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Abstract
The well known uncertainty product of communication theory for a signal in
the time domain and its Fourier transform in the frequency domain is studied
for a ‘composite signal’, i.e. a ‘pure’ signal to which a time-delayed replica is
added. This uncertainty product shows the appearance of local maxima and
minima as a function of the time delay, leading to the following conjecture:
the uncertainty product of a non-Gaussian composite signal can be
smaller than that of the ‘pure’ signal.
As an example this conjecture will be proven for the derivative of the Gaussian
signal and for the Cauchy distribution. The effect on the uncertainty product
of adding a delayed scaled replica of a signal to the original signal in the time
domain leads to an important possibility for interpretation in the study of the
reverberation phenomenon in echo-location signals of dolphins.

PACS numbers: 41201, 4330, 0250

1. Introduction

Consider a possibly complex-valued signal s(t) € L*(R); then its Fourier transform
oo
5() = / exp (—27j f1)s(1) dr
—00
is again square integrable over the real axis, §(f) € L?(R), and we have Parseval’s equality

||s||2=/ |s(r>|2dr=f SCHIRASf = [5]2

oo
The functions |s(¢)|?/ f_oooo Is(2))>dt and |5(f)|?/ f_oooo I5(f)|* df canbe seen as densities
in the time (respectively frequency) domain.
Introduce the mean time and frequency by

S tls@)]* dr Joo FIS(HIPAS
S Is@)2dr Joo 5(HIPAS
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Figure 1. UP for the composite Gabor signal, = 7.

and the variances by

oF = / (- DsOPd o= / f — RS, @

oo
Relating time duration and frequency width as At = 2mwo, and Af = 20 we then arrive
at the following uncertainty product (UP for short):

AtAf = 4wo,04. 3

The normalization used in (3) leads to the following well known inequality (reminiscent
of Heisenberg’s uncertainty principle from quantum mechanics) for the uncertainty product:

AtAf > 1 4)

where the equality sign holds if and only if s() = ¢ exp(—at?) (a > 0, ¢ € C\ {0}), the
Gaussian signal (or Gabor’s elementary signal), cf Gabor [1], Merzbacher [2].

The inequality in (4) appears to be of primary importance in the study of dolphin echo-
location signals. It is known today that dolphins possess a very sophisticated detection and
ranging system which is based on the use of very short-duration ultrasound pulses. It has been
shown that all of these signals share a remarkably small bandwidth given their time duration.
This property of maximum ‘concentration’ in time and frequency (AtAf > 1) justifies the
estimate or approximation of the signal by a parametric waveform model, the elementary Gabor
function. This estimate leads in many cases to a representation of the dolphin echo-location
signal by a main pulse and a time-delayed replica, the latter due to a reflection inside the
animal’s head [3].

In order to give an interpretation of the values (significantly greater than unity) found for

these signals, Kamminga and Cohen Stuart [3] studied the following Gabor model:
s(1) = exp (—air*) exp[j (@of + gl +y exp [~ (t — ©)]exp {jlo(t = D) +¢)]}. ()
Their plot (p 243, figure 6) shows an interesting phenomenon: if AtAf (UP) is plotted as
a function of the time delay t, for fixed o, a2, w, @1, ¢z, y then it has local maxima and
minima. However, of course, the actual value never drops below the lower bound of unity
given in (4), the value attained by a pure Gabor signal (5) with y = O (cf figure 1 in this Letter,
plotting AtAf for (5) witha; = ap = 1, ¢; = 9o =0, @ = 7 (an arbitrary choice) and y as
indicated).
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Figure 2. UP for a young Phocoena phocoena echo-location signal.

In figure 2, a plot is reproduced based on an actual recorded echo-location signal of
a young Harbour porpoise (Phocoena phocoena). The dominant frequency is 137 kHz,
y = 046, v = 18 £ 0.5 us. This value of the time delay coincides amazingly well with
one of the local minima in the UP plot.

The plots given lead to two questions:

(i) Does this phenomenon also occur in other types of signal?

(i) If so, is it possible to find a time delay such that the uncertainty product of the composite
signal is smaller than that of the pure signal?

Both questions will be answered in the affirmative for the signal that can be given by the
derivative of the Gaussian function and for the signal given by the Cauchy distribution. It is
conjectured that in general

the uncertainty product of a non-Gaussian composite signal can be smaller than that
of the ‘pure’ signal.

The outline of this Letter is as follows: first, in section 2, the effect of scaling on the
uncertainty product will be discussed and then in section 3 the behaviour mentioned in the
conjecture will be shown to be true for the derivative of the Gaussian signal, while in section 4
the same will be done for the Cauchy distribution. This is followed by a discussion of some
possible implications of this behaviour for the interpretation of models in signal analysis
(section 5). Then, in section 6 we reproduce some mathematical formulae to calculate the
required quantities and finally a selected list of references is given.

2. Theoretical remarks

Define the ‘moments’ of the densities by

ut,sz t*ls(0)|* dt uf,sz FASHIPdf (keN). (6)

[e¢]
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The formulae in (2) can then be written as

2 2

wo B e (B

o2 = Mz _ <;> ok = B2 _ <_f> , @
M0 M0 Ko Ko

These formulae make it easy to prove the following theorem concerning scaling invariance.

Theorem 1. Let the Fourier pair s, § have uncertainty product At Af; then the Fourier pair
s1, §1 with time domain representation s|(t) = s(,t), A > 0, satisfies

AitALf = AtAF ®)

where the index indicates the values for the scaled functions.

Proof. For s; we find
1
Mz(k) = Mz,k/)‘kJr1
and its Fourier transform 5, (f) = %E (%) satisfies

1 k=1
M;i =77 WUfk-

Inserting these into (7) and (3) we arrive at (8). O

3. The derivative of the Gauss distribution

Consider the composite signal that is based on the derivative of a Gaussian function:

s(t) = e exp(jowt) + y(t — 1)exp (—(t — 7)%) exp(jo(t — 1)) ©)]
where w, T € Rand y > 0.
Using the formulae from section 6 we calculate

Lo = j—t\/g[l +2y(1 — %) exp (—1%/2) cos (wT) + y?]

1 |n 5 )
Uil = 1 E{VT[(l —17)exp (—17/2) cos (a)t)+y]}

T 16
The Fourier transform is given by

5(f) = =i/ [L+y exp (<2mieh)] (f = 5= ) exp { = 7°Lf — 0/ @)L}, (10)

Again using the formulae from section 6 yields

[0 = %\/g[l +2y (1 — %) exp (—17/2) cos (wT) + ¥ 7]

Win i\/gp +2y (3 — ¥ exp (—1%/2) cos (w7) + (3 +417)y?].

[y = %\/g{a)+ 2y exp (—7%/)[w(1 — %) cos (w1) — T(3 — ) sin (07)] + wy?}

1
i =T /%(3 + 0 + 2y exp (—12/2{[3 — 67° + ) + w* (1 — T%)] cos (wT)
T

—201(3 — %) sin (07)} + 3 + 0?)y?).

From the explicit expressions given above the uncertainty product can be calculated.
Figure 3 gives the plot as a function of 7 for the example with @ = 7 and the values of y
indicated; the pure signal has value 3 (as it is obvious that we have an even function in 7, only
values T > 0 have been used).
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Figure 3. UP for the composite Gauss-derivative signal, w = 7.

4. The Cauchy distribution

We now turn to the composite signal based on a Cauchy-type signal
exp (jot expjo(t —t
sy = SGen | expliot — o) i
1+1¢2 1+(t—1)2
where w, T € Rand y > 0. The moments are

o= 5 [ ]

T 4 cos (wT)
M1 = 57/7 |:7,'ZT +J/]

b4 242 o 2
Mo = 7 |:1 +4ycos(wr)m +(1+t7)y } .

Its Fourier transform is given by

5(f)=m[l+yexp(=2mjtf)]exp[ — 27| f — w/(2m)l] (12)
and the moments by

8
y cos (wT) N y2i|

_z 1+
Hro=75 244
1 wcos (wt) 27 sin (wT)
=-w(l+y>)+2 —
tpr = god+y?) ”[ 244 (r2+4)2]

_ 1 1(1+ 2) 2+1 w2 w?cos (wt) 4ot sin (wT)
re=on ey Y\ T 2) T | T g (12 +4)?

2(4 — 372) cos (wT) ] }
+ )

(r2+4)3
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Figure 4. UP for the composite Cauchy signal, = 7.

From the explicit expressions given above the uncertainty product can be calculated.
Figure 4 gives the plot as a function of t (as it is obvious that we have an even function in 7,
only values 7 > 0 have been used) for the example w = 7 and the values of y indicated; the
pure signal has value /2.

5. Conclusion and discussion

The effect on the uncertainty product of adding to a signal a delayed scaled replica of that
signal offers important possibilities for the interpretation of the echo-location sounds emitted
by dolphins, especially for dolphins emitting sounds of a polycyclic sonar character (containing
more than six complete cycles). Due to the ever-present reflection (originating inside the head
of the animal) which is added to the main signal, a UP-value and time delay are found which
are surprisingly close to the location of one of the minima in the theoretical plot. Here the
animal seems to turn the liability of an ever-persistent reverberation into an asset.

The experimental data imply that not only a main contribution to the signal exists, but also
a secondary one of a similar form. The peak values of the envelopes of the main (respectively
secondary) contribution were found to have a ratio roughly between 3 and 1.5 (cf [3] and [4]).

The examples show that the composite signal can have a smaller uncertainty product than
a pure signal of the same form. The data suggest that nature strives to obtain a minimal value
for the uncertainty product, even where it does not take the shape of a Gaussian signal, but that
of a species-dependent waveform having a time-delayed copy attached to it.

If we calculated the theoretically optimal time delay, and the value of y and w, and
compared this with the experimentally found distance between the main and secondary peaks,
we could give an indication of to what extent the theoretical model of composite signals leads
to a better understanding of the process of echo-location used by dolphins and the dependence
of the time delay on morphological features of the species.

6. Some formulae

For the sake of completeness the explicit values of integrals used to calculate the uncertainty
products in the sections 3 and 4 are given below (cf [5] and [6]).
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6.1. Moments

o0 Tk +1/2)

exp (=217 dt = — (k € N)

—
3

1 |
v? exp (—2v2) cos (2tv)dv = Z\/;(l — rz) exp (—r2/2)

—
3 3

1
v exp (—2v?) cos 2rv) dv = E\/§(3 — 62+ thHexp (—12/2)

—
3 3

3

1
v3 exp (—2v?) sin 2tv) dv = g\/gt(fi — 19 exp (—1%/2)

3

dr _/00 dt .
@+ (=12 +1D2 2
tdr TT

(t—1)2+1)2 2

3

T

o0
f"" #dr 7w
e 24122
/oo 12 d¢ 1+ 2)71
_— = T p—
oo (1 =T)2+1)2 2
/"O dr . 2
oo HD((—T)2+1)  T2+4
/‘°° ¢t dr _nT
oo (P2 D((t—T)2+1)  T2+4
o0 t2de 242

D@02+ T+d

3

‘\é\

1
exp(—22nf —w|)df = o

3

/ fewp (22 f —whdf = 1o

] 5 (,()2+1/2
/ frexp(=22nf —w)df = 873
—0 T
/oo exp (=227 f —w|)cos QrTf)df = %

00 1
/ fexp (2212w f —wl) cos Crrf)df = n? [ 12+ 4 (2 +4)2

wcos (wt)  2tsin (wr)]

/oo frexp (=227 f — w|) cos Qurf)df

1 [w?cos(wt) 4dwtsin(wt) 24 —372)cos (wT)
= — - +
273 2+4 (12 +4)2 (t2+4)3
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6.2. Fourier transform formulae

s(t) = texp (—1?)
§(f) = —m/mjfexp (-1 f?).

If {s(¢), S(f)} is a Fourier pair, then also

{exp (jot)s(t), § (f - %)}

and

{s(t = 1), exp (=27jr /)5 ()}
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