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Abstract

In this paper we extend a recent algorithm for solving the sensor network localization problem
(SNL) to include instances with noisy data. In particular, we continue to exploit the implicit
degeneracy in the semidefinite programming (SDP) relaxation of SNL. An essential step
involves finding good initial estimates for a noisy Euclidean distance matrix, ED M , completion
problem. After finding the ED M completion from the noisy data, we rotate the problem using
the original positions of the anchors.

This is a preliminary working paper, and is a work in progress. Tests are currently on-going.
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1 Introduction

In this paper we derive and test an algorithm for solving large scale sensor localization problems
(SN L) with noisy data. The SINL problem consists in locating sensors using the fact that some
of the sensors are anchors for which the locations are given, and that the distances between sensors
within a given radio range are approximately known. Our algorithm extends the results in [I7],
where exact data is assumed.

We initialize the algorithm by finding rigid subgraphs (such as cliques) in the graph correspond-
ing to the SIN L problem. We then localize the positions for each of the subgraphs by treating them
as an anchorless SINL problem, i.e., as a Fuclidean Distance Matriz (EDM ) completion prob-
lem. This is done using a Newton type method on the corresponding unconstrained minimization
problem. Thus we find a good initial estimate for a noisy EDM .

Following the approach in [I7], we then exploit the implicit degeneracy in the semidefinite
programming (SDP) relaxation of SINL. This involves finding the subspace representation of
the faces of the semidefinite cone S% corresponding to the faces of the Euclidean distance matrix
cone £". We repeatedly find the intersection of faces by finding the intersection of the subspace
representations. We delay the completion of the original ED M till the end, i.e., after we find
the ED M completion from the noisy data, we finalize by rotating the problem using the original
positions of the anchors.

2 Background

The SN L problem has recently attracted a lot of interest; see, for example, [ 19, 21, 22] [[3]. See
also the webpage [www.convexoptimization.com/dattorro/sensor_network_localization.html and the
recent thesis [I6]. Nie [I9] using sums of squares also includes an error analysis. Noisy distances
are handled in [] using a combination of regularization and refinement.

3 Notation and Preliminary Results

We let M ™*™ denote the vector space of m x n real matrices equipped with the trace inner product,
(A, B) = trace AT B; let M™ := M ™" and let S denote the subspace of real symmetric n x n
matrices; S and ST, denote the cone of positive semidefinite and positive definite matrices,
respectively; A = B and A > B denote the Lowner partial order, A — B € 8 and A— B € S},
respectively; R(L) and N'(£) denote the range space and null space of the linear transformation £,
respectively; we let e denote the vector of ones of appropriate dimension; and we use the MATLAB
notation 1:n = {1,...,n}. For M € M", we let Sg(M) = $(M + MT) € S" denote the sum
symmetrization. Thus, Ss;: M™ — 8" represents the orthogonal projection onto §™. The adjoint
of Sy, is given by Sx*(S) = S, for all S € S". For M € M™, we let Spy(M) = MM € S™ denote
the product symmetrization.

For a subset S, let cone (S) denotes the convex cone generated by the set S. A subset F' C K
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is a face of the cone K, denoted F' < K, if
1
<a;,y €K, §(x+y) € F) = (cone{z,y} C F).

If F <K, but is not equal to K, we write FF < K. If {0} # FF< K, then F is a proper face of K. For
S C K, we let face(S) denote the smallest face of K that contains S. A face F' < K is an exposed
face if it is the intersection of K with a hyperplane. The cone K is facially exposed if every face
F < K is exposed.

The cone of positive semidefinite matrices S is facially exposed. A face F' IS can be
characterized using the range or the nullspace of any matrix S in the relative interior of the face.
If S € relint F, and S = UDsUT is the compact spectral decomposition of S with the diagonal
matrix of eigenvalues Dg € S’ | then

F=US.UT. (3.1)

We let S € 8™ denote the space of hollow matrices; i.e., the set of symmetric matrices with
zero diagonal. Let D € Sy. If there exist points p1,...,p, € R" such that

Dij = llpi —pil3, ii=1,-..,n, (3.2)

then D is called a Fuclidean distance matriz, denoted EDM . Note that we work with squared
distances. The smallest value of r such that ([B2) holds is called the embedding dimension of D.
The set of ED M matrices forms a closed convex cone in §", denoted £". If we are given a partial
EDM, D, € £", let G = (N, E,w) be the corresponding simple graph on the nodes N = 1:n
whose edges E correspond to the known entries of D), with (D));; = w?j, for all (7,7) € E.
Definition 3.1. ForY € 8" and o C 1:n, we let Y[a] denote the corresponding principal submatrix
formed from the rows and columns with indices . If, in addition, |o| = k and Y € S* is given,
then we define

S"a,Y):={Y eS":Y[o]=Y}, Sia,Y):={Y e8! :Y[o]=Y}.

Definition 3.2. Given D € £" and o C 1:n, let B := K1(D[a]) = P,PL, where P is full column
rank. Then the rows of P are called a representation of the points in the subset a.

The subset of matrices in 8™ with the top left & x k block fixed is

S*(1:k,Y) = {Y €ES":Y = [i"} } . (3.3)

Similarly, if the principal submatrix D € ¥ is given, for index set a C 1:n, with |a| = k, we define
€"(a,D):= {D € " Dla] = D} . (3.4)

The subset of matrices in £" with the top left k x k block fixed is

E"(1:k, D) = {D €& :D= [ﬂ"] } . (3.5)
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We are given a subset (including the distances between anchors) of the (squared) distances
from ([B2). This forms a partial EDM, D,,. We intend to solve the EDM completion problem, i.e.
finding the missing entries of D), to complete the EDM . This completion problem can be solved
by finding a set of points p1,...,p, € R" satisfying ([B2)), where r is the embedding dimension of
the partial EDM, D,. Equivalently, we solve the graph realizability problem with dimension r,
i.e. we finding positions in R" for the vertices of a graph such that the inter-distances of these
positions satisfy the given edge lengths of the graph.

Let Y € M™ be an n X n real matrix and y € R™ a vector. We let diag(Y") denote the vector in
R”™ formed from the diagonal of Y. Then Diag(y) = diag*(y) denotes the diagonal matrix in M"
with the vector y along its diagonal; Diag is the adjoint of diag. The operator offDiag can then
be defined as offDiag(Y) := Y — Diag(diag Y); let us2vec : S* — R™"~1/2 where us2vec(D) is v/2
times the vector in R™"~1/2 formed from the strictly upper triangular part of D taken columnwise;

the adjoint is us2Mat = us2vec* and us2Mat(d) € Sy takes % times the vector d € R*"~1)/2 and

forms the matrix in Sy. Note that us2Mat = us2vec!, i.e. us2vecus2Mat = I; and us2Mat is an
isometry from R™"~1/2 to Sy

For PT = [p1 ps ... pn] € M™", where p;, j = 1,...,n, are the points used in [FZ), let
Y := PP, and let D be the corresponding ED M satisfying [2)). The following linear operators
K and D, provide the connection between SDP and EDM .

K(Y) = D.Y)-2Y
= diag(Y) el + e diag(Y)T — 2V

n
= (pFi+plp; — 27p;)

(sz - ij%)Zj:l
= D.

(3.6)

ij=1

By abuse of notation, we also allow D, to act on a vector; that is, D,(y) := yvT + vy’. Note that
K(Y) = 28s(diag(Y)el) — 2V = 2(Sx(-eT) diag)(Y) — 2V. (3.7)
Therefore, the adjoint of K acting on D € 8™ is

K*(D) = 2(Ss(-e!)diag)*(D) — 2D
= 2diag*(-e?)*(Sg)* (D) — 2D

— 2Diag(-¢)(D) — 2D (3:8)
= 2(Diag(De) — D).
Moreover,
K*K(Y) = 2(Diag(K(Y)e) — K(Y)) (3.9)

= —2(K(Y) — Diag(v)),
where v = IC(Y)e, i.e. we write it this way to emphasize that we simply subtract the row sums
from the diagonal of K(Y).
The linear operator K is one-one and onto between the centered and hollow subspaces of S,
which are defined as
Sc = {YeS":Ye=0} (zero row sums),

Sy = {DeS8":diag(D) =0} =R(offDiag). (3.10)

Let J:=1— %eeT denote the orthogonal projection onto the subspace {e}* and define the linear
operator 7 (D) := —%J offDiag(D)J. Then we have the following relationships.



Proposition 3.3. ([1/) The linear operator T is the generalized inverse of the linear operator K;
that is, Kt = T. Moreover:

R(K) = Sui  N(K) = R(D.); 1)
R(C) =R(T) = Sci N(K*) = N(T) = R(Ding); |

8" =Sy ® R(Diag) = S¢ ® R(De). (3.12)

Theorem 3.4. ([1) The linear operators T and K are one-to-one and onto mappings between the
cone " C Sy and the face of the semidefinite cone S N Sc. That is,

T(E) =8"NSec and K(STNSo) = &M

Let D, € 8" be a partial EDM with embedding dimension r and let H € S™ be the 0-1
matrix corresponding to the known entries of D,. One can use the substitution D = KC(Y"), where
Y € 8 NS¢, in the ED M completion problem

Find Deé&n
st. HoD=D,

to obtain the S D P relaxation
Find Y €87 NSe

st. HoK(Y)=D,"
This relaxation does not restrict the rank of Y and may yield a solution with embedding dimension
that is too large, if rank (Y) > r. A clique v C 1:n in the graph G corresponds to a subset of
sensors for which the distances w;; = ||p; — pjll2 are known, for all i,j € ~; equivalently, the
clique corresponds to the principal submatrix Dp[y]| of the partial EDM matrix D, where all
the elements of D,[y] are known. Moreover, solving SDP problems with rank restrictions is NP-
HARD. However, we work on faces of S% described by U SﬁrU T with t < n. In order to find the
face with the smallest dimension ¢, we must have the correct knowledge of the matrix U. In this
paper, we obtain information on U using the cliques in the graph of the partial EDM .
Suppose that
VTe =0 and [e V] is nonsingular. (3.13)

We now introduce the composite operators
Ky(X) = K(VXVT), (3.14)

and
Tv(D) = VIT(D)(VT)T = —1v1JoffDiag(D)J(VT)T. (3.15)

Lemma 3.5 ([2, [1]). Suppose that V' satisfies the definition in (ZZ13). Then

Kv(Sp-1) = S,
Tv(Su) = Sn-1,

and Ky = ’Z'J.



From (BI3)) and (B0) we get that
Ki(D) = VTK*D)V (3.16)
is the adjoint operator of Ky. The following corollary summarizes useful relationships between

&, the cone of Euclidean distance matrices of order n, and P, the cone of positive semidefinite
matrices of order n — 1.

Corollary 3.6 ([2,[0I). Suppose that V is defined as in (ZI3). Then:

Kv(P) = &,
ToE) = P.

4 Clique Reduction

We now present several techniques for reducing an ED M completion problem using cliques in the
graph. This extends the results presented in [8, @, [[7]. In particular, we modify the approach in
7] for combining two cliques.

The following two technical lemmas are given in [I7].

Lemma 4.1 ([[7]). Let BES™, Bv=0,v#0, y € R" and Y := B+ D,(y). If Y =0, then
y € R(B) + cone {v}.
O

Lemma 4.2 ([[7). Let Y € S and U € M"™" with U having full column rank. If face {V} <
(resp.=) US' UT, then

= = T
face ST (1:k,Y) < (resp.=) [g Io_k] Si_]”t [(g Io_k] . (4.1)

Proof. The result in [I7] assumes that U7U = I. The extension to U having full column rank follows
from taking the compact QR-factorization U = QR, where Q7Q = I and R is nonsingular. O

We can now find an expression for the face defined by a given clique in the graph. Without loss
of generality, we can assume that o = 1:k C 1:n, |a| = k.

Theorem 4.3 ([I7]). Let D € ", with embedding dimension r. Let a := 1:k, D := D[a] € EF with
embedding dimension t, and B := K'(D) = UgSU}, where Ug € M**t Up having full column

rank, and S € S, . Furthermore, let Up := [UB ﬁe} € ka(“'l), U .= [({)B IO }, and let
n—k

[V ||g—:§§”} e M ™ 1 pe orthogonal. Then
face K1 (€7(1:k, D)) = (USEHHIUT) nSo = UV)SE UV, (4.2)

Proof. As in LemmaEE2 the result in [I7] assumes that U7 U = I. The extension follows as in the
proof of the Lemma. O



In Theorem we can make various choices for S and thus change the choice of Up. An
interesting choice for Ug allows for a representation for the points in the clique.

Corollary 4.4. Let D,r,«, D,t be defined as in Theorem .3 Let B := K'(D) = PgP}, where
Pg € MRt is full column rank. Furthermore, let Q be orthogonal, Up := [PBQ ﬁe] €

U 0
Ex(t+1) . |YB
M ,U: 0 I,

and the rows of PgQ provide a relative representation of the points in the clique «, i.e.

K((PpQ)(PsQ)") = Dla].

, and let [V Hg—;zll} € ML be orthogonal. Then @2) holds,

Proof. We just need to use S = I; = QQT in the expression for B in the hypothesis of Theorem
I3 e.g. we could use the compact spectral decomposition B = UDUT and set Pg = UD2. Then
K((PsQ)(PpQ)") = K(Pp(Ph) = K(B) = Dla]. O

The following result provides expressions for the face for the union of two cliques.

Theorem 4.5 ([I7]). Let D € E™ with embedding dimension r and define the sets of positive
integers
o] = 12(]2‘1 + ]_CQ), Qg = (]271 + 1):(]2‘1 + E‘g + E?Z) C 1,
ki = ]al\ =k + k_?g, ko Z:_’ag‘ = ko + ks, (43)

k:=k + ko + k3.
For i = 1,2, let D; := D[oy] € % with embedding dimension t;, and B; := ICT(DZ-) = UZ-SZ-UiT,
where U; € MFxt, Ur'v; = I, S; € Sfer, and U; = [[71' 1 6} e MFEXW+D) Lot + and
U e MU satisfy

e

o ([oi 0 I, 0 BRNSRSE
R(U)—R<[0 Ik3]>ﬂR<[01 UJ), with U U = I4q. (4.4)
Uu o nx (n—k+t+1) UTe n—ktt+1
Let U := eM and [V —T] eM be orthogonal. Then
0 I, g [UTe]
2
() face KT (" (ci, D;)) = (USﬁ‘k+t+1UT> NSe = (UV)S™ UL (4.5)
i=1
[

4.1 Nonsingular Reduction with Intersection Embedding Dimension r

We need the following technical result on the intersection of two structured subspaces.

Lemma 4.6 ([I7]). Let

U o0 I 0
! " R 1 ~
1 2 0 I 0 U



be appropriately blocked with U!, UY € M** full column rank and R(U}) = R(UY). Furthermore,
let

) Ui ) Ui U)oy
Ul = {/ s U2 = Ué/ . (46)
Uy (U3)'Uy Us

Then Uy and Uy are full column rank and satisfy
R(ﬁl) N R(ﬁg) =R (Ul) =R (UQ) .

Moreover, if e, € R! is the I standard unit vector, and Uje; = aye, for some oy # 0, fori = 1,2,
then Use; = aye, fori=1,2. O

The following key result shows that we can complete the distances in the union of two cliques
provided that their intersection has embedding dimension equal to r.

Theorem 4.7 ([I7]). Let the hypotheses of Theorem [ hold. Let

B = U[ﬁ> :]7

BCaNas, D:=D[3], B:=K\(D),

where U € M**UH) satisfies equation @A). Let [V %} € M be orthogonal. Let

Z = (JUV)'B((JUzV)DT. (4.7)

If the embedding dimension for D isr, thent =1, Z € S, is the unique solution of the equation

(JURV)Z(JUzV)! = B, (4.8)

and
Dlai Uas] =K (OUV)Z(UV)T) . (4.9)
O

The following result shows that if we know the minimal face of 87 containing K1(D), and we
know a small submatrix of D, then we can compute a set of points in R” that generate D by solving
a small equation.

Corollary 4.8 ([I7]). Let D € E™ with embedding dimension r, and let 3 C 1:n. LetU € M nx(r+1)
satisfy
face K1 (D) = (UST'UT) n Se,

let Usg := U|[B,:], and let [V Hg—;gll] € M "™ be orthogonal. If D3] has embedding dimension r,
then
(JUsV)Z(JUsV)" = KN (DIA])

has a unique solution Z € S, and D = K(PPT), where P := UvZz/?2 e Ro<r, O

We now show that we can combine two cliques using the relative point representations of each.



Theorem 4.9. Let the hypotheses of Theorem [[.J hold, and following Corollary fori=1,2,
let B; = PZ-PZ-T be full column rank factorizations, so that the rows of P; provide relative positions
for the points in the cliques «;; and partition

P P R P 0 R I 0
Pl = |:P},:| s PQ = |:P2/:| s P1 = Pll/ 0 5 P2 = 0 P2”
! 2 0 I 0 P
Furthermore, let
. Py . P{(P{)Py
P = P/ . Py= Py . (4.10)
PY(P})! P I

If the embedding dimension of D is r, then: t = r; Q1 := (P)TP} and Qa := (PY)TP] are both
orthogonal; Py and P are full column rank and their rows provide relative representations for the
points in the union of the cliques ;i = 1,2, i.e.

Dl Uas] = K(PPY), i=1,2. (4.11)

Proof. From Lemma B0, we have that R(P1) = R(P,). Therefore, R(P]') = R(P}). This means
that we can apply the projections on these ranges and get that

PY(R) P = Pl PU(PLYPY = Y.

Therefore, P, is obtained using Q1 = (P/)TPy and the multiplication P;Q;. Similarly, P is
obtained using Q2 = (Py)T P/ and the multiplication PQ>.
Since

Pe=0, D=KP'PH, i=1,2,
We get that both Q;,i = 1,2 are orthogonal. O

Remark 4.10. Note that there can be many ways to find the full column rank factorizations B; =
PZ-PZ-T in Theorem[.9, e.g.: the compact spectral decomposition; the partial Cholesky factorization;
or the compact QR factorization.

5 Nearest EDM

Suppose that we have a clique « corresponding to the EDM D. Then we can find the smallest
face containing £"(«, D) using B = KT(D); see [T7]. We now consider the case when we are given
a possibly noisy ED M and we would like to find a best approximation, or the nearest EDM |, i.e.
we want to find a best approximation of B = ICT(D) with the correct rank r. For this purpose, we
let D € £ with embedding dimension 7, and suppose that D, = D + N, € Sy NN, where the
off diagonal elements of the rows of the error matrix N, € Sy are independently and identically
distributed with zero mean and the same variance. We now look for the best approximation to
the given noisy distance matrix D.(= D). For example, we could do this in two steps: we first
find the least squares solution B, = ICT(DE), which may not be positive semidefinite and may have
the wrong rank; we then use the truncated spectral decomposition B, = ICT(DE) ~ UX UL, where
UETU6 =1, ¥ €8}, . We could then use the approximation IC(UGZEUET) ~ D, i.e.

D.~KU3SUL),  where B, = K'(D.) ~UXU!, U'U. = 1,, and %, € S", . (5.1)



Alternatively, we could solve the SDP

min  [[K(X) — Dl
s.t. rank(X)=r
Xe=0
X = 0.

We could introduce V' as in Corollary B, eliminate the constraints. We get the following.

Problem 5.0.1. The unconstrained nearest ED M problem with embedding dimension r is

U € argmin %HICV(UUT)—DJ’?

' s.t.  UeM®mr (52)

The nearest EDM is D* = Ky (U (U)T).

5.1 Noise model
Let D € £™ with embedding dimension r and suppose that D, = D 4+ N.. We assume that there is
a multiplicative error on the measured distances,

dij = ||pi = pjll2(1 + oesy),

where o € [0,1] is the noise factor, and ¢;; are independently and identically distributed random
variables coming from the normal distribution with mean zero and variance one. Then

D, = (d?j> = (llpi — pylI3(L + oe5)?)
and D = (||p; — pj|3), so that

Ne=D.—D = (sz —ij%(QO'Eij + 02622]‘)) .
We used the multiplicative noise model noise model for our tests on noisy problems:

dij = ||pz —ij(l + O'€Z'j), for all ij € FE,

where o > 0 represents the noise factor and, for all ij € E, the random variable ¢;; is normally
distributed with zero mean and standard deviation one. That is, {g;;}, jeE are uncorrelated, have
zero mean and the same variance. Here we are modelling the situation that the amount of additive
noise corrupting a distance measurement between two sensors is directly proportional to the distance
between the sensors.

This multiplicative noise model is the one most commonly considered in sensor network local-
ization; see, for example, [6],[5], 23], [24],[20],[T4, [[5]. For large values of o, it is possible that 1+ oe
is negative. Therefore, the alternate multiplicative noise model

dij = ||pi — p;l||1 + oeij|, for all ij € E,
is sometimes used. Note, however, that in both multiplicative noise models, we have

d7; = |lpi — pj|*(1 + oeij)?,  for all ij € E. (5.3)
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The associated least squares problem for determining the mazimum likelihood positions for
Piy...,Pp € R" is

minimize Z vizj
ijeE
subject to |lp; — p;||2(1 +vij)% = d?j, forall ij € E
>impi =0

P1y---yPn € R".

Let H be the 0-1 adjacency matrix associated with the n-by-n partial Euclidean distance matrix
D := (dfj) Letting V := (v;;) € R™"™ and Vi := H oV, we can rewrite this problem as

minimize Ve %
subject to IC(PPT) o(H+2Vg+VyoVy)=HoD
PTe =0
P 6 RHXT‘

Removing the rank constraint, we obtain the (nonlinear) semidefinite relaxation

minimize Ve %
subject to K(Y)o (H +2Vyg +VgoVy)=HoD (5.4)
Y € ST NnSe.

We compare the following two approaches. Let D be an n-by-n Euclidean distance matrix

corrupted by noise (hence D may not even be a true Euclidean distance matrix since K'(D) may
have negative eigenvalues).

1. We compute the eigenvalue decomposition ICT(D) = UAUT, and let P := UTATV2 € R™*7,
This matrix P minimizes ||PPT — ICT(D)H 7 over all P € R™ " and satisfies

_ | oy,

i=r+1

|prt - ki,

Since we assume that diag(D) = 0, we have that  KT(D) = D. Therefore,

|e(PPT) — D|, = ||c(PPT ~ Kt(D))|

< [IKllp - | PP ~KI(D)]

oy, | 3 RAKH(D)).

i=r+1

2. We can compute better Euclidean distance matrix approximations of D by increasing the rank
of the approximation PPT of KT(D). That is, we let P := U;CAI,IC/2 e R™* for some k > r;
see, for example, [2, Lemma 2]. Our facial reduction technique lends well to this approach.

There is no problem for us to compute the intersection of different faces that occupy different
dimensions.
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6 Clique Reductions Algorithm

In [I7], we presented an algorithm for exact SIN L given exact data. We now outline this algorithm
and extend to include new cases. The algorithm in [I7] considered /handled four different cases:

1. Rigid clique intersection:

2. Non-rigid clique intersection:
3. Rigid node absorption:

4. Non-rigid node absorption:

Each of these cases made use of the essential fact that we knew the embedding dimension is r and
that the operation resulted in a unique face of dimension r from the intersection of two faces. This
resulted in a very successful algorithm. However, the algorithm could fail when the graph is very
sparse. This is due to the fact that the intersection process did not result in a unique face of proper
dimension.

In the case that we end up with more than one clique after applying the above four techniques,
we now extend it to allow the intersection of faces to have dimension > r. For example, the
singular intersections with the application of lower bounds may not yield a unique solution, so we
let the solution be in a higher dimension. This still reduces the dimension of the current face of
the problem.

7 Generating/Testing Instances

The SN Lis closely related to the molecular distance geometry problem; see, for example, [12, [IT],
M0, B]. In particular, the Extended Geometric Build-up Algorithm, (EGBA) is presented in [12].
This algorithm, for » = 3 starts with a clique made up of 4 atoms, and then builds up the size
of the clique by adding one atom at a time. They include a discussion on how to avoid the build
up of round-off error. See [I8] for information on generating instances for the molecular distance
geometry problem.
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1:n={1,...,n},B& nearest EDM [

J, orthogonal projection onto {e}*, B noise factor,

E"(a, D), principal submatrix of EDM | noise model

KK, E multiplicative, [0

S™(1:k,Y), principal submatrix top-left block, nonsingular reduction, [

S™(1:k,Y), top-left block fixed, null space of £, N (L),

Sn(M), product symmetrization of M,

Ss(M), sum symmetrization of M, offDiag operator of a matrix, off Diag M, I
T =K' 0@

principal submatrix of EDM , £"(c, D),

o, noise factor, [l principal submatrix positive semidefinite set, S (v, Y),
us2Mat, Hl
us2vec, @l

principal submatrix set, S"(a,Y),

principal submatrix top-left block, £"(1:k, D),
principal submatrix top-left block, S™(1:k,Y),
principal submatrix, Y[a],

product symmetrization of M, Sy (M),
clique, B, proper face,

cone generated by C, cone (C),

cone of EDM , £F,

cone of positive definite matrices, S_]Lr ,
cone of positive semidefinite matrices, S¥ |

m X n real matrices, M™",
n X n matrices, M" , H

E DM completion problem,
E DM linear operator, K, H

EE

range space of £, R(L),
relative interior, relint -,
representation of a clique,

sum symmetrization of M, Sy (M),

diagonal matrix from a vector, Diag v, Hl symmetric & x k matrices, S* |

diagonal of a matrix, diag M, @l
top-left block fixed, £"(1:k, D),
top-left block fixed, S™(1:k,Y),
trace inner product, (A, B) = trace AT B,

embedding dimension,
embedding dimension (fized), r, €l
Euclidean distance matrix, EDM |,

exposed face, vector linear operator, D, H
Extended Geometric Build-up Algorithm, EGBA, vector of ones, e,

face, FF < K,
facially exposed cone,

graph of the EDM , G = (N, E,w),
graph realizability, B

hollow space, Sy,
Lowner partial order, A > B,
matrix of points in space, P, Hl

maximum log-likelihood, [
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