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Abstract—This paper focuses on inhomogeneous quadratic
tests, which involve the sum of a dependent non-central chi-
square with a Gaussian random variable. Unfortunately, no
closed-form expression is available for the statistical distribution
of the resulting random variable, thus hindering the analytical
characterization of these tests in terms of probability of detection
and probability of false alarm. In order to circumvent this
limitation, two closed-form approximations are proposed in this
work based on results from Edgeworth series expansions and
Extreme Value Theory (EVT). The use of these approximations
is shown through a specific case of study in the context of in-
tegrity transient detection for Global Navigation Satellite Systems
(GNSS). Numerical results are provided to assess the goodness
of the proposed approximations, and to highlight their interest
in real life applications.

Index Terms—Approximation methods, change detection algo-
rithms, statistical distributions, upper bound.

|. INTRODUCTION

Detecting the presence of an event is a recurrent probl

both quadratic and crossed terms. Unfortunately, a closed-
form expression is difficult to be obtained for the general
class of homogeneous quadratic forms, since the presence of
linearly combined correlated terms often makes the problem
mathematically intractable [2][[3]. This is the case oftdes
statistics based on the weighted sum of chi-squared random
variables[[4], which have received significant attentiorthia
past decades in the context of spacecraft engineefihg [5],
goodness-of-fit tests[[6], multiuser interference in bizesd
channels[[i7], or cooperative spectrum sensing [8]. Because
of the difficulty in characterizing the linear combinatiof o
qguadratic forms, the resulting distribution is numerigalbm-
puted through approximate methods such as the saddle-point
approximation[[®] or by matching a few of the first cumulants
to some other known closed-form distributiofs][10].

The problem is further aggravated when dealing with inho-
mogeneous quadratic tests, where apart from a combindtion o

uadratic forms, linear terms are also present thus makieig e

re difficult to characterize the overall statistical dizition.

in several fields such as medicine, finance, speech progessif),
or radar, just to mention a few. Typically, decisions ar

taken based on the value provided by some function of tg
observed data, which is compared to a predefined thresh
for accepting or rejecting the hypothesis under analysis. (e
the event is present or not). This function of the observed d
is often referred to as thesr statistic for the problem at hand
and it can be obtained applying different optimizationeid.
For instance, the well-known Neyman-Pearson (NP) critgrio

which aims at maximizing the probability of detection sulbje authors’ knowledge, little attention has been paid so far to

g)?.om_? ptrot(J;angllt_y of qusr? alalrm; the ernerahzed L'mfm inhomogeneous quadratic tests in detection problems,avher
atio 1es ( ) )’.W ICh rEpIAces unknown parameters l?P{e statistical characterization of these forms becomes of
their maximum likelihood estimates (MLE); or the Bayesial

teri hich ai ¢ minimizi iahted functi 1Baramount importance.
criterion, which aims at minimizing a weighted TUnclion oty ateqd by this observation, the problem addressed & thi
different error probabilities, known as the Bayesian r{gk [

When it i the detect ; ﬁ?ﬁper is that of finding a closed-form approximation to the cd
first (ten " C(:meds to a_ssestﬁ et t_et_ec Ilog_ I’?el; (1_rman%e£h nhomogeneous quadratic forms, in order to easily comput
st step 15 fo determine he statisical diStbution O fy,e error probabilities in detection problems. The mainlgoa
test statistic, and in particular, its cumulative densitgdtion

(cdf). This allows the designer to assess the receiver dpgrais to obtain a compact and analytical formulation that can
' - . . sily be parameterized in time-varying working condision
characteristics (ROC) based on the probability of (msseiil y P ying g

omogeneous quadratic forms appear in applications such
s neuron receptive fields modelirig[11], financial problems

ling with portfolio losses of CDO pricing [12], or signal

lity monitoring in Global Navigation Satellite Systems
GNSS) [13], just to mention a few. Nevertheless, the use
f inhomogeneous quadratic forms has typically remained in
' the realm of estimation or optimization theory, where some
parameters need to be estimated or where the forms are
part of some optimization criterion [14]. To the best of the

detecti d bability of fal I thus havi ¢ is is an important requirement in practical applicatisnsh
etection and probabiiity ot 1alse alarm, thus having a fuli integrity monitoring in GNSS, where the propagation con-

picture of the O.VGrf’jl” detect-lon pgrformant;e. L ditions may vary quite rapidly, and the user receiver needs t
In many apphcatlon_s ‘?'e‘?‘"”g with Gaussian d'smbme@da[gromptly react for detecting any potential threat. The apph

the resulting test statistic Is bas_ed on homogeneous guadr nsidered herein is based on the use of the Edgeworth series

forms: That is tq say, quadratic fprms that are compos apansion, which provides an analytical expression for the

of a linear combination of quadratic terms or a mixture robability density function (pdf) under analysis baseditsn

constituent moments[15, p. 169]. In contrast to other natho

such as the saddlepoint approximation, the advantage of the
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Edgeworth expansion is that is can easily be integratedvi® gid. Central limit theorem (CLT) for the distribution of Z

an analytical expression for the cdf, and does not requge #heorem 1 (CLT). Let Z be the sum of m independent

cumulant generating function to be known in closed-farn [16,,,,70m variabies Vi, Yo, ..., Y, with mean pz = jiy + iz +
The application of these results will be illustrated in a =4 variance ;% _ 02 + 02 + ...+ 02, Then
m = cooton ,

specific case study dealing with transient change detection )

(TCD) in the context of GNSS signal-level integrity. The f2(3) y o B(2) = e E/2 (3)
goal is to detect abrupt changes of finite duration in the time m—00 V2

evolution of quality monitoring metrics, and in particular - .1 z _aZ)2

those modeled by inhomogeneous quadratic forms. We will F2(23) —2 2()= N /_Ooe A (4)

see how the Edgeworth series expansion is accurate enoughfo ~ )
approximating the probability of miss, but not that much whethre 2= (2—pz)/oz, fb(z) the standard Gaussian pdf and
dealing with the probability of false alarm. In that case,wite ~ (2) the standard Gaussian cdf [I7).

propose an alternative approximation based on results from

Extreme Value Theory (EVT), which again makes use of th@ Moments of Z

pdf and cdf of the inhomogeneous quadratic form under stuqy, oo 1 1.1 Z be the sum of m independent random

The use of Edgeworth and EVT provides a dual approaggriables Y1,Y5, ... Y,,. The k-th order moment of Z denoted
for assessing the detection performance of inhomogeneg S§§ ~ R

quadratic tests, allowing the reader to easily extend thegg . 178)

results to a wide range of different applications other than

the one considered herein. ek — k! ghglz . gln (5)
The paper is organized as follows. Some preliminaries ’ MULCIEERY oS YisYe R

are first discussed in Sectidnl Il, where the signal model m ‘ ‘

for inhomogeneous quadratic tests is provided as well && all sequences {l,}, | € Z* such that their sum is equal

some stepping-stone results. Next, the case study on TCDOdd: and where & stands for the I-th order moment of the

introduced in Sectiofll. Closed-form approximations foe ~ inhomogeneous quadratic form in (@.

probability of miss and probability of false alarm are ped  The computation of moments up to order four will be

in Sectior[ IV and SectionlV, making use of Edgeworth serifed later in this work, so it is convenient to provide here

and EVT, respectively. The use of these closed-form apprage particular case ofX5) fok = {1,2,3,4}. After some

imations on the specific application of GNSS signal-levelymbersome but straightforward manipulations, we have:
integrity is discussed in Sectidn1VI, and finally, conclusio

[Zk] can be computed using the multinomial
as follows,

Litlo+.. . Flpm=

are drawn in SectiofR Ml §z = méy (6)
& = m[§+m-1)()] (7
1. PRELIMINARIES 5 5 ) 5
Let {Y,},~, be a sequence of iid random variables whose 2 = m [§Y +(m = 1) 366y + (m — 2)(&y)°] }(8)
:qnl?aedrrasttircufcot?rrne is given by the following inhomogeneous & = m[gg‘; +(m—1) [45%1/ +3¢2
Y, iaX?l—i—bXn—i-C (1) +(m_2)[6§}2’(€y)2+(m_?’)(gy)él]”' (9)

for some constant$a, b, ¢} and X,, some random variable.

Because of the presence of a quadratic and a linear term‘nMoments of Yn

(@), the distribution ofY;, is not straightforward. This problem The moments of the inhomogeneous quadratic forniin (1)

is further aggravated when we actually intend to find theould be obtained applying the multinominal theoremLih (5),

distribution for the sum ofY,} ., denoted herein by the as well, since the problem at hand is also a sum of random

random variableZ as follows, variables. However, having the sum of only three terms we
can simplify [) into a more compact expression as follows:

Z= 2—:1 Yo @) Lemma 2. Let Y,, = aX2 + bX,, + c for some constants

o _ , {a,b, c} and some random variable X,,. Then the moments of
The distribution ofZ, denoted byfz, involvesm times the -~ given by

convolution of the pdf ol},. This poses insurmountable obsta-

cles for the derivation of a closed-form expression fgr and v i ]
therefore for the corresponding cdfz. In order to circumvent & =EYy] = Z A(), (10)
this limitation, we propose the use of some approximations ’
that provide a tight match to the original distribution, Vehi with ;
providing a mathematically tractable closed-form expess N EN (0N h—iriei

We will briefly recall here the Central Limit Theorem, which AlD) Z ( ) (')a b X ak-iniy (11)
becomes a simple reference benchmark for the approxinsation
to be proposed later on, as well as some indications on thkere &% = E[X}] is the k-th order moment of X,, and (}) =
statistical moments of to be used as well. k!/(i'(k —4)!) is the binomial coefficient.

=0



Proof: In order to find a general expression for thevith h the detection threshold and

moments ofY,, we rewriteY,, as n
S, = LLRy, 17)
V= (aX?+bX,+ c)k = (u+ )k, (12) k:;H
with v = aX? andv = bX, + c. Applying the binomial where LLR; = fx.1(X%)/fx.0(X%) is the likelihood ratio
expansion we have, (LLR) of the sampleX}. Interestingly, the LLR turns out to
oy g be an inhomogeneous quadratic form when evaluated for the
yk — k—igi k=i x2(k=1) (X i signal model in[(Ib). That is,
PR (e =g (e o |
- - (13) LLRy = aX; +bX; + ¢ (18)

Applying again the binomial expansion to the right-hancsid,here the constant§u, b, c} are given by:
of (I3), we get o

2 2
; P o« = 220 (19)
k K\ ki ye2—i) ¢ i—j j 205071
vE=3%" S )at X > ; (bX,) ¢ R
zzo ‘ j=0 (14) b = T, (20)
-2 <k) (Z')ak_ibi_jch’%k_i_j‘ SR Y T (21)
i=0 j=0 /N U% 2080% '

Thereby, by the definition of the momentsXif, ¢ = E[Y}"], The detection metric in((17) is actually the accumulation of
and A(i) in (), then [ID) follows. m ' inhomogeneous quadratic forms, and therefore it can be

modeled by the random variablé in (@). While the exact
distribution of [1T) is unknown, the statistical moments ca

IIl. CASE STUDY ON TRANSIENT CHANGE DETECTION . .
be derived using the results from Lemfda 1 ahd 2.

A. Signal model

_ Before addr_essi_ng the propose_d closed-form approxim@- p.secrion performance
tions, let us first introduce the signal model for the case The detecti ¢ . din t £ th
study of TCD under consideration. This will unveil the need ¢ detection periormance 1s measured in terms ot the
for an alternative to the Edgeworth series expansion, as Yxc(‘hrst-case probability of missed detection and false alarm

as probability of false alarm is concerned. To do so, 1&¢ ich are defined respectively, as

{Xn}n21 be a sequence of random samples that are observed Pma(Tr) = supP,(Tr >v+m —1|Tr >v), (22)
sequentially. We consider a familyP,[v € [1,2,...,00]} v>1
of probability measures, such that undey, the observa- Pe(Tr) = supPoo(l < Tk <1+ ma), (23)
tions X1, ..., X,_1 and X, ., ..., X are iid with a fixed 121

marginal pdf fx,, with v the deterministic but unknown wherem is the length of the transient to be detected ang
change time when a change in distribution appears. On tihe time window where we want a given value Bf, to be
other hand,X,,..., X,;.n_1 are iid with another marginal guaranteed. The exact computation [0f] (22) dnd (23) leads to
pdf fx1 # fx.o. In our case, we focus on the simultaneoudn intractable formulation. To circumvent this limitatiarpper
change of mean and variance on a Gaussian distribution, bounds are typically adopted instead such that [21],

X Ho: N (wo,08) ifl<n<vorn>v+4+m Pua(Tr) < Bm(h), (24)
" Hi: N (wm,o03) fo<n<v+m ’ Pe(Tr) < am, (h). (25)
(15) " with
where {10,03} are the mean and variance df,, under w
nominal conditions (i.e. hypothest) and{ 1,07} the mean Bm(h) = P1(S, < h), (26)
and variance during the change (i.e. hypothésis. am.(h) = 1—[Poo(Sy < h)]™ . (27)

Due to the one-to-one relationship betwekn (17) amd (2), we

can reformulate the upper bounds [n](26)}(27) as
The detection of a transient change is completely defined

by thestopping time T at which the change is declared, which Bm(h) = Fza(h) (28)
can be computed following different rules and critetial [T, Am, (h) = 1—[Fzo(h)]™ (29)
6]. In this work we will focus on the finite moving average . . .
(FMA) stopping time introduced ir [20] for the specific cas@/ith Fzo and Fz, the cdf of Z in the absence and in the
of Gaussian mean-changes, and recently extended to the &[gience of a transient change, respectively.

of Gaussian mean- and variance-changes in [21]. The EmA | hese cdf have no closed-form expression either, but tight
test statistic results in the following stopping time approximations can adopted instead. For instance, usiag th
Edgeworth series expansion to be presented next in Section

Te =inf{n>m:S, > h}, (16) This approach works well for3,,(h) in 28), since it

B. Test statistic



directly depends on the cumulative density functionZoffor as to provide a series expansion with guaranteed convezgenc
which the Edgeworth expansion can readily be derived usif2]. This rearrangement of terms leads to the so-called
the moments ofZ introduced in Sectioh TI-B. However, someEdgeworth series expansion, which consists on grouping the
difficulties are found forv,,_ (k) in (29) due to the presence oferror terms with similar order. This is the case, for ins@nc
the m,-th power on the cumulative density function Bf In of termsp = 3, p = {4,6} andp = {5,7,9}. Using this
that case, the approximation errors incurred by the Edgéwoobservation, we are now in position to provide a closed-form
series expansion tend to be amplified, thus potentiallyatiing approximation for the upper bound @, in (28).

the upper bound inequality ifi_(R5). We will address this éss

by adopting an alternative closed-form approximation gsi
results from extreme value theory (EVT), as described mext

Section V.

V. EDGEWORTH SERIES APPROXIMATION FORS,, (h), THE
UPPER BOUND ONP.,q

For a sufficiently largen, the distribution ofZ in @) can ., A = {3,4,6} and
be assumed to be Gaussian in virtue of the CLT. This certainly,, ., using7f; (%)

#’roposition 1 (Edgeworth approximation foP,q). Using

tlhe result in 33), the upper bound on P in 28) can be
approximated as follows

Bm(h) ~ ﬁEDG,m(h)
= @(h) —ozé(h) Z Cp1Hp—1(h)

peA

(34)

Cp,1 are the Hermite coefficients
under H1, and given by

relaxes the complexity of the problem at hand, and provides

an acceptable match with the target distribution. Howether,
CLT approximation is often too loose for smail or when
focusing on the tails of the resulting distribution, as itors

when dealing with error probabilities (e.§,q and Pg,). A

tighter approximation can be obtained through the follavin

theorem[[22, p. 223]:

Theorem 2 (Gram-Charlier type-A approximation)he error

between the target distribution fz and the CLT approximation
can be modeled by a series expansion as follows:

L &0,

€(5) = J2(3) = 9(D) = 6(0) ) 1 H (3)

p=3

(30)

where Hy(Z) is the Hermite polynomial of degree p and C,
the projection of the target distribution onto Hy(Z),

Cp = /jo H, (%) fz(3)dz.

Corollary 1 (Gram-Charlier type-A expansion fgi;). Using
the result in (30), the pdf of Z can be represented through the
following series expansion,

(31)

f2(2) =6 (2) (32)

o0 O .
1+) p—pr (z)‘| .
p=3
Corollary 2 (Gram-Charlier type-A expansion fadrz). In-

tegrating the result in (30), the cdf of Z can be represented
through the following series expansion,

Fz(2) =@ (2) —0z0(2) Y CpH, 1 (3).  (33)
p=3

Proof: See Appendix[Al [ |

f%,l - 35Z,1§%,1 + 2(52,1)3
31 = 3 ’

071
§y1 — 462165, +6(621)%65, —3(E21)"
C4,1 = 1 - 37
Oz1
Ce,1 = 1003 4,
(35)

where fél is the k-th order moment of Z, which can be
evaluated using the results in Section [[IBl under H,. Finally,
oz is the standard deviation of Z that can be obtained as

oz =& — (£2)%

V. APPROXIMATION FORa,y,,, (h), THE UPPER BOUND ON
P,
A. Edgeworth series approximation
A closed-form approximation for the upper bound Bf,

in 29) can similarly be obtained substitutinfl;, by its
Edgeworth series expansion, as already donEih (34pfor.

Proposition 2 (Edgeworth approximation fois,). Using
the result in (33), the upper bound on P, in (29) can be
approximated as follows

Qm, (h) =~ (36)

M

QEDG,m, ()

L— |®(h) —oz¢(h) Z CpoHp—1(h)

pEA

where A = {3,4,6} and Cy, o are the Hermite coefficients
computed using fz.0(z) under Ho, and given by (33) replacing
§z,1 by Ez0.

B. Extreme value theory (EVT) approximation

While the results in[(32):(33) provide a closed-form approx Although the Edgeworth series provides a better approxima-
imation for fz(z) andFz(z), it is well-known that the Gram- tion for the tails of the distribution o than the CLT, there
Charlier approximation may suffer from some instabilitiess still some mismatch between the tail of the approximation
and convergence issuels [15], [23]. In particular, the termasd the true distribution. This mismatch is negligible fbe t
of the infinite series in[(30) do not monotonically decreasmse of approximating; ; in (28), but it is not when approx-
with increasing the ordep, thus making the truncation of imating them,-th power of £z ; in (29). The approximation
the asymptotic series a not trivial task. Notwithstandihgse inaccuracies become amplified and the upper bound inegualit
issues can be circumvented by rearranging the error termsis25) is not guaranteed to be preserved anymore.



In order to circumvent this issue we will formulate an V1. APPLICATION TO SIGNAL-LEVEL INTEGRITY
alternative approximation faPg, making use of results from MONITORING IN GNSSRECEIVERS
extreme value theory (EVT). EVT has historically been lidke ) S
to the statistical analysis of of floods (i.e. flood frequency This section is intended to assess the goodness of the
analysis), where predicting extreme events is of paramod§PPosed approximations for the upper boundfap in (34)
importance. However, EVT is also widely adopted today iand the upper bound ofy, in (36) and [(4D) For simplicity,
applications dealing with finance, insurance or engineerit/€ Will refer to the former byjrpc and to the latter byvepc
[24]. In the problem at hand, we can understand the upptdaevT, respectively.
bound in [29) as the probability that none of the trials of Z In order to illustrate the goodness of these approxima-
underH, exceeds the threshold If none of them exceeds thetions, we will focus on the specific application of signal-
threshold, this is equivalent to say that the maximum ofehelgVel integrity monitoring in GNSS receiversizegrity refers

me trials does not exceed it either. Following this rationalt® the ability of the receiver to guarantee the quality and
we make use of the following theorem. trust of the received signal, in such a way that critical

applications can be safely operated. This involves thatadig
processing techniques must be implemented to analyze some
key performance indicators and to detect abnormal values.
While this problem has been widely addressed within the
Fy(u) Nzoo exp (_ew(rﬂ?)) ’ (37) civil aviation community [[25], it has always remained at the
realm of position, velocity and time (PVT) observables, vehe

Theorem 3 (Extreme Value Theory)Let U be the maximum
of N iid samples of Z whose pdf fz exhibits exponentially
decreasing tails. Then the cdf of U becomes

with measurements from several sources need to be compared and
s — pot (1 _ l) (38) cross-checked for consistency purposes. In the recens year
Z N)’ there has been an increasing interest in signal-level csedis
v = Nfz(0). (39) early indicators on the presence of integrity threats,esthey
Proof- See [24, p. 166]. s &€ directly linked to the physical received signal and taey

a55e_adily available before PVT observables are computeds Thi
is the case of the signal-to-noise ratio (SNR), the symmetry
of the correlation peak at the matched filter output, or the
Proposition 3 (EVT approximation fors,). Using the result  ratio between the maximum and minimum eigenvalues of the
in Theorem 1, the upper bound on P, in @9 can be spatial correlation matrix in multi-antenna systems.
approximated as follows The problem to be addressed is clearly a TCD one, where
. (R) = agyrm, (h) (40) the distribution of the signal-level measurements may sotjd
_ v (b)) change from its nominal value during the time some threat
I (_e ° ° ) , is present (e.g. a jamming signal, multipath reflections,) et

Using the result above we can provide an alternative
proximation for the upper bound dp, as follows,

where Among the wide range of possible signal-level integrity met
. 1 rics, we focus here on the so-called slope asymmetry metric
oma = Fzp (1 - m_)a (41) (SAM). This metric is intended to detect the presence of

— mefro(5m.) (42) multipath propagation, which is often the cause of biasrerro
Ve @l 2,0\ ma - in the navigation solution and becomes one of the major
Proof: \We can rewrite the termiFz o(h)]™= in (2Z8) as  threats for the safe operation of GNSS receivers in urban
Ma environments. The SAM metric is obtained by comparing the
[Fzo(h)]™ =Pu <ﬂ Z; < h) =P (M,,, < h), (43) left and right slopes of the correlation peak at the output of
i=1 the matched filter [28]. In nominal conditions, the corrielat
with M, = maxj<i<,. {Z;}. That is, we can obtain peak should exhibit a nearly symmetric shape, thus leatiieg t
[F7.0(h)]™= as the probability thatn,, iid samples ofZ are SAM metric to be zero mean. However, the right slope of the
below the valueh, which is equivalent to the probability thatcorrelation peak tends to flatten in the presence of mulktipat
the maximum of allm, samples is below:. Thereby, we thus causing the SAM metric to exhibit a nonzero mean.
can make use of EVT for obtaining, o(h)]™«. SinceZ is The distribution of the SAM metric was analyzed [n[29],
the sum of dependent non-central chi-squared and Gaussidrere it was shown to follow the Gaussian mean-and-variance
random variables, the distribution &f has an exponentially change signal model if_(IL5). The following range of values
decreasing tail and Theorem 3 is applicable[fd (43). On theere found to be applicable for a representative urban sicena
other hand, since the pdf and cdf & are unknown, we affected by multipath propagation, according to the messur
apply the corresponding Edgeworth expansion in order to usent campaign conducted in 13}y = 107, uy = 2-107%,
TheorenB, and the proof of Corollary 3 thus follows. ® 02 € [10741072] and o7 € [1073,107%], where SAM
Before concluding this section it is worth noting that fosamples are provided at sampling tiffie= 1 second. Without
obtaining d,,, in (41) we need to evaluate the inverse cdbss of generality, we will use values within these rangesnwvh
sz(l). However, there is not closed-form for this inverse, angssessing the goodness of the Edgeworth approximatiohdor t
then we have to solve the equatidty o(6) = 1 — (1/m,) upper bound orP,4 in Section[VI-A. Next, we will follow
numerically. with the upper bound off¢, in Sectionl VI-B, where both the
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Fig. 1. Comparison between the exact bound for the probabilimissed de- Fig. 2. Cramér-von Mises distance between the exact boandhé prob-
tection 8., (k) with the corresponding Edgeworth and the CLT approximatiogbility of missed detection3 and the Egeworth and CLT aproximations
for m = {3, 10, 25}. {BcLT, Bepc} for the range of interest < 8 < 0.1.

Edgeworth and EVT approximations will be compared. terms are accumulated i {17). However, the transient would
Apart from the computation of the corresponding probareed to be on the order of a few hundred samples length for the

bilities, we will also evaluate the distance between thecexaCLT to provide similar results to the Edgeworth approxiroati

bound and each of the proposed approximations. This will ireterms of probability of miss detection.

done using the Cramér-von Mises distarice [30],

D2y (F.F) = /

— 00

o0

N2
(F(h) - F(h)) dF(h) (44) B. Goodness of the upper bound on P,

N In this case we have carried out two experiments: the
where F"(h) stands for the exact bound dlsmbu“%a (h_) first one for different values of the transient length =

O fm (h), andF(h.) stand§ for the proposed approx'mat'on%'&10,25,50} and m, = 10m as the time window for
The normalized distance is here computed following [31]. guaranteedPs,; the second one for a fixed transient length

m = 6 and two possible time windows for guaranteg,

A. Goodness of the upper bound on Prq namelym, = {60,900}. The latter correspond to 1 and 15

Fig. @ shows the comparison between the exact bouftnutes time windows commonly adopted in some integrity
Bm(h) in (28) and both CLT and Edgeworth approximationgpplications.
for different values of the transient duration,= {3, 10,25} The results for the first experiment are shown in fh. 3,
samples. The signal parameters for the mean-and-variamdwere we see that the match between the Edgeworth approx-
change signal model argg = 1071, ¢ = 4 -107% imation and the exact bound,, (%) is not that tight as the
w1 =2-10"% o2 = 1.6 - 1073, The results in Fig]1 show a one previously discussed in Section VI-A {6, (h). Indeed,
tight match between the proposed Edgeworth approximatioie now see that there are values of the thresholthere the
and the exact bound, even for low valuesnof in contrast to Edgeworth approximation is actually below the exact bound,
what happens with the CLT approximation. The tight matdiius violating the upper-bound inequality ih-{25). This is
is particularly true for moderate values of probability ofse indeed the main reason for the proposed EVT approximation,
down to 10~*, which comprise the region where integritywhich is shown in Fig[13 to always remain above the exact
techniques typically operate. Some inaccuracies are wbsderbound, thus fulfilling the upper-bound inequality.
for the Edgeworth approximation, but they are restricted to If we examine the behavior of both the Edgeworth and
low values ofm and 3,,(h) < 1074 EVT approximations as a function of, we can see that the

For the same signal parameters, the Cramér-von Misgreater the value oh, the slightly closer both approximations
distance between the exact bound and the proposed appeme to the exact bound. For the Edgeworth approximation,
imations is depicted in Fid.J2 as a function of the transietthis behavior is due to the fact that the cdf is improved as
length. The results were obtained for< g < 0.1, which m increases. However, since we have to computentheth
is the range of miss detections that are typically consitlerpower of this approximation if_(29), the error terms ard stil
in most integrity applications. As can be observed in Figmplified and they cause the overall approximation to vélat
[2, the Edgeworth approximation is consistently providing the inequality in[(2b). This effect is not observed when gsin
better match to the exact distribution, when compared tobe EVT approximation, which is directly approximating the
the CLT. It is true though that the accuracy of the CL¥n,-th power of the cdf and turns out to preserve the upper-
approximation improves with the transient length, as mobmund inequality in[{29).



even in the tail. Nonetheless, the Edgeworth approximation
is below the exact bound fok > 2. As we have already
mentioned, this is an undesirable behavior that prevents us
107! from using this approximation for upper-boundifig. On the
% x ag,q (M=25) other hand, we see in the lower plot how for a larger value,
PY - - g me = 600, the Edgeworth approximation provides worse
s 102 —— Exact bound ] results due to the impact of the,-th power, whereas the
“c'; * EVT approximation actually improves when increasing,
= * for a fixedm.
g *
0 107¢ * 3 M = 60
o * 10°§ .
* £
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Fig. 3. Comparison between the exact bound for the probabiifalse alarm 15 -10 a 0 5 10 15
am, (k) with the corresponding Edgeworth and the EVT approximafian Me = 900

m = {3,10,25} andmq = 10 - m.
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C. Performance assessment of the FMA stopping test
e P . Once the goodness of the proposed approximations for
""""""" Bm(h) anda,,, (k) has been presented, we can now proceed
% 20 30 40 50 6 70 8 9 100 with the performance assessment of the FMA test. To do so,

we have numerically evaluated the trfigq(7r) andPs, (Tr)
Fig. 4. Cramér-von Mises distance between the exact baurttié probability for the FMA test in[(I5), and we have_compared the resulting
of false alarma and the Edgeworth and EVT aproximatiofsgpe, apyr}  Values with the proposed approximations. The results can be
for the range of interesd < o < 0.1. observed first in Fid.16 foP,,q as a function of the detection
thresholdh. We can see how the CLT approximation clearly
departs from the tru@,,q(7r) for probabilities smaller than
Fig.[4 shows the Cramér-von Mises distance between thg-2, In contrast, the Edgeworth approximation provides a
exact boundy,,, and the Edgeworth and EVT approximationgeally tight match with the tru@®,,q(7%) for values down to
{aEpg,arvt}, as a function ofm. Since we are always 104, thus providing a two-orders-of-magnitude improvement
interested in having low probabilities of false alarm, tesults with respect to the CLT.
in Fig. [4 have been computed within the range of valuesResults forP;, are shown in Fig]7, where we see how the
0 < a < 0.1 (i.e. focusing on the tails of the distributionsEdgeworth approximation fulfills the upper-bound down to a
under analysis). As we can see, the EVT approximation pgobability of 10~2, only. In contrast, the EVT approximation
always providing the closest match to the exact bound, wigiermanently upper-boundB, (Tx) in the whole range of
a quite constant behaviour as a functionsaf The results probabilities. The results have been obtained using theesam
for the Edgeworth approximation tend to improve for largparameters as for Fi@l] 1 but withm = 6, m, = 60, and
values ofm, due to the larger accumulation of terms [nl(17), = 0.3.
Nevertheless, the overall distance with respect to thetexacFinally, we have combined the results frabp,q and Py,
bound is still larger than the one achieved by EVT. to build the receiver operating characteristics (ROC) show
The results for the second experiment with fixed corre- in Fig.[8. Please note that this definition of ROC is different
sponding to a 1 and 15 minutes time window are shown in Fiffjom the standard one, since probability of missed detectio
[B. We see in the upper plot that fet,, = 60 the Edgeworth is considered here instead of probability of detection. The
approximation is closer to the exact bound than the EVT oregme parameters as in FIg. 5 have been used with- 6
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EVT
\ "qi S — VII. CONCLUSIONS
1L + R . . R
10 ~ Nt '_'(;EALX st This work has provided closed-form approximations for the
* ; pdf and cdf of inhomogeneous quadratic tests, which are com-
102k \ s ] posed of sum of dependent chi-square and Gaussian random
v + variables. These tests typically appear in detection probl
\ + where Gaussian samples are subject to a simultaneous change
] * in both mean and variance. We have introduced a transient
\ + change detection problem in the context of GNSS signaltleve
\ * integrity monitoring in order to further illustrate this qiy-
\ ! + lem, and to motivate the need for accurate and closed-form
v \ s expressions to assess the detection performance. To tthjs en
10°~ ‘ > ; e we have proposed two simple and closed-form approximations
70 -60 -50 -40 -30 -20 - . )
Threshold for the upper bounds on the probability of missed detection
' _ ~and probability of false alarm, which solve the problem af th
Fig. 7. Comparison between the triig, (7r) and the proposed approxima- ynknown statistical distribution of inhomogeneous qutidra
tions for the FMA stopping time test. . . : . .
forms. Simulation results have been obtained using réalist
parameters in order to assess the goodness of the proposed

and m, — 300, and the true (i.e. numerical) results arélpproximations, and the superior performance with resjoect

compared with the different approximations presented so f4€ Widely adopted approximation relying on the CLT. While

in this work. That is, the Edgeworth and EVT approximationrgIe application was kept in the gontext of GNSS, Fhe results
for the bound orPs, (Tr) (i.e. eyt andaznc), and the CLT are general and could be applied to any other field where

and Edgeworth approximations for the bound Bpa(Tk) inhomogeneous quadratic tests need to be implemented.

(i.e. fepc and Bcrr). Results are shown in Fid] 8 for
all possible pairs of approximations, namelygy, Scrt}
{agvT, fEDC}, {0EDG, Bcur} and{agpa, fepa}-

We are looking here for the best upper bound approximati
to the FMA test performance, and for the case under study, d\P
the best upper bound is provided by the pgifspa, Scrr} <?> ¢(2) = (=1)PHy(2)9(2). (45)
as seen in Figl]8. This is the pair providing the uniformly
closest upper bound to the true FMA performance. Some Proof: First, note thaip(z) = e‘22/2/\/ﬁ, and then

° + «
\

Probability of false alarm
+

APPENDIXA
PROOF OFCOROLLARY [2

dgmma 3. Let H, (%) be the Hermite polynomial of degree p,
n

other pairs provide a closer upper bound, but just for a /2 o
finite range of missed detection or false alarm probabslitie ¢ = V2m(2), . (46)
This is therefore a clear example showing the interest in 212 — (\/27@(5)) .

the use of the proposed Edgeworth and EVT approximations _ _ _
for inhomogeneous detection problems, which span outsigh@® the other hand, the Hermite polynomials are defined as

the domain of the specific application on GNSS signal-level o 2 d\" _.
integrity considered herein. H,(2) = (—1)Pe” /* (E) e /2, (47)



Hence, substituting (46) intd_(47) we obtain

which leads to[(45).

d (48)

(11]

[12]

[13]

The proof of CorollaryL follows straight away from the
Taylor series expansion gf; (2) and the orthogonal properties

of the Hermite polynomials[[22]. However, some furthel*

manipulations are required to proof Corollaly 2. Startiranf
the cdf definition, we have that

wherew = (u — pz)/oz and the first term follows by the

Fu(3) = / " b (u)du
IR 5 (49)
) o o
~ ‘I)(Z)+pg_3?/oo (b(u)Hp(u)du,

[15]

[16]

[17]
(18]

[19]

definition of the standard Gaussian cdf. The integral isesblv

by integrating [(4b),
/; o(a)Hy(@)du = o, /;(—1)” (%)p ¢(u)du
(-1 (j‘;)pl o@|
(50

where the first equality follows by applying a change
variable. Applying [4b) we have

oz(—1)*"" H, 1 (2)¢(2)

_UZH:D—l (2)(;5(2)’

| etam -

and then[(3B) follows by substituting this result info](49).

(1]
(2]
(31

(4]

(5]

(6]

(7]

(8]
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