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1 INTRODUCTION

1.1 STATISTICAL SIGNAL PROCESSING

Many engineering applications require extraction of a signal or parameter of interest from de-
graded measurements. To accomplish this it is often useful to deploy fine-grained statistical
models; diverse sensors which acquire extra spatial, temporal, or polarization information; or
multi-dimensional signal representations, e.g. time-frequency or time-scale. When applied in com-
bination these approaches can be used to develop highly sensitive signal estimation, detection, or
tracking algorithms which can exploit small but persistent differences between signals, interfer-
ences, and noise. Conversely, these approaches can be used to develop algorithms to identify a
channel or system producing a signal in additive noise and interference, even when the channel
input is unknown but has known statistical properties.

Broadly stated, statistical signal processing is concerned with the reliable estimation, detection
and classification of signals which are subject to random fluctuations. Statistical signal processing
has its roots in probability theory, mathematical statistics and, more recently, systems theory
and statistical communications theory. The practice of statistical signal processing involves: (1)
description of a mathematical and statistical model for measured data, including models for sen-
sor, signal, and noise; (2) careful statistical analysis of the fundamental limitations of the data
including deriving benchmarks on performance, e.g. the Cramer-Rao, Ziv-Zakai, Barankin, Rate
Distortion, Chernov, or other lower bounds on average estimator/detector error; (3) development
of mathematically optimal or suboptimal estimation/detection algorithms; (4) asymptotic analysis
of error performance establishing that the proposed algorithm comes close to reaching a benchmark
derived in (2); (5) simulations or experiments which compare algorithm performance to the lower
bound and to other competing algorithms. Depending on the specific application, the algorithm
may also have to be adaptive to changing signal and noise environments. This requires incorpo-
rating flexible statistical models, implementing low-complexity real-time estimation and filtering
algorithms, and on-line performance monitoring.

1.2 PERSPECTIVE ADOPTED IN THIS BOOK

This book is at the interface between mathematical statistics and signal processing. The idea
for the book arose in 1986 when I was preparing notes for the engineering course on detection,
estimation and filtering at the University of Michigan. There were then no textbooks available
which provided a firm background on relevant aspects of mathematical statistics and multivariate
analysis. These fields of statistics formed the backbone of this engineering field in the 1940’s
50’s and 60’s when statistical communication theory was first being developed. However, more
recent textbooks have downplayed the important role of statistics in signal processing in order to
accommodate coverage of technological issues of implementation and data acquisition for specific
engineering applications such as radar, sonar, and communications. The result is that students
finishing the course would have a good notion of how to solve focussed problems in these appli-
cations but would find it difficult either to extend the theory to a moderately different problem
or to apply the considerable power and generality of mathematical statistics to other applications
areas.

The technological viewpoint currently in vogue is certainly a useful one; it provides an essential
engineering backdrop to the subject which helps motivate the engineering students. However, the
disadvantage is that such a viewpoint can produce a disjointed presentation of the component
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parts of statistical signal processing making it difficult to appreciate the commonalities between
detection, classification, estimation, filtering, pattern recognition, confidence intervals and other
useful tools. These commonalities are difficult to appreciate without adopting a proper statistical
perspective. This book strives to provide this perspective by more thoroughly covering elements of
mathematical statistics than other statistical signal processing textbooks. In particular we cover
point estimation, interval estimation, hypothesis testing, time series, and multivariate analysis.
In adopting a strong statistical perspective the book provides a unique viewpoint on the subject
which permits unification of many areas of statistical signal processing which are otherwise difficult
to treat in a single textbook.

The book is organized into chapters listed in the attached table of contents. After a quick review
of matrix algebra, systems theory, and probability, the book opens with chapters on fundamentals
of mathematical statistics, point estimation, hypothesis testing, and interval estimation in the
standard context of independent identically distributed observations. Specific topics in these
chapters include: least squares techniques; likelihood ratio tests of hypotheses; e.g. testing for
whiteness, independence, in single and multi-channel populations of measurements. These chapters
provide the conceptual backbone for the rest of the book. Each subtopic is introduced with a set
of one or two examples for illustration. Many of the topics here can be found in other graduate
textbooks on the subject, e.g. those by Van Trees, Kay, and Srinath etal. However, the coverage
here is broader with more depth and mathematical detail which is necessary for the sequel of the
textbook. For example in the section on hypothesis testing and interval estimation the full theory
of sampling distributions is used to derive the form and null distribution of the standard statistical
tests of shift in mean, variance and correlation in a Normal sample.

The second part of the text extends the theory in the previous chapters to non i.i.d. sampled
Gaussian waveforms. This group contains applications of detection and estimation theory to sin-
gle and multiple channels. As before, special emphasis is placed on the sampling distributions of
the decision statistics. This group starts with offline methods; least squares and Wiener filtering;
and culminates in a compact introduction of on-line Kalman filtering methods. A feature not found
in other treatments is the separation principle of detection and estimation which is made explicit
via Kalman and Wiener filter implementations of the generalized likelihood ratio test for model
selection, reducing to a whiteness test of each the innovations produced by a bank of Kalman
filters. The book then turns to a set of concrete applications areas arising in radar, communica-
tions, acoustic and radar signal processing, imaging, and other areas of signal processing. Topics
include: testing for independence; parametric and non-parametric testing of a sample distribution;
extensions to complex valued and continuous time observations; optimal coherent and incoherent
receivers for digital and analog communications;

A future revision will contain chapters on performance analysis, including asymptotic analysis
and upper/lower bounds on estimators and detector performance; non-parametric and semipara-
metric methods of estimation; iterative implementation of estimators and detectors (Monte Carlo
Markov Chain simulation and the EM algorithm); classification, clustering, and sequential de-
sign of experiments. It may also have chapters on applications areas including: testing of binary
Markov sequences and applications to internet traffic monitoring; spatio-temporal signal process-
ing with multi-sensor sensor arrays; CFAR (constant false alarm rate) detection strategies for
Electro-optical (EO) and Synthetic Aperture Radar (SAR) imaging; and channel equalization.

10
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1.2.1 PREREQUISITES

Readers are expected to possess a background in basic probability and random processes at the
level of Stark&Woods [78], Ross [68] or Papoulis [63], exposure to undergraduate vector and matrix
algebra at the level of Noble and Daniel [61] or Shilov [74] , and basic undergraduate course on
signals and systems at the level of Oppenheim and Willsky [62]. These notes have evolved as
they have been used to teach a first year graduate level course (42 hours) in the Department of
Electrical Engineering and Computer Science at the University of Michigan from 1997 to 2010 and
a one week short course (40 hours) given at EG&G in Las Vegas in 1998.

The author would like to thank Hyung Soo Kim, Robby Gupta, and Mustafa Demirci for their help
with drafting the figures for these notes. He would also like to thank the numerous students at UM
whose comments led to an improvement of the presentation. Special thanks goes to Laura Balzano
and Clayton Scott of the University of Michigan, Raviv Raich of Oregon State University and Aaron
Lanterman of Georgia Tech who provided detailed comments and suggestions for improvement of
earlier versions of these notes. End of chapter

11
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2 NOTATION, MATRIX ALGEBRA, SIGNALS AND SYS-
TEMS

Keywords: vector and matrix operations, matrix inverse identities, linear systems, transforms,
convolution, correlation.

Before launching into statistical signal processing we need to set the stage by defining our notation.
We then briefly review some elementary concepts in linear algebra and signals and systems. At
the end of the chapter you will find some useful references for this review material.

2.1 NOTATION

We attempt to stick with widespread notational conventions in this text. However inevitably
exceptions must sometimes be made for clarity.

In general upper case letters, e.g. X,Y, Z, from the end of the alphabet denote random variables,
i.e. functions on a sample space, and their lower case versions, e.g. x, denote realizations, i.e.
evaluations of these functions at a sample point, of these random variables. We reserve lower case
letters from the beginning of the alphabet, e.g. a,b, ¢, for constants and lower case letters in the
middle of the alphabet, e.g. i, 7, k, [, m,n, for integer variables. Script and caligraphic characters,
e.g. §,7,0, and X, are used to denote sets of values. Exceptions are caligraphic upper case letters
that denote standard probability distributions, e.g. Gaussian, Cauchy, and Student-t distributions
N(z),C(v), T (t), respectively, and script notation for power spectral density P,. Vector valued
quantities, e.g. z, X, are denoted with an underscore and matrices, e.g. A, are bold upper case
letters from the beginning of the alphabet. An exception is the matrix R that we use for the
covariance matrix of a random vector. The elements of an m x n matrix A are denoted generically
{ai; }injil and we also write A = (aij)if}’ll when we need to spell out the entries explicitly.

The letter f is reserved for a probability density function and p is reserved for a probability mass
function. Finally in many cases we deal with functions of two or more variables, e.g. the density
function f(x;6) of a random variable X parameterized by a parameter §. We use subscripts to
emphasize that we are fixing one of the variables, e.g. fg(z) denotes the density function over
x in a sample space X C R for a fixed # in a parameter space ©. However, when dealing with
multivariate densities for clarity we will prefer to explicitly subscript with the appropriate ordering
of the random variables, e.g. fx y(z,y;0) or fx|y(z|y;0).

2.2 VECTOR AND MATRIX BACKGROUND
2.2.1 ROW AND COLUMN VECTORS

A vector is an ordered list of n values:

X

[
I

Tn

which resides in R".

Convention: in this course z is (almost) always a column vector. Its transpose is the row vector

12
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T

&
Il
5
=
8
3

When the elements x; = u + jv are complex (u,v real valued, j = 1/—1) the Hermitian transpose
is defined as

where 7 = u — jv is the complex conjugate of ;.

Some common vectors we will see are the vector of all ones and the j-th elementary vector, which
is the j-th column of the identity matrix:

1=10,....,1%, e =[0,...,0,_1 ,0,...0/"

2.2.2 VECTOR/VECTOR MULTIPLICATION

For 2 vectors z and y with the same number n of entries, their “inner product” is the scalar

n
aly =z
=1

The 2-norm ||z||2 of a vector z is its length and it is defined as (we drop the norm subscript when
there is no risk of confusion)

|zl = VaTz =

n
§ 2

z;.
i=1

For 2 vectors x and y of possibly different lengths n, m their “outer product” is the n x m matrix

zy' = (wyy)n
= [zy1, .., 2Ym]
r1yr 0 T1Ym
: Tyt - TnlYm

2.3 ORTHOGONAL VECTORS

If ng = 0 then z and y are said to be orthogonal. If in addition the lengths of z and y are equal
to one, ||z|| = 1 and [|y|| = 1, then z and y are said to be orthonormal vectors.

13
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2.3.1 VECTOR/MATRIX MULTIPLICATION

Let A be an m x n matrix with columns a,,...,a,, and £ be any n-element vector.

The (compatible) product Az is a (column) vector composed of linear combinations of the columns
of A

n
Az=> zja,
=1

For y an m-element vector the product QTA is a (row) vector composed of linear combinations of

the rows of A .
ETA = Z Yi Qs
i=1

2.3.2 THE LINEAR SPAN OF A SET OF VECTORS

Let z;,...,z, be a set of p dimensional (column) vectors and construct the p x n matrix

X =[Zyy...y2,)
Let a = [a1, . ..,a,]" be avector of coefficients. Theny = Y"1 | a;a; = Xa is another p dimensional
vector that is a linear combination of the columns of X. The linear span of the vectors z4,...,z,,

equivalently, the column space or range of X, is defined as the subspace of IR? that contains all
such linear combinations:

span{z,...,z,} ={y:y = Xa, a € R"}.

In other words, when we allow a to sweep over its entire domain IR", y sweeps over the linear span

ofzy,...,z,.

2.3.3 RANK OF A MATRIX

The (column) rank of a matrix A is equal to the number of its columns that are linearly indepen-
dent. The dimension of the column space of a rank p matrix A is equal to p.

If A has full rank then
0=Az= szg*i < z=0.
7

If in addition A is square then it is said to be non-singular.

2.3.4 MATRIX INVERSION

If A is non-singular square matrix then it has an inverse A ! that satisfies the relation AA~" =1.
In the special case of a 2 x 2 matrix the matrix inverse is given by (Cramer’s formula)

~1
a b 1 d —b .
[ . d] = [ a } if ad # be

ad —bc | —c
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Sometimes when a matrix has special structure its inverse has a simple form. The books by Graybill
[24] and Golub and VanLoan [22] give many interesting and useful examples. Some results which
we will need in this text are: the Sherman-Morrison- Woodbury identity

[A + UVT]—I _ A—l _ A—lU[I —I—VTA_lU]_lVTA_l, (1)

where A, U,V are compatible matrices, [A + UVT]_1 and A~! exist; and the partitioned matriz
inverse identity

[ A A ]_1 _ [ (A1 — A Ay Agy ]t ~A A [A — Ay AT A (2)
Az Ay —AL Agi[Ay — ApAL) Ay [Ag2 — Ao A Ao ™! ’

assuming that all the indicated inverses exist.

2.3.5 ORTHOGONAL AND UNITARY MATRICES
A real square matrix A is said to be orthogonal if all of its columns are orthonormal, i.e.,
ATA =1 (3)
The generalization of orthogonality to complex matrices A is the property of being unitary,
APA =1

The relation (3) implies that if A is an orthogonal matrix it is invertible and has a very simple
inverse

A" t=AT,

2.3.6 GRAMM-SCHMIDT ORTHOGONALIZATION AND ORTHONORMAL-
IZATION

Let zy,...,z, be a set of n linearly independent p dimensional column vectors (n < p) whose
linear span is the subspace H. Gramm-Schmidt orthogonalization is an algorithm that can be
applied to this set of vectors to obtain a set of n orthogonal vectors YooY, that spans the same
subspace. This algorithm proceeds as follows.

Step 1: select Y, as an arbitrary starting point in H. For example, choose any coefficient vector
a; = lai1,...,a1,)" and define y, = Xa; where X = [Z1,...,2,]

Step 2: construct the other n — 1 vectors Yoo s Y, by the following recursive procedure:
For ] = 2, Lo, ne g] = l] - 25:1 Kigifl where K] = %Tyj,l/ij,lyj,l .
The above Gramm-Schmidt procedure can be expressed in compact matrix form [69]

Y = HX,

where Y = [y ,...,y | and H is called the Gramm-Schmidt matrix.

If after each step j = 1,...,n of the procedure one maps normalizes the length of Yo ie., Y; =
gj =Y, / ||gj||, the algorithm produces an orthonormal set of vectors. This is called Gram-Schmidt

15
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orthonormalization and produces an matrix Y with orthonormal columns and identical column
span as that of X. The Gramm-Schmidt orthonormalization procedure is often used to generate
an orthonormal basis YpronlY | for IR? starting from an arbitrarily selected initial vector Y- The
matrix formed from such a basis will have the structure

Y
y-— |
v,
and
Y'Y =1
In the above v, ..., v, are orthonormal vectors that are said to accomplish completion of the basis

with respect to the initial vector Y-

2.3.7 EIGENVALUES OF A SYMMETRIC MATRIX

If R is arbitrary n xn symmetric matrix, that is, RT = R, then there exist a set of n orthonormal
eigenvectors v;,

1, 1=
T ) J
Wfﬁ”’:{o i#]

and a set of associated eigenvectors \; such that:
Ry, =\y;, i=1,...,n.

These eigenvalues and eigenvectors satisfy:

2.3.8 MATRIX DIAGONALIZATION AND EIGENDECOMPOSITION

Let U = [vy,...,v,] be the n x n matrix formed from the eigenvectors of a symmetric matrix R.
If R is real symmetric U is a real orthogonal matrix while if R is complex Hermitian symmetric
U is a complex unitary matrix:

UTU = I, (U an orthogonal matrix)
UAU = I, (U a unitary matrix).
where as before H denotes Hermitian transpose. As the Hermitian transpose of a real matrix is

equal to its ordinary transpose, we will use the more general notation A*? for any (real or complex)
matrix A.

The matrix U can be used to diagonalize R

UARU = A, (4)

16
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In cases of both real and Hermitian symmetric R the matrix A is diagonal and real valued

A o... 0
A = diag(\;) = T
0 ... A\,
where A;’s are the eigenvalues of R.
The expression (4) implies that
R = UAUY,

which is called the eigendecomposition of R. As A is diagonal, an equivalent summation form for
this eigendecomposition is

R = Z)\iZiZZH- (5)
=1

2.3.9 QUADRATIC FORMS AND NON-NEGATIVE DEFINITE MATRICES

For a square symmetric matrix R and a compatible vector x, a quadratic form is the scalar defined
by 7 Rxz. The matrix R is non-negative definite (nnd) if for any z

'R > 0. (6)

R is positive definite (pd) if it is nnd and ”=" in (6) implies that x = 0, or more explicitly R is
pd if
"Rz >0, z#0. (7)

Examples of nnd (pd) matrices:
* R = BTB for arbitrary (pd) matrix B
* R symmetric with only non-negative (positive) eigenvalues

Rayleigh Theorem: If A is a nnd n x n matrix with eigenvalues {\;}!' ; the quadratic form

where the lower bound is attained when w is the eigenvector of A associated with the minimum
eigenvalue of A and the upper bound is attained by the eigenvector associated with the maximum
eigenvalue of A.

2.4 POSITIVE DEFINITENESS OF SYMMETRIC PARTITIONED MA-
TRICES

If A is a symmetric matrix with partition representation (2) then it is easily shown that

141 N
A [ Ain Ap } _ [ I —ApAy ] [ A —ApAG Ay OT } [ I o’ (8)
Ay A o) I (o) Ao —AG Ay T ’

-1

as long as A2_21 exists. Here O denotes a block of zeros. This implies: if A is positive definite the
matrices A1 — A12A§21A21 and Ao are pd. By using an analogous identity we can conclude that
Aoy — A21A1_11A12 and Aq; are also pd.
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2.4.1 DETERMINANT OF A MATRIX
If A is any square matrix its determinant is

A= H)\i

Note: a square matrix is non-singular iff its determinint is non-zero.
If A is partitioned as in (2) and A" and AJ,' exist then

Al =[A1||A2 — A AT Ap| = [Ag||A — AzAy Ay (9)
This follows from the decomposition (8).

2.4.2 TRACE OF A MATRIX

For any square matrix A = ((a;;)) the trace of A is defined as

trace{A} = Z i = Z i
i i
One has an important identity: for compatible matrices A and B

trace{AB} = trace{BA}.

This has the following implication for quadratic forms:
zT Rz = trace{zz” R}.

2.4.3 VECTOR DIFFERENTIATION

Differentiation of functions of a vector variable often arise in signal processing and estimation
theory. If h = [hi,...,h,]T is an n x 1 vector and g(h) is a scalar function then the gradient of
g(h), denoted Vg(h) or Vig(h) when necessary for conciseness, is defined as the (column) vector
of partials

d dg 1"
Vg = —g, cee 9|
Ohy Ohy,
In particular, if ¢ is a constant
Ve =0,
if 2 = [21,..., 2,7

Vi(h'z) = Vi (2"h) = ,

and if B is an n x n matrix
Vi(h—2)"B(h - z) = 2B(h - z).
For a vector valued function g(h) = [g1(h), ..., gm(h)]" the gradient of g(h) is an m x n matrix.

In particular, for a scalar function g(h), the two applications of the gradient V(Vg)T gives the
n x n Hessian matrix of ¢, denoted as V2g. This yields useful and natural identities such as:

Vi(h—z)"B(h - z) = 2B.

For a more detailed discussion of vector differentiation the reader is referred to Kay [40].
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2.5 SIGNALS AND SYSTEMS BACKGROUND

Here we review some of the principal results that will be useful for dealing with signals and systems
encountered in this book.

2.5.1 GEOMETRIC SERIES

One of the most useful formulas in discrete time signal and systems engineering is:

n (o]
1ian+1 1
n __ : . n __ :
an —ﬁ, lfa#l, EOCL —ﬁ, 1f‘(l|<1
1= 7=

2.5.2 LAPLACE AND FOURIER TRANSFORMS OF FUNCTIONS OF A CON-
TINUOUS VARIABLE

If h(t), —oco < t < 00, a square integrable function of a continuous variable ¢ (usually time) then
its Laplace and Fourier transforms are defined as follows.

The Laplace transform of h is

L{h} = H(s) = / h(t)e s dt
where s = 0 + jw € (' is a complex variable.
The Fourier transform of h is
F{h} = Hw) = / h(t)e 7« dt

Note: F{h} = L{h}|s=jw-
Example: if h(t) = e~%u(t), for a > 0, then the Laplace transform is

oo 00 _q - .
H(S) — / e—ate—st dt = / 6_(a+8)t dt — 76_(a+8t) _
0 0 a+s 0 a+s

2.5.3 Z-TRANSFORM AND DISCRETE-TIME FOURIER TRANSFORM (DTFT)

Ifhg, k=...,—1,0,1,..., is a square summable function of a discrete variable then its Z-transform
and discrete-time Fourier transform (DTFT) are defined as follows.

The Z-transform is

Z{h} =H(z)= Y hpz "

k=—o00
The DTFT is
Fih}=Hw)= > he "

Note: H(w) really means H(e/*) and is an abuse of notation
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o F{h} = Z{h}|.—c
e the DTF'T is always periodic in w with period 27.

Example: if by, = al*! and |a| < 1 then the Z-transform is

o0

H(z) = Z Z a k2 _k—i-Zaz

k=—o00 k=—o00

These two series are convergent for z such that |az~!| < 1 and |az| < 1, in which case we can use
the geometric series formula to obtain

az 1
H .
(2) = kzlaz +Z lfaz_'—lfaz*1

The region of convergence of this Z-transform is the annular region {z : |a| < |z| < 1/|a|}. The
DTET of hy is obtained by evaluating this Z-transform expression on the unit circle |z| = 1, i.e.,
2z = el

1 — a2
1—2acosw + a?’

H(w) = H(z)|,=eiv =
It is important to note that a function H(z) on the complex plane does not uniquely specify its

inverse Z-transform unless the region of convergence of H(z) is specified. To illustrate, H(z) =
1/(1 — az™1) can be represented in infinite series form either as

= iakz*k, (10)

k=0
if [az71| < 1 or, expressing H(z) in the equivalent form H(z) = —a~'z/(1 — a~'2), as
oo
Z) _ Zaf(kJrl)ZkJrl. (11)
k=

if [a=1z| < 1. Hence, if it is specified that H(z) converges outside the unit circle |2| > 1 and
la] < 1, then the series (10) is convergent so the inverse Z-transform H(z) is the bounded causal
sequence

ab, k>0
h’f‘{o, k<0~ (12)

On the other hand, if it is specified that the region of convergence of H(z) is inside the unit circle
|z| < 1 and |a| > 1, then the series (11) is convergent so the inverse Z-transform H(z) is the
bounded anticausal sequence

hk:{ag’k’ Zig . (13)
The region of convergence of the Z-transform is often not explicitly stated, which can lead to
ambiguity. In this case, when it is stated that H(z) = 1/(1 —az~!) and |a| < 1 the reader should
assume that the inverse Z-transform of H(z) corresponds to the causal time sequence sequence
(12). On the other hand, when it is stated that H(z) = 1/(1 —az~!) and |a| > 1 then the inverse
Z-transform corresponds to the anticausal sequence (13).

20
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2.5.4 CONVOLUTION: CONTINUOUS TIME

If h(t) and z(t) are square integrable functions of a continuous variable ¢ then the convolution of
x and h is defined as

(h*x)(t) = /OO h(t — 7)x(T) dr

—00
Note: The convolution of h and z is a waveform indexed by time t. (h * x)(t) is this waveform
evaluated at time ¢t and is frequently denoted h(t) * x(t).

Example: h(t) = e~ u(t), for a > 0, (the filter) and x(t) = e~bu(t), for b > 0, (the filter input)
then

(h*z)(t) = / h e eyt — T)u(r) dr = ( /0 t e~ (=) embr dT> u(t)

—00

t —
— et </ 6—(b—a)7- dT) u(t) — eat ( 1 6_(b—a)7'
0 b—a

2.5.5 CONVOLUTION: DISCRETE TIME

If Ay and zj, are square integrable sequences then
o o
hn * Tp = Z hjl‘n_j = Z hn_ja:j
j=—o00 j=—00

hi is a called a “causal” filter if it is zero for negative indices:
hy =0, k<0

2.5.6 CORRELATION: DISCRETE TIME

For time sequences {z}}_, and {y;}}_, their temporal correlation is
n
=) Ty
j=1

2.5.7 RELATION BETWEEN CORRELATION AND CONVOLUTION

The temporal correlation is directly related to the convolution of xj with a filter impulse response
hi where the output of the filter is sampled at time k = n:

[ee)

n
Zn = Z'Ik‘y;:; = Z xkhn—k = hn * Tn,
Jj=1

j=—00
where the filter impulse response is equal to the shifted and time reversed signal yz,

hk:{ Y e kE=1,....n

0, 0.W.

The filter hy, is called the matched filter and is used for optimal detection of a known signal {y;}
in white Gaussian noise.
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2.5.8 CONVOLUTION AS A MATRIX OPERATION

Let hy be a causal filter impulse response and let 3 be an input starting at time k = 1. Arranging
n outputs z; in a vector z it is easy to see that

Zn [ 21 Ty
z=1 : = :
2 DY YOS
[ ho h1 -+ hp
Tn
o 0 h() hn—? .
“he Mk o
0 0 ho

2.6 BACKGROUND REFERENCES

There are many useful textbooks that cover areas of this chapter. I learned elementary linear
algebra from Noble and Daniel [61]. A more advanced book that is focused on computational linear
algebra is Golub and Van Loan [22] which covers many fast and numerically stable algorithms
arising in signal processing. Another nice book on linear algebra with emphasis on statistical
applications is Graybill [24] that contains lots of useful identities for multivariate Gaussian models.
For background on signals and systems Oppenheim and Willsky [62] and Proakis and Manolakis
[65] are good elementary textbooks. The encyclopedic book by Moon and Stirling [57] is a good
general resource for mathematical methods in signal processing.

2.7 EXERCISES

2.1 Let a, b be n x 1 vectors and let C be an invertible n x n matrix. Assuming « is not equal
to —1/(a”C~1b) show the following identity

[C+aab’ ' =C™t —Clab'Cla/(1 + aa? C7Mp).

2.2 A discrete time LTT filter h(k) is causal when h(k) = 0, k& < 0 and anticausal when h(k) =
0, k > 0. Show that if |h(k)| < oo for all k, the transfer function H(z) = Y32 h(k)z~*
of a causal LTI has no singularities outside the unit circle, i.e. |H(z)| < oo, |z| > 1 while
an anticausal LTI has no singularities inside the unit circle, i.e. |H(z)| < oo, |z| < 1. (Hint:
generalized triangle inequality |, a;| <) |a;|)

2.3 A discrete time LTI filter h(k) is said to be BIBO stable when > 22 |h(k)| < co. Define

the transfer function (Z-transform) H(z) = Y3 h(k)z~*, for z a complex variable.

(a) Show that H(z) has no singularities on the unit circle, i.e |H(z)| < oo, |2| = 1.

(b) Show that if a BIBO stable h(k) is causal then H(z) has all its singularities (poles)
strictly inside the unit circle, i.e |H(2)| < oo, |z] > 1.

(c) Show that if a BIBO stable h(k) is anticausal, i.e. h(k) =0, k > 0, then H(z) has all its
singularities (poles) strictly outside the unit circle, i.e [H(2)| < oo, |2] < 1.

22
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2.4 If you are only given the mathematical form of the transfer function H(z) of an LTI, and not
told whether it corresponds to an LTI which is causal, anticausal, or stable, then it is not
possible to uniquely specify the impulse response {hy },. This simple example illustration this
fact. The regions {z : |z] > a} and {z : |z| < a}, specified in (a) and (b) are called the regions
of convergence of the filter and specify whether the filter is stable, causal or anticausal.

Let H(z) be .
H(z) = 1—az"1

(a) Show that if the LTT is causal, then for |z| > |a| you can write H(z) as the convergent
series

oo
H(z) =Y a"z™" |2 >d
k=0

which corresponds to hy, = a*, k=0,1,... and hy =0, k < 0.
(b) Show that if the LTI is anticausal, then for |z| < |a| you can write H(z) as the convergent
series

o0
H(z)=-) a 2" |z] < g

which corresponds to hy = —a %, k=1,2... and hy =0, k> 0.
(c) Show that if |a|] < 1 then the causal LTI is BIBO stable while the anti-causal LTT is

BIBO unstable while if |a| > 1 then the reverse is true. What happens to stability when
la| =17

2.5 An LTI has transfer function

3—4z71

H(z) =
() = 35T 1152

(a) If you are told that the LTI is stable specify the region of convergence (ROC) in the
z-plane, i.e. specify the range of values of |z| for which |H(z)| < oo, and specify the
impulse response.

(b) If you are told that the LTI is causal specify the region of convergence (ROC) in the
z-plane, and specify the impulse response.

(c) If you are told that the LTT is anticausal specify the region of convergence (ROC) in the
z-plane, and specify the impulse response.

End of chapter
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3 DETERMINISTIC ESTIMATION

Keywords: TBD

Before diving into full-blown treatment of the statistical estimation problem, we take a lighter view
of estimation from the perspective of model fitting by focusing on estimation from a geometric
perspective.

3.1 MODEL FITTING

In model fitting, we are given a vector of observations y = [y1, 2, . .. ,yn)T € R™ and a correspond-
ing class of models given by H = { [h1(0), ha(0),...,h,(0)]T | § € ©}. The choice of a specific
model with H can be done selecting a particular value of a model parameter vector § € ©, where
© C R™. Our goal is to find a model in H (or equivalently a specific model parameterizations
0 € ©) that provides a good approximation to the observation vector y, i.e,

y ~ h(0).

In model fitting, the number of observations n corresponds the number of equations available,
while the dimension of the model parameter vector m corresponds to the number of unknowns.
The challenges in solving the model fitting problem can vary from how to efficiently use all the
available observations to resolve the model parameters when n > m to how to estimate the model
parameters when the number of observations is insufficient (n < m). The solution approach can
also vary based on the sense of the approximation.

A common solution approach it to optimize a model fit evaluation metric. A model fit evalu-
ation metric ¢ : R® x R™ — R is proposed to measure how well observation y matches model
h(0). Specifically, if we assume that the evaluation metric provides a smaller value for a better
approximation, then a minimization problem can be formulated as

min c(y, b(0))

to determine the value of # that provides the optimal fit according to evaluation metric ¢. One
example of such evaluation metric is the least-squares criterion. Define the error vector e as
e = y — h(f). The evaluation metric ¢ for the least-squares criterion is given by |le||3, i.e., the
squared lo-norm or the sum of squared-values of the entries of the error vector e. In terms of the
observation vector y and the model h(6), the evaluation metric for least-squares can be written as

c(y, b(0)) = lly — h(O)]3-

3.2 ORDINARY LEAST SQUARES (LINEAR REGRESSION)
3.2.1 Formulation

In linear least squares, we assign a linear relation between the model and the model parameter,
i.e.,

h(0) = HO,

where H is an n x m matrix. The error vector e is therefore e = y—H 0. Consequently the linear
least-squares criterion can be written as

min [y — Ho3

24
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The solution to the linear least squares problem is given by
éLS = HTyv

where HT is the pseudo-inverse of H given by HT = (HTH)™'H” when n > m and H is full-rank.
Proof:

Denote 6* = H'y and rewrite the error vector e = y — Hf as e = (y — HO*) — H(6 — 6*). The
error vector e is the difference between two vectors. The first Y — HO* is the error between the
observation and the model associated with the specific % and a vector in models space given by
H(0 — 0*). The squared Euclidean norm of e is given by

el = lly — HO*™||* + [|H (6 — 6| — 2(H (6 — 6%))" (y — HO").
Due to the orthogonaility principle, we have
(H(0—6)"(y - HO") =0,

for all 6. This property is explained in the next section. Using the orthogonality principle, we
have
2 * (12 *\ |12
lell” = lly — HO*||" + [[H (6 — 67)]".

This reformulation of the least-squares criterion obviates the optimality of #*. In particular, since
the second term on the RHS is the only term that depends on #, the minimization of LHS can be
easily solved by setting 6 = 0*.

3.2.2 The orthogonality principle

This can be shown by simply verifying that H T(g — HO*) = 0. Expanding the LHS yields H Tg —
HTHO*. Replacing 0* = (HTH)~'H"y into the LHS yields H'y — H' H(H"H) *H"y = HTy —
HTy =0.

3.2.3 Examples

In some cases one does not have a good enough model to compute the ensemble averages, e.g. R
and R xyg, required for implementation of the linear minimum MSE estimators discussed above. In
these cases one must resort to training data to estimate these ensemble averages. However, a nat-
ural question arises: to what extent is it optimal to simply substitute empirical averages into the
formulas derived above? The answer depends of course on our definition of optimality. Ordinary
least squares is a different formulation of this problem for which the optimal solutions turn out to
be the same form as our previous solutions, but with empirical estimates substituted for R and
R x 9. We change notation here in keeping with the standard ordinary least squares literature: Y;
becomes X; and X; becomes 6;.

Assume that a pair of measurements available (n > p)

_ T .
Vi, Ty =[Tit,.. ., Tip)", i=1,...,n.

x;p could be equal to x;_, here, but this is not necessary.
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x(K)

—— a R

v(k)

System diagram for regression model

Figure 1: System identification block diagram for linear regression

Postulate an “input-output” relation:

* 9; is response or output or dependent variable
* x; is treatment or input or independent variable

* @ is unknown p x 1 coefficient vector to be estimated

a=lar,...,ap)"

Objective: find linear least squares estimator @ of a that minimizes sum of squared errors

n

SSE(a) = Y (vi — 2] a)’

i=1

Equivalent n x 1 vector measurement model:

yl; &]_ Ul)
Yn @Z Un
y = Xa+u,

where X is a non-random n X p input matrix.

The estimation criterion is

26
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SSE(a) = (y — Xa)" (y — Xa)
Solution to LLSE of a:
Step 1. Identify vector space containing y: H = R"
Inner product: (y,z) = QT Z
Step 2. Identify solution subspace containing Xa

S = span{columns of X}

which contains vectors of form

p
XQ:ZC% [ @1k Tk ]T
k=1

Step 3. apply projection theorem

Orthogonality Condition: the best linear estimator a satisfies
<Q_XQ’Q1‘>:0, i=1,...,n

where u,; are columns of X, or equivalently

or, if X has full column rank p then X7 X is invertible and

a = [XTX)]"1xXTy
_ [n—leX]—l [n_IXT]g
= R;'7,,
Here . .
R, % S, 7, % >z
=1 i=1

We next specify the projection operator form of predicted output response

=Xa

o>

which, using above, can be represented as the orthogonal projection of y onto §

Xa

= X[XTX]' X7y

= XX'X|"'XT y
orthog. projection

I
Il
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Properties of orthogonal projection operator:

IIx = X[XTX]1xT

Property 1. IIx projects vectors onto column space of X

Define decomposition of y into components Yy In column space of X and g§ orthogonal to column
space of X

L
Yy=yx t¥x
Then for some vector a = [ay, ..., )T
y
Column span X
A <:\ o
i T~
y L [\x,\%\
<
A ,7\;,\)

Figure 2: Column space decomposition of a vector y

Y =Xa, XTyg =0

We have:

Ixy = HX(QX‘FQL)

= XX'X]'X"X o+ XXX Xy
N— ——— —

——

= Xa

Ix

so that IIx extracts the column space component of y. Thus we can identify Yy = IIxy so that
we have the representation
y=lxy+ (I —Ix)y
—_——
Yx

It follows immediately that 2. I — IIx projects onto the space orthogonal to span{colsX}
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3. IIx is symmetric and idempotent: H%HX =IIx
4. (I —IIx)lx =0

Projection operator form of LS estimator gives alternative expression for minimum SSE

SSEmin = (-9 (y—1)
= y'lI -Ix]" [I - TIx]y
= QT[] —IxJy

Example 1 LS optimality of sample mean

Measure z = [z1, ... 7xn]T

Objective: Find best constant ¢ which minimizes the sum of squares

n

S @i - o) = (@ —el)"(z— 1)

k=1

where 1 = [1,...,1]7
Step 1: identify solution subspace
S is diagonal line: {y:y =al, a € R}

1=[1, ..., 1]7

e

Figure 3: Diagonal line is solution subspace for LS scalar

Step 2. apply orthogonality condition

(&—cl)Tl:O = czizn—lzxi
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x(1)

Training sequence for constructing FIR predictor

||'|
B I III' / | IIII" |n.
o —n

l'II lIIII IIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIII

W S

Past data segm\ Predict

Figure 4: Construction of LLS predictor from training sequence

Example 2 LLS linear prediction from training sample

Measurement sequence {z; }

Training sequence of n + p samples of z;

{zi}filn, 1=1,...,n

Fit an AR(p) model to training sequence

2 = Zaizk_i—l-vk, k=p+1,...,n
=1

such that SSE is minimized

n P
2
SSE(n Z Zhtp — Z Qi 2kt p—i)
k=1 i=1

Solution

Step 1. Identify response variables y, = z; and input vectors z, = [zx—1,. .., zk,p]T.

T
Zn+p> Zn+p Un+p
. _ : a+ .
T
Zp+1 Zpt1 Up+1
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Step 2. Apply orthogonality condition
The LLS p-th order linear predictor is of the form:

p
2k = § a;Zk—i
=1

a = [a a,]7 is obtained from formula

where & = [a1,...,4,

a=X"X]"'X"y=R""#
and we have defined the sample correlation quantities:

P= [, )T

R = ((7(i = J)))ij=1.p
n
Fj=n"" Zzi+pzi+p—j7 J=0,...,p
=1

3.3 LINEAR MINIMUM WEIGHTED LEAST SQUARES ESTIMATION

As before assume linear model for input and response variables

T
Y1, Iy, U1,
T
Yn Ly Un
y = Xa+uw,

The linear minimum weighted least squares (LMWLS) estimator @ of @ minimizes

SSE(a) = (y — Xa)" W (y — Xa)

where W is a symmetric positive definite n x n matrix
Solution to LMWMS problem:

Step 1. Identify vector space containing y: H = R"
Inner product: (y,z) = QT Wz

Step 2. Identify solution subspace S

Xa = span{columns of X}

Step 3. apply projection theorem
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Orthogonality Condition: the best linear estimator a satisfies

0 = (y—Xa)'WX

=y"WX —a" XTWX

or, if X has full column rank p then X? WX is invertible and

a = XTWX]'X"wy

3.3.1 PROJECTION OPERATOR FORM OF LMWLS PREDICTOR

The vector § of least squares predictors g; = %TQ of the actual output y is

=Xa

<>

which can be represented as the “oblique” projection of y onto H

7 =  XX'WX]"'XTW gy

oblique projection IIx w

y o
¢ “"Column span X

<>

Figure 5: Oblique projection interpretation of WLS estimator

Resultant weighted sum of square error:
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WSSE min
=y I-XX'WX]'XTW][I - X[XTWX]'XTW]! y
= Y [I-Txw]"[I-Tx wly

ALTERNATIVE INTERPRETATION: LMWLS predictor as linear minimum least squares pre-
dictor (unweighted) with preprocessing and postprocessing:

As W is symmetric positive definite there exists a square root factorization of the form

W =W:W:

and

§ = Wi WeX[XTW: WaX] 'XTWs: [W

ol
=,

orthog. projector HW% x

= Wi, Wiy

— W2 »> I—I » W12 —

Figure 6: Interpretation of LMWLS estimator as pre- and postprocessing with orthogonal projection

Example 3 Adaptive Linear Prediction

Now want to fit AR(p) model

p
2L = E a;iZp—i +vi, k=1,2,...
=1
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such that at time n we minimize weighted least squares criterion

n p
WSSE(n) = Z pn_k(zk+p - Z aizkz—i-p—i)Q
k=1 =1

p € ]0,1] is an exponential forgetting factor

‘ i
—1/Inp n n+l

Figure 7: Ezponential forgetting factor applied to past errors for adaptive prediction

Solution of LMWMS problem:
As before, identify response variables y; = zj and input vectors z, = [2k_1,. .., zk—p| -

Also identify weight matrix

P’ 0 0
0 0 pn—l

In this way we obtain LMWMS predictor coefficients as

>
I
B
~
=
Kol
|
P4
~
<
<
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n

SO § : n—i -
Tji= p Rit+pRitp—js J = 0,...,p
=1

Minimum weighted sum of squared errors (WSSE) is:

A T 21,
WSSEpin = o — 7 R 7

Steady state

Figure 8: Typical trajectory of the error criterion for predicting a stationary AR(1) process

3.4 Other topics in least squares estimation? NNLS? RLS?
3.5 BACKGROUND REFERENCES

Two classic statistical references for linear estimation are Rao [66] and Anderson [2]. For treat-
ments with more of a signal processing flavor the reader is referred to books by Scharf [69], Van
Trees [84] and Kay [40]. The area of control and systems identification have also developed their
own distinctive approaches to this problem, see Kailath [36] and Soderstrom and Stoica [76].

3.6 APPENDIX: VECTOR SPACES

For a concise overview of vector spaces in the context of signal processing the reader is referred to
Moon and Stirling [57]. For a more advanced treatment with an orientation towards optimization
see Luenberger [49].

Definition: H is a vector space over a scalar field F if for any elements z,y,z € H and scalars
a,8eF

l.a-z+p-y € H (Closure)
2.0+ (y+z)=(x+y) +=
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J.a-(r+y)=a-x+a-y

4 (a+p) z=a-z+p-x

5. There is a vector p € H s.t.: x+ ==

6. There are scalars 1,0 s.t.: 1-x=2,0- 2= ¢

A normed vector space H has an inner product (-,-) and a norm || - || which is defined by ||z||?> =
(x,x) for any x € H. These quantities satisfy

(z,y) = (y, 2)"

(a-z,y) = a*(z,y)

(z+y,2) = (x,2) + (y,2)

]l = 0

lz|| =0 iff z = ¢

lz +yll < llzll + llyll (Triangle inequality)
|(z,y)| < |lz] |y|| (Cauchy-Schwarz inequality)

Angle between ,y: 1) = cos™ <H9§g|c|’ﬁz>/||>

© ® N o o WD

. (z,y) = 0 iff x,y are orthogonal
10. [(z,y)| = ||=|| |ly|| iff z = - y for some «

The linear span of vectors {x1,...,x} is defined as

k
span{zy,...,xp} = {y:y:Zai'azi, ozie]:}.

=1

A basis for H is any set of linearly independent vectors x1, ...z such that span{zy,...,xp} =H

Figure 9: Illustration of linear span of two vectors in IR3

The dimension of H is the number of elements in any basis for H A linear subspace S is any subset
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of H which is itself a vector space. The projection = of a vector y onto a subspace S is a vector x
that satisfies

(y —x,u) =0, forallu e S

Figure 10: The projection of a vector x onto a subspace S in the plane

The following are some examples of vector spaces:

1. Euclidean p-dimensional space IR”. Identify z with z and y with y

P
(z,y) = &Tg = Z LiYi
i=1
A one dimensional subspace: the line

S={y:y=av, a € R}

where v € R? is any fixed vector.

2. Complex p-space: & = [1,...,2p], ¥ = [Y1,-- -, Yp)s

An n-dimensional subspace:

S = {g:g:ZaiQi, a; € '}
=1

= span{vy,...,v,}
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Figure 11: A line is a one dimensional subspace of H = IRP

where v, € @'P are any linearly independent vectors in .

3. The space of square integrable cts. time functions x(t)

(z,5) = / £(t)y(t) dt

A one dimensional subspace: scales of a given function

S={g:9(t) = a f(t), a € R}

where f = f(t) is any fixed function in H.

4. The space of second order real random variables X defined on a sample space. Identify z,y as
random variables X, Y":

(X,)Y)=FE[XY]= /QX(w)Y(w)f(w) dw

): sample space of elementary outcomes w
Q. How to use vector spaces for estimation?
A. Identify H = {Y : Y ar.v. with E[|Y|?]{cc}.

Inner product beween two “vectors” in H is defined as

(X,Y) := E[XY]

(X,Y real r.v.s)
End of chapter
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af(t)

~—

P

0 J \ f(t)
1 2 /

Figure 12: All scalings of a fixed function is a one dimensional subspace of ‘H

4 STATISTICAL MODELS

Keywords: sampling distributions, sufficient statistics, exponential families.

Estimation, detection and classification can be grouped under the broad heading of statistical
inference which is the process of inferring properties about the distribution of a random variable
X given a realization x, which is also called a data sample, a measurement, or an observation. A
key concept is that of the statistical model which is simply a hypothesized probability distribution
or density function f(x) for X. Broadly stated statistical inference explores the possibility of
fitting a given model to the data z. To simplify this task it is common to restrict f(z) to a class of
parameteric models { f(x;0)}gco, where f(x;e) is a known function and 6 is a vector of unknown
parameters taking values in a parameter space ©. In this special case statistical inference boils
down to inferring properties of the true value of § parameterizing f(z;0) that generated the data
sample x.

In this chapter we discuss several models that are related to the ubiquitous Gaussian distribution,
the more general class of exponential families of distributions, and the important concept of a
sufficient statistic for infering properties about 6.

4.1 THE GAUSSIAN DISTRIBUTION AND ITS RELATIVES

The Gaussian distribution and its close relatives play a major role in parameteric statistical in-
ference due to the relative simplicity of the Gaussian model and its broad applicability (recall the
Central Limit Theorem!). Indeed, in engineering and science the Gaussian distribution is probably
the most commonly invoked distribution for random measurements. The Gaussian distribution is
also called the Normal distribution. The probability density function (pdf) of a Gaussian random
variable (rv) X is parameterized by two parameters, 1 and 2, which are the location parameter,
denoted p (€ R), and the (squared) scale parameter, denoted o2 (02 > 0). The pdf of this
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Gaussian rv has the form

1 _ew?

flx; p,0?) = e 22, —oco<ax<oo

2ro

When g = 0 and 02 = 1, X is said to be a standard Gaussian (Normal) rv. A Gaussian random
variable with location parameter p and scale parameter o > 0 can be represented by

X =0Z+p, (14)

where Z is a standard Gaussian rv.

The cumulative density function (cdf) of a standard Gaussian random variable Z is denoted N (z2)
and is defined in the conventional manner

N(z)=P(Z < 2).

Equivalently,

N(z) = /Z ! e dv,

—oo V2T

Using (14) the cdf of a non-standard Gaussian rv X with parameters y and o2 can be expressed
in terms of the cdf AV'(z) of a standard Gaussian rv Z:

o

PIX < a) = P(X = /g < (o= /o) = (* 1)
Z

The standard Normal cdf A/ (z) can be related to the error function or error integral [1]: erf(u) =
% Jo e P dt, z > 0, through the relation

_ sl +erf(jz/v2)] 2>0
N = { 11 —erf(|z/v2)], z<0

For positive integer order v, the moments of a standard Gaussian random variable Z are [34, 13.3]

s | w=1)(@w—-3)---3-1, veven
E[Z]_{ 0, v odd

where E[g(Z)] = [*_g(2)f(z)dz denotes statistical expectation of the rv g(Z) under the pdf
f(2) for rv Z. These moment relations can easily be derived by looking at the coefficients of
(ju)k/k!, k = 1,2,... in the power series expansion about ju = 0 of the characteristic function

Oy (u) = Ele"?] = e /2,

In particular, using (14), this implies that the first and second moments of a non-standard Gaussian
rv X are E[X] = p and E[X?] = u? + 02, respectively. Thus for a Gaussian rv X we can identify
the (ensemble) mean E[X] = u and variance var(X) = E[(X — E[X])?] = E[X?] - E?[X] = ¢?
as the location and (squared) scale parameters, respectively, of the pdf f(z;u,0?) of X. In the

sequel we will need the following expression for the (non-central) mean deviation E[|X + al] for
Gaussian X [35, 29.6]:

E[X +al = \/Eeaz‘/? +a(l — 2N (—a)). (15)
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In referring to rv’s and operations on rv’s in this book the following compact notations are some-
times used:

* “X is distributed as a Gaussian random variable with mean p and variance o”

X ~ N(p,o?) (16)

* “X is equal to a scaled and shifted standard Gaussian random variable”

X =a Z +be X ~ N(bad?)

N(0,1)
or, in shorthand notation,
X =aN0O,1)+b & X ~ N(ba?). (17)
For example, in the following shorthand notation Xi,..., X, are independent identically dis-

tributed (iid) M(0,1) rv’s
S ON(0.1) =) X
i=1 i=1

Note that the above is an abuse of notation since N(0, 1) is being used to denote both a Gaussian
probability distribution in (16) and a Gaussian random variable in (17). As in all abuses of this
type the ambiguity is resolved from the context: we will never write A'(0,1) into an algebraic or
other type of equation like the one in (17) when N'(0,1) is meant to denote a Gaussian distribution
function as opposed to a Gaussian random variable.

Other notational shortcuts are the following. When we write
Nw) =«
we mean that “the cdf of a N'(0,1) rv equals a when evaluated at a point v € R.” Likewise
N a)=v

is to be read as “the inverse cdf of a N(0,1) rv equals v when evaluated at a point a € [0,1].”
Finally, by

we mean “X is distributed as an n-dimensional Gaussian random vector with mean p and covari-

ance matrix R”

4.1.1 MULTIVARIATE GAUSSIAN DISTRIBUTION

When one passes an i.i.d. Gaussian random sequence through a linear filter the output remains
Gaussian but is no longer i.i.d; the filter smooths the input and introduces correlation. Remarkably,
if the input to the filter is Gaussian then the output is also Gaussian, i.e., the joint distribution
of any p samples of the output is multivariate Gaussian. To be specific, a random vector X =
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[X1,... ,XP}T is multivariate Gaussian with mean parameter u and covariance matrix parameter
A if it has a joint density of the form

1 1 1
- T — =1, p
1) = G e (5 -0A e -0) sew, (18)
where |A| denotes the the determinant of A. The p-variate Gaussian distribution depends on
p(p + 3)/2 parameters, which we can concatenate into a parameter vector @ consisting of the p
elements of the mean vector

p= s )" = ELX],

and the p(p + 1)/2 distinct parameters of the symmetric positive definite p X p covariance matrix

A=cov(Z)=E[(Z-p)(Z-pT].

Some useful facts about the multivariate Gaussian random variables are (for derivations of these
properties see Morrison [58]):

e Unimodality and symmetry of the Gaussian density: The multivariate Gaussian density
(18) is unimodal (has a unique maximum) and is symmetric about its mean parameter.

e Uncorrelated Gaussians are independent: When the covariance matrix A is diagonal, i.e.,
cov(X;, X;) =0, i # j, then the multivariate Gaussian density reduces to a product of univariate
densities

=1
where . » )
- Xi—ps
X;) = e
I&) = 7

is the univariate Gaussian density with o? = var(X;). Thus uncorrelated Gaussian random vari-
ables are in fact independent random variables.

e Marginals of a Gaussian density are Gaussian: If X = [X1,...,X,,]7 is multivariate
Gaussian then any subset of the elements of X is also Gaussian. In particular X is univariate
Gaussian and [X, X»] is bivariate Gaussian.

e Linear combination of Gaussian random variables are Gaussian: Let X = [X7,..., Xm}T
be a multivariate Gaussian random vector and let H be a pxm non-random matrix. Then Y = HX
is a vector of linear combinations of the X;’s. The distribution of Y is multivariate (p-variate)
Gaussian with mean p,, = E[Y] = Hy and p X p covariance matrix Ay = cov(Y) = Heov(X YHT.

e A vector of i.i.d. zero mean Gaussian random variables is invariant to rotation: Let
X = [X1,...,Xm]T be vector of zero mean Gaussian random variables with covariance cov(X) =
o?1. If U is an orthogonal m x m matrix, i.e., UTU = I, then Y = U” X has the same distribution
as X.

e The conditional distribution of a Gaussian given another Gaussian is Gaussian: Let
the vector ZT = [XT. YT = [Xy1,...,X,, Y1,...,Y,]T be multivariate ((p + ¢)-variate) Gaussian
with mean parameters Hg = [ﬁj);, Hg] and covariance parameters Az. Then the conditional density
fyix(ylz) of Y given X = z is multivariate (g-variate) Gaussian of the form (18) with mean and
covariance parameters p and A respectively given by (19) and (20) below.
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e Conditional mean of a Gaussian given another Gaussian is linear and conditional
covariance is constant: For the aforementioned multivariate Gaussian vector Z7 = (X T,X}T
partition its covariance matrix as follows

A, — Ax Axy
7z = A§7Y AY 3

where Ax = cov(X) = E[(X — p )(X — HX)T] is pxp, Ay = cov(Y) = E[(Yp, ) (Y — HY)T] is
g xq, and Ayxy = covg(X,Y) = E[(X — p, )(Y — HY)T] is p x ¢. The mean of the multivariate
Gaussian conditional density f(y|z), the conditional mean, is linear in z

fy x (@) = BIY]X = 2] = p, + AR yAY (2 — o) (19)

and the conditional covariance does not depend on x

Ayix =cov(Y|X =z) = Ay — AQYA;A Xy (20)

4.1.2 CENTRAL LIMIT THEOREM

One of the most useful results in statistics is the central limit theorem, abbreviated to CLT.
This theorem allows one to approximate the distribution of sums of i.i.d. finite variance random
variables by a Gaussian distribution. Below we give a general version of the CLT that applies to
vector valued r.v.s. For a simple proof of the scalar case see Mood, Graybill and Boes [56]. For
proof in the multivariate case see Serfling [Ch. 1][72], which also covers the CLT for the non i.i.d.
case.

(Lindeberg-Lévy) Central Limit Theorem: Let {X,}” ; be i.i.d. random vectors in IR? with

common mean E[X;] = p and finite positive definite covariance matrix cov(X;) = A. Then as n

goes to infinity the distribution of the random vector Z, = n~1/? > (X, — p) converges to a

p-variate Gaussian distribution with zero mean and covariance A.

The CLT can also be expressed in terms of the sample mean X = X(n) =n"1Y" | X;: asn — oo
Vn(X(n) —p) — Z

where Z is a zero mean Gaussian random vector with covariance matrix A. Thus, for large but
finite n, X is approximately Gaussian

X = (Z/Vn+ ),

with mean p and covariance A/n. For example, in the case of a scalar X;, the CLT gives the
useful large n approximation

P(n—l ;Xi <y = /_: Wexp (—W) dy.

The approximation error can be bounded by using the Berry-Esseen Theorems. See Serfling [72]
for details.
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4.1.3 CHI-SQUARE

The (central) Chi-square density with & degrees of freedom (df) is of the form:

— # k/2—1 —:17/2

where 6 = k, a positive integer. Here I'(u) denotes the Gamma function,

For n integer valued I'(n+ 1) =n!=n(n—1)...1and I'(n + 1/2) = (Qn_l)(2g,l_3)"'5'3'1\/7?.

If Z; ~ N(0,1) are iid., i = 1,...,n, then X = Y1 | Z? is distributed as Chi-square with n
degrees of freedom (df). Our shorthand notation for this is

n

Z[N(Ov 1)]2 = Xn- (22)

=1

This characterization of a Chi square r.v. is sometimes called a stochastic representation since it
is defined via operations on other r.v.s. The fact that (21) is the density of a sum of squares of
independent N(0,1)’s is easily derived. Start with the density function f(z) = e=%/2 /27 of a
standard Gaussian random variable Z. Using the relation (v2mo)~! [0 e~/ qy = 1, the
characteristic function of Z2 is simply found as ®,2(u) = E[e/*Z"] = (1 — j2u)"'/2. Applying
the summation-convolution theorem for independent r.v.s Vi, ®s~y.(u) = [[ ®y;(u), we obtain
Pyn g2 (u) = (1 —j2u)~"/2. Finally, using a table of Fourier transform relations, identify (21) as
the inverse fourier transform of ®y~n 72 (u).

Some useful properties of the Chi-square random variable are as follows:
* Elxn] =n, var(x,) =2n

* Asymptotic relation for large n:

Xn = V2nN(0,1) +n

* Y2 an exponential r.v. with mean 2, i.e. X = y» is a non-negative r.v. with probability density
o) = deor

* /X2 is a Rayleigh distributed random variable.

4.1.4 NON-CENTRAL CHI SQUARE

The sum of squares of independent Gaussian r.v.s with unit variances but non-zero means is called
a non-central Chi-square r.v. Specifically, if Z; ~ N (u;, 1) are independent, i = 1,...,n, then
X =5 Zi2 is distributed as non-central Chi-square with n df and non-centrality parameter
6 =>"" , uZ. In our shorthand we write

n n

SOV, D) + P = DI (s, 1] = X (23)

i=1 i=1
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The non-central Chi-square density has no simple expression of closed form. There are some useful
asymptotic relations, however:

* E[Xn,é] =n-+ 5’ Var(Xn,c?) = 2(” + 25)

/X2,2+,2 1s a Rician r.v.

4.1.5 CHI-SQUARE MIXTURE

The distribution of the sum of squares of independent Gaussian r.v.s with zero mean but different
variances is not closed form either. However, many statisticians have studied and tabulated the
distribution of a weighted sum of squares of i.i.d. standard Gaussian r.v.s Z1, ..., Z,, Z; ~ N(0,1).
Specifically, the following has a (central) Chi-square mixture (also known as the Chi-bar square
[34]) with n degrees of freedom and mixture parameter ¢ = [cy, ..., cn]|T, ¢; > 0:

n
Ci

WL B

An asymptotic relation of interest to us will be:

2
— — N .
* E[Xn,g] = 17 ) Var(Xn,g) =2 Zi:l (ZC;Q)

Furthermore, there is an obvious a special case where the Chi square mixture reduces to a scaled
(central) Chi square: X,, 4 = % Xn for any ¢ # 0.

4.1.6 STUDENT-T

For Z ~ N(0,1) and Y ~ x,, independent r.v.s the ratio X = Z/,/Y/n is called a Student-t r.v.
with n degrees of freedom, denoted 7,. Or in our shorthand notation:

N(0,1) _ 7
V Xn/n "

The density of 7, is the Student-t density with n df and has the form

T(n+1)/2) 1 1

fo(z) = I'(n/2) \/ﬁ(1+x2/n)(n+l)/2’ z€R,

where § = n is a positive integer. Properties of interest to us are:
*E[T) =0 (n>1),var(T,) = -5 (n>2)

n

* Asymptotic relation for large n:

T =~ N(0,1).

For n = 1 the mean of 7,, does not exist and for n < 2 its variance is infinite.
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4.1.7 FISHER-F

For U ~ xm and V ~ x,, independent r.v.s the ratio X = (U/m)/(V/n) is called a Fisher-F r.v.

with m,n degrees of freedom, or in shorthand:
Xm/m
Xn/T

The Fisher-F density with m and n df is defined as

Fn-

m—2)/2

x>0
n

L([m+n]/2) (mym/2__ al
0 = Numro (o) (17 maye

where 6 = [m,n] is a pair of positive integers. It should be noted that moments E[X*] of order
greater than k = n/2 do not exist. A useful asymptotic relation for n large and n > m is

]:m,n ~ Xm-

4.1.8 CAUCHY

The ratio of independent N(0,1) r.v.’s U and V is called a standard Cauchy r.v.
X =U/V ~(C(0,1).

It’s density has the form _

f(.il?) - a1 4 332
. If = [u, o] are location and scale parameters (¢ > 0) fop(z) = f((z — p)/o) is a translated
and scaled version of the standard Cauchy density denoted C(u,0?). Some properties of note:
(1) the Cauchy distribution has no moments of any (positive) integer order; and (2) the Cauchy
distribution is the same as a Student-t distribution with 1 d.f.

reR

4.1.9 BETA

For U ~ xpm and V' ~ ¥, independent Chi-square r.v.s with m and n df, respectively, the ratio
X =U/(U 4 V) has a Beta distribution, or in shorthand

Xm
_ XM B(m/2,n/2
o+ Bmi2n/2)

where B(p, q) is a r.v. with Beta density having paramaters § = [p, q]. The Beta density has the
form

1
fo(z) = M1 -2) 2 e0,1]
n /Br,t
where 0 = [r,t] and 7, > 0. Here /3, is the Beta function:
! L(r)l(t)
= r—1 1— tfld —
Bra /Ox (1 =) de = 70705

Some useful properties:

* The special case of m = n = 1 gives rise to X an arcsin distributed r.v.
* Ey[B(p,q)] = p/(p+9)

*varg(B(p,q)) = pa/((p+ ¢+ 1)(p+ )*)
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4.1.10 GAMMA

The Gamma density function is

where @ denotes the pair of parameters (A, 7), A\, > 0. Let {Y;}; be iid. exponentially
distributed random variables with mean 1/, specifically Y; has density

Aly)=xe,  y>o0.
Then the sum X = Y | V; has a Gamma density Jon)- Other useful properties of a Gamma
distributed random variable X with parameters § = (A, r) include:
¥ EglX]=r/X
* varg(X) = r/\?

* The Chi-square distribution with & df is a special case of the Gamma distribution obtained by
setting Gamma parameters as follows: A = 1/2 and r = k/2.

4.2 REPRODUCING DISTRIBUTIONS

A random variable X is said to have a reproducing distribution if the sum of two independent
realizations, say X1 and X, of X have the same distribution, possibly with different parameter
values, as X. A Gaussian r.v. has a reproducing distribution:

N(Mlaa%) +N(M2,0’%) = N(:ul =+ M%G% + J%))

which follows from the fact that the convolution of two Gaussian density functions is a Gaus-
sian density function [56]. Noting the stochastic representations (22) and (23) of the Chi square
and non-central Chi square distributions, respectively, it is obvious that they are reproducing
distributions:

*Xn + Xm = Xman, if Xm, Xn are independent.

Xm.o1 + Xn.ds = Xm+n,614+62> i Xm.61, Xn,s, are independent.

The Chi square mixture, Fisher-F, and Student-t are not reproducing densities.

4.3 FISHER-COCHRAN THEOREM

This result gives a very useful tool for finding the distribution of quadratic forms of Gaussian
random variables. A more general result that covers the joint distribution of quadratic forms is
given in [66].

Theorem 1 Let X = [X1,..., X,]T be a vector of iid. N(0,1) rv’s and let A be a symmetric
idempotent matriz (AA = A) of rank p. Then

XTAX =y,
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A simple proof is given below.
Proof Let A = UAUT be the eigendecomposition of A. Then

* All eigenvalues \; of A are either 0 or 1

AA = UAUTuAUT
=I
= UA?UT = uAU”

and therefore

XTAXx = XTUA UTXx
N——

p

= zn:/\izf =Y WO,
i=1

i=1

4.4 SAMPLE MEAN AND SAMPLE VARIANCE

Let X;’s be i.i.d. N'(u,02) r.v.’s. The sample mean and sample variance respectively approximate
the location p and spread o of the population.

* Sample mean: X =n~ 1Y | X;
* Sample variance: s* = ﬁ S (X — X)?
In the Gaussian case the joint distribution of the sample mean and variance can be specified.

(1). X = N(u,0%/n)
2
(2). s? = ﬁ Xn—1
(3). X and s? are independent rv’s.

These results imply that a weighted ratio of sample mean and sample variance is distributed as
Student t.

X-u
S

Proof of assertions (2) and (3): In view of the representation (17), it suffices consider the the case
of a standard Gaussian sample: y =0 and o = 1.

First we show that the sample mean and the sample variance are independent random variables.
Define the vector of random variables Y = [V1,...,Y,]” as follows. First define

Y1 =vnX = hi X,

where

hy = [1/Vn,....1/v/n]".
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Note that h; has unit norm. Next apply the Gramm-Schmidt orthonormalization procedure of
Sec. 2.3.6 to complete the basis with respect to h;. This generates n — 1 vectors h,, ..., h, that
are orthonormal, mutually orthogonal, and orthogonal to h;. The random vector Y is now defined
as

Y =H'X

where H = [hy,...,h,] is an n x n orthogonal matrix.

Since, X = HY, the orthogonality of H implies the following properties

1. The Y;’s are zero mean unit variance independent Gaussian random variables: Y ~ N, (0,I)
2. Y'Y = XTX

As Y, = /nX Property 1 implies that X is independent of Y, ...,Y,. Furthermore, using the

equivalence:
n

3K - X =Y X2 (X))
=1

i=1
Property 2 and the definition of Y7 imply that

n n
SRR =Y VRV Y, 21
i=1 i=1
that is, the sample variance is only a function of Ys,...,Y,, and is therefore independent of Y; =
the sample mean.
Furthermore, as Ys,...,Y, are independent N(0,1) random variables, the representation (24)

implies that the (normalized) sample variance has a Chi-square distribution with n — 1 degrees of
freedom.

This completes the proof of assertions (2) and (3). o

The Chi-square property in assertion (3) can also be shown directly using the Fisher-Cochran
theorem (Thm. 1). Note that the normalized sample variance on the extreme left of the equalities
(24) can be expressed as a quadratic form

_ _ 1 1
X -1X]"[X -1X] = X' [1-1"—|p-1"-]x"
n n
idempotent

1
= X'@I-1u"-]x
N

orth. proj.

where 1 = [1,...,1]7. Observe: since rank[I—1171] =n —1, we have that [X — 1X]"[X —1X] =
(n—1)s%is xpn_1.

4.5 SUFFICIENT STATISTICS

Many detection/estimation/classification problems in signal processing have the following common
structure. A continuous time waveform {z(¢) : ¢ € R} is measured at n time instants t1,...,,
producing the vector

&Z [.’1}'17... 7xn]T7
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where x; = x(t;). The vector z is modelled as a realization of a random vector X with a joint
distribution which is of known form but depends on a handful (p) of unknown parameters 6§ =
[91, ey Op]T.

More concisely:

*X = [X1,..., X", X; = X(t;), is a vector of random measurements or observations taken over
the course of the experiment

* X is sample or measurement space of realizations x of X

* B is the event space induced by the events of form a; < X; < b;, for real valued a;, b;, i.e., B is
the sigma algebra of Borel subsets of R"

* @ € © is an unknown parameter vector of interest
* © is parameter space for the experiment

* Py is a probability measure on B for given . {Py}gco is called the statistical model for the
experiment.

The probability model induces the joint cumulative distribution function (j.c.d.f.) associated with
X

Fé(g; 9) = PQ(Xl S Tl - ,Xn S .@n),

which is assumed to be known for any § € ©. When X is a continuous random variable the j.c.d.f.
is specified by the joint probability density function (j.p.d.f.) that we will write in several different
ways, depending on the context: fp(z) or f(z;8), or, when we need to explicitly call out the r.v.
X, fx(z;0). We will denote by Ey[Z] the statistical expectation of a random variable Z with
respect to the j.p.d.f. fz(z;60)

B2] = [ 2fa(z50)dz

The family of functions { f(z;0)}zcx pco then defines the statistical model for the experiment.

The general objective of statistical inference can now be stated. Given a realization x of X infer
properties of § knowing only the parametric form of the statistical model. Thus we will want to
come up with a function, called an inference function, which maps X to subsets of the parameter
space, e.g., an estimator, classifier, or detector for . As we will see later there are many ways to
design inference functions but a more fundamental question is: are there any general properties
that good inference functions should have? One such property is that the inference function only
need depend on the n-dimensional data vector X through a lower dimensional version of the data
called a sufficient statistic.

4.5.1 SUFFICIENT STATISTICS AND THE REDUCTION RATIO

First we define a statistic as any function 7" of the data X (actually, for 7" to be a valid random
variable derived from X it must be a measurable function, but this theoretical technicality is
beyond our scope here).

There is a nice interpretation of a statistic in terms of its memory storage requirements. Assume
that you have a special computer that can store any one of the time samples in X = [X7,..., X,],
X = X () say, in a "byte” of storage space and the time stamp t; in another ”byte” of storage
space. Any non-invertible function 7', e.g., which maps IR" to a lower dimensional space R,
can be viewed as a dimensionality reduction on the data sample. We can quantify the amount of
reduction achieved by T' by defining the reduction ratio (RR):
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RR— # bytes of storage required for T’

# bytes of storage required for X

This ratio is a measure of the amount of data compression induced by a specific transformation
T. The number of bytes required to store X with its time stamps is:

# bytes{ X} = # bytes[X1, ..., X,,]T = # bytes{timestamps} + # bytes{values} = 2n

Consider the following examples:

Define X(;) = as the i-th largest element of X. The X;)’s satisfy: X1y > Xy > ... > X
and are nothing more than a convenient reordering of the data sample X1,..., X,,. The X(;’s are
called the rank ordered statistics and do not carry time stamp information. The following table
illustrates the reduction ratio for some interesting cases

Statistic used Meaning in plain english Reduction ratio
=[X1,... ,Xn]T, entire data sample RR =1

T = [Xa),.- -, X (n)] , rank ordered sample RR=1/2

T=2X, sample mean RR =1/(2n)

T= [Y s2)T, sample mean and variance ~ RR =1/n

A natural question is: what is the maximal reduction ratio one can get away with without loss
of information about #7 The answer is: the ratio obtained by compression to a quantity called a
minimal sufficient statistic. But we are getting ahead of ourselves. We first need to define a plain
old sufficient statistic.

4.5.2 DEFINITION OF SUFFICIENCY

Here is a warm up before making a precise definition of sufficiency. Let 7: X — R be a function

where 7(z) is the value of the function at the point 2 € X. The random variable T' = dlef 7(X) is a
sufficient statistic (SS) for a parameter 6 if it captures all the information in the data sample
useful for inferring the value of 6. To put it another way: once you have computed a sufficient
statistic you can store it and throw away the original sample since keeping it around would not
add any useful information.

More concretely, let X have a cumulative distribution function (CDF) Fx(z;€) depending on 6
and let t be a real number. A statistic T = 7(X) is said to be sufficient for 6 if the conditional
CDF of X given T' =t is not a function of 0, i.e.,

Fxir(z|T =t0) = G(x,1), (25)

where G is a function that does not depend on 6.
Specializing to a discrete valued X with probability mass function py(z) = Py(X = z), a statistic
T = 7(X) is sufficient for 6§ if

Py(X = 2|T = t) = Gla,t). (26)

For a continuous r.v. X with pdf f(z;#), the condition (25) for T' to be a sufficient statistic (SS)
becomes:

fxr(zlt; 0) = Gz, 1). (27)
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Sometimes the only sufficient statistics are vector statistics, e.g. T = 7(X) = [ (X), ..., 75 (X)]"
for functions 7, ...,7x. In this case we say that the T}’s are jointly sufficient for 6

The definition (25) is often difficult to use since it involves derivation of the conditional distribution
of X given T. When the random variable X is discrete or continuous a simpler way to verify
sufficiency is through the Fisher factorization (FF) property [66]

Fisher factorization (FF): T' = 7(X) is a sufficient statistic for # if the probability density
fx(z;0) of X has the representation

fx(2;0) = g(7(2),0) h(z), (28)

for some non-negative functions g and h. The FF can be taken as the operational definition of
a sufficient statistic 7. An important implication of the Fisher Factorization is that when the
density function of a sample X satisfies (28) then the density fr(¢;60) of the sufficient statistic T
is equal to g(t,8) up to a f-independent constant ¢(t) (see exercises at end of this chapter):

fr(t;8) = g(t, 0)q(t).
Examples of sufficient statistics:
Example 4 Entire sample
X = [X1,..., X, is sufficient but not very interesting
Example 5 Rank ordered sample

X1y, -+, X(n) 1s sufficient when X;’s i.i.d.
Proof. Since X;’s are i.i.d., the joint pdf is

fo(wr, .y mn) = [ folws) = ] folzq)-
i=1 i=1
Hence sufficiency of the rank ordered sample X(y),..., X(,) follows from Fisher factorization.

Example 6 Binary likelihood ratios

Let 0 take on only two possible values ¢, and 6, e.g., a bit taking on the values “0” or “1” in a
communication link. Then, as f(z;60) can only be f(x;6,) or f(z;0,), we can reindex the pdf as
f(z;0) with the scalar parameter § € © = {0,1}. This gives the binary decision problem: “decide

between # = 0 versus 8 = 1.7 If it exists, i.e. it is finite for all values of X, the “likelihood ratio”

AX) = Fi(X)/ fo(X) is sufficient for 0, where fi(z) %! f(z:1) and fo(z) % f(a:0).

Proof: Express fp(X) as function of 0, fy, f1, factor out fy, identify A, and invoke FF

Jo(X) = 0/1(X)+ (1—-10)fo(X)

= A+ (1 -0)| folX).

9(T0) h(X)
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<

Therefore to discriminate between two values ¢; and 6, of a parameter vector § we can throw away
all data except for the scalar sufficient statistic 7' = A(X)

Example 7 Discrete likelihood ratios

Let © = {0;,...,0,} and assume that the vector of p — 1 likelihood ratios

T Jo, (X) fo,_1(X) r
= fe,(X)TTT fe,(X)

is finite for all X. Then this vector is sufficient for . An equivalent way to express this vector
is as the sequence {Ag(X)}oco = A1(X),...,Ap—1(X), and this is called the likelihood trajectory
over 0.

Proof

Define the p — 1 element selector vector uy = e, when 6 = 60, k = 1,...,p — 1 (recall that
e, =10,...,0,1,0,...0]" is the k-th column of the (p — 1) x (p — 1) identity matrix). Now for any
0 € © we can represent the j.p.d.f. evaluated at x = X as

= [M(X), ..., A (X))

fo(X) = ug T fp,(X),
v ;v—/
9(L.0) h(X)

which establishes sufficiency by the FF. o
Example 8 Likelihood ratio trajectory

When © is a set of scalar parameters 6 the likelihood ratio trajectory over ©

| fo(X)
M) = { oo (X) }969 ’ #9)

is sufficient for #. Here 6y is an arbitrary reference point in © for which the trajectory is finite for
all X. When 6 is not a scalar (29) becomes a likelihood ratio surface, which is also a sufficient
statistic.

4.5.3 MINIMAL SUFFICIENCY

What is the maximum possible amount of reduction one can apply to the data sample without
losing information concerning how the model depends on 87 The answer to this question lies in the
notion of a minimal sufficient statistic. Such statistics cannot be reduced any further without loss
in information. In other words, any other sufficient statistic can be reduced down to a minimal
sufficient statistic without information loss. Since reduction of a statistic is accomplished by
applying a functional transformation we have the formal definition.

Definition: T,,;, is a minimal sufficient statistic if it can be obtained from any other sufficient
statistic T' by applying a functional transformation to T'. Equivalently, if T"is any sufficient statistic
there exists a function ¢ such that Ty, = ¢(7T).
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Minimal sufficient statistics are not unique: if Tni, is minimal sufficient h(T},;,) is also minimal
sufficient if h is any invertible function. Minimal sufficient statistics can be found in a variety of
ways [56, 9, 48]. One way is to find a complete sufficient statistic; under broad conditions this
statistic will also be minimal [48]. A sufficient statistic 7" is complete if

Eylg(T)] =0, forall O

implies that the function g is identically zero, i.e., g(t) = 0 for all values of t.

To see that a completeness implies minimality we can adapt the proof of Scharf in [69]. Let

M be a minimal sufficient statistic and let C' be complete sufficient statistic. As M is minimal

it is a function of C. Therefore g(C') def C — Ey[C|M] is a function of C since the conditional

expectation Fy[X|M] is a function of M. Since, obviously, Ey[g(C)] = 0 for all § and C' is complete,
C = Ey[C|M] for all §. Thus C' is minimal since it is a function of M which is a function of any
other sufficient statistic. In other words, C' inherits minimality from M.

Another way to find a minimal sufficient statistic is through reduction of the data to the likelihood
ratio surface.

As in Example 8, assume that there exists a reference point §, € © such that the following
likelihood-ratio function is finite for all z € X and all § € ©

Ag(z) = ;;9((?)

For given z let A(z) denote the set of likelihood ratios (a likelihood ratio trajectory or surface)

A(z) = {Ag(2) }geo-

Definition 1 We say that a (0-independent) function of x, denoted 7(x), indexes the likelihood
ratios A when both
1. A(z) = A(7(x)), i.e., A only depends on z through T(z).

2. For two values t and t' of the function 7, A(t) = A(t') implies t = t', i.e., the mapping A is
inwvertible in t.

Condition 1 is an equivalent way of stating that 7' = 7(X) is a sufficient statistic for 6.

Theorem:If ¢t = 7(z) indexes the likelihood ratios A(z) then T}, = 7(X) is minimally sufficient
for 6.

Proof:

We prove this only for the case that X is a continuous r.v. First, condition 1 in Definition 1
implies that 7" = 7(X) is a sufficient statistic. To see this use FF and the definition of the
likelihood ratios to see that A(X) = A(T') (read as “A(X) depends on X only through 77)
implies: fp(X) = Ag(T)fp, (X) = g(T50)h(X). Second, let T be any sufficient statistic. Then,
again by FF, fy(X) = ¢(T,0) h(X) and thus

X T
fQo (X) EC) g(T7 Qo) 0€O
so we conclude that A is a function of 7. But by condition 2 in Definition 1 the mapping A(t) is
invertible. o
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Another important concept in practical applications is that of finite dimensionality of a sufficient
statistic.

Definition: a sufficient statistic 7" is said to be finite dimensional if its dimension is not a
function of the number of data samples n.

Frequently, but not always (see Cauchy example below), minimal sufficient statistics are finite
dimensional.

Example 9 Minimal sufficient statistic for mean of Gaussian density.
Assume X ~ N(p,0?) where 02 is known. Find a minimal sufficient statistic for = u given the

iid sample X = [X1,..., X,]T.
Solution: the j.p.d.f. evaluated at x = X is

folX) = ( ! ) N

T
n
Py N/UQZXZ' 1 n
I P () —1/(20%) T, X2
V2mwo?

g(T.,0)

h(X)

Thus by FF

is an equivalent sufficient statistic.

Next we show that the sample mean is in fact minimal sufficient by showing that it indexes the
likelihood ratio trajectory A(xz) = {Ag(x)}gco, with 6 = u, © = IR. Select the reference point
0, = 1o = 0 to obtain:

fu(z) 2 - 2/ 2

M) = 22 — o ()0 S — g2 /o? )
g fo(z) ; 1

Identifying 7(xz) = >, x;, condition 1 in Definition 1 is obviously satisfied since A,(z) =

Au(>° x;) (we already knew this since we showed that )" ; X; was a sufficient statistic). Con-

dition 2 in Definition 1 follows since A, () x;) is an invertible function of ) z; for any non-zero

value of . Therefore the sample mean indexes the trajectories, and is minimal sufficient.

Example 10 Minimal sufficient statistics for mean and variance of Gaussian density.
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Assume X ~ N(p,0?) where both p and 02 are unknown. Find a minimal sufficient statistic for
0 = [, 0?7 given the iid sample X = [X1,..., X,]T.

Solution:
1 n " _
fQ(K) = (W) e_ﬁ S (X—p)?
N <\/17>n ¢ 2 (E, 1X2 2“21 1X+n#)
2mo?
T
2
B < 1 >ne ;u; e[N/U ,—1/(202) [ZX“ ZX ] 1
: : i ~~
V2ro? +
9(T,0)
Thus

ZX“ ZX2

Rz—/ R/—/
Ty T

is a (jointly) sufficient statistic for u, o?. Furthermore, as ¢(T) = [n 1Ty, (n — 1)"Y(Ty — T2)] is a
1-1 function of T (T = [T}, To]T)
XS

is an equivalent sufficient statistic.

Similarly to Example 9, we can show minimal sufficiency of this statistic by showing that it indexes
the likelihood ratio surface {Ag(X)}oco, with 0 = [p,0%], © = R x RT. Arbitrarily select the
reference point 6, = [, 2] = [0, 1] to obtain:

_ Jo(X) (00" _np220%) nso?, s/, Xi S, X2
AQ(X)_J@GO(K) _(U) e € ! !

where § = % f. Identifying T = [3>7, X;, 3", X?], again condition 1 in Definition 1 is
obviously satisfied. Condition 2 in Definition 1 requires a bit more work. While Ag(T’) is no longer
an invertible function of T for for any single value of § = [u1, 0%], we can find two values § € {0,,0,}
in © for which the vector function [Ag, (T'), A, (T)] of T is invertible. Since this vector is specified
by A(X), this will imply that 7" indexes the hkehhood ratios.

)

o6

To construct this invertible relation denote by A = [A1, A2]” an observed pair of samples [Ag (T), Ag, (T)]*
of the surface A(X). Now consider the problem of determining T from the equation A = [Ag, (T), A@ 0,(D)]".

Taking the log of both sides and rearranging some terms, we see that this is equivalent to a 2 x 2
linear system of equations of the form \' = AT, where A is a matrix involving 6, 0,0, and )\ is a
linear function of In A. You can verify that with the selection of 6, = [0, 1], 8; = [1, 1], 85, = [0,1/2]
we obtain 0 = 0 or 1 for § = 0 or 6, respectively, and A = diag(1, —1/2), an invertible matrix.
We therefore conclude that the vector [sample mean, sample variance| indexes the trajectories,
and this vector is therefore minimal sufficient.



STATISTICAL METHODS FOR SIGNAL PROCESSING (©Alfred Hero 2016
Example 11 Minimal sufficient statistic for the location of a Cauchy distribution

Assume that X; ~ f(z;0) =1 m and, as usual, X = [X1,...,X,]7 is an ii.d. sample.
Then

| 1 1 1
Mo =117 e = = a0y

=1

Here we encounter a difficulty: the denominator is a 2n-degree polynomial in # whose coefficients
cannot be determined without specifying the entire set of all possible cross products x;, - - - x;,,
p=1,2,...,n, of the z;’s. Since this requires specifying the entire set of sample values there is no
finite dimensional sufficient statistic. However, each of these cross products is independent of the
ordering of its factors so the ordered statistic [X(),..., X (n)}T is minimally sufficient.

4.6 ESTABLISHING THAT A STATISTIC IS NOT SUFFICIENT

One can show that a statistic U is not sufficient for a parameter 6 by establishing that the
conditional distribution of the sample X = [X7,..., X,,] given U is a function of §. For example,
for an i.i.d. sample from a Gaussian distribution with unknown mean p and known variance o2, we
have seen in Example 9 that the sample mean of X is sufficient, and is in fact minimally sufficient,

for estimation of u. However, other functions of the samples are not generally sufficient.

Example 12 The I, norm of the samples is not a sufficient statistic for the mean of a Gaussian
density.

The I, norm of X, defined as U = | X||, = (31, \Xi]p)l/p, is not a sufficient statistic for the mean
pu when X is a Gaussian sample. To show this we specialize to the case n = 1, for which U = | X3,
and establish that the conditional CDF Fx, i7(x|u; ) is a function of § = . The distribution of X3
given U = u concentrates its mass at two points u and —u. This distribution can be represented
as a density with dirac delta functions at these points:

gy — fx(2;0) B e~ (2=0)?/(20%)
fX1\U($U’U, (9) - ' w: 0) + ¥ —u 0 (5(’33‘ _U) N ei(wie)z/@az) +€7(I+9)2/(2‘72)5<‘x’ —u)7
f 1 ) f 1 3

which is a function of 8. Thus the CDF is also a function of § and we conclude that the absolute
value of the sample mean is not a sufficient statistic for the mean of an i.i.d. Gaussian sample.

4.6.1 EXPONENTIAL FAMILY OF DISTRIBUTIONS

Let 0 = [04,... ,9,,]T take values in some parameter space ©. The distribution fp of a random
variable X is a member of the p-parameter exponential family if
f — ' O)r(z)

o(x) = a(f)b(x)e , o <zr<oo, V8e®O (30)
for some scalar functions a,b and some p-element vector functions ¢,7. Note that by Fisher
factorization the form (30) implies that T' = 7(X) is a p-dimensional sufficient statistic. A similar
definition of exponential family holds for vector valued random variables X, see Bickel and Doksum
[9, Ch. 2]. Note that for any fp in the exponential family its support set {x : fg(x) > 0} does not
depend on . Note also that, according to our definition, for fy to be a member of the p-parameter

o7



STATISTICAL METHODS FOR SIGNAL PROCESSING (©Alfred Hero 2016

exponential family the dimension of the vectors ¢(8) and 7(x) must be exactly p. This is to
guarantee that the sufficient statistic has the same dimension as the parameter vector §. While
our definition is the most standard [47, 56, 9], some other books, e.g., [64], allow the dimension of
the sufficient statistic to be different from p. However, by allowing this we lose some important
properties of exponential families [9].

The parameterization of an exponential family of distributions is not unique. In other words,
the exponential family is invariant to changes in parameterization. For example, if fg, 8 > 0, is a
member of a one dimensional exponential family then if one defines o = 1/0 and g, = f1 /¢ then ga,
a > 0, is also in the exponential family, but possibly with different functions a(-),b(-), ¢(-) and 7(-).
More generally, if fp(z) is a member of the p-dimensional exponential family then transformation
of the parameters by any invertible function of 8 preserves membership in the exponential family.

To illustrate, let’s say that the user redefined the parameters by the mapping ¢ : 6 — 7 defined
by the invertible transformation ¢(¢) = 1. Then, using (30), fy would be replaced by

fn(z) = d(g)b(m)eﬂTI(x), —o00 <z <00, VneEcO), (31)

where ¢(©) is the parameter space of 7 and a(n) = a(c™'(n)). Thus f, remains an exponential
family type of distribution. When expressed in the form (31}, the exponential family density f, is
said to be in canonical form with natural parameterization n. Under the natural parameterization
the mean and covariance matrix of the sufficient statistic T = 7(X) are given by (assuming
differentiable a)

Ey[T) = Vina(n),

and
covg[T] = V*1n a(n).

For a proof of these relations see Bickel and Doksum [9].
Another parameterization of an exponential family of densities is the mean value parameterization.
In this parameterization, the functions ¢(-), a(-), b(-) and ¢(+) in (30) are manipulated so that

Ey[T] = 6. (32)

As we will see in the next chapter, when an exponential family is expressed in its mean value
parameterization the sufficient statistic 1" is an unbiased minimum variance estimator of 6. Thus
mean value parameterizations are very special and advantageous.

Examples of distributions in the exponential family include: Gaussian with unknown mean or
variance, Poisson with unknown mean, exponential with unknown mean, gamma, Bernoulli with
unknown success probability, binomial with unknown success probability, multinomial with un-
known cell probabilities. Distributions which are not from the exponential family include: Cauchy
with unknown median, uniform with unknown support, Fisher-F with unknown degrees of freedom.

When the statistical model is in the exponential family, sufficient statistics for the model param-
eters have a particularly simple form:

n

foX) = [ a@b(x;)es @©=(X0

i=1

o8
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O (X)) n
= a"(@) e =1 Hb(Xi)

9(T,0) i,_/
h(X)

Therefore, the following is a p-dimensional sufficient statistic for 6

n T

D rX) =D a(X), D> t(X)
=1 =1

i=1

In fact this is a finite dimensional suff. statistic which is complete and minimal [9].

4.6.2 CHECKING IF A DENSITY IS IN THE EXPONENTIAL FAMILY

Due to the many attractive properties of exponential families, in many situations the first question
to be answered is: is the density of my data X a member of this exclusive club? This question
might arise, for example, if the input to a known filter or other system has a known density and
one can compute a mathematical representation of the density of the output of the filter. To check
if the output density is exponential one has to try and manipulate the density into exponential
form, as illustrated in the exercises. If this is difficult the next step is to try and show that the
density is not in the exponential family. Some properties can be checked immediately, e.g. that
the support set of the density does not depend on the parameters 6. For example, a uniform
density on the interval [0, 6] is not in the exponential family. Another simple test is to compute
02000z In fy(z) and verify that it is not of separable form ¢/(6)7'(x) for some functions ¢ and 7.
This approach is explored in the exercises.

4.7 BACKGROUND REFERENCES

Mood, Graybill and Boes [56] offers an undergraduate introduction to mathematical statistics
with lots of fun exercises and examples. Two of the classic graduate level text books on linear
multivariate statistics are Rao [66] and Morrison [58]. Manoukian [51] is a reference book giving a
concise compilation of principal results from sampling distribution theory. The book by Johnson
etal [34], is the first of a set of several volumes of a very comprehensive encyclopedia of probability
distributions, random variables, and their properties.

4.8 EXERCISES

3.1 Show that the matrix II = I,, — 117" /n is symmetric and idempotent, where I,, is the n x n
identity matrix and 1 = [1,...,1]7 is an n-element column vector of 1’s. Show that for
z € R", Iz is the vector of residuals [z — 77, ..., 2, — :UT-]T where T; is the sample mean of
elements of x. Finally show that if  has the decomposition y + c¢1 where y has zero (sample)
mean and ¢ is an arbitrary scalar, then Iz = y, i.e the matrix II extracts the zero (sample)
mean component of z. It is in this sense that II is an orthogonal projection matrix onto the
space of zero (sample) mean vectors in R"™.

99



3.2

3.3

3.4

3.5

3.6

STATISTICAL METHODS FOR SIGNAL PROCESSING (©Alfred Hero 2016

Assume that a random vector X = [Xi,...,X,]? has a density pg(z) which depends on
an unknown parameter vector #. In this exercise you will show that if a statistic S =
S(X) = [S1(X),. .., Sk(X)]T satisfies the Fisher Factorization theorem then the conditional
density pp(X|S) is not a function of § and thus S is a sufficient statistic for . In the
following you should assume that X is a discrete random vector and that its joint density
po(z) = Py(X = z) is a probability mass function (i.e. pg(z) = 0 except for a countable
number of points z € {z},z,,...} where pg(z;) >0, and 3>, pp(z;) = 1).

(a) Use Bayes rule to establish that

where the summation of py(z) is over all possible realizations {z;} of the vector X such
that S(z;) = s.

(b) Show that Py(S = s|X = z) is equal to one or zero depending on whether S(z) = s or
S(x) # s, respectively. (Hint: express the conditional probability as a ratio and use the
definition S = S(X) to evaluate the intersection of the events S = s and X = z).

(c) Using the Fisher Factorization py(z) = gy(s) - h(z) show that

h(z) S _
pe(fL‘!S):{ Zﬁi:ﬁ@gzﬁh@i)’ (:)w °

which, as claimed, does not depend on 6.

Show that the Poisson distribution py(z) = Py(X = z) = %exp(—)\), x=20,1,2,...is a
member of the one-parameter exponential family. For an i.i.d. sample X = [X1,..., X,]T of
these Poisson r.v.s find a one dimensional sufficient statistic for A. Define a = 1/\ and show
that the reparameterized Poisson distribution p,(z) is also in the exponential family. Which

of these two parameterizations (o or \) is a mean value paramaterization?

Let X = [X1,...,X,]T be a vector of i.i.d. r.v.s X; which are uniformly distributed over the
interval (01,602), 61 < 6. Show that S(X) = [min;{X;}, max;{X;}]” is a sufficient statistic
for 0 = [0y, 6] .

Let Z;, i =1,...,n, be a set of i.i.d. random variables each with the alpha density

W) = e -yl 5L,

1
0o 21
CDF'. The alpha distribution is often used to model tool wear for rotating machinery.

where > 0 is unknown, « is known and ®(z) = ff e~%*/2dy is the standard normal

(a) Is the joint density pp(z) a member of the exponential family of densities?

(b) using the Fisher Factorization find a two dimensional sufficient statistic for estimating
the parameter  based on the observation Z = [Z, ..., Zn]T. Show that this reduces to
a one dimensional (scalar) statistic when a = 0.

2

Let X = [X1,...,X,]T be a vector of i.i.d. Gaussian r.v.s with mean p and variance 0% = 2

(Xi ~ N(p, ).
(a) Show that the sample mean X = 2 3" | X; is not a sufficient statistic for 4 by demon-
strating that the conditional jpdf of X given X is a function of u.
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(b) Find a two dimensional sufficient statistic.

3.7 Let T'= T (z) be a sufficient statistic for 6, where z ~ f(z;0) = g(T(x),0)h(x) is a discrete
random variable. Show that 7" has probability mass function

f(t;0) = g(t,0)q(t),

where
gt)y=">_ hx).
{z:T(z)=t}

3.8 Consider the case that X = [Xq,... ,Xn]T are drawn from a Bernoulli distribution, X; €
{0,1}, P(X; =1)=1—-P(X; =0) =p, p€[0,1], and X;’s are i.i.d. Show that the Binomial
rv. T=3"", X; is a sufficient statistic for p. Show that 7" is minimal. Also show that T is
a complete sufficient statistic (Hint: for any function g express FEyp[g(T)] as a polynomial in
6 = p and compute n-th order derivative wrt p).

3.9 Let X,..., X, be iid. uniform r.v.s having common density fx,(x;0) = l[[oﬁ] (z) (6 >0),
where I4(x) denotes the indicator function of the set A. Show that 7" = max(Xy,...,X,) is
a complete sufficient statistic for 6 by the following steps:
(a) Show the sufficiency of T'.
(b) Derive the density function of 7.
(c) Show that Ep[g(T")] = 0, for all # > 0 implies ¢ is identically zero.

End of chapter
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5 FUNDAMENTALS OF PARAMETRIC ESTIMATION

In the last chapter we explored the foundation of statistical inference: the formulation of a sta-
tistical model and sufficient statistics for model parameters. In this chapter we go on to develop
explicit methods to estimate the parameters from random samples from the model, paying close
attention to how well the accuracy of these estimates hold up over different sample realizations.

We will start off with the basic mathematical formulation of estimation and then, specializing to the
case of scalar one-dimensional parameters, consider two different models: random parameters and
non-random parameters. It turns out, perhaps surprisingly, that estimation of random parameters
has a cleaner theory. This is because for random parameters one can more straightforwardly assess
the estimator’s mean accuracy and specify procedures for finding optimal estimators, called Bayes
estimators, having highest possible accuracy. In particular we define three different optimality
criteria mean squared error (MSE), mean absolute error (MAE), and mean uniform error, also
called probability of large error (P.). We then turn to deterministic scalar parameters for which
we focus on bias and variance as measures of estimator accuracy. This leads to the concept of
Fisher information and the Cramér-Rao lower bound on variance of unbiased estimators. Finally
we generalize the treatment to multiple (vector) parameters.

5.1 ESTIMATION: MAIN INGREDIENTS
We follow the same notation as in the last chapter, summarized below.

X € X is a random measurement or observation

X is the sample space of measurement realizations =
0 € © is an unknown parameter vector of interest

© C IR? is the parameter space

f(z;0) is the pdf of X for given € (a known function)

With these definitions, the objective of parameter estimation is to design an estimator function

0 =0(x)
which maps X to IR D ©. The concept is illustrated in Fig. 13.

It is important to distinguish between an estimator, which is a function of the sample X, and an
estimate, which is an evaluation of the function at a particular realization x of X, i.e.:

e the function Q is an estimator.

e the point d(x) is an estimate.

A natural question arises. What is an appropriate design criterion for constructing an estimator?
There are many possible approaches to this. In this chapter we will describe two of the principal
approaches. The first assumes that @ is random and the second assumes it is deterministic.
Common to both approaches is the specification of a loss function, also called a risk function,
associated with an estimator that measures the estimation error as a function of both the sample
and the parameter values.

Define c(é(:c), 0) a loss function associated with 0 for given 6 and X = z. The optimum estimator,
should it exist, might be found by minimizing average loss E[C], where as usual, the capitalization
C' denotes the random variable ¢(0(X), ).
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6,

D >

Figure 13: An estimator of a p-dimensional parameter 0 given an n-dimensional random sample X is a
mapping of X to RP

5.2 ESTIMATION OF RANDOM SCALAR PARAMETERS

For the case that @ is a random scalar parameter § we have access to the following information:
f(0): a prior p.d.f. for 6.

f(z]0): a conditional p.d.f. (the response model) for X

f(0|x): the posterior p.d.f. for § that is determined by Bayes rule:

flole) = HEQIC.

f(z): the marginal p.d.f. determined by marginalization over ¢

- / £(210) £(8)d6
C)

With the above we can compute the average loss, also called Bayes risk, as

ElC] = // (0(2),0)f (2]0) £ (6) dzdb.

We now can naturally define an optimal estimator. A scalar estimator 6 which minimizes the
average loss is called a Bayes estimator. Some reasonable loss functions for this estimation problem

(0;0) = |0 — 0]%: squared error
¢(0;0) = |0 — 0|: absolute error
(¢

):0) = 1(]0 — 6] > €): uniform error
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C(6,0) C(6,0) C(6,0)
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Figure 14: Three loss functions for scalar parameter estimation: (a) squared error, (b) absolute error, (c)
uniform error.

Figure 14 illustrates these three loss functions as a function of the estimator error difference 6—6.

For each of the three loss functions we can compute the mean loss and obtain the Bayes risk
functions (functions of f(), f(z|f) and 6):

Estimator MSE: R K
MSE(0) = E[|0 — 6/

Estimator MAE: K R
MAE(9) = E[|6 — 6|]

Error Probability: R .
Pe(0) = P(|0 — 0| > ¢)

It remains to find the estimators é, called optimal estimators, which minimize each of these criteria.

5.2.1 MINIMUM MEAN SQUARED ERROR ESTIMATION

The MSE is the most widespread estimation criterion and arguably the one with the longest
history. The optimal minimum mean squared error estimator (MMSEE) is the conditional mean
estimator (CME) defined as

0(X) = E[0]X] = meangeo{ f(0|1X)},

where

meangeo{f(0|X)} = /Oo 0f(0)X)do.

The CME has an intuitive mechanical interpretation as the center of mass (1st moment of inertia)
of the mass density f(0]z) (Fig. 15). The CME corresponds to the posterior average value of the
parameter after you have observed the data sample.
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The CME satisfies an orthogonality condition: the Bayes estimator error is orthogonal to any
(linear or non-linear) function of the data. This condition is mathematically expressed below for
the general case of complex rv’s,

E[(0 — 0(X))g(X)*] =0,

for any function g of x. Here u* denotes complex conjugate of wu.

f(0[x)

Oeve=E[0]X=x]

Figure 15: Conditional mean estimator minimizes MSE
Proof: Write the MSE as
E[l6 - 01) = E[|(6 — E[0]X]) - (0 — E[|X])]
= E[|6 - E[61X]]?] + E[l6 — E[61X]|]

—Elg(X)"(0 - E0]1X])] - Elg(X)(0 — E[0]X])]

where g(X) = 0 — E[0|X] is a function of X only.
Step 1: show orthogonality condition

Elg(X)(0 - E[0|X])] = E[ E[g(X)(0 - E0|X])"] X]]

= E|gX) E[0-EBIX]| X] | =0

=0

Step 2: Next show E[#|X] minimizes MSE
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E[0 -6 = Ell6— E61X]]"] + El6 — EW|X]P]

v

Ello - E[01X]P]

where “=" occurs iff § = E[0|X] o

5.2.2 MINIMUM MEAN ABSOLUTE ERROR ESTIMATOR

For convenience we assume 6 is a real valued scalar and F(0|z) = [ oy (0'|z)dd" is a continuous
function of . The minimal mean absolute error estimator (MMAEE) is the conditional median
estimator (CmE) A

0(X) = mediangeo{/f(0|X)},

where
mediangeo {f(0]X)} = minfu /_ " 01X)d0 = 1/2) (33)
= winfu: [ gosem - [T ramsown). e

The median of a density separates the density into two halves of equal mass (Fig. 16). When
F(0|z) is strictly increasing over © the "min” in the definition of the median is not necessary -
but it may be required when there are regions of © where the density f(6|z) is equal to zero. If
f(0]X) is continuous in ¢ the CmE also satisfies an orthogonality condition:

Elsgn(6 — 0(X))g(X)] = 0,

and thus for minimum MAE estimation it is the sign of the optimum estimation error that is
orthogonal to any function of the data sample.

Proof: Let 0,, = median of f(0]X).

Then by definition of median for continuous densities

Elsgn0 —0n) | X] = [ sgn(6— 0,(X) f(6)X)ds
e)
= [ gexds— [ pelxa
9>0m(£) GSHTIL(X)
=0
Step 1: show orthogonality condition:

Elsgn(0 — 0m)g(X)] = E[ Elsgn(6 — 0,m)|X] 9(X)]

=0
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f(0]x)

1/2 area

D>

CmE

Figure 16: Conditional median estimator minimizes MAE

Step 2: for @ arbitrary we have (apply “useful formula” below)

MAE®#) = E[|0— 0y +0, —0]]

= E[0 — 0| + Elsgn(d — 0)A]
N———

=0

+E [sgn(a+ A) —sgn(a)](a + A)

-

g

>[sgn(a+A)—1](a+A)>0

> E[6 — O]

Useful formula: |a + A] = |a| + sgn(a)A + [sgn(a + A) — sgn(a)](a + A)

5.2.3 MINIMUM MEAN UNIFORM ERROR ESTIMATION

Unlike the MSE or MAE, the MUE penalizes only those errors that exceed a tolerance level € > 0
and this penalty is uniform. For small € the optimal estimator is the mazimum a posteriori (MAP)
estimator, which is also called the posterior mode estimator (Fig. 17)

0(X) = argmaxyee{f(0|X)} (35)

= argmaxycg {—f(lfrz])c(e) } (36)

= argmaxgee{/f(X]0)f(0)}. (37)
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f(0[x)

6MAP

Figure 17: Maximum o posteriori estimator minimizes P,

Notice that the third line of (37) is best suited to computation of the MAP estimator since it does
not require the marginal f(z), which can be difficult to compute.

Proof:

Assume that € is a small and positive number. The probability that the magnitude estimator error
exceeds € is simply expressed

P.0) = 1—P(|0—0|<e)

= 1-[d 0|)do.
/X /) /{e:wé(mns} J0)

Consider the inner integral (over 6) in the above expression. This is an integral over 6 within a
window, which we call the length 2¢ window, centered at 6. Referring to Fig. 18, it should be
evident to the reader that, if € is sufficiently small, this integral will be maximized by centering the
length 2e window at the value of # that maximizes the integrand f(6|z). This value is of course
the definition of the MAP estimate 6. o

Now that we have seen three different estimator criteria, and their associated optimal estimators,
we make several general remarks.

1. The CmE may not exist for discrete © since the median may not be well defined.

2. Only the CME requires (often difficult) computation of the normalization factor f(z) in the
posterior f(0|z) = f(z[0)f(0)/f(z).

3. Each of these estimators depends on x only through posterior f(6|x).

4. When the posterior is continuous, unimodal, and symmetric then each of the above estimators
are identical (VanTrees [84])! See Fig. 19 for illustration.

5. If T =T(X) is a sufficient statistic the posterior depends on X only through 7'. Indeed, if
f(X|0) = g(T;0)h(X), then by Bayes rule

_ X9 9(T560)(6)
Jo F(X]0)f(0)d0  [o9(T30)f(0)d0

f(01X)
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f(Blx)

D>

Figure 18: Posterior density integrated over window of length 2e

which is only a function of X through T'. Thus, in terms of optimal estimation performance,
one loses nothing by compressing X to a sufficient statistic.

6. The CME has the following linearity property. For any random parameter variables ; and
O2: E[0) + 62| X] = E[0:|X] + E[f2|X]. This property is not shared by the CmE or the MAP
estimator.

5.2.4 BAYES ESTIMATOR EXAMPLES

Here we give four examples of statistical models, priors, and derive their optimal estimators under
various criteria.

These are the examples we will cover (hotlinks on the web version)
* Estimation of width of uniform density

* Estimation of a Gaussian signal

* Estimation of magnitude of Gaussian signal

* Estimation of a binary signal in Gaussian noise
Example 13 ESTIMATION OF WIDTH OF UNIFORM PDF

Consider the following motivating problem. A networked computer terminal takes a random
amount of time to connect to another terminal after sending a connection request at time ¢t = 0.
You, the user, wish to schedule a transaction with a potential client as soon as possible after
sending the request. However, if your machine does not connect within the scheduled time then
your client will go elsewhere. If one assumes that the connection delay is a random variable X
that is uniformly distributed over the time interval [0, 6] you can assure your client that the delay
will not exceed #. The problem is that you do not know 6 so it must be estimated from past
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f(6lx)

Figure 19: Symmetric and continuous posterior density

experience, e.g., the sequence of previously observed connection delays X,..., X,. By assuming
a prior distribution on 6 an optimal estimate can be obtained using the theory developed above.

So now let’s formulate this in our language of estimation theory.

We assume that, given 6, X1, ..., X,, are conditionally i.i.d. uniform samples each with conditional
density

£(116) = gTog ).

Let’s say that based on your experience with lots of different clients you determine that a reasonable
prior on 6 is

f@)=0¢"? 6>o0.
Figure 20 illustrates these two densities.
We will derive the CME, CmE, and MAP estimators of . There are two steps.
Step 1: Find the posterior f(0|z) = f(z|0)f(0)/f(z)

Fl0)f(6) = (Héf[mi,o@@) (0)

e
— pn-1 I[ﬂfu),oo)(e)‘

where z(;) = max{z;}. Observe that the function (ﬁ:—i is monotone decreasing over 6 > 0 (verify
that the derivative of its logarithm is negative).
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() f(0)

2 (b)

Figure 20: (a) Uniform density of unknown width 0, (b) prior on 6

Furthermore,

= q7n+1(93(1))

where ¢, is the incomplete Euler function
oo
qn () dlef / 0"e0df
xT

which is monotone decreasing. There is a recursive formula for the incomplete Euler function:
G—n—1(x) = % (%ne_x — q,n(a:)), n=0,-1,-2,....

Step 2: find optimal estimator functions:
buar = X

bone = q-n+2(X(1))/q-n+1(X(1))

éCmE = q:71L+1 (%qan(X(l)))-

Note that only the MAP estimator is a simple function of X while the two others require more dif-
ficult computation of integrals g, and/or an inverse function ¢, !. These estimators are illustrated
in Fig. 21 along with the posterior density f(6|z).

Example 14 ESTIMATION OF GAUSSIAN AMPLITUDE
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f(0lx)

A A
eM/\l’ OCMF, ele’i

Figure 21: The estimators CME, CmE and MAP for the width parameter 6 of the underlying uniform density
with prior given by Fig. 20.b.

A very common assumption arising in many signal extraction problems is the assumption of a
Gaussian distributed signal observed in additive Gaussian noise. For example, a radar target
acquisition system might transmit a pulse to probe for possible targets in a cell located at a
particular point in space. If a strong reflecting target is present at that point then it reflects
some of the energy in the radar pulse back to the radar, resulting in a high energy signal, called a
radar return, at the radar receiver. The amplitude of this signal might contain useful information
about the identity of the target. Estimation of the radar return is complicated by the presence of
ambient noise generated in the radar receiver (thermal noise) or by interference from other sources
(clutter) in the cell. Based on field trials of the radar system prior mean and variances of the
received signal and the noise might be available.

To set this up more formally as an estimation problem we define two jointly Gaussian r.v.s: S, X
with known means, variances, and covariance

E[S] = ps, EIX] = px,
var(S) = 0%, var(X) = 0%

cov(S,X) =posox.

S will play the role of the signal and X will be the measurement. Of course the specific form of
the covariance function will depend on the receiver structure, e.g., it reduces to a simple function
of og and ox for an additive noise model.

The objective is to find an optimal estimator of S given measured X. As in the previous example
the derivation of CME, CmE and MAP estimators is divided into two parts.

Step 1: find the posterior density.

A fundamental fact about jointly Gaussian random variables is that if you condition on one of
the variables then the other variable is also Gaussian, but with different mean and variance equal
to its conditional mean and variance (see Fig. 22 and Exercise 4.25 at the end of chapter). In
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particular, the conditional density of S given X = x is Gaussian with mean parameter
gs
psix () = E[S|X =z2] = ps+ Pa(ﬂf = px),
and variance parameter
ogx = El(S - BIS|X])’|X =a] = (1-p)aE,

so that the conditional density takes the form

foix(slz) = W
N 1eXp{—(‘9_“5|X($))2}
27T0'§,‘X 202‘\){ .

f(slx)

p’slx

Figure 22: The posterior f(s|x) when s,z are jointly Gaussian is a Gaussian density.

Step 2: find the form of the optimal estimators

We immediately note that, as the posterior is continuous, symmetric and unimodal, the MAP,
CME, and CmE estimators are of identical form. Bringing out the explicit dependency of the
estimator S on the observed realization x we have:

S(x) = pg)x(z) = linear in x.

An interesting special case, relevant to the radar example discussed above, is the independent
additive noise model where X = S + V. For this case 0% = 0% + 0%, p*> = 0%/(0% + 0%) and
therefore

2
~ o
S(x) = —|—7Sm— .
@) = w5t gy @)
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We can easily derive the performance of the optimal estimator under the MSE criterion
Minimum MSE: E[(S — §)?] = (1 — p?)o?.

A little more work produces expressions for the performances of this optimal estimator under the
MAE and Pe (MUE) criteria:

Minimum MAE: E[|S — S]] = m \/g

Minimum Pe: P(|S — S| > ¢) =1 — erf (e/ 2(1 - pz)ag)
Example 15 Estimation of magnitude of Gaussian signal

Now we change Example 14 a little bit. What if the radar operator was only interested in the energy
of the received signal and not its sign (phase)? Then the proper objective would be to estimate the
magnitude |S| instead of the magnitude and phase S. Of course, an ad hoc estimation procedure
would be to simply take the previously derived estimator S and use its magnitude |§ | to estimate
|S| but is this the best we can do?

Let’s see what the form of the best estimators of |S| are.
Again we define two jointly Gaussian r.v.s: S, X with means, variances, and covariance
E[S] = ps, E[X] = px,
var(S) = 0%, var(X) = 0%,
cov(S,X)=posox.
Now the objective is to estimate the random variable Y = |S| based on X. Note: the pair Y, X no
longer obeys a jointly Gaussian model. But, using first principles, we can easily derive the optimal

estimators. The first step is to compute the posterior density fy x.

Y

y=Is]

-s-A s s stA

Figure 23: Illustration of the method of differentials for finding conditional density of Y = |S| given X from
the probability P(y <Y <y + AlX =) = fyx(ylr)A, 0 <A< 1.
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Since we know fg|x from the previous example this is a simple transformation of variables problem
of elementary probability. We use the method of differentials (see Fig. 23) to obtain the following
relation, valid for small A

frix(ylz)A = fsx (ylz)A + fgx (—ylx)A, y >0,

or more explicitly

fY\X(y’x> =

L (e _@—”SW} N {_WSXW}) , N
m< p{ 20% +exp 202 ¢ 0.00) (4)- (38)

Figure 24: Posterior density of Y = |S| given X

Unlike Example 14 this posterior density, shown in Fig. 24 is no longer symmetric in y. Hence we
expect the CME, CmE, and MAP estimators to be different.

The CME can be derived in explicit closed form by integration over y € [0,00) of the function
yfy|x (y|r) specified in (38)

Y — ’,U/S‘X ('1)| \/5 _ 2/20_2
Y = FYIX = = fl 2= ) 4 /= Hs/2951x
CME(x> [ ‘ 95] ‘Mspc(@} er ( 5 \/5 0s|x €

On the other hand, by investigating the MMAE equation fY fy|X(y\x dy = fo fyix (ylz)dy it is
easily seen that the CmE can only be implicitly given as the solution Y = Yemp of the following

o Y — pgix (@) o V+pgix(@)) _ 1
f( osix V2 )+ f( osix V2 ) 2
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Finally, as fy|x(y|z) is concave and smooth in y, the MAP estimator Y = Yumap occurs at a
stationary point in y of the so called “MAP equation”

_ Of(ylx)

0 By

Using (38) this yields

Y- )’ Y 2))?
g f

Y(ﬂﬁ) = pgx () A = - .
| exp {_ (Y—;:Q\x(m))z } + exp {_ (Y+;:gx(x)>2 }
S|X S|x

f(ylx)

CmE

CME

IS
n

yix

Figure 25: Three optimal estimators of Y = |S| when S, X are jointly Gaussian.

The above optimal estimators are illustrated in Fig. 25. It can be verified that as ugx / o5 x — 00
all three estimators converge to an identical limit:

~

V(@) = |pspx ()]

This limiting case occurs since the posterior density becomes a dirac delta function concentrated
at y = pg)y(r) as pgx/osx — 0o. Observe that none of these estimators of |S| are given by
|S| where S is the corresponding MAP/CME/CmE estimate of S derived in Example 14. This
illustrates an important fact: estimation of random parameters is not invariant to functional
transformation,

Example 16 Estimation of sign of Gaussian signal

Above we derived optimal estimators for magnitude of a Gaussian random variable based on
Gaussian observations. Well, how about when only the phase is of interest, e.g., when the radar
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operator wants to estimate the sign as opposed to the magnitude of the signal? We treat a
simplified version of this problem in this example.

Assume that the model for the observation is
X=0+W

where W is a zero mean Gaussian noise with variance o2 and  is an equally likely binary random
variable: P(# =1) = P(f = —1) = 1, © = {—1,1}. This corresponds to our radar problem when
the prior mean pg is zero (why?) and an additive noise model is assumed.

Here the posterior density is a probability mass function since the signal 6 is discrete valued:
S (x|0)p(0)
flx)

where p(f) = 1/2. For convenience we have eliminated subscripts on densities. Furthermore, as
illustrated in Fig. 26,

p(0lz) =

1 —(z—1)* _
exp 5 , 0=1
— 2102 20
f(lf) = 1 SCau bl I R |

V2mo? eXp 202

Hence

f(x|0=1)3 + f(z]0 = —1)3.

~~

—~

=
I

£(81x)

17 -

Figure 26: The posterior density f(0|z) concentrates mass on the pair of points 6 = £1.

From the following steps we discover that the MAP estimator is a minimum distance decision rule,
i.e., it selects the value 6 as that value of 6 which is closest to the measured value X:

Oviap = argmaxy_; _1 f(X10)
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= argmin(,:l,,l{(X - 9)2}

B 1, X>0
a -1, X<0

On the other hand, the CME estimator is

bome = (PO =1|X)+ (-1)P( = —1|X)
exp (—535 ) —exp (-555)
exp (—()(2;21)2> + exp (—%) .

The MAP and CME estimators are illustrated in Fog. 27. Unfortunately, we cannot derive the
CmE since it is not well defined for discrete valued parameters 6 (why?).

Based on these above examples we make the summary remarks:
1. Different error criteria usually give different optimal estimators.

2. Optimal estimators of random parameters are not invariant to functional transformations.
Specifically, if g(6) is an optimal estimator of g(#) and 6 is an optimal estimator of 6:

9(6) # 9(0)

in general.

78

Figure 27: MAP (light-font sign function) estimator and CME (heavy-font “S” curve) as functions of the
measurement x. Only the MAP estimator gives the correct discrete range of values {—1,1} for 0
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3. When they exist, the CmE and MAP estimators always take values in the parameter space ©.
The values taken by CME may fall outside of ©, e.g., if it is discrete or if it is not a convex set.

4. The “MAP equation” stationary point condition df(0|x)/00 = 0 at § = Oprrap is only useful for
continuous densities that are differentiable and concave in continuous valued parameters 6 (Fig.
28).

\ f1 (6Ix)

I X (: 'S

7/

f3 (BIx)

[e>d
o3

(a>d
S

[«>d

Figure 28: Use of the stationary point MAP equation can fail to find the MAP estimator. In general there
may exist no stationary points of the posterior density (fa, f3). or there may be multiple stationary points of
the posterior density (f1).

5.3 ESTIMATION OF RANDOM VECTOR VALUED PARAMETERS

The problem of estimation of multiple unknown parameters is formulated as estimation of a vector
valued parameter § € © C IRP. When the parameter vector is random we can define a Bayesian
estimation criterion just like in the scalar case considered above. It suffices to optimize a general-
ization of the scalar criterion E[c(6,0)] to handle vector parameter estimation. This turns out to
be quite easy, at least for two of our proposed estimation criteria. Some possible generalizations
of the previous three scalar criteria are (Figs. 29-32)

Estimator total mean squared error MSE:
P

MSE(®) = E[||0 - 013 = > _ El(0; — 6:)%).
i=1
Estimator total mean absolute error (MAE):
P
MAE(®) = (|0~ 6]l1] = Y Ell6; — 6:]].
i=1

Estimator maximum error probability:

Pe(é) =1- P(HQ_QHOO <e),
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where ||Q — 0]|co = maxj=1,. p |é2 — 6;| is the lo norm of the error vector H—0. Similarly to the
scalar case, this error probability can be expressed as the statistical expectation of a uniform error
criterion, taking value 0 inside a cube shaped region of edge length 2e.

o
#’l"’ll,t',
L
S
ol
AR
AR,
St
et
S

{0
A
0‘:%
o
%
o

:’:’0
e
":" (K

<L
o3
Feos

Figure 29: Squared error criterion c(6,0) for which E[c(0,0)] is the total mean squared error.

The MAE criterion, also known as total variation norm, does not often lead to unique optimal
vector-valued estimators. Although the total variation norm has been of substantial recent interest,
in our introductory treatment only MSE and P. will be discussed.

5.3.1 VECTOR SQUARED ERROR

As MSE(f) =
the minimum of each component MSE(#;), i = 1,...,p. Hence, we have the nice result that the
vector minimum MSE estimator is simply the vector of scalar CME’s for each component:

P MSE(6;) is an additive function, the minimum MSE vector estimator attains

A~

El6:1]X]
bome = E[BIX]= :
E[6,] X]

As in the case of scalar estimation the minimum MSE estimator is the center of mass of the
multivariate posterior density (Figs. 33-34).

5.3.2 VECTOR UNIFORM ERROR

For small € the minimum mean uniform error (P,) is attained by the vector MAP estimator which
has form similar to the scalar MAP estimator

QMAP = argmaxycef(0|7).
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Figure 30: Absolute error criterion c¢(0,0) for which E[c(6,0)] is the total mean absolute error.

Figure 31: Uniform error criterion for which E[c(0,8)] is the maximum probability of error.
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Squared error Absolute error Uniform error

Figure 32: Constant contours of the three error criteria in 29-30.

f(8Ix)

002y
0.015{.
0.014. -
0.005{. -

60

Bivariate posterior density of two unknown parameters. Optimal estimates shown in Fig. 34.
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éCME

éMAP

Figure 34: Vector MAP estimate and CME for bivariate posterior illustrated in Fig. 35. The MAP estimate
occurs at the global mazimum of the posterior while the CME occurs at the center of mass.

5.4 ESTIMATION OF NON-RANDOM PARAMETERS

To estimate random parameters one has a prior distribution and we can define a global estimation
error criterion, the Bayes risk, which depends on the prior but not on any particular value of the
parameter. In non-random parameter estimation there is no prior distribution. One can of course
look at the problem of estimation of non-random parameters as estimation of random parameters
conditioned on the value of the parameter, which we could call the true value. However, the
formulation of optimal non-random parameter estimation requires a completely different approach.
This is because if we do not have a prior distribution on the parameter virtually any reasonable
estimation error criterion will be local, i.e., it will depend on the true parameter value. Thus
we will need to define weaker properties than minimum risk, such as unbiasedness, that a good
estimator of non-random parameters should have.

As before we first consider estimation of scalar non-random parameters 6. In this case it does not
make sense to use the conditional density notation f(z|f) and we revert to the alternative notation
for the model fy(z) = f(z;0).

So, what are some possible design criteria for estimators of scalar real #7 One could try to minimize
MSE, defined as .
MSEy = Fy[(6 — 6)?].

Here we encounter a difficulty: if the true value 0 is 6y, the constant estimator 6 = ¢ attains 0
MSE when 6, = ¢ (Fig. 35).

5.4.1 SCALAR ESTIMATION CRITERIA FOR NON-RANDOM PARAMETERS

Some possible scalar criteria for designing good estimators are the minimax criteria.
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MSEg

Figure 35: MSE curve as function of 0 for trivial estimator 6=0, of non-random parameter.

1. Minimize worst case MSE. Choose 6 to minimize

max MSEy () = max Ey[(0 — 6)7]
2. Minimize worst case estimator error probability:

meaXPe = mgung(\é — 0] >¢€)

If we would be satisfied by minimizing an upper bound on max P,, then we could invoke Tchebychev
inequality

X Eyll0 — 02
Py(f— 0] > o) < Zell0 — 6]

39
< 2l (39)
and focus on minimizing the worst case MSE. There is a large literature on minimax MSE esti-
mation, see for example [47], but the mathematical level necessary to develop this theory is too
advanced for an introductory treatment. We will not consider minimax estimation further in this

book.

We next give several weaker conditions that a good estimator should satisfy, namely consistency
and unbiasedness.

Definition: 6, = 0(X1,...,X,) is said to be (weakly) consistent if for all 0 and all € > 0

lim Py(|0, — 0] >€) =0

n—oo
This means that én converges in probability to the true parameter 6. It also means that the pdf
of the estimator concentrates about 6 (Fig. 36). Furthermore, by the Tchebychev inequality (39),
if MSE goes to zero as n — oo then 6, is consistent. As the MSE is usually easier to derive than
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£(8; )

2¢e

D

Figure 36: Density f(é; 0) ofé measures concentration ofé about true parameter 0

P,, showing that MSE converges to zero is the typical way that one shows that an estimator is
consistent.

For an estimator § define the estimator bias at a point 0 to be
bo(0) = Egld] — 6.

Likewise the estimator variance is

varg(0) = Ep[(0 — Ey[0])°].

85

Here the reader should recall the definition of the expectation operator Ey: Eg[g(X)] = [ g9(x) f(x;0)dz,

where X is a r.v. with density f(x;0). As compared to the Bayes expectation FE[g(X)] used for
random parameters, this expectation acts like a conditional expectation given a specific value of
0.

It is natural to require that a good estimator be unbiased, i.e., bg(é) = 0 for all § € ©. This
suggests a reasonable design approach: constrain the class of admissible estimators to be unbiased
and try to find one that minimizes variance over this class. In some cases such an approach leads
to a really good, in fact optimal, unbiased estimator called a UMVU estimator (Fig. 37). A caveat
to the reader is necessary however: there exist situations where unbiasedness is not a desirable
property to impose on an estimator. For example there are models for which no unbiased estimator
of the model parameter exists and others for which the biased estimator has unreasonably high
MSE, see Exercises at the end of this chapter and [67, Sec. 7.11, 7.15].

Definition: 6 is said to be a uniform minimum variance unbiased (UMVU) estimator if for all

0 € © it has less variance than any other unbiased estimator 6. Thus a UMVU estimator satisfies
varg () < varg(0), 6ec©

Unfortunately, UMV U estimators only rarely exist for finite number n of samples X1, ..., X,,. Thus
one is usually forced to sacrifice the unbiasedness constraint in order to develop good tractable
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vary(8)

VaIe(eA)

Figure 37: A UMVU estimator 0 is an unbiased estimator that has lower variance than any other unbiased

estimator 6

estimation procedures. For such estimators there exists an important relation between MSE,
variance and bias:

MSEy(D) = E5((0— 0)°) = 55[((0— Egld]) + (E5ld] - 0))
= Eol(0 — Eol0)?) + (Eold] —0) +2 Eold — Egld] by(0)
—_———

e =0
by (0)

= varg(d) + bg(é)

The above relation implies that in general, for specified MSE, there always exists a “bias-variance
tradeoff,” at least for good estimators: any reduction in bias comes at the expense of an increase
in variance.

We now get down to the business of defining some general procedures for designing good estimators
of non-random parameters. Two important classes of estimation procedures we will consider are:

* method of moments

* maximum likelihood

5.4.2 METHOD OF MOMENTS (MOM) SCALAR ESTIMATORS
The method of moments is a very natural procedure which consists in finding the parameter that

attains the best match between empirically computed moments and ensemble moments. Specifi-
cally, for positive integer k let my = my(6) be the k-th order ensemble moment of f(z;0):

g = Eg[X*] = / o (22 0)da.
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What if we could find a set of K moments such that some vector function A could be found that
satisfies
0 = h(m1(0),...,mr(0)).

For example, let’s say we could compute a closed form expression g(#) for the k-th ensemble
moment Fy[X*] and found that the function g was invertible. Then if someone only reported the
value my, of this ensemble moment without specifying the 0 for which it was computed we could
recover @ by applying the inverse function

0 =g~ (my).

Since g~! recovers 6 from the ensemble moment of X, if we only have access to an i.i.d. sample

X1,..., X, from f(x;0) it makes sense to estimate # by applying g~! to an estimated moment
such as the empirical average
1= ok
=~y XE

yielding the estimator

0 =g " ().
In many cases it is difficult to find a single ensemble moment that gives an invertible function
of 0. Indeed, using only the k-th moment we may only be able to find a constraint equation
g(0) = 1y that gives several possible solutions 6. In these cases, one can sometimes compute
other ensemble and empirical moments to construct more constraint equations and force a unique
solution. We will explore this approach in the examples below. Next we give some important
asymptotic optimality properties of MOM estimators (see Serfling [72] for proofs).

IMPORTANT PROPERTIES OF MOM ESTIMATORS
1

When the moments my are smooth functions of the parameter # and an inverse function g~
described above, exists:

1. MOM estimators are asymptotically unbiased as n — oo

2. MOM estimators are consistent

Note that MOM estimators are not always unbiased in the finite sample regime. There are, how-
ever, some inherent difficulties that one sometimes encounters with MOM which are summarized
below.

1. MOM estimator is not unique, i.e., it depends on what order moment is used.

2. MOM is inapplicable in cases where moments do not exist (e.g. Cauchy p.d.f.) or are unstable.

An alternative to MOM which can sometimes circumvent the existence problem is to match sample
and ensemble fractional moments my, where k is a positive rational number less than one. Fractional
moments can exist when integer moments do not exist and can be quite useful in these situations

73].

Let’s do some examples.

Example 17 X i.i.d. Bernoulli random variables
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Bernoulli measurements arise anytime one deals with (binary) quantized versions of continuous
variables, e.g., thresholded radar signals (“radar return is above or below a threshold”), failure
data, or digital media, e.g., Internet measurements. In these cases the parameter of interest is
typically the probability of success, i.e., the probability that the measured variable is a “logical
1.7

The model is that X = [X1,..., X,,] are i.i.d. with
X~ f(z;0) =01 —0)'"", z=0,1.

Here 6 € [0, 1] or, more specifically, § = P(X; =1), 1 — 0 = P(X; =0).
Objective: find a MOM estimator of 6

Note that for any k > 0 E[XF] = P(X; = 1) = 0 so that all moments are identical and the function
g mapping moments to 6 is the identity map. Thus a MOM estimator of 8 is simply sample mean:

0=0X.

It is obvious that 6 is unbiased since Ej [X] = my1 = 6. Furthermore, it has variance taking a
maximum at § = 3 (Fig. 38)

varg(X) = (ma —m?)/n = 60(1 — ) /n.

12 1

Figure 38: Variance of MOM estimator of probability of success of Bernoulli r.v.

Reiterating, for this Bernoulli example the order of the moment used in the moment matching
process leads to identical MOM estimators. This behavior of MOM is very unusual.

Example 18 X i.i.d. Poisson random variables

Poisson measurements are ubiquitous in many scenarios where there are counting measurements.
For example, in positron emission tomography (PET) the decay of an isotope in a particular spatial
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location within a patient’s body produces a gamma ray which is registered as a single ”count” on
a detector. The temporal record of the times at which these counts are registered on the detector
forms a Poisson process [75]. The total number of counts registered over a finite time interval
is a Poisson random variable with rate parameter determined by the mean concentration of the
isotope. The objective of a PET system is to reconstruct, i.e., estimate, the distribution of rates
over the imaging volume. The Poisson distribution is also frequently used as a model for the
number of components or degrees of freedom generating the measured values. For example, the
number of molecules in a mass spectroscopy measurement, the number of atoms in a molecule, or
the number of targets in a cell detected by a radar.

Again assuming i.i.d. measurements, the model for each data sample is
x

Xiwp(q:;ﬂ):ge_e, r=0,1,2,...,

where 6 > 0 is the unknown rate. It is readily verified that the mean m; is equal to 6. Therefore,
like in the Bernoulli example a MOM estimator of 6 is the sample mean

0, = X.

Alternatively, as the second moment satisfies mo = 6462, another MOM estimator is the (positive)
value of 0, which satisfies the equation : 6y + 03 = 1 37" | X2 := X2, ie.

1+ V14+4X2
0y = 5 .

As yet another example, we can express mg as mg = 0 +m? or § = mg — m? = varg(X;). Hence,
a MOM estimator is

n
ég =X2— Yz =n! Z(XZ — Y)Q
i=1

Among all of these MOM estimators only the sample mean estimator is unbiased for finite n:

Eg(61) =0,  varg(6) = 0/n,
A -1 .
Eo(B) = “——0,  varg(fs) ~ (26% +0)/n.

Closed form expressions for bias and variance of 05 do not exist.
You should notice that 6; compares favorably to 6 since it has both lower bias and lower variance.

We make the following observations.

1. 6, is unbiased for all n.
2. ég, 93 are asymptotically unbiased as n — oc.

3. Consistency of 61 and 0 is directly verifiable from the above expressions for mean and variance
and Thebychev’s inequality.
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5.4.3 MAXIMUM LIKELITHOOD (ML) SCALAR ESTIMATORS

Maximum likelihood (ML) is arguably the most commonly adopted parametric estimation principle
in signal processing. This is undoubtedly due to the fact that, unlike other methods, ML usually
results in unique estimators and is straightforward to apply to almost all problems.

For a measurement X = z we define the “likelihood function” for 6

L(0) = f(z;0)

and the log-likelihood function
1(0) = In f(z;0).

These should be viewed as functions of € for a fixed value of z (Fig. 39). Readers may find it strange
that the z-dependence of the functions L(#) and [(#) is not indicated explicitly. This convention of
dropping such dependencies to clarify the “working” variable § is common in statistics and signal
processing.

8x)  O(xp

Figure 39: The likelihood function for 6

The ML estimator 6 is defined as the value of # which causes the data z to become "most likely,”
i.e., § makes it most likely that x was generated from f(z;0). Mathematically, we have the
equivalent definitions

0 = argmaxycef(X;0)
= argmaxgcgL(6)

= argmaxycgl(f).

In fact the ML estimate can be found by maximizing any monotone increasing function of L(6).
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Important properties of ML estimators for smooth likelihoods (Ibragimov and Has'minskii [32],
Serfling [72]) are

MLE property 1. MLE’s are asymptotically unbiased. The proof requires additional technical
conditions.

MLE property 2. MLE’s are consistent. The proof requires additional technical conditions.

MLE property 3. Unlike many other estimators, e.g. MAP and UMVUE estimators, MLE’s are
invariant to any transformation of the parameters, i.e.,

p=90) = ¢=g().

This is easy to see for monotone transformations (Fig. 40) but in fact it applies to arbitrary
transformations (See exercises).

f(x;0)

2(6)

¢=g®) |

Figure 40: Invariance of MLE to functional transformation g
MLE property 4: MLE’s are asymptotically UMVU in the sense that

- 1
nl;ngo nvarg(f) = i)

where F} is a quantity known as the Fisher information, which will be introduced soon, and 1/F;
specifies the fastest possible asymptotic rate of decay of any unbiased estimator’s variance. The
proof requires additional technical conditions.

MLE property 5: MLE’s are asymptotically Gaussian in the sense

Vv, —0) = Z, (id.)

where Z ~ N(0,1/F;(0)). Here the notation i.d. denotes convergence in distribution. This
means that the cumulative distribution function (cdf) of /n(6, — @) converges to the (standard
normal) cdf of Z. The proof requires additional technical conditions.
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MLE property 6: The MLE is equivalent to the MAP estimator for a uniform prior f(6) = c.

MLE property 7: If the MLE is unique, the MLE is a function of the data only through the
sufficient statistic.

Now let’s go back and revisit our MOM examples with the MLE in mind.
Example 19 X i.i.d. Bernoulli random variables

We can solve for the MLE in two ways: (1) considering the entire observation X; and (2) consid-
ering only a sufficient statistic T'(X).

1. With the entire observation X = x the likelihood function is the product
n
L(0) = f(x;0) = [J 0™ (1 — )" ™.
i=1

Is is convenient to rewrite this in the form
L) = 0Xi=1%i(1 — gy~ Tiza
= 9””’7(1 — 9)"‘”567. (40)

As this function smooth and concave in 6, differentiation with respect to € yields a stationary
point condition, the "ML equation,” for the MLE 6

0

_ 0 by = | =0T 00— 7)
0= 89Af(7’0) -

f(z36).

Solving the equation (1 — 0)7; — (1 — T;) = 0 we obtain the MLE
0=X, (41)

which is identical to the MOM estimator obtained above.

2. Using the Fisher factorization (28) on the p.d.f. (40) of X it is easily seen that T'(X) =
o, X, is a sufficient statistic for 6. The distribution of 7' is binomial with parameter 6:

o) = (7)o -0 1=00m

where the subscript 1" on the density of T' is to clarify that this is the p.d.f. of the r.v. T.
Identification of ¢ = nX reveals that this is of exactly the same form, except for a constant
multiplication factor, as (40). The ML equation is therefore the same as before and we obtain
the identical MLE estimator (41).

Example 20 X i.i.d. Poisson random variables

To find the MLE of the rate parameter 6 express the density of the samples as:

(Mﬂzﬂw

i=1 "

—0

(&
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The likelihood function L(6) = f(z;#) has to be maximized over 6 to produce the MLE. It is more
convenient to deal with the log likelihood

Oy = argmaxg. o In L(0)

and we have

1(0) = Inf(z;0)

n
0%k _,
= In H me
k=1
n n
= Zwk Inf —nb — Zlnxk!
k=1 k=1

N
constant in 6
= z;n Inf —nb + ¢,

where ¢ is an irrelevant constant.

It is easily verified (look at second derivative) that the log-likelihood /(f) is a smooth strictly
concave function of 6. Thus the MLE is the unique solution § = 6 of the equation

nr;

0=0Inf/00 =

—n.

We find that the MLE is identical to the first MOM estimator we found for this problem:

0=X,
which we know is unbiased with variance equal to 6.

Let’s check the asymptotic Gaussian property of the MLE for Examples 19 and 20. Write

Va(X—6) = va (;Zw - e))

=1
- \/15 SO —0).
=1

By the central limit theorem (CLT), this converges in distribution to a Gaussian r.v.

Eplvn(X —6)] = 0

varg(v/n(X —60)) = @.

5.4.4 SCALAR CRAMER-RAO BOUND (CRB) ON ESTIMATOR VARIANCE

The CRB can be defined for both random and non-random parameters. However the CRB is more
useful for non-random parameters as it can be used to establish optimality or near optimality of
an unbiased candidate estimator. Unlike the non-random case, for random parameters the optimal
estimator and its MSE are functions of the known joint density of # and X. Thus there exist more
accurate alternatives to the CRB for approximating estimator MSE, most of which boil down to
approximating an integral representation of the minimum mean squared error. We therefore focus
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our energies on the CRB for non-random parameters - the interested reader can refer to [84] for
the random case.

Define the Fisher information F'(0) associated with a scalar parameter 6 as

(5 w0 9))2] .

The CRB quantifies the role of the Fisher information as a measure of the instrinsic estimability
an unknown parameter # given an observation X and knowledge of its parametric density f(X;6).

F) = Ey

The Cramér-Rao Lower Bound Let § € © be a non-random scalar and assume:
1. © is an open subset, e.g. (a,b), of R.
2. f(z;0) is smooth (Ibragimov and Has'minskii [32]) and differentiable in 6.

For any unbiased estimator 0 of 8 we have the following

varg(6) > 1/F(6), (42)
where “="is attained iff for some non-random scalar kg
) .
o5 InF(:0) = ko(6— 6). (43)

Here kg is a constant that can depend on 6 but not on x. The quantity 1/F(0) is the Cramér-Rao
bound (CRB). When the CRB is attainable it is said to be a tight bound and (43) is called the
CRB tightness condition.

The Fisher information (??) can be expressed in an equivalent forms [84]:

82
FO) = ~Bn | g W (X:0)
This latter second derivative form of the Fisher information can be used to show that the scalar
kg in the tightness condition (43) is in fact equal to F'(f). To see this simply differentiate both
sides of the equation (43), take expectations, and use the fact that 6 is unbiased.

Before going on to some examples, we provide a simple derivation of the scalar CRB here. A more
detailed proof of the more general vector parameter CRB will be given later. There are three
steps to the derivation of the scalar CRB - assuming that interchange of the order of integration
and differentiation is valid. The first step is to notice that the mean of the derivative of the
log-likelihood is equal to zero:

Egl0In f5(X)/00) = Eq {W]

P
= /aefe(:r)dw
P
- = / fol) dz
=1

=0

94
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The second step is to show that the correlation between the derivative of the log-likelihood and
the estimator is a constant:

El(0X) — Eald)(@1os o()/00)] = [(0(o) ~ Eald) 5 ola)ds

—_

Where we have used the result of step 1 in line 2 above. Finally, apply the Cauchy-Schwarz (CS)
inequality E2[UV] < E[U?|E[V?] to obtain:

~

X)
X)

E[6]) (910 f5(X)/00)]
E[0])?] - Ep[(91n fo(X)/00)°]
= varg(0) - F(6).

L= Bl -
< Ep| -

(o
(o

Equality occurs in the CS inequality if and only if U = kV for some non-random constant k. This
gives (42) and completes the derivation of the CRB.

To illustrate the CRB let’s go back and reconsider one of the previous examples.
Example 21 CRB for the Poisson rate

Assume again that X = [X1,..., X,] is a vector of i.i.d. Poisson random variables

€T

X,»wf(x;@):ge_e, r=0,1,2,...

To find the CRB we must first compute the Fisher information. Start with

n n
In f(z;0) = Zxklnﬁ—nG— Zlnxk! ,
k=1 k=1
——
constant in 6

and differentiate twice

Oln f(z;0)/00 = %Z:ﬂk—n (44)
k=1
9% f(z;:0)/00> = —6712 zn:g:k (45)
k=1

Therefore, as E[Y";_; Xj] = n#, the Fisher information given the n i.i.d. samples is
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It is useful to make the following key observations.

Observation 1: From example (18) we know that the sample mean X is unbiased and has vary(X) =
0/n. This is equal to the CRB and we conclude the CRB is tight.

Observation 2: In fact we could have concluded by inspection that the unbiased estimator X
achieves the CRB; i.e., without having to explicitly compute its variance and compare to one
over the Fisher information. This follows from the fact that equation (44) implies that the CRB
tightness condition (43) is satisfied:

Ol f(X;60)/00 = > Xp—n= —0). (46)

Furthermore, once tightness is established in this fashion the variance of X can be computed by
computing the CRB. This indirect method can sometimes be simpler than direct computation of
estimator variance.

Observation 3: the expectation of the right hand side of (46) is zero since 0 is unbiased. This
implies that
Ep [0l f(X;0)/00) = 0.

The interpretation is that the gradient at 6 of the log-likelihood is an unbiased estimator of zero
when 0 is the true parameter, i.e. the parameter appearing in the subscript of the expectation. This
relation is generally true: it holds for any density satisfying the differentiability and smoothness
conditions [32]) sufficient for existence of the CRB.

GENERAL PROPERTIES OF THE SCALAR CRB

Property 1. The Fisher information is a measure of the average (negative) curvature of the log
likelihood function In f(z;6) near the true 6 (Kass and Voss [38]) (Fig. 42).

1(68) =1n f(x;0)

curvature

Figure 41: The curvature of the log likelihood function In f(z;0) in the vicinity of true 0

96



STATISTICAL METHODS FOR SIGNAL PROCESSING (©Alfred Hero 2016 97

Property 2. Let F,(0) be the Fisher information for a sample of n i.i.d. measurements Xy, ..., X,,.
Then

Fo(0) = nF (6).

Hence, for smooth likelihood functions of continuous parameters, and unbiased estimators, the

~

variance varg(6) cannot decay faster than order 1/n
Proof of Property 2:
Since X = [X1,..., X,]T are i.i.d.

so that

<

For unbiased estimators, the CRB specifies an unachievable region of variance as a function of
n (Fig. 42). Good unbiased estimators § = 0(X1,...,X,,) of scalar continuous parameters have

~

variance that behaves as varg(6) = O(1/n).

Property 3. If 6 is unbiased and varg(é) attains the CRB for all 0, 0 is said to be an efficient
estimator. Efficient estimators are always UMVU (but not conversely, e.g., see counterexample in
[67, Ch 9]). Furthermore, if an estimator is asymptotically unbiased and its variance decays with
optimal rate constant

~

lim by(0) = 0, ILm nvarg(0) = 1/F1(0),

n—oo

where [} is the Fisher information given a single sample X;, then 0 is said to be asymptotically
efficient.

Exponential families play a special role with regard to efficiency. In particular, if X is a sample from
a density in the exponential family with scalar parameter 6 having the mean value parameterization
(recall discussion in Sec. 4.6.1) then (See exercise 4.32)

0 = Ep[t(X)] (47)
F(0) = 1/varg(t(X)), (48)
where F'(0) is the Fisher information given the sample X. Therefore, if one has an i.i.d. sample

X = [X1,...,X,]T from such a density then 6§ = n~! Yo t(X;) is an unbiased and efficient
estimator of 6.
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vare(é)

Figure 42: The CRB defines an unachievable region of variance which is under the CRB curve, indicated by
the unshaded area. Good unbiased estimators of continuous parameters have variance that decays as 1/n.

Somewhat surprisingly, the next property states that efficient estimators can exist only when the
sample comes from an exponential family with mean value parameterization.

Property 4. Efficient estimators for 6 can only exist when the underlying model is in an exponential
family, defined in Sec. 4.6.1:

f(x:6) = a(B)b(a)e ).

and when Ey[t(X)] = 6, i.e., the density is in its mean value parameterization.
Proof of Property 4:
Without loss of generality we specialize to the case of a single sample n = 1 and © = (—o0, 00).

Recall the condition for equality in the CR bound to be achieved by an estimator 0 is that the
p.d.f. be expressible as

o f(36) = ho(6— 0). (19)

For fixed 6,, integrate the LHS of condition (49) over 6 € [6,, ¢’
0 b
/ — In f(2;0)d0 = In f(z;0") — In f(x:6,).
9, 00
On the other hand, integrating the RHS of the condition
0’ 0’ 0

ko(d—0)d0 = 6 | kedd— | keOdo.
0o 0o 0o
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Or combining the integrals of RHS and LHS of (49)

We illustrate the above properties with two more examples.
Example 22 Parameter estimation for the exponential density.

A non-negative random variable X has an exponential density with mean 6 if its p.d.f. is of the
form f(z;0) = 0 lexp(—z/0) where § > 0. The exponential random variable is commonly used as
a model for service time or waiting time in networks and other queuing systems. You can easily
verify that this density is in the exponential family specified by a(f) = 07, b(x) = Ijg ) (x),
c(0) = -0~ and t(z) = x. As Ey[X]| = 0 the p.d.f. f(z;0) is in its mean value parametrization
and we conclude that the sample mean X is an unbiased estimator of #. Furthermore, it is efficient
and therefore UMVU when n i.i.d. observations X = [X1,..., X,]T are available.

NOTE: we cannot conclude from the above arguments that 1/X is an efficient estimator of 1/6.
Example 23 X i.i.d., X; ~ N(0,0?)

The Gaussian ”bell curve” distribution arises in so many applications that it has become a standard
model. Use of this model is usually justified by invocation of the Central Limit Theorem as
describing the measurements, or measurement noise, as the sum of many small contributions, e.g.
random atomic collisions, scattered light, aggregation of repeated measurements.

Our first objective will be to find the MLE and CRB for estimating the mean 6 of univariate

Gaussian with known variance 0. As the Gaussian with unknown mean is in the exponential

family we could take the same approach as above to find efficient estimators. But let’s spice things
up and follow an alternative route of trying to tease an efficient estimator out of the tightness

condition in the CRB.
0 = (o) w5 Do)
10) = XP {4 ———= — .
z e P o7 2
In f(z;0) = _n 111(0'2)

5 —EZ(%—Q)Q—FQ

where ¢ is constant. Compute the first derivative

dln f/060 = iz (xp —0)
o
k=1

(@i —0). (50)

5{%\ 3
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Thus the CRB tightness condition (43) is satisfied and we can identify, once again, the sample
mean ¥; as the optimal estimator of the common mean of a Gaussian sample.

We take another derivative of the log-likelihood with respect to 6 and invert it to verify what we
already knew about the variance of the sample mean

varg(X) = 1/F,(0) = o2 /n.
The first inequality is only true since we know that X is efficient.

Note that the leading factor in the tight CRB condition (50) is: kg = V&I’e_l(Y). This is always
true for efficient estimators when ky does not depend on 6.

5.5 ESTIMATION OF MULTIPLE NON-RANDOM PARAMETERS

We now turn the more general problem of many unknown deterministic parameters. This problem
is quite different from the previously studied case of multiple random parameters since there is no
joint posterior density to marginalize. First we arrange all unknown parameters in a vector:

0=1[0,...,05)",

and state the problem as finding a vector valued estimator 0 of 0.

The joint density for the measurements X is written as:
f(:01,...,0,) = f(z;0).

POSSIBLE ESTIMATOR PERFORMANCE CRITERIA

As for a scalar estimator we define the vector estimator bias vector:
be(0) = Ep[0] — 0,
and the symmetric estimator covariance matrix:

covg(d) = Epl(0— E[])(0— E19)"

]
varg(f1)  covg(f1,02) ... covg(6y,6,)
B covg(fa,01) V&I‘g(é ) :
cove(Bp, 61) = o varg(f,)

This matrix is often referred to as the variance-covariance matrix.

In many cases, only the diagonal entries of the estimator covariance matrix, i.e. the component
estimator variances, will be of interest. However, as we will soon see, the entire estimator covariance
matrix is very useful for generalizing the scalar parameter CRB.

We can also define the estimator concentration:

Pyl -] >¢) = / £(6:6)dé
[[6—6]>€

= / R f(z;0)dx
{z:|0(z)—0]|>€}

The first order of business is to extend the CRB to vector parameters, called the matriz CRB.
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5.5.1 MATRIX CRAMER-RAO BOUND (CRB) ON COVARIANCE MATRIX
Let 8 € © be a p x 1 vector and assume:

1. © is an open subset of R?
2. f(z;0) is smooth [32] and differentiable in 6

3. covg(f) and F(6) (defined below) are non-singular matrices

The matrix CRB for vector valued parameters is the following. For any unbiased estimator 0ofo
cove(d) > F(0), (51)

[}

where is attained iff the following is satisfied for some non-random matrix Kg

Voln f(X;0) = Ko(6 — 0). (52)

In the case that this tightness condition (52) is satisfied 0 is said to be an efficient vector estimator-

In the matrix CRB (51) F(0) is the Fisher information matrix, which takes either of two equivalent
forms,

F(0) = B[(Volnf(X:0)) (Vo f(X:0)"]
= B[V} nf(X;0)].

where we have defined the gradient operator

- [ d d ]T
Q — sy A 5
061 00,
and the symmetric Hessian (curvature) operator
o 9?2 9?2
879% 001002 " 060100,
82 82 .
V(% _ | 902000 962
52 ' »
| 90,00, 902 |

The matrix CR Bound (51) has a few more properties than the scalar CRB.

Property 1: The inequality in the matrix bound should be interpreted in the sense of positive
definiteness. Specifically if A, B are p X p matrices

A>B «<— A-B>0,
where A — B > 0 means A — B is non-negative definite. This means that, in particular,
2ZI'(A-B)z>0

for any vector z € IRP, and all eigenvalues of A — B are non-negative. For example, choosing
z=11,0,...,0]": and z = [1,...,1]T, respectively, A > B, A > B implies both

ai; > by, and Zaij > Zbij-
,J ij

101
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However, A > B does NOT mean a;; > b;j in general. A simple counterexample is constructed as
follows. Let 0 < p < 1 and consider

LSXS_}/L},;_]/[; 7|

which has two eigenvalues 1 — p > 0 and 1+ p > 0. Hence A — B > 0 while clearly aj2 = 0 % p.

Property 2: The matrix inequality (51) implies a scalar CRB on the variance of the i-th component
of an unbiased vector estimator 6

varg(0;) > [F~1(0)]ui,

where the right hand side (RHS) denotes the i-th element along the diagonal of the inverse Fisher
information matrix.

Property 3. Fisher information matrix is a measure of the average curvature profile of the log
likelihood near 6

Property 4. Let F,,(€) be the Fisher information for a sample of n i.i.d. measurements Xy, ..., X,.
Then, as in the scalar parameter case,

Hence varg(f) = O(1/n) is also expected for good estimators of multiple unknown continuous
valued parameters.

Property 5. Efficient vector estimators only exist for multiparameter exponential families with
mean value parameterization

f(:6) = a(@)b(r)e EOT 1)

and
Ep[t(X)] = 0.

Furthermore, in this case E[n~' Y% #(X;)] = 6, § = n~ 132" £(X;) is an unbiased efficient
estimator of 6.

Property 6. If an estimator 0 satisfies
Volnf =Kyl —0).

for some non-random matrix Ky then we can immediately conclude:

1. 6 is unbiased since, as shown in proof of the multiple parameter CRB;
Eg[Voln f(X;0)] =0,

2. 6 is efficient and thus its components are UMV U estimators;
3. The covariance of  is given by the inverse Fisher information F(6);
4. Ky is the Fisher information F(f) since

Eg[ViIn f(X,0)] = Eg[V§ Voln f(X,0)] = Eg[Ve{Ks(0 — 0)}]
and, by the chain rule and the unbiasedness of 0

Eg[Vo{Ko(0 — 0)}] = Vo{Ko} Egl(0 — 0)}] + Ko Eg[Vo{(0 — 0)}] = —Ky
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5. The estimator covariance is
covg(0) = K, L

Proof of Matrix CR bound:

There are 3 steps in our derivation, which, with one exception, is a direct generalization of the
proof of the scalar CRB: (1) show that the gradient of the log-likelihood is zero mean; (2) the
correlation between the gradient of the log-likelihood and estimator is constant; (3) the covariance
matrix of the concatenated gradient and estimator error gives a relation between Fisher info and
estimator covariance.

Step 1. Show Ey [VgIn f(X;6)] = 0.

1
:>:E|:(X0)VQfX9:| /V9f$9

= Vg/fa:&

Step 2. By [VoIn f(X;0) (8 — Q)T} ~ 1.

First observe

e e p e 00"

Now putting this together with result of the previous step

Ey [Voln f(X50) (- 0)" ]

= By [Voln f(X:0) 8" ] — Ey [Voln f(X;0)] 67,

-1 =0

Step 3. Define a 2p x 1 random vector U:

00
U= N (X;e)]. (53)

Since any matrix expressed as an outer product of two vectors is non-negative definite

[Vel

Ey [UUT] > 0.
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Using the results of steps 1 and 2, we have

con(é)

I F?B) ]

It only remains to apply the result of Sec. 2.4 to the above partitioned matrix to see that this
implies that

Ep [UUT] = [ > 0.

COVQ(Q) — F_I(Q) > 0.
An alternative, and more direct, way to show this is to let w and y be arbitrary p-vectors and

define v = {Z)} . Then, as vT' Ey [UUT] v >0,

MTCOVQ<Q)Q + 2@Tg + yTF(Q) > 0.

Taking y = —F~*(#) w in the above we obtain

wl'[covg(8) — F~1(8)]w > 0.

It remains to obtain the tightness condition ensuring equality in the CRB. Note first that if
covg() = F~1 then Ey[UU”] necessarily has rank p (see exercises at end of chapter). This can
only happen if the random vector U (53) has p linearly independent components. As covy(¢) and

F(0) have been assumed non-singular, 6 — 6 can have no linear dependencies and neither does
Vo lIn f. Hence it can only be that
Voln f =Kgf — 0

for some non-random matrix Kg. In other words the gradient of the log likelihood lies in the span
of the estimator errors. o

We move on to generalizations of MOM and ML estimators to the vector parameter case.

5.5.2 METHODS OF MOMENTS (MOM) VECTOR ESTIMATION

Let mj = my(@) be the k-th order moment of f(z;6). The vector MOM estimation procedure
involves finding K moments such that the vector function of § € R?

9(8) = [ma(0), ..., mx ()]

can be inverted, i.e., there exists a unique value @ satisfying
Q = Q_l(ml, N ,mK).

As in the scalar case, the MOM estimator is constructed by replacing mg with its empirical estimate

>

:gfl(ml,...,mK),

where iy, = L 370 XF
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5.5.3 MAXIMUM LIKELTHOOD (ML) VECTOR ESTIMATION

The vector MLE is an obvious generalization of the scalar MLE

0= argmaxycg f(X; 0).

For smooth likelihood functions, vector MLEs have several key properties ([32]):
1. Vector MLE’s are asymptotically unbiased;
2. Vector MLE’s are consistent;

3. Vector MLE’s are invariant to arbitrary vector transformations;

p=g(0) = ¢=g(0);

4: Vector MLE’s are asymptotically efficient and thus their component estimators are asymptoti-
cally UMVU;

5. Vector MLE’s are asymptotically Gaussian in the sense
Vi, —0) — 2z, (id)

where z ~ N,(0,F;'(0)) and Fy(0) is the single sample Fisher information matrix
Fi(0) = —Ey|Vilogf(X1:0)].

A couple of examples will illustrate these estimators.

Example 24 Joint estimation of mean and variance in a Gaussian sample

This is an extension of Example 23 to the case where both the mean and the variance are unknown.
Assume an i.i.d. sample X = [Xi,...,X,] of Gaussian r.v.s X; ~ N (p,0?). The unknowns are
0= [, 02]'

The log-likelihood function is
n
10) =Inf(2:0) = —5 In(0?) = =5 > (ax —p)’ +c (54)

A. MOM approach to estimation:
We know that m; = i, mo = 0 + 2 and thus

2 2
H=mi, O =12 —Mj.

Hence a MOM estimator of 6 is:

>

=
Q,

_—

Il
=
S
|
B
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As usual we denote
n
X = n! Z X
k=1
n—1,

E-XP = oty -xp="le
k=1

and

is the sample variance.
B. ML approach.

As () (54) is a concave function (verify that —V; In f is positive definite) we can use the likelihood

equation (stationary point condition) for finding =

é > k1 (k= 01)
0 = Vgl f(z;0) = ,
~T iz L (a1 — 6)?

Therefore,

; - - -1
elzﬂ:X’ 02202:77/

52,
n

so that the MLE and MOM estimators are identical.

Let’s consider the performance of the ML/MOM estimator. The bias and covariance are simple
enough to compute (recall that in Sec. 4.4 we showed that (n — 1)s?/o? is Chi square distributed
with n — 1 degrees of freedom):

. A n—1
Eoli] = p,  Eplo?] = ( ) o2
N—_——— n

unbiased

biased

varg(X) = o2 /n;

varg(0?) = (" - 1)2var9(52) — 204 /n <” - 1) .

and

n n

Since the sample mean and sample variance are uncorrelated (recall Sec. 4.4)

o[ a%/n 0
conn® = | 7" ey | )

n

Next we compute the Fisher information matrix by taking the expectation of the Hessian —Vz In f(X;0)

0=[" i | )



STATISTICAL METHODS FOR SIGNAL PROCESSING (©Alfred Hero 2016 107

giving the CR bound

con@= | 7", 0] (57)

Some interesting observations are the following:

Observation 1. MOM and ML estimators derived above have covariances which violate the CR
bound (compare the (2,2) elements of matrices (55) and the RHS of (57)). This is not a contra-
diction since the ML variance estimator is not unbiased!

Observation 2. Consider the bias-corrected estimator of [u, %]

. o2 /n 0
coVQ(Q) = [ 0 204/71 (%)

We conclude that the bias-corrected estimator’s covariance no longer violates the CRB. Indeed,
X is efficient estimator of p since

V&I‘Q(ﬂ) = [Fil]ll = 0'2/71.

2

However, s? is not an efficient estimator of o2 since

VarQ(SQ) > [F_l]gg.
Observation 3. as predicted, the MLE is asymptotically efficient as n — oc.

; o? 0 a2 0 -
nCOVQ(Q) = 0 20_4 (L—l) :| — |: 0 20_4 :| :Fll(g)

n

Observation 4. We can also verify that, as predicted, [, UAQ] is asymptotically Gaussian. It suffices
to consider the following results:

a) f1 and o2 are independent r.v.s;

b) v/n(fi —p) = N(0,0%);

&) Vi(6? — 0%) = o2 /a3y /(n — 1) - 1)
d) x2 ~ N(v,2v), v — oo.

Observation 5. We can easily manipulate the condition for equality in the CR bound to find an
efficient vector estimator (but not of € as originally specified!):

X —p

Veln f(X;0) = Ky ﬁ—(aQ—i—/ﬂ) )
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ko= [ e[ 0]

As the sample moments are unbiased estimates of the ensemble moments, we conclude that X, X2
are efficient estimators of the first moment E[X] = u and second (non-central) moment E[X?] =
0% + 12, respectively.

where

Example 25 Joint estimation of mean vector and covariance matrix in a multivariate Gaussian
sample

This example is a generalization of the univariate Gaussian example, Example 24, to the multi-
variate Gaussian case. We only give the final results here, the detailed derivations are given in

Ch. 13.

The multivariate Gaussian distribution arises in many problems of signal processing, communica-
tions, and machine learning. Sensor array processing was one of the earliest applications of this
distribution in signal processing [33]. In the multivariate Gaussian model the measurements are
a set of n i.i.d. p-dimensional Gaussian vectors, each having mean vector p and p X p covariance
matrix R. In sensor array processing each of these Gaussian random vectors is a single snapshot of
the output of a p-element sensor array and information about the directions of signals propagating
across the array is encoded in p and R. As usual we jointly refer to the unknown parameters in
w1 and R by the parameter vector §. We assume that R is positive definite.

Thus the multivariate Gaussian measurements can be considered as a random p X n matrix formed
from the concatenation of n i.i.d. columns:

X=X .., X,]

where

In terms of X; the mean vector is p = Fp[X;] and the covariance matrix is R = covg(X;). Since
the columns of X are independent its joint density is

i=1

X; 1, R) = ! " Ly X TRYX 58
J(Xs p, )_<(27T)”|R|> exp | =5 Z(f‘_ﬁ) (X5 —p) |- (58)

The objective is to estimate the mean and covariance using the measurement matrix X. The
maximum likelihood estimator of the mean is simply the sample mean

fr=n"" En:L‘
=1

and the maximum likelihood estimator of R is

A~

R=n"! Z(K,- — (X — )"
=1
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These expressions for the ML estimators are derived in Ch. 13 using trace identities and matrix
eigendecompositions to simplify the maximization of (58).

Similarly to the case of univariate Gaussian ML estimates of the mean and variance, these ML
estimators are also method of moments estimators. It can also be shown that both estimators
are asymptotically unbiased and consistent. However, while /i is unbiased, R is biased. A bias
corrected version of the ML covariance estimator is the sample covariance matrix

n

S=m-1)7" Y (X, - X - )T
=1

Derivation of the CR bound on estimator covariance is more difficult than for the univariate Gaus-
sian case. The principal difficulty is that the elements of the covariance matrix R are redundant
and have non-linear dependencies since R is a symmetric positive definite matrix. Nonetheless the
CR bound has been derived. It is known as Bang’s formula [3] in sensor array processing.

Example 26 Joint estimation of class probabilities in a multinomial sample

Consider an experiment where we measure a discrete valued random variable that can take on one
of a number K of possible labels or categories. For such a categorical random variable the actual
labels are arbitrary and only the number K of labels is important. Thus we often map the label to
the integers {1,..., K'}. The multinomial model specifies the probability distribution of different
combinations of labels that are observed in n i.i.d. draws of this random variable.

A common signal processing example where the multinomial model arises is the analog-to-digital
(A/D) converter. An A/D converter takes continuous valued input random variable X and quan-
tizes it to one of K levels aq,...,ax, producing a discrete output Q(X) € {ai,...,ax} whose
value is the level closest to X. When n ii.d. samples {X;}!", are processed through the A/D
converter the empirical histogram of the outputs {Q(X;)}" ; is multinomial distributed.

Another example of the multinomial model arises in the monitoring of computer networks in
which a set of routers and terminals are connected by K links. Over a period of time each link
in the network may intermittently fail and generate a number of dropped packets. If a packet is
dropped independently of other packets the multinomial distribution is a good model for the joint
distribution of the vector recording the number dropped packets over each of the K links, the
so-called count vector [44].

Yet another example of the multinomial model arises in document indexing and retrieval of text
databases. In this context, a document may contain words or other items falling into K possible
word classes or categories. Let the number of words from class k be denoted ny. The bag of words
model summarizes the document by the word count vector and models this vector as multinomial
distributed [50]. A more sophisticated hierarchical model for topically diverse document databases
is described in the next example.

Continuing with the computer network example consider performing an experiment where packets
are transmitted from a source terminal to a destination terminal in a packet switched network like
TCP-IP over the Internet. Assume that for successful transmission the packet must pass through
a fixed set of K links along the source-destination path and that each link drops the packet
randomly. For the i-th transmission define the K-element random indicator vector Z, taking on a
single non-zero value equal to“1” in the k-th place if the packet was dropped and it was the k-th
link that dropped it. Assume that each of the links drops the packet with probability 64, ..., 0k,
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respectively, with Zszl 0r = 1. The number of packets dropped by each link is the vector, called
the empirical histogram,

n
N =[Ny,...,Ng]" = ZZ;‘-
i=1

Assume that the number n = Zle N}, of dropped packets is fixed and assume that the Z,’s are
i.i.d. Under these assumptions the N is multinomial distributed with parameters 0 = [61,. .., 0k]
with probability mass function:

n!

ot L AN
kil - k!

p(N;0) = Po(N1 = ki,...,Nx = kk) =

where k; > 0 are integers satisfying Zfi L ki = n and 0; € [0,1] are cell probabilities satisfying
Zilil 0; = 1.

A MOM estimator of 6 is obtained by matching the first empirical moment /N to the first ensemble
moment Ey[N] = On. This yields the estimator § = N /n, or more explicitly

-5

\QD>

sy
n n

To find the MLE of  we need to proceed with caution. The K parameters 6 live in a K —1 subspace
of R® due to the constraint Zfi 10; = 1. We can find the MLE either by reparameterization of
the problem (see comment at end of this example) or by using Lagrange multipliers. The Lagrange
multiplier method will be adopted here.

To account for the constraint we replace the log-likelihood function with the penalized log-

likelihood function
J(0) = Inp(N;0) — (Ze —1>

where ) is a Lagrange multiplier which will be selected. in order to satisfy the constraint.

Now as J is smooth and concave we set the gradient of J(6) to zero to find the MLE:

K
0=VyJ(@) = Vy [Z NiIn6; — )\92-]

=1

N
- [1—)\,...,NK—)\].
01
Thus R
0 =Ni/\, i=1,....K

Finally, we find A by forcing 6 to satisfy constraint

K K
=1 =1

The solution to this equation gives the MLE and it is identical to the MOM estimator.

Similarly to the previous example the derivation of the CRB is more difficult due to parameter
dependencies; recall that the 6;’s sum to one. The CRB can be derived reparameterizing the multi-
nomial probability mass function by the K —1 linearly independent parameters 61, ...,0x_1, which
determine the remaining parameter by 0 = 1 — Zfi Il 0;, or by using the theory of constrained

CR bounds [23].
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Example 27 Multinomial-Dirichlet models for bag-of-words document processing

This type of distribution is commonly used to model categorical variables such as those that occur
in document indexing and retrieval of text databases that self-organize into hierarchies of topics.
In this context, a document may contain words or other items falling into K possible word classes
or categories, K > 2. Let the number of words from class k in a given document be denoted as
N and the total number of words in the document as n = Zfil Ng. The multinominal bag of
words model summarizes the document by the word count vector N = [Ny, ..., Ng] and assumes
that this vector is multinomial distributed with parameter vector p = [p1,...,px]| (denoted by €
in Example 26). -

In a database of M documents, each document will be governed by a different multinomial pa-
rameter vector, e.g., for the [-th document. Hence, the population of parameter vectors {pl}l 1
might itself be modeled as a set of i.i.d. realizations from a prior distribution f(p;a), where
a = [a1,...,0p] are hyperparameters that specify the prior. The Dirichlet prior distribution has

a particularly simple form
K
o) = i [[

where B(a) = <Hf:1 F(ak)> /T (Zle ozk) is the Beta function and the ay’s are positive. The
Multinomial-Dirichlet model is specified by the joint distribution of N and p

n! N N -1
P(Nl = n1>"'7NK = nK’B7Q)f(£’g) = mlﬁ 1+a1— 1 . .pKK+aK .

The marginal distribution P(N;a) of the word count vector parameterized by « is obtained by
integrating the right hand side over p. The results takes on a remarkably simple closed form
for the marginal due to the fact that the Dirichlet distribution is conjugate to the multinomial
distribution:

with a = S5, ay.

For this model the hyperparameters « are assumed known and are generally application dependent,
e.g., scientific documents, web pages, and news media documents will each have different o’s. The
hyperparameters could also be estimated empirically from the entire database, as we show next.
Assuming there are M documents in the database, let IV, denote the word count vector of the [-th
document and n; are the total number of words in this document. Assume that, conditioned on
P, Ny is multinomial distributed with parameter P, Then, marginalizing the joint distribution of
all the documents over the P, ’s, the likelihood functlon for « is:

I'(a a DN + «
P arla) = H (Hk 1le‘r(nl(+a 1;[ l?@k) k))’ (59)

where n; = Zle Ny is the total word count in the [’th document.

The multinomial-Dirichlet model is an example of a probabilistic graphical model known as a latent
Dirichlet process (LDP) [45]. A topic model takes the LDP approach one step further and models
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the a parameters themselves as being random, e.g., from a mixture of Dirichlet distributions to
capture clusters of documents into different and unknown topic classes. This approach of putting
a prior on hyperparameters can be repeatedly nested to represent deep hierarchies, resulting in a
hierarchical Dirichlet processes (HDP) [82]. For example, a database may contain several general
topics like science, sports, political news, etc, that each subdivide into subtopics and subsubtopics.

5.6 HANDLING NUISANCE PARAMETERS

In many cases only a single parameter ¢; is of direct interest while the other unknowns 65, ...,0,
are nuisance parameters which are not of interest. For example, in the Gaussian example with
both unknown mean and variance, Example 24, the variance may not be of intrinsic interest. In
this example, we found that the estimator covariance is diagonal, which implies that there is no
correlation between the mean parameter estimation errors and the variance parameter estimation
errors. As we will see below, this means that the variance is a rather benign nuisance parameter
since knowledge or lack of knowledge of the variance does not affect the variance of the ML
mean estimator. We divide the discussion of nuisance parameters into the cases of random and
non-random parameters.

CASE I: HANDLING RANDOM NUISANCE PARAMETERS:

For random nuisance parameters the average loss only penalizes #;’s estimation errors. When all
the parameters including 6; are random the average loss is:

Ele(6r,01)] = /@ a6, /X da c(f)(2),0,)f (]61) £(01).

The prior on 6 is computed from the prior on ¢

F(01) = /deg.../dap £(61,04,....6,).

The conditional density of X given 6 is therefore

F(z]0y) = /d92.../dep F@l61,09, .. 0,)F(Ba .., 0,]00), (60)

yielding the posterior on 6

F(O]z) = /deg.../dep £, 6,l2). (61)

The maximization of f(6;|z) over 6; yields the MAP estimator for random nuisance parameters.
When 6; is not random then maximizing f(z[6;) in (60) over 6; yields the maximum likelihood
estimator for random nuisance parameters.

Observe that explicit estimates of the nuisance parameters 6, . . ., 8, are not required to implement
the marginalized likelihood (60) or the posterior distribution (61) of #;. However, integration
(marginalization) of the conditional density over 6s,...,0, is required and this may be quite
difficult especially when p is large. An exception is when the prior distribution of the nuisance
parameters is conjugate to the likelihood function in which case the marginalization yields a closed
form expression for (60). Example 27 provides a good illustration for the case that the multinomial
parameters @ are nuisance parameters and the Dirichlet parameters «, governing the population of
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document word frequency distributions, are the parameters of interest. In this case the marginal
likelihood function (60) for « has the closed form expression (59).

CASE II: HANDLING NON-RANDOM NUISANCE PARAMETERS:

The case of non-random parameters is quite different. The average loss still only penalizes for 0,
estimation errors but nonetheless depends on all unknowns:

BC) = [ c(br(2),62)f(w:0) da.
X
The maximum Likelihood Estimator of ; is simply

0, = argmaxy, <0ma>§ log f(X101,02,... ,Hp)> .
2,..-50p

As compared to the case of random nuisance parameters, which required integration of the lilkeli-
hood function over the nuisance parameters, here we require maximization of the likelihood over
nuisance parameters. In some but not all cases maximization may be easier than integration.
There are also cases where the nuisance parameters do not affect the estimator of the parameter
of interest. Sometimes the maximum likelihood estimator of the parameter of interest is not a
function of the nuisance parameters and thus no estimation or marginalization of these latter pa-
rameters is necessary. The CR bound can be used to explore the effect of nuisance parameters on
estimation performance.

CR BOUND PREDICTIONS FOR NON-RANDOM NUISANCE PARAMETERS

As before let’s say we are interested in unbiased estimation of only the first entry #; in the vector
of unknown parameters 6. Our derivation of the matrix CRB (51) made the explicit assumption
that there existed unbiased estimators of all of the parameters. It turns out that this restriction
is unnecessary when only 6; is of interest (see exercises).

Assume that 0 = [6y,.. .,Gp]T is an unknown parameter vector. The variance of any unbiased
estimator 01 of 01 obeys the lower bound:

~

varg(61) > [[F7H()]]11, (62)

where equality occurs iff there exists a nonrandom vector hy such that
hiVoln f(X;0) = (61 — 0y).
In (62) [[A]];; denotes the ij entry of matrix A, and as before
[ 22U0)  9°U0) 1(0)
007 001002 " 00,00,

)N ()
F(G) - _E 002001 39%

oue . 220
90,00, 90

and [(€) = In f(z; 0).

Let the Fisher matrix be partitioned as
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*a=—FEy[0?In f(X;0)/00?] = Fisher info for §; without nuisance parameters,
* b= —FEp[0Vy,,. 9, In f(X;0)/001] = Fisher coupling of #; to nuisance parameters,
*C = _EQ[V927---,9;7 In f(X;0)] = Fisher info for nuisance parameters.
Using the partitioned matrix inverse identity (2) the RHS of CRB (62) can be expressed as

1

[FHO)]n = T

This gives several insights:

Observation 1: [[F~1(0)]]11 > 1/a = 1/[[F(0)]]11. Thus presence of nuisance parameters can only
degrade estimator performance;

Observation 2: the amount of degradation is directly proportional to the amount of information
coupling between 6; and 60a, ..., 0,;

Observation 3: no degradation occurs when the Fisher matrix is block diagonal;
Example 28 FEstimation of the mean of a Gaussian when the variance is a nuisance parameter.

As in Example 24 assume that n i.i.d. samples {X;}" ; from a N (4, 0?) are available for estimating
the mean 1, where the variance o2 is an unknown non-random nuisance parameter. We saw that,
for any fixed value of o2, the ML estimator /i of y is the sample mean which does not depend on
o2, Furthermore, the 2 x 2 Fisher information matrix was determined to be diagonal, indicating
that there is no information coupling between p and o2 and therefore lack of knowledge of o2
does not cause any performance degradation in . In other words, for the Gaussian model ML
estimation of the mean for unknown non-random o? is easy.

It will be instructive to consider the case of a random nuisance parameter ¢2. There are many

possible choices for the prior on o2 that could be postulated. A natural choice is the inverse-
Gamma prior which is conjugate to the Gaussian distribution with random o2. A simpler choice,
but one that leads to the same type of marginal distribution, is the improper prior: f(o?) propor-
2 over the range 02 > 0. This prior is improper since it is not integrable. However,
the marginalization integral f(X;pu) = [;° f(X|o?, 1) f(c?)do? exists and is equal to the non-
standardized student-t density

tional to o~

n_ (=X
-1 s2 ’

where s? is the sample variance and k,_1 is a normalizing constant depending only on n (see [35,
Eq. 28.70]). The marginalized ML estimator of y, obtained by maximizing f(z; 1) over p is again
the sample mean X, just like in the case of non-random o2.

In summary, the random and non-random approaches to nuisance parameters give the same answer.
This is not always the case.
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BACKGROUND REFERENCES

One of my favorite introductory texts covering estimation theory is the book on mathematical
statistics by Mood, Graybill and Boes [56], mentioned before, which is concise, easy to read,
and has many interesting examples and exercises. Nice books on this subject that focus on the
Bayesian point of view are Ferguson and [19] and DeGroot [17]. A good survey of Bayesian tools
for statistical inference, and estimation in particular, is the book by Tanner [81]. Texts which
have more of an engineering flavor are the now classic book by Van Trees [84], and the more
recent books by Kay [40], Srinath, Rajasekaran and Viswanathan [77], and Scharf [69]. For a more
advanced treatment, requiring some background in real analysis, I like Bickel and Doksum [9],
Lehmann [47], and Ibragimov and Has’minskii [32], and Poor [64].

5.8

4.1
4.2
4.3

4.4

4.5

4.6

4.7

EXERCISES

Prove the formula |a + A| = |a| 4+ sgn(a)A + [sgn(a + A) —sgn(a)](a + A) in Sec. 5.2.2.
Show the equivalence of the two expressions (33) and (34).

Let X = [Xq,..., Xn]T be a vector of i.i.d. r.v.s X; which are uniformly distributed over the
interval (61,62), 01 < 2. Find the maximum likelihood estimator of 6.

Let Z;,i=1,...,n, be a set of i.i.d. random variables each with the alpha density
FelB) = = —— exp (~ 4 la - B/27).
V2P (r)22

L o—v*/2qy, is the standard normal

where 8 > 0 is unknown, « is known and ®(z) = [*_ Worsd
CDF. Assuming that a = 0 and that § has an exponential prior density: f(5) = L e=Blogs,

o8
where o3 > 0 is known. Find an expression for the MAP estimate of 5. What does the MAP
estimate reduce to as o3 — oo (least informative prior)?

Let W;, i = 1,...,n, be a set of zero mean i.i.d. Gaussian random variables with variance

02. Let a be a zero mean Gaussian random variable with variance o2 which is independent
of W;. The objective is to estimate the value of a given the observation

Xi=a+W;, 2=1,....,n

(a) Find the MMSE estimator of a. How does this estimator compare to the MAP and
MMAE estimators of a?

(b) Compute the MSE of the MMSE estimator (Hint: express error as a sum of two in-

dependent r.v.’s to simplify algebra). What happens to the MSE as n — oo or as
SNR = 02 /02 — o0?

Let X = [Xq,... ,Xn]T be a vector of i.i.d. Gaussian r.v.s with mean p and variance o? = uz
(Xi ~ N(p,1?)).

(a) Find a method of moments (MOM) estimator of u based on the first moment.

(b) Find the maximum likelihood estimate of u.

Let X;,i=1,...,n,beani.id. sample from the shifted exponential density f(z;0) = e (z=0),

x > 0, where 0 is an unknown parameter —oo < # < co. Assume that n > 1.

(a) Find a MOM estimator of 6.
(b) Find the ML estimator of 6.
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(¢) Assuming the exponential prior for 6, f(8) = e=?, § > 0, find the MAP estimator, the
MMSE estimator, and the MMAE estimator of 6 given the i.i.d. sample (be careful with
your limits of integration in computing f(#|z)!). What happens to these estimators as
n — oo?

(d) Calculate the MSE of each of the estimators derived in part (c) (assume large n). Verify
that the MMSE estimator has the lowest MSE.

The mean square error of a certain unbiased estimator 0 (x) of the mean of a measured random
variable is equal to 02/2 where 02 = var(z). What if anything does this tell you about the
distribution of  (Hint: what does the CR bound say about distributions that are impossible)?

Available are n i.i.d. samples of a random variable X with density

1 + 3622

f(z;0) =3 10

where —1 <z <1 and 0 > 0.

(a) Is this density in the exponential family?

(b) Is the sample mean a sufficient statistic? If so, prove it for general n. If not, give a
counterexample, e.g. specialize to n = 2.

(c) Find a MOM estimator of 6.
(d) Find the CR bound on estimator variance for any unbiased estimator of 6.

(e) Using either numerical integration (MATLAB) or analysis find the bias and variance of
the MOM estimator and compare to the CR bound for large n (e.g. n = 100).

Let the observation X have conditionally uniform density

5, 0<z<0

s ={ &

o.w.
where 0 is a random variable with density

0 —0), >0
fo(0) = { ex%( )
A useful formula (v >0): [ ue “du= (v+1)e™"

(a) Find the MAP estimator of 6.
(b) Find the minimum mean squared error estimator of 6.

(c¢) Find the minimum mean absolute error estimator of 6.

Let Z be a single observation having density function
fo(z) =(20z+1—-0), 0<z2<1

where —1 <0 <1.

(a) Assuming that 6 is a nonrandom parameter, find and plot the maximum likelihood esti-

mator of § as a function of Z.
(b) Is the ML estimator unbiased? If so does it achieve the CR bound?
(¢) Now assume that 6 is a random variable with uniform prior density: f(0) = i, 0 €

[—1,1]. Find and plot the minimum mean square error estimator of # as a function of Z.
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Compute the bias and MSE for the estimator in part a and the conditional bias E[0]6] — 6
and the conditional MSE E[(0 — 6)2|6] given 6 for the estimator in part c. Plot the two
conditional MSE functions obtained and compare the MSE’s of the two estimators. Does
one estimator perform uniformly better than the other?

412 X = [X1,...,X,)7 is an i.i.d. observation from the Gamma density
X~ f(z]0) = Lxe_le_a” x>0
K3 1—\(9) 9 -

where 6 is an unknown non-negative parameter and I'(f) is the Gamma function. You should
note the useful formulae

(a)
(b)

e+ k)

g O+ O+

F(G):/ ' Ye %dx  and
0

Find the CR bound on unbiased estimators of 6.

Find the first order MOM estimator of 6 by matching ensemble mean to sample mean.
Is your estimator unbiased? Compute the variance of your estimator.

4.13 In this exercise you will establish that UMVUE’s do not always exist. Let Z be a r.v. with
probability mass function

(2) = 0, z=-1
POEI=0 1 -0)20%, 2=0,1,2,...

where 6 € (0,1).

(a)

Define the estimator
A 1, z2=-1
Oo(2) = { 0, 2=0,1,2,...

Show that 6, is an unbiased estimator of 6.

Note that any unbiased estimator 6 can be expressed in the form 6 = 6, + U where
U = U(Z) is a statistic satisfying Ep[U] = 0 (any U satisfying this condition is called
an ancillary statistic). Using this condition and the form for the pmf of Z given above,
establish that U must be of the form U(Z) = aZ for some non-random constant a (Hint:
Z-transform tables may be helpful).

Now find an expression for the variance of an unbiased 6 and show that the value a which
minimizes the variance is a function of . Hence no single unbiased estimator can achieve
minimum variance for all # € (0, 1) and therefore no UMVUE for 6 exists.

Show that a UMVUE for ¢ = (1 — 0)? does exist even though a UMVUE for 6 does not
exist (Hint: define ¢o(z) = 1 for z = 0 and ¢,(z) = 0, otherwise and repeat the steps in
part a through c).

4.14 The observation consists of x1,...,x, i.i.d. samples where z; ~ f(x|f) and
151
falpy={ o7 0TSt
0, 0.w.

where 0, 0 < 8 < co is an unknown parameter.
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(a) Compute the CR bound on unbiased estimators of §. Is there an estimator that achieves
the bound?

(b) Find the maximum likelihood estimator of 6.

(¢) Compute the mean and variance of the maximum likelihood estimator. Specify a function
¢ = g(#) for which the maximum likelihood estimator of ¢ is efficient.

(d) From one of your answers to parts a-c you should be able to derive the following formula

131 ! d—il 1
/o“ “(u) “Sarar 07 h

|7 is ii.d. Gaussian with unknown mean p and variance
2

g~.

(a) Show that the sample mean 7; = n~! Y | 2; and sample variance s> = (n—1)"1 >°1_, (z.—
7;)? are unbiased estimators and that they are uncorrelated and independent random vari-
ables (Hint: show that the Gaussian random variables x; — T; and Z; are uncorrelated
fori=1,...,n).

(b) Using the results of part (a) derive the covariance matrix for the estimator 0= (77,527
(Hint: to save yourself lots of algebra you should represent s?> = s?(z) in terms of o2
and the sample variance s?(2) for z a vector of n i.i.d. zero mean unit variance Gaussian
variables. Then use the representation (ch. 3 of course notes) s?(z) = —- y,—1 and
properties of the Chi square r.v. to find the expression for variance of s?).

(¢) Derive the CR bound on the covariance matrix of any unbiased estimator  of § =
[01,02]" = [, 0%]". Compare to the result of part (b).

Show that if the CR bound is attained with equality then Fy[UU”] has rank p, where U is
given by (53). (Hint: show that the matrix

E@[UUT]Z[ B

has rank p.)

An alternative approach to parameter estimation is called the ”quantile matching method”
and you will explore this method here. Let f(z;60) be a density of the continuous r.v. X pa-
rameterized by the scalar parameter 6 and define the theoretical cdf F(x;0) = [*_ f(u;0)du.
For n ii.d. realizations {X;}!' | from f(z;6) define the empirical cdf as the fraction of X;’s
which are less than or equal to z:

n

Fa) = 23 I (X0)

=1

where 14(y) equals 1 if y € A and zero otherwise (the indicator function of set A).

(a) Derive the mean Ey[F(x)] and covariance covg(E'(x), F(y)) of F'. Show that F(z) is an
asymptotically consistent estimator of F'(z;6).

(b) The quantile matching estimate (QME) 0 is defined as that value of ¢ which minimizes

/ TP t) — F(o)Pda (63)

—00

118



STATISTICAL METHODS FOR SIGNAL PROCESSING (©Alfred Hero 2016

Let 0 be a location parameter: f(z;0) = f(z — 0). Using the definition (63), show that
6 must satisfy the following equation (Hint: use integration by parts):

/_oo flo—0)F(x)dz —1/2 = 0, (64)

Show that if 4 is the unique solution to (64) it is an asymptotically consistent estimator
of § (Hint: for § =t fixed and non-random, compute mean square value of left hand side
of (64) and show that as n — oo it goes to a function of ¢ which equals zero at t = 6).

(c) Using matlab, or other software application of your choice, simulate the QME and the
MLE for the following cases:

i. f(z;6) Gaussian with variance 1 and mean 6.

. f(z;0) = ae‘a(m_e)I[gm) (x) (shifted exponential) with o = 1.

Run the above simulations 50-100 times each for the cases of n = 1,5,10, 15, 20,25
observations, respectively. Using the results of your simulations find and plot as a function
of n: 1) the average mean-squared error for MLE and QME estimators; 2) the average
quantile squared error (63) evaluated at t =  (you should show 4 different plots). Also
generate a couple of representative plots of the objective function (63) as a function
of t for the Gaussian and shifted exponential cases above. Comment on what can be
concluded from your simulation study.

4.18 Available are n i.i.d. samples of a discrete random variable X with probability mass function

4.19

P(X = k) = p(k;0), given by

k—ko
= { ()l ki

)
0, o.w.

where k, is a known non-negative integer and # is unknown with 0 < § < oo. (A potentially
useful identity: > 3% ka* = a/(1 — a)?).

(a) Is this density in the exponential family with mean value parameterization? Find a one
dimensional sufficient statistic for 6.

(b) Find a MOM estimator of 6.

(c) Find the ML estimator of 6.

(d) Find the Fisher information on estimator variance for any unbiased estimator of §. Are
either of the estimators of part (b) or part (c) efficient?

Available is a single measurement of a random variable W. The model for W is
W=01-2)X+2Y,

where Z is Bernoulli with P(Z =0) = P(Z =1) = 1/2, X is Gaussian with zero mean and
variance o2, and Y is Gaussian with mean g and variance o?. Assume that p and o2 are
known and that X,Y, Z are independent.
(a) Find the posterior distribution of Z.

(b) Find the minimum mean squared error estimator of Z. Plot the estimator as a function
of W.

(c¢) Find the MAP estimator of Z. Plot the estimator as a function of W.
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4.20 Let X1, Xo,..., X, beii.d. variables with the standard Pareto density:

4.21

4.22

4.23

—(0+1)
f(x;e):{ec:r , T >cC

0, 0.W.

where ¢ > 0 is known and 6 > 0 is unknown.
(a) Is f(x;0) a member of the exponential family? Why or why not?

(b) Find a one dimensional sufficient statistic for § given X1, Xo,..., X,,.

(c¢) Find the Fisher information and state the CR bound for unbiased estimators of 6.
(d) Derive the maximum likelihood estimator 0 of .
(

e) Is your estimator efficient?

Let X1, X, ..., X, beii.d. variables with the generalized Pareto density:

cx— () 2 >0

f(w;Q)Z{ 0,

0.W.

where ¢ > 0 is known and 6 > 0 is unknown.

(a) Is f(x;0) a member of the exponential family? Why or why not?

(b) Find a one dimensional sufficient statistic for § given X1, Xo, ..., X,,.

(¢) Derive the maximum likelihood estimator 6 of 6.

The posterior density of a scalar parameter § given an observation x = [z1,...,2,]T is a
function of the form f(0|z) = g(T; — #) where 7; is the sample mean and ¢ is an integrable
function satisfying g(—u) = g(u) and ¢(0) > g(u), u # 0. Derive the MAP, CME and CmE
estimators of 6.

The CRB has several generalizations that we explore in this problem for scalar parameters 6
of a density fy(x).

(a) Define the finite difference 6f = (fyon — f9)/A. Show that for any unbiased estimator 0

of non-random 6 .

Eq [(6/0/$0)?]

with equality iff 6fp/fg = k@(é — #) for non-random constant kg. The above bound is
called the Chapman Robbins version of the Barankin bound

(b) Show that the bound of part (a) implies the CRB in the case that 6 is a non-random
continuous parameter and fy is smooth (Hint: take limit as A — 0).

varg(6) >

(c) When 6 is a random variable with prior density p(f) show that

A~

E[(6-6)% =

<=

where

J = E |(3p(6)1X)/p(6] X))’

and dp(0|X) = (p(0 + A|X) —p(A|X))/A. Here the expectation E is taken over both X
and 6.
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4.24 Let g(z;¢1) and h(z;¢2) be densities where ¢1, 2 are unknown scalar parameters. The
arithmetic epsilon mixture model for X is:

fa(;0) = (1 = €)g(z; ¢1) + eh(x; ¢2)

where 0 < € < 1 and 6 = [¢1, ¢2, €]T. The geometric epsilon mixture model for X is:

fol:0) = d(lg) 9" (s 1) o), (65)

where

d(9) = / 9V (s )R (2 o)

is a normalizing constant (related to the Renyi e-divergence between g and h). From this
exercise you will appreciate that the mixture fg is easier to deal with than f 4 for the purposes
of investigating CR bounds, detectors and estimators. Assume that g and h are members of
the exponential family of densities.

(a) Show that the three parameter density fg(z;#) is a member of the exponential family.
Show that fa(x;€) is not a member of this family.

(b) Derive expressions for the six distinct entries of the Fisher information matrix (FIM)
for jointly estimating the parameters § from n i.i.d. observations from fg. An explicit
expression for the FIM does not generally exist for the standard mixture model f4.

(¢) For n ii.d. observations from fg give a condition on the parameter vector § which
guarantees that an efficient estimator exist for 6§, i.e. for which the inverse FIM is an
achievable lower bound on the covariance of unbiased estimators of § (Hint: what is the
mean value parameterization as defined by (32)7).

(d) In the sequel of this exercise we specialize fg to the case of a geometric mixture of two
exponential densities

g(w;0) = ¢prexp(—wp1), h(x;0) = d2exp(—x¢2), (66)
where x, ¢1,¢2 > 0. Derive an expression for d(€). Is the CR bound achievable for this

model?

(e) Let n i.i.d. realizations be available from the geometric mixture fg specified by (65) and
(66). By evaluating the gradient of the likelihood function, find a set of (non-linear)
equations which must be satisfied by the MLE of §. Using these equations, and assuming
that ¢1, ¢o are known, find an explicit expression for the MLE of e.

4.25 Let S and X be jointly Gaussian distributed with means and variances
E[S] = ps, E[X] = px,
var(S) = o2, var(X) = 0%

cov(S,X)=posox.

Specifically the joint density is bivariate Gaussian

1 -1 [(s—ps)”
fsx(s,z) = exp( [ — +
(5) 2rogox\/1 — p? 2(1-p?) o 050X 0%

(a) By integrating the joint density over s, show that the marginal density fx of X is a
univariate Gaussian density with mean parameter px and variance parameter og(.

2p(8 —ps)(z—px) | (z —MX)ZD ‘
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(b) Using the above to show that the conditional density fg|x(s|z) of S given X is univariate
Gaussian with mean and variance parameters

os
psx(z) = MSJFP;@—MX);
ogx = (1—p°)od.

Note that while the mean parameter depends on x the variance parameter is independent
of z.

(c¢) Using this form for the conditional density show the mean and variance parameters are
precisely the conditional mean and variance of S given X = x, respectively.

4.26 A charity box is placed in a mall. The box can only accept quarters. With probability p (a
deterministic quantity), a (good) person would come and place a quarter in the box, thus
incrementing the number of quarters in the box by one. With probability 1 — p, a (bad)
person would come and empty the box, thus setting the number of quarters in the box to
ZEro.

Assuming stationarity, it can be shown that the probability that k quarters will be observed
at the end of the d-th day is

P(T(d)=k) = p"(1-p).

(Notation: T'(d) is the random variable representing the number of quarters in the box at the
end of the d-th day.) In the following you should assume that 7'(1),7'(2),. .., are independent
identically distributed (i.i.d) random variables.

(a) Mazimum Likelihood and Efficiency: To estimate the percentage of good people p, the
box monitor counts the number of quarters in the box at the end of each day, D days in
a row.
e Write down the joint PDF of the vector of number of quarters observed [T'(1),T(2),...,T(D)].
e Find the ML estimator of p given T'(1) = ky, T'(2) = ko, ..., T(D) = kp.
e Is the ML estimator pysy, efficient ?
(b) Method of Moments: Define the the average number of quarters observed as k = % 25:1 kq.

e Find the expected value of the average number of quarters observed E[k| (hint:
Do np" = ﬁ)-
e Based on this result, suggest a method of moments estimator for p.

(¢) Efficiency and the CRB: To investigate how well the charity box is doing, a new measure
is considered v = 1’%}), the ratio of the percentage of good people to the percentage of
bad people, otherwise known as the good-to-bad ratio (GBR).

e Is the ML estimator of the GBR ;. efficient 7

e Find the ML estimator of the GBR /1.

e Find the Cramér-Rao bound (CRB) on the MSE of an unbiased estimator for the
GBR.

e Find the MSE of the ML estimator of the GBR.

4.27 Here you will show that the MLE is invariant to arbitrary functional transformations of the
parameter. Let 6 be a scalar parameter with range © = (—o0, 00), assume the sample X has
j.p-d.f f(z;60), and that there exists a unique MLE 6. Given a transformation g define the
new parameter ¢ = g(0).
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(a) Assume that g is monotone, i.e. g(#) is 1-1 invertible over all ©. Show that the MLE of
@ is

¢ =g(0).
(b) Next assume that ¢ is smooth in the sense of piecewise monotonicity, i.e., there exists a
partition of © into intervals (—oo, 01], (61,02], ..., (6, 00) such that g is monotone over

each of these intervals (M may not be finite). Define the integer function h by: h(0) = k,
if 0 is in the k-th interval, k = 1,..., M + 1. Show that the scalar-to-vector mapping
0 — [g(0),h(0)] is 1-1 invertible.
(¢) Using result of (b) show that the MLE is invariant to piecewise monotone functional
transformation.
Derive the CR bound (62) on the variance of an unbiased scalar estimator 6; of §; when the
rest of the parameters 6y, ...,0, in ¢ are unknown nuisance parameters. Do not assume that
the nuisance parameters have unbiased estimators (Hint: define U = [f; — 6, Vi f(X;0)]"
and proceed as in the proof of the matrix CRB). -

A sequence of measurements Xy, ..., X, are i.i.d. with marginal density

where 6 > 0 is an unknown parameter.

(a) For part (a) and (b) assume that € is non-random. Is this density a member of the
exponential family? Find a one dimensional sufficient statistic for 6.

(b) Find the maximum likelihood estimator of 6.
(c¢) For part (c) and (d) assume that 6 is a random variable having density

f@)=e"? 0>o0.

Find the MAP estimator of 6.

d) Find the minimum mean squared error estimator of § and compare to your result in part
q p p
(c). Hint: fo ae “da = nl.

Show that the vector conditional mean estimator QCM g of a random vector parameter 6
satisfies the property that, for any other estimator 6

E[(0—0)0—0)") > E[(0 — bcrp) @ — o)),
where the matrix inequality A > B is interpreted in terms of non-negative definiteness of
A - B.

Let 6 be a nonrandom vector parameter of some smooth (in €) density function f(z;6). Show
that Ey [Voln f(X;6)(Veln f(X;0))T] = Eg[-V3In f(X;0)].

Assume that X is a sample from a density in an exponential family with scalar parameter
¢ having the mean value parameterization (Ep[t(X)] = 6, recall discussion in Sec. 4.6.1).
Assuming the Fisher information F'(0) exists show that

F6) = 1/varg(t(X)). (67)

Now show that if one has an ii.d. sample X = [Xi,...,X,]7 from such a density then
0 =n~1Y " t(z;) is an unbiased and efficient estimator of 6.
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4.33 In this problem you will investigate estimation of the transition probability of an observed
binary sequence called a Markov chain. Available for measurement is a binary sequence
Xo, X1, ..., X, whose joint probability mass function satisfies

n

po(zo, z1, .., 2n) = plao) [ [ po(wilwi1), ai € {0,1}
i=1
where p(zo) = P(Xo = z9) = 1/2, and the conditional probability pg(x;|x;—1) = P(X; =
x| Xi—1 = x;_1) is given by

po(zi|lzi_1) = { ) ﬁ’& (i, 2i-1) Eo:{u(;.l7 1),(0,0)}

The quantity 1 — @ is the transition probability of the Markov chain (note that it is only an
ii.d. process when # = 1/2). The problem of estimating # from a realization g, z1,..., T,
arises in (BSC) channel identification and sequence dependency estimation.

(a) Find a sufficient statistic for § and show that the likelihood function is in the exponential
family. (Hint: express pg(x;|zi—1) as an exponential function of # and 1—6 with exponent
dependent on products of zy’s).

(b) Find a method of moments estimator of . Is your estimator unbiased?

(¢) Find a maximum likelihood estimator of €. Is your estimator unbiased?

(d) Compute the Cramér-Rao lower bound on the variance of unbiased estimators of 6. Is
the CR bound achievable by the ML estimator?

4.34 Available are n i.i.d. samples {X;}"; of a binary random variable X with probability mass
function P(X = z) = p(x;0), given by

z 1 -
M%@—{elw’x Ql,

0, 0.W.

where 6 > 0 is an unknown non-random parameter.

(a) Find the MLE of 6. Show that your estimator is not unbiased (Hint: specialize to the
case n = 1 first.)

(b) Show that in fact no unbiased estimator can exist for this estimation problem (Use same
hint as in (a)).

(¢) Now assume that 6 is a uniform random variable. Find the MAP and CME estimators

of 0 (to obtain a closed form expression for the CME you may specialize to the case of
n=1).
4.35 You measure n i.i.d. samples {X;}!' ; of a discrete random variable X with probability mass

function P(X = x) = p(x;0), given by

1-6)"0, 2=0,1..
M%@Z{( 0) oo

where 6 is unknown with 0 < 6 < 1. (A potentially useful identity: > 3o, ka® = a/(1 — a)?).

(a) Is this distribution in the exponential family with mean value parameterization? Find a
one dimensional sufficient statistic for 6.

(b) Find a MOM estimator of 6.



4.36

4.37

4.38
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(¢) Find the ML estimator of 6.

(d) Find the Fisher information on estimator variance for any unbiased estimator of §. Are
either of the estimators of part (b) or part (c) efficient?

The negative binomial distribution is often used in survival analysis as a model for the waiting
time Y = X + k until the k-th occurence of a “1” in a set of Bernoulli trials, where X is a
random variable with distribution

k—14+=x

Pg(X::E):< Lo )em—e)’a r=0,1,2,.... (68)

Here 6 € [0, 1] and k is a positive integer. The moment generating function of this distribution

is M(s) = E[e*X] = (1 — 0)*/(1 — 0e*)* from which you can show that Fy[X] = k0/(1 — )

and varg(X) = k6/(1 — 0)2.

The objective is to estimate 0, or related parameters, based on n i.i.d. samples X1,...,X,,.

You should assume that £ is fixed and known in answering following.

(a) Is the distribution (68) in the exponential family? If so express the distribution in terms
of its natural parameterization and in terms of its mean parameterization, respectively.

(b) Find the ML estimator of 6.

(c) Find the CRB on the variance of unbiased estimators of 6.

(d) Now assume that the parameter to be estimated is ¢ = /(1 —0). Find the ML estimator
and find its bias and variance.

(e) Find the CRB on the variance of unbiased estimators of ¢. Is the CRB achieved by the
ML estimator of (d)?

Let {Z;}", be ii.d. observations of the random variable Z having the density function
f(z;0) = (20z+1—-9), 0<z<1

where —1 < 6 < 1. Note that for # = 0 this distribution is uniform over [0, 1].

(a) What is the moment of order of k of Z, where k is a positive integer?

(b) Use the answer to part (a) to specify the k-th order method of moments (MOM) estimator
of 6.

(¢) Find the mean of the estimator in part (b). Is the estimator unbiased? Find the variance
of the estimator in part (b) under the assumption that 6 = 0.

(d) Is the estimator of part (c) an efficient estimator, i.e., does it attain the CR bound?

This problem introduces the thresholded denoising operator for sparse signal recovery as the
solution to a simple parameter estimation problem. This denoising framework is sometimes
called sparse Bayesian learning (SBL). Available are n measurements (not i.i.d.)

X;=8+W,, i=1,....n

where W is an i.i.d. zero mean Gaussian distributed noise with variance o2, which is assumed
to be known, and S; is a zero mean Gaussian distributed signal with unknown variance 0'1-2.
The objective is to estimate the rms values {o;}" ; of the signal. Note that o; has to satisfy

the non-negativity constraint o; > 0.

(a) Find the likelihood function f(z1,...,xs|0%,...,02). Is this joint density function in the
exponential family?
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(b) Find the maximum likelihood estimator of o?.

(¢) Find the maximum likelihood estimator of o;.

(d) Find the CR bound on unbiased estimators of o;, i = 1,...,n. Does the ML estimator
of part (c) attains the CR bound?

4.39 A random variable X has p.m.f.

1-40
p(x;@):<w>0|x, xeZ=A...,—-1,0,1,...}

where 0 < 6 < 1. Note that for = 0, p(z;0) is the Kronecker delta function putting all of
its mass at « = 0, i.e., X = 0 with probability one. Assume that an i.i.d. sample {X;}I'
from p(z;0) is available.

(a) Find the first and second moments m;j(f) and mg(f) of X. (Hint: use formulas in
footnote!)

(b) Is p(z;0) in the exponential family? If so is it in its (1) natural parameterization, (2)
mean value parameterization, or neither (1) nor (2)?

(c) Find a MOM estimator and the ML estimator of 6 given the i.i.d. sample. Are they the
same?

(d) Is the CRB attained by the MOM or ML estimators of 6 derived in part (c)?

End of chapter

"Hint: For |a| < 1 we have 372 a* = 1/(1 —a), 332, ka* = a/(1 —a)® and 337, k%a* = (1 +a)a/(1 — a)®.
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6 LINEAR ESTIMATION

In the previous chapter we discussed several strategies for estimating parameters given a model
f(x;0) for the probability distribution of the measurements. These strategies all require precise
knowledge of this model which may not always be available. Furthermore, even when one has full
confidence in the model these strategies usually yield estimators that are non-linear function of the
measurements and whose implementation may be difficult, e.g. involving analytical maximization
of a complicated density or analysis of its moments as a function of 8. In this chapter we present an
alternative linear estimation approach which only requires knowledge of the first two moments or
empirical estimates of these moments. While linear methods do not have the optimality properties
of optimal Bayes estimators, such as MAP or CME, they are very attractive due to their simplicity
and to their robustness to unknown variations in higher order moments.

Linear estimation theory starts out by assuming random parameters, adopting a squared error loss
function, and then seeking to minimize the mean squared error over all estimator functions defined
as linear or affine functions of the measurements. It turns out that this linear minimum mean
squared error (LMMSE) problem can be recast as minimization of a norm in a linear vector space.
This leads to an elegant and intuitive geometric interpretation of the optimal LMMSE estimator via
the projection theorem and orthogonality condition of min-norm problems on linear vector spaces.
The resultant LMMSE estimator depends on the mean and variance of the measurement, the
mean of the parameter, and the covariance of the measurements and parameter. Not surprisingly,
when the measurements and parameters are jointly Gaussian distributed the affine estimator is
equivalent to the optimal conditional mean estimator. When the means and covariances are
not known a priori an analogous ordinary linear least squares (LLS) estimation theory can be
developed, leading to the well known problem of linear regression.

As usual the main ingredients for linear estimation will be the vector of measurements x =
[z1,...,7,])7 and the vector of parameters § = [1,...,0,]7. In Sec. 6.1 we cover the case
where these vectors are realizations of random variables with known first and second (ensemble)
moments. In Sec. 6.6 we turn to the case where these moments are unknown.

6.1 MIN MSE CONSTANT, LINEAR, AND AFFINE ESTIMATION

First we will assume that z and @ are realizations of two random vectors X and 6. Similarly to
the last chapter, we use the notation E[f] = [6f(8)df to denote expectation. However, in this
section we will never refer to the density f(0) explicitly since we will only assume knowledge of its
first and second order moments. The overall objective is to find the solution to the minimization

min MSE(0) = min E[[|0 - §(X)|]
0

1>

where the expectation is over both § and X and the minimization is restricted to constant, linear
or affine functions Q of X. The norm in this minimization is the standard euclidean 2-norm
|lul| = \/uTu. We first specialize to scalar parameters to eliminate unnecessary complications in
the derivations to follow. We extend the treatment to vector parameters in Sec. 6.5.
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6.1.1 BEST CONSTANT ESTIMATOR OF A SCALAR RANDOM PARAME-
TER

This is the simplest possible estimator structure as the constant estimator 6 = ¢ does not depend on
the measurements. It turns out that the best constant estimator only depends on the mean of the
parameter and no additional information about the measurements or the parameter distributions
is needed.

The problem is to find the constant 6 = ¢ that minimizes MSE

MSE(c) = E[(6 — ¢)?].

Solution: 6 = E[f)] is the best constant estimator.

As the MSE is a quadratic function of ¢ this can easily be proven by setting the derivative %MSE(C)
to zero. Another, more direct way of deriving this solution is add and subtract the mean E[0]
from 6 — ¢ and expand the square in MSE(c) to obtain a sum of two terms, one of which is zero:

MSE(6) = E[((6 — E[6]) - (c — E[9]))*
= E[(6 - E[0)*] + (E[0] - ¢)* = 2(E[¢] - ¢) E[0 — E[0]

—_———
=0

= E[(0 - E[0)*] + (B[0] - c)*.

As only the second term in the last line depends on ¢ and it is non-negative it is obvious that
¢ = E[f] is the best constant estimator. The resultant min MSE is immediate:

min MSE(c) = E[(6 — E[6])’],

which is just the prior variance var() of 6.

Since the constant estimator uses no information about the measurements we can expect that any
good X-dependent estimator of # will have lower MSE than var(6).

6.2 BEST LINEAR ESTIMATOR OF A SCALAR RANDOM PARAME-
TER

The next step up in complexity is an estimator that depends linearly on X
6=h"X,

where h = [hy,.. .,hn]T is a set of linear coefficients to be determined. It will be seen that to
implement the linear minimum MSE (LMMSE) estimator we require the second moment matrix,

My = E[XXT]

and the cross-moment vector
my g = E[X0].

We will assume that M is an invertible matrix.

The problem is to find the coefficient vector h that minimizes MSE

MSE(h) = E[(6 — A" X)?].
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Solution: § = m)TwM;(I X is the LMMSE estimator.

To derive this solution we note that the MSE is a quadratic function of h:

MSE(9) = E[(6—6)%] = E[(6 — b X)?]
W"EXXTh+ E[(0)’] - hTE[X6] — E9XTh

The A that minimizes this quadratic form can be found by differentiation or by completion of the
square. Following the former route (see Sec. 2.4.3 for review of derivatives of functions of a vector
variable) we obtain:

9 9
Ohy’ 7 Ohy,
= 2 (K" EXX"] - ElpX"])

ol = VhMSE(h)—[ }MSE(@)

Therefore the optimal h satisfies the equation:
E[XX"]h = E[X0]
Assuming non-singular My = E[XX7] this is equivalent to
h=My'myg
and the optimal linear estimator is
0 = m%eM)_(l X,

as claimed.

By plugging the optimal solution back into MSE(h) it is easy to see that the minimum MSE over
linear estimators is

MSEmin = E[ez]_m§9M)_(lmX9-

Note that, as 1\/1)_(1 is positive definite, this MSE can never exceed the a priori second moment
E[|0|%] of 6. If the parameter is zero mean then E[0%] = E[(0 — E[0])?] = var(f), i.e., the second
moment is equal to the a priori variance and the LMMSE estimator generally outperforms the
best constant estimator § = E[f] = 0. However, if E[f] # 0 then E[#?] > E[(0 — E[0])?] and
the linear estimator may not even do as well as the constant estimator. The problem is that the
LMMSE estimator can be a biased estimator of § in the sense that its average bias E[f] — E[0] # 0
unless E[f] = 0. The way to handle this bias is to generalize the class of linear estimators to the

class of affine estimators.

6.3 BEST AFFINE ESTIMATOR OF A SCALAR R.V. ¢
An affine estimator also depends linearly on X but incorporates a constant term to control bias
0 =n"X+b=0"(X-EB[X])+c,

where ¢ = b+ h' E[X] and b are just different parameterizations of the bias controlling constant.
It will be easier to deal with ¢ here. The objective is to determine the best coefficients {h =
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[h1,...,h,]T, c}. To implement the affine minimum MSE estimator we require knowledge of the
means E[X], E[0], the (assumed invertible) covariance matrix,

Ry = cov(X) = E[(X — E[X])(X — E[X])"],
and the cross-correlation vector

rxp = cov(X, 0) = E[(X — E[X])(0 — E[0])].

The problem is to find the vector h and the scalar ¢ that minimizes MSE

MSE(h, ¢) = E[(§ — hT (X — E[X]) — )2

Solution: 6 = E[6] + [§79R}1 (X — FP[X]) is the best affine estimator.
To derive this solution we again note that the MSE is a quadratic function of the unknowns h, ¢
MSE(9) = E[6 - 0] = E[|(6 — ¢) - h" (X — E[X])]?]
= ' E[(X ~ EX])(X — B[X))"]h+ B[l — cf’]
Rx
—h" B(X — E[X])(9 - ¢)] - B[ — o)(X — B[X]))"]

TV
Tx,0 Ty, x

= h'Rxh+ E[|0 - cf’] = 20 1y .

Note that the only dependence on ¢ is through a single term that is minimized by choosing ¢ = E[6)].
As for h, the minimizer can be found by differentiation,

0 = V,MSE=h"Rx -1y,
which leads to the equation for the minimizer A
Rxh=r1r X,0°
When Ryx is non-singular this is equivalent to
h=Ry'rx,
and the optimal affine estimator is therefore
0 = E[0] + rk ;RN (X — E[X]). (69)

Unlike the linear estimator, the affine estimator is on-the-average unbiased in the sense that
E[0] = E[0].

The minimum MSE attained by this estimator is simply computed as
MSEnin = Var(9) - f&,GRE(IKX,H'

Thus we see that, by virtue of its handling of bias, the optimal optimal affine estimator has MSE
that will never exceed var(f), the MSE of the constant estimator.
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6.3.1 SUPERPOSITION PROPERTY OF LINEAR/AFFINE ESTIMATORS

Let v and ¢ be two random variables. Then, as statistical expectation is a linear operator, the
best linear (affine) estimator of the sum 0 = ¢ + ¢ given X is

b=1+9, (70)
where z,@ and qg are the best linear (affine) estimators of ¢ given X and of ¢ given X, respectively.

The proof of this superposition property is simple and follows from the linearity of expectation.
More specifically, it follows from the cross-correlation identity ry g = 1y ,,+7x 4. Use this identity
in (69) to obtain )

0 = (E[Y]+ E[¢]) + (rx, + EX,¢)TR)_<1 (X - E1X]),

gather terms in v and ¢, and identify the estimators 1/3 and gZ) to establish (70).

6.4 GEOMETRIC INTERPRETATION: ORTHOGONALITY CONDITION
AND PROJECTION THEOREM

There is a deeper geometrical interpretation of the structure of affine or linear minimum mean
squared error estimators. To get at this geometrical interpretation we recast the affine estimation
problem into a linear approximation problem in a vector space. For the reader who has only a
dim memory of vector spaces we provide a quick review in the Appendix, Sec. 6.10.

6.4.1 LINEAR MINIMUM MSE ESTIMATION REVISITED

The key to embedding this problem into a vector space is to identify the right space for the
approximation problem. There are two spaces that we need to keep in mind: the space H containing
quantities we wish to approximate, e.g., 0, and the space S, called the solution subspace, in which
we construct the approximation, e.g., linear combinations of the X;’s. The problem then reduces to
finding a linear combination of vectors in S that is closest to the quantity we wish to approximate
in H. For the machinery to work it is absolutely required that & C H. Once we identify these
spaces it only remains to construct an inner product that induces the proper norm that expresses
approximation error as the MSE.

As in the min MSE problem we are attempting to approximate the scalar random variable 6 with
a linear combination of the measured random variables X7, ..., X,, it makes sense to define H as
the space of all scalar zero mean random variables and S as the linear span span{Xi,..., X, }
of the measurements. For technical reasons we will require that all random variables in H have
finite second moment - otherwise one may end up with vectors with infinite norms and nonsensical
approximations of infinity. The MSE between two vectors, i.e., random variables, n,v € H can
then be adopted as the squared norm

In = v|I* = El(n - v)?,

which is induced by the inner product
(n,v) = Env].

Note that the inner product is symmetric: (n,v) = (v, 7). Since § = h'X = " h;X; is in S
the linear minimum MSE estimate of 6 is the vector § € & which minimizes the norm squared
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|6 — 0]|2. Recall that the orthogonal projection of a vector # onto a subspace S is any vector 0
that satisfies the orthogonality condition

(0 —0,u)y=0, foraluecs. (71)

We state this result formally as the following (see also Fig. 43):

Linear estimator projection theorem: the best linear estimator 6 of 6 based on the r.v.’s
X1,..., X, is the projection of 6 onto S = span{Xy,..., X}, i.e, 0 satisfies the orthogonality
condition (71).

Proof of Projection theorem:

Let 6* be a linear estimator satisfying (71) and consider the problem ming_g |6—0]. As [|0—0|> =
16 — 0% + 6* — || we have

16— 8117 = 116 — 6*|| + 116" — 6]1* +2(6 — 6*,6" - 9).

Since 6* — € S the third term on the right side of this equation is zero. Therefore the minimum

of |0 — @|| is achieved when § = §* and therefore 0 is the projection of 6 on S. o
)
S = span(XI, g,;g)
GD o 7__7_j7j7:-
o> I I ——
R —
—
A .
0 T
Figure 43: The orthogonality condition for the best linear estimator 0 of a random variable 0 given X1, ..., X,.
As contrasted to another estimator ¥, 6 satisfies the orthogonality condition (0 — 6 ,uy = 0 for any linear
function u of the observed random variables X1, ..., X,,.

The representation (70) of the best linear estimator is very general, and in particular it is a
coordinate free representation. If uq,...,u, is any basis for S this estimator has the coordinate-

specific representation 6 = > iy a;u; and the orthogonality condition (71) is equivalent to:
0—0,u;)=0, i=1,...,n". (72)

When {X;}7 , are linearly independent the dimension of S is equal to n and any basis must have
n' = n linearly independent elements.

Now we simply have to adopt a particular basis to find the form of the best linear estimator.
Perhaps the most natural basis is the set of measurements themselves u; = X;, ¢ = 1,...,n,
(assuming that they are linearly dependent) and, concatenating the n’ = n equations (72) into a
row vector we obtain

E[(6—-6)X"] =0.
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Equivalently,
E[(0-h"X)X"] =M%y — "My = 0.

As linear independence of the X;’s implies that My = E[XXT] is invertible, this yields the
identical solution to the optimal coefficients of the linear estimator obtained above: h = M;(l My .
It turns out that a second application of the orthogonality condition yields an immediate expression

for minimum MSE:

16— 4]

Il
—
D
|
>

, 0)

~—

= <9 - é’ 9>

= E[’] — h"Mxy = E[0*] — Mk yM' My,

where in the second to last line we have used the fact that the optimal error is orthogonal to any
vector in S.

6.4.2 AFFINE MINIMUM MSE ESTIMATION

The affine minimum MSE estimation problem is also easily cast into a vector space minimum
norm problem. One way to do this is to subtract the mean from the parameter and subtract the
mean from the measurements and proceed as in linear estimation - adding the parameter mean
back into the solution at the end?. A more direct approach is to include the degenerate constant
random variable 71”7 into the measurement vector (think of it as adding a virtual sensor to the
measurement system that measures a constant bias voltage). To see how this would work first
re-express the affine estimator equation as

~

6 = h'X+b

- w7

We now identify the solution subspace
S :=span{Xy,..., X,, 1},

which gives the following affine projection theorem:

Affine projection theorem: the best affine estimator 6 of 6 based on the observed r.v.s
X1,..., X, is the projection of 6 onto S = span{ X1, ..., Xy, 1}, i.e., 0 satisfies the orthogonality
condition (71).

We leave it to the reader to verify that the aplication of the orthogonality condition to the pro-
jection theorem gives the same solution that we derived before.

Example 29 Min MSE Linear Prediction

*Define the centered random variables ¢ = § — E[f] and U = X — E[X]. Then the LLMSE estimator of ¢ is 1/3 = ggﬁlele =
£§,9R;{1 (X — E[X]). Finally, since = ¢ + E[6], = ¢ + E[0] which is the optimal affine estimator.
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In linear prediction one assumes that one measures a segment { Xy, ..., X5_1} of a time sequence

of measurements {X;}2° . also called a time series, and the objective is to form a linear p-th order

1-step predictor of the form

p
X, = Z aiXp_i.
=1

We will assume that {X;}; a zero mean wide sense stationary (w.s.s.) random sequence with
autocorrelation function

The problem is to find the predictor coefficients a = [a, ..., ap]T that minimize the mean squared
prediction error: MSE(a) = E[(X}, — X1)?].

x(1)

il
|

Past data segment Predict

Figure 44: Linear predictor as a FIR filter.

To solve for the optimal predictor coefficents identify 6 = X as the random scalar parameter, X
as the time segment measured, and h = a as the coefficient vector to be determined. We solve the
problem in two steps:

Step 1: Rewrite predictor equation in vector form

X,=ad'X

where
X =[Xpot1s-o s Xppl's a=la1,...,ap)"

Step 2: Express orthogonality condition as
E[(Xr—a" X)X ] =0, i=1,...,p
or concatenation into a row vector gives

E[(Xy — a" X) Xj_1]
of — .

: — Bl(X; - a" X)X,
B(Xk — a” X)Xy
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This specifies the optimal predictor coefficients a = a as

=R!

\Q>

where we have defined the correlation vector:

rl = [ry,..., ) = B[ XX},
and the (Toeplitz) covariance matrix
R = ((r(i—j)))i,j:Lp = B[X XT]-
Finally, the predictor has minimum MSE

MSEmin = (X;—a' X, Xp)
= rg—alr
= 19— [TRflf (73)

Relation: The optimal linear predictor can be related to a so-called autoregressive order p (AR(p))
model for {X;}

P
X = aiXp i+ Vi,
i=1
where Vj, is w.s.s. white noise, i.e. the E[V;V;] =0, k # j and E[V}] is not a function of k.
To see this simply recognize that Z i—1 @; Xj—; is the form of the linear minimum MSE estimator
Xk that we just found. Hence V, = X — Xk is the associated error residual of the optlmal

estimator, which, by the orthogonality property of min MSE estimation, satisfies E[V}V;] =
k # j and E[V;?] = MSEpi, in (73).

6.4.3 LMMSE ESTIMATOR IS MMSE ESTIMATOR FOR GAUSSIAN MODEL

Introduce the addition assumption that X, 6 are jointly Gaussian distributed. Then the minimum
MSE estimator § = §(X) is in fact affine:

E[0|X] = E[f] + rk yRy' (X — E[X]).

One way to show this is to simply compute the conditional mean estimator and verify that it is
in fact of the form of the affine estimator above. We take a different approach. Without loss of
generality, let’s specialize to the case of zero mean 6 and X. Let 6, be the LMMSE estimator,
which is identical to the affine estimator in this case. From the linear projection theorem we know
that the optimal estimator error is orthogonal to the measurements

E[(6 —6,)X] =0
However, since 6 — él is a linear combination of Gaussian r.v.s it is itself Gaussian. Furthermore,
since Gaussian r.v.s that are orthogonal are in fact independent r.v.’s

E[(6 - 6,)|X] = E[(6 — 6,)] = 0
Therefore, as él is a function of X we have
0= E[(0 - 6))|X] = E[0]X] - 0,

or R
E[0|X] =0,
‘Which establishes the desired result.
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6.5 BEST AFFINE ESTIMATION OF A VECTOR

When the parameter 0 = [01,...,0,]7 is a vector it turns out that our previous results for scalar
0 generalize very easily if we adopt the sum of the component MSEs as our error criterion. Define
the prior mean vector F[f] and the cross-correlation matrix

Ry = cov(X,0) = E[(z — E[X])(0 — E[¢])"].

The sum MSE criterion is defined as

P
MSE(0) = ) MSE(/;
p A A~ A~
= ST EI6; - ;] = trace (E[(Q —9) (6 Q)T]> .
=1
Let the affine estimator 6; of the i-th component of 6 be defined by
b= hIX +b, i=1,...,p.

Define the affine vector estimator

T <
I

=

=

>

The affine minimum MSE vector estimation problem is to find H, b to minimize the sum MSE
denoted as MSE(H, b).

The solution is the optimal vector affine estimator
9 = E[0]+RoxRy' (X — E[X]). (74)

The derivation of this result relies on the fact that each pair h; and b; appears separately in each
of the summands of MSE(f). Hence the minimization of MSE is equivalent to the uncoupled
minimization of each MSE(6;).

p
MSE(H, E(
QO S b) grﬁn MSE(h;, b;).

Therefore the minimum MSE solution is simply the concatenation of the optimal scalar affine
estimators of each 6;:

A~

01 E61] Zal,XR)_(l (X - E[X])

ép E [bp] Ty, xRy (K — E[X])

which is equivalent to (74).

We can express the resultant minimum sum MSE as

MSEnin = trace (Rg - R@)(R)_(leé) .
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P-tap FIR filter bank Nk

Figure 45: Block diagram for inverse problem

Example 30 An Inverse Problem

Assume a measurement model:

X=A0+N
where
* X = [X1,..., X" random measurements
*0=101,..., Hp]T: unknown random parameters
* N =[n,...,nm,])7: zero mean measurement noise with covariance Ry

* 0, N uncorrelated
* A: a known m X p matrix
The problem is to find an affine min MSE estimator Q of 6.

Solution: this directly follows from our vector minimum MSE estimation results:
0 = E[f] + Ry xRy (X — E[X]).

It remains to determine the form of the optimal affine estimator in terms of A and R .

EX] = E[A0+N|=AEf]
Rx = cov( A+ N )=ARyA” + Ry
N——

uncorrelated

Rxp = cov((Af+ N),0) = ARy.
Thus we obtain the final result:

0 = E[0] + RyAT[ARyA” + Ry| (X — AE[0)),
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and the resultant minimum sum MSE is

MSEpin = trace (Ry — RyAT[ARy)A” + Ry| 'ARy)

Remarks:
1. When Ry dominates ARgAT: MSE, i, ~ traceRp
2. When ARQAT dominates Ry and A is full rank: MSE i ~ 0.

6.6 ORDINARY LEAST SQUARES (LINEAR REGRESSION)

In some cases one does not have a good enough model to compute the ensemble averages, e.g. R
and Rxy, required for implementation of the linear minimum MSE estimators discussed above.
In these cases one must resort to training data to estimate these ensemble averages. However,
a natural question arises: to what extent is it optimal to simply substitute empirical averages
into the formulas derived above? The answer depends of course on our definition of optimality.
Ordinary least squares is a different formulation of this problem for which the optimal solutions
turn out to be the same form as our previous solutions, but with empirical estimates substituted
for R and Ry . We change notation here in keeping with the standard ordinary least squares
literature: Y; becomes X; and X; becomes ;.

Assume that a pair of measurements available (n > p)
Yis gi = [x“,... ,J?Z'p]T, 7= 1,.. ., Nn.

x;p could be equal to x;_, here, but this is not necessary.

x(K)
— a y(k)

v(k)

System diagram for regression model

Figure 46: System identification block diagram for linear regression
Postulate an “input-output” relation:
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* y; is response or output or dependent variable
* x; is treatment or input or independent variable

* @ is unknown p x 1 coefficient vector to be estimated

a = [al,...,ap]T

Objective: find linear least squares estimator & of a that minimizes sum of squared errors

n

SSE(a) = > (i — 2] a)’

i=1

Equivalent n x 1 vector measurement model:

Y1, Iy U1,

. _ a+

Yn &Z Un
y = Xa+u,

where X is a non-random n X p input matrix.

The estimation criterion is

SSE(a) = (y — Xa)" (y — Xa)

Solution to LLSE of a:
Step 1. Identify vector space containing y: H = R"
Inner product: (y,z) =y’ z

Step 2. Identify solution subspace containing Xa

S = span{columns of X}

which contains vectors of form

p
XQ:ZC% [ @1k Tk ]T
k=1

Step 3. apply projection theorem

Orthogonality Condition: the best linear estimator a satisfies
<Q—Xéaﬂi>=0, i=1,...,n

where u; are columns of X, or equivalently
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or, if X has full column rank p then X”X is invertible and

Q — [XTX]—I XTQ
— [n—IXTX]—l [n—IXT]g
= R;'7,,
Here . .
~ def 1 . defl
R, = 52% z Poy = ;ZL' Yi
i=1 i=1

We next specify the projection operator form of predicted output response

=Xa

[

which, using above, can be represented as the orthogonal projection of y onto §

§ = Xa
= X[XTX]' X7y
=  XX'X]'XT oy
orthog. projection

Properties of orthogonal projection operator:

IIx = X[XTX]71xT

Property 1. Ilx projects vectors onto column space of X

Define decomposition of y into components Yx in column space of X and y)l( orthogonal to column
space of X

Y= Ux +Ux
Then for some vector a = [a, ..., ap]”
Yy = Xa, X'y =0
We have:
Mxy = Tx(yg +y")
= X[X'X]'X"X o+ X[X"X] " Xy

— ———

=1 :Q

so that IIx extracts the column space component of y. Thus we can identify Yy = IIxy so that
we have the representation
y=1lxy+ (I —Ix)y

———

Ux



STATISTICAL METHODS FOR SIGNAL PROCESSING (©Alfred Hero 2016

Column span X

Yx

Figure 47: Column space decomposition of a vector y

It follows immediately that 2. I — IIx projects onto the space orthogonal to span{colsX}
3. IIx is symmetric and idempotent: H%;HX =IIx
4. (I —TIx)lx =0

Projection operator form of LS estimator gives alternative expression for minimum SSE

SSEmin = (-9 (-1
= y'[I -Tx)" [I - Txly
= QT[[ — Hx]y

Example 31 LS optimality of sample mean

Measure z = [z1, ..., 2,]"

Objective: Find best constant ¢ which minimizes the sum of squares

n

S @i -0 = (2 —e))(z— )

k=1
where 1 =[1,...,1]
Step 1: identify solution subspace
S is diagonal line: {y:y =al, a € R}
Step 2. apply orthogonality condition

(&—cl)Tl:O = czizn—lzxi
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1=[1, ..., 1]7

e

Figure 48: Diagonal line is solution subspace for LS scalar

Example 32 LLS linear prediction from training sample

Measurement sequence {z; }

Training sequence of n + p samples of z;

{zi}filn, 1=1,...,n

Fit an AR(p) model to training sequence

p
ZE = Zaizk_i—i—vk, k=p+1,....n
=1

such that SSE is minimized

n p
2
SSE(n) =Y (2ktp — Y @izkip—i)
k=1 i=1
Solution
Step 1. Identify response variables y, = z; and input vectors z, = [zx—1,. .., zk,p]T.
T
Zn+ps gn—i—p? Un+p
. _ : a+ .
T
Zp+1 Zp+1 Uptl
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x(1)

Training sequence for constructing FIR predictor

|
4I|||
|| || | ll T

ju
m
\\\"WM |I|I I I i I T

W o>

Past data segm Predict

Figure 49: Construction of LLS predictor from training sequence

I\
I\

Step 2. Apply orthogonality condition
The LLS p-th order linear predictor is of the form:

p
Zp = § aiZk—;
=1

T is obtained from formula

~

where a = [a1, ..., Gp]

Q — [XTX]_ley — R—l f
and we have defined the sample correlation quantities:
F= (1,7

~

R = ((7(i = 7)))ij=1p

n
1 .
=n E Zi+pZitp—js J = O?"'ap

6.7 LINEAR MINIMUM WEIGHTED LEAST SQUARES ESTIMATION

As before assume linear model for input and response variables
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T
Y1, Iy, U1,
T
yn gn U’VL
y = Xa+tu,

The linear minimum weighted least squares (LMWLS) estimator @ of a¢ minimizes

SSE(a) = (y — Xa)" W (y — Xa)

where W is a symmetric positive definite n X n matrix
Solution to LMWMS problem:

Step 1. Identify vector space containing y: H = R"
Inner product: (y,z) = QT Wz

Step 2. Identify solution subspace S

Xa = span{columns of X}

Step 3. apply projection theorem

Orthogonality Condition: the best linear estimator a satisfies

0 = (y—Xa)'wx
=y"WX -a’ XTWX

or, if X has full column rank p then X? WX is invertible and

a = XTWX|'X"wy

6.7.1 PROJECTION OPERATOR FORM OF LMWLS PREDICTOR

The vector § of least squares predictors g; = Q;TFQ of the actual output y is

- Xa

o>

which can be represented as the “oblique” projection of y onto H

7 =  XXT'wWX]'XTw gy

oblique projection IIx w
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<>

Figure 50: Oblique projection interpretation of WLS estimator

Resultant weighted sum of square error:

WSSEmin
=y I-XX'WX]'X'W][I - X[X"WX]'X"W]" y
= y'I-Txw]"[I-Txwly

ALTERNATIVE INTERPRETATION: LMWLS predictor as linear minimum least squares pre-
dictor (unweighted) with preprocessing and postprocessing:

As W is symmetric positive definite there exists a square root factorization of the form

W= W:iW?

and

§ = W WeXXTW?: WiX] 'XTW? [Wey)

orthog. projector HW% x

= Wi, Wiy

Example 33 Adaptive Linear Prediction

Now want to fit AR(p) model
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— W12 »> I—I » W12 —

Figure 51: Interpretation of LMWLS estimator as pre- and postprocessing with orthogonal projection

P
Zr = Zaizk_i—l—vk, k=1,2,...
i=1

such that at time n we minimize weighted least squares criterion

p

WSSE(n) = > 0" *(2kip — D tiziip-i)
k=1

i=1
p € ]0,1] is an exponential forgetting factor
Solution of LMWMS problem:
As before, identify response variables yi, = 25, and input vectors x, = [2x—1,..., 2k—p

Also identify weight matrix

0 0
W=1lo0 " o0
0 0 pn—l

In this way we obtain LMWMS predictor coefficients as

>

= XWX 'X"Wy
-1

[=vo

- R

and we have defined the smoothed sample correlation quantities:



STATISTICAL METHODS FOR SIGNAL PROCESSING (© Alfred Hero 2016 147

‘ i
~1/lnp 0 0+l

Figure 52: Fxponential forgetting factor applied to past errors for adaptive prediction

,F] = Z pn_lzi—l—pzi-i-p—j? .7 = 07 ce D
=1

Minimum weighted sum of squared errors (WSSE) is:

A T2 1,
WSSEwin=7—7 R 7

6.8 LMWMS ESTIMATOR IS MLE AND UMVUE IN THE GAUSSIAN
MODEL

Recall that the LMMSE estimator turned out to be globally optimal among arbitrary (linear or
non-linear) estimators for a jointly Gaussian measurement and parameter model. Here we show
an analogous result for the linear minimum WSSE estimator.

Hypothesize the particular Gaussian model:
Y=Xa+V

where we assume:
*V o~ N,(0,R)

* covariance matrix R is known
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Steady state

Figure 53: Typical trajectory of the error criterion for predicting a stationary AR(1) process

* X is known non-random matrix of measurements

Under the above hypothesis, for any given X or g the density function of Y is multivariate Gaussian

'a:¥ex —} —Xa) "R (y — Xa) | .
i) = e e (30— X TR (g - X))

This implies that the maximum likelihood (ML) estimator of a is identical to the LMWMS esti-
mator. To see this express

Gy = argmax,In f(Y;a)
= argmin, (Y — XQ)TR_l(X — Xa).
Hence
Y =Xa,,;, = XXRXXTR Y =TIxwY.

Under the hypothesized model we can evaluate estimator performance by looking to satisfy the
condition for equality in the Cramér-Rao bound (CRB)

(Valn f)T = (¥ —Xa)' RT'X

_ XTRflx[XTRflx]fl _QT XTR71X
- —=

N K
aT 2

We conclude: when X is nonrandom, the noise covariance R is known and the LS weighting matrix
W 1is set to R then

* the LMWMS estimator & is unbiased
* the LMWMS estimator is efficient and therefore UMVUE
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* recalling property 5 of the CRB in Section 5.5.1, as K, is not a function of a the estimator
covariance is

covg(d) = K.t = [XTRIX]" =R

6.9 BACKGROUND REFERENCES

Two classic statistical references for linear estimation are Rao [66] and Anderson [2]. For treat-
ments with more of a signal processing flavor the reader is referred to books by Scharf [69], Van
Trees [84] and Kay [40]. The area of control and systems identification have also developed their
own distinctive approaches to this problem, see Kailath [36] and Soderstrom and Stoica [76].

6.10 APPENDIX: VECTOR SPACES

For a concise overview of vector spaces in the context of signal processing the reader is referred to
Moon and Stirling [57]. For a more advanced treatment with an orientation towards optimization
see Luenberger [49].

Definition: H is a vector space over a scalar field F if for any elements z,y,z € H and scalars
o, eF

l.a-z+ -y € H (Closure)

2204+ (y+2)=(@+y)+=
.a-(z+y)=a-x+a-y

4. (a+p) z=a-xz+p-x

5. There is a vector ¢ € Hst.: v+ ¢ ==

6. There are scalars 1,0 s.t.: 1-x=xz,0- 2= ¢

A normed vector space H has an inner product (-,-) and a norm || - || which is defined by ||z||* =
(x,z) for any x € H. These quantities satisfy

L (z,y) = (y,2)"
2. (a-z,y) = o (z,y)
3. (x+y,2) = (x,2) + (y,2)
4. ||z|| >0

5. lz||=0iff z = ¢
6. [z + yll < [[=] + lly|| (Triangle inequality)

7. [z, y)| < |lz| |ly]] (Cauchy-Schwarz inequality)
8
9

. Angle between z,y: o = cos~ (i)

. (z,y) = 0 iff x,y are orthogonal
10. [(z,y)| = ||z|| |ly|| iff z = - y for some «

The linear span of vectors {z1,...,x} is defined as

k
span{zy,..., T} = {y:y—Zai-mi, 041-6.7-"}.

i=1
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A basis for H is any set of linearly independent vectors 1, ...z such that span{z,...,xp} = H

Xy

Figure 54: Illustration of linear span of two vectors in R>

The dimension of H is the number of elements in any basis for H A linear subspace S is any subset
of H which is itself a vector space. The projection = of a vector y onto a subspace S is a vector x
that satisfies

(y —z,u) =0, forallue S

The following are some examples of vector spaces:

1. Euclidean p-dimensional space IR”. Identify z with z and y with y

/\

p
yzz ZiYi

A one dimensional subspace: the line

S={y:y=av, a € R}

where v € IR? is any fixed vector.

2. Complex p-space: z = [21,...,2p], ¥ = [Y1,-- -, Yp)s

An n-dimensional subspace:
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Figure 55: The projection of a vector x onto a subspace S in the plane

Figure 56: A line is a one dimensional subspace of H = IRP
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S = {g:g:Zaiyi, a; € @'}
=1

= span{v;,...,v,}

where v, € @'P are any linearly independent vectors in H.

3. The space of square integrable cts. time functions ()

(@) = [ ao) ds

A one dimensional subspace: scales of a given function

S={g:9(t) =a f(t), a € R}

where f = f(t) is any fixed function in H.

a f(t)

0 |) /" \ f)
/

Figure 57: All scalings of a fixed function is a one dimensional subspace of ‘H

4. The space of second order real random variables X defined on a sample space. Identify z,y as
random variables X, Y:

(X,Y) = E[XY] = /Q X (W)Y (@) f () duw

): sample space of elementary outcomes w
Q. How to use vector spaces for estimation?
A. Identify H = {Y : Y ar.v. with E[|Y|?](cc}.

4

Inner product beween two “vectors” in H is defined as
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(X,Y) := E[XY]

(X,Y real r.v.s)

6.11 EXERCISES

5.1

5.2

5.3

Give a concrete example of two zero mean random variables X and Z for which the linear
minimum mean square error estimator of X given Z is equal to 0. Give another concrete
example where the overall (linear or non-linear) minimum mean square error estimator is 0.
Here you explore how linear minimum MSE estimation principles can be applied to non-linear
estimation. Given an observed random variable X define the vector of monomials in X:

Y=[1,XXx%. .. x"7,

where m > 1 is a positive integer. A non-linear polynomial estimator of order m of another
random variable 6 given observation X is simply a linear combination of the elements of Y:

0=hr'Y,

where h = [ho, ..., hn,]T is a set of estimation coefficients to be determined. For questions (b)

and (c) you may find is useful to use the following facts about a zero mean Gaussian random

variable Z: E[Z¥] = 0 if k is odd integer while otherwise E[Z*] = o% - (k—1)-(k—3)---3-1.

Also E[|Z|] = oz+/2/T.

(a) What is the choice of b that minimizes the MSE E[(@ — 0)2]? What is the mean squared
error of the resulting optimal non-linear polynomial estimator?

(b) Let X = sgn(S) + W, where sgn(u) is the sign of u, S,W are uncorrelated, jointly
Gaussian and zero mean. Find the optimal first order (m = 1) estimator of S given
measurement of X and its resulting minimum MSE. This is the standard optimal linear
(affine) estimator we have studied in class.

(c¢) For the same measurement model for X as in part (b) find the optimal second order
(m = 2)and third order (m = 3) non-linear polynomial estimator of S in terms of o2,
and o2.

The least squares method can also be applied to multiple-response linear observation models

of the form

Yik oYk -+ p_1Ypr = b1k + .o+ Bexgr +v, E=1,....n

where {yix,...,ypk}r are n different observed waveforms (responses) and the ;. and 3
coefficients are to be determined by minimizing the least squares criterion

n
SSE(g, é) = Z(yk +aryor + ..+ Qp_1Ypr — Birip — ... — ﬂq:ch)z
k=1

(a) Show that the above observation model is equivalent to the vector model
Y[La'" =X+

where Y and X are n X p and n X ¢ matrices, respectively, v is a n x 1 vector of residuals
Vg, @ = [aq, ... ,ap_l]T and 8 = [f1,... ,Bq]T.
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(b) Assuming that X has linearly independent columns (full rank) find the least squares
estimates B and & and the resulting minimum SSE. (Hint: first minimize over /5 then
over a)

(c) Assume that the vector u = [1,a]” is constrained to have length |lu|| = ¢, where ¢ > 1
is a specified constant. Derive an explicit form for the LS estimators. (Hint: Rayleigh
theorem (Ch. 2 or [22]) on minimizing quadratic forms).

(d) The “sensor selection problem” is the following. Fix p and consider choosing the subset
of p’ response waveforms Wir ke ieys s {yip, ) Y SO ;1,7 distinct integersin 1., p,
out of the p responses which provide the best fit, i.e. minimize the residuals. Show that
the algorithm for solving this sensor selection problem requires solving p!/(p'!(p — p'))!
separate least squares problems.

(e) The optimal sensor selection algorithm which you obtained in the previous part of this
exercise is of high computational complexity, in the worst case it requires solving approx-
imately pp/ least squares problems. Comment on how the solutions to parts (b) or (c) of
this exercise could be used to approximate the optimal solution.

Let the observation have the standard linear model y, = g}fg + vg, k=1,....,n. We
saw in this chapter that when y; and z; are known and vy is Gaussian the MLE of a is
equivalent to the WLSE with weight matrix equal to the covariance matrix of the vector
v = [v1,...,v,]T. In many applications there exist outliers, i.e. a small number of unusually
large residual errors v, and the Gaussian assumption is not appropriate. Here we treat the
case of heavy-tailed distributions of v, which leads to an estimate of a which is more robust
to outliers.

(a) Assume that vy are i.i.d. r.v.s with marginal density f,(v). Show that the MLE of a is

n
4 = argmin, {Z log fu(yr — l'ckra)}

k=1

(b) Assuming f, is a smooth function, derive the CR bound on unbiased estimators of a.
Under what conditions is the bound attainable?

(c) Show that for Laplacian noise with f,(v) = gexp(—5|v|), B > 0, the MLE reduces to
the minimizer of the sum of the absolute errors |y, — z7 a|.

(d) Consider the noise density f,(v) = c(a,b) exp(—v?/(a? 4+ v?)), v € [~b,b], b and « fixed
known parameters and ¢ a normalizing constant. Show that the MLE & can be interpreted
as a non-linearly weighted LSE in the sense that it satisfies the “orthogonality condition”

where
1

M.(a) =
A e - Y

2

(e) The solution to the non-linearly weighted LSE above can be approximated using an
“iterative reweighted least squares” technique which consists of approximating the above
“orthogonality condition” by implementing the following procedure

i. Initialize a, = @ equal to the standard unweighted LS estimate a = [XT X]XTy.
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ii. Repeat until convergence:
4 = (XTW X' XTWiy,i=1,2,...

where W; is a diagonal weight matrix with diagonal entries A1(a;), ..., An(@;).
Implement this algorithm in MATLAB and study its convergence for various values of
a, b.

In many applications involving fitting a model to a set of input and output measurements X
(nxp) and y (nx 1), not only are the output measurements noisy but the input measurements
may also be noisy. In this case the method of Total Least Squares (TLS) [22] is applicable.
One formulation of TLS is to model the measurements by

yk:(£k+§k)TQ+Uk, k=1,....n

where vy, is a zero mean white Gaussian noise with variance Ug and ¢, is an i.i.d. sequence of
zero mean Gaussian p x 1 random vectors with diagonal covariance matrix azIp.

(a) Find the likelihood equation which must be satisfied by the MLE of a when o, and o,
are known. To what does your equation reduce when o2 dominates 02? What is the ML
estimator for a in this case?

(b) Show that the MLE of a is identical to the standard LS estimator for unknown o.

(c) Find the Fisher information and the CR bound on unbiased estimator covariance for the
case of known o, and o.. Repeat for the case of unknown o.. For which of these cases,
if any, is the CR bound achievable?

It is desired to find the linear least sum of squares (LLSS) fit of a complex valued vector a
to the model

yk:l£Q+vka k:]-a"'un
where y; and z;, = [xg1,. .. ,xkp}T are observed. Defining the vector space H of complex
valued n-dimensional vectors with norm < y,z >= QH z (“H” denotes complex conjugate
transpose) and vector ¥y = [y1,...,y,]’ and matrix X = [z,,...,2,]7 (analogously to the

case studied in sec. 5.6 of notes). Assume that X is full rank. Using the projection theorem
show that the solution to the LLSE problem min, |ly — Xal/? is of the form

& — [XHX]AXHQ
with minimum LLSS residual error squared
ly — Xa|* = y" [ - X[x" X)X ]y.
This problem applies the solution to the previous exercise. Let the complex observations be

given as X = {X(0),..., X (N —1)}. Hypothesize that X (k) is a damped sinusoid in additive
noise:

X (k) = ae k¥ ok L 7(k), k>0,

where a € @' is an unknown complex scale factor, a > 0 is an unknown decay constant, and

fo €10, 1] is an unknown frequency.
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(a) For known « and fj show that the least-squares estimator of a which minimizes the sum

of the squared residuals SSE(a) = Zg;ol |X (k) — ae=“kei?™fok|2 over a has the form
(large N):

a=X(z) (1 —e29),
where X(z9) = Z,]j:_ol X (k)2 " is the Z-transform of X evaluated at the point z = 2z =
e“ti2mfo outside the unit circle. Note that for a = 0 this is just the DFT of X (k).

Now for known « but unknown a show that the (non-linear) least-squares estimator for fj
which minimizes the sum of the squared residuals SSE(a) = Zfev:}]l | X (k)—ae~“kei2mfok |2
over f, is obtained by maximizing the Z-transform of X over the radius e® circle |z| = e*:

fo = argmaxg, |X(z0)]2,

and: o
i = X (e TIFmfoy (1 — ¢729),

Note that fg reduces to the location of the highest peak in the magnitude “frequency
spectrum” S(f) = ‘X(e%f)! of X (k) when « is known to be equal to 0.

Finally for unknown a, «, fo show that the non-linear least-squares estimator of «, fj is
obtained by maximizing the scaled Z-transform of X over the exterior of the unit disk:

fo,& = argmax;, o0 X (20)]* (1 —e™2),

and: R
= X(eXTI20) (1 — 2.

5.8 It is desired to fit the coefficients o and 8 to the linear model for the measurements y, =
a+ Bk 4+, k=1,..., N, where v is the model error residual to be minimized by suitable
chice of a, 8. Find the linear least squares estimator for these coefficents (you can leave your
solution in the form of a pair of simultaneous equations if you wish).

5.9

5.10

It is hypothesized that the relation between a pair of measured variables y; and x; is non-
linear. A reasonable model for this is

(a)

(b)
()

yk:a0+a1xk—|—...+apxz+vk, k=1,...,n

For a single sample (n = 1) find the set of coefficients ay, ..., a, which minimizes the
mean squared error E[(yg — [ag + a1z + . . . + apzP])?] under the assumption that y; and
x) are r.v.’s with known moments E[ykxfk], [=0,...,p, and E[xfk], 1=0,...,2p.
Repeat part (a) for the ordinary least squares estimation error criterion for n samples
Sor_i(yk — [ao + @12 + . .. + apaP])? .

Show that the two estimators found in (a) and (b) become equivalent as n — oo.

A sequence of obervations yi, k =1,..., N is to be modeled as the sum of two sinusoids

yr = Acos(wok) + Bsin(wyk) + v

where vy, is an error residual, w, is known, and A, B are real valued variables to be determined.

(a)

Derive the linear least squares estimators of A, B. Express your result in terms of the
real and imaginary parts of the DFT Y(w) = Zé\/ﬂ yre 7% of y;,. You may assume that
Zszl cos(2wok) = Z{Ll sin(2w,k) = 0.
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(b) Now assume that A and B are uncorrelated r.v.s with mean p4 and pp and variance o2

and that v, is zero mean white noise of unit variance uncorrelated with A, B. Derive the
affine minimum mean square error estimator of A, B given y;, k=1,..., N.

(c) Express the result of (b) in terms of the real and imaginary parts of the DFT Y(w) =
Eé\f:l yre 79k of yp and compare to the result of part (a)

In this problem you will explore least squares deconvolution. Available for measurement are
the noisy outputs Yy, k = 1,...,n, of a known LTI filter (channel), with known finite impulse
response {hy,}Y_, and having an unknown input {X}}, and measured in additive noise {W}}

P
Y :ZhiXk,i—i—Wk, k=1,....n
i=0
The objective is to deconvolve the measurements using the known channel {h;} to recover
the input {Xj}. Assume that X =0 for k£ <0.

(a) Show that the above measurement equation can be put in the form
Y=HX+W,

where H is a matrix of impulse responses of the FIR filter. Identify the entries of the
vectors X, W and the matrix H.

(b) Assuming that H has linearly independent columns (full rank) find the linear least squares
estimate X which minimizes the sum of squared errors >__, (Yy —hj* Xj)? (“* 7 denotes
convolution). Give a relation on p,n or {h;} to ensure that H has full rank.

(c¢) In some cases estimation errors in the recent past are more important than errors in the
more distant past. Comment on how you would incorporate this into a weighted linear
least squares criterion and find the criterion-minimizing linear estimator X.

(d) A simple model for imprecise knowledge of the channel is

Y = (H+:2DX+W
where z is a zero mean Gaussian random variable with variance o?. Assuming that

W is zero mean Gaussian random vector, statistically independent of z, with identity

covariance (I) find the likelihood function for € d:ef X based on the observation Y. Show

that the ML estimator reduces to the linear least squares estimate of part (b) when
2

o° — 0.

Available is a single measurement of a random variable W. The model for W is
W=01-2)X+2Y,

where Z is Bernoulli with P(Z = 0) = P(Z = 1) = 1/2, X is Gaussian with zero mean
and variance o2, and Y is Gaussian with mean ; and variance 0. Assume that p and o?
are known and that X,Y, Z are independent. Find the affine minimum mean squared error

estimator of Z. Plot the estimator as a function of W. Compare the affine estimator to the
MMSEE and the MAP estimators for this problem (Ex 4.19).

A set of n observations is assumed to have the form
yr = Acos(27 fok + @) + wy, k=1,2,...,n.

Assume that n > 1/f, so that n =1 >°1_ cos?(2m fok) & n~ 1Y 1 sin? (27 fok) ~ 1/2
and n~1 Y7 cos(2 f,k) sin(27 f,k) = 0.

157



STATISTICAL METHODS FOR SIGNAL PROCESSING (©Alfred Hero 2016 158

(a) Assuming ¢ is known to be equal to 0 find the linear ordinary least squares estimator of
A.

(b) Using the trig identity cos(a + b) = cos(a) cos(b) — sin(a) sin(b) find the linear ordinary
least squares estimator of the the vector § = [01,62]" = [A cos ¢, Asin ¢]”.

(c) Now assume that wy, is a zero mean white Gaussian noise with variance o2 and find the
maximum likelihood estimator of € defined in part (b).

(d) Compute the Fisher information matrix for estimation of § defined in part (b). Is the
estimator efficient?

End of chapter
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7 OPTIMAL LINEAR FILTERING AND PREDICTION

In the last chapter linear and affine estimation were explored for the case where the estimator
output is computed from a vector of p input variables, which we called the measurements. The
estimator required solving a linear system of p equations, the normal equations, and the solution
involved inverting a p X p covariance matrix. In this chapter we turn to the case where an online
linear predictor is desired that, at each point in time, uses all of the past measurements. In this
case the number of input variables to the estimator becomes larger and larger over time and matrix
inversion becomes impractical. This situation arises in many real-time signal processing, control
and communications applications where data is collected in streaming mode. The approach that is
taken for this problem is to model the measurements as generated by a random process with known
autocorrelation function (acf). In this case the linear predictors can be implemented recursively
by applying a filter to the data stream. In Wiener filtering, designed for wide sense stationary
(wss) processes, this filter is causal and linear time invariant (LTI) while in Kalman-Bucy filtering,
designed for non-stationary processes, the filter is linear time varying (LTV).

We will cover the following topics.

* Wiener-Hopf Equations of min MSE filtering for w.s.s. processes
* Non-causal filtering, estimation, and prediction

* Causal LTI prewhitening: spectral factorization

* Causal LTI prediction: the Wiener filter

* Causal LTV prewhitening: the innnovations filter

* Causal LTV prediction: the Kalman-Bucy filter

A word about notation is in order here. Up to now in this text we have used upper case letters
for random variables reserving lower case for their realizations. However, it is customary to drop
the upper case for random processes and we will do so in this chapter putting the reader at small
risk of confusion between realizations, i.e. waveforms, and random processes. Fortunately, second
order statistical treatments like that covered here incur fewer accidents due to this kind of abuse
of notation.

7.1 WIENER-HOPF EQUATIONS OF OPTIMAL FILTERING

The Wiener filter is useful for linear prediction when one assumes that the underlying random
processes are wide sense stationary. The derivation of the filter below requires some facility with
z-domain power spectral densities (PSD) for which the reader is referred to the Appendix, Sec.
7.13.

Two zero mean w.s.s. discrete time random processes x and g are of interest to us:
* x = {xp : k € T}: maeasurements observed over an index set Z
*g={gr: —00 <k < oo}: unobserved sequence to be estimated from z

The objective is to estimate a time sample of g, e.g. g;, by a linear function of the waveform .
Note that gi plays the role of a random parameter, which we denoted 6y in previous chapters.
This linear function is expressed as the output of a filter h = {h(k, j)} ;:

gk = h(k, j)x;.

jE€T
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YV NWAYSA V. W99

\V %" A 1

Figure 58: Two random processes over time. Objective is to predict gi as a linear function of observation x;
over a time interval L.

The filter coefficient h(k,7) is indexed by output time index k and input time index j. If the
filter is linear time invariant (LTI) then h(k,j) = h(k — 7,0), which is the impulse response and is
denoted h(k—j) for short. We will assume throughout this chapter that the filter is bounded-input
bounded-output (BIBO) stable, which is guaranteed when . [h(k, j)| < oo.

The optimal filter design problem is to select h such that the estimator MSE is minimized, where
MSE(h) = El|gr — gx/*];

which in general may depend on the time index k.

The solution to this design problem must satisfy the orthogonality condition for linear estimators,

introduced in the previous chapter:

E[(gk — Qk)uf] = 0, el

for any basis set {u;} spanning span{x; : ¢ € Z}. The basis u; = x;, i € Z, will suffice here.
With this choice of basis we obtain the Wiener-Hopf (WH) equation that must be satisfied by the
optimal filter h(k, j)

0 = El(gx — gr)z;]
= Elgra] =Y h(k,j)Elz;a]]
JjET
= rga(k =)= Ak j)ro(j —i), Q€I
JjET
An alternative representation uses an indicator function to express the WH equation over all 4
instead of over the restricted range i € Z:

roe(k —1) =k, j)ra(j — i) | Iz(i) =0, —o00 <i < o0, (75)
JjET
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where I4(i) denotes the indicator function of set A

. 1, €A
IA(Z):{O igA

When Z is finite the WH is equivalent to a matrix equation that can be solved as in the previous
chapter.

Two cases are of interest to us: 1) non-causal estimation where the estimator has access to both
past and future measurements, and 2) causal estimation where the estimator only has access to
past measurements.

Case I: 7 = {—00,...,00}: non-causal estimation (smoothing)

Case II: Z = {—o00, ..., k}: Causal estimation (filtering)

7.2 NON-CAUSAL ESTIMATION

For Z = {—o0,...,00} the WH equation (75) becomes

rga(k =) = > Wk, j)ra(j —i) =0, —o0 <i<oo

j=—o0

We will use the fact that the solution h(k, j) to this equation can be assumed to be an LTI filter,
i.e., without loss of generality we can assume that h(k, j) = h(k—j) (See Exercise 6.1). Under this
assumption take the double-sided Z-transform to obtain an expression for the Z-transform H(z)
of hj, and the Z-domain cross power spectral density Py, (2) and the power spectral density P,(z)
(see Appendix at the end of this chapter for definitions):

Pyu(2) — H(2)Pyx(z) = 0.
Thus the optimum filter has frequency domain transfer function

Pya (ejw)

H(E) = 3 (em)

By invoking the orthogonality condition the minimum MSE can be expressed as follows

MSEwmin = E[(gr — b * 21)gp]
= rg(O) — hy, * Txg(k)|k:0

Or in frequency domain

MSEnin = % _ﬂ [Py(w) — H(w)Prg(w)] dw
-/ [pg(w)—Pgwg‘;’z)Z”)g(”) o, (76)

For simplicity, we abuse notation by using P(w) when we mean P(e/*) and using H(w) when we
mean H (e/¥).
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Example 34 Wide sense stationary signal in additive noise
Measurement model

T, = §; + w, —00 < 1 < 00

* s,w are uncorrelated w.s.s. random processes
* gr = s to be estimated
Obtain min MSE filter for estimation of s; and its min MSE

Ps(w) 1, Ps(w)/Pu(w) >1
- - { 0, Ps(w)/Puww) <1

o LT P@)Pulw) G [0, minwPu(w)/Pu(w) > 1
MSEuin = 2 /_7r Ps(w) + Pw(w)d - { var(sg), max, Ps(w)/Py(w) < 1

Problem: H(w) is non-negative real so that hy is symmetric impulse response. This implies that

8 = > 52 oo h(j)wk—; depends on future measurements (non-causal)!

h(k)

Figure 59: Min MSE filter for estimating w.s.s. signal in noise has symmetric impulse response.

7.3 CAUSAL ESTIMATION

Now the objective is to find a linear mininum MSE estimate of g; based only on the past mea-

surements. Thus the filter output will be:

k
g = Y hk—ja;

j=—o00
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where h satisfies the Wiener-Hopf equations
k

or equivalently, using the indicator function representation (75),

k
rge(k —i) = Y (k= j)ra(j — i) | I{—co,.k} (1) =0, —00 <i < o0, (78)

j==o0

Let’s explicitly constrain filter h to be causal: h(m) = 0, m < 0. After change of variable (see
homework exercises) we obtain the following simpler form for the WH equation

rge(l) = Y Bl = )re(4) | Ifo,..00p(l) =0, —00 <1< o0. (79)

j=—o00
Here we run into a difficulty. The equation (79) does not specify the value of the difference
ree(l) —> o0 o h(l —j)rz(j) on the LHS for negative values of [; these values can be arbitrary as

Jj=—00
long as this difference is zero for [ > 0. Hence, we cannot solve the WH equation as we did before
by simply taking z-transform. The presence of the indicator function Iy . ~o(I) in (79) suggests
that we take a different approach.

7.3.1 SPECIAL CASE OF WHITE NOISE MEASUREMENTS

One case where solution to WH is simple: x; = w; = white noise of unit variance:

1, k=0
’”“’(k):é’“:{ 0, k£0

In this case the Wiener-Hopf equation (79) becomes

rgw(l) = Y h(l = j)rw(i) = rgu(l) = h(l), 1>0

j=-—00
Hence we can specify the optimal causal filter h(k) as
| rgw(k), E>0
h(k) = { 0, o.w.

Or in the z-transform domain:

H(z) = {Pgu(2)}, (80)

where we have defined truncated z-transform of a time function b(k) with z-transform B(z)

(B(»)}, D b(k)zF =" b(k)u(k)z ™ = Z{b(k)u(k)}
k=0

oo
=i k=00

with w(k) = Iy, oo(k) the unit step function
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\ A~

Figure 60: Truncated z-transform of a function by,.

7.3.2 GENERAL CASE OF NON-WHITE MEASUREMENTS

Our derivation of the Wiener filter is based on the approach of Bode and Shannon [10]. The main
idea behind this derivation is the following. If we could “prewhiten” x with a filter h,, then we
could follow with optimal filter of form (80). This suggests a “prewhitening approach” to solving
general problem. However, not just any old whitening filter will do. In keeping with the original
objective of causal linear minimum mean square error estimation, the prewhitening filter must
itself be causal and, to ensure that we lose no information about {z;}¥___ . it must be causally
invertible, i.e. we must be able to recover past values of the input {z; k from past values of
the output.

1=—00

Thus the optimal Wiener filter, denoted H, for whitened measurements is specified by

H(z) = {Pu(2)},

- {ng(z)Hw(Z_l)}+

The filter H,, must satisfy conditions

1. h,, whitens the input process

2. hy, is causal
3. hy, is causally invertible

Definition: A BIBO stable filter h,, with transfer function H,(2) is causal and causally invertible
iff H,(z) and 1/H,(z) have no singularities outside the unit circle, i.e.,

|Hy(2)| < oo, |z|>1
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x® w(k) &K

Figure 61: Solution ofthe causal estimation problem by a cascade of a prewhitening filter hy, and an optimal
wiener filter, denoted H, for white noise.

and similarly,
1/|Hy(2)| < 00, |2/ >1

7.4 CAUSAL PREWHITENING VIA SPECTRAL FACTORIZATION

Assume z, is w.s.s. with
* r5(k) positive definite and summable (372

* rational PSD

Irz (k)| < oo)

—00

_ b(z)
T = T k k_ 22
Pele) =2 e = oy
where
rx(k) = Elx;x;—i] is acf of
b(z) = bgz? + -+ + b1z + by
a(z) = ap?? + - +arz +ag
For h,, to satisfy whitening condition require
Hy(2)Ho(z™") = = 1)
‘ “ B Pr(2)

Next we deal with causality conditions



STATISTICAL METHODS FOR SIGNAL PROCESSING (¢)Alfred Hero 2016 166

x(k) w(k) x(k)

k

i=—00

Figure 62: The cascade of causal filters Hy, and 1/H,, is causal and all pass thus implying that {w;}

contains same information as {xi}fzfoo, i.e. w; 18 white sufficient statistic.

Pole zero constellationof rational PSD

Im(z)

Figure 63: Pole zero constellation of a rational PSD.
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Any rational PSD can be factored into the form of a ratio of factors of simple first order polynomials

I (1= 27 20) (1 — 2205)

Pal®) = (T ) (1= 2

where ¢ is a real constant and 2., 2,; are zeros and poles of P,(z).

This factorization implies the following important properties of rational PSDs

P.(z7h = Pu(2), (symmetric ry)
Po(2*) = Pi(z), (real 7y)

P.(2) —  no poles on unit circle (bounded Py (w))
Pr(z) —  zeros on unit circle occur in pairs ( p.d. )

and
Pl (z) has all poles and zeros inside unit circle
P (z) has all poles and zeros outside unit circle

Therefore, conclude that the assignment

Hy(z) = 1/P; (2)

satisfies whitening condition (81) and H(z), 1/H(z) have all their poles inside unit circle

Can identify 1/H,,(z) causal synthesis filter for measurement process z

xp = hy' (k) * wy
where h,!(k) is the inverse Z-transform of 1/H.,(z) = PJ ().

This can be useful for simulation of zj; with arbitrary rational PSD from pseudo-random white
noise samples wy.

7.5 CAUSAL WIENER FILTERING

Using the results obtained in 7.4 and 7.3.2 we can put H,, and H together to obtain an expression
for the causal Wiener filter

H(z) = Ho(z) A(z) = f (P},

JI

— P: {Pgmj} (82)

167
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w(k) x(k)

Figure 64: A representation of xy with PSD P, as output of LTI causal filter Hy,(z) = P driven by white
noise

A time-domain expression for the minimum mean squared error MSE i = E[(gr — gx)?] can be
simply derived using the orthogonality condition

MSEmin = 74(0) = > h(k)reg(—k), (83)
k=0

where h(k) is the inverse Z-transform of H(z) in (82). Unlike the case of non-causal estimation
(recall expression (76)) there is no simple frequency-domain representation for MSE,ip.

Example 35 Causal prewhitening an AR(1) noise process

(k) = —ax(k — 1) +u(k), (-1<a<l)

where u(k) is white noise with variance 1.
First find PSD.

1 1 al¥!
Palz) = (14+az71) (14az)’ ro(k) = 1—a?
———— N——
P (2) Py (2)

The causal prewhitening filter is FIR

Hy(z) =1+az! <= hy(k) = 6(k) + ad(k — 1)

Can be implemented even without access to infinite past
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u(k) x(k)

1+a z’!

Figure 65: Synthesis filter of AR(1) process is a single pole IIR.

r,(k)

1

Ta?
/e 7
k

—1/In a

Figure 66: Auto-correlation function of AR(1) process with AR coefficient a is slowly decaying double sided
exponential for —1 < a < 0. (figure k-axis label should be —1/1In|al).
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x(k) wi(k) = u(k)

— I+az! —

Figure 67: Causal prewhitening filter for AR(1) process with AR coeffient a is a single tap FIR filter.

Example (ctd.) Prediction of an AR(1) from noiseless observations

Now we let g = x)1o Where « is a positive integer. When a > 0 this is a prediction problem. In
light of the fact that we have just found the prewhitening filter, it remains to find the quantity

{ Pya(2) }

Ps(2) n

to specify the Wiener filter-predictor (82).

As rge(k) = E[Tivarik] = re(k + ) Pye(z) = 2%Ps(z). Hence

Pgﬂﬁ(z) _ Za + >
{P;(z)}+ = @
= {zo‘/(1+az_1)}+

Now, using the identity (111) derived in the exercises, we see that

{z*/1+ aszl)}Jr = (—a)*/(1 +az!)

Hence, the Wiener filter-predictor is simply

HG) = g (T ) = (o

Pi(z) \1+az"!

which in the time domain gives the optimal predictor as Ty, = (—a)“xg. This just corresponds
to scaling the most recent observation and is consistent with x; being a 1st order Markov sequence
so that, for predicting the future, past information is not useful given present information.

Example 36 Causally prewhitening an AR (1) plus white noise process
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z(k) = vara) (k) + V()
where
*vaga)(k) is AR(1) with a = —0.8
* V (k) is white noise of variance 1/0.36
*vaga) (k) and V (k) are uncorrelated

Using result (110) derived in the Exercises, find PSD as a rational function with double pole and
double zero

1 1
Pulz) = (1—081)(1-082) 1/0:36

d(1+bz71) d(1+b2)
(I1+az71) (1+a2)

Pi(2) Py (2)

where a = —0.8,b = —0.5 and d = 1/+/0.225.

Unlike previous example, the causal prewhitening filter h,, (k) is now IIR

(1+az71)
(1+bz71)

and thus prewhitening cannot be implemented without access to infinite past.

Hy(z)=1/d

Note that the synthesis filter 1/H,,(z) can be applied to white noise wy to obtain recursion for
xj with both an autoregressive (AR) component (LHS) and a moving average (MA) component
(RHS):

T + azrg—1 = brwg + bowg_1
where b; = d and by = db. Random processes xj, that satisfy the recursion above are “ARMA(1,1)”
process.
Example (ctd.) Prediction of AR(1) from noisy observations

Similarly to the previous example we let §(k) = vap(1)(k+a) where a is a non-negative integer. As
the measurement noise u(k) and the AR(1) process va (1) (k) are uncorrelated Py.(z) = Pyy(2) =
2Py (2) where Py(2) is the PSD of vap(1) and Pg,(2) is the cross spectral density of g and va p(y).-
Therefore, after substitution of the expression for P, obtained above,

1 1 1
779_17(2') = —q2¢ T - (84)
Pr(z) ), d 1+bz 14+az"")
Before proceeding further, we will need to express the product of two ratios in {-}; as a sum of
two ratios in order to apply the identities (111) and (112). To do this, observe

1 1 7t 1
14bz 14+az!  b+2z1 1+4az!
A B

b+ 21 +1—|—az—1
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where A and B are to be determined. Comparing the LHS of the top line to the bottom line of
this last equation it is obvious that

-1

. z
A = Z—lllgfbm = —b/(]. — ab)
Z*l
B = lm ——=1/(1—ab)

2 1s—1/ab+ 271
Thus we have from (84)
Pya(2) B 1 24 B 2oty
Pr(2))  d(l—ab) \1+az"! 1+bz n

1 (—a)®
d(l1 —ab)1+az"!

where we have used the identity (112) which shows that only the first additive term in {-}; survives
(the second term corresponds to an anticausal component).

Hence, using (82) the Wiener filter-predictor is simply
q
H(z)=—21
(2) 1+b271

where ¢ = d2( a)®

ﬁ, which can be implemented in the time domain as the single pole IIR filter

recursion
g(k) = =bg(k — 1) + quy.

with §(k) = Oar(1)(k + ). It can be readily verified that in the limit as the measurement noise
var(u(k)) goes to zero, b — 0, d> — 1, and ¢ — (—a)® so that this IIR predictor filter reduces to
the simple Wiener predictor filter of the previous example having no measurement noise.

7.6 CAUSAL FINITE MEMORY TIME VARYING ESTIMATION

The Wiener filter is limited to the cases where the processes gr and xj are jointly w.s.s. and the
estimating filter is L'T1, i.e. access to infinite past is available. In practice, however, this is not the
case and we will need to handle the situation for which

1. g,z may not be jointly w.s.s.

2. estimator filter is turned on at time k = 0 with initial conditions (finite memory) and is not
LTI

Objective: find linear min MSE estimate of g; based only on finite past+present measurements

k

g = Y h(k g, (85)

J=0

We know that optimal h satisfies the k& x k system of Wiener-Hopf equations.

k
7=0
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Or, since summation is over finite number of indices we can express this in the familiar matrix
form
_ -1

g

where by, = [h(k, k), h(k,k —1),...,h(k,1)]T, R, is the (k+ 1) x (k + 1) covariance matrix of the
first & measurements, and r,, is the (k + 1)-element vector of cross correlations between g and

z(0), ..., z(k).

Difficulty: standard matrix inverse approach has growing memory and computation as k increases:
not suitable for real time implementation.

x(k) n(k) 8K

—* TVF > H —

Figure 68: Decomposition of min MSE filter by prefiltering with time-varying innovations filter.

7.6.1 SPECIAL CASE OF UNCORRELATED MEASUREMENTS
As before we first convert to a case where solution to WH is simple:
= x; = 1; = non-stationary white noise

ry(J, 1) = 03 (i) 8-

Solution to WH equation is now immediate

k
0 = rgp(k,i) = > h(k,)ry(d,i) = rgy(k,i) — h(k,i)op(i), 0<i<k
=0

and gives optimal filter as a projection coefficient associeted with projecting g onto the i-th noise
component 7;

173
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< Gk;Mi >

M) =

= rg,](k:,z')/afl(i), 0<i<k

7.6.2 CORRELATED MEASUREMENTS: THE INNOVATIONS FILTER

Q. How to “prewhiten” ;7

A. A time-varying “prewhitening filter” has to yield output variables {n;} which are uncorrelated,
which are causally and linearly generated from past of {x;}, and from which the past {z;} can be
recovered in a causal fashion

This translates to the following required conditions on 7);:
1. cov(n;,m;) =0,1#j
2. span{no, ..., Mk—1, Mk} = span{xg ..., xp_1, 2}, k=1,2,...

Recursive construction of {n;}:

Let 2,1 be the optimal 1-step forward linear predictor of z, given past {xk—1,..., 20}
k—1
Tgp— = Z Ak Ti (86)
i=0
Equivalently,
k—1 k—1
- _ _ < Tk, Mi > 37
Lhlk—1 = Zak,i ni = Z wm (87)
i=0 i=0 i

As we will see below, the advantage of representation (87) over (??) is that the 2 step forward
linear predictor, denoted xy;_o has the form

k—2
Thlk—2 = Zami,
i=0

that is, zgx—1 and x5 use the same coefficients except that ;1 = 0 for the latter estimator.

We find a equation for the innovations in terms of the measurements using the orthogonality
condition
E[(zk‘_‘%mk‘—l)l‘l]:oa Z:O,,k—l

Suggests following algorithm for 7;’s

o = Xo

m = r1— 2y

Me = Tk — Tpjp—1,
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or, more explicitly, in matrix form

o . . o
. —aio . 0 .

Nk : - - 0 Tk
—ago v —Qgg—1 1

n, = Az

Note that the lower triangular structure of A expresses a causal relationship between 7 and xy:
Nk only depends on xj, through the past and present measurements {xo, ..., x}. Specifically, the
rows of A represent the coefficients of a causal filter, which is possibly time varying, with input
xi and output 7.

Comments:

* n; is called the ”innovations process”

* The rows of A specify causal invertible “innovations filter”
* As A is invertible {n;} is equivalent to {z;}.

* As A is lower triangular A~! is also lower triangular and therefore A is, in fact, causally invertible.

Xy Mk
AR .
N
Linear
A predictor Z
Xklk-1

Figure 69: The innovations filter produces equivalent uncorrelated measurement sequence ;.

7.6.3 INNOVATIONS AND CHOLESKY DECOMPOSITION

The innovations representation gives a decomposition for covariance R, of x

R, = FBlzz']
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_ E[A_le.A_T}
= A_lE[MT]A_T

= AR, AT

Equivalently, the representation gives us a way to diagonalize Rx without the need to form an
eigendecomposition:
AR, AT =R,

This decomposition is closely related to the Cholesky decomposition of positive definite matrices
[22], which exists in two forms:
FORWARD CHOLESKY DECOMPOSITION

Any symmetric positive definite matrix B has a decomposition of the form

B=L;P;L}

where

* P diagonal matrix of “forward prediction error variances”

* Ly is lower triangular matrix of “forward prediction coefficients”
* P and Ly are non-singular

BACKWARD CHOLESKY DECOMPOSITION

Any symmetric positive definite matrix B has a decomposition of the form

B=L! P, L,

where

* Py, diagonal matrix of “backwards prediction error variances”

* Ly is lower triangular matrix of “backwards prediction coefficients”
* Py and L, are non-singular

When the measurement sequence {x;} is w.s.s. the covariance matrix Rx is Toeplitz and there exist
fast algorithms, known as the Levinson-Durbin algorithm [22], for diagonalizing the covariance
matrix and computing these decompositions.

7.7 TIME VARYING ESTIMATION/PREDICTION VIA THE KALMAN
FILTER

Since span{n; }¥_, = span{z;}¥_,, the innovations are just another basis spanning the observations,

which happens to be an orthogonal basis. Thus we have the equivalent representation for the
optimal causal finite memory estimator (85) of g

K
9k = G = > bk, j)n

J=0

where £ is the projection coefficient
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iL(/{? ) _ < 9k, Ny > _ Tg??(kaj)
’ <nj,m; > o2(j

We can now write a “pseudo recursion” for gy

B
—_

re = h(k, j)n; + h(k, k)

]:
= Grpp_r + h(k, k) m (88)

[e=]

This is not a “true recursion” since we do not yet know how to compute the update ?L(k —-1,7) —

h(k,7) for the projection coefficient nor the update ng_1 — m; of the innovations. To obtain
a true recursion we will need to assume a dynamical model for xp. The derivation will then
proceed in two steps: first we will consider generating a recursion for the innovations, which will
require developing the recursion &y, — Zp41)%; second we will specialize gx to the case of signal
prediction, gi = si+1, and signal filtering, gr = si, for the case that xj satisfies the linear model
T = Sk + Vk.

7.7.1 DYNAMICAL MODEL
Specifically, we will assume that x is given by the model

T = Sk + Vi
T
Sk :Qkék

20

where:
sk is a (scalar) signal and vy is a (scalar) measurement noise,
§, is a p dimensional “state vector” (“internal state” of system generating {s;}),

¢}, is a p-element vector describing how the state affects the signal component sy, of the measurement
Tl

w;, is a state noise vector (¢ x 1)
By, is the state noise input matrix (p x q)

A1k is a state transition matrix (p x p) describing the signal dynamics which are due soley to
the initial condition { (in the absence of driving noise wy,).

We make the following simplifying statistical assumptions:
State Model (SM) Assumptions A1-A4

Al vy uncorrelated sequence with zero mean and variance E[vi] = o2 (k)
A2 wy: uncorrelated sequence with zero mean and covariance matrix Elw,w!] = Ry, (k) (¢ X q)
A3 ¢ has zero mean and covariance matrix E [§O§Z] =R¢(0) (p x p)

Ad vy, € 0 W; are mutually uncorrelated for all 7, k
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w(k) Er £ s(k) x(k)
By ’ < Ci ’ ?
Ak+1|k J Vi (k)

Figure 70: State space model for observation.

7.7.2 KALMAN FILTER: ALGORITHM DEFINITION

Here we summarize the Kalman filter as derived in the next section. Under the assumptions
A1-A4 the innovations 7 from {:cj}é‘f’;é can be recursively generated from the following Kalman
recursions for innovation

Kalman Recursions for innovations and state prediction

First we have the Measurement Update Equations:
M. = T — Qg §k|k—1 (90)
§k+1\k = Aptik §k|k71 + L1k s §0‘,1 =0 (91)

where Iy , is the Kalman Gain, computed offline as function of state predictor error covariance

Rg(k\k -1)= E[@k - §k|k—1>(§k o ék\k—l)T]

Toorp = ApsiRelklk - 1) Ul(k) (92)
where o7 (k) is the innovations variance
o2(k) = ARGkl — ey + 02 (R) (93)
The covariance matrix Rg(k|k — 1) is updated according to the Time Update Equations:
Rg(k +1k) = [Ak+1,k - £k+1,kQZ]R§(k’k - 1)[Ak+1,k - £k+1,k9k]T (94)

+B R, (k)Bf + EkJrl,kEg—i-l,kUg(k)‘
RA0/—1) = Re(0) (95)
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x(k) A A
- - T §K+1|K {::th—l C
Ny 2
£ I B J S Sk
Ak+l|k

n(k)

Figure 71: Kalman filter block diagram for generation of n and 5(k)

7.7.3 KALMAN FILTER: DERIVATIONS

We will derive the Kalman filter in two different ways. The first, called the classical derivation,
imposes no distributional assumptions on the state or measurements. The second imposes an addi-
tional assumption of Gaussian distributed state and observations. The first derivation historically
precedes the second and is based on the projection theorem applied to the innovations process.
The second derivation, called the Bayesian derivation, is more direct but less intuitive, relying on
posterior density update equations and their differentials.

CLASSICAL KALMAN FILTER DERIVATION

This derivation is based on the Gevers and Kailath innovations approach [21].
Step 1: Gather Together Key Properties

The simplifying assumptions (A1-A4) imply the following properties
Properties P1-P3

P1 {§j}§:1 is uncorrelated with w;, (A2,A4) and with vy (A1,A4), and therefore

P2 {xj};?zl is uncorrelated with w; and vg4q.

P3 < wxp,m; >=< s + v, nj >=< sp,n; >, j < k, since < v,m; >= 0, j < k, as n; €
span{z;,xj_1,...,2o} and vy is uncorrelated sequence (Al).

Step 2: Establish relation between Z;_; and §k|k_1

Putting P2 and P3 together we obtain from representation (88) for gy = sj:

k—1

N . < Sk 15 >
Thlk—1 = Z A "j
=0 J
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< g/c’ 77]
= T A
Z I
gk\k—l
_ T3
k Sppp1-

Where, with abuse of notation, < § w1 > denotes the p-element vector composed of inner products
< (fk)uﬁk >, = 17 Ry

Step 3: Establish update formula for §k|k—1 — §k+1|k

Recall that the linear minimum mean square estimator for a random vector is simply the con-

catenation of the linear minimum mean square estimators for each element of the random vector.
Thus

k
. <& n; >
_ k41N ,
S = Z ENE j
j=0 J
w <& > < Sy >
D e v R %)
=0 j Mk
Define the Kalman gain vector
< g y Nk >
_ S Sk
B T o7

and note that, from the state equation (89) for ., and the fact that w; and 7); are uncorrelated
for j <k,

<& > <Apg€n > < Brwy,n; >
oAl [In;1[? lunls
< §k,77j >

AHMW’ i<k
j

which is A1k times the projection coefficient for projecting § ., onto n;.

Substitution of the above back into (96) gives the desired recursion

. <t n
Sl
§k‘+1|k‘ = Ak+1 k Z H ] ||2 T’] + Ek-q—l,k”k

with initial condition & | = 0.

Step 4: Find expression for Kalman Gain
We split this into three steps:

Step 4.a: Find expression for |1

Define the state estimator error vector
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§k\k71 =&~ gk\kfl'

Then, again using the state model for xy,

Nk = T — Tppp—1 = Q;;F§k + v — Q;‘géc‘k_l = Q;;F§k|k_1 + v, (99)

We can use this result to find the innovations variance ||ng||? = O'%(k‘) which is required for com-

puting the projection coefficients in (96), specifically the Kalman gain (97) needed for recursion
(98). As §k‘k71 € span{&, Tp—1,-- -, 20}, ék‘kil is uncorrelated with vy, from (99)

o2(k) = T Re(klk — L)y + o2(k) (100)

where Rg(k[k — 1) is the state estimator error covariance matrix. To evaluate this we will need
to establish a recursion for this error covariance matrix. However, an expression for the Kalman
gain will be required to develop the error covariance update equations.

Step 4.b: Express Kalman gain I';,,; in terms of state estimator error covariance
Rg(/{:]k -1)

The Kalman gain vector I'y 1, (97) can be related to the state estimator error covariance by the
following steps

1. < §k+1’77’f >=Apy1k <&M > By <wp,mp >= Appip <&M > (from whiteness of wy,
and fact that n, € span{zy,...,xzo}).

2. < §k,77k >=< §k —§k|k_1, N >=< §k|k—1’ Nk > (noting that < §k|k—l’nk >= (0 from orthogo-
nality principle of linear estimation)

3. < gk\kfl’nk >= ENEk\kflnk] = E[§k|k71§k|k71]gk (e = Qljﬂﬂgk\kfl + v and vy is white noise
uncorrelated with § K 1)
Putting the above together, and recalling that ||7:||> = o7 (k) calculated in (100), we obtain

<§k+1777k> <§k,7]k;>
— e = Ay
17| "

17k 2
— A R;:(klk —1)c !
= Akrrrly =k ci Re(klk — 1)ey + o2 (k)

| P

(101)

Step 4.c: Find recursive update for estimator error covariance Ré(k|k—1) — Ré(k:—l—1|k)

First find update equation for é Kk—1 by subtracting the state estimator update equation (98) from
the actual state update equation (89)

Shpr ~ G = Arrn(§y = &) F Brwg — Ly e

k+1\k:§k+1_§k+1\k + v}, in the above

Identifying § and using n, = g;‘gg

klk—1

~ T
§k+1|k = Ak-‘rl,kékm,l + Brwy, — £k+1,k(9k §k|k71 + vk)

= [Ag+1e— Ek+1,k£ﬂ§k|k_1 + Brwy — Ly g g0k (102)
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Now properties P1-P3 imply that the three additive terms in (102) are mutually uncorrelated.
Therefore, the covariance of the RHS is the sum of three covariance matrices and we obtain the
update equation (95)
Re(k+1|k) = [Apprn— Ek+1,k££]Rg(kf’k — D[Akrp — Dpprpci]”
+BiRy (F)BL + Ly 4Lk o0 (R).

An alternative form of the recursion (95) can be derived by using (93) and (97) which makes
Rg(k!k — 1) explicit in the quantity L'y, ;. After some algebra this produces the equivalent
update equation

Re(k+1k) = AppipRe(klk — 1AL, + ByRu(k)By
—ApreRe(klk — Ve o Re(klk — DAL . /on (k) (103)

where o7 (k) = g{Rg(k:]k —1)¢;, + 02(k), as defined above.

Drawing all of the results of this subsection together we obtain the Kalman filtering equations
(90)-(95) of Section 7.7.2.

BAYESIAN KALMAN FILTER DERIVATION

Similarly to Section 7.7.3 we assume that the observations y, obey a dynamical model, except
that here we also assume that the additive noises and the initial state are Gaussian. Specifically,

Yo = Sk T Uk,
S = QT§k, E=0,1,...
Spp1 = AL, T By,

where § o Uk and w,;, are mutually independent zero mean temporally uncorrelated Gaussian vari-
ables for k = 0,1,.... As before v, and w,, are zero mean (white) noises with variance o2 and
covariance matrix R, respectively. All other assumptions on the model are identical to those
made in the previous section. Let the posterior density of the state § ., given the observation
sequence V; = {1, yi—1,---,%0} up to time [ be denoted fngz'

The Bayesian derivation of the Kalman filter equations is split into 4 steps.
Step 1: Show that posterior density of state is a multivariate Gaussian density
The key to the Bayes derivation of the Kalman filter is that the posterior density f§k|yk must be
of the form

1
R (klk)|

e, (&%) = T o (56— G R RN -6y ) (09

where §k|k is the Kalman filter’s state estimator and Rg(k|k) = E[(§, — §k|kz)(§k - §k‘k)T] is the
state estimator error covariance matrix.

To see that relation (104) holds, recall that for any two jointly Gaussian r.v.s W, Z the conditional
distribution of Z given W is N (E[Z|W],cov(Z|W)). E[Z|W] is identical to the linear minimum
mean squared error estimator of Z given W, which, for Z = ¢, and W = ), must be the output
of the Kalman filter. Furthermore, the conditional covariance cov(§, — § | Vk) = cov(§, — g ) since

(projection theorem) the error § p § k is uncorrelated with past observations ), and therefore,
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since the error and the past observations are jointly Gaussian, they are statistically independent.
Hence the conditional covariance is equal to the unconditional error covariance Rg(k|k:) of the
Kalman state estimator.

Step 2: Derive update equation for posterior density of state

The next step is to show that the state posterior density px(¢,) dlef f§k|yk’ (€, |Vk) obeys the
Chapman-Kolmogorov formula

fyk+1|§k+1 (yk+1 |§k+1)

k1§, 1) = f &, 1€ )oK(E,)dE, - 105
’ +1(*k+1> Fyein1ve Wr+11V) Sl e, kHLk)p (€ )de, (105)
This formula is valid even if §O, vk, Wy, are not Gaussian.
To show (105) start with Bayes formula

fk+1\yk+1( k+1|yk+1) - fk+1\yk+1( k+1|yk+1’yk)

f§k+l:yk+1 |Vk (§k+17 Y1 Vk)
fyk+1\)’k (Yr+1|1Vk)

Next we express the numerator as

f§k+1’yk+1|yk<§k+1’ykJrl’yk) - fyk+1|§k+1’yk(yk+1‘§k+l’yk)fk+1|yk §k+1’yk

fyk+1|§k+1(yk+1|§k+1)f§ i (€1 Vi)

k+1

where in the last step we used the fact that, given { j1? Ykt is independent of the past )} since the
noise vy, is white (recall the model g1 = ¢! §k+1 +vi). This establishes the Chapman-Kolmogorov
recursive formula (105)

When £ , vk, wy, are Gaussian the density fka‘ £, (ul¢,) has the form of a multivariate Gaussian
density over u with mean parameter g(§ k) and covariance matrix parameter BR,,B” and the
density fy, || e (2]€ L +1) has the form of a univariate Gaussian density over z with mean parameter

T

€ &
mean QT§ b1 and variance o

and variance parameter o2. Indeed, given & Ehrrr Ukt1 is obviously Gaussian distributed with

2
Py

To show the Gaussian form of fg (u|£ ) use the law of total
probability to obtain

f |yk(§k+1‘y’€> = f&

k+1

[V (§k+1 ) §k \yk)d§k

Se1Sr
= f§ |yk( |yk) k+1|fk,yk(£k+1‘£kayk) 5

Now, as § kbl is independent of ) given ék (recall that w; and vy are independent Gaussian
white noises), the second factor in the integrand is simply f£k+1|£k (&, +1|§ ,) Which is a multivariate
Gaussian density.

Step 3: Find expression for exponents in posterior density update equation
k+1_§k+1\k+1) (k+1‘k+1)( 241 5lc+1\k+1)
by equating the exponent on the left hand side of the Chapman—KolmogorOV equations to the

exponent on the right hand side using the Gaussian forms of all the densities expressed in these
equations.

Next we derive a relation for the quadratic form (§
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Completion of the square in the integrand of (105) gives the expression
1 ) , - . )
SO (_2(€k+1 n Aék\k N A(ék o §k\k))T[BRwBT] 1(§kz+1 - Aéklk N A(§k B gkllc))>
1 . - .
exp (= (€, ~ £ R HIDNE, ~ &) )
1 . ~ . ~ 1

= cexp (—2(5k - §k|k -Q lﬂk)TQ(ék - §k|k -Q luk)> exp (—2(ql - Q2)>

where c¢ is an unimportant constant and
u = [AT[BRwBT]*lA(ék_H — Agk\k)
Q = AT[BR,B?]'A+ Rgl(kyk)
q1 (§k+1) = (§k+1 - Aék‘k)T[BRwBT]_l(ékJ’_l - A§k|k)
_  To-1
q2 (§k+l) = u Q u.
The result of integration of (106) over {, € IR” (recall that the Gaussian density integrates to 1)
gives the following expression for the integral in (105)
1
c1 exp <—2(q1 - Q2)>
for some constant ¢;. Now the exponent on the RHS of (105) can be easily found
1 .

-5 ((ym — ' )P 00— (e — €Ty p) 0 a6 )+ —q2(§k+l)) (107)

where 02 = var(yg41 — QT§k+1|k+1) = gTRg(k + 1|k + 1)c + 02. Thus we have the relation
, Tp-1 ; _
(§k+1 a §k+1\k+1) Rg (k + 1]k + 1)(§k+1 n §k+1|k+1) - (108)
Step 3: Differentiate the exponent of the posterior update equation
Using the relation (108) we now derive the Kalman filter equations specifying state estimator
- - _ . -1 -1 .
updates ék\k — §k+1\k+1 and inverse covariance updates R§ (k|k) — R§ (k + 1|k + 1) in the
following manner. To derive state update equation we take the derivative of relation (108) with
respect to § k1 and evaluate the resulting equation at § bl = A¢ e To derive the covariance
update equation we take the second derivative with respect to § 1 Here are the details.
Differentiation of the LHS of (108) twice in the argument &4y Yields 2R£f1(k + 1]k +1). Likewise
twice differentiating the RHS of (108) and equating to 2R§Tl(k‘ + 1|k + 1) gives
1 T1-1 T1—1 T T1-1 1 1AT Ty-1, cc”
RET (k+1|k+1) = [BR,B" ] —-[BR,B"| "A[A" [ BR,B"|™ A—I-Rg (k[k)] AT [BR,B" |7 +—
o

v
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Application of the Sherman-Morrison-Woodbury identity (1) to the first two terms on the RHS
gives a compact recursion for the inverse covariance

CCT

Rgl(k +1[k +1) = [BR,B” + AR;(k|k)AT] ™" + = (109)
UU

Next we differentiate the LHS and RHS of (108) once wrt £ b1 and evaluate at §

obtain

pa1 = Ay, to

__ ¢ T
we ~ Skatrrt) = _jg(yk+1 —c AL

Rg%k+uk+1xA§
Which yields the Kalman filter recursion
. o T A
Sppipprr = Ay T Phpe (yh 1 — ¢ A§k|k)

where we have identified the Kalman gain

Typ = RE Mk + 1k + 1)
13 o5

Thus we obtain the Kalman filtering equations (90)-(95) of Section 7.7.2.

7.8 KALMAN FILTERING: SPECIAL CASES

The Kalman filter equation (91) generates the innovations sequence 7 which is needeed to com-
pute the estimate gy, defined in Sec. 7.7 by the equation (88). Also needed are the projection
coefficients fz(k‘, J), 7 = 1,...,k. We discuss two special cases for which these coefficients are
simply computed, Kalman prediction and Kalman filtering

7.8.1 KALMAN PREDICTION

The linear prediction problem is to predict future value of the observation xj,; from a linear
combination of past and present observations {x; }g’-‘:o, or, equivalently, from the past and present
innovations {7; };‘?:0. Recalling the measurement model (89), xx1+1 = Sk4+1 + Vg+1 is the sum of two
uncorrelated components. Hence, denoting the predictor by 1) and applying the superposition

property (70) of linear estimators of a sum of random variables

Try1k = Sky1k + Okg1k = Sk1jk

where 9341, = 0 due to the fact that vy is white and thus uncorrelated with the past innovations,

. . . . T
i.e. unpredictable. Finally, as sx+1 = Qk+1§k+1

N T ¢
Sk+1lk — §k+1§k+1|k

which can be computed from the Kalman filter (91) for state estimation discussed in the previous
sub-section.
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7.8.2 KALMAN FILTERING

The filtering problem is to estimate the signal component si in x; = s + v from past and present
measurements {z; }520 (equivalently {n; ;-‘:0). Let 545, denote this estimate. Set g = s3, and from
the general recursion (88) we obtain

Sklk = Sp_1 + h(k, k),

where $ ;1 is the linear predictor derived in the last subsection and

i _ Elsm] i BlEm]
h(k, k) = var(on) — var()

Recall that in the process of showing the expression (101) for the Kalman gain 'y . ; ,, we established
B¢, nk] = Rg(k|k — 1)c;.. Putting this together with the expression (93) we obtain

k. k) = ci Re(k|k — 1)c,
’ ci Re(klk — )¢y, + o3 (k)

All of the above quantites are available from the Kalman filter recursions (90) and (95).

7.9 STEADY STATE KALMAN FILTER AND WIENER FILTER

Assume

* Apy1k, bi, cp and Ry, (k) are time-invariant

* R, (k) is time-invariant

* The state error covariance matrix Rg(k + 1, k) converges to a positive definite matrix as k — oo.
Then:

* 55, is w.s.s. as k — oo

* xp, is w.s.s. as k — 00

= Steady state innovations filter is equivalent to Wiener prewhitening filter

In particular, in steady state, n becomes a (w.s.s.) white noise with

a7 (k) = op(00) = ¢ Rg(00)c + o7

The steady state error covariance matrix Rg(c0) can be found in two steps:
Step 1: set Rg(k,k—1) = Rg(k+1, k) = Rg(00) in covariance update equation (95), equivalently,
(103), obtaining the steady state covariance equation:
Rg(0) = ARg(o0)A” +BR,B’
—ARg(00)c" cRg(00) AT for(00),

n
alent to a quadratic equation in Rg(oc0), called an algebraic Ricatti equation [36]. This can be

solved numerically but, an analytical form for Ré(oo) can sometimes be found.

Step 2: Noting that, as 02(cc) is linear in Rg(oo), the steady state covariance equation is equiv-
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Example 37 Kalman filter for estimation of a constant signal

The objective is to find an optimal recursive estimator of a constant signal in random noise given a
finite number of observations. Accordingly, let’s assume the following special case of the dynamical
observation model (89)

T = Skt Uk
Sk+1 = Sk-
Here s;, is a scalar state and we can identify ¢, = 1,By = 0, A1 = 1, and R¢(0) = o2. For
notational simplicity define the normalized state error covariance (actually the variance since the
state is one dimensional):
T = Rg(k‘ +1, ]4})/0'5

With this notation, and the identifications above, the (scalar) update equation (103) for Rz (k+1, k)
gives
Tip1 =T/ (Tu + 1), T, = 02/0s,

which has explicit solution T}, = 1/(k + 1/SNR), where SNR= 02 /02. The Kalman gain is simply

T,

—— =T 1.
T+ 1 k+1

i1 =
Therefore, the Kalman filter update for $;_; is
Skr1jk = Skjk—1 + Lkt1,67k,
which, using ny = zp — 8,—1 is equivalent to the AR(1) recursion

Skeie = 1= Tharkldpp—1 + T 1pn,

with initial condition 8y_; = 0. Now, as I'y1 11 = Thy1 = 1/(k + 1+ 1/SNR), we have the large
k approximation

1
T N o——
k+1 A + 17
yielding the large k form of the AR(1) recursion:
. k. 1
Skl = T Sklk-1 + 1tk

which has the solution i
~ 1
sk—i—l\k = m sz
i=0

This filter can be represented explicitly as the output of a linear time varying filter s, =
Ele h(k+1,i)x; with h(k,i) = 1/k. Thus, as expected, the Kalman filter estimator of a constant
signal becomes identical to the sample mean estimator of the ensemble mean for large k - as the
transients of the filter die down the initial condition has no more influence.

It should be observed in the above example that the Kalman filter does not converge in steady
state to a LTI filter since the asymptotic state covariance is not positive definite - the variance is
equal to zero.
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7.10 SUMMARY OF STATISTICAL PROPERTIES OF THE INNOVA-
TIONS

We summarize important properties of the innovations that will be important in the sequel. As
the observation noise v is uncorrelated with the signal s;, we have three equivalent expressions
for the innovations

Me = Tk — -1
Me = Tk — Splk—1
e = Q£(§k - §k|k71) + vk
Furthermore:
Eln] =0

cov(ni,m;) =0, i#j

and, as shown above, the innovations variance is

var(ng) = o, (k)
= QzRg(k?)kaLUg(k)

7.11 KALMAN FILTER FOR SPECIAL CASE OF GAUSSIAN STATE
AND NOISE

Assume:

* U, &, and wy, are jointly Gaussian

Then:

* 2, = s + v, is a Gaussian random process

* Kalman filter is identical to MAP and to conditional mean estimator (CME) of state

§k|k_1 = E[ék‘xk*17 LR ,$1]

*{nr} is an equivalent uncorrelated Gaussian measurement

7.12 BACKGROUND REFERENCES

The Wiener filter was originally published (as a classified report) by Norbert Wiener in the early
1940’s and the Kalman filter was published by Kalman and Bucy in the early 1960’s. The book
by Kailath [36] provides a nice overview of the historical context for both of these breakthroughs.
Other books covering linear prediction from a signal processing perspective are Hayes [26], Mendel
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[53], and Moon and Stirling [57]. A very comprehensive mathematically concise coverage of signal
processing algorithms for non-statistical least squares and linear prediction can be found in the
book by Strobach [80]. Finally, for a different time series perspective of mathematical statistics
the reader can consult the excellent book by Brockwell and Davis [14].

7.13 APPENDIX: POWER SPECTRAL DENSITIES

Here we provide a quick primer on autocorrelation functions (acf) and power spectral densities
(PSD) for zero mean wide sense stationary (wss) random sequences. For more detailed information
see Thomas [83] or Davenport and Root [16].

7.13.1 ACF AND CCF

The autocorrelation function of a zero mean finite variance discrete time random process {zy} is
defined as

re(i,7) = E[a:za:j]

The acf is non-negative definite in the sense that for any absolutely summable sequence {uy}

Zu;‘rx(i,j)uj > 0.
i7j

For two zero mean finite variance discrete time random sequences xj and y; the cross-correlation
function (ccf) of  and y is defined as

The ccf has conjugate symmetry, ruy(i,j) = r,,(j,i), and is equal to zero when z and y are
uncorrelated random sequences.

7.13.2 REAL VALUED WIDE SENSE STATIONARY SEQUENCES

When z, is zero mean real and wss its acf satisfies (by definition of wss): 7,(¢,7) = r4(i — J,0).
The function r;(i,7 — k) is usually denoted as r,(k) and it is symmetric

re(—k) = rz(k)

and satisfies 7,,(0) > r, (k) for all k. A real wss xj, has a PSD defined as the Discrete Time Fourier
Transform (DTFT) of r,:

o0

Paow) = Flra(k)} = Y ro(k)e 7"

k=—o00

from which r, can be recovered using the inverse DTFT:

ro(k) = F-HP, (W)} = %/W Po(w)el*.

Due to the real, symmetric, non-negative definiteness of r, its PSD is real, symmetric, and non-
negative:

,P:T:(w) = Pl’(w)v Px(_w) = Px(w)a Pw(w) > 0.
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For two zero mean real jointly wss random sequences xj, and v, the ccf similarly satisfies: 74, (7,7 —
k) = ryy(k). The ccf also has a kind of symmetry property 7,,(—k) = ry,(k). The cross PSD is
defined as the DTFT of r,,. It is neither real nor symmetric but inherits the following property
from 7y,

Poy(—w) = Ppy(w) = Pya(w).

When x; and y, are uncorrelated the CPSD is equal to zero and therefore if zp, = xp + yp
P.(w) =Par(w) + Py(w).

Let hy, be the impulse response of a stable linear time invariant (LTT) system and let H(w) = F(hy)
be its frequency-domain transfer function. If yp = hi * x; is the output of this LTI system then

Py(w) = [H(w)[*Pa(w),

and

Pay(w) = H (@) Pe(w), Pye(w) = H(w)Pa(w).

7.13.3 Z-DOMAIN PSD AND CPSD

Analogously to the frequency domain PSD defined above, one can define the z-domain PSD by

o0

Pu(z) = Z{rz(k)} = D ra(k)z™"

k=—oc0

We have the obvious relation P, (w) = P,(e/“). The z-domain CPSD is defined analogously:
Pay(z) = Z{ryy(k)}. The z-domain PSD and CPSD inherit various properties from their frequency-
domain versions. In particular, radial symmetry about the unit circle

Pa(27") = Pa(2), Pay(z™') = Pyal2)

and conjugate symmetry

Pa(z%) = Pu(2)-

Finally, when y; = hy * z is the output of an LTI system with z-domain transfer function H(z)
then we have the analogous relations to before

Py(2) = H(z)H (™) Pal(2),

and
Pay(2) = H(z7)Pa(2), Pyalz) = H(z)Pal(2).

7.14 EXERCISES

o0
1=—00

6.1 As we know, the optimal filter h(k, j) for estimating the sample g(k) of the process {g(k)

from zero mean process {z(i)}5°__ satisfies the Wiener-Hopf equation

roa(k,i) = >k, j)ra(i,j) =0, —o00 <i< oo

j=—o00

190



6.2

6.3

6.4

6.5
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Show that when g and z are jointly w.s.s. random processes, i.e. 7,(i,j) = r.(i — j) and
Tgz(k,i) = rgz(k — 1), h(k, j) can be assumed to be linear time invariant (LTI), i.e. h(k,j) =
h(k — j) will satisfy the WH equation. Now show that the same holds for the causal optimal
filter h(k, j) which satisfies

roa(k, i) = Y Wk, j)ra(i,j) =0, —o0 <i<k.

j=—o0

(Hint: Find Weiner-Hopf equations for estimating y(k + [) where [ is an arbitrary time shift,
make a change of index ¢ and a change of variable j and show by comparison to the Weiner-
Hopf equations for estimating y(k) that h(k,j) = h(k — 7,0)).

Derive the equation (79) for the Causal Wiener filter 0 = rg, (1) — > °__ h(l — m)rg(m)
from the original equation (78) by making two changes of variable in sequence: reindex i by
l =k —1and reindex j by m =k — j.

For constants a, ¢ and the definitions ¢ = 1+ ¢ + ca?, r = ca, derive the following identity

1 1 _d(14bz7Y) d(1+bz)
(1+az71)(1+az) = (I1+az7t) (1+az)

(110)

where

p= IEVIT 28 gy

Observe that when c is positive real, one of the roots in the equation for b satisfies |b| < 1
while the other satisfies |b| > 1.
In the development of the causal and non-causal Weiner estimators we have assumed that all
processes were zero mean. Here we deal with the case of non-zero mean w.s.s. processes for
which the affine Weiner estimator is appropriate.
Assume the measurement process {xy}r and the target process {gi}r to be estimated are
w.s.s. and have non-zero means E[z;] = p, (k) and Elgi] = pg(k).
(a) The affine non-causal Wiener estimator of gy is defined by the filter h(k, j) and sequence
of constants sy, as
o0
ge=ar+ Y h(k )z,

j=—o00

where h(k, 7) and ay, are selected to minimize the mean square estimation error MSE(h, a) =

E[(gx—9x)?]. Show that the optimal filter satisfies h(k, j) = h(k—j) where h(j) is the op-
timal linear time invariant non-causal Weiner filter for estimating the zero mean process
gi — pg(k) from the centered zero mean measurements zj — ji, (k) and that the optimal
sequence ay, is pig(k) + 3272 h(k — j)pz(j). Further show that the minimum MSE of
the affine non-causal Wiener estimator is functionally independent of the means p, and
Ha -

(b) Repeat question (a) for the case of the causal affine Wiener estimator which satisfies the
additional restriction that h(k,j) =h(k—j) =0, k < j.

You have the measurement model

T = Sz + wy,

where wy, is zero mean white noise of variance o2 and s; is a w.s.s. zero mean Gaussian
random sequence with acf r4(k) = a*/(1 — a?), k > 0. wy, is independent of sy.

191



6.6

6.7

6.8

6.9

STATISTICAL METHODS FOR SIGNAL PROCESSING (©Alfred Hero 2016

(a) Find the quantities E[s?s? ,| and E[s?s;_| (Hint: use the property that for any zero
mean jointly Gaussian r.v.s W, XY, Z: E[XY Z]| =0and E[WXY Z] = ElWX|E[Y Z]+
E[WZ)E[XY] + E[WY]E[X Z])

(b) Using the results of (a) find the optimal affine non-causal Wiener estimator for s;. Ex-
plain your result.

(c) Using the results of (a) find the optimal affine non-causal Wiener estimator for s3.

Assume the measurement model
T = aSg + Vg
where s, and v are zero mean jointly w.s.s. and uncorrelated, and a is a random variable
independent of s;, having mean y, and variance o2.
(a) Find the non-causal Weiner filter for estimating sy.
(b) Find the MSE of the output of the non-causal Weiner filter. How does it behave as a
function of p, and o2?
(c) Find the causal Weiner filter for estimating s;. Specialize to the case where sj is an AR(1)

process as in Example 36 with pole at —a and where vy, is white noise with variance o2.

For |a| < 1, use the geometric series formula > 7%, c¥zF = 1/(1 —cz), |cz| < 1 to derive the
following two results:

N (111)
1+ azil + Hgﬁ, <0
and
2 1, I=0
= ’ 112
{1 + az}+ { 0, 1>0 (112)

Now apply these results to compute the Z-domain quantity (for [ > 0)

Zl
{(1 +az"1)(1+bz) }+ laf, b <1

Let the measurement model be

Ty, = hy * s + vy,

where s; and vy, are zero mean jointly w.s.s. and uncorrelated, and Ay is a causal and causally
invertible filter with Z-transform H(z).

(a) Find the non-causal Weiner filter for estimating sy.

(b) Find the causal Weiner filter for estimating sy.

(c) Compare the results for (a) and (b) to the estimator hj ' x & where § is the output of
the standard Weiner filter for estimating s; using the measurement model x, = sp + v
and h,;l is the inverse Z-transform of 1/H (z).

Let the measurement model be as in Example 36
T = Sk + Uk

where s; and vy, are zero mean jointly w.s.s. and uncorrelated. Assume that vy is white noise.
It is desired to estimate gr = hi * s where hy, is the causal FIR filter with transfer function

H(z) =1+az', ac(-1,1)
. Assume that o # 1/b.
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(a) Find the non-causal Weiner filter for estimating g.
(b) Find the causal Weiner filter for estimating gy.

(c) Compare the results for (a) and (b) to the estimator gy = hy * §; where §; is alterna-
tively the output of the standard non-causal and causal Weiner filters, respectively, for
estimating sg.

Let the measurement model be as in Example 36
Ty = Sk + Vg

where s;, and v are zero mean jointly w.s.s. and uncorrelated. Assume that vy is white noise.
It is desired to estimate gi = hji * sp where hy is the causal FIR filter with transfer function

H(z)=(1+az )™ ac(-1,1)

. Assume that o # 1/a, 1/b.

(a) Find the non-causal Weiner filter for estimating gy.

(b) Find the causal Weiner filter for estimating gy.

(¢) Compare the results for (a) and (b) to the estimator gy = hy * §; where § is alterna-
tively the output of the standard non-causal and causal Weiner filters, respectively, for
estimating sg.

The process si is a zero mean AR(2) process following the recursion
S = 0.8s,_1 — 0.1551_9 + wy,

where wy, is zero mean white noise of variance 1.5 uncorrelated with sz_1,sg_o,.... The
observation is
T = Sk + vk

where vy, is zero mean white noise with variance 0.5 independent of sy.

(a) Express the AR(2) recursion in Z-transform domain as Z{s;} = H(z)Z{wy} and use the
input/output PSD relation Py(z) = H(2)H (27 !)Py(2) to determine the PSD Py(2) of
Sk

(b) Find the non-causal Wiener filter for estimating sg.

(¢) Find the causal Wiener filter for estimating sj.

A common multipath model for a communications receiver is that the direct path signal plus
an attenuated and delayed indirect path version of the signal are received in additive white
noise:

Tp = Sk + bsk,1 + wg,

The objective is to estimate the signal s; given a set of measurements {z }x. In the following
assume that wj is zero mean white with variance 0120, sp. is zero mean white with variance
02, bis a constant |b| < 1, and s, wy, are uncorrelated. You can assume that (o2(1 + b%) +

2)/(02b) = 5/2 if that helps simplify your answers to the following.

w

(a) Find the power spectral density (PSD) P, (w) of x, the cross PSD P (w) of s; and g,
and the spectral factorization of P,(z), z € .

g

(b) Find the optimal non-causal Wiener filter for estimating s.
(c) Find the optimal causal Wiener filter for estimating sg.
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6.13 In the derivation of the discrete time Kalman filter we assumed that the state noise w,; was
uncorrelated with the measurement noise v(k). In this problem we generalize the Kalman
filter to the case where E[w,v(l)] = Vidg where 0y is the kronecker delta function. Derive
the Kalman filter equations.

6.14 The measurement equation is given by
T = Sk -+ Uk
where s, satisfies the dynamic model (|a| < 1)
Sk4+1 = QSE + Wk, So = So

and vy, wg, S, are uncorrelated, vy and w; are zero mean white noises with variances ag and
2 .
o, respectively.

(a) Derive the Kalman filter equations.

(b) Derive the steady state state error covariance (variance) Rz(co) dlef limg 00 Rs(K|K —1)
by setting Rs(k + 1|k) = Rs(k|k — 1) = Rs(c0) in the Kalman error covariance update
formula and solving explicitly for Rz(c0). Find the corresponding steady state Kalman
gain.

(c) By taking the Z-transform of the steady state Kalman state recursion show that the
Kalman predictor ;) is the output of a LTT with input zj.

(d) Compare the steady state Kalman predictor previously derived to the causal Wiener
predictor based on the infinite past.

6.15 Let the random sequence {z;} be zero mean and wide sense stationary of the form
T = Sk + vk

where si, is a signal with PSD P, and vy is a white noise. You only get to measure the value
of zj, for odd indices k = 2n — 1, n = —o0,...,00. The objective is to estimate s at both
odd and even time instants k. Note that when vy, = 0 the problem reduces to "filling in” the
missing (even) data points.

(a) What is the system of Wiener-Hopf equations which must be satisfied by the optimal
linear filter for estimating {s;} from the measurements? Is the solution to this system
of equations time-invariant? If so find an expression for the optimal non-causal Wiener
filter transfer function H(z).

(b) Now assume that s = asp_1 + wi—1 where |a| < 1 and wy, is white noise independent
of vg. Derive Kalman filter equations for recursively generating estimates 3,12, and
S9njon—1 from the past measurements {zox_1}j_;. Does the KF reduce to a linear time
invariant filter as n — oo.

6.16 Derive the minimum mean square error expression (83) for the Wiener filter and use it to
find the MSE of the optimal predictors of Examples 35 and 36.

6.17 A wide sense stationary process {z;};°___ has the model
xp = (1 4+ ug)sg + wy

where uy, is a zero mean white process with acf
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Sk is a zero mean w.s.s. process with known PSD Ps(z) and wy is a zero mean noise with
known PSD P,(z). Assume that uy, s and wy, are all statistically independent.

(a) Find the PSD P,(z) of xj, and the cross PSD P,;(z) of s and x.
(b) Find the non-causal Wiener filter H(z) for estimating s given {xj}7>

_m'
(c¢) Find an integral form for the minimum mean square error of the Wiener filter estimator.

How does the MSE behave as o2 goes to zero? How about as o2 goes to infinity?

In this exercise you will explore the extended Kalman filter (EKF) for non-linear state dy-
namics by extending the Bayesian derivation of the Kalman filter in Section 7.7.3. Similarly
to that section we assume that the observations y; obey a dynamical model, except that here
we assume that the state can evolve non-linearly

Yk Sk + Uk
Sp = QT§k Jk=0,1,...
§oo = 9(&) T Bruy,

where g is a possibly non-linear p-dimensional function of the p-dimensional state vector 5 ,
v and w,, are mutually independent zero mean temporally uncorrelated (white) noises Wthh
are Gaussian distributed with variance 02 and covariance matrix R.,, respectively. All other
assumptions on the model are identical to those made in Section 7.7.3. Let the posterior
density of the state £ ., given the observation sequence YV, = {y;, y1—1,- -, Yo} up to time [ be
denoted fék\yz'

In this exercise you will apply Laplace’s approximation to the posterior distribution to obtain
approximate state and covariance update recursions from Eq. (105). Laplace’s approximation
[20] asserts that the posterior is approximately Gaussian for large sample sizes
|Fx|? 1 ;T :
f§k\yk(§k|yk) ~ (27T)p/2 eXp _§(§k - §k|k) Fk(ék - §k|k)

where § pp = ATSmAXe f5k‘yk (€, |Vk) is the MAP estimator of {, given past observations Y
and Fj, = F@

k‘k) is the p x p observed Fisher information matriz (FIM) where, for u € R?

F(u) = ~V3In fe 1y, (ulV)).

(a) Using Laplace’s approximation, and the approximation g(§,) = g@ K W) T Vg(f & D&

; K k), in the integrand of the right hand side of (105), evaluate the integral by completion
of the square.
(b) Using the results of part (a), and an analogous differentiation method to the one we used
in the Bayesian derivation of the Kalman filter, generate a recursion f S § b1kt
for the MAP state estimator and a recursion Fy — Fj for the observed FIM. These
recursions represent the EKF filter. Represent your state estimator recursion in a form
reminiscent of the Kalman filter, i.e.,

§k+1|k+1 - Q@/ﬂk) + L

where 7 is an analog to the Kalman innovation sequence and I'y is an analog to the

Kalman Gain matrix (but which depends on g K L)
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(c) Evaluate the EKF specified by the recursions found in (b) for the case of a scalar (p = 1)
state &, scalar state noise wyg, scalar ¢, and the quadratic plant

9(&) = agj,

where |a| < 1. If the Fisher recursion is initialized by F_; > 0 will the observed Fisher

information remain F} positive for all £ > 07
6.19 This is a continuation of the previous exercise. An approach to the EKF which does not

require making the supplemental approximation g(§,) = g(gk‘k) + Vg(ék‘k)(ék - §k|k) is to
apply the Laplace approximation to the posterior of the successive pair of states

1Qx? 1[¢.,,—¢ o, -8
~ |QkI” _ 2| Skt Sk1fk+l Sk+1 Sk+1lk+1
f§k+1’§k|y’“ (ék“’ék’yk) (2m)P o 2 [ §k - §ka ] s [ §k - éklk ]

where Qj, = Q(§k+l\k+1’§k|k) is the 2p x 2p observed FIM where, for u,v € IRP

In f{

Sk41

£,19 (& 2| k).

Q(u,v) = — [ V2 VYT ]

VoV V2

Find a set of EKF equations by using this approximation and compare to your solution in
part (b) of Ex. 6.18. (You can assume that the state is 1 dimensional if you like).

(a) Block diagram for question 6.20 (b) Equivalent diagram for question 3
Figure 72: Block diagrams for question 6.20.

6.20 Wiener filtering of a signal corrupted by noise which is correlated with the signal (R. Raich):
Consider the system in Fig. 72(a). The observations x(n) are given by

z(n) = s(n) +v(n)
where s(n) is an AR(1) random process (H(z) = HG%, la| < 1) given by
s(n) = (—a)s(n — 1) + w(n)
and v(n) is a noise which is partially correlated with the signal and is given by

v(n) = pu(n) + V1 — pu(n),
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where 0 < p < 1. Both u(n) and w(n) are uncorrelated, zero mean, white noise processes

with variances o2 and o2, respectively. To simplify the problem, an equivalent block diagram

is presented in Fig. 72(b). (Hint H(2) 4+ p = M% + p can be simplified as (1 + p) %igij,

where b = prla).
[(2)]

(a) Non-causal Wiener Filtering: Find the non-causal Wiener filter for s(n) given z(n).
Express the filter in terms of p, H(z), 02, and ¢2. (There is no need to substitute
H(z) = mﬁ yet.)

(b) Explain and interpret what happens when p = 0 and p = 1. Obtain closed-form expres-
sions for the Wiener filter in terms of 02, 02, a, and z (here, substitute H(z) = Ha%)

(¢) Causal Wiener Filtering: Consider the case where p = 1. Find the whitening filter for
the causal Wiener filter of s(n) given x(n).

(d) Causal Wiener Filtering: Consider the case where p = 1. Find the causal Wiener filter
of s(n) given x(n).

Figure 73: Block diagram for question 6.21

In this problem you will derive Wiener and Kalman filters for a moving average (MA) process
observed in additive noise. Consider the system Fig. 73. The observations xz(n) are given by

z(n) = s(n) +v(n)
where s(n) is an MA(1) random process (H(z) = 1+ az" !, |a| < 1) given by
s(n) = au(n — 1) + u(n).

Both v(n) and u(n) are uncorrelated, zero mean, white noise processes with variances o2 and

JZ, respectively.

(a) Find the non-causal Wiener filter for s(n) given x(n).

(b) Find the causal Wiener filter for s(n) given x(n) (Hint: use the identity in Ex 6.3 of the
notes).

(c) Derive the Kalman filter for s(n) given z(n). Find the steady state Kalman filter by
taking the limit as n — oo. (Hint: choose the state vector as { = [u(n),u(n — D).

Let si be a signal satisfying the AR(1) recursion sip11 = ask + wg, —00 < k < oo, where
a = 0.75 and w;, is white noise with variance 012” = 1. The signal s, is observed in uncorrelated
white noise vy, of variance o2 = 1:

T = Sp + v, —o0 < k< oo.

It is desired to estimate g = sg — 1Sg—1.

197



6.23

6.24

STATISTICAL METHODS FOR SIGNAL PROCESSING (©Alfred Hero 2016

(a) Find the non-causal Wiener filter for estimating gx.
(b) Find the causal Wiener filter for estimating gy.

(c) If Hyew is the non-causal Wiener filter for estimating s, and 5} is the output of this
filter, compare the estimator of part (a) to the estimator g;¢ = 53¢ — 157¢,. Comment
on the difference between these estimators. Which one gives lower MSE?.

(d) If Hey is the causal Wiener filter for estimating s, and 87 is the output of this filter,
compare the estimator of part (b) to the estimator g; = 57 — 157 ;. Comment on the
difference between these estimators. Which one gives lower MSE?

Available for observation is a zero mean w.s.s. signal s(n) in additive white noise v(n) of

variance o2:

z(n) = s(n) +v(n),

where s(n) and v(n) are uncorrelated and s(n) obeys the recursion
s(n) = as(n — 2) +w(n)

and |a| < 1, w(n) is zero mean white noise with variance 1. The objective is to estimate the
signal g(k) = s(k 4+ «) for a > 0 a non-negative integer.
(a) Derive the power spectral density P, (z)of #(n) in terms of a and o2.

) Plot the pole zero constellation of P, and find the spectral factors P} (z) and P, (2).
(c) Derive the cross spectral density Py.(2).

) Find the non-causal Wiener filter. To what does your filter reduce when o2 = 0 and
a=17
(e) Find the causal Wiener filter for estimating g, when o2 = 0. Specialize to the case of

a =1 and compare to your answer for part (d).

(f) Find the causal Wiener filter for o2 > 0.
Oftentimes there are outliers or missing observations that prevent direct implementation of

the Kalman filter. In this problem you will explore one way to handle this scenario. You are
given an observation model similar to the model (65) in Chapter 6.

T = Sk -+ Uk
s = ',
§op1 = AL +Buy

where everything is the same as for (65) except that the observation noise v has variance
o2(k) that is itself a random variable with two states, a good state (small variance) and a
bad state (large variance). This can be modeled by introducing a random switching variable
by into the definition of o2(k)
o?(k) = bpod + (1 — by)o?

where 0 < o, and {b;} are i.i.d. Bernoulli random variables with P(b; = 1) = p and
P(by, = 0) = 1 — p. We assume that the by’s are independent of the states {¢, }. This model
introduces missing observations by taking the limit of expressions for the optimal predictors
as 07 — 0o. To handle the case of unobserved switching variables we will assume in (b), (c)
and (d) that the noises vy, w; and the initial state { are independent Gaussian distributed.
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(a) For the case that the measurements xj and the switching variables by are both observed,
i.e. the outlier indices are known, give the filtering equations for the Kalman filter esti-
mator of sj given (x,bg), (Tx—1,bk—1), - - -, (0, bp). Be sure to specify the state estimator
updates, the Kalman gain, and the error covariance updates in terms of by.

(b) To what do your equations in part (a) converge as o7 — co? How about as o7 — 03?
How do your state update equations compare to those of the standard Kalman filter?

(c) Show that the conditional density f§k+1‘ £,

density and specify the mean and covariance matrix of this conditional density.

(€]€,) has the form of a multivariate Gaussian

(d) For the case of unobserved switching variables, find an expression for the instantaneous
state likelihood function ka|§k (z[§) in terms of the switching probability p. (Hint: you

will need to ”integrate out” the switching variables).

(e) Use Bayes theorem to show that the posterior density of the state, py(,) dlef e, 1, (&, | Xk),
where Xy, = {xp, xx_1,...,20}, obeys the recursion

fil,‘k+1 |§k’+1 (xk“f'l |§k+1

farinx, (@r1] Xe)

)
prEy,) = [ Fep e € (e
where the density f§k+1| £, (3 . ;) has the form of a multivariate Gaussian density. This

recursion can be used to generate an update equation for the conditional mean state
estimator (see part (f)).

(f) Use the recursion (e) to find a time update of the conditional mean 3y, = E[sy|Xy] of
the form 8y — Sgyipy1. You may specialize to the AR(1) model for s, = &, as in
homework problem (6.14) and assume low SNR, e.g., a?/0%,02 /o} << 1.

Available for observation is the sum of two zero mean w.s.s. signals z(k) = s1(k) + sa2(k)

where s; and s are AR(1) processes (as in Example 28 of the notes). The objective is to

predict g(k) = z(k + «) for integer o > 0. Specifically, the signals satisfy recursions

Sl(k) = —alsl(k — 1) + Ul(k)
Sg(k) = —QQSQ(k — 1) + UQ(k),

and ap,ay are real valued and less than one in magnitude, and wu;(k),uz(k) are mutually

uncorrelated white noises with variance 1. In the sequel we assume a1 = —as =a, 0 < a < 1.

(a) Derive the power spectral density P, (z) of z(n) in terms of a.

(b) Plot the pole zero constellation of P, and find the spectral factors P} (z) and P (2).

(c) Derive the cross spectral density Pgq(2).

(d) Find the causal Wiener filter. How does this filter differ from the case of predicting a
single AR(1) signal treated in Example 287

In this problem we will explore the non-causal multichannel Wiener filter. The multichannel
Wiener filter applies to the case where there are two observation sequences x1 (k) and xo(k)
that are correlated to the same signal g(k) and all are jointly wide sense stationary. For
example one might have a simple prediction problem where g(k) = s(k + «) where the
observations satisfy the model

z1(k) = fi(k)*s(k) +ni(k)
z2(k) = fa(k) x s(k) + na(k) (113)
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where fi and fs are known LTI filters, n; and ne are mutually uncorrelated white noises, and
s is a zero mean wide sense stationary random signal that is uncorrelated with n; and ns.
The objective is to form the best linear estimator of g(k) of the form

where xp * yp = Zjoi_ oo TjYk—; denotes convolution, hy and ho are LTI prediction filters to

be determined.

(a) Show that the filters hy and hg that attain minimum mean square error satisfy the pair
of coupled equations

[e.e]

rgar (1) = D (1l = §)ray () + holl = Dragan () = 0
j=—00
—o0 < [ < o0
Tgas (1) = Y (il = )ray o () + ho(l = )ray () = 0 (114)
j=—00
where ry.(l) = Ely(k + l)x(k)] denotes the cross-correlation function between w.s.s.

sequences y and x and r;(l) = E[z(k 4 )z (k)] is the auto-correlation function of x.

(b) By applying the Z-transform show that the coupled equations in (a) can be written in
the Z domain as

= e TS RS )

where P, , and P, denote cross-spectral density and auto-spectral density, respectively.

(c¢) Find the power spectral density quantities in the coupled equations of (b) for the model
(113) and solve for the frequency domain multichannel filter vector [Hy(e/™), Hy(el®)]T.
Comment on the case where the passbands of I} and F; are disjoint, i.e. |F}(e/?)Fy(e/¥)| =

0.

6.27 Available for observation is the sequence
Tr =Sk +vg, k=0,1,2,...
where s, = QT§ L where the state obeys a dynamical model

&1 = A + Buy

Here the standard assumptions of Chapter 6 apply, i.e., vg, w are uncorrelated white noises
that are uncorrelated with the initial condition { j which is zero mean and has (known) covari-
ance matrix R¢(0). Here you will derive the multlstep Kalman predictor that implements the
minimum MSE linear predictor of sj,, given the past observations xy,zy_1,..., %o, where

« > 11is an integer. Specifically, define the optimal multistep predictor

k
Sktalk = § A i T4
=0

(a) Express the optimal multistep predictor in terms of its projection onto past innovations
ni = xj — &3);—1, = 0,...,k, and give a formula for the projection coefficients.
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(b) Find a relation between the optimal multistep linear state predictor g ktalk and the op-
timal single step linear state predictor é K1k

(c¢) Using the innovations representation of the multistep predictor derived in part (a) and
the relation of part (b) express the optimal multistep linear predictor 8,4 in terms of
the optimal single step linear state predictor.

(d) Write down the Kalman predictor equations and draw a block diagram that implements
the optimal multistage linear predictor ;4 q/x-

6.28 In this problem you will derive the Wiener filter for predicting the future change in a signal
observed in additive noise. The observation model is

T, =8 +v;, 1=00,...,00

where v; is a zero mean white noise of variance o and s; is a zero mean w.s.s. signal satisfying

the AR(1) model:
§; = —as;—1 + w, ’L':OO,...,OO, |(l|<1

with w; a zero mean unit variance white noise sequence that is uncorrelated with the noise
sequence v;. The objective is to predict the signal change

9k = Sk+1 — Sk

at time k.

(a) Find the optimal non-causal predictor of gj.
(b) Find the optimal causal predictor of gy.

(c) Isthe causal predictor of g identical to the difference between the causal Wiener predictor
for predicting sx41 and the causal Wiener filter for estimating s;?

6.29 Here you will treat the problem of Wiener filtering for prediction when the sampling times
are randomly shifted. The following wide sense stationary sequence is observed

z(n) =s(n+¢)+wv(n), n=o00,...,00

where ¢ € Z is a random variable, independent of s and v, that follows the pmf py(k) =

P(¢ = k). Here s(n) is a zero mean w.s.s. signal and v(n) is a zero mean white noise of

variance o2. The objective is one step prediction of the signal, i.e., estimation of the quantity

g(n) =s(n+1).

(a) Find the z-transform forms of the power spectral density (PSD) P,(z) of x and the
associated cross PSD Py, (2) where z is in the complex plane. Hint: compute the acf and
ccf by first computing the conditional expectation given ¢.

(b) Find the optimal non-causal predictor of g(n).

¢) Now assume that the pmf has the form: p,(k) = 1=09-Ikl ke 7,6 €[0,1), as in Problem
¢ 1+0

1. Evaluate the non-causal Wiener filter in part (b) for this case.? tem Find the optimal

causal predictor of g for the case that 1) s(n) is an AR(1) process, as in Example 32

and 33, and 2) py is the pmf in (c).

End of chapter

3Hint: Recalling that an AR(1) process s(n) = —as(n — 1) +w(n), with AR parameter a and var(w(n)) = 1, has a PSD whose
inverse Z-transform is the autocorrelation function rs(k) = (—a)~*//(1 — a?), find the z-transform associated with pg.
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8 FUNDAMENTALS OF DETECTION

In this chapter we treat the theory and application of detection, also called binary hypothesis
testing. The objective of detection and binary hypothesis testing is to decide if the distribution
of the measurements comes from one of two hypothesized classes of probability distributions. The
detection problem is similar to the parametric estimation problem when the unknown parameter
vector # can only take on two possible values. However, the theory of detection does not require
a parametric form for the measurement’s distribution nor does it need to penalize decision errors
by Euclidean estimation error criteria like mean squared error or mean absolute error. Rather,
in detection theory the cost of making wrong decisions is captured by criteria such as false alarm
rate, miss rate, and average probability of detection error. On the other hand, as shown in this
chapter and the next, there is a link between detection and estimation, in particular when there
exist unknown nuisance parameters in the hypothesized densities.

We will cover the following topics in this chapter
* Optimal detection theory

* Bayesian approach to detection

* Frequentist approach to detection

* Reciever Operating Characteristic (ROC) curves
* Multiple hypothesis testing

* P-values and levels of significance
Example 38 A motivating radar example

We start with a practical example to motivate the detection theory to come later. Assume that
you make a continuous time measurement x(t) over a time interval [0,7] and you wish to decide
whether z(t) is noise alone

Here we assume

* s(t) is a known signal that may or may not be present

* w(t) is a zero mean Gaussian white noise with known power spectral density level N, /2

*7 is a known time delay, 0 <7< T
* fo |s(t —7)[2dt = fo |s(t)|?dt is the signal energy
* 6 € {0,1} unknown nuisance parameter

The detection objective is to decide whether the signal is present or not, and to do this with
minimum average number of decision errors.

”

There is a common notation that has been developed for stating the detection hypotheses: "no
signal present” (Hy) vs ”signal present” (Hi)
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Hg:a?(t):w(t) H()ZQIO
Hy:z(t)=st—71)+w(t) Hi:0=1

Without trying to choose a decision function to optimize any particular detection performance
criterion - we will do this later - two methods of detection could be considered, shown in Fig. 74.
The two types of detectors are:

The energy-threshold detector:

T Hy
y= / ()2t Z
0 Ho
The filter-threshold detector
T Hy
Yy :/ MT —t)z(t)dt 2 7
0 Hyp

where the filter h(t) can be chosen by the user. We will show below that the choice h(t) =
s(T + 7 —t) is optimal when the signal is known, the delay is known, and the noise is white. This
choice of h(t) is the so-called matched filter.

Hy

x(t) = s(t-1)+w(t)

T
Ly f : (@)
0

X(t) = s(t-1)+w(t)
—f N — L ¢ b)

=T

Figure 74: (a) energy-threshold detector, (b) filter-threshold detector

ERROR ANALYSIS:

Referring to Fig. 75, there are two types of decision error to be concerned about:
FALSE ALARM: y > n when no signal present

MISS: y < 1 when signal present

We can easily compute the conditional probabilities of these errors when there is no signal present
and when there is a signal present, respectively:
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y(®

y(©) I H,

y(®) 1 H,

miss false alarm miss false alarm t

Figure 75: Repeated tests of radar produce sequence of y;’s. One sequence has signal present (Hi) and one
has signal absent (Hy).

Pp = P(say signal|no signal) = / f(y|no signal)dy
y>n

Py = P(say no signal|signal) :/ f(y|signal)dy
y<n
TWO QUESTIONS
Q1: Is there an optimal way of trading off Py; for Pr?
Q2: Can we optimize the filter h(-) in the filter-threshold detector to give optimal tradeoff?

We will defer the answer to Q1 till later. The filter in the filter-threshold detector can be chosen
to optimize a design criterion. As a large overlap of the two densities in Fig. 76 makes the tradeoff
much worse between the two types of error, a reasonable strategy would be to choose the filter
h(-) to minimize this overlap. A measure of the amount of overlap is the deflection

2 |Ey|signal] — E[y|no signal]|?

var(y|no signal)

Large values of d? translate into well separated densities f(y|Ho) and f(y|H;) with low overlap.
Our objective should be to maximize d? and thus minimize the overlap.

We can easily compute the deflection for our radar example. Note that the presence of the signal
produces shift in mean but not in the variance

Ely|no signal] = 0
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f(ylH,) f(ylH,)
. y
n P,
y
Py N

Figure 76: Miss probability Py; and false alarm probability Pr for the radar example. Note that decreasing
one type of error by changing the decision threshold n is necessarily accompanied by increasing the other type
of error.

T
Ely|signal] = /0 hT — t)s(t — 7)dt

T
var[y|no signal] = NO/Q/ |n(t)|%dt.
0

Then, applying the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality

T—t)s(t—7) dt‘ T
N‘k ;./'Bu—ﬂﬁﬁ
o fO ’h —t ’2dt o

i 1s=ls1?

with “=" if and only if h(T' —t) = as(t—7) for some constant a. This establishes that the matched
filter is the optimal filter that maximizes the deflection criterion

h(t) = s(T +7 —t)

CASE of s(1) = a short duration ”pulse”
* fOT |s(t — 7)|?dt does not depend on T

* optimal matched-filter detector can be implemented as:
T
y = / s(t —7)z(t)dt
OOO
= / s(t — 7)x(t)dt

—0o0

= s ra(t)],_,
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x(t) = s(t-T)+w(t)

g Y
—ns(T+ T -t)

=T

Figure 77: SNR optimal receiver implemented as a matched filter reciever for delayed signal in noise.

X(t) = s(t-T)+w(t)

A\
=]
NS
<
AV

s(t-1) 0

Figure 78: SNR optimal receiver implemented as a correlator reciever for delayed signal in noise.
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8.1 THE GENERAL DETECTION PROBLEM

Let’s now turn to the general detection problem. We have the following setup, as before:
X a measured random variable, random vector, or random process

r € X is a realization of X

0 € © are unknown parameters

f(x;0) is p.d.f. of X (a known function)

Two distinct hypotheses on 0

0eOy or 0cO;

Op, ©1 is partition of © into two disjoint regions

OyuUBO; =0, N6, = {empty}

f(ylHy) f(ylH,)

Figure 79: Detection probability Pp = 1 — Pyy for the radar example.

NOTATION:

Hy:60 €0 Hy: X ~ f(x;0), 6 €0
= (115)
H1:9€@1 HltXNf(:IZ;Q), 96@1

Hy: the null hypothesis, noise alone hypothesis
H;: the alternative hypothesis, signal present hypothesis

As the true hypothesis is not under our control it is often called the ”true state of nature.”
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Figure 80: The detector must decide on the region of © that contains the unknown parameter 6.

8.1.1 SIMPLE VS COMPOSITE HYPOTHESES

When 6 can take on only two values and ©g and ©1 are singleton sets, the hypotheses are said to
be simple.

O = {0b,01}, ©0={0}, ©1={01}.
In this case the p.d.f. f(x;60) is completely known given either Hy or H;

If the hypotheses are not simple then at least one of @1 or O is not a singleton and is said to be
composite. Simple hypotheses are much easier to deal with and one is lucky to encounter them in
practical problems.

Example 39 Range gated radar detection as a test of simple binary hypotheses

Consider the special case of Example 38 where one listens for a radar return from a perfect reflecting
target at a known range from the radar platform. In many radar processing systems a range gate
is applied to filter out all radar returns except for those reflected from an object at a specified
distance from the platform. When the attenuation coefficient due to free space electromagnetic
propagation is known then both the amplitude and the delay of the return signal are known. In
such a case the detection problem is called “detection of a signal that is known exactly” and we
can reduce the signal detection problem to a test of simple hypotheses of the form:

Hy : X=W
H : X=5+W, (116)

where X is a time sample of the gated radar return, S is the known target return amplitude that
would be measured if a target were present and there was no noise, and W is random variable that
models measurement noise, which is assumed to have a probability distribution that is also known
exactly. Under the assumptions we have made, the hypothesis are simple as the distribution of X
is completely known under either Hy or Hj, respectively.
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It is useful to cast the problem of testing these simple hypotheses into our unified setting of testing
the value of a parameter . Rewrite the radar return measurement as

X =0S+W, (117)

where 6 is a binary valued variable. The hypotheses (116) can then be written more directly as a
simple hypothesis testing problem

Hy : 6=0
H1 . 9:1

8.1.2 DECISION RULES AND TEST FUNCTIONS

A test or detection algorithm is a decision rule that specifies how to make the decision between
Hy or Hy given a measurement sample z € X. Examples of decision rules are “if the observation
is greater than 0 decide Hy,” or “if the observation is less that -1/2 decide Hy, if it is greater
than 1/2 decide H; and if it is between -1/2 and 1/2 flip a coin and decide H; if the outcome is
heads and Hy otherwise.” The latter decision rule is called a randomized decision rule. We defer
discussion of randomized decision rules until later.

A unified mathematical description of a decision rule is provided by the test function which, for a

non-randomized decision rule, has the simple indicator-function form:

1, decide Hy

o) = { 0, decide Hy (118)

The test function ¢(z) maps a sample point x € X to the decision space {0, 1} for deciding Hy
and H;. The function ¢(z) induces a partition of X’ into decision regions

Xo={w: o) =0}, X ={r:é()=1}

Xy is called the critical region of the test ¢.
Example 40 An ML approach to range gated radar target detection

This is a continuation of Example 39. With the representation (117) a natural target detection
strategy comes to mind. Relax the assumption that 6 € {0,1} to § € (—o0,00), compute the
ML estimate § = 6(X) and decide “target present” (H) if and only if § is greater than 1/2.
The decision function ¢ for this test can be simply represented through the unit step function:
B(X) = u(f —1/2), with u(z) = 1, if z > 0, and u(z) = 0 otherwise.

We illustrate this test for a simple Gaussian model N(0, o2) for the additive noise W. In this case
the likelihood function is

1

2mo

1 2
1(0) = fo(X) = exp{—w(X—QS) },
and the unrestricted ML estimate is § = argmax,l(§) = X/S. The threshold test “if § > 1/2
decide H;” on the ML estimate of € is equivalent to the threshold test “if X > S/2 decide H;”

on the measured radar return X. The decision function ¢ can now be expressed explicitly as a
function of X: ¢(X) = u(X — S/2). Hence the critical region is X; = {z : z > S/2}.
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0x)

Figure 81: Test function separates measurement space into two decision regions Xy and Xy (the region under
the raised platform).

8.1.3 FALSE ALARM AND MISS ERRORS

Any decision rule will have associated false alarm and miss errors. The False alarm and miss
probabilities associated with the test function ¢ of a decision rule can be expressed simply as:

Pr(0) = Eyld] = /X o(x) f(x:0)dz, 6 € O,

Par(0) = By[l — ¢] — / [ — 6(2)|f(z:0)dz, 0 €O,

X

where in the expectation expressions the reader must interpret ¢ = ¢(X) as a random variable.
Equivalently

Prp(9) = f(z]0)dz, 0 € ©
X1

PM(G) = 1- f(33|0)dl‘, 0 e
A1
Note that Pr and Py vary as a function of 6 over ©¢ and ©1, respectively, unless the hypotheses
are simple hypotheses, in wihich case ©¢ and ©; contain only a single point ¢; and 6y, respectively.
The probability of correctly deciding H; is called the (correct-) detection probability:

1-— PM(Q) = PD(Q) = Eg[gb], 0 e O,

It will be convenient to separate our treatment of detection into the case where the hypotheses
are random, in which case they have prior probabilities of occurrence, and the case where the
hypotheses are non-random. For composite hypothesis this is tantamount to assuming random
versus non-random models for any parameters that are unknown under either Hy or H; or both
H() and H 1-
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Figure 82: Illustration of decision regions Xy and Xy for deciding Hy and Hy for an observation x in the
plane. Also shown are constant contours of the Hy and Hy densities f(x;00) f(x;61). False alarm probability
Pp is integral of f(x;6p) over Xy, miss probability Py is integral of f(x;01) over Xy, and detection probability
Pp is integral of f(x;01) over Xj.

8.2 BAYES APPROACH TO DETECTION

There are three elements involved in the Bayesian approach to detection. One must:

1. Assign a prior to Hy and H; or, equivalently, assign a prior probability density or mass function
f(8) over ©.

2. Assign a cost or risk to wrong decisions
* ¢;j = cost of deciding H; when Hj is true

3. Find and implement decision rule which has minimum average risk

8.2.1 ASSIGNING PRIOR PROBABILITIES

If the hypotheses Hy and H; are simple then we can assign a probability p to H; and 1 —p to Hy.
In the case that one or more of the hypotheses are composite we must assign a probability density
or mass function f(f) to the entire parameter space © in order to compute the priors on Hy and
Hll

P(Ho) = P(0 €)= ; f(6)de

P(Hy) = P(0€6)= . f(0)do

with P(Hp)+ P(H;) = 1. We can then easily compute conditional p.d.f.’s on X given Hy and H;
by similar integrations over ©g and ©1

Jo, I (l0)f(0)do

f alHo) P
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Jo, £(10)f(0)do
Hy) = L 119
FlalHy) s (119)
We will see below that in the present Bayesian framework, involving random parameters, any
composite hypothesis (115) of the form Hy : f(z|f), 6 € Og and H; : f(x|f), 6 € ©; can always

be reduced to equivalent simple hypotheses of the form Hy : f(z|Hp) and Hy : f(x|H1).

8.2.2 MINIMIZATION OF AVERAGE RISK

We first define the cost or risk matrix:
C— [ cir 1 } .
Co1 €00

We will assume throughout that c; < ¢, i.e. the cost of making a correct decision is less than
that of making an incorrect one. The actual cost incurred for a given realization of X, which we
will call C, is a function of the outcome ¢(X) of the test and a function of the true state, Hy or
Hy, of nature, which can be expressed as

C = ZC@'I(X € XZ)I(H S 62)
ij
The cost C' € {c11, 10, €01, Coo} is therefore a random variable and we can seek decision rules that
minimize its average value, called the ”average risk” associated with the decision function.
We adopt the following “Bayes” design criterion: Select the test function ¢, equivalently X} and
Xo, to minimize average risk, equal to the statistical expectation E[C] of the incurred cost C
E[C] = cnP(say Hl‘Hl)P(Hl) + cogP(say Ho‘Ho)P(Ho)
+010P(say HllH())P(HQ) + 001P(Say H()’Hl)P(Hl) (120)

Define the Bayesian false alarm and miss probabilities

PF = f(CL‘|H0)d.T = P(say Hl‘Ho)
A1

(121)
Py = 1— [ f(z|Hi)dx = P(say Ho|H:)
Xy
These differ from the probabilities Pr(0) and Py (6) defined above since they denote error proba-

bilities that involve averages of § over Oy and ©;. With these definitions we can express (120) in
equivalent form

E[C] = cooP(Hp)+ c11P(Hy)

+[cor — c11|P(H1)Par + [c10 — coo] P(Ho) Pr

Observe that E[C] linear in Py, Pr, P(H;), P(Hp) for any fixed decision rule ¢. This will become
important when we start comparing performances of different decision rules so take note!

Also observe that E[C] only involves the parameter 6 through its probability density f(6). Fur-
thermore, f(#) only appears through the prior class probabilities P(Hy), P(H3) and Py and Pp,
which depend only on the conditional densities f(x|H;), and f(z|Hp). Therefore, the Bayesian
approach to detection with composite hypotheses (115) reduces to an equivalent problem of testing
simple hypotheses of the form Hy : f(z|Hy) and Hy : f(x|Hy).
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8.2.3 OPTIMAL BAYES TEST MINIMIZES E[C]

Using the integral representation (121) allows us to rewrite E[C] explicitly as function of decision
region A

E[C] = cooP(Ho) + co1 P(H1)
+/ ¢(x) ([er10 = coo] P(Ho) f (x| Ho) — [co1 — cu] P(H1) f(x[H1)) da
X
where recall that ¢(z) is the indicator function of X;. The solution is now obvious: if we had a

choice to assign a candidate point x to A} or to Ay we would choose X} only when it decreased
the average risk, i.e., made the integrand negative. Thus, assign x to X} if

[c10 — coo] P(Ho) f(z|Ho) < [co1r — c11]P(Hy) f(x|Hy)

and assign x to Xy otherwise. This obvious solution can be formally proved by using an ezchange
argument: assume that a point x for which the integrand was positive was assigned to X7 and
reason that you could always decrease the integral by reassigning the point to Ajp.

When c19 > coo and ¢g1 > ¢11 the optimal test is therefore the Bayes likelihood ratio test (BLRT)

 flem) T
M) =Sy

where 7 is the optimal Bayes threshold

_ [c10 — coo] P(Ho)
[cor — e P(Hy)

The random variable Ag(X) is called the Bayes likelihood ratio test (BLRT) statistic. Note that
the costs and the prior probability p = P(Hy) = 1 — P(H;) only influence the BLRT through the
threshold 7, the Bayes likelihood ratio statistic Ag(z) does not depend on p.

8.2.4 MINIMUM PROBABILITY OF ERROR TEST

Consider the special case of ¢oo = ¢11 = 0 and ¢p1 = ¢190 = 1. This turns the average cost into the
probability of error P.

E[C] = PyP(Hy)+ PpP(Hp) = P.
which is minimized by the LR test

flalHy) 0 P(H)

f(z|Ho) 5 P(H1)

Using Bayes rule you can easily see that this is equivalent to the “Maximum a posteriori” (MAP)
test "
P(Hylz) 3

P(Holz) <

>
<
Ho

213



STATISTICAL METHODS FOR SIGNAL PROCESSING (© Alfred Hero 2016 214

8.2.5 PERFORMANCE OF BAYES LIKELTHOOD RATIO TEST

To simplify notation we define C = E[C]. Let the minimum of risk C, attained by the BLRT, be
denoted C”

C" = coP(Ho)+ c11P(Hy)
+[cor — 1] P(H1) Py (n) + [e10 — cool P(Ho) Pp(n)

where
Pr(n) = P(Ap>mnlHo), Py(n) = P(Ap <nlH).

Viewing C* = C" (p) as a function of p = P(H;), the minimum risk describes a performance curve
(Fig. 83) as a function of p = P(Hy) that is called the minimum risk curve. Note that this curve
does not specify the performance of any single test function as a function of p; recall that the
average risk of any specified test is linear in p. Rather it specifies the risk that would be attainable
if the different optimal BLRT’s were implemented for different values of p, i.e. different BLRT
thresholds. Thus the minimum risk curve prescribes a lower bound on the average risk attained
by any test for any value of p.

@l

C*(p)

unachievable region

1 p =p(Hy)

Figure 83: The minimum risk curve associated with optimal BLRTSs specifies an achievable lower bound on
average Tisk of any test.

8.2.6 MIN-MAX BAYES DETECTOR

In many cases the true value of p is unknown to the experimenter or designer of the test. Therefore,
the optimal threshold of the BLRT cannot be implemented. As any specified test, even a BLRT
with fixed threshold, has a linear average risk it might incur an unacceptably large average risk as
p approaches either 0 or 1 (see straight line in Fig. 84). A sensible alternative in such a situation
is for the designer to adopt a minimax strategy: if nature gets to select the true p then we should
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select a test to minimize worst case average risk
Cminimam = max C(p)
pe(0,1]

max éq) ()
p
T Gm
C ¢*(p) = Coinmax(p)
_C®
0 p* 1 p=p(H,)

Figure 84: Risk curve of any fized test ¢ is a straight line as a function of p, as shown by the line labeled C 4(p).
The minimax optimal test ¢* has a horizontal risk curve which is tangent to the minimum risk, denoted o (p)
in the figure, at its mazimum value.

It is intuitively obvious from Fig. 84 that the minimax test must be an optimal Bayes test, i.e., a
test whose average risk line is tangent to the minimum risk curve, implemented with a threshold
n* which makes C a horizontal line, i.e. the slope of C should be zero. Thus we have the following
minimax optimality condition

C = [eoo(1 = Pg(n)) + cr0Pr(n) — c11(1 = Pyr(n)) — cor Pyr(n)] p
=0
+c11(1 = Pyy(n) + co1 Pry(n)

where Pj(n) and Pj;(n) are the Bayesian false alarm and miss probabilities of the BLRT imple-
mented with threshold 7.

In the special case C = P.: cop = c11 = 0, ¢19 = co1 = 1 we obtain the minimax condition on the
MAP test:

C = [Pp(n) = Py(n)] p+ Py(n)
=0

This implies that 1 should be selected so as to ensure the “equalization” condition is satsified
Pr(n) = P(Ap > n|Ho) = P(Ap < n|H1) = Py(n).

Denoting this minimax value of 1 as n*, and noting that the designer can choose a threshold by
choosing (guessing) a value of p, the minimax threshold is related to a minimax choice p* through
the relation n* = p*/(1 — p*).
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8.2.7 EXAMPLES

Example 41 Radar example revisited

Objective: Given a processed noisy radar return signal y find the Bayes-optimal target detector.
1. Assume that P(Hp) = P(Hy) =3
2. We will assume that y is the matched filter output (see Example 38)

T
Yy = / s(t)xz(t)dt
0
which is a realization of a Gaussian random variable Y having means and variances
E[Y|Hy] =0, var[Y|Hp] = N,/2 fo |s(t)|?dt = o2
Y‘Hl fO ‘ |2dt M1, V&I‘[Y‘Hl N, /2 fO ‘ |2dt = 00

The Bayes likelihood ratio test is

1 2
— = (y—p1)
1 e 20‘0

Ap(y) = 1.2

H
—  eym/og—3u3/of Z n=1
Hy

The likelihood ratio test statistic Ap(Y') is a monotone function of Y since p; > 0. Hence an

equivalent test is the filter-threshold detector

Hy

> —
Y < =M1
Hy

We next address the performance of the Bayes LRT for the radar example. The false alarm
probability is
Pr = P(Y > ’}/‘H())
= P(Y/og >/oo|Ho)
~——
N(©0,1)

< 1 2
_ —u /2d
= —e u
/Y/UO V27
= 1-N(v/o0) := Q(v/00)
and the miss probability is
Py = P(Y <~|Hy)
= P(Y —m)/og > (v — m)/o0lHi)
—_———

N(0,1)
= N((v—u1)/00)
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| cdf
'
0.6
pdf
0.4 [ N(-u)=1-N(u \ -
0.2 /
93 2 1 0 1 2 3

Figure 85: CDF N (u) of symmetric Gaussian density

This can be simplified by using the fact that the standard Gaussian p.d.f. is symmetric N'(—u) =
1 — N (u) and thus, since v = /2,

PM = PF =1 —N(ﬂl/(QO'())).

We therefore conclude that the Bayes threshold v is actually the minimax threshold! Therefore
the probability of error reduces to

Pe = Pyi+ Pry
= Pp.

8.3 CLASSIFICATION: TESTING MULTIPLE HYPOTHESES

Classification of the distribution of an observation X into one of M classes or categories is a problem
of multiple hypothesis testing, also called M-ary hypothesis testing. The treatment of multiple
hypothesis testing is somewhat more complicated than binary hypothesis testing (detection) since
there are many more ways of committing errors, the number of ways to commit errors increases
in the number of classes as M?. A more complicated cost function must therefore be assigned.
Therefore, the derivation of the Bayes-optimal M-ary test is somewhat more involved as compared
to the binary case. However, a Bayes-optimal test always exists and takes on the simple form that
reduces to a MAP decision rule in certain situations.

The M-ary hypothesis test formulation is similar to the case of binary hypotheses. We make a
measurement X = x that is assumed to have conditional p.d.f. f(z]f). As before we assume that
0 lies in a parameter space ©.

Consider a partition ©1,...,0;; of the parameter space into M regions or classes. Then the
classification objective is to test the following M hypotheses on 6
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f(ylH,) f(yH,)

Figure 86: Fqually likely hypotheses have minmax threshold v = Lty for problem of detection of shift in mean
of a Gaussian r.v.

P

S

1-F(0)=0.51

1-F\(1)=0.15

S~

%o Ky

Figure 87: Error probability curve of Bayes LRT as function of uy = ||s||?.
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Figure 88: Partition of © into M different regions or classes.

Hi:60 ¢ 064
Do (122)
Hy:0 € Oy (123)
Analogously to the binary hypothesis testing case, a decision rule for testing between Hq, ..., Hys

can be mathematically specified by a (now vector valued) M-ary test function:

o(x) = [p1(x), ..., par(a)]”

where
M
qbl(m) € {07 1}7 Z¢z(x) =1
i=1

Observe that the decision function specifies a partition of measurement space X into M decision
decision regions (see Fig 89).

Xi={z:¢i(x)=1}, i=1,...,M.

The Bayesian approach to classification and M-ary hypothesis testing has three elements:

1. Assign a prior class probabilities pi,...,pys to the respective hypotheses Hy,...,Hys. Note
that these probabilities have to sum to one. If the hypotheses are composite then, as in the binary
hypothesis testing case, a prior density f(6) is assigned to O.

2. Assign costs to different types of decision errors.
cij = cost of deciding H; when H; is true

3. Find and implement a decision rule that has minimum average cost
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Figure 89: Partition of parameter space into M hypotheses is equivalent (via the test function ¢(x)) to partition
of X into M decision regions {X;}M .

8.3.1 PRIOR CLASS PROBABILITIES

When the hypotheses are composite we obtain prior probabilities on H;, ¢ = 1,..., M straightfor-
wardly

P(H) = P(0c®))= / £(6)d0
0;

with Zf\il P(H;) = 1. As in the binary case this allows us to define conditional p.d.f.s
Jo, f(xl0)f(0)d6
P(H;)

As we will see below, since the decision error cost structure only depends on the partition of ©
and not on the value of # within any partition element 0;, testing the composite hypotheses (123)
reduces to testing the following simple hypotheses

H1 : X ~ f($|H1)

f(z|H;) =

where, again, H; has prior probability P(H;)

8.3.2 OPTIMAL CLASSIFIER MINIMIZES AVERAGE COST

The cost matrix is now M x M:

C11 o CGlM

cM1  CMM
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and the classifier design criterion is to select the M-ary test function ¢, equivalently the decision

regions {X;}M,, in order to minimize average cost E[C] = C, called the risk,

M
C = Y cjP(say Hi|H;)P(Hj).

,5=1

For simplicity we specialize to case of equal cost on all erroneous decisions:

* Ci; = 0
* Cij = 1, ) 75 ]
Then the average cost reduces to the probability of classification error denoted P,
C = ) P(say Hi|H;)P(Hj;)
i,J:0F]

= 1- Zi’j:isz(say H,|H;)P(H;)
= 1=, P(X € X|H)P(H;)

M
= 1- ;/X f(z|H;)dx P(H;)

To make C' as small as possible we should assign = to the decision region X;
ve X & [f(x|H)P(Hi) > f(x|Hj)P(Hj), j#i.
Or in terms of decision function:

pi(z) = { (1): (AP = felHy) PO

We can write the decision function using the shorthand notation
H; = Hi(x) = argmaxy; {f(z|H;)P(H;)}.

This is of course equivalent to the MAP rule of estimation where the hypothesis labels play the
role of the unknown parameters:

~

H; = argmaxy, {P(H;|z)}.

REMARKS:

* The average cost only involves the parameter § through the prior class probabilities P(H;) and
the conditional densities f(z|H;), i = 1,..., M. Therefore, like in the binary hypothesis testing
case, the Bayesian approach to classification of M composite hypotheses reduces to an equivalent
problem of testing M simple hypotheses.

* We have seen that the MAP decision rule minimizes average P,.

* The minimum average P, is equal to

P =1-7 El¢i(x)|Hi]P(H,)
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* Tt is easily shown that the MAP decision rule depends only on x through LR = sufficient statistic
* For equally likely H;, P(H;) = 1/M and the MAP test is of form

A~

H, = argmaxy {f(2]H,)}

which should be read: “estimate H; = Hy if f(x|Hy) > f(x|Hp).” This can be interpreted as the
“Maximum likelihood” estimate of true hypothesis Hj.

Example 42 Classifier of the mean in a Gaussian model having known variance

Assume the following
* X =[Xy,..., X, areiid. N(u,o?)
* 02 is known

OBJECTIVE: classify u among three possible values

Hi:p = m
Hy:p = o
Hs:p = ps

The optimal classifier depends on X only through sufficient statistic for u:

Y = n_l i Xl
=1

which is Gaussian with mean p and variance o2 /n.
Therefore, under the assumption of equally likely hypothesis, the MAP test is of form:
Decide Hy, iff
F(X[Hy) > f(X|Hj)
where

f(z|Hy) =

1 1 — 2)
——exp | —=——— (X — i :
This decision rule can be simplified to a set of M (M —1) linear comparisons by eliminating common
factors and taking the logarithm

X = ypf > Xpg = 3413, i # 5. (124)

It is instructive to specialize to a concrete example of 3 classes with: 1y =1L pp=+1,p3=2.
By plotting the 3 lines defined by the equalities in (124) as a function of X we can easily find the
decision regions:

X = {X:X<0}
X, = {X:0<X<3/2}
Xy = {X:X>3/2}

These are regions separated by hyperplanes in X = R".
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ol

/h/z 1 312
-12

Hy=1

Figure 90: For three hypotheses on Gaussian mean the decision regions are specified by intersections of three
lines y = Tuk — %,u%, k=1,2,3, which are graphed here over domain T.

8.3.3 DEFICIENCIES OF BAYES APPROACH

Despite it’s relative simplicity of formulation, there are several disadvantages to the Bayesian
approach to hypothesis testing:

* It requires assigning prior to 6, Hy, Hy,...
* It only ensures best average performance w.r.t. selected prior
* It provides no guaranteed protection against FA, M errors

For these reasons, another approach was developed called the frequentist approach to hypothesis
testing.

8.4 FREQUENTIST APPROACH TO DETECTION

The frequentist approach assumes no priors on Hy or Hj so one cannot sensibly define an average
probability of error or risk to minimize. Thus we adopt the alternative criterion: constrain FA and
minimize M probabilities. It turns out that to find an optimum test satisfying such a constraint
we will need to extend our previous definition of a test function ¢ so as to allow for randomized

decisions
]-a say Hl
¢(x) =< ¢, flip a coin w/ prob Heads (H;) = ¢
07 say HO

Note, we have interpretation:

¢(x) = P(say Hi|observe x)

False alarm probability and detection probability are functions of 6
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i e ={ 1 828

Definition: A test ¢ is said to be of (FA) level « € [0, 1] if

max Pr(f) < «
[USISH)

Definition: The power function’ of a test ¢ is
B(0) = Pp(0) =1—Puy(0), 0€6

8.4.1 CASE OF SIMPLE HYPOTHESES: 6 € {0y,0,}

Ho: X ~ f(x:60)
Hy: X ~ f(z;0y)
Neyman-Pearson Strategy: find most powerful (MP) test ¢* of level a:

Ep, [¢"] = Eg, [9]

for any other test satisfying Epy,[¢] < a.

Lemma 1 Neyman Pearson Lemma: The MP test of level a € [0,1] is a randomized LRT of
the form

z;61) = nf(z;60) (125)

where n and q are selected to satisfy

Eq, [Qb*} =

Proof 1 of NPL: uses Kuhn-Tucker theory [49] of constrained maximization. If you do not have
the background don’t worry, we give a more elementary (but longer) proof below.

The MP test maximizes power Ep, [¢(z)] subject to constraint Ep,[¢(z)] < «. This constrained
estimation problem is equivalent to maximizing the unconstrained objective function

L(¢) = Ep, [¢(x)] + A (e — Ep, [p(2)])

where A > 0 is Lagrange multiplier selected so that solution ¢* meets the equality in the original
constraint, i.e., Ep,[¢] = a.
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Now the power can be expressed via the likelihood ratio transformation for expectation, also known
as the ” Girsanov representation:”

Ep, [¢(z)] = Eg, {qj(w)f(x;ﬁl)]

f(z;00)

and hence:

L(¢) = Eg, [d)(x) (ﬁigg; - A)] + .

Our now familiar exchange argument establishes that for a given z € X we should choose to
assign ¢(x) = 1 only if the likelihood ratio exceeds A. If the LR is less than A assign ¢(z) = 0.
This leaves the case for which the LR is equal to A at which point we randomize the decision, i.e.
choose ¢(x) = ¢, 0 < ¢ < 1, in order to achieve the desired false alarm level. Thus we obtain the
randomized LRT (125)of the NPL. o

Proof 2 of NPL: more elementary
Need show that for ¢ arbitrary, ¢* satisfies

Ey,[¢%] > Eg,[¢], when Eg[¢*] =a, Ep[¢] <o

Two steps:

Step 1: Show by enumerating all possible cases of >, < and = between the terms on RHS and
LHS

" () [f(z:601) —nf(z;60)] > o(x)[f(2:61) — nf(x;60)] (126)

Step 2: integrate (126) over all =

| 6 @l = nf@olde > [ o@)s(w:0r) = nfio0)do

- / 6*(2) f (;61)dz —n /X ¢"(2) f(: Bo)

Eo, [¢*] Eq [¢*]
/ () (23 01)dz — / 6(2)f (x; 60)dx
X
E91[¢7] E90[¢]

Hence

Eg, [07] = Eo,[9] = 1(E0[9"] = Ep,[¢]) > 0

= SOC
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Which establishes NPL. o
RESOURCE ALLOCATION INTERPRETATION OF MP TEST

Assume that you knew the current and future values of a certain set of securities (stocks) = in
which you had an opportunity to invest in. You can only buy a single share of each stock. Identify:

f(x;60p) = current value of security x

f(x;601) = future value of security =

¢(x) = decision whether or not to invest in security x
o = total available dollars for investment

[ = total future value of investment

The NPL says simply: it is best to invest your a$ in the securities which have the overall highest
returns f(x;601)/f(x;6p). In particular, to maximize the average return you should order all of the
stocks in decreasing order of return and start buying stocks in that order until you almost run out
of money. At that point flip a biased coin and if it comes up heads, borrow some money from a
friend, and buy the next stock on the list. If you choose the right bias on your coin flip you will
maximize your expected return and (on average) can pay off the loan to your friend without going
into debt (assuming that your friend does not charge interest)!

A

E)OCEn

Current price  Future price %Return ratio

Figure 91: Future value, current value, and relative return of a set of securities X

GENERAL REMARKS CONCERNING MP TESTS
Remark 1. shorthand LRT notation

Az) = f(2;01)/f(x:00) 2 7

Remark 2. Pr of MP test is (A denotes A(X))
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Pp = Eg,[¢"(x)] = Py (A > n) +q P, (A = 7). (127)

—_———

1—Fx(n|Ho)
Randomization must be performed only if it is impossible to find an 7 such Py, (A > 1) = . This
can only occur if the CDF Fj(t|Hp) has jump discontinuities, i.e., there exist points ¢ > 0 where

Py, (A =1t) > 0and A = A(z) is not a cts random variable Otherwise ¢ can be set to zero and
randomization is not necessary.

When one cannot find a suitable n that gives Py, (A > 1) = «, the design procedure is as follows
(See Fig. 92):

1. Find the smallest value of ¢ for which Py, (A > t) is less than « - when there is a jump
discontinuity in the CDF this always exists since all CDF's are right continuous. Call this value,
o~ and set the threshold 7 to this value of t.

2. Define ™ = Py, (A =) + a~, where a~ and 7 are determined in step 1. Then from (127) for
any value ¢ the test will have the false alarm rate

Pr=a +gq(a™—a).
Setting Pr = « this equation can be solved for ¢ yielding

P (128)

at—a—

I=Fp (| H)=P (A>)

Figure 92: Randomization is mecessary to attain a level o when 1 — « is not in the range of values of the cdf
of A.

Remark 3. LR is identical to Bayes LR for simple hypotheses

Remark 4. Unlike BLRT threshold 7 is specified by only one quantity «.

Remark 5. If T'=T'(X) is a sufficient statistic for §, LRT depends on X only through T'(X)



STATISTICAL METHODS FOR SIGNAL PROCESSING (© Alfred Hero 2016 228
Indeed if f(X;6) = g(T,0)h(X) then

A(X) = g(T,61)/9(T’ 60) = A(T)

Conclude: can formulate the LRT based on p.d.f. of T" instead of the p.d.f. of entire data sample
X.

8.5 ROC CURVES FOR THRESHOLD TESTS

All threshold tests have Pr and Pp indexed by a parameter 7.
The Receiver Operating Characteristic (ROC) is simply the plot of the parametric curve { Pr (1, q), Pp(1,q)) }n.q-
Equivalently, ROC is the plot of 8 = Pp vs o = Pp.

B ROC

Figure 93: A typical ROC curve.

PROPERTIES OF ROC’S
1. ROC for coin flip detector (¢(z) = ¢ independent of data) is a diagonal line with slope =1

a=Ppr = Bylol=g
B = PD = E91 [QS] =q
2. ROC of any MP test always lies above diagonal: MP test is “unbiased” test

Definition: a test ¢ is unbiased if its detection probability 5 is at least as great as its false alarm
a: B> a.

3. ROC of any MP test is always convex cap (concave).

To see concavity, let («g, 1) be the level and power of a test ¢; and (ag,32) be the level and
power of a test ¢o. Define the test

12 = pp1 + (1 — p)oo
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1 Chance line

Figure 94: ROC' curve for coin flip detector.

1 T Chance line

Bad ROC

Figure 95: ROC curve for MP test always lies above diagonal.
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Better ROC
B Bad ROC

1 s Chance line

[52 Y./

B /

Figure 96: ROC of any MP test is always convexr cap. A test with non-convex ROC (thick line) can always
be improved by randomization which has effect of connecting two endpoints ((aq,51) and (g, f2) on ROC by
straight line.

This test can be implemented by selecting ¢; and ¢o at random with probability p and 1 — p,
respectively. The level of this test is

a1z = Eolg12] = pEol¢1] + (1 — p)Eo[p2] = par + (1 — p)as
and its power is similarly
Bi2 = Er[¢12] = pBr + (1 — p)B2

Thus, as p varies between 0 and 1, ¢12 has performance (a2, 512) which varies on a straight line
connecting the points (a1, £1) and (ag, B2).

4. If ROC curve is differentiable, MP-LRT threshold needed for attaining any pair («, Pp(«)) on
ROC can be found graphically as slope of ROC at the point «.

d

- %p
n=a- p(a)

5. When the hypotheses Hy and H; are simple, the MP-LRT threshold that attains minmax P,
can also be found graphically by intersection of line Py; = 1 — Pp = Pr and ROC.

Example 43 Test against uniform density
Two hypotheses on a scalar r.v. =

Hy: f(z) = fo(z)

Hy: f(z) = fi(z)
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B ROC
1 &

—
Slope=1 !
1

1

1

1

1

1

1

1

:

o desired 1 o

Figure 97: Threshold of MP-LRT can be found by differentiation of ROC curve.

B ROC

o =Pf=Pm=1- B

Minmax o, 1

Figure 98: Threshold of min-mazx Bayes test can be found by intersection.
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f1 (%)
f()(x)

Figure 99: Two densities to be tested

where fo and f; are two densities shown in Fig. 99.
Objective: find the MP-LRT
Solution: LRT is

_ i) T
or equivalently Y
filz) 2 nfolx)
Hy

From Fi. 100 it is obvious that for a given n the H; decision region is

v nfA<e<l—n/4}, 0<n<2
1= empty, o.w.

Setting threshold

Select n to meet constraint Pr = a.

FIRST: attempt to set  without randomization (¢ = 0).
Assume 7 € [0, 2]

1-n/4
a = P(X € X1|Hy) :/ fo(x)dx
n/4
= 1-n/2

Hence required 7 is simply
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f1(x)

fo(x)

/4 X, l-mi X

Figure 100: Region Xy for which MP-LRT decides Hi are set of values x for which triangle exceeds horizontal
line of height 7.

n=2(1—-a«)

and we see that no randomization is required.

Power of MP-LRT is:

1-n/4
PD = P(X € Xl‘Hl) = // fl(.%')dl'
n/4

1

— 2/ fl(:v)dx:2/2 dxdx
n/4 n/4

= 1—7*/4

Plug in level « threshold n = 2(1 — «) to power expression to obtain the ROC curve

B=1-(1-a)?

Example 44 Detecting an increase in Poisson rate

Let X be the reading of the number of photons collected by a charge coupled device (CCD) array
over a certain period of time. In ambient conditions the average number of photons incident on
the array is fixed and known, let’s call it §y. This is sometimes called the dark current rate [43].
When a known source of photons is present the photon rate increases to a known value 6; where
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Figure 101: ROC curve for uniform vs. triangle pdf example.

01 > 6y. The goal of the photodetector is to detect the presence of the source based on measuring
X = z. It is customary to assume that X is a Poisson random variable

T

0
X ~ f(w;&):—'e’g, x=0,1,...
Z.

and the problem is to detect the increase from 6y to 61 in the Poisson rate parameter 6, i.e., to
test the simple hypotheses

Hy:0 = 6
H1 . 9 == 91
where 61 > 6y > 0. Here we consider the design of a MP test of prescribed level a € [0, 1].
Solution: we know that the MP test is a LRT
91 x Hy
A(l’) — <9) e00—91 z n.
0 Ho

Since the logarithm is a monotone increasing function, and 6, > 6y, the MP-LRT is equivalent to
a linear test

Hy
r 2
Hy
where (needed for Bayes LRT but not for MP-LRT) v = %.

We first try to set threshold v without randomization:
a = Fy,(X >7) =1—"Pog,(7)

where Poy(-) is the CDF of a Poisson r.v. with rate §. Here we run into a difficulty illustrated by
Fig. 102. As the Poisson CDF is not continuous only a discrete number of values are attainable
by the nonrandomized LRT

ac{aits,, a;=1—"Pog,(i).
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Fx(xIH)=P(X < xIH.)

—
1- o+ o—o :
I- ot ‘ :
- oyl —

Figure 102: CDF of LR test statistic for testing increase in Poisson rate is staircase function

Assume « € (4, aj4+1). Then we need to randomize the LRT by selecting v, g to satisfy:
a = Py (X >7) + qb (X = 7).
Following the procedure described in connection with equation (128) we select
y=9%:= Po;()l(l — )
which gives Py, (X > v*) = oy, and we set the randomization according to

¥ o — O
¢=q =—.
Qi1 —

With these settings the power of the randomized MP-LRT is simply
Pp = Py, (X >7") + ¢ Py, (X =77),

which is plotted as an ROC curve in Fig. 103.
Example 45 On Off keying (OOK) in Gaussian noise

On-off keying is a type of binary modulation that is used in many digital communications systems
and can be traced back to the early days of Morse code and the telegraph. Over a single bit
interval the integrated output X of the receiver can be modeled as either noise alone W (if the
transmitted bit is zero) or a constant, assumed equal to 1, plus noise. The decoder has to decide
between

Ho:X = W
H:X = 1+W
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Figure 103: Power curves of LRT for detecting an increase in rate of a Poisson r.v. The smooth curve is the
(randomized) MP test while the staircase curve is the non-randomized LRT.

f(x;0) f(x;1)

/ /

Figure 104: Densities under Hy and Hy for on-off keying detection.
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where we assume W~  N7(0,1), i.e., the received SNR is 0dB. The LR statistic is simply
expressed as
L 6_%(1‘_1)2
M= ECT T

—— e 2%

Var
As usual the ROC curve is obtained from Pp = P(X > AH;) = P(X -1 > XA - 1|H;) =
1 — N(X—1). Substituting the above A expressions into this equation

B=Pp=1-NA-1)=1-NWN"'1-a)-1).

This curve is shown in Fig. 105 along with operating points for three different ways of setting the

Bayes

Figure 105: ROC curve for Gaussian OOK example.

threshold of the LRT: the Bayes LRT, the minmax LRT, and the MP-LRT.
1. Min P. (Bayes) test for equally likely Hy, Hy (n =1):

2. Minmax test:

where A is chosen to satisfy

The solution to this equation is again A = 1 since N (—x) = 1 — N (z).
3. MP test of level a:
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Pr Pp P,
Bayes 0.31 0.69 0.31
Minmax 0.31 0.69 0.31
NP 0.001 0.092 0.5

Table 1: Performance comparisons for three different threshold settings in OOK example.

A

H;
>
T <
Ho

where o = P(X > A|Hp) =1—N(X) or
A=N"11-0a)

A quantitative performance comparison is shown in Table 8.5 where we have specified the FA level
a = 0.001 for the MP-LRT (corresponding MP-LRT threshold is A = 2.329).

Note from the table that the Bayes and minimax test have identical performance since they use
identical threshold and that the NP test has much lower FA rate but also significantly lower Pp
and higher P..

8.6 P-VALUES AND LEVELS OF SIGNIFICANCE

Given a test statistic T(X) and a threshold ~ the level of significance of the test T'(X) > ~ has
been defined as the probability of false alarm P(T(X) > ~|Hy), which is determined by ~ and
the distribution of 7'(X) under Hy. In some situations the level of significance « is specified in
advance as a contraint and one selects the threshold that guarantees this level. A system may be
designed for a given level of significance in order to recover from decision errors. For example,
in a digital communications system the receiver detection threshold must be set to ensure an
error rate less than 10719 Or the system may have throughput limitations so that it can only
function effectively if there are fewer than « false alarms per second. For example, in a radar
target detection system false alarms must to be controlled at a level of o = 1079 in order for the
system to be able to process all declared targets without being overwhelmed by false alarms. Or
the level of significance of a test may simply be specified by a regulatory agency. For example,
before a medical diagnostic instrument is allowed to be marketed, the FDA may require that any
reports of diagnostic effectiveness (miss rate less than 10%) have a level of significance of at least
a = 0.01 (false alarm rate less than 1%).

However, in many situations the required level of significance is not specified as a constraint.
In such cases it is desirable to report the strength of the evidence against Hy provided by an
observed value ¢ of the test statistic T'(X). In Bayesian detection settings the posterior probability
P(Ho|T(X) = t) serves this purpose. In the non-Bayesian setting there is no prior with which
to compute the posterior probability. An alternative is to report the p-value associated with the
outcome T'(X) = t. When the probability density fy of T'(X) under Hy is fixed, i.e., it does not
depend on 6 € O, the false alarm probablity function g(v) = P(T(X) > ~|Hp) = f,yoo fo(t)dt
can be evaluated by the experimenenter. In this case the p-value is equal to g(¢) € [0, 1] and is
interpretable as the strength of the evidence ¢ that supports the hypothesis Hy.

Note that the p-value depends on the observed value of T'(X). It also requires T'(X) to have a
known distribution under Hp (no unknown nuisance parameters). This is of course always true
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for simple null hypothesis for which ©¢ contains a single point 6y. For composite null hypotheses,
computation of a p-value requires finding a suitable statistic 7(X) whose distribution has no
nuisance parameters. Construction of such a statistic is similar to the problem of finding a LR
test for which a suitable false alarm threshold v can be determined. This problem is treated in
the next chapters on composite hypothesis testing and the GLRT (see Sec. 10.9).

Example 46 P-values for radar target detection

Let the i-th sample of the output of a range gated radar be X; = 65 + W, as in Example 39 where
the noise W is assumed to be Gaussian distributed with known variance o2, the signal amplitude
S is known, and 6 € {0,6;} is unknown The null and alternative hypotheses are Hy : 6 = 0 vs.
H, : 6 = 6. The case of unknown o2 will be treated in Example 10.9. Assume that there are n
ii.d. samples X = [X1,...,X,] and consider the statistic

The null (Hy) distribution of > | X; is N'(0, no?). Hence, P(Ty(X) > v|Ho) = 2(1-N(v/(v/na))).

Assume that we observe a realization z of X and compute the value t; = T1(z). Then, defining
the p-value function,

g1(t) = 2(1 = N(t/(v/no))),

the p-value associated with the observation t1 is g1 (¢1). This p-value depends on o2 and gets more
significant (smaller) as ¢ becomes larger.

P-values are not unique. For example, we can construct another one using the sum of signed
radar returns: T»(X) = [>°7 | sgn(X;)| instead of T7(X). As the sgn(X;)’s are binary, it is easily
shown (see Sec. 9.3.3) that the null distribution of (75(X) + n)/2 is Binomial B(n,1/2) and, for
large n, can be approximated by the Gaussian distribution by the CLT. In (153) of Exercise 8.15
we obtained an expression for P(T2(X) > ~|Hp). Using this expression, we obtain the p-value
function

g2(t) = P(T5(X) > t|Ho) = 2(1 = N'(2t/V/n)),

which converts to a p-value ga(t2) associated with observing to = T(x). Note that, remarkably,

the p-value g2(t2) does not depend on o2.

Both p-values g1(t) and g¢2(t) are valid but when W is Gaussian distributed noise g;(t1) will
generally provide better evidence against Hy (smaller p-values) than will go(t2) since gq(t1) it
accounts for the knowledge of o2. However, go(t2) may be better if W is heavy tailed (Laplace
distributed) noise.

8.7 BACKGROUND AND REFERENCES

There are many good textbooks on detection theory for signal processing, control and communi-
cations. The books by Van Trees [84] and Whalen [87] are classics in the field. One of the earliest
relevant reference books covering signal detection theory is Middleton’s statistical communica-
tions theory opus [54] which adopts a mathematical-physics perspective. The more recent book
by Helstrom [28] takes a similar but more engineering-oriented perspective. Another recent book
with a signal processing focus on signal detection is Srinath, Rajasekaran and Viswanathan [77].
For a somewhat more advanced mathematical treatment the reader may wish to consult the book
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by Poor [64]. The above books concentrate on continuous time measurements which we do not
cover in this chapter. The book by Mood, Graybill and Boes [56] has a very nice but elementary
treatment of the statistical methodology. More advanced treatments are found in books by Bickel
and Doksum [9], Lehmann [46] and Ferguson [19].

8.8
7.1

7.2

7.3

EXERCISES

A proprietary binary hypothesis test ¢ is implemented in a software package which you are
considering purchasing based on a trial examination period. You run several experiments and
obtain the following table of probabilities of detection g vs. false alarm «

a | B
0.1]0.2
0.3]0.4
0.5 0.8
0.7]0.9

Comment on the quality of this test. Could you improve on this test? If so specify the
improved test and compute its ROC curve.

Let Z be a random variable with values in the interval [—1, 1] having density function

1 3
po(2) = 5575 (02> +1)

where § > 0. Note 6 controls the deviation of py from the uniform density pg. You are to
test Z against non-uniformity given a single sample Z.

(a) Assuming priors p = P(H;) = 1 — P(Hp) (note this is opposite to the convention of this
chapter) derive the minimum probability of error (MAP) test for the simple hypotheses
Hy:0=0vs. Hi:0 =01, where #; is a fixed and known positive value.

(b) Find an expression for the ROC curve and plot for #; = 0,1, 10.

(c) Now find the form of the min-max test. Show how you can use your answer to part b)
to graphically determine the min-max threshold.

(d) Derive the MP test for the same simple hypotheses as in part (a).
Let Z be a single observation having density function
po(z) = (202 +1—0), 0<z<1
where —1 <0 < 1.
(a) Find the most powerful test between the hypotheses
Hy:0=0
Hy:0=1

Be sure to express your test in terms of the false alarm level a € [0,1]. Plot the ROC
curve for this test.

(b) repeat part (a) for Hy : = —1.
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7.4 Tt is desired to test the following hypotheses based on a single sample z:

3
Hy $~f0($)=§$2,—1§1‘§1
3

H, :L“Nfl(x)—4

(1-2%),-1<z<1

(a) Under the assumption that the prior probabilities of Hy and H; are identical, find the
minimum probability of error (Bayes) test.

(b) Find the Most Powerful test of level a € [0, 1].
(c) Derive and plot the ROC curve for these tests.

7.5 Let f(x|Hp) and f(x|H;) be densities of an observed r.v. x and assume that the likelihood
ratio A = f(z|Hy)/f(x|Hp) has corresponding densities fa (A Hp) and fo(A|H1) under H
and Hj, respectively. Show that the slope df/da at a point « of the ROC of the LRT is equal
to the threshold 7 attaining level a.. (Hint: show that d8/da = fa(n|Hi)/fa(n|Hp) and then
apply fa(u|Hg) = f{xA u}f (z|Hg)dz, k =0,1.)

7.6 Let a detector have the ROC curve {(a, ) : a € [0,1]} where the power function 5 = («)
is a function of the false alarm level a. The area under the ROC is defined as

AUC = /01 Bla)da

The AUC is frequently used as an alternative to the power function to assess the performance
of various detectors. Assume simple hypotheses and invoke properties of ROCs in answering
the following questions.

(a) Show that among all tests the MP LRT maximizes AUC.
(b) Show the following inequalities for the AUC of a MP LRT

%SAUCSﬂ(%)Sl

(c) Show that for any LRT whose ROC f(«) is differentiable in «

1
AUC=1- / an(a)da
0

where 7 = n(«) is the LRT’s threshold attaining the false alarm level . When com-
bined with (b) this implies the interesting result for LRT’s: as the integral is bounded
limg—0(an) = 0, i.e. o decreases to zero faster than 7n(«) increases to oco.

7.7 Available is a single random sample X from density fg(x), where § € {0,1} and

fi) = ——exp(~2%/2)

1
fo@) = 5 exp(—zl).
You are to develop tests for the hypotheses

HO : 0=0
Hl 0=1
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(e)
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Derive the (non-randomized) likelihood ratio test (LRT) and the induced decision region
X1={x : decide H;} for given threshold 7. Draw the decision region as a function of the
threshold, i.e. plot the region X for several values of n > 0.

Compute the false alarm probability Pr and the detection probability Pp of the test.
Find an equation for and plot the ROC curve.

Find the optimal Bayes test when Hy and H; have prior probabilities P(Hy) = 1/4 and
P(H;) = 3/4, the cost of correct decisions is zero and the cost of incorrect decisions is
one. What is Pr and Pp for this test?

Find the optimal minimax test for unknown P(Hy), P(H;). What is Pr and Pp for this
test?

Find the Most Powerful test of level & = 0.2. What is Pr and Pp for this test?

7.8 Here we consider the problem of simultaneously testing hypotheses on a large number of
independent variables, the so called problem of multiple comparisons, in the Bayesian setting.
Consider a set of N ii.d. pairs of random variables {(X;,6;)}¥ ;. Conditioned on 6;, X;
has density fp,(z), where §; € {0,1}. The 6; have prior probabilities P(#; = 1) = p and
P(0; = 0) = 1 — p. Given that we observe the X;’s but not the 6;’s we wish to test the
following N hypotheses

or, equivalently, Ho(k) : X ~ fovs Hy : Xy ~ fi, k=1,...,N.

(a)

Define the test function ¢; = ¢(X;) € {0, 1} for testing the i-th hypothesis, i.e., if ¢; =1
we decide that #; = 1 else decide 6; = 0. Show that the false alarm and miss probabilities
associated with ¢; can be represented as:

Pp = E[¢(1—6;)]/(1 —p)
Py = E[(1— ¢;)0i]/p,
respectively, and that the total probability of error is
Pe(i) = E¢i(1 — 0;)] + E[(1 — ¢)0;].

By using nested conditional expectation on P(i) show that the optimal test function
that minimizes P, (i) is the one that assigns ¢(X;) = 1 whenever

E[0;|X;]/(1 — E[0;|X;]) > 1,

and this is equivalent to the MAP decision rule.

For a given set of samples {(X;,0;)}}Y, the number of declared detections, or “discover-
ies,” is defined as the random variable M = Zf\; 1 ¢;- The Bayesian false discovery rate
(FDR) is defined as the average proportion of false positives occurring among these M
“discoveries”

N
FDR = E[» _ ¢i(1 — 6;)/M].

=1
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Constrain the FDR of these tests to have FDR < ¢. Subject to this constraint we would
like to minimize the average number of missed “6; = 1”7 events. Equivalently, we want to
maximize the average number of true positives discovered:

N
TP = E[) _ ¢:0;).
i=1

Similarly to how we derived the Neyman=Pearson MP test in class, this optimal Bayesian
FDR constrained test of level ¢ must maximize the Lagrangian

L(¢1,...,0n5) = TP + A\(q — FDR)

where A is an undetermined multiplier selected to satisfy the FDR constraint. Show
that the optimal Bayesian FDR test of level ¢ is the following “MAP test with linearly
increasing threshold:” assign ¢; = 1 to all ¢ such that

P(6; = 0| X;)

1—‘2* =
P0; = 1X;)

< M/,
where A > 0 is selected to attain FDR = ¢. This test can be implemented by rank
ordering all of the scores (also called “posterior odds ratios”) 7; in increasing order
T(q) < ... <T(n) and finding the first index M at which T{;) goes above the straight line
T; = i/A. Only those hypotheses having scores less than than M/ should be declared
as valid discoveries.

(c) Let fo(x) = ape™ " and fi(z) = aje” ™%, for x > 0 and ag > a; > 0. For N = 2 derive
an expression for the threshold A in part (b) and compute the ROC. Use Matlab or other
tool to plot the ROC if you like. You might find it interesting to simulate this test for
large N.

7.9 Here you will consider the multichannel simultaneous signal detection problem. Consider
testing the following N hypotheses on the presence of a signal s; in at least one of N channels,
where b; is a Bernoulli distributed random variable indicating the presence of signal s;, and
w; is noise, all in the i-th channel.

H, T, = $1b1 + wy

Hy : xy=syby+wn

Here we assume that s;, b; and w; are mutually independent random variables and all quan-
tities are independent over i. Let b; € {0,1} be the decision function for the i-th channel
where b; = 0 and b; = 1 corresponds to deciding ”b; = 0” and ”"b; = 1”7 respectively.

(a) What is the decision function b; that corresponds to most powerful likelihood ratio test
of level a for testing any one channels for signal, i.e., testing Hy : x; = w; vs. H; 1 x; =
si +w;? Specify the test (with threshold) for the case that s; and w; are independent
zero mean Gaussian random variables with variances o2 and o2, respectively.

(b) With the threshold found in part (a) what is the probability that at least one test of
level « gives a false alarm among all of the IV channels? This is the multichannel false
alarm rate. Adjust the threshold on your test in part (a) so that the multichannel false
alarm rate is equal to . What is the new single channel false alarm rate and how does
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it compare to that of part (a)? What is the power of your test (for correctly detecting
signal presence in a given channel) with this multichannel test of level a? Evaluate this
power for case that s; and w; are independent zero mean Gaussian random variables with
variances o2 and o2, respectively.

(c) As an alternative to defining the decision function bi as a MP LRT and adjusting the
test for multichannel error protection using part (b), here you will consider a differ-
ent approach to optimal detection that accounts for the multichannel problem directly.
Specifically, we define the optimal multichannel set of decision rules {ZA)Z}Z]\L 1 as those that
maximize the average number of true positives subject to a constraint on the average
proportion of false positives over the N channels:

N N

maXZE[Bkbk] subject to ZE[ZSk(I —bg)]/N <gq,
bi =1 k=1

where ¢ € [0, 1] is the mean false positive rate, set by the user. Derive a general form of
the optimal decision rule, illustrate it for the case that s; and w; are independent zero

2 respectively, and evaluate

mean Gaussian random variables with variances 02 and o2,

the power function.

(d) As another alternative consider defining the optimal multichannel set of decision rules
{i?z}fil as those that maximize the average number of true positives but now subject to
a constraint on the average proportion of false positives among all positives found:

N N

maxz Elbyby] subject to ZE[l;k(l —by)/M] < g,
bi k=1 k=1

where M = Zf\; 1 b; is the total number of positives found by the test. Derive a general
form of the optimal decision rule and illustrate it for the case that s; and w; are inde-
pendent zero mean Gaussian random variables with variances o2 and o2, respectively.
You do not have to evaluate the power function for this part.

End of chapter



STATISTICAL METHODS FOR SIGNAL PROCESSING (©Alfred Hero 2016

9 DETECTION STRATEGIES FOR COMPOSITE HYPOTHE-

SES

In practical detection applications it is rare that one fully knows the distributions under each of
the hypotheses. When these distributions are approximated as parametric models one can express
this uncertainty as an unknown variation of the parameters and formulate the detection problem
as a test of composite hypotheses consisting of unknown parameter values under either Hy or H;
or both. A Bayesian approach to handling such uncertainty would be to assign a prior probability
density to the parameter space, compute the posterior probability of Hy and Hy, and implement the
Bayes-optimal LRT, as discussed in the previous chapter, that minimizes the average probability of
decision error. Thus the Bayes composite hypothesis testing strategy, further discussed in Section
9.3.1, is straightforward, at least in principle (depending on the choice of prior distribution on the
parameters the computation of the posterior may be difficult or intractable).

However, if one is interested in maximizing detection probability while controlling false alarm the
presence of parameter uncertainty the Bayesian approach is not ideal. Most powerful tests of a
given level are rarely extendible to composite hypotheses; there seldom exists a test which is most
powerful at a prescribed level « for all values of the unknown parameters. There are a number of
other non-Bayesian strategies that can be adopted and in this chapter we present several of these
whose aim is to guarantee performance more or less robust to unknown parameter variations.

We will first present strategies for composite hypothesis testing that have finite sample optimal-
ity properties. These include the uniformly most powerful test, the locally most powerful tests,
unbiased tests, CFAR tests, and minimax tests. We then present a sub-optimal but very widely
adopted strategy called the Generalized Likelihood Ratio (GLR) test which is an LRT implemented
with plug-in estimates of the unknown parameters. The GLR test is only briefly introduced in
this chapter. Chapters 10 and 13 continue the development of the GLRT in the context of the
Gaussian hypothesis testing problem.

A basic property that any reasonable test must have is that its Pp never be less than its Pr for
any value of the parameters. If a threshold test violated this property then one could easily beat
this test by being a contrarian and deciding Hy when it decided H; and vice-versa. Indeed for
simple hypotheses the LRT always has this property (recall our discussion of ROCs in Section
8.5). This property of tests is called unbaisedness. Mathematically speaking, a test is said to be
unbiased if

Eg[gf)] >, all § € ©;. (129)

Otherwise, there will be some 6 for which the test gives Pp < Pg, and the test is said to be biased.

While unbiasedness is a basic property one expects in a test, a "ideal” test might not only be
unbiased but also a most powerful test for any value of § € ©1, i.e., a uniformly most powerful
(UMP) test. A test that is UMP is always unbiased but when an UMP test does not exist even a
LRT test can be biased. This will be illustrated by an example below.

9.1 UNIFORMLY MOST POWERFUL (UMP) TESTS

After reading this section the reader may feel that UMP tests are better described as a miracle
than a strategy. However, development of the theory of UMP tests is very instructive as it helps
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understand the challenges posed in trying to test composite hypotheses. We start by considering
a simple null hypothesis with composite alternative

Ho:0 = 6 (130)
H :0 € O, (131)

Note that the power Pp = Pp(61) of any good FA level @ detector usually varies as a function of
01 € ©1. For example, if #; parameterized signal strength one would expect a good detector to
have better Pp as signal strength increased.

Recall from Chapter 8 that a test of (131) is characterized by its test function ¢ (118). This test
is of level « if

Pr :E90[¢] < a.

A false alarm constrained uniformly most powerful test (UMP) is a test which is MP for any and
all values of 6 € O, i.e., it is more powerful than any other similarly constrained test (Fig. 106).
We give a formal definition below

Definition: a test ¢* is a uniformly most powerful (UMP) test of level « if for any other level «
test ¢
B*(0) = Eyp[¢*] > Epl¢] = B(0), for all 0 € ©5.

B (6)

M

B(®)

Figure 106: Power curve *(0), 0 € ©1 of a UMP test is uniformly higher than that of any other test of the
same level .

There are two steps for discovering a UMP when it exists and, short of this, establishing that a
UMP does not exist:
Step 1: Fix 0 € ©1 and find MP test of level «

Step 2: if the MP test can be reduced to a test that does not depend on our choice of § € ©1 then
the MP test is actually UMP over 6 € ©;.

Example 47 Tests of mean in Gaussian sample with known variance
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X =[Xy,..., X" iid., X1 ~N(p,0?), 0% is known.

Three cases of interest:

Hotuzo H():/A:O HO:,u:0
Hy:p>0 Hy:p<0 Hy:p#0
Case I Case 11 Case II1

Step 1: find LRT for fixed p under H;
It suffices to work the problem based on a sufficient statistic T = X for u. We know:

~ N(0,0%/n), under Hy
~ N(u,o0?/n), under H

therefore,

i e (-t

Aw) = f(Y;O) B exp( Y2>

T 202/n
2 Hy
N~ N S
= —— X -
exp <O'2 20_2) [jo n

For clarity, our notation explicitly brings out the dependance of the likelihood ratio on . Note
that A(p) is monotone increasing in X so that one form of the MP-LRT is

(4

g

Hy
> (132)
0

where v = %2 logn + %2 Note that we will be setting v to give false alarm probability « so this
dependency of v on o, ¢ and 7 will be removed.

CASE I: Single sided alternative Hy : 1 > 0

In this case p can be absorbed into RHS without changing inequalities:

7H1
NS R
< 7
g
Hy

or equivalently, MP-LRT is the linear detector

n Hy
ZXz‘ 2 7y =7"Vno
i=1 Hop

which we denote by the test function ¢*
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Xk

Figure 107: Optimal detector for positive Gaussian mean is a memoryless linear device followed by a summer
and decision mechanism.

Next we must set threshold:

Since we know X ~ N(0,02/n) under Hy:

a=P(nX/oc>yT) = 1-N(HT)
———
N(0,1)
Or
=N (1-0)
This yields final form of the MP-LRT test ¢ for testing Hy : > 0:
- H,
X
e (133)
o ;O

Note that the test (133) does not depend on the value of u, as long as p > 0. Hence we conclude
that this test is UMP against unknown positive p. There are several equivalent ways to write the
UMP test. One equivalent form is in terms of sample mean statistic:
Hy
— o
X >
<
a, Vi

Another equivalent form is in terms of sum statistic:

N1 —a). (134)

Hy

En:XZ- Z VnoNTH(1-a). (135)
=1

Ho
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f(y;0)=N(0,1)

f(y;)=NG/n p/o,1)

Figure 108: Threshold v~ of MP-LRT for Hy : p
f(y;0) and f(y;1) denote the densities of y =

> |

NG

o

0 ws. Hy:p>0in iid Gaussian with known variance.
under Hy and Hy, respectively.

Since the forms (133)-(135) are equivalent they each induce the same decision regions.
We next derive the power function of the MP-LRT ¢*. Since X ~ N(u,0?/n) under H;

B = P(VnX/o >77)
———
N(/np/o, 1)

w2

= 1-NW'1-a)-d),

where d is the positive detectability indez:

_|E[T)H) — E[T|H)
varg (7)) '

CASE II: Single sided alternative Hy : u < 0

Recall from (132) that the MP LRT for fixed p has the form:

VX 0
- < 7
Hy
This is equivalent to
~ H
vnX 2
o < 7

249
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d=5

 d=0

Figure 109: The ROC curve of MP-LRT for Hy : 4w = 0 vs. Hy : > 0 for n i.i.d. Gaussian with known
variance for various values of d.

Figure 110: The power curve of MP-LRT for Hy : p =0 vs. Hy : p > 0 for n i.i.d. Gaussian with known
variance plotted as a function of d >0
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The level a threshold, which will be different from ", will be denoted v = v~. This test is
equivalently described by the test function

= b Thnr Vo

10, o.w.
The threshold v~ is determined as the solution of the equation

OJZP()(\/EY/US'Yi) = N(’Yi)a
——
N(0,1)

or, by symmetry of the standard Gaussian density,
7T =N"Ya)=-N"11-a).

Again we see that the MP-LRT does not depend on 1 and therefore it is UMP against Hy : u < 0.

f(y:1)=NH/n p/o,1)
/ f(y:0)=N(0,1)

+4/n p/o 0 y
Y =N"'=-N"(l-a)

Figure 111: Threshold determination for MP-LRT of Hy : n = 0 vs. Hy : p < 0 for n i.i.d. Gaussian
observations with known variance

The power curve for ¢~ can be derived similarly to that of ¢™
B=1-N Nlﬂ—@+“§“,
where d is now negative valued

CASE III: Double sided alternative Hy : u # 0
Recall again the form of MP LRT for fixed p
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Figure 112: The power curve of MP-LRT for Hy : p = 0 vs. Hy : p < 0 in i.i.d. Gaussian with known
variance plotted as a function of d

ynX 0
p z
Hy

Unfortunately it is no longer possible to absorb g into threshold without affecting the inequalities.
We thus conclude that the decision region varies depending on sign of p. Therefore no UMP test
exists.

If we use the single sided test ¢ to test the double sided alternative then the power function
becomes

B=1-NWN"'1-a)-d),

which means that Pp < Pp and the test is biased for d < 0, i.e., 4 < 0. On the other hand if we
use single sided test ¢~ we obtain the power function

B=1-NN"11-a)+d)),

and the test is biased for d > 0, i.e., u > 0.
Example 48 Test of variance in Gaussian sample with known mean

X =[Xy,..., X" iid., X1 ~N(p,0?), i known.

Again three cases of interest:

Case 1 Case II Case IIT
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Figure 113: The single sided MP-LRT for Hy : n =0 wvs. Hy : pp > 0 fails to detect negative signal.

Figure 114: The single sided MP-LRT for Hy : p =0 vs. Hy: > 0 fails to detect positive signal.
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Figure 115: The power curve of Case I or Case II MP-LRT’s for double sided hypotheses is biased over range
—o0 < d < o0.

Solution
STEP 1: find MP-LRT for fixed o2
Approach 1: work problem directly from entire random data sample X.

The likelihood ratio depends on ¢? and, for fixed value of o2, is given by:

(\/21r7) exp (*ﬁ Sy (X — p)?)

n
() oo (— by St - )
o2 n/2 o2 ) H
<O';> €Xp 2222)(]6_ ) 5 n

Okl

A(?) =

Which is monotone increasing in the quantity

n
O’ —a ZXk—
k=1

Thus we obtain MP-LRT

where
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2

The density of T(X)/o? is Chi-square with n d.f.

= using standard transformation of variables formula, p.d.f. of T is:

f(T;0%) = o2 f(To?)

1 2
_ 2 ~T/(20%) (1 52\/2—1
7 2 (n)2) € (T/e7)
Hence MP-LRT is
2\ /2 2 _ 2 Hy
2y _ g -9 >
- )l
Which is monotone in (02 — 02) T.
Thus we obtain MP-LRT
no?
(02 - Jg) 2# z Y
o Hy

where again

CASE I: Single sided alternative Hj : 0% > o2
In this case MP-LRT is simply

5_2 Hy
_ B> +
T(X)= 2 s ol
0

255
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Figure 116: Optimal detector for increase in Gaussian variance is a memoryless non-linear device (squarer)
followed by a summer and decision mechanism. This detector has been called the square law detector and the
enerqy detector.

Under Hy, X ~ N(u,02) so the test statistic 7'(X) is Chi-square with n d.f.

Therefore

o= P()(T(X) > ’}/+) =1- Xn(’YJr)

and

Hence MP-LRT is

2 M
nao
B> -1
o2 < Xn (1 - Ot)
o Ho

which is UMP against any o2 > o2 for known p.
. 0'2 ’VL5'2
Power: since _% U—g“ = Xn

R o2 _
B=P(na;)og>7")=1-xn <U‘§ Xn (1 —a)>

CASE II: Single sided alternative Hy : 02 < o2
Find that MP-LRT has form

=
BEavE
|
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f(T;04%)

f(T;62), 62>06,2

W

T+=270-0)

Figure 117: Density functions under Hy and Hy of optimal UMP test statistic for testing against o2 > o2 for
known mean p. Threshold v is determined by the 1 — o quantile of the Hy density.

1
0.9 //'
0.7 n=3
0.5 — =09
— a=0.7
— =05
03 =03
0.2 =02
0 1 2 3 4
o%/c?,
2

Figure 118: Power curves for one sided test of variance o* > o2 for known mean u with i.i.d. Gaussian

observations for various values of 02/02 and n = 3.
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v W W Wi UMMM tvwL O~ O
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0.6}/
@ - ..".. — 0'2/0'2=1
0.4} ..'. D — 0'2/0' =2
’ — 0'2/0' =4
° 2
0.2} — g /o- =8
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0 n
0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1

Figure 119: ROC curves for one sided test of variance o > o2 with i.i.d. Gaussian observations for various
values of 02 /a% and n = 3.

where now

T =X (@)

Hence we have found that the LRT is in fact a UMP test against 02 < o2 for known u. The power

of this test is
Ug -1
B = Xn 52 Xp (@)

Case III: Double sided alternative Hy : 02 # o>
No UMP exists.

Example 49 One sided test on median of Cauchy density

Assume X1,..., X, ii.d. with marginal density

1 1

f(x1;0) = A1 (=02

Objective: investigate existence of UMP test for
HO :0=0
Hi:0>0

Step 1: First find LRT for fixed 8 > 0
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f(T;6?%), 62< 6,2

/

f(T:0,2)

4.

Y =2l
Figure 120: Density functions under Hy and Hy of optimal UMP test statistic for testing against 0% < o2 for

known mean p. Threshold v is determined by the 1 — o quantile of the Hy density.

MUV VI VIII"NDYUudadic IS3L 6 < ©

0

0.8f °

0.6}

bl 02/c§=1

0.4} /" - 02/0(‘;:1/2
- 0'2/0'§=1/4

0.2 S 02/c§=1/8
— o2%c%=1/16

0
0 " " " N J
0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1

Figure 121: ROC curves for one sided test of variance 0% < o2 with i.i.d. Gaussian observations for various
values of 02/a% and n = 3.



STATISTICAL METHODS FOR SIGNAL PROCESSING (©Alfred Hero 2016

Hy
>

T e n
@02

where we have explicitly indicated the dependency of A on 6 in the notation (dependence of A on
z is suppressed). For the special case of a single sample (n = 1):

H
_ 1+ 2?2 N
L+ (z1-0)2 5

0

A(0) n

Step 2: The decision region depends on 6 even if § > 0 (See exercises). Therefore, in this case no
UMP exists even for the one sided hypothesis!

9.2 GENERAL CONDITION FOR UMP TESTS: MONOTONE LIKELI-
HOOD RATIO

Given an i.i.d. sample X = Xy,..., X, consider testing a composite alternative hypothesis against
a simple null hypothesis
Ho 10 = 00 (136)
H1 10 ¢ @1, (137)

Then if the likelihood ratio is monotone there exists a UMP test. We let 0 € IR be one dimensional.
Let f(x;0) have Fisher Factorization

f(@;0) = (T, 0)h(z),

where T is a sufficient statistic. The Carlin-Rubin monotonicity theorem states that [46]

Monotone Likelihood Ratio Theorem: an UMP test of (137) at any level o € [0, o] exists if
the likelihood ratio is either monotone increasing or monotone decreasing in 1" for all 8 € ©4

A f(z;0) _ 9(T';0) = Ao(T)

~ f(z;00)  g(T;060)

To prove the theorem note that the MP test for a simple alternative Hy : § = 04 is

Hy

A91 (T) z n

Hy
which is equivalent to a test that compares T to a threshold v = A9_11 (n)

H
T 21 v (increasing A)

Hq
Ho

T z v (decreasing A)

Hy

260
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Consider the special case of a one sided alternative ( Hy : 6 > 6y, or Hy : § < 6p,). There are
many parameterized densities that satisfy the monotone LR condition and which therefore admit
UMP tests. For example, for testing Hy : 8 > 6y, the UMP test can be obtained by selecting a
01 > 0y and deriving the MP-LRT of Hj versus the simple alternative H; : § = 6. The following
are examples

1. Xq,..., X, ii.d. sample from 1D exponential family,

2. In particular: Gaussian, Bernoulli, Exponential, Poisson, Gamma, Beta
3. X1,...,X, iid. sample from a Uniform density U(0,6)

4. Xq,...,X, iid. sample from noncentral-t, noncentral Fisher F

5. X1,...,X, ii.d. sample from shifted Laplace, logistic

In fact, it can be shown [46] that the monotone LR condition guarantees that the MP-LRT is
UMP with respect to the composite hypothesis H, : 6 < 6.

There are lots of situations where the monotone LR does not hold. For example, the following
1. Gaussian density with single sided H; on mean but having unknown variance

2. Cauchy density with single sided H;

3. Exponential family with double sided H;

9.3 COMPOSITE HYPOTHESIS DETECTION STRATEGIES

Here it is desired to test doubly composite

Hy:0 € 0O
Hi:0 € O (138)

where Oy and ©7 are disjoint and © = Oy U O;.

Now, most fixed detectors will have both Pr and Pp varying as functions of # € ©y and 0 € O1,
respectively.

Recall that for composite Hy we say that test ¢ is of level « if

max Pr(0y) < «
Jnax 7 (0p) <

where Pr(0) = Ep,[¢]
Two classes of strategies:
1. Optimize alternative detection criterion, e.g., Bayes prob of error or minimax error.

2. Constrain form of detector to a class for which UMP may exist.

261



STATISTICAL METHODS FOR SIGNAL PROCESSING (©Alfred Hero 2016

9.3.1 BAYESIAN MINIMUM PROBABILITY OF ERROR APPROACH TO
COMPOSITE HYPOTHESES

The Bayesian approach to composite hypothesis testing is to replace the most powerful test cri-
terion with the minimum probability of error criterion by introducing a prior on the parame-
ter space. If one defines such a prior then, as discussed in Sec. 8.2, the composite hypothe-
ses (138) reduce to the equivalent set of simple hypotheses (119) on the conditional densities

(z|Hpy) = f60 f(0)de/ f@O f(0)do and f(x|Hy) = f@1 (z|0)f(0)do/ f@l f(0)do where f(6)

is a prior on 6.

We illustrate this Bayesian strategy for the problem of testing the double sided alternative hy-
pothesis considered in Example 47 (CASE III) in Sec. 9.1. The objective is to test

HO : [LZO
H1 : /,L#O

of an i.i.d Gaussian observation {X;}" ; with mean p and known variance o, that is does not
depend on Hy or H;.

We assume a prior on the mean p that is of the form

f(p) = (1 =p)o(u) +pg(p),

where §(0) is a dirac delta function and p = P(H;) and g(u) is a Gaussian density with mean 0
and variance 72. Then it is easily established that

flalty) = oo (- 3)

and

ettty = falto) (522 Voo (e @)

where T is as usual the sample mean. The Bayesian minimum probability of error test of of Hy vs
Hi is the likelihood ratio test
H
fX[Hy) S n = L—p
< - )
f(X|Ho) p
or equivalently
- Hl
X1z
Hy
where « is a function of 1 and the variance parameters o and 72. This is an intuitive test of
the doubly composite hypotheses that is equivalent (for some level « of false alarm) to the locally
most powerful and generalized likelihood tests discussed below.

9.3.2 MINIMAX TESTS

A conservative approach to testing composite hypotheses would be to maximize worst case power
under a constraint on worst case false alarm. This approach is called a minimax strategy and
leads to conservative but minimax optimal tests. Minimax approaches are not very widespread in
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signal processing applications due to their overly conservative performance and their often difficult
implementation.

Objective: find level « test which satisfies the constraint:

Eyl¢] <
max 0l0] < o,

and maximizes the worst case power

in Ep[o].
juin 0[¢]

E, O

éTelléll Eql0] fe 0

Figure 122: Various power curves for different test functions and their minima over the unknown parameter
0 varying over Hy parameter space ©1. Minimaz NP test ¢§ mazximizes minimum power.

METHOD OF SOLUTION: find “least favorable” densities

Simplifying assumption: © discrete parameter space.

Fundamental identity on the mean [25]: For any summable sequence {a(k)}; and any probability
distribution {p(k)}

rn]gn a(k) < Z a(k)p(k) < max a(k)
k

with equality when p(k) = delta function concentrated on argminga(k) and argmaxga(k). There-
fore

mina(k) = min Zk:a(k)p(k), m]?xa(k) = &%ﬁ 4 a(k)p(k)

* Let {po(6)} be an arbitrary probability distribution on ©g
* Let {p1(6)} be an arbitrary probability distribution on ©,
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Then the worst case Pp(f) and Pys(6) can be expressed as worst case average Pp and Py

max Fy[¢] = max Z Eg[¢]po(0) = Z Eql¢]po(0)

9o
0 PO o, 960

min Fg[¢] = min Y | Eyl¢lpi(0) = ) Eol¢]pi(0)
0€O1 p1
0€O 0eO,
where
* p§ maximizes the false alarm probability
* p minimizes the detection probability (power)

Define “least favorable pair” of densities

folx) = Y fla;0)p5(6)

[ASSH)

fi@) = Y Fx:0)pi(0)

[USCH

Then the minimax objective reduces to

Constraint:

Ejlg] = /X é(z) fi(z)dz < a

Maximize:

Bilel = [ o(w) fi(w)da
Which, corresponds to finding a MP test of level « for the derived simple hypotheses
Hy: X ~ f}
H{: X ~ ff

Hence minimax NP test is the LRT

where threshold 7 is chosen to satisfy:
| @@= o

Observations

* Minimax NP test is an optimal Bayes test for random 6 over ©; and ©¢y but without prior
probabilities on Hy and Hj.
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* Performance of minimax NP test can be overly conservative, especially if least favorable priors
concentrate on atypical values of 6.

* Least favorable priors pj, pjj may be difficult to find in practice
= Helpful facts concerning f}, f [19]:
* p¢ and p} make HJ and H{ the most difficult to discriminate

* pi and p§ can each assume at most two values over ©; and ©g

Pi©

k=

Figure 123: Least favorable density p;j(0) is piecewise constant over ©.

Specifically, there exists a subset 93 of ©¢ such that

| a 0cof
pO(Q)—{()’ 6 c0y—0f

where ¢ is equal to the volume of @(J{

B fea- d@, @0 cts.
= >ocor: ©o discrete
and similarly for pj.

Examples of minimax tests will be explored in the exercises.

9.3.3 LOCALLY MOST POWERFUL (LMP) SINGLE SIDED TEST

Main idea: if we can’t find a UMP over the entire set 6 > 6y then perhaps we can find a test that
remains MP over small perturbations, e.g., 8 € (6p, 6y + A] with (0 < A < 1), from Hy . First we
consider single sided case and 1D parameter 6

Hy:0 = 6
H1:9 > 90
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The idea is simple. Referring to Fig. 124, we recall that the power curve of a good test increases
as a function of §. Therefore, it makes sense to try and find a test that will maximize the rate of
increase near 6. This leads to the definition:

B(®)

Figure 124: Typical power curve 5(0). LMP test of Hy : 0 > 0, seeks to mazimize the slope of the power curve
at point 0 = 0,.

Definition 2 A locally most powerful (LMP) test ¢ of level o has power curve that maximizes
slope of B(0) at 6 = 6,

We can formulate the LMP testing strategy ¢ by posing it as the following optimization:
Constrain: Ep,[¢] < «
Maximize: %E@O (@]

Similarly to the derivation of NPL in the previous chapter, we obtain the solution ¢ to this
optimization as the test

L, df(x;00)/d0o > nf(z;00)
drvp(z) =< q, df(z;00)/d0o = nf(x;00)
0, df(w;00)/dbo < nf(x;060)

Or for short

: Hy
Apnvp (z) = df(;(, j,oz({;l % z

Hy

where 7 is selected to satisfy constraint (possibly with randomization)

E90 [Qb] <a
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To prove this is quite simple if we follow the Lagrange multiplier approach that was used to
derive the MP test of Lemma 1. First, note that we can express %Ego [¢] using the ”Girsanov
representation” and a relation for the derivative of the logarithm function

£J%W]= gm/w@mqu
= (ﬁoo/dﬂf)feo(w)dx
= [ o) o)

- /¢(x) <jéolnf90($)> Joo(x)dx

=<%Op<éimﬁﬁ]-

Therefore, the Lagrangian associated with our constrained maximization problem is simply written

as:
d d
T%Eeo [d)] + 77(04 - EGO [Qﬂ) - E@o |:¢ <Ck00 ln f@o - n>:| + 77047

which is obviously maximized by selecting ¢ = ¢r,prp given above.

There is a close connection between the LMP and maximum likelihood estimation. Assuming that
we have set n = 0 we can write the LMP test in an equivalent form

Hy

d >
a0, In f(x;00) Ijo 0.

Arvp =

Thus we decide H; if the slope of the likelihood function is positive at § = 6. Such a situation
occurs when the log-likelihood function is strictly concave and the MLE 0 is greater than 6, i.e.
the MLE provides good evidence that H;p is true! If n > 0 then the slope at 6, has to be both
large and positive, providing even stronger evidence that 6 > 6.

Example 50 Gaussian one sided test against zero mean

Find: differential LR has the form

df (z;0)/d0  d '
_ XX 9)
o2

LMP for testing 8 = 6y = 0 vs. 6 > 0 is therefore:

n H,

>
E Xi Z 7
i=1 H

0
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A= £(0)

Figure 125: LMP test Hy : 0 > 0, decides Hy if 6y is near stationary point of log likelihood function 1(0).

or level &« LMP is the linear UMP test obtained before

Example 51 Cauchy one sided test against zero median (ctd)

Find: differential LR has the form

df(2;0)/d0 X~ X;—0
f(2:0) _221+(Xi—0)2

For 6 = 65 = 0 LMP test is therefore:

)

n X, Hi

— ? >
T(X) = Z 1+Xx2 < v

=1 Hy

Test statistic T'(X) is sum of ii.d. r.v.s with mean 0 and variance 1/8 under Hy. Therefore
threshold « can be found via CLT for large n:

v =Vn/BNT(1-a)

Example 52 Testing for positive mean of Laplace distribution
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y=g(x)

Figure 126: Memoryless non-linearity g(x) = x /(14 22) input-output characteristic for LMP test of one sided
test against zero median for a Cauchy r.v.

Xy

Figure 127: Optimal detector for positive Cauchy median is a memoryless non-linearity followed by a summer
and decision mechanism.
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* X = [Xy,..., X, iid,

Xi ~ f(z;0) = ge—alx—ﬂ’ a>0

f(x)

Figure 128: Laplace density f(x) = ae~**=0 /2. Width, as measured by where f(x) falls to 1/e of its peak, is
2/a.

The log-likelihood function takes the form:

" a
Inf(z;0) = — X;— 0 +nln-
nf(@0) = ~ad |Xi—0l+ning

=1
= =Y (Xi—0)+a) (Xi—0)+c

Xi>0 X<

= af (ny —n_)+b(0)

where
ng=#X;>0, n_=#X;,<b0=n-—ny

Note: b(6) is piecewise constant function. We easily find

df (x;0,)/d0,

————— =a(ny —n_

Flaog) e

and the LMP is therefore:

H,
T(X)=ny—n- Z 7
Hy
Assume 6, = 0. Then, in a form comparable to the Cauchy and Gaussian examples (51) and (47),
the LMP test is equivalent to:
n Hy
T(X) =Y sen(X) > n
i=1

Hop
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Xk

Figure 129: LMP detector for testing positive mean 6 > 0 for a Laplace r.v. is composed of a summer and
memoryless non-linearity.

PERFORMANCE:
T(X) is a discrete shifted Binomial r.v.

n

T(X) = (2bi —1) =2B(n,p) —n
=1

where b; are i.i.d. Bernoulli r.v.’s with parameter
p= Pg(bi = 1) = P@(XZ‘ > 0)
= Randomized test is necessary to set false alarm.

a=P(T(X)>7-) +qlag —a-)

where a_ and y_ are related by

a_ =Py T(X) >7_)=1- By, (7‘ i ”) (139)
—— 2
2B(n, §)—n

and the randomization parameter ¢ is as usual

o —

ay —a

Remarkably, implementation of the level-a« LMP test does not require knowledge of the parameter
a.
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T
R
il
T

T 3 T(x
AR ®

Figure 130: The CDF of test statistic is staircase function (value of Fp over v1 < T(X) < v— is 1 — a4 ).
Randomization is necessary for meeting FA constraint.

Figure 131: ROC curve of LMP detector for testing positive mean 6 > 0 for a Laplace r.v.
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For large values of n the central limit theorem (CLT) can be used to simplify selection of the
threshold and eliminate randomization. Specifically, the Laplace-Demoivre theorem asserts that
for n sufficiently large a Binomial B(n,p) random variable Y is well approximated by a Gaussian
N (np,np(1 —p)) random variable Z. This approximation becomes reasonably accurate when both
np and n(1l — p) are large, e.g. greater than 10. Using this approximation in (139) with p = 1/2,
the false alarm probability can be approximated by:

oz:P(Y>(’y+n)/2):1—j\/<\2/%> (140)

Yielding the level-a threshold v = 4/\/ ~1(1 - a) and the approximate large-n LMP test becomes
the non-randomized test:

n H,
Yoxi oz @N—lu —a). (141)
i=1 Ho 2

9.3.4 MOST POWERFUL UNBIASED (MPU) TESTS
Recall: a test ¢ of level «v is an unbiased test if
E@[Qf)] >, all 0 € @1.

A test ¢ of level « is uniformly MPU (UMPU) if for all § € ©; its power function dominates that
of all other unbiased tests of level a. By restricting the class of competing tests there is hope that
a MP test may emerge among them. Unfortunately this is not much more frequent than in the

unrestricted case. For more details on the theory and practice of unbiased testing see Lehmann
[46].

p*(®)

Figure 132: Power curve of most powerful unbiased test (MPU) dominates that of all other unbiased tests of
the same FA level.
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9.3.5 LOCALLY MOST POWERFUL UNBIASED DOUBLE SIDED TEST
Consider double sided hypotheses:

Hy:0 = 6
Hi:0 # 6

Observe: The power function of a good unbiased level « test ¢ should have global minimum at
0 =t.

Figure 133: Power curve of a good locally unbiased test has minimum at o with maximum curvature.

Locally unbiased test optimization for 1D parameter 0

Constraints:

d

< il
E90 [¢] > @, d90

Eg,[¢] = 0. (142)

Subject to these constraints want to maximize curvature at 6y

d2
d92 E@O [‘Z’]

Using Lagrange multipliers it is easily shown that the test function ¢ which solves this constrained
maximization problem has the form:

1, d*f(x;00)/d0g > n(f(x;60) + p df (x:60)/dbo)
¢(x)=q q d*f(x;00)/d0f = n(f(w;60) + p df (x;00)/dbo) (143)
0 d?f(x;60)/d05 < n(f(w;00) + p df (x;00)/dbo)

where p,n, q are selected to satisfy the two constraints.
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In some cases, one can meet the constraints by selecting p = 0 and varying only ¢ € [0,1] and
n € [0,00). In this situation, the locally optimal test (143) reduces to the simpler (randomized)
LRT form

& f(x;600)/d6 T
S (x;60) P

Example 53 Double sided test against zero mean of Gaussian sample with known variance

Step 1: Find derivatives of p.d.f. of sufficient statistic X (Here for clarity we define its pdf as
Jx(v; ) for v e R).

1 _w=w?

Felim) =~ 3
x(vim) 202 /n

df(vip)/dp = (n/0) (v — p) fx(v;p)

& fx(v;p)dp® = (n/o®) [n/o*(v — p)* = 1] fx(v; p)

Thus LMPU LRT is

Yz—az/n Iil
o2/n+ pX Ijo "

Step 2: Select p, n to satisfy constraints
First we attempt to satisfy constraints with p = 0 and 7 a free variable.
For this case LMPU LRT reduces to

R Hl
Xl Z v (144)
Hy
Since
X ~ N(0,6%/n), under Hy
we have
a=1-P(—y <X <v)=2(1-N(n/o))

Or
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Success! We can set threshold « to achieve arbitrary Pr = a with p = 0 and without randomiza-
tion. Of course it still must be verified that the test (144) satisfies the second constraint in (142)
which is that d/duPp(p)|u=0 = 0. This can be shown by establishing symmetry of the power
function about p = 0. The details are left as an exercise.

Equivalent form of locally-unbiased test

1 n Hy
" |ZX1'\ z 7
i=1 Ho

Figure 134: Locally best unbiased double-sided test for non-zero Gaussian mean is a memoryless non-linearity
followed by a summer and decision device.

Power:

Since

X ~N(u,0%/n), under H;

Pp = 1-P(—y<X<v)
= 1-NWn(y—p)/o) =N(H/n (—y—p)/o)]

=1-NWN1-a/2) —d) - NN -a/2)+d

where as usual:
*d = \/n p/o is detectability index

Remark:
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BUMP n<0) BUMP (u>0)

BLMP

< —

Figure 135: Power curve of LMPU test for for non-zero Gaussian mean with known variance as a function
of values of d.

* It can be shown that in the Gaussian example above the LMPU test is actually UMPU. See
Ferguson [19].

The LMPU strategy can in principle be extended to multiple parameters as follows. Assume

0=1[61,...,0,)"
and let’s test the hypotheses:
Hy:0 =10,
Hy:0#0,
Constraints:
Ep, o] < o, Vo, Ey 9] = 0) (145)
Maximize:

trace { VEO Eg, (9] }

where trace {A} denotes trace of matrix A.

This is a similar optimization as we encountered in proving the Neyman Pearson Lemma. However,
now there are p+1 constraints as indicated in (145). One of them is due to the false alarm constraint
and p of them are due to constraining the gradient vector to zero. The optimal test can be found
by applying Lagrange multipliers and has the form
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trace {Véof(a:;Qo)} Hi

>

J@s00)+ I pi0f (@ 00) /000 5, "

where p1, ..., pp,n are selected to satisfy the constraints (possibly with randomization).

9.3.6 CFAR DETECTION

A sometimes reasonable condition is to require that tests have constant false alarm rate (CFAR),
i.e. constant Pr(f) over § € Op. Then one attemps to find a UMP CFAR test. The setup is as
follows:

Constraint:
Eg [(ﬂ = «, 0 c @0

Maximize:

Eyl¢], 60€6,

A effective methodology for finding CFAR tests is by the use of invariance principles [37]. CFAR
tests are also known as similar tests and for more information see [46].

9.3.7 INVARIANT TESTS

Consider the general case where we have partition of
Q:[Qala"'agopv Slanwgq ]T
———

nuisance parameters

and X ~ f(z;9,§)
It is desired to test single sided hypotheses

where { € R? is unknown. Such hypotheses are often denoted

Hy:9p=0, {cR?
H12£>0, §€Rq.

An UMP for such tests does not usually exist.

Invariant tests seek to find a transformation (compression) of the data Z = Z(X) which satisfies
the following properties:

Property 1. Z contains (almost) as much information concerning ¢ as X
Property 2. Distribution of Z is not a function of §.

Due to Property 2, if we throw away x and retain only
Z ~ f(z¢)



STATISTICAL METHODS FOR SIGNAL PROCESSING (©Alfred Hero 2016

then we are back to testing simpler hypotheses for which an UMP may exist

The theory of optimal invariant tests is treated in detail in [37] in which invariance is referred to
as exact robustness.

For now we concentrate on a particular suboptimal invariant approach, the generalized likelihood
ratio test.

9.4 THE GENERALIZED LIKELIHOOD RATIO TEST

We now turn to one of the most prevalent methods of dealing with detection for composite hy-
potheses. Unlike the previous methods, which were all motivated by solving a performance driven
optimization problem, the generalized likelihood ratio test (GLRT) is better looked at as a heuristic
principle than as a test strategy having assured optimality properties according to some criterion.
However, as will be discussed below, the GLRT is a straightforward procedure and it does have
asymptotic (large n) optimality properties that are major attractions.

We consider the general composite hypotheses
Hy:0 € 0
Hi:0€ 06,
The GLRT can be defined as an “estimate-and-plug” procedure to test Hg vs. Hi:
Step 1: Find good estimates éo and él of 6 under Hy and H;
Step 2: substitute these estimates into the LR statistic
Using this procedure we obtain the GLRT

where 7 is selected to give FA level «

Any consistent estimators will ensure that the GLRT has favorable asymptotic properties. How-
ever, the most common case of the GLRT is when the estimators #; and 6, are MLEs:

H
maxgeo, f(7;0) >1 n
maxgce, f(z;0) ;O

Agir =

Note: these MLE’s are constrained to 6 € ©g and 6 € ©1, respectively.
For a simple hypothesis Hy the GLRT reduces to

Aern = maxgeo, f(x;0)
f(z;60)

A~

= AO) = A(y).
max A(6) = A(61)

where
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9.4.1 PROPERTIES OF GLRT

The following properties are stated simply and without proof but can be expected to hold for
smooth likelihood functions and a simple null hypothesis. For proofs of these properties the reader
is referred to [47] or [9].

1. If an UMP test exists then the GLRT will be identical to it.

2. Let observations X = [X1,..., X,]” beii.d. Then, since the MLE 0 is a consistent estimator,
as n — oo the GLRT is asymptotically UMP.

3. The GLR test statistic for testing a double sided alternative hypothesis has a Chi-square limiting
distribution under Hy as n — oo [9, 6.6.A]. Specifically, assume that the unknown parameters are
partitioned as
Q:[Sal,-.-,@;m 515‘-'7£q ]T
——

nuisance parameters

and consider the GLRT for the simple null and double-sided alternative hypotheses

Hozfzgo, e R
leg#fo, e R

Then, under some smoothness assumptions on the density f(z|@), for large n
2InAqgrr(X) ~ xp, under Hy. (146)

Note that p is the number of parameters that are unknown under H; but are fixed under Hy. The
origin of this asymptotic result is sometimes attributed to Herman Chernoff [15] but is often called
Wilk’s theorem. The asymptotic distribution of likelihood ratio tests is treated in a more general
setting by [71] in which precise conditions for the validity of (146) are given.

9.5 BACKGROUND REFERENCES

Any of the references cited in the last chapter will have some discussion of the problem of testing
composite hypotheses. Lehmann [46] has comprehensive coverage of minimax, similarity (CFAR),
unbiased tests, and other methods. Invariance principles have been applied to many problems in
signal processing and communications [42],[12], [11], [70]. The book by Kariya and Sinha [37] is a
comprehensive, advanced level, reference on invariance principles, robustness and GLR’s (therein
referred to as likelihood principles) relevant to these studies. Application of invariance principles
can be viewed as one way to figure out a transformation of the data that makes the resultant
transformed measurements have more tractable density functions under Hy or H;. Viewed in
this way these principles can be interpreted as a special application of the transformation method,
discussed in the context of robust exploratory data analysis in the book by Hoaglin, Mosteller and
Tukey [30]. Another approach, that we did not discuss here, is the application of non-parametric
techniques, also called ”distribution-free inference,” to handle unknown parameters in testing of
composite hypotheses. The book by Hollander and Wolfe [31] covers this topic from a general
statistical point of view and the edited book by Kassam and Thomas [39] covers nonparametric
detection theory for applications in signal processing, communications and control.
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9.6 EXERCISES

8.1 The observations {z;}?_, are i.i.d. exponential x; ~ fs(z) = Be~7* where x, 3 > 0. Consider
testing the following single sided hypotheses

(a)

(e)

Hy: B = po
Hy: B> po

First find the MP test of level « for the simple alternative Hy : § = (1 where 51 >
Bo. Express the threshold in terms of the Gamma distribution (distribution of n i.i.d.
exponential r.v.s). Next establish that your test is UMP for the single sided composite
H, above.

Specialize the results of (a) to the case of a single observation n = 1 and derive the ROC
curve. Plot your curve for 51/8y = 1,5, 10.

Derive the locally most powerful test (LMPT) for the single sided hypotheses (maximize
slope of power subject to FA constraint) and verify that it is identical to the UMP test.

Now consider testing the double sided hypotheses

Hy : 8= o
Hy: B # Bo

Derive the LMPT (maximize curvature of power subject to FA constraint and zero slope
condition). Derive the ROC for n = 1 and compare to the ROC of part (b) over the
region 3 > (.

Derive the GLRT for the double sided hypotheses of part (d). Compare to your answer
obtained in part (d).

8.2 Let Z be a single observation having density function

po(z) = (20z+1—0), 0<z<1

where —1 <6 < 1.

(a)

(b)
()

Is there a uniformly most powerful test between the composite hypotheses

Hg:9:0
H1:97£0

and, if so, what is it?

Find the generalized likelihood ratio test for these hypotheses.

Now assume that the parameter € has prior density f(0) = 16(0) + Lg(0) where g(0) =
0|1j=1,1(¢)). Find the Bayesian minimum probability of error test between hypotheses
Hp and Hy. What if the density g was the asymetric g(6) = 1(6 + 1)I|_y1)(6)?

8.3 A random variable X has density

where 6 € [—1,1]. In the following assume that only a single sample X = x is available.
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(a) Find the MP test of level « for testing the simple hypotheses

H() : 6200
H1 . 9:91

where 6y € [—1,0] and 0; € (0, 1] are known. Derive and plot the ROC when 6y = 0.
(b) Is there a UMP test of level «, and if so what is it, for the following hypotheses?

HO : 0=0
H : 6>0

(¢) Now consider testing the doubly composite hypotheses

HO ;0 S 0

H : 6>0
Find the GLRT for the above hypotheses. Derive the threshold of the GLRT that ensures
the level a condition maxge[_1,0) Pra(f) < a.

8.4 Available is an i.i.d. sample of a Poisson r.v. with distribution pg(k) = Py(z; = k) = F7e™7,
k=0,1,2,....

(a) Find the GLRT for testing the hypotheses

H019:90
H1197§90

Do not attempt to set the exact threshold for level .
In the following parts of this exercise you will show how to set the GLRT threshold under

the large n Chi-square approximation to the GLRT test statistic A = maxg_g,po(x)/ps, ().

(b) Directly show that under Hy the statistic 2log A is asymptotically Chi-square with 1 d.f.
by expanding A = A(Z;) about the sample mean Z; = 0,, neglecting all terms of order
(z; — 0,)% and higher, and recalling that (N(0,1))? is Chi-square with 1 d.f.

(c) Using the result of part (b) set the threshold of your GLRT in part (a).

(d) Using the asymptotic results of part (b) find the GLRT between

HQZHSQ(]
Hy:0> 0

with threshold.

8.5 Let X1, Xo,..., X, beiid. random variables with the marginal density X; ~ f(z) = eg(x)+
(1 —€)h(z), where € € [0,1] is a non-random constant and g(x) and h(z) are known density
functions. It is desired to test the composite hypotheses

Hy : e=1)2 (147)
H @ e>1/2 (148)
(a) Find the most powerful (MP) test between Hy and the simple hypothesis H : € = €1,

where €; > 1/2 (you needn’t solve for the threshold). Is your MP test a UMP test of the
composite hypotheses (148)?
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(b) Find the locally most powerful (LMP) test for (148). Show how you can use the CLT to
set the threshold for large n.

(c) Find the generalized LRT (GLRT) test for (148) in the case of n = 1. Compare to your
answer in part (b).

8.6 Let {X;}", beii.d. following an exponential distribution
f(2:0) =07 >0
with # > 0. You are to design a test of the hypotheses

H(] : 9:90
Hy : 0+6

Here we explore various testing strategies.

(a) Show that the GLRT reduces to a test on the sum of the X;’s and derive the threshold to
attain FA level a (Hint: the sum of n standard (mean = 1) exponential r.v.s is standard
Gamma with parameter n).

(b) Now assume that Hy and H; have equal prior probabilities p = 1/2 and that, conditioned
on Hy, 6 itself follows an exponential distribution of the form f(8) = fe=5?, 6 > 0, where
B > 0is known. Find the form of the Bayes LRT (with threshold) which attains minimum
probability of decision error. What happens as 5 — oco?.

8.7 As in Exercise 4.24, let n ii.d. realizations be available from the geometric mixture fg
specified by (65) and (66). Assume that ¢1, ¢o are known and ¢; # ¢o.

(a) Consider the hypothesis testing problem on fg

HO :e=0
Hy : €>0.

Does a level a UMP test for these hypotheses exist? If so what is it? If not derive a
GLRT test. You must specify a threshold of level a (you can assume large n).

(b) Consider the hypothesis testing problem on fg

Hy : e=1)2 (149)
Hy : e#1)2. (150)

Does a level a UMP test for these hypotheses exist? If so what is it? If not derive a
GLRT test. You must specify a threshold of level a (you can assume large n).

(c¢) Under the identical assumptions as in part (h) find a locally most powerful unbiased test
of (150) based on n i.i.d. observations from fg and compare to the GLRT.

8.8 Let X be a random variable with density f(z;6) = (04 1)z%, 2 € [0,1] and § > —1. Consider
testing the hypotheses

(151)
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(a) Find the most powerful (MP) test of level « for testing these hypotheses and derive
expressions for the power function and ROC curve. Does the decision region of the MP
test of level o depend on the value of 6;7. Does there exist a UMP test of level « for
testing Hyg vs. Hy : 6 > 07 How about for testing Hy against Hy : 0 # 07

(b) Assuming priors on the hypotheses p = P(Hy), 1 —p = P(H;) find the optimal Bayes test
of (151) under the assumption that cop = ¢11 = 0 and cg; = ¢19 = 1 (minimal probability
of error test). Find and plot the minimum risk (probability of error) ¢*(p) as a function
of p for ; = 1. Using these results find the mini-max Bayes detector and its threshold
for this value of 6.

(c¢) Find the locally most powerful test for testing Hy vs. Hj : § > 0 and derive an expression
for the ROC curve.

(d) Find the GLRT for testing Hy against Hy : 6 # 0 and derive expressions for Pr and Pp
in terms of the threshold and plot the ROC curve.

In this exercise you will explore the problem of detecting an anomaly in an image solely on
the basis of filtered measurements, e.g. a blurred version of the image. This type of problem
is related to “non-destructive testing” and arises in many situations that we encounter in our
daily lives, e.g., when we pass our suitcases through a security scanner at the airport. When
there is no noise and no anomaly the scanner outputs an image that lies in a known subspace,
the span of the columns of a known n x p matrix H, denoted colspan{H}. You might just
think of the columns of H as blurry images of all the possible “benign” objects that one could
pack into a suitcase. An anomaly occurs when the image has components lying outside of
this subsapce of benign objects. Of course, there is also additive noise that complicates our
ability to detect such anomalies.

Now we can state the anomaly detection problem as testing the hypotheses

Hy : X=H0+W

(152)

Hy : X=¢9y+H0+W,
where we have defined the observed image as a vector X = [Xi,...,X,]T, the parameter
vector 0 = [0y, ..., 9p]T describes the specific linear combination of benign objects present in
the suitcase, ¢ = [1,...,1,]" describes the anomalous component of the image, and W is a

Gaussian noise vector with zero mean and covariance matrix cov(W) = ¢2I. We will assume
throughout this exercise that we know the matrix H and ¢2. We also assume that H is full
rank: rank(H) = p < n.

(a) Assume that 6 is known. For known ¢ what is the most powerful (MP) test of level
a for testing Hy vs. H;? Is the test you derived in part (a) UMP for testing Hy vs.
Hy : X =cyp+HI+ W, where ¢ > 0 is an unknown constant? Is the test UMP for
totally unknown P?

(b) Find an expression for and plot the ROC curve (hand drawn is fine) for the test derived in
(a). What function of ¢, §, H, and o determines the shape of the ROC, i.e., detectibility
index? N

(c) Now assume that # is unknown but that ¢ is known. Find the GLRT of level « for testing
(152) and find its ROC curve. What function of v, §, H, and ¢ determines the shape of
the ROC, i.e., detectibility index? What happens to the detectibility when p = n?

(d) Now assume that ¢ and ¢ are both unknown. Find the GLRT for testing (152).
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(e) Assume that 1 is known but 6 is unknown. Also assume that the anomaly vector satisfies
the constraint yTg < ¢ € > 0. Using the results you derived in (c) find the least
detectable (giving lowest power) and the most detectable (giving highest power) anomaly
vectors.

8.10 Assume X is a Cauchy distributed random variable with density

8.11

1 1

Il = e —oe

You are to test the hypotheses Hy : 0 =0 vs. Hy : 0 > 0 based on a single realization of X.

(a) Derive the MP test of level a for testing Hy : § = 0 vs. Hy : 8 = 61 for a fixed value
91 > 0.

(b) Find the decision region X; specifying outcomes X that will result in deciding Hj.
(¢) Show that this decision region depends on #; and therefore establish that no UMP exists.

In many applications it is of interest to detect deviations of a random sample from a nominal
probability model. Such deviations are called anomalies and the general problem can be
formulated as a hypothesis testing problem. One popular test uses ”minimum volume sets,”
and is explored in this exercise. In the following X is a single realization of a measurement
vector in IR? to be tested for anomaly.

Assume that a nominal density fo(x) for X is known, e.g., learned from a lot of (non-
anomalous) training samples. We assume that f[o 14 fo(x)dxr = 1, that is, fy is supported

on the d-dimensional unit cube [0, 1]d. We hypothesize that an anomalous observation has a
density f; that corresponds to a broadening of fy. Arguably, the simplest model is that f; is
the superposition of fy and a uniform density over [0, 1]%:

(@) = (1 —e)fo(x) + €U(x)

where
1, z€l0,1]?

U(z) :{ 0, ow.

and € is a mixture parameter 0 < ¢ < 1. With this model we can define the pdf of X as
f(z) = (1—¢€)fo(x)+ eU(x) and say that a nominal measurement corresponds to € = 0 while
an anomaly corresponds to € > 0.

(a) First we consider the case that the anomalous density is known, i.e., € = €1, € > 0. Show
that the most powerful (MP) test of level v of the ”simple anomaly hypothesis”

Hy : =0
Hy : e=¢
is of the form ”decide H;” if
fo(X) <n

where 7 is a suitably selected threshold.

(b) Show that the MP test of part (a) is a minimum-volume-set in the sense that the Hy-
decision region Q" = {z : fo(xr) > n} is a set having minimum volume over all sets
satisfying [ fo(z)dz =1 — o (Hint: express the volume of Q as [ = [ ¢(x)dz, where
¢(x) is the indicator function of the set ).

285



STATISTICAL METHODS FOR SIGNAL PROCESSING (©Alfred Hero 2016 286

(¢) Derive the power function of the minimum-volume-set test and show that it is propor-
tional to the volume of €2.

(d) Next we consider the case that the anomalous density is unknown. Is the minimum-
volume-set test of part (b) uniformly most powerful (UMP) for the ”composite anomaly
hypothesis”

HO :e=0
Hy : €>0

If it is not UMP derive the locally most powerful test (LMP) of level a.

(e) Now specialize to the case of a scalar observation X, i.e., d = 1, where fy(z) is the
triangular density
4, 0<z<1/2
folx) =¢ 41 —2), 1/2<2<1
0, 0.w.

Find mathematical expressions for the set Q* in terms of the false alarm level «, derive
the power function (as a function of €), and the ROC curve. Plot the power function
for several representative values of ov and plot the ROC curve for several representative
values of e.

8.12 Observed is a random process {z;}!"; consisting of Gaussian random variables. Assume that
Tp = Sk + wg

where s; and wy, are zero mean uncorrelated Gaussian variables with variances a?c2(k) and
o2, respectively. The noise wy, is white and s, is uncorrelated over time but non-stationary,

i.e., it has time varying variance.

(a) For known a2, 02 and o2 derive the MP test of the hypotheses

Hy : xp=wy
k=1,...,n
Hy : zp = s +w

You do not need to derive an expression for the threshold. Is your test UMP for unknown
a®? If not is there a condition on ¢2(k) that would make your test UMP?
(b) Find the locally most powerful test for unknown a? > 0 for the above hypotheses. How
does your test compare to the matched filter detector for detection of non-random signals?
(c) Now assume that s has non-zero but constant mean p = E[sg]. Find the MP test. Is

your test UMP for unknown g # 0 when all other parameters are known? If not find the
GLRT for this case.

8.13 Assume that you have observed a random vector of non-negative integers [Ni, ..., N,,| that

follows the multinomial distribution
n!
Pg(Nl :nl,...,Nm:nm): '0?1--'9;;{”

nyle g,

where 0; € [0,1], >, 0; =1, and ", n; = n.
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(a) Find the most powerful test for testing the hypotheses

H() : 91 = 1/m,...,9m = 1/m

Hy - leplv"'agm:pm
where pi,...,pm are given, p; € [0,1], >/, p; = 1. Show that this test can be imple-
mented by comparing a linear combination of the N;’s to a threshold. Does the test

require randomization to achieve a given level of false alarm? (You do not have to derive
an expression for the threshold).

(b) Consider the special case of m = 2 and 6; = p, 6 = 1 — p, which is the binomial case.
Show that there exists a UMP test of the single sided hypotheses
Hy : p=1/2
H : p> 1/2

What is this test?
(c) Show that no UMP test exists for testing

Ho . 91::0m
Hy : 0;#0;, for at least one pair i, j

Hint: specialize to the case of m = 2.

(d) Derive the GLRT for testing the hypotheses in (c). Use an approximation to the distri-
bution of 2logGLRT to set the threshold.

(e) Again specialize to the case m = 2 with #; = p and use the results of part (d) to find a
(1 — @)100% confidence interval for the parameter p.

8.14 The standard generalized Gaussian density is defined as

f(x) = cexp(—|z|”)

where $ > 0 and ¢ is a normalizing constant. Available are n i.i.d. samples X1,..., X, from
a shifted version of this density

f(w;0) = cexp(— |z — 6]")
(a) What is the Bayes minimum probability test of the hypotheses

Hy : 0=0
H1 : 9:/1,

with p a fixed and known parameter and equal probability hypotheses? You need to give
an expression for the threshold.

(b) Is there a UMP test of the hypotheses

Ho : 0=0
Hy : 0>0,

and if so what is it? Note: you do not need to specify an expression for the threshold.
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(¢) Find the locally most powerful test of the hypotheses in part (b) (Hint: express |X|® as
(X2)P/2). Note: you do not need to specify an expression for the threshold. To what
does your test reduce in the special cases of 5 =2 and g =17

8.15 This exercise is an extension of the locally most powerful sign detector test of Example 9.3.3

8.16

for the single sided case to the case of double sided hypotheses Hy : 0 =0 vs Hy : 0 # 0. To
test these double-sided hypothesis, consider the test

n H;
D sen(Xi)|  Z v
i=1 Ho
where X1,...,X,, are i.i.d. samples from the Laplace density

fx;0) = gexp(—a |z —0]), a>0.

As in Example 9.3.3, 0 is the mean of the Laplace distribution. Define the parameter p; as

the probability P(X; > 0|Hy), k = 0, 1. Note that py = 1/2.

(a) Determine an expression analogous to (139) of the a-level threshold v for the double-sided
test along with the randomization parameter q.

(b) Using the large n Laplace-Demoivre Gaussian approximation AN (np,np(1 — p)) to the

Binomial distribution B(n,p), show that for any threshold « the false alarm probability
can be approximated as:

P ( Z segn(X;)
i=1

analogously to the corresponding approximation (140) for the single-sided locally most
powerful test (141).

(c) Using the Laplace-Demoivre approximation derive and plot the ROC curves (in a single
plot) for this double sided test when 6 = 0.1,0 = 0.5, =1 and a = 1, n = 10.

The joint probability distribution of integer random variables X and Y is specified by three
positive parameters g, 01,02 where 0y + 61 + 02 = 1. Specifically, X, Y have the joint
probability mass function (pmf)

>

H0> — 91— N (3%)) (153)

In the following assume that n i.i.d. samples {X;, Y;}!' ; from this distribution are available.
(a) Is the joint pmf p(z,y;0) in the exponential family?

(b) Find the maximum likelihood estimators of 6y, 01, 6.

(c) Consider testing the hypothesis

Ho : 91:92
Hy : 6140,

where 6, 61,02 are unknown. Find the generalized likelihood ratio test (GLRT). Find
the asymptotic Chi-square approximation to the level « threshold.
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8.17 Consider the following study of survival statistics among a particular population. A number n

of individuals have enrolled in a long term observational study, e.g., a study of life expectancy
for heart disease patients or chain smokers. The exact time of death of some of the individuals
is reported. The other individuals stopped participating in the study at some known time.
For these latter patients the exact time of death is unknown; their survival statistics are said
to be ”censored.” The objective is to estimate or test the mean survival time of the entire
population.

For the i-th individual define the indicator variable w;, where w; = 1 if the time of death is
reported and otherwise w; = 0. For an individual with w; = 1 let ¢; denote their reported
time of death. For an individual with w; = 0 let 7; denote the time they stopped participating
in the study. Let T; be a random variable that is the time of death of individual i. Assume
that the T;’s are i.i.d with density f(¢; \) parameterized by A, which is related to the mean
survival time. Then, for w; = 1 the observation is the real value X; = t; while for w; = 0 the
observation is the binary value X; = I(7; > 7;) where I(A) is the indicator function of event
A. Therefore the likelihood function associated with the observation z = [x1,...,2,]7 is

n
FlasA) =TT o)) (1= Frz 1)t

i=1
where F(t) is the cumulative density function fg f(u;N)du. In the following you should
assume that T} is exponentially distributed with density f(t;\) = Ae™, A >0
(a) Find the maximum likelihood estimator of A. Find the CR bound on unbiased estimators
of A. Is your estimator an efficient estimator?

(b) Consider testing the one-sided hypotheses

Hy: A=)\

Hi:A> )\

where \g > 0 is fixed. Find the most powerful test of level alpha*. Is your test uniformly
most powerful?
(¢c) Now consider the two-sided hypotheses
HO A= )\0
Hi:XN# X\
Does there exist a UMP test for these hypotheses? Find the level o GLRT for testing
HO vs H 1.
In this problem you will explore estimation and detection of correlation between two observed

counting processes whose marginal distributions are Poisson. Available for measurement are
n ii.d. samples {(X;,Y;)}" ; where X;,Y; are coupled counting processes defined by

X; :N1<i)+N12(i), KZNQ(i)-FNu(i)

where, for each i, Ny(i), N2(i) and Nia(i) are statistically independent Poisson random
variables with means A\; > 0, Ao > 0 and A2 > 0, respectively. The joint distribution
P(X;=xzY,=y) of X;,Y; is

min{z,y} k
A\ 2\ ! y! 1 A192
\) = 2Lo=A 22 - - —A12 =0,1,2...
plr,yid) = Jre ™ e kzzo @k -k \ar) & 0 YT
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(a) Show that for A\j2 = 0 the probability mass function p(x,y; \) reduces to the product of
its marginals p(z; A1) and p(y; A2), which are standard univariate Poisson distributions.

(b) Show that var(X;) = A1 + A2, var(Y;) = A2 + A2, cov(X;, Y;) = A2 and derive method
of moments estimators of the parameters Ay, Ao, A\12.

(c) Consider the problem of testing the one-sided simple hypotheses

Hy : M2=0
Hy : Mg = 0qs.

where 015 is a fixed positive value. Assume that A\; and Ay are known. What is the
form of the most powerful test (reduce it to as simple a form as you can)? Explain how
you would set the threshold (you do not have to obtain an explicit form) and state if
you would need to randomize in order to attain any level of false alarm «? Is there a
uniformly most powerful (UMP) test for Hy : Adj2 = 0. vs Hy : Adj2 > 07

(d) Find the locally most powerful test (LMP) of the one-sided composite hypotheses Hy vs
H; below. Use the CLT to find an approximate threshold of level «.

Ho . )\12:0
Hy : Ao >0.

End of chapter
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10 COMPOSITE HYPOTHESES IN THE UNIVARIATE GAUS-
STAN MODEL

In this chapter we illustrate the generalized likelihood ratio testing strategy discussed in Chapter
9 to hypotheses on the mean and variance of the univariate Gaussian distribution based on i.i.d
measurements. We will deal with the following scenarios:

* Tests on mean of a single population: ¢ known

* Tests on mean of a single population: ¢? unknown

* Tests on variance of a single population: g known

* Tests on variance of a single population: g unknown
* Tests on equality of means in two populations

* Tests on equality of variances in two populations

* Tests on correlation between two populations

Recall the form of the density of an i.i.d. Gaussian vector X = [X7,..., X,]? with mean p and

variance 2.

n/2 n
fla; p,o) = (27302> exp <—222 > (s —u)2>

i=1

10.1 TESTS ON THE MEAN: ¢2 KNOWN

Case It Hy: p = po, Hi: 0 > o
Case II: Hy : o < o, Hi = o > pio
Case III: Hy : po = pho, Hy 0 # po

We have already established that UMP test exists for Case I. You can show that same test is UMP
for case II by checking the monotone likelihood condition [46] discussed in Sec. 9.2.

10.1.1 CASE III: Hy : b= oy Hy : it # o

X =[Xy,...,. X, )T iid., X; ~ N(u,0?)

Here 6 = 1, © = R and we want to test the double sided hypothesis that the mean equals a known
parameter g

Ho:p = po
Hy:p # o

The GLRT is of the form:

1 n 2
max ex _ c X, —

AcLr = max A(u) = H7FHo pl( 2Z2 Zz_l( i : M) )
e exp (= g7 2oiy (Xi — 110)?)

We must consider two cases
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L. ﬂml 7& Ho
2. fiml = Mo
Case 1. [y # pho:

In this case it is obvious that

max A1) = Ajiu)
Ko

Case 2. [y = lo:

Since A(u) is a continuous function with maximum at p = fi,,; we have again

max A(p) = Bm A(fty + €) = A,
max Ap) = T Al + €) = Alfim)

A(p)

Figure 136: For a continuous LR density f(x;u) the mazimum of the likelihood ratio test statistic A(u) occurs
at the MLE 1 = [iy

Thus, since we know [i,,,; is the sample mean under the Gaussian model

exp (— 3k Y1 (X, — X)?)
exp (=5 X1 (X — 10)?)

Acir =

Next use the fact that > i (X; — X) = 0 (recall that X is the LLS estimator over all estimator
functions that are independent of the data) to obtain

n n

Z(Xj - N0)2 = Z(X] - Y)2 +n(T — N0)2'

j=1 j=1
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Hence,

and the GLRT is simply

\/ﬁ |Y - ,U/o‘ }il

<

o P

which is identical to the LMPU (UMPU) test derived in Sec. 9.3.4!

Note: as predicted by our results on the asymptotic distribution of GLRTSs of double sided hy-
potheses (Sec. 9.4.1)

y=N"11-0a/2), (154)

2InAgrr = 2In {exp (%(y_ Mo)Z)}
2
X — o
o/vn
N~——
N(0,1)

which is distributed as a central Chi-square with 1 d.f.
A general lesson learned for GLRT’s:
= for testing double sided hypotheses of form

H():
H1:

I I

if LR A(6) is a continous function of ¢ then

mane A(8) = max A(8) = A(@y)

10.2 TESTS ON THE MEAN: ¢ UNKNOWN

Case It Hy: pt = o, 02 >0, Hy : 1 > jto, 02> 0
Case II: Hy : pt < pio, 02 >0, Hy : j1 > po, 02 >0
Case III: Hy : p1 = po, 02 >0, Hy : jt # o, 02 >0

10.2.1 CASE I: Hy : 1 = pio, 02 >0, Hi : pp > o, 02 >0

From properties of the MLE for Gaussian mean and variance parameters we can easily show that
for a realization z of X
max,,>,,02>0 f(z; 02)
max 20 f(2; o, 0%)
f(z; 7, (2—7)%)
= { f(@; po, (xi—p10)?)”

)

AgLr =

8|

8
IN V

Q
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where f(x;u,0?) is the N (i, 0?) density and (as usual)

T = nilgxi

(@i—t)2 = n ' (z;i—1)° =067

Here t is an arbitrary constant.

Next observe that

(z; — )

n/2
(T_ N0)2
— 1 - -
( o x)?)

— (1+7%@)"”,

AR ((a:i - m?)”/ ’
f(&; Ho, ($1 - ,uo)2) 2

where
T(z) = ——_Ho
A/ (a:l — 5)2
Since T?(x) is monotone in T'(x) for > p, the GLRT based on X is

~ H
X_Mo >1

Jxmoxp o

which is equivalent to the one sided t-test:

J— Hl
=S s
Hy

where recall that s? is the sample variance

3

=mn-1)"") (X;-X)>

i=1

PERFORMANCE:
Under Hy we have
N(0,1)-0
/_b
\/ﬁ (Xz - Mo)

n

> (X=X /(n—1)

i=1

NO)
Xn—l/(n - 1)
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Hy
—Ho
7
S
sample
variance HO

Figure 137: The one sided t-test for detection of mean exceeding j, when variance is unknown

where 7,,_1 is Student-t r.v. with n — 1 d.f. Thus

¢

a=P(T(X)>y)=1-Th1(7),

so that 7" = 7, (1 — ). Therefore the final form of the GLRT is

_ Hl
X —
M > Toa(-a) (155)
Hy
Next we derive the power function of the GLRT.
Under Hy we have:
* X; — o has mean p — j, which is no longer zero.

= T'(X) follows the non-central Student-t distribution

Tn,a with n — 1 d.f. and non-centrality parameter
d— V(1 — po)
o

Hence, the power of the one sided t-test is
B=1-Tora(T, 5 (1~ a)),

which is plotted in Fig. 138.

Note: for large n, Tp—14 — Ni(d,1) and therefore the power function approaches the power
function of the GLRT for single sided hypothesis on the mean with o2 known.
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B
] By (G known)
BGLRT (6 unknown)
n=38
a=0.1
0 2 d

Figure 138: Power curve for one sided t-test

10.2.2 CASE II: Hy: o < fto, 02> 0, Hy : > 19, 02> 0

We can show that the GLRT has identical one-sided t-test form as in Case 1. (Exercise)

—_ Hy
\/ﬁ (SL’ _ MO) > T:l (1 _ O{)

S

10.2.3 CASE III: Hy: pt = jto, 0 >0, Hy : jt # o, 02 >0

This case is very similar to the double sided GLRT on the mean for known 2. We obtain GLRT
as double sided t-test

_ Hy

n|T — 1o _

Tt > - ag) (156)
Hy

with power curve

B=1=To1a(T, (1 = /2)) + Tpo1—a(T, 1 (1 — @/2)).

)

For large n this converges to the power curve derived in the case of known variance.

10.3 TESTS ON VARIANCE: KNOWN MEAN

CASEI: Hy: 0% =02, Hy : 0 > 02
CASE II: Hy: 0? < 02, Hy : 0% > 02
CASE III: Hy: 0? =02, Hy : 0% # 02

o
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10.3.1 CASE I: Hy:0? =02 Hy:0?> o2

Similarly to the derivation of the GLRT for the case of one sided tests of the mean (154), the
continuity of the Gaussian p.d.f. f(x; u, 0?) as a function of o2 gives:

maXxs2> 52 f(£7 Hs 02)

AcLr

fz; 1, 02)
fl@p, 67) A9 2
= f(z; u,rf’?:)’ Tu = %
1, O'i < o2

where &2 is the unbiased estimate of the variance for known mean

=Y e
=1

After some simple manipulation the GLRT takes the form

n/2
1 2 102 n
AGLR = s 6max{o'u/ﬂo, 1}-1 z n

max{d, /o,, 1} ,
— ——

u

evju
% u

Figure 139: The function €"/u is monotone increasing over u > 1.

As the function e"/u is monotone increasing over u > 1, the GLRT reduces to

max{éi/ag, 1} z 0l
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max{&ﬁ/csg, 1}

Figure 140: The GLRT always chooses Hy for v < 1.

Now if v < 1 then false alarm a = 1.
Hence we can select v > 1 and GLRT reduces to the single sided Chi-square test

~92 Hy
no _
T =— = Xn'(l—a)
o H,

which we know from previous work is actually an UMP test.

An alternative form of the UMP test is a single sided energy detector

n Hy
dlwi—p? Z v
i=1 Hy

10.3.2 CASE II: Hy: 0% < 02, Hy : 0% > o2

Now we have

maXs2>52 f<£7 M, 02)

Acir =
maXs2<q2 [z p, 02)
[l 62) .o 9
J@po2) u = %
fl@pog)  ~o 2
f w2y n <%
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Figure 141: GLRT for one sided test of positive shift in variance is an energy detector.

or

o, 9 \T/2 N
(Tl 5 il 1) , 62> Jg
A _ 0'#/0'0 u
GLR A2/ 2 1-62/02 n/2 52 < 52
G,/05 € , 0, <0

As e /u is monotone increasing over u > 1 and ue™" is monotone increasing over 0 < u < 1, the

GLRT reduces to the same form as derived for Case I:

and the rest of the analysis is identical to before.

10.3.3 CASE III: Hy:0? =02, Hy : 0% # 02

Now, we have

MaxXs2-4452 f(z; 02)
fz; p,02)

[, 67)

fla; p, o2)

Acir =
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ue u

u

Figure 142: The function ue™™ is monotone increasing over 0 < u < 1.

euu

0 oo T U=} /o3

Figure 143: As €"/u is convez the decision Hy region of double sided Chi-square test is an interval [y—,v4].
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As the function e*/u is convex over u > 0 the Hy decision region can be written in the form

&2
m
- =< o2 S T+
where y_ and v, are selected to give Pr = a.
A common choice of thresholds is (o < 1):
1- = Ynxy'(a/2)
W o= Unxl-a/2)

which gives equal area («/2) to the upper and lower tails of the x,, distribution corresponding to
a total FA probability Pr = « (see Fig. 144).

Xn

/2
/2

% (02) X (1-0/2)

Figure 144: Quantiles of Chi-square specify the thresholds v— and vy for double sided test of variance.

Power of double sided GLRT of variance:

Assume that the true value of 02 > o2 under H; is 0 = o%. Then

~2
B=1-Pny. < ZE < pmyy |HY)
ny— < 52 > N4 |41

o

~9 2
no o
= 1—-P(ny- < —2” (é) < ny4|Hy)
01 0o
~—~—
Xn under Hj
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104 TESTS ON VARIANCE: UNKNOWN MEAN

CASEL: Hy:0%=02, peR, Hy:0?>02, peR
CASEIL: Hy: 0?2 <02, peR, Hy:0?>>0%, peR
CASENL Hy:02=02, peR, Hy:02# 02 pelR

10.4.1 CASE I: Hy:0? =02, Hy:0? > 02

‘We now have

maxs2>42 4 f(ia K, 02)

Acir =
max,, f(z; u,02)
flz; @, 6%) A2 2
f@zo2) 7 = 0%
1, 62 < o2

where now

This is identical to the case of known p with p replaced by .

Hence, referring to work done for that case, we immediately obtain the single sided GLRT

) 2 I
no (n—1)s" 3
(@) = 02 o2 < 7
o o

PERFORMANCE
Under Hy,
*T(X) is a Chi-square r.v. with n — 1 d.f. and thus

v =xp11(1— )

Under Hi,
* T(X) is Chi-square with n — 1 d.f. (scaled by ¢2/0,) so

B = 1—xna(y ‘73/02)

= 1= x40 - a) 05/0?)
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10.4.2 CASEII: Hy:0%2 <02, ueR, Hy : 02> 02, peR

GLRT is dentical to Case I.

10.4.3 CASEIIL: Hy:0? =02, p€R, Hy: 0?2 # 02 pe R

The derivation of the GLRT is completely analogous to Case III for known mean.

The Hy decision region is identical to before except that sample variance replaces 6’3, and the test
statistic now has only n — 1 d.f.

—1)s2
itile/2) < P2 <ot ag)

o

The power function is identical to previous Case III for known p except that y,, CDF is replaced
by xn—1 CDF.

10.5 TESTS ON MEANS OF TWO POPULATIONS: UNKNOWN COM-
MON VARIANCE

THE UNPAIRED T-TEST

Two i.i.d. independent samples

X =[X1,.., X )T, Xi ~ N(pa, 0?)
Y=Y, ., Y00 Y ~ N(uy,o?)

Case I: Hy : piy = iy, 02 >0, Hy : pig # piyy, 02 >0
Case 1I: Hy : iy < piy, 0% >0, Hy : iy > py, 02 >0
X, Y have the joint density

1 ni/2 1 na/2
F(@, Y o, py, 02, 0y) = <2m§,> (27“75)

n
1=

1 O 1
exp (—%2 D i =) = 55 D (i - uy)2>
T Y

i=1 =1

where n = nj + no.

10.5.1 CASE I: Hy: jiy = piy, 02 >0, Hy : pig # pyy, 02 >0

This is the case where X and Y have identical variances but possibly different means. The GLR
test statistic is given by

A _ Mz 0250 f (2 Y oy, 0%, 07) (157)
GLR max,, 2>0 f(L Y5 1, 1y 027 02)

ANy 020750 [ Y sy, 0%, 0%) (158)
max,, ,2~0 f(,y; 1, p, 0%,0%) 7
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where, as before, f(z,y; pte, fty, 0 2 y) denotes the joint density of X and Y parameterized by its
means and variances fi,, o> and o 5 , respectively. The GLR test statistic can be simplified. To

do this note that the MLE for the case p, # py is

N — —1
flz = T=mn] E T;

n n ¥

while the MLE for case p, = py = pt is

po= _IZ$1+TL Zyl—nlA @ﬂy
= St S

A 7’L A n
= a%+;1<u—x>2+ .

(i —7)°

Plugging these two MLE’s into the numerator and denominator of the LR statistic (158), we obtain
after some simple algebra

52 n/2
AcLr = (f;) c

01
R . . 2
_ (a%w’:;(n— >2+’:3<u—y>2>”/ .
= ~9
01
Thus one form of GLRT test is
N L H
Tp—w)P 2 (- N

To reduce this to a well known test statistic we use the identities

¥ —7),

ning

=7 =
n

and
n1n2

fi=y=-——=(y—7),

to obtain final form of GLRT (shown in Fig. 145)

T(z,y) = 2= (159)

H1
> ,y
)
= sz/\/Ll;’2 H<0

where we have defined the pooled sample variance
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—Uy n,/n

S

!
TR |
a 4@ TX)
. @12 |

HO
—Hy n,/n
n,/n
X sample
o h
sample
o
n,/n

Figure 145: Block diagram of test of equality of means of two populations.

55 = . 5 (Z(wi — )+ (i - m?)

i=1 i=1
The test (159) is the well known unpaired t-test.
PERFORMANCE OF UNPAIRED T-TEST

Under Hy: -
Y; — X; = N(0,6%) - /(1/n1 + 1/ny),
and the test statistic is of the form of the magnitude of a Student-t random variable with n; +
ng—2=n-—2d.f:
N(0,1)
VXn-2/(n—2)

Setting the GLRT threshold is now straightforward

T(X,Y)=

a=Py(—y < Th—2<7)

and we conclude that y = 7, (1 — «/2). This yields the level o unpaired-t test

VEEG-D]
| . ) > T 501 —a/2).
2 HO

Under H; the test statistic equivalent to the magnitude of a non-central Student-t random variable
with n — 2 d.f and non-centrality d = \/ning/n|uy — pz|/o.

WELCH’S UNPAIRED T-TEST OF DIFFERENCE IN MEANS FOR UNCOMMON VARI-
ANCES

The unpaired t-test was derived as a GLRT when the unknown variances of the X and Y popula-
tions are the same. In many applications one wants to test equality of means but it is unrealistic
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to assume that the variances are identical. This problem is called the Behren’s-Fisher problem
[41]. Assume that we have two i.i.d. independent samples

X =[X1,....,. X )", Xi ~ N(pz,0?)

X [H,"'?Ynz]Tv }/tl ~ N(IU’ZPU:LQ/)

and the objective is to test the hypothesis that the means are different when the variances of X
and Y may not be identical:

HO P Ha = Hy, U;%?O-S > 07 Hy - Hz #Myv 03705 >0
The GLRT has the form [§]

Hy

T(X,Y) —nllnz “O 7 2 lnz > (160)
Hg

where fig is the MLE of the common mean pg under Hy, which is given by the solution of a
cubic equation [8, p. 206], and s2, 573 are the sample variances of the X and Y, respectively. The
finite sample performance of the GLRT for given v is not analytically expressible in terms of any
common tabulated distributions. However, using the Chernoff property (146) of the GLRT that
asserts that 21In Agrr is asymptotically Chi-square distributed, the distribution of 7'(X,Y’) under

Hj can be approximated and a level a threshold + can be set.

The GLRT for the Behren’s-Fisher problem has the disadvantage that it requires computing the
ML estimator fip. A commonly used approximate level a test is Welch’s test [9, 6.4.C], which
takes the form .
X-Y !
XV paap),

<
1/5%/711 +S§/n2 Ho

where k is the integer part® of the quantity (c?/(n1—1)+(1—¢)?/(n2—1)) ! with ¢ = s, /(s2 +3 s2).
This test

THE PAIRED T-TEST FOR PAIRED DEPENDENT SAMPLES WITH COMMON VARIANCES

Another variant of the unpaired t-test is the paired t-test, which is used to test for equality of
means of X and Y when they are collected as a pair [X,Y]. As assumed for the unpaired t-test
above, X and Y are jointly Gaussian with identical variances but can be correlated. Given n i.i.d.
samples {[X;, Y]}, the paired t-test is the GLRT that tests the hypotheses Hy : E[X; — Y] =0
vs. Hy : E[X; —Y;] # 0, assuming that the unknown variance of X; — Y; is identical under H
and Hi. Since the set of differences Z; = X; —Y;, i = ,n is a sufficient statistic for the mean
difference E[X; — Y], the GLRT is simply the double 51ded test of zero mean in Section 10.1.1
applied to the Z;’s. The form (156) of this GLRT gives the paired t-test as:

I
T(Z):\/ﬁ(z\ > =T, -a/2), (161)
Sz Hy

where Z = X — Y is the sample mean and sz is the sample covariance of the paired differences
{Z,;}_,. When one has paired samples the paired t-test is preferred over the unpaired t-test as it
is more powerful.

SFor more accuracy k can be linearly interpolated from student-t quantile tables
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10.5.2 CASE II: Hy : py < fig, o2 >0, Hy : oy > [z, 02 >0

In an analogous manner to before we find that the GLRT reduces to the one sided t-test

\/m(f_f H,y
w(J—T) _

n—

S9 Ho

10.6 TESTS ON EQUALITY OF VARIANCES OF TWO POPULATIONS

Two i.i.d. independent samples

X = (X1, X X~ N, 02)
Y = [V, YT, Vi~ Ny, 02)
* Lz, fty unknown

Case I: Hy: 02 = 05, Hy:o02 # 05

Case II: Hy : 02 = U;, Hy:02> UZ

10.6.1 CASE I: Hy:02 = 05, Hy:02 # 05
The GLRT for testing equality of variances against the double sided alternative is

A maxcr:%;éag,,uz,uy f(ga Ys s Py, 03:7 UZ) (162)
GLR —
MAX 2= iy puy [ (L Y5 1 11, 03, )
_ fay75,63,07) (163)
flz,y;7,5,62,6%)

where we have defined the pooled variance estimate 62 as

~ ni . na .
62 = —42 &2,

The expression (163) is easily shown to reduce to

(@m0

A =, 7 )
B O CHIE

Thus we obtain the equivalent GLRT test of equality of variances:

u ni u \ ™

2 A Hy
noo,
14 2Ay ) 1+n1(fx z n. (164)
Hy

ni62 No62

\ o(u)

By investigating stationary points of the function g(u) = (14+u)™ (141/u)"? it is easily established
that g(u) is convex and has a single minimum over the range u > 0. Specifically, note that (see
Fig. 146)

g (u) = %(1 + )" N1 4 1/ u)"2 7t (u2 + (1 —ng/n)u —ng/ny)
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g(u)

Y- n,/n, Ve u

Figure 146: The double sided test statistic is of the form g(u) which is conver over u > 0 with minimum at
u=mna/n.

has only one positive root which occurs at u = ny/ni. Hence the Hy decision region for the GLRT
is of the form

The thresholds v_ and 4 can be set according to

Vo= Fol,a(a/2)
Vo= Foly (- a)2).

10.6.2 CASE II: Hy: 02 = ag, Hy: 05 > o2

The GLRT for testing equality of variances against the single sided alternative is

) 2 2
A MaxXy2502 1,0, [ (2 Y5 by fry, 03, 0)
GLR = . 2 2

maxagzo% Sy f(ga Ys 1y |, O Uy)

(6212
- G (637

Q>
TN €N
V
Q>

I
Q>
BN 8N

1, &
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sample
variance

Yk sample
variance

Figure 147: Block diagram of test of equality of two variances.

From our study of the double sided case in Sec. 10.6.1 we know that the function g(u) defined in
(164) is convex with minimum at ng/ni. This implies that Agrr is monotone increasing in 65 /62
over the range 65 > 2. Thus we obtain the GLRT as a single sided F-test

2 Hp
Sy >
52 < 77
X HO
where
_ 1
Y= anfl,’nlfl(]‘ - Oé)

10.7 TESTING FOR EQUAL MEANS AND VARIANCES OF TWO POP-
ULATIONS

Here we treat the problem of detecting a difference in both mean and variance in two populations
X and Y. Specifically we have two i.i.d. independent samples

X=Xy, Xm]Tv Xi ~ N(M$7092c)

* X - [Y17 .- '7Y7L2]T7 }/:L ~ N(/’L:Lﬁo.;)

The objective is to test:

Ho @ pg = iy anda:%:agvs. Hy:pg # 1y orog#ag.

The derivation of the GLRT is given as an exercise. The result is a test of the form
b /2 3% /2 H

(i (X = X)H)™ (02, (v - V)*)™ S

(S (X = XY )2 4 5002, (v; - X, 7)) 2

T(X.Y) =

Here X,Y = (n1 4+ n2) ™' (30 X; + Y12, Y;) denotes the pooled mean over both populations.
The analysis of performance of this GLRT is not straightforward. While the exact distribution of
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T(X,Y) under Hy has been derived [88], it is not in analytical form nor is it a function of any
widely tabulated distribution. However, the authors of [88] have made available an R routine called
plrt that numerically approximates quantiles of the distribution based on Gaussian quadrature
approximation to an integral. This routine can be used to set the threshold and compute the
p-value g(t) = P(T(X,Y > t) associated with the observed value ¢t of T'(X,Y) (see Sec. 8.6)

10.8 TESTS ON CORRELATION

Assume that one has n i.i.d. pairs Z;, = [X;,Y;], i = 1,...,n, of samples from a bivariate Gaussian
density with unknown mean mu = [y, yt,,] and unknown covariance

2
R:[% %Qy].

Oyz O

The objective is to test whether or not the correlation between X; and Y; is zero. The sequence
of i.i.d. vectors {Z,}"_; has the bivariate density

flz wR) =

1 n _} n TS
(W) eXp( 92 ;(2 1 Rz N))

Define the correlation coefficient p

Oy
p=—-
Oz Oy

As usual we consider testing the double sided and single sided hypotheses:
Casel: Hy: p=0, H; : p# 0.
Case II: Hy: p=0, Hy : p> 0.

10.8.1 CASE I: Hy: p=po, Hi: p# po

We will show in Sec. 13 that the maximum of the bivariate Gaussian p.d.f. f(z,y; pe, sy, R) over
iz, by and R is equal to

n/2
1
max f(z,y; pe, by, R) = | —————— e /2
R,szuyf(ig pa: pty: B) ((2%)2|detR\)

and that the maximum is attained by the joint ML estimates

fo = X

/ly =Y

5 I~z 62 &

R fr— — g s S = R 4 Azy
n [ yi ] [z, i [ Gya &2

where

310



STATISTICAL METHODS FOR SIGNAL PROCESSING (©Alfred Hero 2016

and XY =n 13" | X,V
Using this we can easily find GLR statistic

MAXR, i, 1y S (L5 Y5 fhars Hy, R)
MaXdiagonal R,y f(@, Y5 pas iy, R)

~252 n/2
- 650,
= | z2:2 42
6320, — 02y

1 n/2
- (1—ﬁ2) ’

where we have defined sample correlation coefficient

Acir =

A a':vy
P=T—F=-
Oy Oy

As AgLr is monotonic increasing in |p| we have one simple form of the GLRT

Hy

bl 2 (166)
Hy

An expression for the distribution under Hy of p(X) can be derived [66] but it is not a standard
well tabulated distribution.

A different form of the test is obtained by making a transformation on p

g(u) = u*/(1 - u?),
which is monotone increasing in |u|. Therefore, the GLRT (166) is equivalent to

~ H
id N

VI=p2/(n=2) g,

The statistic p/+/1 — p2y/(n — 2) can be shown to follow the student-t distribution with n —2 d.f.
[9]. Thus the level a threshold for this GLRT is

v = 7;;12(1 —a/2).

.

10.8.2 CASEII: Hy:p=0,H;:p>0

By analogous methods as used to obtain the GLRT for one-sided tests on the variance in Sec.
sec:GLRTscalarvarl, it can be shown that the GLRT for the one sided test of the correlation is of

the form
Hy
poZ
Hy

or alternatively
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‘;‘
r
%?,L%H
»

Figure 148: Block diagram of double sided test of nonzero correlation between two populations.

10.9 P-VALUES IN PRESENSE OF NUISANCE PARAMETERS

We pick up where we left off in Sec. 8.6 where we gave an example of p-value computation when
there are no nuisance paramters. As previously discussed when there are nuisance parameters
under Hy, p-value computation requires finding a suitable statistic 7'(X) whose null distribution
(distribution under Hy) does not depend on the nuisance parameters. In this chapter we worked
hard to determine the null distributions of GLRT test statistics in order to construct level-«
threshold tests. These distributions did not depend on any nuisance parameters. Thus we can use
GLRT test statistics and their null-distributions to construct p-values. Here is a simple example.

Example 54 P-values for radar target detection with unknown noise variance

Again assume that we have n i.i.d. samples of the output of range gated radar X; = 05+ W, as in
Example 8.6. As before, the null and alternative hypotheses are Hy : = 0, but now the variance
o2 of W is an unknown nuisance parameter. In the course of solving for the GLRT for dectecting
a non-zero mean when the variance is unknown we found the GLRT to depend on the Student-¢

statistic T(X) = @ (recall (155)). The null distribution of 7'(X) is the tabulated Student-t

with n — 1 degrees of freedom: P(T(X) <t) = T,—1(t). Thus the p-value associated with making
an observation that T'(X) =t is

91(t) = P(T1(X) > t) = 2(1 = Tn1(2))-

10.10 BACKGROUND REFERENCES

The GLRT for i.i.d. scalar Gaussian measurements is well described in the statistics books by
Mood, Graybill and Boes [56] and by Bickel and Docksum [9]. Coverage from a more applied
engineering perspective is in [86].
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10.11 EXERCISES

1. n ii.d. realizations of a bivariate Gaussian random vector z = [z, zg]T are observed where
the mean of z is s and the covariance is of the form:

|1 2 -1 _ I —p 1

where the component variances o2 and the correlation coefficient p € [—1, 1] are known.
(a) Derive the MP LRT (with threshold) of the simple hypotheses

Hy:s=s

Hy:s=s;.

For sy = 0 is your test UMP for H; : s # 07 when |p| > 07 How about for p = 07?.

(b) Find the ROC of the MP LRT of part (a) and show that it is specified by the detectability
index

|E[T|Hi) — E[T|Ho)|? .
= var(T'|Hy) =n(s; — §0)TRZ 1(§1 — $Sp)

where T is a test statistic linear in z.

(c) Now assume that s, and s, satisfy the “power” constraints sl s, = s7's; = 1. For fixed p
show that the optimal signal pair s;, s, which maximizes d? must satisfy s; — s, = c[1, 1]
when p < 0 while it must satisfy s; — sy = ¢[1, —1] when p > 0, where ¢ is a constant
ensuring the power constraint.

(d) Assuming the optimal signal pair derived in part (b), for what value of p is the de-
tectability index the worst (smallest) and for what value is it the best? Does this make
sense?

2. Verify the form of the GLRT test (165) for the test of equal mean and variance in two Gaussian
samples X and Y. You do not have to derive ROC curves or set an a-level threshold ~.

End of chapter
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11 STATISTICAL CONFIDENCE INTERVALS

In many cases an estimate of an unknown parameter does not suffice; one would also like to know
something about the precision of the estimate. The estimation strategies discussed in Chapter 5
do not provide any help here. If one knew the true parameter 8, the detection strategies discussed
in Chapter 8 could be used to specify precision of a parameter estimate 0 by testing the hypothesis
that [|§ — 6]| is small. What one needs here is a different approach. Here we discuss the framework
of statistical confidence intervals. In this framework, instead of seeking an estimate of the true
parameter, called a point estimate, one seeks a tight interval that covers the true parameter with
specified confidence level. It turns out that confidence intervals are closely related to tests of
composite double sided hypotheses and we will exploit this connection in the presentation.

The specific topics in this chapter are:
OUTLINE

* Confidence intervals via pivots

* Confidence intervals and double sided tests

* Confidence interval for mean, variance, correlation

11.1 DEFINITION OF A CONFIDENCE INTERVAL

Let 6 € © be an unknown scalar parameter and let X ~ f(z;60) be an observed random variable,
random vector or random process. As opposed to a point estimator §(X) which is a (random)
point in the parameter space ©, a confidence interval [T7(X),T5(X)] is a (random) interval in
parameter space. Confidence intervals are also called set or interval estimators.

OBJECTIVE: find two statistics 77 = T1(X) and Ty = T5(X), 11 < 1%, which specify endpoints
of a random interval

[Th, T3]

that contains 6 with high probability.
CONSTRUCTION OF CONFIDENCE INTERVALS
1. Fix a € [0,1]

2. For all 8 € © we require

P(Ty<0<Ty)>1-a

The interval [T7,T5] is called a 100(1 — )% confidence interval

Equivalently:

= 1 — « is confidence level of statement “6 € [T}, T3]”

= [T1,T5] is a set estimate of 0

* Py(Ty < 0 <Ty) is coverage probability of the confidence interval

* 1 — a is lower bound on coverage probability of a 100(1 — a))% conf. interval

* Ty — T is the length of the confidence interval and, everything else being equal, we would like
this to be as small as possible.
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6

— W
Tl T2

Figure 149: Confidence interval covers 6 with probability at least 1 — a.

* Sometimes a level o GLRT or LMPT of double sided hypotheses can be useful for finding

confidence intervals.

11.2 CONFIDENCE ON MEAN: KNOWN VAR

Objective: find confidence interval on the mean p based on i.i.d. Gaussian sample X = [X7,...

with known variance 2.

APPROACH 1: Use Tchebychev inequality:

Pu(|Xi — u =€) < =5

or, setting e = c o /\/n

— 1
PulXi =l 2 co/vm) <
or equivalently

_ 1
PuXi—pl Scofvm) 21—

1.e.

S — 1
P(Xi—co/yn<pu<Xit+co/yn) 21—

C

Finally take ¢ = 1/y/a to obtain 100(1 — «)% confidence interval for u

» Xn]
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m
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Figure 150: If n confidence intervals [T1, T3] of precision level (1 — «) are drawn from n i.i.d. experiments,
the parameter 6 is covered by approximately (1 — «)n of them. For illustration the figure shows n = 6 i.i.d.

confidence intervals of precision level 0.85.

f(y;n.0)

N area < o,

Figure 151: Tchebychev inequality specifies an interval containing the mean with at least probability 1—o? /ne.

In figure f(y;u,0) denotes the density of the sample mean Y = X;.
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— o — o

X — — X 4+
CoVand T + van

OBSERVATIONS:

* Tchebychev interval is symmetric about sample mean

% . o . . . 2
Size 27@ of interval increases in o /n

* There is a tradeoff between coverage probability > 1 — « and small size

Coverage
probability
l-a
0.95
n=4
c=1
4 . 26
1 5 size Jam

Figure 152: Coverage vs. size of Tchebychev confidence interval for mean for a Gaussian sample having known
variance.

* Tchebychev interval is “distribution free”

* Actual coverage probability may be > desired confidence 1 — «
* Tchebychev intervals are usually excessively large

APPROACH 2: Find exact confidence interval by finding a pivot

Recall problem of testing double sided hypotheses for i.i.d. Gaussian r.v.s having known variance

Ho:p = o
Hytp # po
we found level o« GLRT

T Hy
Qi) = YT ZHol = i1 ag2)

o Ho
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where we have defined the function

\/ﬁ(:uo - 3571) .

g

Q(z, po) =

Note when p = p,:

1) Q(X, uo) satisfies the following proeprties

— it is a monotone function of p,

— it has a probability distribution independent of p, (and o):

= such a function Q(X, y1,) is called a PIVOT. it has also been called a “root” [7].

2) By design of the threshold v = N ~!(1 — a/2) the false alarm probability of the test is

Pll«o (‘Q(Kv NO)‘ > ’Y) =«
for arbitrary p,.

fN (%)

a/2 o2

N(0/2) N(1-0/2)

Figure 153: The false alarm level setting for double sided test mean gives an exact 1 — a confidence interval.

As Pr is independent of i, o is just a dummy variable which can be replaced by the generic
and

P, (—y<QX,pu) <vy)=1-aq.

As Q(X, p) = v/n(Ti — p)/o is monotone in p the following inequalities on Q: —y < Q(X, u) <,
are equivalent to the following inequalities on p: X; — % vy<pu< X+ ﬁ ~. Thus we have found
the following EXACT 100(1 — «)% conf. interval for p

Y- Z N 10/ X+ N1 —a
X; \/ﬁf\f (1 /2),Xz+\/ﬁf\/ (1 —a/2)

OBSERVATIONS
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1. By the central limit theorem this interval is accurate for large n even for non-Gaussian case

\/E(Yi_:u)/g - N(07 1)7 (Zd)

2. Exact interval is symmetric about X;

3. Exact interval is significantly smaller than Tchebychev

_9 > 21 N_1<1 — CV/Q) = [TQ - Tl]Ea:act

van — y/n

[Ty — Th]7chby = 2

size- %ﬁ/o

N(1-a/2) —|
1

Figure 154: Size vs. (1-confidence level) for exact and Tchebychev intervals.

11.3 CONFIDENCE ON MEAN: UNKNOWN VAR

Objective: find conf. inerval on the mean p based on i.i.d. Gaussian sample X = [X1,..., X,)]

with unknown variance o2.

APPROACH: Exact confidence interval via pivot

Solution: Motivated by previous example we go back to the double sided hypothesis GLRT for

unknown variance
Hoy:p = o, o2 >0
Hi:p # po, 0°>0

we found level « t-test for Gaussian x;’s:

_ Hy
n\x; — o _
Qo) = Yl o ag)
Hy
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Therefore, an exact (1 — )% confidence interval for pu is

Xi— n T h(1—a/2), Xi+ 7n 7501 —a/2)
fXn-l (X)
a/2 _| oo
] X
Xati(0/2) XL (1-a/2)

Figure 155: Ezact confidence interval for unknown variance in a Gaussian sample is given by quantiles of
student-t distribution with n — 1 d.f.

11.4 CONFIDENCE ON VARIANCE

Objective: find conf. interval on variance o2 based on i.i.d. Gaussian sample X = [X1,..., X,]
with unknown mean pu.

Solution: Recall the double sided hypothesis GLRT for variance

H,:0? # o2,
In a previous chapter we found a level o Chi-square test for Gaussian X;’s in terms of the sample

variance s2:

he < B it amap)

o

Therefore, an exact 100(1 — )% confidence interval for o is

(n —1)s? (n —1)s?
Xot1(1=a/2)" xpti(a/2)

Note: confidence interval for variance is not symmetric about s?
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11.5 CONFIDENCE ON DIFFERENCE OF TWO MEANS

Objective: find conf. interval on the difference A = p, — p1, of means in two ii.d. Gaussian
samples X = [X1,..., X, ], Y =[Y1,...,Y,,]

Solution: consider the hypotheses

Hy: A = A,
Hi: A # A,

A GLRT of level a would give a confidence interval for A similiarly to before.

Recall: the t test

<

\/W|TZ_E| Hy .
=

was previously derived for the double sided hypotheses

Hy:py = py
Hy:pe # oy

There is a difficulty, however, since A does not appear any where in the test statistic. In particular
* X; —Y; has mean A under Hy: A = A,
* therefore distribution of t-test statistic above depends on A and is not a pivot

However, as X; —Y; — A has mean zero under Hy and same variance as X; —Y;, we can immediately
identify the following pivot

Thus, the left and right endpoints of a 100(1 — a)% conf. interval on A are given by

"5, 7L - a/2)

ning

11.6 CONFIDENCE ON RATIO OF TWO VARIANCES

Objective: find conf. interval on the ratio
c= 03 / 05

of variances in two i.i.d. Gaussian samples
*X=[X1,...,X,] Y =[Y,...,Y,,]
Solution: Recall that the GLRT for double sided H; : 02 # 05 was F-test
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&%

<F! (1-a/2)

ni—1n2—1

i1 (@/2) <

ni—1lng—1

<N

Difficulty: distribution of test statistic depends on ¢ = o2/ 05

However, as

2 2 2
1sx  sy/ox

2 T 2 /2
csy sy/oy

~ fnl—l,ng—l

we have identified a pivot.
Therefore, a (1 — @)% conf. interval on variance ratio ¢ = 02 /07 is given by
2

[T T] Sx S?X'
1,42 = 1 ) 1
S%/ nl—l,ng—l(l - 04/2) S%/ nl—l,ng—l(a/Q)

fx(2)
a/2
7 a/2
| z
Folina@/2) Fi o (-a/2)

Figure 156: Confidence interval on variance ratio in a pair of Gaussian samples depends on quantiles of
F-distribution Fp, 1 n,—1

11.7 CONFIDENCE ON CORRELATION COEFFICIENT

Objective: find conf. interval on correlation coefficient p between two i.i.d. Gaussian samples
X=[X1,...,X,), Y =[Y1,...,Y,] with unknown means and variances.

NOTE: not obvious how to obtain pivot from previously derived GLRT test statistic for testing
H1 P ;é 0.
Solution: Fisher Transformation.

Let p be sample correlation coefficient. Then
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145
v=1ln <1tg> = tanh ™! (p)

has an asymptotic normal dsn with

Eg[v] = tanh™(p)

tanh!(x)

Figure 157: Inverse tanh function is monotone increasing.

Hence we have a pivot

B tanh~!(p) — tanh™1(p)

This gives 100(1 — )% conf. interval on tanh™*(p)
[ L N1—af2), v N — /2)}
R YT 3 “

Since tanh~!(-) is monotone, the left and right endpoints 71, Ts of (1 — )% conf. interval [T, Tb]

on p are

1
Vn—3

tanh (v F N1 - a/2)>

OBSERVATIONS:

1. Conf. interval is not symmetric
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2. Conf. interval prescribes a level « test of double sided hypotheses

HO P = Po
Hi:p # po
which is
17 Po ¢ [T1>T2]
P(z) =
07 Po € [TlaTQ]
Indeed:
Eo[(ﬁ] = 1 Ppo(Tl < po < TQ)

11.8 BACKGROUND REFERENCES

There are other ways to construct confidence intervals besides exploiting the double sided GLRT
relationship. As in previous chapters we refer the reader to the two excellent books by Mood,
Graybill and Boes [56] and by Bickel and Docksum [9] for more general discussion of confidence
intervals. The book by Hjorth [29] covers the theory and practice of bootstrap confidence inter-
vals, a powerful nonparametric but computationally intensive approach to the interval estimation
problem. A generalization of the theory of confidence intervals is the theory of confidence regions,
which is briefly presented in Sec. 13.6 after we discuss the GLRT of multivariate double sided
hypotheses.

11.9 EXERCISES

10.1 Let {X;}™, be an i.i.d. sample with marginal p.d.f. f(z;0) = 0e=%, x> 0.

(a) Show that the maximum likelihood estimator (MLE) for 6 is %,
mean (you should have previously derived this in hwk 2).

(b) Show that the CR bound I~1(8) for 6 given {X;}" is of the form: I~1(f) = %.

(c) Now, using the fact that for large n the MLE is distributed as approximately A/ (6, I=1(9)),

show that (1+Z(11£)§)/\/ﬁ7 172(111)?;)/\%) is a (1—a)-100% confidence interval for 6, where

Z(p) =N"1p) = {x [ e 3 da /27 = p} is the p — th quantile of N'(0,1).

where X is the sample

10.2 Let X = [Xy,...,X,]" be a Gaussian random vector with mean p = [u1,..., )" and
covariance matrix Ry.

(a) Show that the distribution of W def (X — p) TR (X — p) is Chi-Square with n degrees

1
of freedom (Hint: use square root factor R to represent (X — ) in terms of a vector of
uncorrelated standard Gaussian variates).
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(b) Since W has a distribution which is independent of y and Rx, W is similar to a pivot
for scalar u which can be used to generate confidence regions on p. Assume n = 2 and

let Rx be a fixed and known diagonal matrix with eigenvalues A1 and Ao. Show that

R def {p: (X - TR (X —p) < —2lna}is a 100(1 — @)% confidence region for the

vector 4 in the sense that: P(u € R) = P(W < —2Ina) = 1 —a. Draw a concise picture
of this confidence region for the case u € R%. Label and identify all quantities in your
picture. What happens to the confidence region as A1 — 07 Does this make sense?

This exercise establishes that a pivot always exists when the marginal CDF is strictly increas-

ing. Let {X;}", be an ii.d. sample with marginal p.d.f. f(z;6) and a CDF F(z;) which is

strictly increasing: F(z + A;0 +9) > F(z;0), A,6 >0 .

(a) Show that the random variable F'(X;; ) has a uniform distribution over the interval [0, 1],
and that therefore —log F'(X;;6) has an exponential distribution f(u) =e™", u > 0.

(b) Show that the CDF of the entire sample, [[" ; F'(X;;6) is a pivot for 6. (Hint: the
product of monotone functions is monotone).

(c) Show that a (1 — «) - 100% confidence interval for § can be constructed since F'(z;0) is
monotone in # using the result of part (b). (Hint: the sum of n ii.d. exponential r.v.s
with distribution f(u) =e ", u > 0 has a Gamma density).

Use the approach of the previous problem to construct (1 — «)100% confidence intervals for

the following parameters.

(a) 0 is the parameter in the density f(z;0) =20z +1—-60,0 <z <1, =1 <6 < 1. Verify
your results by numerical simulation for n = 10 using Matlab. Note it may be helpful to
use Matlab’s polynomial rooting procedure roots.m to find the interval endpoints. Note
for this example you cannot use double sided GLRT since the GLRT is degenerate.

(b) 6 is the median of the Cauchy distribution f(z;,6) = (1+(x—0)?) /7. Note that numerical
integration may be required. Verify your results by numerical simulation for n = 10 using
Matlab.

Let {x1,...,z,} be an i.i.d. sample of a Poisson r.v. with distribution py(k) = Py(z; = k) =
%6_9, k=0,1,2,.... Use the GLRT derived in Exercise 8.4 to specify a (1 —«)% confidence
interval on 6.

Let {X;} ; be i.i.d. following an exponential distribution
f(2:0) =07 >0

with 6 > 0.
(a) Derive the GLRT for the test of the hypotheses

Hy : 0=40
Hy : 0+#06

with FA level o (Hint: the sum of n standard (mean = 1) exponential r.v.s is standard
Gamma with parameter n).

(b) Using the results of (a) find a (1 — «) confidence interval on 6.
As in Exercise 8.15 we consider the following study of survival statistics among a particular

population, however, here you will find a confidence interval on the mean survival time. A
number n of individuals have enrolled in a long term observational study, e.g., a study of
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life expectancy for heart disease patients or chain smokers. The exact time of death of some
of the individuals is reported. The other individuals stopped participating in the study at
some known time. For these latter patients the exact time of death is unknown; their survival
statistics are said to be ”censored.” The objective is to estimate or test the mean survival
time of the entire population.

For the i-th individual define the indicator variable w;, where w; = 1 if the time of death is
reported and otherwise w; = 0. For an individual with w; = 1 let t; denote their reported
time of death. For an individual with w; = 0 let 7; denote the time they stopped participating
in the study. Let T; be a random variable that is the time of death of individual . Assume
that the 7;’s are i.i.d with density f(¢; \) parameterized by A, which is related to the mean
survival time. Then, for w; = 1 the observation is the real value X; = t; while for w; = 0 the
observation is the binary value X; = I(T; > 7;) where I(A) is the indicator function of event

A. Therefore the likelihood function associated with the observation z = [z, ... ,xn}T is

n

Pl =T @) (1= Pl

=1

where F'(t) is the cumulative density function fot f(u;N)du. In the following you should
assume that T} is exponentially distributed with density f(t;\) = Ae™, A > 0

(a) Consider the two-sided hypotheses

Ho:)\:Ao
Hll)\#Ao

Find the level a GLRT for testing Hy vs Hj.
(b) Find a 1 — « confidence interval for the parameter A.

End of chapter
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12 SIGNAL DETECTION IN THE MULTIVARIATE GAUS-
STAN MODEL

In this chapter we cover likelihood ratio (LR) tests of simple hypotheses on the mean and covariance
in the general multivariate Gaussian model. We will start with offline detection strategies when
the measurement is a small dimensional vector of possibly correlated Gaussian observations. We
then turn to online detection for change in mean and covariance of sampled Gaussian waveforms
and this will bring the Kalman filter into the picture. This arises, for example, when we wish to
decide on the mean or variance of Gaussian random process based on its time samples, a very
common problem in signal processing, control and communications. While the focus is on simple
hypotheses some discussion of unknown parameters is given.

Specifically, we will cover the following:

1. Offline methods:

* General vector Gaussian problem

* Detection of non-random signals in noise: matched-filter

* Detection of random signals in noise: filter-squarer and estimator-correlator
2. Online methods

* On line detection of non-random signals: causal matched-filter

* On-line detection for nonstationary signals: Kalman filter detector

12.1 OFFLINE METHODS

We have the following setup.
Observation: X = [X1,..., X,]T ~ N,.(u,R)

mean: = E[X]| = [p1,...,un]"

covariance: R = ((cov(wi, 25))); iy,

Joint density

1
z, iy, R) = —————exp (— T
e B0 = Gy o (e R e

We consider the simple detection problem

The likelihood ratio is
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VRo[exp (=3 — 1)) "R @ — )
VIRilexp (—1(z — ) "R (2 — 1) )

Giving the likelihood ratio test (LRT)

(z) =

T(z) =

Hy
Wz —p) Ry (@ —py) —sl@—p) RNz —p) 2 7
Ho

where
IRy |
IRo|

=logn + Llog

First we have the interpretation of the LRT as a minimum weighted distance test of the measure-
ment vector x relative to each of the hypothesized mean parameters. Define weighted norm on
Rn
_ JIp-1 _ TITp-1
lzlpt = 2"Rg'z lzllpr = 2"Ri 'z

The norm ||z|| ;" emphasizes components of z which are colinear to the eigenvectors of R™! that
are associated with its small eigenvalues

With this definition, the MP-LRT takes the form of a comparison between the weighted distances
of z to By V8- 1y

Hy
||£_HOH?{al - ||£_H1H?gl—1 z Y

Hy

/

These distances are known as the Mahalanobis distances since they are Euclidean distances
weighted by the inverse covariances under Hy and H;.

A second interpretation of the LRT is as a quadratic form test on the measurement vector x

Hy
T(z) = 32" Ry =Rz + (R —p Rz 2 7.
Hy
Here Ry
=logn + tlog —— Ro| + 1 R1 My~ (?Ralﬁo

12.1.1 GENERAL CHARACTERIZATION OF LRT DECISION REGIONS

Divide treatement into four cases:
1. Rp =Ry,

2. Rg — Ry >0,

3. Ro —R1 <0,

328



STATISTICAL METHODS FOR SIGNAL PROCESSING (©Alfred Hero 2016 329

X is “closer” to u, than itis to L,

(o), X

TS

(Mo),y (M),

Figure 158: LRT for general Gaussian problem compares “closeness” of x to distorted neighborhoods of the
means (g and fi1.

4. Ry — Ry non-singular
Case 1. Rg=R; =R:

In this case T" (z) = a”

x 1s linear function

IS
Il
=~
L
=

and decision regions are separated by a hyperplane.
Case 2. Rg — Ry > 0: (p.d.)

In this case, as Rg > Ry implies R, < Rl_l,
R;'-Ry'=A; R >0 (p.d.):

and

/

T(z)=—1(z—b) AR (z—b) +c

b = (AR )R, Ryl
Hence the H; decision region is an ellipsoid

X = {3z —b) ARz —b) <~}

Case 3. Ryp <Ry

In this case
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Figure 159: For equal covariances of a multivariate Gaussian sample the decision regions are separated by a
hyperplane (here shown for ’yl = 0 for which a is orthogonal to separating hyperplane).

Figure 160: For Rg > Ry the Hy decision region is the interior of an ellipsoid for testing covariance of a
multivariate Gaussian sample.
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R,' —R;'=AnR™! >0 (p.d.):

and

/

T(z)=1z—b0)" [AaR ' (z—b) +¢

b = (AaR DRy — Ry
So now the Hy decision region is an ellipsoid

Xo={32-b)"AnR (2 —b) <7}

N\

Figure 161: For Ry < Ry the Hy decision region for testing the covariance of a multivariate Gaussian sample
1$ the exterior of an ellipsoid.

4. Ry — Ry not p.d, n.d., or singular
Let AgtR ™! be defined as above
R,' —R;'= AR

Let {\;}"; denote the eigenvalues of this matrix

Definition: The signature of a non-singular symmetric matrix B are the signs of its eigenvalues
arranged in decreasing order of magnitude.

Let the signature of Ag;R™! be denoted by

o =1[01,... ,5n]T = [sgn(A1),. .. ,sgn()\n)]T

where
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1, u>0
sgn(u) =< 0, u=0

-1 u<0
= If the signature [61,...,8,]7 equals [1,...,1] then all eigenvalues are positive and B is positive
definite.
= If [61,...,6,)" equals [~1,...,—1] then — B is positive definite.
We can rewrite the LRT test statistic as

T'(@) = 3(@—b"[AaR |z —b) +c

= S+ 46,2+
where

zi =/ |\l — by,

and v;’s are eigenvectors of AgiR™!. Thus the decision region is hyperbolic.

P,

Figure 162: For Ry — Ry non-singular but neither p.d. nor n.d. the Hy decision region for testing the
covariance of a multivariate Gaussian sample is a hyperboloid.

12.1.2 CASE OF EQUAL COVARIANCES

Here Rp = R; = R and LRT collapses to linear test
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H,
T(x):AHTRflg 2 m
Hy

where Ap = (p, — p,)
and

v1 = logn + HOTR_lﬁo — B{R_lﬁl
DETECTOR PERFORMANCE
As the test statistic T'(X) is Gaussian suffices to find means

EyT] = AETR_lﬁo

E\T) = AHTR_lﬁl

and variances

varg(T) = varg (AHTR_IX)

= AR covp(X) R7IAL
K lad
R

= AHTR_IAH
var) (1) = wvarg(T)

Thus we find

so that the NP MP-LRT test is

Hy

AHTR_lg z 1/AHTR_1AHN_1(1—OC) + AHTR_lﬁo

or equivalently

NOTES:
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L. For p, # 0: MP test is not UMP w.r.t unknown parameter variations
2. For Ky =0 MP test is UMP w.r.t. constant positive scaling of My
Next find power:

A 71— En[T]
Pp=p=1 N( varl(T)>

giving ROC curve:

where d is detectability index

varg(T)

= 1/AHTR—1AH

Example 55 Detection of known signal in white noise

Ho:xk = Wk

Hi:xp, = sp+w

* w ~ Nn(070-21)7
* s and 02 known

Identify:

Ky =0, Ap = s, R =1
so that the LRT takes the form of a matched filter

n Hy

T >
T(x)=s"2=>Y spzp - 7

k=1 Ho

v =0’logn — ||s|
GEOMETRIC INTERPRETATION
The LRT can be expressed geometrically as a signal ”projection” detector

Projection of x onto s is
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&>
Il

Length of this projection is

Izl = 1sll

Conclude:

* LRT is a threshold test on the projection coefficient of the orthogonal projection of x onto s
* LRT is threshold test on ”signed length” of &

* LRT is related to LLS estimator Z of x given s

Figure 163: MP detector applies a threshold to projection coefficient < z,s > /||s||?> of orthogonal projection
of x onto s, shown here for the case of n = 2.

PERFORMANCE
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Compute
—*|LLS projection
coefficient

-

S

1]

Figure 164: MP detector block diagram implemented with a LLS estimator of x.

Equivalently, for MP test of level o we have

T Hy

st x

— z N_l(l—oz)
sl

This test is UMP relative to signal energy |s/|?

Now compute detectability index:

n 2
d? = |s|?/0® = Zka_; %k —: SNR (167)

NOTE:
* detection index is invariant to shape of waveform s.
* detector power only depends on total signal-to-noise ratio (SNR).

Note that there are two ways to implement optimal detector: a cross-correlator or a mathed filter
detector (see Sec. 2.5.7).

Example 56 Detection of known signal in non-white noise:

Hy:xzp. = wg

Hi:xzp = sp+wg

*w ~ N,(0,R), R not scaled identity.
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Optimal detector

§TR71£ fil -
o=ars 5 V0
= = 0

Q. How to modularize detector?

A. transform to the white noise case via preprocessing with matrix H

Produces white noise measurements

|82
I
s

I8

Figure 165: Matrix prewhitener H applied to x renders the transforms contours of the multivariate Gaussian
density to concentric circles (spherically symmetric).

We will require matrix filter H to have properties:

1. covg(Z) = covy(Z) = I: = whitening property

2. H is invertible matrix: = output remains sufficient statistic

MATRIX FACTORIZATION

For any symmetric positive definite covariance matrix R there exists a positive definite square
root factor Rz and a positive definite inverse factor R~z which satisfy:

R = R:R?, and R"'=R :R=.

There are many possible factorizations of this type. We have already seen the Cholesky factoriza-
tion in Chapter 7 which yields upper and lower triangular factors. Here we focus on a symmetric
factorization given by the eigendecomposition of R = UDU7”, where

* D = diag(\;) are (positive) eigenvalues of R

*U=[vy,...,1,] are (orthogonal) eigenvectors of R
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AsUTU =1
R = UDUT =uD:D:UT = UD:U” UD:zU"

Therefore we can identify
R: = UD:UT.

Furthermore, since U™ = U7 we have
R =UD :U"
which satisfy the desired properties of square root factors and are in addition symmetric.

Using square root factors the test statistic can be rewritten as

sTR:R iz
T(z) = ————=
Vs'RT2R7zs
5"z
3]
Where z, s are transformed vectors
~ 1 ~ —1
=R 2z, s=R7:zs

Now we see that

Eo[X] =0, Ei[X]=3 covg(X)=covi(X)=1

so that problem is equivalent to testing for a signal in white noise of unit variance.

Hy
Xk;. R ’§>‘, y
R H,
|

Figure 166: Matriz prewhitener H = R~z is applied prior to optimal matched filter detection.

Detectability index for non-white noise:
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Note: d? = ||3]|> = sT R !s.

Remark

No longer is detection performance independent of shape of s
OPTIMAL SIGNAL DESIGN FOR NON-WHITE NOISE:
Constraint: ||s||? =1

Maximize: d? = sTR™!s

Solution: Rayleigh quotient theorem specifies:

sTR™ s 1
sTs ~ min; )\fLz
)\f = an eigenvalue of R.
Furthermore
sTR™ s 1
sTs min; )\ZR

when s is (any) minimizing eigenvector of R (there will be multiple minimizing eigenvectors if
more than one eigenvalue {\;} equals min; AX¥). The intuition here is that the best signal vector
points in the direction of signal space that has the lowest noise power; hence maximizing the SNR
over the set of fixed energy signals.

"

\

e
-

Figure 167: The optimal signal which maximizes detectability is the eigenvector of noise covariance R with
minimum eigenvalue.

Example 57 Application: (Real) Signal detection in a sensor array
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Figure 168: Sensor array receiving signal wavefront generates spatio-temporal measurement.
k-th snapshot of p-sensor array output is a multi-channel measurement:

T,=as+v, k=1,...,n

or equivalently we have p X n measurement matrix

X=[zg,...,2,]

* a: array response vector

* vy, Gaussian N, (0, R), known spatial covariance R
* s: deterministic signal amplitude

Three cases of interest:

1. Detection of known signal amplitude

2. Detection of positive signal amplitude

3. Detection of non-zero signal amplitude

Case 1: Known signal amplitude

Hy:s = 0, k=1,...,n
Hi:s = s, k=1,...,n

Approach: reduce to single-channel problem via coordinate rotation
As a, R are known, we can transform the array to one with

* spatially uncorrelated noise (R diagonal)
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2 2
X1 Xl
riginal .
N g. a whiten rotate
coordinates

Figure 169: Transformation of Gaussian multichannel problem to a Gaussian single channel problem is a two
step procedure. First a whitening coordinate transformation R™2 is applied to measurements x = as+n (joint
density in original coordinates is shown in left panel) which makes noise component n i.i.d. (transformed
measurements have joint density with spherically symmetric constant contours shown in middle panel). Then
a pure rotation (unitary matriz) H is applied to the transformed measurements & which aligns its signal
component R™2as with the first coordinate axis (right panel).

* signal energy present only in first channel.

Define the p x p matrix H:

* g = /QTR_IQ

* y,; orthonormal vectors orthogonal to R™2a (found via Gramm-Schmidt)

Then
a
. 0
HR>:a=| . |=ag
X :
0

1

Now as W = HTR "z is invertible, the following is equivalent measurement

Xk = Wilm
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= sWa+ WV,

= sae+Vy

where V.’s are i.i.d. zero mean Gaussian with identity covariance

cov(V,) =WRWT =HT R :RR : H=H'H=1

Matrix representation

X=sal” +V
where V is a p X n matrix of i.i.d. N(0,1)’s
Note properties:
* all rows of X = WX are independent
* only first row f{l* = Q{X depends on s1

Therefore LR only depends on the first row X

A(X) — f(xl* 7X2*7-..7xn*; s = Sl)
f(X1*7X2*,...,Xn*; S:O)

_ f(X1y; s =s1) ﬁ f(Xis; s=51)
f(X

fXis; s=0) 5 f(Xis; s =0)
=1
_ f(%l*? s = s1) _ A(Xl*)
f(X1a; 5 =0)

Thus we have reduced the problem to equivalent hypotheses that a (row) vector measurement

2T = X, contains a constant signal in i.i.d. Gaussian noise of variance 1
Hy:z=v Hy: z. = vy,
=
Hi:z=s1al+7v Hy:z.=51 a4+ v

The LRT follows immediately from our previous work in detection of constant signal p = sja

Or, as a is positive, the final form of the LRT is
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T(z)=vnz > Nl1-a) s >0,

N > —N'1l-a) s <0,

ﬁi“*]R*’*'* H 4§%+ Z; +E%'> ‘E}

Figure 170: LRT for detecting presence of a spatio-temporal signal implemented with whitening and coordinate
rotation preprocessing.

The power of the test is determined by the detectibility index

|E[Z;| Hy]|
var(Z;|Ho)

d= = v/n |sial = vn |s1| vVaTR 1la

We can express LRT in original coordinates by identifying

2= Xp=elX=¢ W, X
~—
HTR™ 2
1 T —1 _1
= ———a Rz R2X
Va'R=la
ng‘Ir{T
1
= ——— ¢d"RX

ValR g

and the identity
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to obtain (s; > 0)

.
n

—la
% I
LN %Z NN

Temporal ﬂ\ Spatial H
Averaging R-la Averaging

Figure 171: LRT for detecting presence of a spatio-temporal signal implemented without coordinate transfor-
mation preprocessing.

OBSERVATIONS

1. The LRT above is UMP w.r.t. any positive amplitude s;
2. A modified LRT is UMP w.r.t. any negative amplitude s;
3. The detectibility index

d=+/n|s1| vVaTR 1la
—_——
ASNR
depends on normalized array SNR = ASNR
= ASNR depends only on ||a|| when noise v, is spatially white (R = oI).
4. Coherent interferers can severely degrade performance

Case 2: Unknown signal amplitude

Hy:s=0, k=1,...,n

Hy:s#0, k=1,...,n
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No UMP exists!
Solution: double sided GLRT

Hy

T(x)|=vnlzl= 2 NTH1-a/2)

<
Hy

1. Implementation of GLRT via signal subspace projection:

Projection of z onto s = n11is

>
Il

| — |
—|»n
e

o S
—_

[

* 11, = signal subspace projection operator

Length of Z is

2] =l

w
S
N

Conclude:

* GLRT is a threshold test on the length of the orthogonal projection of z onto span(s)

2. Implementation of GLRT via ”noise subspace” projection:

Recall orthogonal decomposition

z=Izz+ I -1z

* TI; = signal subspace projection operator
* T — II, = noise subspace projection operator

With this we can express GLRT as

7l = ezl = ll2* — | [T - M)z |
——

z—2

EAVE

345
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Figure 172: GLRT detector thresholds length of orthogonal projection of z onto s, shown here for the case of
n=2.

B 1 P m— )

Figure 173: GLRT detector block diagram implemented via signal subspace projection.
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4

1Tl + N

Hy

.12

Figure 174: GLRT detector block diagram implemented via noise subspace projection.

12.1.3 CASE OF EQUAL MEANS, UNEQUAL COVARIANCES

Here By =My =1 and LRT collapses to purely quadratic test

Hi

T(z)=(z—pw) Ry —RiNz—p) Z v
Hop

where v = 2Inn. Note that for convenience we have chosen to absorb the factor 1/2 in the log
likelihood ratio into the threshold ~.

Analysis will be simplified by prefiltering to diagonalize Ry - R1_1

= Require prefilter to perform simultaneous diagonalization

PERFORMANCE ANALYSIS
Under Hy reexpress (z — )T [Ry* — Ry (z — p) as

[SIE

T(X) = (X Ry I~ R{R; 'R Ry F(X — )
[ —— —_——
=27 N (0,1) =Z~No(0,1)

1 1
Now let R RflRS have eigendecomposition

R:R;'R; = U,CUY

* Uy orthogonal matrix of eigenvectors

* C = diag(cy, . .., c,) diagonal matrix of eigenvalues.
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R:2R  R5Z=UdcUl

=) 0

I Z —)on
—>

Figure 175: [llustration of simultaneous diagonalization of the covariances of vector X wunder null and al-
ternative Gaussian models with different covariances Ry and Ry but identical means under each hypothesis
(the density contours of f(xz|Hi) (labeled Rl_l) are offset from those of f(x|Hy) for visual clarity only - they
actually both have the same centroid location). The procedure is equivalent to simultaneous diagonalization of
the two p.d. matrices Ry and Ry as a two stage procedure. First one of the matrices Ry is transformed to the
identity matriz via appropriate coordinate transformation. Then a unitary transformation is applied to diag-
onalize the other matriz without affecting the identity transformed first matriz The result is a transformation
that makes X i.i.d. Gaussian under Hy and independent Guassian under Hy.



STATISTICAL METHODS FOR SIGNAL PROCESSING (©Alfred Hero 2016 349

TX) = (U52)'[1-C](U;2)

— ——
N7 (0,I) N (0,I)
Z2(1 —¢)
= n(l-c¢) L
p >i(1—¢)

Chi—sq.—mixture

where

(1—c):n—12(1—q)

There are two cases to consider: 0 < ¢; < 1 vs ¢; > 1. Note that consideration of ¢; = 0 is not
required since we have assumed that R; and Ry are not equal.

CASE 1: 0<¢; < 1 for all 4

Here

(1-¢)>0

so we can absorb it into into threshold -~y

This gives MP level « test in terms of orthogonalized measurements z;

H
yalza S g
S0 o mie

Finally, retracing our steps to the original observables we have the implementable level o LRT test

i

Hy

- Ry' R N@—p) 2 ax,) (1-0a)
Hp

Here a = 37" | (1—¢;) and X, 1 _.. is the CDF of Chi-square-mixture r.v. with n degrees of freedom
and mixture parameter vector
l—c=[1—cp,...,1—¢,]F

(Johnson, Kotz and Balakrishnan [34, Sec. 18.8]).
It remains to find the power:

In a similar manner, under H; we can express
T(X) = (X0 R, RIRS'R! TR }(X — p)
— (U2)C - T1(U.2)
Z2(1)e; — 1)
= 1
WemD 2 s i/e, 1)

Chi—sq.—mixture
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f%n,l-c(l-a)(y)

—1
Xn,1c(1-a)

Figure 176: For ¢ < ¢; < 1, threshold of test between two multivariate Gaussian models with identical means
but unequal covariances is determined by quantile of Chi-square-mixture p.d.f.

Hy
X Y
o
u 1—c«k
Y 1-¢ H,

Figure 177: An implementation of the MP-LRT for equal means unequal covariances using orthogonal prefilter
Uy obtained from eigendecomposition: Rngle = UgCUO, where C s diagonal.
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where U; in the above is an orthogonal matrix.

As (1/e¢—1) > 0, we easily obtain power as:

p=1- Yn,l/cfl(p Y;,llfc(l - a))

where

=1 =0)/(1/c=1)

f%n,l»c(y)

1
Xn,lc(l-a)

Figure 178: For ¢ < ¢; <1 ROC of test between two multivariate Gaussian models with identical means but
unequal covariances is determined by upper quantiles of pair of Chi-square-mizture p.d.f.’s

CASE 2: ¢; > 1 for all ¢

Here we have (1 —¢) < 0 and the constant in the test can be absorbed into threshold only with
change of the inequalities.

Obtain the MP level « test in z; coordinates

and, using similar arguments as before, we obtain power curve

B = Yn,l/c—l(p Y;ll—c(a))

Case 3, where some ¢;’s satsify the condition in Case 1 and others satisfy that of case 2 is more
complicated as we end up with a Chi-squared difference in our test statistic.
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n=3

Figure 179: ROC curve corresponding to Fig. 178 with various parameters c1, ca, c3 for n = 3.

12.2 APPLICATION: DETECTION OF RANDOM SIGNALS

Example 58 Detection of shift in variance of white noise

HQ::Bk = Wk

Hy:xp. = s+ w

wy, ~ N(0,02): zero mean white noise
sk ~ N(0,02): zero mean white noise

wy, S uncorrelated

Now
Ry =0, Ri= (0} +05)I
and
Ral B Rfl _ a3 1

- 2 2 2
O-S+O-w Uw

Hence, defining
SNR = 02/02

we see that the eigenvalues ¢; of the matrix C are constant with values

352
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ci = o02/(c2 +02)=1/(1+SNR)
1—¢; = SNR/(1+SNR)
1/e;—1 = 1/SNR
p = (1-¢)/(1/c—1)=1/(1+SNR)

Note the SNR is defined differently in the case of a zero mean stochastic signal and a non-zero
mean deterministic signal (167).

INTERPRETATION: 1 — ¢; is the temporal “coherency function” (SNR normalized to interval
[0,1])) of the signal w.r.t. the measurement

k:=02/(c2 +02) = SNR/(1 + SNR)

Thus LRT reduces to

n
K

Hy
2
T(x) = 5 2%k z v
W k=1 Hy

Which reduces to the Chi-squared test (“energy detector”)

n H,
T (@)=Y 2i/on, 2 xn'(1-a)
k=1 Ho

NOTE: relation between Chi-square-mixture and Chi-square CDF’s when 1 — ¢; = constant

Power curve reduces to

_ _ 1 -1 _
g=1 Xn<1+SNRXn (1 a))

Example 59 Detection of uncorrelated non-stationary signal in noise

Hy:zp = wg

Hy:xp = s+ w

wy ~ N(0,02(k)): uncorrelated noise samples
sg ~ N(0,0%(k)): uncorrelated signal samples

wy, Sg uncorrelated



STATISTICAL METHODS FOR SIGNAL PROCESSING (©Alfred Hero 2016 354

In this case

Ry = diag(02(i)), Ry = diag(c2(i) + o2 (i)

and

el _ g o3 (i) !
Ry -R; = d g<gg(z’)+ag,(i) o%i,(i))

= diag (/@1/03}(2))

where k; is time varying coherency function

= o2(i) + o2 (i)
is
Hence, MP-LRT of level a reduces to
1 ¢ ay Iil —1
= ZK]‘: 2 < = Xn,n(l Oé)
R T og(k) o

or equivalently in terms of the original T'(z)

Special case of white noise: o2 (k) = N,/2

n ) H, N .
(0] PR
E R T, z Y= o nK Xn,n(l —a)
k=1 Hy

TWO USEFUL INTERPRETATIONS

Assume white noise for simplicity (we know that we can simply prewhiten by 1/0,,(k) if non-white
wk).
1. “MEMORYLESS” ESTIMATOR CORRELATOR IMPLEMENTATION

Rewrite test statistic as

Hy

a >
Skxp 2

k=1 Hy

where §j is linear minimum MSE estimator of s; given xj
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X

x| B

G, (K Ky H

Figure 180: LRT for detecting independent zero mean non-stationary Gaussian signal in non-stationary Gaus-
sian noise.

Xk

)
c G2(k) + 03, H

Figure 181: Memoryless estimator correlator implementation of LRT for non-stationary uncorrelated signal
in white noise. Note prewhitening operation 1/, preceeds the estimator correlator.
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- o (k)

S, = —F/———F L. =KL T
T 2(k) o2 R TR

2. “MEMORYLESS” FILTER-SQUARER IMPLEMENTATION

Rewrite test statistic as

where y;. is defined as

Xk 62(k)
4’@" G§(k§+6%v — O (P>

Figure 182: Memoryless filter squarer implementation of LRT for non-stationary uncorrelated signal in white
noise.

POWER OF MEMORYLESS ESTIMATOR CORRELATOR:

as above

p=1- Yn,l/c—l(pyall—c(l - Oé))

where
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To a good approximation, at high SNR. it can be shown that ROC depends on n, N,, 02(i) only
through the following three SNR moments

SNRWM = a% o (i)
woi=1
1)’ & N
SNR® — ((72> o2(i)o2(j)
w ij=1

SNR® = <1>3 Y o3 (i)o2(j)os (k)

Example 60 Offline detection of w.s.s. signal in white noise

Assume a window of n samples of a zero mean w.s.s. process xj are available to test

H():.’L'k = Wk, kZO,...,n—l
Hi:xp = sp+wp k=0,....,n—1

where

* wy: Gaussian white noise with PSD Py, (w) = N, /2
* st zero mean w.s.s. Gaussian signal with known autocorrelation function rs(k) = E[s;s;—]
* wy, s uncorrelated

The n x n covariance matrices under Hy and Hp are
_ _ 2 _ 2
Ro=Ry=0,I, Ri=R;+0,1

where Ry = ((7rs(l —m) ))},—
We know that MP-LRT is of form

| is an n x n p.d. Toeplitz matrix and o2, = N, /2.

T)=z2"Ry'-Riz Z 1
Hy

However, in this form, the detector is not implementable for large n due to the need for to perform
the R matrix inversion. An alternative, for large n, is to invoke a “spectral decomposition” of
the Toeplitz matrix R, sometimes known as the Grenander representation, pursued below.

Define E the n x n unitary “DFT matrix” with n columns e, given by
e = [1,e/, ... e[

= -1, and w, = %2% € [0,2m), k = 0,...,n — 1, is the k-th radian frequency. Let
= [Z1,...,@n]7 denote the vector of (y/n-normalized) DFT coefficients associated with z =
T.

= EHQ.

51

357
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Then as EEf =1, we can represent the LRT statistic as

" (Ry' =Rz = [E"z)" (BYR;'E - E'R{'E) [E"z]
1
= (21 - EHR;1E> 7 (168)
J?.U

Now, remarkably, for large n the matrix EX Rl_lE is approximately diagonal, i.e. the DF'T operator
E diagonalizes the covariance matrix. To show this we first state a theorem:

Spectral approximation Theorem [13]: For any positive definite Toeplitz matrix R = ((r;—;))7;—;

E”RE = diag, (P(wi)) + O(1/n)

where P(wy) = ZEZ:}ZFU rie 7kl is the power spectral density (at frequency wy,) associated the
autocorrelation sequence r = {r_,41,...,70,...,"n—1}, and O(1/n) is a term that goes to zero
at rate 1/n. This implies that for large n the eigenvectors of R are the DFT vectors and the

eigenvalues are the DFT coefficients of the distinct elements of
Proof of spectral approximation theorem:

It suffices to show that as n — oo the DF'T matrix E asymptotically diagonalizes R, i.e.,

H P(wk), k=1
Re, —
& R4 { 0, o.w.
So let’s write out the quadratic form explicitly
n—1n—1
p=0 m=0

(n—1)/2 (n—1)/2
_ nflej(wkfwl)(nfl)ﬂ Z Z efjwkpewzmTp_m
p=—(n—1)/2m=—(n—1)/2

where we have assumed that n is odd and we have reindexed the summations.
Next make a change of indices in the summations m — t € {—(n —1)/2,...,(n — 1)/2} and
m—p—1€{—-(n—1),...,n— 1} to obtain

n—1

o »
e, Rey = Z rre TR g (wp — wi)
T=—n+1

where
(n—1)/2—max(0,7)

gn(u) = e=D/2 1 > e,
t=—(n—1)/2—min(0,7)

Now, for any fixed 7, as n — oo, the term g¢,(w; — wy) converges at rate O(1/n) to the Poisson
sum representation of a discrete (Kronecker) delta function:

lim g, (w; — wr) = Oy
n—od

358
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and so, assuming appropriate conditions allowing us to bring the limit under the summation, we
have the large n approximation

n—1
efRe = D e TN G = Plwg)dr
T=—n-+1
which establishes the spectral approximation. o

Applying the spectral approximation theorem to the Toeplitz matrix Rl_1 = [Rs + 021)7! (the
inverse of a Toeplitz matrix is Toeplitz) we obtain

EfR['E = diag, { } +0(1/n)

1
Ps(u.)k;) + 0'120

where P (wy) is the power spectral density associated with sg, i.e., the DFT of {rs(—n+1),...,rs(n—
1)}. We have from (168) the following form of the MP-LRT test statistic (recall that o2 = N,/2)

Tw) = 2(,T-B'R'B) (169)
= Ni 2z diag (k(wp)) Z (170)

where k(w) is the spectral coherency function

K(w) = —Ps(w)
Ps(w) + N, /2

Expressing the quadratic form as a sum we obtain the equivalent large n form for the MP-LRT

9 n—1 Hy
_ = ~ |2 >
- NOZPka +N/2 2" <

O

where, as before, «v is the level « threshold
Y =Kn Yn,/{(l - a)

and {\/niy} are the DFT coefficients of the observations. The quantity |Z;|* 1/n is known as the
Periodogram estimate of the PSD of zy.

IMPLEMENTATION ISSUES

Using the duality between convolution in the time domain and multiplication in the frequency
domain, identify the test statistic as:

n—1

— o 5 )
Z (won —|—N/2 k@::ﬁzskxla,

% k=0

(S(wr))*

where 5y, is the inverse DFT of S(wy).

Implementation 1: Estimator correlator:
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Absorbing N, /2 into the threshold, the MP-LRT can be written as
n—1 Hiy
. No _ _
Z Sprr 2 o= 70 R Xnx(1l—a)
k=0 Ho

where

5k = havwusg (k) * o

and hyvse (k) is the Wiener filter with transfer function

Ps(w)

HMMSE(W) = m

Xk

HMMSE H

Figure 183: Estimator correlator implementation of LRT for w.s.s. signal in white noise.

Alternatively use

Parseval’s theorem: if f(k) < F(wy) are DFT pair then

[e's] n—1
Tt F(w)? :;’f(k)’2
=0

k=—o00

Implementation 2: filter-squarer

<@
ol N
ZEAVE
2
I
| 2
=
3\
&
-
|
2

where

360
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Yr = hy * xp,

and hj has transfer function

Ps(w)
Ps(w) + Ny /2

* U Hw (2 B

Figure 184: Filter squarer implementation of LRT for w.s.s. signal in white noise.

ROC: identically to previous example

g=1- Yn,l/cfl(pirj,llfc(]‘ - Oé))

except now ¢ = [c1,...,¢y] s
¢i = (No/2)/(Ps(wi) + No/2)

12.3 DETECTION OF NON-ZERO MEAN NON-STATIONARY SIGNAL
IN WHITE NOISE

Now consider

H():a}k = Wk

Hy:xp = s+ w

*wg ~ N(0,02): white noise
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* s~ N(uk,o2(k)): uncorrelated signal samples
* wy, s, uncorrelated

Recall general formula for nonequal means and covariances for LRT

Hy
T(z) = 32" Ry —Ry'lz+ (W Ry = p/RoNz 2
Hy

For present case Ky =0, R; and Ry are diagonal and LRT statistic reduces to

T(xz) = ! Zn: 7. (k) xz—&—Z# x
= 202 o2(k) +o2 " * (k) + o2, Hktk

w kzl S
1 n ) n
= % (; Kkxj, + 2 kz_:l(l - Hk)#kxk>

It is easily shown (see exercises) that this LRT is equivalent to the test

H
Zn: % (xr — i) + 2 z”: [T zl ol (171)
k=1 o5(k) + oy, k=1 Ho

This test can be implemented by a combination of estimator-correlator and matched filter.

Figure 185: Estimator correlator plus matched filter implementation of LRT for non-zero mean w.s.s. signal
in white noise.

PERFORMANCE:

The test statistic is now distributed as a noncentral Chi-square-mixture under Hy and H; and
analysis is somewhat more complicated (Johnson, Kotz and Balakrishnan [34, Sec. 18.8]).
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12.4 ONLINE IMPLEMENTATIONS OF OPTIMAL DETECTORS

Objective: perform optimal detection at each sampling time n = 1,2,... based only on past
observations 0 < k <n

Ho LT = Uk
Hy:xp = s+
H;
Xk CAUSAL
DEVICE
H

Figure 186: Online detection seeks to develop optimal detector for each time instant n based only on past
measurements.

12.4.1 ONLINE DISCRIMINATION OF NON-STATIONARY SIGNALS
Objective: decide between the presence of either of two random signals based on finite past

0<k<n

Hy:zr = so(k)+vg

Hy:xp = s1(k)+ v

where
v: non-stationary zero mean Gaussian noise

so(k), s1(k): non-stationary zero mean Gaussian signals with known state space representations
as in Sec. 7.7.1.
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Recall: general MP-LRT is of form

T(z)=z"[Ry'—Ri'lz 2
Ho

Difficulty: growing memory in n makes computation of T'(x) impractical
Solution 1: Online dual Kalman signal selector

Solution 2: Online signal detector via Cholesky

12.4.2 ONLINE DUAL KALMAN SIGNAL SELECTOR

Let ", and 7, denote vectors of innovations generated by Kalman filters matched to Hy and Hi,

respectively (See Sec. 7.8.2 to brush up on Kalman filters).

Xk

» KF1 — 1,k

Figure 187: Dual Kalman filters generate innovations processes n1 and ng

‘We know that

Ny = Aoz, 1 =Aiz

Ry = Aj'R, A7, Ri=A'R A7

where
* Ag, Ay are lower triangular matrices of prediction coefficients

*R,,, Ry, are diagonal matrices of prediction error variances
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Recall important property of innovations:

(k) = x(k) — &(k|k — 1) = (k) — &(k|k — 1)

* Eln(k)] =0
*var(n(k)) = QTRg(k, k —1)c+0?2 is minimum prediction error variance
| —
o2 (k)

* 08 L White
var (n(k))
" ~ NG (0, diag(var(n(k)))I)
Using innovations representation we can re-express LR statistic
T(z) = «"Ry' —Ry'lz
= gT[ AgRgol.Ao - A{R;llfll |z

= [Aowz]" R, [Aoz] — [Aiz]" R, [Aiz]
=

70

——
s y
Or, LRT reduces to
n 2. n 2/ - Hi
15 () 7 (4) >
T(z)=) —F = — — ol
D=2 o)~ L@ <

where, level o threshold is time varying. For example if R L Rl_1

v=n(l-0) X1l - a)

Special Case: SIGNAL DETECTION IN WHITE NOISE

Here so(k) is zero and vy is white

Hy:xzp, = v
Hy:z, = si(k)+ v

and

* so(klk—1)=0

*

no(k) = g

365
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M, k)
A KEL 2 ()2 H?H y
Xk var(n; (k)
MNok)
LSS ﬁ)a > —
var(ny(k)) Hy

v
2
(=)

Figure 188: Dual Kalman filter implementation of state space signal selector.

decide H,

T

T(x)

Figure 189: Trajectory of dual Kalman filter implementation of state space signal selector. Note that the
threshold is a function of time. If the number of samples n is random then the threshold of the test must be
set by the method of repeated tests of significance.
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* varo(no(k)) = o7

Thus MP-LRT simplifies to a “measured energy” vs. “Kalman residual” detector

1 -, w Be "
Ta)=— Y ai — Y —b—0= 2 7
(o Ho

21T 2 var(m (1)

Hy
= O
o2 T
| KF O —O—E
G, (k) H

Figure 190: The optimal detector of a single state space signal in noise.

12.4.3 ONLINE SIGNAL DETECTOR VIA CHOLESKY

Again assume sg(k) is zero so that

Hy:xp = v
Hy:xz. = sl(k:)—i—vk

Solution: apply Cholesky decomposition to R - Rl_1
Note

R,'-R;' = R,' - [R;+R,]!

= [R.+R,] 'RIR,'RIR, + R,]

367
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Hence we can apply the Cholesky decomposition
R;'-R'=L"PL

* L is lower triangular matrix of “backward predictor coefficients”
* P is diagonal matrix of “backward predictor error variances”

Now apply Cholesky decomposition to 7T'(x)

T(z) = 12" [Ry'—Ri')z

or we have representation

e ()z’ﬁa 2

Figure 191: On-line implementation of non-stationary signal detector via using Cholesky factor L.

The MP level « test is simply
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n Hy
Yooty 2 m=nll-0)X,x(1-0)
i=1 Hop

where 07 and k = n(1 — ¢) are computed offline. Note that while we can generate a recursion for
the test statistic, a recursion for the threshold -, is not available.

In many cases y; can be generated by a “lumped” Kalman filter matched to a state observation
model

/ ! !
ZL'k, = Sk’ + ’Uk,
!
T
S = Gl
!
Vpy1 = Dpyy + Epwy

synthesized such that the measurement covariance satisfies
R, =R;' - R;!

12.5 STEADY-STATE STATE-SPACE SIGNAL DETECTOR

Assume:

* State model for s1 is LTI

* measurement noise vy is w.s.s.

* limiting state error covariance matrix Rg(co) is non-singular
* Kalman filter is in steady state (n large)

Then, as innovations are w.s.s., the MP-LRT statistic can be written

1 n 1 n H1
T = — 2 - 20, >
(@) =52 D7 2var () Z;Th ) g !

=1 =

Or, using asymptotic innovations variance, we have MP test

n o2 n H;
2 v 2/ >
E Ty — 02 + o2 E m (Z) < Y
=1 S voi=1

Hop

APPROXIMATE GLRT FOR UNKNOWN MEASUREMENT NOISE VARIANCE

We can implement an approximate GLRT to handle the case where the variance of the observation

2 is unknown. For this case the GLR statistic is

noise o
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max,z-¢ (0% + o5) "2 exp (—m Dim1 77%(1'))

2\—n/2 1 n 2
maxs2>0 (UU) n/ exp (_2012) Zi:l xz)

AgLr =

The maximum in the denominator is attained by plugging in the MLE of the variuance o2 =
nt Yoy xf As for the numerator we proceed by an iterative approximation. First neglect the

dependence of 1 on 2. Then the numerator is maximized for
n

-2 -1 2(; 2

.2 (n) =n~" Y ni(i) — o2
i=1

Now generate n1(n + 1) from the Kalman Filter having parameters A, b, ¢ and 0,2, In this way

we obtain an approximate GLRT which is implemented by comparing the ratio of two variance
estimators to a threshold. Note that the numerator and denominator of the test statistic are
dependent so this is not an F-test.

5 = Y
07271 Z?:l 77%(7') Hop
H
(P =
N;ik)
» KF (2 — 3
HO

Figure 192: Approximate steady-state GLRT signal detector for unknown measurement noise

In analogous manner, for the GLRT signal selector we obtain

N H
Z?:lng(z) >1 ~
SR
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Nok)
KF, ° ()? "y

;&)

Figure 193: GLRT signal selector for unknown measurement noise

12.6 BACKGROUND REFERENCES

A concise mathematical statistics development of binary hypothesis testing for multivariate Gaus-
sian observations can be found in Morrison [58]. For a signal detection perspective the books by
Van Trees volume I [84] and volume IIT [85], and Whalen [87] are classics in the field. Other
more recent signal processing oriented textbooks with coverage of this topic are [28], Poor [64],
and Srinath, Rajasekaran and Viswanath [77]. A discussion of online implementations of optimal
detection for random processes is treated in the context of change detection in the edited book by
Basseville and Benveniste [4].

12.7 EXERCISES

11.1 Let 2 = [x1,...,2,]" be n samples of a waveform. It is of interest to test the two hypotheses
Hy:xz = ay + w
Hi:z = stayt+w

where w is zero mean Gaussian white noise, cov(w) = 02I, s and y are known waveforms,
and the scalar constant a is unknown.

(a) Assuming that a is a Gaussian r.v. with zero mean and variance o2 derive the MP LRT
(with threshold) to test Hy vs. Hj. Assume that a is independent of w. Is this a UMP
test for the case that the signal shape s/||s|| is known but its energy |s||? is unknown?
How about when signal shape y/||y|| is known but ||y[|* is unknown?

(b) Under the assumption on a of part (a) find the detectibility index d which controls the
ROC curve. Assume that ||s|| < 1. Show that the ROC curve is optimized (maximum d)
when the signal s is orthogonal to the interferer y but is otherwise arbitrary (Hint: you

might want to use the Woodbury matrix identity).
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(c) Assuming that a is a deterministic unknown constant, repeat parts (a) and (b) for the
GLRT of Hy vs. Hj.

Let i, kK = 1,...,n be a segment of a discrete time random process. It is desired to test
whether xj contains a harmonic component (sinusoidal signal) or not

H() X = Wk
Hy:z, = Acos(wok + 1) + wg
where wy, is zero mean Gaussian white noise with acf r, (k) = Ny/20k, wo, = 27l /n for some

integer [, A is a deterministic amplitude, and v is a uniform phase over [0, 27]. The random
phase of the sinusoid and the noise samples are independent of each other.

372

(a) Show that under H; the auto-correlation function of zy, is Elx;z;_x] = 7. (k) = A?/2 cos(wok)+

Ny /26y and derive the PSD P,,.

(b) Derive the MP LRT with threshold and implement the MP LRT as an estimator correlator
and a filter squarer. (Hint: as ¢ is uniform and fi(z[¢) is a Gaussian p.d.f. fi(z) =
(2m) 1 OZW fi(z[y)dy is a Bessel function of the form By(r) = 5= ["_e"°*¥dy which is
monotone in a test statistic which under Hy is distributed as a Chi-square with 2 df, i.e
exponential.)

(¢) Show that the MP LRT can also be implemented as a test on the periodogram spectral es-
timator Pper(wo) = L|DFT{xy}y—cw,|* where DFT {2t} = Y ) zre#*F is the DTFT
of {xp}}_y, we {2nl/n}] .

Find the GLRT for the previous problem under the assumption that both A and w, are

unknown (Hint: as no closed form solution exists for the MLE’s of A and w, you can leave

your answer in the form of a “peak detector” block diagram).

Derive the “completion of the square” result (Eq. (171) in section 12.3.

A sensor is placed on a North Atlantic oil derick at a particular spatial location to monitor
the mechanical state of the structure. When the mechanical state is “normal” the sensor
produces a measurement which follows the state space model:

T = Sk -+ Uk
Sk+1 = aSk + Wk
k = 0,1,.... A model for impending failure of the mechanical structure is that a shift

in the damping constant a occurs. Assuming the standard Gaussian assumptions on the
dynamical model under both normal and failure modes, the detection of impending failure
can be formulated as testing between

Hy:a = a,
Hi:a # a,

where a, € (—1,1) is known.

(a) Implement the MP test of level « for the simple alternative Hj : a = aj, where aj # aqg,
with a pair of Kalman filters. If you solved Exercise 6.14 give explicit forms for your
filters using the results of that exercise.

(b) Now treat the general composite case above with your favorite method, e.g. LMP or
GLRT. Take this problem as far as you can by making simplifying assumptions starting
with assuming steady state operation of the Kalman filters.
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Available for observation are n time samples X (k),

p
X(k) = Zaigi(k_7i> +W(k), k=1,...,n
=1

where W (k) is a zero mean Gaussian white noise with variance var(W(k)) = o2, «;, i =
1,...,p, are p i.i.d. zero mean Gaussian random variables with variance o2, and g;(u),
i=1,...,p, are p known time functions over u € (—o00,00). The «; and W (k) are uncorrelated

and p is known. Define K as the p x p matrix of inner products of the g;’s, i.e. K has entries
Kij = Y opey 9i(k — 7i)g;(k — 75).
(a) Show that the ML estimator of the 7;’s involves maximizing a quadratic form y”[I +
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pK| 'y—bwherey = [y1,...,yp|" is a vector of p correlator outputs y;(1;) = >_p_; x(k)g;(k—

i), i = 1,...,p, b = b(r) is an observation independent bias term, and p = 02 /c2 is
the SNR (Hint: express log-likelihood function in vector-matrix form and use a matrix
inverse (Woodbury) identity). Draw a block diagram of your ML estimator implemented
as a peak picker, i.e. a variable filter applied to the data over which you seek to maximize
the output.

(b) Now consider the detection problem

Ho : X(k)=W(k)
H, : X(k)= Zaigi(k—Ti)+W(k)
=1

)

For known 7;’s derive the LRT and draw a block diagrom of the detector. Is the LRT
UMP for unknown 7;’s? How about for known 7;’s but unknown SNR ¢2/02?

(¢) Now assume that the 7;’s are unknown and that the «;’s are also unknown and non-
random. Show that in the GLRT the maximization over the «;’s can be performed
explicitly. Draw a block diagram of the GLRT implemented with a thresholded peak
picker over the 7;’s.

Observed is a random process {z;}}" ; consisting of Gaussian random variables. Assume that
Tp = Sk + wg

where s, and wj, are uncorrelated Gaussian variables with variances o2(k) and o2, re-
spectively. The noise wj is white and s, is uncorrelated over time but non-stationary,
i.e., it has time varying variance. In this problem we assume that the instantaneous SNR

v(k) = 02(k)/o2, is known for all time but that the noise power level o2 is unknown.

(a) For known o2 and zero mean wy and s derive the MP test of the hypotheses (no need
to set the threshold)

Hy : zp=w
k=1,...,n
Hy : xp=s,+ws

Does there exist a UMP test for unknown o2 ? If so what is it?
(b) Find the GLRT for the above hypotheses for unknown o2, (no need to set the threshold).

w
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Now assume that s, has non-zero but constant mean p = FE[sg]. Find the GLRT for
unknown g and o2 (no need to set the threshold).

11.8 Observed is a random process {x;}; ; consisting of Gaussian random variables. Assume that

Tp = Sk + wg

where s; and wy, are zero mean uncorrelated Gaussian variables with variances a?c2(k) and

0_2

(a)

(b)
()

wr
ie.,

respectively. The noise wy, is white and s is uncorrelated over time but non-stationary,
it has time varying variance.

For known a?, o2 and o2, derive the MP test of the hypotheses

Hy : xp=wy
k=1,...,n
Hy : zp = s+ w

You do not need to derive an expression for the threshold. Is your test UMP for unknown
a®? If not is there a condition on ¢2(k) that would make your test UMP?

Find the locally most powerful test for unknown a? > 0 for the above hypotheses. How
does your test compare to the matched filter detector for detection of non-random signals?
Now assume that s; has non-zero but constant mean p = E[s;|. Find the MP test. Is

your test UMP for unknown p # 0 when all other parameters are known? If not find the
GLRT for this case.

11.9 In this problem you will explore the so-called change detection problem for detecting a shift
in the mean. Let wy be a white Gaussian noise with variance o2. Let u(k) be a unit step

w

function, i.e., u(k) = 0 for k < 0 and u(k) = 1 for k£ > 0. It is of interest to test the hypotheses

Hy : xp, = wy, k=1,...,n
lemk:aku(k—T)—i—wk, k=1,....n

where a;, > 0 and 7 € {1,...,n} is the change time (assumed fixed and known).

(a)

(b)

(d)

Find the most powerful test of level « for the case that the sequence {ay}x and 7 are
known and non-random. Be sure to specify an expression for the threshold. Find an
expression for the power 5. Is your test UMP against unknown positive values of a?

Find the most powerful test of level « for the case that {ay }x areii.d. zero mean Gaussian
with variance o2 and 7 is known and non-random. Be sure to specify an expression for
the threshold. Find an expression for the power 5. Is the test uniformly most powerful
against unknown o2?

Find the most powerful test of level a for the case that a; = a, i.e., aj is constant over
time, where a is a zero mean Gaussian r.v. with variance 02. Be sure to specify an
expression for the threshold. Find an expression for the power 5. Is the test uniformly

most powerful against unknown o2

If the change time 7 is unknown but a is known as in part (a) what does the GLRT look
like? You do not need to specify the level a threshold or the power of the GLRT.

End of chapter
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13 COMPOSITE HYPOTHESES IN THE MULTIVARIATE
GAUSSIAN MODEL

In Chapter 10 we covered testing of composite hypotheses on the mean and variance for univariate
ii.d. Gaussian measurements. In Chapter 12 we covered simple hypotheses on the mean and
covariance in the multivariate Gaussian distribution. In this chapter we extend the techniques
developed in Chapters 10 and 12 to multivariate Gaussian measurements with composite hypothe-
ses on mean and covariance. In signal processing this is often called the Gaussian multi-channel
model as i.i.d. measurements are made of a Gaussian random vector, and each element of the
vector corresponds to a separate measurement channel (see Fig. 194).

Hy
Xi1
e —
: GLR
Xip
B
H

Figure 194: GLR detector from multi-channel Gaussian measurements.

Specifically, we will cover the following

* Double sided GLRT for equality of vector mean

* Double sided GLRT for equality two vector means
* Double sided GLRT for independence of samples
* Double sided GLRT for whiteness of samples

* Confidence regions for vector mean

Here the measurements are a set of n i.i.d. p-dimensional Gaussian vectors, each having mean
vector p and p X p covariance R:

Xi1
X. = : 1=1,...n

7 . )

X

For notational convenience we denote the measurements by a random p X n measurement matrix



STATISTICAL METHODS FOR SIGNAL PROCESSING (©Alfred Hero 2016 376

X:[l177Xn]

This matrix has the following properties:
*{X,;}" ,: independent Gaussian columns (n > p)
* u = Ep[X;]: mean vector

* R = covy(X;): covariance matrix (p X p)

13.1 MULTIVARIATE GAUSSIAN MATRICES

In Section 4.1.1 of Chapter 4 we introduced the multivariate Gaussian density for random vectors.
This is easily extended to the present case of random matrices X composed of i.i.d. columns of
Gaussian random vectors. The jpdf of such a Gaussian matrix X has the form

f(X; 1, R)

1 n/2 1 n
- ((W |Rr> P (‘2 > (X =) RTNX, —u))

i=1

1 n/2 1 :L
() (5 St w'm )
i=1

This density can also be represented in more compact form as:

1

f(X; ,R) = <(27T)p|R’>n/2 exp (—% trace{R,, R})

where we have defined the p x p covariance estimator

N

R, = n7' ) (X-pwX;-p)"
=1

LX) X - )

13.2 DOUBLE SIDED TEST OF VECTOR MEAN

We pose the two hypotheses:

Ho:p = p, R>0 (172)
Hy:p # p, R>0. (173)
the GLRT of these hypotheses is
max, r>0 f(X; 1, R)
Acr = »

maxgr>o f(Xip, ,R)
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Now, it is easily seen that

Mrrlgwgof( i1, R) = max f(X; X,R)

where the column sample mean is defined as

n
. 1
X=n IE X =X1 .
i=1
Therefore, we can rewrite the GLRT as

max, r>0 f(X; g, R)
maxgr>o f(X;p, , R)

maxgr>o |R|™™? exp (—% trace{ <R~ })

maxgr~o |[R|7™/2 exp (—% trace{ ER*l})

Acir =

FACT: for any vector t = [ty,...,p]"

max {|R]_"/2 exp (—g trace {f{LR_l})} = |Ry|7"/? e /2

and the maximum is attained by
R=R,=n"! Z -7

Proof:

The maximizing R also maximizes

I(R)=Inf(X;t,R) = —g In|R| — g trace {IA{ER_l}
Define the transformed covariance R

R=R,"’RR, "%
Then, since the trace and the determinant satisfy
trace{ AB} = trace{BA}, |AB|=|BA|=|B||A]|,

we have

I(R) =

T (RRRY ¢ trace [RYRRY?))
<1n|R§R] + trace {R_l}
1

w\sw\sw\§

<1n|Rt| +In|R| + trace {f{ })

P P
. ~ 1
= In |Ry| + E In\; + g —
j=1 j=1 Aj
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where {\;} are the eigenvalues of R
Hence the maximizing R satisfies for j =1,...,p

d
0 = — I(R)
X

_ oon (1l 1
2 \N a2

so that the maximizing R has identical eigenvalues

A=1, j=1,...,p.
This implies that the maximizing R is an orthogonal (unitary) matrix U. But, since R is also
symmetric, R is in fact the p x p identity®

Therefore . ) )
I-R=R,"’RR,"?

giving the maximizing R as
R =Ry,

as claimed. o
Note: We have just shown that

1. The MLE of R for known K=p, is

R, =n" Z(Xz - p )X, — HO)T-
i1

2. The MLE of R for unknown W is

RX —R=n" Z(Xz - X)X, -X)"
i=1

Plugging the above MLE solutions back into GLRT statistic for testing (173)

R n/2
Acir = (|I|{f:i’|>
- ( ).

R, =R+X —p )X —p)",

—0

A~ ~

R, R

—o

Using

°If U is orthogonal then U¥ = U~!. If in addition U is symmetric then it must in fact be the identity matrix since, by

symmetry and orthogonality, U = UT = U~! and the only matrix which is its own inverse is the identity matrix!
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we have the equivalent GLRT (AqrLr = (T/(X))™?)

TX) = I+X-p)X-p

SIMPLIFICATION OF GLRT
Observe: T'(X) is the determinant of the sum of a rank 1 matrix and the identity matrix:
T(X) = I+ wd?

S~
rank = 1

P
= H)\j
j=1

where A; are the eigenvalues of the matrix I + uu’.

IMPORTANT FACTS:

1. Eigenvectors of I 4+ A are identical to eigenvectors of A

2. KEigenvectors of A =u ul are
. — 1
_ _p-1/2
vy = u =R (K - HO) — = —
&l VE =) TRX — )
Vy,...,v, = determined via Gramm-Schmidt.

3. Kigenvalues of I 4+ A are

Moo= v I+ Ay =1+ X —p) R X —p)

Ay = ..o=2=1

Putting all of this together we obtain an equivalent expression for the GLRT of (173):

p Hy
TX)=[[N=1+X-p)R'X—p) Z ~
j=1 Ho

Or, equivalently, the GLRT has form of Hotelling’s T? test

Hy
T =@ —p )5 X —p) >
Hy

where S is the (unbiased) sample covariance

S —

PP A (EES i
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We use the following result to set the threshold of the GLRT
FACT: Under Hy, Hotelling’s T? is distributed as a 7?2 distributed r.v. with (p,n—p) d.f. [58, 66].
Thus the level « GLRT of (173) is

Hy
T*=nX—p)'S'X-p) Z Ti,(l—a) (174)
Hy

REMARKS
1. The Hotelling 7 test is CFAR since under Hy its distribution is independent of R

2. The T? statistic is equal to a F-statistic within a scale factor

o pln—1)
= E 2 oy
3. An equivalent test is therefore
Hy
2 _ (X To-1(% > pn—1)
I"w=nX-p)S X-p) 2 —FF , ,(1-0a).

n—p

0

13.3 TEST OF EQUALITY OF TWO MEAN VECTORS

Assume that we are given two i.i.d. vector samples
X:[Kl,...,xnl], Kl ~ Np(ﬁx?R)
Y: I:X17"‘7Xn2}7 X@ ~ NP(H?J’R)

where n; 4+ ne = n. Assume that these samples have the same covariance matrix R but possibly
different means B, and m,,, respectively. It is frequently of interest to test equality of these two
means

y)

Hg:ﬁmfﬁy = A R>0
Hl:ﬁx_ﬁy %< A, R>0.

The derivation of the GLRT for these hypotheses is simple when inspired by elements of our
previous derivation of the GLRT for double sided tests on means of two scalar populations (Sec.
10.5). The GLRT is

Hy
VERE-X -8 (T -X-8) 2 T, (-a) (175)
Hy

where we have defined the pooled sample covariance

ni no

Sp= — (Z(Xi — X =)+ (- (Y - mT> :

n—2
i=1 i=1
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and i = % " (X; +Y,). In analogy to the scalar unpaired, independent samples, t-test

developed in Sec. 10.5, the test (175) is called the unpaired multivariate t-test or the independent
samples multivariate t-test.

THE PAIRED MULTIVARIATE T-TEST

As in the scalar case, when the multivariate samples are collected in pairs {X;, Y}, where X
and Y, may be correlated, the more powerful paired multivariate t-test test of equality of means
is preferred. This test forms a new vector Z, = X, — Y, of paired differences and then applies the
two sided test of vector mean (see Section 13.2) to the derived samples {Z,}} ; resulting in the
paired multivariate t-test form of the Hotelling 72 test (174)

Hy

T2 - nZTS_lz z 7;),_7?—17(1 - Oé), (176)
Hy

where Z is the sample mean and S is the sample covariance of {Z ;1% 1. The paired multivariate
t-test will asymptotically be more powerful than the unpaired test when the symmetrized cross
correlation matrix cov(X,Y) + cov(Y, X) is positive definite [59, 4.6].

134 TEST OF INDEPENDENCE

n 1.i.d. vector samples

X = [Xb v ﬂXnL Xz ~ NP(H? R)

To test
Ho:R = diag(c})
Hi:R # diag(c})

with mean vector p unknown

MAaXR#£diag,u f(X> K, R)

MAaXR=diag,u f(X, My R) B

Agir =

maxg>o |[R|™"? exp (-5 S5 (X - X)'RI(X, - X))
—n/2 n e
max,2so ([ 02) " exp (=3 S, & 1%, - X)I2)

Using previous results

P ~2 n/2 Hq

=19 >
AcgLr = = "

R Ho
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where we have the variance estimate for each channel (row) of X

For n sufficiently large we can set the threshold ~ using the usual Chi-square asymptotics described
in Eq. (146) and discussed in Chapter 9. For this analysis we need calculate the number of degrees
of freedom v of the test statistic under Hy. Recall from that discussion that the degrees of freedom
v is the number of parameters that are unknown under H; but are fixed under Hy. We count
these parameters as follows For n large we can set v by using Chi-square asymptotics.

1. p> —p = p(p — 1) off diagonals in R

2. 1/2 of these off diagonals elements are identical due to symmetry of R
=v=pp-1)/2

Thus we obtain the approximate level o GLRT:

Hy
!

2lnAgr 2 v = X;(;_n/z(l —a).
Hy

13.5 TEST OF WHITENESS

n 1.i.d. vector samples

X=[X...,.X,], X; ~ Np(HaR)

L)

To test

Hy:R = &1

H :R # o4
with mean vector 14 unknown
maXR#o’QI,H f(X» My

A B)
T maxg_er, f(Xi i R)

maxp-o [R]™? exp (-3 Ypn (X, - X)TR7(X, — X))

max,2sg (%) 72 exp (— 5,3 Doy X, — X[P?)

Or we have (similarly to before)

&2 "2
AGLR = <A> z Y (177)
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where

I — -
~2 2
o° = — X, —X
o 2 1%~ X1
ntrace{R}
1 ~
= ftrace{R}
p

and we have defined the covariance estimate

R =

The GLRT (177) can be represented as a test of the ratio of arithmetic mean to geometric mean
of the eigenvalues of the covariance estimate:

5’2

Agrr)?™) = — 178
(AcLr) R (178)

-1yr R H

P - A\

= - z}; 11/7? z 5. (179)

i=1 <)\z’ ) Ho
With this form we have the interpretation that the GLRT compares the elliptical contour of the
level set of the sample’s density under H; to the spherical contour of the level sets of the sample’s
density under Hy. The GLRTs (177) and (179) are CFAR tests since the test statistics do not

depend on the mean p or the variance o2 of the sample.

PERFORMANCE OF GLRT

For n sufficiently large we again set the threshold + using the usual Chi-square asymptotics de-
scribed in Eq. (146) of Chapter 9. We must calculate the number of degrees of freedom v of the
test statistic under Hy: v being the number of parameters that are unknown under H; but that
are fixed under Hy. We count these parameters as follows

1. p(p — 1)/2 elements in the triangle above the diagonal of R are unknown under H; but zero
under Hy

2. p—1 parameters on the diagonal of R are unknown under H; but known (equal to the common
parameter o2)under Hy.

We therefore conclude that v =p(p —1)/2+p —1=p(p+1)/2 — 1 and therefore the Chi square
approximation specifies the GLRT with approximate level « as

Hy
> r_ -1

2In AgLr < 7= Xp(erl)/Q,l(l )
Hy

13.6 CONFIDENCE REGIONS ON VECTOR MEAN

Recall: from the level o double sided test of vector mean we know
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Py (nX - p)'S X —p) > T2 ,(1-a)) =a

where 6 = [u, R].

Equivalently

Py (nX - )’ X —p,) € T, (1-a)) =1-a

pn—p

This is a “simultaneous confidence statement” on all elements of mean vector p for unknown
covariance R given measurement X

= (1 — a)% confidence region on y is the ellipsoid

{p:nX =)' X —p) < 7,0, -a)}

2

(1-0)% confidence
region

My

Figure 195: Confidence region for all elements of mean vector p is an ellipsoid

13.7 EXAMPLES

Example 61 Confidence band on a periodic signal in noise

T = Sk + Vg

* 5 = Sk+nT,: unknown periodic signal with known period 7},
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My
i/ .
My
Figure 196: Confidence ellipsoid gives “marginal” confidence intervals on each element of p = [y, ..., ,up]T
Xk
\\/ k
X +np

\/\j k

Figure 197: Multiple uncorrelated measurements of a segment of a periodic signal.



STATISTICAL METHODS FOR SIGNAL PROCESSING (©Alfred Hero 2016

* vp: zero mean w.s.s. noise of bandwidth 1/(MT),) Hz

Step 1: construct measurement matrix

T
X = [T1pG-1)MTys - - P14 (i—1) M T, ]

Step 2: find conf. intervals on each s from ellipsoid

(X)r — e < sp < (X)p + ug]

Xy

M/\

Figure 198: Confidence band on signal over one signal period.

Example 62 CFAR signal detection in narrowband uncalibrated array

k-th snapshot of p-sensor array output:

Tz, =as5+v, k=1,...,n

* a: unknown array response (steering) vector
* vy,: Gaussian N, (0, R) array noise vector with unknown spatial covariance R
* s: unknown deterministic signal amplitude

Objective: detect presence of any non-zero signal amplitude at level «

Hy:s=0, k=1,...,n

Hy:s#0, k=1,...,n

(180)
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Figure 199: Sensor array generates spatio-temporal measurement.

This is equivalent to

Hy:E[X;]=p=0, R>0

Hy:EX;]=p#0, R>0

For which we know:
* level o GLRT is the Hotelling 72 test

* confidence region for 4 = as is an ellipsoid.

13.8 BACKGROUND REFERENCES

Many of the GLRT results in this chapter can be found in the books by Morrison [59] and Anderson
[2]. Some applications of these results to signal and array processing problems are discussed
in Van Trees [84]. More applications of detection theory to multi-channel problems arising in
array processing and spectral estimation can be found in Haykin [27] and Stoica and Moses [79].
The books by Eaton [18], Mardia, Kent and Bibby [52], and Muirhead [60] give more advanced
treatments of general multivariate analysis techniques and testing of composite hypotheses. The
problem of constructing confidence regions for vector parameter is closely related to the problem
of simultaneous confidence intervals and this topic is covered in detail by Miller [55]. Miller’s book
does not cover the popular and more flexible False Discovery Rate (FDR) as an alternative to
confidence level, for which the reader is referred to Benjamini and Yekutieli’s paper [6] and its
hypothesis testing homolog by Benjamini and Hochberg [5].
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Direction ¢f min uncertainty
given by min eigenvalue of S Direction of max
uncertainty in response

Figure 200: Confidence region for array response vector as is an ellipse in 2D.

13.9 EXERCISES

12.1

12.2

12.3

12.4

12.5

Extend the multivariate paired-t test derived in Sec. 13.3 to the case where z; ~ N'(p_, Rz)
and y. ~ N (Hy’ R,) for the case that the two covariance matrices R, and R, may be un-
equal and are unknown. How many degrees of freedom does the the asymptotic Chi-square
distribution have?

In Example 62 the optimal CFAR detector for a scalar signal s viewed from a p-sensor array
output with array response ¢ and noise v;,. In this problem we extend this to CFAR detection

of multiple (m) scalar signals s = [s1,. .., sy] following the observation model:
. =As+uv, k=1,....n (181)
where A = [a;, ..., a,] is an unknown p x m matrix and v, are i.i.d. N'(0, R) random vectors

with unknown covariance R. Derive the GLRT for this problem. How many degrees of
freedom does the the asymptotic Chi-square distribution have?

Consider the same model as (180) but assume that s is a Gaussian distributed random variable
and a and R are unknown. Derive the GLRT.

Consider the same scalar model as (180) but now assume that a is known while the noise
covariance R is unknown. Derive the GLRT.

Extend the analysis of the previous problem to the multiple signal case (181) when A has
columns of sinusoidal form:

a, = [1,cos(27fy), ..., cos2nfu(p— 1)), k=1,....m

while the noise covariance R is unknown. Derive the GLRT (you may assume that the a;’s
are orthogonal if you wish).

End of chapter
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