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Abstract—Subspace clustering refers to the problem of clus- A widely used mathematical tool in the context of dimen-
tering unlabeled high-dimensional data points into a unionof  sjonality reduction is the Johnson-Lindenstrauss Leminja [6
low-dimensional linear subspaces, assumed unknown. In pctice which states that aiv-point set in Euclidean space can be

one may have access to dimensionality-reduced observat®n . . . . Ty
of the data only, resulting, e.g., from “undersampling” due embedded via a suitable linear map intoCHe*log N)-

to complexity and speed constraints on the acquisition dege. dimensional space while preserving the pairwise Euclidean
More pertinently, even if one has access to the high-dimermial distances between the points up to a factot df e. Random

data set it is often desirable to first project the data points projections satisfy the properties of this linear map wiitphh

into a lower-dimensional space and to perform the clusterig i ; ; . _
task there; this reduces storage requirements and computainal probability, .WhI.Ch explains the popularity of the so-cdlle
¢ random projection methodl[2].

cost. The purpose of this paper is to quantify the impac . . : . o

of dimensionality-reduction through random projection on the Dimensionality reduction will, in general, come at the cost

performance of the sparse subspace clustering (SSC) and theof clustering performance. The purpose of the present pgaper

thresholding based subspace clustering (TSC) algorithmsWe  to analytically characterize this performance degradatay

find that for both algorithms dimensionality reduction down 4 sypspace clustering algorithms, namely sparse suéspac

to the order of the subspace dimensions is possible without . .

incurring significant performance degradation. The mathenatical clulsterlng (SSCJI7]i14] and thresholding based subspae

engine behind our theorems is a result quantifying how the tering (TSC)I[8]. Both SSC and TSC were shown to provably

affinities between subspaces change under random dimensility ~ succeed under very general conditions on the high-dimeakio

reducing projections. data set to be clustered, in particular even when the subspac

Sy intersect. The corresponding analytical results in [90]]1

[8] form the basis for quantifying the impact of dimensidtal
One of the major challenges in modern data analysis risduction on clustering performance.

to find low-dimensional structure in large high-dimensiona  Notation: We use lowercase boldface letters to denote

data sets. A prevalent low-dimensional structure is thatadé (column) vectors and uppercase boldface letters to desig-

points lying in a union of subspaces. The problem of extnacti nate matrices. The superscript stands for transposition.

such a structure from a given data set can be formalized Fr the vectorx, z, denotes itsgth entry. For the matrix

follows. Consider the (high-dimensional) sgtof points in A, A;; designates the entry in itsth row and jth col-

R™ and assume that = ), U...U Y, where the points in umn, [[A[],_,, == max)y,-1 [[Av], its spectral norm, and

YV, lie in a low-dimensional linear subspa¢k of R™. The Al = (ZM_ |Aij|2)1/2 its Frobenius norm. The identity

association of the data points to the, and the orientations matrix is denoted byl. log(-) refers to the natural logarithm,

and dimensions of the subspaces are all unknown. The arccos(-) is the inverse function ofos(-), andz Ay stands for

problem of identifying the assignments of the pointg)into  the minimum ofzr andy. The set{1, ..., N'} is denoted byN],

the ), is referred to in the literature as subspace clustefing [ahd the cardinality of the sef is written as|7]|. N (u, )

or hybrid linear modeling and has applications, inter aili, stands for the distribution of a Gaussian random vector with

unsupervised learning, image representation and segtioenta meany and covariance matri¥. The unit sphere iR™ is

|I. INTRODUCTION

computer vision, and disease detection. Sm—1.={x € R™: [x[l, = 1}.
In practice one may have access to dimensionality-reduced
observations ofy only, resulting, e.g., from “undersampling” II. FORMAL PROBLEM STATEMENT AND CONTRIBUTIONS

due to complexity and speed constraints on the acquisitionConsider a set of data points R™, denoted byy, and
device. More pertinently, even if the data points Jhare assume thay = );U...U), where the pointyif) € Vp,i €
directly accessible, it is often desirable to perform @usig [n.], lie in ad,-dimensional linear subspaceRf*, denoted by
in a lower-dimensional space as this reduces data stor&fjeWe consider a semi-random data model with deterministic
costs and leads to computational complexity savings. Téa idsubspacesS, and the data pointsrgg) sampled uniformly
of reducing computational complexity through dimensidgal at random fromS, N S%~!. Neither the assignments of the
reduction appears, e.g., ihl[2] in a general context, and fpoints in) to the sets), nor the subspaceS, are known.
subspace clustering in the experiments reported_in [3], [4}lustering of the points i} is performed by first applying the
Dimensionality reduction also has a privacy-enhancingaff (same) realization of a random matrik € RP*™, p < m,

in the sense that no access to the original data is neededtjgically p < m, to each point in) to obtain the set of
processingl[5]. dimensionality-reduced data poimts, and then declaring the
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segmentation obtained by SSC or TSC appliedtto be the and let z; € RY be the vector with ith entry
segmentation of the data points . The realization of® exp(—2arccos(|(x;,x;)| /(||x;ll5lx:ill5))) if i € T;, and 0
does not need to be known. There are two error sources tliai ¢ 7;. Construct the adjacency matrik according to
determine the performance of this approach. First, therertd = Z + Z*, whereZ = [z, ... zy].
that would be obtained even if clustering was performed onStep 2: Apply normalized spectral clustering [12], [11] to
the high-dimensional data s@t directly. Second, and more (A, L).
pertinently, the error incurred by operating on dimensiitpa ~ Let the oracle segmentation 4f be given byt = A3 U...U
reduced data. The former is quantified for SSCin [9]] [10] andir.. If each connected component[11, Sec. 2.1] in the graph
for TSC in [8], while characterizing the latter analytigals G with adjacency matrixA. corresponds exclusively to points
the main contribution of this paper. Specifically, we findtthdrom one of the setst;, spectral clustering will deliver the
SSC and TSC applied to the dimensionality-reduced datd sebracle segmentation [11, Prop. 4; Sec. 7] and the clustering
provably succeed under quite general conditions on théwvela error (CE), i.e., the fraction of misclassified points, wik
orientations of the subspaces, provided thaty (and hence zero. Since the CE is inherently hard to quantify, we will wor
X) contains sufficiently many points from each subspace. Owith an intermediate, albeit sensible, performance measur
results make the impact of dimensionality-reduction esipli also used in([8],[[9], [[10]. Specifically, we declare success
and show that SSC and TSC succeed evenisfon the order if the graphG (with adjacency matrixA obtained by the
of the dimensions of the subspaces. Moreover, we reveat@responding clustering algorithm) has no false conoasti
tradeoff between the affinity of the subspaces and the amouet, eachx; € &, is connected to points i&, only, for all £.
of dimensionality-reduction possible. The mathematicgliee Guaranteeing the absence of false connections, does, Bowev
behind our theorems is a result stating that randomly ptinjgc not guarantee that the connected components correspond to
d-dimensional subspaces (™) into p-dimensional space the &}, as the points in a given séf, may be split up into
does not increase their affinities by more than cw, two (or more) distinct clusters. TSC counters this problem
with high probability. Finally, we provide numerical resuil by imposing that each point ik, is connected to at least
guantifying the impact of dimensionality reduction thrbugg other points inX; (recall thatq is the input parameter of
random projection on algorithm running-time and clustgrinTSC). Increasing; reduces the chance of clusters splitting
performance. up, but at the same time also increases the probability of
Il. SSCAND TSC false connections. A procedure for selecting a data-driven

We next briefly summarize the SSCI[7].[4] and Tsjashion is described in_[13]. For SSC, provided thahas no
[8] algorithms, both of which are based on the principle flse connections, by virtue af; = Xz;, we automatically get

applying spectral clustering [11] to an adjacency mathix for non-degenerate situatihghat each node corresponding

constructed from the data points to be clustered. In @58 © r?esppoclﬂtdirg)fé’cls connected to at least, other nodes
obtained by finding a sparse representation of each data poi t 3
in terms of all the other data points via-minimization (or or both SSC and TSC, the number of subspatesan

via Lasso[[10]). TSC constructs from the nearest neighborsz.e ee:t;TifdoF ?ﬁgdng?mtgl.e g&s'fzt I;hca;nthgf _r;urgbeerll Otfo zero
of each data point in spherical distance. \genvaiu 12 placi IS equ

The SSC algorithm: Given a set of N data points¥ in the number of connected components ®f[14]. A robust

R? and an estimate of the number of subspakcdsstimation estimator forL is the eigengap heuristic [LT].
of L from X is discussed later), perform the following steps. IV. MAIN RESULTS

Step 1: Let X € R”* be the matrix whose columns are \we start by specifying the statistical data model used
the points inX'. For eachj € [N] determinez; as a solution throughout the paper. The subspacés are taken to be
of deterministic and the points within tt#® are chosen randomly.
minimize ||z||, subject tox; = Xz andz; = 0. (1) Specifically, the elements of the s¥t in ¥ =), U ..U YL

z are obtained by choosing, points at random according to
Construct the adjacency matriX according toA = Z + Z7, ;Z) = U(é)a(‘) ,j € [n, where U®) ¢ Rmxde s an
whereZ = abs([z; ... zy]), andabs(-) takes absolute valuesorthonormal basis for thel,~dimensional subspacs,, and
element-wise. . _ ‘ the aga are i.i.d. uniform onS%~!. Since eachU\ is

Step 2: Apply normalized spectral clustering J12]. J11] toorthonormal, the data poinss;‘}) are distributed uniformly on

(A, L). _ . . . the set{y € S;: |ly|l, = 1}. The data sett’ in the lower-
The TSC algorithm: Given a set ofV data points¥' in R”,  gimensional spac&? is obtained by applying the (same)
an estimate of the number of subspatgggain, estimation of realization of a random matri® € RP*™ to each point iny.
L from X' is discussed later), and the parametgthe choice The elements of the sef; in X = X, U ... U X, are hence
of ¢ is also discussed later), perform the following steps: given byx!" = ®y'", j € [n].
Step 1: For everyx; € X, find the set7; c [N]\j of ! !

cardinality ¢ defined through 1 Non-degenerate simply means tht points are needed to represent
x; € X through points inX, \ x,. This condition is satisfied with probability
[(x;,%:)| > |(x;,%p)| forallie T; and allp ¢ T; one for the statistical data model used in this paper.



We take® as a random matrix satisfying, for all> 0, Theorem 2. Choose ¢ such that n, > 6¢, for all 2. If

P||||®x|2 — [|x|?] > t|x||2 <2676t2p, VxeR™ (2 V10 Vdmax 1
(@3 = 113 = x13] < @ max ai(S,5) ¢ SN < s @)

yvhere_c is a constant. The Johnson-Lindenstrauss (JL) Lem%ere & is the constant in (@). Then, the graph G with
'S a d|r.ect consequence 6_?](2) (see &g, [2]). A ra”d"”? matréldjacency matrix A obtained by applying TSC to X has
satlsfy|_ng (2) IS therefore §a|d to .exh'.b't the JL progentm_ch no false connections with probability at least 1 — 7N~ —
holds, inter alia, for matrlcgs with i.i.d. subgaussiamtries %:szl nee =1 \where ¢ > 1/20 is a numerical constant.
[15, Lem. 9.8]. Such matrices may, however, be costly
generate, store, and apply to the high-dimensional datagpoi Proof sketches of Theorerh 1 dnd 2 can be found in Sec-
In order to reduce these costs structured random matri¢ies[M and V], respectively. The mathematical engine behin
satisfying [2) (withé mildly dependent onn) were proposed Theorem$Il anl 2 is a result stating that randomly projecting
in [16], [17]. An example of such a structured random matri& pair ofd-dimensional subspaces (&f") into p-dimensional
[16] is the product of a partial Hadamard matfik € RP*™, space, using a projection matrix satisfying the JL property
obtained by choosing a set pfows uniformly at random from does not increase their affinity by more than copt/p, with
a Hadamard matrix, and a diagonal matfixe R™>™ with  high probability. Theoremis|1 arid 2 essentially state thal SS
main diagonal elements drawn i.i.d. uniformly frofn-1,1}. and TSC succeed with high probability if the affinities bedwe
By [17, Prop. 3.2], the resulting matriEID satisfies [[R) the subspaces$, are sufficiently small, ify (and hencet)
with ¢ = ¢y log*“(m), where ¢5 is a numerical constant. contains sufficiently many points from each subspace, and
Moreover,HD can be applied in timé(m logm) as opposed if p is not too small relative tal.... Specifically,p may
to time O(mp) for a subgaussian random matrix. The fact thdtxe taken to be linear (up to log-factors) in the dimensions
HD satisfies[[2) relies on a connection betwden (2) and théthe subspaces,. Comparing to the clustering conditions
restricted isometry property (RIP), widely used in compees for SSC [9, Thm. 2.8] and TSC[8, Thm. 2] when applied
sensing [[18]. Specifically, it follows fromi [15, Thm. 9.11]to the original data se}, we conclude that the impact of
that [2) implies the RIP, while conversely, [17, Prop. 3.2imensionality reduction through projections satisfythg JL
establishes that randomization of the column signs of aixatproperty is essentially quantified by adding a term propoel
satisfying the RIP yields a matrix satisfying (2). t0 \/dmax/p to the maximum affinity between the subspaces

The performance guarantees we obtain below are $. Conditions [(B) and[{4) hence nicely reflect the intuition
terms of the affinity between the subspacs and S, that the smaller the affinities between the subspateshe

defined as [[9, Def. 2.6],[ 110, Def. 1.2jf(Sy,S,) = more aggressively we can reduce the dimensionality of the
T . i el
dl/\d@ HU(;C) U_(Z)HF' Note that0 < aff(Sy,S;) < 1, with data set without compromising performance.
aff(Sk, S¢) = 1if Sp C S; or Sy C Sk and aff(S, S) = V. PROOF SKETCH OF THEOREM[]
0 if Sy and S, are orthogonal to each other. Moreover

' The proof is based on the following generalization of
a result by Soltanolkotabi and Candés [9, Thm. 2.8] from
orthonormal basesV(®) to arbitrary basesV(®) for d-
dimensional subspaces BP.

aff(Sg,Se) = \/c032(91) + oo + c082(0a, nd, )/ Vi A do,
wheref; < ... < 604,14, are the principal angles betweéh
andS,. If S, and S, intersect int dimensions, i.e., iS5, NS,

is t-dimensional, theros(6;) = ... = cos(6;) = 1 and hence
aff (Sk, Se) > /t/(dr A dp). Theorem 3. Suppose that the elements of the sets A, in X' =
We start with our main result for SSC. X1 U...U Xy, are obtained by choosing n, points at random

according to xy) = V(f)ag.g), j € [ng], where the V(¥ ¢
RP*d: gre deterministic matrices of full rank and the ay) are
i.i.d. uniform on S% 1. Assume that p; == (n, — 1)/d¢ > po,
for all ¢, where py is a numerical constant, and let pi, =
\/28dmax+810gL+2T < Vlngmin ming pPe- If

Theorem 1. Suppose that p; := (ny — 1)/de > po, for all ¢,
where pg is a numerical constant, and pick any 7 > 0. Set
dmax = maxy dg, pmin = ming pg, and suppose that

max  aff(Sk, S¢)+

kLE[L]: k#L V/3¢p ~ 65log N -
3) max LHVw)TV(k)H < V18 pmin g
k.€[L]: k#L A/d}, F~— 64log N

where ¢ is the congtant in (2). Then, the graph G with 1

adjacency matrix A obtained by applying SSC to X’ has no  where VIOT = (vOTv(©) v s the pseudo-inverse of
false connections with probability at least 1 —4e~"/2— N—1— V), then the graph G with adjacency matrix A obtained by
Zle nee”vPede, applying SSC to X' has no false connections with probability

. . . atleast 1 — N~!1 — S F —Vpide,
Our main result for TSC is the following. 2 e

The proof of Theorerfl3, not given here, essentially follows
- . .
2A random variablez is subgaussian [15, Sec. 7.4] if its tail probabilityth"jlt of (};3 Thm. %@)8] with minor changes. . .
satisfiesP[|z| > t] < cie~c2?” for constantsei,ca > 0. Gaussian and SetV®) = @U'W in TheoreniB. Fol = I (which requires
Bernoulli random variables are subgaussian. p = m) the LHS of [5) reduces tmaxy, oc(1]. k2o aff(Sk, Sp).



Here, however, we need to work with the projected data, apdints in X, only, if for eachxz(-é) € A&y the associated séf
®U® will in general not be orthonormal, which explainsorresponds to points i, only, for all ¢. This is the case if
the need for the generalization to arbitrary ba3&$). The

. ’ SO max 5 (k) (9)
columns of the matrixv(© € RP*™ (V) has full column Hne-0) 7 perere e
rank forp > d, with high probability, not shown here) form
a basis for thel,-dimensional subspace & containing the Wherez = ]( \ andz < zg; <. < Z((f;)z 1
points in ;. The proof of Theoreni]l is now effected byye he order statistics sz( }Je[m \l Note that, for simplic-
showing that randomly projecting the subspaggsS, C R™ )

[ ey of exposition, the notation;™’ does not reflect dependence

into p-dimensional space through a matrix satisfying th ©
JL property does not increase their affinity by more tha@X; - The proofis establlshed by upper-bounding the prob-
consts/dmax/p, With high probability. This can be formalizedability of (@) being violated. A union bound over all vectors

by first noting that ( .1 € [ng], £ € [L], then yields the final result. We start by
. ., settingé(k) = ‘<y§k),yfl)>‘ wherey!") = U®a" are the

7HV(5> V(“H < data points in the high-dimensional spa&, and notlng that

\/dk/\dl k) _ ’< (k) (z) T <y( y(é)>+e(k)’ with e o

_ 1 (llgwTy k)H i HVw)TV(k) vy k)H ) L

2V dk A dy (H

q)y;_>’q)yl(>> <y§>’y§e>> <(<1>Tq> I)§)7y§)>=

= aff(Sy, S¢) + ———u HU“)T(@T@ —nu® H © (U0 (@Te -u®al? ¥ > The probability of [®) be-
v dk Ady r ing violated can now be upper-bounded as

and then showing that the “perturbation” ® &) ® 9

1 0T eTH _ YUk P M <Pz <

T HU (7' -T)U H does not exceed { Flng—q) > kE[Lﬁlee};(e[nk] Z; } < |:Z(nzq) < 3\/%}
consty/dmax/p, With high probability. This result is (k) k)
then used to finalize the proof of Theoréin 1 by establishing™ [kem\“e[nk] i 2 O‘] + > PUej 2 6} (10)
that [3) implies [(5) 1Wlth probability at least — 4e~7. Set (G:k)#(0.6)
Q= (V(@TV“)) , for notational convenience, and notevhere we assumed that + 2¢ < T with o« =
that the LHS of[(5) can be upper-bounded as follows @W maxye (1) —HU(’“)TU(Z)’ . and ¢ —
—HV“)T WH HQZV(Z)TV(IC)H YEPEZ 5, whered = ‘/28‘1“‘“*3;’7“*41"%]\7 Resolving this
vy, assumptlon leads to
T

<1l [V V“’H 710 e <5

||Q H T T kE[L\f\/@ 4 10gN - 34\/610gN

e (Jv o]+ o @e o] ) mpii |
= \/_ r/ which is implied by ) (using that
28dmax + 3log L + 4log N /v/log N < /40d nax)-
< f£(Sk, 50 + [0 (@@ - 1)U | v A
< 1Qell>» (a (S, Se) + 2-)2) We next show that the d|stort|oqjk) caused by the random
< 1 (aff (S, S¢) + 6) @) projection is small. Analogously to the proof of Theoréin 1
—1-6 ’ this is accomplished by making use of the fact that the per-
- 0T T k

< Gi(aﬁ(Sk,Sg) +o) < violgp?\lfn ®) turbanon\/mHU() (@7® — 1)U( >H does not exceed

6 64 log consty/dmax/p. Specifically, note that
where [7) holds with§ := ¥28dmaxt8log LH27 \\ith probability (k)

VI ) le;”] > 6]

at leastl — 4e~7 (not shown here), and fof](8) we uséﬁ (3)(J P20

twice (note that sinceff(Sy,S,) > 0 and IOg”mm <

@) implies§ < 1/65, i.e., 75 < ). Note that [U) is the <P{maXHU“) (®T® - U(’“)H }

formal version of[(B). The probablllty estimates used toaobt 22

(@) rely on [15, Thm. 9.9, Rem. 9.10]; for the special case. Z [ (k)’ > VOost V610g HU (@7 —I)U(k)a§-k)H }
of a Gaussian random matrik, these estimates can also be G0V 2(0r0) 2
obtained using standard results on the extremal singulaesa

_r ('logN 4
of Gaussian random matrices. S A N (11)
V1. PROOF SKETCH OF THEOREM where we used a probability estimate based on [15, Thm. 9.9,

Rem. 9.10] and a standard concentration inequality (€1§,, [
The proof follows closely that of Theorem 3 il [8]. TheEx. 5.25]). Using standard concentration of measure result
graphG with adjacency matrixA obtained by applying TSC and the assumptiom, > 6q, the probabilities in[{T0) are
to X has no false connections, i.e., eacly is connected to upper-bounded according to Steps 1 and 2[in [8, Proof of



Thm. 3] bye~<("c=1) and3N ~2, respectively, where > 1/20
is a numerical constant. With_(1L0) we thus get tHat (9) is
violated with probability at most—<("¢~1) 4+ 7N~2, Taking
the union bound over all vectonséz),i € [ng], £ € [L], yields
the desired lower bound off having no false connections.

VIl. NUMERICAL RESULTS

We evaluate the impact of dimensionality reduction on the
performance of SSC and TSC applied to the problem of?
clustering face images taken from the Extended Yale B data
set [20], [21], which containd92 x 168 pixel frontal face
images of38 individuals, each acquired undéd different
illumination conditions. The motivation for posing thisobr .,
lem as a subspace clustering problem comes from the insigH
that the vectorized images of a given face taken under vgryiri3]
illumination conditions lie near 9-dimensional linear sphces
[22]. In our terminology, each 9-dimensional subspate [4
would then correspond to an individual and would contain the
images of that individual. For SSC, we use the implemematio[s]
described in [[4], which is based on Lasso (instead/pf
minimization) and uses the Alternating Direction Method of
Multipliers (ADMM). Throughout this section, we set= 4 in
TSC. Matlab code to reproduce the results below is available
at|http://www.nari.ee.ethz.ch/commth/research/.

We generate) by first selecting uniformly at random a i8]
subset of{1, ..., 38} of cardinality L = 2, and then collecting
all images corresponding to the selected individuals. We ug]
an i.i.d. A(0,1/p) random projection matrix, referred to a1
GRP, and a fast random projection (FRP) matrix constructeg
similarly to the matrixHD in Section[IV. Specifically, we [11]
let D € R™*™ be as in Sectiofi IV and tak€ € Cr*™ [12]
to be a partial Fourier matrix obtained by choosing a set OF
p rows uniformly at random from the rows of am x m
discrete Fourier transform (DFT) matrix. The FRP matrix igs]
then given by the real part dfFD € CP*™. In Figure[1,
we plot the running times corresponding to the application
of the GRP and the FRP matrix to the data 3&tand the
running times for TSC and SSC applied to the projected daig)
X, along with the corresponding CEs, as a functionpof
For eachp, the CE and the running times are obtained b[§6]
averaging oveil00 problem instances (i.e., random subsets of
{1, ...,38} and for each subset an independent realization 371
the random projection matrices). The results show, as ghetli
by Theoremg 11 anfll 2, that SSC and TSC, indeed, succeggl
provided thatd/p is sufficiently small (i.e.p is sufficiently
large). Moreover, SSC outperforms TSC, at the cost of Iardé?]
running time. The running time of SSC increases signifigantl
in p, while the running time of TSC does not increase notabl§o]
in p. Since the FRP requireg3(m logm) operations (per data
point), its running time does not depend pn Application
of the GRP, in contrast, requirg3(mp) operations, and its [21]
running time exceeds that of TSC and SSC (applied to the
projected data) for large. [22]
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