arxiv:1404.1506v2 [cs.IT] 3 Sep 2014

Two algorithms for compressed
sensing of sparse tensors

Shmuel Friedland, Qun Li, Dan Schonfeld and Edgar A. Bernal

Abstract Compressed sensing (CS) exploits the sparsity of a sigraider to in-

tegrate acquisition and compression. CS theory enables exeonstruction of a
sparse signal from relatively few linear measurements giaitable nonlinear min-
imization process. Conventional CS theory relies on véditdata representation,
which results in good compression ratios at the expenseoé@ased computational
complexity. In applications involving color images, vidsequences, and multi-
sensor networks, the data is intrinsically of high-orded thus more suitably repre-
sented in tensorial form. Standard applications of CS tbéngyrder data typically
involve representation of the data as long vectors thatratern measured using
large sampling matrices, thus imposing a huge computdtasmthmemory burden.
In this chapter, we introduce Generalized Tensor CompdeSsasing (GTCS)-a
unified framework for compressed sensing of higher-ordesdes which preserves
the intrinsic structure of tensorial data with reduced cataponal complexity at re-
construction. We demonstrate that GTCS offers an efficieatma for representation
of multidimensional data by providing simultaneous acigjiois and compression
from all tensor modes. In addition, we propound two recartston procedures,
a serial method (GTCS-S) and a parallelizable method (GPEL$oth capable
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of recovering a tensor based on noiseless and noisy obsgrvatVe then com-
pare the performance of the proposed methods with Kronedtapressed sensing
(KCS) and multi-way compressed sensing (MWCS). We dematestrxperimen-
tally that GTCS outperforms KCS and MWCS in terms of both restauction ac-
curacy (within a range of compression ratios) and procgssgieed. The major dis-
advantage of our methods (and of MWCS as well), is that theesed compression
ratios may be worse than those offered by KCS.

1 Introduction

Compressed sensing [1, 2] is a framework for reconstrusiingls that have sparse
representations. A vectar= RN is calledk-sparsef x has at mosk nonzero entries.
The sampling scheme can be modelled by a linear operatiGumisg the number
of measurements satisfiesn < N, andA € R™N is the matrix used for sampling,
then the encoded informationys= R™, wherey = Ax. The decoder knowa and
recoversy by finding a solutiorz = RN satisfying

2:argrrz1in||z||1 st y=Az (1)

Since|| - || is a convex function and the set of akatisfyingy = Azis convex, mini-
mizing Eq. (1) is polynomial iftN. Eachk-sparse solution can be recovered uniquely
if A satisfies the null space property (NSP) of orkledenoted as NSH3]. Given

A € R™N which satisfies the NSfproperty, ek-sparse signat € RN and samples

y = Ax, recovery ofk fromy is achieved by finding thethat minimizes Eq. (1). One
way to generate such is by sampling its entries using numbers generated from a
Gaussian or a Bernoulli distribution. This matrix genemafprocess guarantees that
there exists a universal constarguch that if

m > 2ckin N, (2

then the recovery of using Eq. (1) is successful with probability greater than 1
exp(—4) [14].

The objective of this document s to consider the case winele sparse vectox
is represented askasparse tenso®” = [xi, i, ... i,] € RNN2x-Na - Specifically, in
the sampling phase, we construct a set of measurementasdtoig Uy, ..., Uy} for
all tensor modes, whetd € R™>*N fori=1,2,....d, and sample?” to obtain% =
2 x1Up xoUp x ... xgUgq € RMxMex.-xMy (see Sec. 3.1 for a detailed description
of tensor mode product notation). Note that our samplindogtts mathematically
equivalent to that proposed in [6], whefeis expressed as a Kronecker product
A:=U1®U;®...®Uq, which requiresnto satisfy

m > ch(—lnk—i—illnNi). 3)
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We show that if each); satisfies the NSPproperty, then we can recovéf uniquely
from & by solving a sequence éf minimization problems, each similar to the ex-
pression in Eq. (1). This approach is advantageous reltdivectorization-based
compressed sensing methods such as that from [6] becausertiesponding re-
covery problems are in terms bf’s instead ofA, which results in greatly reduced
complexity. If the entries dfl; are sampled from Gaussian or Bernoulli distributions,
the following set of conditions needs to be satisfied:

mzZokIn%, i=1,...,d. 4
Observe that the dimensionality of the original sigial namelyN = Nz - ... - Ng,
is compressed tm=ny -...-my. Hence, the number of measurements required by
our method must satisfy
d
N;
m> (2ck)4 []In =, (5)
M™%

which indicates a worse compression ratio than that fron{&qgThis is consistent
with the observations from [7] (see Fig. 4(a) in [7]). We fastcuss our method for
matrices, i.e.d = 2, and then for tensors, i.e > 3.

2 Compressed Sensing of Matrices

2.1 Vector and Matrix Notation

Column vectors are denoted by italic letterscas (xg, ..., xn)" € RN. Norms used

for vectors include
N N
2=/ 3 o 2= 3 sl
i= i=

Let [N] denote the sefl,2,...,N}, whereN is a positive integer. LeS C [N].
We use the following notations| is the cardinality of sef, S :=[N]\ S, and
IXs]l1:= Fies|xil-

Matrices are denoted by capital italic letters/as- [aj] € R™N. The trans-
poses ofx andA are denoted bx" andAT respectively. Norms of matrices used
include the Frobenius noriA||r := +/tr (AAT), and the spectral norhA||, :=
maxy,—1 [|AX||2. Let R(X) denote the column space ¥f The singular value de-
composition (SVD) [9] ofA with rank(A) = is:

A=_2(\/Fiun(\/5iw)ﬂ uluj=vvi=3aj,i,jelrl (6)

Here,01(A) = 01 > ... > 6;(A) = gy > 0 are all positive singular values 8f u;
andy; are the left and the right singular vectorsfoforresponding t@;. Recall that
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r
Av =au, ATu=avi, ielr], [Alz=0(A), I\AIIFZ\/ZQZ(A)-
i=

Fork<r, let
k
Aci= 3 (VaU)(Vaw)".

For k > r, we haveAx := A. ThenAy is a solution to the following minimization
problems:

r

min IA=Bl[r = [|A=AdlF = G (A),
BeR™N rank(B)<k i-fo1

BeRmXp}g;k(B)gkllA Bll2 = [A—All2 = Ok1(A).
We call A the best rank approximation toA. Note thatAy is unique if and only if
0j(A) > gj1(A) for j € [k—1].

A e R™N satisfies thewull space property of order, kabbreviated as NgProp-
erty, if the following condition holds: ledw = 0,w # 0; then for eacls C [N] satis-
fying |§ =k, the inequalityj|ws||1 < ||wee |1 is satisfied.

Let Zyn C RN denote all vectors ifRN which have at most nonzero entries.
The fundamental lemma of noiseless recovery in compressesing) that has been
introduced in Chapter 1 is:

Lemma 1. Suppose that A R™N satisfies the NSfproperty. Assume thatx %y
and let y= Ax. Then for each & RN satisfying Az=, ||Z|1 > ||X||1. Equality holds
if and only if z=x. Thatis, x= argminy||z||1 s.t. y= Az The complexity of this
minimization problem is N%) [15, 16].

2.2 Noiseless Recovery

2.2.1 Compressed Sensing of Matrices - Serial Recovery (CS§)

The serial recovery method for compressed sensing of neatiicthe noiseless case
is described by the following theorem.

Theorem 1 (CSM-S). Let X = [xj] € RM>*N2 pe k-sparse. Let Uz R™*N and
assume that | satisfies the NSFproperty for i€ [2]. Define

Y = [ypg = U1XUJ € R™*M2, (7)

Then X can be recovered uniquely as follows. lset.y, ym, € R™ be the columns
of Y. Lets; € RM be a solution of

z=argmin|zls st y=Usz, ic[m]. (8)
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Then eact? is unique and k-sparse. LetZRN*™ pe the matrix whose columns
are2,...,2m,. Letw,...,wl, be the rows of Z. Thery\e R™2, whose transpose is
the j-th row of X, is the solution of

O =argminvilli st w=Up;, &N (9)
]

Proof. Let Z be the matrix whose columns azg ..., Zn,. ThenZ can be written
asZ = XU2T e RM*M Note thatzis a linear combination of the columns Xf 2
has at mosk nonzero coordinates, because the total number of nonzsreets in
Xis k. SinceY = U;Z, it follows thaty; = U12. Also, sinceU; satisfies the NSP
property, we arrive at Eq. (8). Observe tizdt = U,XT; hencew; = U,V;. Since
X is k-sparse, then eaah is k-sparse. The assumption that satisfies the NSP
property implies Eqg. (9). O

If the entries ofJ; andU, are drawn from random distributions as described above,
then the set of conditions from Eq. (4) needs to be met as etk that although
Theorem 1 requires both; andU, to satisfy the NSPproperty, such constraints
can be relaxed if each row of is k'-sparse, wher&’ < k. In this case, it follows
from the proof of Theorem 1 that can be recovered as long lds andU, satisfy

the NSR and the NSR properties respectively.

2.2.2 Compressed Sensing of Matrices - Parallelizable Re@ry (CSM-P)
The parallelizable recovery method for compressed sedimgtrices in the noise-
less case is described by the following theorem.

Theorem 2 (CSM-P).Let X = [x;j] € RNi*N2 pe k-sparse. Let Us R™*N and
assume that [Usatisfies the NSPproperty for i€ [2]. If Y is given by Eq(7), then
X can be recovered approximately as follows. Consider a tedomposition (e.g.,
SVD) of Y such that

Y = ibﬁ”(b@)ﬁ (10)

where K= rank(Y). Letvi/i(j> € RN be a solution of

Wi(j) = argr\pv‘inHWi(j)Hl s.t. tf” = iji(j), ielKl,jel2.

Then eaclwi(” is unique and k-sparse, and

~

X =3 @ )T, (11)

Proof. First observe thaR(Y) c UiR(X) andR(YT) C UpR(XT). Since Eq. (10)is a
rank decomposition of , it follows thatb(™ e UiR(X) andbi(2> € UR(XT). Hence
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W e R(X), w2 € R(XT) are unique an#t-sparse. LeK := X, W (W?)T. As-
sume to the contrary that — X # 0. Clearly R(X — X) ¢ R(X),R(XT —=XT) ¢
RXT). Let X — X = 57, uP (u?)T be a rank decomposition of — X. Hence
u(11)7...,u5l> € R(X) andu(12)7...,u52> € R(XT) are two sets of linearly indepen-
dent vectors. Since each vector eitheRiX) or in R(XT) is k-sparse, antl;,U,
satisfy the NSPproperty, it follows thaUlu(lj), . ,Ulugn are linearly independent

for j € [2] (see Appendix for proof). Hence the matidx= zle(ulufl))(uzui@f

has rankl. In particularZ # 0. On the other han& = Uy (X — X)UJ =Y-Y=0,
which contradicts the previous statement>Se: X. O

The above recovery procedure consists of two stages, naiimelgecomposition
stage and the reconstruction stage, where the latter camflernented in paral-
lel for each matrix mode. Note that the above theorem is edgmt to multi-way
compressed sensing for matrices (MWCS) introduced in [8].

2.2.3 Simulation Results

We demonstrate experimentally the performance of GTCS aodstlon the recon-
struction of sparse images and video sequences. As demataasin [6], KCS out-
performs several other methods including independent uneasents and parti-
tioned measurements in terms of reconstruction accuratasks related to com-
pression of multidimensional signals. A more recently sgd method is MWCS,
which stands out for its reconstruction efficiency. For the\& reasons, we compare
our methods with both KCS and MWCS. Our experiments uséiminimization
solvers from [10]. We set the same threshold to determineetimgination of the/s-
minimization process in all subsequent experiments. Afludations are executed
on a desktop with a 2.4 GHz Intel Core i7 CPU and 16GB RAM.

The original grayscale image (see Fig. 1) is of size 1228 pixels N = 16384).
We use the discrete cosine transform (DCT) as the spargifyamsform, and zero-
out the coefficients outside the X616 sub-matrix in the upper left corner of the
transformed image. We refer to the inverse DCT of the resykparse set of trans-
form coefficients as the target image. Lretdenote the number of measurements
along both matrix modes; we generate the measurement sgwith entries drawn

from a Gaussian distribution with mean 0 and standard demia;/%. For simplic-

ity, we set the number of measurements for two modes to bd;ghatis, the ran-
domly constructed Gaussian mattixis of sizem x 128 for each mode. Therefore,
the KCS measurement matfix® U is of sizen? x 16384, and the total number
of measurements is?. We refer to% as the normalized number of measurements.
For GTCS, both the serial recovery method GTCS-S and théigiarable recovery
method GTCS-P are implemented. In the matrix case, for angikieice of rank de-
composition method, GTCS-P and MWCS are equivalent; indaée, we use SVD
as the rank decomposition approach. Although the recastiirustage of GTCS-P

is parallelizable, we recover each vector in series. Cansglty, we note that the
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reported performance data for GTCS-P can be improved uperXadmine the per-
formance of the above methods by varying the normalized mumftmeasurements
from 0.1 to 0.6 in steps of 0.1. Reconstruction performanceife different meth-

ods is compared in terms of reconstruction accuracy and atatipnal complex-

ity. Reconstruction accuracy is measured via the peak kigmeise ratio (PSNR)

between the recovered and the target image (both in theabpatinain), whereas
computational complexity is measured in terms of the retangon time (see Fig.

2).

Fig. 1 The original grayscale image.
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Fig. 2 Performance comparison among the tested methods in terPSMR and reconstruction
time in the scenario of noiseless recovery of a sparse image.
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2.3 Recovery of Data in the Presence of Noise

Consider the case where the observation is noisy. For a giegerk, a matrix
A € R™N satisfies the restricted isometry property (QIF] if

(1= 8 IXIZ < IAXZ < (1+ &9 12

for all x € 2y and for some) € (0,1).
It was shown in [11] that the reconstruction in the presericgee is achieved
by solving
X =arg rgin||z||1, s.t. ||JAz—y|2 <k, (12)

which has complexitp(N3).

Lemma 2. Assume that A& R™N satisfies the RIR property for somedy €
(0,v/2—1). Let x€ Sk N,y = Ax+e, where e denotes the noise vector, #eflh, < &
for some real nonnegative numberThen

4/1+ 8y (13)
1—(1+V2)0x

[R—X||2 < Cz¢, where G =

2.3.1 Compressed Sensing of Matrices - Serial Recovery (CS$) in the
Presence of Noise

The serial recovery method for compressed sensing of reatiicthe presence of
noise is described by the following theorem.

Theorem 3 (CSM-S in the presence of noiselet X = [x;;] € RN %Mz be k-sparse.
Let U € R™*N and assume that jUsatisfies the RIf property for somedy €
(0,v/2—-1),i € [2]. Define

Y = [ypg =UiXUJ +E, Y ecRM*M (14)

where E denotes the noise matrix, dftl|z < & for some real nonnegative number
€. Then X can be recovered approximately as follows. L. ..,Cm,(Y) € R™
denote the columns of Y . Litc RM be a solution of

Z =arg rrz1iin|\z;||1 st lci(Y)—Uizl2<e, ie[myl. (15)

Let Ze RNM*™ pe the matrix whose columns &g. . ., Zm,. According to Eq(13),
ci(Z) —ci(XUJ) |2 = |12 — ci(XU])||2 < Cz¢, hence| Z — XU] ||r < /MpCqe. Let
c1(Z"),...,cn, (Z7) be the rows of Z. Then;e RNz, the j-th row of X, is the solu-
tion of

0 =argminjufls st [c(Z7) ~Uzujllz < vMeCe, j€[Ni].  (16)
]
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Denote byX the recovered matrix, then according to E43),

IX=X]lF < vVMNiCle. (17)
Proof. The proof of the theorem follows from Lemma 20

The upper bound in Eg. (17) can be tightened by assuming lleagrtries of
E adhere to a specific type of distribution. LEet= [ey, ..., em,]. Suppose that each
entry of E is an independent random variable with a given distributianing zero
mean. Then we can assume thef||» < \/L@ which implies that|E||r < ¢.

Eachz can be recovered by finding a solution to
R . € :
Z = argrgmHz;Hl s.t. [lci(Y) —Uz|]2 < T i € [mp]. (18)
LetZ=[2...2m,] € RM*M_ Accordingto Eq. (13))|ci(Z) —ci(XU7 ) |2 = |2 —
(XU |2 < Co—&: therefore(Z — XUj ||r < Cpe.

LetE, =27 — XU2T be the error matrix, and assume that the entrids,aidhere
to the same distribution as the entrieofHence)||c;(Z7) — ¢ (UXT) |2 < \C/%

X can be reconstructed by recovering each roX of

. C2£ .
G; =argmin|ui||1 st ||ci(Z"T) — Usujl2 < —— Ny]. 19
i guj [[ujl|2 lei(Z7) 21||2_\/N—1, j € [N\q] (19)
2
Consequentlyi|Gj — ¢j(XT)[2 < \C/LN% and the recovery error is bounded as fol-
lows: A
IX = X[l < Cle. (20)

Wheny is not full-rank, the above procedure is equivalent to tHiefang alter-
native. LetYy be a best rank-approximation of:

k
Yi= Zl( Gitii) (v/6i%) " (21)
=

Here,q; is thei-th singular value off, anddj,V; are the corresponding left and
right singular vectors off for i € [k], assume thak < min(mg,m,). SinceX is
assumed to bke-sparse, then rank) < k. Hence the ranks ofU, andU1XU2T are
less than or equal tka In this case, recovering amounts to following the procedure
described above withf andZz, taking the place of andZ respectively.

2.3.2 Compressed Sensing of Matrices - Parallelizable Re@ry (CSM-P) in
the Presence of Noise

The parallelizable recovery method for compressed semdinmatrices in the pres-
ence of noise is described by the following theorem.
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Theorem 4 (CSM-P in the presence of noisel.et X = [x;;] € RN <Nz be k-sparse.
Let U € R™*N and assume that jUsatisfies the RIf property for somedy €
(0,v/2—1),i €[2]. LetY be as defined in E{L.4). Then X can be recovered uniquely
as follows. Let ¥ be a best rank‘kapproximation of Y as in Eq21), where kis
the minimum of k and the number of singular values of Y grethtan %( Then

X =5, 429! and

X —X|g <CZ%, (22)
where
X =argmin|x|j1 s.t. [|Gil —Uix|]2 < L,
X V2k
. . . €
yi=argmin]yifly st 6% —Uayill2 < Nt (23)
ie[k.

Proof. Assume thak < min(mg, mp), otherwiseYy =Y. Since rankU1XUy) <k,
Yk = Ui XU + Ey. Let

UiXU] = i(\/ﬁiui)(\/avi)T (24)

be the SVD oU;XU] . Then||ui|| = ||Gi|| = ||vi|| = ||Vi]| = 1 fori € [K].
Assuming

e :=+/Gl—aou, fi:=+G6%—aov, ie€lk|, (25)

then the entries of andf; are independent Gaussian variables with zero mean and

standard deViati°@2;wk and \/ZUEimzk’ respectively, for € [k]. Whene? < ¢,
k k
Ex ~ Zq( qviT)+Z( aiu) il (26)
i= =
In this scenario,
€ €

Vo~ VEG| < . Vow- Va2 @)

Note that

min(mg,my) k
Z (0 —0(Y))? <tr(EET) < &2, Z(oi —8)? <tr(ExE]) < €2 (28)
i= =
Given the wayk' is defined, it can be interpreted as the numerical rank.of
Consequentlyy can be well represented by its best r&hkpproximation. Thus
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4

kl
UiXU; ~ Zl(\/a“i)( ov), Y= Zl( GiG)(Vav ), ie[K]. (29)
i= i=
Assumingg; ~ G; for i € [K'], we conclude that

Giti — | < 1619 — o < — (30)

€
VoK’ \/_k
A compressed sensing framework can be used to solve thevfoticset of mini-
mization problems, for € [K]:

%:argrginH)qu s.it. [|Gili —Uixi|2 < — (31)

\/_k

\/_k (32)

)7i=arg”y1_in|\yi|\1 st [|Gi% —Ugyill2 < —=

The error bound from Eq. (22) follows.O

2.3.3 Simulation Results

In this section, we use the same target image and experihs@itangs used in
Section 2.2.3. We simulate the noisy recovery scenario jifiying the observation
with additive, zero-mean Gaussian noise having standaidtiten values ranging
from 1 to 10 in steps of 1, and attempt to recover the targegénssing Eq. (12).
As before, reconstruction performance is measured in teff®SNR between the
recovered and the target image, and in terms of recongirutitne, as illustrated in
Figs. 3 and 4.

PSNR (dB)
PSNR (dB)
PSNR (dB)

eeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee

(a) GTCS-S (b) GTCS-P (c) KCS

Fig. 3 PSNR between target and recovered image for the tested dsethdhe noisy recovery
scenario.

11
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© Kcs

Fig. 4 Execution time for the tested methods in the noisy recoveenario.

3 Compressed Sensing of Tensors

3.1 A Brief Introduction to Tensors

A tensor is a multidimensional array. The order of a tenstiméshumber of modes.
For instance, tenso?” € RM**Nd has orded and the dimension of it8" mode
(denoted modé) is Ni.

Definition 1 (Kronecker Product). The Kronecker product between matrices
R andB € R¥*L is denoted byA® B. The result is the matrix of dimensions
(I-K) x (J-L) defined by
a;1B a;pB - ayB
ax1B B - axB
ARB= . .o .

1B a2B --- ayB
Definition 2 (Outer Product and Tensor Product). The operator denotes the
tensor product between two vectors. In linear algebra, thiergroduct typically
refers to the tensor product between two vectors, thatis,= uv'. In this chapter,

the terms outer product and tensor product are equivaléetKfonecker product
and the tensor product between two vectors are relatecbly=u® v'.

Definition 3 (Mode-i Product). The modekproduct of a tenso2” = [Xq,,....a4] €
RNex-Na and a matrid) = [u; o;] € R?*M is denoted by?” x;U and is of sizéN; x
... X N1 xJIXx N1 x...x Ng. Element-wise, the modeproduct can be written

. . _ <N .
as(Z xiU)ay,....ai 1,01 41,00 = 2 aj=1%ay,...aqYj.ai-

Definition 4 (Mode-i Fiber and Mode-i Unfolding). The moderfiber of tensor
X = [Xay....aq) € RN*Nd s the set of vectors obtained by fixing every index but
ai. The mode-unfoldingX;) of 2" is theN; x (Np-...-Ni—1-Ni11-...-Ng) matrix
whose columns are the modébers of 2°. % = 2" x1U;y x ... xqUyq is equivalent

to Y(,) e U|X(|) (Ud ®...0Ui11eUi1®...® Ul)T.



Two algorithms for compressed sensing of sparse tensors 13

Definition 5 (Core Tucker Decomposition).[12] Let 2~ € RNx--xNa pe a ten-
sor with modek-unfoldingX;) € RN*(Nu--N-1N1--Na) sych that rankX;)) = ri.
LetR(Z") C RN denote the column space K{i), andcy,...,cy,i be a basis in
Ri(2"). ThenZ is an element of the subspa¢é.2’) := Ry (2 )o...o0Ry(Z") C
RNex--<Na_Clearly, vectors;, 1 0...0¢i, ¢, whereij € [rj] andj € [d], form a basis
of V. The core Tucker decomposition &f" is

2 = ; &ip,igCip,10--.0Ciyd (33)
ijelrjl,jield]

for some decomposition coefficier§s... . ij € [rj] andj € [d].

A special case of the core Tucker decomposition is the highder singular
value decomposition (HOSVD). Any tensgf € RM>**N¢ can be written as

%ZyX]_U]_X...XdUd, (34)

whereU; = [u; ---uy ] is an orthonormal matrix for € [d], and.¥ = 2~ x; U] x
...xgU{ is called the core tensor. For a more in-depth discussion ©8WD,
including the set of properties the core tensor is requioeshtisfy, please refer to

[5].

Z" can also be expressed in terms of weaker decompositions édrim
S @ 0 -
%:_ziai o...oa”, aleRj(Z),jeld. (35)
1=

For instance, first decompoXg;) asX1) = 231:1 cj,1g1T‘1 (e.g., via SVD); then each
gj.1 can be viewed as a tensor of order 1 € Ry(2 ") o...0Ry(2") C RN2x-xNa,
Secondly, unfold eaclg;; in mode 2 to obtairg; 1, and decomposg; 1, =
Si202ifh,  dizjeR(2), fiaj €Re(2)o...0Ry(Z). By successively un-
folding and decomposing each remaining tensor mode, a deasition of the form

in Eq. (35) is obtained. Note that i is k-sparse, then each vectorR(.2") is
k-sparse and, < kfori € [d]. HenceK < kd-1,

Definition 6 (CANDECOMP/PARAFAC Decomposition).[13] For atensorZ” €
RNix-xNa ' the CANDECOMP/PARAFAC (CP) decomposition is definedZis~
AAL A = zf*zlx\raﬁl> o...0a, whereA = [A;...Aq]T € RR andA() =
[a(li>~~~ag>] € RNV>Rfori ¢ [d].
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3.2 Noiseless Recovery

3.2.1 Generalized Tensor Compressed Sensing - Serial Reeoy (GTCS-S)

The serial recovery method for compressed sensing of teistine noiseless case
is described by the following theorem.

Theorem 5.Let 2° =[x, _i,] € RNi*--*Nd pe k-sparse. Let e R™*N and as-
sume that Ysatisfies the NSPproperty for i< [d]. Define
@:[yjl ,jd]:3{'><1U1><...><dUd€Rm1X"'de. (36)

ThenZ" can be recovered uniquely as follows. Unféldin model,
Y1) = UX (g [0F_gUx]T € RMx (Moo

Let vi,...,Ym,....my b€ the columns of@(). Then y = U1z, where each;ze RM
is k-sparse. Recover each asing EqQ.(1). Let 2 = 2" xoUy x ... xqUq €
RNixMex.. XMy and let Z,...,Zm,...my denote its modéd-fibers. UnfoldZ in mode
21

Z(Z) = U2X(2) [®E:duk® |]T € RMex(Nummg:...my)

Letw, ..., Wn,.mg....my D€ the columns of Z. Then v = U,v;, where each ye Rz
is k-sparse. Recover eachwsing Eq.(1). 2" can be reconstructed by successively
applying the above procedure to tensor mo8@es. ,d.

Proof. The proof of this theorem is a straightforward generalaratf that of The-
oreml. O

Note that although Theorem 5 requitégo satisfy the NSpproperty fori € [d],
such constraints can be relaxed if each mofieer of 2™ xj;1Uj 1 x ... xqUq is
ki-sparse for € [d — 1], and each modd-fiber of 2" is kq-sparse, wherk <k, for
i € [d]. Inthis case, it follows from the proof of Theorem 5 tixatan be recovered
as long adJ; satisfies the NSPproperty, fori € [d].

3.2.2 Generalized Tensor Compressed Sensing - Parallelida Recovery
(GTCS-P)

The parallelizable recovery method for compressed semditensors in the noise-
less case is described by the following theorem.

and assume thatj$atisfies the NSPproperty for i [d]. If # is given by Eq(36),
thenZ" can be recovered uniquely as follows. Consider a deconiposif# such
that,
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- _Zb-(l) o...ob® b eR;(#)CUR(2),] € d]. (37)
i=

Let Aim € Rj(2") c RNi be a solution of

vT/i(j) = argr’r<1_i)n||wi(j)|\l s.t. tfj) = iji(j), i€[K],jeld]. (38)
(i

Wi

Thus eachﬂlfj) is unique and k-sparse. Then,
K J _
%:ZWi()o...oWi”, w eR;(2),jed] (39)
i=

Proof. Since 2" is k-sparse, each vector Rj(2") is k-sparse. If eachl; satisfies
the NSR property, therwi(J> € R;(Z) is unique ank-sparse. Define as

Z

|
<

o oW whery(2)jeld. (40)

Then
(Z —Z)x1Upx...xqUqg =0. (412)
To showZ = 2", assume a slightly more general scenario, where Bach ™) C
Vj C RN, such that each nonzero vectoMnis k-sparse. TheR; (%) CUjR;(2) C
U;V; for j € [d]. Assume to the contrary that™ # 2. This hypothesis can be dis-
proven via induction on moda as follows.
Suppose
(2 —Z) xXmUmx...xqgUg =0. (42)
Unfold 2” and 2 in modem, then the column (row) spaces Xfy, andZ
are contained iV (\A/m '=Vio0...0Vm10Vmi10...0Vy). Since 2" # %,
X(m) - Z(m) #0. ThenX(m) —’\Z(m) = Z|p:1 UiV;r, where ranl(X(m) - Z(m)) =P, and
Ug,...,Up € Vim,V1,...,Vp € Vi are two sets of linearly independent vectors.
Since(Z — Z) xmUm x ... xqUqg =0,

0 =Un(Xm) — Zm)(Ug ®...&Un1@1)"
= Um(x(m) - Z(m))on-l:n

p ~
= ,Z(Umui)(Umvi)T'

SinceUnuy, ...,.Umup are linearly independent (see Appendix for proof), it fol-
lows thatUmv; = 0 fori € [p]. Therefore,
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(Xm) — Z(m))Uph, = (ZlUiViT)Uan = Zlui (Unwi)" =0,

1= 1=
which is equivalent to (in tensor form, after folding)

(%_g) Xmlme+lUm+l><...><dUd
:(%—ff) Xm+1Um+1><---><dUd:O, (43)

whereln is the Ny, x Ny, identity matrix. Note that Eq. (42) leads to Eq. (43) upon
replacingJm with I,. Similarly, whenm = 1,U; can be replaced with in Eq. (41).
By successively replacindm, with I, for 2<m<d,

(%—ff) ><1U1><...><dUd
:(%-QP) x1l1 X ... xglg
=2 - % =0,

which contradicts the assumption thét # 2. Thus,.2" = Z. This completes the
proof. O

Note that although Theorem 6 requitégo satisfy the NSpproperty fori € [d],
such constraints can be relaxed if all vecter® (2") arek;-sparse. In this case, it
follows from the proof of Theorem 6 that can be recovered as longdssatisfies
the NSR,, fori € [d].

As in the matrix case, the reconstruction stage of the reggwecess can be
implemented in parallel for each tensor mode.

Note additionally that Theorem 6 does not require tensok detomposition,
which is an NP-hard problem. Weaker decompositions sudheasrie described by
Eq. 35 can be utilized.

The above described procedure allows exact recovery. Ire Stases, recov-
ery of a rankR approximation 02", 2" = yR ;wi¥ o ...ow{?, suffices. In such
scenarios? in Eq. (37) can be replaced by its raRkapproximation, namely,

v =3R, biYo...obi?¥ (obtained e.g., by CP decomposition).

3.2.3 Simulation Results

Examples of data that is amendable to tensorial represamtaclude color and
multi-spectral images and video. We use a 24-frames 24 pixel grayscale video

to test the performance of our algorithm (see Fig. 5). In o#i@ds, the video data

is represented as a 2424 x 24 tensor | = 13824). We use the three-dimensional
DCT as the sparsifying transform, and zero-out coefficientside the 6< 6 x 6

cube located on the front upper left corner of the transfarteasor. As in the im-

age case, letn denote the number of measurements along each tensor mode; we
generate the measurement matrices with entries drawn fr@aussian distribu-

tion with mean 0 and standard deviatiQ/%. For simplicity, we set the number of
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measurements for each tensor mode to be equal; that is,ntlerrdy constructed
Gaussian matrixJ is of sizemx 24 for each mode. Therefore, the KCS measure-
ment matrixJ @U ®@U is of sizem® x 13824, and the total number of measurements
is m3. We refer to% as the normalized number of measurements. For GTCS-P, we
employ the weaker form of the core Tucker decomposition asriteed in Section
3.1. Although the reconstruction stage of GTCS-P is pdizdlele, we recover each
vector in series. We examine the performance of KCS and GF®@$g-varying the
normalized number of measurements from 0.1 to 0.6 in stepsloReconstruction
accuracy is measured in terms of the average PSNR acrosaraks$ between the
recovered and the target video, whereas computational leaitypis measured in
terms of the log of the reconstruction time (see Fig. 6).

Fig. 5 The original 24 video frames.

Note that in the tensor case, due to the serial nature of G3QBe reconstruc-
tion error propagates through the different stages of tcevery process. Since
exact reconstruction is rarely achieved in practice, theaéty constraint in the/;-
minimization process described by Eq. (1) becomes inangbsdifficult to satisfy
for the latter stages of the reconstruction process. Indhs®, a relaxed recovery
procedure as described in Eqg. (12) can be employed. Sinceldreed constraint
from Eq. (12) results in what effectively amounts to recgvier the presence of
noise, we do not compare the performance of GTCS-S with thtiteoother two
methods.
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Fig. 6 Performance comparison among the tested methods in ter®SMR and reconstruction
time in the scenario of noiseless recovery of the sparsevide

3.3 Recovery in the Presence of Noise

3.3.1 Generalized Tensor Compressed Sensing - Serial Reeoy(GTCS-S) in
the Presence of Noise

Let 27 = X, .i,] € RN->Na pe k-sparse. Let); € R™*N and assume thay;
satisfies the NSPproperty fori € [d]. Define
Y = VYipia) = 2 x1U1 x ... xqUg + & € R *Md (44)

where & is the noise tensor an@s’||r < € for some real nonnegative number
Although the norm of the noise tensor is not equal acroserdifft stages of GTCS-
S, itis assumed that at any given stage, the entries of tbeternsor are independent
and identically distributed. The upper bound of the recatsion error for GTCS-S
recovery in the presence of noise is derived next by indo@iomodek.

Whenk = 1, unfold# in mode 1 to obtain matriX,, € R™* (M- Recover

eachzi(l) by

N . £
3V —argmin|z”[s st o (V) ~Uid < o=, (@95)

oo

Let 20 = &Y. 20 ] € RMx*(Mmo) - According to Eq. (13),|2Y —
G (X1 [®2_gU] |2 < Cz\/ﬁ, and||Z® — X 1)[®2_qU T || < Cz¢. In tensor
form, after folding, this is equivalent 16271 — 2" x,U, x ... xqUgl|r < Coe.

Assume wherk = n, | Z(W — 2" x;11Uni1 x ... xqUg|[r < Che holds. For
k=n+1, unfold 2™ in moden + 1 to obtainZ™ . € RM1x(Nu N onomy)

(n+1)
and recover eac" " by
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A™P — arg (nrrlilr)1|\zi(n+1)||1 s.t.
5y (n+1) n €
161 (Z(ny1) —Un+a7 HZSCZ\/Nl-...-Nn-n’mz-...-n’u' (46)
LetZm D) = [V g ] € RN (NN M) Then)™Y
G (Xins @R g 2 <G5 : ,and]| 20 — X gy [t JU Tl <

\/Nanl’T]qumd
C™e. Folding back to tensor formj| 2 (™Y — 27 x . 2Uni2 X ... xgUg|lr <
Chle.
Whenk =d, || 2@ — 27||r < Cde by induction on modé.

3.3.2 Generalized Tensor Compressed Sensing - Parallelida Recovery
(GTCS-P) in the Presence of Noise

Let 27 =[x, i,] € RN->Na pe k-sparse. Let); € R™*N and assume thad;
satisfies the NSPproperty fori € [d]. Let # be defined as in Eq. (44). GTCS-P
recovery in the presence of noise operates as in the naselesvery case described

in Section 3.2.2, except thm;fj} is recovered via

(i T - - e . .
i(” = argr‘r<1j|)n||wi(”|\l s.t. ||iji<” - bi(”Hz <—, ielKl,je. (47)

W -2k’
It follows from the proof of Theorem 4 that the recovery ercfGTCS-P in the
presence of noise between the original teng€orand the recovered tensct” is
bounded as follows: .
12— 2 || < Cle.

3.3.3 Simulation Results

In this section, we use the same target video and experisaitags used in Sec-
tion 3.2.3. We simulate the noisy recovery scenario by nyadif the observation
tensor with additive, zero-mean Gaussian noise havinglatandeviation values
ranging from 1 to 10 in steps of 1, and attempt to recover thgetavideo using
Eq. (12). As before, reconstruction performance is measareerms of the average
PSNR across all frames between the recovered and the tadget and in terms of
log of reconstruction time, as illustrated in Figs. 7 and 8té\that the illustrated
results correspond to the performance of the methods fovengihoice of upper
bound on thd, norm in Eq. (12); the PSNR numbers can be further improved by
tightening this bound.
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Fig. 7 PSNR for the tested methods in the scenario of recoveringplese video in the presence
of noise.
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Fig. 8 Execution time for the tested methods in the scenario ofveraing the sparse video in the
presence of noise.

3.4 Tensor Compressibility

Let 2" = [Xi,,..i4] € RMx--xNa - Assume the entries of the measurement matrix are
drawn from a Gaussian or Bernoulli distribution as describbove. For a given
level of reconstruction accuracy, the number of measuré&sfen 2™ required by
GTCS should satisfy
N.
m> 29¢¢ ['n— (48)
. k
ie[d]

Suppose thatl; = ... Ny = Nd. Then
1

m > 29¢4(In N—lj)d = 2dcd(% INN —Ink)d. (49)
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On the other hand, the number of measurements required bysK@H8d satisfy
m > 2cin % (50)

Note that the lower bound in Eq. (50) is indicative of a beti@mpression ratio
relative to that in Eq. (49). In fact, this phenomenon hasnbaleserved in sim-
ulations (see Ref. [7]), which indicate that KCS recondBuhe data with better
compression ratios than GTCS.

4 Conclusion

In applications involving color images, video sequenced,raulti-sensor networks,
the data is intrinsically of high-order, and thus more dlitaepresented in tensorial
form. Standard applications of CS to higher-order datacsipi involve represen-
tation of the data as long vectors that are in turn measuried Usrge sampling
matrices, thus imposing a huge computational and memodeouAs a result, ex-
tensions of CS theory to multidimensional signals have byecan emerging topic.
Existing methods include Kronecker compressed sensingj@ sparse tensors
and multi-way compressed sensing (MWCS) for sparse andadmk-tensors. KCS
utilizes Kronecker product matrices as the sparsifyingebamnd to represent the
measurement protocols used in distributed settings. Hewvelue to the require-
ment to vectorize multidimensional signals, the recovencpdure is rather time
consuming and not applicable in practice. Although MWCSieds more effi-
cient reconstruction by fitting a low-rank model in the coegsed domain, fol-
lowed by per-mode decompression, its performance relgsyon the quality of
the tensor rank estimation results, the estimation beindlR+hard problem. We
introduced the Generalized Tensor Compressed Sensing$¥-8Qinified frame-
work for compressed sensing of higher-order tensors whiebguves the intrinsic
structure of tensorial data with reduced computationalgerity at reconstruction.
We demonstrated that GTCS offers an efficient means for septation of mul-
tidimensional data by providing simultaneous acquisit@nd compression from
all tensor modes. We introduced two reconstruction proegjua serial method
(GTCS-S) and a parallelizable method (GTCS-P), both capaftrecovering a ten-
sor based on noiseless and noisy observations, and comtpar@erformance of
the proposed methods with Kronecker compressed sensin§)(Ead multi-way
compressed sensing (MWCS). As shown, GTCS outperforms KESVBVCS in
terms of both reconstruction accuracy (within a range of p@ssion ratios) and
processing speed. The major disadvantage of our method®{aWCS as well),
is that the achieved compression ratios may be worse thae thifered by KCS.
GTCS is advantageous relative to vectorization-based oesspd sensing methods
such as KCS because the corresponding recovery problerirstarens of a multi-
ple small measurement matriddss, instead of a single, large measurement matrix
A, which results in greatly reduced complexity. In additi@T,CS-P does not rely
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on tensor rank estimation, which considerably reducesdhepatational complex-
ity while improving the reconstruction accuracy in compan with other tensorial
decomposition-based method such as MWCS.

Appendix

LetX = [x;j] € RM>*N2 pek-sparse. Let) € R™*N, and assume thiy satisfies the
NSR property fori € [2]. DefineY as

Y = [Ypg) = U1XUJ € R™*M, (51)

Given a rank decomposition of, X = 5_; zu', where rankKX) =r, Y can be
expressed as

Y= Z(ulz)(uzui)ﬂ (52)

which is also a rank-decomposition o, whereU;z;, ...,U1z andUsuy, ..., Usu;
are two sets of linearly independent vectors.

Proof. Since X is k-sparse, rankY) < rank(X) < k. Furthermore, botfR(X),
the column space oX, andR(X") are vector subspaces whose elementskare
sparse. Note tha € R(X),u; € R(XT). SinceU; andU, satisfy the NSP prop-
erty, then dinfU;R(X)) = dim(U,R(XT)) = rank(X). Hence the decomposition of
Y in Eq. (52) is a rank- decomposition ofY, which implies thatJ,z,...,U1z
andU,uy, ...,Usu; are two sets of linearly independent vectors. This comglite
proof. O
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