

observations).Itisthen im portantto stateclearly theseveralassum ptionsthatenterthedata

analysis. Ihope this paper does it with the due care { and Iapologize in advance for som e

pedantry and repetitions. The m ain m essage I would like to convey is that nowadays it is

m uch m ore im portant to build up the m odelthat describes at bestthe physics case than to

obtain sim ple form ulae forthe ’bestestim ates’and theiruncertainty. Thisisbecause,thanks

to the extraordinary progresses ofapplied m athem atics and com puting power,in m ost cases

thecalculation oftheintegralsthatcom efrom a straightapplication oftheprobability theory

doesnotrequire any longer titanic e� orts. Building up the correct m odelisthen equivalent,

in m ostcases,to have solved theproblem .

Thepaperisorganized asfollows.In Section 2 theinferentialapproach isintroduced from

scratch,only assum ing the m ultivariate extensionsofthefollowing wellknown form ulas1

f(x;yjI) = f(xjy;I)� f(yjI) (1)

f(xjI) =

Z

f(x;yjI)dy: (2)

W eshow how tobuild thegeneralm odel,and how thisevolvesassoon astheseveralhypotheses

ofthem odelareintroduced (independence,norm alerrorfunctions,lineardependencebetween

1
Them eaning oftheoverallconditioning I willbeclari�ed later.Notethat,in orderto sim plify thenotation,

thegeneric sym bolf()isused to indicate allprobability density functions,though they m ightreferto di�erent

variables and have di�erent m athem aticalexpressions. In particular,the order ofthe argum ents is irrelevant,

in the sense that f(x;yjI) stands for ‘joint probability density function ofx and y under condition I’,and

therefore it could be also indicated by f(y;xjI). For the sam e reason,the indexes ofsum s and products and

the extrem esofthe integralsare usually om itted,im plying they extend to allpossible valuesofthe variables.
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truevalues,vague priors).Thegraphicalrepresentation ofthem odelin term softheso called

‘Bayesian networks’is also shown,the utility ofwhich willbecom e self-evident. The case of

linear� twith errorson both axesisthen sum m arized in Section3,and theapproxim atesolution

for the non-linear case is sketched in Section 4. The extra variability ofthe data is m odeled

in Section 5,� rstin generaland then in the sim ple case ofthe linear � t. The interpretation

ofthe inferentialresultisdiscussed in Section 6,in which approxim ated m ethodsto calculate

the � tsum m aries(expected valuesand variance ofthe param eters)are shown. Finally,som e

com m entson thenot-trivialissuesrelated totheuseoflinear� tform ulastoinfertheparam eters

ofexponentialand power laws are given in Section 7. Section 8 shows how to extend the

m odelto include system atic errors,and som e sim ple form ulasto take into accounto� setand

scale system atic errorsin the case oflinear � ts willbe provided. The paperendswith som e

conclusionsand som e com m entsaboutthe debate thathastriggered it.

2 Probabilistic param etric inference from a set ofdata points

w ith errors on both axes

Letusconsidera ‘law’thatrelatesthe‘true’valuesoftwo quantities,indicated hereby �x and

�y:

�y = �y(�x;�); (3)

where � standsforthe param etersofthe law,whose num berisM .In the linearcase Eq.(3)

reducesto

�y = m �x + c (4)

i.e. � = fm ;cg and M = 2. As it is wellunderstood,because of‘errors’we do not observe

directly �x and �y,but experim entalquantities
2 x and y that m ight di� er,on an event by

eventbasis,from �x and �y.The outcom e ofthe ‘observation’(see footnote 2)xi fora given

�xi (analogous reasonings apply to yi and �yi) is m odeled by an error function f(xij�xi;I),

that is indeed a probability density function (pdf)conditioned by �xi and the ‘generalstate

ofknowledge’I. The latter standsforallbackground knowledge behind the analysis,thatis

whatforexam plem akesusto believetherelation �y = �y(�x;�),theparticularm athem atical

expressions for f(xij�xi;I) and f(yij�yi;I), and so on. Note that the shape of the error

function m ightdepend on the value of�xi,asithappensifthe detectordoesnotrespond the

sam eway to di� erentsolicitations.A usualassum ption isthaterrorsare norm ally distributed,

i.e.

xi � N (�xi;�xi) (5)

yi � N (�yi;�yi); (6)

wherethesym bol‘� ’standsfor‘isdescribed by thedistribution’(or‘followsthedistribution’),

and wherewe stillleave the possibility thatthe standard deviations,thatwe considerknown,

2These quantitiesm ightalso be sum m aries ofthe data. I.e. they are eitherdirectly observed num bers,like

readingson scales,orquantitiescalculated from directobservations,like averagesorother‘statistics’based on

partialanalysis ofthe data. It is im plicit that when sum m aries are used,instead ofdirect observations,the

analyzerissom ewhatrelying on the so called ’statisticalsu�ciency’.
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m ightbe di� erentin di� erentobservations.Anyway,forsake ofgenerality,we shallm ake use

ofassum ptions(5)and (6)only in nextsection.

Ifwe think ofN pairsofm easurem entsof�x and �y,before doing the experim entwe are

uncertain about4N quantities(allx’s,ally’s,all�x’sand all�y’s,indicated respectively asx,

y,�x and �y)plusthenum berofparam eters,i.e.in total4N + M ,thatbecom e4N + 2in linear

� ts.[Butnotethat,dueto believed determ inistic relationship (3),thenum berofindependent

variablesisin fact3N + M .]O ur� nalgoal,expressed in probabilisticterm s,isto getthepdf

oftheparam etersgiven theexperim entalinform ation and allbackground knowledge:

=) f(� jx;y;I) [! f(m ;cjx;y;I) forlinear� ts]:

Probability theory teachesushow to gettheconditionalpdff(� jx;y;I)ifwe know thejoint

distribution f(x;y;�x;�y;� jI).The� rststep consistsin calculating the2N + M variablepdf

(only N + M ofwhich areindependent)thatdescribestheuncertainty ofwhatisnotprecisely

known,given whatit is(plusallbackground knowledge). Thisisachieved by a m ultivariate

extension ofEq.(1):

f(�x;�y;� jx;y;I) =
f(x;y;�x;�y;� jI)

f(x;y jI)
(7)

=
f(x;y;�x;�y;� jI)

R
f(x;y;�x;�y;� jI)d�x d�yd�

(8)

Equations(7)and (8)aretwo di� erentwaysofwriting Bayes’theorem in thecase ofm ultiple

inference. G oing from (7)to (8)we have ‘m arginalized’f(x;y;�x;�y;� jI)over �x,�y and

�,i.e. we used an extension ofEq.(2) to m any variables. [The standard text book version

ofthe Bayesform ula di� ersfrom Eqs.(7)and (8)because the jointpdf’sthatappearon the

r.h.s.ofEqs.(7)-(8)areusually factorized using the so called ’chain rule’,i.e.an extension of

Eq.(1)to m any variables.]

Thesecond step consistsin m arginalizing the(2N + M )-dim ensionalpdfoverthevariables

we are notinterested to:

f(� jx;y;I) =

Z

f(�x;�y;� jx;y;I)d�x d�y (9)

Before doing that,wenotethatthedenom inatorofther.h.s.ofEqs.(7)-(8)isjusta num ber,

once them odeland thesetofobservationsfx;yg isde� ned,and then wecan absorb itin the

norm alization constant.Therefore Eq.(9)can besim ply rewritten as

f(� jx;y;I) /

Z

f(x;y;�x;�y;� jI)d�x d�y: (10)

W e understand then that,essentially,we need to setup f(x;y;�x;�y;� jI)using the pieces

ofinform ation thatcom e from ourbackground knowledge I. Thisseem sa horrible task,but

it becom es feasible tanks to the chain rule ofprobability theory, that allows us to rewrite

f(x;y;�x;�y;� jI)in thefollowing way:
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f(x;y;�x;�y;� jI) = f(x jy;�x;�y;�;I)

� f(y j�x;�y;�;I)

� f(�yj�x;�;I)

� f(�x j�;I)

� f(� jI) (11)

(O bviously, am ong the severalpossible ones,we choose the factorization that m atches our

knowledge aboutofphysicscase.) Atthispointletusm ake the inventory ofthe ingredients,

stressing theire� ective conditionsand m aking useofindependence,when itholds.

� Each observation xi dependsdirectly only on thecorresponding true value�xi:

f(x jy;�x;�y;�;I) = f(x j�x;I)=
Y

i

f(xij�xi;I) (12)

[=)
Y

i

N (�xi;�xi)]: (13)

(In squarebracketsisthe ‘routinely’used pdf.)

� Each observation yi dependsdirectly only on the corresponding truevalue �yi:

f(y j�x;�y;�;I) = f(y j�y;I)=
Y

i

f(yij�yi;I) (14)

[=)
Y

i

N (�yi;�yi)]: (15)

� Each true value �y dependsonly,and in a determ inistic way,on the corresponding true

value�x and on theparam eters�.Thisisform ally equivalentto takean in� nitely sharp

distribution of�yi around �y(�xi;�),i.e.a Dirac delta function:

f(�y j�x;�;I) =
Y

i

�[�yi � �y(�xi;�)] (16)

[=)
Y

i

�(�yi � m �xi � c)] (17)

� Finally,�xi and � are usually independentand becom e the priorsofthe problem ,3 that

onetakes‘vague’enough,unlessphysicalm otivationssuggesttodootherwise.Forthe�xi
3
Priorsneed tobespeci�ed forthenodesofaBayesian network thathavenoparents(seeFig 1and footnote4).

Priorsarelogicallynecessaryingredients,withoutwhich probabilisticinferenceissim ply im possible.Iunderstand

thatthose who approach thiskind ofreasoning forthe�rsttim em ightbescared ofthis‘subjective ingredient’,

and because ofit they m ight prefer m ethods advertised as ‘objective’to which they are used,form ally not

depending on priors.However,ifone thinksa bitdeeperto the question,one realizesthatbehind the slogan of

‘objectivity’thereism uch arbitrariness,ofwhich theusersareoften notaware,and thatm ightlead to seriously

wrong results in criticalproblem s. Instead,the Bayesian approach o�ers the logicaltoolto properly blend

prior judgm ent and em piricalevidence. For further com m ents see Ref.[2],where it is shown with theoretical

argum ents and m any exam pleswhat isthe role ofpriors,when they can be ‘neglected’(neverlogically! { but

alm ost always in routine data analysis),and even when they are so crucialthat it is better to refrain from

providing probabilistic conclusions.
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θ

µxi

xi

µyi

yi

[ for each i ]

Figure 1:G raphicalrepresentation ofthe m odelin term ofa Bayesian network (see text).

we take im m ediately uniform distributionsovera large dom ain (a ‘ atprior’). Instead,

weleaveheretheexpression off(� jI)unde� ned,asa rem inderforcriticalproblem s(e.g.

oneoftheparam eterispositively de� ned becauseofitsphysicalm eaning),though itcan

also betaken  atin routineapplicationswith ‘m any’data points.

f(�x j�;I)� f(� jI) = f(�x jI)� f(� jI) (18)

= kx f(� jI) (19)

Theconstantvalueoff(�x jI),indicated hereby kx,isthen in practice absorbed in the

norm alization constant.

In conclusion we have

f(x;y;�x;�y;� jI) =
Y

i

f(xij�xi;I)� f(yij�yi;I)� �[�yi � �y(�xi;�)]� f(�xijI)� f(� jI)

(20)

=
Y

i

kxif(xij�xi;I)� f(yij�yi;I)� �[�yi � �y(�xi;�)]� f(� jI) (21)

/
Y

i

f(xij�xi;I)� f(yij�yi;I)� �[�yi � �y(�xi;�)]� f(� jI): (22)

Figure 1 provides a graphicalrepresentation of the m odel[or,m ore precisely, a graphical

representation ofEq.(20)].In thisdiagram theprobabilisticconnectionsareindicated by solid

linesand thedeterm inisticconnectionsby dashed lines.Thesekind ofnetworksofprobabilistic

and determ inisticrelationsam ong uncertain quantitiesisknown as‘Bayesian network’,4 ’belief

4
According to W ikipedia[4],a Bayesian network \isa directed graph ofnodesrepresenting variablesand arcs

representingdependencerelationsam ong thevariables.Ifthereisan arcfrom nodeA toanothernodeB,then we

say thatA isa parentofB.Ifa nodehasa known value,itissaid to bean evidencenode.A nodecan represent

6
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network’,’in uencenetwork’,’causalnetwork’and othernam esm eaningsubstantially thesam e

thing.From Eqs.(10)and (22)we getthen

f(� jx;y;I) /

"Z Y

i

kxif(xij�xi;I)� f(yij�yi;I)� �[�yi � �y(�xi;�)]d�x d�y

#

� f(� jI)

(23)

/ f(x;y j�;I)� f(� jI)= L(� ;x;y)� f(� jI) (24)

where we have factorized the unnorm alized ‘� nal’pdfinto the ‘likelihood’5 L(� ;x;y) (the

contentofthe large squarebracket)and the ‘prior’f(� jI).

W eseethan that,a partfrom theprior,theresultisessentially given by theproductofN

term s,each ofwhich depending on the individualpairofm easurem ents:

f(� jx;y;I) /

"
Y

i

Li(� ;xi;yi;I)

#

� f(� jI); (25)

where

Li(� ;xi;yi)= f(xi;yij�;I) = kxi

Z

f(xij�xi;I)� f(yij�yi;I)� �[�yi � �y(�xi;�)]d�xid�yi

(26)

= kxi

Z

f(xij�xi;I)� f(yij�y(�xi;�);I)d�xi (27)

any kind ofvariable,beitan observed m easurem ent,a param eter,a latentvariable,ora hypothesis.Nodesare

notrestricted to representing random variables;thisiswhat is"Bayesian" abouta Bayesian network." [Note:

here\random variable" standsforarandom variablein thefrequentisticacceptation oftheterm (‘�ala von M ises‘

random ness)and notjustas‘variable ofuncertain value’.]Bayesian networksrepresentboth a conceptualand

a practicaltoolto tackle com plex inferentialproblem s. They have indeed renewed the interest in the �eld of

arti�cialintelligence,where they are used in inferentialengines,expertsystem sand decision m akers.Browsing

theweb you will�nd plenty ofapplications.Herejusta few references:Ref.[5]isa wellknown tutorial;Ref.[6]

and [7]and good generalbooks on the subject, the �rst of which is related to the HUG IN software, a lite

version ofitcan be freely downloaded [8];for a ash introduction to the issue,with the possibility ofstarting

playing with Bayesian network on discrete problem s JavaBayes [9]is recom m ended,for which I have worked

also a couple ofexam ples in [10];for discrete and continuous variables that can be m odeled with wellknown

pdf,a good starting point is BUG S [11],for which Ihave worked outsom e exam ples concerning uncertainties

in m easurem ents [12]. BUG S stands for B ayesian inference U sing G ibbs Sam pling. This m eans the relevant

integralswe shallsee laterare perform ed by sam pling,i.e.using M arkov chain M onteCarlo (M CM C)m ethods.

Ido nottry to introducethem here,and Isuggestto look elsewhere.G ood starting pointcan betheBUG S web

page [11]and Ref.[13].
5Traditionally the nam e ‘likelihood’ is given to the probability of the data given the param eters, i.e.

f(x;y j�;I),seen as a m athem aticalfunction ofthe param eters. Therefore the notation L(� ;x;y)[notto be

confused with f(� jx;y)!]. f(x;y j�;I)can be obtained m arginalizing f(x;y;�x;� y j�;I),i.e. f(x;y j�;I)=R
f(x;y;� x;� y j�;I)d�xd� x, where f(x;y;� x;� y j�;I) = f(x;y;�x;� y;� jI)=f(� jI) is obtained from

Eq.(20).Itfollows:

f(x;y;� x;� y jI) =
Y

i

f(xij�xi;I)�f(yij�yi;I)��[�yi �� y(�xi;�)]�f(�xi jI)

and

f(x;y j�;I) =

Z
Y

i

f(xij�xi;I)�f(yij�yi;I)��[�yi �� y(�xi;�)]�f(�xi jI)d�xid�yi:
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and the constantfactorkxi,irrelevantin the Bayesform ula,isa rem inderofthe priorsabout

�xi (see footnote 5).

3 Linear �t w ith norm alerrors on both axes

To apply thegeneralform ulasoftheprevioussection weonly need to m akeexplicit�yi(�xi;�)

and the error functions,and � nally integrate over �xi. In the case oflinear � t with norm al

errorsthe individualcontributionsto the likelihoodsbecom e

Li(m ;c;xi;yi) = kxi

Z
1

p
2� �xi

exp

"

�
(xi� �xi)

2

2�2xi

#

�
1

p
2� �yi

exp

"

�
(yi� m �xi � c)2

2�2yi

#

d�xi

(28)

= kxi
1

p
2�

q

�2yi + m 2�2xi

exp

"

�
(yi� m xi� c)2

2(�2yi + m 2�2xi)

#

; (29)

that,inserted into Eq.(25),� nally give

f(m ;cjx;y;I) /
Y

i

1
q

�2yi + m 2�2xi

exp

"

�
(yi� m xi� c)2

2(�2yi + m 2�2xi)

#

f(m ;cjI): (30)

Thee� ectoftheerrorofthex-valuesisto havean e� ectivestandard erroron they-valuesthat

isthe quadratic com bination of�y and �x,the latter‘propagated’to the othercoordinate via

the slopem (thisresultcan bejusti� ed heuristically by dim ensionalanalysis).

4 A pproxim ated solution for non-linear�tsw ith norm alerrors

Linearity im pliesthatthe argum entsofthe exponentialofthe integrand in Eq.(28)contains

only � rstand second powersof�xi,and then the integralshasa closed solution.Though this

is not true in general,the linear case teaches ushow to get an approxim ated solution ofthe

problem .W e can take � rstorderexpansionsof�y(�x;�)around each xi

�y(�xi;�) � �y(xi;�) + �
0

y(xi;�)� (�xi � xi): (31)

Thedi� erenceyi� m �xi� cin Eq.(28),thatwasindeed equalto yi� �y(�xi;�)in thegeneral

case,using thelinearapproxim ation becom es

yi� �y(xi;�)� �
0

y(xi;�)� (�xi � xi)= yi� �
0

y(xi;�)� �xi � [�y(xi;�)� �
0

y(xi;�)� xi];

i.e.we have the following replacem entsin Eqs.(28)-(30):

m ! �
0

y(xi;�) (32)

c ! �y(xi;�)� �
0

y(xi;�)� xi: (33)

Theapproxim ated equivalentofEq.(30)isthen

f(� jx;y;I) / �
Y

i

1
q

�2yi + � 0
y
2(xi;�)� �2xi

exp

"

�
[yi� �y(xi;�)]

2

2[�2yi + � 0
y
2(xi;�)� �2xi]

#

f(� jI); (34)

wherethe unusualsym bol‘/ � ’standsfor‘approxim ately proportionalto’.
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5 Extra variability ofthe data

As clearly stated,the previous resultsassum e thatthe only sources ofdeviation ofthe m ea-

surem ents from the value ofthe physicalquantities are norm alerrors,with known standard

deviations �xi and �yi . Som etim es,asitisthe case ofthe data pointsreported in Ref.[14],

thisisnotthecase.Thism eansthaty dependsalso on other,‘hidden’variables,and whatwe

observe isthe overalle� ectsintegrated overallthe variability ofthe variablesthatwe do not

‘see’. In lack ofm ore detailed inform ation,the sim plestm odi� cation to the m odeldescribed

above is to add an extra G aussian ‘noise’on one ofthe coordinates. For tradition and sim -

plicity thisextra noise isadded to the y variable.Thee� ecton the above resultcan beeasily

understood.Letuscall�v ther.m .s.ofthisextra noisethatactsnorm ally and independently

in each y point.Asitiswellknown,thesum ofG aussian distributionsisstillG aussian with an

expected value and variance respectively sum oftheindividualexpected valuesand variances.

Therefore,the e� ect in the individuallikelihoods (28) is to replace �2yi by �2yi + �2v. But we

now have an extra param eterin them odel,and Eq.(30)becom es

f(m ;c;�vjx;y;I) /
Y

i

1
q

�2v + �2yi + m 2�2xi

exp

"

�
(yi� m xi� c)2

2(�2v + �2yi + m 2�2xi)

#

f(m ;c;�vjI):

(35)

M ore rigorously,this form ula can be obtained from a variation ofreasoning followed in the

previoussection.

� �y dependson �x and on thesetofhidden variablesv:

�y = �
(v)
y (�x;�;v) (36)

= z(�x;�)+ g(�x;v) (37)

where the overalldependence �
(v)
y ()hasbeen splitin two functions: z(�x;�),only de-

pending on �x and the m odelparam eters,corresponding to the idealcase;g(�x;v)de-

scribing thedi� erence from the idealcase.

� Calling z the � ctitious variable,determ inistically dependent on �x,for a given �xi we

have the following m odel

zi= z(�xi;�) : f(zij�xi;�;I)= �[zi� z(�xi;�)] (38)

�yi : f(�yijzi;I) (39)

wheref(�yijzi;I)describesouruncertainty about�yi dueto the unknown valuesofall

otherhidden variables.

� W e need now to specify f(�yijzi;I). As usual,in lack ofbetter knowledge,we take

a G aussian distribution ofunknown param eter �v,with awareness that this is just a

convenient,approxim ated way to quantify ouruncertainty.

9



θ/σv

µxi

xi

zi σv

µyi

yi

[ for each i ]

Figure 2: M inim alm odi�cation ofFig.1 to m odelthe extra variability notdescribed by the

error functions. Note that � stands for allm odelparam eters to be inferred,including �v.

Instead,�=�v standsforallparam etersapartfrom �v.

Atthispointasum m ary ofallingredientsofthem odelin thespeci� ccaseoflinearm odel

isin order:

yi � N (�yi;�yi) (40)

xi � N (�xi;�xi) (41)

zi  m �xi + c [) �(zi� m �xi + c)] (42)

�yi � N (zi;�v) (43)

�xi � U(� 1 ;+ 1 ) [) kxi] (44)

m ;c;�v ) see later [) ’uniform ’]; (45)

where U(� 1 ;+ 1 )standsfora uniform distribution overa very large interval,and the

sym bol‘ ’hasbeen used to determ inistically assign a value,asdone in BUG S[11](see

later).

� W ehavenow theextra param eter�v thatweincludein �,so thatM increasesby 1.The

new m odelin represented in Fig.2,in which we have indicated by �=�v allparam eters

apartfrom �v.

� Thevariablesofthe m odelare now 5N + M ,and Eq.(22)becom es

f(x;y;�x;�y;z;� jI) /
Y

i

f(xij�xi;I)� f(yij��i;I)

� f(�yijzi;I)� �[zi� z(�xi;�)]� f(� jI): (46)

� Consequently,Eq.(10)becom es

f(� jx;y;I) /

Z

f(x;y;�x;�y;z;� jI)d�x d�y dz: (47)
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� Inserting the m odelfunctions (40)-(45) in Eq.(46),after the m arginalization (47) and

thefactorization oftheresultinto likelihood asprior[aspreviously donein (24)],weget

theanaloguesofEqs.(26)-(28):

Li(� ;xi;yi)

kxi
=

Z

f(xij�xi;I)� f(yij�yi;I)� f(�yijzi;�;I)� �[zi� z(�xi;�)]d�xid�yidzi

(48)

=

Z

f(xij�xi;I)� f(yij�yi;I)� f(�yijz(�xi;�);�;I)d�xid�yi (49)

=

Z
1

p
2� �xi

exp

"

�
(xi� �xi)

2

2�2xi

#

�
1

p
2� �yi

exp

"

�
(yi� �yi)

2

2�2yi

#

�
1

p
2� �v

exp

"

�
(�yi � m �xi � c)2

2�2v

#

d�xid�yi (50)

=

Z
1

p
2� �xi

exp

"

�
(xi� �xi)

2

2�2xi

#

�
1

p
2�

q

�2v + �2yi

exp

"

�
(�yi � m �xi � c)2

2(�2v + �2yi)

#

d�xi (51)

=
1

p
2�

q

�2v + �2yi + m 2�2xi

exp

"

�
(�yi � m xi� c)2

2(�2v + �2yi + m 2�2xi)

#

(52)

� Inserting in Eq.(25)the expression ofLi(� ;xi;yi)com ing from Eq.(52)we get� nally

Eq.(35).

6 C om putational issues: norm alization, �t sum m aries, priors

and approxim ations

At this point it is im portant to understand that in Bayesian approach the fullresult ofthe

inference isgiven by � naldistribution,thatin ourcase is{ we rewrite ithere:

f(m ;c;�v jx;y;I) = k
Y

i

1
q

�2v + �2yi + m 2�2xi

exp

"

�
(yi� m xi� c)2

2(�2v + �2yi + m 2�2xi)

#

f(m ;c;�vjI);

(53)

where k is ‘sim ply’a norm alization factor. (Thisfactor is usually the m ostdi� cultthing to

calculateand itisoften obtained approxim ately bynum ericalm ethods.Butthisis,in principle,

justa technicalissue.) O ncewehave gotk wehave a fullknowledge aboutf(m ;c;�v jx;y;I)

and thereforeaboutouruncertainty concerning them odelparam eters,thedistribution ofeach

ofwhich can beobtained by m arginalization:

f(m jx;y;I) =

Z

f(m ;c;�v jx;y;I)dcd�v (54)
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f(cjx;y;I) =

Z

f(m ;c;�v jx;y;I)dm d�v (55)

f(�vjx;y;I) =

Z

f(m ;c;�v jx;y;I)dm dc: (56)

Sim ilarly the jointdistribution ofm and ccan beobtained as

f(m ;cjx;y;I) =

Z

f(m ;c;�v jx;y;I)d�v ; (57)

from which wecan easily seethatwerecoverEq.(30)in thecasewethink theextra variability

discussed in theprevioussection isabsent.Thislim itcasecorrespondsto a priorof�v sharply

peaked around zero,i.e.f(�vjI)= �(�v).

O therinteresting lim itcasesarethe following.

� Errorsonly on they axisand no extra variability.

M aking thelim itofEq.(30)for�xi ! 0 and neglecting irrelevantfactorswe get

f(m ;cjx;y;I) /
Y

i

exp

"

�
(yi� m xi� c)2

2�2yi

#

f(m ;cjI) (58)

/ exp

"

�
1

2

X

i

(yi� m xi� c)2

�2yi

#

f(m ;cjI): (59)

Thisisthebestknown and bestunderstood case.

� Errorsonly on they axisand extra variability.

M aking thelim itofEq.(53)for�xi ! 0

f(m ;c;�v jx;y;I) /
Y

i

1
q

�2v + �2yi

exp

"

�
(yi� m xi� c)2

2(�2v + �2yi)

#

f(m ;c;�v jI): (60)

� Scattering ofdata point around the hypothesized straight line only due to ‘extra vari-

ability’.

f(m ;c;�v jx;y;I) / �
� N
v

Y

i

exp

"

�
(yi� m xi� c)2

2�2v

#

f(m ;c;�v jI) (61)

/ �
� N
v exp

"

�
1

2�2v

X

i

(yi� m xi� c)2

#

f(m ;c;�v jI): (62)

Thiscasecorrespondstothejointdeterm ination ofm ,cand �v m adebythem ethod ofthe

‘residuals’,thatcan beconsidered a kind ofapproxim ated solution ofEq.(61),achieved

by iteration. [Indeed,ifthere are ‘enough’data pointsthe ‘bestestim ates’achieved by

theresidualm ethod arevery close to theexpected valuesofm ,cand �v evaluated from

f(m ;c;�vjx;y;I)ifwe assum ed a  atpriordistribution fortheparam eters.]
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Although,asithasbeen pointed outabove,the fullresultofthe inference isprovided by the

� nalpdf,often wedo notneed such a detailed description ofouruncertainty,and weareonly

interested to provide som e ‘sum m aries’. The m ost interesting ones are the expected values,

standard deviations and correlation coe� cients,i.e. E (m ),E (c),E (�v),�(m ),�(c),�(�v),

�(m ;c),�(m ;�v)and �(c;�v).They areevaluated from f(m ;c;�v)using theirde� nitions,that

are assum ed to be known [hereon we often om it the conditions on which the pdfdepends,

and we write f(m ;c;�v) instead off(m ;c;�v jx;y;I),and so on]. O bviously,these are not

the only possible sum m aries. O ne m ight reportin addition the m ode or the m edian ofeach

variable,one-dim ensionalor m ulti-dim ensionalprobability regions [i.e. regions in the space

ofthe param etersthatare believed to contain the true value ofthe param eter(s)with a well

de� ned probability level],and so on. It alldepends on how standard or unusualthe shape

off(m ;c;�v)is. Ijustwould like to stressthatthe m ostim portantsum m ariesare expected

value,standard deviation and correlation coe� cients,because these are the quantities that

m ostly m atter in subsequent evaluations ofuncertainty. G iving only ‘m ost probable’values

and probability intervalsm ightbiastheresultsoffurtheranalyzes[15].

Thepriorf(m ;c;�vjI)hasbeen lefton purposeopen in the above form ulas,although we

have already anticipated thatusually a  atprioraboutallparam etersgivesthecorrectresult

in m ost’healthy’cases,characterized by a su� cientnum berofdata points. Icannotgo here

through an extensivediscussion abouttheissueofthepriors,often criticized astheweak point

ofthe Bayesian approach and that are in reality one ofits points offorce. I refer to m ore

extensive discussionsavailable elsewhere (see e.g.[2]and referencestherein),giving here only

a couple ofadvices. A  atpriorisin m osttim esa good starting point(unlessone usessom e

packages,like BUG S [11],that does not like  at prior in the range � 1 to + 1 ;in this case

one can m im ic it with a very broad distribution,like a G aussian with very large �). Ifthe

resultofthe inference‘doesnoto� end yourphysicssensitivity’,itm eansthat,essentially, at

priorshave done a good job and itisnotworth fooling around with m ore sophisticated ones.

In thespeci� ccase we arelooking closer,thatofEq.(53),the m ostcriticalquantity to watch

is obviously �v,because it is positively de� ned. If,starting from a  at prior (also allowing

negative values),the data constrain the value of�v in a (positive) region far from zero,and

{ in practice consequently { its m arginaldistribution is approxim atively G aussian,it m eans

the  atpriorwasa reasonable choice.O therwise,thenext-to-sim ple m odeling of�v isvia the

step function �(�v). A m ore technicalchoice would be a gam m a distribution,with suitable

param etersto ‘easily’accom m odate allenvisaged valuesof�v.

The easiest case, that happens very often ifone has ‘m any’data points (where ‘m any’

m ightbealready asfew assom e dozens),isthatf(m ;c;�v)obtained starting from  atpriors

is approxim ately a m ulti-variate G aussian distribution,i.e. each m arginalis approxim ately

G aussian. In this case the expected value ofeach variable is close to its m ode,that,since

the prior was a constant,corresponds to the value for which the likelihood L(m ;c;�v ;x;y)

gets its m axim um . Therefore the param eter estim ates derived by the m axim um likelihood

principle are very good approxim ations ofthe expected values ofthe param eters calculated

directly from f(m ;c;�v). In a certain sense the m axim um likelihood principle bestestim ates

are recovered asa specialcase thatholdsunderparticularconditions(m any data pointsand

vague priors). Ifeither condition fails,the result the form ulas derived from such a principle

m ightbeincorrect.Thisisthe reason Idislike unneeded principlesofthiskind,once we have
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a m oregeneralfram ework,ofwhich them ethodsobtained by ‘principles’arejustspecialcases

underwellde� ned conditions.

The sim ple case in which f(m ;c;�v) is approxim ately m ulti-variate G aussian allows also

to approxim ately evaluate the covariance m atrix ofthe � t param eters from the Hessian of

its logarithm .6 This is due to a wellknown property ofthe m ulti-variate G aussian and it is

not strictly related to  at priors. In fact it can easily proved that ifthe generic f(�) is a

m ultivariate G aussian,then

(V � 1)ij(�) =
@2’

@�i@�j

�
�
�
�
�
�=�m

(63)

where

’(�) = � logf(�); (64)

Vij(�)isthe covariance m atrix ofthe param etersand �m isthe value forwhich f(�)getsits

m axim um and then ’(�)itsm inim um .

An interesting feature of this approxim ated procedure is that, since it is based on the

logarithm ofthe pdf,norm alization factorsare irrelevant. In particular,ifthe priorsare  at,

the relevantsum m ariesofthe inference can be obtained from the logarithm ofthe likelihood,

stripped ofallirrelevantfactors(thatbecom e additive constantsin the logarithm and vanish

in the derivatives). Let us write down,for som e cases ofinterest,the m inus-log-likelihoods,

stripped ofconstantterm sand indicated by L,i.e.’(� ;x;y)= L(� ;x;y)+ const.

� Sim plestcase:linear� twith only known errorson the y axis[from Eq.(58)]:

L(m ;c;x;y) =
1

2

X

i

(yi� m xi� c)2

�2yi

=
1

2
�
2(m ;c;x;y); (65)

wherewerecognizethefam ouschi-squared.ApplyingEq.(63)wegetthen thecovariance

m atrix ofthe� tparam etersas

(V � 1)m ;c =
1

2

@2�2(m ;c;x;y)

@m @c

�
�
�
�
� m = m m

c= cm

(66)

(See Ref.[2]forthe fully developed exam ple yielding analytic form ulasforthe expected

valuesand covariance m atrix ofthe m and c.) Note thatthe often used (butalso often

m isused![15])‘� �2 = 1 rule’to calculate thecovariance m atrix oftheparam eterscom es

from the sam e G aussian approxim ation ofthe � nalpdfand prior insensitivity. [And,

because ofthe factor 1=2 between Eqs.(63) and (66),there is an equivalent ‘� m inus-

log-likelihood = 1=2’rule,applicable underthesam e conditions].

6
Iwould liketopointoutthatIadded theform ulasthatfollow justforthebene�toftheinventory.Personally,

in such low dim ensionalproblem sI�nd iteasierto perform num ericalintegrationsthan to evaluate,obviously

with the help of som e software, derivatives, �nd m inim a and invert m atrices, or to use the ‘��
2
= 1’or

‘�m inus-log-likelihood = 1=2’rules. M oreover,I think that the lazy use ofcom puter program s solely based

on som e approxim ations produces the bad habit oftaking acritically their results,even when they m ake no

sense[15]. Nevertheless,with som e reluctance and after these warnings,Igive here the form ulas that follows,

and thatthereaderm ightknow asderived from otherways,hoping he/sheunderstandsbetterhow they can be

fram ed in a m ore generalschem e,and therefore when itispossible to use them .
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� Errorsalso on they axis:

L(m ;c;x;y) =
1

2

X

i

log(�2yi + m
2
�
2
xi
)+

1

2

X

i

(yi� m xi� c)2

�2yi + m 2�2xi

: (67)

In thiscase expected valuesand covariance m atrix cannotbeobtained directly in closed

form .Nevertheless,onecan useiteratively theform ulasfor�xi = 0 in which theestim ate

ofm isused toevaluatetheterm s�2yi+ m
2�2xi (havingthem eaningofe� ectivey-error)in

thelikelihood ofthenextiteration.Instead itiswrongtosim ply replacethedenom inator

ofthe �2 ofEq.(65)with �2yi + m 2�2xi,because this approxim ation does nottake into

accountthe � rstterm ofthe r.h.s. ofEq.(67)and the slope m willbe underestim ated

(asa consequence,theinterceptcwillbeover-orunder-estim ated,dependingon thesign

ofthe correlation coe� cient between m and c,a sign that depends on the sign ofthe

barycenterofthe x points.)

� Dispersion on they axisonly dueto �v [from Eq.(61)]:

L(m ;c;�v ;x;y) = N log�v +
1

2�2v

X

i

(yi� m xi� c)2: (68)

� Them ostcom plete case seen here[from Eq.(53)]:

L(m ;c;�v ;x;y) =
1

2

X

i

log(�2v + �
2
yi
+ m

2
�
2
xi
)+

1

2

X

i

(yi� m xi� c)2

�2v + �2yi + m 2�2xi

: (69)

� Asthe previousitem ,butforthegeneral�y()[from Eq.(34)]:

L(�;�v;x;y) �
1

2

X

i

log[�2v + �
2
yi
+ �

0

y

2
(xi;�)� �

2
xi
]+

1

2

X

i

[yi� �y(xi;�)]
2

�2v + �2yi + � 0
y
2(xi;�)� �2xi

:

(70)

7 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 suitable transform ation ofthe variables. The best known

cases are the exponentiallaw,linearized taking the log ofthe ordinate,and the power low,

linearized taking the log ofboth coordinates.Linearizion isparticularly im portantto provide

a visualevidence in supportofthe claim ed m odel. However,quantitative inference based on

the transform ed variable isnotso obvious,ifhigh accuracy in thedeterm ination ofthe m odel

param etersisdesired.Letusm akesom ecom m entson thepowerlaw,in which both variables

are log-transform ed and therefore m oregeneral.

W e starthypothesizing a m odel

B = � A

; (71)
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thatislinearized as

logB =  logA + log� : (72)

W eidentify then logB with �y ofthelinearcase,logA with �x, with m and log� with c.But

thisidenti� cation doesnotallowsusyetto usetoutcourttheform ulasderived above,because

each ofthem dependson a wellde� ned m odel.Letussee whereare thepossibleproblem s.

� In thesim plestm odelaiisnorm ally distributed around A iand biaround B i(weindicate

by a and b the set of observations in the originalvariables). But, in general, xi �

logai and yi � logbi are notnorm ally distributed around �xi � logA and �yi � logB ,

respectively.They areonly when them easurem entsarevery precise,i.e.�ai=ai� 1 and

�bi=bi� 1.Thisthecasein which standard ‘errorpropagation’,based on thewellknown

form ulasbase on linearization,holds.

� Ifthe precision is not very high,i.e. �ai=ai and �bi=bi are not very sm all,non-linear

e� ectsin the transform ationscould beim portant(see e.g.Ref.[15]).

� W hen som e of�ai=ai and �bi=bi approach unity it becom es im portant to consider the

errorfunctionsand thepriorsaboutA and B with theduecare.Forexam ple,very often

the quantitiesA and B are de� ned positive { and ifwe take theirlogarithm s,they have

to bepositive.Thisrequiresthem odelto becorrectly setup in orderto preventnegative

valuesofA and B .

Furtherconsiderationswould requirea good knowledgeofthetheexperim entalapparatusand

ofthephysicsunderstudy.ThereforeIrefrain from indicating a toy m odel,thatcould beused

acritically in seriousapplications.Instead Iencouragetodraw agraphicalrepresentation ofthe

m odel,asdone in Figs.1 and 2 and to m ake the inventory ofthe ingredients.Som etim esthe

representation in term sofBayesian network isalm ostequivalentto solve theproblem ,thanks

also to the m ethods developed in the past decades to calculate the relevant integrals,using

e.g.M arkov Chain M onte Carlo (M CM C),see e.g.Ref.[13]and referencestherein.In case of

sim ple m odelsonecan even usefree available software,like BUG S [11].

8 System atic errors

Let us now consider the e� ect ofsystem atic errors,i.e. errors that acts the sam e way on

allobservations ofthe sam ple,forexam ple an uncertain o� setin the instrum entscale,oran

uncertain scale factor. Ido notwantto give a com plete treatm entofthe subjects,butfocus

only on how oursystem atice� ectsm odifyourgraphicalm odel,and givesom epracticalrulesfor

thesim plecaseoflinear� ts.(Foran introduction aboutsystem aticerrorsand theirconsistent

treatm entwithin the Bayesian approach see Ref.[2].)

For each coordinate we can introduce the � ctitious quantities �Sx and �Sy that take into

accountthem odi� cation of�x and �y dueto thesystem atice� ect.Forexam ple,ifthesystem -

atice� ectsonly actsasan o�set,i.e.weareuncertain aboutthe‘true’zero oftheinstrum ents,

�x and �y,we have

�
S
xi

= �xi + �x (73)

�
S
yi

= �yi + �y ; (74)
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Figure 3:G raphicalm odelofFig.2 with the addition ofsystem atic errorson both axes.

wherethetruevalueof�x are�y unknown (otherwisetherewould benosystem aticerrors).W e

only know thattheirexpected valueiszero (otherwiseweneed to apply a calibration constant

to the m easurem ents) and we quantify our uncertainty with pdf’s. For exam ple,we could

m odelthem with G aussian distributions:

�x � N (0;��x) (75)

�y � N (0;��y): (76)

Anyway,forsakeofgenerality,weleavethesystem atice� ectsin them ostgeneralform ,depen-

denton theuncertain quantities�x and �y [to beclear:in thecaseofsolely o� setsystem atics

we have �x = f�xg �y = f�yg].Thevaluesof�
S
xi
and �Syi are m odeled asfollow

�
S
xi

: �
S
xi
 �

S
x(�xi;�x) (77)

�
S
yi
: �

S
yi
 �

S
y(�yi;�y) (78)

�x : �x � f(�x jI) (79)

�y : �y � f(�y jI): (80)

Figure 3 showsthe graphicalm odelcontaining the new ingredients. The links�x ! xi and

�y ! yiareto rem em berthatsystem aticscould also e� ecttheerrorfunctions.An alternative

visualpicture ofthe probabilistic m odelis shown in Fig.4. Note the di� erent sym bols to

indicate the di� erentuncertain processes: the divergent arrows(in yellow,ifyou are reading

an electronic version ofthe paper) indicate that,given a value ofthe ‘parent’variable,the

‘child’variable  uctuateson an event-by-eventbasis;thegreen single arrow with thequestion

m ark indicatethat,given avalueofthe‘parent’,thechild willalwaystakea� xed value,though

we do notknow which one.
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Figure 4:A di�erentvisualrepresentation oftheprobabilistic m odelofFig.3.

O bviously,the practicalim plem entation ofcom plicate system atic e� ectsin com plicate � ts

can be quite challenging, but at least the Bayesian network provides an overallpicture of

the m odel. The sim plestcase is thatoflinear � twhere only o� set and scale uncertainty are

present,with uncertainty m odeled by a G aussian distribution. This m eans that the �’s and

theiruncertainty are asfollows(� isthescale factorofuncertain value):

�x = f�x;�xg �y = f�y;�yg (81)

�x � N (0;��x) �y � N (0;��y) (82)

�x � N (1;��x) �y � N (1;��y) (83)

In this case we can get an hintofhow the uncertainty aboutm and c change withoutdoing

the fullcalculation following an heuristic approach,valid when f(m ;c)isapproxim ately m ul-

tivariate G aussian and the detailsofwhich can befound in Ref.[16].W e obtain thefollowing

results,in which �(m )j
�x
indicatesthe contribution to the uncertainty aboutthe slope m due

to uncertainty about�x,�(m )j�x thatdueto thescale factor�x,and so on
7:

�(m )j
�x

= 0 (84)

�(m )j
�y

= 0 (85)

�(c)j
�x

= jm j��x (86)

�(c)j
�y

= ��y (87)

7
In Ref.[16]�x isindicated by zx,�x by fx,and so on.
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�(m )j
�x

= jm j��x (88)

�(m )j
�y

= jm j��y (89)

�(c)j
�x

= 0 (90)

�(c)j
�y

= jcj��y : (91)

Allcontributionsare then added quadratically to theso called ‘statistical’ones.

9 C onclusions

The issue of� ts hasbeen approached from probability � rstprinciples,i.e. using throughout

therulesofprobability theory,withoutexternalad hoc ingredients.Ithasbeen thatthem ain

task consists in building up the inferentialm odel,that m eans in fact to properly factorize

the jointprobability density function ofallvariables ofthe problem . W e have seen thatthis

factorization,based on the so called chain rule ofprobability theory,has a very convenient

graphicalrepresentation,thattakesthenam eofBayesian (orbelief/causal/in uence)network.

M odeling the problem in term s ofsuch networks not only helps to understand the problem

better,but,thanksthehugeam ountofm athem aticaldevelopm entsrelatestothem ,itbecom es

the only way to geta (num erical)solution when problem sgetcom plicated.

W e have also seen how to recover wellknown form ulas,obtained starting from other ap-

proaches,under wellde� ned conditions,thus indicating that other m ethods can be seen as

approxim ationsofthe m ostgeneralone,and thatare therefore applicable ifthe conditionsof

validity hold.

The linear case with errors on both axis and extra variance ofthe data has been shown

with quite som e detail,giving un-norm alized form ulasforthe pdf.In particular,going to the

pretext to write this paper,we can see that Eq.(43) ofRef.[17]is notreproduced. In fact,

ifIunderstand it correctly,that equation should have the sam e m eaning ofEq.(53) ofthis

paper. However,Eq.(43) ofRef.[17]contains an extra factor
p
1+ m 2 (using the notation

ofthis paper),that it is a bit odd,for severalreasons (besides the fact that Ido not get it

{ but this could be judged a technicalargum ent by the hurry reader). The � rst reason is

just dim ensionality: m x is hom ogeneous with y and for this reason m �x can be com bined

(quadratically)to �y,butm
2 cannotbeadded toutcourtto 1.Thesecond isthatiftherewas

such a factor in Eq.(53),then one cannot reproduce Eqs.(58),(60) and (61),that one can

beobtained in sim plerways(and thatgive rise to the likelihoodsshown in Section 6,som e of

them ratherwellknown). Note thatthe addition ofa term
p
1+ m 2 in Eq.(53)hasthe net

e� ect ofoverestim ating m ,an e� ect thatis consistent with the claim by [1]ofa slope larger

than thatobtained by [14].8

8
Asa ruleofthum b,since theextra varianceofthedata of[14]isratherim portant,theslope hasto bevery

close to thatobtained neglecting all�xi and �yi and m aking a very sim ple leastsquare regression.
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