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Fast and Accurate Low-Rank Tensor Completion
Methods Based on QR Decomposition and

𝐿2,1 Norm Minimization
Hongbing Zhang, Xinyi Liu, Hongtao Fan, Yajing Li, Yinlin Ye

Abstract—Recently, tensor complete method has been widely
used in multidimensional data recovery, especially in the case of
serious lack of data information. The existing tensor complete
problem is essentially to solve the tensor rank minimization
problem. Among them, the commonly used method to solve
the tensor complete problem is to approximate it to solve the
problem of minimizing the nuclear norm related to the matrix
form or its related improvements to solve. However, it is worth
noting that the core calculations of the vast majority of such
methods available involve the calculation of the singular value
decomposition (SVD) of the matrix obtained by the expansion
of the tensor mode, which will lead to a sharp increase in
the computational cost of the problem, and in turn cause the
efficiency of the solution to be particularly slow, especially when
the tensor data information is very large. Concretely, for a
matrix 𝑋 ∈ R𝑚×𝑛, the computational complexity of its singular
value decomposition is 𝑂 (𝑚𝑛2), and where n is extremely large
in practice, i.e., the product of the tensor dimensions except
one of the other dimensions. More recently, an Approximate
SVD Based on Qatar Riyal (QR) Decomposition (CSVD-QR)
[1] method for matrix complete problem is presented, whose
computational complexity is 𝑂 (𝑟2 (𝑚 + 𝑛)), which is mainly
due to that 𝑟 is far less than min{𝑚, 𝑛}, where 𝑟 represents
the largest number of singular values of matrix 𝑋 . What is
particularly interesting is that after replacing the nuclear norm
with the 𝐿2,1 norm proposed based on this decomposition, as
the upper bound of the nuclear norm, when the intermediate
matrix 𝐷 in its decomposition is close to the diagonal matrix, it
will converge to the nuclear norm, and is exactly equal, when
the 𝐷 matrix is equal to the diagonal matrix, to the nuclear
norm, which ingeniously avoids the calculation of the singular
value of the matrix. To the best of our knowledge, there is no
literature to generalize and apply it to solve tensor complete
problems. Inspired by this, in this paper we propose a class
of tensor minimization model based on 𝐿2,1 norm and CSVD-
QR method for the tensor complete problem, which is convex
and therefore has a global minimum solution. Subsequently, in
order to further improve the accuracy of our model, a TLNMTV
model was proposed by adding TV regularization terms, which
not only improves the use of local sparse prior information,
but also greatly promotes the restoration effect on local detail
information. Finally, three multidimensional data experiments
of hyperspectral images, magnetic resonance images, and color
video images are used to compare the proposed method with
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state-of-the art methods to illustrate the rapidity and efficiency
of the proposed method. The experimental results show that
when solving the tensor complete problem, the TLNM method
takes extremely short time compared with other methods while
maintaining high image quality indicators and fairly good visual
effects. In particular, for hyperspectral images its image visual
effect is the best among all methods when the sampling rate is
2.5%. Meanwhile, the quantitative picture quality indices (PQIs)
and visual effects of the TLNMTV method are the most excellent,
especially in terms of detail information extraction.

Index Terms—Tensor nuclear norm, 𝐿2,1 norm, alternating
direction method of multipliers (ADMM), low-rank (LR) tensor
completion, an approximate SVD based on Qatar Riyal (QR)
Decomposition (CSVD-QR).

I. INTRODUCTION

LOW-RANK tensor completion (LRTC) has received, es-
pecially when dealing with extremely high-dimensional

data, extensive attention in recent years, and is widely used
in color picture and video processing, magnetic resonance
images, hyperspectral image [2], pattern recognition [3], [4]
face modeling and analysis [5] and other fields. However,
due to various objective factors in real life, such as poor
imaging acquisition conditions of visual data, or severe data
damage during transmission, the obtained data is incomplete
or severely damaged. This will promote the research of ten-
sor complete [6] and tensor robustness principal component
analysis [7] with the aquired data, especially how to make
use of the internal structure information between the obtained
observation data and the lost data to achieve tensor complete
will become particularly important.

As is known to all, tensors are higher-order forms of
matrices and vectors, but the existing strategies for solving
matrix complete problems and other techniques cannot be
directly applied to solving tensor complete problems. One
essential reason for this is that the definition of tensor rank
is not unique. In the past few years, many definitions of
the rank of tensors have been proposed according to the
different ways in which the tensors are decomposed, such as
CANDECOMP/PARAFAC(CP) rank [8], [9] generated by CP
decomposition [10], Tucker-rank generated by Tucker decom-
position [11], [12], and tube rank and multi-rank based on
tensor products [13], [14], etc. However, the obtained different
ranks have their own defects. For example, the calculation of
the rank of tensor CP is NP-hard [15]; the determination of
Tucker rank [16], [17] requires the operation of the mode n
unfolding and folding of one tensor , which will cause the
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curse of dimensionality; the multi-rank and tube rank based
on t-SVD decomposition induced by tensor product only apply
to third-order tensors due to the current limitations of tensor
product. Mathematically, low-rank tensor complete problems
mentioned above can be expressed in the following form:

min
X

𝑟𝑎𝑛𝑘 (X), 𝑠.𝑡. XΩ = TΩ (1)

where T and X are the incomplete and completed tensors,
respectively, Ω denotes the indices of the observed elements
of T , 𝑟𝑎𝑛𝑘 (X) indicates the rank of tensor X, conditions to
be met XΩ = TΩ mean that the entries of X should agree with
T in Ω. However, it is well known that the rank of the tensor
with respect to X is not a convex function as is the rank of the
matrix. In this regard, Liu et al. [18] turn to use the convex
envelope nuclear norm of the rank function to replace it, and
propose a tensor nuclear norm minimization method to solve
such problems, especially for image restoration problems

min
X

‖X‖∗, 𝑠.𝑡. XΩ = TΩ (2)

where ‖X‖∗ =
∑𝑁
𝑛=1 𝛼𝑛‖X(𝑛) ‖∗(𝛼𝑛 denotes a constant satisfy-

ing 𝛼𝑛 ≥ 0 and
∑𝑁
𝑛=1 𝛼𝑛 = 1). Such as the above model (2) has

a relatively ideal effect in image global information restoration,
while the extraction performance of local information is very
insufficient, which is far from meeting the requirements of
the actual image restoration application, especially the high-
dimensional image restoration problem. In view of this, a
local piece-wise smoothness prior is employed to achieve the
regularization of the image recovery, and a large class of
total variation (TV) minimization method [19] is proposed
and applied to image processing and pattern recognitionn [12],
[20], [21], [22]. Generally, for the tensor complete problem,
the TV term is usually included in the LR framework to
jointly represent the local piece-wise continuity and global LR
structure along different dimensions [23], [24], [25], [26], thus
greatly improving the local information effect of the model.
The specific model is shown as follows:

min
X

‖X‖∗ + _‖X‖𝑇𝑉 , 𝑠.𝑡. XΩ = TΩ (3)

where ‖X‖𝑇𝑉 is TV regularization term, and the parameter
_ > 0 is used to balance the relationship between the
nuclear norm and the regularization term. Due to the large
amount of data contained in tensor, the calculation of TV
regularization term costs a lot of time. Therefore, the method
of introducing TV regularization term improves the quality of
image restoration at the cost of computing speed.

In order to solve the nuclear norm minimization problem
of (2) and (3), it is necessary to calculate the SVD of each
mode unfolding matrix in each iteration. As a representation
of multi-dimensional data, a tensor contains a large number
of elements, which makes the dimension of the unfolding
matrix of each mode generally large. Therefore, it takes a long
time to calculate the SVD of the unfolding matrix, which in
turn reduces the overall solution speed, which is extremely
unfavorable for practical applications. Recently, Liu et al.
proposed a fast and accurate matrix completion method in [1].
To the best of our knowledge, it has not been introduced and is
used to solve tensor complete problems. Inspired by the above

method, we propose a method that does not require calculating
SVD to solve low-rank tensor model, which greatly reduces
the computational cost of the existing advanced methods and
further improves the efficiency of the solution. Furthermore,
in order to make full use of local prior information and
improve the accuracy of tensor complete, a method with TV
is proposed. To summarize, our proposed method takes these
issues into consideration and the main contributions can be
highlighted as follows.

1) : In order to improve the solving speed of the low-rank
tensor complete problem model, we use, instead of singular
value decomposition of the matrix, the Computing an Approxi-
mate SVD Based on Qatar Riyal (QR) Decomposition (CSVD-
QR) method, which does not need to calculate the singular
value of the matrix related and the time required is much less
than those available methods based on SVD decomposition.
In addition, we first use the 𝐿2,1 norm, which is not only the
upper bound of the nuclear norm, but also can converge to the
nuclear norm when the decomposition is based on CSVD-
QR, to replace the commonly used nuclear norm to solve
the low-rank tensor complete problem. In particular, when
the factor matrix 𝐷 in the CSVD-QR decomposition 𝐿𝐷𝑅

is diagonal matrix, the 𝐿2,1 norm happens to be the nuclear
norm. Therefore, it not only avoids the SVD decomposition,
but also effectively mitigates the double effects of calculation
efficiency caused by solving the kernel norm minimization
problem based on the SVD decomposition, which further
greatly reduces the calculation cost and greatly improves the
calculation speed.

2) : In this paper, the tensor 𝐿2,1 norm minimization
(TLNM) method is first proposed for the low-rank tensor
complete problem. In order to further improve the extraction of
local information, we optimize the low-rank tensor completion
model (2) and design the tensor 𝐿2,1 norm minimization
method with TV (TLNMTV) to improve the efficiency, that is,
the accuracy, of the TLNM. TV regular items need to calculate
the local relevant information of each element, our TLNMTV
method is bound to sacrifice some speed to improve the image
restoration quality.

3) : Three kinds of high-dimensional experimental data
(hyperspectral image, magnetic resonance image, color video
image) was executed and showed that TLNM greatly enhanced
the speed, that is, the required time is the shortest compared
with the state-of-the-art methods, while ensuring the superior-
ity of the recovery results. In particular, it is worth mentioning
that when the hyperspectral sampling rate is 2.5%, it can still
be restored to obtain particularly satisfactory image visual
effects. Most importantly, the image quality indicators and
visual effects of the TLNMTV method are the most excellent,
especially in terms of detail information extraction.

The summary of this article is as follows: Section II, some
preliminary knowledge and background of the complete of
tensors and matrices are given. The main results, including the
proposed model and algorithm, are shown in Section III. The
results of extensive experiments and discussion are presented
in Section IV. Conclusions are drawn in section V.
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II. PRELIMINARIES

This section provides the basic knowledge of the proposed
method. Firstly we give the basic tensor notations.

A. Tensor Notations and Definitions

Generally, a lowercase letter and an uppercase letter denote
a vector x and a marix 𝑋 . An 𝑁th-order tensor is denoted by a
calligraphic upper case letter X ∈ RI1×I2×···×I𝑁 and x𝑖1 ,𝑖2 , · · · ,𝑖𝑁
is its (𝑖1, 𝑖2, · · · , 𝑖𝑁 )-th element. The Frobenius norm of a
tensor is defined as ‖X‖𝐹 = (∑𝑖1 ,𝑖2 , · · · ,𝑖𝑁 x2

𝑖1 ,𝑖2 , · · · ,𝑖𝑁 )
1/2. The

inner product of two 𝑁th-order tensors Y and Z is defined
as 〈Y,Z〉 = ∑

𝑖1 ,𝑖2 , · · · ,𝑖𝑁 y𝑖1 ,𝑖2 , · · · ,𝑖𝑁 z𝑖1 ,𝑖2 , · · · ,𝑖𝑁 , where y𝑖1 ,𝑖2 , · · · ,𝑖𝑁
and z𝑖1 ,𝑖2 , · · · ,𝑖𝑁 are the (𝑖1, 𝑖2, · · · , 𝑖𝑁 )-th element of Y and Z,
respectively.

Definition 1 (Tensor Mode-𝑛 Unfolding and Folding [27]):
The mode-𝑛 unfolding of a tensor X ∈ RI1×I2×···×I𝑁 is
denoted as a matrix X(𝑛) ∈ RI𝑛×I1 · · ·I𝑛−1I𝑛+1 · · ·I𝑁 . Tensor element
(𝑖1, 𝑖2, ..., 𝑖𝑁 ) maps to matrix element (𝑖𝑛, 𝑗), where

𝑗 = 1 +
𝑁∑︁

𝑘=1,𝑘≠𝑛
(𝑖𝑘 − 1)J𝑘 𝑤𝑖𝑡ℎ J𝑘 =

𝑘−1∏
𝑚=1,𝑚≠𝑛

I𝑚. (4)

The mode-𝑛 unfolding operator and its inverse are re-
spectively denoted as 𝑢𝑛 𝑓 𝑜𝑙𝑑𝑛 and 𝑓 𝑜𝑙𝑑𝑛, and they satisfy
X = 𝑓 𝑜𝑙𝑑𝑛 (X(𝑛) ) = 𝑓 𝑜𝑙𝑑𝑛 (𝑢𝑛 𝑓 𝑜𝑙𝑑𝑛 (X)).

Definition 2 (The mode-𝑛 product of tensor [27]): The
mode-𝑛 product of tensor X ∈ RI1×I2×···×I𝑁 with matirx
𝑈 ∈ RJ𝑛×I𝑛 is denoted by Y = X ×𝑛 𝑈, where Y ∈
RI1×I2×···I𝑛−1J𝑛I𝑛+1 · · ·I𝑁 . Elementwise, we have

Y = X ×𝑛 𝑈 ⇔ Y(𝑛) = 𝑈· 𝑢𝑛 𝑓 𝑜𝑙𝑑𝑛 (X(𝑛) ). (5)

Definition 3 (The 𝐿2,1 norm of matirx [28]): The 𝐿2,1 norm
of a matirx 𝑀 ∈ RI×J is denoted by

‖𝑀 ‖2,1 =

J∑︁
𝑗=1

√√√ I∑︁
𝑖=1

𝑚2
𝑖 𝑗

; (6)

where 𝑚𝑖, 𝑗 is the element in the i-th row and j-th column of
matrix 𝑀 .

Definition 4 (Method for Computing an Approximate SVD
Based on QR Decomposition (CSVD-QR) [1]): Suppose that
𝑋 ∈ R𝑚×𝑛 is a given real matrix. Such method can compute
the largest 𝑟 (𝑟 ∈ (0,min{𝑚, 𝑛})) singular values and the
corresponding singular vectors of X by QR decompositions
directly. Specifically, the method aims to find three matrices,
i.e., 𝐿, 𝐷, and 𝑅, such that

‖𝑋 − 𝐿𝐷𝑅‖2
𝐹 ≤ Y0 (7)

where Y0 is a positive tolerance. Decompose X into three
matrices as follows:

𝑋 = 𝐿𝐷𝑅 (8)

where 𝐿 ∈ R𝑚×𝑟 , 𝐷 ∈ R𝑟×𝑟 , 𝑅 ∈ R𝑟×𝑛, 𝑟 ∈ (0,min{𝑚, 𝑛}).
The factors 𝐿 and 𝑅 denote a column orthogonal matrix and a
row orthogonal matrix, respectively. Specifically, they are the
orthogonal bases of the columns and rows of X, respectively.

The matrix 𝐷 does not need to be diagonal. Consequently, a
minimization problem is drawn up

min
𝐿,𝐷,𝑅

‖𝑋 − 𝐿𝐷𝑅‖2
𝐹 , 𝑠.𝑡. 𝐿𝑇 𝐿 = 𝐼, 𝑅𝑅𝑇 = 𝐼 . (9)

The minimization function in (9) is convex to each one of
the variables, i.e., 𝐿, 𝐷, and 𝑅, when the remaining two are
fixed. Thus, the variables can be alternately updated one by
one. Suppose that 𝐿 𝑗 , 𝐷 𝑗 , and 𝑅 𝑗 denote the results of the
𝑗 th iteration in the alternating method. Let 𝐿1 = 𝑒𝑦𝑒(𝑚, 𝑟),
𝐷1 = 𝑒𝑦𝑒(𝑟, 𝑟), and 𝑅1 = 𝑒𝑦𝑒(𝑟, 𝑛). In the 𝑗 th iteration, 𝐿 𝑗+1
is updated with fixed 𝐷 𝑗 and 𝑅 𝑗 as follows:

[𝑄,𝑇] = 𝑞𝑟 (𝑋𝑅𝑇𝑗 ) (10)
𝐿 𝑗+1 = 𝑄(𝑞1, . . . , 𝑞𝑟 ) (11)

where 𝑄 ∈ R𝑚×𝑚 and 𝑇 ∈ R𝑚×𝑟 are the intermediate variables,
and equation (10) indicates that the QR decomposition of 𝑋𝑅𝑇

𝑗

is 𝑋𝑅𝑇
𝑗
= 𝑄𝑇 . Similarly, 𝑅 𝑗+1 can be updated as follows:

[𝑄,𝑇] = 𝑞𝑟 (𝑋𝑇 𝐿 𝑗+1) (12)
𝑅 𝑗+1 = 𝑄(𝑞1, . . . , 𝑞𝑟 ) (13)

where 𝑄 ∈ R𝑛×𝑛 and 𝑇 ∈ R𝑛×𝑟 are the intermediate variables.
Since the optimal 𝑅 is a row orthogonal matrix, we set

𝑅 𝑗+1 = 𝑅𝑇𝑗+1. (14)

Finally, 𝐷 𝑗+1 is updated as follows:

𝐷 𝑗+1 = 𝑎𝑟𝑔min
𝐷

‖𝑋 − 𝐿 𝑗+1𝐷𝑅 𝑗+1‖2
𝐹 (15)

= 𝐿𝑇𝑗+1𝑋𝑅
𝑇
𝑗+1. (16)

According to (12), we have

𝑇𝑇 = 𝐿𝑇𝑗+1𝑋𝑄. (17)

Because 𝑅 𝑗+1 is generated by (13) and (14), we have

𝐷 𝑗+1 = 𝑇𝑇 (1 . . . 𝑟, 1 . . . 𝑟). (18)

When ‖𝐿 𝑗𝐷 𝑗𝑅 𝑗 − 𝑋 ‖2
𝐹
≤ Y0 or 𝑗 > 𝐼𝑡𝑚𝑎𝑥, CSVD-QR stops

iterating. Now 𝐿 𝑗 , 𝐷 𝑗 , 𝑅 𝑗 is the result obtained by 𝑋 through
CSVD-QR.

Lemma 1 (The relationship between matrix 𝐿2,1 norm and
nuclear norm [1]): The matrix 𝐴 ∈ R𝑟×𝑟 can be decomposed
as follows:

𝐴 =
∑𝑟
𝑗=1 𝐴

𝑗 , (19)

(𝐴 𝑗 )𝑘,𝑖 =
{

(𝐴)𝑘, 𝑗 , (𝑖 = 𝑗),
0, (𝑖 ≠ 𝑗) (20)

where 𝑖, 𝑗 , 𝑘 = 1, . . . , 𝑟 , and 𝐴 𝑗 ∈ R𝑟×𝑟 . From (19), we have

‖𝐴‖∗ = ‖
𝑟∑︁
𝑗=1

𝐴 𝑗 ‖∗ ≤
𝑟∑︁
𝑗=1

‖𝐴 𝑗 ‖∗. (21)

Because
∑𝑟
𝑗=1 ‖𝐴 𝑗 ‖∗ = ‖𝐴‖2,1, we have the following conclu-

sion:
‖𝐴‖∗ ≤ ‖𝐴‖2,1 (22)
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B. Methods for Matrix Completion

1) Singular Value Thresholding Method: A classical nu-
clear norm based method is the SVT method proposed by
Cai et al. [29]. The optimal 𝑋 can be updated by solving the
following problem :

min
𝑋
`‖𝑋 ‖∗ +

1
2
‖𝑋 − 𝑌 ‖2

𝐹 . (23)

The problem in (23) can be settled by the singular value
shrinking operator (SVT) [29] shown in Lemma 2 below.

Lemma 2 (SVT [29] ): For each ` ≥ 0, 𝑌 ∈ R𝑚×𝑛 is a given
real matrix, where 𝑌 = 𝑈Λ𝑉𝑇 is the SVD decomposition of
𝑌 . The global minimum solution to

𝑆` (𝑌 ) = arg min
𝑋
`‖𝑋 ‖∗ +

1
2
‖𝑋 − 𝑌 ‖2

𝐹 (24)

is given by the singular value shrinking operator

𝑆` (𝑌 ) = 𝑈𝑑𝑖𝑎𝑔(Σ𝑖 (Λ𝑖𝑖))𝑉𝑇 (25)

where Σ𝑖 (Λ𝑖𝑖) = 𝑚𝑎𝑥{Λ𝑖𝑖 − `, 0} and 𝑖 = 1, ..., 𝑛.
The SVT method has efficient convergence on a matrix

with a strict low-rank structure. However, due to the high cost
of SVD iterative computation, its usefulness has been greatly
reduced.

2) 𝐿2,1-Norm Minimization Method: Recently, the 𝐿2,1
norm was successfully used in low-rank representation [28] to
optimize the noise data matrix 𝐿 ∈ R𝑚×𝑛. The optimal 𝐿 can
be updated by solving the minimization problem as follows:

min
𝐿
𝜏‖𝐿‖2,1 +

1
2
‖𝐿 − 𝐶‖2

𝐹 (26)

where 𝐶 ∈ R𝑚×𝑛 is a given real matrix and 𝜏 > 0. The 𝐿2,1 −
𝑛𝑜𝑟𝑚 of 𝐿 is defined as Definition 3.

Lemma 3 (𝐿2,1 norm minimization solver (LNMS) [1]): The
optimal 𝐿 (; , 𝑗) (denoting the 𝑗 th column of 𝐿) of the problem
in (26) obeys

𝐿 (; , 𝑗) = 𝑚𝑎𝑥{‖𝐶 (:, 𝑗)‖2 − 𝜏, 0}
‖𝐶 (:, 𝑗)‖2

𝐶 (:, 𝑗) (27)

where ‖𝐶 (:, 𝑗)‖2 =

√︃∑𝑚
𝑖=1 𝐶

2
𝑖 𝑗

.
We can know from the above two lemmas. The compu-

tational complexity of SVT is 𝑂 (𝑚𝑛2), where 𝑛 < 𝑚. The
computational complexity of LNMS is 𝑂 (𝑚𝑛). It can be seen
that the LNMS method requires much less time than the SVT
method.

III. THE PROPOSED MODEL AND ALGORITHM

A. Application of 𝐿2,1-Norm Minimization and CSVD-QR
method to Tensor Completion

This paper aims to investigate a fast and accurate tensor
completion method based on 𝐿2,1-norm minimization and
CSVD-QR method. Firstly, we introduce some auxiliary pa-
rameters M𝑛 = X(𝑛 = 1, ..., 𝑁). Then LRTC problem (2) can
be rewritten as:

min
X

𝑁∑︁
𝑛=1

𝛼𝑛‖M𝑛(𝑛) ‖∗

𝑠.𝑡. {M𝑛 = X}𝑁𝑛=1, XΩ = TΩ (28)

Due to the matrix form of M𝑛(𝑛) in its objective function, it
can be decomposed into M𝑛(𝑛) = 𝐿𝑛𝐷𝑛𝑅𝑛 by the CSVD-QR
method, where 𝐿𝑛 is a column orthogonal matrix and 𝑅𝑛 is a
row orthogonal matrix and 𝐷𝑛 ∈ R𝑟𝑛×𝑟𝑛 . Because of this, the
following conclusions can be obtained:

‖M𝑛(𝑛) ‖∗ = ‖𝐷𝑛‖∗. (29)

Further, the problem (28) is transformed into the following
minimization problem :

min
X

𝑁∑︁
𝑛=1

𝛼𝑛‖𝐷𝑛‖∗

𝑠.𝑡. {M𝑛 = X}𝑁𝑛=1, XΩ = TΩ
{M𝑛(𝑛) = 𝐿𝑛𝐷𝑛𝑅𝑛}𝑁𝑛=1,

𝐿𝑇𝑛 𝐿𝑛 = 𝐼𝑛, 𝑅𝑛𝑅
𝑇
𝑛 = 𝐼𝑛. (30)

It is not difficult to find through observation that although
the dimension of 𝐷𝑛 matrix is greatly reduced compared with
M𝑛(𝑛) matrix, as the objective function still includes the min-
imization of kernel norm, the singular value of 𝐷𝑛 matrix still
needs to be calculated. According to the LNMS method, it is
not necessary to calculate the singular value of the correlation
matrix when it is replaced by 𝐿2,1 norm minimization. And
from Lemma 1, we know ‖𝐷𝑛‖∗ ≤ ‖𝐷𝑛‖2,1, i.e., the 𝐿2,1
norm is the upper bound of the nuclear norm, and the L21
norm can converge to the nuclear norm based on CSVD-QR,
which indicates that in this case, the use of L21 can not only
improve the calculation speed, but also ensure the accuracy of
the model. At this moment, the problem (30) can be converted
into:

min
X

𝑁∑︁
𝑛=1

𝛼𝑛‖𝐷𝑛‖2,1

𝑠.𝑡. {M𝑛 = X}𝑁𝑛=1, XΩ = TΩ
{M𝑛(𝑛) = 𝐿𝑛𝐷𝑛𝑅𝑛}𝑁𝑛=1,

𝐿𝑇𝑛 𝐿𝑛 = 𝐼𝑛, 𝑅𝑛𝑅
𝑇
𝑛 = 𝐼𝑛. (31)

Hereafter, the tensor 𝐿2,1 norm minimization model, called
TLNM for short, was proposed.

B. Optimization TLNM Algorithm Based on ADMM

Based on the augmented Lagrange formulation, one can get
the following optimization problem:

𝐿𝑎𝑔(X,P, {M𝑛,Q𝑛, 𝐿𝑛, 𝑅𝑛, 𝐷𝑛,Φ𝑛}𝑁𝑛=1)

=

𝑁∑︁
𝑛=1

𝛼𝑛‖𝐷𝑛‖2,1 +
`

2
‖M𝑛(𝑛) − 𝐿𝑛𝐷𝑛𝑅𝑛 +

Φ𝑛

`
‖2
𝐹

+ `
2
‖M𝑛 − X + Q𝑛

`
‖2
𝐹 + `

2
‖XΩ − TΩ + PΩ

`
‖2
𝐹 . (32)

where P, Q𝑛 and Φ𝑛 are the Lagrange multipliers and ` is a
positive scalar. Now, we can optimize the problem (32) under
the ADMM framework. Suppose that 𝐿𝑘𝑛, 𝑅

𝑘
𝑛 , 𝐷

𝑘
𝑛,M𝑘

𝑛 ,X𝑘

denote the result of the kth iteration in the ADMM.
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1) Optimizing {𝐿1, ..., 𝐿𝑁 }: The initial value of 𝐿𝑛, 𝐷𝑛, 𝑅𝑛
is 𝐿0

𝑛 = 𝑒𝑦𝑒(I𝑛, 𝑟𝑛), 𝐷0
𝑛 = 𝑒𝑦𝑒(𝑟𝑛, 𝑟𝑛) and 𝑅0

𝑛 = 𝑒𝑦𝑒(𝑟, 𝑡𝑛) and
𝑡𝑛 = I1 · · · I𝑛−1I𝑛+1 · · · I𝑁 . Keeping other variables constant, the
optimization function with respect to 𝐿𝑛 is

min
𝐿𝑛 ,𝑅

𝑘
𝑛

‖M𝑘
𝑛(𝑛) − 𝐿𝑛𝐷

𝑘
𝑛𝑅

𝑘
𝑛 +

Φ𝑘𝑛

`
‖2
𝐹 . (33)

In our method, problem (33) is regarded as an iteration of
CSVD-QR on M𝑘

𝑛(𝑛) +
Φ𝑘

𝑛

`
, and its form is as follows:

M𝑘
𝑛(𝑛) +

Φ𝑘𝑛

`
= 𝐿𝑛𝐷𝑇 𝑛𝑅

𝑘
𝑛 , (34)

where 𝐷𝑇 𝑛 ∈ R𝑟𝑛×𝑟𝑛 . Let M𝑘
𝑛(𝑛) +

Φ𝑘
𝑛

`
= 𝐺𝑛. Then 𝐿𝑘+1

𝑛 can
be updated as follows:

[𝑄,𝑇] = 𝑞𝑟 (𝐺𝑛𝑅𝑇 (𝑘)
𝑛 ) (35)

𝐿𝑘+1
𝑛 = 𝑄(𝑞1, ..., 𝑞𝑟𝑛 ) (36)

where 𝑄 ∈ RI𝑛×I𝑛 and 𝑇 ∈ RI𝑛×𝑟𝑛 are the intermediate
variables.

2) Optimizing {𝑅1, ..., 𝑅𝑁 }: Similarly, 𝑅𝑘+1
𝑛 can be updated

as follows:

[𝑄,𝑇] = 𝑞𝑟 (𝐺𝑇𝑛 𝐿𝑘+1
𝑛 ) (37)

𝑅𝑘+1
𝑛 = 𝑄(𝑞1, ..., 𝑞𝑟𝑛 ) (38)

where 𝑄 ∈ R𝑡𝑛×𝑡𝑛 and 𝑇 ∈ R𝑡𝑛×𝑟𝑛 are the intermediate
variables. Since the optimal 𝑅𝑛 is a row orthogonal matrix,
we set

𝑅𝑘+1
𝑛 = 𝑅

𝑇 (𝑘+1)
𝑛 (39)

3) Optimizing {𝐷1, ..., 𝐷𝑁 }: The variable 𝐷𝑛 can be opti-
mized, with M𝑘

𝑛(𝑛) , Φ
𝑘
𝑛, 𝐿𝑘+1

𝑛 , and 𝑅𝑘+1
𝑛 held fixed, by solving

the following problem:

𝐷𝑘+1
𝑛 = arg min

𝐷𝑛

𝛼𝑛

`𝑘
‖𝐷𝑛‖2,1

+1
2
‖𝐷𝑛 − 𝐿𝑇 (𝑘+1)

𝑛 (M𝑘+1
𝑛(𝑛) +

Φ𝑘𝑛

`𝑘
)𝑅𝑇 (𝑘+1)
𝑛 ‖2

𝐹 .(40)

From (34) and (40), we have the conclusion:

𝐷𝑇 𝑛 = 𝐿
𝑇 (𝑘+1)
𝑛 (M𝑘+1

𝑛(𝑛) +
Φ𝑘𝑛

`𝑘
)𝑅𝑇 (𝑘+1)
𝑛 (41)

Therefore, (40) can be reformulated as follows:

𝐷𝑘+1
𝑛 = arg min

𝐷𝑛

𝛼𝑛

`𝑘
‖𝐷𝑛‖2,1 +

1
2
‖𝐷𝑛 − 𝐷𝑇 𝑛‖2

𝐹 . (42)

From Lemma 3, we can now update 𝐷𝑛 by the following
equation:

𝐷𝑘+1
𝑛 = 𝐷𝑇 𝑛𝐾𝑛 (43)

where 𝐾𝑛 is a diagonal matrix, i.e.,

𝐾𝑛 = 𝑑𝑖𝑎𝑔(𝑘𝑛1, ..., 𝑘𝑛𝑟𝑛 ) (44)

where the jth entry 𝑘𝑛 𝑗 is given as follows:

𝑘𝑛 𝑗 =
𝑚𝑎𝑥{‖𝐷𝑇 𝑛 (:, 𝑗)‖𝐹 − 1

`𝑘
, 0}

‖𝐷𝑇 𝑛 (:, 𝑗)‖𝐹
(45)

4) Optimizing {M1, ...,M𝑁 }: Keeping other variables con-
stant, the optimization function with respect to M𝑛 is

M𝑛 = min
M𝑛

‖M𝑛(𝑛) − 𝐿𝑘+1
𝑛 𝐷𝑘+1

𝑛 𝑅𝑘+1
𝑛 + Φ𝑘𝑛

`𝑘
‖2
𝐹

+‖M𝑛 − X𝑘 + Q𝑘𝑛
`𝑘

‖2
𝐹 . (46)

By the definition of tensor Frobenius norm and matrix Frobe-
nius norm, we equivalently reformulate M𝑛 of (46) as

M𝑛(𝑛) = min
M𝑛

‖M𝑛(𝑛) − 𝐿𝑘+1
𝑛 𝐷𝑘+1

𝑛 𝑅𝑘+1
𝑛 + Φ𝑘𝑛

`𝑘
‖2
𝐹

+‖M𝑛(𝑛) − X𝑘(𝑛) +
Q𝑘
𝑛(𝑛)
`

‖2
𝐹 . (47)

Therefore M𝑘+1
𝑛(𝑛) is updated as follows:

M𝑘+1
𝑛(𝑛) =

1
2
(X𝑘𝑛 −

Q𝑘
𝑛(𝑛)

`𝑘
+ 𝐿𝑘+1

𝑛 𝐷𝑘+1
𝑛 𝑅𝑘+1

𝑛 − Φ𝑘𝑛

`𝑘
). (48)

Finally, the tensor M𝑛 is obtained by folding the matrix M𝑛(𝑛) .
That is,

M𝑘+1
𝑛 = 𝑓 𝑜𝑙𝑑𝑛 (M𝑘+1

𝑛(𝑛) ). (49)

5) Optimizating X: We optimize the variable X as follows:

X𝑘+1 = min
X

𝑁∑︁
𝑛=1

`

2
‖M𝑘+1

𝑛 − X + Q𝑘𝑛
`𝑘

‖2
𝐹

+ `
2
‖XΩ − TΩ +

P𝑘
Ω

`𝑘
‖2
𝐹 (50)

Its closed-form solution is{
XΩ = 1

(𝑁+1)`𝑘 (S + `𝑘T − P𝑘 )Ω,
XΩ⊥ = 1

𝑁 `𝑘
(S)Ω⊥ ,

(51)

where S =
∑𝑁
𝑛=1 `

𝑘M𝑘+1
𝑛 +Q𝑘𝑛 , and Ω⊥ is the complement set

of Ω.
6) Updating the multipliers Q𝑛, Φ𝑛 and P:

Q𝑘+1
𝑛 = Q𝑘𝑛 + `𝑘 (M𝑘+1

𝑛 − X𝑘+1),
Φ𝑘+1
𝑛 = Φ𝑘𝑛 + `𝑘 (M𝑘+1

𝑛(𝑛) − 𝐿
𝑘+1
𝑛 𝐷𝑘+1

𝑛 𝑅𝑘+1
𝑛 ).

P𝑘+1 = P𝑘 + `𝑘 (XΩ − TΩ),
`𝑘+1 = 𝜌`𝑘 ,

(52)

where 𝜌 ≥ 1. The pseudo-code of our algorithm for TLNM is
summarized in Algorithm 1.

C. Tensor 𝐿2,1-Norm Minimization with Total variation (TL-
NMTV)

It is well known that TV makes some details of the image
better retained by improving the utilization rate of the local
prior information of the image. Therefore, reasonable addition
of regularization term of TV can further improve the accuracy
of the model. In view of this, we propose the tensor 𝐿2,1
norm minimization with TV (TLNMTV) method to obtain the
following model by adding the regularization term of the form
in [25].

min
X

𝑁∑︁
𝑛=1

𝛼𝑛‖X(𝑛) ‖∗ + _
𝑁∑︁
𝑛=1

𝛽𝑛 | 𝐹𝑛X(𝑛) |

𝑠.𝑡. XΩ = TΩ (53)
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Algorithm 1 TLNM
Input: an incomplete tensor T , the index set of the known

elements Ω, convergence criteria 𝜖 , maximum iteration number
K.

Initialization: X0 = TΩ, {M0
𝑛 = X0}𝑁

𝑛=1, `0 > 0, 𝜌 > 1,
{𝛼𝑛, 𝑟𝑛, 𝐿0

𝑛, 𝐷
0
𝑛, 𝑅

0
𝑛}𝑁𝑛=1.

1: while not converged and 𝑘 < 𝐾 do
2: for n=1:N do
3: Updating 𝐿𝑘𝑛 via (35-36);
4: Updating 𝑅𝑘𝑛 via (37-39);
5: Updating 𝐷𝑘𝑛 via (43);
6: Updating M𝑘

𝑛 via (48-49);
7: end for
8: Updating X𝑘 via (51);
9: Updating the multipliers Q𝑘𝑛 , Φ𝑘𝑛 and P𝑘 via (52);

10: `𝑘 = 𝜌`𝑘−1, 𝑘 = 𝑘 + 1;
11: Check the convergence conditions ‖X𝑘+1 −X𝑘 ‖∞ ≤ 𝜖
12: end while
13: return X𝑘+1

Output: Completed tensor X = X𝑘+1

where the second term is the TV regularization term; the di-
mension of 𝐹𝑛 is (I𝑛−1, I𝑛), where (𝐹𝑛)𝑖,𝑖 = 1, (𝐹𝑛)𝑖,𝑖+1 = −1;
the operator | · |, defined as | 𝑋 |= ∑

𝑖=1
∑
𝑗=1 | 𝑋𝑖, 𝑗 |. _ is

a tunable parameter; 𝛽1, · · · , 𝛽𝑁 is 0 or 1, which indicates
whether we have a smooth and piecewise prior on the 𝑛-th
mode of completed tensor. As we all know, different dimen-
sions of different data represent different data information, and
some of the information is not so smooth, so there is no need
to calculate the smooth and piecewise prior information on
this dimension. Thus, the use of TV regularization term is
more reasonable (the TV term adopted here is just able to
determine whether the smoothing and piecewise priors need to
be calculated for different modes). In particular, when the TV
regularization term is removed, this problem will degenerate
into low-rank tensor problem (2). Similarly, we introduce the
set of matrices {𝑄𝑛}𝑁𝑛=1 and {𝐴𝑛}𝑁𝑛=1 and the set of tensors
{Z𝑛}𝑁𝑛=1 as auxiliary variables, where 𝐴𝑛 = X(𝑛) , 𝑄𝑛 = 𝐹𝑛𝐴𝑛
and Z𝑛 = X. By taking advantage of the whole ideological
process of the TLNN method, the proposed Tensor 𝐿2,1-norm
Minimization with TV model can be obtained as follows:

min
X

𝑁∑︁
𝑛=1

𝛼𝑛‖𝐷𝑛‖2,1 + _
𝑁∑︁
𝑛=1

𝛽𝑛 | 𝑄𝑛 |

𝑠.𝑡.{Z𝑛 = X}𝑁𝑛=1,XΩ = TΩ
{𝑄𝑛 = 𝐹𝑛𝐴𝑛,Z𝑛 = X, 𝐴𝑛 = X(𝑛) }𝑁𝑛=1
{Z𝑛(𝑛) = 𝐿𝑛𝐷𝑛𝑅𝑛}𝑁𝑛=1,

𝐿𝑇𝑛 𝐿𝑛 = 𝐼𝑛, 𝑅𝑛𝑅
𝑇
𝑛 = 𝐼𝑛. (54)

Because of the convexity of the model (54), the ADMM
technology can be used to solve such problem directly.

D. Optimization TLNMTV Algorithm Based on ADMM
By using the augmented Lagrange formulation, the opti-

mization problem (54) is changed into:

𝐿𝑎𝑔(X,P, {Z𝑛,G𝑛, 𝑄𝑛,Λ𝑛, 𝐴𝑛, Γ𝑛, 𝐿𝑛, 𝑅𝑛, 𝐷𝑛,Φ𝑛}𝑁𝑛=1)

=

𝑁∑︁
𝑛=1

(𝛼𝑛‖𝐷𝑛‖2,1 +
`1
2
‖Z𝑛 − X + G𝑛

`1
‖2
𝐹 )

+
𝑁∑︁
𝑛=1

𝛽𝑛 (_ | 𝑄𝑛 | + `2
2
‖𝑄𝑛 − 𝐹𝑛𝐴𝑛 +

Λ𝑛

`2
‖2
𝐹 )

+
𝑁∑︁
𝑛=1

𝛽𝑛 (
`3
2
‖𝐴𝑛 − X(𝑛) +

Γ𝑛

`3
‖2
𝐹 )

+ `4
2
‖XΩ − TΩ + PΩ

`4
‖2
𝐹

+
𝑁∑︁
𝑛=1

`5
2
‖Z𝑛(𝑛) − 𝐿𝑛𝐷𝑛𝑅𝑛 +

Φ𝑛

`5
‖2
𝐹 (55)

where matrices {Λ𝑛}𝑁𝑛=1, {Γ𝑛}𝑁𝑛=1, {Φ𝑛}𝑁𝑛=1 and tensors
{G𝑛}𝑁𝑛=1, P are Lagrange multipliers, {`𝑖}5

𝑖=1 > 0. Next, we
derive the update formulate of {𝑄𝑛}𝑁𝑛=1, {𝐿𝑛}𝑁𝑛=1, {𝑅𝑛}𝑁𝑛=1,
{𝐷𝑛}𝑁𝑛=1, {Z𝑛}𝑁𝑛=1, {𝐴𝑛}𝑁𝑛=1 and X.

1) Optimizing {𝑄1, · · · , 𝑄𝑁 }: By keeping other variables
fixed, we rewrite the optimization problem of {𝑄1, · · · , 𝑄𝑁 }
into the following form:

min
{𝑄1 , · · · ,𝑄𝑁 }

𝑁∑︁
𝑛=1

𝛽𝑛 (_ | 𝑄𝑛 | +
`𝑘2
2
‖𝑄𝑛 − 𝐹𝑛𝐴𝑘𝑛 +

Λ𝑘𝑛

`𝑘2
‖2
𝐹 ) (56)

As {𝑄1, · · · , 𝑄𝑁 } are independent in the optimization prob-
lem, we can easily derive the update formula of 𝑄𝑛 as:

𝑄𝑛 = 𝛽𝑛 · 𝑠ℎ𝑟𝑖𝑛𝑘𝑎𝑔𝑒 _

`𝑘2

(𝐹𝑛𝐴𝑘𝑛 −
1
`𝑘2

Λ𝑘𝑛) (57)

where 𝑠ℎ𝑟𝑖𝑛𝑘𝑎𝑔𝑒𝛼 (·) is the elementwise shrinkage threshold-
ing operator of a matrix, i.e.,

𝑠ℎ𝑟𝑖𝑛𝑘𝑎𝑔𝑒𝛼 (𝑋)𝑖, 𝑗 = (𝑋)𝑖, 𝑗 − min(𝛼, | (𝑋)𝑖, 𝑗 |) ·
(𝑋)𝑖, 𝑗

| (𝑋)𝑖, 𝑗 |

and (𝑋 )𝑖, 𝑗
| (𝑋 )𝑖, 𝑗 | is defined as zero when (𝑋)𝑖, 𝑗 = 0.

2) Optimizing {𝐿1, ..., 𝐿𝑁 }: The initial value of 𝐿𝑛, 𝐷𝑛, 𝑅𝑛
is 𝐿0

𝑛 = 𝑒𝑦𝑒(I𝑛, 𝑟𝑛), 𝐷0
𝑛 = 𝑒𝑦𝑒(𝑟𝑛, 𝑟𝑛) and 𝑅0

𝑛 = 𝑒𝑦𝑒(𝑟, 𝑡𝑛) and
𝑡𝑛 = I1 · · · I𝑛−1I𝑛+1 · · · I𝑁 . Keeping other variables constant, the
optimization function with respect to 𝐿𝑛 is

min
𝐿𝑛 ,𝑅

𝑘
𝑛

‖Z𝑘
𝑛(𝑛) − 𝐿𝑛𝐷

𝑘
𝑛𝑅

𝑘
𝑛 +

Φ𝑘𝑛

`𝑘5
‖2
𝐹 . (58)

Similarly, problem (58) is regarded as an iteration of CSVD-
QR on Z𝑘

𝑛(𝑛) +
Φ𝑘

𝑛

`𝑘5
, and its form is as follows:

Z𝑘
𝑛(𝑛) +

Φ𝑘𝑛

`𝑘5
= 𝐿𝑛𝐷𝑇 𝑛𝑅

𝑘
𝑛 , (59)

where 𝐷𝑇 𝑛 ∈ R𝑟𝑛×𝑟𝑛 . Let Z𝑘
𝑛(𝑛) +

Φ𝑘
𝑛

`𝑘5
= 𝐵𝑛.Then 𝐿𝑘+1

𝑛 can be
updated as follows:

[𝐸,𝑇] = 𝑞𝑟 (𝐵𝑛𝑅𝑇 (𝑘)
𝑛 ) (60)

𝐿𝑘+1
𝑛 = 𝐸 (𝑞1, ..., 𝑞𝑟𝑛 ) (61)

where 𝐸 ∈ RI𝑛×I𝑛 and 𝑇 ∈ RI𝑛×𝑟𝑛 are the intermediate
variables.
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3) Optimizing {𝑅1, ..., 𝑅𝑁 }: Similarly, 𝑅𝑘+1
𝑛 can be updated

as follows:

[𝐸,𝑇] = 𝑞𝑟 (𝐵𝑇𝑛 𝐿𝑘+1
𝑛 ) (62)

𝑅𝑘+1
𝑛 = 𝐸 (𝑞1, ..., 𝑞𝑟𝑛 ) (63)

where 𝐸 ∈ R𝑡𝑛×𝑡𝑛 and 𝑇 ∈ R𝑡𝑛×𝑟𝑛 are the intermediate
variables. Since the optimal 𝑅𝑛 is a row orthogonal matrix,
we set

𝑅𝑘+1
𝑛 = 𝑅

𝑇 (𝑘+1)
𝑛 (64)

4) Optimizing {𝐷1, ..., 𝐷𝑁 }: The variable 𝐷𝑛 can be opti-
mized, with Z𝑘

𝑛(𝑛) , Φ
𝑘
𝑛, 𝐿𝑘+1

𝑛 , and 𝑅𝑘+1
𝑛 held fixed, by solving

the following problem:

𝐷𝑘+1
𝑛 = arg min

𝐷𝑛

𝛼𝑛

`𝑘5
‖𝐷𝑛‖2,1

+1
2
‖𝐷𝑛 − 𝐿𝑇 (𝑘+1)

𝑛 (Z𝑘+1
𝑛(𝑛) +

Φ𝑘𝑛

`𝑘5
)𝑅𝑇 (𝑘+1)
𝑛 ‖2

𝐹 . (65)

From (59) and (65), we have the following conclusion:

𝐷𝑇 𝑛 = 𝐿
𝑇 (𝑘+1)
𝑛 (Z𝑘+1

𝑛(𝑛) +
Φ𝑘𝑛

`𝑘5
)𝑅𝑇 (𝑘+1)
𝑛 (66)

Therefore, (65) can be reformulated as follows:

𝐷𝑘+1
𝑛 = arg min

𝐷𝑛

𝛼𝑛

`𝑘5
‖𝐷𝑛‖2,1 +

1
2
‖𝐷𝑛 − 𝐷𝑇 𝑛‖2

𝐹 . (67)

From Lemma 3, the minimization problem in (67) can be
solved by the LNMS as follows:

𝐷𝑘+1
𝑛 = 𝐷𝑇 𝑛𝐾𝑛 (68)

where 𝐾𝑛 is a diagonal matrix, i.e.,

𝐾𝑛 = 𝑑𝑖𝑎𝑔(𝑘𝑛1, ..., 𝑘𝑛𝑟𝑛 ) (69)

where the jth entry 𝑘𝑛 𝑗 can be given as follows:

𝑘𝑛 𝑗 =

𝑚𝑎𝑥{‖𝐷𝑇 𝑛 (:, 𝑗)‖𝐹 − 1
`𝑘5
, 0}

‖𝐷𝑇 𝑛 (:, 𝑗)‖𝐹
(70)

5) Optimizing {Z1, ...,Z𝑁 }: Keeping other variables con-
stant, the optimization function with respect to Z𝑛 is

Z𝑛 = min
Z𝑛

`𝑘5
2
‖Z𝑛(𝑛) − 𝐿𝑘+1

𝑛 𝐷𝑘+1
𝑛 𝑅𝑘+1

𝑛 + Φ𝑘𝑛

`5
‖2
𝐹

+
`𝑘1
2
‖Z𝑛 − X𝑘 + Q𝑘𝑛

`1
‖2
𝐹 . (71)

By the definition of tensor Frobenius norm and matrix Frobe-
nius norm, we equivalently reformulate Z𝑛 of (71) as

Z𝑛(𝑛) = min
Z𝑛

`𝑘5
2
‖Z𝑛(𝑛) − 𝐿𝑘+1

𝑛 𝐷𝑘+1
𝑛 𝑅𝑘+1

𝑛 + Φ𝑘𝑛

`5
‖2
𝐹

+
`𝑘1
2
‖Z𝑛(𝑛) − X(𝑛) +

Q𝑛(𝑛)
`1

‖2
𝐹 . (72)

Therefore Z𝑘+1
𝑛(𝑛) is updated as follows:

Z𝑘+1
𝑛(𝑛) =

1
`𝑘1 + `𝑘5

(`𝑘1 X𝑘(𝑛) − Q𝑘
𝑛(𝑛) + `

𝑘
5 𝐿

𝑘+1
𝑛 𝐷𝑘+1

𝑛 𝑅𝑘+1
𝑛 −Φ𝑘𝑛).

(73)
Finally, because we need to get the tensor Z𝑛, we need to fold
the matrix Z𝑛(𝑛) . So Z𝑛 is obtained by the following equation:

Z𝑛 = 𝑓 𝑜𝑙𝑑𝑛 (Z𝑛(𝑛) ). (74)

Algorithm 2 TLNMTV
Input: an incomplete tensor T , the index set of the known

elements Ω, convergence criteria 𝜖 , maximum iteration number
K.

Initialization: X0 = TΩ, {Z0
𝑛 = X0}𝑁

𝑛=1, {𝑚𝑢0
𝑖
}5
𝑖=1 > 0, 𝜌 >

1, {𝛼𝑛, 𝑟𝑛, 𝐿0
𝑛, 𝐷

0
𝑛, 𝑅

0
𝑛}𝑁𝑛=1.

1: while not converged and 𝑘 < 𝐾 do
2: for n=1:𝑁 do
3: Updating 𝑄𝑘𝑛 via (57);
4: Updating 𝐿𝑘𝑛 via (60-61);
5: Updating 𝑅𝑘𝑛 via (62-64);
6: Updating 𝐷𝑘𝑛 via (68);
7: Updating Z𝑘

𝑛 via (73-74);
8: Updating 𝐴𝑘𝑛 via (77);
9: end for

10: Updating X𝑘 via (79-80);
11: Updating the multipliers G𝑛, Λ𝑛, Φ𝑛, Γ𝑛, and P via

(81);
12: `𝑘+1

1 = 𝜌`𝑘1 , `𝑘+1
2 = 𝜌`𝑘2 , `𝑘+1

3 = 𝜌`𝑘3 ,
13: `𝑘+1

4 = 𝜌`𝑘4 , `𝑘+1
5 = 𝜌`𝑘5 , 𝑘 = 𝑘 + 1;

14: Check the convergence conditions ‖X𝑘+1 −X𝑘 ‖∞ ≤ 𝜖
15: end while
16: return X𝑘+1

Output: Completed tensor X = X𝑘+1

6) Optimizing {𝐴1, · · · , 𝐴𝑁 }: By keeping other variables
fixed, we rewrite the optimization problem of {𝐴1, · · · , 𝐴𝑁 }
into the following form:

min
{𝐴1 , · · · ,𝐴𝑁 }

𝑁∑︁
𝑛=1

𝛽𝑛 (
`𝑘2
2
‖𝑄𝑘+1

𝑛 − 𝐹𝑛𝐴𝑛 +
Λ𝑘𝑛

`𝑘2
‖2
𝐹 )

+
𝑁∑︁
𝑛=1

𝛽𝑛 (
`𝑘3
2
‖𝐴𝑛 − X𝑘(𝑛) +

Γ𝑘𝑛

`𝑘3
‖2
𝐹 ) (75)

(75) can be decomposed into 𝑁 sub-problems to solve. Then
the sub-problem can be expressed as the following form:

𝐴𝑘+1
𝑛 = arg min

𝐴𝑛

𝛽𝑛 (
`𝑘2
2
‖𝑄𝑘𝑛 − 𝐹𝑛𝐴𝑛 +

Λ𝑘𝑛

`𝑘2
‖2
𝐹 )

+𝛽𝑛 (
`𝑘3
2
‖𝐴𝑛 − X𝑘(𝑛) +

Γ𝑘𝑛

`𝑘3
‖2
𝐹 ) (76)

Hence, the following update formula is deduced by solving
the minimization problem:

𝐴𝑘+1
𝑛 = 𝛽𝑛 (`𝑘2𝐹

𝑇
𝑛 𝐹𝑛 + `𝑘3 𝐼)

−1

(𝐹𝑇𝑛 Λ𝑘𝑛 + `𝑘2𝐹
𝑇
𝑛 𝑄

𝑘+1
𝑛 + `𝑘3 X𝑘(𝑛) − Γ𝑘𝑛) (77)

where 𝐼 is the identify matrix.
7) Optimizing X: We optimize the variable X as follows:

X𝑘+1 = min
X

𝑁∑︁
𝑛=1

(
`𝑘1
2
‖Z𝑘+1

𝑛 − X + G𝑘𝑛
`𝑘1

‖2
𝐹 )

+
𝑁∑︁
𝑛=1

𝛽𝑛 (
`𝑘3
2
‖𝐴𝑘+1

𝑛 − X(𝑛) +
Γ𝑘𝑛

`𝑘3
‖2
𝐹 )

+
`𝑘4
2
‖XΩ − TΩ + PΩ

`𝑘4
‖2
𝐹 (78)
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(a) (b) (c) (d) (e) (f) (g)

(h) (i) (j) (k) (l) (m)

Fig. 1. (a) Original images 27-th slice of beads. (b) Corresponding sampled images with SR 5%. (c)-(l) and (m) Completed images achieved by nine competing
methods and proposed TLNM method and TLNMTV method, respectively. (a) Original image. (b) Corrupted image. (c) MC-ALM. (d) HaLRTC. (e) TMac.
(f) LRTC-TV. (g) Trace/TV. (h) t-SVD. (i) McpTC. (j) ScadTC. (k) FTNN. (l) TLNM. (m) TLNMTV.

(a) (b) (c) (d) (e) (f) (g)

(h) (i) (j) (k) (l) (m)

Fig. 2. (a) Original images 22-th slice of flowers. (b) Corresponding sampled images with SR 10%. (c)-(l) and (m) Completed images achieved by nine
competing methods and proposed TLNM method and TLNMTV method, respectively. (a) Original image. (b) Corrupted image. (c) MC-ALM. (d) HaLRTC.
(e) TMac. (f) LRTC-TV. (g) Trace/TV. (h) t-SVD. (i) McpTC. (j) ScadTC. (k) FTNN. (l) TLNM. (m) TLNMTV.

Its closed-form solution is

XΩ =
[S1 + `𝑘4T − P𝑘 + S2]Ω
𝑁`𝑘1 +∑𝑁

𝑛=1 𝛽𝑛`
𝑘
3 + `4

, (79)

XΩ⊥ =
[S1 + S2]Ω⊥

𝑁`𝑘1 +∑𝑁
𝑛=1 𝛽𝑛`

𝑘
3
, (80)

where S1 =
∑𝑁
𝑛=1 `

𝑘
1Z

𝑘+1
𝑛 + G𝑘𝑛 , S2 =

∑𝑁
𝑛=1 𝑓 𝑜𝑙𝑑𝑛 (`𝑘3 𝐴

𝑘+1
𝑛 +

Γ𝑘𝑛) and Ω⊥ is the complement set of Ω.
8) Updating the multipliers G𝑛, Λ𝑛, Φ𝑛, Γ𝑛, and P:

G𝑘+1
𝑛 = G𝑘𝑛 + `𝑘1 (Z

𝑘+1
𝑛 − X𝑘+1),

Λ𝑘+1
𝑛 = Λ𝑘𝑛 + `2 (𝑄𝑘+1

𝑛 − 𝐹𝑛𝐴𝑘+1
𝑛 ),

Γ𝑘+1
𝑛 = Γ𝑘𝑛 + `3 (𝐴𝑘+1

𝑛 − X𝑘+1
(𝑛) ),

P𝑘+1 = P𝑘 + `𝑘4 (X
𝐾+1
Ω

− TΩ),
Φ𝑘+1
𝑛 = Φ𝑘𝑛 + `𝑘5 (Z

𝑘+1
𝑛(𝑛) − 𝐿

𝑘+1
𝑛 𝐷𝑘+1

𝑛 𝑅𝑘+1
𝑛 ),

(81)

and `𝑘+1
1 = 𝜌`𝑘1 , `𝑘+1

2 = 𝜌`𝑘2 , `𝑘+1
3 = 𝜌`𝑘3 , `𝑘+1

4 = 𝜌`𝑘4 ,
`𝑘+1

5 = 𝜌`𝑘5 , where 𝜌 ≥ 1. The pseudo-code of our algorithm
for TLNMTV is summarized in Algorithm 2.

E. Computational Complexity Analysis

For an 𝑁th-order input tensor T ∈ RI1×I2×···×I𝑁 the compu-
tational complexity of Algorithm 1 is mainly composed of the
following five parts.

1) : Updating 𝐿𝑛 needs to perform QR decomposition [see
(35)-(36)], its complexity is 𝑂 (I𝑛𝑟2

𝑛), and the complexity of
variables 𝐿𝑛 (𝑛 = 1, 2, . . . , 𝑁) is 𝑂 (∑𝑁

𝑛=1 I𝑛𝑟2
𝑛).

2) : Similarly, the complexity of updating 𝑅𝑛 is
𝑂 (∑𝑁

𝑛=1 𝑟
2
𝑛

∏𝑁
𝑖=1,𝑖≠𝑛 I𝑖).

3) : Updating 𝐷𝑛 needs to perform LNMS on a matrix of
𝑟𝑛 × 𝑟𝑛, the complexity of variables 𝐷𝑛 (𝑛 = 1, 2, . . . , 𝑁) is
𝑂 (∑𝑁

𝑛=1 𝑟
2
𝑛).

4) : Updating M𝑛 needs to perform 𝐿𝑛𝐷𝑛𝑅𝑛, the com-
plexity of variables M𝑛 (𝑛 = 1, 2, . . . , 𝑁) is 𝑂 (∑𝑁

𝑛=1 (I𝑛𝑟2
𝑛 +

𝑟
∏𝑁
𝑖=1 I𝑖)).

5) : The complexity of updating X is 𝑂 (∏𝑛 I𝑛). Thus,
the overall computational complexity of our Algorithm 1 is
𝑂 (𝐾 (∑𝑁

𝑛=1 (I𝑛𝑟2
𝑛+𝑟2

𝑛

∏𝑁
𝑖=1,𝑖≠𝑛 I𝑖+𝑟2

𝑛+I𝑛𝑟2
𝑛+𝑟

∏𝑁
𝑖=1 I𝑖)+

∏
𝑛 I𝑛)).
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TABLE I
AVERAGE QUANTITATIVE EVALUATION OF THE RESULTS FOR DIFFERENT HSIS WITH SRS 5%

HSI index MC-ALM HaLRTC TMac LRTC-TV Trace-TV t-SVD McpTC ScadTC FTNN TLNM TLNMTV
PSNR 22.94 23.00 11.03 25.09 17.64 28.99 30.97 30.33 27.83 33.56 34.42
SSIM 0.6813 0.7562 0.3009 0.8403 0.7446 0.8344 0.8778 0.8438 0.8573 0.8985 0.9288
FSIM 0.8151 0.8432 0.6710 0.8856 0.8423 0.9282 0.9340 0.9187 0.9168 0.9608 0.9705

ERGAS 294.46 290.15 1141.14 246.07 546.93 161.31 116.88 125.13 167.10 85.03 77.96
TIME 13.21 53.60 9.16 665.53 133.78 2014.86 1353.69 1352.08 777.86 252.57 560.89
PSNR 21.83 21.34 14.64 22.27 19.02 25.32 25.02 24.41 24.67 27.33 29.64
SSIM 0.3714 0.4269 0.0661 0.4799 0.4457 0.6076 0.5423 0.4892 0.5808 0.6791 0.8078
FSIM 0.7034 0.6319 0.6039 0.6553 0.6830 0.8622 0.8285 0.8348 0.8034 0.9057 0.9503

ERGAS 349.15 366.77 772.13 318.40 481.15 224.22 239.92 256.12 247.09 178.22 135.08
TIME 13.69 41.60 12.81 688.56 129.47 659.29 1358.84 1342.90 615.05 245.51 569.51
PSNR 24.89 23.36 13.65 24.10 17.80 28.95 31.13 30.29 27.69 31.05 32.35
SSIM 0.7458 0.7657 0.2382 0.8269 0.6720 0.8063 0.8615 0.8031 0.8626 0.7883 0.8357
FSIM 0.8554 0.8489 0.6933 0.8621 0.8317 0.9225 0.9350 0.9172 0.9182 0.9322 0.9518

ERGAS 266.39 316.31 961.35 291.41 601.18 170.27 129.79 142.29 195.04 131.49 115.39
TIME 13.63 45.32 11.35 702.82 136.35 1759.81 1335.80 1329.24 708.78 256.42 593.73
PSNR 27.03 27.19 16.82 28.91 20.89 30.93 33.91 34.49 32.17 36.21 38.08
SSIM 0.7270 0.7813 0.4395 0.8469 0.7502 0.7943 0.8764 0.8817 0.8691 0.8790 0.9217
FSIM 0.8597 0.8679 0.7418 0.8839 0.8551 0.9180 0.9360 0.9428 0.9307 0.9601 0.9759

ERGAS 273.48 267.66 861.85 220.63 573.05 181.44 122.77 114.76 157.17 94.68 78.27
TIME 13.93 44.25 20.50 731.70 138.79 2125.98 1467.32 1469.87 645.16 260.80 594.41
PSNR 18.50 17.70 14.48 18.53 16.08 21.84 20.90 20.87 21.21 25.85 27.60
SSIM 0.3452 0.4299 0.1510 0.5493 0.4897 0.5004 0.3492 0.3445 0.5668 0.6288 0.7530
FSIM 0.7036 0.6277 0.5638 0.6582 0.6106 0.8292 0.7803 0.7797 0.8044 0.9005 0.9387

ERGAS 565.89 619.59 886.97 564.03 746.56 383.04 429.07 430.70 417.67 243.53 199.10
TIME 13.38 34.29 14.19 696.72 133.18 1001.65 1350.77 1301.45 531.56 263.70 562.80
PSNR 25.43 25.38 14.65 26.66 20.52 30.05 30.50 30.98 29.86 32.82 33.89
SSIM 0.6851 0.7419 0.1597 0.7121 0.6263 0.8207 0.8409 0.8453 0.8410 0.8657 0.8979
FSIM 0.8463 0.8421 0.6735 0.8336 0.8248 0.9293 0.9138 0.9229 0.9172 0.9558 0.9678

ERGAS 244.26 244.85 813.44 210.52 423.86 141.91 135.26 128.21 147.41 102.12 90.54
TIME 13.86 45.32 13.75 690.44 133.21 1781.95 1387.73 1385.49 494.37 256.82 566.00

(a) (b) (c) (d) (e) (f) (g)

(h) (i) (j) (k) (l) (m)

Fig. 3. (a) Original images 4-th slice of chart and stuffed toys. (b) Corresponding sampled images with SR 20%. (c)-(l) and (m) Completed images achieved
by nine competing methods and proposed TLNM method and TLNMTV method, respectively. (a) Original image. (b) Corrupted image. (c) MC-ALM. (d)
HaLRTC. (e) TMac. (f) LRTC-TV. (g) Trace/TV. (h) t-SVD. (i) McpTC. (j) ScadTC. (k) FTNN. (l) TLNM. (m) TLNMTV.

Similarly, the computational complexity of Algorithm 2 is
mainly composed of the following seven parts.

6) : The complexity of updating 𝑄𝑛 is 𝑂 (∑𝑁
𝑛=1 (I𝑛 −

1)∏𝑛 I𝑛).
7) : Updating 𝐿𝑛 needs to perform QR decomposition [see

(60)-(61)], its complexity is 𝑂 (I𝑛𝑟2
𝑛), and the complexity of

variables 𝐿𝑛 (𝑛 = 1, 2, . . . , 𝑁) is 𝑂 (∑𝑁
𝑛=1 I𝑛𝑟2

𝑛).
8) : Similarly, the complexity of updating 𝑅𝑛 is

𝑂 (∑𝑁
𝑛=1 𝑟

2
𝑛

∏𝑁
𝑖=1,𝑖≠𝑛 I𝑖).

9) : Updating 𝐷𝑛 needs to perform LNMS on a matrix of
𝑟𝑛 × 𝑟𝑛, the complexity of variables 𝐷𝑛 (𝑛 = 1, 2, . . . , 𝑁) is
𝑂 (∑𝑁

𝑛=1 𝑟
2
𝑛).

10) : Updating Z𝑛 needs to perform 𝐿𝑛𝐷𝑛𝑅𝑛, the com-
plexity of variables Z𝑛 (𝑛 = 1, 2, . . . , 𝑁) is 𝑂 (∑𝑁

𝑛=1 (I𝑛𝑟2
𝑛 +

𝑟
∏𝑁
𝑖=1 I𝑖)).

11) : Updating 𝐴𝑛 needs computing the inverse of a
matrix of size I𝑛 × I𝑛 and matrix product, its complexity is
𝑂 (I3

𝑛 + I2
𝑛

∏𝑁
𝑖=1,𝑖≠𝑛 I𝑖). The complexity of variables 𝐴𝑛 (𝑛 =

1, 2, . . . , 𝑁) is 𝑂 (∑𝑁
𝑛=1 I3

𝑛 + I2
𝑛

∏𝑁
𝑖=1,𝑖≠𝑛 I𝑖)

12) : The complexity of updating X is 𝑂 (∏𝑛 I𝑛). Thus,
the overall computational complexity of our Algorithm 2 is
𝑂 (𝐾 (∑𝑁

𝑛=1 ((I𝑛 − 1)∏𝑛 I𝑛 + I𝑛𝑟2
𝑛 + 𝑟2

𝑛

∏𝑁
𝑖=1,𝑖≠𝑛 I𝑖 + 𝑟2

𝑛 + I𝑛𝑟2
𝑛 +

𝑟
∏𝑁
𝑖=1 I𝑖 + I3

𝑛 + I2
𝑛

∏𝑁
𝑖=1,𝑖≠𝑛 I𝑖) +

∏
𝑛 I𝑛)).
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TABLE II
AVERAGE QUANTITATIVE EVALUATION OF THE RESULTS FOR DIFFERENT HSIS WITH SRS 10%

HSI index MC-ALM HaLRTC TMac LRTC-TV Trace-TV t-SVD McpTC ScadTC FTNN TLNM TLNMTV
PSNR 26.16 27.46 11.29 28.72 29.79 33.01 34.19 34.44 32.89 36.42 37.66
SSIM 0.7834 0.8558 0.3581 0.9122 0.9109 0.9097 0.9366 0.9346 0.9354 0.9384 0.9586
FSIM 0.8826 0.9126 0.6937 0.9443 0.9625 0.9654 0.9668 0.9666 0.9688 0.9804 0.9869

ERGAS 203.51 173.71 1107.83 162.84 137.79 104.12 80.64 78.36 93.19 62.34 53.94
TIME 13.46 39.93 10.79 650.09 138.03 2002.84 1376.63 1377.41 551.72 279.96 575.33
PSNR 23.31 23.23 14.88 24.74 24.88 28.86 27.15 25.95 28.06 29.80 33.77
SSIM 0.4837 0.5278 0.0895 0.6250 0.7119 0.7823 0.6753 0.6076 0.7685 0.7892 0.9109
FSIM 0.7761 0.7376 0.6578 0.7935 0.8829 0.9361 0.8997 0.8805 0.9144 0.9456 0.9800

ERGAS 293.88 295.26 751.11 240.52 241.44 148.11 185.60 212.38 165.51 132.98 85.12
TIME 13.21 29.55 17.67 676.59 135.13 757.86 1356.03 1354.90 448.22 276.19 618.32
PSNR 27.77 27.43 13.97 28.90 25.28 32.81 34.57 34.44 32.77 32.86 34.15
SSIM 0.8350 0.8558 0.3027 0.9078 0.8226 0.8929 0.9283 0.9181 0.9342 0.8291 0.8696
FSIM 0.9129 0.9113 0.7167 0.9372 0.9355 0.9603 0.9664 0.9637 0.9674 0.9541 0.9677

ERGAS 191.43 198.22 925.86 169.19 265.03 112.08 87.46 88.80 109.49 111.22 99.00
TIME 13.29 39.21 17.48 693.80 142.60 1964.98 1414.35 1418.80 557.74 281.91 615.03
PSNR 30.12 31.09 17.06 33.28 29.57 34.90 37.59 37.99 36.77 39.61 41.27
SSIM 0.8141 0.8632 0.4777 0.9202 0.8832 0.8846 0.9355 0.9393 0.9375 0.9268 0.9531
FSIM 0.9099 0.9213 0.7671 0.9439 0.9531 0.9557 0.9686 0.9711 0.9706 0.9821 0.9892

ERGAS 193.02 170.17 838.63 131.55 236.64 116.67 79.59 75.70 90.55 69.00 59.37
TIME 13.78 40.08 47.05 711.11 143.94 2144.85 1583.31 1613.61 514.21 322.76 686.35
PSNR 20.50 20.14 14.75 22.39 20.93 25.37 24.91 24.89 25.50 28.72 30.29
SSIM 0.4722 0.5456 0.1703 0.7602 0.7385 0.6783 0.5710 0.5673 0.7654 0.7508 0.8282
FSIM 0.7879 0.7577 0.6356 0.8447 0.8440 0.9106 0.8700 0.8698 0.9177 0.9482 0.9659

ERGAS 449.21 468.17 860.07 369.15 443.70 256.98 275.30 276.04 254.95 176.43 148.27
TIME 13.47 35.46 48.30 692.61 138.45 1026.51 1459.46 1376.60 497.27 297.65 655.37
PSNR 28.00 28.47 14.96 29.37 29.03 33.30 33.20 33.58 33.70 35.32 36.65
SSIM 0.7770 0.8227 0.2177 0.7794 0.8075 0.8951 0.8942 0.8977 0.9134 0.9112 0.9407
FSIM 0.8941 0.8971 0.7046 0.9004 0.9379 0.9635 0.9513 0.9559 0.9639 0.9761 0.9834

ERGAS 181.48 171.19 785.53 154.65 160.09 97.78 99.63 95.54 94.21 78.77 66.61
TIME 13.36 35.13 21.90 678.16 138.61 2000.64 1396.37 1395.25 376.01 295.87 601.74

(a) (b) (c) (d) (e) (f) (g)

(h) (i) (j) (k) (l) (m)

Fig. 4. (a) Original images 3-th slice of cloth. (b) Corresponding sampled images with SR 2.5%. (c)-(l) and (m) Completed images achieved by nine competing
methods and proposed TLNM method and TLNMTV method, respectively. (a) Original image. (b) Corrupted image. (c) MC-ALM. (d) HaLRTC. (e) TMac.
(f) LRTC-TV. (g) Trace/TV. (h) t-SVD. (i) McpTC. (j) ScadTC. (k) FTNN. (l) TLNM. (m) TLNMTV.

IV. EXPERIMENTS

In this section, three typical tensors data, i.e., HSI data,
MRI data and color video data are employed to illustrate the
performance of the proposed method. In addition to the time
measurement (TIME for short) used to estimate the solution
speed, four quantitative picture quality indices (PQIs) are
also used to evaluate the quality of recovery, including peak
signal–to–noise ratio (PSNR), structural similarity (SSIM) [30]
feature similarity (FSIM) [31], and erreur relative globale
adimensionnelle de synthèse (ERGAS) [32].

We compare our results with nine recently developed
state-of-the-art LRTC methods, including the tensor trace

norm-based LRTC (HaLRTC) [18], the t-SVD-based TC
method [33], ADMM(ALM)-based matrix completion (MC-
ALM) [34], the nonconvex tensor rank constraint-based, i.e.,
the minimax concave plus penalty-based TC (McpTC) and
the smoothly clipped absolute deviation penalty-based TC
(ScadTC) method [35], the parallel matrix factorization-based
LRTC method (TMac) [24], the LRTC with TV on tensor un-
folding (LRTC-TV) [25], Tensor Completion based Framelet
Representation of Tensor Nuclear Norm(FTNN)[36], and the
joint trace/TV-based TC method (Trace/TV) [37].



11

(a)

(b)

(c)

Fig. 5. The PSNR, SSIM, and FSIM of the results by different methods on all the HSI data with the sampling rate 2.5%.

A. HSI Completion

The HSI1 test data use in the experiment came from the
open source CAVE data sets. The size of HSI is 512×512×31,
indicating that the spatial resolution is 512 × 512 and the
spectral resolution is 31, respectively. The main results at
sampling rates of 5%, 10% and 20% are shown and reported

1http://www.cs.columbia.edu/CAVE/databases/multispectral/

respectively in Figs. 1-3 and Tables I-II, from which it can
be observed that our method can obtain better results under
various SRs.

In detail, as one can see from the visuals in Figs. 1-3, the
results of TMac are extremely unpleasant for all SR cases.
Although the MC-ALM, HALRTC and Trace/TV methods are
better than TMac in terms of recovery effect, the image effect
obtained is far worse than the other methods. In addition, t-
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(a) (b) (c) (d) (e) (f) (g)

(h) (i) (j) (k) (l) (m)

Fig. 6. (a) Original images 6-th slice of MRI. (b) Corresponding sampled images with SR 5%. (c)-(l) and (m) Completed images achieved by nine competing
methods and proposed TLNM method and TLNMTV method, respectively. (a) Original image. (b) Corrupted image. (c) MC-ALM. (d) HaLRTC. (e) TMac.
(f) LRTC-TV. (g) Trace/TV. (h) t-SVD. (i) McpTC. (j) ScadTC. (k) FTNN. (l) TLNM. (m) TLNMTV.

(a) (b) (c) (d) (e) (f) (g)

(h) (i) (j) (k) (l) (m)

Fig. 7. (a) Original images 35-th slice of MRI. (b) Corresponding sampled images with SR 10%. (c)-(l) and (m) Completed images achieved by nine
competing methods and proposed TLNM method and TLNMTV method, respectively. (a) Original image. (b) Corrupted image. (c) MC-ALM. (d) HaLRTC.
(e) TMac. (f) LRTC-TV. (g) Trace/TV. (h) t-SVD. (i) McpTC. (j) ScadTC. (k) FTNN. (l) TLNM. (m) TLNMTV.

TABLE III
AVERAGE QUANTITATIVE EVALUATION OF THE RESULTS FOR MRI WITH DIFFERENT SRS

SR index Observed MC-ALM HaLRTC TMac LRTC-TV Trace-TV t-SVD McpTC ScadTC FTNN TLNM TLNMTV

5%

PSNR 9.91 17.51 16.93 9.95 19.00 18.10 22.72 27.52 27.53 24.16 27.23 27.54
SSIM 0.1740 0.2889 0.2987 0.1027 0.5297 0.4643 0.5136 0.7480 0.7483 0.6535 0.7237 0.7816
FSIM 0.4573 0.6696 0.6144 0.5534 0.6629 0.6570 0.7705 0.8552 0.8553 0.8195 0.8453 0.8566
ERGAS 1026.00 431.95 463.99 1021.06 363.14 414.98 242.06 135.86 135.67 203.09 141.03 135.57
TIME 0.00 5.19 19.91 8.41 291.42 95.23 295.90 580.98 579.57 496.54 148.83 269.02

10%

PSNR 10.14 20.17 19.91 10.28 22.58 21.76 25.43 30.15 30.16 27.01 30.33 31.80
SSIM 0.1879 0.4520 0.4480 0.0928 0.7116 0.6370 0.6565 0.8298 0.8297 0.7801 0.8458 0.9137
FSIM 0.4923 0.7458 0.7174 0.5638 0.7869 0.7771 0.8303 0.8946 0.8946 0.8739 0.8970 0.9267
ERGAS 998.62 317.70 328.31 982.74 240.31 270.80 178.58 100.56 100.53 146.33 99.06 83.34
TIME 0.00 5.22 15.14 11.11 262.67 92.75 347.14 618.60 589.45 370.08 157.45 289.08

20%

PSNR 10.66 23.46 24.15 11.14 27.66 26.22 29.22 34.59 34.45 30.88 34.13 35.78
SSIM 0.2189 0.6402 0.6708 0.1120 0.8742 0.8143 0.8091 0.9374 0.9318 0.8918 0.9364 0.9647
FSIM 0.5436 0.8242 0.8281 0.5693 0.8988 0.8819 0.8992 0.9531 0.9505 0.9301 0.9462 0.9670
ERGAS 941.39 216.79 200.76 890.84 134.01 162.07 116.64 60.24 61.20 93.37 63.74 52.71
TIME 0.00 5.92 14.70 32.14 261.69 96.76 408.08 614.34 610.98 259.80 179.08 316.87

30%

PSNR 11.23 25.92 27.58 11.95 30.87 29.33 32.17 37.99 37.21 33.71 37.59 38.36
SSIM 0.2531 0.7597 0.8143 0.1441 0.9324 0.8948 0.8883 0.9766 0.9662 0.9399 0.9720 0.9795
FSIM 0.5753 0.8745 0.8950 0.5803 0.9436 0.9296 0.9384 0.9794 0.9737 0.9583 0.9747 0.9811
ERGAS 881.07 163.09 134.96 812.92 92.55 113.38 83.48 40.76 44.53 67.19 42.72 39.06
TIME 0.00 6.62 14.77 91.60 293.70 109.98 494.22 695.60 692.78 223.18 212.90 329.29

SVD, MCPTC and ScadTC methods perform better when the
sampling rate increases, but the corresponding images will
produce artifacts when the sampling rate decreases. A similar
situation also occurs in FTNN method, that is, the recovery

result of FTNN at low sampling rate is also very unsatisfactory.
In the meantime, the overall effect of FTNN is quite good
with the increase of sampling rate, but there are still some
unsatisfactory aspects in local detail information extraction.
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(a) (b) (c)

(d) (e) (f)

Fig. 8. PSNR, SSIM, and FSIM values comparison of different methods for each slice on MRI data sets, (a)-(c) under SR 30%, (d)-(f) under SR 20%.

TABLE IV
AVERAGE QUANTITATIVE EVALUATION OF THE RESULTS FOR DIFFERENT COLOR VEDIOS WITH SRS 10%

VEDIO index Observed MC-ALM HaLRTC TMac LRTC-TV McpTC ScadTC TLNM TLNMTV

news

PSNR 8.98 18.84 19.50 9.30 19.07 26.70 26.70 28.77 29.52
SSIM 0.037 0.531 0.649 0.057 0.670 0.831 0.831 0.846 0.900
FSIM 0.474 0.745 0.785 0.527 0.765 0.902 0.902 0.912 0.938

ERGAS 1024.94 329.96 306.34 989.43 328.95 133.93 133.93 106.92 97.70
TIME 0.00 11.82 79.16 10.19 977.40 1728.38 1757.35 508.39 895.84

akiyo

PSNR 7.37 21.39 22.65 7.69 19.96 34.20 34.20 34.80 35.09
SSIM 0.025 0.560 0.709 0.038 0.700 0.940 0.940 0.939 0.958
FSIM 0.461 0.777 0.836 0.472 0.818 0.964 0.964 0.963 0.973

ERGAS 1100.19 220.82 190.40 1061.93 321.73 50.36 50.36 47.44 45.71
TIME 0.00 10.89 74.61 8.87 859.76 1716.93 1717.16 508.11 897.09

hall

PSNR 5.93 19.80 21.34 6.25 19.34 29.82 29.82 30.99 31.21
SSIM 0.016 0.543 0.696 0.023 0.582 0.895 0.895 0.898 0.922
FSIM 0.404 0.744 0.807 0.463 0.752 0.937 0.937 0.937 0.951

ERGAS 1152.54 236.88 196.76 1112.04 265.92 75.06 75.06 67.13 64.75
TIME 0.00 10.91 65.04 11.77 861.41 1705.11 1706.73 499.21 889.17

highway

PSNR 3.62 24.83 25.69 3.94 27.15 31.68 31.59 31.44 32.09
SSIM 0.011 0.648 0.714 0.015 0.760 0.882 0.877 0.869 0.882
FSIM 0.391 0.843 0.836 0.368 0.851 0.949 0.947 0.944 0.941

ERGAS 1320.51 115.15 104.30 1272.99 88.52 52.45 53.02 54.09 50.18
TIME 0.00 10.92 65.12 12.75 857.97 1705.27 1703.95 503.40 901.32

foreman

PSNR 4.33 18.34 18.89 4.70 21.03 26.53 26.53 27.57 28.02
SSIM 0.011 0.348 0.457 0.015 0.675 0.787 0.787 0.800 0.835
FSIM 0.402 0.672 0.695 0.421 0.783 0.867 0.867 0.870 0.886

ERGAS 1249.48 249.82 234.52 1196.91 184.74 97.47 97.47 87.14 82.54
TIME 0.00 10.99 61.19 13.25 865.74 1712.17 1712.32 510.28 912.85

container

PSNR 4.88 20.18 21.77 5.26 21.36 29.62 29.62 32.00 32.51
SSIM 0.011 0.646 0.736 0.017 0.705 0.898 0.897 0.921 0.939
FSIM 0.390 0.769 0.802 0.419 0.778 0.942 0.942 0.956 0.968

ERGAS 1207.04 208.37 172.96 1155.94 182.38 70.00 70.03 53.39 50.31
TIME 0.00 10.99 60.20 20.12 873.43 1729.23 1734.77 530.20 931.37

coastguard

PSNR 6.86 19.80 20.32 7.20 21.74 24.64 24.64 25.13 25.63
SSIM 0.020 0.405 0.490 0.029 0.545 0.688 0.689 0.699 0.734
FSIM 0.431 0.731 0.688 0.554 0.676 0.839 0.839 0.857 0.860

ERGAS 1098.55 249.02 235.51 1056.82 200.52 144.45 144.43 136.85 128.81
TIME 0.00 10.96 58.56 16.58 880.91 1710.71 1768.39 518.94 930.92

In contrast, our method can obtain fairly accurate results at
5% sampling rates and more accurate results at 10% and 20%

sampling rates.

In Tables I-II, we list the numerical results of mean PSNR
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(a) (b) (c) (d) (e)

(f) (g) (h) (i) (j)

Fig. 9. (a) Original images 140-th frame of akiyo. (b) Corresponding sampled images with SR 5%. (c)-(j) Completed images achieved by six competing
methods and proposed TLNM method and TLNMTV method, respectively. (a) Original image. (b) Corrupted image. (c) MC-ALM. (d) HaLRTC. (e) TMac.
(f) LRTC-TV. (g) McpTC. (h) ScadTC. (i) TLNM. (j) TLNMTV.

(a) (b) (c) (d) (e)

(f) (g) (h) (i) (j)

Fig. 10. (a) Original images 60-th frame of hall. (b) Corresponding sampled images with SR 5%. (c)-(j) Completed images achieved by six competing
methods and proposed TLNM method and TLNMTV method, respectively. (a) Original image. (b) Corrupted image. (c) MC-ALM. (d) HaLRTC. (e) TMac.
(f) LRTC-TV. (g) McpTC. (h) ScadTC. (i) TLNM. (j) TLNMTV.

(MPSNR), mean SSIM (MSSIM), mean FSIM (MFSIM),
ERGAS and time consumption (TIME) of all spectral bands of
six HSIs under the condition of SR 5% and 10%. To illustrate
the advantages of the proposed method, we mainly compare
our method with the state of art methods recently developed.
First of all, when the sampling rate is 5%, except for the t-
SVD method for cloth, it only takes 670s, and all other HSIs
require more than 1000s. In particular, both the MCPTC and
ScadTC methods take more than 1300s for all the images, and
the FTNN method costs an average of more than 600 seconds
for the six HSI. However, the average time consumed by our
TLNM method is about 260s, which is much less than the
time required by all the methods mentioned before, and the
visual effect of the images obtained at this time exceeds the
previous methods. Compared with MCPTC, when SR is 5%

the MPSNR of the TLNM method improved by at least 2.5
dB for toy, 2 dB for flowers and 4 dB for beads, respectively.
When the sampling rate is 10%, the time required by the t-
SVD, MCPTC, ScadTC methods and our method increases
due to the increase of sampling information. It was noted that
although the time required by the FTNN method is reduced to
a certain extent, compared with our TLNM method, the FTNN
method still requires considerably more time. Meantime, the
TLNMTV method takes more time than the TLNM method,
it produces better visual results. Finally, compared with the
TLNM method, the MPSNR index is improved by 1 dB on
average for the six HSIs when SR is 5%, and 1.9 dB on average
when SR was 10%. The same results from the three image
quality indicators MSSIM, MFSIM and ERGAS also verify
that TLNMTV is the best.
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(a) (b) (c) (d) (e)

(f) (g) (h) (i) (j)

Fig. 11. (a) Original images 110-th frame of highway. (b) Corresponding sampled images with SR 10%. (c)-(j) Completed images achieved by six competing
methods and proposed TLNM method and TLNMTV method, respectively. (a) Original image. (b) Corrupted image. (c) MC-ALM. (d) HaLRTC. (e) TMac.
(f) LRTC-TV. (g) McpTC. (h) ScadTC. (i) TLNM. (j) TLNMTV.

(a) (b) (c) (d) (e)

(f) (g) (h) (i) (j)

Fig. 12. (a) Original images 60-th frame of foreman. (b) Corresponding sampled images with SR 10%. (c)-(j) Completed images achieved by six competing
methods and proposed TLNM method and TLNMTV method, respectively. (a) Original image. (b) Corrupted image. (c) MC-ALM. (d) HaLRTC. (e) TMac.
(f) LRTC-TV. (g) McpTC. (h) ScadTC. (i) TLNM. (j) TLNMTV.

It is observed from the actual experimental process that our
method can achieve better results at a low sampling rate. In
view of this, we have done experiments at a sampling rate of
2.5%. Fig. 4 shows the visual effect at a 2.5% sampling rate,
and Fig. 5 further illustrates the performance of all methods
on different HSI, showing the MPSNR, MSSIM, and MFSIM
of all methods on all HSI. When the sampling rate is 2.5%, it
can be seen from the visual effect in Fig. 4 that our method
can still obtain more significant restoration effect at a very low
sampling rate of 2.5%, which is quite effective in extracting
both global visual and structural information and local detail
information. And Fig. 5 shows that when the sampling rate is
2.5%, the results obtained by our method are better than those
obtained by other state-of-the-art methods.

B. MRI Completion

We test the performance of the proposed method and the
comparison method on MRI2 data with the size of 181×217×
121. Figs. 6-7 shows the visual effects of MRI images at the
sampling rate of 5% and 10%, respectively. Figs. 8 describes
the specific values of PSNR, SSIM and FSIM of each slice at
the sampling rate of 20% and 30%. As one can see from Figure
8, the TLNMTV methods are all at the top of the line. In
addition, the lines of TLNM method and McpTC method are
basically close for each slice, it is, however, worth mentioning
that our method performs best, followed by McpTC method.

Table III reports the mean PSNR, mean SSIM, mean FSIM,
ERGAS, and time values for each sample rate. As the sampling

2http://brainweb.bic.mni.mcgill.ca/brainweb/selection_normal.html
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(a) (b) (c) (d) (e)

(f) (g) (h) (i) (j)

Fig. 13. (a) Original images 70-th frame of news. (b) Corresponding sampled images with SR 20%. (c)-(j) Completed images achieved by six competing
methods and proposed TLNM method and TLNMTV method, respectively. (a) Original image. (b) Corrupted image. (c) MC-ALM. (d) HaLRTC. (e) TMac.
(f) LRTC-TV. (g) McpTC. (h) ScadTC. (i) TLNM. (j) TLNMTV.

(a) (b) (c) (d) (e)

(f) (g) (h) (i) (j)

Fig. 14. (a) Original images 10-th frame of container. (b) Corresponding sampled images with SR 20%. (c)-(j) Completed images achieved by six competing
methods and proposed TLNM method and TLNMTV method, respectively. (a) Original image. (b) Corrupted image. (c) MC-ALM. (d) HaLRTC. (e) TMac.
(f) LRTC-TV. (g) McpTC. (h) ScadTC. (i) TLNM. (j) TLNMTV.

rate increases and the sampling information increases, the
preset value of 𝑟in our method increases accordingly. The
analysis in the computational complexity section shows that
our method increases as 𝑟 increases. So as the sampling rate
increases, the time we spend will increase. As can be seen
from Table III, our TLNM method is only 0.2dB lower than the
result of McpTC method at each sampling rate, but the shortest
time required by TLNM method is 141s and the highest time
is 212s, while the McpTC method requires 600s, far more
than the TLNM method. The time required by our TLNMTV
method is 270 to 330 seconds, which is more time-consuming
than TLNM method, but the MPSNR, MSSIM and MFSIM
results are higher than other methods. Compared with McpTC,
the corresponding MPSNR value was improved by nearly 1dB.

C. Color Vedio Compeliton

In this subsection, seven color videos3 (respectively named
"news", "akiyo", "hall", "highwayf", "foreman", "container",
"coastguard") with the size 144 × 176 × 3 × 150 are selected
as the ground truth fourth-order data. Six methods, namely
MC-ALM, HaLRTC, TMac, LRTC-TV, McpTC and ScadTC,
are used for color video to demonstrate the superiority of our
method. The amount of data information of color video data is
greater than the previous two types of data. Our TLNM method
can restore the visual effect of the image effectively, and
still has faster speed. Table IV shows the average quantitative
evaluation of each frame of video data with different colors
when the sampling rate is 10%. Figs. 9-14 show the visual

3http://trace.eas.asu.edu/yuv/
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effects of different frames of different color videos. It can be
seen from all these figures that our method is superior to all
comparative methods mentioned in terms of overall recovery
effect and detailed information extraction.

V. CONCLUSION

In this paper, 𝐿2,1 norm minimization model and CSVD-
QR method are used to solve the tensor complete problem,
and the direct calculation of SVD decomposition is avoided
fundamentally, and a good approximation of nuclear norm is
given based on CSVD-QR method. This provides a new way
of thinking and method skills for solving the tensor restora-
tion problem more accurately and quickly. Experiments on
three tensor-complete data sets, namely hyperspectral images,
magnetic resonance images and color video, show that the
proposed TLNM method has a super fast speed, and the
improved TLNMTV method greatly improves the solution
accuracy under the condition of increasing a certain amount
of time, that is, high quality restoration effect. It is especially
worth emphasizing that our method can still complete the
missing term recovery of HSI well when the SR is 2.5% or
even lower. In the future work, we will try to consider how to
use the latest TV or other variant technology to improve the
visual effect more reasonably on the premise of ensuring the
speed of the method’s growth is relatively small.
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