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ABSTRACT

We explore the problem of sampling graph signals in scenarios
where the graph structure is not predefined and must be inferred
from data. In this scenario, existing approaches rely on a two-
step process, where a graph is learned first, followed by sampling.
More generally, graph learning and graph signal sampling have
been studied as two independent problems in the literature. This
work provides a foundational step towards jointly optimizing the
graph structure and sampling set. Our main contribution, Vertex
Importance Sampling (VIS), is to show that the sampling set can be
effectively determined from the vertex importance (node weights)
obtained from graph learning. We further propose Vertex Impor-
tance Sampling with Repulsion (VISR), a greedy algorithm where
spatially-separated “important” nodes are selected to ensure bet-
ter reconstruction. Empirical results on simulated data show that
sampling using VIS and VISR leads to competitive reconstruction
performance and lower complexity than the conventional two-step
approach of graph learning followed by graph sampling.

Index Terms— Graph signal sampling, Graph learning, Graph
signal reconstruction, D-optimality.

1. INTRODUCTION

Graph signal processing (GSP) provides a powerful framework for
analysis, denoising, sampling, and interpolation of signals defined
on graphs [1, 2, 3]. Sampling graph signals is a fundamental prob-
lem in GSP [2, 4, 5, 6], where the goal is selecting a subset of graph
nodes to reconstruct a smooth signal from the signal samples.

In some applications, the graph structure is not predefined, al-
though the data (signal values on vertices) is available [7, 8]. In such
cases, the graph structure must first be inferred from the data before
graph signal sampling. Learning graph structure from data is a well-
studied topic in the GSP literature [7, 8, 9, 10]. However, when the
objective is to determine a sampling set without a predefined graph,
the conventional two-step process—first learning the graph and then
performing sampling—can become computationally expensive. Our
work specifically focuses on obtaining a sampling set in scenarios
where graph structure is not readily available.

Graph learning from data can be formulated as a Maximum A-
Posteriori (MAP) parameter estimation of Gaussian-Markov Ran-
dom fields (GMRF), whose inverse covariance is graph Laplacian
matrix [7, 8, 9]. Specifically, learning a Diagonally Dominant Graph
Laplacian (DDGL) allows for the simultaneous optimization of both
edge weights and vertex importance, the latter represented by a di-
agonal matrix added to the Combinatorial Graph Laplacian (CGL)
[8, 10]. Further, the learned vertex importance values can be in-
terpreted as an inner-product matrix to define a generalized Graph
Fourier Transform (GFT) [11, 10].
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Given a graph and its corresponding graph variation operator,
e.g., graph Laplacian, graph signal sampling can be formulated as
Minimum Mean Squared error Estimation (MMSE) of GMREF sig-
nals from the samples [12]. Several graph sampling algorithms have
been developed within this framework [6, 12, 13].

In this work, we show that graph learning from data can provide
insights for determining the sampling set. In particular, the com-
mon assumption in both the formulations, i.e., graph signals are re-
alizations of independent identically distributed (i.i.d.) zero-mean
multivariate Gaussian distributions with inverse covariance equal to
the graph Laplacian, can be leveraged for simultaneous optimiza-
tion of graph structure (edge set and edge weights) and the sampling
set. To achieve this, we formulate sampling set selection using the
D-optimal objective function. We identify similarities between the
D-optimal sampling and graph learning objectives. We then show
that the sampling set can be directly obtained from the vertex impor-
tances learned from finding the optimal diagonally dominant graph
Laplacian [10]. However, the sampling set based solely on vertex
importance could result in spatially close samples, leading to sub-
par reconstruction accuracy at higher sampling rates. To address this
limitation, we propose a low-complexity sampling algorithm that se-
lects “important” nodes that are spatially separated from each other.

Our contributions are: i) Two algorithms, Vertex Importance
sampling (VIS) and Vertex Importance Sampling with Repulsion
(VISR), providing approximate solutions to the D-optimal sampling
objective using learned vertex importance, ii) a greedy algorithm
for the D-optimal sampling similar to that of [14, Algorithm 1] to
compare the sampling sets from VIS and VISR, and iii) an empirical
evaluation showing that using the DDGL for reconstruction leads to
better signal reconstruction than using only the CGL.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. GSP preliminaries
and notations are given in Section 2. Sampling formulation and a
greedy solution to the D-optimal objective are given in Section 3.
We propose VIS and VISR algorithms in Section 4. Experimental
results and conclusions are in Section 5 and Section 6, respectively.

2. NOTATIONS AND BACKGROUND

2.1. Graph signal processing

Throughout the paper, we represent sets using calligraphic upper-
case, S, matrices by bold uppercase, X, vectors by bold lowercase,
x, and scalars by plain lowercase, z. A graph G = (V, £) consists
of a set of vertices V of size N and an edge set £ C V x V. A
graph signal is a vector f € R, whose i-th entry corresponds to
the signal at the i-th node of the graph. We define the edge weight
between vertices ¢ and j as w;; > 0. In this work, we consider
only undirected graphs, so we have w;; = wj;, and we have a sym-
metric adjacency matrix, A € R™V*" whose (i, j)-th entry is w;;,
if (4,j) € &€ and O otherwise. The degree of a vertex is denoted
by d; = Z(i’ jyee Wijs and the diagonal degree matrix is defined
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as D = diag(di,d2 - --dn). The combinatorial graph Laplacian,
L := D — A is a symmetric, positive semi-definite matrix [1].

The irregularity-aware graph Fourier transform (GFT) intro-
duced in [11] is based on a positive semi-definite graph variation
operator Ml > 0, which measures graph signal smoothness, and a
Hilbert space with inner product defined as (x,y)q = y* Qx, with
induced Q-norm ||x||§ = (x, x)q, where Q > 0. The generalized
GFT for the Q-inner product is the (M, Q)—GFT. The graph-
Fourier basis U = [u1, ug, - - - un| is now orthogonal with respect
to the Q-inner product, i.e., UPQU = I. The eigenvalues corre-
sponding to (M, Q)—GFT, 0 = A1 < A2,---, < Ay represent the
graph frequencies [11].

2.2. Graph and vertex importance learning

Assuming graph signals {f (k)}k are realizations of a zero-mean,
i.i.d. multivariate Gaussian distribution, the goal of graph learning
is to model the signals with a graph whose combinatorial graph
Laplacian is such that the data satisfies graph Wide Sense Station-
arity (gWSS) with gPSD 7(0) = 0 and y(A) = 1/, when A > 0
[9, 10]. Using the (L, I)—GFT, this translates into a covariance ma-
trix 3 = L, where L' denotes the pseudo-inverse of L. Under this
setting, the graph learning problem is traditionally formulated as a
maximum likelihood estimation, minimizing the cost function [9]:

J(L) = —logdet(L + %115 + tr(LS), (1)

where S = % >t (R §(®)T is the empirical covariance matrix. The
cost function in (1) can be efficiently optimized using the coordinate
minimization approach proposed in [9].

The joint graph and vertex importance learning proposed in [10]
requires solving the following optimization:

J(L, Q) = —logdet(L + Q) + tr((L + Q)S), 2)

where Q is a diagonal matrix with Q;; > 0 representing vertex
importance. The cost function (2) can be solved using coordinate
minimization by updating edges weights and vertex importances
iteratively [10]. Learning a diagonally dominant graph Laplacian
(DDGL) model can be viewed as learning a combinatorial graph
Laplacian L and an inner-product matrix Q. Through joint opti-
mization, we learn the graph such that the data is gWSS with gPSD
¥(\) = (14 A)~" when using (L, Q)—GFT. The covariance ma-
trix with respect to (L, Q)—GFT is given by = = [L + Q] ' [10,
Theorem 1].

3. GRAPH SIGNAL SAMPLING FORMULATION

Our graph signal sampling formulation is based on the same signal
model used for graph learning, i.e., f ~ N(0, 2 = QF), where Q is
a positive semi-definite graph operator (e.g. L or L 4+ Q). We define
the sampling process as [2, 5, 4]

ys =fs +n=1Iif +n,

where n € R!S! is the noise introduced during sampling and Is is
N x |S| sampling matrix and H = IsI¢ is a diagonal matrix:
1, ifieS
H; = ©))

0, otherwise.

We assume the signal is reconstructed using the graph Laplacian reg-
ularization (GLR) approach, given by [6, 13]:

f = argmin||[ISf — ys||3 + uf " Qf, 4)
£

whose closed-form solution is [6]:
f=(H+ Q) 'Isys. 5)

Next, we define an objective function for sampling.

3.1. Sampling objective

From (5), f is the solution system of linear equations where B :=
(H + p£2) is the coefficient matrix. Since B is a positive-definite
matrix for any given positive semi-definite graph operator €2 [6], the
inverse of B always exists. Assuming that n ~ (0, I), we can write
the error vector and error covariance matrix corresponding to the
reconstruction in (5) as:

e=(f—f)=—uB 'Qf + B 'Isn (©6)
Elee'| =B ' — (n—p*)B'QB . (7

Theorem 3.1. For small p, the error covariance can be approxi-
mated as

Elee'| =B ' — (u—p>)B'QB '~ (H++Q)" ', (8)
where y = 2p — i®

Proof. The proof relies on the fact that | B~ (1 — u?)Q|| < 1. The
first-order approximation of the Neumann series on matrices (Th.
5.6.12 of [15]) gives the desired result. Due to space limitations, we
omit the detailed proof. O

Different sampling objectives can be defined to measure the re-
construction accuracy as a function of error covariance [4]. In our
work, we consider the widely used D-optimality criterion, which
minimizes the determinant of the error covariance matrix [S]. The
D-optimal sampling objective based on the approximated error co-
variance can be formulated as

H" =

arg min —logdet[H + ~€2], 9)

H;;={0,1}, N Hy;=|S|

an NP-hard combinatorial optimization problem [5]. In what fol-
lows, we first present a greedy algorithm that approximately solves
(9) and then a sampling algorithm based on the graph learning frame-
work (Section 4).

3.2. Greedy sampling set selection
In our greedy approach, the first selected sample is,

i} = argmaxdet[d;8] + Q] = argmaxd, Q'd;,
jev jEV

where 6; € RY is the delta function at node 7, with value 1 at
the 5 node and 0 elsewhere. The second equality is due to the
Matrix-Determinant lemma [15]. Thus, the first iteration chooses the
node corresponding to the index of the maximum diagonal element
of 71, with O(N?*) computations required to obtain Q7.

At the k" iteration, |S| = k — 1, the next sample is chosen as:

i = argmaxé?G;iléj, (10)
jese

where G1_1 = (IsI% + v€2). Once the k™ sample is updated,
the inverse of Gy can be computed using the Sherman-Morrison
formula: L P

kaléizéiZkal

G,'=G;' - .
A R L P
k k

(1)



Algorithm 1 Vertex Importance Sampling with repulsion (VISR)

: procedure SAMPLING(A, D, Q, k)
© Z(p)+ X, (DT'A)
: zz(.p) +— Z(p)di, Vi

> p-hop localized filter

1

2

3 > Columns of Z(p)
4: [q1...qn] + diag(Q) > Vertex importances
5: while |S| < k do

6 l’* < arg ma‘XZESC (QI - Zyes <Z(zp)7 Z?(!p)>)
7 S+~ Ssuz”

8

return S

Therefore, we do not need to compute the matrix inverse and deter-
minant at subsequent iterations. Instead, at each iteration we select

a sample j from S¢ such that 6;‘FG % ) j is maximum, while the in-
verse of G, can be updated using (11).

4. SAMPLING BASED ON VERTEX IMPORTANCES
When © = (L + Q), we can rewrite (9) as

H = arg min —logdet[H + v(Q + L)],

H;;={0,1}, N  Hy;=|S|

which can be rewritten by factoring v as
H" = arg min —logdet[(lH +Q)+L]. (12)
H;;={0,1}. 5 Hyi =S| v
Comparing the sampling and graph learning objectives, (12) and (2),
we observe that their first terms (log-determinant) are similar. At
optimality, the trace term in (2) becomes constant [10]. Therefore,
due to Weyl’s theorem [15, Corollary 4.3.9], the indices 7 of H;; = 1
that corresponds to maximizing the determinant in (12) will be most
likely the same indices corresponding to the highest values of vertex
importance (g; = Qs;). Based on this observation, we can formulate
a Vertex Importance Sampling (VIS), sampling set selection, where
the sampling set Sy, of cardinality & is chosen as follows:

Sk ={j1,J2, .. jr} st
Qjr > Qjn > -5 Qjj, > Qiy Vi E Sk (13)

This sampling set selection method requires no additional computa-
tion once the graph has been learned since it is directly obtained from
learned vertex importance values. However, since we sample every
node independently—meaning the selection of a new node does not
depend on the previously sampled nodes, the algorithm may select
samples that are spatially close. We address this limitation by pro-
viding a low-complexity sampling algorithm based on vertex impor-
tance that incorporates repulsion between selected samples.

4.1. Vertex Importance Sampling with Repulsion

We propose a low-complexity sampling algorithm that introduces
repulsion between selected samples using a p—hop localized graph
filter (Algorithm 1). Following the intuition from [13, 16, 17], we
select the & most “informative” nodes that are placed as far as pos-
sible from each other. Following [13], we achieve this by defining a
p-hop polynomial graph low-pass filter:

P
Z:=> (D 'A). (14)

=1

Greedy D-optimal sampling

Fig. 1: Vertices selected from the greedy solution to D-optimal sam-
pling objective

The "™ column of Z(p) can be seen as a low-pass filtered delta func-
tion §;, localized at node 7. For any p we have:

2" .= Z(p)é, = (D 'A)8, +---+ (D 'A)P6,.  (15)

The parameter p defines the localization of the polynomial graph
filter Z(p), i.c., when p = 1, z{") = (D~'A)4; which results in
non-zero values only for the 1-hop neighbors of node 7. Similarly,
zz(.Q) = (D7*A)d; + (D7*A)?6; contains non-zero values within
2-hops of i. In general, zl(.p ) has non-zero values at nodes within the
p-hop neighborhood of node .

We use the p-hop localization of z,Ep ) to achieve separation be-
tween the selected samples. Particularly, by calculating the inner-
products (z,Ep ), zgp )),Vi # j, we prioritize selecting the most im-
portant nodes (based on learned vertex importance values ¢;), while
also ensuring that the selected samples are spaced apart by at least p-
hop neighbors. We adopt a greedy strategy similar to that of [16, 13],
whereby, at each iteration, we add to the sampling set the point z*
that solves:

" = argmax(q, — Z(zgp),zgf’)». (16)
TER yes

To ensure sufficient repulsion, we set the value of p to a small
value when the sampling rate (o« = k/N) is high and to a large value
when the sampling rate is low. We use the same rule proposed in [13,
Section 3D] to select p as

p=[1/22)]. (17)

This flexibility of selecting the parameter p based on sampling rate
makes Algorithm 1 scalable to large graphs. Contrary to existing
sampling algorithms [4, 6, 5], the proposed VISR algorithm is com-
putationally efficient because it uses learned vertex importance as an
auxiliary information and the repulsion is obtained by precomputed
inner-products to obtain the sampling set. In [4, 5], the inner prod-
ucts are computed in every iteration, making them computationally
expensive.

5. EXPERIMENTS

To experimentally validate our proposed sampling algorithms, VIS
and VISR, we use synthetic data where node locations are obtained
by uniformly sampling from the [0,1] x [0, 1] Euclidean plane at
N = 100 locations. These node locations are fixed across all ex-
periments. We consider a Gaussian process with covariance matrix
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Fig. 2: Visual comparison of vertices selected. (a) learned graph with vertex importance shown in the color bar, (b) sampling set from VIS,

(c) sampling set from VISR

S to model the continuous process in space, where S;; = 10, Vi
and off-diagonal entries S;; = 10exp(—d;;/r),Vi # j. Here d;;
is the distance between nodes ¢ and j, and r quantifies the range
of signal correlation across the space. For all experiments, we fix
r = 0.02. We generate 1000 i.i.d. realizations of signal f and obtain
its sample covariance matrix. We use this sample covariance to learn
a combinatorial graph Laplacian L and a diagonally dominant graph
Laplacian (L 4+ Q) by solving (1) and (2), respectively.

We generate M = 100 random signals, each drawn from mul-
tivariate Gaussian distribution f;, ~ A/(0, S), and add noise n ~
N(0,021), where o, is the noise level. We compare different sam-
pling sets by reconstructing the sampled signal with noise using (4).
We evaluate the average MSE between reconstructed and original
signals as follows,

M

—= 1 1. 5
MSE = M;[ank £ )% (18)

5.1. Comparison between VIS and VISR

We evaluate the performance of VIS and VISR compared to the
greedy solution to the D-optimal sampling objective presented in
Section 3.2. We present the sampling set from greedy solution to
D-optimal objective in Figure 1. We learn the DDGL using (2) and
show the result of the joint graph and vertex importance learning
and sampling sets obtained from VIS and VISR in Figure 2. As
shown in Figure 2b, sampling from VIS results in spatially close
samples since we sample every node independently. This is con-
sistent with our analysis in Section 4. Conversely, the samples from
VISR, as shown in Figure 2c are spatially separated. We observe
a significant intersection between the sampling sets obtained from
VIS (Figure 2b) and greedy D-optimal sampling (Figure 1), which
supports our claim that indices corresponding to the highest values
of vertex importance will approximately solve the D-optimal sam-
pling objective. We present a quantitative evaluation of reconstruc-
tion accuracy when the samples are obtained using VIS, VISR, and
greedy solution to D-optimal objective in Figure 3a. At higher sam-
pling rates, VISR sampling achieves smaller MSE than VIS and the
greedy D-optimal solution.

5.2. Comparison with other sampling algorithms

We compare the proposed VIS and VISR with three state-of-the-art
sampling set selection methods, AVM [5], BSGDA [6], and RAGS

[13]. For the baselines, we follow the conventional two-step process,
i.e., learn the CGL (without vertex importance) from data by solving
(1) and then employ AVM, BSGDA, and RAGS to obtain sampling
sets. We reconstruct the sampled signal using (4) with 2; = L.
For VIS and VISR, we learn (L 4+ Q) from (2), obtain the sampling
sets as proposed in Section 4, and reconstruct the sampled signal us-
ing (4) with Q2 = (L 4+ Q). All sampling set selection algorithms
are compared using the same data with increasing sampling budgets.
The results are shown in Figure 3b. We observe that VIS and VISR
achieve reconstruction accuracy that outperforms existing sampling
algorithms by a factor of 2x at lower sampling budgets. As we
increase the sampling budget, VIS results in subpar reconstruction
accuracy. Conversely, VISR results in competitive reconstruction
accuracy compared to existing sampling algorithms at higher sam-
pling rates.

We further study the effect of using €21 = L and Q22 = (L+ Q)
for reconstruction. To this end, we randomly sample the nodes, i.e,
each node ¢ € V is assigned independently to the sampling set with
probability p = 1/N, and reconstruct the signal using €21 and Q.
We generated signal f5, add noise n with different noise levels o,
and compare MSE. From the results in Figure 3c, it is clear that
(L + Q) is a better model than L for graph signal reconstruction for
all noise levels. Therefore, we can attribute the superior performance
of VIS and VISR at a low sampling budget to using a better signal
reconstruction model.

6. CONCLUSION AND FUTURE WORK

In this work, we showed that a sampling set can be directly obtained
from the learned vertex importance. Compared to the conventional
two-step approach of first learning the graph (CGL) and applying
expensive sampling algorithms, our proposed approach of learning
DDGL and using the vertex importance as auxiliary information can
reduce computations and simplify sampling set selection. We pro-
posed two sampling algorithms— VIS and VISR and results show
promising reconstruction accuracy compared to the existing sam-
pling approaches. Building on this work, in future work we aim
to combine the D-optimal sampling objective and DDGL learning
into a single framework to learn efficiently the sampling set along
with the graph. We will also perform a detailed study on the effect
of vertex importance in graph signal reconstruction.
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Fig. 3: MSE comparison in different settings. (a) comparison between VIS and VISR with greedy solution to D-optimal sampling objective,
(b) comparison with other state-of-the-art sampling algorithms, (¢) comparison of using L and (L + Q) for reconstruction from a randomly
selected sampling set.
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