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ABSTRACT

Approximate message passing (AMP) algorithms are de-

vised under the Gaussianity assumption of the measurement

noise vector. In this work, we relax this assumption within

the vector AMP (VAMP) framework to arbitrary indepen-

dent and identically distributed (i.i.d.) noise priors. We

do so by rederiving the linear minimum mean square error

(LMMSE) to accommodate both the noise and signal estima-

tions within the message passing steps of VAMP. Numerical

results demonstrate how our proposed algorithm handles non-

Gaussian noise models as compared to VAMP. This extension

to general noise priors enables the use of AMP algorithms in a

wider range of engineering applications where non-Gaussian

noise models are more appropriate.

Index Terms— Approximate message passing, expecta-

tion propagation, non-Gaussian noise, inference algorithms.

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Background and related work

One of the fundamental problems in the compressed sensing

(CS) literature is recovering a sparse vector x ∈ R
N from

an observation vector, y ∈ R
M , obtained from a noisy linear

measurement of the form

y = Ax+w. (1)

Here, A ∈ R
M×N is the measurement matrix with M < N ,

and w is unstructured additive noise vector. Solving the in-

verse problem in (1) is commonly achieved under the assump-

tion that w is an additive white Gaussian noise (AWGN) vec-

tor whose entries are assumed to be mutually independent

with mean zero and variance γw, i.e., wi ∼ N (wi; 0, γ
−1
w ).

Since the introduction of the approximate message passing

(AMP) algorithm [1], a lot of interest has been devoted to de-

vising algorithmic solutions to (1) within the CS framework.

This work was supported by the Discovery Grants Program of the Nat-

ural Sciences and Engineering Research Council of Canada (NSERC) and

Futurewei Technologies.

Specifically, the generalized AMP (GAMP) [2] algorithm ex-

tends over its AMP predecessor by i) accommodating statis-

tical priors on the sparse vector x and ii) handling nonlinear

output transformations. The divergence issues of the GAMP

algorithm due to ill-conditioning of the measurement matrix

A has been alleviated by the introduction of the vector AMP

(VAMP) [3] 1.

When the noise vector w is Gaussian, VAMP strikes

a proper balance between the reconstruction performance

and the computational complexity as compared to traditional

convex optimization-based and iterative soft-thresholding al-

gorithms [5]. Despite the immense popularity of Gaussian

noise models, estimators derived with a Gaussian assumption

are sensitive to outliers [6]. In practice, many engineering

applications (e.g., electronic devices, lasers, relay switching)

and natural phenomena (e.g., atmospheric noise, lightning

spikes, and ice cracking) are more accurately characterized

by heavy-tailed non-Gaussian measurement noise models [7].

To sidestep the requirement for Gaussian noise models, this

paper extends the VAMP algorithm in the presence of arbi-

trary i.i.d. noise priors, thereby handling a broader class of

practical applications.

1.2. Paper organization and notations

We structure the rest of this paper as follows. In Section 2,

we present how we incorporate the non-Gaussian noise prior

to the expectation propagation steps of the VAMP algorithm.

Then, we rederive the new linear minimum mean square er-

ror (LMMSE) estimation step of our proposed algorithm to

handle arbitrary i.i.d. noise priors. In Section 3, we discuss

the simulation results of the algorithm. Finally, we draw out

some concluding remarks in Section 4.

We also mention the common notations used in this paper.

We use Sans Serif fonts (e.g., x) for random variables and

Serif fonts (e.g., x) for their realizations. We use boldface

lowercase letters for vectors (e.g., x and x) and we denote

the ith component of x as xi. The operator diag(X) stacks

1Note that VAMP was independently derived in [4] by another research

group under the name orthogonal AMP (OAMP) algorithm.
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Fig. 1. Factor graph of the VAMP algorithm for arbitrary i.i.d. noise priors. Circles represent variable nodes and squares

represent factor nodes.

the diagonal elements of a matrix X in a vector, I stands

for the identity matrix, 1 denotes the all-ones vector. The

notation x ∼ px(x; θ) means that x is distributed according

to the pdf px(x, θ) which is parameterized by a parameter

vector θ. Moreover, N (x; x̂,R) stands for the multivariate

Gaussian pdf with mean x̂ and covariance matrix R. We also

use E[x|d(x)] and Cov[x|d(x)] to denote the expectation and

the covariance of x ∼ d(x). Finally, δ(x) denotes the Dirac

delta distribution and 〈x〉 , 1

N

∑N
i=1

xi for x ∈ R
N .

2. VAMP WITH ARBITRARY I.I.D. NOISE PRIORS

Before delving into the derivation details, we first introduce

the VAMP algorithm for arbitrary i.i.d. noise priors which run

iteratively according to the algorithmic steps of Algorithm 1.

There, t stands for the iteration index, and subscripts p and e

are used to distinguish “posterior” and “extrinsic” variables,

respectively. As a visual reminder, we also use the hat symbol

“̂” to refer to mean values.

To derive the VAMP algorithm with arbitrary i.i.d. noise

priors, we start by factoring the joint pdf of all the observed

and unobserved variables in (1) as follows:

p(y,x,w) = p(y|x,w) p(x) p(w)

= δ(y −Ax−w) p(x) p(w). (2)

Then, we split both x and w into two identical variables, i.e.,

x+ = x− and w+ = w−, thereby transforming the joint pdf

in (2) to the equivalent factorization:

p(y,x+,x−,w+,w−)

= p(x+) p(w+) δ(x+ − x−)×

δ(w+ −w−) δ(y −Ax− −w−), (3)

whose associated factor graph is depicted in Fig. 1.

Similarly to the derivation of standard VAMP, we follow an

expectation propagation (EP)-like approximation of the sum-

product (SP) belief propagation (BP) algorithm based on the

two following rules:

• EP approximation: Given a variable node x
− receiving

the message µf→x− from the factor node fy|x−,w− =

δ(y−Ax−−w−), EP approximates the SP belief bsp(x
−)

with the approximate belief bapp(x
−) = N (x−; x̂−

p
, γ−1

x
−
p

),

where x̂−
p

= E[x−|bsp] and γ−1

x
−
p

= 〈diag (Cov [x−|bsp])〉

are the mean and average variance of the SP belief bsp(x
−).

• Extrinsic belief computation: As shown in Fig 2, given a

posterior Gaussian beliefN (x−; x̂−
p
, γ−1

x
−
p

I) and an incom-

ing extrinsic Gaussian belief N (x−; x̂+
e
, γ−1

x
+
e

I), the ex-

trinsic mean and precision of the outcoming Gaussian belief

N (x+; x̂−
e
, γ−1

x
−
e

I) are computed as follows:

γ
x

−
e

= γ
x

−
p

− γ
x

+
e

, EXT
(
γ
x

−
p

)
, (4a)

x̂−
e

= γ−1

x
+
e

(
γ
x

−
p

x̂−
p
− γ

x
+
e

x̂+
e

)
, EXT

(
x̂−
p

)
. (4b)
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Fig. 2. Block diagram of VAMP for arbitrary i.i.d. noise pri-

ors with its three modules: two denoising MMSE modules

incorporating the prior information, px(·) and pw(·), and the

LMMSE module. The three modules exchange extrinsic in-

formation/messages through the ext blocks. The color of each

module matches the color of the corresponding line numbers

in Algorithm 1.

Unlike the factor graph of standard VAMP, however, the two

variable nodes x− and w− in Fig. 1 are connected through

the factor node fy|x−,w− = δ(y − Ax− − w−) stemming

from the measurement model in (1). This means that the

LMMSE estimate of x− must account for the estimate of x−

and vice versa. Note that the denoising steps corresponding

to the red and green modules in Fig. 2 are similar to the de-

noising procedure in VAMP. Thus, to customize the original



VAMP framework so as to recover the signal x under an ar-

bitrary noise prior pw(w), one should derive from scratch the

LMMSE step for both x
− and w

−.

Algorithm 1 VAMP with arbitrary i.i.d. noise priors

Require : The channel matrix A ∈ R
M×N ; the received vec-

tor y ∈ R
M ; the maximum number of iterations Tmax.

1: Initialize : x̂−

e,0, γx−
e ,0

, ŵ−

e,0 and γ
w

−
e ,0

2: for t = 0, . . . , Tmax − 1 do

⊲ Denoising x

3: x̂+
p,t = gx

(
x̂−

e,t, γx−
e ,t

)

4: α
x
+
p ,t

= 1

L

L∑
j=1

g′x

(
x̂−

j,e,t, γx−
e ,t

)

5: γ
x
+
p ,t

= γ
x
−
e ,t

/α
x
+
p ,t

6: γ
x
+
e ,t

= γ
x
+
p ,t

− γ
x
−
e ,t

7: x̂+
e,t = (γ

x
+
p ,t

x̂+
p,t − γ

x
−
e ,t

x̂−

e,t)/γx+
e ,t

⊲ Denoising w

8: ŵ+

p,t = gw
(
ŵ−

e,t, γw−
e ,t

)

9: α
w

+
p ,t

= 1

L

L∑
j=1

g′w

(
ŵ−

j,e,t, γw−
e ,t

)

10: γ
w

+
p ,t

= γ
w

−
e ,t

/α
w

+
p ,t

11: γ
w

+
e ,t

= γ
w

+
p ,t

− γ
w

−
e ,t

12: ŵ+

e,t = (γ
w

+
p ,t

ŵ+

p,t − γ
w

−
e ,t

ŵ−

e,t)/γw+
e ,t

⊲ LMMSE estimation of x and w

13: x̂−

p,t = f
(
x+

e,t, γx+
e,t
,w+

e,t, γw+
e,t

)

14: ŵ−

p,t = g
(
x+

e,t, γx+
e,t
,w+

e,t, γw+
e,t

)

15: γ
x
−
p ,t

= γ
x
+
e ,t

/α
x
−
p ,t

with α
x
−
p ,t

=
〈
f′
〉

16: γ
w

−
p ,t

= γ
w

+
e ,t

/α
w

−
p ,t

with α
w

−
p ,t

= 〈g′〉

17: γ
x
−
e ,t+1

= γ
x
−
p ,t

− γ
x
+
e ,t

18: γ
w

−
e ,t+1

= γ
w

−
p ,t

− γ
w

+
e ,t

19: x̂−

e,t+1 =
(
γ
x
−
p ,t

x̂−

p,t − γ
x
+
e ,t

x̂+
e,t

)/
γ
x
+
e ,t+1

20: ŵ−

e,t+1 =
(
γ
w

−
p ,t

ŵ−

p,t − γ
w

+
e ,t

ŵ+
e,t

)/
γ
w

+
e ,t+1

21: end for

22: Return x̂+
p,t

To derive the joint LMMSE estimates x̂−
p

and ŵ−
p

of x−

and w
−, we write the joint belief of x− and w− pertaining to

their joint pdf in (2) as the product of the three beliefs depicted

in Fig. 1:

b(x−,w−) ∝ µδx→x
−(x−) · fy|x−,w− · µδw→w

−(w−)

= N (x−; x̂+
e
, γ−1

x
+
e

IN ) δ(y −Ax− −w−)

×N (w−; ŵ+
e
, γ−1

w
+
e

IM ).

(5)

Finding the LMMSE estimates x̂−
p

and ŵ−
p

boils down to

evaluating the following integrals:

x̂−
p
=

∫ ∫
x− b(x−,w−) dx− dw−

∫ ∫
b(x−,w−) dx− dw−

=
(
γ
x

+
e

IN + γ
w

+
e

A⊤A
)−1

×
(
γ
x

+
e

x̂+
e
+ γ

w
+
e

A⊤
(
y − ŵ+

e

))

, f

(
x̂+
e
, γ

x
+
e

, ŵ+
e
, γ

w
+
e

)
, (6a)

ŵ−
p
=

∫ ∫
w− b(x−,w−) dw− dx−

∫ ∫
b(x−,w−) dw−dx−

=
(
γ
w

+
e

IM + γ
x

+
e

Q
)−1

×
(
γ
w

+
e

ŵ+
e
+ γ

x
+
e

Q
(
y −Ax̂+

e

))

, g

(
x̂+
e
, γ

x
+
e

, ŵ+
e
, γ

w
+
e

)
. (6b)

where Q ,
(
AA⊤

)−1
. Finally, to find the posterior preci-

sions γ
x

−
p

and γ
w

−
p

of x− and w−, we define the divergences

of f(·) and g(·) at x+
e

and w+
e

as follows [3]:

f′ = diag

(
∂ f

∂ x̂+
e

)
= γ

x
+
e

diag

((
γ
x

+
e

IN + γ
w

+
e

A⊤A
)−1

)
,

(7a)

g′ = diag

(
∂ g

∂ ŵ+
e

)
= γ

w
+
e

diag

((
γ
w

+
e

IM + γ
x

+
e

Q
)−1

)
.

(7b)

Now, after defining α
x

− , 〈f′〉 and α
w

− , 〈g′〉, we use the

fact that [3]

〈f′〉 =
γ
x

+
e

γ
x

−
p

, and 〈g′〉 =
γ
z
+
e

γ
z
−
p

, (8)

to deduce the posterior precisions γ
x

−
p

and γ
w

−
p

as shown in

lines 15–16 of Algorithm 1.

3. SIMULATION RESULTS

In this section, we assess the estimation performance of the

proposed VAMP algorithm with i.i.d. priors and benchmark

it against the standard VAMP algorithm. In all simulations,

we set the number of time steps to Tmax = 100, and perform

NMC = 100 Monte-Carlo trials for different values of the

SNR defined in dB as

SNR = 10 log10

(
‖Ax‖2

2

‖w‖2
2

)
. (9)



Here, each element aij of A is drawn from the standard Gaus-

sian distribution
(
i.e., aij ∼ N (0, 1)

)
, and the vector xℓ is

drawn from a Bernoulli-Gaussian density:

px(x) = ρ δ(x) + (1− ρ)N (x;0, IN) , (10)

where ρ is the sparsity rate (i.e., the percentage of the

non-zero components). We use the normalized root MSE

(NRMSE) as a performance measure which is defined as:

NRMSE =
1

NMC

NMC∑

ℓ=1

‖Axℓ −Ax̂ℓ‖2
‖Axℓ‖2

where xℓ is ℓth realization of x and x̂ℓ is its reconstruction

during the ℓth Monte-Carlo trial.

We examine the NRMSE for two i.i.d. non-Gaussian priors

modelling each component wi of the noise vector w as a re-

alization draw from

• the Laplace prior pw(wi;µ, b) =
1

2b
exp

(
− |wi−µ|

b

)
which

better models heavy-tailed non-Gaussian noise sources

(e.g., in electronic devices).

• the binary prior pw(wi; s) = 1

2
δ(wi − s) + 1

2
δ(wi + s)

which can represent erasing noise sources or bit-flip distor-

tions and corruptions (e.g., in printing process).

We start by comparing standard VAMP to our algorithm when

the noise vector w is drawn from the Laplace distribution

µ = 0 while varying b to meet the SNR level defined in (9).

We also set ρ = 95%. Fig. 3 depicts the NRMSE of both

algorithms and shows how incorporating the noise model im-

proves the reconstruction accuracy, especially in the low SNR

region. The fact that Laplace and Gaussian distributions are

not very far (in the KL-divergence sense) diminishes the im-

provement of our algorithm in the high SNR regime since

both distributions are centered around the same mean µ = 0.

Significant improvements can be observed as soon as the

noise considerably deviates from the Gaussian model. When

the noise vector w is drawn from the binary prior with a = 1,

our algorithm reveals more robust to discrete noise sources

and outperforms the standard VAMP over the entire SNR

range [0 dB, 20 dB] as depicted in Fig. 4. There, unlike

our observation in Fig. 3, it is seen how the improvement

of our algorithm increases as the SNR increases because of

the substantial mismatch between the binary and Gaussian

distributions.

4. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we build upon the vector approximate message

passing algorithm to handle non-Gaussian measurement noise
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Fig. 3. NRMSE of VAMP with arbitrary i.i.d. priors vs. stan-

dard VAMP as a function of the SNR with the noise vector

drawn from the Laplace distribution with µ = 0.
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Fig. 4. NRMSE of VAMP with arbitrary i.i.d. priors vs. stan-

dard VAMP as a function of the SNR with the noise vector

drawn from the binary distribution.

models. We did so by incorporating the arbitrary noise prior

into standard VAMP by solving a joint LMMSE estimation

problem in addition to the MMSE noise denoiser developed

in the paper. Computer simulations with Laplace and binary

noise models confirmed that our proposed algorithm exhibits

significant reconstruction improvements as a function of the

mismatch between the considered noise distribution and the

Gaussian one.
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