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Abstract—The SPS-LASSO has recently been introduced as a LASSO solutions is piecewise linear [8]. Later, in [9] thed
solution to the problem of regularizatior_l parameter seledbn in  \yas generalized to the complex problems by introducing a
the complex-valued LASSO problem. Still, the dependence e yiterent L ASSO optimality condition which is called Sirigu

grid size and the polynomial time of performing convex optimza- . - . .
tion technique in each iteration, in addition to the deficiercies in Point Selection (SPS)-LASSO. Decreasingly in RP, the SPS-

the low noise regime, confines its performance for Directiorof LASSO follows the points in the homotopy path, in which a
Arrival (DOA) estimation. This work presents methods to apdy new regressor is born. These points are known as the caadidat
LASSO without grid size limitation and with less complexity. points.

As we show by simulations, the proposed methods loose a The SPS-LASSO technique is not suitable for the DOA

negligible performance compared to the Maximum Likelihood . . bl ially in | SNR d h
(ML) estimator, which needs a combinatorial search We also estimation problem, especially in low cases, due to the

show by simulations that compared to practical implementaipns ~ fact that the solution support moves continuously between
of ML, the proposed techniques are less sensitive to the sme two singular points. Furthermore, the discretized nature o
power difference. the problem introduces an additional quantization errar: A
cordingly, in this work, we introduce an alternative re¢uss
solution, by keeping only the estimate support at eachtitera
The Least Absolute Shrinkage and Selection Operatand modifying the optimality conditions to avoid a disczeti
(LASSO) is a method of choosing a small set of bases amogygace. The resulting algorithm does not have the initititina
a large collection, best representing a set of data linelirly problems of NonLinear Least Squares (NLLS) and is faster
based orf; regularization of an Ordinary Least Square (OLS}than convex programming techniques. We further simplify th
which always gives a sparse solution based on the conicenatalgorithm to get a faster solution. We show by simulations
of the cost function[[1]. The consistency of such a techniqugnat the faster version is also convergent to the optimahtpoi
under the assumption of the "best collection”, is well dssed with very high probability. The results show that the progubs
in an asymptotic case that both the data dimension and the siptimal point is very close to the ML global minimum point,
of collection increase to infinity [2]. so that we loose a negligible performance compared to ML.
A much different attempt has been made by applyingote that ML is very costly to be implemented when the
LASSO into a finite dimensional data set with an asympnodel order grows. We further compare LASSO to other
totically large set of basis dictated by a physical model. Approximations of ML such as Space alternating Generalized
well known example is in[3], where the LASSO technique iEM (SAGE [10]).
applied to the problem of estimating Direction Of Arrivals
(DOAs) which can be expressed and solved in a linear [I. PROBLEM STATEMENT

regression fashion by discretizing the DOA parameter spaceThis work concerns the problem of DOA estimation with

This method gained more attention since the solution coeld B, 4rray ofin sensors, receiving one snapshot of narrowband
found robustly, independent of the choice of the initialuesd  gjgnals fromn far sources. Due to the far-field model of the
in the numerical optimization technique due to the CONV&¥ansmitting wave, the received signal pattern is mostfjnee

nature of the cost function. o by phase shifts at each sensor so that the received sigrtat vec
Unlike the statistical regression application of LASSCe thy -an pe written as 1)

choice of the Regularization Parameter (RP) is criticalhia t
current application. This parameter implements the tréfle o
between model precision and model order. There are numerous
ways to estimate the RP when the true number of sources is
unknown [4], [5]. However, the estimation quality is alwaysvheres = [s; s2 ...s,]7, 8 = [0; 02 ...0,], andn are
improved by choosing a smaller RP value with the same modké source waveform, DOA, and measurement noise vectors
order. On the other hand, finding the smallest such parametespectively. Furthermorey(9) is the steering vector, which

is not straightforward, since the implementation of LASSO hrepresents the phase shift operations at different secsors
convex programming techniques [6] is computationally lgost responding to the DOA. The problem is to estimate the
and can not be performed for a fine search over possilidOA vector@ given the measurement vecterassuming an

RP values. A stagewise solution is found in [7] for the realncorrelated, circularly symmetric, centered Gaussiaiseno
regression case, by the observing that the homotopy pathvettorn.

I. INTRODUCTION
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A. Conventional Solutions independent of the initial values. Assume a discretization

Under the above statistical assumptions of the noise vect@f = {07,0, ..., 6%} of [0 7]. According to [3], the solution
the deterministic ML estimator is given by ([11]) of (2) could be approximated by first solving
A . . 1
(0,8) = argmin [|x — A(0)s]]3, 2 89 =argmln§|\X—AgSgH§+)\|\Sg|\17 (5)
(6,s) <9

where® € [0 71]". The solution of 2 could be found by not-Where A? = A(69) and X is a regularization parameter! 4],
ing its corresponding Karush-Kuhn-Tucker (KKT) conditionand next introducing as the elements i@ with nonzero

([12) corresponding? elements.
Vo c 0 afl(9,)h =0 3) The parametei sets the compromise between the level of
1€0: R(srdH (9;)n) = 0. sparseness and model fit, and is usually hard to determine

R 9a(6) analytically. On the other hand, realizing LASSO i (2) for a
wherefi = x — A(f)s andd(0) = =55~ The systeml(3) piq set of \ values is infeasible. I [9], an alternative solution
does not have a unique solution although the ML glob@ introduced by the SPS-LASSO stagewise algorithm, which
optimum is unique. However, starting from a sufficientlynly needs LASSO realizations at a recursively determined
close point, and following a Newton recursive algorithne thfinite set of candidate\ values. This could be done by

solution may converge to the global optimum. We introduGgyserying the following optimality conditions of LASSO [9]
Algorithm [1 as a typical such solution in which we write

the complex waveforms in polar coordinatesas= r;e/® Vo9 c 99 - { |3H(9§])n| %)\ X . (6)
and Jy. is given in [@) whereA; and A, are diagonal ‘ 07 € I =a”(0)h=A5 7

matrices who’s diagonal elements are given &¥ (0;)n

and ¢ (¢;)n with c(f) = %, respectively. Furtheremore
D(#) = [d(#;) d(h2)...d(f,,)] andS and T are diagonal
matrices who’s diagonal elements areande’ respectively. (
More details of such methods could be found[in][13].

wherel = {#?|3Y # 0} andn = x — AYs. Let us define the
'following function:

1) Marginalized Source Attractor (G): Given the quadruple
I,7,«, \) and a poind, the functionG(I,r, a, ¢; 0) gives the
convergence point’, o/, \’) of the Newton iterative solution
of the following system of equations starting frofm, «, \)
with s; = r;e7%.

Algorithm 1 ML estimator Newton solver
0(—Ooand5(—50. ,
while not convergingdo a’(,)n’ = Nel™

n+<x—A(0)s laf (0,)d’| = X (7)
L — [R(AH(0)2)T S(AH (9)n)” R(DH (0)n)"]"

— 3ol where’ = x — A(I)s’. The G function could also be
Z)Or i=1"\r/|1Ld7Z)ML computed faster using an iterative algorithm as_in [9], bat w
0, (_ 0: + 104 will not express it here. The algorithm could be written as

Algorithm[2 whereG, denotes the\ element of the function

G. Note that it is assumed that between each two candidate
points in the solution path of LASSO (as a function))fthe
DOA estimate is constant.

Ti £ T+ 7o,n+i
Qi £ + 70,2044
end for
end while

Algorithm 2 SPS LASSO
Thg convergence could be checked.simply by thresholdin990 « argmax |a” (69)x]
the difference in the sequence of estimates or the sequence 09c09
of the cost function. Although the Algorithfil 1 is naive in I < {6y} and\ « |3H(90)X|
practice, due to the inversion instability of the Jacobiatnin r+ 0 andeio « 2 00)x
J, we introduce it as a base of development toward ourcounter« O.
proposed method. As we have already explained, the directvhile counter< n do
ML realization is costly when the desired model order is high 01 + argmax Gx(I,r, a, X\;69)
Furtheremore, such method is not stable due to the . #9c09
. . . I+ TUb
There has been a variety of approximate, low-cost solutions
. LR X (rya,N) < G(I,r,a, \;6q)
to ML such as Expectation-Maximization (EM) algorithms and o(61) atl (00)x
Space Alternating Generalized EM (SAGE_[10]) as well as rg, ¢ 0 ande < a7 00)x]
RELAX [14] all more or less dependent on the choice of  Counter<— counter+1.
the initial values. As another alternative, the possipitf _ €nd while
estimating DOAs using; penalized Ordinary Least Squares
(OLS) has been known and discussed for almost a decad@he performance of SPS-LASSO is still limited by the
([3]). This method solves the problem of local minima bize of the grid which may not be increased arbitrarily due
minimizing an approximate convex cost function which iso the complexity of convex optimization techniquesd [6].




R(A1 — A(9)D(9)S) —RAT(0)AO)T) S(AT(9)A(9)S)
Ju = | S(A1— AT (9)D(9)S) —S(AT(0)AO)T) —R(A(0)A(6)S)
R(A, — DA (0)D(9)S) —S(D¥(0)A(O)T) —R(DY(9)A(H)S)

j=[ -D6)S —AO)T —jA(6)S | 4)

Furthermore, SPS-LASSO works incorrectly in very high SNRystem of equations
regimes, where the desired regularization parameter is ex-
tremely small and the approximately fixed DOAs assumption

/
S;

Is 1

all (08’ = N

does not hold. R . 2 (\Ss\ dH(Hg)fl’) —0
To overcome such difficulties, in this work we redefine the e
parameter space as the space of low dimensional non sparse la” (0)a'| = X, (10)

vectors. However, inspired by the optimality conditions %hereﬁ’ — x — A(I')s'. Note thatF is obtained fromG

LASSO, we introduce slightly modified feasible condition%fé] relaxing the DOA parameters and imposifig (9). THe

which do not depend on any discretization. We demonstrq ction could be found using a Newton algorithm similar to

the details of two a}l_gorithms to find the unique optimal pOinAIgorithm[]] by substitutingly. andme with Juva andnwa
of these new conditions. respectively where

[1l. CONTINUOUSLASSO Nva = |aH(97§;1E|§ VRE (11)
Inspired by SPS-LASSO, we look for a finite subdet=
{01,02,...,0,} C [0 w] and a complex functios; = s(6;) and _
on I satisfying I R(eIr) ]
H()a] < A e
a n
V@E[OTF]:{|9:9i€I:>aH(9)ﬂ:)\si,| 5 (8) "
) Jiea Rer™)
wheren = x — A(I)s. We also writes = re/® where(r, a) Jima = 3(6321) (12
are the polar coordinates of the functienThe existence and 3(e!*?)
unigueness of such set as well as consistency conditions of :
such method is proved but will not be presented in this work. S(edon)
Finding such a set is guaranteed by the homotopy rule i g%(aH(e)jﬁHa(e)) -2\ |

and the similarities to convex LASSO based estimation. Note. = )
that finding the solution for a fixed by a gradient descentWlth j given in [2),
algorithm is not possible due to the infinite dimensionalinat nea = v — A[R(e7?) S(e7) 0]7, (13)
of the problem. Thus, we assume thais variable. Note that
for the values of\ > max |a’ (0)x| the solution is given by and
' _ . 0 0 I
I = (. Note that conditions[{8) imply that each € I is Jea=Jdw+| 0 0 —ART) (14)
a global maximum point for the functiofi(d) = |a’ (9)x. 0 0 0 '

Thus, its derivative is zero which after some manipulations
results in the condition The proposed C-LASSO algorithm is summarizeflas 3. below.

R(s;d®(0,)h) = 0. 9) The proposed algorithm gives the precise optimal solution
of (@) which as we show by simulations is a proper robust
The equation(9) and the second line[df (8) might be compargg@proximation of the ML estimator. However, the searching
to the ML optimality conditions in[(3). The main idea insteps might still be costly for certain fast applicationsthis
this work is to relax the assumption that DOAs are fixed igase, we introduce a different method of solving (8) which we
the smooth homotopy pieces. Roughly speaking, this meagl C-LASSQ,.
that the marginalized source attract@rshould be modified  The idea in this modification is that the long jumps in the
to include DOA changes imposed hbyl (9) as well as sourec@SSO path by the attractoF’ could be substituted by a
changes. Accordingly, we modif¢ as follows: smoother development of. Although it may take more steps
2) Local Marginalized Attractor (F'): : Given a quadruple to achieve the next singular point, the simplicity of compu-
(I,r,a,\) and a pointd, the functionF'(I,r, ¢, \;0) gives tations at each step compensates the complicated process at
the convergence point quadrupl&, ', o', \') starting from searching steps of C-LASSO. Note that the conditionsin (8)
(I,7,a, \) and following the Newton recursive solution of theémply that the spectrunf(9) = |a (9)n| is bounded by and



Algorithm 3 C-LASSO Algorithm 4 C-LASSQ,

6 + argmax |a’? (0)x] 6 + argmax |a’? (0)x]|
[ 6
I+ {6} and\ « |§1H(90)x| I+ {6} and\ |§1H(90)x|
r+ 0 andel® \ZHEZZ;; r+ 0 andel® \ZHEZZ;;
counter« 0. counter« 0.
while counter< n do while counter< n do
01 < argmax F)\(I,r, o, A; 0) n«x—A(Is
(1, T7a7)\§  F(I,r,a, ) 00) 0 arggnax|aH(9)f1| s.t.0 ¢ I is a local maximum.
[+ 1U6, ; p < [a (61)3|
g, + 0 ande/*(1) % if p =\ then
counter<+ counter+1. I+ TUb
end while rg, < 0 ande/*%) « %
counter<«— counter+1.
else
achieves this value at the DOA estimates. As a graphical,view A pr+(1—p)p
assume the graph= f(6) and the liney = X as the limit line (I,r,a) « H(I,r,a,\)

touching the graph from above at DOA estimates. Decreasing end if
A gradually, the limit line decreases and the graph gets moreand while
compressed. Roughly speaking, some points in the grapt resi
decreasing forming a peak which eventually touches thet lim*
line. At this RP value a new DOA at the new touching poir
is introduced, which later follows decreasing with the ting
line. Thus, we can check our distance to the next singul
point when decreasing by looking at the highest peak point
different to the estimates. If this peak is smaller thawe can |
continue our pass with a local change of parameters. Howe\ **
at the next singular point the new touching point should k =7
added to the active solutions. Otherwise, the extra peak w -
be more tham\ which indicates a wrong solution and a nee
to increase\. Accordingly, we first introduce the following :
function: 3 = o 1 s
3) Local Equilevel Attractor (H): Given a quadruple
(I,7,a,\), the function H gives the convergence pointFig- 1. Comparing MSE Vs SNR for 100 trials of single-snapstiata
(I’7T’7a’) of the Newton iterative solution of the system 0Eenerated from a half wavelength ULA of m=15 sensors and Zcseu
eparated by the electrical angf& .
equations given by the second line bf (8) ahd (9), i.e. "

10"

107E

a (00 = Ay
- ! Newton method solving[{3). Figuld 1 shows the estimation
—jJa AH (oA —
R(e™7*1d" (6;)0) = 0. (15) Mean Squared Error (MSE) for these three techniques in
The functionH can be computed fast using the Newton algdhe case of two sources withy = s, = 1 and separation
rithm similar to the ML solution in Algorithnf]1 substituting A¢ = -7 When the number of sensors is 15. As expected,
Jwi andmw by Jiea andmiea in (@) and [IB) respectively. LASSO has an estimation error level higher than MSE due to
The C-LASSG, algorithm can then be expressed as in Alifs bias. The RELAX estimate gives closer solution in this
gorithm[2, wherey, is a parameter setting the compromiséase. However, the C-LASSO reaches the threshold region

between the speed and the probability of convergence.  at slightly lower SNR compared to RELAX. Figuié 2 shows
the error result of LASSO compared to RELAX fixing SNR

IV. NUMERICAL RESULTS to 10 dB and varying the separation in terms of electrical

Assuming a standard Uniform Linear Array , we compare@ngle in the previous scenario. It shows a typical behavior o
the result of applying C-LASSO to the single snapshot DORASSO in the high SNR case, in which very close sources
model with the ML and RELAX estimator. The RELAX are absorbed to one source so that the LASSO solution path
method alternates between estimating different subsets dgfs not contain any point with correct model order. This is
DOAs using the previous estimate of the complement subsgiown as the "undefined region” in Figure 2. However, the
In this work we use a singleton subset at each iteration kAASSO solution shows instabilities until separation ressch
estimate which is often the case in practice. The ML estimatthe fundamental resolution [15].
is implemented by first an exhaustive search and then thé localn another experiment, we compared the C-LA$Sahd



Undefined Region

—6—LASSO Source 1 .
—6—LASSO Source 2
——RELAX Source 1
——RELAX Source 2

3
Separation [vm]

Fig. 2. Comparing MSE Vs separation in electrical angles1f@® trials of
single-snapshot data generated from a half wavelength ULtA=d.5 sensors.
SNR=10 dB.

20
SNR [dB]

Fig. 3. C-LASSO performance compared to RELAX. The squarangle,
and circle markers show the DOA estimates of the first, secdl third
source respectively while the dashed lines show the resulRELAX.

RELAX performance in a more complicated case of threg]

close sources at electrical ang(eg™ 0 22T with s, = s, =
1 andss = 0.15. The SNR is measured by observisigandn,

out loosing much performance. Although there exists other
DOA estimation techniques approximating the ML solution,
we showed by simulation that the LASSO algorithm is more
robust to the problem of wide dynamic range . It can be shown,
while neglected in this work, that the LASSO bias is linear
with the noise level independent of the true DOAs and sources

The C-LASSO algorithms drawback is its computational
time due to one dimensional search steps and the parameter
1 in C-LASSQ,, which could not be decreased arbitrarily
due to the convergence problem. However, sacrificing some
performance, one may confine the search to a sufficiently
fine grid neglecting the fine tuning step which can speed up
the algorithm. Furthermore, while we have not presented the
mathematical details here, LASSO encounters a consistency
problem in the one snapshot case of the sources separated
less than a fundamental resolution (séel [15] for a similar
argument).

Finally, it should be noted that similar to the Group-
LASSO (G-LASSO) formalism, C-LASSO could be adapted
to multiple-snapshot model. It is expected that due to thago
performance of LASSO in high SNRs, the grouped C-LASSO
also provides a robust technique.
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