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Abstract

In this paper, we introduce a computational framework for recowering a high-resolution approximation
of an unknown function from its low-resolution indirect measuremerts as well as high-resolution training
observations by merging the frameworks of generalized sampling drfunctional principal component analysis.
In particular, we increase the signal resolution via a data driven appoach, which models the function of
interest as a realization of a random eld and leverages a training setf observations generated via the
same underlying random process. We study the performance of ¢hresulting estimation procedure and show
that high-resolution recovery is indeed possible provided approprite low-rank and angle conditions hold
and provided the training set is su ciently large relative to the desire d resolution. Moreover, we show that
the size of the training set can be reduced by leveraging sparse regsentations of the functional principal
components. Furthermore, the e ectiveness of the proposedaconstruction procedure is illustrated by various
numerical examples.

Keywords: High-dimensional reconstructions, Sparse PCA, Wavelet reconstictions, Fourier sampling,
Data-driven inverse problems, Low-rank recovery models, Superesolution

1 Introduction

Let Lo(D;C) := ff : D 7! C: IEjf (u)j2 du < 1g be the space of square-integrable complex-
valued functions supported on a compact domainD  RY, with the standard inner product and
norm denoted by h; i and k k, respectively. Letf 2 L »(D;C) be a realization of aL»(D; C)-valued
random eld F with a probability measure P. In this paper, we consider the problem of recovering a
high-resolution approximation of signalf with respect to the rst p 2 N elements of an orthonormal
basisf' @gmmpin L2(D; C) (e.g. a wavelet basis), from two combined sets of measuremts:

() noisy low-resolution measurements off with respect to the rst g 2 N elements of another
potentially di erent Riesz basis f kgkmnin L2(D; C) (e.g. a Fourier basis), namely

W, Wi+ we, k=1;::050; (1)

where the highest sampled frequency (i.e. sampling bandwitl) qis relatively small compared
to the desired resolutionp and wy 2 C is a realization of a Gaussian noise, as well as

from the probability measure P, namely training observations that consist of
W' th+ zim ~=1;:000p; i=150n; 2)

where zjr2 C is a realization of a Gaussian noise.
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Speci cally, we want to recover f in a high-resolution subspaceG, := spanf' q;:::;" pg
L,(D;C), so thaﬁﬁconstruction achieves the high-resolutionapproximation rate of kf Qg f K,
where Qg f = ; If;' di s the orthogonal projection of f onto G, and thus the best possible
approximation of f in G,. It is important to note that normally, such high-resolutio n rate of ap-
proximation cannot be achieved solely from the low-resolubn measurements {) of f and typically
requires increasing the highest sampled frequencg = q(p) relative to the desired resolution p. In
this paper, we keepg independent ofp and instead increase the size of the training seh = n(p) rel-
ative to p, thereby leveraging the implicit statistical information given through the high-resolution
training observations (2).

To recover f from its low-resolution indirect samples (1), so that the corresponding recon-
struction may achieve the high-resolution rate associatedwith G, in this paper, we propose to
compute the coe cients of f with respect to the functional principal components constucted
from the high-resolution training data (2). Specically, we recover f in a reconstruction sub-
space ) G p» Which is constructed from the rst m p-dimensional (sparse) eigenvectors of
the sample covariance matrix associated with observation$2), and which estimates the subspace

tude of the corresponding eigenvalues, 1 2 , of the covariance operator associated with
the probability measure P.
Furthermore, we investigate the conditions under which a sable high-resolution reconstruction

can be guaranteed for any realization off and Fq;:::;Fn. In particular, we show that, in the
case of a Gaussian measurB and Gaussian noise, ifm and g = g(m) are such that the distance
between the subspaces,, and Fq = spanf ;:::; q0 L 2(D;C) is not too large, then the

corresponding estimator of F is consistent asm; g=m; p=m;n{pm) ! 1 . Moreover, if g = g(m)
and n = n(p) are su ciently large, the rate of estimation corresponds to the maximum of the two
tiz:t'?;sl EKF  Qg,Fkand max=1,.. mk j Qg, jk implyingthat, if P isalow rank measure so that

j=1 j is suciently small, then we can achieve the same rate of estination as the best possible
approximation rate in G,. Thus, our reconstruction from the low-resolution measurenents in F
can achieve the high-resolution associated witlG, asp increases, only at the price of increasing the
size of the training setn.

1.1 Motivation and relation to previous work

Reconstructing a function f from the linear functionals (1) is an important problem in mathemati-
cal signal processing dating back to Shannor§hannon, 1948 which regained an increased interest
over the past decades leading to a boom of areas such as comgsed sensingances et al., 2006
Donoho, 2006 and super-resolution Blu et al., 2008, Candes and Fernandez-Granda, 201§ In sig-
nal and image processing applicationsf represents an unknown audio signal or an image that needs
to be recovered from a small amount of its xed indirect measuements given by a sensing device.
For instance, if the measurements are taken with respect to &urier exponentials, then such problem
arises in medical imaging, such as magnetic resonance imagi (MRI), as well as in radar and geo-
physical imaging; whereas, if the sampling system is a pixdbasis (the basis induced by the scaling
function of Haar wavelets), then such scenario arises in lesless optical imaging for example.

To address such problem, building upon the previous works ofUnser and Aldroubi, 1994
Eldar, 2003, Hrycak and Grchenig, 2010, [Adcock and Hansen, 2012 Adcock et al., 2013 intro-
duced a computational framework known as Generalized Samjplg (GS) that recovers an approxi-
mation of an elementf of a separable Hilbert spaceH with respect to any desired reconstruction
basis (or more generally, a frame) inH, from its nitely many functional measurements taken with
respect to any other basis inH, such as those given in{). GS guarantees a noise-robust reconstruc-



tion, which attains the best possible approximation rate in the reconstruction spaceG,, provided

the distance between the sampling spacé, and the reconstruction spaceG, is not too large.

Such reconstruction was then analyzed for di erent choices bsampling and reconstruction spaces,
see e.g.Adcock et al., 2014h Adcock et al., 2014 Adcock et al., 2015 Adcock et al., 2019. The

GS framework has also been combined with;-regularization yielding insights into so-called in nite -

dimensional compressed sensingflcock and Hansen, 2016Adcock et al., 2017. The results therein
established that, if f is sparse with respect toG,, then by means of" -regularization one still may

stably reconstruct f in G, even if only randomly sub-sampling inF,. However, even though by
random sub-sampling inF the total number of samples can be substantially reduced, tie condition

on not too large distance between the spaceS, and G, remains, meaning that the highest sampled
frequencyq has to be large relative to the desired resolutiorp. In applications such as MRI for ex-

ample, this may present a time-consuming constraint since(especially) when under-sampling, high
frequencies in the Fourier domain need to be acquired. Alsdn applications where fast calibration

of an imaging device with respect to non-orthogonal bases isrucial for a real-time operation, such

as optical endoscopy for example, time-consuming calibr&n is typically needed for high-resolution

image recovery (Gataric et al., 2019.

Unlike these previous works, in the present paper, instead foreconstructing a generic deter-
ministic L >-function, we model the signal of interest as an observatiorfrom a L »-valued random
eld with a probability measure P whose structure can be learned through a training set. There
fore, we can adapt our sampling scheme more closely to the adgt being sampled, namely to the
speci ¢ probability measure at hand, and thereby possibly educe the highest frequencyy required
for the high-resolution recovery in G,. In particular, the reconstruction procedure proposed in tis
paper, which we call GS-FPCA, combines the aforementioned & framework with the data-driven
approach of Functional Principal Component Analysis (FPCA) from functional data analysis, see
e.g. Ramsay and Silverman, 2005Hall et al., 2006]. By means of FPCA, we construct a suitable
reconstruction subspace inG, from the training observations (2), thereby circumventing the re-
quirement on the distance between subspaces, and G,, which is replaced by a condition on the
distance betweenF, and the spaceE;, spanned by the rst m eigenfunctions of the underlying
probability measure P. Therefore, we can ensure a stable high-resolution recorrsiction in G, pro-
vided the angle between the spaceB, and Ey is positive, even in scenarios when the angle between
the spacesF, and G, is zero.

Previous proposals to use a PCA-regularized reconstructiofor increasing image resolution most
notably appear within the problem of face hallucination, the term rst coined in the seminal work of
[Baker and Kanade, 200Qin the eld of computer vision. In particular, [ Capel and Zisserman, 200[L
suggest super-resolving a face image by transferring it fra a pixel to an eigenface-domain con-
structed via a training set of high-resolution images, whit1 was then combined with a face recog-
nition task in [ Gunturk et al., 2003]. Such technique is also used as the initial step in two-stag
super-resolution algorithms that combine a global PCA modéwith a local patch model, see for ex-
ample [Liu et al., 2007, Yang et al., 2010. These earlier works operate within a nite-dimensional
setting, which could be deduced from the in nite-dimensioral model of this paper by constraining
G, to the p-dimensional pixel basis and de ning the sampling space adhe g-dimensional pixel basis,
i.e. Fq == &, g < p. In contrast, in this paper we consider a more general in nite-dimensional
framework for computing a stable high-resolution approxination of an unknown object of poten-
tially in nite resolution, which is sampled via a exible me asurement model with respect to any
(non-orthogonal) basis, making it applicable to a wider rarge of practical scenarios. Our framework
also allows for recovery of sparse representations of the known object with respect to di erent
bases, such as wavelets for example, thereby potentially desasing the required size of the training
set. Furthermore, as a result of deploying an in nite-dimensional framework, we provide insights
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into the conditions on the problem parameters under which itis possible to guarantee that such a
procedure succeeds in high-resolution recovery.

Another notable example of leveraging low-rank structure @ the underlying signal being recov-
ered appears in acceleration schemes for dynamic MRLinhgala et al., 2011, Zhao et al., 2012, and
more recently for functional MRI [Chiew et al., 2014 and MR ngerprinting [ Zhao et al., 2018.
There, typically, a sequence of images over time is reconstcted with respect to the principal
components (PCs) estimated from training images with low sptial resolution and high temporal
sampling rate. A crucial di erence from the approach presened here is that, instead of increasing
the temporal resolution, we are interested in increasing tle spatial resolution, and therefore, we con-
sider PCs estimated from training observations with a high gatial resolution so that subsequently
we can allow for a high-resolution image recovery from its lav-resolution (Fourier) measurements.

The remainder of the paper is organized as follows. Since inhis work we leverage GS and
FPCA, we dedicate Sections2 and 3 to review the main concepts from these frameworks, where
in Sections 2.1 and 3.1, we derive additional results used later on. In Section4, the proposed
GS-FPCA reconstruction method is formulated and its theordical performance is analyzed with
respect to di erent problem parameters. Additionally, in Sections 4.1 and 4.2 we describe variants
of GS-FPCA that arise due to the regularization techniques & sparse PCA and ridge regression. In
Section 5, the empirical performance of GS-FPCA is investigated in dierent simulation scenarios.
Speci cally, in Section 5.1 we use a 1D generative model, while in Sectio®.2, we use 2D brain-
phantom images. In Section6, we conclude with discussions and future work.

A summary of notation used throughout the paper is provided n Table 1.

Symbol Basis Description
Fq L,(D;C) f kgﬂzl Low-resolution space where unknowrf is sampled
G Lo(D;C) f° Eg?zn High-resolution space where training sef f jgiL; is sampled
Em L,(D;C) f jgjnll Principal eigenspace associated with probability measuré
= G f"jg;  Reconstruction space forf computed from f g,

Table 1: Notation of di erent subspaces.

2 Generalized Sampling (GS)

Given measurementsfhf; kigﬂ:l of an unknown function f 2 L »(D; C) with respect to the rst q
elements of a basi§ gk mpin L2(D; C), GS recoversf with respect to the rst p elements of any

the given sampling space, and ifQg,f and Qg,f denote the orthogonal projections off to the
respective subspaces, then the GS reconstruction

—
fes= a2 Gp; 3)
=1

is de ned so that it satis es condition MQr,fGs;' th= MFf" ty ~ = 1;:::;p. Equivalently, the
coe cients feat[gpEll of the GS reconstruction fgs correspond to the least-square solution of the



linear system 1 CIIT T 1C 1 [ 1

;o1 a L HET
B B (4)

q! a
i.e. they can be computed as argmighj}?zlm k=1 Kl ';@1 ai o «l @ By the results of
[Adcock et al., 2013 we know that, if

cos\ (Gy;Fq) = © Ecsigr?f@zl}kQFqgk > 0,

then for any f 2 L (D; C) there exists a unique reconstructionfgs, which satis es the sharp bound
kfics fk sed (G;FqkQes,f fk (5)

Moreover, for any xed p and arbitrarily small > 0, the angle condition cos (Gy; Fq) is
satis ed for any su ciently large q= g(p; ), and thus fs achieves the best possible approximation
rate in G, up to a constant. Also, the condition number of such reconstuction, which is de ned
to indicate reconstruction stability to measurement perturbations W + g; ki, g 2 L(D;C), is
proportional to sec\ (Gy;Fq). The work of [Adcock et al., 2013 further shows that, if f ok mnis
a Riesz basis with Riesz constants{;ro > 0 such that

@: :
r1kbkz be k[ rokbk;  8b= fhokmn2 2(N); (6)
K [N

and f' grmspis an orthonormal basis, then set¢ (Gy; Fq) P 2= min(Apg) r=rysec (G Fy),
where min (Ap,q) denotes the minimal singular value of the system matrix Ap 4 in (4), namely

min(Apg) = min(ASgApg)Y%, where in is the minimal eigenvalue andA[{ is the adjoint of
Apg. Note that ry = rp =1 when f ygxmnis an orthonormal basis.

We remark that, alternatively, the angle condition can be interpreted so that for any xed g and

, resolution p = p(q; ) needs to be su ciently small. As we decrease the number of masurements
g we also need to decrease resolutiop so that the angle condition is satis ed, but the rate at
which this happens depends on the speci ¢ choices of spac& and F, and has been analyzed in
a variety of settings, see e.g.Adcock et al., 2014h Adcock et al., 2014a Adcock et al., 2019. In
particular, if Fq is spanned by a Fourier basis or frame, it is known that this rde is linear when G,
is spanned by wavelets, and quadratic wherg, is spanned by polynomials.

2.1 Generalized sampling with random noise

In what follows, we consider the error bound ) when the measurements off are perturbed
by random noise. To this end, let us assume that the measurenmts are thf; i + Wkgﬂzl,

and variance 2=2. Let us now de ne

fos = an o (7)
=1
where fajgﬁ’z1 = argmin a5 ¥, [l kézl %; ki + Wy ’;@1 ai ki%. For simplicity, let
f kgkmobe a Riesz basis such that) holds and f' gpan orthonormal basis, so that we can use
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min (Ap.q) P ricos\ (Gy; Fq) as well askfcs fosk = ka aky, \Agre Ap,q denotes the system
matrix in ( 4), fgs is dened in (3) and ka aky := i=1 14 &jj? 2. Since

L1
Re(A) Im(A)

min (A) = min Im(A)  Re(A)

holds for any complex-valued matrix A, by the nite@mple bound for the lgast-gquares estimat
see e.g.fisu et al., 20124, forany o> Owe haveP min(Apq)k& &k, >  (2p+2log(1=o))=q
< . Thus, if cos\ (Gy;Fq) > 0, then with probability at least 1 0 f'\GS satis es
1 1 1
fes Tk sed (GiFq) kQgzfk+ — (2p+2log(1=o)=(ar) : (8)

Moreover, similarly to the approach by [Cohen et al., 2013, if we assume a uniform bound onf ,
that is, for a > 0 we consider functionsf 2 L »(D; C) such that sup, jf (u)j , and de ne a
truncation operator

Te(g) = sign(g)minfigi; g; g2L2(D;C); ©)
so that we may usekT{(g) fk mintfkg fk;2 g, where := o du, then from the high
probability bound in ( 8) we obtain the expectation bound

1 1 1

EkTT(f’\GS) fk sed (G);Fq) kQGka+ (2p+2log(1=o))=(qry) +2 o

Furthermore, due to [Mallat, 2008], we know that if G, is the subspace spanned by the boundary-
corrected Daubechies wavelets withs vanishing moments andf is -Helder continuous, 2 (0;s),
then kQGka = O(p7Y). Thus, in this IQE% for g ;= €Pand > O, if p and g are such that
cos\ (Gy;Fg)> ande™® . p7V+ p=q then
L1 I | .
EkT:(fes) fk=0 1=p'+ p=q: (10)

3 Functional Principal Component Analysis (FPCA)

If F is a random eld with probability measure P on L,(D;C) with mean (u) := E[F(u)] and
covariance K (u;Vv) := E[(F (u) () (F(v) W), u;v 2 D, then by Mercer's lemma, there
exist a non-increasing sequence of non-negative eigenvahli | 2 and an orthonormal
sequence of eigenf ign$ jgj mpof the covariance operatorK such that K (u;v) j(u)du =
i iV, KUv)= g i(u) j(v) and such that
[ 1]
jma
where j = j_llsz , ji are uncorrelated random variables with zero mean and unit vaance.
Moreover, if F is a Gaussian eld, then j are standard Gaussian random variables. Eigenfunctions
f j0; mnare also known as functional principal components (FPCs) of and the expression (1) is
known as the Karhunen-Loeve (KL) expansion ofF, see for examplelRamsay and Silverman, 200k
Such representation ofF is known to be optimal in the following sense:
™ 1
fion = argmin EkF it k% (12)
{PiHL, [ .o 205k} j=1

forany m 2 N, where jx = 1if j = k and zero otherwise.
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3.1 Empirical high-resolution functional principal compo nents

Since in practice we observe only nitely many noisy coe cients of F with respect to the rst p
elements of an orthonormal basi$"' ;gj mn let us now consider the nite-dimensional high-resolution
subspaceG, = spanf' 1;:::;" pg L 2(D C) and let Qegdjpote the orthogonal projection onto
G. First, consider a G,-valued random variable Qg,F _, F;" ji' j, whose mean is denoted by

p := E[Qs,F] = Qg, and covarianceK p(u;v) := E[(QGpF(u) p(U)) (Qg, F (V) p(V))], with
the corresponding eigenfunctions and eigenvalues denotdsy f [of_; andf Jdi_;, respectively. If
we now de ne a CP-valued random variable

X = X(F) =(hF;" qisi bR i) 5

we see that its mean vector x := E[X]is equal to (h;" qi;:::;h;" pi) &hnd its covariance matrix
x = E[(X x)(X  x)]satises Kp(u;v) = (" 1(u);iz" p(u)) x(a(v);ziz; p(v)) BWriting
& = (h¥raiih i)':I =1;::1;p;

it then follows that xej‘-’ = IOep and (km— Lp—_l ph ‘-’,‘ klh "'y k;° =1;:::;p. Moreover,
if F is a Gaussian random eld thenX |s a multlvarlate Gaussmn with mean x and covariance
X, Since any nite-dimensional section of a Gaussian procesis a multivariate Gaussian.
We can now model the training observations ) as realizations of i.i.d. multivariate random
variables
Yi = Yi(Fi; Zi) = Xi(Fi)+ Zi; i=1;:::;n; (13)
where X; := Xji(Fi) = (bFi;" 10500 bR pi)',:Fl;:::;Fn id pand Z1;:::;Z, are i.i.d. Gaus-
sian on CP with mean zero and covariance Ip, which are also independent ofFy;:::;Fnh. If P
is Gaussmn thenYy;:::; Y, are Gaussian with mean y = x and covariance y = x + ~2Ip,
in W ase it is known that the agenvectorséﬁ' ép of the sample covariance matrix "y =
1Y MY My), where Yy = n—1 i—1 Yi, are consistent estimators of the eigenvec-
tors eﬁ; : ::;eh of x asp=n! 0, e.g. Koltchinskii and Lounici, 2017b]. Moreover, by utilizing
the classical results of the Galerkin method, e.g.Babwska and Osborn, 1987, we can obtain the
following high—probability bound on the distance between the space spanned by the eigenfunctions

Lemma 1. Let P be a Gaussian measure o (D ; C) W|th mean , eigenfunctionsf jgj mpand
eigenvaluesf jgjmn and let f' jgj mnbe an orthonormal basis inL,(D;C). For any m 2 N and

p m, let En = sparf 1;:::; m0, G = sparf' 1;:::;" p0, p = MaXj=1, ., kaGv jk and
E:: kQG’) k. Forany n p, let Fi;:::;Fn @ P and let Y1;:::;Y, be as in (13), and also
dene ~p:=("' 15105 P)AY’AF': '1;:::;'p)j,andI§m:: sparf "?;:::: "hg. Then

(a) there existC;C and pg such that for anyp maxfpg;mgand 2 [2e7";1) with probability at
least 1 we have

m ocP m( 1+~2) P 1. 2
. . 2P C  + 1 - Ly - I Z ==~ .
sin\ (Em’ém) P - 1 C 2 er n n og mpnd»

provided that ; m+1 >C 2 2+2C( 1+~2)( p=n+ log(2=)=n),
(b) for any Y2 (0;1) with probablllty atleast1  “we have



The proof of Lemma 1 is given in Appendix A. We now discuss the order of bounds mpns
and pnso derived in this lemma, since these play an importantruceleI laer onfEhrlst of all, ob-
serve that the order of the second summand in these bounds is mp=n and p=n respectively,
provided ; U 2e7P/2 and provided the eigenvalue gap m m+1 IS lower-bunded as stated in
Lemma 1, the latter one being a typical assumption required for congensy of PCA estimation
[Koltchinskii and Lounici, 2017b, Ma, 2013. Moreover, if additionaly P is a probability measure
on the space of -Helder continuous functions and G, is the p-dimensional space of boundary-
corrected wavelets withs > vanishing moments, then max p; Eg = O(p7Y), and therefore, we

have 1. 1
maxf ~mpns; pnsed = O m=p’ +( 1+ ~2) mp=n : (14)

Note that such bound improves with increasingp, provided n is also increasing._. In particular, if

n & p?*1, then we can obtain the G,-rate of approximation, p~Y, up to factor = m, namely for
suchn we have the bound of order m=pY.

4 GS-FPCA reconstruction method

In this section, we introduce and analyze a method for compuhg an estimate of an unknown
Lo(D;C)-function f from its noisy measurements taken with respect to the rst q elements of a
Riesz basisf kgxmpin L2(D;C), by leveraging the statistical information contained in the noisy
coe cients of a training set ff;giL; with respecttothe rst p elements of another orthonormal basis
f' fgomoin L2(D; C). The main steps of the reconstruction method are summarize in Algorithm 1.

If step 1 of Algorithm 1 is computed using classical PCA and steps is computed using least-squares,
then the resulting procedure corresponds to the algorithm heoretically analyzed in this section.
We note however, that classical PCA can be replaced by sparseCA, while least-squares can be
regularized by an,-term, as outlined in Sections4.1 and 4.2, respectively.

Algorithm 1: Pseudo-code of the GS-FPCA algorithm
Input: f' s, f kope,, fbo = W i+ wegl, C,

fyi = (Hi;" 10+ zig; o W pl + Zip) o4 CP,m2N,m<p -
1 Compute rst m eigenvectorsf &g, of n™" L (yi  ~v)(yi  Av), Ay =0Tt i
2 Compute coe cients h"?; i and "p; i, where '\E’ =gt el
Y T N 1 N

3 Compute f %50, by solving for f g, in

[ ;! L ITT 11 11 | 1

h?; 1 h ™% 1 1 bt h ™, i

i i hhi o m by h "pi ol

LT ap

the following random variables:



are i.i.d. Gaussian in CP with mean zero and covariance 2l p,» Which are also independent of
Fi's and Wy's. As discussed previously, we model our high-resolutionraining set (2) as a
realization of such random variables.

We de ne the reconstruction space as

EP :=spanf™;:::; " g; (15)
where f = 5 i;"';' p)éjp and éj’ is de ned as the jth eigenvector of the sample covariance
“vi=anT TG A Av), where Ay = nTt LY, denotes the sample mean. Namely,

é}’ = argmax v'\g_l)v; =100, (16)
{v[CAH:[vI>*1}
where "% = (1, é}’?j)’\(Yj_l)(lp &) and MO = My wiriting A = (gt p) My, We now

propose to estimateF ", in the reconstruction spaceEh de ned in (15). Speci cally, we de ne
the estimator of F as

um—
Fesrpca = "p+ 7 it (17)
j=1
where the coe cients f *; gjr'll are the least-square solution to the linear system
e np . AL T | —
hsoal h™h; 4 1 hF; 10+ Wy M, 1
=" N o e R o e A s R
h'®; i h™; g m hF; i + Wy Mo, g
with respect to f jg%; 2 C™, namely
fAjgt; = argmin %; ki + Wi h g ih's ki% (19)
(oG}, [Ty j=1
It is useful to note that, if we denote the random system matrix in (18) by hich takes values
in C%*™M  and the system matrix in (4) by Apq 2 C¥P, sinceh™; i = (&) (PH 1 i and

Mo, ki = I%(I’\Y)(D}l G ki, we haveAm g = Apq(ed;:::;eRh).

When compared to the GS-reconstructionfgs de ned in (7), our reconstruction Fgs.epca
de ned in (17) also takes values inG,, but now the well-posedness of our solution depends on the
value of random variable cod (Ef;Fq) /' min(Amg) instead of cos\ (Gy;Fq) /' min(Apg)- For
a su ciently large n, we can show that our proposed estimator can stably achievehie G,-rate
of approximation provided m and q are such that cos\ (En;Fq) is bounded away from zero and
kQgz (F )k is su ciently small. Speci cally, we can show the following .

Theorem 2. Consider the setting of Lemmal and letm;q;p;nand be such thatsin\ (En; Fq) <
1 ~mpns, Where Fq = sparf 1;:::; ¢g and f yg«mnis such that (6) holds. Then there exists



po such that for anyp maxfpg;mg, n p and any L»(D;C)-valued random eld F, estimator
IfGS_FPCA de ned in (17) satis es

kQez (F )k+~mpnskF  k+ ppso+ (2m +2log(1= ) ¥2(qry)~1/2
1 sin\ (Em;Fq)  ~mpns

kFesrrca Fk

with probability at least 1 S
The proof of this theorem is given in Appendix A, while here we discuss its consequences. First

recall that due to (14), if the approximation rate in G, is of order p~Y and provigled n Fgﬂpzy’“l,
;U 272 gnd m+1 IS lower bounded, then maxX~mpns; pnsed = O = m=p¥ . Thus,

E also ™ e ™™ under the conditions of Theorem 2Jnamely, for a xed m and constant &

mng, if = q(m) is su ciently large so that cos \ (En;Fq) > = [then, with probability at least
1 U @we have
L1 p_ 101
KFesepca Fk=0 kQg, (F )k+(kF  k+1)  m=p'+ m=q :

We note that this result holds for any L,(D; C)-valued random eld F, however ifF P andF is

expectation of the right-hand side by using the KL expansionof F (11). In particular, similarly as
in Section 2.1, by introducing the truncation operator ( 9) and considering probability measureP on

the space of uniformly -boun%tior@in L%(D;C), if n I&;pE{+I1:Fnd p and m are su ciently
2

large so that e P2+ ™™ | i>m i +  m=p¥ + m=q = , under the conditions of
Theorem 2 and provided F P, F independent of all other random variables, we have
e o) p —
EkTr(Fesrrca) Fk=0 o j  + m=p'+ m=q; (20)
(111 _ L I Lk _
where we usedEkF k K (u;u)du = N , Which we regard as a constant,
and also EKQg: (F )k j>m i 2, which holds due to Jensen's inequality and {1) and

corresponds to the optimal expression in 12). In particulq%_inrobability measure P is strictly
low-rank, then there exists mg such that for all m  myg, j>m is zero. However, it is enough
for the eigenvaluesf g mnto decrease relatively quickly, for this term to become su ciently small.
It is now instructive to compare the rate of estimgtiern (20) with the rate of estimation of the
GS-reconstruction from (10) that has order 1=p' + p=q provide@\ (Gy; Fq) is bounded away
from zero. Note that if there exists mg such that for all HO, j>m i - m:p2V+ 2m:q, then

the GS-FPCA rate of estimation is of orderp m=pY + m=q, provided cos\ (Em;F) is bounded
away from zero. Remarkably, in the noiseless case when= 0, fora xed m mg and increasing
p, the resolution of the GS-FPCA reconstruction increases agY, only at the cost of increasing the
number of training observations n = n(p), since the number of measurementg] does not exhibit
dependence orp (for su ciently large p;n and g). In contrast, for the GS-reconstruction to achieve
the same resolution we need to increase the number of measuments g = q(p) so that cos\ (Gy; Fq)
remains bounded away from zero. Moreover, in noisy case when> 0, for GS reconstruction, q
needs to increase with respect to ?p, while for GS-FPCA, it needs to increase with respect to 2m,
which may present a considerable improvement in case gf m.

It is also instructive to compare the GS and GS-FPCA reconstuctions from a computational-
complexity point of view. The computational complexity of G S, that is, the computational com-
plexity of solving system (4), is of order qp, whereas the computational complexity of deploying GS-
FPCA, that is, the computational complexity of solving system (18), is of order gm, which is less or
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equal to that of GS sincep > m. In the Fourier-wavelet case, due to fast Fourier and waveletrans-
form algorithms, the complexity order of GS can be reduced toglogp [Gataric and Poon, 2018,
which is still slower than GS-FPCA if log p & m.

The asymptotic bound (20) is further illustrated by numerical examples of Section5.1, where
a low rank 1D model is used withm such that EkQg: (F )k =0 and g such that cos\ (Em;Fq)
is bounded away from zero, thus satisfying the conditions reuired for (20) to hold. Moreover, in
Section 5.2, we illustrate the performance of the proposed reconstrugbn using a more realistic 2D
model, where in Figure7 we vary m for a xed g and show that it is possible to choosem such
that EkQg: (F )k is small and such that cos (Em;Fq) is bounded away from zero, as required
by Theorem 2 for the high-resolution rate of approximation.

4.1 GS-FPCA with sparse principal components

Under the assumption that the functional principal components are sparse with respect to the
reconstruction basis, one can use sparse PCA instead of cksal PCA to estimate the PCs in (15)
and thus reduce the required size of the training setn. The sparsity assumption is commonly
leveraged when reconstructing a signal of interest, as it iknow that natural images are sparse with
respect to wavelets. Within the GS-FPCA framework, the sparsity assumption on FPCs implies
that f Jf’gj”;l are sparse with respect tof ' [grmpyfor a su ciently large p. Thus, it is reasonable to
assume that onlyk < p entries ofejEJ 2 CP are di erent than zero, in which case, we can use sparse
PCA to compute féjpgj”;1 by constraining the optimizer in (16) to be sparse. In particular, writing
nnzr(v) for the number of non-zero rows of a vectorv 2 CP, sparse PCA computes the rst PC by
solving
& = argmax vy
{v:nnzr(v)=k, vI>#1 }
whereas higher-order PCs can be computed via a modi ed de abn scheme or by maximizing the
trace of V ™y V over orthonormal matricesV such that nnzr(V) k, see e.g.@ataric et al., 2020.
There are many existing algorithms for computing sparse pmicipal components, see for ex-
ample [Zou et al., 2006 d'Aspremont et al., 2007, Ma, 2013 Gataric et al., 2020], and also, sta-
tistical and computational properties of sparse PCA are quie well understood due to the work
by [Johnstone and Lu, 2009 Vu and Lei, 2013 Wang et al., 2014 and others. In y@%u_lar, due
to theseyresults, we know that by using sparse PCA we can realyi reduce the term  mp=niin (14)
to mklogp=n, and therefore reduce the number of observation® required by Theorem 2. In
Section 5, we examine both classical and sparse PCA when computing th&S-FPCA reconstruc-
tion in our numerical simulations and indeed observe a regualrization e ect due to sparse PCA in
a high-dimensional setting whenn is small compared top.

4.2 GS-FPCA with  [dregularization

For an improved performance in a noisy setting, one may want ¢ add " ,-regularization the least-
squares estimation of the coe cients f jgj”;l in (19). From the KL expansion of Qg,F, we know
that (lF p; fis:i b o hii) BHas mean zero and covariance m = diag( §;:::; k), and
thus, if P is Gaussian, it is reasonable to impose prior distributionN ,(0; ") on these coe cients
and use the corresponding MAP estimator instead of the ML edmator. This leads to a ridge
regression problem where a weighted,-regularization term is added to the least-squares objectie
function, so that instead of (19) we have
1 T 1

fAjgt, = argmin LEF; ki + Wi h Ap; iy

{0 L, [CT j=1 j=1

s | (*}’)‘11 i
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for some regularization parameter > 0.

Theoretical analysis of such regularization procedure wold require a dierent approach to
the one taken in this paper, however, due to classical resudton ridge regression and Tikhonov
regularization, see e.g.Hfisu et al., 2012a Arridge et al., 2019], in this case we expect a more robust
estimation for a smaller g relative to m. In particular, we expect a relaxed version of the condition
with respect to cos\ (Em;Fg), since the minimal singular value of the regularized systen matrix
is equal to the square root of (AL Amq+ diag("};:::"f)™%), which is lower-bounded by the
square root of m(,'5\\,%](4,'5§r,1,q) + = ’\‘1), due to Weyl's inequality [Weyl, 1912]. However, this would
come at the price of a lower estimation rate that includes theorder of even in the noiseless case
where = 0. In our numerical results below, we also include such regiarized estimation procedure,
which in a noisy setting can further improve reconstruction performance.

5 Numerical simulations

5.1 Examples with one-dimensional generative model

For numerical examples in this subsection, we simulate dataising the following generative model:

g I . _
fi(u) = jii j(u); u2D =01, i=1;::5m (21)
j=1
where jj are i.i.d. standard normal random factors inR, j:=mo j+1andf jgiy are FPCs

with each j(u) constructed as a linear combination of exponentials exp( (u Ug)?=sp) for various
choices ofsg and ug 2 D. Suchf jgjnl(i, for mg = 10, are shown in Figure 1 and severalfj's
generated from this model are shown in Figure?.
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Figure 1: Functional principal components f ,—gjlgl (ordered from left to right, top to bottom).
To construct our training set (2), we chooseG, as the span of the rst p elements of the

boundary-corrected Daubechies wavelets of ordes, introduced in [Cohen et al., 1993, which con-
stitute an orthonormal basis f' grmpin L ([0; 1];R), and compute the noisy high-resolution training

observations as
[ %,
Yi:= bt gy bt i zi; i=1;::0m (22)
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where each variable of the noise vector; 2 RP is generated from normal distribution N (0; ~?). For
computation of appropriate wavelet functions we used Wavedb' as well as the Matlab les from the
Supplementary material of [Gataric and Poon, 201§ for handling 2D boundary corrected wavelets
and orderss > 3. Finally, we simulate measurements {) by generating a new unseen observation
f from model (21), and computing its g noisy Fourier samples as

_ = 1. O] -
H; ki + owy = f(uexp 12 k bg=2cu du+wg; k=1;:::;q; (23)
0

where noisewy 2 C is such that both Re(wy) and Im(w) are from N (0; 2=2). It is important to
note that n=2 is therefare the hinhest measiired freaiiencv \We alsn notdat when comniitina an
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Figure 2: Severalfj's from model (21) with the principal components shown in Figure 1. Suchf;'s
are used to generate (noisy) training set 22) for the experiments in Figures 3{5.

In the examples of this subsection, we assume that we have aectly speci ed m so that E, has
the dimension corresponding to the true rankmg of the model (21) used to generate the data, and
thus kQgz f k=0, forany m  mo, which makes it possible to better understand di erent terms in
bound (20) that depend on problem parametersq; n and p. Indeed, by inspecting the eigenvalues

LAvailable at www-stat.stanford.edu/ Dwavelab/.


http://www-stat.stanford.edu/~wavelab/
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Figure 3: Reconstruction from q = 12 noisy Fourier measurements 23) and a training set of noisy
wavelet coe cients (22) with n = p=128. G, consists of boundary-corrected Daubechies wavelets
with s 2 f 1; 4; 8g vanishing moments. We also report relative reconstructionerror kf  fk=kf k.

of "y, itis very easy to correctly specify the true rankmg in this example even with very low SNR,
so we leave the consideration of choosing appropriate for the next subsection.

In Figure 3, we rst demonstrate that using solely the low-frequency Faurier measurements £23),
indeed it is impossible to accurately reconstruct ground tuth f directly in the high-resolution space
G, by the (regularized) GS reconstruction, whereas, if also amunting for the training observations
(22), then by using the GS-FPCA reconstruction as proposed in ths paper it becomes possible to
accurately reconstruct f with high-resolution in G,. Speci cally, in this example, we useG, with
p = 128 wavelets of Brders 2 f 1, 4;8g and a relatively small numberqg = 12 of Fourier measurements
with noise = 0:02 2. To compute Ef, we usen = p training observations with noise ~= 0:01.
In Figure 3, in orange, black and green, we showgs 2 Gp dened in (7), whose ﬁ(iclients
are_estimated either by the plain least-squares or with™, or "i-regularization term jjajj2 or

PJayj, with = 0:04; while in cyan and blue, we showfcs.rpca 2 Bl G, de ned in (17),
whose coe cients ﬂfﬁomputed either by the plain least-sqares or its regularized version with
additional term i A}’)‘lj ji? and parameter =0:08, as described in Sectiont.2.

Next, in Figure 4 we inspect how the average relative errokf p f'k=kf k behaves when varying
problem parametersqg, n and p, in the noisy setting with  =0:02 2 (SNR around 60 on average)
and ~ = 0:01 (SNR around 40) and with Daubechies wavelets of ordes = 4. The average is
computed over 30 repetitions of the experiment so that we reenstruct 30 di erent unseen f's
generated using the model in 21), while reconstruction is performed either by GS or GS-FPCA
where principal components are computed either by classi¢taPCA or sparse PCA as discussed in
Section4.1. From the top-left panel of Figure 4 we see that when (sparse) PCA is used to construct
the reconstruction space, the error is on the order of the naie already for relatively smallqg  12.
We also note that in this noisy case whenq < 12, adding the “,-regularization, as described in
Section 4.2, is helpful in increasing accuracy. On the other hand, muchdrger g is needed to attain
the same accuracy by using other variants of GS without the taining set. From the top-right panel
of Figure 4, we see that the desired accuracy is achieved already with  p=16 in this example,
and that for relatively small n the accuracy is improved by using sparse PCA instead of clagsl
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Figure 4. Average relative errorkf f'k=kf k for varyin% g (top-left), n (top-right), p (bottom-left)
and (bottom-right), in the noisy case where =0:02 2 (when xed) and ~ = 0:01. An average
over 30 repetitions is computed using di erent reconstruction methods (di erent colors/markers).

PCA. From the bottom-left panel of Figure 4 we see that by increasingp and n = 2p we are
indeed improving the resolution of our reconstruction (up to the order of the noise), even when
g xed, con rming the conclusion of our theoretical results. Finally, in the bottom-right panel of
Figure 4, we vary the level of noise 2 so that SNR increases@ around 4 to 240 on average,
thus con rming that the error is a linear factor of noise when (m=q) is its driving term.

To further examine our theoretical results, we present in Fgure 5 the noiseless case where we
take =~ =0and n=2p, and use di erent wavelet subspaces with varying number of vaishing
moments s 2 f 1;2;4g. As depicted by our bound (20) derived from Theorem 2, in Figure 5, we
see that we can indeed attain the approximation rate associgd to the p-dimensional spaceG,,
which in the case of wavelets withs moments corresponds top™Y, <s, provided f is -Helder
continuous. In fact, via GS-FPCA framework, we can attain such rate with relatively small g, while
much larger ¢ is required when reconstructing directly in G, via GS.

5.2 Examples with two-dimensional Shepp{Logan phantom

In the following examples, we use 2D images of a Shepp{LogarS{) phantom, which gan be
generated up to an arbitrary resolution 1= u by using Matlab's function ‘phantom(E,1= u),
where each row of matrixE 2 R19%6 speci es an ellipse in the image using 6 di erent parameters
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Figure 5: The relative reconstruction error using di erent wavelet subspacess, with s 2 f 1;2;4g
vanishing moments in combination with either GS (orange) or GS-FPCA (cyan) for increasing p
and xed q (left) or for increasing g and xed p (right) in the noiseless case whem = 2p.

and u p—u speci es the discretization of the 2D domainD :=[0;1] [0;1]. Crucially, we
choose usothatl= u p;gand so that we can simulate an in nite-dimensional measurenent
model. In particular 1= u = 2562, p = 642 and q = 322 in all the examples of this subsection.

Speci cally, the measurements () of an unseen phantomf are computed by approximating the
Fourier coe cients

I L p_ Py
H o wji = f(uuv)exp i2 [(k b " g=2c)u+(j b " g=2c)] dudy; (24)
0 0
with respect to the 2D Fourier basis yielding the span ofFq := spanf j;k;j =1;:::; bp gcg. In

addition, we perturb both the real and imaginary part of the Fourier coe cients bW|th the noise
vector w from Ng(O; (0:0002¥1 q) So that the SNR measured askbk,=kwk; is around 36.

The training set (2) is obtained by rst generating n = 512 phantoms ff;giL; , where eachf is
computed by randomly perturbing matrix E used to compute the Matlab's default phantom, which
can be retrieved in Matlab by executing [ ; Eg] = phantom()'. Next, we compute y(Dj = X(D;|+ Z(Dj

wherep = 4096, * = 1;:::;p, xfm = Hy;' h are the coe cients of f; with respect to the 2D
boundary-corrected wavelets and n0|se(m|s generated from zero-mean Gaussian with = 0:0001,
so that SNR measured askxjko=kz; round 36 on average. In Figure6 we show several such

training observations by displaying o yi(m fu), u2 D.
In Figure 7, we rst inspect a suitable choice ofm imexaﬂgl_elASpeci cally, in the left panel
of Figure 7, we compute the explained variance as =1 i p for di erent choices of m

which are computed either by the classical PCA or its sparse ariant. From such plot we see that
our observations have a relatively low-rank structure, andin particular, already for m = 230 the
explained variance is over M9. In the right panel of Figure 7, we compute the minimal singular
value min of the (regularized) system matrix A\m,q from (18) in order to choosem so that we have
cosFg; ERh) > 0, as suggested by Theoren®. Speci cally, if least-squares is used to solve18), we
compute cosFq;ER) = min(Amg) = m(ARsAmq)Y/2, while if ridge regression is used instead, as
explained in Section4.2, we compute the minimal singular value of a regularized veren of A\m,q,
i.e. the square root of m(ALLAmg+ diag("};:::"h)™Y). We see that min(Amq) approaches
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Figure 6: Some observations from the training set in the SL pantom example.
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Figure 7: Explained variance and minimal singular value of he (regularized) system matrix from
(18) for di erent choices of m 2 f 10;20:::;500y in the SL phantom example, wherep = 4096, q =
1024,n = 512 and (sparse) PCA is used to estimatefl. Regularization parameter is = 0:0015.

ground truth projection onto G,

Figure 8: The ground truth (left) of an unseen SL phantom and is projection (right) onto the
space spanned by = 4096 DB4 wavelets, which is being reconstructed in Figure® and 10.

cosFq; ) =  min(Apg) = 0 as m approachesp, where Ay 4 is the system matrix from (4), but

crucially, for the choices ofm 500 we have min(/ﬁm,q) > 0:02 in this example. Interestingly,

we see that for the intermediate choices ofn, sparse PCA provides certain regularization since
min(Am,q) is larger when sparse PCA is used in place of classical PCA toompute Ef.

Next, in Figure 9 we reconstruct the unseen phantomf shown in the left panel of Figure 8
from its noisy q = 1024 Fourier coe cients ( 24). The desired resolution is the one corresponding
to its p-dimensional wavelet projection shown in the right panel ofFigure 8, where p = 4096 and
wavelets are of orders = 4. From the top panels of Figure 9, we observe that without using the
training observations, it is impossible to accurately recastruct the phantom in the required wavelet
resolution from given low-resolution Fourier measuremers by GS (with either plain least-squares
or its "1 or “p-regularizations). This is because min(Ap,q) = 0 for such choices ofp and g. However,
if we compute m = 230 eigenvectors from ourn = 512 training observations and reconstructf by
f’\GS-FPCA 2B G p, We can obtain much better reconstruction as shown in the babm panels
of Figure 9. In particular, we see that an improved reconstruction can ke obtained when using
sparse PCA instead of classical PCA to computeés, and when adding the *,-regularization to the
least-squares objective when computing the coe cients off cs-Fpca -

Finally, in Figure 10 we demonstrate recovery of the same SL phantom shown in Figer8, but
now from much smaller number of measurements| = 256. Beside recovery from the noisy Fourier
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Figure 9: Di erent reconstructions from g = 1024 noisy Fourier measurements of the ground-truth
SL phantom shown in Figure 8. Top panels correspond to the (regularized) GS reconstruébns
computed directly in G,, which is spanned byp = 4096 DB4 wavelets, while bottom panels corre-
spond to the (regularized) GS-FPCA reconstructions compued in Ef, G p,» Which is spanned by

m = 230 eigenvectors estimated usingh = 512 training observations, some of which are shown in
Figure 6.
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Figure 10: Di erent reconstructions from g = 256 noisy Fourier (top) or pixel (bottom) measure-
ments of the ground-truth SL phantom shown in Figure 8. Left panels correspond to the regularized
GS reconstructions inG, spanned byp = 4096 DB4 wavelets, while right panels correspond to the
regularized GS-FPCA reconstructions inEfy G p spanned bym = 200 eigenvectors, which are
estimated usingn = 512 training observations via sparse PCA.

measurements (top panels), we also consider reconstructis from the noisy measurements taken
with respect to a pixel basis (bottom panels), which correspnds to taking averages off over a
rectangular grid. Speci cally, the samples off with respect to the g-dimensional pixel basis are of
the following form

- - -
H wji = - f(u;v)l %’pk_a'@l)l %%,p%l%l’)dUdV?
P g. From Figure 10, we see that by reconstructing in them-dimensional space
estimated via sparse PCA,m = 200, GS-FPCA still produces relatively accurate reconstuctions
from such low resolution measurements, while GS does not sta a chance at such high resolution.

6 Discussion and future work

In recent years, due to the development of deep neural netwéis (DNNSs), there has been an increased
interest in combining model-based and data-driven approaaes for solving inverse problems. While
promising results have been achieved empirically, theorétal understanding of such techniques is
still largely lacking, e.g. [Arridge et al., 2019, Ravishankar et al., 2019. A particular instance of
the inverse problem considered in this paper, correspondtthe inversion of a Fourier transform
sampled up until a relatively low frequency g, which is an ill-posed problem typically studied from
a model-based point of view, under the assumption that the uknown function is a sum of sparse
spikes, e.g. Blu et al., 2008, Candes and Fernandez-Granda, 201} In this paper, we approached
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such an inverse problem by invoking a training set and considring a data-driven technique based on
FPCA, which is shown to be successful in high-resolution remvery provided appropriate low rank
and angle conditions hold and provided the size of the trainig setn is su ciently large relative to
the desired resolutionp. Due to the exibility to use sparse representations and thus sparse PCA,
such procedure is particularly useful in a high-dimensionksetting where n is small relative to p.

However, provided n is relatively large, instead of FPCA, it would be possible to use more
expressive data-driven models based on DNNs to infer an optial representation of the coe cients
of F with respect to G,. In particular, one could use autoencoders to Ieﬁnjl (nontiear) decoding
map D : C™ 7! CP and an encoding mapE : CP 7! C™ such that =, KD(E(yi)) Vik3 is
minimized. In the special case of a linear encoder and decodwith D = E Ldnd D' = Iy,
such procedure is equivalent to PCA, namelyD = (&;::::&h). Analogously to the framework
considered in this paper, using (noisy Fourier) measuremes b2 CY% one could then compute the
desired coe cients as " := argmin g cm kAp D ( ) bk2 and recoverle =("pint p)D(M). We
leave further consideration and analysis of such a non- Ilrm method for future work.

In practice, there might be a need to reconstruct an object wich only partially resembles
training observations, while partially it contains struct ures unseen in training observations. For
example, we might need to reconstruct a brain scan with a tumeodissimilar to anything contained in
the training set of reconstructed brain scans. For this reaen, it is important to investigate schemes
for anomaly detection in the context where training observaions are used for the reconstruction
of an unseen object. Building on the framework developed intiis paper, we could approach such
problem by modeling the random eld of interestasG = F + H, whereF P andH Q and the
rst m eigenfunctions associated to the measureB and Q are orthogonal. OnceG is estimated
with respect to E,, from its measurementsb, if the corresponding residual,b /Qm,q’\, is greater than
the estimated level of noise, we could then either attempt toestimate H in G, from the residual,
or report an outlier and suggest increasing the number of mesurementsg. We believe that by
such a procedure, it would be also possible to further infornthe correct speci cation of m, so that
principal components greater than the noise level are not orntted from the reconstruction space.
We leave further investigation of such procedure for futurework.

In this paper, we estimated FPCs from the high-resolution olservations in G,, which could be
recovered before hand from the high-resolution measurem&nwith respect to F, for a su ciently
larger = r(p). However, in practice it may be more optimal to use such indiect measurements with
respect to F to directly recover principal components in G,, which corresponds to an approach of
estimating FPCs from indirect measurements recently studed in [Lila et al., 2019].

Finally, we mention that in this paper we assumed sampling wih respect to a Riesz basis, which
is an important generalization of an orthonormal basis in that it allows for more exible sampling
scenarios when measurements are acquired with respect to som-orthonormal basis. However,
similarly as in [Adcock et al., 20144, we believe that this could be further relaxed by allowing the
sampling system to constitute a frame, which would thus allev for nonuniform sampling patterns
in the Fourier domain.

A Proofs of theoretical results
Proof of Lemma 1 Observe that sin\ (Eny; ém) sin\ (Em ER) + sin \ (Em ER); where ERh

erator K, associated to the random variableQg,F. Recall that € := (h Diaiiih By pi) 8

an elgenvector of x with eigenvalue j’ To upper-bound sin\ (Em ERM), rst note that for any
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]
Ph P = x@h P = K (u;v)" k(u) §(v)dudy;
D

= D
we used fefz xe}J and &mz EfF ;" WilF " = o jhys kih g =
b pK(UV) k(u)' v)dudv, kil = 1;:::;p, as well as the fact that j’ = =h f t re-
spectively. Therefore
1 1]

P fmgwdv= K@) fWevdudv; 892 Gy
Sincealso j 5 jWf(v)dv= 5 5 K(uv) j(u)f (v)dudv, 8f 2L >(D;C), by the approximation

properties of the Galerkin method Babiska and Osborn, 1984, we have f j» and moreover,

there exist C (independent of p) and pg such that forany p ppandj =1;:::;m, we have
S 5)
K j J'E’k C o (26)

Now, let & = (h ;' 1i;h ;' 2i;:0) 5Em = (e;iiiiem) 2 C°*Mand Ef, = (€];::0eh) 2

CP*M. Let Qp 2 CP™* denote the projection operator with identity |, constituting the rst p

columns and the rest equal to zero, and let (Efy; QpEm) denote them m diagonal matrix whose

j iagonal entry is arccos of thejth singular value of (Efy) "QLEm. Observe thath j; {i =
st dh By oih=(€)) "Qhej. Therefore, we have

L1

|

1
m
~Mmax kf jk C Ep;

the m m diagonal matrix whosej th diagonal entry is arccos of thej th singular value of (Ef) "Eh.
Sinceh §; "bi = (&) "€}, we have sin\ (Ef; Bf) = ksin ( ER;ER)kop, and since xef = Pel, we
have vef =( §+~?)ef. Thus, due to Davis{fKahan Theorem [Davis and Kahan, 197Q and Weyl's

inequality [Weyl, 1912), provided k”y y Kop < ( i I?nﬂ):z holds, we have

p_— p_—
m A 2 m A
sin\ (EP, ED) - KN vk KNy ykept
j h+~2 m+1 (" v)] * m $n+1 »

Due to result by [Koltchinskii and Lounici, 2017a], there exists C so that for any exp( n), the

inequality R ,o 1 1
K"y vkop C( E+~ )( p=n+ log(1=)=n)

holds with probability at least 1, and thus, if 2C( {+~2)( p=n+ log(1=)=n)< Hh P,
then

—1 —1
sin\ (E2:€8) 2P m( B PL)7Y B+~2)( p=n+ log(l=)=n)
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holds with probability at least 1 2 . Moreover, due to (25) and the fact that j’ j» we have

o P m ma C &dand [+~2  ;+~2 sothe result (a) follows. For part (b),
since p=Qc, = it p) x =it p) v, we have
kK "ok k okt Kk p "pk=kQg k+ khy vk

k Qg k+ n7Mi( x+~2p)+ 207} §+~2)log(l=1;

with probability at least 1 S where in the last inequality we used the result by Joly et al., 2017.
The nal result then follows by using that § ;. O

Proof of Theorem 2. First observe that for any f 2 L (D ;C) we have

kQF&) fk k QF&’ QEmf k+ kQFg (f QEmf )k k f k{ EE;L:%@}I(QF&) gk + kQE,’;,f K:
g :

Since cos (Eh: Fg) 1 SUPg 28, (121 3 kQFq? f k, by using the above inequality we get

cos\ (EP;Fq) 1 sup  kQg; fk sup  kQgz fk

{f (Eqh:(FI=1} {f ER:(FI=1}
=1 sin\ (En;Fq) sin\ (Em; ER): (27)
De ne the event := fsin\ (En;Eh) ~mpns¥, Which due to Lemmal(a) is the event of probability
atleast1 . Du 27) and since sin\ (En;Fg) < 1 ~mpns, ON  we have cos\ (ER; Fq) > O
Now de ne Fo= [T, ~ " such that
1 T 1
f~g2; := argmin LEF Npi ki ih'5s % (28)

{032, [RT oy j=1
On , by the GS result ( 5) and bound (27), we have

kQep(F %) (F "k,

KF F M)k _ :
o °) 1 sin\ (En;Fq) ~mpns

(29)

Observe that
kQgp» (F "p)k Kk Qppz (F )k+ kQpee ( "p)kK
k Qgpz Qen(F )k+ KQpee Qg2 (F - )kt k- ok
sin\ (Em; ER)KF - k+ kQgz (F - )k+k  ~pk: (30)

De ne the event U= fk "ok npsed, Which due to Lemma 1(b) happens with probability
1 Then, due to (29) and (30), on \ Pwe have

~mpn6kF K+ kQE,?n(F )k + np3°

KF F 7~k - 31
o p) 1 sin\ (Ey; Fq) ~“mpnd D)
_ ] 1 ]
Finally, dene ™= kA ~k, sed (I?,%;Fq) (2m + 2log(1= B)=(qr;) , where vector ~=
(~1;:::;~m)Hid dened asin (28) and » = (" 1;:::; Am) Hid asin (19). On \ Y the probability
of @conditional on Fy;::::Fn;Z1;::::2Zn (so that we are in the setting of a xed design matrix)
is atleast 1 ™ due to the result from [Hsu et al., 2012. Also, since 31) and
kF Fk k7~ ~k+kFp (F "ok
the required bound holds on \ & ™ which has the probability at least 1 0 Mpecause
POV B O 1 P\ 59 EfP( WFy;::FniZa:iZn)l o og. O

23



Acknowledgments

The author would like to thank Ben Adcock, Clarice Poon, Alberto Gil Ramos, Richard Samworth
and Carola-Bibiane Schenlieb for useful discussions andomments.

Declarations

Funding

The author was supported by an EPSRC grant EP/N014588/1 for the Centre for Mathematical
and Statistical Analysis of Multimodal Clinical Imaging.

Con icts of interests

The author declares that there is no con ict of interest.

References

[Adcock et al., 2014a] Adcock, B., Gataric, M., and Hansen, AC. (2014a). On stable reconstruc-
tions from nonuniform Fourier measurements. SIAM Journal on Imaging Sciences 7(3):1690{
1723.

[Adcock et al., 2019] Adcock, B., Gataric, M., and Romero, J.L. (2019). Computing reconstruc-
tions from nonuniform Fourier samples: Universality of stability barriers and stable sampling
rates. Applied and Computational Harmonic Analysis, 46(2):226 { 249.

[Adcock and Hansen, 2012] Adcock, B. and Hansen, A. C. (2012A generalized sampling theorem
for stable reconstructions in arbitrary bases. Journal of Fourier Analysis and Applications,
18(4):685{716.

[Adcock and Hansen, 2016] Adcock, B. and Hansen, A. C. (2016) Generalized sampling
and in nite-dimensional compressed sensing. Foundations of Computational Mathematics
16(5):1263{1323.

[Adcock et al., 2015] Adcock, B., Hansen, A. C., Kutyniok, G, and Ma, J. (2015). Linear stable
sampling rate: Optimality of 2D wavelet reconstructions from Fourier measurements. SIAM
Journal on Mathematical Analysis, 47(2):1196{1233.

[Adcock et al., 2013] Adcock, B., Hansen, A. C., and Poon, C.Z013). Beyond consistent recon-
structions: Optimality and sharp bounds for generalized sanpling, and application to the uniform
resampling problem. SIAM Journal on Mathematical Analysis, 45(5):3132{3167.

[Adcock et al., 2014b] Adcock, B., Hansen, A. C., and Poon, C(2014b). On optimal wavelet
reconstructions from Fourier samples: Linearity and univesality of the stable sampling rate.
Applied and Computational Harmonic Analysis, 36(3):387 { 415.

[Adcock et al., 2017] Adcock, B., Hansen, A. C., Poon, C., andRoman, B. (2017). Breaking the
coherence barrier: A new theory for compressed sensingorum of Mathematics, Sigma 5:e4.

[Arridge et al., 2019] Arridge, S., Maass, P.,Oktem, O., and Schenlieb, C.-B. (2019). Solving
inverse problems using data-driven modelsActa Numerica, 28:1{174.

[Babwska and Osborn, 1987] Babiska, I. and Osborn, J. (19F). Estimates for the errors in eigen-
value and eigenvector approximation by Galerkin methods, \ith particular attention to the case
of multiple eigenvalues. SIAM Journal on Numerical Analysis, 24(6):1249{1276.

24



[Baker and Kanade, 2000] Baker, S. and Kanade, T. (2000). Hhlcinating faces. In Proceedings
Fourth IEEE International Conference on Automatic Face and Gedure Recognition (Cat. No.
PR00580), pages 83{88.

[Blu et al., 2008] Blu, T., Dragotti, P., Vetterli, M., Marzi liano, P., and Coulot, L. (2008). Sparse
sampling of signal innovations. IEEE Signal Processing Magazine 25(2):31{40.

[Candes and Fernandez-Granda, 2014] Candes, E. J. and Ferandez-Granda, C. (2014). Towards
a mathematical theory of super-resolution. Communications on Pure and Applied Mathematics
67(6):906{956.

[Cances et al., 2006] Candes, E. J., Romberg, J., and Tao, T (2006). Robust uncertainty princi-
ples: exact signal reconstruction from highly incomplete fequency information. IEEE Transac-
tions on Information Theory, 52(2):489{509.

[Capel and Zisserman, 2001] Capel, D. and Zisserman, A. (200 Super-resolution from multiple
views using learnt image models. InProceedings of the 2001 IEEE Computer Society Conference
on Computer Vision and Pattern Recognition. CVPR 2001, volume 2.

[Chiew et al., 2016] Chiew, M., Graedel, N. N., McNab, J. A., $nith, S. M., and Miller, K. L.
(2016). Accelerating functional MRI using xed-rank approximations and radial-cartesian sam-
pling. Magnetic Resonance in Medicine 76(6):1825{1836.

[Cohen et al., 1993] Cohen, A., Daubechies, I., and Vial, P.1993). Wavelets on the Interval and
Fast Wavelet Transforms. Applied Computational Harmonic Analysis, 1(1):54 { 81.

[Cohen et al., 2013] Cohen, A., Davenport, M. A., and Leviatan, D. (2013). On the stability and
accuracy of least squares approximationsFoCM, 13(5):819{834.

[d'Aspremont et al., 2007] d'Aspremont, A., El Ghaoui, L., Jordan, M. I., and Lanckriet, G. R. G.
(2007). A direct formulation for sparse PCA using semide nite programming. SIAM Review,
49(3):434{448.

[Davis and Kahan, 1970] Davis, C. and Kahan, W. M. (1970). Therotation of eigenvectors by a
perturbation. Ill. SIAM Journal on Numerical Analysis, 7(1):1{46.

[Donoho, 2006] Donoho, D. L. (2006). Compressed sensindEEE Transactions on Information
Theory, 52(4):1289{1306.

[Eldar, 2003] Eldar, Y. C. (2003). Sampling with arbitrary sampling andreconstruction spaces and
oblique dual frame vectors. Journal of Fourier Analysis and Applications, pages 77{96.

[Gataric et al., 2019] Gataric, M., Gordon, G. S. D., Renna, F, Ramos, A. G. C. P., Alcolea,
M. P., and Bohndiek, S. E. (2019). Reconstruction of opticalvector- elds with applications in
endoscopic imaging.IEEE Transactions on Medical Imaging, 38(4):955{967.

[Gataric and Poon, 2016] Gataric, M. and Poon, C. (2016). A pactical guide to the recovery
of wavelet coe cients from Fourier measurements. SIAM Journal on Scientic Computing ,
38(2):A1075{A1099.

[Gataric et al., 2020] Gataric, M., Wang, T., and Samworth, R. J. (2020). Sparse principal com-
ponent analysis via axis-aligned random projections. Journal of the Royal Statistical Society:
Series B

[Gunturk et al., 2003] Gunturk, B. K., Batur, A. U., Altunbas ak, Y., Hayes, M. H., and Mersereau,
R. M. (2003). Eigenface-domain super-resolution for faceacognition. IEEE Transactions on
Image Processing 12(5):597{606.

[Hall et al., 2006] Hall, P., Muller, H.-G., and Wang, J.-L. (2006). Properties of principal compo-
nent methods for functional and longitudinal data analysis. The Annals of Statistics, 34(3):1493{
1517.

25



[Hrycak and Gmechenig, 2010] Hrycak, T. and Gmchenig, K. (2010). Pseudospectral fourier recon-
struction with the modi ed inverse polynomial reconstruct ion method. Journal of Computational
Physics 229(3):933 { 946.

[Hsu et al., 2012a] Hsu, D., Kakade, S. M., and Zhang, T. (201®). Random design analysis of
ridge regression. In Mannor, S., Srebro, N., and WilliamsonR. C., editors, Proceedings of the
25th Annual Conference on Learning Theory volume 23, pages 9.1{9.24, Edinburgh, Scotland.

[Hsu et al., 2012b] Hsu, D., Kakade, S. M., and Zhang, T. (2012). A tail inequality for quadratic
forms of subgaussian random vectorsElectronic Communications in Probability, 17:no. 52, 6.

[Johnstone and Lu, 2009] Johnstone, I. M. and Lu, A. Y. (2009) On consistency and sparsity for
principal components analysis in high dimensions.Journal of American Statistical Association,
104(486):682{693.

[Joly et al., 2017] Joly, E., Lugosi, G., and Oliveira, R. I. (2017). On the estimation of the mean
of a random vector. Electronic Journal of Statistics, 11(1):440{451.

[Koltchinskii and Lounici, 2017a] Koltchinskii, V. and Lou nici, K. (2017a). Concentration inequal-
ities and moment bounds for sample covariance operatorsBernoulli, 23(1):110{133.

[Koltchinskii and Lounici, 2017b] Koltchinskii, V. and Lou nici, K. (2017b). New asymptotic results
in principal component analysis. Sankhya A 79(2).

[Lila et al., 2019] Lila, E., Arridge, S., and Aston, J. A. D. (2019). Representation and reconstruc-
tion of covariance operators in linear inverse problems.

[Lingala et al., 2011] Lingala, S. G., Hu, Y., DiBella, E., ard Jacob, M. (2011). Accelerated Dy-
namic MRI Exploiting Sparsity and Low-Rank Structure: k-t S LR. IEEE Transactions on
Medical Imaging, 30(5):1042{1054.

[Liu et al., 2007] Liu, C., Shum, H.-Y., and Freeman, W. T. (2007). Face Hallucination: Theory
and Practice. International Journal of Computer Vision, 75:115{134.

[Ma, 2013] Ma, Z. (2013). Sparse principal component analys and iterative thresholding. The
Annals of Statistics, 41(2):772{801.

[Mallat, 2008] Mallat, S. (2008). A Wavelet Tour of Signal Processing, Third Edition: The Sparse
Way. Academic Press, Inc., Orlando, FL, USA, 3rd edition.

[Ramsay and Silverman, 2005] Ramsay, J. and Silverman, B. W(2005). Functional Data Analysis.
Springer Series in Statistics. Springer.

[Ravishankar et al., 2019] Ravishankar, S., Ye, J. C., and Fssler, J. A. (2019). Image reconstruc-
tion: From sparsity to data-adaptive methods and machine larning. Proceedings of the IEEE
108:86{109.

[Shannon, 1948] Shannon, C. E. (1948). A mathematical thegr of communication. Bell System
Technical Journal, 27(3):379{423.

[Unser and Aldroubi, 1994] Unser, M. and Aldroubi, A. (1994) A general sampling theory for
nonideal acquisition devices.IEEE Transactions on Signal Processing 42(11):2915{2925.

[Vu and Lei, 2013] Vu, V. Q. and Lei, J. (2013). Minimax sparseprincipal subspace estimation in
high dimensions. The Annals of Statistics, 41(6):2905{2947.

[Wang et al., 2016] Wang, T., Berthet, Q., and Samworth, R. J. (2016). Statistical and com-
putational trade-o s in estimation of sparse principal components. The Annals of Statistics,
44(5):1896{1930.

26



[Weyl, 1912] Weyl, H. (1912). Das asymptotische Verteilunggesetz der Eigenwerte linearer par-
tieller Di erentialgleichungen (mit einer Anwendung auf di e Theorie der Hohlraumstrahlung).
Mathematische Annalen pages 441{479.

[Yang et al., 2010] Yang, J., Wright, J., Huang, T. S., and Ma, Y. (2010). Image super-resolution
via sparse representation.IEEE Transactions on Image Processing 19(11):2861{2873.

[Zhao et al., 2012] Zhao, B., Haldar, J. P., Christodoulou, A G., and Liang, Z. (2012). Image
reconstruction from highly undersampled (k, t)-space datawith joint partial separability and
sparsity constraints. IEEE Transactions on Medical Imaging, 31(9):1809{1820.

[Zhao et al., 2018] Zhao, B., Setsompop, K., Adalsteinssork., Gagoski, B., Ye, H., Ma, D., Jiang,
Y., Ellen Grant, P., Griswold, M. A., and Wald, L. L. (2018). | mproved magnetic resonance
ngerprinting reconstruction with low-rank and subspace modeling. Magnetic Resonance in
Medicine, 79(2):933{942.

[Zou et al., 2006] Zou, H., Hastie, T., and Tibshirani, R. (206). Sparse principal component
analysis. Journal of Computational and Graphical Statistics, 15(2):265{286.

27



	1 Introduction
	1.1 Motivation and relation to previous work

	2 Generalized Sampling (GS)
	2.1 Generalized sampling with random noise

	3 Functional Principal Component Analysis (FPCA)
	3.1 Empirical high-resolution functional principal components

	4 GS-FPCA reconstruction method
	4.1 GS-FPCA with sparse principal components
	4.2 GS-FPCA with 2-regularization

	5 Numerical simulations
	5.1 Examples with one-dimensional generative model
	5.2 Examples with two-dimensional Shepp–Logan phantom

	6 Discussion and future work

