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Abstract—In this paper, both non-mixing and mixing local

A. Symmetric and deflation approaches
minima of the entropy are analyzed from the viewpoint of . . . .
blind source separation (BSS); they correspond respectilye to To determine matridB, two approaches can be investigated.

acceptable and spurious solutions of the BSS problem. The The first one (calledymmetrig aims at extracting all sources
contribution of this work is twofold. First, a Taylor development simultaneously. The second approach (caltkdlatior) ex-
is used to show that theexact output entropy cost function has tracts the sources one by one.

a non-mixing minimum when this output is proportional to any Th tri h ists | S
of the non-Gaussian sources, and not only when the output is ¢ '€ COMMON SymmEUric approach ConsIsSts in minimizing

proportional to the lowest entropic source. Second, in ordeto

prove that mixing entropy minima exist when the source dengies
are strongly multimodal, an entropy approximator is proposed.
The latter has the major advantage that an error bound can be
provided. Even if this approximator (and the associated bond)

is used here in the BSS context, it can be applied for estimatg

the entropy of any random variable with multimodal density.

Index Terms—Blind source separation. Independent compo-
nent analysis. Entropy estimation. Multimodal densities Mixture
distribution.

EDICS Category:

I. INTRODUCTION

Blind source separation (BSS) aims at recovering a vector

of independent sourceS = [Sy,---,Sk|T from observed
mixturesX = [X1,---, Xp/]T. In this paper, we assume that
K = M and X = AS, where A is the K-by-K mixing

matrix. The sources can be recovered by finding an unmixing

matrix B such thatW = BA is non-mixing (i.e. with one
non-zero entry per row and per column). Such matriBesan

the Kullback-Leibler divergence between the joint density
and the product of the marginal densities of the recovered
sources (i.e. their mutual information), which are the
components7,...,Yx of Y = BX. This leads to the
minimization of (see [5], [6], [7])

K
C(B) =) H(Y:)—log|detB] 1)
i=1

where H(Y) denotes Shannon’s differential entropy
Y [5], [6]:

H(Y) = - / py()logoy W)dy . (@)

In eq. (2),py denotes the probability density function
(pdf) of Y. A variant of this approach applies the unmix-
ing matrix B to a whitened version of the observations.

In this case, since the sources are uncorrelated and can be
assumed to have the same variance, one can con&rain

to be orthogonal [2]. The terrvg det B in criterion (1)
disappears and'(B) is to be minimized over the group

of orthogonal matrices.

be found by minimizing an ad-hoc cost function (see [1], the
books [2], [3], [4] and references therein). computing thek-th row b, of B by minimizing a non
In practice, the minimum of these criteria is reached by Gaussianity index ob;X subject to the constraint that

adaptive methods such as gradient descents. Therefore, one b X is uncorrelated tdb;X for ¢ < k. By taking this

has to pay attention to the solutions corresponding to these indexto be the negentropy [9] and assuming (without loss
minima. In most of cases, the global minimum is a solution of  of generality) that the sources have the same variance,
the BSS problem. By contrast, the possible local minima can the cost function can be written d8(wS) — log ||w||
either correspond to a desired solution (referred@s-mixing plus a constant, whemw;, = b, A and|wy|| denotes the
minima) or spurious solution (referred asixing minima) of Euclidean norm, /wj,w? [10], [11]. Since this function

the problem. For example, the optimization algorithm could g unchanged whenw; is multiplied by a scalar, this
be trapped in minima that do not correspond to an acceptable |oa4s to minimizingH (w;,S) under thew,w? = 4,
T — U,

solution of the.BSS problem. Therefore, it _is_ of interes_t_to constraint forl < i,k < K, wheres; ,, is the Kronecker
study the possible existence of both non-mixing and mixing  4ejta [12]. ’
local minima.

The paper deals with this issue by extending existing result
of related work. The introduction first presents the two mafi- Related works
approaches for source separation and details the stateof- Although both symmetric and deflation procedures could be
art related to the local minima of BSS criteria. Then, thanalyzed in this contribution with the same tools, we focas o
objectives and the organization of the paper is presented. the entropyH (Y}), used in the deflation approach.

The deflation approach [8] extracts tleth source by
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Several results exist regarding the entropy minim&of low overlap, in the sense that its error bound convergesro ze
wS (the subscript k" has been omitted in the following, sincewhen the mode overlap becomes negligible. This approximato
one signal is extracted at a time in the deflation approadig. Twas mentioned in [17] and error bounds have been provided
first kind of results discusses the existence of non-mixiegll in [19] without proof. In the BSS context, when the sources
minima of H(Y) that correspond to the extraction of a singléave such densities, the use of this approximator makes it
source. The second kind of results discusses the existdnc@assible to show that the marginal entropy has local mixing
mixing minima that correspond to spurious solutions of thminima. This approach can be applied to a wider class of
BSS problemY is still a mixture of sources despite the facsource densities than the score function-based methodederi
that H(Y') is a local minimum. These results are summarized [18]. The results presented in this paper further extbodée
below. in [19] as they are not restricted to the casddf= 2 sources.

« Non-mixing entropy local minima Finally, we provide a detailed proof of the bound formula for

It has been shown that the global minimumfy’) with  the entropy approximator.

Y = wS is reached when the outphitis proportional to It must be stressed that the aforementioned entropy approx-
the source with the lowest entropy [10]. It is proven in [9]mator can be used for other applications that require egtro
that when a fixed-variance output is proportional to ongstimation of multimodal densities.

of the sources, then, under some technical conditions, the

cumulant-based approximation of entropk;(Y") used

in FastlCA [9] reaches a non-mixing local minimum. . L OCAL NON-MIXING MINIMA OF OUTPUT ENTROPY
Finally, based on the entropy power inequality [13], it

is also proven in [14] that, in the two-dimensional case, In this section, we shall prove that/(wS), under the

Shannon’s entropy has a local minimum when the outplit|| = 1 constraint, reaches a local minimum &t = I,
is proportional to a non-Gaussian source. the j-th row of the K’ x K identity matrix, if S; is non-
« Mixing entropy local minima Gaussian, or a global maximum otherwise. Note that, as it

As for the mutual information, simulations results in [15]S Well known, the global minimum is reached Bt where
suggest that mixing local entropy minima exist in specifié = arg ming H(Sk).

cases (i.e. when the source pdfs are strongly multimodal,

which sometimes occur in practice, for sinusoid wave-

forms among other). These results, based on density esti- Theoretic development

mation using the Parzen kernel method, are confirmed by.

other simulations using directly entropy estimation, such The startllng F’O'T‘t IS an expansion c.)f the entropy of a
as Vasicek’s one in [16] or based on the approximat ?ndom variablé” slightly contaminated with another variable

analyzed in this paper in [17]. Rigorously speaking, th Y up to second order idY, which has been established
above results do not constitute an absolute proof sin%[zo]:
error bounds are not available for the approximation
procedure. By contrast, a theoretical proof is given inH(Y+ oY) = H(Y) + E[py (Y)oY] +
[18], but for a specific example only (two bimodal E{E[Var(§Y|Y)w§/(Y)] — [BE(6Y]Y))?} (3)
sources sharing the same symmetric pdf). The existence 2
of mixing local entropy minima has also been showf, g equationg)y is the score function of’, defined as
in [19] (v_wthout deta|l_ed proof) in the_ case of two non_(logpy)u, py is the pdf of Y, ’ denotes the derivative, and
symmetric sources with strongly multimodal pdfs. E(-]Y) andvar(-|Y)) denote the conditional expectation and
conditional variance givelt’, respectively.
C. Objectives and organization of the paper Assume thatv is close froml; so that itsi-th component

In this paper, additional results regarding mixing and nof IS close to 0 fori # j. gnder the|lw|| = 1 constraint,
mixing entropy minima are presented. Two main results wilh; = /1 —>_,.; w? and sincey1 —z = 1 — 32 + o(x),

be proven. one can write

Firstly, it will be shown in the next section that the exact 1
entropy of an outpul/ (Y") with a fixed variance has local non- w;=1-—= Z w? + 0( Z wf)
mixing minima: the entropy? (Y') has a local minimum when 2 it it

Y is proportional to one of the non-Gaussian sources. This is
an extension of the results presented in [18] to the cagé of Thus,wS = §; 4 0.5; with
2 sources. If the output is proportional to the Gaussian sourc )
(|f it ex!sts),_the entropy has a glo.bal maximum. Numerical 58, = Zwi& _ _(ng)sj 4 O(wa)
simulations illustrate these results in the= 2 case, for the Py 2N Py
ease of illustration.

Secondly, in Section Ill, an entropy approximator is pre-, _ . _

d f hich an error bound can be derived. It is swta In this paper, we use thg score funct!on d(_eflnmon _pres_emtEtﬁ?].

sente . or wi 'C. - o ) . ” kﬁowever, several authors define this function with the ojposign. The
for variables having multimodal densities with modes hgwn reader should have this difference in mind.
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Therefore, applying (3) and dropping higher order term& on
gets thatH (wS) equals

H(S;) + (S wi)Blvs, (58] — 5 (32 w? ) Blus, (5)53]

I
|
|
|
|
|
Y
5m/4 3n/2 /4 21

DE N e

i£] i#£] 0 /4 /2 3m/4
1 12 (a)
n §{E[var(zw35i sj)w’sj (Sj)} - [ZwiE(SﬂSj)} } ; ;
i i I ‘ ‘
+ 0( Z wf) . : :
i#j ‘ |
Since the sources are mutually independent, any non-line? w4 T2 Smw4 mo Sm4 3m2 7w4 2m

mapping of them is uncorrelated so thBfys, (S;)S:] = ®

0, for ¢ # j. FurthermoreE(S;|S;) = E(S;) = 0 for 1
i # j, E[¢s,(55)S;] = 1 (by integration by parts), and :
var(R, . wiSi|S;) = var(}o.; wiSi) = (Zi;ﬁjwzz)o% ‘
wherec? denotes the common variance of the sources. There l
fore 0 WA W2 3WA m  5m4 3W2 WA 2n

(c)
1 2 2 /
H(WS) H(Sj) + 2 (Z Wi ) {USEWSJ' (Sj)] 1} Fig. 1. Evolution of of H(wS) vs 6: (a) Example 1: two Uniform sources
i#j (b) Example 2: Uniform §1) and GaussianS2) sources; (c) Example 3:
+O(Z w») (4) two bimodal sources. The non-mixing minima are indicateddagh-dotted
” v ) vertical lines, the mixing ones by dotted lines.
1#]

Note that again by integration by pariﬁ[w’sj(sj)] can be
rewritten asE[zﬁ%J, (S;)], which is precisely Fisher's informa-
tion [5]. In addition, by Schwarz’s inequality [5], one has

Example 2: Suppose now that; andS, have uniform and
Gaussian distributions respectively. Local minima arenfbu
for 0 € {(2p+1)n/2}, p € Z, and local maxima foé € {pr}

IB{[S; — B(S)|vs, (S} < /o2E[2 (S))] . (F.ig. 1(b)). Again, no spurious minimum can be observed in
! I this example.
with equality if and only ifys, is a linear function. But since Example 3:Consider two source symmetric pdfs, and
as mentioned abovE[ys,(S;)] = 0 and E[S;¢s,(S;)] = Ps. that are constituted by i) two non-overlapping uniform

1, the left hand side of the above inequality equals 1. Thiodes and ii) two Gaussian modes with negligible overlap,
ggE[ng(Sj)] > 1 unlessysg, is linear (which means tha; respectively. One_can observe that non-mixing solutiorsioc

is Gaussian) in which case2E[2 (5;)] = 1. One concludes for ¢ € {pm/2} (Fig. 1(c)). _

from (4) that H(wS) > H(S;) for all w sufficiently close 1N addition to an illustration of _the above theor_etlcal rle_sg

to I, if S; is non-Gaussian. Thull (wS) reaches local non- the Iast_ e_xample shows the existence os spurious (mixing)
mixing minima atw = +I, (since H(—wS) = H(wS)), as local minima for0 ¢ {pr/2}. I-!owever, the f|gur§ _does
long asS; is non-Gaussian. I5; is Gaussian therd/(5;) is NOt constitute a_proof_ qf the existence of local minima of
a global maximum since Gaussian random variables have #&wS); the minima visible on the figure could indeed be
highest entropy for a given variance. Equality (4) is of ne u® consequence of the entropy estimator (more precisely, of

in this case, since the second term in this equality vanishefe pdf estimation). In the next section, we derive an entrop
estimator and an associated error bound. This approximator

is efficient for estimating the entropy of variables having
B. Numerical simulations multimodal densities, in the sense that the error boundstend
In this subsection, three simple examples are analyzedtfhzero when the mode overlaps decrease. Next, thanks to this
the K = 2 case. In this case, the unit-norm vectercan approximator, it will be theoretically proven that mixingchl
be rewritten agsinf, cosf] and H(wS) is considered as a Minima exist for strongly multimodal source densities.
function of §. The entropy is computed through eq. (2), in
which the pdf were estimated from a finite sample set (1000 lIl. ENTROPY APPROXIMATOR
samples), using Parzen density estimation [21], [22] with In this section, we introduce the entropy approximator
Gaussian Kernels of standard deviatiop = 0.56x *+ S~1/®> first derived in [17]. The detailed proofs of the upper and
(S denotes the number of samples ahg is the empirical lower bounds of the entropy based on this approximator,
standard deviation, enforced to be equal to one here) aceady mentioned in [19] without proof, are given. lllaive
Riemannian summation instead of exact integration. examples are further provided. The entropy bounds will be
Example 1:Assume thatS; and.S; have uniform densities. used in the next section to prove that for a specific class of
According to the above results, local minima exist fore  source distributions, the entropy functidii(wS) can have
{p7/2|p € Z}. In this example, no mixing minimum can bea local minimum that does not correspond to a row of the
observed (Fig. 1(a)). identity matrix. The presented approach yields more génera
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results than those in [18], since it is no longer constraihed 1) General results:The following Lemma provides upper
the sources share a common symmetric pdf. and lower bounds for the entropy.
This approach relies on an entropy approximation of aLemma 1:Let p be given by (5), then
multimodal pdf of the form
H(p) < H(p) 8

N
= Z T K (y), (5) whereH(p) is given by (7).

In addition, assume thatup K,, = sup,cg Kn(y) < o0
(1 <n < N)and letQy,...,Qn be disjoint subsets which

whereN > 1, my,...,mny are (strictly positive) probabilities ; .

summing to 1 and<y, ..., K are unimodal pdfs. We focusﬁ}p;iroxmately cover the supports &, ..., Ky, in the sense
on the case where the supports of thg, can be nearly

covered by disjoint subse®,, (n = 1,...,N) so thatp is €n = j]R\Q n(y)dy

strongly multimodal (withN' modes). In this case a good

approximation to the entropy of a random variable of density — fR\Q n(y) log S}éﬁé;ﬁ dy

p can be obtained; this entropy will lbusivelydenoted by

H(p) instead ofH (Y') whereY is a random variable with pdf are small. Then, we have
p. Such approximation will be first derived informally (forsea I = Z o
of comprehension) and then a formal development giving the "
error bounds of the approximator is provided.

N
_ Z T [10 (max1<m<N Sup Km) + 1} €n-(9)

L . T, sup K,
A. Informal derivation of entropy approximator The proof &Fthis Lemma is given in Appendix I.
If the random variable has a pdf of the form (5), then its Let us consider now the case where the densfiigsin (5)
entropy equals all have the same form:
Kn(y) = (1/0n)K[(y — pn)/ 0] (10)

0o N
= —/ ZﬁnKn(y) log [anKn(y)}dy - (6) where K is a bounded density of finite entropy. Hence
o H(K,)= H(K)+logo, and the upper bound (7) becomes
Suppose that there exists disjoint séis, ...,y that

nearly cover the supports of th&,, densities; even if thés,, H(p) < H(p) = H(K)+ > _mylogo, + h(r).  (11)
have a finite support, th@,, may differ from the true support n=1
of the K; since these supports may be not disjoint. Themalso, the lower bound of the entropy given by eq. (9) reduces
assuming thatr,, K,,(y) > 0 is small or zero for ally ¢ Q,, to
and noting thallog0 = 0 by convention (more rigorously:
lim,_,o+ x logz = 0), one gets Z Talel, 4+ (log 7t 4 1)en]. (12)

N
Let us arrange the, by increasing order and take, small
Z /Q Z T Kn(y)log [Z W"Kn(y)} dy with respect to

m n=1
dn 2 iy = fin—1, g1 = fin) - (13)
~— Z Tm Ko (y) loglmm Ko (y)]dy - . .
= Qn wherepy = —oco and uy 41 = oo by convention. Under this
assumption, the density (5) is strongly multimodal &din
If we noterr = [my, -+ ,m,] andh(r) & — ij:l ™, logm, the above Lemma can be taken to be intervals centergg at

the entropy of a discrete random variable takiNgdistinct of lengthd,,:
ﬁ:g?es with probabilitiesry, ..., 7y, then H(p) ~ H(p) U 2 (1 — dn )2, jin + dn /2). (14)

Then simple calculations give

N
p) £ mH(Ky) + h(r). ) i o0
1 en=1—[" d/§ ZZZL) (z)dx

B. Upper and lower bounds of the entropy of a multimodal € = H(K) — Ha, /o, (K) + €n log(sup K),

distribution where H,(K) £ faé% z)log K (x)dz. It is clear that
The entropy approximatdg (p) in previous subsection is ¢, ande), both tend to O asi /o-n — oo. Thus one gets the

actually an upper bound for the entropy. This claim is provedllowing corollary.

in the following; in addition, a lower bound of the entropy Corollary 1: Letp be given by (5) withk,, of the form (10)

will be further provided. These bounds permit to analyzendsup, K (x) < co. Then H(p) is bounded above b (p)

how accurate is the approximatidii(p) ~ #H(p); they are and converges to this bound asn,, (d, /o,) — o, d,, being

explicitly computed when alk,, are Gaussian kernels. defined in (13).
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2) Explicit calculation in the Gaussian caséet us focus

on the K(x) = ®(z) case whereb(x) denotes the standard o |— HM i
. . 2 UpperBound
Gaussian densityb(z) = (1/v27)e /2. —— LowerBound
gt | UpperBound-LowerBound B

The upper and lower bounds df (p) are given by (11)
and (12) withH (®) instead ofH (K); ¢, ande,, can now be -
obtained explicitly :

6

220, ) 5

e, = Erfc (

e, = H(®) — Hy, /5, () — €, log V2, 4

where Erfc is the complementary error function defined as 3
Erfe(z) = (2/v7) [° exp( 2)dz. By double integration by
parts and noting than Erf(z)dz = x Erf(z) +exp(—2?)/\/7

with Erf(x) = 1—Erfe(x), some algebraic manipulations give *f

0 \“\\“ I I

1 0 1 2 3
H ®) = — Exf log(2me 10 10 10 10
110 (@) = Bt (S5 ) og(2re) :
o o—dn/(807)  Fig. 2. llustration of Example 4: Evolution o/ (Y') and its bounds versus
2V 2moy, o, whereY = U + oZ, U is a discrete random variable taking values
in {0,5,10} with probabilitesm = [1/4,1/2,1/4] and Z is a standard
One can see thati;, ,, (®) — H(®) = logv2me as Gaussian variable independent frdm The lower bound converges to the
d /0 — oo, as it should be. FinaIIy: upper bound ag — 0 and the difference between upper and lower bounds
neen tends t03/2 + h(m) asoc — oo (note that the horizontal axis scale is
logarithmic).
= Erfc ( )
2\/— 204,
1 d, d,, s /(2o ' one is often interested in quantifying the Bayes’ probabdif
= 5 Brfe (2\/50 ) oo . ! error P(e). In our context, each of the pdf modg, represents
n n

. . the density of a given class,, i.e. the conditional density
Example 4:To illustrate Corollary 1, Fig. 2 plots the en- ¢ - given C = ¢, is K,. Furthermoresr,, is the a priori

tropy of a trimodal variabl&” with densityp as in (5) withK,, probability of ¢, : P(C = ¢,) = 1, andp is the density of

given by (10),0, = o (for the ease of illustration)ic = @, Y, which can thus be seen as a “mixture density”. Defining
p=1[0,5,10] and 7 = [1/4,1/2,1/4]. Such variable can be , h(C) = =N P(C = ¢,)log P(C = ¢,), it can be shown

n=1

represented a8 = U+oZ whereU is a discrete random vari- [23],[24] that
able taking values if0, 5, 10} with probabilities1 /4,1/2,1/4

and Z is a standard Gaussian variable independent ftom P(e)< 1 h(C|Y) = 1[H(Y|C )+ h(C) — H(Y))

The upper and lower bounds of the entropy are computed as in 2 2

Lemma 1 with the above expressions égr ¢/, and plotted on 1

the same figure. One can see that the loweptitae better the D) Z mnH +h(m) — H(Y) (15)

approximation ofd (Y) by its upper and lower bounds. On the

contrary, wherr increases, the difference between the entropyhere H(Y|C) £ E¢[H (Y |C = ¢;)], which shows that half
and its bounds tend to increase, which seems natural. Théee difference between th#&(p) and H(p) is precisely an
differences however can be seen to tend towards a constantufpper bound of Bayes’ probability of errde(e) = Ey [l —

o — oo. This can be explained as follows. Wheris large,p max; p(c;|y)]. The error vanishes when the modes have no
is no longer multimodal and tends to the Gaussian density @ferlap (the classes are separable, i.e. disjoint).

variances?. ThusH (Y') grows witho aslogo. On the other  Clearly, H(p) — 2P(e) is a tighter upper bound off (p)
hand, the upper bound 6i(p) of H(Y") also grows asogo. than?#(p) asP(e) > 0. On the other hand, it can be proved
The same is true for the lower bound Hf(Y") which equals that#(p) —2+/(N — 1)P(e) is a lower bound foiH (p) [24].
H(p) — 320, mlel, + en(logm,; ' +1)]: the last term tends to However, the lower bound in Lemma 1 is tighter wheris
h(w)+3 aso — oo since for fixedd,,, ¢, — 1 ande,, — 1/2  small enough. Both bounds in this lemma are easier to deal

aso — oo. with in more general theoretical developments, are more re-
lated to the multimodality op(y) and suffice for our purposes.
C. Entropy bounds and decision theory Therefore, in the following theoretical developments, kst

The entropy estimator given in eq. (7) has actually cloé?alr of bounds shall be used.
connections with decision problems, and a tighter uppentou
for H(p) can be found in this framework. Assume we have a
N-class classification problem consisting in finding the £las Based on the results derived in Section IlI-B, it will be
label C' of an observatiory,,, knowing the densities and theshown that mixing local minima of the entropy exist in the
priors of the classes. In such kinds of classification pnoisle context of the blind separation of multimodal sources with

IV. MIXING LOCAL MINIMA IN MULTIMODAL BSS
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0.9743
1.3687

Gaussian modes if the mode standard deviatignare small

enough 15269
We are interested in the (mixing) local minima Bf(wS) 06081
on the unit sphereS = {w : ||w| = 1} of RX. We 5] 12269

1.3687
0.9743

v¥d e POoo#A

shall assume that the sources have a pdf of the form (5
with K,, being Gaussian with identical varianeg (but with
distinct means). Thus, as in example 4, we may represel
S, as Uy + oZ, where U is a discrete random variable os}
and Z, is a standard Gaussian variable independent fror
Uy. Further, (Ui, Z1),...,(Uk, ZKk) are assumed to be in- of
dependent so that the sources are independent as requir
From this representatiornwS = wU + ¢Z where U is  _j4|
the column vector with components; and Z is again a
standard Gaussian variable (since any linear combination ¢ _
independent Gaussian variables is a Gaussian variable a
Zszl wy Z has zero mean and unit variance). Sine¥ is
clearly a discrete random variabeS also has a multimodal
distribution of the form (5) withK, again the Gaussian

density with variancer?. Note that the number of modes is(F]ig- 3aUE>§alr(nplel5: illu;trati?nogzr L;gﬁmal 20-3 Irhze Sd]fscrzt? %Warilabzlis
ot an ake values i —+/1. .5, V1. .5} and{-1.2,— .4,

e e e ol peesier 3 w23/ 11, s

of w. However, as long as is small enough with respect

to the distanceg,, defined in (13) the approximation (7) of T . .
the entropy is justified. Thus, we are led to the approxinnaticLUl’Uz] where the discrete var!ablelgl an_d_ .U2 take the
H(wS) ~ h(wU) + logo + H(®), where hi(wU) denotes values—\/1.03+2.5,\/1.034—_2.5 with pr(_)l_agb|llt|es ands, .5
abusively the entropy of the discrete random variablé (the and the values-1.2, .4, 2 with probabilities1/2,3/8, 1/8,

entropy of a discrete random varialblewith probability vector respectively. They are chosen to have the same variance, as
x is noted eithern(I7) or h(r)). we need that theéS, = U, + 0Z;, k = 1,2, have the same

The above approximation suggests that there is a relatiélﬁ-[['%nce' iUt thter:r meian tﬁ?ﬂ[‘ Ee 2arb|trary| S'@emsl). dofhs‘ t
ship between the local minimum points B wS) and those of '?Ok ?pend_ (t)'n ¢ em. tn , _u exampre, ea((j:_ ine. al
h(wU). Therefore, we shall first focus on the local minimurrjlIn S WO diStinct pointsu, u” € & span a one dimensiona

: : linear subspace, which constitutes a possible subspaes
points of the entropy ok U before analyzing those df (wS). stated in Lemma 2. There are thus many possibilitiesifor

A. Local minimum points of(wU) each corresponding to a specific vectot.

The functionh(wU) does not depend on the values tha _Two_ simple possibiIiTties forv a%re the subspaces with
wU can take but only on the associated probabilities; theégke)ctli)r;jglven Ey[ﬁ’g and [1.’0] t'hln th_e tflrs(tﬁ;:alse,_ the
probabilities remain constant &s changes unless the numbepUPS€iSHi are bullt by grouping the points aying

of distinct values thatvU can take varies. Such number would" & Same v.er.tlcal dashed '”?e- '!'here are two such subsets
decrease when an equalityu = wu’ is attained for some ¢ = 2) consisting ofu € U with first component equal to

distinct column vectors andu’ in the set of possible values " 1.03 +2.5 and v1.03 + 2.5, respectively. In the second

of U. A deeper analysis yields the following result, which i ase, the subsets; are built by grouping the points di
helpful to find the local minimum point ob(wU). aying on a same horizontal dashed line. There are three such

Lemma 2:Let U be a discrete random vector % and SUDSEtsi(= 3) consisting ofu < u with second component
U be the set of distinct values it can take. Assume that thefdual to—1.2, _j4 and 2, respectively. ) s
existsr > 1 disjoint subset#;, . .., U, of U each containing 1here also exist other subspadeéscorresponding to “diag-

at least 2 elements, such that the linear subspaspanned onal lines” (i.e. to solid lines in Fig.3). This last kind ohe-
by the vectorss — uy,u € 05 \ {w}, ..., u—u,,u € U, \ dimensional linear subspaéé correspond to directions given

{u,}, uy,...,u, being arbitrary elements df,,...,U,, is by two-dimensional vectors/* with two non-zero elements.

of dimensionk — 1. (Note thatV does not depend on the ©On the plot, the points on the half circle correspond to the

choice ofuy, ..., u,, sinceu—u) = (u—u;)— (v} —uy) for vectorsw* of the Lemma; eaclw* is orthogonal to a line

any otheru;, € ¢;.) Then forw* € S and orthogonal td/, Joining a pair of distinct points i/, U/ being the set of all
there exists a neighborhodd® of w* in S anda > 0 such Possible values ofU/1, U»]". The points ot/ are displayed in
that h(wU) > h(w*U) 4+« for all w € W\ {w*}. In the the plot together with their probabilities. The entropig¢s/ U)
caseK = 2, one has a stronger result thgtwU) = h(U) > are also given in the plot; one can see that they are lower for
h(w*U) for all w € W\ {w*}. w = w* than for other pointsw.

The proof is given in Appendix Il. The above Lemma only provides a mean to find a local

Example 5:An illustration of Lemma 2 in theK = 2 minimum point of the functiom(wU), but does not prove
case (again for clarity) is provided in Fig.3. We ndie = the existence of such a point, since the existenc& ofias

g
o}
=2}
2

0 . . . . 4
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only assumedn the Lemma. Nevertheless, in the case where *
the components oJ are independent and can take at leasf"
2 distinct values, subseéft; ensuring the existence df can
be built as follows. Letj be any index in{1,..., K} and
Aj1,-- -5 Ajr; bE the possible value éf;, the j-th component
of U. One can také/;, 1 <+ < r; to be the set otr € ¢/ such 2

1

0.5

0

0=0.171

A

6=0.241

-1.69

-0.64 0.04

1.09

-1.8

-0.34

11

0=10.391

0=0.611

that its j-th components equal; ;. Then it is clear that the

corresponding subspadé consists of all vectors orthogonal 1
to the j-th row of the identity matrix (henc¥ is of dimension 45 05
K — 1) and that the associated vector is simply this row 0
. . . . -1.71 -1.02 0.26  0.95 -1.61 -0.92 0.36 1.05
or it opposite. By Lemma 2, this point* would be a local
minimum point of2(wU). But, as explained above, it is a non 2 z
15 6=0.76 1.5r 6=0.83m

mixing point while we are interested in the mixing point,.i.e
not proportional to a row of the identity matrix. Howevereth * !

above construction can be extended by looking for a sdt of °° 0%

vectorsuy, ..., ug inY, such that the vectons,—u;,1 <i < 0
j < K span any linear subspace of dimensidn- 1 of RX . If
such a set can be found, th&his simply this linear subspace Fig. 4. Example 6: probability density function efS for various angleg.
by taking/; = {ui,...,ux} and r = 1. In addition, if
uy,...,ug do notall have the sameth component, for some
4, then the corresponding™ is a mixing local minimum point.
In view of the fact that there are at lea®f points ini/ to
choose from for ther; and that the last construction procedur
meant not find all local minimum points &f(wU), chance is
that there exists both non-mixing and mixing local minimu
points of h(wU). In the K = 2 case this is really the case:
it suffices to take two distinct points; andus in U/, then by
the above Lemma, the vecter* orthogonal tou; — u, is a
local minimum point ofo(wU). If one chooser; andu, such
that both components af; — u, are non zero, the associate
orthogonal vectow™ is not proportional to any row of the .
identity matrix; it is a mixing local minimum point df(wU). ! ~ [=2v/3/3,v2/2]" u; = [V3/2,—v2]", i.e. when
Note that in the particula’k = 2 case, the aforementioned| tan(0)| = .9526, or 6 € {(0.2423 + p)m, (0.7577 + p)r|p &

method identifies all local minimum points afwU). Indeed, L}. the can :)tf)servef. t.rt'at thebuppefr bO}JndeS ahf:(;]nstant
for any w € S, either there exists a pair of distinct vectoréunC lon except Tor a finite number of angles for which we

w1, s in U such thatw(u; — us) = 0 or there exists no such obsgrve negative pgaks (see Lemma 2). For these angles the
pair. In the first casev is a local minimum point and in the pdf is strongly multimodal, and the upper and 'OWer bounds
second case one hagwU) — h(U). Since there is only a are very close,_thoug_h r_lot clearly visible on the figure. This
finite number of the differencas, — u,, for distinctuy, uy in results from a dIS.COHtIn.U.Ity of the lower bound at these esig|

U, there can be only a finite number of local minimum pointgue to the superimposition of several modes at these angles.

of h(wU), and for all other pointé(wU) take the maximum
value h(U).

-1.59 -0.13 131 -1.44 -0.39 0.29 1.34

random variables taking the valueg+/3/3, v/3/2 with prob-
abilities 1/3,2/3 and—+/2, v/2/2 with probabilities3/7,4/7,
éespectively, and/;, Z, are standard Gaussian variables. The
parameter is set to 0.1. Thu¥y = wS can be represented as
rge +0Z whereUy = sin U/, +cos Uy and Z is a standard
aussian variable independent frém. Figure 4 plots the pdf
of Yy for various angle$. It can be seen that the modality (i.e.
the number of modes) changes with-ig. 5 shows the entropy
of Y, together with its upper and lower bounds, toe [0, 7].
Jn addition to non-mixing local minima a € {pm/2|p € Z},
mixing local minima exist wherw(u; — ug) = 0, where

V. COMPLEMENTARY OBSERVATIONS

This section provides two observations that can be drawn
regarding the impact of th@ode variancer? on the existence

] . o ) of local minima and the symmetry of the entropy with respect
This subsection shows that the local minima points @f o

H(wS) can be related to those a{wU).
Lemma 3:Define S;, ¢ = 1,--- ,K, asS; = U; + 07Z; )
described at the beginning of subsection IV antbe a vector A- Impact of “mode variance’s?
satisfying the assumption of Lemma PJ (being the vector  In the example of Fig. 6 the discrete variablés and U,
with componentU;). Then for o sufficiently small H(wS) in the expression of; and S, are taken as in Example 5.
admits a local minimum point converging to* asc — 0. One can observe that the mixing minima of the entropy
The proof of this Lemma is relegated to the Appendix. tends to disappear when the mode variance increases. This
Example 6:Thanks to the entropy approximator, we shals a direct consequence of the fact that the mode overlaps
illustrate the existence of the local minima Hf(wS) in the increase. Wher increases, the source densities become more
following K = 2 example, so that vectoss satisfying||w|| = and more Gaussian and th&(wS) vs 6 curve tends to
1 can be written agsin 6, cos 0]. We takeS; = U, /o +0Z1 be more and more flat, approaching the constant function
andSy = Ug + 0 Z>, wherelUy, U, /, are independent discretelog v/2m e + logo. The upper and lower bounds have only

B. Local minimum points off (wS)
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H(wgS) = H(w_pS). Third, if the two sources share the
same pdf, then (wyS) = H(w,/2_¢S). Finally, if the two
sources can be expressed as in Lemma 3, then the veetors
for which h(w*U) < h(U) (as obtained in Lemma 2) are
symmetric in the sense that their angles are pairwise ofgosi
This means that for small enough, if a local minimum of
H(wyS) appears ap*, then another local minimum point
will exist near —0* (and thus neapwr — 0, Vp € Z). The
above symmetry property can be seen from Figure 3 and can
be proved formally as follows. From Lemma &;* must be

: . .. . orthogonal tou; — u, for some pair of distinct vectors in the
.. . - . set of all possible values dfJ. Define uj (i = 1,2) to be
K oo N the vector with first coordinate the same as thaugf; and
‘ .. * . second coordinate the same as thatpfThen it can be seen
e .. .| that the vector orthogonal tal — u} has an angle opposite
o A7moan aom .5;11 oim Z6mean x  tothe angle ofw*, yielding the desired result.
Fig. 5. Example 6: Upperbound (dashed line), lower boundsjdmd entropy VI. CONCLUSION

estimation ofYy using finite Riemannian sum (solid). It can be seen that the : : _mivi
upper and lower bounds of the entropy converge to each otlhenwhe In this paper, new results regardlng both non mixing and

density becomes strongly multimodal (see the correspgnpliots in Fig. 4). mixing entropy local minima have been derived in the context
of the blind separation ofK sources. First, it is shown
15 T that a local entropy minimum exists when the output is
-~ e proportional to one of the non-Gaussian source. Second, it
e T PR RN is shown that mixing entropy minima may exist when the
N , ~ source densities are strongly multimodal (i.e. multimogih
sufficiently small overlap); therefore, spurious BSS dohs
051 ] can be obtained when minimizing this entropic criterionm®o
attention must be paid to the obtained solutions when they ar
found by adaptive gradient minimization.

To prove the existence of mixing entropy minima, a theoret-
ical framework using an entropy approximator and its associ
ated error bounds has been provided. Even if this approrimat
is considered here in the context of blind source separation
its use can be extended to other applications involvingogmtr
estimation.

1 HINS 1 )
0 0.3754 1.5708 2.7662 3.1416
2]
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Yet another way to prove the above inequality is to exploit
its connection to the decision problem discussed in Setftion
C. Indeed, equation (15) yields immediatél§(p) — H(p) >
P(e) > 0.

To prove the second result, noting theg(1 + z) < z, the
term log[zm 1 ™K m(y)] can be bounded above by

T K (y) .
Z (y)

if yeQ,
1<m<N,m#n ﬂ—nKn(y)

log[m, Krn(y)] +
gl ()] (17)
log(maxi<m<n sup Kpn,)

otherwise.

Therefore, with

N
H, % - /Kn(y) log [ Z mem(y)]dy.

one gets

(18)

an_

K, (y)log[m, Ky (y)]dy

>

1<m<N,m#n
—log( max sup K,,)e
g(lgmgN p Km)en

Q,
Tm

K (y)dy
Tn JQ,

But sinceQ, ...,

N
> ™

n=1

Qp are disjoint,

L
zw/

andUi<n£m<n§l, € R\ Q,,. Therefore the right hand side
of the above equality is bounded above E/V 1 Tm€m.- It

1<m<N m;én

Km(y)dy,

Ui<nzm<NSn

N
APPENDIX | follows thatH (p) = >, _, 7, H,, is bounded below by
PROOFS OFLEMMAS N N
™)+ mnH )+ 7 log(my, sup K,,) Tne,
Proof of Lemma 1 We have from (6) thatH(Y) = ) ; nz:l g( p Z
SN | m.H, where N N

Since all K,,, > 0, the last right hand side is bounded above

by —

y)} dy.  (16)

N
H, 4 —/Kn(y) log [ Z T K.
m=1

J Ky (y)log[m, Kn(y)] dy = H(K,) — logm,, yielding

the |nequaI|ty (8).
A more elegant derivation of this inequality can be obtainedhlues foru € I{;. On the other hand, by grouping the vectors
from the entropy properties. Indeed, the density given in (m € &/ which produce the same value @f*u into subsets of

can be interpreted as the marginal density of an augmentédone gets a partition df into »* + 1 subsetdf, ...,
model (Y,
ues uq, . ..

U) whereU is a discrete variable withV val-
, uy, With probabilitiesm,...,7, andY has a

conditional density giverU = wu,, equal to K,,. The joint

entropyH (Y, U) of (the “continuous-discrete” pair of randomdistinct. Obviouslyr* > 1 and each of thé/, ...
variables)Y, U equalsH (Y|U) + h(U) whereh(U) =
is the discrete entropy df and H(Y|U) =

] h(m)
Zn:l FWH(KW)

is the conditional entropy ot given U. But H(Y,U) =

—Zwmem anlog max sup K, )en,

m=1 n=1

After some manipulations the above expression reduces to

the lower bound forz _, ™M, given in the Lemmadl

Proof of Lemma 2

By construction, for each = 1,...,r, w*u take the same

T*
such that each/;,1 < j < r* contains at least two elements
and w*u takes the same values for € ¢/ and the values
associated with different’; and thew*u,u € U, are all
,U,., must
be contained in one of th&},... U . Therefore the space
V must be contained in the space spanned by the veaters
uj,u € Ui \{u;}, j=1,...,7", u1,...,u,~ being arbitrary
,U}.. But the last space is orthogonal to

h(UY) + H(Y) (where h(U|Y) is the conditional entropy elements off}, ...
of U givenY’) and thusH(p) — H(p) equalsh(U|Y) which w* by construction and thus cannot have dimension greater
is always nonnegative becauBeis a discrete variable. than K — 1, hence it must coincide witf.
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Putting P(u) for P(U = u) for short and P({;) = and thus some of the, defined in (13) approach zero. To
> ueu- P(u), one has avoid this we restrictw to W\ W’ whereW’ is any open
! i neighborhood ofw* strictly included inWW. Thenmin,, d,, >
. . . . d forall w € W\ W' for somed > 0 (which depends o).
h(w™U) = — Z P(u)log P(u) — Z PU;)log PUS).  Thys by Corollary 1,H(wS) can be made arbitrarily close to
uell; j=1 h(wU) + H(®) + logo for all w € W\ W' by taking o

For a given pairu, u’ of distinct vectors irn/, if w*(u— small enough. Buth(wU) = h(U) > h(w*U), therefore
u’) # 0 then it remains so whew* is changed tow provided H(wS) > H(w*S) for all w € W\ W, for o small enough.
that the change is sufficiently small. Butw*(u — u’) = 0 One can always choo3#’ to be a close set i§; hence it is
then this equality may break however small the change. Iin faompact. Since the functiom € W — H(wS) is continuous,
if w is not proportional tov*, it is not orthogonal td/, hence it must admit a minimum, which by the above result must be
w(u—u’) # 0 for at least one pain, u’ of distinct points in in )/ and thus is not on the boundary @f. This shows that
somel{¥, meaning thatvu takes at least two distinct values inthis minimum is a local minimum. Finally, as one can choose
ux. Thus there exists a neighborhood)of of w* in S such W' arbitrarily small, the above result shows that the above
that for allw € W\ {w*}, each subsei; be partitioned into local minimum converges te:* aso — 0.
subsetd/; . (w), k =1,...,n;(w) (n;(w ) can be 1) suchthat Consider now the casi& > 2. The difficulty is that it is no
wu takes the same value (m x(w), and the values ofvu longer true that forw in some neighborhootV of w* and
on the subset&; ,(w) and on each points @f; are distinct. distinct fromw, the wu,u € U are all distinct. Indeed, by
Further, there exists at least one inder which n;(w) > 1.  construction ofw*, there existg{ —1 pairs(u;,uj),1 < j <

For such an index K, of distinct vectors i/ such that the differences; —u’; are
i (w) linearly independent ane*(u; —u’) = 0,1 < j < K. Forw

PU)log P(UY) = Z PlU; 1. (w)] log Pl 1 (w)] + not proportional tow*, at least one (but not necessary all) of
=1 the above equalities will break. Therefore all thel, u € U
ni(w) U may be not distinct, even i is restricted to)V \ W’. But

Z PlU; x(w)] log i _ the set ofw for which this property is not true anymore is
’ Pty r(w)] the union of a finite number of linear subspaces of dimension
1 of R¥ and thus is not dense RX. Therefore for most
of thew € W\ W', thewu,u € U/ are all distinct.
The pdf ofwS can be written as

k=1
The last term can be seen to be a strictly positive number,
P(Ur) > PlU; (w)] for 1 < k < n;(w). Note that this term
does not depend directly ow but only indirectly via the set
uj,;_c(_w),k = 1,...7nj(w_),j =1,...,r*, and there is only ply) = Z P(U= u)lq)(y—wu) : (19)
a finite number of possible such sets. TherefafevU) > o o
h(w*U) + o for somea > 0 for all w € W.

In the caseK = 2, the spacd’ reduces to a line and thus
the differencesu — u’ for distinct u,u’ in U/}, for all j, are
proportional to this line. Thus ifv is not proportional tow™*,
hence not orthogonal to this lineyu take distinct values on
each of the set&; ... ", and if w is close enough tev*, P(y) = Z Z [ Z Z

but some of thewu,u € U can be arbitrarily close to each
other. In this case it is of interest to group the correspogdi
terms in (19) together. Thus we rewrit€y) as

()]

these values are also distinct for different sets and atlslmm n=lueV, u€Vn

the values ofwu on /5, which are distinct themselves. ThusyhereV, ..., Vy is a partition ofi/. This pdf is still of the
for suchw, h(wU) = h(U). I form (5) with

Proof of Lemma 3 The proof of this Lemma is quite involve _ _ Pu)1_ry—wu

in the K > 2 case, therefore, we will first give the proof for = Z Plu), Kaly) = Z T, ;q)( o )
the K = 2 case which is much simpler, and then proceed Q?/ eV eV

extending it toKX > 2. As already shown in the beginning of "€ partitionVy, ..., Vy can and should be chosen so that
section IV,wS = wU + 0Z whereZ is a standard Gaussian diw)2 min min _ |wu— wu'| ,
distribution. Thus, the density oS is of the form (5) with 1<n#m<N u€Vn,w'eVn

K.(y) = ®[(y — pn)/0]/0, p1,...,un being the possible is bounded below by some given positive number. To this
values ofh(wU) and ® being the standard Gaussian densitgnd, note that, as is shown in the proof of Lemmaw2,
Forw = w*, one has by Lemma 1, is associated with a partitiai, . .. ,U; of ¢ such thatw*u
X X take the same value for ali € U/ (1 < j < r*), and the
H(w'S) < h(w"U) + H(®) + logo. values associated with dlfferei}{* and thew*u,u € U,
On the other hand, we have seen in the proof of Lemmaa®e all distinct. Thusnnfwew |wu — wu/| > ¢ for some
that forw in some neighborhootV of w* and distinct from ¢ > 0 for all u ;é u’ and u,u’ do not belong to a same
w, the wu,u € U (U denoting the set of possible values/;,j = 1,. . Therefore, the partitio{Vs,...,Vn} =
of U) are all distinct (in theK = 2 case). Thus the maps{{u} u € uo,ul*,...,u:} satisfiesd(w) > §,Vw € W.
u — wu map different pointa1 € U to differentu,,. However, We then refine this partition by splitting one of the sets
when w approachesv*, some of theyu, tend to coincide U;,j = 1,...,r" into two subsets. The splitting rule is as
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follows: for eachi/; arrange thewu,u € U/ in ascending Multiplying both members of the above inequality by
order and look for the maximum gap between two consecutiy&u)/m,, and summing up with respect o € V,,, one gets
values. The sel/; that produces the largest gap will be split(®) + logo — H(K,) < 0. Therefore
and the splitting is done at the gap. Fer ¢ W\ W/, this
maximum gap can be bounded below by a pc}sitive number H(p) = H(®) +logo + h(m) —n .
' (noting that there is only a finite number of elements iBut by constructioni(r) > h(w*U) (see the proof of
eachi(;); hence for the refined partition(w) > min(4,6’). Lemma 2); therefore, taking < h(r) — h(w*U), one sees
Of course, the partition constructed this way dependsvon that for o small enoughH (wS) = H(p) > H(w*S) for all
but there can be only a finite number of possible partitiong: < W,. Since this is true for alp = 1,...,q, we conclude
Hence, one can find a finite number of subsats,..., W, as before thafd (wS) admits a local minimum iV’
which coverW \ W, each of which is associated with ag
partition of/ such that the correspondinfw) is bounded
below bymin(d, §") for all w in this subset. In the following
we shall restrictv to one such subse¥y, say, and we denote
by V1,...,Vn the associated patrtition.

We now apply the Lemma 1 with,, K,,,n = 1,...,N
defined as above and with the sé€ts defined by
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Q£ {y: min |y — wul < d(w)/2}.

Then we have, writingl in place ofd(w) for short,

—d/(20) d LI ; !
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€n <1-— ®(x)dr = Erfc g prog
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—d/(20) 2V20
P(u 1 —wu sup K
€, = Z P(u) —@(L)loggdty.
Tn  JR\Q, O g Kn(y) . . L
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+ H(®) — Hyy (P).
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