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Regularized)M -estimators of scatter matrix

Esa Ollila, Member, IEEEand David E. Tyler

Abstract—In this paper, a general class of regularized M-
estimators of scatter matrix are proposed which are suital# also
for low or insufficient sample support (small » and large p) prob-
lems. The considered class constitutes a natural generadition of
M-estimators of scatter matrix (Maronna, 1976) and are defing
as a solution to a penalizedM-estimation cost function that
depend on a pair(«, 3) of regularization parameters. We derive
general conditions for uniqueness of the solution using caept of
geodesic convexity. Since these conditions do not includeglér's
M-estimator, necessary and sufficient conditions for uniqueess
of the penalized Tyler's cost function are established sepately.
For the regularized Tyler's M-estimator, we also derive a simple,
closed form and data dependent solution for choosing the
regularization parameter based on shape matrix matching in
the mean squared sense. An iterative algorithm that convers
to the solution of the regularized M-estimating equation is
also provided. Finally, some simulations studies illustree the
improved accuracy of the proposed regularized M-estimators
of scatter compared to their non-regularized counterpartsin low
sample support problems. An example of radar detection usig
normalized matched filter (NMF) illustrate that an adaptive NMF
detector based on regularizedM -estimators are able to maintain
accurately the preset CFAR level and at at the same time prodie
similar probability of detection as the (theoretical) NMF detector.

Index Terms—Geodesic convexity, Complex elliptically sym-
metric distributions, M-estimator of scatter, Regularization, Ro-
bustness, Normalized matched filter

I. INTRODUCTION

Robust estimation is also a key property in HD data analysis
problems. Partly because outliers are more difficult to mlea
from HD data sets by conventional techniques, but also due
to an increase of impulsive measurement environments and
outliers in practical sensing systems. The SCM is well-kmow
to be vulnerable to outliers and to be a highly inefficient
estimator when the samples are drawn from a heavy-tailed
non-Gaussian distribution. HD data poses additional okl
and difficulties since most robust estimators such s
estimators of scatter matrix [14] can not be computed in ISS
scenarios, or are equivalent to the SCM [26].

In this paper, we address this issue and propose a general
class of regularized/-estimators of scatter matrix. This class
provides practical and actionable estimators of the cevari
ance (scatter) matrix even in the problematic ISS case. The
proposed class constitutes a natural generalization\/of
estimators of scatter [14] and their complex-valued gdnera
izations [15], [19], and are defined as a solution to a peedliz
M -estimation cost function that includes a pgair, 5) of fixed
regularization parameters. We derive a general condifions
unigueness of the solution using theory of geodesic cohyvexi
which has been previously utilized in [27], [30] in studying
the uniqueness of the non-regularizefdestimators of scatter
whereas [28] focused on the regularized Tyle¥sestimator
of scatter matrix using a particular scale invariant gemadly
convex penalty function. Our class include as special dhse,

. cost function forp-variate complex normal samples, for which
he unique solution of the penalized cost function is easily

techniques require an estimate of the covariance matgx L4 to

or some nonlinear function of it, e.g., the inverse covar@an

matrix or its eigenvalues/eigenvectors. Given an i.i.angie
z1,...,2, € CP from a centered, i.eE[z] = 0, (unspecified)

p-variate distributionz ~ F, the sample covariance matrix

(SCM) R = 1377 z;z!! € CP*P is the most commonly
used estimator of the unknown covariance maRix= E|[zz"].

However, in high-dimensional (HD) problems, there are ma@()rresponding to Tylers [24]M

corrupted, or is inaccurate. For example,

Ra,ﬁ = ﬁ}:{"i_a:[a (1)

which in [6], was called as the general linear combination

(GLC) estimator. It should be noted however that in [B},ﬁ

was not proposed as a minimizer to any optimization problem.
Our general conditions do not apply to the cost function

-estimator and hence this

(LSS) _(i.e.,p s of th(_e same magnitude a3 s a cc_)mmonly solution for the penalized Tyler’'s cost function. Regued
occurring problem in diverse HD data analysis problemg, siong of Tyler's M-estimator have also been recently

such as chemometrics and medical imaging. In the case

insufficient sample support (ISS)e., p > n, the inverse of

the SCM can not be computed. Thus, for example, C|aS§H‘e context as a solution to a penalizad-

s?Ldeied in [21] for the case8 = 1 — « and under more

strict conditions on the sample, and also in [3], but not in
estimation cost

beamforming teqhniques such as MVDR beamform_ing Or_ﬂf‘ﬁ‘nction. Estimation of the regularization parametersngsi
adaptive normalized matched filter cannot be realized singe, expected likelihood approach was proposed in [1], [2]

they require an estimate of the inverse covariance matrix.
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for the regularized Tyler'si-estimator of [3], whereas [5]
based their analysis on random matrix theory (botand p

are large). For the regularized Tylerd -estimator, we also
derive a simple, closed form and data dependent solution
to compute the regularization parameterbased on shape
matrix matching in the mean squared sense. We illustrate the
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usefulness of the regularizéd -estimators of scatter in radarwhereu = p’ = —¢'/g.

detection application using normalized matched filteraiyn

we note that although our derivations are for complex-whlueB M-estimators of scatter

case, they generalize in an straightforward manner to real-

valued case as well. M -estimatorsof scatter are generalizations of the ML-
The paper is organized as follows. Section Il reviewgstimators of the scatter matrix of an elliptical distribat

complex elliptically symmetric (CES) distributions andeth They can be defined by allowing a genepalunctions in (2),

maximum likelihood (ML) andM -estimators of the scatternot necessarily related to any elliptical densityin which

matrix parameters of the CES distributions [19]. Sectidn IFase we refer to (2) as a general cost function. The function

then introduces the penalizelf/-estimation cost function. p is usually chosen so that the corresponding weight function

The stationary points are shown to be solutions to shrinkage= ¢ is non-negative, continuous and non-increasing. Equa-

type M-estimation equations. Interpretation of regularizatiofion (3) is then referred to as avl-estimating equation. Some

parameters are discussed and specific examples of regalargxamples ofd/- and ML-estimators are given below.

M-estimators are given. In Section 1V, general conditiores ar SCM (the Gaussian MLE)n the Gaussian casp(t) =t

presented to ensure the uniqueness of solution, with thef prandu(t) = p’(t) = 1, so eq. (2) becomes

of uniqueness being based on the concept of geodesic convex- A _

ity. The regularized Tyler's\/-estimator is then considered in L(Z) = Tr(RZ) —In |27

Section V and numerical examples are given in Section Mihere R denotes the SCM. The (well-knowninigue min-
Some of the proofs are reserved for the Appendix. imizer (assumingn > p) of this function is the sample
Notations:Let #(p) denote the class positive definite Herggyariance matrix, i.e3 = R.
mitian (PDH)p x p matrices|A| the determinant of a square  complex Tyler's [24]M -estimatoris based on the functions
matrix A. Furthermore|| - || (resp.|| - ||1) denotes thé&s-norm
(resp.(;-norm) defined a§A ||* = Tr(A"A) = 3, 37 fai; | p(t) =plnt and wu(t) =p'(t) = L.
(resp.||Allx =32, 37 lai;[) for anym x n matrix A. _ o t. . .
Note that thisp-function isnotrelated to any elliptical density
Il. PRELIMINARIES and the optimization problem (2) is now non-convex. Never-
A. Elliptical distributions theless, the estimator is actionable: a unique solutiontgup
a scale) exists under mild conditions and the global satutio
can be computed via simple fixed-point iterations; see [19],
[20], [24]. It should be noted that for Tyler’d/-estimator, the
summations in both (2) and (3) are taken only axg# 0. In
f(z) = Cp,g|2|_19(ZHE_IZ), the radar community, Tyler'd/-estimator is often referred to

where & ¢ H(p) is the unknown parameter, called thés a fixed-point estimator, and it is known to admit numerous
scatter matrixg : Rf — R* is a fixed function called the ML-interpretations as shown in [4], [8], [9], [18], [25] ihe

density generatoand C,, > 0 is a normalizing constant "¢8l and complex cases. _ _
ensuring thatf(z) integrates to one. We denote this case by Complex Hubers\-estimatois based on a weight function

2z~ CE,(0, %, ¢). If the covariance matriR = E[zz"1] of z ©f the form [16]
exists, then (1) = 1/b, for ¢ < ¢?
R=c-X (for somec>0). C E/(th),  fort > ¢?

A continuous symmetric random vector (r.«)e CP has
a centeredcomplex elliptically symmetric (CES) distribution
[19] if its p.d.f. is of the form:

For example, whepg(t) = exp(—), one obtains the-variate \ are.. is a tuning constant defined such that Fa (2¢%)
complex normal (CN) distribution, denoted~ CA/;,(0,); Lor a chosen; (0 < q < 1), whereF,; (-) denotes the c.d.f.
In this caseR = 3. For a detailed account on properties o f the chi-squared distribution WitB;)p degrees of freedom.

dCES tdlstrlb_u_tlt;)ns, v;e refer th? r;aader to [19]. Izetm ’.z? The scaling factob is usually chosen so that the resultimd-
enote an i.i.d. random sample from an unspecifiediriate estimator is consistent to the covariance matrix for Gaumssi

CES distribution as stated above. _ 2 201 _
The maximum likelihood estimator (MLE) of scatter matrixdata’ namely = FX§<p+1> (2¢) + (1= g)/p. If g =1, then

denoted3:, minimizes the negative log-likelihood functionHUber,‘f’ estimator approaches the S.CM’ and i 0, then
(divided byn) the estimator approaches Tylefig-estimator.

n

LX) = l Zp(zﬁgflzi) _ 1n|zr1| (2) !ll. REGULARIZED M-ESTIMATORS OF SCATTER MATRIX
n 4
i=1 To stabilize the optimization problem an additive penalty
wherep(t) = —Ing(t). More appropriate notation would beterm o - P(X) can be introduced to the cost function (2),

L,,(%]p) to emphasize the dependence pand the sample. where o« > 0 denotes a fixed regularization parameter. A
Critical points are then solutions to the estimating equmati popular focus in the literature has been to enforce spaosity
1> . the precision matrixKK = X~ by using/;-penalty function
Y= - Zu(z?ﬁ 2;)2;z) 3)
=1

Pe(2) = =7 (4)
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as is done in the real-valued case in [7], [29]. The use of thwtil convergence. The algorithm converges to a solution of
(1-penalty, though, to help enforce a sparse precision mistrix(7) given any initial valueX,. The proof of convergence is
dependent on the cost function (2) being conveXin', which analogous to the convergent proof for the non-regularized
holds wheneverp(t) itself is convex. However, robust/- estimators given in [10] and is given in the Appendix. For
estimates of scatter typically have decreasing weighttfons convergence of the algorithm we need to assume gfgtis

u(t) and hence concavefunctions. continuously differentiable and satisfies Condition 1 tesda
In this paper, we take a different approach and focus orbalow in Section IV) and that thé/-estimating equation (7)
penalty function of the form has a unique solutio®. Conditions for uniqueness are given

in Theorems 1, 2 and 3.
PH(E) = [IZ72)° = Te(37).

The interpretation off as a robust tuning parameter follows
Notice that by expressing (7) in the form

P
:Z)\
j=1

where\;(X)'s denote the ordered eigenvaluessof Thus the
penalty term restnctg— from growing without bound; this
is necessary in the ill- condmoned ISS caseq p). In addition
to the additive penalty term/P(X), we impose a weighf
on the cost ternd 1, p(z!X7'z;), and thus oupenalized
cost functionis of the form

. 1 — He—l H . ~

3= - ;uﬁ(zi 3, zi)ziz; +al,
where 333 = /8, ug(t) = u(t/8) anda = a/B. In
particular, note that ifu(t) corresponds to Huber’s weight
function with a tuning constant, thenug(t) corresponds to
Huber’s weight function with a tuning constant@f= ¢ 3/2.
A more detailed discussion on tuning weight functions can
be found in [11]. For the two extreme cases— oo and
- 1 ¢ — 0, which correspond to a regularized SCM and Tyler’s M-
Z I [E7+aP(X), ) estimate respectively, the role 6fis more subtle. We consider
=t these special cases below.
where§ > 0,a > 0 form the pair of (fixed) regularization G| C estimatorin the Gaussian casét) = ¢, the penalized

3|h>

parameters. For the cagqX) = P*(X) this becomes cost function (6) simplifies to the form
n * - » -1\ _ —1
£20(2) = 23 e 1) — |21 +aT(E ) (6) £ap(®) = Tr{ (AR + )=} ~In |2
i=1

whereR = 1 Ly, ziz' denotes the SCM. The unique
As will be illustrated below the parameter can be best minimizer 3 of the functlon above is easily shown to the
described asidge (or spherizingparameter, and the parameteGLC estimator (1), i.e.3 = Raﬁ. For 8 = 1, the solution is
B can be best described ag@bust tuningparameter. _ the diagonally loaded SCMR, = R+al. The interpretation
Let 3 denote the minimizer oL}, ;(X). The solutiony  of the GLC estimator as a solution to an optimization problem
naturally depends ofe, 3) but these are not made explicit(6) differs from the motivation for the GLS estimator given i
for notational convenience. It is easy to verify using matri[6]. Note that the eigenvalues &, s are \; = BAR,i + a,
differential rules that a critical point of the penalizedsto Where/\ ,i=1,...,p denote the eigenvalues Bf. Thusa

function (6) is a solution to can be V|ewed as a ridge parameter as it provides a ridge down

s ﬁ H 1 the diagonal and guarantees a non-singular solution. Ibean
= Z Y z)zz +al (7) also described as spherizing parametesince the larger the
a, the more "spherical” is the solution (i.e., asgets larger,
which is weighted and diagonally loaded form of the classi is shrinked towards a scaled identity mateiX ).
M -estimating equation obtained with, 3) = (0,1). Express-  Regularized Tylers\I -estimatoruses the weight function

ing the regularized\/-estimating equation in the form u(t) = p/t and hence corresponds to a solution to
B — 1 1 1 . pf = 7,z
1A L izl
= Zu(z?z Z;) X ziz? +aX Y= P Z ——5— +al, (10)

H
i=1,2,#0 Z; Y oz

and then taking the trace shows that the soluBbmust satisfy Wheren. = #{z; # 0;i = 1,...,n}. Condition (8) implies
) ™ ) = p(1 — 8)/a and hence the choicg = 1 is
~—1 a1 _ ;
aTr(X )=p-43- {ﬁ Zw(Z?E Zi)} (8) excluqeq. If we choosg = 1 - above, then the estimator
i— 3. satisfies the constraintr(X ) = p. Hereafter, when
where () = tu(t). using this estimator, we assume without loss of generdlay t

Algorithm. The regularized M -estimating equation (7) "x = ™ This case = 1 — a has been previously studied in

gives rise to the following fixed point algorithm. Given anJZl]
initial value 3y € H(p), iterate
IV. UNIQUENESS ANDGEODESIC CONVEXITY
n
S = B 3 w(@1S) 7))zl + al (9)  Inthis section, we show under general conditions that there
ne= "' ' exists a unique minimizer to the penalized likelihood ortcos
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function given by (6). Hereafter, it is assumed that the fiomc casep(t) = ¢t. As shown below, geodesic convexity has the
p(t) satisfies the following condition. interesting property that i£(X) being geodesically convex in
> € H(p) the it is also geodesically convex B~* € H(p).

From lemma 1, we readily obtain the following corollary,
which follows since the sum of two geodesically convex
functions is easily seen to be geodesically convex, anduime s

Note that if the functionp(t) in differentiable, then the of a geodesically convex function and a geodesically $rict
above condition holds if and only if the weight functionconvex function is geodesically strictly convex.

u(t) > 0 andw(t) = tu(t) is nondecreasing. It readily follows Corollary 1. For p(t) satisfying Condition 1, ifP(3) is

that Huber's and Tyler's\M -estimators as well as Gauss'arbeodesically convex/strictly convex B € H(p), then the

MLE satisfies Condition 1. ; : . . .
. ) . lized t functio, (= 5 d I -
The concept of geodesic convexity for functions of PDI%EQ;&ZEWC: osnv ;xn(i:rﬁl? c 7’_[6((19) )relgp(ec)tilvsel?/eo esically con

matrices plays a key role in our proof of uniqueness. This
concept has been previously utilized in [27], [30] in studyi As Lemma 2 below shows, Corollary 1 applies to the
the uniqueness of the non-regularizeftestimates of scatter penalty function of interest here, i.e., B (X) = Tr(Z71).
and in [28] in the case of regularized Tyler’s cost functiorBefore proceeding, some further results and notations are
A review of geodesic convexity for positive definite matdcereviewed. For Hermitian matriced and B of the same
can be found in the aforementioned papers as well as in [28]der, the partial orderingd < B or A < B holds if and
wherein further references can be found. We briefly revieonly if B — A is positive semi-definite or positive definite,
here some important results. respectively. The matri¥i; ,, can be viewed as the geometric
Rather than treating the clags(p) as a convex cone ii? mean of%, and X, [23], and as in the case of positive real
and using notions from complex Euclidean geometry, one capimbers, it is known to be less than the arithmetic mean in
treat H(p) as a differentiable Riemannian manifold with théhe following sense,

geodesic path front, € #(p) to ; € H(p) being T2 < (3o + %1)/2, (13)

Condition 1. The functionp(t) is nondecreasing and con-
tinuous for0 < =z < oo. Also, r(z) = p(e”) is convex in
—00 < x <00

3, = 5}/? (2‘1/22 2‘1/2)t21/2 for ¢ i i ing i i, = i

¢ =2 o 1% o €[0,1]. (11) with equality holding if and only if¥, = 3;. It readily
follows from its definition (11) that folK = X"

Note that>; € H(p) for 0 <t < 1 and consequentl§(p) is '

said to form ageodesically convex seh functionh : H(p) — K; = Kéﬂ (K51/2K1K51/2) Ké/z =x (24)

R is then ageodesically convex functioif . )
and consequently (13) also holds B~ . Equation (14)

h(3;) < (1 —1t) h(Zo) +t h(X1) fort € (0,1).  (12) together with the definition of geodesic convexity shows tha
geodesic convexity irE implies geodesic convexity il .
Taking the trace on both side of (13) when applie®o*

en gives

If the inequality is strict, ther. is said to be geodesically
strictly convex. In they = 1 dimensional real setting, geodesiqh
convexity/strict convexity is equivalent to the functidife®)

being convex/strictly convex in: € R. Thus, Condition 1 Tr(z;/lz) <{Tr(ZgH) + (=Y} /2,

presumes(t) to be geodesically convex. . T . .
The concept of geodesic convexity enjoys properties similtfr_ o # X '_I'hat IS, Tr(_E ) is mldpom_t geode_sma!ly
trictly convex in X. As with convex functions, midpoint

to those of convexity in complex Euclidean space. In pa?— Jesic strict ity al (1) bei i
ticular, if h is geodesically convex oft/(p) than any local geodesic strict convexity along withi( ) being contin-

minimum is a global minimum. Furthermore, if a minimunt€Us X € #(p) is sufficient to imply geodesically strict

is obtained in%(p) then the set of all minimums form g convexity and hence we obtain our desired result.
geodesically convex subset &{(p). If h is geodesically Lemma 2. The penalty ternP*(X) = Tr(X~ ') is geodesi-
strictly convex and a minimum is obtained #(p), then it cally strictly convex inX € H(p).

iS a unique minimum.

The following key result is given in [30] for real positive
definite symmetric matrices, although it also holds #6(p).
We omit the proof for the complex case since it is analogo
to the proof for the real case given in [30].

Another interesting geodesically convex penalty function
was proposed by Wiesel [28, Proposition 3]. Wiesel's pgnalt
hgs a specific property of being scale invariant. To this fpoin
thas been shown that under the stated conditiong,dine
regularized loss function (6) is geodesically strictly eex. To
Lemma 1. If p(t) satisfies Condition 1, then the cost functioshow that it has a uniqgue minimum #(p), and consequently
L(X) in (2) is geodesically convex B € #H(p). In addition, to show the regularized/-estimating equation (7) admits a
if »(x) is strictly convex antpan{z,...,z,} = CP, then unique solution, it only needs to be shown that the minimum
L(X) is geodesically strictly convex iBE € H(p). of (6) occurs in the interior of{(p). The following lemma

Recall that when using the notion of convexity in COm§h0ws that this holds and consequently implies the subséque

plex Euclidean space the cost functi@d{X) is convex in theorem.
! ¢ H(p), but not in X € H(p), wheneverp(t) is Lemma 3. If p(t) is bounded below, then?, ;(X) — oo as
a convex function. This includes the well studied Gaussid — 9H(p), i.e. the boundary of<(p).
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Proof: Sincep(t) is bounded below, it only needs to beTheorem 3. Supposey(t) = plnt,a >0 and0 < g < 1.

shown that if$ — 9%(p) then a) If condition A holds, ther{6) has a unique minimum in
P o H(p), with the minimum being obtained at the unique
~n =74 aTr(Z7) = Z (m +1In /\.,-(E)) — 0. solutionX € H(p) to (10).
J

b) If condition B does not hold, the(®) does not have a
minimum in?#(p), and (10) has no solution irH(p).

Jj=1
However,3 — 0H(p) if and only if A\;(X) — oo and/or
Ap(E) — 0. In either casen/A +In\ — oo and so the  Note that if =" is a solution to (10) when using the
lemma is established. B shrinkage parameter@, 1 — o), i.e., the regularized Tyler's

. . ~ —1 .
Theorem 1. If p(t) is bounded below and satisfies Condi//-estimator withTr(X ) = p, then the solution to (10)
tion 1, then the penalized cost functif@) has a unique mini- when using(a, 3) is just a scaled multiple ok, namely

mum inH(p). Furthermore, ifp(t) is also differentiable, then - -
the minimum corresponds to the unique solutrE #(p) to X=[/1-a) X (15)
the regularized) -estimating equatioif7). So, when the main interest is on estimation of the covariance

It is important to note that the existence and uniquene@@lrix or scatter matrix parameter up to a scale, as is the

of the regularized\/-estimates do not require any condition§2S€ in most applications, one can consider without loss of
to be placed on the sampla, ...z, for anyn > 1. In generality (w.l.0.g.) the regularized Tyler -estimator with
particular, they exist and are unique for sparse samples, B= 1 —a. Tr_us existence and uniqueness of the regularized
whenp < n. This is in constrast to the non-regularizag- 1Y/€r's M-estimator for this case, i.e., wheh=1- o, has

estimates which requires a bound on the proportion of the d&{so been established in [21], but only under the conditia t
that can lie in any subspace [11]. the data are in general position and hence Conditions A and

B are automatically satisfied for such samples.
A related regularized/-Tyler's estimator is given in [3] as

) ] the limit of the algorithm
An important case for which Lemma 3 and Theorem 1

do not hold is the regularized Tyler's/-estimator since in p Z;Z;

: - X Yip1 (L —a)= ——+al

this casep(t) = pInt is not bounded below. Hence this case k14 )n ; 21V, 1z

requires special treatment. Vit — pSpt/Tr(Sk 1),

wherea € (0,1) is a fixed regularization parameter. This

algorithm represents a diagonally loaded (DL) version ef th

%xed-point algorithm given for Tyler'siM/-estimator. It was

shown in [3] that the recursive algorithm above converges to

Proof: Sincez?Zflzi > z8z; /) (2), it follows that a unique solution, referred to as CWH estimator, regardiéss
the initialization. Here, convergence means convergandg,i

P
15(Z) > C—pBln)(Z) + Z <)\E‘2) +1n )\j(z)> ., and not necessarily i It is not clear whether this estimator
j=1 "

V. REGULARIZED TYLER'S M-ESTIMATOR

Theorem 2. For p(t) = plnt,a > 0 and0 < g < 1/p, the
penalized cost functiof’, ;(X) in (6) has a unique minimum
in H(p), with the minimum being obtained at the uniqu
solution3> € #(p) to (10).

can be derived as a solution to a penalized cost function.

whereC' = % >, In(zf'z,;) does not depend oR. Again,
the lemma follows since for any> 0, a/A +cln A\ — oo as
A — 0 oras)\— oo. ™ Let us define a scale measureXfe #, as

Theorem 2 does not require any condition on the sample. 1
However, to extend this result to/p < 5 < 1, the following (%) =p/Te(E7) (16)
Condition A is sufficient and the following Condition B isand V. = X/7(X) as the respective shape matrix (thus
necessary. These conditions holds fgip > 3 whenever the verifying Tr(V~') = p). Note that the regularized Tyler's
sample is in “general position”, which occurs with probépil A/-estimators using 3 = 1 — o can be considered as an
one when sampling from a continuous complex multivariaigstimator of shape matri¥ as it Veriﬁesﬁ(ﬁfl) =p). We
distribution. Note that the sufficient Condition A and thene now focus on this particular estimator and derive an oracle

essary Condition B only differ when equality in the condio estimator of the shrinkage parametetsing a MSE criterion

A. Estimation of the regularization parameter

is possible. for similarity in shape. We wish to emphasize that due to

Condition A. For any subspac® of C?, 1 < dim(V) < p, Property (15), a regularized Tyler'’s/-estimator for general

the inequa”ty#{zl-ei/} < dim[gV) holds. choice of 5 value (but fixedx) is estimating the same shape
n p

matrix as the obtained solutions will be proportional tokeac
Condition B. For any subspac® of C?, 1 < dim(V) < p, other. Thus in problems where an estimate of the scattebmatr
the inequality =€V} < dz?év) holds. (or covariance matrix) is only required up to a scale, one can
We then have the following general result, the proof dfther see it as a problem for estimating the shape matrix.
which can be found in the Appendix. Since 3 estimator in question is an estimator of shape
matrix V, one could aim at selectingg such thatX (or
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rather its approximation (17) for knowW) is as close as Tyler's M-estimator withg = 1 — « and the CWH estimator.
possible toV in the mean squared sense, ilg]|3, — V||?]. Note that3 = 1 — o can be selected due to the property
This approach was used when deriving the oracle estimator(d5). We also compare the results with the (non-regulajized
shrinkage parameter for CWH estimator [3]. Alternatively, Tyler's M-estimator. The samples,,...,z, are generated

if we let 3, denote any matrix proportional to the true scattefrom CN/,(0, X), where the dimension of the datajs= 12
matrix parametel, then we should aim at choosingsuch and the numben of samples is: = 24 andn = 48. Note that
that 3, '3, is as close as possible to being a scaled copiye simulation results would be the same if we sampled from
of an identity matrix, wheré&,, is clairvoyant estimatoof 3 any centered CES distribution, including compound Gaussia

given 3, defined as distributions, since the distribution af /||z;| is the same for
n - any CES distribution.
Yo=01- a)g Z sz% +al, (17) Figure 1 depicts the graphs @#* averaged ofl000 MC-
ni= z; Xy Zi trials as a function of shrinkage parametefor CWH estima-

where w.L.0.g. we assume hereafter that= n. We then seek OF regularized Tyler's\/-estimator (referred to as RegTYL)
an oracle estimatat, as the minimizer of the following MSE and Tyler's M -estimator of scatter (referred to as TYL in the

criterion figure captior_1) in the cases thaF: 0.01,0.5,0.8 and the
) ) sample size i1 = 24. Figure 1 gives the results for sample
@ = argminE[[| 3y Sa — ;Tr(Z, o)1) lengthn = 48. In both figures, the solid vertical line depicts

the value of the oracle estimatay, for the regularized Tyler’s
M-estimator given by Theorem 4 and the dotted vertical
line depicts the value of the oracle estimatdgj*" of CWH
estimator given by [3, Theorem 3].

The simulation results indicate the following. First, the
regularized Tyler'sM -estimator (RegTYL) can be viewed as
a generalization of Tyler's\/-estimator since asx — 0 its
_ p— 2+ pTr(Xo) performance tends to the performance of Tyléi/sestimator.

p—2+pTr(Zo) +n(p+2){p~1Tr(X;?) — 1} This fact was also illustrated in [21]. Forx ~ 0, the
performance of the CWH estimator can still be quite différen
from that of Tyler's M -estimator. Second, the shape distance
curves are very different for RegTYL and CWH estimators for
G, — (19) the casep = 0.5 an_dp = 0.8. Only for the case = 0.05 (i.e.,

PTHE) — L+ n(p+ D{p TS ) - 1} when: is close to identity matrix) are they similar. In general,
A though, the value ot play a different role in RegTYL and
where 3 is Tylers 1-estimator normalized to verify CWH, and so comparing the two estimators for the sanie
Tr(X ) =pin the case that > p. In the cases that < p, not particularly meaningful. Third, of primary interest tise
one can employ a regularized Tyler’s estimator withc n/p  performance of the oracle estimators for RegTYL, obtained
anda=1- 7. at «,, and the performance of the CWH oracle estimator,
obtained at say§"". The figures illustrate that these two
VI. NUMERICAL EXAMPLES shrinkage generalizations of Tyler's scatter matrix pdevi
fairly different estimators of scatter matrix, and that R¥g
) ) ) ) ] oracle estimator outperforms the CWH oracle estimator (whe
~ Inour first simulation set-up, the covariance matrix3s 12 js ysed as a criterion). In all cases, the shrinkage estimiato
is a reql-valued correlatl(_)n m.atnx (i.e., componentshave (RegTYL and CHW) outperform the (non-regularized) Tyler's
unit variances, real and imaginary parts are uncorrelaséd)  r_astimator (TYL). For the casp = 0.05 (i.e., 3 is being
Toeplitz form close to an identity matrix), both of the oracle estimataes a
()i = pli=il pe (0,1). close to peing one (i.eom_ ~1 ar_ldozgw“ ~ 1) as expected, _i.e., _
both estimators are being shrinked towards a scaled iglentit
Note that wherp is close to0, thenX is close to an identity matrix.
matrix and wherp tends tol, X tends a singular matrix of

rank 1. To assess the performance of the estimators, we use ) ) . ]
the distance measure B. Radar detection using normalized matched filter

Theorem 4. The oracle estimatorag when X, verifies
Tr(3, ') = p is given by
o pTr(Xo) -1
©pTe(Z0) — L+ nlp+ D{p 1 Tr(5%) — 1}
In the real case, the oracle estimator is

(18)

Qo R

Since X is unknown, we estimatey, in (18) by simple
plug-in estimate

) pTr(%) —1

A. Simulations study

We address the problem of detecting a known complex
signal vector(target responsg) in received data = vp + c,
which measures the ability of the estima®rto estimate the wherec represents the unobserved comptmise(clutter) r.v.
scatter matrix® up to its scale. Abov&, can be any matrix and v € C is a signal parameter modeled as an unknown
¥, proportional toX since the distance measure verifiedeterministic parameter or as a random variable depending
D212, 6,%) = DA%, 3) for ¢1,¢; > 0 and D2 = 0 on the application at hand. Both the signal vector, the noise
if 3y o 3. Hence, without any loss of generality, we camnd the received data apevariate. In radar applications, for
setX, = X. In this simulation we consider the regularizeégxample,y is a complex unknown parameter accounting for

D? =D*(20, %) = |[{p/Tx(Z; ' 8)} '8 - 1)
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Fig. 1. DistanceD? of Tyler's M-estimator (TYL), regularized Tylerd/- Fig. 2. DistanceD? for shrinkage estimators RegTYL and CWH as a

estimator (RegTYL) and CWH estimator as a function of théendiage param- function of the shrinkage parameter Set-up is as in Figure 1, but the sample
etera. Results for different correlation matrix given byp = 0.05,0.5,0.8  size is twice largem = 48.

are given from top to bottom. The dimension was= 12, sample length
wasn = 24 and the results are averages of 1000 MC trials. The soligh.(res
dotted) vertical line gives the oracle estimatog of RegTYL estimator in

Theorem 4 (resp. of CWH estimator in [3, Theorem 3]). which is also referred to as constant false alarm rate (CFAR)

matched subspace detector (MSD) [22], or LQ-GLRT [8],

) ~etc. It is well known that the distribution o\ under Hy
both channel propagation effect and target backscattamay ;¢ Beta(1,p — 1)

. . ) , i.e., it is distribution-free under the class
p is the transmitted known radar pulse vector. The signgjs ces distributions [13], [18]. This fact is of great practi

absent vs. signal-present problem can then be expressed &3 importance because the detector is CFAR under various
Hy:ly|=0 wvs. Hp:|y|>0. (20) commonly used clutter models (including té&-distribution,

t-distribution, inverse Gaussian distribution which alldrey

We assume that follows a centered CES distribution with &y, e cjass of CES distributions). Thus, to obtain a praltigbi
positive definite hermitian (PDH) scatter matrix paraméter

of false alarm (PFA) equal to a desired levEks (e.g.,
For this problem, we consider theormalized matched filter p 0.01) th(e rej)ect?on threshold can be igt Easgthe
(NMF) detector (1 — Ppa)th quantile of theBeta(1,p — 1) distribution

p7E g &
A 21
(273 '2)(p"S 'p) @D

0

A=A(zp,X) = Ppa = Pr(A > N Hp) = (1 - AP} (22)
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orA=1— Ppa /"D see e.g. [18].

However, in practiceZ is unknown and aradaptive NMF
detector A is obtained by replacingt by its estimateX:
as in [4], [8], [12], [13]. Note that the detector requirgs
only up to a scale sincAh = A(z;p,cX) for all ¢ > 0
and thus an estimate of the scatter maffixis required up
to a scale. Tyler'sM-estimator, often called as fixed point
estimator (FPE) in radar community, has become a popular
method to estimate the unknown scatter malx In radar
applicationss: is computed from signal free (clutter only), but
the sample size: is rarely large compared to the dimension
p (LSS/ISS cases). The adaptive NMF detecfobased on
the sample covariance matrix or amly-estimator of scatter
does not retain the CFAR property since &frestimators:
(although consistent) can be a highly inaccurate estimator
in LSS/ISS cases. Naturally, the probability of detectien i
severely affected as well. We now illustrate by simulations
that the regularized Tyler'd/-estimators with estimated,,
is able to provide the same CFAR property and probability
of detection (PD) as the theoretical NMF that is based on the
true scatter matrix..

In our first simulation setting, we investigate how well the
adaptive detectoA based on estimate® is able to main
the preset PFA in (22). For each MC trial, the simulated data
consist of received data (used as input to NMF detector)
and the secondary data, . .., z, (used as input to estimate
3)). The data sets are generated as i.i.d. random samples from
p = 8 variate K -distribution CK, ,,(0, ) with v = 4.5. For
10000 trials we calculated the empiricdles (the proportion
of incorrect rejections) for a fixed thresholMwhen the true
scatter matrixx was generated randomly for each trial data
set as follows. We generated a random complex orthogonal
p x p matrix P and a diagonal matri = diag(d,...,d,),
where d;’s were generated independently frobinif(0,1)
distribution. Then the scatter matriX was generated using
the SVD asX = PDP!. It should be noted that the detector
is invariant to the scale oB, so the scale ofUnif(0,b)
distribution of eigenvaluesl; can be chosen to b¢0,1)
without any loss of generality. In our simulation we compare
the following estimators ok:

o TYL, referring to 'I:yler’sM—estimatorﬁi.

o GLC, referring toR,, g in (1), where the parameters
and g are estimated as proposed in [6, cf. Eq.’s (32) and
(33)].

o RegTYL, referring to regularized Tyler’d/-estimator of
scatter with parametefs= 1—a, anda = a,, &, given

o7f T TTTee—all_
]
—_— =00
051 ---n=28
5 n =16
o047 - n=32
0.3F
0.2r
oaf  TTTee-ll L
0 L L L E——
0.32 0.36 0.4 0.44 0.48
Detection threshold (\)
(a) TYL estimator
0.1f p————l
0.09p s--n=8 |
AN coon =16
008~ - - n=32]
0.07f
006 >
=
& 005

0.04F
0.03f
0.02f
0.01F

01f
0.09f
0,08
007N
0,06
<008t
0.04f
0.03f
0.02}
0.01f

0af
0.09F
008"
007k
< 0.06F
& 0.05f
0.04f
003
002
001

0.32 0.36 0.4 0.44 0.48
Detection treshold (X)

(b) GLC estimator usingy and 3

—n =00 |

. . . . .
0.32 0.36 0.4 0.44 0.48
Detection threshold (\)

(c) Reg-TYL estimator usingy,

0.32 0.36 0.4 0.44 0.48
Detection treshold ()

; i ofy CWH
(d) CWH estimator using,

Note that the shape parameter= 4.5 is large so that

by (19).
CWH estimator using the plug-in oracle estimatdj™
as proposed in [3, cf. Eq.’s (13) and (14)].

Fig. 3. Empirical Prs for adaptive detector employing different scatter
matrix estimators undef -distributed clutter withy = 4.5 and different
sample lengths: of the secondary data. The dimensien = 8 and the
clutter covariance matri® was generated randomly for each 10000 trials.

the K -distribution is close to being Gaussian. Namely, when

v descends towards zero, thi€-distributions gets heavier curve in (22) for NMFA with known 3. As can be seen in
tailed. Since theK-distribution in question is not heavy-Figure 3(a), when the detector is based on Tyléfsestimator
tailed in nature, GLC estimator is expected to producelsldia and the sample length is small = 8,16, 32, there exists
estimates. This would not be the caserfaioser to 0. Figure 3 a remarkably huge gap between the observed PFA and the
depicts empirical PFA curves of adaptive detectors. No&t thdesired (theoretical) PFA especially when the desired RFA i
the solid curve f = o) corresponds to the theoretical PFArelative large (e.g.Pra = 0.05). The performance of shrink-
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age estimators, GLC, RegTYL and CWH, depicted in Figrom Figure 3(c), this threshold value also accurately oidle
ures 3(b)—(d) illustrate their superior performance coraga the observed (empirical) PFA of the adaptive detector. The
to (non-regularized) Tyler's\/-estimator. RegTYL estimator theoretical PD curve of NMF statistics (based on tru&) can

has clearly the best performance here: it is able to maintdia calculated numerically as a simple 1-dimensional imtiegr
the empirical PFA very close to the theoretical (desiredd PH18, Eq. (11)] for each fixed signal to clutter (SCR) ratio
for all sample lengths: = 8,16, 32 considered. As can beo? |/02 (dB). Figure 4 plots the theoretical PD curve as a
seen, CWH estimator has second best performance but ifuaction of the SCR and the observed PD (the proportion of
severely overestimating the true PFA wher= 8 and slightly correct rejections) over 5000 simulated independent Malstri
underestimating fon = 32. GLC estimator on other hand hagfor each fixed SCR= —20, —19,...,19, 20 (dB)). As can be
good performance only for the largest sample lengta 32 seen the adaptive NMF detector based on RegTYL estimator
in which case there is a good match between the theoretisahble to maintain accurately the true PD of the (theorbtica
PFA and empirical PFA curves. Finally, it is important toatc NMF detector. Results for sample length= 16 of the (signal-
again that the same graphs would be obtained (on the averdged) secondary data is = 16 in our simulations.

for the TYL, RegTYL and CWH estimators if the simulation

samples are drawn from any other CES distribution due to VIl. CONCLUSIONS

distribution-free property _of these estimators. This i$ tnoe, A general class of regularizet/ -estimators was proposed
thour(;:;h, fodr t?? GLC esél_mq'l[)or_whose perfprmanf?e_depenlrﬁ%t constitute a natural generalization bf-estimators of

on the underlying CES distribution. Due to its inefficiendy as.4y0r matrix by Maronna [14] but are suitable also in small
Ionger talled non-Ggusman distributions and vulnerapth) n and largep problems. The considered class was defined
0““",”5’_ the G,LC estimator can not be recommgnded n racfig a solution to a penalizeld/ -estimation cost function that
applications since the clutter is often heavy-tailed (8Pl 4onenq on a paita, 3) of regularization parameters. General
nature. If the shape parametef the K -distribution is close 0 ¢, qitions for uniqueness of the solution were established
zero, then the performance of GLC estimator degrades_slyverl?sing the concept of geodesic convexity. For the reguldrize
whereas the performance of RegTYL and CWH estlmat()ﬁ,'er,s M-estimator, necessary and sufficient conditions for

remain unaffected. unigueness of the penalized Tyler's cost function werebesta
lished separately and a closed form (data dependent) choice
for the regularization parameter was derived using the mean
1 squared error between shape matrices. An iterative atgorit

. that was shown to converge to the solution of the regularized
. M -estimating equation under general conditions was pralvide

. Simulations studies and a radar detection example illiestra

. the usefullness of the proposed methods.
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] APPENDIX

PROOF OFTHEOREM 3
Proof: a) Expressl’ = X! = yM with Tr(M) = 1,
SCR(db) oor® and soL;, 5(X) = Li(y) + La(M), where

Probability of detection
I
&

o
N

Fig. 4. Observed PD as a function of the SG}RY /o2 of the adaptive Li(y) = p(B = 1) In(y) +ay

detector based on regularized Tyleflg-estimator computed from = 16 B n

secondary (signal free) data The clutter follo®@s<, . (0,3) distribution Lo(M) = — Zln(z?Mzi) —In|M].
with v = 4.5 and ¥ = ¢21. The dimension i = 8, the pulse has norm n i1

lpll? = p. signal amplitudg~| ~ Rayl(o)|) and observed PD is averaged ) ]
of 5000 MC trials. The detection threshokJof the adaptive detector was setNow if ¥ — OH(p) then eithery — 0, v — oo, or M —

to give theoretical PFA 1%. oM (p). If v goes to zero or infinity, it readily follows that
L1() — oo since for anyc > 0, oy — clny — oo asy — 0

In the second simulation study, we inspect the PD @& asy — oo.
the adaptive NMF detector. We only include the RegTYL So, we only need to consider what happensitgM)
estimator in this study since it had the best performancexgmaas M — 9H(p). Since the set of positive semi-definite
the all considered estimators. Let us now assume (as in tHermitian matrices with trace one is compact, it is suffitien
Swerling-I target model) that undéi; the signal amplitude to consider a sequendel, — M, where M is a singular
7| has a Rayleigh distribution with scate,|. Then for each positive semi-definite Hermitian matrix with trace one. lden
MC-trial, the data set consists of received datgenerated 1 < rankM) < p. Let \;(M) > --- > \,(M) denote the
from H; (and used as input to adaptive detector) and eigenvalue ofMl. Since eigenvalues are continuous functions,
sample of secondary data, ...,z, from H, (and used to A;(Mx) — A;(M). The spectral value decomposition gives
estimateX required by the adaptive detector). The scattdyli = >-7_; A;(My)0y 6} ;, whereM0;. ; = \;(My)0). ;
matrix parameter of the clutter & = 021, ||p||> = p and with oﬁjekym = J,.m. By compactness, it can be assumed
the threshold\ is set to givePrs = 0.01. As can be noted without loss of generality thad, ;, — 6,, j = 1,...,p,



SUBMITTED TO IEEE TRANSACTIONS ON SIGNAL PROCESSING 10

~—1
with 65'0,, = 6;,,. For j = 1,....p, let S; denote the wherey;, =3 ’x; fori = 1,...,n. From (7), it follows that
subspace ofC” spanned by{#0;,...,0,}, Sp,+1 = {0} and G(I,) = I,. Note thatVy € H(p), and so let\; , > --- >
g = Sj\Sj+1 ={z € CP | z € Sj,z ¢ Sj;1}. Also, let )\, > 0 denote the eigenvalues &f,. The objective is to

#{zl € D;} andN; = #{zz €S} show thatV,, — I, ask — cc.
For n; > 1 andzz € Dj, zHi Mz, > A (M;€)|49,wzz|2
A (M h Lemma 4.
k)Ck.j, Where ) A 1= A
0l 168 2.1 @Az A S e
¢k, = min |0y ;2i["52; € Ds} (o Mk 212 500 S e
— ¢; = min{|0}'z;|* z; € D;} > 0. V) Apk 2 1= Arkyr 2 1.
Forn; =0, letcy; = ¢; = 1. Hence, Proof: (i) Since wu(t) in non-increasing, and)(t) =
» tu(t) is non-decreasing, it follows that(y?V,'y) <
Ly(My) > p;ﬁ > njIn(cr.;) ;LC(JYHY//\l,k) = At (yy/Ae) /vy < Aeu(yty), and
j=1
+2”: Z@—1 In{\; (M)} Vil < A éiu(yHy-)y-yH+a§71
= n J k)J- k+1 = ALk n v i Yi)YiYi
~—1
The first term on the right converges ¥ S-7_, n; In(c;) > =AM pG(I,) + (1= A g)aX

—oo and forj < r = rankM),0 < \;(M) < 1. So, to

complete the proof of part (a), it only needs to be shown thafuS: Vier1 < ALpG(Ip) = Akl and so part (i) follows.

(i) Since wu(t) is non-increasing, u(y'V;'y) <

P
_ pbn; , u(y"y /A k) < u(yMy). ConsequentyV 1 < G(I,) = I,
La(My) = ,_zr;rl ( n 1) Inf (M)} = oo and so part (ii) follows.
! The proofs for part (iii) and (iv) are analogous. |

Condition A implies ©=< ”BN <p—j+1forj =2 ...p
Also, sincen; = N; — Nj41 with Nyyy = 0, it follows Lgmma 5
1) limsup Ay p < 1

that (”B% —12 < aj, wherea; = (p—j pﬂjfvfﬂ) for (”g hmmR\pk
4

j=2 ... ondition A also insures that; < 0 and so

B . ) ] ] ) Proof: The proof is by contradiction. To show part (i),
(TJ - 12 is strictly negative. Finally, foj = +1,....p,  presume); = limsup A, > 1. By Lemma 4(ii), this then
In{\;(Mj)} — —oo. Thus, each term i3(Mj) must goes implies that); , > 1 for all k. So, by Lemma 4(j), it follows
to oo. that A\, ;, is a strictly decreasing sequence and hekce |
b) If condition B does not hold, then there exists a subspage > 1.
V, such thate > s wheren, = #{z, € V,} andd, = Next, note that Lemma 4 also implies that the sequences
dim(V,), with 1 < d, < p. Construct the sequend&. = ), ; and ), are both bounded away fromandcc. Hence,
« € HM(p) as follows. Letl', having eigenvalues andvi, there exists a convergent subsequeNGg;) — V € H(p),
with multiplicities p — d, andd, respectively, withy, o — 0. with A\;(V) = A\ > 1. Here, \;(V) > --- > A\, (V) >
Also, for everyk, let the eigenspace associated with, be ( denote the eigenvalues f. Furthermore, by continuity,
Vo. Part (b) then follows by showing?, 5(3x) — —oc. V41 — G(V) with A {G(V)} = A;. However, Lemma
To show this, note that?, 5(3Xx) = La,k + Lok, Where  4(j) implies \; = A {G(V)} < A1 (V) = Ay, a contradition.

BN, Hence part (i) holds. The proof to part (ii) is analogousm
Loy = ( i do) In(vyx,) and By Lemma 5 we have < liminf \, ; < limsup A, x < 1,
which implieslim A\, , =lim Ay, = 1. Thus,Vy — L,.
pB H H -
Lop=— In(z; z;) + In(z; T'kz;) p—aTr(ly).
k= z; (i z:) z%:} ( ) (T'k)
. PROOF OFTHEOREM 4
It readily follows thatL, ; — L, < co. Also, L, — —o0
sincelog(vo,) — —oo and 22 > d,. [ Proof: Denote
PROOF OF CONVERGENCE OF ALGORITHM9) _Pp Z - 1/2( Z uu )2(1)/2 23)
Proof: Supposep(t) is continuously differentiable, sat- 2o Z
isfies Condition 1, and.(t) = p'(¢) is non-increasing. Also, 172 1y .
assume the M-estimating equation (7) has a unique soluti¥fierew; = 3, "“z;/|| X, /“z| fori =1,...,n. Hence the
Conditions for uniqueness are given in Theorems 1, 2 and @airvoyant estimator i€, = (1 — a)C + al. First we note
Let be the unique solution to (7), and defing, = that the MSE criterion is
3’3, % ?. Algorithm (9) can then be re-expressed as A) = E[| =5 S0 — TS5 ST

Vi = G(Vy) = Z Vilyyiyl +aS = Tr(Z%E[=2] ) - %E[Tﬁ(zglza)}.
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Then observe that [4]
(S5 'S.) = Tr((l - a)zgl/z(ﬁ Zuiu?)ﬂéﬂ + azgl)

i3 (5]
=p(l—a)+ ozTr(Eal) =p

where the 3rd identity follows from the fact thai(Z, ') (6]

p. This result then implies that finding the minimum of
A(a) is equivalent to finding the minimum oA*(«)
Tr (35 %E[=2] ).
Next we show that a neat closed-form expressionXofa)
can be obtained by using the following identities:
_ {0+ Ti(20) B}

i+ T (ngl)zg' "

The proofs rely on representation €f in (23) in terms of [12]
i.i.d. r.v./su; which possess a uniform distribution on complex
p-sphere and properties of their moments as stated in [17,
Lemma 4]. Derivation is similar to the Proof of Theorem 2 i
[3] and is therefore omitted.

= [

(8]

El
[10]

(24)

E[C?]

(25)

Next note that [14]
E[X2] = E[((1 — a)C + al)?] (15]
=2a(1 — @)E[C] + oI + (1 — a)’E[C?
and hence using (24), (25) and the fact tHat®; ') = p, [16]
gives
* 2 —2 [17]
A" (a) =2a(1 — a)p + o Tr(32; )
o plp+pTr(B0) | m—1
+(1-a) { np+1) +( n )p [18]
_ Tr(3o) — 1)
:aQ’I‘rE2—p+1—a2p(p L C

where a constant’ does not depend on. The minimizera,

of A*(a) (and hence ofA(«)) is thusa, = a/(a+b), where [2q

a (resp.b) denotes the multiplier term dfl — «)? (resp.a?)

in the expression of\*(«) above. This then gives the stated

result in the complex-valued case. [21]
The proof for the real-case follows similarly, the only

difference being that the idenitity in Eqg. (25) in the reatea 2]

IS
D [23]

n(p+2)

E[C?] = {232 + Tr(Z0) 3o} + (”; 1)23.
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