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Toward the detection of gravitational waves under non-Gaussian noises I.

Locally optimal statistic
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Abstract:

After reviewing the standard hypothesis test and the matched filter technique to

identify gravitational waves under Gaussian noises, we introduce two methods to deal with non-
Gaussian stationary noises. We formulate the likelihood ratio function under weakly non-Gaussian
noises through the Edgeworth expansion and strongly non-Gaussian noises in terms of a new
method we call Gaussian mapping where the observed marginal distribution and the two-body
correlation function are fully taken into account. We then apply these two approaches to Student’s
t-distribution which has a larger tails than Gaussian. It is shown that while both methods work well
in the case the non-Gaussianity is small, only the latter method works well for highly non-Gaussian

case.
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1. Introduction

The large-scale cryogenic gravitational wave
telescope (LCGT) now known as KAGRA started
its construction in 2010 in deep underground at
Kamioka mine. Recently its tunnel excavation, which
started in early 2012, was successfully completed,?
and the installation of a laser interferometer® has
started toward the first direct detection of gravita-
tional waves (GWs) in competition or cooperation
with the advanced LIGO* and the advanced Virgo®
detectors one century after Einstein proposed general
relativity and predicted gravitational waves which
propagate with the speed of light.

Among the four known elementary interactions
in nature, gravity is by far the weakest force. Its
high penetrating power would convey informations
on deep inside celestial bodies and the very early
Universe. On the other hand, this same property
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also makes it very difficult to catch the signal. This
is why no one has ever succeeded in direct detection
of gravitational waves. Indeed it is a problem to
extract a tiny signal out of much larger detector
noise, and it is attempted by using a matched filter of
expected signals. If detector noise is distributed
Gaussian, we have a fairly straight forward technique
as reviewed in the next section. However, the actual
noises are known to be highly non-Gaussian. There-
fore we must invent appropriate methods to deal
with these non-Gaussianity so that we would not
miss the signal.

In this article, first we present a mini review of
signal detection under Gaussian noise, and then
introduce two methods toward detection of gravita-
tional waves under non-Gaussian noises to prepare
for the forthcoming KAGRA. So far several papers
have been written to deal with non-Gaussian noises
for GW observations.® %) However, they are mostly
based on some specific non-Gaussian distributions
such as double Gaussian, exponential,” x? and
Student’s t-distributions.®) Here we try to be as
model independent as possible, since we do not know
the actual noise distribution a priori.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows.
After a short review on signal detection under
Gaussian noise in §2, in §3 we incorporate small
deviation from Gaussian distribution in terms of the
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Edgeworth expansion and calculate the likelihood
ratio with it. In §4 the case with strong non-Gaussian
noise is handled by a new method called Gaussian
mapping, and the likelihood ratio test is formulated
with arbitrary non-Gaussian marginal distribution.
Then in §5 we apply the results of §§3 and 4 to a non-
Gaussian distribution called Student’s t-distribution
which is a symmetric distribution with a larger
tail than the corresponding Gaussian distribution.
Finally §6 is devoted to conclusion.

2. Signal detection

Here we first present a minimal review on signal
detection and describe optimal statistics and filter
under Gaussian noise.”

2.1. Hypothesis testing. We first consider a
hypothesis test using a time sequence of a detector
output z(t) and a GW signal (if any) h(t). There are
two distinct cases with and without nonvanishing
signals h(t). The former is expressed as H; or simply
by 1 when we measure the sum z(t) = n(t) + h(t) as
the output, and the latter by Hy or 0 measuring only
noises z(t) = n(t).

There are two kinds of errors associated with
hypothesis testing. One is the false alarm (FA)
claiming detection without actual signals, whose
probability is given in terms of the conditional
probability Prq = P(1|0). The other is false dismissal
(FD) missing detection even if signal is there, given
by the probability Prp = P(0|1). We wish to max-
imize the detection probability under a fixed FA
probability or significance level.

An extremely useful theorem (although called
lemma) is Neyman-Pearson’s Lemma.'® Using the
likelihood ratio A(z),

PO’ !
we define a test such that

reject null hypothesis Hy if  A(x) > k

adopt null hypothesis Hy if A(x) <k
where k satisfies

P(A(z) > k|0) = .

Then the lemma states that this is the most powerful
test at the significance level «. In other words, this

test gives the largest detection rate under a fixed false
alarm rate «. If there is a free fitting parameter, one

Standard references for this section include (Refs. 11, 12,
13, 14).
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must first fix it by maximizing A(z) before applying
the test.

This lemma shows the importance of the like-
lihood ratio or the noise distribution function.

2.2. Signal detection under Gaussian noise.
Here we consider the case with random Gaussian
noise. Discretizing the time sequence as z(t;) = z; the
likelihood ratio reads

Aw) = exp = 5 (a1 = R (K)o = )

1 _
+ §$Z(K 1)ij‘r]':|
1
= exp (qwﬁz 3 hiQi) 2]

where Kj; = (n;n;) is the noise covariance matrix or
the two-time correlation function, and ¢; = (K 1)k,
or h; = Kj;g;. Here and throughout, summation over
repeated indices in the same term is assumed. In the
continuum limit, we find

(n(t)n(t")) = K(t,t') and h(t) z/K(t,t’)q(t’)dt’. 3]
Thus the log-likelihood ratio

A) = [ a5 [ anod o
can be maximized if a linear correlator

G= /q(t)x(t)dt [5]

is maximized. This is the linear matched filter for a
known wave form h(t).

Let us summarize some properties of this
matched filter. The expectation value without any
signal is simply equal to zero, Eo{G} = 0, whereas
that with signal h(t) reads

B (G} = / g(O)h(t)d. 6]

The variance is given by

Var{G) = / o(Oh(t)dt 7

irrespective of whether signal exists or not. We thus
find the signal-to-noise (SN) ratio

S E{G} /

—_—— = t)h(t)dt. 8

- 1) KOUCT
From this result we deduce that when the linear
matched filter is maximized, the S/N ratio is also

maximized for Gaussian noises.
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2.3. Frequency domain. It is often useful to
work in the Fourier space with frequency f rather
than dealing time sequence directly. Assuming sta-
tionary mnoise, its correlation function has time
translational invariance, and we find

(n(t)n(t)) = K(t )
—5 | sdmeritag, )

[o¢]

where S,(|f]) = 25,(f) is the one-sided power spec-
trum of noise. From

h@—/Mﬂ*Ww

/Kt—t

/Sn |f| 727r7,ft t)df [10]
we find
o 2h(f)
1= 5.0 -

We therefore obtain

G:/q(t):r(t)alt:/%df7 [12]

and the log-likelihood ratio

2N
@) = [ =Y

2h(f)R"(f)
—5 | — T df, [13]
2/ Su(lf1)
for Gaussian noise.
2.4. Optimal filter. One can consider the

question which filter F'(t) is optimal, or maximizes the
S/N ratio. Defining
t)dt = / E(f)&*(f)df,

Gr= [ Flta

we find the expectation value in the presence of a
signal and the dispersion of G are respectively given
by
B(Gr) = [ PR (1)df,
1 n [
Var(Ge) = 5 [ SUEDE(Daf. (1

If we define an inner product by

.50 =5 [ Sullfats)

[14] is expressed as

(fdf,

[Vol. 90,

E{Gr} = |F(f),

2h(f)
Su(lfD ]

Var{Gr} = [F(f), F(/),
so that the S/N ratio is expressed as

. B, 20N

This shows that the S/N ratio is maximized when
F(f) =2h(f)/Su(|f]). That is, the linear matched
filter [12] used in the Gaussian likelihood function
[13] maximizes the S/N ratio.

Note, however, that the above property holds if
and only if noise distribution is Gaussian. For generic
non-Gaussian distributions, there is no reason that
the linear matched filter [12] is optimal. We should
instead consider some non-linear filters in general.
In the next two sections, instead, we consider the
likelihood ratio test under non-Gaussian noises
directly.

2.5. Locally optimal statistic.
ing, however, we define a locally optimal statistic.
In the actual detection of GWs, the wave form has a
number of undetermined parameters. As mentioned
above, we maximize the likelihood function over
these parameters. Among these undetermined pa-
rameter is an overall amplitude of GWs, &, which
depends on the distance to the source. Let us consider
the case it is the only remaining parameter,
quantifying N discrete sequence of the data as
T =mn; + Eﬁj with Zf\il |}ii|2 =1.

Then the likelihood ratio depends on & as
A(z;e) = P(z]e)/P(2|0). If the amplitude was large
enough we could detect GW without any sophisti-
cated statistical treatments, so what matters as a
likelihood test is the case € is very small. We may
therefore expand the likelihood ratio with respect to
€ as

Before proceed-
16)

2
Azse) = 1+ el (z) + %AQ(:E) +

The locally optimal statistic is defined by the first-
order coefficient

1 d
A](I‘) - P(SL’|0) & (‘T|€) —
d
= %ln A(z;e) R [16]

and it controls the entire likelihood ratio in case GW
amplitude is small.
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3. Signal detection under weakly non-Gaussian
noise distribution

Since Gaussian noise is fully characterized by the
covariance matrix or the two-body correlation
function, any nonvanishing higher-order cumulants
or reduced correlation functions are signatures of
non-Gaussianity of the probability distribution func-
tion (PDF), P(z). We incorporate effects of these
nonvanishing higher-order cumulants to PDF and
likelihood function to find the locally optimal
statistics. The Edgeworth expansion'” provides such
a framework to incorporate them around the normal
distribution, ¢(y) = e ¥/2/y/2x, in relation with
the central limit theorem. Here and hereafter, the
variable y (as well as y;, or y, introduced later)
denotes a normalized quantity with a vanishing
mean and a unit variance such as y =z/0, with

(@?).
First we expand P(y) in terms of ¢(y) and its
derivative as

Oy =

% (=) H:(y)e(y) [17]

where the second equality follows from the definition
of the Hermite polynomial. From its orthonormality,
the coefficients are given by

¢ = (—)’”/: H,(y)P(y)dy. 18]
Using
Ho(y) =1, Hi(y)=y, Hy)=y" -1,
Hy(y) =y* =3y, Hily)=y'— 62 +3,... [19]
we find
=1 =0, =0,
s=—"), a=")-3,.... [20]

Now let us consider a random variable £ which
is a sum of N statistically independent variables
with the same mean (&) =m; and the variance
<(£j_m1)2> :0% (J: 1727N) as

E=6+&6&+.. +&.

The central limit theorem asserts that the PDF, P(y),
of a variable y= (£ —m)/o, where m =(£) and
02 = ((6 —m)?) = No? are the mean and the var-
iance of &, approaches the normal distribution as N

increases.
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We can relate the characteristic function for the
PDF P(y), ¥(z), with that of one component PDF,
Py(y;) with y; = (§ —m1) /oy as

> iz im
o= [Py = )

oo

N
= <exp lzz L _ ml] >
J=1 \/ﬁal

G om

where Uy(z) is the characteristic function of Pi(y;).
Now we define the following expansion

eTU(2) = l ) THIP(y)dy =y c—, (—iz)™  [22]

00 m=0"""
and compare with [17]. Then using the identity,
/ ™ (y)dy = (—iz)"e ¥, 23]

as well as the following relation between the
characteristic function and the generating function,
®q, of y1’s cumulant A,

® o~ A
m
i) =m0, @) =) S )

m=0

SrEHA)]

Then the j-th coefficient can be expressed by j-th
and lower—grder normalized cumulants and inverse
powers of N; for example,

) B
3 \/ﬁ7 4 Na
o IRt
o= —Fm G- tOFe [

The Edgeworth expansion is obtained by rear-
ranging these coefficients in powers of N~1/2 as

P(y) = o) - 5 ¢V 1) + 110 ()

102
+ =B o0(y) +.

= " [27]
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or equivalently,

Ply) = |1+ 33 Ha(y) + 15 Hi(y)
1072
1L Ho(y) + .| (), [28]
where 3 = Ag/\/ﬁ and v4 = Ay/N.

This is the way we can incorporate higher-order
cumulants around the otherwise Gaussian distribu-
tion. We note that although the derivation here is
based on the approach to the Gaussian distribution
on the basis of the central limit theorem, the same
type Edgeworth expansion can also be found in the
context of nonlinear evolution of density fluctuations
starting from random Gaussian linear fluctuations.®)
In our problem, we of course put y =z/0 where z
is the detector output. But we may have a different
control parameter than N which quantifies deviation
from Gaussian depending on the nature of the
underlying distribution.

Extention to a multivariate case around Gauss-
ian PDF of N discretized time sequence of noises n; is
possible starting with the original noise PDF in the
Gaussian limit,

P[{ni}]dNn

N
= ;exp [— Z n]—(KI)jem)] dVn,
(2m)" | K| =1
|K| = det K [29]

which can be diagonalized by a real unitary matrix U
as n; = jgd)[

i (K1) jyme

DN | =
)

= ¢j(UTK71U)j5W
N N

-> a3
p= p=

Yp = ;7 [30]

where A, (p =1 — N) are eigenvalues of the matrix
K~ For each y, we can apply the Edgeworth
expansion independently, to yield

N

7 g
Powl{y}] =[] |1+ % Hs(yp) + ﬁ Ha(yy)
1 ! !
(p)2
10
+ gj” H(yp) +---|elyp)  [31]

The log likelihood function ratio reads
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N (p)
In Apw = (Gaussian part) + 21 140 ’Ys - Hydy)
p=
(p) 10 ‘(p)2
74 - Ha(Gp) + gf He (i) + - ..
(p) (»)
_ Zln 1+ Hg(yp) ﬁfﬂ(yp)
(p)2
10.
+ 6? Hg(y,) + [32]
where
/(/)p 1 i ~ 1 + ~
Yp = 077 = ;pUp]nJ’ Up = UT,UW(n] —eh;)
dln AEW
de o
= (Gaussian part)
(») (p)
0 gl
N LH:/i( b) + LHQ(%}) + .
3! 4! ” ,
=2 ND Vg,
T+ %H?:(yp) + ﬁHéL(yp) +
[33]

If we expand logarithm in the right hand side of [32],
which is valid if deviation from Gaussian is small,
we find

<p>
In Agw ~ (Gaussian part) + Z Hg(ﬂp) — H3(yp)]
p=1
N ,Y(p
Zf Hy(p) — Ha(yp)] +
:1 :

From this expression, the locally optimal statistic
reads
dln AEW
de e=0
~ (Gaussian part)
N [_( (p)

73 2 V4 3 i ﬁj
- E - - 1)+ = -3 U —+ ...
=1 2 (yp )+ 6 (yp 2 Moy "

[34]

For the case of stationary noise, we can obtain
more explicit expression by virtue of the discrete
Fourier transformation. Suppose that the data is
sampled with a time interval A from ¢t = 0 to Ty =
NA, namely, at {; =jA (j=1, 2, ..., N). Then the
discrete Fourier transform of n( ) is given as
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N
— A ) 35
j=1
at fmzﬁwrchm——ﬂ ——+1 0,1,...,%7
assuming N is an even number. Its inverse reads
727rz"”
n(t) = 5 A Z (fm)e % [36]
In the stationary Gau551an PDF
P[{’I’Ll}]dNTL
B 1
N
(2m) " || K]
1 &
X exp| = > n(t) KMt — ton(t) A* | dVn,
Jit=1
37]

we can expand the inverse covariance function as

K7t — to) NAZK L(f,)e 2m=0%  [34]
so that we find

N

> n(t) Kt — to)n(te) A
Jt=1
N3A3 Z fm ) (fq)A N57n+pNN6q -p,0
m,p,q=1

= ﬁ Z ﬁ(f]\f_p)ff(\:l(fp)ﬁ(fp)

N S
ORI 39

where we have used an identity 2(f,) = 7" (fv_p)-
Using the discretized version of eq. [9], we find

Ki(f,) = —" ffp) ,

<|ﬁ(fp)|2> = n(fp) obs = 20 [40]

It is simpler to consider two real valued quantities,
nr(fp) = Ren(f,) and n;(f,) = Imn(f,) than deal-
ing with a complex variable n(f,) itself. Under the
distribution [37], these variables satisfy (i%(f,)) =
(07(f5)) = Su(fp)Tovs/4 and (Ag(fy)r(f,)) =0, and
they do not have any correlation with modes of
different frequencies.
Hence we can identify

ﬁRffp)

Op Op

and

and gy, = nu(hy) [41]

ypl =
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in [30]. Then the locally optimal statistic correspond-
ing to [34] reads
din A EW
de

e=0

~ (Gaussian part) —
p

i=1 p;i=1
+ 'Yflpi) ( 3 3 )+ Et(f[h) [42]
6 yp yp[ 5_[)1 bl
with (.f[h) R’e ﬁ(fp1) and hQ(fP ) — Imh(fpz)
where J, h(f,,) is the Fourier transform of h(t;).

4. Gaussian mapping

The Edgeworth expansion discussed in the
previous section works if and only if deviation from
Gaussian is small. In order to deal with more realistic
cases with larger deviation from Gaussian, we
introduce the following new method which we call
Gaussian mapping. In this approach the observed
one-point PDF or the marginal distribution can be
an arbitrary non-Gaussian distribution and also two
body correlation function can be fully taken into
account. Since it is a formidable task to determine
higher order correlation functions of noises observa-
tionally, this method makes use of and reproduces as
much observational information as possible.

We start with a multivariate random Gaussian

Pyl{p:}]d" ¢
w5 ¢
(2m)|[<]]
with
Ge = (pjbe), =1, |Gel <1,

where ||¢|| denotes the determinant of the covariance
matrix ;. Suppose that the noise n(t;) is a function of
&i, n(t;) = Q@] at each time and that there exists an
inverse function of @, Q' so that

¢ = Q' [n(t:)] = gln(t:)] = g(n),

dpi = ¢ (ni)dn;. [44]
Then the multivariate PDF for n; reads
P[{n;}]d"n
- 1 1 i |
= 7NCXP - 59(”] ]eg W Hg np d”p
@2m)~ <l =1

[45]
The one-point PDF reads
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P(nj)dn; = Pylg; = Q" (n))]g (n;)dn;

1 1
== g (). 146)

This is to be determined by observations of the
“training” samples. The cumulative PDF

P(n) = /O " P )an!

is given by
~ 1 9(n) 1,2 1 g(’I’L)
Pn)=—— e ¥dy=—FErf| == |,
) \/27r/o RV ( V2 )
Erfz = / e " dt. [47]
0

We therefore find
g(n) = V2Er " (V7P(n))

/3R (ﬁ /0 "P(n’)dn’>. [48]

For an arbitrary well behaved one point PDF, P(n),
we can find a function g(n) as above.

Next we incorporate two-point correlation func-
tion, which is important when noises cannot be
“whitened” in a pre-process of data analysis pipneline
with a relatively long correlation time.

(n(tm)n(tn))
= <Q [¢m] Q [an] >¢>—Gaussian

/ngbMCjWeXp[%QSj(Cl)ﬂ‘m]- [49]
2m) " [I<ll

Using Fourier transform

Q(9)) = /d’%@*%ikf@é(kj)y
we find
<n(tm)n(tn)>

- / dh, dky, QUn)Q (k)
v ¢l

1
X exp |:—27Ti(km¢m - kn ¢7l) - 5 ¢j(<71)jl¢e d¢nyd¢'r1,
:/dknLdan(k1rL)Q~*(kﬂ)
x exp[- 27 (K, — 2hinkaGon + K2)] 150
1 ~ru+v\ ~/u—v
- / 2 Q( 2 )Q( 2 )
X exp[_ﬂg(l - Cmn)UQ - 7T2(1 + Cmn)UQ]dU’dv [51]

In case n is pure Gaussian we find n = Q(¢) =
o¢ with o being the dispersion of the noise. Then the

[Vol. 90,
Fourier transform of Q(¢) is given by
~ o
Qk) = 2—7”-5/(/?), [52]

which reproduces (n(t,)n(t,)) = 02y from [50] as it
should be.

If, on the other hand, Q(k) is a smooth function
around k=0, we can estimate [51] in terms of a
saddle point approximation to yield

(n(tm)n(tn)) = K(tm, tn)
_leopr 1
-2 \% 1- 'r27m '
So if we obtain K(ty,t,) = K, observationally, we
can find G, as

[53]

~ 1/2
oo (1eory -
e 27T3K77”L '

In the actual application, we should evaluate
[61] numerically to relate (n(t,)n(t,)) with Gy, Note
that if noise is stationary, ¢, is also stationary. Once
these correspondences are achieved, one can calculate
the log likelihood function as

N
1 o R
InAgy = Z [— 59(%‘ — ;) (1) jeg(xe — ehe)
j,b=1
+ 5o (G o)+ > )
2 J je = g/(:rj) ’
[55]
and the locally optimal statistic reads
dIn Agy, N _ A
d—M = Z 9 () (¢ 1)j@9($€)hj
€ e=0 j =1
7,
Ny
-y Lk, 56
= 9(x))

So far we have developed a new formalism
primarily for real time analysis dealing with a time
sequence of data directly. This method, however, may
be applied to the analysis in the frequency domain,
too, if we assume one-point PDF of each normalized
Fourier mode, 7(f)/+/{|n(f)|?), satisfies the same
distribution function in analogy to [44]. In the next
section we employ a specific non-Gaussian model to
test the performance of the Edgeworth expansion and
Gaussian mapping based on the above treatment.

5. Application to Student’s t-distribution

Here we compare the results of the previous two
sections using a specific non-Gaussian model, namely,
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Student’s ¢-distribution as an example. This distri-
bution is an even function with a longer and larger
tails than the Gaussian distribution with the same
variance. Let us work in the Fourier space and
consider a single frequency mode, Z(f), assuming
that there is no correlation with the other frequen-
cies. Let us further assume that the noise has random
phase, so that Ren(f) =np and Im7(f) = n; have
no bilinear correlation, (ng(f)nr(f)) = 0. Then these
two variables satisfy a bivariate t-distribution.
PQ(ﬁR, ﬁ,[)d’ﬁRdﬁj

m+2

1 m S
= — dngdny, [57
27 (m — 2)5° { (m — 2)52 Rndir, [57)

where 62 = (7%) = (%) = (|a(f)|*)/2 and m, which
we assume is larger than 4, denotes a parameter
called the degree of freedom. This distribution
approaches Gaussian as we take m — oo.

Let us consider the normalized variables
y1 = ng/d and ys = 1y /6 with the PDF

Por(y1, y2)dyrdys

m+2

2 2\ T2
m Y1+ Y5
= 1

27(m — 2) ( Rr— ) dyrdyz, (58]

hereafter.
The locally optimal statistic calculated from this
PDF is given by
dIn Azt(yh y2)
de

e=0
m+2 El ﬁg
S N =2 59
mf2+y%+y% <y1&+y2&>, [59)

again with hy = Reh(f) and hy = Im A(f).

The Edgeworth expansion of [58] can be
manipulated straight forwardly thanks to the ran-
dom phase nature which yields (y;y2) = 0. The fact
that odd-order cumulants all vanish makes the
expression even simpler. In the t-distribution, the
inverse of the degree of freedom, 1/m, acts as the
expansion parameter to quantify the approach to the
Gaussian distribution in large m limit. Up to
O(m~%?) we find

Prw (y1,92)
K
= |1+ 5 ) + -]
K
o [1 5 Haly) + - .]90(91)90(3/2)
R R R
o [1 T ﬁ (yi — 63 + s — 33 + 6)} e(y1)e(y2).

[60]
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Here 4 is the fourth cumulant of y; and y5 calculated
by their marginal distribution

Piuly) = / Pou(y, o)y
m+1

M\ 2\
(m1_2)7r g(%)>(1+ y )

that is, k4 = (yi) — 3 = -2

m—4"
As a result the locally optimal statistic corre-

sponding to [33] is given by

[61]

dln AEVV
de =0
_ dy} — 12y hy
T T Am )+ —62 13 6
4yy — 12y, 22
+ |::l/2 - : 1 2 ~ [62]
3—-y3\ h 3-43\ h
~ (l-i- y1>y171+<1+ yQ)y2T27 [63]
m G m G
the last expression being valid for m >

max(4,y1/4,5/4)-

Now let us turn to the analysis in the Gaussian
mapping method. In the two variable system at hand,
thanks to the property (y1y2) = 0 again, this method
is equivalent with treating y; and y, as fully
independent variables with no mutual correlations.
Hence in this method the PDF is given by a product
of the marginal distributions [61],

Por(y1,12) = Pu(y1) Pue(y2)- [64]

One could in principle calculate g(n) function intro-
duced in the previous section to use the formula [56],
but in practice the same result can be obtained by
using [64] more directly in this case, to yield

dlnA(;M
de e=0
m+1 E m-+1 Z
_ )y1271+ ( )y2272 65
m—2+y; 0 m-—2+4+y; o

32\ & 3—2\ h
~(1+ y1>y1~1+(1+ y2>y2~2’ 66]
m G m c

the latter being valid for m > max(4,v7,v3). In this
limit, the Edgeworth expansion and the Gaussian
mapping yield the same result. However, when m, y1,
and ys do not satisfy aforementioned inequalities,
we must use [62] and [65] directly.
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Fig. 1. Probability distribution functions of Normal distribution
©(y) (solid line) and Student’s t-distribution [61] with m = 30
(long dashed line) and 60 (short dashed line), both normalized to
have a unit variance.

Let us study performances of the Edgeworth
expansion [62] and the Gaussian mapping [65]
comparing them with the result of the bivariate t-
distribution [59]. First Fig. 1 shows single variate ¢-
distribution with unit variance (y*) =1 for m = 30
and 6 together with the normal distribution. As is
seen there t-distribution with smaller m has larger
tail.

For simplicity of illustration, let us focus on the
case f, = 0 and depict the dependence of the locally
optimal statistic along y; direction. Figure 2 shows
the locally optimal statistic, which is expressed in
unit of /6, as a function of y; for the case m = 30.
In this figure we have taken a somewhat atypical
value of ys = 2 because for smaller |ys| the result of
the Gaussian mapping is indistinguishable from that
of the exact bivariate ¢-distribution [59]. As is seen
there even the Edgeworth expansion works well for
| < 3.

Figure 3, on the other hand, shows a highly non-
Gaussian case with m = 6. There we have taken
ya =1 as a typical value of its variance. As is seen
there, the agreement between the true bivariate t-
distribution and the Gaussian mapping is striking.
But the Edgeworth expansion works only in the small
vicinity of y; = 0.

6. Conclusion

In the present paper, we have considered ways to
handle with non-Gaussian natures of detector noises
for the detection of gravitational waves with the
forthcoming KAGRA or other large-scale laser
interferometers. After reviewing the standard theory
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Fig. 2. Locally optimal statistics for Student’s t-distribution

(solid line), its Edgeworth expansion (short dashed line), and
the result of Gaussian mapping (long dashed line) for the
case m = 30 and yg = 4. The vertical axis is expressed in unit
of ]:L1 / g.
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Fig. 3. Locally optimal statistics for Student’s ¢-distribution
(solid line), its Edgeworth expansion (short dashed line), and
the result of Gaussian mapping (long dashed line) for the case
m =6 and y3 = 1. The vertical axis is expressed in unit of , /5.

of hypothesis testing and matched filter technique
used in the conventional analysis of gravitational
waves assuming Gaussian noises, we have presented
two ways to calculate the likelihood ratio or the
locally optimal statistic, which plays the central role
in hypothesis testing, in the presence of stationary
non-Gaussian noises.

One is the Edgeworth expansion which can
incorporate weak deviation from Gaussian noises,
and it has been used in various problems near the
regime the central limit theorem works'” as well as in
the weakly nonlinear evolution of density fluctua-
tions in the Universe.'®)
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The other is a new method which we call
Gaussian mapping. In this formalism we first
determine the single-time or the marginal probability
distribution of noises using training samples as well as
the two-time correlation function. Then we can
formulate the likelihood ratio which fully incorporates
these two data making use of mapping to Gaussian
distribution. Since observational determination of
higher-order correlation function is a formidable task,
in this sense, this method makes the most use of the
observationally available data of noise distribution.
This method can also be applied to the analysis in
frequency domain if each normalized Fourier mode
satisfies the same mono-variate distribution function.

Applying these two methods for a specific non-
Gaussian distribution called Student’s t-distribution,
which mimics actual noise distribution function in
the sense that it is a symmetric distribution with a
much heavier tails than Gaussian, we have shown
that the Edgeworth expansion works well if and only
if deviation from Gaussian is small but the formula
based on the Gaussian mapping works very well even
in highly non-Gaussian case.

These methods attempt to treat the stationary
non-Gaussian parts of noises by frontal attack, but
there is another approach which makes use of non-
Gaussianity to separate signals from noises known as
the independent component analysis.'? 2! This
method has not been used for the data analysis of
gravitational waves so far since we need detailed
information of envirometers such as seismograph
which measure various independent noises. In a
forthcoming paper?? we shall consider application
of this method to the data analysis for the first time.
We then plan to apply the analytic results of the
present and the next papers to actual noises observed
by existent detectors. By pursuing various analysis
methods we shall prepare for the completion of
KAGRA detector toward the first direct detection of
gravitational waves.
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