1

New Low Rank Optimization Model and Convex
Approach for Robust Spectral Compressed Sensing

arXiv:2101.06433v1 [cs.IT] 16 Jan 2021

Zai Yang and Xunmeng Wu

where yjo denotes the ground truth signal, ej is noise, and
zk , sk denote the pole and complex amplitude of the kth
spectral component. The signal is called spectrally sparse since
the number of spectral components K is small. In this paper,
we consider undamped spectral signals, which are commonly
encountered in array signal processing, radar, wireless communications, and many other areas [4], with zk = ei2πfk ,
k = 1, . . . , K lying on the unit circle that have a one-to-one
connection
to the frequencies fk ∈ [0, 1), k = 1, . . . , K where
√
i = −1. Our objective is to estimate yjo , {zk } and {sk }
given partial entries in {ỹj }.
Spectral compressed sensing is known also as off-the-grid
compressed sensing [5] in the sense that the frequencies in
the model are not assumed on a fixed grid as opposed to
conventional compressed sensing [2]. When all entries in {ỹj }
are available, it is the well-known line spectral estimation
problem [4] that is fundamental in digital signal processing

(where the unobserved samples are called missing data). The
latter case is known also as spectral super-resolution for
emphasizing the extent to which nearly located frequencies
can be resolved [6], [7].
Line spectral estimation (in the case when all regularly
spaced samples are available) has a long history of research,
and a great number of approaches have been developed,
see [4]. Among them, the most well-known approach is the
(nonparametric) fast Fourier transform (FFT), one of the top
ten algorithms in the 20th century [8]. With the rapid increase
of computing power and the need of higher accuracy and
resolution, parametric approaches like maximum likelihood
estimation (MLE) were developed in which the main difficulty
comes from the nonlinearity and nonconvexity with respect
to the frequency parameters. To overcome this difficulty,
subspace-based methods, e.g. MUSIC and ESPRIT [9], [10],
were proposed that turn to estimate the frequencies from
the second-order statistics estimated from the samples. The
subspace methods have good statistical properties [11], [12];
however, they need the model order K that is usually unknown
and have poor performance in the presence of missing data and
outliers.
Sparse optimization and compressed sensing approaches
have dominated the research of this century on this topic, see
[13]. By exploiting the spectral sparsity and proposing an optimization framework for signal recovery, the aforementioned
drawbacks of subspace methods can be tackled. The idea of
sparse methods for spectral compressed sensing dates back
to the last century [14]. But rigourous theory and algorithms
have not been established until the seminal papers [6], [7]
in which a convex optimization approach was proposed to
deal with the continuous-valued frequencies. To date, such
convex, gridless sparse methods include atomic norm (or total
variation norm) methods [5], [6], [15]–[18], enhanced matrix
completion (EMaC) [19] and covariance fitting approaches
[20]–[22]. Unlike the conventional MLE that solves directly
for the frequencies in a nonconvex way, interestingly, all these
methods turn to optimize explicitly or implicitly a structured
low rank matrix where the low-rankness comes from the spectral sparsity. In particular, atomic norm and covariance fitting
are related to a low rank positive semidefinite (PSD) Toeplitz
matrix, and EMaC is rooted on a low rank Hankel matrix.
Consequently, spectral compressed sensing is connected to the
celebrated low rank matrix recovery problem [23].

Part of this paper will be presented at the 2020 European Signal Processing
Conference (EUSIPCO) [1].
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A. Main Contributions of This Paper
We note in this paper that the low rank Hankel model widely
employed for spectral compressed sensing has not been well
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I. I NTRODUCTION
Spectral compressed sensing [2], [3] refers to the recovery
or estimation of a spectrally sparse signal and its spectral
components from a subset of regularly spaced samples. In
particular, the regularly spaced samples {ỹj } are given by
ỹj = yjo + ej ,

yjo =

K
X

sk zkj−1 ,

|zk | = 1,

(1)

k=1
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understood. The first contribution of this paper is to show that
the low rank Hankel model has a fundamental limitation, to be
specific, it cannot use the on-circle prior |zk | = 1 in the data
model (1) and its produced poles do not lie on the unit circle
in general, resulting in difficulties of physical interpretation
and potential performance loss.
The second contribution of this paper is to resolve the
limitation above. To do so, we propose a new low rank
optimization model for spectral compressed sensing that we
call low rank double Hankel model by introducing another
Hankel matrix into the model. We show analytically that the
new model substantially shrinks the solution space and has
great potential to restrict the poles on the unit circle.
By employing the double Hankel model, as the third contribution, we propose new convex optimization approaches
to spectral compressed sensing, called doubly enhanced matrix completion (DEMaC) in honor of EMaC, and present
theoretical results showing DEMaC’s accuracy with full and
compressive/partial sampling and its robustness to bounded
and sparse noise.
We also extend the double Hankel model and the DEMaC
approaches from the 1-D to arbitrary-dimensional spectral
compressed sensing. Extensive numerical simulations are provided that confirm our analysis and show that DEMaC performs consistently better than EMaC in various scenarios.
B. Related Work
It is always an essential and challenging task to exploit the
prior |zk | = 1 for line spectral estimation. The MLE explicitly
uses the prior and suffers from convergence (to global optima)
issue. Subspace methods consist of two consecutive estimation
steps, first for the (signal or noise) subspace and second for
the spectral poles. The forward-backward processing technique
[24]–[26] uses the prior in the first step to improve the estimation accuracy of the covariances from which the subspace is
computed and eventually improves the accuracy of frequency
estimation. MUSIC uses the prior in the second step and
performs a line search for frequency estimation [9]. Besides
including the forward-backward technique, unitary ESPRIT
also uses the prior in the second step by solving for the spectral
poles from a total least squares problem [27]. Interestingly,
root-MUSIC does not use the prior but has higher resolution
than MUSIC [28], which implies that exploiting the prior in
the second step might not improve the accuracy because there
is no guarantee that the information lost in the first step can
be compensated in the second.
The low rank double Hankel optimization model proposed
in this paper is partially inspired by the forward-backward
processing technique. Unlike subspace methods and as many
other optimization approaches, the estimation in DEMaC is
accomplished in a single step by solving the resulting optimization problem in which the prior is implicitly included.
Equipped with the low rank Hankel model, nonconvex
optimization algorithms have been proposed for spectral compressed sensing [29]–[31]. But these methods need the model
order K like the MLE and subspace methods and few theoretical results are known about their accuracy, especially in the

practical noisy case. In this paper, we mainly study convex
relaxation approaches that do not need the model order and
whose accuracy are proved in absence of noise and with
bounded and sparse noise. In fact, an algorithm in [31] is
modified and applied in this paper to the proposed double
Hankel model to validate the model efficiency.

C. Notation and Organization
Notations used in this paper are as follows. The set of
real and complex numbers are denoted R and C respectively.
Boldface letters are reserved for vectors and matrices. The
amplitude of scalar a is denoted |a|. The complex conjugate,
transpose and complex transpose of matrix A are denoted A,
AT and AH respectively. The rank of matrix A is denoted
rank (A). We write A ≥ 0 if A is Hermitian and positive
semidefinite. The jth entry of vector x is xj . The diagonal
matrix with vector x on the diagonal is denoted diag (x).
The Kronecker and Khatri-Rao (a.k.a. columnwise Kronecker)
products of matrices are denoted ⊗ and ?, respectively.
The rest of this paper is organized as follows. Section II
introduces the previous low rank PSD-Toeplitz and Hankel
models for spectral compressed sensing. Section III presents
the new low rank double Hankel model and shows its properties as compared to the Hankel and PSD-Toeplitz models.
Section IV presents convex relaxation approaches for spectral
compressed sensing by applying the double Hankel model
and shows their theoretical guarantees with and without noise.
Section VI provides numerical results that validate efficiency
of the double Hankel model and advantageous performance
of DEMaC as compared to EMaC and atomic norm methods.
Conclusions are drawn in Section VII and some technical
proofs for DEMaC are given in the Appendix.
II. P REVIOUS L OW R ANK O PTIMIZATION M ODELS
We present previous low rank Hankel and Toeplitz optimization models in this section. Here we assume that the number
of spectral poles K is given. Let
(
)
K
X
j−1
N
S0 = y ∈ C : yj =
sk zk , sk ∈ C, |zk | = 1 (2)
k=1

that denotes the set of candidate signals that are undamped
spectrally sparse with at most K spectral components. What
the framework of spectral compressed sensing does is to
find some candidate signal ŷ ∈ S0 that is nearest to ỹ =
T
[ỹ1 , . . . , ỹN ] and then retrieve the estimated poles from ŷ.
To be specific, it attempts to solve the following optimization
problem:
min Loss (y, ỹ) , subject to y ∈ S0 ,
y

(3)

where Loss (·, ·) denotes a loss function that is chosen according to the sampling scheme and noise properties. To cast (3)
as a tractable optimization problem, the key underlies how to
characterize the constraint y ∈ S0 .
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III. N EW L OW R ANK O PTIMIZATION M ODEL

A. Low Rank PSD-Toeplitz Model
Let



t1
 t2

Tt= .
 ..
tN

t2
t1
..
.

...
···
..
.

tN −1

...

tN

A. Low Rank Double Hankel Model



tN −1 

.. 
. 

(4)

t1

denote an N × N Hermitian Toeplitz matrix formed by using
t ∈ CN . By exploiting the Carathéodory-Fejér theorem [4,
Ch. 4.9.2], which states that a PSD Toeplitz matrix admits a
Vandermonde decomposition, S0 can be written equivalently
as [5], [18]




t yH
y ∈ CN : 1
≥ 0, rank (T t) ≤ K, t ∈ CN .
y Tt
(5)


t1 y H
The PSDness of
implies that T t is also PSD.
y Tt
The resulting PSD-Toeplitz model and its variants lead to the
atomic norm and covariance fitting methods.

In this paper, we propose to approximate the set S0 in (2)
by



(10)
S2 = y ∈ CN : rank Hy | J1 HyJ2 ≤ K ,
where for j = 1, 2, Jj is an Nj × Nj reversal matrix with
ones on the anti-diagonal and zeros elsewhere. It is seen
that J1 HyJ2 remains to be a Hankel matrix. The resulting
optimization model
min Loss (y, ỹ) , subject to y ∈ S2
y

(11)

is referred to as low rank double Hankel model.
Suppose y ∈ S0 and recall (7). Then we have
J1 HyJ2 = J1 A1 SAT2 J2 .

(12)

To proceed, it is easy to show the following identity
Jj Aj = Aj Z 1−Nj ,

B. Low Rank Hankel Model
The low rank Hankel model is introduced in [19], [29]
inspired by the classical matrix pencil approach [32], [33].
For y ∈ CN , we form the N1 × N2 Hankel matrix


y1
y2
...
yN2
 y2
y3
. . . yN2 +1 


(6)
Hy =  .
.
..  ,
..
..
 ..
.
. 
yN1 yN1 +1 . . .
yN
where N1 , N2 satisfy N1 + N2 = N + 1. If y ∈ S0 , it can
easily be shown that
Hy = A1 SAT2

(7)

and thus rank (Hy) ≤ K, where S = diag (s1 , . . . , sk ) and
for j = 1, 2, Aj is an Nj × K Vandermonde matrix with
[Aj ]n,k = zkn−1 . Let

S1 = y ∈ CN : rank (Hy) ≤ K .
(8)
Evidently, S0 ⊆ S1 . By changing S0 to S1 , the original
problem (3) is then relaxed to the following low rank Hankel
optimization model:
min Loss (y, ỹ) , subject to y ∈ S1 .
y

(9)

The model in (9) and its variants form the Hankel-based
methods.
Though the low rank Hankel model (9) is a relaxation of
the original problem (3), it has several merits. For example,
EMaC, a convex relaxation of (9), has higher resolution than
atomic norm methods that use the PSD-Toeplitz model [19].
Unlike the PSD-Toeplitz model, several nonconvex optimization algorithms have been proposed for spectral compressed
sensing equipped with the Hankel model [29], [31], [34].
A possible reason is that the Hankel model contains fewer
variables and thus is easier to initialize, which is critical for
nonconvex algorithms.

j = 1, 2,

(13)

where Z = diag (z1 , . . . , zK ). Substituting (13) into (12), we
obtain
J1 HyJ2 = A1 SZ 1−N AT2 ,
(14)
which is in the same form as (7). Consequently,
 


Hy | J1 HyJ2 = A1 SAT2 | A1 SZ 1−N AT2
T

A2
= A1 S
A2 Z 1−N S̃

(15)

has rank no greater than K, where S̃
=
diag−2 (sgn (s1 ) , . . . , sgn (sK )) is a unitary diagonal
s
matrix and sgn (s) = |s|
for s 6= 0. We therefore conclude
S0 ⊆ S2 ⊆ S1

(16)

which implies that, as compared to the Hankel model (9), the
proposed double Hankel model (11) is a tighter relaxation of
the original problem (3). More differences between them will
be shown in the ensuing subsection.
It is worth noting that the proposed double Hankel model
is partially inspired by the forward-backward processing technique [24], [25]. In particular, let y̆ ∈ CN be such that
J1 HyJ2 = Hy̆.

(17)

It is seen that y̆ is the conjugated backward version of y
satisfying
y̆j = y N −j+1 =

K
X
k=1

sk z kN −j =

K
X
k=1

sk zkj−N ,

j = 1, . . . , N

(18)
by making use of (2). Equation (18) implies that the virtual
signal y̆ is composed of the same spectral poles {zk } as y,
which is the key observation underlying the forward-backward
processing technique.
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Using (21), (22), (6) and (24), we obtain

B. Properties
In this subsection we analyze the low rank Hankel and
double Hankel models and illustrate advantages of the latter.
To this end, we let
(
)
K
X
j−1
0
N
S1 = y ∈ C : yj =
sk zk , sk ∈ C, 0 6= zk ∈ C
k=1

(19)
that is obtained by removing the constraint |zk | = 1 in S0 and
thus S0 ⊂ S10 . To link S10 to S1 , on one hand, we have (7) for
any y ∈ S10 and thus S10 ⊆ S1 . On the other hand, it follows
from the Kronecker’s theorem [35], [36] that if y ∈ S1 and
K < min {N1 , N2 }, then y ∈ S10 except for degenerate cases.
Therefore, S1 and S10 are approximately identical given K <
min {N1 , N2 }. This implies that the Hankel model (9) can be
viewed as a relaxation of (3) by removing the constraint |zk | =
1. In other words, by using the Hankel model (9), we have
actually abandoned the prior knowledge that the spectral poles
{zk } lie on the unit circle. This claim is consistent with the
observation in [19], [29], [32] that the matrix pencil method
and the Hankel model also apply to damped spectrally sparse
signals for which the magnitudes of the spectral poles {|zk |}
are unknown.
We next study the double Hankel model in (11). Assume
y ∈ S2 and K < min {N1 , N2 } and recall (17) and (18). Then
we have
rank ([Hy | Hy̆]) = rank



Hy | J1 HyJ2



≤ K.

(20)

It follows that rank (Hy) ≤ K < min {N1 , N2 } and
rank (Hy̆) ≤ K < min {N1 , N2 }. Applying the Kronecker’s
theorem results in y, y̆ ∈ S10 almost surely, to be specific, there
K
K
exist {sk , zk ∈ C}k=1 and {s0k , zk0 ∈ C}k=1 with zk , zk0 6= 0
such that for j = 1, . . . , N ,
yj =
y N −j+1 = y̆j =

K
X
k=1
K
X

sk zkj−1 ,
s0k zk0j−1 ,

sk zkj−1 =

k=1

K
X

s0k zk0N −1 zk0?j−1 ,

(22)

(23)

k=1

where we denote z ? = z −1 for z ∈ C. Equation (23) says that
y admits two different decompositions with each consisting of
K poles. Recall N = N1 +N2 −1 ≥ 2K +1, and thus any N ×
2K Vandermonde matrix with distinct poles has full column
rank. Using this fact, we conclude that the two decompositions
in (23) must be identical, implying without loss of generality
that for some K0 ≤ K,
zk = zk0? ,
sk =

s0k

sk = s0k zk0N −1 ,

= 0,

k = 1, . . . , K0 ,

k = K0 + 1, . . . , K.

S20 = {y ∈ S10 where either |zk | = 1 or zk , zk? appear in pair} .
(26)
It can be shown by arguments similar to those above that
the converse, S20 ⊆ S2 , is also true. Therefore, S20 and S2
are approximately identical, and we conclude that the double
Hankel model (11) can be viewed as a relaxation of (3) by
allowing appearance of pairs of poles {zk , zk? } if they are not
on the unit circle.
Note that if we write zk = rk ei2πfk in the polar coordinate,
then zk? = rk−1 ei2πfk and thus the pair of estimated poles
{zk , zk? } share an identical frequency, implying that they
correspond to a same spectral component given the prior
knowledge that the true spectral poles lie on the unit circle.
Intuitively, such pair of estimated poles is obtained only when
two spectral frequencies are closely located so that they cannot
be separated. If all the frequencies are properly separated, it
is expected that all of the estimated poles obtained by using
the double Hankel model lie on the unit circle, which, as we
will see, is consistent with our numerical results presented in
Section VI.
In the case K = 1, we have the following result.
Proposition 1: If K = 1 and N1 , N2 > 1, then
(27)

(21)

yielding that
K
X

(25)

where S 0 = diag (s01 , . . . , s0K ). Consequently, it is seen that
rank ([Hy | Hy̆]) ≤ K equals the number of distinct poles in
K0
K0
. Using the fact that zk = zk? if and only
∪ {zk? }k=1
{zk }k=1
if |zk | = 1, we have y ∈ S20 , where

S0 = S20 = S2 ⊂ S10 ⊂ S1 .

k=1

yj =

[Hy | Hy̆]


= A (z) SAT (z) | A (z 0 ) S 0 AT (z 0 )


= A (z) SAT (z) | A (z ? ) S 0 AT (z ? )


SAT (z)
= [A (z) | A (z ? )]
,
S 0 AT (z ? )

(24)

Proof: First, when K = 1 it is evident that S0 = S20 ⊂ S10 .
We show next
 
  

y
0












0
  .. 

 
.
0
S1 = S1 ∪  .  : y ∈ C ∪   : y ∈ C ⊃ S10 . (28)




 .. 


 0 





 


0
y
To do so, we assume without loss of generality that N1 = N2
and Hy is a square matrix (Otherwise, we can consider the
leading square submatrix of Hy of size min (N1 , N2 ) and
draw the same conclusion.) Let H1 be the Hankel matrix
obtained by removing the last row and column of Hy. If
rank (H1 ) = 0, which implies H1 = 0, we must have that all
but the last entry of y are zero. If rank (H1 ) = rank (Hy) = 1,
applying [36, Theorem 3.1], we have y ∈ S10 , or all but the
first entry of y are zero.
Now it suffices to show S2 = S20 , or S2 ⊆ S20 , since it
is evident that S20 ⊆ S2 . For any y ∈ S2 , it is evident that
y ∈ S1 . Then by (28) we must have y ∈ S10 since otherwise
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rank Hy | J1 HyJ2 = 2 that implies that y ∈
/ S2 . Consequently, by the same arguments as those in Subsection III-B,
we have y ∈ S20 , completing the proof.

It is implied by Proposition 1 that when K = 1 the double
Hankel model is equivalent to the original problem (3) but the
Hankel model is not.
C. Comparison With Previous Models
For the proposed double Hankel model and the previous
PSD-Toeplitz and Hankel models, we present in Table I the
number of (real-valued) optimization variables in the signal
space [see (5), (9) and (11)] and in the parameter space [see
(2), (19) and (26)] respectively. The former quantity measures
complexity of an optimization model, and the latter reflects
the model accuracy.
The PSD-Toeplitz model is equivalent to the original problem (3) and thus includes 3K optimization variables in
the parameter space. To achieve such equivalence, 2N new
variables in the Hermitian Toeplitz matrix are introduced,
resulting in 4N variables in total. The Hankel model contains
a minimum number 2N of variables in y, while its solution
space is enlarged and K new variables (the amplitudes of poles
K
{|zk |}k=1 ) are introduced in the parameter space. In contrast
to those above, the double Hankel model possesses the same
variables as the Hankel model in the signal space and the
same number of variables as the PSD-Toeplitz model in the
parameter space.
IV. C ONVEX R ELAXATION A PPROACHES
In this section we exploit the double Hankel model (11) and
propose convex relaxation approaches for spectral compressed
sensing with provable accuracy. It is worth noting that we
do not assume that the number of frequencies K is known.
Instead, certain prior knowledge on the measurement noise
will be assumed. Our approaches are mainly inspired by [19]
where the low rank Hankel model is considered, and they
are named as doubly enhanced matrix completion (DEMaC)
following EMaC in [19].
A. DEMaC in Absence of Noise
We first consider the noiseless case where we have access
to PΩ (y o ), where Ω ⊆ {1, . . . , N } is the sampling index set
of size M ≤ N , and PΩ is the projection onto the subspace
supported on Ω that sets all entries of y out of Ω to zero. By
swapping the objective and the constraint, the double Hankel
model (11) is equivalently written as:


min rank Hy | J1 HyJ2 , subject to PΩ (y − y o ) = 0.
y

(29)
Following the literature on low rank matrix recovery, we
relax the rank function in (29) to the nuclear norm and obtain


(DEMaC) min Hy | J1 HyJ2 ?
y
(30)
subject to PΩ (y − y o ) = 0.

The DEMaC problem in (30) is convex and can be written
as semidefinite programming (SDP) since the nuclear norm
kXk? of matrix X can be cast as the SDP


1
1
P XH
min tr (P ) + tr (Q) , subject to
≥ 0. (31)
X Q
P ,Q 2
2
where P and Q are Hermitian matrices. Therefore, DEMaC
can be solved using off-the-shelf SDP solvers such as SDPT3
[37].
B. Theoretical Guarantee With Full Sampling
Assume Ω = {1, . . . , N } and there is no noise. Then we
have full knowledge of the true signal y o and thus it is trivial
to solve DEMaC in (30). We next study the condition for exact
recovery of the distinct frequencies {fk }. It is worth noting
that an equivalent problem has been studied in [38], [39] in the
context of forward-backward spatial smoothing for coherent
direction-of-arrival (DOA) estimation, where the frequencies
are estimated from a covariance matrix that equals

H
 o
Hy | J1 Hy o J2 Hy o | J1 Hy o J2
(32)
H
H
= Hy o · (Hy o ) + J1 Hy o · (Hy o ) J1
using a subspace method such as ESPRIT.
Let us recall (15) and assume K ≤ N1 −1. We compute the
truncated singular value decomposition (SVD) of the double
Hankel matrix as
 o

Hy | J1 Hy o J2 = U ΛV H .
(33)
If the double Hankel matrix has the maximal rank K, then
A1 in (15) and U share an identical range space that is
known as the signal subspace from which the frequencies
can be uniquely computed using ESPRIT. Now our question
becomes under
 what conditions the double Hankel matrix or

A2
in (15) has rank K.
A2 Z 1−N S̃
Evidently,
, then A2 has full column rank and
 if K ≤ N2
A2
thus rank
= K.
A2 Z 1−N S̃
If N2 < K ≤ 2N2 and for arbitrary
distinct {fk }, it

A2
follows from [39] that
is rank-deficient only
A2 Z 1−N S̃
if the phases {sgn (sk )} of the spectral components satisfy
certain equations that will be violated with probability one if
{sgn (sk )} are jointly distributed according to some absolutely
continuous distribution.
To sum up, we conclude the following result.
Theorem 1: Assume Ω = {1, . . . , N } and no noise is
present. Then DEMaC is able to exactly recover the distinct
frequencies {fk } if
K ≤ min (N1 − 1, N2 ) ≤ b

N
c,
2

(34)

or with probability one if
2N
c
(35)
3
and if the phases {sgn (sk )} of the spectral components are
jointly distributed according to some absolutely continuous
distribution on the K-dimensional torus.
K ≤ min (N1 − 1, 2N2 ) ≤ b
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TABLE I
Number of real-valued optimization variables of three optimization models in signal and parameter spaces. The former quantity measures model complexity
(the less the better), and the latter reflects model accuracy (the ground truth is 3K).
Optimization models

#variables in signal space

#variables in parameter space

PSD-Toeplitz

4N

3K

Hankel

2N

4K

Double Hankel (proposed)

2N

3K

Note that all equalities in (34)–(35) can be achieved, implying that up to b N2 c frequencies can be recovered deterministically and up to b 2N
3 c frequencies almost surely. In contrast
to this, no more than b N2 c frequencies can be recovered if
the Hankel model is used, as in [19]. Moreover, to make the
number of recoverable frequencies as large as possible, we
should choose N1 , N2 such that 2N2 ≥ N1 ≥ N2 according
to (34)–(35), implying
N
2N
≥ N1 ≥ .
3
2

(36)

This choice also makes sense in the compressive sampling
settings as shown later.
The SVD plus ESPRIT method mentioned above can also be
used in general settings that we will study next to retrieve the
estimated poles {ẑk } from the solution of the double Hankel
matrix once DEMaC is numerically solved.
C. Theoretical Guarantee With Compressive Sampling
When partial entries of y o are observed in absence of noise,
we show in this subsection that DEMaC has similar theoretical
guarantee as EMaC. We first introduce some notations similar
to those in [19]. Recall (15), and let


A2
(37)
Ã2 =
A2 Z 1−N S̃
and
1 H
1
ÃH Ã2 .
(38)
A A 1 , G2 =
N1 1
2N2 2


The double Hankel matrix Hy | J1 HyJ2 is said to obey the
incoherence property with parameter µ1 if
G1 =

λmin (G1 ) ≥

1
1
and λmin (G2 ) ≥
,
µ1
µ1

(39)

where λmin (·) denotes the minimum eigenvalue of a matrix.
Note that the incoherence property is defined in [19] based on
G1 above and
1 H
G02 =
A A2 .
(40)
N2 2
It is seen from (37) and (38) that
1
N −1 AH A Z 1−N S̃
· AH
2
2 A2 + S̃Z
2
2N2
h
i
1
=
G02 + S̃Z 1−N G02 Z N −1 S̃ ,
2

G2 =

(41)

and thus

i
1h
λmin (G02 ) + λmin S̃Z 1−N G02 Z N −1 S̃
2
1
= [λmin (G02 ) + λmin (G02 )]
2
= λmin (G02 ) ,
(42)

λmin (G2 ) ≥

where the first equality holds since both Z and S̃ are unitary
matrices. Consequently, the incoherence property defined here
with respect to DEMaC is easier to satisfy than that with
EMaC in [19].
Let


N
N
,
(43)
cs = max
N1 2N2
that measures how close the double Hankel matrix is to a
square matrix. The factor 2 in the second denominator in (43)
comes along with the definition of G2 in (38).
We have the following result that is in parallel with [19,
Theorem 1] and shows that, like EMaC, DEMaC perfectly
re
covers the spectrally sparse signal from O K log4 N random
samples.
Theorem 2: Let y o be given in (1), and Ω the random index
set of size M . Suppose that the incoherence property (39)
holds and that all samples are noiseless. Then there exists a
universal constant c1 > 0 such that y o is the unique solution to
DEMaC in (30) with probability exceeding 1−N −2 , provided
that
M > c1 µ1 cs K log4 N.
(44)
The proof of Theorem 2 is similar to that of [19, Theorem
1], and the latter is inspired by [40] in which the general
low rank matrix recovery problem is studied via affine nuclear
norm minimization. In particular, as in [19], [40], DEMaC is
first rewritten as a nuclear norm minimization problem under
affine (and additional) constraints that are introduced to identify the sampling basis and capture the Hankel structures of
the double Hankel matrix to recover. Then, it is shown that the
sampling basis fulfils the incoherence condition with respect
to the tangent space of the true low rank matrix. Finally, a
dual certificate is constructed and rigorously verified via the
golfing scheme [40]. The new challenges in our proof are to
identify the sampling basis with the double Hankel model and
to properly deal with the complex conjugate operator in the
double Hankel matrix that leads to non-affine constraints. The
detailed proof is complicated and deferred to the Appendix.
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The sample size shown in Theorem 2 is an increasing
function of cs defined in (43). Consequently, we should choose
N1 , N2 such that cs is small. Therefore, the choice in (36) is
also appropriate in this compressive sampling setting.

D. DEMaC With Bounded Noise
We now consider the noisy case where the acquired samples
PΩ (ỹ) are given by (1), with kPΩ (e)k2 ≤ η. Consequently,
we solve the following noisy version of DEMaC:


(Noisy-DEMaC) min Hy | J1 HyJ2 ?
y
(45)
subject to kPΩ (y − ỹ)k ≤ η.
The following result is a consequence of combining Theorem 2 and [19, Theorem 2]. Its proof can be derived by slightly
modifying the proof of [19, Theorem 2] based on technical
results in the proof of Theorem 2 and thus is omitted.
Theorem 3: Suppose ỹ is a noisy copy of y o that satisfies
kPΩ (y o − ỹ)k ≤ η. Under the assumptions of Theorem 2,
the solution ŷ to Noisy-DEMaC in (45) satisfies
kHŷ − Hy o kF ≤ 5N 3 η

(46)

with probability exceeding 1 − N −2 .

In this section, we extend the low rank double Hankel
model and the DEMaC approaches from the 1-D to arbitrarydimensional spectral compressed sensing. Without loss of
generality and for simplicity of notations, we first consider the
2-D case. Certain notations such as N1 , N2 will be redefined.
Corresponding to (1), a noiseless 2-D spectrally sparse signal
is given by a 2-way array (or matrix) y whose entries are
yj1 ,j2 =

K
X

j1 −1 j2 −1
sk zk,1
zk,2 ,

|zk,1 | = |zk,2 | = 1,

It is an important research topic to deal with outliers in data
samples that can be caused for example by saturation in data
quantization and abnormal sensor behaviors. We assume in this
case that a constant portion of the acquired samples PΩ (ỹ)
are outliers that are modelled via additive sparse noise. As
in [19], we modify DEMaC to include the sparse noise by
solving the following problem:


(Robust-DEMaC) min Hy | J1 HyJ2 ? + 2λ kHek1
y,e

subject to PΩ (y + e) = PΩ (ỹ) .
(47)
Note in (47) that kHek1 = kvec (He)k1 is defined as the elementwise `1 norm and thus 2 kHek1 = He | J1 HeJ2 1 .
We have the following result by simply combining Theorem
2 and [19, Theorem 3] whose proof is omitted.
Theorem 4: Suppose ỹ is a noisy copy of y o . Let Ω be
the random index set of size M , and conditioning on Ω
each sample in Ω is corrupted by noise independently with
conditional probability τ ≤ 0.1. Set λ = √M 1log N . Then there
exists a numerical constant c1 > 0 depending only on τ such
that if (39) holds and

(49)

k=1

where 1 ≤ j1 ≤ N1 , 1 ≤ j2 ≤ N2 , and the total sample size
is N = N1 · N2 .
Let yj1 ,: denote the N2 × 1 vector composed of
yj1 ,1 , . . . , yj1 ,N2 for fixed j1 . As in (6), Hyj1 ,: denotes an
N2,1 × N2,2 Hankel matrix formed by using yj1 ,: where
N2,1 + N2,2 = N2 + 1. Then we define a 2-level Hankel
(or Hankel-block-Hankel) matrix Hy as an N1,1 × N1,2
block Hankel matrix formed by Hy1,: , . . . , HyN1 ,: where
N1,1 + N1,2 = N1 + 1, to be specific,


Hy1,:
Hy2,:
. . . HyN1,2 ,:
 Hy2,:
Hy3,:
. . . HyN1,2 +1,: 


Hy = 
(50)
.
..
..
..
..


.
.
.
.
HyN1,1 ,: HyN1,1 +1,: . . .

E. DEMaC With Sparse Noise

M > c1 µ21 c2s K 2 log3 N,

V. E XTENSION TO D IMENSION T WO AND A BOVE

HyN1 ,:

For j = 1, 2 and l = 1, 2, we define Ajl as an Njl × K
n−1
Vandermonde matrix with [Ajl ]n,k = zk,j
and let Al =
A1l ? A2l , where ? denotes the Khatri-Rao (or column-wise
Kronecker) product. Consequently, the kth column of Aj
represents a sampled 2-D sinusoid with pole zk = (zk,1 , zk,2 ).
Using these notations, it can be readily verified that (we omit
the details)
Hy = A1 SAT2 ,

(51)

which is identical to (7). This implies that the 2-level Hankel
matrix Hy is low rank.
For l = 1, 2, let Jl be the N1l N2l × N1l N2l reversal matrix
that can be written as a Kronecker product, Jl = J1l ⊗ J2l ,
where Jjl is the Njl × Njl reversal matrix for j = 1, 2
and l = 1, 2. By applying the following identity for matrices
A, B, C, D of proper dimension
(A ⊗ B) (C ? D) = (AC) ? (BD) ,

(52)

we have that for l = 1, 2,

Jl Al = (J1l ⊗ J2l ) A1l ? A2l


= J1l A1l ? J2l A2l

 

= A1l Z11−N1l ? A2l Z21−N2l

(53)

= (A1l ? A2l ) Z11−N1l Z21−N2l
(48)

then y o is the unique solution to Robust-DEMaC in (47) with
probability exceeding 1 − N −2 .

= Al Z11−N1l Z21−N2l ,
where Zj = diag (z1j , . . . , zkj ) for j = 1, 2, the third equality
follows from (13), and the fourth equality holds since Z1 , Z2
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J1 HyJ2 = J1 A1 SAT2 J2
= J1 A1 · S J2 A2

T

= A1 Z11−N11 Z21−N21 SZ21−N22 Z11−N12 AT2

(54)

= A1 SZ11−N1 Z21−N2 AT2 ,
where the last equality holds since Z1 , Z2 , S are all diagonal
matrices. Therefore, as in the 1-D case, the new 2-level Hankel
matrix J1 HyJ2 admits a similar decomposition as Hy.
As in the 1-D case, by replacing the 2-level
 Hankel matrix

Hy by the double 2-level Hankel matrix Hy | J1 HyJ2 ,
we are able to propose the double Hankel model and the
DEMaC approaches for 2-D spectral compressed sensing.
They generalize the Hankel model and EMaC in [19], [29],
[31]. Note that the theoretical results for DEMaC also hold in
the 2-D case as in [19].
The double Hankel model and the DEMaC approach can
be generalized to arbitrary dimension. In dimension d ≥ 3,
the noiseless data y are given by a d-way array that can be
used to form a d-level Hankel matrix Hy as in (50), to be
specific, a d-level Hankel matrix is a block Hankel matrix with
each block being a (d − 1)-level Hankel matrix. Then we can
similarly define Al , l = 1, 2 as the Khatri-Rao product of
d Vandermonde matrices, of which each column represents a
sampled d-D sinusoid, and derive identities (51) and (54).

Algorithm 1 The IHT algorithm with double Hankel model
Initialize: y0 = ye
for t = 1, ... do
Dt = HD (yt + αt (e
y − yt ))
Gt = ΓK (Dt )
yt+1 = HD† (Gt )
end for

1200
Hankel
Double Hankel

1000

Number of successful trials

are diagonal matrices. It immediately follows from (51) and
(53) that

1000

1000

1000

997

800

600

400

200

0

0
Noiseless data

0

Noisy data (random freqs.) Noisy data (spaced freqs.)

Fig. 1. Histogram of the number of successful trials of IHT with the Hankel
and double Hankel models with SNR = ∞ and 0dB and a total number of
1000 trials.

VI. N UMERICAL R ESULTS
A. Model Efficiency
In this subsection we validate efficiency of the double
Hankel model proposed in Section III in restricting the spectral
poles on the unit circle. To this end, we present an iterative
hard thresholding (IHT) algorithm to solve (11) that is modified from the one rooted on the Hankel model proposed in
[31]. In particular, we consider the noisy, full sampling case
and use the least square loss function. The double Hankel
model that we need to solve is thus given by
1
2
ky − ỹk2 , subject to rank (HD (y)) ≤ K,
(55)
2


where HD (y) = Hy | J1 HyJ2 .
Our algorithm is illustrated in Algorithm 1. It starts with
the initialization y0 = ye. Then gradient descent is used to
update the signal estimate at each iteration with step size
αt = √1t . After the double Hankel matrix Dt is formed,
the hard thresholding operator ΓK is applied to obtain the
best rank-K approximation, Gt , of Dt by setting all but its
largest K singular values to zero. The new estimate yt+1 is
obtained as the minimizer to the problem miny kHD y − Gt k2 ,
where HD† denotes the pseudoinverse of the double Hankel
operator. Note that as compared to [31] the Hankel operator H
is changed to the double Hankel operator HD in Algorithm 1,
and a descending step size is adopted that empirically ensures
feasibility of the solution once converged.
In our simulation, we consider K = 3 spectral frequencies
that are randomly generated without or with a minimum
min
y

separation N4 (referred to as random and spaced frequencies
respectively), with amplitudes 0.5 + |w| and random phases,
where w follows the standard normal distribution. A number
of N = 65 uniform samples are acquired with random noise
added that follows a complex normal distribution. We set
N1 = N2 = 33 in the Hankel and double Hankel models.
The IHT algorithm is terminated if kyt+1 − yt k2 / kyt k2 <
10−5 or maximally 3000 iterations are reached. We say that
an algorithm successfully produces poles {ẑk } on the unit
circle
PKin a trial if their−4average distance to the unit circle
1
.
k=1 ||ẑk | − 1| < 10
K
In our simulation, we consider the noiseless case and the
noisy case with the signal to noise ratio SNR = 0dB and run
1000 trials for each. The number of successful trials in which
the estimated poles lie on the unit circle is shown in Fig. 1. In
the absence of noise, the true spectral poles can be obtained
with either Hankel or double Hankel model, as predicted in
Theorem 1. In the presence of noise, the estimated spectral
poles with the Hankel model lie off the unit circle, which is
consistent with our analysis. In contrast to this, the proposed
double Hankel approach rarely fails. It is seen that when
the frequencies are properly separated, the IHT with double
Hankel model succeeds in all trials to restrict the estimated
poles on the unit circle.
To study what happens when the double Hankel model fails
to produce poles on the unit circle, we present in Table II the
estimated poles of the three failures shown in Fig. 1. It is seen
that all the failures occur when two frequencies are close to
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TABLE II
Details of the three failures with the double Hankel model in Fig. 1
Ground truth of poles

Estimated poles with the double Hankel model

ei2π{0.7568,0.5952,0.6019}


0.9948ei2π0.7583 , 1.0466ei2π0.5951 , 0.9900ei2π0.3786

ei2π{0.0733,0.2271,0.2420}


1.0000ei2π0.0730 , 1.0291ei2π0.2331 , 1.0291−1 ei2π0.2331


0.9989ei2π0.0729 , 0.9739ei2π0.2241 , 1.0774ei2π0.2449

ei2π{0.5708,0.9943,0.9819}


1.0000ei2π0.2233 , 1.0331ei2π0.9862 , 1.0331−1 ei2π0.9862


0.9501ei2π0.7540 , 0.9604ei2π0.9883 , 1.0352ei2π0.9831
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(c)
1
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0.8
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8
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4
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Estimated poles with the Hankel model


1.0000ei2π0.7583 , 1.0155ei2π0.5970 , 1.0155−1 ei2π0.5970
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Fig. 2. Sparsity-separation phase transition results of (a) ANM, (b)
EMaC with N1 = b0.5(N + 1)c, and (c)-(e) DEMaC with N1 =
b0.5(N + 1)c , N1 = b0.6(N + 1)c and N1 = b2(N + 1)/3c with
N = 65 and M = 30. White means complete success and black means
complete failure.

each other with distance less than N1 . Their estimated poles are
located symmetrically on two sides of the unit circle, which
verifies our analysis carried out in Section III.
B. Accuracy and Robustness of DEMaC
In this subsection, we study numerical performance of the
proposed DEMaC as compared to EMaC [19] and atomic
norm minimization (ANM) [5]. All three approaches are
implemented in Matlab with the CVX toolbox and the SDPT3
solver [37], [41]. Note that ANM always produces spectral
poles on the unit circle and EMaC does not. As in the previous
simulation, it is observed that DEMaC produces spectral poles
on the unit circle in almost all trials due to the double Hankel
model adopted. We next focus on the resolution and accuracy
of the three approaches.

We first consider the noiseless case and study the success
rate of DEMaC as compared to ANM and EMaC. In particular,
a number of M = 30 samples are randomly selected from
N = 65 regularly spaced samples. The coefficients {sk } and
noise are generated as in the previous simulation. A number
of K frequencies are randomly generated such that they are
mutually separated by at least ∆f and two of them are separated exactly
we consider K ∈ {1, 2 . . . , 20}
 by ∆f , where
2
,
...,
.
We
say that the spectrally sparse
and ∆f ∈ 0, 0.1
N
N
signal y o (and its frequencies) is successfully recovered by
an algorithm if the normalized mean squared error (NMSE)
kŷ−y o k22
≤ 10−10 . The success rate is calculated by averaging
ky o k22
over 20 Monte Carlo trials for each combination (K, ∆f ).
Our results are presented in Fig. 2, where white means
complete success and black means complete failure. Phase
transition behaviors are observed in the sparsity-separation
plane. It is seen that ANM has a resolution of about 1/N ,
as reported in [5]. EMaC is insensitive to the frequency separation, as observed in [19]. Like EMaC, DEMaC is insensitive
to the separation and has an enlarged success phase thanks to
the double Hankel model adopted.
We also present in Fig. 2 the results of DEMaC with two
other choices of N1 . It is seen that slightly better performances
can be obtained in this case with N1 ≈ 0.6N and N1 ≈ 2/3N .
We recommend to use N1 ≈ 0.6N in practice.
We test the performance of DEMaC with bounded noise.
We
K = 2 frequencies, vary their distance ∆f ∈
 0.1consider
0.3
1.9
,
,
.
.
.
,
and the noise level η ∈ {0.1, 1, 10}, set
N
N
N
N1 = 33 for both Noisy-EMaC and Noisy-DEMaC, and keep
other settings. We plot the curves of signal recovery error in
Fig. 3(a). It is seen that DEMaC and EMaC are insensitive
to the distance of frequencies and the former consistently
results in smaller errors than the latter. ANM has the largest
errors with closely located frequencies and light noise. We also
compare the errors of frequency recovery. Since the model
order K might not be correctly determined by using either
approach, to make a fair comparison, we assume K is given
and estimate the frequencies from the signal estimate using
ESPRIT assisted with forward-backward processing. We plot
the error curves in Fig. 3(b). It is seen that DEMaC also
outperforms EMaC and has the smallest error in the case of
closely located frequencies.
We now evaluate robustness of DEMaC to additive sparse
noise. We consider the full sampling case and vary the sparsity
level K and the number of corrupted samples. The success
rates of Robust-EMaC and Robust-DEMaC are presented in
Fig.4. It is seen that DEMaC has an enlarged success phase
than EMaC and thus a better performance.
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N1,2 = N2,1 = N2,2 = 6 for both EMaC and DEMaC. We
plot in Fig. 5 the curves of signal recovery error averaged
over 20 Monte Carlo trials. Again, it is seen that DEMaC
consistently outperforms EMaC. We also compute the average
distance fromqthe estimated signal poles {(ẑk,1 , ẑk,2 )} to the
PK P2
2
1
2-D torus as K
k=1
l=1 (|ẑk,l | − 1) for each trial. The
histogram plots for EMaC and DEMaC are presented in Fig. 6.
It is seen that the estimated spectral poles of DEMaC are
pushed to the 2-D torus (within numerical precision) in most
trials due to the double Hankel model adopted.
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Fig. 5. Results of signal recovery errors of EMaC and DEMaC in the 2-D
case with compressive samples and random frequencies.
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Fig. 3. Results of signal and frequency recovery errors using DEMaC, EMaC
and ANM with varying frequency separation and noise levels.
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Fig. 4. Results of success rates of (a) EMaC and (b) DEMaC with varying
sparsity K and varying number of sparse noise when N = 65 regularly
spaced samples are acquired.

C. The 2-D Case
We present numerical results in the 2-D case in this subsection. We consider recovery of 2-D spectrally sparse signals
consisting of K = 3 spectral components, whose frequencies
are randomly generated, from a subset of N1 × N2 = 11 × 11
regularly spaced noisy samples. We fix the noise level η = 1,
vary the sample size M ∈ {20, 24, . . . , 120} and let N1,1 =

Fig. 6. Histogram of distance of the estimated poles to the 2-D torus using
EMaC and DEMaC in the 2-D case with compressive samples and random
frequencies.

VII. C ONCLUSION
In this paper, a low rank double Hankel model was proposed
for arbitrary-dimensional spectral compressed sensing that
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is capable of pushing the spectral poles to the unit circle
and resolves a fundamental limitation of the previous low
rank Hankel model. By applying the new model, the convex
relaxation DEMaC approaches were proposed that have provable accuracy and are shown theoretically and numerically to
outperform EMaC rooted on the Hankel model.
By modifying the IHT algorithm in [31], we have presented
in this paper a nonconvex algorithm for spectral compressed
sensing with the double Hankel model. A future research
direction is to analyze its theoretical performance such as
global convergence and accuracy. In fact, it is expected that the
double Hankel model can be incorporated into any approach
rooted on the Hankel model and brings improvement for
recovery of undamped spectrally sparse signals and their
spectral poles.
Spectral poles that are located symmetrically on two sides
of the unit circle may still appear by using the double Hankel
model. Another future research direction is to study new
models that exclude such exceptions and meanwhile preserve
low model complexity.

We also define the projection EΩ0 that takes sum only over
non-repetitive elements in Ω, and its complement operator
EΩ0 ⊥ = E − EΩ0 .
Using these notations, the Hankel structures in Y are
captured by E ⊥ (Y ) = 0 and the samples
of Y are given

by EΩ0 (Y ) = EΩ0 (Y o ), where Y o = Hy o | J1 Hy o J2 . Note
however that the complex conjugate relationship between the
two Hankel matrices in Y is not algebraic and cannot be
represented by an affine constraint. To include this constraint,
we further define the set


(56)
C = X | J1 XJ2 : X ∈ CN1 ×N2
and impose Y ∈ C. Now DEMaC is readily rewritten as
min kY k?

Y ∈C

subject to EΩ0 (Y ) = EΩ0 (Y o ) ,
⊥

⊥

(57)

o

E (Y ) = E (Y ) = 0.
Note that (57) is not a common affine constrained nuclear
norm minimization problem due to the restriction onto the
feasible set C.

A PPENDIX
We prove Theorem 2 in this appendix. Our proof is similar
to that of [19, Theorem 1] and both are inspired by [40]. We
will follow the same steps as in [19], [40]: 1) identify the
sampling basis with respect to the low rank matrix that needs
to recover and reformulate DEMaC as affine nuclear norm
minimization (note that not all constraints are affine in our
case), 2) identify a dual certificate that validates optimality
of a solution, 3) show that the sampling basis is incoherent
with the tangent space of the ground truth low rank matrix,
and 4) construct a dual certificate that validates optimality
of the ground truth as a solution to the affine nuclear norm
minimization.
A. Problem Reformulation
As in [19], we try to find the sampling basis and rewrite
DEMaC as an affine constrained nuclear norm minimization
problem with
respect to the low rank matrix Y =


Hy | J1 HyJ2 . Note that each sample yjo , j ∈ Ω corresponds
to one off-diagonal of each Hankel matrix. Consequently,
for every sampling index n = 1, . . . , N , let En be the
(normalized) nth N1 × N2 elementary Hankel matrix with
En (j, l) = √1ωn if j + l = n + 1 and zeros elsewhere, where
ωn equals the number of nonzero entries in En . Denote by
(1)
(2)
En (resp. En ) the projection onto the subspace spanned by
(1)
(2)
En = [En | 0]N1 ×2N2 (resp. En = [0 | EN −n+1 ]N1 ×2N2 ).
(1)
(2)
Then, En = En + En is the nth sampling operator
PN with
respect to Y . We also define the projection E =
n=1 En
and its orthogonal complement E ⊥ = I − E.
For ease of analysis, as in [19], [40], we assume that the
sampling indices in Ω are i.i.d. generated so that Ω is a multiset that possibly contains repeated elements. Note that the
derived low bounds on the sample size also apply in the
case when Ω is selected uniformly at random from those
with distinct elements according to discussions in [40].
P Consequently, the sampling operator is given by EΩ = n∈Ω En .

B. Dual Certificate
Recall the SVD of Y o in (33) and denote by T the tangent
space with respect to Y o . Let PU (resp. PV , PT ) be the
orthogonal projection onto the row (resp. column, tangent)
space of Y o , yielding for any matrix Y that
PU (Y ) = U U H Y ,
PV (Y ) = Y V V

H

,

and PT = PU + PV − PU PV .

(58)
(59)
(60)

We denote by PT⊥ = I − PT the orthogonal complement of
PT , where I is the identity operator.
We provide the dual certificate for DEMaC in the following
lemma that is in parallel with [19, Lemma 1]. The proof is
almost unaltered and thus is omitted.
Lemma 1: Consider a multi-set Ω that contains M random
indices. Suppose that the sampling operator EΩ obeys
PT EPT −

1
N
PT EΩ PT ≤ .
M
2

(61)

If there exists matrix W satisfying
EΩ0 ⊥ (W ) = 0,

1
PT W − U V H F ≤
,
2N 2
1
PT⊥ (W ) ≤ ,
2
then Y o is the unique solution to (30) or, equivalently,
the unique minimizer of DEMaC.

(62)
(63)
(64)
y o is

C. Proof of Incoherence Condition (61)
To show the incoherence condition (61), we first bound
(j)
the projection of each En onto the tangent space T in the
following lemma that is in parallel with [19, Lemma 2]. The
proof is similar and will be omitted.
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Lemma 2: Given (39), we have

 µ c K
 µ c K

1 s
1 s
PU En(j) ≤
, PV En(j) ≤
(65)
N
N
for all n = 1, . . . , N and j = 1, 2. For any n1 , n2 = 1, . . . , N
and any j1 , j2 = 1, 2, we have
r

E
D
ωn2 2µ1 cs K
≤
En(j11 ) , PT En(j22 )
.
(66)
ωn1
N
The incoherence condition (61) is established in the following lemma that is in parallel with [19, Lemma 3].
Lemma 3: For any constant 0 <  ≤ 12 , we have
PT EPT −

N
PT EΩ PT ≤ 
M

(67)

with probablity exceeding 1 − N −4 , provided that M >
c1 µ1 cs K log N for some universal constant c1 > 0.
Proof: The proof is similar to that of [19, Lemma 3] and
we mainly highlight a few differences. We define a family of
operators
N
1
Zn =
PT En PT −
PT EPT
(68)
M
M
for n = 1, . . . , N . It is seen that
X
N
PT EΩ PT = −
Zn .
(69)
PT EPT −
M
n∈Ω

As in [19], we can compute
2

2µ1 cs K
,
(70)
N
where the second inequality follows from Lemma 2. Thus,


PT En(j) PT ≤ PT En(j)

kPT En PT k ≤

2
X

≤

F

PT En(j) PT ≤

j=1

4µ1 cs K
.
N

(71)

For any n ∈ Ω that is uniformly drawn from {1, . . . , N },
by derivations similar to those in [19], we have
E [Zn ] = 0,

(72)
N
8µ1 cs K
kZn k ≤ 2 max
kPT En PT k ≤
, (73)
n M
M
X
 
N
1
8µ1 cs K
E Zn2 ≤
kPT En PT k +
≤
. (74)
M
M
M

n∈Ω

The conclusion is finally drawn by also applying the Bernstein
inequality [42, Theorem 1.6] (see also [19, Lemma 11]).
It is worth noting that the upper bounds in (73) and (74)
are amplified by a scaling factor 2 as compared to those in
[19]. Consequently, the universal constant c1 is doubled. 
D. Construction of Dual Certificate W
We construct a dual certificate W using the golfing scheme
introduced in [40] as in [19]. In particular, suppose that Ω =
0
∪ji=1
Ωi where Ωi ’s are independently generated multi-sets,
1
1
each containing M
j0 i.i.d. samples. Let  < e , j0 = 5 log  N
M
and q = N j0 . The dual certificate W is constructed in the
following three steps:
1) Set F0 = U V H ;

2) For  all i  =
1, . . . , j0 , let F
=
PT E − 1q EΩi PT (Fi−1 );

Pj0  1
⊥
(Fi−1 ).
3) Set W = i=1
q EΩi + E
The remaining task is to show that W satisfies (62)–(64)
in Lemma 1. In fact, (62) and (63) can be shown by the same
arguments as in [19]. The proof of (64) is also similar if we
change the definitions of the norms k·kE,∞ , k·kE,2 introduced
in [19] as:
D
E
(j)
2
En , Y
X
kY kE,∞ = max
,
(75)
√
n
ωn
j=1
v
D
E2
u
(j)
uN 2
u X X En , Y
kY kE,2 = t
.
(76)
√
ωn
n=1 j=1
Based on (75) and (76), we can prove analogous versions of
Lemmas 4–7 in [19] with minor modifications that together
result in (64). We will omit the details.
It is worth noting that the constraint Y ∈ C is not utilized in
our proof (so that the number of free variables is doubled) and
the resulting universal constant c1 is doubled as compared to
that in [19]. After all, the derived sample size shares the same
order-wise complexity as in [19] that is of essential importance
in such big-data analysis. It is interesting to investigate in
future studies how to use the constraint Y ∈ C to further
reduce the sample size.
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