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Technical Report: Observability of a Linear System
under Sparsity Constraints

Wei Dai and Serdar Yiksel

Abstract—Consider an n—dimensional linear system where it In the following, we describe the system model. In Section
!s.k.nown that there are at mostkz < n non-zero components inthe [T} preliminaries on compressive sensing theory are priesk
initial state. The observability problem, that is the recowery of the  y fo)10s a formal discussion of observability of linearssy
initial state, for such a system is considered. We obtain sfi€ient L . L
conditions on the number of the available observations to be te_ms. since t_he analytical tools. and results are _S|_gn_|ﬂ|y;ant
able to recover the initial state exactly for such a system. &h different for different cases, we first treat a determinisgtup
deterministic and stochastic setups are considered for sgam in Section IV and then study a stochastic setup in Se¢fion V.

dynamics. In the former setting, the system matrices are knon  Detailed proofs are given in Sectién]VI. Concluding remarks
deterministically, whereas in the latter setting, all of the matrices are discussed in SectiGn VII.

are picked from a randomized class of matrices. The main
message is that, one does not need to obtain fullobservations to
be able to uniquely identify the initial state of the linear g/stem, [I. PROBLEM FORMULATION

even when the observations are picked randomly, when the itial For the purpose of observability analysis, we consider the
condition is known to be sparsel following discrete-time linear time-invariant system tfwzero
control input): x;y; = Az, y¢ = 0 Caxy, Wheret € Z,
denotes the discrete time instaat, ¢ R” andy, € R%

) ] o ) _are the state of the system and the observation of the system
A linear system of dimension is said to be observable if an respectively, the matricest € R"™ " and C € Révxn

ensemble of at mosi successive observations guarantee thfanote the state transfer matrix and the observation matrix

recovery of the initial state. Observability is an essémidion  regpectively, andy, takes value eithe or 1 (1, = 1 means

in control theory as, with the sister notion of controlléyil 5, gpservation at timeis available, and) = 0 otherwise).

these form the essence of modern linear control theory. The problem we are interested in is the observability of
In this paper, we consider the observability problem wheg system with a sparse initial state: Given < n obser-

the number of non-zeros in the initial state in a linear systeyations (n instances where;, = 1), can we reconstruct

is strictly less than the dimension of the system. This migf{e initial statex, € R" exactly? Suppose that the re-

arise in systems where natural or external forces give 0ise tcejver observes the output of the system at the (stop-

certain subset of components of a linear system to be aedvabing) time instances,ts, -+ ,tm. Let the overall obser-

or excited, for example an external force may give rise to\gtion matrix be the stacked observation matri€®s, =

subset of locally unstable states while keeping certaireroth T
states intact g Ping [(CA“)Tv(CAtZ)T,-~- ,(CA‘”")T} and the overall ob-

I. INTRODUCTION

Furthermore, with the increasing emphasis on networksdrvation beyr,, = [yf,yZ, - ,ytTm}T,Where the subscript
control systems, it has been realized that the controitgbil T;, emphasizes that only the observations at time instants
and observability concepts for linear systems with cotérsl T,, := {t1,t2, - ,t,,} are available. Theyr, = Or, .

having full access to sensory information is not practicdin order to infer the initial statecy from yr,, the columns
Many research efforts have focused on both stochastic set-Or,, have to be linearly independent, or equivalently, the
tings, as well as information theoretic settings to adapt timull-space of the matrixOr,, must be trivial.

observability notion to control of linear systems with lted While the general setup has been well understood, the
information. One direction in this general field is the caggroblem of our particular interest is the observability whe
when the observations available at a controller comes the initial statex, is sparse. The definition of a sparse vector
random intervals. In this context, in both the informatiofs given as follows.

theory literature as well as automatic control literatuse,
rich collection of papers have studied the recursive esiima

problem and its applications in remote contrial [1], [Z]] ’[S]underB € R™" if @ — Bs for somes € R" with ||s||, <
= 0 <

(41 K, where||s||o gives the number of non-zero components in
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Definition 1. Let B € R™*™ be an orthonormal basis, i.e6B
containsy orthonormal columns. A vectar € R™ is K-sparse
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approaches in the stochastic setup are presented in SEEtionf all parameterg for which the RIP holds. It was shown in
Another related work is_[6] which designs control algorithm[8], [13], [10] that both¢;-minimization and SP algorithms
based on sparsity in the state, where compressive sensilsg ttead to exact reconstructions éf-sparse signals if the matrix

are used to reconstruct the state for control purposes. P satisfies the RIP with a constant parameter, dgg < ¢
wherecy € (0,1) andk € Ry are independent oK. We note
I1l. PRELIMINARIES AND COMPRESSIVESENSING that different algorithms may have different parameteueal

Compressive sensing is a signal processing technique tfit cos andks. Examples of random and deterministic RIP
encodes a signat of dimensionn by computing a measure-matrices can be found in [14],][8]. [15], [1L6].
ment vectory of dimensionm < n via linear projections, For later use, we also consider a particular class of the
e,y = ®x, where ® € R™ " is referred to as the measurement matricds. We will assume thab” € S, ,,, (R)
measurement matrixn general, it is not possible to uniquely(that is, the rows ofe € R™*" are orthonormal) is isotropi-
recover the unknown signat using measurementg with ~cally distributed (the definition of,, ,, (R) and the isotropic
reduced-dimensionality. Nevertheless, if the input sigisa distribution onS,, ., (R) will be introduced in Sectiof V-R).
sufficiently sparse, exact reconstruction is possible. His t Under this assumption, it has been shown [in] [17] that if
context, suppose that the unknown sigmak R" is at most the number of measurements satisfies> C - K'log (n/K)
K-sparse, i.e., that there are at mdstnonzero entries in for some positive constant’, then with high probability
x. A naive reconstruction method is to search among & 1 —e~" for some positive constaaj the ¢;-minimization
possible signals and find the sparsest one which is consiste@rfectly reconstructs the input unknown signal
with the linear measurements. This method requires only
m = 2K random linear measurements, but finding the sparsest IV. THE DETERMINISTIC MODEL
signal representation is an NP-hard problem. On the other_ . . .
hand, Donoho and Candés et. &l [7], [8] demonstrated thatTh's section charagterlzes _the number o_f measurements
reconstruction ofz from v is a polynomial timeproblem if needed for observability for different scenarios. We assum

more measurements are taken. This is achieved by castingtnflaI o is K-sparse under a basB € S, (R) and B is

reconstruction problem as ah-minimization problem, i.e., KNOwn in advance. Recall that observability generally nesu

min |jz], subjectto y = da, where ||, = S, |«f] that the observability matriOr,, has full rank, i.e., at least
3 i=

denotes thé, -norm of the vectot. It is a convex optimization " Measurements should be collected. When is sparse,
problem and can be solved efficiently by linear progra he number of observations required for observability can b

ming (LP) techniques. The reconstruction complexity eguatignificantly reduced. _
19) (m2n3/2) if the convex optimization problem is solved We start with a special case where particular structures are

using interior point methods [9]. More recently, an iterati MPoSed onA, B and C' to reduce the number of required
algorithm, termedsubspace pursuit (SPwas proposed in- OPservations @K + 1.
dependently in[[10] and_[11]. The corresponding comput@roposition 3. Suppose that is K -sparse under the natural
tional complexity isO (Km(n + K?)), which is significantly pasis B = I. Assume thatd € R"*" is diagonal, and that
smaller than that of;-minimization whenk™ < n. all diagonal entries are nonzero and distinct. Let all of the
A sufficient and necessary condition f-minimization t0  antries ofC € R %" (dy, = 1) be non-zero. Ther, can be
perform exact reconstruction is the so calkbe null-space exactly reconstructed after exacty + 1 measurements by
condition [12]. algorithms with polynomial complexity in.

Theorem 2. If and only if for allw € R™ such thatbw = 0, Proof: See Sectiof VI-A. -
and for all setsT" c {1,2,--- ,n} such that|T| = K, there

exists a constant > 1 such that Remark4. The reconstruction relies on the Reed-Solomon de-

coding method presented in_|18]. Note that the reconstracti

cz lw'| < Z |w’|, (1) is not robust to noise and hence not very useful in practice.
€T Jjere The following proposition considers the case whéie
whereT¢ = {1,2,--- ,n} — T, then¢;-minimization recon- minimization is used for reconstruction. We have further
structsx exactly. restrictions on the initial state and observation time.

A sufficient condition for both thé;-minimization and SP Proposition 5. Let all of the entries ofC' € R'*" (d, = 1)
algorithms to perform exact reconstruction is based on ¢he lse non-zero. Supposgz,; > 0 for all i, where C =
called restricted isometry property (RIFB]. A matrix ® € [c1,---,c¢,]. Further assume thafl € R"*™ is diagonal, and
R™>" is said to satisfy the Restricted Isometry Property (RIRhat all diagonal entries are nonzero. If the decoder reesiv
with coefficients( K, §) for K <m,0 < ¢ < 1,ifforallindex 2K + 1 successive observations at times= 0,...,2K,
setsI C {1,---,n} such thatI| < K and for allg € R, the decoder can reconstruct the initial state perfectly and
one has the unique solution can be obtained by the solution of the

2 2 2 linear program min |||[; s.t. Otz = y, where Oy =
(1- ) gl < [@rgl3 < (1+0) lall, Prog Il w =y :

. _ [CT, cA)T,. - ,(CAQK)T]
where®; denotes the matrix formed by the columngipivith
indices inl. TheRIP parametetx is defined as the infimum Proof: See Section VI-B. [ |



We note that, one can relax the above to the case when toaditions, for example, the incoherence condition, are em
observations are periodic such that— ¢t; = t3 —t = ... = ployed to judge whether current observations are suffidant
tm — tm_1, Wherel, 2, ..., m are the observation times. reconstruction.

In the following, we consider more general settings.
V. THE STOCHASTIC MODEL

: ) - In this section, we discuss a stochastic model for the system
cal form, all diagonal entries are nonzero, and the eigeneal |\ trices. One advantage of the stochastic model is that it
corresponding to dllfferent Jordan blocks are distinct. & o)hq iy understanding more general cases that are difficult
entries of € € R (d, = 1) be non-zero for all the {, anaiy7e using the deterministic model. Examples include
leading components of Jordan blocks (that is, fortheflrsgtyen TheorenIP and Corollafy 4. Our analysis is based on the
corresponding to_a Jordan block): If the decoder receives concept of rotational invariance, defined in Subsedfionl V-A
random observations, at random imes = {t1,¢2,....tm}. The inwition is that rotational invariance provides a rich
let Or,, = |[(CA")" (CA")" ... 7(C’Atm)T] . Let structure to “mix” the non-zeros in the initial state andsthi
Or, (i) denote the'” column ofOz, for 1 < i < n. Define “MiXing” ensures an observability with significantly redt
. . nug1b¢r ofthmeasurem;e_nts. i Cced that
. . . uring the preparation of this paper, we noticed that the
M(Tm) = 3;5)<||0Tm (z’)||20T’" (@), 1O, (5)]|2 Oz, (7)) " stochastic model was also discussed in an independent work
[5]. The major differences between our approach and that in
Thenz can be exactly reconstructed after measurements [5] are as follows. First, in([5], the observation mati,’s
if: are assumed to be random Gaussian matrices. In contrast,
1 ) our model relies on rotationally invariant random matrjces
M(T) which are much more general. Second, though the wark [5]
is targeted for general state transition matdx the analysis
@nd results best suit for théd matrices with concentrated
spectrum, for example, unitary matrices. As a comparigon, i
Proof: See Sectiof VI-C. B our stochastic model, we separate the rotational invagiand

Remark7. We recall that the observability of a linear systhe spectral property and hence the spectral property can be
tem described by the paifA,C) can be verified by the very much relaxed.

following criterion, known as the Hautus-Rosenbrock test: _

The pair is observable if and only if for alk € C, the A- The Isotropy of Random Matrices

matrix L(M_A)T’CZ] is full rank. Clearly, one needs To define rotational invariance, we need to define the

. . set of rotational matrices, often referred to as the Stiefel
to check the rank condition only for the eigenvalues4flt : . : . )
) . manifold. Formally, theStiefel manifoldS,, ;. (R) is defined as
is a consequence of the above that, if the componem‘:'ofs (R) = {U c R™* . UTU = I} wherel. is thek x k
corresponding to the first entry of a Jordan block is zeray th€™" * ~/ — ' — kD k

the corresponding component cannot be recovered even qﬁntlty matrix. Whenn = k, a matrix in§,, , (R) is an or-

. . . o \%onormal matrix and represents a rotation. A left rotatba
n successive observations, since this is a necessary amdifl i . .
measurable sef{ C R under a given rotation represented

for observability. . o N by A € S, is given by the seAH = {AH : H e H} C

A more general case is studied in the next proposition. rnxn_ Similarly defines the right rotation o¥ given by

Proposition 8. Given A € R***, C ¢ R%*" and T}, = ‘HB for a givenB € S, . An invariant/isotr_opicprobability
measureu; [19], [20, Sections 2 and 3] is defined by the

property that for any measurable set ¢ R™*™ and rotation

Proposition 6. Suppose tha#d € R"*" is of Jordan canoni-

1
l2olly < 5(1+

by algorithms with polynomial complexity i In particular,
a linear program (LP) can be used to recover the initial stat

{t1, -+ ,tm}, If ® = O, B satisfies the null-space condition
(@), then ¢;-minimization min |||, s.t. y¢+ = O, A Bs ;
reconstructss andx, = Bs exa(!tly.lsuppose tha satisfies Mafrices A € Snn (R) and B € Spp (R), pr (M) =
the RIP with proper parameters, both-minimization and SP pr(AM) = pr(MB). The invariant probability on the
algorithm leads to exact reconstruction of the initial staf. Stlefel manifold is essentially the uniform prqbabmtyamre,
e, ur ({A €Sk (R): |A—-U| <e€})is independent of
This proposition is a direct application of the results prehe choice ofU € S,, « (R).
sented in Sectiofdll. This result implies a protocol in whic The main results in this subsection are Lemrhds 9 and
one keeps collecting available observatians, y:,,--- until [I0, which show that an rotationally invariant random matrix
the null-space or RIP condition is satisfied. However, thedmits rotationally invariant matrix products and decosipo
computation complexity of verifying either of them genéyal tions. These results are the key for proving results reggrdi
increases exponentially with. There are two approaches toobservability in Subsection V3iB.

avoid this .extremely expensive computauopal cost. The flrEemma 9. Let A € S, 1 (R) be isotropically distributed. Let
approach is reconstruction on the fly by trying to reconstru ’

the unknown initial statec, every time when certain number.% < S"’”.(R) be.rar)dom. LeC - B-A.ThenC € Sy (R)
. 2 . . is_isotropically distributed and independent Bf.
of new observations are received; and continue this process

until the reconstruction is good enough. In the second ap- Proof: In order to show thaC' is independent ofB, it
proach, certain suboptimal but computationally more effiti is sufficient to show that for given arbitrail® € S, ,, (R)



and arbitrary measurable st C S, ; (R), the conditional may expect that the row rank oDr, still indicates the
probability Pr (C € M|B) is independent oB. This can be observability of a linear system with sparse initial state a
verified by observing partial observations. The next theorem confirms the inémat

. () . @helation between the row rank and the observability. The
Pr(C € M|B) =Pr(A € B"'M|B) = Pr(A € B™' M) Syiefehéelbtvetn @\ results and the standard resultmis t

where (a) follows from the fact thatd is independent o3, the required minimum rank is much smaller than the signal
and(b) comes from the facts thad is isotropically distributed dimensionn in our setting.

and thatB € S, (R) and henceB~" = B € S, (R). Theorem 12. Suppose thatd € R"*" and C € R%*" are

This proves tnhxenlemma. _ .~ . independent drawn from a random matrix ensemble whose
Let H €R be qstandard Gaussu'?m raf_‘dom ”_‘a”_'x’ -Sistribution is left and right rotationally invariant. Let

the entries OfH are n_wdepend_ent and identically dl_stnbgte(ge the row rank of the overall observation mati@,, . If

Gaussian random varlable§ with zero mean and unit v_airlang;ez O (K log ), then the’;-minimization method perfectly

Con5|der. the Jordan matrix decompositiéh = PJP, reconstructsz, from y, — Oga (Where we writet — T, for

whereJ is often referred to as the Jordan normal formFdf

. . otational convenience) with high probability (at ledste "¢
— T
Let P = UpApVp be the singular value decomposition OEor some positive constaatindependent of, and r).

P, where Ap is the diagonal matrix composed of singular

values of P. Then P~' = VpAp'Up. The following  The proof of Theorerid2 rests on the following Lemma.
lemma states that the orthogonal mattif is isotropically .
distributed. Lemma 13. Assume the same set-ups as in Thedrelm 12 and

_ let t = T, for notational convenience. Lé&D; = UtAtVtT
Lemma 10. Let H € R"*" be a standard Gaussian randombe the corresponding singular value decomposition, where
matrix, let H = PJ P~ be the corresponding Jordan matrixgs, ¢ S,.; md (R), Vi € S, (R) are the left and right
decomposition, and leP = UpApV} be the singular value singular vector matrices respectively. Th¥h is isotropically

decomposition ofP. ThenUp € S, , (R) is isotropically distributed and independent &f, and A..
distributed and independent of, Ap and Vp.
While Lemma[IB is proved in Sectidn VI}D, the detailed

Proof: According to the statement of this lemm#, is @  proof of Theoreni 12 is presented in Secfion YI-E. The dedaile
standard Gaussian random matrix. Hence, the distributfon @construction procedure using-minimization is explicitly

H is left and right rotationally invariant[21]. [22, pg. 37]hat  presented in the proof.

is, for measurable set¢ C R"*" and arbitran@ € Sy » (R), The next corollary presents a special case where the diago-
Pr(H € H) = Pr(H € QH) = Pr(H € HQ), and there- 5| form is involved.

fore, Pr(H € H) = Pr(H € QHQ"). To simplify the

notation, letH = Up BUS, where B = ApVZJVpA,!. Corollary 14. Suppose thatd € R™" and C € R'*"
LetU C S,.. (R) be an arbitrary measurable setldp . Let (d, = 1) are independent drawn from random matrix ensem-

Pr (i) be the probability measure dp induced from the bles whose distribution is left and right rotationally imiant.
probability measure off. Suppose that the Jordan normal fowh= P~ AP is diag-

The isotropics of Up means thatPr(Up c/) = onal with distinct diagonal entries with probability onehdn
Pr(Up € QU) for an arbitrarily givenQ € S, (R). afterm > O (Klog{) measurements, th&-minimization
To reach this end, note thatPr(Up cU) — method perfectly reconstructs with high probability (at least

Pr {H :WUp cUst.H= UPBUg} , and 1 — e~ for some positive constai).
Pr(Up e QU)=Pr{H': 3Up € QUst.H =UpBUp } Proof: See Sectiof VIF. ]
=Pr{H': UpelUstH =Q(UpBU})Q"}. Acute readers may ask whether there exists a random matrix

) - ensemble such that the random sampleatisfies the required
In other words, for any! that induces &/p € U, QHQ"  conditions in CorollanyT4. In fact, ifA = HH” where

induces &/p < QU, and vice \{[ersa. Because we have showgy  prxn is a standard Gaussian random matrix, then all the
Pr(H €M) = Pr (H € QHQT), we conclude thaUp is  congitions required for hold. This corollary guarantees that
isotropically d|str|but_ed. Furthermore, the aboye argotadso blindly collectingm > O (K log %) observations is sufficient
suggests thaUp is independent of the matriB, therefore ¢, perfect reconstruction with high probability.

independent off, Ap and Vp. This lemma is proved. =

Remark11. Although Lemmd_ 10 only treats standard Gaus-

sian random matrices, the same result holds for general VI. PROOFs

random matrix ensembles whose distributions are left agid ri -

rotationally invariant: The proof of LemnfallO can be carriei- Proof of Propositiofi.3

over. Let A = diag(A\) where A = [Ay, Ao, -+, A,]” is the
vector containing the diagonal entries of. Let ¢; de-

B. Results for Stochastic Models note thei'™ entry of the row vectorC. Then, CA% =
Recall that a general linear system is observable if afehAj', coMs, - e, N ] = [N NS, -, \G] diag (C),

only if the observability matrixOr,, has full row rank. One where diag (C) is the diagonal matrix whosé" diagonal



entry isc;. Hence, ag 2B 4 N2E-1 oo ank. Itis clear that

A {P(/\Z-)_O Vi€ {i1 0, ix}

t t )

RS B O T, PO >0 Wig finia: ix)
: : " : where the inequality holds sincg’s are distinct. Letf €
A AGr e Al R™, f := [aok, Qax—1,--+ ,a1,00,0,0,---,0]" . It can be
P verified that the inner produo{f, (1N, ,AT71]T> =

Since all the entries o€ are non-zerodiag (C) x is K- [T, (N, — M) = P ()\;). Now, define a vectog € R™ as
sparse under the natural basis. On the other hand, sigce- [1,0,0,---,0]" — f. Then <97 (1, A, ,,\;"—1]T
A1, Ag, -+, An are all distinct, the matrbd; is a truncation 1_ p (). The vector is the desired Lagrange vector. Hence,
of the full rank Vandermonde matrix [23]. Now according tqpe optimization probleni{2) has a unique minimizer.

the Reed-Solomon decoding method presented_in [18] andynat now needs to be shown is that there is a unique
the corresponding proof, as long as > 2K + 1, one can gojytion to the original problem under thg constraint. In

exactly reconstructliag (C') zo and thereforezo from vy other words, we wish to show that there is a uniddesparse
with the number of algebraic operations polynomiahinThis =, sych thaty, = Mz. Now, let there be anothek —sparse

proposition is therefore proved. solutionz’. Then,M (z—2z') = 0. But, since an2K columns
of the Vandermonde matri®/ are linearly independent,— 2z’

B. Proof of Proposition 5 has to be the zero vector. Hence, this ensures the the fqund
We first consider the case wheA is diagonal. Since solution is the sough, solution. M

A is diagonal, it is of the formA = diag([A1, -, An])-

Furthermore, assume th& = [cy,--- ,c,] is a row vector. C. Proof of Propositiori 6
With m many successive observations, we have a linear systenywe now discuss the result for a Jordan mataix Observe
described by that
Lol Mo1oo L
M A A, . J=10 N 1| = J'=]0 Ap (DAt
Yt = : : diag ([c1,- -+, cnl) To- 0 0 X\ 0 0 A
/\?{_1 /\;n'—l o ymel Thus, it follows that if A is of the diagonal form:
" diag(\1, ..., \n), the random observation matrix writes as:
M
t1 t1—1 ty . t
Define z € R™ such thatz; = c¢x0; > 0. Then the ar’ o ahAn e CnArl
corresponding;-minimization problem becomes M= : : . :
tm tm—1 b, tm
min ||z||; subject toy; = Mz. (2) AN etmA" T ey Cn
z

o o If ¢, is non-zero, and the entries corresponding to lead-
Once we solve the above optimization prolem, it is clear thalg entries of Jordan blocks are non-zero, the columns of
t . . . ’ Co
w0, = zi/ (N'ci) wheret; = 0. S the matrix become linearly independent. By multiplying the
For this case, we first show that thg-minimization has initial condition with a diagonal matrix, we can normalizest
a unique solution. Via duality theory, for a constrained Mincolumns such that the norm of each column is equal fo

imization problem of a convex function with an equality The rest of the proof now follows from Theorem 3 bf[25].
constraint, the minimization has a unique solution if ong

can find a Lagrange multiplier (in the dual space) for which

the Il_ggrangian at the solgttir]on is locally stationa_ry. MorB' Proof of Lemma 13
specifically, let M. ; be the:"' column of the matrixM.
Let i1, --- ,ix be the indices of the nonzero entries of. .
Clearly,iq, - - - ,ix are also the indices of the nonzero entrie§"1gu
of the corresponding: = diag ([Af'cy, -+, Aficn]) @o. If
there exists a vectgj € R™ so that

Consider the Jordan decompositign= PJP~! and the
lar value decompositioR = UpAlez. It is clear that
= VpAp'Up. For notational compactness, let =
ApVEJVpAL! so thatA = Up AUL. It is elementary to
verify that A% = Up A% U}. Hence,

(9, M) =1 Vi€ {in,ig, i) CAh CUpAL UL
<gaMZ><1 VZ¢{7’17125"'7’LK} O, — . o .
. = : = :
then the duality theory implies that the optimization peshl C Al AtmyT
in @) has a unique minimizer that is-sparse and has nonzero CUp Up y
entries at indice$y, - - ,ik. We shall show thatUp is independent of bothA and

In the following we construct a subdifferential which isCUp. Since A is left and right rotation-invariantly dis-
essentially what Fuchs constructed fin E4]. Consider a-poliyibuted, according to Remalk 111/p is isotropically dis-
nomial in A of the form P(\) = [[,_,(A\i, — A\)? = tributed and independent ofl. In order to show thaUp



is independent ofCUp, we resort to the singular valuea Jordan decomposition. Corolldryl 14 holds if

decompositionC = UcAcV{ . SinceC s right rotation- CAh cPJh
invariantly distributed,V¢ is isotropically distributed. Thus C A2 CPJt

V& = V4 Up is isotropically distributed and independent of O, = _ — _ P!
Up according to LemmA]9. As a resuCUp = UCACVCT : :

is independent olUp. Write O; = O;U}, where O; = CAlm CPJim

[(CUPAtl)T e (C’UPA%)T] . Since Up is inde- is full row ranked with probability one, i.erank (O¢) = m >
. o . O(Klog %) with probability one.
pendent of bothA and CUp, Up is independent 0fO;. Suppose that the Jordan normal foth = P~ 'AP is

Write the singular value decompositions 6F and O; as diagonal. Denote thg™ diagonal entry off by J;. Note that
O; = UiA V! and Oy = U AV,E. Clearly V; = UpV;.

SinceUp is isotropically distributed and independent@#, CPJ" = [(CP), J}',(CP), J;,--- ,(CP), J}]
Vi = UpV, is isotropically distributed and independent of = [Jy, gy, -+, Jki] diag (CP),
both A; andU; according to Lemma&l]9. This completes the

wherediag (C P) is the diagonal matrix generated from the

proof. ,
row vectorC P. Define
t oL 21
E. Proof of Theorerh 12 jg j@ j?z
1 2 T n
We transfer the considered reconstruction problem Jyi = . .
to the standard compressive sensing reconstruction. Let . : :
A, A2, -+, A\ be thgr non-zero singular values ad, and Jim g™ e
A=A, Ag,- ,)\T_] . The singular value decomposition ofrhen 0, — Jyidiag (CP) P~1. Note thatJy is composed
O, can be written in the form of m rows of the Vandemonde matrix
_ diag(A) 0 T 1 1 e 1
Ot—Ut|: 0 0 Vi, i J g,
Jy = . .
wherediag () is the diagonal matrix generated frol Note v : : . :
that B R L
T diag(A) 0 | o 7
Us ye = 0 o | Ve 2o The matrixJy ¢ has full row rank. By definition ofP, P~!

has full rank as well. Therefor&); has full row rank if and
The r + 1,7 + 2,--- ,m entries of Uy are zeros: they only if CP does not contain any zero entries.

do not carry any information about,. Define y; be the  The fact that the row vecta® P does not contain any zero

vector containing the first- entries of U/ y:. We have entries holds with probability one. This fact will be estabed

g: = | diag(A) 0 | V;"x, and therefore by the isotropy ofC. Let P.; denote thej*" column of P.

. 1. Since P is full rank, P.; # 0 for all j = 1,2,--- ,n. By
diag (A) "= [ L0 ]VtTmO - [ L0 }VtTBS’ assumptionC' is isotropjically distributed. This implies that
©) CP. ; # 0 with probability one [[20].C P is composed of

wherel, is ther x r identity matrix. finite columns. It follows that with probability one, no entr
The unknowns (K-sparse) can be reconstructed by of CP is zero. _
minimization with high probability. SinceV; is isotropi-  So far, we have proved thaD; has full row rank with

cally distributed and independent @&, the matrixV,Z B is probability one if the Jordan normal fornf = P~'AP is
isotropically distributed. The matrix[ I, 0 }V'tTB)T c _dlag_onal. Not_e that by assumption, the Jordan normal form
Sn.r (R), containing the first- rows of V,ZB as columns, IS diagonal with probability one. We havenk (O;) = m >
is therefore isotropically distributed. Provided that > O (K'log %) with probability one. This proves this corollary.
O (K log (n/K)), the unknown signa¢ can be exactly recon-
structed fromdiag (A) ™' g via ¢1-minimization [17]. Theo- VII. CONCLUDING REMARKS
rem[12 is proved. In this paper we obtained sufficiency conditions for the
Remark15. The reconstruction procedure involves singulg@bservability of a linear system where the number of noger
value decomposition, matrix production, ahdminimization. in the initial states is known to be less than the dimensignal
The numbers of algebraic operations required for all the§éthe system. The discussion also applies to the case #inert
steps are polynomial in. Hence, the complexity of the whole€lements have known values and we wish to reconstruct the
reconstruction process is polynomialsn unknown values.
Two models were included; one is for a deterministic model
and the other for a stochastic model. We observed that a much
F. Proof of Corollary[1# lower number of observations (even when the observatians ar
Since bothA and C are left and right rotation-invariantly randomly picked) can be used to recover the initial conditio
distributed, Theorem 12 can be applied. let= PJP ' be Furthermore, this can be done by a linear or quadratic progra



An interesting extension of this problem is for the case whezg] R. A. Horn and C. R. Johnsoffppics in matrix analysis Cambridge
there are some non-zero terms but terms which are known tg University Press, 1991.

. . . .. ... [24] J.-J. Fuchs, “Sparsity and uniqueness for some spexitier-determined
have small magn'tUde’ that is a robust formulation of Ihltlé linear systems,” ifEEE International Conf. on Acoustics, Speech, and

condition recovery when the disturbance isiaall of small Signal Processing (ICASSR)pl. 5, pp. v/729-v/732 Vol. 5, March 2005.

radius. [25] J.-J. Fuchs, “More on sparse representations in aritredundant
C . . ff di ti for desi f bases,’|EEE Transactions on Information Theoryol. 50, pp. 1341—

~ Compressive sensing offers new directions for design of 1344 "june 2004.

information structures in networked control systems. Rece

work [6] lays out designs based on compressive sensing

principles for such systems. We believe there will be furthe

results specific to control systems, in particular on theieht

interaction between estimation and control in decengdliz

control systems.
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