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Abstract—In this paper, we demonstrate some applications mechanisms to explicitly trade-off between the decoding
of compressive sensing over networks. We make a connectioncomplexity and the rate.

between compressive sensing and traditional information he- Some previous work investigated the connection between

oretic techniques in source coding and channel coding. Our . . d inf tion th = |
results provide an explicit trade-off between the rate and he compressive sensing and information theory. For example,

decoding complexity. The key difference of compressive ssing referencel[4] studied the minimum number of noisy measure-
and traditional information theoretic approaches is at theér ments required to recover a sparse signal by using Shannon
decoding side. Although optimal decoders to recover the aginal  jnformation theory bounds. Referendé [5] investigated the
signal, compressed by source coding have high complexitheé - nained information in noisy measurements by viewing

compressive sensing decoder is a linear or convex optimizan. th ¢ t inf tion th tic ch |
First, we investigate applications of compressive sensingn € measurement System as an information theoretic channe

distributed compression of correlated sources. Here, by isg and using the rate distortion function. Also, reference [6]

compressive sensing, we propose a compression scheme fostudied the trade-offs between the number of measurements,
a family of correlated sources with a modularized decoder, the signal sparsity level, and the measurement noise level
providing a trade-off between the compression rate and the for exact support recovery of sparse signals by using an

decoding complexity. We call this schemeSparse Distributed o
Compression. We use this compression scheme for a general analogy between support recovery and communication over

multicast network with correlated sources. Here, we first deode ~ the Gaussian multiple access channel.
some of the sources by a network decoding technique and In this paper, we want to investigate applications of
then, we use a compressive sensing decoder to obtain thecompressive sensing on source coding and channel coding.

whole sources. Then, we investigate applications of comp®ve gy in Section[Tll, we consider distributed compression
sensing on channel coding. We propose a coding scheme that ' '

combines compressive sensing and random channel coding far of co_rrelated sources. In this SeCt'_on’ by using compress_lv
high-SNR point-to-point Gaussian channel. We call this saame ~S€Nsing, we propose a compression scheme for a Slepian-
Sparse Channel Coding. We propose a modularized decoder Wolf problem with a family of correlated sources. The pro-
providing a trade-off between the capacity loss and the dedting  posed decoder is a modularized decoder, providing a tréide-o
complexity. At the receiver side, first, we use a compressive between the compression rate and the decoding complexity.

sensing decoder on a noisy signal to obtain a noisy estimate . L g
of the original signal and then, we apply a traditional chanrel We call this schem&parse Distributed Compressiofihen,

coding decoder to find the original signal. We use this compression scheme for a general multicast

network with correlated sources. Here, we first decode some

I. INTRODUCTION of the sources by a network decoding technique and then,

Data compression has been a research topic of mae use the compressive sensing decoder to obtain the whole
urces.

scholars in past years. However, recently, the field of cor'ﬁ—_l_h in SectiofTV . tigat licati f
pressive sensing, originated inl [1],! [2] and [3], looked at en, n Seclio » We Investigate applications ot com-

the compression problem from another point of view. In thidf€SSIVE Sensing on channel coding. We propose a coding

paper, we try to make a bridge between compressive sensﬁ‘f?em? that comb_lnes COMPrEsSIVe Sensing and_ random chan-
which may be viewed as a signal processing technig coding for a high-SNR point-to-point Gaussian channel.

and both source coding and channel coding. By using thi e call this schemeSparse Channel CodingVe propose

connection, we propose some non-trivial practical Codi’%gnodulanzed decoder, providing a trade-off between the
t

schemes that provide a trade-off between the rate and acity Ic_>ss and the decoding complgxny (ie., th_e higher
: : e capacity loss, the lower the decoding complexity.). The
decoding complexity. : is 10 add intentionall lation o t ditt
Compressive sensing has provided a low complexity af T2 2 10 S0 T C OrR 0 S0 SRR i e
proximation to the signal reconstruction. Informationdhe gne ide. first ng P dy. q
retic has been mostly concerned with accuracy of the sigr{SFe!Ver side, TIrst, We US€e a Compressive sensing decoder on
a nhoisy signal to obtain a noisy estimate of the original aign

reconstruction under rate constraints. In this paper, ve& se dth | traditional ch | coding decoder t
to provide new connections which use compressive sens@ en, we apply a traditional channet coding decoder to
ind the original signal.

for traditional information theory problems such as Slaepia
Wolf compression and channel coding in order to provide ||. TECHNICAL BACKGROUND AND PRIOR WORK

This material is based upon work under subcontract 188737362-C, In this _sectlon,_ we reV'?W _Some prior reSl_JItS' 'n_ bOth_
ITMANET project and award No. 016974-002 supported by AFSOR  compressive sensing and distributed compression, whitth wi
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be used in the rest of the paper. ", ENGODER

A. Compressive Sensing Background

Let X € R™ be a signal vector. We say this signal is
k-sparse ifk of its coordinates are non-zero and the rest
are zero. Definex = % as the sparsity ratio of the signal.
Supposed is an x n measurement matrix (henc¥,= ®X
is the measurement vector.). ¥ is non-singular, by having
Y and®, one can recoveK. However, [2] and[[B] showed
that, one can recover the original sparse signal by having fa
fewer measurements than Suppose for a given and k,

m satisfies the following: M, ENCODER

m = pklog(n/k) 1)

Fig. 1. A depth one multicast tree with sources.

where p is a constant. LetS be the power set of
{1,2,...,m}, and S,,, represent a member & with car-
dinality m (€.9.,Sm = {1,2,...,m}). Am x n matrix ®s,,  following optimization recovers the original signal up teet
is formed of rows of® whose indices belong t6,,. ®s,. noise level:
represents an incomplete measurement matrix.
Reference[[7] showed that, if» satisfies [(L) andPs,
satisfies theRestricted Isometry Propertgwhich will be min [ X]|, )
explained later), having these measurements is sufficient subject to  ||Y — @5, X||z, <€
to recover the original sparse vector. In fact, it has been

shown in [7] that,X is the solution of the following linear ~Hence, ifX* is a solution of[(5), thef| X — X*||, < e,
programming: where § is a constant. To have this, the original veciir

should be sufficiently sparse. Specifically, [1] showed,tHat

min || X]|z, (2) O3k + 304 < 2, (6)

subject to Y = s X, then, the results hold. We refer to the complexity of this

imi i noisy
where |.||z, represents thel; norm of a vector. optimization byC'X ¢ (m, n).

éizg;ieliizi;lfz).th\?vecosn;}pjlzx;il g;tigzzsof#em'rz:;ﬁzte%yB. Distributed Compression Background

isometry property (RIP) iff there exist$ < §; < 1 such In this section, we briefly review some prior results in
that, for any vectoiV € R”, we have: distributed compression. In Sectignllll, we will use these
results along with compressive sensing results, making a
bridge these two subjects.

2 2 2
(L =)lIVlz, <1®saVlz, <A +0)IVIz- B consider the network depicted in Figlide 1. This is a depth

Reference[][7] showed fif, one tree network withw sources. Suppose each souichas
messages referred byf;, wishes to send to the receiver. To
O + 0ok + 03 < 1, (4) do this, each sourcesends its message with a rake (i.e.,

o . saym; hasm messages of souréeThis source mapm, to
.then, thg opt|m|;at|orﬂ2) can recover the onmheﬂparse {1,2,...,2mF}). Let R = | R;. According to Slepian-

signal. This condition leads tbl(1). Intuitively,&s,, satisfies \yqf compression {[10]), one needs to have,
the RIP condition, it preserves the Euclidean lengthkof -
sparse signals. Hence, these sparse signals cannot be in the R> H(M, Ma, ..., M) @)
null-space of®s_. Moreover, anyk subset of columns of - o
&5, are nearly orthogonal ibs_ satisfies RIP. Most of By using linear network coding, reference [11] extended
matrices which satisfy RIP are random matrices. Referen8kepian-Wolf compression for a general multicast problem.
[8] showed a connection between compressive sensing, Note that, the proposed decodersin [10] and [11] (a minimum
widths, and the Johnson-Lindenstrauss Lemma. Through teistropy or a maximum probability decoder) have high com-
connection,[[9] provided an elegant way to fifid by using plexity ([12]). For a depth one tree network, referenceg,[13
the concentration theorem for random matrices and propogéd], [15], [16], [17] and [18] provide some low complexity
some data-base friendly matrices (binary matrices) gatigf decoding techniques for Slepian-Wolf compression. Howeve
RIP. none of these methods can explicitly provide a trade-off

Now, suppose our measurements are noisy (¥e.= between the rate and the decoding complexity. For a general
®s X+ Z, where||Z||z, = €.). Then, referenceé [1] showedmulticast network, it has been shown n][19] that, there is no
that if #s_ satisfies RIP[(3) anX is sufficiently sparse, the separation between Slepian-Wolf compression and network



coding. For this network, a low complexity decoder for an If we know zero locations ofz;’ and if the transform
optimal compression scheme has not been proposed yet.matrix is non-singular, by having each subset contairkng

sources, the whole vectpr andjz;’ can be computed. Hence,
IIl. COMPRESSIVESENSING AND DISTRIBUTED SOURCE by the data processing inequality, we have,

CODING

In this part, we propose a distributed compression scheme
for correlated sources providing a trade-off between the de
coding complexity and the compression rate. Referencds [10for and1 < i1 < i < ... < i < n where M;; is the
and [11] propose optimal distributed compression schemegssage of sourde. Also, by [2], havingm sources, where
for correlated sources, for depth-one trees and general natsatisfies[{ll) for a giver andn, allows us to recover the
works, respectively. However, their proposed compressigrole vectori;;’ and thereforej;. Hence,
schemes need to use a minimum entropy or a maximum
probability decoder, which has high complexity ([12]). O t H(M;,,...,M;, )= H(M,..,M,). (20)
other hand, compressive sensing provides a low complexity
decoder, by using a convex optimization, to recover a spal%éample 2.Foran exqmple ok—slpgrsely corr_elated SOUICES,
vector from incomplete and contaminated observations,(e. ppose ea(_:h _C‘?Ord'r_‘ates m_ IS z€ro with probal?;llty
[, (2], [3] and [7]). Our aim is to use compressive sensing~ %" otherwise it is uniformly distributed ovéi, 2, ..., 2}.

over networks to design compression schemes for correlafiPPose the entries ¢ are independent realizations of
Bernoulli random variables:

H(M;,,...,M;,) +nHy(a) = H(My,..., M), (9)

sources.
Note that, our proposed techniques can be applied on
different network topologies, with different assumpticarsd \/—1% with prob. %
constraints. Here, to illustrate the main ideas, first we-con ®ij = _ﬁ with prob.% (11)

sider a noiseless tree network with depth one and with o o
correlated sources. Then, in Section 11I-B, we extend our Thus, as shown in_[9]®s,, satisfies RIP[(3). Also, we

technigues to a general multicast network. have,
A. A one-stage tree with-correlated sources oM o " H(R 41
H . . . . s ey n = —+ +
Consider the network shown in Figuté 1, which is a (M ) nHy(a) ( )
~ nHy(a)+ kR. (12)

one-stage noiseless multicast tree network witBources.

First, consider a case where sources are independent. Hencghe entropy of each source random variable for large

the problem reduces to a classical source coding problegan be computed approximately as follows:
Say each source is transmitting with a ral®. Denote

R = .Z?:l R;. It _is weII—k.n(.)wn that thg following sum-rate H(M;)~ R+ llog(k). (13)
for this network is the minimum required sum-rate: 2
. Note that, the individual entropies &fsparsely correlated
R> Z H(M,), (8) sourcesare roughly the same. Now, we want to use compres-
T = sive sensing to have a distributed source coding providing
a trade-off between the compression rate and the decoding

where M; is the message random variable of souirdeet complexity.

us refer to the complexity of its decoder at the receiver aS\e shall show that, if sources alesparsely correlated,

CXindep(n), since sources are independent. if we have m of them at the receiver at each tintg by

Now, we consider a_ case where sources are correlated. Mg?ng a linear programming, all sources can be recovered
formulate the correlation of sources as follows:

at that time. Hence, instead of sendingorrelated sources,
Definition 1. Suppose; ; represents a realization of th¢*  one needs to transmit of them wheren << n. We assume
source message random variable at tim@.e., a realization that the entropies of sources are the same. Hence, eaclesourc
of M; at timet). Hence, the vectofi; = {i1.¢, .., fin.c} IS transmits with probabilityy = =*. Therefore, by the I_av_v of

the sources’ message vector at tim&\Ve drop the subscrigt large numbers, for large enough we havem transmitting
when no confusion arises. Suppose sources are correlatedsggirces. For the case of non-equal source entropies, one can
that there exists a transform matrix under which the source8 priori choosem sources with the lowest entropy as the
message vector is-sparse (i.e., there existsraxn transform transmitting sources.

matrix & and ak-sparse vectoy:; such thatz; = ®7;’.). Let ~ In Table[lll-A, we compare four different schemes:

S be the power set ofl,2,...,n}, andS,, denote members « The first scheme which Theorelmh 3 is about, is called
of & whose cardinality aren. Supposebs,_, defined as in Sparse Distributed Compressiavith independent cod-
Section1[=A, satisfies RIF](3), where satisfies[(lL) for a ing (SDCIC). The idea is to seneh sources from
givenn and k. We havefi; s, = ®s,. i’ Wherefi; s, is n of them, assuming they are independent (i.e., their
components ofi; whose indices belong t6,,. We refer to correlation is not used in coding). In this case, at the

these sources ak-sparsely correlated sources. receiver, first we decode these transmitted messages



TABLE |
COMPARISON OFDISTRIBUTED COMPRESSIONMETHODS OF
CORRELATED SOURCES

|\/|1 M1,M2,...,Mn
Compression Methods Minimum Min-Cut Rate Decoding Compleity
SDCIC S H(M;,) CXindep(m) + C X105 (m, )
, = - M, Mz,...,M;
Slepian-Wolf (SW) H(M, ..., M,) CXg(n) M2
Combination of SDC and SW H(M,...,M,) CXgp(m) + CXZI;’”SZS“ (m,n) \
Naive Correlation Ignorance YL H(M) CXindep(n)

\M1, Ma,...,.M

and then, we use a compressive sensing decoder to

n

recover the whole sources. The decoding complex- M
ity is CXindep(m) + CX10%¢less (im n). The required
min-cut rate between each receiver and sources is Fig. 2. A general multicast network with sources.

Z;.”:l H(M;;).

« In the second scheme referred in Table TlI-A as the
Slepian-Wolfcoding, one performs an optimal sourceparsity factor), we choose: to satisfy [1). Now, suppose
coding on correlated sources. The required min-cut ragach source is transmitting its block with probabitityvhere
between sources and the receiver Hi{M, ..., M,) ~ = 2. Hence, by the law of large numbers, the probability
which is less thanZ;.”:1 H(M;,;). However, at the that we haven transmitting sources’ blocks goes to one for
receiver, we need to have a Slepian-Wolf decoder withufficiently largen. Without loss of generality, say sources
complexity C X sy, (n). 1, ..., m are transmitting (i.e., active sources) and other

» One can have a combination of sparse distributed cospurces are idle. IR; > H(M;) for active sources and zero
pression and Slepian-Wolf compression. To do thigor idle sources, active sources can transmit their message
instead ofn sources, we transmik of them by using a to the receiver and the required min-cut rate between the
Slepian-Wolf coding. The required min-cut rate wouldeceiver and sources would hg > Z;”Zl H(M;,;). Let
be H(M;,, ..., M;,, ) which by [10),H (M, ...,M,) = S, indicate active sources’ indices. First, at the receiver,
H(M;,, ... M;,) < 7, H(M;;). At the receiver, we decode these: active sources. The complexity of this
first we use a Slepian-Wolf decoder with complexitylecoding part i< X;,,4.,(m) because we did not use their
CXsw(m) to decode then transmitted sources’ infor- correlation in the coding scheme. Hence, we hayg_,
mation. Then, we use a compressive sensing decodeattive sources’ messages at i the receiver (in this case,
recover the whole sources. It.e, = (M1,t, -, m,t))- Then, by havindgizs,, and using

« The fourth method is a naive way of transmittimg the sparsity ofi;’, the following optimization can recover
correlated sources so that we have an easy decodethat whole sources:
the receiver. We call this schemeNaive Correlation
Ignorancemethod. In this method, we simply ignore the ) .,
correlation in the coding scheme. In this naive scheme, min 7| 2, (15)
the required min-cut rate i§_; , H(M;) with a de- subject to Tig s, = ®s,, Jir -
coding c_om_plexny equal tmj.dee.”(T.L)' Note that, M The overall decoding complexity 0 X;,4ep(m) +
sparse distributed compression with independent codi xnoiseless (i, ) P -
the required min-cut rate is much less than this schemeé s e

oy H (M) << 3oimy H(M:)). B. A General Multicast Network with Correlated Sources
The following theorem is about sparse distributed com-

pression with independent coding: In this section, we extend results of Sectfon TII-A to a

general noiseless multicast network. Note that, for a depth
Theorem 3. For a depth one tree network with-sources, one tree network, references [13], [14], [15], [16],][17]dan
k-sparsely correlated, the required min-cut rate between tH18] provide some low complexity decoding techniques for
receiver and sources in sparse distributed compressioh wiglepian-Wolf compression. However, none of these methods

independent coding (SDCIC) is, can explicitly provide a trade-off between the rate and the

m decoding complexity. For a general multicast network, it
R> Z H(M;,), (14) has been shown in_[19] that, there is no separation between

j=1 Slepian-Wolf compression and network coding. For this net-

work, a low complexity decoder for an optimal compression
and k and i; is the index ofj" active source. Also, the scheme has not been proposed yet. There are few practical

decoding complexity of SDCIC method X e, () + appr.oaches a_nd they rely on smalll topologies [20]. In th|_s
CXroiseless (1 ). section, by using compressive sensing, we propose a coding

scheme which provides a trade-off between the compression
Proof: For a givenn (number of sources) andl (the rate and the decoding complexity.

wherem is the smallest number satisfi€$ (1) for a given



Consider a multicast network shown in Figlre 2 which
hasn sources and’ receivers. If sources are independent, ——» SOU'B%%SSE‘,QVORK - DEC%SDER —
reference[[21] showed that the minimum required min-cut
rate between each receiver and sources iglas (8). This rate (@)
can be achieved by using linear network coding over the
network. Reference [11] showed that random linear network
coding can perform arbitrarily closely to this rate boundy S cs

cXxre (n)is the complexity of its decoder. ™| DECODER > CHANNEL DECODER ’

inde:

Now,pconsider a case when sources are correlated. Refer-
ence [11] extended Slepian-Wolf compression result ([i®]) (b)
a multicast network by using network coding. The proposed
decoder is a minimum entropy or a maximum probabilityig. 3. A modularized decoder for a) compressive sensing witurce
decoder whose complexity is high (]12]). We refer to itsoding, (b) compressive sensing with channel coding.
complexity by C X ™ (n).

In this section, we consider sources to kesparsely
correlated. We want to use compressive sensing along wittsParsely correlated, the required min-cut rate betweerhea
network coding to propose a distributed compression schef§éeiver and sources in sparse distributed compressioh wit
providing a trade-off between the compression rate and tifglependent coding is,
decoding complexity. m

In the following, we compare four distributed compression R > Z H(M;;), (16)
methods for a general multicast network: J=1

« In the first scheme, we use sparse distributed compreswherem is the smallest number satisfi¢d (1) for a given
sion with independent coding. With high probability, we» and k. Also, the decoding complexity EX75,.,(m) +
havem active sources. Then, we perform network cod= X .?¢1¢ss (m, n).
ing on these active sources over the network, assuming

; . : Proof: The proof is similar to the one of Theordm 3.
they are independent. At the receiver, first we deco . proc .
) . The only difference is that, here, one needs to performtinea
thesem active sources and then, by a compressive : . .
. etwork coding on active sources over the network without
sensing decoder, we recover the whole sources. The USing the correlation among them. At the receiver, first
coding complexity iSO X7™¢, (m)+C X70Heless (m, n). 9 g ' ’ '

indep Haesem active sources’ blocks are decoded (the decoding

The req‘.‘”e‘?n min-cut rate between each receiver acompIeX|ty of this part i€/ X, (m)). Then, a compressive
sources isy ", H(M;,). . S indep

j= J sensing decodef (IL5) is used to recover the whole sources.
« In the second scheme, we use an extended version m

of Slepian-Wolf compression for a multicast network i : . . :
([22)). Reference[[22] considers a vector linear net- Remark:In this section, we explained how compressive
work.code that operates on blocks of bits. The rs_ensing can be used with distributed source coding. At
quired min-cut ratg between sources and tHe receinre receiver side, first, we decode the active sources by a
is H(M M,.). At the receiver, one needs to havenetwork decoding technique and then, we use a compressive
a minimll;ﬁ;’ent?o.py or a maximur’n probability OIeCOde§ensing decoder to recover the whole sources. This high
with complexity C X7 (n) level modularized decoding scheme of sparse distributed
sw - 1 1 1 1 H -
« A combination of sparse distributed compression ang, pression s depmtegl n F|gg[Ee 3-a. On the ot_her ha’?d*
Slepian-Wolf compression can provide a trade-off bé/\_/hen we use compressive sensing for channel coding (which

tween the compression rate and the decoding co?’n\”" be explained in detail in Sectidn1V), we switch thesestw

plexity. For example, instead of sources, one can decoding modules (as shown in Figlile 3-b). In other words,

. ; ; . first, we use a compressive sensing decoder on a noisy signal

transmitm of them by using a Slepian-Wolf coding for ; . . ! .

. ; : to obtain a noisy estimate of the original signal and then, we

multicast networks. The required min-cut rate would be . - .

) ) . _use a channel decoder to find the original message from this

H(M;,,...,M; ). Atthe receiver, first we use a Slep|an—nois estimate
Wolf decoder with complexityC X’¢(m) to decodemn y '
active sources. Then, we use a compressive Sensingy, coumPRESSIVESENSING AND CHANNEL CODING
decoder to recover the whole sources. _ _ . _

« In a naive correlation ignorance method, we simply In this section, we make a bridge between compressive
ignore the correlation in the coding scheme. In this naiv&&nsing, which is more a signal processing technique, and
scheme, the required min-cut rateNg_, H(M;) with channel coding. We consider a high-SNR Gaussian point-

! 1= . . . . .
a decoding complexity equal 1©X7¢, (n). to-point channel depicted in Figuié 4. We propose a coding
P rﬁ_cheme that combines compressive sensing and random chan-
nel coding with a modularized decoder to provide a trade-
off between the capacity loss and the decoding complexity

Theorem 4. For a general multicast network with-sources, (i.e., the higher the capacity loss, the lower the decoding

The following theorem is about sparse distributed co
pression with independent coding for a multicast network:



4
k n k 1
M, — » ENCODER /—W'—%’> Y=Wi+Z R=—C+ —Hy(a) + 10g(m), (20)

where C is the channel capacity (17)y, 8 and 4, are
parameters defined in Sectibn 1l-A, atf},(.) is the binary
entropy function.

Fig. 4. A Point-to-Point Gaussian Channel

Before expressing the proof, let us make some remarks:

« ifwe haveld) (i.e.;n/n = palog(1l/x)), the achievable
rate can be approximated as follows:

complexity.). We call this schem8parse Channel Coding

We add intentionally some correlation to transmitted signa

to decrease the decoding complexity. This is an example of

how compressive sensing can be used with channel coding N 1 1

and could be extended to other types of channels. R~ 1og(1/a)C * alog(l/a) Hy(e) 1)
Consider a point to point channel with additive Gaussian

noise with noise powelN and transmission power constraint

P, shown in Figuré€4. Suppose we are in a high SNR regime

(i.e., % > 1). The capacity of this channel is,

wherea = k/n is the sparsity ratio. The first term of
(27) shows that the capacity loss factor ikg function

of the sparsity ratio. TheterrqoglW »(a) is the rate

gain that we obtain by using compressive sensing in our
1 P scheme. Note that, since the SNR is sufficiently high,
O~ g log (N)' (17) the overall rate would be less than the capacity.

An encoding and a decoding scheme for this channel can’ The complexny t.emCXml_(k) IS an exp_onent|al func-
be found in [12]. As explained ir [12], at the receiver, one  tion. while CX2*¥(m,n) is a polynomial.
needs to use a-dimensional maximum likelihood decoder ~ Proof: We use random coding and compressive sensing
wherem, the code length, is arbitrarily large. We refer to th@rguments to propose a concatenated channel coding scheme
complexity of such a decoder &X,,;(m). Our aim is to satisfying [20). First, we explain the encoding part:
design a coding scheme to have a trade-off between the rate Each messageis mapped randomly to l-sparse vector

and the decoding complexity. X; with lengthn so that its non-zero coordinates are
Supposen is arbitrarily large. Choose and k to satisfy i.i.d. drawn from\/ (0, i 1+5 )P). n is chosen to satisfy
©). (@), for a givenk andm

« To obtainW;, we multiply X; by am xn matrix (®s,,)
satisfying the RIP conditio13) (i.eW; = ®s_X,).
We sendW,; through the channel.

In fact, it is a concatenated channel coding schemeé [23].
The outer layer of this coding is the sparsity patternXgf
prhe inner layer of this coding is based on random coding
around each sparisty pattern. To satisfy transmission powe
constraintP, we generate each non-zero coordinateXgf
by N (0, #&C)P). Note that, the encoding matris, is

Definition 5. A (2™ m) sparse channel code for a point-
to-point Gaussian channel with power constraitsatisfies
the following:

o Encoding process: messagei from the set
{1,2,...,2mF} is assigned to am-length vector
W, satisfying the power constraint; that is, for eac
codeword, we have,

m Z ny <P (18)  known to both encoding and decoding sides.
At the receiver, we have a noisy version of the transmitted
whereW;; is the j** coordinate of codewordv . signal. Suppose messagkas been transmitted. Hencg,=
. Decoding process: the receiver receivds a noisy Wi+ Z = ®s,X; + Z. The decoding part is as follows:
version of the transmitted codewo®&; (i.e., Y = « SinceX, is k-sparse, first, we use a compressive sensing
W, + Z, whereZ is a Gaussian noise vector with i.i.d. decoder to findX; such that|X; — XZ-H%Q < pmN, as
coordinates with poweN). A decoding functiog maps follows, whereg is the parameter of [5):

Y to the set{1,2,...,2mF}. The decoding complexity
is O X (k) + CX101Y (m, n). . X 2
A rate R is achievable ifP]* — 0 asm — oo, where, min - [|X]lz, (22)

1
subject to  —||Y — &5, X;[7, < N.
m

2mR
P, 2mR Z Pr(g(Y) #i|M = i), (19) We assume that the complexity of this convex optimiza-
tion is smaller than the one of a maximum likelihood
and M represents the transmitted message. decoder.

« Since we are in a high-SNR regime, by haviKg, we
Theorem 6. For a high-SNR Gaussian point-to-point channel  can find the sparsity pattern ;. It gives us the outer
described in Definitio]5, the following rate is achievable, layer code of messageThe higher the outer layer code
while the decoding complexity (58X ,,,; (k)+C X20*Y (m, n): rate, the higher the required SNR. We shall develop this



argument with more detail later (26).

« Having the sparsity pattern &, we use a maximum
likelihood decoder in &-dimensional space (i.e., non-
zero coordinates 0iX;) to find non-zero coordinates
of X; (the inner layer code). The complexity of this
decoder is denoted b§' X, (k).

Before presenting the error probability analysis, let us
discuss different terms of (R0). Since in our coding scheme,

for each messagg we send a-sparse signal by sending a
m-length vector, we have the fractiofg before the capacity
term C. The capacity ternC in (20) comes from the inner
layer coding scheme. The terd Hy(a) comes from the
outer layer coding scheme. Note that, sinees a small
number, Hy(c) is close to one. Also, the ratig- depends

on the outer layer code rate. Here, we assumed the SNR
is sufficiently high so that we can use all possible outer

layer codes. The term’- log(m) is because of the

power constraint and the RIP condition. Note that, if one

performs a time-sharing based channel coding, aﬁaﬁbis
achievable with a decoding complexi€/X,,;(k). By using

the compressive sensing, we obtain additional rate terms
because of the outer layer coding with approximately the

same complexity.

We proceed by the error probability analysis. Defiag
as the sparsity pattern &&; (i.e., Z;; = 0 if X;; = 0,
otherwise=;; = 1.). Also, define=; as the decoded sparsity

pattern of message Without loss of generality, assume that

messagd was transmitted. Thu = ®s_X; + Z. Define
the following events:

1 m
Ey = {EZW@. > P}
j=1

1 = Bm
E; = {EHXi - X4z, < 7]\7}

Ep, = {Z1 # 51} (23)

Hence, an error occurs whefi, occurs (i.e., the power
constraint is violated), o, occurs (i.e., the outer layer
code is wrongly decoded), dr§ occurs (i.e., the underlying
sparse signal of the transmitted mess&geand its decoded

noisy versionX; are in a distance greater than the noise

level), or one of E; occurs whilei # 1. Say M is the
transmitted message (in this cagé = 1) and M is the
decoded message. LEtdenote the event/ # M. Hence,

Pr(E|M =1) Pr(€)

2mR
= Pr(EJE, | JEf | E)) (24)
j=2

Pr(Ey) + Pr(E,, ) + Pr(EY)

27nR

+ ) Pr(E;),

IN

by union bounds of probabilities. We bound these proba-

bilities term by term as follows:

By the law of large numbers, we haver(||X, ||z, >
%P+e) — 0 asn — oo. By using the RIP condition
@S and with probability one, we have,

@5, X1lz, < (1 +0)IXi]Z, <mP. (25)

Hence,Pr(Ey) — 0 asn — oc.

After using the compressive sensing decoder mentioned
in 22), we haveX; such that! || X; —X;[|2, < £2N.
Suppose this error is uniformly distributed over different
coordinates. We use a threshold comparison to deter-
mine the sparsity patter;. The probability of error in
determiningZ; determines how high the SNR should be.
Intuitively, if we use all possible outer layer codes (all
possible sparsity patterns), we should not make any error
in determining the sparsity pattern of each coordinate
(i.e., Elj). Hence, we need sufficiently high SNR for a
given n. On the other hand, if we decrease the outer
layer code rate, the required SNR would be lower than
the case before. Here, to illustrate how the required SNR
can be computed, we assume that we use all possible
sparsity patterns. Say,,, is the event of making an
error in determining whether thg¢" coordinate is zero

or not. We sayg,; = 0if X;; < 7. Otherwise=,; = 1.
Hence, for a given threshold we have,

pa
Bm

n

1 - 2¢(

PT(EPj1|Elj = O) = (b( )

=

T

——)
VP +EEN

where¢(.) is the cumulative distribution function of a
normal random variable. Hence,

Pr(Epjl |Elj = 1) =

Pr(E, ) = 1—PT(E;1) (26)
o . _ T n(l—a)
= 1—(1-¢ ﬁ—mN))
X (20(————)""

P+ EEN

Note that, one can chooseand% large enough to have
Pr(E,,) arbitrarily small.

By [2], Pr(ES) is zero.

At the last step, we need to boutith(E;) for j # 1.
We have,

Pr(E;) = g2, =2 |2, =2
+ Pr(E; #E1)Pr(Ej|E; # &
= (1 - )" FPr(E;|E; = £1).(27)
Note that, Pr(E;|=; # Z;) goes to zero in a high
SNR regime. By bounding the noise power of non-zero

coordinates bysm N (the whole noise power) and using
random coding argument in f/adimensional space, we



have, this schemé&parse Channel Codin@ur coding scheme pro-
] vides a modularized decoder to have a trade-off between the
(28) capacity loss and the decoding complexity. The idea is to add
intentionally some correlation to transmitted signals iides

where < indicates the right hand side is less or equé? decrease the decoding complexity. At the decoder sidg, fir

than the left one in an exponential rate. Therefore, t%/ve used a compressive sensing decoder to get an estimate of

: . . e original sparse signal, and then we used a channel coding
(Z7) and [[ZB), and doing some manipulations, we hav§ . .
) ) 9 P ecoder in the subspace of non-zero coordinates.

Pr(E;j|Z; = E1)< 5
(1 + B(l-lf-ﬁk)ﬁ)

P(Ej)éfn(Hb(aH%log(’j“i‘sk) ), (29) REFERENCES
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