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Abstract—We present a novel model-based deep learning
solution for the inverse problem of localizing sources of network
diffusion. Starting from first graph signal processing (GSP)
principles, we show that the problem reduces to joint (blind)
estimation of the forward diffusion filter and a sparse input signal
that encodes the source locations. Despite the bilinear nature of
the observations in said blind deconvolution task, by requiring
invertibility of the diffusion filter we are able to formulate a
convex optimization problem and solve it using the alternating-
direction method of multipliers (ADMM). We then unroll and
truncate the novel ADMM iterations to arrive at a parameterized
neural network architecture for Source Localization on Graphs
(SLoG-Net), that we train in an end-to-end fashion using labeled
data. This supervised learning approach offers several advantages
such as interpretability, parameter efficiency, and controllable
complexity during inference. Our reproducible numerical exper-
iments corroborate that SLoG-Net exhibits performance on par
with the iterative ADMM baseline, but with markedly faster
inference times and without needing to manually tune step-
size or penalty parameters. Overall, our approach combines the
best of both worlds by incorporating the inductive biases of a
GSP model-based solution within a data-driven, trainable deep
learning architecture for blind deconvolution of graph signals.

Index Terms—Graph signal processing, network diffusion,
deep learning, source localization, algorithm unrolling.

I. INTRODUCTION

WE study the inverse problem of localizing sources
of network diffusion when the forward model is un-

known, also referred to as blind graph filter identification [33],
[41], [42]. In this problem, we observe P graph signals
{yi}Pi=1 that we model as outputs of some diffusion graph
filter, i.e., a polynomial in the graph-shift operator of a known
graph [9], [17], [25], [31]. The goal is to jointly identify
the filter coefficients h and the input signals {xi}Pi=1 that
generated the network observations. We assume that the input
signals are sparse, implying only a few source nodes inject a
signal that spreads through the network [33]. This problem can
be viewed as a form of blind deconvolution in graph domains
and has applications in a variety of fields, including sensor-
based environmental monitoring, opinion formation in social
networks, neural signal processing, epidemiology, or disin-
formation campaigns. For prior related blind deconvolution
approaches of (non-graph) signals, see e.g., [1], [19], [37].
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A. Proposed approach in context

To solve this inverse problem in a supervised setting, we
propose a novel data-driven machine learning model that
blends graph signal processing (GSP) principles with deep
learning (DL). Our algorithm unrolling [23] approach lever-
ages the interpretability and parameter efficiency of model-
based GSP methods, while also utilizing the power of DL
to achieve satisfactory recovery performance and controllable
complexity during inference; see also [6], [24] for related ideas
applied to graph signal denoising and [28], [34], [38], [39] for
network topology inference.

Different from most early attempts to localizing sources on
networks (e.g., [27], [32], [46]), here we leverage the GSP
toolbox [25] inspired by [26], [33], [44]. The idea in [33] is
to cast the (bilinear) blind graph filter identification task as
a linear inverse problem in the “lifted” rank-one, row-sparse
matrix xh⊤; see also [1], [21] for seminal blind deconvolution
work via convex programming. While the rank and sparsity
minimization algorithms in [29], [33] can successfully recover
sparse inputs along with low-order graph filters (even from a
single observation, i.e., with P = 1), reliance on matrix lifting
can hinder applicability to large graphs. Beyond this compu-
tational consideration, the overarching assumption of [33] is
that the inputs {xi}Pi=1 share a common support when P > 1.
Moreover, iterative solvers in [29], [33], [44] require carefully
tuning step-sizes, as well as carrying out costly grid searches
to select regularization parameters in the inverse problems.
Instead, the algorithm unrolling-based DL model of this paper
learns these parameters (and others) in a end-to-end fashion.

Other works adopt probabilistic models of network dif-
fusion, and resulting maximum-likelihood source estimators
can only be optimal for particular (e.g., tree) graphs [27],
or rendered scalable under restrictive dependency assump-
tions [8]. Relative to [16], [26], [27], the proposed framework
can accommodate signals defined on general undirected graphs
and relies on a convex estimator of the sparse sources of
diffusion, which here we favorably exploit to design a DL
architecture as well as to generate training examples.

B. Contributions and paper outline

In this context, our starting point is the blind graph filter
identification formulation in [42]. After reviewing the nec-
essary GSP background, in Section II we reexamine and
state the problem in the novel supervised learning setting
dealt with here. The model-based approach in [42] imposes
a mild requirement on invertibility of the graph filter, which
facilitates a convex reformulation for the multi-signal case with

ar
X

iv
:2

50
1.

00
44

2v
1 

 [
ee

ss
.S

P]
  3

1 
D

ec
 2

02
4



2

arbitrary supports (Section III); see also [37] for a time-domain
precursor that inspired our line of work in graph settings.
While [42] focused on fundamental exact recovery and noise
stability guarantees (see also [35], [41] for robustness to
graph perturbations), here we shift gears to algorithmic issues
and first develop a novel solver based on the alternating-
directions method of multipliers (ADMM) [4, Ch. 3.4.4]. The
ADMM algorithm in Section III-B is of independent interest
as an effective model-based solution to the problem of source
localization on graphs (we reiterate that algorithms were only
tangentially treated in e.g., [33], [42], [44]). However, the
ADMM’s main upshot here is in leveraging its primal and
dual variable updates as the blueprint for (sub-)layers of a
trainable parametric DL model with prescribed depth. This
way we seek to overcome the burden of manually tuning
step-size and penalty parameters, plus the time as well as
computational overhead that comes with running hundreds or
thousands of iterations to attain convergence each time a new
problem instance is presented.

To this end, in Section IV we unroll and truncate the
ADMM iterations [23], [24], [40], to arrive at a parameterized
nonlinear DL architecture for Source Localization on Graphs
(SLoG-Net), that we train in an end-to-end fashion using
labeled data. This way we leverage inductive biases of a
GSP model-based solution in a data-driven trainable deep
network, which is interpretable, parameter efficient, and offers
controllable complexity during inference [23]. To increase the
model’s expressive power we explore several customizations to
the vanilla SLoG-Net architecture, such as different parameters
across layers and learned linear constraints on the inverse filter
response. Experiments with both simulated and real network
data in Section V demonstrate that SLoG-Net achieves per-
formance on par with the iterative ADMM baseline, while
achieving significant post-training speedups. We also show that
the model refinements are indeed effective and that SLoG-
Net is robust to noise corrupting the observations. All in all,
our findings show promise for blind deconvolution on graphs,
while they also support the broader prospect of adopting
algorithm unrolling as a versatile data-driven tool to tackle
network inverse problems; see also [6], [24], [28], [34], [39].
Conclusions are laid out in Section VI, with a discussion of
potential follow-up work in this space. Some non-essential
algorithm construction steps, mathematical arguments, and DL
model implementation details are deferred to the appendices.
In support of current reproducible research practices, we share
the code used to generate the results reported in this paper.

Relative to the conference precursor [43], in this journal
paper we offer a markedly expanded presentation (including
extended discussions, schematic diagrams, and appendices)
along with full-blown technical details. Noteworthy addi-
tions include: (i) SLoG-Net architectural refinements such as
learnable constraints and decoupled parameters across layers;
(ii) efficient matrix inversion schemes for the model-based
ADMM algorithm and the SLoG-Net filter sub-layer; (iii)
computational complexity analyses; and (iv) a comprehensive
and reproducible performance evaluation protocol. The latter
offers comparisons with the iterative ADMM as well as
graph neural network (GNN) baselines [9], [36]; a study of

inverse filter recovery and source localization performance as a
function of the type of random graph ensemble and the number
of nodes N ; robustness to observation noise and the number
of observations P ; as well as real data experiments using a
version of the Digg 2009 dataset [14].
Notation: The entries of a matrix X and a (column) vector x
are denoted by Xij and xi, respectively. Sets are represented
by calligraphic capital letters and [X]I denotes a submatrix
of X formed by selecting the entries of X indexed by I.
The notation ⊤ stands for transpose; 0N and 1N refer to
the all-zero and all-one vectors of length N . The N × N
identity matrix is denoted by IN . For a vector x, diag(x) is a
diagonal matrix whose ith diagonal entry is xi. The operators
◦ and ⊙ stand for the Hadamard (elementwise) and Khatri-Rao
(columnwise Kronecker) matrix products.

II. PRELIMINARIES AND PROBLEM STATEMENT

We start by introducing the basic graph theoretical back-
ground required to formally state the inverse problem of
localizing sources of network diffusion. Let G(V,A) de-
note a weighted and undirected network graph, where V =
{1, . . . , N} is the set of vertices and A ∈ RN×N

+ is the
symmetric adjacency matrix. Entry Aij = Aji ≥ 0 denotes
the edge weight between nodes i and j.
Graph signals and shift operators. A graph signal x : V 7→
RN is an N -dimensional vector, where entry xi represents the
signal value at node i ∈ V; see [25] for examples in sensor
networks, social media, transportation systems, or network
neuroscience. As a general algebraic descriptor of network
structure relating the entries of x, one can define a graph-shift
operator S ∈ RN×N which is a matrix with the same sparsity
pattern as G [31]. Accordingly, S can be viewed as a local,
meaning one-hop, diffusion (or aggregation) operator acting
on graph signals. See [11], [25] for typical choices including
normalized variations of adjacency and Laplacian matrices.
Next, we introduce more general operators – graph filters –
that linearly combine multi-hop aggregations of graph signals
obtained via self compositions of S. Our particular focus will
be on simple generative mechanisms behind network diffusion.

A. Graph filter models of linear network diffusion

Consider a graph signal y that is supported on a graph G
with shift operator S, and is generated from an input state x
through linear network diffusion. Formally, we can write

y = a0

∞∏

l=1

(IN − alS)x =

∞∑

l=0

ālS
lx, (1)

where S captures one-hop localized interactions among net-
work nodes, and each successive application of the shift in
(1) diffuses x over G. The signal mapping in (1) encompasses
several existing models, including heat diffusion, consensus,
and the classic DeGroot model of opinion dynamics [7].

Despite the infinite degree of the polynomial expressions
in (1), the Cayley-Hamilton theorem ensures that they are
equivalent to polynomials of degree upper bounded by N [15,
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pp. 109-110]. Defining the vector of coefficients h :=
[h0, . . . , hL−1]

⊤ and the (convolutional) graph filter

H := h0IN + h1S+ . . .+ hL−1S
L−1 =

L−1∑

l=0

hlS
l, (2)

the signal model in (1) can be rewritten as y = Hx for
some specific h and L ≤ N . As formalized in the ensuing
section, in this paper we adopt y = Hx as a forward model
for the measurements y. We want to recover x when h is
also unknown. For an up to date and comprehensive survey of
graph filters; the interested reader is referred to [17].
Frequency domain representation. Since S is symmetric, it
is diagonalizable as S = VΛV⊤, with Λ = diag(λ1, . . . , λN )
collecting the eigenvalues. This spectral decomposition of S is
used in GSP to represent graph filters and signals in the graph
frequency domain. Specifically, let us use the eigenvalues of
S to define the Vandermonde matrix ΨL ∈ RN×L, where
Ψij := λj−1

i . The frequency representations of a signal x and
filter h are defined as x̃ := V⊤x and h̃ := ΨLh, respectively.
The former is by definition of the graph Fourier transform
(GFT) [25], [30] and the latter follows since the filter output
y=Hx in the frequency domain can be written as

ỹ = diag
(
ΨLh

)
V⊤x = diag

(
h̃
)
x̃ = h̃ ◦ x̃. (3)

This identity is analogous to the convolution theorem for
temporal signals, where we find ỹ is given by the elementwise
product (◦) of x̃ and the filter’s frequency response h̃.

B. Problem statement

For a given graph G with shift operator S, consider a
diffusion filter H =

∑L−1
l=0 hlS

l whose coefficients h are
unknown. Like the graph topology, the filter order L ≤ N is
assumed to be given. Suppose we observe P diffused signals
that we arrange in a matrix Y = [y1, . . . ,yP ] ∈ RN×P , where
Y = HX and latent inputs X = [x1, . . . ,xP ] ∈ RN×P . We
make the following assumption on the input signals.

Assumption 1 (Source sparsity) Sources X ∈ RN×P are
sparse with at most S ≪ N non-zero entries per column.

In this context, source localization amounts to jointly estimat-
ing sparse X and the filter coefficients h up to scaling and
(possibly) permutation ambiguities [44]; see also Fig. 1 (top)
for a depiction of this blind deconvolution task first studied
in [33]. Assumption 1 is well justified when the signals in Y
represent diffused versions of a few localized sources in G,
here indexed by supp(X) := {(i, j) | Xij ̸= 0}. Moreover,
without such structural constraints the problem is ill-posed,
because the number of unknowns NP +L in {X,h} exceeds
the NP observations in Y.

All in all, using (3) the diffused source localization task can
be stated as a feasibility problem of the form

find {X,h} s. to Y = Vdiag
(
ΨLh

)
V⊤X, ∥X∥0 ≤ PS,

(4)
where the ℓ0-(pseudo) norm ∥X∥0 := |supp(X)| counts the
non-zero entries in X. In words, we are after the solution to a

ObservedUnobserved

Graph Filter

<latexit sha1_base64="XQ2ixRojU2al9JcHt+TlcUFkGOI=">AAACBHicbVDLSsNAFJ3UV62vqstugkVwVRLxtSy4cVnBPqAtZTK5aYdOJmHmRiwhCzf+ihsXirj1I9z5N07aLrT1wMDhnPua48WCa3Scb6uwsrq2vlHcLG1t7+zulfcPWjpKFIMmi0SkOh7VILiEJnIU0IkV0NAT0PbG17nfvgeleSTvcBJDP6RDyQPOKBppUK70EB5wOidV4GdpL6Q48oK0k2WDctWpOVPYy8SdkyqZozEof/X8iCUhSGSCat11nRj7KVXImYCs1Es0xJSN6RC6hkoagu6n0+WZfWwU3w4iZZ5Ee6r+7khpqPUk9ExlfqJe9HLxP6+bYHDVT7mMEwTJZouCRNgY2Xkits8VMBQTQyhT3NxqsxFVlKHJrWRCcBe/vExapzX3onZ+e1atn83jKJIKOSInxCWXpE5uSIM0CSOP5Jm8kjfryXqx3q2PWWnBmvcckj+wPn8AfI2ZPg==</latexit>

X <latexit sha1_base64="6tI9/QKDmsGHDuWKCyKas0NuLo0=">AAACBXicbVC7SgNBFJ2NrxhfUUstFoNgFXYlPsqAjWUE85AkhNnJ3WTI7IOZu2JYtrHxV2wsFLH1H+z8G2c3W2jigYHDOfc1xwkFV2hZ30ZhaXllda24XtrY3NreKe/utVQQSQZNFohAdhyqQHAfmshRQCeUQD1HQNuZXKV++x6k4oF/i9MQ+h4d+dzljKKWBuXDHsIDZnNiR0SQxD2P4thx47skGZQrVtXKYC4SOycVkqMxKH/1hgGLPPCRCapU17ZC7MdUImcCklIvUhBSNqEj6GrqUw9UP862J+axVoamG0j9fDQz9XdHTD2lpp6jK9MT1byXiv953Qjdy37M/TBC8NlskRsJEwMzjcQccgkMxVQTyiTXt5psTCVlqIMr6RDs+S8vktZp1T6vnt3UKvVaHkeRHJAjckJsckHq5Jo0SJMw8kieySt5M56MF+Pd+JiVFoy8Z5/8gfH5A1P7mbY=</latexit>

Y

<latexit sha1_base64="ituLKQoQOxYY8XqYRtAygnEuH64=">AAACBHicbVDLSsNAFJ3UV62vqstugkVwVRLxtSy4cVnBPqANZTK5aYdOHszciCVk4cZfceNCEbd+hDv/xkmbhbYeGDicc19z3FhwhZb1bZRWVtfWN8qbla3tnd296v5BR0WJZNBmkYhkz6UKBA+hjRwF9GIJNHAFdN3Jde5370EqHoV3OI3BCego5D5nFLU0rNYGCA84m5NK8LJ0EFAcu346zrJhtW41rBnMZWIXpE4KtIbVr4EXsSSAEJmgSvVtK0YnpRI5E5BVBomCmLIJHUFf05AGoJx0tjwzj7XimX4k9QvRnKm/O1IaKDUNXF2Zn6gWvVz8z+sn6F85KQ/jBCFk80V+IkyMzDwR0+MSGIqpJpRJrm812ZhKylDnVtEh2ItfXiad04Z90Ti/Pas3z4o4yqRGjsgJscklaZIb0iJtwsgjeSav5M14Ml6Md+NjXloyip5D8gfG5w+U7ZlO</latexit>

h

ObservedUnobserved

Graph Filter

Observed

<latexit sha1_base64="KEDJb3tIhm0oZUsCbohIoUcEmxo=">AAACFXicbVDLSgMxFM3Ud31VXboZLIILKTNS1GXBjcsKfSjtMGTSOxqaeZDcEUucn3Djr7hxoYhbwZ1/Yzp2oa0XAifn3HtzcoJUcIWO82WV5uYXFpeWV8qra+sbm5Wt7Y5KMsmgzRKRyMuAKhA8hjZyFHCZSqBRIKAbDM/GevcWpOJJ3MJRCl5Er2MeckbRUH7lsI9wh8UeHYgMct2PKN4Eob7KfX1fXBgVupXf57lfqTo1pyh7FrgTUCWTavqVz/4gYVkEMTJBleq5ToqephI5E5CX+5mClLIhvYaegTGNQHm6cJPb+4YZ2GEizYnRLtjfE5pGSo2iwHSOXappbUz+p/UyDE89zeM0Q4jZz0NhJmxM7HFE9oBLYChGBlAmufFqsxsqKUMTZNmE4E5/eRZ0jmruca1+Ua826pM4lsku2SMHxCUnpEHOSZO0CSMP5Im8kFfr0Xq23qz3n9aSNZnZIX/K+vgG7kqhJg==</latexit>

Y|T |
<latexit sha1_base64="2TD4x3qxRyZXOnoh02Ghv9H8o0U=">AAACFXicbVDLSgMxFM34rPU16tLNYBFcSJmR+lgKblxW6AvaUjLpHQ1mHiR3xBLnJ9z4K25cKOJWcOffmE5noa0XAifn3HtzcvxEcIWu+23NzS8sLi2XVsqra+sbm/bWdkvFqWTQZLGIZcenCgSPoIkcBXQSCTT0BbT924ux3r4DqXgcNXCUQD+k1xEPOKNoqIF92EO4x3yP9kUKme6FFG/8QHeygX7IL4wK3cgesmxgV9yqm5czC7wCVEhR9YH91RvGLA0hQiaoUl3PTbCvqUTOBGTlXqogoeyWXkPXwIiGoPo6d5M5+4YZOkEszYnQydnfE5qGSo1C33SOXappbUz+p3VTDM76mkdJihCxyUNBKhyMnXFEzpBLYChGBlAmufHqsBsqKUMTZNmE4E1/eRa0jqreSfX4qlY5rxVxlMgu2SMHxCOn5JxckjppEkYeyTN5JW/Wk/VivVsfk9Y5q5jZIX/K+vwB7QahJg==</latexit>

X|T |

<latexit sha1_base64="ituLKQoQOxYY8XqYRtAygnEuH64=">AAACBHicbVDLSsNAFJ3UV62vqstugkVwVRLxtSy4cVnBPqANZTK5aYdOHszciCVk4cZfceNCEbd+hDv/xkmbhbYeGDicc19z3FhwhZb1bZRWVtfWN8qbla3tnd296v5BR0WJZNBmkYhkz6UKBA+hjRwF9GIJNHAFdN3Jde5370EqHoV3OI3BCego5D5nFLU0rNYGCA84m5NK8LJ0EFAcu346zrJhtW41rBnMZWIXpE4KtIbVr4EXsSSAEJmgSvVtK0YnpRI5E5BVBomCmLIJHUFf05AGoJx0tjwzj7XimX4k9QvRnKm/O1IaKDUNXF2Zn6gWvVz8z+sn6F85KQ/jBCFk80V+IkyMzDwR0+MSGIqpJpRJrm812ZhKylDnVtEh2ItfXiad04Z90Ti/Pas3z4o4yqRGjsgJscklaZIb0iJtwsgjeSav5M14Ml6Md+NjXloyip5D8gfG5w+U7ZlO</latexit>

h

ObservedUnobserved

Graph Filter

Observed

<latexit sha1_base64="KEDJb3tIhm0oZUsCbohIoUcEmxo=">AAACFXicbVDLSgMxFM3Ud31VXboZLIILKTNS1GXBjcsKfSjtMGTSOxqaeZDcEUucn3Djr7hxoYhbwZ1/Yzp2oa0XAifn3HtzcoJUcIWO82WV5uYXFpeWV8qra+sbm5Wt7Y5KMsmgzRKRyMuAKhA8hjZyFHCZSqBRIKAbDM/GevcWpOJJ3MJRCl5Er2MeckbRUH7lsI9wh8UeHYgMct2PKN4Eob7KfX1fXBgVupXf57lfqTo1pyh7FrgTUCWTavqVz/4gYVkEMTJBleq5ToqephI5E5CX+5mClLIhvYaegTGNQHm6cJPb+4YZ2GEizYnRLtjfE5pGSo2iwHSOXappbUz+p/UyDE89zeM0Q4jZz0NhJmxM7HFE9oBLYChGBlAmufFqsxsqKUMTZNmE4E5/eRZ0jmruca1+Ua826pM4lsku2SMHxCUnpEHOSZO0CSMP5Im8kFfr0Xq23qz3n9aSNZnZIX/K+vgG7kqhJg==</latexit>

Y|T |
<latexit sha1_base64="2TD4x3qxRyZXOnoh02Ghv9H8o0U=">AAACFXicbVDLSgMxFM34rPU16tLNYBFcSJmR+lgKblxW6AvaUjLpHQ1mHiR3xBLnJ9z4K25cKOJWcOffmE5noa0XAifn3HtzcvxEcIWu+23NzS8sLi2XVsqra+sbm/bWdkvFqWTQZLGIZcenCgSPoIkcBXQSCTT0BbT924ux3r4DqXgcNXCUQD+k1xEPOKNoqIF92EO4x3yP9kUKme6FFG/8QHeygX7IL4wK3cgesmxgV9yqm5czC7wCVEhR9YH91RvGLA0hQiaoUl3PTbCvqUTOBGTlXqogoeyWXkPXwIiGoPo6d5M5+4YZOkEszYnQydnfE5qGSo1C33SOXappbUz+p3VTDM76mkdJihCxyUNBKhyMnXFEzpBLYChGBlAmufHqsBsqKUMTZNmE4E1/eRa0jqreSfX4qlY5rxVxlMgu2SMHxCOn5JxckjppEkYeyTN5JW/Wk/VivVsfk9Y5q5jZIX/K+vwB7QahJg==</latexit>

X|T |

<latexit sha1_base64="ituLKQoQOxYY8XqYRtAygnEuH64=">AAACBHicbVDLSsNAFJ3UV62vqstugkVwVRLxtSy4cVnBPqANZTK5aYdOHszciCVk4cZfceNCEbd+hDv/xkmbhbYeGDicc19z3FhwhZb1bZRWVtfWN8qbla3tnd296v5BR0WJZNBmkYhkz6UKBA+hjRwF9GIJNHAFdN3Jde5370EqHoV3OI3BCego5D5nFLU0rNYGCA84m5NK8LJ0EFAcu346zrJhtW41rBnMZWIXpE4KtIbVr4EXsSSAEJmgSvVtK0YnpRI5E5BVBomCmLIJHUFf05AGoJx0tjwzj7XimX4k9QvRnKm/O1IaKDUNXF2Zn6gWvVz8z+sn6F85KQ/jBCFk80V+IkyMzDwR0+MSGIqpJpRJrm812ZhKylDnVtEh2ItfXiad04Z90Ti/Pas3z4o4yqRGjsgJscklaZIb0iJtwsgjeSav5M14Ml6Md+NjXloyip5D8gfG5w+U7ZlO</latexit>

h

ObservedUnobserved

Graph Filter

Observed

<latexit sha1_base64="KEDJb3tIhm0oZUsCbohIoUcEmxo=">AAACFXicbVDLSgMxFM3Ud31VXboZLIILKTNS1GXBjcsKfSjtMGTSOxqaeZDcEUucn3Djr7hxoYhbwZ1/Yzp2oa0XAifn3HtzcoJUcIWO82WV5uYXFpeWV8qra+sbm5Wt7Y5KMsmgzRKRyMuAKhA8hjZyFHCZSqBRIKAbDM/GevcWpOJJ3MJRCl5Er2MeckbRUH7lsI9wh8UeHYgMct2PKN4Eob7KfX1fXBgVupXf57lfqTo1pyh7FrgTUCWTavqVz/4gYVkEMTJBleq5ToqephI5E5CX+5mClLIhvYaegTGNQHm6cJPb+4YZ2GEizYnRLtjfE5pGSo2iwHSOXappbUz+p/UyDE89zeM0Q4jZz0NhJmxM7HFE9oBLYChGBlAmufFqsxsqKUMTZNmE4E5/eRZ0jmruca1+Ua826pM4lsku2SMHxCUnpEHOSZO0CSMP5Im8kFfr0Xq23qz3n9aSNZnZIX/K+vgG7kqhJg==</latexit>

Y|T |
<latexit sha1_base64="2TD4x3qxRyZXOnoh02Ghv9H8o0U=">AAACFXicbVDLSgMxFM34rPU16tLNYBFcSJmR+lgKblxW6AvaUjLpHQ1mHiR3xBLnJ9z4K25cKOJWcOffmE5noa0XAifn3HtzcvxEcIWu+23NzS8sLi2XVsqra+sbm/bWdkvFqWTQZLGIZcenCgSPoIkcBXQSCTT0BbT924ux3r4DqXgcNXCUQD+k1xEPOKNoqIF92EO4x3yP9kUKme6FFG/8QHeygX7IL4wK3cgesmxgV9yqm5czC7wCVEhR9YH91RvGLA0hQiaoUl3PTbCvqUTOBGTlXqogoeyWXkPXwIiGoPo6d5M5+4YZOkEszYnQydnfE5qGSo1C33SOXappbUz+p3VTDM76mkdJihCxyUNBKhyMnXFEzpBLYChGBlAmufHqsBsqKUMTZNmE4E1/eRa0jqreSfX4qlY5rxVxlMgu2SMHxCOn5JxckjppEkYeyTN5JW/Wk/VivVsfk9Y5q5jZIX/K+vwB7QahJg==</latexit>

X|T |

<latexit sha1_base64="ituLKQoQOxYY8XqYRtAygnEuH64=">AAACBHicbVDLSsNAFJ3UV62vqstugkVwVRLxtSy4cVnBPqANZTK5aYdOHszciCVk4cZfceNCEbd+hDv/xkmbhbYeGDicc19z3FhwhZb1bZRWVtfWN8qbla3tnd296v5BR0WJZNBmkYhkz6UKBA+hjRwF9GIJNHAFdN3Jde5370EqHoV3OI3BCego5D5nFLU0rNYGCA84m5NK8LJ0EFAcu346zrJhtW41rBnMZWIXpE4KtIbVr4EXsSSAEJmgSvVtK0YnpRI5E5BVBomCmLIJHUFf05AGoJx0tjwzj7XimX4k9QvRnKm/O1IaKDUNXF2Zn6gWvVz8z+sn6F85KQ/jBCFk80V+IkyMzDwR0+MSGIqpJpRJrm812ZhKylDnVtEh2ItfXiad04Z90Ti/Pas3z4o4yqRGjsgJscklaZIb0iJtwsgjeSav5M14Ml6Md+NjXloyip5D8gfG5w+U7ZlO</latexit>

h

ObservedUnobserved

Graph Filter

Observed

<latexit sha1_base64="KEDJb3tIhm0oZUsCbohIoUcEmxo=">AAACFXicbVDLSgMxFM3Ud31VXboZLIILKTNS1GXBjcsKfSjtMGTSOxqaeZDcEUucn3Djr7hxoYhbwZ1/Yzp2oa0XAifn3HtzcoJUcIWO82WV5uYXFpeWV8qra+sbm5Wt7Y5KMsmgzRKRyMuAKhA8hjZyFHCZSqBRIKAbDM/GevcWpOJJ3MJRCl5Er2MeckbRUH7lsI9wh8UeHYgMct2PKN4Eob7KfX1fXBgVupXf57lfqTo1pyh7FrgTUCWTavqVz/4gYVkEMTJBleq5ToqephI5E5CX+5mClLIhvYaegTGNQHm6cJPb+4YZ2GEizYnRLtjfE5pGSo2iwHSOXappbUz+p/UyDE89zeM0Q4jZz0NhJmxM7HFE9oBLYChGBlAmufFqsxsqKUMTZNmE4E5/eRZ0jmruca1+Ua826pM4lsku2SMHxCUnpEHOSZO0CSMP5Im8kFfr0Xq23qz3n9aSNZnZIX/K+vgG7kqhJg==</latexit>

Y|T |
<latexit sha1_base64="2TD4x3qxRyZXOnoh02Ghv9H8o0U=">AAACFXicbVDLSgMxFM34rPU16tLNYBFcSJmR+lgKblxW6AvaUjLpHQ1mHiR3xBLnJ9z4K25cKOJWcOffmE5noa0XAifn3HtzcvxEcIWu+23NzS8sLi2XVsqra+sbm/bWdkvFqWTQZLGIZcenCgSPoIkcBXQSCTT0BbT924ux3r4DqXgcNXCUQD+k1xEPOKNoqIF92EO4x3yP9kUKme6FFG/8QHeygX7IL4wK3cgesmxgV9yqm5czC7wCVEhR9YH91RvGLA0hQiaoUl3PTbCvqUTOBGTlXqogoeyWXkPXwIiGoPo6d5M5+4YZOkEszYnQydnfE5qGSo1C33SOXappbUz+p3VTDM76mkdJihCxyUNBKhyMnXFEzpBLYChGBlAmufHqsBsqKUMTZNmE4E1/eRa0jqreSfX4qlY5rxVxlMgu2SMHxCOn5JxckjppEkYeyTN5JW/Wk/VivVsfk9Y5q5jZIX/K+vwB7QahJg==</latexit>

X|T |

<latexit sha1_base64="ituLKQoQOxYY8XqYRtAygnEuH64=">AAACBHicbVDLSsNAFJ3UV62vqstugkVwVRLxtSy4cVnBPqANZTK5aYdOHszciCVk4cZfceNCEbd+hDv/xkmbhbYeGDicc19z3FhwhZb1bZRWVtfWN8qbla3tnd296v5BR0WJZNBmkYhkz6UKBA+hjRwF9GIJNHAFdN3Jde5370EqHoV3OI3BCego5D5nFLU0rNYGCA84m5NK8LJ0EFAcu346zrJhtW41rBnMZWIXpE4KtIbVr4EXsSSAEJmgSvVtK0YnpRI5E5BVBomCmLIJHUFf05AGoJx0tjwzj7XimX4k9QvRnKm/O1IaKDUNXF2Zn6gWvVz8z+sn6F85KQ/jBCFk80V+IkyMzDwR0+MSGIqpJpRJrm812ZhKylDnVtEh2ItfXiad04Z90Ti/Pas3z4o4yqRGjsgJscklaZIb0iJtwsgjeSav5M14Ml6Md+NjXloyip5D8gfG5w+U7ZlO</latexit>

h

ObservedUnobserved

Graph Filter

Observed

<latexit sha1_base64="KEDJb3tIhm0oZUsCbohIoUcEmxo=">AAACFXicbVDLSgMxFM3Ud31VXboZLIILKTNS1GXBjcsKfSjtMGTSOxqaeZDcEUucn3Djr7hxoYhbwZ1/Yzp2oa0XAifn3HtzcoJUcIWO82WV5uYXFpeWV8qra+sbm5Wt7Y5KMsmgzRKRyMuAKhA8hjZyFHCZSqBRIKAbDM/GevcWpOJJ3MJRCl5Er2MeckbRUH7lsI9wh8UeHYgMct2PKN4Eob7KfX1fXBgVupXf57lfqTo1pyh7FrgTUCWTavqVz/4gYVkEMTJBleq5ToqephI5E5CX+5mClLIhvYaegTGNQHm6cJPb+4YZ2GEizYnRLtjfE5pGSo2iwHSOXappbUz+p/UyDE89zeM0Q4jZz0NhJmxM7HFE9oBLYChGBlAmufFqsxsqKUMTZNmE4E5/eRZ0jmruca1+Ua826pM4lsku2SMHxCUnpEHOSZO0CSMP5Im8kFfr0Xq23qz3n9aSNZnZIX/K+vgG7kqhJg==</latexit>

Y|T |
<latexit sha1_base64="2TD4x3qxRyZXOnoh02Ghv9H8o0U=">AAACFXicbVDLSgMxFM34rPU16tLNYBFcSJmR+lgKblxW6AvaUjLpHQ1mHiR3xBLnJ9z4K25cKOJWcOffmE5noa0XAifn3HtzcvxEcIWu+23NzS8sLi2XVsqra+sbm/bWdkvFqWTQZLGIZcenCgSPoIkcBXQSCTT0BbT924ux3r4DqXgcNXCUQD+k1xEPOKNoqIF92EO4x3yP9kUKme6FFG/8QHeygX7IL4wK3cgesmxgV9yqm5czC7wCVEhR9YH91RvGLA0hQiaoUl3PTbCvqUTOBGTlXqogoeyWXkPXwIiGoPo6d5M5+4YZOkEszYnQydnfE5qGSo1C33SOXappbUz+p3VTDM76mkdJihCxyUNBKhyMnXFEzpBLYChGBlAmufHqsBsqKUMTZNmE4E1/eRa0jqreSfX4qlY5rxVxlMgu2SMHxCOn5JxckjppEkYeyTN5JW/Wk/VivVsfk9Y5q5jZIX/K+vwB7QahJg==</latexit>

X|T |

<latexit sha1_base64="ituLKQoQOxYY8XqYRtAygnEuH64=">AAACBHicbVDLSsNAFJ3UV62vqstugkVwVRLxtSy4cVnBPqANZTK5aYdOHszciCVk4cZfceNCEbd+hDv/xkmbhbYeGDicc19z3FhwhZb1bZRWVtfWN8qbla3tnd296v5BR0WJZNBmkYhkz6UKBA+hjRwF9GIJNHAFdN3Jde5370EqHoV3OI3BCego5D5nFLU0rNYGCA84m5NK8LJ0EFAcu346zrJhtW41rBnMZWIXpE4KtIbVr4EXsSSAEJmgSvVtK0YnpRI5E5BVBomCmLIJHUFf05AGoJx0tjwzj7XimX4k9QvRnKm/O1IaKDUNXF2Zn6gWvVz8z+sn6F85KQ/jBCFk80V+IkyMzDwR0+MSGIqpJpRJrm812ZhKylDnVtEh2ItfXiad04Z90Ti/Pas3z4o4yqRGjsgJscklaZIb0iJtwsgjeSav5M14Ml6Md+NjXloyip5D8gfG5w+U7ZlO</latexit>

h

ObservedUnobserved

Graph Filter

Observed

<latexit sha1_base64="KEDJb3tIhm0oZUsCbohIoUcEmxo=">AAACFXicbVDLSgMxFM3Ud31VXboZLIILKTNS1GXBjcsKfSjtMGTSOxqaeZDcEUucn3Djr7hxoYhbwZ1/Yzp2oa0XAifn3HtzcoJUcIWO82WV5uYXFpeWV8qra+sbm5Wt7Y5KMsmgzRKRyMuAKhA8hjZyFHCZSqBRIKAbDM/GevcWpOJJ3MJRCl5Er2MeckbRUH7lsI9wh8UeHYgMct2PKN4Eob7KfX1fXBgVupXf57lfqTo1pyh7FrgTUCWTavqVz/4gYVkEMTJBleq5ToqephI5E5CX+5mClLIhvYaegTGNQHm6cJPb+4YZ2GEizYnRLtjfE5pGSo2iwHSOXappbUz+p/UyDE89zeM0Q4jZz0NhJmxM7HFE9oBLYChGBlAmufFqsxsqKUMTZNmE4E5/eRZ0jmruca1+Ua826pM4lsku2SMHxCUnpEHOSZO0CSMP5Im8kFfr0Xq23qz3n9aSNZnZIX/K+vgG7kqhJg==</latexit>

Y|T |
<latexit sha1_base64="2TD4x3qxRyZXOnoh02Ghv9H8o0U=">AAACFXicbVDLSgMxFM34rPU16tLNYBFcSJmR+lgKblxW6AvaUjLpHQ1mHiR3xBLnJ9z4K25cKOJWcOffmE5noa0XAifn3HtzcvxEcIWu+23NzS8sLi2XVsqra+sbm/bWdkvFqWTQZLGIZcenCgSPoIkcBXQSCTT0BbT924ux3r4DqXgcNXCUQD+k1xEPOKNoqIF92EO4x3yP9kUKme6FFG/8QHeygX7IL4wK3cgesmxgV9yqm5czC7wCVEhR9YH91RvGLA0hQiaoUl3PTbCvqUTOBGTlXqogoeyWXkPXwIiGoPo6d5M5+4YZOkEszYnQydnfE5qGSo1C33SOXappbUz+p3VTDM76mkdJihCxyUNBKhyMnXFEzpBLYChGBlAmufHqsBsqKUMTZNmE4E1/eRa0jqreSfX4qlY5rxVxlMgu2SMHxCOn5JxckjppEkYeyTN5JW/Wk/VivVsfk9Y5q5jZIX/K+vwB7QahJg==</latexit>

X|T |

<latexit sha1_base64="ituLKQoQOxYY8XqYRtAygnEuH64=">AAACBHicbVDLSsNAFJ3UV62vqstugkVwVRLxtSy4cVnBPqANZTK5aYdOHszciCVk4cZfceNCEbd+hDv/xkmbhbYeGDicc19z3FhwhZb1bZRWVtfWN8qbla3tnd296v5BR0WJZNBmkYhkz6UKBA+hjRwF9GIJNHAFdN3Jde5370EqHoV3OI3BCego5D5nFLU0rNYGCA84m5NK8LJ0EFAcu346zrJhtW41rBnMZWIXpE4KtIbVr4EXsSSAEJmgSvVtK0YnpRI5E5BVBomCmLIJHUFf05AGoJx0tjwzj7XimX4k9QvRnKm/O1IaKDUNXF2Zn6gWvVz8z+sn6F85KQ/jBCFk80V+IkyMzDwR0+MSGIqpJpRJrm812ZhKylDnVtEh2ItfXiad04Z90Ti/Pas3z4o4yqRGjsgJscklaZIb0iJtwsgjeSav5M14Ml6Md+NjXloyip5D8gfG5w+U7ZlO</latexit>

h

Fig. 1. (top) Model-based source localization on graphs as a blind deconvo-
lution task. Given P graph signals in Y modeled as the output of a diffusion
graph filter, the goal is to recover the filter coefficients h, and the input
signals X that are assumed to be sparse. Blue panels indicate what is given
and red panels represent unobserved quantities. (bottom) When formulated as
a supervised learning problem, we rely on a training set T := {Xi,Yi}

|T |
i=1

to learn the parameters Θ of the model X̂ = Φ(Y;Θ). During training,
what is observed and what is not differs from the model-based setting – and
the latter is what we encounter during testing or inference.

system of bilinear equations subject to a sparsity constraint in
X; a hard problem due to the non-convex ℓ0-norm as well as
the bilinear constraints. To deal with the latter, similar to [37],
[44] we will henceforth assume that the filter H is invertible.
Source localization as a supervised learning problem.
Suppose that X is drawn from some distribution of sparse
matrices, say the Bernoulli-Gaussian model for which one can
establish (4) is identifiable [44, Remark 1]. Likewise, suppose
the filter taps h are drawn from a distribution such that H
is invertible with high probability. Then given independent
training samples T := {Xi,Yi}|T |

i=1 adhering to (1), our goal
in this paper is to learn a judicious parametric mapping that
predicts X̂ = Φ(Y;Θ) by minimizing a loss function

L(Θ) :=
1

|T |
∑

i∈T
ℓ(Xi,Φ(Yi;Θ)), (5)

where Θ are learnable parameters; see Fig. 1 (bottom) for
a schematic depiction of the training setting. Depending on
the application, a training set may be available from historical
data, or for instance it may be generated using a simulator of
the diffusion process. Alternatively, given observations Yi one
can obtain source labels Xi by solving a convex optimization
problem as discussed in the ensuing section; see also [33],
[44]. This way, the perspective is to learn to approximate the
minimizers of a relaxation to (4). While admittedly the data-
generation and training phases can be time consuming, they
are offline and need to be performed once. In turn, the upshot
is a fast method during testing or inference.

We will design the deep network Φ(·;Θ) in Section IV,
using iterations of a model-based solution we develop in
Section III as a layer by layer blueprint. The particular choice
of the loss ℓ will be discussed in Section V. While not made
explicit in our notation, Φ(·;Θ) makes internal predictions of
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the diffusion filter from which X̂ is obtained at the output.

III. MODEL-BASED SOURCE LOCALIZATION ON GRAPHS

Here we review the model-based solution to the blind
deconvolution problem proposed in [42], [44], which relies
on a convex relaxation of (4) when the diffusion filter is
invertible. Then we develop novel ADMM iterations to solve
said relaxation, which we unroll in Section IV to obtain the
SLoG-Net model that we train using data by minimizing (5).

A. Convex relaxation for invertible graph filters

Conditions for the invertibility of a graph filter can be
readily obtained in the graph spectral domain. Indeed, the
filter’s frequency response h̃i should not vanish at any of
the discrete frequencies λi, i = 1, . . . , N, otherwise the input
information in the nulled frequency modes is lost; see (3).

Assumption 2 (Filter invertibility) The graph filter H =
Vdiag(h̃)V⊤ is invertible, meaning h̃i =

∑L−1
l=0 hlλ

l
i ̸= 0,

for all i = 1, . . . , N .

Under Assumption 2, one can show that the inverse operator
G := H−1 is also a polynomial graph filter on G, of degree at
most N−1 [31, Theorem 4]. To be more specific, let g ∈ RN

be the vector of inverse-filter coefficients, i.e., H−1 := G =∑N−1
l=0 glS

l. Then one can equivalently rewrite the forward
model Y = HX for the observations as

X = GY = Vdiag(g̃)V⊤Y, (6)

where g̃ := ΨNg ∈ RN is the inverse filter’s frequency
response and ΨN ∈ RN×N is Vandermonde. Naturally,
G = H−1 implies the condition g̃ ◦ h̃ = 1N on the frequency
responses. Leveraging (6), one can recast (4) as a linear
inverse problem

min
{X,g̃}

∥X∥0, s. to X = Vdiag(g̃)V⊤Y, X ̸= 0. (7)

The ℓ0 norm in (7) makes the problem NP-hard to optimize.
Over the last decade or so, convex-relaxation approaches to
tackle sparsity-minimization problems have enjoyed remark-
able success, since they often entail no loss of optimality; see
also Remark 1. Accordingly, we instead: (i) seek to minimize
the ℓ1-norm convex surrogate of the cardinality function, that
is ∥X∥1,1 =

∑
i,j |Xij |; and (ii) express the filter in the graph

spectral domain as in (6) to obtain the cost function

∥X∥1,1 = ∥GY∥1,1
= ∥Vdiag(g̃)V⊤Y∥1,1
= ∥(Y⊤V ⊙V)g̃∥1.

In arriving at the last equality we used that ∥X∥1,1 =
∥vec[X]∥1 and invoked properties of the vectorization oper-
ator. This suggests solving the convex ℓ1-synthesis problem
(in this case a linear program), e.g., [45], namely

̂̃g = argmin
g̃∈RN

∥(Y⊤V ⊙V)g̃∥1, s. to 1⊤
N g̃ = 1. (8)

While the linear constraint in (8) avoids the trivial solution
̂̃g = 0, it also serves to fix the (arbitrary) scale of the estimated

filter. Once the frequency response ̂̃g of the inverse filter is
recovered, the sources can be reconstructed via vec[X̂] =
(Y⊤V ⊙ V)̂̃g. Because S and L are known, one can also
recover the filter H, if so desired.

Remark 1 (Recovery and stability guarantees) Sufficient
conditions were derived in [42], under which (8) succeeds
in exactly recovering the true inverse filter response with
high probability. This result holds for Bernoulli-Gaussian
distributed X [20], [37]. Stability to additive noise corrupting
the observations Y [42], or, perturbations in the graph-shift
operator eigenbasis V [41], has also been established.

All in all, under Assumption 2 one can readily use e.g., an
off-the-shelf interior-point method to solve (8) efficiently [42],
[44]. Next, we propose a specialized sparsity-minimization
algorithm that exploits the problem’s unique structure.

B. ADMM algorithm
Problem (8) can be solved using the ADMM. Let x =

vec[X] ∈ RNP and denote Z := Y⊤V⊙V ∈ RNP×N . Using
variable splitting, problem (8) can be equivalently written as

min
{x,g̃}

∥x∥1, s. to Zg̃ − x = 0NP , 1⊤
N g̃ = c, (9)

where c = 1, but we will henceforth treat it as a generic
nonzero constant in case we want to adjust the scale of g̃.
Associating dual variables λ ∈ RNP and µ ∈ R to the equality
constraints in (9), the augmented Lagrangian function becomes

Lρ(x, g̃,λ, µ) = ∥x∥1 +
ρλ
2
∥Zg̃ − x+ λ/ρλ∥22

+
ρµ
2
(1⊤

N g̃ − c+ µ/ρµ)
2, (10)

after completing the squares, where ρλ and ρµ are non-
negative penalty coefficients. Letting Γ := ρλZ

⊤Z+ρµ1N1⊤
N

for notational convenience, then the ADMM [4], [5] updates
are given by (k = 0, 1, 2, . . . will henceforth denote iterations)

g̃[k + 1] = Γ−1
[
Z⊤(ρλx[k]− λ[k]) + (ρµc− µ[k])1N

]
,

(11)
x[k + 1] = Sρ−1

λ
(Zg̃[k + 1] + λ[k]/ρλ), (12)

λ[k + 1] = λ[k] + ρλ(Zg̃[k + 1]− x[k + 1]), (13)

µ[k + 1] = µ[k] + ρµ(1
⊤
N g̃[k + 1]− c). (14)

For completeness, (11)-(14) are derived in Appendix A. The
soft-thresholding operator Sρ−1

λ
(·) = sign(·)max(| · |−ρ−1

λ , 0)
in (12) acts component-wise on the entries of its vector
argument. The initialization {x[0],λ[0], µ[0]} can be arbitrary,
and we typically let the initial conditions be equal to zero.

Different from the solvers in [29], [33], the provably con-
vergent ADMM updates are free of expensive singular-value
decompositions per iteration. The inversion of the N × N
matrix Γ is done once, offline, and Γ−1Z⊤, Γ−11N are cached
to run the iterations. Even more, we show in Appendix B that
the matrix ZZ⊤ is diagonal. Thus, Γ is a rank-one correction
of a diagonal matrix, which can be computed efficiently using
the matrix inversion lemma; see Appendix C for the details
and associated computational complexity analysis.

In the next section, we unroll the ADMM iterations (11)-
(14) to arrive at the trainable parametric model Φ(Y;Θ).
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IV. SOURCE LOCALIZATION VIA ALGORITHM UNROLLING

The algorithm unrolling (or deep unfolding) principle was
pioneered in [13] for the problem of sparse coding natural
images using overparameterized dictionaries. The technical
approach in [13] was to truncate and map iterations of the
iterative shrinkage-thresholding algorithm (ISTA) [2] to layers
in a deep network that can be trained from data. Learnable
weights are often optimization step-sizes, regularization and
penalty parameters, or other matrices when additional expres-
sive power is needed. One of the greatest DL challenges has
been architectural search, and unrolling offers a principled
approach to model design by using tested algorithms as archi-
tectural templates. The perspective is to learn to approximate
solutions with substantial computational savings during infer-
ence, relative to the optimization algorithm. While the former
process entails a forward pass through a feedforward neural
network (NN) with few layers, the latter could entail running
hundreds (pr thousands) of iterations until convergence.

Beyond parsimonious signal modeling, there has been a
surge in popularity of unrolled deep networks for a wide
variety of applications in signal and image processing; see
e.g., [23] for a recent review. Most relevant to our approach
is the unrolling of ADMM iterations for undersampled im-
age reconstruction [40], and recent advances to learn from
graph data [6], [24], [28], [34], [38], [39]. However, none
of these works has dealt with the source localization task
over networks, and in particular via the blind deconvolution
formulation in Section III (which has broader applicability;
see Section I).

A. SLoG-Net: ADMM as architectural blueprint

We construct the SLoG-Net architecture by unrolling the
ADMM iterations (11)-(14) into a DL model. To this end, we
map individual primal and dual variable updates as sub-layers
within a layer; see Fig. 2 for a schematic depiction of this
process. We then compose a prescribed number K of layers to
constitute the parametric mapping Φ(Y;Θ). ADMM penalty
coefficients {ρλ, ρµ} will be treated as learnable parameters
in Θ. Observations Y are inputs to the NN. Just like in the
model-based approach in Section III, the architecture leverages
graph structure information through the eigenvectors V. The
K-th layer output is used to form the source predictions X̂.
Architectural refinements. In designing SLoG-Net’s sub-
layers, we will deviate slightly from a strict ADMM unrolling
of (11)-(14) in order to enhance overall predictive perfor-
mance. For instance, in each sub-layer we introduce several ad-
ditional parameters to increase the model’s expressive power.

In the original formulation (8), we included the linear
constraint 1⊤g̃ = 1 as a simple mechanism to prevent an
undesirable all-zero solution and fix the (otherwise arbitrary)
scale of the solution. However, this rigid constraint might limit
the method’s recovery potential in some cases. In addition,
the scale fixing parameter c = 1 is no longer needed in
the supervised learning setting dealt with here. Scale infor-
mation will be implicitly conveyed through examples T :=

{Xi,Yi}|T |
i=1, and can thus be learned during training. These

considerations motivate replacing the constraint 1⊤g̃ = c in

(9) with M⊤g̃ = m, where M ∈ RN×d and m ∈ Rd

are learnable parameters. The associated modifications to the
ADMM algorithm in Section III-B are straightforward, and we
will not spell them out here in the interest of brevity.

We will also forgo the parameter sharing constraint im-
posed by the unrolled ADMM iterations. This is standard
practice [23], and we have experimentally found that a model
with different parameters per layer performs better and leads
to more stable training. We would be remiss by not mentioning
there is a tradeoff, since a NN with coupled parameters offers
the flexibility to train with Ktrain layers and then perform
inference over a deeper architecture with Ktest > Ktrain layers.
We leave this exploration as future work. Next, we describe
the design of each sub-layer in detail.
Filter sub-layer. This sub-layer Gk refines the inverse filter
coefficient estimate g̃[k + 1] at layer k, based on the source
estimates x[k] and the dual variables {λ[k],µ[k]} from the
previous layer. We mimic the g̃ update in (11), and introduce
some minor tweaks. To avoid problems with the inversion
of Γ in the eventuality ρλ = ρµ = 0 during training, we
opt for the reparameterization ρ1 := 1/ρλ, ρ2 := ρµ/ρλ and
impose non-negativity constraints on both parameters. More-
over, we consider decoupled parameters Θ

(k)
G :=

{
ρ
(k)
1 , ρ

(k)
2

}

across layers k = 1, . . . ,K, to increase the network capacity.
Finally, the constraint’s constant vector 1N and the scale-
normalization constant c are replaced by learnable parameters{
M(k),m(k)

}K

k=1
, thus obtaining [cf. (11)]

g̃[k + 1] =
(
Z⊤Z+ ρ

(k)
2 M(k)M(k)⊤

)−1 [
Z⊤

(
x[k]

−ρ(k)1 λ[k]
)
+M(k)

(
ρ
(k)
2 m(k) − ρ

(k)
1 µ[k]

)]

:= Gk
(
x[k],λ[k],µ[k];Θ

(k)
G ,M(k),m(k)

)
, (15)

where ρ
(k)
1 , ρ

(k)
2 ≥ 0, for k = 1, . . . ,K.

Recall that Z := Y⊤V⊙V, so every time a new data mini-
batch Y is to be processed one needs to (re)invert matrices
Γ(k); see Appendices C and D for a computationally-efficient
implementation, especially when d = 1.
Sources sub-layer. Here we update the source estimates x[k]
based on g̃[k+1] in (15) and the multiplier λ[k]. The sub-layer
Xk imitates (13), but instead of a single tunable parameter ρλ
we introduce learnable combination weights

{
α
(k)
1 , α

(k)
2

}K

k=1

and thresholds
{
τ (k)

}K

k=1
; all collected in Θ

(k)
X , for each sub-

layer k = 1, . . . ,K. We propose [cf. (12)]

x[k + 1] = Sτ(k)

(
α
(k)
1 Zg̃[k + 1] + α

(k)
2 λ[k]

)

:= Xk

(
g̃[k + 1],λ[k];Θ

(k)
X

)
, (16)

where the sparsifying thresholds are naturally constrained as
τ (k) ≥ 0, for k = 1, . . . ,K. Notice how (16) implements a
simple linear filter on the sub-layer inputs {g̃[k + 1],λ[k1]},
followed by a point-wise nonlinear activation, which is remi-
niscent of vanilla NN layers.
Multipliers sub-layer. In this simple linear sub-layerMk, we
perform parallel updates of the Lagrange multipliers {λ[k +
1],µ[k+1]} by combining {λ[k],µ[k]} from layer k− 1 and
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Filter sub-layer

Algorithm 1 ADMM for Source Localization on Graphs

Require : ωω, ωµ,M,m
Initialize : {x[0],ω[0], µ[0]} at random
for k = 1, 2, ... do

g̃[k + 1]→ !→1
[
Z↑(ωωx[k]↑ ω[k]) + M(ωµm↑ µ[k])

]

x[k + 1]→ Sε→1
ω

(Zg̃[k + 1] + ω[k]/ωω)

ω[k + 1]→ ω[k] + ωω(Zg̃[k + 1]↑ x[k + 1])
µ[k + 1]→ µ[k] + ωµ(M↑g̃[k + 1]↑m)

end for
return {g̃[k + 1],x[k + 1]}

Algorithm 2 The Inverse of the Compensate Net

Require : !c,Y, Kite(number of iterations)
Initialize : Y↓(0) = Y
for k = 1, 1, 2, ..., Kite do

Y↓(k) → 2Y ↑ !c(Y
↓(k→1))

end for
return Y↓(Kite)

1

<latexit sha1_base64="e6UiThSN76vzQUEceXJG1teR99w=">AAAB8nicbVBNS8NAEN3Ur1q/qh69LBbBU0mkqMeiF48V7AekoWw2m3bpZjfsTsQS+jO8eFDEq7/Gm//GbZuDtj4YeLw3w8y8MBXcgOt+O6W19Y3NrfJ2ZWd3b/+genjUMSrTlLWpEkr3QmKY4JK1gYNgvVQzkoSCdcPx7czvPjJtuJIPMElZkJCh5DGnBKzk90Mlovxp6o+DQbXm1t058CrxClJDBVqD6lc/UjRLmAQqiDG+56YQ5EQDp4JNK/3MsJTQMRky31JJEmaCfH7yFJ9ZJcKx0rYk4Ln6eyIniTGTJLSdCYGRWfZm4n+en0F8HeRcphkwSReL4kxgUHj2P464ZhTExBJCNbe3YjoimlCwKVVsCN7yy6ukc1H3LuuN+0ateVPEUUYn6BSdIw9doSa6Qy3URhQp9Ixe0ZsDzovz7nwsWktOMXOM/sD5/AGl7pGB</latexit>

x[k]

<latexit sha1_base64="wuBZhYuVm1EoXlyP38z56Hsy3Sc=">AAAB73icbVBNSwMxEJ2tX7V+VT16CRbBU9mVUj0WvXisYD+wXUo2m21Ds8maZIWy9E948aCIV/+ON/+NabsHbX0w8Hhvhpl5QcKZNq777RTW1jc2t4rbpZ3dvf2D8uFRW8tUEdoikkvVDbCmnAnaMsxw2k0UxXHAaScY38z8zhNVmklxbyYJ9WM8FCxiBBsrdfuB5GH2MB2UK27VnQOtEi8nFcjRHJS/+qEkaUyFIRxr3fPcxPgZVoYRTqelfqppgskYD2nPUoFjqv1sfu8UnVklRJFUtoRBc/X3RIZjrSdxYDtjbEZ62ZuJ/3m91ERXfsZEkhoqyGJRlHJkJJo9j0KmKDF8YgkmitlbERlhhYmxEZVsCN7yy6ukfVH16tXaXa3SuM7jKMIJnMI5eHAJDbiFJrSAAIdneIU359F5cd6dj0VrwclnjuEPnM8fROqQIg==</latexit>

Z

<latexit sha1_base64="PrF3BungITjMsGKUIjQEdX7QHSc=">AAAB/nicbVDLSsNAFJ3UV62vqLhyM1gEQSiJFHVZdOOygn1AEspkMmmHTmbCzEQoIeCvuHGhiFu/w51/47TNQlsPXDiccy/33hOmjCrtON9WZWV1bX2julnb2t7Z3bP3D7pKZBKTDhZMyH6IFGGUk46mmpF+KglKQkZ64fh26vceiVRU8Ac9SUmQoCGnMcVIG2lgH/mhYFHua8oikg+Lwhufu8HArjsNZwa4TNyS1EGJ9sD+8iOBs4RwjRlSynOdVAc5kppiRoqanymSIjxGQ+IZylFCVJDPzi/gqVEiGAtpims4U39P5ChRapKEpjNBeqQWvan4n+dlOr4OcsrTTBOO54vijEEt4DQLGFFJsGYTQxCW1NwK8QhJhLVJrGZCcBdfXibdi4Z72WjeN+utmzKOKjgGJ+AMuOAKtMAdaIMOwCAHz+AVvFlP1ov1bn3MWytWOXMI/sD6/AFoiJXH</latexit>

g̃[k + 1]

<latexit sha1_base64="4mT2qlajR/FmdzlwVVN3VqESH4k=">AAAB9HicbVDLSgMxFL1TX7W+qi7dBIvgqsxIUZdFF7qsYB/QDiWTZtrQTDImmUIZ+h1uXCji1o9x59+YaWehrQcCh3Pu5Z6cIOZMG9f9dgpr6xubW8Xt0s7u3v5B+fCopWWiCG0SyaXqBFhTzgRtGmY47cSK4ijgtB2MbzO/PaFKMykezTSmfoSHgoWMYGMlvxdhMyKYp3ez/rhfrrhVdw60SrycVCBHo1/+6g0kSSIqDOFY667nxsZPsTKMcDor9RJNY0zGeEi7lgocUe2n89AzdGaVAQqlsk8YNFd/b6Q40noaBXYyC6mXvUz8z+smJrz2UybixFBBFofChCMjUdYAGjBFieFTSzBRzGZFZIQVJsb2VLIleMtfXiWti6p3Wa091Cr1m7yOIpzAKZyDB1dQh3toQBMIPMEzvMKbM3FenHfnYzFacPKdY/gD5/MHAduSRA==</latexit>Gk

<latexit sha1_base64="x9Bxn/hQHd5HRCPbqwobQ0RDz3I=">AAACCHicbVDLSsNAFJ34rPUVdenCYBHaTUmkqMuiG5cV7QOaGCbTSTt08mDmRighSzf+ihsXirj1E9z5N07aLLT1wIXDOfdy7z1ezJkE0/zWlpZXVtfWSxvlza3tnV19b78jo0QQ2iYRj0TPw5JyFtI2MOC0FwuKA4/Trje+yv3uAxWSReEdTGLqBHgYMp8RDEpy9SM7wDAimKe3mZvagJP7tDquZVnVJoMIaq5eMevmFMYisQpSQQVarv5lDyKSBDQEwrGUfcuMwUmxAEY4zcp2ImmMyRgPaV/REAdUOun0kcw4UcrA8COhKgRjqv6eSHEg5STwVGd+tpz3cvE/r5+Af+GkLIwToCGZLfITbkBk5KkYAyYoAT5RBBPB1K0GGWGBCajsyioEa/7lRdI5rVtn9cZNo9K8LOIooUN0jKrIQueoia5RC7URQY/oGb2iN+1Je9HetY9Z65JWzBygP9A+fwDHwpnR</latexit>S⌧ (k)(·)

Sources sub-layer
<latexit sha1_base64="PrF3BungITjMsGKUIjQEdX7QHSc=">AAAB/nicbVDLSsNAFJ3UV62vqLhyM1gEQSiJFHVZdOOygn1AEspkMmmHTmbCzEQoIeCvuHGhiFu/w51/47TNQlsPXDiccy/33hOmjCrtON9WZWV1bX2julnb2t7Z3bP3D7pKZBKTDhZMyH6IFGGUk46mmpF+KglKQkZ64fh26vceiVRU8Ac9SUmQoCGnMcVIG2lgH/mhYFHua8oikg+Lwhufu8HArjsNZwa4TNyS1EGJ9sD+8iOBs4RwjRlSynOdVAc5kppiRoqanymSIjxGQ+IZylFCVJDPzi/gqVEiGAtpims4U39P5ChRapKEpjNBeqQWvan4n+dlOr4OcsrTTBOO54vijEEt4DQLGFFJsGYTQxCW1NwK8QhJhLVJrGZCcBdfXibdi4Z72WjeN+utmzKOKjgGJ+AMuOAKtMAdaIMOwCAHz+AVvFlP1ov1bn3MWytWOXMI/sD6/AFoiJXH</latexit>

g̃[k + 1] <latexit sha1_base64="pQwRBrxOClZ5OU2/8oRwMQ8cnWE=">AAAB9HicbVBNSwMxEJ31s9avqkcvwSIIQtmVoh6LXjxWsB/QLiWbzbah2WRNssWy9Hd48aCIV3+MN/+NabsHbX0w8Hhvhpl5QcKZNq777aysrq1vbBa2its7u3v7pYPDppapIrRBJJeqHWBNORO0YZjhtJ0oiuOA01YwvJ36rRFVmknxYMYJ9WPcFyxiBBsr+d1A8jB7mnSG557fK5XdijsDWiZeTsqQo94rfXVDSdKYCkM41rrjuYnxM6wMI5xOit1U0wSTIe7TjqUCx1T72ezoCTq1SogiqWwJg2bq74kMx1qP48B2xtgM9KI3Ff/zOqmJrv2MiSQ1VJD5oijlyEg0TQCFTFFi+NgSTBSztyIywAoTY3Mq2hC8xZeXSfOi4l1WqvfVcu0mj6MAx3ACZ+DBFdTgDurQAAKP8Ayv8OaMnBfn3fmYt644+cwR/IHz+QOETJHx</latexit>

x[k + 1]

<latexit sha1_base64="wuBZhYuVm1EoXlyP38z56Hsy3Sc=">AAAB73icbVBNSwMxEJ2tX7V+VT16CRbBU9mVUj0WvXisYD+wXUo2m21Ds8maZIWy9E948aCIV/+ON/+NabsHbX0w8Hhvhpl5QcKZNq777RTW1jc2t4rbpZ3dvf2D8uFRW8tUEdoikkvVDbCmnAnaMsxw2k0UxXHAaScY38z8zhNVmklxbyYJ9WM8FCxiBBsrdfuB5GH2MB2UK27VnQOtEi8nFcjRHJS/+qEkaUyFIRxr3fPcxPgZVoYRTqelfqppgskYD2nPUoFjqv1sfu8UnVklRJFUtoRBc/X3RIZjrSdxYDtjbEZ62ZuJ/3m91ERXfsZEkhoqyGJRlHJkJJo9j0KmKDF8YgkmitlbERlhhYmxEZVsCN7yy6ukfVH16tXaXa3SuM7jKMIJnMI5eHAJDbiFJrSAAIdneIU359F5cd6dj0VrwclnjuEPnM8fROqQIg==</latexit>

Z

<latexit sha1_base64="RZujbCKxewc2dYSJp+qsTNg4R/o=">AAAB9HicbVDLSgMxFL1TX7W+qi7dBIvgqsyIqMuiG5cV7APaoWTStA3NZMbkTqEM/Q43LhRx68e482/MtLPQ1gOBwzn3ck9OEEth0HW/ncLa+sbmVnG7tLO7t39QPjxqmijRjDdYJCPdDqjhUijeQIGSt2PNaRhI3grGd5nfmnBtRKQecRpzP6RDJQaCUbSS3w0pjhiVaXvWG/fKFbfqzkFWiZeTCuSo98pf3X7EkpArZJIa0/HcGP2UahRM8lmpmxgeUzamQ96xVNGQGz+dh56RM6v0ySDS9ikkc/X3RkpDY6ZhYCezkGbZy8T/vE6Cgxs/FSpOkCu2ODRIJMGIZA2QvtCcoZxaQpkWNithI6opQ9tTyZbgLX95lTQvqt5V9fLhslK7zesowgmcwjl4cA01uIc6NIDBEzzDK7w5E+fFeXc+FqMFJ985hj9wPn8AG9KSVQ==</latexit>Xk

<latexit sha1_base64="PrF3BungITjMsGKUIjQEdX7QHSc=">AAAB/nicbVDLSsNAFJ3UV62vqLhyM1gEQSiJFHVZdOOygn1AEspkMmmHTmbCzEQoIeCvuHGhiFu/w51/47TNQlsPXDiccy/33hOmjCrtON9WZWV1bX2julnb2t7Z3bP3D7pKZBKTDhZMyH6IFGGUk46mmpF+KglKQkZ64fh26vceiVRU8Ac9SUmQoCGnMcVIG2lgH/mhYFHua8oikg+Lwhufu8HArjsNZwa4TNyS1EGJ9sD+8iOBs4RwjRlSynOdVAc5kppiRoqanymSIjxGQ+IZylFCVJDPzi/gqVEiGAtpims4U39P5ChRapKEpjNBeqQWvan4n+dlOr4OcsrTTBOO54vijEEt4DQLGFFJsGYTQxCW1NwK8QhJhLVJrGZCcBdfXibdi4Z72WjeN+utmzKOKjgGJ+AMuOAKtMAdaIMOwCAHz+AVvFlP1ov1bn3MWytWOXMI/sD6/AFoiJXH</latexit>

g̃[k + 1]

Multipliers sub-layer

<latexit sha1_base64="wuBZhYuVm1EoXlyP38z56Hsy3Sc=">AAAB73icbVBNSwMxEJ2tX7V+VT16CRbBU9mVUj0WvXisYD+wXUo2m21Ds8maZIWy9E948aCIV/+ON/+NabsHbX0w8Hhvhpl5QcKZNq777RTW1jc2t4rbpZ3dvf2D8uFRW8tUEdoikkvVDbCmnAnaMsxw2k0UxXHAaScY38z8zhNVmklxbyYJ9WM8FCxiBBsrdfuB5GH2MB2UK27VnQOtEi8nFcjRHJS/+qEkaUyFIRxr3fPcxPgZVoYRTqelfqppgskYD2nPUoFjqv1sfu8UnVklRJFUtoRBc/X3RIZjrSdxYDtjbEZ62ZuJ/3m91ERXfsZEkhoqyGJRlHJkJJo9j0KmKDF8YgkmitlbERlhhYmxEZVsCN7yy6ukfVH16tXaXa3SuM7jKMIJnMI5eHAJDbiFJrSAAIdneIU359F5cd6dj0VrwclnjuEPnM8fROqQIg==</latexit>

Z
<latexit sha1_base64="pQwRBrxOClZ5OU2/8oRwMQ8cnWE=">AAAB9HicbVBNSwMxEJ31s9avqkcvwSIIQtmVoh6LXjxWsB/QLiWbzbah2WRNssWy9Hd48aCIV3+MN/+NabsHbX0w8Hhvhpl5QcKZNq777aysrq1vbBa2its7u3v7pYPDppapIrRBJJeqHWBNORO0YZjhtJ0oiuOA01YwvJ36rRFVmknxYMYJ9WPcFyxiBBsr+d1A8jB7mnSG557fK5XdijsDWiZeTsqQo94rfXVDSdKYCkM41rrjuYnxM6wMI5xOit1U0wSTIe7TjqUCx1T72ezoCTq1SogiqWwJg2bq74kMx1qP48B2xtgM9KI3Ff/zOqmJrv2MiSQ1VJD5oijlyEg0TQCFTFFi+NgSTBSztyIywAoTY3Mq2hC8xZeXSfOi4l1WqvfVcu0mj6MAx3ACZ+DBFdTgDurQAAKP8Ayv8OaMnBfn3fmYt644+cwR/IHz+QOETJHx</latexit>

x[k + 1]

<latexit sha1_base64="D8AHZeTZAjombAuNBXTnrUnsIy8=">AAAB9HicbVDLSgMxFL1TX7W+qi7dBIvgqsxIUZdFN26ECvYB7VAyaaYNzSRjkimUod/hxoUibv0Yd/6NmXYW2nogcDjnXu7JCWLOtHHdb6ewtr6xuVXcLu3s7u0flA+PWlomitAmkVyqToA15UzQpmGG006sKI4CTtvB+Dbz2xOqNJPi0Uxj6kd4KFjICDZW8nsRNiOCeXo/64/75YpbdedAq8TLSQVyNPrlr95AkiSiwhCOte56bmz8FCvDCKezUi/RNMZkjIe0a6nAEdV+Og89Q2dWGaBQKvuEQXP190aKI62nUWAns5B62cvE/7xuYsJrP2UiTgwVZHEoTDgyEmUNoAFTlBg+tQQTxWxWREZYYWJsTyVbgrf85VXSuqh6l9XaQ61Sv8nrKMIJnMI5eHAFdbiDBjSBwBM8wyu8ORPnxXl3PhajBSffOYY/cD5/AAsFkko=</latexit>Mk

<latexit sha1_base64="PrF3BungITjMsGKUIjQEdX7QHSc=">AAAB/nicbVDLSsNAFJ3UV62vqLhyM1gEQSiJFHVZdOOygn1AEspkMmmHTmbCzEQoIeCvuHGhiFu/w51/47TNQlsPXDiccy/33hOmjCrtON9WZWV1bX2julnb2t7Z3bP3D7pKZBKTDhZMyH6IFGGUk46mmpF+KglKQkZ64fh26vceiVRU8Ac9SUmQoCGnMcVIG2lgH/mhYFHua8oikg+Lwhufu8HArjsNZwa4TNyS1EGJ9sD+8iOBs4RwjRlSynOdVAc5kppiRoqanymSIjxGQ+IZylFCVJDPzi/gqVEiGAtpims4U39P5ChRapKEpjNBeqQWvan4n+dlOr4OcsrTTBOO54vijEEt4DQLGFFJsGYTQxCW1NwK8QhJhLVJrGZCcBdfXibdi4Z72WjeN+utmzKOKjgGJ+AMuOAKtMAdaIMOwCAHz+AVvFlP1ov1bn3MWytWOXMI/sD6/AFoiJXH</latexit>

g̃[k + 1]
<latexit sha1_base64="e6UiThSN76vzQUEceXJG1teR99w=">AAAB8nicbVBNS8NAEN3Ur1q/qh69LBbBU0mkqMeiF48V7AekoWw2m3bpZjfsTsQS+jO8eFDEq7/Gm//GbZuDtj4YeLw3w8y8MBXcgOt+O6W19Y3NrfJ2ZWd3b/+genjUMSrTlLWpEkr3QmKY4JK1gYNgvVQzkoSCdcPx7czvPjJtuJIPMElZkJCh5DGnBKzk90Mlovxp6o+DQbXm1t058CrxClJDBVqD6lc/UjRLmAQqiDG+56YQ5EQDp4JNK/3MsJTQMRky31JJEmaCfH7yFJ9ZJcKx0rYk4Ln6eyIniTGTJLSdCYGRWfZm4n+en0F8HeRcphkwSReL4kxgUHj2P464ZhTExBJCNbe3YjoimlCwKVVsCN7yy6ukc1H3LuuN+0ateVPEUUYn6BSdIw9doSa6Qy3URhQp9Ixe0ZsDzovz7nwsWktOMXOM/sD5/AGl7pGB</latexit>

x[k]
<latexit sha1_base64="pQwRBrxOClZ5OU2/8oRwMQ8cnWE=">AAAB9HicbVBNSwMxEJ31s9avqkcvwSIIQtmVoh6LXjxWsB/QLiWbzbah2WRNssWy9Hd48aCIV3+MN/+NabsHbX0w8Hhvhpl5QcKZNq777aysrq1vbBa2its7u3v7pYPDppapIrRBJJeqHWBNORO0YZjhtJ0oiuOA01YwvJ36rRFVmknxYMYJ9WPcFyxiBBsr+d1A8jB7mnSG557fK5XdijsDWiZeTsqQo94rfXVDSdKYCkM41rrjuYnxM6wMI5xOit1U0wSTIe7TjqUCx1T72ezoCTq1SogiqWwJg2bq74kMx1qP48B2xtgM9KI3Ff/zOqmJrv2MiSQ1VJD5oijlyEg0TQCFTFFi+NgSTBSztyIywAoTY3Mq2hC8xZeXSfOi4l1WqvfVcu0mj6MAx3ACZ+DBFdTgDurQAAKP8Ayv8OaMnBfn3fmYt644+cwR/IHz+QOETJHx</latexit>

x[k + 1]

<latexit sha1_base64="pQwRBrxOClZ5OU2/8oRwMQ8cnWE=">AAAB9HicbVBNSwMxEJ31s9avqkcvwSIIQtmVoh6LXjxWsB/QLiWbzbah2WRNssWy9Hd48aCIV3+MN/+NabsHbX0w8Hhvhpl5QcKZNq777aysrq1vbBa2its7u3v7pYPDppapIrRBJJeqHWBNORO0YZjhtJ0oiuOA01YwvJ36rRFVmknxYMYJ9WPcFyxiBBsr+d1A8jB7mnSG557fK5XdijsDWiZeTsqQo94rfXVDSdKYCkM41rrjuYnxM6wMI5xOit1U0wSTIe7TjqUCx1T72ezoCTq1SogiqWwJg2bq74kMx1qP48B2xtgM9KI3Ff/zOqmJrv2MiSQ1VJD5oijlyEg0TQCFTFFi+NgSTBSztyIywAoTY3Mq2hC8xZeXSfOi4l1WqvfVcu0mj6MAx3ACZ+DBFdTgDurQAAKP8Ayv8OaMnBfn3fmYt644+cwR/IHz+QOETJHx</latexit>

x[k + 1]

Layer k

<latexit sha1_base64="qS/GE5eBXbqJz+EJoT7Sr2hYU5g="></latexit>

Z>(x[k]� ⇢
(k)
1 �[k]) + M(k)(⇢

(k)
2 m� ⇢

(k)
1 µ[k])

<latexit sha1_base64="N41lFAZS7fjRz6mse4qrChv4GSw=">AAACAHicbVC7TsMwFHV4lvIKMDCwWFRITFWCKmCsYGEsEn1ISVQ5jtNadezIdpCqKAu/wsIAQqx8Bht/g9NmgJYrWT465x7de0+YMqq043xbK6tr6xubta369s7u3r59cNhTIpOYdLFgQg5CpAijnHQ11YwMUklQEjLSDye3pd5/JFJRwR/0NCVBgkacxhQjbaihfeyHgkVqmpgv95kxRqjwJsHQbjhNZ1ZwGbgVaICqOkP7y48EzhLCNWZIKc91Uh3kSGqKGSnqfqZIivAEjYhnIEcJUUE+O6CAZ4aJYCykeVzDGfvbkaNElTuazgTpsVrUSvI/zct0fB3klKeZJhzPB8UZg1rAMg0YUUmwZlMDEJbU7ArxGEmEtcmsbkJwF09eBr2LpnvZbN23Gu2bKo4aOAGn4By44Aq0wR3ogC7AoADP4BW8WU/Wi/VufcxbV6zKcwT+lPX5A4jvlwU=</latexit>
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Fig. 2. The layerwise structure of SLoG-Net, a DL model X̂ = Φ(Y;Θ) consisting of K layers. Layer k is a composition of three sub-layers: (i) a
filter sub-layer Gk; followed by (ii) a sources sub-layer Xk; followed by (iii) a multipliers sub-layer Mk . Each of these sub-layers is a direct mapping
of a primal or dual variable update in the ADMM algorithm of Section III-B, tabulated as Algorithm 1 for convenience. Learnable parameters in Θ are
Θ
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ρ
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(k)
2

}
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X =
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α
(k)
1 , α
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(k)
3 , τ (k)

}
, Θ(k)

M =
{
β
(k)
1 , β

(k)
2 , β

(k)
3 , γ(k)

}
,M(k),m(k), k = 1, . . . ,K.

the primal variables {g̃[k+1],x[k+1]}. Layer-k combination
weights Θ

(k)
M are learnable parameters

{
β
(k)
1 , β

(k)
2 , β

(k)
3

}K

k=1

and
{
γ(k)

}K

k=1
, leading to [cf. (13)-(14)]

λ[k] = β
(k)
1 λ[k − 1] + β

(k)
2 Zg̃[k] + β

(k)
3 x[k], (17)

µ[k] = γ(k)µ[k − 1] +M(k)⊤g̃[k] +m(k). (18)

Each SLoG-Net layer is thus a sequential composition of
these three sub-layers, in the order we have introduced them:
first the filter sub-layer Gk, then the sources Xk, and finally the
multipliers sub-layer Mk. Notice how the data embedded in
Z is not only fed to the first layer K = 1, but to all subsequent
layers in a way akin to residual neural networks (ResNets).

In closing, we note that the intial states {x[0],λ[0], µ[0]}
can be: (i) used as a means to incorporate prior information
(especially on the source locations x); (ii) randomly initialized
as we do in the ensuing experiments; or (iii) learned from data
along with Θ as it is customary with recurrent neural networks
(RNNs). Going all the way to layer K, source predictions are
generated as X̂ = Φ(Y;Θ) = unvec[(Y⊤V ⊙V)g̃[K]].

Given a training set T := {Xi,Yi}|T |
i=1 of e.g., syntethic

data, or, real signals Yi and source estimates obtained us-
ing ADMM, learning is accomplished by using mini-batch
stochastic gradient descent to minimize the loss L(Θ) in (5).
Parameter efficiency is a well-documented feature of unrolled
architectures [23]. Further training details, including the spec-
ification of the loss and hyperparameter choices, are outlined
in the numerical evaluation Section V and in Appendix E.

V. NUMERICAL EVALUATION

We perform a comprehensive numerical evaluation to assess
the recovery performance and computational efficiency of
the proposed SLoG-Net architecture. We test the model in
various instances of the source localization task described in
Section II-B. First we run simulated tests (see Section V-A
for a general description of the experimental setting) and
compare SLoG-Net against the iterative ADMM algorithm in
Section V-B, across different types of graphs (Section V-C),
and against a selection GNN [10] in Section V-D. Finally,
in Section V-E we examine a real data scenario by leverag-
ing the Digg 2009 data set [14]. For this challenging task,
we compare SLoG-Net against the Invertible Validity-aware
Graph Diffusion (IVGD) NN approach for source localization
in [36]. The Python notebook with the code used to obtain the
experimental results reported here is publicly available at https:
//hajim.rochester.edu/ece/sites/gmateos/code/SLoG-Net.zip.

A. General experimental settings

Synthetic data generation. The graph shift operator is
selected as the degree-normalized adjacency matrix S =
diag− 1

2 (A1N ) · A · diag−
1
2 (A1N ). With T denoting the

training set, the sparse sources X ∈ RN×|T | are drawn
from the Bernoulli-Gaussian model; e.g., [42]. Specifically,
X = Ω ◦ R, where Ω ∈ RN×|T | has i.i.d. entries Ωij ∼
Bernoulli(θ), with sparsity level θ = 0.15; and R ∈ RN×|T |

is a random matrix (independent of Ω) with i.i.d. entries
Rij ∼ Normal(0, 1). Unless otherwise stated, realizations of

https://hajim.rochester.edu/ece/sites/gmateos/code/SLoG-Net.zip
https://hajim.rochester.edu/ece/sites/gmateos/code/SLoG-Net.zip
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filter coefficients are generated as h = (e1+φb)/∥e1+φb∥1,
where e1 = [1, 0, . . . , 0]⊤ ∈ RL is the first canonical basis
vector and b ∼ Normal(0L, IL). The analysis in [42] suggests
that recovery is harder for “less-impulsive” filters, so we
henceforth stick to a challenging instance where φ = 1. The
filter order is chosen to be L = 5.

For each training epoch, the training samples in T are
randomly split into Q mini-batches of P = |T |/Q signals,
namely {Xq}Qq=1 ∈ RN×P . We sample Q graph filter coef-
ficients {hq}Qq=1 (L = 5, φ = 1) and randomly assign them
to the input signal mini-batches to generate the observations
Yq = Vdiag(ΨLhq)V

⊤Xq , q = 1, . . . , Q. We use a vali-
dation set Xval (Bernoulli-Gaussian with θ = 0.15) of size
Pval = P , with observations Yval = Vdiag(ΨLhval)V

⊤Xval,
where hval is drawn from the same distribution as {hq}Qq=1.
Graphs. In the following experiments, we implement SLoG-
Net and compare it with other approaches using various
undirected and unweighted random graphs, as well as real-
world networks. In Section V-B, we use Erdős-Rényi (ER)
random graphs with N = 20 nodes and edge formation
probability p = 0.3. In Section V-C, we examine SLoG-
Net’s recovery performance across various graph ensembles,
including: (i) ER (N = 20, p = 0.3); (ii) stochastic block
model (SBM) with N = 20 nodes and NC = 3 communities
(with edge probabilities pwithin = 0.8, pbetween = 0.2); (iii)
Barabási–Albert (BA) with N = 20 nodes; (iv) random
geometric (RG) with N = 20 nodes and critical distance
rcri = 0.2; and (v) real-world social networks such as dolphins
(N = 62) and Zachary’s karate club (N = 34). In Section
V-D, we evaluate SLoG-Net on the same SBM graph used in
Section V-C. In Section V-E, we use sub-graphs with N = 20
nodes randomly sampled from the Digg friendship network
[14]. These sub-graphs and their construction are discussed in
further detail in Section V-E.
Training method. We train SLoG-Net with K = 5 layers
and use the relative root mean square error (RE) of X as loss
function. Notice that if {X̂, ĥ} is a solution to the bilinear
problem, then so is {−X̂,−ĥ} and accordingly we minimize

L(Θ) =

Q∑
q=1

min

(
∥Φ(Yq;Θ)−Xq∥F

∥Xq∥F
,
∥Φ(Yq;Θ) +Xq∥F

∥Xq∥F

)
using the Adam optimizer [18] implemented in PyTorch.

We initialize {ρ(k)1 , ρ
(k)
2 , τ (k)}Kk=1 as i.i.d. samples from

the uniform distribution in [0, 1], since these parameters are
constrained to be non-negative. All other parameters in Θ are
randomly drawn from a standard Gaussian distribution. We
consider 30 epochs for training. In each epoch, we estimate
the sparse sources {Φ(Yq; Θ̂q)}Qq=1 using the training batches
{Yq;Xq}Qq=1. We choose one batch out of every 20 batches to
compute the loss on the validation set {Yval;Xval} and record
both the value of the loss and the network parameters. In the
end, we select the model Θ̂ that has minimum validation loss
across the entire training process.
Testing protocol and figures of merit. For testing,
we sample an independent test set {Xtest,htest}, where
Xtest ∈ RN×Ptest , Ptest = P . We generate diffused sig-
nals Ytest = Vdiag(ΨLhtest)V

⊤Xtest + ηN, where N ∼
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Fig. 3. Recovery performance vs. training set size |T |. (top) Mean test
relative error (MRE) of the recovered source signal X̂ (blue) and estimated
inverse filter frequency response ˆ̃g (red), respectively. The shaded region
represents the estimated standard error, after averaging over 10 realizations.
(bottom) Mean accuracy (ACC) of source support estimation and estimated
standard deviation. The best performance is attained for |T | ≥ 160k, but
gains are marginal beyond 80k signals.

Uniform(−1, 1)N×Ptest and η is the noise level. We do a
forward inference pass through the trained SLoG-Net model
to generate predictions X̂ = Φ(Ytest; Θ̂), and use the ground-
truth sources Xtest to assess recovery performance. Naturally,
the quality of the estimated inverse filter frequency response
ˆ̃gtest can be evaluated as well.

For performance assessment, we consider two figures of
merit. Firstly, we evaluate the test error RE = ∥Φ(Ytest; Θ̂)−
Xtest∥F /∥Xtest∥F . We also compute the accuracy (ACC) in
recovering the support of Xtest, i.e., the source locations. To
identify the support, we introduce a thresholding approach
with threshold κ = 10−1. If a predicted entry satisfies
|[Φ(Ytest; Θ̂)]ij | ≥ κ, the index pair (i, j) will be considered
a member of the estimated support suppκ(·). Accordingly, the
recovered sources are Îtest := suppκ(Φ(Ytest; Θ̂)). We also
apply the threshold to the ground-truth sources, so the sought
support set is Itest := suppκ(Xtest).
Determining the training set size. To explore the relation
between recovery performance and and the size of training set
|T |, we train SLoG-Net on a ER graph (N = 20, p = 0.3)
with different |T |, and compute RE and ACC on the test set.
We try |T | ∈ {40k, . . . , 200k}, with fixed minibatch size P =
400. For each |T |, the experiment is repeated 10 times. As
illustrated in Fig. 3 (top), we find that the mean RE initially
decreases when |T | increases, and then it becomes stable when
|T | ≥ 160k. This is consisent with Fig. 3 (bottom), which
shows ACC reaches a maximum value when |T | ≈ 160k. At
least in this setting, the gains are marginal beyond |T | ≈ 80k.
In order to make sure that the SLoG-Net is trained well, we
henceforth use |T | = 200k as default for the rest experiments.

The minibatch size P also affects the training process. As
discussed in [42], P naturally drives the successful recovery
rate of the convex relaxation (8). Generally, a larger network
(N) and/or denser sources (θ) require larger P . But when the
total number of training samples |T | is fixed, a larger P might
challenge the training process as the number Q of minibatches
drops (increasing variability). Our results show that P = 400
is sufficient for SLoG-Net to train stably on graphs with N =
20 nodes, yielding satisfactory test performance; see Fig. 3.
Hyperparameter selection. The SLoG-Net architecture has
two hyperparameters: the number of layers K and the number
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Fig. 4. Recovery performance of SLoG-Net vs. ADMM for different noise
levels. (top) Test MRE of the recovered source signal X̂ estimated via
iterative ADMM (red) and SLoG-Net (blue), as a function of η. (bottom))
Mean ACC of support estimation for both methods. The shaded region
represents the estimated standard error, after averaging over 10 realizations.
Performance degrades gracefully for both approaches, but SLoG-Net exhibits
better robustness.

of columns in M, i.e., d. To balance network complexity
and recovery performance, we found that K = 5 is the
optimal number of layers after experimenting with different
values through a grid search. For d, a larger value implies
g̃ is constrained to a smaller subspace with more parameters
to learn. Our numerical tests have shown that performance
improves markedly when going from d = 1 to 2, with
diminishing returns for d ≥ 2 given the increase in complexity.
As a result, we use d = 2 for all subsequent experiments.

B. Comparisons with the ADMM algorithm

We compare SLoG-Net with the iterative ADMM algorithm
in Section III-B. We examine their recovery performance and
inference times during testing, studying the effect of different
noise levels η, number of signals P , and number of nodes N .

Noise level η. To explore the robustness of SLoG-Net in the
presence of additive noise corruptin Y, we first train the model
with noise-free data (η = 0) as outlined in Section V-A. Then
we generate test sets with different noise level η and evaluate
the recovery performance. We also run ADMM (Algorithm 1)
on the same test sets and we compare the mean RE and ACC of
both approaches (averaged over 10 independent realizations).
Fig. 4 shows SLoG-Net achieves lower RE than ADMM as
the noise level increases. We also find SLoG-Net still attains
a high ACC even when η > 0.06. While the performance
of both approaches degrades gracefully (see [42] for noise
stability results of the convex relaxation we solve via ADMM),
SLoG-Net exhibits higher tolerance to noise in this setting. In
addition, the mean wall-clock inference time for SLoG-Net,
averaged over 10 realizations, is around 0.009s, uniformly
across different noise levels. On the other hand, the mean
elapsed time for ADMM, averaged over 10 realizations, is
1.990s at η = 0 and 7.420s at η = 0.1. We find ADMM
requires more iterations to attain convergence when the noise
added to the observations increases.

For a qualitative assessment, estimation results for a repre-
sentative test realization when η = 0 are shown in Fig. 5. In the
interest of space, we depict the first P1 = 41 (out of P = 400)
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Fig. 5. A visual comparison of SLoG-Net and ADMM for a representative
test realization in the source localization task. (a) Observations Y; (b)
ground-truth sources Xtest; (c) SLoG-Net source estimates; (d) ADMM source
estimates. (e) Recovered inverse filter ˆ̃g: ground truth (blue), SLoG-Net
(orange), ADMM (green). For (a)-(d), only P1 = 41 columns are shown
out of a total P = 400. SLoG-Net’s ability to generate accurate predictions
(approximating ADMM’s model-based solution) is apparent.

columns of the observation matrix Y, ground-truth sources
Xtest, as well as SLoG-Net and ADMM source estimates X̂ in
Figs. 5(a) - (d), respectively. In Fig. 5(e), the true inverse filter
frequency response (blue), and the corresponding estimates
obtained via SLoG-Net (orange) and ADMM (green) are
presented. We find SLoG-Net recovers the source signals and
inverse filter fairly accurately in the absence of noise, offering
reasonably good approximations to the ADMM solutions.

Number of nodes N . We conducted some timing experiments
for ER graphs with increasing number of nodes N . To this end,
we trained SLoG-Net models for N ∈ {20, 40, . . . , 100}, with
fixed source sparsity level θ = 0.15 and training set size |T | =
200k. For testing, we let Ptest = P = 400 in all cases. While
the recovery error attained by SLoG-Net naturally increases
with graph size N (the problem becomes more challenging
and we do not add more training data or increasing the test
batch size Ptest), the timing results in Table I – especially when
compared to ADMM – are telling. Indeed, notice how SLoG-
Net’s mean inference time remains fairly invariant and around
10−2s. On the other hand, ADMM scales worse with N and
is typically a couple of orders of mangnitude slower when
it comes to obtaining a solution. Granted, SLoG-Net’s extra
training time is not accounted for here – we wish to highlight
the computational efficiency of an unrolling during inference.
Observation size P . Finally, we compare the recovery perfor-
mance of SloG-Net and ADMM as a function of the number
of observations P . The training minibatch size remains equal
to P and other experiment parameters are kept fixed, e.g.,
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N SLoG-Net ADMM
20 0.95× 10−2 2.04
40 1.09× 10−2 5.70
60 1.27× 10−2 9.41
80 1.42× 10−2 12.29
100 1.64× 10−2 14.62

TABLE I
MEAN INFERENCE TIME (SEC.). COMPARISON BETWEEN SLOG-NET AND

THE ADMM SOLVER FOR DIFFERENT N , WITH P = 400.
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Fig. 6. Recovery performance of SLoG-Net vs. ADMM for different number
of signals. (top) Test MRE of the recovered source signal X̂ estimated via
iterative ADMM (red) and SLoG-Net (blue), as a function of P . (bottom)
Mean ACC of support support estimation for both methods. The shaded region
represents the estimated standard error, after averaging over 10 realizations.
SLoG-Net can outperform ADDM, especially when the number of signals is
smaller because it benefits from training, and exhibits reduced variability.

N = 20, S = θN = 3. We tested P ∈ {40, 80, . . . , 400}
and the results are shown in Fig.6. For both the mean RE and
the ACC, SLoG-Net outperforms ADMM when P < 160.
When P ≥ 160, the iterative ADMM achieves similar (or
marginally better) mean RE and ACC than SLoG-Net, but the
latter exhibits reduced variability across realizations. In terms
of timing, the mean inference time for SLoG-Net is around
0.009s across the range of P values; while for ADMM it is
8.412s at P = 40, it decreases to 0.838s at P = 160, and
then it increases to 1.851s at P = 400. When P is too small,
it is harder to obtain a good solution via the relaxation (8),
and ADMM may struggle to converge. However, SLoG-Net
has stable recovery performance for different P because it
benefits from an additional training phase.

C. Recovery performance on different graphs

We also study the efficacy of SLoG-Net in identifying the
sources across various graph ensembles, including random
graphs (N = 20) such as ER, SBM, RG and BA, as well
as the real karate club graph (N = 34), and the dolphins
social network (N = 62). We use the settings and methods
described in Section V-A. In Table II we report the mean RE
of X̂ and ˆ̃g, as well as the support recovery ACC. Despite
the relatively high RE (> 0.3) for the source signal X̂ or the
inverse filter ˆ̃g for some of the graphs (especially the more
structured and larger ones), the support estimate ACC remains
high (> 0.8). The result has a twofold interpretation. First,
SLoG-Net’s subpar RE performance on certain graphs may

Graph N ∥P⊥
1 g̃∥2 MRE of X̂ MRE of ˆ̃g ACC

ER 20 6.885 0.149 0.164 0.953
SBM 20 7.806 0.219 0.215 0.914
RG 20 7.591 0.383 0.377 0.869
BA 20 14.547 0.579 0.537 0.772
karate 34 23.996 0.454 0.452 0.958
dolphins 62 39.254 0.719 0.578 0.841

TABLE II
SLOG-NET RECOVERY PERFORMANCE FOR DIFFERENT GRAPHS.

be due to g̃ having a significant component that is orthogonal
to span(1N ). Indeed, results in [42] show that ∥P⊥

1 g̃∥2 (where
P⊥
1 := IN − 1

N 11⊤ is the projector onto span⊥(1N )) can be
viewed as a condition number of the problem (8)). Hence,
the higher variability (the eigenvalue distribution of different
graph types affects the Vandermonde matrix ΨL) of randomly
generated filters g̃ for some graphs, may increase the problem
difficulty that manifests through higher REs. But SLoG-Net
is designed to optimize a more flexible version of (8), with
a learnable constraint. Using M instead of 1N affects the
problem’s conditioning, (we conjecture) likely contributing to
keep ACC rates at satisfactory levels. A more in-depth analysis
is certainly of interest, but beyond the scope of this paper.

D. Comparison with a GNN approach

Here we explore the feasibility of using SLoG-Net for
community detection in an SBM with Nc communities. Our
goal is not to demonstrate state-of-the-art performance in this
well-investigated task, but rather to find an application domain
where comparison with the GNN models in [10] is feasible.
So far, the support of each xi was specified via i.i.d Bernoulli
random variables, in community detection all of the sources
(the S non-zero entries of xi) are drawn randomly within
a single subset of indices from {1, . . . , N}, representing the
members of the community to be identified. So we cast this
simple version of community detection as structured source
localization, where active sources can be located in only one
of the Nc communities.

To illustrate this further, we consider an SBM graph with
N = 20 nodes and Nc = 3 communities. Each of the input
signals xi are generated as follows: (i) select a community by
drawing an integer ci uniformly at random from {1, . . . , Nc};
(ii) randomly select S = θN = 3 nodes among the members
of the selected community ci – the active sources which we
encode in the support vector ωi ∈ {0, 1}N ; (ii) compute
xi = ri ◦ ωi, where ri ∼ Normal(0N , IN ). All in all, xi

are samples from a variation of a Bernoulli-Gaussian model,
whose support is constrained to a randomly-chosen subset of
nodes (the members of the chosen community ci).
Experimental details. For training, we generate |T | = 200k
input signals X ∈ RN×|T | and source community labels
K ∈ {0, 1}Nc×|T |, via one-hot encoding of each ci. We train
SLoG-Net as described in V-A. For the baseline selection GNN
model [10], we generate |T | graph filters {hi}|T |

i=1 and assign
them one to one to the input signal {xi}|T |

i=1 to generate the
observations {yi}|T |

i=1, mimicking the setting in [10, Sec. V-
A]. The GNN is trained with supervised data {ci,yi}|T |

i=1. For
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Fig. 7. Recovery performance of SLoG-Net vs. GNN for different noise
levels. Mean ACC of estimated communities estimated via GNN [10] (red)
and SLoG-Net (blue) as a function of η. The shaded region represents the
estimated standard deviation, after averaging over 10 realizations. SLoG-Net
is trained on a harder (higher-resolution) source localization task, without
community label supervision – which the GNN model in [10] struggles to
solve. Still, SLoG-Net attains competitive community detection ACC rates.

testing, we generate one test set of Ptest = P = 400 samples,
i.e., Xtest ∈ RN×P , a graph filer htest, and observations
Ytest = Vdiag(ΨLhtest)V

⊤Xtest + ηN, for different noise
levels η ∈ {0, 0.02, . . . , 0.1}. Notice that our goal is to
estimate the source community as in [10, Sec. V-A], not the
source nodes. But since SLoG-Net recovers the input signal
X̂, we apply a strategy that considers the community, where
the entry with highest magnitude of the estimated source x̂i

resides, as SLoG-Net’s community estimate.
Results and discussion. We compare the mean community
detection ACC for both SLoG-Net and the GNN; the re-
sults are reported in Fig. 7. Apparently, the GNN attains
very high ACC rates for the entire noise level spectrum.
Remarkably, SLoG-Net achieves competitive performance that
is robust across noise levels. Notice that SLoG-Net is trained
on a harder source localization task (node identification) and
without community label supervision, which the GNN model
in [10] struggles to solve. To carry out the comparison, we
settled on community detection, a lower resolution source
localization variant that favors the GNN approach.

E. Real-data experiment

In this last section, we test SLoG-Net on a source local-
ization problem we set up using the Digg 2009 data set [14].

Data preprocessing. The Digg 2009 data set consists of vote
records and a social network of users. The vote records contain
3M votes from 139k users on 3553 popular stories, along with
the voting timestamps. The social network of users includes
1.7M friendship links between 71k unique users. To assess
SLoG-Net’s source localization capabilities in a real-world
setting, we treat the voting history of each story as a signal
diffused over the social network graph G. However, processing
a graph with 139k or 71k users is infeasible for SLoG-Net
as there are only at most 3553 training and testing samples.
To ensure that the graph is connected and not too large so
that it can be processed for effective learning, we randomly
selected N = 20 users with the following criteria: (i) they must
have cast at least 100 votes; (ii) all of their friendship links
are mutual; and (iii) their friendship subgraph is connected.
Following these guidelines, we randomly sampled 5 subgraphs
with N = 20 nodes from Digg, with mean degree 16.0±0.74
and Pstory = 3348.0± 55.7 stories voted by each user.

SLoG-Net

ND-Net
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X̂

Fig. 8. (top) Pre-training architecture and (bottom) calibrated SLoG-Net.

To generate the graph signals, we considered each story
as a sample, using the 10% earliest votes as the binary
sources xp and all votes as the observations yp. Because the
sources X ∈ {0, 1}N×Pstory are a subset of the observations
Y ∈ {0, 1}N×Pstory , we only consider identifying the sources
from the support set of the observations supp(Y).
Experimental details. The challenge of localizing sources
using SLoG-Net on the sampled Digg data is twofold. First, the
sample size is limited, i.e., |T | ≈ 3.5k, challenging effective
training; secondly, both the sources X and observations Y are
binary. However, if we focus on recovering supp(X), SLoG-
Net may still yield useful results given the binary observations
Y. To address these challenges, we adopted several strategies.

First, we found that selecting a proper mini-batch size P ,
along with an appropriate observation size Ptest, was crucial
for both training and testing. After several attempts, we
determined that while a larger training batch size P would
improve the performance of SLoG-Net, it would also result in
a smaller training set size |T |, as we wanted to use Ptest = P
for consistency. Therefore, we opted for P = 400, which set
Ptest = 400 and |T | = Pstory−Ptest, so |T | ≈ 2.9k on average.

To address the second challenge of binary inputs, we aim
to find some calibration operator Φc : Y 7→ Y′ that maps
the binary observations Y to real-valued graph signals Y′,
which can be viewed as the result of diffusing the sparse
binary sources X. Then we can apply SLoG-Net to predict
X̂ = Φ(Y′;Θ), as depicted in Fig. 8 (bottom). We were
inspired by [36], where an invertible graph diffusion network
(IVGD) is proposed based on the invertible residual network
(i-ResNet) [3]. We adopt an i-ResNet structure to construct
the invertible mapping Φc, which can be approximated via
fix-point iterations from its inverse Φ−1

c : Y′ 7→ Y; see Al-
gorithm 2. Specifically, we consider Φ−1

c (Y′;Θc) =
1
2 (Y

′ +
MLP(Y′)), where MLP(·;Θc) is a three-layer, 1000-hidden
unit multi-layer perceptron (MLP) with learnable parameters
Θc. We train Φ−1

c along with a network diffusion NN (ND-
Net), as shown in Fig. 8 (top). Details of this pre-training
process are presented in Appendix E.

SLoG-Net is trained using T = {X,Φ−1
c (Y)}; see Fig. 8

(bottom). Because the complement IcY of IY := supp(Y)
cannot include the sources, we want to penalize IY more. To
this end, we use the weighted loss function

Lϕ(Θ) =

Q∑

q=1

min
(
L+
q,ϕ(Θ), L−

q,ϕ(Θ)
)
,

where L±
q,ϕ(Θ) :=

∥[Φ(Yq ;Θ)±Xq ]IY
∥F+ϕ∥[Φ(Yq ;Θ)±Xq ]Ic

Y
∥F

∥Xq∥F

and ϕ = 0.01. With these adjustments, training proceeds as
described in Section V-A.
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Algorithm 2: Calibration Mapping Φc via Inversion

Require Φ−1
c , Y, Kmax (number of iterations).

Initialize Y′[0] = Y.
for k = 1, 2, . . . ,Kmax do

Y′[k]← 2Y − Φ−1
c (Y′[k − 1]).

end
Output Y′[Kmax] = Φc(Y).
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Fig. 9. The ROC curve of SLoG-Net vs. IVGD for one representative sampled
subgraph. The mean AUC over 10 different training/testing set realizations are
0.56 and 0.51 for SLoG-Net and IVGD, respectively.

For the IVGD baseline, we run the algorithm provided
in [36]. The number of hidden units is chosen to be 50,
consistent with the experimental setting described in [36].
Results and discussion. To evaluate the source localiza-
tion performance, we compute the ROC curve and AUC of
{X̂IY

, [Xtest]IY
}, where X̂ are the predicted sources, Xtest

is the ground-truth of the test set and IY = supp(Ytest).
The experiment is repeated twice for each of the 5 sampled
subgraphs, each time the training and test sets are randomly
split from all the samples {X,Y}. An ROC generated for
one representative sampled subgraph is depicted in Fig. 9. The
mean AUC averaged over 10 realizations is 0.56 and 0.51 for
SLoG-Net and IVGD, respectively. While none of the methods
perform admirably in this hard problem, SLoG-Net is better
at learning representations that are predictive of the sources.

VI. CONCLUSIONS AND FUTURE WORK

We developed SLoG-Net, a novel DL approach for source
localization on graphs with broader impacts to blind decon-
volution of graph signals. The unrolled architecture fruit-
fully leverages inductive biases stemming from model-based
ADMM iterations we also developed, is parameter efficient,
fairly robust to noise, and offers controllable complexity after
training. Admittedly, there is still work to be done to arrive
at a truly scalable solution that is compatible with large-scale

problems. Our experimental results with simulated and real
network data demonstrate that SLoG-Net exhibits performance
on par with the iterative ADMM baseline it is trained to
approximate, while attaining order-of-magnitude speedups to
generate source location predictions during inference.

Importantly, SLoG-Net opens the door for further architec-
tural refinements by leveraging advances in optimization, DL,
and machine learning on graphs, which we intend to pursue
as future work. Exciting ideas include designing a model that
fully operates in the vertex domain as well as expanding our
performance evaluation protocol to study generalization and
transfer to larger graphs, possibly establishing stability and
transferability properties of the resulting unrolled (G)NNs. We
also look forward to exploring additional application domains
in network neuroscience, seismology, and epidemiology.

APPENDIX

A. Derivation of the ADMM updates

The ADMM algorithm can be viewed as blending block
coordinate-descent (BCD) updates for the primal variables
{g̃[k],x[k]}, with dual gradient-ascent iterations for the La-
grange multipliers {λ[k],µ[k]}; see e.g., [4], [5], [12]. Ac-
cordingly, when used to solve problem (9) it entails the
following three steps per iteration k = 0, 1, . . .:

[S1] Filter updates:

g̃[k + 1] = argmin
g̃
Lρ(x[k], g̃,λ[k], µ[k]). (19)

[S2] Sources’ updates:

x[k+1] = argmin
x
Lρ(x, g̃[k+1],λ[k], µ[k]). (20)

[S3] Lagrange multiplier updates:

λ[k + 1] = λ[k] + ρλ(Zg̃[k + 1]− x[k + 1]), (21)

µ[k + 1] = µ[k] + ρµ(1
⊤
N g̃[k + 1]− c). (22)

The Lagrange multiplier updates in [S3] coincide with (13)-
(14). These correspond to gradient-ascent iterations, since the
gradients of the dual function are equal to the respective
constraint violations in (9) [5].

What remains is to show that [S1]-[S2] can be simplified
to (11)-(12). Starting with [S1], note that the augmented
Lagrangian is a strictly-convex, smooth quadratic function
with respect to g̃. The gradient of (10) is

∇g̃Lρ(x, g̃,λ, µ) = ρλZ
⊤(Zg̃ − x+ λ/ρλ)

+ ρµ1N (1⊤
N g̃ − c+ µ/ρµ).

The unique minimizer of (19) satisfies the first-order optimal-
ity condition ∇g̃Lρ(x[k], g̃,λ[k], µ[k]) = 0N . Solving the
linear system of equations immediately yields (11), where
Γ := ρλZ

⊤Z+ ρµ1N1⊤
N .

Shifting our focus to [S2], one readily recognizes (20)
as the proximal operator of the function ρ−1

λ ∥x∥1 evaluated
at Zg̃[k + 1] + λ[k]/ρλ. Said proximal operator is a soft-
thresholding operator; e.g. [22], and the update rule (12)
follows.

To derive the iterations in Fig. 2, which tabulates the
ADMM algorithm for the modified formulation with the
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general constraint M⊤g̃ = m, one simply mimics [S1]-[S3]
to instead minimize the updated augmented Lagrangian

Lρ(x, g̃,λ,µ) = ∥x∥1 +
ρλ
2
∥Zg̃ − x+ λ/ρλ∥22

+
ρµ
2
∥M⊤g̃ −m+ µ/ρµ∥22.

B. Diagonal structure of Z⊤Z

Recall Z := Y⊤V⊙V ∈ RNP×N , where Y ∈ RN×P and
V = [v1, . . . ,vN ] ∈ RN×N . Letting Ỹ = V⊤Y ∈ RN×P ,
we have

Z = Ỹ⊤ ⊙V =




[Ỹ ⊤]11v1 [Ỹ ⊤]12v2 . . . [Ỹ ⊤]1NvN

[Ỹ ⊤]21v1 [Ỹ ⊤]22v2 . . . [Ỹ ⊤]2NvN

...
[Ỹ ⊤]P1v1 [Ỹ ⊤]P2v2 . . . [Ỹ ⊤]PNvN




from where it follows that

[Z⊤Z]ij =




[Ỹ ⊤]1ivi

[Ỹ ⊤]2ivi

...
[Ỹ ⊤]Pivi




⊤

·




[Ỹ ⊤]1jvj

[Ỹ ⊤]2jvj

...
[Ỹ ⊤]Pjvj




=

P∑

p=1

[Ỹ ⊤]pi[Ỹ
⊤]pjv

⊤
i vj = [ỸỸ⊤]ijδij , (23)

where δij = I {i = j} is the Kronecker delta. Notice that
(23) follows since the graph-shift operator eigenvectors are
orthogonal. All in all, we have shown that Z⊤Z is an N ×N
diagonal matrix with diagonal elements {∥v⊤

i Y∥22}Ni=1. We
can thus write Z⊤Z = diag(∥v⊤

1 Y∥22, . . . , ∥v⊤
NY∥22).

C. Inverting Z⊤Z+ ρ1N1⊤
N via the matrix inversion lemma

The Sherman–Morrison–Woodbury formula states

(U+BCD)−1 = U−1−U−1B(C−1 +DU−1B)−1DU−1.
(24)

To apply this identity to invert Γ ∝ ZZ⊤ + ρ1N1⊤
N , de-

fine z := [∥v⊤
1 Y∥22, . . . , ∥v⊤

NY∥22]⊤ ∈ RN , and then let
U := Z⊤Z = diag(z). Comparing Z⊤Z + ρ1N1⊤

N and
(24), we let B := 1N , D = 1⊤

N , and C = ρ. The matrix
sum that is to be inverted in the right-hand-side of (24)
is a scalar, namely C−1 + DU−1B = ρ−1 + 1⊤

N (z−1 ◦
1N ) := ζ, where with an abuse of notation we let z−1 :=
[∥v⊤

1 Y∥−2
2 , . . . , 1/∥v⊤

NY∥−2
2 ]⊤ ∈ RN be the (entrywise)

vector reciprocal of z. Applying (24), we obtain

(
Z⊤Z+ ρ1N1⊤

N

)−1
= (Z⊤Z)−1 − (Z⊤Z)−11N1⊤

N (Z⊤Z)−1

ζ

= diag(z−1)− diag(z−1)1N1⊤
Ndiag(z−1)

ζ

= diag(z−1)− z−1(z−1)⊤

ζ
. (25)

While (25) is particularly simple when the correction to Z⊤Z
is a scaled version of an all-ones matrix, a general rank-one
correction of the form ρmm⊤ is almost identical. Indeed, one

just needs to re-evaluate ζ = ρ−1+m⊤(z−1◦m) and the right-
most summand in the third line of (25) becomes ζ−1(m ◦
z−1)(m ◦ z−1)⊤.

The computational complexity of (25) includes: i) comput-
ing z−1, the entrywise reciprocal of z, O(N) assuming z is
given; ii) computing ζ = ρ−1 + m⊤(z−1 ◦m), or the sum
m⊤(z−1 ◦m) =

∑
i m

2
i /zi, O(N); iii) computing the outer

product (m ◦ z−1)(m ◦ z−1)⊤, O(N2); iv) normalizing by ζ,
O(1); and updating the diagonal entries by adding diag(z−1),
an extra O(N). As a result, the overall computational com-
plexity of inverting Z⊤Z+ ρmm⊤ is O(N2).

There are no order-wise savings when m = 1N , which
is what we require to invert Γ := ρλZ

⊤Z + ρµ1N1⊤
N in

the ADMM update (11), or, Γ(k) = Z⊤Z + ρ
(k)
2 1N1⊤

N in
SLoG-Net’s filter sub-layer when the constraint parameters
M(k) and m(k) are not learnt [43]. When d = 1, the
formula (25) can also be applied to the refined filter sub-
layer (11); see Appendix D for the general case. To appreciate
the overall savings, recall that the computational complexity
of inverting a general N × N matrix is O(Nω), where
ω ∈ {2.376, 2.807, 3} for three different kind of algorithms;
namely, the Coppersmith–Winograd algorithm, the Strassen
algorithm, and Gauss–Jordan elimination, respectively.

D. Inverting Z⊤Z+ ρMM⊤

Let U = Z⊤Z = diag(z), C = ρId, and B = D⊤ = M ∈
RN×d. From the matrix inversion lemma (24) we have,

(Z⊤Z+ ρMM⊤)−1 = diag(z−1)

− diag(z−1)MM̄−1M⊤diag(z−1),

where M̄ = ρ−1Id +M⊤diag(z−1)M ∈ Rd×d.

E. Pre-training process

To learn the inverse calibration mapping Φ−1
c : Y′ 7→ Y

directly, we we would need a training set {Y,Y′}. We model
the latent Y′ as the output of network diffusion process
driven by sources X, with some unknown graph filter H′ =
Vdiag(h̃′)V⊤; i.e., Y′ = H′X. To predict and generate Y′,
we design a learnable parametric function Ŷ′ = Υ(X;ΘΥ)
via unrolling, similar to SLoG-Net. Estimating both Y′ and
h̃′ from the input signal X is an ill-posed problem, hence we
assume the diffused signal Y′ is close to X. Then we consider
the following constrained optimization problem to predict (and
thus generate) network diffusion outputs,

min
h̃,Y′
∥Y′ −Vdiag(h̃)V⊤X∥2F + ρ1∥Y′ −X∥2F

s. to M̄⊤h̃ = m̄, (26)

where M̄ ∈ RN×d, m̄ ∈ Rd will be learned.
Similar to SLoG-Net, we derive ADMM iterations to solve

(26) and use the unrolling principle to construct the sub-layers
of the network diffusion NN (ND-Net) Ŷ′ = Υ(X;Θd);
details are omitted to avoid repetition. We also consider K = 5
layers and generate predictions as Ŷ′ = (X⊤V⊙V)h̃[K] =
Υ(X;Θd). Given this architecture, we compose ND-Net Υ
and the inverse calibration mapping Φ−1

c to obtain the pre-
training model Y = Φ−1

c (Υ(X;ΘΥ);Θc); see Fig. 8 (top).
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During the pre-training process, the learnable parameters
{Θc,ΘΥ} are learned from binary data T = {Yq,Xq}Qq .
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