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Abstract—Characterizing the phase transitions of convex op- are signals that are piece-wise constant, and thus havela sma
timizations in recovering structured signals or data is of @ntral number of non-zero gradients. This type of signals arise nat
importance in compressed sensing, machine learning and gist urally in applications in signal denoising and in digitaldge

tics. The phase transitions of many convex optimization sigal . . .
recovery methods such as/; minimization and nuclear norm processing[[9]+[11]. Lek” € R" be a vector representing a

minimization are well understood through recent years’ regarch. One'qimen_5i0n3| piece'V\{ise Cantant signal, Bhd denpte
However, rigorously characterizing the phase transition 6 total ~ the finite difference ok*, in which (Bx*); = x}, | —x; with
variation (TV) minimization in recovering sparse-gradient signal x; being theith element ofk*. Sincex* has sparse gradients,

is still open. In this paper, we fully characterize the phase By« hag very few non-zero entries. Suppose one observes
transition curve of the TV minimization. Our proof builds on — Ax* i hich A € R™*" is the ob fi tri
Donoho, Johnstone and Montanari's conjectured phase trarison Y = 9% In-whic = IS the observation matrix,

curve forthe TV approximate message passing a|gorithm (AMR then in the tOtal Variation (TV) minimization pr0b|emS, one
together with the linkage between the minmax Mean Square tries to recove™® from y by solving
Error of a denoising problem and the high-dimensional convg

geometry for TV minimization. Inxin 1Bx]1, 1)
s.t. y = Ax.
. INTRODUCTION
n—1
In the last decade, using convex optimization to recovefere, |Bx||; = > (Bx); is called the total variation semi-
parsimoniously-modeled signal or data from a limited UML) of x i=1

ber of samples has attracted significant research inteirests
compressed sensing, machine learning and statis;tics4]|1]—ﬁ
For example, in compressed sensing, the main idea is
exploit the sparse structures inherent to the underlyiggadj

TV minimization has a wide range of applications, includ-
rtﬁ image reconstruction and restoration 1[12],1[13], medi-
cal imaging [14], noise removing [11], computing surface

d desi " » timizati evolution [15] and profile reconstructionh [16]. Howevereth
and design sparsity-promoting convex optimization progia understanding of the performance of TV minimization is less
such ag/; minimization, to efficiently recover the signal from

.complete than that of other convex optimization based nu=stho

a mulchd_smallt_ar nul\rlnber Qf |I”neasu|trement§ _th?ln thr? a”][E'gUEh as/; minimization. In particular, the phase transition
signal dimension. Numerical results empirically show thaf¢ o v/ minimization has not been fully characterized and
these convex optimization .baSEd signal recovery algOEjthr]q:,-mains as an open problem. In this paper, we solve this open
often exhibit a phase transition phenomenon: when the num Coblem of fully characterizing the phase transition of Thé

of.mf_asurements e>t<|ceeds a Cfrr]tamt thrteshc(;ld,. thelc?’;\ivex r%tgularization. The starting points of our investigatioa the
mization can correctly recover the structured signais gh results obtained in_[7] and[[4], which we discuss in detail in
probability; when the number of measurements is smaller thFhe following -

the threshold, the convex optimization will fail to recotbe First, for a general signal recovery problem using general

underlying sFructured signals with hlgh.proba}blllty. Aissrof n$roper convex penalty functiofi(x) given as follows,
works studying convex geometry for linear inverse problems

have made substantial progress in theoretically chaiaictgr min f(x), (2)
the phase transition phenomenon for convex optimizations i x
recovering structured signals! [2].][5]+[8]. For examplee t
phase transitions faf; minimization used in recovering sparseahe authors of[[7] showed that the phase transition on the
signals and nuclear norm minimization used in recoverimg lo number of measurements happens at the Gaussian width of
rank matrix have been well understoad [2], [5]-[8]. the descent cone of the proper convex penalty funcfipn).

In spite of all this progress, characterizing the phase-tradsing this result and earlier results from polyhedral geom-
sition for the total variation minimization used in recovey etry, researchers have fully characterized the phaseiticans
sparse-gradient signals is still open. Sparse-gradigmats thresholds fo; minimization and nuclear norm minimization

s.t. y = Ax,
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by calculating the Gaussian width of their decent cones. HoBectior1ll, we verify that the TV regularizer satisfies theak
ever, since the total variation semi-norm is a non-separallecomposability condition in_[19] and use this condition to
convex penalty term, calculating the precise Gaussianhwidully characterize the phase transition of the TV minimiza-
of the descent cone of the total variation semi-norm is diffic tion problem. In Sectiof 1V, we provide several concluding
and remains open. This difficulty in calculating the Gaussiaemarks.
width also prevents us from characterizing the phase tiansi
of total variation minimization in recovering sparse-gesd o . B_ACKGROUND
signals. A. Definitions and Notations

Second, in[[4], the authors first considered a denoising-prob We first introduce definitions and notations that will be used
lem where the total variation regularizer was used to denoithroughout the paper.
sparse-gradient signals contaminated by additive GaussiaWe usef(x) to denote the TV regularizef(x) := || Bx||1,
noises, and characterized the minimax MSE of this denoisiadpich is not a norm, and € R("~1*" with
method. The authors i l[4] further proposed an approximate 1 if =i
message passing algorithm for recovering sparse-gratiest L
surements from undersampled measurements, and congbcture Bij=q-1 ifj=i+1 ®)
that the minimax MSE for the denoising problem was the 0  otherwise
same as the p.hase transition (the r_lumber o_f measuremelzngi)af(x) be the subdifferential of at x.
for the .approxmate message passing algprlthm. Numenc:_:tl,:or a given non-empty sét C R”, the cone obtained bg
results in [4] demonstrated that the empirical phase trangi gefined as
tions for both the AMP algorithm and the total variation
minimization [1) match the minimax MSE for the denoising condC) := {Ax e R" : x € C,A > 0} (4)
problem. However, justifying the conjecture inl [4] req@ire The distance from a vectgs € R” to the setC is defined
the assumption that the state evolution for the approximaje
message passing algorithm is valid, which still remainsdo b
proved. Furthermore, we do not know whether the AMP and dist(g,C) := inf [lg — ull2, ()
the total variation minimization indeed have the same phase | . .
transition. In [L7], the authors showed that the minimax MSE which | - > is the£, norm. ,
of the denoising problem considered n [4] is an upper boundThe mean square distancedds defined as
on the phase transition (the number of needed measurements) D(C) := E{dist(g, C)?}, (6)
of total variation minimization (as will be discussed later

in this paper). However, it remains unknown whether t 0 which the expectation is taken over~ A(0,1) with I

minimax MSE of the denoising problem is indeed the pha §1Ng the identity matrix. .

transition of total variation minimization. Throughout the paper, we will usg] = {1,2,--- k}
As our main contribution in this paper, we rigorously provt\é"herek IS a positive integerh, e] := {b,b+1,--- e} where

that the minimax MSE of TV-regularized denoising considerd’ = b~ Similarly, (b,e) = ;{b +1,b+2,.,e—1}. LetS be

by [4] is indeed the phase transition of the TV minimizatio subset ofn — 1], then_S denote the complement .‘5”“_"“

problem [1), by showing the minimax MSE of the denoisin spseectfgtqn— 1]. We will use|S| to denote the cardinality of

roblem is approximately equal to the Gaussian width of t L
P PP y€q Let w € R"! be a vector and be a subset of the indices

descent cone of the TV semi-norm, up to negligible constants

_ n—1
We remark that, different from the Gaussian width, the mirc. [n — 1], thenus € R"~" is the vector such that

imax MSE of the TV-regularized denoising can be readily u;, ifies

computed. We can thus characterize the phase transition of (us)i = {O ifi ¢S Q)

total variation minimization using the minimax MSE of the ’ '

denoising problem. We useus € RI°! to denote the shortened version of
Here, we would like to compare our work with_|18]. Inby deleting all zeros inus. To be more explicit, letS =

[18], the authors gave upper and lower bounds on the numi§er, sz, - - - , 515/},

of needed measurements for recovering worst-case sparse (its)s = ws,, Vi € [|S]). )

gradient signals which have a fixed number of nonzero ele-
ments in its signal gradient, using the tool of Gaussianlwidt LetM € R(»~1x(»~1) he a matrix, and and7 be subsets
In contrast, in this paper we will focus on the phase tramsiti of [n — 1], thenMs 7 € RISI*I7] is the matrix produced by
for average-case sparse-gradient signals, where the mwhbeleleting all rows not ir§ and columns not if” from M. To be
nonzero elements in signal gradient grows proportionaiti w explicit, letS = {s1, s, - -+ , 515} andT = {t1,t2, - , 1|7},
the ambient signal dimension. . .

The remainder of the paper is organized as follows. In (Ms,7)i; =M.y, Vi € [|S]] and¥j € [[T]). ()
Section[1l, we introduce the background and set up tiWe also writeMs + asMs o if 7 = [n — 1]. Similarly, if
notations that will be used in later analysis and proofs. I = [n — 1], we write Ms 7 asMgq 7.



B. Phase Transition for the AMP 4] TV regularizerf(x). Thus it is not clear whether the minmax
In [4], to recover sparse-gradient signals from undersampIMSE result derived in [4] will directly give the phase tratian

measurements, the authors proposed an iterative apprtnxinﬂ{th? TV m|n|m|zat|oQ. In fact, wherf (x) represents a norm
message passing algorithm, called TV-AMP algorithm, whicf . itis known thatmin>o D(ADf(x)) ~ D(cone{&f_(x))) .
uses the TV denoisers in each iteration. The authors furtftél One may thus wonder whether we can show this equality
connected the TV-AMP algorithm with the minimax denoising® hold for the TV regularizer by directly applying (3.5)
problem. In the denoising problem, one obseryes x* +z, N [17] or (4.3) in [7]. However, there_ are two obstacles
in which z is the noise vector with i.i.d. standard Gaussiaff" directly applying those two equations. First, the TV
random variables with unit variance, and tries to recaer 'egularizer f(x) is not a norm but a semi-norm instead.
from the noisy observatioy. In particular, [4] conjectured Secondly, even if we go ahead with applying (3.5)lin/[17] or
that the minimax MSE of the denoising problem will correctiy-3) in [7] to bound the Gaussian width of the descent cone
predict the phase transition of the TV-AMP algorithm. More®! the functionf(x), the approximation error is too big, since
over, it is observed that the minimax MSE of the denoisinb/f(x/HxHQ) can b.e arbitrarily b.|g _for am—d|men3|onal
problem matches the empirical phase transition[¢f (1), hed tS|gnaI>_c, when f(x) |s_the total variation semi-norm.

empirical phase transition of the AMP algorithm. Let; ., 1 this paper, we will show that

be the number of observation needed for the AMP algorithm. min D(\f(x)) ~ D(conddf(x))), (10)

[4] numerically showed that, as soon @s,;4p > 1nMgenoiser A0

the AMP algorithm will be successful in recoverigg with a  for the TV regularizer, andnin D(AJf(x)) is indeed the
high probability. HereMgenoiseris the per-coordinate minimax A=20

- Rhase transition of the TV regularizer.
mean squared error of the denaising prpblem when ohe, oger to show[(10), we instead build on Proposition 1
observesy = x* + z and uses the TV-penalized least-squar

i [19]. In particular, we show thaf(x) satisfies the weak

deno_is_ers. However, in [4]_’ the analytically derived phaﬁfecomposability condition defined in _[19], and hence we can
transition for the AMP algorithms depends on the assumption Proposition 1 of [19] to obtain:

of the AMP state evolution being correct. However, proving
that the assumption holds true remains open for the TV- rAn>irolD(/\8f(x)) < D(conddf(x))) + 6, (11)
AMP. Moreover, it is unknown whether the phase transition of =
the AMP algorithm theoretically matches the phase tramsiti Which coupled with the fact that
of the TV minimization [(1). Thus characterizing the phase min D(AIf(x)) > D(conddf(x)))
transition for the TV minimization remains open, even thioug A>0 -
we have a phase transition formula frofi [4] matching theroves [ID).
empirical performance of TV minimization .
In another line of work using convex geometry, |[17] HI. M AIN RESULT
showed that the minimax MSB/genciser iS closely related  In this section, we prove thag:l;%lD(Aaf(x)) is the phase
to miny>o D(AJf(x)), whered f(x) is the subdifferential of yansition of 1) by showing thaf {10) holds. For any given
f(x) at the underlying signat. In particular, [17] showed that ,gnzero vectox R", definev € R"! with

nMgenoiser & min D(AJf(x)). However, it is still unknown .
. A0 . . 1 if Xit1 < X
whetherminy>o D(AJf(x)) provides the phase transition for

the AMP or the TV minimization [{1). vi =1 if i1 > % (12)
S [—1, 1] if Xi+1 = X4

t V denote the set ob’s that satisfy [(IR), the®f(x) can
Using the “escape through the mesh” lemma, recent works written as

[51-17], [20] have shown that, for a proper convex function r
f(-), D(conddf(x0))) (Wherexq is the original signal) is the Of(x)={B v:veV} (13)
phase transition threshold on the number of needed Gaussiinition 1. For x £ 0, the setdf(x) is said to satisfy the

measurements for the optimization probleri] (2) to recovgfeak decomposability assumptidrthere existsw, € f (x)
xo. As discussed above, while this formulicon€df(xo))) gych that

is applicable for _the TV minimizqtion problem, it is not. ctea (w — wo, wo) = 0, (14)
how to compute it for the TV semi-norm functigfi{x), which
is a non-separable function. This is in contrast to the Gansssimultaneously for alw € 9 f(x).

width calcaulations for separable penalty functions sweh a Using [I3), we can rewritd (14) as
norms.

C. Phase Transition Based on Gaussian Width Calculation [?_]e

Jug €V s.t. (BTv — BTwg, BTvg) =0 ,Yo € V. (15)

D. Central Issue and Our Approach ) .
. . ] ] We have the following result regarding the weak decompos-
At this point, it is not known whether ability of 0 (x).

miny>g D(AJf(x)) =~ D(conddf(x))) or not for the



Lemma 1. For any given nonzerx € R", df(x) satisfies  2) Is (v9)s produced by [(20) feasible? Or equivalently,
the weak decomposability assumption. does each element 6f,) s fall into the interval[—1, 1]?

Proof: To check the decomposability assumption, ween, combining[(20) with{wo)s- in (18), we find a feasible
need to check whether we can always fincw@ € V that vo that satisfies the weak decomposability assumption.

satisfies[(Ib). To answer the first question, we need to study the struc-
It is easy to check thaBB” is symmetric, and hencE{15)ture of (BB”)ss. Note that (BB”)~" is symmetric as
is equivalent to BB” shown in [21) is symmetric, and thaBB”)"! ¢
- - R(»=1)x(n=1) Define |-| and [-] to be the floor and ceil-
JvoeVstyyBB'v = v;BB vy, VveV.(16) ing operator respectively. Here we give the exact form for
T T\ — Ty — .
(I8) indicates tha{{15) is satisfied if and only if we can find#B~ and(BB") '. For (BB")™" we only give the upper
awvg € V such thatv] BB v is a constant for alt € V. triangular in [22) due to its symmetry.
Define the set of indice§ := {i € [n — 1] : x; = x;41}. 9 TR
If S = 0, (@8) holds trivially, as in this cas¢Bx|; is . ’ =g
differentiable andV is a singular set. In the following we (BBY)i; = —1, if |Z—J_| =1 (24)
focus on the case that # (). 0, otherwise
When S # ), S can be written as a union of consecutive =) <
groups of indices thaf = UX1![b;, ¢;], where K + 1 is the ((BBT)*l)M {j(n”_i)’ . ] (25)
number of intervals in which the elementssirhave the same ‘ woo >
value,b; < e;, Vi € [K + 1] aqdbiH —e > 1,Vi€[K]. Eom [23), we have
S can also be expressed explicitly 8s= {S;,S2, -+, Ss}
with elements increasing. We can defiié and S¢ that have (BBT)s.5.i;
increasing elements in a similar manner. n
Using the notation introduced il(7), we can write = = Z(B‘g,)i,p(Bg,)m
vs + vse, and hence p=1
vIBBTv = vI BB vs + vI BB vs.. (17) 2, if i =J,
= { b5 51, Ifli—j|=1, 26
Notice that |Si=5;1=1 | j_' (26)
0, otherwise
O, if Xi+1 = Xi,
(vse); =< 1 if X010 < X (18) in which §;s, s, =1 is the indicator function.

Recall thatS = UX T [b;, e;], whereb; < e;, Vi € [K +1]
andb; 41 —e; > 1, Vi € [K]. LetI; := e; — b; + 1 denote
wherei € [n—1]. Givenx, vs. is fixed and hencel BBTvs. the length ofith group. HenceS| = Zfi’;l I;. For a positive
is fixed. Since(vs); can be any real number in-1,1] for integeri, define matrixH(l) € R'*!

1 € S, a necessary and sufficient condition for the right hand

-1, if Xit1 > X4,

side of [IT) to be a constant is 2, ifi=j,
H(l)).. = -1, ifli—jl=1 27
UgBBTUS _ O, (( ( ))'L,g ) |7’ j| ) ( )
0, otherwise
which can be seen by settings = 0. Using notations

introduced in [(B) and[{9), the equation above can be writt&® (BB”)s s can be expressed as
as

e (BB')s.s
Ch) (BB )9,3’03 =0, Yv eV H(Il)
& v (BB')qs =0, H(I7)
& (BB")squo =0, = ;
& (BB')sa(vo)s = —(BB")sa(vo)s, H(Ix 1)
& (BBT)ss(90)s = — (BB )sa(vo)se.  (19) and
If (BBT)s s is invertible, from [(I9), we obtain - .
N - (BB")s,s)
(v0)s = —((BB")s.s)” (BB )sa(vo)se H(I,)!
= —((BB")ss) '(BB”)s.s:(90)s:- (20) H()™*
Hence, if the answers to the following two questions are both B . ’
yes: H(Igq1)™!

1) Is (BBT)s s invertible? (28)



-1 2 -1
-1 2
BB’ = (21)
-1
-1 2 -1
-1 2

(n—=1) (n-2) (5] 2 1

2(n — 2) 2[2] 2 x 2 2
(BB")™! = — 3173 El (22)

2(n—2) (n—2)
(n—1)
2 _582 S1=1
_682—81 1 2 _583 Sa=1
(BB")s,s = —08;-8,=1 2 (23)
_5SK+175K:1
_68K+1_SK:1 2
where vectorH(Ii)—l(BBT)fs{gc has at most two nonzero elements
i(l—j P . i 1 N1 1
(@) ). -(ll J-)v if i < j, 29) which are equal to-5 due toH(I;) 5

] M, if > 7. Case 2:If b; # e;, thenb;, + 1 € [b,e;] ¢ S and

(28) implies that the answer to the first question is yes. No
we investigate the second question. For that, we first stuely tD

structure of(BB”)s sc. Note thatS N 8¢ = 0,

, IS — (895 =1,
otherwise

-1

((BBT)S,SC)W- = {O

Notice that((BB%)s.s)~! is in block form, we can also di-
vide (BB”)s s into blocks corresponding tdBB”)s s) L.

I
(BBT)SY.
(BBT)S_VSC = , ,
BB

(30)

(31)

Where(BBT)(IT) € R1»15°I denote theith block.
Now we have

H(n)™! (BBT)Ss.

(BB")s,s) (BB )s.sc =

H(Tion) (BB
(32)
Next, we conduct a more close analysw{BfBT) SC, Vi €
[K + 1]. Note that the interval with length;, corresponds to
indices [b;, e;] of x, due to condition in[{29)~1 can only
appear at positiorfj,!) whenS; = b; andSy = b; £ 1, or
whenS; = e; andS; = e; = 1. Now, consider two cases:
Case 1if b; = ¢;, thenb; +1 =¢; +1andb; — 1 =¢; — 1.

W,

" complete.

—1 € [b;,ei] ¢ S°. So—1 can only appear at most two
Ositions, WhICh we know must lie in the first row and last row
BBT)fS s respectively, since the points {h;, e;) have no
pomts inS¢. The first element and last element in each row,

sayl, of H(I;)~! are—1=t and — L from (30). Hence each

row [ in the result matrle( i) (BBT)gTSC has at most
two nonzero elements which areZ=! and —L. Note that
Lty L=t1and-1< 4t L <1

I;

Combining these two cases, we know that each row in
(BBT)s,s) 1 (BBT)s s has at most two nonzero elements
which falls betweeri—1, 1] and whose sum is-1. Since each
element in(vg)s- falls into [—1, 1], the resulting(v)s is
always feasible. This implies that the answer to the second
guestion is also yes.

As the result, we find &, by combining[(IB) and (20), that
satisfies the weak decomposability. The proof of the lemma is
[ |

With Lemmall, we are ready to state the main result.

Theorem 1. The phase transition of the TV minimization
problem isminy>o D(AJf(x)).

Proof: We will use Proposition 1 in[[19], which also
applies to any other convex complexity measure. As Lemma

So—1 can only appear at most two positions, the resulting rolvshows thab f (x) satisfies the weak decomposability, using



Proposition 1 in[[19], we have

. o : a2
min D(Af(x)) = mink {uei%fc(x) g UIQ}
< . . _ 2
< E{Iflﬁ%luei%fc(x) (E= UI2}+6 [
= D(conddf(x))) + 6. (33)
We also have [
. _ . . a2
min D(A0f(x)) = mink {ueigfc(x) e U|2} [
> E<{min inf —ul?
- {an;% welBh e 18 “'2} [
= D(conddf(x))). (34)
Combining [38) and{34), we have [

D(conddf (x))) < min DA (x)) < D(conddf (x)) + 6.

Sinceminy>o D(AJf(x)) grows proportionally withn when
the sparsity of the gradient grow proportionally with as

[
(35)

shown in [4], the approximation errdr is negeligible. Thus

we complete our proof.

IV. CONCLUSION [

[16

(8]

El

10]

11]

12]

13]

14]

15]

]

[17]

18]

We have verified that the TV regularizer satisfieﬁg]
the weak decomposability condition. We have proved
miny>o D(AOf(x)) ~ D(conddf(x))) for the TV regular-
izer f(x). Thus the minmax MSE result derived in Donoho'€%
paper [4] directly gives the phase transition of the total
variation minimization.
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