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Abstract—The theoretical basis for a candidate variational
principle for the information bottleneck (IB) method is for mu-
lated within the ambit of the generalized nonadditive statstics
of Tsallis. Given a nonadditivity parameter ¢, the role of the
additive duality of nonadditive statistics ¢* = 2 — ¢ ) in relating
Tsallis entropies for ranges of the nonadditivity paramete g < 1
and ¢ > 1 is described. DefiningX, X, and Y to be the source
alphabet, the compressed reproduction alphabet, and, theee-
vance variable respectively, it is demonstrated that minimization
of a generalized IB (gIB) Lagrangian defined in terms of the
nonadditivity parameter ¢* self-consistently yields thenonadditive
effective distortion measure to be the g-deformed_generalized
Kullback-Leibler divergence: DY, [p(Y|X)||p(Y|X)]. This re-
sult is achieved without enforcing anya-priori assumptions. Next,
itis proven that the ¢* —de formed nonadditive free energy of the
system is non-negative and convex. Finally, the update eqtiens
for the gIB method are derived. These results generalize dical
features of the IB method to the case of Tsallis statistics.

|I. INTRODUCTION

Rate distortion (RD) theory [1,2] is a major branch o

information theory which provides the theoretical founaias

for lossy data compression. RD theory addresses the probl
of determining the minimal amount of entropy (or informafio
R that should be communicated over a channel, so that

source (input signal/source alphabet/codebafike X can

be approximately reconstructed at the receiver (output s

nal/reproduction alphabet/quantized codebo&kf X with-
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The generalized (nonadditive) statistics of Tsallis’ has r
cently been the focus of much attention in statistical ptg;si
and allied disciplines. Note that the terms generalizetissta
tics. ¢—de formed statistics, nonadditive statistics, and honex-
tensive statistics are used interchangeably. Nonaddstivis-
tics, which generalizes the Boltzmann-Gibbs-Shannon {8}G
statistics, has recently found much utility in a wide spactr
of disciplines ranging from complex systems and condensed
matter physics to financial mathematics. A continually upda
bibliography of works in nonadditive statistics may be fdun
at/http://tsallis.cat.cbpf.br/biblio.him.

Since the work on nonextensive source coding by Landsberg
and Vedral [8], a number of studies on the information
theoretic aspects of generalized statistics pertinenoting
related problems have been performed [9-12]. Most recently
the nonadditive statistics of Tsallis [5,6] has been wiizo
develop a generalized statistics RD theory [7]. This papgr [
investigates nonadditive statistics within the contextRi)
heory in lossy data compression. The generalized statisti
RD model performs variational minimization of the nonaddi-
fve RD Lagrangian employing a method developed [13] to
"rescue” the linear constraints originally employed by llisa

%’f Nonadditive statistics possesses a number of consdrai

Iféaving different forms [14-16].
RD theory is now briefly described as a precursor to intro-

out exceeding a given expected distortibn Note that calli- ducing the leitmotif for the IB method. For a source alphabet
graphic fonts are used to denote sets. In turn, the infoomatiX € A and a reproduction alphabét € X', the mapping of
bottleneck (IB) method is a technique introduced by Tishby,c X to # € X is characterized by the quantize(|z). The
Pereira, and Bialek [3, 4] for finding the best tradeoff beswe RD function is obtained by minimizing the generalized mutua
accuracy and complexity (compression) when summariziiiformation (GMI) ,(X; X) (defined in Section 2, [7]) over

(e.g. clustering) a discrete random variat{e given a joint
probability distribution betweerX and arelevance variable

all normalizedp (& |z . In RD theory I,(X; X) is known
as thecompression information (see Section 3, [7]). Here;

Y € ), i.e. p(x,y). In this regard, the IB method representss the nonadditivity parameter [5, 6]. A significant featurfe

a significant qualitative improvement over RD theory. Ththe nonadditive RD model [7] is that the threshold for the
IB method has acquired immense utility in machine learnimgpmpression information is lower than that encountereddn R
theory. For example, the IB method and its modification®odels derived from B-G-S statistics. This feature auglett w
have successfully been employed in applications in diverk® utilizing Tsallis statistics in data compression apations.
areas such as genome sequence analysis, astrophysics, and,

text mining [4]. ¢—Deformed (or Tsallis) statistics [5,6] has

recently been shown to yield interesting improvements con-

cerning RD theory [7] The present paper extends a'”""-IO’:'JOUSThe absence of a definitive nonadditive channel coding #me@ometimes

"g-"considerations to the IB method.

prompts the use of the term generalized mutual entropyadsté GMI [10].
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By definition, the nonadditive RD function is [1,2,7] This paper derives a theoretical basis for the generaliged |
(gIB) method, which is a fundamental qualitative extension

R, (D)= .dmi}l <DIq (X;X) ;0<g <1, of the seminal work of Tishby, Pereira, and Bialek [3].
P(#2) (A ) po, )< ) This analysis commences with the minimization of the gIB
Lagrangian

where,R (D) is the minimum of the&ompression infor mation.
Thedistortion measureis denoted byi(z, ) and is taken to be - - -
the Euclidean square distance for most problems in sciemte al g1z [P(Z12)] = Iq (X§ X) —Bgrply (X§ Y) ;g >1, (3)
engineering [1,2]. Gived(z, ), the partitioning ofX induced
by p(i|z) has an expected distortioR =< d(z,%) >,.,7). subject to the normalization of ( |z). Here, 3,15 is the
Note that in this papere) ,, denotes the expectation withglB tradeoff parameter for the simultaneous minimization and
respect to the probability(e). RD theorya-priori specifies maximization described by (3). From (3), it is easily shown
the nature of the distortion measure, which is tantamouanto i, +- 5L 5lp(E|2)] = 0 01, (X X) . Thus, by
a-priori specification of the features of interest in the source 81, (X;Y) 59
alphabetX to be contained in compressed representafion increasing3,; 5, convex curves akin to the RD curves [1,2,7],
RD theory lacks the framework to specify the features &ay be constructed in the “information planel, (X; X),
interest inX to be contained inX, that are relevant to a givenZq(X;Y)). These are calletklevance-compression curves [4].
study. To ameliorate this drawback, the IB method introduce Apart from its ability to modelong-rangeinteractionswhen
another variablé” € ), the relevance variable. Note thaty” performing clustering of complex data sets, the gIB method
need not inhabit the same spaceXas also facilitates the analysis of the IB method within theteah
Thus, the crux of the IB method is to simultaneously Of predictability [18]. Predictability may be viewed as an
minimize the compression information 7, (X; X) and maximize ~ excursion from the extensive B-G-S statistics, and is iehty
the relevant information 7,(X;Y’). More specifically, the 1B nonextensive (nonadditive).
method extracts structure from ttseurce alphabet via data
comp_ressipn, followed by a quantification of the informatio || TsaLLis ENTROPIES ANDDUAL TSALLIS ENTROPIES
contained in the extracted structure with respect tel@ance
variable. Consequently, the IB method "squeezes” the infor- The un-normalized Tsallis entropy, conditional Tsallis en
mation betweenX andY through abottieneck X. The IB {ropy, joint Tsallis entropy, the jointly convex generalizK-
method is compactly described by the Markov condition [3,4]d, and, the GMI may thus be written as [19,20]

XoXeV 2 .
@) S¢(X) == Lp(@)" I p (@), 5, (X] X)
As discussed in [7], the un-normalized GMI in Tsallis sttt = =SS p(x, @) Ingp (7| x
acquires different forms in the regimés< ¢ < 1 andq > 1, T i
respectively. For example, fdr < ¢ < 1, the GMI is of the Sy (X, X) == > p(z,%)"Ing p(x, %)
form I 1(X'X) :—Zp(x Z)In (—p(w)pgi)) LT
<g<1 (A5 )\ Sy ) = S,(X) + S,(X]X) = S, (X) + S,(X|X), (4)
For g > 1, the GMI is deflned byly>1(X;X) = S,(X) + Dy 1 (p(X)Ir(X)) ==>p(x)In, %a
S,(X)—S,(X, X), whereS,(X) andS,(X) are the rparginal - v (2)p(#)
Tsallis entropies for the random variablés and X, and, Tocg<a (X;X) T2 jp(x’x)mq (pp(zz-,)i) )
S4(X, X) is the joint Tsallis entropy [7]. Unlike the B-G-S g SN -
case,lp<,<1(X; X) can never acquire the form df~,, and = Dik-1 (p (X’ X) p(X)p (X)) ’

vice versa [7, 9, 10], the reason being that shig-additivities ) ,

S,(X|X) < S,(X) andS,(X|X) < S,(X) are not generally respecuvgly. Theq-d_eformed logarithm and theg-deformed
valid when0 < ¢ < 1. While the form of Ip-,<1(X; X) is exponential are defined for< ¢ <1 as [21]

important in a number of applications of practical intenest Sl

coding theory and learning theory where it is desirable that Ing (z) = T1-q

the GMI be expressed as the generalized Kullback-Leibler and,

divergence (K-Ld) between the joint probabilipfx, ) and exp, () = { [14+(1-9q) x]ﬁ i1+ (1—¢q)z >0,

the marginal probabilitiep(z) and p(z) [1], un-normalized 1 0; otherwise

Tsallis entropies forg > 1 possess a number of important (5)
properties such as thgeneralized data processing inequality The operations of — de formed relations are governed by
and thegeneralized Fano inequality [10]. The different forms ¢ — algebra and ¢ — calculus [21]. Apart from providing
of the GMI for 0 < ¢ < 1 andg > 1 are reconciled by in- an analogy to equivalent expressions derived from B-G-S
voking theadditive duality of nonadditive statistics [17]. This statistics, g — algebra and q — calculus endow general-
entails a re-parameterization of the nonadditivity par@me ized statistics with a unique information geometric stuuet
q* = 2 — q, resulting indual Tsallis entropies. Salient results off-algebra employed in this paper involving



the g—de formed addition () and subtractiond,), are [21]

JU@qy—a?+y+(1—q)f1?y,

X @q Yy = m, where @qy =

Ing (zy) = Ing () 4 Ing ()

=Ing (z) +Ing (y) + (1 — ¢) Ing (x) Ing (y),

In, (:v/y) =In, (z) ©4Ing (z) = ¥y (Ing(z) — Iny(y)).

(6)

Given two independent variable$ andY’, one of the funda-
mental consequences of nonadditivity of the Tsallis entiep
the pseudo-additivity relation

Sq (X) + 54 (Y) + (@)

Re-parameterizing (5) via thadditive duality ¢* = 2 — ¢,
yields thedual deformed logarithm and exponential

—y
+(1-q)y)’

Sq(XY): (1_Q)Sq(X)Sq(Y)-

Ing (z) = —Ing (1), and, exp,. (z) = Wl(—m)' (8)
A dual Tsallis entropy defined by
Zp z)Ing-p (z 9)
The dual Tsallis joint entropy obeys the relation
Ser (X, %) = 84 (X) + 5 (X‘ X)),
where, (10)
o (X]X) = =S p(@.#) g p (i),

z,T

1—qg* _1

Here,Ing- (z) = 53—~ The dual Tsallis entropies acquire
a formidentical to the B-G-Sentropies, with In,- () replacing
log(e). The GMI's I,~1(X; X) and Iy« <1 (X; X) defined
by the nonadditivity parameterg > 1 and0 < ¢* < 1
respectively, relate to each other as (Theorem 3, [7])

I (X;X) = — S P (@ 7) Inge (%)
208, (0 + 5, (X) - 8, (X X) = 1,06 %) (A1)
@2 (XX

Here, '¢* — ¢" is a re-parameterization frong* to g,

and,’s — ¢*" is a re-parameterization from to ¢*.

IIl. GENERALIZED INFORMATION BOTTLENECK
VARIATIONAL PRINCIPLE

SinceX + X «+ Y =Y « X « X, the Markov condition
yields through application of Bayes rule and consistengy [3

=Y p(yla)p(a]d). (14)
rzeX

Thus

p(@)=>p(zy)=>p)p(Zl),

x,y x

and, (15)

p(@,y) =2 p(@ay) =3 p(y) p(ilz).
From (15), the following relations are obtained

B. The variational principle

The gIB Lagrangian (3) cannot be expressed in terms of the
generalized K-Ld. As discussed in [7], tleelditive duality
is required to express the GMI far > 1 in terms of the
generalized K-Ld. This is required to formulate nonadeitiv
numerical schemes akin to the EM algorithm [22], using the
alternating minimization method based on the Csiszanadg
theory [23]. The gIB Lagrangian in* — space is

*

Liiplp(2|x)] = Iy (X;X)—BgIBIq* (X;Y) ;0<q" <1,

(17)
contingent to the normalization @f(Z|z). Here, I~ (X;X)
and I, (X;Y2 are obtained from/,(X; X) and I,(X;Y)
employing (11). Variational minimization of (17) [7, 13]elds

_— (@ )\
st L b (210 =09 7 (8

q
- (18)
1 furs Zp(ylév)( L) -8 =
Here, (a) is from Bayes’ theoremp;@g)c) = pfflf) and
p;(mx) P;@f), and, (16). The termp(z) is canceled out. A

Ing~ () term is introduced in (18), by adding and subtracting

A. Self-consistent equations Borp Y B to yield
)
Depending upon the "upstream” and "downstream” vari-
ables in the Markov condition (2), the total probability may RN
_1 (@ _py)

be exPressed as i (,,(m)) + Bgrp %:P(y |2) Ing- (p(ym) (19)

XX eV oploiy) =pyp(ile), g, AV=0

X2 X=Y=piy =pi)pyle

- ey — _ A=) p(yl») inh i
The Markov conditionX <+ X <« Y yields [3] In (19), =A™(x) o) T Bars S T which is only
dependent onz. The second term in (19) is expressed as:
p(y|Z) Zp ylx) |z)p (z). (13) Bum Zy:p(y|:c) Ing- (ZEZI%) employing ¢* — deformed



subtraction and addition (6), yielding
- 1—q*
1 p(Z)
=1 (p(fclx))
3 p(y)
+B41B Zy:p(y|x) {1nq (p(ylr)) OS¢ Ings ( )}
A (@) + Bors Zp(y| ) Ing- (p(gli)) Dy =0

_1
g —1

2@ (2)

p(y)
p(y|z)

ylz)

1_
)" 4 Burs S (vl g (2622)
Yy

(%)
p(z]z)

=0.

)

(20)

=

ylz)

Here,—\®) (2)
= Spllo g (3

summmg overz, yields

)\(2)( )= Zp*ﬂcl (

). Multiplying (20) by p(Z|x) and

)

p(Z)

p(Z|z)

] (21)

+Bg1B <Zp(y| ) Ing- (ZEZ§§)> '

y p(Z|z)

Defining S,r5(z) = (¢ — 1) A (x), (20) yields
p(2|z) = 1
~ ar-1
{ [qu% X (k) ng: (iEZZD} }
P (@) = |
Sgrp(z)t-a”

(22)

BJIB _

(\

Setting BqIB( ), and, invoking theadditive duality
in the numeratorq( = (2 — q)), (22) yields the canonical

transition probability
exp, [~By15 (@)D _, [p(yl2) Ip(y]7)]]

p (‘%| ‘T) =D (‘%) Z(w,,éng(i))
=7 (I,Bng (SC)) = SyrB (Z)ﬁ :

In (23), BgIB(I) is the gIB tradeoff parameter evaluated

for each source alphabet = € X, and, Z (z, By5 (:v))
is the partition function.The effective distortion measure
has been self consistently obtained via the variational prin-
ciple to be D}, ; [p(y|z)|p(y|Z)], without any a-priori
assumptions. In the limit ¢ — 1 the B-G-S statistics re-

(23)

- {BgIBIq* (z;Y) Dy~ AW (95)} s g (;Y) =

Here, [¢] denotes the arguments (Z[z);p(2);p (y|2)] 0

the free energy. Note” IB[ ] = ﬁquFHElmho”z, where
Flelmholtz g the g* —deformed gIB Helmholtz free energy.
Invoking (4) and (21), (24) yields

Fiplel = I (X X) +
Do

Ble <ZP(7J| z) Ing- (
(X;X)—BQIB<%: (y|x lnq

p(ylz)
p(ylz)

(@ I, p(ym

p(ylz)

>p(m z)

p(z.%)p(y|Z) y\z)
p(z,Z,y

(b)I (XX) ﬂng Zp(x:cy)lnq(

= Dkes [p (3. 5) o002 (3)
Dl [ (550 o (%.5)p (117)].
(25)

Here, (a) invokes theadditive duality in the second term in
order to introduce thexpected effective distortion in ¢—space,
and, (b) invokes (12) to obtain the total probabilipfz, Z, y).
In (25),1?;1;3 [¢] is the sum of two generalized K-Ld's having
nonadditivity parameterg* and ¢, where0 < ¢* < 1 and
g > 1. From [24], it is readily follows thathq;B [e] is non-
negative and convex. The expected effective distortiom ter
(25) is related to the relevant information as

Calel = I (X X) ~
—ﬁqIBZP (z,2) ZP yla lnq( Eylg)

Deyy
@ Iy (X;X)
~Byrn I%:yp (z,2,y)" [Ing p(y|Z)
Uy (X X) + Byrn [ (X:Y) -1, (XY)}

= Desp =1, (X;Y) - I, (X;Y) .

(26)

— Ing p(y|x)]

Note I, (X;Y) < I,(X;Y) by the generalized data pro-

cng inequality [10]. Here, (a) employs In,(z/y)
y? 1 (In,(x) — Iny(y)) in (6), (b) adds and subtracts,(Y),

sult [3,4] is recovered. Solutions of (23) are valid only foRnd, invokes (11) and the symmetry of the GNY(Y; X)

{1- (=0 Bus@Di_, [p(sl2)p(y]5)]} > 0. The

condition{ 1 — (1 — q) Byra(z)D%_; [p (y iv)llp(ylf)]} <

L(X;Y); 1,(Y; X) I,(X;Y). From (22)-(24), an em-
pirical criterion equivalent to the Tsallis cut-off condition,
described in terms of the gIB free energy for any x € X,

0 is called theTsallis cut-off condition [5], and requires setting is: 1 + (¢* — 1) F;;B [e] (z) < 0.

=0 and stopping the iteration at the givep; .

p(z[z)
C. Free energy of the system

The ¢* — de formed nonadditive free energy of the system
is [3]

Fyrplp(@le

Ing-

<y|x>] Fliple]
> — <(\\YQIB(I)71
p(a) -t

2 p(z
7 ( >p<m> '

(24)

IV. THE UPDATE EQUATIONS

Lemma 1: Given a joint distributiorp(z)p(Z|z), the distri-
bution p(i) that minimizesD% _, [p(X)p(X|X)||p(X)p(X)]
is the marginap* (z) = Zp(:v) (Z|x), i.e.

(ff)}
v()]

D1 [pp (X[ x) [p0)

=min DY, [p(X)p (X| )Hp 0



Also

(Df_ [p (& )Hp @) 0 =
min (Die_, [ (21 2)1p @), 29

Proof: The positivity condition for (27) is proven in Lemma = —
1 of [7], with ¢* replacingg. The positivity condition for (28)

is

- Zp(x,i)lnq (,;fﬁi)) + Zp(:v,:i)lnq (pzj(*ﬂi(i?))
(a)

:_Zp(a; #)lng- (22 L@ ) g (23

© g 1o @ )]
X {1—%-(‘1—1) (Dk_rlp (j|x)|‘p(j)]>p(m):| >0;
VO < g <lg>L

(a) invokes the additive duality,
the g-deformed algebra  definition
from (6) [21] by muItipIyinj

[Z p@.®)+(1-a") 3 p(.3) Ingx (535)
> p(2,3)
and, establishg%* (7)

(29)
Here,

(b)
for Ing (%)

Zp(:z:,:i:) = 1,
= >p@)p

the term within brackets[(]g)ﬁ in (29) to theadditive duality
(¢=2-4q). .
The free energy; 5

employs

and dividing by

(Z|x) after subjecting

[e] is convex only when independently

(12), (12), and (15) yields
5 ~ 6 1n T Y
_ﬂgIB Zm:p(z,ilf,y)q#ﬂ%) + A
sayr 2 p@y)p(E)? ~
T A (@) =0
) Zp(:v y)p (%[ ).

(&) =0

@ (32)

5g13

{ >

=p(yl2) =

From (27), it may be shown thatz) minimizesl,- (X; X).
Since, D,y is the expectation of a generalized K-Ld, (28) is
applied to demonstrate thatz) is a minimizer ofD.;¢. Note
that the gIB update equations are not globally covergent.

V. CONCLUSIONS ANDDISCUSSIONS

Akin to the RD theory, the degree of compression may be
assessed by tr@mpression information 7, (X; X). However,
while the RD method isupper bounded by an a-priori
chosen optimal expected distortioR, the gIB method is
lower bounded by the relevant information I,-(X;Y). It
has been demonstrated that in lossy compresgipiiX; X)
is always lower than its counterpart obtained using B-G-S
statistics [7]. This observation implies that gli#&levance-
compression curves will tend to traverse thferbidden region
of an equivalent IB method based on B-G-S statistics. Future
work casts the gIB model within the framework of Bregman
divergences [25].
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{p(Z|2z)}, {p(@)}, and {p(y|Z)}. The update equations
which minimize the free energy are obtained by projecting the

free energy onto each convex distribution while keeping the
other two arguments constant.

Theorem 1: Equations (14), (15) and (23) are satisfied b
the minima of the free energy (24) for each argument of the

free energy as

(ylo)].  (30)

pun, i, i, Fynlp (#12):p ()

Denoting the iteration level as-), minimization is performed

independently by converging alternating iterations

ex x T () T
P+ (7] z)  p™) (7) P, =B s @) DL, [p(yl2)lp (y]@)]]

Z(Ttl)(z,ﬁgIB(z))
Bg
where BgIB (.I') = Z() (z,BgIIBB(I))

pUtY (& )<—ZP( )p T+1)(~”C|~”C),
p(7-+1 (y|7) p(r+1)(g~c) Zp(xvy)p(TJrl) (7] ).

BQIB
<\(7') (w)

T—q*

(31)

Proof: The outline of the proof is presented herein ow-

ing to space constraints. Defining? [o] = F;;B[ o] +
M) (p (&) -

[ll.B. of this paper, 55(2'[%; = 0 exactly yields (26). Min-
imization with respect t(y|z) affects onlyD.;, in (25).
Defining £y [o] = FY;; [o] + A(Z) (p (y| &) — 1) and invok-
ing Deff = Iq(X;Y) -

" [7]

I,(X;Y) from (26), employing (4),

contractCSM-DI & SQIT-101155-03-2009.

REFERENCES

[1] T. Cover and J. ThomaElements of Information Theory, John Wiley&
Sons, New York, NY, 1991.

] T. Berger T, Rate Distortion Theory, Prentice-Hall, Englewood CIiffs,

1971.

[3] N. Tishby N, F. C. Pereira and W. Bialek, "The informatitottieneck
method”, Proceedings of the 37th Annual Allerton Conference on
Communication Control and Computing Eds B Hajek and R S Sreenivas
368, University of lllinois, Urbana, IL, 1999.

[4] N. Slonim The Information Bottleneck: Theory and Applications PhD
thesis, Hebrew University, Jerusalem, 2003.

[5] C. Tsallis "Possible generalizations of Boltzmann-fbstatistics” J.
Stat. Phys. 542479, 1988.

[6] M. Gell-Mann and C. Tsallis, Eds. Nonextensive Entropy-

Interdisciplinary Applications, Oxford University Press, Oxford, 2004.

R. C. Venkatesan and A. Plastino "Generalized statisilamework for

rate distortion theory”, Physica A,,388 12, 2337, 2009.

[8] P.T. Landsberg and V. Vedral, "Distributions and chdncapacities in
generalized statistical mechanicdhys. Lett. A, 247, 211, 1998.

[9] T. Yamano, ’Information theory based on nonadditive ommfiation
content”, Phys. Rev. E, 63, 046105, 2001.

[10] S. Furuichi, "Information theoretical properties osdllis entropies”J.
Math. Phys., 47, 023302, 2006.

[11] H. Suyari, "Source coding theorem based on a nonadditiformation

content”, IEEE Trans. on Inform. Theory, 50,8, 1783, 2004.

[12] T. Yamano, "Source coding theorem based on a nonadditformation
content”, Physica A, 305 190 (2002).

1), and following the procedure in Section[13] G. L. Ferri, S. Martinez S and A. Plastino A "Equivaleno&the four

versions of Tsallis statistics”J. Sat. Mech.: Theory and Experiment
2005(04)P04009, 2005.
[14] E. M. F. Curado and C. Tsallis "Generalized statisticaéchanics:
connection with thermodynamics]. Phys. A: Math Gen. 24 L69, 1991.
[15] C. Tsallis, R. S. Mendes and A. R. Plastino "The role ohstoaints
within generalized nonextensive statisticBhysica A 261 534, 1998.



[16] S. Martinez, F. Nicolas, F. Pennini and A. Plastino ef@ralized
statistical mechanics: connection with thermodynami&$iysica A 286
489, 2000.

[17] J. Naudts "Deformed exponentials and logarithms in egalized
thermostatistics”Physica A 34082, 2004.

[18] W. Bialek , I. Nemenman | and N. Tishby, "Predictabilif@omplexity,
and Learning Predictability, complexity, and learningfeural Comp. 13
2409, 2001.

[19] C. Tsallis "Generalized entropy-based criterion fonsistent testing”
Phys. Rev. E 58 1442, 1998.

[20] L. Borland, A. Plastino and C. Tsallis "Information gaiwithin
nonextensive thermostatisticsl! Math. Phys. 39 6490, 1998.

[21] E. Borges "A possible deformed algebra and calculupiied in
nonextensive thermostatistic$hysica A 340 95, 2004.

[22] G. J. McLachlan and T. KrishnaiThe EM Algorithm and Extensions,
John Wiley& Sons, New York, NY, 1996.

[23] I. Csiszar and G. Tusnady “Information geometry ariteraating
minimization procedures'atistics and Decisions 1 205, 1984.

[24] S. Furuichi "On uniqueness theorems for Tsallis entrapd Tsallis
relative entropy”|EEE Trans Inform. Theory 51 3638, 2005.

[25] P. Harremdes and N. Tishby "The information bottldneevisited or
how to choose a good distortion measuirboceedings of the IEEE Int.
Symp. on Information Theory 2007 566, 2007.



	Introduction
	Tsallis Entropies and Dual Tsallis Entropies
	Generalized Information Bottleneck Variational Principle
	Self-consistent equations
	The variational principle
	Free energy of the system

	The Update Equations
	Conclusions and Discussions
	References

