
ar
X

iv
:2

40
7.

00
24

0v
1 

 [
m

at
h.

ST
] 

 2
8 

Ju
n 

20
24

Exact mean and covariance formulas after diagonal transformations

of a multivariate normal
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Abstract

Consider X ∼ N (0,Σ) and Y = (f1(X1), f2(X2), . . . , fd(Xd)). We call this a diagonal transforma-
tion of a multivariate normal. In this paper we compute exactly the mean vector and covariance matrix
of the random vector Y . This is done two different ways: One approach uses a series expansion for the
function fi and the other a transform method. We compute several examples, show how the covariance
entries can be estimated, and compare the theoretical results with numerical ones.

Keywords: Nonparanormal distribution; Marginal transformation; Copula model; First and second
moments; Covariance estimation

1 Introduction

In 1958, Kruskal considered the following problem [9]:

Let ρxy be the correlation of two bivariate normal variables X and Y , and now apply a transfor-
mation to each variable, such that the resulting marginals are uniform on [−1, 1]. What is the
new correlation between X ′ and Y ′, ρ′xy?

and found—using rather complicated geometric arguments about quadrants—that ρ′xy = 6
π arcsin (ρxy/2).

This was again stated in [4], and eventually became a classic result of multivariate statistics. But how can
this be proven in a more direct way?

In this paper, we consider a broader problem: Consider X ∼ N (0,Σ) and Y = (f1(X1), f2(X2), . . . , fd(Xd).
We call this a diagonal transformation of a multivariate normal (this process may also be referred to as a
marginal transformation, and Y is sometimes called a nonparanormal distribution [12]), and then ask: What
are the mean vector and covariance matrix of the random vector Y ?

To fully specify the problem, it remains to specify the set of functions {fi}. In previous work, we computed
the mean and covariance exactly for a limited set of functions [16]. There, the functions were assumed to
satisfy three constraints: (1) each transformation function is the same for all variables, i.e., f = fi = fj ∀i, j;
(2) f is odd; and (3) f has uniformly bounded derivatives at 0. In the current work, all of these assumptions
are relaxed: the functions can be different and can be odd, even, or a mix. If the transformation function fi
is smooth, then we require |f (a)

i (0)| ≤ Ci K
a
i for some constants Ci,Ki and for all a. But the fi can also be

given as the transform (Fourier or Laplace) of some function in L2. In this way, the theory accommodates
discontinuous functions and those with unbounded derivatives.
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Our motivation to compute moments of such distributions originally came from the fields of measure trans-
port [1] and learning probabilistic graphical models [12]. If we write Y ∼ π, then π = D♯L♯η, where D
is a (possibly nonlinear) diagonal map of the form D(x) = (f1(x1), . . . , fd(xd)), L is a linear map, and
η = N (0, Id). The distribution L♯η = N (0,Σ) is multivariate Gaussian; its graph (of conditional indepen-
dence) is revealed by the sparsity of Σ−1 (Xi and Xj are conditionally independent if and only if Σ−1

ij = 0).
A diagonal nonlinear map D does not change the graph, but yields a potentially highly non-Gaussian dis-
tribution; see Section 3.2 in [1]. So distributions of this type are common test cases for non-Gaussian
graph learning algorithms. They also provide a type of copula-like description of multivariate distributions:
interactions (marginal and conditional independence) are specified through the covariance or the precision
(or both [3]), while marginal behavior is determined with the transformation functions fi.

More broadly, the field of covariance and precision matrix estimation is active and diverse. Recent advance-
ments include high-dimensional covariance estimation with relaxations of sub-Gaussian assumptions [10] and
for adaptive filtering [7], optimal covariance estimation with multi-fidelity samples [14], differentially private
estimators in the small sample regime [2], optimal precision estimation for compositional data [20], and
fast multipole methods for spatially correlated data assimilation [6], to name just a few. In general, such
estimation methods fundamentally rely on samples; any full-fledged estimator is accompanied by sample
size considerations. In contrast, the current paper computes the covariance exactly (without samples), but
instead assumes that the Gaussian covariance Σ and the set of transformation functions are known.

The main contribution of this paper gives an explicit series expansion for the covariance between transformed
variables Yi and Yj given by τij := E[YiYj ]−E[Yi]E[Yj ] in terms of the original covariance between zero-mean
Gaussian variables Xi and Xj given by σij := E[XiXj ]. For many transformation functions examined here,
this series expansion collapses back down to a single closed-form expression; in other cases, we are left with
a convergent series such that τij can be approximately computed to high numerical precision with just a few
terms. So this theory is particularly useful for applications, including those above, for which we may have
good estimates of σij and fi, fj , but are potentially faced with limited samples from the joint distribution
of Y .

In any case, one may wish to compute the moments of a nonparanormal distribution, just as Kruskal did
nearly 70 years ago. We develop general theory for any functions within the given classes, as well as specific
results for that classic problem along with many other examples.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. Section 2 establishes some notation and initial formulas
for the transformed moments after a general transformation. This section relies on simply the definition of
moments, Gaussian kernels, and some changes in the order of integration. Section 3 shows the series approach
for smooth functions and several examples, while section 4 shows the transform approach for functions given
as Fourier or Laplace transforms. This section also includes functions that are given as Fourier series; the
theory here includes a bit of both the series and transform methods. Then, section 5 provides general bounds
of estimates for τij in terms of σij . Section 6 is a glossary of basic properties of the transformed moments,
along with a table of some known transformations (for fi = fj) of common functions. Section 7 provides
several numerical examples, first for many cases in which theoretical and empirical results strongly agree,
and also for some cases in which the empirical results suffer due to sample size and the behavior of the
particular function. Section 8 concludes the paper with some discussion and ideas for extensions.

2 Moments after general transformation

Let σij be the covariance between zero-mean Gaussian variables Xi and Xj . Note σii = σ2
i , where σi is the

standard deviation of Xi. We are interested in the mean vector and covariance matrix of the transformed
random vector Y = (f1(X1), f2(X2), . . . , fd(Xd)) where we emphasize that each fi may be a distinct function.
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We assume first that each fi is such that for any positive a,
∫ ∞

−∞
|fi(x)|e−ax2

dx < ∞. (2.1)

It is straightforward to verify that the mean of the transformed random variables is given by

νi := E[Yi] =
1√

2 π σii

∫ ∞

−∞
fi(x) e

(−x2/2σii) dx,

and that the covariance entries for i 6= j are

τij = c

∫ ∞

−∞

∫ ∞

−∞
fi(x)fj(w)e

− σjjx2

2d e
σijxw

d e−
σiiw

2

2d dx dw − νiνj , (2.2)

where d = σiiσjj − σ2
ij (d > 0) and c = 1

d1/22π
.

For i = j, the variance τii of the variable Yi is

1√
2 π σii

∫ ∞

−∞
fi(x)

2e(−x2/2σii)dx− ν2i , (2.3)

which is clear from the definition or can be seen from the formula above using a limiting argument making
use of the one-dimensional heat kernel. (To see this, let σij = σii, complete the square in the exponential
arguments, and you are left with a heat kernel expression that can be evaluated as σjj approaches σii.)

It is useful to point out that the above formula (2.2) implies that if fi is an odd function and fj even then
the above integral is zero. This means that if we decompose fi and fj into odd and even parts as

fi = fio + fie, fj = fjo + fje,

then τij is the same as

τij = c

∫ ∞

−∞

∫ ∞

−∞
(fio(x)fjo(w) + fie(x)fje(w))e

− σjjx2

2d e
σijxw

d e−
σiiw

2

2d dx dw − νiνj . (2.4)

Thus, the covariance splits nicely into a sum of the covariances from the odd and even parts of the two
functions.

3 Smooth functions: A series approach

In this section we compute the covariance for certain smooth functions without making use of (2.2). The
main result using this approach is Theorem 3.3 and the formula provided is valid for all i and j.

Our goal is to compare the τij with that of σij . We show how one can write τij as a power series in σij . In
the case of polynomials the series is finite and easy to write down.

Let fi be a smooth function of x with derivatives at 0 satisfying the condition

|f (a)
i (0)| ≤ CiK

a
i (3.1)

for some constants Ci and Ki and with Taylor series

fi(x) =
∑

a

f
(a)
i (0)

a!
xa.
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We will also repeatedly use the fact that the moments of a zero mean Gaussian random variable Xi with
variance σii are

Eρ[X
k
i ] =







0, k odd,

σ
k/2
ii (k − 1)!!, k even.

(3.2)

In the next three subsections, we show how to compute univariate moments, mixed moments, and provide
several examples.

3.1 Univariate moments after transformation

Directly we have that the first moment of Yi is

νi := Eπ(Yi) = Eρ [fi(Xi)] = E

[ ∞
∑

k=0

f
(k)
i (0)

k!
Xk

i

]

=

∞
∑

k=0

f
(k)
i (0)

k!
E
[

Xk
i

]

=

∞
∑

k=0
even k

f
(k)
i (0)(k − 1)!!

k!
σ
k/2
ii . (3.3)

The second moment is

τii := Eπ(Yi − νi)
2 = Eρ

[

(fi(Xi)− νi)
2
]

= E

[ ∞
∑

k=0

f
(k)
i (0)

k!
Xk

i

∞
∑

l=0

f
(l)
i (0)

l!
X l

i

]

− ν2i

=

∞
∑

k=0

∞
∑

l=0

f
(k)
i (0)f

(l)
i (0)

k!l!
E
[

Xk+l
i

]

− ν2i

=

∞
∑

k=0

∞
∑

l=0
k+l even

f
(k)
i (0)f

(l)
i (0)(k + l − 1)!!

k!l!
σ
(k+l)/2
ii − ν2i . (3.4)

In the next subsection, we will simplify the above in the general case for mixed moments.

3.2 Mixed moments after transformation

We compute the mixed moments as

τij := (Σπ)ij = Eπ [(Yi − νi)(Yj − νj)] = Eρ [fi(Xi)fj(Xj)]− νij (3.5)

= Eρ

[ ∞
∑

k=0

∞
∑

l=0

f i(k)(0)f j(l)(0)

k!l!
Xk

i X
l
j

]

− νij (3.6)

=
∞
∑

k=0

∞
∑

l=0

f
(k)
i (0)f

(l)
j (0)

k!l!
Eρ

[

Xk
i X

l
j

]

− νij . (3.7)

where we also set νij := νiνj .

Let’s check that the series above converges.
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Lemma 3.1. Suppose that the derivatives of each fi satisfy (3.1). Then the series

∞
∑

k=0

∞
∑

l=0

f
(k)
i (0)f

(l)
j (0)

k!l!
Eρ

[

Xk
i X

l
j

]

converges.

Proof. Consider
∞
∑

k=0

∞
∑

l=0

f
(k)
i (0)f

(l)
j (0)

k!l!
Eρ

[

Xk
i X

l
j

]

(3.8)

for fixed i and j, and first write

Eρ

[

Xk
i X

l
j

]

=

∫

Xk
i X

l
jρ(X)dX.

By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, this square of this expectation is bounded by the product of integrals:

(∫

Xk
i X

l
jρ(X)dX

)2

≤
(∫

X2k
i ρ(X)dX

)(∫

X2l
j ρ(X)dX

)

≤ σk
ii(2k − 1)!!σl

jj(2l − 1)!!.

Next, let M be a bound on σii for all i, and suppose |f (k)
i (0)| ≤ C Nk for all i and k. Then we have that

the sum (3.8) is bounded by a constant times

∑

k=0

(MN)k((2k − 1)!!)1/2

k!

∑

l=0

(MN)l((2l − 1)!!)1/2

l!

Note (2k − 1)!! = (2k−1)!
(k−1)!2k−1 = (2k)!

k!2k . We can take one of the sums above:

∑

k=0

(MN)k

k!

(

(2k)!

k!2k

)1/2

which easily converges by the ratio test. Thus the product of both sums converges, and the proof is complete.

Next, based on Wick’s theorem [19], or Isserlis’s counting theorem [8], we also obtain an explicit formula for
the second-order mixed moments of Gaussian random variables:

Eρ[X
p
i X

q
j ] =











0, p+ q odd,

∑0
k=p
by −2

(p− k − 1)!!
(

p
k

)(

q
k

)

k!(q − k − 1)!!σ
(p−k)/2
ii σk

ijσ
(q−k)/2
jj , p+ q even.

(3.9)

As a final piece of the set up, we introduce a new function

Fki(x) =
∑

u≥0

f
(2u+k)
i (0)

u!
xu

and also Gkij(x) = Fki(σiix)Fkj(σjjx).

Lemma 3.2. The mean of the transformed variable Yi is νi = F0i(σii/2).
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Proof.

νi =
∑

k even

f (k)(0)σ
k/2
ii (k − 1)!!

=
∑

s

f (2s)(0)

(2s)!
σs
ii(2s− 1)!!

=
∑

s

f (2s)(0)

s!

(σii

2

)s

= F0i(σii/2).

Corollary 1. From this it immediately follows that νij = νiνj = G0ij(1/2).

The theorem below yields the power series expansion for τij . The proof of the theorem shows how to explicity
construct the power series.

Theorem 3.3. Let fi be a function with derivatives satisfying (3.1), with Taylor series

fi(x) =
∑

a

f
(a)
i (0)

a!
xa.

Define Fki and Gkij the same as above, that is, as

Fki(x) =
∑

u≥0

f
(2u+k)
i (0)

u!
xu

and Gkij(x) = Fki(σiix)Fkj(σjjx). Then σij is transformed to

τij =
∑

k≥1

Gkij(1/2)
σk
ij

k!
.

Proof.

Eρ[fi(Xi)fj(Xj)] + νij = E





∑

p≥0

∑

q≥0

f
(p)
i (0)f

(q)
j (0)

p!q!
Xp

i X
q
j





=
∑

p≥0

∑

q≥0

f
(p)
i (0)f

(q)
j (0)

p!q!
E
[

Xp
i X

q
j

]

Now we use the result by Wick’s theorem, Eq. 3.9:

Eρ[fi(Xi)fj(Xj)] =
∑

p≥0

∑

q≥0
p+q even

f
(p)
i (0)f

(q)
j (0)

p!q!

0
∑

k=p
by −2

(p− k − 1)!!

(

p

k

)(

q

k

)

k!(q − k − 1)!!σ
(p−k)/2
ii σk

ijσ
(q−k)/2
jj

=

∞
∑

k=0

σk
ij

k!

∑

p≥k

∑

q≥k
p+q even

f
(p)
i (0)f

(q)
j (0)σ

(p−k)/2
ii σ

(q−k)/2
jj

k!2(p+q)/2−k((p− k)/2)!((q − k)/2)!
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Reindex by p− k = 2m, q − k = 2n, then the sums separate and the kth coefficient is:

∑

m≥0

f
(2m+k)
i (0)

2mm!
σm
ii

∑

n≥0

f
(2n+k)
j (0)

2nn!
σn
jj .

Recall Fki(σiix) =
∑∞

u=0
f
(2u+k)
i

u! xuσu
ii so that F

(l)
ki (0) = f

(2l+k)
i (0)σl

ii, and so the coefficient is

∑

m

F
(m)
ki (0)

2mm!
σm
ii

∑

n

F
(n)
kj (0)

2nn!
σn
ii = Fki(σii/2)Fkj(σjj/2) = Gkij(1/2).

At this point, we have

τij + νij =

∞
∑

k=0

Gkij(1/2)
σk
ij

k!
.

But, by Lemma 3.2, νij is the 0th order term in the sum, so

τij =
∞
∑

k=1

Gkij(1/2)
σk
ij

k!
.

3.3 Examples, series approach

This first example compares the two computations of the transformed mean when fi = cosx.

Example 3.1 (Mean, fi = cosx.). First, we can compute the mean term directly:

νi =

∞
∑

k=0

f (k)

k!
Eρ[X

k
i ]

=
∑

k even

f (k)

k!
σ
k/2
ii (k − 1)!!

=
∑

l

f (2l)

(2l)!
σl
ii(2l − 1)!!

=
∑

l=0

(−σii/2)
l

l!

= e−σii/2.

But we could also simply compute this term using Lemma 3.2:

F0i(x) =
∑

u≥0

f
(2u)
i (0)xu

u!

=
∑

u≥0

(−x)u

u!
= e−x.

So νi = F0i(σii/2) = e−σii/2.

For this same function let us now compute τij .
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Example 3.2 (Covariance, fi = fj = cosx.). Here Fki(x) = (−1)k/2ex if k is even, and 0 otherwise, so
Gkij(1/2) = e−(σii+σjj)/2 if k is even, and 0 otherwise. Thus

τij =
∑

k≥1
k even

Gkij(1/2)
σk
ij

k!

= e−(σii+σjj )/2
∑

k≥1
k even

σk
ij

k!

= e−(σii+σjj )/2(coshσij − 1).

Example 3.3 (f = x3+x2+x). We again compute the covariance entries τij both ways, first directly (without
the use of the previous theorem) and second with Theorem 3.3.

In this example, f (0)(0) = 0, f (1)(0) = 1, f (2)(0) = 2, f (3)(0) = 6, and all higher derivatives are 0. Let’s
compute the mean term first.

νi =
∑

k

f (k)(0)

k!
Eρ[X

k
i ] =

∑

k even

f (k)(0)

k!
σ
k/2
ii (k − 1)!!

= 0 +
2

2!
σii + 0 . . .

= σii.

Next, the diagonal term of the new covariance, τii, is:

τii + νii =
∑

k

∑

l

f (k)(0)f (l)(0)

k!l!
Eρ[X

k+l
i ], k + l even

= Eρ[X
2
i ] +

2 · 6
1!3!

Eρ[X
4
i ] +

2 · 2
2!2!

Eρ[X
4
i ] +

2 · 62
3!3!

Eρ[X
6
i ]

= σii + 9σ2
ii + 15σ3

ii.

Subtracting off the mean-squared term, we have

τii = σii + 8σ2
ii + 15σ3

ii.

Next, we find the off-diagonals of Σπ, τij :

τij + νij =
∑

k

σk
ij

k!

∑

n=0

f (2n+p)(0)

2nn!
σn
ii

∑

m=0

f (2m+p)(0)

2mm!
σm
jj

= 1 ∗
(

(

f (2)(0)

2

)2

σiiσjj

)

+ σ1
ij ∗

(

f (1)(0)
f (3)(0)

2
σ1
jj +

f (3)(0)

2
f (3)(0)σ1

ii +
(

f (3)(0)22σiiσjj

)2
)

+ . . .

+
σ2
ij

2
∗
(

(f (2)(0))2
)

+
σ3
ij

6

(

(f (3))2
)

= σiiσjj + σij + 3σiiσij + 3σjjσij + 2σ2
ij + 9σiiσjjσij + 6σ3

ij

and so,
τij = σij + 3σiiσij + 3σjjσij + 2σ2

ij + 9σiiσjjσij + 6σ3
ij

where, in the last line, we used νij = σiiσjj . Also, setting i = j recovers the result for the diagonal entries.
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On the other hand, we can compute all of the above from Lemma 3.2 and Theorem 3.3. Here F0i(x) = 2x,
and so νi = 2σii/2 = σii.

For the mixed moment, we have

F1i(x) = 1 + 6x, F2i(x) = 2, F3i(x) = 6

and thus
G1ij(1/2) = (1 + 3σii)(1 + 3σjj), G2ij(1/2) = 4, G3ij(1/2) = 36

and from this,

τij =
∑

k≥1

Gkij(1/2)
σk
ij

k!

= (1 + 3σii)(1 + 3σjj)σij + 4
σ2
ij

2!
+ 36

σ3
ij

3!

= (1 + 3σii + 3σjj + 9σiiσjj)σij + 2σ2
ij + 6σ3

ij

which matches what we found through direct computation above.

4 Other descriptions of covariance entries via transforms

In this section we show in three different ways how the transformed σij is explicitly written in terms of
original transformation functions. We make use of the Fourier transform, the Fourier series and the Laplace
transform of the coordinate-wise transformation functions.

4.1 The Fourier transform

Let

fj(x) = ĝj(x) =
1

2π

∫ ∞

−∞
gj(y)e

−i x y dy,

where g is assumed to be in L2(−∞,∞).

We recall that the inverse transform is given by the formula

gj(x) = f̌j(x) =

∫ ∞

−∞
fj(y)e

i x y dy,

and for later use note that
ˆ̂g(x) =

1

2π
g(−x).

Substituting

fi(x) =
1

2π

∫ ∞

−∞
gi(y)e

−i x y dy, fj(w) =
1

2π

∫ ∞

−∞
gj(z)e

−iw z dz,

in (2.2) and changing the order of integration yields

τij =
1

4π2

∫ ∞

−∞

∫ ∞

−∞
gi(y) gj(z) (e

−y z σij − 1) e(−y2σii−z2σjj )/2 dydz. (4.1)

Let us now show how (4.1) can also yield a nice series expansion for τij .
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Theorem 4.1. Let fi and fj be in L2(−∞,∞) with inverse transform gi and gj and with i 6= j. Suppose both
gi and gj are bounded by a constant N. Define

F ∗
ki(x) =

1

2π
(−i)k

∫ ∞

−∞
gi(y) y

ke−y2xdy

and
G∗

kij = F ∗
ki(σiix)F

∗
kj(σjjx)

Then

τij =
∞
∑

k=1

G∗
kij(1/2)(σij)

k

k!
.

Proof. Expanding the middle exponential in (4.1)yields

τij =
1

4π2

∑

k≥1

(−σij)
k

k!

∫ ∞

−∞

∫ ∞

−∞
gi(y) gj(z) y

kzk e(−y2σii−z2σjj)/2 dydz.

We need to show convergence of this sum. The integral

∫ ∞

−∞
gi(y) y

k e(−y2σii)/2 dy

is at most

2N

∫ ∞

0

yk e(−y2σii)/2 dy

If k is even this is
2N(k − 1)!!σ

(−(k+1)/2)
ii .

If k is odd this is at most
2N2(k−1)/2((k − 1)/2)!σ

(−(k+1)/2)
ii

With these estimates we have that convergence holds as long as
σ2
ij

σiiσjj
< 1.

Note that when i = j, τii can be computed either with (2.3) or (4.1), and in some cases, the series expansion
above may also hold.

To show that this agrees with our previous result assuming the Fourier transform representation as above
and assuming that our gis have compact support, we note that

f
(2u+k)
j (x) =

(−i)k

2π

∫ ∞

−∞
gj(y)(−1)uy2u+ke−i x y dy

and

f
(2u+k)
j (0) =

(−i)k

2π

∫ ∞

−∞
gj(y)(−1)uy2u+k dy.

Thus using our recipe we find that

Fkj(x) =
(−i)k

2π

∫ ∞

−∞
gj(y) y

k e−y2 x dy

10



and

Gkij(x) =
(−1)k

4π2

∫ ∞

−∞

∫ ∞

−∞
gi(y) gj(z) y

kzk e(−y2σii−z2σjj)x dydz.

Thus we have that F ∗
kj = Fkj , G∗

kij = Gkij and

τij =
1

4π2

∫ ∞

−∞

∫ ∞

−∞
gi(y) gj(z) (exp(−y z σij)− 1) e(−y2σii−z2σjj)/2 dydz.

The careful reader may wonder why the condition of compact support was required instead of the possibly
weaker condition of (3.1)

∣

∣

∣

(−i)k

2π

∫ ∞

−∞
gl(y)y

k dy
∣

∣

∣ ≤ ClM
k
l .

This is because requiring the above estimate implies that fl is a entire function of exponential type and
thus has an inverse transform with compact support and thus the conditions are equivalent. However, the
formula (4.1) easily extends to distributions with compact support, for example, any distribution that is the
sum of Dirac deltas.

4.1.1 Examples, Fourier transform

Here is a simple example that uses the formula 4.1.

Example 4.1 (Gaussian function). Let gi(x) = e−
ax2

2 and gj(x) = e−
bx2

2 with a, b positive. Here

fi(x) =
1√
2π a

e−
x2

2a , fj(x) =
1√
2π b

e−
x2

2b .

We note that this pair of functions does not satisfy (3.1) and thus the method of the previous section does
not apply.

But with our integral formula we have

τij =
1

4π2

∫ ∞

−∞

∫ ∞

−∞
e−

ay2

2 e−
bz2

2 (e−y z σij − 1) e(−y2σii−z2σjj)/2 dydz

or

τij =
1

4π2

∫ ∞

−∞

∫ ∞

−∞
(e−y z σij − 1) e(−(a+σii)y

2−(b+σjj)z
2/2 dydz

which is the same as

1

4π2

∫ ∞

−∞

∫ ∞

−∞
(e(−y z σij) e(−(a+σii)y

2−(b+σjj)z
2)/2 dydz − 1

4π2

∫ ∞

−∞

∫ ∞

−∞
e(−(a+σii)y

2−(b+σjj)z
2)/2 dydz.

But the integral on the left corresponds to integrating exp (− 1
2x

TAx) with

A =





a+ σii −σij

−σij b+ σjj





and thus the integral is
1

2π
((a+ σii)(b + σjj)− σ2

ij)
−1/2.

One can compute the integral on the right in the same way to find that

τij =
1

2π
(((a+ σii)(b + σjj)− σ2

ij)
−1/2 − ((a+ σii)(b + σjj))

−1/2).

11



Next is an example that illustrates the series in theorem 4.1. The transform takes continuous data and maps
it to binary values, as might occur during classification or other discrete tasks.

Example 4.2 (Charateristic function). Let f = fi = fj = χ[−1,1], that is, the function that is 1 for values

between 1 and −1 and zero otherwise. Suppose also that σii = σjj = 1. In this case g(y) = 2 sin y
y . So we

have that

τij =
1

π2

∫ ∞

−∞

∫ ∞

−∞

sin y

y

sin z

z
(exp(−y z σij)− 1) e−(y2+z2)/2 dydz.

Expanding the (exp(−y z σij)− 1) term and using the fact that sin y/y is an even function we have that this
is the same as

1

π2

∞
∑

k=1

σ2k
ij

2k!

(∫ ∞

−∞
sin y y2k−1e−y2/2dy

)2

.

Now

F2k,j(1/2) =
(−1)k

2π

∫ ∞

−∞
sin y y2k−1 e−y2/2 dy

and the integral above is known to be
√
πH2k−1(

1√
2
)/(

√
e 2k−1), where Hn is the Hermite polynomial of

order degree n and normalized with leading coefficient 2n. Thus our final answer is

1

π e

∞
∑

k=1

σ2k
ij

2k! 22k−2
(H2k−1(1/

√
2))2.

The first two terms of this are

1

π e

(

σ2
ij

2!
(H1(1/

√
2))2 +

σ4
ij

4 4!
(H3(1/

√
2))2 + · · ·

)

=
1

π e
(σ2

ij +
σ4
ij

3
+ · · · ).

The series above converges, as we know, for |σij | < 1, but this can also be seen by using the asymptotic
expansion for the Hermite polynomials. The series is easy to compute using something like mathematica.
For i = j one can use formula (2.3) and find that the answer to be Φ(1/

√
2) − Φ(1/

√
2)2 where Φ(z) =

2√
π

∫ z

0 e−t2dt, (the error function) which is around 0.22.

Example 4.3 (Identity on an interval). f = fi = fj = x if −1 < x < 1 and 0 otherwise and assume that
σii = σjj = 1. Then

g(y) = 2i

(

sin y − y cos y

y2

)

.

Since g is odd and using the same approach as above we must compute

∫ ∞

−∞

sin y − y cos y

y2
y2k+1 e−y2/2 dy.

If k = 0, then we have
∫ ∞

−∞

sin y − y cos y

y
e−y2/2 dy,

or by direct computation

πΦ(1/
√
2)− (

2π

e
)1/2,

where Φ(z) = 2√
π

∫ z

0
e−t2dt, is the error function. For k > 1 the integral is

∫ ∞

−∞
(sin y − y cos y) y2k−1 e−y2/2 dy

12



=

∫ ∞

−∞
sin y y2k−1 e−y2/2 dy −

∫ ∞

−∞
cos y y2k e−y2/2 dy.

Both of the last two integrals can be written in terms of Hermite polynomials to find that the above is

(−1)k+12−k+1

√

2π

e
(2k − 1)H2k−2(1/

√
2). (4.2)

This gives a series of

1

π2

(

πΦ(1/
√
2)−

(

2π

e

)1/2
)2

σij +
2

πe

∞
∑

k=2

σ2k+1
ij (2k − 1)2

(2k + 1)!22k−2
H2k−2(1/

√
2)2.

For i = j, (2.3) gives τii = Φ(1/
√
2)−

√

2
πe ≈ 0.20.

Example 4.4. [Normal to uniform] Here we compute the covariance for the case when σii = σjj = 1 and

fi(x) = fj(x) = f(x) =
1√
2π

∫ x

−∞
e−t2/2.

This is the cumulative distribution function of a univariate normal, so this maps each marginal to uniform

on [0, 1]. In the principle-valued sense the corresponding g is given by e−y2/2

−iy − 1
2δ0. The delta part does not

contribute to the computation and thus

τij =
1

4π2

∫ ∞

−∞

∫ ∞

−∞

e−y2/2

iy

e−z2/2

iz
(e−y z σij − 1) e(−y2 −z2)/2 dydz.

If we think of τij as a function of σij and differentiate we find that the derivative is given by

1

4π2

∫ ∞

−∞

∫ ∞

−∞
e−y2/2e−z2/2 e−y z σij e(−y2−z2)/2 dydz.

From our previous computation we know this is

1

2π
(4 − σ2

ij)
−1/2.

By integrating this yields the formula

τij =
1

2π
arcsin

σij

2
.

To connect back to Kruskal’s result, since we already assumed σii = σjj = 1, then the correlation ρij = σij .
Now, if we instead take the transformation to be be uniform on [−1, 1], we would find τij = 1

π arcsin
σij

2 =
1
π arcsin

ρij

2 and that the variance of each is τii = 1/6. Thus the correlation is

ρ′ij =
τij√
τiiτjj

=
6

π
arcsin

ρij
2
.

4.2 Fourier series

We now assume that our functions fi are given by a Fourier series

fi(x) =

K
∑

−K

ain e
inx

13



where

ain =
1

2π

∫ 2π

0

fi(x) e
−inx dx.

We now follow the same process of the previous subsection. We only sketch the details since the proof uses
the same idea. (In fact the following theorem relies on the series method of Section 3, but the proof resembles
that of the the transform method, so we include it here.)

Theorem 4.2. Suppose the functions fi have Fourier series of the above form. Then

τij =
∑

n

∑

m

ain a
j
m(e−nmσij − 1) e−

1
2 (n

2σ2
ii+m2σ2

jj ).

Proof. We only note that

f
(2u+k)
i (0) =

∑

n

ain(−i)2u+kn2u+k

and then the argument is essentially the same as in the Fourier transform case.

Example 4.5. Let fi = fj = sinx+ sin 2x. Then

a−2 =
−1

2i
, a−1 =

−1

2i
, a1 =

1

2i
, a2 =

1

2i
.

Hence

τij = sinh(4 σij)e
−2(σ2

ii+σ2
jj) + sinh(2 σij)e

−(2σ2
ii+σ2

jj/2) + sinh(2 σij)e
−(σ2

ii/2+2σ2
jj ) + sinhσije

−(σ2
ii+σ2

jj)/2.

4.3 The Laplace transform

Theorem 4.3. Let

fi(x) =

∫ ∞

0

gi(t)e
−xtdt.

We assume that gi has compact support. Then there exists Ci and Mi such that

∫ ∞

0

|gi(t) tk|e−xtdt ≤ CiM
k
i

for all i and k. It follows that

τij =

∫ ∞

0

∫ ∞

0

gi(t1) gj(t2) (e
−t1 t2 σij − 1) e−(t1σii+t2σjj )/2 dt1dt2.

We leave the proof to the reader as it is the same as in the previous two cases. (The reason for the compact
support condition to to guarantee that the Laplace transform is defined for all x.)

* * *

To summarize so far, we have (1) formulas for smooth functions whose derivatives satisfy (3.1) that yields a
nice power series expansion for τij in terms of σij and (2) an integral representation for functions that are
Fourier transforms with a series expression whose coefficients are made up of integrals. In the latter case,
the transform functions may be discontinuous.

If fi is a polynomial, then the series method is very convenient. If fi is the Fourier or Laplace transform
of some known function, then the transform method is convenient. If fi(x) = sinx/x, either method can

14



be used since in this case, the derivatives at zero are bounded by 1 and fi is the Fourier transform of a
characteristic function.

Before we end this section, we should point out that (2.2) tells us that if fn is a sequence of functions that
approaches f in any reasonable sense (pointwise, L1 sense) then the corresponding (tij)n approach τij . Thus
one can always use an approximation that satisfies the conditions of one of our methods to approximate τij .

5 Estimating the covariance entries

In certain applications it is important to have estimates for τij in terms of the σij . See for example [1]. We
will consider these in two different ways, one using the techniques of the power series approach and the other
using the Fourier transform.

Theorem 5.1. Let f = fi = fj satisfy the condition 3.1 with constants C and M. Then

τij = G1ij(1/2)σij +
1

2
G2ij(1/2)σ

2
ij +O(σ3

ij).

Here the constant for the O estimate depends only on f, σii, and σjj .

Proof. We have

τij −G1ij(1/2)σij −
1

2
G2ij(1/2)σ

2
ij =

∑

k≥3

Gkij(1/2)σ
k
ij

k!
.

Now Fkij(x) =
∑

u
f(2u+k)(0)xu

u! and is thus bounded by CMkeM
2x. This yields a bound of

C2eM
2(σii+σjj)/2

∑

k≥3

M2k |σij |k
k!

for the right-hand side of the above displayed equation. Since |σij | is bounded by N = max{σii, σjj} we can
conclude that for our error term we have a bound of

1

6
σ3
ij C

2 M6 eM
2(σii+σjj )/2 eNM2

.

If we know more about σij , say that it is at most ǫ, then the above bound can be improved to

1

6
σ3
ij C

2 M6 eM
2 (σii+σjj)/2 eǫM

2

.

Theorem 5.2. Let f = fi = fj , i 6= j be in L2(−∞,∞) with inverse transform g. Suppose g is bounded by a
constant N. Also suppose that

|σij |√
σii

√
σjj

< a < 1.

Then

τij = G∗
1ij(1/2)σij +

1

2
G∗

2ij(1/2)σ
2
ij +O(σ3

ij),

where the O depends on f, σii, σjj and a.

(Recall G∗
kij = F ∗

ki(σiix)F
∗
kj(σjjx) where F ∗

kj(x) =
(−i)k

2π

∫∞
−∞ gj(y) y

ke−y2xdy.)
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Proof. We have that

τij =
1

4π2

∫ ∞

−∞

∫ ∞

−∞
g(y) g(z) (e−y z σij − 1) e(−y2σii−z2σjj)/2 dydz.

Expanding the middle exponential yields

τij −G∗
1ij(1/2)σij −

1

2
G∗

2ij(1/2)σ
2
ij =

1

4π2

∑

k≥3

(−σij)
k

k!

∫ ∞

−∞

∫ ∞

−∞
g(y) g(z) ykzk e(−y2σii−z2σjj )/2 dydz.

Using the bounds we found for the integrals

∫ ∞

−∞
g(y) yk e(−y2σii/2) dy

in (2.2) it follows that the O is at most N2

π2
√
σii

√
σjj(1−a) .

Example 5.1. Let fi(x) = fj(x) = f(x) = 1
1+x2 . This function does not satisfy condition (3.1) since the

convergence of the power series has radius 1. However f(x) is the Fourier transform of πe−|y| and thus we
can write

τij =
1

4

∫ ∞

−∞

∫ ∞

−∞
e−|y|e−|z| (e−y z σij − 1) e(−y2σii−z2σjj )/2 dydz.

We wish to compute G∗
1ij(1/2)σij +

1
2 G

∗
2ij(1/2)σ

2
ij . Since our function is even G∗

1ij(1/2) = 0. We have

F ∗
2 (x) = −

∫ ∞

0

e−y y2e−y2xdy.

Using integration by parts we find this yields that

G∗
2ij = A(σii)A(σjj)

where

A(z) =
1

z

(

1− π(1 + z)√
2z

e1/2[1− Φ(1/
√
2z)]

)

and Φ(z) = 2√
π

∫ z

0 e−t2dt is the error function.

6 Glossary

Here is a list of basic properties of transformed variables:

1.

νi =
1√

2 π σii

∫ ∞

−∞
fi(y) e

(−y2/2σii) dy,

2. For i 6= j,

τij = c

∫ ∞

−∞

∫ ∞

−∞
fi(x)fj(y)e

− σjjx
2

2d e
σijxy

d e−
σiiy

2

2d dx dy − νiνj ,

d = σiiσjj − σ2
ij (d > 0), c =

1

d1/22π
.
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3. For i = j,

τij =
1√

2 π σii

∫ ∞

−∞
fi(x)

2e(−x2/2σii)dx− ν2i

Define

τij(fi, fj) = c

∫ ∞

−∞

∫ ∞

−∞
fi(x)fj(y)e

−σjjx2

2d e
σijxy

d e−
σiiy

2

2d dx dy − νiνj ,

for i 6= j and for i = j by

τij(fi, fi) =
1√

2 π σii

∫ ∞

−∞
fi(x)

2e(−x2/2σii)dx− ν2i .

Then we have the additional properties

4. τij(fi + gi, fj) = τij(fi, fj) + τij(gi, fj)

5. τij(fi, fj + gj) = τij(fi, fj) + τij(fi, gj)

6. τij(cifi, cjfj) = cicjτij(fi, fj) assuming ci and cj are constants

7. Let fi = fio + fie fj = fjo + fje where fio, fie are odd and even functions. Then τij(fi, fj) =
τij(fio, fjo) + τij(fie, fje).

8. Let

fk(x) = ĝk(x) =
1

2π

∫ ∞

−∞
gk(y)e

−i x y dy,

for k = i, j. Then

τij =
1

4π2

∫ ∞

−∞

∫ ∞

−∞
gi(y) gj(z) (e

−y z σij − 1) e(−y2σii−z2σjj)/2 dydz.

To end this section, here is a table of some known transformations when fi = fj . This table does not include
all the examples in the paper, and it does contain some new ones. If the example is in the earlier text,
the example number is given. The τii column is only filled if a different expression is needed than for τij ;
otherwise, one can assume that the τij formula still holds for i = j. The first ten examples were computed
with the series method; the last four (starting with the Gaussian function) rely on the transform method.
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fi τij τii Example in text

1 sinx e−
σii+σjj

2 sinhσij -

2 cosx e−
σii+σjj

2 (coshσij − 1) - 3.2

3 sin ax e−a2 σii+σjj
2 sinh a2σij -

4 cos ax e−a2 σii+σjj
2 (cosh a2σij − 1) -

5 sinh ax ea
2 σii+σjj

2 sinha2σij -

6 coshax ea
2 σii+σjj

2 (cosh a2σij − 1) -

7 ex e
σii+σjj

2 (eσij − 1) -

8 eax ea
2 σii+σjj

2 (ea
2σij − 1) -

9 x2n

(2n)!

σn
iiσ

n
jj

22n

∑n
k=1

1
(n−k)!2(2k)! (

4σ2
ij

σiiσjj
)k -

10 x2n+1

(2n+1)!

σn
iiσ

n
jjσij

22n

∑n
k=0

1
(n−k)!2(2k+1)! (

4σ2
ij

σiiσjj
)k -

11 1
2πae

−x2/(2a) 1
2π (((a+ σii)(b + σjj)− σ2

ij)
−1/2 - 4.1

−((a+ σii)(b+ σjj))
−1/2)

12 χ[−1,1](σii = σij = 1) 1
π e

∑∞
k=1

σ2k
ij

(2k)! 22k−2 (H2k−1(1/
√
2))2 Φ(1/

√
2)− Φ(1/

√
2)2 4.2

13 x · χ[−1,1](σii = σij = 1) 1
π2

(

πΦ(1/
√
2)−

(

2π
e

)1/2
)2

σij Φ(1/
√
2)−

√

2
πe 4.3

+ 2
πe

∑∞
k=2

σ2k+1
ij (2k−1)2

(2k+1)!22k−2 H2k−2(1/
√
2)2

14 1√
2π

∫ x

−∞ e−t2/2 1
2π arcsin

σij

2 - 4.4

Table 1: Theoretical results for some common transform functions.

7 Numerical examples

Here are several numerical examples; all start with σii = 1 and σij = 1/4 for i 6= j. Both tables 2 and 3 define
a specific function (with parameters fixed), and symbolic expressions for τij as well as τii if needed. These
expressions are then evaluated numerically, and also compared to empirical estimates, given 106 samples.
In table 2, there is overall very close agreement between the theoretical and empirical answers, usually up
to the third decimal place, or more. For some functions (or choices of parameters), however, the function
perturbs the data more significantly, and the empirical estimates may suffer, as seen in table 3. Although
these estimates would probably improve with standardization of the samples, the theoretical answers are
still reliable and do not depend on standardization or sample size.

The Python code used for the numerical results is available here [15].
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fi τij τij τij τii τii τii

(evaluated) (empirical) (evaluated) (empirical)

1 sinx e−
σii+σjj

2 sinhσij 0.0929 0.0916 - 0.4323 0.4307

2 cosx e−
σii+σjj

2 (coshσij − 1) 0.0116 0.0118 - 0.1998 0.2001

3 sin ax, a = 2 e−a2 σii+σjj
2 sinh a2σij 0.0215 0.0228 - 0.4998 0.5004

4 cos ax, a = 1/2 e−a2 σii+σjj
2 (cosha2σij − 1) 0.0015 0.0017 - 0.0245 0.0244

5 sinh ax, a = 1 ea
2 σii+σjj

2 sinh a2σij 0.6867 0.7066 - 3.1945 3.2154

6 coshax, a = 3/2 ea
2 σii+σjj

2 (cosha2σij − 1) 1.5410 1.3411 - 36.0208 36.8717

7 ex e
σii+σjj

2 (eσij − 1) 0.7721 0.7523 - 4.6708 4.6282

8 eax, a = 1/3 ea
2 σii+σjj

2 (ea
2σij − 1) 0.0315 0.0323 - 0.1313 0.1317

9 x2n

(2n)! , n = 1
σn
iiσ

n
jj

22n

∑n
k=1

1
(n−k)!2(2k)! (

4σ2
ij

σiiσjj
)k 0.0312 0.0302 - 0.5000 0.5019

10 x2n+1

(2n+1)! , n = 2
σn
iiσ

n
jjσij

22n

∑n
k=0

1
(n−k)!2(2k+1)! (

4σ2
ij

σiiσjj
)k 0.0046 0.0046 - 0.0656 0.0690

11 1
2πae

−x2/(2a), a = 1 1
2π (((a+ σii)(b + σjj)− σ2

ij)
−1/2 0.0006 0.0006 - 0.0123 0.0123

−((a+ σii)(b + σjj))
−1/2)

12 χ[−1,1],
1
π e

∑∞
k=1

σ2k
ij

(2k)! 22k−2 (H2k−1(1/
√
2))2 0.0075 0.0073 Φ(1/

√
2) 0.2166 0.2160

σii = σjj = 1 −Φ(1/
√
2)2

13 x · χ[−1,1],
(

Φ(1/
√
2)−

√

2
πe

)2

σij 0.0099 0.0092 Φ(1/
√
2) 0.1987 0.1973

σii = σij = 1 + 2
πe

∑∞
k=2

σ2k+1
ij (2k−1)2

(2k+1)!22k−2 H2k−2(1/
√
2)2 −

√

2
πe

14 1√
2π

∫ x

−∞ e−t2/2 1
2π arcsin

σij

2 0.0199 0.0194 - 0.0833 0.0831

Table 2: Theoretical answers evaluated for some specific functions, and compared to numerical estimates
based on 106 samples. There is very good agreement between the two.
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fi τij τij τij τii τii τii

(evaluated) (empirical) (evaluated) (empirical)

3 sin ax, a = 3 e−a2 σii+σjj
2 sinh a2σij 0.0006 -0.0018 - 0.5000 0.4978

6 coshax, a = 5/2 ea
2 σii+σjj

2 (cosha2σij − 1) 771.9 164.2 - 133651 5311965

8 eax, a = 2 ea
2 σii+σjj

2 (ea
2σij − 1) 93.82 66.97 - 2926 2158

Table 3: Numerical estimates diverge from theory for some functions.

8 Discussion

Diagonal (or marginal) transformations of multivariate Gaussian variables appear in diverse fields including
probabilistic graphical models [5, 11], information theory [18], causal effect estimation [13], and inference [17].
In this paper, we show two ways to compute first and second moments of these distributions exactly, for a
broad class of transformation functions. We also provide some estimates that bound the covariance between
the transformed variables in terms of the original multivariate normal covariance.

In addition to the theoretical results, we provide a glossary of identities about these computations, a table
of common transformation functions and the associated moments, and numerical results that compare our
exact answers to empirical estimates. When the functions are fairly well-behaved, there is excellent agreement
between our theoretical and empirical results. On the other hand, certain functions perturb the data such
that numerical computations of the covariance matrix suffer from high variance; in these cases, the theoretical
results give much more reliable answers. And of course in all experiments, the exact answers do not depend
on any sample size effects.

What about higher moments? In principle, these methods should readily extend to compute those as well.
In the series approach, this would require counting higher mixed moments of a multivariate normal (e.g.,
with Wick’s theorem), which is not an easy combinatorial problem. Perhaps more accessible would be higher
moments via the transform method, which would instead require higher-dimensional integration. Ideally
one would then summarize all of the moments for the transformed random variable through some type of
moment generating function, yielding not just a collection of summary statistics of the new distribution but
rather a complete analytic description.
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