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The subjects of the paper are the likelihood method (LM) &edetxpected Fisher informatiof'{) considered from
the point od view of the construction of the physical modetsol originate in the statistical description of phenomena
The master equation case and structural information gii@eire derived. Then, the phenomenological description of
the information transfer is presented. The extreme phlysiftamation (EPI) method is reviewed. As if marginal, the
statistical interpretation of the amplitude of the systergiven. The formalism developed in this paper would be also
applied in quantum information processing and quantum gaeuy.
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1 Introduction. The subjects of the paper are the like- cause of the summation ovey the channel capacity):
lihood method (LM) and the expected Fisher information

(FI), I, considered from the point of view of the construc- ; Z /dN —9*InPly; @)P(y)

tion of the physical models, which originate in the statistl 062

cal description of phenomena. The had been introduced

by Fisher[[1] as a part of the new technique of parameter N 8lnP y, )

estimation of models which undergo the statistical investi Z /d —5 ) PW)

gation in the language of the maximization of the value of

the likelihood functionZ (signed below ag’). The notion  is the variance of the score functis(®) = 9inP(0)/00

of the F'I is also connected with the Cramér-Rao inequal-[2]. It describes the local properties &f(y; 61, ...,0n)

ity, being themaximal inverse of the possible value of the which is the joint probability (density) of th& data values

mean-square error of the unbiased estimate from the trug = (yi,...,y~), but is understood as a function of the

value of the parameter. The s8t= (0,,) of the parame- parameters,,. Below with x,, = y,, — 6, we note the
ter§l composes the components in the statistical sgace added fluctuations of the daga, from6,,.

Under the regularity conditions the expectéd (here be- The development of the statistical methods introduced
by Fisher[[1] has followed along two different routes. The
first one, of the differential geometry origin, began when
C.R. Raol[4] noticed that thET matrix defines a Rieman-

L In the most general case of the estimation procedure the dinian metric. For a short review of the following work, until
mensions of9 = (6;)% and the samplg = (y..)" are usually ~ the consistent definition of the-connection on the statis-

different, yet becaus@; ) is below the set of physical "positions” tical spaces se€l[5]. The second one is based on the con-
of a physical nature (e.g. positions in the case of an equatio ~ Struction of the information (entropical) principles and w
motion or energies in the case of a statistical physics ge¢ingr ~ Will describe this approach in details. It was put forward
equation[[3]) we havéZ(y.,) = 6,, and the dimensions @ and by Frieden and his coauthors, especially Soffér [3], and is
y are the same, i.é&. = N. known under the notion of the extreme physical informa-

1)

n=1

Copyright line will be provided by the publisher


http://arxiv.org/abs/0811.3554v1

2 Piotrowski, Stadkowski, Syska, Zajac: Likelihood method and Fisher information in construction of physical models

tion (EPI). Frieden began the construction of the physical(i) the Klein-Gordon eq. for the field with the rank (for
models by obtaining the kinetic term from t the scalar fieldV = 2), (ii) the Dirac eq. for the spinorial
Then he postulated the variational (scalar) informatiampr field with N = 8, (iii) the Rarita-Schwinger eqg. for higher
ciple (IP) and internal (structural) one. Each of the IP hasN and (iv) the Maxwell egs. folV = 4. The generality of
the universal form, yet its realization depends on the parti the method enables to describe the general relativity yheor
ular phenomenon. The variational IP leads to the dispersiomnd take into account gauge symmetry also [3]. Using the
relation proper for the system. The structural IP describesnformation principles (IPs), Frieden gave the informatio
the inner characteristics of the system and enabled [3] théheory based method of obtaining the Heisenberg principle
fixing of the relation between theI (the channel capac- which from the statistical point of view is the kind of the
ity) 7 and thestructural information (ST) @ [[7]. The inter- ~ Cramér-Rao theorem with th&I of the system written,
esting point is that a lot of calculations is performed whenafter the Fourier transformation, in the momentum repre-

the so called physical informatidi is partitioned equally
into I and( (or with the factorl /2), having the total value

sentatiol. Then the formalism enabled both to obtain the
upper bound for the rate of the changing of the entropy of

equal to zero. The method is fruitful as Frieden derivedthe analyzed system and to derive the classical statistical

physics alsd[3].

2 Let for a system the square distance between two of its state§1 our paper we develop the less informational approach

denoted by;(x) andg’(x) = (¢+dg)(x) could be written in the
Euclidean formds? = fX dx dq dq whereX is the space of the

positionsx (in one measurement). Supposing that the states ar¢he change of the physical informatidd =

described by the probability distributions we compare thwhe
distance ds* = 1 [, dx22 in the spaceS with the Fisher-

p(x)

Rao metric[[6], where(x) andp’ = (p + dp)(x) are the proba-
bility distributions for these two states Then we noticat tthese
two formulas fords? coincide if g(x) = +/p(x). In this way
the notion of the amplitude ¢(x) appears naturally from the
Riemannian, Fisher- Rao metric of the space S. It satisfies the
condition: [, dxp(x) = [ dxq(x)q(x)=1.

Now, let the sample of dimensiaN be "collected” by the system
andq, are the real amplitudes and,, (x,) are the probability
distributions with the property of thenift invariance p.,, (x»)
= Pan (Xn|0n) = Dn(yn|0n) Wherex,, = y, — 0,. ASsuming
that the data are collected independently which givedatter-
ization property P(y) = P(y|0) = [1_, pa(yn|0s), where
0., has no influence ow,, for m # n, and using the chain rule
0/00n, = 0/0(yn—"0n) O(yn—"0r)/00n = — 0/0(yn—0n) =
— 0/0xx, the transition from the statistical form &fI given by
Eq.[) to its kinematical form given below by the first podiitij

I 42 /dxn<3%) 4NZ/ 31/1n 37%( ) )

is performed|[[B]. The second possibility is achievell [3] @ls f
lows: Using the amplitudeg,, the wave functiom), could
be constructed ag), = LN(qgn,l + igan), Wheren =
1,2, ...
ing twice the complex ones. With this, the first kinematicahf

of I in Eq.[2) could be rewritten in the second form, where ad-
ditionally the indexn has been dropped from the integral as the

range of allx,, is the same. Finally, the total probablllty Iaw for where the MLM’s set ofV estimators® = (én

all data givep(x) = -V pa, (xa|0)P(0n) = ~ SN g2,
where we have choseR(6,) = + [3]. All of these lead to

p(x) = SN2

rameters, i.e. (expected) positions, alsb [3]. From thisreary
of the Frieden method we notice that although the wave fansti

, N/2 with the number of the real degrees of freedom be-

wbn. With the shlft invariance condition and
the factorization property, does not depend on the parameter set
(6,) [2], and the wave functions,, do not depend on these pa-

to the construction of the IP using the notion of toal
physical information (T'PI), K = Q + I [[{], instead of

I —Jin-
troduced in[[3]. This difference does not affect the deriva-
tion of the equation of motion (or generating eq.) for the
problems analyzed until now![3], yet the change of the no-
tion of K to T'PI with its partition into the kinematical
and structural degrees of freedom, goes closely with the
recent attempts of the construction of the principle of en-
tropy (information) partition. In Sectidn 2.2 we will dedv
the structural IP from the analysis of the Taylor expansion
for the log-likelihood function. Our approach to the IP re-
sults also in the change of the understanding of the essence
of the information (entropy) transfer in the process of mea-
surement when this transfer from the structural to the kine-
matical degrees of freedom takes place. We will discuss it
in Section 8. Despite the differences we still call this ap-
proach the Frieden one and the method the EPI estimation.
Finally, with the interpretation of as the kinematical term

of the theory, the statistical proof on the impossibility of
the derivation of the wave mechanics and field theories for
which the rank/N of the field is finite from the classical
mechanics, was given|[7].

2 The master equations vs structural information
principle The maximum likelihood method (MLM) is based
on the set ofV likelihood equations [1]:

0

SO) lg_e = %lnP(Q

) |(~):é: 0, (3

Wois its
solution. TheseV conditions for the estimates maximize
the likelihood of the sample.

2.1 The master equations. Yet, we could approach

to the estimation differently. So, after the Taylor expagdi
of P(©) around the true value ¢ and integrating over the

1, are complex the quantum mechanics is really the statistical ® In reality the Fourier transformation forms the type of the

method.
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sample space we obtain:

Ja¥x(Pié) - ) = [a¥x @:1 o, 0 1@/ Nf >
=—[d"x P(@) (
) @ ot

then we obtain the structural equation of the IP form:

(10)

0%lnP . R
1 <& 92P(O) - A #ur
’ 5 nnz/zl 8971'89" (en B 9")(911’ — en’) + .-

where the notatio(0) = P(0) | has been used. When
the integration over the whole sample space is performed N 9P -
then neglecting the higher order tefhend using the nor-  Apps = Z 2 20 (On
malization condition/ dVx P(0) = [ d¥xP(6) = 1 n=1 "

we see that the LHS of El(4) is equal to zero. Hence we N R R
obtain the result which for the locally unbiased estimators = Z iF s (On — 00)(Onr — Onr) = Arus -
[5] and after postulating the zeroing of the integrand atthe — n,n'=1

RHS, takes for particulan andn’ the following micro-
scopic form of themaster equation:

0?PO) . . )
90,00, (0n, — 0,)(0p —0,,) =0 (5) 0 lnP(@)>

= <_ 90,00
When the paramet#, has the Minkowskian index then nen

P = Hi)’zl pn(z¥) and Eq[(b) leads, after the transition to is symmetric and positively defined. It follows that there

the Fisherian variables (as in Footnote 2), to the form ofis an orthogonal matri¥/ such thatArys in Eq.(I1) and
the equation of conservation of flow: henceAy 75 also, could be written in the normal form:

=1

Now, let us postulate the validity of EQ.{10) on the micro-
scopic level:

=] &

s,

n=1

(11)

As the inverse of the covariance matrix the (observed) Fishe
information matrix:

(12)

Opuleh) | N Opaleh) i _ o i _ Ot S, ;
Oty - Z ozt =0, = 92 — 69 - © 21 Fnps (O — 00) (0 — On)
wheret,, = 2. Hered?, and¢® are the expected position N
and time of the system, respectively and indesould be = Apps = ALgs = Z mu 02, (13)

omitted.
2.2 The information principle. The EPI method.

UsinginP instead ofP and after the Taylor expanding of Whereo, are some functions df,-s andm., are the ele-
A ments (obtained for\; ;7 5) of the positive diagonal matrix

InP(©) around the true value @® and integrating with > ,
the dNx P(©) measure over the sample space we obtairf® Which because of the equalify {13) has to be equal to the

(instead of EqL{¥)) the equation of the EPI method of thediagonal matrix obtained fad s, i.€.:
model estimation:

n=1

e =DTUTiFUD . (14)
A N
dVxP(6 ln@ — Ry — w 0, —0 Here D is the scaling diagonal matrix with the elements
n=1 " dy, = ’j\l—: and)\,-s are the eigenvalues t. Finally, we
N . . .
1[N D?InP(O) ,, A could rewrite Eq[(14) in the form of the Frieden structural
= §/d x P(6) W(en = 0n)(0 —0) (7) microscopic IP:
n,n’'=1
with P(6) = P(&) |o. The term on the LHS of EqY7) F T =0, (15)
has the form of the modified relative entropy. Let us definewhere
the (observed) structute of the system as follows:
P(O) &F=-UDb) e D UT. (16)
W= l”p(@) —Bs. (8) The existence of the normal forrh {13) is a very strong
. condition which makes the whole Frieden analysis possi-
When we define as ble. Two particular assumptions lead to the simple physical
_ N 5P - cases. When the structure = 0 then from Eq[{I1) we ob-
Q= / dVxP(O) | tF - Z 50 (0n —0y) (9)  tain aform of the "master equation” (compare with E}.(5))
n=1 " with:

* Which is exact even at the density level if of}(©) € S has
not higher than the 2-order jets@t

nF = diag <2 8lnP) , U )
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andd, = /2 al”f//\n. If we instead suppose that the that the whole change of th&l at the "point”q is trans-

96
Y S OInP . ferred. On the other hand at the "pointthe rule for the
distribution isregular [2] then with <= = 0 for all n = TIisthatl’ < I+ .J henced < I = I' — I < J.

L,..., N, we see from Ed.(11) thatlf = \/2/A,): Therefore, as/ > 0 we obtain thaidl| < |6Q)|, the re-
.= sult which is sensible as in the measurement information
= (20,m), On=1/— . (18) might be lost. In the ideal measurement we have obtained
N thatéQ = —61.

After integrating EQI(Z5) with the measui® x P(O) we Previously we postulated the existence of the additive tota
recover the integral structural IP (postulated previoirsly ~Physical information"'P1) [7]:
[3] although in a different form and interpretation but) in g — Q+1. (23)

exactly the same form as in|[7]: L N
In [8] the intuitive condition thafX’ > 0 was chosen lead-

Q+1=0, (19)  ing to the following form of the structural IP:
wherel is the Fisher information channel capacity: kQ+1=0 (24)
I dVx P(© 3 200
= X iF)pn

/ ( )n_nz/:zl( : (59 QR+I1I=0 for k=1, (25)

andQ is the ST: which we now derived in Eq.(19). In the case of Egl(25)
we obtain that¥ is equal to
N
Q= /dNXP<@> D (F ) - (21) K=Q+I1=0 for n=1. (26)
nn/=1 The structural (internal) IP in EE.(R4)I[7] is operatioyall

The IP given by EQ{A9) is the structural equation of many€quivalentto the one postulated by Friedén [3], hence it has
current physical models. at least the same predictive power. For the short descrip-

tion of the difference between both approaches/see [7]. The
3 The information transfer  As I is the infinitesimal  other IP is the scalar (variational) one. It has the fdrim [7]:

type of the Kulback-Leibler entropy[3] which in the sta- 5z — 5(Q+I1)=0 = K=Q+1I isextremal (27)
tistical estimation is used as a tool in the model choosing

procedure, hence the conjecture appears fheduld be  The principles[(24) and{27) are the cornerstone of the
(after imposing the variational and structural IPs) the cor Frieden EPI. They form the set of two differential equa-
nerstone of the equation of motion (or generating equationions for the amplitudes, which could be consistent, lead-

of the physical system. These equations are to be the be#td for x = 1 or 1/2 to many well known models of the
from the point of view of the IPs what is the essence of thefield theory and statistical physids [3], as we mentioned in
Frieden’s EPI. The inner statistical thought in the Friedenthe Introduction. It could be instructive to recalculaterth
method is that the probing (sampling) of the space-timeagain using the new interpretation &7[8].

by the system (even when not subjected to the real meaFinally, let us notice that in the concorde with the postu-
surement) is performed by the system alone, that using itéted behavior of the system in the measurement, we have
proper field (and connected amplitudes) of ravikwhich ~ obtained/ < .J = —4@Q from which it follows that:

is the size of the sample, probes with its kinematical "Fish- -, _ / oy _

erian” degrees of freedom the position space accessible folr{ —r+@=a +, N+Q-J)=1+Q=K

it. The transition from the statistical forrl(1) of thel to = K =<K. (28)

its kinematical representatiors (2) is given in Footnote 2. | the case o/ = —3Q we obtaink’ = K. Then it

Let us consider the following informational scheme of the means that th& P remains unchanged in the ideal mea-
system. Before the measurement takes place the systeBurementd{! = —3Q) which, if performed on the intrinsic
hasI of the system which is contained in the kinemati- |evel of sampling the space by the system alone (and not

cal degrees of freedom arf@ of the system contained in by the observer), could possibly lead to the variational IP
the structural degrees of freedom, as in Figure 1a. Now, legiven by Eq(217).

us "switch on” the measurement during which thensfer
of the information (7'7) follows the rules (see Figure 1b): 4 Conclusions The overwhelming impression of the
o L EPI is that thel' PI is the ancestor of the Lagrangian [3].
J 20 hence oI =I'=120,0Q=0"-Q =0, (22) As the Fisherian statistical formalism and hence fffits
wherel’, Q' are theF'I and ST after the measurement, lie here really as the background of the description of the
respectively and is theT'I. We postulate that in the mea- physical system it is not the matter of interpretation only
surement thg'[ is ideal at the "point’g, i.e. we have that especially that the structurdlP (which is very close to
Q=Q +J=Q+Q+ JhencefQ = —J. Thismeans the approach used ihl[7,8]) was derived in Sediioh 2.2. In

Copyright line will be provided by the publisher
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Figure 1 Panel: (a) The system before the measurenigns the ST of the system contained in the structural degrees
of freedom and! is the F'I of the system contained in the kinematical degrees of freedb) The system after the
measurement)’ is the ST andI’ is the F'T of the system§Q = Q' — Q < 0 anddl = I’ — I > 0 as the transfer of the
information (I'I) in the measurement takes place with> 0. In the ideal measuremeff = —6Q).

the result, we have proved that the whole work of FriedenFinally, let us at least mention that there are other fields
with our equation of motion (or generating equatidn) (10) of science were EPI could be used, e.g. the econophysics
lie inside the same EPI type of the statistical modification[3[9/10]. We envisage that the formalism developed in this
of LM. In the contrary the master equatidd (4) lies in the paper would be applied in quantum information processing
other kind of the classical statistics estimation, cloger t and quantum game theory als6[9, 10].
the stochastic processes, than the EPI method. Besides, for
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