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Abstract. Here, a Separation Theorem about K-Independent Subspace Analysis (K € {R,C} real or complex), a
generalization of K-Independent Component Analysis (K-ICA) is proven. According to the theorem, K-ISA estimation
can be executed in two steps under certain conditions. In the first step, 1-dimensional K-ICA estimation is executed.
In the second step, optimal permutation of the K-ICA elements is searched for. We present sufficient conditions for the
K-ISA Separation Theorem. Namely, we shall show that (i) spherically symmetric sources (both for real and complex
cases), as well as (ii) real 2-dimensional sources invariant to 90° rotation, among others, satisfy the conditions of the
theorem.

1 Introduction

(Real) Independent Component Analysis (R-ICA) [TI2] aims to recover linearly or non-linearly mixed independent and
hidden sources. There is a broad range of applications for R-ICA, such as blind source separation and blind source
deconvolution [3], feature extraction [4], denoising [B]. Particular applications include, e.g., the analysis of financial data
[6], data from neurobiology, fMRI, EEG, and MEG (see, e.g., [d8)] and references therein). For a recent review on R-ICA
see [9].

Original R-ICA algorithms are 1-dimensional in the sense that all sources are assumed to be independent real valued
random variables. However, applications where not all, but only certain groups of the sources are independent may
have high relevance in practice. In this case, independent sources can be multi-dimensional. For example, consider the
generalization of the cocktail-party problem, where independent groups of people are talking about independent topics,
or that more than one group of musicians are playing at the party. The separation task requires an extension of R-ICA,
which can be called (Real) Independent Subspace Analysis (R-ISA) [I0], Multi-Dimensional Independent Component
Analysis (MICA) [T], Group ICA [12], and Independent Vector Analysis (IVA) [I3]. Throughout the paper, we shall use
the first abbreviation. An important application for R-ISA is, e.g., the processing of EEG-fMRI data [I4].

Efforts have been made to develop R-ISA algorithms [ITTATAI6IT7AMRITZ]. Related theoretical problems concern
mostly the estimation of entropy or mutual information. In this context, entropy estimation by Edgeworth expansion
[14] has been extended to more than 2 dimensions and has been used for clustering and mutual information testing [T9].
k-nearest neighbors and geodesic spanning tree methods have been applied in [I7] and [I8] for the R-ISA problem. Other
recent approaches search for independent subspaces via kernel methods [16] and joint block diagonalization [12].

Beyond the case of real numbers, the search for complex components (Complex Independent Component Analysis,
C-ICA) assumes more and more practical relevance. Such problems include, beyond others, (i) communication systems,
(ii) biomedical signal processing, e.g., processing of (f)MRI and EEG data, brain modelling, (iii) radar applications, (iv)
frequency domain methods (e.g., convolutive models).

There is a large number of existing C-ICA procedures [20 ). Maximum
likelihood principle and complex recurrent neural network are used in [20], and [2T], respectively. The APEX algorithm is
based on Hebbian learning [22]. Complex FastICA algorithm can be found in [23]. More solutions are based on cumulants:
e.g., [2], the JADE algorithm [2425], its higher order variants [26], and the EASI algorithm family [27]. ‘Rigid-body’
learning theory is used in [28]. The SOBI algorithm [29] searches for joint diagonalizer matrix, its refined version, the
WASOBI method [30] approximates by means of weighted nonlinear least squares. There are complex variants of the
infomax technique, such as the a split-complex [3T] and the fully-complex infomax [32] procedures. Minimax Mutual
Information [33] and strong-uncorrelating transforms [B4U35136] make further promising directions.
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An important observation of previous computer studies [I187| is that general R-ISA solver algorithms are not more
efficient, in fact, sometimes produce lower quality results than simple R-ICA algorithm superimposed with searches for
the optimal permutation of the components. This observation led to the present theoretical work and to some computer
studies that have been published elsewhere [38/39]. We treat both the real and the complex cases.

This technical report is constructed as follows: Section B introduces complex random variables. In Section Bl the K-ISA
task is described. Section Hl contains our Separation Theorem for the K-ISA task. Sufficient conditions for the theorem
are provided in Section Bl Conclusions are drawn in Section Bl

2 Basic Concepts: Matrices, Complex Random Variables

We introduce the basic concepts for using complex random variables. Excellent review can be found in [@0].

B7 is the transposed of matrix B € C**%, Complex conjugation is denoted by a bar it concerns all elements of a
matrix. The transposed complex conjugate of matrix B is the adjoint matrix B* = B”. Matrix B € CY*L is called unitary
if BB* = Iy, orthogonal if BB” = I, where I, is the L-dimensional identity matrix. The sets of L x L dimensional
unitary and orthogonal matrices are denoted by U” and OF, respectively.

A complez-valued random wvariable u € CL (shortly complex random variable) is defined as a random variable of
the form u = ugr + ius, where the real and imaginary parts of u, i.e., ug and u; € R are real random variables,
i = v/—1. Expectation value of complex random variables is E[u] = E[ug] + iE[u;], and the variable can be character-
ized in second order by its covariance matriz covlu] = E[(u — E[u])(u — E[u])*] and by its pseudo-covariance matriz
pcov[u] = E[(u— E[u])(u — E[u])?]. Complex random variable u is called full, if cov[u] is positive definite. Throughout
this paper all complex variables are assumed to be full (that is, they are not concentrated in any lower dimensional
complex subspace).

3 The K-ISA Model

First, Section Bl introduces the K-ISA task. Section B2 is about the ambiguities of the problem. Section defines the
entropy based cost function of the K-ISA task.

3.1 The K-ISA Equations

We define the complex (and real) ISA task. The two models are treated together by using the joint notation K € {R, C}.
Assume that we have M hidden and independent components (random variables) and that only the mixture of them is
available for observation:

z(t) = As(t), (1)

where s(t) = [s(£);...;s™(t)] is a vector concatenated of components s™(t) € K. For fix m, s™(t) is i.i.d. (independent
identically distributed) in ¢, s* is independent from s7, if ¢ # j. The total dimension of the components is D := Md. Thus,
s(t),z(t) € KP. Matrix A € KP*P is the so called mizing matriz which, according to our assumptions, is invertible.

The goal of the K-ISA problem is to estimate the original source s(¢) and the unknown mixing matrix A (or its inverse
W, which is called the separation matriz) by using observations z(t) only. We talk about complex ISA task if K = C
(C-ISA), and real ISA task if K = R (R-ISA). If d = 1, then complex ICA (C-ICA), and real ICA (R-ICA) tasks are
obtained.

3.2 Ambiguities of the K-ISA Model

Identification of the K-ISA model is ambiguous. However, there are obvious ambiguities of the model: hidden components
can be determined up to permutation of subspaces and invertible transformation within the subspaces. Further details
concerning ambiguities can be found here: R-ICA A1), R-ISA [42|, C-ICA [ATH04243], C-ISA (see Appendix [Al).

Ambiguities within subspaces can be lessened. Namely, given our assumption on the invertibility of matrix A, we can
assume without any loss of generality that both the sources and the observation are white, that is,

E[s] =0, cov[s] = Ip, (2)
E[z] = 0,cov[z] = Ip. (3)

Below, we treat real and complex cases separately:



Real case: It then follows that the mixing matrix A and thus the separation matrix W = A~! are orthogonal:
Ip =cov[z] = E [zz"] = AE [ss"| AT = AIpAT = AAT. (4)

The ambiguity of the ISA task is decreased by Eqs. @)—@)): Now, s™ sources are determined up to permutation and
orthogonal transformation.

Complex case: It then follows that the mixing matrix A and thus the separation matrix W = A~! are unitary:
Ip = cov[z] = E[zz*] = AE [ss*] A* = AIpA™ = AA”. (5)

Thus, components s™ are determined up to permutation and unitary transformation within the subspace.

3.3 The K-ISA Cost Function

Now we sketch how to transcribe the K-ISA task into the minimization of sum of multi-dimensional entropies for orthogonal
matrices (in the real case) and for unitary matrices (in the complex case). We shall use these formulations of the K-ISA
task to prove the real and complex versions of the Separation Theorem (Section H).

3.3.1 Real Case The R-ISA task can be viewed as the minimization of mutual information between the estimated
components:

I(y',....y™) ::/f(v)ln lﬁ} dv (6)
i=1Jm(Um

on the orthogonal group (W € OP), wherey = Wz, y = [y';...;y™], f and fn, are density functions of y and marginals
y™, respectively. This cost function [ is equivalent to the minimization of the sum of d-dimensional entropies, because

M
I(y',....y")=>_ H@y™ - H(y) (7)
m=1
M
=Y H(y™) - HWaz) (8)

o
=

(y™) = [H(z) + In(|det(W)])]. 9)

Here, H is Shannon’s (multi-dimensional) differential entropy defined with logarithm of base e, || denotes absolute
value, ‘det’ stands for determinant. In the second equality, the y = Wz relation was exploited, and the

H(Wz) = H(z) + In (|det(W)]) (10)

rule describing transformation of the differential entropy [A4] was used. det(W) = 1 because of the orthogonality of W, so
In(]det(W)|) = 0. The H(z) term of the cost is constant in W, therefore the R-ISA task is equivalent to the minimization
of the cost function
M
J(W) = Z H((y™)— min . (11)

weob
m=1

3.3.2 Complex Case Similarly, the C-ISA task can be viewed as the minimization of mutual information between the
estimated components [see Eq. ([@))], but on the unitary group (W € UP). Here, the Shannon entropy of random variable
CE > u (y™, or y) is the entropy of ¢,(u) € R?F, where

@U:CLBU'—)U(@[ (H € R?E, (12)

P



That is, H(u) := H[p,(u)]. Here: ® is the Kronecker product, $ stands for the real part, & for the imaginary part,
subscript v’ for vector. One can neglect the last term of the H(y) cost function [see, Eq. ([@)] during optimization (alike
in the real case). To see this, consider the mapping

or :CP oM M® {28 _ggﬂ € R#72L, (13)

where subscript ‘M’ indicate matrices. Known properties of mappings ¢, ¢ are as follows [45]:

det[par (M)] = | det(M)[?, (14)
o(Mv) = o (M)py(v). (15)

In words: () describes transformation of determinant, () expresses preservation of operation for matrix-vector multi-
plication.! The following relation holds for the entropy transformation of complex variables:

Lemma 1 (Transformation of entropy for complex variables). Let u € Cl denote a random wvariable and let
V € CE*E be a matriz. Then

H(Vu) = H(u) + In (|det(V)|2) (16)

Proof.
H(Vu) = Hp,(Vu)] = H[om(V)pu (0)] = Hpy(w)] + In(| det[pr (V)]]) = H[pw (w)] + In(| det V|?) (17)
= H(u) + In(] det V|?) (18)

The above steps can be justified as follows:

the first equation uses the definition of entropy for complex variables,
then we used property (&),

transformed the entropy of random variables in R*Z [see, Eq. ()]
exploited (), and

applied the definition of entropy for complex variables again.

BN o

a

Thus H(y) = H(Wz)+In(1) = H(z), where unitarity of W is exploited. Further, H(z) is not dependent of matrix W
and thus term H(y) can be neglected during the course of optimization. We conclude that the C-ISA task can be written
as the minimization of sum of multi-dimensional entropies. The cost function to be optimized within unitary matrices:

M
JW) =Y H(y™) — Jmin, . (19)
m=1

4 The R-ISA and C-ISA Separation Theorem

The main result of this work is that the K-ISA task may be accomplished in two steps under certain conditions. In the
first step K-ICA is executed. The second step is search for the optimal permutation of the K-ICA components. Section BTl
is about the real, whereas Section is about the complex case.

4.1 The R-ISA Separation Theorem

We shall rely on entropy inequalities (Section EELT]). Connection to the R-ICA cost function is derived in Section
Finally, Section contains the proof of our theorem.

! Note that this connection allows one to reduce the C-ISA task (and thus the C-ICA task) to a R-ISA task directly. According
to our experiences, however, methods that rely on the C-Separation Theorem that we present here are much more efficient.



4.1.1 EPI-type Relations (Real Case) First, consider the so called Entropy Power Inequality (EPI)

L
2H(Xi w) > Z 2H (wi), (20)
i=1
where uq,...,ur, € R denote continuous random variables (The name of this inequality is R-EPI, because we shall need
its complex variant later). This inequality holds for example, for independent continuous variables [44].
Let ||| denote the Euclidean norm. That is, for w € RF

L
2
lw||* = w?, (21)
i=1

where w; is the i** coordinate of vector w. The surface of the L-dimensional unit sphere shall be denoted by S (R):
SE(R) :={w e RE : ||w|| =1} (22)

If R-EPI is satisfied [on SL(R)] then a further inequality holds:

Lemma 2. Suppose that continuous random variables u1,...,ur, € R satisfy the following inequality
. L
2H (T iy wiws) > ZezH(wi“i),Vw € SH(R). (23)
i=1

This inequality will be called the R-w-EPI condition. Then
L L

H (Z wiui> > Zw?H (u;),Yw € S(R). (24)
i=1 i=1

Note 1. R-w-EPI holds, for example, for independent variables u;, because independence is not affected by multiplication
with a constant.

Proof. Assume that w € S¥(R). Applying In on condition (Z3), and using the monotonicity of the In function, we can see
that the first inequality is valid in the following inequality chain

L L L L L
20 (Z wi’di) > In <Z 62H(wi“i)> =1In <Z e (u) wf) > w!-In (e2H(“i)) => w}-2H(u;).  (25)
i=1 i=1 i=1

i=1 i=1
Then,
1. we used the relation [44]:
H(wju;) = H(u;) 4+ In (Jw;]) (26)
for the entropy of the transformed variable. Hence
2H(wiui) _ o2H (ui)+2In(lwil) — 2H(wi) | 2In(|wil) — o2H (us) w? (27)
2. In the second inequality, we exploited the concavity of In. a

4.1.2 Connection to the Cost Function of the R-ICA Task Now we shall use Lemma [ to proceed. The R-ISA
Separation Theorem will be a corollary of the following claim:

Proposition 1. Lety = [yl; e ;yM] =y(W) = Ws, where W € O y™ is the estimation of the m" component of

the R-ISA task. Let y" be the i*" coordinate of the m*" component. Similarly, let s stand for the it" coordinate of the

m'" source. Let us assume that the s™ sources satisfy condition @4). Then

d

M M d
SN H@EGM =YD H(sh). (28)

m=1i=1 m=1 i=1



Proof. Let us denote the (i,7)!" element of matrix W by W; ;. Coordinates of y and s will be denoted by y; and s;,

respectively. Further, let G',...

,GM denote the indices of the 15, ...

, M subspaces, i.e., §! := {

=

1,....d},...,GM

(™)

H (s))

{D—d+1,...,D}. Now, writing the elements of the i'" row of matrix multiplication y = Ws, we have
= Z Wiﬁij + ...+ Z Wiijj
jeG! jeSM
and thus,
Z Wiﬁij + ...+ Z Wiijj
Jjegt jegM
: :
Wiz,l Zjegl Wi7j5j1 n Z Wi2l ZjeSM Wi,jsjl
2 ’ 2
legt (Zlegl ; l) legM (ZIESM 121)
> e Wijs; > jegn Wijs;
> Z H J—% Z Wi2,l J—%
legt (Zzegl WiQ,l) legM (ZleSM WiQ,l)
S DA Do P B DRI A B o
2
legt jesgt (Zlegl fl) legM jeEGM (ZlegM fl)
2
> Y Wi Y b T | B+ + S|y L

legt

:ZW

jesgt

J€S! (Zlegl zl)
+ Z W2 H

[S¢] M

The above steps can be justified as follows:

MI—‘

5. ([B4): Variables s™

legM

B0): Eq. @3 was inserted into the argument of H.
. BD): New terms were added for Lemma £l
3 B2): Sources s™

jesM (ZlegM i l)

=

(29)

(30)

(31)

are independent of each other and this independence is preserved upon mixing within the subspaces,
and we could also use Lemma ] because W is an orthogonal matrix.
4. B3): Nominators were transferred into the Z terms.

satisfy condition (24) accordlng to our assumptions.

6. ([B3): We simplified the expression after squaring.

Using this inequality, summing it for 4, exchanging the order of the sums, and making use of the orthogonality of matrix

W, we have

+ > WP

jegh{
D
+ <Z ij> H (s)
jegm \im1

Note 2. The proof holds for components with different dimensions. This is also true for the following theorem.

(36)



4.1.3 Proof of the R-ISA Separation Theorem Having this proposition, now we present our main theorem.

Theorem 1 (Separation Theorem for R-ISA). Presume that the s™ sources of the R-ISA model satisfy condi-

tion @), and that the R-ICA cost function J(W) = Z%:l Zle H(y™) has minimum (W € OP ). Then it is sufficient
to search for the minimum of the R-ISA task as a permutation of the solution of the R-ICA task. Using the concept of
separation matrices, it is sufficient to explore forms

Wrk.1s4 = PWgr_sca, (39)
where P (E RDXD) 1 a permutation matriz to be determined.

Proof. R-ICA minimizes the Lh.s. of Eq. [28), that is, it minimizes 27]\5:1 E?:l H (yI"). The set of minima is invariant
to permutations and to changes of the signs. Also, according to Proposition [, {s"}, i.e., the coordinates of the s™
components of the R-ISA task belong to the set of the minima. O

4.2 The C-ISA Separation Theorem

The proof of the complex case is similar to the proof of the real case. The difference is in the EPI-type relations that we
apply. Procedure: We define a C-EPI property and then a C-w-EPI relation starting from the vector variant of the R-EPI
relation. Then the proof relies on analogous steps with the real case, that we detail here for the sake of completeness.

4.2.1 EPI-type Relations (Complex Case) Let us consider the vector variant of the R-EPT relation.

Lemma 3 (vector-EPI). For independent (finite covariance random variables) uy,...,ur € R? holds [{6] that

€2H( 5‘:1 ui)/q 2 62H(ui)/q' (40)

M=

1

.
Il

Let us define a similar property for complex random variables:

Definition 1 (C-EPI). We say that random variables uq,...,ur € C satisfy relation C-EPI if

L
M) > Y7 Hw), (41)
i=1
Note 8. This holds for independent random variables w1, ...,u;, € C, because according to vector-EPI (¢ = 2)
L
AH(DEaw)/2 5 37 2H W) /2, (42)
i=1
We need to following lemma:
Lemma 4. Let us assume that random variables uy, . ..,ur, € C satisfy condition
5 L
L i) > $ W)y = [uy; . swy] € S5(C) (43)

i=1

that we shall call condition C-w-EPI. Here, SL(C) denotes the L-dimensional complex unit sphere, that is

L
st(C) = {w_[wl;...;wL]ECL:Z|wi|2_1}. (44)

Then ; ;
H <Z wiui> > Z lwi|*H (u;)  Vw € SE(C). (45)
i=1 i=1



Proof. Assume that w € S(C). Applying In on condition (), and using the monotonicity of the In function, we can see
that the first inequality is valid in the following inequality chain

L L L L L
H (Z wiui> >In <Z eH(wi“i)> =1In <Z e (wi) . |wi|2> > Z |wi|2 -In (eH(ui)) = Z |wi|2 - H(u;). (46)
i=1 i=1 i=1 i=1 i=1

Then,
1. we used the relation:
H(wu) = H(u) +1n (|w|2) (w,u € C) (47)
for the entropy of the transformed variable (see Lemma [l). Hence
eH(wiwi) _ JH(ui)+n(lwil®) _ JH(ui) | Jn(wil?) _ JH(uwi) | w2 (48)
2. In the second inequality, we exploited the concavity of In. a

4.2.2 Connection to the Cost Function of the C-ICA Task Now we shall use Lemma Hl to proceed. The C-ISA
Separation Theorem will be a corollary of the following claim:

Proposition 2. Lety = [yl; e ;yM] = y(W) = Ws, where W € UP, y™ is the estimation of the m*" component of
the C-ISA task. Let y™ be the i'" complex coordinate of the m'" component. Similarly, let s stand for the i*" coordinate
of the m*" source. Let us assume that the s™ sources satisfy condition ([EH). Then

M d M d
SN H@EM =YD H(s). (49)
m=1 i=1 m=1 i=1

Proof. Let us denote the (i, j)!" element of matrix W by W; ;. Coordinates of y and s will be denoted by y; and s;, respec-
tively. Let G',...,GM denote the indices belonging to the 1%¢,..., M*". subspaces, that is, G' := {1,...,d},...,GM =

{D—d+1,...,D}. Now, writing the elements of the i'" row of matrix multiplication y = Ws, we have
Y; = Z Wi isj+ ...+ Z Wi.is; (50)
jeg! jeGM
and thus,
H(y;) =
=H Z Wiisj+ ...+ Z Wi.is; (51)
jegt jegM
3 3
) W, s ) Wi ;sj
=H Z Wil 2jegr Wi T+ ..+ Z [Wia|? e Wi T (52)
1egt (Xiegr IWial?)? legM (DCiegnm [Wial?)?

> (> wul? | B et Wiy DD | H 2 jeg Wi . (53)

legl (Y iegr IWia]?)? legM (X iegn Win]?)?

Wi Wi

= Z |Wi,l|2 H Z J TSj | +...+ Z |Wi,l|2 H Z d T5; (54)

legt jegt (Ziegr [Wial?)? legM jegm (Diegn [Wial?)?

2 2
2 Wi 2 Wi

> (> Wl > | Hsi)+. o+ STt Y | H(s;) (55)

legt jeGt (Zzegl |Wiyl|2) legM jesM (ZzegM |Wi,l|2)
= > Wi PH (sj) +...+ > [Wi;[PH (s;) (56)

JES! jeGM

The above steps can be justified as follows:



[u—y

. (&I): Eq. @0) was inserted into the argument of H.

. (2): New terms were added for Lemma Hl

3. (B3): Sources s™ are independent of each other and this independence is preserved upon mixing within the subspaces,
and we could also use Lemma H because W is a unitary matrix.

4. (B4): Nominators were transferred into the ), terms.

. ([B3): Variables s™ satisfy condition X)) according to our assumptions.

. ([BB): We simplified the expression after squaring.

N

D Ot

Using this inequality, summing it for ¢, exchanging the order of the sums, and making use of the unitary property of
matrix W, we have

D D
STH@) =D | Y Wi PH (sj) ..+ > Wi P H (s)) (57)
i=1 i=1 \jegt jegM
D D
= (Z |Wi,j|2> H(sj)+...+ > <Z |Wi,j|2> H (s;) (58)
jegt =1 jeESM =1
“ g
= ZH(SJ-). (59)
O

Note 4. The proof of the proposition is similar when the dimensions of the subspaces are not constrained to be equal.
The situation is the same in the next theorem.

4.2.3 Proof of the C-ISA Separation Theorem Having this proposition, now we present our main theorem.

Theorem 2 (Separation Theorem for C-ISA). Presume that the s™ sources of the C-ISA model satisfy condi-
tion @3, and that J(W) = Z%Zl Zle H (y™),(W € UP), i.e., the C-ICA cost function has minimum. Then it is
sufficient to search for the minimum of the C-ISA task (Wc.isa) as a permutation of the solution of the C-ICA task
(We.ica). That it, it is sufficient to search in the form

We.isa = PWe.jca, (60)

where P (E RDXD) is the permutation matriz to be determined.

Proof. C-ICA minimizes the Lh.s. of Eq. @), that is, it minimizes E%:l Zle H (y!). The set of minima is invariant for
permutations and for multiplication of the coordinates by numbers with unit absolute value, and according to Proposition
{s7} (i.e., the coordinates of the C-ISA task) is among the minima.

We can disregard multiplications with unit absolute values, because unitary ambiguity within subspaces are present
in the C-ISA task. a

5 Sufficient Conditions of the Separation Theorem

In the Separation Theorem, we assumed that relations ([24)) and (@) are fulfilled for the s™ sources in the real and complex
cases, respectively. Here, we shall provide sufficient conditions when these inequalities are fulfilled.

5.1 Real Case

5.1.1 R-w-EPI According to Lemma B if the R-w-EPI property [i.e., [Z3)] holds for sources s™, then inequality (24))
holds, too.



5.1.2 Real Spherically Symmetric Sources

Definition 2 (real spherically symmetric variable). A random variable u € R? is called real spherically symmetric
(or shortly R-spherical), if its density function is not modified by any rotation. Formally, if

u ™ Ou, VO € 04, (61)

where "= denotes equality in distribution.

A R-spherical random variable has a density function (under mild conditions) and this density function takes constant
values on concentric spheres around the origin. We shall make use of the following well-known properties of spherically
symmetric variables [A748):

Lemma 5 (Identical distribution of 1-dimensional projections - Real case). Let v denote a d-dimensional
variable, which is R-spherically symmetric. Then the projection of v onto lines through the origin have identical univariate
distribution.

Lemma 6 (Momenta - Real case). The expectation value and the variance of a d-dimensional v R-spherically sym-
metric variable are

E[v] =0, (62)
cov[v] = c(onstant) - 1. (63)

Now we are ready to claim the following theorem.

Proposition 3. For spherically symmetric sources s™ (m = 1,..., M ) with finite covariance Eq. 2) holds. Further, the
stronger R-w-EPI property [Eq. Z3))] also holds and with equality between the two sides [vw € S%(R)].

Proof. Here, we show that the R-w-EPI property is fulfilled with equality for R-spherical sources. According to (E2)—(&3),
spherically symmetric sources s have zero expectation values and up to a constant multiplier they also have identity
covariance matrices:

E[s™] =0, (64)
covls™] =" - 1. (65)

Note that our constraint on the R-ISA task, namely that covariance matrices of the s™ sources should be equal to I, is
fulfilled up to constant multipliers.
Let P, denote the projection to straight line with direction w € S%(R), which crosses the origin, i.e.,

d
Py :RY5um ) wiu; €R. (66)
=1

In particular, if w is chosen as the canonical basis vector e; (all components are 0, except the i*" component, which
is equal to 1), then
P, (u) = u,. (67)

In this interpretation R-w-EPI [see Eq. [3))] is concerned with the entropies of the projections of the different sources
onto straight lines crossing the origin. The L.h.s. projects to w, whereas the r.h.s. projects to the canonical basis vectors.
Let u denote an arbitrary source, i.e., u := s™. According to Lemma [, distribution of the spherical u is the same for all
such projections and thus its entropy is identical. That is,

d
Zwiui distr U1 distr - distr ug, Yw € S4R), (68)
i=1

d
H <Zwu> =H(u)=...=H(ug), YweSUR). (69)

Thus:



— Lh.s. of R-w-EPI: ¢2H(u1),
— r.h.s. of R-w-EPI:

d
Ze2H(wiui) _ Z 62H(ui) . ,wz2 _ €2H(u1) wa — €2H(u1) 1= €2H(u1) (70)
=1 =1 =1

At the first step, we used identity [7) for each of the terms. At the second step, %) was exploited. Then term e (1)
was pulled out and we took into account that w € S¢(R).
O

Note 5. We note that sources of spherically symmetric distribution have already been used in the context of R-ISA
in [I0]. In that work, a generative model was assumed. According to the assumption, the distribution of the norms of
sample projections to the subspaces were independent. This way, the task was restricted to spherically symmetric source
distributions, which is a special case of the general R-ISA task.

Note 6. Spherical variables as well as their non-degenerate affine transforms, the so called elliptical variables (which are
equivalent to spherical ones from the point of view of R-ISA) are thoroughly treated in [A74S].

5.1.3 Sources Invariant to 90° Rotation In the previous section, we have seen that random variables with density
functions invariant to orthogonal transformations (R-spherical variables) satisfy the conditions of the R-ISA Separation
Theorem. For mixtures of 2-dimensional components (d = 2), invariance to 90° rotation suffices. First, we observe that:

Note 7. In the R-ISA Separation Theorem, it is sufficient if some orthogonal transformation of the s sources, C"'s™
(C™ € 09 satisfy the condition [24). In this case, the C™s™ variables are extracted by the permutation search after the
R-ICA transformation. Because the R-ISA identification has ambiguities up to orthogonal transformation in the respective
subspaces, this is suitable. In other words, for the R-ISA identification the existence of an Orthonormal Basis (ONB) for
each u := s™ € R? components is sufficient, on which the

h:RY 3w H[(w,u)] (71)

function takes its minimum. [Here, the (w,u) := Ele w;u; random variable is the projection of u to the direction
w € S%(R).] In this case, the entropy inequality (4 is met with equality on the elements of the ONB.

Now we present our result concerning to the d = 2 case.

Proposition 4. Let us suppose, that the density function f of random variable u = (uy,u2)(= s™) € R? exhibits the
mvariance

flur,ug) = f(—uz,u1) = f(—ur, —u2) = f(ug, —u1) (YueR?), (72)

that is, it is invariant to 90° rotation. If function h(w) = H[(w,u)] has minimum on the set {w > 0} N S?(R), it also
has minimum on an ONB. 2 Consequently, the R-ISA task can be identified by the use of the R-ISA Separation Theorem.

Proof. Let

R := [(1) _01} (73)

denote the matrix of 90° ccw rotation. Let w € S%(R). (w,u) € R is the projection of variable u onto w. The value of
the density function of the random variable (w,u) in ¢ € R (we move ¢ in direction w) can be calculated by integration
starting from the point wt, in direction perpendicular to w

Fy=yw)=(wou) (1) = / . f(wt +z)dz. (74)
Using the supposed invariance of f and the relation () we have

fy(w) = fy(Rw) = fy(R2w) = fy(R3w)7 (75)

2 Relation w > 0 concerns each coordinates.



where ‘=" denotes the equality of functions. Consequently, it is enough to optimize h on the set {w > 0}. Let Wy, be
the minimum of function h on the set S?(R) N {w > 0}. According to Eq. (@), h takes constant and minimal values in
the

2 3
{Wmin7 mein; R Womin, R Wmln}

points. {Viin, RVpmin } is a suitable ONB in Note [ O
Note 8. A special case of the requirement ([[2) is invariance to permutation and sign changes, that is
f(fuq, fug) = f(tusg, fuq). (76)
In other words, there exists a function g : R? — R, which is symmetric in its variables and
f) = g(lual, [uz]). (77)
The domain of Proposition ) includes

1. the formerly presented R-spherical variables,
2. or more generally, variables with density function of the form

flu)=g (Z Iuilp> (p>0). (78)

In the literature essentially these variables are called L?(R)-norm sphericals (for p > 1). Here, we use the LP(R)-norm
spherical denomination in a slightly extended way, for p > 0.

5.1.4 Takano’s Dependency Criterion We have seen that the R-w-EPI property is sufficient for the R-ISA Sep-
aration Theorem. In [A9)], sufficient condition is provided to satisfy the EPI condition. The condition is based on the
dependencies of the variables and it concerns the 2-dimensional case. The constraint of d = 2 may be generalized to
higher dimensions. We are not aware of such generalizations.

We note, however, that R-w-EPI requires that R-EPI be satisfied on the surface of the unit sphere. Thus it is satisfactory
to consider the intersection of the conditions detailed in [#9] on surface of the unit sphere.

5.1.5 Summary of Sufficient Conditions (Real Case) Here, we summarize the presented sufficient conditions
of the R-ISA Separation Theorem. We have proven, that the requirement described by Eq. [4) for the s™ sources is
sufficient for the theorem. This holds if the ([23) R-w-EPI condition is fulfilled. The stronger R-w-EPI is valid for

1. sources satisfying Takano’s weak dependency criterion,

2. R-spherical sources (with equality),

3. sources invariant to 90° rotation (for d = 2). Specially, (i) variables invariant to permutation and sign changes, and
(ii) LP(R)-norm spherical variables belong to this family.

These results are summarized schematically in Table [

5.2 Complex Case

We provide sufficient conditions that fulfill ).

5.2.1 C-w-EPI According to Lemma B if the C-w-EPI property [i.e., @3)] holds for sources s™, then inequality (EH)
holds, too.



Table 1. Sufficient conditions for the R-ISA Separation Theorem.

invariance to 90° rotation (d = 2)

specially,
invariance to sign and permutation
(with ‘=" for a suitable ONB) SpeJiaHy
L?(R)-norm spherical (p > 0)
geuera.lizatiru for d = 2
Takanoéz (fg(;ndency R-w-EPI Lith " for all w € S7) R-spherical symmetry (or elliptical)

Equation (Z4): sufficient
for the R-Separation Theorem

5.2.2 Complex Spherically Symmetric Sources A complex random variable is complex spherically symmetric, or
C-spherical, for short, if its density function — which exists under mild conditions — is constant on concentric complex
spheres. We shall show that [H) as well as the stronger @3) C-w-EPI relations are fulfilled. We need certain definitions
and some basic features to prove the above statement. Thus, below we shall elaborate on complex sphericals [45].

Definition 3 (C-spherical variable). A random variable v € C? is called C-spherical, if u = ¢, (v) € R?? R-spherical
M. Equivalent definition for C-sphericals is that they are invariant to unitary transformations. Formally, if

distr

v = Uv, VYU eUu- (79)
We need two basic properties of C-sphericals [d3] to prove the theorem. These are analogous to LemmaBland Lemma &

Lemma 7 (Identical distribution of 1-dimensional projections - Complex case). Projections of C-spherical
variables u € C? onto any unit vectors in S*(C) have identical distributions. Formally, for ¥ wq, wo € S(C)

wiu distr wsu € C. (80)

Lemma 8 (Momenta - Complex case). For C-spherical variable u € C¢:

We claim the following;:

Proposition 5. C-spherical sources s™ € C? (m = 1,..., M) with finite covariances satisfy condition @) of the C-ISA
Separation Theorem. Further, they satisfy C-w-EPI (with equality).

Proof. According to (§I)) and (82) for C-spherical components s™ € C%: E[s™] = 0, cov[s™] = ¢™ - I;. Note that our
constraint on the C-ISA task, namely that covariance matrices of the s™ sources should be equal to identity, is fulfilled
up to constant multipliers.

Let P, denote the projection to straight line with direction w € S%(C), which crosses the origin, i.e.,

d
Pw:Cdaun*-u:Zwiuie(C. (83)
i=1



The left and right hand sides of condition ([#X) correspond to projection onto vector w, and projections onto vectors
e; = [0;...;0;1;0;...] (1 in the i** position and Os otherwise), respectively. w € S%(C) < w € S%(C), because conjugation
preserves length. Given property ([B0), the distribution and thus the entropy of these projections are equal. That is (let
u denote an arbitrary source, i.e., u:=s™),

d
Zwiui distr U1 distr - distr ug, VW E S’d((C), (84)
=1

d
H (Zwu) =H(u)=...= H(ug), Yw eSS4 T). (85)
i=1

Thus:

— Lh.s. of C-w-EPL: eH(u1),

— r.h.s. of C-w-EPI: 4

d
S M) a2 = M) 3 o2 = H ) g = HOm) (36)
=1

=1 =1

(]~
Q
=
£
g
[

At the first step, we used identity @) for each of the terms. At the second step, (&) was exploited. Then term e (1)
was pulled out and we took into account that w € S¢(C).
O

5.2.3 Summary of Sufficient Conditions (Complex Case) Here, we summarize the presented sufficient conditions
of the C-ISA Separation Theorem. We have proven, that the requirement described by Eq. {H) for the s™ sources
is sufficient for the theorem. This holds if the [@3) C-w-EPI condition is fulfilled. The stronger C-w-EPI is valid for
C-spherically symmetric variables.

These results are summarized schematically in Table Bl

Table 2. Sufficient conditions for the C-ISA Separation Theorem.

. [with ‘=" for all w € S%(C)] Equation (E)): sufficient
C-spherical symmetry C-w-EPI for the C-Separation Theorem

6 Conclusions

In this paper a Separation Theorem, a decomposition principle, was presented for the K-Independent Subspace Analysis
(K-ISA) problem. If the conditions of the theorem are satisfied then the K-ISA task can be solved in 2 steps. The first step
is concerned with the search for 1-dimensional independent components. The second step corresponds to a combinatorial
problem, the search for the optimal permutation. We have shown that spherically symmetric sources (for the real and
the complex cases, too) satisfy the conditions of the theorem. For the real case and for 2-dimensional sources (d = 2)
invariance to 90° rotation, or the Takano’s dependency criterion is sufficient for the separation.

These results underline our experiences that the presented 2 step procedure for solving the K-ISA task may produce
higher quality subspaces than sophisticated search algorithms [17].

Finally we mention that the possibility of this two step procedure (for the real case) was first noted in [IT].



7 Appendix

A Uniqueness of C-ISA

Here we provide ambiguities of the C-ISA task. The derivation is similar to that of [42], slight modification is used through
mappings ¢, oa [see, Eq. (&) and Eq. (3]

Notations that we need: Let D = dM. Let GI(L,K) denote the set of invertible matrices in KX*Z. Let us decompose
matrix V € CP*P into dxd blocks: V = [V*7] iiml, M (Vi € C?™*9). We say that matrix V is a d x d block-permutation
matriz, if there is exactly one index j for V i and exactly one i for V j (4,5 € {1,...,M}), that V¥ # 0, and further,
this block can be inverted. Matrices B, C € CP*P are d-equivalent (notation: B ~4 C), if B = CL, where L € CP*P
is a d x d block-permutation matrix.? Stochastic variable C” 3 u = [u!;...;u™] is called d-independent, if its parts
u',...,uM € C? are independent. Using L: if u is d-independent, then Lu is that, too. Stochastic variable u € R’ is
called normal, if every coordinate is normal. Stochastic variable u € CL is called normal, if both R(u) and S(u) are
normal. Matrix B € CP*P is called d-admissible, if for decomposition B = [Bi>j]i7j:1 ’’’’’ M (B € C4*?) all B blocks
are either invertible or indentically 0. (Note: Choosing the coordinates of matrix B from a continuous distribution, the
matrix is d-admissible with probability 1.).

Known properties of ¢, ¢, beyond [([[d), ()] @3] are:

©n (M) nonsingular (singular) < M nonsingular (singular), (87)
Pu(Vi 4 v2) = 0o (V1) + @u(Va). (88)
To prove our statement, we use the following corollary of the Multivariate Skitovitch-Darmois theorem:

Lemma 9 (Corollary 3.3 in [42]). Let w; = an\le B™u™ and wy = an\le C™u™, where u™ are independent random
variables from R, matrices B™,C™ € R¥*? are zeros, or they belong to GL(d,R). Then, u™ belonging to B™C™ # 0
are normal, provided that wy and wo are independent.

Theorem 3 (Ambiguities of C-ISA). Let GI(D,C) > B = [B%],;.1.m (BY € CI*d)  d-admissible and

s = [s';...;sM] d-independent D = dM -dimensional variable, and none of the variables s™ € C? be normal. If Bs

1s again d-independent, then B is d-equivalent to the identity, that is B ~4 Ip.

Proof. Indirect. Let us assume that Bs is d-independent, nonetheless B ~4 Ip does not hold. Then there is a column
index j and there are row indices i; # i3 for which Bi+J, B2 # 0 (and because B d-admissible, thus they are invertible).*
Let us take the parts that correspond to indices i1, i off from Bs:

Cd sy = Bitigl 4 Z Bitmg™ (89)
me{l,...M}\j

Clsy?=B2isi+ Y BRMs™ (90)
me{l,...M}\j

Applying ¢, and using properties (BS) and ([[3) we have:

R¥ 3 0,(y") = o (B ) (s) + DY pm(B)pu(s™) (91)
me{L,MJ\j
R 3 0,(y2) = ou(B>)pu(s)) + Y om(B2)p,(s™) (92)

me{l,....M}\j

Taking advantage of ([&7): invertibility of B%+/, B+ is inherited to ¢ (B"7), pp (B%7). Similarly, matrices ¢ (B4™)
(i € {i1,i2},m # j) are either zero or they are invertible, according to their ancestor B4®™, whether it is zero or invertible.
If s € C? are independent then variables ¢, (s™) € R?? are also independent. Thus, as a result of Lemma B, ¢,(s’) is
normal, meaning — by definition — that s’ is also normal: a contradiction. a

3 Note: this is an equivalence relation, indeed, because the set of Ls that satisfy the conditions is closed for inversion and for
multiplication.

4 Reasoning: if for all j there is at most one block (submatrix), which is non-zero, then: (a) for all j there is exactly one block,
which is non-zero and then B ~4 Ip, which is a contradiction, or, (b) there is a j index for which submatrix B has only zeros,
and then the invertibility of B is not fulfilled.



Note 9. [A0)] has shown an interesting result: for the complex case and for d = 1 (C-ICA task) certain normal sources
can be separated. This result (and thus Theorem Bl) may be extended to d > 1, too, but we are not aware of such
generalization.
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