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Abstract: Multireference alignment (MRA) problem is to estimate an underlying signal from a large
number of noisy circularly-shifted observations. The existing methods are always proposed under the
hypothesis of a single Gaussian noise. However, the hypothesis of a single-type noise is inefficient for solving
practical problems like single particle cryo-EM. In this paper, We focus on the MRA problem under the
assumption of Gaussian mixture noise. We derive an adaptive variational model by combining maximum a
posteriori (MAP) estimation and soft-max method. There are two adaptive weights which are for detecting
cyclical shifts and types of noise. Furthermore, we provide a statistical interpretation of our model by
using expectation-maximization(EM) algorithm. The existence of a minimizer is mathematically proved.
The numerical results show that the proposed model has a more impressive performance than the existing
methods when one Gaussian noise is large and the other is small.
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1 Introduction
Multireference alignment(MRA) is the problem of estimating a true signal from a number of noisy and
circularly-shifted observations. This mathematical model arises in many scientific and engineering fields, for
instance, structural biology[5, 8, 26, 30, 37, 38], single cell genomic sequencing[27], radar[17, 28], robotics[9],
crystalline simulations[6],image registration and super-resolution[10, 14, 22] and some algorithms and
theoretical analysis[1, 2, 7, 11–13, 15, 23, 32, 39]. There are some variants of MRA problem, such as
heterogeneous MRA[25], super-resolution MRA[33].

The mathematical description of MRA problem is

𝑓𝑓𝑓 𝑖 = 𝑅𝑙𝑖
𝑢𝑢𝑢+ 𝑣𝑣𝑣𝑖, 𝑖 = 1, 2, ...,𝑀, (1)

where 𝑢𝑢𝑢 = (𝑢1, 𝑢2, ..., 𝑢𝑁 ), 𝑓𝑓𝑓 𝑖 = (𝑓𝑖,1, 𝑓𝑖,2, ..., 𝑓𝑖,𝑁 ), 𝑣𝑣𝑣𝑖 = (𝑣𝑖,1, 𝑣𝑖,2, ..., 𝑣𝑖,𝑁 ) are the real signal, the
𝑖-th observation and the corresponding noise respectively . 𝑅𝑙 is a circularly shifted operator, namely,
𝑅𝑙𝑢𝑢𝑢[𝑗] = 𝑢𝑢𝑢[𝑗−𝑙] in the sense of zero-based indexing and modulo 𝑁 , where 𝑙 ∈ {0, 1, 2, ..., 𝑁−1}. Significantly,
both the true signal 𝑥 and the shifts 𝑟𝑖 are unknown. The goal is to recover 𝑥 from these observations 𝑓𝑓𝑓 𝑖.

As far as we know, the existing literatures for MRA problem have been always based on the hypothesis
of a single Gaussian noise. The literature can roughly be divided into two patterns. One is first estimating
shifts and then estimating the true signal[2]. the other is estimating the true signal without seeking for
shifts[15, 32]. Here we are only concentrated on the latter. For the latter pattern, there are usually two
general approaches. One is based on statistical knowledge like maximum likelihood estimation(MLE),
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maximum a posteriori(MAP) estimation, expectation-maximization(EM) algorithm[3, 31]. The other is
based on shift variant features such as spectral method largest spectral gap[15], frequency marching(FM)[32],
optimization on phase manifold[32] and optimization on phase synchronization[32]. The advantage of the
former has higher accuracy, but the latter needs less time and computer resources.

MRA problem is a simplified mathematical model for single particle cryo-electron microscopy (cryo-
EM)[4, 31, 34], which is a very popular technique for visualizing biological molecules [21, 24, 35]. Image
denoising and image alignment are two tasks in single particle cryo-EM. The MRA problem is a simplified
model for tackling these two tasks simultaneously. However, in practice, the noise in cryo-EM images[36] are
always more complicated beyond a single Gaussian noise. Motivated by the above discussions, we extend
the type of noise from a single Gaussian noise to Gaussian mixture noise to close the gap between the MRA
model and the actual applications.

In this work, we derive an adaptive variational model for MRA problem with Gaussian mixture noise by
combing MAP estimation and soft-max method. The big challenge is that both circularly-shifted translations
and the types of noise are unknown. To solve this difficulty, the proposed model contains two weights, where
one is for the circularly-shifted translation of each observation, the other is for the type of noise on each
component of each observation. In addition, we provide a statistical explanation for our proposed model
by using exception-maximization(EM) algorithm. Furthermore, we prove the existence of a minimizer in
our proposed model with total-variation(TV) regularizer. We design an algorithm to by the alternating
direction iterative method and the augmented Lagrange method. In addition, we provide some convergence
analysis. In numerical experiments, our proposed model outperforms the existing algorithms when one
Gaussian noise is large and the other is small.

Organization of this paper. We derive the proposed model in Section 2, including model hypothesis
and modeling process. In Section 3, we provide a statistical interpretation of the proposed model. We prove
the existence of a minimizer in Section 4. In Section 5, we design an algorithm by alternating direction
iterative method and augmented Lagrange method. Section 6 provides some convergence analysis. Section 7
shows some numerical results. We summarize this paper in Section 8.

One can reproduce this work by the code in https://github.com/MIALAB-RUC/MRA-MGG-softmax.

2 The proposed model
In this section, we derive an adaptive variational model for multireference alignment(MRA) problem with
mixed Gaussian-Gaussian(MGG) noise by combining maximum a posteriori(MAP) estimation and soft-max
method.

We denote U , F , V , L as random variables of pixels in the true signal, observation, noise, and
circularly-shifted operator respectively. 𝑓, 𝑢, 𝑣, 𝑙 are corresponding sample values. 𝑃X (𝑥) and 𝑝X (𝑥)
represent the cumulative distribution function and the probability density distribution function of random
variable X at point 𝑥 separately.

2.1 Model hypothesis

There are some basic hypotheses in the proposed model:
A1 The true signal is corrupted by some mixed noise with mean 0. We denote 𝛼𝛼𝛼 = (𝛼1, 𝛼2, ..., 𝛼𝐾) as
the mixed ratio, where 𝛼𝑘 is the ratio of the 𝑘−th kind of noise among the mixed noise. Moreover,
𝜎2𝜎2𝜎2 = (𝜎2

1 , 𝜎
2
2 , ..., 𝜎

2
𝐾) denotes the mixed noise parameters, where 𝜎2

𝑘 is the variance of the 𝑘−th kind of
noise. Denote 𝜃𝜃𝜃 = (𝛼𝛼𝛼,𝜎2𝜎2𝜎2) as all parameters of the mixed noise ;
A2 The value of noise is a realization of random variable V . Each components of observations are mutually
independently and identically distributed(i.i.d) with probability density function 𝑝V ;
A3 The value of a circularly shifted operator is a realization of random variable L . The circularly shifted
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transformations of different observations are mutually independently and identically distributed(i.i.d) with
discrete uniform distribution in {0, 1, ..., 𝑁 − 1};
A4 The true signal follows a Gibbs prior distribution.

By A1, The mixed noise can be expressed as

V =

⎧⎪⎪⎪⎪⎨⎪⎪⎪⎪⎩
V1, when event 𝐴1 occurs,
V2, when event 𝐴2 occurs,
...

V𝐾 , when event 𝐴𝐾 occurs,

(2)

where 𝑃 (𝐴𝑘) = 𝛼𝑘, and
𝐾∑︁

𝑘=1

𝛼𝑘 = 1. Moreover, we denote 𝑝V𝑘
(𝑣) as the probability density function of

random variable V𝑘 for any 𝑘 = 1, 2.
By A3, we can get

L =

⎧⎪⎪⎪⎪⎨⎪⎪⎪⎪⎩
0, when event 𝐵0 occurs,
1, when event 𝐵1 occurs,
...

𝑁 − 1, when event 𝐵𝑁−1 occurs, ,

(3)

where 𝑃 (𝐵𝑙) = 1
𝑁 for any 𝑙 = 0, 1, ..., 𝑁 − 1. Furthermore, we can get

𝑃L (𝑙) = 1
𝑁
. (4)

By A4, the probability density function of the true signal is

𝑝U (𝑢) = 1
𝑇
𝑒−𝛾𝜑(𝑢), (5)

where 𝑇 > 0 is a constant and 𝜑 is a given function.

2.2 The modeling process

In this subsection, we apply MAP estimation and soft-max method to derive an adaptive variational model
for MRA problem under the assumption of mixture Gaussian noise.

2.2.1 MAP estimation

The observations 𝑓𝑓𝑓1, 𝑓𝑓𝑓2, ..., 𝑓𝑓𝑓𝑀 are some realizations of random variables FFF 1,FFF 2, ...,FFF𝑀 respec-
tively. The 𝑖-th observation is 𝑓𝑓𝑓 𝑖 = (𝑓𝑖,1, 𝑓𝑖,2, ..., 𝑓𝑖,𝑁 ) and its corresponding random variable is
FFF 𝑖 = (F𝑖,1,F𝑖,2, ...,F𝑖,𝑁 ) for any i=1,2,...,M. Furthermore, we denote A = (FFF 1,FFF 2, ...,FFF𝑀 ). 𝐴 =
(𝑓𝑓𝑓1, 𝑓𝑓𝑓2, ..., 𝑓𝑓𝑓𝑀 ) is denoted as a realization of A . The true signal 𝑢𝑢𝑢 = (𝑢1, 𝑢2, ..., 𝑢𝑁 ) is a realization of
random vector UUU = (U1, U2, ...,U𝑁 ). The goal is to estimate the true signal 𝑢𝑢𝑢 from all observations. We
need to maximize 𝑃UUU |A (𝑢𝑢𝑢|𝐴).

Proposition 1. V , V1, V2, ..., V𝐾 are random variables that satisfy (2). 𝑝V𝑘
(𝑣) is the probability density

function of V𝑘 for any 𝑘 = 1, 2, ...,𝐾; then

𝑝V (𝑣) =
𝐾∑︁

𝑘=1

𝛼𝑘𝑝V𝑘
(𝑣𝑘). (6)
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Proposition 2. Assume that FFF = 𝑅𝑙UUU +VVV , where 𝑙 is a known constant. UUU and VVV are mutually independent.
The probability density function of VVV is 𝑝VVV (𝑣𝑣𝑣); then

𝑝FFF |𝑅𝑙UUU (𝑓𝑓𝑓 |𝑅𝑙𝑢𝑢𝑢) = 𝑝VVV (𝑓𝑓𝑓 −𝑅𝑙𝑢𝑢𝑢). (7)

By Bayes’ law, we can get

𝑃UUU |A (𝑢𝑢𝑢|𝐴) =
𝑃A |UUU (𝐴|𝑢𝑢𝑢)𝑃UUU (𝑢𝑢𝑢)

𝑃A (𝐴) . (8)

Note that 𝑃A (𝐴) is a constant. By taking the logarithm of (8), the goal can be converted to the following
problem

max
𝑢𝑢𝑢,𝜃𝜃𝜃

{︀
log𝑃A |UUU (𝐴|𝑢𝑢𝑢) + log𝑃UUU (𝑢𝑢𝑢)

}︀
, (9)

where 𝜃𝜃𝜃 denotes all parameters of the mixed noise. Because the random vectors FFF 1,FFF 2, ...,FFF𝑀 are mutually
independent, we can get

𝑃A |UUU (𝐴|𝑢𝑢𝑢) =
𝑀∏︁

𝑖=1
𝑃FFF 𝑖|UUU (𝑓𝑓𝑓 𝑖|𝑢𝑢𝑢). (10)

Substitute (10) into (9), then the problem (9) equals to the following problem

min
𝑢𝑢𝑢,𝜃𝜃𝜃

{︃
−

𝑀∑︁
𝑖=1

log𝑃FFF 𝑖|UUU (𝑓𝑓𝑓 𝑖|𝑢𝑢𝑢) − log𝑃UUU (𝑢𝑢𝑢)

}︃
. (11)

By the law of total probability and substituting (4) to (11) , we can get

𝑃FFF 𝑖|UUU (𝑓𝑓𝑓 𝑖|𝑢𝑢𝑢) =
𝑁∑︁

𝑙=1

𝑃L (𝑙)𝑃FFF 𝑖|𝑅𝑙UUU (𝑓𝑓𝑓 𝑖|𝑅𝑙𝑢𝑢𝑢) = 1
𝑁

𝑁∑︁
𝑙=1

𝑃FFF 𝑖|𝑅𝑙UUU (𝑓𝑓𝑓 𝑖|𝑅𝑙𝑢𝑢𝑢), (12)

for any 𝑖 = 1, 2, ...,𝑀 . By Proposition 2, we can get

𝑃FFF 𝑖|UUU (𝑓𝑓𝑓 𝑖|𝑢𝑢𝑢) = 1
𝑁

𝑁∑︁
𝑙=1

𝑃VVV (𝑓𝑓𝑓 𝑖 −𝑅𝑙𝑢𝑢𝑢). (13)

Substitute (13) into (11), then the problem can be converted to

min
𝑢𝑢𝑢,𝜃𝜃𝜃

{︃
ℒ(𝑢𝑢𝑢,𝜃𝜃𝜃) = −

𝑀∑︁
𝑖=1

log
𝑁∑︁

𝑙=1

𝑃VVV (𝑓𝑓𝑓 𝑖 −𝑅𝑙𝑢𝑢𝑢) − log𝑃UUU (𝑢𝑢𝑢)

}︃
. (14)

We note that there is a logarithm of summation term, which is difficult to handle in energy minimization
problem. Next, we will apply soft-max method to solve this difficulty.

2.2.2 soft-max method

Definition 1 (Soft-max). [29] Given a vector x = (𝑥1, 𝑥2, ..𝑥𝑁 ); then for any fixed 𝜀 > 0, the soft-max
operator is defined by

max𝜀(x) := 𝜀 log
𝑁∑︁

𝑙=1

𝑒
𝑥𝑙
𝜀 . (15)

It is easy to check that lim
𝜀→0

max𝜀(x) = max{x}.

Proposition 3. [29] Set 𝐺𝜀(x) = max𝜀(x); then for any fixed 𝜀 > 0, 𝐺𝜀(x) is convex with respect to x.

Definition 2 (Fenchel-Legendre transformation). [29] Denote 𝐺* the Fenchel-Legendre transformation of 𝐺,
which is defined by

𝐺*(w) := max
x

{< x,w > −𝐺(x)}. (16)
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Proposition 4. [16] A function 𝐺 : R𝑀 → R ∪ {+∞} is convex and lower semi-continuity if and only if
𝐺 = 𝐺**.

Proposition 5. [16] For any fixed 𝜀 > 0, 𝐺*
𝜀 is the Fenchel-Legendre transformation of the soft-max function

𝐺𝜀, then
𝐺*

𝜀(w) = max
x

{< x,w > −𝐺𝜀(x)}

=

⎧⎪⎨⎪⎩ 𝜀

𝑁∑︁
𝑙=1

𝑤𝑙 log𝑤𝑙, w = (𝑤1, 𝑤2, ..., 𝑤𝑀 ) ∈ Δ+,

+∞, 𝑒𝑙𝑠𝑒,

(17)

where Δ+ = {w = (𝑤1, 𝑤2, ....., 𝑤𝑀 ) | 0 ≤ 𝑤𝑙 ≤ 1,
𝑀∑︀

𝑙=1
𝑤𝑙 = 1}, and thus

𝐺𝜀(x) = 𝐺**
𝜀 (x) = max

w∈Δ+

{︃
< w,x > −𝜀

𝑁∑︁
𝑙=1

𝑤𝑙 log𝑤𝑙

}︃
, (18)

where 𝐺**
𝜀 is the Fenchel-Legendre transformation of 𝐺*

𝜀.

Set 𝑥𝑙 = 𝜀 log𝑃VVV (𝑓𝑓𝑓 𝑖 −𝑅𝑙𝑢𝑢𝑢), 𝑙 = 1, 2, ..., 𝑁 . For any fixed 𝑖 index, by Proposition 5, we can get

log
𝑁∑︁

𝑙=1

𝑃VVV (𝑓𝑓𝑓 𝑖 −𝑅𝑙𝑢𝑢𝑢) = 1
𝜀 · 𝜀 log

𝑁∑︁
𝑙=1

𝑒
𝑥𝑥𝑥𝑙
𝜀

= 1
𝜀 max

w𝑖∈Δ+

{︃
< w,x > −𝜀

𝑁∑︁
𝑙=1

𝑤𝑖,𝑙 log𝑤𝑖,𝑙

}︃

= max
w𝑖∈Δ+

{︃
𝑁∑︁

𝑙=1

𝑤𝑖,𝑙 log𝑃VVV (𝑓𝑓𝑓 𝑖 −𝑅𝑙𝑢𝑢𝑢) −
𝑁∑︁

𝑙=1

𝑤𝑖,𝑙 log𝑤𝑖,𝑙

}︃
.

(19)

Substitute (19) into (14), then we can get

min
𝑢𝑢𝑢,𝜃𝜃𝜃

min
w𝑖∈Δ+

{︃
ℋ(𝑢𝑢𝑢,𝜃𝜃𝜃,𝑤𝑤𝑤) = −

𝑀∑︁
𝑖=1

𝑁∑︁
𝑙=1

𝑤𝑖,𝑙 log𝑃VVV (𝑓𝑓𝑓 𝑖 −𝑅𝑙𝑢𝑢𝑢) +
𝑀∑︁

𝑖=1

𝑁∑︁
𝑙=1

𝑤𝑖,𝑙 log𝑤𝑖,𝑙 − log𝑃UUU (𝑢𝑢𝑢)

}︃
. (20)

In addition, we have

𝑃VVV (𝑓𝑓𝑓 𝑖 −𝑅𝑙𝑢𝑢𝑢) =
𝑁∏︁

𝑗=1
𝑃V (𝑓𝑖,𝑗 −𝑅𝑙𝑢𝑗), 𝑃UUU (𝑢𝑢𝑢) =

∏︁
𝑐∈𝒞

𝑝U (𝑢𝑐), (21)

where 𝒞 is the clicks in the graph representation of the prior. Substitute (5), (6), (21) into (20) successively,
we can get

min
𝑢𝑢𝑢,𝜃𝜃𝜃

min
w𝑖∈Δ+

{︃
ℋ(𝑢𝑢𝑢,𝜃𝜃𝜃,𝑤𝑤𝑤) = −

𝑀∑︁
𝑖=1

𝑁∑︁
𝑙=1

𝑤𝑖,𝑙

𝑁∑︁
𝑗=1

log
𝐾∑︁

𝑘=1

𝛼𝑘𝑝V𝑘
(𝑓𝑖,𝑗 −𝑅𝑙𝑢𝑗)

𝑀∑︁
𝑖=1

𝑁∑︁
𝑙=1

𝑤𝑖,𝑙 log𝑤𝑖,𝑙 + 𝛾
∑︁
𝑐∈𝒞

𝜑(𝑢𝑐)

}︃
.

(22)

Because there is a log
∑︀

item in (22), we apply Proposition 5 again. Here let 𝑁 = 𝐾, 𝑥𝑘 = 𝜀 log[𝛼𝑘𝑝V𝑘
(𝑓𝑖,𝑗 −

𝑅𝑙𝑢𝑗)] for any 𝑘 = 1, 2, ...,𝐾. For fixed indexes 𝑖, 𝑗, 𝑙, we can get

log
𝐾∑︁

𝑘=1

𝛼𝑘𝑝V𝑘
(𝑓𝑖,𝑗 −𝑅𝑙𝑢𝑗)

= max
𝑞𝑞𝑞𝑖,𝑗,𝑙∈𝑄+

{︃
𝐾∑︁

𝑘=1

[︀
𝑞𝑖,𝑗,𝑙,𝑘(log𝛼𝑘 + log 𝑝V𝑘

(𝑓𝑖,𝑗 −𝑅𝑙𝑢𝑗))
]︀

−
𝐾∑︁

𝑘=1

𝑞𝑖,𝑗,𝑙,𝑘 log 𝑞𝑖,𝑗,𝑙,𝑘

}︃
,

(23)



6 Cuicui Zhao, Jun Liu, and Xinqi Gong, Short title

where 𝑄+ = {𝑞𝑞𝑞 = (𝑞1, 𝑞2, ..., 𝑞𝐾) | 0 ≤ 𝑞𝑘 ≤ 1,
𝐾∑︁

𝑘=1

𝑞𝑘 = 1}. Then we substitute (23) to(22). By simple

calculation, we can get

min
𝑢𝑢𝑢,𝜃𝜃𝜃,𝑤𝑤𝑤𝑖∈Δ+,𝑞𝑞𝑞𝑖,𝑗,𝑙∈𝑄+

{︃
𝒥 (𝑢𝑢𝑢,𝜃𝜃𝜃,𝑤𝑤𝑤,𝑞𝑞𝑞) = −

𝑀∑︁
𝑖=1

𝑁∑︁
𝑙=1

𝑤𝑖,𝑙

𝑁∑︁
𝑗=1

𝐾∑︁
𝑘=1

[︀
𝑞𝑖,𝑗,𝑙,𝑘(log𝛼𝑘 + log 𝑝V𝑘

(𝑓𝑖,𝑗 −𝑅𝑙𝑢𝑗))
]︀

+
𝑀∑︁

𝑖=1

𝑁∑︁
𝑙=1

𝑤𝑖,𝑙

𝑁∑︁
𝑗=1

𝐾∑︁
𝑘=1

𝑞𝑖,𝑗,𝑙,𝑘 log 𝑞𝑖,𝑗,𝑙,𝑘 +
𝑀∑︁

𝑖=1

𝑁∑︁
𝑙=1

𝑤𝑖,𝑙 log𝑤𝑖,𝑙 + 𝛾
∑︁
𝑐∈𝒞

𝜑(𝑢𝑐)

}︃
,

(24)

where Δ+ = {𝑤 = (𝑤1, 𝑤2, ..., 𝑤𝑀 ) | 0 ≤ 𝑤𝑖 ≤ 1,
𝑀∑︁

𝑖=1
𝑤𝑖 = 1} and 𝑄+ = {𝑞𝑞𝑞 = (𝑞1, 𝑞2, ..., 𝑞𝐾) | 0 ≤ 𝑞𝑘 ≤

1,
𝐾∑︁

𝑘=1

𝑞𝑘 = 1}.

2.2.3 Mixed Gaussian-Gaussian noise model

Here we set 𝐾 = 2, V1, V2 follow Gaussian distributions with mean 0 and variances 𝜎2
1 , 𝜎

2
2 respectively.

The probability density function of V𝑘 is

𝑝V𝑘
(𝑣) = 1√︀

2𝜋𝜎2
𝑘

𝑒
− 𝑣2

2𝜎2
𝑘 , (25)

for any 𝑘 = 1, 2.
Substitute (25) into (24). By simple calculation, we can get

min
𝑢𝑢𝑢,𝜃𝜃𝜃,𝑤𝑤𝑤𝑖∈Δ+,𝑞𝑞𝑞𝑖,𝑗,𝑙,𝑘∈𝑄+

{︃
𝒥 (𝑢𝑢𝑢,𝜃𝜃𝜃,𝑤𝑤𝑤,𝑞𝑞𝑞) =

𝑀∑︁
𝑖=1

𝑁∑︁
𝑙=1

𝑤𝑖,𝑙

[︃
𝑁∑︁

𝑗=1

2∑︁
𝑘=1

(𝑓𝑖,𝑗 −𝑅𝑙𝑢𝑗)2

2𝜎2
𝑘

𝑞𝑖,𝑗,𝑙,𝑘

+
𝑁∑︁

𝑗=1

2∑︁
𝑘=1

(︁1
2 log 𝜎2

𝑘 − log𝛼𝑘

)︁
𝑞𝑖,𝑗,𝑙,𝑘 +

𝑁∑︁
𝑗=1

2∑︁
𝑘=1

𝑞𝑖,𝑗,𝑙,𝑘 log 𝑞𝑖,𝑗,𝑙,𝑘

]︃

+
𝑀∑︁

𝑖=1

𝑁∑︁
𝑙=1

𝑤𝑖,𝑙 log𝑤𝑖,𝑙 + 𝛾
∑︁
𝑐∈𝒞

𝜑(𝑢𝑐)

}︃
.

(26)

where Δ+ = {𝑤 = (𝑤1, 𝑤2, ..., 𝑤𝑀 ) | 0 ≤ 𝑤𝑖 ≤ 1,
𝑀∑︁

𝑖=1
𝑤𝑖 = 1} and 𝑄+ = {𝑞𝑞𝑞 = (𝑞1, 𝑞2) | 0 ≤ 𝑞𝑘 ≤ 1,

2∑︁
𝑘=1

𝑞𝑘 =

1}.

3 Statistical interpretation of the proposed model
The observed data is 𝐴 = (𝑓𝑓𝑓1, 𝑓𝑓𝑓2, ..., 𝑓𝑓𝑓𝑀 ). Recall that in Subsection 2.2, by maximum a posteriori(MAP)
estimation, the goal becomes

max
𝑢𝑢𝑢,𝜃𝜃𝜃

{ℒ(𝑢𝑢𝑢,𝜃𝜃𝜃)} , (27)

where
ℒ(𝑢𝑢𝑢,𝜃𝜃𝜃) = log 𝑝(𝐴|𝑢𝑢𝑢;𝜃𝜃𝜃) + log 𝑝UUU (𝑢𝑢𝑢). (28)

Next, we will apply Expectation-Maximization(EM) algorithm to (27). Because 𝐴 is an incomplete
data, we introduce a hidden variable 𝑦𝑦𝑦 = (L ,K ) to get the complete data 𝑍𝑍𝑍 = (𝐴,𝑦𝑦𝑦), where L and K
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represent the random variables of circularly shifted operator and the type of noise separately. 𝑙 and 𝑐 are
some realizations of the random variables L and K separately. By Bayes’ law, we get

𝑝(𝑍𝑍𝑍|𝑢𝑢𝑢;𝜃𝜃𝜃) = 𝑝(𝐴,𝑦𝑦𝑦|𝑢𝑢𝑢;𝜃𝜃𝜃) = 𝑝
(︀
𝑦𝑦𝑦|(𝐴,𝑢𝑢𝑢);𝜃𝜃𝜃

)︀
𝑝(𝐴|𝑢𝑢𝑢;𝜃𝜃𝜃). (29)

By taking the logarithm of (29), then

log 𝑝(𝐴|𝑢𝑢𝑢;𝜃𝜃𝜃) = log 𝑝(𝑍𝑍𝑍|𝑢𝑢𝑢;𝜃𝜃𝜃) − log 𝑝
(︀
𝑦𝑦𝑦|(𝐴,𝑢𝑢𝑢);𝜃𝜃𝜃

)︀
. (30)

Take the expectation of log 𝑝(𝐴|𝑢𝑢𝑢;𝜃𝜃𝜃) with respect of 𝑍𝑍𝑍 under the condition of 𝜃𝜃𝜃𝜈 , where 𝜈 is the iteration
step. We can get

𝐸𝑦𝑦𝑦[log 𝑝(𝑍𝑍𝑍|𝑢𝑢𝑢;𝜃𝜃𝜃)|(𝐴,𝑢𝑢𝑢𝜈);𝜃𝜃𝜃𝜈 ] =
∑︁

𝑦𝑦𝑦

𝑝(𝑦𝑦𝑦|(𝐴,𝑢𝑢𝑢𝜈);𝜃𝜃𝜃𝜈) log 𝑝(𝑍𝑍𝑍|𝑢𝑢𝑢;𝜃𝜃𝜃), (31)

which is called E-step. Then we maximize the above expectation to get 𝑢𝑢𝑢𝜈+1, 𝜃𝜃𝜃𝜈+1 as follows

(𝑢𝑢𝑢𝜈+1, 𝜃𝜃𝜃𝜈+1) = arg max
𝑢𝑢𝑢,𝜃𝜃𝜃

{𝐸𝑦𝑦𝑦[log 𝑝(𝑍𝑍𝑍|𝑢𝑢𝑢;𝜃𝜃𝜃)|(𝐴,𝑢𝑢𝑢𝜈);𝜃𝜃𝜃𝜈 ] + log 𝑝UUU (𝑢𝑢𝑢)} , (32)

which is called M-step.
Calculating expectations is a key step in EM algorithm. Next, we will derive the concrete expression of

(31).
Firstly, we consider log 𝑝(𝑍𝑍𝑍|𝑢𝑢𝑢;𝜃𝜃𝜃). For any 𝑦𝑦𝑦 = (𝑙, 𝑘),

log 𝑝(𝑍𝑍𝑍|𝑢𝑢𝑢;𝜃𝜃𝜃) = log
𝑀∏︁

𝑖=1
𝑝(𝑓𝑓𝑓 𝑖, 𝑦𝑦𝑦|𝑢𝑢𝑢;𝜃𝜃𝜃) =

𝑀∑︁
𝑖=1

log 𝑝(𝑓𝑓𝑓 𝑖, 𝑦𝑦𝑦|𝑢𝑢𝑢;𝜃𝜃𝜃) =
𝑀∑︁

𝑖=1
log

𝑁∏︁
𝑗=1

𝑝(𝑓𝑖,𝑗 , 𝑦𝑦𝑦|𝑢𝑗 ;𝜃𝜃𝜃)

=
𝑀∑︁

𝑖=1

𝑁∑︁
𝑗=1

log 𝑝(𝑓𝑖,𝑗 , 𝑦𝑦𝑦|𝑢𝑗 ;𝜃𝜃𝜃) =
𝑀∑︁

𝑖=1

𝑁∑︁
𝑗=1

[log 𝑝(𝑦𝑦𝑦|𝑢𝑗 ;𝜃𝜃𝜃) + log 𝑝(𝑓𝑖,𝑗 |(𝑦𝑦𝑦, 𝑢𝑗);𝜃𝜃𝜃)]

=
𝑀∑︁

𝑖=1

𝑁∑︁
𝑗=1

[︂
log
(︂

1
𝑁
𝛼𝑘

)︂
+ log 𝑝V𝑘

(𝑓𝑖,𝑗 −𝑅𝑙𝑢𝑗 ;𝜃𝜃𝜃)
]︂
,

(33)

where 𝑝
(︀
(𝑙, 𝑘)|𝑢𝑗 ;𝜃𝜃𝜃

)︀
= 𝑝(𝑙, 𝑘) = 𝑝L (𝑙))𝑝C (𝑘) = 1

𝑁 𝛼𝑘 owing to the independence of L and K , and
𝑝(𝑓𝑖,𝑗 |(𝑦𝑦𝑦, 𝑢𝑗);𝜃𝜃𝜃) = 𝑝(𝑓𝑖,𝑗 |(𝑙, 𝑘, 𝑢𝑗);𝜃𝜃𝜃) = 𝑝V𝑘

(𝑓𝑖,𝑗 −𝑅𝑙𝑢𝑗 ;𝜃𝜃𝜃)) for any 𝑦𝑦𝑦 = (𝑙, 𝑘).
Then we consider 𝑝(𝑦𝑦𝑦|(𝐴,𝑢𝑢𝑢𝜈);𝜃𝜃𝜃𝜈). By Bayes’ law, for any 𝑦𝑦𝑦 = (𝑙, 𝑘), we can get

𝑝(𝑙, 𝑘|(𝐴,𝑢𝑢𝑢𝜈);𝜃𝜃𝜃𝜈) = 𝑝(𝑙|(𝐴,𝑢𝑢𝑢𝜈);𝜃𝜃𝜃𝜈)𝑝(𝑘|(𝑙, 𝐴,𝑢𝑢𝑢𝜈);𝜃𝜃𝜃𝜈). (34)

Specifically,

𝑝(𝑙|(𝑓𝑓𝑓 𝑖,𝑢𝑢𝑢
𝜈);𝜃𝜃𝜃𝜈) =𝑝(𝑙, 𝑓𝑓𝑓 𝑖|𝑢𝑢𝑢𝜈 ;𝜃𝜃𝜃𝜈)

𝑝(𝑓𝑓𝑓 𝑖|𝑢𝑢𝑢𝜈 ;𝜃𝜃𝜃𝜈) = 𝑝(𝑓𝑓𝑓 𝑖|(𝑙,𝑢𝑢𝑢𝜈);𝜃𝜃𝜃𝜈)𝑝L (𝑙)
𝑁∑︁

𝑙′=1

𝑝(𝑓𝑓𝑓 𝑖|(𝑙′,𝑢𝑢𝑢𝜈);𝜃𝜃𝜃𝜈)𝑝L (𝑙′)

= 𝑝VVV (𝑓𝑓𝑓 𝑖 −𝑅𝑙𝑢𝑢𝑢
𝜈 ;𝜃𝜃𝜃𝜈)

𝑁∑︁
𝑙′=1

𝑝VVV (𝑓𝑓𝑓 𝑖 −𝑅𝑙′𝑢𝑢𝑢𝜈 ;𝜃𝜃𝜃𝜈)

=

𝑁∏︁
𝑗=1

𝑝V (𝑓𝑖,𝑗 −𝑅𝑙𝑢
𝜈
𝑗 ; 𝜃𝜈)

𝑁∑︁
𝑙′=1

𝑁∏︁
𝑗=1

𝑝V (𝑓𝑖,𝑗 −𝑅𝑙′𝑢𝜈
𝑗 ; 𝜃𝜈)

.= 𝑤𝜈
𝑖,𝑙,

(35)

where 𝑝L (𝑙) = 1
𝑁

and

𝑝V (𝑓𝑖,𝑗 −𝑅𝑙𝑢
𝜈
𝑗 ; 𝜃𝜈) =

𝐾∑︁
𝑘=1

𝛼𝑘𝑝V𝑘
(𝑓𝑖,𝑗 −𝑅𝑙𝑢

𝜈
𝑗 ; 𝜃𝜈) =

𝐾∑︁
𝑘=1

𝛼𝑘√︁
2𝜋𝜎2(𝜈)

𝑘

exp

(︃
(𝑓𝑖,𝑗 −𝑅𝑙𝑢

𝜈
𝑗 )2

2𝜎2(𝜈)
𝑘

)︃
. (36)
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𝑝(𝑘|(𝑙, 𝑓𝑖,𝑗 , 𝑢
𝜈
𝑗 );𝜃𝜃𝜃𝜈) =

𝑝
(︀
𝑘, 𝑓𝑖,𝑗 |(𝑙, 𝑢𝜈

𝑗 );𝜃𝜃𝜃𝜈
)︀

𝑝
(︀
𝑓𝑖,𝑗 |(𝑙, 𝑢𝜈

𝑗 );𝜃𝜃𝜃𝜈
)︀ =

𝑝
(︀
𝑓𝑖,𝑗 |(𝑘, 𝑙, 𝑢𝜈

𝑗 );𝜃𝜃𝜃𝜈
)︀
𝑝
(︀
𝑘|(𝑙, 𝑢𝜈

𝑗 );𝜃𝜃𝜃𝜈
)︀

𝐾∑︁
𝑘′=1

𝑝
(︀
𝑓𝑖,𝑗 |(𝑘′, 𝑙, 𝑢𝜈

𝑗 );𝜃𝜃𝜃𝜈
)︀
𝑝
(︀
𝑘′|(𝑙, 𝑢𝜈

𝑗 );𝜃𝜃𝜃𝜈
)︀

=
𝛼𝑘𝑝V𝑘

(𝑓𝑖,𝑗 −𝑅𝑙𝑢
𝜈
𝑗 )

𝐾∑︁
𝑘′=1

𝛼𝑘′𝑝V𝑘′ (𝑓𝑖,𝑗 −𝑅𝑙𝑢
𝜈
𝑗 )

.= 𝑞𝜈
𝑖,𝑗,𝑙,𝑘,

(37)

where 𝑝
(︀
𝑓𝑖,𝑗 |(𝑘, 𝑙, 𝑢𝜈

𝑗 );𝜃𝜃𝜃𝜈
)︀

= 𝑝V𝑘
(𝑓𝑖,𝑗 −𝑅𝑙𝑢

𝜈
𝑗 ) and 𝑝

(︀
𝑘|(𝑙, 𝑢𝜈

𝑗 );𝜃𝜃𝜃𝜈
)︀

= 𝛼𝑘. Substitute (35) and(37) into (34),
then we can get

𝑝(𝑙, 𝑘|𝑓𝑖,𝑗 ;𝜃𝜃𝜃𝜈) = 𝑤𝜈
𝑖,𝑙𝑞

𝜈
𝑖,𝑗,𝑙,𝑘. (38)

Substitute (33) and (38) into (31), the expectation (31) becomes

𝐸𝑦𝑦𝑦[log 𝑝(𝑍𝑍𝑍|𝑢𝑢𝑢;𝜃𝜃𝜃)|(𝐴,𝑢𝑢𝑢𝜈);𝜃𝜃𝜃𝜈 ] =
𝑀∑︁

𝑖=1

𝑁∑︁
𝑗=1

𝑁∑︁
𝑙=1

𝐾∑︁
𝑘=1

𝑤𝜈
𝑖,𝑙𝑞

𝜈
𝑖,𝑗,𝑙,𝑘 log

(︂
1
𝑁
𝛼𝑘𝑝V𝑘

(︀
𝑓𝑖,𝑗 −𝑅𝑙𝑢𝑗 ;𝜃𝜃𝜃)

)︂
. (39)

Substitute 𝐾 = 2 and

𝑝V𝑘
(𝑓𝑖,𝑗 −𝑅𝑙𝑢𝑗 ;𝜃𝜃𝜃)) = 1√︀

2𝜋𝜎2
𝑘

exp
(︂

−
‖𝑓𝑖,𝑗 −𝑅𝑙𝑢𝑗‖2

2
2𝜎2

𝑘

)︂
(40)

into (39),then we can get the iterative formula as follows

𝐸𝑦𝑦𝑦[log 𝑝(𝑍𝑍𝑍|𝑢𝑢𝑢;𝜃𝜃𝜃)|(𝐴,𝑢𝑢𝑢𝜈);𝜃𝜃𝜃𝜈 ] + 𝛾
∑︁
𝑐∈𝒞

𝜑(𝑢𝑐)

=
𝑀∑︁

𝑖=1

𝑁∑︁
𝑗=1

𝑁∑︁
𝑙=1

2∑︁
𝑘=1

𝑤𝜈
𝑖,𝑙𝑞

𝜈
𝑖,𝑗,𝑙,𝑘

(︂
log𝛼𝑘 − 1

2 log 𝜎2
𝑘 −

‖𝑓𝑖,𝑗 −𝑅𝑙𝑢𝑗‖2
2

2𝜎2
𝑘

)︂
+ 𝛾

∑︁
𝑐∈𝒞

𝜑(𝑢𝑐) .= 𝒯 (𝑢𝑢𝑢,𝜃𝜃𝜃|𝑢𝑢𝑢𝜈 ;𝜃𝜃𝜃𝜈).

(41)

Moreover, the M-step is
(𝑢𝑢𝑢𝜈+1, 𝜃𝜃𝜃𝜈+1) = arg max

𝑢𝑢𝑢,𝜃𝜃𝜃
𝒯 (𝑢𝑢𝑢,𝜃𝜃𝜃|𝑢𝑢𝑢𝜈 ;𝜃𝜃𝜃𝜈). (42)

4 The existence of a minimizer
In this section, we prove the existence of a minimizer for the proposed model with total variation(TV)
regularizer.

For the convenience of discussion, we introduction the following denotations. Denote Ω ⊂ R as a bound
open sets. T,X ∈ R+ are bounded close sets. 𝐵𝑉 (Ω) is denoted as the space of bounded total variation
function, i.e.,
𝐵𝑉 (Ω) = {𝑢 ∈ 𝐿1(Ω)|𝐽(𝑢) < +∞}, where 𝐽(𝑢) = sup{

∫︀
Ω 𝑢(𝑥)𝑑𝑖𝑣(𝜙(𝑥))𝑑𝑥|𝜙 ∈ 𝐶∞

0 (Ω,R2), ‖𝜙‖𝐿∞(Ω,R2) ≤
1}.
𝑆(Ω) = {𝑢 ∈ 𝐵𝑉 (Ω)|𝑢 ≥ 0}.
K = {𝜃𝜃𝜃(𝑡) = (𝜎2(𝑡), 𝛼(𝑡))|0 ≤ 𝜎2

𝑚𝑖𝑛 ≤ 𝜎2(𝑡) ≤ 𝜎2
𝑚𝑎𝑥, 0 ≤ 𝛼𝑚𝑖𝑛 ≤ 𝛼(𝑡) < 1,∀𝑡 ∈ T}.

W = {𝑤(𝑥, 𝑦) ∈ 𝐿∞(X × Ω)|0 ≤ 𝑤(𝑥, 𝑦)𝑑𝑦 ≤ 1,∀(𝑥, 𝑦) ∈ X × Ω;
∫︀

𝑦
𝑤(𝑥, 𝑦) = 1, ∀𝑥 ∈ X}.

Q = {𝑞(𝑥, 𝑦, 𝑠, 𝑡)|0 ≤ 𝑞(𝑥, 𝑦, 𝑠, 𝑡) ≤ 1,∀(𝑥, 𝑦, 𝑠, 𝑡) ∈ X× Ω × Ω ×T;
∫︀

𝑡
𝑞(𝑥, 𝑦, 𝑠, 𝑡) = 1,∀(𝑥, 𝑦, 𝑠) ∈ X× Ω × Ω}.

Γ = {(𝑢,𝜃𝜃𝜃, 𝑤, 𝑞)|𝑢 ∈ 𝑆(Ω), 𝜃𝜃𝜃 ∈ K, 𝑤 ∈ W, 𝑞 ∈ Q}. Denote 𝑢̂ as an extension of 𝑢, i.e., 𝑢̂(𝑧) = 𝑢(𝑧), if 𝑧 ∈ Ω;
𝑢̂(𝑧) = 𝑢(𝑧+𝑁), if 𝑧 ∈ Ω−𝑁 = {𝑥−𝑁 |𝑥 ∈ Ω}. The continuous form of the proposed model can be written as
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min
(𝑢,𝜃𝜃𝜃,𝑤,𝑞)

{︃
𝒥 (𝑢,𝜃𝜃𝜃, 𝑤, 𝑞) =

∫︁
X

∫︁
Ω

𝑤(𝑥, 𝑦)
[︁ ∫︁

Ω

∫︁
T

(𝑓(𝑥, 𝑠) − 𝑢̂(𝑠− 𝑦))2

2𝜎(𝑡)2 𝑞(𝑥, 𝑦, 𝑠, 𝑡)𝑑𝑡𝑑𝑠

+
∫︁
Ω

∫︁
T

(︁1
2 log 𝜎2(𝑡) − log𝛼(𝑡)

)︁
𝑞(𝑥, 𝑦, 𝑠, 𝑡)𝑑𝑡𝑑𝑠+

∫︁
Ω

∫︁
T

𝑞(𝑥, 𝑦, 𝑠, 𝑡) log 𝑞(𝑥, 𝑦, 𝑠, 𝑡)𝑑𝑡𝑑𝑠
]︁

𝑑𝑦𝑑𝑥+
∫︁
X

∫︁
Ω

𝑤(𝑥, 𝑦) log𝑤(𝑥, 𝑦)𝑑𝑦𝑑𝑥+ 𝜆𝜑(𝑢)

}︃
.

(43)

Theorem 1. Assume 𝑓 ∈ 𝐿∞(X × Ω), 0 < inf
X×Ω

𝑓, sup
X×Ω

𝑓 < +∞. Set 𝜑(𝑢) = 𝐽(𝑢); then there exists at least

a solution in Γ for the problem (43).

The proof is in Appendix A.

5 Related algorithm
In this section, we design an algorithm for problem (26). Recall that problem (26) is written as

min
𝑢𝑢𝑢,𝜃𝜃𝜃,𝑤𝑤𝑤𝑖∈Δ+,𝑞𝑞𝑞𝑖,𝑗,𝑙∈𝑄+

{︃
𝒥 (𝑢𝑢𝑢,𝜃𝜃𝜃,𝑤𝑤𝑤,𝑞𝑞𝑞) =

𝑀∑︁
𝑖=1

𝑁∑︁
𝑙=1

𝑤𝑖,𝑙

[︃
𝑁∑︁

𝑗=1

2∑︁
𝑘=1

(𝑓𝑖,𝑗 −𝑅𝑙𝑢𝑗)2

2𝜎2
𝑘

𝑞𝑖,𝑗,𝑙,𝑘

+
𝑁∑︁

𝑗=1

2∑︁
𝑘=1

(︁1
2 log 𝜎2

𝑘 − log𝛼𝑘

)︁
𝑞𝑖,𝑗,𝑙,𝑘 +

𝑁∑︁
𝑗=1

2∑︁
𝑘=1

𝑞𝑖,𝑗,𝑙,𝑘 log 𝑞𝑖,𝑗,𝑙,𝑘

]︃

+
𝑀∑︁

𝑖=1

𝑁∑︁
𝑙=1

𝑤𝑖,𝑙 log𝑤𝑖,𝑙 + 𝛾
∑︁
𝑐∈𝒞

𝜑(𝑢𝑐)

}︃
.

Denote 𝜈 as outer iteration steps. By the alternating direction iterative method, we can decompose the
problem (26) into two subproblems as follows,⎧⎨⎩ (𝑢𝑢𝑢𝜈+1, 𝜃𝜃𝜃𝜈+1) = arg min

𝑢𝑢𝑢,𝜃𝜃𝜃
𝒥 (𝑢𝑢𝑢,𝜃𝜃𝜃,𝑤𝑤𝑤𝜈 , 𝑞𝑞𝑞𝜈),

(𝑤𝑤𝑤𝜈+1
𝑖 , 𝑞𝑞𝑞𝜈+1

𝑖,𝑗,𝑙 ) = arg min
𝑤𝑤𝑤𝑖,𝑞𝑞𝑞𝑖,𝑗,𝑙

𝒥 (𝑢𝑢𝑢𝜈+1, 𝜃𝜃𝜃𝜈+1,𝑤𝑤𝑤,𝑞𝑞𝑞).
(44)

We can get a close solution of 𝑤𝑤𝑤𝜈+1
𝑖 , by taking the derivative of 𝒥 (𝑢𝑢𝑢𝜈+1, 𝜃𝜃𝜃𝜈+1,𝑤𝑤𝑤,𝑞𝑞𝑞) with respect of 𝑤𝑤𝑤𝑖 as

follows
𝑤𝜈+1

𝑖,𝑙 = 𝑝VVV (𝑓𝑓𝑓 𝑖 −𝑅𝑙𝑢𝑢𝑢
𝜈+1)

𝑁∑︁
𝑙′=1

𝑝VVV (𝑓𝑓𝑓 𝑖 −𝑅𝑙′𝑢𝑢𝑢𝜈+1)

, 𝑙 = 1, 2, ..., 𝑁, (45)

where

𝑝VVV (𝑓𝑓𝑓 𝑖 −𝑅𝑙𝑢𝑢𝑢
𝜈+1) =

𝑁∏︁
𝑗=1

𝑝V (𝑓𝑖 −𝑅𝑙𝑢
𝜈+1)

=
𝑁∏︁

𝑗=1

2∑︁
𝑘=1

𝛼𝜈+1
𝑘 𝑝V𝑘

(𝑓𝑖,𝑗 −𝑅𝑙𝑢
𝜈+1
𝑗 )

=
𝑁∏︁

𝑗=1

⎡⎣ 2∑︁
𝑘=1

𝛼𝜈+1
𝑘√︁

2𝜋𝜎2(𝜈+1)
𝑘

exp

(︃
−

(𝑓𝑖,𝑗 −𝑅𝑙𝑢
𝜈+1
𝑗 )2

2𝜎2(𝜈+1)
𝑘

)︃⎤⎦
(46)
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We can get a close solution of 𝑞𝜈
𝑖,𝑗,𝑙,𝑘 by taking the derivative of 𝒥 (𝑢𝑢𝑢𝜈+1, 𝜃𝜃𝜃𝜈+1,𝑤𝑤𝑤,𝑞𝑞𝑞) with the respect of

𝑞𝑖,𝑗,𝑙,𝑘 as follows,

𝑞𝜈+1
𝑖,𝑗,𝑙

.= 𝑞𝜈+1
𝑖,𝑗,𝑙,1 =

𝛼𝜈+1
𝑘 𝑝V𝑘

(𝑓𝑖,𝑗 −𝑅𝑙𝑢
𝜈+1
𝑗 )

𝐾∑︁
𝑘′=1

𝛼𝜈+1
𝑘′ 𝑝V𝑘′ (𝑓𝑖,𝑗 −𝑅𝑙𝑢

𝜈+1
𝑗 )

,

=

𝛼𝜈+1
𝑘

𝜎𝜈+1
𝑘

exp
(︂

− (𝑓𝑖,𝑗−𝑅𝑙𝑢𝜈+1
𝑗 )2

2𝜎
2(𝜈+1)
1

)︂
2∑︁

𝑘′=1

𝛼𝜈+1
𝑘′

𝜎𝜈+1
𝑘′

exp

⎛⎜⎝−

(︁
𝑓𝑖,𝑗 −𝑅𝑙𝑢

𝜈+1
𝑗

)︁2

2𝜎2(𝜈+1)
𝑘′

⎞⎟⎠
,

(47)

where 𝑖 = 1, 2, ...,𝑀 ; 𝑗, 𝑙 = 1, 2, ..., 𝑁 .
It’s easy to see that the first subproblem of (44) equals to the problem (42). In other wards, the iterative

scheme (44) derived by soft-max method is same as the iterative scheme (42) derived by EM algorithm.
Now we come back to the first subproblem of (44). The discussion below is in the case of fixed outer

iteration steps 𝜈. By the alternating direction iterative method, we can get{︃
𝑢𝑢𝑢𝜈 = arg min

𝑢𝑢𝑢
𝒥 (𝑢𝑢𝑢,𝜃𝜃𝜃𝜈 ,𝑤𝑤𝑤𝜈 , 𝑞𝑞𝑞𝜈),

𝜃𝜃𝜃𝜈+1 = arg min
𝑢𝑢𝑢

𝒥 (𝑢𝑢𝑢𝜈+1, 𝜃𝜃𝜃,𝑤𝑤𝑤𝜈 , 𝑞𝑞𝑞𝜈).
(48)

We can get the following iterative formulas from the second subproblem of (48):

𝛼𝜈+1
𝑘 =

𝑀∑︁
𝑖=1

𝑁∑︁
𝑙=1

𝑤𝜈
𝑖,𝑙

⎛⎝ 𝑁∑︁
𝑗=1

𝑞𝜈
𝑖,𝑗,𝑙,𝑘

⎞⎠
𝑀𝑁

, (49)

𝜎
2(𝜈+1)
𝑘 =

𝑀∑︁
𝑖=1

𝑁∑︁
𝑙=1

𝑤𝜈
𝑖,𝑙

⎛⎝ 𝑁∑︁
𝑗=1

(︁
𝑓𝑖,𝑗 −𝑅𝑙𝑢

𝜈+1
𝑗

)︁2
𝑞𝜈

𝑖,𝑗,𝑙,𝑘

⎞⎠
𝑀∑︁

𝑖=1

𝑁∑︁
𝑙=1

𝑤𝜈
𝑖,𝑙

𝑁∑︁
𝑗=1

2∑︁
𝑘′=1

𝑞𝜈
𝑖,𝑗,𝑙,𝑘′

, (50)

For the first subproblem of (48), we can rewrite it as

𝑢𝑢𝑢𝜈+1 = arg min
𝑢𝑢𝑢

{︃
𝑀∑︁

𝑖=1

𝑁∑︁
𝑙=1

𝑤𝜈
𝑖,𝑙

𝑁∑︁
𝑗=1

2∑︁
𝑘=1

(𝑓𝑖,𝑗 −𝑅𝑙𝑢𝑗)2

2(𝜎2
𝑘)𝜈

𝑞𝜈
𝑖,𝑗,𝑙,𝑘 + 𝛾𝜑(u)

}︃
, (51)

where 𝜑(u) is a regularizer and 𝛾 > 0 is a parameter. We apply the augmented Lagrange method to problem
(51) to get

min
𝑢𝑢𝑢,𝑑𝑑𝑑

max
𝑝𝑝𝑝

{︃
𝑀∑︁

𝑖=1

𝑁∑︁
𝑙=1

𝑤𝜈
𝑖,𝑙

𝑁∑︁
𝑗=1

2∑︁
𝑘=1

(𝑓𝑖,𝑗 −𝑅𝑙𝑑𝑗)2

2(𝜎2
𝑘)𝜈

𝑞𝜈
𝑖,𝑗,𝑙,𝑘

+ < 𝑝𝑝𝑝,𝑢− 𝑑𝑢− 𝑑𝑢− 𝑑 > + 𝑟

2‖𝑢𝑢𝑢− 𝑑𝑑𝑑‖2
2 + 𝛾𝜑(u)

}︃
.

(52)

Fix the index 𝜈. Denote 𝜄 the inner iteration steps of subproblem (52). The problem (52) can be decomposed
into ⎧⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎨⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎩

(u𝜄+1,d𝜄+1) = arg min
u,d

{︃
𝑀∑︁

𝑖=1

𝑁∑︁
𝑙=1

𝑤𝜈
𝑖,𝑙

𝑁∑︁
𝑗=1

2∑︁
𝑘=1

(𝑓𝑖,𝑗 −𝑅𝑙𝑑𝑗)2

2𝜎2(𝜈)
𝑘

𝑞𝜈
𝑖,𝑗,𝑙,𝑘

+ 𝑟

2

⃦⃦⃦⃦
u − d + p𝜄

𝑟

⃦⃦⃦⃦2

2
+ 𝜆𝜑(u)

}︃
,

p𝜄+1 = p𝜄 + 𝜏(u𝜄 − d𝜄).

(53)



Cuicui Zhao, Jun Liu, and Xinqi Gong, Short title 11

Furthermore, the problem (53) can be decomposed once again and we can get⎧⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎨⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎩

u𝜄+1 = arg min
u

{︃
𝑟

2

⃦⃦⃦⃦
u − d𝜄 + p𝜄

𝑟

⃦⃦⃦⃦2

2
+ 𝜆𝜑(u)

}︃
,

d𝜄+1 = arg min
d

{︃
𝑀∑︁

𝑖=1

𝑁∑︁
𝑙=1

𝑤𝜈
𝑖,𝑙

𝑁∑︁
𝑗=1

2∑︁
𝑘=1

(𝑓𝑖,𝑗 −𝑅𝑙𝑑𝑗)2

2𝜎2(𝜈)
𝑘

𝑞𝜈
𝑖,𝑗,𝑙,𝑘

+ 𝑟

2

⃦⃦⃦⃦
d − u𝜄+1 − p𝜄

𝑟

⃦⃦⃦⃦2

2

}︃
,

p𝜄+1 = p𝜄 + 𝜏(u𝜄 − d𝜄).

(54)

The first subproblem of (54) is a Gaussian denoiser. For the second subproblem of (54), we take the
derivative with respect of 𝑑𝑑𝑑. We can get

𝑑𝜄+1
𝑗 =

𝑀∑︁
𝑖=1

𝑁∑︁
𝑙=1

𝑤𝜈
𝑖,𝑙𝑡1 + 𝜎

2(𝜈)
1 𝜎

2(𝜈)
2

(︁
𝑟𝑢𝜄+1

𝑗 + 𝑝𝜄
𝑗

)︁
𝑀∑︁

𝑖=1

𝑁∑︁
𝑙=1

𝑤𝜈
𝑖,𝑙𝑡2 + 𝑟𝜎

2(𝜈)
1 𝜎

2(𝜈)
2

, (55)

where
𝑡1 =

[︁
𝑞𝜈

𝑖,𝑗,𝑙𝜎
2(𝜈)
2 + (1 − 𝑞𝜈

𝑖,𝑗,𝑙)𝜎
2(𝜈)
1

]︁
𝑅−1

𝑙 𝑓𝑖,𝑗 , (56)

𝑡2 = 𝑞𝜈
𝑖,𝑗,𝑙𝜎

2(𝜈)
2 + (1 − 𝑞𝜈

𝑖,𝑗,𝑙).𝜎
2(𝜈)
1 . (57)

According to the above discussion, We propose the following algorithm.

Algorithm 1 (MGG SoftMax)
————————————————————————————————————————
1: Initialization. Let 𝜈 = 0. Set 𝑢𝑢𝑢0 = 𝑓𝑓𝑓1, 𝜃𝜃𝜃

0. Then calculate 𝑤𝑤𝑤0 by (45) and calculate 𝑞𝑞𝑞0 by (47).
2:Smothness. Set the inner iteration 𝜄 = 0,𝑢𝑢𝑢𝜈+1,0 = 𝑢𝑢𝑢𝜈 . Update 𝑢𝑢𝑢𝜈+1,𝜄+1 by (54) until convergence.
3:Parameter estimation. Update 𝛼𝜈+1 and 𝜎

2(𝜈+1)
𝑘 by(49) and (50) separately.

4:Noise classification. Update 𝑞𝑞𝑞𝜈+1 by calculating (47).
5:Circularly-shifted classification. Update 𝑤𝑤𝑤𝜈+1 by calculating (45).
6:convergence condition. If ‖𝑢𝑢𝑢𝜈+1−𝑢𝑢𝑢𝜈 ‖

‖𝑢𝑢𝑢𝜈 ‖ < 𝜀, stop iterating the algorithm; Else, go to the step 2.

6 Convergence analysis
In this section, we will show some convergence analysis for the proposed algorithm.

Theorem 2. [18] The functional ℒ, ℋ and 𝒥 have the same minimizer (𝑢𝑢𝑢*, 𝜃𝜃𝜃*).

Theorem 3. [18] (Energy Descent) If the sequence (𝑢𝑢𝑢𝜈 , 𝜃𝜃𝜃𝜈) satisfies 𝒥 (𝑢𝑢𝑢𝜈+1, 𝜃𝜃𝜃𝜈+1) ≤ 𝒥 (𝑢𝑢𝑢𝜈 , 𝜃𝜃𝜃𝜈); then we
can get

ℒ(𝑢𝑢𝑢𝜈+1, 𝜃𝜃𝜃𝜈+1) ≤ ℒ(𝑢𝑢𝑢𝜈 , 𝜃𝜃𝜃𝜈). (58)

Theorem 4. [19] Fixed the iteration steps 𝜈. Assume ‖𝑓𝑓𝑓‖∞ < +∞ . Set 𝑢𝑢𝑢* be the minimizer of the
problem (51). ∀ 0 < 𝜏 < 2𝑟, then the sequence 𝑢𝑢𝑢𝜄 generated by the iteration scheme (53) converges to
𝑢𝑢𝑢*, i.e. lim

𝜄→+∞
𝑢𝑢𝑢𝜄 = 𝑢𝑢𝑢*.
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Theorem 5. [19] Fixed the iteration steps 𝜈. Assume ‖𝑓𝑓𝑓‖∞ < +∞ . Set 𝑢𝑢𝑢* be the minimizer of the
problem (51). let 𝜏 = 𝑟, then the sequence 𝑢𝑢𝑢𝜄 generated by the iteration scheme (54) converges to
𝑢𝑢𝑢*, i.e. lim

𝜄→+∞
𝑢𝑢𝑢𝜄 = 𝑢𝑢𝑢*.

7 Numerical Experiments and Results
This section is focused on numerical experiments. We consider the case of mixed Gaussian-Gaussian(MGG)
noise. The true signal 𝑢𝑢𝑢 is a 1-dimensional signal of length 𝑁 . We can generate 𝑀 noisy and circularly-shifted
observations by the formula (1). The goal is to recover the true signal 𝑢𝑢𝑢 from 𝑀 noisy circularly-shifted
observations. All methods are evaluated by relative recovery error defined as

Relative Error(𝑢𝑢𝑢,𝑢𝑢𝑢) = ‖𝑅𝑙𝑢𝑢𝑢− 𝑢𝑢𝑢‖2
‖𝑢𝑢𝑢‖2

(59)

where 𝑢𝑢𝑢 is an estimation of the true signal 𝑢𝑢𝑢.
To show the validity of the proposed method, we make a number of comparisons between the proposed

model and some existing algorithms like Expectation Maximization(EM)[3], spectral method largest spectral
gap[15], frequency marching(FM)[32], optimization on phase manifold[32] and optimization on phase
synchronization[32]. The proposed model is abbreviated by MGG SoftMax. The experiments are run on a
computer with 8 Inter Core i7-8550U CPUs. These CPUs are used to compute thousands of FFTs for the
proposed method and EM algorithm, while they are also used to compute the invariants in parallels.

Fig. 1: Relative error as a function of the number of obser-
vations 𝑀 . The observations are obtained through corrupt-
ing a real signal of length 𝑁 = 41 by a mixed Gaussian-
Gaussian noise with fixed parameters 𝛼 = 0.2, 𝜎1 =

10, 𝜎2 = 0.1. Note that curves corresponding to the optim.
phase manifold and the iter. phase synch almost overlap.

Fig. 2: Average computation time over 10 repetitions cor-
responding to Fig.1. Note that the curves corresponding to
the Spectral M. largest spectral gap and FM almost overlap.

There are two groups of experiments with different true signals. The experiments are under the number
of observations 𝑀 = 104. One of the true signal 𝑢𝑢𝑢 of length 𝑁 = 41 is a 1-dimensional standard Gaussian
random signal. The experiments are conducted under different noise levels where the noise ratio 𝛼 varies
over {0, 0.2, 0.4, 0.6, 0.8, 1}, the standard deviation of the first Gaussian noise 𝜎1 varies over {10, 5} and
the standard deviation of the first Gaussian noise 𝜎1 varies over {0.01, 0.1, 0.5}. The corresponding relative
errors are shown in Tab. 1. The other of true signal 𝑢𝑢𝑢 of length 𝑁 = 101 is a 1-dimensional piecewise
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Tab. 1: Comparison of relative recovery error values for a fixed real random signal 𝑢𝑢𝑢 of length 𝑁 = 41 under different noise
levels for EM[3], spectral M. largest spectral gap[15], optim. phase manifold[32], FM[32], iter. phase synch[32] and MGG
SoftMax model with setting different initial values. (The largest relative errors are shown in bold fonts.)

𝛼 𝜎1 𝜎2 Existing Methods Proposed Method

↓ ↓ ↓ EM[3]
Invariant features

MGG SoftMax
Spec. M.[15] Opti. P. M.[32] FM[32] Iter. P. S.[32]

0 10 0.01 0.0002082 0.00020780.00020780.0002078 0.0002079 0.001146 0.0002079 0.001267
0.2 10 0.01 0.7445 0.6365 0.6702 0.6208 0.6702 0.082040.082040.08204
0.4 10 0.01 0.7450 0.7144 0.6419 0.6958 0.6419 0.13860.13860.1386
0.6 10 0.01 0.7448 0.7185 0.7222 0.7221 0.7222 0.28810.28810.2881
0.8 10 0.01 0.7453 0.7422 0.7424 0.7422 0.7424 0.60930.60930.6093
1 10 0.01 0.7456 0.7318 0.7318 0.7317 0.7318 0.65650.65650.6565

0 10 0.1 0.0020820.0020820.002082 0.003909 0.002095 0.01099 0.002095 0.002758
0.2 10 0.1 0.7445 0.6438 0.6631 0.6208 0.6631 0.080840.080840.08084
0.4 10 0.1 0.745 0.7136 0.6552 0.7056 0.6552 0.16680.16680.1668
0.6 10 0.1 0.7448 0.7186 0.7224 0.7208 0.7224 0.33550.33550.3355
0.8 10 0.1 0.7453 0.7422 0.7423 0.7421 0.7423 0.56630.56630.5663
1 10 0.1 0.7456 0.7318 0.7318 0.7317 0.7318 0.65650.65650.6565

0 10 0.5 0.010460.010460.01046 0.1356 0.01513 0.03417 0.03417 0.07679
0.2 10 0.5 0.7446 0.6496 0.6738 0.6279 0.6738 0.094600.094600.09460
0.4 10 0.5 0.7450 0.6943 0.6780 0.7260 0.6780 0.55900.55900.5590
0.6 10 0.5 0.7448 0.7219 0.7299 0.7203 0.7299 0.57550.57550.5755
0.8 10 0.5 0.7453 0.7455 0.7455 0.7451 0.7446 0.63800.63800.6380
1 10 0.5 0.7456 0.7318 0.7318 0.7317 0.7318 0.65650.65650.6565

0 5 0.01 0.0002082 0.00020780.00020780.0002078 0.0002079 0.001146 0.0002079 0.001267
0.2 5 0.01 0.7444 0.6200 0.5910 0.6114 0.5910 0.055960.055960.05596
0.4 5 0.01 0.7445 0.5791 0.6411 0.6309 0.6411 0.072220.072220.07222
0.6 5 0.01 0.7445 0.6759 0.7167 0.6766 0.7167 0.27320.27320.2732
0.8 5 0.01 0.7446 0.6576 0.6488 0.6696 0.6488 0.50380.50380.5038
1 5 0.01 0.7447 0.6415 0.63660.63660.6366 0.7651 0.6366 0.6524

0 5 0.1 0.0020820.0020820.002082 0.003909 0.002095 0.01099 0.002095 0.002758
0.2 5 0.1 0.7444 0.6267 0.6176 0.6094 0.6176 0.059500.059500.05950
0.4 5 0.1 0.7445 0.6581 0.6468 0.6216 0.6468 0.089180.089180.08918
0.6 5 0.1 0.7445 0.6795 0.7220 0.5924 0.7220 0.29750.29750.2975
0.8 5 0.1 0.7446 0.6564 0.6475 0.6653 0.6475 0.52620.52620.5262
1 5 0.1 0.7447 0.6415 0.63660.63660.6366 0.7651 0.6366 0.6524

0 5 0.5 0.010460.010460.01046 0.1356 0.01513 0.03417 0.01513 0.07679
0.2 5 0.5 0.7444 0.6746 0.5994 0.6350 0.5994 0.070430.070430.07043
0.4 5 0.5 0.7445 0.6525 0.5980 0.6228 0.5980 0.58570.58570.5857
0.6 5 0.5 0.7445 0.6514 0.6878 0.5951 0.6878 0.51380.51380.5138
0.8 5 0.5 0.7446 0.6711 0.6637 0.6802 0.6637 0.65770.65770.6577
1 5 0.5 0.7447 0.6415 0.63660.63660.6366 0.7651 0.6366 0.6524

constant signal. Specifically, the components of 𝑢𝑢𝑢 from 30th to 60th equal to 1, and others equal to 0. We
design the latter true signal to further show the effect of the regularization term. The corresponding relative
errors are shown in Tab. 2. We can easily see that the relative errors in Tab. 2 are better than those in
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Fig. 3: Relative error as a function of the noise ratio 𝛼 with
fixed noise parameters 𝜎1 = 10, 𝜎2 = 0.1 on a real signal
of length 𝑁 = 41. The number of observations is fixed at
𝑀 = 104. Note that curves corresponding to the optim.
phase manifold and the iter. phase synch almost overlap.

Fig. 4: Average computation time over 10 repetitions cor-
responding to Fig.3. Note that the curves corresponding to
the Spectral M. largest spectral gap and FM almost overlap.

Fig. 5: Relative error as a function of the second noise
standard deviation 𝜎2 with fixed noise parameters 𝛼 =

0.2, 𝜎1 = 5 on a real signal of length 𝑁 = 41. The number
of observations is fixed at 𝑀 = 104. Note that curves
corresponding to the optim. phase manifold and the iter.
phase synch almost overlap.

Fig. 6: Average computation time over 10 repetitions cor-
responding to Fig.5. Note that the curves corresponding to
the Spectral M. largest spectral gap and FM almost overlap.

Tab. 1. As both Tab. 1 and Tab. 2 show, it’s clear to see that the proposed method named MGG SoftMax
outperforms the other existing algorithms mentioned above except for the case of 𝛼 = 0, 1. However, notice
that there is usually a tiny difference between the proposed method and the best results in the case of
𝛼 = 0, 1, which can be usually negligible.

To intuitively see that the effect of parameters like 𝑀,𝛼, 𝜎2 on the relative error and computation time,
we show Fig. 1-Fig. 6 based on the true random signal of length 𝑁 = 41. Specific details are as follows.
C1 Effect of the number of observations (𝑀𝑀𝑀) on the relative error and computation time.

Fig. 1 and Fig. 2 show the relative error and computation time of all methods mentioned above
as a function of the number of observations 𝑀 with fixed noise level 𝛼 = 0.2, 𝜎1 = 10, 𝜎2 = 0.1.
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Tab. 2: Comparison of relative recovery error values for a fixed real piecewise constant signal 𝑢𝑢𝑢 of length 𝑁 = 101 un-
der different noise levels for EM[3], spectral M. largest spectral gap[15], optim. phase manifold[32], FM[32], iter. phase
synch[32] and MGG SoftMax model with setting different initial values. (The largest relative errors are shown in bold
fonts.)

𝛼 𝜎1 𝜎2 Existing Methods Proposed Method

↓ ↓ ↓ EM[3]
Invariant features

MGG SoftMax
Spec. M.[15] Opt. P. manifold[32] FM[32] Iter. P. synch[32]

0 10 0.01 0.0001218 0.0157 0.0001273 0.0001333 0.0001273 000
0.2 10 0.01 0.3907 0.4563 0.4528 0.4523 0.4528 000
0.4 10 0.01 0.4198 0.6123 0.4526 0.4519 0.4526 0.097370.097370.09737
0.6 10 0.01 0.4250 0.6474 0.4374 0.4354 0.4374 0.16200.16200.1620
0.8 10 0.01 0.4672 0.5103 0.5562 0.4764 0.5562 0.16420.16420.1642
1 10 0.01 0.40640.40640.4064 0.4637 0.4160 0.4239 0.4499 0.6837

0 10 0.1 0.001218 0.1044 0.002427 0.002767 0.002427 000
0.2 10 0.1 0.4520 0.5450 0.5452 0.5449 0.5452 000
0.4 10 0.1 0.5447 0.5751 0.5749 0.5749 0.5749 0.10370.10370.1037
0.6 10 0.1 0.4248 0.6508 0.4368 0.4350 0.4368 0.19700.19700.1970
0.8 10 0.1 0.4665 0.5126 0.5553 0.4758 0.5553 0.24730.24730.2473
1 10 0.1 0.40640.40640.4064 0.4637 0.4160 0.4239 0.4499 0.6837

0 10 0.5 0.006857 0.3769 0.02758 0.03679 0.02758 000
0.2 10 0.5 0.5142 0.5676 0.5676 0.5674 0.5675 0.066180.066180.06618
0.4 10 0.5 0.5346 0.5705 0.5707 0.5705 0.5705 0.14640.14640.1464
0.6 10 0.5 0.4163 0.6563 0.4925 0.4252 0.4925 0.19180.19180.1918
0.8 10 0.5 0.4596 0.5223 0.5089 0.4680 0.5089 0.31380.31380.3138
1 10 0.5 0.40640.40640.4064 0.4637 0.4160 0.4239 0.4499 0.6837

0 5 0.01 0.0001218 0.0157 0.0001273 0.0001333 0.0001273 000
0.2 5 0.01 0.2920 0.4829 0.3579 0.3568 0.3579 000
0.4 5 0.01 0.3712 0.5980 0.4685 0.4683 0.4686 0.050130.050130.05013
0.6 5 0.01 0.3213 0.6738 0.3539 0.3539 0.3539 0.092120.092120.09212
0.8 5 0.01 0.3371 0.4450 0.3583 0.3490 0.3583 0.25410.25410.2541
1 5 0.01 0.328 0.3465 0.3562 0.3469 0.3562 0.30960.30960.3096

0 5 0.1 0.001218 0.1044 0.002427 0.002767 0.002427 000
0.2 5 0.1 0.2925 0.4906 0.3573 0.3564 0.3574 000
0.4 5 0.1 0.3707 0.6011 0.4672 0.4666 0.4672 0.066960.066960.06696
0.6 5 0.1 0.3204 0.6792 0.3487 0.3430 0.3487 0.11230.11230.1123
0.8 5 0.1 0.3791 0.4813 0.4215 0.4152 0.4215 0.29510.29510.2951
1 5 0.1 0.328 0.3465 0.3562 0.3469 0.3562 0.30960.30960.3096

0 5 0.5 0.006857 0.3769 0.02758 0.03679 0.02758 000
0.2 5 0.5 0.2812 0.5225 0.3474 0.3470 0.3474 0.069890.069890.06989
0.4 5 0.5 0.3632 0.6259 0.4376 0.4371 0.4376 0.14330.14330.1433
0.6 5 0.5 0.3162 0.6857 0.3507 0.3397 0.3397 0.18130.18130.1813
0.8 5 0.5 0.3343 0.4827 0.3550 0.3465 0.3550 0.27180.27180.2718
1 5 0.5 0.3280 0.3465 0.3562 0.3469 0.3562 0.30960.30960.3096

As Fig. 1 shows, the proposed method named MGG SoftMax outperforms the other algorithms for
𝑀 = 10, 102, 103, 104. Furthermore, with the increase of the observations, the relative error of the
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proposed method decreases obviously. In particular, when 𝑀 equals to 104, the relative error of
proposed method named MGG SoftMax is less than the best approaches by a factor of 65. However,
the computation time of the proposed method named MGG SoftMax is more than the best approaches
by a factor of 10 As Fig. 2 shows.

C2 Effect of the noise ratio (𝛼) on the relative error and computation time.
We fix the number of observations 𝑀 = 104 and the two standard deviations 𝜎1 = 10, 𝜎2 = 0.1 and
vary the mixture noise ratio 𝛼 from 0 to 1 at intervals of 0.2. In Fig. 3, the proposed method named
MGG SoftMax outperforms than the other existing algorithms. The corresponding computation time is
shown in Fig. 4.

C3 Effect of the one of the noise standard deviation(𝜎2) on the relative error and computation
time.
With fixing the number of observations 𝑀 = 104 and noise parameters 𝛼 = 0.2, 𝜎1 = 5, we vary the
standard deviation of the second Gaussian noise 𝜎2 among {0.01, 0.1, 0.5}. As Fig. 5 shows, it’s clear
that the proposed method MGG softMax has a better performance with the relative error than the
other existing algorithms. Fig. 6 shows the corresponding computation time.

8 Conclusion
We derive a general adaptive variational model for MRA problem with Gaussian mixture noise. Compared
with the existing methods, the difficulty is that besides shifts are unknown, the type of noise at each point
is unknown. To overcome it, the proposed model contains two weights to determine unknown shifts and
unknown parameters of the mixed noise. We prove the existence of a minimizer. Furthermore, we design an
algorithm to calculate the two weights by alternate iterations separately. We provide some convergence
analysis. Numerical experimental results illustrate that our model provides an impressive performance.

Note that accurate estimation of two weights by updating alternately is a difficult problem in itself. In
this model, the error of one step does not spread as the calculation step goes further. But the weakness is
that the numerical performance of our model partly depends on initial values of mixed noise parameters. It
may be useful to import other algorithms to reduce the dependence of the model on initial values.

Furthermore, one can continue to apply the proposed model to some practical problems, like single
particle cryo-EM problem or other scientific fields. The model of denoising and alignment of 2D images in
single particle cryo-EM problem is more complicated than that of the proposed model for 1D signal.
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Appendix
The proof of TheoremTheoremTheorem 1 is shown as follows.

Proof. Set
𝒥1(𝑢, 𝜃, 𝑤, 𝑞) =

∫︁
X

∫︁
Ω

𝑤(𝑥, 𝑦)(ℎ1(𝑥, 𝑦) + ℎ2(𝑥, 𝑦))𝑑𝑦𝑑𝑥, (A.1)

where
ℎ1(𝑥, 𝑦) =

∫︁
Ω

∫︁
T

(𝑓(𝑥, 𝑠) − 𝑢̂(𝑠− 𝑦))2

2𝜎2(𝑡) 𝑞(𝑥, 𝑦, 𝑠, 𝑡)𝑑𝑡𝑑𝑠, (A.2)

ℎ2(𝑥, 𝑦) =
∫︁
Ω

∫︁
T

(︁1
2 log 𝜎2(𝑡) − log𝛼(𝑡)

)︁
𝑞(𝑥, 𝑦, 𝑠, 𝑡)𝑑𝑡𝑑𝑠. (A.3)

𝑡𝑜𝑟𝑒𝑚𝑜𝑣𝑒𝑛𝑢𝑚𝑏𝑒𝑟𝑖𝑛𝑔(𝑏𝑒𝑓𝑜𝑟𝑒𝑒𝑎𝑐ℎ𝑒𝑞𝑢𝑎𝑡𝑖𝑜𝑛)𝒥2(𝑤, 𝑞) =
∫︁
X

∫︁
Ω

∫︁
Ω

∫︁
T

𝑤(𝑥, 𝑦)𝑞(𝑥, 𝑦, 𝑠, 𝑡) log 𝑞(𝑥, 𝑦, 𝑠, 𝑡)𝑑𝑡𝑑𝑠𝑑𝑦𝑑𝑥,

𝒥3(𝑤) =
∫︁
X

∫︁
Ω

𝑤(𝑥, 𝑦) log𝑤(𝑥, 𝑦)𝑑𝑦𝑑𝑥, (A.4)

𝒥4(𝑢) = 𝜆𝐽(𝑢). (A.5)

It’s easy to verify that ℎ1(𝑥, 𝑦) ≥ 0, for any (𝑥, 𝑦) ∈ X × Ω. For ℎ2(𝑥, 𝑦), we have ℎ2(𝑥, 𝑦) ≥∫︀
T |Ω|( 1

2 log 𝜎2(𝑡) − log𝛼(𝑡)𝑑𝑡) ≥ |T||Ω|
(︀ 1

2 log 𝜎2
𝑚𝑎𝑥 − log𝛼𝑚𝑖𝑛

)︀
for any (𝑥, 𝑦) ∈ X × Ω. Combing the

condition 0 ≤ 𝑤(𝑥, 𝑦) ≤ 1 for any (𝑥, 𝑦) ∈ X × Ω, 𝐽1(𝑢, 𝜃, 𝑤, 𝑞) is lower bounded. The function 𝑧 log 𝑧
is continuous and convex. 𝑧 log 𝑧 reaches its maximum value − 1

𝑒 at the point 𝑧 = 𝑒−1. So 𝒥2(𝑤, 𝑞) ≥
− 1

𝑒 |T||Ω|
∫︀
X
∫︀

Ω 𝑤(𝑥, 𝑦)𝑑𝑦𝑑𝑥 ≥ − 1
𝑒 |T||Ω||X|, the last inequality is based on

∫︀
Ω 𝑤(𝑥, 𝑦)𝑑𝑦 = 1 for any 𝑥 ∈ X.

that is to say, 𝒥2(𝑤, 𝑞) is lower bounded. At the same way, 𝒥3(𝑤) ≥ − 1
𝑒 |X||Ω|. 𝒥4(𝑢) = 𝜆𝐽(𝑢)𝑑𝑦 ≥ 0.

Therefore, 𝒥 (𝑢,𝜃𝜃𝜃, 𝑤, 𝑞) is lower bounded. Then there exists a sequence {(𝑢𝑛, 𝜃𝜃𝜃𝑛, 𝑤𝑛, 𝑞𝑛)} ⊂ Γ such that

𝒥 (𝑢𝑛, 𝜃𝜃𝜃𝑛, 𝑤𝑛, 𝑞𝑛) → inf
(𝑢,𝜃𝜃𝜃,𝑤,𝑞)∈Γ

𝒥 (𝑢,𝜃𝜃𝜃, 𝑤, 𝑞), 𝑛 → +∞. (A.6)

For any 𝑡 ∈ T, wen have 𝜃𝜃𝜃𝑛(𝑡) = (𝜎2
𝑛(𝑡), 𝛼𝑛(𝑡)) ⊂ K. Moreover, K is a bounded close set in R2. So there

exists a subsequence of 𝜃𝜃𝜃𝑛(𝑡)(still denote label as 𝑛) and 𝜃𝜃𝜃(𝑡) = (𝜎2(𝑡), 𝛼(𝑡)) ∈ K such that

𝜃𝜃𝜃𝑛(𝑡) = (𝜎2
𝑛(𝑡), 𝛼𝑛(𝑡)) → 𝜃𝜃𝜃(𝑡) = (𝜎2(𝑡), 𝛼(𝑡)), 𝑛 → +∞. (A.7)

That is to say, 𝜃𝜃𝜃𝑛(𝑡) → 𝜃𝜃𝜃(𝑡)(𝑛 → +∞) is pointwise convergence with respect of 𝑡.
Recall that 𝑤𝑛 ∈ 𝐿∞(X × Ω). Since 𝐿∞ is the dual space of separable linear normed space 𝐿1, by

Banach-alaoglu theorem, we can get that there exists a weak * subsequence of 𝑤𝑛(still denote label as 𝑛)
and weak * limitation 𝑤 ∈ 𝐿∞(X × Ω) such that 𝑤𝑛 ⇀ 𝑤(𝑛 → +∞) in 𝐿∞(X × Ω). That is to say, for any
𝜙 ∈ 𝐿1(X × Ω), we have∫︁

X

∫︁
Ω

𝑤𝑛(𝑥, 𝑦)𝜙(𝑥, 𝑦)𝑑𝑦𝑑𝑥 →
∫︁
X

∫︁
Ω

𝑤(𝑥, 𝑦)𝜙(𝑥, 𝑦)𝑑𝑦𝑑𝑥, 𝑛 → +∞. (A.8)
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Next, we will show that 𝑤 ∈ W holds, i.e., 0 ≤ 𝑤(𝑥, 𝑦) ≤ 1, 𝑎.𝑒. in X×Ω and
∫︀

Ω 𝑤(𝑥, 𝑦)𝑑𝑦 = 1 for any 𝑥 ∈ X.
At first, we will show that 0 ≤ 𝑤(𝑥, 𝑦) ≤ 1 𝑎.𝑒. in X × Ω. Denote 𝐴1 = {(𝑥, 𝑦) ∈ (X,Ω)|𝑤(𝑥, 𝑦) > 1}, 𝐴2 =
{(𝑥, 𝑦) ∈ (X,Ω)|𝑤(𝑥, 𝑦) < 0}. Set 𝜙1(𝑥, 𝑦) = 𝜒𝐴1(𝑥, 𝑦), 𝜙2(𝑥, 𝑦) = 𝜒𝐴2(𝑥, 𝑦), then 𝜙1, 𝜙2 ∈ 𝐿1(X × Ω).
Substitute 𝜙1 into (A.8), then we can get∫︁∫︁

𝐴1

𝑤𝑛(𝑥, 𝑦)𝑑𝑦𝑑𝑥 →
∫︁∫︁
𝐴1

𝑤(𝑥, 𝑦)𝑑𝑦𝑑𝑥, 𝑛 → +∞. (A.9)

If |𝐴1| ≠ 0, the right side of (A.9) is greater than |𝐴1|. by the sign-preserving property of limitation, there
exists a large integer 𝑁 > 0 such that for any 𝑛 ≥ 𝑁 ,

∫︀
𝐴1
𝑤𝑛(𝑥, 𝑦)𝑑𝑦𝑑𝑥 > |𝐴1| holds. However, owing to

0 ≤ 𝑤𝑛(𝑥, 𝑦) ≤ 1 𝑎.𝑒. (𝑥, 𝑦) ∈ X × Ω, the left side of (A.9) equals to or less than |𝐴1|. It’s a contradiction.
So we can get |𝐴1| = 0. At the same way, we can get |𝐴2| = 0. That is to say, 0 ≤ 𝑤(𝑥, 𝑦) ≤ 1 holds 𝑎.𝑒. in
X × Ω. Next we will show that

∫︀
Ω 𝑤(𝑥, 𝑦)𝑑𝑦 = 1 holds for any 𝑥 ∈ X. Set ℎ(𝑥) =

∫︀
Ω 𝑤(𝑥, 𝑦)𝑑𝑦, 𝜓(𝑥, 𝑦) =

𝜓(𝑥) = 𝑠𝑖𝑔𝑛(ℎ(𝑥) − 1), then 𝜓 ∈ 𝐿1(X × Ω) and∫︁
X

∫︁
Ω

𝑤𝑛(𝑥, 𝑦)𝜓(𝑥, 𝑦)𝑑𝑦𝑑𝑥 →
∫︁
X

∫︁
Ω

𝑤(𝑥, 𝑦)𝜓(𝑥, 𝑦)𝑑𝑦𝑑𝑥, 𝑛 → +∞, (A.10)

which can be rewritten as∫︁
X

𝜓(𝑥)(ℎ𝑛(𝑥) − 1)𝑑𝑥 →
∫︁
X

𝜓(𝑥)(ℎ(𝑥) − 1)𝑑𝑥, 𝑛 → +∞. (A.11)

Note that the left of (A.11) equals to 0 for any 𝑛, so we can get∫︁
X

|𝑔(𝑥) − 1|𝑑𝑥 = 0, (A.12)

which implies 𝑔(𝑥) =
∫︀
X 𝑤(𝑥, 𝑦)𝑑𝑦 = 1, 𝑎.𝑒. 𝑥 ∈ X.

Since 𝑧 log 𝑧 is continuous and convex, 𝒥3(𝑤) is quasiconvex and weak * lower semicontinuous, i.e.

lim
𝑛→+∞

inf
∫︁
X

∫︁
Ω

𝑤𝑛(𝑥, 𝑦) log𝑤𝑛(𝑥, 𝑦)𝑑𝑦𝑑𝑥 ≥
∫︁
X

∫︁
Ω

𝑤(𝑥, 𝑦) log𝑤(𝑥, 𝑦)𝑑𝑦𝑑𝑥, (A.13)

that is to say,
lim

𝑛→+∞
inf 𝒥3(𝑤𝑛) ≥ 𝒥3(𝑤). (A.14)

By the same way, we can also get that there exists a weak * subsequence of {𝑞𝑛(𝑥, 𝑦, 𝑠, 𝑡)}(still denote
label as 𝑛) and weak * limitation 𝑞(𝑥, 𝑦, 𝑠, 𝑡) ∈ Q such that 𝑞𝑛(𝑥, 𝑦, 𝑠, 𝑡) ⇀ 𝑞(𝑥, 𝑦, 𝑠, 𝑡) (𝑛 → +∞), i.e., for
any 𝜅 ∈ 𝐿1(T × Ω), we have

lim
𝑛→+∞

∫︁
T

∫︁
Ω

𝑞𝑛(𝑥, 𝑦, 𝑠, 𝑡)𝜅(𝑠, 𝑡)𝑑𝑠𝑑𝑡 →
∫︁
Ω

𝑞(𝑥, 𝑦, 𝑠, 𝑡)𝜅(𝑠, 𝑡)𝑑𝑠𝑑𝑡, 𝑛 → +∞. (A.15)

What’s more, we can get that for any (𝑥, 𝑦) ∈ X × Ω,

lim
𝑛→+∞

inf
∫︁
T

∫︁
Ω

𝑞𝑛(𝑥, 𝑦, 𝑠, 𝑡) log 𝑞𝑛(𝑥, 𝑦, 𝑠, 𝑡)𝑑𝑠𝑑𝑡 ≥
∫︁
T

∫︁
Ω

𝑞(𝑥, 𝑦, 𝑠, 𝑡) log 𝑞(𝑥, 𝑦, 𝑠, 𝑡)𝑑𝑠𝑑𝑡. (A.16)

Denote 𝑑𝑛(𝑥, 𝑦) =
∫︀
T
∫︀

Ω 𝑞𝑛(𝑥, 𝑦, 𝑠, 𝑡) log 𝑞𝑛(𝑥, 𝑦, 𝑠, 𝑡)𝑑𝑠𝑑𝑡, 𝑑(𝑥, 𝑦) =
∫︀
T
∫︀

Ω 𝑞(𝑥, 𝑦, 𝑠, 𝑡) log 𝑞(𝑥, 𝑦, 𝑠, 𝑡)𝑑𝑠𝑑𝑡.
Then by the sign-preserving of limitation we can get for the subsequence satisfying (A.16)(still denote label
as 𝑛), there exists a large integer 𝑁0 such that for any 𝑛 ≥ 𝑁0, 𝑑𝑛(𝑥, 𝑦) ≥ 𝑑(𝑥, 𝑦); moreover, Combining
0 ≤ 𝑤𝑛(𝑥, 𝑦) ≤ 1𝑎.𝑒., for the same 𝑛, 𝑤𝑛(𝑥, 𝑦)(𝑏𝑛(𝑥, 𝑦) − 𝑏(𝑥, 𝑦)) ≥ 0. What’s more, 𝑑𝑛, 𝑑 ∈ 𝐿1(X × Ω) and

𝒥2(𝑤𝑛, 𝑞𝑛) − 𝒥2(𝑤, 𝑞) =
∫︁
X

∫︁
Ω

𝑤𝑛(𝑥, 𝑦)𝑑𝑛(𝑥, 𝑦)𝑑𝑦𝑑𝑥−
∫︁
X

∫︁
Ω

𝑤(𝑥, 𝑦)𝑑(𝑥, 𝑦)𝑑𝑦𝑑𝑥

=
∫︁
X

∫︁
Ω

𝑤𝑛(𝑥, 𝑦)(𝑑𝑛(𝑥, 𝑦) − 𝑑(𝑥, 𝑦))𝑑𝑦𝑑𝑥+
∫︁
X

∫︁
Ω

(𝑤𝑛(𝑥, 𝑦) − 𝑤(𝑥, 𝑦))𝑑(𝑥, 𝑦)𝑑𝑦𝑑𝑥.
(A.17)
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By Fatou’s lemma, we can get

lim
𝑛→+∞

inf
∫︁
X

∫︁
Ω

𝑤𝑛(𝑥, 𝑦)(𝑑𝑛(𝑥, 𝑦) − 𝑑(𝑥, 𝑦))𝑑𝑦𝑑𝑥

≥
∫︁
X

∫︁
Ω

lim
𝑛→+∞

inf 𝑤𝑛(𝑥, 𝑦)(𝑑𝑛(𝑥, 𝑦) − 𝑑(𝑥, 𝑦))𝑑𝑦𝑑𝑥

≥
∫︁
X

∫︁
Ω

lim
𝑛→+∞

inf 𝑤𝑛(𝑥, 𝑦) lim
𝑛→+∞

inf(𝑑𝑛(𝑥, 𝑦) − 𝑑(𝑥, 𝑦))𝑑𝑦𝑑𝑥

≥0.

(A.18)

Substitute 𝜙(𝑥, 𝑦) = 𝑑(𝑥, 𝑦) into (A.8), we can get

lim
𝑛→+∞

∫︁
X

∫︁
Ω

(𝑤𝑛(𝑥, 𝑦) − 𝑤(𝑥, 𝑦))𝑑(𝑥, 𝑦)𝑑𝑦𝑑𝑥 = 0. (A.19)

Combing (A.17),(A.18) and (A.19), then

lim
𝑛→+∞

inf 𝒥2(𝑤𝑛, 𝑞𝑛) ≥ 𝒥2(𝑤, 𝑞). (A.20)

Since lim
𝑢→+∞

𝒥 (𝑢,𝜃𝜃𝜃, 𝑤, 𝑞) = +∞ and the sequence {(𝑢𝑛, 𝜃𝜃𝜃𝑛, 𝑤𝑛, 𝑞𝑛)} ⊂ Γ is a minimizing sequence
of 𝒥 (𝑢,𝜃𝜃𝜃, 𝑤, 𝑞), we can get the sequence {𝑢𝑛} is uniformly bounded with respect to 𝑛 and 𝑥 and the
boundary is denoted as 𝑀𝑢. By the definition of the sequence {(𝑢𝑛, 𝜃𝑛, 𝑤𝑛, 𝑞𝑛)}, then when 𝑛 is large
enough, 𝒥 (𝑢𝑛, 𝜃𝑛, 𝑤𝑛, 𝑞𝑛) is bounded, which denoted by 𝐶,i.e. 𝒥 (𝑢𝑛, 𝜃𝑛, 𝑤𝑛, 𝑞𝑛) ≤ 𝐶. Recall that 𝒥1,𝒥2,𝒥3
is lower bounded, then 𝒥4(𝑢𝑛) is upper bounded. Recall ‖𝑢𝑛‖𝐵𝑉 (Ω) = ‖𝑢𝑛‖𝐿1(Ω) + 𝐽(𝑢𝑛), then {𝑢𝑛} is
bounded in 𝐵𝑉 (Ω). So there exists a subsequence(label still denoted as 𝑛) and 𝑢 ∈ 𝐵𝑉 (Ω) such that
𝑢𝑛 → 𝑢 strongly in 𝐵𝑉 (Ω) and 𝐷𝑢𝑛 ⇀ 𝐷𝑢 in the sense of distribution,i.e.,⟨𝐷𝑢𝑛, 𝜓⟩ → ⟨𝐷𝑢,𝜓⟩, (𝑛 → +∞)
for all 𝜓 ∈ (𝐶∞

0 (Ω))2. By the lower semicontinuity of the total variation and Fatou’s lemma, we can get

lim
𝑛→+∞

inf 𝒥4(𝑢𝑛) ≥ 𝒥4(𝑢). (A.21)

Due to 𝑢𝑛(𝑦) ≥ 0 𝑎.𝑒. and 𝑢𝑛 → 𝑢 in 𝐿1(Ω) strongly, we can get 𝑢 ≥ 0 𝑎.𝑒.. So we can get 𝑢 ∈ 𝑆(Ω).
Now let’s consider the first term 𝒥1(𝑢,𝜃𝜃𝜃, 𝑤, 𝑞). Recall that

ℎ1(𝑥, 𝑦) =
∫︁
Ω

∫︁
T

(𝑓(𝑥, 𝑠) − 𝑢̂(𝑠− 𝑦))2

2𝜎2(𝑡) 𝑞(𝑥, 𝑦, 𝑠, 𝑡)𝑑𝑡𝑑𝑠,

then

ℎ1,𝑛(𝑥, 𝑦) − ℎ1(𝑥, 𝑦)

=
∫︁
Ω

∫︁
T

(𝑓(𝑥, 𝑠) − 𝑢̂𝑛(𝑠− 𝑦))2

2𝜎2
𝑛(𝑡) 𝑞𝑛(𝑥, 𝑦, 𝑠, 𝑡)𝑑𝑡𝑑𝑠−

∫︁
Ω

∫︁
T

(𝑓(𝑥, 𝑠) − 𝑢̂(𝑠− 𝑦))2

2𝜎2(𝑡) 𝑞(𝑥, 𝑦, 𝑠, 𝑡)𝑑𝑡𝑑𝑠

=
∫︁
Ω

∫︁
T

(︂
(𝑓(𝑥, 𝑠) − 𝑢̂𝑛(𝑠− 𝑦))2

2𝜎2
𝑛(𝑡) − (𝑓(𝑥, 𝑠) − 𝑢̂(𝑠− 𝑦))2

2𝜎2(𝑡)

)︂
𝑞𝑛(𝑥, 𝑦, 𝑠, 𝑡)𝑑𝑡𝑑𝑠

+
∫︁
Ω

∫︁
T

(𝑓(𝑥, 𝑠) − 𝑢̂(𝑠− 𝑦))2

2𝜎2(𝑡) (𝑞𝑛(𝑥, 𝑦, 𝑠, 𝑡) − 𝑞(𝑥, 𝑦, 𝑠, 𝑡))𝑑𝑡𝑑𝑠

(A.22)

For any fixed point (𝑠, 𝑡) ∈ T × Ω, substitute 𝜅(𝑠, 𝑡) = (𝑓(𝑥,𝑠)−𝑢̂(𝑠−𝑦))2

2𝜎2(𝑡) ∈ 𝐿1(T × Ω) into (A.15), then we
can get

lim
𝑛→+∞

∫︁
Ω

∫︁
T

(𝑓(𝑥, 𝑠) − 𝑢̂(𝑠− 𝑦))2

2𝜎2(𝑡) (𝑞𝑛(𝑥, 𝑦, 𝑠, 𝑡) − 𝑞(𝑥, 𝑦, 𝑠, 𝑡))𝑑𝑡𝑑𝑠 = 0. (A.23)
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∫︁
Ω

∫︁
T

(︂
(𝑓(𝑥, 𝑠) − 𝑢̂𝑛(𝑠− 𝑦))2

2𝜎2
𝑛(𝑡) − (𝑓(𝑥, 𝑠) − 𝑢̂(𝑠− 𝑦))2

2𝜎2(𝑡)

)︂
𝑞𝑛(𝑥, 𝑦, 𝑠, 𝑡)𝑑𝑡𝑑𝑠

=
∫︁
Ω

∫︁
T

(︂
(𝑓(𝑥, 𝑠) − 𝑢̂𝑛(𝑠− 𝑦))2

2𝜎2
𝑛(𝑡) − (𝑓(𝑥, 𝑠) − 𝑢̂(𝑠− 𝑦))2

2𝜎2
𝑛(𝑡)

)︂
𝑞𝑛(𝑥, 𝑦, 𝑠, 𝑡)𝑑𝑡𝑑𝑠

+
∫︁
Ω

∫︁
T

(︂
(𝑓(𝑥, 𝑠) − 𝑢̂(𝑠− 𝑦))2

2𝜎2
𝑛(𝑡) − (𝑓(𝑥, 𝑠) − 𝑢̂(𝑠− 𝑦))2

2𝜎2(𝑡)

)︂
𝑞𝑛(𝑥, 𝑦, 𝑠, 𝑡)𝑑𝑡𝑑𝑠

(A.24)

Since
⃒⃒⃒
(𝑓(𝑥, 𝑠) − 𝑢̂(𝑠− 𝑦))2

(︁
1

2𝜎2
𝑛(𝑡) − 1

2𝜎2(𝑡)

)︁
𝑞𝑛(𝑥, 𝑦, 𝑠, 𝑡)

⃒⃒⃒
≤ 2(𝑓(𝑥,𝑠)−𝑢̂(𝑠−𝑦))2

𝜎2
𝑚𝑖𝑛

∈ 𝐿1(T × Ω), by Lebesgue
Control Convergent Theorem, we can get

lim
𝑛→+∞

∫︁
Ω

∫︁
T

(𝑓(𝑥, 𝑠) − 𝑢̂(𝑠− 𝑦))2
(︂

1
2𝜎2

𝑛(𝑡) − 1
2𝜎2(𝑡)

)︂
𝑞𝑛(𝑥, 𝑦, 𝑠, 𝑡)𝑑𝑡𝑑𝑠

=
∫︁
Ω

∫︁
T

(𝑓(𝑥, 𝑠) − 𝑢̂(𝑠− 𝑦))2 lim
𝑛→+∞

(︂
1

2𝜎2
𝑛(𝑡) − 1

2𝜎2(𝑡)

)︂
𝑞𝑛(𝑥, 𝑦, 𝑠, 𝑡)𝑑𝑡𝑑𝑠

= 0,

(A.25)

where the last equation is based on the facts lim
𝑛→+∞

(︂
1

2𝜎2
𝑛(𝑡) − 1

2𝜎2(𝑡)

)︂
= 0 and 0 ≤ 𝑞𝑛(𝑥, 𝑦, 𝑠, 𝑡) ≤ 1 is

bounded in Γ for any 𝑛.⃒⃒⃒⃒
⃒⃒ lim
𝑛→+∞

∫︁
Ω

∫︁
T

(︂
(𝑓(𝑥, 𝑠) − 𝑢̂𝑛(𝑠− 𝑦))2

2𝜎2
𝑛(𝑡) − (𝑓(𝑥, 𝑠) − 𝑢̂(𝑠− 𝑦))2

2𝜎2
𝑛(𝑡)

)︂
𝑞𝑛(𝑥, 𝑦, 𝑠, 𝑡)𝑑𝑡𝑑𝑠

⃒⃒⃒⃒
⃒⃒

≤ lim
𝑛→+∞

∫︁
Ω

∫︁
T

(︂
|2𝑓(𝑥, 𝑠) − 𝑢̂𝑛(𝑠− 𝑦) − 𝑢̂(𝑠− 𝑦)||𝑢̂(𝑠− 𝑦) − 𝑢̂𝑛(𝑠− 𝑦)|

2𝜎2
𝑛(𝑡)

)︂
𝑞𝑛(𝑥, 𝑦, 𝑠, 𝑡)𝑑𝑡𝑑𝑠

≤ sup 𝑓 +𝑀𝑢

𝜎2
𝑚𝑖𝑛

lim
𝑛→+∞

∫︁
Ω

∫︁
T

|𝑢̂(𝑠− 𝑦) − 𝑢̂𝑛(𝑠− 𝑦)|𝑑𝑠𝑑𝑡

= 0.

(A.26)

where the last equation is based on 𝑢𝑛 → 𝑢, (𝑛 → +∞) strongly in 𝐿1(T × Ω). Combing (A.22), (A.23),
(A.24), (A.25) and (A.26), then for any (𝑥, 𝑦) ∈ X × Ω,

lim
𝑛→+∞

ℎ1,𝑛(𝑥, 𝑦) = ℎ1(𝑥, 𝑦). (A.27)

By the similar way, we can easily get

lim
𝑛→+∞

ℎ2,𝑛(𝑥, 𝑦) = ℎ2(𝑥, 𝑦). (A.28)

Furthermore, for any fixed (𝑥, 𝑦) ∈ X × Ω, we have

lim
𝑛→+∞

ℎ𝑛(𝑥, 𝑦) = lim
𝑛→+∞

ℎ1,𝑛(𝑥, 𝑦) + lim
𝑛→+∞

ℎ2,𝑛(𝑥, 𝑦) = ℎ(𝑥, 𝑦). (A.29)

Next we consider

𝒥1(𝑢𝑛, 𝜃𝑛, 𝑤𝑛, 𝑞𝑛) − 𝒥1(𝑢, 𝜃, 𝑤, 𝑞)
=

∫︀
X
∫︀

Ω(𝑤𝑛(𝑥, 𝑦)ℎ𝑛(𝑥, 𝑦) − 𝑤(𝑥, 𝑦)ℎ(𝑥, 𝑦))𝑑𝑦𝑑𝑥
=

∫︀
X
∫︀

Ω 𝑤𝑛(𝑥, 𝑦)(ℎ𝑛(𝑥, 𝑦) − ℎ(𝑥, 𝑦))𝑑𝑦𝑑𝑥+
∫︀
X
∫︀

Ω(𝑤𝑛(𝑥, 𝑦) − 𝑤(𝑥, 𝑦))ℎ(𝑥, 𝑦)𝑑𝑦𝑑𝑥.
(A.30)

Substitute 𝜙(𝑥, 𝑦) = ℎ(𝑥, 𝑦) ∈ 𝐿1(X × Ω) into (A.8), we can get∫︁
X

∫︁
Ω

(𝑤𝑛(𝑥, 𝑦) − 𝑤(𝑥, 𝑦))ℎ(𝑥, 𝑦)𝑑𝑦𝑑𝑥 = 0. (A.31)
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By Lebesgue Control Convergence Theorem, we can get⃒⃒⃒⃒
⃒⃒ lim
𝑛→+∞

∫︁
X

∫︁
Ω

𝑤𝑛(𝑥, 𝑦)(ℎ𝑛(𝑥, 𝑦) − ℎ(𝑥, 𝑦))𝑑𝑦𝑑𝑥

⃒⃒⃒⃒
⃒⃒

≤

⃒⃒⃒⃒
⃒⃒ lim
𝑛→+∞

‖𝑤𝑛‖𝐿∞(X×Ω)

∫︁
X

∫︁
Ω

(ℎ𝑛(𝑥, 𝑦) − ℎ(𝑥, 𝑦))𝑑𝑦𝑑𝑥

⃒⃒⃒⃒
⃒⃒

≤

⃒⃒⃒⃒
⃒⃒ lim
𝑛→+∞

∫︁
X

∫︁
Ω

(ℎ𝑛(𝑥, 𝑦) − ℎ(𝑥, 𝑦))𝑑𝑦𝑑𝑥

⃒⃒⃒⃒
⃒⃒

=0.

(A.32)

The last equality sign is based on (A.29). So

lim
𝑛→+∞

∫︁
X

∫︁
Ω

𝑤𝑛(𝑥, 𝑦)(ℎ𝑛(𝑥, 𝑦) − ℎ(𝑥, 𝑦))𝑑𝑦𝑑𝑥 = 0. (A.33)

Substitute (A.31) and (A.33) into (A.30), we can get

lim
𝑛→+∞

𝒥1(𝑢𝑛, 𝜃𝜃𝜃𝑛, 𝑤𝑛, 𝑞𝑛) = 𝒥1(𝑢,𝜃𝜃𝜃, 𝑤, 𝑞). (A.34)

Above all, we can get
lim

𝑛→+∞
𝒥 (𝑢𝑛, 𝜃𝜃𝜃𝑛, 𝑤𝑛, 𝑞𝑛) ≥ 𝒥 (𝑢,𝜃𝜃𝜃, 𝑤, 𝑞), (A.35)

which implies (𝑢,𝜃𝜃𝜃, 𝑤, 𝑞) is a minimizer.
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