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Escort distributions have been shown to be very useful in a great variety
of fields ranging from information theory, nonextensive statistical mechanics
till coding theory, chaos and multifractals. In this work we give the notion
and the properties of a novel type of escort density, the differential-escort
densities, which have various advantages with respect to the standard ones.
We highlight the behavior of the differential Shannon, Rényi and Tsallis en-
tropies of these distributions. Then, we illustrate their utility to prove the
monotonicity property of the LMC-Rényi complexity measure and to study
the behavior of general distributions in the two extreme cases of minimal and
very high LMC-Rényi complexity. Finally, this transformation allows us to
obtain the Tsallis g-exponential densities as the differential-escort transfor-
mation of the exponential density.

1 Introduction

The study of chaotic and complex systems have needed the development of
mathematical tools able to capture the fundamental statistical properties of
the system. Escort distributions have been introduced in statistical physics
for the characterization of multifractals systems [I]. These distributions {p;}



conform a one-parameter class of transformations of an original probability
distribution {p;} according to p; = ZNp—gp(_,, with ¢ € R.

This idea previously appeared in réﬁtizon to the Rényi-entropy-based cod-
ing theorem [2, [3] and Rényi-entropy-based fractal dimensions [4]. The math-
ematical properties of the discrete escort distributions have been widely stud-
ied [B 6l [7, §]. This concept can be easily extended to the continuous case.
Given a real variable x € R and a probability distribution p(zx), such that
Jg p(x) dz = 1, one has the escort distribution [9] defined as

(1)

on the assumption that fR p(x)dr < oo. Note that the parameter ¢ plays
a focus role to highlight different regions of p(x). These distributions play a
relevant role in coding problems, non-equilibrium statistical mechanics |10,
11] and electronic structure [12, 13 [14]. A particular example is the q-
exponential distribution

_1
eq(x) o (1+ (¢ = 1)|z|) = (2)
which maximizes the differential Rényi entropy

Rl = o tos ([Iooyras) 3)

and the differential Tsallis entropy

1 = = (1= [Ier), @)

subject to averarage-constraints governed by its escort distribution. Of course,
in the limit ¢ — 1 the original distribution is recovered in Eq. , the expo-
nential distribution is also recovered in Eq. and the differential Shannon
entropy

Sl = liny Rl = lim Tl = = [ p(o) oglote) (5)

q—1

is respectively recovered in Eqs and .
The aim of this work is to introduce the notion of differential-escort trans-
formation, &,, and to study its basic mathematical properties (probability
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invariance, composition rule, scaling property,...). Then, we highlight the
strongly regular behavior of the differential Shannon, Rényi and Tsallis en-
tropies under this transformation, observing that the entropic parameter
naturally rescales similarly to the rescaling behavior recently found by Ko-
rbel [I5] for the non-additivity parameter in Tsallis thermostatistics [16].
This behavior is related to the rescaling of the relative fluctuations of a
system with a finite number of particles, and plays a relevant role in the
deformed calculus developed by Borges [17] as it is discussed by Korbel him-
self. Moreover we also note that the g-exponential distribution is just the
differential-escort transformation of the standard exponential distribution;
so, differently to what happens to the the standard escort transformation of
an exponential distribution which is another exponential. In fact, we show
that the differential-escort transformation changes the behavior of the dis-
tribution tail in a deeper and more interesting manner than the standard
escort transformation, which allows us to propose a possible characteriza-
tion of power-law-decaying probability densities through Lemma (I} On the
other hand, we carry out a study of the behaviour of the LMC-Rényi com-
plexity measure [I8, [19] of the transformed densities. Actually, the notion
of differential-escort density allows us to solve the monotonicity problem of
the LMC-Rényi complexity measure recently posed by Rudnicki et al [20].
This fact, in turn, permits us to define the notions of low-complexity and
high-complexity probability densities in the LMC-Rényi sense, as well as we
characterize the entropic behavior of these probability densities.

The structure of this work is the following: In section [2 the differential-
escort transformation €&, is defined and its basic mathematical properties are
given. In section |3 the entropic properties of the differential-escort densities
are discussed. In section [4] the LMC-Rényi complexity of the differential-
escort densities is studied and the monotonicity property of this measure is
proven. In section [5|the entropic and complexity behavior of a general proba-
bility density when it is deformed until to the low and high complexity limits
is studied. Then, in section [6] this transformation is applied to distributions
of exponential, g-exponential and general power-law decaying. Finally, in
section [7] some conclusions and open problems are given.



2 Differential-escort transformation

In this section we give the notion and properties of the differential-escort
transformation. Let us advance that the basic difference with the standard
escort transformations is the normalization process. Indeed, while an es-
cort density is normalized according to , in the differential-escort case the
normalization is achieved through a variable change which imposes the con-
servation of the probability in any differential interval of the support, as we
will see later.

The notion

Let us consider a probability density p(z),z € A C R, normalized, so that
[y p(x)dz = 1; and let us denote D(R) for the set of any distribution p on
any subset of R.

Definition 1. Let « € R, and p € D(R) be a probability density with a
connected support EI A. We define the transformation €, : D(R) — D(R)
as:

Ealpl(y) = [p(x(y))]" (6)
where y = y(x) is a bijection defined by:
Y~ @I ylaw) = 20, 50 € A 1)

The support A, of the transformed density €,[p] is given as Ay = y(A) =
{y e R|y =y(z),z € A}. To make an easier reading we will denote p,(y) =
€. [pl(y), and generally we will take zo =0, and y(z) = [[p(t)]' > dt.

We remark that this definition is valid for any a € R, contrary with the
standard escort distribution for which the parameter « is restricted by the
condition [, [p(z)]* dx < oo as already indicated in Eq. (|L). This extension is
possible since the support of a differential-escort density A, does not remain
invariant contrary to the standard escort case. As we will see later, for any
probability density p, the operation defines a transformed density p, for
any a € R.

"'We assume that the support is connected for easier reading. The definition could be
easily extended to any distribution without disturbing its properties.



Let us also point out that the selection of xy only implies a translation.
In addition, when o = 1, one has that the operation &, corresponds to the
identity, i.e., € [p] = p; and when « = 0, the operation &, transforms p to
an uniform distribution with an unitary support, concretely

1 welrg - p, w0 +py]
Colpl() = { 0, otherwise ’

where p_ = Problx < x] and p, = Prob[z > x).

The basic properties

In the following we will give some basic properties of the differential-escort
transformation.

Property (1] is the most characteristic property of this transformation
which consists in a strong probability invariance far beyond the mere conser-
vation of the norm of the standard escort case.

Property 1. Probability invariance

Let o € R and p be a probability density with a connected support A. Then,
for any pair of points x1,x2 € A and respectively y;, = y(x1) and yo = y(z2)
the identity

@2 Y2
| otz = [ patwrin ®
1 Y1
or equivalently
Problz € [x1,x5]] = Probly € [y1, ys]], 9)
15 fulfilled.

Proof. This property follows straightforwardly from since

/ " paly) dy = / @) Z—Z dz = / ()] [p(@)]) - d = / o) da

Y1 z1 x 1
O
This property makes a deep difference with escort distributions. While
for the latter ones the conservation of the norm is imposed dividing by a real

number as indicated in , for the differential-escort distributions it naturally
holds as a consequence of property [l since [, pa(y)dy = [, p(z)dr = 1.
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Moreover, a similar property is fulfilled by a relevant transformation between
auxiliary and physical probability densities in the context of quantum gravity
[21].

Property 2. Composition law
Let o, o € R, then

ColCup]] = Eu[€u[p]] = €aup] (10)
holds.
Proof. By definition, €,[p(2)](y) = pa(y )—[ (z)]*, where dy = [p(x)|'"*dz.
Moreover, one has &,[€[p(2)]](2) = &,[paly )]( ) = lpaly )W = [p(x)]*”
where dz = [po(y)]'"dy, so that one has dz = [p(z)]*0 "V [p(z)]'~*dx =
[p(x)]' = d. O

This property is similar to the one of the standard escort transformations,
but the latter one holds in a more restrictive sense by taking into account
that the standard escort transformations are not typically well defined for
any @ € R . On the other hand this property allows us to find the inverse
element of the differential-escort transformation

[E P =¢,1, a#0, (11)

what allows us to say that €,.o[D(R)] = D(R).

Let us finally give the composition rule between the differential-escort
and the scaling transformations. For example, in the standard escort case
defined in Eq. , the composition rule with the scaling transformation
is given by E,[p¥] = E,[p]@, where p(® denotes the scaling transformed
distribution p((x) = ap(az),a > 0. As stated in the following property,
in the composition law for the differential-escort case the power operation is
also inherited by the scaling parameter a.

Property 3. Scaling Property
Let a € Ry, a € R, p be a probability distribution, and the scaling trans-
formed distribution p'* (x) = ap(ax). Then, it holds

€ [p'Y] = Ea[p]“). (12)



Proof. From the hypotheses of this statement one has the associated differential-
escort distribution p, (y) = p(x)®, where y(z) = [ [p(t)]'~*dt, or equivalently

y = fox(y) [p(t)]'dt. Later, we consider the differential-escort distribution of
the scaling transformed, (p()q(2) = [p\(x)]*, with z(z) = [ [p\® (t)]'~dt,
so we have:

(Pae) = alplas(P. =) =a [ oo o

ax(z)

o lp(t)]'~*dt. On the other hand, taking into

account that y = Ox(y) [p(t)]'~dt, we have that az(z) = x(a®z) and finally

(p)a(z) = a*[p(2(a2))]* = a®pa(a®z) = p ().

Then, we can write a“z =

3 The entropic properties

The functional ingredients of differential Rényi and Tsallis entropies ,
are the entropic moments of the probability distribution p,

mmzéwmww (13)

In this section we will study the behavior of these entropy-like functionals for
the differential-escort distributions, finding that it is much simpler than the
corresponding one for the standard escort case. Interestingly, the rescaling

o =1+ a(qg—1), (14)

for the parameter ¢, so much relevant in deformed algebra [I7] and Tsallis
thermostatistics [15], naturally appears in the entropic moment W, of the
differential-escort distributions as shown in the next property.

Property 4. Rescaling of the entropic moments
Let p be a probability distribution, a € R and o € R. Then the entropic
moments W, [p] transform as

Walpal = Waalpl, (15)
where q, s given in .



Proof. If W,[pa] < 00, then

Wila] = / [Paly)]?dy = / [p(2)]2 [p()]° dt = Wi ggnyalf-

In case that W, [p,] = oo, we consider the following equality between finite

integrals ) )
[ toatwirdy = [l as

Y1 Z1

for any xy, x5 € A and y; 2 = y(212). So, one has

Wilpol _ plaldy
an [p] (z1,22) = (Tm,zrr) f;l? [p(x)]%c dx (z1,22) = (Tm,Tar) .

[]

For completeness, note that when ¢ = 1, then g, = 1 and both Wi[p,] =
Wi[p] = 1 as one expects.

The rescaling behavior in this property is automatically inherited by the
differential Shannon, Rényi and Tsallis entropies, as pointed out in the next

property.

Property 5. Entropies transformations

Let g, € R and p be a probability distribution. Then, the differential Shan-
non, Rényi and Tsallis entropies of the differential-escort distributions trans-
form as

Slpa] _ Ralpel _ Tylpel
Slp] Ry, [p] T4 1P

Proof. Taking into account that 1{%; = «, the equality for the Rényi and
Tsallis entropies trivially follows from property [

The Shannon case could be simply understood as the limit case ¢ — 1, how-
ever, for the sake of illustration, we give the pretty simple and nice natural

proof:

= . (16)

Sloa] = — / pa(y) 10glpa(y)] dy = — / p(z) loglp(x)*] dz = a So].



Finally, as a direct consequence of the Jensen inequality we can assert that
the Rényi entropy R, of the transformed density p, is a concave function
of @ when ¢ > 1 and convex when ¢ < 1. Just as property claims,
Shannon entropy has a linear behavior with the deformation parameter «.
This behavior is given in the following property.

Property 6. Let p be a non-uniform probability density, then the Rényi
differential entropy of the differential-escort distribution fulfills the following

wdentity:
O?Ry[pa
sgn (%) = sgn(l —q). (17)
So, Rylpal ts concave with a for ¢ > 1 and convex for ¢ < 1. When p is an
uniform density, then one has % = 0.

Proof. One can easily compute

O?Ry[pa 1— 2
aq[ff l_ 1 /p"”‘ logQP/pq“ — (/ ple logp) ,
@ (Jypm)” [Ja A A

for any probability density. On the other hand, due to Jensen’s inequality

one has )
(IA p? log p) _ " log” p
fA p‘IOz - fA p‘Ia

where the equality holds if and only if p is an uniform probability density.
So, for non-uniform probability densities, it is straightforward to have that

sgn (%) = sgn(1l —q). O

4 The LMC-Rényi Monotonicity

The concept of monotonicity of a complexity measure was recently presented
in [20] and proven for the Fisher-Shannon and Cramer-Rao complexity mea-
sures. In this section we analyse the behavior of the LMC-Rényi complexity
measure under the differential-escort transformation, and then we show its
monotonicity property. Let us first recall that the LMC-Rényi complexity
measure is defined [19, 22, 23] as
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Note that the case (p — 1,q = 2) corresponds to the plain LMC complexity
measure [24]
Cralp] = Dlp]e’¥, (19)

which quantifies the combined balance of the average height of p(z) (also
called disequilibrium D|[p] = ef2ll), and its total spreading. This measure
has been related with the degree of multifractality of the distribution [25]
and widely applied in various contexts from electronic systems to seismic
events [22, 20|, 27]. It satisfies interesting mathematical properties, such as
invariance under scaling and translation transformations, invariance under
replication and has a lower bound [22] which is achieved by the uniform
densities. Obviously, this complexity measure inherits the regularity of the
previous section which together with property [5 allows us to write

Property 7. Let p < q and o € R. Then, the LMC-Rényi complexity of the
probability distribution p transforms as

Cpalpal = (Cpy 4a [p])" . (20)

Moreover a straightforward application of the Jensen inequality allows
one to find

Property 8. Let p < q. Then, the LMC-Rényi complexity of the probability
distribution p is bounded as
Cpqlpl > 1, (21)

and the equality trivially holds when p belongs to the class = of uniform
distributions:

a t,x € |0,d

= _ (@), _ (a) _
— {X (‘T $0)| a > 07 ZTo € R}a X (JZ) — { 07 otherwise

(22)

So, the LMC-Rényi complexity measure is universally bounded, and the
family of minimizing densities is given by the class of uniform densities =.
Actually, this class remains invariant under differential-escort transforma-
tions. In fact, restricting us to =, the transformation &, just corresponds
with a scaling change.

Property 9. Uniformity transformations
Let a € R. Then,
pEZ <= C,ple=, a#0. (23)

Particularly, one has that &,[x¥] = x@).
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Proof. For any real o, one has
@ (@) =a"®, Vzel0a];

and dy = a* 'dx from Egs. @ and , respectively. Then, with y(0) = 0
one has that y(z) obeys the linear relation y(z) = a® 'z. And by taking into
account that y([0, a]) = [0, a®] one obtains

CX(y) = @) =a*, Yy e [0,a"];
or equivalently &,[x@] = y@*). O

Let us now show that the LMC-Rényi complexity measure is monotone
with respect to the class of differential-escort transformations {&,}acpo,1) in
the Rudnicki et al sense; this means that C[€&,[p]] < C[p] for any density p.
We will see that this inequality is a direct consequence of the concavity of
the Rényi entropy [6] with respect to the parameter of the deformation .

First we observe that

agRq [pa] —a aQRq [pa]

- 24
0q0c 1—q 0Oa? ’ (24)
which together with property [6] gives
D?Ry[pa
sgn (WE@U = —sgn(a), p¢E. (25)
Then, if we consider the derivative with respect to a we have that 80138’—‘;[’0“] =
Cp.qlpal <8R§g) o] _ 8R§Lp "‘]> , and so taking into account that p < ¢ one has
9C, 4[pa 0?R,[pa
sgn (%) = —sgn (W[Z]) =sgn(a), p¢=. (26)

So, from Eq. it trivially follows the searched property:

Property 10. Let p < q . Then, the LMC-Rényi complexity of the probabil-
ity distribution p fulfills that

Cpg [por] > Cpg [Pal;
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for any o/ > a >0 ord’ < a < 0. Moreover, if p & = the equality only holds
for a = 1 and the minimal value is only obtained when o = 0. In the case
that p € =, then C,4[€,[p]] = Cpqlp] = 1.

FEven more, for a = 0 the minimal possible value of the complexity mea-
sure is reached, C,,[€o[p]] = 1. That is due to, for any p one has that

%[P] = X(l)-

The last three properties can be summarized by means of the following
theorem:

Theorem 1. Given the family of uniform distributions =, and the class of
transformations €, then the triplet (C, 4, Z, €,) satisfies the monotonicity
property of the LMC-Rényi measure of complezity.

The comparison of this result with the monotonocity property of the
Cramer-Rao and Fisher-Shannon complexity measures obtained by Rudnicki
et al. [20] allows us to observe that the class of differential-escort operations
plays for the LMC-Rényi measure of complexity the same role than the class
of convolution-with-the-Gaussian operations in the Cramer-Rao and Fisher-
Shannon cases.

5 Low and high complexity limits

In this section we conduct a study of the behavior of the statistical properties
of a general density, when deformed in extreme cases a ~ 0 and o — +o0.
To this end, we will first give three statements for the general case that will
be useful in the study of the limit cases.

Proposition 1. Let p(z) a bounded density, then the entropic moments W,[p|
satisfies
Wolp] < 00 <= q > qc[p],

with q.[p] < 1.

Proof. Given a bounded probability density p(z) then the proof trivially
follows taking into account that Rényi entropy R, is decreasing in ¢, and
that Rq[p] > ROO [p] == log(pma:r:)' L

For example, for an exponential-like decaying density one has ¢.[p] = 0,
but for a power-law decaying density as O (:v’ﬁ) then ¢.[p] = 1/8 € (0,1),

12



or for any N-piecewise density ¢.[p] = —oco. On the other hand, it is easy to

see that

Gelpa] =1 = 1—ch[p]_ (27)

Deserves noting that if we take a, = 1 — ¢.[p] then g.[pa.] = 0, what means
that p,, has an infinite support Wy[pa.] = W,.[p] = oo, but all entropic
moments with positive parameter ¢ are finite.

On the other hand, is easy to see that the LMC-Rényi complexity measure
is not only bounded inferiorly but also superiorly.

Proposition 2. For any density p ¢ = and any pair p < q then

1< Cp,q[p] < Cp,oo[ﬂ] = % ) (28)
(pr=t)r1

contrary if p € Z then C,4]p] = Cpoolp] = 1.

Proof. Note that, if p ¢ = and ¢’ > ¢ > p, then from Eq. and property
it follows that C, ,[p] = Cp4lp]Coalp] > Cpalp]- So taking ¢ — oo one
obtains Eq. . On the other hand, as is claimed in property , if pe=
then C,4p] =1,Vp < ¢. ]

Let us now introduce the notion of entropic cumulant of order n of a

probability density p. Note that these entropic cumulants have the same
d™ log(eP*)

structure than the ordinary cumulants k,, = apn

p=0

Definition 2. Let n € N and p € D(R), so the entropic cumulant of order
n, R,|pl, is defined as

Ralpl = %ijﬂ B (29)
Particularly,
Rolp] = 0,
Rilp] = —S[p] = (logp)
Rolp] = (log®p) — (log p)*,
f[p] = (log’ p) — 3(log” p)(log p) + 2(log p)°
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It is worth to mention that, when p is an uniform density, then R&,[p] =
0, Vn > 1; this behavior is similar to the Gaussian probability density with
respect to the ordinary cumulants.
This definition and the next property will be useful in the following proposi-

tions [3], [6] and [9}

Property 11. Given any probability density p and any o € R then

Rulpa] = " Rulp], neN (30)
fnti1lpal _  Rntilp]
and then it follows that —};[pa] = a—ﬁ:[p] .
Proof. From definition [2] one has that
Rnlpal = 5 log Wy[pa) ~log Wy [p]| =a" ——logW,[p]| =a"R,p],
dq o dg - dq -

where we have used property [] and taken into account that, for all a # 0
then ¢ =1 <= ¢, = 1. O]

Finally, the third proposition is achieved through the Taylor series of the
Rényi entropy R,[p| on its entropic parameter around ¢ = 1.

Proposition 3. Given any probability density p, then the associated LMC-
Rényi measure can be formally expressed as

Op,q[ﬂ] _ 2% (q-p) He (7;11)' —1)"—(17—1)"]’

provided that the series is convergent.

Proof. Let us consider the Taylor series of log W,[p] around ¢ = 1,

-3 Rl

provided that the series is convergent. So, takmg into account that Ky =
0 one can write Ry[p] = —& — > lﬁn+1[ ey 1" S0 the LMC-Rényi

(n+1)! "
complexity measure can be expressed as

Rq[p] _ 1 Z d" (log <pq—1>>

1—gq et dq™

q=1

Chqlpl = el =Raldl — (2= ﬁ(ﬁiﬁ[ﬁ] [(g=1)"=(=1)"]
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Particularly, for the conventional LMC complexity measure one has that

f2lp]  Rzlp]  R4lp]

CLQ[[)] ECLMC{p] =€ 2 e 3 e 4 ...

It is specially interesting that, for p,q ~ 1 we can write

fa(p]

Cpqlp] =~ ez 7P, (31)

Ra[p]
229(

Moreover, when p € =, then fy[p] = 0, andso C, ,[p] =e™2 @ P =1, Vp<

q.

Low complexity

Given any probability density p (with C,4[p] < o0), and choosing a real
number « =~ 0, then following the Theorem [I| one can always consider that
Po is a low complexity density (in the LMC-sense). First, we note that when

a — 0, Eq. diverges, so

Proposition 4. Let p(x) a bounded and low complexity density, then the
critical entropic parameter q.[p] << 0.

Proof. Taking a — 0 in Eq. one obtains ¢.[p] — —oc. O
On the other hand, the upper bound of the LMC-Rényi measure of a low
complexity density goes to the unity, in such way that Eq is crushed.
1 < Cpglpal < Cpooolp)®, a 0. (32)
So, it follows that

Proposition 5. For a low complexity density p, one has that
1 < Cplpl < Cpeslpl, (33)
but, Cpoolp] =~ 1.

Proof. Given a positive & ~ 0, and a probability density p such that C,,_ [p] <
00, then due to property (7)) one has that C), oo[pa] = (Cp, 00lp])® = 1 O

Finally, taking the Taylor series of R,[p,] around o = 0 one obtains
(¢—p)

Cpqlpal ~ e Rl 3% hut just taking into account property , then

2 (a—p) (¢—p) .
e Rl 757 = Ralral 757 That is to say, we can assure that

15



Proposition 6. If p is a low complexity density, then for any fired p < q <<

0
fa(p]

Cpqlp) e 2 (@p), (34)

Proof. Given a positive a ~ 0, from proposition |3| and property |[11| one has
that

Cpalpa) = €2

]

In fact, note that taking into account property [I1] the lowest entropic
cumulants R,[p] domain for the low complexity densities. Moreover, in these
cases one typically has that |R,1[p]| < |8R.[p]|-

High complexity

In order to explore the high complexity limit, one can take any non-uniform
probability density p, and a very large o >> 1. So, following Theorem 1| one
can claim that p, is a high complezity density.

First of all, note that the critical entropic parameter ¢.[p] of a high com-
plexity density is closed to one , that is to say

Proposition 7. Let p(x) a bounded and high complexity density, then the
critical entropic parameter q.[p] < 1.

Proof. Taking o >> 1 in Eq. one obtains ¢.[p] — 1. O

On the other hand, the inequality losses the upper bound. So we
can assure that

Proposition 8. For a high complexity density p one has that
1 < Cpglp] < Cpeolpl, (35)

but, Cpoo[p] >> 1, for any fized p << oco.

Proof. Given a non uniform probability density p, with C,, ,[p] > 1, then one
obtains Cp oo [pa] = (Cp, 00lp])® — 00 when o — oo. O

16
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Finally, it deserves to note that, although Eq. [31] must be valid for values
of the parameters p and ¢ enough close to one, for fixed p and ¢ is possible
to find a density enough complex, in such a way that Eq. is not satisfied.

In fact Cp4lpal = Cpaulp]® = 5 @re? — o * D) whenever p, ~ 1

and ¢, ~ 1; that is to say a(p — 1) ~ 0 and a(¢ — 1) ~ 0.

Moreover, taking into account Eq. , for a high complexity density
the highest order entropic cumulants &,[p] will be dominants. All these
considerations are summarized in the next proposition.

Proposition 9. If p is a high complexity density, then the domain of pa-
rameters p,q for what Eq. remains valid is extremely tiny. In fact,
the highest order entropic cumulants R,[p] domain the behavior of the LMC-
Rényi complexity measure. Actually, one has that |R,.1[p]| > |Ralp]|-

Example

In the following we give an example with numerical values. Note that, due
to LMC-Rényi is invariant under replication transformation the number N
of different regions does not play a relevant role in the behavior of this com-
plexity measure. So, for our purpose it is enough a simple example with
N = 3.

We are going to represent an initial distribution with three steps whose
heights are hy = %,hg =1,h3 = % and their weights are w; = wy = w3 =
%. In Figure |1| we show the complexity reduction process through the here
studied transformation
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p(X) Pa(X)

L L L L L L L L
02 04 06 08 10 X 02 04 06 08 10 X

Figure 1: Transformed density p, () for different values of the transformation
parameter a = 1, %, i, %.

It is interesting to give the values of the LMC complexity for these distri-
butions, Cpyefpa] >~ 1.06923,1.01818,1.00468, 1.00076 for aw = 1,0.5,0.25, 0.1
respectively. In Figure [2| we represent the complexity increasing process of
this probability density
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p(X) Pa(X)

20

L L L L X L L
02 04 06 08 10 02 04 06 08 10 12

05 10 15 20 25 30 X 50 100 150 X

Figure 2: Transformed density p, () for different values of the transformation
parameter a = 1, 2,4, 10.

Note that, in the case v = 10, one has that (w;), ~ 0.008 and (hy), ~ 57,
(w2)a =~ 0.03 and (hs2), = 1 and finally (ws), =~ 170 and (h3), =~ 0.001. So,
in this case the graphic representation is really difficult to be performance.
For the sake of illustration, we give the case o = 100, for which (w;), ~ 10718
and (hy)a == 4x 107, (wy), =~ 0.03 and (), = 1 and finally (w3), >~ 2 x 10%
and (h3)e == 7x 10731 what seems to be near to impossible to be graphically
represented with accuracy (even using a logarithmic scale in both axes) while
still being a 3-piecewise density. The values of the LMC complexity for
these densities are Cryclpa] =~ 1.06923,1.25988,2.02809, 12.1843,3 x 10'3
for a = 1,2,4,10, 100 respectively.

6 qg-exponential and power-law decaying den-
sities

The exponential and g-exponential distributions are fundamental tools in
the extensive and non-extensive formalisms [28]. They can be obtained
by maximizing the differential Rényi and Tsallis entropies with a suitable
constraint[16], or by maximizing differential Shannon entropy with some tail
constraints [29]. In this section we will study the g-exponential distribution
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in the framework of the differential-escort transformations which will able to
naturally relate it to the exponential one.

The exponential function £(x) = e™*, with x € [0, 00), is recovered taking
the limit ¢ — 1 in the family of g-exponential functions defined by

1

eq(r) = (L+ (1 —q)x); ", (36)

where (t)+ = max{t,0}. Tsallis introduced [16] the g-exponential probability
densities which are proportional to e,(—z). For convenience, we denote the
g-exponential densities as

f=a(-52). (37)
Note that when ¢ € (1,2) the support is non compact and the tail of the
probability density decays as a heavy-tailed distribution; in contrast when
q < 1, the support is compact.

It is worth to realize that the standard escort transformation of a g-
exponential density is another g-exponential; indeed,

Bal&) =& d=1+1—. (38)

Note that, if ¢ = 1 then ¢’ = 1; that is to say, the escort transformation
of an exponential distribution is another exponential distribution. On the
other hand, if ¢ > 1 the support of &, is not compact and so necessarily a >
g—1 > 0 for the sake of satisfying the convergence condition given in (|1)); and
in consequence, when g € (1,2) necessarily ¢’ € (1,2). Finally, when ¢ < 1
one has that ¢’ < 1 for any o > 0. In other words, the escort transformation
E, keep unchanged the three regions of the parameter ¢ (¢ < 1,¢ =1,¢ > 1);
this behavior is expected since the standard escort transformation keep the
support invariant.

This behavior is totally different for the differential-escort transformation,
which indeed changes the length of the support. In fact, it transforms not
only a g-exponential distribution in another one, but also: given any initial
value of the parameter ¢ < 2, any other parameter ¢’ < 2 can be obtained
through the use of &, with a # 1, as we shall see below.

From definition [T given any « one has that

¢, [E])(y) = e W), (39)
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with

v 1

y(z) = / e gt = —— (el — 1), a#£l (40)
0 a—1
and so one easily obtains
1

z(y) = —7log (1 +(a—1)y). (41)

So, inserting in we have that
Cal€](y) = (1 + (a = 1)y)T7 (42)

where, from Eq. ([40)), y € [0,00] for @ > 1 and y € [0, 7-=] when o < 1. In
fact, we can rewrite Eq. as

Eo[E)(y) = caos (—ay). (43)

Or equivalently, choosing o = ﬁ and using the notation introduced in Eq.

, one can write

¢ . [E] =&, (44)

2—q
On the other hand, taking into account that &;[p] = p and considering
the composition property [2[ and Eq. one obtains the identities

€y g[&] = 62—61[@2—;1[5“ =€y[€] =€, Vg<2 (45)

2—q
From which, taking any couple ¢,§ < 2 one can write the following rela-
tion between g-exponential densities

€[] = & 4[&4), (46)

or equivalently, using again the composition property,

G%[SQ] = 567 (47)
or as well &,[&,| = & with
—2
g=2+1"% (48)
a

Thus, as we have previously anticipated, starting with any ¢ < 2 we can
obtain any other value § < 2. In particular, when § > 1 it occurs that
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a > 2—¢q, when g =1 one has o = 2 — ¢, and when g < 1 it happens that

a < 2 — q. Note that the value o = 2 — ¢ plays a critical role. Finally, it is

worth mentioning that, when o > 0 then ¢ < 2, but taking a < 0 one obtains

¢ > 2 which normally is not considered, however note that these densities are

correctly defined and they satisfy the normalization condition [ AL Paly) = 1.
These results are a little bit extended in the next lemma:

Lemma 1. Let p(x) > 0, Vx € [0,00), be a probability density, such that

the tail of p(z) decreases as O(x="), [ > 1. Then, for a > a, = %, the

7&0(
tail of the transformed distribution p,(y) decreases as O <y1—5(1—®>. On the

other hand, for a < a., the distribution p, has a compact support. Finally,
when o = a. the support is non-compact and there is an exponential decay.

Proof. Let o € R.

Given z >> 1, the original density fulfilled p(x) ~ z7%. On the other
hand the variable change is defined as y(z) = [;'[p(t)]'"*dt. Then, the
length of the support of p, is given by Wy[pa] = Wi_a[p] = [;~ p(x)'~*dx ~

fao;O x7P0=9) " So, it is clear that the support of p, is compact iff a < %,

and in the case a > % we have that lim, ., y(x) — 0.

In the case a > %, one can suppose x >> 1, and 80 pu(y) < [z(y)] =72,
and in the other hand % = p(z)' 7 oc p~AU—),
Note that when o = a. = %, then —3 (1—«) = —1, and so y(z) x Inz,

or equivalently z(y) o e¥. In this case we have that p,(y) o [2(y)] ¢ o
—(B-1y
e .
1

Finally, when a > %, so y(z) oc 2'7P1=%): i e when x,y >> 1 we have

T-B8(i—a) __—Ba
that :E(y) XX yl—ﬂ(ll—a) X ']__‘hus7 pa(y) o< yl—ﬂ(l—a) . D

It is interesting to note that under the conditions of Lemmal [T} and in the
high complexity limit, all the expected values become to be infinite, as well as
the respective entropic moments W, when ¢ < 1. This is in concordance with
the proposition [7, which states that, the entropic moments of the density are
not well defined in the high complexity limit.

It is known that any distribution is characterized by its standard mo-
ments, provided that they exist. However, power-law-decaying probability
densities does not fully satisfy this condition. In order to tackle this prob-
lem, Tsallis et al. [30] purposed to use escort mean values. This make sense,
taking into account that the escort density has more well defined moments
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than the original ones by choosing adequately the escort parameter. How-
ever, note that all escort transformation of a heavy tailed density remains
being a heavy tailed, that is to say, a dense set of moments (with real param-
eter) remains always infinite. Contrary, as stated by Lemma [I} through the
differential-escort density, we can always find a probability density which all
its real moments correctly defined, at least for power-law-decaying probabil-
ity densities. For these reasons, the characterization via diffierential escort
densities seems to be more accurate than via escort ones.

7 Conclusions

In this paper we have presented the concept of differential-escort transforma-
tion of an univariate probability density. Its basic mathematical properties as
composition and strong probability invariance have been studied. Then, we
have shown the regular behavior of the differential Shannon, Rényi and Tsal-
lis entropies for the differential-escort distributions. Moreover, the convex be-
havior of the Rényi entropy with respect to the differential-escort operation
has been the keystone in the proof of the monotonicity property of the LMC-
Rényi complexity measure. Note that the differential-escort operation allows
to define equivalence classes of probability densities where exists a total or-
der with respect to their LMC-Rényi complexity. Later we have analyzed the
statistical properties of a general probability density when it is deformed to
both extreme complexity cases, the low and high complexity limits. Finally,
we have studied the behavior of the exponential and g-exponential densities,
showing not only the stability of the g-exponential family, but also the exis-
tence of a critical value of the deformation parameter for what the behavior
of the tail, if any, dramatically changes to an exponential one.

Interestingly, the action of this operation over a probability density al-
lows for a clear interpretation of the probability conservation. Indeed, the
conservation of the probability in any region of the transformed-space is clear
by construction, what has a clear mass conservation interpretation.

On the other hand, the simplicity of the differential-escort transforma-
tions together with the general character of the presented results seem to
indicate that this way of thinking would deserve to be explored from a
more general point of view. Let us advance for example that the use of
a differential-escort-based methodology has allowed for a huge generalization
of the Stam inequality [31].
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