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Multi-Tubal Rank of Third Order Tensor and Related Low Rank

Tensor Completion Problem
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Abstract. Recently, a tensor factorization based method for a low tubal rank tensor completion
problem of a third order tensor was proposed, which performed better than some existing methods.
Tubal rank is only defined on one mode of third order tensor without low rank structure in the other
two modes. That is, low rank structures on the other two modes are missing. Motivated by this, we first
introduce multi-tubal rank, and then establish a relationship between multi-tubal rank and Tucker rank.
Based on the multi-tubal rank, we propose a novel low rank tensor completion model. For this model, a
tensor factorization based method is applied and the corresponding convergence analysis is established. In
addition, spatio-temporal characteristics are intrinsic features in video and internet traffic tensor data. To
get better performance, we make full use of such features and improve the established tensor completion
model. Then we apply tensor factorization based method for the improved model. Finally, numerical
results are reported on the completion of image, video and internet traffic data to show the efficiency of
our proposed methods. From the reported numerical results, we can assert that our methods outperform

the existing methods.
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1 Introduction

A tensor is a multidimensional array, and an Nth-order tensor is an element of the tensor product space of
N vectors, which have their own dimensions [I7]. Tensors, as higher order generalizations of vectors and
matrices, have wide applications in various fields [4, [7}, 8 13}, 19} 20 22 [26], (30} 36]. Tensor decompositions,
various generalizations of matrix singular value decomposition, have attracted more and more attentions,
including CANDECOMP /PARAFAC (CP) decomposition [6l [14], Tucker decomposition [34] and tensor
singular value decomposition (SVD) [9, 111 (15, [16] 28]. Corresponding to such tensor decompositions,
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tensor ranks are called the CP rank, Tucker rank and tubal rank, respectively.

Third order tensors are widely used in chemometrics [29] 32], psychometrics [I8] and image inpainting
[5L 231 25, [42]. Unless otherwise specialized, tensors in this paper are of third order. For a third order
(n1,n2,n3)-dimensional tensor X € R™"*"2*"s the CP decomposition is to decompose X as a sum of

some outer products of three vectors:

X=X aPod o),

i=1

where the symbol “o” denotes the outer product and a;i) € R™ is a vector (i € {1,2,...,r} and
j €{1,2,3}). The smallest r in CP decomposition is called CP rank of X. From [I0], it is NP-hard to
determine the CP rank. Compared with CP rank, Tucker rank is easy to compute, and hence most of
low rank tensor completion and recovery models are based on Tucker rank. Precisely, Tucker rank is a

vector of the matrix ranks
rankpo(C) = (rank(C’(l)),rank(C(g)),rank(C(g))) ,

where C(y) € Rm1x(2n3) (Cyy € R™2X(Mns) and C(3) € R"*(Mm2)) is mode-1 (mode-2 and mode-3,
respectively) matricization of tensor. More recently, Kilmer et al. [I5] introduced tensor-tensor product
(t-product) and tensor singular value decomposition (t-SVD). Based on these definitions, tubal rank was
introduced and studied in [I5], [16] 28].

The low rank tensor completion problem is to find a low rank tensor from observed incomplete data,
which arises from various fields including internet traffic recovery [I} 2, [33 41], image and video inpainting

[12, 21, 22, [42]. Low rank tensor completion is modeled as
mcinrank(C), s.t. Pa(C) = Po(M), (1)

where rank(-) is a tensor rank and Q is an index set locating the observed data. Py, is a linear operator

that extracts the entries in Q2 and fills the entries not in £ with zeros, and M is a given tensor.

Different tensor ranks lead to different low rank tensor completion models of with different meth-

ods. The following low Tucker rank tensor completion is considered
mcin (rank(C(1)), rank(C(z)), rank(C(3))) , s.t. Pa(C) = Po(M).

To keep things simple, the weighted Tucker rank minimization problems is formulated as

3
n}:ianank(C(i)), st. Pa(C) = Po(M). (2)

i=1

Note that problem is non-convex since matrix rank function is nonconvex. To solve , the convex

optimization problem is considered as
3
n}:m; [Cwhl,, st Pa(C)=Pa(M). (3)

In general, SVD is needed in each iteration of numerical methods for , which leads to high computa-
tional cost. To lower the computational cost, a matrix factorization method was considered by Xu et al.



[38], which preserves the low rank structure of matrix. Precisely, (2]) is modeled as

3

: i 2
X{%{lﬁjﬁ%“XY _C(i)HF’ st. Po(C) = Po(M). (4)

This method has been widely used in various areas [24]. As pointed in [I5] 16} 28], unfolding a tensor
directly will destroy the original multi-way structure of the data, which leads to vital information loss
and degraded performance. Note that the sizes of C;), i = 1,2,3 in are the same as C in principle,

which makes it difficult to lower the computational efforts.

Based on tubal rank, the following model was considered in [42] based on tensor factorization,

o1
)£1,131;1E1C§||X*3}—C||%, st. Po(C—M) =0, (5)

Wy ”

where “x” denotes the t-product. By analysis in [15] [16], 28] [42], the t-product can be computed by
some block diagonal matrices of smaller sizes, which makes a significant reduction of computational cost.

Later, a corrected tensor nuclear norm minimization method was proposed in [39] for noisy observations.

It is valuable to mention that only one mode is considered in tubal rank and the other two modes
are ignored. That is, low rank structure on the other two modes is missing. Motivated by this, we
introduce a vector of tubal ranks on three different modes, called multi-tubal rank, which is similar to
Tucker rank. Then a relationship between multi-tubal rank and Tucker rank is established. Based on
the new introduced multi-tubal rank, a new tensor completion model is proposed. Similar to TCTF in
[42], a tensor factorization based method is applied to solve the proposed model. In video and internet
traffic tensor completion, spatio-temporal characteristics are intrinsic features. To make full use of such
features, we improve the proposed low multi-tubal rank tensor completion model, and then apply tensor
factorization based method for the improved model. To the best of authors’ knowledge, this paper is
the first one to introduce multi-tubal rank, to present the relationship between tubal rank and Tucker
rank and to introduce the spatio-temporal characteristics to recover video data. The reported numerical
examples show that our results have less relative error and higher peak signal-to-noise ratio (PSNR)
within less computational time than those of some existing methods. That is, our models and methods
outperform the existing methods.

The paper is organized as follows. Section 2 introduces the multi-tubal rank of a third order tensor
with motivation in both theory and application. In Section 3, a new model of tensor completion based on
the multi-tubal rank is proposed and tensor factorization based method is applied with its corresponding
convergence analysis. In Section 4, the tensor completion model is modified to tensor data with some
characteristics when the involved data have spatio-temporal characteristics. For this improvement, tensor
factorization based method is also modified. Finally, some numerical results on colorful image recovery,
gray video recovery and internet traffic data recovery are reported, which show the efficiency of the
proposed methods.

2 Multi-tubal rank: definition and motivation

Before proceeding, we present some notations here. For a positive integer n, [n] := {1,2,...,n}. Scalars,

vectors and matrices are denoted as lowercase letters (a,b,¢,...), boldface lowercase letters (a,b,c,...)



and uppercase letters (4, B,C,...), respectively. Third order tensors are denoted as A,B,C,..., and
the set of all the third order real tensors is denoted as R"1*"™2%"s  For a third order tensor A, we use
the Matlab notations A(4,:,:), A(:, j,:) and A(:,:, k) to denote its i-th horizontal, j-th lateral and k-th
frontal slice, respectively. Let A = (A;j;) € R"*72%"3  then (Agi))jk = (Agj))ik = (Aék))ij = A, for
all i € [n1], j € [n2] and & € [ng]. The inner product of two tensors A, B € R™*™2*"3 ig the sum of

products of their entries, i.e.
ni na ns

(A, B) = Z Z Z AijiBijk.

i=1j=1k=1

The Frobenius norm is ||A|| . = 1/(A, A). For a martix A, A* and A~! represent the conjugate transpose
and the inverse of A, respectively. I, represents the identity matrix of size n x n. For any u € [3], the
u-mode matrix product of a tensor A = (A;jx) € R™*"2*"s with a matrix M, € R7*"« is denoted by
A x,, M, with its entries

(A xq Ml)iigig = Zzlzl Aiisig (M),

(A Xo Ma)ijis = 2oy Aiyigis (M2) jiy,

(A X3 M3)iyisk = Dy Aiyinis (M3) ki -

2.1 Generalized T,-product and multi-tubal rank

In this subsection, we will introduce multi-tubal rank, which is a generalization of tubal rank in [I5].
Before proceeding, we review the Discrete Fourier Transformation (DFT), which plays a key role in
tensor-tensor product (t-product). For A € R™*"2Xns and y € [3], let A, € C™*"2X"3 be the result
of Discrete Fourier transformation (DFT) of A € R™*"2*"s along the u-th mode. Specifically, let
E.,=1f, -, fn,] € C*" where
fi = [w0x(i—1); wlx(i—l); o ;w(nu—l)x(i—l):| € Cnu

with w = e "u and i = v —1. Then
Al(:7j7k):Fn1A(:ajvk)ﬂ AQ(i7:7k):Fn2A(i7:ak)a AS(iajﬁ):anA(iaja:)a
which can be computed by Matlab command “A,, = fft(A,[],u)”. Furthermore, A can be computed by
A, with the inverse DFT A = if ft(A.,[], u).

For A € R™*"2Xn3  we define matrices A; € CM™2Xmns - A, € CMn2Xn2n3 and Ag € C™Mn3Xn2n3 gg

A
AP
Ay = bdiag,(A,) = _ , Yu € [3]. (6)
A’S’Lu)

Here, bdiag,(-) is an operator which maps the tensor A, to the block diagonal matrix A,. The block
circulant matrices beircy (A) € R™72X™1%s  phejreg (A) € R™M™2Xm2s and beires(A) € R™™8XM2m3 of A are

defined as

AS}) AQ(LM) . Aq(f)
AR AD L4

beirey, (A) = . . . . , Yu € [3].
Aq&nu) Agn’ﬁl) L Aq(})



Based on these notations, the generalized T;,-product and multi-tubal rank are introduced as follows.

Definition 2.1 (Generalized T, -product) For A; € R"*"2X™ gnd B; € R™M*™1X"s  define
Ay *1 By = foldy (beirei (Ay) - unfoldy(By)) € R *m2xns,

For Ay € Rmixn2xr2 gpd By € RT2Xn2Xn3 - define
Ag %9 By := foldy(beirca(Az) - unfoldy(Bs)) € RM*M2X"s,

For As € RMXr3Xns gnd By € RT3Xm2%n3 - define
As x3 B := folds(bcircs(Asz) - unfolds(Bs)) € R >"2xns,

Here

u

and its inverse operator “fold,” is defined by fold,(unfold,(B,)) = By.

Definition 2.2 (Multi-tubal rank) For any tensor A € R™*"2X1s gqnd y € [3], let rl, = rank(/ig))
and | € [ny]. Then multi-tubal rank of A is defined as
rankm,(A) = (r1(A),r2(A), r3(A)),

where 1,(A) = max{rl r2 ... r?} foru € [3].
In fact, the T3-product is the classical t-product and r3(.A) is tubal rank [15] of tensor A, respectively.

Lemma 2.1 [16] Suppose that A, B are tensors such that F := A, B (u € [3]) is well defined as in
Definition . Let A,, By, F, be defined as in @ and () be defined as in Definition . Then

(1) Al = 7

an

(2). F=Ax,B and F, = A, B, are equivalent;

Al

(3). ro(F) < min{r,(A),r.(B)}.

From Lemma [2.I] we can assert that the generalized tensor factorization can be computed by matrix
factorization, which is computable.

2.2 Motivation of multi-tubal rank

We first discuss the relationship between Tucker rank and multi-tubal rank. To this end, we need the

following lemma.



Lemma 2.2 Suppose that C € R™>n2Xns | ¢ R™M>X™ (G ¢ R"™*"2 gnd H € R"*", Let F €
Rn1><n2><n1, ﬁ c Rn1><n1><n37 g c an)(nz)(’ﬂ@’ gN c IR’N/1><TL2><’I’L27 H c Rn1><n3><n3’ ’}:l c RngXTLzX’ﬂg be the
tensors with their slices

FV=FFY=...=F"™ =0, FV=F F? =...= ™ =0,
=c"¢P=...=cg" =0, V=g a6"=...=6" =0,
HY =gT F® =...= g =0, AMY =HT AP =...=7" =0

Then
]:*QC:CxlF, C*gg:CXQG, C*1H:CX3H,
Fx3C = Cx1F, G#1C = Cx1G, CxoH = Cx3H.

Proof. It clear to see that

unfoldy (Fx2C) = beirce (F) - unfolds (C)

_ F2(1) F2(n2) F2(2) Cél)
2 1 3 2
B L @
i FQ(’I‘LQ) Fz(ngfl) .. F2(1) C§n2)
[(F 0 - 0 ciV rciM
0 F - 0 cf? rci?
L0 0 - F || FC§™
Then
ni ni
(FraC)yye = (FCF) =3 Fp(C8) =3 CpinFip = (€x1F)
! p=1 p p=1
Similarly,

ni ni
7 _ (k) _ ) (k) - SR — g
(f*?’c)ijk N <FC3 )ij - ;FW (03 >pj ;ijkﬂp (CXIF)WC'
Now we can assert that F#oC = Cx1 F and Fx3C = Cx1 F.

Furthermore,
unfolds (Cx3G) = beires (C) - unfolds (G)

r C?()l) C?()ns) 03(,2) 1T Ggl)
- C§2) Cél) . C§3) G:(f)
I Céns) Cé”s*l) Cél) | Géns)
r C?()l) C?()ns) C?()Q) 17 qf C?El)GT
o o o 0 oPar
Lo oo oY Lo o el



Then
(C*3G),1, = (Cé“GT) Z (c“") (GT), . =" CipkGip = (Cx2C)
p=1 p=1

Similarly, .
(G*lc)ijk - (Gcii))jk - Z (@) (Ol(Z ) ZC””“G” (€G-
p=1

Then C*3G = Cx5G and Gx1C = Cx»G. Similarly, Cx;H = Cx3H and CxoH = Cx3H. Hence the desired

results are arrived. [

Theorem 2.1 For any tensor A = (A;j,) € R"*"2X"3 the following properties hold:

r1(A) <min {r (Ag) 7 (A@s)}, r2(A) <min{r (Aq), 7 (As) ),
r3(A) <min {r (), (A@)}-

Proof. Let A = Bx, UM x,U® x3U®) be a Tucker rank decomposition of A, then r (A(3)) =r (U(3))
and A = B x5 U® where B = B x; UV x5, U®. By Lemma [2.2] we have A = B x5 U®) = B« U,
where U € R™*™3%"s with its slices

T
v = (@) U =~ o,

Denote Uy = fft(U,[],1), then Uy (:, j, k) = F,,U(:, j, k), then
T
ZFnl Z l ) = n1 (.; 1) (U(g)) y Vi € [nl].

From the definition of F,,,, F,,, (1,i) # 0. Thus ry ) = r (U®)). From Lemma and A= B U, we
have

() < @) =7 (UD) =1 (A)

Similarly, r; (A) <r (A(Q)). Now we can assert that r1(A4) < min {r (A(Q)) T (A(g)) } Similarly,

r2(A) <min{r (Aq)) 7 (@)}, r3(A) <min{r (Aq)) .7 (A) },
which show the desired results. [ |

Low Tucker rank tensor completion model were considered in various references. Note that Tucker
rank considers low rank structures on all modes of tensor, while only one low rank structure in tubal
rank is considered, which leads to low rank structures on the other two modes missed. To consider low
rank structures on all the three modes of tensor, it is necessary to consider multi-tubal rank in tensor

completion problem.

Now we take the video tensor data in real world for example to see the low rank structures of tensors.
In video tensorEI7 there are two spatial dimensions and one temporal dimension. We take the first 30
frames of size 144 x 176 as a video tensor A, that is A € R!4X176x30 Figyre [1] (a) shows the sampled
frames in the video. Figure (b) shows the first 30 singular values of the matrix Aél). Apply SVD to
AWM and ALY to obtain their singular values, shown in Figure (c) and Figure (d), respectively. From
Figure [1f (¢) and (d), the low rank structures of tensor A on mode 1 and mode 2 are presented.

Thttp://trace.eas.asu.edu/yuv/
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Figure 1: The sampled frames in video and singular values of fL(}) for u € [3]

Motivated by this, we introduce multi-tubal rank, which is similar to Tucker rank. The introduced
multi-tubal rank includes low rank structures on all three modes of third order tensor, which take full con-
siderations of all low rank structures and will lead to promising performance for solving tensor completion

problem.

3 Tensor completion problem based on multi-tubal rank

In this section, we establish a low rank tensor completion based on multi-tubal rank and then apply
a tensor factorization based method for solving it. For the method, the convergence analysis will be

presented.

3.1 Tensor completion model based on multi-tubal rank and its tensor fac-

torization based method

Based on the introduced multi-tubal rank, the tensor completion problem can be modeled as

min  rank,,(C), st. Po(C—-M)=0, (7)

CeRnl XngXng
which is a vector optimization problem. To keep things simple, we consider the weighted multi-tubal

rank minimization problem as

3
min Z a4 (C), st. Pq(C—M)=0,
=1

CER"1 XngXxXng



where o, s, a3 > 0 and Zi:l a,, = 1. Note that C can be factorized as C = X, *, Y, with r,(C) <
min(ry, (Xy), 7w (Vy)) for u € [3]. Hence we consider the following tensor factorization model

3

. Ay 2
o pin _1? | Xy 4 Vo —Cll7,  st. Po(C—M)=0. (8)

To solve problem more conveniently, we introduce its regularized model as follows:

ml%} f(C Xl, XQ, Xg,yl,yQ, 3)3) s.t. PQ(C - M) =0. (9)
Here,
3
u A
FC.X0, Xy, X5, 01,00, V5) = (0‘2 % 0 Y = Cll + 5 (1%l + Iyull%)) : (10)
u=1

Now, we are ready to update C, X,, and ), for all u € [3]. Note that

3 3
Zau HXu*uyu - CH?:‘ = Zau <Xu*uyu - CaXu*uyu - C>

u=1 u=1
3 3 3
Z C C —2204“ X *yVu, C Za“ <Xu*uyu7Xu *u yu>
u=1 u=1 =
3 3
= (C,C) —2<Z%Xu*uyu,0> + | XukuDull (11)
u=1 u=1
3 3 3 3 2
= <Z OéuXu*uyu - C, Z auXu*uyu - C> + Z Oy, HXU*UyUH% - Z a“Xu*uyu
u=1 u=1 u=1 u=1 )

2 3

+ Z Oy ||Xu*uyu||?r -

F u=1

Xu*uyu - C

3 2
§ oy Xy Vu
u=1 F

Then C**! can be updated by

Ct+l Xt uyt

argmln
Pq (C M

2 3 3
= Z X, V! + Po (./\/l — Z auX,f*uyZ> . (12)

F u=1 u=1

Before we present how to update X!T! and Y!*! we rewrite @D as a corresponding matrix version.
Denote 7, :=1,(C), 7!, := 7 (C’(l)) with C( € Cu1 XMz yy < ug and ug, up # u. Clearly, r!, < r, for all
! € [ny]. For each uw and [, C’u can be factorized as a product of two matrices qul) and f/u(l) of smaller sizes,

mnxrt, 3 30 @ orxn nama (8
where XV Gn(g w X7y and Vi) € CwXmuz are the Ith block diagonal matrices of X, € C =1

1
u

~ STy ) Xnung _

and Y, € (C<l:1 ) * Let X = [XP,0] € craxre ) ¥ = [VV;0] € CTe*muz and X,,, Y, be the
block diagonal matrices with the [th block diagonal matrices X& ), Yu( )7 respectively. Then XY, = XY,
Together with Lemma we have

1o o - 1 "
X, %y Yy — Cll% = — || X Y0 — Cullz = — || XY — Cull2 = — XOy®O _cb)2, 4 e 3]
(| X *u V) % null 1% null % ;H %, u € [3]

Therefore, @ can be rewritten as

3 Ny 3 Ny
min 3 (au £OP0 _ 60 H) ZZ(A

CoXuVu =1 i=1 \ 2Ny /=1 \2ny,

s.t. PQ(C — M) =0.

2O+ 2 |90

2 A
‘ 2Ny,

F) (13)



(L,t+1)

To update Xﬁl Y we consider its regularized version and have X as follows.

o (1,t+1) __
X£ ) = argmln
XM

X0y _ o t+1)H (HX(z +xw - Xi(f’t)HQ)
F

m

(14)

= (WX 4, O (V00T (0 V00 (V0) 4 207) 7 Vues), Vi e [n

u

y(t+1)

Similarly, can be updated by

Yyt — argmm

0 -5,
v

- (au (X;LHU)*X&LH” + 2)\1) - (/\f/u(lv“ +ay, (vawn)*cgw) , Vu € [3], VI € [ng].
(15)

X(lt+1)y(l)_cq(ll,t+1)H2 LA A (
F 21y

O+

Ny

Based on above discussions, a tensor factorization algorithm can be outlined as Algorithm 3.1, denoted
by MTRTC.

Algorithm 3.1 Multi-Tubal Rank Tensor Completion (MTRTC)

Input: The tensor data M € R™*™2%"3 the observed set 2,the initialized rank
R, parameters )\, ¢ and a,,, u € [3].
Initialization: X0, Y, u € [3].
While not converge do
1. Fix X, and Y} to compute C**! by (12).
2. Fix Y and C**! to update X! by (T4).
3. Fix X+ and C**! to update Y,/*! by (I15).
4. Adopt the rank decreasing scheme to adjust rank,,;(C) and adjust the sizes of
X1 and Vi,
5. Check the stop criterion: ||CG™ — Ma|,./[Mallp <e.
6.1 t+1.
end while
Output: C*1.

Remark 3.1 In general, we do not know the true multi-tubal rank of optimal tensor C in advance. Thus,
it is necessary to estimate the multi-tubal rank of tensor C. In this paper, we adopt the same rank

estimation and rank decreasing strategy proposed in [37, [38, [{2).

3.2 Convergence analysis

In this subsection, we present the convergence of MTRTC. The following notation will be used in our
analysis. In problem @D, Q) is an index set which locates the observed data. We use 2¢ to denote the
complement of the set Q with respect to the set {(i,4,k) : i € [m1],j € [n2],k € [ns]}. To simply the
notation, we denote 2* = (Ct, X{, X4, XL, Vi, Vi Vi) in this subsection.

10



Before proceeding, we present the Kurdyka-Lojasiewicz (KL) property [3] with constraint defined as
below.

Definition 3.1 (Kurdyka-Lojasiewicz (KL) property) Let Z be an open set and f : Z — R be a
semi-algebra function. For every critical point z* € Z of f, there are a neighborhood of z*, denoted by

Z' C Z, an exponent 0 € [0,1) and a positive constant u such that
1) = £ < || TT, (V5G| (16)

for all z € Z', where [],(Vf(2)) denotes the projective gradient of f.

Recall that f(z) defined as in (10), f(z) is a quadratic function on z, and hence is a semi-algebra
function. From Definition (3.1]), for any critical point z*, there exist # and u such that is satisfied.

Theorem 3.1 Suppose that {2t} is an infinite sequence generated by MTRTC. Then we have the follow-

ing statements.

(1). The sequence {z'} is bounded and any accumulation point of {z'} is a stationary point of problem

(T0).

(2). There is a constant n > 0 such that n||z" — 2| p > | [T (Vf(z))] F-

Proof. Since rank r > 0 in Algorithm MTRTC is non-increasing, we can assume that the rank r is fixed
for all 2t when t is sufficiently large. That is, the rank decreasing scheme is not adopted for all such big
enough ¢. For simplicity, we assume that ¢ is big enough such that r is fixed and denote f* = f(z!) in

the following.

(1). By (12), it follows

2

3 3
||CH'1 — CtH% = OqufL*uy,tL + Pq (M - > auXi*uqu> —Ct
u=1 u=1 5‘
3 3
=Y ayXix, V! —Ct + Py (M -3 auxi*uyi)
u=1 u=1 F
3
= ST Xk, Vi — Ct>
u=1 Qellfp

11



According to Algorithm MTRTC, we have that

3
ft _ft+1 — Z_:

3
=S <O‘2u X, YEFL et |2 % (et )15 + ||3’Z“||i)>

7 N\

Qy, A
S llen vt -+ g (1l + 19205))

3
= 30 % (v Y -t — 2 - )

3
A
#3205 (I w0 = - e ) 305 (I~ e )

3
D P A DRD)

2

(10— 1)

2

3
t t t4+1
ZauXu*uyu—C+

u=1

F F

u

b _ X”H)H JrHy(zt) lt+1)H )

u=1 [=
1 - t ’ A > t t+1)]2 t t+1(]2
=3 | [ 2 a3 - + 53 (11 = 2+ [ - 2
u=1 Qc F u=1
Ty g2 A ° ¢ t41(|2 t t+1(|2
=5l = et + 5 D0 ([l = X+ e - vt )
u=1

> min{21,)\} |4+ 2

t
7+
(17)
where the first inequality holds from , and . Therefore, {f'} is monotonically decreasing.
(oo}
Together with the fact that f > 0, the series > (f* — fi*1) = f1 — tlim ft converges. Hence,
— 00

D) <o, Yo(EF =) <00, Y| =R < e
t=1

t=1 t=1

Yt

3
Since 1> 3> (th ) 2 z (||X;||§,+ ||y;||2F), (X1}, {V} are bounded. To-
u=1 U

gether with the expression of Ct7 it is asserted that {Ct} is also bounded, and hence {z'} is bounded.

Clearly, there exists a convergent subsequence of {2'}. Without loss of generality, we assume that

(o]
lim 2% = z*. From Y ||2! — 2!71||% < oo, lim 2" — 2f =0, and hence lim 2f+1 = 2*.
k—o00 =1 t—o0 k—o0

Together with , and , we have that
3 3
¢ = 3 e (Mo S ;).
u=1 u=1
5 = * * -1
XM = a0 (Y) (auY(l’*) (YE)" 4 /\I) ,u € [3], 1€ nyl,

A = (0, X0 (X09) 4 An) T (xU) 00, e 8], 1 € ).
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By direct computation, the following system is asserted

(XY —CH(Y*)* 4+ AX* =0, Yue[3]
(X)X = CE) + AV =0, Yue [3]
Po(C* — M) =0,

3
Poe (Z X, YV — C*) =0.
u=1
Therefore, 2* is a stationary point of problem ([10)).

(2). Since {z'} is bounded, there exists a compact convex set Z such that {z'} C Z. Since f is a

quadratic polynomial in z, the gradient V f is Lipschitz in Z with a Lipschitz constant Ly, that is,

IVf() = Ve < Lyllz =2 lp, V22 € 2.

Clearly,
ITe (Vef () 5
< Mo (Vef €20 Y5%h) =Tl (Ve f (€5 &L V5|
+ 1o (Vef (€ XL  Y)) g
3
< Ly Hzt‘*1 — thF + ‘(Ct — 37 X%, yg)
u=1 Qcllp
S S [ G
< Ly,
Furthermore,

[V f ()]

[V f(CHE X V) = Y f(CF X V0| o+ [V f (L X 99|,
Ll =2t p + XX = Xillp

(Ly+ N [z =2

ININ A

Similarly, for any u € [3], we have

[V, FHY)|| o < (Lp +X) |24 = 28|
[V FEHY || < (Lp+A) |24 =21

Now we can assert that || ], (Vf(z")) |p < (7Lg + 6A + 1)[|2" T — 2'|| ¢ and the result (2) is arrived
with n:=7L; + 6\ + 1. ]

Theorem 3.2 Suppose that z* is a limiting point of {2} generated by MTRTC. Assume that the starting
point 20 satisfies 2° € B(2*,0) == {z: ||z — 2*||p <o} C Z', 6 and p are defined as in Definition .
Suppose that p = %;A} with n and X being from Theorem (2) and

7> g F () = T 40— e

Then
(Z) ZtEB(Z*,O'), fOrt:071,2;"';
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(2). Yo 128 = 2 < oy | £ () = £ ()]

(3). The entire sequence {z'} converges.

Proof. We show (1) by induction. Clearly, (1) is true for ¢ = 0 by assumption. Assume that (1) holds
for all ¢t < ¢, then KL property holds for such zt. Now we show that (1) is true for ¢t = ¢ + 1.

Let 6 € (0,1) and ¢(s) := ( f(z*))lfe,s > f(z*). Then, ¢(s) is concave with its derivative

@' (s) = m for s > f(z* Slnce @(s) is concave, we have
OUF () =6 (1)) 260 (7 () [F () 1 ()] = ot () - ().

Combining with and Theorem (2), we have

¢ 41 1 ¢ 41 t41 Lt

Hence,

Y=o 21 =2

IAIA
D= =

This implies that

127 =2 < Z e = zell e+ [[2° = 2" < ¢ FED+ ==l <o
p=0

Then we have 2'*t! € B (2*,0), and hence (1) is asserted.
(2). Taking ¢ — oo in (I8), (2) is arrived.
(3). From (2), for any € > 0, there exists K; > 0 such that for any ¢ > K; such that |z' —

tp—t . .
e < 3 [ =2 e < 5. From klim Zt = 2*, there exists Ko > 0 such that for all k > Ko,

i=1 —00

|z — 2*||p < §. Hence, for any ¢ > max{Ky, K},
12" = 2*[lp < ll2" = 2™||F + ]Iz — 2" <,

which indicates that 2! — 2*. ]

Theorem 3.3 Suppose that {z'} is an infinite sequence generated by MTRTC with an accumulating point
z* and 6, p are as in Definition (3.1 Then

(a). If 0 € (0, %], then there exist v > 0 and c € (0,1) such that
o = 2l < e’
(b). If 0 € (3,1), then there ewists v > 0 such that
o = < vt

14



Proof. Assume that 2° € B (2*,0). Denote that

o0

S

p=t
Then
||zt—z*||F < Ay (19)

From Theorem (2), we have

Ay < u_g) £ (%) —f(z*)|1*9 - “f(zo) _f(z*)ﬂ 7

p(1 )

Combining with the KL inequality, there holds

1—-6
2

8 < o (4Tl re)],)

From Theorem [3.1| (2), the above inequality implies that

1-6 1-6
B ot Gl =) T =@ - A 20)

A< (At - At+1) .

Hence
C1 — 1

Ay < Ay

C1
Together with , result (a) ia arrived with ¢ = %

(b). For case of § € (3,1), let h(s) = s~729. The function h(s) is monotonically decreasing on s. By

, we have

e Ay Ay 1—-6 _20-1 —20-1
T— T— T—
C1 S h(At) (At — At+1) = / h(At) ds S / h(S)dS = —207_1 <At — At+1 > .
Agyq Arga
_ o -
Since 0 € (3, 1),v:= —21%’91 < 0and Ay ; — Ay > —ve; "% > 0. Thus, there is a t such that for all
t > 2,
v v = h = n vV -5
AY > A7 —vey Tt —t) > —vey T (E—t) > 54 t,
then we have
Ay < AtV
e \¥
for a certain positive constant v = (—gcl 19) . Then result (b) is obtained. ]
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4 Improvement with spatio-temporal characteristics

In practical applications, some characteristics are included. For example, both the video data between
two adjacent frames and the internet traffic data of two adjacent days are temporal stability features. To

characterize such properties, some constraint matrices are considered.

As in [31] 41], the temporal constraint matrix H captures the temporal stability feature, i.e., the data
is similar at adjacent time slots in the tensor. Let H = Toeplitz(0,1,—1) be a Toeplitz matrix of size

(ng — 1) X ng with

1 -1 0

0 1 -1
H =

0 0 1

(’I’L37 1) Xns
Let ng be the time dimension. Then the time stability is expressed by minimizing

0) (k+1) |2

TL3—1
e xs Bl = Y- 5" - ¢
k=1

Let the spatial constraint matrices F' and G capture spatial correlation feature. We choose F' and G
according to the similarity between Cf) and C§j) (j # 1), Céi) and Céj) (j # i), respectively. For each
CF), we perform linear regression to find a set of weights w;(j) such that the linear combination of ng )
is a best approximation of C%i), ie., Cy) =2 iz wi(j)ng). Then we set F'(i,4) = 1 and F(i,7) = —w;(j).
Matrix G can be obtained similarly. Let n; and ny be the spatial dimensions. Then the spatial correlation
features can be expressed by minimizing

2

ni
e 1 Fllp =" e =3 wig)cl?
i=1 j#i r
and
2
na
IC %2 Gl =D [C8) =3 wi(h)
i=1 i 7

Before we get such matrices F' and G, it is necessary to estimate an initial tensor C without missing
data and outlier because these factors may destroy spatial features. To this end, we first recover the
missing entries and remove outlier by using the temporal constraint (i.e., H). For the estimated tensor C,
we analyze the similarities and linear regression to find spatial constraints (i.e., F, G). Then the obtained

F, G are used together with matrix H in algorithm to recovery the data.

Based on the three matrices F, G and H, the tensor factorization model can be modified as

3
min | S G| XyxaVu — ClI 5 + B [[(Xa%2) <1 F

Xy Vs u=1
) 21
82 ||(Xykads) oG % + B2 (X D) xsH2 1)

s.t. PQ(C—M) =0.
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Let 8, = 0 if there is no additional characteristics on the uth dimension of data. Hence, model can
be regarded as a special case of model .

With Lemma [2.2] can be rewritten as

3

min 3 % | Xk Vu — Cll5 + B (| Fxa (Xorad) ||
X'zuyuvc u=1

22
+2 | (Xsxas) %3G |7 + F (X D) - 7 (22)
s.t. PQ(C — M) =0.
Similar to solve (), we consider the regularized version of problem , which can be written as
min = g(C, X1, X2, X3, )1,V2,V3), st Po(C—M)=0, (23)

C, Xy, Vu

where

(C X17X23X37y17y27y3)

B (X1 1) #1 -

Bz [(Xsk3Y5) %3G |5 + 5

—Z [um = CI 2 | s (s )+ 2

/\ A
(28111 F %2 Xall7 + c2l| Xall7 + [122017) + 5 (1X 1% + 28215 3 Gl 7 + as|| Vsl|7)

l\D\yl\'J\

(1% 117 + 285131 +1 HI| + a1 ]17) -

Clearly, C**! can be updated by (12). Hence it suffices to consider how to update X! and Y.+ for
all u € [3]. From the structure of X, and Y, in section 2, we have

1, - 1, - - _
| F o (Xz %2 Vo)||5 = EHFQ(% *2 Vo) |3 = %HFQ(XQYQ)H%

1 — . A 1 _ 1T G20 iy mriy a2
=— | F(XoYo) |2 = — || Fa X Ya |2 = — HFo)X(J)Y(g) .
n2H H(XoY2) |7 n2” 2 Xo Yol nzjz:; 2 X

Similarly, we have

L N o) o) a6
|(XsxsV5) #3612 = — ZHX(k)Y H , ||(X1*1y1)*1m|;:EZHXpyp (
i=1

Based on these results, we can rewrite (23)) as the following matrix version
min
C Xu,Yu {2 2nu

52
2n

CU)H - Z HF(J)X(J)Y(J)HF

2

> Xék)YB(k)égk)Hi o ;HXUY@
0 S T R S R )
B\ (2;3 Z X013 + fj—g Z IV G0 + 5 ;::1 llYé’”II%>

1 & 2
A — .
2n1 -1 F

) Z HymH(z)

2n1 =
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To update Xf“ and y{“, we consider the following problem

min XOyo c” I X{“Yf“ﬁ@ 2
Xl,Yl 2”1 2n1 =1 F

2 B~ o) 0] L 21 X [l ||
Al — — Y H —_— Y, .
+<2m o DA g SO

For any 7 € [ng], X{i’tﬂ) and Yl(i’tﬂ) are updated by
Rt (AXl(i,t) + 0, Ol (Y/l(i,t)) ) [alﬁ(i,t) (ﬁ(i,t)) N
Bs (V0B (V) + 2AJ]

and
s o * . -1 s o * .
Yl(z,tJrl) :a1|:(X](_l’t+1)> Xl(z,tJrl) _’_2)\[} (Ayl(z,t) n (Xl(z,tJrl)) Cl(z,t+1))
PR |
o+ (80
To update X3 ™" and Vit we consider the following problem

Xrglgz no 2n2 HX(]>Y(J) C«(J)H 2n2 Z HF(J)X(J)Y J)H

S(ER L B )

Therefore, for any j € [na], Xéjiﬂ) and ?Q(j’tﬂ) are updated by
o Nk, a1 . . o *
P —asasl + 81 (F7) B (AXE0 4 6PV (700))
-1
709 (729 + 21

and
—1

ARy :[az (Xéj’t“)) XG4 ) (Fz(j))?éj*t“)) FD XD 4 2)\4
(/“A/Q(j’t) toao (Xg(j,m)) ng,m)).
To update X;H and yt“ we consider the following problem

LY
Xs5.V3 i 2713

L 23: (k)12 B2 ES: o (k) A(k) 12 @3 2 : o (k)12
+A X + Y2 G + Y. .
<2n3 ‘ || 3 H F 3 1 H 3 3 || F o3 1 ” 3 ”F

P g0 _ C<k>H

2n3 Z HX(k)Y(k)G(k)H

Then Xék’tH) and )73(k’t+1) for any k € [ng] are updated by
Kt _ ()\Xék,t) 4 ap OBt (Y—S(k,t)) ) [aglé(k,t) (Yg(k,t)> N

g (VOGP (HH0EP) + 2>\I} i

18
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and 5}3(k,t+1) :a3[(X?()k,t+1))*X?()k,t+1) n 2)\1]*1 ()\Y;k’t) i (X?Ek,t+1))*é§k,t+1)) .

ot + .68 (64)

Based on above analysis, the alternating minimization method can be outlined as Algorithm 4.1, denoted
by ST-MTRTC for convenience.

(29)

Algorithm 4.1 Spatio-Temporal Multi-Tubal Rank Tensor Completion (ST-MTRTC)

Input: The tensor data M € C™*"2xns 4 ¢ RM*"3X"3  the observed set 2, the initialized
rank RC, parameters A, € and ay,, u € [3].
Initialization: X0, V0, v € [3].
While not converge do
1. Fix X7, and Y}/, compute C**! by (12).
2. Compute F and G based on C!.
. Compute Xt+1 by [4),([26) and by fixing Y} and C*+1.

w

4. Obtain Y+ by (25),(27) and based on X*1 and Ct*1,
5. Adopt the rank decreasing scheme to adjust rank,,;(A) and the sizes of
R+ and Y
6. Check the stop criterion ||C5™ — Ma||/IMallp < e.
T.t+—t+1.
end while

Output: C!*1.

The convergence is similar to that of Algorithm MTRTC and hence we omit it here.

5 Numerical Experiments

In this section, we report some numerical results of our proposed algorithms MTRTC and ST-MTRTC
to show the validity. We adopt the relative error and the peak signal-to-noise ratio (PSNR) as evaluation
metrics, which are defined by
2
— = WF " pSNR := 1010y, <”m?”3”M2”°°) ,
IC = Ml%

where M and C are the observed tensor and estimated tensor, respectively. The parameter X is set as
0.1 in both MTRTC and ST-MTRTC. We conduct extensive experiments to evaluate our methods, and
then compare the results with those by some other existing methods, including TMac [38] and TCTF
[42]. All the methods are implemented on the platform of Windows 10 and Matlab (R2014a) with an
Intel(R) Core(TM) i7-7700 CPU at 3.60GHz and 8 GB RAM.
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5.1 Numerical Simulation

In this subsection, we test MTRTC on synthetic data to evaluate the efficiency by comparing MTRTC
with TCTF. In experiments, the maximum iteration number is set to be 300 and the termination precision
€ is set to be le-5.

The tested tensor M € R00x100x100 jg copstructed in the following way. Use Matlab command
randn(ri,r2,73) to generate tensor B € R™*™2X"s  Generate matrices U’ € R190%7"i with ¢ € [3] such
that the multi-rank of tensor M := B x; Ul x5 U% x3 U? is (ry,72,73). Select pninyng positions of M
uniformly to construct €, where p is the sampling ratio. If RSE < le-3, C is regarded as a successful

recovery to M. For fairness, we run these procedures for 30 times.

First, we test TCTF and MTRTC for the problems of different sample rates. Let ry = ro = r3 = 20,
the initial rank (r!)® = 20, u € [3], ] € [n,] in MTRTC and the initial rank (20, 20,20) in TCTF. We
set sampling ratio p varying from 0.1 to 0.9 with increment 0.1. The numerical results are reported in

Figure [2] (a).

1 L A A A A A A -1| A A A A A A A A A
?
0.9 Re 0.95
Y| s
2 osl —A— MTRTC , 2 o8l >~ —&— MTRTC| |
@ - e-TCTF ¢ o ® -e-TCTF
O 0.7f O 0.7r \
% ,’ a \
L L \
2 06 / 5 06 o
2 05¢ , 2 05¢ o
c 1 c AN
© 0.4f ' © 0.4 N
> 1 3 8\
8 o3l : 8 o3t .
I d i ?
0.2- ° 1 0.2t \
4 \
L / ] L \
0.1 K 0.1 N
N d o o o & ‘ ‘ 0 ‘ ‘ e o
01 02 03 04 05 06 07 08 09 16 18 20 22 24 26
Sampling ratio:p Rank

(a) Comparison on frequency of success of different sam- (b) Comparison on frequency of success of different

pling ratios ranks

Figure 2: Comparison on frequency of success obtained by MTRTC and TCTF

In Figure |2| (a), the frequency of success of these two methods are reported. Our proposed method
MTRTC performs much better than TCTF. We find that the lower the sampling ratio p, the more
difficult it is to recover the tensor successfully. Form Figure [2] (a), it is clear that our method MTRTC
can complete the tensor successfully when the sample rate is bigger than 0.2; while the tensor can not be
completed by TCTF when the sample rate is less than 0.6.

On the other hand, we test TCTF and MTRTC for the tested tensors of sampling ratio p = 0.7 with
different ranks. We set the rank r = r; = ry = rg varying from 16 to 26 with increment 1. We set
the initialized rank (1})° = r,u € [3],1 € [n,] in MTRTC and the initial rank (r,r,7) in TCTF. The
frequences of success are reported in Figure [2] (b).

Figure[2] (b) indicates that tensor can be completed by MTRTC for all estimated rank from (16, 16, 16).

With the increase of rank, the success rate of TCTF in restoring tensors gradually decreases. Moreover,
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Table 1: Comparison of the PSNR, the RSE and the running time by MTRTC, TCTF and TMac

Method MTRTC TCTF TMac
Image PSNR RSE time | PSNR RSE time | PSNR RSE time
Flower 32.07 0.079 9.51 | 30.95 0.090 13.28 | 24.09 0.199 11.47
Desert 36.61 0.031 9.02 | 30.72 0.060 12.08 | 28.96 0.074 12.00
River otter 34.95 0.052 9.23 | 29.08 0.102 11.89 | 26.95 0.131 11.67
Viaduct 37.23 0.031 9.11 | 32.63 0.0563 11.69 | 27.74 0.093 11.24
House 33.88 0.038 9.26 | 28.91 0.067 12.11 | 26.89 0.084 11.48
Man 30.41 0.056 9.00 | 26.15 0.092 12.03 | 23.37 0.127 11.70
Human 29.80 0.064 10.41 | 2797 0.079 11.91 | 23.84 0.127 11.31
Girl 32.92 0.049 9.88 | 26.49 0.103 12.99 | 25.12 0.121 11.46
Average 34.60 0.043 9.65 | 29.59 0.079 11.46 | 27.31 0.101 11.09

TCTF cannot successfully restore tensors when the rank is bigger than 22.

From accuracy and efficiency, we know that MTRTC performs better than TCTF for all sizes of the

sampling ratios and tensor ranks.

5.2 Image Simulation

In this subsection, we apply MTRTC to color image inpainting. Note that color images can be expressed
as third order tensors. When the tensor data is of low rank, or numerical low rank, the image inpainting
problem can be modeled as a tensor completion problem. We use the Berkeley Segmentation database [27]
to evaluate our method for image inpainting. It has a total of 200 color images, of size 321 x 481 x 3. In

these experiments, we compare our results with those from the state-of-the-art methods (TMac, TCTF).

In the test, all 200 images are chosen from the Berkeley Segmentation database. For each chosen
image, we randomly sample by sampling ratio p = 0.7. We set the initial multi-tubal rank (r})% = 2,u €
[2], (74)° = 30,1 € [n,] in MTRTC, the initial tubal rank (30, 30, 30) in TCTF and the initial Tucker rank
(30,30, 3) in TMac. In experiments, the maximum iteration number is set to be 300 and the termination

precision ¢ is set to be le-5.

Average Average

Running time

Man Man

Woman Woman
House MTRTC House
Viaduct

River otter

Viaduct
River otter
TMac Desert TMac

Flower Flower
Image Image
Model Model

Figure 3: Comparison on the PSNR and the running time by MTRTC, TCTF and TMac
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(a) Original (b) Observation (¢) MTRTC (d) TCTF (e) TMac

Figure 4: Recovery performance comparison on the 8 images by MTRTC, TCTF and TMac
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We present the image inpainting results of the eight tested images in Table [I} Figure [3] and Figure
in which “Average” denotes the average inpainting results of all 200 images. “Average” indicates that
MTRTC outperforms TCTF and TMac. As stated in [15] [40], TMac expands the tensor data directly into
matrices and applies matrix nuclear norm to approximate matrix rank, which may destroy multi-data
structures and cause performance degradation. Based on tensor factorization, TCTF and MTRTC avoid
the loss of tensor structure information [I5] 40], thus obtain better inpainting results. Although TCTF
requires less time in each iteration, it takes more iterations to converge, see the running time in Table
Furthermore, MTRTC takes account of all the modes, which is more comprehensive to preserve all low
rank structure of tensor data. From Figure |3, MTRTC is the fastest one, which needs about 2/3 times
running time of TCTF and TMAC.

T I \/TRTC 1 TCTF I TMac

E —
25— —
20— -
15— —
10— —
sl

% 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45 50

Image 1D

PSNR

(a) Comparison of the PSNR values on 50 images

I MTRTC TCTF N TMac
12—

T

10— —
|
6 -
A

2

[

0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 50

45

Recovery computation time(s)

Image 1D

(b) Comparison of the running time on 50 images

Figure 5: Comparison of the PSNR and the running time on 50 images

In Figure [5] we report the PSNR values and the running time of all methods on the first 50 images.
MTRTC performs the best with at least 1.2 times improvement upon the PSNR metric on all 50 images,
verifying its advantages and robustness. From Figure (b), MTRTC is much faster than other compared
methods. In conclusion, it not only achieves the best inpainting results but also runs within least running

time.

For further comparison, we also recover images of the deterministically masked images by grids,
leaves and letters, respectively. In experiments, the maximum iteration number is set to be 500 and the
termination precision € is set to be le-5. Clearly, the masked images are no-mean-sampling. The results
are displayed in Figure [6] and Table [2] which show that TCTF and MTRTC have better performance
than TMac. Furthermore, the effect of MTRTC is much better than that of TCTF. Table [2 reports all
numerical results of three methods. We can assert that MTRTC is the best one in MTRTC, TCTF and
TMac.
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(a) Original

(b) Observation

(c) MTRTC

(d) TCTF

(e) TMac

Figure 6: Recovery performance comparison on the three masked images

Table 2: Comparison on the PSNR and the RSE by MTRTC, TCTF and TMac

Method MTRTC TCTF TMac
Mask PSNR RSE PSNR RSE | PSNR RSE
Grid 25.26 0.1048 22.57 0.1429 | 20.31 0.1854
Leaves 30.16 0.0596 28.69 0.0706 | 25.91 0.0972
Letters 30.82  0.0553 23.00 0.1359 | 21.70  0.1579
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5.3 Video Simulation

We evaluate our proposed methods MTRTC and ST-MTRTC on the widely used YUV Video Sequencesﬂ
Each sequence contains at least 150 frames and we pick the first 60 frames. In the experiments, we test
our proposed methods and other methods on three videos with 144 x 176 pixels. We test the videos
with random missing data of sampling ratio p = 0.3. We set the initial multi-tubal rank (r})% = 10,u €
[2], (14)° = 60,1 € [n,] in MTRTC and ST-MTRTC, the initial tubal rank (30,30, 30) in TCTF and the
initial Tucker rank (60, 60,10) in TMac. In experiments, the maximum iteration number is set to be 800
and the termination precision ¢ is set to be le-5.

The data between two adjacent frames of the video usually have not drastic change. To detect such
stability, we calculate the data pairs of the corresponding positions between two adjacent frames. The
difference for two adjacent frames of the video slots (k and k + 1) is defined as

frame(i, j, k) = |C4 (i, j) — C§T (i, 4).

The smaller the frame(i,j, k) is, the more stable the data between two adjacent frames of the video at
frame k is. By computing the normalized difference values between two adjacent frames, we measure the
stability between two adjacent frames of the video at frame k as

[C5(i,4) = C5™ (i, )] ‘
L, 1G5 5) = G509

Agap(i, j, k) =
max

1<i<ng, 1< <2, 1<k<n

H Ck(i,j) — Oy (i, S th imal gap bet two adjacent

ere 1<i<n171<;1<1%>2<71<k<n3_1| 5(1,7) 3" (1,7)| means the maximal gap between any two adjacen

frames of the video. We plot the CDF of A frame(i, j, k) in Figure The X-axis represents the normalized

difference values between two adjacent frames slots, i.e., Aframe(i,j, k). The Y-axis represents the

cumulative probability. We can see that the value A frame(i, j, k) < 0.6 is more than 80%. These results

indicate that the temporal stability exists in the real video data. Hence we apply ST-MTRTC in video

inpainting with Toeplitz matrix being a temporal constrained matrix H. Furthermore, 51 = 2 = 0,
which mean that F' and G are zero matrices.

1 1 1
0.8 ~ 0.8 ~ 0.8
y 06 L 06 L 06
S 8 S
0.4 ~ 0.4 ~ 0.4
0.2 ~ 0.2 ~ 0.2
0 0
0 02 04 06 08 1 0 02 04 06 08 1 0 02 04 06 08 1
Agap(i,j.k) Agap(i,j.k) Agap(i.j.k)
(a) Mother (b) Container (c) Bridge

Figure 7: An empirical study of three sets of real video data

Figure |8 shows the 18th frame of the three videos. Table [3| displays the numerical results, which show
that MTRTC performs better than TCTF and TMac on PSNR and RSE. Especially for the container

2http://trace.eas.asu.edu/yuv/
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(a) Original

(b) observation

(C) MTRTC

(d) st-mTRTC

(e) TCTF

Figure 8: Recovery performance comparison on the three videos

Table 3: Comparison on the PSNR, the RSE and the running time on the three videos

Video Mother Container Bridge
Method PSNR RSE time PSNR RSE time PSNR RSE time
MTRTC 37.02 0.024 34.14 | 40.53 0.016 50.46 | 34.79 0.026 36.74
ST-MTRTC 37.79 0.022 46.33 | 42.58 0.012 60.63 | 35.55 0.024 33.37
TCTF 14.19  0.338 94,59 | 13.11 0.367 95.82 | 11.93 0.357 93.45
TMac 3592  0.028 39.11 | 34.45 0.032 7777 | 33.88 0.028 38.84
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video, PSNR of MTRTC has increased by 209.53% and 26.36% over TCTF and TMac, respectively. On
consumed time, MTRTC also takes the least time to recover the three videos among all algorithms.

Numerical results displayed in Table[3|show that ST-MTRTC performs better than MTRTC on PSNR
and RSE. The consumed time of ST-MTRTC is similar to MTRTC. Even in container video, the PSNR,
returned by ST-MTRTC has increased by 5.06% over MTRTC. These results indicate that the temporal
stability exists in the real video data, which improves the performance of MTRTC.

5.4 Internet Traffic Simulation

N nodes

T time
We model the traffic data as a third order tensor M € RP*TxO,
Here O corresponds to the number of OD pairs with O = N x N

(N is the number of nodes in the network), and there are D days to

T =1008

N nodes

N=11 . . . .
consider with each day having 7' time slots.

We uses Abilene trace data [35] as an example to illustrate this model. The traffic data are collected
between 144 OD pairs in 168 days, and the measurements are made every 5 minutes which corresponds
to 288 time slots every day. We use a complete one week traffic data. Therefore, the trace data can be
modeled as a third order tensor M € R7*288x144 We use the normalized mean absolute error (NMAE)

in the missing values as a metric of the recovered data. The NMAE is defined as follows

Z(i,j,k)¢sz Mk — Ciji

NMAE =
Z(i,j,k)gn [ M|
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(b) The second week of data

Figure 9: Comparison on the NMAE by four methods of different sampling ratios

Figure [0] shows the recovered results in Abilene dataset by four algorithms. The X-axis represents

the sample rate of data, and the Y-axis represents RSE. As the sample rate increases, the RSE value
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gradually decreases. Among the four methods, ST-MTRTC has the best recovery effect. Note that ST-
MTRTC can still recover lost data with very low error even if the sample rate is very low. Furthermore,
MTRTC lags behind ST-MTRTC, which means a spatio-temporal structure in the network traffic data

works well.

For further comparison, we illustrate the recovered data for the 139th OD pair of Abilene data. To
this end, we select the first 144 data per day. As shown in Figure some of data recovered by TCTF
and TMac are far from the original data when the sample rate is lower than p = 0.6. However, the data
recovered by ST-MTRTC fits the original data well. That is, ST-MTRTC can recover the data of low
sample rate with high accuracy. Although the accuracy of the TCTF and TMac methods raise with the
increasing of sample rate, ST-MTRTC also outperforms TCTF and TMac. These results indicate that
ST-MTRTC is the best method to recover internet traffic data.
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Figure 10: Recovery performance comparison of different sampling ratios

6 Conclusion

In this paper, we extended tubal rank to multi-tubal rank and then established a relationship between
multi-tubal rank and Tucker rank. The tubal rank focuses on one mode of the tensor, while multi-tubal
rank considers all three modes of the tensor together. Based on multi-tubal rank, we established a new
tensor completion model and applied a tensor factorization based method for solving the established
problem. In addition, we applied spatio-temporal characteristics to the video inpainting and internet
traffic simulation to modify the established model as a novel one. A modified tensor factorization based

method was presented to solve such data completion problem, which got better performance without
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increasing the computational cost. Experimental results showed that the performance of our proposed

methods were significantly better than existing methods in the literature.
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