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ABSTRACT

We consider density estimators based on the nearest negimethod applied to discrete point
distibutions in spaces of arbitrary dimensionality. If thensity is constant, the volume of a hyper-
sphere centered at a random location is proportional toxpeated number of points falling within
the hypersphere radius. The distance tolth¢h nearest neighbor alone is then a sufficient statistic
for the density. In the non-uniform case the proportiogattdistorted. We model this distortion by
normalizing hypersphere volumes to the largest one andegjmg the resulting distribution in terms
of the Legendre polynomials. Using Monte Carlo simulatiares show that this approach can be
used to effectively address the tradeoff between smoothizg and estimator variance for sparsely
sampled distributions.
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1. Introduction

Calculations based on proximity relations with nearesghieors appear in a
wide variety of astronomical problems. The distancétdh nearest neighbor can
be converted into a measure of density by means of simplesiore Pioneer-
ing uses of this technique in astronomy include von Hoerh®63) and Dressler
(1980). It is known (Casertano and Hut 1985) that such ceiwemiases density
estimates by a factor ol /(N — 1) and increases their variance by/(N —2),
whereN is the number of considered nearest points. Density esithagtsed on
N =1 or N=2 are therefore of little use and &t =4 half of the available in-
formation is lost. Details of procedures applied in practnd the relative merits
of various choices oN are reviewed by Schmeja (2011), Hagsal. (2012) and
Muldrew et al. (2012). It turns out that the adopted valueMis typically between
3 and 10. The most frequently used values are 3, 4, and 5, vilereffect of
diminishing accuracy is large. However, the investigatmage a good reason to
keepN small. When the density varies in space, its estimate basd¢deonearest
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neighbors method is effectively an average over the voluehbystheN -th nearest
neighbor and differs from the local value. This smoothingshis unavoidable in
the case of variable density and independent of the rareltiored reciprocity
bias described by Casertano and Hut (1985). Choosing dxhéthits the influ-
ence of the smoothing bias for the price of increasing thiamee. Another way of
diminishing the smoothing bias was introduced by lgestial. (2005) and Cowan
and Ivez€ (2008) who take a “Bayesian” approach to combine coniobstfrom
all N nearest neighbors. The net effect is, again, lower biasatdkt of increased
variance. Here we propose a new method of dealing with the#grmg bias that
captures the information on density variations contaimedistances to alN near-
est neighbors using the Legendre series expansion.

2. Uniform Density Distribution

In this section we rederive the formula for the mean denasithé case of a uni-
form point distribution. In our derivation we particulagmphasize an alternative,
and in fact more natural, approach to the problem that adbptgsolume per point
instead of the mean density of points as the basic unknowis. al$o serves as an
introduction to the non-uniform case described in the negtien.

Let us consider a metric space with an arbitrary number ofedsions. We
will assume that the space is populated by randomly diggtpointlike objects
in such a way that the expectation value of the number of thjecontained in an
arbitrarily chosen subspace of volumds proportional to the volumeg with a pro-
portionality constanpg. So the expected number of objects contained in volume
is (n(v)) = pov, and pg that can be defined as the density of our pointlike objects
is the unknown to be found. An alternative treatment of owbfm, which is the
case of the nearest neighbors method, consists of findingpthme corresponding
to a predefined number of points. The expected value of volum@) is then
proportional to the number of points with a proportionalitynstantuy defined as
the volume per point. So the expected volume dNepoints is (vy) = UN. In this
casey is the basic unknown.

Let us fix the origin of cartesian coordinates at an arblfraffiosen point and
imagine a series dfl hyperspheres centered on the origin such that only one-point
like object resides on the surface of each hypersphere. @dpgesce is ordered
according to increasing volume,vs,...,vN. Itis easy to see that the problem is
identical to the well known case of events occuring randdpalyat a constant aver-
age rate (e.g. Eadie et al. 1982). Examples often presemtgdtistical textbooks
are radioactive decay, telephone calls, or recording pisosoriving from a faint
astronomical object. In our case the volume plays the rotardd. It is worthwhile
to point out that the variables in any pair wofvalues are not statistically indepen-
dent because the central part of the larger hyperspherernitigdl with the smaller
one. In order to deal with statistically independent obakles we will consider
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the first order differences of consecutive volumes

Xi=Vi—Vi_1 i=12,...,N (8]

with v, = 0. Random variableg; are mutually statistically independent and their
probability distribution is exponential. Therefore, therresponding probability
density can be written as

1 x
f(x)=—e . (2
(%) m
For a uniform distribution of our pointlike objects gll values are identical and

equal topg. Therefore the joint probability density of alf is

L:f(xl,xz,...,xN):iN A5 "
Ho
We can find a maximum likelihood estimator for the volume painp(uo)
_ S W
(bo) = === @

This estimator is based solely on the position of the mogadiseighbor in the
sample. Under the assumption of constant density, thimasir is sufficient and
unbiased, i.e. it already includes all information on dgnsbntained in our sample.
Exact positions of less distant neighbors are irrelevant.
The probability density of the random variablg follows the Gamma distri-
bution
(N-1)

V|

f(v) = p\éNF(N)e_% )

with expectation valugvy) =N, varianceo?(vy) = 3N, and standard deviation
o(vn)=Hov/N. The corresponding values for the estimated valug afe () = o,
variancea?(l) = u3/N and standard deviatioa(y) = po/+/N. It is worth noting
that the variance of the estimated volume per pgirg exactly equal the lowest
possible value set by the sampling statistics becauserivéssely proportional to
the number of independent observatidhsnd the variance is defined for all values
of N starting withN=1.

The probability density of/y is given by Equation 5. We can treat all the re-
maining volumesy; with i <N as random variables uniformly distributed between
0 andvy . We can now write the joint probability density of volumedor uniform
point distributions

N—1
L="f(vy,V2,...,wn) = f(W) r! f(vilw) = f(VN)(vN)%’ (6)

where I/vy is the conditional probability density of any point otheathN-th
given that the volumeyy is fixed.
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Casertano and Hut (1985) derived analogous formulae faitbmative case of
point density estimation. They had to consider an inverdgevaf directly observ-
able vy that led to the use of the inverse Gamma probability distidouinstead of
the Gamma distribution, and consequently to a loss of inédion. The estimator
of density is

P == (7
and the variance expressed in terms of the estimated déssity
20~ (p)?

Therefore the above approach should only be used\for 2. The variance of
this estimator is larger than the sampling statistics limiten drastically so for
very smallN. Evaluating density at a location coinciding with one of gaentlike
objects is no different. Points at the origin of coordinagheuld not be counted.

3. Non-uniform Density Distribution

The optimal properties of they estimator degrade for density profiles with
progressively larger deviations from a uniform distribati The smoothing bias is
increasing. In addition, the random variabl¢sare no longer mutually statistically
independent and now the exact positions of less distanhbeig, normalized to
the value ofwy, carry information that can be used to limit the influencernbsth-
ing bias. An approximation formula based on power seriequesipn is a natural
choice and coefficients can be estimated using least squArksss complicated
approach is to use orthogonal functions constructed frarptiwer series of the
same order. In the latter case the unknown coefficients caleteemined by con-
volutions, which is both simpler and faster.

Let us consider the sequence of normalized volugnesy; /vy with the excep-
tion of the last element taken as normalization. Sphericiines inD dimensions
are computed ag =rP1®/2/I'(D/2+ 1), wherer; is the distance to theth near-
est neighbor. In the uniform casg,v,...,vn_1 are uniformly distributed over
the interval (O,vy). Observed deviations from the uniform distribution cahusl
something about the density distribution inside the voluteéined by theN-th
point. We will search for this something with the help of thegendre polynomial
expansion of ordek. In the following derivation we make use of the shifted Leg-
endre polynomiald (y) = R (2y — 1) which are orthogonal on the intervéd, 1)
and are obtained from the regular Legendre functiBndefined over the interval
[—1,1]. The observables can be expressed with the help of the Datecfdnction

N-1

p(y) = % ; 3(y—wi), 9)
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and in this form are ready to be convolved with the shifteddrelye functions. The
first few basis functions are

2

o(y) = 1 (10)
o1 (y) = 2y— (11)
Po(y) = 6y — 6y+1 (12)
3(y) = 20y — 30y +12y— 1. (13)

A convolution with thel -th term yields the corresponding expansion coefficient

Lo 2l +1N-1
o=@ +1) [[oWAMdy= "5 A 14)
0
and the resulting interpolation formula for density is
k ~
=> pR(Y). (15)
2

The extrapolated value of central density expressed intpgpir unit volume is

~ N-1 k

PNk =P(Y)ly=0=— Zl Zﬁ (2 +1)R(Y)A(0). (16)

Using the fact thaB} (0)=(—1)' and returning to regular Legendre polynomigs
we obtain the final formula for the estimator

N-1 k
Puk=1o > > (D' (@+DR@2i-1), (17)
N i=11=0

which is convenient to evaluate numerically as the secondistthe value of the
regular Legendre series of ordewith fixed coefficients taken aty2— 1. Fork=0
we recover the originaN -th nearest neighbor estimatpg o= (N—1)/wy.

The simple method presented above samples the orthogasialfbactions at
N — 1 points ignoring their shape over the rest of the intervat. dAh imagine an-
other approach that utilizes all information in basis vesite.g. by integrating the
Legendre polynomials between pairs of consecutive datasgdiowever, simula-
tions performed using this alternative method have notawga the final accuracy
of density estimates.

4. Monte Carlo Experiments

With the help of Monte Carlo simulations we can further inigegte the prop-
erties of our new estimator. In Figure 1 we compare the bidstandard deviation
of three estimators: 1)-th nearest neighbor (hereafter NT), 2) \eet al. (2005)
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Fig. 1. Performance of three density estimators based ongarest neighbors method applied to a
uniform two-dimensional density distribution: N-th nearest neighbor method (NT), 2) prescrip-
tion of Ivezic et al. (2005) (105), and 3) our new algorithm based on imtiaion of N nearest
neighbors (NN) with density variations turned oK+ 0). Standard deviation (solid lines) and bias
(dashed lines) were calculated as a functiomolby averaging the results of 4Gndependent trials.
Theoretical noise limit of the inverse volume estimatoriewen as the thick black curve.

(105), and 3) ourN nearest neighbors estimator from Section 3 (NN) vkith 0.
The NN algorithm withk =0 is mathematically equivalent to NT estimator. The
experiment consists of $@ealizations of a uniform two-dimensional density field.
Each algorithm is applied to the same data witiNB<10. All three estimators are
unbiased (n)/n~1) and follow the theoretical variance curve. The perforogeof
the 105 algorithm in this case is essentially the same ashfopther two methods.
The standard deviation of higher order NN estimators is shimwFigure 2. The
number of nearest neighbob¢ varies between the lowest possible vallker(3)
and 30. Figure 3 demonstrates how the same three estimatoatemon-uniform
density distributions and smoothing bias. On top of thearmnif two-dimensional
density field we now include a Gaussian peak that doublesutiace density of
points at the maximum. As before, we run*1ensity estimates at the location of
the peak. The overdensity at the center is sparsely samjiledmly 10 data points
drawn from the two-dimensional normal distribution. Thasgiven agn)/n is
shown fork+3 <N <30. AsN increases, the estimators effectively average input
data over larger areas. Again, the NiN=0 case is just thé\ -th nearest neighbor
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Fig. 2. Accuracy of our modified density estimator based emimarest neighbors method applied to
a uniform two-dimensional density distribution. Standdeyiation was calculated as a function of
the number of nearest neighbdssby averaging the results of 4Gndependent trials. The variance

of the estimate degrades for methods of orkler0. Theoretical noise limit of the inverse volume

estimator is shown as the thick black curve.

algorithm. The estimator of Iveziet al. (2005) can absorb some bias at the cost of
increased variance. Our new method is quite efficient in kéngothe smoothing
bias and offers some flexibility in handling the tradeoffvbe¢n the bias and the
variance of the estimator. The second order estimate isigalg unbiased in this
test.

5. Conclusions

Using the nearest neighbors method we obfdiindependent observables
with which to estimate the density. We can treat thenNamformation units as
long as they are used to measure the volume per data poimttinty the observ-
ables and considering them as measures of density effigdtiveers the number of
information units toN — 2. Consequently, the variance of the estimator increases
by N/(N —2). This excludes 1 and 2 as the allowed valuedlofThe information
content of the observableg cannot be increased by transforming them.

In the non-uniform case the accuracy of our results is aléeciafd by the
smoothing bias, in addition to the basic limitation due te ttumber of degrees
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Fig. 3. Comparison of the bias introduced by various derestimators based on the nearest neigh-
bors method applied to a non-uniform two-dimensional dgrdistribution. The simulated density
field consists of 10 points drawn from a Gaussian distibutinrtop of a uniform background that
doubles the density at the maximum. The lines show the rétioecestimated density and true den-
sity at the peak as a function of the number of nearest neigh¥bpand were calculated by averaging
the results of 1 independent trials.

of freedom. The resulting density estimate is the averagsitjeinside the volume
defined by the most distant point in the sample and not theitgemisthe chosen

center. The smoothing bias increases with increasing nuaileighboring points

N supplied to the estimator. Therefore, the choicéNofs a tradeoff between the
accuracy and the smoothing bias.

In Section 3 we used the distribution of distanced\tanearest neighbors to
“fit” a simple interpolation formula that captures local déy variations around an
arbitrary center. A density estimate at the center is theaiobd by extrapolating
this formula to zero distance. And it is this extrapolatibattis responsible for a
large increase in variance as higher order terms are indlindthe density profile.
However, increasind allows one to use largeX while maintaining control over
smoothing bias, which results in more accurate densitynaséis. The best values
of N and k for a particular application may be selected with the helpMohte
Carlo experiments.
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