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Generalized Low-Rank Matrix Completion Model
with Overlapping Group Error Representation

Wenjing Lu, Zhuang Fang, Liang Wu, Liming Tang, and Hanxin Liu

Abstract—The low-rank matrix completion (LRMC) technol-
ogy has achieved remarkable results in low-level visual tasks.
There is an underlying assumption that the real-world matrix
data is low-rank in LRMC. However, the real matrix data
does not satisfy the strict low-rank property, which undoubtedly
present serious challenges for the above-mentioned matrix recov-
ery methods. Fortunately, there are feasible schemes that devise
appropriate and effective priori representations for describing
the intrinsic information of real data. In this paper, we firstly
model the matrix data Y as the sum of a low-rank approxi-
mation component X and an approximation error component
E . This finer-grained data decomposition architecture enables
each component of information to be portrayed more precisely.
Further, we design an overlapping group error representation
(OGER) function to characterize the above error structure and
propose a generalized low-rank matrix completion model based
on OGER. Specifically, the low-rank component describes the
global structure information of matrix data, while the OGER
component not only compensates for the approximation error
between the low-rank component and the real data but also better
captures the local block sparsity information of matrix data.
Finally, we develop an alternating direction method of multipliers
(ADMM) that integrates the majorization-minimization (MM)
algorithm, which enables the efficient solution of the proposed
model. And we analyze the convergence of the algorithm in detail
both theoretically and experimentally. In addition, the results
of numerical experiments demonstrate that the proposed model
outperforms existing competing models in performance.

Index Terms—Low-rank, matrix completion, approximation
error, overlapping group, block sparsity.

I. INTRODUCTION

LOW-RANK matrix completion has been extensively used
in various fields as an essential technical tool for handling

incomplete observation matrices, including recommender sys-
tems [1]–[3], image restoration [4]–[6], motion capture [7]–
[9], and background subtraction [10]–[12], etc. In practical
applications, real matrix data is frequently corrupted due to
unavoidable reasons, such as missing data, noise pollution,
and text overwriting. In recent years, numerous methods have
emerged that utilize low-rank priors to recover unknown
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low-rank matrices. The low-rank matrix completion can be
expressed as the following minimization problem,

min
X

rank (X)

s.t. YΩ = XΩ,
(1)

where Ω is the set of positional indices of observable matrix
data YΩ, X is the original matrix data. However, the rank
minimization problem is NP-hard due to the discontinuity
and non-convexity of the rank function. Therefore, finding a
suitable approximation of the rank function is crucial in solv-
ing above problem [13]–[15] . To achieve the most accurate
approximation of rank functions, nuclear norm minimization
(NNM) model [16], [17] have been proposed, which exploit
the property of the nuclear norm as the tightest convex re-
laxation of the rank function and recover incomplete matrices
from observation matrices containing only partial entries. The
standard nuclear norm is defined as the sum of the singular
values of matrix X, denoted as ∥X∥∗ =

∑
i ∥σi (X)∥1,

where σi (X) represents the i-th singular value of matrix X.
However, the standard nuclear norm shrinks equally for each
singular value, which results in only suboptimal performance
in practical recovery applications.

Recently, several scholars have attempted to approximate
the rank function utilizing non-convex functions in order to
improve the data recovery performance [18]–[24]. In particu-
lar, Gu et al. in [20] and [21] considered the disparity among
different singular values and introduced the weighted nuclear
norm minimization (WNNM) model, which optimizes the
recovery effect through adaptive weighting. Inspired by the
WNNM model, the weighted schatten p-norm was proposed in
[25], serving as a low-rank matrix approximation method ca-
pable of capturing subtle features in matrix structures. Further-
more, Li et al. [22] ingeniously combined the advantages of the
schatten p-norm and the capped norm, devising the schatten
capped p (SCP) norm, which achieves a balance between
the rank and nuclear norm of the matrix. Subsequently, the
introduction of an adaptive weight function strategy [26] in
low-rank matrix/tensor complementation provides a more flex-
ible method for adaptively assigning singular value weights.
Gao et al. [27] proposed a novel non-convex surrogate of
the rank function, utilizing the ratio of the nuclear norm
to the frobenius norm. These models based on non-convex
surrogate functions have achieved remarkable recovery effects
in practical applications, owing to their ability to accurately
portray the complex properties of matrix data.

Although the above models have indeed improved the
performance of data restoration to some extent, there remains a
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pressing issue that demands further exploration. That is, these
models often assume that the matrix data possesses strict low-
rank properties and relies solely on low-rank representations to
characterize the essential features of the data in modeling [28],
[29]. At present, robust principal component analysis (RPCA)
[30], [31], is a widely adopted decomposition method, which
decomposes the real matrix data Y into a low-rank component
X and a sparse component S. It models the decomposition as
follows,

min
X

rank (X)+λ∥S∥0
s.t. Y = X+ S,

(2)

where S is employed to capture noise, outliers, or corrupted
portions of the matrix data, and λ is a positive regularization
parameter. Similar to problem (1), problem (2) is also an NP-
hard problem due to the non-convexity of the rank function
and the L0-norm. To facilitate handling this problem, the
nuclear norm and L1-norm were introduced in [32] as convex
approximations to the rank function and L0-norm in problem
(2), respectively.

Recent studies have shown that non-convex functions often
exhibit superior performance over convex functions in ad-
dressing the optimization problem of rank function relaxation.
For instance, a novel non-convex penalty sparse component
method was developed in [33], which achieves effective min-
imization via generalized shrinkage. The application of non-
convex total variation regularization to sparse matrices in [34]
enhances matrix sparsity in the gradient domain, thereby im-
proving solution accuracy. To further preserve more informa-
tion within matrix data, a new non-convex sparse function was
constructed in [35] to replace traditional sparsity constraints.
Considering the effectiveness of minimally-concave penalty
(MCP) as a sparsity-inducing regularization, Pokala et al. [36]
proposed a method that can accurately achieve low-rank sparse
matrix factorization. Especially, a solvable algorithm targeting
the L0 norm is proposed [37], albeit at the cost of increased
computational complexity. It is worth noting that the non-
convex relaxation method mentioned above mainly focuses on
point sparse modeling, which may fall short of capturing more
complex structural features present in matrix data.

However, there are two main shortcomings of the above
methods. On the one hand, most of the methods mentioned
above inherently assume that the sparse components decom-
posed from modeling are solely noise, overlooking the sparse
detail information intrinsic to original data. On the other hand,
these methods do not focus on the description of sparse data
for structural blocks. Therefore, there is a large approximation
error between the reconstructed low-rank matrix data and the
original matrix data. In fact, the real data is not merely com-
prised of low-rank matrix, but is composed of both low-rank
component and structured sparse component, as shown in Fig.
1. Thus, it is a critical challenge to design an appropriate and
accurate prior representation function for capturing structured
sparse detail elements of real data.

A. Our Contributions

In this paper, we propose a generalized low-rank matrix
completion model with overlapping group error representation

Fig. 1: An example of the decomposition result of a real image.

(OGER). And the contributions of this paper are concluded as
follows:

1) First, we design a priori operator for inscribing the matrix
with structured sparse properties, which is called the OGER
function in this paper (see Definition 8). On this basis, a novel
decomposition framework of the real low-rank matrix data Y
is proposed as

Y = X+ E ,

where X and E are the low-rank component and the struc-
tured sparse component, respectively. This novel form of data
decomposition effectively decomposes a complex data matrix
into two components with distinct characteristics, which pro-
vides accurate modeling for further operations.

2) Second, based on the above decomposition framework,
we propose a mathematical model for low-rank matrix com-
pletion (more detailed technical steps please see Fig. 2), which
is described as

min
X,E

R (X) + λϕ (E)

s.t. YΩ=XΩ+EΩ,

where λ > 0 is a regularization parameter, Ω is the set of
positional indices of observable matrix data YΩ, X and E
are the low-rank component and structured sparse component,
respectively. By minimizing the above model, it is possible to
efficiently obtain the low-rank part X and the structured sparse
part E from the observed matrix YΩ with missing values.
Further, the recovered data Y∗ is mathematically represented
as the sum of these two matrix components, i.e., Y∗ = X+E .

3) Third, we propose an efficient alternating direction
method of multipliers (ADMM) [38]–[40] that integrates the
majorization-minimization (MM) algorithm [36], [41], [42] to
solve the above proposed model. We analyze the proposed
model and algorithm, and notice that they perform better
mathematical properties including convexity of OGER (Sec-
tion III-A), convergence of the algorithm (Section IV-E) and
so on. In addition, numerous numerical experimental results
show that the proposed model and algorithm achieve excellent
performance in matrix completion. Compared with other state-
of-the-art models, our method still has a large advantage.

B. Organization

The remainder of this paper is structured as follows. Section
II presents definitions and theorems pertinent to low-rank
matrix completion methods. Section III provides a detailed ex-
position of the proposed model and its corresponding solution
algorithm. The numerical experimental results of the model
and a discussion of its parameters are shown in Section IV.
Finally, Section V summarizes the entire manuscript.
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Fig. 2: Illustration of the proposed method.

II. PRELIMINARIES AND PROBLEM FORMULATION

The low-rank matrix completion methods have been ex-
tensively studied owing to their widespread applications in
computer vision and machine learning [43], [44]. In this
section, we mainly review some definitions and theorems
related to low-rank matrix completion methods.

Definition 1 (SVD [45]). For any given matrix M ∈ Rn1×n2 ,
its singular value decomposition is M = UMΣMVT

M, where
UM ∈ Rn1×n1 , VM ∈ Rn2×n2 are both orthogonal matrices,
ΣM ∈ Rn1×n2 is a diagonal matrix, and the elements
σ1 . . . σr on its diagonal are the singular values of M and

ΣM =

 σ1
. . .

σr

 .
Definition 2 (Rank Function [45]). For a given matrix M ∈
Rn1×n2 satisfying the SVD, if r = min {n1, n2} and the
singular values of matrix M are σ1 ≥ σ2 ≥ σ3 ≥ · · · ≥ σr,
then the rank function of matrix M can be defined as the
number of nonzero singular values in M can be expressed as
follows,

rank (M) = ∥ΣM∥0 = # {i|σi (M) ̸= 0} .

Definition 3 (Nuclear Norm [16], [17]). For a given matrix
M ∈ Rn1×n2 satisfying the SVD, if r = min {n1, n2} and the
singular values of matrix M are σ1 ≥ σ2 ≥ σ3 ≥ · · · ≥ σr,
then the nuclear norm of matrix M can be expressed as the
following form,

∥M∥∗ =
∑min{n1,n2}

i=1
σi (M).

Definition 4 (Schatten p Norm [19]). For a given matrix
M ∈ Rn1×n2 satisfying the SVD, if r = min {n1, n2} and the
singular values of matrix M are σ1 ≥ σ2 ≥ σ3 ≥ · · · ≥ σr,
then the schatten p norm of matrix M can be expressed as the
following form,

∥M∥Sp =

(∑min{n1,n2}

i=1
σi(M)

p

)1/p

,

where 0 < p ≤ 1 is a scale parameter.

Definition 5 (Weighted Nuclear Norm [20], [21]). For a given
matrix M ∈ Rn1×n2 satisfying the SVD, if r = min {n1, n2}
and the singular values of matrix M are σ1 ≥ σ2 ≥ σ3 ≥

· · · ≥ σr, then the weighted nuclear norm of matrix M can
be expressed as the following form,

∥M∥w,∗ =
∑min{n1,n2}

i=1
∥wiσi (M)∥1,

where wi ≥ 0 are weight coefficients.

Definition 6 (Weighted Schatten p Norm [25]). For a given
matrix M ∈ Rn1×n2 satisfying the SVD, if r = min {n1, n2}
and the singular values of matrix M are σ1 ≥ σ2 ≥ σ3 ≥
· · · ≥ σr, then the weighted schatten p norm of matrix M can
be expressed as the following form,

∥M∥w,Sp =

(∑min{n1,n2}

i=1
wiσi(M)

p

)1/p

,

where wi ≥ 0 and 0 < p ≤ 1 are weight coefficients and scale
parameter, respectively.

Definition 7 (Schatten Capped p Norm [22]). For a given
matrix M ∈ Rn1×n2 satisfying the SVD, if r = min {n1, n2}
and the singular values of matrix M are σ1 ≥ σ2 ≥ σ3 ≥
· · · ≥ σr, then the schatten capped p norm of matrix M can
be expressed as the following form,

∥M∥Sp,τ =

(∑min{n1,n2}

i=1
min (σi (M) , τ)

p

)1/p

,

where τ ≥ 0 and 0 < p ≤ 1 are shrinkage threshold and scale
parameter, respectively.

Theorem 1 (MM Algorithm [36], [41], [42]). If f (u) is a
smooth function, consider the optimization problem,

u∗ = argmin
u

f (u)

the solution of the following iterative optimization problem
converges to the solution u∗ of the above minimization problem
as n→ ∞,

un+1 = argmin
u

g (u, un) ,

where the surrogate function g (u, un) satisfies: (i) For any u,
g (un, un) = f (un) and (ii) g (u, un) ≥ f (u). The detailed
optimization steps are shown in Algorithm 1.

Remark 1. When the original objective function in an opti-
mization problem has a complex structure, we usually seek an
surrogate function that satisfies the above two preconditions
to facilitate the simplification of the form of the function. In
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Algorithm 1 MM algorithm

Input: g (·), N .
1: Initialize u and n = 0.
2: while not converged do
3: Update un+1 by un+1 = argminug (u, un);
4: n = n+ 1.
5: end while
Output: u∗ = un+1.

general, the surrogate function is convex in nature. In this
case, it is pointed out in the literature [46] that if the original
objective function f (u) is convex, as n → ∞, the solution
un+1 obtained by the MM algorithm converges to the original
actual minimum point u∗; if the original objective function
f (u) is nonconvex, as n → ∞, the solution un+1 obtained
by the MM algorithm converges to the extreme value point
(also called the stabilization point) of the original objective
function.

III. ESTABLISHMENT OF THE MODEL

As mentioned in the introduction section, most real data are
not strictly low-rank, and thus it is not accurate to portray their
essential features solely through low-rank representations.
In this section, we first analyze the degree of discrepancy
between the recovered data and the real data under the
strict low-rank assumption, based on the rank-approximation
error representation (see Theorem 2). Secondly, we deeply
analyze the structural features of the error data, design a prior
function to characterize the approximation error, and a new
decomposition architecture (low-rank and overlapping group
error representation) for real data is proposed. Finally, based
on this new matrix data decomposition framework, a class
of generalized low-rank matrix complementary models and
corresponding solution algorithms are proposed.

A. Overlapping Group Error Representation

Theorem 2 (k-rank Approximation Error [47]). For a given
matrix M ∈ Rn1×n2 satisfying the SVD, Mk is the best
approximation matrix of rank k of M . Then ∥M−Mk∥2F
can be represented by the singular values σi of M.

The proof of Theorem 2 is provided in Appendix A.
Theorem 2 describes the error transformations relation be-

tween a matrix and its best approximation matrix of rank
k. It is evident that as k decreases, the rank approximation
error increases. There is a contradiction between the lower
rank approximation representation and the rank approximation
error. Specifically, a lower-rank approximation benefits LRMC
but leads to a larger approximation error. We find that the
root cause of this phenomenon is that the matrix data is not
strictly low-rank and the approximation error is not negligible.
Consequently, characterizing the matrix solely based on its low
rank is unreasonable.

To better measure the inherent information of data, we
propose a novel decomposition framework for real data. The
decomposition model is as follows,

Y = X+ E , (3)

where Y is the real matrix, X and E are the low-rank com-
ponent and error component, respectively. The decomposition
model divides the matrix data into a low-rank component
and an error component, thereby enabling a more accurate
measurement of the sparse properties inherent in the data.

Therefore, to find a suitable priori function to describe the
above error components, we have conducted some decom-
position experiments. We selected two test images ‘Babala’
and ‘Butterfly’ and set the settings to different levels such
as 100, 70, 50, 40, 30, 20, and 10. The corresponding low-
rank and sparse components after interception are shown in
Fig. 3. Among them, the first and third rows are the low-rank
components and the second and fourth rows are the sparse
components. It can be observed from Fig. 3 that as the k
value decreases, the approximation image tends to retain only
information such as texture and details, making the overall
effect of the image more blurred; Meanwhile, the error image
tends to retain only information such as edges and contours,
giving the image a more structured overall effect.

To address the significant structural block sparsity prop-
erty of the error matrix data in the case of a smaller k-
value approximation, we design an overlapping group error
representation (OGER) function to effectively characterize the
structural block sparsity of the matrix.

Definition 8 (OGER Function). For any matrix E ∈ Rn1×n2 ,
its OGER function ϕ (E) is defined as

ϕ (E) =
∑

i,j=1

[∑n2

k1,k2=−n1
|ε (i+ k1, j + k2)|

2
] 1

2

=
∑

i,j=1

∥∥E(i,j),K∥∥2, (4)

where, n1 =
[
K−1
2

]
, n2 =

[
K
2

]
, and E(i,j),K is defined as a

K ∗K point group at index set (i, j),

E(i,j),K =
ε (i− n1, j − n1) ε (i− n1, j − n1 + 1) · · · ε (i− n1, j + n2)

ε (i− n1 + 1, j − n1) ε (i− n1 + 1, j − n1 + 1) · · · ε (i− n1 + 1, j + n2)
...

...
. . .

...
ε (i+ n2, j − n1) ε (i+ n2, j − n1 + 1) · · · ε (i+ n2, j + n2)

 .

Theorem 3 (OGER Convexity). For any matrix E ∈ Rn1×n2 ,
its overlapping group function ϕ (E) is a convex function.

The proof of Theorem 3 is provided in Appendix B.

Remark 2. OGER serves as an a priori function for inscribing
matrices presenting sparse properties of structural blocks.
Compared to the universal point-sparse (L1-norm) represen-
tation, this inscription captures nonlocal sparse blocks in the
error components more efficiently and describes the mathemat-
ical structure of such matrices more accurately. Furthermore,
when K = 1, the OGER function reduces to a universal point-
sparse representation.
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Fig. 3: Decomposition results of ‘Babala’ and ‘Butterfly’ test images for different low-rank truncations.

B. The Proposed Model and Algorithm

In this subsection, we embed the OGER into the generalized
low-rank matrix completion model and construct a novel gen-
eralized low-rank matrix completion model with overlapping
group error representation. The proposed model utilizes the
group sparsity metric to address the connection between pixel
points in the local region, maintaining the local coherence and
stability of the matrix, while effectively preserving the sparse
texture and structure in the restored data to achieve superior
restoration results. The specific model is as follows,

min
X,E

R (X) + λϕ (E)

s.t. YΩ=XΩ+EΩ,
(5)

where λ is a positive parameter, X and E are the low-rank
component and structural error component, respectively. And
YΩ is the observed matrix data, Ω is the indexed set of
uncorrupted points, R (X) is the approximation function of
the rank function, and ϕ (E) denotes the OGER function used
to characterize the structural error. By the primal-dual theory
[48], Eq. (5) can be rewritten as

min
X,E

αR (X) + λϕ (E)+1

2
∥YΩ −XΩ − EΩ∥2F , (6)

where α and λ represent the regularization parameters.

The ADMM algorithm is used to solve the above problems.
To begin with, we introduce auxiliary variables W, E, and
FΩ. Then, we reformulate the above formula by rewriting it
as the following,

min
X,E,W,E,FΩ

αR (W) + λϕ (E)+ 1
2 ∥FΩ∥2F

s.t.W = X, E = E , FΩ = YΩ −XΩ − EΩ.
(7)

Therefore, the augmented Lagrangian function of the problem
(7) can be written as

L (X, W, E , FΩ, E, µ1, µ2, µ3) =

αR (W) + λϕ (E) + 1
2 ∥FΩ∥2F

+ρ
2

∥∥∥W −X+ µ1

ρ

∥∥∥2
F
+ ρ

2

∥∥∥E− E + µ2

ρ

∥∥∥2
F

+ρ
2

∥∥∥FΩ − (YΩ −XΩ − EΩ) + µ3

ρ

∥∥∥2
F
,

(8)

where, µ1, µ2 and µ3 are Lagrange multipliers, and ρ > 0 is
the penalty parameter. All subproblems are described as

Xk+1 = argmin
X

L
(
X, Wk, Ek, Fk

Ω, E
k,µk

1 , µ
k
2 , µ

k
3

)
Wk+1 = argmin

W
L
(
Xk+1, W, Ek, Fk

Ω, E
k,µk

1 , µ
k
2 , µ

k
3

)
Ek+1 = argmin

E
L
(
Xk+1, Wk+1, E , Fk

Ω,E
k, µk

1 , µ
k
2 , µ

k
3

)
Fk+1

Ω = argmin
FΩ

L
(
Xk+1, Wk+1, Ek+1, FΩ, E

k,µk
1 , µ

k
2 , µ

k
3

)
Ek+1 = argmin

E
L
(
Xk+1, Wk+1, Ek+1, Fk+1

Ω , E,µk
1 , µ

k
2 , µ

k
3

)
µk+1

1 = µk
1 + ρ

(
Wk+1 −Xk+1

)
µk+1

2 = µk
2 + ρ

(
Ek+1 − Ek+1

)
µk+1

3 = µk
3 + ρ

(
Fk+1

Ω −YΩ +Xk+1
Ω + Ek+1

Ω

)

.

(9)

1) X-subproblem

The X-subproblem in the Eq. (9) can be written as

Xk+1 = argmin
X

ρ
2

∥∥∥Wk −X+
µk

1

ρ

∥∥∥2
F

+ρ
2

∥∥∥Fk
Ω −

(
YΩ −XΩ − Ek

Ω

)
+

µk
3

ρ

∥∥∥2
F
.

(10)

The Eq. (10) can be simplified as

Xk+1 = argmin
X

ρ

2
∥X−N∥2F +

ρ

2
∥XΩ −KΩ∥2F , (11)

where N = Wk +
µk

1

ρ and KΩ = YΩ − Fk
Ω − Ek

Ω − µk
3

ρ .

Solving the above formula yields,

Xk+1 = NΩc +
KΩ +NΩ

2
. (12)

2) W-subproblem
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The W-subproblem in the Eq. (9) can be written as

Wk+1 = argmin
W

αR (W)+
ρ

2

∥∥∥∥W −Xk+1 +
µk

1

ρ

∥∥∥∥2
F

, (13)

where R (W) is an approximate function of the rank function.
Using the proximal operator, the minimization problem can be
succinctly expressed as follows,

Wk+1 = argmin
W

ProxαρR

(
Xk+1 − µk

1

ρ

)
. (14)

Finally, based on the Von-Neuman trace inequality [49], we
obtain the relevant conclusion of the singular value contrac-
tion(see Theorem 4). And the closed-form solution of the
above problem is easy to obtain.

Lemma 1 (Von-Neuman Trace Inequality [49]). Given two
matrices M =UMSMVT

M, N = QNΣNRT
N, where M,N ∈

Rn1×n2 , SM = diag (s1 (M) , s2 (M) , · · · , sr (M)), and
ΣN = diag (σ1 (N) , σ2 (N) , · · · , σr (N)). Then they satisfy
tr
(
MTN

)
≤ tr

(
s(M)

T
σ (N)

)
, where s (M) and σ (N) are

the descending singular values of M and N, respectively.

Theorem 4. Consider a minimization problem of the following
form,

min
W

λ
∑min{n1,n2}

i=1
ψ (σi) +

ρ

2
∥W −D∥2F , (15)

where ψ a smooth function, W,D ∈ Rn1×n2 , σi and si is the
i-th singular value of W and D, respectively. Suppose that
the singular value decomposition of D is expressed as D =
QDSDRT

D. Note that the solution of the above optimization
problem (15) is W∗ = UWΣWVT

W, where UW = QD,
VW = RD, and ΣW is a diagonal matrix composed of σi,
which can be solved by the following problem

min
σi

λψ (σi) +
ρ

2
(σi − si)

2
. (16)

The proof of Theorem 4 is provided in Appendix C.

Remark 3. In the literature [17] and [22], the optimal
solutions of the two minimization problems are introduced
in detail when R1 (W) = ∥W∥∗ and R2 (W) = ∥W∥Sp,τ ,
respectively.

3) E-subproblem
The E-subproblem in the Eq. (9) can be expressed as

Ek+1 = argmin
E

ρ
2

∥∥∥Ek − E +
µk

2

ρ

∥∥∥2
F

+ρ
2

∥∥∥Fk
Ω −

(
YΩ −Xk+1

Ω − EΩ
)
+

µk
3

ρ

∥∥∥2
F
.

(17)

The above formula can be simplified as

Ek+1 = argmin
E

ρ

2
∥E −G∥2F +

ρ

2
∥EΩ −BΩ∥2F , (18)

where G = Ek +
µk

2

ρ and BΩ = YΩ −Xk+1
Ω − Fk

Ω − µk
3

ρ .
Solve the above formula can be obtained

Ek+1 = GΩc +
BΩ +GΩ

2
. (19)

4) FΩ-subproblem

Algorithm 2 Low-rank matrix completion with OGER (5)

Input: α, λ, YΩ, N , K and ρ > 0.
1: Initialize X, W, E , FΩ, E, µ1, µ2, µ3 and k = 0.
2: while not converged do
3: Update Xk+1 by (12);
4: Update Wk+1 by (14);
5: Update Ek+1 by (19);
6: Update Fk+1

Ω by (21);
7: Update Ek+1 by (23);
8: Update µk+1

1 , µk+1
2 and µk+1

3 by (24), (25) and (26);
9: Yk+1 = Xk+1 + Ek+1;

10: k = k + 1.
11: end while
Output: Y∗ = Yk+1.

The FΩ-subproblem in the Eq. (9) can be written as

Fk+1
Ω = argmin

FΩ

1
2 ∥FΩ∥2F

+ρ
2

∥∥∥FΩ −
(
YΩ −Xk+1

Ω − Ek+1
Ω

)
+

µk
3

ρ

∥∥∥2
F
.

(20)

Solving the above formula yields

Fk+1
Ω =

ρ
(
YΩ −Xk+1

Ω − Ek+1
Ω

)
− µk

3

1 + ρ
. (21)

5) E-subproblem
The E-subproblem in the Eq. (9) can be written as

Ek+1 = argmin
E

λϕ (E) +
ρ

2

∥∥∥∥E− Ek+1 +
µk

2

ρ

∥∥∥∥2
F

. (22)

Using MM algorithm, the optimal solution of the problem is

Ek+1 =

(
I+

λΛ
(
Ek
)T

Λ
(
Ek
)

ρ

)−1

Dk, (23)

where Dk = Ek+1 +
µk

2

ρ , Λ
(
Ek
)

is a diagonal matrix, and
the elements on its diagonal are expressed as

[
Λ
(
Ek
)]

l,l
=

√√√√ m2∑
i,j=−m1

[
m2∑

k1,k2=−m1

|Ek
r−i+k1,i−j+k2

|2
]−1/2

.

The detailed solution process of the minimization problem
is provided in Appendix D.

6) Updating Lagrangian multipliers
Finally, the Lagrangian multipliers are updated as follows,

µk+1
1 = µk

1 + ρ
(
Wk+1 −Xk+1

)
, (24)

µk+1
2 = µk

2 + ρ
(
Ek+1 − Ek+1

)
, (25)

µk+1
3 = µk

3 + ρ
(
Fk+1

Ω −YΩ +Xk+1
Ω + Ek+1

Ω

)
. (26)

Remark 4. The algorithm framework of the proposed model
is shown in Algorithm 2. The main cost of Algorithm 2
lies in computing W and E subproblems when the ADMM
framework is iterated once. In W subproblem, the complexity
is mainly from computing the SVD and the shrinkage oper-
ator, whose computational costs are O

(
min

{
n21n2, n1n

2
2

})
and O (min {n1, n2}), respectively. In E subproblem, the
complexity is mainly from computing the overlapping blocks
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of the matrix and the number of inner turns N , and
their total computational cost is O (Nn1n2). Therefore, the
computational cost at each iteration of Algorithm 2 is
O
(
min

{
n21n2, n1n

2
2

}
+Nn1n2

)
.

IV. NUMERICAL EXPERIMENTS

In this section, to verify the effectiveness and superiority of
the proposed low-rank matrix completion model with overlap-
ping group error representation for image recovery, we choose
two approximate representations of the rank function, R1 [17]
and R2 [22]. At this point, the model (5) is described in detail
as

min
X,E

∥X∥∗ + λϕ (E) s.t. YΩ=XΩ+EΩ.

min
X,E

∥X∥Sp,τ + λϕ (E) s.t. YΩ=XΩ+EΩ.

We compare the two new models with four other classical
models, including the nuclear norm minimization (NNM)
model [17], the weighted schatten p norm minimization (WSP)
model [25], the schatten capped p (SCP) method [22], and
the ratio of the nuclear norm and the frobenius norm (N/F)
method [27]. We conducted a series of matrix completion
experiments under identical conditions to assess the image
recovery capabilities of these six models. All experiments
were performed on a computer equipped with a Windows
10 operating system and an Intel Core i5-8250U running at
1.80 GHz and completed using MATLAB (R2014a version)
software.

Fig. 4 presents 12 test images, which have been widely
used for assessing the effects of image recovery across various
models due to their low-rank nature. To evaluate the recovery
effect of the models more effectively, two objective evaluation
metrics, peak signal-to-noise ratio (PSNR) and signal-to-noise
ratio (SNR) are employed for the experimental results. The
definitions of PSNR and SNR are as follows,

PSNR = 10 · log10

(
n1n2

∥Y −Y∗∥2F

)
,

SNR = 10 · log10

(
∥Y∥2F

∥Y −Y∗∥2F

)
.

In the numerical experiments, the higher the PSNR and SNR
values relative to each other, the better the recovered image.
The bold font indicates the optimal value. The ratio between
the observed matrix elements and the total number of elements
in the entire matrix is expressed using the sampling rate η,
which is defined as

η = 1− num (YΩ)

num (Y)
,

where num (·) denotes the number of entries in the matrix.
Furthermore, the iterative stopping condition of the modeling
algorithm is set to ensure that the relative error (RE) of the
recovered image in two consecutive iterations is less than the

Fig. 4: Test images for numerical experiments.

Fig. 5: The PSNR values of the test images (‘image1’,
‘image3’ and, ‘image4’) are restored by different penalty
parameter ρ values.

preset accuracy. Here, the preset accuracy is set to tol = 10−5,

RE =

∥∥Yk −Yk−1
∥∥2
F

∥Yk∥2F
≤ tol.

A. Discussion of Related Parameters

In this subsection, we delve into the parameters of the model
in detail. Note that, we choose the surrogate function R2

to represent the low-rank component within the model. The
parameters under discussion primarily encompass the penalty
parameter ρ, as well as the iteration number N and the group
size K in the overlapping group subproblem (22).

1) Penalty parameter ρ: We selected ‘image1’, ‘image3’,
and ‘image4’ as test images and applied random loss masks
with values of η = 20%, 40%, 60%, 80%. The parameter ρ was
varied within the range of [0.4, 0.85] in increments of 0.05,
while the remaining parameters remained fixed. Fig. 5 il-
lustrates the variation of the PSNR values across different
values of ρ. We observed that the highest PSNR was achieved
when ρ = 0.6. Therefore, we set ρ = 0.6 for the subsequent
experiments.

2) Iteration number N : We select the test images including
‘image4’-‘image9’, to which a text mask 2 has been applied.
We set N = 1, 3, 5, 10, 30, 50 while keeping other param-
eters constant. The resulting PSNR and SNR values for the
recovered images are presented in Table I. From Table I, it
can be observed that as N increases from 1 to 5, the PSNR
and SNR values gradually increase. However, once N exceeds
5, the PSNR and SNR values remain largely unchanged. Con-
sequently, to avoid the additional time expenditure associated
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Fig. 6: The PSNR and SNR values of the test images (‘im-
age1’, ‘image2’, and ‘image3’) are restored by different group
size K values.

with excessive iterations, we set N = 5 for the subsequent
experiments.

3) Group size K: We selected ‘image1’, ‘image2’, and
‘image3’ as test images and applied a random loss mask with
values of η = 20% and η = 80%. The parameter K was
varied within the range of [1, 8] in increments of 1, while
the remaining parameters remained fixed. Fig. 6 illustrates the
functional relationship between the PSNR and SNR values of
the restored images and various values of K. It is important
to note that when K = 1, the overlapping group sparsity
metric reduces to a point sparsity metric. We observed that
the proposed model achieved the best numerical results when
K = 3. Therefore, we set K = 3 for subsequent experiments.

Furthermore, other parameters within the model were man-
ually adjusted to achieve a more optimal recovery outcome.
The regularization parameters were set to α ∈ [0.1, 5] and
λ ∈ [0.01, 1].

B. Random Mask Experiments

In this subsection, the recovery effect of the proposed model
is validated with the addition of random masks. We apply
masks with randomly missing entries of η = 20%, 40%, 60%,
80% to the test images and present the recovered PSNR and
SNR values of the six models in Table II. The numerical results
in Table II indicate that the proposed model outperforms the
other models. Due to space limitations, Fig. 7 shows only
a selection of the recovered images. It can be observed that
as the number of missing entries in the image increases, the
recovery effect of the model decreases. When the missing
entries reached 80%, the SCP model and the N/F model left
a small amount of mask noise in the recovered image, in
contrast to the proposed model. Consequently, the numerical
results and subjective visualization both demonstrate that the
proposed model outperforms the other competing models in
terms of recovery.

Fig. 7: The restored results of different models for random
mask experiments.

C. Text Mask Experiments

To further verify the effectiveness of the proposed model in
recovering important information, such as details and textures,
we recover images with added text masks in this subsection.
The numerical results of the recovered images for the six
models are shown in Table III. The results indicate that the
proposed model is capable of achieving optimal recovery
outcomes compared to other competing models. Fig. 8 shows
only a selection of the recovered images from Table III. The
numerical results and the quality of the recovered images using
the proposed model 1 are demonstrably superior to those of
the NNM model. Some of the images are recovered to a higher
standard than those of the WSP model. This suggests that the
proposed model, which incorporates overlapping group error
characterization, exhibits superior performance.

D. Block Mask Experiments

This subsection aims to corroborate the efficacy of the pro-
posed model in addressing the challenges posed by extensive
missing data in images. To achieve this, we conduct recovery
experiments on images with added block masks. Table IV
illustrates the recovery of PSNR and SNR values for six
models, with corresponding results presented in Fig. 9.

The significant data loss in the image resulting from the
application of the block mask poses a substantial challenge
to the models’ ability to recover the original information. For
instance, when the triangular block mask is incorporated, the
NNM model and the WSP model result in the formation of
substantial black blocks in the central region of the recovered
image, while the SCP model and the N/F model are unable to
fully recover the intricate details of the tree branches when the
large pentagram mask is employed. In contrast, the recovered
images from the proposed model appear more naturalistic.
Furthermore, Fig. 10 illustrates localized slices of ‘image9’-
‘image12’ in their 200th column after recovery. It can be seen
that the proposed model produces the most effective results.



IEEE TRANSACTIONS ON NEURAL NETWORKS AND LEARNING SYSTEMS 9

TABLE I: The PSNR and SSIM values for different N values with text mask 2.

N N = 1 N = 3 N = 5 N = 10 N = 30 N = 50
Image PSNR SNR PSNR SNR PSNR SNR PSNR SNR PSNR SNR PSNR SNR
image4 39.0170 29.6185 39.1890 29.8357 39.3219 30.1686 39.3119 30.1597 39.3075 30.1492 39.3008 30.1416
image5 37.0144 31.4921 37.1419 31.6133 37.3028 31.7674 37.3101 31.7732 37.3943 31.7580 37.2722 31.7365
image6 40.1568 33.7584 40.3102 33.9193 40.4613 34.0681 40.4698 34.1057 40.4574 34.0926 40.4229 34.0772
image7 40.0822 31.5669 40.1731 31.7562 40.3174 37.8480 40.3029 37.8296 40.2881 37.8012 40.2763 37.7949
image8 40.3058 34.5012 40.4918 34.6716 40.6893 34.8816 40.6914 34.8922 40.6830 34.8675 40.6715 34.8534
image9 39.3870 34.5911 39.6375 34.7445 39.7685 34.9089 39.7613 34.8971 39.7524 34.8783 39.7316 34.8608

TABLE II: The PSNR and SNR values of all methods with different random masks.

Methods mask NNM WSP SCP N/F Our1 Our2
Image PSNR SNR PSNR SNR PSNR SNR PSNR SNR PSNR SNR PSNR SNR

image1

random mask 20% 36.18 32.92 38.40 35.29 39.77 36.62 40.26 37.24 38.69 35.54 40.38 37.41
random mask 40% 32.58 29.31 34.14 31.75 35.04 32.80 35.93 33.12 34.58 32.05 36.62 33.87
random mask 60% 29.12 26.56 31.27 27.98 32.25 29.16 32.65 29.42 31.65 28.18 33.04 30.06
random mask 80% 24.57 22.19 26.30 24.92 27.97 25.64 28.42 26.08 26.89 25.27 28.98 26.41

image2

random mask 20% 35.50 24.75 37.74 26.35 38.90 27.98 39.45 28.20 37.81 26.42 39.69 28.63
random mask 40% 32.98 22.06 34.01 23.52 35.56 24.28 35.91 24.93 34.44 23.62 36.48 25.42
random mask 60% 29.87 20.10 31.39 21.57 32.43 22.32 32.86 22.79 31.58 21.43 33.32 23.14
random mask 80% 26.17 17.29 28.62 19.16 29.87 20.13 30.04 20.22 28.97 19.65 30.40 20.89

image3

random mask 20% 35.21 30.85 37.24 32.02 38.43 32.95 38.87 33.12 37.60 32.57 39.15 33.78
random mask 40% 32.68 26.05 33.99 28.61 35.08 29.72 35.22 29.85 34.13 28.95 36.62 30.54
random mask 60% 29.09 24.13 30.60 24.86 31.15 25.58 31.43 25.96 30.92 25.38 32.04 26.91
random mask 80% 25.46 19.09 27.45 21.91 27.96 22.87 28.12 23.06 27.83 22.16 28.67 23.48

image4

random mask 20% 36.69 27.25 38.76 29.33 39.40 30.05 39.64 30.26 39.03 29.60 40.06 30.91
random mask 40% 34.00 24.09 35.56 26.48 36.82 27.53 37.06 28.02 35.74 26.59 37.67 28.50
random mask 60% 30.81 22.13 32.25 23.49 33.97 24.89 34.15 25.03 32.39 23.73 34.74 25.58
random mask 80% 26.23 18.04 27.98 19.96 29.43 21.62 29.43 21.74 28.15 20.21 30.25 22.06

TABLE III: The PSNR and SNR values of all methods with different text masks.

Methods mask NNM WSP SCP N/F Our1 Our2
Image PSNR SNR PSNR SNR PSNR SNR PSNR SNR PSNR SNR PSNR SNR

image4

text mask1 35.14 26.81 37.77 28.61 38.68 29.42 39.09 29.66 38.02 28.94 39.32 30.16
text mask2 35.36 27.29 37.82 28.76 38.84 29.93 39.22 30.03 38.33 29.12 39.51 30.24
text mask3 35.22 26.93 37.80 28.72 38.79 29.78 39.15 29.82 38.19 28.99 39.35 30.20

image5

text mask1 33.14 28.06 35.39 29.86 36.93 31.27 37.01 31.43 35.54 30.05 37.29 31.76
text mask2 35.42 29.89 37.21 31.68 38.16 32.63 38.32 32.79 37.52 31.99 38.54 33.02
text mask3 33.82 28.31 35.94 30.41 37.72 32.19 37.96 32.43 36.09 30.56 38.13 32.60

image6

text mask1 36.34 29.85 38.47 32.02 39.66 33.28 40.14 33.56 38.55 32.10 40.47 34.02
text mask2 37.23 30.78 39.58 33.04 40.52 34.08 41.07 34.62 39.63 33.49 41.45 35.01
text mask3 37.08 30.63 39.34 32.89 40.34 33.95 40.82 34.37 39.86 33.42 41.23 34.78

image7

text mask1 36.03 33.56 38.85 36.38 39.46 36.98 39.89 37.42 39.11 36.64 40.32 37.85
text mask2 37.36 34.92 39.77 37.10 40.43 37.96 40.73 38.27 39.90 37.41 41.39 38.93
text mask3 37.35 34.88 39.45 36.99 40.26 37.79 40.60 38.13 39.68 37.23 41.18 38.71

image8

text mask1 37.23 31.44 39.02 32.23 40.04 34.25 40.21 34.42 39.32 33.53 40.67 34.88
text mask2 37.64 31.85 39.93 34.14 41.22 35.42 41.56 35.77 40.51 34.71 41.87 36.08
text mask3 37.33 31.54 39.51 33.72 40.99 35.21 41.36 35.57 40.12 34.33 41.62 35.83

image9

text mask1 36.20 31.33 38.65 33.79 39.17 34.31 39.41 34.54 39.98 34.11 39.77 34.91
text mask2 36.83 31.97 38.88 34.01 39.89 35.03 40.27 35.36 39.35 34.48 40.43 35.57
text mask3 36.60 31.62 38.71 33.85 39.31 34.45 39.71 34.85 39.05 34.30 40.00 35.14
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TABLE IV: The PSNR and SNR values of all methods with different block masks.

Methods mask NNM WSP SCP N/F Our1 Our2
Image PSNR SNR PSNR SNR PSNR SNR PSNR SNR PSNR SNR PSNR SNR

image8

block mask1 32.37 24.58 34.26 28.47 35.01 29.22 35.29 29.50 34.68 28.89 35.63 29.85
block mask2 25.09 19.31 27.15 21.36 28.40 22.61 28.86 23.03 27.77 21.98 29.04 23.21
block mask3 28.69 22.90 30.93 25.08 31.76 25.91 31.97 26.19 31.37 25.58 32.35 26.56
block mask4 29.95 24.13 32.15 26.34 32.52 26.76 32.81 27.02 31.85 26.02 33.01 27.24
block mask5 20.01 14.28 22.29 16.33 23.17 17.32 23.64 17.87 22.66 16.86 23.87 18.05

image9

block mask1 31.79 26.61 33.95 28.89 34.85 29.99 35.06 30.19 34.41 29.54 35.42 30.25
block mask2 24.60 19.74 26.94 22.07 27.96 23.10 28.19 23.33 27.32 22.46 28.44 23.57
block mask3 28.29 23.12 30.64 25.41 31.54 26.37 32.08 26.91 30.95 25.78 32.42 27.23
block mask4 30.00 25.13 32.62 27.45 33.42 28.26 33.85 28.67 33.21 28.04 34.02 28.84
block mask5 17.53 12.57 19.95 14.88 21.06 15.89 21.54 16.37 20.54 15.33 21.88 16.71

image10

block mask1 28.31 26.39 30.07 28.16 34.62 32.71 35.00 33.09 34.32 32.40 35.34 33.41
block mask2 24.94 19.28 27.36 22.41 28.09 23.18 28.46 23.55 27.89 22.92 28.87 22.96
block mask3 25.69 23.75 28.97 27.02 29.65 27.74 29.88 27.97 29.31 27.43 30.13 27.25
block mask4 28.13 26.22 30.50 28.59 31.45 29.54 31.77 29.85 31.04 29.12 32.00 30.88
block mask5 14.94 11.02 17.35 15.01 19.13 17.26 19.59 17.68 18.85 16.91 19.76 17.85

image11

block mask1 27.12 25.10 30.43 28.42 31.01 28.97 31.35 29.33 30.70 28.69 31.56 29.54
block mask2 21.94 17.86 24.05 20.98 24.87 21.88 25.12 22.10 24.32 21.29 25.45 22.44
block mask3 25.03 23.09 27.87 25.80 28.48 26.46 28.80 26.78 28.04 26.02 29.13 27.17
block mask4 26.76 24.75 29.51 27.49 30.24 28.21 30.65 28.62 29.92 27.90 30.89 28.93
block mask5 13.19 11.23 16.28 13.56 17.11 14.47 17.43 14.86 16.73 14.02 17.77 15.08

image12

block mask1 36.67 30.04 38.48 32.49 39.64 33.08 39.96 33.35 38.74 32.88 40.23 33.63
block mask2 35.87 28.23 37.37 30.74 38.01 31.41 38.40 31.80 37.65 31.04 38.82 32.22
block mask3 35.99 29.40 38.03 31.36 39.07 32.47 39.59 32.99 38.63 32.02 39.83 33.23
block mask4 35.73 28.12 37.95 30.42 38.93 32.34 39.35 32.76 38.52 31.91 39.59 32.99
block mask5 34.39 27.70 36.28 29.67 37.31 30.71 37.83 31.25 36.73 30.13 38.28 31.64

Fig. 8: The restored results of different models for text mask
experiments.

Fig. 9: The restored results of different models for block mask
experiments.

E. Convergence Analysis

In this subsection, to verify the convergence of Algorithm
2, we select the ‘image9’ and ‘image12’ with the block
masks 3 and masks 4 as test images. Fig. 11 illustrates the
functional relationship between the recovered PSNR, SNR,
and RE values and the number of iterations.
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Fig. 10: Local cross-ssection of the input image and the
restored image.

Fig. 11: Convergence of the proposed model for different block
masks.

Observing Fig. 11 reveals that the PSNR and SNR values
gradually increase and stabilize as the number of iterations
increases, while the RE value decreases rapidly and tends
towards zero. Thus, the experimental results validate the
convergence of Algorithm 2.

Furthermore, to delve deeply into the convergence proper-
ties of Algorithm 2, we conduct a rigorous numerical verifi-
cation. We first make the following fundamental assumptions
regarding the objective functions in the minimization problem
(10).

Assumption 1. The functions R (W) and ϕ (E) are closed
and lower semi-continuous within their respective domains,
and their gradient functions satisfy the Lipschitz continuity
condition. Specifically, there exist positive constants S1 and
S2 such that for any x1, x2 in the domain of R (W) and any

x3, x4 in the domain of ϕ (E), it holds that

∥∇R (x1)−∇R (x2)∥F ≤ S1∥x1 − x2∥F ,

∥∇ϕ (x3)−∇ϕ (x4)∥F ≤ S2∥x3 − x4∥F .

Assumption 2. The objective function R (W) + ϕ (E) is
bounded below.

Theorem 5. Let
{
Γk
}+∞
k=1

be the sequence generated by
Algorithm 2, then there must exist positive constants c1 and
c2 such that the following inequality holds,

L
(
Xk+1, Wk, Ek, Fk

Ω, E
k, µk

1 ,µ
k
2 ,µ

k
3

)
−L

(
Xk, Wk, Ek, Fk

Ω, E
k, µk

1 ,µ
k
2 ,µ

k
3

)
≤ −c1

∥∥Xk+1 −Xk
∥∥2
F
− c2

∥∥Xk+1
Ω −Xk

Ω

∥∥2
F
.

(27)

Theorem 6. Let
{
Γk
}+∞
k=1

be the sequence generated by
Algorithm 2, then there must exist a positive constant c3 such
that the following inequality holds,

L
(
Xk+1, Wk+1, Ek, Fk

Ω, E
k, µk

1 ,µ
k
2 ,µ

k
3

)
−L

(
Xk+1, Wk, Ek, Fk

Ω, E
k, µk

1 ,µ
k
2 ,µ

k
3

)
≤ −αc3

∥∥Wk+1 −Wk
∥∥2
F
.

(28)

Theorem 7. Let
{
Γk
}+∞
k=1

be the sequence generated by
Algorithm 2, then there must exist positive constants c4, c5, c6
and c7 such that the following inequality holds,

L
(
Xk+1, Wk+1, Ek+1, Fk

Ω, E
k, µk

1 ,µ
k
2 ,µ

k
3

)
−L

(
Xk+1, Wk+1, Ek, Fk

Ω, E
k, µk

1 ,µ
k
2 ,µ

k
3

)
≤ −c4

∥∥Ek+1 − Ek
∥∥2
F
− c5

∥∥Ek+1
Ω − Ek

Ω

∥∥2
F
,

(29)

L
(
Xk+1, Wk+1, Ek+1, Fk+1

Ω , Ek, µk
1 ,µ

k
2 ,µ

k
3

)
−L

(
Xk+1, Wk+1, Ek+1, Fk

Ω, E
k, µk

1 ,µ
k
2 ,µ

k
3

)
≤ −c6

∥∥Fk+1
Ω − Fk

Ω

∥∥2
F
,

(30)

L
(
Xk+1, Wk+1, Ek+1, Fk+1

Ω , Ek+1, µk
1 ,µ

k
2 ,µ

k
3

)
−L

(
Xk+1, Wk+1, Ek+1, Fk+1

Ω , Ek, µk
1 ,µ

k
2 ,µ

k
3

)
≤ −λc7

∥∥Ek+1 −Ek
∥∥2
F
.

(31)

Theorem 8. Let
{
Γk
}+∞
k=1

be the sequence generated by
Algorithm 2, then there must exist positive constants c8, c9
and c10 such that the following inequality holds,

L
(
Xk+1, Wk+1, Ek+1, Fk+1

Ω , Ek+1, µk+1
1 ,µk+1

2 ,µk+1
3

)
−L

(
Xk+1, Wk+1, Ek+1, Fk+1

Ω , Ek, µk
1 ,µ

k
2 ,µ

k
3

)
≤ c8

∥∥Wk+1 −Wk
∥∥2
F
+ c9

∥∥Ek+1 −Ek
∥∥2
F

+c10
∥∥Fk+1

Ω − Fk
Ω

∥∥2
F
.

(32)

Theorem 9. Let
{
Γk
}+∞
k=1

be the sequence generated by
Algorithm 2, and the penalty parameter ρ is large enough,
such that when ρ ≥ max

{
α2S2

1

c3
,
λ2S2

2

c7
, 1
c6

}
, the following

inequality holds,

L
(
Xk+1, Wk+1, Ek+1, Fk+1

Ω , Ek+1, µk+1
1 ,µk+1

2 ,µk+1
3

)
≤ L

(
Xk, Wk, Ek, Fk

Ω, E
k, µk

1 ,µ
k
2 ,µ

k
3

)
.

(33)

Theorem 10. Let
{
Γk
}+∞
k=1

be the sequence generated by
Algorithm 2, then the sequence is bounded.
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Theorem 11. Let
{
Γk
}+∞
k=1

be the sequence generated by
Algorithm 2, we have

lim
k→+∞

∥∥Γk+1 − Γk
∥∥2
F
= 0. (34)

Theorem 12. Let
{
Γk
}+∞
k=1

be the sequence generated by
Algorithm 2, then any limit point Γ∗ of the sequence, which
is defined as Γ∗ = (X∗, W∗, E∗, F∗

Ω, E
∗, µ∗

1,µ
∗
2,µ

∗
3), is

a stable point of the formula (8).

Remark 5. Based on the above assumptions and The-
orems 5-12, it has been proven that the sequence
Γk = L

(
Xk, Wk, Ek, Fk

Ω, E
k, µk

1
, µk

2
, µk

3

)
generated

by Algorithm 2 converges to a stable point Γ∗ =
L (X∗, W∗, E∗, F∗

Ω, E
∗, µ∗

1,µ
∗
2,µ

∗
3) of the augmented La-

grangian function L (X, W, E , FΩ, E, µ1, µ2, µ3). The
detailed proofs of the theorems are provided in Appendices
E-L.

V. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we design a novel low-rank matrix decompo-
sition architecture which assumes that the matrix consists of
both low-rank and structured sparse components. On this basis,
we propose a generalized low-rank matrix completion model
with OGER. In our model, OGER employs the group spar-
sity metric to quantify the structured sparse elements within
matrix data. This enhances the model’s capacity to capture
structural information, thereby improving its fitting capability
and effectively preserving sparse details in the reconstructed
matrix. Moreover, the proposed model is computationally
solved by integrating the MM algorithm into the ADMM
framework. To validate the efficacy of OGER, we conduct
recovery experiments on images using random masks, text
masks, and block masks. The experimental outcomes illustrate
that our model surpasses alternative approaches in terms of
matrix recovery performance. It is important to clarify that the
current proposed model is designed specifically for low-rank
matrix completion. In future research, our aim is to expand its
capabilities to include tensor completion as well.
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APPENDIX A
PROOF OF THEOREM 1

Proof. The matrix M can be decomposition into M =
UΣVT , where U and V are orthogonal matrices, Σ is a diag-
onal matrix with diagonal elements σi and r = min {n1, n2}
is the rank of M.

Since the matrix Mk preserves the first k non-zero sin-
gular values in Σ, we have Mk = UΣkV

T , where
Σk= diag (σ1, σ2, . . . , σk, 0, . . . , 0).

To simplify the calculation, we express the Frobenius norm
of the error matrix ∥M−Mk∥2F as follows,

∥M−Mk∥2F = tr
(
(M−Mk)

T
(M−Mk)

)
. (35)

The error matrix (M−Mk) can be expanded into the
singular value form, that is

M−Mk =
∑r

i=k+1
σiuiv

T
i , (36)

where ui and vi are the i-th left and right singular vectors of
M, respectively.

According to the trace operation formula, Eq. (35) can be
written as

∥M−Mk∥2F = tr
((∑r

i=k+1 σiuiv
T
i

)T (∑r
i=k+1 σiuiv

T
i

))
= tr

((∑r
i=k+1 σiviu

T
i

)T (∑r
i=k+1 σiuiv

T
i

))
= tr

(∑r
i=k+1 σiviv

T
i

)
=
∑r

i=k+1 σ
2
i tr
(
viv

T
i

)
.

(37)
Therefore, we can obtain

∥M−Mk∥2F =
∑r

i=k+1
σ2
i . (38)

Then, ∥M−Mk∥2F can be expressed by the singular value σi
of M.

Thus, Theorem 2 is obtained.

APPENDIX B
PROOF OF THEOREM 2

Proof. To prove Theorem 3, we first define some terms. Given
two matrices E1 ∈ Rn1×n2 and E2 ∈ Rn1×n2 , where E1(i,j),K
and E2(i,j),K represent points groups of size K ∗K centered
on (i, j).

According to the definition of convex function, we need to
prove that for any E1, E2, and θ ∈ [0, 1], it holds that

ϕ (θE1 + (1− θ) E2) ≤ θϕ (E1) + (1− θ)ϕ (E2) . (39)

Then the function ϕ (E) is a convex function.
By the definition of ϕ (E), we expand the term

ϕ (θE1 + (1− θ) E2) on the left side of inequality (39), for
each (i, j), we have
∑

i,j=1

[∑n2

k1,k2=−n1
|θε1 (i+ k1, j + k2) + (1− θ) ε2 (i+ k1, j + k2)|

2
] 1

2

, (40)

where ε1 and ε2 are elements of E1 and E2, respectively.
By the property of absolute value inequality, for any

a, b, θ ∈ R, there is

|θa+ (1− θ) b| ≤ θ |a|+ (1− θ) |b| . (41)

Applying this property to inequality (39), we have

|θε1 (i+ k1, j + k2) + (1− θ) ε2 (i+ k1, j + k2)|
≤ θ |ε1 (i+ k1, j + k2)|+ (1− θ) |ε2 (i+ k1, j + k2)| .

(42)

Since the square function is convex, we square both sides of
the inequality, that is

(θε1 (i+ k1, j + k2) + (1− θ) ε2 (i+ k1, j + k2))
2

≤ θ|ε1 (i+ k1, j + k2)|2 + (1− θ) |ε2 (i+ k1, j + k2)|2.
(43)

By summing up the above inequality for all i, j, k1, k2, we get

ϕ (θE1 + (1− θ) E2) ≤ θϕ (E1) + (1− θ)ϕ (E2) . (44)

By the definition of convex functions, we have proved that
ϕ (E) is a convex function.

Thus, Theorem 3 is obtained.

APPENDIX C
PROOF OF THEOREM 3

Proof. The matrices W and D are subjected to singular
value decomposition to obtain W = UWΣWVT

W and D =
QDSDRT

D, where ΣW and SD are the diagonal matrices of
W and D, respectively. Consequently, problem (15) can be
rewritten as

λ
∑min{n1,n2}

i=1 ψ (σi) +
ρ
2

∥∥UWΣWVT
W −QDSDRT

D

∥∥2
F
. (45)

According to Lemma 1, it follows that∥∥UWΣWVT
W −QDSDRT

D

∥∥2
F

= tr
(
ΣT

WΣW

)
+ tr

(
ST
DSD

)
− 2tr

(
WTD

)
≥ tr

(
ΣT

WΣW

)
+ tr

(
ST
DSD

)
− 2tr

(
ΣT

WSD

)
=
∥∥ΣT

WSD

∥∥2
F

=
∑min{n1,n2}

i=1 (σi − si)
2
,

(46)

where the equation in the above formula holds if and only if
UW = QD, VW = RD.

Therefore, the optimal numerical solution of problem (45)
can be written as

min
σi

λ
∑min{n1,n2}

i=1
ψ (σi) +

ρ

2

∑min{n1,n2}

i=1
(σi − si)

2
.

(47)
Simplification of the above equation yields that

min
σi

λψ (σi) +
ρ

2
(σi − si)

2
. (48)

Thus, Theorem 4 is obtained.

APPENDIX D
SOLVE THE E-SUBPROBLEM

The E-subproblem (22) is expressed as

Ek+1 = argmin
E

λϕ (E) +
ρ

2

∥∥∥∥E− Ek+1 +
µk

2

ρ

∥∥∥∥2
F

. (49)

For convenience, we reformulate the above equation as

Ek+1 = argmin
E

{
J (E) = λϕ (E) +

ρ

2

∥∥E−Dk
∥∥2
F

}
,

(50)
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where Dk = Ek+1 +
µk

2

ρ . It can be seen from the mean
inequality that, for all ∀V ∈ Rdim(E), we have the following,

ϕ (E) =
∑

i,j=1

∥∥E(i,j),K

∥∥
2

≤
∑

i,j=1

(
∥E(i,j),K∥2

2

2∥V(i,j),K∥2

+ 1
2

∥∥V(i,j),K

∥∥
2

)
= S (E,V).

(51)

Thus, we claim that T (E,V) = λS (E,V)+ ρ
2

∥∥E−Dk
∥∥2
F

is a substitute function of the function ϕ (E) at point V. In
addition, there are two facts here: (i) T (E,V) ≥ J (E) and
(ii) T (V,V) = J (V). Furthermore, by Theorem 1, we may
as well take V = Ek and convert the E-subproblem into

Ek+1 = argmin
E

T
(
E,Ek

)
= argmin

E

ρ
2

∥∥E−Dk
∥∥2
F
+ λ

2

∥∥Λ (Ek
)
E
∥∥2
2
+C,

(52)

where C is a constant independent of the variable E and
Λ
(
Ek
)

is a diagonal matrix whose elements on the diagonal
can be expressed as

[
Λ
(
Ek
)]

l,l
=

√√√√ m2∑
i,j=−m1

[
m2∑

k1,k2=−m1

|Ek
r−i+k1,i−j+k2

|2
]−1/2

.

Finally, we find the optimized solution of the E-subproblem
as

Ek+1 =

(
I+

λΛ
(
Ek
)T

Λ
(
Ek
)

ρ

)−1

Dk. (53)

APPENDIX E
PROOF OF THEOREM 4

Proof. Firstly, we prove that the function L is strictly convex
with respect to the X- subproblem.

Expanding the first term of Eq. (10), we have∥∥∥∥W −X+
µ1

ρ

∥∥∥∥2
F

= ∥X∥2F +

〈
X,−W − µ1

ρ

〉
+

∥∥∥∥−W − µ1

ρ

∥∥∥∥2
F

.

(54)

Considering that this term is a linear term with respect to X,
i.e., it is convex.

Next, expanding the second term of Eq. (10), we get∥∥∥FΩ − (YΩ −XΩ − EΩ) + µ3

ρ

∥∥∥2
F

= ∥X∥2F +
〈
X,FΩ − (YΩ − EΩ) + µ3

ρ

〉
+
∥∥∥FΩ − (YΩ − EΩ) + µ3

ρ

∥∥∥2
F

(55)

It can be seen that this term is also a linear term with respect
to X, meaning it is also convex.

Therefore, it is demonstrated that the function L is strictly
convex with respect to the X-subproblem.

The Taylor expansion and the properties of convex functions
[50] indicate that

f
(
Xk+1

)
≥ f

(
Xk
)
+
〈
∇f

(
Xk
)
,Xk+1 −Xk

〉
. (56)

Consequently, we can deduce that there must exist positive
constants c1 and c2 such that the following inequality holds,

L
(
Xk+1, Wk, Ek, Fk

Ω, E
k, µk

1 ,µ
k
2 ,µ

k
3

)
−L

(
Xk, Wk, Ek, Fk

Ω, E
k, µk

1 ,µ
k
2 ,µ

k
3

)
≤ −c1

∥∥Xk+1 −Xk
∥∥2
F
− c2

∥∥Xk+1
Ω −Xk

Ω

∥∥2
F

+
〈
∇XI

(
Xk+1

)
,Xk+1 −Xk

〉
,

(57)

where I
(
Xk+1

)
= L

(
Xk+1, Wk, Ek, Fk

Ω, E
k, µk

1 ,µ
k
2 ,µ

k
3

)
represents the gradient of the function L with respect to X
at point Xk+1. Since Xk+1 is the point at which L reaches a
local minimum, we have

∇XL
(
Xk+1, Wk, Ek, Fk

Ω, E
k, µk

1 ,µ
k
2 ,µ

k
3

)
= 0. (58)

Combining (57) and (58), we can obtain

L
(
Xk+1, Wk, Ek, Fk

Ω, E
k, µk

1 ,µ
k
2 ,µ

k
3

)
−L

(
Xk, Wk, Ek, Fk

Ω, E
k, µk

1 ,µ
k
2 ,µ

k
3

)
≤ −c1

∥∥Xk+1 −Xk
∥∥2
F
− c2

∥∥Xk+1
Ω −Xk

Ω

∥∥2
F
.

(59)

Thus, Theorem 5 is obtained.

APPENDIX F
PROOF OF THEOREM 5

Proof. Considering that R (W) is a generalized approxima-
tion function of a rank function, it is necessary to discuss it
separately as a convex and non-convex approximation func-
tion.

(i) If R (W) is a convex approximation function, we can
determine from (13) that function L is strictly convex with
respect to the W-subproblem.

Similar to Theorem 5, we can deduce that there must exist
a positive constant c3 such that the following inequality holds,

L
(
Xk+1, Wk+1, Ek, Fk

Ω, E
k, µk

1 ,µ
k
2 ,µ

k
3

)
−L

(
Xk+1, Wk, Ek, Fk

Ω, E
k, µk

1 ,µ
k
2 ,µ

k
3

)
≤ −αc3

∥∥Wk+1 −Wk
∥∥2
F
.

(60)

(ii) If R (W) is a non-convex approximation function, then
since Wk+1 is a minimum in the minimization problem (13),
we have

α
〈
∇R

(
Wk

)
,Wk+1 −Wk

〉
+ρ

2

∥∥∥Wk+1 −Xk+1 +
µk

1

ρ

∥∥∥2
F

≤ ρ
2

∥∥∥Wk −Xk+1 +
µk

1

ρ

∥∥∥2
F
.

(61)

It follows from Assumption 1 and the properties of non-
convex functions [51], [52] that there must exist a positive
constant c3 such that

R
(
Wk+1

)
≤ R

(
Wk

)
+
〈
∇R

(
Wk

)
,Wk+1 −Wk

〉
− c3

∥∥Wk+1 −Wk
∥∥2
F
.

(62)

Combining (61) and (62), we obtain

αR
(
Wk+1

)
+ ρ

2

∥∥∥Wk+1 −Xk+1 +
µk

1

ρ

∥∥∥2
F

≤ αR
(
Wk

)
+ ρ

2

∥∥∥Wk −Xk+1 +
µk

1

ρ

∥∥∥2
F
.

(63)
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This implies that

L
(
Xk+1, Wk+1, Ek, Fk

Ω, E
k, µk

1 ,µ
k
2 ,µ

k
3

)
−L

(
Xk+1, Wk, Ek, Fk

Ω, E
k, µk

1 ,µ
k
2 ,µ

k
3

)
≤ −αc3

∥∥Wk+1 −Wk
∥∥2
F
.

(64)

By (i) and (ii), Theorem 6 is obtained.

APPENDIX G
PROOF OF THEOREM 6

Proof. (i) We can determine from (17) that function L is
strictly convex with respect to the E-subproblem.

Similar to Theorem 5, we can deduce that there must exist
positive constants c4 and c5 such that the following inequality
holds,

L
(
Xk+1, Wk+1, Ek+1, Fk

Ω, E
k, µk

1 ,µ
k
2 ,µ

k
3

)
−L

(
Xk+1, Wk+1, Ek, Fk

Ω, E
k, µk

1 ,µ
k
2 ,µ

k
3

)
≤ −c4

∥∥Ek+1 − Ek
∥∥2
F
− c5

∥∥Ek+1
Ω − Ek

Ω

∥∥2
F
.

(65)

(ii) Similarly, we can determine from (20) that function L
is strictly convex with respect to the FΩ-subproblem.

Therefore, we can deduce that there exists a positive con-
stant c6 such that the following inequality holds,

L
(
Xk+1, Wk+1, Ek+1, Fk+1

Ω , Ek, µk
1 , µ

k
2 , µ

k
3

)
−L

(
Xk+1, Wk+1, Ek+1, Fk

Ω, E
k, µk

1 , µ
k
2 , µ

k
3

)
≤ −c6

∥∥Fk+1
Ω − Fk

Ω

∥∥2
F

(66)

(iii) Considering that we have proved that ϕ (·) is a convex
function in Theorem 3.

Similarly, we can determine from (22) that function L is
strictly convex with respect to the E-subproblem.

Therefore, we can deduce that there exists a positive con-
stant c7 such that the following inequality holds,

L
(
Xk+1, Wk+1, Ek+1, Fk+1

Ω , Ek+1, µk
1 , µ

k
2 , µ

k
3

)
−L

(
Xk+1, Wk+1, Ek+1, Fk+1

Ω , Ek, µk
1 , µ

k
2 , µ

k
3

)
≤ −λc7

∥∥Ek+1 −Ek
∥∥2
F
.

(67)

Based on (i), (ii) and (iii), Theorem 7 is obtained.

APPENDIX H
PROOF OF THEOREM 7

Proof. Considering that Wk+1, Fk+1
Ω , and Ek+1 are minima

in the minimization problems (13), (20), and (22), respectively,
we have

α∇R
(
Wk+1

)
+ ρ

(
Wk+1 −Xk+1 +

µk
1

ρ

)
= 0, (68)

λ∇ϕ
(
Ek+1

)
+ ρ

(
Ek+1 − Ek+1 +

µk
2

ρ

)
= 0, (69)

Fk+1
Ω + ρ

(
Fk+1

Ω −
(
YΩ −Xk+1

Ω − Ek+1
Ω

)
+

µk
3

ρ

)
= 0.

(70)
Combining (24) through (26), we obtain

µk+1
1 + α∇R

(
Wk+1

)
= 0, (71)

µk+1
2 + λ∇ϕ

(
Ek+1

)
= 0, (72)

µk+1
3 + Fk+1

Ω = 0. (73)

Further, by Assumption 1, we can deduce that there must
exist positive constants c8 , c9 and c10 such that the following
inequality holds,

∥∥µk+1
1 − µk

1

∥∥2
F
=
∥∥−α∇R (Wk+1

)
+ α∇R

(
Wk

)∥∥2
F

≤ c8
∥∥Wk+1 −Wk

∥∥2
F
, (74)∥∥µk+1

2 − µk
2

∥∥2
F
=
∥∥−λ∇ϕ (Ek+1

)
+ λ∇ϕ

(
Ek
)∥∥2

F

≤ c9
∥∥Ek+1 −Ek

∥∥2
F
, (75)∥∥µk+1

3 − µk
3

∥∥2
F
=
∥∥−Fk+1

Ω + Fk
Ω

∥∥2
F

≤ c10
∥∥Fk+1

Ω − Fk
Ω

∥∥2
F
. (76)

where c8 = α2S2
1 , c9 = λ2S2

2 .

This implies that

L
(
Xk+1, Wk+1, Ek+1, Fk+1

Ω , Ek+1, µk+1
1 ,µk+1

2 ,µk+1
3

)
−L

(
Xk+1, Wk+1, Ek+1, Fk+1

Ω , Ek, µk
1 ,µ

k
2 ,µ

k
3

)
=
〈
µk+1

1 − µk
1 ,W

k+1 −Xk+1
〉

+
〈
µk+1

2 − µk
2 ,E

k+1 − Ek+1
〉

+
〈
µk+1

3 − µk
3 ,F

k+1
Ω −YΩ +Xk+1

Ω + Ek+1
Ω

〉
≤ c8

ρ

∥∥Wk+1 −Wk
∥∥2
F
+ c9

ρ

∥∥Ek+1 −Ek
∥∥2
F

+ c10
ρ

∥∥Fk+1
Ω − Fk

Ω

∥∥2
F
.

(77)

Thus, Theorem 8 is obtained.

APPENDIX I
PROOF OF THEOREM 8

Proof. Through Theorems 5-8, the difference between two
consecutive iterations of the function L in the iterative process
of Algorithm 2 is described as follows,

L
(
Xk+1, Wk+1, Ek+1, Fk+1

Ω , Ek+1, µk+1
1 ,µk+1

2 ,µk+1
3

)
−L

(
Xk, Wk, Ek, Fk

Ω, E
k, µk

1 ,µ
k
2 ,µ

k
3

)
= −c1

∥∥Xk+1 −Xk
∥∥2
F
− c2

∥∥Xk+1
Ω −Xk

Ω

∥∥2
F

− (αc3 − c8)
∥∥Wk+1 −Wk

∥∥2
F
− c4

∥∥Ek+1 − Ek
∥∥2
F

−c5
∥∥Ek+1

Ω − Ek
Ω

∥∥2
F
− (c6 − c10)

∥∥Fk+1
Ω − Fk

Ω

∥∥2
F

− (λc7 − c9)
∥∥Ek+1 −Ek

∥∥2
F

(78)

Then, the following inequality holds when ρ ≥
max

{
c8
αc3

, c9
λc7

, c10c6

}
,

L
(
Xk+1, Wk+1, Ek+1, Fk+1

Ω , Ek+1, µk+1
1 ,µk+1

2 ,µk+1
3

)
≤ L

(
Xk, Wk, Ek, Fk

Ω, E
k, µk

1 ,µ
k
2 ,µ

k
3

)
.

(79)
Thus, Theorem 9 is obtained.
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APPENDIX J
PROOF OF THEOREM 9

Proof. According to (8), the function L can be written in the
following form,

L
(
Xk+1, Wk+1, Ek+1, Fk+1

Ω , Ek+1, µk+1
1 ,µk+1

2 ,µk+1
3

)
= αR

(
Wk+1

)
+ λϕ

(
Ek+1

)
+ 1

2

∥∥Fk+1
Ω

∥∥2
F

+ρ
2

∥∥∥Wk+1 −Xk+1 +
µk+1

1

ρ

∥∥∥2
F

+ρ
2

∥∥∥Ek+1 − Ek+1
Ω +

µk+1
2

ρ

∥∥∥2
F

+ρ
2

∥∥∥Fk+1
Ω −

(
YΩ −Xk+1

Ω − Ek+1
Ω

)
+

µk+1
3

ρ

∥∥∥2
F

≥ αR
(
Wk+1

)
+ λϕ

(
Ek+1

)
+ρ

2

∥∥∥Wk+1 −Xk+1 +
µk+1

1

ρ

∥∥∥2
F

+ρ
2

∥∥∥Ek+1 − Ek+1
Ω +

µk+1
2

ρ

∥∥∥2
F

+ρ
2

∥∥∥Fk+1
Ω −

(
YΩ −Xk+1

Ω − Ek+1
Ω

)
+

µk+1
3

ρ

∥∥∥2
F
.

(80)
Using the property of inequality (a+ b)

2 ≤ 2
(
a2 + b2

)
with a, b ≥ 0, the lower bound of each term can be estimated,∥∥∥Wk+1 −Xk+1 +

µk+1
1

ρ

∥∥∥2
F

≥ 1
2

∥∥Wk+1
∥∥2
F

−
∥∥∥Xk+1 − µk+1

1

ρ

∥∥∥2
F
,

(81)

∥∥∥Ek+1 − Ek+1
Ω +

µk+1
2

ρ

∥∥∥2
F

≥ 1
2

∥∥Ek+1
∥∥2
F

−
∥∥∥Ek+1

Ω − µk+1
2

ρ

∥∥∥2
F
,

(82)

∥∥∥Fk+1
Ω −

(
YΩ −Xk+1

Ω − Ek+1
Ω

)
+

µk+1
3

ρ

∥∥∥2
F

≥ 1
2

∥∥Fk+1
Ω

∥∥2
F
−
∥∥∥YΩ −Xk+1

Ω − Ek+1
Ω − µk+1

3

ρ

∥∥∥2
F
.

(83)

Furthermore, it follows from Assumption 2 that R
(
Wk+1

)
and ϕ

(
Ek+1

)
are bounded. Therefore, we can conclude that

the sequence
{
Γk
}+∞
k=1

is bounded.
Thus, Theorem 10 is obtained.

APPENDIX K
PROOF OF THEOREM 10

Proof. Theorems 5-8 have demonstrated that the function L
monotonically decreases and possesses a lower bound, which
implies the convergence of the function L. The following
conclusions can be derived from (78).

lim
k→+∞

∥∥Xk+1 −Xk
∥∥2
F
= 0, lim

k→+∞

∥∥Xk+1
Ω −Xk

Ω

∥∥2
F
= 0,

lim
k→+∞

∥∥Wk+1 −Wk
∥∥2
F
= 0, lim

k→+∞

∥∥Ek+1 − Ek
∥∥2
F
= 0,

lim
k→+∞

∥∥Ek+1
Ω − Ek

Ω

∥∥2
F
= 0, lim

k→+∞

∥∥Fk+1
Ω − Fk

Ω

∥∥2
F
= 0,

lim
k→+∞

∥∥Ek+1 −Ek
∥∥2
F
= 0, lim

k→+∞

∥∥µk+1
1 − µk

1

∥∥2
F
= 0,

lim
k→+∞

∥∥µk+1
2 − µk

2

∥∥2
F
= 0, lim

k→+∞

∥∥µk+1
3 − µk

3

∥∥2
F
= 0.

Therefore, we can conclude that lim
k→+∞

∥∥Γk+1 − Γk
∥∥2
F
= 0.

Thus, Theorem 11 is obtained.

APPENDIX L
PROOF OF THEOREM 11

Proof. Theorems 5-11 have demonstrated that the se-
quence

{
Γk
}+∞
k=1

is bounded and satisfies the condition
lim

k→+∞

∥∥Γk+1 − Γk
∥∥2
F

= 0. According to the Bolzano-

Weierstrass theorem [53], we can deduce that there must
exist a subsequence

{
Γkj
}

of the sequence
{
Γk
}

, such that
lim

k→+∞
Γkj = Γ∗.

Next, considering the sufficient condition for the minimiza-
tion problem in Algorithm 2, which requires the following
equation to be satisfied,

Wk −Xk+1 +
µk

1

ρ + Fk
Ω −

(
YΩ −Xk+1

Ω − Ek
Ω

)
+

µk
3

ρ = 0,

α∇R
(
Wk+1

)
+ ρ

(
Wk+1 −Xk+1 +

µk
1

ρ

)
= 0,

Ek − Ek+1 +
µk

2

ρ + Fk
Ω −

(
YΩ −Xk+1

Ω − Ek
Ω

)
+

µk
3

ρ = 0,

Fk+1
Ω + ρ

(
Fk+1

Ω −
(
YΩ −Xk+1

Ω − Ek+1
Ω

)
+

µk
3

ρ

)
= 0,

λ∇ϕ
(
Ek+1

)
+ ρ

(
Ek+1 − Ek+1 +

µk
2

ρ

)
= 0.

Finally, by taking limits of the above five equations along
the subsequence

{
Γkj
}

, we obtain

µ∗
1 = −α∇R (W∗) , µ∗

2 = −λ∇ϕ (E∗) , µ∗
3 = −F∗

Ω,

W∗ = X∗, E∗ = E∗, F∗
Ω = YΩ −X∗

Ω − E∗
Ω.

Therefore, we have demonstrated that the limit point Γ∗ is
a stable point of formula (8).

Thus, Theorem 12 is obtained.
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