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Abstract

One of the most basic problems in compressed sensing imgawvi under-determined system of linear
equations. Although this problem seems rather hard ceftagptimization algorithm appears to be very
successful in solving it. The recent work of [14, 28] rigostyuproved (in a large dimensional and statistical
context) that if the number of equations (measurementseicémpressed sensing terminology) in the sys-
tem is proportional to the length of the unknown vector thearé is a sparsity (number of non-zero elements
of the unknown vector) also proportional to the length ofuh&nown vector such thdf-optimization algo-
rithm succeeds in solving the system. In more recent pap@8r8]] we considered the setup of the so-called
block-sparse unknown vectors. In a large dimensional and stalistontext, we determined sharp lower
bounds on the values of allowable sparsity for any given ramiroportional to the length of the unknown
vector) of equations such that &gy/¢;-optimization algorithm succeeds in solving the systeme figsults
established in [78,81] assumed a fairly large block-lerafttine block-sparse vectors. In this paper we con-
sider the block-length to be a parameter of the system. Qoestly, we then establish sharp lower bounds
on the values of the allowable block-sparsity as functidrtie block-length.

Index Terms: Compressed sensing; Block-sparséy /¢;-optimization .

1 Introduction

In last several years the area of compressed sensing hathieesurbject of extensive research. Finding the
sparsest solution of an under-determined system of limpaatens turns out to be one of the focal points of
the entire area. Recent phenomenal results of [14] and i@&jausly proved for the first time that in certain
scenarios one can solve an under-determined system of aggetions by solving a linear program in
polynomial time. These breakthrough results then as eggegnerated enormous amount of research with
possible applications ranging from high-dimensional getyn image reconstruction, single-pixel camera

design, decoding of linear codes, channel estimation irlass communications, to machine learning,
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data-streaming algorithms, DNA micro-arrays, magnettephalography etc. (more on the compressed
sensing problems, their importance, and wide spectrumffafreit applications can be found in excellent
references [4,12, 15, 24, 37,58, 60, 66,68, 70, 71,91, 93]).

The interest of the present paper are the mathematical taspfemertain compressed sensing problems.
More precisely, we will be interested in finding the sparsefiition of an under-determined system of linear
equations which, as mentioned above, is one of the most foed&l problems in the compressed sensing.
While the setup of this problem is fairly easy its solutiomather hard. Namely, the setup of the problem is

as simple as the following: we would like to findsuch that

Ax =y 1)

whereAd isanM x N (M < N) measurement matrix angdis anM x 1 measurement vector. In usual
compressed sensing contexts an N x 1 unknown K -sparse vector (see Figure 1). This assumesxhat
has at mosK nonzero components (we assume ideally sparse signals;andne so-called approximately
sparse signals can be found in e.g. [21,79, 84, 95]). In thteofdhe paper we will also assume the so-called
linear regime, i.e. we will assume th& = SN and that the number of the measurementd/is= aN
wherea and s are absolute constants independenivofmore on the non-linear regime, i.e. on the regime

when ) is larger than linearly proportional t& can be found in e.g. [22,45, 46]). Since the problem given

Yy A x

K
Figure 1: Model of a linear system; vectelis K-sparse

in (1) has been known for a long time there is an extensiveatitee related to possible ways for solving
it. If one has freedom to design the measurement matrtken, clearly, a particular recovery algorithm
for that design can be developed as well. As shown in [3, 99168 techniques from coding theory (based
on the coding/decoding of Reed-Solomon codes) can be esgplimydeterminany K -sparsex in (1) for
any «a and any3 < 5 in polynomial time. It is easy to see thatcan not be greater thaé for x to be

uniquely recoverable. Therefore in terms of recoverabéessty in polynomial time results from [3, 59, 65]
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are optimal. The complexity of algorithms from [3, 59, 65tasighly O(N?). If A is designed based on the
techniques related to the coding/decoding of Expandersctiaen the complexity of recoveringin (1) is
O(N) (see e.g. [52,53,94] and references therein). Howevesethigorithms do not allow fof to be as
large as;.

On the other hand, if there is no freedom in the choice of th&imal the problem becomes NP-
hard. Two algorithms that traditionally perform well andrbdeen the subject of an extensive research in
recent years ar¢) Orthogonal matching pursuit - OMBNnd2) Basis matching pursuit £;-optimization.
Both of the algorithms have advantages and disadvantages agplied to different problem scenarios. As
expected a very extensive literature has been developpddiadly in last several years) that covers various
modifications of both algorithms so to emphasize their giifeshand neutralize their flaws. However, a short
assessment of their differences would be that OMP is fastdieVBMP can recover higher sparsity and
is more resistant to system imperfections. Under certabbadilistic assumptions on the elements of the
matrix A it can be shown (see e.g. [62, 63, 86, 88]) that i= O(S log(%)) OMP (or a slightly modified
OMP) can recovei in (1) with complexity of recoveryO(N?). On the other hand a stage-wise OMP
from [36] recoversk in (1) with complexity of recovery) (N log N).

Since the results of this paper will in some sense be relatédaptimization (considered in [14, 15, 28,
34]), below we briefly recall on its definition. Basfg-optimization algorithm (more on adaptive versions

of basic/;-optimization can be found in e.g. [16, 19, 76]) findé (1) by solving the following problem

min x|l

subjectto Ax =y. (2)

(Instead of’; -optimization one can empldy-optimization,0 < ¢ < 1, which essentially means that instead
of norm1 one can use normin (1). However the resulting problem becomes non-convego@d overview

of that approach can be found in e.g. [26, 43, 48-50, 75] afedlarces therein.) Quite remarkably, in [15]
the authors were able to show thatiindV are given, the matri¥ is given and satisfies a special property
called the restricted isometry property (RIP), then anynamkn vectorx with no more thank = N
(whereg is an absolute constant dependentooand explicitly calculated in [15]) non-zero elements can
be recovered by solving (2). As expected, this assumesgsthats in fact generated by thatand given to
us. The case when the available measurements are noisgngedyy is also of interest [14, 15,51, 92]. We
mention in passing that the recent popularity goptimization in compressed sensing is significantly due

to its robustness with respect to noisy measurements. (@kepthe main reason for its popularity is its



ability to solve (1) for a very wide range of matricds more on this remarkable universality phenomenon
the interested reader can find in [33].)

Since the RIP condition played a crucial role in proving tégbe of [14, 15] having the matri
satisfy the RIP condition is fundamentally important. (Man the importance of the RIP condition can
be found in [13]). Designing deterministic matrices for whithe RIP condition would hold as well as
checking if it holds for any given matrix is a very hard prable However, for several classes of random
matrices (e.g., matrices with i.i.d. zero mean Gaussiamdali or even general Sub-gaussian components)
it turns out that for certain dimensions of the system the &IRdition is satisfied with overwhelming
probability [1, 5, 15, 73]. On the other hand, it should algopinted out that the RIP is onlysafficient
condition for ¢;-optimization to produce the solution of (1). In turn this ane that an analysis df -
optimization success is not required to rely on it.

In fact, the final results and brilliant analysis of [27, 28] bt rely on the validity of the RIP condition.
Namely, in [27, 28] the author considers polytope obtaimnggiojecting the regulaiv-dimensional cross-
polytope using the matri¥l. It turns out that anecessary and sufficiesbndition for (2) to produce the
solution of (1) for any giverx is that this polytope associated with the mat#ixs K -neighborly [27-30].
Using the results of [2, 10, 72, 90], it is further shown in J2®hat if the matrix A is a randomm x n
ortho-projector matrix then with overwhelming probabilpolytope obtained projecting the standayd
dimensional cross-polytope by is K-neighborly. The precise relation betwekhand K in order for this
to happen is characterized in [27, 28] as well.

It should be noted that one usually considers success of (f)ding solution of (1) forany given x.

It is also of interest to consider success of (2) in findingioh of (1) foralmost anygivenx. To make a
distinction between these two cases we will in the followsagtion recall on several important definitions
from [28, 29, 31].

Before proceeding further we first in the following sectiotroduce the so-called block-sparse signals

that will be the central topic of this paper. Immediatelyeaftards we also describe a polynomial algorithm

for their efficient recovery.

2 Block-sparse signals and,//¢;-algorithm

What we described in the previous section is the standargssed sensing setup. Such a setup does not
assume any special structure on the unkndwsparse signat. However one may encounter applications

when the signak in addition to being sparse has a certain structure. Thaleddlock-sparse signals were



introduced and its applications and recovery algorithmsewresestigated in [4,17,38-40,44,65,78,81,83].
Arelated problem of recovering jointly sparse signals asdpplications were considered in [6,9,18,23,41,
61,64,85,87,89,91,97,98] and references therein (modiffenent types of a priori known signal structure
can also be found in [55, 56, 96]). In all these cases one ptteto improve the recoverability potential
of the standard algorithms described in the previous sedtyoincorporating the knowledge of the signal
structure.

In this paper we will be interested in further investigatthg so-called block-sparse compressed sensing
problems [4, 40, 65, 78, 81, 83]. To introduce block-spaigaads and facilitate the subsequent exposition
we will assume that intege¥ andd are chosen such that = % is an integer and it represents the total
number of blocks thak consists of. Clearlyl is the length of each block. Furthermore, we will assume
thatm = % is an integer as well and thaf; = x(;_1)441:i4, 1 < ¢ < n are then blocks ofx (see Figure

2). Then we will call any signak k-block-sparse if its at most = % blocks X; are non-zero (non-zero

Xy
y |= .

X
A, — columns 1,2,...,d
A; — columns id—d+1,id—d+2,...,id X
A, — columns nd—d+1,nd—d+2,...,nd "

Yy = Ax = Z?:l AZXZ
Figure 2: Block-sparse model

block is a block that is not a zero block; zero block is a bldwktthas all elements equal to zero). Since
k-block-sparse signals ar&-sparse one could then use (2) to recover the solution of \(Ihile this is
possible, it clearly uses the block structurexoih no way. To exploit the block structure a&fin [83] the

following polynomial algorithm (essentially a combinatiof ¢/, and/; optimizations) was considered (see



also e.g. [4,39,89,97,98])

n
min Z 1% (= 1)dt1:iall2
i1

subjectto Ax =vy. 3)

Extensive simulations in [83] demonstrated thad gsows the algorithm in (3) significantly outperforms the
standard/;. The following was shown in [83] as well: let be anM x N matrix with a basis of null-space
comprised of i.i.d. Gaussian elementsgyif= % — 1 then there is a constadtsuch that alk-block-sparse
signalsx with sparsityK < SN, — % can be recovered with overwhelming probability by solv{By
The precise relation betweérand how fastv — 1 andg — % was quantified in [83] as well. In [78,81]
we extended the results from [83] and obtained the valuekeofécoverable block-sparsity for anyi.e.
for 0 < o < 1. More precisely, for any given constait< o < 1 we in [78, 81] determined a constant
B = % such that for a sufficiently large (3) with overwhelming probability recovers akyblock-sparse
signal with sparsity less theR. (Under overwhelming probability we in this paper assumedadability
that is no more than a number exponentially decayingy iaway from1.)

Clearly, for any given constant < 1 there is a maximum allowable value of the constarsuch that
(3) finds solution of (1) with overwhelming probability fany x. This maximum allowable value of the
constants is called thestrong thresholdsee [27, 28]). We will denote the value of the strong thréshy
Bs. Similarly, for any given constamt < 1 one can define thgectional thresholés the maximum allowable
value of the constant such that (3) finds the solution of (1) with overwhelming pabliity for anyx with
a given fixed location of non-zero blocks (see [27,28]). Innailar fashion one can then denote the value
of the sectional threshold h¥;... Finally, for any given constant < 1 one can define theveak threshold
as the maximum allowable value of the constastuch that (3) finds the solution of (1) with overwhelming
probability forany x with a given fixed location of non-zero blocks and given fix@@ctions of non-zero
block vectorsX; (see [27,28]). In a similar fashion one can then denote theaf the weak threshold by
Buw-

While [78, 81] provided fairly sharp threshold values theylltlone so in a somewhat asymptotic sense.
Namely, the analysis presented in [78,81] assumed fandpelaalues of block-lengtti. As such the analysis
in [78, 81] then provided an ultimate performance limitégf ¢, -optimization rather than its performance
characterization as a function of a particular fixed blogkgth. In this paper we extend the results from
[78, 81] so that the threshold values are now functions of edfialock-lengthd. Our analysis will use

some ingredients of the analysis presented in [78, 81]. Wewsesignificantly more precise estimates of



certain quantities will be necessary to account for a fixeathlength. These estimates will be obtained

in a fashion similar to the one presented in [82]. In additiorthe strong thresholds (which were the

main concern of [78, 81]), we will also determine attainaldéues for the sectional and weak thresholds as
functions of a fixed block-length for the entire range a#, i.e. for any0 < o < 1.

We organize the rest of the paper in the following way. In B&c8 we introduce two key theorems that
will be the heart of our subsequent analysis. In Section 4 eterthine the values of the strong, sectional,
and weak thresholds for a given block-lengthunder the assumption that the null-space of the matrix
A is uniformly distributed in the Grassmanian. In Section 5determine the asymptotic values of the
strong, sectional, and weak thresholds assuming large Idogthd. In Section 6 we present the results
of the conducted numerical experiments and finally, in 8acti we discuss obtained results and possible

directions for future work.

3 Null-space and escape through a mesh theorems

In this section we introduce two useful theorems that wilbb&ey importance in our subsequent analysis.
First we recall on a null-space characterization of the ixatrwhich establishes a guarantee that the solu-
tions of (1) and (3) coincide. The following theorem from [8&, 83] provides this characterization. &&t

to be the set of all subsets of sizef {1,2,...,n}; also ifk C K thenk® = {1,2,...,n}\ k.

Theorem 1. ( [83]) Assume thatd is a dm x dn measurement matrix; = Ax andx is k-block-sparse.

Then the solutions of (3) and (1) coinside if and only if fdrrainzerow € R where Aw = 0 and alll

ke
D IWillz < > [IWill2 (4)
1€ER IS

WhereWi = (W(i—l)d+17w(i—1)d+27 N ,Wid)T, 1= 1, 2, e, n.

The following three remarks seem to be in order.

Remark 1: The following simplification of the previous theorem is aisell-known. Letw € R" be

such thatAw = 0. Further, |etW(,wrm) = (HW1||2, HWQHQ, ey HWn||2)T and Iet|W(,wrm)|(Z-) be the
i-th smallest of the elements W(norm)- SetW = (’W(nmm) ‘(1), ‘W(norm) ‘(2), ceey ’W(nmm) ’(n))T If
(YwlAw = 0) X1, W; < 37 F W, whereW; is thei-th element ofW, then the solutions of (1)

and (3) coincide.
Remark 2: Characterization given in the previous theorem (and prawg83]) is a mere analogue to

the similar characterizations related to the equivaleri¢gé)and (2) from e.qg. [32, 35,42,57, 80, 83, 95, 99].



If instead of¢; one, for example, uses dp-optimization ) < ¢ < 1) in (2) then characterizations similar
to the ones from [32, 35, 42,57, 83, 95, 99] can be derived dd48-50]. In a similar fashion one could
then derive an equivalent to the previous theorem forifié,-optimization,0 < ¢ < 1.

Remark 3: Checking if the condition given in the above theorem is fatisfor a given matrixA is a
very important and difficult problem. Although it is not them topic of the present paper, we do mention in
passing that a possible approximate way of solving it woegl@lgeneralization of results from e.g. [25, 54].

Clearly, if one can construct the matrix such that (4) holds then the solution of (3) would be the
solution of (1). If one assumes thatandk are proportional ta (the case of our interest in this paper) then
the construction of the deterministic matricéghat would satisfy (4) is not an easy task. However, if one
turns to random matrices this appears to be significantligeda the following sections we will show that
this is indeed possible for a particular type of random roasi

More precisely, as we have already hinted earlier, we witisider the random matrice$ that have
the null-space uniformly distributed in the Grassmaniahe Tollowing phenomenal result from [47] that

relates to such matrices will be one of key ingredients iretheysis that will follow.

Theorem 2. ( [47] Escape through a mesh) Létbe a subset of the unit Euclidean sphét&—! in R,
LetY be a randomi(n — m)-dimensional subspace &7, distributed uniformly in the Grassmanian with
respect to the Haar measure. Let

w(S) = E sup(h?w) (5)
wesS

whereh is a random column vector iR?" with i.i.d. (0, 1) componentsw is a dn-dimensional column

vector fromS, andh? is the transpose di . Assume that(S) < <\/dm - 4\/1%). Then

(m7 4\/1(177“3))2

P(YNS=0)>1-35e" T8 . (6)

Remark: Gordon’s original constarit.5 was substituted bg®.5 in [74]. Both constants are fine for our

subsequent analysis.

4 Probabilistic analysis of the null-space characterizatins

In this section we probabilistically analyze validity oftimull-space characterization given in Theorem 1.
In the first subsection of this section we will show how one chtain the values of the strong threshgld

for the entire rang® < o < 1 based on such an analysis. In the later two subsections wextgind the



strong threshold analysis and obtain the values of them®dtand weak thresholds.

4.1 Strong threshold

As masterly noted in [74] Theorem 2 can be used to probabdist analyze (4) (and as we will see later in

the paper, many of its variants). Namely, f&in (5) be

Ss={w e Sdn_1| z”: W, < ng} (7)
i=n—k+1 =1

where as earlier the notatidW is used to denote the vector obtained by sorting the elenoéi€ ;..
in non-decreasing order (essential is a vector obtained by sorting magnitudes of blo8s in non-
decreasing order). Also, here and in an analogous fashitheitater sections of the paper, we assume that
k is such that there is am, 0 < a < 1, such that the solutions of (1) and (3) coincide. Kebe ad(n — m)
dimensional subspace & uniformly distributed in Grassmanian. Furthermore Ydbe the null-space of
A. Then as long a&(S;) < (\/% — Tlfm> Y will miss S (i.e. (4) will be satisfied) with probability no
smaller than the one given in (6). More preciselyyi= " is a constant (the case of interest in this paper),
n,m are large, ana(S,) is smaller than but proportional #@dm thenP(Y N S = 0) — 1. This in turn
is equivalent to having

n n—=k
P(vw e R™Aw =0, Y W;<) W,;)—1
i=n—k+1 =1

which according to Theorem 1 (or more precisely accordingetoarkl after Theorem 1) means that the

solutions of (1) and (3) coincide with probability For any given value ofe € (0,1) a threshold value of

§ can then be determined as a maximg@nsuch thatw(S;) < <\/d—m - 4\/1d_m). That maximumg will

be exactly the value of the strong threshgld If one is only concerned with finding a possible value for
Bs itis easy to note that instead of computiagS;) it is sufficient to find its an upper bound. However, to
determine as good values gf as possible, the upper bound @1S;) should be as tight as possible. The
main contribution of this work will be a fairly precise estie ofw(Ss).

In the following subsections we present a way to get sucht@mate. To simplify the exposition we first
setw(h, S;) = maxwes, (hTw). In order to upper-bound(S,) we will first in Subsection 4.1.1 determine
an upper bound;s on w(h, Ss). The expected value with respecthoof such an upper bound will be an
upper bound o (.Ss). In Subsection 4.1.2 we will compute an upper bound on tha¢ebed value, i.e. we

will compute an upper bound afi(B;). That quantity will be an upper bound ar(S;) since according to



the following E(B;) is an upper bound om(S;)

w(Ss) = Fw(h, Sy) = E(max(hTw)) < E(B,). (8)

weESs
4.1.1 Upper-boundingw(h, Sy)

Let H; = (hi_1)a41,hGo1)a42,---,hig)T, i = 1,2,...,n. From the definition of sef given in (7)
it easily follows that ifw is in S then any vector obtain fronw by rotating (essentially multiplying by
orthogonal matrices) any subset of its blod&5,1 < i < n, in any direction is also it%;. The directions
of vectorsW;, 1 < ¢ < n, can therefore be chosen so that they match the directiorectdrsH,;, 1 < i < n

of the corresponding blocks in. We then easily have

h = h = h,w;| = H;||2||W; 9
w(h, 5,) = max(h’w) VrgeagD wi = maxZu 12 Wil|2- ©)
Let Hi,orm) = (|[Hull2, [Hall2,- .., [[Hy|l2). Further, lefH,,..)|;) be thei-th smallest of the elements
of Hyorm)- SetH = (1H norm) (1) Hnorm) )5 - - - » [H morm) [ (n) )T, If w € S, then a vector obtained by

permuting the blocks o# in any possible way is also ifi;. Then (9) can be rewritten as
h,S,) = H; ||W; 10
w(h, S;) vryeaé; IWill2 (10)

whereH,; is thei-th element of vectaH. Letw be the solution of the maximization on the right-hand side of
(10). Further 1e®W; = (W(;i_1)a11, W(i_1)dras - - -» Wia) i = 1,2,...,n. It then easily follows| W, ||, >
[Wo_ill2 > [[Wa_a|l2 > --- > |[W1]|2. To see this assume that there is a pair of indexes., such that
n1 < ng and||W,, [|2 > [[Wp,||2. However||W,, loH,, + W, |loHy, < [[Wa, |[[2Hp, + [|[Wa, [|2Hn,
andw would not be the optimal solution of the maximization on tigiat-hand side of (10).

Lety = (y1,¥2,...,¥n)! € R™ Then one can simplify (10) in the following way

n
w(h, S;) = max Z Hy;
(2

subjectto y; >0, 0<z‘<n

Z yz>Zyz

znk—i—l

Zy? <1 (11)
i=1

10



One can add the sorting constraints on the elemengs iafthe optimization problem above. However,
they would be redundant, i.e. any solutigrto the above optimization problem will automatically sftis
Yn > ¥Yn—1 > --- > y1. To determine an upper bound arth, S;) we will use the method of Lagrange
duality. The derivation of Lagrange dual upper bound willsgly follow a similar derivation from [82]. For
the completeness we reproduce it here as well. Before dgriie Lagrange dual we slightly modify (11)

in the following way

n
—w(h, 5) = min - 2; H;y;
1=

subjectto  y; >0,0<i<n

n n—k
Z YiZZyZ‘
=1

i=n—k+1

dyi<t (12)
=1

To further facilitate writing letz € R™ be a column vector such that = 1,1 < i < (n — k) and
z; = —1,n — k + 1 < i < n. Further, let\ = (A1, \2,...,\,)T € R". Following, e.g. [11], we can write
the dual of the optimization problem (12) and its optimaueab,,(h, S) as
—wip(h, So) = maxmin - —H'y +9]ly[5 -7 +va'y - Xy
subjectto v >0,v>0

Ai >0,0<i<n. (13)
One can then transform the objective function in the follogwvay

. A+H-—vz IA+H — vz|?
~wuplh, S) =maxmin 3y - =5l = - T

subjectto v >0,v>0

Ai >0,0<i<n. (14)
After trivially solving the inner minimization in (14) we &d@in

. IIA+ H- vz
wup(ha Ss) = {YHVH)l\ v+ T
subjectto v >0,v>0

Ai >0,0<i<n. (15)

11



Minimization overy is straightforward and one easily obtains that m is optimal. Plugging this

value ofy back in the objective function of the optimization problebd) one obtains

Wyp(h, Ss) :n;lixn A+ H — vz,

)

subjectto v >0

X\ >0,0<i<n. (16)

By duality, —w,,,(h, S5) < —w(h, Ss) which easily impliesv(h, Ss) < wyy(h, S;). Thereforew,,(h, Ss)

is an upper bound om(h, Sy). (In fact one can easily show that the strong duality holdksthatw(h, S,) =
wyp(h, Ss); however, as explained earlier, for our analysis showirag h,,(h, S;) is an upper bound on
w(h, Sy) is sufficient.) Along the same lines, one can easily spotahgtfeasible values and \ in (16)

will provide a valid upper bound om,,;,(h, Ss) and hence a valid upper bound@fh, S;). In what follows

we will in fact determine the optimal values forand A. However, since it is not necessary for our analysis
we will not put too much effort into proving that these valaee optimal. As we have stated earlier, for our
analysis it will be enough to show that the valuesif@and ) that we will obtain are feasible in (16).

To facilitate the exposition in what follows instead of deglwith the objective function given in (16)
we will be dealing with its squared value. Hence, we g@i, v, \) = |\ + H — vz|3. Now, let\ =
(A, A2, 005 26,0,0,...,007, A1 > Ag > --- > A, > 0 wherec < (n — k) is a crucial parameter that
will be determined later. The optimization overin (16) is then seemingly straightforward. Setting the
derivative off (h, v, \) with respect ta’ to zero we have

d|A +H — vzl|3
dv
e 20+ M)z +2|z)2r =0
A+ H)Tz
Izl3

=0

& v= a7

If A+ H)Tz > 0theny = A+H) T is indeed the optimal in (16). For the time being let us asstirat

L ~
A, h, ¢ are such that = % > 0. Fory = (Aﬁzlﬁfz we have
2 2
A+ H)Tz ~ zz” ~ zz” -
Fn PN = O+ BT - S = (BT - S0 E). ae)
2

12



Simplifying (18) further we obtain

2 c ; 2 2 HT
z[[3
To determine good values forwe proceed by setting the derivatives fith, (A+H)Tz £ \) with respect to

[

Ai, 1 <i<ctozero

df (b, S22 ) i CoN) (T
T o - pim ) () (20)
i n "

Summing the above derivatives ovieaind equalling with zero we obtain

c_df >‘+H2 ,A A7z
- o iz ) _ ZHZH iz _ M), (21)

1=1

From (21) one then easily finds

- '_c(I;ITz) n> ¢ H;
ZAZ_ - Lkl (22)

Plugging the value fop_;_; \; obtained in (22) in (20) we have

T . c A T . T H
VL ORI SR RN GO O it
n n n n(n —c) n—c
and finally
17z) - S . H, -
)\i — (H Z) ZZ:IHZ_Hi,lSZ‘SC
n-—c
Ai = 0,c+1<i<n. (23)

Combining (17) and (22) we have

~ ~ 7 c(HT z n>¢ B i 2 c )
A+H)Tz HTz+>5 N H'z + (rlz{—c ) - %ich (H"z) — 577 H;

”ZH% n n n—c

From (23) we then have as expected

v=MN+H;,1<i<c (25)

As long as we can find asuch that\;, 1 < i < ¢ given in (23) are non-negativewill be non-negative as

13



well andv and will therefore be feasible in (16). This in turn implies

w(h, S5) <~/ f(h,v, ) (26)

wheref(h, v, \) is computed for the values of andv given in (23) and (25), respectively. (In fact deter-
mining the largest such that\;, 1 < i < ¢ given in (23) are non-negative will insure thgff (h, v, \) =
w(h, Ss); however, as already stated earlier, this fact is not of pegisl importance for our analysis).

Let us now assume thatis fixed such that andv are as given in (23) and (25). Then combining (19),

(22), and (25) we have

. 17,,\2
f<h,“‘+‘7ﬁ2, ZH2+2VZH —ZZHZ—i—cy —ZVZH +ZH2 Xin M He)
Z
(27)
Combining (22) and (24) we obtain

(Z \i+HTz) = nv. (28)
=1

Further, combining (27) and (28) we find

l\’)

fn, Oz ) ZH2+CV —Z

[edlbs

- SR -3

=1

_ Z a2 Z 2 H'z) — 57 Hi)? 29)
=1 =1

Finally, combining (26) and (29) we have

5 < J N J IR LS DL g
i=1 i=1 n—c ' c

i=c+1
(30)
Clearly, as long a$ﬁTz) > 0 there will be ac < n — k (it is possible that = 0) such that quantity on the
most right hand side of (30) is an upper boundug(th, S5).

To facilitate the exposition in the following subsection wél make the upper bound given in (30)

slightly more pessimistic in the following lemma.

Lemma 1. Leth € R™ be a vector with i.i.d. zero-mean unit variance gaussian moments. LeH; =

(h—1)gr1, h—1yaros - - hig)T, i =1,2,...,nand Hormy = (Hull2, [[Hall2, ..., [|[Hy|l2). Further,

14



let [H(,,om) (5) b€ thei-th smallest of the elements H,,,,.,,,).- SetH = (1H orm) (1) [H norm) l2)5 - - - »
I H (.0rm)l ()" @ndw(h, Sy) = maxwes, (h'w) whereS, is as defined in (7). Let € R" be a column

vector suchthatz; = 1,1 <i: < (n—k)andz; = —1,n —k+ 1 <i <mn. Then

w(h, Sy) < By (31)
where
5 JVELH it Co(h,c;) <O )
Vo, B B B e ) >0
(s(hye) = % —H_,andc, = d;nisac < n— k such that
_ a07,) _ 5S¢ H.
(- OB(H) - Y, H) o ((L+o0e) )
n—c Xd n

Fx—dl(-) is the inverse cdf of the chi random variable witfdegrees of freedom, i.e. it is the inverse cdf
of random variable\/Zf:1 ZZ? whereZ;,1 < i < d are independent zero-mean, unit variance Gaussian

random variablese > 0 is an arbitrarily small constant independentof

Proof. Follows from the previous analysis and (30). O

4.1.2 Computing an upper bound onE(By)

In this subsection we will compute an upper bound/iiB;). Again, the derivation will closely follow that
of [82]. (However, due to a few block-structure relatedeliéinces in the derivations of Lemmas 2 and 3 we
include it here.) As a first step we determine a lower boun@ ¢y (h, ¢;) > 0). We start by a sequence of

obvious inequalities

n — Cg Xd

P(Cu(h,c,) > 0) > P <<s<h, oy > (OB S0 H)_ <M>>

> p (((ﬁTZ) — 3¢ Hy) > (1—E(H"z) — 377 H) and F}! <w> > ﬂcs>

P (((ﬂ%ﬂ “TinH) (9P - T, H)) cp (g (0) cn)
(34)

15



The rest of the analysis assumes thas large so that; can be assumed to be real (of courégjs a

proportionality constant independent:gf Using the results from [7] we obtain

2
P <FX_d1 (@) < ﬁcs> exp {_2(1%)0 <% B (14;175)@,) }
ned,
: eXp{‘m}- (35)

We will also need the following brilliant result from [20].eté(-) : R™ — R be a Lipschitz function such

IN

that|¢(a) — &(b)| < o|la — b||2. Leta be a vector comprised of i.i.d. zero-mean, unit variancesSian
random variables. Then
202

€ a 2
P((1 - ) Bt(a) > £(a)) < exp {—M} | (36)

Leté(h) = (H z) — ooy H;. The following lemma estimates (for simplicity we assume, = 0; the

proof easily extends to the case when# 0).

Lemma?2. Leta,b € R, LetA; = (a(i_l)d+1,a(,~_1)d+2, ce ,aid) andB; = (b(i—l)d+17 b(i—l)d+27 e 7bz'd)v
i=1,2,...,n. SetA(norm) = ([|A1ll2; [[Azllz, .- - [[Anll2) @ndB porm) = ([[Bill2; [Bal2; - -, [Bnll2)-
Further, let| A .0rm) (i) B norm) (i) D€ thei-th smallest of the elements Af,, ., B(norm), respectively.

SetA = (‘A(norm)‘(l)a ‘A(norm) ’(2)7 R ‘A(norm) ’(n))T andB = (‘B(norm ‘ ‘B (norm) ‘ ’B(norm ’(n )T-
Then

n—k n n—k n
E@)—¢b) =D "Ai— > A=Y Bi+ > Bi<n, Z|az—b|2—ﬂ|a bll2. (37)
i=1 n—k+1 i=1 n—k+1

n—k ~ n ~ n—k ~ n ~ n—k _ _ n _ _
> Ai— > A=) Bi+ > BiI<|D (A-B)l+] > (A By
=1 i=n—k+1 =1 i=n—k+1 =1 i=n—k+1
n—k n ~ ~ no ~ noo ~
é Z|A2_Bz|+ Z |A2_B2|§ |A2_Bz|§\/ﬁ Z|A2_B2|2
i=1 i=n—k+1 i=1 i=1

(38)

IA
L
Nyl
Z
=
NgE
E
I M:
,’J>z
Wz
Q‘
_—
i M&
&
=
NgEs
g
|l\3
[\
NgE
'.1>
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Since the components & andB are positive and sorted in the same non-decreasing ordeawvee h

Y AB > ) ||Aio]Bila- (39)
i=1 i=1

By Cauchy-Schwartz inequality we have

dn
Z [ Aill2[[Bgll2 = Zza(z DD = Y aib;. (40)
=1 j=1 =1
From (39) and (40) we obtain
n dn
i=1 i=1
Combining (38) and (41) we finally have
n—k ~ n ~ n—k ~ dn dn no
’ZAZ'_ Z Az Z BZ\S\/E Z’aiP—l—Z‘biP—QZAiB
=1 i=n—k+1 =1 —k+ =1 =1 =1
dn dn dn dn
< Vg Yo lailP+ > b2 =2 aibi = Vi | Y la — byl (42)
=1 =1 =1 =1
Connecting beginning and end in (42) establishes (37). O

Foré(h) = (H”z) — 3¢ | H; the previous lemma then gives< /7 (in fact if there was no assump-
tion thatc; = 0 one would rather handily obtaim < /n — ¢, by merely recognizing that the length of all
relevant vectors would be < /n — ¢, instead ofn). As shown in [77] (and as we will see later in this
paper), ifn is large andy, is a constant independentmIE((ﬁTz) - > ﬂ,-) = 1psn wherey, is inde-
pendent of as well ), is of course dependent ghandd,). Hence (36) witht(h) = (H”'z) — Yo H

gives us

, (((ﬁ%) -y H) _ (L= 9B((H"7) - Y H)) - {_ (esn)? } - {_ewzn} |

n — Cg n — Cg 2n 2
(43)

17



Combining (34), (35), and (43) we finally obtain

n — Cg n — Cg

oy <Fx—d1 (L i E)CS> < H>
ne2d, e2n
21—exp{—2(1+6)}—exp{— 9 } (44)

We now return to computing an upper bound6(B;). By the definition ofB; we have

= g ((ATz) - 550 H)?
E(By) = / H?p(h)dh + / H? - L p(h)dh (45)
Cs (h7cS)S0 ZZ:; CS(h7CS)>0 Z n —=Cs

i=cs+1

P(G(hc) > 0) =1 P (“ﬁTZ) ~XE ) _ (- 9B((H ) - 5, H))

wherep(h) is the joint pdf of the i.i.d. zero-mean unit variance gaaissiomponents of vectdr. Since the

functions/>"7, H? andp(h) are rotationally invariant and since the regiquth, c;) < 0 takes up the

same fraction of the surface area of sphere of any radius wee ha

/ Y Hiph)dh = E, | H? / p(h)dh <, |EY H? / p(h)dh. (46)
CS(h7CS)SO i=1 i=1 Cs(h,cs)SO i=1 s(hﬁs)SO

Combining (44) and (46) we further have

. D ne2d, 2n
/gs(h,cs)go ; Hip(h)dh < E;H? <exp {_2(1 + e)} e {_ 2 }> . *7)

It also easily follows

nooo. 17 ,) — S°C  H.)2
/ > HI- (H72) =L B ) S/
¢s(h,es)>0 n—=Cs

i=cs+1 h \ = 41 n=6C
" (ATe) e 2 (BT By A
i=cs+1 n—=Cs i=co+1 n—=cCs

Finally, combining (45), (47), and (48) we obtain the foliogy lemma.
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E(H"z)->¢  Hi)

E(By) < +/n (exp {— ned, } + exp {_62¢§n}> + J E Zn: H? - (E(HTz) — B35, ﬁi)z.

2(1+¢) 2 Mt n—cs

.Then

Lemma 3. Assume the setup of Lemma 1. Let further=

(49)

Proof. Follows from the previous discussion. O

If n is large the first term on the right hand side of (49) goes to.zém a fashion similar to the one
presented in [82] from (6), (8), and (49) it then easily falfothat for a fixedy one can determing; as a
maximump such that B
EY . H; (EMH"z) - EYy: Hi)

n n(n — cs)

ad > (50)

As earlierk = fnandz € R" is acolumn vector suchthat = 1,1 <i < (n—k)andz; = —1,n—k+1 <
1 < n (B8 is therefore hidden in the above equationzjn As in [82], finding 35 for a given fixeda is
equivalent to finding minimuna such that (50) holds for a fixeg,. Let 57'** be 3, such that minimumy
that satisfies (50) is. Our goal is then to determine minimumthat satisfies (50) for angs € [0, 5I"**].

In the rest of this subsection we show how the left hand sid@@f can be computed for a randomly

chosen fixeds,. As in [82] we do so in two steps:

1. We first determine,

e H;  (BE(HT2)-E ¥, Hy)?
n n(n—cs)

2. We then computém,, . (E > with ¢, found in stepl.

Step 1:

From Lemma 1 we have, = d,n is ac such that

(1- E)E((Z?:_fsn H; - > en—Bant1 H;) - ¢ H)) _ gl <(1 + 6)6) _o

n—c

=0 (51)

(1 - 6)(E Z?:53n+1 I:IZ —2F Z?:n—ﬁsn+1 ﬁi) —1 <(1 + 6)68n>
& -F,)|—

n(l — ds)

where as in LemmaH; = IH (norm) | 5) @nd[H ;,0rm) |3) is thed-th smallest magnitude of blockd; of h.
We also recall thah € R is a vector with i.i.d. zero-mean unit variance Gaussiaoanvariables and

e > 0is an arbitrarily small constant. S&f = 1 — §,. Following [8, 77] we have

ES T I:IZ o
lim Zz—(l—es)n—i-l :/ tF, (1), (52)

n—00 n Fy (1-05)
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where we recall thak’, ,(-) is the cdf of any of|H,||2. Clearly, ||H;]|; is a chi-distributed random variable

with d degrees of freedom. We then have for its pdf

1-4d
272 g

r(g)

2
AR, (t) = e T, t>0 (53)

wherel'(-) stands for the gamma function. The following integratioertlyives usF;dl(l — 65). Namely,

ol=% Py (1-0s) 2
Tdé/ e td_le_%dt =1- 93
2 0

_ _ d
= F ' (1—-6)= \/2fyini(1 — 0, 5) (54)

where~; (1 — 65, 4) stands for the inverse of the incomplete gamma function Witregrees of freedom

evaluated atl — 6). We further then find

o0 9l—=5 oo 2 or(d+L F-1(1—,))?
/ tdF,(t) = _dQ/ tle~Tdt = M 1 — %nc((x(—)), Sl) (55)
P} (1-0,) [(3) Jrgl-6,) ['(3) 2 2

d Xd

[\][sH

-1 _0. 2
wherefymc(M, %) stands for the incomplete gamma function V\éthegrees of freedom evaluated
—1 _ 2
at M From (54) and (55) we obtain
o) \/if(ﬁ) d, d+1
tdF. t=72<1—%-mmil—es,—,—>. (56)
/delu—es) ) (%) e 25

Combination of (51) and (56) produces

EY a1 Hi or (4L
lim Z =(—6o)n+1 = \/_ (d : ) <1 B Vinc(%‘;ﬁ(l — 0, §)> ﬂ)> ’ (57)
n—00 n F(i) 2 2
In a completely analogous way we obtain
. B gyn H; Vr (4 1 d, d+1
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Similarly to (54) we easily determine

ol=%  rF ((1+e)ds) .2
ﬁj) / . t ez dt = (1 + €)d,
2 0

— F(1+e)5) = \/2%.;16((1 +€)ds, g) = \/2%.;16((1 +e)(1—6,), g) (59)

Combination of (51), (57), (58), and (59) gives us the follmgvequation for computing;

V2r (41 _ _
O (1 = Yine (1 = 05, 9), 1)) = 2(1 = yipe(y (1 — Bs, 9), 252)))

(1-—2 ; k-6, S =0
s (60)
Let , be the solution of (60). Thefy = 1 — §, andc, = 6,n = (1 — 6,)n. This concludes step
Step2:
In this step we computim,, .. <EZ?—;S“ HY (E(ﬁTzi(_nb:E)?il ﬁi)2> with ¢, = (1 — és)n. Using

the results from step we easily find

2
) ) V2r(4EL) o —1/1 _ 4 dy d+lyy _ o~ -1 _ dy d+1

Lo (B(HT7) — B H)? < i@ (L Yinelinell =05,9), 7)) =20 = Yineine(l = Ber ). 557)))

m = 2

n—o00 n(n—cs) 95

(61)

n 12
Ezi:cs+1 HL
n

Effectively, what is left to compute Bm,, s . Using an approach similar to the one used in

stepl and following [8, 77] we have

n 72
B gy H /°°
lim =

n—00 n

tdF, s (t (62)
FoH1-0,) i)
d

whereFxg(-) is the cdf of the chi-square random variable withegrees of freedom and naturaﬂ“g}l(-)
d
is the inverse cdf of the chi-square random variable witlegrees of freedom. We then have
d
273

dF,a(t) = (d)tz e2,t>0 (63)
3

|
|

-
|

—~

where as earliel'(-) stands for the gamma function. The following integratioertlyives usFX;l(l —0,).
d



Namely,

9 (1-05) , .
_ / t5 e 5dt =1 — 4,
I'(3) Jo
— PR -0) =200k - 6. D), (64)
Xd mc 2

where as earliewijli(-, -) is the inverse incomplete gamma function. We then find

k

—1 A
0o - 00 2T a+2 F 2 (1 - 95)
/ ) tdFXQ():2—d2/ ) tT_l —EdFQ(): (d2 ) 1 — Yine Xad 7d+2
Fgu—e) d ING) F;31(1—95) I'(g) 2 2

(65)
where as earlief;,..(+, -) stands for the incomplete gamma function. From (64) and\{@5dbtain
oo o' (442) ~od, d+2
tszt:72<1—fy,-ncfyi;£1—98,—,—>. (66)
/F;u_e;) 40= (k1= 0, 5, T52)
Xd
Combination of (62) and (66) produces
EY Y 5 H? QP(L) d d
. i=(1—0s)n+1 o —1q _ 45 @ + 2
i n N0 (1 Yine(tinell = 0. 5): =5 )> ' (©7)

We summarize the results from this section in the followimgorem.

Theorem 3. (Strong threshold) Letl be adm x dn measurement matrix in (1) with the null-space uniformly
distributed in the Grassmanian. Let the unknaxm (1) be k-block-sparse with the length of its blocks
Letk, m,n be large and letx = > and 3, = E be constants independent:efandn. Lety;,.(-,-) be the
incomplete gamma function and Ig; ) be the inverse of the incomplete gamma function. Further, le

€ > 0 be an arbitrarily small constant anél,, Bs < g, < 1) be the solution of

Var(4) - dy d+1 - +1
d (1 - 774”0(77,77,0( 937 ) _)) - 2(1 - 774”0(77,77,0( 537 ) _))
gD S il i+ aa-00.9) =0
) (69)
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If o and g, further satisfy

2r(42) ~od, d+2
d 2 1- inc ‘_1 11— 937 5/
V2r(4tt _ A

1

d+
2

2
) =201 Ym0 — o, ), %))))

(69)

s

then the solutions of (1) and (3) coincide with overwhelnprapability.
Proof. Follows from the previous discussion combining (6), (81)(349), (50), (60), (61), and (67). O

The results for the strong threshold obtained from the albloserem for different block-lengths are
presented on Figure 3. The case of lathwas considered in [78, 81] and is given for comparison as
d — oo on Figure 3 as well. (In Section 5 we will show how the resulteg in [78, 81] follow from the
above presented analysis.) Increasing the block-lengthdaces so to say more structure on the unknown
signals. One would then expect that recoverable threstsiidsld be higher ad increases. Figure 3
hints that/, /¢, -optimization algorithm from (3) possibly indeed recoveigher block-sparsity as the block

length increases.

Block-sparse strong thresholds as a function of block length d

0.5

0.45-

0.4

=g Ol
[R=R3
=)

[eRNoRoRoR oo

Lo

8

0.35
0.3
Soa2s
0.2
0.15
0.1

0.05

Figure 3: Block-sparsstrongthresholds as a function of block-length/s /¢ -optimization
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4.2 Sectional threshold

In this subsection we determine the sectional thresigld Before proceeding further we quickly recall
on the definition of the sectional threshold. Namely, foregia, Bs.. is the maximum value of such
that the solutions of (1) and (3) coincide for any givém-block-sparsex with a fixed location of nonzero
blocks. Since the analysis that will follow will clearly beélevant with respect to what particular location
of nonzero blocks are chosen, we can for the simplicity ofdkgosition and without loss of generality
assume that the blockX, X5, ..., X,,_; of x are equal to zero (i.e. they are zero blocks). Under this

assumption we have the following corollary of Theorem 1.

Corollary 1 (Nonzero part ofk has a fixed location)Assume that @m x dn measurement matrixd is
given. Letx be ak-block-sparse vector. Also I&; = X, = --- = X,,_; = 0. Further, assume that

y = Ax and thatw is adn x 1 vector. Then (3) will produce the solution of (1) if

n n—k
(Yw eRMAw =0) Y [Willa <) [Will2. (70)
i=n—k+1 =1

Following the procedure of Subsection 4.1 weSgt

n n—k
Ssec = {W € Sdn_l’ Z HWz”Z < Z ”WZHZ} (71)
i=n—k+1 =1
and
w(Ssee) = E sup (h'w) (72)
wWESsec

where as earlieh is a random column vector iR with i.i.d. A’(0,1) components and®"~! is the unit

dn-dimensional sphere. As in Subsection 4.1 our goal will beampute an upper bound an(Ss..) and

then equal that upper bound (@/d_m — 4\/1d_m). In the following subsections we present a way to get such
an upper bound. As earlier, we seth, S;..) = maxyes.,.(h?w). Following the strategy of the previous
sections in Subsection 4.2.1 we determine an upper béugdon w(h, Ss..). In Subsection 4.2.2 we will
compute an upper bound di\ B,..). That quantity will be an upper bound aS,..) since according to

the following FE(Bs..) is an upper bound om(Ss..)

w(Ssec) = EBw(h, Sgee) = E( max (hTW)) < E(Bsec)- (73)

WGSsec
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4.2.1 Upper-boundingw(h, Sse.)

The following sequence of equalities is analogous to (9)

h, Ssee) = h” h,w;| = H,||2||W; 74
w(h, Syee) = max (hw) wrggicgl iwil = maXCZH 2| Wi - (74)
Let Hgmrm (I[H1]|2, [|Hz||2, - - -, |Hp—x||2). Further, Iet]HEZO_T%\(,-) be thei-th smallest of the ele-
ments ofHEZOTl;)l - Set
H= 2 DS 2 DS H H H,|,)?. (75)
(FH 1 0rm) |(1 H ormy )0+ H gy ln—kys Hn— gt ll2; [Hn—ppall2, - [[Ha[2)

If w € Sq.. then a vector obtained by permuting the blockswoin any possible way is also ifis... Then
(74) can be rewritten as

w(h, Ssec) = max ZH,HW ll2 (76)

Sec .

whereH; is thei-th element of vectoH. Lety = (Y1,¥2,-..,¥n)T € R". Then one can simplify (76) in
the following way

w(h, Ssec) = max Zﬂ,yl

yeR?

subjectto y; >0, O<i<n

Z yz>Zyz

znk—i—l

Z y? < 1. (77)
=1

One can then proceed in a fashion similar to the one from $tibse4.1.1 and compute an upper bound
based on duality. The only difference is that we now hBlvnstead ofH. After repeating literally every

step of the derivation from Subsection 4.1.1 one obtaingdli@ving analogue to the equation (30)

(HTz) =1 Hi)? SN HTz) — > H;)2
w(h, Sgee) < JZHz ZH2 n_Zg:l ) JZ;Ing(( )n_zcz_1 )
(78)
wherec < (n — k) is such tha((H”z) — 33_, H;) > 0. As earlier, as long ag1”z) > 0 there will be
ac (it is possible that = 0) such that quantity on the most right hand side of (78) is greupound on
w(h, Ssec).
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Using (78) we then establish the following analogue to Lenima

Lemma 4. Leth € R be a vector with i.i.d. zero-mean unit variance gaussianmoments. Further leE
be as defined in (75) and(h, Ss..) = maxweg,,, (h” w) wheresS,.. is as defined in (71). Letc R™ be a

column vector such that; = 1,1 <i < (n—k)andz, = —1,n—k+1 <i<n. Then

w(h7 Ssec) < Bsec (79)
where
B B \/ Z?:l I:Izz if Csec(hycsec) <0 (80)
\/ZLCSEC—H I:Iz2 - ((HTZ)n_—§ii:f s if Coec(h, coec) >0
Coeel(h, ) = (HTZ);# — H, andcsee = dseen is ac < n — k such that
_ T, — 5S¢ H.
(L= 9B(HT2) - YL By (e -
n—c Xa \ n—k

F@l(-) is the inverse cdf of the chi random variable witkdegrees of freedona.> 0 is an arbitrarily small

constant independent af

Proof. Follows directly from the derivation before Lemma 1. O

4.2.2 Computing an upper bound onE(Bse.)

Following step-by-step the derivation of Lemma 3 (with gisti adjustment in finding Lipschitz constam}
we can establish the sectional threshold analogue to it.

E(HTz)—3 75 H;)
n

2 2,12 n R E(HTz) — E Y % H;)2
E(Bsec)ﬁx/ﬁ<exp{—n6 5586}—i—exp{—76 Sec”})—FJE Z HZZ—( (H'z) 2t )

.Then

Lemma 5. Assume the setup of Lemma 4. Let further. =

2(1+e) 2 At N — Csec
(82)
Proof. Follows directly from the derivation before Lemma 3. O
Similarly to (50), ifn is large, for a fixedv one can determing,.. as a maximung such that
E 77/_ I:Iz E I:IT _ E ?sec I:IZ 2
ad > ZZ—Csec+1 K3 _ ( ( Z) 2221 ) . (83)

n ’I’L(TL - Csec)
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In the rest of this subsection we show how the left hand sid83)fcan be computed for a randomly chosen

fixed Bsc.. We again, as earlier, do so in two steps:

1. We first determine,,.

) ES H2 YT\ _ Csec F1.)2
2. We then computhmn%oo< imesect1 s (B )= B0, HL)

n A (—cecs) > with ¢, found in stepl.
Step 1:

From Lemma 4 we have,.. = ds..n IS ac such that

(1- E)E((Z?:HBSSC” ﬂz - Z?:n—ﬁsecnﬂ ﬂZ) - Z?:fn ﬂ) - ( (1+e)c > —0
n—=c Xd (1 - 5360) B

=

—Bsec 2 5sec &
1—e(& ZZﬂzlﬁ "H,; - EZLH—Bsean 1H;llo — B3 25" Hy) _ ! (1+e€)c —0
n—c Xd \n(1 - Bsee) )

(84)
where as earlieH; = |H nom)l)k 1 < i < (n— Bseen), is thei-th smallest magnitude of blocld;, 1 <
1 < 1:(n—Bsecn). We also recall thalH;||2,7 — Bseenn + 1 < i < n, are the magnitudes of the last
Bsecn blocks of vectorh (these magnitudes of lagt..n blocks of vectorh are not sorted). As earlier, all
components oh are i.i.d. zero-mean unit variance Gaussian random vasadmd: > 0 is an arbitrarily

small constant. Then sindid, ||, is a chi-distributed random variable wittdegrees of freedom we clearly

haveE|H;|» = fr((é) ) p— Bseen +1 < @ < n. Then from (84)
2

(= OB " B = Tl et H) - T H) < (1+6)c ) .

n-—c XA\ n(1 = Bsec)
N—Psecn \/_F atl
(1B feen By - Y205, ) 5
= o) C ot (U (85)
Tl(l - 5866) Xd n(l - Bsec) '
Setlse. = 1 — dsec. Following the derivation of (57) we have
(1 6866 ﬂ d—‘rl
iy Db VIS (o e ) L) e
oo ( Bgec) F(g) mce\ Iine . 55607 2 ) 2 .
Similarly to (59) we easily determine
-1 (14 e)(1 — Osec) _ -1 (14 e)(1 — Osec) é
FXd < 1- ﬁsec B 27mc< 1- 6860 7 2) (87)
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Combination of (84), (85), (86), and (87) gives us the follogvequation for computing,..

Var(4Hh) , 1-0see dy dtl \/_1“(‘1+1
(1_6) (1 - Bsec) F(%)Q <1 - ’7mc(7mc(1 Bsec’ ) T)) - Bsec ) _1((1 + 6)(1 _ 9860) il) 0
9585 /Vznc 1 - Bsec ’ 2 o
(88)
Let f,.. be the solution of (88). Thefe. = 1 — Ose. aNdcgee = Geent = (1 — Bye)n. This concludes step
1.
Step2:
n 2 & Csec ~
In this step we computBm,,_,«, <EZZ'—“;;’C“ o (E(HTn)(nECEC) )" ) With csec = (1 = Osec)n.

Using results from step we easily find

R.

2
atl —1/1-04en f 20 (4HL)
(B(ATz) - EY i H,) << ~ Buee) g (L= el (12, 9), 4410) — Y B)
nh—>H<;lo TL(TL — Csec) - ésec

(89)

What is left to compute ifim,, . BXicieen 1 . We first observe

n

& (1=Bsec)n T2 (1=Bsec)n AZ
E Z?:CSEC—‘,-I H2 E ZZ =cCsec+1 H2 b Z 1 Bsec 7L+1 H Z 1 Gsec)n+1 HZ

n n n

+ Bsecd. (90)

Following the derivation of (67) we also have

A~

(1=PBsec)n 2 ~
Ezz:(l—ésec)nHHi QF(L) (1 ine( ] 1 —0sec d d+2)>

IVch( 1— 53307 5)7 9 (91)

T a = ) T(3)

Combining (90) and (91) we find

B HY 20 (42) 1 —0ye d. d+2
li 1=Csect+1 "1 = (1 — Bsee 2 1 — Yine 1 sec @ gecd- 92
nl—>lgo n ( Bace) F(%l) i (’Ymc( — Baee 2)7 2 )| +8 (92)

We summarize the results from this section in the followimgorem.

Theorem 4. (Sectional threshold) Lel be adm x dn measurement matrix in (1) with the null-space
uniformly distributed in the Grassmanian. Let the unknawim (1) be k-block-sparse with the length of
its blocksd. Further, let the location of nonzero blocksxobe arbitrarily chosen but fixed. Lét m,n be
large and leto = > and e = % be constants independentefandn. Letv;,.(-,-) andymc( ,-) be the

incomplete gamma function and its inverse, respectivelythier, lete > 0 be an arbitrarily small constant
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(1—€)

andfsee, (Bsee < Osec < 1) be the solution of

V2r(4Eh)
r(d)

(1 - /Bsec)

) =0.
(93)

1-0sce dy dil fF(d“
(1 ’YZHC(’anc(l Bsec’ 5) T)) /Bsec 5 _1((1 + E)(l _ Hsec) g
Hsec ine 11— 6360 ’ 2

If o and B, further satisfy

o0 (442) 1—0see d, d+2
1-— sec 2 1-— inc ol = sec

2
VT (4t Var(H
<( /Bsec) ) )(1 ’anc(’ymc(l gzzz d) %)) - %ﬂsec)
(94)

rg
2 2
Osec

then the solutions of (1) and (3) coincide with overwhelnprmpability.
Proof. Follows from the previous discussion combining (6), (73R)( (82), (83), (88), (89), and (92).00

The results for the sectional threshold obtained from tlewaltheorem for different block-lengtlasare
presented on Figure 4. We also show on Figure 4 the results [if8, 81] whend — oo. (These results
were derived for the strong threshold; however, any lowembicon the strong threshold is automatically a
lower bound on the sectional threshold as well.) In the foiltgy section we will explicitly show how the

results shown on Figure 4 far— oo follow from the derivation given above.

4.3 Weak threshold

In this subsection we determine the weak thresltild Before proceeding further we again quickly re-
call on the definition of the weak threshold. Namely, for aegiw, 3, is the maximum value of such
that the solutions of (1) and (3) coincide for afAy-block-sparsex with a given fixed location of non-
zero blocks and given fixed directions of non-zero block ecX,;. As in Subsection 4.2 we can for
the simplicity of the exposition and without loss of genityahssume that the blockX, X,, ..., X,

of x are equal to zero and that that vectXs 1, X, —x+2,-..,X, have fixed directions. Further-
more, since all probability distributions of interest wikk rotationally invariant we will later assume that

Xi = (|Xil]2,0,0,...,0),n — k+ 1 < i < n. We first have the following corollary of Theorem 1.

Corollary 2. (Nonzero blocks at have fixed directions and location) Assume thdtrax dn measurement
matrix A is given. Letx be ak-block-sparse vector. Also I&; = Xy = -+ = X,,_r = 0. Let the

directions of vectorsX,,_;+1, Xn—k+2,---, X, De fixed. Further, assume thgt= Ax and thatw is a
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dn x 1 vector. Then (3) will produce the solution of (1) if

(vw € R™"|Aw =0) — Z
i=n—k+1

(95)

Z

Proof. The proof closely follows the proof of Theorem 1 given in [83]et X be the solution of (1) and

let % be the solution of (3). Also, assunie# %, i.e. assumé&_" | [|X;|la < 20, [|Xy]|2 whereX; =

(R(—1)d+ 1> R(i—1)dt2s - - -+ Kid) L aNdX; = (R 1)a41, K- 1)ds2s - - - - Xia) s fori = 1,2,... n. Then we
can write
n n n n—k
Z||X2||2 = Z||Xi_Xi+Xi||2: Z ||Xi_Xi+Xi||2+Z||Xi_Xi+Xi||2
i=1 i=1 i=n—k+1 i=1
n B n—k n ~ XTW ~ n—k
=Y W Kb Y Wilkz Y (IRl #\\Wi\\z\ F3 Wil
i=n—k+1 i=1 i=n—k+1 s l2[IWil2 i=1
n n n
> > X+ ] HX 0 Lt Z [Will2 = Z X+ > HX 0 L+ Z [Will2.
i=n—k+1 i=n—k+1 i=n—k+1
(96)

30



If (95) holds then from (96)_7_, [|X;||2 > S, ||Xi||2 which contradicts the assumptidn?_, [|X;||2 <
> 1 [1Xil|2- Thereforex = %. This concludes the proof. O

Following the procedure of Subsection 4.2 we set

Sp={wesh ™ — 3 | || Z W32} (97)
i=n—k+1 i
and
w(S,) = E sup (hTw) (98)
weS!,

where as earlieh is a random column vector iR with i.i.d. A’(0,1) components and®~! is the unit

dn-dimensional sphere. Lé; be the orthogonal matrices such t&gt0; = (|| X;||2,0,...,0),n—k+1 <

7 < n. Set
Sw = {w € S| Z W(i 1)1 < Z [Wil|2} (99)
i=n—k+1
and
w(Sy) = E sup (hTw). (100)
WGS'LU

SinceH! andH?'©, have the same distribution we havéS,,) = w(S!,). As in Subsections 4.1 and 4.2
our goal will then again be to compute an upper bound6,,) and subsequently equal that upper bound
to (\/% 4F> Following the strategy of the previous sections in Sulisecet.3.1 we will determine
an upper bound,, on w(h, S,,). In Subsection 4.3.2 we will compute an upper boundegiis,,). That
quantity will be an upper bound om(.S,,) since according to the following'(B,,) is an upper bound on
w(Sy)

w(Sy) = Fw(h, S,) = E(max (h!w)) < E(B,,). (101)

WESw

4.3.1 Upper-boundingw(h, S,,)

Let HY = (h_1yat2, hu1yats:-- - hia)'s Wi = (Wi_1)a42, Wim1)a43 - Wia) i = n — k +
1,2,...,n. One then writes in a way analogous to (9)
n—k
w(h, Sy) Zgggx(hT ) = max( Z hi_1)ar1Wii-1)a+1+ Z LS 2| W5 2+ (I H 2] Wil2).
v wi =n—k+1 i=n—k+1 =1
(202)
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We recall one more time th&igmrm (IH1]|2, [[Hz||2, - - -, |Hp—||2) and that]H(" ’in (i) is thei-th

(nor
smallest of the elements HE )) Set
n—k) n—=k) n—k)
(|Hgnorm)|(1),|HEmrm l(2), - - ,IHE,wrm |(n—k)s —D(n—kt1)d+1> —Dn—kt2)d+15 - - > ~Nn—1)d415

st 12 1L alles - [ H [l2)T. - (203)

Lety = (y1,¥2,---,¥ner). € R"*. Then one can simplify (102) in the following way

n+k
w(h, S,) = max Z H;y;

yeRn{»k

subjectto y; >0, 0<i<n—k,n+1§z’§n+k

Z yz>Zyz

i=n—k+1
n+k

Y yi<t (104)
=1

whereH,; is thei-th element ofH. Letz € R"*t* be a vector suchtha;, = 1,1 < i < n —k, z; =
—1,n—k+1<i<n,andz; =0,n+1 < i < n+k. One canthen proceed in a fashion similar to the one
from Subsection 4.1.1 and compute an upper bound based tity.ddawever, there will be two important
differences. First, we now hasd instead ofH. Second we have instead ofz. One should, however, note
that ||z||o = ||z||2. After repeating literally every step of the derivationrfr&Subsection 4.1.1 one obtains

the following analogue to equation (30)

TL+I€ o — C TL+I€ T, c ol 2

2 2 _ H'z)- > H 2 (HTz) - 377 H))
J Z H; Z H; n—-c J Z H; n—-c
i=c+1
(105)
wherec < (n — k) is such tha{(H”z) — >°¢_, H;) > 0. As earlier, as long agiz) > 0 there will be
ac (it is possible that = 0) such that quantity on the most right hand side of (105) is@gweubound on
w(h, Sy).

Using (105) we then establish the following analogue to Lesihand 4.

Lemma 6. Leth € R be a vector with i.i.d. zero-mean unit variance gaussianpaments. Further let
H be as defined in (103) and(h, S,,) = maxyes, (h”w) whereS,, is as defined in (99). Let ¢ R***

beavectorsuchthat; =1,1<i<n—k,z,=—-1,n—k+1<i<n,andz; =0,n+1<i<n-+k.
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Then

w(h, Sy) < By (106)
where
g ¢ & it Culh,cy) <0
By = , 107
\/ n+k (T2 -y Hy)? . (107)
ZZ Cw+1 n—c:u if Cw(ha Cw) >0

Cw(h,c) = \HI2D)-Fi H H, andc,, = 6,nis ac < n — k such that

n—c

(1-eB(H"z) - > Hi) ol <(1+7€)C> _o. (108)

n—c n—=k

F);il(') is the inverse cdf of the chi random variable witkdegrees of freedom.> 0 is an arbitrarily small

constant independent af

Proof. Follows directly from the derivation before Lemma 1. O

4.3.2 Computing an upper bound onE(B,,)

Following step-by-step the derivation of Lemma 3 (with gisti adjustment in finding Lipschitz constam}

we can establish the weak threshold analogue to it.

Lemma 7. Assume the setup of Lemma 6. Let furthgr= E(ﬁTi)_nzgl Hy) .Then

€8y 2y2n ay (H7z) - EY %" H,)?
BB < Vi (e {5ty e {5 ) + JZ e
(109)

Proof. Follows directly from the derivation before Lemma 3. O

Similarly to (50) and (83), if» is large, for a fixedx one can determing,, as a maximung such that

n+k 17 = Cw .
OZ EZZ ;L +1 _ (E(HTZ)(; _Ecz)izl Hl)z' (110)

In the rest of this subsection we show how the left hand sidelb®) can be computed for a randomly

chosen fixeds,,. We again, as earlier, do so in two steps:

1. We first determine,,
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n+k
i= cw+1

72

>

_ (BMETz)-EY Y H,)?

n

2. We then computém,, (

Step 1:

From Lemma 6 we have, = §,,n is ac such that

n(n—cw)

) with ¢, found in stepl.

(= OB = Yt e H) - X0 H) L (e )
n—c Xa \n(l—By))

(1— B Hi—EX, 40 Hi— EX Hy) (1+ee )
< n-—c _Fx‘i (n(l—ﬂw)>_0
- Q- EXE "o+ B g0 hyonae — EY 20 H)) iy < (1+€)c ) 0

n—-c ¢ \n(l - Buw)
L (- QESEMH - Y H) < (L+e)e ) ~0
n—c Xd \n(1— By)
(1-eEY" 6%07::-1 (Itee \ _

V2r(4Eh)
r(d)

2

-1

1—
’anc

1—

O
Buw

(1- (5. 9).

’Ymc(

Setd,, = 1 — d,,. Then combining (111) and (86) we obtain the following eguator computingd,,

d+1
2

(1= - fu) i

1—

)> - \/27%((

1+¢€)(1—

) 4,

5 (112)

)

B

Let d,, be the solution of (112). Theh, = 1 — f,, ande,, = d,n = (1 — 6,,)n. This concludes step

Step2:

n+k
= cw+1

_2

B3

_ (BEHTz)-EY v H)

In this step we computém,,

n

results from step we easily find

(E(H"z) — Eyf Hi)? <(1 ~bw)

2 .
> wit

n(n—cw)

~—

h ¢, = (1—60,,)n. Using

li _
e n(n — co)



n+k =
Effectively, what is left to compute ISM We first observe

+k 1-Buw)n 2 +Bw
EZ? cw+1 _ EZE cwt1 H2 EZ (1—Bw) n+1 EZ? nﬁ+fb H2
n n n
(1 12 2 %
BRI B L PR g Minan | BSIAAT [HB
n n n

(1=Buw)n a2
EZ =(1—0y)n+1 i +5wn+5wn(d_1)

TL n n
py 2
= a :w)n‘i'l + de (114)
Combining (114) and (91) we find
. EZZHCZJ 2T (42) 1—éw d. d+2

We summarize the results from this section in the followimgarem.

Theorem 5. (Weak threshold) Letl be adm x dn measurement matrix in (1) with the null-space uniformly
distributed in the Grassmanian. Let the unknaoxm (1) be k-block-sparse with the length of its blocks
Further, let the location and the directions of nonzero Bkofx be arbitrarily chosen but fixed. Lét m,n

be large and letv = 7 and 3, = % be constants independentiafandn. Lety;,.(-,-) andy; (-, -) be the
incomplete gamma function and its inverse, respectivelythier, lete > 0 be an arbitrarily small constant

andé,,, (B, < 0, < 1) be the solution of

V2r(4Eh)
r(d)

[S]IS8

(1—e)(1—Buw) o —)=0. (116)

-1 1_6w d M
(1 - ’Yinc(%nc(l_gwa 2)7 9 )> B 5 _1((1 + 6)(1 _ Hw) d
’YiTLC 1 _ Bw ? 2

If & and g, further satisfy

ad > (l—ﬁw)2

1-0, d, d+2
(1 'VmC('Vmi( — =) ))'i'ﬁwd

2
oNE== _1,1-6
<(1 - Bw) F((g)z )(1 - Vznc(yzni(i_gi}a %)7 %)))
2 (117)

o
then the solutions of (1) and (3) coincide with overwhelnprzpability.

Proof. Follows from the previous discussion combining (6), (1q1p6), (109), (110), (112), (113), and
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(115). O

The results for the weak threshold obtained from the abogert#m for different block-lengthsg are
presented on Figure 5. We also show on Figure 5 the resultsforoo that we will discuss in more detail

in the following section.

Block-sparse weak thresholds as a function of block length d
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Figure 5: Block-sparseveakthresholds as a function of block length?s /¢, -optimization

5 d—

When the block length is large one can simplify the condgidor finding the thresholds obtained in the
previous section. Hence, in this section we establishrettde strong, sectional, and weak thresholds when
d — oo, i.e. we establish attainable ultimate benefi?9f¢;-optimization from (3) when used in block-
sparse recovery (1). Throughout this section we chdosecc in order to simplify the exposition. However,

as it will become obvious, the analogous simplified expoesstan in fact be obtained for any valuedof

5.1 d — oo — strong threshold

Following the derivation of Section 4.1.1 and its connettio Theorem 3 it is not that difficult to see that

choosingd, = 1 in (69) would provide a valid threshold condition as wéll & 1 is in general not optimal
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for a fixed valued, i.e. whend is not large a better choice fé is the one given in Theorem 3). The choice

6, = 1 gives us the following corollary of Theorem 3.

Corollary 3. (Strong threshold{ — oo) Let A be adm x dn measurement matrix in (1) with the null-space
uniformly distributed in the Grassmanian. Let the unknowin (1) bek-block-sparse with the length of its
blocksd — co. Letk, m,n be large and letv = > and 3° = % be constants independentaf and n.

Assume that is independent of. If « and 52° satisfy
a > 4B3(1— B°) (118)

then the solutions of (1) and (3) coincide with overwhelnprzpability.

Proof. Letf, = 1in (69). Then from (69) we have

Var(H) —1 NPT
a > ~
dr(s) d
(55
_ d d+1_\>\ 1
= 1 (-2 gt - . ) ) A )
2
d+1
Whend — oo we havelimg_, ymc(%;i(l — Bs, %), %)) =1-0; andlimd_woé <\/§I;(22)> = 1.
2
Then from (119) we obtain the following condition
a>1—(1-2(1—(1-8))%=4B:(1 - Bo). (120)
Since (120) is exactly the same as (118) this concludes tf.pr O

The results obtained in the previous corollary preciselycméhose obtained in [78, 81].

5.2 d — oo —sectional threshold

Following the derivation of Section 4.1.1 and its connettio Theorem 4 it is not that difficult to see that
choosingd,.. = 1 in (94) would provide a valid threshold condition as wellgag ds.. = 1 is in general
not optimal for a fixed value, i.e. whend is not large a better choice fét.. is the one given in Theorem

4). Choosingds.. = 1 in (94) gives us the following corollary of Theorem 4.
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Corollary 4. (Sectional threshold] — oo) Let A be adm x dn measurement matrix in (1) with the null-
space uniformly distributed in the Grassmanian. Let thenomknx in (1) bek-block-sparse with the length
of its blocksd — oo. Further, let the location of nonzero blocksxfoe arbitrarily chosen but fixed. Let
k,m,n be large and letx = " and 535, = % be constants independent@f andn. Assume thatl is

sec

independent of. If « and 555, satisfy

a > 482 (1 — B2) (121)

sec\+ — Fsec

then the solutions of (1) and (3) coincide with overwhelnprzpability.

Proof. Letf,.. = 1in (94). Then from (94) we have

2
L a VR vEr(Y)
> (1 B Bsec)d + /Bsecd _ <(1 Bsec) F(d) F(%) Bsec
[0 ¥ y
2

1 \/51“(&)
= ]‘_(1_25860)2_ _— 2 . (122)

d\ T3

VAL(44L)

2
Whend — oo we havelimg_, é ( > = 1. Then from (122) we easily obtain the condition

a > 45360(1 - 5880)

which is the same as the condition stated in (121). This thexreoncludes the proof. O

Remark: Of course, the statement of Corollary 4 could have been aetitrivially from Corollary 3.

Namely, any attainable value of the strong threshold is tairable value for the sectional threshold as well.

5.3 d — oo —weak threshold

Reasoning as in the two previous subsections we havéthat1 in (117) would provide a valid condition
for computing the weak threshold. In turn choosﬁ]g = 1in (117) gives us the following corollary of

Theorem 5.

Corollary 5. (Weak threshold] — o) Let A be adm x dn measurement matrix in (1) with the null-space
uniformly distributed in the Grassmanian. Let the unknowin (1) bek-block-sparse with the length of its
blocksd — oo Further, let the location and the directions of nonzero kkofx be arbitrarily chosen but

fixed. Letk, m,n be large and letx = > and 337 = % be constants independentafandn. Assume that
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d is independent af. If o and 3;° satisfy
a>Br2-6r) (123)

then the solutions of (1) and (3) coincide with overwhelnprapability.

Proof. Letf, = 1in (117). Then from (117) we have

2
\/ip(d2l)
(1= Buw)d + Bud (“‘5’”) T(§) >
“ d d
d+1 2
((1_/810)\/51{‘((@)2))
1-— y 2 . (124)

i . or(4tL
As earlier, whenl — oo we havelimg_, o (‘f (5)

2
) = 1. Then from (124) we easily obtain the

r'(4)
condition
a > Bw(2 - Bw)
which is the same as the condition stated in (123). This thexreoncludes the proof. O

The results for the strong, sectional, and weak threshotdirdd in the three above corollaries are
shown on figures in earlier sections as curves denotet-byoco.

It is interesting to note that (119), (122), and (124) can beduinstead of (69), (94), and (117) to
determine attainable values of the thresholds for any fikegiven that (119), (122), and (124) are obtained
for a suboptimal choice df the threshold values that they produce trail those predemmd-igures 3, 4, and
5 and we therefore do not include them in this paper. Howewedo mention that they are relatively easier

to compute and a fairly good approximation of the resultsg@néed on Figures 3, 4, and 5.

6 Numerical experiments

In this section we briefly discuss the results that we obthinem numerical experiments. In all our nu-
merical experiments we fixed = 100 andd = 15. We then generated matricélsof sizedm x dn with
m = (10,20, 30,...,90,99). The components of the measurement matridesere generated as i.i.d.
zero-mean unit variance Gaussian random variables. Fareage generated-block-sparse signats for
several different values df from the transition zone (the locations of non-zero blocks avere chosen

randomly). For each combinatigit, m) we generated 00 different problem instances and recorded the

39



Table 1: The simulation results for recovery of block-spasgnalsy, = 100, d = 15
m 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 99

k [#of errors| 7/100 | 12/100 | 18/100 | 22/76 | 29/80 | 37/94 | 46/95 | 57/98 | 71/97 | 92/89

k [#of errors| 6/100 | 11/98 | 17/100 | 22/76 | 29/80 | 36/64 | 45/71 | 55/60 | 69/70 | 90/52

k[#oferrors| 5/95 | 10/93 | 16/89 | 21/39 | 28/43 | 35/26 | 44/38 | 53/11 | 67/27 | 89/27

ki#oferrors| 4/14 | 9/21 | 15/36 | 20/5 | 27/11 | 34/6 | 43/11 | 52/2 | 66/11 | 88/12

ki#oferrors| 3/0 | 8/0 | 14/8 | 19/0 | 25/0 | 32/0 | 42/6 | 50/0 | 65/6 | 87/3

number of timed, /¢;-optimization algorithm from (3) failed to recover the cextk-block-sparsex. All
different(k, m) combinations as well as the corresponding numbers of faieeériments are given in Table
1. The interpolated data from Table 1 are presented gradph@aFigure 6. The color of any point on Figure
6 shows the probability of having,/¢;-optimization succeed for a combinatiéa, ) that corresponds to
that point. The colors are mapped to probabilities accgrttithe scale on the right hand side of the figure.
The simulated results can naturally be compared to the weaktiold theoretical prediction. Hence, we
also show on Figure 6 the theoretical value for the weak limlescalculated according to Theorem 5 (and
shown on Figure 5). We observe that the simulation resuisraa good agreement with the theoretical

calculation.

Experimentally recoverable block—-sparsity, n=100, d=15
1

0.9

0.8

0.7

0.6
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0.4

d = 15 - theoretical threshold

0.3 0.3
0.2 0.2
0.1 I2/I1 — optimization succeeds 0.1
0 - 0
0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8 0.9
a

Figure 6: Experimentally recoverable block-sparsity,/; -optimization
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7 Discussion

In this paper we considered recovery of block-sparse sigrain a reduced number of linear measurements.
We provided a theoretical performance analysis of a polyabf/¢;-optimization algorithm. Under the
assumption that the measurement mattikas a basis of the null-space distributed uniformly in thassf
manian, we derived lower bounds on the values of the recblestrong, sectional, and weak thresholds in
the so-called linear regime, i.e. in the regime when theve@ble sparsity is proportional to the length of
the unknown vector. We also conducted the numerical exgerisrand observed a solid agreement between
the simulated and the theoretical weak threshold.

The main subject of this paper was the recovery of the sed&deally block-sparse signals. However,
the presented analysis framework admits various genatiai's. Namely, it can be extended to include
computations of threshold values for recovery of approxatyablock-sparse signals as well as those with
noisy measurements. Also, in this paper we were mostly ecoadewith the success éf /¢, -optimization.
However, as we have mentioned earlier instead, f; -optimization one could use ah//,-optimization
(0 < ¢ < 1). While the resulting problem would not be convex it coulidl be solved (not necessarily in
polynomial time) with various technigues from the literatu One could then potentially find an interest
in generalizing the results of the present paper to the cagg/§,-optimization () < ¢ < 1) as well. On
a completely different note, carefully following our exjiam one could spot that the results presented in
this paper assume large dimensions of the system. Obtaihé&igequivalents for systems of moderate
dimensions is another possible generalization. All theseegalizations will be part of a future work.

We would like to reemphasize that our analysis heavily detie a particular probability distribution of
the null-space of the measurement matrix. On the other haneitensive numerical experiments (results of
some of them are presented in [83]) indicate thalt,-optimization works equally well for many different
statistical measurement matricége.g. Bernoulli). It will be interesting to see if the anagypresented here
can be generalized to these cases as well. Furthermore[38],iimne can raise the question of identifying
class of statistical matrices for whi¢h/¢; -optimization works as well as in the case presented in tyiep
However, we do believe that answering this question is natzay task.

As far as the technical contribution goes, we should mertfian our analysis made a critical use of
an excellent work [47] which on the other hand massivelyetelbn phenomenal results [20, 67] related
to the estimates of the normal tail distributions of LipgHitinctions. In a very recent work related to the
matrix-rank optimization the authors in [69] successfubnducted a theoretical analysis applying results

of [20,67] without relying on the conclusions of [47]. It Wilertainly be interesting to see what performance
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guarantees the direct application of the results of [20y@8X]}Id produce in the problems considered in this
paper.

Lastly, it is relatively easy to note that the signal struetimposed in this paper is very simple, i.e.
almost ideal. For example, we assumed that all blocks arbeosame length. Just slightly modifying
that assumption so that the blocks are not of equal lengtfifisigntly complicates the problem. It will be
interesting to see if algorithms similar €g/¢;-optimization can be used for signals with these (or pogsibl
even some completely different) structures and if an amalimilar to the one presented in this paper can

be developed for them as well.
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