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Sparse Recovery with Graph Constraints

Meng Wang, Weiyu Xu, Enriqgue Mallada, Ao Tang

Abstract—Sparse recovery can recover sparse signals from a these network tomography problems can be formulated as
set of underdetermined linear measurements. Motivated bylte g sparse recovery problem with the goal of minimizing the
need to monitor large-scale networks from a limited number 6 number of indirect observations.

measurements, this paper addresses the problem of recoveg S has two diff t but cl | lated b
sparse signals in the presence of network topological comatnts. parse recovery has two diiferent but closely reiated prob-

Unlike conventional sparse recovery where a measurement pa €M formulations. One isCompressed Sensinfp], [11],
contain any subset of the unknown variables, we use a graph [12], [21], [22], where the signal is represented by a high-

to characterize the topological constraints and allow an aditive  dimensional real vector, and an aggregate measuremers is th

measurement over nodes (unknown variables) only if they in- gijihmetical sum of the corresponding real entries. Themth
duce a connected subgraph. We provide explicit measurement .

constructions for several special graphs, and the number of is Group Testind23], [24], where the high-dimensional signal

measurements by our construction is less than that needed by IS binary and a_mea'_surement is a logical disjunctioR] on
existing random constructions. Moreover, our constructim for a  the corresponding binary values.

line network is provably optimal in the sense that it requires the One key question in sparse recovery is to design a small
minimum number of measurements. A measurement constructio number of nOﬂ-adaptlve measurements (elthel’ real or |bg|ca

algorithm for general graphs is also proposed and evaluated . . .
For any given graph G with n nodes, we derive bounds of the such that all the vectors (either real or logical) up to derta

minimum number of measurements needed to recover any- Sparsity (the support size of a vector) can be correctly re-
sparse vector overG (Mf,). Using the Erdés-Rényi random covered. Most existing results, however, rely critically the

graph as an example, we characterize the dependence 8ff’, assumption that any subset of the values can be aggregated

on the graph structure. Our study suggests that\/;,, may serve  together[[11], [[211], which is not realistic in network marit

as a graph connectivity metric. ing problems where only objects that form a path or a cycle
Index Terms—sparse recovery, compressed sensing, topologicalon the graph([i],[[29], or induce a connected subgraph can

graph constraints, measurement construction. be aggregated together in the same measurement. Only a few
recent works consider graph topological constraints.eeith
. INTRODUCTION group testing[[14] setup, especially motivated by link des!

In the monitoring of engineering networks, one often needcalization in all-optimal networks [3][ [14] [31]. [35]39],
to extract network state parameters from indirect obsimvat  OF in compressed sensing setup, with application in esiimat
In network tomography[[9],110],T13]/T17]/ [25][ [28][[g9 ©f network parameters [18], [82], [40].
[33], [42], since measuring each component (e.g., router)We design measurements for recovering sparse signals in the
in the communication network directly can be operationallgfesence of graph topological constraints, and charaetée
costly, if feasible at all, the goal is to infer system intrn minimum number of measurements required to recover sparse
characteristics such as link bandwidth utilizations amk |i Signals when the possible measurements should satisfy1 grap
queueing delays from indirect aggregate measurements. ~ constraints. Though motivated by network applicationapr

In many cases, it is desirable to reduce the number g@nstraints abstractly models scenarios when certainezitsm
measurements without sacrificing the monitoring perforpean cannot be measured together in a complex system. These
For example, network krigind [15] uses the fact that differe constraints can result from various reasons, not necéssari
paths experience the same delay on the same link, and sh&igk of connectivity. Therefore, our results can be potiyti
that by measuring delays on linearly independent paths,useful to other applications besides network tomography.
one can recover delays on all links in the network, and Here are the main contributions of this paper.
thus identify the delays on possibly exponential number &%) We provide explicit measurement constructions for various
paths. Surprisingly, the number of path delay measuremeffaphs. Our construction for line networks is optimal in the
needed to recoven link delays can be further reduced bysense that it requires the minimum number of measurements.
exploiting the fact that only a small number of bottleneckor other special graphs, the number of measurements by our
links experience large delays, while the delay is approsetya construction is less than the existing estimates (e.g, [44])
zero elsewhereSparse Recovertheory promises that if the Of the measurement requirement. (Secfioh Ilf)
signal of interest is sparse, i.e., its most entries are,zero (2) For general graphs, we propose a measurement design
measurements are sufficient to correctly recover the sign@yideline based om-partition, and further propose a simple
even thoughm is much smaller than the signal dimensionmeasurement design algorithm. (Secfion V)

Since many network parameters are sparse, e.g., link deldyd Using Erdds-Rényi random graphs as an example, we
characterize the dependence of the number of measurements
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University, Ithaca, NY. Moreover, we also propose measurement construction meth-

Partial and preliminary results have appeared_in [37]. ods under additional practical constraints such that thgtke
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of a measurement is bounded, or each measurement shgalt) and (A2), A must be a0-1 matrix, and for each row
pass one of a fixed set of nodes. The issue of measurema&htd, the set of nodes that correspond to ‘1’ must form a

error is also addressed. (SectigndV1,VI) connected induced subgraph@f For the graph in Fid.]2, we
can measure the sum of nodesSn and S, by two separate
Il. MODEL AND PROBLEM FORMULATION measurements, and the measurement matrix is

We use a graplG = (V, E) to represent the topological A= 11101100
constraints, wher& denotes the set of nodes with cardinality 0o 1 100 11
|V| = n, and E denotes the set of edges. Each nadis We say a measurement matrik canidentify all k-sparse
associated with a real numbes, and we say vectox = vectors if and only if Ax; # Ax, for every two different
(x;,i = 1,...,n) is associated witld. x is the unknown signal vectorsx; andx;, that areat most k-sparse. This definition
to recover. We say is a k-sparse vector if|x||o = i i.e., indicates that every-sparse vectox is the unique solution
the number of non-zero entries #fis k. to the following ¢y-minimization problem

_ the that in the monitoring of the link delays of a commu- min|zflo st Az = Ax. )
nication network represented By, the graph model we con- z
sider is the line graph [30] (also known as interchange graplote [1) is a combinatorial problem in general.
or edge graph] (V) of M. According to the definition ofa  Then, given topological constraints representedthywe
line graph, every node i&¥ = L(N¢) corresponds to a link in want to design non-adaptive measurements satisfying (Ad) a
network N, and the node value corresponds to the link delagA2) such that one can identify all-sparse vectok, and the
Two nodes inG are connected with an edge if and only if theotal number of measurements is minimized. Given a graph
corresponding links in network/s are connected to the sameG with n nodes, IetM,fn denote the minimum number of
router. See Fid.]1 (a) (b) as an example of a network and iteeasurements satisfying (A1) and (A2) to identify/abparse
line graph considered here. Since large delays only occar atectors associated witl'. The questions we would like to
small number of bottleneck links, the link delays in a networaddress in the paper are:

can be represented by a sparse vegt@ssociated witlG. « Given G, what is the correspondinM,fn? What is the

Let S C V denote a subset of nodes @ Let E5 denote dependence OMan on G?
the subset of edges with both endsSnthenGs = (S, Es) « How can we explicitly design measurements such that the
is the induced subgraph a¥. We have the following two total number of measurements is closeMy’, ?
assumptions on graph topological constraints: _ Though motivated by network applications, we use graph
(Al): A set S of nodes can be measured together in O0ng o characterize the topological constraints and study a
measurement if and only _lf?s IS cormected. general problem of recovering sparse signals from measure-
(A2): The measurement is an additive sum of values at thgents satisfying graph constraints. For the majority o6 thi
corresponding nodes. paper, we assume a measurement is feasible as long as (Al)

(A2) follows from the additive property of many networkang (A2) are satisfied, and we attempt to minimize the total
characteristi e.g. delays and packet loss rates! [29]. (Aljumber of measurements for identifying sparse signals.eSom
captures the topological constraints. In link delay manitoaqditional constraints on the measurements such as bounded
ing problem whereG corresponds to the line graph of aneasurement length will be discussed in Sedfich VI.
communication network, (Al) is equivalent to that the set of f 7 is a complete graph, then any subset of nodes forms a
communication links that correspond to nodesSnshould ¢gonnected subgraph, and evért matrix is a feasible mea-
be connected in the communication netwovk:. If (A1) is  syrement matrix. Then the problem reduces to the conveaition
satisfied, one can find a cycle that traverses each link in thismpressed sensing where one wants to identify sparsdsigna
set exactly twice (one for each direction). One router ir$ thfrom linear measurements. Existing results [5]) [12]] [¢hdw
cycle sends a packet along this cycle and measures the tgiak with overwhelming probability a randofitl A matrix
transmission delay experienced by this packet. This t@tilyd with O(k log(n/k)) rows] can identify allk-sparse vectors

is twice the sum of average delays on this set of links, ap@sociated with a complete graph, ani the unique solution
an average delay of a link is the average of its delays {§ the ¢,-minimization problem

both directions. For example, Flg. 1 shows the corresparelen )
between assumptions (A1) (A2) in the line graph model and min |zll1 st Az = Ax. )

the monitoring in the original network. @) can be recast as a linear program, and thus it is computa-

Let vectory € R™ denotern measurements satisfying (Al)ionally more efficient to solve2) thafil(1). Thus, we have
and (A2). A is anm x n measurement matrix withl;; = 1

(i=1,..,m, j =1,...n) if and only if nodej is included M, = O(klog(n/k)). 3)

in the ith measurement and,; = 0 otherwise. We can write Note thatO(k log(n/k)) < n for k < n, thus, the number of
it in the compact form thay = Ax. With the requirements measyrements can be significantly reduced for sparse signal

The £p-norm > 1) of x is |x|lp = (;12:|P)V?, ||x]lec = 3We use the notationg(n) € O(h(n)), g(n) € Q(h(n)), or g(n) =
max; |z;|, and||x|lo = [{3 : z; # 0}|. O©(h(n)) if asn goes to infinity,g(n) < ch(n), g(n) > ch(n) or c1h(n) <

2Compressed sensing can also be applied to cases where (8)ndd g(n) < c2h(n) eventually holds for some positive constamtsc; and ca
hold, e.g., the measurements can be nonlinear ds in[6], [36] respectively.



Fig. 1. (a) NetworkN¢g with five links, (b) Its line graphL(N) that we consider in this paper.
Since the links 1, 2, 3, and 4 are connected\Vii, the induced subgraph of nodes 1, 2, 3, and 4 in
L(Ng) is connected. (c) Since the induced subgraph of nodes 1, &)d34 is connected, one c

find a cycle passing each of the corresponding links in nétwdg exactly twice. ﬁ‘.’?g. 2. Graph example

TABLE | oo o000
SUMMARY OF KEY NOTATIONS 1 @ n
Notation | Meaning
Gg Subgraph ofG' induced byS w
Mlg”n Minimum number of measurements needed to identify (®)
sparse vectors associated wihof n nodes. . ) .
Mg, | Minimum number of measurements needed to identify Fig. 3. (a) line (b) ring
sparse vectors associated with a complete graph mbdes.
f(k,n) | Number of measurements constructed to idenfifisparse
vectors associated with a complete grapmafiodes

comparing the results here with those in Secfion 1II-B, one

can see that the number of measurements required for sparse

Explicit constructions of measurement matrices for coteplerecovery can be significantly different in two graphs thayon

graphs also exist, e.gl,|[2[.][5]. [19]. [20], [41]. We ugg:,n) differ from each other with a small number of edges.

to denote the number of measurements to recéveparse In a line/ring, only consecutive nodes can be measured

vectors associated with a complete grapmafodes by a par- together from (Al). Recovering 1-sparse vectors assatiate

ticular measurement construction methgdk, n) varies for with a line (or ring) with » nodes is considered in_[B1],

different construction methods, and cleafyk, n) > M, . [83], which shows thatf 2+L] (or [2]) measurements are

Table[l summarizes the key notations. both necessary and sufficient in this case. Here, we consider
For a general grapi’ that is not complete, existing results’ecoveringk-sparse vectors fok > 2.

do not hold any more. Can we still achieve a significant Our construction works as follows. Givénandn, let ¢t =

reduction in the number of measurements? This is the focpﬁ[—ﬂ. We constructy + 1 — LZT*H measurements with the

of this paper. We remark here that in group testing with grapth measurement passing all the nodes frioimi +t — 1. Let

constraints, the requirements for the measurement matape A("'1~9*" pe the measurement matrix, then its row has

the same, while group testing differs from compressed sgnsil's from entry i to entryi + ¢ — 1 and ‘O's elsewhere. For

only in that (1)x is a logical vector, and (2) the operations useéixample, wherk = 3 andn = 11, we havet = 3, and

in each group testing measurement are the logical “AND” and - .

? S s X 1110000 O0O0O0TO
“OR". Here we consider compressed sensing if not otherwise 01 11000000 0
specified, and the main results are stated in theorems. We 001 1100000 O
sometimes discuss group testing for comparison, and the 60011100000
results are stated in propositions. Note that for recogerin A=100 00 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 (4)
1-sparse vectors, the numbers of measurements required by 8 8 8 8 8 (1) i i (1) 8 8
compressed sensing and group testing are the same. 00000UO0UO0OT1T1T10

L0 00 O0O0O0O0O0 1 1 1|

IIl. SPARSERECOVERY OVERSPECIAL GRAPHS .
Let ME  and MF  denote the minimum number of mea-

In this section, we consider four kinds of special graphgjrements required to recoviersparse vectors in a line/ring
one-dimensional line/ring, ring with each node connectmg regpectively. We have

its four closest neighbors, two-dimensional grid and a. ffée
measurement construction method for a line/ring is difiere Theorem 1. Our constructeds + 1 — | 74| measurements
from those for the other graphs, and our construction iswadti can identify all k-sparse vectors associated with a line/ring
(or near optimal) for a line (or ring). For other special drap with n nodes. Moreover, the sparse signals can be recovered
we construct measurements based on the “hub” idea and {iim ¢1-minimization [(2). Furthermore, it holds that

later extend it to general graphs in Sectiod IV. n4+1

L _ _ < MR .
M, =n+1 Lk+1J_Mk7n+1 (5)
A. Line and Ring In our early work [37] (Theorem 1), we have proved that
First consider a line/ring as shown in F[g. 3. Note that aur constructech + 1 — LZT*H measurements can identiky

line/ring is the line graph of a line/ring network. When latesparse signals, which indicate that one can recover thalsign



via solving £y-minimization [1). [1) is in general computa-Thus,x can be correctly recovered via-minimization [2).
tionally inefficient to solve. Here we further show that with We next prove that the number of measurements needed to
these measurements, one can recover the signal via solvinigemntify k-sparse vectors associated with a line (or ring) is at
computationally efficient;-minimization [2). leastn + 1 — L%J (orn— [ 73719

Furthermore,[(5) indicates that our construction is optima Let A™*™ denote a measurement matrix with which one
for a line in the sense that the number of measurementscén recovek-sparse vectors associated with a linexafodes.
equal to the minimum needed to recovesparse vectors. For Then every2k columns ofA must be linearly independent. We
a ring, this number is no more than the minimum plus onwill prove thatm >n +1 — LZT*} .

This improves over our previous result, which does not have| et a* denote theth column ofA. Defined' = a!, 8° =
optimality guarantee. al—ai~forall 2 <i<n,andB3"! = —a™. Define matrix
Proof: (of Theorem[]l)We first prove that one can pmx(n+1) — (8! 1 <i <n+1). SinceA is a measurement
recoverk-sparse signals from our constructedt 1 — LZT*} matrix for a line network, each row d? contains onél’ entry
measurements Vvié -minimization [(2). and on€e’ — 1’ entry, and all the other entries must fés.

Let A be the measurement matrix. When= 1, A is the Given P, we construct a grapl¥., with n + 1 nodes as
identity matrix, and the statement holds trivially. So weyon follows. For every rowi of P, there is an edgéj, k) in Geq,
consider the case¢ > 2. It is well known in compressed where P;; = 1 and P, = —1. ThenG,., containsm edges,
sensing (see e.g.[ [26]) that &-sparse vectorx can be andP can be viewed as the transpose of an oriented incidence
recovered fron?;-minimization, i.e., it is the unique solution matrix of G.,. Let S denote the set of indices of nodes in a
to (), if and only if for every vectow # 0 such thatAw = 0, component ofG.,, then one can check that
and for every sef” C {1, ...,n} with |T| < &, it holds that ,

> B =o. (12)

[werlly < [[wll1/2, (6) ies

wherewr is a subvector ofv with entry indices inT". Thus, Since every2k columns ofA are linearly independent, every
we only need to prove thatl(6) holds for our constructed % columns of P are linearly independent, which then implies
From the construction ofi, one can check that for everythat the sum of any columns ofP is not a zero vector. With
w # 0 such thatAw = 0, and for everyj € {1,...,n}, (12), we know that any component 6%, should have at least
k+1 nodes. Since a component witmodes contains at least
Wi = Wi— 4t (D)~ 1 edges, and7., has at most 7= | components, then
holds. For example, Geq contains at least +1 — LZEJ edges The claim follows.
We next consider the ring. Let denote the measurement
W = Wep1 = Wapg1 = = W(k—1)t41- matrix with which one can recovérsparse vectors on a ring
Let w* := argmaxt_, |w;|. From [7), it also holds that ~ With n nodes. Leta’ denote theith column of A. Define
’ J=1177h ’ 21 _ ~1_ ~n Bi_ o~i ~iel . :
pr=a —a", andp’ =a' — &' forall 2 <i < n. Define

w* = arg max [wj|. (8) matrix P™*" = (5,1 < i < n). Similarly, we construct a
=t graphéeq with n nodes based oR, and each component of
From the first row of4, we have Gy should have at least + 1 nodes. Thus(., contains at
i most | 75 ] components and at least— [ 75 | edges. Then
w; =0, 9)
- My 2 n L/~3+1J— _LZEJ’
From the definition ofw*, (9) implies . .
and the inequality of_(5) holds. ]
1< We can save abOL{tZTJFH — 1 measurements but still be
Z [w;] (10)  aple to recovek-sparse vectors in a line/ring via compressed
sensing. But for group testing on a line/ringmeasurements
Sincen > kt +t¢ — 1 from the definition oft, we have are necessary to recover more than one non-zero element.
n Ktt—1 i1 The key is that every node should be thedpointat least
Z w;| > Z |w;| = Z lw;| > 0, (11) twice, where the endpoints are the nc_)des at the b_eglnnlng and
ki1 Pl = the end of a measurement. If nodeis an endpoint for at

most once, then it is always measured together with one of its
neighbors, say, if ever measured. Then whanis ‘1’, we
cannot determine the value of either '1’ or '0’. Therefore,

to recover more than one non-zero element, we need at least
2n endpoints, and thus measurements.

where the equality follows froni{7). The last inequality th®l
sincew; # 0 for at least ong in 1, ...,t — 1. Supposev; =0
forall j =1,...,t—1, thenw; = 0 from (9), which then leads
to w = 0 through [T), contradicting the fact that £ 0.

Now consider anyl” with |T'| < k, combining[T),[(8),[(10),

and [11), we have
B. Ring with nodes connecting to four closest neighbors

t
lwrl < kw* E Z = EZ lw;| < ||wll1/2. Consider a graph with each node directly connecting to its
2 = 2 four closest neighbors as in Figl. 5 (a), denoteddy G* is



important to the study of small-world networks [38}* hasn  Corollary 1. All k-sparse vectors associated wifit can be
more edges than the ring, but we will show that the number fcovered WitthC: /2] +M,§Wﬂ -+ 2 measurements, which
measurements required by compressed sensing to reteveis O(2klog(n/(2k)l>).

sparse vectors associated wih significantly reduces from

i 4
O(n) to O(klog(n/k)). The main idea in the measurement From a ring toG", although the number of edges_ only
construction is referred to as “ the use of a hub”. increases byn, the number of measurements required to

recoverk-sparse vectors significantly reduces frén) to
O(2klog(n/(2k))). This value is in the same order M,Sn,
while the number of edges iG* is only 2n, compared with
n(n —1)/2 edges in a complete graph.
| Besides the explicit measurement construction based on the
hub idea, we can also recovieisparse vectors associated with
G* with O(logn) random measurements. We need to point
out that these random measurements do not depend on the
Fig. 4. HubS for T’ measurement constructions for a complete graph.
Consider am-step Markov chain{ X;,1 < k < n} with
X; =1. Foranyk < n-—1,if X =0, thenXy; = 1;
Definition 1. GivenG = (V,E), SC Visahubfor T CV if X; =1, then X, can be 0 or 1 with equal probability.
if G is connected, andfu € T, 3s € S s.t. (u, s) € E. Clearly any realization of this Markov chain does not camtai
i ~ two or more consecutive zeros, and thus is a feasible row of
We first take one measurement of the sum of nodesS,in e measurement matrix. We have the following result, gleas
denoted bys. For any subset’ of T, e.g., the pink nodes gee the conference versidn [37] for its proof.
in Fig.[4, SuU W induces a connected subgraph from the hub
definition and thus can be measured by one measurement.Thgorem 3. With high probability allk-sparse vectors asso-
measure the sum of nodes 17, we first measure nodes inCiated withG* can be recovered with)(g(k) log n) measure-
S UW and then subtract from the sum. Therefore we canments obtained from the above Markov chain, whelfe) is
apply the measurement constructions for complete graphsaftinction of.
T with this simple modification, and that requires only one
additional measurement for the high Thus,

Adding n edges in the form(i,i + 2(modn)) to the
ring greatly reduces the number of measurements needed
Theorem 2. With hubs, M’ ;. +1 measurements are enougHrom ©(n) to O(logn). Then how many edges in the form

to recoverk-sparse vectors associated with (i,7 + 2(modn)) shall we add to the ring such that the
o _ _ . minimum number of measurements required to recdver
The significance of Tht_aoreﬁi 2 is th@tr is not necessarily gparse vectors is exacy(log n)? The answer is—O (log n).
a complete subgraph, i.e., a clique, and it can even g see this, leiG}t denote the graph obtained by deletihg
disconnected. As long as there exists a Buthe measurement g4ges in the forni, i + 2(modn)) from G*. For example in
construction for a complete graph with the same number pfg.lﬂ (b), we delete edges, 5), (8,10) and (9,11) in red
nodes can be applied t with simple modification. Our later gashed lines frong4. Given h, our following results do not

results rely heavily on Theorefj 2. depend on the specific choice of edges to remove. We have
In G4, if nodes are numbered consecutively around the rin_?, o )
then the set of all the odd nodes, denotedZlgyform a hub Theorem 4. The minimum number qf measurements required
for the set of all the even nodes, denoted &y Given ak- to recover k-sparse vectors associated wn@;‘l is lower
sparse vectox, let x, and xe denote the subvectors of bounded by(h/2], and upper bounded bX/M;S(g1 +h+2.

with odd and even indices. Theg andx. are both at most Proof: Let D denote the set of nodes such that for every
k-sparse. From Theoref M&MN + 1 measurements are, D, edge(i — 1,i + 1) is removed fromg*. The proof
enough to recovex. € R1"/2!. Similarly, we can usé: as a of the lower bound follows the proof of Theorem 2 [ [35].
hub to recover the subvectss € RI™/?I with M7, ., +1  The key idea is that recovering one non-zero elemer iis
measurements, and thusis recovered. equivalent to recovering one non-zero element in a ring with
h nodes, and thu§h/2] measurements are necessary.

For the upper bound, we first measure nodeb iseparately
with h measurements. Lef contain the even nodes i
and all the odd nodesS can be used as a hub to recover
the k-sparse subvectors associated with the even nodes that
are not in D, and the number of measurements used is at
most M,SLE + 1. We similarly recoverk-sparse subvectors
associated with odd nodes that are notlinusing the set of
the odd nodes inD and all the even nodes as a hub. The
number of measurements is at mdsﬂ,g(ﬂ] + 1. Sum them
Fig. 5. Sparse recovery on grapt up and the upper bound follows. ’ ]

(a) Measure nodes 2,8 and 10 via hiip (b) Deleteh long links



root

Together with[(B), Theorefd 4 implies thatdf(log n) edges
in the form (i,i + 2(modn)) are deleted fromG*, then
O(log n) measurements are necessary and sufficient to recover
associated-sparse vectors for constaht =.==.=
Since the number of measurements required by compressed
sensing is greatly reduced when we adddges to a ring, one Fig. 7. Two-dimensional grid  Fig. 8.
may wonder whether the number of measurements needed by
group testing can be greatly reduced or not. Our next result
shows that this is not the case for group testing, please reféngth of a random walk on a graph such that its distribu-
to the conference version [37] for its proof. tion is close to its stationary distributior. [40] provesath

L. 2 . .
Proposition 1. [n/4] measurements are necessary to locafd(k7" () logn) measurements can identifysparse vectors
two non-zero elements associated with by group testing. with overwhelming probability by compressed sensing. [14]

needsO(k?T?(n)log(n/k)) measurements to identifiy non-

By Corollary[1 and Propositiofil 1, we observe thatdify  zero elements by group testing(n) should be at least/8
with compressed sensing the number of measurements negdedne network in Figb (a). Then both results provide no
to recoverk-sparse vectors i®(2k log(n/(2k))), while with  saying in the number of measurements, while our constmictio
group testing®(n) measurements are requiredkif> 2. reduces this number t0(2k log(n/(2k))).

layer 1

layer 2

10 Jayer 3

Tree topology

C. Line graph of a ring network with each router connectin

to four routers 9) Two-dimensional grid

Next we consider the two-dimensional grid, denoted/BY.

G%4 has,/n rows and,/n columns. We assumgrn to be even
here, and also skip[‘]’ and ‘|-|’ for notational simplicity.

The idea of measurement construction is still the use of a
hub. First, LetS; contain the nodes in the first row and all
the nodes in the odd columns, i.e., the black nodes in[Fig. 7.
ThenS; can be used as a hub to measkgparse subvectors
associated with nodes i\ S;. The number of measurements

. p . .
Fig. 6. (a) a communication network withh = 12 links, (b) the line graph I_S Mk,(n/z—\/ﬁ/zﬁ + 1. Then _letS? contain the nodes in the
of the network in (a). Measure the sum of any subset of odd s1¢elg., 1, first row and all the nodes in the even columns, and gise
3,7, and 9) using nodes 2,6, and 10 as a hub as a hub to recover up fo-sparse subvectors associated with

nodes inV'\ Se. Then number of measurements required is also

Here we compare our construction methods with those My (/. /z/2) + 1. Finally, use nodes in the second row as a
[14], [40] on recovering link quantities in a network withaka hub to recover sparse subvectors associated with nodes in th
router connecting to four routers in the ring. Fig Eﬁ(amows first row. Since nodes in the second row are already identified
such a network withe links with n = 12. As discussed in in the above two steps, then we do not need to measure the
Section[D), we analyze the line graph of the communicatidtub separately in this step. The number of measurements here
network in Fig.[® (a). In its line graph, as shown in Fig. M,f\/ﬁ- Therefore,

(b), nodei (representing the delay on linj is connected to  \with 27/C + MC _ + 2 measurements one can
nodesi —3,i—2,4—1,i+1,4+2 andi+3 (all modn) recoverk-sgg{si);\//z/c?tors al;sc;lciated wight?

for all odd i; and nodei is connected to nodes— 4, i — 3, '

i—1,7+ 1,3+ 3, andi + 4 (all mod n) for all eveni.

With the hub idea, we can recovérsparse link delays in E. Tree
this network fromO(2klog(n/(2k))) measurements. Specif- Next we consider a tree topology as in Hil. 8. For a given
ically, we use the set of all the odd nodes as a hub t@e, the root is treated as the only node in layer 0. The nodes
recover the values associated with the even nodes, ancei taghat aret steps away from the root are in layerWe say the
O(klog(n/(2k))) measurements. We then use the set of nodgee has depth if the farthest node i% steps away from the
{4j + 2,5 = 0,...,[%2]} as a hub to recover the valuegoot. Letn; denote the number of nodes on layeandn = 1.
associated with the odd nodes, see Elg. 6 (b) as an example. construct measurements to recover vectors associatied wi
And it takes anothe©(k log(n/(2k))) measurements. a tree by the followingree approach

Our construction ofO(2k1log(n/(2k))) measurements to  We recover the nodes layer by layer starting from the root,
recover k-sparse link delays in the network in FIg 6 (ajand recovering nodes in layérrequires that all the nodes
greatly improves over the existing results in|[14].1[40],iefh  above layeri should already be recovered. First measure the
are based on the mixing time of a random walk. The mixoot separately. When recovering the subvector assoaidtid
ing time T'(n) can be roughly interpreted as the minimunmodes in layer (2 < i < h), we can measure the sum of any

“Fig[@ (a) is a communication network with nodes representimgters subset of nodes in laygiusing some nodes in the upper Iaye_rs
and edges representing links, while FIg. 5 (a) is a graph incaigturing @S @ hub and then delete the value of the hub from the obtained
topological constraints with nodes representing the dtimsito recover. sum. One simple way to find a hub is to trace back from nodes



to be measured on the tree simultaneously until they reaeh eHbroutine 1 LeavesG, u)

same node. For example in Fig. 8, to measure the sum of notiggut: graphG, rootu

5 and 7, we trace back to the root and measure the sum of Find a spanning tre& of G rooted atu by breadth-first
nodes 1, 2, 3, 5, and 7 and then subtract the values of nodes 1,search, and lef denote the set of leaf nodes bt

2, and 3, which are already identified when we recover nodeg Return: S

in the upper layers. With this approach, we have,

Sy ME, measurements are enough to recokesparse Subroutine 2 ReducgG, u, K)
vectors associated with a tree with depgthwheren; is the Input. G = (V, E), H. for eache € E, and nodeu

number of nodes in layer 1V =V\u.
2 for each two different neighbore andw of u do
IV. SPARSERECOVERY OVERGENERAL GRAPHS 3 i %vw);? E then . . K
In this section we consider recoveririgsparse vectors 5 end |f_ U (0, w), Ky = Koy U K U{u}
associated with general graphs. The graph is assumed to t%eend for

connected. If not, we design measurements to redowparse

subvectors associated with each component separately.
In Section[TV-A we propose a general design guideline

based on #-partition”. The key idea is to divide the nodes . ,

into a small number of groups such that each group can grovide efficient measurement design methods for a general

measured with the help of a hub. Since finding the minimuﬁ{ath based on this guideline.

number of such groups turns out to be NP-hard in general,

in Section[TV-B we propose a simple algorithm to desigB. Measurement Construction Algorithm for General Graphs

7 Return: G, K

measurements on any given graph. One simple way is to find the spanning treehfand use the
tree approach in Sectign TIIFE. The depth of the spanning tre
A. Measurement Construction Based opartition is at leastR, where R = minyey max,ev dyy is the radius

Definition 2 (r-partition). GivenG = (V, E), disjoint subsets of G With.d“” as the length of the short_est path betyveen
Ni (i =1,...r) of V form anr-partition of G if and only if and v. This approach only uses edges in the spanning tree,

these two conditions both hold: (L)j_, N; =V, and (2) Vi, anc?_ the r!un|1ber omeeasuremlentsh nee(ilje_d isgLar_ge ern the
V\N; is & hub forN;. radius R is large. For example, the radius is n/4,

then the tree approach uses at least measurements, while

Clearly, T, and T, form a 2-partition of graphg*. With  O(2klog(n/2k)) measurements are already enough if we take
Definition[2 and Theorem] 2, we have advantage of the additional edges not in the spanning tree.

Here we propose a simple algorithm to design the measure-
ments for general graphs. The algorithm combines the ideas
associated withG is at mosty>_ M}gm‘ + r. which is pf the tree Ifilpproal;ch arfwd thepartitior;]. Vr\]/e still dhivide nodes ]
O(rklog(n/k)). , into @ small number of groups such that each group can be

identified via some hub. Here nodes in the same group are the

Another example of the existence of arpartition is the leaf nodes of a spanning tree of a gradually reduced graph. A
Erdés-Rényi random grapli(n, p) with p > logn/n. The leaf node has no children on the tree.
number of our constructed measurementsGm, p) is less Let G* = (V*, E*) denote the original graph. The algo-
than the existing estimates in [14], [40]. Please refer wtiSe rithm is built on the following two subroutineteavesG, u)
[VIfor the detailed discussion. returns the set of leaf nodes of a spanning tre€;afooted

Clearly, if anr-partition exists, the number of measurementst «. ReducdG, u, K) deletesu from G and fully connects
also depends om. In general one wants to redueeso as all the neighbors ofi. Specifically, for every two neighbors
to reduce the number of measurements. Given g@pind andw of u, we add a edgév, w), if not already exist, and let
integerr, the question that whether or nGthas anr-partition K, ) = K, u) U K(yu,w) U {u}, where for each edgés, t),
is calledr-partition problem In fact, K1) denotes the set of nodes, if any, that conne@adt in
the original graph=*. We recordK such that measurements
constructed on a reduced graghcan be feasible irGz*.

Please see the conference version [37] for its proof. WeGiven graph G*, let « denote the node such that
remark that we cannot prove the hardness of 2kmartition max,cyv+ dy, = R, where R is the radius ofG*. Pick u
problem though we conjecture it is also a hard problem. as the root and obtain a spanning tfBeof G* by breadth-

Although finding anr-partition with the smallestr in first search. LetS denote the set of leaf nodes iA. With
general is NP-hard, it still provides a guideline that ona cd’*\'S as a hub, we can desigf(k, |S|) + 1 measurements
reduce the number of measurements by constructing a snmallecover up tok-sparse vectors associated wih We then
number of hubs such that all the nodes are connected toreduce the network by deleting every nodén S and fully
least one hub. Our measurement constructions for somea$pecdnnects its neighbors. For the reduced netw@rkve repeat
graphs in Sectioidll are also based on this guideline. We neke above process until all the nodes are deleted. Note that

Theorem 5. If G has anr-partition NV; (i = 1, ..., r), then the
number of measurements needed to recdveparse vectors

Theorem 6. Vr > 3, r-partition problem is NP-complete.



Algorithm 1 Measurement construction for graptt Let P; denote the probability that there exists some T

Input: G* = (V*, E*). such that(u,v) ¢ E for everyv € S. Then
1 G=G* K,=0 foreache ¢ £ 1
2 while [V|> 1 do Pr=> (-pll=(- Foon- Blogn/n)™/(#=)
3 Find the nodeu such thatmax,cy d,, = R®, where ueT ¢
R is the radius ofG. S =LeavegG, u). =(1-1/(B—e)n(l — mogn/n)m-ﬁ;ﬁ"
4 Designf(k,|S])+ 1 measurements to recovissparse 1 5 log
vectors associated withi using nodes i\ S as a hub. <@1- ﬁ)”e_ﬁ <= 6)”75/(576)-
5 for eachv in S do Thus, S is a hub forT" with probability at leastl — O(n™%)
6 G = ReducdG, v, K) for « = ¢/(8 — €) > 0. Since the size of" is (1 - 1/(8 —
7 end for €))n, G(n,p) has at mosﬁﬂfi:J such disjoint sets. Then
8 end while by a simple union bound, one can conclude 3t p) has
9 Measure the last node i directly. a [ 25 |-partition with probability at least — O(n="). m
10 Output: All the measurements. For example, wher > 2, Lemma[l implies that any two

disjoint setsN; and Ny with |[Ni| = |N2| = n/2 form a
2-partition of G(n,p) with probability 1 — O(n™%). From
when designing the measurements in a reduced gfggha Theorenib and Lemnid 1, and let+ 0, we have
measurement passes edgew), then it should also include  Whenp = Blogn/n for some constan > 1, all k-
nodes ink(, .,y S0 as to be feasible in the original gragh. sparse vectors associated wif(n, p) can be identified with
In each step tre€' is rooted at node: wheremax,ev duy  O([ 527k log(n/k)) measurements with probability at least
equals the radius of the current gragh Since all the leaf 1 _ (<) for somea > 0.
nodes ofT" are deleted in the graph reduction procedure, the

radius of the new obtained graph should be reduced by at IeasJ[M] considers grouthestgmg over ErgRenyi random
one. Then we have at mo#& iterations in Algorith[L until graphs and shows thél(i” log” n) measurements are enough

only one node is left. Clearly we have to identify up to k£ non-zero entries if it further holds that

' ' p = ©(klog® n/n). Here with compressed sensing setup and
Theorem 7. The number of measurements designed by Algepartition results, we can recovkrsparse vectors ifR™ with
rithm[I is at mostRf(k,n) + R+ 1, whereR is the radius O(klog(n/k)) measurements whem > logn/n. This result
of the graph. also improves over the previous resultini[40], which regsiir

3 .
We remark that the number of measurements by the spa%(-k log" n) measurements for compressed sensing‘an p).

ning tree approach is also no greater tiaf(k,n) + R + 1. »

However, since Algorithm 1 also considers edges that are bt P — logn — 400, and % —0

in the spanning tree, we expect that for general graphse# us Roughly speakingp is just large enough to guarantee
fewer measurements than the spanning tree approach. Thith& G(n,p) is connected almost surely [34]. The diameter

verified in Experiment 1 in Sectidn VIII. D = max,,, dy, Of a connected graph is the greatest distance
between any pair of nodes, and here it is concentrated around
V. SPARSERECOVER OVERRANDOM GRAPHS 981 gimost surely([7]. We design measurement&ign, p)

Here we consider measurement constructions over tivéh Algorithm 1. With Theoren]7 and the fact that the radius
Erd6s-Rényi random grapt¥(n, p), which hasn nodes and R is no greater than the diametér by definition, we have
every two nodes are connected by a edge independently withy/han np — logn — +oo, and me=len

probability p. The behavior ofG(n,p) changes significantly O(klog nlog(n/k)/ log log n) measuremenltosgrtl:an identify

when p varies. We study the dependence of number of Me&sarse vectors associated wit(n, p) almost surely.
surements needed for sparse recoveryon

A. np = Blogn for some constanf > 1 C.l<c=np<logn
Now G(n,p) is connected almost surely [34]. Moreover, NOW G(n,p) is disconnected and has a unique giant com-

we have the following lemma regarding the existence of &PN€Nt containinga + o(1))n nodes almost surely withx
satisfyinge ¢ = 1 — «, or equivalently,

r-partition.
Lemma 1. Whenp = log n/n for some constant > 1, with a=1— li B (ce™©)*
probability at leastl —O(n~%) for somen > 0, every sefS of ! k! ’

nodes with siz¢S| = n/(8—¢) for anye € (0,5—1) forms a

hub for the complementary sét= 1"\ S, which implies that ;
G(n,p) has a[ B—c 1-partition. expectation of the total number of componentsGtin, p)

B—e—1 is (1 —a—c(l—a)?/2+o(1))n [34]. Since it is neces-
Proof: Note that the subgraptis is also Erds-Rényi sary to take at least one measurement for each component,
random graph inG(n/(8 — ¢€),p). Sincep = Blogn/n > (1—a—-c(1—a)?/2+0(1))n is an expected lower bound of
log(n/(B —€))/(n/(B —¢€)), Gg is connected almost surely. measurements required to identify sparse vectors.

and all the other nodes belong to small components. The




The diameterD of a disconnected graph is defined to be 1) Line and Ring: The construction in Sectiop 1[HA is
the largest distance between any pair of nodes that belamgtimal for a line in terms of the number of measurements
to the same component. Sind2 is now O(logn/log(np)) needed, and the length of each measuremebg—ﬁj, which
almost surely[[16], then for the radiud of the giant com- is proportional ton when k is a constant. Here we provide
ponent, R < D = O(logn/log(np)), where the second a different construction such that the total number of mea-
equality holds almost surely. We use Algorithm 1 to desigsurements needed to recover associdtesparse vectors is
measurements on the giant component, and then measure ek¢gy~ | + 1, but each measurement measures at most2
node in the small components directly. Thigssparse vectors nodes. We also remark that the number of measurements by
associated withG(n,p) can be identified almost surely withthis construction is within the minimum plusax(k — 1,1)
O(klognlog(n/k)/log(np))+(1—a+o(1))n measurements. for a line, and the minimum plus for a ring.

Note that here almost surely the size of every small com-We construct the measurements as follows. Givelet B*
ponent is at mos% (Lemma 5, [16]). Ifk = be ak+1 by k+ 1 square matrix with entries of ‘1’ on the
Q(logn), almost surely(1 — o + o(1))n measurements aremain diagonal and the first row, i.3}; = 1 and Bf, = 1
necessary to identify subvectors associated with small-cofar all i. If k is even, |eth(i_1) =1forall2<i<k+1;
ponents, and thus necessary for identifyingparse vectors if k£ is odd, |9thi_1) =1forall 2 <i <k ij =0
associated wittG(n, p). Combing the arguments, we have elsewhere. Let = kaHL we construct gkt +1) by (k+1)t

Whenl < ¢ = np < logn with constant, we can identify Matrix A based onB*. Given setS C {1, ..., kt + 1} and set
k-sparse vectors associated witi(n, p) almost surely with 7 S {1,.... (k + 1)t}, Asr is the submatrix ofA with row
O(klognlog(n/k)/log(np))+(1—a+o(1))n measurements. indices inS and column indices iff". For alli = 1, ..., ¢, let
(1—a—c(1—a)?/2+0(1))n is an expected lower bound of theSi = {(i = 1)k + 1,...,7k + 1}, and letT; = {(k + 1)(i —
number of measurements needed. Moreovdr,# Q(logn), 1) + L., (k + 1)i}. Define Ag,z, = B* for all i. All the

almost surely(1 — a + o(1))n measurements are necessary t§ther entries ofd are zeros. We keep the firstcolumns ofA
identify k-sparse vectors. as a measurement matrix for the line/ring witmodes. Note

that the last one or serval rows of the reduced matrix can be
all zeros, and we just delete such rows, and let the resulting
D.np<1 matrix be the measurement matrix. For example, when2

Since the expectation of the total number of components#jd” = 9, we havet = 3, and

G(n,p) with np < 1is n —pn?/2 + O(1) [34], thenn — 11 1
pn?/2 + O(1) is an expected lower bound of the number of B2=|1 10 ] ,
measurements required. Since almost surely all components 0 11
are of sizeO(logn), then we need to take measurements gng
whenk = Q(log n). Therefore, 111000 000

Whennp < 1, we need at least — pn?/2 + O(1) (1) i (1) (1) (1) (1) 8 8 8
measurements to identifg-sparse vectors associated with A=10 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 O (13)
G(n,p) in expectation. Moreover, wheh = Q(logn), n 000011111
measurements are necessary almost surely. 000000110

000 O0O0O0TUO0T11
V1. ADDING ADDITIONAL GRAPH CONSTRAINTS Whenk = 3, andn = 8, we havet =2 and

Our constructions are based on assumptions (Al) and } i (1) (1) 8 8 8 8
(A2). Here we consider additional graph constraints brough 1111 0110000 0
by practical implementation. We first consider measuremeBf = (1) i (1) 8 JA=10 0 0 1 1 1 1 1
construction with length constraints, since measuremaitks 00 0 1 00001100
short length are preferred in practice. We then discuss the 8 8 8 8 8 (1) (1) (1)

scenario that each measurement should pass at least one node
in a fixed subset of nodes, since in network applications, of@ach measurement measures at niost2 nodes wherk is
may want to reduce the number of routers that initiate thleven and at most + 1 nodes wherk is odd. We have,

measurements. .
Theorem 8. The above construction can recovérsparse

vectors associated with a line/ring with at masit; 75| + 1

A. Measurements with short length measurements, which is within the minimum number of mea-

. . dsurements needed plés And each measurement measures at

We have not imposed any constraint on the number of nodes

: . m?stk + 2 nodes.
in one measurement. In practice, one may want to take shor
measurements so as to reduce the communication cost and the Proof: We only need to prove that altsparse vectors in
measurement noise. We next consider sparse recovery WiH*1¢ can be identified with4, which happens if and only
additional constraint on measurement length, and we discifsfor every vectorz # 0 such thatdz = 0, z has at least

two special graphs. 2k + 1 non-zero elements$ [11].



If t=1, Aak+1byk+1 full rank matrix, and the claim By induction overt’, everyz # 0 such thatdz = 0 has at
holds trivially. We next considet > 2. We prove the case least2k + 1 non-zero entries, then the result follows. =
whenk is even, and skip the similar proof for odd This construction measures at mdst- 2 nodes in each

For each integet’ in [2,¢], define a submatriXd,, formed measurement. If measurements with constant length are pre-
by the firstkt’ + 1 rows and the firstk + 1)t columns ofA. ferred, we provide another construction method such tretyev
For example, ford in (I3), we define measurement only measures at most three nodes. This method
requires more measuremen(®k — 1)[ 5 | + 1 measurements

1 1100 0 . . A
110 0 0 to recoverk-sparse vectors associated with a line/ring.
A,=10 1 1 1 1 1|, andA;=A. Given k, let D* be a2k by 2k square matrix having
000 1 10 entries of ‘1’ on the main diagonal and the subdiagonal and
000011 ‘0" elsewhere, i.e.Df; = 1 for all i and Df, ;) = 1 for
We will prove by induction ont’ that (*) every non-zero all @ > 2, and Df; = 0 elsewhere. Lett = [3], we
vectorz € R*+Dt" such thatAyz = 0 holds has at least construct a(2kt — t + 1) by 2kt matrix A based onD".
2k 4 1 non-zero elements for evetyin [2,1]. Let S; = {(: —1)(2k — 1) +1,...,i(2k — 1) + 1}, and let

First considerd,, which is a(2k + 1) x (2k + 2) matrix. T; = {2k(i — 1) + 1,...,2ki}. Define As,7, = D" for all
From the lastk rows of Ay, one can easily argue that for every, = 1,...,t, and 4;; = 0 elsewhere. We keep the first
z such thatd,z = 0, its lastk + 1 entries are either all zeroscolumns ofA as the measurement matrix. For example, when
or all non-zeros. If the last + 1 entries ofz are all zeros, let £ =2 andn = 8, we have
z' denote the subvector containing the fiktst 1 entries ofz.

1 0 0 O
Then we haved = A,z = B*z'. Since B* is full rank, then pr_| 1 100
z' = 0, which implies thatz = 0. 10 1 1 0
Now consider the case that lakt+ 1 entries ofz are all 00 11
non-zeros. Sinc& + 1 is odd, the sum of these entries is, znd
o2 10 0 00 0 0 O
110 000 00
> zi= kg2 #0. (14) 0110000 0
i=k+2 A=]100 1 1 1 0 0 0 17)
, _ 0000110 0
Letal (i = 1,...,2k + 1) denote theth row of A;. We have 00 0O0OO0OT1T10
2kt2 00 0 0 0 0 1 1
aj .,z = Z z; = 0. (15) Theorem 9. The above constructg@k—1)[ 5+ ]+1 measure-
i=k ments can identif§t-sparse vectors associated with a line/ring
Combining [1#) and{15), we know that of n nodes, and each measurement measures at most three
nodes.
Zk + Zk41 = —Zk42 # 0. (16)

Proof: Whent = 1, A is a full rank square matrix. We
Thus, at least one of, andz;.1 is non-zero. Combining (16) focus on the case that> 2. For each integer in [2, ¢], define
with afz = 0, we have one of the first — 1 entries ofz is a submatrixA; formed by the firsRkt’ — ' + 1 rows and the
non-zero. Fromalz = 0 for 2 < i < k — 1, one can argue first 2kt columns ofA. We will prove by induction ort’ that
that if one of the firstt — 1 entries ofz is non-zero, then all everyz # 0 such thatA;;z = 0 holds has at leas2k + 1
the firstk — 1 entries are non-zero. Therefote has at least non-zero elements for evety in [2,].
2k 4+ 1 nonzero entries. (*) holds fods. First considerA,. For A in ([I7), A; = A. From the first

Now suppose (*) holds for somg in [2,¢ — 1]. Consider 2k — 1 rows of A5, one can check that for everysuch that
matrix A 11. Same as the arguments fdp, one can show A,z = 0, its first 2k — 1 entries are zeros. From ti&th row
that for everyz # 0 such thatAy 1z = 0, its lastk + 1 of A, we know thatzo, and zo,,1 are either both zeros or
entries are either all zeros or all non-zero. In the formeeca both non-zero. In the former case, the remairilhg- 1 entries
let z’ denote the subvector containing the fifst-1)¢’ entries of z must be zeros, thug, = 0. In the latter case, one can
of z. By induction hypothesisz’ has at leas2k + 1 nonzero check that the remainingk — 1 entries are all non-zero, and
entries, thus so does thereforez has2k + 1 non-zero entries.

If the lastk + 1 entries ofz are all non-zero, like in the Now suppose the claim holds for somein [2,¢ — 1].
A, case, we argue that the sumgf_ 1), andz(1),, is Consider vectoz # 0 such thatd, ;z = 0. If 29511 =0,
non-zero, which implies that at least one of them is non-zeiibis easy to see that the la&t entries ofz are all zeros. Then
Also consideralz = 0 with i = rk + 1 for every integer- in by induction hypothesis, at leagt + 1 entries of the firskt’
[0,¢'—1], one can argue that there exjsn [0, ¢ —1] such that elements ok are non-zero. ltox 11 # 0, one can check that
the sum of allk — 1 entries fromz;(;41)41 10 2j(x11)+x—1 IS  the last2k —1 entries ofz are all non-zero, and at least one of
non-zero. Then, fronaiTz =0fori=jk+2,...,jk+k—1, zopr_1 andzoky is non-zero. Thusz also has at leastk + 1
we know that if the sum o 41)11 0 2j(x41)4x—1 IS NON- non-zero entries in this case.
zero, every entry is non-zero. We conclude that in this ease By induction overt’, everyz # 0 such thatdz = 0 has at
also has at leastt + 1 nonzero entries. least2k + 1 non-zero entries, then the theorem follows.m



The number of measurements by this construction is greafgfbroutine 3 Agen(H, D, Y, G)
than those of the previous methods. But the advantage of thigut: hub H, set D of nodes to measure, sét of fixed
construction is that the number of nodes in each measurement nodes,¢

is at most three, no matter how largeand & is. 1if HNY # @ then
2) Ring with each node connecting to four neighbovde 2  Designf(k,|D|)+ 1 measurements to recoviersparse
next conside* in Fig.[d (a). We further impose the constraint vectors associated with using H as a hub.

that the number of nodes in each measurement cannot exceédelse
d for some predetermined integér We neglect|-| and [-] 4  Find the shortest path between every nodéedinand

for notational simplicity. every node inY’.

All the even nodes are divided inta/d groups. Each 5 if there exists a shortest paths.t. PN D = & then
group containsd/2 consecutive even nodes and is used as6 Designf(k,|D|) + 1 measurements to recover nodes
a hub to measuré/2 odd nodes that have direct edges with in D usingH = HU P as a hub.
nodes in the hub. Then we can identify the values relatedd else
to all the odd nodes witth,Sd/g/d + n/d measurements, 8 pick a node: in D and a nodef in Y, find the
and the number of nodes in each measurement does not shortest pathP’ between; and f.
exceedd. We then measure the even nodes with groups ofd D' .= D\i, H := HU P/, designf(k,|D'|) + 1
odd nodes as hubs. In total, the number of measurements is measurements to recover with H’ as a hub.

2nMy 4 5/d + 2n/d, which is O(2knlog(d/2)/d). Whend 10 MeasureP’ and P’'\i to recover node.
equals ton, the result coincides with Theorelmh 1. Singgd 11 end if

measurements are needed to measure each node at least otgnd if

we have

Theorem 10. The number of measurements needed to reCO\RLy hyp that contains at least one nod@inif there exists a
k-sparse vectors associated wigt with each measurementpathp in G from some nodeg in H to some nodg in Y such

containing at most nodes is lower bounded by/d, and iyt p does not contain any node i, then letd := HU P
upper bounded by)(2kn log(d/2)/d). be the new hub, and design measurementsZdousing hub

The ratio of the number of measurements by our construg- Then every measurement contains all node¥ iand thus

tion to the minimum number needed with length constraint {§€ nodef. If such a path does not exist, pick any nadie
within Cklog(d/2) for some constant’. D and any nodef in Y, find the shortest pat?’ between:

and f. Let H' := H U P’ be the hub, and leD’ := D\i be
bt;bt]ie[ set of nodes that can be measuredi/iasee Fig[B. Then
every measurement containing hib containsf. Since node
" v belongs toH’, we need two additional measurements passing
SN ’ ./O f to measure it. One measuré¥, and the other measures

B. Measurements passing at least one node in a fixed su

e P’\i. With this simple modification, we can measure nodes in
,*_/3?7 D with each measurement containing one nod& jrand the

< total number of measurements increases by at most two.

We summarize the above modification in subroutgent.
Fig. 9. WhenH NY = &, use hubH’ = H U P’ to measure node®\i  For measurement design on general graphs, we first replace
step 4 in Algorithm 1 in Sectioi IV-B with subroutine

Recall that in network delay monitoring, a router sendsAgent(/\S, S, Y, G). Then in each iteration the number of
probing packet to measure the sum of delays on links tH&€asurements is increased by at most two. We then replace
the packet transverses. Then every measurement initigtedSkep 9 with measuring the patl#¥ and P*\njast, Wherenast
this router measures the delay on at least one link thatissthe last node inG, and P* connectsniast to any node
connected to the router. In order to reduce the monitorirs ca/ in Y on the original graph. Therefore, the total number
one may only employ several routers to initiate measuresperif measurements needed by the modified algorithm is upper
thus, each measurement would include at least one linkghappunded byR f(k,n) + 3R + 2, and each measurement in the
connected to these routers. In the graph ma#et (V, E) we modified version contains at least one nod&’in
consider in this paper, it is equivalent to the requiremhbat t
every measurement should contain at least one node in a fixed V!I. SENSITIVITY TO HUB MEASUREMENT ERRORS
subset of node¥” C V. We will show that this requirement In constructions based on the use of a hub, in order to
can be achieved with small modifications to Algorithm 1. measure nodes i§ using hubH, we first measure the sum

After step 3 in Algorithm 1, letH denote the currently of nodes inH, and then delete it from other measurements to
chosen hub, and leD denote the set of nodes that one needsbtain the sum of some subset of nodesSinThis arises the
to design measurements via hiéth If H NY is not empty, issue that if the sum off is not measured correctly, this single
since every measurement constructed to measure nodes ierror would be introduced into all the measurements. Here we
should contain all the nodes in i, it contains at least one prove that successful recovery is still achievable whena hu
node inY automatically. IfH NY is empty, we want to find a measurement is erroneous.



Mathematically, letxs denote the sparse vector associated— O(n~%) for some constant: > 0 it holds that for every
with S, and letx; denote the vector associated withand let U C {1,...,n} with |U| < 2k + 2 and for everyx € R?¥*2
A™*ISI be a measurement matrix that can identigparse

2 2 2
vectors associated with a complete graph|®f nodes. We (1 =)z < [Prxllz < (1 +9)lIx[2, (21)
arrange the vectax such thatx = [x§  x7;]”, then where®; is the submatrix oft with column indices ir/.
| A W Hl Proof: Consider matrix®”*™ with each entry taking
— o 1y value+1/,/p with equal probability independently. For every

. . . . . realization of matrix®’, construct a matrixp as follows. For
is the measurement matrix for detectihgon-zeros inS using

. S . everyi € {1,...,p} such tha®, =1/./p, letd,; = —&' . for
hub H, whereW is a matrix with all ‘1's,0 is a column vector I y_lf {1, ’Il_j}t b — & Z: /V/P h " ¢ O”
of all ‘0’s, and 1 is a column vector of all ‘I’s. Let vectax &7 = 17 LEL@i; = @;; Tor every other enlry. Une can
denote the firstn measurements, and let denote the last check that® and ® follow the same probability distribution.

measurement of the hulf. Then Besides, according to the construction ®f for any subset
Axe +17x0 1 UC{l,..,n},
Z X Xglm, T AT &
[ 20 } - [ ’ lTxHH } 7 by by = dudy. 22

The Restricted Isometry Property [11] indicates that the

or equivalently statement in Lemmal 2 holds f@'. From [22), and the fact

z = zolm = Axs. (18)  that 1@, x[|3 = xT @}, " ®;x, the statement also holds fdr.

If there is some errog in the last measurement, i.e., insteadince ® and ¢ follow the same probability distribution, the
of zo, the actual measurement we obtain is lemma follows. u
, Proof: (of Theorem[Ill) From Lemmal 2, when >

Zo = 1" XH + eo, C(k + 1)log|S| for someC > 0 and|S] is large enough,

with probability at leastl — O(|S|~%), matrix (24 —
W m=0xI51) /\/m —1 satisfies [[211) for some small enough
5, sayd < /2 — 1. Then from [12], [27],[(2D) can recover all
k + 1-sparse vectors correctly. [ |

eo hurts the recovery accuracy &fs through [I18).

To eliminate the impact oy, we model it as an entry of
an augmented sparse signal to recover. x'et= [x7  ¢g]7,
andA’'=[A -1,,], we have

A'X =z — 301,,. (19) VIIl. SIMULATION

Then, recoveringxs in the presence of hub error, is Experiment1(Effec_tiveness ofAIgorithm 1):Give!'1agraph
equivalent to recovering + 1-sparse vectox’ from (I9). G, we apply Algorithm 1 to divide the nodes into groups
We consider one special construction of matdis*|5! for S_UCh that each group (except the Ia_st one) can be measured
a complete graphd has ‘1’ on every entry in the last row, and"'2 SOM€ hu_b. The Ias_t group °°”tag‘s one node and can be
measured directly. It is know that/{’,, = [log(n + 1)],

takes value ‘1’ and ‘0’ with equal probability independegntl ) . .
for every other entryd’ = [A  —1,], let A be the submatrix and thg correspondmg measurem‘ent matrix has the binary
of the firstm — 1 rows of 4", Lety — z — 21,,, and lety expansion of integer as columni _[23]. Also from (3)
denote the firstn — 1 entries ofy. We have, the nurr_lber_ of measuremen_ts required to recovesparse
vectors is within a constant timés\/{”, . Therefore, here we
(24 —Wm=DxIShy' — 99 — g design measurements to recovesparse vectors ofi as an
example. The total number of constructed measurements is
>4 og(n; 4 1)] + ¢, wheren, is the number of nodes in
min x|, st (2A _ W(mfl)x\S\)x =29 —ym. (20) groupz’_ andgq is the total number of groups. _
In Fig.[10, we gradually increase the number of edges in
Theorem 11. With the above construction of, whenm > a graph withn = 1000 nodes. We start with a uniformly
C(k + 1)log|S| for some constan€ > 0 and |S| is large generated random tree, and in each step randomly2add
enough, with probability at least — O(]S|~®) for some edges to the graph. All the results are averaged over one hun-
constantx > 0, x” is the unique solution t6(20) for akl+1- dred realizations. The number of measurements constructed
sparse vectors’ in RISI*1, decreases from 73 to 30 when the number of edges increases

Theoreni Il indicates that even though the hub measuremfr%rtn n—1102n—1. Note that the number of measurements is

: I . : ready within3M,, when the average node degree is close
is erroneous, one can still identifyrsparse vectors assouatecﬁ) 4 The radiusi gf the araph decreases from 13 to 7. and
with .S with O((k + 1) log |S|) measurements. ' grap ’

: . we also plot the upper bounB[logn] + R + 1 provided by
The proof of TheorerfL11 relies heavily on Lemida 2. Theorem[¥. One can see that the number of measurements
Lemma 2. If matrix ®?*™ takes value—1/,/p on every actually constructed is much less than the upper bound.
entry in the last column and takes valdel /,/p with equal In Fig. [I1, we consider the scale-free network with
probability independently on every other entry, then foy arBarabasi-Albert (BA) model[]4] where the graph initially
6 > 0, there exists some constat such that wherp > hasmg connected nodes, and each new node connects to
C(k+1)logn andn is large enough, with probability at least existing nodes with a probability that is proportional te th

We recoverx’ by solving the/;-minimization problem,
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Fig. 10. Random graph with = 1000 Fig. 11. BA model with increasing Fig. 12. Recovery performance with hub errors

degree of the existing nodes. We start with a random tree of d@asurement has i.i.d. Gaussian noise with zero mean and
nodes and increase the total number of nodes from 64 to 1024driance0.04%. The averagéix, —xo||2/||xo||2 here is smaller
Every result is averaged over one hundred realizationgeSirwith our method than that witli; -minimization.

the diameter of BA model i®(log n/loglogn)) [8], then by
Theorem¥, the number of our constructed measurements is

IX. CONCLUSION
upper bounded by (log” n/ loglogn)).

This paper addresses the sparse recovery problem with

Experiment 2 (Recovery Performance with Hub Error): graph constraints. We provide explicit measurement coastr
We generate a graph with = 500 nodes from BA model. tions for special graphs, and propose measurement design
Algorithm 1 divides nodes into four groups with 375, 122, 2lgorithms for general graphs. Our construction for a line
and 1 node respectively. For each of the first two groups witletwork is optimal in terms of the number of measurements
sizen; (i = 1,2), we generatén;/2] random measurementsneeded. The constructions on other graphs also improve over
each measuring a random subset of the group together withtite existing results. We characterize the relationshipveen
hub. Every node of the group is included in the random subske number of measurements for sparse recovery and the
independently with probability 0.5. We also measure the twgraph topology. We also derive upper and lower bounds of the
hubs directly. Each of the three nodes in the next two grosipsninimum number of measurements needed for sparse recovery
measured directly by one measurement. The generated madrxa given graph. It would be interesting to tighten such
A is 254 by 500. We generate a sparse vesaipmwith i.i.d. bounds, especially the lower bounds.
zero-mean Gaussian entries on a randomly chosen supporiie have not considered the effect of the measurement noise.
and normalizd|xo||2 to 1. Also, we assume full knowledge of the fixed network topology,

To recoverxy fromy = Ax,, one can run the widely and measurement construction when the topology is time-
used/;-minimization [12] to recover the subvectors associategrying or partially known is an open question.
with the first two groups, and the last three entriesxgf

can be obtained from measurements directly. However, as
discussed in Sectiop VI, an error in a hub measurement
degrades the recovery accuracy of subvectors associatkd witl
that group. To address this issue, we use a modified
minimization in which the errors in the two hubs are treated2]
as entries of an augmented vector to recover. Specifically, |
the augmented vectar = [x], e1,e2]” and the augmented
matrix A = [A B8 ~], wheree; (or e5) denotes the error in the [3]
measurement of the first (second) hub, and the column vector
B (or~) has ‘1" in the row corresponding to the measuremeny,
of the first (or second) hub and ‘0’ elsewhere. We then recover
z (and thusx,) from y = Az by running/;-minimization on [
each group separately.

Fig.[12 compares the recovery performance of our modifiefs]
Z1-minimization and the convention&}-minimization, where 0
the hub errors; ande, are drawn from standard Gaussian
distribution with zero mean and unit variance. For everys]
support sizek, we randomly generate two hundréesparse o]
vectorsxg, and letx, denote the recovered vector. Even with
the hub errors, the averadle, — xo||2/||%ol|2 is within 10~°
when x, is at most 35-sparse by our method, while iy (10
minimization, the value is at least 0.35. We also considgp

REFERENCES

S. S. Ahuja, S. Ramasubramanian, and M. M. Krunz, “Siiglle failure
detection in all-optical networks using monitoring cyclasd paths,”
IEEE/ACM Trans. Netw.vol. 17, no. 4, pp. 1080-1093, 2009.

L. Applebaum, S. D. Howard, S. Searle, and R. Calderbdtkirp
sensing codes: Deterministic compressed sensing measutefor fast
recovery,”Applied and Computational Harmonic Analysi®l. 26, no. 2,
pp. 283 — 290, 2009.

P. Babarczi, J. Tapolcai, and P. Ho, “Adjacent link faduocalization
with monitoring trails in all-optical mesh networkdEEE/ACM Trans.
Netw, vol. 19, no. 3, pp. 907 —-920, 2011.

A. Barabasi and R. Albert, “Emergence of scaling in ramdoetworks,”
Science vol. 286, no. 5439, pp. 509-512, 1999.

R. Berinde, A. Gilbert, P. Indyk, H. Karloff, and M. Strss., “Com-
bining geometry and combinatorics: a unified approach tosgpsignal
recovery,” arxiv:0804.4666 2008.

T. Blumensath, “Compressed sensing with nonlinear nlagiens,” Tech.
Rep., 2010.

B. Bollobas, Random Graphs2nd ed.
2001.

B. Bollobas and O. Riordan, “The diameter of a scale-fraadom
graph,” Combinatorica vol. 24, pp. 5-34, 2004.

Y. Breitbart, C.-Y. Chan, M. Garofalakis, R. Rastogi,dai. Silber-
schatz, “Efficiently monitoring bandwidth and latency innptworks,”
in Proc. IEEE INFOCOM vol. 2, 2001, pp. 933-942.

T. Bu, N. Duffield, F. L. Presti, and D. Towsley, “Netwotkmography
on general topologies,” iProc ACM SIGMETRICS2002, pp. 21-30.
E. Candés and T. Tao, “Decoding by linear programmih§EE Trans.

Cambridge University Press,

the case that besides errors in hub measurements, every othe Inf. Theory vol. 51, no. 12, pp. 4203-4215, 2005.



[12]

[13]

[14]

[15]
[16]
[17]

(18]

[19]

[20]
[21]

[22]

[23]

[24]

[25]

[26]

[27]

(28]

[29]

[30]

(31]

[32]

(33]
[34]

[35]

[36]

[37]

(38]

[39]

[40]

——, “Near-optimal signal recovery from random projeas: Universal
encoding strategies?EEE Trans. Inf. Theorywol. 52, no. 12, pp. 5406—
5425, 2006.

[41] W. Xu and B. Hassibi, “Efficient compressive sensinghadeterministic
guarantees using expander graphs,Pioc. IEEE ITW 2007, pp. 414

—419.

Y. Chen, D. Bindel, H. H. Song, and R. Katz, “Algebra-bdsscalable [42] Y. Zhao, Y. Chen, and D. Bindel, “Towards unbiased emed network
diagnosis,” inProc. ACM SIGCOMM 2006, pp. 219-230.

overlay network monitoring: Algorithms, evaluation, angphcations,”
IEEE/ACM Trans. Netw.vol. 15, no. 5, pp. 1084 —1097, 2007.

M. Cheraghchi, A. Karbasi, S. Mohajer, and V. Saligrafi@raph-
constrained group testinglEEE Trans. Inf. Theoryvol. 58, no. 1, pp.
248-262, Jan. 2012.

D. Chua, E. Kolaczyk, and M. Crovella, “Network krigingEEE JSAC
vol. 24, no. 12, pp. 2263 —2272, 2006.

F. Chung and L. Lu, “The diameter of sparse random graphdvances
in Applied Mathematigsvol. 26, no. 4, pp. 257 — 279, 2001.

A. Coates, A. Hero Ill, R. Nowak, and B. Yu, “Internet tography,”
IEEE Signal Process. Magvol. 19, no. 3, pp. 47-65, 2002.

M. Coates, Y. Pointurier, and M. Rabbat, “Compressetivagk moni-
toring for ip and all-optical networks,” iffroc. ACM SIGCOMM IMC
2007, pp. 241-252.

G. Cormode and S. Muthukrishnan, “Combinatorial aigons for
compressed sensing,” ser. Lecture Notes in Computer Sxie2@06,
vol. 4056, pp. 280-294.

R. DeVore, “Deterministic constructions of compressensing matri-
ces,” Journal of Complexityvol. 23, no. 4-6, pp. 918 — 925, 2007.
D. Donoho, “Compressed sensindEEE Trans. Inf. Theoryvol. 52,
no. 4, pp. 1289-1306, 2006.

D. Donoho and J. Tanner, “Sparse nonnegative solutfoanderdeter-
mined linear equations by linear programming,” Rfmoc. Natl. Acad.
Sci. U.S.A.vol. 102, no. 27, 2005, pp. 9446-9451.

R. Dorfman, “The detection of defective members of éappulations,”
Ann. Math. Statisf.vol. 14, pp. 436—440, 1943.

D.-Z. Du and F. K. HwangCombinatorial Group Testing and Its Ap-
plications (Applied Mathematicspnd ed. World Scientific Publishing
Company, 2000.

N. Duffield, “Network tomography of binary network perfmance
characteristics,"IEEE Trans. Inf. Theoryvol. 52, no. 12, pp. 5373 —
5388, 2006.

M. Elad and A. Bruckstein, “A generalized uncertaintyingiple and
sparse representation in pairs of basHsEE Trans. Inf. Theoryvol. 48,
no. 9, pp. 2558 — 2567, Sep. 2002.

S. Foucart and M.-J. Lai, “Sparsest solutions of undtndnined linear
systems vialq-minimization for0 < ¢ < 1,” Applied and Computa-
tional Harmonic Analysisvol. 26, no. 3, pp. 395 — 407, 2009.

M. Gonen and Y. Shavitt, “Ao(log n)-approximation for the set cover
problem with set ownershipJhformation Processing Lettersol. 109,
no. 3, pp. 183 — 186, 2009.

A. Gopalan and S. Ramasubramanian, “On identifyingitad link
metrics using linearly independent cycles and patf&ZE/ACM Trans.
Netw, vol. 20, no. 3, pp. 906-916, 2012.

F. Harary and R. Norman, “Some properties of line digpgpRendiconti
del Circolo Matematico di Palermovol. 9, no. 2, pp. 161-168, 1960.
N. Harvey, M. Patrascu, Y. Wen, S. Yekhanin, and V. Chéaxon-
adaptive fault diagnosis for all-optical networks via canatorial group
testing on graphs,” ifProc. IEEE INFOCOM 2007, pp. 697 —705.

J. Haupt, W. Bajwa, M. Rabbat, and R. Nowak, “Compresseudsing
for networked data,IEEE Signal Processing Magazineol. 25, no. 2,
pp. 92 —101, 2008.

H. X. Nguyen and P. Thiran, “Using end-to-end data t@irbssy links
in sensor networks,” ifProc. IEEE INFOCOM 2006, pp. 1 —-12.
P.Erdds and A. Rényi, “On the evolution of random graptRubl. Math.
Inst. Hung. Acad. Sqipp. 17-61, 1960.

J. Tapolcai, B. Wu, P.-H. Ho, and L. Rényai, “A novel apach for
failure localization in all-optical mesh networks|EEE/ACM Trans.
Netw, vol. 19, pp. 275-285, 2011.

A. Wagner, J. Wright, A. Ganesh, Z. Zhou, H. Mobahi, andMa,
“Towards a practical face recognition system: Robust atignt and
illumination by sparse representatioffZEE Trans. Pattern Analysis and
Machine Intelligenceno. 99, pp. 1-14, 2011.

M. Wang, W. Xu, E. Mallada, and A. Tang, “Sparse recoweith graph
constraints: Fundamental limits and measurement cortistm,icin Proc.
IEEE INFOCOM 2012, pp. 1871 -1879.

D. Watts and S. Strogatz, “Collective dynamics of 'shvebrid’ net-
works,” Nature vol. 393, pp. 440-442, 1998.

B. Wu, P. Ho, J. Tapolcai, and X. Jiang, “A novel framelwaf fast
and unambiguous link failure localization via monitorimgils,” in Proc.
IEEE INFOCOM 2010, pp. 1 -5.

W. Xu, E. Mallada, and A. Tang, “Compressive sensingray@phs,”
in Proc. IEEE INFOCOM 2011.

PLACE
PHOTO
HERE

Meng Wang (S'06-M'12) received B.E. (Hon.)
and M.S. (Hon.) from Tsinghua University, Beijing,
China, and Ph. D. from Cornell University, Ithaca,
NY, in 2005, 2007, and 2012, all in Electrical
Engineering.

She is currently an Assistant Professor in the
Department of Electrical, Computer, and Systems
Engineering at Rensselaer Polytechnic Institute. Her
research interests include communication networks,
signal processing, and nonconvex optimization and
its applications.

Dr. Wang is a recipient of Jacobs Fellowship of Cornell Ursity in 2008

and 2010.

PLACE
PHOTO
HERE

Weiyu Xu received his B.E. in Information En-
gineering from Beijing University of Posts and
Telecommunications in 2002, and a M.S. degree
in Electronic Engineering from Tsinghua University
in 2005. He received a M.S. and a Ph.D. degree
in Electrical Engineering in 2006 and 2009 from
California Institute of Technology, with a minor in
Applied and Computational Mathematics.

He is currently an Assistant Professor at the De-
partment of Electrical and Computer Engineering at
the University of lowa. His research interests are in

signal processing, compressive sensing, communicatitwonies, information

and coding theory.

Dr. Xu is a recipient of the Information Science and Techggl&ellowship
at Caltech, and the recipient of Charles and Ellen Wilts a@@ttresearch

award in 2010.

PLACE
PHOTO
HERE

PLACE
PHOTO
HERE

Enrique Mallada (S’09) received his Ingeniero en
Telecomunicaciones degree from Universidad ORT,
Uruguay, in 2005. From 2006 to 2008 he was
teaching and research assistant in the Department
of Telecommunications at Universidad ORT. He is
currently pursuing the Ph.D. degree in electrical and
computer engineering at Cornell University, Ithaca,
NY. His research interests include communication
networks, control, nonlinear dynamics and optimiza-
tion.

Ao Tang (S'01-M'07-SM'11) received the B.E.
(Honors.) in electronics engineering from Tsinghua
University, Beijing, China, and the M.S. and Ph.D.
degrees in electrical engineering with a minor in
applied and computational mathematics from the
California Institute of Technology, Pasadena, CA, in
1999, 2002, and 2006, respectively.

He is currently an Assistant Professor in the
School of Electrical and Computer Engineering at
Cornell University, where he conducts research on
the control and optimization of engineering networks

including communication networks, power networks and bip-metworks.
Dr. Tang was a recipient of the Cornell Engineering Schoathidel Tien’
72 Excellence in Teaching Award in 2011, and the Young Ingatir Award

from the Airforce Office of Scientific Research (AFOSR) in 201



	I Introduction
	II Model and Problem Formulation
	III Sparse Recovery over Special Graphs
	III-A Line and Ring
	III-B Ring with nodes connecting to four closest neighbors
	III-C Line graph of a ring network with each router connecting to four routers
	III-D Two-dimensional grid
	III-E Tree

	IV Sparse Recovery over General Graphs
	IV-A Measurement Construction Based on r-partition
	IV-B Measurement Construction Algorithm for General Graphs

	V Sparse Recover over Random Graphs
	V-A np=logn for some constant >1
	V-B np-logn +, and np-logn logn0
	V-C 1<c=np<logn
	V-D np<1

	VI Adding additional graph constraints
	VI-A Measurements with short length
	VI-A1 Line and Ring
	VI-A2 Ring with each node connecting to four neighbors

	VI-B Measurements passing at least one node in a fixed subset

	VII Sensitivity to hub measurement errors
	VIII Simulation
	IX Conclusion
	References
	Biographies
	Meng Wang
	Weiyu Xu
	Enrique Mallada
	Ao Tang


