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Abstract

We study the problem of solving a linear sensing system whenobservations are unlabeled. Specifically we
seek a solution to a linear system of equatigns= Ax when the order of the observations in the vegois
unknown. Focusing on the setting in whick is a random matrix with i.i.d. entries, we show that if the Seg
matrix A admits an oversampling ratio & or higher, then with probabilityl it is possible to recovex exactly
without the knowledge of the order of the observationg ifrurthermore, i is of dimensionk’, then any2 K entries
of y are sufficient to recovex. This result implies the existence of deterministic unlabesensing matrices with an
oversampling factor of that admit perfect reconstruction. The result is univeisahat recovery is guaranteed for
all possible choices ok. While the proof is constructive, it uses a combinatoriglosithm which is not practical,
leaving the question of complexity open. We also analyzeisyngersion of the problem and show that local stability
is guaranteed by the solution. In particular, for everythe recovery error tends to zero as the signal-to-noise-ra
tends to infinity. The question of universal stability is leas. We also obtain a converse of the result in the noiseless
case: If the number of observations jynis less than2K, then with probability1l, universal recovery fails, i.e.,
with probability 1, there exists distinct choices af which lead to the same unordered list of observationg.itn
terms of applications, the unlabeled sensing problem &tedlto data association problems encountered in different
domains including robotics where it is appears in a methdléaésimultaneous localization and mapping” (SLAM),
multi-target tracking applications, and in sampling sigria the presence of jitter.

I. INTRODUCTION

Linear sensing and monitoring systems in several dis@plii2+5] rely on solving a linear system of equations
of the formy = Ax wherey € R" is an observation vectoA is an N x K measurement matrix and ¢ R¥
is an unknown system state. If these equations represemuineelationship betweepn andx, we know from the

basic results of linear algebra thatcan be retrieved exactly providedl has rank equal td. The minimum value
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for N under which this condition is satisfied i/ = K. We know also that, in the absence of further information
on x, it is impossible to recovex from y without A having full rank K.

In some linear sensing systems it may be practically diffioulimpossible to register the entries pfin the
correct order. In the extreme scenario, one might have adeeall the entries of but not their labels, i.e., one
might not know which values correspond to which locationthimi the vectory. Equivalently, one only has access
to y = ITAx whereIl is an unknown permutation matrix. In this paper we focus ochsunlabeled sensing
systems and discuss conditions under whicban be recovered from the unlabeled entriey of

An illustration of unlabeled sensing and a comparison wimpressed sensin [B 7] is provided in Fig. 1. In
the compressed sensing framework, there is no unknown patioII and thus no ambiguity in the order of the
entries iny. The challenge in these problems is to identify the positiand entries of the non-zero entriesxgf
assuming thak has a fixed known number of non-zero entries. In unlabeledisgnthere is no assumption on
the sparsity ofx, but the order of the entries in is unknown. The challenge is to recowerfrom the unlabeled

entries ofy.

Compressed Sensing Unlabeled Sensing

/./I L]

Fig. 1. Comparison of compressed sensing and unlabeleéhgens

Unlabeled sensing has potential applications in a numbaetiftdrent fields. Consider the following example.
You are blindfolded in a room, and the floor is not flat but a 3 elisional terrain model. You can sample the
height, but you dont know where you take the samples. Is isiptes under some assumption about the terrain
model, to recover the location of the samples and the shafieederrain? This is related to a celebrated problem
in robotics called simultaneous location and mapping (SDA@]. Similar data-association problems also arise in
the task of assigning observations to targets in multigtgacking problems that arise in radar applicaticﬂs [9].
More generally, consider the problem of reconstructingatiapfield from samples. Let denote the representation
of the field in someK -dimensional basis. Each measurement can be interpretad amer product ok with a
“sampling vector” unique to the location where the sampls weken. Consider a mobile sensing schlao, 11]

where a moving sensor samples the fieldvatifferent locations. Further suppose that the mobile sedses not



have access to accurate spatial measurements, althougéttb&\/ potential sampling locations and the sampling
vectors corresponding to the potential locations are knavamiori. The field reconstruction problem one faces in
this situation is precisely the unlabeled sensing problardied in this paper. A similar situation arises in time-
domain sampling in the presence of clock jitter|[12] whichkesit impossible to associate sampled observations
to the correct time indices. There is some prior work on retmiction of bandlimited signals from samples at
unknown locations. In[13] an approximate solution to thiskgem is proposed under the setting of continuous-
time measurements and bandlimited signals._ln [14], aatiter procedure to reconstruct discrete-time bandlimited
signals is proposed. Our work differs from that of these papethat we do not restrict ourselves to a bandlimited
signal model. Our main results are focused on the settinghiciwthe sampling vectors are randomly distributed.
In such settings we show that an exact solution to the urdabstnsing problem is possible when we take twice
as many samples as required in classic labeled sensing.

The basic unlabeled sensing problem can be mathematicatydsas follows. Suppose
y = Bx with B = TIA, (1)

whereA is a known matrix andI is an unknown permutation matrix. The goal is to recavgiven the observation

vectory, or equivalently, to recovex given the unlabeled entries of the vecthxk.
T

0 0

0 1 1
In this case, the entries of are x;, x2, X2, and thusx, can be identified as the entry gf that occurs twice

As a simple illustration of unlabeled sensing consider tgecofK = 2 and N = 3 with A =

andx; as the remaining entry qu This example can be further generalized by replacing thvel ttuw with an

unbalanced convex combination of the first two rows. Conside matrix

1 0
A=1|0 1 : (2)
a (1-a)

wherea € [0,1]\{0.5}. In this case the entries gfarex;, xo, ax; 4 (1 —a)xz. Thus we know immediately that if
the entries iny are sorted in increasing order, the middle entrydé ax; + (1 — a)xz, i.e., if y1) <y <y
represent the ordered entries pf theny ) = axi + (1 — a)xo. Moreover, if o € (0.5,1], thenx; is the
remaining entry ofy that is closer tqy ;) andx, is the remaining entry of, i.e.,x; = y(; andxz = y(;) where

i, satisty lyy — y@2)| < lyy) — yoli,J € {1,3}. Similarly if o € [0,0.5), thenx; = y(;) andxs = y
wherei, j satisfy |y — y)| < [yy) — ¥ .47 € {1,3}. Thus wheneveA has the form of[(2), the vectat
can be uniquely recovered from the unlabeled entrieg.dflowever, in general this property cegses to hold if the

1

last row of A is replaced with a random vector R?. As an example supposk = . In this case,
0 1 2

1For K > 2, an analogous construction & can be constructed by combinirigrepetitions of thei-th row of I, the K x K identity
matrix, for all 1 <4 < N. In this caseN = K (K + 1)/2. This again leads to a system of equations suchthe&n be recovered from the
unlabeled entries of. In this case the labels of the observations are recoveoed fhe number of repetitions of the observations.



it can be verified that

A =| -3 | andA = 1
-5 -3

T r T

Thus the choice of vector% 1 -3 } and| —5 1 } for x lead to the same entrigs-5,—3,1} in y. Thus if

the truex were one of these vectors, it would be impossible to detegrhia value ok given the unlabeled entries of
1 01 1

01 2 -1
then it can be easily verified that #x = TIAx’ holds for anyx,x’ € R* and any permutation matriki, then

y. However, now suppose we append another randomly choseto rAwFor example, ifA =

x = x’. Thus in this case is uniquely determined by the unordered entries 6f IIAx. This property continues
to be true w.p.1 if the entries in the last two rows oA are replaced with i.i.d. random variables drawn from a
continuous probability distribution. Furthermore, thioperty continues to hold w.p. if all entries of all rows

of A are replaced with i.i.d. random variables drawn from a cardus probability distribution. Note that in this
setting the number of rows iA is equal to4, which is exactly twice the number of entriessn In fact the unique
recovery ofx from the unlabelled entries gf continues to hold for vectorg of arbitrary lengthK provided A

is a2K x K random matrix with i.i.d. entries drawn from a continuouslpability distribution.

The main result in this paper is on a more general setting iiclwiihe N rows of B are randomly drawn without
replacement from the rows of a knowdd x K matrix A with i.i.d. random entries for som& > N. This leads
to a variant of[(I). Suppose

y = Bx whereB = SA 3)

andS is a N x M selection matrix, i.e., the rows & comprise someV distinct rows of theM x M identity
matrix, arranged in an arbitrary order. Whike is known by assumption, the selection mat$ixs unknown. The
goal is to recover without the explicit knowledge o08. It is further assumed that the entries Afare random
i.i.d. variables drawn from some continuous probabilitgtdbution onR. Our main result is that folV > 2K, it
is possible to uniquely recover from y w.p. 1. For the particular case dff = N = 2K this result implies that,
if one is given unlabeled random projections of the vestarith 2K random vectors, it is possible to recover
exactly w.p.1. The ratio of NV to K can be viewed as an oversampling factor as we essentialliWug@elabeled)
samples to solve foK unknowns. Thus the result for random matrices implies thstexce of sampling matrices
B with the oversampling facto% = 2 such that perfect recovery of the signal is possible wittemyt knowledge
about the order of the samples. As an illustration of thisiltesonsider the case witlik' = 1. In this caseB is
a2 x 1 vector with two i.i.d. entries. LeB = [ b1 b }T. With probability 1 the ratio% is different from1.
Without loss of generality let us assurfig| > |b2|. Then it is clear that the entry ig with the larger magnitude
is equal tob;x and thusx, which is now a scalar, can be recovered by dividing thisyebyr b, .

In a practical implementation of unlabeled sensing theee#iner problems that one might need to solve which we

do not address here. For instance, although we showed ttmatary of the unknowrx is possible from unlabeled



measurements, we do not study the problem of designing atieetfialgorithm to recovex. Our solution is
to consider all possible permutations of the unlabeled mbs&iens which might be prohibitively complex in large
dimensional problems. We also do not address the questithre @bmputational complexity of the optimal algorithm.
Another practical problem is the requirement of learning slensing matriXA. An interesting question is whether
it is possible to recoveA using a training phase with knowtis but with unknown selection matric&that might
change arbitrarily from one observation to the next.

Although the problem of unlabeled sensing in the presennfar new, similar problems have been studied
by various authors in the past. For example,lin [15], a var@nthe problem in[{ll) with repeated observations
was studied under a sparsity assumptionxoim the context of dictionary learning. The authors assuna¢ the
permutation matrixII remains invariant for multiple observations so that theeaffe sensing system is of the
same form as (1) but with vectossandy replaced with matrices witl’ columns each, wherg represents the
number of observations. They propose a branch-and-boguaditiim for solving the problem. The main difference
in the framework of that work from ours is the fact that lin/[IBliltiple observations are available under the same
permutation matriXdI which, together with the sparsity assumption, simplifies tidisk of estimating the unknown
permutation. More generally a number of different probléam®lve the inversion of the effects of an unknown
permutation. A family of such examples is that of de-anoraation attacks| [16, 17] on anonymized databases,
which is a well-studied problem in privacy applications. dpecial cases computationally tractable solutions to
these problems are possible[17] and in some others redaxaiethods are adopted to approximate the solution
[18]. Another application that requires inverting the effef a permutation occurs in communication channels with
deletions and transpositions [19]. In such applicatiores dbecoding task of determining what message was sent

based on the received messages, is a finite-alphabet verfsiba unlabeled sensing problem studied in this paper.

Contributions The main contributions of this paper are summarized below.

« We introduce the problem of unlabeled sensing and demdaedtrat for signals of arbitrary dimensions, there
exist sensing matrices that allow perfect recovery of aaifiom unlabeled linear measurements. Moreover,
an oversampling factor df is sufficient, i.e., there exist sensing matrices with twvasemany rows as columns
which gurantee perfect recovery from unlabeled measuremen

« We identify a property of random matrices that implies tteatdom sensing matrices with oversampling factor
of 2 or higher, w.p.1, allow universal recovery of signals from unlabeled measwants. Furthermore, we
obtain a converse showing that oversampling by at [2astnecessary for this property to hold.

Paper organizationThe rest of the paper is organized as follows. We introdbeeférmal problem statement and
main result in Sectiof]ll, and then present the recoveryrittyo in Sectior1ll, and the proof of the main result
in Section[TV. We present a converse result in Sediidbn V aralyae local stability in the presence of noise in
SectionV]. We conclude with some discussion in Sedfiogd VII.

Notations and terminologyFor any positive integelN, we use[N] to denote the sefl,2,..., N}. We denote

matrices using bold capital letters, e.4., and vectors using bold lower case letters, exgBy default every vector



is a column vector, unless explicitly defined to be a row veciie usage will be clear from context. Tleh
component of any vectax, is denotedx;. For N-dimensional row or column vectots and v, the inner product

is denoted by(u,v) = vazl u;v;. The notationv’ is used to denote theth vector in a sequence of vectors. A
similar notation is used for matrices. With a slight abusdesfminology, for anyP x K matrix A, we refer to
any matrix obtained by an arbitrary permutation@frows of A as aQ x K submatrix ofA. If A andB are

N x K matrices, we denote byA, B] the N x 2K matrix obtained by appending the columnsBto the columns

of A. If u andv are column vectors, we ude; v] to denote the column vector obtained by appending the rows
of v to the rows ofu. For anyM x N matrix A we denote byV(A) := {x € RY : Ax = 0} the null-space,
and byR(A) := {Ax : x € RV} the range-space ch. We denote theV x N identity matrix withIy. We use

calligraphic lettersX, V), ... for sets, and the abbreviation “w.p.” for “with probability

Il. PROBLEM STATEMENT AND MAIN RESULT

Let A denote anM x K random matrix whose entries are i.i.d. random variablesvdrcom a continuous
probability distributioH over R with probability density functionf. Assume thatA is known. Letx € RX be an
arbitrary unknown vector and suppose that the inner pradofct with NV distinct unknown rows ofA are known.

As the rows selected for computing the inner products areknotvn, the measurements can be viewed as being
unlabeled, for we do not know which measurement corresptmdgich row of A. In this setting, we consider the
problem of recovering from theseN unlabeled measurements. The main result of this paper tisttisapossible

to recoverx from these unlabeled measurements provigled> N > 2K as summarized in the following theorem.

Theorem 1.1 (Main Result) Let A denote a known\/ x K matrix with i.i.d. random entries drawn from an
arbitrary continuous probability distributiorf overR. Let B denote an unknowV x K sub-martix ofA, i.e., B
consists of somé&’ < M rows of A. If N > 2K, then, w.p.1, everyx € R¥ can be uniquely recovered from the

measurementg = Bx without the explicit knowledge a3. O

While the result of TheorefTll1 holds for an arbitrav§y > N, let us now consider the result fdf = N > 2K.
In this case the result states thatifis a N x K random matrix, then w.l, x can be recovered from the unlabeled
entries of Ax. We refer to this property oA by sayingA admitsuniversal unlabeled recoverithe adjective of
universal is to emphasize the fact that the recovery is gueea for alx € R¥. In other words, oncd is designed
using a random selection, w.p.everyx can be recovered, even for adversarial choices tifat use the knowledge
of A.

Another key parameter of interest in the theorem is the ewepding ratio or the ratio ofV to K. The result
essentially implies that an oversampling factoRa$ sufficient for guaranteeing perfect recoverydfom unlabeled
random observations. In other words, random matrices wittrsampling factor o or higher admit universal

unlabeled recovery. In analogy to the random coding argtiftem information theory|[20], this result implies

2In other words, the probability density functighis absolutely continuous with respect to the Lebesgue measuR.



the existence of deterministic matricés with oversampling facto2 and higher that admit universal unlabeled
recovery. However, the nature of our result differs fronmt #ia]2C] in that our result holds for alk” and is not an
asymptotic one.

The result of Theorem 111 captures an inherent geometopenty of random matrices. Essentially the result is
that whenA is an M x K random matrixx is uniquely determined giveBx whereB = SA with S a selection

matrix comprising anyV distinct rows of theN x N identity matrix. Mathematically this can be expressed as:
S'Ax! =S8%2Ax? = x'=%x°

wherex!, x? € R¥, andS', S? are any choices of the selection matrices. In other words,,ik? satisfyS' Ax! =
S2Ax?2 for any choices of the selection matric8$, S? we must havex! = x2. The conclusion is immediate if
R(S'A) andR(S?A) intersect only at the origin. However, this may not be truedib S' and S?. Nevertheless,
we show that even ifR(S'A) N R(S?A) is a non-trivial subspace, then the inverse-images of tiegatprsS! A
andS?A evaluated at any point withifR (S'A) N R(S2A) are identical singletons. Thus, one might not recover

S giveny = SAx, but one can recovet. Another way to state the same result is that
N([S'A,S*A]) € N([Ik,Ik]) (4)

whereIy represents thé& x K identity matrix andN represents the null-space operator.

We will now describe the recovery algorithm and then procdeethe proof of the main result.

IIl. THE RECOVERY ALGORITHM

For simplicity, we ignore the computational complexity azahsider a brute force approach to recover the initial
signalx. The recovery algorithm works as follows. It sequentialiynsiders every possible arrangemeni\ofows
of A to form candidate matriceB and tests whether or not there exists a solufoto the equatiori§§ =y.
Equivalently it considers all possible candidate selectimatricesS for the true selection matrix given inl(3). The
algorithm returnsk when it finds a candidatB that admits a solution to the equatim = y. Fig.[2 shows a
block diagram of the unlabeled sampling and the recovergrialgn. Herev? is a row vector representing thieth
row of the matrixA for i € [M].

Notice that for each candidai® the relationBx = y is an overdetermined system of linear equations (OSLE)
for the unknowri. Let us assume thd has full column-rank. This holds w.p.when the rows oB are sampled

from a continuous distribution. Hence, two cases are plessib

1) The resulting OSLE does not have a solution: In that cdserdcovery algorithm neglecﬁ, because it is
not compatible with the measurementslt selects a new matrix by selecting a new ordered séY afistinct
rows of A.

2) The resulting OSLE has a solution: In that case, as we asshatB has full column-rank, this solution is
the unique solution for the choice of the measurem&ht3he algorithm outputs this candidate solution and

terminates.



Recovery Algorithm

Unlabeled Sampling
vl Overdetermined Equation
2
A%
1
v M—1
v?2 : /V
M—1 - . Yes
: v vi S| x =¥ | | A Solution? Returnx
. M—1 =
: V2 v - Byxk No
VM—l BN><K AV [/S\
M MxK
v SNxM ~
Anxx SelectS € S
UnknownS € § T
Start

Fig. 2. A block diagram of the unlabeled sampling and regpagorithm.

Note thatx itself is a candidate solution, which will be returned by tdgorithm whenB = B. It is easily seen
that the recovery is successful whpif and only if every OSLE of the fornBx = y either has no solution or its
solution is equal to the initial signad. In the next section we prove that if the rows Afare randomly sampled
from an arbitrary continuous distribution aid > 2K, then for all initial signalsx € RX, the brute-force algorithm

successfully finds the initial signal w.p. 1.

IV. PROOF OF THEMAIN RESULT

In this section we present the proof of the main result of Teedll.d. The main tool we use in our proof is

the following property of polynomials. For completenesg provide a proof in the Appendix]A.

Lemma IV.1. Let p(z1,2,...,2,) be a nonzero polynomial of the variables, . .., z, and letX;, X»,..., X,
be independent (not necessarily identically distributeaf)tinuous random variables. The(X;, Xo, ..., X,,) #0
w.p. 1. a

The proof of the main result follows by carefully consideria number of different possibilities and applying
this property of polynomials repeatedly.

The proof strategy is to argue that, wip.for anyﬁ chosen at some stage of the recovery algorithm if a solution
x exists thenx = x. We also need the following lemma which we will use frequeiml the proof. The result is

immediate from the invertibility of permutation matrices.

Lemma IV.2. For any]§ chosen at some stage of the recovery algorithm, a soltﬁieatisfyingf’;ﬁ = Bx exists

if and only if [IBx = IIBx for some permutation matrikI. O



Let C = [B,ﬁ] denote theN x 2K matrix obtained by concatenating the rows®Bfwith the corresponding
rows of B. For most of the proof we will work withC instead of working explicitly withB. We need the following
notation. For the chosen matiX and the original matrilB we define a cycle as tHengestsequence!, v2, ..., v"

of the rows ofA, for somen > 2 with the following property:

1) vi,v2,...,v"» ! belong to the row set aB,
2) v2,v3,...,v" belong to the row set dB,
3) for k < n — 1, the row number ok* in B is the same as the row numbervft! in B,

4) all the elements of the sequence are different exceptfowhich can be equal te'.

We call a cycle complete if’! = v™, otherwise we call it incomplete. With this definition of acty, it is clear
that the rows of matriXxC can be decomposed into a set of disjoint cycles. Thus fomgmatricesB andB, there

is a unique cycle decomposition in terms of either completemcomplete cycles. In particular, this decomposition
partitions the rows oB and B, namely, each row oB or B can be in one and only one complete or incomplete
cycle.

As we argued in LemmBa_IM2, for a giveB and B, the existence of a solution is unaffected by identical
permutations of the rows d8 and B, and hence it follows that permuting the rows©@falso does not affect the
existence of a solution. We will now define a specific ordewfidghe rows ofC that we will use in the proofs for
ease of exposition. For arﬁ chosen during the algorithm, without affecting the existiof a solution, we can

reorder the rows of the correspondifigso that the first: — 1 rows of C consist of the rows involved in a cycle

as follows:
_ o -
V2 V3
c=B,B=| ¢ | (5)
anl Vn

Note that in this configuration, the rows 8 appear in the same order as that in which they appear in tHe.cyc
We can go one step further and rearrange the rows afrther until we attain a configuration in which the rows of
B corresponding to each cycle appear in adjacent rows, atitefunore, these rows are arranged in the same order
as in the cycle. In addition, we ensure that the completeesyappear before the incomplete cycles. Furthermore,
since all entries ofA are drawn i.i.d., without loss of generality, we can assunat the rows ofB are numbered

vl,v2, ..., v, If the rows of C satisfy these properties, we say ti@tis in cycle-ordered formThe following
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example illustrates & in cycle-ordered form.

V1 V2

V2 V3

~ V3 V1
C=B,B|=|——|. (6)

V4 V5

V5 V4

V6 V7

In the example of[{6) we hav&d/ > 7 and N = 6. In all there are three cycles, two complete cycles of lerigth
and2, and an incomplete cycle of length

The cycle decomposition allows us to split the proof intdetiént cases depending on the number of cycles and
complete cycles in the cycle representationChf The different cases considered are shown in Tgble I.

We first consider the trivial case when= 0. If x = 0, the measurement vectorys= 0. We prove that in this
case the recovery algorithm retufis= 0 w.p. 1, where probability is taken with respect to the random awiesibn

of the rows ofA.
Proposition 1V.3. If the desired signak = 0, then the brute force algorithm returns the soluti®r= 0 w.p. 1.

Proof: For x = 0, at each stage of the algorithm the recovery algorithm sothie OSLEBx = y=0to
find a candidate solution for some candidBeNote that fory = 0, this equation has always the trivial solution
X = 0, thus, to prove that there is no other solution, it is suffiti® prove thaB has full column-rank. To prove
this, we show that & x K submatrix ofB has nonzero determinant w.h. Without loss of generality, leB! be
a K x K matrix consisting of the firsk rows of B. Note that the determinant @&! is a nonzero polynomial of
the K2 components oB!. As the components B! are sampled independently from a continuous distribution,
using Lemmd IV, the determinant &' is nonzero w.pl, which implies thatB has full column-rank w.pl,

thus,% = 0 is the unique solution foBX = y = 0. [ ]

Now let us consider the more interesting casg 0. For this case, we use the number of complete cycles in the
cycle decomposition in order to break up the proof as sunmedrin Tabld]l. We divide the proof into two parts:
1) If the number of complete cycles fd is greater than or equal t&, we prove that the OSLBx = y either
has no solution, in which case it is neglected by the recoakggrithm, or its solution is exactly equal 1o
In both cases, the brute force algorithm does not producecagwresult for the giverﬁ.
2) If the number of complete cycles @ is less thank', we prove that the OSLBx = y does not have a

solution w.p.1.

In both cases, we do not obtain a result different tkads there is at least one caBe= B for which the signal

X = x is correctly recovered, the brute force algorithm finds thgal signalx w.p. 1.
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TABLE |
DIFFERENT PARTS OF THE PROOF

Different Cases and Sub-cases Proposition Result Check
x=0 Propositio V.8 Xx=0=x v

) N No Solution
x # 0 and #Complete Cycles irC > K Propositio V.3 R
A Solution: X = x

x # 0 and #Complete Cycles irC < K — 1 | Propositior V.8 No Solution

SNIENIEN

A. The number of complete cycles@his greater than or equal td{

For this case, we prove that whan# 0, the recovery algorithm either does not have a solution ogtiirns a

solution equal tox.

Proposition 1V.4. Let B and B be as before and assume that the number of complete cycldseirytle
representation olC = [B, B] is greater than or equal t&. Then, w.p.1, for anyx € RX \ {0}, the solution set

consisting of allz satisfying the OSLEBX = y = Bx is either the empty set or the singlet¢r}.

Proof: We decompose the set of nonzero signalisito two sets:X, and X;. The setX| consists of those
for which the OSLEBx = y = Bx does not have a solution, thus, fag, the result immediately follows. Let us
consider thosex € X; = RX — (X, U {0}) for which the OSLE does have a solution. We will show that w.p.
for all x € A}, the resulting solutiorx is equal tox.

Let the number of complete cycles in the cycle decompositioB and B be m. Letvi,v2,...,v", vl be any
complete cycle of lengtlh > 1. As we argued in[{5) and](6), without loss of generality we oaorder the rows
of the concatenated matriX in cycle-ordered form such that the rows representing tlodecgppear first as shown

in @). FromBx = y = Bx, and the cycle representation shownlih (5), it follows that

(vl x) = (vmodm+l 2y Gy — 1. ... n. @

Summing up both sides of the above equation aver 1,2,...,n, we obtain(w!,x —X) = 0, wherew! £

>, vi. Performing the same steps for the other cycles, we obtaitorew’, ¢ = 1,2,...,m, with
<W€,X—§> = Oa (8)

wherew? is the sum of the vectors within thieth cycle. As complete cycles consist of disjoint subsethef tows
of A and as these vectors are generated independently from otfeearit is clear that* are independent vectors.

Moreover, the components of eaalf are i.i.d. with a continuous distributiofy = f x f % ---  f, wheren, is the
——

ne

length of the complete cyclé and wherex denotes the convolution operator.
Let G be anm x K matrix whose/-th row is given byw*. By (8) we haveG (x — X) = 0. The probability that

for everyx € X;, the solution set foBX = y = Bx is either empty or the singletof }, is lower-bounded by
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the probability thatG has full column-rank. We prove that the latter probabilgyeiqual tol, which implies the
desired result.

To prove this, consider th& x K matrix G consisting of the firstk' rows of G. Note that the determinant
of G is a nonzero polynomial of its components. As the componehts’ are independent with a continuous
distribution, using LemmA1V1, it follows that, w.p, de(é) # 0 and thusG is invertible. This implies thaG

is indeed full-rank w.p1 thus completing the proof. ]

B. The number of complete cycles@his less thank

In this section, we consider the last case whereZ 0 and the number of complete cycles in the cycle
decomposition oB andB is less thark’ as shown in the third row of Tabl I. In this case, the recoadgprithm
solves the OSLEB% = y = Bx to find a candidate solution fot. As before letC = [B, B] be the concatenation
of B and B. Also let u = [—x;]. Then the OSLE can be equivalently written @ = 0. We claim that if
N > 2K, thenC has full column-rank, which implies that the only possibtdusion isu = [-x;X] = 0. As we
assume thak # 0, it follows that the OSLEBx = y = Bx cannot have a solution, and thus the corresponding
choice of B is ignored by the recovery algorithm.

As before, let us assume, without loss of generality, thatrtws of C are in cycle-ordered form, i.e., the rows
corresponding to the complete cyclesGhare placed first followed by the rows corresponding to theimglete
cycles as illustrated i 16). For the purpose of this proofimteoduce some new notation. LE) be the matrix
comprising the firsR K’ rows of C in cycle-ordered form. We define cycles, complete cycled,inoomplete cycles
for D in the same manner as we defined them@ofThus all the cycles appearing in the figdt” rows of C appear
in D as well with the possible exception that the last cycl®imight be the truncation of the corresponding cycle
in C. From our assumptions on the arrangement of the row€,at is not difficult to check that the number of
complete cycles irD is less than or equal to the number of complete cycle€ iand thus it is still strictly less
than K. But the total number of cycles, counting both complete arabinplete ones, might be less than, equal
to or greater tharf{. We will prove that, as long as the number of complete cyaleBiis less thank, w.p. 1,
detD) # 0, which implies that the initial matrixC is full-rank.

We divide the proof into two parts based on the total numbeaayofes (complete or incomplete) iD. The first
part addresses the case where the total number of cyclBsiggreater than or equal t& and the second part
considers the case where the number of cycles is less &ham both cases, we pursue a standard procedure to
prove that dgfD) # 0 w.p. 1. More precisely, lev!,v2, ... v be the total number of rows of the initial matrix
that exists inD. Note that d€D) is a polynomial of the entries of these variables. Thus if we find a specific
assignment to these variables such that théIdeis nonzero then it follows that the polynomial is a non-zero
polynomial. Asv?, i € [t], are randomly sampled according to a continuous distobutdy applying LemmaTV]1,
we immediately obtain that ddD) # 0 w.p. 1. Thus, essentially the main idea is to find a suitable asségrmvith
detD) # 0. In both cases, we will use induction on the dimension of igead K to show that for everys such

an assignment exists.
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1) Total number of cycles i is greater than or equal td(: We first prove the case in which the number of

complete cycles is exacthif — 1.

Proposition 1V.5. Assume that the number of complete cycleBiis exactlyK — 1 and the total number of cycles
(complete or incomplete) is greater than or equalko Then, there is an assignment to the variables for which
detD) # 0.

Proof: We use induction or. For K = 1, (all the rows ofA are scalars) and so we usgto denote the
i-th entry of A. In this case, there should be no complete cycles and therntotaber of cycles must be greater

than or equal to one. Thus only the following two cases carpéap

U1 V2 U1 V2

, D? = ; 9)
R V2 U3

D' =

whereD! and D? have two and one incomplete cycles respectively. We canlgiotpeck thatp; = detD!) =
v1v4 — vou3 and p, = defD?) = vyv3 — v5 are both nonzero polynomials, thus, a suitable assignmigrlity
exists.

Now we assume that the induction hypothesis holdsHoand we extend it td{ + 1. Consider &(K + 1) x
2(K + 1) matrix D such thatD contains exactlyx” complete cycles and that the total number of cycle®ins
greater than or equal t& + 1. The proof requires checking several cases that have bsted below:

1) There is a complete cycle of lengthin D.

2) There are no complete cycles of lengthbut there is a complete cycle of length more ti2an

3) All the complete cycles have length This contains the following two sub-cases:

3-1) There is an incomplete cycle of lendgthor more.

3-2) All the incomplete cycles have length

1) If there is a complete cycle of length the matrixD will be as in Equation[(ZI0).

1 o1 1 2 2 2
Vi V2 ot Vi ’ Vi Va2 o Vi
2 2 2 1 ol 1
D=| vi vy - Vi, ‘ Vi Vi ot Vi (10)

As an assignment, we saﬁ(+1 =1 and set all the remaining componentsvdf, v equal to zero. By expanding
the determinant with respect to the first and the second rawcan see that ddd) = +detD) whereD is a
2K x 2K matrix obtained by removing the first and the second rowDoflong with the columnds + 1 and
2(K +1). Itis not difficult to see thaD is a2K x 2K matrix and hags — 1 complete cycles because one complete
cycle was removed by the determinant expansion. Also, tl ttumber of cycles is greater or equal &g thus,
using the induction hypothesis, there is an assignmenteaadmaining variables iD with det(ﬁ) # 0, which

along withvy.,, =1 andvi_, =0 for all i > 2, gives a suitable assignment to the maiflx
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2) If there is no complete cycle of lengthbut there is at least one complete cycle of length more thame

follow a similar procedure. In this case, the maffixcan be represented as [n(11).

1 1 1 2 2 2
Vi V2 o Vi Vi Va2 o Vi
2 2 2 3 3 3
Vi V3 o Vi Vi Va2 o Vi
D= : Z (11)
1 1 1
Vi Vg 0 Vi

As an assignment, we set}<+1 equal to\ and all the remaining components of equal to zero. We also
setv}(+1 =0 for all i > 1. We keep\ as a parameter and specify its value later. By expanding ¢terminant
with respect to the first and the last row in the cycle, we caeckhthat dgtD) is a quadratic function of\,
where the coefficient oh? is given byidet(ﬁ), whereD is the 2K x 2K matrix obtained after removing the
rows corresponding te! in the cycle (the first and the last row of the cycle) along wite columnsK + 1 and
2(K +1). Itis not difficult to see thaD is as in [I2), wher&’ € RX denotes ak -dimensional vector obtained

by removing the last component of .

o2 I3

53 S4
D=| , (12)

We still need to assign values 6. Note thatD satisfies the induction hypothesis, i.e., it i@ & x 2K matrix
with exactly K — 1 complete cycles (one complete cycles was removed by thedtiom) with total number of
cycles greater thak(. Thus, there is an assignment to the variables with a nonﬁtﬁ)). This implies that given
the assignments thus far, ¢BX) is a quadratic function of such that the coefficient of? is non-zero. Therefore,
we can find at least one value af= A\* such that déD) # 0, which is the desired assignment fbr.

3) Finally, we consider the case where all the complete syl/e lengthi. Then the matriXD has K complete
cycles of lengthl, where each complete cycle occupies one row of the m&ixConsider theX + 2 remaining
rows of D. Again we need to consider two different cases.

3-1) Assume that there is an incomplete cycle of lerigthr more. This has been shown [n113), whefedenotes
a specific complete cycle and where, for ease of illustratimassume that the incomplete cycle has ler2gaimd,
without loss of generality, it is adjacent to the completstfaomplete cycle of length. The proof can be extended

to an incomplete cycle of length greater than
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1 1 1 1 1 1
Vi V2o o Vi Vi V2o o Vi
2 2 2 3 43 3
~ Vi Va2 oot Vi Vi Ve oot Vi
D= 3 43 3 4 4 4 (13)
Vi Va2 ot Vi Vi V2 o Vi

We setvj., and vy, equal toA. We also set all the other components+of and v* equal to zero. By
expanding the determinant with respect to the first and thd tbw of D, it can be checked that d®) is again

quadratic in terms of\, where the coefficient ok? is given by the determinant dd whereD is given by [14),
D= : : (14)

wherevi € R again denotes & -dimensional vector obtained by removing the last compbogn’. Note thatD
satisfies the induction hypothesis because it #dax 2K matrix with K — 1 complete cycles (one complete cycle
was removed by truncation) whose total number of cycles éatgr or equal td{. We can now build a suitable
assignment fon andD by using the induction hypothesis and following the samecg@dare outlined aftef(12).
Also note that if the incomplete cycle has length more thathen we obtain a matriD similar to that in [(1h)
but with more thanl row in its modified incomplete cycle, and a similar argumdlaves us to determine a valid
assignment to the variables.

3-2) The only case that remains to be checked is when all t@iplete cycles are of length Recall that all the
complete cycles are also of length In this case, there are at least two incomplete cyefes/? andv?,v%. As
we are looking for a suitable assignment with (@}t # 0, we can always assign equal valuesvtoand v3. This
essentially implies that we can merge these two incomplgtées to build the incomplete cycle!, v = v3,v2.
By this modification, we obtain an incomplete cycle of lengthiNote that as all the cycles in this case have length
1, the total number of cycles after this modification2ids + 1) — 1 = 2K + 1, which is still greater or equal to
K+ 1forall K =1,2,.... As we have already argued in part 3-1), i.e., the case foclwtiiere is at least one
incomplete cycle of lengt or more, that a suitable assignment is possible, the proodnsplete. [ ]

Now we can prove the more general case, in which the total eammbcomplete cycles i is less thank.

Proposition 1V.6. Assume that the number of complete cycleBiis less thank and the total number of cycles
(complete or incomplete) is greater than or equal &a Then, there is assignment to the variables for which
detD) # 0.

Proof: We argue that, in this case, without loss of generality, weassume that the number of complete cycles
is exactly K — 1, thus, using Propositidn IM.5, we obtain the proof. To ekplhis, suppose that',v2,... v’ is
an incomplete cycle. As we are essentially looking for aahlé& assignment, we can always assign equal values

to the first and the last vector in this cycle, i.e., we canwet= v’. With this assignment, an incomplete cycle
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can be treated like a complete cycle. Consequently, if thabar of complete cycles is less th@ — 1, we can
always convert some of the incomplete cycles into completesdo keep the number of complete cycles equal to
K — 1. Moreover, the total number of cycles after conversionilsgteater or equal td<. Thus, using Proposition
we obtain the proof. [ |

2) Total number of cycles i is less thanK: First note that in this case, without loss of generality wa ca
assume that all the cycles are complete. More preciselysidgenan incomplete cycle!, v2,... v, As we are
looking for a suitable assignment for these variables, weabaays assign equal valuesid andv’, which implies
that we can treat this incomplete cycle like a complete orendd, we can always assume that all the cycles are

complete. We need to prove the following proposition.

Proposition 1V.7. Let D be a2K x 2K matrix as before. Assume that all the cycledbfare complete, and the
number of these complete cycles is strictly less thanThen, there is an assignment to the variable®irwith
detD) # 0.

Proof: We prove this result using induction aki. For K = 1, the number of cycles should lig thus, we
need to start the induction froft = 2. For K = 2, we can have one complete cycle as[in] (15), whefere

vectors inR?:

V1 V2
V2 V3
D= . (15)
V3 V4
V4 V1

Consider the following assignment to the variabtes:= [1,0], v® = [0, 1] andv? = v* = [0,0]. We can simply
check that for this assignment, matidiX is a matrix with exactly ond in each row and each column, and zeros
elsewhere. Thus, it is a permutation matrix andBgt+ 0.

Now, assume that the result holds for sofie> 2 and consider the statement f&f + 1. Let D be a2(K +
1) x 2(K + 1) matrix with less thank cycles such that all the cycles are complete. There shoulal templete
cycle of length at leas? in D otherwise the total number of the rows of the matrix must Iss Ean or equal to
2K, which lead to a contradiction. We now provide the proof anguat for the case in which the complete cycle
has length3 as shown in[(16), where for ease of illustration we assumetkiig cycle is the first cycle ifD. The

same idea can be modified for the case in which the complete bys a length greater than

1 1 1 2 2 2
Vi Vg 0 Vi Vi Vg 0 Vi
2 2 2 3 o3 3
Vi Va2 ot Vi Vi Vo2 o Vi
D= (16)

3 43 3 1l 1
Vi Va2 ot Vi Vi V2 o Vi
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We assign value\ to V}(Jrl' where\ will be specified later. By expanding the determinant withpect to the
first and the third row oD, it is seen that déD) is a quadratic function ok, where the coefficient ok? is given
by the determinant oD given by [17).

(17)

wherev’ is v? after removing the last component. Note tiatis a 2K x 2K matrix whose number of complete
cycles is less thar(. However the number of cycles D andD is the same because one incomplete cycle is
created after the truncation.

We already know that the total number of cycles in the inititrix D is less thank + 1. Therefore, two cases
can happen. If the total number of cycleslinis less thank, thenD satisfies the induction hypothesis since it will
have less thaif cycles, where the newly created incomplete cycle can béstiess a complete one. Consequently,
we can find an assignment to the variabledinwith a nonzero déD). We also assign zero tol ., fori > 1.
Thus, there exists at least one= A\* such that déD) # 0. Assigning this value t@r}(ﬂ, together with the values
assigned to the remaining variables yields a suitable msmgt forD that leads to déD) = 0.

Finally, if the number of cycles i is exactly K, thenD will have K — 1 complete cycles and one incomplete
one. Using Propositidn TVM6, there must be an assignmeﬁtwith det(ﬁ) # 0. Following similarly to the previous
case, we can find a suitable valde= A\* which along withD gives a suitable assignment to the initial mafidx
This completes the proof. ]

Putting together the results of Propositibns V.6 AndlIW&,can now argue that if the total number of complete

cycles inC is less thank then for any non-zerg, the recovery algorithm cannot produce a solution.

Proposition 1V.8. Let B and B be as before and assume that the number of complete cycldseimytle
representation olC = [B, B] is less thank. Then, w.p.1, for anyx € RX \ {0}, there does not exist a solution

% to the OSLEBX = y = Bx.

Proof: From the results of Propositiohs 1V.6 ahd IV.7 it follows thifaithe number of complete cycles in the
cycle representation of = [B,f’,] is less thank, then there is an assignment to the variable®irsuch that
detD) # 0. Thus, if the entries oA are drawn i.i.d. from a continuous distribution, then by lgjy Lemma1V1,
we immediately obtain that ddD) # 0 w.p. 1. As a result the null space @ andC are equal to the singleton
{0} w.p. 1. Thus ifX is a solution to the OSLB% = y = Bx, then,u = [—x;X] must lie in the null-space dFf,
which forcesx to be 0, which is a contradiction since we assumed tkat 0. Hence, OSLEBx = y = Bx can
not have any solution. ]

Combining the results of Propositiohs M3, 1V.4, dnd IM@ conclude that itV > 2K, then for anyx € RX
any solution to the OSLBBx = y = Bx satisfiesx = x. This completes the proof of Theorém1I.1.
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V. CONVERSE RESULT FOR THE MINIMUM NUMBER OF MEASUREMENTS

In this section, we prove thaHifK > 1, then2K is the minimum number of random measurements required for
universal recovery of all signals iR*. To show the result foK > 1, we prove that ifN < 2K, then w.p.1, for
any realization ofA, there is at least one signal# 0 for which the brute force algorithm of Sectin]lll produces
an incorrect solution. We consider the simple case= N, in which caseB is obtained by simply permuting the
rows of A. From the description of the algorithm in Sectiod Ill, it imrediate that the converse result for this
case provides a lower bound also on the required number ofunements in the more general cdge> N.

As in Sectiori]l, leB be theN x K matrix of measurements and jet= Bx be theNV x 1 vector of measurements.
As described earlier, the recovery algorithm considersstteof all N x N permutation matrice¥I and seeks a
solutionx to the linear equatioly = TIBX. Thus if we find a signak with X # x and a fixed permutatiofil
such thatBx = IIBX, then it follows that the recovery algorithm could fail. Inet rest of this section we prove

the following result which is a converse to Theoreml]lIl.1.

Theorem V.1. For N < 2K and K > 1 let B be anN x K matrix whose components are drawn i.i.d. at random
from a continuous distribution. Then, w.p. the problem of recovering from the unordered entries gf does not
in general admit a unique solution, i.e., w.p. 1, there exetpermutation matridI and vectorsx,x such that

x # X and Bx = IIBX. O

In analogy to the property of(4), this result can be equivdyestated as a property of random matrices. In
essence for the random matix and for the given choice of parameters, there exists, w.p.dgrmutation matrix
IT such that

N([B,IIB]) ¢ N ([Ik,Ik]).

We prove the converse result for even and odd values ef 2K separately. We begin with a result for a special

case.

Proposition V.2. Let B be an N x K matrix with N = 2K — 2 whose components are drawn i.i.d. at random
from a continuous distribution. Then, w.p. there exists a permutation matf and vectorsx, X such thatx # X

and Bx = IIBX.

Proof: For K = 1, the result is trivial, thus, we assume thgt> 2. Consider the matrbG = [B, IIB] and
choose a permutatioRl such thatG has a cycle representation with less thi@n— 1 cycles, e.g., consider the
permutatiorII with only one cycle given b¥I; ; = 1 only for those(i, j) € {(1,2),(2,3),...,(N—=1,N),(N,1)}.
Note that sinceV/ = N, all the cycles will be necessarily complete by our defimitio

Let g' andg? denote thei-th and2K -th columns ofG. Clearlyg? = IIg!. Let G be the(2K —2) x (2K —2)

matrix obtained by removing! andg? from G. It is not difficult to check that matrixa has still less thark — 1

3In the degenerate case &f = 1, recovery is possible with jusN = 1 measurement as there is no ambiguity in the ordering of the
measurements.
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cycles as removing these two columns does not change the arunfilzycles. As all the vectors are randomly
sampled from a continuous distributioffig?|| > 0 w.p. 1. Moreover, sinceG has only complete cycles and their
count is less thak — 1, from Propositiod TV.8, it must be invertible w.p.

Let x,x € RE. We introduce some notation. Lt x denote(K — 1)-dimensional vectors consisting of the first
K — 1 components ok andx, andxx andxy denote the last component &f and x respectively, so that we

havex = [x;xx] andX = [X;Xk]. Let us definez = [-x;X] andz = [—x; X]. Then we have
Gz = Gz + (Xxg® — xxg"). (18)

Clearly, asG is invertible, and||g2|| > 0 if we setXx = 1 andxx = 0, we can always find a nonzero solution
for z, such thatGz = 0. This choice ofz gives a corresponding choice of values foandx such thatGz = 0.
As a result we can build a signal = [x;0] and an estimat& = [X;1] that satisfyBx = IIBX. But then

IXx —x|| > |Xx — xx| =1 >0 and thusx # x. This completes the proof. [ |

Proposition V.3. Let B be anN x K matrix whereNN is an even number less thadk. Suppose that the components
of B are drawn i.i.d. randomly from a continuous distributiornéh, w.p.1, the problem does not in general admit a

unique solution, i.e., w.p. 1, there exists a permutatiofrixdI and vectorsx, X such thatx # x and Bx = IIBX.

Proof:

For K = 1 the result is trivial, thus, we assume th&t > 2. The proof simply follows from the proof of
Propositio V.2. Suppos® = 2K — 2r for somel < r < K — 1. Forr = 1 the result follows from Proposition
V2. Forr > 2, we can writeB asB = []~31,]~32} whereB! is of dimensionN x (K —r + 1). We know from
Proposition V2 that, w.pl, there exists a permutatidd and distinct(K — r + 1)-dimensional signal andx
such thatﬁlg = Hﬁlg. Thus if we choos& such that the firsi — r + 1 entries ofx equalx andx such that the
first K —r + 1 entries ofx equalsx and set the last — 1 entries of bothx andx to 0 it follows that Bx = IIBx.

]

Now we extend the converse result to the case of odd numberatunementsv where N is less thar2 K.

We first prove the following lemma.

Lemma V.4. Let B be anN x K matrix with N = 2K — 1 being an odd number less thaik'. LetII be anN x N
permutation matrix with only one cycle, e.BlI, ; = 1 only for thoseg(i, j) € {(1,2),(2,3),...,(N—1,N), (N, 1)}.
Let G = [B,IIB] and letG be the(2K — 1) x (2K — 1) submatrix ofG obtained by dropping the last column

of G. Then, there is an assignment to the elements of mBtrsuch that deiG) # 0.
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<2

Proof: To simplify the proof, note that we can equivalently repreasbe submatrixG as follows

20

v v
v?2 v3
= (19)
v2EK—2 2K-1
v2E-1 !

wherev?, i € 2K — 1], are K-dimensional vectors corresponding to the rowBoaind wherev' is the (K — 1)-

dimensional vector obtained after dropping the last corepobrof vi. We can simply check that the following

assignment gives a nonzero determinant@rWe takev! = d*, and fori = 2,3,...,2K — 1, we set
, 0 ieven,
v = i (20)
d—= i odd.

where{d*} & | denotes a standard basis ff€ with d* € RX having an entry ofl as itsk-th component and
0 elsewhere. We can check that for this assignn@rihas exactly ond in each row and column and all other

elements equal t6. Thus, it is a permutation matrix and as a result it is intdeti ]

Lemma V.5. Assume that conditions of LemfalV.4 hold. Suppose that thparents oB are sampled i.i.d. from

a continuous distribution, then de&&) # 0 w.p. 1.

Proof: The proof simply follows from the proof of Lemnia_V.4. Note thdet(é) is a polynomial of the
components ofB. From Lemma V}, there is an assignment to the maBixvith a nonzero déG). As the
components oB are sampled i.i.d. from a continuous distribution, from lmeail\V.1, it results that deé) #0
w.p. 1. [ |

Now we prove the converse result for odd number of measureménrc 2K.

Proposition V.6. Let B be anN x K matrix with K > 1 and N < 2K being an odd number whose components
are drawn i.i.d. at random from a continuous distributiorheh, w.p.1, there exists a permutation matri{ and

vectorsx, X such thatx # x and B x = TIBX.

Proof:

Similar to the proof of even number of measurements as inditpn[V.3, we will show that we can always
find a permutatiorI, and two vectorsx andx for which Bx = TIBX but x # X. We first consider the simple
case whereNV = 2K — 1. We fix the permutation matrifl as the one described in the statement of Lemma
V4, which we recall has only one cycle. L& = [B,IIB]. Let g be the last column ofz and letG be the
(2K — 1) x (2K — 1) matrix obtained fromG after removingg, thus,G = [G, g].

Lett = é‘lg. We will first show that the/{-th component ot satisfiestx # 1 w.p. 1. Let A :=tx — 1. We

will first verify the following claim.

Claim: The vectort is well-defined andA # 0 w.p. 1.
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We prove the claim as follows. Clearly, from the definitiontofve haveA = (uK)Té‘lg -1, Where{uf}rg’ff1

denotes the standard basis ®#< ! with u’ being a unit vector with only oné as its¢-th component and zero

elsewhere. It is not difficult to see that is a rational function of the components of the mailxi.e., A = p(B)

q(B)
where p and ¢ are polynomials of the components 8. Furthermore, without loss of generality,and ¢ are
- - ; S Adjoint of G ; -
1 _
relatively prime. Moreover, as the inverse of the matrixGis* = —deta) it follows from the definition ofA

that de(é) expressed as a polynomial Bf must be divisible by;(B). As the components dB are sampled i.i.d.
from a continuous distribution, from Lemra V.5, it resulsat detG) # 0 w.p. 1, which implies thaty(B) # 0
w.p. 1. Hence,t and A are almost surely well-defined. Now it remains to prove thag 0 w.p. 1. To prove this,
from Lemmd1V1, we simply need to find an assignmenBtsuch thaip(B) # 0 which implies thatA # 0. Note

that for our choice offI the matrixG is given by

. o
V2 V?’

G = : : : (21)
V2K—2 V2K71
V2K71 Vl

wherev’, i € 2K — 1], denote the rows of the matri®, and wherev' is a (K — 1)-dimensional vector obtained
after dropping the last component-of. Similar to the proof of LemmBa M4, we consider the followiagsignment.

We takev! = d¥, and fori =2,3,...,2K — 1, we set

. 0 1 even,
vi = (22)

d= i odd.

where {d*}¥_ is the standard basis f&. From the proof of LemmB&M4, it immediately results that fois
assignmen(G is a permutation matrix. Consequently, we hage{G)| = 1 # 0 andG~! = GT. Moreover, for
the same assignment, we haye= [02x o ;1] = u?5~1, and it is not difficult to also check that the rouk — 1)
in GT is equal to(u2X—1)T. As the rowsG T are orthonormal, it results th& —'g = GTu2 1 = u¥ -1, Hence,
we obtain(u¥)TG g = (u¥)TuX~! = 0. This implies thatA = (u¥)TG~'g — 1 = —1. Thus there is an
assignment to the entries 8 such thatA # 0 and hencer(B) # 0. By Lemmal[1V1 this implies thap(B) # 0
w.p. 1. Since in addition, we have already established ¢{#) # 0 w.p. 1 it follows that A # 0 w.p. 1. This
completes the proof of the claim.
Let us define vectors andx as follows. Let
x; = t;, fori € [K] and X, = “tice, forie[K—1] (23)
1, fori=K

With this assignment, it is clear that, w.p. 1,
Bx — IIBx = Gt —g = 0.

Furthermore, by the result of the claiRy — Xx = tx — 1 = A # 0, and thusx # X w.p. 1. This completes the
proof of the proposition fotV = 2K — 1.
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If N =2K —2r—1is an odd number less tha& — 1, using a similar idea as in Propositibn V.3, we can build
a signalx by setting the last components ok equal to zero and applying our proof fof = 2K — 2r — 1 and
K’ = K —r to show that the recovery algorithm fails to find the correttiSon w.p.1. This completes the proof.
[ |
Combining the results of Propositions V.3 dnd]V.6 we congptee proof of the converse result given in Theorem
\VA)

VI. LOCAL STABILITY UNDER ADDITIVE NOISE

In practice, the observation is typically corrupted by noise. Consider a noisy versiorthaf linear system of

@). Let
y=Bx"+w

be a noisy measurement of the sigmélwith an additive noisev. We assume thaB = S°A for some selection
matrix S° € S whereS denotes the set of all selection matrices, i.e., the setl@hairices comprisingV distinct
rows of theM x M identity matrix arranged in any arbitrary order. We define dlgnal-to-noise ratia'SNR) for

the given measuremegtby SNR = ”fv’v‘ﬁﬂz. In the noisy case, a natural reconstruction algorithm ésftlowing

robust version of the original algorithm

%" = arg min min ||y — SAx||. (24)
xeRK SES

The reconstruction error is given Bx” —x°||. We call the recovery algorithri (P4) locally stable if for arbitrary

H . . 012
signalx’ € RX and measurement noise with an SNR = %,

now argue that for the random design/af x K matrix A introduced earlier, the recovery algorithimi(24) is locally

we havelimsngr o0 ||x° — XY = 0. We will

stable.
From Theoreni ILIL we know that w.p. any choice ofA satisfies the two properties below.
(P1) If the relationS’Ax’ = S” Ax” is satisfied for som&’,S” € S, thenx’ = x".
(P2) Columns ofA are linearly independent.
Suppose thafA is such a matrix. We define a distance oas follows. For a giver8’,S” € S, We define the

minimum principal angle between the subspaRé8’A) andR(S”A) as follows
0*(S'A,8"A) = cos™! (max{(u’,u”) : ' € R(S'A),u” € R(S"A), 0| = |[u”|| =1}). (25)

Using 0*, we define the distance betwe®{(S’'A) andR(S”A) asd(S'A,S"A) = sin(#*(S’A,S”A)). By the
symmetry of the definitiond is also symmetric, i.ed(S’A,S”A) =d(S"A,S’A), andd(S’A,S”A) =0 if and
only if the subspace®(S’A) andR(S”A) have a nontrivial intersection, i.e., if their intersectis a subspace
of dimensionl or larger. Howeverl is not strictly a distance measure as it does not satisfyrtaegie inequality

in general.
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Proposition VI.1. Letx? € RX andB = SA whereS is a selection matrix as before aml satisfies assumptions

(Fl) and (PR). Lek" be the output of the algorithi24) for the measurement = Bx?+w, wherew is an arbitrary

1

noise vector with|w| = ||Bx°||SNR™ 2, whereSNR is the signal-to-noise ratio. Thetimsygr oo ||[x° —X°| = 0.

Proof: Let y° = Bx". For simplicity, for an arbitrany8, we use slightly abusive notations &f(y°, SA) and
d(y",SA) to denote the angle and distance between the subs@agey and R(SA) respectively. Consider the
partition S = S; U S, whereS; = {S € S : d(y°,SA) = 0} and Sy, = {S € S : d(y°,SA) > 0}, and let
dmin(S2) = minges, d(y", SA). Note thatdyin(S2) = sin(fmin), Whered,i, is the minimum angle between the
subspaceéR(y”) and any subspacR(SA) such thatS is in S,.

Let S denote the optimal choice of the selection matrix in therogation of [24) under the optimal choice of
x = x°. Then we have
S= arsgerginxrélg}l( ly — SAx||
= argerginx%%ar}( lyll? — 2(y, SAx) + || SAx|?

—argmin min {—2(y,u) + ||ul|?
gmin min {=2(y,u) +[u]?}

= arg min min min -9 ,u+u2}
ges /\ER+{ueR(SA);||u||:,\{ {y,w) + | H}

= argmin min A? — 2)\||y|| cos(0*(y, SA))
Ses AcRy

= argmin —||y||? cos?(6*(y, SA))
ses
= argmind(y,SA).
Ses
Hence, it results that the optimal selection ma@ixminimizesd(y, SA). With a geometric argument, it is not
difficult to show that as long a%{vil‘l‘ > m the selection matri8 can not belong taS,, since at least for
the selection matrixS° € S;, we haved(y,S°A) < sin(fmin/2) < d(y,SA) for everyS € S,. This has been
illustrated in Fig[B for the simple case dfdimensional subpaces.
This implies that for sufficiently larg8NR, we need to consider only tho&e S;. For sufficiently highSNR,
let S € S; be the optimal selection matrix obtained in the optimizatpwoblem in [24) under the optimal choice
of x = X°. Then it results that

0 — argmin ||y° + w — SAx]|. (26)
x€ERK

X

Note that sinceS € S, we haved(y", §A) = 0. This implies thaty" is in the column span BA. In other words,
there is somex’ € RX such thaty” = Bx? = SAx” = SAx’. From assumption [1), it immediately follows that

x' = x° and thusy® = SAx°. Hence we have

%% = argmin ||y° + w — SAx|| = argmin |[SAx® + w — SAx|| = (SA)(y° + w) (27)
x€RK xERK



24

. R(SA)

Fig. 3. A geometric view of distance from the subsp&éyo) to another subspacB(SA) for someS € S».

where we use the fact that by[{{P2) the matfixand thusSA has full column rank. Thus
%0 = (SA) (SAX® + w) = x" + (SA)Tw, (28)

which implies that|x® —x°|| = ||(SA)fw||. SinceS € S; and there are only finitely many possible subset selections

in 81, this implies that aSNR tends to infinity,|x° — %°|| tends to zero, which confirms the local stability of the

recovery algorithm. [ ]
Thus we have proved the local stability of the recovery athor to noise. In particular, for any, the estimate

x converges to the trug as SNR tends to infinity. It remains to be seen whether glotadlility is satisfied. It

might be possible to show, for instance, that as SNR tendsfioity, the worst case error among all possikle

tends to zero. However, we leave this issue for further ifgasons.

VII. CONCLUSIONS

We studied the problem of unlabeled sensing defined as theegonoof inverting a linear system with unlabeled
observations. We showed that an oversampled linear systdrmamdom coefficients can be inverted from unlabeled
measurements provided the oversampling rati® @ higher. Moreover, for oversampling ratios greater thany
2K measurements are sufficient to recover an unknown vectér efements. We also obtained the converse result
that 2K is the minimum number of measurements needed for the rastibld and demonstrated local stability
of the recovery algorithm to noise. In essence, the mainltresesented here is a geometric property of random
matrices. It is of interest to see whether the geometry ofréfsallt can be further understood. These results also
raise a number of interesting follow-up questions, inahggliwhether a faster algorithm exists for recoverngnd
whether it is possible to learA using a training phase with unlabeled observations fromakng’s. It is also

of interest to identify examples of deterministic desigfistothat admit recovery from unlabeled measurements.
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Another interesting question is whether the recovery atlgor satisfies global stability in the presence of noise, as

discussed in the concluding parts of Secfioh VI. These gredmf current research.
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APPENDIXA
PROOF OFLEMMA

In this section, we prove LemmalV.1. First we need to defimaesaotation. We denote by, = {z1,z2,..., T, }
the set ofn variables. A monomial iV, is a product of the forr’rf[Z:1 x;’“ where all the exponents, is, ..., i,
are nonnegative integers. For simplicity, we define (i1, is,...,4,) and setz! =[]} _, xZ’“ The degree of this

multinomial is defined byI| = >~}_, ix. A multinomial in V,, with coefficients inR is a finite linear combination

of monomials. We write a multinomial in the form
p(IlaIQV"v'rn):ZaIIIv CLIGR. (29)
I

We define the degree gfas the maximum degree of its constituents monomials andtelénoy deg(p). We denote

by Oxp = %’k, k=1,2,...,n, the multinomial obtained by taking the partial derivatofep with respect toxy.

Proposition A.1. Letp be a nonzero multinomial over the variablgs. Let Z denote the zero-set @f namely,
zZ = {(Ilv'er s 7In) eR"™: p('rlv'rQa s 7In) = O} (30)
ThenZ is Lebesque-measurable wi{Z) = 0, where A denotes the Lebesgue measuréRih

Proof: First notice thatp is a continuous function fronR™ to R. Moreover, the zero-se£ can be simply
written asp~1({0}), wherep~! denotes the inverse image @fAs {0} is a closed set ifR, from the continuity of
p, it results thatZ is a closed set ifR™. Hence, it is Lebesgue-measurable. Now, we use inductioth@®megree
of p to show that\(Z) = 0.

If deg(p) = 0, thenp = ap is a constant term witluy # 0. In this case the zero-set gfis empty and the
result holds. Ifdeg(p) = 1 thenp = ap + Y_,_, axx), and the zero-set qf is a hyperplane in dimension As the
Lebesgue measure is rotation and translation invariaetptbasure of the zero-set pfis equal to the measure of
the set{(x1,x2,...,z,) € R" : 1 = 0}, which we know has zero Lebsegue measure.

Now assume thadeg(p) > 2. Let us definen multinomialsp, = Oxp for k = 1,2,...,n. As deg(p) > 2, there

should be at least one nonzerp, sayp;, wheredeg(p;) = deg(p) — 1 > 1. Let Z, denote the zero-set gf;.
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From the induction hypothesis, it results thdtZ,) = 0 and as a resuls(Z N Z,) = 0. Also letW = Z N Z{ be
the set of all points in the zero-set pfthat are not included in the zero-setmf. If W is empty thenA\(W) = 0.
Otherwise, letz* := (xf,25,...,2%) € W be an arbitrary point. Since(z*) = 0 but (%p(x*) = p1(z*) £ 0,
from the implicit function theorem, there is an open neigithood©® c R"~! containing(z3, 3, ..., ;) and
an open intervall C R containingz}, and a differentiable functiop : © — Z such thatx} = g(z5, 23, ..., 2%),
andp(g(xg,xg, e X))y T, T3y 7xn) =0, for all (z2,z3,...,2,) € O. Let B be a rectangular open ball, i.e.,
B={zeR":|z— | <r} for somec € R* and some > 0, that contains:* and is contained in the open
setZ x O. Without loss of generality, assume that the center of thi dbhas rational coordinates and its radius

r is also rational. We have

)\(W n B) = / Hmlzg(mg,,,,,zn)d$1d$2 oode, < / ]Izl:g(z27___7mn)dx1dx2 ...dz, (31)
wnB B
c1+r
= /~{/ Lo, g A1 s . dy = /~o das ...dz, =0, (32)
B c1—r B
whereB = {(z2,...,7,) ER" 1 |z; —¢;| <7, i=2,3,...,n} denotes the projection of the-dimensional ball

B on its lastn — 1 components. Let us denote the set of all such rectangullyr dairesponding to the points of
W with 2. Note thatB is a countable set whose elements can be enumeraté&l by{, Bs, ... }, where for
everyi = 1,2,..., we haveA(W N B;) = 0. Moreover,Us, B; covers the selV since every pointt* € W is

contained in at least one of these balls, thus, we have
AW) = /\(W N uizl&) = )\( . Wn Bl-)) <Y AWnB) =o. (33)
=1

Hence, we obtaim\(W) = A(Z N Z¢) = 0, which together withA\(Z N Z;) = 0 implies thatA(Z) = 0. This
completes the induction step and proves the result. ]

In this paper, we are interested in a probabilistic versibRropositiol A.1 stated in the following proposition.

Proposition A.2. Letp be a nonzero multinomial over the variablgs with the zero-seg. LetP be an arbitrary

continuous probability distribution oveéR™. ThenP(Z) = 0.

Proof: From Propositioi_All, we obtain that(Z) = 0. As P is a continuous probability distribution, by
definition, it is dominated by the Lebesgue measkréhus,\(Z) = 0 implies thatP(Z) = 0. [ |
In the special case wheif®is the product of one dimensional continuous distributjoms obtain the proof of

LemmalTV1.

Proof of Lemma[V.1 Let p be the nonzero multinomial, let;, X», ..., X,, be the sequence of independent
(not necessarily identically distributed) real-valueddam variables, and denote By the probability distribution of
X;. SinceX; are independent, it results that';, X», ..., X,,) has the product distributiofi = Py x Py x - - - X P,,.
As eachP; is continuous with respect to tHedimensional Lebesgue measuPewill be continuous with respect to
the n-dimensional Lebesgue measurewhich implies that X5, X, ..., X,,) has a continuous distribution. Thus,

using the Proposition Al2, we obtain the result. O
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