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Abstract—We present quasicyclic principal component analysis
(QPCA), a generalization of principal component analysis (PCA),
that determines an optimized basis for a dataset in terms of
families of shift-orthogonal principal vectors. This is of particular
interest when analyzing cyclostationary data, whose cyclic struc-
ture is not exploited by the standard PCA algorithm. We first
formulate QPCA as an optimization problem, which we show may
be decomposed into a series of PCA problems in the frequency
domain. We then formalize our solution as an explicit algorithm
and analyze its computational complexity. Finally, we provide
some examples of applications of QPCA to cyclostationary signal
processing data, including an investigation of carrier pulse
recovery, a presentation of methods for estimating an unknown
oversampling rate, and a discussion of an appropriate approach
for pre-processing data with a non-integer oversampling rate in
order to better apply the QPCA algorithm.

Index Terms—Principal Component Analysis, PCA, signal
processing, cyclostationarity

I. INTRODUCTION

PRINCIPAL component analysis (PCA) is widely used
throughout data science and statistics. It provides the user

with a set of orthogonal axes — “principal components” —
that best capture the energy of a data set.

PCA is often used when approximating higher-dimensional
data. PCA components are ordered by the successive amounts
of data energy they capture. If we approximate the data by
its projection onto the first k PCA components, then, in
terms of energy captured, we obtain an optimal k-dimensional
approximation of the data.

Standard PCA does not take into account any knowledge of
structure of the data. Various generalizations and variations
of PCA have been developed to address certain types of
data. These include singular spectrum analysis and related
techniques for time-series data, both stationary [1, chap. 12]
and non-stationary [2] as well as high-frequency data [3].
Takane [4] provides an extensive description of constrained
PCA, which allows the user to decompose the data matrix
using external information about the data, and then create
a solutions from PCA performed on the components of the
decomposition. Dai and Müller extend PCA to the case where
the data lie on a general Riemannian manifolds (including the
particular example of data on a sphere) [5].

This paper introduces a generalization of PCA, which we
name quasicyclic PCA (QPCA). In QPCA, instead of seeking a
set of vectors that best capture the energy of the experimental
data, we seek families of shift-orthogonal vectors that best
capture the energy.

Our approach is useful in experimental applications where
the user has reason to believe that the underlying data is
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cyclostationary, i.e., that the statistics of each period of the data
are the same. We are particularly interested in applications to
communications engineering, as information signals created by
modulating symbols using shift-orthogonal pulses have such
cyclostationary statistics. However, cyclostationary data ap-
pears in many other fields, including dynamics, econometrics,
astronomy, and biology. For an extensive bibliography on this
subject, see [6, chap. 10].

We borrow the term “quasicyclic” from algebraic coding
theory to describe our approach to applying PCA to cyclo-
stationary data. In a quasicyclic code, every circular shift of
a codeword by a multiple of some number of indices s is
also a codeword. (See, e.g. [7] for an extensive discussion.) In
much the same way, as our data is cyclostationary, we consider
circular shifts of our data vectors by some amount s also to
be relevant data.

As an example, consider Figure 1. Here, we use the length
54 pulse shown in Figure 1a to modulate m = 100 data
signals, each consisting of N = 6 PAM-4 symbols (Figure 1b
gives an example). This pulse is orthogonal to its circular shifts
by multiples of 9 samples. Performing PCA on this data and
extracting the N = 6 most significant orthogonal components
(see Figure 1c) does not tell us much about the structure of
the underlying signals. However, QPCA recovers a size-N
family of orthogonal 9-shifts of a pulse, each of which closely
approximates a shift of the original pulse (see Figure 1d).

This simple example illustrates the potential usefulness of
QPCA, which will be fully described and formalized in the
sections below. The rest of the paper is structured as follows:
Section II provides a mathematical description of standard
PCA as background. Section III describes the formulation of
QPCA as an optimization problem. Section IV derives the
solution to the problem. Finally, Section V provides some
examples uses of QPCA.

We will use the following notation throughout: signals
(also referred to as vectors) are elements of Cn, with indices
starting at 0. They are indexed modulo n, i.e., for a signal
x, we understand x(i) to mean the i mod nth element of
x. We denote the standard inner product of signals x and
y by ⟨x, y⟩ =

∑n−1
i=0 x(i)y

∗(i), and the norm of x by
∥x∥ =

√
⟨x, x⟩. Products of signals are understood to be taken

pointwise, i.e., (xy)(i) = x(i)y(i).

II. PRINCIPAL COMPONENT ANALYSIS

Suppose that we are given a set of m complex signals
{x1, . . . , xm} ⊆ Cn, which we refer to as data vectors. The
centroid of these data vectors is the vector x̄ = 1

m

∑m
i=1 xi.

The centred data is then {y1, . . . , ym} = {x1−x̄, . . . , xm−x̄}.
We suppose that the centred data span a d-dimensional sub-
space of Cn. We assume d > 0; in most applications d = n.
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(a) A pulse ϕ of length 54. It is orthogonal to any ϕ̃
formed by circularly shifting ϕ by any multiple of 9
time-steps (“9-shifts”).

(b) Example of data formed from a linear combination
of N = 6 circular shifts of ϕ. Our data set consists of
m = 100 such curves.

(c) The first N = 6 components obtained by performing
regular PCA on our data.

(d) The first component and its N = 6-dimensional fam-
ily of orthogonal shifts obtained by performing QPCA
on our data. Each is close to a 9-shift of ϕ.

Fig. 1: An illustration of QPCA. In (a), a shift-orthogonal pulse
ϕ is used to create data consisting of n = 100 runs of signals
containing N = 6 modulated symbols each, such as that shown
in (b). The first N orthogonal PCA components are shown
in (c), and have a complicated form that tells the user little
about the structure of the data. In contrast, the QPCA results
in (d) give the first shift-orthogonal component (along with its
orthogonal family of shifts), which accurately corresponds to
the underlying pulse ϕ.

A first principal component of the centred data is a vector
q(1) ∈ Cn satisfying

q(1) = arg max
∥q∥=1

m∑
i=1

|⟨yi, q⟩|2. (1)

The quantity
∑m

i=1 |⟨yi, q⟩|2 is the sum of the energy of the
signals obtained by projecting each of the centred data vectors
onto q.

Define the projection of signal x onto the space spanned by
signal v by projv(x) =

⟨x,v⟩
∥v∥2 v. This simplifies when ∥v∥ = 1

to projv(x) = ⟨x, v⟩v. The m error signals yi−projq(1)(yi) are
orthogonal to q(1) for each i ∈ {1, . . . ,m}. A second principal
component q(2) is obtained as a first principal component of
this collection of error signals. Proceeding in this way, we
may define, for any positive integer i ≤ d, an ith principal
component q(i) as a first principal component of the m signals y1 −

i−1∑
j=1

projq(j)(y1), . . . , ym −
i−1∑
j=1

projq(j)(ym)

 ,

where an empty sum of vectors is taken to be 0. By construc-
tion, {q(1), . . . , q(d)} is an orthonormal basis for the vector
space spanned by the centred data vectors.

If we create an m × n matrix Y whose rows are the
yis, it can be shown that q(i) is a normalized eigenvector
of YHY corresponding to the ith largest eigenvalue. (This
is equivalent to the normalized right-singular vector of Y
corresponding to the ith largest singular value of Y.) This
so-called principal component analysis (PCA) was developed
in 1901 by Pearson [8]; it was later named PCA by Hotelling
in the 1930s [9].

III. PROBLEM STATEMENT

A. Mathematical Background
We begin by formalizing the concept of a shift-orthonormal
signal, the class of signal to which we constrain QPCA
components.

Definition 1 (Autocorrelation). The autocorrelation function
Rx ∈ Cn associated with a signal x ∈ Cn is defined pointwise
for 0 ≤ j < n as

Rx(j) = ⟨x, x⊛ ej⟩ =
n−1∑
i=0

x(i)x∗(i− j) (2)

where ej is the jth unit vector in the standard basis and ⊛
indicates circular convolution.

Note that x ⊛ ej is the circular shift of x by j indices,
which means that the autocorrelation function returns the inner
product between x and the circular shift by j of x.

Definition 2 (Shift-orthonormal signals). Let s and N be
integers such that n = Ns. A signal x ∈ Cn is said to be
s-quasicyclic shift-orthonormal or an s-root-Nyquist pulse if

Rx(j) =

{
1, j = 0,

0, j = ks, k ̸= 0.

Such a signal is orthogonal to cyclic shifts of itself by any
nonzero multiple of s.

Let us define the Kronecker delta function as follows.

Definition 3. The length-n Kronecker delta signal δ ∈ Cn is
defined by

δ(i) =

{
1 i = 0

0 i ̸= 0
.

This means that (2) can be rewritten as

Rx

N−1∑
i=0

δ ⊛ eis = δ. (3)
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for 0 ≤ j < n.
We denote by Qn(s) ⊆ Cn the set of all s-quasicyclic shift-

orthonormal length-n signals. For any signal q ∈ Qn(s), we let
spans(q) = span{q ⊛ eks}k denote the vector space spanned
by q and its quasicyclic shifts by multiples of s.

We generalize the concept of projecting a signal onto a one-
dimensional vector, as in standard PCA, to that of projecting
onto some general subspace as follows.

Definition 4 (Orthogonal Projection). Let V be any subspace
of Cn, and let x be any signal in Cn. When V is p-dimensional
(necessarily p ≤ n) and equipped with an orthonormal basis
{b1, . . . , bp}, then the orthogonal projection of x on V is
obtained as

projV (x) =

p∑
i=1

⟨x, bi⟩bi.

It is easily verified that the orthogonal project of x on V
has energy ∥ projV (x)∥2 =

∑p
i=1 |⟨x, bi⟩|2.

B. The QPCA Problem

Suppose that we have centred data {ỹ1, · · · , ỹm} ⊆ Cñ, which
we know has a symbol period with an oversampling rate of
s ∈ Z (i.e., s samples per symbol). For each ỹi, we define the
length-n extension of the data as follows. First, define N =
⌊ñ/s⌋ and n = Ns. Then define the length-n data vectors
yi ∈ Cn by

yi(j) =

{
ỹi(j) 0 ≤ j < ñ

0 ñ ≤ j < n
.

We are truncating the vectors so that they have a length that
is a multiple of s, and we call this multiple N . Our new data
has length n = Ns. In a signal-processing context, N ∈ Z
will correspond to the number of symbol periods, and s ∈ Z
will correspond to the oversampling rate (i.e., the number of
samples per symbol).

We wish to generalize PCA from projections on a space
spanned by a single vector q to projections on spans(q), where
q ∈ Qn(s) is chosen so that the sum of the energy of the
projection of the centred data vectors {y1, . . . , ym} ⊆ Cn on
spans(q) is as large as possible. (Setting N = 1 recovers
standard PCA.) Accordingly, we define a first s-quasicyclic
principal component of the centred data to be a vector q(1) ∈
Qn(s) satisfying

q(1) = max
q∈Qn(s)

m∑
i=1

∥ projspans(q)(yi)∥2. (4)

We refer to the optimization problem (4) as quasicyclic prin-
cipal component analysis (QPCA). We can also think of (4) as
maximizing the energy of a signal that can be captured when
demodulating the signal using the set of s-circular-shifts of
pulse q.

IV. SOLUTION

A. Definitions

Our optimization problem will turn out to be more tractable
to analyze in the frequency domain. We therefore recall the

definitions of the discrete Fourier transform and some related
concepts.

Definition 5 (Discrete Fourier Transform). For a positive
integer n, let ωn = e2πi/n, where i satisfies i2 = −1. The
discrete Fourier transform (DFT) of order n of x ∈ Cn is
F(x) = x̂ ∈ Cn where

x̂(k) =
1√
n

n−1∑
i=0

x(i)ω−ik
n .

The DFT is invertible as follows:

x(i) =
1√
n

n−1∑
k=0

x̂(k)ωik
n .

When the DFT is defined in this way, it has the following
useful property.

Claim 1 (Unitarity of the DFT). If x F←→ x̂ and y
F←→ ŷ,

then ⟨x, y⟩ = ⟨x̂, ŷ⟩.
If we can factor n as n = Ns, two useful DFT pairs which

are easy to verify are the following:

F
{

N−1∑
i=0

δ ⊛ eis

}
(k) =

√
N

s

s−1∑
ℓ=0

δ(k − ℓN) (5)

F {δ} (k) = 1√
n
. (6)

We will also be interested in the DFT of Rx, as follows:

Definition 6 (Energy Spectrum). The energy spectrum of x,
denoted as Sx, is a scaled version of the DFT of Rx, i.e.,

Sx =
1√
n
R̂x; thus Sx(k) =

1

n

n−1∑
j=0

Rx(j)ω
−jk
n .

These definitions allow us to state the following useful
result.

Claim 2. If n = Ns, a unit-energy signal x is s-quasicyclic
shift-orthogonal if and only if

s−1∑
j=0

Sx(k −Nj) =
1

N

for 0 ≤ k < N .

Proof. Using (3), we know that x is quasi-cyclic shift-
orthonormal if and only if Rx

∑N−1
i=0 δ ⊛ eis = δ. Taking a

Fourier transform on each side and applying (5) and (6) gives
the desired result.

Note that this claim is a frequency-domain version of
Nyquist’s criterion.

Since (Sx ⊛ δ)(ks) is equal to the total energy of the
components of Sx in the set k+⟨N⟩ = {k, k+N, k+2N, . . . }
this means that a signal x of unit energy is s-quasicyclic
shift-orthogonal if and only if this total energy is 1/N for
every k. Stated more precisely, the signal x̂ has the orthogonal
decomposition

x̂ =

N−1∑
t=0

projCt+⟨N⟩(x̂) =

N−1∑
t=0

x̂t+⟨N⟩ (7)
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where Ct+⟨N⟩ is the s-dimensional subspace of Cn corre-
sponding to the indices in the set t + ⟨N⟩, and x̂t+⟨N⟩ is
the projection of x̂ onto this space.

This leads to the following useful corollary:

Corollary 1. The signal x is s-quasicyclic shift-orthonormal if
and only if every component of the orthogonal decomposition
in (7) has the same energy 1/N , i.e., if and only if

∥x̂t+⟨N⟩∥2 =
1

N
(8)

for 0 ≤ t < N .

B. Derivation of QPCA
We may now reformulate QPCA by expressing the projection
onto the span in (4) in terms of inner products with the N
circular shifts of q.

q(1) = arg max
q∈Qn(s)

m∑
i=1

N−1∑
j=0

|⟨yi, q ⊛ ejs⟩|2 (9)

= arg max
q∈Qn(s)

m∑
i=1

N−1∑
j=0

|⟨yi ⊛ ejs, q⟩|2. (10)

Note that this formulation of QPCA is similar in nature to a
standard PCA problem but with respect to an augmented data
set

⋃m
i=1

⋃N−1
j=0 {yi ⊛ ejs} instead of only the yis. However,

rather than allowing a principal component to be an arbitrary
signal of unit norm, in this new problem q(1) is required to
be s-quasicyclic shift-orthonormal, i.e., an element of Qn(s).

In light of Claim 1, and since elements of Qn(s) have a
convenient energy spectrum characterization, we now pose
QPCA in the DFT domain. Denote by Q̂n(s) the set of DFTs
of elements of Qn(s), i.e., Q̂n(s) = {q̂ = F{q} : q ∈ Qn(s)}.
Taking the DFT of each of the centered data vectors, we obtain
the sequence {ŷ1, . . . , ŷm}. Letting êjs = F{ejs} we seek a
signal q̂(1) ∈ Q̂n(s) satisfying

q̂(1) = arg max
q̂∈Q̂n(s)

m∑
i=1

N−1∑
j=0

|⟨√nŷiêjs, q̂⟩|2

= arg max
q̂∈Q̂n(s)

m∑
i=1

N−1∑
j=0

∥ projq̂(
√
nŷiêjs)∥2. (11)

Again, this problem is similar in nature to a standard PCA
problem with an augmented data set

⋃m
i=1

⋃N−1
j=0 {

√
nŷi},

except that q̂(1) is required to be an element of Q̂n(s), rather
than any vector, as in (1).

Now we use (7) to write our expression in terms of the
orthogonal decomposition q̂ =

∑N−1
t=0 q̂t+⟨N⟩. The projection

projq̂(z) of an arbitrary signal z ∈ Cn on span({q̂}) then has
the orthogonal decomposition

projq̂(z) =
N−1∑
t=0

projq̂t+⟨N⟩
(z).

Recall from Corollary 1 that q̂ ∈ Q̂n(s) if and only if
∥q̂t+⟨N⟩∥2 = 1

N for all t. Thus, assuming that q̂ ∈ Q̂n(s),
we have

projq̂t+⟨N⟩
(z) =

⟨z, q̂t+⟨N⟩⟩
⟨q̂t+⟨N⟩, q̂t+⟨N⟩⟩

q̂t+⟨N⟩

= N · ⟨z, q̂t+⟨N⟩⟩q̂t+⟨N⟩,

which has energy

∥ projq̂t+⟨N⟩
(z)∥2 = N2 · |⟨z, q̂t+⟨N⟩⟩|2 · ∥q̂t+⟨N⟩∥2

= N · |⟨z, q̂t+⟨N⟩⟩|2.
Thus, for q̂ ∈ Q̂n(s), we get

∥ projq̂(z)∥2 = N

N−1∑
t=0

|⟨z, q̂t+⟨N⟩⟩|2

= N

N−1∑
t=0

|⟨zt+⟨N⟩, q̂t+⟨N⟩⟩|2.

The objective function in the optimization problem (11) thus
decomposes as

N

N−1∑
t=0

 m∑
i=1

N−1∑
j=0

|⟨(√nŷiêjs)t+⟨N⟩, q̂t+⟨N⟩⟩|2
 ,

Terms corresponding to a fixed t can be maximized indepen-
dently, subject only to the constraint that ∥q̂t+⟨N⟩∥2 = 1/N
for each t. Maximization of the term corresponding to t is a
standard PCA problem in the subspace Ct+⟨N⟩, posed as

q̂
(1)
t+⟨N⟩ = arg max

q̂∈Ct+⟨N⟩

∥q̂∥2= 1
N

m∑
i=1

N−1∑
j=0

|⟨(√nŷiêjs)t+⟨N⟩, q⟩|2 (12)

=
1√
N

arg max
q̂∈Ct+⟨N⟩

∥q̂∥2=1

mN−1∑
k=0

|⟨(ẑk)t+⟨N⟩, q̂⟩|2 (13)

where we have introduced the augmented data ẑsj+(i−1) =
ŷiêjs to better emphasize the decomposition into regular PCA
problems. An overall QPCA solution in the DFT domain is
then obtained as

q̂(1) =

N−1∑
t=0

q̂
(1)
t+⟨N⟩, (14)

from which time-domain solution is obtained as q(1) =
F−1

(
q̂(1)

)
. That is, QPCA on m data vectors of length

n reduces to N instances of PCA on Nm data vectors of
length s.

C. Non-integer Oversampling Rate

So far, we have assumed that our oversampling rate s is
integral, i.e., that we have an integer number of samples
per symbol period. In practice, this need not be the case.
Consider, for instance, the case where the data vectors yi were
sampled from continuous functions with symbol period T with
sampling interval 1/s̃ that does not divide T .

In this case, we proceed as follows: We assume the rate
s̃ obeys the Nyquist criterion: in practise, its value may in
fact be estimated from the bandwidth of the data, as described
above. Using sinc interpolation, we can construct the following
band-limited continuous functions:

Yi(t) =

n−1∑
j=0

yi(j) sinc(s̃t− n).



RUMSEY, DRAPER, KSCHISCHANG: QUASICYCLIC PRINCIPAL COMPONENT ANALYSIS 5

These Yis can now be sampled at any desired rate s that obeys
the Nyquist criterion, giving us new data vectors defined by

y′i(j) = Yi(j/s)

for 0 ≤ j ≤ ⌊n/s̃⌋s (to correspond with the same total time
interval). If we choose integral s, we can then perform QPCA
on the y′is as usual.

D. Lack of Uniqueness

It is worth noting that the solution to a PCA problem is not
unique. Since PCA involves maximizing a sum of |⟨yi, w⟩|2s
where ∥w∥ = 1, it follows that if w is an optimum, so too
is w′ = eiϕw for any real ϕ. (In the case of real w, this
is equivalent to ±w.) Since QPCA reduces to N instances of
regular PCA, this gives us N degrees of freedom, one for each
q̂t+⟨N⟩. In particular, if we have a solution in the frequency
domain that decomposes as q̂(1) =

∑N−1
t=0 q̂

(1)
t+⟨N⟩, as per (14),

any vector of the form

N−1∑
t=0

eiϕt q̂
(1)
t+⟨N⟩ (15)

will also be a solution, for any choice of the N real values ϕt.
Selecting the values of the ϕts depends on the specific

application for QPCA. One option, consistent with many pre-
existing eigendecomposition software routines (e.g., Julia’s
LinearAlgebra: eigen) is to select the value of ϕ that
makes the first non-zero element of w′ a positive real number.
Another option is to choose the values that make q̂(1) as
localized as possible in the time domain. We will examine
some of these options in the examples below.

E. Algorithmic Description

The QPCA algorithm is given in Algorithm 1. The algorithm
proceeds as follows: First, we calculate the augmented data ẑ
in terms of the input data. Next, we perform PCA on each of
the appropriate subsets of ẑ, as in (13). Here, PCA(x) denotes
the first standard PCA component of the data x. Finally, we
reassemble these results as in (14) and transform back to the
time domain.

The computational complexity of calculating the first PCA
component in an n×m problem is O(nm), using the power
iteration algorithm for eigendecomposition, and assuming it
converges quickly (i.e., that the largest-magnitude eigenvalue
dominates). We perform PCA N times on Nm× s data, for a
complexity of O(N2m), as s is constant. These factors domi-
nate the complexities of all other operations (e.g., calculating
DFTs).

V. EXAMPLES AND APPLICATIONS

In this section, we focus on three applications of QPCA in
communications engineering. In each case, we send m data
vectors of N symbols, discretized with an oversampling rate
of s samples per symbols. Our examples make use of our Julia
implementation of QPCA, which we have made available on
GitHub [10].

Algorithm 1: The QPCA Algorithm.

Data: N, s,m ∈ N, x1, . . . , xm ∈ CNs

Result: q(1) ∈ CNs

/* Calculate DFTs of centred data. */
x̄← 1

m

∑m
i=1 xi

for i← 1 to m do
ŷi ← F(xi − x̄)

end
/* Assemble data for PCAs */
for i← 1 to m do

for j ← 0 to N − 1 do
for k ← 0 to Ns− 1 do

ẑ[i+mj][k + 1]← e−2πijk/N ŷi[k + 1]
end

end
end
/* Perform PCAs */
for t← 0 to N − 1 do

ẑt ← ẑ[:][t+ 1, t+N + 1, t+ 2N + 1, . . . ]

q̂[t+1, t+N+1, t+2N+1, . . . ] =
√
N

−1
PCA(ẑt)

end
return F−1(q̂)

A. Recovering a Dominant Pulse

In our first example, the data consists of sums of pairs of
signals output from a modulation system. In each continuous-
time system, 16QAM data is modulated using root-raised-
cosine (RRC) pulses ψα. Such pulses have the following
continuous-time-domain form for τ ∈ R:

ψα(τ) =
sin [πτ(1− α)] + 4ατ cos [πτ(1 + α)]

πτ
[
1− (4ατ)

2
] .

The parameter α is known as the roll-off factor. This expres-
sion is defined by continuity at τ = 0 and τ = ±1/(4α),
i.e.,

ψα(0) = 1 + α

(
4

π
− 1

)
ψα

(
± 1

4α

)
= α

[
sin

(
π(1 + α)

4α

)
− 2

π
cos

(
π(1 + α)

4α

)]
.

We choose the RRC pulse because the convolution of two of
these pulses (e.g., when matched filtering) is shift orthonormal
under integer shifts (i.e., with a unit symbol period).

Our received signals are of the form

Yi(τ) =
√
P1

N∑
j=1

ai(j)ψα1
(τ − i)+

√
P2

N∑
j=1

bi(j)ψα2(τ − i− T ) + w(τ) (16)

where each of the ais and bis is a vector of N QAM symbols in
each of the two systems (chosen uniformly and independently,
and normalized so that the constellation has average unit
power). We add white Gaussian noise to each sample, realized
as w(τ). Each system has a different RRC roll-off factor αj ,
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a different average symbol power Pj and N symbols. The
systems have the same symbol period, but are offset from
each other by a time-shift T .

We discretize these pulses at oversampling rate s to ob-
tain data vectors yi, defined by yi(j) = Yi(j/s) for j ∈
{0, 1, . . . , n}, where n = Ns. We apply QPCA to a dataset
of m = 100 of these vectors for which α1 = 0.04, α2 = 0.9,
and N = 81. Our discrete time axis has an oversampling
ratio of s = 9 samples per symbol period, for a total of
n = 729 samples per signal. (That is, our time axis is
{0, 1/s, 2/s, . . . , }.) A shift of T = 5 samples is added to the
second system. In this setup, we examine a variety of (P1, P2)
pairs, as shown in Figure 2.

We expect the first QPCA components to be dominated by
the pulse that defines the higher-power term in (16). This is
reflected in the example output spectra shown in Figure 2a. In
the (P1, P2) = (0, 1) case, we are only sending data with the
high roll-off factor α2 = 0.9. The corresponding pulse has a
near-rectangular spectrum, which we see in the corresponding
plot of |q̂(1)|. Similarly, when (P1, P2) = (1, 0), we are only
sending data with the low roll-off factor α1 = 0.04. Here, the
pulse spectrum is close to a lobe of a cosine, which we also
see in the figure. The intermediate (P1, P2) pairs correspond
to q̂(1) pulses lying between these extremes.

In Figure 2b, we see examples of |q̂(2)|. For the extreme
cases (P1, P2) ∈ {(0, 1), (1, 0)}, the secondary pulses q(2)

consist only of out-of-band noise, since the primary pulse
q(1) capture all of the data. The other cases give intermediate
results, with the second components having greater magnitudes
at frequencies that are more represented in the non-dominant
pulse.

Figure 2 does not show the phase of the results, which
are only defined up to the phase ambiguity in (15). In the
case of this example, the underlying pulses RRC are real even
functions of time. This means that their Fourier transforms are
real even functions of frequency. The implication is that our
spectra with absolute values (i.e., with all phases zero) are in
fact solutions.

B. Symbol Period Estimation
In a practical setting, the QPCA user may not know the symbol
period (i.e., s) a priori. In this section, we investigate some
approaches to determine this period.

What constitutes a good choice of s may depend on the
application, but a reasonable metric is to choose an s that
maximizes the ratio of the energies in the first two QPCA
components, i.e., the ratio of the dominant eigenvalues of
the underlying PCA problems. This is a good choice as it
corresponds to the case where the signal energy is most
concentrated in one component family.

To illustrate the performance of this metric, we send
16QAM symbols with a setup similar to that of the previous
example: RRC pulses with a rolloff factor of α = 0.5,
N = 100 symbols per run, and m = 100 total runs. The
transmitter has an oversampling rate of s = 9 samples per
symbol. None of α, N , and s is known to the receiver. Our
symbols are chosen to have unit power on average, and we
add white Gaussian noise with variance σ = 0.1.
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(a) First QPCA component.
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(b) Second QPCA component

Fig. 2: Absolute values of output spectra of first two QPCA
components for a variety of mixtures of pulses, listed as
(P1, P2).
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Fig. 3: Ratio of first to second eigenvalues for each candidate
value of s.

We consider a range of values of s, truncating the data
to multiples of s as necessary. For each candidate value of
s, we perform QPCA, and examine the resulting principal
component q(1), as well as the fraction λ1 of the total energy
captured by q(1) and its family of s-shifts. We repeat for
q(2), whose family captures fraction λ2, in order to obtain our
metric λ1/λ2. Figure 3 shows this ratio for a range of values
of s. Figure 4 shows some examples of |q(1)|, corresponding
to different values of s.

These figures illustrate several points. First, we see in
Figure 3 that the ratio of eigenvalues peaks at the correct value
of s = 9. This is where we have the best tradeoff between
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Fig. 4: Primary pulses returned by QPCA for different values
of s in Example 2.

the first pulse capturing as much signal and as little noise as
possible. This falls off quickly as s increases, with the energy
being distributed among an increasing number of component
families. Second, we see in Figure 4 that the support of the
pulses is larger for s < 9. As s increases beyond this point,
the pulses change shape, but the support remains the same.

If, as will often be the case, the underlying pulse is
band-limited, the value of s can also be estimated from the
bandwidth of the signal. For instance, in this case, we can
estimate the signal bandwidth at 1/9 the total bandwidth (in
the absence of noise, this estimation is exact). This means that
we should concentrate our search near s = 9.

C. Recomputing the Oversampling Factor

Our final example concerns data which has been sampled at a
rate that does not divide the symbol period. In particular, we
look at signals of the form

Y (τ) =

N∑
i=1

aiψα(τ − i)

sampled as y(j) = Y (j/s) for a non-integer s.
In our experiment, we take α = 0, N = 100, and s = 8.5.

This means that our yis have length ⌊sN⌋ = 850. Examining
the bandwidths of the signals suggests using QPCA with
integer s chosen to be 8 or 9.

If we perform QPCA on this data with s = 9, we obtain a
first component pulse q(1) shown in Figure 5a. This is a poor
approximation of the underlying RRC pulse, and the QPCA
analysis tells us that this pulse and its shifts capture only λ =
94.6% of the available energy.

On the other hand, we can resample the data using the
method described in Section IV-C so that each symbol period

−40 −20 0 20 40

0

0.2

t

(a) Pulse q(1) obtained from RRC data sampled at 8.5
samples per symbol period. Here, λ1 = 94.6%.
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0

0.2

t

(b) Pulse q(1) obtained from same RRC data resampled
at 9 samples per symbol period. Here, λ1 = 99.1%.

Fig. 5: Comparison of pulses obtained when sampling RRC
data with a non-integer oversampling rate, and the same data
resampled at an appropriate integer rate.

now includes an integer number of samples. We take s = 9,
which is the next largest integer (which we can estimate
from the signal bandwidth). In this case, the first component
pulse q5(1) shown in Figure 5b. This pulse has a much more
RRC pulse-like shape, and its family captures λ1 = 99.1%
of the available energy. (The lost 0.9% is the result of the
combination of randomness in the choice of symbols and
truncation effects from the pulse.) This shows the importance
and effectiveness of resampling data which was not sampled
at an integer oversampling rate.

VI. CONCLUSION AND FUTURE WORK

We have developed quasi-cyclic principal component analysis
(QPCA), a statistical tool for decomposing data into a repre-
sentation formed as a linear combination of shift-orthogonal
signals. We have also provided three examples that illustrate
the use of this tool. Future work on this algorithm may include
extending QPCA to other spaces: one possibility is to examine
data vectors taken from two dimensional spaces, which has the
potential to be useful in, for example, identifying repeating
tiling patterns when image processing.
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