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Online Hyperparameter-Free Sparse
Estimation Method
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Abstract—In this paper we derive an online estimator for sparse estimation.
sparse parameter vectors which, unlike the LASSO approach, |t automatically adapts to the signal model via a covari-

does not require the tuning of any hyperparameters. The al- ance matching approach and in this way obviates the need
gorithm is based on a covariance matching approach and is .
for tuning hyperparameters.

equivalent to a weighted version of the square-root LASSO. X
The computational complexity of the estimator is of the same ¢ The method can estimate complex-valued parameters as
order as that of the online versions of regularized least-sspres simply as real-valued ones.

(RLS) and LASSO. We provide a numerical comparison with

feasible and infeasible implementations of the LASSO and R& to F Nl;)ta'qon: Il 1l a_ndIH 'l_|J|FI denotﬁ thety, ¢ and
illustrate the advantage of the proposed online hyperparareter- FTObenius norms, respectively. Unless otherwise stdted,
free estimator. will denote thels-norm and||x||w = vVx*Wx whereW > 0

is a positive definite matrixI'}; is theith column of matrix
I andI'" is the Moore-Penrose pseudoinverse.
. INTRODUCTION Abbreviationsleast squares (LS), regularized least-squares
Estimating a high-dimensional sparse vector of parametgrs_s), least absolute shrinkage and selector operatas o),
with a few dominant or nonzero elements has become gfarse iterative covariance-based estimatiori¢g), mean-

important topic in statistics and signal processing. Aggilons  square error (MSE), online (Q.
of sparse estimation include spectral analysis [1]-[4iayr

processing [[5]£]7], biomedical analysis] [§]=[10], madoet I

. BACKGROUND
resonance imagind [11],12], system identification| [1Z][ .
and synthetic aperture radar imaging![18].1[19]. Consider a sequence of scalar measurements:
Many sparse estimation approaches can be implemented i =h0+tw eC, t=12,..., L

using various computational methods and it is relevant to

formulate estimators that scale well with the size of theadatwhere the regressor vectdr;, € CP is given, the unknown
Furthermore, in several applications data is obtained assparse parameter vector@sc C? andw; iS zero-mean noise
stream of measurements and it is desirable to process theith variance 2. For the sake of generality we consider
accordingly. Both reasons motivate developing estimatimomplex-valued variables; any differences that occur i th
methods that perform ‘online’ processing, that is, sudeels real-valued case will be addressed below.

refining the estimate of the sparse parameter vector for eaclBuppose we have obtainedmeasurements. Then in vector
obtained data sample. Another common issue with spafsem we can write

estimation methods is the need for the user to select or

tune critical hyperparameters to strike a balance betweata d yn = Hy0 + wy € C", @)
fidelity and sparsity so as to fit a particular measuremephere
setup [20], [21]. This selection is, however, rarely fetsib .
in online scenarios. Furthermore, when the user has to tune hi
hyperparameters the outcomes become more arbitrary and h; _ [ (n) nxp
n S =1 e e ey € CPTR

the reproducibility of the method is reduced. Finally, many :
convex relaxation-based sparse estimation methods are not h*
well adapted for complex-valued data and parameters arsd thu . ) , ) .
they must separate the data into real and imaginary pa;[g.avmd notatl_onal cIut_ter we will omit the superlnd(_ax foet
This separating approach requires enforcing pairwisesggar C0lUmns and simply write;. In the following sub-sections we
constraints to avoid performance loss and effectively deaib "€View @ few estimator8,, of 6 in (2), based on regularizations
the size of computed quantiti€s [22]. [23] of the least-squares approach, and their online formulatio

In this paper we develop a sparse estimation method tiAgt computed,, from 6,,_, thus eliminating the need for re-
addresses the aforementioned issues. Specifically, calculating the estimate from scratch.

« the estimator is implemented online with the same com-

plexity order as the best existing online methods fok. LS and RLS
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which has the following minimun?s-norm solution®,, = For the real-valued case, an elegant online formulation is
H!y,. If H, has full column-rank, then the estimator admits found in [36], which is based on the cyclic minimization
simple closed-form solution that can be computed by reeersistrategy mentioned above. The cost function[ih (5) can be
updates fom = 1,2, .... This obviates the need for choosingvritten equivalently a® ' T'"6 — 20 p" + An|10]1, ignoring
an initial estimated, or any hyperparameter (see, elg./[27]).any constant, wher&” = H:H, and p” = H}y, can be

It is more common to consider a regularized LS problemcomputed recursively. Then, starting from an initial estien
. 5 9 6o, the elements of),, are updated for each sample by solving
arg min lyn —HynOlz +[10][7 4

0; = argmin T7.6% — 2570, + A\, |04]
with an initial estimated, = 0 that is well-motivated for 5 §
sparse parameter vectors and wkh= \I, = 0, whereX is a in closed form fori = 1,...,p, wherep} = pi' =3, T740;
hyperparameter chosen by the user to bias the estimatedswandd; denotes the current estimate. The complexity of the full
0 with the aim of reducing its variance. This estimator admitsnline cyclic minimization lAsso is O(p?) per sample.
an online formé,, = 6,,_1 + K,,(y, — h60,_,), whereK,, Under certain conditions on the regressors, sparsitg,of
is a matrix determined from the regressors and26]. The and noise, it is possible to prove that thadso estimator
computational complexity of thig,-regularized least-squarespossesses ‘oracle’ properties. That is, asymptoticallyait
algorithm is of the orde®©(p?) per sample. identify the support set of and perform as well as I®
One approach that takes sparsity into account would beapplied to the nonzero coefficients of the parameter vector,
perform online Rs estimation only on the nonzero compo<f. [36]-[39]. This, however, requires selecting the hyjzer
nents of@, if these were known. In_[28] the components areameter),, based on the knowledge of the noise varianée
successively detected in a greedy manner using informatiohich is rarely feasible in practical (online) scenarios.
theoretic criteria at each samplg,. Since the detection
process is subject to errors, the resulting online spass-le C. Square-rooL ASSO

squares estimate is only an approximation[df (4) applied to ] .
the subvector of nonzero coefficients. To circumvent the need to know in the LASSQ, a subtle

modification of [5) was proposed ih [40],

B. LASSO argmin ||y, —Hn0lls + An[|6]1, (6)
OcRP

A substantially different approach than.&consists of re- . - . .

placing thels-norm regularization term ii(4) with alternativeWhere the f_'rSt term, contaln!ng the residuals, is the square
forms that promote sparsity directly in the objective it§29]. root of that in [B). As argued ”EB’O]’ near—oracle_ performan

In doing so, sparse solutions can be obtained without the négr both () and [(B) can be ach_leved whap is phosen

for concomitantly detecting the nonzero componen®.dthis as the smallest value that dominates the_grad_|ent of the
approach to sparse parameter estimation was popularizecflrlﬁt .term, when evaluated_ at .the trée At th.'s. point, the .
[], [30]. The Lasso estimator solves the following COnvexgrad|ent captures the estlmatlo_n_errors arising from noise

alone. However, by re-parameterizing (2)yas= H,,0 + o«,

problem whereE[ee "] = 1,,, it is seen that the gradients of the first
terms in [b) and[{6) differ in one crucial respect; namely the
. latter does not depend an thus rendering the choice 0¥,
While the solutiord,, does not have a closed-form expressiofg, (6) invariant to the noise level.

it can be computed using various numerical methods. Amonganother way to address the dependencerds to estimate
the more computationally elegant and scalable methodsitim_ The square-root Asso estimator in[(B) can in fact be
the cyclic minimization strategy of coordinate descentahihi interpreted as af;-penalized joint estimator @ ando used
updates one element &, at a time in an iterative manner,in robust regression. Supposé) is a convex loss function of
cf. [31], [32] and references therein. the normalized residualg, —h, #) /0. Then the concomitant

One way of formulating an online solution is to interprefs-estimator of location and scal, and o, is given by [42,
(@) as a penalized maximum likelihood estimator, assuming 7]

Gaussian noise ifi{1). Then it is possible to formulate am ite 1 y:—h] 6

ative expectation maximization algorithm with recursyvap- ar% e Z [”Y <T> + a] o, (7)
dated quantities using auxiliarly variables|[33]. The doaek, 7 t=1

however, is that an additional hyperparameter, besideth  wherea > 0 is a user-defined parameter. In robust regression,
(8), needs to be tuned. Another way of dynamically updatingrious loss functions are considered to mitigate noiskeosit

the estimated,,_; from @,, is the method of homotopy [34], For a squared-error losg(z) = 22, we obtain the minimizer
[35], whereby the cost function ifJ(5) with a fixed, = A ¢ = |y, — H,0]|]2/v/na in closed form. Penalizing the

is modified into||y,,—1 — H,,—10||3 + €|y, — h% 0| + \||8||,. M-estimator in [¥) by),|@|: and concentrating out the
As the scalar parametere [0, 1] is varied from 0 to 1, the minimizing o with a = n/4 yields [8).

transition from@,,_; to @,, can be computed more efficiently While an efficient choice of\,, in (@) is independent of,
than recalculatin@n from scratch thereby enabling an onlinghe user input is still required; furthermore, the choicés\p
formulation. in [40] are predicated on the assumption that each column of

argmin ”yn_HnOHg‘i‘/\nHe”l' %)
6cRp



H,, has unit norm. Such a rescaling of the regressors mRy Problem formulation

not be practical in an online scenario. Note that a cyclic We have reviewed several approaches to sparse parameter

E1|n|m|zat|0n algolrlthfr]n for thle convex square-rootdsohas Ibestimation as well as some of their interconnections anitdim
een presented in the supplementary material_of [40] (& fibns. Note that all of the estimators considered abovelvevo

only for the real-valued case and without any derivatiort) by, o minimization problems. THe and/;-penalized forms
an online implementation has not yet been formulated. @ in @) and [(5) have concise online formulations but
) require the careful selection of hyperparameters. Furibeg,
D. Spice as weighted square-rodtAsso an efficient choice depends on the unknown noise pawer
Let us now consider the estimation problem from a statistFhe hyperparameters choice is rendered invarianttby the
cal point of view. Supposé is a zero-mean random variablechange in[(5). Moreover, this selection is entirely avoided
with covariance matri¥ - 0. Then the linear estimator that(I1) using the 8ICE approach.
minimizes the mean square eriy, 4(||0 — 6., /3] is obtained  The goal of the remainder of the paper is to formulate
by solving an online $IcE estimator for the sparse vectfr(see [11))
1 ) ) given data{y;, h;}?_,. This estimator, denoted ‘OSPICE,
argemm ﬁ”yﬂ —H,.0[) + (|65, (8) obviates the need for user-defined hyperparameters, tresats
. . complex-valued case as simply as the real-valued one, and is
and can be Yvrltten in closed form 4s |29 J26L.1}43] of the same complexity order as the online solutions[of (4)
0, = PH (H,PH! +5°1,) 'y, and [3). In the numerical example section we provide results
= (H:H, + P H 'Hy,.

comparing the aforementioned online estimators, viz-R).S,
In the problem under consideration, however, neileror o2

OL-LAssoand Q.-SpPICE.

is known. By treating them as unknown parameters, they can
be estimated by a covariance-matching approach (€.d., [44] I1l. ONLINE SPICE
[45]) and then used irL{9). First we formulate a low-complexity cyclic minimization

For reasons of parsimony and tractability we do not modgjgorithm for the cost function if.{11). Then, using thisuies
any correlations between the elementsfoénd henceP is e derive an online estimator which sequentially processes
ap x p diagonal matrix. Now consider the covariance matri¥tream of data with complexit§(p?) per sample.
of the dataR,, = Ely,y}| = H,PH + 01, which is a
function of P and 2. We choose thesg + 1 nonnegative S
parameters to match the covariance of the observed data/ApyCYclic minimization
minimizing the criterion Let the cost function in[{11) be denoted &469) = ||y, —

—1/2 w _ 2 H,.0|]2+|D,0| 1. We begin by minimizing/(6) with respect
IR, *(ynyy — Ra)llz, . - A

. _ o _ to one componend; at a time. Lety;, = y — Zk# cLO
with respect toP and o*. This criterion is the basis of the (omitting the indexn to lighten the notation); then the cost
sparse iterative covariance-based estimatiori¢® frame- function can be re-written as

9)

work.
Using this covariance-matching approach is equivalent to J(0:) = (|5: — i6s]13)"/? + dis 03] + K, (12)
Iving for th t jointly in the followi mexht

Z(r)o\glnegmor € parameters jointly in the Toflowing aug where d;; is the ith diagonal element oD, and K =

> ki Aei|0x| 1s @ constant. To tackle this scalar minimization
arg min %Hyn —H,0|%+ 0%, proélem we reparameterize tht variable in polar forng; =
6,P, 0> O (10) r;e’% wherer; > 0 andy; € [—m, ) (or ¢; € {0, 7} when
+tr {H,PH} + 0’1, }, 0, is real-valued). This enables the following reformulatain

which is similar in form to[(8) but contains the additionainte the quadratic term il (12):
tr{R,} = tr {H,PH;, + 0°1, }. (See Appendix A for aproof |5, — c;6,]|2 = ||§; — cirse’® ||2
of this equivalence.) Furthermore, following [46]—[48]dan

2 *o  —jpi
. ] —_9Relr.civ, e IPi
be shown that solving foP ando?, and concentrating them 2 elriciyie }

= [|il3 + llcirie’®

=12 2,2
out from [I0), results in = lyillz + llcillzrs
. — 2r;|ciy;| cos(arg(c;y;) — ¢i)-
argmin [y, —H,00+ D0, (1) cyileostadey) =)
gccr
where 5 > Inserting [IB) intoJ(#;) and noting that;| = |r;e’¥:| = r;,
—di lledllz o llepll2 ) we obtain the following criterion as a function ef and ¢;,
D,, = diag s
n n

J(ri, pi
Eq. (I11) can be interpreted as a weighted, hyperparameter-( #i) 5

H . _ =112 112 2 lc* v, . * o ) 1/2
free square-root Asso. As is the case with the square-root = (||}’z|\2 + [[eillary — 2rileiys| cos(arg(ciyi) — %))
LAssq, online formulations of[(11) have not appeared in the  + d;;r;.
literature. (14)



The minimizingy; is simply using [20), or

b = argle; ) (15) po 1) o (B
. B3) ~B-&\ B )
whether the data is complex or real-valued. ) ) ) ) )
Next, let whered?/(5—d?) = (|c|*/n)/(lle|*~ lc|*/n) = 1/(n—1).
a0 Therefore fom > 1, we can write the solution more compactly
a; = ||yl as (reinstating the dependencen
1é C; 2 16 1/2
ol e fodi L (B 7)Y (21)
Yi = [eiyil, T B B n—1 ’
so that we can writ€ (14) as given the fact that < r; < 2.

Finally, we summarize the element-wise minimizer[ofl (12
J(ri, i) = (0 + Bir} — 2%‘72‘)1/2 +diri. (A7) g g (12
5ol Pi i _ . 3. _ ~2
Note that by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality 6, = {Tzew , iV =1y > aiBi — 7 (22)
0, else
alﬂi — ’y? Z 0. (18) R
o o _ _ using [21) and[{d5). Updating each eleméptvhile holding
Equality in [18) ‘occurs only whety; is colinear withc;.  the remaining elements constant will monotonically recthee
Inserting [2) intoy; one obtaing; =3, ; ckfk +cifi + W,  convex cost functior{12). Thus repeatifigl(22)fef 1,. .., p
wheref), denote estimation errors when holding the remainingsults in a computationally simple cyclic minimizer.
coefficients constant. Due to the random noigey; andc;
will not be colinear, making the inequalit {18) strict, it B. Online formulation
probability 1. We now derive a method for efficiently computinig22),

We now show thal(17) is convex and derive the minimizingjye the current estimate which we denote éyat anyn,
r > 0 of this function (dropping the index in what follows, ¢ hotational simplicity. Atn = 0, the estimate is initialized

for notational simplicity). The first-order derivative is asf = 0. We note that the variables in{15) ad](16) depend on
aJ Br —-y d guantities whose dimensions grow with namely,y; andc;.
ar +a (19) By introducing recursively computed variables we derive an

dr (B2 —2yr+a)'/? . :

_ o ) estimate update that keeps the complexity and memory &torag
where the quadratic expression in the denominator can Q§nhstant at each sample and is of the same complexity order
factored as as online Rs and Lassa

) ~ 2 a A2 First, we introduce the auxiliary variablg, = y,, — H,0,
pre—=2yr+a=p (7“ - B) + (E - @) . (20) which will subsequently be eliminated as we proceed in the
derivation. Then we can write the following identify, =
Given the strict inequality i {28) it follows that the righand z, + c;6;, which enables the variables in{16) to be expressed
side of [20), and therefore the denominator[of| (19), is tric as

positive. The second-order derivative can be expressed as o = ||
T _ B (=) = |20 + cibi?
dr? (Br2 —2yr +a)'? (Br2 =297 +)*? = lzall® + lled*16al* + 2Re(ficiza} o)
1 e 12
= 57 (B (Br* = 2yr + a) — (Br —)?) Bi = lleill
(Br _2';7""0‘) vi = [} Vil
= a2 3/2 (a8 —77). = [} (zn + ci0;)].
(Br* =297+ a) Next, introduce the auxiliary variables
Note that the above equation is positive, in view[ofl (18). §hu INE
the function [[(I¥) is convex and the minimizer> 0 is given in : " (24)
by its stationary point; or else = 0. ¢, =H,z,
The stationary point, for whickl.J/dr = 0, can be found and the recursively computed variables
by solving (see[(19)): I & HAH, = T 4 hyh*
(ﬂ’l’ - ’7) = _d(ﬂTQ - 2’77, + O‘)l/Qv pn £ H:;yn = pnil + hnyn (25)
n * n—1 2
which leads to the condition < r < 3 given that both K2 ynyn = 8"yl

sides must be negative. By squaring both sides of the abakat are initialized a8. Then [28) can be simplified as follows:

expression we can write o =1 + lez|él|2 + 2Re{9v;‘§l}

2 2 2 n
2 _ON 2 7 a 7 Bi =T% (26)
ﬁ (T ﬂ) dﬁ[<r ﬂ) +(ﬂ ﬂQ)] 7 ’Yi:|<i+riiéi|7



where(; denotes théth element of,,. Similarly, (I5) can be Remark2. The original $ICE batch algorithms[3],[[7], with
expressed as uniform noise variance, and the above online formulatidweso
=arg¢; +T70,). (27) the same convex problem iteratively. The former uses aiainit
batch estimate whereas the latter is initialized by setfing
Therefore the computation df (22) can be expressed in tergsa more important difference, however, is that the former
of (24), (25) and the current estimaiie requires repeated inversionsofx n matrices, each of which
Oncef; has been computed, the current estimate must fagof complexity®(n?), whereas the latter requires none. This
updated along with the auxiliary variables to compute th@nders batch §cE intractable whem takes on large values

subsequent coefficients @ The variablez, can easily be (such as: > 1000 for a regular PC) and precludes its use in
updated asz;, = z, + ¢;(6; — ¢;), and it follows that the scenarios considered in this work.

update of @4) equals Remark3. We note that the approach employed to derive O

n, = ||z, |1 SPICE also enables an alternative formulation of -QASSO
— 0+ T8, — 6,2 + 2Re{ (6, e that treats the complex-valued case as simply as the reatd/a
% Z‘* , ‘ one. See Appendix B for a derivation.
=, + [T":(0; — 6y), IV. NUMERICAL EVALUATION

which involves a small number of scalar operations and anIn this section we compare the derived@PICE with
addition of twop x 1 vectors. The variable, can now be feasible and infeasible versions of the-®Ls and Q.-LASSO
eliminated, initializing the auxiliary variable§ (?4) f@ach [36].
samplen asn, = k" + o'T"d — 2Re{é*p"} and " = The infeasible @-RLs is implemented by processing only
p" —I"H. We summarize O-SPICE in Algorithm [I. The the (unknown) subset of nonzero coefficientsipnwhereas
algorithm specifies the update of the estimate for each n#ie feasible @-RLs processes the entire vector, with the
sampley,, and is initialized at» = 0 by & = 0. The cyclic regularization parameter set arbitrarilyXe= 1. The infeasible
computation off;, i = 1,...,p is terminated afte, > 1 OL-LAssO is implemented by setting, = \/20%nlogp,
repetitions per sample, cf. line 14 in AlgoritHm 1. which is proportional to the (unknown) noise levél [36],
In sum, by introducing the auxiliary variables we catvhereas for the feasible (OLASSO we setA,, = /nlogp.
maintain constant storage and a computational complexityThe performance of the estimators was evaluated using the
of order O(Lp?) per sample. Sincd, > 1 is a constant normalized mean-square error
independent op, this is the same complexity order as online E, o[|6 — éHQ]
RLs and Lasso. As reported below] = 1 performs well in NMSE £ —2 b2
practice. Other update strategies, akin to those consldare Eq[l|6]]2]
[36], can be explored in online applications where compyexiWhen@ is an unknown deterministic variable, the expectation

(28)

needs to be further reduced. with respect to it in[[2B) should be be removed. Note that
an NMSE value below 0 dB quantifies the error reduction
Algorithm 1 : Online SPICE from the initial gues® = 0. The NMSE was evaluated using
t: Input: y,,, h,, and@ 100 Monte Carlo simulations. We used a PC with Intel i7
2. T:=T+h,h" 3.4 GHz CPU and 16 GB RAM. The algorithms were imple-
3 pi=p+huyn, mented in MATLAB without any special code optimization or
4 K=k A+ |yn|? hardware acceleration.
5:n=r+60 T6—2Re( p} Remark: In the interest of reproducible research
6 C=p—T0 we have made the codes for LEBPICE, as well as
7: repeat for the presented numerical experiments, available at
8: i=1,....p https://wwv.it.uu.sel/katal og/ davza513.
o: Compute[(25) and_(27)
10:  Computed; using [22) L A. Real-valued example: random regressors
1 = n+ il — 0:]” + 2Re{(6; — 6:)" G} To illustrate the performance of the estimators we consider
12: ¢:=C+ [T]:(6; — :) a scenario with the real-valued regressor elemantin ()
13: .ei = 0; . . drawn from identical and independent Gaussian distribstio
ig g:;:oug%mber of iterations equals (i.i.d.) with zero mean and unit variance. The signal to @ois

ratio is defined as

SNR— min;es Eql]0;]?]
Remarkl. At any n, the output of the algorithm converges o?
to the global minimizer[(QI1) a& — oo which follows from where S is the support set of € R? andp = 500. We use
the above analysis of the convex minimization problem. &aussian noise throughout all experiments.
convergence analysis for finite andn — oo is, however,  We first conside® to be a deterministic parameter. In the
nontrivial, cf. [25, ch. 9]. first experiment we sep* = 3 nonzero elements};p = 1,

)
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""""""""""""""""""""" i ©+ro OL-RLS*
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-60f| — — — OL-LASSO*
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Fig. 3. 1ID regressors and determinis#t NMSE versus SNRn = 250 Fig. 4. 1ID regressors and deterministtc NMSE versusn. SNR=20 dB
samples ang* = 3. The asterisk denotes the infeasible -OASSO. andp* = 3. The asterisk denotes the infeasible-BLsS.

0 = 1 and 614 = 3. Note that since the regressors argnq can be compared to FIg. 1.

drawn independently, the chosen support setdowill not |, yhe next experimental setup we set the number of nonzero
affect the performance. When the number of samples is V&I ents top* = 50, 61 = --- = fso = 1, thus increasing
S|_”naII, the. estimates for LGLAS_SO a}nd O‘_'SP'C_E have a element density of to 10%. The results in Fidl] 5 show that
higher variance than GRLS which biases its estimate MOréq, _gp e can better cope with less sparse parameter vectors
strongly towardd). For clarity we therefore sét, = 0 during  yhan q - asso. Forn > 300 it exhibits lower NMSE than

0 =< n < 20 for all estimators. The results are shown if,o rest owing to a lower bias (not shown here but observed
Fig.[d for SNR=20 dB. We observe a significant performanqﬁ/ us in the numerical evaluation).

gap between the feasible and infeasible-Dasso, which

illustrates how critical it is to tune the hyperparameXgrto . . . .
: . 5 Since the support set is unimportant in the present case we
the unknown noise variance®. Both OL-LAssO and Q.- Lo
enerate the elements, 05y and 014 using independent

SPICE quickly F’“.J”e_"“t.ma”y. nonzero co_e_fﬁuent est'mate"%";aussian variables with zero-mean and unit variance,tiegul
the effect of which is visible in the transition phase of the . . : . .
i a wider dynamic range than in the previous experiments.
NMSE plot. The performance of IGRLS becomes better than N -
evertheless, the results presented in[Hig. 6 show perfuzena
that of OL.-LAssowhenn > 750. OL-SPICE outperforms the o - o .
. . characteristics similar to the deterministic case preskir
feasible Q-LAssoafter about = 100 samples and is cIoserFi bl
to the infeasible version which uses an optimally tuned 913
Fig.[2 presents the variance and bias of the estimators by
decomposing the mean square error [inl (28). Both versions o o _
of OL-LAsSo exhibit much lower variance than square-biaE- R€al-valued example: sinusoids in noise
whereas @-SpPICE has a more balanced variance-bias com- |, contrast to the previous example, we now present a

pos_,ition and noticeably the lowest bias among the considerg,se where the regressor columngn (2) are highly corcklate
estimators. _ Specifically, as a further example with real-valued paranset
In Fig. [3 we see that the NMSE for feasibleL@®LS e consider the identification of a sum @&inusoids at given
apd Q-LaAsso WhICh.IS dorr_unated by the.blas, remaingrequencies{w;} C [0,7) with unknown phasegs;} and
virtually unaffected by increasing SNR for a fixed number Qﬁmplitudes{ai} (most of which are zero). In the following we
samplesn = 250. By contrast, the errors for OSPICE and || considerg = 250 possible sinusoids on a uniform grid of
the infeasible @-LAssO decrease as the signal Cond't'onﬁequencies. We set two nonzero amplitudeszas= 1 and
improve. o azp = 1 for two slowly-varying sinusoids, narrowly spaced
Next, we study the effect of the number of iteration cydles \yith Aw — 0.047, andai49 = 3 for a high-frequency sinusoid.
per sample in ©-SPICE. The results are illustrated in Figl 4.1he phases of the three sinusoids were set to 0.
We note that the performance characteristics foe= 1, 10

and 100, are very similar. Fom < 120, a largerL leads

to slightly faster decrease of the NMSE but the differences minjes a2

rapidly diminish asL increases and the NMSE curves almost SNR= TZ,

coincide forn > 200. For reference we included the infeasible

OL-RLS, which provides a lower bound on the NMSE in HiYy. 4vhere S is the set of nonzero amplitudes, and parameterize

Finally, we consider a setup wheflds a random parameter.

We define the signal to noise ratio as
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the signal as 0
q O e [ TOL-RLS
= -5 : ‘== OL-LASSO ||
Z i sin(w;t + ¢;) + wy ‘i‘! = = = OL-LASSO*
; —10} OL-SPICE
= Z Az cos(wl-t) + Bl sin(wl-t) =+ wy _15}
i=1 @
= h 9+ Wy, § -20
where the unknown parameter vector ¥ = Z 5
[A1 By --- Ay Bq] € R? andp = 2¢ = 500. The regressor
vector ish,| = [cos(wlt) sin(wit) - -+ cos(wgt) sin(wgt)]. =30
We set SNR=20 dB. First, GSPICE is compared with the a5
feasible and infeasible GL Assowhich perform substantially
different from one another but achieve the same rate of NM¢ -40 : : :
0 250 500 750 1000

decrease. The results are presented in[Fig. 7nFerp, OL-

SpiCE overtakes the feasible IOLASSO at aboutn = 300.

Notably, the NMSE of @-SrICE decreases until it reaches a
plateau where the estimation errors are very small but Wh{l’%ensk d
the noise level cannot be properly identified. This intengst
transition characteristic still awaits a satisfactory lexation.

sample

Sinusoidal parametei®. NMSE versus time. SNR=20 dB. The
enotes the infeasiblee @ AssO.

Forn > p, OL-SPICE approaches the infeasibla.@ . Assoas T OL—RLS'*

time progresses. For reference, we have also added thbl&eas OL-SPICE L = 1
OL-RLs which illustrates the degradation when not takingth  _1pf - M\ | = =. OL-SPICE L = 10 I
parameter sparsity into account. Note, however, thatRDs : — — = OL=SPICE L = 100
eventually outperforms the IGL AssOestimator for which the - \

hyperparameter has not been finely tuned to the noise le\ @ 20

—_

Next, Fig.[8 illustrates how affects Q. -SpICE. We see that w

the performance characteristics for= 1, 10 and 100, are 2 30l

very similar as was the case with weakly correlated regres: <

columns in Fig[h. Settind. = 1, however, requires slightly .

more samples to reach the plateau resulting in a gap in NM: 40} ,
compared tol = 10 until aboutn > 375. T,

C. Complex-valued example: synthetic aperture radar ima ‘500 250 5(')0 7&)’ "'1000
Ing sample

Finally, we illustrate how @-SpPICE performs in a complex-
valued case, and compare it with.@RLs and a novel form gy g
of OL-LAssoO for this scenario, cf. Appendix B.

Sinusoidal paramete®. NMSE versus time. SNR=20 dB. The

asterisk denotes the infeasibleL GRLS.



V. CONCLUSIONS

09 We have derived an online sparse estimator, callad O
5 n ] s SPICE, that obviates the need for tuning hyperparameters. Its
' computational simplicity and adaptability to complexted
10r n n ] 07 parameters render it suitable for large-scale inferenablpms
06 as well as real-time applications, such as system idertdita
1y : : 05 and synthetic aperture radar imaging. The code for$PICE
has been made available to facilitate its use in application
20t - - 1 0.4
i ] o2 APPENDIXA: LINEAR MINIMUM MEAN -SQUARE
u 02 ESTIMATOR AND COVARIANCE MATCHING
sof 1 o Here we prove that the minimizet of (I0) is equivalent
. 0 15 0 25 20 0 to using the linear minimum mean-square estimdtbr (9) with

covariance parameters set through covariance matching.
For notational simplicity, letp € R{’Qf denote the co-
Fig. 9. True intensity or reflection coefficierd(p), as a function ofp = vz;mance paramete_rs, namely the dlagonateleTenB ahd
[px,py] . 10 ideal point-scatterers are present. o<, and drop subindex:.. Further, let¥ = ¢°I so that
R(¢) = HPH* + X. Now (9) can be written as

: - - 6 =PHR™!

We consider a setup similar to that of synthetic aperture y
radar imaging where an antenna transmits an electromagneti =(H'X'H+P H 'H'S ly.
pulse and the reflected signal carries information about
tential scatterers in the scene of interest, [49]. pebe
a position coordinate in the scene aftb) the reflection
coefficient atp. The observed signal is in the spatial frequency é(c¢) — (PH*(cR) "y — é(¢) (29)
domain, where each sample corresponds to a particular angle

¢. If we grid the space of the scene, the signal at samplgor any ¢ > 0, which follows fromR(c¢) = H,, (cP)H* +

p\(R/_e note that[(9) is invariant to any scaling of the covariance
parameters. That is,

can be modeled as cX = cR(¢). Finally note that since[19) minimizeEl(8) it is
. —j2rp T g(d,) therefore the minimize#® of the augmented problerh {10) as
y(@) = e ™ E@IG(p) + wy et

p

— 1O+ w, We proceed by inserting](9) i {1L0); this will lead to a

concentrated cost function that is equivalent to using the
where® < C? is the vectorized image of reflection coeffi-covariance-matching criterion. First, using the matriveirsion
cients. For simplicity, we consideg(¢) = ¢ € [0,1)? and lemma, note that:

p € R? such that the observation(¢,) corresponds to a ... 1 p—lppy —lppsa—1
coefficient of the two-dimensional discrete Fourier tramsf. > HO =y —H(P™ + H'Y" H)"H'S ™y

Here we consider the discretized scene image t8be 32 =S (' - HP '+H'S 'H) 'H'S )y
such thatp = 1024. The true image used in this example = X(HPH" + %) 'y
is shown in Fig[®, which comprisel®) point scatterers with — SRy

amplitudes equal ta.

The observations at each samplsere taken at a randomly S0 that
chosen anglep, (corresponding to randomly chosen discrete CTTAN2 A2

. . . ndom ly — HO|Z . + [0]3

spatial frequencies). The signal to noise ratio was s25 tB. ] 1 o1 e 1
In Fig.[I0 we compare the estimated images usingRQs, =y RTEE YRy +y'RTHPPT PH'R ™y
OL-LAassoand Q.-Spice Note that in this signal setup the =y*R™Y(Z +HPH")R 'y
hyperparameter in the infeasible. @ Assooverpenalizes the  _ y'Rly.
£1-norm of@ which results in no visible scatterers. To produce
some meaningful plots for OLASsQ, the hyperparameter is Thus after concentrating oé, (10) can be written as
adjusted to\,, = 10~2y/nlogp, which illustrates the difficulty e
of selecting it in practical applications. Forclose top = Ay R~y +t{R}. (30)
1024, three methods estimate the locations and intensities of
the point scatterers accurately, butGpICE is capable of =~ Now expand the covariance-matching criterion,

roducing accurate images with far fewer samples than the _ 1,5, . 9 N I
Ether twéJ methods WhiC?] would require fine-tunﬁng. Indeeﬂ,ﬁ Plyy" —-R)|l7 =tr{(yy* —R)R ' (yy" —R)}
the scatterer pattern is already visibletat 128 samples in =tr{yy"R™lyy*} + tr{R} - 2tr{yy*}
the OL-SPICE image, without any user input. =y R ly|ly|]> + tr{R} + K,
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Fig. 10. Estimated imageg(p)| at various time instants for a randomly chosen noise realization. The estimates fo/RDs and Q.-SpicEare shown in
the first and fourth columns, respectively. For infeasible-kassowith A\, = \/262nlogp and a user-adjusted version, = 10~21/nlog p, the estimates
are shown in the second and third columns. SRR€B.

whereK is a constant. The covariance matching problem camat is, ¢ = c&bl, wherec = ||y||~! > 0. This follows from

thus be written equivalently as
R cJ(c) = cly" (cR)"'y) + ctr{(cR)}
=y'R 'y + Ptr{R}
= J'(¢),
so that for the minimizez}&l we havecJ(a}bl) = J’(ésl) <
~l
which is similar to[(3D). Let the cost functions [D{30) abdl(3 J'(¢) = cJ(cg). It follows that J(cp ) < J(cep) for all

be denoted ag(¢) and.J'(¢), respectively. We now show that¢ € R’*!, and therefore the minimizers for the concentrated
their respective minimizers differ only by a scaling comsta cost function [[3D) and the covariance-matching crier[of)) (3

argmin y* R~y + [|y[| *tr{R}, (31)
¢



differ only by a factorc > 0. From [29) we know that the
linear minimum mean-square estimator is invariant to unifo
scaling of the covariance parameters. This concludes tif pr

(See also[[48] for other details of this result.) PLACE
PHOTO
HERE

APPENDIXB: ONLINE LASSO FOR THE COMPLEXVALUED
CASE

An online cyclic Lasso algorithm that covers both the
real and complex-valued case can be derived using the same
reparametrization employed inLGSPICE. Analogous to[(112)
and the derivation of(17), the cost function can be written a

J(0:) = lyi — cibsl|3 + Anlbil,
and in concentrated form,
J(Ti, (,271) = (Oél' + ﬂﬂ"z - 2’717"1) + An’l’i

=B (Ti (2%51)\”)7‘1‘)4—%
=B <TZ_§<T)> + K,

where K is a constant and the auxiliary variables can be
computed as (cf[(26)):

Bi = I'f;

i (32)
vi = |G + T304
The minimizing argument; > 0 is given by
Py = max(%,o) . (33)
Thus we have the minimizefrl- = ;e9% where
= al@é} + 1—\71 ) (34)

Note that the above derivation does not involve the variable
a; from SectiorIll or the variables, andx™ in the online
formulation of $ICE, cf. (23), [24), [2b) and(26). The result
is summarized in Algorithr]2.

Algorithm 2 Online LASSO
1: Input: y,,, h,, and@
I':=T+h,h
p=p+ hﬂyn
¢=p—-T0
repeat
1=1,...
Compute IEIZ) [(33) and(B4)
’f‘ eﬂﬂv

CA [T]i(6: — 6:)
=0,

<b<ﬂ <b>
i

10:
11: untll termmation

12: Output: 0

PLACE
PHOTO
HERE
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