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The exact expression is derived for the expected value, (p;), for the parameter for any bin ¢ of
a histogram following a multinomial distribution derived by sorting N observations into bins
of B classes, if n; of the observations are found to be sorted into bin i. This expected value
n;+1 (pi)(1—(pi))
N+B- N+B+1 -
A general expression is derived to determine (p;?) for arbitrary values of B and z. These
expressions hold provided there is no a priori reason for p; associated with any bin to have a
value that is exactly equal to 0. For the particular case of the binomial distribution (B = 2),
these estimators are tested by examining how often the value of ptrye, the value which is
used to generate sets of pseudo-random binomial variates, falls within 1.96 estimated stan-
dard deviations of the estimated value (p). When compared with the results of identical,
earlier reported tests for small sample sizes, the unbiased estimators derived here predictably
outperform asymptotically unbiased estimators.

is found to be (p;) = The expected value for the variance is found to be

Keywords: binomial distribution; multinomial distribution; parametric estimators;
confidence intervals; Bayesian estimation

1. Introduction

Methods for determining the confidence interval for the parameter p of the bino-
mial distribution from experimentally determined data have been the topic of much
discussion [3, 4]. Such estimates are important for analyzing data from clinical tri-
als, from experiments assessing drug effectiveness, and from many other diverse
experiments for which the reliability of estimated probability values, expressed as
a quantitative confidence level, is desired for a binary outcome. The general conclu-
sion has been that unbiased estimators for parameters of the binomial distribution
do not exist and instead one must use estimators derived by maximization of likeli-
hood that are asymptotically unbiased for large N to estimate either the parameter
p or its confidence interval. For the multinomial distribution, estimates of the values
of probability parameters and their associated variance values have been similarly
problematic. Such estimates might be used, for example, to determine the likeli-
hood that a set of dice is 'loaded’ based on experimental observations, but they
also play a role in histogram analysis, an important aspect of 'non-parametric’
statistics and machine learning.

In this paper, it is shown that there are indeed simple expressions for expected
values corresponding to the moments of parameters p for the binomial and multi-
nomial distributions given values for n;, for example if representative values for
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n; have been determined for each bin by experiment. A recursive derivation, us-
ing some results from combinatorics, is used to evaluate appropriate integrals that
yield Bayesian estimates of these parameters. These integrals for expectation val-
ues are based on a presumed uniform prior distribution; i.e. they presume that
for each parameter p;, any value on the interval (0,1) is equally possible at the
outset, in the absence of any experimental information. In this paper, to demon-
strate the generality of the integration technique for multinomial distributions for
an arbitrary number of histogram bins, B, the integration technique is repeated
up to B =5 at which point a recurring pattern becomes readily recognizable.

Tests of the reliability are examined that allow a direct comparison with earlier
reported computational tests of the asymptotically unbiased estimators for the
binomial distribution.

2. Expected Value of (p;)

In this paper, we derive Eq. (0) for (p;), the expected value for the parameter p;
for any bin from an experimentally observed multinomial distribution:

N+ B

(pi) = (0)

This expected value is an estimator for the probability that an occurrence be-
comes sorted into histogram bin ¢ in a histogram comprised of B bins, based on the
experimental finding that n; observations out of IV total observations have been
found to be sorted into bin i. A key presumption is that no bin in the histogram
may have an associated parameter value that is expected to be exactly equal to 0.

3. Expected Value for the Variance of (p;)

The corresponding estimator for the square of the standard deviation is :

n;+1 1— (ni+1) ' _ '

Again this holds so long there are no bins j in the histogram for which p; has an
a priort reason to be exactly equal to 0.

These identities, derived below for histograms comprised of up to 5 bins (B = 5),
are inferred to hold for B > 5, since a predictably repetitive pattern is found to be
shared by each derivation. The final equations are readily generalized to allow the
calculation of (p*) for more general z.

4. Computational Tests

As noted above, the case B=2 (the binomial distribution) is of particular impor-
tance in that the generally used estimators for the parameters of this distribution,
derived by maximization of likelihood, had been considered by some to be unbiased,
yet they differ markedly from the expected values presented here. Others [3, 4] have
emphasized, more accurately, that the earlier used estimators for the binomial dis-
tribution are not unbiased but are instead asymptotically unbiased in the limit of
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large N. This restricted validity is no longer necessary for the estimators derived
here, since they are the general expected values of p and its standard deviation for
all values of V.

As others have noted, the generally used estimators for the parameters of the
binomial distribution are problematic in that the calculated confidence levels do
not accurately reflect the fraction of experiments that fall in the confidence interval
in computational tests with pseudo-random binomial variates. This is particularly
troublesome for computational tests that simulate experiments with small numbers
of sampling points (fewer than 100). However in experimental science, experiments
are often not repeated this many times and yet error must still be modeled using a
binomial distribution. To see the extent to which similar problems with small num-
bers of experimental trials are encountered for the unbiased binomial estimators
derived here, new test calculations were performed using pseudo-random binomial
variates generated for known values of p (pirye, Figs. 1-4). To allow comparison
with tests of earlier estimators for p; of the binomial distribution, the new calcu-
lations are performed for the same confidence levels, numbers of trials, and values
for prue that had been used for the earlier calculations presented by [3, 4].

The new calculations using the estimators derived in this paper show that the
expected Ap range of the zone limited by +1.96 standard deviations (the nor-
mal distribution’s 95% confidence zone) is comparable to or smaller than the range
specified by most of the earlier ’asymptotically’ unbiased estimators for the param-
eters for a binomial distribution. However, the coverage (i.e. the percentage of time
the true value pyrue used to generate the distribution falls within 1.96 estimated
standard deviates from the estimate, (p), derived from this generated distribution
of random numbers) averages to near the anticipated value (95%) even for fairly
small values of N and p. In the previously published comparison of different bi-
nomial estimators, the calculations for several ”small” values of N (some of these
”small values” in the range 15-25 observations) had to be omitted from the plots
since they were well outside of the expected range. Here there was only one such
outlier for one case with ny,s = N = 1 and it is noted in the figure legend.

The impetus behind the work here was to obtain parameters for histograms
used in computational methods to reduce model bias in predictive non-parametric
statistical schemes. The result here has some possibly important bearings on the
Hughes Phenomenon, [5], an often cited manifestation of the ’curse of dimension-
ality’ [2] which relates to such statistical ‘'machine learning’ schemes. These will be
discussed in a subsequent paper.

5. Derivation of 0 and 00

The following combinatorial identities shall be needed for the derivation. Eq. (1)
is partially derived at the bottom.

& L\ 1 1 (p)L! : Y
Z::(_l)k (k) Vk+U U (%V+ TR (for mteger V) ®

k=0

which on setting V = 1 becomes:
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L L\ 1 1 UL 11
2 (V" (k) h+0) UU+D! U@ ®

The derivation of expressions for the expected values (p) and (p?) are presented
for B = 1 through B = 5, the recursive procedure is summarized at B = 5, and
the results are then generalized to (p?).

5.1 For B=1:

The expected value (p;) is trivial: with only one bin, it must be the case that
(pi) = 1. Equation (0) is found to be consistent. Since N = n; when B = 1,

expression (0) ]T\L,:_ré gives (p;) = 1.

5.2 For B=2:

If one presumes that the possible values for p are uniformly distributed over the
range 0 to 1, then by Bayes equations the expectation value (p;) is given by the
ratio of two integrals, both of which may be represented by the following equation:

I F_N ey d 3
QLZOn!(N—n)!p (1-p) p (3)
where n* = n; + 1 in the numerator of the ratio of integrals, n* = n; in the

denominator of the ratio of integrals, and p = p; and n = n; . This corresponds
to a histogram with two bins having respective probabilities p and (1 — p) . We
wish to get the expected value for p given, n observations in the p-bin, and N —n
observations in the (1 — p)-bin (N total observations).

Provided that the true value of p is never exactly equal to 0 (i.e. the integration
limit originally written as 0 can be taken to be a limitingly small value €), the
quantity '—p’ can be factored out and this can be rewritten:

1 N—n
_ dp N! . 1
I = (—1 N n/ 7PN+TL n<1> 4

2= (1) p=e NN —n)! D )

Expressing the polynomial term on the right as a series summation:

_ (_1\N—n ! dp N! g _1\¢ N—n N4n*—n—i
S s = DY) (") )
1 N—-n N (N—n) ) N.—n
= (n!(i\f—n)! Z = N—i—n*( —Zn)—i+ 1 (©)

1=0

In the above series summation ngg n) , the summation variable ¢ can be replaced

by the alternative ' = (N —n) —i. The binomial coefficients will be identical. Also,
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since the resulting sum runs backwards over the original limits, the limits on the
series summation can be inverted to get the usual summation direction with an
increasing index value. The term (N + n* —n + 1 —4) in the denominator of the
fraction then becomes ((N +n* —n +1) — (N —n) + ). The (—1) term becomes
(—=1)N=7=% which can be written alternatively as (—1)V =" (=1)" = ¢ (—1)". Do-
ing all of this, realizing that the o cancels the leading (—1)V~" term and removing
the primes:

(N—n) N—n

L= z; = (”*(+ 13'2') "

Recognizing the series summation:
1.) over i as Eq (2) above with L = N —n and U = n* + 1,

N!

1
2= n!(N —n)! ((n* + 1)(N+]7:;_nn+l)> (8)

and writing the binomial coefficients out as factorials

N (N —n)!(n* +1)!
I2_n!(N—n)! <(N+n*—n+1)!(n*+1)) )

N! n*!
2= n! <(N+n*—n+1)!> (10)
I N! n*!
Tl (N +n*—n+1)!

Replacing the expression for Is into the numerator of the ratio-of-integrals ex-
pression for (p;) with n* = n;+1 and in the denominator of the ratio with n* = n;
gives:

NY(n;+1)!
(py) = nl(N+2)!  ni+1
7 " Npg! ’
ni!(z\?ﬂ)! N+2

which is seen to be a form of (0) for B=2 .

The expected value (p;?) can also be obtained from the above expression similarly
by replacing n* = n; + 2 in the form of I in the numerator. One may then
subtract the square of the above expectation for (p;) to get an expected value for
the variance:

(n; +2)(ni +1)

(%) = (N +3)(N +2)
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ng41Y ([N—n+1 i1\ ((N+2)—(ni+1)
(pi%) — (pi)? = <Ni2(>]\f<+;v)+2 ) _ <N12>(<N+?])V)+2 )

Note that these expected values for the parameter p and its standard deviation
differ significantly from the usual estimators for binomial parameters obtained by
maximizing the logarithm of the probability, but the two values approach each
other asymptotically for large N. This suggests that the usual estimators for p
and its standard deviation are biased estimators (unequal to the expected values
for a given observation) contrary to prior assumptions based on maximization of
likelihood. The estimators here may prove to be useful for finite IV, as indicated
by the test results shown above.

5.3 For B=3:

The Bayesian expectation value (p;) is given again by the ratio of two integrals,
both of which may represented by the following equation:

132/;:0 /qll:; m:ﬁi‘mml(l—p—tn)N*"*mldtn dp (11)
where n* = n; + 1 in the numerator of the ratio of integrals, n* = n; in the
denominator of the ratio of integrals, and p = p; and n = n; . This corresponds to
a histogram with three bins having respective probabilities p , ¢; , and (1 —p—q1)
. We wish to get the expected value for p given, n observations in the p-bin, my
observations in the ¢;-bin, and N —n —mj observations in the (1 —p — ¢;)-bin (N
total observations).

Provided that the true value of ¢; is never exactly equal to 0 (i.e. the integration
limit originally written as 0 can be taken to be a limitingly small value €; this is
extended, in anticipation, to the other integration variable as well), and letting:

AI=N-n—m

Ay=N-n+1 |
this can be rewritten:

1 "1-p dqi dp N! * 1-—
A 1 ap N— P N—n—
I3 = (-1t / e Pt T ——) T
p=e Jgy=e n!m1 (N —n —mq)! q1

(12)

Expressing the polynomial term on the right as a series summation:

Iy = (—1)™1 /1 /1_” _dadp N (13)

p=e Jgy=¢ n!m1!(N —n —my)!

(Nen—m1i) o , v
( > (=ntp” ( nl ml)(lfp)ltnN*"*f')

1=0

1 dp N! (Nonomy) o pn® (N=nmma) (g - pyN=ndl
I3 = (1)1 / — P < > - ( ) (14)
» .

=e n!m!(N —n —mq)! N-n—i+4+1
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=01 ./p:6 A (N — 1 —ma)t (15)

N-—-—n—i1+1

(N—n—-mq) ] (N—ni—ml)me —n+1<1,%)an+1
(=1)
1=0

1 dp N!
I3 = (—1)41t42 / I S, (16)
p=e n!mi!(N —n —mq)!

N—n+1) (N—n—my) N—n+41\(N—n—m1\, N4n*—n—j+1
¢ ) Z ! (71)i+j ( J )( i )p
ji=o0 izo N—-n—i+1
A|+A (N=n+1) (N—n—m1) N—n+1)(N-n—my
fpo DMz (DT A (G an
nlmi!(N —n — mq)! =0 i=0 (N+n*—n—354+2)(N—-—n—i+1)

. . A, . .
In each of the above series summations Zfl :)0 , the summation variable u, can

be replaced by the alternative u.’ = Ax — px. The binomial coefficients will be
identical. Also, since the resulting sums run backwards over the original limits, the
limits on the summations can be inverted to the usual direction with an increasing
index value. Each term (Q, — p,) in the denominator of the fraction then becomes
(Qx— Ax+11). The (—1)2#~ term becomes (—1)2A4=~2#" which can be written
alternatively as (—1)2 4= (=1)2#" = g (—1)2#=", Doing all of this, realizing that
the o cancels the leading (—1)2 4+ term and removing the primes:

N— N—n— N-—n+1 N—-—n—m
L N1 (N—n+1) ( nzml)(fl)i*—j ( ; )( : 1) s
nimi(N —n —mq)! i=o (n* +1+35)(m1+1+4)

Recognizing the series summations:
1.) over j as Eq (2) above with L=N —n+1and U =n* +1,
2.) over i as Eq (2) above with L= N —n—mj and U =m + 1,

N! 1
= 19
e (T ) w

and writing the binomial coefficients out as factorials

s N! < (N —n+D)!I(n* + DN —n —mp)!(mg +1)! >

(20)
(N+n*—n+2)(N—-n+1)(n* +1)(m1 + 1)

T nlmi!(N —n —mq)!

_ N (n* +1)!(my + 1)!
= nlm! ((N+n* —n+2)!(n* +1)(my + 1)) (21)

I — N! (( n*l(my)! > (22)

~nlmy! \(N +n* —n+2)!
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7 N! n*!
Pl (N +n*—n+2)!

Placing the expression for I3 in the numerator of the ratio for (p;) with n* = n;+1
and placing it in the denominator of the ratio for (p;) with n* = n; gives:

(py) = nl(N3)!  ni+1
i T T Nt T ’

which is seen to be a form of (0) for B=3 .
Likewise replacing n* in the numerator of the ratio of integrals with n 4 2 gives:

(ni +2)(n; +1)

(pi®) = (N +4)(N +3)

nl) (U -Goh))

(N +4)

(pi®) — (pi)? = <

5.4 For B=/:

The expectation value (p;) is yet again given by the ratio of two integrals, both of
which may represented by the following equation:

1 1—p rl—p—qg N!
Iy :/ / / X (23)
p=0Jq9=0Jq1=0 n!mi!ma!(N —n — mg — mq)!

* 9 —_—n— —
P a2™2a1™ (1 —p — a2 —q)N T2 ™ dgy dgs dp

where n* = n; + 1 in the numerator of the ratio of integrals, n* = n; in the
denominator of the ratio of integrals, and p = p; and n = n; . This corresponds
to a histogram with four bins having respective probabilities p , ¢2 , g1 , and
(1—p—q2—q1) . We wish to get the expected value for p given, n observations
in the p-bin, mo observations in the go-bin, m observations in the ¢;-bin, and
N — n —mg — my observations in the (1 —p — g2 — ¢1)-bin (/N total observations).
Provided that the true value of ¢; is never exactly equal to 0 (i.e. the integration
limit originally written as 0 can be taken to be a limitingly small value €; this is
extended, in anticipation, to the other integration variables as well), and letting:

A =N-—-n—mg—my

As=N-—-n—mg+1

A3£N—TL+2 s
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this can be rewritten:

1 1—7 1—p— !
I, = (—I)Al / / P P—q2 dqy dgz dp N! «
p=c Jgy=c Jq;=¢ n!mi!ma!(N —n — mg — mq)!

p— N—n—mg—m
* g N—m—m 1—p—aq2 2 1
p" q2"2q N T2 (1* E—

q1

Expressing the polynomial term on the right as a series summation:

1 1— 1—p— !
Is = (71)141 / / P P—ag dqy dqs dp N! <
p=e Jap=¢ Jqy=¢ n!mi!ma!(N —n —mj — ma)!

i=0 B

(N—n—mg—my) o _
( > (—1)f p" ™2 (N o ml)(l—p—q2)iq1N7"7'"27"

1 1-p dga dp N!
Iy = (- / / 2 P

X
Jp=e Jgg=e n!mi!ma!(N —n — m1 — ma)!

(N—n—mg—mq) ; pn*q2m2 (N_W'_T'z_m’l)(l7p7q2)N_n_m'2+1
-1
i;() =D N—-n—mg—1t+1

R S
p=e Jgg=e n!mi!ma!(N —n —mi — ma)!

1=0

o _ * (N—n— — N — 1 1— N—n—mog+1
(N—n §2 ”Ll)(71)7‘, pm ( n Tz ml)q2 n+ o= q2p) 2
N—-—n—mg—1i+4+1

Iy = (—1)*itAz /1 /171) daz dp N! x
Jp=e Jgz=e n!mi!ma!(N —n —mi — mg)!

((N—n—m2+1) (N—n—mg—mq)

i=o izo0 N—-n—mg—1i+1

1 !
1= (-ptitaz [ v Nt y
p=e n!mi!ma!(N —n —mq1 — ma)!

((N—n—m2+1)(N—n—m2—m1) N—n—mg+1

Z (_1)i+j Pn,*( - )(N_"_TQ_ml)(lfp)N_""’?)

=0 =0 (N—-n—j+2)(N—-—n—mg—i+1)

Iy = (71)A1+A2+A3 /1 dp N! %
p=c n!mi!mo!(N —n —mj3 — ma)!

((N7n7m2+1)(N7n7m27m1 N—n—mg+1

Z (71)1_4”_ p"* (N—n—jm2+l) (N—n—:n,z—'m,l)q2N—n—j+1(1 _ F)j>

)(—1)z'+j ( J )(N*"’T2*m1)pN+n*,n+z(1 _ %>N7n+2

j=0 i=0 (N—=n—j+2)(N—-—n—-mgy—i+l)

(24)

(25)

(26)

(27)

(28)

(29)

(30)
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1 1
Iy = (-1t AatAs / v N x (31)
p=e n!mi!mo!(N —n — my — mg)!

(_1)i+j+lc ( k J

(N—n+2) (N=n—ma+1) (N—n—my—my)
(N—-n—j+2)(N—n—mo—1i+1)

N—n+2) (N—n—m2+1) (N—n—m2—m1)pN+n*_n_k+2)
j i

k=0 j=0 i=0

(—1)A1tA2+A43 N
Iy = x (32)
nlmi!ma! (N —n —mj — mg)!

J 7
(N+n*—n—k+3)(N—-—n—-—7+2)(N—n—mg—i+1)

<(N*71+2)(N*"*m2+1>(N*"*m2*m1)(_1)i+j+k (N—g+‘2) (animﬁl) (N’7‘*'f_"2’7'L1) )

k=0 i=0 i=0

In each of the above series summations Zﬁf“:)(] , the summation variable u, can
be replaced by the alternative .’ = A — px. The binomial coefficients will be
identical. Also, since the resulting sums run backwards over the original limits, the
limits on the summations can be inverted to the usual direction with an increasing
index value. Each term (Q, — p,) in the denominator of the fraction then becomes
(Qx— Ax+11s). The (—1)2#+ term becomes (—1)2=A4=~2#" which can be written
alternatively as (—1)2 4« (=1)2#" = g (—1)2#~", Doing all of this, realizing that
the o cancels the leading (—1)2“* term and removing the primes:

N! L
I = (—1)HITR (33)

n!mi!ma!(N —n — mj — mo)!

(N—n+2) (N—n—mg+1) (N—n—mg—mq)
k=0 i=0 i=0

(N—:-f—Q) (anfjm2+1) (anf'rinzf'/nl) >
(n* + 1+ k)(m2 4+ 14 j5)(m1 +141i)
Recognizing the series summations:
1.) over k as Eq (2) above with L=N —n+2and U =n*+1,
2.) over j as Eq (2) above with L=N —n—mg+ 1 and U = mgy + 1,
3.) over i as Eq (2) above with L=N —n —mg —mj and U =my + 1,

N!
Iy = X (34)
n!mi!ma! (N —n —mj — mg)!

1
* n*—n —n N—-—n—mg+1
(<” + 1)(NJIr\I—n+2+3) (m2 + 1>(N7Nn77:22+1)<m1 + 1)(N—n—'m.22—7n1) )
and writing the binomial coefficients out as factorials

N!
Iy = x (35)
n!mi!mo!(N —n —mj — mg)!

<(N +n* —n4+2)!(n* + DN —n —mo + 1)!(mg + DI(N —n — mo — my)!(my + 1)!)
(N+n*—n+3)(N—-—n+2)(N—n—mo+ 1)(n* +1)(mo + 1)(my + 1)
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I N! < (n* + 1)l(mg + 1) (mq +1)! > (36)
T nlmytme! \ (N 40 —n 4 3)!(n* + 1)(mag + 1)(my + 1)

P (( n*l(ma)!(m )'> (37)

nlmy!ma! \ (N + n* —n + 3)!

N! n*!
n! (N +n* —n+ 3)!

Iy =

Placing the expression for I4 in the numerator of the ratio for (p;) with n* = n;+1
and placing it in the denominator of the ratio for (p;) with n* = n; gives:

N!(n;+1)!
(ps) = nI(N+4)!  ni+1
i = T Nhngd )
m!(]\?—&—iﬂ)! N +4

which is seen to be a form of (0) for B=4 .
Likewise replacing n* in the numerator of the ratio of integrals with n 4 2 gives:

(ni +2)(ni +1)

(%) = (N +5)(N +4)

B ) ()

(N +5)

(i) = (pi)* = (

5.5 For B=5:

The expectation value (p;) is given again by the ratio of two integrals, both of
which may represented by the following equation:

1 l1—p rl-p—g3 [rl—p—493—q2 N!
Is = X (38)
p=0Jq3=0Jq3=0 q1=0 n!mi!ma!mg!(N —n — m3 — ma — mq)!

.
. 1 Ne—n— e —
p" q3"3q2"2q1" (1 —p—q3—q2—q1)" " "3 ™27 Mldg; dgy dg3 dp

where n* = n; + 1 in the numerator of the ratio of integrals, n* = n; in the
denominator of the ratio of integrals, and p = p; and n = n; . This corresponds
to a histogram with five bins having respective probabilities p , ¢3 , ¢2 , ¢1 ,
and (1 —p —q3 — q2 — q1) . We wish to get the expected value for p given, n
observations in the p-bin, mg observations in the g3-bin, mo observations in the
@o-bin, m; observations in the ¢;-bin, and N — n — mg3 — mg — my observations in
the (1 —p — g3 — g2 — ¢1)-bin (N total observations).

Provided that the true value of ¢; is never exactly equal to 0 (i.e. the integration
limit originally written as 0 can be taken to be a limitingly small value €; this is
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extended, in anticipation, to the other integration variables as well), and letting:

A1=N—-—n—m3—mg—my

As=N-—-—n—m3—mag+1

A3=N-—-n—mgz+2

Ay =N-n+3 |

this can be rewritten:

; /1 /-1—p /kqg—p /kp—qg—qz (—=1)41 dq; dqo dgs dp N! (39)
5 = X
=e Jq3=0Jq3=0 q1=0 nlmilmg!ms!(N — n — m3 — mg — mq)!

1-—p—q3—q2 YN =n—mg—mg—m;

q1

n*

m m N—n—mg—m
p" 43"3q2"2q1 3721~

Expressing the polynomial term on the right as a series summation:

"1 "l—p rl—p—q3 [l—p—qg3—q2 d d. dp N!
Is = (—1)A1 / / / / q2 dgz dp « (40)
p=c Jqz=c Jqp=¢ q1=0 n!mi!mo!mg!(N —n — mj — ma — m3)!

(—1)" p™" g™ ga™2 (N i Ch m3,_ mo —mq
k2

((N—n—ma—mQ—ml)

)(1 e p—qs— q2>iqlN—n—7n3—7n2—i)
i=0

1 l—p rl—p—gq3 dqgp dg3z dp N!
Is = (-1™ / / 2 245 x (41)
p=e Jaz=¢ Jqp=¢ n!mi!ma!mz!(N —n — mj; — ma — mg)!
(N—n—mg—mg—m1) P g™ gy 2 (N77L777L3.77n277n1)(1 p— g5 — qg)N—m—mg—ma+1
i K
(-1*
i=0 N-n—-—mg—mz—i+1
1 1-p rl-p—q3 dga dq3z dp N!
Is = (—1)A1+42 / / / q2 dq3 dp y (42)
Jp=e Jgz=e Jqgy=¢ nlmi!lma!mz!(N —n — mj — mg — mg3)!
(N—n—mg—mg—m1) ) pn*q3m3 (N*nfm:;ifmzfml)qQN—n7m3+1(1 _ 1—Z—qS )N*'ﬂfmgfszrl
-1 2
i=0 N-—-n—-—m3—mo—i+1

1
Is = (—1)A1t+A2 /

1-p rl—p—gq3 dqa dq3z dp N!
/ / q2 dq3 dp « (43)
p=c Jq3= =

3=c Jgg=e¢ nlmilmg!ms!(N — n — m; — mg — m3)!

(N—n—mg—mg+1) (N—n—mg—mg—m1) o
(_1)1+J x

Jj=0 i=0
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i

p"* a3™3 (N77L77,3'377YL2+1) (N77L717L3v77n277n1)q2N—n—m3—j+1(1 —p— qs)j
N-—-n—m3—mg—1i+1

Is = (—1)A1+42 /1 /l—p dqz dp N! (a0)
p=e Jgzg=e nlmi!ma!lmz! (N —n —mj3 — ma — m3)!
(N—n—mg—mg+1) (N—n—mg—mg—m1) o
(_1)1+J x
Jj=0 i=0
o g3 (anf'nl:;g—nlg‘f*l) (anfmgfmzﬂnl)(1 —p— gg)N—n-ma+2
(N=n—-m3—j+2)(N—-—n—-m3g—mz—i+1)
Iy = (—1)A1TA2+43 /1 /1*1’ dqs dp N! (45)
5 =
p=e Jag=e n!mi!malmgzg!(N —n — m3 — ma — m3)!
(N—n—mg—mog+1) (N—n—mgz—ms—mq1) -
(71)14’] x
Jj=0 i=0
n* (an—m37nL2+1) (anf'rn377n27m1) N-—n+2 (1 _ 1—p)N7T"77”‘3+2
p j b a3 a3
(N—-n—m3—j+2)(N—-—n—m3—mg —i+1)
Is = (—1)A1tA2+43 /1 /1—1’ dgqz dp N! (46)
p=e Jgg=e n!milma!mgz!(N —n — m3 — ma — m3)!
(N—n—mg3+2) (N—n—mg—mo+1) (N—n—mg—mg—m1) -
(_1)’1+J+k x
k=0 =0 =0
*(N—n—mg+2 N—-n—mg—mo+1 N—-n—mg—mog—m N—-—n—k+2 k
" ( P )( B )( 5m2 1)q3 " (1-p)
(N—-—n—m3—j+2)(N—-—n—m3—mg—1i+1)
I = (_pA1+Aztag [T dp N! a7
5 =(—1) (47)
p=c n!mi!ma!mg! (N —n —mj; — mg — m3)!
(N—n—mg3+2) (N—n—mg—mo+1) (N—n—mg—mg—m1) -
(_1)’t+]+k x
k=0 =0 =0
p"* (anfkngrQ) (N—n—mjs—ngrl) (N—n—mgi—mz—ml)(l _ p)N7"+3
(N—-n—k+3)(N—-—n—-—m3—7+2)(N—n—m3g—moy—i+1)
1 dp N!
Iy = (—1)A1 T A2t Az A / P (48)

p=e n!milmalmz! (N —n —mj; — mg — m3)!

(N—n—mg+2) (N—n—mg—mg+1) (N—n—mg—mg—m1)
(_1)'i+j+k x

k=0 J

0 i=0
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N-n—-mg3+2\ (N—n—mg—mg+1\ (N—n—mz—mg—m1\ N+n*—n+3(; _ 1\NVN—n+3
(e (e ( A Jpir (- )
(N—-n—k+3)(N—-n—-—-m3—7+2)(N—n—m3g—mo—i+1)

1 I
I = (—1)A1tA2+A3+4, / dp N1 X (49)
p=e n!milmalmg! (N —n — mj — mg — mg)!

(N=n+3) (N—n—m3+2) (N—n—mg—mo+1) (N—n—mg—mg—my)
> > > > (~1)THIFERE
£=0 k=0 j=0 i=0

i

(N7n+3) (N—n—m3+2) (N7n77n37m,2+1> (an—rns—771277n1)p1\]+71* —n—£+3
4 k J i )

(N-n—k+3)(N—-—n—-—m3—7+2)(N—n—m3—mo —1i+1)

(—1)A1+As+A3+AL N
Is = X (50)
n!mi!mg!mg!(N —n — mj; — ma — m3)!

(N—n+3) (N—n—mg+2) (N—n—ms3—mg+1) (N—n—mg—mg—m1)
> > 2 > (~)THEEE
=0 k=0 j=0 i=0

(N—n+3) (N7n7m3+2) (N—n—ma—m2+1) (N—”n,—m,s—m2—m1)
3 k J i >

(N+n*—n—L+4+4)(N—-—n—k+3)(N—n—m3—3j+2)(N—-—n—m3—mg—1i+1)

To summarize the recursive procedure to this point, at each step in the in-
tegration one factors out the negative of the next integration variable from the
polynomial term raised to the power, which also introduces a leading (—1)‘4* term.
The leading constant "1’ in the resulting polynomial is ”eliminated” by using the
binomial theorem to express the polynomial raised to a power as a series with
binomial coefficients. This step also introduces a (—1)#~ term. Integration with
respect to the current integration variable introduces a term to the resulting de-
nominator that contains the summation index from the new binomial expansion.
The binomial series summation index that appears in the exponent of the term
that contains the variables remaining to be integrated is cancelled upon multiply-
ing this term by a new term, containing the same polynomial raised to a power.
This new term arises upon substituting the upper integration limit into the most
recently evaluated definite integral.

From the formula for the binomial expansion, the upper limit of each newly
added series summation is identical to the term in the upper slot of the newly in-
troduced binomial coefficient and the value of both of these is equal to the value of
the exponent of the original polynomial term, prior to its expansion as a binomial
series. Starting at the right, the upper limit to the first summation starts from
the 'dependent’ number of observations in the final bin (N —n — ). m;). At each
stage, the original exponent from the prior integrated variable, m,_1, is added to
its negative in this expression, and so vanishes from the upper limit of the next
series summation. The index-containing product-terms appearing in the denomi-
nator at each stage derive from the exponent of the integrand. Even at the first
stage, the first exponent m, from the first integrand is canceled in this term in the
denominator. At each stage k, (save for the stage with n*) the newly introduced
denominator term has the current integration variable’s original exponent, m, in
the upper limit of the current summation, replaced by (—p, + 1) , where pu, is the
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new binomial series summation index that has been introduced at this stage (stage
number k). Since 1 is added at each stage, the numeric term in each denominator
product term thus becomes k. At the last stage, the multinomial exponent (n) is
not similarly replaced in the denominator term but appears with an additional (n*)
term added, since we were paying special attention to the original exponent n* of
the p term.

To continue with the derivation for I5, in each of the series summations Z,(:K:)o
in the last equation, the summation variable p, can be replaced by the alterna-
tive pu.’ = Ax — pe. The binomial coefficients will be identical. Also, since the
resulting sums run backwards over the original limits, the limits on the summa-
tions can be inverted to the usual direction with an increasing index value. Each
term (Qx — py) in the denominator of the fraction then becomes (Q, — A, + ).
The (—1)2#* term becomes (—1)24==2#" which can be written alternatively as
(—1)2 4 (=1)2#" = g (=1)2#", Doing all of this, realizing that the o cancels
the leading (—1)2 4+ term and removing the primes:

N!
Is = X (51)
n!mi!ma!mg!(N —n — mq — ma — m3)!

X

(N—n+3) (N—n—mg+2) (N—n—mg—mgo+1) (N—n—mg—mgo—m7q)
(71)77+.7'+k+@

£=0 k=0 j=0 i=0

R T Rl (SR )

(n*4+14+£L)(m3+1+k)(mo+1+j5)(m1 +1+41)

Recognizing the series summations:
1.) over £ as Eq (2) above with L =N —n+3 and U =n* 41,
2.) over k as Eq (2) above with L=N —n—mg+2and U =m3 + 1,
3.) over j as Eq (2) above with L=N —n—mg—ma+1and U =mgy + 1,
4.) over i as Eq (2) above with L = N —n —mg —mg —mj and U = my + 1,

N!
Is = x (52)
n!mi!ma!mg!(N —n —mj; — mo — m3)!

1
. *_ —nte N—n— N—n—m3—
((" + 1)(N7vnfnf3+4)(m3 + 1)(N7]vn77:;+2)(m2 + 1)(anling"lﬁ§+1)(ml + 1)(Nfr,fini';i,,lzr‘jil) )
and writing the binomial coefficients out as factorials

N!
Is = x (53)
nlmi!ma!mg!(N —n — mi — mo — m3)!

(N —n+3)!(n* +1)I(N —n—mg+2)!(m3 + 1)I(N —n —mg — ma + 1)I(ma + 1)I(N —n — mg — mg — mq)!(my1 + 1)!
(N+n*—n+4)(N —n+3)(N —-n—m3+2){(N —n—m3g —ma + 1)(n* + 1)(m3 + 1)(mg + 1)(m1 + 1)

Is =

Nt < (n* + 1) (mg + 1)/ (ma + 1)!(my + 1)! ) (54)

(N +n* —n 44 (n* + 1)(m3 + 1)(mz + 1)(m1 + 1)

nlmi!molms!
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Lo N <nn@n9unmn@ng!> (55)

©nlmy!ma!ma! \ (N +n* —n +4)!

Thus upon using Eq. 2 to simplify the series summations that result from integra-
tion, each binomial coefficient term in the original denominator after this simplifica-
tion contributes two factorial terms to the numerator and one to the denominator.
One of the numerator-factorial terms cancels the preceding denominator-factorial
term. The other numerator-factorial term, when combined with the non-factorial
(%) term from Eq. 2, cancels a multinomial exponent-factorial term that appears
in the denominator of the leading normalization constant term. The numerator-
factorial term from the binomial coefficient for the first integration has no preceding
term to cancel, but instead cancels the factorial term in the normalization constant
derived from the multinomial exponent for the last bin (i.e. N —n — ). m;). The
only remaining terms are the denominator-factorial term arising from the binomial
coefficient from the last stage, the n*! and n! terms, which would have canceled
if we were not keeping track of n*, and the N! term from the numerator of the
normalization coefficient.

I NI n*l
Tl (N +n* —n+4)!

Placing the expression for I5 in the numerator of the ratio for (p;) with n* = n;+1
and placing it in the denominator of the ratio for (p;) with n* = n; gives:

Nl(n;+1)!
(ps) = nI(N¥5)!  ni+ 1
i T T Nt ’
m!(]\?ﬂ)! N+5

which is seen to be a form of (0) for B=5 .
Likewise replacing n* in the numerator of the ratio of integrals with n + 2 gives:

(n; +2)(n; +1)
(N +6)(N+5)

(pi%) =

B ) (Eleel))

In general then for B bins:

7 N! n*!
Pl (N+n*—n+ (B-1)

Expectation values for higher integer powers of p, (p*), can be obtained by re-
placing n* in the numerator of the ratio of integrals with n + z and leaving n* in
the denominator of this ratio at n. When z is not an integer, expected values may
be calculated by similarly substituting for n* using the more general form for I'g
with gamma functions:
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N!'T(n*+1)
Ip =
n! I'(N +n* —n+ B)

as the expression for the integral to be used in the numerator of the ratio of
integrals.

6. Discussion and Conclusions

In conclusion, the expected value of the parameter (p;) for each bin i of a typi-
cal histogram following the multinomial distribution is calculated as though each
bin in the histogram starts with a single (one) 'phantom’ observation. All such
phantom observations from all histogram bins are included in both the numerator
and denominator of the ratios used to estimate each p; and its standard deviation.
The expected values of the square of the standard deviation for p; is calculated
using similar phantom observations in each bin, but requires an extra ”+41” in the
outer denominator similar to the ”—1” which appears when calculating the square
of the standard deviation for an average. For large values of B (many bins) and
typical sub-infinite numbers of measurements, the difference between the expected
value estimate and the maximum likelihood estimate for both (p;) and its standard
deviation is significant, particularly for those bins of the histogram for which few
observations have been found to occur.

The appearance of the number of histogram bins in the expression for (p) is
unusual, in that it means that the expected value for p for the same experiment will
vary depending on the model that is chosen. For example, imagine an experiment
being modeled as a binomial one (2 histogram bins) for which the number of
observations in Bin A is 6 and the number of observations in Bin B is 4. The
value of (p) for Bin A would be {5 (or 0.58 £ 0.27, at £1.96 standard deviations).
Suppose instead that the model is switched to a trinomial one by splitting Bin B
into Bin B’ and Bin C’ with 3 of the original 4 observations from Bin B in Bin
B’, 1 of them in Bin C’, and with all 6 original observations still in Bin A. In this
case, the value of (p) for Bin A would change to {5 (or 0.54 +0.26) even though
Bin A had not changed and the total number of observations had not changed. If
Bin B were randomly split so that the total number of bins including bin A was
100 without changing A, then the expected value for Bin A, still having 6 out of
10 actual observations, would switch to % (or 0.064 £ 0.045)!

One must also remember, however, that assumptions were made about no his-
togram bin having an a priori reason for its probability being exactly equal to
zero, as must be the case when the number of bins greatly exceeds the number of
observations. When the number of bins is 10 in the previous example, the same as
the number of observations and the worst case for which no bin has an a priori
reason to have a p value of 0, then (p) for bin A would be 55 (or 0.35+0.21). Note,
however, that for the alternative particular case of a single observation ”"modeled”
into a binomial distribution (2 bins, 1 observation), despite the fact that one bin
is expected to have zero observations, perhaps due to fortunate happenstance, (p)
still apparently falls into the ’coverage range’ a large fraction of the time. Clearly
the issue at play here is the measurement to parameter — i.e. measurement to
number of bins — ratio. This is related to the probabilities calculated in [5] and
will be addressed in a subsequent paper. The net conclusion here, is that it is not
sufficient to give the expected value (p) for a bin of a multinomial distribution, but
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for clarity, one must specify the total number of bins in the model from which this
expected value was calculated. Whereas the estimators presented here are unbiased
in the statistical sense, since they are precisely equal to the expected values, some
might consider them to be biased in the practical sense because of their dependence
on the model.

Appendix A. Appendix: Binomial Identity Eq. 1

Equation (1) can be derived by integrating both sides of the expression for the

binomial expansion of (1 — x%)L:

Factoring out the U and taking lirq gives:
r—

k=0

1 L
1 v L 1
Ioo=— [ (1 —2v)ldr = —1)k
00 U/( z0)ide =3 ( )<k>Vk+U
0

Using the Wolfram on-line integrator [10] the integral on the left is found to be:

T U V4+U !
Ioo= | = oFy (=, —L —"~.
00 [UQ 1(V’ Ty T )]

z=0

S

For z = 1, Formula 15.1.20 from Abramowitz & Stegun [7] gives:

VU TGN — g+ L) T+ )T+ L)
SRy v Y T G SO r(SU +n) T()T(1+ S+ 1)

which holds whenever L > 0. The ratio of gamma functions simplifies to the form
shown in (1) when % is an integer, however more generally, when neither of U or

V is zero, or necessarily an integer:

L U
k(L 1 (INTA+ A +1L)
;}( 1 <k>Vk+U_<U> ri+4%+1r)
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Test of the Binomial Confidence Interval
for the Unbiased Estimators (vary n.ps)
x = 1.960

—_
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(Fraction of 100000 Total Trials )

0.90  Pirue = 0.500 |
-~ Ptrue = 0.333
Prue = 0.200
\ \ \ \
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Trials with pyrye within Estimated Interval

Nops, Number of Observations Per Trial

Figure 1. Tests of the unbiased estimators for the binomial p and its standard deviation using pseudo-
random binomial variates. Compare with Fig. 1 from either of [3, 4]. The percentage of trials with pirue
found within 1.96 estimated standard deviations of the estimate of the mean is fairly close to the asymp-
totically expected value of 0.950 for nearly all values of n,ps from 1 to 100. This is in contrast with some
of the earlier estimators for which coverage was variable and inconsistent for smaller values of n.,s. The
point for n = 1 for the plot with ptrue = 0.200 had a fractional ”coverage” value of 0.800, which was
outside of the range; this point was omitted for clarity.

Test of the Binomial Confidence Interval
for the Unbiased Estimators (Small p Value)
Prue = 0.006, k = 1.960

=
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S
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Nobs, Number of Observations Per Trial

Trials with pgyye within Estimated Interval

Figure 2. Tests of the unbiased estimators for the binomial p and its standard deviation for a small value
of ptrue using pseudo-random binomial variates. Compare with Fig. 2 of [3]. The percentage of trials with
Ptrue found within 1.96 estimated standard deviations of the estimate of the mean is fairly close to the
asymptotically expected value of 0.950 for all values of n,ps from 1 to 2000. The oscillatory transitions for
the unbiased estimators occur for values of nyps that are 2 less than the earlier observed transition points
for the standard estimators, but the coverage for the unbiased estimators remains near or above 95%.
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Test of the Binomial Confidence Interval

for the Unbiased Estimators (vary pirye)
neps = 20,30,50,100; k = 1.960

Nobs = 20
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Nobs = 50
0.98 ——Tgps = 100

<
)
>

I
Ne)
=~

<
©
N}
T
|

|
0.00 020 040 0.60 0.80 1.00

DPtrue;
Value Used to Generate Random Variate

I
©
S

(Fraction of 100000 Total Trials )

Trials with pge within Estimated Interval

Figure 3. Tests of the unbiased estimators for the binomial p and its standard deviation, varying p for 4
relatively small fixed values of n,ps, the number of observations per trial. Compare with Figs. 3, 5, & 11
of [3]. The percentage of trials with pirue found within 1.96 estimated standard deviations of the estimate
of the mean is fairly close to the asymptotically expected value of 0.950 for all values of n,ps. As the
value of n,ps increases, the coverage tends to approach the 95% level, particularly for values of p near 0.5.
Coverage tends to be greater than 95% for very high and very low values of p, with the smaller values of
Neps transitioning first to this high-coverage tendency near the point: min (ptrue, 1 — Ptrue) = 1.96 oest,
where oest is based on pirye-

Expected Width of Confidence Interval
for Different Estimators of Binomial p
(Interval Length Limited By p = 0 and p = 1)

Nops = 25, k = 1.960

T T T T
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Figure 4. A comparison between expected lengths for the ’95% confidence intervals’ (i.e. zones of +1.96
estimated standard deviations) for different estimators of p and its standard deviation [1, 6, 8, 9] for the
particular case ngps = 25. Compare with Fig. 8 of [3]. The calculations do not confirm earlier plots [3, 4]
demonstrating a marked increase in the length of the expected confidence interval for the Agresti-Coull
estimators [1] relative to that for the Wilson estimators [9]. The gnu Fortran programs for our calculation
of this expected length, for different assumptions about how the confidence intervals near boundaries at
p =0 and p = 1 may have been treated, is available on request.



