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Abstract

Semi-algebraic priors are ubiquitous in signal processing and machine learning.
Prevalent examples include a) linear models where the signal lies in a low-dimensional
subspace; b) sparse models where the signal can be represented by only a few coefficients
under a suitable basis; and c) a large family of neural network generative models. In
this paper, we prove a transversality theorem for semi-algebraic sets in orthogonal or
unitary representations of groups: with a suitable dimension bound, a generic translate
of any semi-algebraic set is transverse to the orbits of the group action. This, in turn,
implies that if a signal lies in a low-dimensional semi-algebraic set, then it can be
recovered uniquely from measurements that separate orbits.

As an application, we consider the implications of the transversality theorem to the
problem of recovering signals that are translated by random group actions from their
second moment. As a special case, we discuss cryo-EM: a leading technology to consti-
tute the spatial structure of biological molecules, which serves as our prime motivation.
In particular, we derive explicit bounds for recovering a molecular structure from the
second moment under a semi-algebraic prior and deduce information-theoretic impli-
cations. We also obtain information-theoretic bounds for three additional applications:
factoring Gram matrices, multi-reference alignment, and phase retrieval. Finally, we
deduce bounds for designing permutation invariant separators in machine learning.

1 Introduction

Motivation: cryo-EM. Single-particle cryo-electron microscopy (cryo-EM) is an increas-
ingly important technology for reconstructing the 3-D structure of biological molecules, such
as proteins, at high resolution. In 2023, the number of molecular structures resolved using
cryo-EM was ten times more than the number in 2013 [1]. There are several reasons for the
growing dominance of cryo-EM. In contrast to the classical X-ray crystallography technol-
ogy, a cryo-EM experiment does not require crystallization, so it can capture the molecules
in their native states and recover the structure of numerous biological molecules that re-
sist crystallization. In addition, it has the potential to elucidate the dynamics of biological
molecules [45]. Cryo-EM was selected by Nature Methods as the “Method of the Year 2015,”
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three of its pioneers were awarded the Nobel Prize in Chemistry 2017, and it was chosen as
a “Method to Watch” in 2022 by Nature Methods [22].

A typical cryo-EM experiment produces hundreds of thousands of noisy tomographic
projections of the sought molecular structure, each taken from an unknown viewing direction;
a detailed mathematical model is introduced in Section 4. The cryo-EM inverse problem
is that of estimating the 3-D molecular structure from the noisy projections, while the
unknown viewing directions are commonly treated as nuisance variables [9]. Importantly,
all existing cryo-EM reconstruction algorithms build upon prior assumptions on the 3-D
structure. For example, there is an important class of algorithms, which are based on
Bayesian techniques [41, 37]. This paper underscores the importance of the substantial and
rich family of semi-algebraic priors. In particular, we show that if the molecular structure
lies in a low-dimensional semi-algebraic set, then it is possible to accurately estimate the
sought structure with an improved sample complexity, namely, with fewer observations.

Semi-algebraic sets. A semi-algebraic set M ⊆ R
N is a finite union of sets, which are

defined by polynomial equality and inequality constraints. Any semi-algebraic set M can
be written as a finite union of smooth manifolds, and the dimension of M is defined to
be the maximal dimension of these manifolds. The assumption that a signal (e.g., the 3-D
molecular structure) lies in a semi-algebraic set is referred to as a semi-algebraic prior. This
work is motivated by three important special cases of semi-algebraic sets.

• Linear priors: the assumption that the signal of interest lies in some low-dimensional
subspace. Linear priors are ubiquitous in signal processing and machine learning and
are the root of popular methods, such as Principal Component Analysis (PCA). Linear
models were proven highly effective in various stages in the computational pipeline of
cryo-EM data processing [47, 51, 48]. Some (but not all) non-linear manifolds are also
semi-algebraic sets; a simple example would be a sphere.

• Sparse priors : the assumption that many signals can be approximated by only a few
coefficients under some basis or frame [25]. This assumption was used recently to
design a new class of cryo-EM algorithms in case not many samples are available [16].

• Deep generative models based on neural networks of the form

x = Aℓ ◦ ηℓ−1 ◦ Aℓ−1 ◦ . . . ◦ η1 ◦ A1(z), (1.1)

where z resides in a low dimensional (latent) space, the Ai’s are affine transformations
and the ηi’s are semi-algebraic activation functions, such as the rectification func-
tion (ReLU) that sets the negative entries of an input to zero. Generative models
have demonstrated promising results in various tasks in the cryo-EM computational
pipeline and in particular to conformational variability analysis: one of the substantial
challenges in the field [52, 20, 36].

A transversality theorem for semi-algebraic sets. While cryo-EM is our prime mo-
tivation, the contribution of this paper is more fundamental. We prove a transversality
theorem for semi-algebraic sets in orthogonal or unitary representations V of compact Lie
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groups H . In particular, we derive bounds on the dimension of a generic semi-algebraic
set M, which ensures that it is transverse to the orbits of the group action. This implies
that if F is a measurement function (such as the second moment) that separates H-orbits,
then F is one-to-one when restricted to M; i.e., the prior knowledge that x lies in M ensures
that x is determined by the measurement F (x).

The main transversality theorems for real orthogonal representations, Theorem 2.2 and
Theorem 2.3, are stated in Section 2, and proved in Section 6. Since our primary interest
is in real representations, we state and prove the corresponding results for complex unitary
representations in Appendix A to avoid cluttering the main body of the text.

Applications. The abstract setting of the transversality theorem allows us to derive sev-
eral corollaries that span a wide range of mathematical models and scientific applications.
Our main focus is on recovering signals that are translated by random group actions from
their second moment. In Section 3 we introduce the implications of the transversality the-
orem to this problem and discuss two immediate consequences. First, we derive bounds on
the problem of recovering a matrix from its Gram matrix, assuming the matrix lies in a low-
dimensional semi-algebraic set. Second, we derive bounds for signal recovery from its Fourier
magnitudes, under semi-algebraic priors. This problem is called the phase retrieval problem
and it plays a key role in a variety of applications in optical imaging, signal processing, and
X-ray crystallography. In Section 4 we discuss the implications of the transversality theo-
rems to cryo-EM—our chief motivation. We derive conditions under which a 3-D molecular
structure can be recovered from the second moment of the measurements. We show that this
implies an improved sample complexity (fewer observations are required for reconstruction)
and discuss implications. We also discuss the connection to the multi-reference alignment
problem. From a representation theory perspective, cryo-EM and multi-reference alignment
can be understood as generalizations of the phase retrieval problem: while in the latter each
irreducible representation appears with multiplicity one, the cryo-EM and multi-reference
alignment models typically involve multiple copies of each irreducible representation. In
Section 5 we also discuss the implication of the transversality theorem to the problem of
designing permutation invariant separators in machine learning.

Prior work. There are many previous works in which transversality results are implic-
itly proved for specific group actions and for specific types of semi-algebraic priors, such
as linear subspaces. For example, the frame phase retrieval results of [5] can be rephrased
in the language of this paper as stating that a generic linear subspace of dimension M in
R

N with N > 2M − 2 is transverse to the orbits of the group {±1}N acting on R
N by

coordinate sign changes. Because our results apply to any semi-algebraic set, the bounds
we obtain from Theorem 2.2 and Theorem 2.3 are sometimes slightly weaker (differing by a
constant) from the transversality bounds for specific semi-algebraic sets with simple struc-
tures, such as linear subspaces. The relation of our results with the existing phase retrieval
literature is discussed further in Section 3. For the cryo-EM case, discussed in Section 4,
our bounds are actually much stronger than those previously obtained in the literature for
generic orthonormal bases [15].
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2 A transversality theorem for semi-algebraic sets

We consider a representation V of a compact Lie group H and prove results for semi-
algebraic subsets of V . Since the representations in the applications we consider are real, we
focus on real representations and present the generalizations for complex representations in
Appendix A.

Generic semi-algebraic sets. Our notion of a generic semi-algebraic set depends on a
choice of a semi-algebraic group Θ of semi-algebraic automorphisms of V . Hereafter, θ(M)
denotes the image of M under the automorphism θ.

Definition 2.1. Given a semi-algebraic group Θ of automorphisms of V , we say that a
transversality result holds for Θ-generic semi-algebraic subsets of a given dimension M if
the following condition is satisfied:

For any semi-algebraic set M with dimM ≤ M , the transversality result holds
for θ(M), where θ is a generic element of the semi-algebraic group Θ.

Precisely, we mean that the set of θ ∈ Θ for which the transversality result does not hold for
θ(M) has strictly smaller dimension than dimΘ.

While the machinery we develop works for any semi-algebraic group of automorphisms,
our main results, which are proved in Section 6, are presented below for three groups of
automorphisms of V : the group GL(V ) of invertible linear transformations, the group Aff(V )
of invertible affine transformations, and the group O(V ) of orthogonal transformations of V .
Each choice of group may be more relevant for different applications and priors. For example,
if we consider a sparsity prior—that is, we assume that signals have a sparse expansion with
respect to a generic orthonormal basis—then the natural notion of generic is O(V )-generic
since a generic orthonormal basis is obtained by an orthogonal transformation from any
fixed coordinate system. This type of prior was studied for cryo-EM in [15]. Similarly,
in [24] the prior that the signals lie in a generic linear subspace was studied for X-ray
crystallography. This prior corresponds to GL(V )-generic linear subspaces. On the other
hand, if we consider deep generative priors of the form (1.1), then applying a generic affine
transformation corresponds to adding a single generic layer over any fixed trained neural
network.

Statements of the main results. Our main results are formulated in terms of two pa-
rameters: the dimension of the semi-algebraic set M and the effective dimension of the
representation K, defined by the dimension of the representation minus the dimension of the
orbit,

K = dimV − k(H), (2.1)

where k(H) = maxx∈V dimHx. Note that the orbits of H have dimension at most equal
to dimV so k(H) ≤ dim V and hence K ≥ 0. Clearly, the problem gets easier for smaller
M (the semi-algebraic set is of low-dimension) and larger K (the effective dimension of
the representation is larger); we prove that the gap between K and M can be small. The
theorems are proved in Section 6.
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Theorem 2.2 (Main theorem, linear and affine transformations). Let V be an orthogonal
representation of a compact Lie group H and let K be as in (2.1). Then,

1. If K > M , then for a generic x in a GL(V ) or Aff-generic semi-algebraic subset M of
dimension M , if h · x ∈ M for some h ∈ H, then h · x = ±x (for GL(V )) or h · x = x
(for Aff(V )).

2. If K > 2M , then for all x in a GL(V ) or Aff-generic semi-algebraic subset M of
dimension M , if h · x ∈ M for some h ∈ H, then h · x = ±x (for GL(V )) or h · x = x
(for Aff(V )).

Theorem 2.3 (Main theorem, orthogonal transformations). Let V be an orthogonal repre-
sentation of a compact Lie group H and let K be as in (2.1). Then,

1. If K > M + 2, then for a generic x in an O(V )-generic semi algebraic subset M of
dimension M , if h · x ∈ M for some h ∈ H, then h · x = ±x.

2. If K > 2M + 2, then for all x in an O(V )-generic semi-algebraic set M of dimension
M , if h · x ∈ M for some h ∈ H, then h · x = ±x.

If in addition the orbits of H are connected (for example if H is connected), then we obtain
improved bounds of K > M + 1 and K > 2M + 1 respectively.

The dimension of orbits. The results stated above depend on the dimension of the
orbit Hx. If H is a finite group, then the dimension of the orbit is always zero. If H is
positive-dimensional, then the orbits of H can have dimension strictly smaller than dimH .
For example, if H = GL(V ) acting by linear automorphisms on an N -dimensional (real)
vector space V , then dimH = N2 but non-zero vectors all lie in a single orbit of dimension
equal to N = dimV , and the origin is its own orbit. If H = O(V ), then dimH =

(

N
2

)

, and
the orbits of non-zero vectors are spheres and thus have dimension N − 1.

If H is connected, then its orbits are always connected. However, a non-connected group
can have all of its orbits connected. For example, the orbits of O(N) acting on R

N are
connected since they are spheres, but O(N) is not a connected group.

The tightness of the bounds in Theorem 2.2. The bound K > M in Theorem 2.2
is sharp, since if H is finite, then K = dimV . And if we take M = V , then clearly the
conclusion of the theorem cannot hold for any translate of V since all translates are equal
to V .

The tightness of the bounds in Theorem 2.3. The following examples show that
the bounds K > M + 2 and K > M + 1 in Theorem 2.3 are also sharp. Let M =
{(1, 0), (−1, 0), (0, 1), (0,−1)} ⊂ R

2. If we take H = Z4, where the generator of Z4 acts by
(x, y) 7→ (y,−x), then K = 2 and dimM = 0, but any rotation of M produces four points
which lie in a single H orbit. Similarly, if we take H = SO(2), then the orbits of H are
connected and one-dimensional so K = 1, but again any rotation M consists of points lying
in the same H = SO(2) orbit.
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3 Signal recovery from the second moment

Most applications we consider in this paper involve signal recovery from the second moment.
Thus, we are interested in the transversality of semi-algebraic sets with orbits of the ambi-
guity group of the second moment. In this section, we first present the model of recovering a
signal translated by random group actions from the second moment. We then particularize
Theorem 2.2 and Theorem 2.3 for this case, and finally discuss two important applications:
Factorization of Gram matrices and phase retrieval.

3.1 Problem formulation

Consider the problem of recovering a signal x ∈ V from the second moment of:

y = g · x, g ∈ G, (3.1)

where g is a random variable drawn from a uniform (Haar) distribution over a compact
group G and V is a finite-dimensional representation. We are interested in determining the
G-orbit of x from the second moment Eg∼Unif(G)yy

T .
A general finite-dimensional representation of a compact group G can be decomposed as

V = ⊕L
ℓ=1V

⊕Rℓ

ℓ , (3.2)

with the Vℓ are distinct (non-isomorphic) irreducible representations of G of dimension Nℓ.
An element of x ∈ V has a unique G-invariant decomposition as a sum

x =
L
∑

ℓ=1

Rℓ
∑

i=1

xℓ[i], (3.3)

where xℓ[i] is in the i-th copy of the irreducible representation Vℓ. Conveniently, an ele-
ment of V can be represented by an L-tuple (X1, . . . , XL), where Xℓ is an Nℓ × Rℓ matrix
corresponding to an element in the summand V ⊕Rℓ

ℓ .
In [15], it was shown that the second moment of (3.1) determines the L-tuple of Rℓ ×Rℓ

symmetric matrices (XT
1 X1, . . . , X

T
LXL). This, in turn, implies that a vector x is de-

termined from the second moment up to the action of the product of orthogonal matri-
ces H =

∏L
ℓ=1O(Nℓ). Thus, a prior on x is required to recover a signal uniquely. For

example, in [15, 29, 17, 16, 28], it was shown that if the signal is sparse under some basis,
then there is a unique sparse signal in the orbit H . Semi-algebraic priors were studied in [12]
for representations composed of irreducible representations with multiplicity one (that is,
Rℓ = 1 for all ℓ).

3.2 Main results for signal recovery from the second moment

We view V as a representation of H , where the ℓ-th component of H , O(Nℓ), acts diagonally.
This means that if we view an element of V Rℓ

ℓ as a tuple vℓ = (vℓ[1], vℓ[2], . . . , vℓ[Rℓ]) with
vℓ[r] ∈ Vℓ, then g · vℓ = (g · vℓ[1], g · vℓ[2], . . . g · vℓ[Rℓ]). Then, the orbits of H have dimension

k =
L
∑

ℓ=1

kℓ, kℓ = dimO(Nℓ)− dimO(Nℓ − Rℓ), (3.4)
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with the understanding that dimO(Nℓ −Rℓ) = 0 if Nℓ −Rℓ ≤ 0. 1 Moreover, the orbits are
connected if and only if dimVℓ > 1 for all ℓ. Thus, we derive the following result.

Corollary 3.1. Let V = ⊕L
ℓ=1V

⊕Rℓ

ℓ be a real representation of a compact group G and let
K = dim V − k, where k is given in (3.4). Then,

1. If K > M , then a generic vector x in a GL(V ) or Aff(V )-generic semi-algebraic set
M of dimension M is determined (up to a sign for GL(V )) by the second moment
of (3.1).

2. If K > 2M , then every x in a GL(V ) or Aff(V )-generic semi-algebraic set M of
dimension M is determined (up to a sign for GL(V )) by the second moment of (3.1).

3. If K > M + 2, then a generic vector x in an O(V )-generic semi-algebraic set M of
dimension M is determined, up to a sign, by the second moment of (3.1).

4. If K > 2M + 2, then every vector x in an O(V )-generic semi-algebraic set M of
dimension M is determined, up to a sign, by the second moment of (3.1).

In Section 4 we discuss the implications of Corollary 3.1 to cryo-EM—the prime moti-
vation of this paper. But before, we briefly discuss two additional applications: factorizing
Gram matrices under semi-algebraic priors and phase retrieval.

3.3 Applications

3.3.1 Factoring Gram matrices under semi-algebraic priors

Consider the case above where L = 1; i.e., V = W⊕R with W an N -dimensional irreducible
representation of H . An element X ∈ V is simply an N ×R matrix and the second moment
is the Gram matrix XTX . As a result, Corollary 3.1 implies that an N × R matrix can
be determined from its Gram matrix if it lies in a suitably low-dimensional generic semi-
algebraic subset of RN×R.

With this notation, we have the following result.

Corollary 3.2. Consider the problem of recovering a matrix X ∈ R
N×R from its Gram

matrix XTX.

1. If X is a generic matrix in a GL(V ) or Aff(V )-generic semi-algebraic subset of dimen-
sion M < NR−(dimO(N)− dimO(N − R)), then X can be recovered (up to a sign for
GL(V )) from its Gram matrix. Likewise, if 2M < NR−(dimO(N)− dimO(N −R)),
then every X in a GL(V ) or Aff(V ) can be recovered (up to a sign for GL(V )) from
its Gram matrix.

2. If X is a generic matrix in an O(V )-generic semi-algebraic subset of dimension M <
NR − (dimO(N)− dimO(N − R)) − 2, then X can be recovered (up to a sign for
GL(V )) from its Gram matrix. Likewise, if 2M < NR−(dimO(N)− dimO(N − R))−
2, then every X in an O(V )-generic semi-algebraic subset can be recovered up to a sign
from its Gram matrix.

1Recall that dimO(N) = N(N − 1)/2.
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3.3.2 Phase retrieval

The phase retrieval problem entails recovering a signal from its power spectrum: the mag-
nitudes of its Fourier transform. Clearly, the power spectrum determines the signal up to a
product ofN phases (unitary matrices of dimension 1) in Fourier space. This problem has nu-
merous applications in optical imaging, X-ray crystallography and more, see [42, 10, 27, 31],
and references therein. Semi-algebraic priors are essential in phase retrieval. For example,
in X-ray crystallography, the goal is recovering the sparsely-spread atoms that form a sparse
image [26, 13, 14]. In addition, not surprisingly, deep generative models have been proven
effective in different branches of phase retrieval in recent years [43, 39, 34, 32, 21].

Explicitly, the goal in phase retrieval is recovering a signal x ∈ R
N from its power

spectrum,
(x̂[0]∗x̂[0], x̂[1]∗x̂[1], . . . , x̂[N − 1]∗x̂[N − 1]) , (3.5)

where x̂[i] is the i-th entry of discrete Fourier transform of the signal x. The analysis of
[24, Section 6.2] shows that the power spectrum is equivalent to the second moment of x
with respect to the action of the dihedral group D2N , which acts on R

N by translation
and reflection. As a representation of D2N , the vector space R

N decomposes as a sum of
irreducibles as follows.

1. If N is even, then
R

N = V0 ⊕ V1 ⊕ . . . VN/2−1 ⊕ VN/2,

where V0 and VN/2 are one-dimensional and all other summands are distinct two di-
mensional.

2. If N is odd, then
R

N = V0 ⊕ V1 ⊕ . . . V(N−1)/2,

where V0 is one-dimensional and all other summands are distinct two dimensional.

In particular, the dimension of the orbits of H =
∏

O(Vi) is N/2 − 1 if N is even and
(N − 1)/2 if N is odd. Thus, we can invoke Corollary 3.1 with K = N/2 + 1 (N even) and
K = (N + 1)/2 (N odd) to obtain the following result.

Corollary 3.3. Consider the phase retrieval problem of recovering a signal x ∈ R
N from its

power spectrum (3.5).

1. If M is a GL(V ) or Aff(V )-generic semi-algebraic set of dimension M with N ≥ 2M ,
then the generic vector x ∈ M is determined (up to a sign for GL(V )) from its power
spectrum. Likewise, if N ≥ 4M , then every vector in GL(V ) or Aff(V )-generic semi-
algebraic set can be recovered (up to a sign for GL(V )) from its power spectrum.

2. If M is an O(V )-generic semi-algebraic set of dimension M with N ≥ 2M +4, then a
generic vector x ∈ M is determined, up to a sign, from its power spectrum. Likewise,
if N ≥ 4M +4, then every vector in an O(V )-generic semi-algebraic set is determined,
up to a sign, from its power spectrum.
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Previous work. We note that the bounds on dimM obtained using Corollary 3.1 for
GL(V )-generic semi-algebraic subsets were previously obtained using a different argument
in [12]. In that paper, the authors also give the slightly better bounds on dimM for O(V )-
generic semi-algebraic sets of N ≥ 2M +2 (for generic signal recovery) and N ≥ 4M +2 for
recovering all signals, using much more elaborate arguments, which take advantage of the
fact that each irreducible representation appears with multiplicity one.

In [24], the authors considered phase retrieval for sparse vectors in generic bases. There,
using algebro-geometric arguments, the bounds N ≥ 2M − 1 (generic signal recovery) and
N ≥ 4M − 3 (all signal recovery) are obtained.

4 Cryo-EM

The computational problem of recovering the 3-D molecular structure from cryo-EM mea-
surements can be formulated as estimating a 3-D function x from n observations of the
form

yi = T (Rωi
x) + εi, (4.1)

where T is a tomographic projection Tx(z1, z2) =
∫

R
x(z1, z2, z3)dz3, εi is a “noise” term

drawn from an i.i.d. normal distribution with zero mean and variance σ2, and Rω rotates the
function x, where ω is drawn from uniform distribution over SO(3). Importantly, the goal
of the cryo-EM inverse problem is only to estimate the unknown function x from y1, . . . , yn,
while the unknown 3-D rotations ω1, . . . , ωn are treated as nuisance variables.

One of the main challenges in processing cryo-EM data sets, and analyzing their per-
formance, is the extremely high noise level. This is due to the limited number of electrons
the microscope can transmit without damaging the biological sample. From an information-
theoretic perspective, it was shown that in the high-noise regime σ → ∞, the minimal
number of samples required for accurate recovery, regardless of any specific algorithm, needs
to scale as n/σ2d → ∞, where d is the lowest order moment of the observations that deter-
mine the sought structure uniquely [2]2. In [7], it was shown that the third-order moment
determines generic signals, while the second moment does not, implying that the minimal
number of observations n for generic signals scales rapidly with the noise level as σ6. This
motivates identifying classes of signals that can be determined from the second moment,
and thus with fewer σ4 samples. For example, recent works showed that if the structure
can be represented with only a few coefficients under some basis [15], or as a sparse mixture
of Gaussians [16], then the signal can be recovered from the second moment. In this work,
we consider the more general family of signals that lie in a semi-algebraic set (including
sparse signals as in [15]) and derive conditions under which a molecular structure can be
recovered from the second moment, implying that only σ4 samples are necessary for accurate
estimation in the high noise regime.

2This result is true when the dimension of the signal is finite, as we assume in this paper. In the high-
dimensional regime, the sample complexity is governed by other factors [40].

9



4.1 The second moment of cryo-EM

Using spherical coordinates (r, θ, φ), it is typical to model a molecular structure x ∈ L2(R3)
by discretizing x(r, θ, φ) with R samples r1, . . . , rR, of the radial coordinates and bandlim-
iting the corresponding spherical functions x(ri, θ, φ). This is a standard assumption in
the cryo-EM literature, see for example, [8]. Mathematically, this means that we approxi-
mate the infinite-dimensional representation L2(R3) with the finite-dimensional representa-
tion V = ⊕L

ℓ=0V
⊕R
ℓ , where L is the bandlimit, and Vℓ is the (2ℓ+ 1)-dimensional irreducible

representation of SO(3), corresponding to harmonic polynomials of frequency ℓ.3 In this
model, an element x ∈ V can be identified as an R-tuple x = (x[1], . . . , x[R]), where

x(θ, ϕ)[r] =
L
∑

ℓ=0

ℓ
∑

m=−ℓ

Xm
ℓ [r]Y m

ℓ (θ, ϕ), (4.2)

and Y m
ℓ (θ, ϕ) are the spherical harmonics basis functions. Therefore, the problem of deter-

mining a structure reduces to determining the unknown coefficients Xm
ℓ [r] in (4.2) [9, 8]. It

was shown that the second moment of the observations averaged over SO(3), is given by the
Gram matrices [33, 15]

Bℓ = X∗
ℓXℓ, ℓ = 0, . . . L, (4.3)

where Xℓ = (Xm
ℓ [ri])m=−ℓ,...,ℓ,i=1,...R, contains the spherical harmonic coefficients of x. There-

fore, the second moment determines the coefficient matrices Xℓ, ℓ = 0, . . . , L up to the action
of the ambiguity group

∏L
ℓ=0U(2ℓ + 1). If we consider functions that are the Fourier trans-

forms of real-valued functions on R
3 (which is the case in cryo-EM), then the ambiguity

group is
∏L

ℓ=0O(2ℓ+ 1).

4.2 Main result for cryo-EM

The dimension of the representation V is N = R
∑L

ℓ=0(2ℓ + 1) = R(L + 1)2. If we assume

that R ≥ 2L+ 1, then the orbits of the action of H =
∏L

ℓ=0O(2ℓ+ 1) have full dimension,

so k(H) =
∑L

ℓ=0

(

2ℓ+1
2

)

= L(L+1)(4L+5)
6

≈ 2L3

3
.

Theorem 4.1. Consider the cryo-EM model described above, where the signal is taken from
the representation V = ⊕L

ℓ=0V
⊕R
ℓ of SO(3) with R ≥ 2L + 1. Let M be a semi-algebraic

subset of dimension M and let

K = dimV − dim

L
∏

ℓ=0

O(2ℓ+ 1) = (L+ 1)

(

R(L+ 1)−
L(4L+ 5)

6

)

≈ L2

(

R +
2L

3

)

.

1. If K > M , then a generic x in a GL(V ) or Aff(V )-generic semi-algebraic set M of
dimension M is determined (up to a sign for GL(V )) by its second moment. Likewise,
if K > 2M , then every x in a generic Aff(V ) or GL(V )-semi-algebraic set M of
dimension M is determined by its second moment (up to a sign for GL(V )).

3For convenience we consider a constant number of samples at the radial direction, namely, Rℓ = R for
all ℓ, but omitting this assumption does not alter the analysis.
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2. If K > M +2, then a generic x in a O(V )-generic semi-algebraic set M of dimension
M is determined by its second moment, up to a sign. Likewise, K > 2M + 2 then
every x in a generic O(V )-semi-lgebraic set M of dimension M is determined by its
second moment, up to a sign.

Corollary 4.2 (The sample complexity of cryo-EM under semi-algebraic priors). Consider
the cryo-EM model (4.1) in the high noise regime σ → ∞. If the 3-D molecular structure x
lies in a low-dimensional semi-algebraic set that satisfies the conditions of Theorem 4.1, then
it can be determined by only n/σ4 → ∞ samples.

Dimension counting. It is instructive to compare the bounds on the dimension of the
semi-algebraic set M and the dimension of the molecular structure (the representation) N .
Assuming R ≈ 2L, we have

K

N
=

R(L+ 1)2 − (L+ 1) (L+1)L(4L+5)
6

R(L+ 1)2
≈

2

3
. (4.4)

This implies that for M
N

≈ 2
3
we can recover a generic signal, and for M

N
≈ 1

3
our theorem

implies that we can recover every signal in a generic semi-algebraic set. Therefore, our results
are optimal, possibly up to a constant.

Sparse priors for cryo-EM. In [15], the authors studied the cryo-EM model for signals
having a sparse expansion with respect to a generic orthonormal basis. Specifically, the
authors proved that if V is a generic orthonormal basis and the expansion of x ∈ R

N with
respect to this basis is M-sparse (meaning at most M basis coefficients are non-zero) with
M
N

≈ 1
3
, then a generic x is determined (up to a sign) from its second moment. The set of

M-sparse vectors with respect to a fixed orthonormal basis is a union of
(

N
M

)

M-dimensional
linear subspaces, and the set of M-sparse vectors with respect to a generic orthonormal basis
V is an example of an M-dimensional O(V )-generic semi-algebraic set. Notably, the bounds
from Theorem 4.1 substantially beat the bound obtained in [15]. Indeed, for M

N
≈ 2

3
we can

recover a generic M-sparse signal, and for M
N

≈ 1
3
our theorem implies that we can recover

every M-sparse signal in a generic orthonormal basis.

Potential implications to conformational variability analysis in cryo-EM. One of
the prime motivations behind the cryo-EM technology is its potential to elucidate multiple
conformations (shapes) of biological molecules [9]. Different conformations are associated
with different functions of the molecule. Recovering the different conformations, referred
to as the heterogeneity problem, is extremely important, giving rise to developing a wide
variety of approaches and techniques. The heterogeneity problem is typically classified into
two categories: discrete heterogeneity and continuous heterogeneity. In the former, the
molecule may appear in several distinct and stable conformations. In the latter, the more
challenging setup, molecules may present a continuum of conformations, exacerbating the
computational challenge [45].

Our results state that if the 3-D structure lies in a low-dimensional semi-algebraic set,
then it can be recovered from fewer observations (Corollary 4.2). This might be crucial
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for the discrete heterogeneity problem, where the total number of measurements is split
among the different conformations. The situation is more complicated in the continuous
heterogeneity problem. This problem is clearly ill-posed without prior on the distribution of
conformations since each tomographic projection (measurement) might be associated with
a different conformation. Our results may hint that semi-algebraic priors on the continuous
space of conformations can render the continuous heterogeneity problem well-posed. Indeed,
among the successful techniques proposed in recent years, two outstanding approaches are
based on either assuming that the conformations lie on a linear subspace [4, 30] or can be
represented using a deep generative model [52, 20]; these are semi-algebraic priors. It is
important to note, however, that since the prior in the continuous heterogeneity case is not
only on the 3-D structure but also on the distribution of conformations, the statement above
is currently speculative, and we hope to prove it in a future study.

4.3 Multi-reference alignment

The multi-reference alignment model entails estimating a signal x in a representation V of
a compact group G from n observations of the form

yi = gi · x+ εi, (4.5)

where g1, . . . , gn ∈ G are random elements drawn from a uniform distribution over the
group G, and εi ∼ N (0, σ2I) i.i.d. The goal is estimating x from y1, . . . , yn, while the group
elements are treated as nuisance variables. Evidently, the MRA observations are just noisy
realizations of the signal recovery problem (3.1).

The multi-reference alignment model was first suggested as an abstraction of the cryo-EM
model, where the tomographic projection is ignored [8]. Yet, in recent years this problem has
been studied in more generality as a prototype of statistical models with intrinsic algebraic
structures, e.g., [11, 7, 35]. As in the cryo-EM case, the sample complexity of the multi-
reference alignment model is determined by the lowest order moment that identifies the
signal [2], and it was shown that in many cases, the signal is determined only by the third
moment [7]. Thus, n/σ6 → ∞ is a necessary condition for recovery. Similar to the cryo-EM
problem, this pessimistic result led to a series of papers, analyzing when a sparse signal can be
recovered from the second moment (implying an improved sample complexity) [17, 29, 28, 15].
This paper generalizes these results as follows. Assume we acquire n/σ4 → ∞ samples
from (4.5). In this case, the empirical second moment of the observations approximates
(almost surely) EyyT , up to a constant term that can be removed assuming the noise level σ2

is known. Thus, a direct implication of Corollary 3.1 is the following result on the sample
complexity of multi-reference alignment with a generic semi-algebraic prior.

Corollary 4.3 (The sample complexity of multi-reference alignment). Consider the multi-
reference alignment model (4.5) and let σ → ∞. Suppose that x lies in a semi-algebraic
set that satisfies the conditions of Corollary 3.1. Then, the minimal number of observations
required for accurate recovery of x, regardless of any specific algorithm, is n/σ4 → ∞.

We note that the dimension bound on M for which the improved sample complexity
result holds is tighter and more general than the bound given in [15].
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5 Permutation invariant separators for machine learn-

ing on sets

In this section, we consider the setting where V = R
d×n is a representation of the permutation

group Sn, with respect to the action of applying the same permutation to each of the d rows
of a matrix X ∈ R

d×n. This problem is motivated by machine learning applications for
objects, like sets [50, 38] and graphs [49], which do not come with a natural ordering. In
recent years, a line of works aims to design permutation invariant “separators” for Rd×n, or
a subset M ⊂ R

d×n [19, 44, 3]. Namely, a permutation invariant mapping F : Rd×n → R
c

is separating on M, if for all X, Y ∈ M we have that if F (X) = F (Y ) if and only if X
and Y are related by an Sn transformation. For efficiency purposes, it is desirable that the
number c, the dimension of F domain, is as small as possible. Moreover, to be useful for
gradient descent type learning, the function F is typically required to be differentiable, or
at least continuous everywhere and piecewise differentiable.

When d = 1, one possible solution is choosing F1(X) = sort(X), which sorts the elements
of the vector X from small to large. This function is a permutation invariant separator and
is continuous and piecewise linear.

When d > 1, there are two common generalizations for the d = 1 sorting operation.
One is lexicographical sorting, where the ordering of X ∈ R

d×n is determined by sorting
the first row from small to large, in the case of ties sorting according to the second row,
etc. Lexicographical sorting is a permutation invariant separator but is not continuous.
The second generalization is row-wise sorting Fd(X) = rowsort(X), which is permutation
invariant and continuous but is not separating. This can be easily seen by noting that
Fd(X) = Fd(Y ) if and only if Y is obtained from X by applying d different permutations
independently to the d different rows of X ∈ R

d×n. Thus, the “ambiguity group” of Fd is not
Sn but the larger group (Sn)

d. While Fd is not separating on all of Rd×n, the situation may
be different when considering a semialgebraic subset M ⊆ R

d×n, since in this case the orbit
of a given X ∈ M under the (Sn)

d symmetry may not have any intersections with M other
than X itself. Indeed, we can apply the second part of Theorem 2.2, using the fact that the
orbit of the ambiguity group is finite and hence zero-dimensional, to obtain the following
result.

Corollary 5.1. Let M ⊆ R
d×n be an Aff(V )-generic semialgebraic set with dim(M) < 1

2
nd.

Then, the permutation invariant function Fd(X) = rowsort(X) is separating on all of M;
i.e., for all X ∈ M, if F (X) = F (Y ) for some Y ∈ M then X = Y .

This result can be compared with the results of [23], which consider the same group
representation with different generic translates. There, the semi-algebraic set M resides in
some space Rd′×n (where possibly d′ 6= d) and the generic translates are multiplications from
the left by matrices B ∈ R

d×d′ . In particular, the authors of [23] show that rowsort will be
invariant and separating on

BM := {BX |X ∈ M},

if dim(M) < d
2
. Thus, the ratio between the dimension nd of the ambient space and the

subset M is ≈ 2n in this result, whereas only ≈ 2 in Corollary 5.1. On the other hand, we
note that translates by left matrix multiplication are, in a sense, more natural to this problem
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as they preserve the permutation structure. In particular, the function X 7→ rowsort(BX)
is permutation invariant, while the function X 7→ rowsort(A ·X) is not. (Here, A ·X is any
affine transformation A : Rd×n → R

d×n).
Of course, it is also possible to apply the first part of Theorem 2.2 to obtain a bound of

dim(M) < nd for a generic X . This can be compared with similar bounds obtained in [6,
Proposition 3.7], for generic translates of vector spaces by matrix multiplication.

6 Proofs of Theorems 2.2 and 2.3

6.1 The fiber lemma

We prove a general lemma, which is a generalization of [12, Lemma 2.1] and also resem-
bles [23, Theorem 1.7 and Theorem 3.3].

Let V be a representation of a compact group H and let Θ be a semi-algebraic group of
automorphisms of V . For each pair x, y ∈ V , set

Θ(x, y) = {θ ∈ Θ | θ · x ∈ H(θ · y)}.

In words, Θ(x, y) is the set of automorphisms θ ∈ V with the property that the θ-translate
θ · x lies in the H-orbit of the θ-translate θ · y. Since we assume that Θ is a group of semi-
algebraic automorphisms of V, the set Θ(x, y) is a semi-algebraic subset of the group Θ.

We say that x ∼ y if
Θ(x, y) = Θ.

In this case, if x, y are equivalent in this sense then θ ·x and θ · y will lie in the same H-orbit
for any θ ∈ Θ. We note that the equivalence is invariant under the action of Θ

x ∼ y if and only if θ · x ∼ θ · y, ∀θ ∈ Θ, x, y ∈ V.

Lemma 6.1 (The fiber lemma). Let V be a representation of a compact group G and M ⊆
V be a semi-algebraic subset of V of dimension M . Let Θ be a semi-algebraic group of
automorphisms of V . Assume that

dim(Θ(x, y)) ≤ dim(Θ)−K, ∀x, y ∈ M, with x 6∼ y.

Then, for a generic θ ∈ Θ, the following hold:

1. If K > M , then for a generic vector x ∈ Θ(M) if y = h · x ∈ Θ(M) for some h ∈ H,
we must have x ∼ y.

2. If K > 2M then for any vector x ∈ Θ(M) if y = h · x ∈ Θ(M) for some h ∈ H, we
must have x ∼ y.

Proof. The proof is based on studying the following semi-algebraic incidence set:

B = B(M,Θ) = {(x, y, θ) ∈ M×M×Θ | x 6∼ y but θ · x ∈ H(θ · y)}. (6.1)
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Let π : M×M×Θ → M×M be the projection

π(x, y, θ) = (x, y).

According to [23, Lemma 1.8], we can bound the dimension of the incidence B by

dim(B) ≤ dim(π(B)) + max
(x,y)∈M×M,x 6∼y

dim
(

π−1(x, y)
)

≤ 2 dim(M) + max
(x,y)∈M×M,x 6∼y

dimΘ(x, y)

≤ 2M + dim(Θ)−K.

(6.2)

Now, if K > 2M then we obtain that dim(B) < dim(Θ). If φ is the projection φ(x, y, θ) = θ,
then dim(φ(B)) < dim(Θ). Thus, a generic θ ∈ Θ is not in φ(B). For all such θ, if x, y ∈ θ·M,
then there exist x′, y′ ∈ M such that

x = θ · x′, and y = θ · y′.

Since θ 6∈ φ(B), we see that if x ∈ Hy then x′ ∼ y′, which implies that x ∼ y. This completes
the proof of the second part of the lemma.

For the first part of the lemma, let us assume that K > M so that dim(B) < M+dim(Θ).
We consider two cases: (i) dim(φ(B)) < dim(Θ) and (ii) dim(φ(B)) < dim(Θ).

In the first case we have, as before, that a generic θ ∈ Θ is not in φ(B). This implies
that for all such θ if θ · x ∈ H(θ · y) for x, y ∈ M then x ∼ y. Thus, θ · x ∼ θ · y as well.

In the second case, we assume that dim(φ(B)) = dim(Θ) and we will prove that for a
generic θ ∈ Θ, the fiber φ−1(θ) ∩ B has dimension strictly less than M . Granted this fact,
the proof of the first part proceeds as follows: Since dim(φ−1(θ) ∩ B) < M , the projection
of the fiber onto the x coordinate, which is the set

Nθ = {x ∈ M| ∃y ∈ M such that (x, y, θ) ∈ B} (6.3)

= {x ∈ M| ∃y ∈ M such that x 6∼ y but (θ · x) ∈ H(θ · y)},

also has a dimension strictly less than M . Thus, generic x will not be in Nθ, and for such x,
if there exists some y ∈ M such that θ · x ∈ H(θ · y), then x ∼ y and so θ · x ∼ θ · y.

We now prove that the generic fiber of φ : B → Θ has dimension less than M . By
[18, Proposition 2.9.10], the semi-algebraic set Θ is a disjoint union of Nash submanifolds
Θ1, . . . ,Θs. Clearly, it suffices to prove that dim(φ−1(θ) ∩ B) < M for a generic θ in any
Nash submanifold Θℓ, where dimΘℓ = dimΘ. With this observation, we can reduce to the
case that Θ is a manifold.

Now we decompose B as a disjoint union of Nash submanifolds
⋃L

ℓ=1 Uℓ and let L ⊆
{1, . . . , L} denote the subset of indices ℓ for which φ(Uℓ) attains its maximal value dim(Θ).
For every fixed ℓ ∈ L, the semi-algebraic version of Sard’s Theorem [18, Theorem 9.6.2.]
implies that the generic θ ∈ φ(Uℓ) is a regular value (i.e., not the image of a critical point) of
the restriction of φ to Uℓ. By the pre-image theorem [46, Theorem 9.9], every regular value
θ is either not in the image of φ|Uℓ

, or we have the equality

dim(Uℓ) = dim φ(Uℓ) + dim(φ−1(θ) ∩ Uℓ) = dim(Θ) + dim(φ−1(θ) ∩ Uℓ). (6.4)
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So,

dim
(

φ−1(θ) ∩ Uℓ

)

= dim(Uℓ)− dim(Θ) ≤ dim(B)− dim(Θ) < M.

The semi-algebraic set which is the union of the images of the critical points of {φℓ}ℓ∈L and
∪ℓ 6∈Lφ(Uℓ) has dimension strictly less than dimΘ. If θ ∈ Θ lies in the complement of this
set, then we have that the fiber

φ−1(θ) ∩ B = ∪ℓ∈L
(

φ−1(θ) ∩ Uℓ

)

, (6.5)

has a dimension strictly smaller than M .

6.2 Proof of Theorem 2.2

The case Θ = GL(V ). Fix some x 6∼ y in M. By Lemma 6.1, it suffices to show that the
dimension of the set

GL(x, y) = {A ∈ GL(V ) |Ax ∈ H(Ay)},

is at most dimGL(V ) − K. If x and y are parallel, then Ax and Ay are parallel for all
A ∈ GL(V ). Since H acts by unitary transformations, Ax is in the H-orbit of Ay if and
only if |Ax| = |Ay| or equivalently if and only if |x| = |y|. Since x and y are parallel, this
means x = ±y, so GL(x, y) is empty unless the vectors x and y are GL(V )-equivalent.

Now, suppose that x and y are linearly independent. Then we can choose an ordered
basis b1, b2, . . . , bN with b1 = x and b2 = y. If we express an element A ∈ GL(V ) as a matrix
with respect to this ordered basis, then Ax is the first row of A and Ay is the second row of
A. The condition that Ax lies in the H-orbit of Ay implies that the first row of the matrix
A lies in a real algebraic subset of RN of dimension at most k(H). Hence,

dimGL(x, y) ≤ dimGL(V )− (dimV − kM(H)) = dimGL(V )−K

because K > M

The case Θ = Aff(V ). The argument is similar to the case Θ = GL(V ) but requires more
care because we also consider translations. This time, fix x 6= y in M. It suffices to prove
that the dimension of the semi-algebraic

Aff(x, y) = {A ∈ Aff(V )|A(x) ∈ H(Ay)},

is at most dim(Aff(V ))−K. Any affine transformation A ∈ Aff(V ) can be decomposed as

A(x) = L(x+ T ),

where L : V → V is linear and invertible, and T ∈ V . We can write Aff(x, y) as a union of
three sets S1, S2, S3 defined as

S1 = {(L, T ) ∈ Aff(x, y)| x+ T = −(y + T )}

S2 = {(L, T ) ∈ Aff(x, y) x+ T 6= −(y + T ) but they are linearly dependent}

S3 = {(L, T ) ∈ Aff(x, y)| x+ T and y + T are linearly independent}.
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We will prove the bound on the dimension of each of these sets separately.
We start with S1. If (L, T ) is in S1, then there is a unique T ∈ V such that x + T =

−(y + T ), namely T = −1
2
(x+ y). Therefore, the dimension of S1 is at most the dimension

of GL(V ), which gives us a bound on the dimension,

dim(S1) = dim(GL(V )) = dim(Aff(V ))− dim(V ) < dim(AffV )−K,

since the Aff(V ) orbit of any x ∈ V has dimension at most dim V .
Next, we prove that S2 is empty. If (L, T ) is in S2, then x + T and y + T are linearly

dependent, but x+ T 6= −(y + T ) by the definition of S2. Also x+ T 6= y + T since x 6= y.
In particular, x + T and −(y + T ) cannot both be zero. Assume without loss of generality
that x + T 6= 0, then there exists some λ ∈ R such that |λ| 6= 1 and y + T = λ(x + T ). If
L(x+T )) = h(L(y+T )) for some h ∈ H , then in particular L(x+T ) and L(y+T ) = λL(x+T )
have the same norm. However, we assume that H acts by orthogonal transformations which
implies that L(x+ T ) = 0, contradicting the assumption that x+ T 6= 0,

Finally, we consider S3. Fix some T such that x+ T and y+ T are linearly independent.
We can complete x + T and y + T to an ordered basis b1, b2, . . . , bN of V , whose first two
elements are b1 = x+ T and b2 = y+ T . An element L ∈ GL(V ) can then be parameterized
by the values in V it assigns to each of the basis elements. In particular, once a value L(b1)
is specified, we will have that (L, T ) ∈ Aff(x, y) if and only if L(b2) is in the H-orbit of L(b1).
Since the dimension of this orbit is ≤ kM(H), we deduce that

dim(S3) ≤ dimAff(V )− (dim(V )− kM(H) = dim(Aff(V ))−K,

which is what we wanted to prove.

6.3 Proof of Theorem 2.3

We start by noting that an element A ∈ O(N) can be viewed as an N -tuple of unit vectors
(w1, . . . , wN) characterized by the property that wk ∈ span(w1, . . . , wk−1)

⊥. Viewed this way,
we realize O(N) as the last step in a tower of sphere bundles

O(N) = FN → FN−1 → · · · → F1 = SN−1,

where Fk consists of all unit vectors (w1, . . . , wk) such that wk ∈ span(w1, . . . , wk−1)
⊥ and

(w1, . . . , wk−1) ∈ Fk−1.
Once again, it is sufficient to bound the dimension of O(x, y) = {A ∈ O(V ) |Ax ∈

H(Ay)}. If x and y are linearly dependent, then O(x, y) is empty unless x = ±y and then
x ∼ y. On the other hand, if x, y are linearly independent, then after normalizing we can
assume that x is a unit vector. Choose an orthonormal basis e1, . . . , eN for V such that
e1 = x and y = ae1 + be2 for some constants a, b with b 6= 0 (because y is not parallel to
x). Now suppose that A ∈ O(V ) is an orthogonal matrix. The condition that Ax = hAy
for some h ∈ H is equivalent to the condition that Ay = aAe1 + bAe2 is in the H-orbit of
Ae1. The vectors Ae1 and Ae2 are just the first two rows of the matrix A. Call these vectors
w1 and w2 respectively. Then, the condition on the matrix A is that bw2 lies in the real
algebraic set −aw1 +Hw1, which has dimension at most k(H).
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For a given choice of first row w1, there is an (n−2)-dimensional set of possible vectors w2,
which can be the second row of the orthogonal matrix A. The condition that Ay ∈ HAx
means that we must choose y to be in the k(H)-dimensional real algebraic subset −ab−1w1+
b−1Hw1 ⊂ R

N . Thus, w2 is taken from a subset of Sn−2 of codimension at least n − 2 −
kM(H) = K − 2. On the other hand, once we have selected the rows w1, w2, we impose no
additional conditions on the subsequent rows of A. Hence, dimA(x, y) ≤ dimO(V )−K +2.

Now, suppose that the orbits of H are connected. First, note that dimHw1 6= 0. If this
were the case, then Hw1 = w1, which implies that Hw1 = w1, so w2 = −ab−1w1 + b−1w1.
However, this is impossible because w2 and w1 are linearly independent. Hence, we may
suppose that Hw1 is a connected real algebraic subset of RN of positive dimension. Since
w2 = −ab−1w1 + b−1hw1 is a unit vector, we impose the additional condition that

1 = 〈w2, w2〉 = a2b−2 + b−2 − 2ab−2〈w1, hw1〉.

Since Hw1 is positive dimensional, it contains at least one vector hw1 6= ±w1, so the function

〈w2, w2〉 = a2b−2 + b−2 − 2ab−2〈w1, hw1〉,

is not constant on the semi-algebraic set Hw1 unless a = 0 and b = ±1. Thus, if x, y are
not orthogonal vectors with the same magnitude, then the condition that w2 is a unit vector
shows that w2 is taken from a semi-algebraic subset of Sn−2 of dimension at most kM(H)−1,
so in this case dimO(x, y) ≤ dimO(V )−K + 1.

On the other hand, if x, y are orthogonal vectors of the same magnitude, then after
normalizing we must have that w1 = x and w2 = y. The requirement that 〈w1, w2〉 = 0
imposes the condition that 〈w1, hw1〉 = 0. This condition cannot be identically satisfied
on the orbit Hw1, since it is not satisfied at w1 ∈ Hw1. Thus, once again we see that
dimO(x, y) ≤ dimO(V )−K + 1.
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A A transversality theorem for complex representa-

tions

Let V be a complex unitary representation of a compact group H . We now state and prove
analogs of Theorem 2.2 and Theorem 2.3 for real semi-algebraic sets, which are generic with
respect to the action of the complex algebraic groups GL(V ),Aff(V ) and the unitary group
U(V ). Note that the term generic refers to the real Zariski topology. The proofs are similar
to the real case, so we only sketch them, indicating the necessary modifications. Set

K = dimR V − k(H)

where k(H) = maxx∈V dimR Hx.

Theorem A.1. Let V be a complex unitary representation of a compact Lie group H.

1. If K > M , then for a generic x in GL(V ) or Aff(V )-generic semi-algebraic subset
M ⊂ V of dimension M , if h · x ∈ M, then h · x = λx for some λ ∈ S1 for GL(V ) or
h · x = x for Aff(V ).
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2. If K > 2M , then for all x in a GL(V ) or Aff(V )-generic semi-algebraic subset M ⊂ V
of dimension M , if h · x ∈ M, then h ·x = λx for some λ ∈ S1 for GL(V ) or h · x = x
for Aff(V ).

Theorem A.2. Let V be a unitary representation of a compact Lie group H.

1. If K > M + 3, then for a generic x in a U(V )-generic semi-algebraic subset M ⊂ V
of dimension M , if h · x ∈ M, then h · x = λx for some λ ∈ S1.

2. If K > 2M + 3, then for all x in a U(V )-generic semi-algebraic subset M ⊂ V of
dimension M , if h · x ∈ M, then h · x = λx for some λ ∈ S1.

If in addition the orbits of H are connected (for example if H is connected), then we obtain
the improved bounds K > M + 2 and K > 2M + 2 for the generic unitary transformation
of M.

Sketch of the proof of Theorem A.1 and Theorem A.2. We note that Lemma 6.1 applies in
the complex case if we identify the complex vector space V with R

2 dimV . So we are again
reduced to bounding dimΘ(x, y) = {θ ∈ Θ | θ · x ∈ H(θ · y)} over all non-equivalent pairs
x, y, where Θ = Aff(V ) or Θ = U(V ).

When Θ = GL(V ), then two vectors x, y are equivalent if and only if y = e
√
−1θx. If x, y

are parallel, then as in the proof of Theorem 2.2, Θ(x, y) is empty unless they have the same
magnitude, in which case they are equivalent. Likewise, if x, y are linearly independent,
then we can take them to be the first two vectors in an ordered basis for V . If we represent
A ∈ GL(V ) as a matrix with respect to this ordered basis, the condition that Ax = h · Ay
implies that the first row of A lies in a real algebraic set of dimension at most k(H).

In the case where Θ = Aff(V ), vectors are equivalent if and only if they are equal. As in
the real case, if x 6= y we can decompose Aff(x, y) into three subsets

S1 = {(L, T ) ∈ Aff(x, y)| x+ T = λ(y + T ), |λ| = 1}

S2 = {(L, T ) ∈ Aff(x, y)| x+ T, (y + T ) are linearly dependent but |x+ T | 6= |y + T |}

S3 = {(L, T ) ∈ Aff(x, y)| x+ T and y + T are linearly independent}.

Once again dimR S1 = dimR(Aff(V ))− dimR(V ) < dimR(Aff(V )−K. Likewise, S2 is empty
because the action of H is norm preserving. Finally,

dimS3 ≤ dimR Aff(V )− (dimR(V )− kM(H)) = dimAff(V )−K,

as in the orthogonal case.
The proof of Theorem A.2 is again very similar to the proof of Theorem 2.3. The unitary

U(N) group is also a tower of sphere bundles

U(N) = FN → FN−1 → . . . → F1 = S2N−1,

where Fk consists of all unit vectors (w1, . . . , wk), such that wk ∈ span(w1, . . . , wk−1)
⊥ and

(w1, . . . , wk−1) ∈ Fk−1, and two vectors are equivalent if x = λy for some λ ∈ S1.
Once again U(x, y) is empty if x, y are linearly dependent but not equivalent (i.e., they

have different norms). If x, y are linearly independent, then using the notation from the

23



proof of Theorem 2.3, if A ∈ U(x, y) then the second row w2 of A lies in the real algebraic
subset −ab−1w1 + b−1Hw1 for some constants a, b with a 6= 0 and here w1 is the first row.
This means that given w1, w2 is taken from a real algebraic subset of U(N) of dimension
k(H), which has real codimension at least 2N − 3− k(H) = K − 3 in the set of unit vectors
w2 orthogonal to w1. Once again we do not impose any further conditions on the rows A.

If H is connected, then the requirement that

1 = 〈w2, w2〉 = |a|2|b|−2 + |b|−2 − 2Re(a|b|−2〈w1, hw1)〉,

imposes at least one additional real algebraic condition on hw1 unless a = 0 and |b| = 1.
Thus, if x, y are not orthogonal vectors with the same magnitude, then the condition that w2

is a unit vector shows that w2 is taken from a semi-algebraic subset of S2N−3 of dimension
at most k(H)− 1, so in this case dimU(x, y) ≤ dimU(V )−K + 2.

On the other hand, if x, y are orthogonal vectors of the same magnitude, then after
normalizing we conclude that w1 = x and w2 = y with 〈w1, w2〉 = 0. If w2 = y is in the
H-orbit of w1 = x, then writing w2 = hw2 for some h ∈ H we see that 〈w1, hw1〉 = 0.
Clearly, this equation cannot be identically satisfied on the orbit Hw1, since it does not
hold at w1 ∈ Hw1, so we impose an additional condition on the vector w2 since it must
also be taken from the perpendicular space w⊥

1 . Thus, once again we see that dimU(x, y) ≤
dimU(V )−K + 2.

Let V = ⊕L
ℓ=1V

⊕Rℓ

ℓ be a complex unitary representation of a compact Lie group G
where dimVℓ = Nℓ. Consider the problem of signal recovery from the second moment (3.1).
The complex analogue of Corollary 3.1 is the following. Note that the ambiguity group
H =

∏L
ℓ=1 U(Nℓ) is connected because unitary groups are always connected.

Corollary A.3. Let V = ⊕L
ℓ=1V

⊕Rℓ

ℓ be a complex unitary representation of a compact Lie

group G. Let k =
∑L

ℓ=1 dimU(Nℓ) − dimU(Nℓ − Rℓ) and set K =
∑L

ℓ=1 2RℓNℓ − k =
dimR V − k.

Then,

1. If K > M , then a generic vector x in a GL(V ) or Aff(V )-generic semi-algebraic set of
dimension M is determined (up to a scalar multiplication by λ ∈ S1 for GL(V )) from
its second moment.

2. If K > 2M , then every vector x in a GL(V ) or Aff(V )-generic semi-algebraic set of
dimension M is determined (up to a scalar multiplication by λ ∈ S1 for GL(V )) by its
second moment.

3. If K > M+2, then a generic vector x in a U(V )-generic semi-algebraic set of dimension
M is determined, up to a scalar multiplication by λ ∈ S1, from its second moment.

4. If K > 2M+2, then every vector x in a U(V )-generic semi-algebraic set is determined,
up to a scalar multiplication by λ ∈ S1, by its second moment.
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