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Abstract

This paper * proposes a general framework to design a sparse sensing matrix A € R"*", for a
linear measurement system y = Ax? + w, where y € R", x! € R", and w € R™ denote the mea-
surements, the signal with certain structures, and the measurement noise, respectively. By viewing
the signal reconstruction from the measurements as a message passing algorithm over a graphical
model, we leverage tools from coding theory in the design of low density parity check codes, namely
the density evolution technique, and provide a framework for the design of matrix A. Two design
schemes for the sensing matrix, namely, (i) a regular sensing and (ii) a preferential sensing, are
proposed and are incorporated into a single framework. As an illustration, we consider the /; reg-
ularizer, which corresponds to Lasso for both of the schemes. In the regular sensing scenario, our
framework can reproduce the classical result of Lasso, i.e., m > coklog(n/k) after a proper distribu-
tion approximation, where cy > 0 is some fixed constant. In the preferential sensing scenario, we
consider the case in which the whole signal is divided into two disjoint parts, namely, high-priority
part x;i and low-priority part xJL. Then, by formulating the sensing system design as a bi-convex

b

optimization problem, we obtain a sensing matrix A which provides a preferential treatment for x;.
Numerical experiments with both synthetic data and real-world data suggest a significant reduction
of the {5 error in the high-priority part X?{ and a slight reduction of the £, error in the whole signal x”.
Apart from the sparse signal with ¢; regularizer, our framework is flexible and capable of adapting

the design of the sensing matrix A to a signal x7 with other underlying structures.
1 Introduction

This paper considers a linear sensing relation as
y = AX' +w, (1.1)

where y € R™ denotes the measurements, A € R”*" is the sensing matrix, x* € R" is the signal to
be reconstructed, and w € R™ is the measurement noise with iid Gaussian distribution N(0, c?). To
reconstruct x” from y, one widely used method is the regularized M-estimator

~ . 1 2
X = argmin, g 5 ly — Ax| + f(x), (12)

where f(+) is the regularizer used to enforce a desired structure for X. To ensure reliable recovery of
x", sensing matrix A needs to satisfy certain conditions, e.g., the incoherence in Donoho et al. (2005),
RIP in Candeés et al. (2006); Candes et al. (2006), the neighborhood stability in Meinshausen et al. (2006),
irrespresentable condition in Zhao & Yu (2006), etc. Notice that all the above works treat each entry of x
equally. However, in certain applications, entries of x* may have unequal importance from the recov-
ery perspective. One practical application is the image compression, i.e., JPEG compression, where
coefficients corresponding to the high-frequency part are more critical than the rest of coefficients.

*Partial preliminary results appeared in 2021 IEEE Information Theory Workshop Zhang et al. (n.d.).
* An introduction can be found in https://jpeg.org/jpeg/documentation.html.
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In this work, we focus on the sparse sensing matrix A. Leveraging tools from coding theory, namely,
density evolution (DE), we propose a heuristic but general design framework of A to meet the require-
ments of the signal reconstruction such as placing more importance on the accuracy of a certain com-
ponents of the signal. At the core of our work is the application of DE in message passing (MP) algo-
rithm, which is also referred to as belief propagation, or sum-product, or min-sum algorithm. These
different names are due to its broad spectrum of applications and its constant rediscovery in different
fields. In physics, this algorithm existed no later than 1935, when Bethe used a free-energy functional
to approximate the partition function (cf. Mezard & Montanari (2009)). In the probabilistic inference,
Pearl developed it in 1988 for acyclic Bayesian networks and showed it leads to the exact inference Pearl
(2014). The most interesting thing is its discovery in the coding theory. In early 1960s, Gallager pro-
posed sum-product algorithm to decode low density parity check (LDPC) codes over graphs Gallager
(1962). However, Gallagher work was almost forgotten and was rediscovered again in 90s Berrou &
Glavieux (1996); McEliece et al. (1998). Later Richardson & Urbanke (2001) equipped it with DE and
used it for the design of LDPC codes for capacity achieving over certain channels.

When narrowing down to the compressed sensing (CS), MP has been widely used for signal reconstruc-
tion Donoho et al. (2009); Eftekhari ef al. (2012); Krzakala et al. (2012a,b); Kudekar & Pfister (2010);
Maleki (2010); Sarvotham et al. (2006a); Zdeborova & Krzakala (2016); Zhang & Pfister (2012) and
analyzing the performance under some specific sensing matrices. The following briefly discusses the
related work in the sensing matrix.

Related work. In the context of the sparse sensing matrix, the authors in Sarvotham et al. (2006b)
first proposed a so-called sudocode construction technique and later presented a decoding algorithm
based on the MP in Baron et al. (2009). In Chandar et al. (2010), the non-negative sparse signal x”
is considered under the binary sensing matrix. The work in Dimakis et al. (2012) linked the channel
encoding with the CS and presented a deterministic way of constructing sensing matrix based on
a high-girth LDPC code. In Eftekhari ef al. (2012); Luby & Mitzenmacher (2005); Zhang & Pfister
(2012), the authors considered the verification-based decoding and analyzed its performance with
DE. In Kudekar & Pfister (2010), the spatial coupling is first introduced into CS and is evaluated with
the decoding scheme adapted from Luby & Mitzenmacher (2005). However, all the above mentioned
works focused on the noiseless setting, i.e., w = 0 in (1.1). In Krzakala et al. (2012a,b); Zdeborova
& Krzakala (2016), the noisy measurement is considered. A sparse sensing matrix based on spatial
coupling is analyzed in the large system limit with replica method and DE. They proved its recovery
performance to be optimal when m increases at the same rate of n, i.e., m = O(n).

Moreover, in the context of a dense sensing matrix, the analytical tool switches from DE to state evolu-
tion (SE), which is first proposed in Donoho et al. (2009); Maleki (2010). Together with SE comes the
approximate message passing (AMP) decoding scheme. The empirical experiments suggest AMP has
better scalability when compared with ¢; construction scheme without much scarifice in the perfor-
mance. Additionally, an exact phase transition formula can be obtained from SE, which predicts the
performance of AMP to a good extent. Later, Bayati & Montanari (2011) provided a rigorous proof
for the phase transition property by the conditioning technique from Erwin Bolthausen and Donoho
& Montanari (2016) extended AMP to general M-estimation.

Note that the above mentioned related works are not exhaustive due to their large volume. For a bet-
ter understanding of the MP algorithm, the DE, and their application to the compressive sensing, we
refer the interested readers to Mezard & Montanari (2009); Montanari (2012); Zdeborové & Krzakala
(2016). In addition to the work based on MP, there are other works based on LDPC codes or graph-
ical models. Since they are not closely related to ours, we only mention their names without further
discussion Jafarpour et al. (2009); Khajehnejad et al. (2009); Lu ef al. (2012); Mousavi et al. (2017); Xu
& Hassibi (2007a,b); Zhang et al. (2015).

Contributions. Compared to the previous works exploiting MP Donoho et al. (2009); Eftekhari et al.
(2012); Krzakala et al. (2012a,b); Kudekar & Pfister (2010); Luby & Mitzenmacher (2005); Maleki
(2010); Zdeborova & Krzakala (2016); Zhang & Pfister (2012), our focus is on the sensing matrix de-



sign rather than the decoding scheme, which is based on the M-estimator with regularizer. Exploiting

the DE, we propose a universal framework which supports both the regular sensing and the prefer-

ential sensing for recovering the signal. Taking the sparse recovery with ¢; regularizer as an example,
we list our contributions as follows.

e Regular Sensing. We consider the k-sparse signal x* € R” and associate it with a prior distribution
such that each entry is zero with probability 1 — k/n. First we approximate this distribution with
Laplacian prior by letting the probability mass near the origin point to be 1 — k/n. Afterwards, we
can reproduce the classical results in CS, i.e., m > cok log n.

o Preferential Sensing. We design the sensing matrix that would result in more accurate (or exact) re-
covery of the high-priority sub-block of the signal relative to the low-priority sub-block. Numerical
experiments suggest our framework can (i) reduce the error in the high-priority sub-block signif-
icantly; and (ii) yet be able to reduce the error with regard to the whole signal modestly as well.
Additionally, we emphasize that although we focus on two levels of priority in signal components in
this work, we can easily extend the framework to the scenario where multiple levels of preferential
treatment on the signal components are needed, by simply incorporating associated equations into
the DE.

Organization. In Sec. 2, we formally state our problem and construct the graphical model. In Sec. 3, we

focus on the regular sensing and propose the density evolution framework. In Sec. 4, the framework

is further extended to the preferential sensing. Generalizations are presented in Sec. 5, simulation

results are put in Sec. 6, and conclusions are drawn in Sec. 7.

2 Problem Description

We begin this section with a formal statement of our problem. Consider the linear measurement
system

y:Axh—l—w,

wherey € R”, A € R™", x! € R", and w € IR", respectively, denote the observations, the sensing

matrix, the signal, and the additive sensing noise with its ith entry w; RSV (0,02). We would like to
recover x with the regularized M-estimator, which is written as

S 1 2
X = argmin, 5 ||y — Ax|) + f(x),

where f(-) is the regularizer used to enforce certain underlying structure for signal X. Our goal is to

design a sparse sensing matrix A which provides preferential treatment for a sub-block of the signal x".

In other words, the objective is to have a sub-block of the signal to be recovered with lower probability

of error when comparing with the rest of x*. Before we proceed, we list our two assumptions:

e Measurement system A is assumed to be sparse. Further, A is assumed to have entries with EA;; =
0, and 4;; € {0, +A~1/2}, where an entry Ajj = A~V2 (or —A/?) implies a positive (negative)
relation between the ith sensor and the jth signal component. Having zero as entry implies no
relation.

e The regularizer f(x) is assumed to be separable such that f(x) = ¥/ ; fi(x;). If it is not mentioned
specifically, we assume all functions f;(-) are the same.

First we transform (1.1) to a factor graph Richardson & Urbanke (2008). Adopting the viewpoint

of Bayesian reasoning, we can reinterpret M-estimator in (1.2) as the maximum a posteriori (MAP)

estimator and rewrite it as

— Ax|?
X = argmax, exp (W) x exp (—f(x)).
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The first term exp ( ) is viewed as the probability IP(y|x) while the second term exp(—f(x))

ist regarded as the prior imposed on x. Notice the term e~/(") may not necessarily be the true prior on
x7.

As in Montanari (2012), we associate (1.2) with a factor graph G = (V, £), where V denotes the node
set and £ is the edge set. First we discuss set V, which consists of two types of nodes: variable nodes
and check nodes. We represent each entry x; as a variable node v; and each entry y, as a check node
¢;. Additionally, we construct a check node corresponds to each prior e=f(¥). Then we construct the
edge set € by: (i) placing an edge between the check node of the prior e~f(%)) and the variable node v;,
and (ii) introducing an edge between the variable node v; and ¢; iff A;; is non-zero. Thus, the design
of A is transformed to the problem of graph connectivity in £. Before to proceed, we list the notations
used in this work.

Notations. We denote ¢, ¢, ¢y > 0 as some fixed positive constants. For two arbitrary real numbers
a,b, we denote a < b when there exists some positive constant ¢g > 0 such that a < ¢pb. Similarly, we
define the notation a 2 b. If 2 < b and a 2 b hold simultaneously, we denote as a < b. We have a « b
when a is proportional to b. For two distributions d; and d;, we denote d; = d5 if they are equal up to
some normalization.

3 Sensing Matrix for Regular Sensing

With the aforementioned graphical model, we can view recovering x? as an inference problem, which

can be solved via the message-passing algorithm Richardson & Urbanke (2008). Adopting the same
(t)

notations as in Montanari (2012) as shown in Fig. 1, we denote m;, , as the message from the variable
node v; to check node ¢, at the #th round of iteration. Likewise, we denote nﬁﬁi ; as the message from

the check node ¢, to variable node v;. Then message-passing algorithm is written as

mi ) (i) = e 0 TT g (x); (3.1)
beoi\a
(s )
v -5y Agj¥j
n?y:il)(xi) E/H m](jal)(xi) e 5 dxj, (3.2)
jeaoa\i

where di and da denote the neighbors connecting with v; and ¢,, respectively, and the symbol = refers
to the equality up to the normalization. At the tth iteration, we recover x; by maximizing the posterior
probability

5C\§t> = argmax, P(x;|y) ~ argmaxxieff(x') 11 nﬁéil(xl) (3.3)

acoi

In the design of matrix A, there are some general desirable properties that we wish to hold (specific
requirements will be discussed later): (i) a correct signal reconstruction under the noiseless setting;
and (ii) minimum number of measurements, or equivalently minimum m. Before proceeding, we first
introduce the generating polynomials A(a) = Y; A;a'~! and p(a) = ¥; p;a’~!, which correspond to
the degree distributions for variable nodes and check nodes, respectively. We denote the coefficient
A; as the fraction of variable nodes with degree i, and similarly we define p; for the check nodes. An

illustration of the generating polynomials A(«) and p(a) is shown in Fig. 2.
3.1 Density evolution

To design the matrix A, we study the reconstruction of x* from y via the convergence analysis of the
message-passing over the factor graph. Due to the parsimonious setting of A, we have £ to be sparse
and propose to borrow a tool known as density evolution (DE) Chung (2000); Richardson et al. (2001);
Richardson & Urbanke (2008) that is already proven to be very powerful in analyzing the convergence
in sparse graphs resulting from LDPC.



Figure 1. [llustration of the message-passing algorithm, where the square icons represent the check nodes
while the circle icons represent the variable nodes.

Figure 2. Illustration of the generating polynomials: A(x) = 1 + 2 and p(a) = § + “'2—2. The square icons

represent the check nodes while the circle icons represent the variable nodes.

()

Basically, DE views m; ", , and n?{gil as RVs and tracks the changes of their probability distribution.

When the message-passing algorithm converges, we would expect their distributions to become more

(£) ()

concentrated. However, different from discrete RVs, continuous RVs m; . - and 7 1 In our case re-
quire infinite bits for their precise representation in general, leading to complex formulas for DE. To

(£) (£)

handle such an issue, we approximate m,; "  and 7, ; as Gaussian RVs, i.e., m;_,; ~ N(pti—q,Viq)
and 7, ,; ~ N(fi,—i,U,—i), respectively. Since the Gaussian distribution is uniquely determined by
its mean and variance, we will be able to reduce the DE to finite dimensions as in Chung (2000);
Krzakala ef al. (2012a,b).

In our work, the DE tracks two quantities E (1) and V(*), which denote the deviation from the mean

and average of the variance, respectively, and are defined as

) _ 1 nom (t) o 2

E m.nl:lu;(ylﬁﬂ xl) 4
(t) _ 1 n m (t)

P BB

Then we can show that the DE analysis yields

; Ao?
gD — Eprior(s) Ez {hmean <S + ZpiAjZ }E(t) " T;
L]

Ac? +iv(h)
ZPi/\jf) —s)% (34)
ij

i Ac?
v+l — Eprior(s) Bzhivar (s +Y pidizy/ ;E(” + 5
ij
Ac? +iv(h)
ZP:'/\;' )
L]

j
where prior(-) denotes the true prior on the entries of x?, and z is a standard normal RV N(0,1). The
functions fimean (+) and hyar(+) are to approximate the mean y; ., and variance v;_,,, which are given

by

(3.5)



f xi877f(xi) ( x }‘) dxl

hmean(,u/' U): lingo ; (3.6)
L fe*'Yf(Xi)e_%dxi
( )
x2e=1f(xi)e~ dx;
hvar(}l} U):’}E}Igo ‘[ ( ) L (hmean(]xl;l)))z .
[e —vf(xi) g~ dx;

For detailed explanations and the proof, we refer interested readers to the supplementary material.

3.2 Sensing matrix design

Once the values of polynomial coefficients {A;}; and {p; }, are determined, we can construct a random
graph G = (V, &), or equivalently the sensing matrix A, by setting A;; as P(A;; = A71/2) = P(A;; =
—A’1/2) = %, if there is an edge (v, c]-) € &; otherwise we set Al-]- to zero. Hence the sensing ma-
trix construction reduces to obtaining the feasible values of {A;}; and {p;}; while satisfying certain
properties for the signal reconstruction as discussed in the following.

Our first requirement is to have a perfect signal reconstruction under the noiseless scenario (¢ = 0).
This implies that

o the algorithm must converge, i.e., lim; e v =0;

o the average error should shrink to zero, i.e., lim;_.co E® = 0.

Second, we wish to minimize the number of measurements. Using the factthatn (};iA;) = m (¥ ip;) =
il ((vi,cj) € €), we formulate the above two design criteria as the following optimization problem

con i
min B = Liz2 Z. ., 3.7)
AEAqvmax—1; M Li>2 1P
PeAdeaxfl
s.t. tlim(E(t),V(t>):(0,0); (3.8)
—00
— o1 =0, (3.9)

where A;_; denotes the d-dimensional simplex, namely, A;_; £ {z € R? | ¥;z; = 1,z; > 0}. The
constraint in (3.9) is to avoid one-way message passing as in Chung (2000); Richardson & Urbanke
(2001).

Generally speaking, we need to run DE numerically to check the requirement (3.8) for every possible
values of {A;}; and {p;};. However, for certain choices of regularizers f(-), we can reduce the re-
quirement (3.8) to a closed-form equation. As an example, we set the prior in (3.1) to be a Laplacian
distribution, i.e., e P1*|. In this case, the regularizer f(-) in (1.2) becomes B||-||; and the M-estimator

in (1.2% transforms to Lasso Tibshirani ( 1996i1
xample of regular sensing with a Laplacian prior

Assuming the signal x” is k-sparse, i.e., ‘xh H < k, we would like to recover x* with the regularizers

Bl|-||;- Following the approaches in Donoho ef al. (2009) in the noiseless case, we can show that

2
E0HD = ]EPrior(s)]Ez~N(0,1) [proX (S +azV E(t);ﬁazv(t>) N S] '

v = ]Eprior(s)]EZNN(O,l)

. [ﬁazv(t)prox’ (s + alz\/m; ﬁaZV(t>>] , (3.10)

where a; is defined as }; ; p;Aj\/i/j, and ay is defined as }; ; p;A; (i/]). Further, operator prox(a;b)

is the soft-thresholding estimator defined as sign(a) max(|a| — b,O), and operator prox (a;b) is the
derivative w.r.t. the first argument.



Remark 1. Unlike SE that only tracks E!) Donoho et al. (2009), our DE takes into account both the average

variance V") and the deviation from mean E®, Assuming V) o« VEW, our DE equation w.r.t. E®) in (3.10)
reduces to a similar form as SE.

Having discussed its relation with SE, we now show that our DE can reproduce the classical results in
compressive sensing, namely, m > coklog(n/k) = O(klogn) (cf. Foucart (2011)) under the regular
sensing matrix design, i.e., when all variable nodes have the same degree dv and the check nodes have
the same degree dc. Before we proceed, we first approximate the ground-truth distribution with the
Laplacian prior. Assuming that the entries of x! are iid and x* € R" is k-sparse, each entry becomes
zero with probability (1 —k/n). Hence we set B such that the probability mass within the region
[—co, co] (where ¢y is some small positive constant) with the Laplacian prior is equal to 1 — k/n. That
is

p e Plalgy =1 k
n

2 Jja|<co

This results in = n/(conlog(n/k)). Then we conclude the following
Theorem 1. Let x* be a k-sparse signal and assume that B is set to n/(colog (n/k)). Then, the necessary
conditions for lim;_eo (E(t),V(t)) = (0,0) in (3.10) results in a? < n/k and ay < n/ (coklog(n/k)),
where ay and ay are defined as }; ; piA, Vi/jand Y. piAj (i/]), respectively.

When turning to the regular design, namely, all variable nodes are with the degree dv and likewise
all check nodes are with degree dc, we can write a; and a, as v/n/m and n/m, respectively. Invoking
Thm. 1 will then yield the classical result of the lower bound on the number of measurements m >
coklog(n/k). The technical details are deferred to Sec. A. In addition to the Laplacian prior, we also

considered the Gaussian prior, i.e., e‘ﬁ“"Hg, which makes the M-estimator in (1.2) the ridge regression
Hastie et al. (2001). Corresponding discussion is left to Sec. B for interested readers.

4 Sensing Matrix for Preferential Sensing

Having discussed the regular sensing scheme, this section explains as to how we apply our DE frame-
work to design the sensing matrix A such that we can provide preferential treatment for different
entries of x. For example, the high priority components will be recovered more accurately than the
low priority parts of x".

4.1 Density evolution

Dividing the entire x" into the high-priority part xE{ € R"H and low-priority part th € IR"L, we sepa-

rately introduce the generating polynomials Ay (¢) = ¥ Ag;a’ !and Ap(a) = Y Ap;a'~! for the high-
priority part qu and the low-priority part th, respectively. Note that Af; (and likewise Aj ;) denotes
the fraction of variable nodes corresponding to high-priority part (low-priority part) with degree i.
Similarly, we introduce the generating polynomials py () = ¥ ppr;a’ ! and pp(a) = ¥ pra' ! for
the edges of the check nodes connecting to the high-priority part XL and to the low-priority part xi,
respectively.

Generalizing the analysis of the regular sensing, we separately track the average error and variance
for XL and qu. For the high-priority part x?{, we define Eyy as Y, Yicy (Misa — x?)2/ (m-npg)and Vg
as Y, YicH Visa/ (m - np), where ng denotes the length of the high-priority part xE{. Analogously we

define E; and V], for the low-priority part th. We then write the corresponding DE as



2
1
Eg+ )= ]Eprior(s)]Esz(O,l) [hmean (S tz- bg?l" b;{t?2> - S:| ;

VP(ItJd) ]Eprior(s)IEZNN(O,l) [hvar (S tz- bg?l; bg{?z) ] ’ (41)

where bgl and bg?z are defined as

Ac? +iE\) 4 jEY

bﬁ?l =) /\H,zPL,iPH,j\/ 7 ;

0i,j

Ac? +iv® 4 )

b4, = Y Aneprion, T
0i,j

The definitions of Imean and hyar are as in (3.6). Switching the index H with L yields the DE w.r.t. the

pair (E yﬂ), VL(tH)). Notice we can also put different regularizers fy(-) and fi (-) for x% and qu. In

this case, we need to modify the regularizers f(-) in (3.6) to fy(-) and fi (-), respectively.

4.2 Sensing matrix design

In addition to the constraints used in (3.7), the sensing matrix for preferential sensing must satisfy the
following constraint:
Consistency requirement w.r.t. edge number. Consider the total number of edges incident with the

high-priority part x?{, Yien 1 ((vi,cq) € €). From the viewpoint of the variable nodes, we can compute
this number as ny (}_;idp ;). Likewise, from the viewpoint of the check nodes, the total number of
edges is obtained as Y ;e 1 ((vj,cq) € €) = m (¥;ipp ;). Since the edge number should be the same
with either of the above two counting methods, we obtain

1

Y 1[(vi,ca) €E] =np (Zi)\H,z) =m (ZiPH,z) .

i€eH i

Similarly, the consistency requirement for the edges connecting to the low-priority part xi would give

Yier 1((vi,ca) € €) = m(¥;ipr,) = np (i)

Moreover, we may have additional constraints depending on the measurement noise:

e Preferential sensing for the noiseless measurement. In the noiseless setting (o = 0), we require
Vi and V. to diminish to zero to ensure the convergence of the MP algorithm. Besides, we require
the average error Eg) in the high-priority part xELI to be zero. Therefore, the requirements can be
summarized as
Requirement 2. In the noiseless setting, i.e., o = 0, we require the quantities E}?, Vg ), and VL(t) in (4.1)
converge to zero

lim (ER, vy, vi") = (0,0,0), (4.2)

which implies the MP converges and the high-priority part x,; can be perfectly reconstructed.

) b

Notice that no constraint is placed on the average error Eg for the low-priority part x;, since it is
given a lower priority in reconstruction.
o Preferential sensing for the noisy measurement. Different from the noiseless setting, the high-

b

priority part x;; cannot be perfectly reconstructed in the presence of measurement noise, i.e., lim;, E g) >



0. Instead we consider the difference across iterations, namely, J ©) ESH) - Eg) and 6\")

EH — EL —
E£t+1) — Eét), which corresponds to the convergence rate. To provide an extra protection for the

(£)

high-priority part qu, we would like 6;;" to decrease at a faster rate. Hence, the following require-
ment:

Requirement 3. There exits a positive constant Ty such that the average error Eg) converges faster than E y)
o0 < |o)
EH| = |YEL
Apart from the above constraints, we also require Ap; = Ag1 = pr1 = pr1 = 0 to avoid one-
way message passing Chung (2000); Richardson & Urbanke (2001, 2008). Summarizing the above

discussion, the design of the sensing matrix A for minimum number of measurements m reduces to
the following optimization problem

whenever t > Ty, i.e.,

m np (XiAL;) + g (CiiAm) |

min — = - ; 43
ALEAgy 1, 1 Yii(oLi+pon,) (3)
AHEAGy, 1,

PLEAch—lr
pHeAchfl
ot ZifMi Lilfwi_ N, (4.4)
Yiidmi  iior; np
Requirement (2) and (3); (4.5)
ALy =Ang =pL1 =pHa =0, (4.6)

where A;_; denotes the d-dimensional simplex, and the parameters dvy and dc| denote the maximum
degree w.r.t. the variable nodes corresponding to the high-priority part x% and low-priority part qu,
respectively. Similarly we define the maximum degree dcyy and dc; w.r.t the check nodes.

The difficulties of the optimization problem in (4.3) come from two-fold: (i) requirements from DE;
and (ii) non-convex nature of (4.3). In the following scenario, we will revisit the example of ¢; regu-
larizer and show how to simplify the optimization problem in (4.3).

4.3 Example of preferential sensing with a Laplacian prior

Consider a sparse signal x* whose high-priority part XL € R"H and the low-priority part qu € R™

are ky-sparse and kp-sparse, respectively. In addition, we assume % > %, implying that the high-

b

priority part x;; contains more data.

Ideally, we need to numerically run the DE update equation in (4.1) to check whether the requirement
in (4.5) holds or not, which can be computationally prohibitive. In practice, we would relax these
conditions to arrive at some closed forms. The following outlines our relaxation strategy with all
technical details being deferred to the supplementary material.

Relaxation of Requirement 2. First we require the variance to converge to zero, i.e., lim; oo (Vl(f ) , VL(t) ) =
(0,0). The derivation of its necessary condition consists of two parts: (i) we require the point (0,0) to

be a fixed point of the DE equation w.r.t. Vg ) and VL(t) ; and (ii) we require that the average variance
(Vf(lt ), VL(t)) to converge in the region where the magnitudes of Vg ) and VL(t) are sufficiently small.
The main technical challenge lies in investigating the convergence of (Vg ), VL(t) ). Define the difference

5I(/t,)H and 5‘(;’)L across iterations as 5‘%{ = Vl(f ) Vl(f ) and 5‘(}1 = VL(tH) — VL(t), respectively. Then,
we obtain a linear equation

oy e+ 1] _ o [0
sPe+n] Y e




50

Vi) =

via the Taylor-expansion. Imposing the convergence constraints on Vl(f Jand VL(t) e, limy e (5( )

V,H’
(0,0), yields the condition inf; HL&,Q HOP < 1. Thatis
Brky « Arye : Brkr « ALe ’
(o) () |
2 2
X [(;ipm) + (;ipL,,) ] <L (4.7)

Then we turn to the behavior of Eg). Assuming Eg) converges to a fixed non-negative constant E(Loo),

(t)

we would like Ep;
condition

to converge to zero. Following the same strategy as above, we obtain the following

% (; Af}[) [(prm) + (ZZ\/;PLJ)Z} <1 (4.8)

The technical details are put in the supplementary material.
Relaxation of Requirement 3. First we define the difference across iterations as (5,(;)H = Egﬂ) —
Eg) and (5g)L =E g“) — Ey). Using the Requirement 3, we perform the Taylor expansion w.r.t. the
difference & g)H and ‘5}(5t,)L' and obtain the linear equation

[‘51(;;1)] _ [LE,ll LE,lZ] [‘51(;}{]

5}5’{1) ~ Lea Le2 (Sg)L '

To ensure the reduction of § g)H at a faster rate than 51(;)L, we would require Lg 11 < Lgp; and Lg1p <

Lg 2o. This results in
2
ky Al ALy
— — 49
i (; Ve ) - (Z > o

Summarizing the above discussion, we transform the constraint in (4.5) to the closed-form and find
the local optimum of (4.3) via an alternating minimization method.
5 Potential Generalizations

This section discusses two possible generalizations, i.e., non-exponential family priors and reconstruc-
tion via a minimum mean square error (MMSE) decoder. The design principles of the sensing matrix
are exactly the same as (3.7) and (4.3) except that the DE equations need to be modified.

5.1 Non-exponential priors

Previous sections assume the prior to be e~/X), which belongs to the exponential family distribu-
tions. In this subsection, we generalize it to arbitrary distributions prior(x). One example of the non-
exponential distribution is sparse Gaussian, i.e., %6 ~Gemp?/20% 4 (1 - %) d(x), which is used to model
k-sparse signals. With the generalized prior, the MP in (3.1) is modified to

t+1 ~ ~(t
mlga)(xi) = prior(x;) [] mgii(xi);
beoi\a
2
(Ja ): —1 Agj ])
(1) .\ o 1) N )
u—tz xl /H m t+ xe 20 dxj/ (5.1)
jeoa\i

10



and the decoding step at each iteration becomes

%) = argmax, P(x;ly) ~ argmax, prior(x;) - [T 1.’ (52)

a€di

Moreover, the functions fimean (+; ) and hyar (+; -) in (3.4) are modified to Hmean (;+) and Tyar () as

7 .. "rlng/rB*(xi). “r(x y) J
hmean (p;0) = lim, Jxi-e o -
Y fe'ylogprior(xi) . ei%dxi
2
~ 2 . ,ylogprior(x;) . 7%11 4
hvar(]/l,'v) = lim ,foz e e ; :
y—o0 — W(x,v—y)
f e’ylogprlor(xi) . edexi
-~ 2
- (hmean(]l,'?])) .

Afterwards, we can design the sensing matrix with the same procedure as in (3.7) and (4.3).

5.2 MMSE decoder

Notice thatboth (3.3) and (5.2) reconstruct the signal by minimizing the error probability IP (i # xl) ,
which can be regarded as a MAP decoder. This subsection considers MMSE decoder, which is to

X — x!|| . The message-passing procedure stays the same as (5.1) while

minimize the /¢, error, i.e.,

the decoding procedure needs to be modified to

J?l(t) - /xi]l’(xl-|y)dx,- ~ / ( . prior (x )- ] m m )dx,

acai

Moreover, the functions fmean(+;-) and hyar (+;+) in the DE in (3.4) are modified to Tonean (-;+) and
hvar (+;+) as

(“1 P‘)
~ X; - prior e~ dx;
hmean(,u/ ) f P ( )
dx;

— (% ;«)

[ prior(x;) - e~

( 1_1‘)
20

~ xz . /rlo\r Xi)-e ~ 2
hvar(,u;v):f i'P (l) 7]4)2 - (hmean(]/l}v)> .

[ prior(x;) - e~

Having discussed two potential directions of generalization, next we will present the numerical ex-
periments.

6 Numerical Experiments

This section presents the numerical experiments using both synthetic data and real-world data. We
consider the sparse signal and compare the design of preferential sensing with that of the regular
sensing. For the simplicity of the code design and the construction of the corresponding sensing ma-
trix, we fix the degrees {pp;} and {p; ;} of the check nodes to pf; 4, = 1and p; 4, = 1, respectively.

Therefore, each check node has dcy edges connecting to the high-priority part xil and dc| edges con-

necting to the low-priority part xJL. Then we construct the sensing matrix with the algorithm being
illustrated in Alg. 1.

11



init final
l(arefgrential and Al(nrefer)ential’
which correspond to the distributions {Ay} and {A } in the initialization phase and at the final out-
come of Alg. 1. As the baseline, we design the sensing matrix A eguar via (3.7) which provides regular
(final)
preferential

We evaluate two types of sensing matrices for the preferential sensing, namely, A

sensing with an additional constraint which enforces equal edge number with A for a fair

comparison.

Algorithm 1 Design of Sensing Matrix for Preferential Sensing.

e Input: maximum variable node degree dvmay, check node degree dcy and dc, signal lengths
ny and ny, sparsity numbers ky and ky, and iteration number T.

e Initialization: set Sy < log (’,1(—‘;’) ,BL < log (%) Then we initialize {Ay;} and {A ;} as

min Z iAf i,
AHEAGymax—1, "
ALEAdymax—1

s.t. nydc <ZiAH,i> = npdcy (ZiAL,i> ;

1 1

HkH Al ’ Lkr ALy ’
(Cet) - ()
1 .
(den)? + (dep)?’
Z/\H,Z < ViH .
7 V0 T Vkpy/dey +de’
App = Ap1 =0,

which is equivalent to (4.3) without the Requirement 3.

e Iterative Update: denote Ag) (or /\(Lt)) as the updated version of Ay (or A(;)) at the tth itera-
tion.

e For time f = 1 to T: update Ag) and A(Lt) by alternating minimization of (4.3) with Require-
ment 2 and Requirement 3 being replaced by (4.7), (4.8), and (4.9).

1. Update /\g_? with Ay being fixed to be )\(Ltfl) ;

2. Update /\(Lt) with Ag being fixed to be Ag).
e Output: degree distribution Ag) and A(LT).

6.1 Experiments with synthetic data

Experiment set-up. We fix the check node degrees dcyy and dc as 5 and let the maximum variable
node degree dvmax as 50. The magnitude of the non-zero entries is set to 1. Then we study the recovery
performance with varying SNR = th Hi /c?. The following numerical experiments separately study
the impact of the signal length ny and n;, and the impact of the sparsity number ky and k.

6.1.1 Impact of sparsity number

We fix the length ny of the high-priority part xi{ as 100 and the length n;, of the low-priority part th

as 400. The simulation results are plotted in Fig. 3.
:

We first investigate the recovery performance w.r.t. the high priority part x;;. Using the sensing matrix

12



(final)

preferentia
sensing) achieves better performance when the 51gna1 is more sparse. Consider the case when SNR =

100. When kg = k; = 10, the ratio ||Xg — XH||2/HXH||2 for Al

preferentia
that of the Aregular i 0.86. When the sparsity number kp and kj increase to 15, the improvement is

approximately (0.85 — 0.4)/0.85 ~ 53%. When the sparsity number kg and k; increase to 20, the
corresponding improvement further decreases to (0.95 — 0.55)/0.95 ~ 42%.

Aregular (regular sensing) as the baseline, we conclude that our sensing matrix A | (preferential

| is approximately 0.35 while

When turning to the reconstruction error Hi —x! H2 / qu Hz w.r.t. the whole signal, we notice a simi-

lar phenomenon, i.e., a sparser signal contributes to better performance. Additionally, we notice the
. . (final)
sensing matrix Apr cferentia
(init)

preferential*

| achieves significant improvements in comparison to its initialized version

1.2 1.6
——Aregular = Aregular
I (init) A(mm
=1.08 preferential 1.4 preferential
=T Alfinah = (final)
® preferential % preferential
=0.86 =12
=5 % ky =10, ky = 10
" 0.69 " 2 L
= &
052 ~ 08
0.35 0.6
10 25 40 55 70 85 100 10 25 40 55 70 85 100
SNR SNR
13
—— A, regular 175 ~—Aregular
ini umf
~1.15 Al reforential N 1.6 proferential
A = Alreforential)| % 1-45 prefetential
= = 13
s %115 ki =15,k = 15
| |
0.85
0.7
10 25 40 55 70 85 100
SNR
1.9
—— Arcgulal = Aregular
o “‘Apmfmnml 1.7 ——Apreferential
=1.15 A (final == o a(final)
W preferential] | % 1.5 preferential
= =
=095 =13 —on T —
g ki = 20, k; = 20 L ke = 20, by =20
Fo075 &
0.9
0.55 0.7
10 25 40 55 70 85 100 10 25 40 55 70 85 100

SNR SNR

Figure 3. Comparison of preferential sensing vs regular sensing. The length np of the high-priority part

i

reconstruction performance w.r.t. the high-priority part ||Xg — xgi ll2/ Hx% II2-

is set as 100; while the length 7] of the low-priority part xi is set as 400. (Left panel) We evaluate the

(Right panel) We evaluate
the reconstruction performance w.r.t. the whole signal ||X — x* ||/ ||x"| 2.

6.1.2 Impact of signal length

We also studied various settings in which the length n; of the high-priority part x3, is set to {150, 200, 250, 300}

and the corresponding length n; of the low-priority part th is set to {600,800, 1000, 1200}. The simu-
lation results are plotted in Fig. 4.
(final)

preferential

part xH significantly. For example, when SNR = 100, the ratio ||Xy — X?;Hz/ ||x§{|\2 reduces between

Compared to regular sensing, our sensing matrix A can reduce the error in the high-priority

13
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Figure 4. Comparison of preferential sensing vs regular sensing. Both the sparsity number kfy and ky, are
set as 15. (Left panel) We evaluate the reconstruction performance w.r.t. the high-priority part ||Xg —

SNR

XE{ ll2/ ||);L ll2. (Right panel) We evaluate the reconstruction performance w.r.t. the whole signal ||X —
xA|2/ [ 2-

(final)

preferential’ Meanwhile, w.r.t. the whole signal x!, the ratio

40% ~ 60% with the sensing matrix A
2=/
2

6.2 Experiments with real-world data

X Hz decreases with a smaller magnitude.

We compare the performance of sensing matrices for images using (i) MNIST dataset LeCun et al.
(1998), which consists of 10000 images in the testing set and 60000 images in the training set; and (ii)
Lena image.

To obtain a sparse representation for each image, we perform a 2D Haar transform 7{(-), which gener-
ates four sub-matrices being called as the approximation coefficients (at the coarsest level), horizontal

detail coefficients, vertical detail coefficients, and diagonal detail coefficients. The approximation coef-

ficients are at the coarsest level and are treated as the high-priority part qu ; while the horizontal detail

coefficients, vertical detail coefficients, and diagonal detail coefficients are regarded as the low-priority

14



Ground-
Truth
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Preferential
Sensing
Regular 4
Sensing = H E

Figure 5. The performance comparison between the sensing matrix for preferential sensing Apreferential

and sensing matrix for regular sensing Aregylar- (Top) The ground-truth images. (Middle) The recon-

(final)
preferential”

H

ra 0

(final)

structed images with the sensing matrix A (Bottom) The reconstructed images with the sensing

matrix Aregylar-

part xtL. Hence we can write the sensing relation in (1.1) as
y = AH(Image) + w, (6.1)

where Image denotes the input image, 7(-) denotes the vectorized version of the coefficients and is
viewed as the sparse ground-truth signal, and w denotes the sensing noise. The sensing matrix A is
designed such that the approximation coefficients of H (Image) can be better reconstructed.

6.3 Experiments with MNIST

Experiment set-up. We set the images from MNIST as the input, which consists of 10000 images in
the testing set and 60000 images in the training set with each image being of dimension 28 x 28.

The whole datasets can be divided into 10 categories with each category representing a digit from
zero to nine. For each digit, we design one unique sensing matrix. The lengths ny and n are set to
(28/2)2 = 196 and 3 x (28/2)? = 588, respectively. The sparsity coefficients ky; and k; varied among
different digits.

Discussion. To evaluate the performance, we define ratios ry; () and ryy () as

o IR =X
"H() = ] ;
I, 12
’ A ||3‘\_Xh||2
A P

which correspond to the ¢, error in the high-priority part XL and the entire signal x°, respectively. We

(init)

preferential” smnce

use the sensing matrix Aregylar as the benchmark. In addition, we omit the results of A
(final)

preferential
The results are listed in Tab. 1. A subset of the reconstructed images are shown in Fig. 5. From Tab. 1
(final)

preferential
preserve the images when comparing with the sensing matrix Aegylar for the regular sensing.

the sensing matrix A has better performance.

and Fig. 5, we conclude that our sensing matrix A for the preferential sensing can better

6.4 Experiments with Lena Image

(final)
preferential
512 x 512. Notice that the sensing matrix would have been prohibitively large if we used the whole

image as the input. To put more specifically, we would need a matrix with the width 5122 = 262144.

Experiment set-up. We evaluate the benefits of using A for the Lena image with dimension
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Training Set Testing Set

Digit Tnp)  THm W) "W Hp)  THE) W) W)
0 0.28315 0.5154 0.44818 0.60131 0.30292 0.45749 0.46283 0.56486
1 0.16746 0.33751 0.29332 0.41599 01511  0.45264 0.2659 0.51864
2 0.26303 0.50365 0.42984 (0.59959 0.24896 0.4233 0.42216 0.52556
3 0.24613 0.43677 0.42514 0.53163 0.26446 0.46766 0.43534 (0.56189
4 0.28331 0.44377 0.44623 0.53791 0.30092 0.4445 0.45804 0.53749
5 0.28405 0.53511 0.45727 0.6198 0.27258 0.47044 0.44382 0.56622
6 0.28801 0.39436 0.45053 0.51701 0.27084 0.5086 0.44134 0.59534
7 0.25503 0.41621 0.41809 0.52896 0.27266 0.51329 0.41693 0.5783
8 0.31263 0.51918 0.47618 0.61492 0.32731 0.48163 0.48699  0.5837
9 0.30171 0.54394 0.45241 0.61799 0.27385 0.55313 0.43116 0.62785

(final)

Table 1. The index i = p corresponds to the sensing matrix Apr eferential

the index i = r corresponds to the sensing matrix Aegular for the regular sensing. We define the ratio ry ;)

for the preferential sensing; while

(i = {p,r}) as the error w.r.t. the high priority part, namely, | Xy — XL 2/ ||x§1 |l2. Similarly we define the
ratio ryy ;) (i = {p,r}) as the ratio w.r.t. the whole signal, namely, [|x — x5/ [|x*||2. Moreover, we put

(final) in the bold font.

the results corresponding to the sensing matrix Apreferential

To handle such issue, we divide the whole images into a set of sub-blocks with dimensions 32 x 32
and design one sensing matrix with the width 322 = 1024. For each sub-block, we first obtain a sparse
representation with a 2D Haar transform and then reconstruct the signal in (6.1).

Discussion. The comparison of results is plotted in Fig. 6, from which we conclude that the sensing
(final)

preferential
ing matrix Ayegylar- The ratios r H,(p) and ry () are computed as 0.0446 and 0.3029, respectively; while

the ratio ryy (,) and ryy () are computed as 0.0709 and 0.3144, respectively.

matrix A has much better performance in image reconstruction in comparison with the sens-

p)
Remark 2. The degree distributions Ay (-) and Ap(-) of the variable nodes for the sensing matrix A
are obtained as

(final)
preferential

(final)
preferential
preferential sensing. (Right) Reconstructed image via sensing matrix Ayegyar for regular sensing.

for

Figure 6. (Left) Ground-truth image. (Middle) Reconstructed image via sensing matrix A
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An(a)

= 0.0057856a + 0.02591542 + 0.363944> + 0.35183a*
4 0.10333a° + 0.04134a® + 0.021619a” + 0.0135084°
+ 0.00943744° + 0.0070906a'° + 0.00564'*

+ 0.0045851a'? + 0.0038574a'3 + 0.0033145a 4
+0.0028963a> 4 .00256594 ¢ + 0.0022992417

+ 0.0020801'8 + 0.0018973a" + 0.00174284%
+0.001610942! + 0.0014974%2 + 0.001398423
+0.0013111a%* 4 0.00123444% + 0.00116624%°
+0.00110534%7 4 0.001050648 + 0.0010013a%’

+ 0.000956540 + 0.0009157643! + 0.000878524

+ 0.000844364% + 0.000812924%* + 0.000783884
+ 0.00075697%° + 0.000731974%7 + 0.00070867438
+ 0.000686914% + 0.000666524* + 0.00064738*!
+ 0.00062937a*2 4 0.000612384*> + 0.00059633a*
+ 0.00058114a* + 0.00056673a*® + 0.00055304a*”
+ 0.000540014*® + 0.00052764*;

Ap(a) = a.

The check node degrees dcy and dcy_ are both set as 4. Meanwhile, the sensing matrix Aregylar designed in (3.7)

is a reqular sensing matrix whose variable node and check node degree distributions are given by A(a) = a2
and p(«) = 7, respectively.

7 Conclusions

This paper presented a general framework of the sensing matrix design for a linear measurement sys-
tem. Focusing on a sparse sensing matrix A, we associated it with a graphical model G = (V,€)
and transformed the design of A to the connectivity problem in G. With the density evolution tech-
nique, we proposed two design strategies, i.e., regular sensing and preferential sensing. In the regular
sensing scenario, all entries of the signal are recovered with equal accuracy; while in the preferential
sensing scenario, the entries in the high-priority sub-block are recovered more accurately (or exactly)
relative to the entries in the low-priority sub-block. We then analyzed the impact of the connectivity
of the graph on the recovery performance. For the regular sensing, our framework can reproduce the
classical result of Lasso, i.e., the number of measurements m should be at least in the order O(klogn),
where n is the length of the signal and k is the sparsity number. For the preferential sensing, our
framework can lead to a significant reduction of the reconstruction error in the high-priority part and
a modest reduction of the error in the whole signal. Numerical experiments with both synthetic data
and real-world data are presented to corroborate our claims.

Appendix A Proof of Thm. 1
Proof. We begin the proof by restating the DE equation w.r.t. E¢*1) and V(1) as
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2
EUY = Eppion(s) zon(01) [PFOX (S +mzV E(”;ﬁﬂzV“)) - S] ;

Ly, (E(t);v(f) )

V<t+1) = ]Eprior(s),sz(O,l) [ﬁﬂ2V<t) pI”OX/ <S +a1zV E<t);‘B{Z2V<t)):| .

Ly, (E(f) v )

The derivation of the necessary conditions for lim;_, (E ®), V(t)) = (0,0) consists of two parts:
e Part I. We verify that (0,0) is a fixed-point of the DE equation;
o Part II. We consider the necessary condition such that DE equation converges within the proximity

of the origin points, i.e., E () and V() are close to zero.
Since Part I can be easily verified, we put our major focus on Part II. Define the difference across
iterations as (5‘(;) = E(t+1) _ E(t) and (5‘(;) = V(D) — v we would like to show limHoo((Sg),ég)) =
(0,0). With Taylor expansion, we obtain

5}(5t+1> _ v, (E(tJrl),V(tJrl)) vy, (E(t),V(t))

_ a‘I’E(E,V)‘ 5
= \ T3 |[E=EOv=v0) E

a\FE (El V) t
+ (T ‘E:E(”,V:V(') "5\(/)

+0 ((5&”)3 +0 ((5$>)2) . (A1)

(£)

Consider the region where (5g) and (5‘(;) are sufficiently small, we require 6, and (5‘(;) to converge to
zero. Notice the quadratic terms in (A.1) can be safely omitted in this region. Denote the gradients

ave(Ev) (*) ¥ (EV) ¥y (EV) ¥y (EV)
( 9 ) E—E() vy r — a7 |E=E0v=v®) s —aE — |F=E®,y=y(t), ANd TGr== e p) vy

t t t t
as (%)( ), (a‘FEa(‘E’V))( ), (a‘YVa(g,V) )( ), and (%)( ), respectively. We obtain the linear

equation

. v (EV)\ (D) favpEv)\ D) ¢
l(s%tilﬂ B ( i )(f) ( i )(t) [(5%]
oYy (E,V oYy (E,V
5y ( vt >> ( y(E >) oy

2L1.(8)

and would require the lower bound of the operator norm of the matrix L() to be no greater than 1,

ie. inf; HL(t> HOP < 1, since otherwise the values of 51(;) and 5‘(;) will keep increasing. Exploiting the

fact aTVa(E V) 0, we conclude

HL(t)HO = max KWE(E'V))(” , (aqfv(z-j,v)>(t)
P

oE re1%

e(E,V) and oYy (E,V) as

The proof is then concluded by computing the lower bounds of the gradients oF 5E PI

18



9% (E,V)
=B le=rny=vo

o _s—i—an(t) s—a V()
=M ]Eprior(s) |:(I> ( aliE(t) + o 7‘11 =0

© ak [y (_cotamV) o (e —aV®
n o VED o VED

5 _ E 7a2V(t>
+ 2a7 (1 ” P 0

2 ® \ 6 k2
gkﬁ+2a%(17E)d> _ V) 2k
n n alE(t)

¥y (E, V)
T ‘ E=E®,y=V®

s+ a V(D) s—a V()
= ‘E._. K A S A IR, N i
ﬁﬂ2 prior(s) |: ( 2 VED + o 50

ﬁazk & (_ co + an(t

1=}

n

k azv(t)
+ 2pay (1 - Z) o - 0
H\e
8 kb2 | o, (1 - 5) ® (— a2V ) > kb (A2)
n n (1) n
alE

where ®(-) = (271)71/2 f_(go ¢~/24z is the CDF of the standard normal RV z, namely, z ~ N(0,1). In
® and @ we use the prior distribution prior(s) = k/n - 1(co) + (1 — k/n)1(0). Further, in @ and 6 we

use the fact
(t) _ (t)
lim ® _CotaVy + co —mV =1,
E0 -0 Va E®) a1E()

since ¢y # 0. Finally, in ® and @ we omit the non-negative terms ®(-). .
Appendix B Example of regular sensing with a Gaussian prior 0

In addition to the Laplacian prior studied in Subsec. 3.3, we also investigate the Gaussian prior. As-
suming the ground-truth x” to be Gaussian distributed with zero mean and unit variance, we would

like to recover the signal x* with the regularizer f(x) = HxH% In this case, the DE equation reduces to

RE + B0

g+l ;
(1+av®)?
140
vy = 28 B.1
1+ apV () (B.1)

where a1, a; are defined the same as above. Then we have the following theorem.
Theorem 4. Provided that }; ; piAj+/i/] < 1, the average error E () and the variance V!) decrease exponen-
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Figure 7. Illustration of DE in (B.1) when setting prior(s) = 1(s = 1). Left panel: }_;; p;A;1/i/j < 1.
Right panel: }; ; pi)\j\/7j > 1. Notice that the left panel has a fix-point (0,0) while the right panel is
with non-zero fix-point.

tially after some iteration index T, that is, E¢) < e=«0(t=T)E(T) gnd v(t) < e=a1(t=T)y(T) whenever t > T,
where ¢, c1 > 0 are some fixed constants.

An illustration of the DE in (B.1) is shown in Fig. 7.

Proof. We begin the proof by restating that the functions [E;/imean(+; -) and E;hyar (mean; var) are writ-
ten as

2
BEW +a2 (V(t)) s2
(1+a,v(0)?

g2V(t)
1+av ()’

Ezlimean (S + agx/ﬂ; lle(t)) —

Exhar s+ mzVEO;0,v0) =

which can be easily verified. Then we prove that V{*) decreases exponentially since a, > 0 and hence
for an arbitrary time index T; the relation

v < ( T2 )t_Tl y(h) — p—at=T1)y(T1)
“\1l+ap
holds for > Ty, where ¢ is defined as log(1 +a, ) > 0.
Afterwards, we study the behavior of E(!). Denote Vs as Eprior(s) (s%), we have
a, VgV (1)

EHD < 2E® 4 =5

) a V. a t
< g2 L 2278 2 v B.2
=0 T 2 1+ ar ’ ( )

where in ® we use the relation V(") < (a,/(1 + a5))" V(?). Define a new sequence E() = E() /43!, we
can transform (B.2) to

ra 1+ap

E1) _ EtD EB) 4, v(0) a ‘
T 2(t+1) — a2t 2a3 ( )a?

2
ay
t
-0 a, VsV (0 a
a3 (14 az)ag
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after rearranging the terms. Due to the time-invariance, we also have the relation

VeV ) i
B < Blt-1) 4 #2VYs 12 ,
- 2a? (14 ap)a?

Iterating over all such inequalities, we obtain the equation

a 1 _ ( a )t
E(t+1) < F() QZVSV(O) (1+ay)a? (1+ay)a?

o ()

’

which leads to

1 2tp(1
g(t+1) §a1tE( ) ¢

t
2t a
{l2VS V(O> ] ap ar — (1+2u2) (B 3)
2
1

2 _ a
2a7 1+ay 1 7(1“22)“

I

Since a; < 1and a/(1+az) < 1, we have the second term I in (B.3) to be negligible as t goes to
infinity. Hence we can choose a sufficiently large T such that for t > T, we have E(**1) is approximately
equal to a%tE(l) and conclude the exponential decay of E(*). O
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8 Discussion of the DE for both regular and irregular designs

First we explain the physical meaning of the quantities E(*) and V), which track the average error
and the average variance at the tth iteration, respectively. Since the physical meaning of V{*) can be
easily obtained, we focus on the explanation of E®). For the convenience of the analysis, we rewrite
the MAP estimator as

R — Ax|?
X = argmax, exp <_,Y|yz(72|2> exp (—7f(x)),

where 7 > 0 is a redundant positive constant. Then we restate the message-passing algorithm, which
is used to solve the MAP estimator, as

2
(t+1) () ,M
g (x) = [T m2,(xi) xe 202 dx;

a—i j—a ]
jeaa\i

w3 () 2 e T ) ().

i—a b—i
bedi\a

The MAP estimator of X; is hence written as

X = argmax, [P (xily) =~ argmaxxie*'yf(x") H M, (x;).
aeoi

Notice that X; can be rewritten as the mean w.r.t. the probability measure e~ 1f (i) Ilicoi ”A%(zi ;, namely,

xlw/xe 7f (i) Hm x;)dx;,

aeai

by letting v — co. Since the mean y;_,, is computed as

pia = [ 300 TT ) (),
Xi beoi\a

which is close to X;, we obtain the approximation m 1 Y™ | (;,, — x?)2 as (x; — x?)‘z. We then con-
clude

n
= L X () = L ()’
i=la= i=1
which is approximately the average of error at the tth iteration. Having discussed the physical meaning
of the quantities E(!) and V(*), we turn to the derivation of the DE equation.
8.1 Supporting Lemmas
We begin the derivation with the following lemma, which is stated as

Lemma 1. Consider the message flow it m from the check node a to the variable node i and approximate it as

A1) (1)

a Gaussian RV with mean ;4( Y and variance Ai ) , e, m(tH) N (;laﬁl 1 Ui

). Then, we can obtain

the following update equation at the (t + 1)th iteration
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~ 1

A 5+ A Y AuA, <x]-— y§2a> + AAwa;
jeaa\i

5D — pg2 |9a| V()

ﬂ%i

where |da| denotes the degree of the check node a.

Proof. Consider the message flow mbg:l ) from check-node to variable node at the (t + 1)th iteration

(1) 1 (t
m,(Hi = 7l /H mﬁ)a(xj)

a—i ” jeda\i

v (ya —Lj=1 Anjxj>2

x exp | — 552 dx;. (8.1)
Approximate the message flow m]( 1) as a Gaussian RV with mean y]( s Y and variance U( ) . Plug-
ging into (8.1) yields
() )2
(41 1 7 T (xf B yl”")
ma(Hi>— 7 'HleXP =V
a—i " jeoa\i 20j 54
2
¥ (]/a —Yj=1 Aujxj)
x exp | — 202 dx;. (8.2)

The direct calculation of the above integral involves the cross terms such as A,j, Ay, xj, %), (1 # J2),
which can be cumbersome. To handle this issue, we adopt the trick in Krzakala et al. (2012a); Nishi-
mori (2001), whose basic idea is to introduce a redundant variable w and exploit the relation

_i 1 itw
e 202 = e 272 + o2 da)
V2mo? .

where t is an arbitrary number. As such, we can transform (8.2) to

M )
) o 7 (5-1%)
a—)z /dw Xjo&XPp Ty
]Eaf’\l 2v ]—m
lw'Y ( —Yi=1 a]x]) yw?
X exp 2 eXp =5 5|

which diminishes the cross term x; x;, (j1 # j2). Rearranging the terms for each x;, we can iteratively
perform the integral such that
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() () : O]
27—[0]'%11 . exp (_’7(0214%0]-*“2 I l’)"")Aﬂ]"ujﬂa)

) . t+1
and its variance 55{ e ) as

(t+1)

. . . . . (b
With some algebraic manipulations, we can compute its mean i, ..

t
A(t+1) Atll (yl? - Z]Eaﬂ\l Aﬂ]ﬂ](—>}a) .
a—i A2,
at

7

(1)
(t1) 0 + Licaa\i Agjvjau

a—i AZ.
ai

The following analysis focuses on how to approximate these two values. We begin by the discussion

(++1)

w.r.t. the variance 0 1, - Note we have

82 4y ¥ o)

a—i j—=a’
jeaa\i

where in ® we use A ~ E (AZ|A,; #0) = A~! fori € 9a. As for the sum Yjcp; v](ia, we can view

(t)

it to be randomly sampled from the set of variances {U i a} and approximate it as

2\ v}ia ~ (|9a] — 1) V) ~ |9a| V).
jE€oa\i

Notice that the variance is closely related with the check node degree |da|. Having obtained the vari-

ZA)(tH), we turn to the mean ﬁ(t:il)

i 1 » which is computed as

ance

(1) Aqi (F/a — Yjcaa\i AajV](‘Zu)

i 2
a—1 Am'
2 t
~ AAy | Agixi + Z Auj <x] - V](la> + Wa
jeoa\i
) t
~ o+ A Z Am'Auj (x] - V;lu) + AAziwa,

jeoa\i

where in @ and ® we use the approximation A2, ~ A~! for i € da.
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8.2 Derivation of DE

We study the message flow ml(t:al) from the variable node i to the check node a
2
o)
(t+1) ~ —yf(x 260+
mi—m =e /) H e b
bedi\a
'y(xﬁﬁm-l))z ~(t41)
To begin with, we study the product [Tpe;\, exp < — J) Its variance v;_, , is approxi-
b—i

mately computed as

T y T
o) it oyt

which yields

i) = (o) & A
e = A2+ eV ) T Ed '

is calculated as

~(t+1) -1
~(t+1) My 1
]’liaa - ( 2 /\(;1)) / ( Z /\(t+1)>

bEai\ﬂ vh—)i beai\a vb—)i

Further, the mean ﬁftt{l)

e

Ac? + |a| V()
|oi]

y xi + A Yicani AbiApj (xj - Fﬁt_),b) + AApiwy
X
beona Ac? + [0a| V()

Q

’

A
xi+m Y. Ay (Xj* V](-ib) + ) Apwy
jeab\i beoi\a

where in ® we invoke Lemma 1. We then approximate the term } ;30\ ; Api A; (xj — :”]('ib) + Lpecaiva Avip
as a Gaussian RV with its mean being calculated as

E| Y ) Audy (xj_ V](-t_)m)Jr Y. Apwy| =0,
bedi\a jedb\i bedi\a

and its variance as

2
E| ). ) Andy (Xj* u}ib)+ Y Aut
beai\a jeab\i beai\a
2 2
_E AyiAy (x— ! E Ay
Y Y Audy(x Hilw)| T Y. Apiwy
bEdi\a jEdb\i bedi\a
2 H \?2 _ .
~ A2l ) (xj—y§lb> + A~10?9i|
jeaa\i
o)
< |ail (A*2|aa|E<f> + A’laz) .
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(£)

2
In @ we assume the term (xj — ¥ %b) is randomly sampled among all possible pairs (i,a). Hence

(t+1)

i—a

x; + z\/(AU2 + |0a|E(t)) /|0i| and variance (A0'2 + |8a|V(t)> /19i|, namely,

2 () 2 (t)
x~N|[xi+z Ag +|§a|E ,AU +|§u|V ,
|01 |91

where z is a standard normal RV. Recalling that the distribution of the degrees of the variable node i
and check node a satisfies IP(|0i| = ) = A, and IP (|da| = B) = pp, we can approximate the distribu-

for the fixed degree |0i| and |0a|, we can approximate the mean i as a Gaussian RV with mean

tion of the product [Tpcp\  €Xp [ —y(xi— ﬁ}gil) 2/ (2?721 )} as the mixture Gaussian }; ; 0;A;N (Z iEW) }”AUZ , Agz?iv(t) )

iEW+Ag?

+and further approximate it as a single Gaussian RV with mean x; +}; ; piA;z and variance

Yijpilj A +’V . Invoking the definitions of imean(+; -) and hyar (+; ) asin (3.6), we then approximate
( + ) (t + )

and the variance (N

[iE + A(72
Vl(:ral) ~ hmean x1+z ZPZ

Aoc-+1iV
sz M)/

[iE + AUZ
Ul(:rul) ~ hvar x +z Zpl
Ac? +iv®
sz — )

Then, the DE w.r.t. the average error E(!*1) is derived as

1 L 2
E(t+1 mn 2 Z ( 1:;1) xzh)

a=1i=1

[iE + A(72
~ 1Epnor(s)]EZ |:hmean (x +z sz
Aoe +1iV
i)
i,j

Following a similar method, we obtain the DE w.r.t. the average variance V(1) as stated in (3.4). This
completes the proof.

the mean p;_, as

8.3 Derivation of DE for Irregular Design

Different from the regular design, we separately track the average error and average variance w.r.t. the

() p(H) 10

high-priority part and low-priority part. Then we define four quantities, namely, E; ', E;/, V; 7, and

VS ), which are written as

*One hidden assumption is that there is no-local loops in the graphical model we constructed, which is widely used in the
previous work Mezard & Montanari (2009).
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where np and 1y denote the length of the high-priority part XL and low-priority part th, respectively.
Following the same procedure as above then yields the proof of (4.1). The derivation details are

omitted for the clarify of presentation.

9 Discussion of Subsec. 4.3

We start the discussion by outlining the DE equation w.r.t. Eg), E y), Vg ), and Vét)

1) 2
Eng prlor(s) ZNN(O 1) [prox (S tz- bH 1’ﬁHbH 2) - S]
2 Y¥en E L(t)> ;
2
E£t+1) = IE1:>rior(s)]I'<:z~N(O,1) [pl’OX (S +z bg)lllBng)z) - S]

2w (B ED VDY)

t+1
ngj )= IE'prior(s)]Ez~N(0,1)

[,BHbH,Z - prox (S +z bg?l;ﬁHbg—?Z)]

2y (B0, £, V0, V0)

t+1
VL( )= ]Eprior(s) ]EZNN(O,l)

[.BLbL,z - prox (s +z- b(Lt,)lr.Bng,;)]

2wy (BB VLY,

where notation prox(a; b) is the soft-thresholding estimator defined as sign(a) max(|a| — b,0), nota-

tion prox/ (a;b) is the derivative w.r.t. the first argument, and the notations bg)l, bg)z, bg)l, and b£)2 are

defined as
AU’Z-‘rZ'E(t)—F 'E<f)
bg?l = Z)\H,ZPH,inL\/ ? oL ;
0ij
(1) o a7t
Ad? +iVy +jV,
by = Y A epn ot 7 L
0,ij
A(72+iE(t)+ E<t)
b = ZA%PL,iPH,j\/ / -
Lij
Ac? +iv) + i)
bg)z =Y AfpLipn, [é s
Lij
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Similar to the proof in Sec. A, we define the differences across iterations as
() & p(t+1) _ p(), s(t) o p(t+1) _ p(t),
5E,H£ n o —Eu; 5E,L£EL —ELS
Sy 2Vt v, s 2 vt vl

9.1 Discussion of Eq. (4.7)
This subsection follows the same logic as in Sec. A. We first relax the Requirement 2 w.r.t. the average

variance VI(; ) and VL(t). Performing the Taylor-expansion, we obtain

(t+1)
(SV,H

= Yyu (VI(Jt+1)/ VL(t+1), E(;rl), E(Lt+1)>

~Yvu (Vi v B ED)

_ (9% () 50
oEy  |En=EQ E=E vy=v vi=v" | "EH
+ v () 50
oF;,  |Ew=EQ Ei=E{ vy=v{{ vi=v" | EL
4 (v () 50
oVy  |Euw=EQ Ei=E{ vy=v) vi=v)" | “V.H
L (v () 50
oEy  |En=EQ E=E vy=v{{ vi=v") | VL

2 2
+o (o)) +o ((51)7): ©1)
Following the same logic in Sec. A, our derivation consists of two parts:
e Part I. We verify that (0,0) is a fixed point of the DE equation w.r.t. Vl(f ) and VL(t) ;

e Part II. We show the DE equation w.r.t. VI(; ) and VL(t) converges within the proximity of the origin

points.
Our following derivation focuses on showing that DE converges, or equivalently, lim¢_eo (5E,t )H, 5‘(; >L) =

(0,0), as the second part can be easily verified. We consider the region where V(t), VL(t), (5‘(;)H, and 5‘(;)L
are sufficiently small and hence can safely omit the quadratic terms in (9.1). Exploiting the fact that

oYy g/0Ey = 0and 0¥y i /0dE; = 0, we obtain the linear relation

¥y () () ¥y () ()
5] - [l T
+ ¥y (- ¥y (- !
ovr ( a‘%( )) ( GVVLL( )) oy’
(t)

v

L

2\ ®)
where the notation (WS/TI:,()) is an abbreviation for the gradient

v ()Y _ ¥y ()
oV T Vy
Similarly we define the notations (0¥y g (-)/9VL) ®, 0¥y (-)/9VhH) ®), and (0¥v,L (-)/avL)“). Then

we require inf; HLg) HOP < 1. Otherwise, the values of (5‘(; )H and 5‘(; )L will keep increasing and stay away

from zero. We then lower bound the gradients (d¥y g (-) /aVH)(t) and (0¥y () /BVL)(t) as

Ey=Ey) E.=E{ Vy=V) vi=V" -
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where ®(-) = (271)"1/2 f_(o)o e~7/24z is the CDF of the standard normal RV z, i.e., z ~ N(0,1). In
® and @, we follow the same computation procedure as in (A.2), and in @ and @ we drop the non-

negative terms ®(-). Following a similar procedure, we lower bound the gradients (0¥ 1(-)/0Vy) ®

and (0¥y (-)/0 VL)(t) as
oYy (- *) k ALy .
( : L( )> > L,BL (Ze ;[) ) (Zl ; /i>;
al‘/’ (') t k ﬁ Ar
( aVLL ) > -LPL (Z[ ;

8% CPINEHOR G EG (4.9)
0

This subsection relaxes the requirement lim;_, o E;

”\
N———
oY

11
N
N
S

= 0, which consists of two parts:

o Part I. we consider the necessary conditions such that DE equation w.r.t. E%) converges;

o Part II. We verify that 0 is a fixed point of DE w.r.t. Eg) given that lim;_e, ( }(f ), VL( )) = (0,0).

Since the second part can be easily verified, we focus on the first part. We consider the region where

()

E;_I) and ¢ I(;)H are all sufficiently small and require ;. }; to converge to zero. Via the Taylor expansion,
we obtain the following linear equation

L4 AN ) L4 AN )
=) ()" o
N ()
where (ngj ) ) denotes the gradlent ( ) at the point (E () E(Lt), Vg ), VL(t)). Enforcing the vari-

(£)
able 1 ; to converge to zero, we require

T [ T

Then our goal becomes lower-bounding the gradients, which are written as

inf
t
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(‘YE,H('))(t) kHle (Z/\H€> y IPH,PL ) (9.3)
9En 77 \JiEW + jEY

¥ () G kb A OH,iOL,j
(5) "= 0 () (B s ) "

ij \JiEY + eV

Taking the limit Eg) — 0, we can conclude the relaxation by simplifying (9.3) and (9.4) as
2
‘I’E,H('))(t> < kn AHye Vi )
( oEy T ng Z[: Vi Z oHi )
2
Feu())" /\Hé .
( JEL ) - Z ;\ﬂpu '

9.3 Discussion of Eq. (4.9)

The basic idea is to linearize the DE update equation with Taylor expansion and enforce the difference

(#)
Ye,L(7) (t),
( oEy ) ’

5$?H to decrease at a faster rate than 5V,L:
Yen(-) ®
oEy
Yen(-) ® YE,L(+) ®
( oEL ) S( JEL ) ’ ®:3)
HOAY Yer()

t t
Following the same logicas (9.3) and (9.4), we can lower-bound the gradients (‘YaEEH ) : and ( oF. ) &

as
NGO A\ ’
(Ygéé)) Z% (Z%) (Zi;\ﬂpH,i> ;

(i) <4 ) o)

Combining with (9.5) will then yield the Requirement 3.
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