arxXiv:1502.07695v1 [math.OC] 25 Feb 2015

A New ldentity for the Least-square Solution

of Overdetermined Set of Linear Equations

Saeid HaghighatshoarMohammad J. Taghizadghand Afsaneh Asagi
*Technische Universitat, Berlin, Germany
fHuawei European Research Centre, Munich, Germany
tIdiap Research Institute, Martigny, Switzerland

Emails: saeid.haghighatshoar@tu-berlin.de, mohamagtizadeh@huawei.com, afsaneh.asaei@idiap.ch

Abstract

In this paper, we prove a new identity for the least-squatetisn of an over-determined set of linear equation
Az = b, whereA is anm x n full-rank matrix, b is a column-vector of dimensiom, andm (the number of equations)
is larger than or equal te (the dimension of the unknown vecta). Generally, the equations are inconsistent and
there is no feasible solution far unlessb belongs to the column-span df. In the least-square approach, a candidate
solution is found as the unique that minimizes the error functioffAz — b||2.

We propose a more general approach that consist in congidalfithe consistent subset of the equations, finding
their solutions, and taking a weighted average of them tédbaicandidate solution. In particular, we show that
by weighting the solutions with the squared determinanthefrtcoefficient matrix, the resulting candidate solution

coincides with the least square solution.

Index Terms

Over-determined linear equation, Least square solution.

I. INTRODUCTION
A. Over-determined Set of Linear Equations

Let A be anm x n full-rank matrix and leth € R be a column vector, and consider the linear equatien= b,
to be solved for the unknown vecterc R™. Theory and practice of solving these equations play a nrajerin
essentially every part of mathematics such as linear adgelprerational research, optimization, combinatorias, et
Whenm > n, we call the equations over-determined and there is a saliftiand only ifb belongs to the column-
span of A [1]. Generally, the equations are inconsistent and we neeteskind of criteria to build a candidate

solution.
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One approach for finding a solution is the least-square aopr¢2], where we find a solution by minimizing
the quadratic form| Az — b||3. The resulting solution is given by = A#b, where A# = (A*A)~! A denotes the
pseudo-inverse ofl. In estimation theorys: can be interpreted as tioest linear unbiased estimator (BLUE) of the
signal z observed via a linear channel given by the matfixand contaminated with an i.i.d. Gaussian noise [3].
Note that in this case, i is in the column-span ofi, the resulting estimation error is zero.

Another approach for building a candidate solution is by eddamd of averaging all the possible sub-solutions.
To explain this more precisely, we first need to introduce somtations. Fok € N, we definelk] = {1,2,...,k}
to be the set of all integers frothup to k. We denote byP the set of all subsets dfn| of sizen, i.e.,P = {p C
[m] : |p| = n}, where|p| denotes the size of the subgetFor ap C P, we defined, to be then x n matrix
obtained by selecting the rows of the matrixbelonging top by keeping their order as iA.

Supposep € P is such thatdet(A,) # 0. By restricting the equations td,, we can obtain a sub-solution
x, = A 'b,, whereb, is the a sub-vector of consisting of the components with index jnwhose order is the
same as irb. Taking the weighted average of all possible sub-solutisits a weightingw, > 0, p € P, we can

build a candidate solution as follows

g _ Zpep @Ty (1)
ZpEP Wp

As the matrix A is full-rank, there is at least one € P with a nonzerodet(4,), thuss“ is well-defined. By
changing the associated weighting, we obtain a variety of candidate solutions for the oveedatned equation
Ax =b.

Let us consider the weighting functian, = det(A,)?, which is equal to the squared determinant of the sub-

matrix A,, and let us define the resulting solution by

s = Zpep AT A @
ZpGP det(AP)2

If for a specificp € P, det(4,) = 0 then A;' does not exist but, with some abuse of notation, this terns e

play a role because its corresponding weidét( 4, )? is equal to0.

B. Our Contribution

We prove that with the weighting,, = det(A,)?, the resulting solutiort s in Eq. (2) coincides with the least-
square solution given byl#b = (A*A)~! A'b. More importantly, this holds for every full-rank matrix and for

an arbitrary vectob. We have summarized this in the following theorem.

Theorem 1. Suppose A is a given m x n full-rank matrix with m > n and assume that b € R™ is an arbitrary

vector. Let s be the weighted average solution given by Eq. (@). Then @15 = (A'A)~ 1A%, i.e, 215 coincides
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with the least square solution.

C. Notation and Auxiliary Results

In this section, we first introduce the required notationstii@ rest of the paper and prove some auxiliary results
that we need to prove Theordm 1. LBt be an arbitraryn x n matrix and letp C [m] of size [p| = n. We
denote byembb(B,p, m) the embedding of columns @8 inside ann x m matrix. More precisely, assume that
the components of are sorted withp; < pa < --- < p,. Thenembb(B, p, m) is ann x m matrix whosep;-th
column,i € [n], is equal to the-th column of B, and all the othein — n columns are set to zero.

Let r,c¢ € N be arbitrary numbers. We define the linear space of-all ¢ real-valued matrices byg(r,c)
with the traditional matrix addition and scalar-matrix tipiication. For arbitrary matriced/, N € Mg(r,c), we
define the following bilinear form M, N) = tr(M Nt) = >-i; MijNi;. Itis not difficult to see that,) defines
an inner product olMg(r,c¢). We denote the trace and the determinant of a square méfriky tr(AM) and
det(M) respectively. We need the following auxiliary results fréimear algebra. We have included all the proofs

in Appendix[A.
Lemma 1. Let r,c € N and let M € Mg(r,c). If (M,N) =0 for every N € Mg(r,c), then M = 0.

Lemma 2. Let M be an square invertible matrix whose components depend on a parameter «. Then, E%M—l =

—M~YZM)M
Lemma 3. Let A be an square matrix whose components depend on a parameter «. Then, %det(A) = det(A)tr(A~1 %A)
Lemma 4. Let M and S be n x n matrices, where S is symmetric. Then tr(SM) = tr(SM?).

Theorem 2 (Cauchy-Binet) Let A and B be m x n matrices with m > n. Then,

det(A'B) = > det(A,)det(B,), (3)

pC[m],|p|=n

where |p| denotes the number of elements of p C [m].

II. PROOF OF THEMAIN THEOREM

In the section, we prove Theordrm 1. Using Hd. (2), we can wiitein the following form:

) T det(A,)2A- 1
Tis(A,b) = pepdet(AtpA) — ®
> pep det(A,)? embb(ASt, p,m)b .
N det(AtA) ’ ®)
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where in the last term we used the definitioneofbb(Azjl,p, m). Recall that forp € P, with element; < p2 <
- < pn, We denote b)embb(A;l,p, m) an all-zeron x m matrix except for itsp;-th column witch is equal to
the i-th column ofA;l. Now, we need to prove that for artye R™ and for anym x n full-rank matrix A4, the

following identity holds

S pep det(A,)? embb(A,*, p,m)

t —1 pty,
(ATA) A = det(A*A) ©)
As this should be true for everdye R™, we need to prove the following matrix identity:
det(A'A) (A*A)~1AY = 37 det(Ap)? embb(A, p,m). (7)

As a first step, it is easy to check that both sidesrase m matrices, thus the dimensions are compatible.

In order to prove the identity17), let us define the functjpn Mg (m,n) — R as follows:

f(A) = det(A'A) = > " det(4 (8)

pEP

Using the Cauchy-Binet formula as stated in Theokém 2, waiobt

det(A'A) = det(A,)det(Al) = > " det(A 9)

peP pEP
which implies thatf(A) = 0 for every A € Mg(m,n). Letu = A;; be a parameter denoting the componentof

at row: and columnj. As f(A4) =0, we have%f(A) = 0, which implies that

0 t 4y (@ ¢ t 19 4
S -det(A'4) @ der(a'Aper{ (47 4) ! o (A A}
(b det(AtA)tr{(At ) (( ) A + At 68

A}

(:C) det(AtA)tl’{(AtA)_l(A 86 A+ At%A)}

0
_ ¢ tg\—1 gt
= 2det(A A)tr{(A AT A 3 A}

u

@ 2det(AtA)tr{(AtA)*lAtUij}

“ 9 de t(AtA)<(AfA)—1Af, U;j>,

where (a) follows from LemmdB applied to the matrit? A, (b) follows from the chain rule applied td’A, (c)

follows from Lemma# applied to the symmetric mat(iA®A)~! and the matrix(a%A)tA, (d) results by taking
the component-wise derivative of with respect tou = A;; which we denote by/;;, and whergle) results from
the definition of the inner product for two matrices. We cangy check that/;; is anm x n matrix with all-zero

components except farj-th component which is equal tb
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Now, taking the derivative of the other term in EQl (8) witlspect tou = A;;, we obtain

% Z det(4, Z 2det(A —det(A )

peP peP

@ Z 2det(A,)det(Ap)t (A;laﬁAp)
peP u

®) 0
Z?det )2tr( embb(Ap \D, )8 A)
peEP v

(0 2 —1

() 2tr{ Y det(4,)%embb(A4; ", p,m)Uij}

peEP
D2 (3 det(4y)?embb (4, p,m), U ).
peEP

where(a) results from Lemmal3 applied to the matril,. We also havéb) from the definition of the embedding
n columns ofA;1 in anm x n matrix. In particular, notice that as the remaining coluthmbb(Agl,p, m) are
all zero, we can replacd,, by A. Finally, (c) results from the linearity of the trace operater and (d) follows

from the definition of the inner product. Therefore, we obttiat

_ 8 t
0= 5-f(4) = < UL, (10)
det(A'A)(A'A) 1A' — 3 det(A,) embb(A, !, p,m )>.

peP

Notice that equality in Eq[{10) holds for all matric&$;, i € [m],j € [n]. As, U}; form an orthonormal basis for

the linear spacé/(m,n), from Lemmal, it immediately results that
det(A*A)(A*A)~1 AT = 37 det(A,)%embb(A, ", p,m).
From Eq. [[7), this is exactly what we needed to prove.

APPENDIXA

PROOF OF THEAUXILIARY RESULTS
In this section, we provide the proofs of the auxiliary résul

Proof of Lemmalll Leti € [r],j € [c] be arbitrary numbers and I&f be an all-zero matrix except for thg-th

element which is set ta. It results that
N)=>" MyNig = My; =0.
As this is true for arbitrary andj, it results that\/ = 0.
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Proof of Lemma[2 Let I be the identity matrix of the same order &6. Taking derivative from both sides of

the identity] = M M~', and using the chain rule, we obtain that

_9 -1 9 -1
O_auMM +M8uM ;

which implies thatZ M~ = —M Y (2 M)M~1.
Proof of Lemma[3 Assume thatd is ad x d matrix and let us denote by,;; the component ofd in row :

and columnj. We first find %det(A) and use the chain rule to obtain
ij

o
5.det(4) = > "

4 0A;;
i,j€[d] '

Notice that in order to computdet(A), we can expand it with respect to tixeh row, where we obtain
det(A) = Y (—1)""*det(4), (12)
ke(d]
where A, is a(d — 1) x (d — 1) matrix obtained after removing thieth row and thek-th column of the matrix

A. In particular, it can be immediately checked that the oelyrt in the summatiori (12) that depends 4y is

(=1)"*7det(A;;), thus we obtain

aij det(A) = (—1)*det(Ay;) = adj(A) i, (13)

adj(

whereadj(A) denotes theadjoint of the matrix A. Moreover, from the formulad=! = det(j:; for the inverse of

the matrix A, we immediately obtain that

aij det(A) = det(A)(A™ ). (14)

Using the the chain-rule as in Eq.{11), we have

9 _ 9 19
%det(A)—det(A)Z(A )ji - Aij = det(A)tr(A™! - A),

ij
wheretr denotes the trace operator and wh%eél denotes the component-wise partial derivativeloiith respect

to u.

Proof of Lemmaldt The proof simply follows from the properties of the trace i@ter:

tr(SM) = tr((SM)") = tr(M"'S") = tr(M"S) = tr(SM"),
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where we used the symmetry 6f and the fact that for arbitrary square matrid€sL of the same dimension,

tr(KL) =tr(LK).
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