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Abstract

This paper considers the use of total variation regularization in the recovery of approximately
gradient sparse signals from their noisy discrete Fourier samples in the context of compressed sensing.
It has been observed over the last decade that a reconstruction which is robust to noise and stable to
inexact sparsity can be achieved when we observe a highly incomplete subset of the Fourier samples
for which the samples have been drawn in a random manner. Furthermore, in order to minimize
the cardinality of the set of Fourier samples, the sampling set needs to be drawn in a non-uniform
manner and the use of randomness is far more complex than the notion of uniform random sampling
often considered in the theoretical results of compressed sensing. The purpose of this paper is to
derive recovery guarantees in the case where the sampling set is drawn in a non-uniform random
manner. We will show how the sampling set is dependent on the sparsity structure of the underlying
signal.

1 Introduction

In [6], Candes, Romberg and Tao presented a numerical experiment which demonstrated that the Logan-
Shepp phantom can be exactly recovered from its partial Fourier coefficients. Specifically, exact recovery
is achieved by solving the following minimization problem, where ||-||;, is the isotropic total variation
norm, x is taken to be the Logan-Shepp phantom at resolution 512 x 512 and PqA is the discrete Fourier
transform restricted to the index set {2 which is taken to be 22 radial lines on a uniform grid as shown
in Figure[I] The reader is referred to Section [2.I] for precise definitions of these notations.

_Join ||z]| 71 subject to PoAz = PoAx. (1.1)

To theoretically justify this experiment, [6] proved that given any signal x € CV*¥ which is s-sparse

in its discrete gradient, with probability exceeding 1 — €, x can be exactly recovered from its discrete
Fourier data supported on an index set Q = ' U {0} where € is of cardinality O (s - (log N + log(e™!))
chosen uniformly at random by solving (|1.1)). Furthermore, it can be proved (see [20]) that solutions of

Ze%lzivrizv |z]| 7y subject to |[PoA — PoAx|l, <6 (1.2)
are robust to noise § > 0 and stable to inexact sparsity for this uniform random choice of the sampling
set 2.

Due to the close links of the Logan Shepp phantom experiment with practical applications, such as
computed tomography imaging, the work [6] has motivated much of the research in compressed sensing
over the last decade. In particular, there have been many studies on how to optimally choosing the
sampling set  when solving [18, 16, 21) B] and one common quality of the sampling patterns
proposed is that they are not uniform random patterns. They all sample densely at low Fourier fre-
quencies, and less densely at higher Fourier frequencies. This is evident even in the radial line sampling
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Figure 1: The Logan Shepp Phantom (left), which can be exactly recovered from 22 radial lines of its
Fourier coefficients (right).

pattern of Figure |1l Furthermore, despite the theoretical results of [6] and [20], letting the sampling set
be Q = Q' U {0} with ' chosen uniformly at random generally result in inferior reconstructions and
is not used in practice. As an example, consider the reconstruction of the image shown on the left of
Figure |3| from 5.22% of its discrete Fourier coefficients supported on Qy and €y shown in Figure 2| Qy
is chosen uniformly at random, whilst Qy is chosen randomly with higher concentration at low Fourier
frequencies. The reconstructions and their relative errors are shown in Figure [3| where the relative error
of a reconstruction R is €.¢; = ||[R — I||y / ||I]|, with I denoting the original image.

QV Q

Figure 2: the Fourier sampling maps, each indexing 5.22% of the available Fourier samples.

However, to date, most of the theoretical results of compressed sensing consider only a uniform
random choice of the sampling set ). The purpose of this paper is to derive theoretical statement on
how a non-uniform choice of the sampling set 2 will impact how solutions of the following minimization
problem approximates z € CV (or CV*V),

min : | z|| 7y subject to |[PoA — PoAz|l, <0

z€CN (or CNxN

where |[|-||,, is either the one dimensional total variation norm or the two dimensional isotropic total
variation norm with Neumann boundary conditions and A is the unitary discrete Fourier transform on
CN or CN*N and ¢ > 0. We first demonstrate the choice of 2 is not dependent on sparsity alone.

1.1 Sparsity is insufficient in itself

Theoretical results in compressed sensing which concern recovery statements based on a uniform random
choice of the sampling set often account only for the sparsity of the underlying signal. However, to
understand how to choose the samples 2 optimally, one must consider more than simply sparsity.
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Figure 3: The original image of size 512 x 512 taken from the USC-SIPI image database, the recon-
structed images and their relative errors.

Consider the recovery of two signals, as shown in Figure [d] Signal 1 and signal 2 are both vectors of
length N = 256, with 16 non-zero entries in their total variation coefficients. For each signal, say x, we
now consider the reconstruction obtained by solving EI

min ||z subject to PoAx = PgAz
i [zl subj Q Q

where |||| ., is now the one-dimensional total variation norm, A is the one-dimensional discrete Fourier
transform and Q C {—N/2+1,...,N/2} indexes the 32 Fourier coefficients of lowest frequencies plus
10% of the remaining Fourier coefficients, drawn uniformly at random. The same sampling pattern €2 is
used in the reconstruction of signal 1 and signal 2. Although the sampling pattern and the sparsity in
the total variation of signals are identical, the reconstruction for signal 1 is exact and the reconstruction
for signal 2 has a relative error of 78.34%.

This effect is also visible in the recovery of signals via total variation regularisation in two-dimensions.
Consider image 1 and image 2 as displayed in Figure[}] Both images are of dimension 128 x 128 and have
exactly 489 nonzero entries in their total variation coefficients. Suppose that we are given the Fourier
coefficients indexed by the sampling map A shown in Figure[7] that is 16 x 16 Fourier coefficients of the
lowest frequencies, plus 5% of the remaining Fourier coefficients. Then, as shown in Figure m image 1
can be recovered exactly by solving 7 whilst the solution of for image 2 yields a relative error
of 53.7%. We again emphasize that the total variation sparsity and the given Fourier data are exactly
the same for both images. Yet, there is a stark difference in the reconstruction quality. So, this suggests
that the sampling strategy cannot depend on sparsity alone, but on some additional signal structure.

Suppose now that we are restricted to between 5% and 8% of the available samples, but the samples
can be distributed arbitrarily. Is it possible to recover Image 2? Figure [7] shows the reconstructions
obtained when restricted to the Fourier data specified by the sampling patterns, B, C, D and E, shown
in Figure [f] The reconstruction of image 1 is exact, whilst the reconstruction of image 2 has a relative
error of 57.7% and 70.8% when reconstructed from the Fourier samples specified by maps B and C
respectively. Furthermore, taking samples uniformly at random or with greater density at higher Fourier
frequencies resulted in poor reconstructions for both images. This not only suggests that the optimal
choice of the sampling pattern cannot be dependent on sparsity alone, but also that the amount of
subsampling possible may also be dependent on some additional signal structure. So, a theory which
assumes only sparsity cannot fully explain the sub-Nyquist phenomenon of compressed sensing with total
variation in practice.

IThe numerical algorithm used was the split Bregman method described in [10]
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Figure 4: the Fourier sampling map associated with the reconstruction of these signals consists of the
first 32 samples plus 10% of the remaining samples chosen uniformly at random. Both signal 1 and signal
2 have the same sparsity in their total variation coefficients. However, signal 1 is exactly reconstructed
whilst the reconstruction of signal 2 has a relative error of 78.34%.
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Figure 5: image 1 (left) and image 2 (right).



Figure 6: the Fourier sampling maps used in the reconstructions of image 1 and image 2.
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Figure 7: reconstructions of image 1 (left) and of image 2 (right) from their partial Fourier coefficients
specified by the sampling maps in Figure [6] Relative error is denoted by &,
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1.2 Related works
1.2.1 Stable and robust recovery of gradient sparse signals from Fourier samples

As mentioned in the introduction it was proved in [20] that solutions of are stable to inexact sparsity
and robust to noise if €2 is chosen uniformly at random and of cardinality O (slog(NN)). However, this
choice of Q does not reflect how compressed sensing is used in practice and [20] also highlighted the
need for analysis when  is chosen in a non-uniform random manner and demonstrated that under
additional assumptions on the sparsity pattern of the underlying signal, one is required to only sample
low Fourier frequencies and thereby sample less than would be required when sampling uniformly at
random. Another recent development is the work [24] by Krahmer and Ward, in which they derived
sufficient conditions on the number of samples required for stable and robust recovery when solving
where A is a weighted discrete Fourier operator and (2 is chosen in a non-uniform manner which
concentrates at low Fourier frequencies. However, their theory assumes that the underlying signal is
sparse and does not consider any further signal structure. Consequently, the estimates on the number of
samples required were pessimistic when compared to actual examples and only suggest that subsampling
is possible in cases of extreme sparsity. Moreover, a sparsity based theory will not only give overly
pessimistic results that do not match the observations seen in experiments, it hides the highly important
fact that the optimal sampling strategy is signal structure dependent. As we will demonstrate in this
paper, the theory of how to choose the sampling procedure depending on the signal structure is highly
complex.

1.2.2 Other instances of signal structure dependence

The concept that the randomness of our sampling strategy should be tailored to some specific signal
structure other than sparsity is relevant not only when using the total variation norm as argued in this
paper, but also for regularization with other sparsifying systems. [I] discusses several experiments which
demonstrate this phenomonen for a range of sparsifying sytems (including shearlets, wavelets, curvelets)
and different sampling systems (Fourier, Hadamard).

One particular example which has motivated much of this work is the case of recovery of wavelet
coefficients from Fourier samples. As discussed in [I], this problem does not fit into the standard
framework of compressed sensing and the notions of uniform random sampling, sparsity and incoherence
cannot be used to explain the recovery of signals from highly incomplete Fourier samples. With this
example in mind, [I] introduced an extended theory of compressed sensing which allows us to divide
the available samples into levels and obtain estimates of the number of samples required at each level.
Moreover those estimates reveals the dependence of the Fourier sampling pattern on the underlying
wavelet structure.

1.3 Overview

In this paper, we derive recovery statement which will demonstrate how the sparsity pattern of the
underlying signal will impact the choice of the sampling set 2 when solving . In order to do this,
we develop a theoretical framework which caters for non-uniform choices of the sampling set 2 and
the sparsity structure of the underlying signal. This can be seen as a generalization of the framework
introduced in [I]. The main results concerning the recovery of signals from their partial Fourier data via
total variation minimization are in Section [2| The main results concerning a more general compressed
sensing problem are presented in Section [3.1] The results of Section [2]are proved in Section [dand Section
The results of Section [3.1] are proved in Section [6]

2 Recovery from partial Fourier data via total variation regu-
larization
This paper concerns the following two problems.

(P1) For some fixed underlying signal € CV and noise level § > 0, how should

QC{—|N/2) +1,...,[N/2]}



be chosen such that given y = PoAx, solutions of the following minimization problem ‘accurately
approximates’ x?
min ||n||;, subject to ||[PoAn —yl||, <. (2.1)
necN

(P2) For some fixed underlying image 2 € CN*¥ and noise level § > 0, how should
QC{-|N/2] +1,...,[N/2]}°

be chosen such that given y = PqAxz, solutions of the following minimization problem ‘accurately
approximates’ z?

ne%lzlvrizv 10l subject to ||[PoAn —yll, < 6. (2.2)

2.1 Notation

Before stating the main results, we first introduce some notations.

Notation for one dimensional total variation

Let N € N. Given J C {1,...,N}, let 1; € {0,1}" be such that (1) =1 for k € J and (1) = 0 for
k & J. We define the operator

D: (CN — (CN_I, X — (—l‘j + :L‘j+1)§-v:711
and the total variation norm of z € CV as
H‘THTV = “D$||1

We refer to Dz as the total variation coefficients of z. Let A € CN*N be the unitary discrete Fourier
transform. We index the matrix A with k = —N/2+1,...,N/2 and j =0,...,N — 1, and let A[k, j] =
N—12e2miki/N = For Q C {—|N/2] +1,...,[N/2]}, let Pq be the orthogonal projection matrix such
that
PQ : (CN — (CN, (PQQS)j = {xj J€ 0 .
0  otherwise.

Notation for two dimensional total variation

We will also be dealing with two dimensional images in this paper, and we now define the analogous
operators and norm. To avoid clutter of notation, we will use the same notation for analogous concepts,
however it should be clear from the context as to whether we are using the one-dimensional definitions
or the two-dimensional definitions.

For J C {1,...,]\7}2, let 15 € {O,l}NXN be such that (1) =1for k€ J and (1), =0 for k & J.
Let Dy : CNXN 5 CNXN Dy : CVXN 5 CVNXN and D : CVXN 5 CVXN x CVXN be defined as follows.
Given x € CNXNV|

Tti+1,ts — Tty pe 1 <IN
Dz = ' ’
(D121, 1, {0 f =N,

Tty tot1 — Tiy ity L2 <N
(D2x>t17t2 - {0 12 12 t2 = N?
(Dm)tl-,t2 = ((Dlx)h,tzv (D2x)t1,t2)‘
We refer to |(Dx)y, +,| as the (t1,t2) total variation coefficients of z, where || is the Euclidean norm and

define the isotropic total variation norm as

N

Izl = D (Dx)igl.

ij=1



Given J C {1,..., N}z, we define its perimeter as

Per(J) = ”]]-J”TV,l
where |-y, is the anisotropic total variation norm and is defined as

N
|#llpyy = Y [(D1a)s | +|(Daa)i ] -

ij=1

For Q C Z?, we will let Pg be the orthogonal projection such that

kq kg) €
. :(CNXN _>(CN><N7 Pox _ Ty, ko ( ) , .Z‘E(CN.
o (Pax)k, k, 0 otherwise

For A C {1,...,N}? let Py : CN*N 5 CN*N _y CN*N 5 CN*N e such that

Pa ((x,y)) = (PAI7PAy)a T,y € (CNXN

Let A : CV*N — CN*N be the two dimensional unitary discrete Fourier transform, where we index Az
by (k1,k2) such that —|N/2| +1 < ky, ko < [N/2]. Specifically, we define

1 L L N N
(Ax)khkz = N Z xj17j262 z( NN )7 - {ZJ +1< ki, ko < ’72—‘ .

ji,j2€{1,...,N}

General notation

1. For p € [1,00], let B(¢P(N)) denote the set of bounded linear operators on ¢#(N). We will not
differentiate between infinite matrices and bounded linear operators on ¢?(N) in this paper.

2. Given an operator A, let N'(A) denote the null space of A and let R(A) denote the range of A.
3. For p,q € [1,00], let |-]|,_,, denote the operator norm from ¢7(N) to £4(N).

4. Given any index set A, let P denote the orthogonal projection onto the canonical basis indexed
by A.

5. Given any subspace W C (?(N), let Qyy denote the orthogonal projection onto W.

6. Given A = (X;)jen € £=(N), let A~! be the vector whose ;% entry is A; if A; # 0 and is zero
otherwise. Given any matrix W, Wo A := WL and A o W := LW, where L is the diagonal matrix
whose diagonal is A.

7. Given z,y € R, we write < y to denote < C - y for some numerical constant C.
8. Given z € £2(N), sgn(z) € (*°(N) is such that its j*" entry is x;/|z;| if #; # 0 and zero otherwise.

9. For M € N, let [M] = {1,..., M}.

2.2 Signal structure

As demonstrated in Section [I.T} any theory which explains the success of non-uniform sampling patterns
cannot be based on sparsity alone, but should take into account more specific signal structures. The
examples therein suggest that the sampling pattern depends on the number of ‘fine details’ present in
the underlying signal.



2.2.1 One dimensional case

Active sparsity

For some = € CV, suppose that Dz has s non-zero entries at the indices ¢y,...,t; where 1 < t; <
... <ts < N —1. So, the signal z is s-sparse in its gradient. Then, it follows that x € N(P5D) =
{]l{tj,ﬁl,...,tj} ryg=1,...,8+ 1} and z is the composition of s + 1 constant vectors, i.e. there exists

some « € C51 such that
s+1

2=l i1,
j=1

where tg = 0, ts41 = N and for any J C {1,...,N}, 1; € {0, I}N is the vector which is one on the index
set J and zero elsewhere.

The example in Figure {4| suggest that different signal structures require different sampling patterns.
Moreover the key difference in feature between signal 1 and signal 2 are the widths of the constant vectors
which make up the signal. With this in mind, we propose the following notions of active sparsity and
fineness with respect to A.

Definition 2.1 (Active sparsity of a signal). Given A® = {{1,t2,...,ts} C{1,...,N — 1} such that
0=ty <ty <"'<ts<ts+1:Na

the active sparsity at p € [0, 00] is defined to be

N 1 N
S(hp) == N A U
(4.7) 2 (tj —tj-1) HJ 7o p}’

Jitj—tj—1>(N/p)

Observe that S (A, p) is a non-increasing function in p and if Dz is zero on A, then for all p € [0, 1],
S(A,p)—1=s=|A°. So, S (A,p)—1 is the number of nonzero entries in Dz. If Dz is zero on A, then z =
Z;i} Ly, 41,y for some {a; };i_”} € C*t1. As demonstrated numerically, the sampling strategy
should depend on the widths {¢t; —¢,_1: j =1,...,s4+ 1}. S(A, p) can be thought of as quantifying the
number of widths less than N/p. For the examples in Figure |4} plots of their active sparsity values are
shown in Figure

Fineness of a signal

The notion of sparsity in compressed sensing has been useful because it is one quantity describing the
amount of information needed to recover a signal. In the case of recovering a signal from its partial
Fourier data, the sparsity of the gradient of a signal is not sufficient for this. Thus, we introduce the
concept of the ‘fineness’ of a signal. This is meant to provide a succinct means of differentiating between
the structure of two signals.

Definition 2.2 (Fineness of a signal). Given A° = {t1,ta,...,ts} C{1,...,N — 1} such that
0=ty <t1 <---<tg<tsy1 =N,

the fineness is defined as

s+1 1
FA) =S ———.
jz:; t]‘ - tj,1

For the examples in Figure[4] the fineness of signal 1 is 1.51 whilst the fineness of signal 2 is 15.03.

2.2.2 Two dimensional case
Active sparsity

For two-dimensional case, suppose that z € CN*¥ and A C {1,..., N}2 is the largest index set such
that PyDz = 0 and there exists a partition of {1,..., N}?, {I; : j=1,...,n} such that

./\/'(ISAD):{]IIJ. :j:l,...,n}.
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Then z =377

We first remark that the perimeters of {Per([. j)}? , are closely related to the sparsity in the total
variation coefficients of x. In general, the anisotropic total variation and the associated notion of perime-
ter satisfy the following for any # € CV*¥ [7] (although this is not true for the isotropic total variation

norm and its associated perimeter [8])

1 a1z, for some a € C™.

I#llrva = [ Per(z = ehya

Also, we have that 2 |[A¢| < Z 1 Per(I;) < 4]A°|.

The example in presented in Flgure [7] demonstrated that the subsampling pattern cannot depend
on sparsity alone, but suggest that the signal structure which determines the sampling pattern are the
‘fineness’ of the different components of the image. We will characterize this notion of ’'fineness’ by
considering the ratio between the perimeter and the area of each region, {Per(l;)/ | j|}?:1. We now
introduce some definitions to formalise these ideas.

Definition 2.3 (Active sparsity of an image). Given A C {1,..., N} such that
PAD {]].[ j:l,...,n},

the active sparsity at p € [0, 00] is defined as

N Per
S(A,p):= 5 . Z

+ ZPer

ng | J‘ jGA

=i putry <3 )

Observe that S(A,0) = Z?Zl Per(1;), which is up to a constant the number of nonzero entries in the
gradient of x. S(A,p) is non-increasing in p, and describes the sparsity in the gradient of x coming from
the components I; for which |I;| /Per(I;) is sufficiently small.

For the images in Figure [7] the fineness of image 1 is 90.43 and the fineness of image 2 is 1008.05.
Plots of their active sparsity values are shown in Figure[§] Observe that the active sparsities have much
faster decay for signal 1 and image 1 when compared with signal 2 and image 2 respectively.

where

Fineness of an image

As in the one dimensional case, it is desirable to have a succinct concept to differentiate between two
images for the purpose of total variation regularization. Intuitively, this should be dependent on how
sparsity in the gradient, and how complex the boundaries of components which make up the image.

Definition 2.4 (Finenss of an image). Given A C {1,..., N} such that
PAD {]].[ j:l,...,n}.

The fineness is defined as
" Per(I;)?

Fa)= ;]

j=1
For the images in Figure[7] the fineness of image 1 is 90.43 and the fineness of image 2 is 1008.05.

2.3 Main results I

2.4 The one dimensional case

To understand the success of variable density sampling patterns, we define the following multilevel
sampling model.

11
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Figure 8: Left: active sparsity values for signal 1 (blue) and signal 2 (red). Right: active sparsity values
for image 1 (blue) and image 2 (red).

The multilevel sampling model

Let N € N. For r € N, let M = {My},_, € N" be such that 0 = My < M; < --- < M, = N and for
each k=1,...,r, let

Ty ={j €Z: —[My/2] <j < —|Myg-1/2] =1, [My-1/2] <j < [My/2] -1}
Let (mg)j_; € N” and Qnvm = 1 U -+ - Q, be such that for each k =1,...,r,
Q. C Ty, || = mp < My, — M1
is drawn uniformly at random.
Suppose that 2 € CV is approximately (s — 1)-sparse in its gradient, meaning that there is A C
{1,...,N — 1} be such that |[A°] = s — 1 and ||PaDz||; << 1. By definition of the function S from

Definition s = S(A,1). Then, we have the following theorem on the impact of M and m on the
success of recovering x by solving ([2.1)).

Theorem 2.5. Let ¢ > 0 and £ = (log(se™') 4+ 1) -log(q~*N3/2\/s). Suppose that M and m satisfy the
following.

(i) Fork=1,...,r,

mpg >£. S(A,max{Mk,l,l}) Mk ] (8—1)
Mk_Mk—l ~ maX{Mk_l,l} max{Mk_l,l} N '

(ii) Fork=1,...,7, my > (log(se™!)

N
Z(Mk_Mk 1 1) (max{Mk 1 }"§’“+Sz:f1'(max{]\z\§:_l,1}>2>

k=

1) - log(q~ N3/2\/s) - 1hy, such that {1 },_, satisfies

for any {8x},_, such that

D & < F(A)
k=1
Then, with probability exceeding (1 — €), any solution to with = On,m satisfies
0
N2 g —aly 5 (145 L) -+ [PaDal, ). (23)
Vi
with
-1 -1 r
I— log(e=1) + log, (8 N/sq )7 ‘= mm Mg
log, (4N +/sq7 1) =1 My — My_1
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Remark 2.1 Note that z is often considered to be the discretization of some function f on a compact
interval, say [0, 1], with z; = f(5/N). Then it is natural to define the discrete ¢* norm (see for example,
[I7]) of f as

1/2

N
Y NTHG/NIP) =NV,

j=1

Furthermore, the discrete gradient norm of f is often defined to be

= HD$||1

1 L |f((G +1)/N) = f(/N)]
N ; 1/N

So, N=/2 term on the right hand side of the error estimate above is a natural occurrence.

2.4.1 Interpretation of the result

(a)

Both conditions (i) and (ii) have the factor of (max {Mj_1,1})"" on their right hand sides, since
My, 1 increases with k, a direct consequence is that the percentage of samples drawn at levels
corresponding to higher Fourier frequencies should be small relative to levels corresponding to
low Fourier frequencies. To offer an intuitive and informal explanation of this phenomenon, the
underlying signal is such that PADx ~ 0 and we can consider it as being well approximated by an
element of A/(P5D), which consists of constant vectors. We will later show that at higher Fourier
frequencies, the sampling vectors become increasingly incoherent with these constant vectors and
columns of (P5D)" (which are elements of N (PAD)*. So, if the crucial information about our
signal is encoded in N'(PAD) and N (PAD)+ and this information becomes increasing spread out at
higher Fourier frequencies, then this advocates for more subsampling at higher Fourier frequencies.

Condition (i) suggests that in order to guarantee stable recovery, the fraction of samples which
we should draw from T’y \ T'x_1 is, up to the usual log factor and ratios between M} and Mj_q,
s/N + S(A, My_1)/ max {My_1,1}, where we recall from Definition that S(A, max {My_1,1})
is the active sparsity and decreases as k increases. So, (i) implies that if suffices to take s — 1
samples uniformly at random from all available Fourier samples, then after dividing the Fourier
samples into r levels, draw additional samples in accordance to the active sparsity at each level.

Similarly to (i), (ii) also presents a factor of (s — 1)/N. However, instead of a dependence on the
active sparsity in each level, the sampling is now dependent on F'(A), the fineness prescribed by
A. When the widths of the constant vector components of A(P5D) are large, such as in the case
of signal 1 of Figure 4] F(A) can significantly smaller than sparsity. So, this result suggest that
the amount of subsampling possible is determined by F(A) and the behaviour of S(A,-) - smaller
values of F((A) and S(A,-) will allow for more subsampling.

2.4.2 Comparison with the recovery result from [20]

We first remark that the total variation norm considered in [20] is with periodic boundary conditions and
this was crucial to the proofs in [20]. In contrast, this results of this paper consider the total variation
norm with Neumann boundary conditions. However, the Neumann boundary conditions are not crucial
to the proof of Theorem and the analysis can be adapted with the periodic boundary condition case
with the same results. Boundary conditions aside, we now compare the result of Theorem with the
results of [20]. In Theorem 2.1 of [20], it was shown that if Q is chosen uniformly at random with

m 2 s-log (671) log (N),

then with probability exceeding 1 — €, any minimizer & of ([2.1)) satisfies

[l — &l

VN

S log¥%(mtogts) - (5 22 + P40 ).
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The result of Theorem improves upon this error bound by a factor of logl/ 2 (m)log(s), furthermore,
if we let My = k- N -r~1 then since S(A,-) < s and F(A) < s, if we consider the worst case scenario,
and let F(A) = s and S(A,max {k — 1,1}) = s for each k, then condition (i) is satisfied if

e 2 (Qog(se™) 4 1) dogla 828 (ot () )

and as a rather crude estimate, condition (ii) is satisfied if each of its summand is no greater that r—!
and this is implied by

- S

my 2 (log(se ') + 1) -log(q ' N2 - \/s) - (max{(rk - 1)1} " <max{kk 1 1}) - 1>>

and the total number of samples prescribed is

m>C-s-(log(se™) +1)-log(¢ 1 N3/2 . \/s)

where the constant C' depends only on the number of levels r. Although the total number of samples
does not improve upon the estimate from [20], the analysis reveals how the sampling pattern should
depend on the sparsity structure of the underlying signal. Note also that this is a worst case estimate
on the number of samples, since the terms S(A, max {k —1,1}) and F(A) can be much smaller than s as
demonstrated in Section Finally, it is likely that the bounds of Theorem are not sharp and can
be improved upon - the result still considers sampling from all N Fourier frequencies, however, Theorem
2.3 from [20] reveals that one only needs to sampling high frequencies to recover ‘fine’ details. So, it is
likely that the factors of (s — 1)/N can be removed from estimates (i) and (ii) above.

2.5 The two dimensional case
The multilevel sampling model

Let N € N. For r € N, let I = {T';},,_, be r disjoint sets such that

U e ={=[N/2],...,[N/2] - 1}
k=1
and let m = {my},_, € N” be such that for each k =1,...,7, 0 <my < |Tx]. Let Q=Q; U---UQ, be
such that for each k =1,...,r,
Qk Crk, |Qk| = Mk,

is drawn uniformly at random. We do not place any restrictions on how {Fk}£:1 can be chosen, however,
it is natural to group Fourier samples of similar frequencies into the same 'y, set.

Fix x € CV*¥ . Suppose we have an index set A C {1,..., N}Q, such that there exists a partition
of {1,...,N}*, {I;:j=1,...,n} for which N(P,D) = {1, :j=1,....n}. Let s = S(A,1). The
following theorem describes the impact of I' and m on the success of recovering = by solving . We
first introduce some notation. For k =1,...,r, let

M = max |m|, M = max{ min |m|, 1} .
mely mely

Let

o5 |

cp =max<{ 1, — ;, Ly - M
|D*Paeo
2
where R R R
ik = 1(Pr, AQf, (PAD))), W, = span ({D*PACU} UN(PAD)) , (2.4)

and

o= <(Dx)hﬂ2> .
|(Dm)j1,12| (j1,42)€{1,...,N}?

14



Theorem 2.6. Let € > 0 and

£ = (log(se ) + 1) log(¢ ' N2By/5), B = H(ﬁAD)THHQ.

Suppose that T' and m satisfy the following.
(i) Fork=1,...,r,

T > rgy S(A’7Mk_)+ s M
N'Mlinm N2 Mémn

(i) Fork=1,...,r, mg 2 L -1hy with

- |Fk| .§k S Mrax 2
12 (ml i | e e (3w
k=1 k k k

for any {8x},_, such that

S < F(A).
k=1
Then, with probability exceeding (1 — €), any solution & to will satisfy

el JPay] (02 T2 [Pane] ).

with

min —

log, (N2 /s~ T RED

L \/mg(el) + logy(8N2/5q~!) e

Remark 2.2 There are a couple of loose ends to this theorem, as we are currently missing bounds
for ¢, and H(ISAD)T’LHQ. However, given an index set A and test image T, it is possible to compute
these quantities. As an example, in the case of the Logan-Shepp Phantom x of dimension N x N with
N <260, by letting A° = {j : (Dz); # 0}, one can check computationally that H(PAD)TH1_>2 < 20 and
that [D*Pyeo| < HD*lsAcUHQ and u(P(;,U) < 2/j] for U = AQss, (PAD)T. Thus, ¢ < Mmin /pfmex
in the case of tllrle Logan Shep2p phantom. Figure [0] demonstrates the decay in the coherence of U for
N =160,260. So, it is likely that these quantities are not detrimental to the result in practice.

2.5.1 Interpretation of the result

(a) Observe the factors of (M™™)~! on the right hand sides of the inequalities in (i) and (ii). So, this
suggest that the amount of subsampling in I';, will be inversely proportional to M;™", suggesting
the need for denser sampling in sampling domains which contain lower Fourier frequencies.

(b) To understand the dependence on the sparsity structure imposed by A, we first consider condition
(i). This suggests that the fraction of samples we should drawn from the k** level I'y is (up to log
factors and ratios between the absolute values of consecutive levels and c¢y)

s S(A M)
N2 TN M

By the discussion in S(A,p) can be understood as a measure of the fine details up to p and
decreases as p increases. So, (i) suggests that for stable recovery, it is sufficient to take s samples
randomly across all samples, then at each level, sample in accordance to the fine details in the
underlying image. Recalling the active sparsity graphs from Figure |8} S(A,p) decays faster in p
for image 1 than image 2 and so, condition (i) suggests that for accurate recovery, the number of
samples required at high frequencies for image 1 will be significantly smaller than the number of
samples required at high frequencies for image 2.

15



Condition (ii) presents a similar message to condition (i), but instead of the dependence on active
sparsities, it is dependent on the fineness prescribed by A, F(A). If the constant components which
make up the space N (P5D) are large in their areas relative to their perimeters then F(A) can be
significantly smaller than sparsity. Thus, allowing for increased subsampling.

0.8

0.6

0.4r

-80

0.8

0.6

04r

02r

-100 -50 0 50 100 -100 100

Figure 9: for the Logan-Shepp phantom of size N x N, the left plots show the absolute value of
the matrix entries in U = AQg,, (PoD)f, where A is the index set on which Dz = 0 and W, is as
defined in . The right plots show max; |Uy ;| for k = —N/2,...,N/2 — 1 (red) and max, |Uy ;| for
j=-=N/2,...,N/2 —1 (blue). The top plots are for N = 160 and the bottoms plots are for N = 260.

3 A general compressed sensing framework

In order to understand the performance of and , we will analyse a more general problem. Let
A and D be bounded linear operators on £?(N), and for x € ¢?(N), § > 0 and Q C N, suppose we are
given y such that ||[PoAx — y||, < 0 where Pg is the projection onto the canonical basis indexed by .

We will consider how the choice of Q affects minimizers (if they exist) of the following problem.

Z:Dzig’l(N) |Dz||; subject to [[PoAz —yll, <é. (3.1)

The minimization problem which we analyse concerns operators over a Hilbert space, and
since the total variation minimization problem in this paper is finite dimensional, we will only require a
corollary of the main result in this section. The reason for carrying out analysis for this more complicated
problem is that there are inverse problems which are better modelled in a Hilbert space setting and where
an understanding of the solutions to this infinite dimensional minimization problem will be required. We
refer to [2| [I] for further details.
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We also remark that without imposing additional restrictions on D, it is not clear that minimizers of
(3.1)) exist. Moreover even when minimizers exist, in practice, one strives to find approximate minimizers
instead of exact minimizers. So, we will instead consider approximate minimizers of (3.1]).

Definition 3.1 (Approximate minimizers, [4]). Let b > 0. Let W C ¢*(N) and F : (>(N) — R. We say
that £ € W is a b-optimal solution to inf,ew F'(2) if F(§) < b+ inf,ew F(2).

We introduce two definitions which will guide our analysis of (3.1)).

Definition 3.2 (Multi-level sampling). Let r € N, M = (My,...,M,) e NT with 1 < My < ... < M,,
m= (my,...,m;) € N, with my < My — Mi_1, k=1,...,r, and suppose that

Qp C{Mp_1+1,..., Mg}, |Ql=mr, k=1,...,m
are chosen uniformly at random, where My = 0. We refer to the set
Q=0Mvm: =0 U...UQ,.
as an (M, m)-multilevel sampling scheme.

To understand the role of variable density sampling as mentioned, we will specifically consider € as
a multi-level sampling scheme. Typical compressed sensing statements relate to the number of samples
chosen uniformly at random across all available samples. Instead, we will derive statements relating to
the randomness in the samples chosen is non-uniform across the available samples.

Definition 3.3 (Cosparsity). Given any D € B(¢%(N)) and z € (*(N), the cosparse set is the index set
A for which PyDxz = 0. If the dimension of Null(PyD) is s, then we say that x is s-cosparse.

This notion of cosparsity was introduced in [I9]. Much of the theoretical results in compressed sensing
has been about recovery for minimization problems of the following form.

inf bject to ||PoAD*n — <.
nelzr}(N)Hnm subject to [|Pq n y||2 >

Such a minimization problem promotes sparsity in the synthesis coefficients of the underlying signal
x with respect to D, so recovery statements are generally for the recovery of x = D*z such that the
synthesis coefficients z is sparse.

However, in , we are minimizing the analysis coefficients with respect to D, and in the case where
the rows of D are highly redundant, one cannot expect Dz to have many zero entries unless z = 0. So,
instead of sparsity, we characterize the information content with respect to the zeros of Dx. This is the
idea behind cosparsity.

3.1 Main results 11

Let A,D € B(¢*(N)) and fix z € ¢(*(N). Assume that ||A]|, ,, = 1. Given any A C N, let Wy C (*(N)
be such that Wy O N (PAD) and assume that this is a subspace of dimension s. Let W € B(¢?(N)) be a
matrix whose columns form an orthonormal basis for Wj. Let XA € R% be such that

IA o W*D*Ppesgn(Da)|| < 1. (3.2)

oo
Let g € (0,1], let B > ||(PAD)T||,_,,-
Assumption 3.4 (Identifiability). Assume that

1

inf  [|(D*Pa)'Qyy, D*Paesgn(Dz) —ul| < T

3.3
UGN(D*PA) ( )

Assumption 3.5 (Balancing properties). We assume that there exists X € B(¢*(N)) which is invertible
and M € N such that the following holds.

HQWAA*P[M]AXQWA - QWAH2—>2 = (3-4)

1
87
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Ao WA P AXWoX™ —W*W|| < (4 1og§/2(4C*M\/§/q)) o , (3.5)

and
1

|(D*PA) Qs A P AXW o A7H|
where Cy, = H)leoo -max {1, B||X||5_,}-
We also define Y = min {g - (8’|)\71H00\/§~ HXA*P[M]’|2_>2)_1, B-,/q}, and
M = min{i eN: rilgicHP[ AQW (PAD) eZH2 < Y} .

Then, we have the following result.

Theorem 3.6. Fiz ¢ > 0. Let @ = Qmm be an (M, m)-multilevel sampling scheme and let Ty, =
{M_1+1,...,M}. Suppose that m = (mq,...,m,) € N" is such that ¢ = minj_, W and
satisfies the following.

(a) For eachk=1,...,r,
ar = (log(se™) + 1) log(q  MC/5) - - Zu(PpkAXWP{j}) . )\]717 t=1,2 (3.7)
j=1

where
p = max {(Pr, AQy,, (PAD)Y),  pu(Pr,AXWoA)}

and qi. 2 (log(se™ ') + 1) log(¢~ ' MC\/3) - Gy such that {qi},_, satisfies the following.
A_1 1
12 me 312 (P, A& - |[Pr, AXW o A1 |2, (3.8)

for all &€ € {Q#VA(PAD)T)Q, AjWej i €N, j=1,...,s}.
(b) For eachk=1,...,r,

s T
ar 2108 (2) - (1Xlyop + 1) D i
=1

where i = max { p(Pr, AWP ), un(Pr, AXWPy;) }.
(c)

M ro
B? 2 log <7> ~max(g; ' — 1) - p(Pr, AQyy, (PAD))%.

If the given samples y in satisfy |PoAx — y|, < 9, then with probability exceeding (1 — €), any
b-optimal solution & to satisfies

o)
€= 2lly S B- (IXllpp +1)- (L- =+ IPADa + b)

with

log,(4MCr/5g )

Remark 3.1 (i) A is only used as a tool to mathematically understand solutions to (3.1). We are
often interested in cases where either the sparsifying operator D or its pseudoinverse (P,D)' are
of arbitrarily large norm. One notable example is the case where D is the finite differences matrix.

B 1 -1y 41 SMC, -1
L= Xl V3 1||m\/og<e ) +logy(8MC.v/54~Y)

W is also only a mathematical construct of this theory, and provides a concrete way of understand-
ing the space Wy and is in general not unique. As we demonstrate in our analysis of the total
variation case, appropriate choices of W and A can provide insight as to how we should subsample.
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(ii) Despite the norm restriction on A in Theorem we can still apply the result of Theorem to
understand solutions to (3.1)) where the matrix A is of arbitrary norm. This is because f € £2(N)
is a solution to (3.1)) with ||A||,_,, # 1, if and only if f is a solution to

inf  ||Dz||; subject to HPQAZ - QH <46
z:Dz€l1(N) 2

where A = [|A]|;}, - A, g =||Al;}, -y and § = ||A|, ", -0

(iii) Instead of solving the constrained minimization problem (3.1]), practitioners often consider the
following unconstrained minimization problem. This is especially the case in the context of total
variation minimization.

inf o IP Az —yl; > 0.
Z:Dzlgél(N)” Z||1+a“ Z y||27 «

We simply remark here that the techniques used to derive recoverability conditions for (3.1) can
readily be extended to cover this unconstrained case. Appendix [A] outlines how this can be done.

Discussion on the recovery result

Suppose that D is the identity operator. Then, we can let Wy = Ppc, A = 1z and trivially holds
since the right hand side of is simply zero. Suppose further that A*A is invertible on ¢?(N). This is
the case if A = (Ay;), ;o Where Ay ; = (i, ¢;) and {¢;},cy is a Riesz basis in ¢%(N) and {tj}jen is a
frame if £2(N). So, samples of a signal x € £?(N) are of the form ({z, ¥j))jcq and the ¢! regularization is
on the Riesz basis coefficients with respect to {¢; }j cn - Then, a natural choice for X for the balancing
properties condition is (A*A)~! since

|}PAUA*P[M]A(A*A)71PAU — Ppe

2%2*>0

and
||PAA*P[M]A(A*A)71PAC

[ ok de el

as M — oo. So, by letting X = (A*A)~! and letting M € N be sufficiently large, the conditions in
Assumption as satisfied.
Then, conditions (a), (b) and (c) reduce to the following condition.

Mg

. R— 4 4 _
Mo R > max {u(Pr, AP(jy), u(Pr, AXPy) ), k=1,...r (3.9)

JEAC

where
M = INax {,u(PFkAPAc)7 M(PpkAXPAc), ,U/(PFkAPA)}

and my 2 L - My, with

M, —M
1zm;mx{|<| ax Z( e 1—1)-u(PrkAP{j}V-||PrkAXPAc<||§}7 (3.10)
T k=

and the constants involved are dependent on [|X||,_,,.

Both (3.9) and show that the number of samples drawn from the k' level T';, depends not on
the global coherence values, but only on coherence values associated with I'y. Note that if ur — 0 as
k — oo, then this would support the need for denser sampling at lower sampling levels. Furthermore,
the structural dependence is seen in the summation term of and the norm term of , which
we can understand as being linked to the number of sparsifying vectors which are incoherent with the
sampling vectors in level k. In the special case where A is an isometry, then X the identity operator and
Theorem simply reduces to the main theorem of [IJ.

If D is not the identity operator, then condition is no longer trivial. However, this condition can
be made to hold by setting W, to be a sufficiently large subspace, although doing so will correspondingly
force the cardinality of € to increase. A similar condition has also been proposed in [23]. Thus, in
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combination with conditions in Assumption these are conditions on the subspace on which one can
guarantee robust recovery and on the range of samples which we draw from. Conditions (a), (b), and (c)
reveal the dependence of the sampling density in 'y, on the coherence values associated with 'y, and on
signal structure (realized through W) associated with I'y,. We demonstrate in this paper how analysis
on these conditions can provide insight into the success of total variation regularization. It is likely that
similar techniques will also prove fruitful for understanding the role of analysis regularization where D
is a frame operator.

3.2 A recovery result for an [-[|,, norm

The isotropic total variation norm defined in Section cannot be written as ||D-||; for any linear operator
D and does not fit into the framework of . However, observe that %”'HTVJ < |Flpy < llgv
where D1, Dy are the two dimensional finite differences operators defined in Section [2| and ||| 7y, =
[ID1-|l; + [|D2-||; is typically known as the anisotropic total variation norm. Due to the equivalence
between the isotropic and anisotropic total variation norms, the recovery conditions for the isotropic
total variation minimization problem of can be shown to be up to a constant equivalent to those
for the anisotropic total variation minimization problem which is covered by Theorem We have the
following result.

Theorem 3.7. Let A,D € B(¢*(N)), and assume that ||Al|, ., = 1. Let § >0, z,y € £*(N) be such that
|Az —yl|, < 0. Consider
inf |[Dz||, , subject to [|[Az -y, <0 (3.11)

where

2
||Z||2,1 = Z Z |2

€N | ke,

and {A; : i € N} are finite disjoint subsets of N such that U;enA; = N and |A;] =2 for all i € N.
Let A = Ui A; for some J C N and let W and Wy be defined as for Theorem . Let o0 € £*°(N)
be such that P D
A, Dz .
Pp,o = —+—, i eN.
”PAiD‘T”Z

Then under the assumptions of Theorem with and replaced by
[Ao W*D*Pyeo| <1

and )
ot 1Pl

respectively, any b-optimal solution £ to satisfies

1)
€ = ally < (14 [X[p0) - B- (L e IPaDal 4 b)

with

log(e ) + log,(8MC..y/5q 1)

L= Xy + Vs A7 \/ log, (4MC./5q~1)

4 Proof of Theorem 2.5

We assume throughout that z € CY and A® = {t1,...,t, 1} E NP with 1 <t; <ty < - <t <
N —1. Let to =0 and t;, = N.
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Definition of Wy
Lemma 4.1. Let Wy = span {nj eCVN:j=1,...,5+ 1} where

1 .

—— =t_1+1,...,%

)Vt T T Lt P

k)j = =1,...,s
(1e); {0 otherwise. T

and

»

0 =0’ ;

j=1

- {£/||£|| £#£0

IfE#0, let W e CVN*XGHD and X € REL! be defined as follows.

27 (-t )Y? 1<i<s

W = e mst1), A= _
(mln2] .. [Ms+1) l {|f|| 1 [—si1.
Otherwise, if € = 0, then let W € CN*% and X € RS, be defined as follows.

W= (mlna|...Ins),  A=2"1-(ty—ti-)"? 1<1<s.

Then

¢ = D"Ppesgn(Da) — Y (D*Pacsgn(D), 1;)1;.

(4.1)

(i) Wa D N(PAD), W is an isometry and inf,cpp+p,) || (D*Pa) Qg D*Pacsgn(PacDa) — ’UHDO =0,

(i) For each j = 1,...,s, either HPAngQ =0 or HPAJ§||2 > \/2/3, where Aj = {tj_1+1,...,t;}.

Furthermore, ift; —t;_1 =1, then HPAngz =0.
(iii) |A o W*D*Ppesgn(PacDa)| o < 1.
Proof.

(i) The first two assertions are simply by definition of W. The third assertion follows because

D*Ppesgn(Da) = & + 3 (D*Pcsgn(Da), n)n; € Wh.

Jj=1

(ii) Let ¢ = sgn(PacDx). Then, D*PpcC = (o)}, where aj = =i+ (o1 for j=2,...,n—1, a1 = =
and any = (n—_1. Note that ¢; = 0 unless j € A°. If t; —t; 1 = 1, then A; = {t;} and P ;D*Px-( = 0.

If tj - tj—l = 2, then

* T * Ctj, _Ct]‘
PA,D*PacC = (Ctyii—Gty) s (D*PpcC,mj) = IT
_ 2 2
and HPAJ5||; = Ctj 2@]‘71 Ct]‘+§t]‘71 = % If tj 7tj_1 Z 3, then
. T . Gty — Gty
Pa;D PpcC = (Ctj—u 0,---,0, 7ij) ’ (D™PacC,mj) = 7\/151—#1
J J—
and
R U EL T S L R
mAlLEECA tj—tj-1 B =t Yt

2
Saf1-2)' 22
3 9

So, ||PA].§H§ is either zero or at least 2/9.
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(iii) Let ¢ =sgn(PacDx). For j =1,...,s,

|Ct- _Ct-_1’ 2
W*D*P e ,E€5)| = 2 2 < ’
I w6l Vi —ti-1 T V=t

so, [(Ao W*D*PACC)j < 1. Recalling the definition of ¢ from |i if € # 0, then we have that

Ty - . 1€113
{WD*PacCexn)] = 16" {6, D" PacC) =
2
and since Agy1 = ||§H2_1,
[Ast1 - (W'D*PpeC,esq1)| = 1.
O
On the pseudo-inverse (PAD)f
For n € N, let D,, € R(»~1D*" such that
-1 +1 0
-1 +1
D, =
0 -1 +1
Then, one can check that the pseudoinverse of D,, is
—(n=1)/n —(n—=2)/n ... —1/n
1/n —(n—2)/n —1/n
: 2 :
DI = , /n , e R (1),
: : -1/n
1/n 2/n .. (m=1)/n

Moreover, for D := Dy € RV=DxN

PAD = (Dl ‘ DQ ‘ ‘ DS> ER(N_S)XN

~ Dy ~ 0 _ —
D, = 1 D, = (ts—1—s+1)xX(N—ts_1)
! (0N8t1+1><t1) ( DN*tS_l

Ot 1 — k1) X (br—tr_1)
Dk: Dtk*tk—l 3 k:2""78_1’

O(N —s—ti+h)x (tx—tr—1)

where

and 0,,xn, € R™*™ whose entries are all zero. Thus, by computing the pseudo-inverse of block matrices,
Dj
D}
(PAD)" =

DI

where R ~
D} = (D], | Oyx(v-s-ts+1)) Di= <U(N—t371)x(t371—s+1) | D.Ir\/—ts_1>

DL = (O(tk—tk,l)x(tk,l—k-s-l) ‘ Dik—tk,l ‘ O(tk—tk,l)x(N—s—tk+k)> ;o k=2,...,8—1
and it is straighforward to check that
[(PAD)T]|,_,, < VN. (4.2)
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Incoherence estimates

Lemma 4.2. Let Wy, W and € be as defined in Lemma[{]]
(i) Fork=-N/24+1,...,N/2 and m=1,...,s,

. tm _tm—l \/N
A mo < ) )
|(AWen, ex) Nmm{ JN Tk o —tml}
If € #0, then
(AWes el - 1
€]l ~ VN
and
lelly - 1AWesp el < - 1) — s~ L )
: st ee) | S(s—1) —= - — — is €k
2 VN N =T ’
(ii) For j=1,...,N,
VN
|<A(PAD)T€j76k>} S W
(i)
‘(AQ (p D)T) ‘<L
wi (Pa kil S N
and so, for j € {tm—1 —m+2,.. .ty —m+ 1},
|(AQyy, (PaD)Tej, ex)| < [(A(PAD) e;, ex)| + [(AQuw, (PaD) ej, ex)]
S min @, (tm - tm—l)
|| VN
Proof.

(i) Form=1,...,sand k€ {—-N/2+1,...,N/2}\ {0},

t
1 ™ )
(AWe,,, ex) = (N, A¥ep) = ——— (2milk /N
VNV —tm—1

1 2mi(tm_14+1)k/N L — e2miltm —tm-1)k/N
— e m—1 -
VNt =t 1 — e2mik/N
sin (rr(tm—tm_l)k)
_ 1 ik /N it o1 )k/N N
: 7k
\/N\/tm —tm—1 sin (W)
By Lemma [B1] if |k| < N/4, then
(AWe, ex)] < 1 min {1, 7'&'(1‘,77.1 _,f;n_l) |k| /N}
VN — tm_1 ‘sm (k)]

S \@mln vV tm - tm,—l 7 \/N
VN k| Vtm — -1

and if N/2 > |k| > N/4, then
vz
\/N\/ b — tm—1

< \/imm 7T\/ﬁm_tmfl7 \/N
2\/N 2|k‘\/tm*tm—1

[{AWe,,, er)| < min {1, 7(tm — tm-1) |k| /N}
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where we have used the assumption that |k| /N < 3. If k = 0, then [(AWey,, e;)| < 7”"‘\};;’“1 Thus,

. tm - tmfl \/N
AWe,,, ex)| < min , 4.3
(AW e, ) { = } (43)
For the second part of (i), recalling the definition of 1541 and & from (4.1),
(A, ex)|

(AWeg i1, ex)| =
1€1]

Forj=1,...,8let Aj{t; 1 +1,...,t;}. If t; = t;_1+1, then Po & = 0 by (ii) of Lemmad.1] Assuming

that ¢; # t;_1 + 1, it follow that

2

|<APA]£,€]€>| = ‘<Ael+tj 17 >| + ‘<A€tj7€k>‘ + ﬁ
it

4
[(Anj, ex)| < Noa
. 2 2 . .
Furthermore, by Lemma either ||PA].§H2 =0or HPA].fHQ > 5- So, if |{j : ||PA].§H2 #* 0}| = p, then

L <2 Th
5= us
ez = 2p ’

[{(AWe 11, er)| 9 4p 18
< (APa € er)| < o 7§7 4.4
€Tl ||s\|3321‘ =% VNS VN .
Finally,
I (AW s 1, en)| = (AL, ex)| < D [{AD"er, ex)| + ) —m—==[{Anj; ex)|
Since (AD*ey;, ex) = %ezﬂk(tﬁl)/}v sin(mk/N) we have that
2 . (n|k| ° 2
AWeg g, ep)| = (A ep)| < (s —1)- mm{,l}Jr ——— |{An;,en)] .
1 (AWersr )] = (4G 0 < (= 1) i TP+ 32 s i)

(ii) For |k| > 1,

VR [DEaD) e,  VEVE

VAT I
where the first inequality follows by Lemma and the equality is true since it is straightforward to
verify that HD(PAD)Te]‘H1 < 2. Also, for k =0,

[(A(PAD)ej,ex)| < [[(PaD) ey, < VN

[(A(PAD)Tej, ex)| <

by (4.2)).
(iii)
s+1

AWW*(PyD)fe; = A (ZW’ (PAD)TBJ‘W) = (ns+1, (PaD) e;) Angia (4.5)
=1

since for [ = 1,...,s, m € N(PoD) = R((PAD)")*. Recall that 1,41 = ﬁ By definition of £ and again
using the fact that [ = 1,...,s, m € N(PAD) = R((PAD))*,

(&, (PAD)Ye;j) = (D*Ppesgn(PpeDz), (PaD)le;) < [|[D(PAD)Te;], < 2. (4.6)
Recall from (4.4) that for each k = —N/2+1,...,N/2,
(Afew) _ 12
[[3/——a
Thus, by applying this with (4.5) and (4.6), we have that for each k = —N/2+1,...,N/2
i 24
[(AWW*(PsD)Te;, ep)| < N
O
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Norm estimates

Lemma 4.3. Let |J,_, Ty = {1,..., N} be the union of r disjoint subsets and let M), = maxer, |m|.
Let W, X, € be as defined in Lemmam If € # 0, then given a € C*T! be such that ||af| = 1, there
exists {sk}k_1 € R such that

2 T s
—1 2 ~ Mk N 1
k=1 j=1 " J
If € =0, then given o € C* be such that ||a . =1, there exists {8 },_; € RY such that

1
IPr AW o A a2 < &, Zsk < Z o (4.8)
Jj—

Proof. First assume that £ # 0. By letting ( = sgn(Pa-Dx) and recalling the definition of W and A from
Lemma we have that

2

3 5 200 as1(G_y — Gty)
Pr, AW o A Yal||> = |[Pp A J o 1D*Pe i
|(Pr, AW 0 A™alf, Tk ; N Tl ¢ ; N
= 2
2; : 2 (49)
<21y ———L—=Pr, An;|| +2|Pr,AD*PacC|5

= 328, + +2|[Pr, AD*P |2,

S

where ||@]|, <2 and

2
205
$ r, A
k= 16 Z N kil
2
Then, since | J;_, I'x = {1,..., N} and A is unitary,
2 2
- 1O 26 - 24 - 1
S = — P J = — I p < E—
kzzl ' 161@2:1 v th SR , ;4vtj_tj—1nj2j§—:1tj_tj—1
To bound the second term on the right hand side of (4.9)),
2
||PFkAD*PACCH§ < Z Z 27Titj’UJ/N _ e27ri(t_j+1)w/N)
lw| <My, | 7= (VN
= Z i’ ( )‘ ZC e??rzwtj/N
|w] <My N

Smin{(rNM’“) ,1}.(3—1),

where the last inequality follows because

o (5" o () 1}

2
s—1 s—1
IR D IS I EREE
=1 =t

|w| < My,

for all |w| < M} and
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by the Parseval property of the discrete Fourier transform.
If ¢ = 0, then since {T'x};_, is a disjoint partition of {1,..., N} and A, W are unitary,

r - s 9
S P AW o A al; = [Aoal; <3 ——
St~ 1

k=1

So (4.8) is holds with &, = 3||(Pr, AW o A}/ m

4.1 Proof of Theorem [2.5]

Proof of Theorem[2.5. We will show that conditions (i) and (ii) of this theorem imply the conditions of
Theorem Then, since ||(PAD)f||,_,, < VN by and a minimizer necessarily exists (see [20]), we
can let b = 0 in the conclusion of Theorem and the conclusion of this theorem will follow from the
conclusion of Theorem 3.6l

Since A and D are defined as finite dimensional matrices, when applying Theorem [3.6] we will consider
the infinite dimensional extension of them, so De; = 0 and Ae; = 0 for ¢ > N. So, we can let the M
and M values of Theorem (3.6 . be N. Recall also Definition and observe that for A® = {t1,...,t5_1},
S(A,0) =s. Let £ = (log(se~ ) + 1) -log(q~*N3/2\/5). Let () =My < My <---< M, =N and let for
each k=1,...,r, let

Tp={j€Z:—=[Mp/2] <j < [Mp-1/2] =1, [Mp—1/2] <j < [My/2] =1},

and note that |T'y| = My — Mi_1. Let Wi, W, A, € be defined as in Lemma By (i) by Lemma
is satisfied. Now, X = Qyy, because A is unitary. So, the left hand side of is simply zero.

Assume for now that £ # 0. We first consider (a) of Theorem We are required to show that for
each k =1,...,r, my satisfies

s+1

m p—
Vi i 2L max {p(Pr AW o A), u(Pr, AQy, (PAD)1)} 3 AT u(Pr AWPy),  (410)
. >
and my 2 L - My, with
M _ 2
1zm 5 {|<| Z( - _1) i [PrAW o X 1'CH2}7 (4.11)
k=

where
pir,; = max {X\; - (Pr, AWP ;1) u(Pr, AQyy, (PAD)P;))} .

Recall that A; = Y—-"— b t’ “for j=1,...,s and by (i) of Lemma

— 1 71'Mk
o1 - WPr AWP1y) S (s — 1) - N Z \/t—itl 1(Pr, AWP;y).
J
So,
s+1 B Mk s 1
Z X p(Pr, AWP ) € (s 1) - 175 + > = p(Pr, AWP ;).
j=1 B

Furthermore, by (i) of Lemma forj=1,...,s,

1 VN
AL (P AWP, 1) < min 4 ——
g N’( Ty W {]})len{ Nv(tj_tjl>'maX{Mk171}}

and

< YN
max {My_1,1}’

1 VN

(Pr, AWP max {Mj_1,1}
max{)\ r AWP 1)} S N ~ max{M;_1,1}



We also apply (iii) of Lemma to obtain

VN

1 NS ————
#(Pr AQy, (PAD)T) S max {My_1,1}

Therefore, by letting

AL =27 t. —t. <$
FEA Y j_l_maX{Mk,l,l} ’

(4.10) holds if
me .. VN VE Ly sl M
Mk — Mk—l max {Mk—h 1} I (tj — tj_l) - max {Mk—h 1} jein \/]v N \/]v
1 N s—1
L — . + A+ — M
max {Mj_1,1} Jg; (t; —t;_1) - max{M;_1,1} (Bl + == - M
o (S max (M1, 1))+ M
B max {Mj_1,1} A 1M1, N k)

To understand when (4.11)), first observe that by Lemma given any a € CV such that |laf| <1,
there exists {85}, _, € R, such that

2 r s
—1 2 R Mk R 1
||PFkAWOA Oé” SS}C"‘ <N> ‘(8_1), E Sk S E m
k=1 j=1
Thus, combining with the previous observation that

VN
max {My_1,1}’

VN

Pr, AQy, (PAD)) < ———
:u( Tk QWA( A ))NmaX{Mkfl,l}’

max {X; - p(Pr, AWP ;1) } <

we have that (4.11)) holds if my, 2 Ly, with

" (M, — M, N o os—1 M, 2
1> SRR ) — .
Z( T ) ((1+Mk_1)2 sty (maX{Mk_l,l})>

k=1

for all {8;},_, € R’ such that
. s
1
N~ b
Sy,
k=1 j=1

where F(A) is defined in Definition To show that (b) of Theorem [3.6] holds, note that by (i) of

Lemma [1.2]

s+1 s 2
M
> u(Pr, AWP(;1)% <Y (P, AWP;3)? + (s — 1) - V’;
j=1 j=1
and for each k =1,...,s
N 1
Pr, AWP; 1) < min , .
,LL( Ty {J})N {(tj 7tj_1)~max{Mk_1,1}2 maX{Mkl,l}}
Therefore,
s+1 2
1 N M
Pr, AWP ;1) < A . M
2 PR AP0 S SRy | & G ) (G~ T e
- k
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and condition (b) holds provided that

— > A+ (s—1)- £,
Mk - Mk—l maX{Mk_l, 1} ng:k max {Mk—h 1} . (tj - tj_l) | l| ( ) N2

which is implied by condition (i) of our assumptions. Finally, for condition (c), since H (PAD)T H 1o SV,
it suffices to let B = v/ N and combining with the incoherence estimate

VN

1 < —
1(Pr, AQyy, (PAD)T) < max {My_1,1}

(c) is implied by (i) of our theorem.
Finally, if £ = 0, then by retracing the steps of this proof, we have that the assumptions of Theorem
are implied by (i’) and (ii’) below.

(i") For k=1,...,r,

my > L

-S(A M. .1
My — Moy ~ max M1y © max Mo 1)

(ii") For k=1,...,7, my 2 (log(se™ 1) + 1) - log(g ' N3/2\/s) - iy, such that {r},_, satisfies

"\ My — M, N
1Zz<w_1). ——
Pt my max {My_1,1}

for any {85})_, such that

D s < F(A)
k=1
which are less restrictive conditions than the assumptions of Theorem [2.5]
O
5 Proof of Theorem 2.6
Let {I,...,1I,} be defined such that span {]].]j cj=1,... ,n} = N(PAD). Assume that A # 0.
Lemma 5.1. Let Wy =span{f;:j=1,...,n+ 1} where
1y, . &/lEl €#0
f‘: J 5 ]:1,...,71, fnlz
R Yo £¢=0
where .
§=D"Preoc— Y (D*Ppca, f) f; (5.1)
j=1
and o is as defined in . If £ £ 0, then let
n+1
W:C 5 VN Wa =) a.f;, VaeCt!
= (5.2)

T
_ _ _N\T I 1, _
A= (IDAITS - IDLIT IE5Y) = ( vIL] m)vlfHJ) :

Per(I;)’ """ Per(I,
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otherwise, if £ =0, let

W:C"—»CVN, Wa=) a.f;, VaeC"
j=1

Ao (Al Ilzy) = ( i i )

Per(I;)” """ Per(l,)

Then
(i) W is an isometry and inf ¢\ p.p,)
(it) ||A o W*D*Ppeo|| <1

Proof. We first remark that A is well defined because by the assumption that A¢ # (), it follows that
I; C{1,...,N}*forall j = 1,...,n, which implies that Per(I;) # 0. Claim (i) is trivial. For (ii), observe
that for each j =1,...,n,

‘(D*PA)TQJWAD*ISA“U_UH =0,
(o)

(WD Ppear,ej)| = |(£,D"Pacor)| < DSl = A;
and if £ # 0,
2

~ 2 ~
HD*PAUH2 -y, ’<D*PACU, £)

‘<W*D*f)AC0'>en+l>‘ = = [I€ll,-
€1l
O
Incoherence estimates
Lemma 5.2. Let W, £ be defined as in Lemmal[5.1}
(i) Let k= (ki ko) € {~N/2+1,...,N/2}°. Then
. Per(1;) | 1]
Af; < min I J
|( f])k1,k2|,\/ {|k‘ ‘I]| N
(i) If £ # 0, then
_ Per(I
|(Afn+l)k1,/€2| 5 ||£|| ' Z \/|T Af])khkz‘
" el
(A frns1)ky dey| < =i
TURELE N e,
Proof.
(i) For each k € {—N/2+1,...,N/2}”, we have that
(AfI )k - 1 Z e27‘ri(k’1l1+k2l2)/N < |IJ| (5 3)
7 1,R2 -~ . .
NIl (lh,l2)€I; N
Also, by Lemma [B.3] for k = (k1,ks) € {~N/2+1,...,N/2}*\ {(0,0)},
1
’(Aflj)klxk2‘ < ||ij||1 ’ m (54)
—1/2 _ Per(1y)
Now, [IDf;ll, < [L;|~ "% ||D1y, ||, = i 5o
Per(I;
[(AS1 )y ko | < ( ) (5.5)

The conclusion of (i) follows from combining (5.3]) with .
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(ii) Note that

n

(Af"-‘rl)kl,kz = ||£||_1 (AD*PACU)k17k2 - Z<D*PA507 flj>(Aij)k17k2 . (56)

Jj=1

We first consider the first term on the right hand side of (5.6)),

[(AD*Paco)iy ko] < Y [(AD € )k kol + D [(AD3€; )k o] -
JEAC JEAC

To bound each summand in the above inequality, note that for each j € A°,

|(AD7€;)k, ks |

2w 2=

‘ezmkgjz/zv(ezmkl(j1+1)/1v -~ e27rik1j1/N)‘
k 2 k
sin(7TN1)‘<N 111{7T]|V1|,1}.

) 2 k|
|(AD2€j)k1,k2§Nmm{ N ol

To bound the second term on the right hand side of (5.6)), observe that

and similarly, for each j € A€,

. Per(I;
|<D Pjpeo, ffj” = ’<PA“U7Dij>| < HfojHl = |(IJ|)
J
Thus, we have that
_ |A\ k -
‘(Afn+1)k1,k2| S H£|| ' Z ffj)kl,k2|
To prove the last part of (ii), observe that
|(Afn+1)k:1,k2| < ‘(Af)kl,k2| < Hng
> 2 > 2
1€]] €] N - lgll

O

Lemma 5.3. Let W, &, X\ be defined as in Lemma . Let Up Tk = {1,... 7N}2 be T disjoint sets.
Given ¢ such that ||¢||, <1, there exists {51 },,_, € R, such that

- " Per(I;)?
[Pr, AW(A™! H2<81€+Sk, k=1,...,r, Y &< Per(1;)"
k=1 j=1 |IJ|
where )
S = MaX;=(j,j2) €T ‘]JVIQ |AC| ng 7é 0
0 if € = 0.
Proof. If £ =0, then since A and W are unitary matrices,

Pr
ZumAw Ols = A <H2_Z :

| ;I
It remains to consider the case when £ # 0. By definition of W,

n+1
[P AW Ol = |ProA { 3OATG s
= 2
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Recall that fr41 = &/[|€]|, where

n

£ =D"Ppco — Z<D*PA"Ua fj>fj

j=1

with o as defined in lb and for j=1,...,n, )\;1 = F:;rl(%jl), A1 = €], So,
i
2

|’PFkAW)\_1C||; <2||Pr,A ijfj +2||Pr, A¢l3,

2

- - 2
where for j =1,...,n, |(;| < ZPeT%IJl) Let 55 = iHPFkA (Z?:l ijj> ‘2. Then, since A is unitary,
2 2
~. _1¢ s 1\ - " Per(I;)?
k=1 k=1 j=1 9 j=1 9 7j=1
Finally,
2
2 * *
ProAgl3 < > | D (ADje); + > (ADser);
J=(j1,J2) €T IlEAC lEAC
| | 2
’(627‘-”1/1\[ — 1)(627”]2/N 2miN~ j 1) 2miN "~ j 1)
= > e lis. +D e
j=(j1,j2) €T« lEAC leAe
| 2
) ‘(62771]1/N _ 1) 271'2]2/N |
<, 3l e
— 2
(j1,42)€l% N Jer, liche jeT liche
g1 e
<  max = -|A°].
~ j=(1.j2)elTs N2 ‘ |
O]
Proof of Theorem [2.6]

We will prove this theorem by showing that our assumptions imply the assumptions of Theorem
Since A and D are defined as finite dimensional matrices, when applying Theorem we will consider
the infinite dimensional extension of them, so De; = (0,0) and Ae; = (0,0) for i & {1,...,N}* and we
can let M = M = N2 in Theorem [3.7

Recall the definitions of Wy, W, A and £ from Lemma We first need to show that the identifiability
and balancing properties hold. Since A is a unitary operator, A*A = I, we can let X be the identity
and in this case, conditions , and are trivially true. By our choice of Wy, we have from
Lemma that the following condition is also trivially true.

inf

. 1
D*PTLD*PC—H < -
weN (D*Pa) ‘( ) Qi Aco U

o 16

Recalling Definition we have that s = S(A,0) = O (JA¢)).
First assume that £ # 0. We will now show that conditions (a), (b) and (c) for Theorem are
satisfied, that is, for

L= (log(se™ ") + 1) log(¢~ ' N*Bv/5), B= H(f)AD)Tul—m’

conditions (a’), (b’) and (¢’) listed below are satisfied.
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(a’) Foreach k=1,...,r

n+1
mzc-max{uwrkAWoA) u(Pr, AQs, (PAD)) } - 3 X u(Pr, AWy, (5.7)

Jj=1

and my 2 L - My, with

—~ (Il
12 max (l’“— )-,ui’j-HPpkAWo)\l(lz j=1,...,N (5.8)
k 1

Q[P

where

Mk,j = max {)\j - 1(Pr, AWP (), u(Pr, AQsp, (PAD)TP{j})} :

(b’) For each k=1,...

My |AC n+1 5
o > log( - ) > (u(Pr, AWP ;)"

Jj=1

(¢’) Foreach k=1,...,7rand j € N

max {

Foreach k=1,...,r, let

Mpin — max{ min |m|, } , M = max |m|.
mel mely

We first consider (a’). By Lemma[5.2]

‘Ac Mmax n Per([

)\n+1 ' M(PFkAWP{n+1}) 5 |IJ‘ Y PFkAWP{j}) (59)
j=1 J
So,
n+1
1
ZA ((Pr AWP ;1)
A @) (5.10)
Al Mpex I Per(I;
< Lk I j(Pp, AWP ).
SN N Zl T u(Pr, uy)
=
By (i) ofLemma forj=1,...,n
Per(;) . [ Per(I;) 1 1
——= - u(Pr, AWPy, )SPer(I)~m1n{~min, — . (5.11)
/7|Ij| k {7} J ‘Ijl Mk N
v Per(1,) m
er m
AL =<7 > — 5.
¢ {J L] = et }
Then and - ) gives
n+1
> AT u(Pr, AWP )
j=1
1 Per(1;)? N M
< —. —J P A°l -
ol e L UM

JEAL
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Again, by Lemma[5.2] for j =1,...,s

)\] u(PpkAWP{J}) Mmm (512)
and
A Pr, AWP < L1 5.13
n+1 'M( Tk {s+1}) ~ Hf||2 N ( 13)
2
Therefore, the first part of condition (a’) becomes
my ” Per(I;)? Mmax
k> 2k Z — ZPer + |A€] -
Tl N\ Il R jED N
Vk; Mmax
=L S(A, MP™) + |A° :
- (s agm - )

where

; 1
v = Inax{ ”ng . Mi:mn} . —,
3k Mg
which is exactly condition (i).

For the second part of (a’), first observe that by Lemma for any ¢ € C*™! such that ||C|| =
there exists {85}, _, € R’ such that for k=1,...,r

P AW Ol < g+ B ey Sk _ -~ 2Per(]
2 o S

So, in conjunction with (5.12)), the second part of condition (a’) becomes my = L - iy with
T
Tk o (o (MP)?
12;&m1”'%+zw

for all {8},_, € R, satisfying

which is exactly condltlon (i)
For condition (b’), by (5.9] and (5-13), we have that

1(Pr, AWP 1 13)?

w(Pr, AWP . 1v) A Mmax " Per(I;)

~ €1l VLT
€115 A Mm‘”‘ ~ Per (1)
< —=" + ,u PF AWP{ })
Noe2 \ N ; ;] S
By combining this with the following upper bound
Per(l;) 1

w(Pr, AWP ;1) <

mMéHin, ]7 PR
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we have that

n+1
> (Pr, AQP;)*
j=1
(1 [HA ) Per(I;) I€lly - A M
< . J/ . (Pr,AQP ;) + 2 Lk
~ min 2 HAET, {7} 2
; (M N -[€ll |1;] ) N2l N
1 Per(I;)> N M max
< R N P A° - k
SV jez;k L) +]62A:k er(f;) + [A°] - N

So, condition (b’) is implied by

mg 1 Per(I;)> N Mpax
— 2L vy — - — . + Per(I;) + |A°| - —£
RS S PR LAY 3
which is condition (i). Finally, condition (¢’) is implied by condition (i).

In the case where £ = 0, by retracing the steps in the case of £ # 0, we can show that the conditions

of Theorem are true if (i’) and (ii’) below hold.
(i) For k=1,...,r,

M > p Gk 1
Tk | N My

-5 (A, MY

(i") For k=1,...,r, my 2 L - My, with
T
‘Fk‘ 2 1 2
1> - 1)t —.
s <m (e

for any {8y },_, such that
Z s < F(A)
k=1

Note that (i’) and (ii’) are less restrictive than (i) and (ii).

6 Proof of Theorem 3.6

There has been some recent analysis on the minimizers for problems of the form both in the context
of compressed sensing [5] and for general linear inverse problems [23| [14] [TT]. The approach of the latter
three cited works is to show that robust recovery is implied by the existence of a vector which satisfies
certain properties. This vector is often referred to as the dual certificate, and much of the work in proving
robust recovery is in deriving the conditions under which this dual certificate exists. We will follow this
approach to prove Theorem

6.1 Existence of dual certificate implies stable recovery
Lemma 6.1. Given index set A, let Wa be such that Wa D N (PaD). Then
193, 211, < |(PAD)"]],_, IPAD=]; -
Proof. First note that Wy C N(PAD)~+ and
Q#vAQ/l\f(pAD) = Qﬁ/(PAD)Q#vA = Q#v/\'

Furthermore, since Qk[(PAD) = (PAD)TPAD, we have that HQ#VA,ZHQ < H(PAD>TH1%2 |[PADz]|;. O
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Proposition 6.2 (Dual vector for the constrained problem). Let A,D € B(/*(N)), A C N and let
Wh C 2(N) be such that Wa D N (PpD). Let Q:=Q;U---UQ,. CN be the union of r disjoint subsets
and {qi}—; € (0,1]". Define ¢ = min_, ¢; and

Pggq = Q1_1P91 ©...0 q;lpgm PQ»\/H = ql_l/QPQ1 D...D q;l/ZPQT.
Let y=PqoAx + ¢ in with ||€]|, < 6 and let & = x 4 z be a b-optimal solution to . Let
1 —(co+2cic2gK) >~

for co, c1,c0, K > 0, and suppose that Qu, A*Pq qAQw, is invertible on Qyy, (>(N)) with

4
H(QWAA*PQ,qAQWA)il||2_)2 < gK (61)

(6.2)

| Ot

QWA A™Po,qAQw, [l5—,5 <
jmax HPQ7\/§AQJWA (PAD)TejH2 < ey (6.3)
and that there exists some p = A*Pqw such that the following holds:
(i) |Qw,D*Pacsgn(PacDz) — Qw,pll, <e1-q
(ii) inf,cnr(Dep,) H(D*PA)TQJ‘;VA (D*Ppcsgn(Pac-Dx) — p) — u||oo < ¢p.
Then,

K
lI2lly < 8- (\/E +C-(aveK + ||w||2)) +C - (|[PADz[|, +0).

where C =y~ (coK + ||(PAD)T|, ,)-
Proof. First note that by ,

QW A™Paq

[5 . 5
|2 < Zq7 ||QWAA PQ,\/T]HQ < Z

Furthermore, by Lemma
21l < 1Qwizlly + [[Qwy 2ll, < 1Qwy2lly + [(PAD)!l,_,, [PADz]l; - (6.4)
We seek to bound ||Qyy, z||, and ||[PADz|[|;. To bound ||Qy, z||5, observe that by (6.1f), (6.2) and (6.3,

1Qwazlly = [[(Qus AP qAQw, )~ Qw, A" Po qAQw, 2|,
| (Quwy A™Pa.qAQw, ) M|, [|Qws A" PaqA(z — Qi 2) |,

IN

25K 4K
< PoA - A*Pq o AQL, (PAD)Te:||. [[PAD
=37 IPoAzl, + = I;.ﬂea§HQwA 2.qAQyy, (PAD)'e;]|, [[PADz], 5
45K 2V5K
< 5. WBK | 2V5Ke IPAD=],
3V4 3

4K
<§-— +2Kcy ||PADz|, .
7a 2 || Il

To bound ||PxDz||;, note that

ID( + 2)[l; = [PaD(z + 2)Il; + [[Pa<D(z + 2)|;
> ||PaDz||; — |[PaDz||; + [|[PacDz]||; + Re (PscDz,sgn(P-Dz)) (6.6)
> [|[PADz||; —2||PaDz||; + [|[Dz||; + Re (PacDz,sgn(Py-Dx))
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and since x + z is a b-optimal solution by assumption, it follows that b+ ||Dz||; > |[|[D(z + 2)||;, and we
have that

|[PaDz||; < b+ 2||PADz||; 4+ |(PacDz,sgn(PacDx))|. (6.7)

Using the existence of a dual vector p with p = A*Pqw, we have that

(PpeDz,sgn(PaeDx))| = [(z, D*Ppesgn(Pac-Dz))|
|(z, Q. D*Pacsgn(PacDx) — Qw, p) + (2, p) + (2, Qyp, (D*Pacsgn(PacDz) — p))|
<Z7 QWAD*PACSgn(PACDx) - QWAp> + <Za p> + <Za Qkf(PAD)QJWA (D*PACSgn(PACDx) - p)>‘

\ (6.8)
< Qw2 QWA D Pacsgn(PacDx) — Qu, pll + [PoAz]| [[w]
+ |(PaDz, (PAD)")*Qiy, (D*Ppesgn(PeDa) — )|
< c1q|Qwazll + 26 |w] + [PaDzll;  inf  |[(PAD)")*Qyy, (D*Pacsgn(PacDa) — p) — ul|__ -
u€N (D*Py)
Thus, by (6.5) and assumption (ii),
|(PaeDz,sgn(PaeDa))| < (4y/qei K + 2 [|w]]) - § + (co + 2c1c2¢K) - |[PaADz||, .
By plugging this back into (6.7]), and recalling that 1 — (co + 2¢1c2gK) > 7, we have that
[PAD2|l; <77 (b+2[PaDz||, + (4v/ge1 K +2]|w]) - ).
So, having obtained bounds for |[PADz||, and ||Qw, z||5, (6.4) yields
K
12l S 6+ ( —= + C- (/g + |lwlly) | +C - [PaDz[|; + C-b.
Vi
where C =71 (coK + ||(PAD)T||, )
O

6.2 Verification of the conditions in Proposition [6.2

In this section, we will derive conditions under which the conditions of Proposition (with appropriate
values for ¢g, ¢; and c¢g) are satisfied.

We first remark that the probability that the conditions to Proposition [6.2] hold for € chosen in
accordance to a uniform sampling model as described in Definition is up to a constant bounded by
the probability that they are satisfied when 2 is chosen in accordance to a Bernoulli model (described
subsequently). Such equivalence has become standard in the compressed sensing literature and we refer
to [6] for further details. Therefore, throughout this section, we will assume that the sampling set
Q=QU---UQ, adheres to a Bernoulli model, that is, for 0 = My < M; < --- < M, = M, and

mp

9k = 3—M; € [0, 1],
Qk:({§j~j2j:Mk_1+1,...,Mk}m{Mk_1+1,...,Mk}), k=1,...,r
where d; is a random variable such that P(§; = 1) = g, and P(d, = 0) = 1—qy for j € {Mp_1 +1,..., My}

We write ), ~ Ber(gg).
We also let I'y, = {Mj—1 +1,..., My}, ¢ = minj_; ¢; and

PQ_’q = q;lpgzl b...PD q;lpﬂr, PQM@ = ql_l/Qszl H...PH q;l/QPQT.
We will show that it suffices to let {qx};_, satisfy the following conditions.

Assumption 6.3. Suppose that A,D € B(¢*(N)) with [|A|,_,, = 1. Let A C N, Wy D N(PxD) be a
subspace of dimension s and let W € B(¢*(N)) be such that its columns form an orthonormal basis of
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Wha. Let q € (0,1], let B > H(PAD)TH1—>2' Assume that there exists X € B(¢*(N)) which is invertible
and M € N such that the following holds.

1
1Qwa A" Pan AXQuy = Qua[lys < 5
[Xo W*A*Pp AXW oA - W'WI| < (4log§/2(4C*M\/§/q)) -

and
1

00—00 16

[(D*Pa) Qyp, A P AXW o 7|
where C.. = [|A7Y| - max {1, B[ X[l, 5}
Defined ¥ = min {g - (§A7 | v/3 - [XA"Pugll; )™ B+ v/}, and

M-min{iGN:rﬁg?HP[ 1AQyy, (PAD) e,||2<Y}.

Assume that the following coherence conditions hold.

(a) For eachk=1,...,r,

S

g 2 (log(se™ ') + 1) log(q ' MCu/5) - i - > -u(Pr AXWP 1) - A7Y, ¢ =1,2
j=1
where
M = max {ILL(PFk AQJ)/_VA (PAD)T)7 M(PFkAXW ° A)}
and q, 2 (log(se™ 1) + 1)log(q~ ' MC\\/5) - Gi, such that {Gx}y_, satisfies the following.

12 1 Ha)ilz (@' = 1) - p(Pr, A& - |[Pr, AXW o A1 |2

for all &£ € {Q#VA(PAD)T)ei, AjWej i €N, j=1,...,s}.
(b) For eachk=1,...,r,

s T
ar 2108 (2) - (1Xlyop + 1) D iy
=1

where i, = max { p(Pr, AWP ), n(Pr, AXWP;) }.
(c)

M
B 2 log <7> ~max(g; ' — 1) - (P, AQyy, (PAD))%.

The proofs in this section will make use of two Bernstein inequalities which we state here.
Theorem 6.4 (Bernstein inequality for random variables [9]). Let Z1,...,Zy € C be independent
random variables with zero mean such that |Z;| < K almost surely for all | = 1,...,M and some
constant K > 0. Assume also that Z;Vil E |Zj|2 < 02 for some constant o* > 0. Then fort > 0,

M £2/4
L%z “exp(m«m)'

If Z1,..., Zy € R are real instead of complex random variables, then
M
t2/2
P Zi|>t] <2 —— .
; =) eXp( 02+Kt/3>
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Theorem 6.5 (Bernstein inequality for rectangular matrices [22]). Let Z1, ..., Zy € C1*% be inde-
pendent random matrices such that EZ; =0 for each j = 1,...,M and ||Z;|,_,, < K almost surely for
each j=1,..., M and some constant K > 0. Let

M M
o :=max?{ (Y E(Z;Z))|| D E(Z;Z;)
j=1

Jj=1

22 22

Then, fort >0,

- —12/2
P 7zl >t|<2 S
; i =t s U+ dz)exp <02+Kt/3>

2—2

Analysis of conditions (6.1]), (6.2)) and (6.3))

Lemma 6.6. Let € € (0,1] and let B > H(PAD)THl_)z. Let E be the event that Quw,A*Pq qAQyy, is
invertible on Qyy, (¢*(N)),

* _ 4
H(QWAA PQ@IAQWA) 1H242 < §||XH2~>27 (6'9)
* 5
Qi A" Pa.qAQw, [y, < 7 (6.10)
and
I}leal\)]( ’|PQ7\/§AQJWA(PAD)T6J‘H2 < B. (6.11)

Suppose that conditions in Assumption[6.5 are satisfied. Then, P(E°) < €/6.
Proof. Let p = €/6. We first remark that is satisfied if

* 1
||QWAXA PQ7QAQWA - QWA||2_>2 < 1

since this would imply that (Q, XA*Pq qAQ, ) ! exists on Q, (F2(N)). Now, since X is invertible,
given any y € (2(N),

* -1 * —1 1
QA" Pr A Qusls > X152, - [Qw XA P aA Qs = X155 (1 1) -l

which implies that (Qw, A*Pq,qAQw, )" exists and satisfies the norm bound in (6.9). Second, observe
that (6.11)) holds provided that

max|[P ) (D"P2) Qi A"Pa.aAQs, (PAD) Py [, < B2

So, to prove this lemma, it suffices to show that

N 1
P (10w XA P aAQu, ~ Gl > 1) <13 (612)
X 5
P (10w A PaaAQu > 5 ) <0/ (6.13)
and
P (TE% [Py (D*PA) Qip, A*Pa g AQsy, (PAD) P, ., > BQ) <p/3. (6.14)

This is achieved by setting v = p/3 in Propositions and and observing that the assumptions
of these propositions are implied by Assumption [6.3
O
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Proposition 6.7. Let Wy = R(W) be such that the columns of W form an orthonormal set and the
dimensions of Wy = s. Let A € B({*(N)) be such that ||Ally_, < 1. Suppose that X € B(¢{*(N)) and

M € N is such that )

QXA PR AQw, —Qwll, ., < &

Then, given any vy > 0,

1
v <”QWAXA* (a7"Pa, @ ... © 4, Po,) AQu, — Quy |, > 4) <y

provided that for each k =1,...,r

4s
qk>1og(7) 128 (X0 + 1) 3 42

1=1
where i, = max { p(Pr, AWP 1y), u(Pr, AXWPy;) }.

Proof. Let §; := qi for j = {My_1+1,..., My} and let {5j}j]vil be Bernoulli random variables such
that P(6; = 1) = ¢; and P(6; = 0) = 1 — g;. First observe that since Qyy, XA*P3AQw, = Qw, by
definition of X and since Qyy, = WW*,

QW XA* (47 'P, @ ... ® ¢, 'Pq,) AQw, — Qwally_ys
M

=D (G0 — 1)Qw, XA” (¢; ® &) AQuw,

i=1 252

M
D (6716 — HWXA® (e; @ &) AW + |QWa XA P2 AQw, — Qi ||,

j=1 252

IN

G;'0; —1)W*XA* (e; @ &;) AW +é.

22

M:

J:1

Therefore, it suffices to show that under the assumptions of this proposition,

P Z 710, — 1)W*XA* (e; @ €) AW > | <.

ool

22

Let Z; = (“16 1)W*XA* (e; ® €;) AW, then Z1, ..., Zy; € C**F are independent mean zero matrices.
We aim to apply Theorem [6.5] Let {; = W*XA*e; and 7; = W*A*e;

HZ ||2*>2 < max{l G — 1} ”E] ®77JH2 < max{l G 1} ||€JH2 ||77jH2

T

< nax max {1, g —1} Z,u Pr, AXWP ;)2 Zu Pr,AWP )2 5 =: K.
=1 =1

=
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Also,

M M
SE(Z;Zy)|| = sup |D (" - (& @mr, & @ ma)
j=1 Hsz:l j=1
.
M
o srp > G = 1)) (&) (g, x)
Zllo= =1
o M
< max [(g5 " = 1)(&5m)| S > (ej, AXWz)(e;, AWz)
z||,= j=1

M —
< max |(q]' T 1)<£j»77j>| : ”AXW”2—>2 ||AW||2_>2
M . S
< Xy (@ = 1) Heg, AXWer) (e, AWer)
=1

< 1Xlysg - Izéi((q,;l —1)> u(Pr, AXWP ) - u(Pr, AWP ;) =: o
=1

where we have used the assumption that ||Al|,_,, = 1. Similarly,

M
> E(ZZF) <o
k=1 252
Thus, by Theorem [6.4]
IP’(HQW XA* (qilPQ ®...0q¢ Po )AQW — Qw H > 1) < 4sexp -t .
A to o A Mz ™yl = 128(02 + K/24)

O

Proposition 6.8. Let Wy = R(W) be such that the columns of W form an orthonormal set and the
dimension of Wha is s. Let A € B(*(N)) be such that ||A||, ,, < 1. Lety € (0,1], then

. 5
P (IQw A PaaAQuly > 5 ) <7

if for each k=1,...,7,

4s .

j=1

Proof. For j =1,...,M, let 6; be random Bernoulli variables such that P(6; = 1) = §;, where ¢; = g
for j = Myx_1+1,..., M. Observe that

M
D (@ 0k — QA (ex @ 2) AQuw, + Qi AP AQuw,
k=1
M
Z(@EI% —1)W*A*(ex ®ék>AW
k=1

” QWA A* PﬂanQWA H24)2 =

22

<

+ 1.
2—2

>1
1]
2—2

Let Zi = (G, "0k — 1))W*A* (e, ® €;)AW, then

M
. )
P <||QWAA PQ,qAQWAH2~>2 > 4> S P <| ;Zk
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By applying Theorem [6.5] as in Proposition we obtain that

—B2/9
P(HQWAA* (Qflpﬂl ... ®q 'Pa,) AQw, — QWA||2~>2 > ) < 4sexp <02+ﬂK/ﬁ/3> .

where 3 = i,

2 r -1 2
o” = max(q, _1);M(PFkAWP{l}) :

and

K = max {max {1, ql;l — 1} ZM(PFkAWP{l})Q} .
=1

O

Proposition 6.9. Let Wy = R(W) be such that the columns of W form an orthonormal set and the
dimension of Wy is s. Let D € B(¢*(N)) and A € B(¢*(N)) be such that ||A|l, ,, < 1. Lety € (0,1] and
let B> ||(PAD)T||,_,. Then

* * 5
P (sup [P (D"PA) Qi AP AQl, (PaD) Py ], > 257) <1
J

if for each k=1,...,r

2M r - k
log <7> (g~ Di(Pr,AQsy, (PAD)')? < > B,

with
- 5
M = min {j € N max |PanAQyy, (PAD) e;], < \/;B : \/a} < 0.
)

Proof. For j =1,...,M, let §; be random Bernoulli variables such that P(6; = 1) = g;, where ¢; = g
for j = Myg_1+1,..., M. Observe that for each j € N

[P 13 (D*Pa) Qyp, A"Po,qAQy, (PAD) P, .,
M

= || > (@ "6k — 1)P(;,(D*PA) Qs A* (e @ &) AQjn, (PAD) TPy
k=1

+ P13 (D*PA) Qy, A"PranAQsy, (PAD) Py

2—2
M
<D (@, 0k — DP ;1 (D*PA) Qysy, A" (er ® ) AQsy, (PAD) TPy, +|PAD)Y[ 1,
k=1 252
M 2
Z 16k_ 1 AQ#\}A(PAD)TGJ*,G;CM —i—BQ.
k=1

Thus, by letting Z/ = (@, 6k — 1) |(AQsy, (PAD)Te;, ek>|27 we have that

* * 5
P (HP{j}(D PA) Qv A"Pa.aAQsy, (PAD) P, ,, > 432)
1
<P -B?|.
< ( 2 1p )
k=1

>4
2] < mix(art = 1) (P, AQ, (PAD) P ))[* = K;

Furthermore, we have that
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and

M 9 M A
D E (\Zi\ ) = (" — ) [(AQy, (PaD)Tej, )]
k=1
Thus, letting t = BTZ, Theorem yields

~ ;| _ B? —t2/2
J

k=1
. * TL * 1 T 532
P { sup [P (D*Pa)! Quy, A"Pa.aAQu, (PaD) Py, , > = | =0.
J

Now let I' C N be such that

4

If |T'¢| < oo, then by the union bound,

5B2 r —t2/2
* TL * 1 T c
P (gxgggHP{j}(D Pa) Qy, A PQ7qAQWA(PAD) P{j}H2_>2 > 4 ) <2|l |r§1:af<exp <C732' K1)

To conclude this proof, we simply need to show that |T'| < M. Observe that
* * 1 2
HP{J'}(D PA)TQJV_\/AA PquAQJV_VA (PAD)TP{j}||2%2 S 5 HP[M]AQJV_VA (PAD)TEJ'HQ —0

as j — co. Therefore, M is finite and

T = {] eN: % HP[M]AQWA(PAD) 6j||2 > \/; B}
is a finite subset. Finally, I'° is finite since [I¢| < |T| < M. O

Construction of the dual certificate

As explained in [2, [I], we may replace the Bernoulli sampling model stated at the start of this section
[6:2] with the following equivalent sampling model: Q = Q; U--- U Q, with

Q=QLUQIU--- U {My_1+1,...,My} DQ, ~Ber(q)), k=1,....r, j=1,....u

N
for some p € N and {q;} ~such that

1-a)A-a)...(1-q) =1~ g
We will assume this alternative model throughout the following theorem.

Theorem 6.10. Let € € (0,1] and o € £>°(N) be such that ||o||,, < 1. Let A € RS be such that
Ao WD*P oo < 1.

Suppose that the conditions of Assumption are satisfied. Then with probability exceeding 1 — 5¢/6,
there exists p = A*Pqw such that

. N . -1
(i) Qs D*Pac = Quyplly < & - min {1, (a1 X1 ) ™'}

(ii) [[(D"PA) Qs ol < 5
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59 ol = [ R
where C, = A7 - max {1, 2| X[l }-

Proof. We will construct p using a recursive golfing technique introduced in [12, [I5]. We first describe
to the construction of p, then show that with probability exceeding 1 — 5¢/6, this construction satisfies
conditions (i), (ii) and (iii) of this theorem.

Let v = ¢/6. Define v € N, v < p, {aj};f:l and {ﬁj}gzl as follow:

n=83v+log(y )], v =logy(8C. Mv/5/q)]

1 ~ " N — Ng—1
q;i:qi:qu, kzq/:i:---:qz, QkZT
_ . 1/2 -1 1
=g = (2 log, (4C’*M\/§/q)) ) @ =g

1 1 ,
B —52—§7 ﬁi=§10g2(4C*M\/§/q), 3<i<p

Let Zp = Qy,D*Ppco and for ¢ = 1,2 define

Zi = Qw,D*Paco — Qw,Yi, Y=Y A"Pq; o AXQw, Z; 1.

j=1

Let ©1 = {1}, ©2 = {1,2} and for ¢ > 3, define

Oi1U{i}  [[Ao (W*(Qw, — QA" Pai gt AXQw, ) Zi1|| L < i [A o W*Z, ]|

0; = H(D*PA)TQ#\;AA*PQi,inXQWAZz‘—lHOO < BiIAoW*Zi_1]|
0,1 otherwise.
v — ZjE@)i A*PQj’inXQwAZj_l 1€ 0;
! Y, 1 otherwise.

5 {QWAD*PM—QWAE- ico

Zi_1 otherwise.
Define the following events

Ait X0 (W*(Qw, — QuaA™Poi i AXQw, ) Zi|| L < ai [Ao W™ Z|| ., i=1,2
Bi: ||[(D*PA) Qi A" Pai gt AXQu, Zi|| < BilIA o W*Z]| o, i=1,2
B3 : |®N‘ Z v,

2 3
B4 N Al NN Bl
i=1 i=1

Let 7(j) denote the j*" element in ©, and if By occurs, then we let p = Y, (,), otherwise p is simply the
zero vector.

In the event of Bj,.

Assume that event By occurs. We now demonstrate that p satisfies properties (i), (ii) and (iii). Observe
that

Zriy = (Qwy — QW A™Poi i AXQw, ) Zr(i—1)-
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Then,
QW D*Prco — Qw,pll, = ||ZT(V)H2

= [[W*(Qw, — Qi A*Pai s AXQws ) Zr (o1 |,
< Vs AT A o WH(Qwy, — Qi A™Pai i AXQuw, ) Zima ||

< Vs A IT o X o W 2n |

1=2

< Vo [ Tl Ao WD*Pacoll. < A1) Qf < g min{L (elXll,,) "'}
=1

where we have recalled the definition of v and also, by definition of A, |Ao W*D*Pycco| . < 1. So,

condition (i) is satisfied by p.
For condition (ii),

[0"Pa) Q. < D 1D"P) Qi A*Par g AXQu, Zeimn

i=1

v v 1—1
<D Briiy [No W Zriin|| L <D Brioy [ [ ety Ao W Zry ||
i=1 =1

i=1

<Zﬁ.,-( 1_[()47-(Z Ao W*D*Ppe O’H

1 1 _1
1+ +> | <z
210g1/2(8M\/§q_1/2 ]Zz 27 8

To show p satisfies condition (iii) in the event of By, observe that by definition, p = A*Pqw where
w = Z]V»ZI w with w; = PQT(j)7qT(_7')AXZT(j_1). For each j = 1, B 4

<

ool —

)

s 2
HwJHQ, (Pori) qri) AXZ (1), Par() qrin AXZr(j—1)) < ( T(J)> HP ) AXZ (- 1)H2
k=1
and
r 1 2 1 2
( (7) > HP 0 ARZ (- ”H ( r(j)) (AP e AXZz(j—1), XZr(j-1))
k=1 \ 4k k=1 \ 9% k
T 1 2
- r(ﬂ) (QuaA"Poro) AXZr (1), XZr (1))
k=1 \ 4k *
r 1
<r,?f‘{<{qr(j>}<QWAA Par),qr) AXZ7 (1), XZ7(j-1))
k
r 1
< i =5 p (12r6-0 L1206l + 10 [12r- )
k
- 1 * .
§%§{‘{q7<]>}(||w Zetg1)ly W Zoilly + 1Kl [W* Zes )13
k

1 ) . . ) . .
= rfﬁf‘f({([@}'s' (I o X o W Zrgs | AT 0 Ao W Zy [, + 11Xl AT 0 X 0 W Zrs 1)

2

1
H)\ 1“ Xl - mzax{ T(J)} s (ar) +1) (HO‘T(J> .
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Thus,

wlly < AT - IX]5% - Vs

~ 1

Vs Y miad —=— o \Jar) +1 ||ar<3>
i—1 k=1 7(5)
J= qk

and by plugging in our choice of parameters and carrying out some algebraic manipulations (see [1), we
have

log,(4M+/sq~1) k=1 my

So, to prove this theorem, we need to show that P(Bg) < 5y and this is true if

I I M r M, — M.
meW|w“f¢% +%@WQMM4LJ¢

P(AS) <7, i=1,2, IP’(BJC.) <7~ J1=12,3.

Bounding the probability that event B; does not occur.
We aim to show that P(BS) < y. We first define the random variables X7,... X, _2 by

X; = 0 2 # Oj1, (6.15)
1 otherwise.
and observe that
P(B3) =P(|O, <v)=PX1+...+ Xy_2>pu—v). (6.16)
Suppose that P is such that
P> ]P( p= 1‘Xl1 .= Xlg = 1), (617)

foranyj:1,...,M—2,ll,...,lge{1,...,u—2}suchthatj%{ll,...,lg}. Then,

p—2 _9
PO Xizp-v) < (” )P”_”.
=1

w—v

Now let {Xk}’,;;f be independent binary variables taking values 0 and 1, such that P(X, = 1) = P.
Then, since it can be shown that [I, Lemma 7.14]

_9 —9)e\HV A2
(“ )pu—v < <M> P(S" X > p—v),
w—v 0w—v ‘
=1
we have that
P(i X;>p—v)< (1 =2)e WVP(WQX- > —v) (6.18)
i = MK >~ v : i = MK . .

i=1
By the standard Chernoff bound ([Theorem 2.1, equation 2, McDiarmid]) that for ¢ > 0,

P ()”g b+ X > (=2t P)) < 22t (6.19)

Hence, if we let ¢t = (u —v)/(pn — 2) — P, it follows from (6.18)) and (6.19) that

P(BS) < e 2=+ (=) Qog(f=2)+1) < (—2u—2)t"+p—2

Thus, by choosing P = 1/4 we get that
P(B3) <~
whenever p > x and z is the largest root satisfying

z—v 1 12y T2
(x u)(u_2 4> log(y™"%) = —— =0,
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so > 8[3v + log(y~'/2)] which is satisfied by our choice of .
It remains to verify that (6.17) holds with P = 1/4: Observe that X; = 1 whenever

1
HA o (W*(QWA — QWAA*PQi,inXQWA)Zi—l"oo S 5 ||)\ o W*ZZ_IHOO

and
* * 1 Y *
|(D*PA) Qs A*Pai gAXQw, Zia| < glog2(4MC*\/§/q) Ao W*Z; 1]l

for i = j + 2. Thus, by Proposition and Proposition P(X;=1) < % if for each i € N,

log(32M L _ 2
1> g~( ) - max Z(qk1—1)-M(PFkAQ¢vA(PAD)TP{i})Z.|\PFkAXWoA Yol (6.20)
log, (4Mc*\/gq—1) Inlloe=1 {=4
and
s log(32M
G 2 gf ) - 1(Pr, AQgy, (PAD)T) Z W(Pr AXWP(y),  k=1,...,r (6.21)
log, (4M\/§C’*q*1> j=1
as well as for each i =1,...,s,
1 2 log(32s) - hax (@' — 1) (WPr, AWP;) - X)? - [[Pr, AXWo X~ ﬂﬂz (6.22)
Moo™=% 21
and i
G 2 10g(325) - p(Pr AW o X) - > " pu(Pr, AXWP;3) - A7, k=1,....r (6.23)
j=1

It now remains to show that the assumptions of this theorem imply (6.20]), (6.21)), (6.22)) and (6.23]).

Stage 1:
We show that (6.20)) and (6.22) are satisfied if gx > (log(se~!)+1)log(¢~' M C+/5)-gx. such that {gx};_,

satisfies the following. For each i € N|

T

- _ 2
12 max 30" = 1) (uPr,AQy, (PAD) TP i) - [P AXW oA gl (624)
k=1
and fori=1,...,s
g A 2 _ 2
12 e (G —1)- nax (Ai - (P, AWP ;1)) - [|Pr, AXW o A" - || (6.25)
k=1 oo

First observe that (1 —g})---(1—q}) = (1 — q) implies that g} + g7 + - + ¢} > gi. So, by our choice
Ny
of {q;} . if follows that 2(z — 2)G, > qe. If (6.24) and (6.25) are satisfied by gy, then
-1

2 (8([310g(9C. M /5/q) +log(v™")1) = 2) G >
2 dr(log(se™") + 1) log(q ' MC, xf) g (lo
Since v = €/6, it follows that

g(s ) +1)(log(q~' MC./s) + log(e 7).

Gk 2 Gr(log(s) +1)
and (6.24) implies that for each i € N,
,

12 (log(s) +1) ( max 3" (G (log(s) + 1) = (log(s) + 1)) - - [|Pr, AXW o A1 -nr|§>

Il =1 &=

r

- _ 2
2 (log(s) +1) (pﬂﬂa}il (@' -1 /’Liz : ||PFkAXW o™} '77H2>
= k=1

where pu; = p(Pr,AQyy, (PAD)TE{ 1), so (6.24) implies (6.20). A similar argument which replaces
{#ki}ien bY {Xi - w(Pr,AWPy; })} will show that (6.25]) implies (6.22)).
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Stage 2:
We show that (6.21)) and (6.23) are satisfied if for each k =1,...,r,

qr = (log(se 1) +1)log(q M C./5) Zmax (Pr, AQjy, (PAD)™Py;}))-u(Pr, AXWP;1)-A; ", (6.26)

and

S

ar 2 (log(se™1) + 1) log(q ™ MC,/3) - 3 (max i - ju(Pr, AXWP ) ) - p(Pr, AXWP ) - A7 (6.27)
Jj=1

As in Stage 1, we have that

2 (8([310g(8C. M/5/q) +log(v™")1) = 2) 4k > a,
and since ~ B
(log(se™") + 1) log(¢ ' MC./5) > (log(s) + 1)(log(q~ ' MC.v/5) + log(e "),
it follows that (6.27)) implies that

G 2 log(s +1)- > (m?x Ai- M(PpkAXWP{i})) p(Pr AXWP (1) - AT
j=1

which is up to a constant equivalent to (6.23)) In the same way, (6.26)) implies (6.21)).

Bounding the probability that one of the events A, As, B1, Bo does not occur
By Proposition for i = 1,2, P(AS) < ~ if for each j,

. AM /s 4s N 2 12
1 % log, q -log 7 : H;ﬁla}il Z(qk — 1) (AJ . /.L(PFkAWP{j})) HPFkAXW oA - 'f]‘ 99
k=1

and for each k=1,...,r

AM 4

By Proposition and assumption (3.6)), for i = 1,2, P(Bf) < v whenever

r 4M — 2 _ 2
1 2 max {10% <7> Cpmax > (4 "= 1) (u(Pr, AQyy, (PAD) P(j3))” [[Pr, AXW o A7 '77”2} )
T k=1

and for each k=1,...,r
AMY\  _
1> log — “qi ' 1(Pr,AQs, (PAD)! le 1(Pr, AXWP ;3.

O

Proposition 6.11. Let A € R%.. Let W = R(W) be such that the columns of W form an orthonormal
set and the dimensions of Wa = s. Let A € B({*(N)) be such that ||All, ., < 1. Let « > 0 and suppose
that X € B(¢*(N)) and M € N are such that

[(D*PA) Qi APy AXW o ATH| < /2.
Given any & € Qy, ((*(N)), we have that

P (|(D*PA) Qi A" (47 P, @ ... @ ¢, 'Pg,) AXQuw, |l > alxoW* |l ) <~
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if for each k=1,...,r
18 AM
G > 5 log (fy) 1(Pr AQss, (PAD)f le 1(Pr, AXWP ),

and for each j € N,
18 4M . 2 _ 2
1>—"lo <V> g WagZ(qkl — 1) ((Pr, AQyy, (PAD)'Py)) " [[Pr, AXW(A™H - ),
o k=1

where

~ . aq
M:”““{ e lPonAQw, (PaBYiel, < e aepy }
22

Proof. Since we are required to derive conditions under which
P (|[(D*PA) Qs A" (¢; 'Pa, & ... ® g, 'Pa,) AXQu,y, (Wo XA o Ao W*)[| > al[Ao W ¢ ) <~

we may assume, without loss of generality that ||[A o W*¢|| = 1 and consider for §~ = Ao W*¢, conditions
under which the following hold.

P (H(D*PA)TQWAA* (47 'Pa, & ... @ 7 'Po, ) AXQyy, WA {)Hm > a) <~

For j =1,...,M, let §; be random Bernoulli variables such that P(6; = 1) = §;, where ¢; = g; for
j=Mr_1+1,..., M. Observe that

(D*PA)TQWAA* (61 'Pa, ® ... ® ¢, 'Pq, ) AXQuw, WA - )

Z 16, — 1)(D*PA) Qi A% (e; ® 8)AXWAT! - €) + (D*P) Qi A"Paf AXW(AT - )

where we have used the facts that Qy, W =W. For j =1,..., M and ¢ € N, define the random variables
Z} = (g;'6; — 1){(D*Pa) Qyy, A% (e; @8 ) AXW(A™! - ), e5)

For t > 0 and ¢ € N, we will use Theorem to obtain an upper bound for
M .
P>z >t]. (6.28)
=1

To bound Z]Nil E (’Z}‘Q), first observe that

E(|Zi°) = (@ = 1) [(D"PA) Qi A*(e; 0 2) AXW(A - ), e4) i

= (@ = 1) [(A"e;, Qi (PaD)ei)|* [ (e, AXW(A™! -é>>\2

Thus, we have that

ZE(\Zl) SIS )(u<PrkAQ¢vA<PAD>*P{i}>>2HPuAXWWl'@HZ

k=1

< o Z (1(Pr AQsy, (PAD)'Ppiy))” |[Pr, AXWA - )2 =: Ci.
Moo= g=1
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To bound |Z]’ ,

12| < max (g = 1,1} [{A%e;, Qiy, (PAD) €] [ e, AXW(A™! ‘5»‘

< r]?i {max {qk -1 1} max,u(PpkAQWA (PAD)TP{ } Z)\l PpkAXWP{l})} =: Cs.
N =1
> a) = 0.

i (H(D*PA)*QWAA* (¢ 'Po, @ ... @ g 'Po, ) AXW o A~ gH >a)
P (sup
iele

2
< 4|°| maxexp | — a’/16
Jj=1 Cl,j+CQ'C¥/(6\/§)

We now let I' C N be such that

P (sulg (<(D*PA)TQ¢VAA* (¢7'Pa, @ ... ® ¢ 'Po, ) AXWAT!-€),e;)
1€

Suppose that |T'¢| < oo. Then by Theorem and the union bound,

(D*PA) Qi A" (q1 'Po, @ ... D g 'Po, ) AXWo X! - £ ;)

>a)

o
R

whenever H(D*PA)TQ%AA*P[M]AXW ox”! éH <
To show that I'“ is a finite set, note that =

‘((D*PA)TQWAA* (67 'Po, & ... ® g, 'Pq, ) AXW(A! - {),e;)
< A€ W @, XA" (4 'Pa, @ 4 'Pa, ) AQs, (PAD) e,

<Vs H)‘_IHDO ‘ HXA*P[M]HQ—Q -riéi(q,;l ‘ HP[M]AQWA(PAD) €¢H2 —0

as ¢ — o0o. Thus,
To={i: AT Vs [[XA Pl a7 [[PnAQuy, (PaD)fei]|, > a}

is a finite set and I'° C Y. Finally, the observation that || < M yields the desired result.
O

Proposition 6.12. Let £ € Qyy, (2(N)) and a > 0. Let Wy = R(W) be such that the columns of W
form an orthonormal set and the dimensions of Wy = s and let A € RS.. Let A € B(¢*(N)) be such that
|Ally_o < 1. Suppose that X € B(¢*(N)) and M € N is such that

[Ao WA P AXW o AT —W*W|| < —.
Then

P ([|A o W*(Qw, A" (g7 P, @ ... @ g, 'Pa,) AXQu, — Q)| > alldo Wg|l ) <

if for each k=1,...,r,

1 4
qk = Eg -log < j) (P, AW o X) E At p(Pr, AXWP ;)
=1

and for each j=1,...,s

18 4s N _ 2
1>~ log (v) - ex (¢, " = 1) - p(Pr, AW o AP ;3)? |[Pr, AXW o A~ - |
k=1
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Proof. Without loss of generality, assume that [|A o W*¢|| =1 and let E=AXoW*¢. Forj=1,..., M,
let §; be random Bernoulli variables such that P(6; = 1) = ¢;, where ¢; = g, for j = M1 +1,..., M.
Observe that

[ Ao W*(Qw,A* (¢; 'Po, @ ... @ ¢, 'Pg,) AXQw, — Qwa )€l e

M
= Z(leéj —1DAo W*A*(ej ® éj)AXW()\_l : fN) + Ao W*A*P[M]AXQWAf — Ao W Qw, &
j=1 00— 00
M ~ @
=D (G0 — DA W A (¢; @ &) AXW(A ™" - ) +3
(6.29)
since Ao W*¢[,, = and [[Ao W*A*PgAXWoA™ = W*W|| <2 Forj=1,.. ,Mandi=
1,...,s, define the random variables

Zh=((G;'6; — Ao W*A*(e; @ &) AXW(A™' - §), e;).

We will apply Theorem [6.4] to obtain an upper bound on

M
P>z >t
j=1

for t > 0. First,

E(|Z7) = (@~ 1AW o X o es,e;) (e AXWA - €))[

and so,

r

M
SE(1Z)) < max S (gp! = DA (u(Pr, AWP ) ” [[Pr, AXW(A™! — Chy
j=1

n H2 : >
=1
lnloc=1 =~

Also,

S
i r -1 s -1 .
‘Zj| < max {max {qk -1, 1} r?zalel - u(Pr, AWP ;) - lgl A ~,u(PFkAXWP{l})} =: Cs.

Finally, by (6.29)), Theorem and the union bound,

P ([ xo W Qs A (6 'Po, @ @ 47 Pa,) AXQu, — Q) WA )| > a)
< 4s m%xexp (— a2/16 > .

i=1 Ci,; + Co 04/(6\/5)
O
7 Regularization with mixed norms
In this section, we let A,D € B(¢*(N)) and consider the following minimization problem.
min [[Dz||, ; subject to [[Az —yl[[, <§ (7.1)

where

2
‘53”21: Z Z ||

ieN wEA;

and {A; : i € N} are finite disjoint subsets of N such that U;enA; = N,
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Lemma 7.1. Let A € B({*(N)) and suppose that z,y € (*(N) such that max;ey ||Pa,y
[zlly, <oo. Then,

(1)

|, < oo and

1Azlly < 2y, max [APA, [l -

(ii)

(@) < llally, max [P,

Proof. Let a; ; = (Aej, e;). For (i),

2 2
2
IAzlly = DD aisz| < DD IPazl, /D lai
ieN [IeN jeA, ieN |1eN FEA,
Let z = (21)1en where 2z = ||[Pa, 2|, and let C = (¢;,1)i,en where ¢;; = ’/ZjEAl |am\2. Then,
lAzlly < [ICzlly < llzll, max|l(cr)ienly = lllls, max(lAPA,|l; -

For (i),

€N jEA; i€EN || jEA; JEA;

=Y Y e <Y \/ S il |3 gl < el max AP .

O

We show here that robust recovery is implied by the existence of a dual certificate. We also refer the
reader to [I3] for a related result.

Proposition 7.2 (Dual vector for £>! regularization). Let o € £**(N) be such that

PA.D
Pa.o At

o= AT N
" |[Pa, Dz,

Let A = U;c g A; for some J C N and let Wy C £2(N) be such that Wy D N (PAD). Let Q := QU---UQ, C
N be the union of r disjoint subsets and {qx},_, € [0,1]". Define ¢ = min}_, q; and
Pqoq = ql_lPQ1 D...0 q;lPQT, Po g = ql_l/2PQ1 D...P q;l/QPQr.

Let y = PoAx + &, with ||€]] < 0 and let & = x + 2z be a b-optimal solution to . Let cg,c1,¢0 > 0
such that 1 — (co + 2c1c2qK) > v, and suppose that Qy, A*Pq qAQywy, is invertible on Qu, ((2(N)) with

. _ 4K
(@A PaaAQwy) ],y < 5 (72)
. 5
1QWAAPagAQwslly 0 < 5 (7.3)
max [P, /gAQs, (PAD) P, ||, ., < c (7.4)

and that there exists some p = A*Pqw such that the following holds:

(i) |Qw,D*Prca — Qu,pll, < c1-q
(ii) infyep(ppy) maxien ||Pana, (D*PA) Qs (D*Prco — p) — u||2 < ¢p.
Then,

K
12l < 5 (ﬁ 1O (K + ||w|>) O |PaDall,, + C b

where C =~ ! (C2K + maxjen H(PAD)TPAZ Hzaz)'
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Proof. By (T3)
" 5 N 5
0 APl s <[5 0w APyl <2

Further, observe that by Lemma
21l < 1Qwy2llo + [|Qiw, 21, < Qw2 + max [(PAD)TPa,[[, IPADz]l,; - (7.5)
We seek to bound ||Qy, z||, and ||[PADz||;. To bound ||Qw, z||5,

HQWAZHQ = H(QWAA*PﬂquQwA)_1QWAA*PQanQWAZH2
[ (QwaA*PaqAQw,) M|, Qs A"PaqA(z — Q#vAZ)HQ
. 40VBK | 2VBK (7.6)

IN

N + =5 +max[[UPa,[|, - [PADz[l
4K
<6- % + K- rlnez%\]x |UPA,]l, - HPADZHQ,l'

where U = P _gAQi, (PAD)'. To bound ||PADz||,, note that
,\/?1 Wa 1

ID(@ + 2)[l5,; = [PaD(z + 2)[l5 1 + [[PacD(z 4 2)ll54
> [[PaDz[lyy = [[PaDzly y + [[PaeD(z + 2|5, -

Observe that

[PacD(x + 2|y, = Z [Pacna,D(z + 2)][,

ieN
Pacnna,Dx
> Re Z<PAaniD($ + 2), L} = ||PacDz||, ; + Re (PacDz,0)
= [Pacna, Dz, ’

Thus,

[D(z + Z)Hz,l > HPADZHQ,l - HPADxnz,l + HPACDxHQ,l + Re (PacDz, 0) (7.7)

> [[PaDzl,  — 2|[PaDz[|, ; + [[Dzfly; + Re (PacDz,0).
and since b + [|[Dz||, ; > [[D(z + 2)|[, ; by assumption, we have that
IPAD=ly; < b+ 2([PADal,, + |(PeDz, )] (7.8)

Using the existence of a dual vector p with p = A*Pqw, we have that
[(PacDz,0)| = |(z,D*Ppco)]
= (2, QW,D*Prco — Qw,p) + (2, ) + (2, Qi (D*Paco — p))|
= |(2: QuaD"Paco = Qup) + {2, 9) + (2 Qo) Qi (D" Pacer = p))|
< [1Qwa2ll; 1QWsD*Paco — Qi pll, + [PaAz]ly [wl]l, + [(PaDz, (PAD)")* Qs (D*Paco — p))]

< c1gllQwazlly + 28 [wll +IPADzlly,y _ inf | max [Pana, (PaD)')*Qu, (D*Paco = p) = ull,.
(7.9)

Thus, by (7.6) and assumptions,
[(PacDz,0)| < (4e1/gK + 2||wlly) - 6 + (co + 2c1c29K) [[PADz]y 5 -
By plugging this back into ([7.8)), and recalling that 1 — (co + 2¢1c2¢K) > v, we have that

IPADzl5; S 97" (b+ IPADzly, + (e1vaK + [lwly) - 8) -
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So, this bound along with ([7.5) and (6.5) gives that
K
[zl <6 7a +C - (avaK + |lwl]) ) + C - [[PaDz[,; + C - b.

where C =71 (CzK + maxjen H(PAD)TPAI H2—>2)'

8 Proofs of Main results II

Proof of Theorem[3.6, We will proceed by showing that under the assumptions of this theorem, the
conditions of Proposition are satisfied with probability exceedlng 1 — e Let B be a constant such
that B > H (PAD) T|| 1, and let Ey be the event that conditions and w1th ¢co = B are
all satisfied. Then, under the assumptions of this theorem, Lemma m s ws that I" ) < ¢€/6.

Let E5 be the event that there exists p = A*Pqw such that it satlsﬁes ) and (ii) of Prop081t10n

where we let K = [|X||,_,,, ¢1 = § -min {1, (c2[|X]|,_,,) "} and ¢o = 1/4, and lw], < \/;- A~ 1Hoo

\/log(pl;;iggf(ci]\jggﬁqfl) where C, = [[A™"||_ - max {1, ;|| X||,_,,}. Then, since 1] holds, it follows

that

inf |[|(D*Pa)'Qsy, (D*Pacsgn(Dz) — p) — ul|
A

< inf  ||(D*Pa)'Qy, D Pacsgn(Da) — ul| _ + [|(D*Pa) Qs 1|

T weN(D*Py) + H (D*Pa) QWAPHOQ’

oo 16
and by letting 0 = sgn(Dz) in Theorem it follows that P(ES) < 5e/6. Therefore, P(Ey N Ey) >

1 — € and by plugging in the conclusion of Proposition with v = %, the conclusion of this theorem
follows. O

Proof of Theorem [3.7, We first consider the assumptions of Proposition [7.2] where |A;| = 2 for all i € N.
Then, (7.4]) holds provided that

L T C2

I}IGE%\IXHPQ,\/aAQWA(PAD) elHOO < %

and condition (ii) holds provided that inf,ennp,) ||(PAD)1)* Qs (D*Paco — p) — uHOO < % There-
fore, we may now proceed as in the proof of Theorem to show that the conditions of Proposition

hold with probability exceeding 1 — €. Specifically, we employ Proposition [6.6] and Theorem [6.10] with
o € (>°(N) such that

PA.DZ’
Pa,o = 77——, i€N.
P2, Dzl
So, with probability exceeding 1 — €, the conclusion of Proposition hold with v =1 — g O

9 Concluding remarks

In practice, when applying total variation regularization for the purpose of subsampling in the recovery
of signals from their Fourier data, the Fourier samples are chosen in a random and non-uniform manner.
Through some numerical examples, this paper demonstrated that this choice cannot be dependent on
sparsity alone, but the sparsity structure of the underlying signal. To capture the necessary structure
dependence, the notions of fineness and active sparsities were introduced and we derived theoretical
statements on how these notions impact the choice of the sampling set 2. There are two ways in which
the work presented here can be extended

1. As discussed in the results of Theorem and Theorem are not sharp, and it would be
desirable to investigate whether the s terms in bounds on the number of samples can be removed
so that the structure dependence is reduced to active sparsity and fineness only.

53



2. The general theoretical framework of Theorem [3.6] can be seen as a generalization of the main
theorem from [I] and it would be of interest to analyse the conditions of this theorem in the case
of sampling with frames, or reconstructing in Riesz bases.
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Appendix
A A dual certificate result for an unconstrained minimization
problem
We consider the following minimization problem.
. 2
x:D;Ieltgl(N) [PoAz -yl + oDzl , a>0. (A.1)

Proposition A.1. Consider the setting of Proposition . Let x be such that ||PoAx —y||, < § and
T = x+ z be a b-optimal minimizer of . Then

lzll, SC-((0+ b)~Cq+T+oz-C’q+||PADa:H1
where )
C =177 (Ker + [@aD) ) Co= (K (2 eava) + ol )
Furthermore, if a = \/q- (6 + Vb), then

§+Vb
V4

ol S ©- <max{1,éq}- - ||PADx||1> (4.2)

where R ,
Cq=(K-(1+c1q) + wllyva) -

Remark A.1 Since the main theorems in this paper are proved by proving that the conditions of
Proposition hold, this proposition shows that if the conditions of Theorem are satisfied, then any
& solution to with o = /g - (0 + Vb) satisfies . If we let b = 0, then this affirms the finding in
[3], which numerically demonstrates that in order to obtain the error bound in , a linear relation
between « and 4 is required and the linear scaling increases as ¢ increases.

Proof. Let ¢ = minj_; ¢; and

PQ_’q = q;lpgzl PD...P q;lpgr, PQ’\/G = ql_l/QPQl D...H q;l/QPQT.

This proof is reuses many of the steps in the proof of Proposition First note that from (6.5)), we
have that

WEK 29V K
[Qw, 2|l < WHP{LQAZH + T”PADZHI
2K
< 7||PQ,qu||2 + (2K¢2) |[PADz|[,
¢ (A.3)
2K

< —(
Vi

< )

[PeAZ —yll, + [[PaAz — yll,) + (2Kc2) [PADz];

(6+A)
NG + c2[[PaDzll,
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where we have let X := |y — PoAZ|,.
By following , we have that

a||Dz|l; > «||PaDz||; — 2a||PaDz||; + aRe (Pacz,sgn(PacDz)) + oDzl
+ A2 = 2% 4 |ly — PoAz|® - 62
Since 7 is a b-optimal solution of , a||Di[|, + A% < a||Dz, + ||y — PoAz|3 +b. Thus,
b+ 2a|PaDz||; + a|(Ppcz,sgn(PacDa))| + 6% > af|[PADz||, + A%
Following the argument in , we have that
[(Pacz, sen(PacDa))| < exgQuwy 2l + [Pzl lhwl, + colPAD],
< c1q]|Qwy zlly + (A +8)[[wll, + col[PaDz|;
So, plugging in the estimate for [|Qw, z[|, from (A.3), we have that
|(Pacz,sgn(PacDzo))| < (2Ke1v/q + [wll;) (0 + A) + (2K c1c2q + co)|[PaDz||
Thus, since 1 — (2K ci1caq + ¢o) > 7, and yields
b+ 2a[[PADal, + a(2Kery/G -+ [wl) (3 + X) + 6% > 5 - - [PADz], + A%
We now estimate A. By , we have that
0> X - a(2Keyy/q + [wll)A — (b + 2alPaDall, + a(2Ker v+ ull)é + 82).
This implies that the quadratic formula and algebraic manipulations

A < a(2Ker/q + |wlly) + 6 + y/2a|[PaDz]|, + Vb.

Also, from (|A.7)), we have that
b 52
IPaDsl, <97 (2 4 2IPaDal, + (2K + ul )6+ 3 + - )

Therefore,
1]l < 1Qwazll; + 1| Q3,21
S ||QWAZ||2 + ||(PAD)T||1H2”PADZH1

0+ A
K (T2 + cllPaDl, ) + PaD) | IPaDel,

K
=75 0N+ (e 4 [(PaD)]l, ) - [PAD=]l

Let C =~ (Kea + H(PAD)TH1—>2)' Plugging in our bound on ||PADz||; yields

K b 52
ol 5 52+ (6+3)+ € ( 2+ IPDel, + (Kery + full )6 +3) + &

K b 52
=0+ M- (\/6 +C - (Kaq+ ||w||2)> +C- (a + ||PaDz|l;, + a) .
From (A.8]), we have that

K
A (\@ L O (Keryi+ |w||2>>
<o (Kery@+ Jully)- (\’2 O (Kot ||w|2>)
G- (5@ 1O (Keni+ w||2>)

K2
+oa- v + [[PADz||;

+a-C- (Keiy/q+ wl,)? + [PaDz], - C
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Therefore,

I2lls < (6 + V) - £+(C—|—1)~(Kcl\/§+||w||2) +(C+1)- HPADx||1+i+E
Vi a a

+a-(C+1)- ((Kcl\/@+ lwll,) + 2) )

B Basic estimates

Lemma B.1. For |z| < 7, [sin(x)| > % For |x| € (7/4,7/2], |sin(x)

1

|> 7

Lemma B.2. Let A be the one dimensional unitary discrete Fourier transform on CN and let D be the
one dimensional finite differences operator defined in Section @ Let x € CN. Then, given k € Z \ {0}

such that |k| < [N/2], we have that
VN|Da,
V2 k|

Proof. First, by the choice of k, €2™*/N = 1. By applying summation by parts to the definition of (Ax)j,
we obtain

|(Az)k| <

1 N 2mijk N-l n 2mijk
m(” 20t ) m 2 (2T Do

j=1 n=1 \j=1
N-1 ; .
-1 mi(n+1)k/N ank
— (6 : :;jn( ) (Do),
NS sin (57)
since Zjvzl e =0 and
n wi(n : mnk
Zezwk e ( H).k/N:km(T)
= sin (ZF)
By Lemma [B.1] for k such that [k| < N/4,
L {fz,ﬁv k| < N/4
———
|sin(mk/N)]| Vel N/4 < |k| < NJ2.
Therefore,
VN - ||Dz
(Aayy] < YD,

V2 |k|
0

Lemma B.3. Let A be the two dimensional unitary discrete Fourier transform on CN*N and let Dy,
Dy be the two dimensional finite differences operators defined in Section @ Let x € CVXN . Then, given
(k1,ke) € Z\ {(0,0)} such that |ki|, k2| < [N/2], we have that

D1zl |D2$|1}< D]y
V2ki|" V21ke| J T (k1 ko)l

KAmhh|Smm{

where Dz, = [[Diz([; + [[Dal];-
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Proof. Without loss of generality, assume that ko = 0. It suffices to show that

[Daz||;
A < , B.1
|( x)k17k2| = \/ilkg‘ ( )

since if k1 # 0, then by symmetry

and

D1zl

Ax <
|( )k17k2‘— \/§|k1|

|(A$)k1 k2‘ Smm{”Dlel ||D2]}|1} S |<||D.’L'||1

V2 k1| V2]ksl k1, k)|

If k1 = 0, then clearly,

Doz, _ Dzl
V2|ka| T (K1, ko)l

|(Ax)k1,k2| <

We now proceed to prove (B.1). By applying summation by parts to the definition of (Ax)k, r,, We
obtain

1 s(J1k1 | Joko
_ 271 +
(Ax)k17k2 - N E : Tj1,52€ ( N N )
J1,32€{1,...,N}

1 N itk N omiink N-1 n omiink
TIIRT TI2RD TLI2RD
Lsreme ([ e ) S (500 )
Jj1=1 J2=1 n=1 Jo=1
Observe that Zgzl e ¥ =0 and
n y i(n+1)ka/N o k
Z ik _ emi (ke /N gip (Tnk2)
ja=1 sin (%)
Thus, by applying Lemma
-1 N N-1
. 7Tk [Daz|];
[(AZ) gy koo | < (N sin ()D (Do), n| < .
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