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Extension of SBL Algorithms for the Recovery of
Block Sparse Signals with Intra-Block Correlation

Zhilin Zhang', Student Member, IEEBNnd Bhaskar D. Radsellow, IEEE

Abstract— We examine the recovery of block sparse signals and type algorithms such as the original Group Lasso algorithm
extend the recovery framework in two important directions; one [2], Group Basis Pursuit [5], and Mixef,/¢; Program [6].
by exploiting the signals’ intra-block correlation and the other by - tpage glgorithms require knowledge of the block partit@ (
generalizing the signals’ block structure. We propose twodmilies oth laorith h as StructoMP [71. d t dto k
of algorithms based on the framework of block sparse Bayesia eralgon ms such as Struc (71, _0 .n.o nee _0 now
learning (BSBL). One family, directly derived from the BSBL the block partition but need to know otheepriori information,
framework, require knowledge of the block structure. Another e.g., the number of nonzero elementsxinRecently, CluSS-

family, derived from an expanded BSBL framework, are based MCMC [8] and BM-MAP-OMP [9] have been proposed,
on a weaker assumption on the block structure, and can be used which require very littlea priori knowledge.

when the block structure is completely unknown. Using these o ] ] .
algorithms we show that exploiting intra-block correlation is very However, few existing algorithms consider intra-block-cor
helpful in improving recovery performance. These algoritms relation, i.e., the amplitude correlation among the elemen

also shed light on how to modify existing algorithms or desig within each block. In practical applications intra-blocrie-
new ones to exploit such correlation and improve performane. lation widely exists in signals, such as physiological sign
Index Terms— Sparse Signal Recovery, Compressed Sensing,[10] and images. In this work we derive several algorithms
Block Sparse Model, Sparse Bayesian Learning (SBL), Intra- that explore and exploit intra-block correlation to impeov
Block Correlation performance. These algorithms are based on our recently
proposed block sparse Bayesian learning (BSBL) framework
. INTRODUCTION [11]. Although the framework was initially used to derive

Sparse signal recovery and the associated problems&gorithms for a multiple measurement vector (MMV) model
compressed sensing have received much attention in redddi: it has not been used for the block sparse motkel (1)-

years [1]. The basic model is given by (2). The successes of sparse Bayesian learning methods in
past contexts motivate us to consider their extension ® thi
y = ®x + v, (1)  problem and fill this gap.
wherey € RM*1 s a known measurement vecteh & One contribution of our work is that the proposed algorithms

RM*N() < N) is a known matrix (generally called a@'e the first ones in the category that adaptively explore and
basis matrix) and any// columns are linearly independent,eXp|0it intra-block correlation. Experiments showed thtz

x € RV*! js a sparse signal to be recovered, ands an developed algorithms significantly outperform competital-
unknown noise vector. In applications,generally has addi- 90rithms. We also suggest a promising strategy to incotpora
tional structure. A widely studied structure is the blockigp intra-block correlation in the Group-Lasso type algorithtn
structure [2]-[4]. With this structurex can be viewed as a Improve their performance.

concatenation of blocks, i.e., Another contribution is the finding of the effect of intra-
. block correlation on algorithms’ performance. We find the

X= [T Ty, Tyt T, (2)  effect of intra-block correlation is quite different fronet
xT xT effect of temporal correlation in an MMV model [11]. This is

g

) o . interesting, since an MMV model can be viewed as a special
where d;(i) are not necessarily identical. Among the case of a block sparse model and temporal correlation in an

blocks, onlyk (k < g) blocks are nonzero but their locationsy;\y model corresponds to intra-block correlation in a block
are unknown. It is known that exploiting such block partitio sparse model

can further improve recovery performance. The third contribution is the development of a simple
A number of algorithms have been proposed to recover

sparse signals with the block structure. Typical algorihim approximate model and corresponding algorithms to solee th

clude Model-CoSaMp [3], Block-OMP [4], and Grou _Lass(g)roblem when the block partition is entirely unknown. These
P 1ol ' P algorithms are effective especially in noisy environments

Copyright (c) 2012 IEEE. Personal use of this material isnpted. In this paper bold symbols are reserved for vectors and ma-

However, permission to use this material for any other psepomust be . ; .. ; ..
obtained from the IEEE by sending a request to pubs-peronis@ieee.org. trices. For square matriced., ’Ag’ dlag{AI’ ’Ag}

Z.Zhang and B.D.Rao are with the Department of Electrical @mputer d€notes a block diagonal matrix with principal diagonakt®
Engineering, University of California, San Diego, La JpiGA 92093-0407, being Aq,---, A, in turn. Tr(A) denotes the trace oA.

USA. Email: zhangzlacademy@gmail.com (Z.Z), brao@uchd.€8.D.R). - ; : ;
The work was supported by NSF grants CCF-0830612 and CCHE2584 ¥ = 0 means each element in the Vectpls nonnegative.

Asterisk indicates corresponding author Parts of this work have been published in [13].


http://arxiv.org/abs/1201.0862v5

PUBLISHED IN IEEE TRANSACTIONS ON SIGNAL PROCESSING, VOL16NO. 8, PP. 2009-2015, 2013 2

Il. OVERVIEW OF THEBSBL FRAMEWORK only affects local convergence (such as changing the shiape o

This section briefly describes the BSBL framework [111t,he basins _of attraction_ of local minima). Therefore, one ca
upon which we develop our algorithms. In this frameworkMPOSe various constraints on the formBf to achieve better

each blockx; € R%*! is assumed to satisfy a parameterizeBerformance and prevent overfitting.

multivariate Gaussian distribution: An interesting property of the framework is that it is caabl
of directly recovering less-sparse or non-sparse signals a
P(XiQ’YiaBi) NN(07’71B1)1 1= 11 » g shown in [10]

with the unknown parameterg and B,. Here~; is a non-
negative parameter controlling the block-sparsityxofWhen
v = 0, the i-th block becomes zero. During the learning KNOWN

procedure most; tend to be zero, due to the mechanism of In this section we propose three algorithms, which require
automatic relevance determination [14]. Thus sparsityhat tknowledge of the block partitio](2).

block level is encouraged; € R%*4: is a positive definite

matrix, capturing the correlation structure of tiwth block. A BSBL-EM: the Expectation-Maximization Method

Under the assumption that blocks are mutually uncorreJatedTh_ laorith b dilv derived f .
the prior of x is p(x;{vi, Bi}i) ~ N(0,%0), whereX, = is algorithm can be readily derived from our previous

diag{7B1,--- ,7,B,}. Assume the noise vector satisfiedvork [11] on an MMV model with suitable adaptation. Thus

p(viA) ~ N(0,\), where \ is a positive scalar Therefore Ve omit details on algorithm derivation. However, several
the7posterior O’fx is'given by ’ necessary changes, particularly for enhancing the robsstn

of the learning rules fon andB;, have to be made here.
p(xly; A {7, Bit!_ ) = N(p,, 22) Following the Expectation Maximization (EM) method [11],
we can derive the learning rules for and A:

IIl. ALGORITHMS WHEN THE BLOCK PARTITION IS

with
— 1 —1 [ [ i\T .
p, = Se@T(M\+8%,87) 'y, Vi = d—iTr[Bi (25 +p(p))], Yo (@)
1 2 T
S, o= (B! TR \ e Hy—@umIbJJ\}Tr(Ezi’ ®) 5)

Once the parameters\, {y;,B;}{_, are estimated, the yhere i ¢ R%*1 is the corresponding-th block in g,
Maximum-A-Posteriori (MAP) estimate af, denoted byx, andXi € R%*d: is the correspondingth principal diagonal

can be directly obtained from the mean of the posterior, i.€y|ock in 3. Note that the\ learning rule[(5) is not robust in

2 qu,T(/\I T i)zoi)T)*ly' onv SNR cases. By numerical study, we empirically find that

this is due in part to the disturbance caused by the off-block
The parameters can be estimated by a Type Il maximuiiagonal elements itE, and ®”®. Therefore, we set their
likelihood procedure [14]. This is equivalent to minimigin off-block-diagonal elements to zero, leading to the laagni

the following cost function rule
—_ P 2 Y T Ez @i Tq,i
E(@) 4 —210g/p(y|x; /\)p(x; {,%_7 Bl}z)dx A o« ”y /1’1”2 + Z},\;l I‘( z( ) )’ (6)

= log| AL+ ®Zg®@" | +y" (A + ®X0®") "'y,  where®’ ¢ RM*4 is the submatrix ofb, which corresponds
(3) to thei-th block of x. This A learning rule is better than
_ . ([®) in generally noisy environments (e.§NR < 20dB). In
where © denotes all the parameters, ie© = gicajess cases there is no need to use\degrning rules. Just
{A {7y, Bifi_,}. This framework is called the BSBL fiing ) to a small value, e.g10- 10, can yield satisfactory
framework [1.1]. _ _ _ performance.
Each algorithm derived from this framework includes three g iiar to [11], using the EM method we can derive a

learning rules, i.e., the leaming rules fof, B, and A. |earing rule forB,. However, assigning a differel; to each
The learning rule fory; is the main body of an algorithm. 5k can result in overfitting. When blocks have the same
Different ~; learning rules lead to different convergence spe%qlze’ an effective strategy to avoid the overfitting is pagem
[, and determine the best possible recovery performance Ww&raging [11], i.e., constraining; = B(¥i). Using this

optimal values of\ and B, are given. _ constraint, the learning rule fd can be derived as follows
The A learning rule is important as well. If an optimal (or a } o
good sub-optimal) value fox cannot be obtained, the recovery B 1 zq: 24 pl(pi)T
performance can be very poor even if thdearning rule could 9= Vi '
i—

potentially lead to perfect recovery performance. o )
As for B;(Vi), it can be shown [11] that in noiselesdiowever, the algorithm’s performance can be improved by

environments, the global minimum of1(3) always leads ifyrther constraining the matri8. The idea is to find a positive
the true sparse solution irrespective of the valueBof B; definite and symmetric matriB such that it is determined
by one parameter but is close 8 especially along the

1The X learning rule also affects the speed, but its effect is notidant. main diagonal and the main sub-diagonal. Further, we find

()
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. . . g
that for many applications modeling elements of a block as \—1 i INT A *
. : i i -y Tr((® ®'B; (P * (10
a first-order Auto-Regressive (AR) process is sufficient to ; r(( v) (@97 )i (10
model intra-block correlation. In this case, the corresjiog a

correlation matrix of the block is a Toeplitz matrix with thewhereX; = \I + ®%5®7 and X £ 3 |,—,-. Substituting

following form: (IJ) into the cost functior{3) we have
1 r e /r'd_l 9
L < Tr((Z) @' B(®)" )y
Toeplitz([1,7,--- ,r¢™1]) = (8) = ; (=) (&)
,,,d—l ,,,d—2 R 1 +yT(AI + ¢EO¢T)71y 4 10g |EZ|
wherer isAthe AR coefficient and is the block size. Here we 9 e -
constrainB to have this form. Instead of estimatingfrom - ZTY((EZ) ©'B;i(®") )/
the BSBL cost function, we empirically calculate its value b =1
r& o wheremg (resp.m;) is the average of the elements 2 L) (11)
along the main diagonal (resp. the main sub-diagonal) of th -7 .
matrix B in (7). Tﬁe functionL() is convex overy, and wheny = ~v* we

When blocks have different sizes, the above idea can sifVé £(v") = £(77). Further, for anyy,,;, which mini-

be used. First, using the EM method we can derive the rdpizes L(v), we *have the 1;0II0wi_ng_relgtionshirﬁ(ﬁymin) <
for eachB;: B; < --[%% + pi (u;)"]. Then, for eactB; we L(Ymin) < L(y7) = L(). This indicates that when we
calculate the averages of the elements along the main diagdRinimize the surrogate functiodi(y) over -y, the resulting
and the main sub-diagonal, i.en}, andm , respectively, and minimum point effectively decreases the original cost fiorc

i L(v). We can use any optimization software to optimizg (11).

V ' m’ WSy = ) oM i :
averagen;, andm! for all blocks as followsm, = >°7_, m}
However, our experiments showed that this could take more

andm; = 3°Y_ mi. Finally, we haver £ Zt, from which

A~ mo, 1 -
we construc; for the i-th block: time than BSBL EM_and lead to poorer recovery_performance.
. Therefore, we consider another surrogate function.
B, = Toeplitz([1,7,--- ,747Y) (Vi) (9)  Using the identity

i - 1
We denote the above algorithm IBSBL-EM. YT I+ ®%,87) 1y = m,in [XHY _Bx|2+ xnglx}, (12)

B. BSBL-BO: the Bound-Optimization Method where the optimak is p,, we have
The BSBL-EM algorithm has satisfactory recovery per- 1
formance but is slow. This is mainly due to the EM-based £(7) = min—|ly — ®x||5 +x" 25"
~; learning rule. For the basic SBL algorithm, Tipping [14] g9
derived a fixed-point based; learning rule to replace the +ZTr((2;)*1<I>iBi(<I>i)T)% + log | ;|
EM-based one, which has faster convergence speed but is not i=1

robust in some noisy environments. Here we derive afast 9 _ _
learning rule based on the bound-optimization method (also =) Te((Zp) e Bi(@9)T)y;
known as the Majorization-Minimization method) [1], [15]. i=1
The algorithm adopting this; learning rule is denoted by Then, a new function
BSBL-BO (it uses the same learning rules fB;, and A\ as 1
BSBL-EM). It not only has fast speed, but also has satisfgcto G(v,x) = XHy — ®x|3 +x'2; "%
performance. g

Note that the original cost functiohl(3) consists of two term + Z Tr((zz)*l@iBi((I)i)T)%
The first termlog |\I + ®X,®7| is concave with respect to i1 ‘

~ = 0, wherey £ [y, ,7,]T. The second terny” (AI + g . ‘
&3,®d7) 1y is convex with respect tg > 0. Since our goal +log B = ) Te((Z5) @B, (@) )y
is to minimize the cost function, we choose to find an upper- i=1

bound for the first item and then minimize the upper-boqu defined, which is the upper-bound (ﬁ('y) Note that

of the cost function. . . .
We use the supporting hyperplane of the first term as %(Py,x) is convex in bothy andx. It can be easily shown that

y . o e solution(~°) of £(v) is the solution ¢ x%) of G(~, x).
upper-bound. Let" be a given point in they-space. We have Thus,G(v x()7|5> our fErTzle surrogate cos(:/funct)ion. 7

log | AL+ @20®7| < log |\ + &3;d7 | Taking the derivative of with respect toy;, we can obtain
g
*\ — 7 7 * -1
D T((2)) T @ Bi(@) ) (3~ 7)) e xBi'xi (13)
i=1 Tr((®)T(3;) 1 9'B;)

g
= Z Tr((E;)_ICI?iBZ—(CPi)T)%— Due to this; learning rule, BSBL-BO requires far fewer iter-
i=1 ations than BSBL-EM, but both algorithms have comparable
+log || performance.
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C. BSBL¢;: Hybrid of BSBL and Group-Lasso Type Algofrom the relation[(TI6) we can directly obtain the optimalueal
rithms as follows:

Essentially, BSBL-EM and BSBL-BO operate in the B (8log|AI+<I>EO<I>T|)%
space, since their cost function is a functiomofin contrast, o 07

most existing algorithms for the block sparse model [1)-(2) T L N\%
directly operate in thex-space, minimizing a data fit term = (Tr[Bi‘I’ (/\I+<I>Z:0<I>T) ‘P D - (21)
and a penalty, which are both functionsxaflt is interesting
to see the relation between our BSBL algorithms and tho

algorithms. rg%]) should be solved in an iterative way. In theh iteration,

Using the idea we presented in [16], an extension of t ()11 /2
duality space analysis for the basic SBL framework [17], Wréavmg used the update rulés¥18) and (21) to ob(taﬁf‘?) '

can transform the BSBL cost functidd (3) from thespace to we need to solve the following optimization problem:
thex-spacg. Sinca an_dBi(vw can be V|e_vved as regularlzers,x(kﬂ) — argmin ||y — ®x|2 + )‘sz@ X?Bflxz', (22)
for convenience we first treat them as fixed values. x -
First, using the identity (12) we can upper-bound the BSBL . .
cost function as follows: wherew™ 2 2(z(")1/2, And the resultingx*+1) will be
1 used to update; and z;, which are in turn used to calculate
£(x,7) =log NI+ @X0@" |+ ~[ly — ®x[5 +x"S;'x.  the solution in the next iteration.
A . .
] o o The solution to [[22) can be calculated using any
By first minimizing over~ and then minimizing ovex, we  Gyroup-Lasso type algorithm. To see this, lef, =2

1
2
i

Né)te thatz; is a function of~, while according to[(28)y;
T a function ofx; (and z;). This means that the problem

have: wPB kw2 [uf,- - ull” and H £ & .
. 1/2 k 1/2 k
x = argmin {ly — ®x[3 + \ge()}. (14) diag{B;*/u{”, - By /wy"'}. Then the problenf(22) can

be transformed to the following one:

ul = argmin |y — Hul3 + A [|uill2. (23)
go(x) 2 min {xnglx + log | AL + <1>zoq>T|}. (15) i
=0 Now each iteration is a standard Group-Lasso type problem,
Define h(v) 2 log |AI + &3, ®7|. It is concave and non- While the whole algorithm is an iterative reweighted algum.

with the penaltyg.(x) given by

decreasing w.r.ty = 0. Thus we have In the above development we did not consider the learning
rules for the regularizera and B;. In fact, their estimation
log |\ + @X®7| = m;g zl~ — h*(z) (16) greatly benefits from this iterative reweighted form. Since

each iteration is a Group-Lasso type problem, the optimal
where h*(z) is the concave conjugate df(v) and can be value of A can be automatically selected in the Group Lasso
expressed ak* (z) = min,y oz’ v—log |\I+®X,®7|. Thus, framework [18]. Also, since each iteration provides a block

using [16) we can expreds {15) as sparse solution, which is close to the true solutiBp,can be
N T . directly estimated from the solution of the previous itenat
9elx) = ot o x4z v —h'(z) In particular, each nonzero block in the previous solutian ¢
= By, be treated as an AR(1) process, and its AR coefficient is thus

= min (7 + Zi%') — h*(z). (17) estimated. The AR coefficients associated with all the nanze

7EZ0 Vi blocks are averagddl and the average value, denotedibys
Minimizing {7) overv;, we have used to construct eadB; according to[(B).
’ The above algorithm is denoted BBBL-/;. It can be seen
;= Z_—% /xTBflxi (Vi) (18) asa hybrid of a BSBL algorithm and a Group-Lasso type al-
! v gorithm. On the one hand, it has the ability to adaptivelyriea
Substituting [(IB) into[(17) leads to and exploit intra-block correlation for better performanas
) BSBL-EM and BSBL-BO. On the other hand, since it only
— : 2 Tp—1 * . . . . ..
ge(x) =min » (227 /x!'B;'x;) — h*(2). (19) takes few iterations (generally about 2 to 5 iterations irsyi0
z>~0 . . . .
= environments) and each iteration can be implemented by any
Using [19), the probleni{14) now becomes: efficient Group-Lasso type algorithm, it is much faster and
' is more suitable for large-scale datasets than BSBL-EM and
x = argmin|y — ®x|[|3 BSBL-BO.

N . The algorithm also provides _insights if we want tc_; gquip
+/\[m>iro1 (222/xI'B; 'x;) — h*(z)]. (20) Group-Lasso type algorithms with the ability to exploitrant
= block correlation for better recovery performance. We can
To further simplify the expression, we now calculate theonsider this iterative reweighted method and change/ihe

optimal value ofz; . HOW_ever’ we ne?d not CaICUIat? this value 2rpe averaging is important. Otherwise, the algorithm mayehpoor
from the above expression. According to the duality properfperformance.
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norm of x;, i.e., ||x;||2, to the Mahalanobis distance ty|
measure,/x! B; 'x;.

IV. ALGORITHMS WHEN THE BLOCK PARTITION IS - s ey
UNKNOWN LRI T LRI ==
Now we extend the BSBL framework to address the sil o & Bk on odf 2 Sedconp
tion when the block partition is unknown. For the algoritl Hdﬁfz'iw o1 Hdﬁfz'iw
development, we assume that all the blocks are of equahs  ** °* S f2me S etoo ™ °° B ety s Reado °°
and the nonzeros blocks are arbitrarily located. Later wie wi (a) Intra-Block Correlation: 0 (b) Intra-Block Correlation: 0.95

see that the approximation of equal block size is not lirgitin
Note that though the resulting algorithms are not very sieesi Fig. 1. Empirical99% phase transitions of all the algorithms (a) when the
fo the choice off, algorithmic performance can be furthels bk caealen wes 0.and () vhen e niebiireator vae,
improved if a suitable value df is selected. We will comment |arger than or equal to 0.99.
more onh later.

Given the identical block sizé, there arep & N — h + 1
possible (overlapping) blocks . Thei-th block starts at the somei. The experiments in Sectidn] V and in [13] show that
i-th element ofx and ends at thé + h — 1)-th element. All different values of: lead to similar performance.
the nonzero elements af lie within a subset of these blocks. The above insight also implies that even if the block
Similar to Sectiof I, for the-th block, we assume it satisfiespartition is unknown, one can partition a signal into a numbe
a multivariate Gaussian distribution with the mean giveroby of non-overlapping blocks with user-defined block sizes] an
and the covariance matrix given byB;, whereB; € R"*"  then perform the BSBL algorithms. Nonetheless, perforreanc
So the prior ofx has the formp(x) ~ N, (0, ). Note that of the BSBL algorithms are generally more sensitive to the
due to the overlapping locations of these blocky, is no block sizes than the EBSBL algorithms when recovering block
longer a block diagonal matrix. It has the structure thaheasparse signals [1@.
~;B; lies along the principal diagonal @, and overlaps Use of the expanded model when the block partition is
other neighboringy; B;(j # ¢). Thus, we cannot directly useunknown is quite different from existing approaches [7]-[9
the BSBL framework and need to make some modification§ur new approach has several advantages. Firstly, it diegpli

To facilitate the use of the BSBL framework, we expanthe algorithms, which, in turn, increases robustness isynoi
the covariance matrix, as follows: environments, as shown in Sectioh V. Secondly, it facéiat

= . phxph exploitation of intra-block correlation. Intra-block cetation
Bo = diag{71B1,--,7B,} € R (24) is common in practical applications. Exploiting such cor-

Note thaty;B; no longer overlaps othey;B;(i # j). The relation can significantly improve performance, yielding a

definition of &, implies the following decomposition of:  advantage to our approach over existing methods which énor
intra-block correlation.

p

= V. EXPERIMENTS
wherez; € R'*!, B{z;} = 0, E{zinT} =6;;7iBi (61 =1 I_Due to space limitations, we only present some rep&;esen—
if i = j; otherwise,d;; = 0), andz 2 [z7,--- 27]7 ~ tative experimental results based on computer simulations

= . . Experiments on real-world data can be found in [10].
. Nxh
N=(0, %). E; € R 's a zero matrix except that the part In the following, each experiment was repeated for 400

from itsi-th row to (i+h—1)-th row is replaced by the identity . . ) .
. . trials. In each trial the matri® was generated as a zero mean
matrix I. Then the original mode[{1) can be expressed as: . . : :
random Gaussian matrix with columns normalized to unit

£5 norm. In noisy experiments the Normalized Mean Square
(26) Error (NMSE) was used as a performance index, defined by
X — Xgen||3/]|Xgenl|3, Wherex was the estimate of the true
where A £ [A1,---,A,] with A, £ ®E,;. Now the new signalx,en. In Noiseless experiments the success rate was used
model [Z8) is a block sparse model and can be solved by thea performance index, defined as the percentage of sudcessf
BSBL framework. Thus, following the development of BSBL1rials in the 400 trials (A successful trial was defined as the
EM, BSBL-BO, and BSBL£;, we obtain algorithms for this one whenNMSE < 10~°).
expanded model, which are call&BSBL-EM, EBSBL-BO, In noiseless experiments, we chose Mixgd¢; Program
and EBSBL-/;, respectively. [6] to solve [2B) in each iteration of BSBLr; in noisy
In the derivation above we assume that all blocks have tegperiments, we chose Group Basis Pursuit for this purpose.
equal known sizeh. However, this assumption is not crucialFor all of our algorithms, when calculating, instead of
for practical use. When the size of a nonzero blockpgay _ ' _
X;j, is greater than or equal th, it can be recovered by a When directly recovering non-sparse signals, performarfcthe BSBL
. . algorithms is not sensitive to block sizes [10].
set of (overlappedy; (i € S, S is a non-empty set). When 44,1, codes can be downloaded at
the size ofx; is less tham, it can be recovered by z; for [rttp://dsp.ucsd.edu/ ~Zhilin/BSBL.html

p
y:Z‘ﬁEizi—i—véAz—i—m
i=1
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. o A
using the original formular = % the formular = : ~osaL-EMean) o9 FL InraBiosk Correlaton
sign(%) Inln{| z_(ﬂ’ 0.99} was used to ensur-e. tha}t the Ca-|( 09| :S:gtgggg;ﬂf) Zj ignore Intra-Block Correlation
lated r satisfies—1 < r < 1. The same modification applie g os L pen tugenee) @00
tor. & or - - BSBL-Li(ignore) g
9] 9]
goe %04
% L%OS
A. Phase Transition o 0z
. i . . 04 —---="~ B 52 LN -
We first examined empirical phase transitions EOj exact =
. . . . 0
recovery of block sparse signals in noiseless environm ™ ® “iatahek Sorrelation -° °° ' Comrelation Case
for our three BSBL algorithms, Block-OMP, Model-CoSaMP, @) (b)

Mixed ¢5/¢; Program, and Group Basis Pursuit. The phase

transition is used to illustrate how Spars|ty level (def”m Fig. 2. (a) shows the benefit of exploiting the intra-blockretation. (b)
. shows the performance of BSBL-EM for three correlation dtomks.

p = K/M, where K is the number of nonzero elements

in x) and indeterminacy (defined @s= A /N) affect each

algorithm’s success in the exact recovery. Each point on tQ?ploiting the block structure and the intra-block cortiela
plotted phase transition curve corresponds to an algoisth lays a crucial role here, indicating the advantages of the
success rate greater than or equaddé; in 400 trials. Above BSBL framework

the curve the success rate sharply drops.
In the experiment we varied the indeterminacy= M /N
from 0.05 to 0.5 withV fixed to 1000. For each/ and B. Benefit of Exploiting Intra-Block Correlation
N, a block sparse signal was generated, which consisted offhe above results suggest there is a benefit to exploiting
40 blocks with an identical block size of 25 elements. Thiatra-block correlation. To further clarify this, anotheoise-
number of nonzero blocks varied from 1 to 20; thus thess experiment was carried out. The mafbixvas of the size
number of nonzero elements varied from 25 to 500. Th@( x 300. The signal consisted of 75 blocks with an identical
locations of the nonzero blocks were determined randomfjze of 4 elements. Only 20 of the blocks were nonzero.
The block partition was known to the algorithms, but tha|| the nonzero blocks had the same intra-block correlation
number of nonzero blocks and their locations were unknowgenerated as in Sectidn_M-A) ranging from -0.99 to 0.99.
to the algorithms. Each nonzero block satisfied a multivariaDifferent from the first experiment, each nonzero block was
Gaussian distribution with zero mean and covariance matfixther normalized to uni?s norm in order to remove the
Yqen. By manipulating the covariance matrix, and thus changnterference caused by differeft norms of the blocks.
ing intra-block correlation, we examined the effect of aatr  BSBL-EM, BSBL-BO and BSBLZ, were applied with
block correlation on each algorithm’s phase transition. and without correlation exploitation. In the first case,ythe
We first considered the situation when the intra-block cogdaptively learned and exploited the intra-block coriefat

relation was 0O (i.e.¥.n = I). The empirical phase transition|n the second case, they ignored the correlation, i.e., dixin
curves of all the algorithms are shown in Eig.1 (a). We cap, — 1(V4).

see that the three BSBL algorithms had the best performanceThe results are shown in Hig.2 (a). First, we see that
and the phase transition curves of BSBL-EM and BSBL-B@xploiting the intra-block correlation greatly improvetet

were identical. It is worth noting that wheh> 0.15, BSBL-  performance of the BSBL algorithms. Second, when ignoring
¢, exactly recovered block sparse signals witk= 1 with a the intra-block correlation, the performance of the BSBL

high success rate<(99%). algorithms showed no obvious relation to the correlafion
The results become more interesting when th@ other words, no obvious negative effect is observed if

intra-block  correlation was 0.95 (i.e., X, = ignoring the intra-block correlation. Note that the second

Toeplitz([1,0.95,---,0.95*!]). The empirical phase observation is quite different from the observationtemporal

transition curves are shown in Hig.1 (b), where all the thregrrelationin an MMV model [11], where we found that if
BSBL algorithms had improved performance. BSBL- temporal correlation is not exploited, algorithms have ngoo
exactly recovered sparse signals with = 1 even for performance with increasing temporal correlation vallies

6 < 0.15. BSBL-EM and BSBL-BO could exactly recover |n the previous experiment all the generated nonzero blocks
sparse signals witlp = 1 whend > 0.25. In contrast, had the same intra-block correlation. We might then ask
all the four non-BSBL algorithms showed little change in

performance when the intra-block correlation changed from®This phenomenon can also be observed from the performandeeof
0 to 0.95 compared algorithms in Sectido_M-A, where their perforneart@ad little
U . . .. . ﬁhange when intra-block correlation dramatically varied.
These results are very interesting and surprising, sinee t "Temporal correlation in an MMV model can be viewed as intach
may be the first time that an algorithm shows the ability teorrelation in a vectorized MMV model (which is a block spgammodel).

model has the specific structuf® ® Iy, [11], where® is the basis matrix

measurements with a hlgh success ra_te@()%). ObVK)USly* in the original MMV model,® indicates the Kronecker produdy, is the
identity matrix with the dimensio, x L, andL is the number of measurement
5The phase transition graph was initially used to descrilats @dgorithm’s ~ vectors in the MMV model. This structure is not present in theck sparse
ability to recover a sparse signal with no structure. In thiperiment it was model considered in this work, which is believed to accowntthe different
used to describe each algorithm’s ability to recover a blsgairse signal. behavior with respect to the intra-block correlation irigeted here.
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whether the proposed algorithms can still succeed wher
intra-block correlation for nonzero blocks is not homogeas
To answer this question, we considered three cases for
erating each nonzero block: (1) the intra-block correta
values were chosen uniformly randomly from -1 to 1; (2)

~*-BSBL-EM
-8-BSBL-BO
~©-BSBL-L1

.
.
7

Time(second)
E‘a
of

w
7]
=
z

—h—BSBL-EM

correlation values were chosen uniformly randomly from (7= ssa-eo ———

1; (3) the correlation values were chosen uniformly rando | gemies A

from 0.7 to 1. o e0ede L ] ol . 1
BSBL-EM was then applied with and without correlati_ SNR(d®) SNR()

exploitation, as described in the previous experiment. The (@ (b)

results are shown in F[d.2 (b), with the three correlatiosesa _. L , _
indicated by ‘C 1 C o dc 3 fi IF|g. 3. (a) Performance comparison in different noise Evd) Comparison
Indicate y_ ase 1, ase ? "fm ) _ase ) respe_c IVel¥t the computational speed of the three BSBL algorithms ia toisy
We can see in Case 3 (least variation in intra-block cotimiat experiment.
values) the benefit of exploiting the correlation was sigaiiit,

while in Case 1 (most variation in intra-block correlation

values) the benefit disappeared, but exploiting the cdrogla ;‘é’;ggggtggg;
was not harmful. However, Case 1 rarely happens in practice. 10°] | ombomr e
In most practical problems the intra-block correlationues - Siucowe
of all nonzero blocks tends to be positive and high, which BM-MAP-OMP
corresponds to Case 2 and Case 3. u X e

-----

C. Performance in Noisy Environments

We compared the BSBL algorithms, Mixéd/¢; Program, £ - B8
Group Lasso, and Group Basis Pursuit at different noisddeve =
In this experimentM = 128 and N = 512. The generated
block sparse signal was partitioned into 64 blocks with an S
identical block size of 8 elements. Seven blocks were nanzer 2 ber c Nonsero B7Iocks% 9 10
generated as in Secti@n W-A. The intra-block correlatioluga 0
for each block was uniformly randomly varied from 0.8 to 1Fig. 4. Performance comparison when block partition wasnomk.
Gaussian white noise was added such that the SNR, defined
by SNR(dB) £ 201og;(||®Xgen||2/|[V]]2), ranged from 5 dB
to 25 dB for each generated signal. As a benchmark restfilked to 48. The intra-block correlation value for each block
the ‘oracle’ result was calculated, which was the leas&sglu uniformly randomly varied from 0.8 to 1. SNR was 15 dB.
estimate ofx,.,, given its true support. As we stated in Sectioh 1V, knowledge of the block size
The results are shown in Hig.3 (a). All three BSBL algois not crucial in practical use. To empirically evaluatesthi
rithms exhibited significant performance gains over noiBBS we calculated performance curves for all our algorithmsagisi
algorithms. In particular, the performance curves of BSBY- fixed values ofh, = 4 andh = 8. The results are shown in
and BSBL-BO were nearly identical to that of the 'oracle’€ThFig[4. To improve figure readability, we only display BSBL-
phenomenon that BSBLr had slightly poorer performance atem and EBSBL-BO. We also applied T-MSBL [11] here. Note
low SNR and high SNR situations is due to some sub-optim@lat when T-MSBL is used for the block sparse signal recovery
default parameters in the software implementing GroupBagjroblem [1), it can be viewed as a special case of BSBL-EM
Pursuit [5]. We found the phenomenon disappeared wheiith /, = 1. The results show that our algorithms outperformed
using other software. Figufe 3 (b) gives the speed comparistructOMP, CluSS-MCMC, and BM-MAP-OMP. The results

of the three algorithms on a computer with dual-core 2.8 GHgso show that for both BSBL-EM and EBSBL-BO, setting
CPU, 6.0 GiB RAM, and Windows 7 OS. It shows BSBL- 1, = 4 or h = 8 led to similar performance.
was the fastest due to the use of Group Basis Pursuit in its

inner loop. VI. CONCLUSION
N Using the block sparse Bayesian learning framework and
D. Performance When Block Partition Is Unknown its extension, we proposed a number of algorithms to recover

We set up a noisy experiment to compared all of ourlock sparse signals when the block structure is known or
algorithms with StructOMP (given the number of nonzeranknown. These algorithms have the ability to explore and
elements), BM-MAP-OMP (given the true noise variance), arekploit intra-block correlation in signals and thereby none
CluSS-MCMC, under the conditions where the block partitioperformance. We experimentally demonstrated that these al
is unknown. The matrixd was of the sizel92 x 512. The gorithms significantly outperform existing algorithms. erh
signal x.., containedg, nonzero blocks with random sizederived algorithms also suggest that the iterative reweih
and random locations (not overlappingy. was varied from framework is a promising method for Group-Lasso type algo-
2 to 10. The total number of nonzero elementsxin, was rithms to exploit intra-block correlation.
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