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A COMPLETE CHARACTERIZATION OF OPTIMAL
DICTIONARIES FOR LEAST SQUARES REPRESENTATION

MOHAMMED RAYYAN SHERIFF AND DEBASISH CHATTERJEE

ABsTrRACT. Dictionaries are collections of vectors used for representations of
elements in Euclidean spaces. While recent research on optimal dictionar-
ies is focussed on providing sparse (i.e., p-optimal,) representations, here we
consider the problem of finding optimal dictionaries such that representations
of samples of a random vector are optimal in an £2-sense. For us, optimal-
ity of representation is equivalent to minimization of the average f2-norm of
the coefficients used to represent the random vector, with the lengths of the
dictionary vectors being specified a priori. With the help of recent results
on rank-1 decompositions of symmetric positive semidefinite matrices and the
theory of majorization, we provide a complete characterization of £2-optimal
dictionaries. Our results are accompanied by polynomial time algorithms that
construct £2-optimal dictionaries from given data.

1. INTRODUCTION

We begin with a toy example to motivate the problems treated in this article.
Let V' be a random vector that attains values ‘close’ to (O 2)T with high prob-

ability; Suppose that our dictionary consists of the vectors d; = (1 fe)T and

dy = (1 e)T in R2, with a small positive value of e. Since we must represent
V using di and dj, the corresponding coefficients «; and as must be such that
a1 (1 e)T + ao (1 fe)T =V ~ (0 2)T. A quick calculation shows that the
magnitudes of the coefficients a; and as should then be approximately equal to
1/(e) with high probability. To wit, the magnitudes of these coefficients are large
for small values of e. It is therefore more appropriate in this situation to consider
a dictionary consisting of vectors df = (e 1)T and di = (fe 1)T to represent
the samples of V, in which case, the magnitudes of the coefficients of the repre-
sentations are closer to 1 with high probability. The latter values are far smaller
compared to the values close to 1/(e) obtained with the preceding dictionary. This
simple example shows that given some statistical information about the random
vectors to be represented, the question of designing a dictionary that minimizes the
average cost of representation can be better addressed.

Our motivation for the investigation carried out in this article and [SC16] comes
from a control theoretic perspective. Consider a linear time-invariant control system
modeled by the recursion

(1) x(t+ 1) = Az(t) + Bu(t), t=0,1,...,
where the ‘system matrix’ A € R™ ™ and the ‘control matrix’ B € R™ ™ are

given, with the initial boundary condition z(0) = € R™ fixed. For an arbitrarily

Key words and phrases. f2-optimal dictionary, frame theory, majorization.
1


http://arxiv.org/abs/1710.06763v1

2 MOHAMMED RAYYAN SHERIFF AND DEBASISH CHATTERJEE

selected & € R™, the standard / classical reachability problem for (1), consists of
finding a sequence (u(t)); < R™ of control vectors that steer the system states
to Z. A necessary and sufficient condition for such a sequence to exist for every
pair (Z, ) is that there exists a positive integer K such that the rank of the matrix
Ri(A,B) = (B AB - AKﬁlB) is equal to n. We impose this rank condition
for the moment, and pick an integer K > n. It is observed at once that the control
vectors (u(t))f,! needed to execute the transfer of the states of (1) from  to &
must solve the linear equation

u(K —1)
b ARG = Kj A'Bu(t) = R (A, B) :
&

Out of all the feasible control sequences (u(t)); that execute the system state trans-
fer, it is now natural to consider those particular control sequences that minimizes
the ‘control cost’ Zfigl [u(t)||* of transferring Z to . In practice, the afore men-
tioned /5 performance index provides a natural measure of the energy spent to steer
the system from Z to z.

Minimization of control effort has been an integral part of control theory, and
its practical importance can hardly be overstated in this context. This topic is
generally studied under the class of Linear Quadratic optimal control problems;
see, e.g., [Ber95], [AMO7], [Clal3], [Lib12], or any standard book on optimal con-
trol. Our initial interest in this setting was to find optimal orientations of the
columns of Ry (A, B), thus as a means of characterizing systems that are ‘better’
in a structural sense than others, where the criterion for optimality is to optimize
a certain measure of quality / figure of merit of a linear system. For instance,
if we define W 5 == Rk (A, B)Rk (A, B)T, the early work [MW72] proposed the
quantities tr(WAij), AL (WA7 B) and det (WA7 B) as three measures of quality, and

min

one would like to achieve a minimal value of tr(W;E), )\r;iln (WA B) and a maxi-
mal value of det (WA7 B) for “good” control systems based on energy considerations.
Recently, we demonstrated in [SC17] that all the aforementioned three measures of
quality get optimized simultaneously when the orientation of columns of R (A, B)
is tight, i.e., when the columns of R (A, B) form a tight frame. A succinct connec-
tion between good structural properties of a linear system and frame theory was,
therefore, established.

It is of independent interest to address the mathematical problem that lies at the
heart of the above discussion. To this end, we define a dictionary to be a collection of
vectors in a finite-dimensional vector space over R, with which every element of the
vector space can be represented. A dictionary is a generalization of a basis: While
the number of vectors in a basis is exactly equal to the dimension of the vector
space, a dictionary may contain more elements. Analogous to the discussion on
linear systems, our objective is to find a dictionary that offers optimal least squares
representation, and we shall refer such a dictionary as an ¢s-optimal dictionary.
Characterization and algorithms to compute ¢s-optimal dictionaries of unit length
vectors, optimal in representation of a class of vectors / random vector distributed
according a generic distribution P were provided in [SC16]. In particular, it was
found that the unit norm tight frames are fs-optimal for the representation of
samples distributed uniformly over the unit sphere.
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In the relatively recent article [CFK*06| we encountered the problem of find-
ing conditions for the existence of tight frames with arbitrary length vectors and
their characterization. In this article our objective is similar to that of [CFK'06],
we consider the £s-optimal dictionary problem in a general setting where the dic-
tionary vectors are constrained to be of fixed lengths that can be any arbitrary
positive numbers instead of unity. It turns out that the results of [SC16] can nei-
ther be directly used nor tweaked to find an ¢s-optimal dictionary of variable length
vectors, and a fresh investigation is needed. Our approach in the current article
centers around the theory of majorization, which was fruitfully employed earlier in
[CFKT06] and [CLO02] in the context of frames.

In this article we start in a general setting of solving the problem of ¢2-optimal
representations of random vectors in R? with distribution P. For the problem to be
well-defined, we need the distribution P to have finite variance, which we assume.
In this setting:

e We provide an almost explicit solution to the /5-optimal dictionaries in terms of
a rank-1 decomposition of a certain positive matrix.

e An algorithm to compute the f5-optimal dictionaries in polynomial time is also
provided.

e To compute fs-optimal dictionaries, it turns out that only the mean and the
variance of the distribution P have to be learned / known to arrive at a complete
solution. This is an advantage in situations where complete precise information
about the underlying distribution may not be available.

e Finally, we demonstrate that the ¢s-optimal dictionaries are robust with respect
to the errors in the estimation / learning of the values of the mean and the
variance, which is a desirable property.

This article unveils as follows: In Section 2 we formally introduce our problem of
finding an optimal dictionary which offers least squares representation. Section 2 is
the heart of this article, where we solve the problem of finding an ¢;-optimal dictio-
nary, and arrive at an almost explicit solution. Algorithms to construct ¢3-optimal
dictionaries are given in Section 2 after Theorem 2.3. The case of representing
random vectors distributed uniformly on the unit sphere is treated in Subsection
2.5; we demonstrate that the ¢s-optimal dictionaries in this case are finite tight
frames. In the intermediate Section 3, we recollect some of the standard results in
the theory of majorization and also provide some auxiliary results essential for the
solutions of our main results. In the later sections 4 and 5, we provide proofs of
the main and auxiliary results, respectively.

Notations. We employ standard notations in this article. The Euclidean norm
is denoted by ||-||. the n x n identity and m x n zero matrices are denoted by
I, and O,,xn, Tespectively. For a matrix M we let tr(M) and M™* denote its
trace and Moore-Penrose pseudo-inverse, respectively. The set of n X n symmetric
matrices with real entries is denoted by S”*™, and the set of n x n symmetric and
positive (semi-)definite matrices with real entries is denoted by S}%" (S7*"). For a
Borel probability measure P defined on R™, we let Ep[-] denote the corresponding
mathematical expectation. The image of a map f is written as image(f). The
gradient of a continuously differentiable function f is denoted by V f. The sequence
(0;)1; denotes the standard Euclidean basis of R”.

Let m, T be positive integers such that T' < m, and let (¢;)/2; and (a;)7*; be
two sequences of positive real numbers. Let (n;)]_, < {1,2,...,m} be such that
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1=n1 <ng < <np <m. Let us define the following two maps, the first being

(2a) (Ai)iZy = A ((Ci);zla (a;)ily, (”l)zle) ; where
niy1—1
2 aj
o J=n .
(2b) Ai =g o |
Cj
J=ny
forn; <@t <nypr,l=1,2,...,T with npy1 = m + 1, and the second being
niy1—1 2
T 2 G
m m T . J=m
(3) J ((Ci)i:h (a;)ily, (nl)lzl) = Z T
=1 s
] J
J=n

These two maps will be employed many times in the sequel, in particular in Theo-
rems 2.1 and 2.3.

Let k, K be any two positive integers, and A : R — RX be any linear map.
Let (u;)¥_; be any arbitrary sequence of vectors in R then the sequence (v;)F_; =
Asort{(u;)¥_,} is defined to be the permutation of (u;)¥_, such that

4) vy, Avy) = (ua, Avg) = -+ - = (v, Avg).

2. THE {5-OPTIMAL DICTIONARY PROBLEM AND ITS SOLUTION

Let V denote an R™-valued random vector defined on some probability space,
and having distribution (i.e., Borel probability measure,) P. We assume that the
variance of V is well defined. Let Ry denote the support of P,! and let ¢ € R™ be
a constant vector. Let us define the following quantities

5 Ry(c) :=={veR"|(v+c) € Ry}
5) Xv (c) := the smallest subspace of R" containing Ry (c¢).

Let K > n be a positive integer and « = (a;)¥; be a non-increasing sequence
of positive real numbers. Our goal is to represent the instances/samples of V' with
the help of a dictionary of vectors:

Do ={d; e R" | {d;,d;y = a; fori =1,..., K},
in an optimal fashion, the criteria for optimality will be defined momentarily. Every
instance v of random vector V is represented by the variation (v —¢) of V from the

constant ¢ for obvious advantages. A representation of an instance v of the random
T
vector V is given by the coefficient vector r := (r1 --- rx) , such that

(6) (v—rc)= Z rid;.

A reconstruction of the sample v from the representation r is carried out by tak-
ing the linear combination ¢ + Zfil r;d;. We define the cost associated with

1Recall [Par05, Theorem 2.1, Definition 2.1, pp. 27-28] that the support of P is the set of points
z € R™ such that the P-measure of every open neighbourhood of z is positive.
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representing v in terms of the coefficient vector r as Zfil r2. Since the dictio-
nary vectors (d;)X; must be able to represent any sample of V, the property that
span(d;)X | > Ry (c) is essential. A dictionary D, = (d;)X%; < R" is said to be fea-
sible if span(d;); > Ry (c). We denote by D, (c) the set of all feasible dictionaries
to represent V with a constant of representation c.

For any vector v € Ry (c) and a feasible dictionary D,, of vectors (d;)X, such
that if m = dim (span(d;)/ ), then the linear equation (6) is satisfied by infinitely
many values of r whenever K > m. In fact, the solution set of (6) constitutes
a (K — m)-dimensional affine subspace of R¥. Therefore, in order to represent a
given v uniquely, one must define a mechanism of selecting a particular point from
this affine subspace, thus making the coefficient vector r = (r1 - - - rK)T a function
of v. Let f denote such a function; to wit, f(v) := r is the coefficient vector used
to represent the sample v. We call such a map Ry 3 v —> f(v) € RX a scheme
of representation. For a constant ¢ € R™, representation of samples of the random
vector V using a dictionary D, € D, (c) and a scheme f is said to be proper if every
vector v € Ry (c) can be uniquely represented and then exactly reconstructed back.
It is clear that for proper representation of V' with a dictionary D, consisting of
vectors (d;)K | and the constant ¢, the mapping Ry 3 v — f(v) € RE should be
an injection that satisfies

(7) (V—c)=(d1 dy --- dg)f(V) P-almost surely.

A scheme of representation f is said to be feasible if (7) holds. We denote by
F(c,Dy) the set of all feasible schemes for representing V' using a constant ¢ and
a dictionary D,,.

Given a scheme f of representation, the (random) cost associated with represent-
ing V is given by {(f(V), f(V)). The problem of finding an fs-optimal dictionary
can now be posed as:

Find a triplet consisting of a constant vector ¢* € R™, a dictio-
nary D* € D,(c*) and a scheme f* € F(c*, D¥) of representation
such that the average cost Ep[(f*(V), f*(V))] of representation is
minimal.

Here the subscript P indicates the distribution of the random vector V with re-
spect to which the expectation is evaluated. In other words, we have the following
optimization problem:

minimize Ep [(f(V), f(V)>]

(8) ceR",
subject to D, € D,(c),
feF(c,Da).

The problem (8) is the ¢5-optimal dictionary problem. Due to the constraints on
the dictionary vectors and the restriction on the feasible schemes, it is obvious that
the ¢2-optimal dictionary problem (8) is non-convex.

In this article we solve the ¢2-optimal dictionary problem given (8) in two steps:
(Step I) We first assume that ¢ = 0 and Xy (c¢) = Xy (0) = R™.
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(Step II) We let ¢ be any vector in R™ and Xy (¢) be any proper nontrivial subspace
of R".2

The remainder of this section is devoted to describing Steps I and II by exposing

our main results, followed by discussions, a numerical example, and a treatment of

the important case of the uniform distribution on the unit sphere of R™.

2.1. Step I: ¢ = 0 and Xy (c) = R™. If Xy (0) = R", a dictionary of vectors
D, = (d;)K, = R" is feasible if and only if {(d;,d;) = a; for alli = 1,..., K, and
span(d;)X | = R". Thus, (8) with ¢ = 0 reduces to:

minimize Ep[{f(V), F(V))]

{di}i< o f
9) {di,diy=aj foralli=1,...,K,
subject to span(d;)/L; = R",
<d1 dy --- dK) F(V) =V p-almost surely.

Let ¥y := Ep[VVT]. We observe that ¥y is positive definite: Indeed, if not,
then there exists a nonzero vector € R™ such that 2"V = 0 almost surely, which
contradicts the assumption that Xy (0) = R™.

Existence and characterization of the optimal solutions to (9) is asserted by the
following;:

Theorem 2.1. Let Xy := Ep[VV'T], (0:)", be the eigenvalues of Sy arranged in
non-increasing order. Let the sequence of positive real numbers (o) be defined

by ()" = ()72 and o, = Zj{:n aj. The optimization problem:

(10) (It)tCR

subjectto 0<xy <--- <y,

n
o . . /2
minimize Z o x; — 24/01xy
t=1

admits a unique optimal solution (xF)f_,. Let the optimal value of (10) be ¢*,

define an ordered set (ny,na,...,ny) < (1,2,...,n) iteratively by
ny = 1,
ng = min{t | ng_1) <t <n, !T?til) <zf} fordll=2,...,T,

and let (A\})1_, be the non-increasing sequence of positive real numbers defined by

(A )iz1 = ((\/Fi)?:lv (a})izq, (”l)szl) )

where the map X is defined as in (2a)-(2b). Consider the optimization problem (9).
o (9) admits an optimal solution consisting of an optimal dictionary (df)X, and
an optimal scheme f*(-).
> A dictionary (d;")fil is an lo-optimal dictionary if and only if it satisfies:

K n
(11) dedszM* :=Z)\;“uiu;,
i=1 i=1

2The trivial case of Xy (c) = {0} is discarded because then there is nothing to prove; and
therefore we limit ourselves to ‘nontrivial’ subspaces of R™.
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for some sequence of orthonormal eigenvectors (u})?_, of Xy corresponding
to eigenvalues (o;)_, .

> The unique optimal scheme f*(-) corresponding to an optimal dictionary (dF)
s gwen by

K
i=1

Sy = (dfodg e d) e

o The optimal value p* is given by

*q* = p* =J ((@)?:1’ (04;)?:1, (nl)lT:I) )

where the map J is defined as in (3).

2.2. Step II: ¢ # 0 and Xy (c) is a strict nontrivial subspace of R". Let
Xv(c) be any proper nontrivial subspace of R™. In this situation it is reasonable
to expect that no optimal dictionary that solves (8) contains elements that do not
belong to Xy (¢). That this indeed happens is the assertion of the following Lemma,
whose proof is provided in Section 4.2:

Lemma 2.2. For every ¢ # 0, optimal solutions of problem (8), if any exists,
are such that the optimal dictionary vectors (d¥)K | satisfy d¥ € Xy (c) for all
i=1,2,... K.

Lemma 2.2 allows us to replace the constraint that span(d;), > Ry (c) with
span(d;)X | = Xy (c) without changing the optimum value (if it admits a solution).
We are now in a position to give a complete solution to the ¢s-optimal dictionary
problem.

Theorem 2.3. Let p := Ep[V], * = Var(V) and (of), be the sequence of
positive (non-zero) eigenvalues of ¥* arranged in non-increasing order. Let the

sequence of positive real numbers ()™, be defined by (o))" 7" = ()7 and

K
ah = Zj:m a;.

(i) The optimization problem:

minimize alx? — 2 /oux
(12) (Et)tCR ; et \/7 ¢

subjectto 0 <y < -+ < Ty,

admits a unique optimal solution (xF)i,.
(ii) Consider the {2-optimal dictionary problem (8). Iteratively define an ordered
set (n1,n2,...,nr) < (1,2,...,m) by
ny = 1,
(13) R * * _
ng = min{t | ng_qy) <t <n, T(o1y < T }oforalll=2,...,L,
and let (A\F)I™, be the non-increasing sequence of positive real numbers defined
by
92y = A (Vo) (@) )y )
where X is defined as in (2a)-(2b).
o (8) admits an optimal solution consisting of c* € R™, (d¥)K | and f* : R" —
RE, satisfying:

31t should be noted that multiple such sequences exist when there are multiple eigenvalues
which are equal.
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> A dictionary (d;“)fil is an lo-optimal dictionary if and only if it satisfies:
K m
(14) Mdrdr’ = M=) N u]
i=1 i=1

for some sequence of orthonormal eigenvectors (uf)i, of £* correspond-

ing to the eigenvalues (o).

> The unique optimal scheme f*(-) corresponding to an optimal dictionary
(d¥)K| is given by
)= (dF d - dE)"
o The optimal value p* of (8) is given by

pr=1J ((\/a);zlv (a;)zlv (nl)lel) = —q%,

where g* is the value of (12) and the mapping J is defined as in (3).
o Moreover, every optimal dictionary in (8) can be computed via Algorithm 1
i polynomial time.

Corollary 2.4. Consider the {y-optimal dictionary problem (8) with its associated
data. If a; =1 for alli =1,2,..., K, then a dictionary (df)X, c R™ is ¢-optimal
if and only if it satisfies

K
DO Ve
i=1 Y tr(z*lﬂ)

Remark 2.5. Corollary 2.4 is the main result of [SC16, Theorem 2].

Algorithm 1: A procedure to obtain f5-optimal dictionaries.

Input: The variance matrix ¥* € S7*" and a number K > m := rank(X*).
Output: An /s-optimal dictionary-scheme pair ((df)isz f*) that solves (8).
1 Compute the sequence of orthonormal eigenvectors (u;)", of X*
corresponding to the eigenvalues (o).
2 Solve the QP (12), from the optimal solution (xF)}*; compute

(n1,n2,...,n) < (1,2,...,m) and (A¥)", as asserted by Theorem 2.3.
3 Define M* := Y Afu;u,, and get a rank-1 decomposition (d¥)X, of M* from
i=1

Algorithm 3 u;ing M* and (a;)E | as inputs.
4 Output th optimal dictionary (d¥)X; and the optimal scheme
[fw) = (@ dg - dy)Te

2.3. An example in R2. Let Ry, Ry and R3 be subsets of R? given by
Ri={(zy eR’-2<2<0, 1<y<3},
Ry={(zy) eR}-6<a<-2 -4<y<-2}, and
Ry={(zy) eR*2<2<4, 0<y<2}.
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Let V be a random vector taking values in R? distributed according to the density
pv given by

1 1 1
R? 50— py(v) := g]lRl(U) + 3—2]11%2(“) + 1—6]11%3(”) € [0,1].
From elementary calculations we find that the mean p and the variance ¥* of V
—3/4 and 6.7708 3.1250 respectivel
1/2 3.1250 4.5833 ) TPECHVEL:

Suppose that our objective is to represent samples of V' using an f;-optimal
dictionary as in (8). We consider the case of finding an ¢s-optimal dictionary of
three vectors, with a; = 2, as = 1 and a3 = 1.* We compute an fy-optimal
dictionary DY = (df,d},d%) using Algorithm 1; the dictionary vectors are

. [(—04611\ ., (1 . (-1
d1_<—1.3369 v = (g)and ds =1 )

and the optimal f5 cost of representation is 5.1444. The ¢s-optimal dictionary DX
along with the distribution of V' is depicted in Figure 1.

are equal to

~

Ry

FIGURE 1. Example of an fy-optimal dictionary problem in R2.

2.4. An example in R3. Let ¥ € S3%? and let Y ~ N(0,%). Then V := ﬁ is

a random vector taking values on the unit sphere of R?, it is uniformly distributed
when ¥ = I3 but not otherwise. We consider the /s-optimal dictionary problem

4The choice of ;s in the examples is arbitrary.
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(8) for optimal representation of V' using dictionaries of four vectors. For ¥ =
3.5 —-2.5 —2.1213
—2.5 3.5 2.1213 | a quick calculation gives
—2.1213 2.1213 6

0.2855 —0.1445 —0.0919
Var(V) = | —0.1445 0.2855 0.0919
—0.0919 0.0919  0.4300

An (-optimal dictionary D¥* = (df,d%,d%,d}) is computed via Algorithm 1 for

a1 =8, az =4, ag =2 and oy = 1 and ¥* := Var(V); and the resulting dictionary
vectors are:
2 1 1 =
di=v2 |,di=|-1|,d5=(1], and d} = ;—%
2 V2 0 0

It can be easily verified that the eigenvalues of ¥* are 0.56, 0.3 and 0.1410 and
u = (3 3 %)T, uz = (3 3 ;—%)T and ug = (% % 0)" are the corresponding
eigenvectors. It is to be noted that the dominant dictionary vectors di and di are
oriented towards the “most probable” directions, i.e., the directions of u; and wus

respectively.

2.5. Uniform distribution over the unit sphere. We shall test our results on
the important case of P being the uniform distribution on the unit sphere. Note
that due to (rigid) rotational symmetry of the distribution, it follows that rigid
rotations of optimal dictionaries in this case are also optimal. Moreover, in the
case of P being uniform distribution over unit sphere, no direction in the space is
prioritized over other. In such a case, it is expected that the ¢2-optimal dictionaries
are maximally spread in the space. Such maximally spread out dictionaries are
formally studied as tight frames in the theory of frames.

We recall here some standard definitions for completeness and to provide the
necessary substratum for our next result. Let n, K be positive integers such that
K > n. We say that a collection of vectors (z;)K ;| is a frame for R™ if there exist
some constants ¢, C' > 0 such that

K
cllzl* < Y Kai, z)? < Claf||* for all 2 € R™.
1=1

We say that a frame (z;)5; = R" is tight if c = C. We have the following connection
between fs-optimal dictionaries and tight frames:

Proposition 2.6. Consider the {3-optimal dictionary problem (8) with P being
the uniform distribution over the unit sphere. If aq < %21};1 «;, then a feasible
dictionary is £o-optimal if and only if it is a tight frame of R™.

2.6. Robustness of the /;-optimal dictionaries with respect to the estima-
tion of the mean and variance of the distribution P. In practice, even though
the mean and variance of a distribution can be estimated empirically from data to
arbitrary precision, specifying their precise values is a difficult matter.Therefore, it
is of practical importance that the dictionary computed using the estimated dis-
tribution parameters performs well. To wit, if the estimation of the distribution
parameters is good, the performance of the corresponding dictionary should be
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near optimal. To ensure this, we need continuity of the ¢;-optimal dictionary as
a function of mean and variance of the distribution, a property that we shall now
study.

Let 1/, ¥’ be the estimated mean and variance of the distribution using suffi-
ciently large number of samples drawn from P. We have the following continuity
result.

Proposition 2.7. Let D(i/,%') == (d} dy --- dY) be the dictionary computed
via Algorithm 1 using the estimated mean and variance. Let f'(V) be the corre-
sponding scheme of representation. Then the cost of representation J(u',Y') =
Ep[Hf/(V)H2], of representing V with a constant of representation u' using the dic-
tionary D(p',X') satisfies

J(p' %) J(p, X%),

W=,
PO S

where u = Ep[V] and £* = Var(V).

3. MATHEMATICAL TOOLS AND OTHER AUXILIARY RESULTS

We shall discuss and establish some mathematical results in this section, which
are essential for solving the ¢3-optimal dictionary problem.

3.1. Majorization and rank-1 decomposition. The theory of majorization,
sometimes also referred to as Schur convexity, plays a crucial role in solving prob-
lem /5-optimal dictionary problem, together with a specific class of rank-1 decom-
position of positive operators. We start with majorization:

Definition 3.1. Let K be a positive integer and (a;)E,, (b:;)X, be two non-
increasing sequences of real numbers. We say that the sequence (a;)K | is majorized
by the sequence (b;)X,, written (a;)K, < (b:))E |, if and only if

K K
Zaiszi,and

(15) i;l i;l
Zai < Zbi for everym =1,2,..., (K —1).
i=1 i=1
Recall that a map 7 : {1,2,..., K} — {1,2,..., K}, is a called a permutation
map if it injective and let Ik be the set of all permutation maps on {1,2,..., K}.

The permutation polytope P((b;)X ;) of a sequence (b;)X ; is defined as the convex
hull of {(br(1),br(2)s - > bW(K))T |7 € g} in RE. The following two classical results
in the theory of majorization are essential for us.

Lemma 3.2. |[Kad02, Lemma 5] Let K be a positive integer, (a;)X and (b;)K ;| be
two non-increasing sequences of real numbers and let P((b;)X ;) be the permutation
polytope of the sequence (b;)X,. Then the following statements are equivalent

o (a;)ity € P((bi)f1),

o (ai)fy < (b))

Theorem 3.3. [Hor54, Theorem 5| (Schur-Horn theorem) Let K be a positive in-
teger, and let (o), and (\;)E| be two non-increasing sequences of real numbers.
Then the following statements are equivalent
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o There exists an Hermitian matriz M € SE*X having eigenvalues (\;)K, and
diagonal entries (c;)K .
o ()il < (M)iLy

In concern to the ¢5-optimal dictionary problem (8) we need the following special
form of the Schur-Horn theorem inspired from [CL02, Proposition 3.1]:

Lemma 3.4. Let K be a positive integer, and let (o;)K | be a non-increasing se-
quence of real numbers. Let A : RE — RE be a linear map and (\;)E, be the
non-increasing sequence of the eigenvalues of %(A + AT). Then the following state-
ments are equivalent
o (a)fty < (W)
o There exists an orthonormal basis (2;)5, to RE such that

(i, Ay =«a; foralli=1,2,... K.

Moreover, such an orthonormal basis can be obtained from Algorithm 2.

The main outcome of Lemma 3.4 is a specific class of rank-1 decompositions of
non negative definite matrices which is used directly in solving (8). While these
facts will be essential to establish our main results, they are also of independent
interest.

It is a standard result in the theory of matrices [Bha09, p. 2|, that a non-negative
definite matrix M € S"\" with real entries can be decomposed as

K
.
(19) M=y, ,
1=1

where K > r = rank(M), and (y;)X, is a sequence of vectors in R™. Since y;y;
is a matrix of rank one and M is expressed as a sum of such matrices each of rank
one, we say that (19) is a rank-1 decomposition of M into the sequence (y;)X ;.
There are numerous rank-1 decompositions of non-negative definite matrices,
each fine tuned for some specific purpose; see e.g., [Zhall, Theorem 7.3]. With
respect to the fp-optimal dictionary problem (8) and its connections to rank-1
decomposition of non-negative definite matrices, we need an answer to the following
question: Suppose that a non-negative definite matrix M and a non-increasing
sequence (a;)K; of positive real numbers are given. Does there exist a rank-1

decomposition of M as M = Zf{:l vy for some vectors (y;)K, = R" satisfying
yiyyiy=ca; foralli=1,2 ... K?

This question was answered using the Schur-Horn theorem [CL02, Theorem 2.1]
by providing necessary and sufficient conditions for the existence of such a rank-1
decomposition. We restate this result for easy reference:

Theorem 3.5. [CL02, Theorem 2.1| Let n be a positive integer, M € S}*" and
(;)K| be a non-increasing sequence of positive real numbers with K > r :=
rank(M). Let (\;)i_, be the sequence of the nonzero eigenvalues of M arranged
in non-increasing order. Then the following statements are equivalent:

o There exists a rank-1 decomposition of M into a sequence (y;)X | that satisfies

(20) Yiyyiy =a; foralli=1,2,... K,

5Please see (4) for the definition of A sort.
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Algorithm 2: Calculation of orthonormal bases & la Lemma 3.4

Input: A linear map A : R — R and a non-increasing sequence (o)X,
of positive real numbers.
Output: An orthonormal collection of vectors (x;)%, = RX such that
(r;, Axiy =, foralli=1,2,... K.
1 Compute 3(A + AT).
2 Compute the eigenvectors (u;), < R¥ of $(A + A
3 Initialize the following quantities by

(ui(1))iy = Asort {(u)i, },°
(ai(1))iZy = (ai)iZy.

4 for ¢ from 1 to K do
Define by := (uq (t), u1(t)).
case 1: If by = ay(t),

update
xy = ui(t),
(16) (walt + D)5 = Asort {(uen ()5},
(ai(t+ )T = (appny @)Y

case 2 : If by > ay(t),
find ¢ such that 1 <i < (K —t+ 1), and

b; = <ui (t), A’U,i (t)> < a (t) < <’U,(i_1) (t), Au(i—l) (t)> .

Define,
Q= ai(t) = b;
(17) C Var(t) = b+ /b —a(t)
_ (1 = ©)ui(t) — Ou;(t)
02+ (1-0)2
Update,
L Qu(t) + (1 - ©)ui(t)
o o2r(1-07
(18) (st + 1) = Asort {0\ (e (0, w(0)} o {0},

(agsny ()57,

—
S
—~

~
+
[
~
~
-
Il
—_
I

5 end for loop
6 Output (z,)X ;.

o The sequences (a;)iz, and (N;)i_, satisfy

(21) i1:nl =1
Zai < Z/\i for everym=1,2,...,r—1.

i=1 =1



14 MOHAMMED RAYYAN SHERIFF AND DEBASISH CHATTERJEE

Given M € S*" with nonzero eigenvalues (\;)/_; and corresponding eigenvec-
tors (u;)i_q, the spectral theorem shows that we can write

T
-
i=1

By defining C € R"*K as

Ozz(\/)\ilul \/)TQUQ-u\/)TTuT O~--O),

we see at once that M = CCT. Let a linear map A : RK — RX be defined as
A:=C' C =diag(M, M2, ..., A, 0,...,0),

and let (o;)¥ ;| be a non-increasing sequence satisfying the hypothesis of Theorem

3.5; it can then be observed that (a;)%; < (A1, A2,...,A,0,...,0). From Lemma

3.4 we know that an orthonormal sequence of vectors (z;)5 ; = R¥ exists such that
(riyAz;y=a; foralli=1,2,... K,

and (z;)X, can be obtained via Algorithm 2 with A and (o)X, as inputs. Let us

define a sequence of vectors (y;)%, = R" by
y; =Czx; foralli=1,2,... K.
It follows readily that

K
Qyi,yiy =«; foralli=1,2,... K, and Zyzy;r =M.
i=1
Thus, (y;)X, is a rank-1 decomposition of M. The above analysis is summarized
in the form of Algorithm 3 that gives a procedure to obtain the above rank-1
decomposition of non negative matrices.

Algorithm 3: Computation of a rank-1 decomposition of non negative definite
matrices a la Theorem 3.5
Input: A non negative definite matrix M € S77*" and a non-increasing

sequence (o)X of positive real numbers.
Output: A rank-1 decomposition (y;)¥, of M ‘a la Theorem 3.5.
1 Compute eigen-decomposition of M to get nonzero eigenvalues  (\;)7_, and
the corresponding eigenvectors (u;)i_; < R™.
2 Define

REXE 5 A == diag(\1, A, ..., A 0,...,0),

RUK 5 (Vi wr Vg o e 0 0).

3 Get the sequence (7;)%, « R¥ via Algorithm 2 with A and («;)X ;| as inputs.
4 Define a sequence (y;)%, c R" as

R"s5y; =Cx; froalli=1,2,..., K.
5 Output (5)[<, .

6The eigenvalues are sorted in non-increasing order.
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Remark 3.6. It should be noted that Algorithm 1 uses Algorithm 3, however the
eigen-decomposition in step 1 of Algorithm 3 can be avoided when called from
Algorithm 1.

3.2. Rearrangement inequality. We need the following classical rearrangement
inequality. Let n be a positive integer and let (a;)?,, (b;)"_; be two arbitrary
sequences of non-negative real numbers. Let (@;)" 1, (b;)"; be the rearrangements
of the sequences (a;)?_,, (b;)"_, in non-increasing order and (a;)?,, (b;)?, in non-
decreasing order. Then, from [HLP52, Section 10.2, Theorem 368, p. 261] we have
the following rearrangement inequality:

(22) an Eil;i = Z aib; < an ab; < i aib; = i &if)i.
i=1 i=1 i=1 i=1 i=1

3.3. Auxiliary Optimization problems: Let m be a positive integer, and let
(@)™, (si)™ be two arbitrary sequences of positive real numbers. Let us consider
the following optimization problem:

- 1
pize 3s(3,)
(23) o ,
Yl jai <Yl AN foralj=1,2,...,m—1,

2211 a; = 2211 Ai

Since s; > 0, we know that the map R 3 \; — s; (%) is convex over the set

subject to {

of positive real numbers for all ¢ = 1,2,...,m. To wit, the objective function in
(23) is a finite sum of convex functions, and therefore is convex. The equality
constraint is affine and the inequality constraints are convex; therefore, (23) is a
convex optimization problem. It should be noted that even though the problem
(23) is convex, the objective is sum of inverses, for which, evaluating the gradient
is computationally expensive, because of which solving (23) becomes hard due to
optimization algorithms generally employing gradient descent schemes. In contrast
to the problem (23) let us consider the following optimization problem:

e . 2
minimize aQxy — 24/81x4
(24) (ee)ocR Zl t

subjectto 0 <21 < - < Ty,

Since a; > 0 for each ¢, we conclude that (24) is a convex quadratic problem and is
easier to solve than (23). Moreover we see that, for small enough € > 0, the sequence
(M), defined by A = (Zzil ai) —(m =1, and \; =€ for all i = 2,...,m,
satisfies the equality constraint and strictly satisfies the inequality constraints of
(23). Therefore, (\;)™, provides the Slater constraint qualification certificate for
the problem (23). Due to convexity and validity of Slater’s condition, we conclude
that strong duality holds for (23), which implies that the optimal solution (A})I”; to
(23) and the dual optimal variables must satisfy the KKT conditions [BV04, Section
5.5.2, 5.5.3] (add reference), in this case they are both necessary and sufficient.
Therefore, once the dual optimal variables are known, we can compute (A¥)", by
solving the KKT conditions.

We shall show that the problem (24) is indeed equivalent to the Lagrangian
dual of (23), and that the dual optimal variables can be computed easily from the
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optimal solution to (24). The following Lemma characterizes the optimal solution
to (23) from the optimal solution (x), of (24).

Lemma 3.7. Consider the optimization problems (23) and (24).
o Both (23) and (24) admit unique optimal solutions (NF)™, (zF)i,.

o Let an ordered subset (ni,ne,...,nr) < (1,2,...,m) be defined iteratively as
ny = 1,
ng = min{t | ng_1) <t <m, !T?til) <xzf} fordll=2,...,T.

> The unique optimal solution (AF)2, to (23) is given by

(25) (AF)ity = A ((\/57);117 (a;)iy, (”l)szl) .
> The optimal values p*, q* corresponding to (23) and (24) respectively are given
by
(26) gt = b = T (R @), ()
Lemma 3.8. If the sequence (s;)™, in (23) is non-increasing, then,
o the unique optimal sequence (A\})" is also non-increasing, and
o if we have A} = \f = X\ for some i # j€{1,2,...,m}, then s; = s;.

For (AF)™, to be the unique optimal solution of the problem (23), let us consider
the following optimization problem:

m
e . Sx(i)
(27) m;rélrrrllize Z rat
i=1 g
where, I, is the symmetric group on (1,2,...,m). The optimal permutation map

*

m* is characterized by the following lemma.

Lemma 3.9. Consider the optimization problem (27).
o (27) admits an optimal solution.
o If ™ is an optimal solution to (27), then for every i € {1,2,...,m}, there exist
je{1,2,...,m} such that \f = AT and spx (i) = 85
o A permutation map 7 is an optimal solution of (27) if and only if
(28) Sp#(1) = Spk(2) 2 0 = Sp¥(m))
consequently, syx ) = s; for alli=1,2,...,m.
Remark 3.10. Even though it is straight forward that the condition (28) is sufficient
for the optimality of the permutation map 7*, the fact that it is necessary as well
is the crucial part of the assertion of Lemma 3.9. Moreover, it should be noted
that the first two assertions of the lemma hold for generic non-increasing sequences
(), as well.
3.4. Eigenvalues of sum of Hermitian matrices. The following result from

[Wieb5, Theorem 2| provides a necessary condition on the eigenvalues of sum of
hermitian matrices, which we shall use in the proof of Theorem 2.3.

Theorem 3.11. Let n, r be a positive integers with r < n. Let A,B,C € S™*"
such that C = A+ B, and let the sequences (a;)?_y, (B:)i—q and (v)}_, be the
non-increasing sequences of eigenvalues of A, B and C, respectively. If I, is any
subset of {1,2,...,n} with cardinality equal to r, then we have

Divi < Dlai+ ) B
i=1

i€l,. i€l,.
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4. PROOFS OF MAIN RESULTS

4.1. Proof of Theorem 2.1. For a given dictionary D,, € D, (0) of vectors (d;)X ,
that is feasible for (9), let us define a scheme of representation

R" 30— f (v)=(di d2 --- dg) v eRK.
Quite clearly, (d1 dy -+ dk) fh., () = v for any v € R" by the definition of
the pseudo-inverse because if span(d;)X; = R", then (dl dy --- dK)Jr v solves
the equation (dl dy - dK) x = v. Therefore,
(d1 dy - dK) [H. (V) =V p-almost surely.

We also know that fj:“,a (v) = (d1 dy -~ dK)+ v is the solution of the least
squares problem:
minimize  |z|*
zeRK
subject to (d1 dy - dK) T =0.
Therefore, for an arbitrary f € F(0, D, ), which also implies that
(d1 dy - dK) f(v)y=wv forall veR",

we must have

2
£ )| <|[f@))? for all v e R™.

2
Therefore, ‘ *Q(V)H < ||IF(V)||* P-almost surely, and hence,

e[| 75, V)| 1 < E17VIP)

Minimizing over all feasible dictionaries and the corresponding schemes, we get

(V)Hﬁ <, i ElS)I]

feF(0,Dy)

29 inf E ’ *
(29) DD (0) el|[/5

The problem on the left-hand side of (29

{di,diy=a; foralli=1,2,..., K
span(d;)K | = R™.

minimize ‘
(di)k,
(30)

3

subject to {

From (29) we conclude that the optimal value, if it exists, of problem (9) is bounded
below by the optimal value, if it exists, of (30). Our strategy is to demonstrate that
(30) admits a solution, and we shall furnish a feasible solution of (9) that achieves
a value of the objective function that is equal to the optimal value of the problem
(30). This will solve (9).

Let D := (d1 dy --- dK). The objective function in (30) is

W] = eel V]
P[VT(D ) D*V]
—Ep[VT(DT(DDT)") (DT (DDT) V]
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V(DD")'DD"(DDT)"'V]
DD")™'V]
tr(V(DD")~'V)]
tr(VV(DDT)™ )]

r (Ep[VVT](DDT)™).

/

Letting Sy := Ep[VV "] and writing DD = Zi:l d;d] , we rephrase (30) as

K -1

minir}x{lize tr (EV <Z did;r> )
(di)i: i=

(31) 1 '

{diydiy=c; foralli=1,2,....K

subject to
span(d;), = R".

Let S be the feasible set for the problem in (31). It is clear that S is non-convex
- a family of concentric spheres centered at origin. Let us demonstrate that the
objective function of (31) is convex in the matrix variable DDT. We know that
whenever Xy is a positive definite matrix, invariance of trace with respect to con-
jugation gives:

5 (A3 () ).

From [Bha97, p. 113 and Exercise V.1.15, p. 117] we know that inversion of a matrix
is a matriz convex map on the set of positive definite matrices. Therefore, for any

6 ¢ [0,1] and My, My € S5 we have

(32) (261/2((1 — )M + 9M2)2;1/2)71
= (-0 () o (3 A )

<00 (20 ) e (5 06)

where A < B implies that B — A is positive semidefinite. Since tr(-) is a linear
functional over the set of n x n matrices we have

-1

tr(zv((po)MﬁeMz)*l) :tr<<2 U2((1— )M, + 0My)S —1/2) 1)
<(-o)u((s,ansy ) 1)+9tr<< VM) 1)
<1 -0 tr(Sy M) + 0tr(Sy My ).

In other words, the function M +— tr(3y M 1) is convex on the set of symmetric
and positive definite matrices. Moreover, for a collection (d;)¥ | that is feasible for
(31),

K
Da(0) 3 (di)fS) +— h(dy, ... dk) == ). did]

maps into the set of positive definite matrices. Therefore, the objective function in
(31) is convex on image(h). This allows us to translate the feasible set of (31) to
the set of matrices M formed by all feasible collections (d;)X ,, i.e., on h(D,(0)).
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For every M e S}, let (\;(M))I, denote the sequence of eigenvalues of M
arranged in non-increasing order. Let us consider a set R of positive definite matri-
ces whose eigenvalues satisfy the majorization condition of Theorem 3.5, i.e., (21)

is satisfied for the a;’s of (31). In other words, the set R is defined by
R={MeSP"| (ar,ae,...,ar) < (M(M),\2(M),..., A\ (M),0,...,0)}.

On the one hand, from Theorem 3.5 we know that any positive definite matrix
M € R can be decomposed as

K
M =) did] with {d;,d;) = a; foralli=1,2,..., K.
i=1
The fact that M is positive definite implies that span(d;);, = R"™. Therefore,
(d;))E, € Dy(0) and M = h(dy,...,dk), which imply that

(33) R < h(D4(0)).

On the other hand, for any dictionary D,, of vectors (d;)X, € D, (0), we have

K

h(Dy) = Zfil did;'— e S}4", and again from Theorem 3.5 we observe that (ai)izl <

(A1 (R(Da)), -, An(h(Dy)),0,...,0). Therefore, by definition of R,
(34) h(Du(0)) € R.

From (33) and (34) we conclude that A(D,(0)) = R. The problem (31) is, therefore,
equivalent to:

minimize tr(ZVM_l)

Me g

(35) 0<A(M) < < M(M)

subject to {(al,ag,..-,aK) < (M(M),..., 2 (M),0,...,0).

We know that every positive definite matrix M can be written as M = Up;App UAE,
where Aj is a diagonal matrix containing the eigenvalues of M along the diagonal
and Ups is an orthogonal matrix whose columns are the eigenvectors of M. Al-
ternatively, for any non-increasing sequence (A;)"_; of positive real numbers that
satisfies (aq,...,ax) < (A1,...,An,0,...,0), let A := diag(\1,..., \,); then we see
at once that the positive definite matrix M := UAU is feasible for (35) for every
orthogonal matrix U. Employing the fact that tr(SyUAT'UT) = tr(UTSyUATY),
we write the following optimization problem that is equivalent to (35).

minimize tr(UTEV UA_l)
(Xi)ic R,
UeQm*m
(36) 0<An <+ <A
subject to (al,ag, e ,aK) < ()\1, e An, 0, ,O),
A = diag(A1, ..., \).

For every non-increasing sequence (\;)"_; that is feasible for (36), let us consider
the following optimization problem:

(37) minimize tr(UTSyUA™Y).
U e Qnxn

Let (0;)!_, be the non-increasing sequence of eigenvalues of Xy and (o})_; be the
diagonal entries of the matrix U Xy U for U € O"*". Let 7 be a permutation map
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on (1,2,...,n) such that a;(l) > a;@) > -~-a;(n). Since, the sequence (\;)7 is
in non-increasing order, we know that the sequence (/\i)f:1 is non-decreasing, and

from the rearrangement inequality (22), we have,

g

n / n
(33) DI )
i=1 7" i=1

Therefore, the optimization problem (37) reduces to

@q\

%

>

no_y
C e . g;
(39)
= <ei, UTEVUeZ-> foralli=1,2,...,n,

¥
subject to ) ,
Let U € O™*™ be feasible for (39) and (o}); be the corresponding non-increasing
sequence of the diagonal entries of the matrix UTXy U whose eigenvalues are
(07)™_,. From the Schur-Horn Theorem 3.3 it follows that (o})"; < (0;)™, and
therefore, from Kadison’s Lemma 3.2 we conclude that R" 5 ¢/ == (0,...,0,)" €
P((o1,...,0,)"). Recall that for any y € R, P(y) is the permutation polytope of
vy, it is a bounded polytope in R™ whose extreme points are all the permutations of
y. By defining A=, 0 e R” by A7! = (/\—117 e /\%)T and o := (01,...,0,)7, it is
immediate that the optimum value in (39) is bounded below by the optimum value
of:
. . —1

(40) H;lgl;l(l;z)e RN

The optimization problem (40) is a linear program, and from the fundamental
theorem of linear programming we know that one of the extreme points of P (o) is
an optimal solution. From the fact that the extreme points of P (o) are the vectors

obtained by permuting the components of (o1,...,0,)", (40) reduces to:

41 e 1

(41) minimize {o(m),A\7),

where II,, is the symmetric group on (1,2,...,n) and o(7) := (0x(1),-- -, aﬁ(n))T.

Since the sequences (%)?:1 and (o;)"; are non-decreasing and non-increasing re-
T

spectively, the rearrangement inequality (22) implies that,
Soaso
b AU AT

We note that no characterization of an optimal solution to (37) has been given
so far. We shall revisit (37) with (A\;)7_; = (AF)?_; (the optimal sequence), and
characterize an optimal solution X* for this special case, which is sufficient.

Thus, the optimization problem (36) reduces to the following:

s &

minimize -
(42)
0< Ay <o < Ay,

subject to
! {(al,ag,...,a;()<()\1,...,)\",0,...,0).
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K

Let us define ()i by o} == a; for all i = 1,2,...,n — 1 and o), = >;_ «.
By eliminating the constraint A, < --- < A1 in (42) and rewriting the constraint
(a1,02,...,0K) < (A1,...,An,0,...,0) in terms of the sequence (a})? ,, we arrive
at:
n
. %
minimize —
Aick AN
“3) I ol < YY) forallj=1,2 1
ol < Y N forallj=1,2...,n—1,
subject to =t =1 J
Diic1® = Diq Aie

It is obvious that every sequence (\;)?, that is feasible for (42) is also feasible for
(43), hence the optimal value of (43) is a lower bound for that of (42). The problem
(42) is a variant of (23), and therefore from Lemma 3.7 we conclude that (43) admits
a unique optimal solution (Af)" ;. Since (0;)}_; is a non-increasing sequence, we
also conclude that the optimal solution (A})}_; satisfies A% < --- < A¥. Therefore,
(AF)P_, is also feasible for (42). This implies that (A)? ; is the unique optimal
solution to the optimization problem (42).
From Lemma 3.7 we know that the optimization problem

minimize alx? — 2oy
(44) (wt)tCR tZl et \/_

subjectto 0< 1 <--- <y,

admits a unique optimal solution (x¥)?_; with an optimal value of ¢*. If an ordered

set (n1,n2,...,nr) < (1,2,...,n) is defined as
ny = 1,
ng = min{t | ng_1) <t <n, xz"tfl) <zf} foralll=2,...,T,

then the optimal solution (Af); and the optimal value p* of (42) are given by
Az = A (Voi)izy, (@9)i, (nl)lT:I) ;
—q* =p* = J ((Vs)iLy, (@), (n)i2y) -
We note that we have given a characterization only for the optimal (A¥)?_; in
(36) and not for the optimal orthogonal matrix U* there. We need both for a

complete characterization of optimal solution M* of (35). To that end, let us
consider the following instance of (37)

(46) minimize tr(UTEVUA*fl),
U e Qnxn

where A* == diag(AT,..., \%).

(45)

Claim 4.1. An orthogonal matriz U* := (uf u} u¥

. ) 18 an optimal solution
to (46) if and only if Syuf = ou} for alli=1,2,...,n.

Proof. As seen earlier in the proof, (46) reduces to:

(47) minimize Z Uﬂs).

well, O i

Since the sequence (A})? ; is the optimal solution to (43), in view of Lemma 3.9
we conclude that a permutation map 7* is an optimal solution of (47) if and only if
Opi(1) = Opk(2) =+ = Opk(y) and consequently o« ;) = o; foralli =1,2,... n,
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it should be noted that there are permutation maps other than the identity that
also are optimal solutions to (47). For U* to be an optimal solution of (47), we
need the diagonal entries of the matrix U* ' £y U* to be equal to and arranged in
the order of (0 (;))j-;, and this happens if and only if Yy u} = o« uf = ouy
foralli=1,2,...,n. O

Returning back to (36), we observe that even though the optimal sequence
(M), is unique, an optimal orthogonal matrix U* is, however, not. It is now
obvious that every optimal solution M* to (35) is of the form:

n
E * %k k|
M* = " X ufuf
=1

where (u})" ; is any orthonormal sequence of eigenvectors of ¥y corresponding to
the eigenvalues (o;)}_;.

From feasibilty of (A})?, for (36), we conclude from Theorem 3.5 that there
exists a sequence of vectors (df)X, < R™ such that {(df,df) = «; for all i =
1,2,..., K, and that M* admits the rank-1 decomposition

K
(48) M*E = didr
1=1

Clearly, the dictionary D¥ = (d¥)K , is feasible for (31) and from the equivalence of
optimization problems (31) and (35) we conclude that the dictionary D¥ is optimal
for (31).

It remains to define the optimal scheme. Let us define

R" 50— f*(v) = (& df --- d%) veRK.

It is evident that f* is feasible for (9). But then the objective function in (9)
evaluated at D, = D¥ and f = f* must be equal to p*. Since p* is also a lower
bound for the optimal value of (9), the problem (9) admits a solution. An optimal
dictionary-scheme pair is, therefore, given by

D¥ = (d¥)K | obtained from the decomposition (48), and

49 +
(49) R v f*(0) = (df df - di) veRK.

The proof is now complete.

4.2. Proof of Lemma 2.2. We argue by contradiction, and suppose that the
assertion of the Lemma is false. If we denote by x; the orthogonal projection of d;
on Xy (c) and by y; the orthogonal projection of d; on the orthogonal complement
of Xv(c), we must have ||z;|| < \/a; for at least one value of 7. If f is an optimal
scheme of representation, feasibility of f gives, for any v € Ry (¢),

iidifi(v) = (Zi xifi(v)) + (Zi yifi(”))
(50) K
= > @ifiv) +0.

i=1,
[lz:][#0

S
\
o
Il
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Fix a unit vector x € Xy (c), and define a dictionary (d})X, by
VY .
x; if [|a;|| # 0,
gt o= { T

T otherwise.

We see immediately that
span(df)X, o span(z;)X, > Ry(c) and {(df,df)=a;foralli=1,2,...,K.

170

In other words, the dictionary of vectors (d¥)K | is feasible for the problem (8). Let
us now define a scheme f* by

n sy o diag (2l lzel [E23] K
R"sv+— f (v).—d1ag<\/a_1,\/@,...,M)f(v)eﬂ% .

For any v € Ry (c), using the dictionary of vectors (d¥)K |, we get
K

S = Narll e o Sl g
(51) i=1 v _i:1 i\/OTi ' - i=1, \/071H171|| o -

(E2EY

where the last equality follows from (50). Thus, f*(-) along with the dictionary of
vectors (d¥)K, is feasible for problem (8). But for any v € Ry (c) we have

K K

£l = X 7@)* = 2 L (10 < S (@) = IR,

i=1 i=1
where the strict inequality holds due to the fact that ||z;|| < /a; for at least one

i. However, this contradicts the assumption that the pair (d;)X ; along with the
scheme f is optimal for (8), and the assertion follows.

4.3. Proof of Theorem 2.3. Consider (8), fix some ¢ € R", and let the dimension
of Xv(c) be n(c) with n(c) < n. It should be noted that Xy (¢) = image(Xy_.),
and therefore, a basis of Xy (c) can be obtained by computing the eigenvectors

of Sy _. corresponding to positive (non-zero) eigenvalues. Let (u;(c))!S be the
orthonormal eigenvectors of Xy _. corresponding to the eigenvalues (ol(c))?z(cl) Let
us define

U(e) == (ui(e) wale) -+ une)(c)),
Vie)=U(c) (Vo).

Since (ul(c))?z(cl) is a basis for Xy (c), every vector in Xy (¢) can be uniquely
represented using this basis. We know that V' — ¢ takes values in Xy (¢) P-almost
surely. Clearly V(c) is the unique representation of V' — ¢ in terms of the basis
(uz(c))?:(cl) Similarly, let §; be the representation of the dictionary vector d; in the
basis (ul(c))?:(i), i.e., d; = U(c)d;. The constraints on the dictionary vectors can
now be equivalently written as :

o <di, d1> = = <5l, 6z> = Oy, and
o span(d;)’, > Ry(c) = span(d))E, = Xy(c) = span(§;), = R,

For every feasible scheme f let us define an associated scheme for representing

samples of the random vector V (¢) by

R™ 30— fo(v) == f(U()v +¢) e RF.
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The conditions on feasibility of f in (8) imply that the scheme f, is feasible whenever
for some feasible dictionary of vectors (;)X ; we have
(61 02 -+ Ok) fe(V(c)) =V(c) P-almost surely.

In other words, in contrast to the problem (8), where the optimization is carried
out over vectors in R”, we can equivalently consider the same problem in R™(¢) but
with the following modified constraints:

mlnlmlze EP [<fC(V(C)), fC(V(C))>]

¢, (8:)i, fe
iy =a; foralli=1,... K,
subjectto < span(§;)K, = R,
(51 dg  --- 5K) fe(V(c)) = V(c) P-almost surely.

(52)

For a fixed value of ¢, the problem (52) is a version of (9), and the solutions of
the latter are characterized by Theorem 2.1. To prove the assertions of Theorem
2.3 it is sufficient to prove that ¢*, the optimum value of ¢ in (52), is equal to
o= EP[V]

Denoting by (ai(c))?:(cl) the eigenvalues of ¥y (), we conclude from the proof of
Theorem 2.1 that the optimum value of the problem (52) is equal to that of:

n(c)
minimize
0<)‘n(c) < "'g)\lu
al,ag,...,aK) < (Al,...,An(C),O,...,O).

O'i(C)

(53)
subject to {

Let p = Ep[V], £* = Var(V) and let (o), be the sequence of positive
eigenvalues of ¥* arranged in non-increasing order. Let us consider the following
version of (53):

L o

minimize -+

(Ai)i ; Ai
(54)
0<Am < "<\

subject to
! {(al,ag,...,a}{)<()\1,...,)\m,0,...,0).

We know from Lemma 3.7 that both (53) and (54) admit unique optimal solutions,
say (AF (c))?:(i) and (A¥),, respectively. We shall prove that the optimum value
of (53) is bounded below by that of (54).

Observe that Yy () = U(C)T(EV_C)U(C). Therefore, the eigenvalues of ¥y (.
are the positive eigenvalues of Xy _.. By definition

S = Ep[(V = p)(V = p)]

=Ep[(V—ctec—p)(V—-c+ec—p)']
=Yy~ (u—c)(n-0o)".
Since (u —c)(u — )" € ST*", we conclude that the maximal eigenvalue of —(u —
c)(p— )T is equal to 0. Let r := 1, and let (o)™ ; and (oi(c))™; be the non-
increasing sequence of eigenvalues of ¥* and Xy _., respectively. From Theorem
3.11 we conclude that o} < o;(c) for all ¢ = 1,2,...,n, which further implies that
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m < n(c) for every ¢ € R™. Also, it is readily verified that m = n(c) and o} = 0;(c)
forall e =1,2,...,m, if and only if ¢ = pu.
m n(c)
We define 8 > 1 such that 8 > Af(c) = >, Af(c), and a new sequence (A;)1",
i=1 i=1
by X, := BA¥(c) for all i = 1,2,...,m. We see immediately that

Zjl/\gzﬂi)\;“(c)zi)\f(c)>iai forall j =1,2,...,m —1,
i=1 i=1 i=1

=1

m m n(c) K
Z N = ﬁZAf(e) = _Z N(e) = Zai.

In other words, (A;)7, is feasible for the optimization problem (54). We also note
that

G oF o & ooile) &S oie)
o I I R Rt

and equality holds in the preceding chain if and only if m = n(c) and o} = 04(c)
for all i = 1,2,...,m; equivalently, if and only if ¢ = u. Therefore, ¢* = pu is the
unique optimal solution to (54).

Let (6;)%, be an optimal solution to (54) with ¢ = ¢*. From Theorem 2.1 we
know that

(55) Zé*&*T Z el

i=1
for some orthonormal sequence of eigenvectors of Xy () corresponding to the eigen-
values (o) ,. Since X*U(c*)u, = ofU(c*)u] for all i = 1,2,...,m, the optimal
dictionary (d¥)K, = (U(c*)é*)i satisfies:
(56) Z didi’ = Nug,”,

i=1
where (u;)7, = (U(c*)u;):il is the sequence of orthonormal eigenvectors of ¥*

corresponding to the eigenvalues (o)1 ;.

Conversely, if (d¥)™, is a dictionary that satisfies (56
(u;)™ 4, the dictionary (6¥)K, = (UTd¥)E | satisfies (
The proof is now complete.

or some eigenbasis U :=

) f
59) for (u;)iZy = (ei)iZs-

4.4. Proof of Proposition 2.6. If V is uniformly distributed over the unit sphere,
we have By = E[VV] = 1I,,. From Theorem 2.1 and its proof, we know that a

dictionary (d¥)K ,, in this case, is f2-optimal if and only if it satisfies:

Z dFdr = i Neee;
=1

where (A¥)?_; is the unique solution to the problem:

minimize
(57) (Xi)ic R ZZ“ Ai

subjectto (a1,aa,...,ax) < (A1,...,An,0,...,0).
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Clearly, any sequence ()\;)?_; that is feasible for (57) satisfies the condition Y\ | A; =
Zfil a;, and thus, the optimal value of (57) is bounded below by that of:

minimize Z —
A)ick SN

n K
subject to Z Ai = Z ;.
i=1 i=1

If a sequence (Af)!", is defined by \f := %Zfil o; for all 7 = 1,2,...,n, then
it can be easily verified that the sequence (A¥)?; is an optimal solution to (58).

(58)

Moreover, if a; < %ZK 1 @, it is easy to see that the sequence (A})7, is feasible
for (57), and therefore, solves (57).
Thus, a dictionary (d;“)fil is ¢>-optimal if and only if it satisfies

K - n - 1 K
dedf =Z)\761‘6i =< Zaz)zlel =<ﬁ;ai>fn.

Equivalently, (df)X | is ¢-optimal if and only if it is a tight frame.

4.5. Proof of Proposition 2.7. When p’ and X’ are estimated using sufficiently
large number of samples, we know that

Xo (1) = Xy (1) = image(S*) — image(X) = span(d) .
Let (o)), be the non-zero eigenvalues of ¥’ arranged in non-increasing order

and let (u Z)l 1 be the corresponding sequence of eigenvectors. From the proofs
of Theorem 2.1 and 2.3 we infer that the computed dictionary satisfies

T T
Z 2T = 3 N
where (A}); is the unique optlmal solutlon to the problem:
Ce . O'i
minimize -

0<Am <--- <\,

subject to
! {(al,ag,...,a}{)<()\1,...,)\m,0,...,0).

It can be easily verified that the cost of representation J(u',¥’) satisfies

AR} / 2 - 1 r T o UI-TEV_M/UI-
T 3) = EelllF D] =t By | 2 e ) | = 2, =5

i=1 i=1
e Letting (07), denote the non-zero eigenvalues of ¥*, and (AF)™; denote the
unique optimal solution to:

m
C e ag;
minimize Z -+
(Xi)i b Aq

0<Am < <A

subject to
! {(al,ag,...,a}{)<()\1,...,)\7”,0,...,0),
we observe that \; ———————— X forall i =1,2,....m

(Ui)zllﬁ(gz* =1



A COMPLETE CHARACTERIZATION OF /32-OPTIMAL DICTIONARIES 27

e We also readily observe that

u;T(EV,#/)u; = u;T (Sy_w + Y =Y + 5% - 5%)u}
= u;T (Z)u) + u;T(EV,M = XF)uj + u;T (Z* = %)}

=0, + u;T(EV,M — E*)u; + u;T (Z* — Z’)u’-.

Since (¢/,%) — (u, $*), we see that o — oF, (Sy_, — I¥) — 0 and

(5% — %) — 0.

Therefore, we see that
YT NEDY

i=1

a / m
U; ZV,#/ui Z

/

Aj (W2 — W, 2¥) = A

*
g

= J(p, X%),

23

and the assertion follows.

5. PROOFS OF AUXILIARY RESULTS

5.1. Proof of Lemma 3.4. It is clear that an orthonormal basis (z;); of R¥
with the property

(i, Azjy =«; foralli=1,2,... K,

exists if and only if

(59) <xi,%(A+AT)xi>=ai foralli=1,2,... K.
Let OF*K 5 X+ S(X) e SK*E be defined by

(60) S(X) = X (%(A + AT)) X.

Since for every X € OX*K the matrix S(X) is a conjugation of %(A + AT), we
conclude that the eigenvalues of S(X) are (\;)X,. Conversely, for every S’ e SE*&
having eigenvalues ()\;)X, there exists an X’ € O%*¥ such that S’ = S(X").

From the Schur-Horn Theorem 3.3 we know that there exists a symmetric matrix
S € SEXK with eigenvalues (X)X, and diagonal entries («;)X ;| if and only if
(a)E, < (\)E . In other words, there exists an orthogonal matrix X e QK*¥
such that S(X) has diagonal entries equal to (c;)X | if and only if ()5, < (A)E,.
Denoting the ith column of X by x;, we see that (z;)X | is an orthonormal basis of
RE and

<$i, %(A + AT)xi> = (S(X)),, is the i*" diagonal entry.

Therefore, we conclude that there exists an orthonormal basis (z;)%; of RE that
satisfies (59) if and only if (c;)E; < (N)E,.

We now prove that the procedure described in Algorithm 2 indeed computes the
required orthonormal basis. Let k£ < K be a positive integer. A sequence of vectors
(u;)F_, in RE and a non-increasing sequence of real numbers (a;)¥_; are jointly said
to be valid if they satisfy the following properties:

(1) The sequence of vectors (u;)¥_; is an ordered collection of orthonormal
vectors in R¥ such that the sequence of real numbers ((u;, Au;»)¥_, is in
non-increasing order.
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(2) Whenever k > 2, p,qe {1,2,...,k} and p # ¢, we have
<up, (A+ AT)uq> =0.

(3) (ai)isy < (Cwi, Aui))iy.
Observe that such a collection always exists, for instance, any sub collection of eigen-
vectors of cardinality k and sequence of real numbers majorized by the sequence of
corresponding eigenvalues would satisfy all the properties mentioned here.
Let us compute a unit vector x € R¥ that is in the linear span of the vectors
(u;)F_, and satisfies
(x,Ax) = aq,

via the following steps :

Let (b;)¥_, be a non-increasing sequence of real numbers defined by b; = (u;, Au;)
for alli =1,2,..., k. Since (a;)¥_, < (b;)%_, by property (3), we have by > a;.
e case 1: If by = aq, let us define

X = Ui,
(u )f 11 = (U(z+1))r1 )
(A (a(i+1))f:_11-

We see that the vector = satisfies

(x, Ax)y = {u1, Aur)y = by = ay,

and (u},xzy =0forall i =1,2,...,k — 1. Also one can easily Verify that (u})"=!

is an orthonormal sequence of vectors in RX and <u (A+ A Ju > = 0 for all

p,qe{1,2,...,k—1} with p # q. The condition that (a;)¥_, < (b;)%_, along with
the fact that a; = by, 1mphes at once that (a;)*_, < (b;)¥_,. In other words, we
have (a})¥=! < (Cu}, Aul))*=!. This implies that the sequences (u})*=!, (az)f:l1

jointly satisfy all the propertles (1),(2) and (3) described earlier and therefore
are valid.

e case 2: If by > a;, we know that (a;)¥_, < (b))%, and in particular we know
that Zle a; = Zle b;. Therefore, there exists ¢ such that 1 < < k and

(ui, Auiy =b; < a1 < b1y = {ug—1y, Aug_1)).
Let us define a map R 3 60 — ¢(0) € R as,

Oui + (1 —0) ul Oui + (1 —0)u;
0%+ (1—0)2 0%+ (1-0)2

It should be observed that for 8 = 0 we have

(61)

Ouy + (1 — 0)u, Ouy + (1 — 0)u,
N 1— NCES R

and for 8 = 1 we have

= (u;, Auy) < aq,

9u1+1—6‘u1 9u1+(1—9)

02+ (1—0)2 0% +

<u1, AU1> > aj.
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Since g(0) is a continuous function of @, there exists a solution O € [0, 1] for the
following quadratic equation

Ouy + (1 — 0)u, A Ouy + (1 9)u1> .

\0% + (1—0)2 V02 + (1 —0)2
Using the fact that (ui, Auq) = b1, {u;, Au;y = b;, and <u1, (A+ AT)ui> =0,
one can simplify (62) to get the following quadratic equation
(bl + b; — 2a1)92 + 2(@1 - bZ)H + (bl - ai) = 0.
Simple calculations lead to a solution

Vai —bi
vair —b; ++/b1 —ax
which is the required root of (62).
We define x, v e R, (u})* ! < RE and (a})*=] c R as:
= Out+d-Ou

v = Jerri-ey’

v = (17(—))u17(—)u1

(64) Vo H(1-0)
()l = sort { (ug)f_ \{ur, wi} U {v}},
(@it = (@)

It is immediate that {z, Ax) = g(©) = a; and {v,z) = 0. Since x is a linear
combination of u; and w;, it also follows that forallp = 2, ..., (i—1), (i+1),...,k,
we have (up,z) = 0. We conclude that (u},z) =0foralli=1,2,...,k — L.

Since v is a linear combination of the vectors {u1,u;}, we have (up,v) = 0

and <up, (A+ AT)v> =0forallp=2,...,(i—1),(i +1),..., k. It also follows

immediately that (u,,u,) = 0 and <up, (A+ AT)uq> =0forallp,ge{2,...,(i—
1), (i+1),...,k} with p # ¢. This implies that (u’i)fz_ll is an orthonormal sequence
of vectors in R¥ that also satisﬁes property (2).

Now we shall prove that (a})¥=! < ((u}, Au}))*=!. Since span{(u})*=! U (z)} =
span{(u;)¥_,}, it is easily verified that (v, Av) = (b1 + b; — a1). Defining b} :=
{ul, Auly for all i = 1,2,...,k — 1, we see at once that

(b)52) = sort {{bi}ioy \{b1, bi} L {b1 + b — a1 }}.
For by + b; — a1, exactly one of the following two cases arise:

o by +b;,—ay <b_1.
In this case we have

b;:bi+1 foraﬂj=1,2,---,i*27
bi_q = (b1 +b; — ax),

by =bjy1 forallj=i,....k—1.

(62) g(0) =

(63) O := e [0,1],

For j,l such that 1 <l <¢—2and 1 < j <, we see that b;- >by+b;,—a; > ay.
By definition of b;, it follows that b; = bj41 > ay. Therefore

I+1

l l
!
AL I AL
=1 =1

j=1
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For I =i — 1, we have

Zb/ Zb +b1 +b;, —a;

o bi,1 < (bl + bl — al).
In this case we see that (b’) _2 = sort{(b )J 3V (b1 +bi —a1))}, b;_yy = bia
and b; = ;1 for all j =4d,...,k — 1. For [ such that 1 <1< (i —1),

l l l 1+1 I
/ / o ’
IUESIEEEDPIES P o1
j=1 j=1 j=2 =1
Finally, for i <1 < k — 1, we have
i—1 1+1
/
ij= bj-l—bl-l—bi—al-i- ij
j=1 j=2 j=i+1
I+1 I+1
= bJ —a1 = Z a;
Jj=1 Jj=2
!
> Z a’.
i=1

Therefore, we have proved that (a})"=! < (0)F 2} = ((uf, Au))F=}

To summarize, we started with valid sequences (u;)¥_, and (a;)%_,, from these,
two new similarly valid sequences (u’i)fz_ll, (a;)f:_f were computed along with a
vector x that satisfies (x, Ax) = ay and (u},xy =0foralli=1,2,...,k— 1.

It has to be noted that the sequences (u;(1))E; and (a;(1))K; are valid, i.e.,
they jointly satisfy the properties (1),(2) and (3). Let us assume that for some
te{1,2,...,K — 1}, the sequences (u;(t))X7"" and (a;(t))E7"*" are valid. From
the analysis done above, we conclude that by following the procedure given in an

iteration of the loop (step) of Algorithm 2, two new valid sequences (u;(t + 1))5 ",
(ai(t + 1)) are obtained and in addition, we get a vector a; € span(u;(t))/< !

that satlsﬁes

(re, Azey = a1(t) = ar(1) = oy,
(ui(t+1),24y=0 foralli=1,2,..., K —t.

Using induction on ¢ and the fact that 2; € span(u;(t))< 7" and (u;(t + 1), 2 = 0
foralli=1,2,..., K —t, we get that (z;)X, is a sequence of orthonormal vectors
in RX. We conclude that the Algorithm 2 indeed computes an orthonormal basis
(7)., with properties described in Lemma 3.4. The proof is now complete
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5.2. Proof of Lemma 3.7. We shall begin with calculating the Lagrange dual
of (23). Let n be the KKT multiplier for the equality constraint and (v;)j; !
be the KKT multipliers for the inequality constraints in (23). The Lagrangian
L (M) y,m, (v;)75") is defined by

(65)
L(O)iZim, ()t = iS(%) +n(§/\z—az> +n§ %(iaz )‘z>7
=Z§sz(/\%> +)\mn+t21)\i(n—§1%)
_ (amn+n21ai(n—1rile)>

Let g(n, (7)<, ) be the Lagrange dual function given by

(66) g(n, ('YJ);n 11) = >\->Onili111...m L(()‘ )z 17, (FYJ)j 11)-

It can be seen that for < 0 one can select\; =1 foralli =1,2,...,m—1, and A,
arbitrarily large, whereby the minimum value achieved in (66) is negative infinity.
Similarly for any i € {1,2,...,m — 1}, if n — Z] ; v <0, one can select \; = 1

for all I # 7 and A; arbitrarily large, leading to the minimum value being negative
infinity again. When n > 0 and n — ZJ ilfyj >0foralli=1,2,...,m—1, due to
convexity of L the minimizer in (66) can be calculated by equating the gradient of
L to zero. This minimizer is given by

A= |——t foralli=1,2,...,m—1,
D Wi
)\m = S_m7
n
with the optimal value given by
m— m—1 m—1
1/2 1/2
g ()" = Z - > (2\/5—% - > %) )
(67) i=1 Jj=1t Jj=1

+ (77)1/2 (2\/ Sm — am(ﬁ)l/Q)-
Therefore, the Lagrange dual function is

ml)_{g%n,m);”_f) >0,-X0"" =0,

90 ()= -0 otherwise.
The Lagrange dual problem of (23) is

maxmnze J(n, (”yj);nz_ll)
77('71)] 1
(68) n =0,
subject to 77—2;7:1.1%20 foralli=1,2,...,m—1,
v; =20 forallj=1,2,....,m—1.
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We define a new set of variables (z;); by

m—1

1/2
oy — (nf 3 %-) forall t =1,2,....m—1,
(69) j=t

Ty = (77) 1/2 .

It is easy to see that the mapping (1, (Wj);-”:jl) — (z4)}2, given by (69) is injective
whenever it is well defined. The first two constraints in (68) imply that z; > 0 for
all t = 1,2,...,m, and the third constraint implies that 1 < zo < --- < xp,.
Conversely for a sequence of numbers (z;)72; such that 0 < 1 < -+ < @y, it
is clear that the preimage (1, (”yj);-”:_ll) also satisfies the constraints of (68). The
objective function in (68) in terms of the new variables (), is given by

m
Z 2./81c¢ — at:vf.
t=1

Therefore, the problem (68) can be recast in terms of variables (z;)J.; as a mini-
mization problem in the following way:

e . 2
minimize aQxy — 24/81x4
(70) (@), t_zl '

subjectto 0< a1 < -+ < .

Since a; > 0 for all t = 1,2,...,m, the optimization problem (70) is a convex
quadratic program and admits an optimal solution. Let (zf){Z; be an optimal
solution to (70) and ¢* be the optimal value. Let (n*, (fy;")yl:_ll) be the unique
preimage of (z)™, obtained via (69). Then (n*, (”y;‘);’:ll) is an optimal solution
to (68) and the optimal value is —¢*. Due to strong duality between (23) and
(68), we conclude that the optimization problem (23) admits an optimal solution
(M), . If we denote p* to be the optimal value in (23) then we have p* = —¢*.
Because of strong duality, we know that a primal optimal solution (Af)™, and a

dual solution (77*, (7;-");-”;11) together will satisfy the KKT conditions, which are:
VL (A n*, (v)15") =0 foralli=1,2,...,m

3

J
(71) 'y;‘(ZCLi—/\f)z() forall j =1,2,...,m—1,
i=1
7 =0 forallj=1,2,....,m—1
The first KKT condition can be written as

—Sm

ot
(72) —s; m—1
0= ()\*;2 + (77*— Z 7}“) foralli=1,2,...,m— 1.

j=i

In terms of ()7, the conditions (72) are simplified to

S
73) =2
Since ay, s¢ > 0 forallt = 1,2,...,m, we conclude that the optimal solution (z} )},
to (70) satisfies, zj > 0 for allt = 1,2, ..., m, which makes the condition (73) valid.

foralli=1,2,...,m.
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It is easy to see that if (x¥)7, is an optimal solution to (70), then there exists a
unique solution (A¥)7; that satisfies (73) and vice versa. Therefore, we conclude
that both the problems (23) and (24) (which is same as (70)), admit unique optimal
solutions.
Let us define a partition (n1,ns,...,ny) of the set (1,2,...,m) by
ny = 1,

(74) ng = min{t [ ng_yy <t <m, x?‘t_l) <af} forallli=2,...,T.

In addition, if we let npiq := m + 1, it is obvious that
(75) xy =¢ forallm<t<miiandl=1,2,...,T,

for some constant ¢;. It is also obvious to see from (69) and (74) that among
(”y;")?;_ll we have 7% | > 0for [ =2,...,T and the rest are equal to zero. Then the
complimentary slackness condition i.e., the second KKT condition in (71) implies
that

nlfl
dlai =M =0 foralll=2,...,T,
i=1

and along with the fact that >, a; — \¥ =0, we get

ni41—1 ni41—1

(76) doai= > A foralll=1,2,...,T.

i:nl i:nl
Therefore, from (76), (73), and (75) we conclude that for [ = 1,2,...,T and
n; < i < ny41 we have

nH»l_l

2
(77) o= s | —

ni41—1
DIRVET
J=n

The solution given in (77) can be compactly written using the mapping defined in
(2b) as

()1 = A (V)i (@), (na)iy) -
Using the solution (77) the optimal value in the optimization problem (23) can be
readily calculated, and it is given by

niy1—1

2
(%)
(78)  —qf=pt =) | S [ = T (V) (@) ()

ni41—1

= DI

j=ny
This completes the proof.

5.3. Proof of Lemma 3.8. First we shall conclude that the optimal sequence
(A¥), is non-increasing. Let (A])I”; to be the unique optimal solution to (23),
and let (A¥)I™; be the sequence obtained by rearranging the terms in non-increasing

order. Since, >7_, X, < S_ \* for every j = 1,2,...,m — 1, and 37", N =
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> A¥, it is immediate that the sequence (A¥)™, is feasible for (23). From the
rearrangement inequality, we have:

m
Z ¥ <y
* < N
z i=1 /\z

Therefore, the sequence (Af)?, is also optimal for (23). This contradicts the fact
that the optimization problem (23) admits a unique optimal solution, and the claim
follows.

We shall prove the second assertion of the Lemma by contradiction. Without
loss of generality, one can assume that j > i, and suppose that s; < s; (because
(s;) is a non-increasing sequence). Let us define €, (A))7%, b

Af for all [ # 1, 7,
o Alsi — Sj) ’_ * — 4
€= , and A=A 4e =1,
2(Si+8j) * .
Af—e 1=

Clearly, € > 0. It is also easy to verify that A} > 0 for all [ = 1,2,...,m, and

Z A< Z Aj for all k =1,2,...,m. Therefore, the sequence(X))2, is feasible for
I=
the optumzatlon problem (23). We see that,

ZSlimi — <)\§\2(S#)\SJ)) < O,
= (A=A +¢)
which contradicts the fact that (\f)%, is the optimal solution. The assertion of
the lemma follows.

5.4. Proof of Lemma 3.9. The first assertion of the lemma is straightforward,
we shall prove the second assertion by contradiction. Let I := {1,2,...,m}, and
for every i = 1,2,...,m let us define, I; = {j € I|\} = X\}; since i € I; we
have I; # ¢§. Suppose that there exists ¢ € I such that for every j € I; we have
8j # Sqx(j)- Exactly one of the following is true:
e case 1: sqx(;) > s; forall je L.°

In this case, 7*(i) < j for all j € I;, and therefore, there exists k € I such that

k < jfor all j € I; and spx(r) < Spx(;). Since k < j for all j € I;, we have

A > AF. We see that

SmE() | Sm*(i) n Ser(k) SmE() | Sm*(i) i Sm# (k)

* * * * * *
14,k Al Al A 14,k Al A Al

e case 2: sqx(; < s; for all j e I;.
In this case, 7*(i) > j for all j € I;, and therefore, there exists k € I such that
k > j for all j € I; and spx(x) > Spx(;). Since k > j for all j € I;, we have
AF < AF. We see that

Sw*(l) Sw*(i) " S,r*(k) S,r*(l) Sw*(i) " Sw*(k)
e AN AT e S N Ak AT

This contradicts the optimality of the permutation map 7* since the new permuted
sequence obtained by swapping sx ;) With s () evaluates to a lower value of the
objective function in both the cases. The assertion follows.

5This is due to the fact that (si)i is a non-increasing sequence.
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To see that 7* is the optimal solution to (27), suppose (28) does not holds.
Then there exist 4, j € I such that i < j and sz (;) < Sq#(j). Since ¢ < j, we have
Af = \¥. Suppose that A} > \*. Then we see that

Sﬂ.*(l) S.,r*(l-) Sﬂ.*( ) Sﬂ.*(l) Sﬂ-*(i) Sﬂ-*( )
Z )\* + )\* + )\*J > Z )\* + )\* + )\*J )
1#i,5 l 4 J 1,k l j i

a contradicting the optimality of 7*. Thus, we conclude that A} = AY. Therefore,
we have I; = I, and from the previous assertion of the lemma we conclude that

there exist i’, j' € I; such that s «(;) = sy and sqx(j) = sj. Since sqx(;) < Sqx(j),

we have sy < sj, but since A} = ;‘.‘,, we conclude from Lemma 3.8 that s; = sy,

which is a contradiction. Finally, since the sequence (s;)]”, is itself non-increasing,
we immediately get sy« = s; for all [ = 1,2,...,m, thereby completing the proof.
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