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Abstract

We propose a compressive sensing algorithm that exploisngtric properties of images to recover images
of high quality from few measurements. The image reconstmds done by iterating the two following steps: 1)
estimation of normal vectors of the image level curves ance2pnstruction of an image fitting the normal vectors,
the compressed sensing measurements and the sparsityagtindthe proposed technique can naturally extend to
non local operators and graphs to exploit the repetitiveineabf textured images in order to recover fine detail
structures. In both cases, the problem is reduced to a sErEsvex minimization problems that can be efficiently
solved with a combination of variable splitting and augneentagrangian methods, leading to fast and easy-to-code
algorithms. Extended experiments show a clear improvemesttrelated state-of-the-art algorithms in the quality of
the reconstructed images and the robustness of the propusthdd to noise, different kind of images and reduced
measurements.

I. FORMULATION OF THE PROBLEM

OMPRESSED sensing (CS) is founded on the principle thagutin optimization, the sparsity of a signal

can be exploited to recover it from a reduced number of measents. This simple and yet powerful idea is
intriguing because it seems to violate Shannon’s sampliegrem. Compressed sensing is in fact the equivalent of
Shannon’s theorem from the point of view of sparsity: whileaBnon states that to recover a band limited signal
the sampling rate must be at least twice the maximum frequpresent in the signal; CS relates the sparsity of
a signal in certain basis with the number of measurementathar basis necessary to recover it from /an
minimization problem. A few definitions are necessary toansthnd the formulation of the CS problem.

We say that a signal € R™ is s-sparse in the basis or dictiona®y if it can be expressed by non-zero
coefficients in that basis, i.¢%ul|o = s; while u is compressible if most of the energy W is contained in its
largests coefficients. Givend and ¥ two orthobasis or dictionaries @”, the CS proplem is formulated as the
reconstruction of a signal € R", sparse in basi¥, from m < n linear measurementg in the sensing basi$.
Ideally we should measure theprojections ofu in basis®, that is®u, but we only observe a small subget Au
of sizem < n. The sampling matrixA = R® results from the combination of the sensing bakiand the matrix
R that extracts the corresponding to the measuremenfs {Donsequently, the systefh= Aw is undetermined
and the sparsity of the signalmust be exploited to “invert” the problem and obtain a cdrreconstruction. The
obvious strategy would be to recover the spargsesgreeing with the measurements, that is, to solve the follpw
non-convex problem

min [|[Pullp s.t Au = f. (1)

Problem[(1) is NP-hard due to tiig norm and only approximate solutions can be used in real@tjiins. Relaxing
the /o norm to /¢y, problem [[1) becomes the convex problem

min [|[Pul); s.tAu = f. (2)

One of the key results in CSI[1] proves thit (2) exactly recovesparse signals with an overwhelming probability
when the number of measurements> clog n (with small constant). In addition, if the sampling matri¥ verifies
certain restricted isometry condition, thén (2) actuafigavers the signal associated to thiargest coefficients of
u in basisV, i.e. exact recovery fog-sparse signals and recovery of the s-spésspproximation for compressible
signals.
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When the measurements are contaminated with noise, théraionslu = f on the measurements is relaxed. In
particular, under Gaussian noise the recovery is given by

m@}nH\Iqul s.t||Au — fll2 < o, (3)
whereo is related to the noise level. From optimization theary [2¢ know that[(B) is equivalent to
. (0%
min [ Wul + 5| du — £ (4)

in the sense that solving any of the two determines the paeanfe«) in the other and both have the same
minimizer.

Designing the sparsifying basis depends on the signal ad.Haor images a common choice are orthogonal
wavelets or the discretized total variation (TV) seminoiiW. assumes that the edges of an image are sparse and
it is extensively used in inverse imaging problems as a se@adr. In its continuous formulation TV is a convex
functional and its usual discretizations preserve thapeny. In CS||¥w||; is then substituted by the regularizing
term J(u) = ||lu||gy in an abuse of notation.

Without loss of generality in this paper we adopt the lagiamdormulation [#), use random Fourier samples
as measurementsand choose total variation as sparsity criterion; but theppsed algorithm could be equally
applied to other basis or dictionaries as investigated Ja[6}. The CS recovery problem that we consider is then

min J(u) + 5[ Au ~ £13. (5)

With this formulation of CS recovery in imaging, we introduan additional term i {5) inspired by image denoising
techniques([7]. The resulting model exploits the geometrthe image to improve image recovery by aligning the
normals associated to the levels sets of the image with tenstructed signal. Our first contribution is therefore
the introduction of a term for CS recovery based on geometdperties intrinsic to images. Our method can be
beautifully extended to non local operators in order to vectextured images. In this case we exploit the geometry
of the graph defined by the non local operators to recover fiatils and structures of the images. This observation
is a key contribution of our work because it can be easily ssthpo improve existing non local denoising and
deblurring methods, not only CS recovery. Finally, it iscaisportant to mention that the proposed CS recovery
model is based in the solution of two convex optimizationbfeans and therefore can be efficiently solved with
fast and easy-to-code algorithms.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. After formatathe problem in this section, we present our
method in Sectiofll and explain its relation to similar teicfues in Sectiofi ll. Our method is then extended to
non local operators in Sectign]IV. Sectibh V presents theaated minimization problems. Finally, experiments
are presented in Sectign]VI and conclusions drawn in Seffl@n

[I. CSWITH RECOVERED NORMALS

The main idea behind our method is that the recovered norofad® image can significantly improve the CS
recovery results. This observation raises two main questibow to recover normals robustly and accuratly from
CS measurements and how to introduce the estimated normtig iCS recovery. The answer that we propose is
a two-step iterative method.

In the first step of each iteration, we estimate the normalordcn associated to the level set curves of the image
by solving a vectorial TV model. Once the normals are esthatve find an image that fits the measurements,
the estimated normals and the sparsity criterion. The potethen iterated and can be summarized as

ng = argmin‘n‘gl Jw(n) + %Hn - ﬁ”% (6)
u, = argminy, J(u) +v < divng,u > +5[|Au — f||3

On the following subsections we will detail each of these sigps, which both reduce to convex optimizations that
can be efficiently solved. Combining the two stages into onald/lead to a non convex model of higher order and

1The proposed matrixl satisfy the restricted isometry condition with high prottigband is therefore a comon choice in MRI imaging

2We use boldface for vector fields.



the resulting minimization would be slower and suffer fromedl minima. A two step method is computationally
more efficient in the same way than splitting variables inti®adV] helps solving the minimization problems and
leads to closed form solutions. The drawback of this two gtegedure is the lack of rigorous theory and proof of
convergence of the resulting algorithm. However, expenileresults show that a single iteration of our method
already improves the standard recovéry (5), while the pemfopnance is attained after a few iterations.

A. Estimation of level set normals

Each iteration, the normals of the image are estimated instwps. We first obtain a noisy point-wise estimate
7 from the previous solutiom;_; and we then regularize it to obtait.
Given an estimate of the underlying imagg_;, the normal vectors associated to its level set curves direde
as

()

Denoising of that first estimate of the normdisis done with a combination of the vectorial ROF model [8] with
the constrainfn| < 1. In particular we define the vector field;, = (n.,n,), as the solution of the following
variational problem.

ﬁﬂlgnl Jw(na, ny) + anx - ﬁx”% + g”ny - ﬁyH% (8)
where J,,(n,,n,) is the extension of the weighted TV seminorm to vector fieldd @ = g(|Vu,_1|) is an edge
detector designed to verify ~ 0 near the edges and ~ 1 on flat regions ofuy_;.
By weighting the TV seminorm with an edge detectoe g (|Vu_1|), we encourage the edges of the regularized
solution to coincide with the main edges of the noisy sigmal,. To be robust against false edges, we use the
robust edge detector proposed by Black, Sapiro and Marinmof@], where an statistical interpretation of the
edge-stopping functions of anisotropic diffusionl[10] igem. In this statistical interpretation, edges are comEd
outliers in the normal distribution dfVVu| associated to noisy piece-wise constant regions and the-gtdgping
functionsg (|Vu|) are derived from error norms robust to outliers. The edgedlets therefore have a parameter
o that acts as a soft-threshold in the detection of outlieds@m be estimated a priori from the values %f| in
the image. Based on the results [of [9], we define

11-22)? z1<o
{057 1

0 |z| > o

with o = 1.4826 median(|Vu — median(|Vul)|).

The constrainin| < 1 in () corresponds to a relaxation of the conditior] = 1 inherent to the definition of
normals. It is numerically necessary in flat regions, where = 0 and we cannot numerically normalize the
gradient vector.

B. Matching normals and CS measurements

Once the normal fieldqv;, is computed, we find an image that matches this field by inomdhe term— <
nk, Vu > in the standard CS recovery modEl (5). This term tries to mae the alignment of the estimated
normals of the signah; with the normals of the reconstructiq@%‘. The resulting recovery model is

: a
Upt1 = argmuan(u) — v < Ngy1, Vu > +§HAU —fl13 . (10)

Taking into account that the divergender is the adjoint operator of the gradieRt, the previous minimization
can be rewritten as o
Up41 = argmin J (u) +v < divng,u > —|—§\|Au — fl3. (11)
u

Our method then exploits the geometry of the image in thewagoprocess and obtains better regularization
properties than standard TV. In particular the proposedehpikserves edges like TV, by encouraging the gradients



to be sparse with/(u); but is also able to recover smooth regions by aligning tfelignts of the reconstruction
with the smoothed normals with the terny 1, Vu >.

In principle we could also use a smooth estimate of the graslie = Vu,_, instead ofn = gzk L. to align
the gradients of the reconstructed signal. However, diguoities of the image would have a contribution 4o
proportional to their jump and the resulting term v, Vu > would give different weights to discontinuities of
different sizes. From a geometric perspective, if we warretmver the shapes of the image independently of their
contrast we need to consider the normal vectors derived ftorevel sets. By the use of level sets, we treat all
shapes equally and the term< n;1, Vu > only accounts for geometric quantities.

[1l. RELATED APPROACHES INCS

The method that we propose is inspired by image denoisingimpdinting methods[[7],[[11] that align an
estimate of the normals with the reconstructed image. Irctimext of image denoising, Lysaker, Osher and Tai in
[7] first regularize the unit gradient of the noisy image ahert improve reconstruction by fitting this gradient into
the regularized vector. The resulting method outperfomesROF model[12] and similar higher order PDE methods
[13]. Dong et al. in[[14] improve this model by regularizingetangles instead of the vectors and introducing an
edge indicator as an extra weight. In image inpainting, anvedent two-step method is proposed by Ballester et
al. in [11], later improved with the divergence free conisirdy Tai in [15] and adapted to image decomposition
and denoising in[[16]. In general, processing the normalsnfrove reconstruction has also been used in shape
from shading[[17] and mesh optimizatian [18]. However, timformation has not been exploited before for CS
image recovery.

In the CS field, several methods have been proposed to imghaveuality of the/; recovery. For general
signals, greedy algorithms [19]=[21] arfig 0 < p < 1 minimizations [22], [[28] approximate the solution of the
problem [1) and improve its sparsity; but the resulting miaations are not convex, the algorithms are slow and
suffer from local minima. To improve the sparsity 6f recovery [b) without increasing its complexity, Candes,
Wakin and Boyd|[[24] proposed an iterative process solvingeathed/; problem at each iteration. The weights
are defined inversely proportional to the value of the remawesignal in the previous iterate, approximating the
behaviour of the/y norm and promoting sparser signal recovery. The resultinthad efficiently solves a convex
problem at each iteration, experimentally improves sigaabvery and has been adopted for image processing with
TV regularization in the edge-guided CS of Guo and [25gE-guided CS incorporates information about the
magnitude of the gradient in the recovery process and itegefobre realted to our method. However, we propose an
additive method more robust to noise and exploit both themitage and directional information of the gradients.

CS recovery of images has also been improved modifying ttee tdam || Au — f||3 inspired by image denoising
techniques. In particular, the Bregman iterations progdseOsher et al. in [26] for image denoising and deblurring
have been applied to CS in [27]. He et al.[in|[27] use Bregmenaiions to improve CS image recovery for phantom
MRI data, but fail in the recovery of real images due to theitgaltal difficulties of reconstructing a signal from
partial measurements compared to the original denoisiogl@m. For the particular case of TV regularisation, the
first Bregman iteration has a geometric interpretation laimo the second step of our recovery method. However,
Bregman iterations do not include a regularization stepttiernormals and therefore fail for noisy and real MRI
signals.

In the following, we summarize each of these to methods aadfgltheir relationship with our technique.

A. Edge-guided CS

Edge-guided CS [25] improves recovery of MRI images by eipigp edge information with an iterative process
that weights TV with an edge detector associated to the imagmvered in the previous iteration. The key idea is
that edges correspond to locations whigve:| is large, TV corresponds to thle norm of the norm of the gradient
and therefore an inverse edge detector can be used to reétwdigand approximate th&, norm in a similar fashion
to the re-weighted/; of Candes, Wakin and Boyd [24] for general signals. The wetstarts with the standard
CS solution[(b) to obtain a first estimate of the imageand its edges. It then defines the weiglits= g(|Vu1|)
inversely proportional tgVu,|) in order to recover an image with sparser edges at the setemation by solving



the re-weighted TV problem. The process is iterated, lentinthe following two step algorithm:

{ U1 = argmin, Jy, (u) + 5| Au — f|3
w41 = 9(|Vugs1])

There is no stopping criterion or guarantee of convergeoicthfs iterative process and usually, after a few iteraion
the reconstruction does not improve or even degrades. tntfae multiplicative model of edge-guided CS is very
sensitive to false edge detection. In particular, if an eidgdetected in a wrong location, the weight associated
to it on the next iteration will encourage an edge on this tiocaand CS recovery will degrade with any new
iterations. The iterative re-weighting process is degigioemprove sparsity of the signal and recovery of piecewise
constant functions, but it fails in the recovery of smootpioas in images. Compared to our method, edge-guided
CS incorporates only information about the magnitud&/af while we also use its directional information; it does
not include a regularization step for the detected edgestaadpecially designed for piecewise constant images.

(12)

B. Bregman methods

We also share similarities with Bregman methods, whoseraigdea was to restore normals and image intensity
simultaneously. However, Bregman methods cannot recarenals as accuratly and robustly as our method because
they do not regularize the estimated normals. Our improverigeat the price of loosing global convexity.

Bregman iterations substitute the minimization probl€nf@ a sequence of convex optimizations substituting
J(u) for its Bregman distance to the previous iterate. In paldicithe first Bregman iteration has a geometric
interpretation closely related to our method. Startinghwit= 0,v = 0, the Bregman iterative process can be
summarized as
{ U1 = argmin, J(u) + %Hf + v — AUH% (13)

Vg1 = vk + f — Augq

While their first iteration corresponds to the standard CRiehd3), their second iteration implicitly exploits the
normals of the image recovered at iteration one to improgadkovery. For simplicity, here we show the connection
to our method with the continuous formulation, wheté) is the continous functional operator of CS aAd its
adjoint. For the first iteratiom = 0,v = 0 and the method solves

. (6%
w =arg min [ [Val + 5117 - AW (14)
UER" Q 2
The optimality condition associated 1o {14) derived fromthe Euler-Lagrange equation is
\Y
div —L = A" (u1) (f — A(ur)) (15)
\Vul
wheren; = |§—Zi| correspond to the normals af;. At the next iteration we can introduce a ternnq, Vu >

aligning the normals of the reconstructed signal with thiimede of the normals from the previous iteration, that
is

Uy = argmin/ |[Vul— < ny, Vu > +%Hf — Au)|)3 (16)
v oJa
Integrating by parts and substitutinigv r; in (I5) we have

— <ny, Vu >=<divn,u>= — < aA" (f — A(u1)) ,u >=
—a < f—Au), A(u) >= —a < v, A(u) > a7

with v; = f — A(u;) as defined in[(13). If we susbstitufe {17) in the minimizat{@@) and group together the
terms with A(u), we end up with the Bregman update rule

w= [ [Vul+ 5l + o = AW 18)

For the rest of iterations the geometric interpretationh& tipdate is lost. Compared to Bregman iterations, our
method explicitly uses the normals in the recovery modelalbiterations, not only the second one, and it is not
restricted to TV regularization. Indeed, this geometriiipretation is only possible for the TV terd(«), while



our method can be used with any sparsifying basis. We arenatse robust to noise thanks to the regularization
step and, unlike the Bregman iteration, experimentallyroap the reconstruction modé¢l (5) for both phantom and
real MRI data. In addition, our method extends to non locarafors to exploit graph geometry and recover fine
details in textured images.

IV. EXTENSION TO NON LOCAL METHODS

Total variation regularization is designed to recover iggmgvith sharp edges but, as other methods based on
local gradients, it is not suited for textured images withefstructures. In this section we extend our method to
textured images using both a non local TV regularization ameirm aligning the estimated non local normals with
the non local gradients of the reconstructed image.

A. Non local operators

Non local TV is a variational extension of the non local mefites proposed by Buades, Coll and Morel for image
denoising[[28]. Non local means exploits the repetitionatt@rns in natural and textured images to reconstruct sharp
edges as well as fine meaningful structures. That princiied basis of non local regularization methods in imaging,
which outperform the classical methods by incorporatingpgl information in the regularization process. [Inl[29]
Gilboa and Osher use graph theory to extended the classic& B non local functional. In the discrete setting,
Zhou and Scholkopf [30] and Elmoataz et al.|[31] use grappldaans to define similar non local regularization
operators. The resulting non local methods have been apmiemage denoising [29], segmentation [[32],1[33],
inpainting [34], deconvolution and compressive sensirf.[3

We adopt the discrete formulation of the continuous modek@nted in[[29]. In this non local framework we
consider the image domain as a gragh= (2, E); where(2 is the set of nodes of the graph, one for each pixel in
the image, and” is the set of edges connecting the nodes. The edge connedciiteg: and; is weighted with a
positive symmetric weighting function (i, j) that represents the distance between the two nodes in geapis.t
Consequently, two pixels and j spatially far away in the image can be considered neighbioutise graph and
interact ifw(i, j) > 0 (we write theni ~ j). For that reason, the resulting approach is consideredouan.

Given an imageu defined on the graph, the non local gradi@tu at node: is defined as the vector of all
directional derivatives associated to the neighbourg tiat is

In the graph, vectord = d(i,j) are therefore functions defined in the domg&ink .
In this setting we define the standakd inner product between functions as

<uv>g= Y u(i)v(i). (20)
i€Q
For vectors, we define a dot product pixel-wise

(d-e)a(i) =Y d(i, j)e(i, ) (1)
J~1
and an inner product on the graph
<de>g=Y (d-e)a(i) =Y > d(i,je(i,j). (22)
7 I 1)

In order to have an equivalent to the TV seminorm, we definermrionction on the graph |o. With the previous
definitions, the magnitude of a vector at nadis given by

|d|a(i) = /(d - d)a(i) = /Z d(i, j)* (23)

The standard TV is then naturally extended to a non locaiamerss the/; norm of the graph norm: | associated
to the non local gradient, that is,

TV (u) = Jo (u) = Y |Veula(i) = || [Veulg |1 (24)

i



With the above inner products, the non local divergence oéetord is defined as the adjoint of the non local
gradient, that is

divgd (i) =Y _(d(i,§) — d(j.1))v/w(i, 5).- (25)

j~i

With these definitions, if we consider only the immediateegsxas neighbours and fix their weightsugi, j) = 1,
then the non local TV reduces to the standard TV definitionvedf consider more general neighbours by defining
a correct weighting function like id_[28], the non local optars incorporate global information and the standard
regularization process is improved. The weight functiceréfiore has an important impact in the performance of the
non local regularizers. Inspired by [28], [29], given a refece image., we compute weighting functiom (i, j)
measuring the difference of patches around each node asvfoll

wo(i,j) — exp™ \\Po(m);lzoow ’ (26)
whereh is a scaling factor an,(i) is a patch ofuy centered at pixef. This weighting function is designed
to reduce Gaussian noise while preserving the textureseofntfage. The reference image should be as close as
possible to the true image in order to incorporate valid imf@tion related to image structures in the non local
operators. For that reason, we initialize the weightingcfiom in the non local methods with the standard CS
solution [3) (on the following.o) and iteratively solve the non local model and update thegltsiwith the non
local solution. The basic non local CS recovery is then

{ Va, <— estimate non local operators from 27)

uj, = argmin, Jg, (u) + §[|Au — f|3.

B. Proposed non local method

Symmetrizing our local technique, we propose a two stemtiter method for CS recovery. In the first step
of each iteration, we estimate the non local normajs associated to the level set curves of the image in the
graph. Once the non local normals are estimated, we find agerntzat fits the non local normals and the CS
measurements and iterate the process.
In the local setting, the normal vectors associated to thel ket curves of an imageare defined as = %. We
extend that definition to our non local framework and exploé geometry of the image in the graph to improve CS
recovery. In particular, we derive the equivalent non lgeaimals from the non local gradieRMgu by normalizing
its components node-wise, i.e. all the components assoctatnode; are normalized byVcu|g (7).

Given an estimate of the non local normalg, we can include a term in the CS reconstruction (27) maximgizi

the alignment of the reconstructed signal with the nornmiBlte resulting minimization is

u = argmin Jg(u) — v < ng, Vau >¢ —i—%HAu — flI3 (28)
Exploiting the adjoint relation of the non local divergermed gradient< ng, Vau >g= — < divgng,u >a,
we have

u=argmin Jg(u) +v < divgn,u >¢ —l—%HA’U, — flI3. (29)

As before, the process can be iterated and we obtain thevialjpanalogue to the previous two step procedure:
Va, <— estimate non local operators from
div Gyng, = argmin, Jg, (v) + &|lv — 9|2
u, = argminy, Jg, (v) + v < divGyng,,u >¢ +5 || Au— f|3

with o = (1 — g(|Vaqui—1laq)) divg ‘gggm.
The third step of our non local method is naturally derivemirfrour local version and the geometric interpretation
of the non local operators. However, the regularizatiop stethe non local normals requires careful consideration,

as we explain next.



C. Estimation of non local normals

The non local gradient operator, and consequently the nmal ltormals, do not correspond to the discretization
of standard vector fields in a grid. Indeed,u has a different number of components for each pixel and the
associated direction t&¥ cu(i,j) depend on the relative position of the nodand its neighbourj. Therefore,
we cannot use standard techniques to regularize theser\iegdtts and we prefer to regularize the tertivg n
posteriorly used in the recovery algorithm. Compared to rigularization of the non local normals, we loose
directional information, but the resulting method is sierphnd faster.

Assume that we are given an estimate of the reconstructealsig_,. We first compute a noisy estimate of the
non local normals and their divergence pixel-wise and we tenoise it with standard denoising methods. In
particular, we estimate the non local normals as

A

ng

Vaug—1
_ 30
|V aug—1| (30)

and compute a rough estimate of the non local divergence as

v = (1-g(|Vgur-1|a)) divg g, (31)

whereg(z) is a function designed to verify ~ 0 whenz is large and; ~ 1 whenz is small. In factg(|Vaur—1|a)
acts as the equivalent edge detector presented in Séci@ramid is defined with the same expressibh (9). As in
the local case, we adopt the statistical interpretatiorhefedge detectay (|Vgu|e) presented in[]9], where the
edges are considered as outliers in the normal distribwdfolV ;u|; associated to homogeneous regions. Since
the edge detectay is derived from error norms robust to outliers, weighting estimate of the normals with the
function1 — ¢(|Vgur_1]e) in (3) is equivalent to soft-thresholding the non localmals when we suspect that
the variations inu;_, are due to noise inside homogeneous regions.

Finally, we regularize to obtain a smoother estimate of the non local divergencehahill be used in the second
step of our iterative method. There are two natural appresébr this regularization: we can ignore the non local
nature of the divergence and gradient operators and useoaalrhodel to regularize, for instance the standard
ROF [12] of equation[(32); or use the non local neighboursanaises with [33), that is, use the natural distance
and neighbouring relations inherent to de definitiorvdb denoise it.

div Gyng, = argmin J (v) + ngu — )2 (32)
div Gyng, = argmin Jg (v) + gH’U - ®H2 (33)

In our experiments we obtained slightly better results it first approach.

V. MINIMIZATION PROBLEMS

In order to solve the minimization problems involved in eatdp of our method, we make use of recent advances
in convex minimization[[36],[[37] and apply variable spiig and augmented Lagragians [38] to obtain efficient
and easy-to-code algorithms. To simplify notation on tléist®n we remove the subindexesup andn; indicating
the iterations of our two step procedure.

The minimizations associated to each of the local stepsvievooth a TV and a quadratic term similar to the
ROF model [12]. Consequently, the resulting algorithmshagpsimilar strategy to overcome the non-linearity
and non-differentiability of TV than the multitude of alginms proposed for ROF. In the original ROF paper
[12], the authors derive the Euler-Lagrange PDE of the maael propose a time marching method to solve it.
The resulting method is slow due to the constraint on the tite@ associated to its stability conditions. In the
last years more efficient methods have been proposed for @te rRodel due to its extensive use in imaging. A
popular class of methods is based on the dual formulatiotiseoROF model, e.g. Chambolle’s projection method
[39] or primal-dual approaches [40]-[42]. Other optione &ased on variable-splitting and equality constrained
optimization; which is solved by quadratic-penalties [Ijegman iterations [37]. [43] or the equivalent augmented
Lagrangian method [44]. In the case of CS, dual solvers areisually adopted because they suffer from matrices
A that are large-scale and dense. In particular for matrioessponding to transforms with fast implementations
(like the Fourier transform of this paper), splitting meatlscare a good choice because they can easily exploit fast



transforms to computdu and A” v [36], [37]. The algorithms that we propose fall in this laategory. We rewrite
the different problems as constraint minimizations and aisgmented Lagrangians to solve them. The resulting
Lagrangians are minimized with respect to each variablepeddently and the multipliers are then updated in a
cyclic way. Since all the minimizations can be analyticalbived, the resulting algorithms are extremely fast and
easy to implement.

Similarly, the minimization algorithms that we propose fime non local method is closely related to the
minimization of the non local ROF model proposed[in![29], @hiwas originally solved with a time consuming
time marching algorithm. The non local CS problem has bedwvedowith a combination of forward-backward
splitting and Bregman iteration in_[B5], but for uniformitf the paper we use the same combination of splitting
and augmented Lagrangians than in the local case to solveotindocal problem[(30).

A. Minimizations of local normal-guided CS

We discretize the image domaih C R? with a regular grid of sizer = n, x n,. In Q we consider images as
scalar functions with:(i) € R and their gradients as vector-valued functions With(i) € R2.
We use forward differences to compute the discrete graslmmd backward differences for the divergence in order
to preserve the adjoint relationshipv = —V* in the discrete setting.
The discrete TV semi-norm is then given by

) = 3" [Vu(i)] = 3/ Vauli)? + Vyu(i)? (34)
where we denote the pixel-wise norm of vectors|@gi) = ,/d2(i) + |d2(i). Our discretized TV is then thé
norm of the function computing the pixel-wise norm of thedjeat, i.eJ (u) = || |Vu| 1.

For vector fieldsd = (d,, d,), we discretize the TV seminorm as follows
H(dedy) = S\ 1V ()2 + 194, () (35)

In that case we observe that it corresponds to/theorm of the function computing the pixel-wise norm of the
vector of combined gradients, i.£(d,,d,) = || | (Vds, Vdy)| |l1. With that observation it is easy then to extend
it to a weighted TV norm ag,,(d,,d,) = || |W (Vd,, Vd,) | |1, whereW is the diagonal matrix of weights.

In the vector notation used in CS, we can efficiently compte dpatial derivatives multiplying the discrete
functions arranged as a column vector with the sparse finfferehce matricesV,u = D, u, V,u = Dyju.
Similarly, the discretization of thd.s inner product inQ2 corresponds to the usual dot product of vectors, i.e.
<v,u >= v,

1) Estimateu from CS measurements and normal reconstruct the image we need to solve the following
convex minimization problem:

min || |Vu| [|1 + 0 u + %HAu — fI3 with v =divn. (36)

We propose an iterative algorithm to soliel(36) based ofttisygliand constraint minimization techniques. The main
idea is to split the original problem into sub-optimizatiproblems which are well-known and easy to solve, and
combine them together using an augmented Lagrangian. Tdpoged algorithm is guaranteed to converge thanks
to the convexity of[(3B).

Let us consider the following constrained minimization kgean, which is equivalent td (11):

min = | |d] [|x +vTu+ %||Au—f||§ st. d=Vu (37)

The proposed splitting approach makes the original probf&f) easier to solve becaude(37) decouples/the
norm and the gradient operat®f.

Next, we reformulate this constrained minimization prablas an unconstrained optimization task. This can be
done with an augmented Lagrangian approach, which trasstae constraints into pairs of Lagrangian multiplier
and penalty terms. Let us define the augmented Lagrangiagyeassociated td (37):
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Ly (u,d,A) = |d] |1 +v"u+ %HAu — fII3 + X3 (dy — Dyu)
r
2
whereX = (A, \,) are the Lagrange multipliers andis a positive constant.

The constraint minimization problem (37) reduces to findimg saddle-point of the augmented Lagrangian energy
L. The solution to the saddle point problem](38) can be apprated iteratively by the following algorithm:
initialize the variables and Lagrange multipliers to zeab;each iteration find an approximate minimizer of
L1 (u, d, \¥~1) with respect to the variables d and update the Lagrange multipliers with the residualscistal

to the constraints; stop the process wheremains fix. As the Lagrangia, is convex with respect ta, d, we

can find a minimizer by iteratively alternating the minintioa with respect to each variable. The resulting method
is equivalent to the alternating direction method of miikifs. The iterative method is summarized in Algorithin 1

\
+Ay (dy = Dyu) + 3llde — Dul|3 + 5 |dy — Dyull3 (38)

Algorithm 1 Augmented Lagrangian method to sole](37), estimatinffom CS measurements and normal
matching
1: Initialize u, d, A
2: For each iteratiod = 1,2. .., find an approximate minimizer af; with respect to variablegu, d) with fixed
Lagrange multipliers\’:

ul = argmin £y (u,dlil)\“l) solved in in Fourier domain (39)
d = argmin £y (ul, d, )\l‘l) solved by shrinkage (40)
3: Update Lagrange multipliers
X =X+ r(dl — Daul)
Ay =Xy +7(d, = Dyu)

4: Stop the iterative process whd —v < e.

ul™
[

The next step is to determine the solutions of the two subimimation problems[(39].(40), which can be
computed efficiently.

The sub-minimization probleni_(B9) can be written as follows
1
min oTu + %HAU — flZ+ gudx + —Xe = Daullf+
r 1
§de+;)‘y_Dyu_ H% (41)

We see that it reduces to a quadratic minimization, withtp@ssemi-definite HessiaH = aF" RT RF+r(DI D, +
DgDy). The optimality conditions read

Hu=0b with b=aF Rf + D} (rdy + X\g) + Dy (rdy + ). (42)

Actually asR is a row selectorR” R is a sparse diagonal matrix with non-zero entries on thectmleFourier
coefficients and we cannot assure the invertibility f We find an approximate solution defining the positive
definite matrixH, = H + el,, with smalle > 0 and solving the approximate system

Hou =0+ eq, (43)

where we use the value af from the previous augmented Lagrangian iteration to eséima= u'~'. In the
resulting system/. is block circulant and we can use the Fourier transform toogose it asd, = F!CF,
with ¢ = aR'R + rF(DID, + DID,)F" + eI, a diagonal matrix. Consequently, the systém (43)
can easily be solved in the Fourier domain inverting the alied matrixC'. In practice we use the FFT transform
instead of doing the matrix multiplications with and F”', which gives us a solution of complexit9(n logn).
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The minimization problem w.r.id corresponds to afy - ¢/, norm and can be solved by shrinkage. We first note
that [40) is equivalent to

1
d(i d(i )%, with z = =X — Vu. 44
rilnzZ] )|+ = Z\ (1), z=- Vu (44)
The minimization of [(44) can be done pler-W|se and the sofuts given by the shrinkage operatSn(z,1/r).

. . 1 z(i) .
d(i) = ——0p—= i=1,... 45
(i) = max {|=(0)] — 10} 5 i=1,m (45)

2) Regularization of normalsTo regularize the normals at each iteration we have to solve
. Iz .

min W (Vng, Ving) | [l + —an ial3 + 5 llmy — g3, (46)

whereW is a diagonal matrix with weights associated to weighted €vhimorm. We use the same combination
of splitting and augmented Lagrangian techniques than ai@€V-All. To avoid repetition, on the following we
will simply write the form of the constraint minimization @blem, the augmented Lagrangian and each of the
subminimizations for a self-contained paper.

Equivalent constraint minimization is

. u N I ~
min | [W(d,e)| Hl"‘_”n:c_n:cH%"‘_|’ny_nyH%7 (47)
n=m,|m|<1 2 2

d=Vn,,e=Vn,

with associated augmented Lagrangian
L2(nm.de A v, &) = W (de)| |1 +5ln—al3+
N (d, — Dung) + AT(dy — Dyny) + T—2d||dm ~ Dyng3+
Slldy = Dyny 13 + uT<ex ~ Dany) + vy (e = Dyn)
5 llex = Dany I3 + 5 lley = Dyny 13 + €7 (nz = my)
+ 5 I — a3 +£§<ny = my) + 2y — my . (48)

The resulting minimization method is presented in Algaritd.
The sub-minimization problem with respect#tg can be written as follows:

. R T
min £ng — it} + €7 (0 — m) + 2 Ing = mal

r 1 Td 1
+_||dm + _>\m - Drnr”% + _de + _>‘y - Dynm - H% (49)

2 Td 2 Td
We see that it reduces to a quadratic minimization, with th@sdefinite Hessiatd = (p + 7,,) I, + r¢DI D, +

rdDyTDy. The optimality conditions read

Hng = ity + rmmg + DY (rady + o) + Dy (rady + Ay) — & (50)

As before, the resultingf is block circulant and we can use the Fourier transform todgmose it add = FrcF,
with C = (u + rn)l, + roF (DID, + D[D,) F' a diagonal matrix. We solve the linear system in the
Fourier domain efficiently with the FFT transform. Obserliattthe minimization problem with respectig has
the same form and can be solved with the same technique.

The minimization problem w.r.id corresponds to thé, - /5 problem

. 1
mmZ]w ]—l—rdZ\d ) — z(i)|?, with z:T—d/\—an, (51)

which is equivalent to the foIIowmg minimization (note(i) > 0)

. . . 1
ril,nz Z |d(7) (z) z@: |d(i) — z(i)?, with z = T_d/\ — Vng. (52)
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Algorithm 2 Augmented Lagrangian method to sol{el(47), regularizingnads

1: Initialize n,m,d,e, A\, v, &
2: For each iteratiot = 1,2. . ., find an approximate minimizer of, with respect to variableg:,, n,, m,d, e)
with fixed Lagrange multlplleral Lt

n' = argmin Lo(n, mtl d Tt el A it gl
n

m! = argmin L(n!, m, dt et At Vlfl,él_l)
m
d = argmin £(n!,m!,d, e 71, ALt é’l_l)
d
e! = argmin £(n', m!, d e X!, Vl_l,élfl)
e

3: Update Lagrange multipliers

AL =M1 4 rg(dl — Denly)
Ay =Ny (dy — Dyng)
Vi :Vfl + Te(eé - Dmn;)
ij :Vglfl + Te(e; — Dyné)

4: Stop the iterative process WheﬂﬁilH ZT\ 1<

A similar problem has already been solved in Section V-Alhwite shrinkage operator, which is now adapted to
include the weightsv. The solution is then

d(i) :max{]z(z') —@,o};& i=1,....n (53)

Due to the symmetry of the problems, the same minimizatichrtjue is used foe.
Finally, the minimization problem w.r.tex reads

. 1
mn‘l1 5 Z\m —z(i))?, with z =n 4+ —¢ (54)

T'm

and can be solved pixel-wise. For each pixel we have thevidiigp 2-D problem: given a point in space with
coordinatesz(i) € R? we want to find the point in the unit ball minimizing its distanto z(4). It is clear that the
solution corresponds to the projection of the unconstchiménimizer z(z) into the unit ball, i.e

m(i) = {i(é? =01 (55)

: otherwise’
[2(2)]

B. Minimizations of non local normal-guided CS

In the discrete setting, the NL gradient is a linear operaioranging the image as a column vectors, it can be
computed as a sparse matrix multiplicati®i;u = Du. The matrixD € RN*" (N = |E| indicates the number
of nodes in the graph) is derived from the weights associtdeithe edges and is usually sparse. Consequently
d = Du € R is also a vector column, with as many components associateddei as neighbours this node
has. With the vector notation, the inner product of two vectields d, e defined in G is then computed as
< d,e >g= d’e. As in the continuous setting, the NL divergentie; is derived from its adjoint relation with
the NL gradientV, = — divg and, consequently, in matrix notation it correspondsdita; d = —D7d.

Since the minimization associated [0](32) has already beglaiaed for the vectorial case, in the next paragraphs
we focus on the minimizations associated to non local opesd80) and[(33).
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1) Minimization associated to CS reconstruction matchiog tocal normals: With the previous notation, the
minimization problem[(30) reads

) o
u = arg min | [Dulg |11 + yolu + EHAU — fH% (56)

with v = divgng. This minimization is also reformulated as a constraintimination and solved efficiently
with augmented Lagrangians. Compared to the local minitioizs, in the splitting step we require an additional
variables to have efficient and analytic solutions for the posteridamsinimization problems. The resulting constraint
minimization formulation of[(5b) is

. T « 2 d= Du
min = | |dla |1 + v u+ 2|]Au fl5 s.t { s —u (57)
The Lagrangian in that case reads
«
L3 (u,s,d, g, M) = || |dlg [|1 + v u+ 5 llAu - 112
+2d" (d = Du) + | = Dul* + X (u = s) + Sfju 5] (58)

The resulting minimization method is presented in Algarif, where we have also hinted the solution to each
of the subminimization problems.

Algorithm 3 Augmented Lagrangian method for CS reconstruction magchormals by [(5]7)

1. Initialize u, s, d, Ag, A
2: For each iteration = 1,2..., find an approximate minimizer of; with respect to variablesu, s, d) with
fixed Lagrange multipliers\g!, A, :

w = argmin L3(u, s' 1, d"7, Ag' ™, A7) solved with conjugate gradients
u
s = argmin L3(u',s,d' "', Aq' 7", A\i"1) solved in Fourier domain
S

d = argmin Ls(ul,s',d,Ag'""", A=) solved by non local shrinkage

w

. Update Lagrange multipliers
Ad' =Xd' T+ ra(d - Dub)
Mo=XE o (ul = Y

. Stop the iterative process whe#

1
l[ut]l

N

The minimization w.r.tu corresponds to the following quadratic positive definitelgpem
min o7+ Ag" (d — Du) + %Hd —Dul? + 2T (u—s) + %Hu — 8|2
We find its minimizer solving its optimality conditions, v provide the following system of linear equations
(rol + 14D D) u= —yv — Ay + 745 + DT (Xg + 74d) . (59)

Matrix K = r, +r4D" D is sparse, symmetric and positive definite and we have efficigorithms to invert it.
We choose an iterative method to invert the matrix, iniialj it from the previous solution to the minimization
problem«!~!. In particular we use the conjugate gradient method to é@xfile symmetry and positive definition
of K, with preconditioning matrix given by its incomplete Chsltg factorization. The resulting method is very
fast, converging to enough precision with- 3 iterations of the conjugate gradient method.

The minimization w.r.ts is also a quadratic problem which can be efficiently solvadhat case in the Fourier
domain. The problem reads

- 2 T Ty 2
min. o[ Au — fII* + Ay (u— 5) + flu—s]* (60)
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The optimality conditions in that case are
(aATA + Tu[n) s =aAT f + \y + ryu. (61)

As before, the matrixA” A + r,I,, = FTCF is block-circulant and the resulting system is diagonahia Eourier
domain withC = RTR + r,I,,. Therefore[(6ll) can be efficiently solved with the FFT.
The minimization with respect td is equivalent to

min = | [dlg |1+ Sl - 2* with == Du—=2 (62)

As in the local case, this minimization is decoupled for epitel i as follows

min = /; (i, ) + ;; (d(i.5) = =(0,))" (63)

and can be solved by a straight-forward extension of thenkage operator to the graph. That is, for each node
neighbour toi the solution is given by

(i) = max {2l (i) - %o}‘jzgz)) (64)

2) Minimization associated to the regularization of normaWith the previous notation, the minimization
problem [[3B) reads

v=argmin || |Dolg |1+ 5o - oll (65)

As in the local case, we decouple theand/, problems defining an additional variabdle= Dw and rewrite [(6b)
as the following constraint minimization problem

min = || |dig |l + §llv—0l}3 st d=Du (66)
with associated augmented Lagrangian
La(udxa) = | ldl |+ 5o — 3
+2Aq” (d—Dv)—k%Hd—DvH%. (67)

To minimize the Lagrangiais with respect tou,d, we alternate the direction of minimization with respect
to each variable and proceed as indicated by Algorithm 3,reviaee have also hinted the solution to each of the
subminimization problems.

Algorithm 4 Augmented Lagrangian method to regularize non local deecg of normals fron{ (66)

1: Initialize u, d, Ag
2: For each iteratiod = 1,2. .., find an approximate minimizer af, with respect to variablegu, d) with fixed
Lagrange multipliers\g':

v =argmin L4 (v, d' "', Ag'™!) solved with conjugate gradient

d = argmin L4(v', d, A\g'"") solved by non local shrinkage

w

: Update Lagrange multipliers

Ad' =Xd" ! +ra(d — Dul)

N

: Stop the iterative process whéﬁ% <e.

The minimization w.r.tv corresponds to the following quadratic positive definitelypem

min g\|v—ﬁ||§+)\dT (d—Dv)—i—r—;Hd—DvH%. (68)
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We find its minimizer by solving its optimality conditions,hich provide the following system of linear equations
(1 +rqDTD) v = po + DT (Ag + r4d) . (69)

We find the same form of matriX = pJ + r4D” D than in [59) and, therefore, we solve with linear system (59)
with the same conjugate gradient method.
The minimization with respect td is equivalent to[(62) changing for v, in particular we have
min = || |d|g ||1+T—d\|d—z\|2 with z:Du—ﬁ (70)
d 2 Td
and is solved with the same adaptation of the shrinkage tpei@the graph. For each node neighbout tthe
solution is given by

*(i, ) = max {2l (i) - %o};(';é)) (71)

VI. NUMERICAL RESULTS

In this section we present some of the numerical resultsirddawith our method and compare it to other
techniques. We compare the local version of our method todstal CS recovery algorithm](5) and to the edge-
guided CS proposed in_[25]. The non local version of our mdaslelompared to the non local CS recovdry](27),
which does not take into account the geometric informatibthe non local gradients into the recovery process.
For the non local case, in our model we have regularized thergitnce of the normal with the standard ROF
model.

We use partial Fourier measurements for our reconstruetiah perform radial sampling oR with different
number of measurements in relation to the size of the sigmaispecify it with the ratid*). For a fair comparison,
we have used the same robust edge detddtor (9) for the eddeddmiS and our method and we have implemented the
minimizations with the same splitting and augmented Lagiemtechniques for all the methods. The parameter
which is related to the noise present in the CS measurenteagdieen manually tuned to obtain best reconstruction
with the standard CS recovery moddl$ (5) and (27) and usedtigt other methods. The other parameters of our
model~, 1 have also been chosen manually to obtain good CS recoveeyritstof SNR. We have observed that
(which controls the weight given to the alignment of the nalsh takes similar values for the same kind of images
(textured or brain IRM images) and remains stable for d#fersparsity and noise levels. On the other hand, the
parameter. controlling the smoothness of the estimated normals dsesewhen the number of measurements
decreases or the noise level increases because the pactalstructions and the estimated normals are noisier and
require more regularization.

In a first set of experiments we test our method with MRI imadiest with the Shepp-Logan phantom from
Figure[1 and then with a real MRI brain image from Figlie 2; wehee include also the results with back-
projection, i.e. the solution t¢g = Au with smallestls norm.

Table[] show the quantitative results of the different CSoretruction methods for MRI images. Our method
always outperforms the standard TV reconstruction and tige-guided CS technique. In the experiments, both
the edge-guided CS and our proposed method are initializédtiae TV solution and, therefore, always improve
its reconstruction. Comparing the gains of these two metheith respect to the TV reconstruction, we observe
that our method more than doubles the gain of edge-guided=@8reE1-B show qualitatively the improvement
of our method over TV reconstruction. In the case of the phranive are able to better reconstruct the phantom
with fewer measurements both in the local and non local cakie with a real MRI image our reconstruction is
able to capture better non-dominant edges of the white-graiter interface. In Figurel 3 we explicitly compare
the normals associated to the TV solution and the regulduizemals of our local reconstruction for the real brain
MRI image. We observe that our method is able to better rengetsthe normals, and therefore the shapes, of the
image (to clearly see the differences please check the P@Fha print out).

Performance improves with non local regularization, witin method outperforming the non local CS reconstruction
for all the experiments. As expected, the gain of our methmdpmared to TV is lower than in the local approach
because we loose part of the directional information of tbemals by denoising their divergence instead of the
vector fields. For each image we also added different levieSanissian noiseot,) to the signal to investigate the
robustness of our method to noise. Results are shown in[@&MWée observe that we are more robust to noise than
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Image = local CS non-local CS
TV edge CS normal C5 TV normal CS
Phantom 8% | 7.33 dB 7.37 dB 12.78 dB |28.28 dB 33.13 dB
Phantom 12%| 38.60 dB 45.33 dB 56.14 dB |61.84 dB 74.57 dB
Brain 12%|17.14 dB 17.38 dB 17.71 dB |18.96 dB 20.39 dB
Brain 20%|22.16 dB 22.35 dB 23.82 dB |23.13 dB 24.12 dB

TABLE I: Comparison of CS reconstruction for MRI images. Tiirst three columns show the results with the
standard TV term in the regularization: TV stands for the eld@), edge CS for[(12) and normal CS for our
method [(6). The last two columns correspond to the definiibNL TV: NL-TV corresponds to the standard non
local CS recovery[(27) and NL normal CS for the proposed neallmethod[(3D).

edge-guided CS (which in fact does not improve the TV recansbn for noise levelsr,, = 15%, o, = 10%)
thanks to regularization step on the estimation of the ntenmfss before, non local regularization improves CS
reconstruction, we observe that our non local method ofgpas again the non local TV and is also robust to
noise.

Image noise| local CS non-local CS
=12%| on TV edge CS normal C5 TV normal CS
5% |11.90 dB 11.91 dB 12.90 dB |17.92 dB 18.36 dB
Phantom | 10% | 8.37 dB  8.38 dB 9.44 dB |12.15 dB 13.03 dB
15%| 6.59 dB  6.59 dB 7.28 dB |10.09 dB 10.27 dB
5% |13.37 dB 13.36 dB 13.78 dB | 14.86 dB 15.00 dB
Brain 10% |10.88 dB 10.88 dB 11.57 dB |12.31 dB 12.50 dB
15%| 9.89 dB  9.89 dB 10.48 dB | 10.94 dB 11.19 dB

TABLE II: Comparison of CS reconstruction for noisy MRI imegywith 12% of samples and different levets,

of gaussian noise. The first three columns show the resutts tve standard TV term in the regularization: TV
stands for the mode[{5), edge CS forl(12) and normal CS fomwethod [(6). The last two columns correspond to
the definition of NL TV: NL-TV corresponds to the standard rlonal CS recovery({27) and NL normal CS for
the proposed non local methdd 130).

In a second set of experiments, we tested our method withralailtmages containing textures, where edge
detection by itself is a difficult task and the images can retbnsidered piecewise constant. With these images,
the local regularization looses all texture informatiotjle the non-local approaches can recover repetitive ipegtte
and better exploit the geometrical information of the imaBesults with our method are presented in table lIl,
with some of the reconstructed images shown in figligk 4-9.

A quantitative comparison of the different methods withtbesd images is presented in talplé 1ll. We observe
that the inclusion of an edge detector in edge-guided CS doesmprove the TV reconstruction because the
partially reconstructed images are not accurate enougletectedges and the weighted TV term of edge-guided
CS encourages edges in wrong positions. That effect is nedrabd in our method because it is additive and not
multiplicative and it exploits the directional informaticof the regularized normals, which can partially capture
texture information better than an edge detector. As a cpresece, our local method always outperforms the TV
reconstruction and edge-guided CS methods. For the noh degalarizations our method outperforms non local
TV, but the gain in some cases is negligible (fingerprint aakddon images for a ratio of measuremeffits= 12%

or 20%). In fact, the non local methods require a good estimate efrétonstruction to initialize the non local
gradient and divergence operators. Since our method e=jboth gradient and divergence to estimate the non local
normals and align them with the reconstruction, we can omlgrove the non local TV reconstruction when the
initialization (in our case we use the standard TV solutibay a minimum level of accuracy. The fact that more
measurements are required for the fingerprint of babooneas&gcoherent with CS theory, as these images have
finer details and are less sparse than Lena or Barbara in t&rtogal variation. In figuré 45 we can qualitatively
observe the advantages of our method in comparison to lechhan-local TV reconstruction for textured images.
In the local case we avoid the staircase effect, which isrigledsible in the TV reconstruction of Lena’s cheeck.
In the non local case, we also capture better slowly varygtutes changes, see for instance the different shadows
in Lena’s skin or hat. In both cases this improvement is duthéoregularization of the level set normals of the
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image, which we exploit for CS recovery with our two step @aare.

local CS non-local CS
= image TV edge CS normal C5 TV normal CS
Lena |14.53 dB 14.47 dB 14.86 dB |15.82 dB 16.79 dB
12%| Barbara [13.35 dB 13.31 dB 13.59 dB |15.00 dB 15.52 dB
fingerprintf 4.13 dB 4.11 dB 4.13dB | 5.97 dB 5.98 dB
baboon | 740 dB 7.25dB 7.40dB | 7.65dB 7.65dB
Lena |18.44 dB 18.36 dB 19.27 dB [19.95 dB 21.09 dB
20%)| Barbara |16.71 dB 16.62 dB 17.13 dB |18.37 dB 18.93 dB
fingerprintf 5.70 dB  5.62 dB 5.70dB | 9.03 dB 9.07 dB
baboon | 9.13dB 891 dB 9.14dB | 9.63dB 9.74 dB
Lena |[25.39 dB 25.30 dB 26.71 dB |26.39 dB 27.51 dB
39%)| Barbara |20.83 dB 20.68 dB 21.36 dB |24.68 dB 25.33 dB
fingerprint| 12.02 dB 11.84 dB 12.03 dB |14.52 dB 14.56 dB
baboon [13.30 dB 13.14 dB 13.41 dB |13.44 dB 13.82 dB

TABLE Ill: Comparison of CS reconstruction for textured iges. The first three columns show the results with
the standard TV term in the regularization: TV stands forriredel [3), edge CS fot_(12) and normal CS for our
method [(6). The last two columns correspond to the definiibNL TV: NL-TV corresponds to the standard non

local CS recovery[(27) and NL normal CS for the proposed neallmethod[(3D).

VIlI. CONCLUSIONS

We propose a normal guided compressed sensing recovergadiethecover images of higher qualities from fewer
measurements. The normal vectors of image level curvesbeam exploited in denoising and inpainting algorithms,
but in compressed sensing this information is embeddecimisasurements and state-of-the-art recovery algorithms
have just neglected it. To extract this geometric inforomative alternatively estimate the normals of the image level
set curves and then improve the compressed sensing ragdisirmatching the estimated normals, the compressed
sensing measurements and the sparsity constraints. WitApguoach, the geometric information of level contours
are incorporated in the image recovery process. The prdposthod is also extended to non local operators to
recover textured images and could also be applied to impegigting non local denoising and deblurring methods.
Our numerical experiments show that the proposed methotbivrep image recovery in several ways: it is able to
recover sharp edges as well as smoothly varying image regavoiding the staircase effect in the case of total
variation reegularization; it is robust to noise and thersipa of the signal and relies on efficient minimization
technigues to obtain a fast and easy-to-code algorithm.
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(a) Original image (b) Back-projection2.77 dB

(c) TV reconstruction,r.33 dB (d) non local TV reconstructior28.28 dB

(e) proposed local method2.78 dB (f) proposed non local metho8,1.26 dB

Fig. 1: Reconstruction of Shepp-Logan phantom from 8% ofguesments in Fourier domain.

19



(e) proposed local methodg8.56 dB (f) proposed non local metho@0.39 dB

Fig. 2: Reconstruction of MRI brain image from 12% of measwgats in Fourier domain.
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(a) Original image (b) Proposed local technique

Fig. 3: Zoom on reconstructed brain MRI image from 12% of measents in Fourier domain. We superpose the
reconstructed signals with the normals associated to ke sets for the standard TV solution (left) and for the
local version of our method (right). Our method is able tatdreteconstruct the normals and shapes of the image.



(a) Original image

(c) TV reconstruction,14.53 dB (d) non local TV reconstruction,5.82 dB

(e) proposed local method4.86 dB (f) proposed non local method6.79 dB

Fig. 4: Reconstruction of Lena from 12% of measurements uriEo domain.
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(a) Original image (b) Back-projection9.71 dB

(c) TV reconstruction,18.44 dB (d) non local TV reconstruction,9.45 dB

(e) proposed local method9.27 dB (f) proposed non local metho@1.09 dB

Fig. 5: Reconstruction of Lena from 20% of measurements uriEo domain.
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(a) Original image (b) Back-projection’.30 dB

(c) proposed local method3.59 dB (d) proposed non local methodl5.52 dB

Fig. 6: Reconstruction of Barbara from 12% of measurementsourier domain.
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(a) Original image (b) Back-projection,10.07 dB

(c) proposed local method,7.13 dB (d) proposed non local methodls.92 dB

Fig. 7: Reconstruction of Barbara from 20% of measurementsourier domain.
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(a) Original image (b) Back-projection,7.35

(c) proposed local method,14 dB (d) proposed non local metho€l,74 dB

Fig. 8: Reconstruction of baboon from 20% of measurementourier domain.
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(c) proposed local method,70 dB (d) proposed non local methofl,07 dB

Fig. 9: Reconstruction of fingerprint from 20% of measuretaem Fourier domain.
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