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Abstract—This paper deals with model order selection in
context of correlated noise. More precisely, one considers sources
embedded in an additive Complex Elliptically Symmetric (CES)
noise, with unknown parameters. The main difficultly for esti-
mating the model order lies into the noise correlation, namely
the scatter matrix of the corresponding CES distribution. In this
work, to tackle that problem, one adopts a two-step approach:
first, we develop two different methods based on a Toeplitz-
structured model for estimating this unknown scatter matrix and
for whitening the correlated noise. Then, we apply Maronna’s
M -estimators on the whitened signal to estimate the covariance
matrix of the ‘“decorrelated” signal in order to estimate the
model order. The proposed methodology is based both on robust
estimation theory as well as large Random Matrix Theory,
and original results are derived, proving the efficiency of this
methodology. Indeed, the main theoretical contribution is to
derive consistent robust estimators for the covariance matrix of
the signal-plus-correlated noise in a large dimensional regime and
to propose efficient methodology to estimate the rank of signal
subspace. Finally, as shown in the analysis, these results show
a great improvement compared to the state-of-the-art, on both
simulated and real hyperspectral images.

Index Terms—Model order selection, RMT, correlated noise,
CES distribution, robust estimation.

I. INTRODUCTION

ODEL order selection is a challenging issue in sig-

nal processing for example in wireless communication
[L], array processing [2], or other related problems [3], [4].
Classically, for a white noise, statistical methods such as the
one based on the application of the information theoretic
criteria for model order selection, allow to estimate the model
order thanks to eigenvalues and eigenvectors of the covariance
matrix of the signal. This is the case of the Akaike Information
Criterion (AIC) [5] or the Minimum Description Length
(MDL) [6l, [[7]. Other examples are the problem of source
localization [8]], where the estimation of the signal subspace
is done by the estimation of the eigenvalues of the covariance
matrix, channel identification [9]], waveform estimation [10]
and many other parametric estimation problems. Though, all
these methods are no more relevant for large dimensional and
correlated data. Even if particular cases have been studied for
correlated signals as in [[11] or [12]], these methods can not be
generalized for all kind of signals and a whitening step, when
possible, can not be systematically set up [13]. Moreover, the
commonly used statistical model for this problem has not the
same matrix properties when the data are large and when they

are not: the covariance matrix is not correctly apprehended
and the methods fail to estimate the model order, for example
in [14]], in [15)] or in [[16]. In the field of model order selection
for large dimensional regime, that is when the number of
snapshots N and the dimension of the signal m tend to infinity
with a constant positive ratio, and for white or whitened
noise, the Random Matrix Theory (RMT) proposes methods
to estimate the model order selection relying on the study of
the largest eigenvalues distribution of the covariance matrix
[L7]. The RMT introduces new methodologies which correctly
handle the statistical properties of large matrices thanks to a
statistical and probability approach: see [18] for a review of
this theory, [19] for a general detection algorithm, [20] for an
adapted MUSIC detection algorithm, [21]] for applications to
radar detection and [22] for an application on hyperspectral
imaging. When the noise is spatially correlated, it is still
possible to estimate the model order for example by evaluating
the distance between the eigenvalues of the covariance matrix
[23]. Nevertheless, these methods require a threshold that has
no explicit expression and can be fastidious to obtain [24].
In addition to the problem of the large dimension and the
correlation, another recurrent problem in signal processing is
the non-Gaussianity of the noise. To be less dependent of
the noise statistic, that is for the model order selection not
to be degraded with a noise more or less sightly different than
targeted, robust methods for model order selection have been
developed [25] in hyperspectral imaging [26]]. Nevertheless,
these methods depend on unknown parameters [1] or are
not adapted for large data. Recent results in RMT enable to
correctly estimate the covariance matrix for textured signals
[27]. But the correlation matrix is assume to be known and
the signal is whitened before processed.

In this works, one considers a Complex Elliptically Symmetric
(CES) noise. The CES distributions modelling is often ex-
ploited in signal processing, because of its flexibility, that is
the ability to model a large panel of random signals. The signal
can be split in two parts: a texture and a speckle. They are
rather often used in various fields, as in [28] for hyperspectral
imaging, or [29]] for radar clutter echoes modelling. This
article deals with large dimansional non-Gaussian data, and
proposes a robust method to estimate the model order. The
robustness of our method comes from the robust estimation
of the covariance matrix, with a Maronna M -estimator [30]
which assigns different weights according to the Mahalanobis
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distance between the signals received by the different sensors.
It is a generalization of [27] and [31] to the case of left
hand side correlation (with an unknown covariance matrix).
Moreover, this article proposes a new algorithm to estimate
the model order.

In a first part, an estimator for the correlation matrix is
presented: the toeplitzified Sample Covariance Matrix (SCM),
that is, the SCM enforced to be of Toeplitz form [32]. Indeed,
as the covariance matrix is supposed to be Toeplitz, the SCM
is toeplitzified as in [33] to enhance the estimation. The data
are then whitened with this Toeplitz matrix and a robust
Maronna M -estimator of the covariance matrix is then used
after the data whitening. This robust estimation is studied and
a threshold on its eigenvalues can be derived to select the
model order. A second part presents the same procedure for
the toeplitzified Fixed-Point (FP) estimator [34] and [35]. The
third part presents some simulations on both simulated and real
hyperspectral images. Proofs of the main results are postponed
in the appendices.

Notations: Matrices are in bold and capital, vectors in bold.
Let X be a square matrix of size s x s, (A);(X), i €]J1, ..., s[,
are the eigenvalues of X. Tr(X) is the trace of the matrix
X. ||X]| stands for the spectral norm. Let A be a matrix,
AT is the transpose of A and A the Hermitian transpose
of A. 1, is the n x n identity matrix. For any m—vector x,
L: x+— L(x) is the m x m matrix defined as the Toeplitz
operator : ([£(x)]i,j);<; = @i—j and ([L(x)]ij);s; = 2i_;.
For any matrix A of size m x m, T(A) represents the
matrix £(&) where a is a vector for which each component
4; 0<i<m—1 contains the sum of the i—th diagonal of A
divided by m. For =z € R, J, is the Dirac measure at x.
For any complex z, z* is the conjugate of z. The notation dist
stands for the distance associated to the L; norm. supp is the
support of a set. Eventually, Re and Zm stand respectively
for the real and the imaginary part for a complex number. The
notation =% means "tends to almost surely".

II. MODEL AND ASSUMPTIONS

This section introduces the model as well as the general
assumptions needed to derive the results. Let us consider
the following general sources-plus-noise model. Let Y =
[Yo,.-.,y~N—1] be a matrix of size m x N, containing N
observations {yi}ie[[o) N-1] of size m, constituted of p mixed
sources corrupted with an additive noise:

p
yi=Y si;m;j+ 5 C2x;, ie[0o,N-1], (1)

j=1
which can be rewritten as
Y = MS +CY/2XTY?, )

where the {7}, o y_7 are positive random variables, and
T is the N x N-diagonal matrix containing the {7;};cro n_1]-
Moreover, the m x p matrix M with elements M;; =
(M);; = (m;j); is referred to as the mixing matrix and
contains the p vectors of the sources. In this work, the
additive noise is modelled thanks to the general family of
Complex Elliptically Symmetric (CES) distributions [36], [37]

(see also [38] for more details on CES as well as their use
in signal processing). Thus, each component of the noise is
characterized by a random vector x; uniformly distributed on
a sphere times an independent positive random scalar 7; with
unspecified probability distribution function. The left hand side
spectral correlation is handled by the scatter matrix C.

Each element s; ; of the p x N matrix S corresponds to
the power variation of each source in the received vector.
This matrix can be written S = &7 I''/2 where & is a
N X p random matrix, independent of X, whose elements
are normally distributed with zero-mean and unit variance.
I' is a N x N Hermitian covariance matrix. Eventually,

C =L ([co;- -, ¢m—1]T) is a m x m Hermitian nonnegative
definite Toeplitz matrix:
Co C1 ...Cmpm—1
Cc— ¢ €0 . Cm—2
Cr1Chyg e CO

In the sequel, we will consider the following assumptions:
Assumption 1: One assumes the usrlrllal random matrix regime,
ie. N> 00, m—ooand cy = — — ¢ >0,

Assumption 2: for matrices C, T and X of equation @), one
has:

o dist(\;(C),supp(v)) — 0 with v the limit of
% Zé)\l(c) when N — oo,
® {ci}yepo,m—1y are absolutely summable coefficients,
such that ¢ 52 0,
1

NZ- 0, satisfies

3

hWE

e The random measure py =
1

zT,U,N(dT) 2%,
[ ]

is a white noise, with independent and identically
distributed entries with zero-mean and with unit variance,
o ||T|| < oo and |M]|| < 0.

Assumption 3:
e In each column of M, the coefficients are absolutely

summable that is, for all fixed 7, Z |M; ;| < oo. This is

a common assumption in several aﬁf_)llications and especially

in hyperspectral imaging.

e T' has coefficients absolutely summable.

Assumption 4: Let [Y]; ; = [y:];, then the coefficients [y;];

are absolutely summable, that is, for a fixed ¢, Z [[yi];] exists.
J

III. MODEL ORDER SELECTION: A GAUSSIAN APPROACH

In this section, the consistency of the SCM is used to whiten
the signal and to estimate the model order thanks to a Maronna
M -estimator. The step which consists in directly evaluating the
model order with a Maronna M -estimator has been already
studied in [27] for the special case of spiked model with CES
white noise. In this work, one considers the more challenging
problem of correlated CES noise.



A. Whitening Step
The noise being correlated, one proposes here to whiten it

using the Toeplitz structure of the noise covariance matrix. As
a reminder, the model under consideration is the following:

Y =Mser/2 4 ci/2xXT/?. (3)

Let Y be written as Y = [yo,...,yn—1] Where y; =
(yo,jvij,---,ymej)T, j € [0,N — 1] and let Cscas be
a biased Toeplitz estimation of the covariance matrix C such
that :

[CSCM} = [L(esem)]; “4)

i

1N-1

s~ 1 2 :
with CSCM.k = W N Yi,j y;—}-k;’_j ]10§i+k<m

j=0

=0 R 1
It can be equivalently stated as Cgonr = NY Y and

ésc M= T((AJQC ). The following theorem establishes the
consistency of Cgcay.

Theorem 1 (Consistency of C SCM)-
tions, one has the following result:

Under above assump-

|Cscu - Elr 5)

The covariance matrix defined by CSCM = ﬁﬂ NSCM
characterizes the biased Toeplitz estimation of C.

Proof: The complete proof is in Appendix A. ]

This estimator is then used to whiten the samples:
Yusen = Cooy MATY? 4 CglL C2X T2, (6)

In practice, IE(7) can be empirically estimated or is sup-
posed to be equal to 1.

B. Estimation of the covariance matrix

Once the signal Y has been whitened, a robust estimation
of the (unobservable) covariance matrix IE [X X#] can be
performed through the samples Ywsca- This estimation is
said to be robust in the sense that it can annihilate the high
values of the texture 7, which can alter the structure quality
of the estimated covariance matrix. The chosen estimator is a
Maronna’s M -estimator [30]], which gives good performances
for CES signals. This robust estimation of the scatter matrix
is therefore a fixed-point estimator noted S som and defined
through Yuscar = [Ywsos - Yws N—1] as the unique solu-
tion of the following equation:

1= /1
Y= N ; u (E S’uH;SiE_lywSi> VwsiVmsi» (1)

under
(i) w: [0, 400) — (0, +00) nonnegative, continuous et non-
increasing function derived thanks to the probability dis-
tribution function of the CES (for the complete calculus,
see [39]]),
(i) ¢ x +— xu(x) increasing and bounded, with
zhﬂngo d(r) = Poo > 1,

(iii)
Next step consists in evaluating the rank of the signal
subspace from this matrix.

lim cy < &1
N—o0

C. Model order selection

The mean idea is to study the eigenvalues distribution of
this Maronna M -estimator to find the model order or the
number of sources. Indeed, in a non-RMT regime, that is
if Assumption 1 is not satisfied, and in the case of a white
Gaussian noise, it is possible to set a threshold such that no
eigenvalues of the noise can be found upon. If eigenvalues
are found beyond this threshold, they are due to sources.
Here, under Assumption 1 and thanks to [L1] in the case of a
white Gaussian noise plus an additive signal, no eigenvalues
outside the support of the Marchenko-Pastur law can belong
to the noise. However, due to the presence of the texture
matrix T, some eigenvalues could exist upon the right edge
of the Marchenko-Pastur distribution support. A more precise
threshold can then be derived to ensure that no eigenvalue
found upon are due to the noise. However, it does not ensure
that all the sources eigenvalues will be located beyond this
threshold. Indeed, this depends of the sources Signal to Noise
Ratio (SNR).

The proposed estimator g, has so to be analysed
for CES distribution. However, some characteristics such as
its eigenvalues distribution can not be easily and theoret-
ically studied when both m and N — oo as the term

u - yfj Si f)gé M yw3i> is not independent on ¥, ;. To fill

this gap, the following white model [27]] is considered :
c'/2Mes T2 4 X T2,
(®)
Notice that the difference between models (8) and (6) lies
in the empirical whitening. Then,

Y, = [ywOV"awafl] =

A 1 =
= U ywz ywz ) )
=0
which can be rewritten as S = Y.,D, ij where D, a
diagonal matrix containing the {v(7;7)},, where:
. x
A VAR
) g:x 1 cola)
() v:z—uog (z), ¥ :x— zv(z), with lim ¢(z) =
r—00
Poo
1—c®’
(iii) ~yis the umque solutlon if defined, of the equation in ~:
Ly
N 1+ c(ry

Moreover, it is proved in [27] that:

where 3 is the unique solution (1f it ex1sts) of:

(10)

N—-1

1

1=



The distribution of the eigenvalues of S can hence be
more efficiently studied, the terms [v (7; 7)o, y—1 being
independent of the {x;},. The goal being to study Sosom
which is the unique solution of (), the following theorem

enables to establish the relationship between SSC a and S
thanks to (I0).

Theorem 2 (Convergence of Yo M)
With previous definitions, one has the following conver-
gence:

HSSCM—S’ @ (11)
Proof: The proof is provided in Appendix B. ]

As the eigenvalues distribution of S can be theoretically
analysed when N, m — oo, it can characterize also those of
Y. sconm thanks to (II). Under the hypothesis that there is no
source present in the signal, it is possible to set a threshold
similarly to [27]. Indeed, in this case:

1Nfl
v

S = Y(Tiy) xi xi

)

==

1 N-1

i > o) xixi
i=0
P

| Nl
<= |I= s x
Ty (1-cd) N;xxl

Thanks to [[11], and the bounds of the Marchenko Pastur
distribution support, this inequality becomes

<t

where the threshold ¢ is defined for the covariance matrix
Ssom by: )
L D (14 /0)
Y1 —cPy)
Then, if the signal contains sources of sufficiently high SNR,
eigenvalues might be found upon this threshold ¢ and all these
eigenvalues correspond to sources. Let {\;(Xscar)}

13)

i€[1,N

be the sorted eigenvalues of 3¢, when sources are prE[esenﬂt
in the samples. As all sources are assumed to be independent,
the estimated number of sources p which corresponds to the
rank of the signal subspace is then given by p = mkin(/\;C > ),

if p << min (N, m).

D. Results

This section is devoted to the presentation of some sim-
ulations relative to the estimation of the covariance matrix.
Samples are considered here sources-free. The parameters
are set to ¢ = 0.45, m = 900 and N = 2000. Thus,
Y = C/2XTY? with C = £ ((pO,pl,...,pmfl)T
where p = 0.7 and X is a zero-mean complex Gaussian noise
with identity covariance matrix. The texture matrix T is a
diagonal N x N-matrix containing the {7}y y_17 On its
diagonal where {7;}, are i.i.d. inverse gamma distributed with
mean equal to 1 and with shape parameter equal to 10. The

. . « .
function u is here defined as v : ©x — T where o is a
T+«

fixed parameter equal to 0.1.

Figure [I shows the eigenvalues of the estimated covari-
ance matrix 250M when samples Y have been whitened
by Cgé/f{ On the figure 2] the signal Y has not been
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Fig. 1.  Eigenvalues of the covariance matrices Ssom and S when the
signal Y has been whitened by Cgsc s and the corresponding threshold ¢
(p =0.7, m =900, N = 2000, 7 = inverse gamma, o = 0.1).
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Fig. 2. Eigenvalues of the covariance matrices Ssom and S when the
signal Y has not been whitened by Cgcas and the corresponding threshold
t (p=0.7, m =900, N = 2000, 7 = inverse gamma, o = 0.1).

whitened. The green histogram corresponds to the eigenvalues
distribution of S whose histogram is expected to coincide with
the distribution of the eigenvalues of Ssou as the equation
(1+a)(1+0)?
7= c(+a))
given by (I3) has been estimated and drawn in red, in order to
confirm that the eigenvalues are all smallest than the threshold.
As the eigenvalues distribution of 250M are closed to
those of S, the fixed-point estimator correctly annihilates the
influence of the textures 7;’s and the whitening balances the
matrix of correlation. On Figure [I, we can observe that the
eigenvalues do not exceed the upper bound ¢. When the signal
has not been whitened, this threshold ¢ does not theoretically
correspond. Indeed, in Figure the threshold is found to
be smaller than the largest eigenvalues of the estimated
covariance matrix. These figures illustrate first the results of
Theorem 2 and show the importance of the whitening process.

() indicates. Moreover, the threshold ¢t =

Figure [3] presents the eigenvalues distributions of S and
Cscon for samples distributed according to a different CES
distribution. Here, the texture T is a diagonal matrix contain-
ing the {7;},c[o, ny_1] On its diagonal where each 7; is inde-
pendent and identically distributed and follows a distribution



equal to t? where t is a Student-t distributed random variable
with parameter 100 and o = 0.1. The eigenvalues are not so
close than the eigenvalues of S and are found to get closer to
the threshold ¢. If the distribution of 7 is getting away to the
one for which the function « has been calculated, the method
seems so to be less reliable. To fill this gap, we propose to
enhance the proposed SCM-based method for the whitening
through robust M -estimators-based method.
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Fig. 3. Eigenvalues of the covariance matrices S scar and S when the signal
is whitened by Cgcas and the calculated threshold (p = 0.7, m = 900,
N =2000, 7 = t?, o = 0.1).

IV. MODEL ORDER SELECTION: A ROBUST METHOD
APPROACH

This section aims at developing a robust estimator based
technique to whiten the signal instead of the previous SCM-
based one. This section follows the same steps than in the
previous section but by using a M -estimator in the whitening
process.

A. Whitening Step

Let C Fp be an biaied estimator Qf the covariance matrix C
such that Cpp = T (Cpp) where Cpp is the unique solution
to the Maronna’s M -estimator [30]:

N1 )
<—YZH Z_lyz‘) yiyi.
m

1
=0

As in the previous section, u(.) is a function derived thanks to

the probability distribution function of the CES noise: u: [0,

+00) = (0, +-00) nonnegative, continuous and non-increasing.

The following theorem stands for Crp:

Theorem 3 (Consistency of Crp). Let Cpp be a fixed-point
estimator of the covariance matrix C as defined above, the
following result holds:

H(EFP—E[U(T’}/)T] C‘ LE) (14)
where:
i) ¢ x +— xu(z) increasing and bounded, with
lim ¢(x) = Do > 1,

Tr—r00

i) Ilim cy < @;01,
N— oo

x

1= coa)

iv) viz—uogi(x), ¥z xu(),

ii) g:x+—

V) 7 is the unique solution, if defined, of: 1 =
z e
N 1+ c(ry
. . . Crp .
The covariance matrix Cpp = ——————— characterizes the
E[v(r ) 7]

estimator of the true covariance matrix C.

Proof: The proof, inspired by [31] and [40], is provided

in Appendix B. [ ]

Remark: [17] proves that Cscar = ¢~ (1) Cpp. When the
function u is well chosen, it is possible to have ¢~ 1(1) = 1
and CSCM = Cpp, as it will be the case for the u chosen
in the following sections. But even in this case, Cson and
Eo(ry) 7] &

E(T)

As in the previous section, the samples Y can then be
whitened thanks to C;}D/ 2 Let Yyrp = [FwFo, -
be the whitened samples:

Crp differ up to a scale factor as Csom =

Ywr N—1]

Yorp = C;}/zMéH r/2? 4 C;}Jﬂ cl2zxTl/2.

The parameter [E[7] can be in practice evaluated with the
empirical estimator of the mean, or, as in the previous section,
be considered as equal to one. The quantity E[v(7 ) 7] can
be also evaluated through an estimate 4 of ~ as explained in
the Results section.

B. Robust estimation of the covariance matrix and model
order selection

The robust estimation of the covariance matrix and the
model order selection are done as previously. The robust
estimator of the scatter matrix of the whitened signal Ywrp
is a fixed-point estimator denoted by Xz p and defined as the
unique solution of the equation:

N-1

1

1. . S
(Eygmz IYsz') Ywri Vg (15)
i=0

Thus, X 5p is a robust estimator of the covariance matrix of
the whitened signal.

The equation (I is still effective when replacing Xgcas
by X rp. Indeed, Theorem 2 can be adapted as follows:

Theorem 4. The following convergence holds:

HS:FP— a5,

(16)

Proof: The proof is the same as in Theorem 2 and is
provided in Appendix B. [ ]
The same threshold ¢ given by equation can be
used on the eigenvalues of SFP to estimate p. The final
corresponding algorithm is presented below.
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Fig. 4. Eigenvalues of the covariance matrices S and 35 p when the signal
is whitened through C g p and the corresponding threshold ¢ (p = 0.7, m =
900, N = 2000, T ~ inverse gamma).

Histogram of eigenvalues
-10—2

S
[ Bofys -
= Threshold ¢

0 5.10—2 0.1

Fig. 5. Eigenvalues of the covariance matrices S and 3 p when the signal is
whitened through C g p and the corresponding threshold (p = 0.7, m = 900,
N = 2000, 7 = t2, t ~ student)

C. Results

As in the previous section, it seems interesting to analyse

the eigenvalues distributions of Sand & rp. For the next simu-
lations, source-free samples are considered and the parameters
are set to ¢ = 0.45, m = 900 and N = 2000. The function
u chosen for the FP and Maronna M -estimators is the same
function as before with o« = 0.1.
Figure [ presents the eigenvalues distribution of the covariance
matrices S and X p when the signal has been whitened by
Crp. One can notice that the results are the same as Figure [T}
for N large, the distribution of eigenvalues is almost the same
as those of S. However, as the rate of convergence of is
faster than in (@), it is more interesting to consider the robust
method. Moreover, if a robust estimator is not used after the
whitening process, the eigenvalues distribution will not follow
those of S and will exceed the threshold .

For robustness analysis (not the same texture distribution
for the u function and the observed samples), Figure [3] shows
quite good results when T is a diagonal matrix containing the
{7i}iefo,n—17 on its diagonal where {;};cfo,n—1] are i.i.d.
and follow a distribution equal to ¢ with ¢ a Student-t random
variable with parameter 100 and « = 0.1.

Figure [6] presents the same histograms as in Figure 4| for a
single source of SNR equal to 10 dB present in the samples.
One can observe that only single eigenvalue exceeds the
threshold and that the noise eigenvalues distribution of Srp
fits well those of S.

Histogram of eigenvalues
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Fig. 6. Eigenvalues of the covariance matrices Sand Xpp fora single source
with SNR = 10dB present in the samples and the calculated threshold
p=0.7, m =900, N = 2000, 7 ~ inverse gamma

The results are better for this robust method than in the
previous section (e.g. figure [3). Indeed, the robust method
provides robustness with respect to the distribution of 7: if
the distribution of the texture differs to those for which the
function u has been computed, the method is still reliable, this
can be explained by the robustness of the covariance matrix
estimation. As for the non-whitening case, the eigenvalues get
over the threshold and no conclusion or model order can be
deducted. These results have so extended the paper of [31]]
to the left hand side correlated noise case. The L2-norm of
the estimated covariance matrix compared to the SCM tends
to zero when N and m tends to infinity with a constant ratio
c. As a lot of estimation methods for the rank of the signal
subspace are based on the estimation of the eigenvalues of the
covariance matrix, this new estimator improves the consistency
for resolution of this problem.

V. RESULTS AND COMPARISONS

In this section some results of order selection are presented,
on both simulated and real hyperspectral images. The simula-
tions are based on X gcpy and Xpp.

A. Estimation of the model order

In order to test the proposed method, we simulate
hyperspectral images, before dealing with real images. As
a reminder, we first whiten the received signal thanks to
a Toeplitz matrix coming from the SCM or a Fixed-Point
estimator. Thus, a M-estimator is used to estimate the
scatter matrix of the whitened signal. The distribution of
its eigenvalues is then studied: a threshold is applied to
count how many eigenvalues are higher than this threshold,
providing the estimated model order p.
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Fig. 7. Estimation of the number p of sources (4 trials) embedded in CES
correlated noise (m = 400, ¢ = 0.2, p = 4 source, p = 0.7) versus SNR.
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Fig. 8. Estimation of the number p of sources (4 trials) embedded in CES
correlated noise (m = 400, ¢ = 0.2, p = 4 sources, p = 0.7) versus SNR.

For simulated and correlated (p = 0.7) CES noise, the
{7iticpo,n—1) are inverse gamma distributed with parameter
v = 0.1. On Figure [/l (m = 400 and N = 2000), p = 4
sources are added in the observations with a SNR varying from
—15 to 20dB. For this figure, the number of sources p (average
on 4 trials) is estimated through three methods: AIC, the non-
whitened signal and the two proposed methods: when the
signal is whitened with the Toeplitz version of the SCM and
the one of the FP. The proposed method starts to find sources
from a SNR equal to —5dB. The FP method seems to better
evaluate the number of sources. For a greater SNR, whereas it
systematically gives the correct number of sources, the other
methods overestimate it. On Figure [8] the same simulation is
done for p = 4 but with the {7; }, following a distribution equal
to t? where t is a Student-t random variable, as before. On
Figure [8] one notice that the proposed estimators still present
better performance than the others, and allow to find sources
with SNR greater than 0 dB.

Now, we compare the results obtained with three different
methods on several real hyperspectral images found in public
access: Indian Pines, SalinasA from AVIRIS database and
PaviaU from ROSIS database [41]. Let M1 be the proposed
method with a whitening made with the SCM estimator, M2
be the proposed method with a whitening made with a Fixed-

Point estimator, M3 be the method consisting in threshold-
ing the eigenvalues of the Fixed-Point estimator without the
whitening step, and the usual AIC method. For the function
u(.) corresponding to the Student-t distribution, we choose
v = 0.1 for the whitening process if it is done by a fixed-
point estimator, and zero for the estimation process. As we do

not have any access to the true distribution of the noise, an
N

empirical estimator of v is used, 4 = N Z p— yfl ZVJ(;)I Yis
i=1

. - 1 1 -
where ¥ = ¥ — N U (— yfl >t yi) Yi yZ-H. Then [27]
m

shows that v — 4 %% 0. Moreover, as the distribution of 7 is
unknown, we choose to consider that E[r] and E [v(7 ) 7]
are equal to 1. Further works can be carried out to estimate
correctly these unknown quantities. However, we can reason-
ably assume than IE [v(7 ) 7] and IE [r] are not to large and
that the estimation error will not impact the results a lot. The
results are summarized in table [l On each image, the result
tends to be better than those of classical methods.

TABLE I
ESTIMATED p FOR DIFFERENT HYPERSPECTRAL IMAGES.
Tmages Indian Pines SalinasA PaviaU Cars
P 9 9 6
p Ml 11 9 1 3
p M2 12 9 1 3
p M3 220 204 103 1
p AIC 219 203 102 143

VI. CONCLUSION

The model order selection for large dimensional data and
for sources embedded in correlated CES noise is tackled in
this article. Two Toeplitz-based covariance matrix estimators
are first introduced, and their consistency has been proved. As
for the CES texture, it is handled with any M -estimator, which
can then be used to estimate the correct structure of the scatter
matrix built on whitened observations. The Random Matrix
Theory provides tools to correctly estimate the model order.
Results obtained on real and simulated hyperspectral images
are promising. Moreover, the proposed method can be applied
on a lot of other kind of model order selection problems such
as radar clutter rank estimation, sources localization or any
hyperspectral problems such as anomaly detection or linear or
non-linear unmixing techniques.

APPENDIX A
PROOFS OF THEOREM 1 AND THEOREM 3
The proofs of Theorem 1 and Theorem 3 are inspired
by [31]. For these theorems, we will use the lemma 4.1 in
[42], that is, for T = £ ((to, cetmen) "
tian m x m-matrix with {tx}; (o ,,,_q] absolutely summable
(t—_r = t}), we can define the function f(.) such that for any

) a Toeplitz Hermi-

m—1
A e 0,27, f(A) = Z ty e and My characterizes its

. k=1—-m
essential supremum:

m—1

IT|| < My= sup tre*| . (17)

A€[0,27) |27



A. Proof of Theorem 1

As in the main body of this article, let Y = M 67 T'%/2 +
C'/2X T'/? and let T be the Toeplitz operator as defined in

(I£eal,,) . =

the introduction and for any m-vector X,
1<j

r;—; and ([‘C(X)]ij) = i
I i>j
der Assumption 1, Ass{lmption 2, Assumption 3 and as
1
—YYH?
T N
write, thanks to (I7):

i)

of size m x m. Un-

and E[7r] C are Toepltiz matrices, one can

sup [Jm(A) — E[r] v (N)]
A€[0,2m)
(18)
where v,,(\) = Z ckme with c_;, = ¢} and
m—1 =1
Fm(N) = Y rme PN with ¢y = ¢,
k=1—-m

The following lemma is essential for the development of
the proof:

Lemma 5. The quantity 4,,(\) can be rewritten as:

) YYH
Im (V) = (V) == dm(V), (19)
1 : : T
with d,,(\) = —= (1, et et (m_l)’\) .
Jm

Proof: The proof draws his inspiration from the one of
Appendix Al in [31]]. Equation can be rewritten as:

m—1

S e vy

[,I'=0

YYH 1
d,(\) = —
N () mN

d;i(A)

*
Yi.j Yirk,jLo<itk<m

Thereby, we have: n
YYH

=dn()
Més” T 6 MH
——d, (A
- ™
Cl/QXTl/QI\l/Q MH
PN
N
M(SHI‘I/2 T/2XH C1/2
N m(Y)
1/2 H ~1/2
C XCE‘VX C dn(\).

= dfi(\) MM d,, (),

—att)

+dli()

+d7(\)

+di (V) (20)
And we note : 45197 ()

Across()\) —
1/2 1/2 pl/2 H Hpl/2ml/2 v H v1/2
dg(/\)c XT/“T M -l]—VMﬁ r/=T/=X* C dm(/\)

=dH()) wdm(/\) )

() z

And the equation (I8) becomes:

HT (%YYH) —E[T]CH < sup |Amene(N)

A€[0,2m)
™ (N) + 3% (A) = E[r] ym (M) 1)
This leads to:
1
S sup ’,?:noise ()\) ]E [,?:nmse ()\)] ‘
A€(0,27)
+ sup |E [377°°(N)] = B(7) ym (V)]
A€[0,2m)
+ osup AN+ sup RV 22
A€(0,27) A€[0,27)
We will now analyse each term of 22).
1) Analysis of sup |E [470%¢(N)] — B(7) ym(N)| - We
Ae[0,27)
first need the following lemma:
Lemma 6.
E [37°¢(N)] = E[r]dji(N) Cdin (V) = Elr] 3 (V). (23)

Proof: The equation 20) gives E [§ro*¢(N)] =
dZ(\E {Cl/zXfVXHCW} d,.(\). Let V = C2X
and (V),;, = ;. We obtain E [yreise(N)] =
azoe[ Yo (E[VTVT]), =

dp(A).  As

> E[fE
k=1

(E [VTVHD“ =

[’U;k ’Uik} and ¢y = E [U;Dm U;-i-k/,n}’ we have

] =

E[T] Cj—i = NE[T] Cj—i. This leads

=
I

1
to

N E(7)

E [ﬁnoise()\)] _ ~

m dji(N) Cdm(A) = Elr]7m ().

Thereby, the second term of [22)) leads to:
— E(7) ym (V)|

Ym(A) = E(T) ym (X)) |= 0.

sup ‘E [Anmse()\)]

A€(0,27)
= sup |E(r)
A€0,2m)

The second term is equal to zero.
2) Analysis of sup |ne¢(X) — E [4p0¢(N)]|: As in
A€[0,2m)
[31]l, the method consists in proving for a A; € [0,27) and
areal z > 0 that P [|470%¢(\;) — E [yzese( l)]‘ >z —

0. After  that, it remains to  prove  that

P sup | yiEe(N) — ypese ()| > @ — 0 and

A€M, Ait1)

that 1P sup

|Erpoise(N;) — Eypeise(A)| > x| — 0.
AE[Ni Nig1)



Let |-] be the floor function, choosing a 8 > 2,
I=10,....,INP] =1}, N =27 [y i € T
sup [ (N) — E [ (V]|
A€[0,27)
< nozse )\ A771015(‘3 AZ
Smax swp [Am = (A) = A (V)
—|—H1&X ’,_Ynmse A ) ) [;Y’rrlloise(/\i)} ’
+max sup |IE [Anmse(/\z)} E ['Aygf”e(/\)ﬁ ,
€T Xe[Airit1]
Sxitxztxs. (24)

The idea of the proof in [31] is then to provide concentration

inequalities for the term x; and Y2 (random terms) and a

bound on x3. The only difference with [31] is the presence

of the matrix T in 47°%¢()\) and the left side correlation of

the noise. Let note |||« the sup norm of the function - :
oo

A— Z cr e for X\ € [027). The convergence of the

k=—o00
first term 7 is proposed in the following lemma.

Lemma 7. A constant A > 0 can be found
such that, for any x > 0 and /N large enough,

Pl > 1] < ( c¢N? (:L‘N*B72 | (:(:NB’Q) 1))
x1>z]<exp|——— —log | ——— ) — .
1T \A 7l A7l

Proof: As already mentioned, the proof is the same as
in [31] except for two points: the presence of the matrix T
and the left side correlation of the noise instead of right side
in [31]. The inequality: [|[Vy TVE|| < [T [V~ VE| <

T [IC]| HXXHH enables to write:

;Y;zlozse (/\) ;Y;Llozse (/\z) |
VTVH VTVH
— |gH - - —_df0oy = )
= azon Y 00 - o YR ann).
2
< = ldn(Y) = duO0)] ] 1T X X7

And then the end of the proof is exactlgl the same as those of

the Lemma 4 in [31] replacing ¢ by ——— in the exponential.

1T o
The left correlation is without consequences on the proof. W

The convergence of the second term 2 is proposed in the
following lemma.

Lemma 8.

Plx2 > 2] < 2NP exp (—

i (nvgﬁw Tl (n;ﬂw +1)))-

Proof: The proof is the same as those of the Lemma 5

n [31], with the on the denominator. [ |

&
1Tl , ,

The convergence of the third term 3 is proposed in the
following lemma.

Lemma 9.
X3 < Ayl NI
Proof: The proof is the same as those of the lemma 6 of

[31], still with the ”TC” on the denominator.

These inequalities proves that

P| sup [Amoise(n) — 2% 0 for

Ae[0,27)
any x positive real and with a e
sup

| Across( )|
A€(0,27)
gence of the last term of [@2)), let us recall that

Cl/2 XT1/2 1'11/2 S MH
N
M 5HF1/2 T/2XH C1/2
d,(N).
N
Let I,, be a m X m matrix containing 1 everywhere and
D, (\) be the matrix containing the elements of d,,(\) on

its diagonal. It can be easily verified that, for any matrix A,
dZ(\)Ad,,(\) = Tr (DE(A\) AD,,(\)L,). We obtain:

470 () =

2 Re {% Tr (X T2 T2 §M¥ D, (\) L, DE ()) 01/2)} .

E [,:Yglmse )] | >

2
=N rate of decrease.

3) Analysis of To prove the conver-

G0 (N) = dfi ()

m

dpn ()

+di ()

For readability, let E(\) = D,,(\) I,, DE ()\) defined as:

1 ei)\ L ei(mfl))\
E(\\) = e~ 1 ...eHm=2)A
e~ im=Dx 1

let G(\) = MPE(\)CY2X and J = TY2T"2§, two
matrices respectively of size p ><TN and N X p. Moreover,
let g(A) = Jg1()..,gn (V] = vee(G(Y) and j =
[F1s---57dnp)” = vec(J). We obtain:

I8 (N) = %Re (vec" (G(N)) vec(J)) |
- > Relgh(A) Retie) = Tm(gu(N) Zm(ie)

This expression can be transformed by 1ntr0ducm A

g

M ECY2 @1y, B=T2T2 g1, g(\) =
Np NP
j=Bliay=) (A"),, and by =) (B),,:
=1 s=1
Y 22 (A)

k=1 =1 s=1
Np Np
—Im <Z (A )l k gk()\)> Im < (B), ka) g
=1 s=1

Re (bk jk)

o N
=N Z Re (ar Gu(N))
=1

The variables ay gi(A) and by Jr are two independent com-
plex Gaussian variables with variances respectively equal to
|ax(\)|? and |bg|>. We can apply the following lemma:



Lemma 10. Let x and y be two independent Gaussian N'(0,1)

scalar random variables, then for any T € (—11), then
Elexp (tzy)] = (1 —72)"Y2
Proof: The proof is derived in [31] through lemma 13.
|
Let v > 0 a real such that : wv7! >
sup (|dk(/\)|2 |bk|2) Then, for a fixed
ke[1,Np],\€[0,27)
A € [027), from Lemma and from the Markov
Inequality:

P[3,°°(A) > 2 | T]
=P lexp (NvAym** (X)) > exp(Nvz) | T]

<exp(—Nvz)E

Np
exp <2 v Z [Re (argr(N) Re (bkjk)

k=1
—ZIm (ar ge(N)) Im (bk jk)])}
Np . i s
< exp(—NVx)kljl (1_41/2% @>
(1 — 412 M M)_lm
2 2

Np
< exp <—NI/$C - Z log (1 — v |dk()\)|2 |b/€|2)1>

k=1

Moreover, since the I'; ; are absolutely summable (Assumption
3), it exists a constant K such that:

Np
< KZTl.
=1

Np
Furthermore, since — 71 — IE(r) = 1, we obtain
N Z ! N —o0 ( l)

=1
|bk|? < N K. To deal with |ag()\)|, let K1 and K be some
constants and remind that, for a fixed j, the {c;;}, and the
{M; ;}, are absolutely summable:

|ak()\)|= ZZCMM* W=D
s=11,j=1
S—Z|Czk|m Z‘
s,j=1
m
§pK2m§1X Z’M;S‘ =pK;.
j=1

We obtain 12 |a,(\)|* |be|®> < v2 N2p? K K2 with p < N.
Let g and € be two positive reals small enough and such that:

2 _ q 2 KK12
Y _(N1/2+e) SN
Then lim 22 |ag(N)]? [b]? = 0 and
N—o00 .
log (1 — 2 a (V)2 |bk|2) ~ 2 |ap(\)|? |bg|?. Thereby,

with A defining a constant, it can be obtained:

m

P [y57%%(A) > x| T] < exp (—]\71/27€ qT — A) .

10

Then, integrating with respect to any density pr(.) of T leads
to:

P () > 0] = [PBZH0) > o | T pr(T) T

< exp (—Nl/zféq:v — A) .

This proves that, for any X;, P [§57°%(\;) > «] e 0.
—00
It remains now to prove that
max sup  [FETOS(N\) —Aress(\)| 3 0. This will

€T Ne[As Aiga]
be left to the reader as it follows the same proof as for x; of

@4). We have so P — 0.

N —o0c0

sup 40" (A) > @
Ae[02m)
4) Analysis of sup h“g” )‘ The proof of conver-
A€[0,2m)
gence of this quantity follows the same principles. We have:
M s T o MH
() = AN S

As previously, let I, be a m X m matrix containing 1
everywhere and let E(\) = D,,(\) I,, DZ()). Then:

dn()).

& 8ign . H H
Asign()) = 2R6[NTr(M5I‘6 M E)]

Let A(\) = M7 EM § and B = I" 8" be two matrix respec-
tively of size p x N and N X p. Defining a(\) = vec(A(N))
and b = vec(B), we have:

m

Astan () = %Re (vecT (A(N)) vec(B)) ,
_ %Re (a") MTEMeTy) "

(MPEM®Iy) Tel,) (TeL,)" j) ,
_ % ZRe(ak(A))Re(bk) — Tm(ax(\) Tm(be) -

LetusdeﬁneC() MAEM®Iy, D=T&IL, a(\) =

Np
C(Na(), b = Db, o = 3 (CT),,

=1

and di, =

Np
Z (D), ;- Using Lemma [I0] and the Markov inequality, it

s=1
can be shown that, for any fixed A € [0 27) and a constant 4

sup IIC(/\)ISHPIIDI> :

such that 0 < p <
A€(0,27)

P [459™(N) > =

Np —1
< exp (—Nm: = tog (1-1® (V) Jaif) ) -
k=1

As the matrix I' is absolutely summable, then, for all k,
|d;€|2 < K where K is a constant. Now, for all k, we have

e =D ZMl,SiMM et UM

P m
s=1 | I=1 j=1

p m m
<Y DY D IMus| > M ]
s=1 |1=1 j=1



The columns of M are absolutely summable. As p is fixed
and p < N, with K a constant, we have |c;(\)| < K. The
coefficients of the matrix I' being absolutely summable, for
all k, we have find a constant K3 such that |d; | < K3 . By

defining w as a constant small enough and p = \/—N such that

w2 ek |2 |di)? v 0s then, for all z >0 and A a constant,
— 00
we have the following inequality:

P[359m(\) > 2] < exp (—N1/2 wr — A) .
As  for ~4£ross()\), it remains to prove than
max sup  [5597(N) — A29n(\)] E% 0 and this
1€T Xe[Ns Aig1]

will left to the reader as it is the same as the proof of x;. We

sup 5597 (\) > @
Ae[02m)
right term of @) tends to zero when N 1s tends to infinity,

the proof of Theorem 1 is completed.

have proven than IP — 0. As the
N — 00

B. Proof of Theorem 3

TheA proof follow the same idea. With the notation C FPp =
T(Crp) where T is the Toeplitz operator defined in the
introduction, the equation to prove becomes:

HT(CFP) —Ev(ry) 7] C|| £3 0. (25)
This equation can be split as:
|7 (€rr) ~El(r 7 €|
<|[7(€rr-8)|+|7(8) -ERENTIC| .

Let us considering the following notations:

e S the matrix such as 2% 0, as Theorem 3 has

stated. As a reminder, S is the matrix defined by:

Zv
z:l

where ~ is the unique solution (if defined) of:

ywlywz7

where g @ = T co@) v:z = uog (z) and
Yz xo(r)
o If A = T (ao,...,am,l)T) is a Toeplitz matrix

(a—k = a}), we can define the spectral density as:

m—1
A(/\)é Z ay et F A

k=1—m
Finally, we denote by 4 ()\) the estimated spectral den-
sity of Toeplitz matrix A.

To prove the consistency, we will decompose, as for Theo-
rem 1, the equation (26) in two parts. As matrices T~ (C F p)

11

and C are Toeplitz, it follows through (I7):
HT (CFP) —Efv(rv) 7] CH

< sup 'Ays()\) - WE[”(TW)T]C()\)’ + HT (CFP - S) H
A€[0,27)

<x1+ Xxe, (26)

where x;1 = sup ﬁs(,\) — ~Elv(r7) T]C()\)‘ and
xef0,2m)

w=frcns -]

1) Part  I: convergence of X1 =

sup  |AS(N) = ABPENTIC(N)|: We  will  split  x;
A€[0,2)

into two sub-terms:

sup [35(3) = 4B IC ()|
A€[0,27)
< sw P -E[FP0)|
A€[0,27)
+ sup [B[55(0)] —4Fe0TIC0)]
A€f0,27)
< X11 + X1z,
- Sy T |48
where  x11 = sup [A°(\) —E {7 ()\)} ‘ and
A€f0,27)
Xi2 = sup E [,?S(/\)} _ ,Y]E[’U(T ) 7] C()\)‘
A€(0,27)
Part 1.1: convergence of x11: We will need the following
lemma:
Lemma 11. X
B =d(N)Sdn(h), 27
and:
E 550 =BG di)Indn(h), @8
_ 1 —ix —i(m-1A]T
where dm()\)—\/ﬁ{l,e —e

Proof: This is the same idea than for Lemma[3l First, we
can write:

m—1
AS(}\): ékelk)‘,
k=1-m
1 m—1 m—1N-1
ik 5
=N e > 80 85 rm Logjrham
k=1-m j=0 n=0
1 m— N-1
_ —i (I'=1) A % H
= m e Sin Syt n = dm(A) S dm(A)
1,I'=0 n=0

The first part of the Lemma is then proven. Concerning
E {ﬁs(/\)} , we can define D as the diagonal matrix containing

the {v(r; 7)}1-6[[07]\,,1]}. We obtain:

B[350)] =i E[S] du(h).

Y,DYZ

_dg(A)E[ ~ w}dm(/\).



Then expliciting each element of [E [Yw DYX } leads to:

N—1
(B[Y, DY) —E §:m%7mmm%m4,
N1 n=0
=S E[o(rn ) ] = NE () ] -
n=0

We obtain the following result: IE [‘ys(/\)} =
E[v(77) 7] di(A) I din (A).

The rest of the proof for xi; is the same as for Theorem

1 4m0s¢ but with T containing the {r;}, on its diagonal,
we will have ||T|_, ||D]||,, instead of ||T||_ . We obtain so
X11 2% 0 as m — o0.

Part 1.2: convergence of x12: Lemma [[1l and @7) give us
E[450)] = Blo(r) 7] d() Cdn ().

and E [v(77) 7] WC(/\) = E[v(rv) 7] dZ(\) Cd,,()). This
yields x12 = 0.

2) Part 2: convergence of X2 = HT(CFP — S)H It is
proven, in [43] that HCFP — SH 2% 0. Let J be a matrix

such that (J); ,_, =1 and 0 elsewhere. J ¥ contains 1 only
on the k" diagonal. As before, thanks to (IZ), we have:

m—1
7 (Crr=8) < swp | 3 (s e
Ae0,27) |9 0

Let us define 'T(Cpp) = ﬁ((fpo,...,fpm_l)T) with

fpi = fp and T(S) - L((so,...,gm,l)T) with
5_p = §;. We have:

m—1
sup (fpr, — 81) eF*
A€[0,27) k—1—m
m—1 1 m .
= — - 1 m| s
,\es[(lJlETr) k=1—m m; (fpk Sk) ‘ s
m—1
= sup |Tr <(CFP—S) i (JT)k e““>| .
A€0,27) m, .
1o k
1 TV JikA _ H .
Moreover mk:lz_m (I e d,,(\)dX()\). This
leads to:
|7 (crr-3)|
< sup |Tr((€rp—8) dm(N)dZ (A ]
e ((Crr=8) dunalin)
= sup |dF(N) (CFP - S) dm(/\)‘ :
A€(0,27)

12

For any vector x, the last equation becomes:

sup |dp;(A) (CFP - S) dm()‘)‘
A€[0,27)
< sup ’XH (CFP_S) X,
lIxll,=1
< o (Eer-8) x|, < Jorr 5]
llx[l,=1
Finally, we obtain:
H'T (CFP - S) H <||Crp -8

As HCFP —SH 2% 0 then X2 2% 0 and the proof of
Theorem 3 is completed.

APPENDIX B
PROOF OF THEOREM 2

As the proof is the same for Seom and Xpp, let 3
denote one or the other of these matrices.

From the equations (7) and ([@3), as §.,; = C~/2y;, 3 is the
unique solution of:
N-1

1 1 - .
T=g U (a yl G2y E yi) x
=0
a-1/2 Vi Yz'H a-1/2

Rewriting this equation with the {¥.},
Cc-1231/2 5 G1/2 o-1/2
] V-1 1 .
=5 D u (E v (0*1/2 Cc'/2m gl 0*1/2) X
i=0
S’wi) Ywi S’gw

we obtain the following relationship between X and 3

PN GRVY oVED Yo Lat ont Vel (29)
Then, equation (IT) can be rewritten as
[5-8|<|E-5| +|=-9| (30)

Concerning the second term of the right hand side of (30),

it is proven in [27] that the matrix S given by (@) is such that
Hz —§| @50, G1)

With 29), the first term of right hand side of (30) can be
rewritten as:

HE _ Z‘:H < Hc71/2 cl28cl/2@G-1/2 _$il/2 Cfl/QH

.

n Hz cl/2E12 % (32)

After left and right factorizations, we obtain:

[=-2] < e e -] |5 (ere e +1).

As ||C|| has a bounded support, ||C|| is bounded too since its
eigenvalues support converges almost surely toward the true
distribution. Moreover, Theorem 1 and Theorem 2 have proved
the consistency ||C — C|| % 0. This ensures the proof.
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