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High SNR Consistent Compressive Sensing Without
Signal and Noise Statistics

Sreejith Kallummil, Sheetal Kalyani

Abstract—Recovering the support of sparse vectors in under-
determined linear regression models, aka, compressive sensing
is important in many signal processing applications. High SNR
consistency (HSC), i.e., the ability of a support recovery technique
to correctly identify the support with increasing signal to noise
ratio (SNR) is an increasingly popular criterion to qualify the
high SNR optimality of support recovery techniques. The HSC
results available in literature for support recovery techniques
applicable to underdetermined linear regression models like least
absolute shrinkage and selection operator (LASSO), orthogonal
matching pursuit (OMP) etc. assume a priori knowledge of noise
variance or signal sparsity. However, both these parameters
are unavailable in most practical applications. Further, it is
extremely difficult to estimate noise variance or signal sparsity
in underdetermined regression models. This limits the utility
of existing HSC results. In this article, we propose two tech-
niques, viz., residual ratio minimization (RRM) and residual ratio
thresholding with adaptation (RRTA) to operate OMP algorithm
without the a priroi knowledge of noise variance and signal
sparsity and establish their HSC analytically and numerically.
To the best of our knowledge, these are the first and only noise
statistics oblivious algorithms to report HSC in underdetermined
regression models.

I. INTRODUCTION

Consider a linear regression model
y=XB+w, 1)

where y € R™ is the observation vector, X € R™*? is the nxp
design matrix, 3 € RP? is the unknown regression vector and
w € R" is the noise vector. We consider a high dimensional or
underdetermined scenario where the number of observations
(n) is much less than the number of variables/predictors
(p). We also assume that the entries in the noise vector w
are independent and identically distributed Gaussian random
variables with mean zero and variance o2. Such regression
models are widely studied in signal processing literature under
the compressive sensing or compressed sensing paradigm [[1].
Subset selection in linear regression models refers to the
identification of support S = supp(B) = {k : Br # 0},
where (3 refers to the k*" entry of 3. Identifying supports in
underdetermined or high dimensional linear models is an ill
posed problem even in the absence of noise w unless the de-
sign matrix X satisfies regularity conditions [1] like restricted
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isometry property (RIP), mutual incoherence property (MIC),
exact recovery condition (ERC) etc. and 3 is sparse. A vector
B3 is called sparse if the cardinality of support S given by
ko = card(S) < p. In words, only few entries of a sparse
vector 3 will be non-zero. Identification of sparse supports in
underdetermined linear regression models have many applica-
tions including and not limited to detection in multiple input
multiple output (MIMO) [2] and generalised MIMO systems
[3], [4], multi user detection [3]], subspace clustering [l6] etc.
This article discusses this important problem of recovering
sparse supports in high dimensional linear regression models.
After presenting the notations used in this article, we provide a
brief summary of sparse support recovery techniques discussed
in literature and the exact problem discussed in this article.

A. Notations used

col(A) the column space of matrix A. A7 is the transpose
and AT = (ATA)~1AT is the Moore-Penrose pseudo inverse
of A. Po = AAT is the projection matrix onto col(A).
A 7 denotes the sub-matrix of A formed using the columns
indexed by J. When A is clear from the context, we use
the shorthand P ;s for Pa . Both as and a(J) denote the
entries of vector a indexed by J. A (u,C) is a Gaussian
random vector (R.V) with mean u and covariance C. B(a, b)
represents a Beta R.V with parameters a and b and B(a,b)

. . T a(1_4\b
represents the Beta function. Fy, ,(z) = BlaD) Jimot*(1=1)

is the CDF of a B(a,b) RV.a ~ b imf)lies that R.Vs a
and b are identically distributed. ||a|,, = (> |aj|m)# for

1 < m < oo is the I, norm and ||a|lg = cmzd(supp(a)) is
the lp quasi norm of a. For any two index sets J; and Js, the
set difference J1/Jo = {j € T : j ¢ Jo}. X B Y denotes
the convergence of random variable X to Y in probability.
P() and E() represent probability and expectation. Signal to
noise ratio (SNR)Qfor the reg2ression model (1) is given by
swva— EX61E) _ X6l

(lIwli3) no?

B. High SNR consistency in linear regression

The quality of a support selection technique delivering a
support estimate S is typically quantified in terms of the
probability of support recovery error PE = ]P’(S' # §) or the
probability of correct support recovery PC'S =1 — PFE. The
high SNR behaviour (i.e. behaviour as 62 — 0 or SNR — c0)
of support recovery techniques in general and the concept of
high SNR consistency (HSC) defined below in particular has
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attracted considerable attention in statistical signal processing
community recently [7]-[14].

Definition 1:- A support recovery technique is defined to be
high SNR consistent (HSC) iff 0121210PE = 0 or equivalently

lim PE=0.
SNR— 00
In applications where the problem size (n,p) is small

and constrained, the support recovery performance can be
improved only by increasing the SNR. This makes HSC and
high SNR behaviour in general very important in certain
practical applications.

Most of the existing literature on HSC deal with overdeter-
mined (n > p) or low dimensional linear regression models.
In this context, high SNR consistent model order selection
techniques like exponentially embedded family (EEF) [7]
[15], normalised minimum description length (NMDL) [8]],
forms of Bayesian information criteria (BIC) [10], penalised
adaptive likelihood (PAL) [10], sequentially normalised least
squares (SNLS) [[L1] etc. when combined with a ¢-statistics
based variable ordering scheme were shown to be HSC
[12]. Likewise, the necessary and sufficient conditions (NSC)
for the HSC of threshold based support recovery schemes
were derived in [13]. However, both these HSC support
recovery procedures are applicable only to overdetermined
(n > p) regression models and are not applicable to the
underdetermined (n < p) regression problem discussed in this
article. Necessary and sufficient conditions for the high SNR
consistency of compressive sensing algorithms like OMP [16]-
[18]] and variants of LASSO [19] are derived in [14]. However,
for HSC and good finite SNR estimation performance, both
OMP and LASSO require either the a priori knowledge of
noise variance o2 or sparsity level k. Both these quantities
are unknown a priori in most practical applications. However,
unlike the case of overdetermined regression models where
unbiased estimates of o with explicit finite sample guarantees
are available, no estimate of o2 with such finite sample
guarantees are available in underdetermined regression models
to the best of our knowledge. Similarly, we are also not aware
of any technique to efficiently estimate the sparsity level k.
Hence, the application of HSC results in [14] to practical
underdetermined support recovery problems are limited.

C. Contribution of this article

Residual ratio thresholding (RRT) [20]-[22] is a concept
recently introduced to perform sparse variable selection in
linear regression models without the a priori knowledge of
nuisance parameters like noise variance, sparsity level etc. This
concept was initially developed to operate support recovery
algorithms like OMP, orthogonal least squares (OLS) etc, in
underdetermined linear regression models with explicit finite
SNR and finite sample guarantees [20]]. Later, this concept
was extended to outlier detection problems in robust regres-
sion [21] and model order selection in overdetermined linear
regresssion [22]. A significant drawback of RRT in the context
of support recovery in underdetermined regression models (as
we establish in this article) is that it is inconsistent at high
SNR. In other words, inspite of having a decent finite SNR
performance, RRT is suboptimal in the high SNR regime. In

Input: Observation y, design matrix X and stopping condition.
Step 1:- Initialize the residual r(®) =y.
,é = 0p, Support estimate Sy = (J, Iteration counter k = 1;

Step 2:- Update support estimate: Sy, = Sp,_1 U t*,

where t* = arg max|X] rk—1|.
te(p]

Step 4:- Estimate 3 using current support:
3 —xt
B(Sk) = Xsk y-
Step 5:- Update residual: r* =y — X3 = (I, — P},)y.
— T
P, =Xs, Xsk.
Step 6:- Increment k. k < k + 1.

Step 7:- Repeat Steps 2-6, until the stopping condition is satisfied.

Output:- Support estimate 8§ =38, and signal estimate ﬁ

TABLE I: OMP algorithm.

this article, we propose two variants of RRT, viz., residual
ratio minimization (RRM) and residual ratio thresholding with
adaptation (RRTA) to operate algorithms like OMP, OLS etc.
without the a priori knowledge of ko or o2. Unlike RRT,
these two schemes are shown to be high SNR consistent both
analytically and numerically. In addition to HSC which is an
asymptotic result, we also derive finite sample and finite SNR
support recovery guarantees for RRM based on RIP. These
support recovery results indicate that the SNR required for
successfull support recovery using RRM increases with the
Bmaz = max|ﬁj|

dynamic range of 3 given by DR(3) J€s

5

whereas, numerical simulations indicate that the SNR required
by RRTA (like RRT and OMP with a priori knowledge of o2
or ko) depends only on the minimum non zero value 3.
Consequently, the finite SNR utility of RRM is limited to
wireless communication applications like [4] where DR(3)
is close to one. In contrast to RRM, RRTA is useful in both
finite and high SNR applications irrespective of the dynamic
range of 3.

D. Organization of this article

Section II presents the existing results on OMP. Section
IIT introduces RRT and develope RRM and RRTA techniques
along with their analytical guarantees. Section IV presents
numerical simulations.

II. HIGH SNR CONSISTENCY OF OMP WITH a priori
KNOWLEDGE OF 02 OR kg

OMP [16] in TABLE [ is a widely used greedy and
iterative sparse support recovery algorithm. OMP algorithm
starts with a null set as support estimate and observation y
as the initial residual. At each iteration, OMP identifies the



column that is the most correlated with the current residual
(t* = argmax| X7 r*!|) and expand the support estimate by

J

including this selected column index (S = S,_1 Ut¥). Later,
the residual is updated by projecting the observation vector
y orthogonal to the column space produced by the current
support estimate (i.e., col(Xs, )). Since r* is orthogonal to
the column space of Xg,, XtTrk = 0 for all t € S&y.
Consequently, an index selected in an initial stage will not
be selected again later. Consequently, the support estimate
sequence monotonically increases with iteration k, i.e., Sy C
Sk+1 and card(Sy) = k.

Remark 1. OLS iterations are also similar to that of OMP
except that OLS select the column that results in the maximum
decrease in residual energy [r¥[|3, ie., t* = argmin|/(I, —

J
Ps, ,u;j)yll3. OLS support estimate sequence also satisifes
Sk C Sk41 and card(Sy) = k. The techniques developed in
this article will be discussed using OMP algorithm. However,
please note that these techniques are equally applicable to OLS
also.

The iterations in OMP are continued until a user defined
stopping condition is met. The performance of OMP depends
crucially on this stopping condition. When the sparsity level kg
is known a priori, many articles suggest stopping OMP exactly
after ko iterations. When kg is unknown a priori, one can stop
OMP when the residual power ||r¥||5 is sufficiently small. Two
such residual based stopping conditions are popular in litera-
ture [17]. One rule proposes to stop OMP iterations once the
residual power drops below |[r*|| < ||w|2, whereas, another
rule proposes to stop OMP when the residual correlation drops
below || X7r"|| o < [|[XTW||s. When w ~ N(0,,,021,,) and
the columns X; have unit /5 norm, it was shown in [17] that

P (|W|2 >oy/n+2 nlog(n)) < 1/n and
P (IXT Wil > 0/2108(p)) < 1/p.

Consequently, one can stop OMP iterations in Gaussian
noise once [[r¥|ly < o4y/n+2y/nlog(n) or [|[XTwls <
o+/2log(p).

A number of deterministic recovery guarantees are proposed
for OMP. Among these guarantees, the conditions based on
restricted isometry constants (RIC) are the most popular for

OMP. RIC of order j denoted by ¢, is defined as the smallest
value of § such that

2

(1= )bz < [ Xb|3 < (1+8)|[bI3 €)

hold true for all b € RP with ||bllo = card(supp(b)) < j.
A smaller value of ¢; implies that X act as a near orthogonal
matrix for all j sparse vectors b. Such a situation is ideal for
the recovery of a j-sparse vector b using any sparse recovery
technique. The latest RIC based finite SNR support recovery
guarantee and HSC results for OMP are given in Lemma [l

Lemma 1. Suppose that the matrix X

5k0+1 < 1/\/ ko + 1. Then,

satisfies

1) OMP with ko iterations or stopping con-
dition  ||r*||2 < [wll2 can recover any ko
sparse  vector 3 once ||wl]z2 < €omp =
Boin /T 0r 1 — Vko + 10k,+1

1+4/1 —5]%0+1 — Vko + 16k, +1
[23)].

2). Define ¢, = oy/n+ 2+/nlog(n). Then, OMP with ko
iterations or stopping condition ||t*||s < €, can recover any
ko sparse vector (3 with a probability greater than 1 — 1/n
once €; < €omp-

3). OMP running precisely kg iterations is high SNR
consistent, i.e., Ulzir_I)lop(Sk“ =S8) =1 [I4]

4). OMP with stopping rule |r*|s < og(o) is HSC iff
lim g(0) = 00 and lim og(o) =0 [I4].
02—0 02—0
5). OMP with stopping rule |XTr*||o < og(o) is HSC iff
lim g(o) = 00 and lim og(c) =0 [I4].
02—0 020

Lemma [I] implies that OMP with the a priori knowledge
of ko or 0% can recover support S once the matrix satis-
fies the regularity condition 0x,+1 < 1/+v/ko+ 1 and the
SNR is sufficiently high. Lemma [1| also implies that OMP
with a priori knowledge of ky is always HSC. Further,

stopping conditions [|[r(*)||; < oy/n 4 2v/nlog(n) [17], [24]
or [ XTr®) ||, < a+/21og(p) [17] which fail to satisfy 4) and
5) of Lemma [l] are inconsistent at high SNR.

III. RESIDUAL RATIO TECHNIQUES

As one can see from Lemma [l good finite SNR support
recovery guarantees and HSC using OMP require either the
a priori knowledge of kg or 2. However, as mentioned
earlier, both ky and o2 are not available in most practical
applications. Recently, we demonstrated in [20] that one can
achieve high quality support recovery using OMP without the
a priori knowledge of 02 or ko by using the %roperties of

balP
[P
r® = (I,—P})y is the residual corresponding to OMP support
at the k" iteration, i.e., Si. The technique developed in [20]
was based on the behaviour of RR(k) for k = 1,2,. .., kmas»
where kyq. > ko is a fixed quantity independent of data.
kmaz 1S @ measure of the maximum sparsity level expected in
a support recovery experiment. Since the maximum sparsity

level upto which support recovery can be guaranteed for

1
any sparse recovery algorithm (not just OMP) is L%J,

n+1

residual ratio statistic defined by RR(k) = , where

[20] suggests fixing kpmar = | |. Note that this is a
fixed value that is independent of the data and the algorithm
(OMP or OLS) under consideration. The residual ratio statistic
has many interesting properties as derived in [20]. Since the
support sequence is monotonic i.e., Sy C Sk+1, the residual
r” is obtained by projecting y onto a subspace of decreasing
dimension. Hence, |[r**1||; < |r*|2 which inturn implies
that 0 < RR(k) < 1. Please note that while residual norms
are monotonically decreasing, residual ratios RR(k) are not



monotonic in k. A number of properties regarding the residual
ratio statistic are based on the concept of minimal superset.

Definition 2:- The minimal superset in the OMP sup-
port sequence {Sy}Fme* is given by Sk,,.., where Kyin =
min ({k : S € S }). When the set {k: S C S} = 0, we set
kmin = 00 and S, ., = ¢.

In words, minimal superset is the smallest superset of
support S present in a particular realization of the support
estimate sequence {Sk}ZZ‘;’. Note that both ky,in and S, .,
are unobservable random variables. Since card(Si) = k and
card(S) = ko, Sk for k < ko cannot satisfy S C Sj, and
hence k. > ko. Further, the monotonicity of Sy implies
that S C S for all k > kpin.

Case 1:- When ki, = ko, then S, = S and S, O S for
k > ko, i.e., S is present in the solution path. Further, when
kmin = ko, it is true that S, C S for k < ky.

Case 2:- When kg < kmin < Emaz, then S # S for all k
and S, D S for k > kpin, i.€., S is not present in the solution
path. However, a superset of S is present.

Case 3:- When k,,,;,, = 00, then S 2 S for all £, i.e., neither
S nor a superset of S is present in {Sy }imee.

To summarize, exact support recovery using any OMP/OLS
based scheme is possible only if ki, = ko. Whenever
kmin > ko, it is possible to estimate true support S without
having any false negatives. However, one then has to suffer
from false positives. When k,,;, = oo, any support in
{Sk}Z’;‘iz has to suffer from false negatives and all supports
Sy, for k > ko — 1 has to suffer from false positives also. Note
that the matrix and SNR conditions required for exact support
recovery in statements 1) and 2) of Lemma [1| implies that
kmin = ko and Sk, = S at high SNR. The main distributional
properties of residual ratio statistic are stated in the following
lemma [20].

Lemma 2. 1). Define

F%RT(k) =

_ « — .
\/Fnlevé (m), where Fa,l}(') IA)
inverse function of the CDF F,4(.) of a Beta R.V B(a,b).

0 < a < 1 is a fixed quantity independent of the data. Then
under no assumption on the matrix X and for all o> > 0,

RR(k) satisfies the following.

the

P(RR(k) > Tgrr(k), Yk > kmin) > 1 — a. “4)

2). Suppose that the design matrix X satisfies a regularity
condition which ensures that ki, = ko once ||wl||2 < € for
some € > 0 (for example, dx,+1 < 1/vVko + 1 and ||wll2 <
€omp in Lemma[l). Then,

ko) =P(Sk,,,, =S) = las o> = 0and (5)

RR(ko) 5 0 as 0 — 0. (6)

Lemma [2] implies that under appropriate matrix conditions
and sufficiently high SNR, RR(k) for k > ko will be higher
than the positive quantity I'% (k) with a high probability,
whereas, RR(ko) will be smaller than I'% (ko). Conse-
quently, the last index for which RR(k) < I'% (k) will be

equal to the sparsity level kg. This motivates the RRT support
estimate given by

SrrT = SkRRT where krpr = max{k : RR(/C) < F%RT(k)}
(N

The performance guarantees for RRT are stated in Lemma [3

Lemma 3. Let k.o, > ko and suppose that the matrix X
satisfies dpy41 < \/ﬁ Then [20)],

1). RRT can recover the true support S with probability
greater than 1 —1/n — o provided that €, < min(€eomp, €rrt),

where €,y is given in Lemma | and
_ F%RT(kO) AV} 1- 5koﬁmzn (8)
14+ T'% (ko)
2). Im P(Skppr #8S) < o
o2—0

3). P(Skppr 2 S) < «a in the moderate to high SNR regime
(empirical result).

rrt

Lemma 3] implies that RRT can identify the true support S
under the same set of matrix conditions required by OMP with
a priori knowledge of kg or o2, albeit at a slightly higher SNR.
Further, the probability of support recovery error is upper
bounded by « at high SNR. Even in the low to moderately high
SNR regime, empirical results indicate that the probability of
false discovery (i.e., card(Sky . /S) > 0) is upper bounded
by a. Hence, in RRT, the hyper parameter « has an operational
interpretation of being the high SNR support recovery error
and finite SNR false discovery error. However, no lower bound
on the probability of support recovery error at high SNR is
reported in [20]. In the following lemma, we establish a novel
high SNR lower bound on the probability of support recovery
error for RRT.

Lemma 4. Suppose that the design matrix X satisfies the RIC
condition Opy11 < 1/v/ko + 1, MIC or the ERC. Then

8]
lim P(S S>>+
Jim P(Sprr 2 §) = Fermaa (P — ko)

Proof. Please see Appendix A. O

©)

In words, Lemma [ implies that RRT is inconsistent at high
SNR. In particular, Lemma |4 states that RRT suffers from
false discoveries at high SNR. Indeed, one can reduce the
lower bound on support recovery error by reducing the value
of «. Since F%RT(ko) is an increasing function of « [20],
reducing the value of o will result in decrease in €,..;. Hence, a
decrease in « to reduce the high SNR will result in an increase
in the SNR required for accurate support recovery according
to Lemma [3| In other words, it is impossible to improve the
high SNR performance in RRT without compromising on the
finite SNR performance. This is because of the fact that « is
a user defined parameter that has to be set independent of the
data. A good solution would be to use a value of « like o =
0.1 ( recommended in [20] based on finite SNR estimation
performance) for low to moderate SNR and a low value of «
like @ = 0.01 or & = 0.001 in the high SNR regime. Since
it is impossible to estimate SNR or o2 in underdetermined
linear models, the statistician is unaware of operating SNR
and cannot make such adaptations on «. Hence, achieving



very low values of PE at high SNR or HSC using RRT is
extremely difficult. This motivates the novel RRM and RRTA
algorithms discussed next which can achieve HSC using the
residual ratio statistic itself.

A. Residual ratio minimization

The analysis of RR(k) in [20] (see Lemma ) discussed
only the behaviour of RR(k) for k > k. However, no
analysis of RR(k) for k < kyn is mentioned in [20]. In the
following lemma, we charecterize the behaviour of RR(k) for
k < kmin.

Lemma 5. Suppose that the matrix X satisfies the RIC
condition 0py+1 < 1/vko + 1. Then, for k < ko,

\ 1- 6ko/6min -1 (10)
\V 1 + 6ko (ﬁmaz + ﬁmzn) '

Proof. Please see Appendix B. |

020

lim P (RR(k) >

Combining Lemma 2] and Lemma [5] one can see that
with increasing SNR, RR(k) for k < ko is bounded away
from zero, whereas, RR(k) for k > ko behave like a R.V
that is bounded from below by a constant with a very high
probability. In contrast to the behaviour of RR(k) for k # ko,
RR(ko) converges to zero with increasing SNR. Consequently,
under appropriate regularity conditions on the design matrix
X, argminRR (k) will converge to kg with increasing SNR.

k

Also from Lemmas [0l and 2] we know that k,.;, = ko
and S, = S with a very high probability at high SNR.
Consequently, the support estimate given by

argmin RR(k) (11)
k=1,...

SRRM = SkRRM, where kRRM = .
will be equal to the true support S with a probability increasing
with increasing SNR. Srras is the residual ratio minimization
based support estimate proposed in this article. The following
theorem states that RRM is a high SNR consistent estimator
of support S.

Theorem 1. Suppose that the matrix X satisfies RIC condition
1) < ————. Then RRM is high SNR consistent, i.e.,
ko+1 \/m 8

0
lim ]P)(SRR]W = S) =1.

020

Proof. Please see Appendix D. |

While HSC is an important qualifier for any support re-
covery technique, it’s finite SNR performance is also very
important. The following theorem quantifies the finite SNR
performance of RRM.

Theorem 2. Suppose that the design matrix X satisfies

Oko+1 < and 0 < a < 1 is a constant. Then

Vko+1
RRM can recover the true support S with a probability

greater than 1 — 1/n — « once €, = oy/n + 2+/nlog(n) <
min (€omp, €rrts Errm), Where €omyp is given in Lemma (1]

\V 1- 6ko/6min

= and

1+ \/1+5k0 (2+ /Bmaa:)

V/1=6k, Bmin

12)

errm

. 1§I§I§11kn L%rr (k) /1 = ko Bmin 03
rrt — -
1 T k
+1§I§r§nkn . %rr (k)
Proof. Please see Appendix C. O

Please note that the presence of « in Theorem [2] is an
artefact of our analytical framework. Very importantly, unlike
RRT, there are no user specified hyperparameters in RRM. The
following remark compares the finite SNR support recovery
guarantee for RRM in Theorem [2| with that of RRT.

Remark 2. For the same (1—«—1/n) bound on the probability
of error, RRM requires higher SNR level than RRT. This is true

1<I£r<likn P%RT(k) V 1- 6koﬁmin
since €,pp = —— 1’”_‘;_“ T2 () in Theorem 2]
S ,ﬁglkrim RRT
k \/ 5 min
is lower than the €,,; = RRT 0) ko3 of Lemma
14+T% 5 (ko)

[ for RRT. Further, unlike RRT Where the support recovery
guarantee depends only on 3,,;,, the support recovery guar-
antee for RRM involves the term DR(3) = Bmaz/Bmin- In
particular, the SNR required for exact support recovery using
RRM increases with increasing DR((3). This limits the finite
SNR utility of RRM for signals with high DR(/3).

Remark 3. The detiorating performance of RRM with in-
creasing DR(3) can be explained as follows. Note that both
RRM and RRT try to identify the sudden decrease in |r¥||>
compared to [|[r¥~1||; once S C Sy, for the first time, i.e., when
k = Epin. This sudden decrease in ||r¥||y at k = kpip is due
to the removal of signal component in r* at the k", iteration.
However, a similar dip in [r¥||2 compared to |[r*~!||> can
also happens at a k < k!I, iteration if By (t* is the index
selected by OMP in it’s k*" iteration) contains most of the
energy in the regression vector 3. This intermediate dip in
RR(k) can be more pronounced than the dip happening at
the ki%.  iteration when the SNR is moderate and DR(3)
is high. Consequently, the RRM estimate has a tendency to
underestimate k,in (i.e., krrym < kmin) when DR(B) is
high. Note that by Lemmas[@land2] &,,,;,, = ko and S, = S
with a very high probability once €, < €4mp. Hence, this
tendency of RRM to underestimate k,,;, results in a support
recovery error when DR(3) is high. This behaviour of RRM
is reflected in the higher SNR required for recovering the
support of 3 with higher DR((3). Please note that RRM will
be consistent at high SNR irrespective of the value of DR((3).
Since RRT is looking for the “last” significant dip instead of
the “most significant” dip in RR(k), RRT is not affected by
the variations in DR(3).

B. Residual ratio thresholding with adaptation (RRTA)

As aforementioned, inspite of it’s HSC and noise statistics
oblivious nature, RRM has poor finite SNR support recovery
performance for signals with high dynamic range and good
high SNR performance for all types of signals. In contrast
to RRM, RRT has good finite SNR performance and inferior
high SNR performance. This motivates the RRTA algorithm
which tries to combine the strengths of both RRT and RRM to
produce a high SNR consistent support recovery scheme that



also has good finite SNR performance. Recall from Lemma [2]
that when the matrix X satisfies the RIC condition 0,41 <

1
———— then the minimum value of RR(k) decreases to
e (k)

zero with increasing SNR. Also recall that the reason for
the high SNR inconsistency of RRT lies in our inability to
adapt the RRT hyperparameter o with respect to the operating
SNR. In particular, for the high SNR consistency of RRT, we
need to enable the adaptation o — 0 as o> — 0 without
knowing o2. Even though o? is a parameter very difficult to
estimate, given that the minimum value of RR(k) decreases
to zero with increasing SNR or decreasing o2, it is still
possible to adapt o — 0 with increasing SNR by making
o a monotonically increasing function of mkinRR(k). This is

the proposed RRTA technique which “adapts” the o parameter
in the RRT algorithm using mkinRR(k). The support estimate

in RRTA can be formally expressed as

However, the rate at which argminRR(k)? decreases to

k
zero increases with increasing values of q. The constriants
g > 0 and ¢ < n — ko ensures that argminRR(k)? should

k

decrease to zero at a rate that is not too high. A very small

value of ¢ implies that argminRR(k)? will be greater than
k

PFED yinite = 0.1 for the entire operating SNR range thereby

denying RRTA the required SNR adaptation, whereas, a

very large value of ¢ implies that argminRR(k)? < 0.1
k

even for low SNR. Operating RRT with a very low value
of a at low SNR results in inferior performance. Hence,
the choice of ¢ is important in RRTA. Through extensive
numerical simulations, we observed that a value of ¢ = 2
delivers the best overall performance in the low and high
SNR regimes. Such subjective choices are also involved in
the noise variance aware HSC results developed in [[14]].

Remark 5. With the choice of ¢ = 2, the constraint n > kg -+ 2

SrRTA = Skpnra, Where krrra = max{k : RR(k) < T}y (M3s to be satisifed for the HSC of RRTA. Note that kg is

(14)
and o = min (PFDfim-te, IrkinRR(k)q> (15)

for some ¢ > 0 and PF' Dy;pite > 0. RRTA algorithm has two
user defined parameters,i.e., PF'D ;4. and g which control
the finite SNR and high SNR behaviours respectively.

We first discuss the choice of hyperparameter
PFDyinite. Note that mkinRR(k)q will take small

only at high SNR. Hence,
o = min | PF Dj'imte,mkinRR(k)q , RRTA will operate

like RRT with o« = PF' D y;y;4c in the low to moderate high
SNR regime, whereas, RRTA will operate like RRT with
a = mkinRR(k)q in the high SNR regime. As discussed in

Lemma B, RRT with a date independent parameter a can
control the probability of false discovery (PFD) in the finite
SNR regime within «. Hence, the user specified value of
PFED yinite specifies the maximum finite SNR probability of
false discovery allowed in RRTA. This is a design choice.
Following the empirical results and recommendations in [20]
we set this parameter to PF' D y;pie = 0.1.

As aforementioned, the choice of second hyperparameter g
determines the high SNR behaviour of RRTA. The following
theorem specifies the requirements on the hyperparameter g
such that RRTA is a high SNR consistent estimator of the
true support S.

values with a choice of

Theorem 3. Suppose that the matrix satisfies RIP condition
of order ko + 1 and 0,11 < 1/v/ko + 1. Also suppose that

a® = min PFDfmZ-te,argminRR(k)q> for some q > 0.
Then RRTA is high SNR coljlsistent, ie., UlziIBOP(SRRTA =
S) =1 for any fixed PFD¢ipite > 0 once n > ko +g.

Proof. Please see Appendix D. O
Remark 4,
min { PFDyinite, arg kminRR(k:)q is a monotonic function

of argminRR(k) at high SNR for all values of ¢ > 0.
k

Note that o =

unknown a priori and hence it is impossible to check the
condition n > ko + 2. However, successfull sparse recovery
using any sparse recovery technique requires ky < L"THJ
or equivalently n > 2kg — 1. Note that 2kg — 1 > ko + 2
for all kp > 3. In addition to this, the regularity condi-

tion dx,41 < required for sparse recovery using

OMP will be satis%ed in many widely used matrices X if
n = O (k§log(p)). Hence, the condition n > ko + 2 will be
satisfied automatically in all problems where OMP is expected
to carry out successfull sparse recovery.

Remark 6. Note that the poor performance of RRM with
increasing DR((3) is pronounced in the low to moderate SNR
regime. Note that with ¢ = 2, RRTA works exactly like RRT
with &« = PFDyinite = 0.1 in the low to moderate SNR
regime. Since, RRT is not affected by the value of DR(3),
RRTA also will not be affected by high DR(3).

Remark 7. Note that
min { PFDginite, mkinRR(k)q
mkinRR(k)q. This is to ensure that RRTA work as RRT

with parameter o = PFDy;n;;. when the SNR is in the
small to moderate regime. In other words, this particular
form of a* will help keep the values of o motivated by
HSC arguments applicable only at high SNR and values of
«a motivated by finite SNR performance applicable to finite
SNR situations.

*

we are setting « =

instead of o =

Given the stochastic nature of the hyperparameter a* in
RRTA, it is difficult to derive finite SNR guarantees for RRTA.
However, numerical simulations given in Section IV indicate
that RRTA delivers a performance very close to that of RRT
with parameter o = 0.1 and OMP with a priori knowledge of
ko or o2 in the low to moderately high SNR regime.

C. RRM and RRTA algorithms: A discussion

In this section, we compare and contrast RRM and RRTA
algorithms proposed in this article with the results and algo-
rithms discussed in existing literature. These comparisons are



organized as seperate remarks. We first compare the RRTA
and RRM algorithms with exisiting algorithms.

Remark 8. Note that RRT has a user specified parameter «
which was set to a = 0.1 in [20] based on finite sample
estimation and support recovery performance. This choice of
o = 0.1 is also carried over to RRTA which uses a* =

min PFDfmite,mkinRR(k)q and PFDfinite = 0.1. In

addition to this, RRTA also involves a hyperparameter ¢
which is also set based on analytical results and empirical
performance. In contrast, RRM does not involve any user
specified parameter. Hence, while RRT and RRTA are signal
and noise statistics oblivious algorithms, i.e., algorithms that
does not require a priori knowledge of ko or o2 for efficient
finite or high SNR operation, RRM is both signal and noise
statistics oblivious and hyper parameter free. Recently, there
has been a significant interest in the development of such hyper
parameter free algorithms. Significant developments in this
area of research include algorithms related to sparse inverse
covariance estimator, aka SPICE [25]-[29], sparse Bayesian
learning (SBL) [30] etc. However, to the best of our knowl-
edge, no explict finite sample and finite SNR support recovery
guarantees are developed for SPICE, it’s variants or SBL. The
HSC of these algorithms are also not discussed in literature.
In contrast, RRM is a hyper parameter free algorithm which is
high SNR consistent. Further, RRM has explicit finite sample
and finite SNR support recovery guarantees. Also, for signals
with low dynamic range, the performance of RRM is shown
analytically to be comparable with OMP having a priori
knowledge of kg or o2.

Remark 9. As aforementioned, all previous literature regarding
HSC in low dimensional and high dimensional regression
models were applicable only to situations where the noise
variance o2 is known a priori or easily estimable. In con-
trast, RRM and RRTA can achieve high SNR consistency in
underdetermined regression models even without requiring an
estimate of o2. To the best of our knowledge, RRM and RRTA
are the first and only noise statistics oblivious algorithms that
are shown to be high SNR consistent in underdetermined
regression models.

Remark 10. The HSC results developed in this article rely
heavily on the bound P (RR(k) > I'%pr(k),Vk > kmin) >
1 — o in Lemma This bound is valid iff the support
sequence Sy is monotonic, i.e., Sy C Sk1. Unfortunately, the
support sequences produced by sparse recovery algorithms like
LASSO, SP, CoSaMP etc. are not monotonic. Hence, the RRT
technique in [20] and the RRM/RRTA techniques proposed in
this article are not applicable to non monotonic algorithms like
LASSO, SP, CoSaMP etc. Developing versions of RRT, RRM
and RRTA that are applicable to non monotonic algorithms
like LASSO, CoSaMP, SP etc. is an important direction for
future research.

Next we discuss the matrix regularity conditions involved
in deriving RRTA and RRM algorothms.
Remark 11. Please note that the HSC of RRM and RRTA
are derived assuming only the existence of a matrix regularity
condition which ensures that Sy, = S once ||wlj2 < e for

some € > (. RIC based regularity conditions are used in this
article because they are the most widely used in analysing
OMP. However, two other regularity conditions, viz., mutual
incoherence condition (MIC) and exact recovery condition
(ERC) are also used for analysing OMP. The mutual inco-

herence condition ux = mjx|X Xi| <

ﬁmzn( (2k0 - 1)MX)

2
ilarly, the exact recovery condition (ERC) m¢a§<||XLXj I <1
j

along with ||w|s < B (1= [XsX;1h) also ensures

2
that S, = S [17]. Consequently, both RRTA and RRM are
high SNR consistent once MIC or ERC are satisfied.

ko — 1 along with

[lwll2 < implies that S, = S. Sim-

Remark 12. When the matrix is generated by randomly sam-
pling from a A/(0, 1) distribution, then for every € (0, 0.36),
n > ckglog where ¢ < 20 is a constant ensures that
Sk, = S with a probability greater than 1 —2 (when w = 0,,)
[18]]. Hence, even in the absence of noise w, there is a fixed
probability ~ 2§ that Sy, # S. This result implies that even
OMP running exactly ko iterations cannot recover the true
support with arbitrary high probability as o> — 0 in such
situations. Consequently, no OMP based scheme can be HSC
when the matrix is randomly generated. However, numerical
simulations indicate that the PE of RRM/RRTA and OMP
with a priori knowledge of ko match at high SNR, i.e., RRM
achieves the best possible performance that can be delivered
by OMP.

IV. NUMERICAL SIMULATIONS

In this section, we numerically verify the HSC results
derived for RRM and RRTA. We also evaluate and compare
the finite SNR performance of RRM and RRTA with respect
to other popular OMP based support recovery schemes. We
consider two models for the design matrix X. Model 1 has
X = [I,,H,] € R"*?" ie., X is formed by the concatenation
of a n X n identity matrilx and a n X n Hadamard matrix.
NG

tisfies the MIC < —
satisfies the J15% ST—

1+2\/ﬁj. Model 2 is a n x p random
matrix formed by sampling the entries independently from a
N(0,1/n) distribution. For a given sparsity ko, this matrix
satisfies Sk, = S at high SNR with a high probability
whenever ko = O(; Please note that there is a nonzero
probability that a ranciom matrix fails to satisfy the regularity
conditions required for support recovery. Hence, no OMP
scheme is expected to be high SNR consistent in matrices
of model 2. In both cases the dimensions are set as n = 32
and p = 2n = 64.

Next we discuss the regression vector 3 used in our exper-
iments. The support S is obtained by randomly sampling kg
entries from the set {1,2,...,p}. Sparsity level ko is fixed
at ko = 3. Since the performance of RRM is influenced by
DR(3), we consider two types of regression vectors 3 in our
experiments with significantly different values of DR((3). For

This matrix has ux = [31]. Consequently, this matrix

for all vectors 3 € R?"

with sparsity kg < |
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Fig. 1: Performance of RRM/RRTA when DR(3) is low.
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Fig. 2: Performance of RRM/RRTA when DR(3) is high.

the first type of 3, the non zero entries are randomly assigned
+1. When 3; = £1 for j € S, DR() is at it’s lowest value,
i.e., one. For the second type of 3, the non zero entries are
sampled from the set {1,1/3,...,1/3%*~1} without resam-
pling. Here the dynamic range DR(3) = 3%~1 = 9 is very
high. All results presented in this section are obtained after
performing 10* Monte carlo iterations.

A. Algorithms under consideration

Figures [Tl{3] present the PE versus SN R curves for the four
possible combinations of design matrix/regression vectors dis-
cussed earlier. OMP(ky) in Fig I3 represent the OMP scheme
that performs exactly kg iterations. OMP with residual power
stopping condition (RPSC) stops iterations once |[r(*)|; <
ol;. RPSC in Fig[ll2l represent this scheme with I'y =

\/n + 24/nlog(n) [17]. OMP with residual correlation stop-
ping condition (RCSC) stops iterations | X”r(*)|,, < oT,.
RCSC in Fig[1l2] represent this scheme with 'y = /2 1og(p).
RPSC-HSC and RCSC-HSC represent RPSC and RCSC with

r, = iﬁ\/n—i-%/nlog(n) and 'y = %\/ﬂog(p) re-
spectivegf [17]. By Lemma [I both RPSC-HSC and RCSC-
HSC are high SNR consistent once 0 < n < 1 [14]]. In our
simulations, we set n = 0.1 as suggested in [14]. RRT(«) in
Fig[Tl2] represent RRT with o = 0.1 and o« = 0.01. RRTA in
Fig[T2 represent RRTA with o* = min(O.l,IrgnRR(k)Q),
i.e., the parameters PF Dyinit. and g are set to 0.1 and
2 respectively. RRTA(q =) in Fig[3 represents RRTA with
o = min(0.1, mkinRR(k)q).
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Fig. 3: Effect of ¢ on the RRTA performance.

B. Comparison of RRM/RRTA with existing OMP based sup-
port recovery techniques

Figl] presents the PE performance of algorithms when
1
DR(3) is low. When the condition pux < o is met, one

can see from Fig[l] that the PE of RRM, RRQFA, RCSC-HSC,
RPSC-HSC and OMP(kp) decreases to zero with increasing
SNR. This validates the claims made in Lemma [I] Theorem
[[ and Theorem [3] Please note that unlike OMP(ky) which
has a priori knowledge of ky and RCSC-HSC and RPSC-
HSC with a priori knowledge of 02, RRM and RRTA achieve
HSC without having a priori knowledge of either signal or
noise statistics. OMP(kg) achieves the best PE performance,
whereas, the performance of other schmes are comparable to
each other in the low to moderate SNR. This validates the
claim made in Theorem [2| that RRM performs similar to the
noise statistics aware OMP schemes when DR(3) is low.
However, at high SNR, the rate at which the PE of RRTA
converges to zero is lower than the rate at which the PE of
RRM, RPSC-HSC etc. decrease to zero. PE of RPSC, RCSC
and RRT are close to OMP(k() at low SNR. However, the PE
versus SNR curves of these algorithms exhibit a tendency to
floor with increasing SNR resulting in high SNR inconsistency.
When the design matrix X is randomly generated, no OMP
based scheme achieves HSC. However, the PE level at which
RRTA, RRM etc. floor is same as the PE level at which
OMP(kq), RPSC-HSC and RCSC-HSC floor. In other words,
when HSC is not achievable, RRTA and RRM will deliver
a high SNR PE performance similar to the signal and noise
statistics aware OMP schemes.

Next we consider the performance of algorithms when
DR(3) is high. Comparing Fig[ll and FigDll one can see that
the PE versus SNR curves for all algorithms shift towards
the high SNR region with increasing DR(3). Note that for a
fixed SNR, B, /0 decreases with increasing DR(3). Since
all OMP based schemes require (3,,;,/0 to be sufficiently

high, the relatively poor performance with increasing DR(3)
is expected. However, as one can see from FigDl the de-
terioration in performance with increasing DR(3) is very
severe in RRM compared to other OMP based algorithms.
This verifies the finite sample results derived in Theorem 2l for
RRM which states that RRM has poor finite SNR performance
when DR(3) is high. Note that the performance of RRTA
with increased DR(/3) is similar to that of OMP(k(), RPSC,
RCSC etc. in the finite SNR regime. This implies that unlike
RRM, the performance of RRTA depends only on 3,,;, and
not DR(3).

C. Effect of parameter q on RRTA performance

Theorem [3 states that RRTA with all values of ¢ satisfying
0 < ¢ <n — ko are high SNR consistent. However, the finite
SNR performance of RRTA with different values of ¢ will
be different. In Fig[3l we evaluate the performance of RRTA
for different values of ¢q. As one can see from Fig[3l the rate
at which PE decreases to zero with increasing SNR becomes
faster with the increase in . The rate at which the PE of
RRTA with ¢ = 10 decreases to zero is similar to the steep
decrease seen in the PE versus SNR curves of signal and noise
statistics aware schemes like OMP(kg), RPSC-HSC, RCSC-
HSC etc. In contrast, the rate at which the PE of RRTA with
q = 1 decreases to zero is not steep. RRTA with ¢ = 2 exhibit
a much steeper PE versus SNR curve. However, as one can
see from the R.H.S of Fig[3 the finite SNR performance of
RRTA with ¢ = 1 and ¢ = 2 is better than that of RRTA
with ¢ = 5, ¢ = 10 etc. In other words, RRTA with a larger
value of ¢ can potentially yield a better PE than RRTA with
a smaller value of ¢ in the high SNR regime. However, this
come at the cost of an increased PE in the low to medium
SNR regime. Since the objective of any good HSC scheme
should be to achieve HSC while guaranteeing good finite SNR
performance, one can argue that ¢ = 2 is a good design choice
for the hyperparameter in RRTA.



V. CONCLUSION

This article proposes two novel techniques called RRM
and RRTA to operate OMP without the a priori knowledge
of signal sparsity or noise variance. RRM is hyperparameter
free in the sense that it does not require any user specified
tuning parameters, whereas, RRTA involve hyperparameters.
We analytically establish the HSC of both RRM and RRTA.
Further, we also derive finite SNR guarantees for RRM.
Numerical simulations also verify the HSC of RRM and
RRTA. RRM and RRTA are the first signal and noise statis-
tics oblivious techniques to report HSC in underdetermined
regression models.

APPENDIX A: PROOF OF LEMMA [4]

Proof. The event Sgrr O S in RRT estimate krrr =
max{k : RR(k) < T'%pp(k)} is true once 3k > Ky such
that RR(k) < I'% pp (k). Hence,

U {(RR(k)

P(Srrr D S) > P <
k> Emin

< F%RT(k)}> - (16
One can further bound (16) as follows.

(a)
(SRRT D 8) > P({RR( min + 1) < F%RT(kmin + 1)})

®
> ]P)({RR( min T 1) < FRRT(kmin + 1)} N {kmm = kO})
=P ({RR( min T 1) < FRRT(kmin + 1)}|{kmm = kO})
P(kpmin = ko).
a7
(a) of [ follows from the union bound P(AUB) > P(A) and
(b) follows from the intersection bound P(A N B) < P(A).
Following the proof of Theorem 1 in [20], we know that
conditional on kmm = j, for each k > j, RR(k) < Z

where Zj, ~ B("5~ ) Applying this distributional result in
P ({RR(kmin + 1) < FRRT(kmin +1)}) gives

P ({RR(kmm + 1) < F%RT(kmi" + 1)})
> P({Zko+1 < Tgr(ko +1)})

= Fasges y (Mg (bo + 1)
1 a
= Fn7k20717% (Fnkz[)l_é (kmaz(pko)))

o
kmaz(p—ko)

(18)

Using Lemma [I we know that k,.;, = ko once |wll2 <

€omp- Hence, P(kpin = ko) > P(||w]2 < €omp). Since

w 5 0, as 02 = 0 for w ~ N(0,,0%1,), we have

hm P(lwll2 < €omp) = 1 and lim P(kmin = ko) = 1.
—0 020

Substltutlng hm ]P’(kmm = ko) = 1 and ({@8) in @7 gives

UlQlI_I)lo]P(SRRT 2 3) 2 Fran(r—Fo)" -
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APPENDIX B: PROOF OF LEMMA [3]

Proof. By Lemma [Il we have k,,;, = ko and S, = S
once ||wll2 < €omp. This along with the monotonicity of Sy
implies that S, C S for each k& < ko. We analyse RR(k)
assuming that ||w||2 < €,mp. Applying the triangle inequality
la + bll2 < |lal2 + |[b]|2, the reverse triangle inequality
|la+ bll2 > ||la]la — ||b||2 and the bound ||(I,, — Pg)w|2 <
[wll2 to [[£¥]|2 = |(Tn — Pr)XB + (In — Pr)w]2 gives

I(L=P)X B2~ wll2 < ¥z < I=PuXBlawl
Let u¥ = S/S;, denotes the indices in S that are not selected
after the k" iteration. Note that X3 = Xs8s = X5, 8s, +
Xk Byr. Since, I,, — Py projects orthogonal to the column
space span(Xs,), (In — Pr)Xs,Bs, = 0,. Hence, (I, —
P,)X8 = (I, — Px)X,»B,x. Further, S; C S implies that
card(Sy) + card(u*) = ko and S, N uF = ¢. Hence, by
Lemma 2 of [23],

V 1- 5k0||ﬁuk ”2 < H(In_Pk)

Substituting (20) in gives
V1=, 1Bur 2= wll2 < [IX¥]l2 < /T4 0o | Bur |2+ w2
(2D
Note that B,x-1 = Byr + Byr-1,» after appending enough
zeros in appropriate locations. (3,x-1,,+ has only one non
zero entry. Hence, |[B,x-1/urll2 < Bmaz. Applying triangle
inequality to B,k-1 = Byr + Byr-1,,+ gives the bound

V 1+ 5kol|ﬁuk ”2

(20)

k/auk”?

”ﬁuk*IHQ < H/BukHQ—i_ |‘/8uk*1/uk||2 < H/GukHQ + Bmaz (22)

Applying @2) and @I) in RR(k) for k < ko gives

RR(k) _ HrkHQ V 1- 5kol|ﬁuk”2 - ||W||2
5=l ™ /T4 Ok 1Bur— [l2 + [wll2

V1= 0k 1Burll2 = W2
B 71+ 5k0 [HBUICHQ + /Bmaar:] + H(VQ‘,,:U)Q

whenever ||wll2 < €gmp. The RH.S of (23) can be rewritten
as

V1 =0k l1Burll2 — w2
V 1+ 5k0 [Hﬁuk ”2 =+ ﬁmaz] + ”VVH2

w2 l[wl|2
HIBukHQ +/3maac +

B /1=,
N /14 6k,

+/6max

(24)

[[wll>
1+ 6k,

From @4) it is clear that the R.H.S of (23) decreases with
decreasing ||3,||2. Note that the minimum value of ||3,x||2
is Bmin itself. Hence, substituting ||B,x|l2 > Bmin in @3)
gives

1= 5k0,3min - ”VVH2
V1 F Ok (Bmaz + Bmin) + |[Wll2

RR(k) > (25)



Vk < ko whenever ||w||2 < €omyp. This along with the fact
RR(k) > 0 implies that

\Y 1- 57€0ﬁmin - ||W||2

>
RR(k) o m(ﬁmax + /Bmln) + HWHQI{HWMS%MP},
(26)
where  Z;ey is  the indicator function returning
one when the event & occurs and zero otherwise.
Note that ||wlla - 0 as o> — 0. This
implies  that V1= Ok Brmin = [[Wll2 R

\/ 1 + 5]90 (ﬁmam + /Bmzn) + ||W||2
\/ 1 - 5k0,6min
1+ 0ky (Bmaz + Bmin)

Substituting these bounds in

P
and I{HWHZSEOmp} — 1.

25
\V4 1- 5koﬁmzn -1 0
\V4 1 + 5ko (/Bmax + 6mzn) )

APPENDIX C: PROOF OF THEOREM[2]

one can obtain

lim P <RR(I<:) >

020

Proof. For RRM support estimate Srry = Skppa, Where
krryv = argminRR(k) to satisfy Spra = S, it is sufficient

that the follcl)cwing four events Ay, A2, A3 and A4 occur
simultaneously.

»Al = {kmzn = kO}

As = {RR(k) > RR(ko),Vk < ko}.

Az = {RR(ko) < S min e rr (i)}

As = {RR(k) > _ min "% (1), VE > Kmin ).

.....

Sk, = S and kpyin, = ko. A1NAs is true implies that krras >
kmin, 1.€., krras Will not underestimate k,,,;,. Event A3 N Ay
implies that RR(kyn) > RR(k) for all k > Kk, which
ensures that krrar < Kkmin, 1.€., krras Will not overestimate
kmin. Hence, Ao N A3 N Ay implies that kgrgasr = kmin. This
together with A; implies that kgrras = ko and Sgrry = S.
Hence, ]P)(SRRM =8)>P (Al NA; N Az N ./44)

By Lemma [I it is true that Ay = {kpmin = ko} is true
once ||[wW|l2 < €ump. Using the bound /1 — dy,||Burll2 —
[wlla < [[t¥[la < /T4 0k, ||Burll2 + [Iw]l2 from @I) in
the proof of Lemma [3] and the fact that ug, = 0, we have
[t*lls < [wllo and [[r*7 [z > /T =8k, [Buro-1ll2 —
[[wll2 > /1 — 0kyBmin — ||W||2- Substituting these bounds
in RR(ko) = >

T o

gives

[[wll2
V 1- 6k0/8min - HWH2

once ||wll2 < €omp. Hence the event As, ie., RR(ky) <
min  T'}pp(j) is true once

J=4.sRmax

RR(ko) = RR(kmin) < 27)

w2
vV 1- 5koﬁmzn -

which in turn is true once ||w|l2 < min(€eomp, €rrt)-
Next we consider the event Ay;. From (23), we have

1-9 min
RR(k) V4 ko B [[wl|2 < ko

B 1+5k0(ﬁmaz+/3min)+ HWH27
whenever ||wll2 < €omp. Hence, RR(ko) < IlcfniglRR(k) is
<Ko

< min T%pp(j)  (28)

J=L.. max

[[wll

11

\V 1-96 min T
true once the lower bound kol vl

V 1+ 6/€0 (/Gmam + ﬁmm) + ||W||2
on RR(I? for k < ko is higher than the upper bound

[wllz on RR(kg). This is true once
V 1- 5koﬁmin - HWH2

[lwl]l2 < min(€omp, €rrm). Consequently, events A; 1Az NAsz
occur simultaneously once ||wll2 < min(€omp, €rrt; Errm)-

Since €, = oy/n+2y/nlog(n) satisfies P(||wll2 < e5) >
1—1/n, it is true that P(4; N A; N A3) > 1 — 1/n once

€o S min(eompv e;rt; Errm)~
Next we consider the event A4. Following Lemma [2 it is
true that

P(RR(k) > min

J=1,...;kmax

1—‘%RT (])7 vk > kmzn)

> P(RR(K) > T (k). Yk > konin) > 1 — o,
(29)
for all o2 > 0. Hence, the event A4 occurs with probability
atleast 1 — o, Vo2 > 0.
Combining all these results give P(Sgpry = S) > 1 —
1/n — a whenever €, < min(€, ¢, €rrm; €omp)-

o
APPENDIX D: PROOF OF THEOREM[I]
Proof. To prove that lzim P(Sgrym = S) = 1, it is sufficient
02—=0

to show that for every fixed § > 0, there exists a a§ > 0 such
that P(Sgrym = S) > 1 — 6 for all 02 < o%. Consider the
events {A;}j_, with the same definition as in Appendix C.
Then ]P)(SRRM = 8) > ]P)(Al NA;NAszN A4) Let 6 > 0 be
any given number. Fix the alpha parameter o = g. Applying
Lemma 2] with o = § gives the bound

3 1)
P(A4) =P(RR(k) > min  TZ}p004),Yk > Emin) > 1—5,

J=4sFRmax
(30)
for all o2 > 0. Following the proof of Theorem 2] we have

P(.Al ﬁAQ ﬁA3) >P (”W”Q < min(errmv grrta Eomp)) . (3D

Note that both €.y, > 0 and €5, > 0 are both in-
dependent of o and hence 4. At the same time, €..; =

i s k 1- min
1<]?%1,2nw %R ( )\/ Ok B
F%RT(]{)

1+ min
1<k<kmax

hence 4. Since B(a,b) is a continuous random variable with

support in (0, 1), forevery z > 0,a > 0 and b > 0, F, }(2) >

is dependent on « and

)
0. Hence, for each § > 0, I' ,-(k) > 0 which implies that
€rre > 0. This inturn implies that min(€yrm, €rre, €omp) > 0.

Note that ||w||2 £ 0 as 0 — 0. This implies that for every
fixed § > 0, Jo2(d) > 0 such that

P(.Al NA; N A3)

Z P (||W||2 S min(errma grrtu Eomp))

Y

1—

[J[S9)

(32)
for all 02 < 02(§). Combining (30) and (32), one can obtain
P(A; N AN A3NAy) > 16 for all 02 < 02(6). Since this
is true for all § > 0, we have 12imOIP’(SRRM =85)=1

02—
O



APPENDIX E: PROOF OF THEOREM [3]

Proof. Define the events & = {Sk, = S} = {kmin = ko},

= {RR(ko) < Tqpr(ko)} and & = {RR(k) >
I pr(k), Yk > kmin}. Event £ N & implies that the RRTA
estimate krrra = max{k : RR(k) < T%pp(k)} satisfies
krrrA > Kkmin, Whereas, the event & N &3 implies that the
RRTA estimate krpra < kmin. Hence, Event &1 N &y N E3
implies that krrra = kmin = ko and Sgrra = S. Hence
]P)(SRRTA = S) > ]P)(gl Né& N 53)

By Lemma [Il &; is true once ||[wW|2 < €omyp. This along
with [|w]|s 5 0 as 02 — 0 implies that lim P(€;) = 1. Next

g —

we consider £. By the definition of &

o[ Do) mRERR)
Pl&z) = minRR(K) RE(k) > 1 (33)

Following Theorem [0l and it’s proof, we know that
minRR(k)

k
RR(ko)
02 — 0. From Theorem[T] we also know that mkinRR(k) £o

as 02 — 0. Since the function a*(z) = min(PF D finite, 29)
is continuous around x = 0 for every ¢ > 0 and PF D ;p e >

0, this implied] that a* = min(PFD finite, minRR(k)?) 5o

as 02 — 0.

mkinRR(k) L RR(ko) as o — 0. Hence, = 1las

Lemma 6. For any function f(z) — 0 as © — 0,
2
F}f%(ggp(ko)/:c — o0 as ©* — 0 once f(x)" % /2% — oo as

z — 0.
Proof. Please see Appendix F. |

Please note that the function f(z) = min(PF Dyinite, x?)
satisfies f(a:)n*¢ko/a:2 — oo as * — 0 once 2¢q/(n —
ko) < 2 which is true once n > ko + ¢. Since the
function o* = f(RR(k)) = min(PF D¢inite, RR(k)?) is
continuous around zero and InkinRR(k:) L 0as o2 =

P%;%T(k) P, 2
, —= -~ o0 as o — 0 once n > ky +
k
InklnRR( ) -
. a* k) P min
.S ﬂ d ——— 1,
g. Since mkinRR(k) — 00 an RR (o)

(k) WinfRE)

h lim P 1 1 and
M T\ minRR()  RR(k) - an
02—0
Next we consider the event & = {RR(k) >

% s (k),Yk > kpin}. Please note that the bound
P(RR(k) > T'%pr(k), Yk > kpin) > 1 —« for all 02 > 0
in Lemma [2] is derived assuming that o is a deterministic
quantity. However, o* = min(PF Dfl-m-te,mkinRR(k)q) in

'Suppose that a R.V Z Ecand g(z) is a function continuous at z = c.
Then g(Z) 5 g(c) [32I.

12

RRTA is a stochastic quantity and hence Lemma [l is not
directly applicable. Note that for any § > 0, we have

P(RR(k) > T%pr(k), Yk > kin)

(ﬁ) P({RR(k) > T%pr(k), Yk > kpmin} N {a* < 6})

b
(2) P({RR(k) > T%pr(k), Yk > kpmin} N {a* < 5})
(34)
(a) follows from the intersection bound P(A N B) > P(A).
Note that F ", (2 bl( ) is a monotonically increasing function of z.
This implies I'% (k) < T'% 7 (k) when a < 8. (b) follows

from this.

Note that by Lemma we have PH{RR(k) >
F%RT(k),Vk > kmin}) > 1 — 0 for all o2 > 0. Further,

ot 5 0aso? = implies that lim ]P’(a* <) = 1. These
two results together imply hm P({RR( ) > Ty (k), Yk >

kmin} N{a* <6 >1— 5 Slnce this is true for all § > 0,
we have hmo]P’({RR( ) > T%pp(k), Yk > kpin} N {a* <
d}) = 1 which in turn imply hm ]P’(83) = hm ]P’(RR(k)
T (k). Yk > kpin) = 1.

Since 12im0]P’(6j) =1 for j = 1,2 and 3, it follows that
02—
lim ]P)(SRRTA = S) > lim P(gl Né& N 53) =1.
20 020

g —

O

APPENDIX F: PROOF OF LEMMA [6]

Proof. Expanding F,_ 2(2) at z = 0 using the expansion given
in [http://functions.wolfram.com/06.23.06.0001.01] gives

_ b—1
F ) (2) = p(n,1) + G—_HP(”7 2)

(b—1)(a® + 3ab— a+ 5b — 4)
2@+ 1)2(a+2)

p(1,3) + O(=04/)

(35)
for all @ > 0. Here p(n,l) = (azB(a,b))/®. Note that

5 (ko) = F7 f(z) W ;
rer (ko) \/ ntko 1 (kmaw(p_ Y e asso

t = 0’ b = 1/2 5 = d
ciate a 5 / z P —Fo T D) an
“ n—kg f(m)B n—ko ,0.5 n—kq
1) = (azBla, b)) = (L5000
o ol ( f(z) )
FR;T(ICO) _ 503 kmaz(p ko + 1)

for [ > 1. 5
T T

Note that the term f(z )"El’co is the only term in p(n.l) that
depends on . Now from the expansion and the fact that

hn%f( x)m=Fo kO/f( )n—Fo o = 0 for each | > 1, it is clear
T—

-1 f(x)
Fn;ko’% (kmaz(p - kO + 1))

2 x2
f(x)™ % /22 — oo. O

— o0 as * — 0 once
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