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Abstract—Recent breakthrough results in compressed sensing signalz is sparsein the dictionaryD, and we call the vectar,
(CS) have established that many high dimensional objects na whose entries are the coefficients the sparse representation
be accurately recovered from a relatively small number of na- of = in the dictionaryD.

adaptive linear projection observations, provided that the objects Th t | CS ob fi del io lect
possess a sparse representation in some basis. Subsequéiotts € most genera observation model prescribes collect-

have shown that the performance of CS can be improved by ing (noisy) linear measurements:ofn the form of projections
exploiting the structure in the location of the non-zero sigal of z onto a set ofn(< n) “test vectors”¢,. Formally, these
coefficients (structured sparsity) or using some form of onhe measurements can be expressed as

measurement focusing (adaptivity) in the sensing procesi this

paper we examine a powerful hybrid of these two techniques. Yi = ¢;7F:c +w;, 1=1,2,...,m, (2)

First, we describe a simple adaptive sensing procedure andhew . )
that it is a provably effective method for acquiring sparse gnals Wherew; denotes the additive measurement uncertainty asso-

that exhibit structured sparsity characterized by tree-based ciated with theith measurement. In “classic” CS settings, the
ﬁ?efﬁCiﬁ_nt (Ijedpetndendels' Next, emplo;r/]ing t?r?htniques froxg)iarse measurements amneon-adaptivein nature, meaning that the
ierarchical dictionary learning, we show that representdions PP

exhibiting the approgriate forr% of structured spa?sity can be {¢:} are spgglfled independently f:} (eg., the test _\/eqtors_
learned from collections of training data. The combination of can be specified beforg any measurements are Obtal_ne(ﬂl. I_n't
these techniques results in an effective and efficient adape Preakthrough results in CS establish that for certain @wic
compressive acquisition procedure. of the test vectors, or equivalently the matdxwhose rows
are the test vectors, sparse vectersan be exactly recovered
(or accurately approximated) from <« n measurements. For

] ) ] example, ifz has no more thak nonzero entries, and the
Motivated in large part by breakthrough results in comspyries of the test vectors/matrix are chosen as iid reigiza

pressed sensing (CS), significant attention has been fdCU§e ;ero-mean random variables having sub-Gaussian distri-
in recent years on the development and analysis of Samplmions, then onlym = O(klog(n/k)) measurements of the
and inference methods that make efficient use of measuremgpt, @) suffice to exactly recover (if noise free) or accahat
resources. The essential idea underlying many directiéns Rimate (wherw; # 0) the unknown vector, with high
research in this area is that signals of interest often jgssse probability [1], [2].
parsimonious representation in some basis or frame. For exgeyeral extensions to the traditional CS paradigm have been
ample, letz « C" be a (perhaps very high dimensional) vectof,estigated recently in the literature. One such extensia-
which denotes our signal of interest. Suppose that for SOm&,onds to exploiting additionsiructurethat may be present
fixed (known) matrixD whose columns are-dimensional i, the sparse representation af which can be quantified as
vectorsd;, x may be expressed as a linear combination of thg|ows. Suppose that € R, the sparse representation of
columns ofD, as in ann x p orthonormal dictionaryD, hask nonzero entries.
x= Zo‘idi’ 1) Then, there are general()z) possible subspaces on whigh
! _ _could be supported, and the space ofkaiparse vectors can
where thea; are the coefficients corresponding to the relativge ynderstood as anion of §-dimensional) linear subspaces
weight of the contribution of each of th in the representa- ) Structured sparsityrefers to sparse representations that
tion. The dictionaryD may, for example, consist of all of the 3ra grawn from aestricted union of subspaces (where only
columns of an orthonormal matrix (eg., a discrete vv_avelet Q' subset of the(i’) subspaces are allowable). Recent works
Fourier transform matrix), though other representatiomy Meyp|oiting structured sparsity in CS reconstruction ioel],
be possible (eg)) may be a frame). In any case, we defings) one particular example of structured sparsity, whidh w
the support setS to be the set of indices corresponding t@c oy primary focus here, isee-sparsity Let 7, 4 denote
the nonzero values af; in the representation of. When|S| 3 pajanced rooted connected tree of degteeith p nodes.
is small relative to the ambient dimensian we say that the Suppose that the components of a sparse representatiit
This work was supported by DARPAJONR under Award No. N6saai- Can be putinto a one-to-one correspondence with the nodes of
1-4090. the tree7, 4. We say that the vectar € R? is k-tree-sparsen
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the tree7, 4 if its nonzero components correspond to a rootettie proof of our main result is provided in Section VI.
connected subtree GF, 4. This type of tree structure arises, for
example, in the wavelet coefficients of many natural images
[el.

Another extension to the “classic” CS observation model is Our analysis here pertains to a simple adaptive compressed
to allow additional flexibility in themeasuremenprocess in sensing procedure for tree sparse signals, similar to ttfe te
the form of feedback. Sequentiatiaptive sensingtrategies niques proposed i [11],[12]. As above, tet R” denote the
are those for which subsequent test vect¢us},.; may tree-sparse representation of an unknown signalR™ in a
explicitly depend on (or be a function of) past measuremerkgown n x p dictionary D having orthonormal columns. We
and test vector§e;, y; }1<;. Adaptive CS procedures have beemssume sequential measurements of the form specifidd in (2)
shown to provide an improved resilience to noise relative twhere the additive noises; are taken to be iidVv (0, 1).
traditional CS — see, for examplé,] [71[-[9], as well as the Rather than projecting onto randomly generated test v&ctor
summary article[[10] and the references therein. The dssenhere we will obtain measurements:oby projecting onto se-
idea of these sequential procedures is to gradually “stedettively chosen, scaled versions of columns of the dietign
measurements towards the subspace in which signesides, D, as follows. Without loss of generality suppose that the
in an effort to increase the signal to noise ratio (SNR) oheaéndex 1 corresponds to the root of the trég ;. Begin by
measurement. initializing a data structure (a stack or queue) with theeind

In this paper we examine a hybrid technique to explolt and collect a (noisy) measurement of the coefficient
structured sparsity and adaptivity in the context of noisgne according to[(R) by selecting; = 3d;, wherej3 > 0 is a fixed
pressed sensing. Adaptive sensing techniques that expéit scaling parameter. That is, obtain a measurement
hierarchical tree-structured dependencies present ireleav -
representations of images have been examined in the context y=pdiz+w. ®3)
of non-Fourier encoding in magnetic resonance imading, [1
and more recently in the context of compressed sens

Iﬁr |ma]9|ng (12]. Cf)ur f'rr]St cont:butlon hhere IS to quantltf whether the amplitude of the measured valuexceeds a
€ performance of such procedures when measurements &y thresholdr > 0. If the measurement is deemed

corrupted by zero-mean "?‘dd'“ve white Gau_SS|an m_e:_;tsunem |8nificant (iely] > 7), then add the locations of thichildren
noise. Our main theoretical results establish sufficient-co index 1 in the treeT, , to the stack (or queue). If the
b, .

ditions (in terms of the number of measurements requirg easurement is not deemed significant, then obtain the next

and the minimum amplitude of the nonzero componenﬁ dex from the data structure (if the structure is nonemfuy)
under which the support of tree-sparse vectors may be gi'xa%t termine which column o> should comprise the next test

recovered (with high probability) using these adaptiveséeg vector, and proceed as above. If the data structure is ethpty,

igzﬂ;qfoerss'uou(r)rﬁzlég\slesrtag: Ineifrrgllctgtsr?rztcxlth e:gst' procedure stops. Notice that using a stack as the datawgteuct
PP y for (g y ) results indepth-firsttraversal of the tree, while using a queue

veﬁors, dhtl)ghtltl]gh_tlr:g”t.he stlgnlfllcz_atnttllmpr;)vtemetnts thatl;bat results inbreadth-firsttraversal. The aforementioned algorithm
achieved by the intelligent exploitation of structure thgaou is adaptive in the sense that the decision on which locations

the measurement process. . of a to measure depends on outcomes of the statistical tests
Further, we demonstrate that tree-based adaptive copl

; ) X ) . rresponding to the previous measurements.
pressed sensing strategies can be applied with reprasastat : . -
i . . The performance of this procedure is quantified by the
learned from a collection dfraining data using recent tech-

: o . - : . following result, which comprises the main theoretical con
nigues in hierarchical dictionary learning. This procetof 9 ' P

. . . . tribution of this work. A sketch of the proof of the theorem
learning structured sparse representations gives rispdwar- . - .
) . . is given in Sec["VMl.
ful general-purpose sensing and reconstruction methoithwh i . .
. . . . Theorem 1: Letr be k-tree-sparse in the tred, ; with
we refer to asL earning Adaptive Sensing Representations, '
. sypport setS, and suppose: < p/d. For any¢; > 0 and
or LASeR. We demonstrate the performance improvemen ST (0,1), there exists a constang > 0 such that if
that may be achieved via this approach, relative to other =\ /) :
compressed sensing methods. Too ko
. . . . . g
The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. Sec- Omin = Iggl|0%| 2\/¢3 2
tion [ provides a discussion of the top down adaptive com-
pressed sensing procedure motivated by the approachesinid 7 = czBanin, the following hold with probability at least
[11], [12], and contains our main theoretical results which—%"“': the total number of measurements obtaimed dk +
guantify the performance of such approaches in noisy sét-and the support estimaté comprised of all the measured
tings. In SectionIll we discuss the LASeR approach fdpcations for which corresponding measured value exceeds
extending this adaptive compressed sensing idea to genéramplitude is equal taS.
compressed sensing applications using recent techniques iA brief discussion is in order here to put the results
dictionary learning. The performance of the LASeR proceduof this theorem in context. Note that in practical settings,
is evaluated in Sectidn 1V, and conclusions and directians fphysical constraints (eg., power or time limitations) effesly
future work are discussed in Sectibh V. Finally, a sketch @hpose a limit on the precision of the measurements that may

Il. ADAPTIVE CSFOR TREE SPARSESIGNALS

.Hote that our assumptions on the additive noise imply that
e N(Bai,1). Now, perform a significance test to determine

(4)



be obtained. This can be modeled by introducing a globak can find a factorization ok of the form X ~ D A, where
constraint of the form D is ann xp dictionary with orthonormal columns, antlis a
2<p 5y Pxd matrix whose columns; € RP each exhibit tree-sparsity
Zi: I#:12 < R, () in some tree7, 4. The task of finding the dictionary) and
ssociated coefficient matrix with tree-sparse columns can

on the model[(P) in order to limit the “sensing energy” tha@t?naccomplished by solving an optimization of the form

may be expended throughout entire measurement process.
the context of Thm[]1, this corresponds to a constraint of the{D A) = arg i i s = Das |2 + AQ(a:), (10)
9 - T 2 1)y
D

form ¥, 3% < R. In this case for the choice GR"'Inq,l{ai}eRq 4
~ R 6 subject to the constrainD” D = I. Here, the regularization
p= (d+ 1)k’ 6) term is given by
Thm.[d guarantees exact support recovery with high proba- Q(a;) = Y wyl(ai)gl, (11)
bility from O(k) measurements provided that,;, exceeds 9¢G

a constant times/(d + 1)(k/R)logk. To assess the benefitsyhereg is the set of» groups, each comprised of a node with
of exploiting structure via adaptive sensing, it is illasive to  all of its descendants in the tr&g 4, the notation(a;),, refers
compare the result of Thril] 1 with results obtained in sevetal the subvector of; restricted to the indices in the s¢t G,
recent works that examined support recoveryunstructured the w, are non-negative weights, and the norm can be either
sparse signals under a Gaussian noise model. The consistigat/, or /., norm. Efficient software packages have been
theme identified in these works is that exact support regaser developed (eg.[ [19]) for solving the optimizations of tioen
impossible unless the minimum signal amplitudg,, exceeds (IQ) via alternating minimization oveb and A. Enforcing
a constant timeg/(n/R) logn for non-adaptive measurementhe additional constraint of orthogonality of the columiisd
strategies[[13], [[14], or/(n/R)logk for adaptive sensing can be achieved in a straightforward manner. In the context
strategies[[15]. Clearly, when the signal being acquired ¢§ the procedure outlined in SeEl Il, we refer to solving
sparse k << n), the procedure analyzed in this work succeedhis form of constrained structured dictionary learningktas
in recovering much weaker signals. L earningAdaptive Sensing Representations, dtASeR. The
Our proof of Thm[1L can be extended to obtain guarantegsrformance of LASeR is evaluated in the next section.
on the accuracy of an estimate obtained via a related a@aptiv
sensing procedure. IV. EXPERIMENTAL RESULTS
Corollary 1:  There exists a two-stage (Support recovery, \we performed experiments on the Psychological Image Col-
then estlmatl(_)n) adaptive compressed sensing procedufe fo |action at Stirling [20] which contains a set 82 man-made
tree sparse signals that produces an estimate from O(k)  and91 natural images. The files are in JPG and TIFF format

measurements that (with high probability) satisfies respectively, with each image of si286 x 256 (here, each of
v—alz=o(k k 7 the images was rescaled 188 x 128 to reduce computational
lé = adz = R (7) demands on the dictionary learning procedure). The trginin

ideda. d tant ti TR loak data were then each reshaped tol&884 x 1 vector and
providedaii, €xceeds a constant timgs(k/R)logk. stacked together to form the training matri e R16384x163

By comparison, non-adaptive CS estimation techniques ﬂEf er centering the training data by subtracting the column

do F‘Ot assume any structure in the sparse representation &N of the training matrix from each of the training vectors
achieve estimation error

we learned a balanced binary tree structured orthonormal
la-d2=0 (k (ﬁ) 1Ogn) ’ (8) dictionary with7 levels (comprising 27 orthogonal dictionary

R elements).

from m = O(klog(n/k)) measurements [16]. Exploiting The LASeR sensing procedure was then applied with rows
structure in non-adaptive CS, aslin [5], results in an edtona of dictionary scaled to meet the total sensing budgetor

procedure that achieves error two test signals (chosen from the original training sethc8j
) n during the dictionary learning process we specify the sfyars
la—dall; =0 (’f (E)) (9) level of the signal in the learned dictionary, allocation of

sensing energy to each measurement can be done beforehand

from m = O(k) measurements. Again, we see that the resu”Sfpecificallyﬁ is defined as in(@)). We evaluated the perfor-
of the corollary to Thm[11 provide a significant improvemeni,ance of the procedure for various valuesrafthe threshold

over these existing error bounds, especially in the cas®\wWhg, getermining significance of a measured coefficient) in a
k <n. noisy setting corrupted by zero-mean additive white Gaunssi
measurement noise. The reconstruction from the LASeR pro-
I1l. L EARNING ADAPTIVE SENSING REPRESENTATIONS  cedure is obtained as the column mean plus a weighted sum
The approach outlined above can be applied in geneddlthe atoms of the dictionary used to obtain the projections
settings, by employing techniques frodictionary learning where the weights are taken to be the actual observation
[17], [18]. Let X denote am x ¢ matrix whosen-dimensional values obtained by projecting onto the corresponding atom.
columnsz; comprise a collection of training data, and suppos&’hen assessing the performance of the procedure in noisy
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Fig. 1: Reconstruction SNR vs. Number of measurements (hast viewed in color) with different sensing enerflyand
fixed noise levelo? = 1 for different schemes (LASeR, PCA, direct wavelet sensingdel-based CS and Lasso). Results
in each row corresponds to a different test image. Columi = 128 x 128, Column2: R = (128 x 128)/8, Column 3:

R = (128 x128)/32. Here,o is PCA, o is model-based CS; is CS-Lasso« ando are for direct wavelet sensing with= 0
and T = 0.5 respectively. Colored solid lines are for LASeR with red fot 0, green forr = 0.04, blue forr = 0.06 and black
for 7 =0.1.

settings, we averaged performance over a totab(f trials SNR by taking only60 — 65 measurements using LASeR
corresponding to different realizations of the random @ois with very limited sensing budgeR. On the other hand,
Reconstruction performance is quantified by the reconstrueconstruction SNR for Lasso and model-based CS degrade as

tion signal to noise ratio (SNR), given by we decrease the sensing eneiigyThe results in the bottom
|2 row (corresponding to the second test image) demonstrate a
SNR=10log;, (722) . (12) case where the performance of LASeR is on par with PCA. In
I - 13 this case too, the SNR for Lasso and model-based CS decrease

wherex and x are the original test and reconstructed signalgnificantly as we decreage The advantage of LASeR is in

respectively. the low measurement (high threshold) and low sensing budget
To provide a performance comparison for LASeR, we alstenario where we can get a good reconstruction from few

evaluate the reconstruction performance of the direct lgavemeasurements.

sensing algorithm described in]12], as well as Principahco

ponent analysis (PCA) based reconstuction. For PCA, the re- V. DisCUsSIONCONCLUSION

construction is obtained by taking projections of the tegtal In this paper, we presented a novel sensing and reconstruc-

onto the principal components and adding back the subttactsmn procedure called LASeR, which uses dictionaries ledrn

column mean to the reconstruction. We also compare wiltom training data, in conjunction with adaptive sensing, t

“traditional” compressed sensing and model-based corapdesperform compressed sensing. Bounds on minimum feature

sensing [[5], where measurements are obtained by projectsigength in the presence of measurement noise were elplicit

onto random vectors (in this case, vectors whose entries greven for LASeR. Simulations demonstrate that the pro-

i.i.d. zero-mean Gaussian distributed) and reconstrmciso posed procedure can provide significant improvements over

obtained via the Lasso and CoSaMP respectively. In orderttaditional compressed sensing (based on random prajectio

make a fair comparison among all of the different strategiemeasurements), as well as other established methods such as

we scale so that the constraint on the total sensing energyPiSA.

met. Future work in this direction will entail obtaining a comf#e
Reconstruction SNR values vs. number of measurementsracterization of the performance of the LASeR procedure

for two of the test images is shown in Figl 1. The result®r different dictionaries, and for different learned trateuc-

in the top row (for the first test image) show that for @ures (we restricted attention here to binary trees, though

range of threshold valuesone can get a good reconstructiorhigher degrees can also be obtained via the same procedure.



VI. PROOF OFMAIN RESULT Similarly, the conditionke=(8mn=7)*/2 < k=c1/2 implies

Before proqeedmg \{wth the proof of the main theorem, 2(1+c1)logh +21og 2
we state an intermediate result concerning the number of Qmin 2 21 -a)? (17)
measurements that are obtained via the procedure described “

in Sec.[I] when sensing &-tree-sparse vector. We state th@here exists a constant (depending ond anda) such that
result here as a lemma. The proof is by inductiorkp@and is  whenay,in, > \/c3log(k)/32, both [16) and[(d7) are satisfied.
straightforward, so we omit it here due to space constraints
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ponents is correct, as are each of (gl = m—k = (d-1)k+1 [17] B. A. Olshausen and D. J. Field, “Sparse coding with aeroemplete
tests corresponding to measurements obtained at locations basis set: A strategy employed by V1%/ision Researchvol. 37, pp.

: e 3311-3325, 1997.
where the signal has a zero component. Thus, the probablhtg] M. Aharon. M. Elad, and A. Bruckstein, *K-SVD: An algthim for

of the failure event can be obtained via the union bound, as ~ designing overcomplete dictionaries for sparse repratient’ IEEE
Trans. Signal Proc.vol. 54, no. 11, pp. 4311-4322, 2006.

Pr(failure) < |§C| Pr(false alarm) + |S| Pr(miss hit) [19] R. Jenatton, J. Mairal, G. Obozinski, and F. Bach, “frat methods
—r2/2 —(Bamin—7)?/2 for sparse hierarchical dictionary learning,” Rroc. ICML, 2010.
< (m-k)e +ke e (15) [20] “Psychological image collection at stirling,” REMAVW. pics.stir.ac.uk/.

Let 7 = a(Bcmin), Wherea € (0,1). If, for somec; > 0, each
of the terms in the bound above is less thari' /2, then the
overall failure probability is upper bounded lxy°:.

Consider the first term on the right hand side [of] (15), the
condition(m—lc)e‘Tz/2 < k= /2 implies that (form = dk+1),

2log ((d—1)k+1) +2¢cy logk + 2log2
O‘minz ﬂ2a2 .
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