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Abstract

Compressed sensing typically deals with the estimation system input from its noise-corrupted linear mea-
surements, where the number of measurements is smallettibamumber of input components. The performance
of the estimation process is usually quantified by some stahdrror metric such as squared error or support set
error. In this correspondence, we consider a noisy comgdessnsing problem with any additive error metric. Under
the assumption that the relaxed belief propagation methatthms Tanaka's fixed point equation, we propose a
general algorithm that estimates the original signal byimizing the additive error metric defined by the user. The
algorithm is a pointwise estimation process, and thus srapd fast. We verify that our algorithm is asymptotically
optimal, and we describe a general method to compute theafoedtal information-theoretic performance limit for
any additive error metric. We provide several example rogtrand give the theoretical performance limits for these
cases. Experimental results show that our algorithm ofttpas methods such as relaxed belief propagation (relaxed
BP) and compressive sampling matching pursuit (CoSaMRJ, reaches the suggested theoretical limits for our
example metrics.

Index Terms

Belief propagation, compressed sensing, error metrignagon theory.

|. INTRODUCTION
A. Motivation

Compressed sensing [3-5] has received a great deal ofiattentrecent years, because it deals with signal
reconstruction problems with far fewer samples than regubyy the Nyquist rate, greatly reducing the sampling

rates required in signal processing applications, suctaageras, medical scanners, and high speed radar [6].
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Consider a linear system,
w = ®x, (1)

where the system input € R” is independent and identically distributed (i.i.d.), ahé random linear mixing
matrix & € RM>¥ is sparse and known (typically/ < N). The vectorw € RM is called the measurement &f
and is passed through a bank of separable channels chaadtby conditional distributions,
M
fyiw(y|w) = HfYIW(yi|wi)a (2
=1
wherey is the channel output vector, aid; denotes théth element of a vector. Note that the channels are general
and are not restricted to Gaussian. We observe the chantpeltgy and want to estimate the original input signal
x from y and®. The remainder of this correspondence follows this systexdated by (1) and (2) (see Rangan [7]
for detailed assumptions about the system model).
The performance of the estimation process is often chaiaeteby some error metric that quantifies the distance
between the estimated and the original signals. For a sigaal its estimat&, both of lengthV, the error between

them is the summation over the component-wise errors,
N
D(x,x) = > _d(Z;,z). (3)
j=1

For example, if the metric is absolute error, th&@;, z;) = |z; — x;|; for squared errord(z;, ;) = (T; — x;)%.
Squared error is one of the most popular error metrics inouariproblems, due to many of its mathematical
advantages. For example, minimum mean squared error (MMSE)nation provides both variance and bias
information about an estimator [8], and in the Gaussian dagelinear and thus often easy to implement [9].
However, there are applications where MMSE estimation &pjmopriate, for example because it is sensitive to
outliers [10, 11]. Therefore, alternative error metricscts as mean absolute error (median), mean cubic error, or
Hamming distance, are used instead. Considering the signde of various types of error metrics other than

squared error, a general estimation algorithm that canmimei any desired error metric is of interest.

B. Related work

As mentioned above, squared error is most commonly usedeasrtbr metric in estimation problems given
by (1) and (2). Mean-squared optimal analysis and algosthwere introduced in [12—-16] to estimate a signal from
measurements corrupted by Gaussian noise; in [7, 17, 18hefudiscussions were made about the circumstances
where the output channel is arbitrary, while, again, the MBV&stimator was put forth. Another line of work,
based on a greedy algorithm calledhogonal matching pursuitvas presented in [19, 20] where the mean squared
error decreases over iterations. Absolute error is alseeumdense study in signal estimation. For example, an
efficient sparse recovery scheme that minimizes the akeselubr was provided in [21,22]; in [23], a fundamental

analysis was offered on the minimal nhumber of measuremeqsined while keeping the estimation error within



a certain range, and absolute error was one of the metricsecoed. Support recovery error is another metric
of great importance, for example because it relates to ptiegeof the measurement matrices [24]. The authors
of [24-26] discussed the support error rate when recovexisgarse signal from its noisy measurements; support-
related performance metrics were applied in the derivatiohtheoretical limits on the sampling rate for signal
recovery [27,28]. The readers may notice that previous weaily paid attention to limited types of error metrics.

What if absolute error, cubic error, or other non-standaedrits are required in a certain application?

C. Contributions

In this correspondencei)(we suggest a pointwise Bayesian estimation algorithm ithiaimizes an arbitrary
additive error metric;i{) we prove that the algorithm is optimalii j we study the fundamental information-theoretic
performance limit of an estimation for a given metriaj) (we derive the performance limits for minimum mean
absolute error, minimum mean support error, and minimummmeeighted-support error estimators, and obtain
the receiver operating characteristic (ROC) of the modslgstem by weighted-support error. This algorithm is
based on the assumption that the relaxed belief propag@®hmethod [7] converges to a set of degraded scalar
Gaussian channels [12, 14,15, 17]. The relaxed BP methoéllskmown to be optimal for the squared error, while
we further show that the relaxed BP method can do more — be¢hassufficient statistics are given, other additive
error metric can also be minimized with one more simple arstl $¢ep. This is convenient for users who desire
to recover the original signal with a non-standard addiéwer metric. Simulation results show that our algorithm
outperforms algorithms such as relaxed BP [7], which ismoalifor squared error, and compressive sampling
matching pursuit (CoSaMP) [20], a greedy reconstructigo@hm. Moreover, we compare our algorithm with the
suggested theoretical limits for minimum mean absolutergfMAE), minimum mean support error (MMSUE),
and minimum mean weighted-support error (MMWSE), and ttete that our algorithm is optimal.

The remainder of the correspondence is arranged as folla@sreview relaxed BP in Section I, and then
describe our estimation algorithm and discuss its perfagaan Section Ill. Simulation results are given in Section

IV, while conclusions appear in Section V. Some mathemktletails appear in appendices.

Il. REVIEW OF RELAXED BELIEF PROPAGATION

Before describing the estimation algorithm, a review of thiaxed BP method [7, 13] is helpful.

Belief Propagation (BP) [29] is an iterative method used ¢onpute the marginals of a Bayesian network.
Consider the bipartite graph, calledTanneror factor graph, shown in Figure 1, where circles represent random
variables (calledvariable nodep and related variables are connected through functicgmrésented by squares,
calledfactor nodesr function nodepthat indicate their dependence. In standard BP, therenargypes of messages
passed through the nodes: messages from variable nodestdo f@desyn,—.,, and messages from factor nodes

to variable nodesy,_,,. If we denote the set of function nodes connected to the aria by N(z), the set of



Fig. 1: Tanner graph for relaxed belief propagation.

variable nodes connected to the functipy N(y), and the factor function at nodeby ¥,, then the two types

of messages are defined as follows [29]:

Mgy = H Mk—x,
keN (z)\y

My—z = E Woymy_sy.
LeN (y)\z

Inspired by the basic BP idea described above, the authdd8p17] developed iterative algorithms for estimation
problems in linear mixing systems. In the Tanner graph, gutirvectorz = [z1, 22, ..., xx] IS associated with
the variable nodes (input nodes), and the output vegter [y1, s, ..., ya] IS associated with the function nodes
(output nodes). 1f;; # 0, then nodes:; andy; are connected to an edgg j), where the set of such edgésis
defined astl = {(i,j) : ®;; # 0}.

In standard BP methods [30-32], the distribution functiofs:; and w; as well as the channel distribution
function fy | (ys|w;) were set to be the messages passed along the graph, but ffidsltdio compute those
distributions, making the standard BP method computaliprexpensive. In [13], a simplified algorithm, called
relaxed belief propagatignwvas suggested. In this algorithm, means and variancesoefhe distribution functions
themselves and serve as the messages passed through ntae$anner graph, greatly reducing the computational
complexity. In [7,17,18, 33], this method was extended tocaergeneral case where the channel is not necessarily
Gaussian.

In Rangan [7], the relaxed BP algorithm generates two sempsen; () and u;(t), wheret € Z* denotes
the iteration number. Under the assumptions that the sidgmaénsionN — oo, the iteration numbet — oo,
and the ratioM /N is fixed, the sequenceg(¢) and u;(t) converge to sufficient statistics for the linear mixing
channel observatiop (2). More specifically, in the large system limit, the coratil distributionf (z;|q; (¢), 1t (¢))

converges to the conditional distributightz;|y), whereg; (t) can be regarded as a Gaussian-noise-corrupted version
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Fig. 2: The structure of the metric-optimal estimation algorithm.

of z;, andy;(t) is the noise variance,

qj(t) = zj + vy, (4)

wherev; ~ N(0, p;(t)) for j = 1,2,...,N. It has been shown [7] thai;(¢) converges to a fixed point that
satisfies Tanaka’s equation, which has been analyzed iil ¢&td12, 14,15, 18, 31, 34, 35]). We define the limits

of the two sequences,

M gi(t) = g5,
Hm () = p,
forj =1,2,..., N. Note that all the scalar Gaussian channels (4) have the saise variance.. We now simplify
equation (4) as follows,
qj = Tj +vj, (5)

wherev; ~ N (0, ) for j =1,2,...,N.

IIl. ESTIMATION ALGORITHM
A. Algorithm

The structure of our metric-optimal algorithm is illusedtin the dashed box in Figure 2. The inputs of the
algorithm are: i) a distribution functionfx (x), the prior of the original inpuk; (ii) a vectorq = (q1, 2, .-, ¢ ),
the outputs of the scalar Gaussian channels computed byeceEBP [7]; (ii) a scalan, the variance of the Gaussian
noise in (5); andi¢) an error metric functiorD(X, x) specified by the user. The vectgrand the scalar are the
outputs of the relaxed BP method by Rangan [7], and in pdaticse generate and . using the software package
“GAMP” [36].

Because the scalar channels have additive Gaussian not¢hat the variances of the noise are;allwe can

compute the conditional probability density functigg q(x|q) from Bayes’ rule:

fox(alx) fx(x)
fa(a)
fox(alx) fx(x)

- fJCQ\X(Q|X)fx(X)dx7 (6)

fxjq(xla) =

5



where

1 la —x|3
fQ|x(Q|X) = W exp (—TQ) .

Given an error metrid (X, x), the optimal estimanét,p is generated by minimizing the conditional expectation

of the error metricE[D(X, x)|q], which is easy to compute usintk|q(x|q):
EID( ] = [ D& x)fxja(xia)dx.
Then,
Xopt = argminE[D(X,x)|q]
— agmin [ D% x) fxiq(xla)ix. @)

The conditional probability’x | (x|q) is separable, because the parallel scalar Gaussian chdbhere separable
and fx (x) is i.i.d. Moreover, the error metric functiaB(x, x) (3) is also separable. Therefore, the problem reduces

to scalar estimation [9],

Topt; = argmin E[d(z;,z;)|q)]
= argﬁlin/d(@awj)fmj\qj(fﬂqj)dwj, (8)
T
for j =1,2,..., N. Equation (8) minimizes a single-variable function. In Sact III-C, we show how to perform

this minimization in three example cases.

B. Theoretical results

Having discussed the algorithm, we now give a theoreticstifjoation for its performance.

Claim 1: Given the system model described(by (2) and an error metricD (X, x) of the form defined b{3),
as the signal dimensiolV — oo and the measurement ratid /N is fixed, the optimal estimand of the input signal
is given by

Xopt = argmin E [D(X, x)|q],

where the vector entrie§ = (¢1, g2, - . ., qn) are the outputs of the scalar Gaussian chanr{8ls

The rationale for Claim 1 is as follows. Because the prolitgbiensity functionfx |y (z;|y) is statistically
equivalent tofx |, (z;]g;) in the large system limit, once we know the value,ofestimating eaclx; from all
channel outputy = (v1, y2, ..., yam) IS equivalent to estimating; from the corresponding scalar channel output
The relaxed BP method [7] calculates the sufficient stasigti andu. Therefore, an estimator based on minimizing
the conditional expectation of the error metric(D(X, x)|q), gives an asymptotically optimal result.

Claim 1 states that, in the large system limit, the estimattdisfying (7) is optimal, because it minimizes the
conditional expectation of the error metric. The key pomthe estimation problem is to obtain the posteffiQr |y .

Fortunately, the relaxed BP algorithm provides an asyngaty optimal method to decouple the mixing channels



and thus an equivalent posterift |, (v;|q;) can be computed easily, and our algorithm utilizes this eaient
feature.

Following Claim 1, we can compute the minimum expected eaadiievable byany estimation algorithm for any
additive error metrid (Xopt, x). This minimum expected error is the fundamental infornratioeoretic performance
limit of interest in this problem; no estimation algorithrarc out-perform this limit. At the same time, we will
see in Section IlI-C that, for three example error metrias, BP-based algorithrmatcheshe performance of the
information-theoretic limit, and is thus optimal.

Claim 2: For a system modeled K%), (2), as the signal dimensioV — oo, the minimum mean user-defined

error (MMUE) is given by

_ o) [ exp (MY ) ax
MMUE(fX’M)_/R@) </R(X)D( i )< (2mp)™ p( 24 >>fX( ) )dq’ ©

where the optimal estimarkhy is determined by7), R(-) represents the range of a variable, apds the variance
of the noise of the scalar Gaussian chan(i)l

Equation (9) can be derived in the following steps.
MMUE(fXa ,LL) = E[D(ﬁoptv X)]

- /R o Eq [E[D(ﬁopt, X)Iq]} fq(a)dq

Il
S

E[D(Xopt; x)|d] fo(a)da

R(Q)

/ ( D (opt; >fXQ(XIq)dx> fq(q)dq

R(Q) R(X

/R(Q) < R(X Dopy ) == ¢ )fq(q)dq
/ ( D(x XOpt7 )fQ\x(Q|x Ix(x)d )dq

R(Q) R(X

- 1 |q—X||2)
— D(Xopt, X) ————exp | ———1— x)dx | dq.
/R(Q) </R<X> (op ) Gy p( 2 B ) !

Using both claims, we further analyze the estimation pemforce limits for three example error metrics in

Sections III-C.

C. Examples

1) Absolute error:Because the MMSE is the mean of the conditional distribytiba outliers in the set of data
may corrupt the estimation, and in this case the minimum nagesolute error (MMAE) is a good alternative. For
absolute errordae(z;, z;) = |Z; — x;|, and we have the following corollary describing the perfance limit of

an MMAE estimator, where the proof is given in Appendix A.



Corollary 1: For a system modeled K¥), (2), as the signal dimensio’V — oo, the minimum mean absolute

error (MMAE) estimator achieves
—+oo

MMAE(fx, ) = N /_ :O < / @YMMAE(_CCj)fXjIQj (25]q;)dz; + /

—00 T j MMAE

T fx;1Q; (ivjlqg‘)dUC.j) fa,(a;)dg;, (10)
wherez; (respectivelyy;) is the input (respectively, output) of the scalar Gaussiaannel(5), 7; mmae Satisfies
fijijAE Ix;10,(xjlq;)dx; = 3, and Ix;10,(xj]q;) is a function offx; following (6).

2) Support recovery errorin some applications in compressed sensing, correctlynastig the locations where
the data has non-zero values is almost as important as ésintlae exact values of the data; it is a standard model
selection error criterion [24]. The process of estimating hon-zero locations is calledipport recoverySupport

recovery error is defined as follows, and this metric funci® discrete,
dsupporl T, ) = XOr(z;, ),

where

O, if xj:OandEj:O
0, if :cj;éOand@-;«éO
Xor(T;, xj) = ' '
1, if T = 0 and@- #0

1, if Z; }é 0 and.C/C\j =0
Corollary 2: For a system modeled if§), (2), where fx is an i.i.d. sparse Gaussian prior such tht(X; #

0) = p and X; # 0 ~ N(0,0?), as the signal dimensioW — oo, the minimum mean support error (MMSUE)

estimator achieves

MMSuE(fx,;L)_N-(l—p)-erfc<\/%>+N-p-erf< m> (11)
where
T—2-02+M-1n<(1_p)'02/M+1>
~ P '

Corollary 2 is proved in Appendix B.
3) Weighted-support errorin Section I1I-C2, we put equal weights on the error pattgims,; 0 while z; = 0;
and(ii) z; = 0 while z; # 0. In this section, we further put unequal weights on these éwor patterns, and the

receiver operating characteristi(ROC) curve [9] is obtained. We first defirfi@lse positiveerror drp as
de(Ej,Ij) = d(fj = 1,£Cj = O) = 1,

andfalse negativeerror dgy as

den(Tj, 75) = d(Zj = 0,25 = 1) = 1.

Else the patterns coincide,

d(i'\7 :0,$j20)=d(/$\j :1,$j=1):0.



We then definaveighted-support erroas
dw_suppor T, ) = B - dep(T;, x;) + (1 — B) - den (T, ;) (12)
where0 < 8 < 1, and we sethy_suppor{Z;, ;) @s the error metric that we want to minimize. The false pasitate
(or false alarm ratg is defined aPr(z; # 0|z; = 0), and the false negative rate (misdetection rateis defined
asPr(Ej = 0|1‘j # 0)
Corollary 3: For a system modeled lff), (2), where fx is an i.i.d. sparse Gaussian prior such that(X,; #
0) =p and X; # 0 ~ N(0,0%), as the signal dimensiolV — oo,

1) the minimum mean weighted-support error (MMWSE) estimathieves

7_I ,7_/
MMWS = NpB(1 —p)-eff — N(1- -erf — 13
B fx,n) Bl —p) ef0<\/2M>+ (1—B)p-er ( 2(02+u)>’ (13)
where
, o, 0t B -p)Vo?/u+1
T =2 — -In .
o*/u (L-B)p
2) The false positive rate is
!/
Pr(3; # 0|z; = 0) = erfc (, /;—M> : (14)
and the false negative rate is
!
Pr(z; = Olz; # 0) = erf ( m> . (15)

The proof of Corollary 3 is provided in Appendix C.

It is shown in Corollary 3 thaPr(Z; # 0|z; = 0) andPr(Z; = 0Jz; # 0) vary when the value off varies.
Moreover, Comparing equation (13) to (11) in Corollary Z tinly difference is that is replaced by, which is
the decision thresholdhat determines whether an estimand is zero or nonzero.sHigt putting different weights
on false positive error and false negative error is analsgouuning the decision threshold, and thus trading off

between the false alarm rate and the misdetection rate [9JRAC curve is shown in Section IV.

IV. NUMERICAL RESULTS

Some numerical results are shown in this section to illtsttae performance of our estimation algorithm
when minimizing a user-defined error metric. The Matlab enpéntation of our algorithm can be found at http:
/lpeople.engr.ncsu.edu/dzbaron/softwarefatric/.

We test our estimation algorithm on two linear systems nmexdlély (1) and (2):ij Gaussian input and Gaussian
channel; i) Weibull input and Poisson channel. In both cases, the iaprrgth NV is 10,000, and its sparsity rate is
3%, meaning that the entries of the input vector are non-zet priobability3%, and zero otherwise. The matrix

® we use is Bernoulli(.5) distributed, and is normalized to have unit-norm rows.Ha first case, the non-zero
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Fig. 3: Comparison of the metric-optimal estimation algorithniaxed BP, and CoSaMP. (Sparse Gaussian input and Gaussian

channel; sparsity rate 3%; input lengthN = 10,000, SNR= 20 dB.)

input entries are\/(0, 1) distributed, and the Gaussian noise\ig0, 3 - 10~*) distributed, i.e., the signal to noise
ratio (SNR) is 20 dB. In the second case, the non-zero inpuiesrare Weibull distributed,

E(ziyk=l @ /N LS
flagn k) = +(3) S
0 Z; <0
where\ = 1 andk = 0.5. The Poisson channel is
\Yi *(awi)
Fyw (yilw;) = % forall i € {1,2,..., M},
Yi-

where the scaling factor of the inputds= 100.
In order to illustrate that our estimation algorithm is abie for reasonable error metrics, we considered absolute

error and two other non-standard metrics:
N
Error, = > [ — 27,
j=1

wherep = 0.5 or 1.5.

We compare our algorithm with the relaxed BP [7] and CoSaMR® §&gorithms. In Figure 3 and Figure 4, lines
marked with “metric-optimal” present the errors of our estion algorithm, and lines marked with “Relaxed BP”
(respectively, “CoSaMP”) show the errors of the relaxed B#3gectively, CoSaMP) algorithm. Each point in the
figure is an average of 100 experiments with the same paresn&ecause the Poisson channel is not an additive
noise channel and is not suitable for CoSaMP, the “MAE” ang ‘trror, 5" lines for “CoSaMP” in Figure 4
appear beyond the scope of vertical axis. It can be seen thametric-optimal algorithm outperforms the other
two methods.

To demonstrate the theoretical analysis of our algorithrBéctions IlI-C, we compare our MMAE estimation
results with the theoretical limit (10) in Figure 5a, whehe tintegrations are computed numerically. In Figure 5b,

we compare our MMSUE estimator with the theoretical limit)Wwhere the value gf is acquired numerically from

10
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Fig. 4: Comparison of the metric-optimal estimation algorithntaxed BP, and CoSaMP. The “MAE” and the “Eryar” lines for

“CoSaMP” appear beyond the scope of vertical axis. (SpamsiWV input and Poisson channel; sparsity rat8%; input length

N = 10, 000, input scaling factorx = 100.)

the relaxed BP method [36] with 20 iterations. In Figure 5ar PIMWSE estimator and its theoretical limit (13)
are compared, where we fix the weight= 0.3, and obtain the value gf as in Figure 5b. In all three figures,
each point on the “metric-optimal” line is generated by agéng 40 experiments with the same parameters. It is
shown from all figures that the two lines are on top of each roffieerefore our estimation algorithm reaches the
corresponding theoretical limits and is optimal.

Figure 6 illustrates the ROC curve obtained by setting thigmted-support error (12) as the error metric. We vary
the value off3 in (12) from0 to 1, and compute the false positive rate as well as the falsetinegate from (14)
and (15). The ROC curve isBr(z; # 0|z; = 0) (14) versusPr(z; # 0|z; # 0) plot, wherePr(Z; # 0|z; # 0)
is called thetrue positive rateandPr(z; # Olz; # 0) = 1 — Pr(Z; = 0]z; # 0) (15). In order to obtain different
curves, we tune the number of measuremeértswhile keeping the sparsity rate, input length, and the SXEdfi
It can be seen that for the same level of false positive ratgeater number of measurements achieves a higher

true positive rate.

V. CONCLUSION

In this correspondence, we introduced a pointwise estamatigorithm that deals with arbitrary additive error
metrics in noisy compressed sensing. We verified that tharighhgn is optimal in the large system limit, and provided
a general method to compute the minimum expected erronadiieby any estimation algorithm for a user-defined
additive error metric. We started with the scalar Gaussieamnel model of the relaxed BP algorithm and extended it
to a method that is applicable to any user-defined additive enetric. We discussed three error metric examples,
absolute error, support error, and weighted-support eeod gave the theoretical performance limits for them.
We further obtained the ROC curve for the modeled system yimizing the weighted-support error. We also
illustrated numerically that our algorithm reaches the¢hexample theoretical limits, and outperforms the relaxed

BP and the CoSaMP methods.

11
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Fig. 5: Comparisons of the metric-optimal estimators and the spording theoretical limit{10), (11), and (13). The
corresponding two lines are on top of each other. (Sparsesgauinput and Gaussian channel; sparsity #at&o; input length

N = 10,000; SNR= 20 dB.)

APPENDIXA

PROOF OFCOROLLARY 1
When
dpe(Tj, ;) = |T; — 5],
equations (7) or (8) solve for the MMAE estimarkiyvag . In order to find the minimum, we take the derivative

of the expected function over;,

d E(|7; — [l q5)
dz;

=0, (16)

=X j MMAE

for eachj = {1,2,..., N}. But
(15 — a5lla;) = / Pr(|; — ;] > tlg;)dt

= / Pr(@- — T > t|qj)dt —|—/ Pr(’:z?j — T < —t|qj)dt
0 0

ZTj o0
= / Pr(Ij < t1|Qj)dt1 +/\ Pr(ZCj > t2|qj')dt2, (17)
where changes of variables = z; — ¢t andt, = z; + ¢ are applied in (17). Using (16) and (17), we need

Pr(z; < Zjmmaelq;) — Pr(z; > 5 mmaelg;) = 0,

and thusz; umae is given as the median of the conditional statistfgs ¢, (7;1;),

T j MMAE +oo 1
/ Ix;1q, (x5lq;)dz; :/A Ixj1,(jla5)dr; = 9

— 00 T j MMAE

12
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Then, the conditional mean absolute error is,
El|Zjmvae — 24| g5]

—+o0
= / 175 mmae — 25| fx; 10, (%5q;)dx;

— 00
T j MMAE 400

= / (Tjmmae — z5) fx;1q, ()lq;)dz; +/A (zj — Zjmmae ) fx;,|q, (x5q;)dx;
—0o T j MMAE

T j MMAE +o0
= / (=) fx;10,(xjlq;)dz; + / zjfx;Q;(xjlq;)dz;.

—00 T j MMAE

Therefore, the MMAE for locatiorj, MMAE ;(fx;, 1), iS
MMAE ;(fx;, 1) = E[|Z;mmae — z;]]

+oo
- / E[[7; e — 51| 03] fa, (45)da;

+o00 T j MMAE +00
= / / (—ffj)ij|@j(f€j|qg‘)d$j+[ zifx;1q,(wila)dx; | fq,(q;)dg;.
—o0 —00 T j MMAE

We note in passing that the integrations can be evaluatectncatly in an implementation.
Because the input is i.i.d., and the decoupled scalar channels have the sarampter., the values of MMAE

forall j € {1,2,..., N} are the same, and the overall MMAE is

MMAE (fx. 1) = N - MMAE, (fx, . 1.

APPENDIXB

PROOF OFCOROLLARY 2

Similar to the idea of giving a limit on support recovery errate [25], we derive the MMSUE limit for the
case where the input is real-valued and the madriis rectangular {/ < N). In the scalar Gaussian channel (5),

we factor the sparse Gaussian inpXit into X; = U; - B;, whereU; ~ N(0,0%) and B; ~ Bernoulli(p), i.e.,
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Pr(B; =1) =p=1—Pr(B; = 0). The support recovery problem is the task of finding the maxima-posteriori
(MAP) estimation ofB;.
For our estimation algorithm, the conditional expectatidrsupport recovery error is,
Pr(Bj = 1|Qj) if 5; =0 andbj =1
Pr(B; = 0|g;) if b; =1andb; =0

Ed(z;,25)]q;] = X :
0 if bj =0 andbj =0

0 if b, =1 andb; =1
The estimand%yom minimizesE [d(z;, z;)|g;], which implies

_ 0 if Pr(B; = 1]g;) < Pr(B; = Og;)
bj,opt: ’ ’ ! ! . (18)
1 if Pr(B; = 1lg;) > Pr(B; = 0|g;)

It is easy to see thafg, s, (¢;]10) ~ N(0, ) and fq, 5, (q;|1) ~ N(0,0% + ). Then,

fleBj (g;11)Pr(B; = 1)
fo;(q5)
fq,18,(q;[1)Pr(B; = 1)
> b,=0,1 J@;18;(4;|b;)P(B; = b;)

- ! (19)

_ 2 52 ?
1+ %\/Uz/u—i— Lexp (—%J : ﬁ)

Pr(B; = 1lg;) =

and similarly

fq,1B;(4;10)P1(B;
fQj (qj)

2,2
L2 /a T Texp (- % - S )
— 2 42 ’
1+ %\/Uz/u—i— Lexp (—%ﬂ : UZJ/F’;)
Therefore, P(B; = 1|g;) > Pr(B; = 0|g;) implies

o? i ((1 —p)\/Uz/qul) ’

o/

0)

Pr(B; = 0lq;)

(20)

qj2»>T:2-

and vice versa. We can rewrite (18) as,

14



By averaging over the range ¢f;, we get the overall MMSUE,
MMSUE(fx, 1) = N - E[dj suppord T, z;)]
= N [ B (o)) fo (0:)d
= N/ Pr(B; = 0g;)fq, (¢;)dq; + N/ PI(B; = 1l¢;) fq, (a;)dg;
a>T @2<r
= N-P(B;j=0,¢}>7)+N -P(B; =1, <)

= N-Pr(¢? > 7|B; = 0)P(B; = 0) + N - Pr(¢? < 7|B; = 1)P(B; = 1)

= N(l—p)-erfc<\/%) +Np-erf<4/m>.

APPENDIXC

PROOF OFCOROLLARY 3

We use the same variablé§ and B; as defined in Appendix B. Fafy_support (12), its conditional expectation

is
(1—B)-Pr(B; =1|g;) if b; =0 andb; =1
- 8- PHB; = 0|g;) if b, =1 andb; =0
E [dw_suppord Z;, ) |a;] = R :
0 if bljzoandbj:O
0 if b, =1 andb; =1

The estimandjjyopt minimizes E [dw_suppord £, ;)|¢;], which implies

~ 0 if (1-2)-Pr(B; =1lg;) < B-Pr(B; = 0|g;)
bjopt = ) (22)
1 if (1 — ﬂ) . Pr(Bj = 1|Qj) > ﬂ Pr(Bj = O|L]j)

Plugging (19) and (20) into (21), we get that
. 0 if qJQ- <7
bj,opt = P

1 if gf > 7'

where

qj2->T':2-

o +p, (BA=pP)Vo/ut1
o?/u (1-P)p '

15



Therefore, the minimum mean weighted-support error fancMMWSE( fx, i) is,
MMWSE(fx, 1) = N - Eld;w_suppord T3, 7;)]
= N [ B Wy s .2)105) o, (00

= N [, 6PB; = 0la)fo,(a)de; + N [ (1= BPUB, = Lo, (:)da
qj>7-’

a <t

Nﬁ(l—p)-erfc<\/;> +N(1—ﬁ)p-erf< m)

The false positive rate is

Pr(z; # 0lz; = 0)

Pr(qu- > 7'|z; = 0)

= Pr(qu- > 7'|B; =0)
/
= erfc( T—) ,
2p

Pr(z; =0lz; #0) = Pr(¢f <7'la; #0)

and the false negative rate is

— Pr(q? <7|B;=1)

= erf( m)

ACKNOWLEDGMENT

We thank Sundeep Rangan for kindly providing the Matlab cf@# of the relaxed BP algorithm [7,18]. We

also thank the reviewers for their comments, which greadipéd us improve this manuscript.

REFERENCES

[1] J. Tan, D. Carmon, and D. Baron, “Optimal estimation wattbitrary error metric in compressed sensing,” Froc. IEEE Stat. Signal
Process. Workshop (SSFug. 2012, pp. 588-591.

[2] J. Tan and D. Baron, “Signal reconstruction in linear imixsystems with different error metricsihrf. Theory and App. Workshop (ITA)
Feb. 2013.

[3] D. Donoho, “Compressed sensindEEE Trans. Inf. Theoryvol. 52, no. 4, pp. 1289-1306, Apr. 2006.

[4] E.J. Candes and T. Tao, “Near-optimal signal recoveoynfrandom projections: Universal encoding strategie=EE Trans. Inf. Theory
vol. 52, no. 12, pp. 5406-5425, Dec. 2006.

[5] E. Candes, J. Romberg, and T. Tao, “Robust uncertaimipciples: Exact signal reconstruction from highly incdetp frequency
information,” IEEE Trans. Inf. Theoryvol. 52, no. 2, pp. 489-509, Feb. 2006.

[6] R. G. Baraniuk, “A lecture on compressive sensintEEE Signal Process. Magvol. 24, no. 4, pp. 118-121, July 2007.

[7] S. Rangan, “Estimation with random linear mixing, belgopagation and compressed sensin@GbRR vol. arXiv:1001.2228v1, Jan.
2010.

[8] U. Grenander and M. Rosenblatgtatistical analysis of stationary time seried/iley New York, 1957.

16



[9] B.C. Levy, Principles of signal detection and parameter estimati@pringer Verlag, 2008.

[10] T. M. Cover and J. A. Thomaglements of Information Thegryiley-Interscience, 1991.

[11] A.R. Webb, Statistical pattern recognitignJohn Wiley & Sons Inc., 2002.

[12] D. Guo and S. Verdl, “Randomly spread CDMA: Asymptstigia statistical physics,”IEEE Trans. Inf. Theoryvol. 51, no. 6, pp.
1983-2010, June 2005.

[13] D. Guo and C.C. Wang, “Asymptotic mean-square optitpadif belief propagation for sparse linear systems,” IREE Inf. Theory
Workshop Oct. 2006, pp. 194-198.

[14] D. Guo, D. Baron, and S. Shamai, “A single-letter cheedzation of optimal noisy compressed sensing,”’Piroc. 47th Allerton Conf.
Commun., Control, and CompuSep. 2009.

[15] S. Rangan, A. K. Fletcher, and V. K. Goyal, “Asymptotitadysis of MAP estimation via the replica method and appitices to compressed
sensing,”|IEEE Trans. Inf. Theoryvol. 58, pp. 1902-1923, Mar. 2012.

[16] D. Baron, S. Sarvotham, and R. G. Baraniuk, “Bayesiamm@ssive sensing via belief propagatiotZEE Trans. Signal Processvol.
58, pp. 269-280, Jan. 2010.

[17] D. Guo and C.C. Wang, “Random sparse linear systemsnadx$evia arbitrary channels: A decoupling principle,” Bmoc. Int. Symp. Inf.
Theory (ISIT2007)June 2007, pp. 946-950.

[18] S. Rangan, “Generalized approximate message passingsfimation with random linear mixingArxiv preprint arXiv:1010.51410ct.
2010.

[19] J. A. Tropp and A. C. Gilbert, “Signal recovery from ramd measurements via orthogonal matching pursuiEEE Trans. Inf. Theory
vol. 53, no. 12, pp. 4655-4666, Dec. 2007.

[20] D. Needell and J. A. Tropp, “CoSaMP: lterative signataeery from incomplete and inaccurate samplesgpl. Comput. Harm. Anal.
vol. 26, no. 3, pp. 301-321, May 2009.

[21] P. Indyk and M. Ruzic, “Near-optimal sparse recoverythe ¢1 norm,” in 49th Annu. IEEE Symp. Found. Comput. S@ict. 2008, pp.
199-207.

[22] R. Berinde, P. Indyk, and M. Ruzic, “Practical nearioml sparse recovery in thé; norm,” in Proc. 46th Allerton Conf. Commun.,
Control, and Comput.Sep. 2008, pp. 198-205.

[23] A. Cohen, W. Dahmen, and R. A. DeVorblear optimal approximation of arbitrary vectors from highihcomplete measurementsist.
fur Geometrie und Praktische Mathematik, 2007.

[24] W. Wang, M.J. Wainwright, and K. Ramchandran, “Infotioa-theoretic limits on sparse signal recovery: Denssw@sparse measurement
matrices,” IEEE Trans. Inf. Theoryvol. 56, no. 6, pp. 2967-2979, June 2010.

[25] A. Tulino, G. Caire, S. Shamai, and S. Verd(, “Suppetavery with sparsely sampled free random matrices,JEBBE Int. Symp. Inf.
Theory (ISIT2011)July 2011, pp. 2328-2332.

[26] M.J. Wainwright, “Information-theoretic limits on apsity recovery in the high-dimensional and noisy settingEE Trans. Inf. Theory
vol. 55, no. 12, pp. 5728-5741, Dec. 2009.

[27] M. Akgakaya and V. Tarokh, “Shannon-theoretic limda noisy compressive samplingJEEE Trans. Inf. Theoryvol. 56, no. 1, pp.
492-504, Jan. 2010.

[28] G. Reeves and M. Gastpar, “The sampling rate-distortradeoff for sparsity pattern recovery in compressedisgiislEEE Trans. Inf.
Theory vol. 58, no. 5, pp. 3065-3092, May 2012.

[29] C.M. Bishop, Pattern recognition and machine learnin@pringer New York, 2006.

[30] G. Caire, R.R. Muller, and T. Tanaka, “Iterative mudtar joint decoding: Optimal power allocation and low-coexitly implementation,”
IEEE Trans. Inf. Theoryvol. 50, no. 9, pp. 1950-1973, Sep. 2004.

[31] A. Montanari and D. Tse, “Analysis of belief propagatifor non-linear problems: The example of CDMA (or: How to y@olanaka’s
formula),” in IEEE Inf. Theory WorkshqpMar. 2006, pp. 160-164.

[32] D. Guo and C.-C. Wang, “Multiuser detection of sparsspyead CDMA,” IEEE J. Sel. Areas Communvol. 26, no. 3, pp. 421-431,
Apr. 2008.

[33] S. Rangan, A.K. Fletcher, V.K. Goyal, and P. Schnitddybrid generalized approximate message passing with gigihs to structured
sparsity,” Proc. Int. Symp. Inf. Theory (ISIT2013)p. 1236-1240, July 2012.

17



[34] T. Tanaka, “A statistical-mechanics approach to lesgstem analysis of CDMA multiuser detectordEEE Trans. Inf. Theoryvol. 48,
no. 11, pp. 2888-2910, Nov. 2002.

[35] D. L. Donoho, A. Maleki, and A. Montanari, “Message pagsalgorithms for compressed sensingfoc. Nat. Acad. Sci.vol. 106, no.
45, pp. 18914-18919, Nov. 2009.

[36] S. Rangan, A. Fletcher, V. Goyal, U. Kamilov, J. Parkend P. Schniter, “GAMP,” http://gampmatlab.wikia.com{ilGeneralized
Approximate MessagePassing/.

18



