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There are (at least) three approaches to quantifying irdtiom. The first, algorithmic information
or Kolmogorov complexity, takes events as strings and,rgivaniversal Turing machine, quantifies
the information content of a string as the length of the sistrprogram producing it [1]. The
second, Shannon information, takes events as belongingenles and quantifies the information
resulting from observing the given event in terms of the nemdd alternate events that have been
ruled out[2]. The third, statistical learning theory, has@duced measures of capacity that control
(in part) the expected risk of classifiers [3]. These capeifjuantify the expectations regarding
future data that learning algorithms embed into classifiers

Solomonoff and Hutter have applied algorithmic informatio prove remarkable results on uni-
versal induction. Shannon information provides the mattéral foundation for communication
and coding theory. However, both approaches have shomgmmiAlgorithmic information is not
computable, severely limiting its practical usefulneshiar®ion information refers to ensembles
rather than actual events: it makes no sense to compute #ren8h information of a single string
— or rather, there are many answers to this question depgodimow a related ensemble is con-
structed. Although there are asymptotic results linkirgpathmic and Shannon information, it is
unsatisfying that there is such a large gap — a differencenith-k between the two measures.

This note describes a new method of quantifying informatéffective information, that links algo-
rithmic information to Shannon information, and also lirkath to capacities arising in statistical
learning theoryl[4,55]. After introducing the measure, wewlthat it provides a non-universal ana-
log of Kolmogorov complexity. We then apply it to derive basiapacities in statistical learning
theory: empirical VC-entropy and empirical Rademacher glexity. A nice byproduct of our ap-
proach is an interpretation of the explanatory power of eni@ég algorithm in terms of the number
of hypotheses it falsifies [6], counted in two different wdgsthe two capacities. We also discuss
how effective information relates to information gain, 8han and mutual information.

Effective information

Any physical system, at any spatiotemporal scale, is antiaptput device. For simplicity, we only
model memoryless systems with finite inpdtand outpufy alphabets. The probability that system
m outputsy € Y given inputz € X is encoded in Markov matripy, (y|x).

The effective information generated when systanoutputsy is computed as follows. First, let
the potential repertoire p,;¢(X) be the input set equipped with the uniform distribution. tNex
compute thectual repertoire via Bayes' rule

B(X|y) = p(yldo(a)) - ppm—(y(f) 1)

wherepn (y) = >, P (yldo(2)) - punir(x) anddo(-) refers to Pearl's interventional calculis [7].
Effective information is the Kullback-Leibler divergence between the two repesto

ei(m, y) = D[ﬁm (X|y) H Punif (X)] (2)
For a deterministic functioif : X — Y, the actual repertoire and effective information are

1 ; _
pytaly) = {701 TIELZY and citg) = tom ) - om0 @


http://arxiv.org/abs/1110.3592v2

The support of the actual repertoire is the pre-im#gé(y). Elements in the pre-image all have
the same probability since they cannot be distinguishechbyfunctionf. Effective information
guantifies the size of the pre-image relative to the input-4ae smaller (“sharper”) the pre-image,
the higheres.

Algorithmic information

We show that effective information is a non-universal agadé Kolmogorov complexity. Given
universal Turing machin@’, the (unnormalizedJolomonoff prior probability of strings is

pT(S) — Z 27Ien(i)7 (4)

{i|T(i)=se}

where the sum is over string¢hat causé’ to outputs as a prefix, where no proper prefixiadutputs
s, and lergi) is the length ofi. Kolmogorov complexity is K (s) := —log, pr(s). Kolmogorov
complexity is usually defined as the shortest program oneusal prefix machine that produces
The two definitions coincide up to additive constant by L&/{oding Theoreni[1].

Replace universal Turing machiffé with deterministic systenf : X — ). All inputs have
len(z) = log,|X| in the optimal code for the uniform distribution oki. Define theeffective
probability of y as

'@ :
{z|f(z)=y} 0 else.

Note thatp/(y) is a special case ¢k, (y), as defined after Eq.](1). The effective distribution is thus
a non-universal analog of the Solomonoff prior, since itamputed by replacing universal Turing
machin€eT in Eq. (4) with deterministic physical systefn: X — V.

In the deterministic case, effective information turnstoubeei( f,y) = —log, pr(y), analogously
to Kolmogorov complexity. Effective information is non-uarsal — but computable — since it de-
pends on the choice g¢f.

Statistical learning theory

This section uses a particular deterministic function;riegwy algorithm£r p, to connect effective
information and the effective distribution to statistisdrning theory.

Given finite setY, let hypothesisspace ¥y = {cr X — il} contain all labelings of elements of

X. Now, given a set of function¥ < ¥ and unlabeled dat® € X", definelearning algorithm

(empirical risk minimizer)
l

;:;VD;ZXHR;&HF%E%;HU(@);ﬁ&(dk)]. (6)

The learning algorithm takes a labeling of the data as inpdt@utputs the empirical risk of the
function that best fits the data. We drop subscripts from ttation £ below.

Define empirical VC-entropy i [3]) a¥(F, D) := log, |¢gp(F)| wheregp : F — R! : f s
(f(d1) ... f(dr)). Also define empirical Rademacher complexity as

l
R(F,D) = é 2 ;ﬂgg% 2, o) - (&)
These capacities can be used to bound the expected riskssffiddes, see [8/9] for details. The
following propositions are proved ial[5]:
Proposition 1 (effective information “is” empirical VC-entropy)
ei(£,0) = —logype(0) =1 — V(F,D)

Proposition 2 (expectation ovepe(¢) “is” empirical Rademacher complexity)

Ele|pe] = ) € pele) = %(1 —R(F,D))
eeR



Thus, replacing the universal Turing machine with learnéhgorithm £ » we obtain that our
analog of Kolmogorov complexity, the effective informatiof outpute = 0, is essentially empirical
VC-entropy. Moreover, the expectation of the analog of thie@onoff distribution is essentially
Rademacher complexity.

The two quantitiegi(£,0) andE[e | pe] are measures of explanatory power: as they increase, so
expected future performance improves. By E§. (3), the g¥feinformation generated by is

ei(£,0) = log, |2] — log, |[£71(0)] = (# hypothese€ falsifies), )

total # hypotheses # hypotheses fits

where hypotheses are counted after logarithming. Effeatifiormation, which relate to VC-entropy,
counts the number of hypotheses the learning algorithrifiedsvhen it fits labels perfectly, without
taking into account how often they are wrong. Similarly, ffjdor details, the expectation is

D pele)-e=> (fraction of hypotheses falsifies) - (on fractione of the dat%. (8)

Expected, which relates to Rademacher complexity, looks at the gesb&havior of the learning
algorithm, averaging over the fractions of hypothesesdfiats weighted by how much of the data
they are falsified on.

The bounds proved in [3l[8, 9], which control the expectedriiperformance of the classifier mini-
mizing empirical risk, can therefore be rephrased in terife@number of hypotheses falsified by
the learning algorithm, Eq§](7) and (8), suggesting a ptesstlute towards rigorously grounding
the role of falsification in sciencel[6].

Shannon information

We relate effective information to Shannon and mutual imfation.

Suppose we have modal that generates dathe D with probability p.,, (d|h) given hypothesis
h € H. For prior distributiorp(H ) on hypotheses, the information gained by obserwvifgy

Dpwm(H|d) | p(H)]. ()
Kullback-Leibler divergenc®[p|q] can be interpreted as the number of Y/N questions required to

get fromgq to p. Thus, Eq.[(P) quantifies how many Y/N questions the modelvars about the
hypotheses using the data.

Effective information, Eq.[{2), quantifies the informatigained when physical system outputs
y. Rather than inferring on hypotheses, the system, by pindw@an output, specifies probabilistic
constraints on what its input must have been. Effectivermfdion uses the uniform (maximum
entropy) prior since any other prior would insert additiod@a not belonging to the system — the
prior is something elsan top of m. However, this restriction is not essential and will be qreg
for the remainder of this section.

Consider the following scenario. We haxeand X’ are isomorphic, and a deterministic physical
systeme : X — X' thatcopiesits inputs, mapping;, — zj, for example. Given priop(X), the
effective information generated is

ei(p(X), ¢, a) = D[pe(X|2}) | p(X)] = D[bs, | p(X)] = —logs p(xy),
the surprise ofy. It follows that Shannon information is expected effectiviermation
H(X) = Eei(p(X), e, 7) | pe(X") |

More generally, if we are given noisy memoryless chammélom X to ) with distributionp(X)
on X, then mutual information is the expectation

1(X;Y) = E[ei(p(X), m,y) [ (V) .

wherepm (y) = Y., Pm (y|do(x)) -p() is the effective distribution ofr. Thus, Shannon and mutual
information are simply averages of effective informatioar non-universal analog of Kolmogorov
complexity.

Finally, interpreting effective information as informarti gain, Eq.[(P), and combining with results
from the previous section shows that- empirical VC-entropy s the information we gain about
the set x of hypotheses when told that learning algoritl#m 1 fit the labeled data perfectly.



Discussion

This note starts from the observation that all physicalesyst classify inputs and thereby gener-
ate information. A deterministic physical systefn X — Y implicitly categorizes its inputs by
assigning them to outputs: the category assigned to ogytfsithe set of inputs in the pre-image
f~1(y) € X. The intuition carries through in the probabilistic caseeafeplacing pre-images with
actual repertoires. Effective information then quantifies sharpness of categories: the sharper a
category, the more informative the corresponding outplierAatively, effective information quan-
tifies causal dependencies: outputs with higlare extremely sensitive to changes in the input.

Effective information is a concrete, computable analog ofnogorov complexity. The Kol-
mogorov complexity of a string quantifies the “work” requir produce it; roughly, the length
of the programs that output it. Since universal Turing maekirequire infinite storage space and
are therefore impossible to construct, it is unclear howwvaht they are to processes actually oc-
curring in nature. Effective information substitutes aedatinistic model of a physical system in
place of the universal Turing machine, and quantifies therkiveequired to produce an output as
the number of Y/N decisions required to choose it.

Both Shannon and mutual information arise as expectatibefextive information after tweaking
to get rid of the uniform prior. The difference between Kobpoov complexity and Shannon infor-
mation reduces to: (i) replacing a universal Turing machtitk a specific system (channel) and (ii)
computing the average information gain over all outputherathan a single one.

When the physical process under consideration is empiiglaiminimization, the effective infor-
mation it generates contributes to bounds on expected Imisgarticular, the work (the number of
Y/N decisions) required to fit dat® using functions inF essentially is the empirical VC-entropy.
Since finding the optimal classifier if requires computing » » in some way or another, thereby
implementing it physically, it follows that the effectiveformation generated while fitting data has
implications for the future performance of classifiers, [&8/9].

Effective information and the expected risk over the effectlistribution also provide new inter-
pretations of VC-entropy and Rademacher complexity in sapfifalsifying hypotheses, see EQl (7)
and [8) — and alsd [10] for a comparison of falsification wit@-dimension. Viewing empirical
risk minimization as a physical process that classifies thgmes according to fit thus directly
links VC-entropy and Rademacher complexity with Poppertgppsal that the power of a scientific
theory lies in how many hypothesisules out, rather than the amount of data it explains [6].

The links with Kolmogorov complexity, learning theory, ammation gain and falsification shown
above suggest it is worth investigating whether the effedtiformation generated while optimizing
guantities other than empirical risk (e.g. margins) hadirations for future performance.
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