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Abstract

We introduce the Conditional Mutual Information (CMI) fone estimation of the
Markov chain order. For a Markov chain &f symbols, we define CMI of ordem,
Ic(m), as the mutual information of two variables in the chaimigen time steps apart,
conditioning on the intermediate variables of the chain.fiWeg approximate analytic
significance limits based on the estimation bias of CMI andktig a randomization
significance test off.(m), where the randomized symbol sequences are formed by ran-
dom permutation of the components of the original symbolisege. The significance
test is applied for increasingn and the Markov chain order is estimated by the last
order for which the null hypothesis is rejected. We preshatadppropriateness of
CMi-testing on Monte Carlo simulations and compare it to Atk@ike and Bayesian
information criteria, the maximal fluctuation method (Pe&hields estimator) and a
likelihood ratio test for increasing orders usipglivergence. The order criterion of
CMi-testing turns out to be superior for orders larger thaa,dut its &ectiveness for
large orders depends on data availability. In view of thelltegrom the simulations,
we interpret the estimated orders by the CMI-testing andther criteria on genes and
intergenic regions of DNA chains.

Keywords: order estimation, Markov chains, conditional mutual imfation (CMI),
randomization test, DNA
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1. Introduction

Let {Xt}t’\il denote a symbol sequence generated by a Markov ¢Kginof an un-
known orderL > 1 in a discrete space d&f possible stateé\ = {a;,...,ax}. The
objective is to estimatke from the symbol sequen¢gt}t’il for a limited lengthN.

Many criteria for Markov chain order estimation have beeaposed and eval-
uated in terms of their asymptotic properties. The Bayesiormation criterion
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(BIC) was proposed to render consistency of the popular Kekaiformation crite-
rion (AIC) [IQ @,@]. However, BIC was found to perform werthan AIC for small
sequence lengths, questioning the value of asymptoticgptieg in practical problems
[@%] A more recent and general criterion than Al@ BIC is the éficient de-
termination criterion (EDC), opting for a penalty functifisom a wide range of possible
such functionleS]. Peres-Shields propose [19] theimalfluctuation method,
which compares transition probabilities for words of iresiag lengths, and Dalevi
and Dubhashﬂ?] modified it for practical settings and, éast of having to set a dif-
ferent threshold for each problem, they estimate the omden 2 sharp change in the
transition probabilities. They found that the Peres-3s€PS) estimator is simpler,
faster and more robust to noise than other criteria like Ahd BIC ﬁ]. Another
method is that of global dependency level (GDL), also catkddtive entropy, using
the f-divergence to measure the discrepancy between two pildpalistributions ﬁ].
GDL was found consistent and mor#ieient than AIC and BIC on relatively small
sequences. Finally, the method of Menendez —16gmbkelihood ratio tests
for increasing orders using tltedivergence measures [17]. This procedure was found
more powerful in tested cases than the existing chi-squaddikelihood ratio proce-
dures, and it has also been applied to DNA [16].

Here, we follow a dierent approach and estimate the Markov chain order from
sequential hypothesis testing for the significance of thelitmnal mutual information
(CMI) for increasing ordersn, denoted asc(m). I.(m) is the mutual information of
X andX;m conditioning on the intermediate variables of the chain, ..., Xiym-1. A
significantl(m) indicates that the order of the Markov chain is at leastThus the
repetition of the significance test &f(m) for increasingm allows for the estimation
of the Markov chain ordet from the last ordem for which the null hypothesis of
zero CMl is rejected. We show that the significance boundkfor) formed by means
of appropriate resampling are more accurate than the ajppatx analytic bounds we
derived based on previous analytic results on the bias cnbmn@]. We further
compare the CMI testing with other criteria for order satation simulated Markov
chains and DNA sequences.

The structure of the paper is as follows. In Secfibn 2, CMlefired and esti-
mated on symbol sequences, an analytic significance lim@Mf is derived, and a
randomization significance test is proposed, forming outhoa of CMI-testing for
the estimation of the Markov chain order. Other methods $&ineating the Markov
chain order are briefly presented. In Secfibn 3, we assesfittiency of the proposed
CMil-testing and compare it to other order selection cré@em simulations of Markov
chains produced by randomly chosen transition probaligyrices of diferent order,
as well as transition probability matrices estimated onegeand intergenic regions of
DNA sequence. In Sectidn 4, we apply the CMI testing to theDM#A sequences and
investigate the limitations of order estimation in termslafa size. Finally, concluding
remarks are discussed in Secfidn 5.

2. Conditional Mutual Information and Markov Chain Order Estimation

First we define CMI in terms of mutual information and subsagly entropies.
The Shannon entropy expresses the information (or unogyjaif a random variable
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H(X) = = > p(9In p(x),
X
where the sum is defined for all possible symbols (discrdte=gdx € A, andp(X) is the
probability of x occurring in the chain. The definition of Shannon entropizeded
to a vector variableX; = [Xi, Xi_1, ..., Xi-m+1] from a stationary Markov chaifiX;},
referred to as word of lengtim, and reads

HX) == > p0x)Inpx),

Xseeos Xt-ma1

wherex; = {X, X1, ..., X-mi1} € A7, p(X¢) is the probability of a worc; occurring in
the chain, and the sum is over all possible wordK glymbols and length.

The mutual information (M) of two random variables in the fdav chain being
mtime steps apart, denotéfm) = 1 (X;; Xi—m), is defined in terms of entropy as [5]

(M) = HO%) + HXem) — HO% Xem) = Z B0k Xm) In % )

While 1(1) quantifies the amount of informatiok_; carries abouiX; and vice
versa,l (2) cannot be interpreted accordingly due to the preseneg ef and the in-
formation of X;_, aboutX;, or part of it, may already be shared wi ;. Thus if we
are after the genuine information #f_, aboutX;, we need to account for the infor-
mation ofX;_; aboutX;. This is indeed desired when we want to estimate the memory
of the process, i.e. the order of the Markov chain. The apmt@measure for this
is the conditional mutual information (CMI). CMI of orderis defined as the mutual
information ofX; and X;_, conditioning onX;_m1, . . ., X1 [B]

|c(m) = I(Xt; Xeml X1, - -0y xt—m+1)
= 1(Xt; Xe-15 - -+ Xeem) = TOX6 Koot -5 Xiemeen)
= CH(Xo . Xem) + H - Xem)
+H(X, - Xeemer) = HK o1, - - -5 Xeemer)

P(Xe|Xe-1, - . . » Xe-m)
= E P(X, - .., Xeem) In W
% P(XtIXe-1, - -+, Xe-me1)
tsee e At-m

(2)

CMI coincides with MI for successive random variables in tiain, that isl¢(1) =

1(1).

2.1. Estimation of Conditional Mutual Information

The estimation of CMlI is given through the estimation of thief probability and
the conditional probabilities if{2) by the correspondirtative frequencies. Specifi-
cally, the maximum likelihood estimate (MLE) @{X;, Xi_1, . - ., Xt—m+1) IS

P(Xt, Xe—1s - - - » Xeeme1) =



denotes the indicator function. Respectively, the MLE & tlonditional probability
P41, - - - Xi-m) IS 0
T A
N

The estimatd.(m) of I(m), by substituting the probability estimates i (2), intrethe
sufers from the inéficiency of MLE at high dimensions being less accurate with the
increase ofm or K and the decrease of, but also more biased. It has been proved
that entropy estimation involves a negative bias, i.e. #tiemated value is lower than
the real onelﬂQO]. Consequently, Ml estimation has peshiias which increases
with K andm [IE,@], and thus the estimation of CMI has also positives bées CMI
is the diference of two Ml terms, where the arguments in the first MI tave jointly
a dimension larger by one than that of the second MI term. &5ging the bias of
CMI as the diference of the bias of two Ml terms, indicates that the CMIneate has
lower bias than the bias for the respective Ml's, which haanbghown for continuous
variables in[[28].

An approximate expression for the bias of the entropy esémfa random variable
of K symbols from a sample of siZ¢ is given by |[Zb]

H(X) = H(X) = —=(K = 1)/(2N).

Noting that a wordX; of lengthmis equivalent to a random variabein K™ symbols,
we can express in the same way the bias of the entropy estioradevordX; from a
symbol sequence of lenghhas

H(X;) = H(X) = =(K™ = 1)/(2N).

Substituting the expressions for the entropy bias in thendiefn of CMI in terms of
entropies in[(R), we find the following approximation for thias of the CMI estimate

(M) = 1e(m) = K™ (K — 1)?/2N. ©)

Note that the approximate bias fo@X;; Xi_m) for anymis (K — 1)?/2N derived from
@) form = 1. From [3) it can be seen that the bias of CMI increases whgmil
andmincreases anbl decreases.

2.2. Randomization test for the significance of CMI

We use CMI to estimate the orderof a Markov chain. The fundamental property
of a Markov chain of ordet is

Pl Xi—1, Xi—2, -+, XeeL, Xiet-t1, - - ) = Pt X1, XKoo, - ooy KoL),

meaning that the distribution of the variab{gof the Markov chain at timeis deter-
mined in terms only of the precedigvariables of the chain. Thus for any lag order
m < L, we expect in general two variablegtime steps apart to be dependent given the
m - 1 intermediate variables, and thegm) > 0. On the other hand, fan > L it must



bel.(m) = 0. Note that it is possible thag(m) = 0 form < L, but not form = L, as
then the Markov chain order would not he So, increasing the ordem, we expect in
general when¢(m) > 0 andl;(m+ 1) = 0 to havem = L. To account for complicated
and rather unusual cases whég@n + 1) = 0 occurs fom+ 1 < L, we can extend the
conditionlc(m) > 0 andl;(m+ 1) = O to require alsd.(m+ 2) = 0, and even further
up to some ordem + k.

The conditionl(m+ 1) = 0 form = L does not hold exactly when estimating CMI
from finite symbol sequences, and we always hagra+ 1) > 0 due to positive bias in
the estimation of(m+ 1). To address this, a significance tesi gf) for increasing
m has to be developed for the null hypothesig Hi(m) = 0. In the absence of a
rigorous analytic null distribution of the test statisti¢m), we propose a randomization
test using an ensemble of resampled (actually randomizee gseserve the marginal
distribution) symbol sequences in order to form the emaimaill distribution ofic(m).
The test is one-sided with alternative hypothesis H.(m) > 0, as the estimation bias
of I¢(m) is positive. The randomization test is developed in thiofahg steps.

1. We generat® randomized symbol sequendes'} . ..., {x;M}Y,, by random
permutation of the initial sequenm}t’\il.

2. We computd(m) on the original symbol sequence, denof@@n), and on the
M randomized sequences, denokgdm), . . ., I:M(m).

3. We reject H if Q’(m) is at the right tail of the empirical null distribution foed
by I:X(m), ..., I:M(m). To assess this we use rank ordering, whérig the rank
of fg(m) in the ordered list of thé/ + 1 values, assuming ascending order. The
p-value of the one-sided test is-1(r® — 0.326)/(M + 1 + 0.348) (this correction
for the empirical cumulative function is proposedlinl[24]).

The randomized sequences are by construction indepemdénith the same marginal
distribution as the original sequence, and therefore thegansistent with bl The es-
timation ofL with the proposed CMI-testing involves sequential implatadon of the
randomization significance test &f{m) for increasingm, starting withm = 1. The
repetitive procedure stops at an orde# 1 if no rejection of H is obtained and then
L = m. To avoid premature termination of the sequential testivitich however can
only be expected in special practical cases, the termimatiberion may require that
Ho is not rejected for more than one orders exceetlirngm. The termination criterion
in the CMI-testing does not require a maximum order to be ddfiwhich constitutes
a free parameter for other order selection crité]i@, 10].

We illustrate the proposed CMI-testing with an example &f éstimation of the
orderL = 4 of a Markov chain oK = 2 symbols defined by a randomly selected
transition matrix. The CMI estimafg(m) form = 1, ..., 10 computed on three symbol
sequences of lengtN = 1000 generated by this Markov chain is shown in Fidure 1a
together with the approximate bias estimatelf¢m) = 0 derived in[(B). For all three
realizationsJ¢(m) tends to increase fan < L, then form = L + 1 drops at the level
of the approximate bias, and further increasesnfior- L but does not exceed the
approximate bias of zero CMI. Though the approximate bignseto discriminate
significantl(m) for m < L from insignificanti.(m) for m > L, it does not constitute an
accurate upper bound of significance to be used as a critimidhe estimation of..
Note that in Figur€lla not all thrdg(L + 1) are below the approximate bias value. The



use of randomized sequences turns out to provide more deaigaificance limits. As
shown in Figurllb for one of the three realizations, wiren L, I2(m) is larger than
anyf;i(m) fortheM = 1000 randomized sequences, but it is smaller or within thgea
of fgi(m), i =1,...,M whenm > L. The p-values of the tests shown in Figulite 1c for
the three realizations confirms the correct estimatioh ef 4 using the CMI-testing,
being less than the significance linit= 0.05 form < L and larger fom > L. In the
next Section, these findings are established by means ofeéMemtio simulations and
compared to other known order estimation criteria.

2.3. Other criteria for Markov chain order estimation

There are various Markov chain order estimators in theditee IEZ,DSE_1|0|:14—
,,ﬂS], and we briefly discuss here the most premiiones that we also
consider in the comparative study . The first is the well-knd¥kaike’s information
criterion (AIC) E,], which uses the Kullback-Leibieformation to define the
likelihood ratio (LR) statistic ok-th order versu&-th order Markov chain

N

ML = =2 > In(Fxl8k)/ T (x16L))

i=1

wheref, is the unrestricted maximum likelihood estimate (MLE)ofThe AIC func-
tion is
AIC(K) =ny; — 2(K-1 — KM)(K - 1),
and the estimated orderks= arg Mirpek<. AIC(K).
Katz @] applied the Bayesian information criterion (BiGthe problem of Markov
chain order estimation. Similarly to AIC, BIC is defined as

BIC(K) =ni. — (K- — KKMY)(K = 1) InN,

and the order estimate is= arg min<<. BIC(K). Though AIC is known to be incon-
sistent and BIC consistent order estimate [6], it was shdwahBIC does not perform
as well as AIC for small sample sizes$ @ 10].

The Peres-Shields estimat@[19] uses the so-called fltiotufinction

Nx(tk(v)a)
Nx(7k(v))

whereNy(v) denotes the frequency of occurrence of the womf lengthl in {Xt}tN:1
andry(v) denotes the&-sufix of v, i.e. 7¢(v) = U:—k+l' The initial expression of the
Peres-Shields estimator is rather complicated and Daltmiltmbhashﬂ__[h] proposed a
simpler estimator, still close to the original Peres-Stsadstimator, given as

AX¥w) = max|N,(va) - Ny(v)|,

k = arg maxaj(v) /A ()

and we use this estimator in the comparative study denotB&as
Menendez et a|I14] start with the observation that the LRdas be expressed in
terms of the Kullback-Liebler divergence, which belongstte class of the so-called



¢-divergence measures. Then they generalize LR for oidarsdk + 1 for any ¢-
divergence given as

2 R Plaxiilay, . . ., a)
S? = § Na, § 1ld, .. a)p| o ——mmmmm—~ |,
ap,...,aks1 . A1 p( e )¢ p(ak+1|a2’ T ak)

whereg” is the second derivative @f Forg¢(x) = xlogx — x+ 1 we get the standard
LR in terms of Kullback-Liebler divergence. Menendez elldl][suggest using(x) =

(A2 + 1)) (x*! = x+ 2(1 - X)) for 2 = 2/3, and they repeat LR test for increasing
k order until no rejection is obtained, whe®é follows the Chi-squared distribution
with (K41 — KK)(K — 1) degrees of freedom. We adopt this form of the test in the
comparative study and denote it Sf.

3. Monte Carlo Simulations

We compare the CMI-testing to the approximate CMI bias estinof [3), as well
as other known criteria for the estimation of the Markov ahaiiderL, and for this
we use Monte Carlo simulations for varying parameterk andN. For each param-
eter setting, we use 100 realizations and for the CMI-tgstin= 1000 randomized
sequences for each realization, and for all estimation oustlthe order is sought in
therangem = 1,...,L + 1. In the first simulation setup, Markov chains are derived
by randomly set transition probability matrices of givederL, while in the second
simulation setup Markov chains are derived by transitiorrites of given ordet.,
estimated on two DNA sequence of genes and intergenic regibine results on the
latter setting will give us the grounds for interpreting tesults from the estimation of
the Markov chain order on the DNA sequences in 8Ec. 4.

3.1. Randomly selected transition probabilities

First, we confirm the results about the illustrative exangfl&igure[1 using 100
realizations. Asnincreases from 1 tb, I(m) increases and lies over the approximate
bias forl¢(m) = 0 defined in[(B), as shown by the boxplots in Figure 2a and aidit
by the number of casds(m) exceeding the limit of the bias approximation for each
m. However, wherm = L + 1, i¢(m) falls below this approximated bias for only
about half of the 100 realizations, indicating that the agpnate bias cannot establish
the significance ofc,(m). On the other hand, significance is well-established by the
proposed CMI-testing, and the transition from significaninisignificantl .(m) atm =
L can be safely detected. As shown in Figlire 2b, for all but @adization H :
Ic(L) = O is rejected at the significance levek 0.05, and only for 8 realizationsdH
l«(L+1) = Ois rejected at the sanae We note that fom = 1 the power of (m) is very
low (rejection is obtained for only 57 cases), and improwesancreases towards.
The first reason is that in general the randomization teslrise:rvative@l], e.g. note
that (1) is over the significance bias limit far more often than significance limit
drawn by the randomized sequences. The second and mostamp@ason is specific
to the simulation setup. The random selection of the tramsiatrix determines on
average even dependence of one symbol in the chain topheceding symbols. Thus
the knowledge ofk;_; contributes partially (by a factor of aboutdlfor our example



Table 1: Number of times the correct orders estimated in 100 realizations by the
criteria CMI, AIC, BIC, PS and Sf. The 100 symbol sequencetengthN (being
500, 1000 and 6000 as indicated in the first row) are genelgtedMarkov chain of
K = 2 symbols with a randomly selected transition probabiligtrix of orderL, for L
varying as given in the second row. The best success rataébiLds highlighted.

criterion N =500 N = 1000 N = 6000
L=2L=3L=4L=5L=7L=2L=4L=6L=8L=2L=4L=6L=8
CMI 81 92 95 94 73 87 91| 98 91 93 98 95 97
AIC 66 62 52 38 2 79 68 33 2 77 80 60 36
BIC 69 56 35 1 0 77 59 1 0 88 80 59 0
PS 79 72 73 63 37 88 77 71 47 97 98 99 96
Sf 86| 60 46 28 0 921 42 29 o 97 3 1 40

with L = 4) to the total information about, and thereford(x;; x._1) = Ic(1) is small
and can often be at the border of being statistically sigamificThe bias of.(1) here is
1/(2N) (see[(B) foiK = 2) and thus very close to zero, so that the distributiofgit(n)
from the randomized sequences is asymmetric and more tikély broader to the right
than for a larger bias. The information fram, aboutx; is at the same level as fay_ 1
when accounting fok;_;, but now the bias ofc(2) is doubled and the distribution for
the randomized sequences is more symmetric and less bttoateright, so thak.(2)
may be at the right tail of the null distribution more ofterhi§ argument explains the
increase of the percentage of rejectionseincreases from one to.

We compare the CMI-testing, and refer to it simply as CMI, ¢arfknown cri-
teria for the estimation of: the Akaike’s information criterion (AIC) [, 10, 22], the
Bayesian information criterion (BIC)|[B] B,110,]21], theterion of Dalevi and Dubashi
which is based on the Peres and Shield’s estimator @’@]75\[119 the criterion of
Menendez et al (Sf}IiEIlG]. TaHIé 1 presents the frequehegtamating correcth
for Markov chains of the first simulation setug,= 2, N = 500 1000 andN = 6000.
For L = 2, Sf scores highest with CMI being close behind, but forédatgthe suc-
cess rate of Sf decreases steadily while CMI estimates tieat@rder almost always,
scoring much higher than all the other criteria. For thedatgrder. = 7 examined
for N = 500, the success rate of CMI decreases, probably due tfiizisnt data size
for such a large order, but the other criteria fail completel estimate this order and
only PS manages it for 37 of the realizations. All methodsrwp their performance
when the sequence length increaseblite 1000 but at about the same degree so that
the main dfferences persist. For largerCMI maintains the highest success rate at a
level over 90%, even foc = 8, while the other criteria fail, with Sf dropping again to
the zero level folL = 8. AIC and BIC follow a similar decreasing success rate With
down to the zero level with BIC being worse, and PS attainbdriguccess rates for
largerL but still much lower than for CMI. When the chain length fugthncreases
(N = 6000), PS improves and performs as well as CMI.

The estimation of_ is more data demanding when there are more symol&s
shown forK = 4 in Tabld2, forN = 500, though CMI, PS and Sf succeed to identify



Table 2: Same as for Tallé 1, but fiér= 4.

criterion N =500 N = 1000 N = 6000
L=2L=3L=4L=5L=2L=3L=4L=5L=6L=2]L=4L=5L=6
CMI 100 100 18 1 98 100 96 2 3 96 100, 100 5
AIC 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 37 0 0 0
BIC 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 32 0 0 0
PS 96 81 46 23 1000 89 46 21 14 1000 100, 61 19
Sf 100 72 0 0 100 100 0 0 0 100 100 62 0

the correct order fok = 2, 3 (with CMI scoring highest), all but PS fail fdr > 3 with
the score of PS falling slowest. For larggr(N = 1000 andN = 6000) the failure
of the criteria occurs for largdr. AIC and BIC fail completely and only fok = 2
andN = 6000 they have a success rate at about one third. Again Chiskibe high
success rate dsincreases until it collapses due to lack offatient data, but so do the
other criteria already for smallér. For example, foL. = 3 andN = 1000 both CMI
and Sf score highest, but far = 4 CMI still scores very high while Sf has dropped
to zero score. Generally, Sf has the tendency to underdstittn@ order for largek.
Specifically, for the above simulation whén= 4, Sf estimatesn=1,m=2,m= 3 at
the rates 52%82% 16% respectively. For largér, PS tends to maintain some positive
success rate when all other criteria fail completely (alhcosnpletely for CMI).

The results of the simulation setup of randomly selectatsitisn matrices showed
that CMI overall outperforms the other criteria, whereassB&es well for largé. (at
cases even higher than CMI), and Sf is best for very simhlllt scores poorly for larger
L. AIC and BIC perform well for small number of symbdts but their requirement
for data size increases faster wkhthan for the other criteria. BIC tends to perform
better than AIC for very small, but this situation is reversed whénincreases. PS
and CMI keep the highest rate for larger orders over allrsgsti However, CMI stays
ahead when the length of symbol sequences is smaller, wWiglsuccess rate of PS
seems to fall slower when the order becomes larger.

3.2. Transition probabilities estimated on DNA

DNA consists of four nucleotides, the two purines, adenfeand guanine (G),
and the two pyrimidines, cytosine (C) and thymine (T), so Dé&§uence can be con-
sidered as a symbolic sequence on the symbols A,C,G,T. lraialysis we use a
large segment of the Chromosome 1 of the plargbidopsis thaliana We use two
sequences, one joining together the genes, which contaircoding regions, called
introns, in between the coding regions, called exons, anthan sequence joining to-
gether the intergenic regions which have non-coding charadhe sequences used
here are segments of the long sequences usedlin [12].

For the second simulation setup we form the Markov chains: fi@nsition ma-
trices of given ordet estimated on the two DNA sequences of genes and intergenic
regions, each of lengtN = 6000. We make the simulations fi&r= 4 symbols (A, C,
G, T) andK = 2 symbols (purines, pyrimidines).



Table 3: Same format of results as for TdHle 1, but for treovsinatrices of given order
L estimated from a DNA sequence of genes of lerigth 6000 in the form of purines
and pyrimidinesK = 2) and all the four nucleotide&(= 4).

criterion K=2 K=4
L=2|L=3|L=4|L=5|L=2|L=3|L=4|L=5
CMI 50 65 15 8 93 66 35 0
AIC 63 82 15 2 87 0 0 0
BIC 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
PS 56 58 13 9 73 42 14 8
Sf 50 20 1 0 99 19 0 0

Table 4: Same as for Tall¢ 3, but for the DNA sequence of intéogyegions.

criterion K=2 K=4
L=2|{L=4|L=5|L=6|L=7|L=2|L=3|L=4|L=5
CMI 81 83 50 44 16 94 66 45 8
AIC 85 88 27 1 0 79 0 0 0
BIC 42 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
PS 81 43 27 28 14 92 28 10 21
Sf 85 9 1 0 0 98 23 1 0

The probability transition matrices of any ordeestimated on the DNA sequences
give more complicated structures of the Markov chains ankenthe estimation of
L harder than when they are randomly selected. As shown ireTalébr the gene
sequence, all criteria score lower than for the respectidtersL of the first simulation
setup even for very small, though we use quite large sequendds< 6000). CMI
is generally best foK = 4, e.g. forL = 3 CMI estimates the correct order fof32of
the realizations with PS being second best estimating cityrior 42 realizations, Sf
for only 19, and AIC and BIC for none. However, AIC performdtbethan the other
criteria whenK = 2, being best fot. = 2, L = 3 andL = 4 followed by PS and CMI
(and Sf forL = 2). For bothK = 2 andK = 4, asL increases the percentage of success
rate falls sharply for the other criteria but more reguldolyCMI and PS.

For the intergenic regions the results are somehow bettadlforiteria. As shown
in Table[4, forKk = 2 AIC scores highest fot = 2 andL = 4, with CMI following
very closely (and Sf only fok = 2). AsL increases the percentage of success rate falls
sharply for the other criteria but more regularly for CMI aR&, while CMI scores
highest maintaining a success rate at about 50%_fer 5 andL = 6. The same
rapidly decreasing success rate for 2 holds forK = 4 and for all but CMI criteria.
Nevertheless, CMI fails also to estimate the correct ordetf> 6 andL > 4 when
K = 2 andK = 4, respectively. The latter indicates the limit of orderattban be
estimated with CMI folN = 6000, so that if the real DNA sequence has larger order (or
even infinite) this could not be estimated by CMI with suchied sequence.Generally,
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AIC outperforms the other criteria for smaller orders anddesymbols. However,
CMI and PS score highest for largey while CMI performs better than PS for larger
K.

4. Application on DNA sequences

In recent years, much of the statistical analysis of DNA seges is focused on
the estimation of properties of coding and non-coding negiias well as on the dis-
crimination of these regions. There has been evidencehbed ts a dierent structure
in coding and non-coding sequences and that the non-codmgesces tend to have
long range correlation, whereas the correlation in codeguences exhibits exponen-
tial decay[[__lLDZI@S]. Here we use intergenic and gene se@seite latter is a mixture
of coding regions (exons) and non-coding regions (introasyl therefore we expect
to have also long correlation due to the non-coding regions but it should be less
than the correlation in the intergenic regions consistinly of non-coding parts. Thus
both DNA sequences cannot be considered as Markov chaleasanhot of a moderate
order, and the estimation of the ordeshould increase with the data size.

We estimate the orddr of a hypothesized Markov Chain on Chromosome 1 of
plant Arabidopsis thalianaby the CMI-testing and the other criteria. We make the
computations for both genes and intergenic regions of lehgt= 10000 andN =
100000 and foK = 2 (purines, pyrimidines), and the estimated orders frorarébria
are shown in Figurgl3. First we note that all criteria tendstineate larger order as
increases, and for the sarkethey find larger order for the intergenic sequence, both
features being in agreement with the discussion above. Ghbéshes best these two
features. The dierence in the order of genes and intergenic regions holdbdtr
N and their orders increase the most from 3 and 6Noe 10000 to 9 and 12 for
N = 100000, respectively. AIC estimates the same orders as 6GM\ f= 10000,
but for N = 100000 only the estimated order for genes increases to ®agiing the
order for the intergenic region staying at about the samel.|&he other three criteria
estimate smaller orders than CMI and AIC fdr= 10000. Moreover, PS gives for
N = 10000 the reverse pattern of the order for genes being 3 aimtéogenic regions
being 2, which changes to 3 and 9 fér= 100000, respectively. BIC and Sf give order
estimates closer to the expected two features, but the estieration is at a lower level
than for CMI with Sf giving larger orders than BIC. CMI is theost consistent to the
hypothesis of long range correlation in the intergenic sege, and at a lesser degree
to the gene sequence, as it provides the largest dependehesooder to the sequence
length and maintains larger order for the intergenic segeien

5. Discussion

In this work we propose the use of the measure of conditiongiiad information
(CMI) for the estimation of the order of Markov chain, in araéogous way the partial
autocorrelation is used for the estimation of the order ohatoregressive model in
time seriesl__[|3]. Among others, a mainffiégrence is that the significance limits for
partial autocorrelation are defined parametrically (undéd conditions), while for

11



CMI only approximate limits have been reported. Our simata on analytic limits
for the bias of CMI, which we have worked out, showed that thagpnot provide
accurate estimation of the Markov chain order Therefore we have built a scheme
called CMlI-testing, applying iteratively a randomizatgignificance test for CMI, and
the estimation of. is given by the largest ordenfor which CMI is found statistically
significant. Thus CMI-testing does not implicate any maximarder, as for example
the criteria of AIC and BIC.

We compared CMiI-testing to a number of other known orderctiele criteria using
Monte Carlo simulations of Markov chains of varying ordesind number of symbols
K, and for diferent sequence lengths Randomization tests tend to be more conser-
vative for small data sizes, but we found that CMI-testingldadentify the correct.
even at small sequences, e.g. For= 2, N = 500 andL = 5 the success rate was
94%. For largeK andL, and for smalleN, the accuracy of the estimation worsened,
but still compared to the other criteria it was generally fiighest. For small, other
criteria could score higher but CMI-testing always foll@haosely.

The simulations showed the appropriateness of CMI-tegtitige settings of non-
trivial structures in the symbol sequences, involving higgrkov chain ordet.. This
was further confirmed by the simulations on Markov chaingreded on DNA se-
quences, but also when applied, along with other criteviawbd real DNA sequences,
one comprised of genes and the other of intergenic regioasyveported works con-
verge to that intergenic regions (consisting solely of moding DNA) have long range
correlations, and genes (containing coding and non-codiig) have a mixture of
short and long range correlations. As the estimation of Gdidamputationally in-
tensive, we made computations on DNA sequences up to théhldhg 100000, for
which CMI-testing gave the largest Markov chain orders 9 Bafbr the genes and in-
tergenic sequences, respectively, being both higher tieorders obtained by any of
the other criteria. This confirms the ability of CMI-testimgidentifying large orders,
as confirmed also in the simulations.

To the best of our knowledge, this is the first work using CMiltfee estimation of
Markov chain order, and it certainly bears further improean For the randomization
significance test we use randomly fied sequences irrespective of the ortdeand
we attribute to this lack of any dependence in the surrogajaences the observation
that for orders larger than the correct ordethe original CMI is often at the lower
tail of the distribution of the CMI on the surrogates. Onegible improvementis to
adjust the resampled sequences to the tested order, e.g.genlerated from Markov
chains of order being one less than the tested order. Howegeneration of such
randomized sequences is not straightforward and it wouddiadally add to the heavy
computational cost in CMI-testing. The latter is a disadage of CMI-testing in prob-
lems were computation time may be an issue or when the seglergth is very large
as for DNA. A parametric significance test would be a solutiwhich may come at
the cost of reduced accuracy as, to the best of our knowldldge, is no exact analytic
distribution of CMI. We currently work on this issue deveilog approximations for
the CMI distribution.
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Figure 1: (a) CMI vs ordem for three realizations of a Markov chain determined by
a randomly selected transition matriK (= 2, L = 4, N = 1000). Superimposed
is the approximate bias estimate for zero CMI denoted witrashdd grey (online
red) line. (b) CMI vs ordem for one of the three realizations in (a) and for 1000
randomly shiiled sequences, as indicated in the legend. (c)kalue vs order of
the randomization significance test for the three reabratiin (a). The horizontal
dashed grey (online red) line is for the significance lewe! 0.05.
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Figure 2: Distribution ofi¢(m) in (a) andp-values in (b) against the orderpresented
as boxplots from 100 realizations of the Markov chain as guFe[l. The number
below each boxplot is for the realizations for whit{m) is over the approximate
significance bias (displayed by a grey (cyan online) dashe) in (a), and thep-
value of the randomization significance test is below thaificance levelr = 0.05
(displayed by a dashed line) in (b).
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Figure 3: The estimated ordér of a Markov chain on Chromosome 1 of plant
Arabidopsis thalianggenes and intergenic regions) by the CMI-testing and therot
criteria. The computations are made for number of symiols= 2 and length
N = 10000 in (a) andN = 100000 in (b).
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