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Abstract—In the context of the compressed sensing problem where Z(F',y) is a normalization factor imposing the con-

W“e Pr?.;ﬁ?se a r!eV}/ ensemble of sparse (andtl)mf lmatftiﬁ;S.WhiChdition [dzP(z|F,y) = 1 and a component-wise prior
allow (i) to acquire/compress apo-sparse signal of len ina ;oo N -

time linear in (}V and (ii)pto perﬁectls recove? the origir?al signal, distribution P(z) = T[i-;[(1 — p)o(xi) + pé(z:)] is as-
compressed at a ratea, by using a message passing algorithm Sumed.p and ¢(x) represent the density of non-zero signal
(Expectation Maximization Belief Propagation) that runs in a €lements and a Gaussian distribution, respectively. Bxact
time linear in N. In the large N limit, the scheme proposed here inferring s from (3) is NP-hard similarly to[{1). However,
closely approach the theoretical boundoy = «, and so it is both by employing the belief propagation (BP) in conjunctiontwit

optimal and efficient (linear time complexity). More generdly, o Lo : . .
we show that several ensembles of dense random matrices canthe expectation-maximization (EM) algorithm for estimatp

be converted into ensembles of sparse random matrices, hag and the parameters gf(z), they developed an approximation
the same thresholds, but much lower computational complegy. ~ algorithm, termed EM-BP, which overcomes the recovery

performance of[{2) with an onlY)(N?) computational cost.
|. INTRODUCTION Furthermore, they sh d that, b loyi liar t
, they showed that, by employing a peculiar type
Compressed sensing is a framework that enables to recoyefseeded” matrixF, the threshold value of the compression
anN-dimensional sparse signal= (s;) from M (< N) linear rate o« = M/N of EM-BP, above which the original signal
measurements of its elemenig,— F's, exploiting the prior s typically recovered successfully, can approach vergelo
knovyledge_ thats contains many zero elements [1]. A simplgq that of thelo-recovery,a,_gvsp = po, Wherep, is the
consideration guarantees that therecovery actual signal density of ands — EM BP stands for ‘seeded
EM-BP’. The seeded matrix is composed of blocks along
the diagonal densely filled with Gaussian random variables.
where ||z||o denotes the number of non-zero elementsein It is important to remember that this result is achieved for
is theoretically optimal in terms of minimizing the numbethe first time with an approach different from thgrecovery,
of measurement3/ necessary for perfectly recovering anyeing the threshold for thé -recovery much higher than the
original signals. However, carrying out théy-recovery for optimal onexay, > po. As the optimality of the/y-recovery is
a general measurement matrX is NP-hard. For avoiding guaranteed for the EM-BP, this indicates that this scheme ca
such computational difficulty, an alternative approack, 4  practically achieve the theoretically optimal threshofdttee
recovery signal recovery with at)(N?) computational cost. However,
the optimality of their scheme in terms of the computational
complexity is still unclear; there might be a certain design
the measurement matrik' that makes it possible to further

where ||z|l = >,_, |z, is widely employed, asl2) iS yoqyce the necessary computational cost keeping the same
generally converted to a linear programming problem a%nal recovery threshold

therefore signal recovery is mathematically guaranteednin :
O(N?) computational time by use of the interior point method. Thg_purpose Qf the present work is to expllore such a
Nevertheless, theD(N?®) cost of computation can still be pOSS|b|I|ty_. For this, we focm_Js on a cla_ss.of matrices that ar
unacceptable in many practical situations, and much eﬁortcharactenzed by the following properties:
being made for exploring more computationally feasible and ,
accurate recovery schemés [2]-[7].

Among such efforts, a recovery scheme recently proposed

by Krzakala et al.[[7] is worth of attention. Their scheme  Thisis highly preferred for practicality, given that sugh a

basically follows the Bayesian approach. Namely, the digna operation typically needs to be done in real time, during
recovery problem is formulated as that of statistical iafee data acquisition.

from the posterior distribution « integer values: The matrix elements are not real valued,
§(Fx —y)P(x) 3 but take small integer values. This means that an opti-
Z(F,y) ' (3) mized code for the measurements can work with bitwise

§ = argmin||z|[p Subj. to y = Fzx, Q)
xT

§ = argmin||xz||; subj.to y = Fzx, (2)
xT

sparsity: The matrixF has onlyO(1) non-zero elements
per row and column. This implies that the measurements
can be performed in a time linear in the signal length.

P(z|F,y) =
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operations, thus achieving much better performance witlierives from an expansion in smahi,;, and in the dense
out any loss of precision. caseF,; = O(1/v/N). Supposing that the elements of the
« no block structure: The block structure used ifl[7] mayoriginal signal follow a Bernoulli-Gaussian distributiavith

not be necessary for reaching the optimal threshold. ggrametersg, To and g, the update rules for the messages
an alternative possibility, we study a structure made afe the following:
a square matrix in the upper left corner (the seed) plus

a stripe along the diagonal. This structure is much more iy = f Z A Z B. .
amenable for analytic computations, since it corresponds e e e T

to a one-dimensional model homogeneous in space. e e
The use of sparse matrices for compressed sensing has al- ai = fa (Z Ay, Z Bwﬂ->
ready been proposed in several earlier studies([8]—[12]Jorgn S S
them, our approach is particularly similar to that/of|[1 2}l
sense that the both sides are based on the Bayesian frame- I Z Ay, Z By
work and use integer-valued sparse measurement matrices. byl byl

Nevertheless, the two approaches differ considerably & th
following two points. Firstly, we adopt EM-BP, which update _ A B ..
only a few variables per node for the signal recovery, while vi = Je ; V_”’XW: ke
the recovery algorithm of_ [12] involves functional updates

F?
and needs significantly more computational time than ours. Apyi = =—4——
Secondly, we make much effort to explore a simple design of 2 ji Fijvioon
F that achieves a nearlly opt!ma_l recovery performance while Fi (yu _ Z#i Fw‘%‘—w)
the problem of the matrix design is not fully argued(in|[12}. B B = > 4)
carrying out extensive numerical experiments in conjumcti Zj;&z' Eivi—sn

with an analysis based on density evolution![13], we showhere f, and f. are some analytical functions depending on
that a threshold close to the theoretical limit= po can be the parameterp, 7 ando. For details, see Ref,[7].

achieved by the matrices with the above properties with afmo |n general, the originapy, 7, and o are not known, but
linear computational cost in both measurement and recovesyie can use EM to derive the update rules for them, using the

stages. property that the partition function
This paper is organized as follows. In Sectloh Il the EM-
BP algorithm is briefly explained and the results for dense Z(p,T,0) = /de(m)5(y — Fx)

matrices are summarized. The algorithm is applied to homoge

neously sparse matrices in Section Il and to structuredsspals the likelihood of the paramete(p,z, o) and is maximized
block matrices in Section IV. A new type of “striped” spars®Y the true parameteys, To andoo. Thus, after the update
matrix without blocks is introduced in Sectignl V. The lasf all the messages, the inferred parameters of the original
Section summarizes the work focusing on its importance félistribution are updated following these rules:

ractical use and on perspectives. 1 1
P P P E(——NZai, GQF—NZ(UZ'—FQ?)—TQ,

Il. EXPECTATION MAXIMIZATION BELIEF PROPAGATION P i P i

2 .

The new algorithm based on BP in conjunction with EM > %//15752 a;
proposed in Ref[[7] starts from Ed.](3). In order to solve it P (Vitm/o2? =2 1-1°
with BP, O(M N) messages for the probability distributions Do {1 —p+ ﬁezu/gzwm‘zgz]

o(l/0c%+U;)2

of the variablese; are constructed in the following way:
with U, = Z’Y A,y_”‘ andVi = Z’Y B,y_”‘.

1
Mmyu—i(z;) = Zii /dejmjﬁu(xi)é(yu - ZFkak If the algorithm converges to the correct solutian,= s;
J#i k andv; = 0.
. N } } . To reduce the number of messages frofiv M) to O(N),
My (T5) = Zion {(1 = p)d(w:) + P¢($z)} H My—i(¥i) e can notice that in the largé limit, the messages;_,,, and

e v, are nearly independent @f. Thus equations involving
where Z'~# and Z*~* are normalization factors. This EM-only a variable per each measurement node and a variable per
BP equations are very complicated because the messagmsh signal node can be derived, being careful to keep the
are distribution functions. In order to make them simplecorrecting Onsager reaction term as for the TAP equations
the messages can be approximated assuming that they iarstatistical physics[[15]. This method was introduced in
Gaussian, thus obtaining the equations for the mean, the context of compressed sensing in Ref. [6] and is called
and the variancey;_,, of m,_,(z;). This approximation approximated message passing (AMP).
was firstly introduced for sparse matrices in Réf.1[14] and In general, the correct distribution of the original signal
it becomes exact asymptotically if" is dense. In fact it is unknown. However, in Ref[[7] it is demonstrated that if
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Fig. 1. Top: Probability of perfect recovery versus the algsparsitypg With J =1. The use of the messages—m (95) and Visp (95) )
using sparse matrices with = 0.5 and i = 20. The threshold is the same instead of the AMP equations does not involve an extra cost in

as with dense matrices. Bottom: Probability of perfect veep computed memory, because, due to the sparsity of the matrix, the numbe
with density evolution has the same threshold. H&Tés the population size. . L
of the messages 19(V). In principle the messages,_, ,(z)

are not Gaussian if the matrix is sparse, so the use of only the
two parameters,;_,,(z) andv;_,,(x) is not exact. However,
the convolution of K messages (with = 20 in a typical
matrix we use) is not far from a Gaussian and indeed we can
verify a posteriori that this approximation is valid, besauit
gives good results.

In all our numerical simulations we use a Bernoulli-
Gaussian distributed signal and a compression diate0.5.

In Fig. [ (top) the probability of a perfect recovery as a
mean square erroD = (1/N)3;7, (= — s;)* can be functior? of téeps)parsit)p/ of the syignab frc))r different sizeys is
computed. Forx > pg, the global maximum of the function shown, applying the EM-BP algorithm using a sparse matrix

®(D) is at D = 0, that corresponds to the correct solutionu, 1 — 90, The threshold for the perfect recovery in the
However, below a certain threshald< o p that depends on thermodynamic limit  — oc) is pgp =~ 0.315, that is

the distributionP(s), the free entropy develops a secondar)!he same obtained in Ref.I[7] with a dense matrix. We can

local maximum atD # 0. As a consequence, the EM-pq onavtically compute the free entrogy(D) as in [7],
BP algorithm can not converge to th_e correct_ _solut|on fq{ecause we are using sparse matrices and methods such as the
po < a < app, because a dynamical transition OCCUTS;, e point one can not be used. However we can perform
Nonetheless, the threshaltsp is lower thanay, . a numerical density evolution analysis, as shown in Elg. 1

(bottom) and the threshold is the same as the one computed

[1l. EM-BP WITH A SPARSE MATRIX with the matricesF.
Next, we have verified that the correct solution is always
First of all we want to verify if the use of a sparse matrithe global maximum ofp(D) and it is locally stable up to

can reach the same results than the use of a dense one.dFer py using EM-BP with a sparse matrix. Since we can
a sparse random matrix the AMP equations can not be usedf compute analytically the free entropy, we must resog to
thus we use the update rules in Ed. (4), for the inferenceef thumerical method. We start EM-BP with an initial condition
original signals. In particular, we choose the matri to have very close to the correct solution?_w = 8; + iy, With
only K = O(1) elements different from zero in each row and,_,,, a random number uniformly distributed [r-A, A]. In
H = aK = O(1) elements in each column, extracting therthis way we have verified (see Fig. 2) that/fis sufficiently

a > po, the most probable configuration afwith respect to

P(x) = [T, 1(1 = p)d(x:) + pd(a:)] with p < 1, restricted

to the subspacg = Fz, is the original signak, even if the

signal is not distributed according #8(x). So our choice of
a Gaussian distribution fap(x) should be perfectly fine also
even if the original signal has a different distribution.

If a dense matrix is used, the free entropyD) at fixed
N



0.55 k elements different from zero for each row ahg = «,k
05 b elements for each column, distributed according to Efy. (5),
I with J = Jp 4. As in Ref. [7] we chooseJ, ,_; = Ji,
oas b T R Ipp =1, Jp pt1 = J2 @andJ, , = 0 otherwise. The important
oat e 2 ingredient to nucleate the correct solution is that in thst fir
. block «y = (M;/N)L > agp holds. For simplicity we
a 07 choosea; = 1 anday, = (La —1)/(L — 1) for p # 1. The
03} dependence of the recovery success from the paraméters
025 } a and.J, is strong and the best results for= 0.5 are obtained
oo | block structured S-EMEE ----- Sa around.J; = 4 and.J, = 1. We have chosen this two values
: R for the following experiments also because we want to work
0.15 * : : : with matrices whose elements are small integer values.
0 0.05 0.1 a 0.15 0.2 0.25 Similarly to the dense case, the use of a sparse structured
N

matrix with blocks allows to overcome the dynamical transi-
tion atagp and to nucleate the correct solution untilvery
Fig. 3. pc(N) with a sparse, structured matrix with blocks, for differentcl0S€ t0po. In Fig. [3 the mean critical threshold.(N) is
sizesN and values ofL (see text). The thresholds for tig-recovery and shown for different signal lengths at a fixed compressioa rat
e 25 o T ok oot (8= 0.5, On thex ais we have used the same scaling vaiable
as in Fig[5 and the best parameteobtained from the fit of
data in Fig[}h also interpolates quite well data in Fig. 3.Ha t
small, the correct solution can be found upda~ po, as in thermodynamic limit,po. extrapolates to a value compatible
the case of a dense matrix. with the optimal oneg, and it is certainly much higher than
For the algorithms based on theminimization, it is known the thresholds for thé, -recovery and for EM-BP without any
that the threshold with a sparse matrix is lower than that ait structure. We have done also a density evolution analysas, t
dense one. However, those algorithms are not optimal, lsecagonfirms this result.
the correct solution disappears below the threshg|d In this For each value oV and L, the mean critical thresholdl. is
sense, the EM-BP algorithm is optimal, because the glolmimputed as follows. We randomly generate a block strudture
maximum of the free entropy is always on the correct solutiomatrix F' with given N and L. We start with an original signal
Thus one can expect that, if the rank of the sparse matrixssufficiently sparse, which is recovered by the algorithranth
the same as that of the dense one, a similar threshold carmtgeadd non-zero entries to the signal, and check whether the
reached, as we have demonstrated numerically. new signal can be recovered by the algorithm; we go on adding
Concluding this first section, we can say that the EMion-zero elements to the signal, until a failure in a perfect
BP algorithm of Ref.[[7] seems to reach the same threshalkktovery occurs. The previous last value faris the critical
app, either using a dense Gaussian matrix or a sparse bin#tweshold for the matrixF. The mean critical threshold is
one. However the use of a sparse matrix is computationatiptained by averaging over many different random matrices
much faster than a dense one. Moreover, the use of binand signals, with the same values &f and L. The number
elements, instead of Gaussian real values, allows for @ettf such random extractions goes frar® for the largestv
code optimization and eventually for hard-wiring encodafg value up to10* for the smallestV value.
the compression process. The values of(N, L, k) used for the simulations shown
in Fig. [@ are the following:(2250,10,9), (19000, 20, 19),
V. BLOCK-STRUCTURED Sp'f“RSE MATRICES (31200, 40, 39) and (49000, 50,(49). We ne)ed(to increase k)JO'[h
. To overcome the secondary.maxmum of the free entropy; and L if we want to obtain good results in the thermo-
in Ref. [7] the authors use a kind of structured block matrigynamic limit. However, if we changé, we must changé
that helps to nucleate the correct solution. The idea isttf&at . |ndeed, in order to have the same number of elements per
correct solution can be found for the first variables, andihe oy and column for each of th&2 blocks, we must satisfy
will propagate to aII. the S|gnf';1I. This idea is similar to Fm—:‘ S the conditions:(N/L)/M, = k/h, with k and h, integer
called spatial coupling, that is very useful for many diéfet gued. We have used the smaller possible valugsfdhat is
problems[[16]. With this trick the authors of Ref|[7] reach & _ 1, _ 1 The fact that it is impossible to kedp constant
perfect recovery for almost any > po in the largeN limit.  \ypile increasingl, implies that these kind of block-structured
Here we try to use a matrix with the same block structurgyatrices always become dense in the thermodynamic limit.
but sparsely filled. We divide the/ variables intoL groups Thjs is a limitation of the block structure that we want to
of size N/L and theM measurements '?m groups of size gliminate with the matrix proposed in the following Section
M, = apN/L in such a way that/ =3 ", M, = aN and
1/L Z;L;:1 ap = a.
In this way the matrixF is divided in L? blocks, labeled  The matrix proposed in Ref{|[7] is not the only one that
with indices(p, ¢). Each block is a sparse binary matrix withallows to reach the optimal threshold. In Réf.][17] the use of

V. AND WITHOUT BLOCKS?
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Fig. 4. Nearly one-dimensional sparse matrix with a firstasgd block of Fig. 5. pc(N) with a sparse, striped matrix, as described in Sedfibn V for
size L x L, and non-zero elements in the stripes around the diagoaal, cdifferent sizes (fromN = 2000 to N = 40000). The thresholds for the
achieve compression and perfect recovery close to theetieair bound in ¢, -recovery and for EM-BP without structure are drawn for cangpn. The
linear time. best fitting parameter is ~ 0.18 and leads to an extrapolation pf(N) in

the thermodynamic limit compatible with.

other good dense, block-structured matrices is analyzed:-H

ever the block-structure is not so simple to handle if onetsarthe thermodynamic limit at fixed matrix sparsity can be taken

to do analytical calculations in the continuum limit. Moveo without any problem, by sending/, L — oo at fixed L/N

in making these block-structured matrices sparse one Has teand fixed X' = O(1). In Fig.[3 we show the mean critical

careful to find right values foL, M, N, M,, «,, k. For these threshold reached by using striped matrices with a fixed rati

reasons we want to understand if the block structure is akuciZ /N = 1/50 (the same used in the plot of Fig. 4) and different

and, if not, we want to eliminate it. signal lengths. Perfect decoding updois again achieved by
We try a different structured sparse matrix (see Fig. 4}, thasing the EM-BP algorithm. We have extrapolated theN')

we call striped matrix. It has one sparse square block of sidata to the thermodynamic limit by assuming the following

L on the top left of the matrix with = O(1) elements for behavior in the largeV limit

each row and column extracted frofd (5) with= 1. This is —a

fundamental to nucleate the correct solution. Apart from th pe(N) = pe(00) = bN ©)

first block, the residual compression ratenis= %:5 Then Data in Fig[h have been plotted with the best fitting paramete

we construct a one-dimensional structure, around the diElgoa ~ 0.18 and the extrapolated valug.(co) is perfectly

of the remaining matrix. For each column> L, we put2K«a’ compatible with the theoretical bournd

non-zero elements, again extracted fréin (5), randomlygglac So we can conclude that the important ingredients to reach

in the interval of widthl2 Lo’ around the diagonal. One elemenbptimality is not the block structure, but the nearly one-

with J =1 is always placed on the diagonal (actually on thdimensional structure, associated with an initial blockhwi

position closest to the diagonal). For the remaining eldmeny; > app to nucleate the correct solution.

we use the following rules. If the element is at distancg It is worth noticing that the corresponding statistical me-

Lo/ /3 from the diagonal, we usd = 1. Otherwise, if its chanics model for these striped random matrices is a one-

distance isd > La'/3, we useJ = J; below the diagonal dimensional disordered model with an interaction rangevgro

and J = J, above the diagonal. In this way the number oihg with the signal length as in a Kac construction. Models of

elements per column is constant, while the number of elesnetttis kind are analytically solvable, and show very intarest

for row is a truncated Poisson random variable with m2&n results [18].

indeed there are no empty rows thanks to the rule of placingThe use of our striped sparse matrices allows for a great

the first element of each column closest to the diagonal. Wherduction in the computational complexity. Indeed, bothets

constructing the matrix we apply exactly the same rule tdveafor measurement and recovery grow linearly with the size

column, but on the last columns it may happen that a non-of the signal if sparse matrices are used, while they grow

zero element has row index larger thai: these elements quadratically if dense matrices are used. In Eig. 6 the tifoes

are then moved below the first squared matrix by changitige measurement/recovery of a signal are shown for differen

row and column indices as follows: < r — (M — L) and signal lengthsV. For this test, we used dense block-structured

c+c—(N—-L). matrices and sparse striped matrices. The number of EM-BP
In this way we have some kind of continuous oneiterations to reach the solution is roughly constant fofedént

dimensional version of the block-structured matrix disats N. A quadratic fit for the dense case and a linear fit for the

in the previous Section. Within this striped matrix enseenbkparse one perfectly interpolate the data.




1000 I testirlwg., where a very sparse vecwE {0, II}N is given and
sparse @ one is interested in performing the fewest linear measunésne
y = F's, that allow for the detection of the defective elements
(s; = 1). In this case the sparsity of the matdx is required
. by the experimental constraints: only if the tested comgoun
10k - i yu = >, Fuisi, is made of very few elements afthe linear
response holds and non-linear effects can be ignored.
However in the more general case, one does not observe
directly the sparse signal but rather a linear transformation
of it, * = Ds, made with a dictionary matriXD (which
o1 L ‘ ‘ is typically a Fourier or wavelet transformation, and thus
1000 2000 5000 10000 is a dense matrix). In this more difficult case, one would
N like to design a sparse measurement magixsuch that the
o - o measurement/compression operatigns Az, is fast and the
e e o e o g e e e o tempeciwy fesulling observed datg is short thanks 1o the sparseness
by a quadratic and a linear function. of s. The conflicting requirement is to have a fast recovery
scheme, because now to recover the original signal one éghoul
solve § = argmin||s|y subject toy = (AD)s, where
VI. CONCLUSIONS AND FUTURE DEVELOPMENTS AD is typically dense (e.g. in case of Fourier and wavelet
transformations). So a very interesting future developnoén

We have introduced an ensemble of sparse random matriges yresent approach is to extend it to this more complex case
F that, thanks to their particular structure (see Fidire ijna

to perform in a linear time the following operations: ACKNOWLEDGMENT
(i) measurement of ay-sparse vectos of length N by a
linear transformationy = F's, in a vectory of lengtha/V;

100 | o 1

t(s)

FR-T acknowledges useful discussions with F. Krzakala,
(ii) perfect recovery of the original vectos by a message M- Mézard and L. Zdeborova, and financial support by

passing algorithm (Expectation Maximization Belief Propa the Italian Research Minister through the FIRB Project No.

tion) for almost any parameter satisfying the theoreticalts  RBFRO8ENNL on “Inference and Optimization in Complex
po < . Systems: From the Thermodynamics of Spin Glasses to Mes-

The main ingredients of these striped sparse matrices tfgpc Passing Algorithms™.

allow to reach such good performances are the presence of < @cknowledges support by grants from the JSPS (KAK-

a ‘seeding’ sparse square matrix in the upper left corner tHalVH! NO. 22300003) and the Mitsubishi foundation.

nucleates a seed for the right solution and the one-dimeakio

structure along the diagonal that propagates such anl isetel

to the complete right solution. Both the seeding and the orjgr E. J. Candés and M. B. Wakin, “An Introduction To Compsigs

dimensional structure have been already used in the [past 7l] Sampling,"|EEE Signal Processing Magazine, vol. 25, pp. 21-30, 2008.
s

161, but i ble th . d M. A. T. Figueiredo, R. D. Nowak and S. J. Wright, “Gradid®rojection
[ ]' ut In our new ensemble the matrices are sparse an for Sparse Reconstruction: Application to Compressed iSgrad Other

permits to perform all the operation in a time linear in the Inverse ProblemsEEE Journal of Selected Topics in Signal Processing

signal Iength. vol. 1, pp. 586-597, 2007.
R. Cartrand and W. Yin, “Iteratively reweighted algdrits for compres-

. 3

We have also checked that sparse matrices perform as v{/elllsive sensing,” irl EEE International Conference on Acoustics, Speech and
as dense ones in case of block-structured matrices and forSgnal Processing, 2008, pp. 3869-3872, 2008.
matrices with no structure at all. [4] W. Yin, S. Osher, D. Goldfarb and J. Darbon, “Bregmandtise Algo-

. . rithms for ¢;-Minimization with Applications to Compressed Sensing,”

Apart from the compressed sensing case, the sparsity of thegay 3. Imaging Sciences, vol. 1, pp. 143-168, 2008.
matrix or equivalently the linear time complexity is essaint [5] T. Blumensath and M. E. Davies, “Iterative hard thresliag for com-
i ications pressedsensingApplied and Computational Harmonic Analysis, vol. 27,
in several appllca.mono [9] _ _ _ _  pp. 265274, 2000,

In data streaming computing, one is typically interested § p. L. ponoho, A. Maleki and A. Montanari, “Message-passalgorithms
doing very quick measurements in constant time. For example for compressed sensing®NAS, vol. 106, 18914-18919, 2009.

willing to measure the number of packetswith destination [7] F. Krzakala, M. Mézard, F. Sausset, Y. F. Sun and L. Zdeim
“Statistical-physics-based reconstruction in compréssensing,”Phys.

i passing through a network router, it is not possible to keep Rrq, X, vol. 2, 021005 (18pages), 2012.
the vectors because is generally too long. Instead, a mughl R. Berinde and P. Indyk, “Sparse recovery using spanséam matrices,”

shorter sketch of ity = F's, is measured, such that the very _ Preprint, 2008. ,
t b df Th itv of th ] A. Gilbert and P. Indyk, “Sparse Recovery Using Sparsetrides,”
sparse Vectos can be recovered Irory. e sparsity o € Proceedings of the IEEE, vol. 98, pp. 937-947, 2010.

matrix F' is essential in order to be able to update the sketgio] M. Akcakaya, J. Park and V. Tarokh, “A Coding Theory Apach to

y in constant time for each new packet passing through the Noisy Compressive Sensing Using Low Density Fram¢SEE Trans.
on Sgnal Processing, vol. 59, pp. 5369-5379, 2011.

router. [11] Y. Kabashima and T. Wadayama, “ A signal recovery athaoni for

Another interesting application is the problem of group sparse matrix based compressed sensing.” arXiv:1102, 2220

REFERENCES


http://arxiv.org/abs/1102.3220

[12] D. Baron, S. Sarvotham and R. G. Baranuik, “Bayesian prassive [15] D.J. Thouless, P. W. Anderson and R. G. Palmer, “Salutib'Solvable

Sensing via Belief PropagationlEEE Trans. on Sgnal Processing, vol. model of a spin glass’,Phil. Mag., vol. 35, pp. 593-601, 1977.

58, pp. 269-280, 2010. [16] S. H. Hassani, N. Macris and R. Urbanke, “Coupled greg@hmodels
[13] S.-Y. Chung, G. D. Forney Jr., T. J. Richardson and R.adke, “On and their thresholds|” arXiv:1105.0785, 2011.

the Design of Low-Density Parity-Check Codes within 0.0@5of the [17] F. Krzakala, M. Mézard, F. Sausset, Y. Sun and L. Zdetmr “Prob-

Shannon Limit,”IEEE Comm. Lett., vol. 58 no.2, pp. 58-60, 2000. abilistic Reconstruction in Compressed Sensing: AlgarihPhase Dia-
[14] S. Rangan, “Estimation with random linear mixing, bélpropagation grams, and Threshold Achieving Matrices.” arXiv:1206.392012.

and compressed sensind?toc. Conf. Inf. Sci. Syst., Princeton, NJ, pp. [18] S. Franz and A. Montanari, “Analytic determination ofndmical and

1-6, 2010. mosaic length scales in a Kac glass model,” J. Phys. A, val.pf0

F251-F257, 2007.


http://arxiv.org/abs/1105.0785
http://arxiv.org/abs/1206.3953

	I Introduction
	II Expectation Maximization Belief Propagation
	III EM-BP with a sparse matrix
	IV Block-structured sparse matrices
	V And without blocks?
	VI Conclusions and future developments
	References

