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Abstract—We study the reconstruction of bandlimited fields The key results shown in this work are as follows:
from samples taken at unknown but statistically distributed sam- 1) It will be shown that a bandlimited fiel¢annot be

pling locations. The setup is motivated by distributed samfing . . . .
where precise knowledge of sensor locations can be difficult uniquely determined with perfect samples obtained at

Periodic one-dimensional bandlimited fields are considexk statistically distributed locations, even if the number of
for sampling. Perfect samples of the field at independent and samples is infinite.
identically distributed locations are obtained. The statstical 2) If the order of sample locations is known, then using
realization of sampling locations isnot known. First, it is shown insights from classical order-statistics, a consistetit es
that a bandlimited field cannot be uniquely determined with e . . .
samples taken at statistically distributed but unknown loations, mate for the spatial field is presented. Dlstqrtlon (aver-
even if the number of samples is infinite. Next, it is assumed age mean-squared error) and a central-limit type weak
that the order of sample locations is known. In this case, convergence result are established for this estimate.

using insights from order-stafistics, an estimate for the ®ld pyjor art: Recovery of discrete-time bandlimited signals from
with useful asymptotic properties is designed. Distortion(mean- | tak t K locati first studied b
squared error) and central-limit are established for this estimate. SamP ?S aken a UU nown locatuons was II’_S _S u I_e y
Marziliano and Vetterli[[4]. Recovery of a bandlimited s&in
from a finite number of ordered nonuniform samples at un-
|. INTRODUCTION known sampling locations has been studied by Browning [5].

In the smart-dust paradigril[1], consider a distributed fiefgstimation of periodic bandlimited signals in the preseote
sampling problem where sensors are deployed without recighdom sampling location under two models has been studied
control on the sensor-locations. One method for distriput®y Nordio et al. [6]. Their first model studies reconstruntio
field sampling is to learn the location of these individug?f bandlimited signal affected by noise at random but known
sensors, and then reduce field acquisition to the well-stligiocations. Their second model studies estimation of bamdli
non-uniform sampling probleni][2]. However, localizatioh oited signal from noisy samples on a location set obtained by
individual sensors in a wireless sensor network can be difgndom perturbation of equi-spaced deterministic grid.
ficult [3]. In light of these issues, the reconstruction of a !N contrast, this work presents the estimation of a bandlim-
physical field from samples taken abknownbut statistically ited field from i.i.d. distributed but unknown samples in an
distributed locations is studied in this work. asymptotic setting (where the number of samples increases t

Assuming that the field has a finite support, sensors willfinity). Asymptotic consistency (convergence in prottiabi
have to be deployed in the finite region where the field is noRean-squared error bounds, and central-limit type weak law

by bandlimitedness. In this work, it will be assumed thabsentin related work due to difference in the sensing model

the field is spatially periodic and bandlimited. Ongne- Organization:in Sectior(]) the field model, distortion, sensor
dimensional fieldsvill be considered. The lack of control in deployment model, and useful statistical theory are oedin
sensor deployment is modeled by a uniform-distribution df SectionLIll asymptotic consistency, mgan-squareql grror
the sensor or sampling-locations. It is assumed that sens@ipd weak convergence aspects of field estimate are discussed
are deployed (or scattered) independent of each other., THgally, conclusions will be presented in Sectlod IV.

p_erfgct samples of the field at mdependent and !dent|cally”_ PROBLEM SETUP AND USEFUL CLASSICAL RESULTS
distributed (i.i.d.) but alsainknownlocations are obtained by . . . . . . .
the sampling method outlined above. From these samples th‘;['hls section will review the field model, the distortion, and
field has to be estimated. This work. focuses onoasistent Some useful mathematical results. Field model appears first
estimate that is, an estimate which converges to the try& Field model and associated properties

underlying field when the number of samples is infinite. The field of interestg(t) is periodic, real-valued, and
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bounded. Bandlimitedness implies that sdme 0 coefficients ~ For uniform distribution, the-th population quantiley, is

are non-zero in the Fourier series. Thus, equal top. Then withr = [np|+1, it is known that[[8, pg. 285]
b
. Uprin —p= —(Fa(p) —p) + Ry, (6)
g(t) = Z ay exp(j2mkt). 1) . N o
k——b where F,,(u) := 13" 1(U; < u) is the empirical distri-
Real-valuedg(t) implies conjugate symmetry in the Fourieljoutloln of U". The remainder ternf,, decreases t0 almost
domain, that isq;, = a* ;;; however, this symmetry will not be surely,

utilized in this work. The(b+1) Fourier coefficients constitute p _ (n73/4 (logn)*/?(loglog n)1/4) asn — co. (7)

the degrees of freedom for this signal. Wjth||- < 1, using

Bernstein’s inequality([7], we get By the strong law of large numbers][9], we know that

, F.(p) &% p; thus, U,., &% p from (@). Analogous to the

lg"(t)] < 27D, (2)  central limit theorem, the following fact is noted.

where2rb rad/s is the bandwidth of the signal. For simplicity Fact 2.1: [8, Theorem 10.3] Le0 < p1 < ps < ... <

of notation, defines, := 1/(2b + 1) as a spacing parameter2e+1 < 1 and assume thatr;/n — p;) = o(1/y/n),i =

and ¢, = exp(j2rk/(2b + 1)) = exp(j2mksy). By using 1,2,...,2b+ 1. Then the following result holds:

2b + 1) samples of the field(t), its Fourier coefficients can d ~
E)e conzputedpas follows: o ValUnim =p1- - Ursypiin = poa]” == N (0’ KU) ’

9(0) 1 o1 ap where[Ky]; ;= p;j(1 —py) for j < j".
g(sp) b o a_pi1 All the moments ofU are finite since it is bounded (by
. = . . . definition). The second moment &f..,, — p, with r = [np] is
( : ) ( : 2 ( :)Qb : bounded by.
g(2bsy, D—p N () ap
. nE(Ur.n — p)* = p(1 — p)E(Z?) + O(\/1/n),
or more simply 1
< - 1 .
§= b @ sprovim ©

yhereZ ~ N(0, 1) is a normalized Gaussian random variable.

where the vector matrix notation is obvious. The columns i X
The following fact relates consistency afid convergence.

o, are orthogonal with a norm-squafeb + 1) under the

standard inner-product. The relation[ih (3) is invertedtam w.s a.s
P i (3) Fact 2.2:[9] If X,, — X andY,, — Y, thenaX, +

= (By,) = 1 ol (4) bYn =5 aX+bY forany constants, b € R. If X,, is bounded
) ) 2
(2b+1) and X,, “% X, thenX, ~> X.
where®] is the conjugate transpose ®f. The expression in We now proceed to the main results of this paper.

(@) will be used to obtain an estimate féras discussed later. . SAMPLING AND ESTIMATION WITH RANDOM SAMPLES

B. Sensor deployment model and reconstruction distortion  |n this section, the key results of this work are presented. |
Denote any sequence a§" := (z;,%i41,...,7,) for Wil be shown that the field;(t) cannot be inferred uniquely
m > . It will be assumed that sensors are deployed at randdidm samples collected &/, where sample-locations are
locationsU?* in the interval of interesf0,1]. The locations unknown. Further, with order information on sample-locas,
UP are i.i.d. random variables with uniform distribution angonsistent estimation of the field is presented.
probability density functionf(u) = 1 for 0 < u < 1. The
locations Uj* are not knownin our model. An asymptotic i ] ] )
number of samples and limiting distribution &f will be It Will be shown that if g(Uh)....,9(Us) is available
used for field estimation. The average mean-squared erfor Wiithout the knowledge ot1', then g(#) cannot be inferred
be used as a distortion metric.di(¢) is any estimate of(¢), uniquely asn — co. Consider the statistic

A. It is impossible to infeg(¢) uniquely fromU;®

then the distortion is defined as 1>
- . Fyn() == 1(g(Us) <), ©)
D=E(G -4l = | [ 160~ aPe|. =
_ 0 where 1() are the indicator random variables. Then
C. Useful mathematical results Fyn(z),x € [—1,1] completely characterizes the field values
For estimation of field from the statistical properties of(U1),...,g(U,) and vice-versa. By Glivenko-Cantelli theo-

U7, the following convergence results will be useful. Theseem, the right hand limit in[{9) converges almost surely to
results for order-statistics and quantiles are a countetpthe P(g(U) < ) for all z € [—1,1] asn 1 co [10]. This limit is
strong-law of large numbers (séé [8, Ch. 10]). The ordered vexplained using Fid]1. For any € [—1, 1] the set of points
sion of U7* will be denoted byU %" := {U1.n, Usip, ..., Un:n}  Whereg(t) < a can be marked on theaxis. The length or
whereU,., is the largest and/;.,, is the smallest[8]. measure of this set is equal Rig(U) < z).



(I0) and [(I1L). Then the estimatelsand @(t) are consistent

9(t) in almost-sure and’? sense to their respective limits, i.e.,
N ~ N 2 ~ 2
2 A A %5 a Glt) “5 g(t) and A £5 @, G(t) <5 g(t). (13)
o~ Proof: Only a sketch is provided due to space con-
0 \/ 1 " straints. First note thatUj,s,+1., — is, for each

i = 0,1,...,2b. Since g(t) is continuous by assumption,

9(Ulnisy)+1:n) &% g(isy) for eachi = 0,1,...,2b. Let

. . G := [Q(Ul:n); g(U[nst—l n) s 7g(U[n2b5b]+1 n)] andg =

Fig. 1. For an —1,1] th f points wher < n

bg markeg 0?1 l%;ft;;xi[s. 'I'7h.e1 Iter?gfﬁ to(r)rr?;asilsre 01Ea tgi(;)sgt ig ;;ual ty (0), g(s0), - - 9(2bsy)]" o By repeated use of Faki 2.2, any

P(g(U) < ). nite linear combinatio” G converges almost-surely ©d7.
Thus, from [ID), each element of converges almost surely
to d. Herlce,/f % 4.

For0 < 0 < 1, let go(t) = g(t — 0), i.e., go(t) is the  Next,G(t) is a finite linear combination ofl. SinceA %

shifted version ofg(t). Sinceg(t) is periodic, its shifts will @, therefore G(t) % ¢(t) in a similar fashion as above.

be cyclic in nature in the periofd), 1]. Thus, the level-sets of  For £2-convergence, note thak is bounded in each co-

g(t—0) will be cyclic (in ) and its measuré¢u : go(u) < 2} ordinate since|g(t)] < 1 for all t. Each element of the

will be independent of) for every z € [—1,1]. Therefore, matrix ®, has a magnitude one. Thus, by](10) and the triangle

P(go(U) < z) will be independent od for everyx € [—1, 1]. |nequallty,|A | <llgllec <1 foreveryi=—b,—b+1,...,b.

Thus, by only usingFy ., (z), which converges th’(g(U) < Thus, eachd; is a bounded random variable. For bounded

x),x € [~1,1], the fieldg(t) cannot be inferred uniquely. Thisrandom sequences, from Fdctl2.Z, %% G implies that

completes the discussion of this subsection. A g @. Similarly, |@(t)| < Zi:_b |;1k| < (2b+ 1) from

B. Consistent estimation @f(¢) from Uj%" @). Thus, by Fadi21Z7(t) = ¢(t) implies G(t) £ g(t),
From now on, it will be assumed that order informatiosinceG(t) is bounded. [

of samples is available. That is, samplgs/1.,.), . .., 9(Un:n) The second result establishes the scaling of distortion for

are available ang(¢) has to be estimated. Usingl (4) and théhe proposed estimate ih{11).
convergence results in SEc.T-C, the following estimatefie Theorem 3.2:Let U7:;" be ordered i.i.d. Uniforij0), 1] ran-
Fourier series coefficients af(t) is proposed: dom variables. Definel and G( ) as in [I0) and[(d1). Then,

S ~ A ~ 1 - ~
A=Ay Ay, AT = m(I)ZG. (10)  E[|G - gl] <722+ 1) [1+ 0T, (14)
where ¢ = [9(U1:0): 9(Upnsy)+1:m)s - - - 9(Upnabsy) 1: DIE that is, the expected distortion decrease®&s/n).
With @) and the smoothness properties (continuity)y¢f), Proof: The proof is presented in two parts. First, using
this estimate is obtained by substitution methodin (4)ngsi the smoothness properties gfft), the norm||G — g|[3 will be
A, an estimate foy(t) is obtained as follows bounded using the error in quantiles, ., — p. Next, the
b convergence rate df,,,)+1., — p as in [8) will be utilized to
G t) = Z A, exp(j2rkt) = <I>(t)T/T (11) upper-bound the distortion. First note that
k=—b b
A 2 _ 1T 2
where ®(t)T = [ exp(—j2mbt) ... exp(j2nbt) |. Intu- 1G —gllz = Z | Ak — ax| (15)
itively, ¢(t) has a finite degrees of freedom. This enables k:‘bl
a procedure to estimate the Fourier series coefficients (the = 72“(1)1(@_5)“3 (16)
degrees of freedom) from a finite number of sample estimates (2b +1) )
of ¢(t). Using these estimates of the Fourier series coefficients, b
the entire field of interesj(¢) can be estimated. For distortion 2b 21172 Z Z le) 9(lsp))
calculation, the Parseval's theorem][11] will be useful, —b11=0
~ b @ (2b+1) ’ & L2
1G-gl3= 3 1Ak~ ail? (12 S @aip S Ik~ ot
= —b1=0
A E(| A, — ill | h 2 v
bound onE(|Ax — ax[?) will result in a bound on the 2b+1 Z Z| (Isp) — g(s)) > (A7)
expected mean-squared ertdf|G — g||2). —b 1=0
We state our first result now. () 2o
Theorem 3.1 (Consistency di): Let U7 be ordered < Z |G(Isp) — g(lsv))|. (18)

i.i.d. Uniform[0, 1] random variables. Defind andG(t) as in 1=0



2b

Z |9(U[nlsb]+1:n)

=0

— g(lsp))|*. (19)

2b

< ||gl||io Z |U[nl5b]+1:n - l5b|2-
=0

(20)

where (a) follows by (a1 + az + ...+ a,)? < n(a? + a3 +
.+a2), (b) follows by |¢x| = 1 for all k, and(c) follows
since the summation does not dependkoriJsing [8), and

taking expectations on both sides

2b
E(11G = gl13) <119/l > 7E (Upnisyis1on — Lol

lQ:bO )
<If12 Y |3+ o] e
=0
< (27b)*(2b + 1)% +0(/1/n)  (22)
= m2b%(2b + 1)[1 + O(y/1/n)]. (23)
This completes the proof. [ ]

The third result establishes the weak- convergenc(é(a)f

Theorem 3.3 (Central limit fof5(t)): Let U™ i be or-
dered i.i.d. Uniforn0,1] random variables andi
(0, sp, 25, - . . 2bsp) 7. DefmeA andG( ) as in [I0) and[{11).
Then the estimatel and G(t) satisfy the following central
limits:

Vad—a) -4 N (6, KA) . (24)

where K¢ = Vg” (@) Ky Vg() and K ; is independent ofy
and given in terms of{ and ®;. Further,

VA(G(t) - g(1) <5 N (0, Ka(t))

where K (t) is independent of. and given in terms of{«
and @,.
Proof:

(25)

From Fact [Zll, we know thatlU
[Utins Unsy)+1ims - - - U[n%élen]T is  asymptotically

normal. That is\/n(U — @) <, N(0, K), where
[Klio = (i —1)sp[l — (&' — 1)sp) for i <4’
Note that[K]; + = [K]+; by the symmetry of a covariance
matrix. RecallG from (I0). Sincey(¢) is a differentiable field,
by the delta-method [10],
V(@ - g) =5 N(0. K ), (27)

where K 5 = V()" KVg(ii). Observe that the matriX 5
depends on the field(t). However, by smoothness gft), the

(26)

K ; is determined by the two matnce@wd> Ks®, and

(2b+1)2®TK <I> . The covariance matrix(; is independent
of n; therefore,KA is also mdependent of and well defined.
Finally, G(t) is obtamedAfromA by a t-dependent inner
product. From[{Tl1), we ge®(t) = ®(t)” A. ThereforeG(t)
is a complex normal Gaussian vector. Its variance can be
determined by]E(G(t)Q) and E(|G(t)|*) which are equal to
e O O K 7 @(t) and iy (1) T RLK 5Py D(8),
respectively. Thus the proof is complete [ ]
This completes our technical result section. The estimatio
technique outlined in this section holds well for noiseefre
setting. If there is additive noise affecting the samplégnt
more involved estimation techniques will be required. @bta
ing consistent estimates fgfls;),l =0,...,(20+1) is more
challenging in the presence of noise.

IV. CONCLUSIONS

The reconstruction of bandlimited fields from samples taken
at unknown but statistically distributed sampling locatavas
studied. Periodic one-dimensional bandlimited fields veere
sidered for sampling. Perfect samples of the field at i.ird- u
form locations were used for the reconstruction. It was show
that a bandlimited field cannot be uniquely determined only
with samples taken at statistically distributed locatiosgen
if the number of samples is infinite. Using order information
on the sample locations, a consistent estimate was proposed
for the underlying field. It was shown that this estimate con-
verges in the mean-squared error sense and almost-suee sens
Further, the mean-squared error asymptotically decreases
O(1/n), wheren is the number of obtained field samples.
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