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Recursive Sparse Recovery in
Large but Structured Noise — Part 2

Chenlu Qiu and Namrata Vaswani

Abstract

We study the problem of recursively recovering a time segeesf sparse vectorsy;, from measurementd/; := S; + Lt
that are corrupted by structured noie which is dense and can have large magnitude. The structatevin require is that:
should lie in a low dimensional subspace that is either fixedhanges “slowly enough”; and the eigenvalues of its cavene
matrix are “clustered”. We do not assume any model on the esemguof sparse vectors. Their support sets and their nonzero
element values may be either independent or correlated tower (usually in many applications they are correlated)e Binly
thing required is that there bsomesupport change every so often. We introduce a novel solwjmroach called Recursive
Projected Compressive Sensing with cluster-PCA (ReProf@GA) that addresses some of the limitations of earlier worider
mild assumptions, we show that, with high probability, REP8-cPCA can exactly recover the support sef'oft all times; and
the reconstruction errors of bot$y and L. are upper bounded by a time-invariant and small value.

Keywords: robust PCA, sparse and low-rank matrix recovery, sparsavesg, compressive sensing

I. INTRODUCTION

In this work, we study the problem of recursively recoveramgime sequence of sparse vectdfs, from measurements
M, := S; + L, that are corrupted by structured noibg which is dense and can have large magnitude. The structateven
require is thatL; should lie in a low dimensional subspace that is either fixedhmnges “slowly enough” as discussed in
Sec[I-B; and the eigenvalues of its covariance matrix atastered” as explained in SEcTIID. As a by-product, at ¢éerta
times, the basis vectors for the subspace in which the moshteseveral,’s lies is also recovered. Thus, at these times, we
also solve the recursive robust principal components’yamal(PCA) problem. For the recursive robust PCA problémjs
the signal of interest whil&, can be interpreted as the outlier (large but sparse noise).

A key application where the above problem occurs is in videalysis where the goal is to separate a slowly changing
background from moving foreground objects [1]] [2]. If onacks each image frame as a column vector, the background
is well modeled as lying in a low dimensional subspace that gradually change over time, while the moving foreground
objects constitute the sparse vectaors [3], [2] which chdngecorrelated fashion over time. Another key applicat®omline
detection of brain activation patterns from functional MRWRI) sequences. In this case, the “active” region of thailbiis
the correlated sparse vector.

A. Related Work

Many of the older works on sparse recovery with structuredenstudy the case of sparse recovery from large but sparse
noise (outliers), e.g.[ [3]/[4].]5]. However, here we anterested in sparse recovery in large but low dimensionaslen®n
the other hand, most older works on robust PCA cannot redbeeoutlier (5;) when its nonzero entries have magnitude much
smaller than that of the low dimensional paft;) [6], [1], [7]. The main goal of this work is to study sparseogery and
hence we do not discuss these older works here. Some receks$ wo robust PCA such as][8],/[9] assume that an entire
measurement vectay/, is either an inlier §; is a zero vector) or an outlier (all entries §f can be nonzero), and a certain
number of M,’s are inliers. These works also cannot be used wheis,&lare nonzero but sparse.
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CCF-1117125. A shorter version of this work is submitted $6T1 2013.
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In a series of recent worksl[2], [L0], a new and elegant smhytivhich is referred to as Principal Components’ Pursu@RP
in [2], has been proposed. It redefines batch robust PCA aslaemn of separating a low rank matrik, := [L1,..., L],
from a sparse matrix$; := [S1,...,S:, using the measurement matri{; := [Mi,..., M;] = L; + S;. Thus these works
can be interpreted as batch solutions to sparse recoveayge but low dimensional noise. Other recent works that stisdy
batch algorithms for recovering a sparSg and a low-rankZ; from M, := £, + S; or from undersampled measurements
include [11], [12], [13], [14], [15), [16], [17], [18],[19] [20].

It was shown in[[2] that, with high probability (w.h.p.), oman recoveil, andS; exactly by solving

min|[ L]l + Al|S]1 vec Subject to £ +8 = M, 1)

provided that (a)C; is dense (its left and right singular vectors satisfy cartanditions); (b) any element of the mati is
nonzero w.po, and zero w.pl — p, independent of all others (in particular, this means thatgupport sets of the different
Si's are independent over time); and (c) the rankCefand the support size &; are small enough. HereB||.. is the nuclear
norm of B (sum of singular values oB) while || B||1 vec is the ¢, norm of B seen as a long vector. In most applications,
it is fair to assume that the low dimensional palt, (background in case of video) is dense. However, the assomihtat
the support of the sparse part (foreground in case of vide@dependent over time is often not valid. Foreground dbjec
typically move in a correlated fashion, and may even not nfova few frames. This results if; being sparse and low rank.

The question then is, what can we dodf is low rank and dense, b, is sparse and may also be low rank? In this
case, without any extra information, in general, it is noggible to separats; and ;. In [21], we introduced the Recursive
Projected Compressive Sensing (ReProCS) algorithm tleatiged one possible solution to this problem by using theaext
piece of information that an initial short sequencelgfs, or L;’s in small noise, is available (which can be used to get an
accurate estimate of the subspace in which the initia lie) and assuming slow subspace change (as explainec:ii[Ss).

The key idea of ReProCS is as follows. At timeassume that a x » matrix with orthonormal columns’?(t_l), is available

with spar(]f’(t_l)) ~ sparfL;_1). We projectM; perpendicular to spaﬁ’(t_l)). Because of slow subspace change, this cancels
out most of the contribution of,. RecoveringS; from the projected measurements then becomes a classarakesmgcovery

/ compressive sensing (CS) problem in small ndise [22]. Wiadéenseness assumption on s@an, ), one can show that;

can be accurately recovered Via minimization. Thus,L; = M; — S; can also be recovered accurately. We use the estimates
of L, in a projection-PCA based subspace estimation algorithuptimeﬁ(t).

ReProCS is designed under the assumption that the subsparghkich the most recent severdl’s lie can only grow
over time. It assumes a model in which at every subspace ehtame, t;, some new directions get added to this subspace.
After every subspace change, it uses projection-PCA tanesti the newly added subspace. As a result the rank3(,9f
keeps increasing with every subspace change. Theref@enumber of effective measurements available for the CS step
(n— rank(P(t_l))), keeps reducing. To keep this number large enough at alktiReProCS needs to assume a bound on the
total number of subspace changés,

B. Our Contributions and More Related Work

In practice, usually, the dimension of the subspace in whitgh most recent severdl;’s lie typically remains roughly
constant. A simple way to model this is to assume that at eehange timef;, some new directions can get added and
some existing directions can get deleted from this subspaddo assume an upper bound on the difference between #ie tot
number of added and deleted directions (the earlier mod@lihis a special case of this). ReProCS still applies fos thore
general model as discussed in the extensions sectidn_bf tijever, because it never deletes directions, the ranf?(gf
still keeps increasing with every subspace change time ardsdill requires a bound od.

In this work, we address the above limitation by introducagnovel approach calledluster-PCAthat re-estimates the
current subspace after the newly added directions have desurately estimated. This re-estimation step ensurdsthiea
deleted directions have been “removed” from the n’éyy We refer to the resulting algorithm &eProCS-cPCAThe design
and analysis of cluster-PCA and ReProCS-cPCA is the focubeoturrent paper. We will see that ReProCS-cPCA does not



need a bound od as long as the delay between subspace change times incieggeportion tolog J. An extra assumption
that is needed though is that the eigenvalues of the cowaiamatrix of L, are sufficiently clustered at certain times as
explained in SeE1l-D. As discussed in §ec 1V-B, this is a pcatly valid assumption.

Under the clustering assumption and some other mild assoinsptwe show that, w.h.p, at all times, ReProCS-cPCA can
exactly recover the support ¢f;, and the reconstruction errors of both and L; are upper bounded by a time invariant and
small value. Moreover, we show that the subspace recovesy @ecays roughly exponentially with every projectionAgep.

The proof techniques developed in this work are very difiefeom those used to obtain performance guarantees in trecen
batch robust PCA works such as [2], [10], [23]] [€] [9l._]1122], [19], [17], [1€], [18], [20]. As explained earlier8], [9]

also study a different problem. Our proof utilizes sparssvery results[[22]; results from matrix perturbation thesin 6
theorem[[24] and Weyl's theorern [25]) and the matrix Hoeftdinequality [26].

Our result for ReProCS-cPCA (and also that for ReProCS fiatj) [does not assume any model on the sparse vectors’,
Sy’s. In particular, it allows the support sets of tligs to be either independent, e.g. generated via the mod&] dfgsulting
in S; being full rank w.h.p.), or correlated over time (can resnltS; being low rank). As explained in Séc TW-B, the only
thing that is required is that there Bemesupport changes every so often. We should point out that sdrtiee other works
that study the batch problem, e.gl [2], [16], also allSwto be low rank.

A key difference of our work compared with most existing wakalyzing finite sample PCA, e.d. [27], and references
therein, is that in these works, the noise/error in the alegbdata is independent of the true (noise-free) data. Henyav
our case, because of holy is computed, the erro¢; = Ly — L, is correlated withZ;. As a result the tools developed in
these earlier works cannot be used for our problem. Thiséanthin reason we need to develop and analyze projection-PCA
based approaches for both subspace addition and deletion.

In earlier conference papeis [28], [29], we first introdutieel ReProCS idea. However, these used an algorithm mativate
by recursive PCA[[30] for updating the subspace estimatethexily. As explained in Sdc ]Il and also in_[21, Appendix F],
it is not clear how to obtain performance guarantees forrsdoel PCA (which is a fast algorithm for PCA) for our problem.
Another online algorithm that addresses a problem simdawurs is given in[[31]. This also does not obtain guarantees.

The ReProCS-cPCA approach is related to that of [32], [8] [n that all of these first try to nullify the low dimensidna
signal by projecting the measurement vector into a subspeageendicular to that of the low dimensional signal, anchthe
solve for the sparse “error” vector. However, the big difece is that in all of these works the basis for the subspadieeof
low dimensional signal iperfectly knownWe studythe case where the subspace is not known and can change meer ti

C. Paper Organization

We give the notation next followed by a review of results freristing work that we will need. The problem definition and
the three key assumptions that are needed are explainectifll Stle develop the ReProCS-cPCA algorithm in §et Ill. We
give its performance guarantees (Theofen 4.1) in[Séc Ve Mer also provide a discussion of the result and the assunsptio
it makes. We define the quantities needed for the proof ane g proof outline in SeClV. The proof of Theoréml4.1 is
given in Sed¢ V. The key lemmas needed for it are given andgaon Sed VIl. In Se€ VI, we show numerical experiments
demonstrating Theorem 4.1, as well as comparisons with d&®m=and PCP. Conclusions are given in Bek IX.

D. Notation

For a setl' C {1,2,...n}, we use|T| to denote its cardinality, i.e., the number of element¥ilVe useT to denote its
complement w.r.t{1,2,...n}, i.e.T¢:= {i € {1,2,...n} : i ¢ T}. The notationsl; C T> and7> O T} both mean thaf}
is a subset offs.

We use the notatiorft;, ¢2] to denote an interval which contairts and ¢5, as well as all integers between them, i.e.
[t1,t2] := {t1,t1 + 1,--- ,t2}. The notation[L,; ¢ € [t1,12]] is used to denote the matriX;,, Ly, 11, -- , Ly,].



For a vectorv, v; denotes the&th entry ofv and vy denotes a vector consisting of the entriesvdhdexed byT'. We use
|lv|l, to denote the,, norm ofv. The support ob, supfv), is the set of indices at whichis nonzero, supf) := {i : v; # 0}.
We say thaw is s-sparse ifsupdv)| < s.

For a tall matrixP, sparfP) denotes the subspace spanned by the column vectdps of

For a matrixB3, B’ denotes its transpose, aid denotes its pseudo-inverse. For a matrix with linearly pegelent columns,
BT = (B'B)"'B’. We use| B||2 := max, || Bz|2/||z|2 to denote the induced 2-norm of the matrix. Al§d3|. is the
nuclear norm and| B||.,.x denotes the maximum over the absolute values of all itsemntiVe lets; (B) denote theth largest
singular value ofB. For a Hermitian matrixB, we use the notatioi EYP AU’ to denote the eigenvalue decomposition
(EVD) of B. HereU is an orthonormal matrix and is a diagonal matrix with entries arranged in non-incregsirder. Also,
we use);(B) to denote theith largest eigenvalue of a Hermitian matrix and we use\,,.x(B) and \,in(B) denote its
maximum and minimum eigenvalues. B is Hermitian positive semi-definite (p.s.d.), thap(B) = o;(B). For Hermitian
matricesB; and B,, the notationB; < B, means thaiB3; — B; is p.s.d. Similarly,B; = B, means thatB; — B; is p.s.d.

For a Hermitian matrixB, we have||B|ls = y/max(\2,.(B), 2, (B)). Thus, for ab > 0, || B2 < b implies that
—b < Amin(B) < Amax(B) < b. If B is a Hermitian p.s.d. matrix, thehB||s = Apax(B).

The notation[.] denotes an empty matrix. We ugeto denote an identity matrix. For an x n matrix B and an index set
T C {1,2,...n}, Br is the sub-matrix ofB containing columns with indices in the sét Notice thatBr = Blr. We use
B\ Br to denoteBr. (hereT*:={i € {1,2,--- ,n}:i ¢ T}). Given another matrixBs of sizem x ns, [B Bs] constructs
a new matrix by concatenating matricBsand B, in horizontal direction. Thus{B \ Br) Bs] = [Br- Bs]. For any matrix

B and setsl, Ts, (B)r, 1, denotes the sub-matrix containing the rows with indice$%irand columns with indices iff,.

Definition 1.1: We refer to a tall matrixP as abasis matrixif it satisfies P'P = I.

Definition 1.2: The s-restricted isometry constant (RI{32], ¢, for ann xm matrix ¥ is the smallest real number satisfying
(1 —3d5)||z||3 < [[®rz]|3 < (1+ d,)||z||3 for all setsT C {1,2,...n} with |T| < s and all real vectors: of length|T|.

It is easy to see thahaxr. <, [|(Vr'Ur) 7|2 < Tl(q,) 32].

Definition 1.3: Let X and Z be two random variables (r.v.) and IBtbe a set of values thd can take.

1) We useB° to denote theeventZ € B, i.e. B¢ := {Z € B}.

2) The probability of event3® can be expressed ds [35],

P(B°) := E[l5(2)].

where

1 ifZeB
Iz(72) :=
5(2) {0 otherwise

is an indicator function oZ on the set3 andE[Iz(Z)] is the expectation ofz(Z).
3) DefineP(B¢|X) := E[Ig(Z)|X] whereE[Iz(Z)|X] is the conditional expectation df(Z) given X.
Finally, RHS refers to the right hand side of an equation eqgirality; w.p. means “with probability”; and w.h.p. means
“with high probability”.

E. Preliminaries

In this section we state certain results from literaturecentain lemmas which follow easily using these resultst thid
be used in proving our main result.
1) Simple probability facts and matrix Hoeffding inequiakt The following result follows directly from Definitioh11.3.
Lemma 1.4:Suppose thaB is the set of values that the r.\J§, Y can take. Suppose thétis a set of values that the r.v.
X can take. For & <p <1, if P(B°|X) > p for all X € C, thenP(B¢|C¢) > p as long asP(C®) > 0.
Proof: This is the same as [21, Lemma 11].
The following lemma is an easy consequence of the chain fupgabability applied to a contracting sequence of events.



Lemma 1.5:For a sequence of evenis;, EY, ... Ef, that satisfyE§ O Ef O ES --- D Ef,, the following holds

P(E;,|E5) = [[ P(ERIEL ).
k=1

- BG|EG) = Tz POERIER By, - Ef) = [Tiy P(ERIEL ). u
The following two results are corollaries of the matrix Hioliig inequality [26, Theorem 1.3] that were proved|in][2iH.

Proof: P(E:,|ES) = P(ES,, ES,_4,.
the rest of the paper we often refer to them asHoeffding corollaries.

Corollary 1.6 (Matrix Hoeffding conditioned on another @dom variable for a nonzero mean Hermitian matrixgiven
an a-length sequencé¢Z,} of random Hermitian matrices of size x n, a r.v. X, and a seC of values thatX can take.
Assume that, for allX € C, (i) Z;’s are conditionally independent giveK; (i) P(biI < Z; < bI|X) = 1 and (iii)
bsI = L5 E(Z;|X) 2 byl. Then for alle > 0,

1 ae?
ax(— < >1- -
P (Amas(~ thzt) Sba+elX) 21— nexp(—gr—ps) forall X e
P (EZZ)”’ —€X)>1-ne (—aieg)forallXeC
min o . t) = U3 € = Xp 8(b2—b1)2

Proof: This is slight modification of [21, Corollary 13].

Corollary 1.7 (Matrix Hoeffding conditioned on another @dom variable for an arbitrary nonzero mean matrixgiven
an a-length sequencd Z;} of random Hermitian matrices of size x n, a r.v. X, and a setC of values thatX can
take. Assume that, for alk € C, (i) Z:'s are conditionally independent givek; (i) P(||Z:]ls < b1|X) = 1 and (iii)
L3, E(Z|X)|2 < be. Then, for alle > 0,

E2

1 «
P(]|~ Xt: Zilla < bo + €| X) > 1 — (ny + na) eXp(—Tb%) forall X e C
Proof: This is slight modification of [21, Corollary 14].
2) Linear algebra results:Kahan and Davis'sin § theorem [24] studies the effect of a Hermitian perturbatiin on a
Hermitian matrix,A.

Theorem 1.84in 6 theorem [24]): Given two Hermitian matricesl andH satisfying

Ao |[FE HB |[FE]
A=|pE] | H=|EE] , @)
0 AJ_ EJ_ B HJ_ EJ_ ]
where[E FE,] is an orthonormal matrix. The two ways of representitg- # are
A+H B E Ao |[F
A+H=[EE,] | =[FF] ,
B A +H, E 0 Ay _FL
where[F' F|] is another orthonormal matrix. LR := (A+ H)E — AE = HE. If Apin(A4) > Anax(A1), then
[Rl2

I-FFYE|, <
H( ) H2 o Amin(14) - )\max(AL)

Next we state the Weyl's theorem (Weyl's inequality for nas) [25, page 181] and the Ostrowski’s theorém [25, page
224].
Theorem 1.9 (Wey[ [25])Let A andH be twon x n Hermitian matrices. For each=1,2,...,n we have

Ai(A) + Amin(H) < Mi(A+H) < Xi(A) + Anax(H)

Theorem 1.10 (OstrowsKi [25])Let H and W be n x n matrices, withH Hermitian andWW nonsingular. For each =
1,2...n, there exists a positive real numb@r such that).i,(WW’) < 0; < Apax(WW') and \;(WHW') = 6;\,(H).
Therefore,

Amin(WHW') = Anin(WW') Amin (H)

The following lemma uses th&n # theorem and Weyl's theorem. It generalizes the idea of [Zmina 30].



Lemma 1.11:Suppose that two Hermitian matricetsand? can be decomposed as 4 (2) whéke E | | is an orthonormal
matrix andA is ac x ¢ matrix. Also, suppose that the EVD of + H is
F/
F'

AO
0 Ag

A+ H EYP [FFL}

whereA is ac x ¢ diagonal matrix. fApin(A) > Amax(AL) + [|H||2, then
§ 41>
" Amin(A) = Amax(A1) — |2
Proof: By definition of EVD, [F' F] is an orthonormal matrix. By thein 6 theorem, if \p,in(A) > Amax(A L), then

(I — FF)E|2 < % whereR := HE. Clearly, ||R||2 < ||H||2. SinCeAmin(A) > Amax(A1) and A is ac x ¢
matrix, thus,\.+1(A) = Anax(AL).

By definition of EVD (eigenvalues arranged in non-incregsirder) and sincd is acx ¢ matrix, A\c+1(A+H) = Amax(AL).
By Weyl's theoremAax (A1) = Aer1(A+H) < Aer1(A) + Amax(H). Sincedmax(H) < ||H]|2, the result follows. ]

The following lemma is a minor modification df [?1, Lemma 10].

Lemma 1.12:Suppose tha?, P and Q are three basis matrice®, and P are of same size. AlsaQ’P = 0 and (T —
PP')P||s < ¢} Then,

1) ||(I = PP")PP||ls = ||(I = PP")PP'|y = |(I = PP)P|y = (I = PP')P|s < ¢}

2) |PP' — PP'||2 < 2||(I - PP')P|s < 2¢F

(I = FF)E]|.

3) |PQllz < ¢
4 \1-¢ <ai((1 - PPHQ) <1
Proof: The result follows exactly as in the proof of [21, Lemma 10]. [ ]

3) Sparse Recovery Error Boundhe following is a minor modification of [22, Theorem 1] amgalito exact sparse signals.

Theorem 1.13 [[22]):Suppose we observe:= ¥x + z wherez is the noise. Lett be the solution to following problem
min ||z||; subject to[ly — Y2 < ¢ (3)

Assume thatr is s-sparse,||z|[> < & and 25(¥) < b < (/2 — 1). The solution of [(B) obey3i — z|» < C1¢ with

L 44/1+b B B
Cr = 1—(V2+1)b"

Il. PROBLEM DEFINITION AND MODEL ASSUMPTIONS

We give the problem definition below followed by the model dhcke key assumptions.

A. Problem Definition

The measurement vector at timel,, is ann dimensional vector which can be decomposed as
M; = L;+ S, (4)

Here S; is a sparse vector with support set size at moahd minimum magnitude of nonzero values at leggst,. L; is a
dense but low dimensional vector, i.B; = F;a; where Py is ann x r(; basis matrix withr,) < n, that changes every
so often.F;) anda, change according to the model given below. We are given anratecestimate of the subspace in which
the initial tyain L¢'s lie, i.e. we are given a basis matri% so that||(I — Pof’é)Png is small. HereP, is a basis matrix for
spatLs,,.), i.e. spafiPy) = spafL,.,). Also, for the firsttyain time instants,S; is either zero or very small. The goal is

1) to estimate bottb; and L, at each time& > t4ain, and

2) to estimate spdi®) every-so-often, i.e., upda]ét) so that the subspace estimation error,$SE= H(I—P(t)lf’(’t))P(t) Il

is small.
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Fig. 1. The subspace change model given in Seclll-A. Hgre- 0.

Notation for S;. LetT;:={i: (S;); # 0} denote the support of,. Define

Smin := min min|(S;);], and s:= max|Ty|
t>tyain €Ty t

Assumption 2.1 (Model oh;): We assume that, = P;ya; where ;) anda, satisfy the following.
1) Py = Pjforallt; <t <tj1,j=0,1,2---J, whereP; is ann x r; basis matrix withr; < n andr; < (tj41 —t;).
We letty = 0 and¢;4; equal the sequence length. This can be infinity also. At ttengé timest;, P; changes as
P; = [(Pj—1\ Pjo) Pjnew- Here, Pjnew is ann x cjnew basis matrix withP! o, P;—1 = 0 and Pj g containse; oiq
columns of P;_1. Thusr; = rj_1 + ¢ new — ¢j,0ld- AlSO, 0 < tyain < t1. This model is illustrated in Fig.]1.
2) There exists a constatif,.x such thad < ¢;j new < Cmax andzgzl(ci,new_ci,old) < cmax forall j. Letryax := 70+ Cmax-
Thus,r; =ro + Z{Zl(ci,new— Ciold) < 70 + Cmax = Tmax, I-€., the rank ofP; is upper bounded by, ax.
3) a;:= P(t)’Lt, is ar; length random variable (r.v.) with the following propestie
a) a;'s are mutually independent over
b) a; is a zero mean bounded r.v., iB(a;) = 0 and there exists a constant such that||a;||- < 7. for all .
c) Its covariance matrixA; := CoVia;] = E(a:a}) is diagonal withA~™ := min; Ayin(A:) > 0 and AT =
max; Amax(At) < 0o. Thus, the condition number of any; is bounded byf := ﬁ—f
Also, P; anda, satisfy the assumptions discussed in the next three sudsgct
Definition 2.2: The following notation will be used frequently. Le?; . := Py, _1) = Pj_1. Fort € [t;,t;11 — 1], let
ar« = P; 'Ly = P;_1'L; be the projection of.; along P; . of which a; . n; := (Pj_1 \ Pjola) L+ is the nonzero part. Also,
let at,new:= Pf,neth be the projection of.; along the newly added directions. Thus,

Q% nz Q% nz
At = and ay =
l 0 ] [at,new‘|
where0 is ac; o length zero vector (sinc®; o4’ L: = 0). Using the above, fot € [t;,¢;+1 — 1], L; can be rewritten as

L;= Pjat = (Pj—l \Pj,old)at,*,nz + Pj,newat,new: Pj,*at,* + P',nemﬂt,new

and A, can be split as
(At)*,nz O
0 (At)new

where (A¢) s nz := CoV(a .« nz) and (A¢)new = COV(ar new) are diagonal matrices.

t =

B. Slow subspace change

By slow subspace change we mean all of the following.
1) First, the delay between consecutive subspace changs,tim; — t;, is large enough.
2) Second, the projection df; along the newly added directions;, new, is initially small, i.e.max;, <t<¢; 1o [|as,newf oo <

Ynews WIth Ypew <€ v« @nd ynew < Smin, but can increase gradually. We model this as follows. Spi interval
[tj,tj+1 — 1] into « length periods. We assume that

a a < = mi k=1
mjxte[tﬁ(kinll)a)ftﬁmi” llas newlloo < Ynewk := min(v" ™ Ynew, V«)



Fig. 2. We illustrate the clustering assumption. Assume—= At-j.

for av > 1 but not too Iarﬁ This assumption is verified for real video datalin|[21, SeB]X-
3) Third, the number of newly added directions is small, ¢&gew < cmax < 7. This is also verified in[[21, Sec X-B].

C. Measuring denseness of a matrix and its relation with RIC

For a talln x » matrix, B, or for an x 1 vector, B, we define the the denseness coefficient as follows [21]:

_ |17 Bl

J(B) := i 2z
ro(B) = max TrET

(5)

where|.||2 is the matrix or vector 2-norm respectively. Cleanty(B) < 1. As explained in[[2ll]; measures the denseness
(non-compressibility) of a vectaB or of the columns of a matriX3. For a vector, a small value indicates that its entries are
spread out, i.e. it is a dense vector. A large value indicdiasit is compressible (approximately or exactly sparSahilarly,

for ann x r matrix B, a smallxs; means that most (or all) of its columns are dense vectors.

For a basis matriX°, xs(PP’') = ks(P) and thusks(P) is a property of spaiP) [21].

Remark 2.3:A better way to quantify denseness of a matik would be to define the denseness coefficient as
max|r|<; [ I7'Q(B)||2 where Q(B) is a basis matrix for spa), e.g. it can be obtained by QR decomposition Bn
This definition will ensure that the denseness coefficierd igroperty of spafB) for any matrix B. It is easy to see that
lI7'Bll2 < |l I7'Q(B)||2|| B||2- Thus, even with this new definition, all our results, andraBults of [21], will go through
without any change. However, we keep the definition[df (5)abee it was used in [21] and the current work uses certain
lemmas from|[[21].

The following lemma was proved in [21].

Lemma 2.4:For ann x r basis matrixP (i.e P satisfyingP'P = I),

8s(I — PP") = k2(P).

In other words, ifP is dense enough (smatl), then the RIC off — PP’ is small. As we explain in([21, Sec IV-Dks(B)
is related to the denseness assumption required by PCP [2].

D. Clustering assumption

For positive integersS and«, let {; := t; + Ka. We set their values in our main result, Theorieni 4.1. Recathfthe
model onL, and the slow subspace change assumption that new direckipRs, get added at = ¢; and initially, for the first
« frames, the projection of ; along these directions is small (and thus their variancessarall), but can increase gradually.
It is fair to assume that by = ¢;, the variances along these new directions have stabilinedda not change much for
t € [tj,tj41 — 1. Itis also fair to assume that the same is true for the vaeigmatong the existing directions;_;. In other
words, we assume that the matthx is either constant or does not change much during this petioder this assumption,

1Small ynew and slowly increasingynew, . is Nneeded for the noise seen by the sparse recovery step todle Bowever, ifynew is zero or very small, it
will be impossible to estimate the new subspace. This will r@ppen in our model becausgew > A~ > 0.



we assume that we can cluster its eigenvalues (diagon@gninto a few clusters such that the distance between catige
clusters is large and the distance between the smallesbagest element of each cluster is small. We make this préeissv.
Assumption 2.5Assume the following.
1) EitherA; = A{j for all t € [t;,t;41 — 1] or A; changes very little during this period so that for edch 1,2,--- ,7;,
ming e o1y Ai(Ae) 2 maxgeq ooy A (Ae).
2) LetG; 1), G2, 90, be a partition of the index sefl,2,...7;} so thatmin,eg, min, ez, ]/\i(At) >
max;eg; ., MaXyc(f, ., ,—1) Ai(A¢), i.e. the first group/cluster contains the largest set oémiglues, the second one

ir1—1

the next smallest set and so on (see[Hig 2). Let
a) G, = (Pj)g, ., be the corresponding cluster of eigenvectors, ther= [G1, G2, -+, Gjv,];
b) éjx :=|G; )| be the number of elements & ), thenZZLl Cik = T4
C) Ak = min;eg; minte[fj,tj+1—1] Ai(Ay), /\j7k+ = MaXieg, ) MaXyc[f, Ai(Ay) and )‘j-ﬂj+1+ :=0;

d) gjk =Xk /A (notice thatg; , > 1);

e) hjr = A1 /N (notice thath;, < 1);

f) gmax ‘= MaXx; maxXg=1,2,... 9 gj.,ki hmax ‘= maXx; maxXg=1,2,... 9 hj_’k, 6min e Ininj mink:1727... 9 63'7]g

tjr1—1]

0) Ymax 1= max; v
We assume thaj,.. is small enough (the distance between the smallest andstaeigenvalues of a cluster is small)
and hi.x is small enough (distance between consecutive clusteesge). We quantify this in Theorefn 4.1.
Remark 2.6:The assumption above can, in fact, be relaxed to only redh&efollowing. The matrices\; are such that
there exists a partitiong; (1), G; (2, -+ Gj,(v;), of the index set{1,2,...r;} so thatminieg, ,, min, ez, ;.. 1 Ai(Ae) >

MAXieg, 1) MAXye[f, 1,4, —1] i (A+). Define all quantities as above. We assume ghat. and Bax are small enough.

I1l. REPROCSWITH CLUSTER-PCA (REPROCS-CPCA)

We first briefly recap the main idea of projection-PCA (pr@4) which was used in_[21]. The ReProCS with cluster-PCA
(ReProCS-cPCA) algorithm is then explained. In Sec 1Il-@, discuss how to set its parameters in practice when the model
may not be known. The need for proj-PCA is explained in [Se®lIMWe need the following notation.

Definition 3.1: Let ¢; := t; + K«. Define the following time intervals

1) Zjr=[t;+ (k- 1o, t; + ka—1] for k =1,2,--- | K.

2) Zjy = [t; + (k= 1)a,t; + ka—1] for k=1,2,--- ,9;.

3) Zjo,41 = [t; + V&, i1 — 1.

Notice that[t;,t; 11 — 1] = (UX_,Z; ) U (Uiilij,k) UZ;9,41. Also, K, a anda are parameters given in Algorithim 2.

A. The Projection-PCA algorithm

Given a data matriD, a basis matrixP? and an integer, projection-PCA (proj-PCA) applies PCA @i := (I — PP')D,
i.e., it computes the top eigenvectors (the eigenvectors with the largestigenvalues) of%meijmj’. Here ap is the
number of column vectors if®. This is summarized in Algorithra] 1.

If P =[], then projection-PCA reduces to standard PCA, i.e. it caegpthe topr eigenvectors ofal—DDD’.

We should mention that the idea of projecting perpendidolar partly estimated subspace has been used in differetebdsn
in past work [36], [8].

Algorithm 1 projection-PCA:Q « proj-PCAD, P,r)
1) Projection: comput@®yej < (I — PP')D

2) PCA: compute-L Dy Do/ “” [Q Q. |

0A, L

AO !
] lg ] where( is ann x r basis matrix andvp is the number

of columns inD.
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Algorithm 2 Recursive Projected CS with cluster-PCA (ReProCS-cPCA)

Parameters. algorithm parameters, w, «, &, K, model parameters;, ro, ¢;new ¥; andé;;

Input: n x 1 vector,M;, andn x ry basis matrixb,. Output: nx1 vectorsS, and L;, andn x (1) basis matrixﬁ(t).
Initialization: Let P,y < Po. Letj < 1, k < 1. Fort > tyan, do the following:

1) Estimate T; and S, via Projected CS:

a) Nullify most of L,: compute® ;) « I — P(t,l)P(’t_l), Y + Dy M,
b) Sparse Recovery: compufg s as the solution ofnin,, ||z(|1 s.t. [y — Pyzll2 <€
c) Support Estimate: comput® = {i : |(S;.cs)i| > w}
d) LS Estimate ofS;: compute(S:) s, = ((P1)z,) ye, (Si)ze =0
2) Estimate L,. L, = M, — S,.
3) Update P
a) ft#tj+qa—1foranyqg=1,2,...K andt #¢; + Ka+9;a — 1,
i) setPy) « Py
b) Addition: Estimate span(P;new) iteratively using proj-PCA: If t =t; + ka —1
) Pjnewr < Proj-PCA([Ls;t € Zj 1], Pj_1, ¢jnew)
i) set Py « [Pj-1 Pjnewd]-
i)y If k= K, resetk «+ 1, else incremenk « k + 1.
c) Deletion: Estimate span(P;) by cluster-PCA: If t =t; + Ka +¥;a — 1,
i) Fori=1,2,---,9;,
o G proj-PCA[Ly;t € Z; 1), (G, Gja, ... Gjii], Ei)
End for
ii) setP; + [Gj1, - ,Gj,] and setly) « P;.
iii) incrementj < j + 1.

B. The ReProCS-cPCA algorithm

ReProCS-cPCA is summarized in AlgoritHth 2. It proceeds dsvis. The algorithms begins with the knowledge &f
and initializesﬁ(t"ain) + Fy. Py can be computed as the top left singular vectors ofM,,. (since, by assumptiorS,,,
is either zero or very small). Far> tyain, the following is done. Step 1 projecfd; perpendicular toﬁ’(t_l), solves thel;
minimization problem, followed by support recovery and ing@omputes a least squares (LS) estimateSpbn its estimated
support. This final estimats, is used to estimaté; as L, = M, — S, in step 2. The sparse recovery errey,:= S, — S,.
Sincel; = M, — S;, e; also satisfieg; = L; — L;. Thus, a smalk, (accurate recovery of;) means that., is also recovered
accurately. Step 3a is used at times when no subspace updted. In step 3b, the estimatégs are used to obtain improved
estimates of spd®; new) every a frames for a total ofK« frames using the proj-PCA procedure given in Algorithm 1. As
explained in[[21L], withinK proj-PCA updatesK chosen as given in Theordm}.1), it can be shown that fpeth, and the
subspace error, SE := [|(I — P(t)P(’t))P(t)HQ, drop down to a constant times In particular, if att = t; — 1, SEy) < r(,
then att = Ej :=t; + Ka, we can show that §f < (r + cmax)C. Herer := ryax = 10 + Cmax-

To bring SE;) down tor( beforet; 1, we need a step so that by- t;,, — 1 we have an estimate of only sgdh), i.e. we
have “deleted” spaiP; oiq). One simple way to do this is by standard PCAt at #; +a—1, computeﬁj + proj-PCA([Ly;t €
Z;1],[],7;) and Ietﬁ(t) « Pj. Using thesin ¢ theorem and the Hoeffding corollaries, it can be shown thationg asf is
small enough, doing this is guaranteed to give an accurdimate of spafP;). However f being small is not compatible
with the slow subspace change assumption. Notice fron$t@tl\~ < ynew and E[||L;||3] < rAT. Slow subspace change
implies thatynew is small. Thus, A~ is small. However, to allowi.; to have large magnitudey™ needs to be large. Thus,
f = AT/A™ cannot be small unless we require tiathas small magnitude for all times
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Fig. 3. A diagram illustrating subspace estimation by ReProCSAPC

In step 3c, we introduce a generalization of the above gfyatalled cluster-PCA, that removes the boundforut instead
only requires that the eigenvalues of Chy) be sufficiently clustered as explained in $ecll-D. The mdaaiis to recover one
cluster of entries of; at a time. In thek*” iteration, we apply proj-PCA ofl;;t € I; ;] with P < [G;1,Gja,...Gjx_1]) tO
estimate spait7; ;). The first iteration use® « [], i.e. it computes standard PCA to estimate §p5n ). By modifying the
approach used in_[21] for analyzing the addition step, westaw that sincej; , and BM are small enough (by Assumption
[2.8), spanG, ;) will be accurately recovered, i.¢( — Zle Gj_,iég_’i)Gj_,kHQ < ¢;,1¢. We do thisy; times and finally we set
Pj + [Gj1,Gjz...Gjg,] andPyy «+ P;. Allof this is done at = £;+9;a—1. Thus, at this time, Sf = || (I—P; P/)P;||> <
S -k, GGl ) Ginllz < S & k¢ = r;¢ < rC. Under the assumption thaf, — t; > Ka + Umaxd, this
means that before the next subspace change time, SE; is belowr(.

We illustrate the ideas of subspace estimation by additiofpPCA and cluster-PCA in Fid.]3. We discuss the connection
between proj-PCA done in the addition step and the clust-Hor deletion) step in TablB I given in Sec V-C.

C. Practical Parameter Settings

The ReProCS-cPCA algorithm has parameters, o, &, K and it uses knowledge of model parametgrsro, ¢;jnew 9;
and¢; ;. If the model is known the algorithm parameters can be sehaheoren{4l1. In practice, typically the model is
unknown. In this case, the parameteysro, cjnew &, w, K can be set as explained in [21]. The parametgrandc; ; for
i=1,2...49;, can be set by computing the eigenvalues};oztejjw1 f;tf;; and clustering them using any standard clustering
algorithm, e.g. k-means clustering or split—and-mgrgﬁe pick o and @ somewhat arbitrarily. A thumb rule is that and &
need to be at least five to ten times.. andmax; max;—1,2...9, ¢;,; respectively. From simulation experiments, the algorithm
is not very sensitive to the specific choice.

D. The need for Projection-PCA

The reason standard PCA cannot be used and we need proj-PGécagise; = L, — L, is correlated withL,. The
discussion here also applies to recursive or online PCA lwisgust a fast algorithm for computing standard PCA. In most
existing works that analyze finite sample PCA, e.g. seé [2d] references therein, the noise or error in the “data” used f
PCA (hereL,’s) is uncorrelated with the true values of the data (hByis) and is zero mean. Thus, when computing the
eigenvectors of1/a) Y, L, L}, the dominant term of the perturbatioii/a) 3, L, L, — (1/a) 3, LiL}, is (1/a) 3, e} (the
terms(1/a) Y, Lie; and its transpose are close to zero w.h.p. due to law of langebrrs). By assuming that the error/noise
e; is small enough, the perturbation can be made small enough.

20One simple split-and-merge approach is as follows. Staitt wisingle cluster. Split into two clusters: select thetsgti that§max iS minimized. Split
each of these clusters into two parts again while ensufingx is minimized. Keep doing this fod; steps. Notice that, with every splittingmax Wwill

either remain the same or reduce, howelgr.x will either remain same or increase. Then, do a set of meepsstn each step find the pair of consecutive
clusters to merge that will minimiz&max.
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However, for our problem, because and L; are correlated, the dominant terms in the perturbation bgestandard PCA
will be (1/a) 3", Lie,’ and its transpose. Sinde can have large magnitude, the bound on the perturbatiorbwilarge and
this will create problems when applying thim 6 theorem (Theorein 1.8) to bound the subspace error. On tlee ladimd, when
using proj-PCA,L; gets replaced byl — Pj_lﬁ;_l)Lt (in the addition step) or byl — Zle GiG;)Lt (in cluster-PCA) and
this results in significantly smaller perturbation. We hax@lained this point in detail in Appendix F af [21].

IV. PERFORMANCE GUARANTEES

We state the main result first and then discuss it in the nebdexttion. We give its corollary for the case whegrés small
in Sec[IV-G. The proof outline is given in S&d V and the proofjiigen in Sed V.

A. Main Result
Theorem 4.1:Consider Algorithm{ 2. Let := c.x andr := 7o + c. Assume thatl; obeys the model given in Assumption
2. Also, assume that the initial subspace estimate isratcenough, i.ell(I — Py P;)Py|| < ro¢, for a( that satisfies

107* 15x107* 1 At

0T Horf s Ve =5
Let £ (C), p, K(€), cvadd(€), agei(¢), gj,1 be as defined in Definition3.2. If the following conditionsldto

1) (algorithm parameters)é = &(¢), 7pé < w < Smin — 7€, K = K((), a > aaddC), &> agel(C),
2) (denseness)

¢ < min(

max kas(Pj_1) < k3, , = 0.3, max k25 (Pjnew) < K3y new = 015,

max max kog(D; < kT =0.15, max max & ; < k. =0.15
J o 0<k<K 25( .77neW7/€)— s ’ G 0<k<K QS(QLneW;k)— 25 ’

max ks((I — ijlpf—l - Pj-,new-,KPj{,neW,K)Pj) <kl

WhereDj,new,k = (I_ pj—lpj(71 - pj,neV\l,kPJ{_’newyk)Pj,neW1 ande,new,k = (I_ Pj,new j,newl)pj,new,k andpj,new,o = []!
3) (slow subspace change)

max(tj+1 — tj) > Ko+ ﬁmaxd,
J
mjaxtlélzax lat.newll oo < Ynewk = min(1.2k_l'ynew, ), foral k=1,2,... K,
J.k

14p§0 (<) S Smina

4) (small average condition number 6fov(a; new)) gk < gt = V2,
5) (clustered eigenvaluespssumptiod 2.5 holds With,ax, Amax; Gmin SAUSTYING faee(Gmaxs Pmax) — %&x:nx) >0

where fgee(Gmaxs Pmax) @nd fine(Gmax, hmax) are defined in Definitiol 513 (also see RemarK 7.5 which weslthis
requirement),

then, with probability at least — 2n 10, at all times,t,

1) Tt = Tt and HetHQ = ||Lt — .i/t”Q = ||§t — StHZ < 018\/5’7new+ 124\/Z
2) the subspace error, Esatisfies

0.65 1 +7¢+04cC if teZjp, k=1,2,--- K
SEy <1 (4 o e UL
r if t €Zjo,41
< {O-Gk—l +1072VCif te Ty, k=1,2,- K
1027 it t € (Ul Zjn) UZjo, 41



13

3) the errore; = S, — S, = L, — L, satisfies the following at various times

1.17[0.15 - 0.728 71 /eynew+ 0.15 - 0.4cC /ey + 1Cy/Tys] if t € Tjp, k=1,2,--- | K

leell2 < § 1170 + €)Cy/re it ¢ €U L
1.177‘4\/;7* if te Ij719j+1
_ J018-0.7287 1 eynew + 117 1.06v/C if ¢ ezjyl,;, k=12 K
R it e (UpliZin) U041

The above result says the following. Assume that the ingiddspace error is small enough. If the assumptions given in
the theorem hold, then, w.h.p., we will get exact supporovety at all times. Moreover, the sparse recovery error thed
error in recovering’;) will always be bounded b9.18./cynew plus a constant timeg/C. Since( is very small,ynew < Smin,
and ¢ is also small, the normalized reconstruction error frwill be small at all times, thus making this a meaningful
result. In the second conclusion, we bound the subspaceatiin error, Sg). When a subspace change occurs, this error is
initially bounded by one. The above result shows that, w.lwith each adddition proj-PCA step, this error decays hiyig
exponentially and falls belowr + ¢)¢ within K steps. After the cluster-PCA step, this error falls belajy By assumption,
this occurs before the next subspace change time. Becaube choice of¢, both (r + ¢)¢ andr¢ are below0.01+/C. The
third conclusion shows that the sparse recovery error asasehe error in recovering; decay in a similar fashion.

B. Discussion

Notice from Definitio 5.R thatf = K (¢) is larger if ¢ is smaller. Also, bothvagd(¢) andagel(¢) are inversely proportional
to ¢. Thus, if we want to achieve a smaller lowest error legelve need to compute both addition proj-PCA and cluster-BCA
over larger durationsy and & respectively, and we will need more number of addition #GjA stepsK. Because of slow
subspace change, this means that we also require a largsr lietiveen subspace change times, i.e. largar— ¢;.

1) Comparison with ReProCSThe ReProCS algorithm of [21] is Algorithin 2 with step 3c remd and replaced by
Pj — [Pj,l,Pjﬂne\,\,’K]. Let us compare the above result with that for ReProCS fossthespace change model of Assumption
[Z1 [21, Corollary 43]. First, ReProCS requires,([Po, Pinew - - - Prnew]) < 0.3 whereas ReProCS-cPCA only requires
max; k25 (P;) < 0.3. Moreover, ReProCS requirgsto satisfy¢ < mim((rO +1(f}:41)c)2, (m{é?ﬁ?;‘y o Jil)c)gwf) whereas
in case of ReProCS-cPCA the denominators in the bound only containr 4+ ¢ = r + 2¢ (instead ofrg 4+ (J — 1)c¢).

Because of the above, in Theoréml4.1 for ReProCS-cPCA, tlyeptace whereJ (the number of subspace change times)
appears is in the definitions afa,gqg and age. Notice thataagg and age; govern the delay between subspace change times,
t;+1 —t;. Thus, with ReProCS-cPCA/, can keep increasing, as long#gs, —t; also increases accordingly. Moreover, notice
that the dependence of4q andage 0n J is only logarithmic and thus;; —t; needs to only increase in proportionltg .J.

On the other hand, for ReProCS (seel[21, Corollary 4B]appears in the denseness assumption, in the bourdamd in

the definition ofaade. Thus, ReProCS needs a bound.bithat is indirectly imposed by the denseness assumption.

The main extra assumptions that ReProCS-cPCA needs arehdi)clustering assumption (Assumpti¢n ]2.5 with
Pmax, Jmax being small enough to satisfyinc. (Gmax, Pmax) — %&h“) > 0; and (i) max; ks ((I — P Pl_) —
P,-7nevv7KPJf,nevv,K)Pj) < r}.. The second assumption is similar to the denseness assunuptiD; new, Which is required by
both ReProCS and ReProCS-cPCA. This is discussed in [2¥| clistering assumption is a practically valid one. We vexiifi
it for a video of moving lake waters shown|in http://www.eastate.edu/chenlu/ReProCS/ReProCS.htm as follows. We first
“low-rankified” it to 90% energy as explained in [21, Sec X-Blote that, with one sequence, it is not possible to estimate
A, (this would require an ensemble of sequences) and thus itipassible to check if all\;’s in [t;, ;.1 — 1] are similar
enough. However, by assuming tht is the same for a long enough sequence, one can estimatadt agime average and
then verify if its eigenvalues are sufficiently clusteredh&M this was done, we observed that the clustering assumipsiols

With Jimax = 7.2 and Amax = 0.34.


http://www.ece.iastate.edu/~chenlu/ReProCS/ReProCS.htm

14

2) Comparison with PCP:We provide a qualitative comparison with the PCP result[¢f f2 direct comparison is not
possible since the proof techniques used are very diffenethtsince we solve a recursive version of the problem wheRCé#s
solves a batch one. Moreover, PCP provides guarantees &ot excovery ofS; and £;. In our result, we obtain guarantees
for exact support recovery of th&'s (and hence o8,) and bounded error recovery of its nonzero values and;of\lso, the
PCP algorithm assumes no model knowledge, whereas ouiithlgaioes assume knowledge of model parameters. Of course,
in Sec[Ill-G, we have explained how to set the parametersactie when the model is not known.

Consider the denseness assumptions. et = UXV’ be its SVD. Then, fort € [tj,tj4;1 — 1], U =
[Po, Pi.news Poew - - - Pinew] and V. = [a1,az...a;)'S71. The result for PCP[]2] assumes densenesd/oand of V: it
requiresk (U) < \/ur/n andr1 (V) < /ur/n for a constani > 1. Moreover, it also require§UV’||max < /ar/n. On
the other hand, ReProCS-cPCA only requirgs(P;) < 0.3 andrzs(Pjnew) < 0.15. It does not need denseness of the entire
U; it does not assume anything about denseneds;and it does not need a bound & V’||ax-

Another difference is that the result for PCP assumes thatsement of then x ¢ matrix S; is nonzero w.pp, and zero
w.p. 1 — p, independent of all others (in particular, this means thatdupport sets of the differesst’s are independent over
time). Our result for ReProCS-cPCA does not put any suchnagon. However it does require denseness of the matrix
Dj new Whose columns span the unestimated part of &8Banw) for ¢t € Z; ;1. As demonstrated in Selc. VI, this reduces
(ks(Djnewk) increases) if the support sets 8fs change very little over time. However, as long as, for mast.(D; newx)
is anything smaller than one, which happens as long as tBeaé least one support change duribg,, the subspace error
does decay down to a small enough value within a finite numbeteps. The number of steps required for this increases
asks(Djnewr) iNCreases. Sinces(D; newr) Cannot be computed in polynomial time, for the above disoussve computed
| I7," D newk |2/ Djnewrll2 att = t; + ka — 1 for k = 0,1,... K. In fact, our proof also only needs a bound on this latter
guantity.

Also, some additional assumptions that ReProCS-cPCA naed&) accurate knowledge of the initial subspace and slow
subspace change; (b) denseness)9few; () the independence af;’s over time; (d) condition number of the average
covariance matrix ofi: new is NOt too large; and (e) the clustering assumption. Assiompt(a), (b), (c) are discussed in detail
in [21] and (a) is also verified for real data. As explaineddd]| (c) can possibly be replaced by a weaker random walk mode
assumption om,’s if we use the matrix Azuma inequality [26] instead of matdoeffding. Assumption (e) is discussed above.
(d) is also an assumption made for simplicity. It can be resdoif a clustering assumption similar to Assumption 2.5 kold
for (A¢)new = CoV(at new) duringt € [tjjj — 1] and we use an approach similar to cluster-PCA. If theredagg; clusters,
we will needdnew; proj-PCA steps to estimaténewk (instead of the current one step). At tHé step, we use proj-PCA with
P being Pj,l concatenated with the basis matrix estimates for thellast clusters to recover th&" cluster.

C. Special Case whefiis small

If in a problem, L, has small magnitude for all times then f, which is the maximum condition number of Gdy) for
anyt, can be small. If this is the case, then the clustering assampivially holds with; =1, ¢;1 = 7}, Gmax = Gj1 = f
and hpax = hj1 = 0. Thus,¥max = 1. In this case, the following corollary holds.

Corollary 4.2: Assume that the initial subspace estimate is accurate @énasigiven in Theorei 4.1 withas chosen there.
Also assume that the first four conditions of Theofenh 4.1 Hoken, if f is small enough so that,..(f,0) < faee(f,0)éminC,
then, all conclusions of Theorem 4.1 hold.

Notice that the above corollary does not need Assumpfiort®Hold.

V. DEFINITIONS, PROOFOUTLINE AND CONNECTION BETWEEN ADDITION AND DELETION STEPS

In Sec[V-A, we define all the quantities that are needed forptlo®f. The proof outline is given in Séc WB. We discuss
how the proof strategy for the cluster-PCA (for deletior®psts related to that of addition proj-PCA in Jec V-C.
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A. Definitions

Certain quantities are defined earlier in Assumptlonk 2d[ZAB, in Definitiong 2.2 and 3.1, in Algorithih 2 and in Theorem
4.1.

Definition 5.1: In the sequel, we let

1) ¢:= cmax aNAr 1= Tyax = ro + ¢ and sor; = ro + Z'Z:l(cmew— Ciold) < T,

2) ¢t :=1.1735

Definition 5.2: We define here the parameters used in Thedrein 4.1.

. . | log(0.6¢cC
1) Define K (¢) = | 505 |
2) Define&o(C) := v/cynew+ 1.061/C
3) Definep := max,{1(S:cs— S;)}. Notice thatp < 1.

4) Define the condition number of the average of CQVew) Overt € Z; , as

/\j newk+
gj % := ———— where
)\j.,new.,k
1 _ 1
)\j,new,k+ ::)\max(a Z (At)new)a )\j,new,k = Amin(a Z (At)new)a
[ASUNS te€T;

5) Let K = K(¢). We defineaaqq(¢) as in [21] the smallest value of so that(px («,¢))%7 > 1—n"19 wherepg (o, ¢)
is defined in[[21, Lemma 35]. An explicit value for [t [21] is

2

8- 16
aadd(() = [(log 6K J + 11logn) 7= 24 Ynewn 70); g+ 40186706+ 0.00347new + 2.3)°)]

24
(CA7)?
In words, aaqq is the smallest value of the number of data pointspneeded for an addition proj-PCA step to ensure that
TheorenT 41l holds w.p. at leagt — 2n~10).
6) We defineage(¢) as the smallest value of so thatj(a, ¢)?==7 > 1 — n~1% wherep(a, ¢) is defined in Lemm&718.
We can compute an ei<plicit value for it by using the fact tratdnyxz < 1 andr > 1, (1 —z)" > 1 — rz and that

S0 e ¥ <6e mi—rz0% | We get

max(min(1.

02
(CA )?
whereb; := (v/1v. + ¢T/()? and¢™ = 1.1732. In words, aqe is the smallest value of the number of data points,
needed for a deletion proj-PCA step to ensure that Thebrdnhdlds w.p. at leastl — 2n~19).

agel(€) = [(log 6¥maxJ + 11 1ogn) max(4.22, 4b2)]

Definition 5.3: Define the following.
1) ¢F =
2) define the Seri8$<k+}k:071727...[( as follows
b+ 0.125¢¢
1—(GH2 = (¢H)2f —0.25¢¢ — b’

whereb := Crlgt¢h C(kP)2gT(CE )2+ +2,+::0.15,C:=M ), C' = )2
K Cr 1+ (Ks)g(éhk,l)-f— F(G)% K (m+¢) (((b)"'

G=1, ¢ = for k> 1, (6)

ot kT (¢h)? A (A2 _ma (857
\/1 <<*)2 it \/1 <<* 2 \/1—<<r>2)’ ¢i= (@7 + \/1—<<i>2)'

3) define the sene@g‘k Yr=1,2,... 0, as follows

64_ L finc(gkvﬁk)
pE L R
fdec(gka hk)
where fin.(g, fz) = (r + C)<[3I€+ TG+ [k N foot + kT (1 + 2¢+)\/T2T—]iz + [T+c( + 47’(;@Jr T+ 2(r + ¢)¢(1 +
ke o2 f +o0. 221, and faee(g, h) = 1—h—0.2<—r2(2f—r ¢ — fine(g, h). Notice thatf;,.(g, h) is an increasing
function of §, 2 and fu..(J, h) is a decreasing function gf, h.
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As we will see,f, ¢, Z,j are the high probability upper bounds @g.., ¢, fjk (defined in Definitio[_518) under the
assumptions of Theorem 4.1.
Definition 5.4: For the addition step, define
1) @5 =1—Pi1P_ | — PjnewnP)pons aNd®j o =1 —P;_1 Pl ;.
2) ¢r := max; maxy. < | ((®56)7 (25,6)7) "12. It is easy to see thaty, <
3) Djnewt = P 1 Pjnew aNd D; new:= D; newo = ®; 0P new

1
1-max; (P k)"

For the cluster-PCA step (for deletion), define

1) Vjp=1- Ef:o C:“G’“

2) Gjgete = [Gj1-+,Gjr—1] andGjgetr = [Gj1 -+, Gjp1]. Notice that®; x = I — G, gete+1G" gorjsr-

3) Gjundetk = [Gjk+1--+, Gj,l-

4) Dj =Y, 1-1Gjk, Djdetk := ¥ r—1G; detk aNdD; undeti := ¥ k—1Gj undetk-
Here,G; qetr, CONtains the directions that are already detected beferé‘thstep of cluster-PCA(; ;. contains the directions
that are being detected in the current st@punder: CONtains the as yet undetected directions.

Definition 5.5: Let ks . := max; ks(Pj—1), Ksnew := Max; ks(Pjnew), Fisk = Max; ks(Djnewk), Fsk = max; rs((I —
Pj,newp',newl)pj,nevwk)’ Ks,e 1= max; fis (P P).

Definition 5.6:

1) LetDj o E; . R; , denote its QR decomposition. HetB, ;, is a basis matrix whileR; ;. is upper trianguIaE

2) Let E;, 1 be a basis matrix for the orthogonal complement of §pan) = spaniD; ). To be preciseE; | is a

n x (n — ¢;) basis matrix that satisfies; ;. | 'F; = 0.
3) Using B x and Ky, 1, define Ay, Ajy 1, Hjx, Hjx 1 and B, as

1
Aj,k = 5 Z Ej,k/qjjyk—lLtLt/\IJj,kf1Ej,k

tel;p
bt 1
Ajg, 1= = Z BtV LeLd' W o 1 Bt
tefj,k
=~ 1
Hipi== > Bx'Vika(ee — Lie —eiLi') ;1 By
tel;
-~ 1
Hip1 =7 Z Ejk "W k-a(eres — Lyet —erL' )W 1Bk 1
tefj,k
~ 1 o 1
Biwi=3 Z Ejk Wik 1 LeLy W1 Ej g = a Z Ejk 1" Vin—1(Ly —er) (L — e )V —1Ejk
tel;x tel;x
4) Define
. A 0 B
A]k = |:E77I€E,k)J_:| J)k B _]k; /
0 Aj,k,i Ej,k,i
7 H; B E. ./
Hjp = [Ej,k Elu} ik Tk e -
Bﬂk Hj,k,i Ej.,k.,L

5) From the above, it is easy to see that
- _ 1 ..
Ai +Hjk = A Z U, 1L Ly .
tGijk

6) Recall from Algorithn{2 that

5 v 1 - EVD [ A A
Aje + Hjn = = DI ZRUY 497 SN {Gj.,k Gaym}
teij,k

Ajp O
O Aj7k;7J_

v/
Gk

'
Gj,k,J-

SNotice that0 < /1 — r2¢2 < o;(R;,i) by Lemma 7B, thereforeR; ; is invertible.
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is the EVD of A; i, + H,x. Here Ay is aé; . x ¢ diagonal matrix.
Definition 5.7: Let P;, := P;_1 = P,_1). Recall thatP;, := P;,_1) = P;_1. In the sequel, we use the subscripto
denote the quantity at=t; — 1.
Definition 5.8 (Subspace estimation errors):
1) Recall that the subspace error at tims SE;) := ||(1 — Pu)P(,)) Py lo-
2) Define
G =T = PPl Pyl

This is the subspace error @t=t; — 1, i.e. (j. = SEy, 1.
3) Fork=0,1,2,---, K, define

Gk o= (I — pj—lpf—l - Pj,nevwkﬁy{,nevmk)Pj,neWH2-

This is the error in estimating sp@h; new) after thekt” iteration of the addition step.
4) Fork =1,2,---,9;, define

k
G =T = GG )Gk
=1

This is the error in estimating sp@s; ) after thek'” iteration of the cluster-PCA step.

Remark 5.9 (Notational issueNotice that( is a given scalar satisfying the bound given in Theofem 4Hilen; «, ¢«
andg},C are as defined above. Since the basis matrix estimates ar@ofusof thel,’s, which in turn are depend on thig,’s
and L; = Pyyaz, thus,(j , G « and(; ;, are functions of thew;’s. Thus,¢j 1, ;.. and(; x are, in fact, random variables.

Remark 5.10:

1) Notice that¢;,o = [|Djnewll2, Gk = | Dinewll2 andjp = (I = GrGi) Dkl = [|W51 G2

2) Notice from the algorithm that (i)P;news is perpendicular toP;. = P;_;; and (i) G, is perpendicular to

[Gj1,Gya,. .. Gjrnl.
3) Fort € Zjy, Py = Pj = [(Pj—1 \ Pjo), Pjnewls Py = [Pj—1 Pjnews] and

SEw = (I = Pi-1P}_y — PjnewkPlnews) Pill2 < (I = Pi—1 P}y — Pjnewr P news) [Pi-1 Pinewlll2 < G + G

for k =1,2... K. The last inequality uses the first item of this remark.
4) Fort € jj_’k, Py = Pj, P(t) = [ijl Pj,new.,K] and

SE(t) = SE(tj+Ka71) S <_],* + C],K

5) Fort ¢ jj_ﬂj+1, P(t) = Pj = [Gj_]l, o ,Gj_’ﬁj], P(t) = Pj = [GAjyl, oo ,GAjyﬁj], and
9

SE@4) = (41, < ngk
k=1

The last inequality uses the first item of this remark.

Remark 5.11:Recall thate, := S; — S;. Notice from Algorithm(2 that

1) e, = Ly — Ly.

2) If T, =Ty, theney = Ir,[(®()) 7, (®(1)) 1)~ 11,/ ® (1) Psyar. This follows using the definition of; given in step 1d of
the algorithm and the fact tha® ;)7 ® ) = (@) I7) @) = 7Py for any setT. Thus, fort € [t;,t;11 — 1],

er = I, [(® )7, (B )]~ In/ @ Piar = I, [(® )7, (B )1 ]~ 1,/ @) [Py wts,« + Pjnewat newd ®)
with
D1 t€Ljp, k=12...K
Oy = Qix  telin k=1,2...9;

Pjr10 t€Zjv41
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TABLE |
COMPARING AND CONTRASTING THE ADDITION PROJPCASTEP AND PROJPCAUSED IN THE DELETION STEP(CLUSTER-PCA)

Eth iteration of addition proj-PCA kth iteration of cluster-PCA in the deletion step

done att = t; + ka — 1 done att =t; + Ko+ 9;& — 1

goal: keep improving estimates of S{i&), new) goal: re-estimate sp&af;) and thus “delete” spdP; oiq)

computePj new . by proj-PCA on[Ls : t € Z; 1] computeG; x by proj-PCA on[L¢ : t € Z; 1]

with P = Pj,1 with P = éj,denk = [GA]'71,~ B ,éj’k,ﬂ

start with [|(1 — Pj—1P]_)Pj—1ll2 <r¢and(; 1 < ¢ <0.6F71 4 04cC || start with||(1 — Gy detr G gors,) Giderk ll2 < v¢ and ¢ i <

need smallg; . which is the need smallg; , which is the

average of the condition number of Gd¥, ., L+) averaged ovet € Z; maximum of the condition number of C&’, ; L) overt € T k

no undetected subspace extra issue: ensure perturbation due to $08f\ndetx) is small;
need smallh; ;, to ensure the above

¢j,% is the subspace error in estimating s(@new) after thekth step Ej,k is the subspace error in estimating s@@n ;) after thek?” step

end with¢; . < ¢ < 0.6 + 0.4c¢ w.h.p. end with¢; 1, < & ¢ w.h.p.

stop whenk = K with K chosen so thaf; x < cC stop whenk = 9; andg:j,k <gpCforallk=1,2,---,9;

after K" iteration: Py < [Pj_1 Pjnew ] andSEqy < (r +c)¢ after %" iteration: Py)  [Gj1,--+ ,G;0,] and SE() < ¢

Definition 5.12: Define the random variable
Xjkyks = {a1,02, - Q4 kyatkoa—1)-

Recall thata;’s are mutually independent over
Definition 5.13: Define the sef}ykhh as follows.

fj,k,() = {Xj k0 Gr <G and7, = T, ande, satisfies() forall t € Z; .}, k=1,2,...K, j=1,2,3,...J
Uk = {X;rn: Gr <ExC andT; = T; ande, satisfies@) forall t € Z; 4}, k=1,2,...9;, j=1,2,3,...J
U041 = {Xjt1,00: Ty = T; ande, satisfies@) for all t € Z; 9,41}, j =1,2,3,...J

Define the sel’; , », as follows.

D100 :={X1.00:C.. <r¢, andT; = T; ande, satisfies@®) for all ¢ € [tyain, t1 — 1]},

Tiro:="Tjr10NTjk0 k=1,2,... K, j=1,2,3,...J
Fj,K,k = Fj,K,k—l ﬁf‘j,K,k, k=1,2,. ..19j, 1=123,...J
Ljt1,00 =Tk, ﬂfj,K,ﬂjH, i=1,23,...J

Recall from the notation section that the eveéft ;= {X; x, k> € Lk ko }-

Remark 5.14:Notice that the subscript always appears as the first subscript, whilés the last one. At many places in
this paper, we remove the subscrjptor simplicity. Whenever there is only one subscript, itersfto the value ok, e.g.,®¢
refers t0®, o, Prew refers toPj newr and so on.

B. Proof Outline of Theoren 4.1

The first part of the proof that analyzes the projected CS atebthe addition step is essentially the same as that in [21].
The only difference is that, now;” = r¢ instead of(;t = (1o + ( — 1)c)¢. In Lemmal6.1L, the final conclusions for this part
are summarized: it shows that, for all= 1,2,... K, ¢ decays roughly exponentially with and it bounds the probability
of I't . o given IS, , ;. The second part of the proof analyzes the projected CS stdphe cluster-PCA step. The final
conclusion for this part is summarized in Lemmal 6.2: it bautite probability ofl™; ;. , givenI'; .., ;. Theoreni4ll follows
essentially by applying Lemmas 6.2 dnd]6.1 for ea@nd & and using Lemma_1]5.

Lemmal6.2, in turn, follows by combining the results of Len{iha (which shows exact support recovery and bounds the
sparse recovery error fare fjﬂk conditioned onl'§ -, ;), and Lemmd 718 (which bounds the subspace recovery error at
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the k" step of cluster-PCA conditioned dFf g ). LemmalZP uses the result of Leminal 7.1 which bounds the RIC o
@, in terms of(,, ¢, and the denseness coefficientsff and Prew. LemmalZ.8 is obtained as follows. In Lemifnal7.4, we
show that, under the theorem’s assumptiaﬁjs,g ¢;.kC. In LemmaZB, we bound,C in terms of Amin (Ak), Amax(4%,1) and
[|1Hx|l2 using Lemma 1. Next, in Lemnia¥.7, (i) we use Lenimé 7.2 hadHpeffding corollaries (Corollariés1.6 andl1.7)
to bound each of these terms and (ii) then we use Lefma 7.6hase bounds to bourg by f,j with a certain probability
conditioned onl’§ ;. , ;. Finally, Lemmé& 7B follows by combining Lemria7.4 and Lenifa

C. Connection with Addition proj-PCA

Our strategy for analyzing cluster-PCA and hence for prgvilheoreni 411 is a generalization of that used to analyze the
k" addition proj-PCA step in[21]. We discuss this in Table .

VI. PROOF OFTHEOREMI4.]

The theorem is a direct consequence of Lemmas 6.1ahd 6.8 galew.

A. Two Main Lemmas

The lemma below is a slight modification of [21, Lemma 40].Utrenarizes the final conclusions of the addition step.

Lemma 6.1 (Final lemma for addition stepkssume that all the conditions in Theordm]4.1 holds. Alsoumss that
P(I'S,_10) > 0. Then

1) ¢ =1, ¢ <0.6F+04c¢ forall k=1,2,...K;

2) P(IS 0 T 5-10) 2 pr(a,¢) > pr(a, () forall k=1,2,... K.
where(;" is defined in Definitiod 513 angy(«, ¢) is defined in[[21, Lemma 35].

The proof of the above lemma follows using the exact sameacampras in the proof of Lemma 40 6f]21] but wiglt = r¢
instead of(rg + (j — 1)cmax)C everywhere. We give the proof outline in Appenfik A.

The lemma below summarizes the final conclusions for thetehBCA step. It is proved using lemmas given in VILI.

Lemma 6.2 (Final lemma for cluster-PCAXssume that all the conditions in Theorém]4.1 hold. Also amsuthat
P(I'¢ g x—1) > 0. Then,

1) forallk=1,2,...9;, P(IS g, | TS 1) > (&, () wherep(a, ¢) is defined in Lemma 718;

2) P(I'§ §4+1,0,0 | FgKﬁ )=1

Proof: Notice thatP(I'¢ ;. | T¢ 1) = P(Gx < &C andT, = T3, ande, satisfies®) for all t € Iy, | TS ;)

andP (I, 100 | TS k0,) = P(T; = T; ande; satisfies(®) for all ¢ € Tj.9,+1). The first claim of the lemma follows by
combining Lemma 718 and the last claim of Lemmal 7.2, bothmivelow in Sed"VIl. The second claim follows using the
last claim of Lemma&7]2. [ |

Remark 6.3:Under the assumptions of Theoréml4.1, it is easy to see thdbtlowing holds.

1) Foranyk =1,2...K, I, , implies that (i)¢;,« < ¢H=r¢and (i) u < 0.68 +0.4cC forall k¥’ =1,2,...k

« (i) follows from the definition ofT¢ , y and ;.. < 3177 Gorw < Sy GorwC = r51¢ < ¢ = ¢ and (i)
follows from the definition ofl’; , , and the first claim of Lemmia 8.1.
2) Foranyk =1,2...9;+1,I' ;. , implies (i) (. < ¢H, (i) G < 0.6F +0.4c¢ forall & = 1,2,... K, (iii) Cjr <,
(V) |, Pjlla < (r 4 )¢, (v) G < & for k' =1,2,...k and (Vi) X _, G < 75¢ < €.
« (i) and (i) follow becausd; ;. C I';  ,, (iii) follows from (ii) using the definition ofK’, (iv) follows from (i)
and (iii) using||®; x Pjl2 < [[ @,k [Pj«; Pjneulll2 < (j« + (j,, and (v) follows from the definition of§ ;. ;..

3) I'G11.0,0 Implies (i) ¢« < ¢ for all 4, (i) ¢jx <0.6F +0.4c¢ forall k =1,---, K and allj, (i) ¢;x < c( for all j.



20

B. Proof of Theorerh 411

The theorem is a direct consequence of Lemmas 6.1_and 6.2 emchd 1.b.

Notice thatI'S,q 2 I'io 2 TSro 2 ISy 2 ISko 2 ISxy 2 Tfii00- Thus, by Lemma
L3, P(T'54100/T500) = P(F§+1,o,o|1“§,x,ﬁ)l_[z:1 P(F;K,k|r§,K,k71)H§:1 P55 0I5 k—1,0) @nd P(Ly11,0,0T1,00) =
]_[jzlP(F§+1yoﬂo|F§_’070). Using Lemmad6]1 and 6.2, and the fact thata,¢) > px(a,¢) [21, Lemma 35], we get
P51 0T100) > prla, Q)X7p(a, ()%=, Also, P(I'§ ;) = 1. This follows by the assumption o, and Lemma
[7.2. ThusP(T' ., o0) > i (e, Q)7 p(@, ¢)mex.

Using the definitions ofvaqd(¢) and agel(¢) and o > cagd @and @ > agel, P(T'5,99) > pr (o, Q)X p(a, ¢)Pmaxt >
(1-n=10)2>1-2p"10

The eventl's ,,  , implies that7, = T, ande, satisfies[(B) for allt < ;.. Using Remark5.10 and the third claim of
Remark6.BI', , , o implies that all the bounds on the subspace error hold. Usiege, Remark 5.1 1a; newll2 < v/cYnews
and|a¢(|2 < vy, ['51, 00 implies that all the bounds off; |2 hold (the bounds are obtained in in Lemniad 7.2[and A.2).

Thus, all conclusions of the the result hold w.p. at lgast2n~10.

VIl. L EMMAS USED TO PROVELEMMA [6.2

In this section, we remove the subscrjpat most places. The convention of Remark .14 applies.

A. Showing exact support recovery and getting an expredsion;

Lemma 7.1 (Bounding the RIC &f,): The following hold.

1) 6:(®0) = K3(P) < K2, +2C.

2) 65(®) = K2([Ps Prewr]) < K2(Pe) + K2 (Prewk) < 62, + 2 + (Ksnew+ Rs G + G)2 for k=1,2.. . K

Proof: The above lemma is the same as the last two claim5 of [21, Le&8hadt follows using Lemm& 2]4 and some
linear algebraic manipulations. ]

Lemma 7.2 (Sparse recovery, support recovery and expresie;): Assume that the conditions of Theorém]4.1 hold.

1) Forallk=1,2,...94+1, X; kr-1 € I'j kr—1 implies that

a) G <G =1¢ Cr S ¢, [P Pyll2 < (r+ )¢,
b) §.(®x) < 0.1479 and g < ¢t :=1.1735
c) for anyt € 7,
i) the projection noises; := (I — P(tq)P('t,l))Lt satisfies|| 3|2 < V¢,
i) the CS error satisfie§S; cs — Si||2 < 7/,
iy T, =1y,
iv) e; satisfies[(B) ande;|2 < ¢T+/C.
2) Forallk=1,2,...9 +1, P(T; = T; ande; satisfies(®) for all t € Z 4 |X;xr1)=1forall X; xr 1€ jrp1.
3) Forallk=1,2,...9 + 1, P(T, = T; ande, satisfies@®) for all t€Z;x TS, ;) =1.
Proof:

Claim 1-a follows using Remafk8.3. Claim 1-b) follows usiclgim 1-a) and Lemm@a_4.1. Claim 1-c) follows in a fashion
similar to the proof of([[2ll, Lemma 30]. The main differencethigt everywhere we uséxL; = ®x Pja; and ||Px P2 <
(r + ¢)¢. Claim 1-c-i) uses this and the fact that foe Z; , @) = ®x, and/C < \/42/(r + ¢)3. Claim 1-c-ii) uses c-i),
V¢ < € (defined in the theorem)is (P ) < 0.1479, and Theoreni 1.13. Claim 1-c-iii) uses c-ii), the definitiohp, the
choice ofw and the lower bound o8,,;, given in the theorem. Claim 1-c-iv) uses claim c-iiij) and Reki5.11. To get the

bound on||e;||2 we use the first expression &fl (8)x < ¢* := 1.1735, and /¢ < \/~2/(r + ¢)3.
Claim 2) is just a rewrite of claim 1). Claim 3) follows fromaiin 2) by Lemma 1]4.
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B. A lemma needed for bounding the subspace etjor,
Lemma 7.3:Assume thafk/ <e¢pCfork’=1,---,k—1. Then

1) || Daetrll2 = [|Pr-1Gdetk|l2 < 7¢.
2) [|GaetrGaetr’ — GaetrGersll2 < 27¢.
3) 0<\/1—-12¢2 <0i(Di) = 04(Ri) < 1. Thus,||Dil2 = [|[Rell2 < 1 and |D; o = || R, 2 < 1/4/1 = r2¢2.

2,2
4) HDundetklEk||2 = ||Gundetk/Ek||2 < %2@

Proof: The first claim essentially follows by using the fact th@t, - - - , Gx_1 are mutually orthonormal and triangle
inequality. Recall that,_, = (I — G‘dew(}getk). The last three claims use this and the first claim and appiyrhe[1.1D.
The last claim also uses the definition Bf. and its QR decomposition. The complete proof is given in AuleB. ]

C. Bounding on the subspace errqy,

Lemma 7.4 (Bounding, " ): If

Jine(Gmax, Mmax)

Emin<

fdec (gmaxa ﬁmax) - > O (9)

then faee(Gr, hi) > 0 and ;™ < &(.

Proof: Recall thatf;,,.(.), faec(.) are defined in Definition 513 ar@Jr = % Notice thatf;,.(.) is a non-decreasing
function of g, h, and f4..(.) is a non-increasing function. Using the definition @f.., Amax, Cmin given in Assumptiof 215,
the result follows. ]

Remark 7.5:If we ignore the small terms off;,.(.) and fs.(.), the above condition simplifies to requiring that
3“:e¢+g‘;‘i*;“:e¢+ﬁ"‘*‘* < ‘;m? Since gmax > 1, the first term of the numerator is the largest one. To enduak this
condition hoalzjs we needz;je to be very small. However, as explained in $ec VII-D, if weoalsssume denseness of
Dy, i.e. if we assumess(Dy) < H:D for a small enough-s;fD, then the first term of the numerator can be replaced by
max(3f<;;ﬁef<;;fD¢+§maX, n;ﬁewl}max). This will relax the requirement ory,, e.g. nows ], = n;D = 0.3 will work.

Lemma 7.6 (Boundings): If Amin(Ax) — Amax(Ax.1) — [[Hell2 > 0, then

PR ;'
- )\min(Ak) - )\max(Ak,L) - HHk”Z

Proof: Recall thatAy, A |, Hy are defined in Definitiof 516. The result follows by using taetfthatl, = ||(I —

GrG ) Dkl = (I = GLG,) ExRy|2 < ||(I — GrG4.)Ex||2 and applying LemmB 111 witld = E), and F = G ]

Lemma 7.7 (High probability bounds for each of the terms m@hbound and for(;): Assume that the conditions of
Theoren{ 4]l hold. Also, assume tHRA(I"; .., ;) > 0. Then, for alll <k <4;,

1) P(Amin(Ar) > A (1= 1r2¢2 = 0.1Q)|TS 4 o) > 1 — p1(&, ¢) with (&, ¢) given in [T3).

2) P(Amax(Ar,1) < A (b +12Cf + 0.10)|TS k1) > 1 = pa(@, ¢) with p(, ¢) given in [I5).

3) P([Hkll2 < A fine(@r: hi) TS k1) > 1= Ps(@,¢) with 5(@,¢) given in [20).

4) P(Amin(Ak) = Amax(Ak, 1) — [ Hill2 > Ay face(Grs ) TS k1) = D@ C) =1 —p1(&, () — pa(@ ¢) — Ps3(a, ().

5) If face(Gr: hr) > 0, thenP(Ge < G TS 4 4y) = (A, C)

Proof: Recall thatfi,.(.), faec(-) andf,jr are defined in Definitioh 513. The proof of the first three clii: given in Sec
VII-D] The fourth claim follows directly from the first threasing the union bound on probabilities. The fifth claim fallo
from the fourth using Lemmia_4.6. [ ]

Lemma 7.8 (High probability bound afi): Assume that the conditions of Theoréml4.1 hold. Then,

(10)

P(Cr < &G TS g p1) = B(,C)

Proof: This follows by combining Lemmpg_7.4 and the last claim of Leafii{. [ ]
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D. Proof of Lemm& 717

Proof: We use; 3°, to denotez 3=, 7 .
For t € Zjy, let arx = Gji'Li, ardet = Gaern'Le = [Gj1,---Gjr_1)'Le and arundet := Gundet’Li =
(G k1 Gjo,)' Le. Thena, :== P/L; can be split as = [a} ger @} 1 @4 ynged -
This lemma follows using the following facts and the Hodfiglicorollaries, Corollari 116 arid1.7.

1) The statementconditioned on rv. X, the event£¢ holds w.p. one for allX € I' is equivalent to ‘P(£¢|X) =
1, for all X € I"". We often use the former statement in our proofs since it isrofasier to interpret.

2) The matricesDy, Ri, Ex, Ddetr, Dundetk, Vi—1, x are functions of the r.vX; i ,—1. All terms that we bound for
the first two claims of the lemma are of the for}yzteij)k Zy whereZ; = fi(Xj kk—1)Yefo(Xj kk—1), Y3 is a sub-
matrix of a;a; and f1(.) and f(.) are functions ofX; x ,—1. For instance, one of the terms while boundgi, (Ax)
is é >, Ria par i’ Ry

3) X, i k-1 1s independent of any, for ¢t € fj,k , and hence the same is true for the matrifgs Ry, Ex, Ddetk; Dundetk
U,._1, ®x. Also, a;'s for differentt ijyk are mutually independent. Thus, conditioned. ¥k 1—1, the Z;’s defined
above are mutually independent.

4) All the terms that we bound for the third claim contain Using the second claim of Lemnia17.2, conditioned on
X K k—1, e satisfies[(B) w.p. one whenevaT; i .1 € T'; k »—1. Conditioned onX; x ;_1, all these terms are also of
the form % Eteij,k Zy with Z,; as defined above, whenev&Tr; k 11 € I'; k 1—1. Thus, conditioned oX; i 11, the
Zy’s for these terms are mutually independent, whene&lgk 1—1 € I'j ik p—1.

5) By Remark 68X, xx 1 € I rcr1 implies that¢, < ¢, G < cw(, forall ¥ =1,2,...k -1, (x < (< ¢, (iv)
o < ¢t (by LemmaZR); (V)| Pk Pjll2 < (r + ¢)¢; and (vi) all conclusions of Lemn{a_7.3 hold.

6) By the clustering assumption, < A\pin(E(arkair’)) < Amax(E(agraer’)) < )\g; Amax (E(ar geargel)) < AF = A,
and Apax (E(a¢ undeitundet)) < )\z_Fl Also, Max (E(aga})) < AT.

7) By Weyl's theorem, for a sequence of matrides Amin(D, B:) > >, Amin(Bt) and Apax (3, Bi) < D, Amax(Bs).

ConsiderA;, = 13, EW/ Vi1 Ly Ly Vi1 Ey,. Notice thatE, ¥y, _1L; = Ryasi + Ei' (Dgetiar det + Dundetkt,unded- Let
Zy = Ryay gari’ Ry’ and letY; = Ryay i (at,def Daetr” + at,undef Dundetk’) Ex + Ej, (Ddetkat det+ Dundetk @t unded @tk Ri,’. Then

~ 1 1
Akiagzt—FE;Yt (11)

Considerézt Z, = ézt Rrasrar ' Ry'. (a) As explained above, the;’s are conditionally independent given
X, i k—1. (b) Using Ostrowoski’s theorem and Leminal7.3, for &l x 1 € Tk k-1, /\min(E(% Yot 2l Xk k1)) =
Amin(Riet 3 E(ar kare’ ) Re') > Amin(ReRk)Amin(2 Y, E(arkacs’)) > (1 —r2¢?)A;, . (c) Finally, using||Rx||2 < 1 and
llat.kll2 < Véxy., conditioned onX; x x—1, 0 < Z; =< é,v2I holds w.p. one for allX; x x—1 € I'j i k1.

Thus, applying Corollar{ 116 witlh = 0.1¢A~, and usinge, < r, for all X; xx—1 € T k k—1,

2 5 -2

9 .98 — Qe a - (0.1¢A7)
Amin ( ZZt (1 =7r"C)A, —0.1CAT[ Xk p—1) = 1 — & exp(— W) >1 —TGXP(—W) (12)
ConsiderY; = Rkat,k(at,detlDdet,k/ +at,undet/Dundetk/)Ek +E;Ig (Ddetkat,det'i‘ Dundetkat,undet)at,kle/- (a) As before, thé}'s
are conditionally independent giveXi; x 1. (b) SinceE[a;] = 0 and CoVa,] = A, is diagonal E(1 3, Y| X k r—1) =0

wheneverX; k x—1 € I'j k. x—1. (€) Conditioned onX; k x—1, || Yzl2 < 2v/Cry2rd(1+ \/_2@) < 2r2¢y2(1+

10~*
i-1o-7) <

2(1+ \/ﬁ) < 2.1 holds w.p. one for allX; s x—1 € ['; k. x—1. This follows because; x r—1 € T'; k,x—1 implies that
| Detkll2 < r¢, || Ex' Dundetk|l2 = || Ex'Gundetk|l2 < ¢ Thus, under the same conditioninghl < Y; =< bl with

Vi1-r2¢2
b = 2.1 w.p. one. Thus, applying Corollafy 1.6 with= 0.1{)\~, we get

&(0.16A7)?

P (Ammin ( Zyt > —0.1CA | Xjkh1) > 1 —rexp(— S0y

) forall X; -1 €T kK1 (13)
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Combining [11), [[IR) and (13) and using the union bouBdA i, (Ax) > A (T =72C%) — 0200 | X k1) > 1 —

p1(&, () for all X; xx—1 € T'j k11 Where
o & - (0.1¢A7)? @(0.1¢A )2
a, () =rexp(—————5——"—) + rexp(—————— 14

The first claim of the lemma follows by usinkj, > A~ and applying LemmBa 1.4 witlk = X x ,—1 andC =T k x—1.

Considerﬁkﬁ = éZt Ek_’LI\I/kflLtLt/\I/kflEkyl. Notice thatEk_,L'\I/k,lLt = Ek,L/(DdeLkat,det + Dundetkat,undet)-
Thus, Ak,J_ = % Zt Zy with Z, = E}, J_I(Ddet,kat det + DundetrQt, undeo (Ddetkat det + Dundetk @z, undet)/Ek 1 which is of size
(n — &) x (n — &). (@) As before, givenX; i 1, the Z;’s are independent. (b) Conditioned o6} x 11, 0 < Z; < ry21
w.p. one for allX; x k-1 € Tjxn—1. €) E(2 Y, Z| Xk p-1) X ()\Ll +r2C2A)I for all X g p—1 € Tk p—1-

Thus applying Corollarj 116 witlh = 0.1¢A~ and usingéx > ¢min, We get

P(Amax (k1) < Ny +72CNT + 0100 X kp-1) = 1 — p2(&,C) for all Xj g1 € Tjxp1

where
a(0.1¢A™)?

8r2y:

P2(a, ¢) := (n — Cmin) exp(— ) (15)

The second claim follows using, > A™, f:= AT /A7, hy, = Met1'/Ax " in the above expression and applying Lenima 1.4.
Consider the third claim. Using the expression #é¢ given in Definition[5.5, it is easy to see that

N N N N 1 .
#rllz < max{[| Hyll2, | Hr, sll2} + | Bellz < [l = > evedll2 + max([| T2, [ T4]l2) + || Byll2 (16)
t

whereT2 := 13, B/ U1 (Le) + etLy ) V1B, and T4 := L3, Ep "V 1(Leey’ + e/ Ly) V1 Ei 1. The second
inequality follows by using the facts that (i, = 71 — T2 whereT1 := 1 3, B,/ U, _1ee' Uy, Ey,, (i) Hy,n = T3 —T4
whereT3 := 13 By | "Ur_1ee/ Vi1 Ey, 1, and (i) max (|| 712, [|T3[]2) < |12 3, ered/]|2.

Next, we obtain high probability bounds on each of the termshe RHS of [(1B) using the Hoeffding corollaries.

ConSiderHéZthGt/Hg. Let Z, = eie,’. (@) As explained in the beginning of the proof, conditior®d X x ,_1, the
various Z;’s in the summation are independent whene¥erx ,—1 € I'; x x—1. (b) Conditioned onX; i x—1, 0 < Z; < b1 1
w.p. one for all.X; x k-1 € I'j kr—1. Hereb; := ¢>+2§. (c) Using |k Pjll2 < (r+¢)¢, 0 < %ZtE(ZJXj_,K_,k,l) =
bol, by := (r + )2C2¢T AT for all X; g1 € Tjxp1.

Thus, applying Corollar{ 116 with = 0.1¢A™,
@(0.1¢A)?

NP ) forall X; 1 €Tk k-1 (17)
1

1
P(||= Mo <bs + 01N | X gp1)>1— —
(% zt:etet [l2 < b2 + 0.1CA7 X g k1) = 1 — nexp(
Consider T'2. Let Z, := E'V,_1(Lie + e;Ly/)¥j_1E, which is of sizeé, x é&. ThenT2 = 1% 7, (a)
Conditioned onX; i x—1, the variousZy’s used in the summation are mutually independent when&gk r—1 €
T kk—1. (b) Notice thatE,'Uy_1L; = Riars + Ex'(Ddetkt et + Dundetk@tunded and Ey'Uy_1e; = (R ') Diey =
(R,;l)’D;ITt[((I)K)gpt(CIJK)Tt]*ITt’@KP a;. Thus conditioned onX; k k-1, | Zell2 < 2bs w.p. one for all X; 51 €
Tk k—1. Here,bg := \/—zgzqfw* This follows using||(R;, ") [|2 < 1//1 =122, |lell2 < ¢T/C and | ELW i1 L2 <
[Ltll2 < Vs (€) Also, || £ 57, E(Z| Xk k—1)||2 < 2by Whereby = k(1 + c)(ot (AF +r{AT + \/;_i—zcz/\;ﬂ).
Thus, applying Corollary 117 witlh = 0.1¢A—, for all X; x x—1 € T'j i k-1,

a(0.1¢A™)2

P(||T2]]2 < 2b4 + 0.1¢A | X kp—1) > 1 — & eXP(—W)
3

ConsiderT4. Let Z; := Ey | "Vy_1(Lie/ + e L' ) Vi1 Ex, 1 Which is of size(n — ) x (n—¢é). ThenT4 = ézt Z;. ()
conditioned onX; x x—1, the variousZ,’s used in the summation are mutually independent when&ve¢ 1 € I'j x k—1.
(b) Notice thatEy | 'Wy_1L; = Ex 1 (Dgetrat det+ Dundetk@t,unded. Thus, conditioned o k x—1, || Z:|2 < 2bs5 W.p. one
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for all X x—1 € Tjrr—1. Herebs := \/r(¢T .. (c) Also, for all X kx—1 € Tj -1, 2>, B(Z|Xj kp-1)]2 <
2bg, b := Kse(r + c)(gb*()\;rl +r¢AT). Applying CorollarylLY withe = 0.1¢A™, for all X x k-1 € Tj k k-1,

- - a(0.1¢A7)? _ G(0.1¢607)2
P([|T4]l2 < 2bs + 0.1CA7 [ Xk k1) = 1 — (n — &) exp(—%) > 1= (n— Gmin) exp(_%)
Considermax(||T2||2, || T4]2). Sincebs = bs andby > bg, S02bs + € < 2by + €. Therefore, for allX; k -1 € T'j k k-1,
- ~ a(0.1¢A™)?
P(||T4]2 < 2bs + 0.1CA 7| X k1) = 1 — (n — ck)exp(—(icg)>
32 42
By union bound, for allX; x r—1 € I'j k k1,
- a@(0.1¢A7)?
P (max((| T2, [ T4]l2) < 261+ 0.1A"| X xcp1) > 1 — nexp(— DL )7 18)

32 - 4b2

Notice that if we also introduce an extra denseness coefficiep := max; maxy £5(Dy), thenP(||T2]2 < 2k, pba +
0.1¢A | X kk—1) > 1 — & exp(_%)_ Thus, P(max(||72]|2, |T4|l2) < 2max(ks pba,bs) + 0.1¢AT| X,k k—1) >
%). This would help\to get a looser bounds §f.x and A, in Theoren 411.

Consider|| By||2. Let Z; := Ey 1" Wy_1(Lt —er) (L — et') ¥ i1 E), which is of size(n — &) x &. ThenBy, = 1 37, Z,. (a)
conditioned onX; x ,—1, the variousZ;’s used in the summation are mutually independent when&veg .1 € I'; x k—1.
(b) Notice thatEy | 'y _1(L; — ;) = Ek 1" (Ddetkat det + Dundetk @t undet— Yi—1€¢) and B/ Vi1 (L; — e;) = Ryar +
Ey'(Dgetkat det+ Dundetk @t undet— Yx—1€¢). Thus, conditioned oX; x k-1, || Z¢|l2 < bz w.p. one for allX; s k-1 € Ij k p—1-
Herebr := (v + ¢7v0)% (€) |2 3, E(Z| Xk o—1) |2 < bs for all X o1 € Tj k-1 Where
T2<2

1 —nexp(—

bs == (r + ¢)Cks,ed AL + [(r + ) (ks ed™ + (1 + ¢)Chse ]AL1 [r2C% 4+ 2(r + )rP ks edt + (r +¢)? 2/{§78¢+2])\+

Thus, applying Corollar{ 117 with = 0.1{\—,

a@(0.1¢A)2
32 b2

Using (16), [(1¥),[(118) and (19) and the union bound, for &k x—1 € I'; k k-1,

P(|Hell2 < bo +0.20N7| Xk 6—1) > 1 — p3(&,€)

P(”BkHQ < bg + O.IC/\7|XJ'7K7]Q,1) >1- nexp(— ) for all Xj_’K_’kfl S Fj_’K_’kfl (19)

wherebg := by + 2by + bg and

o ae? ae? ae?
p3(a,C) == ”eXP(—m) + ”exp(—m) + ”eXP(—m) (20)
with b; = ¢+2(, bz = /1Co s, by = (VT + 0TV Using A, > A7, f:= AT /A7, gi = )\z/)\; andhy, 1= )\z+1//\7,
and then applying Lemnia_1.4, the third claim of the lemmeofed. [ ]

VIIl. SIMULATION EXPERIMENTS

1) Data Generation:The simulated data is generated as follows. The measuremank M, := [M;, Mo, --- , M,] is of
size2048 x 5200. It can be decomposed as a sparse m&ix= [S1, So, - - -, S¢] plus a low rank matrixC; := [Ly, Lo, - -+ , Ly].
The sparse matri$; := [S1, 52, -+, S¢] is generated as follows. FAr< ¢ < #yain = 200, S; = 0. FOr tyain < t < 5200, S;

hass nonzero elements. The initial suppdig = {1,2,...s}. Every A time instants we increment the support indices by 1.
For example, fort € [tyain + 1, train + A — 1], Ty = To, for t € [train + A, train + 2A — 1], T, = {2,3,...s+ 1} and so on.
Thus, the support set changes in a highly correlated fasbwen time and this results in the mati being low rank. The
larger the value ofA, the smaller will be the rank aof; (for ¢ > tyain + A). The signs of the nonzero elements$fare +1
with equal probability and the magnitudes are uniformiytritisited betweer2 and3. Thus, Sy, = 2.

The low rank matrix(; := [L1, La,---, L] where L; := Pya, is generated as follows: There are a total of= 2
subspace change times, = 301 andty = 2501. 7o = 36, cinew = Conew = 1 @ndciog = 2,00 = 3. Let U be an
2048 x (10 + c1,new + C2,new) Orthonormalized random Gaussian matrix. HoK ¢t < t; — 1, Py = Py has rankry with
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Py = Upg,..36 FOrty <t <ty —1, Py = P1 = [P\ Piold Pinen] has rankr; = ro + c1new — C1,0d = 34 with

Pi new = Upz7) and Py oig = Ujg 18,36 FOrt > ta, Py = Py = [Py \ Paold P2 new] has rankry = 71 + ¢z new— 2,010 = 32 With

Ps new = Upss) and Pioig = Ujs 17,35)- @ is independent over. The various(a;);'s are also mutually independent for different
i. Forl <t < ty, we let(a;); be uniformly distributed betweenr~, , and~; ;, where

400 ifi=1,2,---,9,Vt,
30 if i =10,11,---,18,Vt.
Vit = ] (21)

2 ifi=19,20,---,27,Vt.

1 ifi=28,29.--,36,Vt.
Fort; <t < ty, as« iS @anrg — c1 0 length vector,a; new is @ ci new length vector andl; := Pyya; = Praz = (Fo \
P oid)t,5nz + Pinewt new. NOW, (ay . nz); is uniformly distributed between-; , and~; for i = 1,2,---,35 anda new IS
uniformly distributed betweeR-ynew: andynew:, where

400 ifi=1,2,---,8,Vt,
30 ifi=09,10,--- 164

Vit = ]
2 ifi=17,18,---,24,Vt.
1 if i =25,26,---,33,Vt.
1.1k1 if t7+(k—Da<t<ti+ka—-1k=1,23,4,
Ynew,t = (22)

11471 =1.331 if t > t; + 4o

Fort > to, as « iS @anry —cs oid Iength vectoray new is acs new length vector and.; := Pyya; = Paar = [Po\ P1oid P1newlat,«+
P newainew- AlSO, (ay.«); is uniformly distributed betweery, , and~;, for i =1,2,--- .71 — ca0d @ndag new iS uniformly
distributed betweeR-ynew: andynew: Where

400 ifi=1,2,--- 7,V

30 ifi=8,9,--,14,Vt

Vig =1 2 if i =15,16,---,21,Vt. (23)
1.331 if i =22, VL.

1 if i =23,24,---,31,Vt.

1.1k1 if to+(k—Da<t<to+ka—-1k=1,2---,7,
2+ (k-laststs (24)

Tnew,t =

11771 =1.7716 if t > to + T

Thus for the above mode§,.i, = 2, v« = 400, Ynew = 1, AT = 53333, A~ = 0.3333 and f := i—f = 1.6 x 10°. One way to
get the clusters of1,2,--- ,r;} is as follows.
1) Forty <t <ty with j =1, letG, ;) = {1,2,---,8}, Gi (o) = {9,10,---,16} and G, 3y = {17,18,---,34}. Thus,
Gi1=¢0=8,¢3=18, §j1=20jo=1, §j3=4, hj1 =0.0056, h;jz = 0.0044.
2) Fort > ty with j = 2, let Gy 1y = {1,2,---,7}, G199 = {8,10,---,14} and G, (5y = {17,18,---,32}. Thus,
Gi1=Ca="T ¢E3=16,31=3gj2=1, §j3=4, hj1 = 0.0056, h;s = 0.0044.
3) Thereforegmax = 4, hmax = 0.0056 and iy, = 7.
We usedl,,,, + M., as the training sequence to estimalg Here N, = [Ni,Na,---,N;,..] is i.i.d. random noise
with each(N,); uniformly distributed betweer-10~3 and 10~3. This is done to ensure that sgé&h) # spar{P,) but only
approximates it.
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2) Results:For Fig.[4 and Fig[l5, we used= 20. We usedA = 10 for Fig.[4 andA = 50 for Fig.[5. Because of the
correlated support change, tB@48 x ¢ sparse matrixS; = [Sy, Ss, - - - , S is rank deficient in either case, e.g. for Hi§.&},
has rank29, 39, 49, 259 at ¢t = 300, 400, 500, 2600; for Fig.[H, S; has rank21,23, 25,67 att = 300,400, 500, 2600. We plot

the subspace error gk and the normalized error fof;,

[1S:—S:l2
IS¢ ll2

averaged over 100 Monte Carlo simulations.

As can be seen from Figl 4 and Fg. 5, the subspace errgy 8EReProCS and ReProCS-cPCA decreased exponentially
and stabilized. Furthermore, ReProCS-cPCA outperfornes BeProCS greatly when deletion steps are done (i.e =&2400

and4600). The averaged normalized er

ror 8y followed a similar trend.

We also compared against PCE [2]. At evéry= ¢; + 4ka, we solved [(1) withA = 1/,/max(n,t) as suggested in
[2] to recoverS; and £;. We used the estimates 6f for the last4a frames as the final estimates 6f. So, theS, for
t=t;+1,...t; +4a is obtained from PCP done at= t; + 4o, the S; for t = t; +4a+1,...t; + 8a is obtained from PCP
done att = t; + 8« and so on. Because of the correlated support change, thecdrRCP was larger in both cases.

. ||I+,”D;
We also plot the ratiol e Danews ll2

1D new,x [l2

at the projection PCA times. This serves as a proxy A9fD; newr) (Which has

exponential computational complexity). As can be seen ffaga[4 and Fig[h, this ratio is less than 1 and it becomes targe

when A increases’{; becomes more co

rrelated ov@r

We implemented ReProCS-cPCA using Algorithin 2 with= 100, @ = 200 and K = 15. The algorithm is not very sensitive
to these choices. Also, we lét= ¢; andw = w; vary with time. Recall that; is the upper bound off3;||2. We do not know

;. All we have is an estimate of, fromt—1, 3,1 = (I— P,_,P|_,)L,_,. We used a value a little larger th§n, |

2, Weé

let &, = 2||Bt,1||2. The parameter, is the support estimation threshold. One reasonable waickatps is to use a percentage
energy threshold of; .[37]. For a vector, define thed9%-energy set oy asTy.g9(v) := {i : |v;| > v*??} where the 99%
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energy threshold,%-%, is the largest value db;| so that||vr, ,, 1|3 > 0.99]|v||3. It is computed by sorting;| in non-increasing
order of magnitude. One keeps adding element&te, until |vz, o, [|3 > 0.99]|v[|3. We usedw; = 0.5(5; ¢s)*%.

IX. CONCLUSIONS ANDFUTURE WORK

We studied the problem of recursive sparse recovery in thegoice of large but structured noise (noise lying in a “stowl
changing” low dimensional subspace). We introduced the®e® with cluster-PCA (ReProCS-cPCA) algorithm that adses
some of the limitations of our earlier work on ReProCS [214l afi PCP [2]. Under mild assumptions, we showed that, w.h.p.,
ReProCS-cPCA can exactly recover the support sé; @it all times; and the reconstruction errors of bSthand L, are upper
bounded by a time-invariant and small value at all times.ngaing work, we are studying the undersampled measurements
case. Open questions include (i) how to analyze a practeaion of ReProCS-cPCA (which does not assume knowledge of
signal model parameters), and (ii) how to study the coreelat’'s case (e.g. the case whergs satisfy a linear random walk
model). The starting point for (ii) would be to try to use thatnix Azuma inequality[[26] instead of Hoefdding.

APPENDIXA
PrROOF OFLEMMA [6.1

The proof follows by using the following three lemmas.

Lemma A.1 (Exponential decay ¢f ): Assume that all the conditions of Theoréml4.1 hold. {t= r¢. Define the series
¢+ as in Definition[5.B. Then,

1) ¢f =1and¢f <0.6F +04c forall k=1,2,... K,

2) the denominator ocf,:r is positive for allk =1,2,... K.

Proof: This lemma is the same ds[21, Lemma 37] but wjith defined differently. [ ]
Lemma A.2 (Sparse recovery, support recovery and expressia;): Assume that all conditions of Theordm#.1 hold.
1) If ¢ <¢F=r¢and(_1 < ¢ < 0.6 +0.4¢¢, then for allt € Z;, for anyk = 1,2,... K,

a) the projection nois@; satisfies||3:|l2 < (", vrmewr + ¢ vy < V/€0.72F I ynen + 1.064/C < €.
b) the CS error satisfielsS; cs— Sy||2 < 7¢.
c) I, =T,
d) e, satisfies[(B) ande:||> < ¢ v ¢ vVermewn + G viry] < 0.18 - 0.72F 1 /Cypew + 1.17 - 1.061/C
2) Forallk=1,2,... K, P(Tt =T, ande; satisfies[(B) for alt € Z; x| X x—10) =1 forall X ,_10 €T x—1,0.
3) Forallk=1,2,...K, P(Tt =T, ande; satisfies[(B) for alt € Ij,k|1“§7k71_’0) =1.
Proof: The first claim is the same as [21, Lemma 30] but wjth defined differently. The proof follows in an analogous
fashion. The second claim follows from the first using Reni@&gk The third claim follows using Lemnia1.4. ]
Lemma A.3 (High probability bound af:): Assume that all the conditions of Theoréml4.1 hold. {gt= (. Then, for
al k=1,2,... K,

P(Ck < G5 1—10) = pr(a, Q)

where(;" is defined in Definitio 513 angy (a, ¢) is defined in[[21L, Lemma 35].

Proof: Using Lemmd AL, (i =1 and(;” , < 0.6"! + 0.4c¢ and (i) the denominator of," is positive. Using this
and the theorem’s conditions, the above lemma follows éxastin [21, Lemma 35]. The only difference is that is defined
differently. Also,T'; ;. := I'; ».0. The proof proceeds by first boundigg (in a fashion similar to the bound in Lemrhal7.6);
using Lemmd A.R to get an expression gr and finally using Corollarigs 1.6 and 1.7 to get high prolighbounds on each
of the terms in the bound of). [ ]

Proof of Lemmd_6]1:Lemmal6.1 follows by combining Lemnia A.3 and the third claiflLemmalA.2 and using the
fact thatP(I'¢ , T, 1 o) = P(CG < ¢ Ty = T; ande; satisfies[(B) for alk ¢ Zi kU5 1—1.0)- [

J
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APPENDIXB

PROOF OFLEMMA [7.3
Proof of Lemma&_7]3:
1) The first claim follows becausgDyetk|l2 = [|¥r-1Gdetkllz = [[Pr—1[G1G2 - - Gr-1]ll2 < Z’,zljl 1Pi_1Gr, |2 <
G llz = Sk 21 G < S0t @k € < ¢ The first inequality follows by triangle inequality. Thecead

one follows becausé'y,- - , Gy—1 are mutually orthonormal and sby. 1 =[]}, (I — G1,G},).

2) By the first claim,||(I — GetkGgetr.) Getkll2 = [[Wr—1Gaetkl|2 < 7¢. By item 2) of Lemmd L.12 with” = Ggerr and
P = G, the result]| GaeysGaetr’ — Gaerk Glegillz < 2r¢ follows.

3) Recall thatDy Qn Ex Ry is a QR decomposition wherg), is orthonormal andR; is upper triangular. Therefore,
0i(Dr) = 0i(Re). Since|[(I — GaetrGlerr) Gaetrll2 = [[¥r—1Gaerk 2 < ¢ and G}, Gaerre = 0, by item 4) of Lemma
[L12 with P = G, P = Goere andQ = Gy, we havey/T —r2¢2 < 0;((I — Gaetk Glier)Gr) = 0i(Dy) < 1.

4) since D, Y EuRi, $0 |Dudew’Eill = | Dundesr' DiRi'llz = [ Gunde' ¥ W1 GiRy s =
| Gundett' ¥i—1Gr Ry |2 = || Gundete Di R M |2 = ||Gundets’ Ek||2- SinceEy = DRt = (I — Gdegkéaew)GkRgl,

HGundetk/EkHQ = ||Gundetk/(1 - Gdetkéaepk)Glezl”?
< [|Gundett (I = GaetkGers) Grll2(1/v/1 = 12¢?) = || Gundetr’' Gaetr Gy s G ll2(1/v/1 — r2¢?)
By item 3) of Lemmd 1.12 withP? = Get, pP= G‘dew andQ = Gundetk, We getHGundetk’GdeLng < r(. By item 3)

of LemmalLIR with? = Gerre andQ = Gy, we get||Gyq,  Grll2 < r¢. Therefore||Gundetr’ Exll2 = || Ex' Gundetk|l2 <
r2¢2
/177“2{2.
|
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