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ABSTRACT

Precise estimation of cross-correlation or similarity between two random variables lies at the heart of
signal detection, hyperdimensional computing, associative memories, and neural networks. Although
a vast literature exists on different methods for estimating cross-correlations, the question what is the
best and simplest method to estimate cross-correlations using finite samples ? is still not clear. In
this paper, we first argue that the standard empirical approach might not be the optimal method even
though the estimator exhibits uniform convergence to the true cross-correlation. Instead, we show that
there exists a large class of simple non-linear functions that can be used to construct cross-correlators
with a higher signal-to-noise ratio (SNR). To demonstrate this, we first present a general mathematical
framework using Price’s Theorem that allows us to analyze cross-correlators constructed using a
mixture of piece-wise linear functions. Using this framework and high-dimensional embedding,
we show that some of the most promising cross-correlators are based on Huber’s loss functions,
margin-propagation (MP) functions, and the log-sum-exp functions.

1 Introduction

Estimating cross-correlations between random variables plays an important role in the field of statistics [1], machine
learning [2, 3], and signal detection [4, 5]. This is because the cross-correlation metric measures some form of similarity
between the random variables, and hence reveals how one might influence the another. With proper normalization, the
metric becomes equivalent to cosine similarity and unitary transforms, both of which are extensively used in linear
algebra [6], natural language processing [7], and computer vision [8, 9]. In the emerging field of Hyperdimensional
Computing [10, 11] cross-correlations are generally associated with inner products used for information retrieval from
sparse distributed memories.

In its most general form cross-correlation R : R×R → R is defined for a pair of zero-mean, unit-variance random
variables x ∈ R, y ∈ R as

R := E [xy] =

∫ ∞
−∞

∫ ∞
−∞

xy p(x, y)dxdy. (1)

where p : R×R → R+ denotes the underlying joint probability distribution from which x and y are drawn from. The
operator E [.] denotes an expectation under the probability measure p. In practice the distribution p is not known apriori,
instead, one has access to N samples independently drawn from the distribution p. If we denote the sample vectors as
x ∈ RN and y ∈ RN, then the empirical cross-correlation can be estimated as

R̂N =
1

N

N∑
n=1

xnyn (2)
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Figure 1: (a) Statistical definition of cross-correlation R between random variables x and y under a joint distribution
p(x, y); (b) Empirical cross-correlation R̂N based on samples (xn, yn); (c) Uniform convergence of R̂N to R; (d)
Uniform convergence of empirical non-linear cross-correlator ĝN to g(R); and (e) Estimation of R using g−1.

where xn, yn represent the elements of the vector x and y. Then, by the law of large numbers (LLN), the empirical
correlation converges uniformly to the true correlation R∣∣∣∣∣ 1

N

N∑
n=1

xnyn −R

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ ε N→∞−→ 0 (3)

and is depicted in Fig. 1. Note that equation 2 admits an online approach for estimating R̂N according to

R̂N =

(
1− 1

N

)
R̂N−1 +

1

N
xNyN (4)

In this paper, we explore an alternate approach towards estimating cross-correlations using a class of non-linear functions
f : R×R → R such that

1

N

N∑
n=1

f(xn, yn)
N→∞−→ E [f(x, y)] = g(R) (5)

where g : R → R is a monotonic function. The uniform convergence of f is illustrated in Figure. 1 where∣∣∣∣∣ 1

N

N∑
n=1

f(xn, yn)− g(R)

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ ε N→∞−→ 0 (6)

The main premise of this paper is that when x and y are drawn from a joint Gaussian distribution, the function g is
known apriori or can be estimated with high accuracy. As a result, and as illustrated in Figure 1, for a finite sample size
N , an estimate of the correlation using g−1( 1

N

∑N
n=1 f(xn, yn)) could be closer than R̂ to the true cross-correlation R.

Under what conditions this might be true will be the main topic of investigation for this paper. Note that the focus of
this paper

The paper is organized as follows: In section 2, we first propose a mathematical framework that can be used to
analyze cross-correlators for a general class of non-linear function f , and for jointly distributed Gaussian inputs. We
use the framework to analyze different types of estimators which include the linear-rectifier cross-correlator, Margin
Propagation (MP) correlators, Huber-type cross-correlators, and log-sum-exp (LSE) estimators. In section 3, we extend
the framework to arbitrary input distributions based on Hyperdimensional mapping using Walsh-Hadamard transforms.
In section 4, we show experiments evaluating different correlators and the transformation method, and discuss the
advantages and disadvantages of their possible hardware implementations. Section 5 concludes the paper with a brief
perspective on future directions.

2 Analysis Framework using Price’s Theorem

In this section we present an analysis framework that can be used to understand the behavior of different cross-
correlators. A cross-correlator can be viewed as a difference between two functions and in Fig. 2(a) we illustrate this

2
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Figure 2: A conceptual scalar demonstration of a) empirical correlators, b) L1 type correlators, and c) an example of
correlators using mixtures of piece-wise linear functions with L = 1, w1 = 1, and αl = 0.5. All correlators f(x, y) can
be viewed as a difference between h(x+ y) and h(x− y). The upper three curves represent h(x+ y), the lower three
curves represent −h(x+ y), and curves in the middle are f(x, y) for different values of y = y1, y2, y3.

for the empirical cross-correlator defined in equation 2 which can be expressed as

1

N

N∑
n=1

xnyn =
1

4N

N∑
n=1

(xn + yn)2 − (xn − yn)2 (7)

The symmetric quadratic functions (x + y)2 and −(x − y)2 are shown in Fig. 2(a) which when summed together
results in the product xy. When extended to N dimensions, the quadratic functions in equation 2 become L2 distances
||x+ y||22 and −||x− y||22 and their sum is proportional to the empirical cross-correlation 1

N

∑N
n=1 xnyn. The concept

can be generalized to other norms and in Fig. 2(b) we show the equivalent construction for an L1 type cross-correlators
using L1 distances |x + y| and −|x − y|. Both these constructions can be viewed as special cases of mixtures of
piece-wise linear functions as shown in Fig. 2(c) and can be expressed as

f(x, y) = h(x+ y)− h(x− y) (8)

where

h(x) =
1

2

L∑
l=1

wl (|x− αl|+ |x+ αl|) , (9)

with parameters αl ≥ 0, wl ≥ 0;
∑

l wl = 1 and |·| is an absolute-value function defined as

|x| =
{
x ; x ≥ 0
−x ; x < 0

(10)

We now state the Lemma that can be used to compute the function g(R) = E [f(x, y)].
Lemma 2.1. If the function f(x, y) is given by equation 8 and 9 and if the joint probability distribution of x ∈ R and
y ∈ R are is then given by

p(x, y) =
1

2π
√

1−R2
exp

[
−x

2 + y2 − 2Rxy

2 (1−R2)

]
, (11)

where R ∈ [−1, 1] is the cross-correlation between x and y, then

g(R) =
1

2
√
π

L∑
l=1

∫ R

0

(
wl√

(1 + ρ)
exp

[
− α2

l

4 (1 + ρ)

]
+

wl√
(1− ρ)

exp

[
− α2

l

4 (1− ρ)

])
dρ (12)

Proof. Since f is a memory-less function with a well-defined Fourier transform and x and y are zero-mean, unit
variance, jointly distributed Gaussian random variables, we can apply Price’s theorem [12, 13, 14] which states that

∂E(f)

∂R
= E

[
∂2f

∂x∂y

]
(13)

3
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where the expectation operator E is defined as

E (f) =

∫ ∞
−∞

∫ ∞
−∞

f(x, y)p(x, y; ρ)dxdy = g(R). (14)

The partial derivatives of the sub-functions h(x+ y), h(x− y) in Eqn.9 are

∂2h(x+ y)

∂x∂y
=

1

2

L∑
l=1

wl [δ (x+ y − αl) + δ (x+ y + αl)] , (15a)

−∂
2h(x− y)

∂x∂y
=

1

2

L∑
l=1

wl [δ (x− y − αl) + δ (x− y + αl)] . (15b)

where δ(.) denotes the Dirac-delta function. Substituting in equation 13 leads to

E
[
∂2h(x+ y)

∂x∂y

]
=

1

2

L∑
l=1

wl

∫ ∞
−∞

p(x,−x+ αl) + p(x,−x− αl)dx, (16a)

=
1√

π(1 +R)

L∑
l=1

wl exp

[
− α2

l

4 (1 +R)

]
, (16b)

−E
[
∂2h(x− y)

∂x∂y

]
=

1

2

L∑
l=1

wl

∫ ∞
−∞

p(x, x− αl) + p(x, x+ αl)dx, (16c)

=
1√

π(1−R)

L∑
l=1

wl exp

[
− α2

l

4 (1−R)

]
. (16d)

Thus, using f = h(x+ y)− h(x− y) and from 13

∂g

∂R
=

1√
π(1 +R)

L∑
l=1

wl exp

[
− α2

l

4 (1 +R)

]
+

1√
π(1−R)

L∑
l=1

wl exp

[
− α2

l

4 (1−R)

]
(17)

leads to the expression for g(R),

g(R) =

∫ R

0

1√
π(1 + ρ)

L∑
l=1

wl exp

[
− α2

l

4 (1 + ρ)

]
+

1√
π(1− ρ)

L∑
l=1

wl exp

[
− α2

l

4 (1− ρ)

]
dρ (18)

Even though the equation 12 may not be solved in closed-form, it is analytical and hence can be used to visualize
the form of g(R) for specific choices of αl and wl. The partial derivative equation in 17 is also useful for choosing
appropriate offsets to construct desired correlators, and the derivative when there is only one offset is visualized in
Fig. 3 for different values of the offset.

Example 1: When L = 1, w1 = 1, α1 = 0, the function f is reduced to

f(x, y) = |x+ y| − |x− y|, (19)

which is the well-studied linear rectifier correlator [13]. In this case, the relation 12 can be evaluated in closed form and
is given by

gL1(R) =
2√
π

(
√

1 +R−
√

1−R). (20)

Example 2: When wl = 1/L, αl = c/L, l = 1, .., L and c, L→∞, the function f is reduced to

f(x, y) =
1

2c
((x+ y)

2 − (x− y)
2
), (21)

4
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Figure 3: ∂g
∂R for L = 1, w1 = 1, and α1 = {0, 0.1, 0.2...1}.

where c > |x| is the range of inputs. So the function f becomes the empirical correlator. In this case, the summation in
the relation 12 can be replaced by integrals in the limit L→∞ in which case

∂gL2

∂R
=

1

c
√
π(1 +R)

∫ ∞
0

exp

[
− x2

4 (1 +R)

]
dx (22)

+
1

c
√
π(1−R)

∫ ∞
0

exp

[
− x2

4 (1−R)

]
dx

=
2

c
.

Therefore, gL2(R) = 2
cR matches the result for a scaled empirical cross-correlation. The g(R) of both empirical and

linear rectifier correlators are shown in Fig. 4(a).

Let’s denote E (f) or g(R) by y, we can derive the following from gL1(R) in 20

R2 =
π

4
y2 − π2

64
y4. (23)

This suggests that g−1 in Fig. 1 can be robustly estimated using a polynomial expansion with a relatively low degree.
This is important since the closed-form solution for equation 18 can not be computed for different choices of wl, αl.
As a result, g−1 has to be learned/estimated by drawing samples with known apriori cross-correlation, which is then
used to estimate R according to Fig. 1. As we will show later in section 3, this calibration procedure and procedure to
estimate R can be agnostic to the input distribution.

We now apply the calibration procedure to three other types of functions of the type given by expression 8. The first is a
margin-propagation (MP) function that can be constructed using a finite number of splines L and self-normalizes itself
such that the maximum gradient |f ′| ≤ 1. The MP function is given by

(x− z)+ + (−x− z)+ = γ, (24)
h(x) = z, (25)

where (·)+ is a rectifying linear unit (ReLU) function, and γ > 0 is a hyper-parameter.

The second function is the Huber function [15] which requires an infinite number of splines and is given by

h(x) =

{
0.5x2/σ, x < σ

|x| − 1
2σ, x ≥ σ,

(26)

where σ > 0 is a threshold parameter. Note that the maximum gradient of the Huber function is 1.

The third function is a log-sum-exp (LSE) function which also requires an infinite number of splines and is given by

h(x) =
1

a
(log(exp [ax] + exp [−ax]), (27)

where a > 0 is a scaling factor. Note that the maximum gradient of the log-sum-exp function is also 1.

5
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Figure 4: The normalized gL1(R) and gL2(R) and the estimated ĝ(R) for the MP, Huber, and LSE functions for
standard bivariate normal distributions from Monte Carlo experiments. The expected output of the empirical and
linear rectifier correlators are added for comparison. a) The normalized gL1(R) and gL2(R); b) The ĝ(R) of MP
correlators with γ = {0, 1, 1.45, 2}; c) The ĝ(R) of Huber correlators with σ = {10−7, 0.5, 1.4, 2}; d) The ĝ(R) of
LSE correlators with a = {0.1, 1, 3}.

Fig. 4b),c), and d) shows the average output of cross-correlation function ĝ(R) corresponding to the MP, Huber and
LSE functions, which is used as an approximation of the correlation function g(R) to get the calibration function
g−1. It can be observed from Fig. 4c) and d) that the g(R) for the Huber and LSE functions are bounded above by
gL1(R) and the magnitude of gradient | ∂g∂R | monotonically increases as R increases. In fact, the normalized g(R) for
the Huber function and LSE functions are bounded above and below by the normalized gL1(R) and gL2(R). For Huber
functions, it’s a combination of the quadratic function (L2) and absolute value function (L1). As the threshold value σ
increases, its output is closer to the empirical correlator. Conversely, it becomes a linear rectified correlator when σ is
sufficiently small. For LSE functions, as the scaling factor a increases, the h(x) for LSE functions in expression 27 can
be simplified to 1

a log(exp [a|x|] = |x| as the negative part will go to zero exponentially fast. On the other hand, as a
decreases, the function h(x) can be approximated by the Taylor series expanded at zero, which leads to the following

h(x) =
1

a
log(

∞∑
n=0

(ax)n

n!
+

(−ax)n

n!
). (28)

The odd-degree terms cancel each other out and higher-order terms decay fast, which leads to

h(x) ≈ 1

a
log(2 + (ax)2). (29)

6
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Applying the same trick to the logarithm but expanding at 2, we have

h(x) ≈ 1

a
(log(2) +

1

2
(ax)2 + ...) ≈ 1

a
+

1

2
ax2. (30)

Therefore, the LSE correlator approaches the empirical correlator as a decreases.Since the normalized g(R) of Huber
and log-sum-exp correlators fall between gL1(R) and gL2(R) and the magnitude of gradient | ∂g∂R | monotonically
increases as R increases, the inverse cross-correlation function g−1 can be approximated by a polynomial of degree
lower or equal to the degree needed for g−1L1 . In practice, we found that fourth order polynomial is sufficient for
calibration of g−1L1 . For calibrating MP correlators, higher degree polynomials were needed as the value of γ increases
as its | ∂g∂R | is not monotonically increasing as correlation increases. As such, a fifth-order polynomial was used to learn
the inverse cross-correlation function g−1.

3 Extension to non-Gaussian distributions

The theoretical and experimental results presented in section 2 assumed random variables with joint Gaussian distribu-
tions. In this section, we extend the previous results for non-Gaussian distributions. To achieve this, we use results
from the Hyperdimensional computing literature, which state that variances and cross-correlations are preserved when
random variables are mapped into high-dimensional space using Unitary random matrices.
Lemma 3.1. Let x and y be zero-mean random variables with unit variance and with a cross-correlation R. Let
Φ : RN → RM denote a high-dimensional embedding using a Unitary transform such that E [Φ(x)] = 0. Then, as
N →∞, 1

N 〈Φ(x),Φ(y)〉 → R, where 〈·, ·〉 is the inner product.

Proof. Suppose x and y are RN -valued random vector, and each entry xn, yn are independently identically distributed
(i.i.d) variables with the joint probability density function p(x, y;R)

1

N
〈Φ(x),Φ(y)〉 =

1

N
〈x,y〉 =

1

N

N∑
n=1

xnyn
N→∞−→ R (31)

The Walsh-Hadamard-Transform is one such unitary transformH : RN → RN and it can be represented by a N ×N
Hadamard matrix. An example 4× 4 WHT matrix is shown below

H4 =
1

2

1 1 1 1
1 −1 1 −1
1 1 −1 −1
1 −1 −1 1

 (32)

The Hadamard matrices are orthogonal and symmetric matrices composed of +1 and -1 with a normalization factor
1/
√
N , which makes it easy for implementations and computations. Besides keeping the covariance between random

variables, it can also be shown that the transformed zero-mean variables converge to the joint Gaussian distribution with
the same variance and covariance.
Lemma 3.2. Let X and Y be zero-mean random variables with unit variance and with a cross-correlation R. Let
H : RN → RN denote the Walsh-Hadamard-Transform. Suppose the entries of the vector equation x′ = H(x) are
given by x′n = hn(x1, ..., xn), and hn(·) is therefore

hn(x1, ..., xn) =

{
1√
N

∑N
n=1 xn, n = 1,

1√
N

(
∑N/2

n=1 xn −
∑N/2

n=1 xn), n 6= 1,
(33)

where the xn are independently identically distributed (i.i.d.) samples from X . Then, as N →∞, the joint probability
distribution p(x′n, y

′
n) converges to a bivariate Gaussian distribution with zero-mean, unit variance and covariance R.

Proof. Suppose X and Y are zero-mean random variables with finite variances and covariance R. According to the
multivariate Central Limit Theorem (CLT) [16], as N → ∞ the joint distribution p(

√
NX̄N ,

√
NȲN ) converges to

bivariate Gaussian distribution with zero mean and the same variances and covariance R, where X̄ = 1
N

∑N
n=1 xn is

the average of N independently identically distributed samples of X .

7
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Figure 5: The standard deviation of cross-correlation estimation error of MP, Huber, and LSE correlators for different
correlation levels at the dimension of 256, with the SNR of empirical and linear rectifier added for reference. a) The
error plot of MP correlators with γ = {1, 1.45, 2}; b) The error plot of Huber correlators with σ = {10−7, 0.5, 1.4, 2};
c) The error plot of LSE correlators with a = {0.1, 1, 3}.

Notice that the transformed entry after WHT x′n = hn(x1, ..., xn) can be expressed as

x′n =

{ √
NX̄N , n = 1,

1√
2

√
N
2 (X̄N/2 − X̄N/2), n 6= 1.

(34)

For n = 1, the CLT obviously applies to the transformed input x′1 and y′1. For the case of n 6= 1, note that the CLT also

applies to ±
√

N
2 X̄N/2 and ±

√
N
2 ȲN/2, so they become bivariate Gaussian with zero mean, and same variances and

covariance, and so is their sum divided by
√

2.

As such, using the proof in section 2, it can be shown that for correlators that can be expressed by equations 8 and 9, the
expected output E [f(H(x),H(y))] is equal to g(R). In other words, for non-Gaussian distributed variables with zeros
mean and finite covariance R, we can first transform the inputs to jointly Gaussian distribution, which preserves the
covariance R, and then use the cross-correlator in section 2 to estimate the cross-correlation R using the transformed
data and the same g−1.

8
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4 Experiments Results and Analysis

4.1 Experiments and Results for Jointly Gaussian Inputs

This section presents the results using different correlators to estimate the covariance for standard jointly normal
distribution. To study and compare their performance, vectors of different lengths are randomly sampled from the
zero mean and unit variance Gaussian distribution. Each vector pair S1, S2 ∈ RD is mixed in the following way to
generate a bivariate Gaussian distribution X = (X1, X2) with different correlation R to learn and test the inverse
cross-correlation function g(R),

X1 = S1, (35)

X2 = RS1 +
√

1−R2S2, (36)

X = (X1, X2) ∼ N(~0,Σ),Σ =

(
1 R
R 1

)
. (37)

In Fig. 5 we display the standard deviation of cross-correlation estimation errors made by the MP, Huber, and LSE

Figure 6: The SNR plots of MP, Huber, and LSE correlators from correlator length of 16 to 65536, with the SNR of
empirical and linear rectifier correlators as a reference. a) The SNR plot of MP correlators with γ = {1, 1.45, 2}; b) The
SNR plot of Huber correlators with σ = {10−7, 0.5, 1.4, 2}; c) The SNR plot of LSE correlators with a = {0.1, 1, 3}.

correlators with different parameters at different levels of cross-correlation using the learned inverse cross-correlation
function g−1 . It is observed that the linear rectifier correlator is more accurate when the signal of interest is highly
correlated, while the empirical correlator makes less error in the other case. As discussed in section 2, the Huber,
and LSE correlators behave more like the empirical correlator when σ is high and a is small, and approach the linear

9
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rectifier correlator otherwise. The MP correlators using the function 24 is equivalent to the linear rectifier correlator
when γ = 0. As γ increases, the performance degrades and performs even worse than the empirical correlator.

In Fig. 6, we plot the signal-to-noise-ratio (SNR) for each of these five cross-correlators for different sample sizes
or correlation-window sizes N . The result shows that for joint Gaussian input distribution, the linear rectifier-based
correlator shows the best SNR. Also, the SNR increases by 3dB when the correlation length N is doubled. This result
can be attributed to the reduction in the estimation error due to simple averaging.

4.2 Non-Gaussian Inputs and Walsh-Hadamard-Transformation

In this section, the WHT method was tested on non-Gaussian distributions to verify that the function g(R) remains
unchanged for non-Gaussian inputs after being transformed by the WHT. Fig. 7 presents the distribution of random
vectors used in the experiment. The first non-Gaussian distribution tested shown in Fig. 7(a) has zero mean, unit
variance uniform marginal distributions. In this case, the original joint distribution is symmetric. The second non-
Gaussian distribution tested shown in Fig. 7(b) has asymmetric zero mean unit variance marginal input distributions.
In particular, the marginal distribution of the Y vector is composed of samples drawn from two normal distributions
with opposite mean and unequal variance with equal possibilities. From Fig. 7, it can be seen that the vectors are
jointly Gaussian distributed after the transformation. Monte Carlo experiments show that the expected correlator output
E [f(H(x),H(y))] is the same as the g(R) for jointly Gaussian inputs. So no calibration is needed to learn g−1 for
different distributions.

On the other hand, it should be noticed that the standard deviation of cross-correlation estimation errors is not guaranteed
to be the same for different distributions, even after the WHT transformation. To see this, notice that the WHT process
will not change the output for the empirical correlator, because the WHT transformation is unitary. However, the
estimation errors made by the empirical correlator, which is equivalent to

V ar(XY − E [XY ]) = E [(XY )2]− g(R)2 =

∫ ∞
−∞

∫ ∞
−∞

X2Y 2 p(x, y)dxdy − g(R)2, (38)

will change as the joint probability density function p(x, y) changes for varying distributions. In particular, for jointly
Gaussian distribution, it can be verified that V ar(XY −E [XY ]) = 1 +R2, whereas it is 1− 1

5R
2 in the case of jointly

uniform distribution in the symmetric experiment. The standard deviation of estimation error plots for the symmetric
non-Gaussian test and the asymmetric test are displayed in Fig. 8 and 9. It is observed that the contour of the error
plot changes for all correlators except the linear rectifier correlator, which is still the best-performing cross-correlation
estimator in these two specific non-Gaussian input distributions.

Figure 7: The distribution of the random vectors with zero correlation before and after the WHT transformation. a) The
random vectors for the symmetric non-Gaussian distribution test. Original X and Y are uniformly distributed with zero
mean and unit variance; b) The asymmetric non-Gaussian distribution, where the marginal distribution for X follows
the standard normal distribution before WHT, and Y is a mixture of two normal distributions with opposite mean and
unequal variance. Y is zero mean and unit variance as well.

10
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Figure 8: The standard deviation error plot of MP, Huber, and LSE correlators for the symmetric input distribution test
when dimension is 256. a) The error plot of MP correlators with γ = {1, 1.45, 2}; b) The error plot of Huber correlators
with σ = {10−7, 0.5, 1.4, 2}; c) The error plot of LSE correlators with a = {0.1, 1, 3}.

5 Discussions and Conclusions

In this paper, we presented a mathematical framework for analyzing different types of online cross-correlators. The
analysis has been verified by Monte-carlo simulation for different input distributions. However, error analysis reveals
that the shape of the error profile exhibits a trade-off. Online cross-correlation estimators that exhibit high errors near
R ≈ 0 make fewer errors near |R| ≈ 1. The hyperparameters of the Huber estimators, MP estimators, and log-sum-exp
estimators can be adapted to achieve different error profiles.

However, the complexity of implementing these different online estimators on hardware could be significantly different.
The Huber cross-correlator relies on the quadratic function and hence may be difficult to implement on hardware. On
the other hand, the MP and LSE correlators can be easily implemented on analog hardware [17]. Even though MP and
LSE cross-correlators require calibration to estimate the function g−1, we show that the calibration process can be
agnostic to input distributions using the WHT transformation.

Another potential brought by other correlators is the advantage of computational complexity and dynamic range when
implementing on digital systems. It is obvious that the computation of the linear rectifier correlator and the MP
correlator (without additional offsets) is much cheaper than the empirical correlator as it uses only additions [18]. The
addition operation is immune to underflow on a fixed point system. The LSE correlator also possesses the advantage of
numerical stability at the cost of computational complexity. It is a common trick used in machine learning to address
the issue of gradient updates.
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Figure 9: The standard deviation of cross-correlation estimation error of MP, Huber, and LSE correlators for the
asymmetric input distribution at dimension of 256. a) The error plot of MP correlators with γ = {1, 1.45, 2}; b) The
error plot of Huber correlators with σ = {10−7, 0.5, 1.4, 2}; c) The error plot of LSE correlators with a = {0.1, 1, 3}.

In terms of accuracy for estimating the cross-correlation of jointly Gaussian distributed inputs, we can see that the
empirical method may not be the best correlator. The linear rectifier correlator is the best in estimating the covariance
for highly correlated signals and in terms of overall SNR. The Huber and LSE correlator’s performance is bounded by
the linear rectifier and empirical correlator. The MP correlators using the function 24 is equivalent to the linear rectifier
correlator when γ = 0. As γ increases, its performance for higher γ values can be potentially improved by introducing
offsets. Of course, the above observations are not guaranteed to hold for other input distributions and are left for future
research.
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