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Abstract. This work presents a formalization of analogy on num-
bers that relies on generalized means. It is motivated by recent ad-
vances in artificial intelligence and applications of machine learning,
where the notion of analogy is used to infer results, create data and
even as an assessment tool of object representations, or embeddings,
that are basically collections of numbers (vectors, matrices, tensors).
This extended analogy use asks for mathematical foundations and
clear understanding of the notion of analogy between numbers. We
propose a unifying view of analogies that relies on generalized means
defined in terms of a power parameter. In particular, we show that
any four increasing positive real numbers is an analogy in a unique
suitable power. In addition, we show that any such analogy can be re-
duced to an equivalent arithmetic analogy and that any analogy equa-
tion has a solution for increasing numbers, which generalizes without
restriction to complex numbers. These foundational results provide a
better understanding of analogies in areas where representations are
numerical.

1 Introduction

Background and earlier work. In artificial intelligence, the terms
analogical inference or analogical reasoning are often used. Related
work focuses on the study of relationships between two pairs of ob-
jects A and B on the one hand, and of objects C and D on the other.
There are several possible uses for such a configuration. Typically,
one may want to judge whether the relationship between C and D is
the same as that between A and B. The quality of the similarity of
such relationships can be then assessed, and one can discuss attribute
or relationship similarity [47], following the foundational work by
Gentner [18]. One may also see A and C as problems, B as a so-
lution to problem A, and ask whether the transposition of the ratio
of A to B on C generates a D, and to what extent the generated D
is a solution to problem C. This setting is at the core of case-based
reasoning [4, 5, 29].

The underlying principle is that of analogical inference, and it has
been integrated into various machine learning tasks such as prefer-
ence learning and recommendation [15, 16, 33] and, more gener-
ally, in classification [11]. In addition, analogical extrapolation (in-
ference) can solve difficult reasoning tasks such as tests of academic
ability or visual question answering [6, 37, 43] or checking the mean-
ing of a target sentence [52]. It can also support dataset augmentation
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through analogical extension and extrapolation [12] and guide com-
putational creativity [20]. Also, analogical transfer can be realized by
transfer learning [10, 2] where the idea is to take advantage of what
has been learned in a source domain to improve the learning process
in a target domain related or linked to the source domain. Finally,
analogy creation can provide useful explanations that build on facts
or counterfactuals [22] and guide counterfactual generation [24].

In particular domains such as machine translation, this type of ana-
logical reasoning has been used [35, 26] and the connection with
case-based reasoning is well recognized [9]. Still in natural language
processing, analogy-based approaches have been used for the tasks
of morphological analysis [41, 42] or word generation [17]. For in-
stance, [34] proposes to minimize the algorithmic complexity of the
program describing the ratio of A to B, i.e., the transformation of
A into B, and then apply the program of minimum complexity to
C to produce D, a new word, yielding high performance on a set of
several million morphological analogies in a dozen languages.

But analogical reasoning is not exactly analogy. In everyday life,
the English word analogy easily takes on the meaning of “reasoning
by analogy” or even “simple comparison”, and is quite often linked to
fallacious reasoning. The present article is about mathematical anal-
ogy, which is not quite that. It is a relationship on a quadruple that
does not privilege any particular ratio, for instance, that of A to B in
preference to that of C to D, nor does it favor a particular direction,
for instance, from A to B in preference to B to A, nor does this view
favor one term over the others, even if they are not all interchange-
able. The properties of interchangeability, which will be recalled in
Sections 2.4 and 2.5, have already been the subject of observations
and debate since antiquity, see e.g., the Encyclopédie [8].

Motivation and recent work. The recent increasing interest in
analogies and analogical reasoning was partially due to the successes
of deep learning together with distributional representations (embed-
dings). For instance, [14, 32] show that vector representations of
quadruples respecting certain linear transformations satisfy common
properties of analogies, whereas [45] unveils the potential analo-
gies as a benchmark to evaluate the quality of embedding models.
This exploration has extended to complex structures such as knowl-
edge graphs (KG) over multimodal domains, to address tasks such as
named entity recognition, link prediction, relation discovery (abduc-
tion) and KG bootstrapping and completion [48, 53, 23], by lever-
aging multimodal knowledge embeddings [46, 51, 50, 49]. Despite
these impressive results by such analogy-based approaches in rather
complex tasks, many works have questioned the retrieved analogical
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relations, their dependency and limitation with respect to underlying
representation model, and even the evaluation procedure [30, 44].
Many works have been advocating for foundational mathematical
frameworks and experiments to gain a better understanding of the
analogical capabilities of embedding models as well as recent large
language models [19, 7, 1, 36].

This contribution goes in the latter direction. More precisely, we
go back to the very foundations of analogies, and propose a well-
defined and unifying framework for numerical analogy. In doing so,
we enable its application to individual dimensions of vector repre-
sentations, and hence open avenues for a better understanding and
justified use of analogy in machine learning downstream tasks.

Our proposal is rooted in the intuitive and classical idea of an anal-
ogy: we say that (A,B,C,D) constitutes a valid analogy, denoted
by A : B :: C : D, if there is a p ∈ R, such that the p-generalized
mean of the extremes A and D is equal to the p-generalized mean of
the means B and C (see Section 2). One of the advantages of rely-
ing on this parameterized notion on p, is that it naturally subsumes
well known mean notions, such as the commonly used arithmetic (for
p = 1) and geometric (for p = 2) means. Endowed with this notion,
we introduce the notion of analogy in power p and study its proper-
ties such as reflexivity, symmetry and transitivity of conformity (the
symbol ::, see below), as well as properties of interchangeability of
terms.

Main results. The main contributions of this article can be sum-
marized in three rather surprising results. The first one states that
analogies exist and are unique between any quadruple of positive real
numbers (the numbering of the results does not reflect the importance
but the order afterwards).

Theorem 6. Given four positive real numbers, all different, we can
always see an analogy between them and this analogy is unique.

In fact, this result extends to any quadruple of co-linear complex
numbers on the same side of 0 on the line.

The most common analogy between numbers, arithmetic analogy,
is just a particular case for p = 1. In addition to Theorem 6, our
second main result states that any analogy between four positive reals
can be thought of as an arithmetic analogy.

Theorem 3. Any analogy in p between four positive real numbers
can be reduced to an arithmetic analogy.

As vector representations in machine learning make use of real
numbers, the main results are presented with respect to real numbers,
but extensions are possible. In particular, our third main result states
that every analogical equation of the form A : B :: C : x is solvable
over the complex numbers.

Theorem 7. Conditioned on p, it is possible to solve any analogical
equation with complex terms.

We now set the notation and terminology used throughout the article.

Notation and terminology. We use capital letters A, B, C and D
when referring to terms of an analogy in general, and use the letters
a, b, c and d when these terms are numbers. We classically denote
with R, R∗, R+ \ {0} and C the sets of real numbers, real numbers
without 0, positive numbers and complex numbers.

An analogy is classically denoted by A : B :: C : D. The sym-
bol : is that of ratio. We read the symbol :: conformity to avoid the
terms equality or identity, which are too closely linked to a notion
of equivalence relation. We will read conformity in p the symbol ::p

introduced later below.

2 Generalized means and analogy
For a quick historical reminder on the mathematical notion of anal-
ogy in Greek antiquity, and to show the link to the notion of mean,
let us recall that, according to some scholars, the Greek word for
analogy (“again the (same) ratio”) might have emerged after a pe-
riod of indecision over how to refer to continuous analogy, i.e.,
A : B :: B : D (note the repetition of B) and to discrete anal-
ogy, i.e., A : B :: C : D. In the Nicomachean Ethics [3, 1131 a29
– 1131 b2] Aristotle repeats that there are two types of analogy each
called discrete and continuous respectively, the first involving four
terms, the second involving three terms, one of which is repeated.

“Analogy is an equality of ratios and comes in four terms at
least. It is obvious that the discrete one is indeed in four terms.
But so is the continuous one; [...] B is uttered twice [...]”

In the case of a continuous analogy, with division as a ratio, b can
be calculated in function of a and d:

a÷ b = b÷ d ⇔ b2 = a× d ⇔ b =
√
a× d.

This formula for b is that of the geometric mean of a and d.
If the ratio is subtraction, then, again for a continuous analogy :

a − b = b − d ⇔ 2× b = a+ d ⇔ b =
1

2
(a+ d)

Here, b is the arithmetic mean of a and d.
From the above, it is clear that continuous analogy is intimately

linked to the notion of a mean.
The Pythagoreans in the Antiquity and mathematicians of the Mid-

dle Ages have studied the links between the various conceivable
means and analogy. Particular mention should be made of the stud-
ies on “medieties” (lat. medietas or mediocritas, cf. [31]). Table 1
illustrates one way, among others, of extracting the three arithmetic,
geometric and harmonic means from similar, but discrete, analogies.

The generalization of the notion of a mean, unrelated to analogy,
beyond arithmetic, geometric or harmonic means, was given in 1882
in an article by Hölder [21]. The aim of the present article is to link
the mathematical notion of analogy to this generalization of the no-
tion of mean.

2.1 Definition of generalized means

The generalized mean of several real positive numbers x1, . . . xN is
the value

mp(x1, . . . xN ) = lim
r→p

r

√√√√ 1

N

N∑
i=1

xr
i

for all p ∈ (−∞,+∞). In particular, we find:

• the arithmetic mean for p = 1;
• the harmonic mean for p = −1;
• the root mean square for p = 2;
• the geometric mean when p tends to 0:

limp→0mp(x1, . . . xN ) = N

√√√√ N∏
i=1

xi.

Finally, when p tends towards +∞, it is the maximum of the num-
bers, max(x1, . . . xN ), and when p tends towards −∞, it is the min-
imum of the numbers, min(x1, . . . xN ).

Remark 1. This generalizes to the case when a, b, c, d and p are
complex numbers, except, e.g., in the undefined cases 0p for p < 0.



b as means

a− b : b− c = a : a arithmetic a− b : b− c = 1 ⇔ b =
1

2
(a+ c) ⇔ b =

1

2
(a+ c)

a− b : b− c = a : b geometrical ab− b2 : ab− ac = ab : ab ⇔ b2 = ac ⇔ log b=
1

2
(log a+ log c)

a− b : b− c = a : c harmonic ca− cb : ab− ac = ac : ac ⇔ b =
2ac

a+ c
⇔

1

b
=

1

2
(
1

a
+

1

c
)

Table 1. Some “medieties” from [31]. With division as the ratio, we obtain the three classic means, arithmetic, geometric and harmonic from analogies whose
first three terms are the same. Only the fourth term varies and successively takes the values a, b and c.

2.2 Specialization to two real numbers

The generalized mean of two numbers a and d is the value

mp(a, d) = lim
r→p

r

√
1

2
(ar + dr)

for all p ∈ R, and even for p equal to −∞ or +∞. Figure 1 illustrates
the curve obtained for the particular values a = 2 and d = 5.

It is tempting to think that the generalized mean function of two
numbers would be a function that behaves like an odd function with
respect to a particular value of p. But this is not usually the case.
Figure 1 illustrates this.

Before turning to the results, we would like to point out that, in
the following, we shall not go into detail on all the demonstrations,
as they always adopt the same structure. In the general case where p
is neither 0 nor infinite, the limit is not necessary, neither is taking the
p-th root, the one-half factor can be eliminated and demonstrations
can then directly exploit the formula ap+dp or the equality ap+dp =
bp + cp. In the case p = 0, the formulas of the geometric mean are
used: a×d or a×d = b×c. Finally, in the two infinite cases, formulas
with min and max are used. We will also omit some proofs, but they
are to be found in the Supplementary material.

2.3 Definition of analogy through generalized means

We can now define analogies in terms of generalized means.

Definition 1. On four positive real numbers, we define analogy in
power p as follows:

a : b ::p c : d
def.⇔ mp(a, d) = mp(b, c)

⇔ lim
r→p

r

√
1

2
(ar + dr) = lim

r→p

r

√
1

2
(br + cr) .

Figure 1 indicates the values of the generalized means for a = 2
and d = 5, according different values of p on the x-axis. We see
the harmonic (2.86), the geometric (

√
2× 5 ≃ 3.16), the arithmetic

(3.5) and the quadratic (3.81) mean values. Similarly, the limits at
−∞ and +∞ are the minimum and maximum, 2 and 5 respectively.
Note that the curve is not symmetrical w.r.t. any horizontal line.

In words, four positive real numbers a, b, c and d are in analogy, if
and only if there exists a p such that the generalized mean in p of the
extremes a and d is equal to the generalized mean in p of the means
b and c. Observe that the definition puts the extremes and the means
on each side of the equality sign. This slightly differs from usual un-
derstanding of analogy, clearly visible from the notation, that ratio
is instrumental in analogy. For instance the standard intuitive inter-
pretation of arithmetic analogy is a − b = c − d whereas the above
definition states that a+ d = b+ c, which is fortunately equivalent.
This definition raises several questions: firstly, under what conditions
we can find a p such that the analogy holds and, secondly, to deter-
mine this p.
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Figure 1. Visualization of generalized means of a = 2 and d = 5.Before answering these questions, however, we need to check that
the definition given above corresponds to the usual perception of
a mathematical analogy. For that, we need to examine whether we
have reflexivity and symmetry for :: and whether the eight equivalent
forms of an analogy are verified here.1

2.4 Reflexivity, symmetry and transitivity of ::p

For the reflexivity of ::p, it is trivial to note that, for any two positive
real numbers a and b, for any p, we always have

a : b ::p a : b, (1)

i.e.,

lim
r→p

r

√
1

2
(ar + br) = lim

r→p

r

√
1

2
(br + ar). (2)

The symmetry of ::p is expressed as follows:

a : b ::p c : d ⇔ c : d ::p a : b.

It is verified because:

a : b ::p c : d ⇔ mp(a, d) = mp(b, c)

⇔ mp(b, c) = mp(a, d)

⇔ mp(c, b) = mp(d, a)

⇔ c : d ::p a : b.

Let us repeat that transitivity is not generally necessary for anal-
ogy. It just happens to exist for ::p, p different from 0 and infinity.
This can be stated as:{

a : b :: c : d

c : d :: e : f
⇒ a : b :: e : f. (3)

1 Transitivity is not usually required for :: in general; a simple relation of
resemblance, not equivalence, suffices. Hence our insistence on calling ::
conformity and not equality or identity.



For the general case where p is in (−∞; +∞), but different
from 0, transitivity holds. We give the proofs and the details for the
cases for infinity in the Supplementary Material.

2.5 Eight equivalent forms of analogy

Classical formalizations of mathematical analogy allow eight equiv-
alent forms to write the same analogy, by playing on the position of
the terms in the analogy.

a : b :: c : d c : a :: d : b

a : c :: b : d c : d :: a : b

b : a :: d : c d : b :: c : a

b : d :: a : c d : c :: b : a

The article Proportion in the Encyclopédie [40] mentions the two
best-known: invertendo, the inversion of ratios b : a :: d : c and per-
mutando, the permutation of means a : c :: b : d deemed intrinsically
characteristic of analogy by the Ancients (cf. [3]). The equivalence
between the original form a : b :: c : d and these two forms implies
the other five.2

As for the analogy by generalized mean, the inversion of the ratios
is given by the symmetry of the equality in mp(b, c) = mp(a, d).
The commutativity of addition in (bp + cp), multiplication in b × c
and in min(b, c) or max(b, c) yields the permutation of the means.
The eight equivalent forms of the analogy are therefore met by the
analogy of generalized means.

3 Main results over positive terms
We will first consider the case when a, b, c, d ∈ R∗. We now show
that our definition (Definition 1) not only unifies the classical notions
of arithmetic and geometric analogy, but also leads to equivalence
with an infinite number of analogies in power p. In other words, there
is a canonical form to which we can reduce any analogy in power p
(except for p = −∞ and p = +∞). We can choose, for instance, to
reduce to arithmetic analogy.

As we will see in Section 5, many of these results can in fact be
generalised to complex numbers.

3.1 General case of multiplication by a positive
number

It is easy to see that, for any four positive real numbers, the analogy
in p between these numbers can be transformed into another analogy
of the same power p, between these same numbers multiplied by any
positive number. That is, we have

Theorem 1. ∀p ∈ R∗, ∀(a, b, c, d) ∈ (R+ \ {0})4,

∀λ ∈ (0,+∞), a : b ::p c : d ⇔ λa : λb ::p λc : λd. (4)

It is easy to see that this result holds in case the factor λ is a
complex number. This gives a generalization of analogy to all cases
where the numbers are all on the same line of the complex plane that
goes through 0, and are all on the same side of the line relative to 0.

Remark 2. Note that, depending on p, other invariance properties
also hold. For instance, it is easy to see that analogies are invariant
under (geometric) translations of the form x → x+ λ when p = 1.
2 We shall not use this result in the rest of this article, but we recall that

the eight equivalent forms of the analogy establish a correspondence with
the group of transformations of the corners of the square, i.e., the dihedral
group, denoted D8.

3.2 Special case of division by d, i.e., reduction to the
unit interval

From the above property, we deduce that we can multiply by the
inverse of any of the non-zero terms. This term divided by itself be-
comes 1. Consequently, any analogy in the power p can be reduced,
by dividing all terms by one of them, to an analogy of the same power
where one of the terms is 1.

By using the eight equivalent forms of the analogy (see 2.5), it is
always possible to place the largest term in the last position as d. In
this case, dividing by d gives an analogy of the same power, where
the last term is 1, and all other terms are less than 1, i.e., all terms
are in ]0; 1]. As a corollary of Theorem 1, we thus have the following
equivalence, in the case where d is greater than or equal to the other
terms:

Corollary 2. ∀p ∈ R∗, ∀(a, b, c, d) ∈ (R+ \ {0})4, a, b, c ≤ d

a : b ::p c : d ⇔ a

d
:
b

d
::p

c

d
: 1. (5)

3.3 Reduction to arithmetic analogy

Any analogy in power p, with p different from −∞ or +∞, can be
transposed into an arithmetic analogy, i.e., an analogy in power 1.

In the general case where p ̸= 0, by taking the power p of the
terms of an analogy, we obtain the desired equivalence stated in the
following theorem. For the case p = 0, see the Supplementary mate-
rial.

Theorem 3. ∀p ∈ R∗, ∀(a, b, c, d) ∈ (R+ \ {0})4,

a : b ::p c : d ⇔ ap : bp ::1 cp : dp. (6)

This constitute the second main result of this article. On one hand
it states that our intuitive understanding about arithmetic analogy,
i.e., invariance of ratio b − a, applies to any analogy, modulus the
transformation by raising to power p or taking the logarithm. On the
other hand, it

3.4 Reduction to a canonical form

By combining the reduction to the unit interval and the reduction to
arithmetic analogy, we draw the following theorem that states that,
for a quadruple (a, b, c, d) of positive numbers arranged in ascending
order, if there is an analogy in power p ̸= 0 between these numbers,
then this analogy can be reduced to an arithmetic analogy where one
term is necessarily the unit.

Theorem 4. ∀p ∈ R∗, ∀a < b < c < d ∈ (R+ \ {0})4,

a : b ::p c : d ⇔ (
a

d
)p : (

b

d
)p ::1 (

c

d
)p : 1

with the terms ordered as follows if p is positive:

(
a

d
)p ≤ (

b

d
)p ≤ (

c

d
)p ≤ 1,

and as follows if p is negative:

(
a

d
)p ≥ (

b

d
)p ≥ (

c

d
)p ≥ 1.



3.5 Reductions across analogies by multiplication of
powers

The reduction to arithmetic analogy, i.e., p = 1, is of course a partic-
ular case. The generalization of the equivalence with different powers
is stated by the following theorem that shows how one can play with
these powers. One should be however be cautious and note that the
powers are non null.

Theorem 5. ∀(p, q) ∈ (R∗)2, ∀(a, b, c, d) ∈ (R+ \ {0})4,

a : b ::pq c : d ⇔ aq : bq ::p cq : dq ⇔ ap : bp ::q cp : dp. (7)

As a direct consequence, for a given analogy in power p, by rewrit-
ing p = −1×−p, the analogy in the opposite power is valid for the
inverses of the terms.

a : b ::p c : d ⇔ 1

a
:
1

b
::−p 1

c
:
1

d

3.6 Existence and uniqueness of p for any quadruple

We now examine the existence of an analogy in p for a given quadru-
ple (a, b, c, d) of real numbers. We assume that these numbers are
positive (hence non-zero), i.e., they are in (0;+∞). In addition,
importantly, we assume that they are arranged in ascending order
a < b < c < d, with strict inequality. The following theorem can be
established. Its proof is given in the Supplementary material.

Theorem 6. Given four terms a, b, c and d, positive and ordered in
ascending order, there exist a unique p for which there is an analogy
between these terms. In symbols, ∀(a, b, c, d) ∈ R4,

a < b < c < d ⇒ ∃!p ∈ R : a : b ::p c : d (8)

Now, four real numbers, all different, can always be ordered.
Hence, the preceding theorem can be interpreted as follows:

Given four positive real numbers, all different, we can always
see an analogy between them and this analogy is unique.

We can paraphrase:

There is always an angle, and it is unique, under which we can
see an analogy between any four numbers (positive, all differ-
ent) provided we order them in ascending order.

The above statements constitute one of the main results in this ar-
ticle. These statements are somewhat surprising, as one would intu-
itively assume that there is no reason for the existence of an analogy
among any arbitrary four positive real numbers.

3.7 Calculation in practice

In practice, the calculation of p for a quadruple of positive numbers
can be implemented by a dichotomic search, and p can be calculated
to a precision that can be set in advance to serve as a halting criterion.
Of course, this dichotomic search should be launched after checking
that the quadruple does not correspond to a particular case of p being
zero or infinite.

Figure 2 visualizes how the power p for a given quadruple of pos-
itive real numbers is defined. The solid line gives the values of the
generalized means for a = 2 and d = 5, with p on the x-axis. The
dotted line is the same for b = 3.5 and c = 4.5. The value of p for
which the analogy a : b ::p c : d,, i.e., 2 : 3.5 ::p 4.5 : 5 holds is
given by the intersection of the solid line with the dotted line. In this
case p ≃ 3.06.
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Figure 2. Determination of p for the analogy a : b ::p c : d to hold by
taking the intersection of the curves for the generalized means4 Extensions to numerical analogies
We now consider the extension to real and complex terms. We start
by showing that any analogical equation is solvable over the complex
numbers. We also question the existence of p in this more general set-
ting and provide a visualization of its possible values. We conclude
this section with a discussion on the reordering of analogy terms, and
comment on particular cases where equality of terms occur or when
the terms are Boolean.

4.1 Solving analogical equations

Let a, b and c be non-zero positive real numbers arranged in this
order and p be any real number, it is trivial that there is a unique
solution to the following equation in the case where p ̸= 0:

ap + xp = bp + cp,

or to the following equation corresponding to the case where p = 0:
√
a× x =

√
b× c.

In other words, there is a unique solution to the analogy equation

a : b ::p c : x.

Clearly, the same can be said for cases where the unknown x is not
in the position of d but in that of a or b or c.

For p = −∞ or +∞, different cases should be examined. In some
cases, the solution is unique because it must be equal to the min or
the max. In other cases, any number greater than the min or less than
the max will do it, so that the solution is not unique.

It is obvious that the previous statement that there exists a solution
to any analogy equation, can be extended to complex numbers, thus
removing the constraint on the ordering. This is our third main result.

Theorem 7. ∀p ∈ R, ∀(a, b, c) ∈ C \ {0},

∃x ∈ C \ {0} : a : b ::p c : x.

4.2 Condition for the existence of p

According to the eight equivalent forms of analogy, the two extremes
are interchangeable. The same applies to the two means. In addition,
the means and the extremes also play the same role by inversion of



the ratios. The proof of the existence of p for the case where the four
given numbers (all different) are ordered relies on the possibility that
the curves of the generalized means of the extremes and the means
intersect. In other words, p exists if and only if the extremes frame
the means, or conversely the means frame the extremes.

4.3 Visualization of the possible values for p

Figure 3 visualizes the possible values taken by p, when b and c are
fixed, here with respective values of 2 and 5, and a and d scan the
space of possible values, i.e., three portions of the plane: the first one
for a < 2 and 5 < d, the second one for 2 < a < 5 and 2 < d < 5
and the third one for 5 < a and d < 2. These portions of the plane
are explainable thanks to the 8 possible equivalent forms of analogy.
The color scale shows the value of p. The rectangles should touch,
but they do not on the picture, due to the limitation of the colors dis-
played, in the range [−100, 100]. Although not really distinguishable
in the picture, the reader should perceive the hyperbole a = (2×5)/d
as a black curve (p = 0).

Figure 3. Visualization of the values of p for a : 2 ::p 5 : d.A similar figure is given in the Supplementary material for the case
where a and b are fixed.

4.4 Reordering any four terms

In Section 3.6, we assumed that the four numbers were arranged
in ascending order (indeed, we can be satisfied with the extremes
framing the means, or vice versa). Since not every quadruple is or-
dered, we need to consider the various possibilities. Elementary com-
binatorial considerations (24 possibilities), combined with the eight
equivalent forms of analogy (24 / 8 = 3), shows that there are in fact
only three reordering possibilities relevant to analogy (see, e.g. [27,
p. 119]):

a : b :: c : d or a : c :: d : b ou a : d :: b : c.

What was said in Section 3.6, i.e., the possibility of seeing an anal-
ogy between any four numbers, is therefore true for any quadruple
not necessarily ordered, provided we specify which reordering is ap-
plied.

Note that the case a = b = c = d is very special, as no reorder-
ing is required. In this case, all 24 different entries are possible and
equivalent. We continue our treatment of such cases below.

4.5 Cases of equality between terms

With the above remark, we have just encountered a case of equality.
We study them hereafter more thoroughly.

Case of equality b = c only. Suppose the terms of the analogy
are arranged in the order a, b, c, d. It is possible that b be equal to c,
which makes a continuous analogy (see Section 2). In this case, it is
clear that, if a ̸= d (and a and d are both different from b), p is unique
and is given by the intersection of the horizontal line y = b = c with
the curve of the generalized means of a and d.

Case of equality a = b and c = d. In this case, the two generalized
mean curves for a and d and for b and c are superimposed. The power
for analogy is not unique, since any p of R can be used to write the
equality of the mean whatever it may be. The values −∞ and +∞
are also possible. Therefore, p is not unique in this case.

Case of equality a = d. The terms a and d being the extremes, i.e.,
the max and min of the terms of the analogy we then necessarily have
a = b = c = d. In this case, the the analogy in p is true for any p
in R and even for p = −∞ or +∞. There is therefore no uniqueness
of p in this case.

In section 3, we divided by d, which assumes that it is different
from 0. If d tends towards 0 and is the maximum of the four positive
numbers a, b, c and d, then in the limit a = b = c = d = 0. As seen
above, the analogy will then be true for any value of p, and even for
p = 0, by defining the value we assign to 00 as a limit. For the sake
of continuity, we would assume in the limit that 00 = 0.

4.6 Special case of Booleans

The analogy between Booleans has been presented and studied in
several works, such as [38, 13, 12]. Here we establish the link with
the analogy in power p.

To establish the link between Booleans and real numbers, we nat-
urally denote the values false and true by 0 and 1. There are basically
three possible analogies between Booleans:

0 : 0 :: 0 : 0 or 0 : 0 :: 1 : 1 or 1 : 1 :: 1 : 1

The second analogy can be equivalently rewritten as 0 : 1 :: 0 : 1.
The three analogies above correspond the case a = b = c = d for

the first and third ones and the case a = b and c = d for the second
one. It is therefore interesting to note that in all these cases, as has
been seen above for cases of equality, p is not unique, and all values,
including the infinite values, are valid.

But it is also possible to consider the analogy

0 : 1 :: 1 : 0

which is equivalent to 1 : 0 :: 0 : 1 by inversion of ratio (see [25]
for a practical occurrence of this case). These two equivalent forms
of the same analogy are explained by considering that the ratio is the
logical negation. The equality of the ratios makes them valid.

However, this analogy is not of the model that extends the analogy
formulas between sets to Booleans [28], nor does it allow a justifi-
cation based on the minimality of algorithmic complexity [39]. Nor
does this analogy fit into analogy model in power p proposed in this
article, for the reason that the terms are not arranged in ascending
order no matter the equivalent forms considered.



5 Possible extensions and open problems

In this section, we discuss extensions of the previous results by
inspecting the possibility of firstly defining analogy with negative
terms and secondly examining the possibility of having non-real
numbers, i.e., complex numbers for powers and terms.

5.1 Analogy with negative numbers

Let us start by remarking that −2 : −3 ::1 4 : 5 cannot be considered
a valid analogy because we cannot write: −2 − (−3) = 4 − 5, i.e.,
1 = −1. On the contrary, −3 : −2 ::1 4 : 5 seems plausible as
there is no problem in writing −3 − (−2) = 4 − 5, i.e., −1 = −1.
These examples lead us to understand that there exists a relationship
between the signs of the terms of an analogy and their ordering.

In the remainder of this section, the terms a, b, c and d are posi-
tive real numbers. We propose to extend analogies with two negative
terms based on the above examples. We state that there should be an
exchange of ratio when taking the inverse of the two terms in a ratio.

a : b ::p c : d ⇒ (−1× b) : (−1× a) ::p c : d

Applying the exchange of the means (see Section 2.5) implies:

a : b ::p c : d ⇒ (−1× b) : c ::p (−1× a) : d

From this, we can derive a natural extension for four negative num-
bers.

a : b ::p c : d ⇒ (−1× a) : (−1× b) ::p (−1× c) : (−1× d)

This natural extension is justified as follows:

a : b ::p c : d ⇒ −1× b : −1× a ::p −1× d : −1× c

⇒ −1× d : −1× c ::p −1× b : −1× a

⇒ −1× a : −1× b ::p −1× c : −1× d,

where the first implication follows by parallel application of ex-
change of ratio when taking the inverse of the terms, the second im-
plication follows by symmetry of conformity and the third one by
reading inversion (see Section 2.5).

The only cases with negative numbers that remain to explore are
the case where only one number is negative and the case where the
means are both negative while the extremes are both positive (or the
contrary, as the means and the extremes are interchangeable). These
two cases remain open and constitute a topic for future research.

This extension still needs inspection as it requires care when ma-
nipulating it. For instance, composition of powers, seen in 3.5, can-
not be applied when negative numbers are involved. Let us consider
−3 : −2 ::1 4 : 5 again. The following sequence of equivalences
leads to a contradiction: a configuration of positive terms where the
extremes do not frame the means, i.e., a configuration that is not an
analogy in any real number power.

−3 : −2 ::1 4 : 5 ⇔ (−3)2 : (−2)2 ::1/2 42 : 52

⇔ 32 : 22 ::1/2 42 : 52

⇔ 3 : 2 ::1 4 : 5,

and the latter is clearly false: 3 : 2 ::/1 4 : 5.

5.2 Analogy with non-real powers or terms

In Subsection 3.1, we touched upon the possibility of having com-
plex number terms when mentioning the fact that nothing forbids the
multiplicative factor λ to be complex, and we mentioned complex
numbers for solving analogies in Theorem 7 of Section 4.1. Sec-
tion 5.1 led to questions about possibly non-real powers to account
for reordering of terms in the case of negative numbers.

Here, we wonder whether it would be possible to capture reorder-
ing within analogy. For four positive real numbers a, b, c and d in in-
creasing order, and the unique real number p such that a : b ::p c : d,
what is the type of powers q and r that would allow us to enforce
analogy for the other two orderings that we saw in Subsection 4.4,
i.e., a : c ::q d : b and a : d ::r b : c ? Can they be real numbers or
should they be complex numbers or any other kind of numbers?

a : b ::p c : d

a : c ::q d : b

a : d ::r b : c

⇔


ap + dp = bp + cp

aq − dq = −bq + cq

ar − dr = br − cr

⇔


ap + dp = bp + cp

aq + (d× eiπ/q)q = (b× eiπ/q)q + cq

ar + (d× eiπ/r)r = br + (b× eiπ/r)r.

The problem is the existence of such q and r and their possible ana-
lytical expression in function of p, a, b, c and d. Now, the latter sys-
tem of equations, that is explained by recalling that eiπ = −1 (and
thus (eiπ/q)q = −1), would suggest that complex number terms too
should be considered to render an account of this enforcement of
analogy on the three possible orderings. We leave this problem open.

6 Conclusion

The approach taken in this article is a model-theoretic approach to
analogy. We have studied the link between analogy and means, or
more precisely, generalized means. We have leveraged this notion to
generalize the notion of analogy on numbers and we defined a notion
of analogy in power p. Classical analogies, like arithmetic analogy
and geometric analogy, are obviously only special cases for p = 1
and p = 0 of analogy in power p.

In particular, we have shown that, given any four positive real
numbers, it is always possible to see an analogy between them,
thanks to a well-chosen power, which is unique if these numbers are
all different. Put in another way; there is generally a unique perspec-
tive, i.e., a power p, under which we can see an analogy between
any four positive numbers. We have also shown that any analogy can
be reduced (by bijection) to a canonical form, giving rise to an in-
finite number of equivalent analogies. In particular, this shows that
all analogies, including classical ones, can be treated by means of an
equivalent arithmetic analogy.

This work opens up a number of new avenues. First of all, although
general results can be obtained not only for four positive numbers,
but also for some mixture of negative and positive real numbers and
even some complex numbers, the landscape is still incomplete. An-
other avenue concerns the semantics of the parameter p which, in
a way, summarizes the information implicit in a, b, c and d to their
analogy in p, i.e., a : b ::p c : d. This raises the question of whether
it is possible to merge the information contained in a quadruple of
numbers by simply giving the power of their analogy.
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A Supplementary material
A.1 Proofs for reflexivity, symmetry and transitivity of

conformity in p

For the reflexivity of ::p, it is trivial to note that, for any two positive
numbers a and b, for any p, we always have

a : b ::p a : b, (9)

i.e.,

lim
r→p

r

√
1

2
( a

r
+ br) = lim

r→p

r

√
1

2
( b

r
+ ar). (10)

We visualize by shading the fact that, while the first a de (9) cor-
responds to the first a of (10), on the other hand the first b to the left
of the conformity in p in (9) corresponds the second b to the right of
the equal sign in (2).

The symmetry of ::p is expressed as follows:

a : b ::p c : d ⇔ c : d ::p a : b.

It is verified because:

a : b ::p c : d ⇔ mp(a, d) = mp(b, c)

⇔ mp(b, c) = mp(a, d)

⇔ mp(c, b) = mp(d, a)

⇔ c : d ::p a : b.

Let us repeat that transitivity is not generally necessary for anal-
ogy. It just happens to exist for ::p. This can be stated as:{

a : b :: c : d

c : d :: e : f
⇒ a : b :: e : f. (11)

For the general case where p is in (−∞; +∞), and different from
0, we have:{

mp(a, d) = mp(b, c)

mp(c, f) = mp(d, e)
⇔

{
ap − bp = cp − dp

cp − dp = ep − fp

⇒ ap − bp = ep − fp

⇒ mp(a, f) = mp(b, e).

In the case where p tends to zero, we know that m0(a, d) =√
a× d. It is therefore easy to obtain, provided that none of the terms

is zero:{
m0(a, d) = m0(b, c)

m0(b, c) = m0(e, f)
⇔

{√
a/b =

√
c/d√

c/d =
√

e/f

⇒
√

a/b =
√

e/f

⇔ m0(a, f) = m0(b, e).

In the case where p tends towards minus infinity, we would like to
do the following reasoning, which is blocked at the point mentioned
below by the absence of implication.{

m−∞(a, d) = m−∞(b, c)

m−∞(c, f) = m−∞(d, e)
⇔

{
min(a, d) = min(b, c)

min(c, f) = min(d, e)

̸⇒ min(a, f) = min(b, e)

⇔ m−∞(a, f) = m−∞(b, e).

In general, we do not have the implication. But if we assume that
a, b, c, d are arranged in ascending order and that e and f are greater
than or equal to d, then we can show transitivity. The same applies to
plus infinity, for which we simply need to replace min by max and
reverse the direction of the inequalities. and reverse the direction of
the inequalities.

A.2 Proofs for reductions

A.2.1 General case of multiplication by a positive number

It is indeed easy to show that, first in the case where p is different
from 0:

a : b ::p c : d

⇔ p

√
1

2
(ap + dp) =

p

√
1

2
(bp + cp)

⇔ λ× p

√
1

2
(ap + dp) = λ× p

√
1

2
(bp + cp)

⇔ p

√
1

2
((λa)p + (λd)p) =

p

√
1

2
((λb)p + (λc)p)

⇔ λa : λb ::p λc : λd.

In the case where p is equal to 0, it is also easy to show that:

a : b ::0 c : d ⇔
√
ad =

√
bc

⇔ λ×
√
ad = λ×

√
bc

⇔
√
λ2ad =

√
λ2bc

⇔
√

(λa)(λd) =
√

(λb)(λc)

⇔ λa : λb ::0 λc : λd.

In the case where p tends to −∞, we have:

a : b ::−∞ c : d ⇔ min(a, d) = min(b, c)

⇔ min(λa, λd) = min(λb, λc)

⇔ λa : λb ::−∞ λc : λd.

And similarly for p tending to +∞, replacing min by max.

A.2.2 Reduction to arithmetic analogy

This is easily proved as follows:

a : b ::p c : d ⇔ 1

2
(ap + dp) =

1

2
(bp + cp)

⇔ ap : bp ::1 cp : dp.

Another way of doing this is to simply write the following equiva-
lences, bearing in mind that the analogy to the power of 1 is the arith-
metic analogy where ratio is subtraction and conformity is equality:

a : b ::p c : d ⇔ ap − bp = cp − dp

⇔ ap : bp ::1 cp : dp.



In the case where p = 0, the transformation to be applied to pass
from the geometric analogy to the arithmetic analogy is to take the
logarithm, i.e.:

a : b ::0 c : d ⇔
√
a× d =

√
b× c

⇔ 1

2
(ln a+ ln d) =

1

2
(ln b+ ln c)

⇔ ln a : ln b ::1 ln c : ln p.

The property does not apply to −∞ and +∞. There is no transfor-
mation allowing us to move to an arithmetic analogy from the simple
equality of the min or max of extremes and means.

A.3 Existence and uniqueness of p

We want to prove Theorem 6.

∀(a, b, c, d) ∈ R4,

a < b < c < d ⇒ ∃!p ∈ R : a : b ::p c : d

in other words,

∃!p ∈ R : lim
r→p

r

√
1

2
(ar + dr) = lim

r→p

r

√
1

2
(br + cr). (12)

A.3.1 Existence of p

Consider the following function in p:

δ(p) = lim
r→p

r

√
1

2
(ar + dr)− lim

r→p

r

√
1

2
(br + cr).

This function is simply the difference between the left and right sides
of the equation (12).

The proof of the existence of some p is carried out in two stages.
The first stage of the demonstration consists in showing that the func-
tion is continuous and strictly increasing. The second step is to show
that the extreme values of this function are one negative, the other
one positive. The proof just consists in saying that, the function being
continuous and bounded between a negative and a positive number,
it has at least one value at which it cancels out.

First, we establish that δ is continuous. The function δ being the
difference of two functions mp(a, d) and mp(b, c) both continuous
on R, is continuous on R. At 0, the limit is

√
ad−

√
bc.

Let us now look at the extreme values of δ. Let us consider the case
where p tends towards −∞. Recall that a, b, c and d are assumed to
be ordered in a strictly increasing fashion. The function δ therefore
tends to the value min(a, d) − min(b, c) = a − b. Now, since a is
less than b, the limit value in −∞ is negative:

lim
p→−∞

δ(p) = a− b < 0.

For the case where p tends towards +∞, the same reasoning ap-
plies, replacing min by max: max(a, d)−max(b, c) = d− c. The
value obtained, d− c, is positive because c < d:

lim
p→+∞

δ(p) = d− c > 0.

The fact that δ is continuous and lies between two values one
negative on the left, the other one positive on the right, implies by
Cauchy’s intermediate value theorem that δ cancels out, in other
words, there is at least one value of p defining an analogy between
the four terms a, b, c and d.

A.3.2 Uniqueness of p

First, we show that if there are two analogies, then there are in fact
three. Let p and q be the abscissas of two points of intersection of
the curves of the generalized means of a, d and b, c. Since a and
d enclose b and c, the curve for b, c passes at p below that of a, d
coming from −∞ and above it at q coming from +∞. It is therefore
below and above between the two values p and q. This means that
there exists some r between p and q for a third point of intersection.
Either r is negative and we have two negative values p and r; or r
is positive and we have two positive values r and q. We show below
that these two cases lead to contradiction.

Suppose there are two values 0 < r < q such that the analogy
holds. We can restrict ourselves to the case 0 < a < b < c < 1
according to the result seen in Section 3.2. Then we have:

a : b ::r c : 1 ⇔ br + cr − 1 = ar

a : b ::q c : 1 ⇔ bq + cq − 1 = aq

⇔ bq + cq − 1 = ar × aq−r

⇔ bq + cq − 1 = (br + cr − 1)× aq−r

⇔ 1− (bq + cq)

1− (br + cr)︸ ︷︷ ︸
> 1

= aq−r︸︷︷︸
< 1

The last line is justified as follows. On the one hand bq + cq <
bp + cp because b < c < 1 and 0 < r < q, hence, a ratio greater
than 1. On the other hand aq−r < 1 because a < 1 and q − r > 0.
This is a contradiction: hence, there cannot be two distinct values q
and r.

For two negative values p < r < 0, the same demonstration ap-
plies using the equivalent analogy seen in Section 3.5: 1/a : 1/b ::−p

1/c : 1/d.
For the sake of completeness, as a special case, asking whether

p = 0 is simply a matter of checking the uniqueness of the case
bc = ad.

Figure 2 visualizes the uniqueness of p for particular values of a,
b, c and d.

A.4 Visualization of the values of p

Figure 4 is the same kind of visualization as Figure 3, but when a
and b are fixed, with values of 2 and 5. The axes are thus for c and
d. We draw the values of p for c < d. Observe that p exists in only
two portions of the half-plane: the first one for c < 2 and d < 5,
the second one for c > 2 and d > 5. The same remarks about the
imperfections of the picture apply here as for Figure 3.



Figure 4. Visualization of the values of p for 2 : 5 ::p c : d.
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