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Abstract

Let A be anM by N matrix (M < N) which is an instance of a real random Gaussian ensembleoriptessed
sensing we are interested in finding the sparsest solutidhgystem of equatio¥x = y for a giveny. In
general, whenever the sparsity »fs smaller than half the dimension gfthen with overwhelming probability
over A the sparsest solution is unique and can be found by an exkhalsgarch ovex with an exponential time
complexity for anyy. The recent work of Caés, Donoho, and Tao shows that minimization of th@orm of
x subject toA x = y results in the sparsest solution provided the sparsity,afayK, is smaller than a certain
threshold for a given number of measurements. Specifidkihe dimension of approaches the dimension xf
the sparsity ok should beK < 0.239N. Here, we consider the case whearés d-block sparse, i.ex consists of
n = N/d blocks where each block is either a zero vector or a nonzettovelnstead of;-norm relaxation, we
consider the following relaxation

mxin HX1H2 + HXsz 4+ ...+ HXnH2/ SUbjeCt toAx = y (*)

whereX; = (X(i—1)d+1, X(i—1)d+2, - - - Xia) fori = 1,2,...,N. Our main result is that ag — oo, ) finds
the sparsest solution td x = y, with overwhelming probability imd, for anyx whose block sparsity is/n <
1 — O(e), providedM /N > 1 —1/d, andd = Q(log(1/¢)/e). The relaxation given irH) can be solved in
polynomial time using semi-definite programming.

1. Introduction

Let A be anM by N instance of the real random Gaussian ensemblexdrelanN dimensional signal fronkRN
with sparsityK, i.e., onlyK elements ok are nonzero. Set = Ax which is anM dimensional vector ifRM.

In compressed sensingis called themeasurement vectand A the Gaussian measurememiatrix. Compressed
sensing has applications in many different fields such asrdating [14], error-correcting codes [12,16,18], DNA
microarrays [13, 33, 34], astronomy, tomography, digitadtpgraphy, and A/D converters.

In general, wherK < N one can hope that = Ax is unique for large enough which is much smaller than
N. In other words, instead of sensing Wndimensional signat with sparsityK we can measur#l random linear
functionals ofx whereM < N and findx by solving the under-determined system of equatiprs Ax with the
extra condition thak is K sparse. The reconstruction can be presented as the fofjawitimization problem:

min ||x||o subject toAx =y (1)
X
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where the/y norm or the Hamming norm is the number of nonzero elements of

Definecxd:efM/N and /Sd:efK/N. In [15], the authors show that § > 14 « then for any measurement matrix
A one can construct differer sparse signals; andx, such thatAx; = Ax,. In addition, if 3 < 14« then
there exists aml such that th& sparse solution tg = Ax is unique for anyy; specifically, for random Gaussian
measurements the unigueness property holds with ovenitglprobability in the choice ofA. However, the
reconstruction ok for a giveny can be cumbersome. One of the fundamental questions in essgat sensing is

whether one cagfficientlyrecoverx using an optimal number of measurements.
1.1. Prior work

A naive exhaustive search can reconstruct kheparse solutiorx to the systems of equations = Ax with
0] ((II}')M3) complexity. Recently, Candés, Romberg, Tao and Donohdl[l, 0], show that thé&, optimization

can be relaxed té; minimization if the sparsity of the signal § = O(M/log(N/M)). In this case, the sparse
signal is the solution to the following; norm optimization with high probability in the choice df.

min ||x||; subjectto Ax =y 2
X

This optimization can be solved efficiently using linear gmamming. Faster algorithms were discovered in
[1-3, 35]. For a comprehensive list of papers and resultsinpressed sensing please check [4].

Donoho and Tanner [5, 7, 8] determined the regien3) for which the?; and ¢, coincide under Gaussian
measurements for every (or almost evey}parse vectox. From a refinement of their result given in [45], when
B approaches the sparsity has to be smaller th&/239N. Notice that, ideally, one should be able to recover
the signal if the sparsity is less thgslN. We have to mention that with Vandermonde measurements we ca
recover the sparse signal with optimal number of measurenegficiently [15]. However, it is not clear whether
the resulting algorithms (which are variations of recavgra measure from its moments) are robust with respect
to imperfections, such as noise [9, 27-29]. Also, resulitslar to those valid for Gaussian matricdshave been
established for several different ensembles, e.g., Fo{sge e.g., [11]).

In this paper, we will focus on developing robust efficiemaalthms that work for Gaussian measurements.

1.2. Our main result

We consider the reconstruction bfock-spar se signals from their random measurements. A signal of dinoensi
N which consists of: blocks of sized = N/n is k sparse if onlyk blocks of the signal out ofi are nonzero.
Such signals arise in various applications, e.g., DNA namays, equalization of sparse communication channels,
magnetoencephalography etc. (see e.qg., [33, 34,36, 38ndthe references therein). We measure the signal with
amd x nd random Gaussian matrix = Ax. More on a scenario similar to this one the interested reaaler
find in e.g. [36—38, 42, 44]. Using thi relaxation for reconstructing does not exploit the fact that the signal is
block-sparse, i.e. that the nonzero entries occur in catisecpositions. Instead, different techniques were used
throughout the literature. In [36] the authors adapt steshdethogonal matching pursuit algorithm (used normally
in casek = 1) to the block-sparse case. In [37,38,42,43] the authorsersain convex or non-convex relaxations
(mostly different from the standard) and discuss their performances. Generalization of thekkdparse prob-
lem to the case when the number of blocks is infinite was censtin the most recent paper [44]. In this paper
we consider the following convex relaxation for the recgwvefrx:

mxin IX1ll2 + [[Xall2 + - - - 4+ || Xu]l2, subjecttoAx =y 3)

whereX; = (X(i_1)a+1, X(i—1)d+2, - - - Xia), fori = 1,2,...,n. We will analyze its theoretical performance and
show that for a large enough independent oft, if « approaches ongj can approachy, and the optimization of
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(3) will give the unique sparse solution with overwhelminglpability over the choice ofA for anyy. We will
also briefly outline how[(3) can be posed as a semi-definitgraro and therefore solved efficiently in polynomial
time by a host of numerical methods. Furthermore, we will destrate how[(3) can be adapted for practical
considerations. Numerical results that we will presentcdaig that in practice a modified version [of (3) (given in
Sectiori %) will even for moderate valuesdbe able to recover most of the signals with sparsity fairfselto the
number of measurements. Before proceeding further wetkataain result of this work in the following theorem.

Theorem 1. Let A be anmd x nd matrix. Further, letA be an instance of the random Gaussian ensemble. Assume
thate is a small positive number, i.d,< ¢ < 1,d = Q(log(1/e)/e),« > 1—1/d, andp = 1 — O(e). Also,
assume that tends to infinityyn = an, and the block-sparsity of is smaller than3#. Then, with overwhelming
probability, anyd-block sparse signat can be reconstructed efficiently froyn= Ax by solving the optimization
problem [(3).

Our proof technique does not use the restricted isometrggpty of the measurement matr, introduced
in the work of Candés and Tao [11] and further discussed i [dor does it rely on th&-neighborliness of the
projected polytopes presented in the work of Donoho and 8 7, 8, 19]. Instead, we look at the null-space
of the measurement matrik and use a generalization of a necessary and sufficient amditen in [31] for the
equivalence of (1) and]3).

We are able to use some probabilistic arguments to show fthrah random Gaussian measurement matrix,
(4) given below holds with overwhelming probability. In oproof we use a union bound to upper bound the
probability that [(#) fails; this makes our bound loose fotess than one. We expect to get sharp thresholds
for other values ofx by generalizing the idea of looking at the neighborlinessasidomly projected simplices
presented in [5, 7, 8]. However, for relaxation i (3) insted simplices we have to work with the convex hill
of n d-dimensional spheres. Specifically, one would need to coenpie probability that a randomdimensional
affine plane that passes through a point on the boundaBywill be inside the tangent cone of that given point.
Solving this problem seems to be rather difficult.

2. Null-space characterization

In this section we introduce a necessary and sufficient tiondon the measurement matrix so that the
optimizations of[(ll) and_{3) are equivalent for &lblock sparsex. (see [24—26, 31] for variations of this result).
Throughout the paper we set” to be the set of all subsets of sikeof {1,2,...,1n} and by we mean the
complement of the sé€ C %" with respect to1,2,...,n},i.e., K = {1,2,...,n}\K.

Theorem 2. Assume thatA is a dm x dn measurement matrisy = Ax and x is k-block sparse. Theri](3)
coincides with the solution dfi(1) if and only if for all nonaew € R** whereAw = 0 and all C € ¢

> Willa < S [[Will2 4)
iEK i€EK
WhereWi = (W(l;l)dJrl, W(i-1)d+2/- - /Wid)1 fori=1,2,...,n.
Proof. The proof goes along the same line as the proofs in [24—26,T31¢ only difference is that each com-
ponent of the vector is now replaced by the two norm of the sctor. First we prove that if[4) is satisfied then

the solution of[(B) coincides with the solutidnl (1). Lebe the solution of({1) and let be the solution of((3).
Further, letX; = ()_((i—l)d+1/)_((i—1)d+2/ e ,)_(id), fori=1,2,...,nandX; = ()A((i—l)d+1/§((i—1)d+2/ - ,)A(id), for



i=1,2,...,n. SetK to be the support o, then we can write

M=

Xl = 3 [1Xi = Xi +Xil|2

1

I
Il
—

ick ick
= Z HXZ_Xl‘i‘XiHZ‘i‘ z [ Xi = Xi|2
ieEK ieER
n
> 3 [Xill2 = g X =Xilla 5 [1Xi = Xil[2- ()
=1 i€k iek

Sincex — % lies in the null-space o, we havey, ¢ ¢ [|Xi — Xil]2 < T;e & 1Xi — Xil|2. Thus, [(B) implies
S |1Xill2 > S ||Xi||2, which is a contradiction. Therefore,= x. Now we prove the converse. Assuriié (4)
does not hold. Then there existse R™, Aw = 0, w = (W), w1 e R¥ w, € R("=Kd sych thatw; is k-block
sparse ang’; ¢ « ||Wil|2 < ¥, e ¢ [|Wil|2, where is the support ofv;. Takex = (%) andy = Ax. Sincew

is in the null-space ofA, y = A<—3v2)' Therefore we have found a sigr(a_lgvz) which is notk-block sparse and
has smaller norm than thieblock sparsg”;'). i

Remark. We need not to check](4) for all subséfs checking the subset with thelargest (in two norm) blocks
of w is sufficient. However, the form of Theorérn 2 will be more cement for our subsequent analysis.

Let Z be a basis of the null space of A, so that @mydimensional vectow in the the null-space ofl can be
represented agv wherev € R4"—)  For anyv € R4"—™) write w = Zv. We splitw into blocks of size,
Wi = (W(i_1)a+1, W(i—1)a+2, - - - Wia), fori = 1,2,...,n. Then, the conditior{ {4) of Theordrh 2 is equivalent to

g Wi< § W, foranyve R ") andK € ¢, where w = Zv. (6)
i€K i€ER
We denote byl the event tha{{6) happens. In the following we find an uppentdmn the probability thak,
fails asn tends to infinity. We will show that for certain valuesaf 3, andd this probability tends to zero.
Lemma3. Let A € R¥*4" pe a random matrix with i.i.dA/(0, 1) entries. Then the following statements hold:
e The distribution ofA is left-rotationally invariant,P4(A) = P4(A©),00* = ©0*0O = I

e The distribution ofZ, any basis of the null-space df is right-rotationally invariant. Pz(Z) = Pz(©*Z),
" =00 =1

e It is always possible to choose a basis for the null-spacé shat Z € R¥*4("=™) has i.i.d. N'(0,1)
entries.

In view of Theoreni 2 and Lemna 3, for adywhose null-space is rotationally invariant the sharp beusfd6],
for example, apply (of course, if = 1). In this paper, we shall analyze the null-space directly.

3. Probabilistic analysisof the null-space characterization

AssumeZ is andn x d(n — m) matrix whose components are i.i.d. zero-mean unit-vagadaussian random
variables. Defin€; to be the matrix which consists of tiéi — 1)d + 1, (i — 1)d +2,...,id} rows of Z and



defineZ;; to be thej-th column ofZ;. Leta =1 —y,0 <y < 1 wherey is a constant independent of Then
we will find ad such tha{3 — 1, and
lim P(Iy) = 1. @)

n—o00
Proving [1) is enough to show that for all random matrix enseswhich have isotropically distributed null-
space,[(B) with overwhelming probability solves (1). Inertb prove[(¥) we will actually look at the complement
of the eventl, and we show that

lim Pf f lim P(L,) =0, (8)
n—00 n—oo
wherel, denotes the complement of the evéntUsing the union bound we can write
Pr < Z P(HveRd” m) Z ||Ziv]|2 > Z ||Zl-v||2> )
Kxex i€k

Clearly the size of#" is (). Since the probability if{9) is insensitive to scalingvaby a constant we can restrict
v to lie on the surface of a shagethat encapsulates the origin. Furthermore, since the elenod the matrixZ
are i.i.d. all(}) terms in the first summation on the right hand side[of (9) wiéirt be equal. Therefore we can
further write

n

P, < Ivel : Y|z S 11Zvl]2 | 10
< (1) (v > lzwl> 5 | V||2> 10

The main difficulty in computing the probability on the righéind side of[(1l0) is in the fact that the vectois
continuous. Our approach will be based on the discrete wwyef the unit sphere. In order to do that we will use
small spheres of radius It can be shown [18, 20,21] that #("—") spheres of radius is enough to cover the sur-
face of thed (n — m)-dimensional unit sphere. Let the coordinates of the centbthese:—4("~) small spheres
be the vectorg;, t = 1,2,...,e 4"=™_ Clearly, ||z¢||, = V1 — €2. Further, letS;,t = 1,2,...,e 4™

be the intersection of the unit sphere and the hyperplammgirz; perpendicular on the line that conneets
and the origin. It is not difficult to see thags_;" " S, forms a body which completely encapsulates the origin.
This effectively means that for any pointsuch that|v|| > 1, the line connecting and the origin will intersect

e—d(n—m)

U™ S,. Hence, we sef = ;" " S; and apply union bound oves; to get

n —d(n—m
P < <k>€ m) max [p (EivESt. Z||Zv||2 z HZiv||2>]. (11)

i=k+1

Every vectorv € S; can be represented &s= z; + e where||e||, < e. Then we have

m?x[ <E|v€St : Z||ZV||2 ||ZV||2>]
i= k+1
k n
=max |P | Jde : He||2<€andz||Zi(zt—l—e)H2> Z HZi(Zt‘i‘e)Hz . (12)
t = i=k+1

Given the symmetry of the problem (i.e. the rotaional irmace of theZ;) it should be noted that, without loss of
generality, we can assunag = [||z¢||2,0,0, ...,0]. Further, using the results from [23] we have thét*—")~1
points can be located on the sphere of radiisentered at; such thatS; (which lies in a(d(n — m) — 1)-
dimensional space and whose radius)is inside a polytope determined by them and

if n<v2

otherwise

1 1 21 n (n— m) 1)
e 13)
1 1



Figure 1. Covering of the unit sphere

To get a feeling for what valuegsandc can take we refer to [22] where it was stated Bfat—")—!

points can
be located on the sphere of radi

€ centered at; such thatS; is inside a polytope determined by them.
Let us call the polytope determined ")~ points P;. Lete,s = 1,2,..., 7%= ~1 pe jitgnd(n—m)-1
corner points. Sinc8Z;z||, — || Zie||2 < ||Zi(z: + e)|]2, andS; C Py we have

n
mfle(EIe,||e||2<e s. t. Z||Z zite)lo= S [Zi(z+e)ll2)
i=k+1

n
< maxP(EIe (zt +e)ePs. t Z||Z zi+e)|lr > z (1|1Zizt]]2 — || Zie]|2))
1= i=k+1

< maxP(max( > ||Zet||2+Z||Z zt+et)||2> > z ||Zizt||2>. (14)
! * \i=FH i=F1

where the second inequality follows from the property thatmaximum of a convex function over a polytope is
achieved at its corner points and that function insidentlag; is convex as it is a sum of convex norms. Connecting

(@), (12), and[(T4) we obtain

(Vl) n k n
Ps < Wmfle max | > ||Zie§||2+Z]||Zi(zt+e§)||2 z 5 Zizll2 |- (15)
1=

Using the union bound overwe further have

n
maxP(fﬂﬁX( Z ||Zet||2+ZHZ Zt+et)Hz> > Z HZiZtIIz>
t s
i=k+1 +1
nd(n—m)—l n ) ) n
S max 3 P(( > ||Zie?||z+z||Zi(Zt+e?)||z> =z Y ||ZiZt||2>' (16)
=1 j i=1



Given that only the first component of is not equal to zero and the symmetry of the problem we carewrit

n

d(n—m)—1 n
max P(( s ||Zet||z+z||z zt+et>||z>/ 3 ||zz-ztuz>
i=k+1

s'=1 k+ i=k+1

N

n d(n m) n )
nd(”_m)_lrrtlgxp<< Z Zij(e}) ||2+Z||Z Zf+et)||2> z > ||Zz'Hz(||Zt||2—!(Pi)l!))

i= k+l =2 i=k+1
(17)

where(et/) denotesj-th components 0&. LetB; = Zi(z: +¢!), C; = Zu(||z|]2 — |(e§)1]), andD; =
z 2 1](et') Clearly, B;, C;, D; are independent zero-mean Gaussian random vectors ofiiénghen we
can rewrite[(1l7) as

nd(n—m)—l n ) k ) n
max Y P(( 5 Hzl-eiuﬁzHzl-<zf+e:>uz>> 5 Hzl-zmz)
i=1

s'=1 i=k+1 i=k+1
p n k n

< @ maxP (S |IDilla+ S [IBill2= Y [ICill2 ] - (18)
ts i=k+1 = i=F+1

LetB;,, Cl-p, anle-p denote thep-th components of the vectoB;, C;, D;, respectively. Then forany < p <d
it holds

var(B;,) = ||z: +ef |3 = 1 — € +ce?,var(C;,) = (|[zl[2 — [(ef )1]) var(D;,) = |lef |3 — [ (e )1 [*
Let G;, F; be independent zero-mean Gaussian random vectors sucuteathat for any < p <d
var(G;,) = (l|zll2 — [lef ||2)? var(F;,) = |[ef ||5.

Since va(G;,) < var(C;,), and va(F;,) > var(D;,) we have from[(I8)

n
nd(”"”)‘lrr;’gxP< > !!D!!z+ZHBIIz > IICin>

=k+1 i=k+1
n
< nd<"—m>-1ma,xp< 3 HFIIz+ZIIBIIz 3 ||ci||z>. (19)
ts “F1 i=F+1

Since||ef'|»
the Chernoff bound we further have

k n
nd<"m>1p<z||3i||z> S <HGz-||z—HFi||z>>
i=1

i=k+1
< nln=m)=1(poul Ballayk (Eg—ul[Grlla)yi—k( poul Fill2yn—k. (20)

wherep is a positive constant. Connecting{15)4(20) we have

A\ 1 /ny dn—m) " Ee-ullcillz \" 7
<k>E<E) o )k<(Eeu|F1|z)_1> : (1)
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After settingk = Bn, m = an, and using the fact th4f ) ~ e~"!(#) we finally obtain

lim Py < lim &" (22)
n—oo n—oo
where g
_ (n/e)d(l_“) IJHB H B Ee_leGlHZ
R G 7 S (23)

andH(B) = BInB+ (1 — B)In(1 — B). We now setu = v/2d — 15v/2,5 < 1. In the appendices we will
determineEeV2d-16V2||Bill>  pov2d-18V2IIRll2 gnd e~ V24-18V2/[Gil2,

We now return to the analysis ¢f (23). Replacing the resubt f(37), [(38), and (44) in_(23) we finally have

e)i(l—a) B B B
~ %(ed((éb)2+5b))/3(ed((éf)2+5f))l B (¢H((05)2~0g))1-8 (24)

where we recall that = /1 — €2 + c?€2, f = ce, andg = V1 — €2 — ce. Our goal is to findd such that for
oczl—y,0<y<<1and/3:%—o,0<o<<%,E<1.Thatmeansweneed

In(§) <0 (25)
which implies
d(1—a) 1n<§) +d5(Bb+ (1—B)f — (1—B)g) +d&* (B> + (1—B)f* + (1 — B)g> < H(B).  (26)
Let

g—f 1—2ce
~~ 27
g+b—f 2—2ce @7)
Combining the previous results the following theorem than lbe proved.

Bopt =

Theorem 4. Assume that the matriA has an isotropically distributed null-space and that thentner of rows of
the matrixA is dm = adn. Fix constants and i according to [(IB) and arbitrarily small numberand 6. Let
b=+V1—e*+c%e?, f =ce andg = V1 — €2 — ce. ChooseB < Bopt wherefopt = 2 — O(e) is given by
(27). For anyx that isd-block sparse and has block sparskty< Bn, the solutions to the optimizatiors (1) and
@) coincide if ” )

B+ (1-pf-(1-pg ~° *7 9

Proof. Follows from the previous discussion combinibg (B}, (228)( (24), [25), and (26))}

d>5

Before moving on to the numerical study of the performancthefalgorithm[(B) we should also mention that
the theoretical results from [10] and [45] are related to whaften called thestrong thresholdthe interested
reader can find more on the definition of the strong thresho[d(]) for sparsity. As we have said earlier, if the
number of the measurementsié = «N then the strong threshold for sparsity is ideally= N. Also, the
definition of the strong threshold assumes that the reaartsig algorithm ((2),[(B) or any other) succeedsday
sparse signal with sparsity below the strong threshold. édew since this can not be numerically verified (we
simply can not generate all possitieblock sparse signals fro?"), a weaker notion of the threshold (called
the weak thresholflis usually considered in numerical experiments (the @diexd reader can also find more on
the definition of the weak threshold in [10]). The main featof the weak threshold definition is that it allows
failure in reconstruction of a certain small fraction ofrsds with sparsity below it. However, as expected, the
ideal performance in the sense of weak threshold assume# tha number of the measurementshis = aN
and the sparsity i& = BN, then3 should approach. As the numerical experiments in the following sections
hint increasing the block lengthleads to almost ideal performance of the reconstructingnigae given in[(B).
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Table 1. The theoretical and simulation results for recover y of block-sparse signals with different
block size. pg is the strong threshold for  ¢; optimization and py is the weak threshold for /¢4
optimization both are found from [5, 6]. d represents the block size in various simulations. The data

are taken from the curves with probability of success more th an %95.

60=01]6=03]6=05]6=07]|6=09
Ps 0.049 0.070 0.089 0.111 0.140
PW 0.188 0.292 0.385 0.501 0.677
d=1 0.10 0.23 0.30 0.41 0.62
d= 0.30 0.33 0.50 0.57 0.72
d=38 0.50 0.60 0.60 0.71 0.89
d=16 0.70 0.80 0.80 0.91 0.94

4. Numerical study of the block spar sereconstruction

In this section we recall the basics of the algorithm, show haan efficiently be solved in polynomial time,
and demonstrate its performance through numerical sifookat

In order to recover & block sparse signal from the linear measuremengs= Ax we consider the following
optimization problem

min [ X[l + [Xafl2 + -+ [ Xall2
subjectto Ax=y (29)
whereX; = (X(i_1)44+1, X(i—1)d42/ - - - Xia), fori = 1,2,...,n. Since the objective function is convex this is

clearly a convex optimization problem. In principle thi®blem is solvable in polynomial time. Furthermore, we
can transform it to a bit more convenient form in the follog/iiway

. N
subjectto  ||X;|3<t?, >0, 1<i<n
Ax =y (30)

where as earlieX; = (X(i_1)411, X(i—1)d+2 - - - » Xia), fori = 1,2,..., n. Finally, itis not that difficult to see that
(3d) can be transformed to

min
X,t1,E2,-. /10

subject to

- HM:

I X*]

Ax — (31)

with X; = (x(i,l)dﬂ,x(i,l)dﬂ, ..., Xiq),fori=1,2,...,n. Clearly, [31) is a semi-definite program and can be
solved by a host of numerical methods in polynomial time.

To further improve the reconstruction performance we thice an additional modification df (31). Assume
thatX;, 1 < i < nis the solution of[(31). Further, solfiX;||, and assume th& is the set ofk indices which
correspond to thé vectorsX; with the largest norm. Let these indices determine the ipositof the nonzero
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Algorithm 1 Recovery of block-sparse signals
Input: Measured vectoy € R™, size of blocksi, and measurement matrik.
Output: Block-sparse signat € R".

1. Solve the following optimization problem

min [ Xall2 + [Xall2 + -+ (X2
subjectto Ax=y

using semi-definite programming.

2. Sort||X;|[2 fori =1,2,...,n,such that|X; |2 > [|X},|l2 = - - = [|X], [|2.

3: The indicesjy, ja, ..., j; mark the blocks ok that are nonzero. Set to be the submatrix ofA containing
columns ofA that are correspond to blocks, j», ..., ja.

4: Let x represent the corresponding nonzero blocksg determined byjy, j, ..., j;. Setx = A~ 'y and the
rest of blocks ok to zero.

5: return x.

blocks. Then letA ;- be the submatrix ofi obtained by selecting the columns with the indig&grom the firstk

rows of A. Also letyg be the firstkd components of. Then we generate the nonzero part of the reconstructed
signalx asxp = A%ly,@. We refer to this procedure of reconstructing the sparseasigas/, /¢, algorithm and

in the following subsection we show its performance.

4.1. Simulation results

In this section we discuss the performance of#hg/; algorithm. We conducted numerical experiments for
4 different values of the block length In cases whed = 1,4, or 8 we set the length of the sparse vector to be
N = 800 and in the casd = 16 we setN = 1600. For fixed values ofl and N we then generated a random
Gaussian measurement mateixfor 0.1 < « < 0.9. For each of these matrices we randomly genetéte
different signals of a given sparsif; form a measurement vectgr and run the/, /¢; algorithm. The percentage
of success (perfect recovery of the sparse signal) is showigure[2 and Table 1. The cade= 1 corresponds
to the basic/; relaxation. As can be seen from Figlile 2 increasing the Hienfith significantly improves the
threshold for allowable sparsity.

5. Conclusion

In this paper we studied the efficient recovery of block spaignals using an under-determined system of
equations generated from random Gaussian matrices. Sobleprs arise in different applications, such as DNA
microarrays, equalization of sparse communication cHanmeagnetoencephalography, etc. We analyzed the
minimization of a mixed’, /¢; type norm, which can be reduced to solving a semi-definitgnara. We showed
that, as the number of measurements approaches the numbekradwns, the/, /¢, algorithm can uniquely
recover any block-sparse signal whose sparsity is up tothalihumber of measurements with overwhelming
probability over the measurement matrix. This coincidethwie best that can be achieved via exhaustive search.
Our proof technique (which involves a certain union bour)ears to give a loose bound when the number of
measurements is a fixed fraction of the number of unknownistuare work it would be interesting to see if one
could obtain “sharp” bounds on when signal recovery is fdsgsimilar to the sharp bounds in [8]) fés /1
method.
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Figure 2. Threshold for (3 for a given « (the colors of the curves indicate the probability of succes S

of ¢, /41 algorithm calculated over
Gaussian measurement matrix ~A)

100 independent instances of ~ d-block sparse signals x and a fixed
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A. Computing E[eVZd_l‘s\/EHBlHZ} and E[e\/2d—15\/§||F1H2

Now we turn to computingieV24-16V2l[Bill: and Eev2d-16v2lI1Rll2 | et us first consideEet!Bill2. SinceB; is
ad dimensional vector leB; = [Bll, By,,..., Bld]. As we have stated earIiBﬁp, 1 <p<darei.id. zero-mean
Gaussian random variables with variance(#ay) = 1 — > + c?¢*> = b*,1 < p < d. Then we can write

00 0 d
EeV2d-16V2||Bill> _ ;d/ / exp V2d —16V/2b Z B% ZP 21 4B
V2m ST oo =

Using the spherical coordinates it is not that difficult towtthat the previous integral can be transformed to

d
Eemé\/ﬁHBluz o 1 Zﬁ oordflex/delé\/Ebrfédr
- d d
V2m F(—) 0
(2d— 1 _ (2d—1)(sb)?
= r(d)e : /‘Oo rd—leVZd—léﬁbr—édY
r(g)zé’ 1 r(d) 0
)2
_ (d()z) u(zdz_ L V2d—1sv2b) (32)
(3

wherel is parabolic cylinder functior(see e.g., [32]). Before proceeding further we recall thyemgtotic results
for U from [32]. Namely, from [32] we have thatd > 0 andt > 0

2 oy
U, —ctva) ~ VAT (33)
2 N (12 + 1)1
where . L .
h(Q) =277 5 TCTE, p= S (W1 £+ VI R)). (34)
¢From[(3B) and (34) we have
2d—1_1 2421 (1(8b4/1+(8b)2+HIn(8b++/1+(5b)2)))
u(Zd —V2d —16bV/2) ~ <(2e)_\/2d 22%> il :
@ (1+ (8b)2)3
(35)
Connecting[(3R) and (85) we finally obtain fér> 0 ands < 1 (¢ is a constant independent @
o2 (8 - 21 (L (sb 5b)2+In(5b 5b)?
FeV2d-16v2|[Bil> o, € 2 (@* <(2€)—W” 1—%2%> ™7 (2(8by/14(8b)%+In( 1+ 1-+( ))))' 36)
r(4)2:-1 (1+(8b)?)1
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Using the facts thatb < 1 andF(%) R~ (%)% whend is large, [36) can be rewritten as
EeV24-15V2||Bi|l2 o e#(ébﬁe#(%(zsb 14(8b)2+1In(8b++/1+(6D)?)))

Sincedb <« 1 it further follows
Ee\/delé\/EHBle ~ e” 221 ((8b)241 (8b4/1+(8b)2+In(8b++/1+(5b)2)))

e” 201 ((8b)2+ 4 (8b(1+22 ) +In(sb+ (14 52))))

o P ((8)2 3 (8b(1+ 422 ) 1-6b))
~ 24-1((sb)>+5b)
~ ( b)2+5b) 37)

To computeEe!IF1ll2 we first note tha; is ad dimensional vector. LeF; = [Fy,, Fy,,...,Fi,]. As we have
stated earlielFlp, 1 < p < darei.id. zero-mean Gaussian random variables with \miafal(l-"lp) = ¢2e2 =

£2,1 < p < d. Then the rest of the derivation for computifigv2?-15V2lIRll2 follows directly as in the case of
EevV2d-18V2|[Bill2 Hence we can write similarly t6(B7)

EeV2a-16V2||Fil2 o pd((8f)+5f) (38)
B. Computing E [e‘de—MﬁHGlllz]

Now we turn to computin@e*v2‘1*15\/5"@1”2. SinceG; is ad dimensional vector le6; = [Gy,, Gy, ..., G1,].
As we have stated earlieﬂ;l ,1 < p < dare iid. zero-mean Gaussian random variables with vegian

var(Gy,) = (V1 —e? —ce)* = g%, 1 < p < d. Then we can write

Ep VTGl _ %/w /°° exp (\/2d 15v/2g Z G - ZP 16 ) dG.
1/271' — 00 — 00

Similarly as in the previous subsection using the sphegoairdinates it is not that difficult to show that the
previous integral can be transformed to

d
Fo—V2A-18V2Gills 1 2ym /oordflef\/deléﬁgrfédr
= R
V27 r(s)
d-1)(g)*  _ (2d-1)(¢g)
_ Tde e /Oordfle*\/ﬁsﬁgrf%dr
r(g)z%*l rd) Jo
(20-1)5g
@2

where as earliet] is parabolic cylinder function Before proceeding further we again recall another set @f th
asymptotic results fotl from [32]. Namely, from [32] we have thatdf > 0 andt > 0

u(s, e ~ '2( < (40)

2 41)1
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where

M) =25 1S5 h, p= %(t\/1+—t2 Fin(t+ V14 2)). (41)
¢From[(4D) and(41) we have

_ _ B 211 — 201 (3(68+/1+(88)>+1In(6g++/1+(88)2)))
u =t B isgv2) ~ ((2e)2"’41\/2d—1 ’ 221> :
2 (1+(58)2)1

Connecting[(3P) and (42) we finally obtain fér> 0 ands < 1 (as earlie®d is a constant independent @

2d—1 2 M l
EeVITVE[GH: 5, (e ((ze)zf;l\/ﬁ‘z”’z‘l—%z—i> (ayiriberinter v+ )

. (42)

r(§)2:~" (1+(59)2)
(43)
Using the facts thalf(4) ~ (21)2 andr(d) ~ (4)*whend is large, [@B) can be rewritten as
EeV2A-16V2||Gill2 o o= 27 (88) 257 (3 (68 1/1+(68)2+In(6g+1/1+(88)2)))
Sincedg < 1 it further follows
Ee V2A-18V2|[Gill2 o251 ((89)2= 3(5g1/1+(8g) > +In(8g+1/1+(5g)2)))
¢ (587 = F 031+ 852 )+In(ag+ 1+ C5%))))
~ HE (692 1651+ 087 459))
~ o2t ((69)°-69)
~ d((63)*=63) (44)
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