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Abstract

We initiate the study of trade-offs between sparsity andnin@ber of measurements in sparse re-
covery schemes fagenericnorms. Specifically, for a norrfh- ||, sparsity parametes, approximation
factorK > 0, and probability of failurd® > 0, we ask: what is the minimal value nfso that there is a
distribution ovemrm x n matricesA with the property that for any, givenAx, we can recover k-sparse
approximation tox in the given norm with probability at least-1P? We give a partial answer to this
problem, by showing that for norms that admit efficient lingleetches, the optimal number of measure-
mentsmis closely related to thdoubling dimensionf the metric induced by the northi || on the set of
all k-sparse vectors. By applying our result to specific norms;ast known measurement bounds in our
general framework (for thé, norms,p € [1,2]) as well as provide new, measurement-efficient schemes
(for the Earth-Mover Distance norm). The latter result clieimplies more succinct linear sketches for
the well-studied planak-median clusteringroblem. Finally, our lower bound for the doubling dimen-
sion of the EMD norm enables us to address the open quest[énatfling-Sohler, STOC’05] about the
space complexity of clustering problems in the dynamicastiag model.
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1 Introduction

The field of sparse recovery studies the following questiona signalx, when is it possible to compute an
approximationx to x that is parameterized by only a small number coefficient&rgonly a small number
of linear measurements g The answers to this basic question, i.e.,dparse recovery schemdsave
found a surprising number of applications in a broad spettaf fields, includingcompressive sensing
[CRT0E,Don06], data stream computing [MutO5] (see alsadiseurces atublinear.info) and Fourier
sampling [GIIS14].

A particularly useful and well-studied formalization ofglguestion is that otable sparse recovenA
general formulation of the problem is as follows. For a ndjrih, sparsity parametds; probability of failure
P and an approximation factét > 0, design a distribution oven x n matricesA which has the following

property:

There is an algorithmd that, for anyx, givenAx, recovers a vectot = A(Ax) such that

[x—% <K min_[x—x]| )

k-sparsed
with probability at least 1 P.

Here we say that' is k-sparse if it has at mo&tnon-zero coordinatis The typical choices of the norij ||
are either’y or £,. However, several other variants have been studied as [B&IT08,[AZGR15] studied
sparse recovery under genefghorms, [GIP10, P11, MD13] considered the Earth-Movert@ise (EMD)
norm, while [War14] considered rearrangement-invaridatlnorms.

It is easy to observe that the number of measurenmamtsist depend on the sparsity paramdtethe
more information about the signal we want to acquire, theenmoeasurements must be taken. Foand/,
norms, the tradeoff betweenandk is well-understood: it is known than = O(klog(n/k)) measurements
suffice [CRT06], and this bound is tight [Dor06, DIPW10]. Fdher norms, however, our understanding
of the tradeoffs is much more limited.

1.1 Our results

In this paper we initiate the study of sparsity-measureméraide-offs forgeneric norm&. Our results
generalize the previously known tradeoffs, and providerowgd bounds for specific norms, notably EMD
and/p, for p € (0,1). Further, our results for EMD immediately yield new sketchialgorithms and new
lower bounds for the low-dimensioniimedian clustering problem.

Ouir first result shows that, for norms thedmit efficient linear sketchéee number of measurements
sufficient for sparse recovery is closely related to the dongkdimension ofk-sparse vectors under that
norm. Formally, we prove the following theorem.

Theorem 1.1. Suppose that X% (R"|| - ||) is an n-dimensional normed space ahd k < n be the sparsity
parameter. Assume that, for some (distortion) parameter Dthere is a distribution over g n random
(sketch) matrices S and an (estimator) functionf® — R such that for any x and a k-sparse y we have

Pr[jx—y|l <E(SxSy < D[x-V[[] = 2/3.

IFurther generalizations of the problem can be obtained loyvirlg the sparsity in arbitrary basis, or by allowing diffet
norms on the LHS and RHS of Equatigh 1. Although importantwilenot consider these generalizations in this paper.

2|n fact, our results hold even fauasi-normse.g.,/p norms forp < 1 (see Preliminaries for more details). However, for the
sake of simplicity, in the rest of the paper we will mostly iscon norms.



Furthermore, let d be the doubling dimension of the set gbdese vectors fronR" with respect to the
metric induced byj| - ||. Then, for evenp < €, 7 < 1/3 there exists a distribution over random matrices
A € R™"Mwith

m= o<s- (d -log(D/¢) +log Iog(l/T)))

such that for every x R" given Ax we can recover with probability at le@st3 a vectorX € R" such that

IX=X|| <(1+&)D  min

X=X+ T||x]. 2
spare XH ([ + Tl 2

To explain the theorem, we first observe that the guarant@mndiy [2) is analogous to the one given
by (@), with the exception of the extra additive temix||. The “precision parameter’ can be made arbi-
trarily small, at a price of increasing the number of measengs by an extra logldd/7) term. Similar
tradeoffs between the precision and the number of measutsrage quite common in compressive sensing
schem& although we do not know whether this extra term is necesisaour setting. Apart from the
precision dependence, the number of measuremrmaigdinear in the doubling dimension, linear in the
sketch lengtls and logarithmic in the distortioD.

Our theorem requires that the normed space of interest s@ffiitient linear sketches. We believe that
some variant of this assumption is necessary for sparseepc@s such sketches are needed if one wants
to estimate the approximation error, i.e., the RHS of Equédi. However, this intuition does not lend itself
to a formal argument, as e.g., for tlie norm there exist sparse recovery schemes [CRT06, Don08] tha
satisfy Equationl@vithoutexplicitly estimating the approximation error. Still, thenorm supports efficient
sketches, which suggests that some form of sketchabilitijgohorm could be a necessary condition.

To illustrate Theorerh 111, consider the case ofhéquasi)-norms foip € [0,2]. It is known [Ind06]
that these norms allow sketches with distort@r= 1+ £ and dimensiors = O(1/¢?) for anye > 0, and
it is also immediate that the doubling dimensidis O(klog(n/k)). Therefore, forp € [1,2] our theorem
reproduces the known optimé@l(klog(n/k)) measurement bound, up to the dependence on the precision
parameter. The same bound is obtained fpre (0,1). The latter result is, to the best of our knowledge,
new.

We note that Theorem 1.1 is not efficient: it does not provigelgnomial timealgorithm for recovering
xfrom Ax. Given the generality of the setting, in particular, thd faat it allows a general (sketchable) norm
II-1|, we believe that a general polynomial time recovery alparits unlikely to exist. However, it is possible
that efficient algorithms exist for specific norms which hge®d computational properties. For example,
we show that for the case of the Earth-Mover Distance norrcudised in more detail below, the recovery
algorithm runs in time polynomial im and lod'n. In particular, the running time is polynomial for any
constank.

Lower bound  The ¢, norm example shows that the bound of Theofen 1.1 is tightdonenorms. In
fact, one can show that the linear dependence on the doubfimgnsiond is necessary foall norms whose
“aspect ratio” is bounded by a polynomialiin In particular, we show the following theorem.

Theorem 1.2. Consider any nornj-|| over R" for which - < % < n° for some constant c. Let T R"
denote the set of k-sparse vectors aned fidenote the doubling dimension[6fc)"N T, with ||-||. Then any
sparse recovery scheme fix )" with approximation factor K requires m Q(d/logK) measurements.

Note that the theorem holds even for vectors0, which will be useful in the context of the Earth-Mover
Distance.

3E.g., in most of the existing sparse Fourier transform algars the sample complexity depends logarithmically onpiesi-

sion parametef [GI1S14].



Randomized/Deterministi¢ Sketch lengthm | Approximation factor
Deterministic klognlog(n/K) 0O(1)
Deterministic klog(n/k) log(n/K)
Randomized klog(n/k) 0O(1)

Figure 1: Performance of sparse recovery schemes for the MD[[P11]. The schemes assume that the
input vectorx is non-negative. Each result implies a sketching schem#hék-median problem with the
same parameters.

Earth-Mover Distance  Our results have direct implications for sparse recovemsr akie Earth-Mover
Distance (EMD) norm. This norm is defined ovedimensional vectors with = A2, where such vectors
can be interpreted as functiof&]?> — R. Informally, for vectorsx,y : [A]2 — R, which have the same
¢1 norm, the EMD is defined as the cost of the min-cost flow thatsfia@msx into y, where the cost of
transporting a “unit” of mass from a poipte [A]2 of x to a pointq € [A]2 of y is equal to the/; distancd
betweenp andq. See Preliminaries for a formal definition.

Earth-Mover Distance and its variants are popular metdcg$timating similarity between images and
feature setd [RTGO00, GDD5]. Furthermore, thsparse approximation of non-negative vectors under the
EMD norm has the following natural interpretation. Ixdi€ thek-sparse vector closestxainder this norm.
Then one can observe that the non-zero entriesaoirfespond to the cluster centers in the bestediafi
clustering ofx. Thus, sparse recovery schemes for the EMD norm provideadstfor recovering near-
optimal solutions to the plan&median problem from few linear measurements of the inpirtgsets, a
problem that has attracted a considerable attention iarsirey and sketching literaturle [Ind04, FS05, IP11].

The state of the art schemes for this problem are listed inrBid. In particular, the best known bound
for the number of measurements@gklog(n/k)), which mimics the best possible bound achievable for
sparse recovery in thg norm.

We show that Theorem 1.1 provides new results for this prob&pecifically, we show that the doubling
dimension of the EMD norm ovet-sparse vectors is onl@(kloglogn). Combined with the known fact
that the EMD norm can be embedded ifftowith distortion O(logn) [Cha02,1T03] (and therefore its
sketching complexitys is constant), this implies that there exist a sparse regoseneme for EMD with
approximation factoO(logn) that uses onlyO(k(loglogn)?) measurements (ignoring the dependence on
the precision). The running time of recovery procedure igmamial in A and lodA (again ignoring the
dependence on the precision), which is polynomiahifor any k up to logA/loglogA. We further show
that the result can be strengthened in three ways:

e By performing a more careful analysis of the embedding mioce of [ITO3], we show that it in
fact incurs a distortion 0O(logk + loglogn) with constant probability, which is sufficient for our
purposes.

e By using a variant of the embedding (givenlin [Ind07]) and barmg it with a sketch of [VZ1PR], we
show the distortion can be reduced furthex@ogk) while increasing the sketch length by a factor
of O(Iog5 n) for any constand > 0. Note that in the case abnstant kthe approximation we obtain
is constant as well.

o Finally, we consider vectorswith the property that, for some integll; all entriesx, are multiples

40ne can also use tHe distance. Note that the two distances differ by at most afaufty/2 for two-dimensional images.

S5For completeness, in our context thenedian clustering problem is defined as follows. Firsthgzizel p € [A]? is interpreted
as a point with weighk,. Then the goal is to find a s€tC [A]? of k “medians” that minimizes the objective functi({rbewz Xp -
Mincec || p—c|2.



of 1/N (in this case we say thathasgranularity 1/N). Such vectors correspond to characteristic
vectors of multisets of sizBl, and naturally occur in thanweighted kmedian problem over point
sets of sizeN. In this case we show that, in the bounds for the doubling dsim® and distortion, we
can replace loglog by loglogN. Notably, the bounds we obtain in this came independent of the
ambient dimension.n

By combining these bounds with Theoréml1.1 we obtain spa&severy schemes for EMD with the
guarantees as in Figure 2 (see also Se€flon E for the foratahsént of the results).

Randomized/Deterministi¢ Sketch lengthm Approximation factor
Randomized k(loglogn)(log(logk+ loglogn)) +loglog(1/T) | O(logk+ loglogn)
Randomized klog® n+loglog(1/T) O(logk)

Randomized, lower bound Q(k(loglog(n/k))/logK) K>2

Figure 2: Performance of our sparse recovery schemes fd&EMi2. The schemes assume that the input
vectorx is non-negative. The first two results imply a sketching sehiéor thek-median problem with the
same parameters.

The aforementioned bounds are quite surprising, as thgyravably impossible to achieve for tligor
/> norms. In particular—fof; and/,—one need€)(logn) measurements to achieve constant approximation
factor even fokk = 1, andQ(logn/loglogn) measurements to achie@logn) distortion [DIPW10]. This
means that the EMD norm is actualigsierthan/, norms from the sparse recovery perspective, at least in
a range of parameters.

We also show that at least one log lofactor in the measurement bound is necessary as lokg a5 by
proving a lower bound for the doubling dimensiorkegparse vectors under EMD and using Thedrem 1.2. In
fact, our lower bound argument applies almost verbatimeésgace complexity of the followindata stream
problem: design a data structure that maintains a veatoder increments and decrements of its coordinates
which, when queried, reportskasparse approximation towith approximation factoK with a constant
probability. As discussed earlier, in the context of the ERd@m this task corresponds to the problem of
maintaining ak-median clustering of a dynamic point set where points camsberted and deleted (i.e.,
the coordinates ok can be incremented and decremented). As we show in Thdor@nthg. spaceit
complexity of this problem iﬂ(%logn) for general norms, thus, in particul@(%log(log(A—;))-
logA) for the EMD norm. The last bound addresses the open questiffS05] (Section 7) who asked
whether it is possible to maintain a constant size (for fikethd K) “core-setf for the k-median anck-
means problem in dynamic data streams. Although our argtamennot consider the core-set size per se,
we do show that any algorithm that solMesnedian ank-meandl in the dynamic data stream model must
use asuper-constanhumber of words of size lofy, even for constark andK.

Finally, we show that for the case kf= 1, a sparse recovery scheme exists Vd{t1) measurements
for constantd and €, independent oh. This is again in sharp contrast € or /, norms, as well as the
aforementioned case &f> 2.

1.2 Our techniques and related work

Our upper bound for the number of measurements relies orotiteection between sparse recovery and the
approximate nearest neighbor search. Specifically, ouragmabe phrased as finding the nearest neighbor

SInformally, a core-set for th&-median problem over a set of poirfisis a weighted subs& c P such that a solution t€
provides an approximate solutionfo Core-sets provide a tool for solving streaming problenkfareans an#-median problems
in data streams. Sele [FS$05] for more details.

"The lower bound for th&-means problem is presented in Apperidix G.
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of xin a set of bounded doubling dimension. The latter problembeasolved using theavigating netslata
structure [KL0O4], and indeed we are using a similar top-deearch approach in our algorithm. However,
we need to deal with complications that arise due to the ffettib our setting we can only estimate distances
approximately and with a certain probability. Specificatty obtain the desired bound, we need to ensure
that the total number of distances that our sketch needsesepre is onlyinear in the depth of the tree.
This allows us to bound the probability of failure of the aitfum by taking the union bound over a small
number of events. It is easy to observe, however, that theipdhe tree taken by the search algorithm is
adaptive i.e., the approximation errors incurred by the sketch &t lemel affect the points considered by
the algorithm at the next level. Nevertheless we show tleap#th cannot bwo adaptive and that one can
identify a set of points of size linear in the tree depth sa fhaserving all the distances from those points
to x ensures the correctness of the algorithm. The details &edtior{B

Our lower bound builds on the argument frdm [DIPW10], whéeeriumber of measurements was lower
bounded by encoding long bit sequences into the signalich that those bits could be unambiguously
decoded by the sparse recovery algorithm. The encodingepded on several distance scales. At each
scale, the encoding used a large set of almost equidiktaparse vectors as the “dictionary”. Since the
maximum size of such sets is directly related to the doubtlimyension of the space, the lower bound
argument goes through in the setting @eneralnorm. The details are in Sectibn B.

The doubling dimension of the set ofsparse vectors under EMD was previously studied by [GKK10]
who showed that it is at mo€)(klogk) for the special case of measures induced-sets, i.e., measures of
granularity Yk. For this case it is in fact not difficult to improve the bourdd(k) and we give an outline
of the improved argument in Sectibn B3.1. However, for ourliappons we need a bound that holds for
general measures. This makes the argument more compleg, Wiz need to deal with general flows. In
both cases the idea of the proof is to explicitly construainaedng of a ball of radiuR using a small number
of balls of radiusR/2, by using the geometric and combinatorial properties afgt flows. The details are
in Sectior 3.1 (for general non-negative vectors) and 8ei (for vectors of bounded granularity).

Our improved analysis of the embedding[of [IT03], as wellesanalysis of the embedding from [Ind07],
utilize the fact that our application allows us to relax ttenslard embedding definition in two ways. First,
we only need to preserve the distance betwelesparse vector and a general vector, as opposed to between
any pair of vectors (see the statement of Thedrerh 1.1 forrbeige guarantee that we are after). Second,
we only need to ensure that the distances are preservedavititant probability, not in expectation, which
means that we can tolerate events that incur high distoasdong as they occur with low enough probabil-
ity. Combining the two relaxatiofisvith a more careful analysis allows us to achieve the impmtdyaund,
surprisingly almost without any modifications to the embedd themselves. The details are in Secfion D.

We note that if one wants to preserve EMD between two vect@areboth ksparse, then one can
embed those vectors inte_, with distortionO(logk) [BI14], which yields a sketch with the same distortion
and constant size [IndD6]. Also, for the case when one ofélatovs ik-sparse, a recent work [YO14] shows
a sketch with distortio®©(min(k%,logn)) and size roughlD(log*n). The sketch in this paper substantially
improves over the latter bound.

For the 1-median problem we solve &nregression problem. We give oblivious sketches that pevi
subspace embeddings for thenorm for d-dimensional subspaces with a “disjoint basis” properigt th
arises in this setting. Our embedding works when the basiggeessible as the union of a small number of
sets of vectors, where in each set the vectors have disjgapiost. Unlike existing oblivious embeddings for
¢1 [CDM*13,[MM13,[SW11 WZ18B], we obtaifll + £) instead of polyd) distortion, and lows instead of
constant probability of failure (to simultaneously presmenorms of all vectors in the space). Our embedding

81t can be seen that both relaxations are needed in order tevacthe better bound. In particular, teepectediistortion of
the embedding i®(logn), even for a pair of 1-sparse vectors. Similarlyk i n, the distortion of the embedding &(logn) with
probability 1—o(1).



mapsn-dimensional vectors t®(d/e2log(d/(5¢))) dimensions. We overcome non-embeddability results
for ¢, [BCO5,[CS02] by using a non-convex estimator. This is rescemt of estimators for data streams
[[nd06], but complicated here by the fact that we requirestinenger notion of a subspace embedding. Itis
known (see, e.g., [ABS10]) that for constal®nde one can solve the 1-median by taki®gl) samples and
solving the problem on the samples, but this cannot be esgdess a linear sketch with fewer th@(logn)
measurements (the sampling lower bound follows from Thedef [JST11]), whereas we achie@1)
measurements. The details are in Sedfion F.

2 Preliminaries

EMD. We start by defining EMD. Consider any two non-negative wactoy : [A]° — R_. such that
IXl1 = [lyllz. LetT(xy) be a set of functiony : [A]Y x [A] — R, such that for any, j € [A]Y we have
S1y(,1)=xandy, y(l, j) =y;. Then we define

EMD*(xy) =inf 5 y(i,Dli—illx

ijea

Note that ifx andy are characteristic vectors of some s&tB C [A]%, then EMD (x,y) is equal to the value
of the minimum cost matching betweérandB.
For the case of general vectoty, we define

EMD(xy) =  inf EMD*(X.y)+D[[x—XIls+ly—Yl]

XYy <y
X lla=[y [l

whereD = dA is the diameter of the s@h].

Metric spaces. For a metric spacéX,dy), we defineBx (u,r) or, equivalently, Bajt(u,r) to be the ball
centered ati or radiusr containing all points fronX within r from u: Bx(u,r) := {x € X : dx(u,x) <r}.
Further, for a metric spaceX,dx ), the doubling dimensioris the smallest numbet such that, for every
r >0 and any € X, we can ChoOSE;,X, ..., X € X with

Bx (X, 1) C Bx(X1,r/2) UBx(X2,r/2) U...UBx (Xod,r/2).

Finally, for K > 1 we define &-quasi-metric spacas a variant of a metric space, where we have the
following relaxedtriangle inequality:d(x,y) < K- (d(x, 2) +d(z,y)). Thus, every metric space is a 1-quasi-
metric space. We define-quasi-norms in an analogous way.

3 Upper Bound on Measurement Complexity

Suppose we havel&-quasi-metric spaca1 = (X,p) and a closed subs¥tC X with doubling dimension
d. Let us assume we can sketch distances between points<framdY with distortionD, sketch sizes and
success probability at least2 (see Theoreiin 1.1 for the formal definition).

The following Lemma builds on a result from [KLD4] on appnmte nearest neighbor search in dou-
bling spaces.

Lemma 3.1. Forevery0 < € <1/2,0< A <A andy €Y one can sketch points of X with sketch size
O(s- (d log(DK/¢) +Iog|og(/\/)\))>
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Search Procedure:
Vo < the only element olNg
fori«<1...Ldo
S < NinBx(Yi-1,Bri)
Yi = argmin..g q(y)
if q(y;) > yri then
return yi_1
return y_

so that from this sketch for & X with p(x,yo) < A we can recover with probability at lea&/3 a point
y €Y such that
p(xy) <max((1+€)DK-p(x,Y),A). ©)

Proof. First, we describe the recovery procedure and then show tiskettich points. For now, we assume
that for the point of interest € X and for everyy € Y we know a numbegq(y) such that

p(x%y) <q(y) <D-p(xy). (4)

The recovery procedure we describe has several paramatpositive integet., a real 0O< a < 1 and
real 3,y > D. For the reasons that will be clear later we require that

K?-(a+2y) <aB. (5)

The recovery procedure is as follows. First, for every 0< L we build ar;j-netN; of Y N Bx(yo,\),
wherer; = 2a'A such that all pairs of points from; have pairwise distances larger than In particular,
INo| = 1, and for everyi the size ofN; is finite since the doubling dimensiahof Y is finite. Such a net
can be found using a straightforward greedy algorithm. S8eécgiven a poink € X with p(x,yp) < A we
recover an approximate nearest neighbor fioas follows:

Now let us analyze this procedure. Dengte= argmin,., p(x,y) one of the nearest neighbors for
from Y (note thaty* exists, sincer is assumed to be closed). The proof follows from the follayihree
claims (the proofs are in AppendiX A).

Claim 3.2. If (§) holds and for somé& <i <L one has y;_1) < yri_1, thenp(y*,S) <r;.
Now let us analyze the case when the algorithm retyirnsfor some 1<i <L.
Claim 3.3. If (B) holds and the algorithm returns_y for somel <i <L, then
P(X,Yi-1) DKy
< )
p(xay*) a(y_ DK)

Next, suppose that our algorithm retums

Claim 3.4. If (B) holds and the algorithm returng ythenp(x,y, ) < 2ya“A.

Let us now show how to sét, a, B andy. Claimd 3.8 anf3]4 imply that in order to satidfy (3) we need
to satisfy together witH {5) the following conditions:

DKy
a(y—DK)
2yatA < A, (7)

< (1+¢)DK, (6)

\'



It is immediate to see that we can satidfy (£), (6) ddd (7) &aneously by settingr = 1—0(¢), B =
O(DK3/¢), y = O(DK /&) andL = e(% log %)

So far we assumed that we have access to a fungtigrthat satisfies[{4). In reality we build such a
function from sketches of distances between points froandY. Suppose we can build a sul&é@g Y
with |Q| < N such that for a givex € X the recovery procedure can querly) only fory € Q. Then, we
can use the standard amplification argument for the medtanatsr, and sketckin sizeO(slogN) to get a
randomized functiony(-) such that for every € Q one has Pjp(x,y) < ¢ (y) < D-p(x,y)] > 1— 3. Now
we used (-) for the recovery and by the union bound the recovery algorigncceeds with probability at
least 2/3. Itis only left to upper boundl for an appropriately chosen @t

It is clear that we query(-) for points only from

U sc U s
i€lL] ielL]
WDV PN

(the inclusion is by[(#)). By Clai 3] 2 the right-hand sidénisluded in

Q= [J (NiNBx(y".K?-(1+2B)-17)).

1<i<L

SinceY has doubling dimensiod and points fromN; arer;-separated, we géi = |Q| < L- (K2 (1+
ZB))O(d). Now using the values df, a, 8 andy, we get that the final sketch size @slogN) < O(s-

(dlog(K-(1+pB))+logL)) < O(s' (dlog(DK/s) + Ioglog(/\/)\))). O

Corollary 3.5. Suppose that X is induced by a norm of dimension n, and thet then algorithm that
computes the sets @efined by the search procedure in tif§¢°1). Then the search procedure runs in time

polynomial in N=L- (K2 (1+2[3))O(d) and n.

3.1 Upper bound on the doubling dimension oEMD

We will prove that the doubling dimension kfsparse probability measures oy&} equipped with EMD is
O(kloglogA). For a weaker and simple bouiklogk) on the doubling dimension in the caseke$parse
subsets see [GKK10]. In fact, it is not hard to prove upper boud¢k) on the doubling dimension for
k-sparse subsets. Notice that in this case the upper bouraotibling dimension does not depend on the
size of the grid. We will now provide an intuition why the upf@undO(k) holds.

We have an EMD ball Balyp (U, R) or radiusR centered ak-sparse measune such thatu(x,y) =1
for all (x,y) € supd ). (We can think ofu as ak-sparse set.) And we would like to cover &lsparse
subsets within Baghyp (1, R) with 2°K EMD balls of radiusR/2 centered ak-sparse subsets.

First, let's show how to cover all subseais Ballemp (U, R) with o satisfying||o — pil|1 = ©(R/K) for
alli € [k]. oy and ; denote points in sugp) and suppy;) and they get matched togefther in the optimal
transportation betweemandp. For this, we takdR/(100k)-net of Ball, (pi, 10R/K) for everyi € [k]. Every
such net is of siz&d(1). To cover all theo € Ballemp (U, R), we need to take a representative from a
net from Bal, (1, 10R/k) for all i € [k] and combine representativeskirsparse subsets. There afg 2
possible ways to construct subsets by taking represeesgativ

In the case when we do not have the mentioned guarantee atgivning of the previous paragraph,
we can guess valugl®; — |1 up to a constant factor and construct covers for all gue$8¥esieed to show

9Note thatQ is more than just a single path from the “root” to the solutias the behavior of the algorithm is not deterministic
and depends on the random bits chosen by the sketching pireced
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that it is enough to take at mos?® guesses. And it can indeed be shown by noticing that we doeweat n
to cover/ balls of very small radius (whejfo; — pi||1 is small).

We proceed by showing upper bound on the doubling dimenslmnwve consider arbitrary measures
with support of size at mostliving in a square of side length.

Lemma 3.6. The doubling dimension of the set of k-sparse probabilitpsuees overlA]? under EMD
metric is QkloglogA).

Proof. Let u be ak-sparse probability measure ovél? and letR > 0 be some real number. Our goal is
to coverBemp (4, R) with log®* A EMD-balls centered ik-sparse measures and of radRi&2. In order
to achieve this it is sufficient to cov@gyp (1, R) with log®™® A EMD-balls centered imrbitrary measures
and of radiuR/4.

The pseudocode in Figuré 3 builds a set of measiwethat serve as centers of balls with radrR&4
that together coveBevp (U, R). Roughly speaking, we first guess the topology of the optftoal Then we
guess the lengths of the corresponding edges. Then we dugessgport. And finally we guess the masses
transported over the edges.

We assume that BLDNET(p,r) returns anr /100)-net ofB.(p,r)N [A]2. It is immediate thatM| <

1: mp < R/(10QAk)
2 M0
3: for c: suppu — Z-o such thaty  y)csuppu C(X,Y) < 2k do

4 T {(xYi) ] (xy) € supp,1<i < c(xy)}

5. forl:Z—{1,1.01,101%,...,2A} do

6: for (x,y,i) € Z and for allp(x,y,i) € BUILDNET((X,y), | (X,y,i)) do
7: for m: Z — {0,mg,1.01-my,1.01% - my,...,min(1,R) } do

8: if for every(x,y) € suppu we havey . xyijez M(X,Y,1) < H(X,y) then
9: let u’ be a measure ovéd)? that is identically zero

10: for (x,y) € suppu do

11: s+ 0

12: fori:(xy,i) € Zdo

13: S s+m(x,y,i)

14: H (P Y;0)) = 1/ (P(X Y1) +m(X,y,i)

15: K (X,Y) < H'(%Y) + H(Xy)—s

16: M —Mu{p'}

Figure 3: Pseudocode for net construction

log®® A, and that the running time of the above procedure is alsg'fody. It is left to show that for every
k-sparseu’ such that EMDy, ') < R, there existy” € M with EMD(u”, ') < R/4.

Claim 3.7. There exists an optimal flow betwegrand i’ that is supported on at mogk pairs of points.

Proof. Consider an optimal flow from to . Consider an undirected gragh= (V, E) with V = sup ) U
supf 1’). We connect two vertice,y) € sup i) and(x,y') € supg ') iff there non-zero amount flowing
from (x,y) to (X,y) in the flow.

If |E| > 2k+ 1, then there is a cycle, e, ...,exn € E of even length ghin the graphG. W.l.0.g. assume
that the total length o§ with eveni is at most the total length a& with oddi. Let us increase all flows
overg with eveni and decrease all flows overwith oddi by the same amount such that at least one edge
carries zero flow. Clearly, the total cost can only decrease.

Repeating the above process several times, we arrive at atioported on at mosk2dges. O
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Thus, in our enumeration algorithm at least afey) corresponds to the number of outgoing flow edges
from (x,y) € suppu (Line 6). When we enumeratethere is at least one choice that guesses all the lengths
of the corresponding edges within a multiplicative factbd @1 (Line 8). Thus, there exists a measjre
(not necessarilk-sparse) such that

e supp C suppu U{p(X,Y; )} xyirers
e EMD(u/, ) < R/50;

e there exists a flow betwegnand i of cost at most D2- R that transports mass from a poity) to
{(Y)} U{P( Y, 1) }i:xyiy ez or every(xy) € suppu.

We have thafu coversy/, i.e, that EMOW’, 1) < R/100, and that the procedure in the pseudocode
will guess suppu) but not necessarilyi. After guessing the support (Line 9), the pseudocode prscbg
trying to guess the measure at the support (Line 10). We tithsthat there will be guess” made by the
pseudocode with sugp”) C supd i) that satisfy EMDpu, u”) < 2R/50.

Fix (x,y) € suppu. We show to deal with the multi-sétx,y) } U{p(x,y,i) : (X,y,i) € Z}. We round down
the mass i at the coordinate$p(x,y,i)} to the closest element ét), Mo, 1.01- mg, 1.012- mg, ..., min(1, R)}
(Line 11). Lety” be the resulting measure. We alsogt(x,y)) := Yi.xyijez (H(PX, Y1) — 1" (P(X,Y41)))
(Line 19). One can observe that is included in the set measures enumerated by our algorithm.

We now show that EMDu”, 1) < 2R/50. The cost of EMDu”, 1) comes from two sources:

1. Contribution from(x,y,i) € Z for which g (p(x,y,i)) < mo. Thenu”(p(x,y,i)) = 0. There are at most
2k such(x,y,i) € Z. But we can reroute these small masses with cost at ndst< 0.02R.

2. Contribution from(x,y,i) € Z for which i(p(x,y,i)) > my. This implies that the value @i(p(x,y,i))
is within 1% of u”(p(x,y,i)). Therefore, the total contribution of such coordinatey,i) € Z is at
most 001- EMD(u, 1) < 0.02R.

Thus, overall we havéiy’ — 1" ||emp < ||1' — Hllemp + |2 — 1’ |lemp < (0.02+0.02+0.02) - R <
R/4. O
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A Proofs from Section[3

Proof of Clain{3:2.Lety € N; be a point such thad(y*,y) <r; (recall thatN; is anri-net ofY). Clearly,
it is sufficient to prove thay’ € S. This is equivalent to the condition(y',yi;_1) < Br;. Let us verify the

latter:

p(y,Yi1

) <K (YY) +py . Yi-1) K- (ri+p(Y,Yie1) <K (ri+p(Xy) +p(XYi-1)) <

<KZ-(ri+20(x,Yi—1)) <K?- (ri+2q(yi—1)) <K% (ri+2yri_1) =K% (@ +2y) -1ri_1 < aBri_1 = pri,
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where the third inequality follows from the definition @f the fourth inequality follows from the definition
of y*, the fifth inequality follows from[{#), the sixth step foll@from the statement of the Claim, and the
penultimate step follows froni k5). O

Proof of Clain{3.B.First, observe that bj/{4) and the fact that the algorithmrresy; 1 we havep(x,y;_1) <
q(yi—1) < yri_1. Second, by{(4) and Claim 3.2,

T O < pixy) = p(x.S) <K (plxy) +p(Y.S)) <K- (pxY) +11).
Thus, v
POy > (e —1)-ri
Overall,
p(xyi-1) _ w1 DKy
p(xy) (pg—1)-ri aly—DK)
]
Proof of Clain(3.4.If the algorithm returng, , then
PYL) <y =2yatA,
where the second step follows from the definitiorr;of O

B Lower Bound on Measurement Complexity

We usea < b to denote that there exists a universal constastich thata < Cb. We usea > b to denote
b<aanda=btodenota<b<a

We work with the linear sparse recovery scheme as in theduattion (Equation[{1)). We set the
probability of error to beP = .

The following lemma generalizes the resultlin [DIPW10] tmgel norms and nonnegative inputs.
Lemma B.1. Consider any nornfj-|| overR" for which & < % < n®for some constant c. Further suppose
that there exists a set X [0,)" of k-sparse vectors such thgk|| =~ 1 for all x € X and|x—Xx|| Z 1 for
all x £ x' € X. Then any linear sparse recovery scheme with approximd#otor K over[0, )" must use

mz2 'ﬁ)gg‘ﬁl linear measurements.

Proof. We first show a set of assumptions we can make without lossrafrghty, then give an algorithm to
solve augmented indexing using sparse recovery, thenzntig algorithm.

WLOG assumptions and setup. First, we show that we can assume that X have coordinates that
are multiples of In°*1. Let x' be x rounded to the nearest multiple ofr£*! in each coordinate, so
X=Xl < 1/n¢+L. Thereforel|x — X ||2 < v/n/n1 or |x—X|| < 1/,/n. This means that replacingwith

X would also satisfy the conditions with negligibly worse stamts and have coordinates that are multiples
of 1/n°+1,

We would like to give a lower bound for all randomized spaesmwery schemes that work for each input
with 3/4 probability. By Yao’s minimax principle, it suffiseto give an explicit distribution on inputs for
which no deterministic sparse recovery schéed) can work with 34 probability. Furthermore, we may
assume thaf ¢ R™" has orthonormal rows (otherwise Af= U3V is its singular value decomposition,
>+*UTA has this property and the transformation can be invertegreeipplying the algorithm).

We use the following lemma frorh [DIPW10]:
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Lemma B.2. Consider any nx n matrix A with orthonormal rows. Let'&e the result of rounding Ato b
bits per entry. Then for any @ R" there exists an § R" with Av = A(v—s) and ||s||; < n?2~?||v||.

Proof. Let A” = A— A be the roundoff error, so each entry A&f is less than 2°. Then for anyv and
s=ATA"v, we haveAs= A"v and

Il = [IATA"V]|1 < VAJIA"V][2 < myR2~")|v]|1 < n®27P ;.
O

Now, letA’ be A rounded tac’ logn bits per entry forc’ to be chosen later. By LemrhaB.2, for anwe
haveA'v = A(v—s) for somes with ||s]|; < n?2-¢1°97||v||1, so

Isil < P27 v].

We are now ready to construct the lower boundnofia a reduction from the one-way augmented
indexing problem in communication complexity. In this pierb, Alice has a bit string of lengthr log|X|
for r = logn, and Bob has an index € [rlog|X|] as well ashy,...,b-_1. Alice must send a message to
Bob, who must outpub;- with 2/3 probability. It is known that the message must confainlog|X|) =
Q(lognlog|X]) bits. We will show a way to use the sparse recovery algorithsotve augmented indexing

with O(m-logn-logK) bits, giving the lower bound ah 2> 'ﬁ)gg‘ﬁ‘.

Algorithm to solve augmented indexing. Alice turns her log|X| bits into a listxs, ..., % € X. She then
defines

r .
z=Y5 x/(KC)'
2
for a sufficiently large constant integ€rto be specified later, and
y=Az

Since||z| < S1_4|j%]|/(KC)" < 1, we have thay = A(z— s) for somes with [|s|| < n?*2-¢. Alice then
sendsy to Bob.

Transmittingy takesO(m-logn-logK) bits. To see this, note that each coordinate &f a multiple
of Wchy that is at mosn®, and each coordinate @ is a multiple of ¥n° that is at most 1. Hence

each coordinate of = A’z is a multiple ofndT}(Kc)r that is at mosn®1, which can be represented in

log(n®+2¢+2(KC)") < logn- (¢ + logK) bits. There aren coordinates, so transmittingtakesO(m-logn-
(¢ +logK)) bits.

Now, based on his inputlsy,...,b<_1 andi*, Bob can figure ouky,...,Xy_1 and wants to figure out
xy for i’ =1+ [i*/log|X|]. Once he learng = A'’z= A(z—s), Bob chooses € [0, ﬁ]” uniformly at

random, and computes
N Ilil .
y = (KC) (y—AZln/(KC)')JrAU-
i=

Bob then performs sparse recovery usiigony’ getting a resulk. He roundsx to thex € X minimizing
IIx—X]|. We will show thatx = x; with at least 23 probability; if this happens, Bob can recousgr from
the associated vectay.
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Analysis of algorithm. ~ We have thay = A(Z — s+ u) for Z,swith ||g]| < n®*+2—¢ and

r—i’

Z =%+ 3 %/ (KC) =i +w
=1

forw= 3"~} %, j/(KC)! having|w|| < 1/(KC). Theny = A(x +W+u—s).

For now, pretend that Bob performed sparse recover(@n+ w-+ u) instead ofA(xy +w-+u—s). The
distribution ofxy +w+ u depends on the distribution of inputs to the augmented indeproblem, but it is
independent of the choice é&fand is over[0,)". Therefore we can choose ofito be a matrix that lets
us perform sparse recovery withi8probability over this distribution. Then the resxlof sparse recovery
satisfies

IR =06+ wwI £ K min b+ wo+u—%] <Kl @)
with 3/4 probability, or
[1X—=x[| < K(lIwl| +ul]) < 1/C ©)
If Cis a sufficiently large constant, this is less than
Jnin x=X]l/2Z 1. (10)

Therefore, when Bob roundsto X, he getsi: whenever sparse recovery succeeds, as happens dith 3
probability.

In fact, Bob performs sparse recovery Afxy +w+ u—s) not A(xy +w+u). However, the latter is
statistically close to the former. In particulds||» < n®*+2-¢ so that the total variation distance

~

n3c+27c’

. <K Ac+4—c
1/(KnC+1) S Kn

TV(uu—s) <n

Settingc’ = 4c+ 5+ 23K we get that

logn’
TV(AX +W+u),Ax +W+u—s)) < TV(u,u—s) $1/n.

Therefore Bob’s rounding ofto X will equal x; with probability at least 24— O(1/n) > 2/3. This solves
the augmented indexing problem with or@®{mlogn- (¢ +logK)) = O(mlogn-logK) bits of communi-
cation. Since augmented indexing requit@g log|X|) = Q(lognlog|X|) bits of communication in this

i log|X|
setting, we haven > gk - O

Proof of Theorerh 112DefineS= [0,0)"NTyN{x € R" : ||x|| < 1}.

Because the space and the norm are homogeneous, we havedefitiiteon of doubling dimension that
coveringSrequires 2 balls of radius 12. Therefore we can find a packingc Sof 29 points such that
Mminy.xex |[X—X || > 1/2. This also means at most oxe X has||x|| < 1/4. Throwing this possible element

out, we get a set of sizé'2- 1 satisfying the constraints of LemaB.1, giving that % > ﬁ O

B.1 Lower bound for streaming algorithms

In this section we show a lower bound on the space bit contglekany streaming algorithm that maintains
an approximately begtsparse approximation of a vector with respect to any nprinon R" such that

n0) < X <P (11)
for everyx € R".
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Theorem B.3. Suppose that there is an algorithm that can maintain a vexterR" under updates of the
form % := x + &, whered € Z, and, moreover, suppose that we are promised that all entfex at any
moment of time are integers betweand V). In the end, the algorithm is required to output a vector y
such that
Ix—y| <K min fx—x],
k-sparse X

where K> 2 is some approximation factor. Then, the space bit compleftithe algorithm must be at least

logn
Q(d ——
< logK> ’
where d is the doubling dimension of the non-negative ksspaectors undelf - ||.

The rest of this section is devoted to proving this Theorera.rivghly follow the above argument for
proving the lower bound for sparse recovery. However, ig tlaise, the argument is even simpler since we
do not need to handle issues related to the sketching matrix.

First, we taker = 229 non-negativek-sparse vectorsy,...,v, whose|| - |-norm is@(1) and that are
Q(1)-pairwise separated wtt-||. We will show how Alice and Bob can solve Augmented Indeximg o

b=Q (dl'g%)—bit strings using the assumed algorithm. Alice partitibiesb-bit sequence into blocks of

length log = Q(d), encodes each block in one of thiés (denote it byu; for 1 < j < b/logr), and then
feeds the (properly rescaled and discretized) vector

b/logr

U=y

£, (CK)i”

whereC > 0 is a sufficiently large constant, to the algorithm. Bob ta&eer, starting from this moment,
subtracts the part & that corresponds to his prefix and then uses the algorithectover the next;.

Overall, we have that the required space is at |ex&l) = Q (d . %) The only remaining fact we

need to argue about is why the accur@;no(l)] per entry is sufficient. First, we ude {11) to claim that the
polynomial inn accuracy is enough to represeris with the required conditions. Second, sirxdogr ~
logn/logK, we get that) can be represented with accuracy polynomiat.in

C Additional Bounds on Doubling Dimension for EMD

C.1 Upper Bound for Measures with Bounded Granularity

Lemma C.1. Consider set S of all k-sparse measuresuch that, for all coordinateéx,y), u(x,y) is equal
to i/N for some non-negative integer i and the total measuge isfl. The set S, undéeMD, has doubling
dimension QkloglogN).

Proof. Let Ballemp(p,r) be EMD ball of radiug containingk-sparse probability measures of granularity
1/N over plane.p € Sis the center of the ball. Further down we will denote Ba#(p, 1) by B.

Case 1. |supdp)| =1. WLOG, the entire probability mass g@fis at point(0,0). We can verify that
u € Bimplies suppu) C [—100N, 100N]2.

Let B’ be the set of all probability measurgswith properties thayt has granularity In, supgpu) C
[—100N, 100N]?, all coordinates of points from sufyp) are of the formﬁ( for an integeii. We can verify

that, for everyu € B, there existgs’ € B with || — p'|| < 5881 < 1/1000.
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Therefore, if we construc&)—coverx of B' as per Lemm@a316 of siZ&X| = (logN)°®), X is also 160"
cover ofB and we get the required upper bound.

There is one issue, though. It might be that the measuresdower X does not have granularity/I.
To deal with this, we first buildzlm-coverx of B’ according to LemmA_3.6. Then, for every measure
from the cover, ifu is not of granularity N and EMD ball of radiusﬁ) aroundu does not contain any
measure of granularity/N, we discard this measure because it does not cover any reeafSaterest. If,
on the other hand, the EMD ball of radiug2D0 does contain measuré of granularity /N, we replaceu
with ' in the cover. Clearly, increasing the radius by a factor ditifl, covers all the previous points, i.e.,
BaIIEMD(u, 1/200) - BaIIEMD(u’, 1/100)

Case 2. |supfp)| > 1. We denote elements of sugp by (x,y). Because of granularity of measures, if
p € B, then supput) € Uwy)esuprip) Sxy)» Where

Sy = [X— 100N, X+ 100N] x [y — 100N,y + 10N]

denotes a square in plane with side lengthN200

We construct a graph with vertic&g), (x,y) € supf p). We connect two vertices if the corresponding
squares have non-empty intersection. We consider cortheotaponents of the resulting graph. We want
to move the connected components so that, in the end, aleof tive inside a square of side length® N3
and distance between any two connected componetd @N. We can verify that we can do that.

Let p’ denote the resulting measure amdy’) € supgp') be the resulting elements of the support. We
round the coordinates of the elements of gyppso that allx’ andy’ are of the formggs. for some integer
i. Let p” be the measure after the rounding.

We can check that EMY, p”) < %@%’;) <1/1000. Therefore, if we construgks-cover of Balkwp(p”, 1.1),
we get 5o-cover of Balkmp(p', 1).

ConS|der all probability measures from Balb(p”,1.2) with the property that all coordinates of ele-
ments of supports of measures have f%@ for some integer. We denote this set by Ba|l,p(p”,1.2).

200 -cover for Balfyp(p”,1.2) gives 200+ 1000 < 100 -cover for Balkmp(p”,1.1).

To constructsgz-cover for Balkyp(p”, 1.2), we start by constructinggs-cover of Balkyp(p”,1.2) by
measures not necessarily having granulaﬁty To get measures with granulari@, we proceed in the
same way as in Case 1, i.e., we consider 2 cases. If a meashee f-cover does not have a measure of
granularltyN within EMD dlstance o then discard this measure from the cover. Otherwise, ceptlze
measure with the measure that has granulé'RfltWVe can see that the set of measures that these operations
produce, is 2 ;55 = s55-cover Balkyp(p”,1.2) and has granularitys. From Lemmd36, the size of the
cover is(logN)°®. As a result, we havess-cover of Balkwp(p',1). All measures in the cover have
granularity ;.

Given 1—%)0—cover of Balkvp(p',1), we would like to constructﬁ)—cover of B. Given thatp and all
measures from the cover have granulaﬁrtywe can make the following assumption. The optimal trans-
portation of probability measure fromto every measure from the cover has probablllty mass on edgy
of amount— for some non-negative integierAs a result, ifu is a measure froniy—o cover of Balkvp(p/, 1),
in the opt|mal transportation gf into u (that achieves cost EM[Y, 1)), 1 has non-zero amount on edges
to elements of sugp’) that corresponds to at most one component of the graph. {dlloe/s because the
connected components are highly separatgu.)nThis gives that we can move components independently.
We move the components to their original positions (accgydh p) and accordingly transform measures in
the cover. This givesgs-cover forB. O

17



C.2 Lower bound on the doubling dimension

Lemma C.2. Weighted point-sets ovéA| of cardinality k underEMD has doubling dimensio® (k) -
log (Q(log4)) fork > 1.

Proof. WLOG, we assume thdl is an integer power of 2. Byx,w) we denote a point with coordinate
and weightw. Let setA be a weighted point-set of sike Fori = 1,2 3, ...,k/2, we set the-th point ofAto
beA = (2iA/k,2). The remainind/2 points has weight 0 and arbitrary coordinates on the line.

Letl =iy, ip,...,ik2 for 0 <ij <logU (we will later sety = A/K), and letB, be a point-set defined as

B = U2 {(2ja/k,2-271), (2jn/k+25,270)} |

We constructed, such that EMDA,B,) = k/2 for all I.
Consider an EMD ball of radiuls/2 aroundA, i.e., Balemp (A, k/2). We will show that the number of
k.9

EMD balls of radiusk/200 needed to cover it idog£) 2 »° /2%, which yields the result.
Consider aﬁ)—cover of Balkmp (A,k/2). We will show that the size of the cover must be large. Comside

a weighted pointseB, for somel =iy, i, ...,ix/2. Given thatB, is covered by an element from the cover,
there must be an eleme@tfrom the cover with the property that at leagtl9 fraction of intervals

[2jA/k+ 211 —21/10, 2jA/k+ 2 +2'i /10

(for j = 1...k/2) contains an element from sup. We call thatC hits B, and the set of elements of
supdC) that is contained in some interval we call the hitting seBof Otherwise, for any that does not
satisfy this property, we have

9 1 1 k 1 k
EMD(B1.C) > (1- 15 1sUPHBII 16 = 1575 36 = 205

There are )
2
|{Bi|l =i1,iz,...,ix;2 and 0<ij <logU for j € [k/2]}| = <Iog%>

pointsetsB, that are covered.
K (1_9
Consider an elemes@ from the cover. We will show thaE can hit at most - (log %) (1-50) setsB.
This will finish the proof.
There are at mostZubsetd of supfC) that can be a hitting set for sorig. EveryD can be a hitting

k(1-2
set for at mos{log% ) ? (1) setsB, becauseD| > = 5. This finishes the proof. O

Corollary C.3. Weighted point-sets ové]? of cardinality k undefEMD has doubling dimensio@ (k) -
log (Q(Iog A—kz)) for k> 1.

Proof. We want to choose a point-s&tand a lot of “highly separated” point-seBs similarly as il C.R with
EMD(A,B,) = k/4.

For that, we placé/4 points with non-zero weight on a line of length %‘ to constructA andB;s
analogously as in Lemnia@.2. The difference is that, insté@tacingk/2 points, we placé&/4 points and
that, instead of having an interval of lengihwe have interval of length - ‘/7'—‘ Then we split points of
with their counterparts dB, into v'k/2 consecutive sequences of points each contaigik(? points. We
puti-th sequence in- %—row of the grid.

We can verify that the resulting point-sets satisfy the ssagy properties. O
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D Better Sketches forEMD

D.1 Refined analysis of the grid embedding

In this section we recall the embedding of EMPinto ¢; from [ITO3] (building on [Cha0PR]) and provide
the refined analysis of a variant of it, under the assumptiaih we are embedding a measure that can be
represented as a difference of two non-negative measuaedbdith sum to one such that one of them is
k-sparse.

We state the following simple lemma without a proof.

Lemma D.1. For any vector y. [A] — R, defineCDK(y) : [A] — R by
CDR(y)i = 3 y.

=
Then for any yy : [A] — R, with ||y|| = ||Y|]| = 1 we have
EMD(y,y) = [[CDF(y) — CDF(y)]|1.

The Cauchy distribution is continuous probability distitibn with the probability density function

(71@, wherey is the scale parameter. If not otherwise specified, we wiltrrégp a Cauchy variable
T y+7
as one which is drawn from distribution with= 1.

First, we need the following folklore claim that will be uséfor us later.

Claim D.2. Let X, Xo, ..., X, are (not necessarily independent) non-negative randoriabkas such that
for every i and t> 0 we have

PriX 1] < *

where C> 0is some constant. Suppose that§; a;X;, wherea; > 0, 3; a; = 1. Then, for every) > 0we
have
Pr(S<Ocs(H(a))] >1-0,

where Ha) is the entropy of the distribution ovén| defined bya. In particular, H(a) < log,n.

Proof. LetTy, Ty, ..., T, be non-negative parameters to be chosen later. Déhibie event “for every one
hasX; < T;". Then, by the union bound,

eSS
Pri-&€] <) =,
21
and for everyi one has EX; | £] < Oc(logT;). Thus, by Markov inequality,

Pr[Sg OC~5<Z a IogTi> ‘ 5] >1-5/2.

Thus, we are looking fof;’s such thalzi”:l% < /2 andy; ajlogT,; is minimized. Via simple calculus, we
obtain the desired inequality. O

Let us remind, how the embedding from [IT03] of EMR into ¢, works. For the sake of exposition,
let us assume th@t = 2' for a non-negative integér

Fors= (s1,%) € Z? and 0<t < | we define a linear maBs; : RIA® ¢4 as follows. We first impose a
grid Gs; overZ? with side length 2so that one of the corners is locatedsia (s1,S,). Then, for a measure
IS R we defineGsu € ¢4 as follows: for every square of the grid we count the total srafsu that is
located there. Then, we define the following (linear) emioegl®Gs of R4 into {1 parametrized by a shift
S=(s1,%) € Z?: Gspt := Pi_o2' - Gt M.

In [ITO3] the following properties ofss have been proved.
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Theorem D.3([ITO3]). For everyu € EMDjyp:
o for every s= (s1,%) € Z?, one has|p|[emp < O(1) - ||Gsh||1;

 Excinp [[[Gsttlla] < O(loga) - || llemp-

Then, concatenatinGs for all s € [A]? one obtains aeterministicembedding of EMI)- into ¢4 with
distortionO(logA).

Now we turn to the refined analysis of the above embedding.

Definition D.4. For x € R? and 0< R < 2A consider ar/s-ball in the pIaneB[E(x, R). Suppose that we
sample a shifs= (s1,%) € [A]? uniformly at random. Consider the following random varéad r(s):

min ({2t : 0 <t <I,the gridGs; does not cut the baB@(x, R)} U {2'*1}>
Axr(S) = R .
In words, we are looking for the side length of the finest out ©f1 grids that does not cut the ball of
interest, or 21 if it does not exist.

Implicit in [ITO3] are the following two Lemmas.

Lemma D.5([IT03]). There exists C- 0 such that for every x R? 0 < R< 2A and t> 0 one has

Plsciaz [Axr(S) 2 1] <

Proof. One hasAyr(s) >t iff the coarsest grid with side length less thant (which is®@(R-t)) cuts the
ball By, (x,R). It can be easily verified that this probability@1/t). O

Lemma D.6([IT03]). For every two points y € [A]? and uniformly random s (s1,s;) € [A]? the quantity
|Gs(ex — &) |1, where g and g are basis vectors that correspond to points x and y, respelgtiis upper
bounded by Q1) - R- Ayr(s) for every uc R? and0 < R < 2A such that the ball B(u,R) contains both x
andy.

Proof. All grids that are of side length at leaRt.4, r(s) do not contribute tfGs(ex — &)1 by the definition
of Ayr. Allfiner grids contribute towardGs(ex—e)||1 the geometric series, whose total sum can be upper
bounded byO(1) - R- Ayr(S). O

Combining LemmaD]J5, LemniaD.6 and the triangle inequakiy,obtain the following Claim, which
later will be very useful for our refined analysis of the emttiad from [ITO3]. Basically, we show that we
can upper boundGs||1 for u € EMDnp2 using ClainlD.2.

Claim D.7. Suppose thatt and v are two non-negative measures oy&}° that both sum to one. Assume
that the optimal transportation gfi to v consists of moving mass Wwom the point x< [A]? to the point

yi € [A)?for 1 <i < p. Let{Bj = Bgl(Uj,Rj)}?:l be a collection of;-balls in the plane such that for every
1 <i < pthere existd < j*(i) < g such that bothjxand y belong to B:. For everyl < j < g define

Wj = z W;.
i jr()=]

Suppose we sample a shifegs;,s;) € [A]2 uniformly at random. Then, the random variable
P
1Gs(H = V)l2 < _Ziwi 1Gs(e —&y)lla
i=

20



is dominated by & z?zlvT/j R; - Xi for some non-negative (not necessarily independent) nandariables
X1, Xo, ..., Xy such that for every i and+ 0 one has

PriX >t] <

—1 0

for some absolute constant€0.
Now applying Claini D.2 we conclude the following.

Claim D.8. Assuming the notation and conditions from Claim|D.7, we have
Prs[[|Gs(1 —V)[l1 <O(1)-H(a)-T] > 0.99,
where T= 3 W;R; = 5, wiR; ;) and a is the following distribution ovefg]:

g = ViR,
] = T
Now we state two applications of this claim that are our maialg

Lemma D.9. Suppose thagi and v are two non-negative measures oV&J° that both sum to one and, in
addition, u has support of size at most k for sofng k < A%. Then,

Prs[[|Gs(H — v)||1 < O(logk +loglogA) - || — v||emp] > 0.99.

Proof. Suppose thafx, Xo,..., %} C [A]? is the support ofs. Consider the following family oD(klogA)
balls: {B(x;,2!) }1sisk,ogjglogA+1' Next, consider the optimal transportationiofo v. Every edge of length

| participating in this transportation can be enclosed inafthe balls of radiu®(l). Thus, we can apply
Claim[D.8 withT < O(1) - |4 — v|lemp. It is left to upper boundH (a). In this Lemma we use a crude
bound: namely, thatl (a) < logO(klogA) < O(logk+ loglogA), since the support af is of size at most
O(klogA). O

Lemma D.10. Suppose thatt and v are two non-negative measures oVyAJ” that both sum to one, and
all the weights ofu and v are multiples ofLl/N, where N> 1 is some integer. Moreover, assume tjas
k-sparse for som& < k < N. Then,

Prs[||Gs(( — v)||1 < O(logk +loglogN) - || ¢t — v||emp] > 0.99.

Proof. The proof is the same as in LemmaD.9, but we need to upper Hagadlin a slightly fancier way.
Let us recall the definition ofr. For each of theD(klogA) balls we compute the total mass transported
over edges that are allocated to this ball and multiply ithmy tadius of the ball. Since all the masses are
multiples of I/N and for everyj < logA we havek balls of radius 2, we can reformulate the question of
upper boundindd (a) as follows. Suppose that we have a bin for everyk] and j > 0. Then, we pulN
balls into these bins (adversarially). Then, for each baeked by(i, j) we multiply the number of balls
there by 2 and then normalize the resulting numbers so that they sum\i¢hht is the upper bound of the
entropy of this distribution? We prove that it@logk+loglogN) as follows. Denotg* the largest such
that there i € [k] such that the biri, j) is non-empty. Then, the bins with< j* — 100logN contribute

to the entropy negligibly, since we multiply the number ofibén these bins by 2< 21" /N1, But the
entropy for bins withj > j* — 100logN is logO(klogN) = O(logk + loglogN), since the total number of
these “important” bins i©(klogN). O
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Remark: The termsO(loglogA) andO(loglogN) in Lemm&aD.9 and Lemmnia D.lL0, might appear to be
unfortunate artifacts of our analyses. However, one caw #wat in both cases the bounds for the embedding
from [ITO3] arein fact tight Nevertheless, in the next section we show how to achieveoapation
O(logk), if we allow embeddings into more complex spaces (thatatiw reasonably good sketches).

D.2 Embedding ofEMD into the /;-sum of the smallEMD instances

In this section we provide a refined analysis of the embedadfteMD > from [Ind07].

Suppose our goal is to sketch EMB, whereA = 2' for some integel > 0. Let 0<t < | be a parameter
to be chosen later. Let us impose a randomly shifted hieyasthested grids with side lengtids'2, A/2?,
o 1 (O('O%A) grids in total). By “randomly shifted” we mean that the camtsgrid has a corner in a
points= (s1,s;) € [A]? chosen uniformly at random, and all the finer grids are imgdsesubdividing the
cruder ones. Now let us define the sketching procedure., Miessketch EMI, /2 instances induced by
the crudest grid recursively (we ha@2?) of these). Second, for each of these instances we remember
the total mass. Now, to estimate EMD, we estimate EMD for thaller instances, add these estimates,
then compute EMD for the instance induced by the total massesemembered, multiply it b /2 (the
side length of the crudest grid), and add it to the result. sTdain be seen as a randomized embedding
fs: EMDjp2 — £1(EMDjg(2t)p2). In [Ind07] the following properties ofs are shown:

Theorem D.11. [Ind07] For everyu € EMD pp:

e for every s, one haﬁ;uHE,\AD[A]2 <0(1)-| fsN”fl(EMD[O(zt)]z)?

logA
o B[l fstllnen o g 00| <O(2) - Itllemo, .-

In what follows we improve upon the second item in the aboeeittm under the following additional
assumptions om. Namely, suppose we applfg for randoms to a differencev — 1, wherev and 1 are
non-negative measures oJA}? that sum to one and is k-sparse.

Lemma D.12. If v and T as above, then

logk+ loglogA

Prs [H fs(V =)l (EMD g ,2) < O <1+ f> |V —Tllemo,, | > 0.99.

Proof. As in the proof of LemmBRD]9, we cover the edges of optimaldpantation ofv to T with O(klogA)
balls {Bj} such that every edge of lengthies within a ball of radiugD(r). Define the evenf as follows:
“every ballBj is not cut by a grid with side length at least radiusBgftimesCklogA”. We can choos€
such that Ry[€] > 0.999 (we can take the union bound over the bB|lsind for every fixed ball we proceed
as in Clain[D.b).

Now let us consider a fixed edge of lengtlfrom the optimal transportation. The goal is to argue that,
conditioned ort, the expected contribution of the edgelta(v — 7)|[,, emp is

O(r- (Iogk+|toglogA+1>>.

Then we will be done by the triangle inequality, Markov'squelity and the fact that Ri€] > 0.999.
Let us argue about the contribution of the edge for every sgjuharately. First, all grids with side length
less tharr /10 contribute at mosD(r) in total, because the endpoints end up in different subpros] and

o(2)2)
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thus the contribution is proportional to the side lengthe Fide lengths accumulate as geometric series, so
we have that the sum {3(r) in total.

Grids with side length at lea&’ - r - klogA (with C’' being large enough) do not contribute anything,
conditioned ort.

Grids with side lengths betweeyi10 andC’-r - klog A contribute in expectatio®(r) each (see Lemma 3.3
in [Ind07]). Conditioning ort can change the expectation by at most a constant factoe Bigl€| > 0.999.
Since we hav®((logk+loglogA)/t) such grids, the required bound follows. O

D.3 Implications for sketching of EMD

Theorem D.13. One can sketch linearl{EMD,. for measures that are differences of two non-negative
measures that sum ) one of which is k-sparse as follows:

¢ with sketch size @) and approximation Qogk+ loglogA);
e with sketch size Qog® A) and approximation Qlogk) for everyconstant 0< & < 1.

e Moreover, if both measures have all the weights being megtipf1/n, where N is a positive integer,
then the first of the results can be improved to having apprakion Qlogk+ loglogN).

Proof. The first result follows from composing the first item of ThewmfD.3 and Lemm@aD].9 with a sketch
for ¢1 from [IndO@]. The third result is similar, except we use Leaibv10.

As for the second result, the starting point is the first itédfreeoren{ D. 11l together with our LemimaD]12.
Let us set = dloglogA. This way, we get a randomized embedding of EMDinto El(EMD[O(logaA”z)
with distortionO(logk). Then, we apply the result of Verbin and Zhahg [VZ12] to perfalimension re-
duction. Namely, we need to apply their randomized map tidgeduce the dimension @(loglogA). As
a result, we get a sketch of sig¥log®®) A) and distortionO(logk), if & is a (small) positive constant.]

Theorem D.14. One can sketch linearlEMDy, over interval[A] of measures that are differences of two
non-negative measures that sumltcone of which is k-sparse. We can achieve sketch sjz¢ed) and
approximationl + €.

Proof. Using Lemmd D11, we can isometrically embed EMD over thervate/A] into /1. Now we can
sketch?; using the sketch from [Ind06]. This give sketch s2€l/£2) and approximation % €. O
E Sparse recovery forEMD

The following three theorems follow from LemraB.1 and TeedD.13.

Theorem E.1. There is a linear sketching scheme of probability distitus over[A]? with the following
guarantees. The size of the sketch is

O(k(loglogA)log(logk+loglogA) +loglog(A/A))
and, given a sketch of x, we can recovésuch that

EMD(x,x*)gma><(O(Iogk+IoglogA)k min 5(EMD(x,x’),}\).

- sparse

in time polynomial im andlog®® A.
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Proof. Lemmd3.6 gives that the doubling dimensiotkafparse probability measures o{#}) is O(kloglogA).
Combining this with LemmB&3l1 and the first result from Theoll2.13, we get the stated guarantees]

Theorem E.2. There is a linear sketching scheme of probability distiitug over[A]? with the following
guarantees. The size of the sketch is

O(1)(log® A) (k(loglogA) loglogk + loglog(A/A )
for some constand > 0. Given a sketch of X, we can recovérsxich that

EMD(x,x*)gmax(O(Iogk)k min  EMD(x,X),A).

- sparse X
in time polynomial imA andlog®® A.

Proof. Lemmd3.6 gives that the doubling dimensiotkafparse probability measures o{#}) is O(kloglogA).
Combining this with Lemm@3]1 and the second result from TénD. 13, we get the stated guarantees]

Theorem E.3. Let N be a positive integer. There is a linear sketching sehehprobability measures that
have granularityl/N. The size of the sketch is

O(k(loglogN)log(logk+loglogN) + loglog(A/A))
and, given a sketch of x, we can recovéesuch that

EMD(x,x*) < maxO(logk+loglogN) min EMD(x,X),A).

k - sparse X

in time polynomial im andlog®® A. A is the upper bound oBMD(x,y) for the starting k-sparse approx-
imation y of x.

Proof. LemmdC.1 gives that the doubling dimensiorkefparse probability measures with granularify 1
is O(kloglogN). Combining this with Lemm&a3]1 and the third result from TieeaD.13, we get the stated
guarantees. ]

Theorem E.4. There is a linear sketching scheme of probability distiifns over intervallA] with the
following guarantees. The size of the sketch is

0(1/€2)(k(loglogA) Iog% +loglog(A/A))
and, given a sketch of x, we can recovésuch that

EMD(x,x*) <max(1+¢&) min EMD(x,X),A).

k - sparse X
in time polynomial im andlog®® A.

Proof. Lemmd3.6 also gives that the doubling dimensiok-eparse probability measures over interg|
is O(kloglogA). Combining this with Lemmg_31 and Theorém D.14, we get theedtguarantees. [J
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E.1 Lower Bounds for Sparse Recovery for Earth Mover’s Distace
Lemmd. C.? and Lemnia B.1 gives the following two theorem$ BHERAG.

Theorem E.5. Any linear sparse recovery scheme with approximation fa€twith respect toEMD over
interval [A] requires

- Q(k)log (Q(log%))

- logK

measurements for sparsity>k1.

We want to compare guarantees of Theokenh E.4 with the lowandthat we achieve in Theordm E.5.
TheorenfE} and assumptions tlas a constant and > 2-(09°“ gives approximation guarantee
EMD(x,X") <maxO(1) min EMD(x,X),A) (12)
k - sparse(
with O(kloglogA) number of measurements.

Theoreni EB and assumption tikat A~ for some constant > 0 give lower bound2(kloglogA) on
the number of measurements for constant approximatioorfattowever, this lower bound holds for the
case when is equal to 0 in guarantéell12.

From the proof of Lemm@aBl1 (equatioris (8), (9) and (10)) aechind C.P (we constru%-cover for
EMD ball of radiusk/2) we see that we are actually good as long\as sufficiently small. As long as

A < & for some large consta@ Therefore, our lower bound holdsff> A > 2—(loga)°®
We see that the upper bound and the lower bound match for Hueilded range of parameters.

Theorem E.6. Any linear sparse recovery scheme with approximation fa€twith respect toEMD over
square[A]? requires
Q(k)log (Q(Iog A{))

m>
- logK

measurements for sparsity>k1.

We want to compare guarantees of Theokenh E.1 with the lowandthat we achieve in Theordm E.6.
TheorenEJL and assumptions tlads a constant and > 2-(09° gives approximation guarantee
EMD(x,x*) < maxO(logk+loglogA) min EMD(x,X),A) (13)
k - sparse(
with O(k(loglogA)log(logk+ loglogA)) number of measurements.

TheoreniEJ and assumption that A2~ for some constart> 0 give lower boun@(l)%
on the number of measurements for approximation fa@{dogk + loglogA). However, this lower bound
holds for the case wheh is equal to 0 in guarantée]13.

From the proof of LemmaBl1 (equations (8), (9) and (10)) andoary[C.3 (we construc%)—cover
for EMD ball of radiusk/2) we see that we are actually good as lond as sufficiently small. As long as

A< g for some large constat. Therefore, our lower bound holdséfz A > 2 (loga)°¥

We see that the upper bound and the lower bound match up teoa éddog?(logk + loglogA) for the
described range of parameters.

F Sketching of 1-Median
For a vectox € R", we use||X||med to denote the median ovee [n] of |x;|.

25



F.1 Subspace embeddings

Lemma F.1. Let L be a d-dimensional subspacelSf. Let Ac R™" be a matrix with m= O(g—lzdlog%)
and i.i.d. Cauchy entries with scale paramejet 1. With 1 — & probability, for all xe L we have

(1=&)lIXll2 < [[AXImed < (1+&)|IX][1-

Proof. In an abuse of notation, lét be an orthonormal basis for the subspaceror any threshold =
poly(%), the probability that any entry L has absolute value larger thaiis O(+/d/ 1), using that thef;

norms of the columns df is v/d. Settingr = O(d?>®/5), we have that every entry &L is at mostr with
probability 1— /2. Suppose this happens.
Then for allx € RY, we have thaiLx||1 > ||LX||2 = ||X||2 > ||X||1/v/d and||ALX|| < T||X||1 < Tv/d||LX]|1.
Thus for ally € L we have
1AYlleo < (d°/3)1y]]1-
Let T/ = d3/0.
We construct arﬁ—netT in the /1 norm for the unit¢; ball intersectL, which has size at most +

1//£)d = 2010955 py the standard volume argument.
For anyx € R", we sayAxis “good” if only a% — Cye¢ fraction of coordinates are too large or too small,
i.e.

{i:[(AX)i] < (1—&)lIXll1}] < (% —Cg)m

. 1
{1 (AX)i] > (1+&)[IXl[2}] < (5 —Czg)m

for some small constaf. If Axis “good”, then for any with at mostC,em coordinates larger thagi|x||1,
we have

(1—2¢)|[X]|2 < [[AX+YlImed < (14 2€)][X]]1.- (14)

BecausdAx); is a Cauchy variable with scalx||1, we have that

Pr(AX)i| < (1—¢)[Ix[1] < 1/2—-Q(e)
Pr|(AX)i| > (1+¢)Ix[1] < 1/2—Q(e).

By a Chernoff bound, for sufficiently small, we have tha#Ax is “good” with all but e~ @(e°M) probability.
For our choice ofn, we can union bound to have thitis “good” for allx € T with all bute~ @M < 52(d)
probability.

Everyy € L with |ly|1 = 1 can be expressed as-zfor x € T and||z||1s < £/1". We have thaAx is
“good” and that]|o||Az< 1'||Z||1 < €. Hence byl[(I}),

(1—2¢) (/|2 < [|AYllmed < (14 2¢)||x][1.

which implies
(1-3e)[lyll2 < [AYllmed < (1+3¢)lyll1.
SinceA s linear, the restriction tdy||; = 1 is unnecessary; rescaligghen gives the result. O

Corollary F.2. Let A have @dlog(d/(£5))/&?) rows and Cauchy entries with scaje= 1. For any sub-
space L of dimension d and subset §, with 1 — d probability we have that

X = argming||AxX||med

satisfies
[Xl[1 < (1+ &) min|[x||1.
XeS

26



F.2 1-median ind dimensions
F.2.1 1-median in 1 dimension

Theorem F.3. We can find &l + -approximation to thel-median in1 dimensions using @og(1/¢)/&?)
linear measurements arekp(poly(1/¢)) time.

Proof. DefineB € R™2 by Bj; =i andB;, = 1 for alli € [n]. For anyx € R", defineDy € R™" to be the
diagonal matrix wittD; ; = X;. Then for anyj € [n] andz= (j,—1), we have that

IDxBZ1 = 3 Pl i -

is the cost of using as the median fox.

Let Ac R™" for m= O(log(1/¢)/£?) have i.i.d. Cauchy entries. TheéxD,B € R™?2 consists of
linear measurements &f

Furthermore, the set &= {DsBz| zo = —1} is a subset of a 2-dimensional subspace. Hence, by

Corollary[E2,
Z=argmin, g2 ||ADxBZ||med
2=-1

satisfies
D821 < (1+ ) min |[DxBz|1 = (1-+ £)costx)
VAS
2=-1

Given AD4B we can comput&, from which we recover; as a(1+ €) approximation to the 1-median.

F.2.2 1-median ind dimensions

Claim F.4 (Dvoretsky’s Theoreni [Dvo60])Let Ge R™ 9 have suitably scaled i.i.d. Gaussian entries, for
m= 0O(d/&?). Then with all but e probability, for all xe RY we have

1GX[1 < X2 < (1+&)[|GX|1.

Theorem F.5. We can find d + e-approximation to the Euclideatmedian in d dimensions using @ log(d/¢)/&?)
linear measurements arekp(poly(d/¢)) time.

Proof. Let G € R fort = O(d/e?) satisfy Clain[EH4, so
1Gpll1 < [[pll2 < (1+€)[|Gpl

for all p € [n]9. For each poinp € [n]9, define the matrixB(P) ¢ R™ 1) py the firstt columns being the
identity matrix and columm+ 1 beingGp.

DefineG' € Rt *(d+1) to equalG over the first x d submatrix,G. 1441 = 1, and zero elsewhere. For
any pointp € [n)9 definezP) ¢ R%1 by z = p; fori < d andzy,.1 = —1. For anyp,q € [n]9, we have

G O p
BY9G'z, = ( | Gq)(o 1)(_1>:Gq—Gp

Hence
IBYG'zpl1 = |Ga—Gpll1 < [[p—dall2 < (1+€)|BYG 2| 1.

Forx € R™, defineC, € R *(t+1) to be the concatenation of the matriog8(P) for all p € [n]%. Then for
all x e R™ andp € [n]Y, therefore,

ICxG'ZP |1 < costx, p) < (14 €)[[CG'ZPJ1. (15)
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Let A R™ for m= O(dlog(d/€)/€?) have i.i.d. Cauchy entries. Our method observes
AQ(G/ c Rmx (d+1)

which is a set ofn(d + 1) = O(d?log(d/¢)/€?) linear measurements &f
By Corollary[E.2, with good probability we have that

Z=argmin,_ga1 ||ACG'Z|med
Z441=—1

satisfies
ICxG'Z||l1 < (1+¢€) min ||CxG'zZ||1 = (1+ €)cos(X).
ZeRd+1

Z411=-1
Hence by[(1b), fop = (Z1,...,Z),

cosi(x, p) < (14 £)?cos(x).

GivenAC,G’ we can computg, from which we gefp as a(1+ €) approximation to the 1-median. O

G Lower bounds for k-means

In this section we prove lower bounds for sketching and sinegk-means

First, one can extend the definition of EMD to the sum of squarfedistances. Let us denote the
corresponding “distance” EMD It is immediate to see th&2* equipped with EMB is a 2-quasi-metric
space. Sparse recovery with respect to ENtDequivalent to thé&-means clustering.

Second, observe that the construction from Se€fioh C.2 earabslated verbatim to EMDo show that
the doubling dimension of the latter &(k - log IogA—kz) as well.

Finally, observe that the results of Sectidn B can be apptiéeMD? as well. Indeed, EMBenjoys the
polynomial aspect ratio and relaxed triangle inequality] these two happen to be enough for the argument
to go through.

As a result, we get the lower bouri(k - IogIogA—kz/Iog K) on the number of measurements necessary
for the linear sketching df-means with approximatioK.

Alternatively, we can consider the streaming model ande¢he proof from Sectiof]B to show that
streaming kmeans with approximatioK requires

k 0?
Q (W-Iog Iog?-logA>

bits.
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