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Abstract—In this paper we consider the problem of exact
recovery of a fixed sparse vector with the measurement matrices
sequentially arriving along with corresponding measurements.
We propose an extension of the iterative hard thresholding (IHT)
algorithm, termed as sequential IHT (SIHT) which breaks the
total time horizon into several phases such that IHT is executed in
each of these phases using a fixed measurement matrix obtained
at the beginning of that phase. We consider a stochastic setting
where the measurement matrices obtained at each phase are
independent samples of a sub Gaussian random matrix. We
prove that if a certain dynamic sample complexity that depends
on the sizes of the measurement matrices at each phase, along
with their duration and the number of phases, satisfy certain
lower bound, the estimation error of SIHT over a fixed time
horizon decays rapidly. Interestingly, this bound reveals that the
probability of decay of estimation error is hardly affected even
if very small number measurements are sporadically used in
different phases. This theoretical observation is also corroborated
using numerical experiments demonstrating that SIHT enjoys
improved probability of recovery compared to offline IHT.

Index Terms—TIterative Hard Thresholding (IHT), Sequential
estimation.

I. INTRODUCTION

OMPRESSED sensing (CS) is a powerful tool in signal
C processing to recover unknown vectors from linear mea-
surements using significantly smaller number of measurements
than the dimension of the unknown vector. Precisely, the
goal is to recover an unknown vector & of length N from
a measurement vector y € RM with M < N such that
y = Px. Although this is an under-determined system with
infinitely many solutions, with an additional assumption that
x is K —sparse, i.e., at most K entries of « are nonzero and
K < M/2, it is possible to recover the vector x exactly if
M = O(K In(N/K)) [1]-[4]. A class of popular recovery al-
gorithms in the literature, called the greedy methods, leverage
the knowledge of K to iteratively estimate the support of the
unknown vector to provide fast and accurate reconstruction of
x. Typically, the greedy algorithms for compressed sensing
have been designed and analyzed for offline sparse recovery
where the goal is to recover a long sparse vector from a small
number of given measurements along with the measurement
matrix. However, an important problem to consider is online
sparse recovery, where the measurements, the measurement
matrices, and even the unknown sparse vector might vary
with time. A few researchers have studied this problem where

Samrat Mukhopadhyay! (samratphysics @ gmail.com) is with the department
of Electrical Engineering, Indian Institute of Technology, Madras.

they estimate time varying unknown vectors from sequential
measurements [S]—[7]. These works explicitly assume that the
unknown sparse vector either has a slowly varying support
or the nonzero values of the signal slowly change over the
same support. The associated algorithms also require a very
good approximation of the initial sparse vector to start with
which might not always be readily available. A less costly
variant of online sparse recovery considers sparse recovery
on-the-fly with sequentially arriving measurement matrices,
and corresponding measurements. The work which closely
addresses such problem is the adaptive filtering approach
to compressed sensing [8]. Here the researchers address the
problem of estimating a single vector from a sequence of
single measurements using a sparsity promoting regularizer,
typically approximating the [y or similar non-convex sparsity
promoting functions. However, apart from a heuristic study
in [9]], there does not seem to be any work which has looked
at this problem systematically, when the algorithm has the
explicit knowledge of the sparsity level of the unknown vector.

Contributions: In this paper, we address the problem of
recovering a single unknown sparse vector with known sparsity
level from sequentially obtained measurement matrices and
corresponding measurements. For this, we consider extending
the iterative hard thresholding (IHT), which is a very simple
yet powerful iterative recovery method which estimates the
support of x at every time step to be the magnitude-wise
top K entries of a vector obtained from a gradient descent
update [10]-[12]]. We analyze the probability of estimating an
approximation of the unknown vector up to a given accuracy
level after a time horizon of 7' iterations. We prove that even
by using very small number of measurements sporadically at
different instants, one can achieve recovery guarantees similar
to the one obtained for recovery with fixed measurement
matrix. To the best of our knowledge, this is the first time
that such sample complexity guarantees are provided for
the problem of online compressed sensing, generalizing the
corresponding results for the offline setting.

II. SYSTEM MODEL

We consider T slotted time instants £ = 1,--- T, broken
into s consecutive phases 0,1,---,s — 1, associated with
the time intervals {1,--- ,t1},{t1 + 1, -+ ,ta}, -, {ts—1 +
1,---, T}, respectively, where the time instants ¢y := 1 <
t1 < to < -+ < tg := T are predetermined. At time t;,
the measurement matrix ®;,; and the corresponding measure-
ment vector y;+1 = ®;,1x for phase ¢ are received, where
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Algorithm 1 Sequential IHT

Input: 0 =tg <t; <ty <---<t, =T, .
1: fori=0,1,---,s—1do
2:  Receive ®;11 and y; 11 = P11
3 fort=1t,+1,---t;y; do
4 ! = Hg (iL‘t_l + @;:_1 (yi+1 - q)i+1iL‘t_l))
5. end for
6: end for

x is the unknown vector of length NV and sparsity K. This
sequential measurement model can be succinctly described as
below:

yr = @z, &, € RM N

Y = Yi+1
D, = P P +H1<t<tipg, 0<i<s—1. (1)
My = M

The pair {®;;1,¥y;+1} is used to run conventional IHT al-
gorithm for the phase i. We call this setup sequential IHT
(SIHT) and describe it in Table [[I Similar to the offline CS
setting, a key question we would like to address in this paper
is the following: How should the sample size sequence {M,;}
be chosen so that, after T' time instants the SIHT algorithm
ensures that the estimation error is smaller than a predefined
threshold?

In the next section, we find a concrete answer to this
question.

III. SETTING AND NOTATIONS

In order to conduct an analysis of the SIHT algorithm,
we consider in this paper a stochastic setting, where the
measurement matrices are independent subgaussian matrices.
For the phase 0 < ¢ < s — 1, we consider the measurement
matrix ®;,1 = \/"LMi—fll, where A;;1 has i.i.d. subgaussian
entries with parametér+ ¢, variance 1 and with isotropic rows.
Also, crucially, we assume that the matrices {®;};>1 are
mutually independent.

In the rest of the paper, we use in the superscript T to denote
matrix or vector transpose. Also, for any vector € R”, and
any subset S C [N] := {1,2,---,N}, we denote xs to be
the vector with indices restricted to the subset .S. Similarly,
P for a matrix ® is defined to be a matrix with columns
of ® indexed with S. We denote by Iy, the K x K identity
matrix. Finally, we will require the definition of the restricted
isometry constant (RIC) [4, pp. 133]:

Definition 3.1 (Restricted Isometry Constant). For any posi-
tive integer K, the restricted isometry constant (RIC) of order
K of a matrix ® € RM*N | denoted by 05 (®), is defined as
below:

g (®)=  max

T SCINT:ISI<K [®5®s — Ik,

)

where ||-||,_,, is the operator norm of a matrix [13| pp. 344].

IV. MAIN RESULTS

Consider a time instant ¢ in phase 4, i.e., t; +1 <t < t;47.
Then, using exactly the same analysis as in [14]], using the
definition of RIC, we obtain the following:

ot~ 2], < VB @) [ ], )

Since the measurement matrices change in each phase, using
the inequality (@) iteratively one obtains the following:

&~ 2], < 3402 [T o3(®) 2 ~all,,
j=1
where 7; = t; —t;_1,j > 1. To study the recovery perfor-
mance of SIHT, we seek to understand what is the probability
with which the estimates produced by SIHT decay “rapidly”.
Before proceeding to find such a guarantee, let us first define
the dynamic sample complexity Mq({M;,7;}3) associated
with s phases of durations 7y, - - - , 75, such that Z§:1 7 =T,
and corresponding measurement numbers M;, 1 < j < s as
below:
912\4

spans’

Ma({Mj, 7;}7) = (5)

where p; = %, 1 <35 < s, ]5.: maxi<;<sPj, AM =
Y51 piMj and, gn = [[;_, M;”. Using this definition, we
establish the following result:

Theorem 4.1. Let € € (0,1), and let

My({M;,75}7) > C1In(6K) + C2 K In(3Ne/K) 4 Cs1n(1/e),

(6)
where Cy = C3 = 96/¢,Cy = 288/¢, where ¢ is a constant
that depend only on the subgaussian parameter c. Then, with
probability larger than 1 — €°,

|2° — ||
TQ' (7)

Theorem demonstrates that the probability of decay
of estimation error of SIHT can be controlled simply by
controlling the associated dynamic sample complexity. There
are several interesting implications of Theorem which we
discuss below:

1) If there is only one phase using the same fixed matrix
with M rows, then s = 1,g)y = apr = M, so that My =
M. Then Theorem 1] asserts that exact recovery is possible
with high probability if M = O(K In(N/K)). This recovers
the necessary sample complexity result for offline compressed
sensing [[1].

2) If all measurement matrices used in the different phases
use the same number of measurements, i.e., if M; = M, 1 <
j < s, then, gpy = ayy = M and My = M. Then,
by Theorem if M = spO(K In(N/K)), SIHT ensures
recovery with probability > 1 — €®. Therefore, as long as
sp = O(1), the corresponding sample complexity necessary
for SIHT for perfect recovery is of the same order as the one
for offline compressed sensing.

3) Consider the case where, for each phase 1 < 7 < s,
p;j = 1/s and let the number of measurements 1; be chosen
uniformly randomly from the range [a, b] for integers 1 < a <

l=" — 2|, <
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Fig. 1: Performance of STHT: (a) Probability of recovery comparison with
Offline IHT, (b) Phase Transition Diagram with varying a and b. White
denotes probability of 1 and black denotes 0.

b,ie,P(M=m)=1/(b—a+1), Ym € [a,b]. Then, it can
be proved that (please refer to Appendix)

202
E M;,7;}3 —. 8
Ma({M;,7;31)] > 9(a+b) (®
Therefore, the Theorem .1l implies that as long as 9(a +1) b=

O(K In(N/K)), (a« = b/a) one achieves the same conver-
gence result as the conventional IHT with fixed measurement
matrix. This is a striking result as it implies that the recovery
probability is essentially unaffected, even if we are using
different matrices, with different number of measurements at
different phases!

V. NUMERICAL EXPERIMENTS

In our numerical experiments, we consider the scenario
where s = T and therefore, p; = 1/7, 1 < j < T.
In each phase, we choose M, uniformly randomly from
the set {a,a + 1,---,b}. At each phase j, we consider
measurement matrices with elements i.i.d.~ N'(0,1/M;). In
our first experiment, we plot the exact recovery probabilities
of SIHT as well as offline IHT varying the sparsity K. To
measure the exact recovery probability, we run each algorithm
for 100 independent random instances for each value of K,
and at the end of each instance we count exact recovery if
the estimation error satisfies H:I:T — :BH , < 1073, The results
are plotted in Fig. [I[(a). The plots clearly show that exact
recovery probability of SIHT with ¢ = 20 and b = 150
outperforms exact recovery probability of offline IHT for a
range of values of measurements, namely M = 100, 200, 250,
clearly exhibiting the superior recovery performance of SIHT.
We also plot in Fig. [[{b) a phase transition diagram, where
the probability of recovery is shown in grayscale (with white
indicating probability 1 and black 0). In this figure, we have

varied the values of a, b within the range 1 to 200 and found
the corresponding recovery probabilities of SIHT. It can be
observed from the figure that for a,b around 60 and above,
exact recovery always occurs whenever b > a is chosen.
Interestingly, even for a below around 60, by choosing b
sufficiently larger, SIHT enjoys high probability of recovery.
This is in contrast to the conventional phase transition diagram
in offline CS, where high probability of exact recovery is
enjoyed only when the sample complexity is larger than a
critical value.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper we have considered a simple extension of the
conventional IHT algorithm to propose the sequential IHT
algorithm for exact recovery of a sparse vector from mea-
surement matrices and corresponding measurements arriving
sequentially in phases. In Section [[V] we have introduced the
notion of the dynamic sample complexity Mq({M;,7;}%)
and have proved, assuming a stochastic setting, that if
Ma({M;,7;}3) = O(K In(N/K)), then SIHT can recover an
approximation of the true sparse vector with arbitrary accuracy
with very high probability. Further investigations of exten-
sions of greedy algorithms like orthogonal matching pursuit
(OMP), compressive sampling matching pursuit (CoSAMP),
hard thresholding pursuit (HTP) etc. for the online sparse
recovery problem can be considered for future research.

APPENDIX A
PROOF OF THEOREM [4.1]

We will denote R = 3K for brevity in the rest of the
analysis. To begin with, recall the inequality @) to obtain

0 — || G 1
P (| - = g”“"72>zp< 5?](@-5_).
( 2 27 1;[1 S VE]

©)

Therefore, it is enough to find out a lower bound of the right
hand side (RHS) of the above inequality. Before proceeding
any further, let us denote ¥ = {S C [N] : |S| = R},
and BY = {z € RV : |z|, <1, supp(z) = S}. Recall
Definition 3.1] of RIC to write,

or(®) = max H‘I)S‘I)S

e IKH2»2

2 2
= max su bz|, — ||z ’ . 10
o (L g R
Fix any subset S € ¥ . A standard reduction argument using

e—nets allows one to obtain (see the analysis in [4] between
Egs. (9.11) and (9.12)),

<
On(®;) < 2 max max || @ull} — ul].

(1)

where Uy is finite set (a 1/4-net of BY S
4]) of cardinality |Us| < 9. Using ®; =

to be precise [15, §
Aj
\/IT , and denoting

the rows of A; as {(a (J)) }Z |, one can write,

ZXw

2
19 ull; — [lull; =

12)



, 2
where, for a given u € Usg;, X;;(u) = ‘<a§-”,u>‘ - ||u||§

Therefore, for given p; = £, 1 < j < s, one can write,

T
py S Xig(w) [”
6 J < 9Pj 2ui=1 X ij\¥)
H }:I S; GEIgaiiieUs MJ
2 p;
75 AP 13
H Mp S; GER u]eUS H’ uJ7 J’ ’ (13)
1<5<s
where Wq(f)g = sz\iﬁ Xi;(u). Therefore, we find that
P ﬁ R (®5) > L
j=1 T 2v3
- [P 9M
<P W(J)
1<j<s 971
< Z P ﬁ w7 9M (14)
- u;,S; 4\/§ )

Sj EER,’U,J' EUSj
1<j<s

j=1

where in the last step we have used the union bound. Now,
given S; € ¥g,u; € Us,, 1 < j < s, we use the AM-GM

technique [4, §7] and the mutual independence of the random
variables WTZ s,

(J)
P Lmfwis| > ) < ITe [ e
“’UHE[QPJ wysy 4 e P (JJ)SJ}

BO% 3251 Py M F (0p; /)
2

< 2%exp <—6’v +

K
(18)
Now, choose 0 < 0 < %,, where p = max; p;. Then,
F(0p;/k) = m. Therefore, for any 6 € (0, %),
W 7) am
ij ’ S 4\/3
< 2° —0
exp v+ 221—9}?7/&
BO=  pan
< 2° 0 —_— 19
< exp( vt T ) (19)

inequality to obtain [];_ ’W(J )

which implies that

IS

i gu - ()
>—— | <P p-‘W
43 ; ’

pj )
< Zj:lpj Wujj,sj

bl

u;,S;

43

where we have used p;

Z;le_jM‘ Now, choose 6 =

v

S ]57 V_] and denoted ay =

_ _Kv/p

25Pa]\/[ 4By pv

— 2Bam+kv

(0, k/p). Then it follows from 51mple algebra that

am

5)

Before further proceeding, observe that each X;;(w) is
zero mean and sub-exponential, with parameters f3,r, de-
termined solely by the sub-Gaussian parameter c¢ such that
P(|1Xi(u;)| >¢) < Be ™, ¢t > 0 [4, pp. 191]. It is
straightforward to show, that for any [ > 0 E [|Xl-j (u)|l} <
BrTT(1 4+ 1), so that one obtains, for any 6 € R,

O'ptE [ XL (u;
E |:69ijij(Uj):| —140E [ijij (uj)] + Z p; [Z!ZJ (uj)}

1>2
02p2F (10| p;/k
< oxp <B pj (I2 | P/ ))7 (16)
K
where Fl(u) = 35, u!=2. Now, the random variable
Wq(j]) s, = "M X;;(u;) is the sum of M; i.i.d. zero mean

sub exponential random variables, each with parameters 3, x
Therefore, we have,

(J)
E {eep] } HE[ 0p; X5 (u;) }
<B92p‘ijF(|9| Pj/@)
< exp .
K

> (17

Consequently, for any # > 0, and with v = 4(’\1} from inequal-

ity (I3) we obtain, using the moment generating functions

ij ‘ uJ,SJ

Y

< 2%exp <—

’/p >
2(2Ban + k)

< 9%, (20)

: 1
where we have used ap; > gps to obtain Sarine >

o 5 -
e QAR AV = ¢/apr. Consequently, we obtain,

_ cv2
E 9%¢™ 2paps

S
) 1
D,
H 5R] (‘I)j > % <
j=1 S;€XR,u;€Us;,1<j<s

N 5 _ @} Ne\ & ® @}
G )

(2D

Therefore, for ¢ € (0,1), we can ensure that
P (IToy o5 (®)) < ghs) 21— et
3N 3K\ ¢ 292

<6K (7‘3) ) ¢ TN < ¢ 22)

The desired condition now follows after taking logarithms of
both sides of the above.

APPENDIX B
PROOF OF INEQUALITY (8]

Using AM-GM inequality, E [gu] = E [[Tj_, M|

P - Ep]) - ()

Y]



—s —1
(an:a ml/s) T = (ﬁ) "™ Now, we use Stir-

ling’s inequalities, n! = v/27n™*2e """ where T <
r(n) < 13- to obtain, for a > 2,

b! 1 1
1
120+1  12(a—1)
12b—a+1)-1
126 (12(a — 1) + 1)
b—a+1
TR (23)

where the penultimate inequality uses the fact that b > a — 1
and the last inequality uses b > a > 2. Therefore,

—(b—-a+1)+

>b-—a+1)nb—(b—a+1)—

>b-—a+1)lnb—(b—a+1)—

1“((a_1)!) S lnb— 2
b—a+1 26
1
b! b—atl 27 b
= E > — be 26 > —. 24
[gM]—((a_1)|> > be F>3 ( )

On the other hand, E[ay] = Z==t0 — E[My] =
b

ZbT_”T:ilm = HT“. Now, using Cauchy-Scwartz’s inequality, we

have E % > %. Consequently, from the above, we

obtain the desired inequality (8).
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