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Abstract—This paper reports on results on the entropy of tB Spanish language. They are based on an analysfshatural language
for n-word symbols fi = 1 to 18), trigrams, digrams, and characters. Theesults obtained in this work are based on the agsis of
twelve different literary works in Spanish, as wellas a 279917 word news file provided by the Spanigitess agency EFE. Entropy
values are calculated by a direct method using comper processing and the probability law of large nmbers. Three samples of
artificial Spanish language produced by a first-oréér model software source are also analyzed and coamed with natural Spanish

language.

Index Terms— Information theory, entropy rate, Spanish entropy, probability, stochastic processes.

I. INTRODUCTION

Spanish is a language which is used by more th&ndilion people in more than twenty countries, amtich has been
making its presence increasingly felt on the Irgeft]. Yet this language has not been as extelysigsearched at entropy level
as some other languages. Accurate entropy caleofatior the Spanish language are almost nonexiséewt the very few
calculations which have been reported in the liteea have usually been obtained by indirect meth&s it seems worth
studying the average uncertainty content (i.e.ogylr for this language, with the aid of the compubpeocessing capacity
available at present. The aim of this paper isdport entropy values for Spanish found using actlirmethod based on
calculating probability by counting symbols ovendpsamples of text. The analysis reported in thjsep was carried out using a
software program written in Matlab 7.0 called IT-TOR-UV [2]. Twelve literary works of both ibero-anean and other
countries’ literature available in Spanish werelyred. Also, a large archive file of news providedhe author by the Spanish
press agency EFE was included. Additionally theeees of artificial language produced by a finstey source software model

available at IT-TUTOR-UV were analyzed, and thailtsswvere compared with results from the naturarigh samples.



Several approaches have been devised for findangritropy of a language. C. E. Shannon initialywgkd in [3] that one way
to calculate the entropy of a language is throbghptrobability of longer and longer sequences,ragidiver all sequencé; of N

symbols to find

Gy = 3 p(B,)log, p(B) (1)

and then taking the limit

H= Lim G, (2)

One unfavorable aspect of findity by using direct methods such as the one suggéstéa) is that calculating(B;) can
become an extremely complex computing problem\ &screases. As is well known, for a sequenca symbols the number of
typical sequences will be close t8'® whereH(X) is the source entropy amdis the length of the sequence. For example,
assuming an entropt(X) of 1 bit/character, for a text of 900 lettersrthavill be around 8.45xT¢ typical sequences. Hence to
get some reasonable reliable statistical valuedfifaliing entropy using this method it would be resary to count over an
extremely large search space. However, for natarsjuages, dependency between symbols may tendisappear after a
reasonably large number of characters or wordsceéleibh might not be necessary to obtain valuep(Bf) for extremely large
values ofn before (2) converges to the limit.

C. E. Shannon also presented in [3] and then inafdhlternative way to calculate the entréiyf a natural language by

means of a series of approximatidisFi, F», ... given by

Fy ==2_p(Bi.])log, p(j|B)=-3 p(B.j)log, p(j.B)+2 p(B)log, p(B)  (3)

whereB; is a block ofN-1 symbolsj is the symbol which appears afgr andp(B;, j) is the probability of th&l-symbol 8;,

j), andp(j | B;) is the conditional probability of symbphfter blockB;. In this approach, longer sequences are progedgsaken

and used to calculate conditional entropy valued,thenH is calculated by the limit:
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H= Lim Fu 4)

In (4), Fy, in bit/symbol, is the entropy of aN-symbol which measures the amount of informatioe tlu the statistics

considering\ as consecutive symbols of text.

In [4] C. E. Shannon used a human prediction aggirdar finding the entropy of English values, findibounds for printed
English of between 0.6 and 1.3 bits/letter congmed00-letter sequences. Cover and King [5] egtihan entropy value of

1.25 bits per character for English using gambéatimations.

Another opportunity for calculating the entropyeraff a language is to use ideal source coders,diyagefinition, this kind of
coder should compress to the entropy limit. In [6}, instance, a value of 1.46 bits per charactas veported for entropy of
English by means of data compression. In [7], wsi@kedata compression algorithms were used to atitine entropy of the
fruit fly genetic code. No matter what the soucoeling method, coding close to the entropy rat&mjlish continues to be a

challenging subject [8].

As for the Spanish language, values of 4.70, 4.@h8, 1.97 bits/letter foF,, F; andFy, respectively were reported in [9]

using an extrapolation technique on frequency dhtained from a sample of 6513 different words.

Communication problems have, classically, beenrggetd on three levels where Level A deals with femgurately the
symbols that a source of information produces aatrdnsmitted; Level B with how accurately the sraitted symbols produce
the desired meaning, and Level C with the extemttich the meaning given to the message by thewecproduces the desired
action the message was intended to produce. Frisnpéinspective entropy calculation would be atltiveest level of language
analysis, i.e. level A, because it only takes iat@ount source symbol statistics and their stedistiependence, without any
further consideration of more intelligent aspectdamguage such as grammar, semantics, and puitctuatarks which can

considerably change the meaning of a sentences@nd.

This paper is organized as follows: in sectionhi¢ tmethodology used to obtain all the values regon this paper is

discussed; in section IIl the results of the obatons are presented; section IV presents a discus§the most relevant results



and, finally, in section V the conclusions of thisrk are summarized. Aspects such as the analfgjisammar, semantics and
similar aspects of Spanish, as well as computdtiooaplexity and compression theory, are beyondsit@pe of this paper.

Support material for this work is available at [10]

Il. METHODOLOGY

The twelve modern twentieth and twenty first ceptmovels used in this paper as samples of liteBganish were obtained
from public libraries available on the Internet lsuas librodot [11] and the virtual library Miguek dCervantes [12]. The
selection of the literary works was done withouy particular consideration of publication periodtheor's country of origin, and
suchlike. As a sample of the Spanish used in thesna news archive of 279917 words provided bySpanish press agency
EFE, one of the most important press agencies anSwas used. Finally three samples of text geedray the IT-TUTOR-UV
artificial Spanish source, which uses a first-ord®rdel (i.e. words with the correct statistics panish but which considers
words as statistically independent symbols), werayaed. All the selected material was processéagus generic personal

computer with 1GB RAM and a 2-GHz double-core CPU.

The twelve literary works (LW) chosen were thedaling:

LW1 = Amalia by José Marmol

LW2 = Cien Afos de Soleda®fe Hundred Years of Solitude) by Gabriel Garcia Marquez
LW3 = Al primer vuelo At the First Flight) by José Maria de Pereda

LW4 = Harry Potter y la Camara Secrdttafry Potter and the Secret Chamber) by J.K. Rowling
LWS5 = Maria by Jorge Isaacs

LW6 = Colmillo Blanco {White Fang) by Jack London

LW7 = El archipiélago en llama3tfe Archipelago in Flames) by Jules Verne

LW8 = El Cisne de Vilamortalhe Svan of Vilamorta) by Emilia Pardo Bazan

LW9 = Tristana by Benito Pérez Galdés

LW10 = Cuarto Menguanté\aning Gibbous Moon) by Enrique Cerdan Tato

LW11 = Historia de la Vida del Buscomhe Scavenger) by Francisco de Quevedo

LW12 = Creci6 Espesa la Yerbah{ck Grew the Grass) by Carmen Conde



The three samples of artificial Spanish text (withpunctuation marks) produced by the IT-TUTOR-U¥revnamed AT1,

AT2, and AT3, having the same number of words ad | W2 and LW3 respectively for comparison purposes

In the text generating mode, the IT-TUTOR-UV emplay database of the 81323 most frequent words @apilea by
Alameda & Cuetos from a corpus of 1950375 wordwritten Spanish [13]. The twenty-second versiothef Dictionary of the
Royal Academy of the Spanish Language (DRAS) ha&388emmas (entries) with 161962 definitions (imeanings for the
words according to the context in which they appe@herefore, the number of words compiled by tHanfeda & Cuetos

database is quite close to the number of wordsarDRAS.

Table | shows the length, in words, of each sampleatural Spanish analyzed in this paper. Thematera, average word

length is given b)Z L. p; . whereL, is the length in characters of thth word, andp; the probability of thé-th word.

TABLE |
AVERAGE WORD LENGTH FOR SEVERAL NATURAISPANISH TEXTS

Work Number Different o
of words  words

EFE 279917 27782 4.80
Lwil 231860 18874 451
Lw2 137783 15970 4,73
LW3 100797 13163 4.35
Lw4 91388 10882 4.60
LW5 88376 12680 4.45
LW6 81223 10027 4.58
Lw7 61386 8470 4.73
Lw8 53035 11857 4.65
LW9 52571 10580 4.48
LW10 49835 12945 4,95
Lw11 42956 7660 4.23
LW12 27813 6087 4.48

In Table | the weighted average valuenos 4.61 letters per word, and the sum total ofstseond column (number of words)

is 1298940.

Table 1l shows the length, in words, of the thradieial text samples generated using the IT-TUTOR.



TABLE Il
AVERAGE WORD LENGTH FOR SEVERAL ARTIFICIALSPANISH SAMPLES

Length  Different
(words) words

AT1 231860 28344 4.70
AT2 137783 21129 4.69
AT3 100797 17530 4.70

Text a

In Table Il the average value afis 4.70 letters per word, very close to the valtie calculated over the entire Alameda &

Cuetos database of 4.6978 letters per word. Theoduwords (second column) in Table Il is 470440.

To calculate the different entropy values, the diegy of each symbol is obtained and then the vallits probability: p(B;)

= Ng; Ik, 1S USed in the classic entropy formuth = —z p. log, p; .
i

N-symbol entropy for values & equal to 1, 2 and 3 were calculated first, obtajréntropy values for characters, digrams,
and trigrams. After trigrams, we started considgkiords instead of letters, for two reasons: firdthat there are many trigrams
which are at the same time words; and secondlynzaidly because the constituent elements of the iSipdanguage are words.
Hence, entropy values for 1-word, 2-word, 3-worp,ta 18-word symbols were calculated. The eighiwerd value was found
to be long enough to guarantee having equiprobabigols (-words) for all cases except for the EFE archivethle archive
some partial news is repeated as part of a largdated news report. When finding the frequencyrfevord symbols the
assumption that the text under analysis was pratbgea source which produces statistically indepabd-word symbols is
implicitly being made. Values af for which the maximum value of entropy was prodlesre identified, as well as valuesrof

from which all symbols present in the text are pguidable, i.e. none of them repeat more than once.

Ill. RESULTS

A. Entropy Values

Table 11l shows the values of entropy for charact@ronsidering both uppercase and lowercase alpfenw characters,
spaces, and punctuation marks), digrams (consmlarily alphanumeric uppercase and lowercase cleasjctand trigrams

(considering only alphanumeric uppercase and loagercharacters) for literary works LW1 to LW12 dinel EFE archive. For



both digrams and trigrams, those symbols bridgivg words were taken into account; for instance, ttiggams DOD and DIA

in the Spanish words LINDO DIA (beautiful day).

TABLE IlI
CHARACTER, DIGRAM, AND TRIGRAM ENTROPY VALUES FOR NATURALSPANISH

Work Hchar Hdiqram Htriqram

EFE 4.52 8.20 11.35
Lwi 4.38 7.92 11.04
LW2 428 7.78 10.83
LW3 436 7.84 10.92
Lw4 4.48 8.08 11.14
LW5 4.39 7.89 11.00
LW6 432 7.85 10.86
LW7 439 7.88 10.86
LW8 438 7.90 11.03
LW9 4.37 7.89 11.01
LW10 433 7.89 11.03
LW1l 4.34 7.84 10.86
LW12 441 7.90 10.91

In Table Il the weighted average values ftfha, Haigram @and Hyigram @re 4.40 bits/character, 7.96 bits/digram, and3.1.

bits/trigram respectively.

Table IV shows the values of entropy for charagtgigrams, and trigrams for AT2, AT2, and AT3.

TABLE IV
CHARACTER, DIGRAM AND TRIGRAM ENTROPY VALUES FOR ARTIFICIAL $MPLES
OF SPANISH TEXT

Text Hchar Hdiqram Htriqram

AT1  4.09 7.65 10.79
AT2  4.09 7.65 10.78
AT3  4.09 7.64 10.77

In Table 1V the weighted average folgna, Heigam andHyigam are 4.09 bits/character, 7.65 bits/digram, and 8 Gits/trigram
respectively. The differences from the averageeslin Table Ill can be explained because the Alanmswl Cuetos database

employs only lowercase letters.

Table V shows the values of entropy feword symbols frorn = 1 to 18 for literary works LW1 to LW12 and th&E archive.
The values in italics indicate that the symbolsnfbuvere equiprobable. The case of equiprobable algribr the EFE archive
occurred at a higher value nf= 38 words, as expected, because the languade afetvs reuses news as part of larger updated

reports.



At the literary level, it can be observed from Teblhat the authors of the literary works analyiethis work tend to use a

relatively small set of words, including Nobel Rriwinning writer Gabriel Garcia Marquez. The mastlific author only used

nearly 21% of the lemmas defined by the DRAS. it also be observed that, in general, the greagenaimber of words in the

literary work, the larger the number of differerdnds used.

TABLE V
ENTROPY VALUESHy-woro FORLW1 TO LW12 AND EFEARCHIVE

Hhwod EFE LWL LW2 W3 w4 W5 W6 LW7 w8 w9 LWI0 Lwll LWi2 stggt;:
1 1043 9.91 9.80 9.71 9.86 9.97 9.70 9.69  10.19.0010 10.32 9.51 9.77 9.99
2 1522 1491 1435 1426 1410 1421 1397 13.63.921 13.86 13.82 1343 13.10 14.43
3 16.19 1598 1524 1491 1472 1473 1457 1412061 14.04 1397 1372 13.13 15.14
4 16.03 15.79 15.02 14.61 1445 1442 1429 13.88.691 13.68 1359 1339 12.76 14.90
5 1575 1549 1474 1430 1415 1411 1399 1358371 1336 13.28 13.07 1244 14.60
6 1550 15.24 14.48 1404 13.89 13.85 13.72 13.32 13.111310 13.02 12.81 1218 14.34
7 1528 15.02 1426 13.81 13.671362 13.50 13.10 1289 1287 1280 1258 11.96 14.12
8 15.09 1482 14.07 1362 13.48 1343 1331 1291 1269 1268 1260 1239 11.76 13.93
9 1492 1465 1390 1345 1331 1326 1314 1274 1252 1251 1243 1222 1159 13.76
10 14.77 1450 1375 1330 13.16 1311 1299 1258 1237 1236 12.28 1207 1144 13.61
11 14.63 1436 1361 1316 13.02 1297 1285 1245 1224 1222 1215 1193 11.30 13.47
12 1451 1424 1349 1304 1289 1285 1272 1232 1211 1210 1202 1181 1118 13.34
13 1439 1412 1337 1292 1278 1273 1261 1221 1199 1198 1190 1169 11.06 13.23
14 1429 1402 1326 1281 1267 1262 1250 1210 1189 1187 11.80 1158 10.95 13.12
15 1419 1392 1317 1271 1257 1252 1240 1200 1179 1177 1170 1148 10.86 13.02
16 14.09 1382 1307 1262 1248 1243 1231 1191 1169 1168 1160 1139 10.76 12.93
17 14.01 1374 1298 1253 1239 1234 1222 1182 1161 1159 1152 1130 10.68 12.84
18 13.92 1365 1290 1245 1231 1226 1214 1174 1152 1151 1143 1122 1059 12.76

Fig. 1 shows the entropy versosvord symbol

exhibited the same curve shapes with values indmrwas can be easily observed in Table V.

curve for EFE, LW12, LW6, LW2, and LWThe rest of literary works
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Table VI shows the entropy values feword symbols froom = 1 to 18 for AT1, AT2, and AT3.

TABLE VI
ENTROPY VALUESH.word FOR ARTIFICIAL SAMPLES OF
SPANISH TEXT

Hnword AT1 AT2 AT3

1 10.22 10.13 10.09
2 15.54 14.99 14.68
3 16.17 15.44 15.00
4 15.82 15.07 14.62
5 15.50 14.75 14.30
6 15.24 14.49 14.04
7 15.02 14.26 13.81
8 14.82 14.07 13.62
9 14.65 13.90 13.45
10 14.50 13.75 13.30
11 14.36 13.61 13.16
12 14.24 13.49 13.04
13 14.12 13.37 12.92
14 14.02 13.26 12.81
15 13.92 13.17 12.71
16 13.82 13.07 12.62
17 13.74 12.98 12.53
18 13.65 12.90 12.45

Fig. 2 shows the curves of symbol entropy versusrd symbols for AT1, AT2, and AT3.
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Table VII shows the entropy in bits/character gitgn

H char = e
k &

(%)

wherek is number of words anal is the average word length.

10
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TABLE VII
ENTROPY VALUES FOR NATURALSPANISH TEXT IN BITYCHARACTER

Weighted
Hehar EFE Lwi w2 W3 Lw4 LW5 LW6 LW7 Lws LwW9 Lwl10 Lwill Lwi2 average
1 2.17 220 2.07 223 215 224 212 2.05 2.19 2.22.09 2.25 2.18 2.17
2 1.58 1.65 152 1.64 1.53 1.60 153 1.44 1.50 1.581.40 1.59 1.46 157
3 1.12 1.18 1.07 1.14 1.07 1.10 1.06 1.00 1.01 1.09.94 1.08 0.98 1.10
4 0.83 087 079 084 079 081 0.78 0.73 0.74  0.7®.69 0.79 0.71 0.81
5 0.66 0.69 0.62 0.66  0.62 0.63 061 0.57 0.58 0.6M.54 0.62 0.56 0.63
6 054 056 051 054 050 0.52 0.50 047 0.47 0.49.44 0.50 0.45 0.52
7 045 048 043 045 042 044 042 0.40 0.40 0.410.37 0.43 0.38 0.44
8 039 041 0.37 0.39 037 038 036 034 034 03932 0.37 0.33 0.38
9 035 036 033 034 032 0.33 0.32 0.30 0.30 0.310.28 0.32 0.29 0.33
10 0.31 0.32 0.29 0.31 0.29 0.29 028 027 0.27 80.20.25 0.29 0.26 0.30
11 0.28 0.29 026 028 0.26 0.27 026 024 024 50.20.22 0.26 0.23 0.27
12 025 0.26 024 025 0.23 024 023 022 022 302020 0.23 0.21 0.24
13 023 024 0.22 0.23 0.21 0.22 021 020 0.20 10.20.19 0.21 0.19 0.22
14 0.21 0.22 020 021 020 020 019 018 018 90.10.17 0.20 0.17 0.20
15 020 021 0.19 0.19 0.18 0.19 0.18 0.17 0.7 80.10.16 0.18 0.16 0.19
16 0.18 0.19 0.17 0.18 0.17 0.17 0.17 016 016 60.10.15 0.17 0.15 0.18
17 0.17 0.18 016 0.17 0.16 0.16 0.16 015 0.5 50.10.14 0.16 0.14 0.16
18 016  0.17 0.15 0.16 015 015 045 014 014 40.10.13 0.15 0.13 0.15

Fig. 3 shows the entropy versmsvord symbol curve for LW1. It should be observkdttin Fig. 3, ifn tends to infinite then

the entropyH would tend to zero because the lengths of theatexfinite.

2.5

2.0

15

1.0

Entropy (bit/character)

0.5

0.0
0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18

n-word

Fig. 3. H (bit/character) versusword symbol curve for LW1.

B. Symbol Entropy Processing Time

Fig. 4 shows the time required for the calculabbcharacter, digram, and trigram entropy for ttké=Earchive.
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Fig. 5 shows the time required for the calculatddm-word entropy for the EFE archive. For the resthaf works analyzed,

the shapes of both Figures 4 and 5 repeated siynilith different scale values.
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Fig. 5. Approximate computing time for n-words (mies) for EFE archive.

C. Log-log Plots from Frequency Analysis

Although literary works LW1 to LW12 were analyzeduating symbols up to a length of eighteen wordsl for the EFE



13

news archive up to 40-word symbols, in this sectiaty log-log plots for 3-word, 2-word, 1-word,dram, digram, and single

characters for the EFE archive are presented.

Fig. 6 shows the log-log plot for 1-word, 2-woreda3-word symbols for the EFE archive. The EFE iaechontained 82656

different 3-word symbols, 79704 different 2-wordriyols, and 27782 different 1-word symbols. Log-figts for the literary

works LW1 to LW12 were found to be quite similarthmse of Fig. 6 for 2-word and 1-word symbols. Baword symbols there

was a little more discrepancy because a lot mottentay need to be analyzed in order to get acc@-aterd probability values.
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Fig. 7 shows the log-log plot for trigrams, digrarasid characters for the EFE archive, which copthih9208 different

trigrams, 3046 different digrams, and 111 differeharacters. Similarly, log-log plots for the laey works were found to be

close to those of Fig. 7 for trigrams, digrams ahdracters, as expected.
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IV. DISCUSSION

To start this section it may be interesting to haveok at thep, log, p; function first. Fig. 8 shows a plot of the functig log,

0.530738), at 0.36788. This means any valueppfess than 0.36788 will be making

pi. This function has its maximum value

a directly proportional contribution to the entrdgy
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A. Entropy calculation from the statistics of Spanish

Ignoring spaces and punctuation marks the Spaitpslalaet can be considered an alphabet of 33 symhatee by definition
Fo equals log33 or 5.0444 bits per letter. Including the diditshrough 9 the value d%, would be log42 or 5.3923; including

the distinction between lowercase and uppercaseactess logr5 etc. The value of, depends on the frequency of single

characters and is given by = —z p(i)log, p(i) in bits per character.
i

Using (3) the approximation for digrarfg is given by
F, ==>_p(, j)log, p(jli) == p(, j)log, p, j) + > p(i)log, p(i) Q)
i i i

Similarly the entropy for trigramis; is given by:

F,=->p(.j.Klog, p(klij) =-> p(,j.k)log, (. j,k) + > pl, i)log, (i, i) @

ik ]k i

Tables VIII and 1X show the values Bf andF; for the works considered in this paper accordnr).
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TABLE VIl
ENTROPY FORF2 AND F3 NATURAL SPANISH
Work Fs F3

EFE 3.68 3.15
Lw1i 3.53 3.12
Lw2 3.50 3.05
LW3 3.48 3.08
Lw4 3.60 3.05
LW5 351 3.10
LW6 3.53 3.01
LwW7 3.50 2.98
LwW8 3.52 3.13
LW9 3.52 3.12
LW10 3.56 3.14
LWi11 3.50 3.02
LW12 3.49 3.01

In Table VIII the weighted average values FgrandF; are 3.56 bits/character and 3.09 bits/charactgreactively.

TABLE IX
CHARACTER, DIGRAM AND TRIGRAM ENTROPY VALUES FOR ARTIFICIAL $MPLES
OF SPANISH TEXT

Text F2 F3

AT1 3.56 3.14
AT2 3.55 3.13
AT3 3.55 3.13

In Tables Ill to and IV if word bridging trigrams digrams had not been taken into consideratiorettipy would have been

slightly lower.

Also whenn is sufficiently large, the space symbol will benakt completely redundant, i.e. its probabilityl i very high,
so that its contribution to uncertainty (entropyill Wwe low, producing a slight reduction of the soei entropy. The entropy per

character considerinigword symbols, including the space symbol, can theeapproximated by:

H
H o = symbol (8)
ka +1)

wherea is the average word length of the language. Tabkhows the entropy (bits/character) obtained idicig the space

symbol, using the approximation given by (8).
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TABLE X
APPROXIMATED ENTROPY(BITS/CHARACTER) INCLUDING THE SPACE SYMBOL
Weighted
Hehar EFE LW1 Lw2 LwW3 Lw4 W5 Lwe Lw7 Lw8 LW9 Lwi0 LWi1l1 Lwi2 Average

1 2171 2196 2.070 2233 2145 2241 2118 20491932 2235 2.087 2249 2183 2.166
2 1311 1352 1.252 1333 1260 1304 1.252 1.18&331 1.265 1.162 1284 1.196 1.286
3 0.930 0966 0.886 0.929 0.877 0901 0.871 0.8228300 0.855 0.783 0.875 0.800 0.900
4 0.690 0.716 0.655 0.683 0.645 0.662 0.640 0.6086060 0.624 0.572 0.640 0.583 0.664
5 0.543 0562 0.514 0.535 0506 0.518 0.501 0.4744740 0.488 0.447 0500 0.454 0.520
6 0.445 0.461 0421 0437 0414 0424 0410 03883870 0.399 0.365 0.408 0.371 0.426
7 0376 0.389 0.355 0.369 0.349 0.357 0.346 0.3273260 0.336 0.307 0.344 0.312 0.359
8 0325 0336 0.307 0.318 0.301 0.308 0.298 0.282810 0.289 0.265 0.296 0.268 0.310
9 0.286 0.295 0.269 0.279 0.264 0.270 0.262 0.2472460 0.254 0.232 0.260 0.235 0.272
10 0.254 0.263 0.240 0.249 0.235 0.241 0.233 0.28219 0.226 0.207 0.231 0.209 0.242
11 0.229 0.237 0.216 0.224 0.211 0.216 0.209 0.198197 0.203 0.186 0.207 0.188 0.218
12 0.208 0.215 0.196 0.203 0.192 0.196 0.190 0.1P2479 0.184 0.168 0.188 0.170 0.198
13 0.191 0.197 0.179 0.186 0.176 0.180 0.174 0.16463 0.168 0.154 0.172 0.155 0.181
14 0.176 0.182 0.165 0.171 0.162 0.165 0.160 0.181150 0.155 0.142 0.158 0.143 0.167
15 0.163 0.168 0.153 0.158 0.150 0.153 0.148 0.140139 0.143 0.131 0.146 0.132 0.155
16 0.152 0.157 0.142 0.147 0.139 0.143 0.138 0.180129 0.133 0.122 0.136 0.123 0.144
17 0.142 0.147 0.133 0.138 0.130 0.133 0.129 0.1P1121 0.125 0.114 0.127 0.115 0.135
18 0133 0.138 0.125 0429 0.122 0.125 0.121 0.1p413 0417 0407 0119 0.107 0.126

B. Entropy Rate Approximation

In order to attempt an entropy rate estimation,ig3)sed, but considering words as symbols instéatharacters. Table Xl

shows the values frof,, to Fs,, for texts EFE and LW1 to LW12.

TABLE XI
ENTROPY Fnw (BITS/WORD)

Fnw EFE LW1 LW2 LW3 LW4 LW5 LW6 LW7 LW8 LW9 LW10 LW11 W12
Fiw 10.43 9.91 9.80 9.71 9.86 9.97 9.70 9.69 10.19 0010. 10.32 9.51 9.77
Fow 4.79 5.00 4.56 4.55 4.24 4.25 4.27 3.92 3.73 3.853.50 3.92 3.33
Faw 0.97 1.07 0.88 0.65 0.61 0.52 0.60 0.51 0.14 0.190.15 0.30 0.03
Faw -0.16 -019 -021 -030 -0.27 -0.31 -0.28 -0.24 370 -0.36 -0.38 -0.34 -0.37
Fsw -0.28 -0.29 028 -031 -030 -0.31 -0.31  -0.30 .320 -0.32 -0.31 -0.32 -0.32

For all texts analyzed in this work, aftés,, the values of,,,, become negative. Considering then that the lim{@) is given
by Fs,, an approximated value for the entropy réde, in bits/character, using (8), would bR ,/{3(0+1)} as is shown in

Table XII.
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TABLE XII
APPROXIMATE VALUES OFH, (BIT/LETTER)
Text Ho
EFE 0.93
Lwi 0.97
LwW2 0.89
Lw3 0.93
Lw4 0.88
LW5 0.90
LW6é 0.87
Lw7 0.82
Lw8 0.83
LW9 0.85
LW10 0.78
Lw11 0.87
LW12 0.80

In Table XlI, the weighted average bf. is 0.90 bits/character. Since the weighted aveadgthe number of different

characters used in all of the natural Spanishaeatyzed in this paper is 91.67, then the redundd®avould be approximately:

R= 1—& = 86%
log,(91.67)

The values in Table XlI are a just an estimatiarcsiby definition, a sample of text of infinite ggh would be required for

finding H_ accurately.

AT1, AT2, AT3 were found to have essentially thensavalue ofH as for LW1, LW2, and LW3 for four-word symbols and

beyond.

C. The Spanish language constant

Smoothing the 1-word curve in Fig. 6, the probapilif ther™ most frequent 1-word symbol is quite near to @,08¢suming

is not too large. This constant relation is notestsed for 2-word and 3-word symbols.

V. CONCLUSION

It is not an easy goal to calculate the entropg tdnguage with high precision due the dependenahe context of the text
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being analyzed. However some tendencies aboutpntan be identified by analyzing reasonably lomgsles of text.

For all the text samples of natural Spanish analyzehis work,H.x was found to occur at 3-word symbols. For moghef
literary works analyzed in this work,= 9 was the value after which thevord sequences become equiprobable, i.en-word
symbol repeats more than once on the string oftteattevery work represents. This observation hewetas not found to be

true for the language of the news due to text refigartial news.

If 0.90 bit/letter can be regarded as a reasonadlige for the entropy rate of Spanish, then theimddncy of the Spanish

language should be around 86%.

An approximate value for the probability of tHemost frequent word in Spanish is 0108 ompared to the approximation for
English (0.1v) this means that, in general, in Spanish more svard used to convey the same meaning becauseothabjity of

words in Spanish is more spread among words th&mgfish.

The log-log plots of Spanish language for both 2dvand 3-word symbols were found to have approxigatonstant but

different negative slopes.

Finally, the artificial text produced using a fiumtder source model was found to approximate wells statistical properties
to natural Spanish for character, digram, trigrand 1-word analysis. This corroborates the assettiat a stochastic model can
be a good mathematical model for analyzing a discseurce, as was proposed by C. E. Shannon in, B#®ugh he was

considering, of course, only the probabilistic sid¢he problem.
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