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Abstract

The number of species can be estimated by sampling indigdiiean a species assemblage. The problem of esti-
mating generalized species accumulation curve is addi@ssenonparametric Poisson mixture model. A likelihood-
based estimator is proposed and illustrated by real example
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1 Introduction

An important but difficult problem in ecological studies &imating species richness, i.e., the number of species
in an assemblage based on an incomplete survey (Colwell addi@ton 1994). The same problem also arises
from various other scientific fields (Bunge and Fitzpatri@92). In the survey, individuals are selected from the
species assemblage and their species identities are iredgnThe species accumulation curve (SAC) is the plot
of the expected number of species against the measure oflisgreffort, which serves a variety of purposes in
ecological studies such as comparison among species dsg@mhnd prediction of expected number of new species
(e.g., Hurlbert 1971; Colwell and Coddington 1994; Shen.e2@03; Mao 2005). The estimand of a nonparametric
species richness estimator is also often plotted agaiesh#rasure of sampling effort, called a generalized SAC and
and used like the usual SAC (Colwell and Coddington 1994hd\gh estimating the usual SAC has been extensively
studied (e.g., Mao 2005), little investigation has beenertadgstimate generalized SACs. A computationally intensiv
randomization procedure is usually used by ecologists andarvation biologists.

Consider a species assemblage consisting distinct species labeled by = 1, 2, ..., s. The sampling of
individuals from species is often modeled as a Poisson process with hatever timet € [0, 00) (e.g., Efron and
Thisted 1976; Norris and Pollock 1998; Mao 2004, 2005). Ygt) be the number of individuals from speciés
during [0, ¢]. Conditioning onk(t) = >_7_, Y;(¢), theY;(¢) arise as a multinomial sample of sizéf) with index s
and probabilitiep; = A;/ Z§:1 Aj (e.g., Chao 1984). When the ratesare assumed to arise as a random sample
from a mixing distribution® = Y7 _, 7,d(v.), whered()) is a distribution degenerate af the Y;(¢) become a
random sample from a Poisson mixture (e.g., Mao 2004).

Letn;(t) = >.;_, I(Yi(t) = j), whereI(-) is the indicator function. Let(t) = (n1(t), na2(t),...) andg(t) =
E{nt)} = (¢1(t), p2(t),...), where

9j(t) = E{n;(t)} = s Z Ty €Xp(—Yut) ('7ut)j (j!)_l- (1)

u=1
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Letn (t) be the number of observed species with expectatipft), where
n(t) = an(t)a ¢4 (t) = Z@'(U-
j=1 j=1

A nonparametric estimator for the number of spegiés a functionG(n(t)) which estimates?(¢(t)), a parameter
that approximates. Note thatu, (¢) is such an estimator. Another example is the estimator iro@h834),

ni(t)
2”2 (t) '

Geln(®) = Y- my(0) +

When the sampling is stoppedtat ¢y, one has a vector of observed counts,). We will consider the problem
of estimatingG(¢(t)) based om(ty). The special case of estimatigg (¢) was considered by Good and Toulmin
(1956), Efron and Thisted (1976), Shen et al. (2003) and N280%).

The problem can be reduced to estimatif{g). Good and Toulmin (1956) provided an estimator §¢t). The
Good-Toulmin estimator usually behaves badly at 2ty and often produces inadmissible values (e.g., negative
values) fort € (to,2to]. We will develop a likelihood-based estimator, which comegewith the Good-Toulmin
estimator at € [0, 2¢] as its smoothed version. The likelihood-based estimatmatigcularly useful when the Good-
Toulmin estimator fails. Our approach is different fromtthreNorris and Pollock (1998) because we do not require
an estimator fos, a parameter that is difficult to estimate. We will also shbatthe commonly used randomization
procedure is unnecessary because it is a simulation-bppeabdmation to an enumeration procedure which yields an
estimator close to the Good-Toulmin estimator.

The estimation methods are detailed in Section 2. Numeuidiest are reported in Section 3. The proofs are
provided in the Appendix. The R codes are available from tliea on request.

2 Methods

For notational convenience, we will assume that time isestalich thaty, = 1. Therefore, the full likelihood
po(s, ©) is given by

o0

s! s—ny (1 n; .
wO) = s e O e 0!

wheregg is a mixture of Poisson densities,

j=1

go(j) = > muexp(—vu)¥i () i =0,1,....

u=1

The Good-Toulmin estimata#; (t) can be written as

B oo k + . )
;) =3 < . j)ﬁ(l — )"y (1). )
k=0 J
This estimator can arise from the following identity
¢j(t) = Z ( j j)tj(l - t)k¢k+j(1)a (3)
k=0



when one estimatg,. (1) = sgo(x) by n,(1).
Letd = max{j : n;(1) > 0}. We can writep, (t) as

d

5,0 =3 () -0 m. @

b=j

The last term of the series ifil(4) dominates soon dfter 2, andéj (t) diverges to infinity or minus infinity as
increases, depending on whethkr j is even or odd. This might invite one to replace betand © with their
estimators inp; (t). For example, Norris and Pollock (1998) provided nonpatamkkelihood estimators fos and
O by a procedure that is computationally very expensive.

Becauses is difficult to estimate (e.g., Bunge and Fitzpatrick 1998, will show that estimating(¢) does not
necessarily require an estimator for Note thatpy (s, ©) = p1(s, ©)p2(0,n(1)), wherep; (s, ©) is the binomial
density ofn (1) andp2(©,n4(1)) is the multinomial density ofi(1) givenn (1),

Pl 0)= {s_m(S!)}'m( o011 = go ()4

nj (1)
pa(©.n+(1) = [ 'H{l—go T

J

We will reformulateps (©, ny (1)) by introducing® = Y"._, w,d(v.), Where

Tu {1l — exp(—yu)}
>t Tuw{l — exp(—yuw)}

Let fo be a mixture of zero-truncated Poisson densities, where

Wy, =

v

1o = S o 2

Because it can be shown th#h(j) = go(j)/{1 — ge(0)} (e.g., Mao 2004), we can rewrig(©,n(1)) as
L(Q,n4(1)), where

L(Q.n4+(1)) = Hoo ,H 0

g 1
Proposition1 Forj=1,2,...,h,andh =1, 2, ...,

¢;(t) = o+ (1)0,(t,Q), (5)
where 6;(t, )) afunctional of the mixing distribution @),

_ v, (=) (ut)
(@) = D T G

u=1
The nonparametric maximum likelihood estimator (NPMLE)died by = ZZ:l W0 (F ) maximizesl(Q, n4 (1))
(Lindsay 1983; Mao 2004). Becausg (1) estimatess, (1), from (@), a likelihood-based estimatgy (t) for ¢;(t) is
given by

~ ~

¢ (t) = n4(1)0;(t, Q). (6)



Note thatp; () is a smoothed version df; (t) in @) because

b0 =3 (" T s+ @
k=0

The fitted density; () is used to estimatg, () and yields; (t) while the empirical densith(z) =n,(1)/n4(1)
is used to estimatg, () and yieldg; (t).

The functionG(¢(t)) can be estimated b (4(t)) and G(¢(t)). The estimator(n(1)) is reproduced by
G(¢(1)) = G(n(1)). A bootstrap procedure is recommended for constructioroofidence intervals fo&(¢(t)):

samplingn (1) from its estimated binomial density and samplittg 1) from L(Q, n’ (1)). Alower confidence limit
for G(¢(t)) is also a lower confidence limit farwhenG(¢(t)) is a lower bound ta, e.g.,¢4 (t) andG.(4(t)).

It is difficult to estimatep; (¢) reliably whent is relatively large. One reason is that, although> 0 in @ for all
u, the smallest support point (séy) of @ might be close or identical to zero. Whén= 0, it is easily shown that

exp(—Yut) Fut)!
{1 — exp(—Fu) Fi!

0;(t.Q) = J—1w1t+z

Whent is sufficiently large b, (t) will increase approximately linearly but eaé_h(t) with 7 > 2 will approach zero.
This fact explains the observation thiat (¢) is approximately linear for a large(Mao 2005). The estimata® ((t))
might also be driven up to infinity asincreases. For example,jf = 0, then there is3 > 2 with 45 < 4, for all
u > 2 andu # 3, and

o Ge(o(t)) _ ny (D@ {1 — exp(—95)}
t—o0 exp(Jpt) 2@)5’??3

3

ie., Gc(gi?(t)) increases approximately exponentially for a largdowever, our likelihood-based method can be useful
for relatively smallt (e.g.,t € [1, 3] with ¢, = 1, the range of that serves practical purposes).

Finally we turn to the multinomial model. LeY; (k) be the number of individuals from species a sample of
sizeh andm;(h) = Y_;_, I(X;(h) = j). This means thak;(h(t)) = Yi(t) andm;(h(t)) = n;(t). Note that

E{m;(h)} = Z<>pzl—pz .

Leta = h(1) be the number of sampled individuals durifgl]. Forh =1, 2, ...,a, one has

a—h

mj(h) = <ZL> <a ; h> <kij>1mk+ﬂ'(a)vj =1,2,...,h, (8)

k=0
which is based on the following identity (Good and Toulmirb&®

a—h

pomy =3 (1) (“2)(L2) B =12 ©

k=0

In the ecology literature, a randomization procedure isallgwsed. It is an approximation to an enumeration
procedure: taking all subsamples of sizecalculatem (k) with j > h for each subsample and obtain thais (k).



Proposition2 Forj=1,2,...,handh =1, 2,...,a,

=553 0) i

Hurlbert (1971) found the analytic expression®of (h) = Z’.‘

Jj=

iy (h) = zi_lmmu) RS ( - h) (Z)_lmwa).

x=1

1 mj(h)’

By comparing[(B) and(10), it is clear thait; (h) = m;(h) because

() GOSN )i a—k— )hia — !

G (L) iW(—jia—k—h)al

Although the identity in[[B) holds for all > 0, the identity in [9) does not hold fdr > a. One can obtain an
approximation ta£{m;(h)} as a function of thos&{m;(a)} and develop a biased estimator #6{m(h)}.

Sincemy(a) = ny(1), we can writem; (k) as
) min(a—h+j,d) b a—b a -1
w2 (G)E) mo )

The number of sampled individuals duriftg //a] is abouth. We consider comparing the estimatergh,/a) in @)
andm;(h) in @J). Clearlym;(h) = ¢;(h/a) = 0 whenj > d. Whenj < d, write ¢;(h/a) — m;(h) = €1 + e,
where

d
b . _
(- '\ (h/a) {(a — h)/a}Iny(1),
b—min(a—zh-i-j,d)-i-l <'7> '
min(a—h+j,d) j—1 b—j—1
o= Y (") [(h/aw'{(a—h)/a}“—ﬂ"j“ I &= ).
b=j J u:0a w w=0 a-Jj-w

Note thate; = 0 whena — h + j > d. Whena — h + j < d, h/a is close to one becauge< a, which implies
thate, ~ 0. By simple algebra, one can also find that~ 0. Conclude thatn;(h) ~ ¢;(h/a). When them; (h(t))
are used to estimaté(¢(t)), the resulting estimator will be close €(¢(t)). For examplesn i (h) and¢ (h/a) are
close to one another (Brewer and Williamson 1994).

3 Areal example

We consider a real example from Miller and Wiegert (1989) tlencerns plant species in the central Appalachian
region. This example was also investigated in Shen et aD3R0There were:; (1) = 188 species identified from
a = h(1) = 1008 individuals withn, (1) = 61, 35, 18, 12, 15, 4,8,4,5,5,1,2,1,2,3,2,1,2,1,1, 1, 1, hdllaat
r=1,2,3,4,5,6,7,8,9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 19, 20, 22,2%48G, 43, 48 and 67.

The NPMLEQ is shown in Tabl€ll. The estimatés(t), ¢ (t) andG.(5(t)) are shown in FigureS 1 arid 2.
We also comparé;(h/a) andim;(h) for 1 < h < a, andg;(t) andgigj(t) for 0 < ¢t < 1. The results are shown in



Table2. We also calculateaxo<;<1 |64 (t) — ¢ ()| = 0.06 andmaxo<;<1 |Ge(d(t)) — Ge(o(t))| = 2.58. Note that
¢j(h/a) andm;(h) have little difference. The difference betweg{t) andéj (t) comes from the difference between
ne(1) andny (1) f5(2), €.9.,nq(5) = 15 andn(1) f5(5) = 10.4. Although ¢, (t) can be computed far > 1, it

becomes inadmissible even for some 2, e.g.,02(1.57) = —2.6 and$4(1.57) = —192.5, G.(4(1.57)) = —497.1.
To construct lower confidence limits féf.(¢(t)), we generate 400 bootstrap resamples. For example, thettagt
95% lower confidence limits fo&.(¢(t)) att = 1,1.2,1.4, 1.6, 1.8 and 2.0 are 218.1, 220.6, 221.5, 22224 2hd
222.4 while the estimateS..(¢(t)) are 243.7, 248.7, 251.5, 252.9, 253.7 and 254.1. Note thapper confidence
limit at a relatively large is usually noninformative. For example, the 95% upper cemfi@ limits forG.(¢(t)) at

t = 2 andt = 3 are 811.8 and 2230.8 respectively, much larger than thegponding lower confidence limits 222.4
and 222.6.

In order to evaluate the likelihood-based method, we camnsdnulation under various combinations@fand
5. We find that the distribution ab; (t) is right skewed when > 2 and in particular, the distribution af,(¢) has a
long right tail for a large, like ¢, (¢) andG.(4(t)) although the 3rd quartile af..(¢(t)) increases faster than that of
g5+(t) or gi?l(t). In the future, we will consider generalized SACs for vasmwnparametric estimators (e.g., Chao and
Bunge 2002).

Table 1: The NPMLEA) with 7 = 7 from the plant data.
4. 0.864 3554 7.412 15306 30.564 41.892 66.416
w, 0475 0.260 0.158 0.074 0.010 0.017 0.005

Table 2: Comparison of three types of estimateg), J)j(t) andm j(h) with A; = max,<p<, |¢;(h/a) — m;(h))|
andD; = maxo<i<1 |§;(t) — ¢;(t)].
J 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
A; 013 0.03 0.02 001 001 0.01 0.01 001 0.01 o0.01
D, 044 114 101 135 456 426 144 121 103 1.78
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Figure 1: The likelihood-based estima&;{t) of the expected counts; (¢) for j = 1 (solid), 2 (dashed), 3 (dotted)
and 4 (dot-dashed).
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Figure 2: The likelihood-based estimatgs(¢(¢)) (dashed) and_(¢) (solid).
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Appendix

To prove Proposition 1, write
Gi(t) 3wy Tuexp(=yut) (vut) () !
¢+ (1) §—35 22:1 T eXp(—Yat)

_ i T‘—u{l - exp(_Vut)} ) exp(_'Vut) (7ut)'j
S Tw{l —exp(—ywt)} {1 —exp(—7ut)}j!”

To prove Proposition 2, let the individuals be labeledby 1, 2, . .. ,a andZ;; = I(individualj is from species).
A subsamplev consists of: individuals. Let2 be the set of all such subsamples. V\@”) =0if a < 3, write

IR NINESES I D WV ERS)

we i=1 rew t=0 {i:Y;(a)=t} weQ rEw
a a—h+j a—h ‘
=> > (DG =2 QG =D () ) ms(a).
t=0 {i:Y;(a)=t} t=j k=0



	Introduction
	Methods
	A real example

