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ABSTRACT. Perfect radar pulse compression coding is a potential emerging
field which aims at providing rigorous analysis and fundamental limit radar
experiments. It is based on finding non-trivial pulse codes, which we can make
statistically equivalent, to the radar experiments carried out with elementary
pulses of some shape. A common engineering-based radar experiment design,
regarding pulse-compression, often omits the rigorous theory and mathemat-
ical limitations. In this work our aim is to develop a mathematical theory
which coincides with understanding the radar experiment in terms of the the-
ory of comparison of statistical experiments. We review and generalize some
properties of the It6 measure. We estimate the unknown i.e. the structure
function in the context of Bayesian statistical inverse problems. We study the
posterior for generalized d-dimensional inverse problems, where we consider
both real-valued and complex-valued inputs for posteriori analysis. Finally
this is then extended to the infinite dimensional setting, where our analysis
suggests the underlying posterior is non-Gaussian.

1. INTRODUCTION

Developing mathematical theory of comparison of statistical measurements [30]
is crucial for understanding fundamental limits of radar experiments [14, 15, 21, 31,
29]. In the specific field of radar coding, one is interested in studying modulation
patterns of transmitted radar signals. We are interested in pulse compression coding
of incoherent scatter radar experiments [19, 32], where coding schemes play a crucial
role in achieving a high range resolution. Pulse codes are a common approach to
modelling the underlying target function, which can be thought of as concentrated
length pulses with constant amplitude and phase. General pulse codes of length L,
which can be viewed as waveforms, can be expressed as

(1.1) e(t) = Z/qﬁné(t —nl —7)b(r,l)dr,

where §(-) denotes a Dirac delta function and b(-) is a boxcar function. Pulses can
be represented through its phase and amplitude, which has motivated various pulse
codes. Arguably one of the most common example are binary phase codes which
omit a constant amplitude and two phases ¢ € {—1,1}. Other examples of codes
include Barker codes [1] and alternating codes [1, 11, 17]. Usually these pulses are
compressed in such a way, to allow for longer pulses which have low peak power,
illustrated in Figure 1. The accuracy of the estimated target function, i.e. the scat-
tering function as used in radar modelling, depends hugely on the pulse compression
design. There is a rich literature on coding techniques, see e.g. [8, 9, 11, 14, 35],
that discusses how to best optimize radar experiments with various compression
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techniques and assumptions. Given the complexity of these experiments it is im-
portant to understand, through a mathematical, and statistical, framework, how
we can best formulate these experiments and gain an understanding from them.

Given the level of uncertainty that can arise within radar coding, a useful way to
tackle these issues is through a statistical understanding. The work of Lehtinen [11]
first considered this problem by modelling the scattering measurements within the
signal as a statistical inverse problem [7, 33]. In other words we could characterize
our signal through noisy measurements. With this work an important assumption
was taken regarding the signal, which is that it is normally distributed. This
assumption was made both for practical purposes but also that many signals omit
a pulse form similar to a Gaussian density or kernel. Since this initial development
there has been a number of papers looking to extend these results in a more rigorous
fashion. Much of the current literature has considered a comparison of statistical
measurements. This has lead to various pieces of work which have adapted ideas
from Le Cam Theory, notably the work by Piiroinen et al. [13, 21, 26]. Other
fundamental questions that have been considered in this context is how one can
optimize the baud length of the radar. The baud length can be described as the
time step which is used to discretize the radar signal. Numerically this was tested
in the work of [12] which looked at the simple case for optimizing the baud length
to minimise the posteriori variance. This was shown only in the context of specific
targets.

FIGURE 1. Left: Long pulse with limited power. Right: Short
pulse with more power through pulse compression.

Our motivation behind this work is to bridge the gap between the various com-
munities in radar coding, namely by deriving a first simplified Bayesian statistical
analysis for perfect radar pulse compression [25]. In particular we aim to build
upon the current theory and develop a better understanding of statistical properties
through characterizing a posterior distribution of the radar signal. The underlying
mathematics of the posterior signal and its properties pose intriguing questions,
such as whether itself is a Gaussian and its behavior, and understanding this for
high and infinite dimensions. This question will act as the motivation behind this
work.

1.1. Contributions. The following bulletpoints summarize the contributions of
this work.

e To the best of our knowledge this is the first paper at deriving a statistical
framework, and analysis, for the theory of perfect radar pulse compression.
Our framework will be largely based on the notion and generalization of
[t6 measures to scattering functions.

e We aim to analyze perfect radar pulse compression in a Bayesian setting.
This motivates studying and understanding statistical properties of our
scattering function. We aim to form a posterior distribution of this scatter-
ing function. To aidm we first consider a d-dimensional case, where d < co.
Related to this we also provide a result related to showing if two posterior
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variances coincide, of two different signals. This will be considered for both
real valued and complex valued values.

e To conclude our analysis we consider the d-dimensional setting, for d = oo,
where we show our underlying posterior is non-Gaussian which follows an
inverse Wishart distribution. Here we use the notion of rapidly decreasing
functions for our function spaces setting, to characterize the posterior.

e We discuss and review a number of key open questions which are still very
much at the core of this field. These problems are motivated through both a
mathematical and engineering perspective. Much of these questions follow
on from the results obtained in this work.

1.2. Outline. Our work will be split into the following sections: we begin Section 2
with a review of radar signaling, and in particular pulse compression. Section 3 will
be dedicated to understanding posterior distribution of the signal that is defined
through the previous section, which highlights our main results. Appendix A and
B will be devoted to the analysis of the d-dimensional and infinite-dimensional
analysis, which ultimately shows the proof of our main theorem. Finally we review
and discuss a number of questions still to be answered while concluding our findings,
in Section 4.

2. RADAR CODING

In radar modelling commonly a signal of interest p corresponds to a transmitted
code, which can be defined as an uninterrupted sine wave multiplied with some
envelope €%(t), by the following integral equation

(2.1) 21(t) = /ERS €Ut — S(r))ud(d®r) + VTE(1).

The notation S(r) denotes the total travel time of the signal from the transmission
through to the scattering point r to the receiver. This implies that (2.1) sums
up all elementary scatterings which takes into account the phase of the signal.
The final term is related to thermal noise, where T denotes the temperature and
&(t) ~ N(0,1) is complex additive Gaussian white noise. While (2.1) holds for a
wide class of transmissive and receptive antennas in this work we consider a slightly
different model. For simplicity we will assume that we have a mono-static single
beam radar. To be more precise, if the back and forth signal time along the beam is
denoted by r, then S(r) = r and we describe the signal model as a different integral
equation

(2.2 A= [ e rttan) + VTe)

We can rewrite (2.2) as the formal equation

(u(dr), p(dr')) = X (r)gp(r — r')drdr,

where X (r) is known as the structure function or simply the target density and its
corresponding covariance can be explicitly determined as

) @) = [ et + ol — 1)
= /X(r)eq(t —7r)et(t' —r) + Tt —1t)

= /Att/X(T)dT + Tt —1t),
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where Ay = €9(t — r)e?(t’ — r). Both (2.1) and (2.2) assume that we have a time-
incoherent signal, whereas in the case if the signal was time dependent our signal
would be modified to

(2.3) (1) = / T — Pyt (dr ) +VTED),

so that now ¢ can be treated as either the scattering time or the reception time.
However as already stated our focus will be on analyzing signals which are time-
incoherent. Our quantity of interest in this model is the signal denoted by p(-). In
radar signaling this unknown we are aiming to estimate is known as an incoherent
scattering target. A fundamental question that arises is how to best estimate or
model the underlying signal? In order to answer this question, below we provide
some useful definitions to give understanding to quantities, and concepts, in pulse
compression.

We will introduce specific way of modeling the signal, which we refer to as an
1t6 measure. Throughout we will assume that our unknown takes the form of a
Gaussian distribution.

Definition 2.1. Assume we have two measurements defined as

(2.4) (m)aey = e % (S(0) )0y + (€D,
(2.5) (m3)asy = e % (S(0) )y + (D)0,

where & ~ & are of a complex Gaussian form, € is a transmitted waveform and
S(o) is the scattering function such that S(o) ~ N (0, 0).

We now provide some definitions related to the notion of an Itd6 measure, which
represents our signal, as within mathematics. A physical interpretation is that is
it the spatially incoherent scatter.

Definition 2.2. Let By be the Borel field of D C R™ a random set function pu :
By — L2(Q, F,P) is called an It6 measure on D with a structure measure X if

1. X is a o-finite Borel measure on D.
2. p(®) =o0.
3. For all pairwise disjoint sets By € By it holds that

p(Uy B) = (By).
k=1

4. Elp(B))u(B)] = X(B. N By).

Definition 2.3. An Ité measure u(-) is a signal with the following satisfying prop-
erties:

1. Complezity: p(-) € C given the phase and amplitude of the signal.

2. Additivity: ,LL(Bl U B2> = ,LL(Bl) + ‘LL(BQ), if By N By = 0.

3. Gaussian: the measure is taken as a mean zero Gaussian measure with
covariance structure C i.e. p~ N(0,C).

4. Incoherence: E[u(B1)u(Be2)] = X(B1 N By) =0 if By N By = 1.

Definition 2.4. Given a transmitted waveform of the form

(2.6) et) = Zejaﬁ(t — ),
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such that e; € C with the index j € Z. At is known as the baud length and ¢ is the
pulse form. We can define it corresponding Fourier transformation as

(2.7) €lt) = /e(s) exp(ist)dt.

Our final definition is related to the scattering function.

Definition 2.5. We say the scattering function S(c), or its structure o, are a set
of admissible priors if satisfies the conditions

1. The state space of the random variable S(u) = S(w,u) is LY(RY) for every
u € U where U is the state space of the structure o.
2. The mapping S(o)(w) = S(w,o(w)) is a random variable.

3. POSTERIOR ANALYSIS

In this section we provide a statistical analysis on signals arising from perfect
radar pulse compression. In particular the focus will be on understanding the
posterior distribution of o, when we assume a fully Gaussian system, related to
the prior and noise level. The derived analysis will form a basis for the higher and
infinite dimensional setting, in succeeding sections.

All the definitions what is meant by densities and conditioning of the generalised
random variables are reviewed in the Appendix. By the posterior distribution we
mean the regular conditional distribution of the generalised random variable given
the data random variable, and when it possesses a density we will refer to its density.
Specifically the characteristic functions are defined in Appendix A.1, and densities
are defined in Appendix A.2.

We now present our main theorem of the paper, which is the characterization of
the posterior variance, related to the scattering function. This is given through the
follow result, whose proof is divided up into multiple results used in the Appendix.

Theorem 3.1. Assume the priori distribution of | o |? is interpretable as an affine
transform of inverse Wishart distribution, then the posteriori distribution of |o |?
is a generalized limit of affine transforms of inverse Wishart distributions of the
stmilar type.

The above result in Theorem 3.1 highlights that the underlying posterior is not
Gaussian, with the assumption that the prior is. The proof follows the results
obtained from Appendix B, which is extended from the analysis conducted in Ap-
pendix A.

For the infinite dimensional setting the underlying spaces are taken to be the
rapidly decreasing functions, or Schwartz functions. These are defined by #(C")
(or the compactly supported test functions 2(2)) and their dual spaces ./(C™) of
tempered distributions (or the distributions 2'(Q2)).

Our next main result, is related to characterizing a relationship between two
signals in relation to their posterior variance of the scattering function. This is
provided through the following theorem.

Theorem 3.2. Suppose the prior covariance structure X (o) is a compler Gaussian'
with constant | o |?> > 0. If the moduli of the Fourier transforms of the transmitted
waveforms coincide, i.e. if

le1| =],

Lsee Appendix A
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as Schwartz distributions®, then the posterior variances var(|o |?|m1) and
var(| o || ma) of the o given my and my are equal, i.e.

var(| o | |m1) = var(| o |? | ma).

Proof. We show in Appendix A that if the covariance structure corresponds to a
constant multiplier, then

var(m; || o|?) = ¢ = o * (0| 4; | + T),

where | 4; |* = |€;|?. Using the assumption of equal moduli of Fourier transforms
of the transmitted waveforms, we see that

var(my || o [*) = var(ma || o [?),

and therefore by the results of Appendix A, we obtain that this implies that the
conditional characteristic functions

T 11012 = Ima o 25

as generalized functions. Since the prior was constant, we obtain that the con-
ditional densities of | o |2 given m; and my are both following the same inverse
Wishart distribution under the same spatial discretisation. Therefore, they have
the same discretisation limits and hence also their posterior variances coincide. [

4. CONCLUSION & DISCUSSION

Pulse compression has been a cornerstone of modern applied mathematics in-
corporating tools from information theory, Fourier analysis and harmonic analysis.
Recently statistical methodologies have gained interest most notably for enabling
some form of uncertainty quantification. This papers motivation is exactly in this
where our aim is to understand perfect pulse compression through a statistical
framework. What we showed was that, through the introduction of It6 measures
where we assume our signal is distributed according to a Gaussian, we were able
to characterize a posterior distribution of the signal o. As our results suggest, the
resulting posterior is indeed non-Gaussian specifically an inverse Wishart distirbu-
tion. This was achieved through analysis in both a finite-dimensional setting and
infinite-dimensions, where we introduced Gaussian measures and the concept of
Schwartz functions for our function-space setting.

As this is the first instance in understanding perfect radar pulse compression in
a statistical manner, there are numerous directions to take for future work. One
direction to consider is to understand the relationship between different pulses. To
do so one can consider using various probabilistic metrics for Gaussian measures. A
natural one to consider is the Kullback-Liebler divergence which has been analyzed
in infinite dimensions [22, 23, 34]. However given how this is not an actual metric
per say one could consider extensions to the Wasserstein distance and also the Le
Cam distance [3], which has been used for statistical experiments.

Another more applied direction is to consider a better way to model the pulses
as usually they take the form of box-car functions or piecewise constant functions,
where imposing Gaussian [18] modeling assumptions can hinder performance. Re-
cent work has shown that a-stable processes [5] can be used in place which can be
used for edge-preserving inversion. This would imply the prior random field has
the particular form

== x ZL'/ ZL'/ X d
U@ = [ | S, ze o

2in most cases just as function pointwise for almost every point
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where
1 when o} < a; foralli=1,...,d

.

and M is symmetric a-stable random measure. An example of a non-Gaussian
a-stable process are Cauchy processes [4, 16, 24, 27, 28] which have already been
tested within inverse problems. This could be a natural direction for using more
advanced non-Gaussian priors.

More specific to the pulse compression an important question to quantify, is the
relationship of the pulses and the temperature T. Specifically what occurs in the
limit T — 0. For the case of T'= 0 let us assume the code is modeled as a boxcar
of width @ > 0 and unit L? norm

e(t) = ealt) = a2 xp0,0) (1)-

Then choosing a = 1/2N results in the following expression for the signal

0 otherwise,

29(n/N +t) /0 €1/an (n/N +t — r(mod 1)) pu?(dr) + VTE?

with0 <t<1/2Nandn=0...N —1,

are all mutually independent and equally informative measurements of o, each
separately adding the same amount of information to o, independent of N. It
follows that the posteriori variance of o approaches 0, when N — oo. This is in
contradiction with a rather common engineer understanding saying that increasing
radar power ( equivalent to decreasing additional noise ) will give no extra benefit
after some level is reached. Omne will naturally benefit by choosing increasingly
narrow pulses as extra power becomes available.

However for the case of T' > 0, where T is close to 0, what is explained above it
seems plausible that the optimal radar code might be a narrow pulse. If true then
the width would approach 0 as T" — 0.

Conjecture 4.1. For each T it is possible to find an optimal code er(t) so that
lim VTer(t/T),
T—0

defines a well-defined limiting shape: a fundamental typical shape of optimal radar
baud.

Related to this a final direction to consider is to quantify whether the optimal
code, discussed in the above conjecture is unique or not. This of course could be
related to how one defined the prior form, or the scattering function.These and
other directions will be considered for future work.
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APPENDIX A. FINITE DIMENSIONAL ANALYSIS

In this appendix we consider a generalized setting, which is the d-dimensional
case. For our analysis we will consider four separate cases namely; (i) real valued
Gaussian random vector, (ii) complex valued Gaussian random vector, (iii) real
valued white noise and (iv) complex valued white noise. In order to do so we
recall a number of key definitions which we will use for our analysis. Our analysis
will be based on the notion of computing means and covariances through moment
generating functions.
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Definition A.1. (Gaussian random vector) Assume X := (X1,...,X,) is a real
finite dimensional random vector. We say X is a Gaussian random vector if it can
be expressed in the form

X =u+ AY,

where p € R, A € R™* and Y = (Y1,...,Y%) is a vector of independent standard
Gaussian random variables. Such a vectorY is called standard multinormal random
vector or discrete real white noise vector.

Definition A.2. (Complex Gaussian random vector) Assume X = (X1,...,Xp)
is a complex finite dimensional random vector. We say X is a complex Gaussian
random vector if it can be expressed in the form

X =pu+ AY,

where p € R*, A € C"** and Y = (Y1,...,Y%) is a discrete complex white noise
vector. We say a complex random vector Y = Y +il; € C* is a discrete complex
white noise, if (Yr,Y1)/V2 is a discrete 2k-dimensional real white noise.

Let us list some properties that hold for complex and real Gaussian vector.

Proposition A.3. Assume that X € K* is a k-dimensional compler (K = C) or
real (K = R) Gaussian random vector. Suppose A € K™% and y € K*. Then
7 = pu+ AX is a K-Gaussian random vector with K-expectation

E(Z) = p+ E(X),
and its K-covariance matriz is

Cov(Z) = ACov(X)A’,
where A' = AT, when K =R and A' = A, when K = C

7 7

Proof. The expectation of Z is defined as a mapping ¢ — E(Z’¢). Since X =
A+ BY for some K-Gaussian random vector, we have

Z'¢=p'd+ (AN ¢+ Y'B'A'¢p.
Since the expectation of Y is a zero mapping, we see that
E(Z) = ji+ (AN,

where p is identified with the mapping ¢ — p'¢. When p = 0 and A is identity,
this gives also that

so the first claim follows.
The K-covariance of Z is defined as a the covariance of W = Z — E(Z) = ABY
which is in turn the mapping

¢ = E(W'9) (W'¢) = E(¢' WIW'9).
Since
W'¢ =Y'(AB) ¢,
we have
(W'e)(W'¢) = ¢’ ABYY'B'A'¢,
This implies since the covariance of Y is an K-identity operator, that
Cov(Z) = ABCov(Y)B'A' = ABB'A".

Again, when A is an identity, this gives that the covariance of X is BB’ so the
latter claim follows. O
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Remark A.4. Note that this proof generalizes immediately to infinite dimensional
setting, as we will see in the succeeding section. The reason that the covariance of
Y is an identity in both real and complex case is the following.

When K = R this is well-known, however for K = C we can argue as follows.
For any complex vector z then z'z is real-valued and its real part is zng + 2] 21,
where R denotes real and I denotes imaginary. Now let X and Z be the real and

imaginary part of Y'¢.
X = '¢)r=(Yr+iY1) (¢or +1i01))r =Yg or + Y/ 1,
Z='¢)r = ((Yr+iY1) (dr +id1))1 = Y5 é1 + Y/ ér,

so both are R-linear transformations of real Gaussian random vector (Ygr,Y7).
Therefore, the expectation of (X, Z) is E[(X, Z)] =0 and the variance of X is

1
var(X) = BCov((Yr,Y7))B' = 5BBT,
where the matrix B is
B=(¢r ¢f),
therefore we have var(X) = %d)’(b We can similarly verify, that var(Z) = %d)’(b
Since E(Y'¢) (Y'¢) = var(X) + var(Z) = ¢'¢, we see that the covariance of Y is
complex identity. We used the real version to make the calculation easier.

A.1. Characteristic functions. Since the complex Gaussian random vectors is
defined as an affine transformations of complex Gaussian white noise and the k-
dimensional complex Gaussian white noise is isomorphic with scaled 2k-dimensional
real white noise, we can define the characteristic function via the following idea.

If Y is a discrete k-dimensional complex white noise, then Y = (Yg, Y7)/v/?2 is
discrete 2k-dimensional real white noise and its characteristic function is

Jy(9) = Eexp(i(¢'Y)) = Eexp(i(¢/Yr + ¢ Y1)/V2) = Eexp(iRe(Y'9)),
where again Re(+), denotes the real component.

Definition A.5. (Characteristic function of complex Gaussian random vector) As-
sume X := (X1,...,Xy) is a complex finite dimensional random vector. The func-
tion
Jx(¢) = Eexp(iRe(X'¢)),
where ¢ € C™ is the characteristic function of complex Gaussian random vector.
Note that via isomorphicity, the characteristic function fully determines the dis-
tribution [2].

Proposition A.6. The characteristic function of discrete k-dimensional complex
white noise Y is

1 1

Ty (9) = exp(=7¢'¢), = GXP(—Z|¢|2),
where |p]> = ¢'¢p = |p1|* + - + [dr]*.
Proof. This follows with a straightforward computation. The C-covariance Cov(Y
of Y = Yi +14Y7 is by definition %I@, so Yi and Y; are independent and Cov(YR) =
Cov(Y7) = %IR. Therefore

. , 1 1

Ty (¢) = Eexp(iY or)Eexp(iY]' ¢1) = exp(—;0rdr) exp(— 107 61)

= exp(— 1101,
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Proposition A.7. The characteristic function of X = AY + u, where Y is k-
dimensional complex white noise, A € C"** and p € C" is

. 1
Ix (¢) = exp(iRe(n'9) — 7¢'29),
where ¥ = AA’ is an self-adjoint matriz in C™*™,

Proof. Since iRe(X'¢) = iRe(u/'¢) + iRe((AY)'¢), we may assume that p = 0
without a restriction. Since (AY)'¢ = Y'A'¢ = Y'+), where ¢ = A’¢, the previous
proposition gives that

Tx(8) = Jy () = exp(~48) = exp(— 1 (A'6)' A9) = exp(~ 19'56),
which proves the claim. (I

Corollary A.8. The characteristic function of a compler Gaussian vector X is

. 1
Tx(6) = exp(iRe(B(X)'¢) — 56/ Cov(X)9),
and the expectation and the compler covariance fully determine the distribution.

Proof. This follows from previous results and the fact that Cov(Y) = 31 for the

complex white noise. (I

A.2. Densities for complex Gaussian vectors. By stating the density of the
complex Gaussian vector X we mean the non-negative function f > 0 such that

P(X € A) = / e € Alf()dz,
where the integral is understood as a Lebesgue (volume) integral on R?". Note
that not every complex Gaussian vector has a density in this sense. However,
every non-zero complex Gaussian vector has a C-affine subspace (potentially of
lower dimension) of C™ such that the distribution is supported on this subspace
and relative to that the subspace it has a density. The complex white noise itself
has a density in this sense.

In order to extend this to other complex Gaussian vectors, we first consider the
orthogonal and unitary transformations. These are given through the following
propositions.

Proposition A.9. The density function of discrete k-dimensional complex white
noise Y 1s

n

fr(z)=n"" exp(—2'2) =7~ exp(f|z|2),

for every z € CF.

Proof. Since Y is isomorphic to R?*-dimensional scaled white noise (Yg,Y7) and
the latter has a density on R?* since it is a vector of 2k independent Gaussian

random variables with zero mean and % variance. Therefore

Fovnyn (zry21) = [ (2m(1/2)) 72 (2m(1/2)) % exp ( %)

Jj=1

— " exp(—(2hzn + 27 21))

7" exp(—2'2).
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Proposition A.10. Suppose U € CF*F is a unitary and Y is a k-dimensional
Gaussian random vector with density. Then X = UY also has density and its
density s given by

fx(2) = fy (U'z),

for every z € CF.

Proof. This follows from the isomorphicity and the general transformation rule,
since U’ is the inverse matrix of U and the Jacobian determinant of the isomorphich
copy of U’ is identically one, since

Ur -U;

To(U) = det (UI U

) =det(UgUr + U] Ur) = det((U'U)g) = 1.
(I

Proposition A.11. Suppose U € C*** is a diagonal matriz U = diag(\1, . .., \)
and Y s discrete k-dimensional complex white noise Y. Then X = UY has a
density if and only if the determinant D = XAy ...\ # 0. In this case it is given by

fx(2) = |DI" fr(U™12),
for every z € CF.

Proof. Let us first assume D # 0. In this case X; = A;Y; for each j = 1,... k.
Moreover, the random variables X7i,..., X are independent. This implies that
each X; has a density function and the joint density is the product of the densities.

Fach Y; = )\]-_IX ; which is isomorphic to 2-dimensional real linear transforma-
tion: therefore,

Fx;(z5) = I v (23 25) = I 1 v (25/09)-

The isomorphicity is inside the first identity, since the Jacobian determinant is

det ((Aj_l)R (Aa‘_l)f)m — AP
A (A Yr 7
The claim follows by taking the products.

If D = 0, then at least one the A;’s is zero. Without a loss of generality, we
can for simplicity assume that Ay = 0. Then Y = (0,Y2,...,Y%) and hence Y is
supported on a hypersurface of at most £ — 1 complex dimensions. This already
implies that the density cannot exist. (]

Proposition A.12. Suppose A € C"*™ is a matriz, Y is discrete n-dimensional
complex white noise Y and p € C™. The complexr Gaussian vector X = AY + u has
a density if and only if A is invertible. When A is invertible, it is given by
fx(2) =7 "[det(B)| T2 exp(—(z — ) B™! (2 — p)),

for every z € C™, where B = AA’.
Proof. Without a restriction, we can assume p = 0. The matrix B is self-adjoint,
since B’ = (AA’) = AA’ = B, so it has a spectral decomposition B = UAU’ and
a self-adjoint square root VB := UVAU’, i.e. (\/E)’ =+/B and (\/E)2 = B. Note
that det(A) = detA so the invertibility encoded into the diagonal matrix.

Let Z = /BY. The characteristic function of Z is

J2(6) = exp(~ 3¢ VB(VB)'9)
= exp(~ 16/ BY) = exp(~ {6/ AX'9)



12 N. K. CHADA, P. PIIROINEN, AND L. ROININEN

so Z and X are identically distributed. Therefore, X has a density exactly when
Z has a density and in that case fx = fz. Moreover, since Z = U\/KU’Y, we
moreover see that Z and UvAY are identically distributed. This shows that

Fury(z) = 7D exp(~ (VA 2/ (VA 2)) = 7" |D| " exp(~ ('A2)),
where D = det(B) and thus
fz(z) = 77 "|D|™ exp(—((U'2) A™'U"2)) = n7"|D| ™" exp(—(2'B~ ")),
which proves the claim. (I

Now one can write the previous result directly with the general transformation
rule, but then the calculation of the determinant is more involved since we cannot
use the independence.

Corollary A.13. If the covariance of a complex Gaussian n-dimensional vector X
is invertible, then X has a density which is given by

fix(2) = (2m) ™" (det(Cov(X)))~? exp(~ 5 (2 ~ B(X)) Cov(X) ™ (= ~ E(X)
for every z € C™.

Proof. When X is discrete n-dimensional complex white noise, the Cov(X) = I¢/2,
so (det(Cov(X)))~'/2 = 2™ and therefore

7" = (27) " (det(Cov(X))) /2,

and

-1

exp(—z'z) = exp(—%z’Cov(X) z),

so the claim holds for the discrete complex white noise. The remaining case follows
from the previous proposition. (I

APPENDIX B. INFINITE-DIMENSIONAL ANALYSIS

In this Appendix we extend the results of the previous section towards the infinite
dimensional case, where the underlying spaces are taken to be the rapidly decreasing
functions . (C™) (or the compactly supported test functions Z(2)) and their dual
spaces .#'(C™) of tempered distributions (or the distributions 2'(£2)). In particular
these can be done on the spaces of linear operators L(.7(C"),.’(C™)) between the
dual spaces. For the time being we will denote these as Xc and X only to indicate
that these are C-linear vector spaces with regularity in the topology, such that we
can rigorously define the concepts. In particular this appendix concludes the result
of Theorem 3.1.

By defining a Gaussian random object on X¢ as generalized Gaussian random
variable X : (Q,.%,P) — (X(, B(X() via

w (@ (¢, X(w))aexay)

We will drop the spaces from the dual action for simplicity. We define the com-
plex Gaussian noise as Y on the underlying structure as such that for every finite
collection of “test functions” ¢, ..., ¢, the random object

Z:=(¢1,Y),.... (60, Y)),

is a complex Gaussian vector n C-dimensions. Moreover, the C-expectation E(Z)
of Z is (isomorphic) to zero vector and Cov(Z) is isomorphic to a C™*™-matrix

(3405, 10i)),
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where : X — X’ is the natural embedding of the “test function” space into its dual
space. In order to proceed we first need to “mimic” the definitions, but in infinite
dimensions.

Definition B.1. Suppose X is a X'-valued random object. It has an expectation
EX € X' if the following system of equations makes sense and has a unique solution

(¢, E(X)) =E(¢, X),
for every ¢ € X.

Definition B.2. Suppose X is a X'-valued random object. It has a covariance
Cov(X) € L(X,X’), if it has an expectation, the following system of equations
makes sense and has a unique solution

(¢, Cov(X)e) =E[(¢, W)[%,
for every ¢ € X and where W = X —EX.

Definition B.3. Suppose X is a X’-valued random object. The characteristic
function of X is a mapping Jx: X — C given by

Jx(¢) = Eexp(iRe({¢, X))).

We can verify that complex white noise Y has the expectation 0 € X’ and its

covariance Y is Cov(Y) = %L which we will later (incorrectly) call %I even though

it is not the identity in that sense, it would preserve the space. We can define the
general complex Gaussian object on X’ exactly as before.

Definition B.4. (Complex Gaussian object) Assume X is a X'-valued random
object. We say X is a complex Gaussian random object if it can be expressed in the
form

(B.1) X = p+ AY,
where p € X', A€ L(Y',X') and Y is a Y -valued complex white noise.

The main results generalize nearly verbatim, which are provided through the
following propositions,

Proposition B.5. Assume that X is a X'-valued complex Gaussian object. Sup-
pose A€ L(X',Z") andu € Z'. Then Z = p+ AX is a Z’'-Gaussian random object
with expectation

E(Z) = p+E(X).
It has covariance
Cov(Z) = ACov(X)A’,
where A’ = A" € L(Z,X).

Proposition B.6. The characteristic function of a complex Gaussian X'-valued
random object is

Jx(¢) = exp(iRe((¢, E(X))) — 5(¢, Cov(X)g)),

and the expectation and the complex covariance fully determine the distribution.
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B.1. Connection to radar equation. Let’s recall the radar equation (2.1) that
was written as

1
) = [ ente =) pitan) + VTE0).
0
In order to be precise, this should be understood as a cyclic convolution
zq:eq*uqu\/qu,

where given the covariance stucture of the p?, then z%, u?,£9 € X' are complex
Gaussian X’-valued random objects and X’ = 2'(T;C), the T standing for the
torus formed out of the interval [0, 1].

More precisely, we assume that the conditional distribution of u¢ given its co-
variance is known to be X, then pu?|X is a complex Gaussian X’-valued random
object with zero mean and random but given covariance X. Writing Ayn = €, *
we see that provided the convolution makes sense A, is a linear mapping form X’
to X’. Therefore, the conditional characteristic function of 29 is

qu\X((b) :eXp(*%<¢), A XA/ >7 _|¢| )

Note that this is an extension of the simplified model. In order to proceed, we
assume that the covariance operators is parametrized. More specifically,

N
X =X(0) = Y026, 0, s,

Jj=1

where {xj} , form a periodic, smooth partition of unity normalized in the L2-
sense.

This turns the bilinear form in the characteristic function into a bilinear matrix
form. This corresponds to the idea that the autocovariance function is “piecewise

constant”, with x; acting like a smooth indicator function. We will assume that the

set {x;}7_; is known and the parameter vector o® = (07,...,0%) is the unknown

replacing the full covariance operator X.
For this special case, the conditional characteristic (given o2) is

Jea102(6) = exp(~3(6, A,X (@) Ap0) — 10,

With a straight forward calculation (recalling A,n = ¢, * 1 is understood as a
mapping X’ — X’ and its dual as a mapping X — X), we see that

<¢7AX(O—2 A/ ZO—Q| ¢7ALX]>| .
Using ¢ = ¢1 & ¢2 and summing up the previous identity 1mphes

(61, A X (02) Ay ) Zo— (61, Agx; ) (02, Agin ), Za (61, Agix; ) (92 Agins )-

j=1 j=1

Therefore, if we use a discrete dimensional complex Gaussian

= (2%(¢1), ..., 2%(om)),

as a discrete observation from the measurement device, then
. 1
Jry102(6) = exp(Re(B(Y, | 02)9) — 56/ Cov(¥y | 6*)9).

Linearity implies that
E(Y,|o%) =0,
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therefore,
M —_
¢'Cov(Yy|o®)p =D E(es, 27)(;, 2%)).
i,j=1
Using complex polarization, namely by calculating
E|((¢i + pos), 27)|* = (i + pos) , (A X (02) AL +T) (¢ + po;) ),
for p e {1,—1,i,—i} we find that

E((¢i, 27)( 95, 27)) = (i, (A X (0?) A, + T)g;)

o iy Agixr )b, Agxi)

M= 11

o7 Aquxi(Aqixe) di + T

=
Il
—

N
gb; ( Z U%AqLXk)(;CL/A; + T)(,bz

k=1

Interpreting this generalized covariance operator as an complex covariance operator
of complex Gaussian vector, the density of Y, |2 is as a function of o2 seen to be
proportional to an affine transform of the inverse Wishart distribution. The density
function of inverse Wishart distribution W=1(¥, v) is

1
02| P2 exp(—an(Wo2)),

where U is positive definite p x p scale matrix and v > p—1 is the degrees of freedom.
The U is constructed from the observations (the actions of the measurement to
the test functions). If we write this out explicitly we can get a representation
for the posteriori distribution of the covariance of the signal. In the special case
of Theorem 3.2, the |o|? is constant and we can use a special smooth partition
of unity that is obtained with a single y; so that the all the others are periodic
translates of this x; = 77(x1) with 77 representing the 4t iterate of the single
translate operation and which are rescaled to correspond to the discretization of
the measured signal. Moreover, since translation commute with convolutions, we
see that covariance operator for the disretization of the following quadratic form

(B.2) o / o 18 [2(8)| G(2) 2dt.

where T denotes the one-dimensional torus that is isomorphic with the half-open
interval [0, 27) just as in the equation (2.7) in Definition 2.4.
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