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Abstract—This paper introduces the Reed Muller Sieve, a algorithm for verifying whether a given measurement matrix

deterministic measurement matrix for compressed sensingThe  has this property. Storing the entries of a random sensing
columns of this matrix are obtained by exponentiating codewrds matrix may also require significant resources

in the quaternary second order Reed Muller code of length/NV. ) ] . . .
For k = O(N), the Reed Muller Sieve improves upon prior ~ The Reed Muller Sieve is a deterministic sensing matrix.

methods for identifying the support of a k-sparse vector by The columns are obtained by exponentiating codewords in the
removing the requirement that the signal entries be indepedent. quaternary second order Reed Muller code; they are uniforml
The Sieve also enables local detection; an algorithm is prested 5.4 very precisely distributed over the surface of An

with complexity N2 log IN that detects the presence or absence dimensional sphere. Coherence between columns reduces to
of a signal at any given position in the data domain without : ! P : W u u

explicitly reconstructing the entire signal. Reconstructon is Properties of these algebraic codes and we use these pespert
shown to be resilient to noise in both the measurement and dat to show that recovery of-sparse signals is possible with high
domains; the £z /€2 error bounds derived in this paper are tighter probability.

than the ¢2 /£, bounds arising from random ensembles and the . . .
£1/£1 bounds arising from expander-based ensembles. When the sparsity level = O (\/N , recovery is possible

Index Terms—Deterministic Compressed Sensing, Model Iden- using the algorithm presented in] [9] and the reconstruction
tification, Local Reconstruction, Second Order Reed Muller complexity is onlykNlog2 N. The prospect of designing
Codes. matrices for which very fast recovery algorithms are pdesib

is one of the attractions to deterministic compressiveiagns
|. INTRODUCTION When the sparsity levek = O(N) recovery is possible

The central goal of compressed sensing is to capture H?—ing th_e a_lgorithm described in this paper. Reconstractio
tributes of a signal using very few measurements. In moskwo omplexity is N C, the same as for both CoSaMP! [6] and

to date, this broader objective is exemplified by the impurta SMP [10]. ) o
special case in which the measurement data constitute arvect We note that there are many important applications where
f = ®a + e, whered is an N x C matrix called thesensing the objective is to identify the signal model (the support of
matrix, « is a vector inCC, which can be well-approximatedthe sig_nalq). These include network anomaly detection wh(_afe
by ak-sparse vector, wherelasparse vector is a vector whichthe objective is to characterize anomalous flows and cogniti
has at most non-zero entries, andis additive measurement'adio where the objective is to characterize spectral cacop
noise. The Reed Muller sieve improves on results obtained by Candé
The role of random measurement in compressive sensf@d Planl[7] in that forz = O(N) it is able to identify the
(see [1] and[[2]) can be viewed as analogous to the r&_g}nal model without requiring that the signal entries be
of random coding in Shannon theory. Both provide worst?dependent.
case performance guarantees in the context of an advérsari&Reconstruction of a signal from sensor data is often not the
signal/error model. In the standard paradigm, the measememultimate goal and it is of considerable interest in imagingé
matrix is required to act as a near isometry orkadiparse sig- able to deduce attributes of the signal from the measuresnent
nals (this is the Restricted Isometry Property or RIP innati  Without explicitly reconstructing the full signal. We shdhat
in [3]). Basis Pursuit[[iL],[[4] or Matching Pursuit algonitts the Reed Muller Sieve is able to detect the presence or absenc
[5], [B] can then be used to recover afysparse signal from Of @ signal at any given position in the data domain without
the N measurements. These algorithms rely heavily on matriteeding to first reconstruct the entire signal. The compefi
vector multiplication and their complexity is super-linegith ~ Such detection isV* log N. This makes it possible to quickly
respect ta, the dimension of the data domain. The worst cag@lculate thumbnail images and to zoom in on areas of irtteres
complexity of the convex programs Basis Purslit [1], LASSO There are two models for evaluating noise resilience in
[7] and the Dantzig Selectdr][8] i&* though the average casecompressive sensing. We provide an average case error anal-
complexity is less forbidding. Although it is known thattan ysis for both the stochastic model where noise in the data
probabilistic processes generdtex C measurement matricesand measurement domains is usually taken to be iid white
that satisfy the RIP with high probability, there is no pieat Gaussian, and the deterministic model where the goal is to
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approximate a compressible signal. It is the geometry of tleenditions (Sp1), (Sp2), and (Sp3) is called a StRIP matrix.
sieve, more precisely the careful design of coherence egtwdropositior 1L states that StRIP-ability is a sufficient dbod
columns of the measurement matrix, which provides resibenfor the StRIP property.
to noise in both the measurement and the data domain. Our
analysis points to the importance of both the average and the HI.
worst-case coherence. Let m be an odd integer. The measurement maitrix émyr
We show that thé, error in reconstruction is bounded abovéaas 2™ rows indexed by binarym-tuples z and 2("+)™
by the /5 error of the best-term approximation. This type columns indexed byh xm binary symmetric matriceg in the
of ¢5/¢> bound is tighter than thé,/¢; bounds arising from Delsarte-Goethals séG(m, ). The entrypq(x) is given by
random ensemble5I[1],1[6] and tiie/¢; bounds arising from ¢ (z) = 1*Q=" and all arithmetic in the expression§)z "
expander-based ensembles|[11],1[12]. We emphasize that takes place in the ring of integers moduloThe matrices in
error bound is for average-case analysis and note thattisesi?G(m, r) form an (r + 1)-dimensional binary vector space
obtained by Cohen et. al_[13] show that worst-cds¢/> and the rank of any non-zero matrix is at least— 2r (see
approximation is not achievable unleds= O(C). [15] and also([14] for an alternative description). The Rels-
Throughout this paper we also abbrevigte- - - ,C} by [C].

Goethals sets are nested
(m#5)
-C DG |m, ——
We shall use the notatiop; for the j*" column of the sensing 2
matrix; its entries will be denoted hy; (z), with the row label The set DG(m,0) is called the Kerdock set and it contains
x varying from0 to N — 1. We consider sensing matrices fo2™ nonsingular matrices with distinct main diagonals. The
which reconstruction ofv is guaranteed in expectation onlyyvector of length2™ with entrieszQz " is a codeword in the

THE REED-MULLER SIEVE

II. TWO FUNDAMENTAL MEASURES OFCOHERENCE

DG(m,0) C DG(m,1) C

and so we need to be precise about our signal model.
A signal « € RC is k-sparse if it has at mosk

guaternary Delsarte-Goethals codel[16].
In Section[}Y we will apply the following result on partial

non-zero entries. The support of the vector denoted by column sums to guarantee fidelity of reconstruction.

Supf«), contains the indices of the non-zero entriesoof

Proposition 2: Let V and W be two binary symmetric

Let 7 = {m, - ,mc} be a uniformly random permutationmatrices and let\yy and Ny _y be the null spaces of
of [C]. Since our focus is on the average case analysis, We andV — W. If S = de alavaTHWﬂHaWﬂ, then
always assume that is a k-sparse signal with Supp) = 52| = 22m N [+ Ny —w |
{m,--+ ,m} and the values of thé non-zero entries ofx Proof: We have
3:3efi::|eoéiilne|dib1yrfili>f::12Totr;ﬁersal’ . We shall also q2 — Z LoVal Ve raWa Ty Wy T +2aWa T +20Wy T

The following proposition is proved by Calderbank et. al

[9], [14] and plays a key role in our analysis Changing variables te = = + y, c = a + b, y andb yields
Proposition 1: Let « be ak-sparse vector with suppaft =

a,b,z,y

{m1,---,m}. Leth be a function fromiC] x [C] to R, and let S* = ZzCVCT“W'zT“CWZT (1)
® be anN x C sensing matrix. If the following two conditions ¢,z
hold:
_1\(eVHdy+zW)b T _ \EWHdw +cW)y "
e (St1).pn = maxiy; [h(i,j)] < N~ for 0 <5 <0.5. (Z} DR )(2} 1) v ”)-
b Y

.(&au_mm“:Jz#z( j <N fory >

ﬂ} The terms in Equatio{1) vanishes unle§s+dy +zW =0

Then for all positivee and for allk less thanmin {£ ©and zW + dw + ¢W = 0 simultaneously. Hence, we can
with probability 1 — & C exp{ N>e 2} the following three rewrite Equation[{ll) as
statements hold:

o (Spl) For everyw in [C]—S: ’Zj ajh(w,wj)‘ < e|lal]a. ;

. i 4 - : ct+z)W=d
(Sp2) For every index in {1,---  k} c(V('+W)):dvq‘:de

Write ¢ = ¢1 + e with ¢, (V + W) = dy + dw ande(V +
W) =0, andc+ z = (ca + 22) + f with (co + 22)W = dw

and fW = 0. Then
e (Sp3) If Clamin|? > ||af|?, then

2 _om Z JSWIT
S5 agh(m, )| < el 7
i i -
Remark 1:A matrix satisfying conditions (Stl) and (St2) Proposition[2 bounds the worst case coherence between
is called a StRIP-able matrix. Similarly a matrix satisfyin columns of®,, ,. We bound average coherence by dividing

22m Z(c+z)W(c+z)T+c(V—W)cT.

Y aih(mi,m)| < elal.

i

Z Z&(V*W)eT — 22m 2|Nw|+‘NV—W|

€




the columns into a set H indexed by the matrice®i@(m, r) Chirp reconstruction identifies the signal model (the suppo
with zero diagonal, and a set D indexed by the matrices in tbéthe & significant entries) by analyzing the power spectrum
Kerdock set. The columns in H form a group under pointwisaf the pointwise product of the superpositigrwith a shifted

multiplication. version of itself. The Walsh-Hadamard transform of thisnpoi
Lemma 1:Let ® be aDG(m,r) sensing matrix. Then wise product is the superposition &f Walsh functions and
_N a background signal produced by cross-correlations betwee
Z%Tsoj -1 for every indexi. the k significant entries and cross-correlations between these
J#i k entries and noise in the data domain. We shall prove that

Proof: Any column can be written as a pointwise produd'® energy in this background signal is uniformly distrémiit
hd with % in H andd in D. Average coherence with respecfCross the Walsh-Hadamard bins, and that with overwhelming

to hd is then probability this background bin energy is sufficiently shial
. 1 enable threshold detection of thdones. We show that sparse
Cc-1" Ry (2)  reconstruction is possible fdr= O(N) by averaging over all
(h',d")#(h.d) possible shifts. Note that the original chirp reconstuttal-

If d # d', then i’ ranges over all elements of H anddorithm analyzed in[17] has minimal complexity\V log? N

S h='h' = 0. Otherwiseh’ # h and Zh,;éh h—1n’ = —1. but reconstruction is only guaranteed foe= O (\/N) Our

In this cased~'1d = N, which completes the proof. =~ m main result is the following theorem.

The normalized Delsarte-Goethals sensing matrix is giwen b Theorem 2:Let & be an N x C normalized DG(m,r)

d = LNti) and we have now proved matrix. Let a be ak-sparse vector with uniformly random
Theorem 1:The normalized matrixd satisfies Condition support contaminated by Gaussian white noise with variance

(St1) withn = 14r and Condition (St2) withy = 3 (1 — 2£) . o2 . Let f = ®a+e, where the measurement errors are white

) ) Gaussian with variance?,. Then if k < % and
A. Noise Shaping

The tight-frame property of the sensing matrices makes it NI-Z > 36y/Tog C||a|? 3)
possible to achieve resilience to noise in both the data and ~ omw?

measurement domains. Note that the fa(%othat appears in and
Lemmal2 can be reduced by subsampling the column. of 9l _2r
Lemma 2:Let < be a vector withC iid A(0,02) entries o2 4+ 20_3 < [emin[*N 2™ 7 4)
ande be a vector with\ iid A/(0,02,) entries. Leth = & NS T 36logCllall
andu = h + e. Thenwu containsN entries, sampled iid from

. - 3 .
N (0’ 02)’ whereg? — %U%G; and with probabilityl — % then with probabilityl — 7, chirp reconstruction recovers the

||ul| < /NlogCo. support ofa, and furthermore,
Proof: Each element of: is an independent Gaussian C
. . . ~ 2 k1 C 2 2 5
random variable with zero mean and variance at m%st [®(a —a) [ < cklog N R (5)

Hence, each element afis a Gaussian random variable with _

zero mean and variance at mgs2+o02,. It therefore follows Wherec is a constant.

from the tail bound on the maximum ¥ arbitrary complex The fast Hadamard transform is used to calculate the power
Gaussian random variables with bounded variances that spectrum across alN Hadamard bins. Each bif has the

Pr [Jull > v2r7To5C) <2 (varlogec) <et YA

N
Fﬁ(f)ﬁ\/%Z(—l)Mf(wM) @ ®

[ |
IV. THE CHIRP RECONSTRUCTIONALGORITHM Given the offseta, evidence for the presence or absence
of a signal at position delta in the data domain resides in
Algorithm 1 Chirp Reconstruction the Hadamard bif = a Qa. After aligning the phase, the
1: fori=1,---N do final step is to average over all offseis The notationE,
2:  Choose the next binary offset emphasizes that the average is taken over all offsets. The
3:  Pointwise multiplyf with a shifted version of itself.  following theorem shows th&, [Aa (y)] consists of distinct
4. Compute the fast Hadamard transforfif;: (f). Walsh tones staying on top of a uniform chirp-like residual
5. For eachA € [C], calculateAn , = 1~ 2@ae Ta@a(f).  term.
6: end for Theorem 3:Let u = ®¢ + ¢ denote the overall noise. Then
7. For eachA ¢ [C], take the average ofa over allAx ,. as long ask < <, with probability 1 — L, for every indexA
8: Let S be the position of thek highest (in magnitude) in [C]
average peaks. k Ik
9: Outputa = (dLdg) @l 1. Eo [Aa(£)] = \/—5A,m +RA()),
=1 N




where R2(f) consists of the chirp-like and signal/noise crosshis ¢, /¢, error bound for average-case analysis stands in

correlation terms, and contrast to results obtained by Cohen et [all [13] showing
that worst-casé, /¢, approximation is not achievable unless
Ao~ OVIEC]al? | 9vIogClallu] t 2/t app
|RA(f)] < NIE + NI-E (7) N=0(0).

Remark 3:There are many important applications where
., the objective is to identify the signal model (the support of
. e signala). Note that in contrast td [7] chirp reconstruction
a lower bound on the number of required measurements. does not require that the component signal®e independent.

Lemma 3:Let¢ ande be the white Gauss";?‘” data and megynen the N x k submatrix is well conditioned the approxi-
surement noise vectors with varianegsando?, respectively. mation bound[{5) in the measurement domdif (@ — a)|)

2 _ 2 C 52 c . - . .
Leto® = oy, + gog. If k< 3, can be translated directly to approximation bound in the dat
36/Tog C||v||2 s 2Ni-Z domain (o — &]|).
> 7”2” ando < L, Remark 4:Chirp reconstruction is able to detect the pres-
|Qmin | 36log Cl|«| ! . . .
ence or absence of a signal at any given indexin the
then with probabilityl — % chirp reconstruction successfullydata domain without needing to first reconstruct the entire
recovers the positions of thie significant entries ofv. signal. The complexity of detection &2 log N. If the signal
Proof: Chirp detegtion generatek Walsh tones with o were the wavelet decomposition of an image, then chirp
magnitudes at Ieaéf%;]‘ above a uniform background signalreconstruction can be applied to the measured signal teeeco

Furthermore, with probability at least- 2 every background thumbnails and to zoom in on areas of interest.

signal at every index is bounded by the right hand 2sid(EIof (7).

Hence, if the right hand of17) is smaller thaf=zl then . . .
VN . We now prove Theorefd 3 in the special case where there is
the k tones pop up and we can detect them by thresholding. noise(u = 0). We begin by expanding as Zle i,

Hence, we need to ensure that T
wherep,, (r) = 1#9mi®

N=w

V. THE SIEVING OF EVIDENCE

9af*v10gC _ |omin|® and WlogCliellllell |Oémin|2. Lemma 4:Let ® be a normalizedV x C sensing matrix.
Ni% T 4/N N3—% - 4N Then for any offset: and Hadamard bid in F*
Now Lemma [2 states that with probability — 2, kjaQuaT i |2
|u| < VNTogCo. Consequently, to provide successful sup-  Th(f) = Tl%cam,e + Ry (f), )
port recovery we need to assure that i=1 ?
9VN logCllallo _ |cumin|? where R (f) is the quantity
NEE S N o
" — aQnr.a’ aQr. 2" 2(Qr —Qr. )z
7 D e (et rlQn s ),
i=1 j#i z

Proof of Theorenf]2: Lemma[3 guarantees that with
probability 1 — % Chirp Detection successfully recovers the Next we analyze the power of chirp reconstruction to detect
supportS of a. We then approximate the values of by the presence of a signal at some index
regressingf onto S. By Lemmal2, without loss of generality Lemma 5:If A is any index inC then after Stepl5 of Chirp
we can assume that is exactly k-sparse and the measureReconstruction, for al\ in [C]
ment errors are white Gaussian with variance We have & )
[P — @04\2 < ||Psul|?, wherePsu denotes the projection E, [Aa(f)] = Z |ovi s
of the noise vector onto the space spanned®y Now it P VN
follows from the Gaussian tail bound (S€e[18]), that with .
probability 1 — L, ||Psul|2 < cklogCo? (wherec is a WhereR2(f) =E, [l_“QM RZQA} and
constant). Therefore

A+ RA(S),

2
R < g llal?

[®a — ®@||? < ck logC (0,2n+%02). B2 = -
Proof: If A = x; for somei then the signady; contributes

_ _ B ,aQaa’ % to the Hadamard bin Q . Rotation by, —aQaa’
Remark 2:We have focused on stochastic noise but we N

. o o i i gl
have derived similar results for the bésterm approximation @nd averaging over all offseisaccumulates ewdendﬁ for
a1, in the context of the deterministic noise model (sed'® Presence of a signal at the indax

[14]). By combining the Markov inequality with Theoreh 1 f & # mi for any i, then it is only the cross-terms
we have shown that for every that contribute to the Hadamard binQ . Rotation of the

contribution R2@a (f) by 1=2Q2a" and averaging over all
1 , offsetsa produces the background signal against which we
Pr (llellz = flell2 + ﬁ”a — ollz] <0 perform threshold detection.




VIl. CONCLUSION

In compressed sensing the entries of the measurement vector
E, |i(Qm—Qa)a’ Z(_l)(an—aQA)wTﬂ(Qn—QM)IT ~ constitute evidence for the presence or absence of a signal a
- any given location in the data domain. We have shown that the

Reed Muller sieve is able to identify the support set without

. A . .
We will bound 22 (f) by applying Propositio]1 so we needequiring that the signal entries be independent. We hae al
to venfy_Condmon; (Stl) and (St2)..By ProposmEh 2, "Gemonstrated feasibility of local decoding where attiéisut

Of'the signal are deduced from the measurements without
&SRplicitly reconstructing the full signal. Our reconstiioa
algorithms are resilient to noise and thg/¢5 error bounds are
tighter than the/s /¢, bounds arising from random ensembles
and thel; /¢, bounds arising from expander-based ensembles.

Define h(m;, m;) by

227, Henceit remains to bound average coherence, and h
we show thainax; [E;.;h(i,j)| < 7. We rewriteh(m;, ;)
as

i Z ZI(QA*Qﬂj)zT Z z(a+m)(Qﬂi_QA)(a+w)T.
! : ¢ REFERENCES

[1] E. Candés, J. Romberg, and T. Tao, “Stable signal regofi®m
incomplete and inaccurate measurement€dmm. Pur. Appl. Math.,
vol. 59, no. 8, pp. 1207-12232006.

D. Donoho, “Compressed SensingEEE Trans. Inform. Theory, vol.
52, no. 4, pp. 1289-130&006.

E. Candes and T. Tao, “Near optimal signal recovery froandom
projections: Universal encoding strategieSEE Trans. Inform. Theory,
vol. 52, no. 12, pp. 5406-542®ec. 2006.

E. Candés, J. Romberg, and T. Tao, “Robust uncertaintgiples: Exact
signal reconstruction from highly incomplete frequencyoimation,”
IEEE Trans. Inform. Theory, vol. 52, no. 2, pp. 489-52006.

J. Tropp, “Greed is Good: Algorithmic Results for Sparsgproxima-
tion,” IEEE Trans. Inform. Theory, vol. 50, no. 10, pp. 2231-2232t.

Note that asa ranges over the finite fiel#3', « + = also

T .
ranges overFy". Therefore", 1(*+)(@r—Qa)(ata) " jg 5
constant column sum, independent of the choicej,ofind
has magnitude smaller tha¥i. As a result

(2]
(31

x — Q. z "
Bjoih(i, )| < B | D 0 (Qa-Qx)) n

Lemma[l then implies that 5]

. 2(Qa—Qx, )z’ 1 2004.
EF‘“ Z t ( J) < cC—-1 [6] D. Needell and J. A. Tropp, “CoSaMP: Iterative signalaeery from
x incomplete and inaccurate sample#\ppl. Comp. Harm. Anal. vol. 26,

no. 3, pp. 301-321May 2009.

E. Candes and J. Plan, “Near-ideal model selectioéi;byinimization,”

Ann. Stat. , vol. 37, pp. 2145-2172009.

E. Candes and T. Tao, “The Dantzig selector: Statiséstimation when
p is much larger tham,” Ann. Stat. vol. 35, pp. 2392-2404, 2007.

R. Calderbank, S. Howard, and S. Jafarpour, “Constoactf a large
class of matrices satisfying a statistical isometry prgpeifo appear
in the Comp. Sensing Special Issue of IEEE Jr. Sel. TopicsP3ag,

2009.

W. Dai and O. Milenkovic, “Subspace pursuit for compsige sensing:
Closing the gap between performance and complexitgappear in

We have now shown with respect to that & satisfies
Condition (Stl1) withn = 1 + r and Condition (St2) with
v = —2 |t then follows from applying Propositidi 1 with

€= N%Q\/logc7

that with probabilityl — £, [10]

1
= D> aidgh(m, ;) [11]
Nz |=
R E)
[12]

is bounded by)N % ~2||a||2\/Tog C. ]

VI. NOISE RESILIENCE [13]

When noise is present in the data domain or in the measulfied
ments, the power spectrum contains extra terms arising from
the signal/noise cross correlation and noise autocoioelalt
is natural to neglect noise autocorrelation and to focushen t15]
cross correlation between signal and noise.

Let y = ®a. At the end of Stepl7, for each inde, the
signal/noise cross correlation can be represented as

[16]

z—aQA a’ [17]

VN
We have modified the argument used to prove Leniha %!
to show that with probabilityl — % the signal/noise cross
correlation term is uniformly bounded by N & ~2 ||o||||ul|
(see [14] for more details).

E, > y@u(z +a)(—1)*a 9)

IEEE Trans. Inform. Theory2009.

P. Indyk and M. Ruzic, “Near-optimal sparse recoventhia¢1 norm,”
49th Annual IEEE Symposium on Foundations of Computer Sjiqap.
199-207 2008.

S. Jafarpour, W. Xu, B. Hassibi, and R. Calderbank, it
compressed Sensing using Optimized Expander GragkEE Trans.
Inform. Theory, vol. 55, no. 9, pp. 4299-43@09.

A. Cohen, W. Dahmen, and R. DeVore, “Compressed seragbest
k-term approximation,”Am. Math. Soc. vol. 22, pp. 211-232009.

R. Calderbank, S. Howard, and S. Jafarpour, “Chirp Retrac-
tion Algorithm for Sparse Reconstruction with /¢ Recovery Guar-
antees,” Princeton Univ. Tech. Report. Manuscript available at
http://www.cs.princeton.edwkina/rm_sieve.pdf 2010.

P. Delsarte and J. M. Goethals, “Alternating bilineamfis over Gfg),”

Jr. Comb. Theory, vol. 19, pp. 26-50975.

A. R. Hammons Jr,, P. V. Kumar, A. R. Calderbank, N. J. AoaBe,
and P. Sole, “The&Z,-linearity of Kerdock Codes, Preparata, Goethals,
and related codesEEE Trans. on Inform. Theory. vol. 40, no. 2, pp.
301-319 March 1994.

S. Howard, R. Calderbank, and S. Searle, “A fast recaotbon
algorithm for deterministic compressive sensing usingosdcorder
Reed-Muller codes,”Conference on Information Sciences and Systems
(CISS), pp. 11 - 15March 2008.

D. Omidiran and M. Wainwright, “High-dimensional suisrecovery
in noise: Sparsified measurements without loss of statlséfficiency,”
IEEE International Symposium on Information Theory (ISHAQ08.



	I Introduction
	II Two Fundamental Measures of Coherence
	III The Reed-Muller Sieve
	III-A Noise Shaping

	IV The Chirp Reconstruction Algorithm
	V The Sieving of Evidence
	VI Noise Resilience
	VII Conclusion
	References

