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Abstract—In this manuscript we define the notion of -
typicality” for both entropy and relative entropy, as well as a
notion of e-goodness and provide an extension to Stein’s lemma
for continuous quantities as well as correlated setups. We apply
the derived results on the Gaussian hypothesis testing problem
where the observations are possibly correlated.

I. 6-TYPICAL SETS

We start by extending the classical framework to dependent
random variables.

Denote by pl™(-) a —family of— probability distribution on
X™. We use the label p to refer to p["l(-) for the dimension
n at hand. In simple terms, one may think of p as a label for
the family of laws indexed by n

p: {p["](-)}n-

Depending on whether the laws are discrete or absolutely
continuous, we also define

plnl = h(p[n])

HI" = H (pi"]) } = By [10gp["](X)} :

Example (IID). The example corresponding to an IID scenario
is given by
() = [T ().
k

and in that scenario,
pinl = nh(pm) =nhtl or HM =pHD,
which is obtained through simple manipulations.

For simplicity, we will use the differential entropy notation
in what follows albeit the statements will hold almost verbatim
for the discrete/entropy case. Whenever the statements need to
be tailored to the discrete case, we will explicitely do so.

Denote by & a family {4("} of positive scalars that vary
with n at a rate to be specified later.

Definition 1. We define the J-typical set A" (p, §)
All(p, 5) =
{xeam: =5 < —logplx) < h 45}

Naturally, since we are interested in setups where n is
varying and increasing to infinity, one can talk about the family
of J-typical sets.

Example (IID). In the IID scenario,

Al (p, 5)
:{x cx": nhltl —sM < —Zlogp[l}(ack) < nhll] +5["]}
k
§inl 1 §lnl
I S ) BRI w RN 1 RN ) B
{XE P - — < n;ng () < W+ —

which is the rypical set defined and used by Cover [1]] with
e=o6"/n,

Let € be a family {e[”]}n of positive scalars that possibly
vary with n. Mostly, the family ¢ will be non-increasing with
n at a rate of interest to be considered later.

Definition 2. For a given family ¢, ¢§ is said to be e-good if

pl"! (A["] (p, 5)) > 1 — €, (1)

for n large enough.

In layman terms, whenever J is e-good the probability —
under pl™— of the §-typical set is within e[ to one. Note that
by taking large (see maximal) and small (see minimal) values,
it is clear that e-good families always exist for any e. However,
ones with tighter bounds would be naturally preferred. We
consider hereafter e-good § families and attempt to find as
tight bounds as possible.

Example 1 (IID). In that scenario, since { X} }’s are IID ac-
cording to pl!l, by the Weak Law of Large Numbers (WLLN),

1 n
n = n—00

Therefore, for the e-family el = €l! for any ¢ > 0, the
family {6["l = n 61l = n¢} is e-good.

One can identify possibly tighter good families: Denote by
{Y3} the random variables Y, = —logpl"J(X}) which are
IID whenever the {X}}’s are. Assuming that the mean and
variance of Y} exist, by the Central Limit Theorem (CLT)

n

7 0=

=1

—2 5 N (0,6%),

n—00
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where 0 = Var [—log p!!l(X1)]. Therefore, since

P (A" . 5))

k=1
sl 1 & slnl
— il | — < Y, — pl) < 2
b (ﬁ—\/ﬁ;(k )—\/ﬁ

Il
—_
|
[\}
O
A~
Al
B
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NG

and 0 is e-good for families such that

§inl

el > 9 Q( ) for n large enough.
ovn
Note that whenever the inequality is not asymptotically satis-
fied, § will not be e-good.
Since Q~!(-)is decreasing, for any given e the family J is

e-good if and only if

(n]
M > oy/nQ! <67> for n large enough.  (2)

Through its definition, one can readily derive the following
properties of J-typical sets. Note that in the discrete case the
”volume” of the d-typical set refers to its cardinality.

Property 1. The set Al
ties:

(a) Forx € A[”]( ,0),

o (hIstm) < pi"l(x )SQ_(h[n]_(;M).

l(p, 8) satisfies the following proper-

(b) vol (A" (p,5)) < o(hlm4571).

(c) For an e-good family §, whenever n is large enough,
(1 - ) 267167 < et PG, ).

These properties parallel the “classical” ones (found in
Cover [1] for example) where the interpretation is that of
“equipartition” on the typical set.

In the following lemma we consider another “set” that has
a probability within €[ to one under pl”l. We show that its
volume is “roughly” the same.

Lemma 1. Let B") € X" be any subset of sequences x € X™
such that p"] (B[”]) > (1 - 5[”]) when n is large enough, and
where €™} is a family of positive scalars less than one. For an
e-good 6,

voI(B[”]) > (1 _lnl —e["]) (5.

whenever n is large enough.

Proof. Consider n to be large enough for the inequalities
assumed in the statement and in Property [l to hold.

Since pl™! (B[”]) > (1 — 5["]) and p["](A[”}) > (1 — e["]),
by the union bound

Pl (A[n] A B["l) > (1 _ el _ E[n]) ,

On the other hand,
pl™ (A / (%) dx
xeAMﬁBM
hlml—5lm) dx

IN

xe€AlnlnBIn

—(Al sy |<A[ I A gln ])
a0 el (57)
= voI(B[”]) > (1 — el 5["]) 2(h[n]_5[n])_

Naturally, the derivations hold for the discrete case with
summations replacing integrals and cardinality replacing vol-
ume. |

IN

A. The Dependent Gaussian Case

We determine the J-typical set and some e-good ¢ families
for the dependent Gaussian case X ~ N (0, A).

Using the expression of the Probability Density Function
(PDF) and evaluating in nats,

1 1 ,tA—1
p[n](x) _ 675XA x
(2m)ndet (A)

) =Iny/(2me)" det (A)
Lo
2 dt —
ny/(2m)" de 2

—InpM(x) — h(X) = §XA X—3

A (p, ) = {x € am: XA Ix — | < 260}

which is the set of vectors the norm of which is within 2 6"
of n, where by norm we mean the one induced by the positive
definite matrix A1,

Examining the probability of the J-typical set,

Pl (A["] (p, 5)) = px (n ~ 261 < XIATIX <42 5["1)
=y (n - 28" < Y2 < n+26),

where Y = A~1/2X ~ N (0, 1) and where A~'/? is defined as
follows: Diagonalize A using orthogonal matrix U and denote
the diagonal matrix by A. denoting by A'/? the diagonal
matrix of the square-roots of the eigenvalues and by A~1/2
its inverse,
A=U'AU = “l=U'ATU
AVZ=U'AYV2U = ATVZ=UTATYR2U

The weak law of large numbers establishes that for any
¢ > 0, the family {6[") = nsltl =n&} is e-good when the
el"l’s are constant.

One can determine tighter e-good families by using the CLT
as in Example [1t

%;(Ygg — N (0,2),

3)

and since

7! ( Al (p, 5)) -

v(-200 <30 (V2 - 1) <24)



the following property is readily established.
Property 2. The family § is e-good if and only if

)
dnl > 2Q<\/§5

Nz

Equivalently: given ¢, the family § is e-good if and only if

[n]
> \/ng <%) for n large enough.

Based on the above, one can infer the following:

) for n large enough.

Property 3. If one desires to consider § families that are e-
good for all constants €™, then

§lnl
— —— 0

\/ﬁ n—o0o

is e-good for all constants. Conversly, any family where
5[”]/\/5 does not grow to infinity is not e-good for all
constants €.

II. RELATIVE ENTROPY §-TYPICAL SETS

Denote by pl™(-) and ¢!"(-) two —families of— probability
distributions on X and let p and ¢ be labels for the two
respective families of laws indexed by n,

p: {p["](')}n, q: {q["](')}n-

We also define
[n] (X) }

D" = (P[n]Hq[n]) =Epm [log (X)

We consider both scenarios where, the laws {p " ()}n and

{q[n](.)}n are

(i) discrete, in which case

D" — Z plm

xXeX™

p(x)
q["] (x)

(i) absolutely continuous, in which case

Dl _ / p(x) 1o
xXEX™

Example (IID). The example corresponding to an Independent
and Identically Distributed (IID) scenario is given by

= [Tp" @), Jx) = [T a™M(an).
k k
In that scenario,

DR — nD(pqum) — nDW,

[n]
p"(x)

d
& (x)

which is obtained through simple manipulations

"I(X) . PUX)
DI =E ;. [101’ }:En S log Tt
pln] [108 (X) plnl g q

Denote by § a family {6["} = of positive scalars that vary
with n at a rate to be specified later.

Definition 3. We define the relative-entropy J-typical set
A (p, q,6) to be

A"(p,q,6) =
{x e xm. DM _

Naturally, since we are interested in setups where n is
varying and increasing to infinity, one can talk about the family
of J-typical sets.

Example (IID). In the IID scenario,
Al"l(p, q,0)

:{XEX": g <Z1g < D[11+5[n1}
§inl
={xexm: pll ——< Z [1]+

which is the relative entropy typical set defined and used by
Cover [[1]] with € = §(/n.

[11 (zx)

Definition 4. For a given family ¢, J is said to be e-good if

P (A (p,q,6)) = 1= €l @
for n large enough.

Said differently, § is e-good if the probability —under p— of
the d-typical is within ¢ from one as n goes to infinity.

Example (IID). Consider the case where {X}};’s are IID
according to pl!l, and ¢[")(x) = [] ¢!"(x). By the WLLN,

1 znjlog PU(Xk)  » pl
n =1 q[l](Xk) n—oo ’

and hence, for any & > 0, the family {0 = n 61t} = n¢} is
e-good for all € families that are constant.

To determine tighter good families as in Example [Tl denote
by {Z),} the random variables Z;, = log (p!!l(X4)/q"(X4))
which are IID. Note that the mean —under p[tl— of Z’s is the
relative entropy D(pqu[”). Assuming that this mean exists
and that additionally o2 the variance of 7}, exists, by the CLT,

1 & d
_— _ pli] 2
77 2 (2= D) o N (007,
k=1
Therefore, since

pl™ (A["] (, q; 5))




and ¢ is e-good for families such that

[n]
el >2 Q( 0 ) for n large enough.
ovn

Note that whenever the inequality is not asymptotically satis-
fied, § will not be e-good.

Since @7!(-)is decreasing, for a given e the family ¢ is
e-good if and only if

(n]
> oy/nQt (67) for n large enough.

Through its definition, one can readily derive the following
properties of d-typical sets.

Property 4. The set A" (p, q,8) satisfies the following prop-
erties:

(a) For x € Al"(p,q,9),
pM(x) 9= (D46 < ¢M(x) < pl(x) 9= (D"=st)

(b) ") (Al (p, q,6)) < 27 (P10,

For e-good families ), the J-typical set satisfies the fol-
lowing additional properties.

Property 5. For an e-good family 0, the set A" (p,q,d)
satisfies the following properties:

(a) For n is large enough,
p" (A[”] (p,q,5)) > (1 — e["]) :
(b) For n is large enough,
d" (A (p,q,8)) = (1= ) 27 (") )

These properties state in layman terms that whenever ¢ is
e-good, the probability —under pl™— of the J-typical set is €™
close to one and under ¢! it is lower bounded by (@). In
the following lemma we consider another “’set” that has large
probability under pl™) and we show that its probability under
¢ is lower-bounded by a properly adjusted lower bound.

Lemma 2. Let B C X™ be any subset of sequences x € X™
such that p[™ (B[”]) > (1 - 5[”]) when n is large enough. For
an e-good § and q[”] such that D™ < 00,

g (B[n]) > (1 _ Ml ,E[nl) 9= (D"s")

whenever n is large enough.

Proof. Consider n to be large enough for the inequalities
assumed in the statement and in Property 3] to hold.

Since pl"l(BM) > (1 —e[™) and pl"l(AlM) > (1 — €M),
by the union bound

] (A[n] A B["l) > (1 _ el _ E[n]) ,

Therefore,

q[n](B[n]) > q[”](A["] mBW) z/ N
xcAlnrlnBIn

I e
xeAlrlnBIn]

— o= (Do) ] (A[n] n B[n])

> (1 _elml E[n]) o (D"517)

[n] (x) dx

Naturally. the derivations hold for the discrete case with
integrals replaced by summations. |

III. GENERALIZED CHERNOFF-STEIN LEMMA

In this section we state and prove an equivalent result to
Stein’s Lemma for the continuous case. The stated result is
also an extension of Stein’s Lemma to setups where variables
are also possibly correlated. We start by stating and proving a
relevant lemma.

Lemma 3. Consider the binary hypothesis test:
X1, Xo, -+, X, distributed according to p™ or g
where D™ is finite. Let B, C X" be the decision region for

hypothesis p!\. Denote the probabilities of error by

ol = pll(Be) gl = givl(B,)

and for 0 < 17 < % we abuse notation and denote by T the
family of constants: I = 71 =+ and define

gl =

min AM.
BpCaxm
alrl<r

For any T-good family ~v and e-good family 6,
(1 _ 6[n] . 7_) 2—(D[n]+5[n]) < 57[—"] < 27(D[n]77[n]).

Proof. The proof follows the same path as in the discrete and
independent case studied in Cover [1]].

By considering 7-good ~ families, we derive first the
upperbound by considering the detector B, = Al"l(p,q,7).
Since v is 7-good, Property [3] implies that for n large enough,

al?l = plnl ( Al (p, g, 7)c) <l — g
which means that the device is feasible. Additionally, Prop-
erty @ implies,

g =g (A["] (ZML’Y)) < o= (0"=)
& —logp > (D[nl ,W[n]) ,

An optimal device will outperform the above device and
hence:

~log 8l > (D" — 4. ©)

On the other hand, for any device such that pl™ (B;) <,
pl"(B,) > (1 — 7) and given a ¢ that is e-good, Lemma
applies:

Bl = q[n](Bp) > (1 el 7_) o— (DM



Hence
log 81" > log (1 — el — 7‘) — (D["] + 6["])
—log 8" < DI — 1og (1 — e — T) + oM,
This applies to all devices, including an optimal one. Hence,
—hgﬁr}gDWl—bg(l—dﬂ—r)+5Wl %)
O

Whenever we can find good v and § families with additional
structure, one can readily prove additional properites that we
state in the following (comprehensive) theorem.

Theorem 1 (Generalized Chernoff—Stein Lemma). Consider
the binary hypothesis test: X1, Xo,--- , X, distributed ac-
cording to p!™ or ¢, where D™ is finite. Let B, C X"
be the decision region for hypothesis p") and denote by

al” = plnl(Be) glnl = ¢ln(B,)
("l — i (n] 1
Bt Bgél}{ln 153 0<7<3,
alrl<r

If
« D" grows with n and
o For any &€ > 0 there exists a T-good § such that 5™ <
D™ for n large enough,
then
—log 8" = D" 1 o (D[n]) _

Before proceeding, we note that if there exists a good §
such that 6" = o (D["]), then the condition holds and

—log " =D 4o (D[”]) :
Proof. The theorem is readily established by using Lemma 3
D" — 5" < —log ") < DI 4 617 —log(1 — 27).

Since D™ grows with n and for every £ > 0 one can chose
§ such 5 < ¢DIM:

_10g5[n] — p +o (D[n]) )

Example (IID). In that scenario,
D" — . pl
and grows linearly with n. Since

lzn:log PH(XG) —2_, pltl
n 2% g(xX,) ’

n—roo

then for any ¢ > 0, the family {6 = n¢} is good. The
requirements are hence satisfied and

1
—=log M —— DI,
n

n—o0

recovering the textbook [[1] result in the discrete IID setup.

IV. TESTING THE CORRELATED GAUSSIAN HYPOTHESES

We apply the results derived in [ to the problem of
binary hypothesis testing between two possibly correlated
Gaussian laws. More specifically, we consider two discrete-
time zero-mean (wide-sense) stationary Gaussian processes
with absolutely summable auto-covariance functions and spec-
tra denoted as:

HO : K[?’L] = Kp[n]
H1 : K[?’L] = Kq[n]

< S (eﬂ”f)
“ 5 (eﬂ”f) .

Note that since the functions K,,[-] and K,[-] are absolutely
summable, the spectra are guaranteed to exist and will be
clearly upper bounded. We impose the additional restriction
that these spectra are lower-bounded by some positive scalars.
This condition is for example satisfied whenever the spectra
are positive and continuous on [0, 1].

We observe n consecutive values of the process:

Y]
Y = :
Y[n]
and our objective is to test for the two hypotheses.
Before proceeding, we note that under either hypethesis the

auto-covariance matrix of Y is the Hermitian Toeplitz matrix
derived form the auto-covariance function K[]:

Kjo]  K[1] - Kin—2 Kln—1]
K[1]  K[0] K[ o Kln—2]

A = | | . .
. K[ K[ km
Kln —1] K[ K10]

A. Equivalent Formulation

When observing n consecutive values of the process, the
binary hypothesis test at hand becomes one where the observed
data is simply an n-dimensional multivariate Gaussian vector:

Ho:Y ~ N (0,A,)
Hy:Y ~N(0,A,). (8)

By applying a —well chosen— linear transformation of the
form MY, the detection problem is equivalent to one with
diagonal covariance matrices.

Indeed, we first diagonalize matrix A, using orthogonal
matrix U,. Denoting the diagonal matrix by A, and using
the convention as in equation (3)),

Ay = ULAU, A7 = UlAYPY,

consider the matrix A,;l/QApA,;t/2 which is Hermitian sym-
metric and positive definite. We diagonalize it using an or-
thogonal matrix V and denote the resulting diagonal matrix

K:
—-1/2 —t/2 _ \yt
AJPAAST2 = VIKV.



Finally, consider the transformation:
Y' =VA?Y,

which under Hy and H; has respective Gaussian laws p[”]/
’ . . . .
and ¢! with respective covariance matrices:

Ay = VATY2AA T2V =K ©9)
Ay =VASPAMNTT2VE =1,
To recap, by applying the linear transformation VA, iy Y,
the detection problem becomes
HO 'Y ~ N (0, K)
Hy:Y ~N(0,]). (10)

Note here that D (pi")[|¢™) = D p!
no loss in generality to assume in what follows that

P =N(x0,K) & ¢"=N(x;0,l).

"]/Hq["]/) and there is

Note 1. By inspection of equation (9) the elements of
the diagonal matrix K are the eigenvalues of the matrix
A;l/QApA;t/Q. By considering an eigenvector associated with
an eigenvalue and applying an appropriate matrix multiplica-
tion, one can readily show that the eigenvalues of the following
matrices are identical:

AJYPALAYE AN, AGAST ALPATTAYR

B. Main Result

We state and prove our main result in the form of Theo-

rem 2}

Theorem 2. Consider the binary hypothesis test where we
observe an n-dimensional “segment” {X1,Xa, -+, X} of
a zero-mean wide-sense Sstationary Gaussian process with
an auto-covariance function Kp[-] or K4[-]. We assume that
K[| and K,|] are absolutely summable and their Fourier
transforms (i.e. spectra) Sy (ejQ’Tf) and Sy (ej%f) are upper-
bounded and lower-bounded by a positive scalar. The obser-
vation X is hence distributed according to p™ ~ N (0, Ap)
or g ~ N (0,A,). Let B, C X™ be the decision region for
hypothesis pi™) and denote by

o™ = p[n} (B;) gl = q["]([)’p)
Bl = min gl 0<7<i,
alrl<r
Then,
1) The relative entropy D" = D(p[n]Hq[n]) grows linearly
with n: 1
_D[n] ? Csa
n n—o00
where

2) The type II error decays linearly with n to the first order
of the exponent:

—log " = Cyn+o(n).

The proof of the first part of the theorem is deferred to
Appendix [Bl The second part follows directly from the results
of Theorem [1] whenever one can establish the existence of a
7-good family § such that 6" < & D for n large enough, for
any £ > 0. The rest of this section is dedicated to establishing
the existence of such a family.

By the analysis in Section an equivalent problem is
defined by equation (I0) where K = diag n[lnl, - ,HL"}) and
as shown in Appendix [B=Al the relative entropy is

Dl — D(p[anq[n}) —

I~ Ly ORRL
*52 — 52 logs" — o,
=1 k=1
which implies

pl"! (A["] (1, g 5))

1 1 n
—tr(K) — =1 K) - —=
2tr( ) 5 og det(K) 5

I(x)
_ el (sl P _ Dl < glnl
g ( S IX) T
1 o 1 =
— [ _snl <« = _ 2 _ (n]
=p ( 1) §22[1 n["]lX QZlogFak
k=1 k k=1
_pll < 5[n1)
] DA 1 > [ ]
pi =200 < 37 11— xR - ] <26
k=1 k
= pl"! <25["1 <> [a -1 [ L 1] < 25["1> (1)
k=1 K
Before proceeding with the analysis of equation (I1)), we
define
By, = {KL’” - 1} , ZBW
and

(g o)

\fé["] 1 5 | Xi - V260
B. = VaB, Z "l | T OB

V26 n \/_5[n]
= pl" <_B— < ank < 3 , (12)
where for k=1, --- ,n,
B, Xk
Yy, = [Y,C — 1} , Y= . (13)
\fB e

Note that since for any k, Y, is a zero-mean Gaussian variable
with variance equal to one, its square is central chi-squared
distributed with one degree of freedom with mean and variance
equal to 1 and 2 respectively.



We recall the following result on the general limit of
sums [2].

Theorem 3. In order that for suitably chosen constants A,
the distribution functions of the sums

gn :"/)nl +1/}n2 + +1/}nkn - Ap
of independent zero- mean random variables
Ynys Yrgs = s Pn,, such that Zk LE[WE ] = 1 converge to
the normal law
1
P(x) = — T 14
@=L (1

and the variables Yn,,VYn,, - ,Vn, ~be infinitesimal, it is
necessary and sufficient that for every ¢ > 0

kn
2
Z/ 2*dFy,, (2) — 0 (15)
=1 " lz|>e
Proof. See [2, Thm. 3, p. 101] 0

In our setting, the {¢,, }’s defined in (I3) are indepen-
dent shifted and scaled degree-one chi-squared variables with
En)=0and > E[¢2 | =

Additionally, B,, = /-@Ln] — 1} and by Theorem M and
equation 27) (which is a result of the fact that the spec-
tra are upper-bounded and positively lower-bounded), they
are uniformly bounded for all £ and n. When it comes to

By, = \/ZZ_l [’%Ln] - 1}2’

n

1 1 m 12
b=l Z [ 1} (16)
J27Tf 2
— /“ a%f 4 a,  amn

due to uniform convergence and followmg similar arguments
to what is done in Appendix Therefore, for every ¢ > 0,

} < €, and

B
N
one can choose n large enough such that } Jib.

each term in equation (I3) simplifies to:

/ z2dF¢nk (x)
|x|>e€

2 T |
“lr+1 e 2 dx
n
(18)
% Bn x
_ﬁwf ze |V2Pr | dy
T
23 (B, \> [
= 3% (Bk) / . uze “du (19)
" V3 | By,

|

2% (Bo, \> . (5 € | By
- Iz, —|=>- 20
7 (5) rGala]): e
where in order to write equation (I8), we used the expression
of the PDF of Y}

1
Dy (z) = E

Equation (19 is justified by the change of variable u =
\/—B ‘x and T'(.,
1ncomp1ete Gamma function. Therefore, the LHS of equa-

tion (13) is

-) in equation 20) denotes the upper

4e~3 € \?2 B, |? ——<|Zn ‘
< < O LT 21
—ﬁ<ﬁ>k_13n e
1 3 1
4e72 [ € \2 [(My\? __c Bn
< — e V2Ms (22)
73 (&)

where in order to write equation 2I) we used the fact that
B | :
’Bnk ‘ is large enough and that

< 2xe?

Equation 22)) is justified by the fact that {B,,, }s, 1 <k <n
are uniformly bounded by M, and equation (23) is valid since
B, = O (y/n) as given by equation (I7).

In conclusion, equation (I3) is justified and Theorem [3]
applies with A,, = 0. Hence,

>t — N (0,1),

k=1

and equation (I2) gives

257l
\/; ) . (24)

Equation 24) implies § is e-good if and only if

pl"! (A["] (p:q, 5)) - 1- 2@(

B, (n]
ol > Z2 ot <6—) for n large enough.

V2 2
Since B,, = ©(y/n) then finding an e-good § where 5" <
¢D™ for any ¢ > 0 is feasible because D™ = ©(n) as given
by the first part of the theorem.
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APPENDIX A
ASYMPTOTICS OF FUNCTIONS OF EIGENVALUES OF
COVARIANCE MATRICES

Using properly constructed asymptotically equivalent matri-
ces, we derive below a primary result in the form of Theorem[3]
where we determine the asymptotic behavior of continuous
functions of the eigenvalues of an auto-covariance matrix.

A. Asymptotically Equivalent Sequences of Matrices

We list the definition and some relevant results in the theory
of asymptotically equivalent sequences of matrices. We refrain
from providing the proofs that can be found in the review by
Gray [3] for example.

Definition 5. Let {A["]} and {B["]} be two sequences of n x
n matrices. The two sequences are said to be asymptotically
equivalent if

1) A" and BM™ are uniformly bounded in the “strong” Iy

norm:
‘WM,WW <K < oo
2 2
2) Al — BI"l = D" goes to zero in the “weak” nornt] as
n — oo:
lim {|A" — B | = 1im ||D") = 0.
n—o0 n—o0

Asymptotic equivalence of A["]} and {B["]} will be
abbreviated A" ~ B,
Property 6.

D) If A ~ B™ and if B™ ~ C", then A™ ~ CI™,

2) If[ ,T\["[] ~ B" and if C" ~ D then AMCM ~

3) IfA["] ~ B™ and || A~ g1l

A" and B exist and are uniformly bounded b
some constant independently of n, then A" ~ B~

<K <o, e,

Theorem 4. Let {A[n]} and {B[n]} be asymptotically equiv-
alent sequences of matrices with real eigenvalues {aLn]} and

B,[c"]} respectively. There exist finite numbers m and M such
that

m<al g <M n=12-- k=01 ,n—1

Let F(x) be an arbitrary function continuous on [m, M].
Then

n—1 n—1
i L M _ iy L [n]
dm 3 (o) = Jim 30 (47).
k=0 k=0
if either of the limits exists.

We note that the statement of the Theorem in [3] is for
Hermitian matrices. However, a close examination of the

*We will denote the weak norm of a matrix A by the symbol ||A|| defined

\/ % >k Zj ‘ak,j|2

in the following manner: ||A[| =

derivation of the results readily indicates that the ”Hermitian”
requirement is simply made to guarantee that the eigenvalues
are real-valued allowing the application of the Weierstrass
approximation theorem for the uniform approximation of
continuous functions on closed intervals with polynomials.

B. Some Asymptotic Equivalence of Covariance Matrices

Let {X[-]} be a discrete-time wide-sense stationary process

that is zero mean and with auto-covariance function K[m).
We assume throughout that K[-] is absolutely summable.

When considering an n-dimensional vector

X1

its auto-covariance matrix is the Hermitian Toeplitz matrix:

Kjo]  K[1] --- Kn—2 Kn—1]
K[l K0 K[ Kln — 2]
Alnl ' '
- Ko K0 K
Kln—1] K[l K[0]
Consider the matrix
K[0] o K —1] 0 0
K[l K[0] . Kla—1 0
Alnl — ' ,
Kl — 1] .
0 Kl — 1] K0] K[
0 0 K[l  K[0]

where 7 = |[n/2] 4+ 1. We argue that Al") ~ Al"], Indeed,

o The matrices are uniformly bounded in the [» norm.
Indeed, for any matrix M

IMly < /IIM]]; [IM][ -

Since the [; and [, norms are equal to the maximal
absolute column and row sums respectively, whenever
M is Hermitian, these /; and [, norms are equal and
M|, < [[M]| . Therefore,

‘MM

<Hmm
, S

N

<[
-

oo

Finally, the bound is readily obtained by using the abso-
lute summability of the auto-covariance function:

n

= max §£:|Aﬂj|
00 1§i§n_7 ’

j=1

<23 KL <23 KU
j=0 Jj=0

‘Mm

<[




« When it comes to the difference A" — Al s

0 0 K[ Kln —1]
0 0 0
Kl |
K[a] 0
0 0
Kln —1] K@) 0 - 0

and its weak norm is equal to

. 2 1 n—n
ARl _ ARl =9 = ; — 42
| =) JlKn =]
j=1
< 21§<n—j>|f<[n—ﬂ|2
=~ n j:1 9

because in the range {1,--- ,n—"n}, j < (n—j). Finally,
since > |K[j]|? is convergent, and using Kronecker’s
lemma [4]]
1 n—mn
2— — DK
LN - IKn )

j=1

—Q—ZﬂK

Next we consider the Hermitian circulant matrices Al
defined as

KI0] Kla—1] K[n—2] KI1]
KI1] KI0] - Kln—1] K[2]
K[ —1] .-
Kln—-2] K[p-1]
K2 Kl K[
K] K[2] K[1] KI[0]
when n is even and
KI0] Kla—1] Kn—1] KI1]
KI1] KI0] . Kln—1] K[2]
K[ —1) .-
Kln—1] K[p-1]
K[n — 2 K
K1) K11 KO

whenever n is ogld. ~
We note that A ~ A"l as the conditions are satisfied:
o The matrices are uniformly bounded in the /> norm:

) <23 Kl <23 K
j=0 J=0

H Alnl

which is a finite constant.

¢ Whenever n is odd, the difference Alnl — Aln] s
0 0 Kln—1] KI1]
0 0 0
Kn—1]
Kn—1 0
e 0 . 0
K[1] Kn —1] 0 0
and its weak norm is equal to
A A = o LS e
| - g 3IK)
<o LS RGP —— o0,
n = n—00

due to the fact that Y |K[j]|? is convergent, and using
Kronecker’s lemma [4]].

Identical arguments hold whenever n is even with the minor
modification of replacing n — 1 with n — 2. Therefore, by
Property [l we conclude that A" ~ Al

Being circulant, the eigenvalues of Al are known to be
equal to

A—1
= K0+ Y Kme 2 Z K e
m=1
A—1
= Y Kme ™ k=0, (n—1)
m=—(h—1)41
[n/2] .
= > Kmle ™ k=0, (n—1)
m=—|n/2|+1
when n is even. Whenever n is odd
[n/2] .
Bl =3 Klmle ™ k=0, (n—1).
m=—|n/2]

If one defines the function

[n/2] _
Z K[m]e™7%™f™ p even
nl( 52nfy — ) m=—[n/2]+1
st (er?n) = ln/2] ‘
Z K[m]e 72mim n odd
m=—|n/2]
then one can clearly see that
B! = st |
_ =)
& Sh(e?mh) —— §(e?mT) (25)

n—o0

where S (e727/) is the DTFT of the K[, i.e. the spectrum of
{X[]}. Note that the convergence in (23) is uniform due to
the fact that K[-] is absolutely summable.




Lemma 4. Let g(-) be a continuous real-valued function. Then

n—1

1
L5 ) - [otsra o
k=0 0

Proof. Let us consider the difference,

|
—

n

' 2 1 i
[ o a3 g (6)
1 . 1n71 )
T _ m(k/n)
A
1 n—1 1 n—1
B (s (o)) - 15 ).
" k=0 " =0
By the simple property of Riemann integrals,
1 n—1 ] 1
- kz::O!] (S (eﬂw(k/"))) — 9 (S(e?*m1)) df

and therefore, for any € > 0, there exists an ng such that for
any n > nog, the first term is less than €/2.

When it comes to the second term, since S (e72"f)
converges uniformly to S(e72™/) and since g(-) is continuous,
for any € > 0, there exists an ny such that for any n > nq,

‘g (st (e727)) =g (s (ej%f))’ <e/2,
and therefore, whenever n > nq,

—1 n—1

LS a(s(emm)) - 15 ()
k=0 k=0
n—1
<l ()

In conclusion, for any ¢ > 0, there exists an n, =
max{ng,n1} such that for any n > n,,

L (ol
PICY

(7)< .

<e.

[ vy

O

Combining the results of Lemma H] and Theorem [] yields
the following

Theorem 5. Let { X[-]} be a DT wide-sense stationary process
with absolutely-summable auto-covariance function K[| and

(n]

a positive spectrum S(eﬂ“f) and let {ak } be the eigenval-

ues of the auto-covariance matrix of the (X|m],---, X[m +
n|) for some m € Z.
For any arbitrary continuous function F(x) on (0, 00),

' 1n71 [M 1 .
dim 30 (o) =[RS ar

whenever the integral exists.

APPENDIX B
ASYMPTOTIC BEHAVIOR OF RELATIVE ENTROPY

We establish below the asymptotic behavior of the relative
entropy between two Gaussian vectors. It is assumed that these
n-dimensional vectors are parts of discrete-time (wide-sense)
stationary processes with auto-covariance functions that are
square-summable.

Without loss of generality, we assume that the two laws at
hand are zero-mean.

A. Relative Entropy between Correlated and Independent
Gaussians

Assume in what follows that

P =N (x0,K) & ¢" =N (x;0,1),
where pl™ is the law of an n-dimensional ”segment” of a wide-
sense stationary Gaussian process with absolutely summable
auto-covariance function and non-zero spectrum S (eﬂ”f )
The law ¢[™ corresponds to that of an n-dimensional “seg-
ment” of a wide-sense stationary white Gaussian process with
a unit spectrum.
Denoting by {QL"]
known [5] that the relative entropy is

} the eigenvalues of K, it is well-

1 1 n
D<p[n]”q[n]) = Str(K) — S logdet(K) — 2
n—1 n—1
1 [n] 1 ] _ 1
=3 ~5 E log o, -3
k=0 k=0

Using Theorem [3]

1 115~ 115, 1
D (pg) = 5_2()@,} -5 kzzologaL] -3

! 1

1
S(e?™ ) df — %/ log S (/™) df — .
0

1
-
n—oo 2 0

2

Finally, note that if the two hypotheses have identical power,
[ S(e?™/) =1 and the limit of relative entropy simplifies to

( ["]Ilq["])

which is by Jensen’s strictly positive and equal to zero if and
only if S(e?™f) = 1.

— —

n—oo

1
log S’(eﬂ’rf)df,
0

B. Relative Entropy between Correlated Gaussians

Now we consider
pM =N (x;O,AI[)”}) & ¢"M=N (x;O,A([Z”]) ,

where pl™ and ¢[ are the laws of an n-dimensional ’seg-
ment” of two wide-sense stationary Gaussian processes with
absolutely summable auto-covariance functions and bounded



non-zero spectra S, (e/2™/) and S, (e/2™/) respectively. The
relative entropy may be readily derived:

D (p["]llq["])
1 det (Az[g"})
[

= %tr (Al[jn]/\q*1 [”]) ~3 log

The asymptotics of the last two terms may be readily
obtained as in the previous section. It remains to determine
those of the first term.

Since Al ~ Al and A" ~ Al then

AT~ AT
n]A—1[n AlnJx—1[n
& Ala; []NAL]Aq [] 27
Since all circulant Hermitian matrices can be diagonal-

ized with the same orthogonal matrix, the eigenvalues of
AMASH M are simply the ratios of those of A;” to that of

Al
ﬂ][cn] B Sz[)n] (ej27rf)

W s

f=(k/n)
On the other hand and as seen in Note [I} the eigenval-
ues of AIA;'™ are the same as those of the Hermitian
Ay PIAS AL and are hence real and positive. Apply-
ing Theorem [4]
1
lim —ur (A4, 0)

n—oo N
w1 sf (o)

= lim Etr(A[n]A 1["]) = lim %;W’

and following the same steps as in the proof of Lemma [4]
since the spectra Sy, (¢727/) and S, (e/2™/) are upper-bounded,
lower-bounded by a positive scalar and converge uniformly,
their ratio

S Gl Sp (e77)
S,[]n] (e27f) n—roo Sq(er?mf)

uniformly,

and by basic properties of Riemann integrals,
n—1 S[n] e]27r eﬂﬂf

1
lim —
oo Z s ( eﬂ“ S eﬂﬂf

In summary,

1
lim —D(p["]Hq["])
n—oo N

o dec(Al)

1 1 1
=t s (ADIAT) < D i Tlog

n—oo N q

2n=en et (Af) 2

1t Sy (i) 1 Sp (i) 1
3| St 3 [ s S g 9
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