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Abstract

In ordinal symbolic dynamics, transcripts describe thesltgic relationship between ordinal patterns.
Using the concept of transcript, we exploit the mathembstracture of the group of permutations to de-
rive properties and relations among information measufekeosymbolic representations of time series.
These theoretical results are then applied for the assessfieoupling directionality in dynamical sys-
tems, where suitable coupling directionality measuresrdareduced depending only on transcripts. These
novel measures estimate information flow in lower space dgoa and reduce to well-established cou-
pling directionality quantifiers when some general coodsi are satisfied. Furthermore, by generalizing
the definition of transcript to ordinal patterns offdrent lengths, several of the commonly used information

directionality measures can be encompassed within the Bamework.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The study of dynamical behavior in interacting complex egst is relevant in dierent fields
of sciencel[1, 2]. Developments in the area of non-linearadyics and the use of information
theoretic approaches have greatly contributed to the stateting of ubiquitous phenomena like
synchronization[3] and collective behavior in spatialktended systems|[4, 5]. Great attention
has recently been paid to the study of causality and the sreees of coupling directionality in
dynamical systems [6-9]. Granger causality [10] was prbbidde first method which introduced
the notion of predictability to detect interaction asymmen linear models. Using the concept
of Granger causality other directionality measures weop@sed to account for non-linear inter-
actions in dynamical systems [11, 12]. Apart from the tiad#él methods based on information
theoretic concepts [8, 9, 13,/14], other authors have suggde¢se use of non-linear state space
reconstruction([6] and the phase-slope of cross spectraTig characterization and detection
of information flow has also been investigated from the vieinpof ordinal symbolic dynamics
[15]. Several approaches have been proposed suggestiagtades of the use of ordinal symbolic

dynamics like computationafiéciency and robustness against noise [16—19].

Ordinal time series analysis is a particular form of symbalnalysis whose “symbols” are
ordinal patterns of a given length> 2. This concept was introduced by C. Bandt and B. Pompe
in their seminal paper [20], in which they also introducednpégtation entropy as a complexity
measure of time series. Since then, ordinal time serieysisdlas found a number of interesting
applications in biomedical sciences, physics, engingefinance, statistics, etc. One important
aspect of this new tool in data analysis is the fact that thénat patterns of length, which can
be identified with permutations @f objects, have a well-known mathematical structure. Indeed
permutations build a (non-commutative) multiplicativegp called the symmetric group of order
L. The mathematical structure of the symmetric group is atgddoy the concept of transcript.
Transcripts were introduced in [21] and applied for chaazing the synchronization behavior of
two coupled, chaotic oscillators. In this work we will prasa further application, this time to the

characterization of the coupling directionality betweienet series.
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II. THEORETICAL SETTING

Let (X.)nen, D€ @ Sequence whose elemexidelong to a set endowed with a total ordering
<. TheL-block X" = o, Xo,7, ..., Xnr_1y7 CAN be associated to tioedinal L-patternz =

(7o, ..., mL-1)) as follows,

Xn+7r0T < Xn+7r1T <..< Xl"l+7T(L_1)T’

where in case; = X;, we agree to se{ < x; if, say,i < j. Here, T> 1 is atime delay used for the
construction of ordinal patterns. Therefore, an ordinglattern (or ordinal patterns of length)
is the permutation of the integer numbers 0, 1. -, 1 indicating the rank ordering (according to
their size) of the elements, X,.1, ..., Xn+(L-1y7, Wherenis arbitrary, T> 1, andL > 2. Specifically,
7 = (o, ..., {L-1)) May be identified with the permutatiomr- 7, 0 <i < (L - 1).

The set of ordinal-patterns forms a finite non-Abelian group of ordér(the so-calledsym-

metric groupS,), when equipped with the product of permutations defined as
OO ={TrygsOrpsevos T y)s (1)
with the inverse element being given by
at = o(no, ..., 1),
and the unity by the identity permutation,
id=¢0,1,...,.L-1).

Here,o denotes the sorting operation. For exangi2 0, 1) = (1, 2, 0).
The algebraic structure &, is exploited by the concept of transcripts. In fact, beSiga
group, givene, 8 € Sy, there always exists aniquer = 7,5 € S, calledtranscript from the

source patterr to thetarget patterns, such that
Toa =p, (2)

wherer o @ = {(@q, @ry, ..., a7, ) (S€€ Eq.[([1))It follows thatt is a transcript fromw to g if and
only if 7~ is a transcript frong to .. As usual, we will write hereafter the product@findg just
asaf, unless otherwise convenient. As the source patieand the target pattegvary overS,,

their transcript varies according tg; = o ~t. Note that diferent pairs¢, 8) can share the same
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transcript. More generally, givene S, there existiL! pairs (@,8) € S. x S| such thatr is the

transcript froma to 8. Two trivial properties of the transcripts are

o = (Tap) ™ 3)

and
ToyTap = VB Ba™ = By ™" = Tay. (4)
which implies the transitivity of the transcription opeoat. For more properties of the transcripts,
see|[21) 22].
Consider two stationary time series}, {y;}. In turn, they provide two sequenceslebrdinal
patterns{ay} and{By}, respectively. Letpl(a) (p?(8)) be the probability for the source (target)
L-patterne (8) to occur infax} ({B}), and p}(a,B) the joint probability. Then, the probability

function of the transcript9)/ (), 7 € Si, can be written as
iD= > plp)
(a.p)pat=t
Thus, the entropy of the joint probability functicpﬂ and the entropy of the corresponding tran-

script probability functiorp] are defined as
H(@.p) =~ ). pl(e.p)logpl(a.p),
a,BeSL
and
H(®) = - ) pL(r)log pl (7),
TESL

respectively, where we have usddw, ) = H(pﬂ) andH(r) = H(p[) for notational convenience.
The definition of transcripts given by Ed. (2), provides thgehraic relationship between
source and target ordinal patterns. It follows that, givea triple @,f, 1), the knowledge of
any pair of symbols, i.eaf 8), (a, 7), or (3, 1), univocally determines the remaining symbol. This
important property implies
H(a,B) = H(e, 7) = H(B, 7). (5)

More general, given the random variabéés 1 < n < N, with outcomes irS_, then

H(...,an,an+1,...) = H(...,Q’n,Ta,n’aml,...) = H(...,Q’n,Ta,ml’a,n,...) (6)

= H(, Tan ontl, an+1, ) =H (, T+l gn, a”+1, ) (7)
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because any of the random variable pairs explicitly show{@)#(7) can be determined from any

other variable pair.

The concept of coupling complexity was first introducedLlig@][along with two complexity
indices for its quantification. Coupling complexity refécsthe relationship among dynamical
system components; in general, itftdrs from the complexity of the individual components or

from their sum. Here, we consider only one of two coupling ptarity indices proposed, namely

C(a,8) = min{H(a), H(B)} - (H(a. 8) - H(1)). (8)

By means of EqL(5)C(«, 8) can be written as

C(a, B) = min{l(e, 7),1(8,7)}, 9)

wherel denotes mutual information. As mutual information is a pesidefinite quantity, we

demonstrated here again tl@ty, 8) > 0. The complexity indeXC(«, 8) can also be written as

C(e, B) = H(7) —max{H(x | B), H(B | @)}, (10)

whereH(a | B) is a conditional entropy. Sind&(a,8) > 0, Eq. [10) implieH(r) > maxH(« |

B), H(B | @)}. The complexity can be generalized to multivariate time

ginalysis by means of

the following expression

C(at, @2, ...,a™ = min{H(at), H(@?), ..., H(@™)} + H(t12, 723, . . ., T(m-1)m) — H(at, 2, ..., a™

(11)

Clat,d?,...,aM = 1r<rr|<l;1lq (@' T12, T2z, - - - T(m-1)m)> (12)

wherea" denotes the symbolic representation of tHetime series and,-1y, are the transcripts
connecting symbolic representatiads® anda”. A proof of (12) is presented in [23]. Similarly
to the bivariate case, the generalized coupling compléxityariant under the interchange of the
a™s. For instance, consider three symbolic representatigns{si}, and{«;}, and all possible
transcripts{(t, )i}, {(ty.0)i}, and{(rs,)i}. Since given two of the three transcriptss, 7,,, and
75, the third one can be determined \iia (3) and (4), it follows thér, 5, 7,,.) = H(7, 5, T50) =
H(t, ... 75,.) @nd therefore the invariance G{e, 8, y) (see Eq.[(12)) under permutation of its argu-

ments. For a general proof of this property see [23].
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1.  INFORMATION DIRECTIONALITY
A. Methods

The detection of the coupling direction between dynamigaleans requires asymmetric mea-
sures sensitive to the part of information not containedhim jpint past of the systems. The
conditional mutual information (CMI) is such a quantityyivegy been already used in several ap-
plications [14, 24]. We will consider the CMI within the fraawork of ordinal symbolic dynamics
as already proposed infterent approaches [16,/17]. First, we generate symbolieseptations
and transcripts for coupled dynamical systems using lebhgihd delay T. Leta;}, {8i}, {yi} be
three symbolic representations. The CMI can be written beie

|(v.81a)=H({y|a)-H({y B, a) (13)

For{yi} = {ai:a}, With A > 0, Eq. [13) becomes a measure of coupling directionalitywbeeh two
dynamical systems, namely the symbolic transfer ent@yintroduced inl[16]. Thus, using the
asymmetry of the CMI under the interchange of the time sedes can easily construct indices
of information flow, for instance the ﬂiarenceTiY - fo.

Now, we introduce and motivate the use of a new coupling tioeality measure based on the

mutual information of transcripts defined as follows,
I(Ty,m T,B,a) = H(Ty,a) - H(Ty,(t | T,B,(t)' (14)

First, note that EqL(14) is only a function of transcriptéween symbolic representations. Fur-
thermore, it displays the same invariance under the indéergé ofy andg and asymmetry when
interchanging the roles played layandg as Eq. [(1B). Having in mind that transcripts account
for the relationship between symbolic representationg, @amn discover qualitative similarities
between Egs[(13) an@_(14). In fact, one observes that strqmgeaker) dependence between
B andvy, increases (decreases) both informations given by Egb.afi®(14). However, a rele-
vant diference is evident in Ed._(IL4), i.e. the estimate of infororaflow is calculated in lower
dimension.

Let us assume again thigt} = {ai.»} and consider the cagg;} independent ofa;} and{y;}.
Clearly, I(y,B8 | @) = 0 in this case. We are going to show next that the same propettis

for I(t,4,75,) under the additional assumption thathencey) or g are uniformly distributed.
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Indeed, using thaE(y, @, 8) > 0, Eq. [14) can be bounded as (de€ (12) witk 3)

l(T%a’ Tﬂﬂ) = H(Tﬂ,d) + H(T%a) - H(Ty,m T,B,a)
< H(7p0) + H(7,0) + Min{H(y), H(e), H(B)} - H(y, @, B).

Here,H(y) = H(a) andH(y, a,B) = H(B) + H(y, @) since we assumed independence. The latter

expression can also be writtenldéy, «, 8) = H(a, 8) + H(y, @) — H(a). Therefore,
| (Tyq, Tpe) < H(tp,) + H(T, ) + Min{H(a), H(B)} — H(a, 8) — H(y, @) + H(e). (15)

Using Eq. [(5)H(e,B8) = H(ts.,8) = H(7s., @) andH(y, @) = H(r,,, @). Let us assume now that
the variablgs is uniformly distributed. Then, mii(B), H(e)} = H(e) andH(a, 8) = H(1s,, @) =
H(7s.) + H(@), where in the latter expression we used again the indepeed#f« andg. Thus,

inequality [15) becomes
1(Ty.0, Tga) < H(1y0) + H(@) — H(7, 0, @). (16)

Similarly, if the variablex is uniformly distributed then miid(8), H(«)} = H(B) andH(«,B) =
H(7,..8) = H(s,) + H(B). Replacing these equationsin15), we obtain again[Eg). (ishould
be noted that the right hand side bf|(16) is independent ofhables. As shown below, distri-
butions closer to the uniform distribution can be obtaing@ lsuitable choice of the parameter T.
In addition, in case of independence the upper bound in[E).qdn be made negligible using a
convenient relation between T and
The selection of embedding parameters is a common probleithwias been extensively

discussed in the field of non-linear systems [25]. Direcldy measures are not the exception
[18]. We present in the following an example intended to shimevdependency of the direction-
ality measures (13) and (114) on the parameter T (time delay ts generate the ordinal pat-
tern) for constant. = 4. Consider the following bidirectionally delayed-coupl®gistic map
f:[0,1] — [0, 1], f(X) = 4x(1 — X) defined by the equations

X(t) = f(gy—x mod 1) with

Oy-x = Kaey(t — Aq) + (1 = ky)x(t — 1),

y(t) = f(gxoy mod 1) with (a7)

Oy = koX(t = Ag) + (1 - ko)y(t - 1),
whereA; = 5 andA, = 2 are the coupling delays, akd € [0, 1] andk; € [0, 1] are the coupling

strengths. We investigate the coupled logistic (17)Hercoupling parametets = 0.2 and
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FIG. 1. Upper row: Conditional mutual informatioh&vi.4,8; | ;) (solid curve) and(Bi+4, @i | 8i) (dashed
curve) versusk;. Lower row: The mutual informationE(rE,A),rﬁﬂ) (solid curve) and (T(A),raﬁ) (dashed
curve) versuk,, wheret®a; = ajsa, TéA),Bi = Bisa, andrs.ai = Bi. Different panels show the behavior of
the coupling directionality measures (Eds.](13) (1eb)yfferent values of T. All results were obtained

for the coupled logistic map (17) using= 4, A = 4 and times series of lengti = 10° data points.

ki € [0,1] as in reference [18]. Ldty}, {3} be the symbolic representations of the time sdpgs

{yi}, respectively. For every value &f, we have evaluated the measures defined in Egs. (13) and
(@4) for several time delays T and time lays [-10, 10]. Typically the response of the coupling
directionality measures displays a maximum for a certalnevA = A, For this systemA,, = 4

leads to a good description of the information directiagdlL8].

Figure 1l shows the behavior of the coupling directionaligasured (13) and (I1L4) versusor
different values of the time delay T. In general both measurealdecto describe correctly the
overall coupling directionality. In fact, we observe that k; < 0.2 the direction of information
is X — Yy, but a crossover tg§ — x is observed when increasing the coupling conskantis
expected from Eq.[(17). Note that the solid (dashed) cunvdsd.[1 describe the information
flowy — X (X — y), respectively. However, particular details are obsefeedlifferent values of
the delay time T. Herer{"” andz" denote the transcripts between ordinal patterns of the same
symbolic representation atftiérent times, as explained in the caption of [Fig. 1. Fot T and

ki = 0, I(T&A),Tﬁ,a) (solid curve) displays a bias to positive values, wHhi{e;, 4,8 | @) ~ 0
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(solid curve), as expected. For increaskig bothI(T&A),Tﬁ,a) andl(ai.4, B | @) increase rather
monotonically, except around the vakie~ 0.20. Fork; < 0.20 bothl (8.4, o | 8) andl (¥, 7,.4)
(dashed curves) indicate the right direction of informafiow, but for increasind, 1 (8.4, @i | Bi)
displays a strong unexpected increasing trend. In contr(a%‘t‘),raﬁ) (dashed curve) remains
rather constant.

For T= 9, I(ai.4,Bi | @) andl (TEIA),Tﬂ’a) describe correctly the coupling in the directipr> X.
It should be noted that for this value of the delay tirhe,gA),Tﬁ,a) ~ 0 for k; = 0. However,
| (Bi.4, @i | Bi) (dashed curve) provides a poor description of the couliregtionality, displaying
an even stronger trend than that observed for T. On the other hand(r®", 7, 5) provides a
better description, but still displaying a weak increasirend for largerk;. For T = 27, both
measures provide the same description of the couplingtairegdity in the system and can rather
be distinguished by eye inspection. In fact, we demonstratew that under certain conditions
both coupling directionality measures are identical.

Let us assume that miH(«), H(8)} = H(a) and that the following relation

C(a.B,7) = C(a.y) + C(a. ), (18)

holds for a particular choice of the embedding paramdteasd T. For{y;} = {ai.a}, EQ. (18)
indicates that the coupling complexity of the three symbodipresentations can be expressed
as the sum of two terms, namely an "auto”-coupling compje&ite, y) and a "cross”-coupling

complexityC(a, 8). Using Eg. [(18) one obtains
H(a" 7) - H(a') - H(a’ﬁ’ 7) + H(Ck,ﬁ) = H(Ty,a) + H(Tﬂ,a) - H(Ty,a, Tﬂ,a)’ (19)

which immediately implies the equality of Egs. [13) and (I)us, we have demonstrated that the
CMI estimator can be reduced to the mutual information aidcaipts when EqL(18) is fulfilled.
The dimensional reduction can be very important in timeeseainalysis because the number of
N joint symbols grows exponentially witN, while the length of real-world time series is finite.
Therefore, the use of expressions similar to Eql (14) mapinescases prevent from undersam-
pling and, in any case, it improves the statistical signifesaof the estimations.

Another interesting condition which deserves speciahtitte isC(y, a, 8) = 0. This particular
case is relevant for a wide range of systems, where a low exitpcan be achieved by generating
symbolic representations using a suitable time delay TicB}ly, the dependence & on T is

such thatC(T) decreases when T grows. This condition can be compardthtamf maximizing
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the sorting entropy[2Q] already discussed in [18]. As before, let us consiggr= {ai.s}, with

A > 0. The coupling complexitZ(y, «, 8) can be written as follows (see EQ.{12))

C(’)/’:B’ a’) = mln{l (a'; Ty,a’ T,B,a)’ I (B’ Ty,m Tﬁ,a)}' (20)

Furthermore, Eqd.(6) and (7) imply that the entropiég, ., 8), H(a, 7y.0, T5.4), aNdH (B, 7y.4, T5.4)

are identical. According to Eqg[_(R0), the variable leadiaghe minimum mutual information
(C = 0in this case) is independent of the joint transcript vdedb, ,, 75,). Let us assume that
min{H(a), H(B)} = H(B). Then, the joint entropy of the three symbolic represéoratcan be

written as
H(’)/?B’ a/) = H(ﬁ) + H(T)/,a/? Tﬁ,a/)' (21)

We will invoke now the property aihonotonicityof the coupling complexity [23]. In fact, one can
demonstrate that if m{it (), H(8)} = H(8) thenC(y, a, ) > C(y, @), which leads in this case to
C(y,a) = 0. Thus,monotonicitymplies the independence of the variabteandr, ,. Similarly

to Eq. [21), the following conditions hold
H(y, @) = H(a) + H(7,,)
H(a,B) = H(B) + H(7p.). (22)

where EQ.[(2R) follows from the independence of the var@plandr;,. Using Egs.[(2l1) and
(22), Eq. [1B) becomes

|(')’,ﬁ | a') = H(’)/, a/) + H(ﬂ’ a/) - H(')/,ﬁ, a') - H(a/) = H(Ty,a) + H(Tﬂ,a) - H(Ty,a, Tﬂ,a)’ (23)

which implies the equality of EqQ[L(13) and E@. {14) and thumetisional reduction. In case
min{H(a), H(B)} = H(a), the property ofmonotonicityhas a more general implication, i.e.
C(y,a,B8) = C(y,a) andC(y,a,B) = C(B,a). Using these conditions, one can analogously
derive Eq.[(2B). The property afonotonicityis proved for the multivariate case in [23].

We have just shown that the coupling complexity is a relevprantity to take into account
when analysing coupling directionality. In the next exaepplie monitor the behavior & and
other information measures versus the delay time T. We densigain the coupled logistic map
(@I7) and generate symbolic representating {3} for the time serie$x;}, {y;} and coupling pa-
rametersk; = 0.6 andk, = 0.2. In this exampldy;} = {«@;,1}. Figure[2 shows the behavior of
different information measures as a function of the delay T usgdrerate ordinal patterns. Fig-

ure[2(a) displays the complexi€(y, 3, @), and the complexities for the pai®Xy, o) andC(g, a),
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FIG. 2. a) The complexityC versus the delay T. The solid curve indicates the compleXity, 3, @),
while the dotted curve and the dot-dashed curve display dhgptexitiesC(y, @) andC(B, a), respectively
(more details in text). The inset shows the mutual infororat{«, 8)) versus T. b) The solid curve shows
the entropy of transcriptbli(r, ., 75,), the dotted curve the conditional entropl(y,s | @), and the dot-
dashed curve the conditional entrodyy, 8 | B) versus the delay T. Theftierence between the conditional
entropies cannot be observed due to overlapping. ¢) Thetsaive displays the entropgy(zs,,), the dotted
curve the conditional entropi(8 | «) and the dot-dashed curve the conditional entréffy | 8). All

results were obtained usig= 4 andM = 218 data points.

evaluated using Eqs. (112) amnd (8), respectively. We obdkateéhe complexitfC(y, B, ) is always
larger than any of the complexities for the pairs. In addititnis plot shows that all complexities
approach zero for delay ® 15. Thus, requestinG(y, 3, @) ~ 0 for the highest dimension auto-
matically warranties the same condition for lower ones. iAset in Fig[2(a) shows the mutual
information of the symbolic representation®, @) versus the delay T. For this coupled system,
| (o, B) decreases for increasing T as well. Figure 2(b)[@nd 2(akshe behavior of the entropies
associated with transcripts and the conditional entrogtes this system, it is hardly possible to
distinguish between the conditional entropies. More ingoaty we observe in both plots that for
C(y,B,a) ~ 0, the conditional entropies approach the value of the pytad the transcripts as
predicted by Eqs[(10) and (21).

We turn now the focus to the comparison of the two couplingationality measures (Eq§. (13)
and [14)) within the regimed ~ 0). To this end, we discuss in more detail the coupled lagisti
map [17) for delay time E 27 (right column in Figl.1l). Figurel 3(a) shows the symbolansfer
entropies for both coupling directions,— y andy — X, versus the coupling parametar For
k; = 0, there is no information flo — x but a clear response is observed for the information

flow in the opposite direction, as expected. kpk 0.3 the response is nhon-monotonous for both
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FIG. 3. a) Conditional mutual informationsai. 4, 8i | i) (solid curve) and (8.4, @i | Bi) (dashed curve)
for the coupled logistic map defined in EQ.117). b) The muhhirmationsl(rff),rﬂﬂ) (solid curve) and
(5, 7a) (dashed curve), whergVa; = ai.a, 74 B = fisa, andrg gai = fi. ©) The diferencel (ai.a, i |
@) -1, 74, indicates the error when using EG.(14). d) Idem upper fighk(3;. 4, i | Bi)—1 (%, 74.4).

All results were obtained using = 4, T = 27 and times series of lengtt = 10° data points.

directions probably due to the dynamical features of thispted system [18]. In particular the
crossover point, which is expected to occur arounki at 0.2 is slightly shifted to higher values.
For k; > 0.3, the information flowy — X increases monotonically while the information flow
X — Yy remains almost constant. It should be remarked that thesétgsecan only be compared
gualitatively with those presented in referencel [18], sittte evaluated measures aréatent.
Figure[3(b) shows the mutual information between trantc@s described in the caption. As
mentioned above, it is hardly possible to find &elience by eye inspection between the upper
left and lower left panels. The flierence between conditional mutual information and mutual
information of the transcripts (Eq$.(13) andl(14)) is qufat in Figs.[3(c) and]3(d). The mean

and standard deviation of thefidirence are around 3.5x2and 1.1x16° in both cases.

As a second example, we present two linearly bidirectignadlupled autoregressive models
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FIG. 4. The symbolic representatiofig;} and{3;} correspond to time seriesandy for the coupled
autoregressive models defined by Eql (24). a) Conditionabahinformationsl (ei.1,5i | @) (solid curve)
andl(Bi+1, @i | Bi) (dashed curve). b) The mutual informatiok(s&A),rﬁ,(,) (solid curve) and (T(A),T(,ﬁ)
(dashed curve), wherdVa; = a1, TéA)ﬁi = Bi+1, andtagei = Bi. C) The diferencel (ais1.8 | @) —
I(TE,A),T,&&) indicates the error when using EQ.{14). d) Idem upper fight(5;1, @i | 8i) — | (T(A),Taﬁ). All

results were obtained using= 3, T = 30 and times series of lenghth = 10° data points.
defined by the following expression,
X1 = kX + ki + 17 Vi = Kayi + kx + 777, (24)

wherek; = 0.6 andk, = 0.5, andy* andr¥ are normal random numbers. The paramekges 0.2
andk are the couplings between system components, whisrearied in the rangk € [-0.6, 0.6].
This system was studied analytically using transfer entinf2€] for the casé. = 0. As before,
Fig.[4(a) shows the CMI for both coupling directiors— y andy — x versus the coupling
parametek. The solid curve indicates that the information flgww— X never vanishes. This is
expected sinc&, = 0.2 for the whole range df values. A clear asymmetry is observed between
the regionk > 0 andk < 0, since the symmetry of Ed.(24) is broken kgr# 0. Thus, the CMI
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FIG. 5. a) Conditional mutual informationga;i.4,8i | «i,Bi-1) (solid curve) and (Bi+4,ai | Bi, ai-1)
(dashed curve) for the coupled logistic map defined in [EQ. (l1)7The CMI| (T(A) (F) | T(B)) (solid curve)
and 1V, 7P | T(F)) (dashed curve), wherdVa; = ajsa, 7 ﬁ, Bisa, TE,F)ai_l = aj, Té i1 = Bi,
Ex/); = Bi-1, and7F a/,_l = Bi. c) The diferencel (aisa.8i | @i,fi-1) — |(T(A) N TElB)) indicates the
error. d) Idem upper right for(Bi,4, @i | Bi, ai1) — 1 (7%, {7 |T(F)) All results were obtained usirg= 3,

T = 30 and times series of lengtth = 10° data points.

(@i, B | @) > 1(Bis1, @ | Bi) for —0.25 < k < 0.20 andl(ais1,B8i | @) < 1(Bis1, @ | Bi) for
-0.25 > k > 0.20. Fork ~ 0.20 andk ~ —-0.25 the values of the CMI are similar, revealing a
balanced situation with no preferred coupling directidrshiould also be noted thEiBi.1, @i | B)
vanishes fok = 0 since there is no information flow— y for this value of the coupling parameter.
Figurel4(b) shows the mutual information between transsrgs described in the caption of Hig. 4.
Once again, there is a striking similarity between the lafigls. Figurél4(c) arid 4(d) indicate the
difference between the two approaches. In both cases, the meataawlard deviation of the
difference are around 9x10and 1x10%.
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B. Generalization for more conditions

We return now to the discussion of EQ.(13) and consider firstdase where the condition

expresses the joint information of two processes, as fallow

I(Q’y | Ck,ﬁ) = H(Q’ a’ﬁ) + H(’}/, a’ﬁ) - H(e’ Y a’ﬁ) - H(Ck,ﬁ) (25)

where the CMI has been written in terms of Shannon entropiese, we will restrict ourselves to
the bivariate case and find the generalized form of [EF. (14nndtcounting for more conditions.
Forinstance, in EqL(25) we can assume {Aat= {@i,a,} and{yi} = {Bi+a,} With A; > A, > 0, thus
the variable ¢, 8) accounts for the joint past of the coupled processes. Wagsia the condition
C(9,v,a,B) = 0, here for four variables, and write as bef@én terms of mutual information as

follows
C(G, Y, a/,,B) = m|n{| (a, To,as Ty,Bs Taﬁ), | (ﬁ, To,as Ty,Bs Ta’ﬁ)}. (26)

In the limit of vanishing coupling complexity, Ed._(26) inigs$ that the variable associated with
the minimum entropy, i.e« or g, is independent of the joint transcript variabig {, 7,4, 7,.5)-

In this case, one only needs to invokmnotonicity(see [23]) and to follow the same reasoning
which led us to Eqs[(21) and (22) to derive

I(Q’ Y | a"ﬁ) = H(TH,a, Ta,ﬂ) + H(Ty,ﬂa Ta,ﬁ) - H(TH,aa Ty,ﬁ, Ta,ﬂ) - H(Ta,ﬂ) = l(TH,a’ Ty,ﬂ | Ta,ﬂ)- (27)

Thus, the CMI for two conditions is reduced to one of threedmaipts, where, ; accounts for
the joint conditional process. Following this strategye @an easily infer that fan conditions the
analysis can be reduced to onenof 1 conditions, where only transcripts among symbolic repre-
sentations are involved. The structure of this approxiomescheme naturally induces us to ask for
further dimensional reduction. From the point of view of tmstruction, this is always possible
since the scheme does noffdrentiate between ordinal patterns and transcripts. Hemewne
has to have in mind that every additional dimensional rednds performed under assumptions
different from that expressed By~ 0. Thus, it is expected that error increases when reducing th
dimensionality of the problem. However, for some of the cdeed systems, we have observed
that further dimensional reduction still renders very gapgroximations which describe the main
features of the coupling directionality.

As an example of the application of EQ. [27), we consider @ayaen the coupled logistic map

(@7) already analyzed using E@. {14), but we include an eudit condition to account for the
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FIG. 6. a) Conditional mutual informationga;1,8; | «;) (solid curve) and (8.1, @; | Bi) (dashed
curve) for the two linear coupled autoregressive procedsésed in Eq.[(Z4). b) The mutual informations
1=, 75.,) (solid curve) and(+¥, 7,.4) (dashed curve), wherdVa; = a1, r,gA)ﬁi = Bir1, andr i = Bi.

¢) The diferencel (a;.1,86i | @) — |(T£,A),Tﬁ’a) indicates the error when using EQ.114). d) Idem upper right
for 1(Bis1, @i | Bi) — I(T(A),Taﬁ). All results were obtained using = 4, T = 30 and times series of length

N = 10° data points.

joint past of the processes. Figure 5 is similar to Eig. 3 het tompared measures have the
form of those in Eq.[{27). Figuré] 5 reveals that includingjthiat past as condition in the CMI
improves the characterization of the coupling directidpalisplaying a more sensitive response
within the range of coupling values where crossover belmagours k ~ 0.2). The accuracy of
our approach can be observed in FIgs. 5(c)[@dnd 5(d), with anraed standard deviation around
4x10°% and 4x104,
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C. The influence of dimensionality

A comparison of EqL(14) and Ed._(27) indicates that the sganension to estimate informa-
tion flow increases with the number of conditions. In gendhed CMI requires the calculation of
the entropy of then-dimensional joint process, whemeis the number of symbolic representations
involved in the calculation. In addition, the number of d&hble states in this space grows with
as !)™. Then, the curse of dimensionality becomes an issue torot#hable estimates and one
has to find a suitable compromise betwegi. and the lengtiN of the time series. Since the right
hand side of Eq[(14) and EQ.(27) imply dimensional reductibey may provide a more accurate
guantification of the coupling directionality.

To investigate the influence of dimensionality, we have w®red the autoregressive models
defined in Eq.L(24) but using = O for the sake of simplicity. Figuié 6 shows the same measses
in Fig.[3 but evaluated fdr = 4 and using the same number of data points. The symbolidérans
entropies (Figl.6(a)) clearly unveils th&ect of increasing dimension. In fact, one expects that
the information flowy — x vanishes in this case. However, the solid curve, which etés the
information flowy — X, displays an approximately constant value higher than dasoto poor
statistics. On the other hand, our estimate expressed bfLlB)js more robust against increasing
dimension, since the dashed curve is still very close to pautual information, as observed in
Fig.[8(b). In this case, the flierence between the two coupling directionality measurgsiayed

in Figs.[6(c) andl6(d) is larger because of poor statisticgeds

D. Other approaches

Some authors have considered approaches to describe rpuliectionality using ordinal
patterns, where the information flow is calculated throughdorting information of future values
among ordinal patterns describing the history of the systfdi®,[19]. Some of these information
measures even consider the use of ordinal patternstefeint lengthd.. We will show that our
approach fits in these constructions and can be implememtad élegant way. First, we focus on
the definition of a transcript between ordinal patterhisanda'? of lengthsL, andL,, where we
assumé_; > L, without loss of generality. Sinc8,, c S, then every element i§,, can also be

expressed as an element of the larger grSup Let AL = L; — L, be the diference between the
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length of ordinal patterns. Withi§,,, the symboh'2 can be expressed as follows
" =(ag% .o Lo Lo+ 1, Lo+ AL - 1) (28)

By means of this procedure it is always possible to evaluatestripts between ordinal pat-
terns of diferent length. Note that the group embedding defined by [EqQ. ¢8Bserves the
transcript scheme [21] of the smaller group. et be a time series and consider the symbol
ay = (ag, o -,at_l> which describes the rank ordering of the sequenge (1, X, L2, *» %,)-

The sorting of the valug;, ., with A > 0 can be expressed in terms of transcripts using[Ed. (28)
L L _ L+l
TO <a0, e, L> =, (29)

wherea; ! describes the rank ordering of the sequengei(1, X;-L+2, - - - » Xy, Xy+) (for simplic-

ity we assumed E 1). Thus, the transcriptaccounts for the sorting information of the new value
among the sequence of the previous ones. As an example, \lyetlh@ge concepts to thmomen-
tary sorting information transfefMSIT) introduced in[[18]. This measure was chosen sinceroth
approaches considered in the literature are special caesMSIT [18]. Let us consider first the
momentary information transfelefined as [18]

P(X:, Yira | 2)

MIT

| A) = ,Vier, 2) O

oy (A) z :p(Xt Yernr 210G P(X | 2P(Yesa | 2
Mo,

with the conditionz = (X%, y1% ). (30)

Herex; andy;,, are values of the time serieag“lex andyt“ﬂzx_1 are delay vectors of lengtil, and
M, which determine the joint pasbf the dynamical systems. Theomentary sorting information
transfer (MSIT) is derived from Eq.[(30) when only accounting for &ogtinformation ofy;, s

amongyxj{_l andx; amongxt'\lex [1€]. This quantity can be written in the form of a CMI as

I/M»%”(A) = 1(6i+a, Vi | @isn-1,6i-1), (32)

where 6., 7i, aisa-1 and Bioy are the ordinal patterns foryi{a-m, +1, Yiea-my+2: < +5 Yisa),
(XimMy 15 XicMgy 425 7 * * 5 Xi), (yi+A—sz’yi+A—sz+1, o, Yiea-1), @nd &i-m,, » Xi-m 41, * 5 Xi-1), respec-
tively. Then, itis clear that foA > 0, A= xandB =y, and forA < 0, A=yandB = x.
We immediately identify that our approach as given in Eq) (&h be applied to the MSIT as
follows
IMSIT(A) ~ 1T 7y | 7). (32)
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FIG. 7. a) Conditional mutual information§6i,s5,7i | «-1)+5,6i-1) (solid curve) andl(6i_2,yi |
a(i-1)+5. 6i-1) (dashed curve) for the coupled logistic map defined in[Ef). (1) The CMII(z), 7,5 | 7up)
(solid curve) and (¢4, 7,5 | 74) (dashed curve), wherd)a_1).5 = biss, Ty 661 = i, Toa(-1)-2 =
6i—2, andt, ga(i-1)+5 = Bi-1. The ordinal patterng andy are of length_; = 3, anda andg of lengthL, = 2.

Thus, all patterns were embeddedds We used T= 30 and times series of lenghh = 10° data points.

where the transcriptsy,, 7,5 Which provides the sorting information of amongxt'\lex andy, o
amongyt'\fj{_l are evaluated according to EQ.{29). The transatjptcorresponds to the joint past
and is evaluated in the general case using the group emigedefimed in Eq.[(28). It should be
noted that the approach given by EQ.](32) is not restrictetthéouse of consecutive values for
generating ordinal patterns. In fact, one can always sdarca suitable delay T satisfying the
conditionC ~ 0. We applied the above described approach to the coupléstitogap (Eq.[(17))
using the same coupling parameters as before, for the sal@rgdarison. We have chosen ordi-
nal patterns of length; = 3 andL, = 2, thus all ordinal patterns are embedded# Since the
purpose here is to test the approximation given by Eg. (2dglay time T= 30 has been used to
generate ordinal patterns and satisfy the condition ofskang complexity. For the joint condi-
tion (@, B), ordinal patterns were generated according to [E]. (28}matranscripts according to
Eq. (29). We have considered values\oin the rangeA € [-7, 7] but we show results only for the
A values leading to the maximum response for every directiamelyA = 5 andA = -2. Fig-
ure[7 presents a comparison of the two measures appearirg {82. The agreement between
IMSBlT and (., Ty5 | Top) IS also remarkable for this approach. The mean value of tiue e

calculated over the fferent values ok; is around 5 x 16 with a standard deviation of 3 x 10
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FIG. 8. a) The complexitf versus the delay T for the frontal electrode pair F4-FP2 énptie-ictal state.
The solid curve indicate€(y, 8, @), while the dotted curve and the dot-dashed curve displaytmplex-
ities for the pairs¥, @) and @, 8), respectively (more details in text). The inset shows thleavior of the
mutual informationl (a,8) versus T. b) The solid curve shows the entropy of transckitt, ., 75.), the
dotted curve the conditional entropi(y, 8 | @), and the dot-dashed curve the conditional entridfy, 8 | 8)
versus the delay T. ¢) The solid curve displays the entid@y, g), the dotted curve the conditional entropy
H(B | @) and the dot-dashed curve the conditional entrby | 8). Results were obtained usihg= 4 and

M ~ 10° data points.

These results are in perfect agreement with those reporfdd].

E. Application to real world data

We analyze the electrical brain activity of an infant patieufering from frontal lobe epilepsy
(FLE). It should be remarked that it is not the purpose of Wosk to perform a clinical study but
to demonstrate the applicability of the above presentedhoaeiogy to an example of real world
data. A clinical study of the evolution of the brain electiactivity during therapy has already
been presented in Bunk et al. [27].

The EEG recording was acquired during a time interval of 1butas at a sampling rate of
250 Hz and a signal depth of 16 bits, and consists of 21 syncusly obtained time series.
The positioning of the electrodes followed that of the stadized 10-20-International System of
Electrode Placements. We consider an EEG recording whictidents a seizure and perform the
information directionality assessment for the pre-ictad &ctal states separately.

Figurel8 shows the behavior of some information measurdeatea for the EEG pair F4-FP2

in the pre-ictal state as a function of the delay T used to igeaghe symbolic representation.
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FIG. 9. a) The solid curve displays the CMI for the EEG recdrde FP2 and F4{q;} and{g;} are the
symbolic representations of the time series obtained afP2, respectively. The symbolic sequefigé =
{aisa}, WhereA € [-0.4sec0.4sec]. The dashed curve shows the mutual information ofrdrestripts
{(tay)i} and{(rqp)i}. Both measures were evaluated in the pre-ictal state. Iy aefor {«;} and {g;}
corresponding to F3, FP1, respectively. Both measures exaeiated in the pre-ictal state. c) ldem a)
but in the ictal state. d) Idem b) but in the ictal state. Risswiere obtained using the parameters 3,

T = 1.2 sec and time series of lenglh ~ 10° andM ~ 1.3x1(° data points.

Here{w;}, {Bi}, {vi} are the symbolic representations of the time sgrgsof F4, {y;} of FP2, and
{Xi.1}, respectively. All measures except the mutual informat{ens) behave as in Fig] 2. In fact,

| (a, B) displays exactly the opposite trend, asymptotically apphing a saturation value greater
than zero. It is remarkable that all approximations givesenotiorL Il are valid even though the

| (o, B) unveils completely dferent interactions. According to Fig. 8(a), we generaténatgat-
terns using a T value to satisfy regid@ ¢ 0) and calculate for every pair of electrodes and for
every state the measures appearing in [Ed. (14), where {ai.A»}. These information direction-
ality measures were evaluated foffdrent time lags\, in order to determine the main driving
electrodes and the lag of the maximum response.

Figure[9 shows the CMI and the mutual information of the tecaipss for the EEG pairs FP2-
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F4 and FP1-F3 in the pre-ictal and ictal states. These EEfG pare chosen since they lead to
the strongest responses. All plots display a maximum foitiges\ . values, clearly indicating
that FP2 and FP1 are the driving signals. We observe thatbe#isures provide almost the same
information about the coupling directionality. In partiay both curves indicate the same position
for the maximum responst,ax. Within the covered range @f values, the error is rather constant
(~ 4x107%), except around\s = 0 where lower values are observed. This shows indirectly the
weak dependence & on A for this real world data. In all cases, the mutual informatad the
transcripts displays lower or equal values than the CMI.

A global analysis considering all pairs shows that for theiptal (ictal) state 17 (14) out of the
20 strongest responses are driven by frontal signals. Elidiragrees with the brain pathology
of the infant and suggests that signals from the epileptiaganight be driving other brain areas
[27]. A comparison of Figd.]9(a) and 9(b) with 9(c) dnd 9(dilicates that for the ictal state
responses increase ang,.x becomes longer. For the pre-ictal state, the mearlagnax >=
0.041 + 0.014 sec, while for the ictal state Anax >= 0.061+ 0.017 sec, where averages were

taken over the 20 strongest responses.

IV. CONCLUSIONS

The concept of transcripts arises naturally when studyatggionships between dynamical sys-
tems using ordinal symbolic dynamics. Using transcripts ocan exploit properties of the sym-
metric group and combine them with information theoreteabroaches. In this work, we have
considered the problem of estimating coupling directiinédr the bivariate case, and introduced
novel information directionality measures which depenty@m transcripts for single and joint
conditions. Generalizations of these information dii@aality measures to the muti-variate case
are feasible and will be presented elsewhere. These newtiditality measures have the im-
portant property of calculating the information flow esttman lower dimension, which may be
preferable for small data sets. We have also proved thatéiestablished conditional mutual in-
formation quantifiers reduced to the proposed measures svbendition of vanishing complexity
is fulfilled. A rather general search strategy for low comyilehas also been provided.

Furthermore, we have introduced the concept of group emigdchich allows generalizing
the definition of transcripts to ordinal patterns offeient lengths. Using this extensionffdrent

approaches to calculate information flow could be consdietthin the same framework. We have
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applied our method to synthetic model data and real world dsivell. An example was presented

demonstrating the suitability of this transcript basedrapph to tackle information directionality

in EEG data as a diagnostic tool.
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