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Sparse signal recovery y minimization under
restricted isometry property

Chao-Bing Song, Shu-Tao Xia

Abstract—In the context of compressed sensing, the nonconvex Definition 1: The measurement matriA € R™"*? is said

£, minimization with 0 < ¢ < 1 has been studied in recent tg satisfy thek-order RIP if for anyk-sparse signak € R?,
years. In this paper, by generalizing the sharp bound for/;

minimization of i:ai and Zhang, we show that the condition (1-— 6)||x||§ < ||Ax||§ <(1+ 5)HXH§7 (3)
Os < ———— in terms of restricted isometry constant o .
oDk > a2 1 where0 < § < 1. The infimum ofs, denoted by, is called

S
(RIC) can guarantee the exact recovery ofc-sparse signals in ) . .
noiseless case and the stable recovery of approximatetysparse the k-orderrestricted isometry constant (RICf A. Whenk

signals in noisy case by¢, minimization. This result is more IS Not an integer, we defing, asdpy, where|[-| denotes the

general than the sharp bound for¢; minimization when the order ~ ceiling function.

of RIC is greater than 2k and illustrates the fact that a better There are a lot of papers to discuss the equivalence conditio

approximation to £, minimization is provided by £, minimization  petweery, minimization and’, minimization in terms of RIC,

than that provided by ¢; minimization. sUCh agy+ s +0s5 < 1in Candes and Tab[2ax < Va1
Index Terms—Compressed sensing,, minimization, restricted  jn Candeés([[4] 0, < 0.4652 in Foucart [5],0;, < 1/3 in Cai

i t ty, ignal : . .
ISOMEILY POpErly, spafse signal Tecovery and Zhangl[8], and, < /2 (¢t > 4/3) in Cai and Zhang
[7]. In these conditionsd, + dap + 31 < 1 is the first RIC

_ _ _ condition, whiled, < 1/3 and by, < /(¢ > 4/3) are
As a new paradigm for signal sampling, compressed sensi§i¢arp bounds in the sense that we can find counterexample

(CS) [, [2], [B] has attracted a lot of attention in recenjnat 7, minimization can't findx exactly if these conditions
years. Consider &-sparse signak = (z1,2,...,25) € R"  don't hold [6], [7].

which has at mosk nonzero entries. LeA € R"*” be  |nstead of ¢, minimization, from the fact that

a measurement matrix with < p and y :- Ax be a . 1imq~>0 ||X||Z — HXHO’ So|ving anéq(o <qg< 1) minimization
measurement vector. CS deals with recovering the origingoplem

|. INTRODUCTION

signa}lx from the measureme_ntvegtprby finding the qursest min [|x|¢ st Ax—y (4)
solution to the underdetermined linear systgm- Ax, i.e.,
solving the following¢y minimizationproblem: may provide a better approximation fg minimization. The

advantages of, minimization can be found ir [8]. Although
finding a global minimizer of[{4) is NP-hard, a lot of algo-

where||x||o := |{i : #; # 0}| denotes the/;-norm of x. Un- rithms with polynomial time have been proposed to find a
fortunately, as a typical combinatorial optimization plesh, local minimizer of {#), such as the algorithms fin [8]} [9]O]1
this optimal recovery algorithm is NP-hard [2]. One popular In practical applications, there often exist noises in mea-
strategy is to relax the&, minimization problem to ary; surements and the original signaimay be not exact sparse.

min ||x||o s.t. Ax =y, Q)

minimizationproblem: In noisy case, we can relax the constraint[ih (4) as follows,
min ||x]|, s.t. Ax=y. (2) min [|x|[{ s.t. y — Ax € B, (5)
Due to the convex essence @f minimization, we can solve whereB denotes some noise structure. In this setting, we need
it in polynomial time [2]. to recoverx with bounded errors, i.e., recoverstably.
In order to describe the equivalence condition betweenSeveral RIC bounds of, minimization are given in the
reconstruction algorithms with polynomial time adAgmini- literature, such ass;, < 0.4531 in Foucart and Lai[[11],

mization, restricted isometry property (RIR}¥ introduced in do; < 0.4931 in Hsia and Sheu[[12]. Other similar results
Candés and Tad][2], which has been one of the most poputan be found in Saab, Chartrand and Yilmaz] [13], Lai and
properties of measurement matrix in CS. We can rewrite thé [14], Zhou Kong, Luo and Xiu[[15]. In this paper, we
definition of RIP as follows. mainly focus on the RIC condition of, minimization. We

show that if § < —L (s > 0), £, minimization
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The remainder of the paper is organized as follows. In In noisy case, two types of bounded noisy setting
Section[]l, we introduce related notations and lemmas. In, B — {z:||z]2 < n},
Section[T]l, we give our main results in both noiseless and, g — {z:||ATz||o <7},
noisy settings. In Sectidn 1V, unified proofs are given to th
main results in Sectiof]Il. Finally, conclusion is given i
Section[V.

Sre of particular interest. The first bounded noise settiag w
Nntroduced in [[18]. The second one was motivated by Dantzig
Selector in[[17]. The corresponding results in the two noisy
cases are given in Theorefds 2 &id 3, respectively.
Theorem 2:Assume thak € R? is approximately-sparse
Let e;'s € R? are different unit vectors with one entry ofsignal,y = Ax + z with y,z € R*, A € R™*?,|z||s < e,
1 or —1 in position: € {1,2,...,p} and other entries of and B = {z : ||z]2 < 1} with n > € + o(A)|x5[2 in B).
zeros, which Cai and Zhan@][6] call indicator vectors. Lethen if the (s? + 1)k-order RIC of the measurement matrix
v = Zleviei be an arbitrary vector ilRP, whereV:i € A satisfies

Il. PRELIMINARIES

{1,2,...,p},v; > 0. Let supp(v) denote the support of or Sisastye < 1
the set of indices of nonzero entriesyn Let v, ) be the ° Vsi=2 41

vector v with all but the largesk entries in absolute valuesina minimizerk of @) will recover x stably as follows:
set to zeros ane _ ax(k) = V — Vimax(k)- FOr0 < ¢ < oo,
let ¢,-norm of a vectorv € R? as|vl|, = (38, |vi|9)Y/9. 2(1+ d(sat1)) (€ +1)
In addition, let||v|lcc = supl-.|vi| .and Ivllo = |supp(v)| be 1— Vs 2+ 1 §(gaqiyi
the number of nonzero entries in Let v¢ = Y"*  vle; be e J o(A)
“the ¢ power of the vecton”. In addition, leto(A) denote + st+Vk) ) g 1% max(ry|2(9)
the spectral norm oA. 1 — V8972 + 1 0(gaq1)k
Then we introduce direct consequences of thidElr in- Theorem 3:Assume thak € R? is approximately:-sparse

eqll_Jallty aslfcljfllc;ws. RP and0 1 signal,y = Ax+z withy,z € R", A € R"*?_||ATz||,, <,
emma Ll vv e k7 andl<g <L andB = {z : | ATz < n} with > e+02(A)|xzl2 in B).

X =x[ls <

vy < pé_%”VHQ. Then if the (s? + 1)k-order RIC of the measurement matrix
o A satisfies
Moreover, if v is k-sparse, then 1
11 derir < s
[vilg < ka2 |[v]2.

the minimizerx of ill recover x stably as follows:
The following lemma introduced in Cai and Zhang [7] is inimizerx of () wi verx 4 W
2(s?+ 1)k (e +n)

crucial to get the proposal results 6pa 1y -
Lemma 2 (Sparse Representation of a Polytofpe)r a 1—Vs—2+1 8(sa 1)k
2(s7 + 1)k 0?(A)

positive numbery and a positive integetr, define the polytope
+
<1 —/s172 4+ 1 6(5q+1)k

T(a,t) C R? by
The proposed RIC condition is a natural generalization of

[x=x2 <

+ 1) ||X, max(k)”Q(lo)
T(a,t) ={veR: |V < a, V|1 < ta}.

For anyv € R?, define the set of sparse vect@féo, t,v) C - 1 , .
RP by the sharp resulf;, < /&1 = \/ﬁ(t > 4/3) in Cai
and Zhang([7]. Rewrité;, < ——L—— for (@), and it is

U(a,t,v) ={u e R": supp(u) C supp(v), [[ufo <t, 1 ,/(t_1)171+1
— 1 t
lulli = [v[l1, Jullee <a}. (6) easy to find that o T < Voo
Thenv € T(a,t) if and only if v is in the convex hull of andt > 2. Therefore, in terms of RIC with order more than
Ul(a,t,v). In particular, anw € T(a, t) can be expressed as2k, the condition of the measurement matixs relaxed if we
use/,(0 < g < 1) minimization instead of; minimization.

if0<g<1

N N - i : .
v = Z Au, and 0< A <1, Z A =1, In ad.d_|t|on, in Theoremsl2 arld 3, we use a r(;,\latlvely stricter
P P conditionn > € + o(A)||xz|l2 andn > e + o*(A)||x7||2
and u; € U(a, L, v). @) respectively tham; > ¢ used in Cai and Zhangd][7]. In our

proofs, in order to get an analytic upper bound||&f— x||2,

the stricter condition may be necessary. Finally, althotigh
proposed bound is better than the existing results, a furthe
research is still needed to verify whether it is sharp or not.

IIl. MAIN RESULTS

In noiseless case, we have the following result.
Theorem 1:Assume thatx € R? is k-sparse signal and
y = Ax with y € R", A € R"*P. Then if the (s? + 1)k-

order RIC of the measurement mati satisfies IV. PROOES
1 . . . .
dsar)k < —/——, (8) In this section, firstly, our proofs are stated in generakcas
Vsi=2+1 Then three cases including a noiseless case and two noise

the minimizerx of (@) will recoverx exactly. cases are discussed separately.



Proof: Assume thatx is approximatelyk-sparse signal. SinceBh? = 0 and [I3), we have

Let T denote the support of the largdstentries ofx and T
denote the complement df . Let x7(x7) denote the vector
that sets all entries ok but the entry inT(T) to zero. Let
e = Axs + e, and we havey = Axy + €. Assume that
y — Axp € B andx is the minimizer of[(b). Lek = x + h,
and we have

[x2[|§ = Ibr([§ + [zl < llxr +h[§ < [Ixr]F.
Immediately,

||h—mdx(k)H < ||h || < HhT”Z < Hhmax(k)Hg (11)

Note that from the definitions in Sectigd Il and the begin-

ning of the proofxr(x7) is equivalent tat,, ax k) (X— max(k))»
introducing the symbdl’(T) is just for distinguishindv (=)
from hmax(k) (h, max(k))

Then, assume thats? is an integer. Leth = >~7_, hse;,

N
B() B8] —cB))

j=1
= B(1—-p-— c)(hmax(k) + h{) — cpul + ph?)
= A((l—p- C)A(hfnax(k) +hi) — cuAu! + ph)
= A((l — K c)(hmax(k) + hl) - CﬂAug + /Lh)
B!
= A(A(h?nax(k) + h({) + ,LLAU;I)

= A(hmax(k) +hy + ,uAug).

Assume that

(A(hpax(k) +hi1), Ah) < pllhpar) + hall2

wheree;’s are indicator vectors. Without loss of generality, as?f (I4) minus the right-hand side, we get

sume thath; > hy > -+ > h;, > 0. Seta? = ||h?

oyl /-

We divide h_ 1) into two parts with d|510|nt supports 0

h_ ax(k) = hi1 + ha, where

hy =hlgn m@i>asy, he=hlgn . 6)<ars)

Thenh? (k) = = h{ + hi, |h|; < |h% max(py 1 < kad;
besides, aII non-zero entries bf has magnitude larger than
(a/s), soh{ is ksi-sparse. Letsupgh{)| = m, then

h3[ly = IbL ol —

= (ks =m) - (3)",

«

gl < (21,

[hd|; < ka? — mat
s4q

(12)

We now apply Lemma&l2. Theh? can be expressed as
a convex combination of sparse vectot§ = S \u,
whereu; is (ks? —m)-sparse. Now we suppoge> 0,¢ > 0
are to be determined. Denof = h{ . +h{ +uuq then

N

> N8 — Bl

j=1

h?nax (k) + hq + th - C/Bq

= (I-p-— C)(hmdx(k) +hi) -

and 37, Z?’:l Ajuf — B — ph? are all (s? 4 1)k-sparse
vectors.

Define A := diag(h; %, hy " %,...,h}~9),B := AA. Then
Bh? = AAh?=Ah=0.

We can check the following identity i, norm,

N N
DoNIBQ A8 — B3
i=1 j=1

cpul + ph?. (13)

+(1=20) > ANNIBBI-BDIE (14
1<i<j<N

N

= 2 1= oPIBAL

= Z /\iHB(Z XiB] = B3
i=1 j=1

N

= Mt =o? BB

i=1

N
= Z )‘1||A((1 —H— C)(hmax(k) + hl) - CﬂAug + /Lh)”

N
- Z )‘i(l - C)2||A(hma>c(k) +h; + MAug)H%
1=1
N
= Z[”A((l - R C)(hmax(k) + hl) - CMAU;I)”%

+

2<A((1 - K C)(hmax(k) + hl) - CMAug)v /LAh>

N
—Z&@wﬁ
(” ( max( +h1 —i—IU,AU. )H )

N
< Z 1+5 1_M_C)2||hmax(k) +h1H%

| Auf|[3)] + || uAh|3
+2<A((1 — gt — ¢)(hyax(r) + h1 — cuAhd), pAh)
N

=3 A1 = 8)(1 = ) (| Dnax(y + a3 + p? [ Au?]3)
=1
al 1 1
= Z)\z‘[(l + 5)((5 — )% Bmax(ey + ha 13 + ZMQHAU‘?H%]
1=1
+<A((1 - H)(hmax(k) + hl))vluAh>
Al
—Z 7 = ) (Pmaxe) + hy 3+ p?[|Au]]l3)
1 1 42 2 2
S (G-pt(EsT 7+ D)0 = p+ )

'”hmax(k) + hl ”g + /1'(1 - M)thmax(k) + hl ”2
= (Vs 2+ 1 — p*)0 — (= 1)) Bmaxr) + hall

(15)

with somep > 0. Setc = 1, p = =¥ "+1 For notational
convenience, we writé for d,.,1),. Let the left-hand side

2
2



+(1 = 11?)plBmax(r) + hull2. (16)

Consider| hy,q.(x) +hi |2 as the independent variable in the
inequality [16) 0. If we want the solution aboyth,,.(x) +

h, |2 is upper bounded, the coefficient of the second-order

term should be less than zero. Therefore, we have

1
and p
. <7
Hhmdx(k}) +hyfl2 < Ve Tris (18)
In (18), we used the fact that
(s7+1)k
[Awf3 < > (k1 [ud]ls)?
j=k+m+1

(O Q
< Gst-m(G Sy a9
< ks?7202

1/

I L

k1/a

2
o q—2 Hhmax(k)Hq
= ks <7kl/q
2
kl/a—1/2 Do

< Sq72||hmax(k) + hl”%a

where [19) is from[{12) and(20) is from Lemimh 1.
If (s + 1)k is not an integer, notés’)? = [s?k]/k, then
s’ > s, k(s)? is an integer, from the above derivations, we
know that if
1

0 = O(say1)k = O((s)a+1)k < NG,

(I8) holds. While
1 1
< )
Vsi=2 41 \/(s/)1 2+ 1
so if (s? + 1)k is not an integer, the conditiody o 1), <
% is still enough to guarantee that the solution abou

54—2

[max(k)+n, |2 Of the inequality [IBY 0 is upper-bounded.
From [6, Lemma 5.4] and_(11), we haV _ ,,.x(x)l2 <
Hhmax(k)HQ- So

V My 13 + 1 i 13

||>A( - Xmax(k)HQ = Hh”2

1) The noiseless case: i is k-sparse, thetAh = Ax —
AXppax(r) = AX—Ax = 0. Therefore in[(Ib), lep = 0,
then in [21), we havgx — x||» = 0, i.e., x recoversx
exactly. This completes the proof of TheorEin 1.
The noisy case3 {z lzllz < n}: If x is
approximately:-sparse|y —Ax||> < ¢, and the spectral
norm of A is o(A), then

2)

(A(hyax(k) +hi), Ah)
[[A(Bmax(k) + h1)l2]|Ahl]2
V1 + 6| hyaxr) + hall2(|ly — Ax|2
+ly — Ax|l2 + [[AX_ max(k)[12)
SVI+5(n+ €+ o (A) X maxi [12)

N hmax(r) + half2.

<
<

(22)

In this case, the assumptidly — Axr||2 € B holds

if 7 > €+ o(A)||X_ max(k)|l2- Therefore, in [(IB), let
p=V1+0d(e+n+0(A)xX_ maxll2), then we have
(@ from (21). This proves Theorenh 2.

The noisy caseB3 = {z : ||ATz|. < n}: If x is

approximately k-sparse,||AT (y — Ax)||« < ¢ the

spectral norm ofA is o(A), then

3)

(A(hpax(k) +hi), Ah)

(hax(k) + hu, A" Ah)

[Bumasx(r) + a1 - [ATAhl|o

Mumas(ry + 1 - [ATA(K = Ximax(e)) oo

V(57 + Dk + hall2 - (JA" (y — A%) [l
+ AT (y = Ax) [0 + [| AT AX max() [l )

V(59 + Dkl hupax(r) + a2

'(77 +e+ ||ATAx7 maX(k)H2)

V(89 4+ 1)k Byaxr) + a2

(77 + €+ Uz(A)fo max(k)||2)'

IA

IN

IN

IN

In this case, the assumptidfy — Axrl|j2 € B holds

if 7 > €4 0?(A)||X_ max(r [|2. Therefore, in[(IB), let

p=V1+6(e+n+0*(A)|IX_ max( ||2), then we have
t  (@0) from [21). This finishes the proof of Theoréin 3.

V. CONCLUSION

We improved the RIC bound @f, minimization by general-

Then

1% = x|l

\/§”hmax(k)|‘2
\/§||hmax(k) +hy H2

IN A

H)A( - xmax(k) ”2 + ||X, max (k) ”2

IN A

V2p
1—+vVs172 416

IN

+ fo max(k)H2-

\/§”hmax(k) + hl”? + HX, max(k)”2

(21)

izing the result in Cai and Zhangl[7]. Under the more general
RIC bound,/, minimization can recover sparse signals exactly
and approximately sparse signals stably. Although it ise@ st
forward for the RIC study off, minimization, whether the
proposed bound is sharp or not needs further research.
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