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Complex systems are characterised by a tight, nontrivial interplay of their constituents, which
gives rise to a multi-scale spectrum of emergent properties. In this scenario, it is practically and
conceptually difficult to identify those degrees of freedom that mostly determine the behaviour of
the system and separate them from less prominent players. Here, we tackle this problem making use
of three measures of statistical information: resolution, relevance, and mapping entropy. We address
the links existing among them, taking the moves from the established relation between resolution
and relevance and further developing novel connections between resolution and mapping entropy;
by these means we can identify, in a quantitative manner, the number and selection of degrees of
freedom of the system that preserve the largest information content about the generative process
that underlies an empirical dataset. The method, which is implemented in a freely available software,
is fully general, as it is shown through the application to three very diverse systems, namely a toy
model of independent binary spins, a coarse-grained representation of the financial stock market,
and a fully atomistic simulation of a protein.

I. INTRODUCTION

Complex systems challenge our understanding as they
resist the reductionist breakdown. A complicated sys-
tem can be decomposed into simpler parts and compre-
hended in terms of their behaviour; on the contrary, a
complex system features a degree of interplay among its
constituents that makes its emergent properties impossi-
ble to deduce from the study of the irreducible elements it
is made of [1–3]. In principle, then, these elements should
be investigated altogether, simultaneously accounting for
their individual behaviour as well as their mutual inter-
actions, correlations, and cooperations.

Nonetheless, a system composed by a large number of
degrees of freedom can rarely be understood through a
holistic inspection of all of them (it is sufficient to have
≥ 2 degrees of freedom to have chaotic behaviour [4, 5]).
A substantial decrease of the amount of detail is neces-
sary to attain two goals: on the one hand, the reduction
in the sheer number of variables a human mind has to
simultaneously cope with; on the other hand, the separa-
tion of the relevant information from the irrelevant noise,
that is, those properties whose knowledge does not con-
tribute significantly to comprehension. These operations
constitute the core business of those methods devoted to
dimensionality reduction.

Many examples of dimensionality reduction algorithms
exist [6, 7], such as principal component analysis (PCA),
clustering, diffusion maps, intrinsic dimension, and ma-
chine learning (ML) approaches. All these provide in-
formation about the properties of the system by “con-
densing” the available data about it in to a smaller-
sized number of variables that are easier to read, visu-
alise, and interpret. The aforementioned methods are
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very general in their applicability, and hence the kind of
information they provide is similarly general and natu-
rally requires some degree of interpretation to be under-
stood. It is clearly desirable to have methods that are as
parameter-free as possible, so as to minimise the amount
of antecedent knowledge of the system one has to employ
to aptly guide the procedure of simplification; however,
“one-size-fits-all” approaches are either very hard to con-
ceive or plainly inadequate to tackle the remarkable va-
riety of complex systems that nature offers to those who
aim at understanding them. A balance between general-
ity and specificity has then to be found.

A very specific dimensionality reduction strategy is
provided by coarse-graining (CG’ing) [8–10], which can
make a synthesis between unsupervised feature extrac-
tion and a case-specific, easily intelligible analysis of a
given system. Originating in the context of critical phe-
nomena [11, 12], coarse-graining was subsequently ex-
tended to soft matter modelling [8, 13]. Here, one aims at
constructing simplified representations of molecular sys-
tems in which a single super-atom, or bead, is represen-
tative of a number of physical atoms; taking advantage
of the reduced number of degrees of freedom, the fewer
interactions, and the simpler functional form of the lat-
ter it is possible to build computationally efficient models
that retain the essential qualities of the original system
of interest and allow the study of larger molecules for
longer times.

Recently, techniques developed in the context of
coarse-graining have been employed as instruments not
only to model a system, but also to analyse a high-
resolution model of it, leveraging the fact that the effec-
tiveness of the model largely depends on the appropriate
selection of its fundamental constituents. It is in this
context that an information-theoretic measure, dubbed
mapping entropy [13–18], turned out to be a valuable tool
to make sense of a high-resolution model by inspecting
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lower-resolution representations of it and ranking them
according to their mapping entropy value. This quan-
tity, in fact, measures the distance between the reference
probability distribution of high-resolution configurations
and the one obtained by looking at the system in coarse-
grained terms: the lower the mapping entropy, the higher
the amount of information retained by a reduced descrip-
tion of the system.

Another approach for studying complex systems is the
resolution and relevance framework [19–25]: here, for a
given set of features used to describe the system, the first
quantity measures the level of detail this representation
provides, while the second quantifies its useful informa-
tion content. Together, resolution and relevance allow
one to pinpoint the level of coarseness that optimally
balances data parsimony and informativeness.

In this work we address the problem of identifying
novel connections between these distinct measures of in-
formation content that have been developed indepen-
dently in different contexts. We show that these quan-
tities can be employed to differentiate between informa-
tive and non-informative features in a sensitive and un-
supervised manner, with impactful implications for the
comprehension of a large class of complex systems. In
particular, we demonstrate that resolution and mapping
entropy are strictly connected with one another, and
that the combined usage of resolution-relevance first, and
mapping entropy later, can constitute a useful data pro-
cessing pipeline to extract information from empirical
data sets.

The paper is organised as follows. In Sec. II we
present a synthetic overview of the resolution and rel-
evance framework, discuss the derivation and interpre-
tation of mapping entropy, and report novel analytical
results on the relation between resolution and mapping
entropy. In Sec. III we present the results of applying
the analysis based on resolution, relevance, and mapping
entropy to three distinct systems of increasing complex-
ity. Finally, in Sec. IV we sum up the results and discuss
future perspectives.

II. THEORETICAL BACKGROUND

A. The resolution-relevance framework

Consider a system composed of n degrees of freedom,
e.g. n spins σ1, . . . , σn, whose overall state is speci-
fied by the state of each spin. A specific realisation of
these spins constitutes an element ~x of an n-dimensional
vector space. A specific dataset of L configurations,
{~x1, ~x2, · · · ~xL}, constitutes the empirical sample that
we aim to investigate.

The elements ~xi of the dataset can be categorised in
terms of some labelling si = s(~xi), where the labels s take
values from a discrete set S of size |S| = C. Depending on
the classification scheme induced by s(~x), the same label
can occur more than once in the same dataset; think, for

example, of Ising spin strings classified in terms of their
average magnetisation M =

∑
j σj : the value M = 0

appears for each string in which half of the spins are up
and the other half are down. The number of realisations
~xi corresponding to the label value s is denoted by ks.
The following constraints apply:

ks ∈ {0, 1, . . . , L} (1)∑
s∈S

ks = L,

meaning that each label can occur a number of time be-
tween zero (it never appears) and the size of the empirical
dataset (the same label is associated to all data points);
furthermore, the occurrences of each label have to sum
to the size of the dataset.

The choice of the set of labels induces an empirical
probability distribution over the sample given by

p̂(s) =
ks
L
. (2)

The Shannon entropy of this distribution

H[s] = −
∑
s∈S

ks
L

ln
ks
L

(3)

is termed the resolution [20], as it provides a measure
of the level of detail employed in the description of the
sample. Indeed, a description given by a few labels cor-
responds to low resolution, as the number of terms in
the sum in Eq. 3 is small. In contrast, the limiting case
where each state has a different label corresponds to a
uniform empirical probability p̂(s) = 1/L, leading to the
maximal value of the resolution for a sample of L re-
alisations, H[s] = lnL. Intuitively, these two extremes
of very gross and very fine descriptions, corresponding
to low and high resolution values, do not provide an in-
formative view over the empirical sample; additionally,
we observe that the resolution H[s], on average, grows
monotonically with the number of labels C.

In order to quantify the informativeness of the descrip-
tion given by the classification s(~x), Marsili and cowork-
ers [19, 20, 22–24] proposed to employ the relevance: this
is given by the Shannon entropy of the distribution of fre-
quencies of labels s. Defining mk the number of labels
that have frequency k, namely

mk =
∑
s

δk,ks , (4)

the relevance is then given by

H[k] = −
L∑
k=1

kmk

L
ln
kmk

L
. (5)

Note that we omit from the sum those terms for which
mk = 0, so as to avoid zeros in the logarithm.

The description of an empirical sample in terms of the
frequencies of labels ks provides a minimally sufficient



3

representation of the sample [23]. This can be seen by the
decomposition of the information content of the sample,
the resolution Hs, in two parts:

H[s] = H[k] +H[s|k]. (6)

The first term is the relevance H[k], and the second
term is a measure of the noise:

H[s|k] =

L∑
k=1

kmk

L
lnmk. (7)

An intuitive view on this decomposition is the follow-
ing. The frequency ks contains information about the la-
bel s; hence, so does the relevance, which is the entropy
of the frequency distribution. Consider now two labels,
s1, s2, having the same frequency ks1 = ks2 ; in view of
the relevance, these labels are equivalent and thus H[k]
alone cannot provide any information allowing one to tell
them apart. Because of this ambiguity, the term H[s|k]
quantifies the degeneracy of the choice of classification
scheme s(~x) that produces a specific frequency distribu-
tion, and hence it is a measure of noise.

It is now possible to rationalise the intuition for the
non-informativeness associated with both extreme val-
ues of resolution showcased above. In fact, they both
correspond to zero relevance: in particular, when the res-
olution is zero, all configurations correspond to a single
label s, and thus ks = L and mi = δi,L; analogously,
the maximum value of the resolution, lnL, corresponds
to a single state per label, namely ks = 1 ∀ s and thus
mi = Lδi,1; making use of these values of mi for the
relevance, Eq. 5, gives zero. The non-negativity of the
entropy combined with Rolle’s theorem implies that the
relevance must have a maximum.

Resolution and relevance depend on the specific set
of labels s as well as on their number C. In general,
for small C the resolution is low, and each label has a
unique empirical frequency ks different from that of the
other labels. Therefore, knowledge of the frequency im-
plies that of the label, and thus the noise H[s|k] is neg-
ligible (see Eq. 6); hence, the relevance is almost equal
to the resolution, H[s] ' H[k]. This linear behaviour
is observed in the left part (i.e. low resolution values)
of typical resolution-relevance plots, as can be seen in
Figs. 2(a-b), 4(a-b) and 7(a). Increasing the number
of labels C, the resolution increases as well. The linear
trend H[k] ∼ H[s] weakens, until the relevance reaches
a maximum and then decreases. Finally, at the highest
resolution value H[s] = lnL, the relevance becomes zero.

It is useful to consider the description of the system
from the opposite direction, namely going from the max-
imal resolution and lowering it. This shows that, by re-
ducing the resolution, we actually increase the relevance.
The slope of the curve as a function of the resolution,
µ = µ(H[s]), tells us how many bits of relevance we gain
by lowering the resolution by one bit. The behaviour
of the resolution-relevance curve is extensively discussed
by Marsili and coworkers in their analysis of maximally

informative samples [22, 23], i.e., those sets of realisa-
tions of a complex system that maximise the relevance
at each value of the resolution. In particular, they iden-
tify the threshold point with µ = −1 in these samples as
especially interesting, since it provides the optimal trade-
off between the two entropies. In the right part of the
resolution-relevance plot, the slope µ(H[s]) is generically
a decreasing (negative) function of the resolution. Thus
reducing the resolution, which corresponds to going from
right to left in the resolution-relevance plot, further be-
yond µ = −1 corresponds to gaining less in relevance
than what was lost in resolution. The point µ = −1 has
also been put in relation with a scale-free distribution of
frequencies mk ∼ k−2, also known as Zipf’s law [23].

B. Mapping Entropy

One of the goals of coarse-graining is to identify
a reduced representation, called mapping, of a high-
resolution system that retains as much information as
possible about it [13]. In general, the mapping consists
of defining a number N < n of coarse-grained sites in
terms of a linear combination of the n original degrees
of freedom. For the sake of simplicity we here limit our-
selves to decimation mappings [11–13, 17, 26], in which
a degree of freedom σj can be either retained or removed
from the high-resolution description.

The decimation mapping M is defined by the set of
indices of the retained degrees of freedom, j1, . . . , jN ,
namely:

M(σ1, . . . , σn) = (σj1 , . . . , σjN ) . (8)

As in the previous section, it is possible to label the dif-
ferent realisations of the system. In this case, we possess
a fine-grained label ~x, associated to a state of the high-
resolution system (σ1, . . . , σn), and a coarse-grained one
s = s(~x), referring to the same configuration, but ob-
served at low-resolution:

s = (σj1 , . . . , σjN ) ≡M(σ1, . . . , σn). (9)

Our label s in this case is thus the (N -dimensional)
string of spins that we retain from the whole. Given this
prescription and a coarse-grained mapping M (Eq. 8), we
can now associate the configuration ~x to the correspond-
ing, unique label in the mapped space, s(~x); assuming
that the high-resolution states are distributed according
to a probability p(~x), we can define a mapped probability
distribution in the coarse-grained space p(s), that is the
probability of observing the CG label s, as:

p(s) =
∑
~x

p(~x)δs(~x),s. (10)

At this point one can introduce the mapping entropy
[13–18], which is a Kullback-Leibler divergence measur-
ing the quality of a CG mapping by comparing p(s) to
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its high-resolution space analogue, p(~x),

Smap =
∑
~x

p(~x) ln

[
p(~x)

Ω1(s(~x))

p(s(~x))

]
(11)

where Ω1(s) is the number of fully detailed, fine-grained
configurations ~x mapping onto s:

Ω1(s) =
∑
~x

δs(~x),s. (12)

Specifically, the mapping entropy compares the refer-
ence, high-resolution probability, p(~x), against another
distribution [15, 17],

p(~x) =
p(s(~x))

Ω1(s(~x))
, (13)

which assigns equal probability weight to all the fine-
grained configurations that map onto the same CG one.
As not all of these configurations are equally probable,
these two distributions, p(~x) and p(~x), are not equivalent.
Ideally, an “optimal” mapping M minimises the impact
of the process of dimensionality reduction by aggregat-
ing high-resolution configurations with similar probabil-
ity weight p(~x) inside the same s.

The mapping entropy is related to the resolution
through (the detailed derivation is provided in Appendix
V A):

Smap =
∑
~x

p(~x) ln

(
p(~x)

Ω1(s(~x))

p(s(~x))

)
(14)

= −H[~x] +H[s] +
∑
s

p(s) ln Ω1(s)

where we have identified −
∑
~x p(~x) ln p(~x) as the entropy

of the high-resolution representation of the data, H[~x],
and −

∑
s p(s) ln p(s) as the entropy of the low-resolution

representation, hence the resolution H[s]. The entropy
H[~x] can be decomposed as follows:

H[~x] = H[s] +H[~x|s]. (15)

This equation holds because s = s(~x), that is, the
quantity H[s|~x] = 0, since the knowledge of the configu-
ration ~x implies the exact knowledge of the corresponding
value of the label s. By definition of conditional entropy,
the following holds (see Appendix V A for further details
on the derivation of this result):

H[~x|s] = −
∑
~x,s

p(~x, s) ln
p(~x, s)

p(s)
(16)

= −
∑
s

p(s)
∑
~x

p(~x|s) ln p(~x|s).

A specific category of classifications s exists that are
sufficient representations [23]; these are those for which
all configurations ~x mapping on a given label s have the
same probability, that is:

∀ ~x, ~x′ : s(~x) = s(~x′), p(~x) = p(~x′). (17)

Consequently, the conditional probability p(~x|s) of ob-
serving a given data point ~x given the value s of the
label is just the inverse of the number of high-resolution
configurations mapping on that label:

p(~x|s) =
δs(~x),s

Ω1(s)
(18)

where the Kronecker delta is needed to enforce the fact
that the conditional probability is different from zero only
for those configurations ~x that map onto s. Making use
of Eq. 18 in Eq. 16 we find that

H[~x|s] = −
∑
s

p(s)
∑
~x

p(~x|s) ln p(~x|s) (19)

=
∑
s

p(s) ln Ω1(s)

where the last step comes from the definition of Ω1(s)
given in Eq. 12. In conclusion, we have that, if the la-
belling s is a sufficient representation of the data points,
then H[~x|s] =

∑
s p(s) ln Ω1(s). If this is the case, com-

bining Eqs. 14 and 15 with this result we have:

Smap = −H[~x|s] +
∑
s

p(s) ln Ω1(s) = 0. (20)

This demonstrates that the mapping entropy is the
difference between the conditional entropy of the high-
resolution data subject to the labelling and the largest
value that it can have, which corresponds to s being a
sufficient representation. In general, however, resolution
and mapping entropy have a nontrivial relation due to
the last term in Eq. 14.

Changing mapping changes the definition of s, and
hence the resolution H[s]. A mapping that induces a
sufficient representation will then have zero mapping en-
tropy; however, the distribution of label frequencies asso-
ciated to such mapping might not be unique to it, in the
sense that other (sufficient) representations might gener-
ate the same distribution and, hence, the same relevance.
Irrespectively of the mapping entropy being zero, then,
the value of the relevance can be smaller or larger depend-
ing on the degeneracy of the classifications that produce
a given frequency distribution.

III. RESULTS

In this work we aim at investigating the behaviour of
relevance, resolution, and mapping entropy on distinct
systems at varying levels of complexity and abstraction,
with the aim of devising a pipeline to process empirical
data and extract information out of the dataset. To this
end, we concentrated on three different case studies, each
of which aims at clarifying specific aspects of the relation
among, or possible usages of, these quantities.

First, we made use of a simple toy model to inspect
resolution, relevance, and mapping entropy altogether.
The system is constituted by a string of non-interacting
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binary spins; while its properties are trivial to under-
stand once the underlying single-spin probabilities are
known, the behaviour of resolution, relevance, and map-
ping entropy computed on various coarse-grained repre-
sentations of it is not, as they critically depend on the
empirical sample onto which they are computed. This
is the ideal situation to (begin to) grasp the essence of
these quantities, in that all the non-trivial features that
emerge are only marginally due to the complexity of the
system itself, and mainly emerging as a consequence of
the finiteness of the dataset.

Second, we tackled a real-world case, namely a simpli-
fied model of the stock market based on real data. Here,
we focus on the relationship between resolution, directly
employed as a measure of the detail retained in a given
low-detail description of the system, and the mapping
entropy, which serves to identify nontrivial correlations
within the dataset.

Third, we employed the resolution-relevance frame-
work to reconstruct an empirical probability distribu-
tion to be investigated by means of the mapping entropy
minimisation method. The latter, in fact, relies on the
knowledge of a reference probability distribution of the
high-resolution data, against which the low-resolution
one is compared. Here we explored the possibility of re-
constructing the reference probability from a dataset of
protein conformations sampled in a molecular dynamics
simulation; to this end, we coarsened the configurational
space and identified the reference distribution as the one
corresponding to the optimal resolution-relevance thresh-
old (µ ∼ −1).

In the following sections, the results obtained in each
of these three systems are presented and discussed.

A. Discrete, non-interacting case: a simple spin
system

The first model system is composed of n = 20 non-
interacting spins, each characterised by its probability to
be in the “up” state. These spins are partitioned into
two subsets of biased and unbiased spins. The first 10
spins are biased in a linear descending order according to
pAi (σi = 1) = 1 − (i − 1)/20 for 1 ≤ i ≤ 10, while the
last 10 spins are unbiased, namely pAi (σi = 1) = 0.5 for
11 ≤ i ≤ 20, see Fig. 1.

The number of states of the system is, in principle,
220 ≈ 6× 106. However, not all of these are realisable as
the first spin, σ1, has zero probability to be in the “down”
state. To study this system, we generated a sample of

L = 105 states given by
{
~σj
}L
j=1

. The sample provides

an empirical probability distribution of system configu-
rations:

p̂(~σ) =
1

L

L∑
j=1

δ(~σj − ~σ) =
k~σ
L
. (21)

In the limit of an infinite sample, the empirical dis-

FIG. 1: Probability of sampling the “up” configuration
of each spin. The first 10 spins are biased to a varying

degree, whereas the last 10 spins are all unbiased.

tribution p̂(~σ) coincides with the underlying distribution
p(~σ), that is:

lim
L→∞

p̂(~σ) = p(~σ) =

n∏
j=1

pj(σj), (22)

where the last equality is due to the independence of
spins.

Let us next discuss the properties of the coarse-grained
representations of this spin system, that is, those se-
lections of N specific spins out of the total n. Such a
coarse-grained representation is given by a mapping M :

{0, 1}n 7→ {0, 1}N which takes the state ~σ = (σ1, . . . , σn)
and returns the CG state s(σ1, . . . , σn) = (σj1 , . . . , σjN ),
for some specific choice of N indices j1, . . . , jN . Each
choice of N spins corresponds to another empirical prob-
ability of the CG system, p̂(s), which comes about from
marginalising over the spins that are not retained. The
resolution (Eq. 3) and the relevance (Eq. 5) can be read-
ily calculated: the former directly from the probability
p̂(s), the latter through the computation of the frequency
distribution, Eq. 4. To calculate the mapping entropy
one needs to compare the full empirical probability p̂(~σ)
with the “smeared” coarse-grained one, p(~σ), see Eq. 13.
For each decimation-based CG representation, the corre-
sponding resolution, relevance, and mapping entropy are
computed and reported in Fig. 2(a-d).

Specifically, the resolution-relevance values for all pos-
sible coarse-grainings of N = 1, . . . , 20 spins are reported
in Fig. 2(a). The first observation we make is that the
data follow the expected behaviour in spite of the sys-
tem being composed of uncorrelated degrees of freedom.
The reason for this is that, even if the probability of each
spin being “up” is independent of the others, the pool of
configurations on which resolution and relevance are com-
puted is finite and smaller than the cardinality of possible
states (105 randomly sampled strings vs. 219 ≈ 3 × 106

possible ones (recall that the 1st spin is always “up”);
hence, for about half of the resolution range we are in
the under-sampling regime: because of this, when the
resolution is too high, we deal with too few data points
to accurately reconstruct the underlying reference prob-
ability, and the relevance is lower than the resolution. In
the intermediate regime, however, the finiteness of the
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FIG. 2: Resolution, relevance and mapping entropy for different coarse-grained representations of the system of
non-interacting spins. (a) and (c) show how relevance and mapping entropy vary with increasing resolution. Each
data point is depicted according to the number of conserved sites N . The gray line in (c) denotes the mean of the
mapping entropy for a small range of resolution values, and the shaded region denotes the range of the standard
deviation for this range. (b) and (d) report the values of relevance and mapping entropy in the case of N = 10,

respectively. Points are coloured according to their rank, as defined in Eq. 24. Mbiased marks the mapping in which
all the ten biased spins, σ1, . . . , σ10 are retained, while {Mopt} marks the set of ten mappings displaying the lowest

values of mapping entropy. These mappings contain the spins σ2, . . . , σ10, σj , for 11 ≤ j ≤ 20. These are all the
biased spins except σ1 and one of the unbiased spins.

sample enhances the relevance, and indicates the appro-
priate resolution level to describe the dataset in a syn-
thetic manner that, nonetheless, allows one to extract
nontrivial information about the generative process.

This result is inherently due to the finiteness of the
dataset. In fact, if we were to compute resolution and
relevance on an exhaustive list of configurations with the
exact probability associated to them, the curves would
turn out as a band of straight lines, trivially linking res-

olution and relevance, and with the latter having values
below those that are observed in the finite-sampling case
(see Sec. V B and Fig. 10 in the Appendix).

Another interesting aspect revealed by Fig. 2(a) is the
range of resolution and relevance values for different num-
bers N of retained spins. CG mappings such that N is
close to n display little variations in resolution and rel-
evance, while an intermediate coarse-graining is associ-
ated with a wide range of values. Figure 2(b) reports
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the results for the CG representations obtained retaining
N = 10 sites. Such CG mappings are distributed in a
clustered structure that can be captured by introducing
a rank for each mapping, which quantifies the balance
between biased and unbiased spins. The rank of a single
spin σj is given by

r̃(σj) =

{
+1, if biased: 1 ≤ j ≤ 10

−1, if unbiased: 11 ≤ j ≤ 20,
(23)

and the rank for a CG representation M (σ1, . . . , σn) =
(σj1 , . . . , σjN ) is given by the average of the rank over all
retained spins, that is

r(M) =
1

N

N∑
i=1

r̃(σji). (24)

For any choice of N , the rank takes a value between −1
and 1, measuring the proportion between biased and un-
biased spins in the CG state: when r(M) = 1 all retained
spins are biased; when r(M) = −1 all retained spins are
unbiased; when r(M) = 0 there is an equal number of
biased and unbiased spins.

Figure 2(b) shows that CG configurations with positive
rank provide higher relevance values, whereas negative
rank CG configurations have lower relevance and pos-
sess higher resolution. Thus, high relevance values cor-
respond to CG mappings that retain more biased spins
than unbiased spins, but it is not very sensitive to the
rank – having an equal number of biased and unbiased
spins saturates the relevance, i.e. replacing an unbiased
spin with a biased one, does not increase the relevance.
Therefore, in regards to the question “which spins are
more informative?” the relevance answers in an ambigu-
ous manner: one should retain just enough biased spins
(in this case five), and adding more spins does not change
the outcome appreciably.

The reason for this result is a consequence of the
marginalised empirical probability of the retained spins.
Consider the case of retaining all the unbiased spins:
this would provide an empirical sample of labels with
a roughly uniform distribution, resulting in a large en-
tropy of the sample and thus a high resolution. As for
the relevance, one needs to consider the distribution of
frequencies, which in this case would be narrow; as the
relevance is the entropy of this distribution, it would cor-
respond to low values. Replacing unbiased spins with
biased spins would make the distribution of the sample
less uniform, thereby decreasing the resolution. The fre-
quency distribution would become broader, and so the
relevance would increase. However, the relevance satu-
rates when we have a rank of zero, i.e. when the number
of biased and unbiased spins is equal. This indicates a
qualitative feature of the relevance: it thrives when the
probabilities of constituents are slightly rather than ex-
tremely biased. On the other hand, it increases when
retaining constituents with different probabilities. In-
deed, for a finite sample, the unbiased spins are sampled

with finite precision, and therefore, from the empirical
point of view, they are slightly biased. Since statisti-
cally they are biased in the same manner, retaining too
many of them would result in a narrow distribution of
frequencies and thus low relevance. However, retaining
some of them, already provides enough variability in the
frequency distribution to result in high relevance. For
further discussion on the differences between infinite and
finite samples see the Appendix V B.

In Figs. 2(c,d) the dependence of the mapping entropy
on the resolution is reported. In contrast to the rele-
vance, which tends to zero in the two limiting cases of low
and high resolution, the mapping entropy is monotoni-
cally decreasing (on average) with the resolution; when
all spins are retained, i.e. N = n, the smeared probabil-
ity p(~σ) (Eq. 13) is exactly equal to the distribution p(~σ)
and no coarse-graining is performed; on the other hand,
if only one spin is retained, the resulting CG probability
is as far as it can be from the full-system probability. For
some intermediate values of N it is possible to observe a
large range of mapping entropy values, which depend on
the specific choice of the CG representation.

Figure 2(d) shows that, for a given N , minimal val-
ues of the mapping entropy are obtained for high-rank
CG configurations, that is, those displaying non-uniform
probabilities. A closer look into the minimal values
of Fig. 2(d) reveals that the CG mapping (denoted
by Mbiased in Fig. 2(b,d)) with maximum rank, s =
(σ1, σ2, . . . , σ10), is not the absolute minimum of the
mapping entropy. All of the mappings in which the
first spin is replaced by one of the non-biased spins,
namely s = (σ2, σ3, . . . , σ10, σl), correspond to lower val-
ues of mapping entropy (these are denoted by Mopt in
Fig. 2(b,d)). This is a consequence of the fact that the
first spin, having p1 = 1, is not informative at all (keep-
ing track of its value does not carry any information since
it is always “up”), while each of the non-biased spins pro-
vides a minimal advantage due to the finite sample size.
In contrast, in the case of fully analytical calculations
(which is equivalent to infinite sampling, see Eq. 22) the
values of the mapping entropy obtained by retaining all
the 2, . . . , 10 spins plus any one of the other eleven spins
would be exactly equal.

These considerations allow one to rationalise a fea-
ture of Fig. 2(c), namely the fact that the minimum
value of the mapping entropy remains approximately con-
stant for a wide range of CG spin numbers, that is, for
N = 9, . . . , 16. When N = 9, the minimum of this quan-
tity is obtained for the CG mapping that retains the spins
with indices 2 ≤ j ≤ 10, and adding other spins to this
representation does not guarantee a substantial decrease
in the mapping entropy, which is only obtained when
the mapping gets closer to the fully detailed representa-
tion (when N ≥ 17). At the same time, some mappings
with N = 18 exist, whose associated mapping entropy is
higher than the minimum value obtained when N = 9:
these are coarse-grained representations that do not re-
tain two of the biased spins.
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In conclusion of this section, a discrete system whose
constituents are completely independent was analysed
with the help of resolution, relevance, and mapping en-
tropy. These three quantities shed light on some intrinsic
features of the model at hand, thus making them promis-
ing candidate analysis tools for more complex systems.
In particular, we find that the kind of information high-
lighted by relevance and mapping entropy is oriented to
different goals. The relevance is focused on reconstruct-
ing the statistics of the specific empirical sample, and
thus it is more “compression-oriented”. In contrast, the
mapping entropy is aimed at marginalising degrees of
freedom which do not change the probabilistic descrip-
tion of the sample, and thus it is more “generation-
oriented”. This different sensitivity results in the fact
that the mapping entropy favours the biased spins (ex-
cept σ1) over the unbiased spins, while the relevance
treats all mappings with zero rank as roughly equal.

B. Discrete interacting case: a model of a financial
market

The second model considered here concerns a simpli-
fied description of a financial market, whose constituents
are certainly interacting with a functional form that is
not only unknown a priori, but also not representative of
statistical equilibrium.

Common stock market indices, such as NASDAQ-
100, FTSE MIB, DAX 30, are usually defined in terms
of the value of the most traded stocks, or the ones with
the highest market capitalisation. As an example, the
NASDAQ-100 index considers the largest non-financial
companies listed on the Nasdaq stock market [27]. It
is well-known [28, 29] that changes in the composition
of such indices have an impact on the stock prices, tem-
porarily favouring the stocks that are added to the index.

These indices can be considered as coarse-grained map-
pings of the high-resolution system, i.e., the full stock
market, to a lower number of degrees of freedom. The
natural question that arises is the following: are these in-
dices always appropriate to coarse-grain the full market?
Can one find a different subset of stocks that brings more
information about the high-resolution system?

Throughout this section, we consider two “high-
resolution” systems, namely m1 and m2, defined as the
ten (for m1 ) and twelve (for m2 ) stocks with the high-
est market capitalisation (at the date 1/10/2021) in the
NASDAQ-100 index, which are described in Tab. I. The
values of these stocks are investigated over a ten year time
window, for a total of 2225 days of sampling considered.
For each day, a stock can assume three discrete values
(see Fig. 3), namely +1 if the stock value increases dur-
ing the day, 0 if it is stationary and −1 if it decreases.
In this way the full market is mapped to a system of
interacting, three-states spins with 310 (312) available re-
alisations. As in the non-interacting case discussed in
Sec. III A, many of these are impossible to observe in

FIG. 3: A pictorial representation of the prescription
used to build the data set of the discrete model of

financial markets illustrated in this section. If the stock
value V grows (decreases) during the day with respect

to its starting value, that is, if Vfinal > Vstart
(Vfinal < Vstart), a spin up (down) is assigned to the

company for the specific date. If the two values coincide
(Vfinal = Vstart), the date is labelled as stationary for

the considered stock.

a pool of real configurations: imagine for example how
unlikely it is that 12 stocks of this importance are sta-
tionary in the same day. Indeed, it is possible to observe
only 630 (1148) configurations of the system in the avail-
able sampling. As in Sec. III A, we use the set of degrees
of freedom as the high-resolution labelling ~x, see Eq. 9,
whose probability p(~x) is defined as the number of times
a full-system configuration {σ1, . . . , σn} is observed di-
vided by the number of days (Eq. 21).

Next, we analyse the behaviour of resolution, rele-
vance, and mapping entropy for all the 29 (211) CG deci-
mation mappings that can be defined for the two models.
The analysis follows Fig. 4, which reports the values of
these three quantities for all possible CG mappings, as
well as Fig. 5, where we show the probability that a stock
is retained in a mapping that minimises the mapping en-
tropy, as a function of the number of retained stocks.

First, looking into the behaviour of the relevance, we
observe the expected bell shape, with a linear resolution-
relevance trend for 1 to 4 retained stocks. This is sugges-
tive of the fact that the model is in the well-sampled
regime, and the information content of the dataset is
fully captured; for larger numbers of retained sites (N =
5, 6, 7), on the contrary, we find a regime where the em-
pirical dataset is noisy, but the coarse representation
gathers the largest amount of available information about
the underlying statistics. Finally, for N > 8, the data are
too noisy and the low-resolution representation is not in-
formative.

We then investigate the behaviour of the resolution
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Symbol Name # ↓ # → # ↑
AAPL Apple Inc. Common Stock 1060 5 1160
ADBE Adobe Inc. Common Stock 1017 5 1203
ADI Analog Devices, Inc. Common Stock 1090 13 1122
CSCO Cisco Systems, Inc. Common Stock 1022 29 1174
GOOG Alphabet Inc. Class C Capital Stock 1069 1 1155
GOOGL Alphabet Inc. Class A Common Stock 1075 2 1148
IDXX IDEXX Laboratories, Inc. Common Stock 977 8 1240
MSFT Microsoft Corporation Common Stock 1048 24 1153
NFLX Netflix, Inc. Common Stock 1110 1 1114
NTES NetEase, Inc. American Depositary Shares 1095 4 1126
NVDA NVIDIA Corporation Common Stock 1078 15 1132
TSLA Tesla, Inc. Common Stock 1111 3 1111

TABLE I: Nasdaq stocks considered in this subsection. # ↓, # →,and # ↑ represent the number of down, stationary
and up “spins” for each stock during the available sampling time, respectively. CSCO and NTES are absent in m1
and are included in m2. Data were downloaded using yfinance [30], a python package to download Yahoo! finance

data. Companies for which there are no data for all the considered dates were excluded from the dataset.

that is observed in all panels of Fig. 4. For each value of
1 < N < n there exist two clouds of points separated by
a gap in resolution. A direct inspection of the data shows
that, at fixed N , the lower-resolution clouds of mappings
are characterised by a common trait: all these represen-
tations retain both GOOG and GOOGL. As expected,
these two stocks are highly interacting and correlated,
displaying the same value in the 94.3% of the selected
time window. Therefore, it is reasonable that a mapping
containing both Google stocks provides a low-resolution
coarse-graining of the system, which is comparable to the
resolution of a coarse-grained system with N − 1 stocks.
In Fig. 4(c-d) it is possible to appreciate how the choice
of the model influences the average value of mapping en-
tropy of the two clouds. For model m1 (Fig. 4(c)), the
mappings containing both Google stocks (corresponding
to the left cloud for each N) display an average mapping
entropy equal or lower compared to other mappings that
contain only one Google stock (corresponding to the right
cloud for each N). This is not the case for m2 shown in
Fig. 4(d): since two additional stocks are included in m2,
p(s) is less biased by the presence of Google instances,
and the mapping entropy of representations (i.e. map-
pings) containing both GOOG and GOOGL is consis-
tently higher than that of the other mappings. Intu-
itively, one of the two Google stocks possesses a high
level of information about the system, but the inclusion
of both of them in a coarse-grained description of the full
market is redundant.

A further interesting aspect revealed by an inspection
of Figs. 4(c-d) and 5 is that all the mappings retaining
GOOG, MSFT, and NVDA display a value of mapping
entropy lower than the average. In particular it is possi-
ble to observe that, in both models, when 3 ≤ N ≤ n−1,
the mappings displaying the lowest value of mapping en-
tropy at fixed N always include the combination of these
three stocks. The reason behind the high informativeness
of these companies can be attributed to their long-time,
dominant presence in the stock market.

As for particularly uninformative mappings, that is,
those with high mapping entropy, it is possible to observe
that TSLA and NFLX (for m1 ) and TSLA and NTES
(for m2 ) appear to be always retained in those represen-
tations. In particular, we note that, for m1 (resp. m2 ),
(i) when N = n−2 the mapping with lowest mapping en-
tropy is the one that does not contain TSLA and NFLX
(resp. TSLA and NTES); (ii) when 2 ≤ N ≤ n− 2 the
mapping with highest mapping entropy retains TSLA
and NFLX (resp. TSLA and NTES). A possible expla-
nation for this behaviour can be related to their marginal
importance to the market for a vast majority of the sam-
pling time (10 years), having experienced an exponential
growth only in the latest years. In the case of TSLA, the
corresponding company operates in a field that is neatly
separated from the other stocks reported in Tab. I.

Lastly, we note that the “interacting” system consid-
ered in this section does not display the flatness in the
mapping entropy minima that was observed in Fig. 2(c)
describing the non-interacting spins system in Sec. III A.
In fact, for an interacting system the addition of a new
site to an optimal coarse-grained mapping is likely to re-
sult in a gain of information about the high-resolution
system and, hence, in a decrease of the mapping entropy.

In summary, the information measures under exam-
ination, and in particular their joint usage, proved to
constitute an informative instrument of analysis of our
simple description of a subset of the Nasdaq financial
market. Specifically, the resolution-relevance curve was
shown to highlight interesting distinct regimes of the low-
resolution description, providing a guide in assessing,
qualitative and semi-quantitatively, the amount of use-
ful information that a coarse picture of the system can
retain; the mapping entropy, on the other hand, allowed
us to rationalise the features observed in the resolution
and to identify those specific stocks that contributed the
most (or the least) to the overall behaviour of the model
market. The proposed strategy can thus be generalised
to the full stock market with the aim of selecting the most
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FIG. 4: Resolution, relevance ((a-b)) and mapping entropy ((c-d)) for the two models. Mappings in m2 can reach
high values of resolution because adding information (two stocks) allows to define a higher number of high-resolution
labels s out of the available sampling. In (a-b) there exists a CG mapping with N = 1 possessing a very low value of

relevance (Hk ∼ 0); this is the mapping that retains TSLA stock: by chance, the number of spins in the up and
down configurations coincide (see Tab. I).

appropriate low-resolution index, identified as the set of
stocks with minimal mapping entropy at a fixed degree
of coarse-graining N , the latter that can be determined
with the help of the resolution-relevance curve.

C. Continuous system: a small protein in solution

As it has been illustrated in the previous sections, the
mapping entropy is a measure of how much information
about a reference, high-resolution system (and its con-
figurational probability distribution) can be retrieved or
inferred from a low-resolution representation of it. In
particular, one computes the Kullback-Leibler divergence
between the reference distribution p(~x) and the recon-

structed one, p̄(~x), which is obtained from the former
assuming that all configurations ~x mapping on the same
coarse-grained label s have the same probability; the lat-
ter is defined as the average over the group G of configu-
rations ~xi : s(~xi) = sG ∀ i ∈ G.

In this section we address the practical aspect of in-
vestigating systems with continuous degrees of freedom,
whose reference empirical probability distribution p(~x)
has to be determined. The problem lies in the fact that,
while systems with discrete degrees of freedom (such as
the stock market model) are naturally prone to a his-
togramming procedure, systems described in terms of
continuous variables are not: arbitrarily small discrep-
ancies in the coordinates would make two configurations
look different, and whether they really are or not is a
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FIG. 5: Probability Pcons of finding a given stock in a selection that minimises the mapping entropy, for the model
m1 (left panel) and m2 (right panel). At a given value of N , Pcons is calculated as the probability of each stock to

be present in the 10% of the mappings with lowest Smap. Those stocks whose knowledge brings the least
information about the overall behaviour of the model market appear in darker colour: the presence of dark bars that
extend for a broad range of retained stocks numbers indicates that these specific stocks are consistently identified as

little informative.

matter to be settled before addressing the computation
of the mapping entropy.

Here, our objective is to employ the resolution-
relevance framework to perform an optimal clustering of
the high-resolution configurations of the system, based
on which we determine the reference empirical proba-
bility p(~x). This is a key step for the calculation of the
mapping entropy: in fact, in specific cases, e.g. molecular
systems at thermal equilibrium, the mapping entropy can
be computed by means of a cumulant expansion of the
Kullback-Leibler divergence that relies on the assumption
that the system follows Boltzmann statistics, and hence
the underlying probability density of the micro-states is
the well-known exp(−βH); this strategy was indeed em-
ployed by Giulini and coworkers (see Ref. [17] as well as
Eq. 39 in the Appendix) to identify the representations
of least mapping entropy for a set of proteins. This as-
sumption, however, does not hold in general, and it might
be the case that one finds themselves with a dataset of
configurations defined on a continuum range of values,
whose underlying probability density is not known. The
computation of mapping entropy in these cases has to
rely on the definition based on the Kullback-Leibler di-
vergence, which, in turn, assumes the knowledge of a
reference, high-resolution probability density. Hereafter,
we show how to obtain such probability distribution for a
dataset of configurations defined on the continuum, and

demonstrate that the results so obtained are consistent
with those derived from the cumulant expansion.

The system under examination here is a small protein
in water, whose time evolution is obtained by means of
a plain, all-atom molecular dynamics (MD) [31, 32] sim-
ulation. Specifically, we consider 6D93 [33], a mutant of
the tamapin protein, a toxin of the Indian red scorpion
[34]. This small protein (230 heavy atoms, 31 amino
acids) is simulated in the canonical ensemble at 300K
for 200 nanoseconds. The Cartesian coordinates of the
atoms are saved once every 20 picoseconds, thus creating
a data sample (trajectory) of L = 10001 configurations.
Details on the GROMACS 2018 [35, 36] simulation can
be found in the Supplementary Material of Ref. [17].

In this context, the state of the system is encoded in
a vector r containing the positions of its n constituent
atoms. Differently from the discrete model, the distri-
bution of the labels ~x cannot be identified with a simple
counting over the states of these 3n degrees of freedom,
due to their continuous nature. Hence, the labels ~x have
to be defined by lumping several, in principle different
configurations r of the sample in the same (high resolu-
tion) state, thus defining a non-uniform probability p(~x)
of observing it.

To this end, we apply the UPGMA clustering algo-
rithm with average linkage [37] to the fully atomistic,
pairwise RMSD matrix between all the elements of the
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FIG. 6: The L realisations of a continuous system can
be clustered in a variable number C of labels ~x, ranging
from C = 1 to C = L. These two discretisations are not
informative about the system, as they induce a trivial
frequency distribution and, consequently, a uniform
probability p(~x) of observing the label ~x over the

sample. We identify (see main text) the threshold C̄ as
the number of labels that separates the regimes of

lossless and lossy compression.

sample:

RMSD(r, r′) =

√√√√ 1

n

n∑
j=1

3∑
k=1

(r3j+k −RT r′3j+k)2, (25)

where RT is the roto-translation that superimposes r to
r′ according to the Kabsch optimality criterion [38, 39],
thus minimising the overall displacement.

Changing the threshold used to cut the dendrogram
(see Fig. 6) resulting from the UPGMA clustering of this
matrix, we can obtain arbitrary values of the number
C of fine-grained labels ~x. A criterion is thus needed
to establish the appropriate value of C that should be
used to create this histogram of atomistic structures. A
very coarse (resp. detailed) discretisation of the sample
corresponds to C ∼ 1 (resp. C ∼ L) clusters, as shown
in Fig. 6. Both of these choices are not “relevant” for
the comprehension of the system, since they result in a
uniform probability p(~x) over the labels.

Hence, resolution and relevance are employed to de-
termine the optimal number of fine-grained labels, which
we denote by C̄, used to partition the collected protein
structures. In Fig. 7(a) we report the H[s]-H[k] depen-
dence for the 10001 realisations of the system; the consid-
ered trajectory displays a flat maximum of the relevance,
which remains constant over a wide range of values of
H[s] and C. The nature of this behaviour is certainly
related to the hidden structure of the sample and to the
properties of the clustering algorithm used to label its
constituent elements.

The separation between the regimes of lossless and
lossy compression [23] operated by the relevance is ex-
ploited to select C̄. Indeed, C̄ is chosen as the value of
C corresponding to the critical point where the slope µ

of the resolution-relevance curve is −1. The probability
of each label ~x is now given by the number of times it is
observed in the sample (k~x/L, see Eq. 2).

The calculation of the optimal C̄ that separates the
region with µ < −1 from that with µ > −1 is shown
in Fig. 7(b). In this context, we choose the first value
of C after which µ < −1 for a consistent set of values
of C, meaning that the induced discretisation remains
in the regime of lossy compression for a while. At the
end, the original trajectory of L snapshots is converted
into its reduced counterpart of C̄ protein structures by
choosing the first configuration of the sample belonging
to each label ~x. This procedure allows us to determine
the reference, empirical probability distribution p(~x) as
the frequency with which each of the C̄ sampled high-
resolution configurations appears.

Next, we consider low-resolution representations of the
protein structure, in order to identify the one that pro-
vides the most informative picture of the system with
respect to the all-atom reference. A CG decimated
representation of a protein is a selection of N out n
atoms, which amounts at keeping N triplets of the orig-
inal degrees of freedom. The coarse-grained labelling
s = M(r1, . . . , r3n) lumps C̄ high-resolution labels ~x in
K CG labels s. Following Ref. [17], we here select 5 dif-
ferent values of K to cut the dendrogram, thus creating
5 different probability distributions p(~x). In Fig. 8 we
provide a schematic depiction of this procedure: first,
C̄ mapped configurations M(r1, . . . , r3n), are compared
using the coarse-grained RMSD

RMSDCG(M(r),M(r′)) = (26)

=

√√√√ 1

N

N∑
j=1

3∑
k=1

(ri3j+k
−RT r′i3j+k

)2,

where i denotes the indices of the retained degrees of
freedom, and then the corresponding dendrogram is con-
structed with the UPGMA algorithm. Subsequently, dif-
ferent thresholds are employed to define the CG labels,
and the resulting average mapping entropy is calculated
using the following formula [17]:

Σ =
1

|K|
∑
{K}

Smap(K), (27)

where {K} is the set of values of K and Smap(K) is the
corresponding mapping entropy, arising from the cluster-
ing of C̄ high-resolution labels into K CG labels; |K| = 5
is the number of K values.

Now that we possess a method to calculate the map-
ping entropy (Eq. 11) for a continuous system, we follow
Ref. [17] and run 48 mapping optimisations for the pro-
tein, employing N = 31 and sticking to the same minimi-
sation protocol. As in Ref. [17], one can perform a basic
statistics over the pool of low-Smap mappings by using
the conservation probability, Pcons, of each atom, defined
as the fraction of times it is included inside an optimised
solution.
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FIG. 7: (a): Resolution-relevance plot for 6D93, whose
all-atom trajectory of L = 10001 sampled realisations

has been clustered in 2000 different values of C, starting
from C = 2 and ending with C = 9997, with an

intermediate step equal to 5. The UPGMA algorithm
[37] is applied to the fully-atomistic RMSD matrix

(Eq. 25) to perform the clustering (see Ref. [17]). Each
data point is coloured according to the value of C

employed to label the original trajectory. (b): local
slope µ of the H[s]-H[k] curve over all the spectrum of

possible values of C. µ is computed by iteratively
performing a linear regression over all values of the

curve such that the resolution falls into an interval of
amplitude lnL

50 . Such resolution window is iteratively

moved from right to left by a factor lnL
1000 , until points

with H[s] = H[k] ∼ 0 are found.
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FIG. 8: After C̄ fine-grained labels are identified (see
Fig. 6), the corresponding configurations rjk are

coarse-grained by a mapping operator M. Here jk is the
index (in the original sample) of the configuration

associated to the fine-grained label k. The
low-resolution projections M(r) are first compared and

then clustered in a coarse-grained dendrogram. The
latter is inspected at several points K1, K2, ... , K5, so
as to identify different selections of CG labels s, over

which the mapping entropy is calculated using Eq. 27.
Here we follow Ref. [17] in defining K1 = 34, K2 = 48,

K3 = 62, K4 = 76, K5 = 91.

FIG. 9: Probability Pcons of conserving each atom in an
optimal mapping built minimising Σ (see Eq. 27). Five
residues are highlighted, namely the three arginines and
other two solvent-exposed, charged residues. While the
former are retained with a good level of detail inside
optimal mappings (one atom per side chain, see main

text), the latter are highly coarse-grained (see also
Tab .III).

Once projected over the high-resolution protein, such
probability distribution appears to be broadly spread
throughout the polypeptide chain, with few notable
peaks in correspondence of terminal atoms of the
three arginine residues of the protein (ARG6, ARG7,
ARG13), which are well-known [40–42] to play a crucial
role in the binding of tamapin to its substrate. Let us
focus on the side chain of ARG6: here, the atom with
highest importance is NH2 (Pcons(NH2,ARG6) = 0.60),
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but all the other atoms in the terminal region of the argi-
nine display a non-negligible value of Pcons, namely 0.10,
0.23, 0.08 for NE, CZ, and NH1, respectively. The sum of
these probabilities with the one associated to NH2 gives
1.02: except for two (resp. one) cases in which there
are two (resp. zero) atoms of this region in the optimal
mapping, all the remaining 46 optimal solutions contain
exactly one atom in the terminal region of ARG6. In
other words, the optimisation procedures are informing
the modeller that the side chain of this arginine must
be treated with exactly one atom, with a preference for
NH2. As for ARG7 and ARG13, they display a similar
behaviour, with the majority of the optimisations retain-
ing one atom of their side chain terminus. In particular,
the NH2 atom of ARG7 shows the highest value of Pcons

(Pcons(NH2,ARG7) = 0.67). These results are consis-
tent with those found through the cumulant expansion
approximation [17], thus supporting the viability and ro-
bustness of this procedure.

In summary, the properties of relevance and resolution
are here exploited in order to extract a set of fine-grained
labels out of a molecular dynamics trajectory, each one
weighted with its own approximated probability. This
step is key in order to compute the mapping entropy of a
system defined in terms of continuous degrees of freedom:
in fact, while for the case of a molecular system in ther-
mal equilibrium approximations are possible, that rely on
the assumption of Boltzmann statistics and the cumulant
expansion approximation of the mapping entropy (as it
was done in Ref. [17]), in general the underlying prob-
ability density of the system micro-states is not known,
and/or it is not an equilibrium distribution. The ap-
proach illustrated here is general and unsupervised, and
it can be also applied to tasks other than the calcula-
tion of the mapping entropy. We deem it important to
remark the fact that the choice of distance (RMSD) and
clustering algorithm (UPGMA) played no special role in
the analysis presented in this section, thus broadening
the generality of the proposed approach.

IV. CONCLUSIONS

In this manuscript we investigated the properties of
coarse-grained representations by studying the behaviour
of the associated resolution, relevance, and mapping en-
tropy, computed over empirical samples of three complex
systems. These three quantities offer distinct and com-
plementary perspectives on the properties of a dataset,
allowing one to extract crucial information about its un-
derlying generative process, the nonlinear correlations
among its degrees of freedom, and the levels of signifi-
cance of the latter. Mapping entropy, in particular, is
employed to characterise a system by quantifying the
amount of information retained in a low-dimensional rep-
resentation of it, which thus highlights those reduced
models that preserve relevant details while discarding
noise or otherwise trivial features. When coupled, res-

olution and mapping entropy show, in a clear and easily
intelligible way, how the information content of a repre-
sentation increases together with the detail with which
such representation describes the data set.

In the case of the non-interacting spin system, the
mapping entropy pinpoints as ideal mappings those sub-
sets of features that match our intuition of most infor-
mative representations. In contrast, when the system’s
constituents are interacting, as it is the case for the model
of the Nasdaq stock market, the interpretation of max-
imally informative coarse-grained mappings is less im-
mediate. Still, the mapping entropy efficiently and con-
sistently separates the stocks that have been influential
for the majority of the sampling time from those whose
importance has been limited to the last portion of the
selected time-window [43]. In both cases, the resolution-
relevance framework proved to be capable of highlighting
the optimal level of detail at which a coarse representa-
tion of the system provides the largest amount of nontriv-
ial information about the underlying generative process.

This feature was explicitly employed in addressing the
problem of dimensionality reduction for a biomolecule,
namely a small protein; in this case, the mapping en-
tropy minimisation requires the knowledge of an under-
lying, high-resolution probability density that cannot be
naively reconstructed from a sample of configurations.
To tackle this issue, we proposed a method, based on
the optimal trade-off between resolution and relevance,
to identify unambiguous high-resolution labels defining a
non-uniform probability distribution in the fine-grained
space; these corresponds to clusters of configurations
whose relative discrepancies are classified as noise by the
relevance, thereby allowing the construction of a dataset
of high-resolution configurations each associated to its
empirical probability. Making use of this protocol, we
then carried out several minimisations of the mapping
entropy: the resulting optimal representations tend to
display an uneven level of detail throughout the protein,
treating with higher accuracy the three arginine residues
that are fundamental for its binding to the substrate,
consistently with data obtained through an independent
procedure.

These results, obtained from a relevant set of distinct
test cases, show that the combined usage of resolution,
relevance, and mapping entropy is capable of quantify-
ing the information content proper to different combina-
tions of features of a high-dimensional, large-sized data
set. In particular, it is our opinion that the multi-body
nature of the mapping entropy, together with its sim-
plicity of interpretation, can make its application in data
science extremely fruitful, either as a feature selection
algorithm or as a novel instrument of analysis of com-
plex data sets. The first use is analogous to the mapping
definition in CG, that is, a smart prescription to be im-
plemented prior to the modelling. The second application
is even more intriguing, as it suggests that the process of
dimensionality reduction per se can provide information
on high-dimensional data sets.
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Looking at resolution, relevance, and mapping entropy
from this multi-disciplinary perspective, it is our opin-
ion that their application in diverse contexts would con-
tribute a powerful instrument to make sense of data in a
world increasingly full of them.

V. APPENDIX

A. Explicit derivation of the relation between
resolution and mapping entropy

Hereafter we provide the full derivation of Eq. 14, in
which each step is made explicit:

Smap =
∑
~x

p(~x) ln
p(~x)

p̄(~x)
(28)

=
∑
~x

p(~x) ln

(
p(~x)

Ω1(s(~x))

p(s(~x))

)
=
∑
~x

p(~x) ln p(~x)−
∑
~x

p(~x) ln p(s(~x)) +
∑
~x

p(~x) ln Ω1(s(~x))

= −H[~x]−
∑
~x

∑
s

δ(s(~x)− s)p(~x) ln p(s(~x)) +
∑
~x

∑
s

δ(s(~x)− s)p(~x) ln Ω1(s(~x))

= −H[~x]−
∑
s

p(s) ln p(s) +
∑
s

p(s) ln Ω1(s)

= −H[~x] +H[s] +
∑
s

p(s) ln Ω1(s).

As for Eq. 16, which relates the conditional entropy
H[~x|s] to the conditional probability p(~x|s), we have:

H[~x|s] = −
∑
~x,s

p(~x, s) ln
p(~x, s)

p(s)
(29)

= −
∑
~x,s

p(~x, s) ln p(~x|s)

= −
∑
~x,s

p(s)p(~x|s) ln p(~x|s)

= −
∑
s

p(s)
∑
~x

p(~x|s) ln p(~x|s).

B. Infinite sampling assumption

Sections III A and III B discuss the case in which the
fine-grained and coarse-grained labels ~x and s(~x) are de-
termined through a marginalisation over the retained de-
grees of freedom. We now discuss how, in such scenarios,
we can apply the assumption of infinite sampling and
how it changes the overall results.

First we investigate the impact on the relevance of hav-

ing such a large sampling that the empirical probability
p̂(s) is arbitrarily close to the real one obtained marginal-
ising over the exact p(~x). To this end, we consider the toy
model of Sec. III A and compute resolution and relevance
summing over the complete list of all possible states of
the system, whose probability is known from Eq. 22. In
this case, we obtain the resolution-relevance curves re-
ported in Fig. 10. These are quite different from the em-
pirical ones emerging from a finite sample (see Fig. 2(a)),
demonstrating that the relevance shows a non-trivial be-
haviour even in the case of a simple system.

Let us explain how a finite sample size can create
such a qualitatively different behaviour. This happens
when the system has some equiprobable configuration
p(si) = p(sj) for two distinct CG labels si, sj . This
means that, for an infinite sample, the frequencies of
these configurations are equal, i.e. ksi = ksj .

Let us assume that the frequency ksi appears exactly
twice in the sample, mksi

= 2. This implies p̂(ksi) =

2ksi/L. Recall that the relevance is given by summing
over the frequencies k; therefore, if ksi = ksj there is
only one term contributing, whereas if ksi 6= ksj there
are two terms. The contribution of the frequency ksi to
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FIG. 10: Relevance vs. resolution for the toy model of
binary spins with exhaustive configurational sampling

and exact underlying probabilities. The colours refer to
the number of retained sites. These results should be

compared with the finite sample case in Fig. 2(a).

the relevance is

−p̂(ksi) log p̂(ksi) = −2ksi
L

log
2ksi
L

(30)

= −2ksi
L

log
ksi
L
− 2ksi

L
log 2.

When the empirical sample is finite and the frequen-
cies are not equal, ksi 6= ksj , but close, ksi ≈ ksj , the
contribution to the relevance is

−p̂(ksi) log p̂(ksi)− p̂(ksj ) log p̂(ksj ) (31)

= −ksi
L

log
ksi
L
−
ksj
L

log
ksj
L

(32)

≈ −2ksi
L

log
ksi
L
. (33)

Comparing these two cases, we observe that the con-
tribution to the relevance of the infinite sample is lower
than the finite case by roughly 2ksi/L log 2 = 2p̂(si) log 2.
Therefore, in case of some equiprobable configurations,
observing high values of the relevance relies on finite im-
perfect sampling; sampling “too well” can reduce the rel-
evance substantially.

We now consider the effect of infinite sampling on the
mapping entropy. When the configuration of the complex
system of interest is sampled for an infinite number of
times, the multiplicity of labels ~x mapping onto the same
CG label s is given by the analytical degeneracy:

Ω∞1 (s) =
∑
~x

δ(s(~x)− s) = V n−N , (34)

where V is the phase space volume accessible to each
degree of freedom. Here for simplicity we assume that
all degrees of freedom have the same accessible phase
space volume. In this case, the mapping entropy can be
expressed as a difference of two Kullback-Leibler diver-
gences, where the probabilities p(~x) and p(s) are com-

pared to the uniform distributions V −n and V −N , re-
spectively:

S~x = −
∑
~x

p(~x) ln (V np(~x)) , (35)

Ss = −
∑
s

p(s) ln
(
V Np(s)

)
. (36)

Here, S~x and Ss quantify the gain in information
guaranteed by employing p(~x) and p(s) to sample the
phase space in place of the uniform probability, respec-
tively. The “infinite-sampling” mapping entropy can be
expressed as a difference between these quantities [15–
18]:

S∞map =
∑
~x

p(~x) ln

(
p(~x)

p(s(~x))
Ω∞1 (s(~x))

)
= Ss−S~x, (37)

which is still a strictly non-negative Kullback-Leibler di-
vergence. As an example, let us focus on the case of
the approximate financial market discussed in Sec. III B,
where each stock can assume three different values (V =
3, see Fig. 3). In this case S∞map reads

S∞map = (n−N) ln 3 +H[s]−H[~x]. (38)

S∞map can be decomposed in a constant term, proportional
to n − N , accounting for the inherent loss of informa-
tion arising from retaining fewer stocks, and a difference
of resolutions. As the fine-grained entropy is fixed for
all CG mappings, the only expression that varies with
the mapping M is the coarse-grained resolution, H[s].
In order to decrease S∞map, the mapping must induce a
CG distribution p(s) with low entropy. It is useful to
note that H[~x] (resp. H[s]) cannot exceed n ln 3 (resp.
N ln 3), which corresponds to the maximum entropy over
the possible 3n fine-grained (resp. 3N coarse-grained) la-
bels.

Figure 11 reports the comparison between the values
of S∞map (Eq. 38) and those of Smap (Eq. 11) for the two
models m1, m2, considered in Sec. III B. Since S∞map dis-
criminates coarse-grained mappings according to their
value of CG resolution H[s], there are two clouds of
points for each value of N , separating those representa-
tions containing both GOOG and GOOGL stocks from
the others. However, restricting the analysis to a spe-
cific cloud of points, we observe that a distinct, positive
correlation exists between the collected values, which is
quantified by Tab. II in terms of the Pearson correlation
and linear coefficients. The correlation is weak when
N = 2, growing up to values higher than 0.8 for map-
pings with N ∼ n. Equation 14 sheds light on the pres-
ence of such correlation, showing that a reduction of the
coarse-grained resolution is beneficial for a CG mapping
if and only if it is not counterbalanced by an increase
in
∑
~x p(~x) ln (Ω1(s(~x))). The latter situation is experi-

enced by mappings containing both GOOG and GOOGL
stocks, which possess a low-H[s] probability distribution
not because of their informativeness, but only because
the number of resolved CG labels s is limited.
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FIG. 11: Comparison between the values Smap given by
Eq. 11 and those of S∞map (Eq. 38). The top and bottom
panels correspond to the models m1, m2 considered in

Sec. III B, respectively. Points are coloured according to
the number N of retained degrees of freedom, ranging

from 1 to n.

C. Mapping Entropy of biomolecules: a
comparison with previous strategies

In two recent articles [17, 44], some of us exploited
the mapping entropy as an instrument to explore the
space of coarse-grained mappings of 6D93. In order for
this quantity to be computed from a fully atomistic MD
trajectory, a few approximations are employed in these

m1 m2
N rG qG rḠ qḠ rG qG rḠ qḠ
2 / / 0.23 0.16 / / 0.15 0.05
3 0.25 0.22 0.54 0.47 0.22 0.10 0.43 0.18
4 0.54 0.58 0.67 0.62 0.45 0.21 0.55 0.23
5 0.69 0.79 0.75 0.70 0.56 0.26 0.62 0.26
6 0.78 0.91 0.79 0.75 0.62 0.28 0.66 0.28
7 0.84 1.00 0.81 0.77 0.66 0.30 0.70 0.31
8 0.88 1.06 0.75 0.70 0.71 0.33 0.72 0.34
9 0.90 1.03 / / 0.75 0.37 0.73 0.37
10 / / / / 0.79 0.44 0.72 0.42
11 / / / / 0.82 0.55 / /

TABLE II: Pearson correlation (r) and linear
interpolation (q) coefficients between the values of S∞map

and those of Smap (see Fig. 11) for the two models
considered. At each value of the number of CG sites N ,

the coefficients are calculated considering mappings
containing both Google stocks (rG, qG) and

representations in which there is at most one of the two
Google stocks (rḠ, qḠ).

works, giving rise to the approximated mapping entropy:

Sβmap ' kB
β2

2

∑
s

p(s)〈(U − 〈U〉s)2〉s, (39)

where the sum runs over CG labels s, U is the potential
energy of the system and the subscript s denotes an av-
erage conditioned to the CG label s. In other words, the
approximate mapping entropy of a CG label s is given
by the variance of the potential energy proper of those
high-resolution configurations ~x mapping onto it.

Such approximations are necessary due to the incapac-
ity of calculating the probability distributions involved in
the definition of the mapping entropy, which is the canon-
ical average of the logarithm of p(~x)/p(~x) (see Eq. 11).
Both p(~x) and p(~x) are complicated to extract because of
their high dimensionality and the numerical instabilities
associated to the explicit calculations of the exponentials.

Analogously to Eq. 27, we can define an average map-
ping entropy

Σβ =
1

|K|
∑
{K}

Sβmap(K). (40)

In Fig. 12 we report the comparison of the values of Σ
and Σβ calculated for the data set of 4968 mappings with
N = 31 employed in Ref. [44]. The scatter plot shows
that a good but not perfect correspondence exists be-
tween the two sets of values. It is important to underline
how the nature of the energy considered in the calculation
of Sβmap can possibly play a role in this difference: indeed,

Sβmap is computed employing only the protein-protein
interaction energy, thus neglecting protein-solvent and
solvent-solvent effects. Such approximation can give rise
to a bias towards exposed regions, where the interactions
are not properly screened. One of the strengths of Smap
is represented by the fact that the solvent contribution
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FIG. 12: Comparison of the values of mapping entropy
calculated using the original Kullback-Leibler formula
(Smap, Eq. 11) and the approximated expression Sβmap
of Eq. 39 [17], expressed in units of kJ/mol/K. The
protein displays a clear correlation between the two

expressions, resulting in a Pearson correlation
coefficient equal to 0.62.

is taken into account more accurately by the probability.
Overall, further work is needed to assess the nature of
this discrepancy.

FIG. 13: Probability P βcons of conserving each atom in
an optimal mapping built minimising Σβ . With respect

to Pcons, P
β
cons is more concentrated in the terminal

regions of charged residues, showing more pronounced
peaks in correspondence of peculiar atoms.

Analogously to Sec. III C we now analyse the 48 opti-
mal mappings obtained minimising Σβ (see Ref. [17]),
with the aim of comparing the resulting conservation
probability P βcons to the one considered in the main text
(Pcons). Figure 13 shows how an optimal CG mapping

Atom P βcons Pcons

GLU24-CD 0.27 0.00
GLU24-OE1 0.21 0.00
GLU24-OE2 0.44 0.02
LYS27-CE 0.52 0.17
LYS27-NZ 0.44 0.27

TABLE III: Differences between the values of
conservation probabilities for the terminal atoms of

residues GLU24 and LYS27. The difference is striking
especially for GLU24, as its terminal atoms are never
conserved in the Kullback-Leibler-based optimisation.

of 6D93 must contain the NH1 atom (P βcons(NH1,ARG6)
= 0.92), while Pcons is more evenly distributed through-
out the variable region of this amino acid (see Fig. 9 and
Sec. III C). Another interesting difference emerging from
a comparison between Fig. 9 and Fig. 13 concerns the
reduced values of conservation probabilities assigned to
terminal atoms of the variable regions of GLU24 and
LYS27; while these atoms were usually part of low-Σβ

mappings, they are almost never present in the CG rep-
resentations built minimising Σ. GLU24 and LYS27 are
charged residues, and the energetic fluctuations proper to
the terminal atoms can be huge, especially when the con-
sidered energies are not screened by the solvent. This is
a further proof that Smap is less biased towards solvent-
exposed, charged residues than Sβmap.

Overall, it is possible to conclude that Fig. 9 and
Fig. 13 are quite similar, with Pcons that is, on average,
more evenly distributed over the full structure, displaying
a tendency to reduce the probability weight assigned to
terminal atoms of charged residues with respect to P βcons.

VI. DATA AVAILABILITY

The program and the data employed for the two mod-
els presented in Sec. III A and III B, as well as the results
showed in Sec. III C are available from the GitHub repos-
itory at the address https://github.com/mgiulini/
pymap as well as on the Zenodo repository at the address:
https://zenodo.org/record/6284439#.YhkWnO7MLUI.
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[12] J. V. José, L. P. Kadanoff, S. Kirkpatrick, and D. R. Nel-
son, “Renormalization, vortices, and symmetry-breaking
perturbations in the two-dimensional planar model,”
Physical Review B, vol. 16, no. 3, p. 1217, 1977.

[13] M. Giulini, M. Rigoli, G. Mattiotti, R. Menichetti,
T. Tarenzi, R. Fiorentini, and R. Potestio, “From sys-
tem modeling to system analysis: The impact of reso-
lution level and resolution distribution in the computer-
aided investigation of biomolecules,” Frontiers in Molec-
ular Biosciences, vol. 8, 2021.

[14] M. S. Shell, “The relative entropy is fundamental to mul-
tiscale and inverse thermodynamic problems,” The Jour-
nal of chemical physics, vol. 129, no. 14, p. 144108, 2008.

[15] J. F. Rudzinski and W. Noid, “Coarse-graining entropy,
forces, and structures,” The Journal of chemical physics,
vol. 135, no. 21, p. 214101, 2011.

[16] T. T. Foley, M. S. Shell, and W. G. Noid, “The im-
pact of resolution upon entropy and information in
coarse-grained models,” The Journal of chemical physics,
vol. 143, no. 24, p. 12B601 1, 2015.

[17] M. Giulini, R. Menichetti, M. S. Shell, and R. Potes-
tio, “An information-theory-based approach for optimal

model reduction of biomolecules,” Journal of chemical
theory and computation, vol. 16, no. 11, pp. 6795–6813,
2020.

[18] K. M. Kidder, R. J. Szukalo, and W. Noid, “Energetic
and entropic considerations for coarse-graining,” The Eu-
ropean Physical Journal B, vol. 94, no. 7, pp. 1–29, 2021.

[19] M. Marsili, I. Mastromatteo, and Y. Roudi, “On sam-
pling and modeling complex systems,” Journal of Sta-
tistical Mechanics: Theory and Experiment, vol. 2013,
no. 09, p. P09003, 2013.

[20] A. Haimovici and M. Marsili, “Criticality of mostly infor-
mative samples: a bayesian model selection approach,”
Journal of Statistical Mechanics: Theory and Experi-
ment, vol. 2015, no. 10, p. P10013, 2015.

[21] S. Grigolon, S. Franz, and M. Marsili, “Identifying rele-
vant positions in proteins by critical variable selection,”
Molecular BioSystems, vol. 12, no. 7, pp. 2147–2158,
2016.

[22] J. Song, M. Marsili, and J. Jo, “Resolution and rele-
vance trade-offs in deep learning,” Journal of Statistical
Mechanics: Theory and Experiment, vol. 2018, no. 12,
p. 123406, 2018.

[23] R. J. Cubero, J. Jo, M. Marsili, Y. Roudi, and J. Song,
“Statistical criticality arises in most informative repre-
sentations,” Journal of Statistical Mechanics: Theory
and Experiment, vol. 2019, no. 6, p. 063402, 2019.

[24] R. J. Cubero, M. Marsili, and Y. Roudi, “Multiscale rele-
vance and informative encoding in neuronal spike trains,”
Journal of computational neuroscience, vol. 48, no. 1,
pp. 85–102, 2020.

[25] M. Marsili and Y. Roudi, “Quantifying relevance in learn-
ing and inference,” 2022.

[26] R. Menichetti, M. Giulini, and R. Potestio, “A jour-
ney through mapping space: characterising the statis-
tical and metric properties of reduced representations
of macromolecules,” The European Physical Journal B,
vol. 94, no. 10, p. 204, 2021.

[27] https://www.nasdaq.com/market-
activity/quotes/nasdaq-ndx-index.

[28] P. N. Afego, “Effects of changes in stock index composi-
tions: A literature survey,” International Review of Fi-
nancial Analysis, vol. 52, pp. 228–239, 2017.

[29] E. N. Biktimirov and Y. Xu, “Asymmetric stock price
and investor awareness reactions to changes in the nasdaq
100 index,” Journal of Asset Management, vol. 20, no. 2,
pp. 134–145, 2019.

[30] https://github.com/ranaroussi/yfinance.
[31] B. J. Alder and T. E. Wainwright, “Studies in molecular

dynamics. i. general method,” The Journal of Chemical
Physics, vol. 31, no. 2, pp. 459–466, 1959.

[32] M. Karplus and J. A. McCammon, “Molecular dynamics
simulations of biomolecules,” Nature structural biology,



20

vol. 9, no. 9, pp. 646–652, 2002.
[33] M. Mayorga-Flores, A. Chantôme, C. M. Melchor-
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