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Abstract. We propose and justify a new approach to constructing optimal nonlinear trans-
forms of random vectors. We show that the proposed transform improves such characteristics
of rank-reduced transforms as compression ratio, accuracy of decompression and reduces re-
quired computational work. The proposed transform 7, is presented in the form of a sum
with p terms where each term is interpreted as a particular rank-reduced transform. More-
over, terms in 7, are represented as a combination of three operations Fj,, Q) and ¢, with
k=1,...,p. The prime idea is to determine F, separately, for each k = 1,...,p, from an as-
sociated rank-constrained minimization problem similar to that used in the Karhunen—Loéve
transform. The operations Qj, and ¢, are auxiliary for finding Fj. The contribution of each
term in 7, improves the entire transform performance. A corresponding unconstrained non-
linear optimal transform is also considered. Such a transform is important in its own right
because it is treated as an optimal filter without signal compression. A rigorous analysis of
errors associated with the proposed transforms is given.
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1 Introduction

Methods of data dimensionality reduction [1I, 2 B, E, Bl 6l [7, 8, @, [0, [T, T2, 3], 14, 15, 16 17, 18,
19, 201 2T, 221, 23, 24] have been applied successfully to many applied problems. The diversity of

applications has stimulated a considerable increase in the study of data dimensionality reduction
in recent decades. Significant recent results in this challenging research area are described, in

particular, in references [, Bl 6, [, 8, 9, [0, [T, 2 T3, 4}, [T5] 16, 07, 08, 9, 20, 2T, 22}, 23, 24].
The known methods concern both a probabilistic setting (as in [B, 6, [, 8, @, 10, 16, 17, 18|

19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28]) and deterministic setting (as in [12, 3, 04l [3]) in the
dimensionality reduction. The associated techniques are often based on the use of reduced-rank
operators.

In this paper, a further advance in the development of reduced-rank transforms is presented.
We study a new approach to data dimensionality reduction in a probabilistic setting based on
the development of ideas presented in [Bl, 6], [7, 26l 27, 28, 29].

Motivation for the proposed approach arises from the following observation. In general, the
reduced-rank transform consists of the three companion operations which are filtering, compres-
sion and reconstruction [Bl [0l [7, 16, 26]. Filtering and compression are performed simultaneously
to estimate a reference signal & with m components from noisy observable data y and to filter
and reduce the data to a shorter vector & with n components, n < m. Components of & are
often called principal components H]. The quotient n/m is called the compression ratio. Re-
construction returns a vector & with m components so that & should be close to the original «.
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It is natural to perform these three operations so that the reconstruction error and the related
computational burden are minimal.

As a result, the performance of the reduced-rank transform is characterized by three issues
which are (i) associated accuracy, (ii) compression ratio, and (iii) computational work.

For a given compression ratio, the Karhunen-Loéve transform (KLT) [B, 6, [7] minimizes the
reconstruction error over the class of all linear reduced-rank transforms. Nevertheless, it may
happen that the accuracy and compression ratio associated with the KLT are still not satisfac-
tory. In such a case, an improvement in the accuracy and compression ratio can be achieved by
a transform with a more general structure than that of the KLT. Special non-linear transforms
have been studied in [I6, [[7, T8, 9, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25 26, 27, 28, 29, B0, BT, 52 53, 3]
using transform structures developed from the generalised Volterra polynomials. Nevertheless,
the transforms [16] 26l 27, 28, 29] imply a substantial computational burden associated with the
large number NN of terms required by the underlying Volterra polynomial structure.

Our objective is to justify a new transform that may have both accuracy and compression
ratio better than those of the known transforms [B, [0, [, 26, 27, 28, 29]. A related objective is
to find a way to reduce the associated computational work compared with that implied by the
transforms [26] 27, 28, 29]. The analysis of these issues is given in Sections €l (Remark @),
and B22Z41

In Section B2Z0l we show that the proposed approach generalizes the Fourier series in Hilbert
space, the Wiener filter, the Karhunen—Loéve transform and the transforms given in [26), 27, 29].

2 Method description

We use the following notation:

(©,3, 1) is a probability space, where 2 = {w} is the set of outcomes, ¥ a o-field of mea-
surable subsets of 2 and p : 3 — [0, 1] an associated probability measure on ¥ with u(Q) = 1;
x € L*(Q,R™) and y € L*(Q,R") are random vectors with realizations z = x(w) € R™ and
y = y(w) € R™, respectively.

Each matrix M € R™*" defines a bounded linear transformation M : L?(Q, R") — L%(Q,R™)
via the formula [My](w) = My(w) for each w € Q. We note that there are many bounded
linear transformations from L2(©2,R") into L?(€2,R™) that cannot be written in the form
[My](w) = My(w) for each w € Q. A trivial example is A : L2(Q,R") — L?(Q,R™) given

by A(y) = /Q y(w)dp(w).

Throughout the paper, the calligraphic character letters denote operators defined similarly
to M.

Let g =[gy...9,,)7 € L?(Q,R™) and h = [hy...h,]T € L?(©2,R") be random vectors with
gihe € L2(QR) fori=1,....,m,k=1,...,n. Foralli=1,...,mand k =1,...,n, we set

Blai = [ g:@hint). Blah = [ gi()hule)dn(e), M

Ey, = E[gh"] = {E[g;hi]} € R™"  and  E, = E[g] = {E[g,]} € R™ (2)
We also write

Eyi. = Bl(g - By)(h — )] = Eyy — ElglE[1"].

Achievement of the above objectives is based on the presentation of the proposed transform in
the form of a sum with p terms (Bl) where each term is interpreted as a particular rank-reduced
transform. Moreover, terms in (Bl) are represented as a combination of three operations F,
Q. and ¢, for each & = 1,...,p, where ¢, is nonlinear. The prime idea is to determine Fj
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separately, for each kK = 1,...,p, from an associated rank-constrained minimization problem
similar to that in the KLT. The operations Qy and ¢, are auxiliary for finding Fy. It is natural
to expect that a contribution of each term in (@) will improve the entire transform performance.

To realize such a scheme, we choose the Qj as orthogonal/orthonormal operators (see Sec-
tion B)). Then each Fj can be determined independently for each individual problem (B3]
or (BO) below. Next, operators ¢; are used to reduce the number of terms from N (as in
16, 26, 27, 28, 29]) to p with p < N. For example, this can be done when we choose ¢, in the
form presented in Section B2l Moreover, the composition of operators Qy and ¢, allows us to
reduce the related covariance matrices to the identity matrix or to a block-diagonal form with
small blocks. Remark Bl in Section gives more details in this regard. The computational
work associated with such blocks is much less than that for the large covariance matrices in
16, 26l 27, 28, 29].

To regulate accuracy associated with the proposed transform and its compression ratio, we
formulate the problem in the form (@)—(d) where () consists of p constraints. It is shown
in Remark B of Section H, and in Sections B2l and 2241 that such a combination of
constraints allows us to equip the proposed transforms with several degrees of freedom.

The structure of our transform is presented in Section B] and the formal statement of the
problem in Section Bl In Section B we determine operators Qy and Fj (Lemmata [l and Bl and
Theorems [[l and B respectively).

3 Structure of the proposed transform

3.1 Generic form

The proposed transform 7, is presented in the form

p
To) = f+ D FeQuer (W) = f+ F1Qie1(y) + - + FpQpip, (1), (3)
k=1

where f € R™, ¢, : L*(Q,R") — L*(Q,R"), Q1,...,9Q, : L2(Q,R") — L?(Q,R") and Fj :
L2(,R") — L2(Q,R™).

In general, one can put = € L?(Q, Hy), y € L*(Q, Hy), ¢, : L*(Q, Hy) — L*(Q, Hy),
Q. : LQ(Q,Hk) — Lz(ﬂ,gk) and Fy : LQ(Q,ﬁk) — LQ(Q,H)() with Hx, Hy, Hj and f{k
separable Hilbert spaces, and k =1,...,p.

In @), the vector f and operators Fi,...,F, are determined from the minimization problem
@) ([@) given in the Section Bl Operators Qy, ..., Q, in (@) are orthogonal (orthonormal) in the
sense of the Definition [l in Section E (in this regard, see also Remark Bl in Section B.TI).

To demonstrate and justify flexibility of the transform 7, with respect to the choice of

15,9, in @), we mainly study the case where ¢y,..., ¢, are arbitrary. Specifications of
®1,---, 4, are presented in Sections B2 BEZA and where we also discuss the benefits
associated with some particular forms of ¢q,..., @,

3.2 Some particular cases

Particular cases of the model 7, are associated with specific choices of ¢, Qi and Fj. Some
examples are given below.

(i) If Hy = Hy = R" and Hy = Hj, = R™ where R™ is the kth degree of R™, then @
generalises the known transform structures [16, 26l 27, 28, 29]. The models [I6l 26, 27, 28, 29]
follow from @) if ¢, (y) = y* where y* = (y,...,y) € L*(Q,R™¥), Q. = Z, where T is the
identity operator, and if Fj, is a k-linear operator. It has been shown in [I6, 26, 27, 28 29] that
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such a form of ¢;, leads to a significant improvement in the associated accuracy. See Section BZ0
for more details.

(ii) If o : L2(Q, Hy) — L?(2, Hx) and {1, us, ...} is a basis in L?(Q, Hx) then ¢, and Q,
can be chosen SO that ¢, (y) = ur and Qf = Z, respectively. As a result, in this particular case,

Toly) = f+ Z Fi(wr).
(iii) A smnlar case follows if ¢, : L2(Q, Hy) — L?(Q, Hy) is arbitrary but Qy, : L2(2, Hy,) —
L%(Q, Hy,) is defined so that Qi[p.(y)] = vy with k = 1,...,p where {v;,vs,...} is a basis in
- 2
L*(Q, Hy,). Then T,(y) = f + Y. Fr(vk).
k=1

(iv) Let 21, ... P be estimates of by the known transforms [7, 25, B0]. Then we can put
pi(y) = W, . pp(y) = V). In particular, one could choose ¢1(y) = y. In such a way, the
vector x is pre-estimated from y, and therefore, the overall & estimate by 7, will be improved.
A new recursive method for finding &V, ..., &® is given in Section 224 below.

Other particular cases of the proposed transform are considered in Sections B2 and

Remark 1. The particular case of 7, considered in the item (iii) above can be interpreted as
an operator form of the Fourier polynomial in Hilbert space [B5]. The benefits associated with
the Fourier polynomials are well known. In item (ii) of Section BZHl this case is considered in
more detail.

4 Statement of the problem

First, we define orthogonal and orthonormal operators as follows.

Definition 1. Let u; € L*(Q,R") and vy = Qi(ux). The operators Qi,...,Q, are called

. . 0, , .
pairwise orthonormal if E,,,; = { 7 ZZ# J for any i,7 = 1,...,p. Here, O and I are the zero
, =
matrix and identity matrix, respectively. If Eypp; =0 for i# j withi,j =1,...,p, and if
Ey,0; is not necessarily equal to I for i = j then Qy,..., Q) are called pairwise orthogonal.

Hereinafter, we suppose that Fj is linear for all k =1,...,p and that the Hilbert spaces are
the finite dimensional Eucledian spaces, Hx = R and Hy = Hp = H; = R". For any vector
g € L*(Q,R™), we set

Ellg|?) / lg(w)|2dpu(w) < (1)

where ||g(w)|| is the Euclidean norm of g(w).
Let us denote

J(f, Fr,... Fp) = E[llz — Tp(v)|%]. (5)

The problem is
(i) to find operators Qy, ..., Q, satisfying Definition [ and
(ii) to determine the vector f° and operators ]-'?, . ,]-"19 such that

J(fO.F, . F)= min_J(f,F,....,Fp) (6)
i F1se0Fp
subject to
rank Fi =1y, ..., rankF, =1, (7)

where 71 + - -+ + 1, =1 < min{m, n}.
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Here, for k =1,...,p, (see, for example, [44])
rank(Fy,) = dim Fp(L*(Q,R™)).

We write

T, (y) = [0+ Flvy) (8)

k=1

with vy, defined by Definition [l

It is supposed that covariance matrices formed from vectors Q14 (y), ..., Qpp,(y) in (@) are
known or can be estimated. Various estimation methods can be found in [36, B7, B8, B9, A0, 41].
We note that such an assumption is traditional [Tl 21 Bl €, B, 6l [, 8, O, [0, [T, T2, 13, 14, 15, 16]

in the study of optimal transforms. The effective estimate of covariance matrices represents a
specific task [36, B7, B8, B9, B0, BT which is not considered in this paper.

Remark 2. Unlike known rank-constrained problems, we consider p constraints (). The num-
ber p of the constraints and the ranks 71,...,7, form the degrees of freedom for 7;,0. Variation
of p and 71, ...,n, allows us to regulate accuracy associated with the transform 7;,0 (see ) in

Section B2l and #Q) in Section B2Z2) and its compression ratio (see ([{Z) in Section BZA). It
follows from (1) and ) that the accuracy increases if p and 7,...,n, increase. Conversely,
by (€7), the compression ratio is improved if ny, ..., 7, decrease.

5 Solution of the problem

The problem (@) () generalises the known rank-constrained problems where only one constraint
has been considered. Our plan for the solution is as follows. First, in Section BEJl, we will
determine the operators Qi,...,Q,. Then, in Section B2 we will obtain f° and F7,... ,]-'S

satisfying (@) and ().

5.1 Determination of orthogonalizing operators Q4,...,Q,

If M is a square matrix then we write M2 for a matrix such that MY/2MY2 = M. We note
that the matrix M'/? can be computed in various ways [2]. In this paper, M'/2 is determined
from the singular value decomposition (SVD) E3] of M.

For the case when matrix E,,,, is invertible for any £ = 1,...,p, the orthonormalization
procedure is as follows. For uj, € L%*(Q,R"), we write
[Qr(up)](w) = Qruk(w), (9)
where Q) € R™ ™. For uy,v;,w; € L*(Q,R"), we also define operators Eugv;» Ezjj})j : L2(Q,R™) —
L?(©2,R™) by the equations
[Eupe; (w))] (@) = Eyuywj(w)  and (& (wy)](w) = By w;(w), (10)
respectively.
Lemma 1. Let
i—1
w, = Uy and w; = U; — Zgulwk(f;klwk (wg) for i=1,...,p, (11)
k=1

where Eljklwk exists. Then
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(i) the vectors wi,...,w), are pairwise orthogonal, and
(1) the vectors vy, ...,v,, defined by

v; = Qi(u;) (12)
with
-1
Qi(w;) = (Eufm,)” (w)) (13)
fori=1,...,p, are pairwise orthonormal.
Proof. The proof is given in the Appendix. [ |
For the case when matrix E,,,, is singular for & = 1,...,p, the orthogonalizing operators
Q1,...,9, are determined by Lemma Bl below. Another difference from Lemma [ is that the
vectors v, ..., v, in Lemma [ are pairwise orthogonal but not orthonormal. An intermediate

result is given in Lemma [
The symbol t is used to denote the pseudo-inverse operator 5. It is supposed that the
pseudo-inverse M for matrix M is determined from the SVD of M.

Lemma 2 ([26]). For any random vectors g € L*>(Q,R™) and h € L?(2,R"),
EgnEl, Enp = Egn. (14)

Lemma 3. Let v; = Q;(u;) fori=1,...,p, where Qy,...,Q, are such that

i—1
Q1(u1) = uy and Qi(u;) =u; — Z Zix(vg) for i=2,....p (15)
k=1
with Zy, : L*(Q,R") — L2(Q,R") defined by
Zik = EuivkElkvk + Alk(I - EvkvkEI}kvk) (16)
with Ay, € R™™ arbitrary. Then the vectors vi,...,v, are pairwise orthogonal.
Proof. The proof is given in the Appendix. |

We note that Lemma Bl does not require invertibility of matrix E,,,,. At the same time, if

E;klvk exists, then vectors wy, ..., w, and vy,...,v, defined by ([[l) and Lemma Bl respectively,
coincide.

Remark 3. Orthogonalization of random vectors is not, of course, a new idea. In particular,
generalizations of the Gram—Schmidt orthogonalization procedure have been considered in [40]
A7). The proposed orthogonalization procedures in Lemmata [[l and B are different from those
in [6l @7). In particular, Lemma Bl establishes the vector orthogonalization in terms of pseudo-
inverse operators. A particular case of the practical implementation of the random vector
orthogonalization is considered in Section B
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5.2 Determination of f°, F7,..., F) satisfying (@)—({)
5.2.1 The case when matrix E,,,, is invertible for z =1,...,p

We consider the simpler case when E,,,, is invertible for all ¢ = 1,...,p. Then the vector I
and operators FY, ... ,.7-"8 satisfying (Bl)—(d) are defined from the following Theorem [ For each

i=1,...,p, let UZ-EZ-VZ-T be the SVD of E,,,,
UL ViT = Eqy,, (17)

where U; € R™*" V; € R™™™ are orthogonal and ¥; € R™*" is diagonal,

UZ‘ = [82‘1, e ,Sin], V'Z = [dila e ,dm] and El = diag (042'1, e ,Oéin) (18)
with a1 >+ > @ >0, i1 = =g, =0and r =1,...,n where r = r(i). We set
U“?z [821, e ,Sim], VVZ‘??Z’ = [dila e 7dim] and Eim = diag(ail, . ,Oéim),

where Uy, € R™*% V;, € R"" and %, € R?"*". Now we define K;,, € R™*" and K, :
L*(Q,R") — L%(Q,R™) by

= Uiy i, Vg, — and  [Ky, (wi)](w) = Kin, [wi(w))], (19)

respectively, for any w; € L?(Q, R").

Theorem 1. Let vy,...,v, be determined by Lemma [l Then the vector O and operators

FP,. .. ,]519, satisfying @) ), are determined by

p
| =Y FE[v]  and  F) =Ky, o F) =Ko, (20)
k=1

The accuracy associated with transform 7;9, determined by @) and @), is given by

P Mk

Elllz = T ()P = B = > D o (21)

k=1 j=1

Proof. The functional J(f, Fi,...,Fp) is written as

p p
J(f, Frooo o, Fp) =t | Egy — ElalfT =3 By, FT — fERT] + T+ fZE[UT

1=1
T)

p
—ZFEvzx-i-ZFE’UZ fT+E<Z]-“ ;i [Zf, v;)
k=1

We remind (see Section B) that here and below, F; is defined by [F;(v;)](w) = F;[v;(w)] so that,
for example, E[Fy(vg)zl] = FyE, In other words, the right hand side in (22) is a function
Off, ]:1,...,]:.

Let us show that J(f, Fi,...,Fp,) can be represented as

(22)

KTk "

J(f,fl,...,fp):J0+J1+J2, (23)

where

p
= |EZ7IP =D IBau,|I?, (24)
i=1
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p
= ||f — E[x —|—ZFEUZ||2 and S = [|F; — B [” (25)
=1

Indeed, J; and .Jo are rewritten as follows

Ji = tr <ffT T+ ZfE |F; + Elz|Elz"] - Elz] " = El=]E[v]]F
i=1
+) FE[vf" - Z FE[w]Elz")+ ) FE[v ) E[v}]F} ) (26)
=1 =1 =1 k=1

and

p p
Jo =Y tr(Fy = Bao)(F = Buoe) = Y tr (FF] — FiEy — Epo, | + BapBua). (27)
] i=1

P
In @7), > tr (F;FT) can be represented in the form

i=1
p p p p
Y wr(BE) =t <Z Fio; ) v}{F,f) — tr(Z FiE[v;] ) E[z;}{]F,Z) (28)
=1 i=1 k=1 i=1 k=1
because
Blowf] - Blodel) = {7 175 (29)
I, i=k
due to the orthonormality of vectors vy, ..., v,.
Then
p
Jo+ J1+ Jo = tr(Eyy — Z r[Egy, Eo,z] (30)
p
+tr<ffT Z {IF + E[z)E[z"] — Elx]f"
p p
- Z Elz)EvIFT + Z FE[w]f" =Y FE
] i=1 i=1
p p p
+ZFE v,] Y E[vf]|F; ) +tr (ZFMZ”T )
i=1 k=1 =1 k=1
p
<ZFE v;] Y E[v}f]F} )
i=1 k=1
p
= > tr(FiEyy — BE[]E[a”) + By ' — Ela] Bl |F] - ByyBu)
=J(f, F1 .. Fp)- (31)

Hence, ([Z3) is true. Therefore,

T Ty Fy) = BN~ ZHEWHQHU Elx +ZFkE [oi]l”
k=1 k=1
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P
+ D 1Ek = Eau, | (32)
k=1
It follows from (BZ) that the constrained minimum (@)-() is achieved if f = f° with fY given
by @0), and if FY is such that

J(F)) = n}?in Je(Fr) subject to rank (Fj) = 1y, (33)
k

where Ji(Fy) = || Fx — Egy, ||>. The solution to @3) is given [E3] by

p
Elllz = T )P = IEL 1% = > (1Bau I = 1 Kkn, — Eau [1%).

k=1

Here [43],

T
[Eo > =D af;  and  [[Kpy, — Eg | = Z az (35)
= J=m+1
with r = r(k). Thus, 1) is true. The theorem is proved. [
Corollary 1. Let vy,...,v, be determined by Lemma [l. Then the vector f and operators
Fi, ..., Fp satisfying the unconstrained problem (@), are determined by
p A A
= EBlz] - Y KE and  Fi=Epyy  -ory Fp=Em, (36)
k=1

with Fy, such that [Fi(vi)](w) = Frog(w) where Fj, € R™™ and k=1,...,p.
The accuracy associated with transform T, given by

To(y) = f + Zﬁk(”k) (37)

k=1

1s such that

Elllz - Tp(y)|I”] = IEI — E:Illﬁlmvkll2 (38)
Proof. The proof follows directly from (B2). [

5.2.2 The case when matrix E,,,, is not invertible for k =1,...,p

We write A, € R™*" for an arbitrary matrix, and define operators Ay : L2(Q, R") — L%(Q,R™)
and &,M,é’lkvk, (55,@)* : L2(Q,R") — L?(Q,R") similarly to those in () and (IT).

For the case under consideration (matrix E,,,, is not invertible), we introduce the SVD of
Epn (B )

UpSpViL = g, (EY2 )T (39)

Vi Vg
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where, as above, U, € R™*" V), € R™ ™ are orthogonal and X, € R™*" is diagonal,

Uk = [Ski,- -, Skn); Vie = [di1s - - - 5 din] and Yy, = diag(Br1, - - -, Brn) (40)
with Bkl > Zﬁkr’ >07 Bk,r-i-l ::ﬁknzov T:L"'vnandr:r(k)'
Let us set
Uk??k = [Sk17’”73k77k]7 ank = [dkla"'adknk] and
Eknk = dlag (5]&‘17 cee 75]4:7]/%)7 (41)

where Uy, € R™%, Vi, € R and X, € R  Now we define Gy,, € R™*" and
Grne  LA(Q,R™) — L*(Q,R™) by
Grne = Uk Sk Vi, and [Gry, (wio)] () = Gy [wie(w)], (42)

respectively, for any wj, € L2(Q,R").
As noted before, we write Z for the identity operator.

Theorem 2. Let vq,...,v, be determined by Lemma B Then % and F,.. ]: , satisfying
@)@, are determined by

p
fO=Elz] - F{E[v] (43)
k=1
and
FO = G (EL2 VT + A, [T — EY2 (€12 )], (45)

where for k=1,...,p, Ay is any linear operator such that rank]:]g <t
The accuracy associated with transform T given by &) and @3)-EH) is such that

P Mk

Elllz = T, w)IP] = 1B = DD By (46)

k=1 j=1

Proof. For vq,...,v, determined by Lemmall, J(f, Fi,...,Fp) is represented by (22) as well.
Let us consider Jy, Ji and Jo given by

Jo = B — Z Equ, (Bif3,) 117, (47)
=|[If - Elz +ZFkE [v]|*  and ZHFkEiﬁk —Eoo (B3I (48)
k=1

To show that
J(f7‘7:17"'7‘7:p):¢]0+!]1+t]2 (49)
with J(f, F1,...,Fp) defined by (22), we use the relationships (see [26])

Eyv,E] Evkvk = Emvk and Ef E1/2 _ (E1/2 ) (50)

TUE U vg VU UL VL ViV

1n particular, Ay can be chosen as the zero operator.
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Then
P
Jy = tr <ffT fE[="] + Z fE[}]Fy + Ela]Ela"] - El2]f" =) Elz]E[vf|F]
k=1 k=1
P P P
+ ) FeEog] fT = > FpE[vg]Elz"] + Z FyElvg] E[viT]FZ-T> (51)
k=1 k=1 k=1 i=1
and
P
J2 = Z tr(Fk - ]EkaEvkvk)Evkvk (Fg - EikvkEka‘)
k=1
P
- Z (FkEvkvk FkEvkx EkaFkT + EkaEvkvkEvkx)y (52)

e
Il
—

where

p
Z (FkEvkkak
k=1

( > Froy, Z vTFT>

tr < > FE[vg] E[’UZT]FZ-T> (53)
k=1 =1

because
Evvl] — E[v;]E[vl] =0 for i#k (54)

due to orthogonality of the vectors v1,...,vs. On the basis of ([B)—([B3) and similarly to ([B)—
BI), we establish that [EJ) is true. Hence,

T Fryes Fp) = B - ZIIEW E2) P+ I1f - Elz]

+ ZFkE [ox]|I” + Z IEREw, — Eau, (Eufo)TII%: (55)

It follows from the last two terms in (BH) that the constrained minimum @)—([) is achieved if
= f° with f° given by @3), and F} is such that

J(F)) = H}in Ji(Fy) subject to rank (Fj) = ny, (56)
k

where Ji(Fy) = HFkEigk — Ego, (Ezl,gk)wz The constrained minimum (@)@ is achieved if
f = f°is defined by @), and if &3]

REY? =@, (57)

VEVk

The matrix equation (BZ)) has the general solution [5]

F, = F{ = Gy (BY3)T + A4l — B3 (B3] (58)

Vi Vg Vi Vg Vg Vg

if and only if
G, (EY2)EY2 — @, (59)

Vi Vg Vi Vg

The latter is satisfied on the basis of the following derivation?.

?Note that the matrix I —Eiﬁk (E%%k )Jr is simply a projection onto the null space of E, ., and can be replaced
by I — Ey,u, (Evkvk)T‘
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As an extension of the technique presented in the proving Lemmata 1 and 2 in [26], it can
be shown that for any matrices 01, Q2 € R"™*",

NQ)CN(@:) = QI-QlQ)) =0, (60)
where N(Q;) is the null space of Q; for i = 1,2. In regard of the equation under consideration,

N (B € N (oo, [E]3]D). (61)

Vg Vg Vg Vg

The definition of G, implies that

N (e [E5,]) CN(Gy)  and then  N([EYF]T) C N(Gy,).
On the basis of ([@l), the latter implies Gy, [I — (E},ﬁk)TEilﬁk] =0, i.e. (£T) is true. Hence, (BY)
and ([{l)-HEH) are true as well.

Next, similar to (B3,

HESD% (E}){%k)THQ - HG% - Emvk E});{%k T||2 Zﬁk; (62)

Then HH) follows from (BH), BJ), ) and (G2). |

Remark 4. The known reduced-rank transforms based on the Volterra polynomial structure [16),
27, 29] require the computation of a covariance matrix similar to E,,, where v = [v1, ... ,'up]T,
but for p = N where N is large (see Sections[[land B). The relationships (B0)-(B3) and &I0)—(R4)
illustrate the nature of the proposed method and its difference from the techniques in [I6], 27, 29]:
due to the structure @) of the transform 7,, the procedure for finding o, F0 ]519 avoids
direct computation of E,, which could be troublesome due to large N. If operators Qy,...,Q,
are orthonormal, as in Theorem [ then (29) is true and the covariance matrix E,, is reduced to
the identity. If operators Qj,...,Q, are orthogonal, as in Theorem B, then (B]) holds and the

covariance matrix E,, is reduced to a block-diagonal form with non-zero blocks Ey,y,, - - ., Ey,0,
so that
Ey, 0, O @)
E,, — O  Euw, (@)
@) O ... Eyp,

with @ denoting the zero block. As a result, the procedure for finding f°, 77, ... ,]:S is reduced
to p separate rank-constrained problems [B3) or (Bf). Unlike the methods in [I6, 27, 29], the
operators JFV., ... , F& are determined with much smaller m x n and n x n matrices given by the
simple formulae 0) and [E3)—ED). This implies a reduction in computational work compared
with that required by the approach in [27, 291 34].

Corollary 2. Let vi,...,v, be determined by Lemma B. Then the vector f and operators
Fi,..., Fp, satisfying the unconstrained minimum (@), are determined by
P
= Elz] - Y FKE (63)
k=1
and

ﬁl - 5901)15111111 + ‘Al [I <c”Ulvlgvlvl] (64)
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Fp=Eun &b o + AT — Ey 0 T (65)

TUpZvpup UpUp ~vpvp

The associated accuracy for transform T, defined by

To) = f+> Frlvw),

k=1

18 given by
Ellle - T,(y)I1*] = 1B - ZHEW (B3I (66)

Proof. It follows from (BH) that the unconstrained minimum (@) is achieved if f is defined
by @3 and if Fj satisfies the equation FkE})]{%k — Ezo, (E}){%k)T = O for each k = 1,...,p.

Similar to [&0)-(E8), its general solution is given by

F,=F, =E,, El 4+ A I —E,, El ]

TUE U ViV v vg

because E%%k (E},gkﬂ = EvkvkEI}kvk- We define Fy by [Fr(w)|(w) = Fxlwg(w)] for all k =
1,...,p, and then ([@)-(@a) are true. The relation Q) follows from (BH) and (G3])—(GH). [

Remark 5. The difference between the transforms given by TheoremsMland Bis that 7 by (1)

(Theorem [) does not contain a factor associated with (E},ﬁ%kﬂ for all k =1,....p. A similar
observation is true for Corollaries [l and A

Remark 6. The transforms given by Theorems[and Bl are not unique due to arbitrary operators
Ai, ..., Ap. A natural particular choice is 4; =--- = A, = 0.

5.2.3 Compression procedure by 7;?

Let us consider transform 7,) given by (), @3)-ET) with Ay = O for k =1,...,p where A4 is
the matrix given in (B8)). We write [Eo(y)](w) = TI(,)(y) with TI? :R® — R™.
Let

1 2
B" = Sy Vin, DL, and  BYY = DI, (E}/2 )

VEVk
so that B,(;) € R™*"k and B,(f) € R"™*"_ Here, m, ..., np are determined by ([d). Then
(1) )
k=1

where v = vi(w) and B,(f)vk € R for k =1,...,p with ny + --- + 1, < m. Hence, matrices

Biz), e ,BI(,Q) perform compression of the data presented by vy, ...,v,. Matrices Bil), e Bz(,l)
perform reconstruction of the reference signal from the compressed data.
The compression ratio of transform 7;,0 is given by

= (m A+ +mp)/m-. (67)
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5.2.4 A special case of transform T,

The results above have been derived for any operators ¢y,...,¢, in the model 7,. Some
specializations for ¢q,..., ¢, were given in Section Here and in Section B2.0, we consider
alternative forms for ¢4,..., @,

(i) Operators ¢y, ..., ¢, can be determined by a recursive procedure given below. The
motivation follows from the observation that performance of the transform 7, is improved if y
in (@) is replaced by an estimate of x.

First, we set ¢, (y) = y and determine estimate ") of = from the solution of problem (&)
(with no constraints (@) by Corollaries [ or B with p = 1. Next, we put ¢,(y) = y and
wo(y) = M, and find estimate x(® from the solution of unconstrained problem (@) with
p = 2. In general, for j = 1,...,p, we define c,oj(y) = 20U~ where U~ has been determined
similarly to 2@ from the previous steps. In particular, (©) = Y.

(ii) Operators ¢y, ..., ¢, can also be chosen as elementary functions. An example is given in
item (i) of Section where ¢, (y) was constructed from the power functions. An alternative
possibility is to choose trigonometric functions for constructing ¢, (y). For instance, one can
put

ler(@)]w) =y and [ ()](w) = [cos(kyr), ..., cos(kyn)]" (68)

with ¥ = [y1,...,ys]7 and k = 1,...,p — 1. In this paper, we do not analyse such a possible
choice for ¢4, ...,p,.

5.2.5 Other particular cases of transform 7,
and comparison with known transforms

(i) Optimal non-linear filtering. The transforms 7, @H) @) and 7, @3)-EH), which are
particular cases of the transforms given in Theorems I]] and B2 represent optimal filters that
perform pure filtering with no signal compression. Therefore they are important in their own
right.

(ii) The Fourier series as a particular case of transform T,. For the case of the
minimization problem (@) with no constraint (@), Fi,...,F, are determined by the expressions
B4) and ([B3)-(@H) which are similar to those for the Fourier coefficients [35]. The structure of
the model 7, presented by (B) is different, of course, from that for the Fourier series and Fourier
polynomial (i.e. a truncated Fourier series) in Hilbert space [35]. The differences are that 7,
transforms y (not = as the Fourier polynomial does) and that 7, consists of a combination of
three operators @y, Qy and F, where F, : L2(Q, Hy,) — L?(Q, Hx) is an operator, not a scalar
as in the Fourier series [35]. The solutions (Bfl) and (G3))—(@BH) of the unconstrained problem (&)
are given in terms of the observed vector y, not in terms of the basis of x as in the Fourier
series/polynomial. The special features of 7, require special computation methods as described
in Section

Here, we show that the Fourier series is a particular case of the transform 7.

Let © € L?(Q, H) with H a Hilbert space, and let {vy,v2,...} be an orthonormal basis in
L*(Q, H). For any g,h € L*(Q, H), we define the scalar product (-,-) and the norm || - ||, in
L*(Q, H) by

<g7h>=/ﬂg(W)h(W)du(W) and  |gll, = (g.9)""%, (69)

respectively. In particular, if H = R™ then

gl = /Q 9()lg() T du(w /Hg )2 du(w) = Elllg]?). (70)

i.e. E[||lg||?] is defined similarly to that in (@).
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Let us consider the special case of transform 7, presented in item (iii) of Section and
let us also consider the unconstrained problem (@) formulated in terms of such a 7, where we
now assume that & has the zero mean, f = Q, p = oo, {v1,vs,...} is an orthonormal basis in
L?(Q, H) and Fy is a scalar, not an operator as before. We denote oy, = F with aj € R. Then
similar to [B) in Corollary [ the solution to unconstrained problem (H) is defined by é&; such
that

ap=Eg,  with k=12 ...

Here, E;,, = Elzv] — Elz]E[v;] = Elxvy] = (x,v) since E[lx] = 0 by the assumption.
Hence, &y = E,,, is the Fourier coefficient and the considered particular case of 7,(y) with Fy,
determined by &y is given by

Z T, V)V (71)
k=1

Thus, the Fourier series ([[Il) in Hilbert space follows from @), (@) and [B8) when 7, has the
form given in item (iii) of Section B2 with x, f, p, {vi,vs,...} and Fj as above.

(iii) The Wiener filter as a particular case of transform T, [E3)-EH). In the following
Corollaries Bland Bl we show that the filter 7, guarantees better accuracy than that of the Wiener
filter.

Corollary 3. Letp =1, E[x] =0, Ejy] =0, o, =Z, Q1 =Z and Ay =0 or 4, = ExyE;y.
Then T, is reduced to the filter T such that

(72)

Remark 7. The unconstrained linear filter, given by ([[2), has been proposed in [f]. The
filter ([Z2) is treated as a generalisation of the Wiener filter.

Let x, v1,...,9, be the zero mean vectors. The transform ’7_;, applied to &, v1,...,0p, is
denoted by Tw,.

Corollary 4. The error E[||Z — Tw,(9)|%] associated with the transform Ty, is smaller than
§ P
the error E[||& — T(9)||?] associated with the Wiener filter [ by > || Ezs, (E}/g )2, d.e
k=2

Vg Vg

E[|Z — Tw,p (@) = B2 Z |1 Ezs, (B2 T2, (73)

Proof. It is easy to show that

EllE — T@)|% = |1EX1? — 1Bz (B 2) T2, (74)

v1v1
and then ([[3)) follows from (B6]) and ([74). [

(iv) The KLT as a particular case of transform T ([E3)-E@D). The KLT [7] follows
from [E3)—-EQ) as a particular case if f =0, p=1, p; =Z, Q1 =7 and A; = O.

To compare the transform 7;0 with the KLT [7], we apply 7;0, represented by ([E3)—EG), to
the zero mean vectors &, v1,...,v;, as above. We write 7 for such a version of 7;9, and T .
for the KLT [d.
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Corollary 5. The error E[|@ — T (9)||*] associated with the transform T is smaller than the

error E[||& — T (9)||%] associated with the KLT [1] by Z E ﬁk], .€.
k=2j=

Elllz — T, (@)II”) = E[ll& — T ( ZZ% (75)

k=2 j=1

Proof. The error associated with F, . [ is represented by #gl) for p =1,
- 1/2
E(|Z — Trr @)% = [ B — Zﬁu (76)

Then ([A) follows from EG) and (ZGl). |

(v) The transform [26] as a particular case of transform T). The transform [26]
follows from (@) as a particular case if f =0, p=2, ¢,(y) =¥y, ps(y) =y?> and Q; = Qy =
where y? is defined by y?(w) = [2,...,%2]7. We note that transform [26] has been generalized
in [21].

(vi) The transforms [ZI] as particular cases of transform T,. The transform [27]
follows from @) if Ok = Z, o, (y) = y* where y* = (y,...,y) € L?(Q,R"™¥), R" is the kth
degree of R", and if Fj, is a k-linear operator.

To compare transform 7;,0 and transform Tpg 27 of rank r, we write z; = y;y, z =
[21,..., 227, s = [L 4T 27]7 and denote by ar,...,q, the non-zero singular values associated
with the truncated SVD for the matrix Em(E¥2)T. Such a SVD is constructed similarly to that

in (B9)—-EID).

Corollary 6. Let A, = E E ﬂk E a and let A, > 0. The error E[||e—T,(y)||*] associated
k=1j=1 j=

with the transform 7;9 is less than the error Ef||x —Tgg (y )||1?] associated with the transform Tem

by A, i.e.

Ellz -7, ()%] = Elllz — Teg (y)[%] - A,. (77)
Proof. It follows from [27] that

Elllz — Tea (W)1%] = |1 E21° — Za (78)

Then ([Z7) follows from HGl) and ([Z3). [

We note that, in general, a theoretical verification of the condition A, > 0 is not straightfor-
ward. At the same time, for any particular & and y, A, can be estimated numerically.

Although the transform 7;,0 includes the transform 7Tgy, the accuracy of Tpy is, in general,
better than that of 7;,0 for the same degrees of 7;,0 and Tpg. This is because Ty implies more
terms. For instance, ’Tm of degree two consists of n + 1 terms while 7;0, for p = 2, consists
of three terms only. If for a given p, the condition A, > 0 is not fulfilled, then the accuracy
Ell|z -T2 (y)||?] can be improved by increasing p or by applying the iterative method presented
in 28]

(vii) Unlike the techniques presented in [I3, [[4], our method implements simultaneous
filtering and compression, and provides this data processing in probabilistic setting. The idea of
implicitly mapping the data into a high-dimensional feature space [8, [[2, [[5] could be extended
to the transform presented in this paper. We intend to develop such an extension in the future.
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6 Numerical realization

6.1. Orthogonalization. Numerical realization of transforms of random vectors implies a
representation of observed data and estimates of covariance matrices in the form of associated
samples.

For the random vector uj, we have ¢ realizations, which are concatenated into n x g mat-
rix Ug. A column of Uy is a realization of ui. Thus, a sequence of vectors ui,...,u, is
represented by a sequence of matrices Uy, ..., U,. Therefore the transformation of wy,...,u, to
orthonormal or orthogonal vectors v, ...,v, (by Lemmata [[l and B) is reduced to a procedure
for matrices Uy, ...,U, and Vi,..., V). Here, V}; € R"*9 is a matrix formed from realizations of
the random vector vy for each k =1,... p.

Alternatively, matrices Vi,...,V, can be determined from known procedures for matrix or-
thogonalization [3]. In particular, the QR decomposition [43] can be exploited in the following
way. Let us form a matrix U = [UlT e UE]T € R"*% where p and ¢ are chosen such that np = g,
i.e. U is square®. Let

U=VR

be the QR decomposition for U with V € R™*? orthogonal and R € R™*? upper triangular.
Next, we write V = [V ... V;)T]T € R"™*4 where Vi, € R"*Y for k = 1,...,p. The submatrices
. O, i#j, . .
Vi,...,V, of V are orthogonal, i.e. VZ-V]-T = {I z f; fori,7=1,...,p, as required.
) - )
Other known procedures for matrix orthogonalization can be applied to Uy, ..., U, in a similar
fashion.

Remark 8. For the cases when v1,...,v, are orthonormal or orthogonal but not orthonormal,

the associated accuracies (1), BY), @) and (E4) differ for the factors depending on (E}){%k)T
In the case of orthonormal vy, ..., v, (E%%k )t = I and this circumstance can lead to an increase

in the accuracy.

6.2. Covariance matrices. The expectations and covariance matrices in Lemmata [[H3
and Theorems [[H2 can be estimated, for example, by the techniques developed in [B6l, B7, B8,
[39, @0, AT1]. We note that such estimation procedures represent specific problems which are not
considered here.

6.3. 7;,0, ’7; and ’7_; for zero mean vectors. The computational work for 7;0 (Theorems [

and ), 7; and 7, (Corollaries M and B)) can be reduced if 7;0, ’7; and T, are applied to the zero
mean vectors &, v1,...,0p given by & = & — Elz|, v1 = v1 — Evi],..., 0, = v, — E[vy]. Then
fO= 0 and f = Q. The estimates of the original = are then given by

@ =Elx|+> F@p), &=E@]+Y Fu(®p) and &=Ex]+ Y Filtr)
k=1 k=1 k=1

respectively. Here, F?, Fi and Fy, are defined similarly to ©0), B8), @), @), ) and 3.

7 Discussion

Some distinctive features of the proposed techniques are summarized as follows.

Remark 9. It follows from Theorems [ and B, and Corollaries [ and B that the accuracy
associated with the proposed transform improvs when p increases.

3Matrix U can also be presented as U = [U:...Up] with p and ¢ such that n = pq.
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Remark 10. Unlike the approaches based on Volterra polynomials [27, 29] [34] our method does
not require computation of pseudo-inverses for large N x N matrices with N = n+n?+- - -4+nP~L.
Instead, the proposed transforms use pseudo-inverses of n x n matrix E See Theorems [
and Bl This leads to a substantial reduction in computational work.

VEVk -

Remark 11. The idea of the recurrent transform [28] can be extended for the proposed trans-
form in a way similar to that considered in [2§]. The authors intend to develop a theory for such
an extension in a feasible future.

8 Conclusions

The new results obtained in the paper are summarized as follows.

We have proposed a new approach to constructing optimal nonlinear transforms for random
vectors. The approach is based on a representation of a transform in the form of the sum of p
reduced-rank transforms. Each particular transform is formed by the linear reduced-rank oper-
ator F, and by operators ¢, and Qi with £ = 1,...,p. Such a device allows us to improve the
numerical characteristics (accuracy, compression ration and computational work) of the known
transforms based on the Volterra polynomial structure [27), 29, 34]. These objectives are achieved
due to the special “intermediate” operators ¢,,..., ¢, and Qi,...,Qp. In particular, we have
proposed two types of orthogonalizing operators Qy, ..., Q, (Lemmata [l and Bl) and a specific
method for determining ¢, ..., ¢, (Section ZA). Such operators reduce the determination of
optimal linear reduced-rank operators F?, ... ,.7-"19 to the computation of a sequence of relatively
small matrices (Theorems [l and 2I).

Particular cases of the proposed transform, which follow from the solution of the uncon-
strained minimization problem (@), have been presented in Corollaries [[land Bl Such transforms
are treated as new optimal nonlinear filters and, therefore, are important in their own right.

The explicit representations of the accuracy associated with the proposed transforms have
been rigorously justified in Theorems [l and B and Corollaries [ and &

It has been shown that the proposed approach generalizes the Fourier series in Hilbert space
(Section EZ0), the Wiener filter, the Karhunen-Loeve transform (KLT') and the known optimal
transforms [26] 27, 29]. See Corollaries B, Hland B, and Section in this regard. In particular,
it has been shown that the accuracies associated with the proposed transforms are better than
those of the Wiener filter (Corollary Bl) and the KLT (Corollary H).

A Appendix

Proof of Lemma [Il. Let us write

i—1
w1 = Uy and w; = u; — E Ui (wy) for 1=1,...,p,
k=1

with Uy, : L?(Q,R") — L?(Q,R") chosen so that, for k =1,...,i — 1,
Ewuw, =0 if i#k. (79)
We wish ([[9) is true for any k, i.e.
Euwwy, = Ewgw, — E[wZ]E['wg]
i—1
(u,- — Zuﬂ(w,)) wr
=1

=B - B
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= Euiwk - UikEwkwk = @

Thus, Uix = Ey,u,Eyply, » and the statement (i) is true.

W Wi’
It is clear that vectors vy, ..., v,, defined by (), are orthogonal. For Qj, defined by (IJ),

we have Qp = (E%ﬁ%)_l and

= (E’lll}/:wk)_lekwk (E’lll}/)fwk)_l =1
Hence, vy, ..., v,, defined by ([[2), are orthonormal.
Proof of Lemma Bl We wish that E,,,, = O for ¢ # k. If Z;; has been chosen so that this
condition is true for all kK =1,...,7 — 1 then we have
i—1 i—1
E u; — Z Zil(vl) 'vf = Euivk - Z ZilEvlvk = Euivk - ZikEvkvk = 0. (80)
=1 =1
Thus,
Zik)EUkUk = Euivk- (81)

The necessary and sufficient condition H5] for the solution of the matrix equation (&Il) is given
by

Eo;0, ED

VkVk

Evkvk = Euivk- (82)

By Lemmal (B2) is true. Then, on the basis of [A3], the general solution to (&) is given by ().
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