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A bstract

W e explain why aliasing can be detected In a generic tem porally—
sam pled stationary signal process. W e then de ne a conospt of sta—
tionarity that m akes sense for single waveform s. (T his is done with—
out assum Ing that the waveform is a sam ple path of som e underly—
Ing stochastic process.) W e show how to use this concept to detect
aliasing In sam pled waveform s. T he constraint that m ust be satis-

ed to m ake detection of aliasing possbl is shown to be fairly un-
restrictive. W e use sin ple ham onic signals to elucidate the m ethod.
W e then dem onstrate that the m ethod w orks for continuous-spectrum
sjgna]s| speci cally, for tin e serdes from the Lorenz and R osskr sys—
tam s. Finally weexplain how them ethod m ight pem it the recovery of
addiional nform ation about Fourier com ponents outside the N yquist
band.
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1 Introduction

D etection of aliasing from tem poral sam pls alone, w ith no restrictions on the
original continuous-tin e source, is In possible because any set of sam plesm ay be
reconstructed (using Shannon’s sinc lter) to a properly sam pled signal having
the sam e sam ples. H owever, quie often additional inform ation about the source
is availabl. It is, of course, obvious that tight constraints on the source would
pem it perfect reconstructions of vastly undersam pled signals. For exam ple, the
constraint that the data comes from a linear function of tin e m akes any two
sam ples su cient. A less extram e exampl is a signal wih a lower as well as

an upper frequency cuto (a bandpass signal). For bandpass signals, it is well-
know n that one can sam pk at a rate below tw ice the highest frequency while still
achieving perfect signal recovery (see [, p 138, theorem 133)).

W hat are the weakest constraints that one can put on the signal and still
get som ethjng| detection of aliasing, for exam plk? Here, we exam Ine constraints
of stationarity. In 1988 Hinich and W olinsky E] suggested a bispectral test for
detecting aliasing In tem porally sam pled stationary stochastic prooessesﬂ. The
test aroused som e controversy ,EI] which is exam ined in E,ﬂ]. In ﬂ] we show, In
detail, that the test does detect aliasing in som e signal processes and that it is the
constraint of stationarity that m akes the detection of aliasing possbl. Brie vy, if
we undersam pl a stationary process and then reconstruct a continuous-tin e signal
from the sam ples using the Shannon sinc ler, the reconstructed process w illnot,
In general, be stationary. In contrast, a proper sam pling ollow ed by reconstruction
w ill not destroy stationarity because this procedure jist reconstructs the original
signal. D etecting nonstationarity in the reconstructed process thus su ces to
establish the existence of aliasing In the tim e series, provided it can be assum ed
that the original signal was stationary. T hese resuls are reviewed in Section E

Applying these concepts requires either a random sam ple of the paths of the
process or an assum ption of ergodicity w hich m akes it possible to extract statistics
from a single sam ple path. In this paper we attam pt to generalize the resuls for
stationary processes to the m ore com m on case where we have only a single sam ple
path and can m ake no assum ption of ergodicity. In other words, we look for ways
to discover undersam pling in a tin e serdes drawn from a singlke waveform , which
m ay orm ay notbe a sam plk path of som e underlying stochastic process. W e de ne
sam pling stationarity, a form of stationarity that m akes sense for single waveform s,
and show that it can be used to detect aliasing In com plex, continuous-goectrum
signals. W e present reasons to believe that sam pling stationarity should be a

‘In the Hllow ing, we will use the tem s signal process or jist process for stochastic
signalprocesses. E xcept when we use the term s sam plk path fora realization ofa stochastic
process or random sam pl, the word \sam plk" w ill refer to tem poral sam pling.



gener:icﬂ property ofsignals and that the destruction of sam pling stationariy by the
process of undersam pling and reconstruction should occur quite generally. F inally,
we explain how itm ight bepossible to use the reconstructed sam ple statistics plots
R SS plots) that we use to detect aliasing to obtain additional Inform ation about
Individual Fourier com ponents beyond the N yquist frequency.

T he rem ainder of this paper proceeds as ollow s. A fter illustrating the key idea
ofthispaperw ith an exam ple in Section E, weproceed, In Section E, to dem onstrate
how a constraint of stationarity perm its the detection of undersam pling In som e
signalprocesses. Then in Section H we de ne sam pling stationariy. In Section @
we use exam pls to show that the conospt of sam pling stationarity does, Indeed,
enable detection of aliasing for nontrivial signals. In Section @ we consider the
case ofperiodic signals. Forthis class of signals, we provide a com plete explanation
of how (and when) the m ethod of high-frequency detection works. The possbl
extension ofthisexplanation to nonperiodic signals is then discussed In Section @ .
In Section @, we present som e reasons to believe that the plots that we have
used to detect aliasing m ay also be used to recover som e portion of the original
signals high—-frequency content. This is llowed by suggestions for further work
(Section E) and a conclusion that summ arizes the work iIn this paper (Section E) .
T wo appendices contain com putational and m athem atical details.

2 Example

T he key idea of our approach is captured by a very sin ple exam ple. Suppose that
we sam ple a squarew ave that takesthevalues 1 and 1. T here isa unigue properly
bandlim ited signal that has this tin e serdes as is sam pls. W e can com pute this
signalby applying the Shannon sinc Xer to our tin e series. W e m ay regard this
com putation as an attem pt to reconstruct the original continuous-tim e signal. If
we can regct this reconstructed signal as the source of our sam ples, then wem ust
conclude that the tin e series contains aliased com ponents.

N ote that ourgiven tin e serdes consistsonly of 1’sand 1’s. T he reconstructed
signal, on the other hand, is necessarily a continuous function of tim e, taking on
allvalues in the Interval [ 1;1] (and, in fact, beyond). Theonly way that we could
have obtained a sequence of 1’sand 1’sby sam pling the reconstructed signal is if
we had chosen a particular sam pling rate (or one of its subhamm onics) and a unique
shift of the sam pling comb. Any other com bination of sam pling rate and shift
would have produced a series that takes a continuum of values. T he probability

"W eusetheterm generic in a nontechnicalsense. T he term usually occurs in a situation
w here one would like to say \w ith probability 1" but w here no cbvious probability m easure
exists.



of having chosen the special sam pl rate and shift that give a sequence of 1’s
and 1’s is clearly zero, provided that our sam pling rate was chosen independently
of the source. W ith this proviso, then, we can repct W ith probability 1) the
hypothesis that our tin e series consisting of 1’sand 1’s cam e from sam pling the
reconstructed signal.

T he assum ption that the sam pling rate w as chosen independently ofthe source
is jasti ed In m ost (put not all) cases of practical In portance because we can rule
out any interdependence between the source and the sam pling rate on physical
grounds. For exam ple, if a signal produced by a distant source is sam pled at a
predetem ined rate, such a coupling is clearly out ofthe question | it would am ount
to believing that the process that produced the signal \knew " when we were going
to sam ple at a distant location.

W e can draw valid conclusions from a sam pled signal about Fourier com po—
nents beyond the N yquist frequency only ifwe can put constraints on the original
continuoustin e source. How can we characterize the constraints that we are in —
posing in this case? E ectively, we are assum Ing that the sam ple tin es which are
detem ined by the sam ple rate and shift) do not play a distinguished role in the
source. Show ing that the sam pling tin es are distinguished in the reconstructed
signalthen su ces to regct the reconstructed signal as the original source of the
sam ples.

How , then, can we extend this analysis to m ore general classes of signals? In
the case of a square wave (or any signal that takes on a nite num ber of values),
the appearance of the tin e serdes produced by sam pling the reconstructed signal
at the given sam pling tin es could not bem ore di erent from the appearance ofa
tim e series produced by sam pling at any other shift ofthe sam plng comb. Thus it
isclearwhat wem ean when we say that the sam ple tin es are distinguished in the
reconstructed signal. For m ore general signals, however, it is not so clear exactly
what it m eans for the sam ple tim es to be distinguished.

T here is one cbvious case in which we can be assured that the sam ple tin esare
not distinguished in the originalsignaland In which we can detect the distinguished
character of the sam ple tin es In the reconstructed signal. If the original signal is,
n fact, a stationary signal process, then, by de nition, no tin e is distinguished.
T he appearance of nonstationariy in the reconstructed signalwould then indicate
the presence of aliasing in the tin e serdes. T he detection of aliasing in tim e series
from stationary signalprocesses is the sub fct of the next section. Follow ing that,
we use our exam ple of sam pling from a square wave and insights from the case
of stationary processes to develop a m ethod for detection of aliasing in single
w aveform s.



3 D etection of A liasing in Stationary P ro-—
cesses

C onsider the case of detection of aliasing in stationary signal processes. W e start
w ith the sin plest stationary processes in agjnab]e| random ly shifted periodic sig—
nals. Ifwehave a wavefom , x (t), w ith period T , then we can produce a stationary

process by adding to t a random tim e shift, , that isevenly distriouted on [0;T).
A sam ple path of our process then has the form x (t+ ) for a particular choice of

Consider then the e ect of undersam pling and reconstruction on a sin ple sine
process,

x@{E)=sn@ ft+ 2 £ ); @)

where is evenly distrbuted on D;f !). If we undersampk wih a sam pling
Interval t, corresponding to the Nyquist band [ @ t) l; 2 t) l), and then
reconstruct via convolution w ith the sinc ler, we get the sine process given by

X, )= sh@ ft+ 2 £ ): @)

Here, f is the aliased frequency, given by f=f+ ke= twhere k ¢ is the unique
Integer that places £ in the N yquist band. The key point is that the phase of
the reconstructed signal is the sam e as the phase of the source even though the
frequency has changed to the aliased value f.Fora processw ith a single hamm onic,
the reconstructed signalrem ains stationary because thephaseterm ,2 £ ,isevenly
distributed on 2

Consider then a second signal process,

x)=snh@ t+ 2 )+ sh@ t+ 2 ); 3)

where isan integer multiple of and is chosen random Iy from the interval
O; l) . Since the tim e shift, , is the sam e for both com ponents, this is, for the
various values of , just a shifted waveform of a given shape. Since is evenly
distrbuted over the period, *, the process is stationary.

If we sam plk this process at a rate low enough for both com ponents to be
aliased and then reconstruct using the sinc Ier, we get

X, )= sh@ “t+2 )+snh@ "t+2 ); @)

where » and " are the aliased frequencies. A though the phase tem s, 2 and
2 , are still evenly distribbuted over 2 , they now correspond to di erent tim e
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Figure 1: P ot illustrating the nonstationarity ofa random ly shifted w aveform
that hasbeen undersam pled and then reconstructed. T he upper curve is the
sixth m om entﬂ The lower curve show s the process envelope. The original
process is given by Equation Fwih = 10, = 30, 2 D;1),and t= e.

shifts for the two com ponents. T hus, we no longer have a single shifted waveform
and we can expect, In general, that stationarity w illhave been lost.

W e illustrate this loss of stationariy on an exam plk by setting = 1:0 and

= 30 in Equation E and choosing a sampltine, t,equaltoe.W em ay detect
the loss of stationarity by exam ining the envelope of the reconstructed process.
W e de ne the envelope of a process, X ¢, as the support of the probability density
of X+ as a function of t. For a process produced by random ly shifting a periodic
waveformm , the envelope m ay be conveniently displayed by plotting the sample
paths corresponding to a representative collection of tim e shifts as In Figure EI
C learly, a stationary process must have a constant envelope. If we com pute the
envelope for the process de ned in Equation @ w ith the param eter values that
we have speci ed, we get an oscillating gure (see Figure ﬂ) This In plies that
the signal is nonstationary. In fact, it is cyclostationary w ith period equal to the
sam pling interval.

A s explained above, we do not lose stationarity when our original signal is a
single sine wave. Nor do we lose stationarity when ratios between frequencies are
pressrved under the aliasing. For exam ple, if t= 1:0 and the original frequencies
are (10=9;20=9;30=9), they would alias to (1=9;2=9;3=9) and we would cbtain
another stationary process. But this situation is very special (non-generic). In

7T he sixth m om ent was chosen r clarity of presentation. T he second m om ent rem ains
constant in this case. The fourth m om ent does oscillate but the scale of its oscillation is
too an allto allow m eaningfiil digolay of the m om ent and the envelope on the sam e scale.
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Figure 2: The sixth m om ent (upper curve) and the process envelope (lower
curve) ofthe process given by Equation[wih = 025, = 05, 2 D;4),
and t= 10.

general, m ore than one Fourier com ponent is present and we do not have the
specialrelationshpsbetw een the sam pling rate and the com ponent frequenciesthat
preserve ratios between frequencies when undersam pling. T hus, we expect that,
generically, a stationary process form ed by random ly shifting a periodic w aveform
w il Jose stationarity upon undersam pling and reconstruction .

W ithin the context of single shifted waveformm s, the destruction of stationar-
iy can occur in som e rem arkable situations. Consider that undersam pling and
reconstruction can break stationarity even when only one of the com ponents ( ,
say) is aliased and when aliases to or . In other words, stationarity can
be broken even when the two com ponents, affer undersam pling, lie right on top
of each other. W e can see this by choosing = 025, = 0{5,and t= 120
n Equation B T he envelope for the reconstructed process is shown in Figure E
w here the nonstationarity is apparent. (O foourse, we cannot possbly detect this
Joss of stationarity by exam ining only a single sam ple path, since the sam ple path
w ill never be m ore than a single sine wave of som e am plitude and phase.)

N ot all stationary processes are random ly shifted periodic waveform s. W hat
can we say aboutm ore general stationary processes? It is clear that, if there exist
no phase relationships between any of the Fourier com ponents of the process,
then undersam pling and reconstruction w illnot destroy stationarity. For a generic
stationary process, though, we would expect at least som e sets of com ponents to
exhibi phase relations. In that case, we would expect stationarity to be destroyed
because it isdi cult to In agine how the destruction of stationarity associated w ith
one set of com ponents could som ehow be canceled out by the presence of other
Incom m ensurate com ponents.



T his argum ent, together w ith the observation that there is sin ply no reason to
believe that stationarity should be preserved under undersam pling and reconstruc—
tion, suggests that the loss of stationarity should be a general feature of stationary
processes.

4 D etection ofA liasing in Single Sam ple P aths

The m ethod that we have just used to detect aliasihg in a sam pled stationary
process requires com plete know ledge of the discrete-tim e process obtained by sam —
pling the original continuoustin e source. U sually, however, we have availabl to
usonly a single sam pl path. T herefore, we require a m ethod for detecting aliasing
In a shgle waveform which m ay orm ay not be a sam ple path ofa stochastic signal
process.

W em ay develop such a m ethod by reconsidering the exam ple of sam pling from
a square wave discussed in Section E in light of our discussion of the e ect of un—
dersam pling on stationary signal processes. Recall that the sam pled tin e serdes
from the square wave takes on the valies 1 and 1. W em ay state this in statis-
tical Janguage by saying that the one-tin e probability density of the tin e series
consists of two D irac delta fiinctions centered at 1 and 1, resgpectively. Now , we
would have ocbtained the sam e one-tim e statistics if we had sam pled the original
square wave w ith any shift ofthe sam pling comb. W e w ill say that a waveform has
sam pling stationarity fora given sam pling interval ifthe onetin e sam ple statistics
do not change as the position of the sam pl comb is shifted along the wavefom .
O bserving that the original square wave had sam pling stationarity for the given
sam pling interval is essentially equivalent to saying that the sam pk times were
not distinguished in the souroeﬁ N ote that the signal obtained by applying the
Shannon sinc lter to the tin e series does not have sam pling stau'onar:ity| the
one-tin e statistics of the reconstructed signal vary dram atically w ith shifts ofthe
sam pling comb (see F igure E) . This Jack of sam pling stationarity corresponds to
the distinguished rok of the sam ple tim es in the reconstructed signal. O f course,
this distinguished role for the sam ple tin es iswhat allowed us to reect the recon—
structed signal as a candidate for the original source of the sam ples and, thus, to
conclude that the sam pled series contained aliased com ponents.

8N ote that the original square w ave does not have sam pling stationarity ©r a sam pling
Intervalequalto itsperiod. In general, a periodic signalw illnot have sam pling stationariy
w ith respect to sam pling intervals com m ensurate w ith is period. However, the set of
sam pling Intervals that are comm ensurate wih a given period has Lebesgue m easure
zero. C learly, the probability of choosing such a special sam pling Interval is 0 under the
assum ption that the sam ple tin es are chosen Independently of the source.



T his discussion suggests the follow ing test for aliasing in signals (ho underlying
stochastic process assum ed). Collect the statistics on the recorded sam ples. Re—
construct the signalat various shifts ofthe sam pling com b and collect the statistics
at these reconstructed sam ples. C om pare w ith the original statistics. W e use the
term \statistics" loosely, w ithout the assum ption that the sam ples are independent
sam ples of som e underlying probability distribution.) Ifwe nd that the recon—
struction hasdi erent statistics at som e shift ofthe sam pling com b, an assum ption
of sam pling stationarity for the original signal In plies that the reconstruction is
not the original signal and therefore that the signalwas undersam pled.

For this test to be at all usefi1], two questions m ust be answered:

1. A re typical signals characterized by sam pling stationarity?

2. Do typical undersam plings reconstruct to signals for which sam pling sta-
tionarity is violated?

T he answ er to question [ is clearly \yes" for sam ple paths of ergodic stationary
processes and for signals from ergodic dynam ical system s. It is also clear that
there are other classes of signals w hich possess sam pling stationarity. For exam ple,
generalperiodic signals (not just square w aves) possess sam pling stationarity ifthe
sam pling interval is lncom m ensurate w ith the signal period (a generic condition).
Below , we con ecture that sam pling stationariy is a generic property of signals.

The exam ples that we consider next suggest that the answer to the second
questions is also \yes".

4.1 Exam ples

In each of the exam ples listed below , the tin e series to which we apply our test
for aliasing was split Into two interleaving serdes, D 1 from the sam ples taken at
0,2 t4 t, ...] andD , from the samplestaken at [ ;3 ;5 t;:::]. The sample
statistics corresponding to D ; and D , are plotted in blue and green, resgpectively.
For original signals w ith sam pling stationarity, these two histogram s w ill colncide.
W e then produce a reconstruction from D 1, com puted at the tin es corresponding
to D 5. The sam ple statistics corresoonding to this reconstructed series are shown
In red. If the red histogram is signi cantly di erent from the blue, then the
reconstructed signal does not have sam pling stationarity.

E xam ple: For a periodic signal, the generic condiion of incom m ensurabik-
iy of the sam pling interval and the signal period im plies that the signal has the
property of sam pling stationarity. But we also nd that undersam pling and re—
constructing produces a signalthat doesNO T have sam pling stationarity, as ilhis—
trated in Fjgureﬂ. T he data for the plot were generated by sam pling ( t= e=16)
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Figure 3: Sam pl statistics of data and reconstruction from a square wave.
The plot show s sam ple statistics of the data in blue and green Which are
indistinguishabl) and the reconstruction in red. (See the beginning of Sec—
tion J] for an explanation of the blue and green histograms.) The red
histogram is obviously very di erent from the blue and green with which it
would coincide ifthe reconstruction had sam pling stationarity. The bluie and
green histogram s have been rescaled so as to m ake the three histogram s of
com parable height.

a sum of sinesw ith frequencies (0;1;2; ::;;10) and random am plitudes that ranged
between .78 and 1 22.

E xam ple: If our signal consists of a sum of sine waves w ith incom m ensu—
rate frequencies, then we cannot detect aliasing by this m ethod (see Figure E) .
A Though such a signalw ill have sam pling stationarity, the sam pling stationarity
w ill not be broken by undersam pling and reconstruction because it is In possi-
ble to have relationships between the phases of di erent Fourder com ponents (see
Section @) .

E xam ple: Thepreviousexam plkm ight lead to the suspicion that thism ethod
works only forperiodic signals (or step signals such as the square wave) . H ow ever,
the presence of incom m ensurate Fourier com ponents does not necessarily destroy
the ability to detect aliasing in a periodic waveform w ith m ore than one ham onic
com ponent. Figure |§ show s the result of combining a periodic waveform w ith
Incom m ensurate ham onics. T he totalpower in the ilncom m ensurate ham onics is
about 21% of the power in the periodic waveform . T he sam pling stationarity of
the origihalsignaland the breakdow n of sam pling stationarity w ith undersam pling
and reconstruction are apparent. T his show s that, as long as som e of our aliased
Fourier com ponents are comm ensurate w ith other com ponents, the m ethod can

10
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Figure 4: Sam ple statistics ofdata and reconstruction from a periodic signal.
T he blue and green histogram s coincide, indicating that the original signal
had sam pling stationarity. T he red histogram , show ing the statistics of the
reconstructed signal, is obviously very di erent from the blue, show ing that
the reconstruction does not have sam pling stationarity.
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Figure 5: Sam pl statistics of data and reconstruction from a sum of sine
waves w ith Incomm ensurate frequencies. The blue and green histogram s
coincide. T he red, show ing the statistics of the reconstructed signal, isNO T
obviously di erent.
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Figure 6: Sam pl statistics of data and reconstruction from a m xture of
a periodic waveform and ncomm ensurate ham onics. The blue and green
histogram s coincide. The red, show ing the statistics of the reconstructed
signal, is obviously di erent.

work.

Exam ple: So far, we have dem onstrated that the m ethod works for pure
periodic signals and for periodic signals m ixed w ith incom m ensurate ham onics.
Fjguresﬂ, E, andﬁ show that them ethod w orks form uch m ore com plex signalsw ith
continuous spectra. The signals are taken from the Lorenz and R ossler system s
(see Appendix B]).

T he success in detecting aliasing in tin e serdes from the Lorenz and R ossler
systam s suggests that the m ethod m ay work for a very broad class of signals.
Before attam pting to determ Ine how wide this class m ight actually be, we will
Jook at the periodic case In order to begin to understand the precise m echanism
of the m ethod.

42 A Closer Look at the Periodic C ase

If one sam pls a periodic signal Incom m ensurately w ih the signal period, the
sam ples end up m xing evenly around the waveform (see A ppendix ) . Thus, all
shifts of a sam pling comb w ith a sam pling Interval that is incom m ensurate w ih
the period w ill produce the sam e statistics. T his in plies that:

Theorem 1 A periodic signalwillhave sam pling stationarity with respect to any
sam pling interval that is incom m ensurate with the period of the signal

C onversely, sam pling w ith an interval that is com m ensurate w ith the period w ill,
in general, produce statistics that depend on the sam pling shift. T heorem [|| in plies

12
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Figure 7: Sam pl statistics of data and reconstruction from the x-coordinate

ofthe Lorenz m odel. T he blue and green histogram s coincide and the red is
clearly di erent.
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F igure 8: Sam ple statistics of data and reconstruction from the x-coordinate
ofthe Rosslerm odel. T he blue and green histogram s coincide and the red is
clearly di erent.
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Figure 9: Sam ple statistics of data and reconstruction from the z-coordinate
ofthe Rosskerm odel. The gure speaks for itself.

that:

Theorem 2 Every periodic signal has sam pling stationarity with respect to all
sam pling intervals except for a set of intervals with (Lebesgue) m easure zero.

T hus, the probability of choosing a sam pling interval for which a given periodic
signal does not have sam pling stationarity is zero, provided the interval is chosen
Independently of the signal.

W hat, then, isthe e ect ofundersam pling and reconstruction on this sam pling
stationarity? T he sam ple statistics are determm ined by the shape of the waveform
(see A ppendix for the exact formula). It can be shown that the process of
undersam pling and reconstruction is equivalent to sam pling the originalw aveform
at the sam e rate w ith the individual Fourier com ponents shifted w ith respect to
each other. W hen di erent com ponents experience di erent tim e shifts, the shape
of the e ective waveform changes. Consequently, the statistics change. W e now
explain this in detail.

W hen we sam pk a singl ham onic with frequency £ and phase ’ every t
tin e unis, we get the values

Va=sh @ fn t+ 7)) n2=z: o)
W e w ill tem porarily suppress the phase and rew rite this expression as
sh @2 fn t)= sh 2 fn t+ 2 kn)

) k
= sin 2 f+ — nt
t

14



for any integer k, so that the reconstruction of this com ponent at points 1+ s;2+
s;3+ s;:u:isgiven by

K
Yo = sin 2 f+—é m+s) t ; )

w here the reconstruction chooses precisely one of the integral k’s, which we will
callks, such that £+ k¢= tisin the nterval [ 1=2 t;1=2 t). W e can now rew rite
the reconstructed ham onic as

. ke ke
Yn;s=SJn 2 f+—t n t+ 2 f+—t st

=sin @ fn t+ 2 k¢gn+ 2 fs t+ 2 k ¢8)
=sin 2 fn t+ 2 fs t+ 2 k ¢5)

where we drop 2 ke¢n since ke is an integer. Thus, the reoonstructed signal has
sam pks at a shift, s, as though we were sam pling the original waveform , but with
the phase of the individual Fourier com ponent shifted by the amount 2 fs t+
2 kfs. The rst term amounts to a tine shift which is the sam e for all the
com ponents in the waveform . This in plies that these rst temm s do not change
the shape of the waveform and can be ignored. So we m ay consider the e ective
waveform (@t a shift s) to be

X
Aijsin(2 fin t+ 2 kgs+ ") )

i

w here we have reinserted the phase. Thetemm 2 k¢, s am ounts to a tin e shift that
is di erent for di erent £;. Thisdi erence in tin e shifts leads to a change in the
shape of the e ective waveform as s changes which in tum changes the samplk

For a given waveform , it is clear that alm ost any change in the shape of the
waveform w ill change the sam ple statistics. (For exam ple, a generic choice of s w ill
change the heights of the extrem a, changing the locations ofthe singularities in the
histogram . See A ppendix E .) Thus, we conclude that generically, pericdic signals
have sam pling stationarity which is destroyed by undersam pling and reconstruction .

4.3 N onperiodic Signals

Now , wewant to use the insight that we have gained for the case ofperiodic signals
to get a better understanding of the answers to the two questions at the end of
Section E W e begin with som e general questions about the kinds of signals to
which ourm ethod m ight possibly apply.
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Consider rst the case of transient signals. In order to be abl to tak about
sam pling stationarity at all, we have to be abl to take asm any sam pls as we
want (@t the given sam pling rate) In order to be abl to estin ate the onetim e
probability distribbution to arbitrary accuracy. This in plies that we must think
of our signals as functions of In nie time. In this context, any transient signal
has trivial sam pling stat]'onar:'[ty| the probability distribution is a delta function
at zero. By the sam e token, undersam pling and reconstruction w ill not destroy
this sam pling stationarity. Thus, we need to restrict our attention to persistent
(nontransient) signals.

W ihin the class of persistent signals, it is clear that we need the signals that
we oconsider to have wellde ned sam pl statistics for arbirary sam pling intervals
and shifts. G wven that we are discussing aliasing, our signals also need to have
a Fourder transform (in som e sense). T he set of signals w ith wellkde ned power
spectra which willhave, In general, singular com ponents) w ill clearly m ect these
criteria, although the actual class to which ourm ethod appliesm ay be larger. In
the ollow Ing, then, wem ay take the term persistent signal to refer to a signalw ith
a wellde ned, nonzero pow er spectrum .

Consider then the question of which signals have sam pling stationariy for
which sam pling Intervals. In the case ofperiodic signals, T heorem s[l] and ] provide
what is essentially a com plte ans«v'er| sam pling stationarity holds for generic
choices of signals and sam pling Intervals. At rst glance onem ight try to generalize
T heorem [|| to the Hllow ing:

Conjpecture 1 Every signal has the property of sam pling stationarity for every
sam pling interval t that is not comm ensurate with the period of any singular
com ponent of its spectrum . FALSE)

Unfortunately this con ecture is false asm ay be scen from the ollow Ing coun-—
terexam ple. If we undersam ple and reconstruct a signalw ith a purely continuous
spectrum (such as our signal from the Lorenz system ), we w ill Introduce no new
singular com ponents. T hus, the reconstructed signalw illhave a purely continuous
spectrum . If the con gcture were true, then, such a reconstructed signal would
have sam pling stationarity for all sam pling intervals by virtue of having no sin-—
gular com ponents. Yet it is just the lack of sam pling stationarity of this signal
w ith respect to the given sam pling interval that allow s us to detect aliasing in this
case. Thus, we know that there exist signals that lJack sam pling stationarity w ith
respect to sam pling Intervals that are not com m ensurate w ith any singular com po—
nent of their spectra and the con cture is false. H ow ever, the reconstruction of an
undersam pled signalhas a very special relationship to the intervalw ith which the
sam pling was done. T hus, one expects that resam pling the reconstruction w ih a
new sam pling Interval not related to the original interval w ill yield statistics that
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are again stationary w ith respect to shifts In the sam pling comb. Therefore, we
arrive at the ollow ing con gcture:

C onjcture 2 Every signal has the property of sam pling stationarity for every
sam pling interval t, except a set of t'swith (Lebesgue) m easure zero.

T his con cture In plies that, if one were to cbserve the reconstructed statistics
varying w ith changes in the shift, this cbservation would be enough to conclide
(W ith probability 1) that the sam ples cam e from an undersam pled waveform . In
other words, the truth of the con ecture would In ply that the detection of under—
sam pling by the proposed m ethod is generically free of false positives

N ext, we want to know when undersam pling and reconstruction of persistent
nonperiodic signals will yield new signals which have lost the property of sam -
pling stationarity. (In other words, we also want to know when we can get 8l
negatives.) T he analysis that we have presented for periodic signals suggests that
undersam pling and reconstruction should destroy sam pling stationarity for gen-—
eral persistent signals in which at least som e of the aliased Fourier com ponents are
com m ensurate w ith other com ponents of the signal. The reasoning is that each
Individual com ponent can be regarded as a part ofa fam ily ofham onics and that
the e ective shape of the waveform associated w ith this fam ily is changihg with
shifts of the sam pling comb. T here does not appear to be any reason to believe
that com bining di erent periodic wavefomm s, each of which is changing is sam ple
statistics w ith shifts of the sam pling com b, would result in sam ple statistics that
do not change. N ote that the condition that the original signalm ust have at least
som e com m ensurability w illbe satis ed by any signalw ith a nonzero continuous
part to is spectrum as well as by periodic signals. T herefore, it seem s likely that,
generically, persistent signals have sam pling stationarity that is destroyed by un-—
dersam pling and reconstruction. In order to tum this last statem ent into a well
de ned conecture, it w illbe necessary to de ne precisely what ism eant by \gener—
ically" in the case of persistent nonperiodic signals. T he question of exactly how
to de ne \persistent" m ust also be answered. Since the transform ation that takes
us from a waveform to sam ple statistics is extrem ely nonlinear, a proof is lkely to
be di cuk.

44 Recovery ofH igh-Frequency Inform ation

T he next question that presents itself isw hether or not we can recover inform ation
about individual aliased Fourier com ponents using the sam pling-shift dependence
of the reconstructed statistics. Ideally, we would lke to know how much of the
signalat an lndividual frequency, £, In theN yquist band com es from each frequency
that aliases to f.
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C onsider the one-tim e probability density of the reconstructed signal, p (x),
as a function of both x and shift s. W e call this two-dim ensional surface a Re—
constructed Sam ple Statistics RSS) plot. The RSS plot has dependencies on s
tied directly to the quantities k¢, . Each kg, In tum, detem ines the particular
copy of the Nyquist band in which is corresponding f; is located. This chain
of dependencies suggests that the RSS plot contains the inform ation necessary to
detem ine the contrlbution of each band to the signalat a given frequency in the
N yquist band. The nverse problam is greatly com plicated by the interaction of
the Fourder com ponents and the nonlinear \profction" that tums the waveform
iInto statistics. T his extrem ely nonlinear inverse problem is them ain ob fgct of our
current research.

5 D irections for Further Investigations

In addition to the work already alluded to on the inverse problem form ed by the
R SS plots, there are other issues to explore. Included am ong them are:

W hat are the e ects of noise on thism ethod for detection of aliasing?

W hat is the e ect of near com m ensurability of sam ple interval and signal
period?

W hat is the e ect of nite tin eserdes length?

How does the departure of the statistics of the reconstructed signal from
stationarity depend on the fraction of the total power that lies outside the
N yquist band?

These questions are In portant to the practical usefilness of the m ethod of
high-frequency detection/recovery.

6 Conclusion

A lthough the idea of detection of aliasing is typically dism issed w ith references to
the N yquist criterion and the Shannon reconstruction theorem , we have dem on-
strated that detection of aliasing is possible w ith what appear, at rst glance, to
be very weak prior assum ptions. T he key concept is that of sam pling stationarity.
W e em phasize that this concept m akes sense Hor singke waveform s. A lthough this
conospt arose in the consideration of step signals like square waves, is usefilness
extends far beyond these signals. In particular, our m ethod enables the detec—
tion of aliasing in sam ples from nontrivial waveform s such asm easurem ents from
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m otion on the Lorenz or R osskr attractors. A s indicated above, m any questions
rem ain. Som e of these are in portant for the practical utility of the concept of
sam pling stationarity and the associated R SS plots.

A Com putationalD etails

The calculations represented In the paper were done with M atlab. The Lorenz
equations,

x=  x)
y=xR z) vy (10)
z=xy bz;

were Integrated w ith param eter values of = 10, R = 28, and b = 8=3 using

M atlab’s \OD E 45" which is an adaptive step size routine. R elative tolrance was
set to the default value of 1:0 10 2 and absolute tolerance was set to the defaul
10 10 °. Initialconditionswere set at x = y= z= 1l.Values Porthe x,y,and z
coordinates were saved every 0.5 tin e units. 200,001 sam pleswere taken and split
Into two Interleaving tim e serdes each 100,000 sam ples ong. The rst serdes was
used to reconstruct a signal via convolution wih a sinc Iter of length 200,001.
These very long series and Iers were used to m inin ize the e ects of truncating
the convolution at the ends of the series. The histogram s for the reconstructed
signalwere com puted from them iddle 50% of the reconstructed series.
T he R ossker equations,

XxX= z Yy
y=x+ ay 11)
z=b+ z& <);

were integrated in the sam e way with a sam pling interval of 10 tin e units, and
param eter values ofa = 015, b= 02, and c= 10. In thisway 200,001 sam ples
were obtained and the splitting and reconstruction were done as described for the
Lorenz equations.

A N1 the histogram s presented here w ere origihally calculated from m uch shorter
tin e serdes (10;000 sam ples). T he features that allow us to conclide that aliased
com ponents are present w ere all clearly visble in the histogram sm ade from shorter
tin e serdes although, of course, the histogram s were considerably rougher. W e
conclude that the results that we have presented are certainly not an artifact of

niteJength tin e serdes.
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B Sam ple Statistics for a P eriodic Signal

If one sam pls a periodic signal, h (t), hcom m ensurately w ith the signal period
T, the sam ples end up m ixing evenly around the waveform ﬁ . The resulting his—
togram is proportional to the reciprocal of the derivative of the waveform . This
follow s from the fact that the probability of getting any particulart (position along
the waveform ) is uniform ly distrdbuted over 0;T) which in tum in plies that the
probability of the interval [y;y + dy) is the probability of the corresponding dt or
(1=T) (dy=h0 (t)) . M ore precisely, the probability density fory is

1 X 0 )
p) = T b &) 12)
t 2T ()
w here
T )= ftjt2 O;T);h® = vg 13)

[

N ote that the density willhave 1= (y) sihhgularities at the localm axin a and
minina ofh (). The form of the singularities follow s from the fact that a generic
waveform hasm axin a and m Inin a w ith nonzero second derivative.
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