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Sketching for Sequential Change-Point Detection
Yang Cao, Andrew Thompson, Meng Wang, and Yao Xie

Abstract—We study sequential change-point detection proce-
dures using linear sketches of high-dimensional signal vectors,
using the generalized likelihood ratio (GLR) statistics. The GLR
statistic has the benefit that it allows for unknown post-change
mean, which is a better model for the anomaly or novelty
detection. We consider both fixed and time-varying projections,
derive theoretical approximations to two fundamental perfor-
mance metrics: the average run length (ARL) and the expected
detection delay (EDD); these approximations are shown to be
highly accurate by numerical simulations. There is a trade-off
in complexity and performance for sketching procedure; we
characterize such trade-off and show that the performance loss
of using sketching can be bounded. Finally, we demonstrate the
good performance of the sketching performance using simulation
and real-data examples on solar flare detection and failure
detection in power networks.

I. INTRODUCTION

Online change-point detection from high-dimensional
streaming data is a problem arising frequently from appli-
cations such as real-time monitoring for sensor networks,
computer network anomaly detection and computer vision
(e.g. [2], [3]). To reduce data dimensionality, a common
approach is sketching [4], which performs random projection
of the high-dimensional data vectors into lower-dimensional
ones.

In this paper, we consider change-point detection using
linear sketches of high-dimensional data vectors, and present
a new sequential sketching procedure based on the generalized
likelihood ratio (GLR) statistics. In particular, suppose we
may choose an M×N matrix A with M � N to project the
original data yt = Axt, t = 1, 2, . . .. Assume the pre-change
vector is zero-mean Gaussian distributed, and the post-change
vector is Gaussian distributed with an unknown mean vector
µ, with the covariance matrix unchanged. Here we assume
the mean vector is unknown since it typically represents
an anomaly. The GLR statistic is formed by replacing the
unknown µ with its maximum likelihood ratio estimator (such
approach is commonly used, see, e.g., for genomic copy
number variation detection [5]). Then we further generalize
to the setting with time-varying projections At of dimension
Mt × N . Finally, we demonstrate the good performance of
our procedures on a real data example of solar flare detection
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and a synthetic example of power network failure detection
with real-world power network topology.

One interesting aspect of this problem is that to achieve
dimensionality reduction; there are typically fewer number
of linear projections than the ambient dimension of the data.
Thus we are not able to find a unique estimator for the
mean. Instead, we pick an arbitrary point from the set of
estimators to form the GLR statistic. We show that such
a GLR statistic can achieve reasonable performance: the
detection performance loss relative to the procedure using
full data can bounded by a small number. In this sense, we
find that the task of detecting the presence of a signal from its
linear projection is much easier than the corresponding tasks
of recovering the signal itself.

Our theoretical contribution is two-fold. First, we obtain
analytic expressions for two fundamental performance metrics
for the sketching procedures: the average run length (ARL)
when there is no change and the expected detection delay
(EDD) when there is a change-point, for both fixed and
time-varying projections. Our approximations are shown to
be highly accurate using simulations. These approximations
are quite useful in determining the threshold of the detection
procedure to control false-alarms, without having to resort to
the onerous numerical simulations.

Second, we characterize a performance-complexity trade-
off for the sketching procedure. We examine the EDD ratio
between the sketching procedure and a procedure using the
original data when the sketching matrix A is either a random
Gaussian matrix or a sparse 0-1 matrix (in particular, an
expander graph). We find that the sketching procedure may
achieve a performance very similar to that using the original
data when the signal-to-noise ratio is sufficiently large, even
when the post-change mean vector is not sparse. This result
is also verified numerically.

Our notations are standard: χ2
k denotes the Chi-square

distribution with degree-of-freedom k, In denotes an identity
matrix of size n; X† denotes the pseudoinverse of a matrix
X; [x]i denotes the ith coordinate of a vector x; [X]ij denotes
the ijth element of a matrix X; xᵀ denotes the transpose of
a vector or matrix x.

The rest of the sections are organized as follows. We first
review some closely related work. Section II sets up the
formulation of the sketching problem for sequential change-
point detection. Section III presents the sketching procedures.
Section IV and Section V contain the performance analysis of
the sketching procedures. Section VI and Section VII demon-
strate good performance of our sketching procedures using
simulation and real-world examples. Section VIII concludes
the paper. All proofs are delegated to the appendix.
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A. Related work

Change-point detection problems are closely related to
industrial quality control and multivariate statistical control
charts (SPC), where an observed process is assumed initially
to be in control and at a change-point becomes out of control.
The idea of using random projections for change detection
has been explored for SPC in a pioneering work [6] based
on U2 multivariate control chart, the follow-up work [7] for
cumulative sum (CUSUM) control chart and the exponential
weighting moving average (EWMA) schemes, and in [8],
[9] based on the Hotelling statistic. These works provide
a complementary perspective from SPC design, while our
method takes a different approach and is based on sequential
hypothesis testing, treating both the change-point location
and the post-change mean vector as unknown parameters. By
treating the change-point location as an unknown parameter
when deriving the detection statistic, the sequential hypothesis
testing approach overcomes the drawback of some SPC
methods due to a lack-of-memory, such as the Shewhart chart
and the Hotelling chart, since they cannot utilize the infor-
mation embedded in the entire sequence [10]. Moreover, our
sequential GLR statistic may be preferred over the CUSUM
procedure in the setting when it is difficult to specify the
post-change mean vector. Besides the above distinctions from
the SPC methods, other novelty of our methods also include:
(1) we developed new theoretical results for the sequential
GLR statistic, combining analytical techniques for sequential
change-point detection and compressed sensing; (2) we con-
sider the sparse 0-1 and time-varying projections (the sparse
0-1 projection corresponds to sampling the observations and
is easily usable in practice); the analysis of these two cases are
completely new and not taken from literature; (3) we study the
amount of dimensionality reduction can be performed (i.e.,
the minimum M ) with little performance loss.

This paper extends on our preliminary work reported in
[1]. Moreover, we provide several important extensions: (1)
we introduce time-varying sketching projections, which is
more widely applicable, and provide theoretical performance
analysis; (2) we include more extensive numerical examples
to verify the accuracy of our theoretical results analysis; (3)
we include new real-data examples to show the good perfor-
mance of our sketching procedures for solar flare detection
and power failure detection.

Our work is related to compressive signal processing [11],
where the problem of interest is to estimate or detect (in
the fixed-sample setting) a sparse signal using compressive
measurements. In [12], an offline test for a non-zero vector
buried in Gaussian noise using noise linear measurements is
studied; interestingly, a conclusion similar to ours is drawn
that the task of detection within this setting is much easier
than the tasks of estimation and support recovery. Another
related work is [13], which considers a problem of identifying
a subset of data streams within a larger set, where the
data streams in the subset follow a distribution (representing
anomaly) that is different from the original distribution; the
problem considered therein is not a sequential change-point

detection problem as the “change-point” happens at the onset
(t = 1). In [14], the authors also consider an offline setting
with one sequence of samples and the goal is to identify k
out of n samples whose distributions are different from the
normal distribution f0. They use a “temporal” mixing of the
samples over this finite horizon. This is different from our
setting, where we project over the signal dimension at each
time. In [15], change-point detection using “compressive”
measurements of a high-dimensional vector is studied in a
Bayesian framework (i.e., Shiryaev’s procedure); theoretical
analysis of average detection delay is presented. Other related
methods include applying kernel methods [16] and [17] but
they focus on offline change-point detection. Finally, using
change-point detection for detecting a transient change in
power systems has been studied in [18], and the method is
tailored to a physical dynamic model of the real-world power
system.

Another possible approach is to obtain compressed repre-
sentations of the data streams by applying principal com-
ponent analysis (PCA) [19]. The dimensionality reduction
by PCA is achieved by projecting the signal along a fixed
subspace, which is defined by the eigenspace of the signal
associated with the dominant eigenvalues. Our theoretical
approximation for ARL and EDD can also be applied in those
settings. However, when the dimension of the data is really
large, it is hard to implement PCA-base method [20].

II. FORMULATION

Consider a sequence of observations over a possibly infinite
time horizon x1, x2, . . . , xt, t = 1, 2, . . ., where xt ∈ RN
and N is the signal dimension. Initially the observations are
due to noise. There can be a time κ such that an unknown
change-point occurs and it changes the mean of the signal
vector. Such a problem can be formulated as the following
hypothesis testing problem:

H0 : xt ∼ N (0, IN ), t = 1, 2, . . .
H1 : xt ∼ N (0, IN ), t = 1, 2, . . . , κ,

xt ∼ N (µ, IN ), t = κ+ 1, κ+ 2, . . .
(1)

where the unknown mean vector is defined as

µ , [µ1, . . . , µN ]ᵀ ∈ RN .

Our goal is to detect the change-point as soon as possible
after it occurs, while subject to the false alarm constraints.
Here, we assume the covariance of the data to be an identity
matrix, and the change only occurs to the mean.

To reduce data dimensionality, we linearly project each
signal xt into a lower dimensional space, which we refer to
as sketching. We aim to develop procedures that can detect
a change-point using the low-dimensional sketches. In the
following, we consider two types of linear sketching: the fixed
projection and the time-varying projection.

Fixed projection. Choose an M×N projection matrix A with
M � N and obtain low dimensional sketches via:

yt , Axt, t = 1, 2, . . . (2)
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From the earlier model (1), the hypothesis test in terms of
the sketches (2) can be reformulated as

H0 : yt ∼ N (0, AAᵀ), t = 1, 2, . . .
H1 : yt ∼ N (0, AAᵀ), t = 1, 2, . . . , κ,

yt ∼ N (Aµ,AAᵀ), t = κ+ 1, κ+ 2, . . .
(3)

Note that both mean and covariance structures are changed
due to projections.

Time-varying projection. In certain applications, sketching
matrix may be different at each time. In this setting, the
projection At ∈ RMt×N , where the number of sketches Mt

can be time-varying as well. The hypothesis test based on the
sketches becomes:

H0 : yt ∼ N (0, AtA
ᵀ
t ), t = 1, 2, . . .

H1 : yt ∼ N (0, AtA
ᵀ
t ), t = 1, 2, . . . , κ,

yt ∼ N (Atµ,AtA
ᵀ
t ), t = κ+ 1, κ+ 2, . . .

(4)

The above models also capture several important cases:

(i) (Pairwise comparison.) In certain problems such as
social network study and computer vision, we are
interested in pairwise comparison of variables [21],
[22]. This will entail a total of N2 possible comparison
results, and we may select M out of N2 such compar-
isons to reduce complexity. Such pairwise comparison
problems can be modeled as structured fixed projections
A with only {0, 1,−1} entries, for instance:

A =


1 −1 0 . . . 0 0
1 0 0 . . . −1 0
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
0 1 0 . . . 0 −1

 ∈ RM×N .

Note that one may only perform a subset of M com-
parisons.

(ii) (Missing data.) In many scenarios, each time we are
only able to observe a subset of entries of the signal, and
the location of the entries that we can observe can vary
with time [23]. This setting can be captured by letting
At ∈ RMt×N be a submatrix of an identity matrix with
rows selected according to Ωt, which is a subset of
entries that we observe at time t.

(iii) (PCA.) There are also approaches to change-point
detection using principal component analysis (PCA)
of the data streams (e.g., [19], [24]). The main idea
is to extract the several principle components of the
data streams, and then form a SPC control chart or a
CUSUM procedure with these principle components.
Note that this method can be viewed as using a fixed
projection A, with A being the basis of the signal
eigenspace associated with the dominant eigenvalues.

III. SKETCHING PROCEDURE

A. Fixed projection

1) Derivation of GLR statistic: We now derive a likelihood
ratio based detection procedure for the hypothesis test (3).

Define an average of samples within a window [k, t]

ȳk,t =

∑t
i=k+1 yi

t− k
. (5)

Since the observations are i.i.d. over time, for an assumed
value of the change-point κ = k, for the hypothesis test (3),
the log-likelihood (log-LR) of observations accumulated up
to time t > k can be shown to be

`(t, k, µ)

= (t− k)[ȳᵀk,t(AA
ᵀ)−1Aµ− 1

2
µᵀAᵀ(AAᵀ)−1Aµ].

(6)

Since µ is unknown, we replace it with a maximum
likelihood estimator for fixed k and t in the likelihood ratio
(6) to obtain the log generalized likelihood ratio (log-GLR)
statistic. Taking the derivative of `(t, k, µ) in (6) with respect
to µ and setting it to zero, we obtain an equation that the
maximum likelihood estimate µ∗ of the post-change mean
vector needs to satisfy:

Aᵀ(AAᵀ)−1Aµ∗ = Aᵀ(AAᵀ)−1ȳt,k, (7)

or equivalently

Aᵀ[(AAᵀ)−1Aµ∗ − (AAᵀ)−1ȳt,k] = 0.

Note that since Aᵀ is of dimension M -by-N , this defines an
under-determined system of equations. In other words, any
µ∗ that satisfies

(AAᵀ)−1Aµ∗ = (AAᵀ)−1ȳt,k + c,

for a vector c ∈ RN that lies in the null space of A: Aᵀc = 0,
will be a maximum likelihood estimator for the post-change
mean. In particular, we may choose the zero vector c = 0,
and use the estimator such that to form the GLR statistic.

(AAᵀ)−1Aµ∗ = (AAᵀ)−1ȳt,k. (8)

Substituting such a µ∗ into (6), we form the log-GLR. Using
(8), the first and second terms in (6) become, respectively,

ȳᵀk,t(AA
ᵀ)−1Aµ∗ = ȳᵀk,t(AA

ᵀ)−1ȳt,k,

1

2
µ∗ᵀAᵀ(AAᵀ)−1Aµ∗ =

1

2
ȳᵀk,t(AA

ᵀ)−1ȳt,k.

By combining above, finally (6) becomes

`(t, k, µ∗) =
t− k

2
ȳᵀk,t(AA

ᵀ)−1ȳk,t. (9)

Finally, we define a sketching procedure that stops whenever
the log-GLR statistic raises above a threshold b > 0:

T = inf{t : max
t−w≤k<t

t− k
2

ȳᵀk,t(AA
ᵀ)−1ȳk,t > b}. (10)

Here w > 0 is a window-size, i.e., we only consider the past
w samples from the current time t. The role of the window-
size is two-fold. On the one hand, it reduces the memory
requirements to implement the detection procedure, and on
the other hand, it effectively establishes a minimum level of
change that we want to detect.
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2) Equivalent formulation of fixed projection sketching
procedure: We can further simplify the log-GLR statistic in
(9) by using the singular value decomposition (SVD) of A.
This facilitates the performance analysis in Section IV and
leads into some insights into the structure of the log-GLR
statistic. Let the SVD of A be given by

A = UΣV ᵀ, (11)

where U ∈ RM×M , Σ ∈ RM×M is a diagonal matrix
containing all non-zero singular values, and V ∈ RN×M .
Then (AAᵀ)−1 = UΣ−2Uᵀ, and we can write the log-GLR
statistic (9) as

`(t, k, µ∗) =
t− k

2
ȳᵀk,tUΣ−2Uᵀȳk,t. (12)

Substitution of the average statistic (5) into (12) results in∥∥∥Σ−1Uᵀ
(∑t

i=k+1 yi

)∥∥∥2
2(t− k)

.

Now define zi , Σ−1Uᵀyi. Since under the null hypothesis
yi ∼ N (0, AAᵀ), so zi ∼ N (0, IM ). Similarly, under
the alternative hypothesis yi ∼ N (Aµ,AAᵀ), so zi ∼
N (V ᵀµ, IM ). Thus we have the following equivalent form
for the sketching procedure in (10):

T ′ = inf{t : max
t−w≤k<t

∥∥∥∑t
i=k+1 zi

∥∥∥2
2(t− k)

> b}. (13)

This form of the sketching procedure has one intuitive expla-
nation: it essentially projects the data into M (less than N )
independent data streams, and detects the change by forming
a log-GLR statistic using these independent data streams.

B. Time-varying projection

1) Derivation of GLR statistic: Similarly, we can derive
the log-LR statistic for an assumed value of the change-point
κ = k and observations accumulated up to time t:

`(t, k, µ)

=

t∑
i=k+1

[yᵀi (AiA
ᵀ
i )−1Aiµ−

1

2
µᵀAᵀ

i (AiA
ᵀ
i )−1Aiµ].

(14)

Similarly, we may replace the unknown µ with a maximum
likelihood estimator using data in a time window [k + 1, t].
Taking the derivative of `(t, k, µ) in (14) with respect to µ
and setting it to zero, we obtain an equation for the maximum
likelihood estimate µ∗[

t∑
i=k+1

Aᵀ
i (AiA

ᵀ
i )−1Ai

]
µ∗ =

t∑
i=k+1

Aᵀ
i (AiA

ᵀ
i )−1yi. (15)

To solve for µ∗ from the above, one needs to discuss the rank
of the matrix

∑t
i=k+1A

ᵀ
i (AiA

ᵀ
i )−1Ai in (15). Define the

SVD of Ai = UiDiV
ᵀ

i with Ui ∈ RMi×Mi , Di ∈ RMi×Mi

and Vi ∈ RN×Mi . We have that
t∑

i=k+1

Aᵀ
i (AiA

ᵀ
i )−1Ai =

t∑
i=k+1

ViV
ᵀ

i = QQ
ᵀ

, (16)

where Q = [Vk+1, . . . , Vt] ∈ RN×S and S =
∑t
i=k+1Mi.

Consider two cases where

(i) A′is are independent Gaussian random matrices. Note
that in this case, the columns within each Vi in (16) are
linearly independent with probability one. Moreover,
the columns in different Vi blocks are independent since
V ′i s are independent, and their entries are drawn as in-
dependent continuous random variables. Therefore, the
columns of Q are linearly independent and rank(QQ

ᵀ
)

= min(N, (t − k)M) with probability one. Hence, we
can claim that if t− k < N/M , QQ

ᵀ
is rank deficient

with probability 1; if t− k ≥ N/M , QQ
ᵀ

is full rank
with probability one;

(ii) A′is are independent random matrices with entries
drawn from a discrete distribution. In this case, we
can also claim that if t − k < N/M , QQ

ᵀ
is not full

rank and if t− k ≥ N/M , QQ
ᵀ

is full rank with high
probability, however, not with probability one.

Below, to avoid the issue of invertibility, we use the pseudo-
inverse of the matrix in (16) and define

Bk,t ,

(
t∑

i=k+1

Aᵀ
i (AiA

ᵀ
i )−1Ai

)†
∈ RN×N ,

then from (15), µ∗ is given by

µ∗ = Bk,t

t∑
i=k+1

Aᵀ
i (AiA

ᵀ
i )−1yi.

Substituting such a µ∗ into (14), we obtain the log-GLR
statistic for time-varying projection:

`(t, k, µ∗)

=

(
t∑

i=k+1

Aᵀ
i (AiA

ᵀ
i )−1yi

)ᵀ

Bk,t

(
t∑

i=k+1

Aᵀ
i (AiA

ᵀ
i )−1yi

)
.

(17)

One can detect a change, when the log-GLR statistic maxi-
mized over t− w < k < t, exceeds a threshold.

2) Time-varying 0-1 project matrices: We cannot further
simplify the expression of GLR in (17) without specifying the
form of At, t = 1, 2, . . .. Below, we will focus on a special
case when At has 0-1 entries only, which corresponds to the
case that at each time we observe a subset of the entries or At
corresponds to a sparse 0-1 matrix. With such 0-1 matrices,
we can obtain a simpler expression for the statistic in (17).

In this case, AtA
ᵀ
t is an Mt-by-Mt identity matrix, and

Aᵀ
tAt is a diagonal matrix. For a diagonal matrix D ∈ RN×N

with diagonal entries λ1, . . . , λN , the pseudo-inverse of D is
also a diagonal matrix with diagonal entries λ−1i if λi 6= 0
and with diagonal entries 0 if λi = 0. Let the index set of the
observed entries is Ωi. To simplify the form of the log-GLR,
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we assume at each time i, we define indicator variables

Iin =

{
1, if n ∈ Ωi;
0, otherwise. (18)

Then the GLR statistic in (17) can be written as

`(t, k, µ∗) =

N∑
n=1

(∑t
i=k+1[xi]nIin

)2
∑t
i=k+1 Iin

, (19)

Hence, for 0-1 sketching matrices, the sketching procedure
becomes

T{0,1} =

inf{t : max
t−w≤k<t

1

2

N∑
n=1

(∑t
i=k+1[xi]nIin

)2
∑t
i=k+1 Iin

> b},
(20)

where b > 0 is the prescribed threshold. Note that the GLR
statistic essentially computes the sum of each entries within
the time window [t−w, t), and then average the squared-sum
over N dimensions.

IV. PERFORMANCE ANALYSIS

In this section, we present theoretical approximations two
performance matrices, the average-run-length (ARL), which
captures the false-alarm-rate, and the expected detection delay
(EDD), which captures the power of the detection statistic, for
the proposed procedures T and T{0,1}.

A. Performance metrics

First, we introduce some notations. Under the null hypoth-
esis H0 (1), the observations have zero mean. Probability and
expectation in this case are denoted by P∞ and E∞, respec-
tively. Under the hypothesis H1, alternatively, there exists a
change-point κ, 0 ≤ κ < ∞ such that the observations have
mean µ for all t > κ. Probability and expectation in this case
are denoted by Pκ and Eκ, respectively.

The choice of the threshold b involves a trade-off between
two standard performance metrics that are commonly used
for analyzing change-point detection procedures [25]: (i) the
expected value of the stopping time when there is no change,
the average run length (ARL); (ii) the expected detection
delay (EDD), defined to be the expected stopping time in the
extreme case where a change occurs immediately at κ = 0,
which is denoted as E0{T}. The following argument from
[26] explains why we consider E0{T}. When there is a
change at κ, we are interested in the expected delay until its
detection, i.e., the conditional expectation Eκ{T −κ|T > κ},
which is a function of κ. When the shift in the mean only
occurs in the positive direction [µ]i ≥ 0, it can be shown
that supκ Eκ{T − κ|T > κ} = E0{T}. It is not obvious that
this remains true when [µ]i can be either positive or negative.
However, since E0{T} is certainly of interest and reasonably
easy to analyze, it is common to consider E0{T}.

B. Fixed projection

We can obtain approximations to the ARL and the EDD for
the sketching procedure with a fixed projection as follows:
Theorem 1 (ARL, fixed projection). Assume that 1 ≤ M ≤
N , b→∞ with M →∞ and b/M fixed. Then for w = o(br)
for some positive integer r, we have that the ARL of the
sketching procedure defined in (10) is given by

E∞{T} =

2
√
π

c(M, b,w)

1

1− M
2b

1√
M

(
M

2b

)M
2

eb−
M
2 (1 + o(1)),

(21)

where

c(M, b,w) =

∫ √2b(1−M2b )

√
2b
w (1−M2b )

uν2(u)du, (22)

and the special function

ν(u) = 2u−2 exp[−2
∞∑
i=1

i−1Φ(−|u|i1/2/2)],

(cf. [27], page 82). For numerical purposes, a simple and
accurate approximation is given by (cf. [28])

ν(u) ≈ 2/u[Φ(u/2)− 0.5]

(u/2)Φ(u/2) + φ(u/2)
.

Theorem 2 (EDD, fixed projection). Suppose b → ∞ with
other parameters held fixed. Then for a given matrix A with
right singular vectors V , the EDD of the sketching procedure
(10) when κ = 0 is given by

E0{T} =
b+ ρ(∆)−M/2− E{mint≥0 S̃t}+ o(1)

∆2/2
. (23)

where
∆ = ‖V ᵀµ‖. (24)

Here S̃t ,
∑t
i=1 δi is a random walk where the increments

δi are independent and identically distributed with mean
∆2/2 and variance ∆2, E{mint≥0 S̃t} = −

∑∞
i=1 E{S̃

−
i }

and (x)− = −min{x, 0}.
The proofs for the above two theorems utilize the equiva-

lent form of T in (13), and draw a connection to the “mixture
procedure” (cf. T2 in [25]) with parameter p0 = 1, M
sensors, and the post-change mean vector is given by V ᵀµ.
This means that under the null hypothesis that there is no
change, the sketching procedure is equivalent to monitoring
M independent zero-mean noise sources with unit variance;
under the alternative hypothesis that there is a change, the
post-change distribution is Gaussian with mean shifted to
V

ᵀ
µ and variance remains the same.

Remark 1. The first order approximation to the EDD in
Theorem 2 is b/(∆2/2): the threshold b divided by the
Kullback-Leibler (K-L) divergence (see, e.g., [25] for the
fact that ∆2/2 is the K-L divergence between N (0, IM )
and N (V ᵀµ, IM )). This is consistent with intuition since the
expected increment of the detection statistics is roughly the
K-L divergence of the test.
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N = 100, w = 200, ARL = 5000

Fig. 1. For a fixed ARL being 5000, the curve for threshold b versus M
(obtained using approximation in Theorem 1), when N = 100 and w = 200.
Dashed is a tangent line of the curve.

Remark 2. For a fixed large ARL, when M increases, the
corresponding threshold b grows approximately linearly with
M . This is a useful fact for establishing our subsequent
result in Section V. It is verified numerically in Fig. 1 when
N = 100, w = 200, for a fixed ARL to be 5000, and the
corresponding threshold b is found using Theorem 1, when
M increases from 10 to 100. (In Section VI, we verify that
Theorem 1 is an accurate approximation.)

More precisely, this fact can be derive from Theorem 1, as
following corollary
Corollary 1. Assume a large constant γ ∈ (e5, e20). Let w ≥
100. For any large enough M > 24.85, the threshold b such
that the corresponding ARL E∞{T} is equal to γ satisfies
M/b ∈ (0.5, 2). In other words, max{M/b, b/M} ≤ 2.

1) Accuracy of theoretical approximations: Consider A
generated as a Gaussian random matrix, with entries i.i.d.
N (0, 1/N). We use Theorem 1 to find the threshold b
corresponding to an ARL equal to 5000. Since the ARL is
an increasing function of the threshold b, we use bisection to
find the threshold b that corresponds to a targeted ARL 5000.
Then we compare it with a threshold b that is found from
simulation. As shown in Table I, the threshold find using
Theorem 1 is very close to that obtained from simulation.
Therefore, even if these theoretical ARL approximation is
derived in an asymptotic regime when N tends to infinity, it
is applicable when N is large but finite. This is quite useful
in determining a threshold for a targeted ARL, as simulations
for large N and M can be quite time-consuming, for a large
ARL (e.g., 5000 or 10,000).

Moreover, we also simulate the EDD detecting a signal
with a post-change mean vector µ with entries all equal to
[µ]i = 0.5. As also shown in Table I, the approximations for
EDD using Theorem 2 are also accurate.

We have also verified the theoretical approximations are
accurate for the expander graphs (details omitted).

C. Time-varying 0-1 random projection matrices

Below, we obtain approximations to ARL and EDD with
time-varying projections with 0-1 entries and fixed dimen-
sions Mt = M . Assume at each time t, we randomly sample

TABLE I
A BEING A FIXED GAUSSIAN RANDOM MATRIX. N = 100, w = 200,
ARL = 5000, FOR SIMULATED EDD [µ]i = 0.5. NUMBERS IN THE

PARENTHESES ARE THE STANDARD DEVIATION OF THE SIMULATED EDD.

M b (theo) b (simu) EDD (theo) EDD (simu)
100 84.65 84.44 3.4 4.3 (0.9)
70 64.85 64.52 4.0 5.1 (1.2)
50 51.04 50.75 4.8 5.9 (1.6)
30 36.36 36.43 7.7 7.6 (2.5)
10 19.59 19.63 19.8 17.4 (9.8)
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Fig. 2. A sampling scheme realization when At is a 0-1 matrix. Each dot
denotes a sampled observation.

M out of N dimensions of the signal to observe. Hence, at
each time, each signal dimension has a probability

r = M/N ∈ (0, 1)

of being sampled. The sampling scheme is illustrated in Fig.
2, when there are N = 10 dimensions, M = 3 entries are
sampled at each time (the number of the dots in each column
is 3) over 17 consecutive time period from time k = t−17 to
time t. For such a sampling scheme, we have the following
result

Theorem 3 (ARL, time-varying 0-1 random projection). Let
r = M/N . When b → ∞, for b′ = b/r, for the procedure
defined in (20) we have that

E∞{T{0,1}}

≈ 2
√
π

c(N, b′, w)

1√
N

1

1− N
2b′

(
N

2

)N
2

b′−
N
2 eb

′−N2 ,
(25)

where c(N, b′, w) is defined by replacing b with b′ in (22).

The approximation is obtained by asymptotic analysis and
replacing the detection statistic by its mean over random
sampling conditioning on the data.

We can also obtain the first order approximation of EDD
for T{0,1}. The idea is to relax the constraint that each time we
observe exactly M out of N entries, by assuming a random
sampling scheme that independently sample each entry of xi
with probability r, for 1 ≤ n ≤ N . Define i.i.d. Bernoulli
random variables ξni with parameter r for 1 ≤ n ≤ N and
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i ≥ 1 and let

Zn,k,t ,

∑t
i=k+1[xi]nξni√

(t− k)r
.

Based on this, introduce a procedure whose behavior is
arguably similar to T{0,1}

T ′{0,1} = inf{t ≥ 1 : max
t−w≤k<t

1

2

N∑
n=1

Z2
n,k,t > b},

where b > 0 is the prescribed threshold. To obtain EDD
approximation to T ′{0,1}, first note that

E0{Z2
n,0,t} =

(rtµn)2 + rt+ rtµ2
n

rt
= 1 + (rt+ 1)µ2

n. (26)

For a sufficiently large window size w, we have that

E0

{
max
k<t

1

2

N∑
n=1

Z2
n,k,t

}
≈ N/2 + (rt+ 1)

N∑
n=1

µ2
n/2. (27)

Using Wald’s identity [27] and ignoring the overshoot of
the statistic over the threshold b, we obtain a first order
approximation by equating the right-hand side of (27) to b,
taking expectations on both sides:

N/2 + E0{T ′{0,1}}

(
r

N∑
n=1

µ2
n/2

)
+

N∑
n=1

µ2
n/2 = b,

from which we can solve for

E0{T ′{0,1}} ≈

(
2b−N∑N
n=1 µ

2
n

− 1

)
· N
M
. (28)

1) Accuracy of theoretical approximations: Table II shows
the accuracy of the approximation of b′s using the ARL in
(25) and the accuracy of the approximation of EDD in (28)
with various M ′s if N = 100, w = 200, when all [µ]i = 0.5.

TABLE II
A′tS BEING TIME-VARYING. N = 100, w = 200, ARL = 5000, FOR

SIMULATED EDDS ALL [µ]i = 0.5. NUMBERS IN THE PARENTHESES ARE
STANDARD DEVIATION OF THE SIMULATED RESULTS.

M b (theo) b (simu) EDD (theo) EDD (simu)
100 84.65 84.44 2.8 3.3 (0.8)
70 83.72 83.41 3.8 4.5 (1.2)
50 82.84 83.02 5.3 6.1 (1.5)
30 81.46 82.48 8.7 9.8 (2.4)
10 78.32 79.27 23.4 26.6 (6.4)

V. PERFORMANCE-COMPLEXITY TRADE-OFF

There is a trade-off in performance and complexity for
sketching procedure. The trade-off is in the sense that when
more sketches are used (in the extreme case, M = N ), per-
formance will be better, however, at the cost of higher com-
plexity (less dimensionality reduction, more entries need to
be observed, etc.). In this section, we characterize such trade-
off and show that the performance loss of using sketching can

be bounded. To facilitate presentation, in the following, we
focus on fixed projection.

A. Relative performance metric

We consider a relative performance metric, which is the
ratio of EDD using the original data (denoted as EDD(N ),
which corresponds to letting A = I) and EDD using the
sketches (denoted as EDD(M )). We will show that this ratio
depends critically on the following quantity

Γ ,
‖V ᵀµ‖2

‖µ‖2
. (29)

From Theorem 2, we have that the EDD of the sketching
procedure E0{T} is 2b/‖V ᵀµ‖2(1 + o(1)). Define QM =
M/bM , QN = N/bN and bM and bN are the thresholds
such that E∞{T} = 5000, respectively. Then, the ratio is
approximately

EDD(N)

EDD(M)
≈ N

M
· ‖V

ᵀµ‖2

‖µ‖2
=
N

M
· QM
QN
· Γ. (30)

Using Corollary 1, we have QM ∈ (0.5, 2) and QN ∈
(0.5, 2), then the ratio is between (1/4) · (N/M) · Γ and
4 · (N/M) · Γ. Next, we bound Γ when A is a Gaussian
matrix and an expander graph, respectively.

B. Bounding Γ

1) Gaussian matrix: Consider A ∈ RM×N whose entries
are i.i.d. Gaussian with mean zero and variance 1/M .
Lemma 1 ([29]). Let A ∈ RM×N have i.i.d. N (0, 1) entries,
and its SVD be given by A = UΣV T . Then for any fixed
vector µ,

Γ ∼ Beta
(
M

2
,
N −M

2

)
. (31)

More related results can be found in [30]. Since the
Beta(α, β) distribution has mean α/(α+ β), we have

E {Γ} =
M/2

M/2 + (N −M)/2
=
M

N
.

We may also show that, provided M and N grow proportion-
ally, Γ converges to its mean value at a rate exponential in
N . Define δ ∈ (0, 1) to be

δ , lim
N→∞

M

N
. (32)

Theorem 4 (Gaussian A). Let A ∈ RM×N have entries i.i.d.
N (0, 1). Let N →∞ such that (32) holds. Then for 0 < ε <
min(δ, 1− δ),

P {δ − ε < Γ < δ + ε} → 1, (33)

at a rate exponential in N .
2) Sparse sketching matrix A: Interestingly, we can be

shown that for certain sparse 0-1 matrices A (in particular,
the expander graphs), Γ is also bounded. This holds for
the “one-sided” signals, i.e., the post-change mean vector is
element-wise positive. This scenario is typically considered
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Fig. 3. Illustration of a bipartite graph with d = 2 and c = 3. Following
coding theory terminology, we call the left variables nodes (there are N
such variables), which correspond to the entries of xt, and we call the right
variables parity check nodes (there are M such nodes), which correspond to
entries of yt. In a bipartite graph, connections between the variable nodes
are not allowed. The adjacency matrix of the bipartite graph corresponds to
our A here.

in environmental monitoring [25]. These sparse sketching
matrices A enable efficient sketching schemes, as each entry
in the sketching vector only requires collecting information
from few dimensions of the original data vector.

Assume [µ]i ≥ 0 for all i. Let A ∈ RM×N consisting
of binary entries, which corresponds to a bipartite graph,
illustrated in Fig. 3. We further consider a bipartite graph
with regular left degree c (i.e., the number of edges from each
variable node is c), and regular right degree d (i.e., the number
of edges from each parity check node is d), as illustrated in
Fig. 3. Hence, this requires Nc = Md.

Expander graphs satisfy the above requirements, and they
have been used in compressed sensing to sense a sparse vector
(e.g. [31]). In particular, a matrix A corresponds to a (s, ε)-
expander graph with regular right degree d if and only if each
column of A has exactly d “1”s, and for any set S of right
nodes with |S| ≤ s, the set of neighbors N (S) of the left
nodes has size N (S) ≥ (1 − ε)d|S|. If it further holds that
each row of A has c “1”s, we say A corresponds to a (s, ε)-
expander with regular right degree d and regular left degree
c. The existence of such expander graphs is established in
[32]:
Lemma 2 ([32]). For any fixed ε > 0 and ρ , M/N < 1,
when N is sufficiently large, there always exists an (αN, ε)
expander with a regular right degree d and a regular left
degree c for some constants α ∈ (0, 1), d and c.
Theorem 5 (Expander A). If A corresponds to a (s, ε)-
expander with regular degree d and regular left degree c, for
any nonnegative vector [µ]i ≥ 0, we have

Γ ≥ M(1− ε)
dN

.

C. Consequence

Above, we have shown that when A is a Gaussian random
matrix, Γ is on the order of M/N . Hence, for Gaussian

random matrix, the ratio (30) is between 1/4 and 4 if the
conditions in Corollary 1 are satisfied. This result is intriguing
since it implies that the performance loss is bounded by a
small constant, which is also observed from our numerical
examples.

Moreover, when A is a sparse 0-1 matrix with d non-zero
entries on each row (in particular, an expander graph), Γ is
greater than M(1− ε)/(dN). Hence, from the ratio (30), this
mean that when Corollary 1 holds, EDD(M) is approximately
at most a factor times EDD(N), where the factor is between
(1/4)·d/(1−ε) and 4d/(1−ε) for some small number ε > 0.

There is one possible intuitive explanation. Unlike in
compressed sensing, where our goal is to recover a sparse
signal, and hence one needs the projection to preserve norm
up to a factor through the restricted isometry property (RIP)
[33], here our goal is to detect a non-zero vector in Gaussian
noise. Hence, even though the projection reduces the norm
of the vector, as long as the projection does not diminish the
signal normal to be below the noise floor, we are still able to
detect it.

VI. NUMERICAL EXAMPLES

We compare our sketching procedure with a GLR proce-
dure using the original data (by letting A = I in the sketching
procedure) similar to what we did earlier in Section V-A,
and then compare it with a standard multivariate CUSUM
for sketches.

In the subsequent examples, we select ARL to be 5000 to
represent a low rate of false detection (similar choice has been
made in other sequential change-point detection work such
as [25]). In practice, however, the target ARL value depends
on the sampling frequency and how frequent we can tolerate
false detection (once a month or once a year). Below, EDDo

denotes the EDD when A = I (i.e., no sketching is used).
All simulated results are obtained from 104 repetitions.

A. Fixed projection, Gaussian random matrix

First consider Gaussian A with N = 500 and different
number of sketches M < N .

1) EDD versus signal magnitude: Assume the post-change
mean vector has entries with equal magnitude: [µ]i = µ0.
Fig. 4(a) shows EDD versus an increasing signal magnitude
µ0. We find that when µ0 is sufficiently large, the sketching
procedure can approach the performance of the procedure
using the full data. Table III shows the minimum M required
so that the EDD(M) of the sketching procedure is less than
1+EDD(N), where EDD(N) is when full data is used, in Fig.
4(a). We find that when µ0 is sufficiently large, we may even
use M less than 30 for a N = 500 to have little performance
loss. Note that here we do not require signals to be sparse.

2) EDD versus signal sparsity: Then we assume that
the post-change mean vector is sparse: only 100p% entries
µi being one and the other entries being zero. Fig. 4(b)
shows EDD versus an increasing p. As p increases, the
signal strength also increases, and the sketching procedure
approaches the performance using the full data. Similarly, we
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Fig. 4. A being a fixed Gaussian random matrix. The standard deviation
of each point is less than half of its value. (a) EDD versus µ0, when all
[µ]i = µ0; (b) EDD versus p when we randomly select 100p% entries [µ]i
to be one and set the other entries to be zero; the smallest value of p is 0.05.

TABLE III
A BEING A FIXED GAUSSIAN RANDOM MATRIX. MINIMUM M∗

REQUIRED FOR VARIOUS MEAN SHIFTS µ0 . N = 500, w = 200 AND ALL
[µ]i = µ0 . NUMBERS IN THE PARENTHESES ARE STANDARD DEVIATION

OF THE SIMULATED RESULTS.

µ0 0.3 0.5 0.7 1 1.2
M∗ 300 150 100 50 30

EDDo 8.5 (2.0) 4.7 (0.9) 2.7 (0.5) 2.0 (1.1) 2 (0.01)

obtain the minimum M required so that the EDD(M) of the
sketching procedure is less than 1 + EDD(N). For example,
when p = 0.5, one can use M = 100 for a N = 500 without
much performance loss.

B. Fixed projection, expander graph

Now assume A being an expander graph with N = 500 and
different number of sketches M < N . We run the simulations
with the same settings as those in Section VI-A.

1) EDD versus signal magnitude: Assume the post-change
mean vector [µ]i = µ0. Fig. 5(a) shows EDD with an
increasing µ0. Note that the simulated EDDs are smaller
than those for the Gaussian random projections in Fig. 4.
A possible reason is that the expander graph is better at
aggregating the signals when [µ]i are all positive. However,

when [µ]i are can be either positive or negative, the two
choices of A have similar performance, as shown in Fig. 6,
where [µ]i are drawn i.i.d. uniformly from [−3, 3].

2) EDD versus signal sparsity: Then, assume that the post-
change mean vector has only 100p% entries µi being one and
the other entries being zero. Fig. 5(b) shows the simulated
EDD versus an increasing p. As p tends to 1, the sketching
procedure approaches the performance using the full data.
From Fig. 5(b) we can obtain the minimum M required so
that the EDD(M) of the sketching procedure is less than
1 + EDD(N), as shown in Table IV. For example, when p
is around 0.5, we may use M = 50 for a N = 500 without
much performance loss. When p is larger than 0.7, one may
use M less than 30 for a N = 500.
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Fig. 5. A being a fixed expander graph. The standard deviation of each
point is less than half of its value. (a) EDD versus µ0, when all [µ]i = µ0;
(b) EDD versus p when we randomly select 100p% entries [µ]i to be one
and set the other entries to be zero; the smallest value of p is 0.05.

TABLE IV
A BEING A FIXED EXPANDER GRAPH. MINIMUM M∗ REQUIRED FOR
VARIOUS p. N = 500, w = 200 AND 100p% OF ENTRIES [µ]i = 1.

NUMBER IN PARENTHESES ARE STANDARD DEVIATION OF THE
SIMULATED RESULTS.

p 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.5 0.7
M∗ 300 200 100 50 30

EDDo 4.4 (0.8) 2.4 (0.5) 2.0 (0.1) 2.0 (0.02) 2.0 (0.01)
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Fig. 6. Comparison of EDDs for A being a Gaussian random matrix versus
an expander graph, when [µ]i’s are i.i.d. generated from [−3, 3].

C. Time-varying projections with 0-1 matrices

To demonstrate the performance of the procedure (20)
using time-varying projection with 0-1 entries, we again
consider two cases: the post-change mean vector [µ]i = µ0

and the post-change mean vector has 100p% entries [µ]i being
one and the other entries being zero.

The simulated EDDs are shown in Fig. 7. Note that (20)
can detect change quickly with a small subset of observations.
Although EDDs of (20) are larger than those for the fixed
projections in Fig. 4 and Fig. 5, this example shows that
projection with 0-1 entries can have little performance loss
in some cases, and it is still a viable candidate since such
projection means simpler measurement scheme.

D. Comparison with multivariate CUSUM

We compare our sketching method with a benchmark
approach adapted from the classic multivariate CUSUM pro-
cedure [34] that applies directly to sketches. Hence, this
does not incorporate the covariance structure of the sketches.
Moreover, in multivariate CUSUM, one needs a prescribed
post-change mean vector (which is set to be an all-one vector
in our example). Hence, its performance may be affected
by parameter misspecification. We compare the performance
again in two settings, when all [µ]i are equal to a constant,
and when 100p% entries of the post-change mean vector
are positive valued. In Fig. 8, the sketching procedure has a
significant performance gain relative to standard multivariate
CUSUM.

VII. REAL-WORLD EXAMPLES

A. Solar flare detection

We use our method to detect a solar flare in a video
sequence from the Solar Data Observatory (SDO)1. Each
frame is of size 232×292 pixels, which results in an ambient
dimension N = 67744. In this example, the normal frames
are slowly drifting background sun surfaces, and the anomaly
is a much brighter transient solar flare emerges at t = 223.

1The video can be found at http://nislab.ee.duke.edu/MOUSSE/. The Solar
Object Locator for the original data is SOL2011-04-30T21-45-49L061C108.
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Fig. 7. A′ts are time-varying projection. The standard deviation of each point
is less than half of its value. (a) EDD versus µ0, when all [µ]i = µ0; (b)
EDD versus p when we randomly select 100p% entries [µ]i to be one and
set the other entries to be zero; the smallest value of p is 0.05.

Fig. 9(a) is a snapshot of the original SDO data at t = 150
before the solar flare emerges, and Fig. 9(b) is a snapshot
at t = 223 when the solar flare emerges as a brighter curve
in the middle of the image. We first preprocess the data by
tracking and removing the slowly changing background with
the MOUSSE algorithm [35] to obtain tracking residuals. The
Gaussianity for the residuals, which corresponds to our xt,
is verified by the one-sample Kolmogorov-Smirnov test. For
instance, the p-value is 0.47 for the signal at t = 150, which
indicates that the Gaussianity is a reasonable assumption.

We apply the sketching procedure with fixed projection to
the MOUSSE residuals for dimensionality reduction. Choos-
ing the sketching matrix A to be an M -by-N Gaussian
random matrix with entries i.i.d. N (0, 1/N). Note that the
signal is deterministic in this case. To evaluate our method,
we run the procedure 500 times, each time using a different
random Gaussian matrix as the fixed projection A. Fig. 10
shows the error-bars of the EDDs from 500 runs. As M
increases, both the means and standard deviations of the
EDDs decrease. When M is larger than 750, the EDD is
less than 3 with a very high chance, which means that our
sketching detection procedure can reliably detect the solar
flare with only 750 sketches. This is a significant reduction
compared with using the original data with a dimensionality
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Fig. 8. Comparison of the sketching procedure with a method adapted from
multivariate CUSUM. (a) EDDs versus various Ms, when all [µ]i = 0.2;
(b) EDDs versus various Ms, when we randomly select 10% entries [µ]i to
be one and set the other entries to be zero.

reduction ratio of 750/67744 ≈ 0.01.

(a) (b)

Fig. 9. Snapshot of the original solar flare data. (a) at t = 150; (b) at
t = 223. The true change-point location is t = 223.

B. Power system

Finally, we present a synthetic example based on the
real power network topology of the Western States Power
Grid of the United States, which consists of 4941 nodes
and 6594 edges and the minimum degree of a node in the
network is 1, as shown in Fig. 112. The nodes represent
generators, transformers, and substations, and edges represent
high-voltage transmission lines between them [36]. Note that

2The topology of the power network can be downloaded at
http://networkdata.ics.uci.edu/data/power/ [36].
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Fig. 10. Solar flare detection: EDD versus various M when A is an M -by-
N Gaussian random matrix. The error-bars are obtained from 104 repetitions
with runs with different Gaussian random matrix A.

the graph is sparse and that there are many “communities”
which correspond to densely connected subnetworks.

In this example, we simulate a situation for power failure
over this large network. Assume at each time we may observe
the real power injection at an edge. When the power system is
in steady state, the observation is the true state plus Gaussian
observation noise [37]. We may estimate the true state (e.g.,
using techniques in [37]), subtract it from the observation
vector, and treat the residual vector as our signal xi, which
can be assumed to be i.i.d. standard Gaussian distribution.
When failures happen in a power system, there will be a shift
in the mean for a small number of affected edges, since in
practice, when there is a power failure, usually only a small
part of the network is affected simultaneously.

To perform sketching, each time, we randomly choose M
nodes in the network and measure the sum of the quantities
over all attached edges as shown in Fig. 12. This corresponds
to A′ts with N = 6594 and various M < N . Note that in this
case, our projection matrix is a 0-1 matrix whose structure is
constrained by the network topology. Although our example is
a highly simplified model for power networks, it sheds some
light on the potential of our method applied to monitoring
real power networks.

In the following experiment, we assume that the means
of 5% of the edges in the network increase by µ0. Set the
threshold b such that the ARL is 5000. Fig. 13 shows the
simulated EDD versus an increasing signal strength µ0. Note
that the EDD using a small number of sketches is quite small
if µ0 is sufficiently large. For example, when µ0 = 4, one
may detect the change by observing from only M = 100
sketches, which is a significant reduction compared with using
the original data with a ratio of 100/4941 ≈ 0.02.

VIII. SUMMARY AND DISCUSSIONS

In this paper, we studied the problem of sequential change-
point detection when the observations are linear projections
of the high-dimensional signals. We were interested in the
problem where the change-point causes an unknown shift
in the mean of the signal, and one would like to detect
such a change as quickly as possible. We presented new
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Fig. 11. Power network topology of the Western States Power Grid of the
United States.

sensing by aggregating 
edges at a node 

change happens at 
an edge 

Fig. 12. Illustration of the measurement scheme for a power network.
Suppose the physical quantities at edges (e.g., real power flow) at time i
form the vector xi, and we can observe the sum of the edge quantities at
each node. When there is a power failure, some edges are affected and their
means are shifted.

sketching procedures for fixed and time-varying projections,
respectively. The sketching procedures were derived based
on the generalized likelihood ratio statistic. We analyzed
theoretically the performance of our procedures by deriving
theoretical approximations to the average run length (ARL)
when there is no change, and the expected detection de-
lay (EDD) when there is a change. Our approximations
were shown to be highly accurate numerically. We also
characterized the performance-complexity trade-off for fixed
Gaussian random projection and expander graph projection.
We demonstrate the good performance of our procedure using
numerical simulations and two real-world examples for solar
flare detection and failure detection in power networks.

Thus far, we have assumed that the data streams are
independent. In practice, if the data streams are dependent
with a known covariance matrix Σ, we can whiten the
data streams by applying a linear transformation Σ−1/2xt.
Otherwise, the covariance matrix Σ can also be estimated
using a training stage via regularized maximum likelihood
methods (see [38] for an overview). Alternatively, we may
estimate the covariance matrix Σ′ of the sketches AΣAᵀ or
AtΣA

ᵀ
t directly, which requires fewer samples to estimate due

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
0

10

20

30

40

50

60

70

µ
0

E
D

D

 

 

M = 30
M = 50
M = 100
M = 150
M = 200
M = 300
M = 500
M = 750

Fig. 13. Power system example: A being a power network topology
constrained sensing matrix. The standard deviation of each point is less than
half of the value. EDD versus µ0 when we randomly select 5% edges with
mean shift µ0.

to the lower dimensionality of the covariance matrix. Then we
may build statistical change-point detection procedures using
Σ′ (similar to what has been done for the projection Hotelling
control chart in [9]), which we leave for future work.
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APPENDIX

We start by deriving the ARL and EDD for the sketching
procedure.

Proofs for Theorem 1 and Theorem 2. This analysis demon-
strates that the sketching procedure corresponds to the so-
called mixture procedure (cf. T2 in [25]) in a special case
of p0 = 1, M sensors, and the post-change mean vector is
V ᵀµ. In [25], Theorem 1, it was shown that the ARL of the
mixture procedure with parameter p0 ∈ [0, 1] and M sensors
is given by

E∞{T} ∼ H(M, θ0)/

∫ [2Mγ(θ0)/m0]
1/2

[2Mγ(θ0)/m1]1/2
yν2(y)dy︸ ︷︷ ︸

c′(M,b,w)

, (34)

where the detection statistic will search within a time window
m0 ≤ t − k ≤ m1. Let g(x, p0) = log(1 − p0 + p0e

x2/2).
Then ψ(θ) = logE{eθg(U,p0)} is the log moment generating
function (MGF) for g(U, p0), U ∼ N (0, 1), θ0 is the solution
to ψ̇(θ) = b/M ,

H(M, θ) =
θ[2πψ̈(θ)]1/2

γ(θ)M1/2
exp{M [θψ̇(θ)− ψ(θ)]}, (35)

and

γ(θ) =
1

2
θ2E{[ġ(U, p0)]2 exp[θg(U, p0)− ψ(θ)]}.

Note that U2 is χ2
1 distributed, whose MGF is given by

E{eθU2} = 1/
√

1− 2θ. Hence, when p0 = 1,

ψ(θ) = logE{eθU
2/2} = −1

2
log(1− θ).

The first-order and second-order derivative of the log MGF
are given by, respectively,

ψ̇(θ) =
1

2(1− θ)
, ψ̈(θ) =

1

2(1− θ)2
(36)

Set ψ̇(θ0) = b/M . We obtain the solution that 1 − θ0 =
M/(2b), and θ0 = 1 −M/(2b). Hence, φ̈(θ0) = 2b2/M2.
We have g(x, 1) = x2/2, and ġ(x, 1) = x.

γ(θ) =
θ2

2
E{U2e

θU2

2 }elog
√
1−θ

=
θ2

2
· 1

(1− θ)3/2
·
√

1− θ =
θ2

2(1− θ)
,

where

E{U2e
θU2

2 } =
1√
2π

∫
x2e

θx2

2 e−
x2

2 dx

=
1√
2π

∫
x2e−

x2

2/(1−θ) dx =
1

(1− θ)3/2
.
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Combining the above, we have that the ARL of the sketching
procedure is given by

E∞{T} =
θ0[2π · 1

2(1−θ0)2 ]1/2

c′(M, b,w)
θ20

2(1−θ0)
√
M
e

Mθ0
2(1−θ0) (1− θ0)M/2 + o(1)

=

√
π

c′(M, b,w)

2

θ0
√
M
e

Mθ0
2(1−θ0) (1− θ0)M/2 + o(1).

(37)

Next, using the fact that 1/(1 − θ0) = 2b/M , we have that
the two terms in the above expression can be written as

Mθ0
2(1− θ0)

=
Mθ0

2

2b

M
= θ0b, (1− θ0) =

M

2b
,

then (37) becomes

E∞{T} =

√
π

c′(M, b,w)

2

θ0
√
M
eθ0b(

M

2b
)
N
2 + o(1)

=
2
√
π

c′(M, b,w)

1√
M

1

1− M
2b

e(b−
M
2 )(

N

2b
)
N
2 + o(1)

=
2
√
π

c′(M, b,w)

1√
M

1

1− M
2b

(
M

2
)
M
2 b−

M
2 eb−

M
2 + o(1).

Finally, note that we can also write

γ(θ0) = θ20/[2(1− θ0)] = (1−M/(2b))2/(M/b),

and the constant is

c′(M, b,w) =

∫ [2Mγ(θ0)]
1/2

[2Mγ(θ0)/w]1/2
yν2(y)dy

=

∫ √2b(1−M2b )

√
2b
w (1−M2b )

yν2(y)dy.

(38)

We are done deriving the ARL. The EDD can be derived by
applying Theorem 2 of [25] in the case where ∆ = ‖V ᵀµ‖,
the number of sensors is M , and p0 = 1.

The following proof is for the Gaussian random matrix A.

Proof of Theorem 4. It follows from (31), and a standard
result concerning the distribution function of the beta dis-
tribution [39, 26.5.3], that

P{Γ ≤ b} = Ib

(
M

2
,
N −M

2

)
, (39)

where I is the regularized incomplete beta function
(RIBF) [39, 6.6.2]. We first prove the lower bound in (33).
Assuming N → ∞ such that (32) holds, we may combine
(39) with [40, Theorem 4.18] to obtain

lim
(M,N)→∞

1

N
lnP{Γ ≤ δ − ε}

= −
[
δ ln

(
δ

δ − ε

)
+ (1− δ) ln

(
1− δ

1− δ + ε

)]
= −c < 0,

from which it follows that there exists Ñ such that, for all
N ≥ Ñ ,

1

N
lnP{Γ ≤ δ − ε} < −c

′

2
,

which rearranges to give

P{Γ ≤ δ − ε} < e
−c′N

2 ,

which proves the lower bound in (33). To prove the upper
bound, it follows from (39) and a standard property of the
RIBF [39, 6.6.3] that

P{Γ ≥ b} = I1−b

(
N −M

2
,
M

2

)
. (40)

Assuming N → ∞ such that (32) holds, we may combine
(40) with [40, Theorem 4.18] to obtain

lim
(M,N)→∞

1

N
lnP{Γ ≥ δ + ε}

= −
[
(1− δ) ln

(
1− δ

1− δ − ε

)
+ δ ln

(
δ

δ + ε

)]
= −d < 0,

and the argument now proceeds analogously to that for the
lower bound.

Lemma 3. If a 0-1 matrix A has constant column sum d, for
every non-negative vector x such that [x]i ≥ 0, we have

‖Ax‖2 ≥
√
d‖x‖2. (41)

Proof of Lemma 3. Below, Aij = [A]ij .

‖Ax‖22 =

M∑
i=1

 N∑
j=1

Aijxj

2

≥
M∑
i=1

N∑
j=1

(Aijxj)
2 = d‖x‖22.

Lemma 4 (Bounding σmax(A)). If A corresponds to a (s, ε)-
expander with regular degree d and regular left degree c, for
any nonnegative vector x,

‖Ax‖2
‖x‖2

≤ d
√
N

M
, (42)

thus,

σmax(A) ≤ d
√
N

M
. (43)

Proof of Lemma 4. For any nonnegative vector x,

‖Ax‖22 =

M∑
i=1

(

N∑
j=1

Aijxj)
2

=

M∑
i=1

( N∑
j=1

(Aijxj)
2 +

N∑
j=1

N∑
l=1,l≤j

(AijAilxjxl)
)

≤
M∑
i=1

( N∑
j=1

(Aijxj)
2 +

N∑
j=1

N∑
l=1,l≤j

AijAil
2

(x2j + x2l )
)
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=

M∑
i=1

N∑
j=1

N∑
l=1

AijAil
2

(x2j + x2l )

=

N∑
j=1

N∑
l=1

M∑
i=1

AijAil
2

(x2j + x2l )

≤
N∑
j=1

dc(xj)
2 (44)

=
d2N

M
‖x‖22. (45)

Above, (44) holds since for a given column j, Aij = 1 holds
for exactly d rows. And for each row i of these d rows,
Ail = 1 for exactly c columns with l ∈ {1, . . . , p}; (45)
holds since dN = Mc. Finally, from the definition of σmax,
(43) holds.

Proof for Theorem 5. Note that

∆ = (µᵀV V ᵀµ)1/2 = (µᵀAᵀUΣ−2UᵀAµ)1/2

≥ σ−1max(A)‖UᵀAµ‖2 = σ−1max(A)‖Aµ‖2, (46)

where σmax = σmax(A), and (46) holds since U is a unitary
matrix. Thus, in order to bound ∆, we need to characterize
σmax, as well as ‖Aµ‖2 for a s sparse vector µ. Combining
(46) with Lemma 3 and 4, we have that for every nonnegative
vector µ, [µ]i ≥ 0,

∆ ≥ 1

d

√
M

N

√
d(1− ε)‖µ‖2 =

√
M(1− ε)
dN

‖µ‖2. (47)

Finally, Lemma 2 characterizes the quantity [M(1 −
ε)/(dN)]1/2 in (47) and establishes the existence of such an
expander graph. When A corresponds to an (αN, ε) expander
described in Lemma 2, ∆ ≥ ‖βµ‖2 for all non-negative
signals [µ]i ≥ 0 for some constant α and some constant
β = (ρ(1− ε)/d)1/2. Done.

Proof for Corollary 1. We define that x , M/b, then Theo-
rem 1 tells us that when M goes to infinity, we have that

E∞{T} =

2
√
π

c(M,x,w)

1

1− x
2

1√
M

(x
2

)M
2

exp

(
M

x
− M

2

)
+ o(1),

(48)

where

c(M,x,w) =

∫ √ 2M
x (1− x2 )

√
2M
xw (1− x2 )

uν2(u)du, (49)

and
ν(u) ≈ 2/u[Φ(u/2)− 0.5]

(u/2)Φ(u/2) + φ(u/2)
.

Define that γ , E∞{T}. One claim is that when M >
24.85 and γ ∈ [e5, e20] there exists one x∗ ∈ (0.5, 2) such
that (48) holds. Next, we prove the claim.

Define the logarithm of the right-hand side of (48) as

follows:

p(x) , log(2
√
π)− log(C(M,x,w))− log

(
1− x

2

)
+
M

2
log

x

2
+
M

x
− M

2
− 1

2
logM.

Since ν(u) → 1 as u → 0 and ν(u) → 2
u2 as u → ∞,

we know that
∫∞
0
uν2(u)du exists. From the numerical

integration, we know that
∫∞
0
uν2(u)du < 1. Therefore,

− log(C(M,x,w)) > 0. Then,

p (0.5) >

(
3

2
− 1

2
log 4

)
M − 1

2
logM + log(2

√
π)− log

3

4
.

When M > 24.85, we have that p(0.5) > 20. Then, when
γ < e20 we have that p(0.5)− log γ > 0.

Next, we prove that we can find some x0 ∈ (0.5, 2) such
that p(x0)− log γ < 0 provided that γ > e5. Since φ

(
u
2

)
<

0.5 and

0.5 +
1√
2π

exp

[
−1

2

(u
2

)2](u
2

)
≤ Φ

(u
2

)
≤ 1,

for any u > 0. We have that

ν(u) >

√
2

π
·

exp
(
−u

2

8

)
u+ 1

.

Then, we have that for any u > 0,

uν2(u) >
2

π
· u · exp(−u2/4)

(u+ 1)2
.

We define that x0 is the solution to the following equation:√
2M

x

(
1− x

2

)
= 1. (50)

Then, we have that

C(M,x0, w) >
2

π
·
∫ 1

1/
√
w

u · exp(−u2/4)

(u+ 1)2
du

>
2

π
·
∫ 1

1/
√
w

u · exp(−u2/4)

4
du

=
1

π
·
(

exp

(
− 1

4w

)
− exp

(
−1

4

))
>

1

π
exp

(
−1

4

)
·
(

1

4
− 1

4w

)
,

where the second inequality is due to the fact that the upper
bound for the integral interval is 1 and the third inequality is
due to the fact that exp(−x) is a convex function. Therefore,
we have that

− logC(M,x0, w) < log π +
1

4
− log

(
1

4
− 1

4w

)
Note that the upper bound above for − logC(M,x0, w) is
not dependent on M , which is because we choose a x0 that
depends on M . Solving the equation (50), we have that

x0 = 2 +
1

M
−
√

1

M2
+

4

M
< 2,
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and x0 → 2 as M →∞. By Taylor’s expansion, we have that
x0 = 2−2M−1/2 +M−1 +o(M−1), or x0 = 2−2M−1/2 +
o(M−1/2). Then, we have that

− log
(

1− x0
2

)
= − log(M−1/2) + o(1),

and
M

2
log

x0
2

=
M

2
log(1−M−1/2)

=
M

2
·
(
−M−1/2 − 1

2
M−1 + o(M−1)

)
=− 1

2
M1/2 − 1

4
+ o(1),

and
M

x0
=
M

2
· 1

1− (M−1/2 +M−1/2 + o(M−1))

=
M

2
· (M−1/2 +M−1/2 + o(M−1)

+ (M−1/2 +M−1/2 + o(M−1))2 + o(M−1))

=
1

2
M1/2 +

1

2
+ o(1)

Combining the above results, we have that

p(x0) < log(2
√
π)+log π−log

(
1

4
− 1

4w

)
+

1

2
+o(1). (51)

One important observation is that the right-hand side of (51)
converges as M → ∞. In fact, p(x0) as a function of M is
decreasing and converges as M →∞. Since we set w ≥ 100,
then for any M > 24.85, p(x0) < 5. Therefore, for any
γ > e5 and any M > 24.85, we can find a x0 close to 2 such
that p(x0)− log γ < 0.

Since p(x) is a continuous function, there exists a solution
x∗ ∈ (0.5, 2) such that equation (48) holds.

Proof of Theorem 3. By law of large number, when t − k
tends to infinity, the following sum converges in probability

1

t− k

t∑
i=k+1

Iin
p−→ r. (52)

Moreover, from central limit theorem,

1√
t− k

t∑
i=k+1

[xi]n(Iin − r)
d−→ N (0, r(1− r)). (53)

So by continuous mapping theorem,(
1√

(t− k)r(1− r)

t∑
i=k+1

[xi]n(Iin − r)

)2

d−→ χ2
1, (54)

i.e., the squared and scaled version of the sum is asymptoti-
cally a χ2

1 random variable with one degree of freedom. By
Slutsky’s theorem, combining (52) and (54),

1

1− r
[
∑t
i=k+1[xi]n(Iin − r)]2∑t

i=k+1 Iin
d−→ χ2

1

Using Lemma 1 in [41], for X ∼ χ2
1,

P{X ≥ 1 + 2
√
ε+ 2ε} ≤ e−ε

P{X ≤ 1− 2
√
ε} ≤ e−ε

Therefore, with probability at least 1 − 2e−ε, the difference
is bounded by a constant∑t

i=k+1[xi]nIin√∑t
i=k+1 Iin

− r
∑t
i=k+1[xi]n√∑t
i=k+1 Iin

2

< (1+2
√
ε+2ε)(1−r).

On the the hand, by central limit theorem, when t−k tends
to infinity,

1√
t− k

t∑
i=k+1

[xi]n
d−→ N (0, 1).

and by law of large number and continuous mapping theorem(∑t
i=k+1 Iin
t− k

)−1/2
− 1√

r

p−→ 0

Hence, invoking Slutsky’s theorem again, we have ∑t
i=k+1[xi]n√∑t
i=k+1 Iin

−
∑t
i=k+1[xi]n√
r(t− k)

2

d−→ 0

Hence, combining the above, by a triangle inequality type of
argument, we may conclude that, with high-probability, the
difference is bounded by a constant c∑t

i=k+1[xi]nIin√∑t
i=k+1 Iin

−
√
r

∑t
i=k+1[xi]n√

(t− k)

2

< c.

Hence, to control the ARL for TTV defined in (20)

T{0,1} =

inf{t : max
t−w≤k<t

1

2

N∑
n=1

(∑t
i=k+1[xi]nIin

)2
∑t
i=k+1 Iin

> b},
(55)

one can approximately consider another procedure

T̃2 = inf{t : max
t−w≤k<t

1

2

N∑
n=1

U2
n,k,t >

b

r
},

with

Un,k,t ,

∑t
i=k+1[xi]n√
t− k

,

This corresponds to the special case of the mixture procedure
with N sensors and all being affected by the change (p0 = 1),
except that the threshold is scaled by 1/r. Hence, we can use
the ARL approximation for mixture procedure, which leads
to (25).
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