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1. Introduction

In the last decade, robust matrix recovery has been widely studied and
proven to be very effective in the application of image recovery [1, 2]. In
general, the trick is to stack all the image pixels as column vectors of a matrix,
and recovery theories and algorithms are employed to the resulting matrix
which is low-rank or approximately low-rank. For a color image/video, the
traditional matrix-based recovery models are applied to red, green, and blue
channels respectively, and may result in color distortion during the recovery
process.

As a perfect color image and video representation tool, quaternion has
attracted much attention in color image and video processing [3, 4]. By
encoding a pixel with RGB channels using a pure quaternion, quaternion-
based methods treat a color image/video as a quaternion matrix/tensor.
Compared with matrix/tensor-based methods that need to rearrange the
elements, quaternion-based methods can better preserve the color structure
of color images/videos. Therefore, many quaternion-based methods have
been proposed and widely used in various applications, such as color image
deblurring [5], color image watermarking [6], color image filtering [7] and
color face recognition [8].

In the field of color image and video inpainting, Chen et al. [9] extended
the traditional low-rank matrix completion (LRMC) model to the low-rank
quaternion matrix completion (LRQMC) model, and employed some noncon-
vex quaternion rank functions to replace the nuclear norm of a quaternion
matrix. By factorizing a quaternion matrix as two smaller factor quater-
nion matrices, Miao et al. [10] proposed three LRQMC methods based on
quaternion double Frobenius norm, quaternion Frobenius/nuclear norm, and
quaternion double nuclear norm, respectively. Following the work in [10],
Yang et al. [11] acted the quaternion logarithmic norm (QLN) on two smaller
factor quaternion matrices of the target quaternion matrix, and designed
a new LRQMC algorithm named quaternion logarithmic norm based fac-
torization (QLNF) for the color image completion. Based on the low-rank
decomposition of the quaternion matrix and quaternion nuclear norm min-
imization techniques, Miao et al. [12] established a LRQMC model for the
recovery results. Yang et al. [13] introduced the quaternion truncated nu-
clear norm (QTNN) for LRQMC to achieve a more accurate approximation



for the quaternion rank function. They also developed the double-weighted
quaternion truncated nuclear norm (DWQTNN) to speed up the calculation
of QTNN, which adds weighted real diagonal matrices on the residual error
quaternion matrix. In addition to the QMC problem, the quaternion tensor
completion (QTC) problem has also received much attention. With the help
of Tucker rank, the global low-rank prior to quaternion tensor is encoded
as the nuclear norm of unfolding quaternion matrices, and then a QTC al-
gorithm was derived for the color image and video recovery [14]. Later,
Miao et al. [15] proposed a low rank quaternion tensor completion (LRQTC)
model for the color image and video inpainting which adopts the quaternion
weighted nuclear norm (QWNN) of mode-n canonical unfolding quaternion
matrices to capture the global low quaternion tensor train (QTT) rank, and
the Li-norm of a quaternion tensor in a transformed domain to capture the
sparseness.

The above mentioned LRQMC model mainly aims at the color images
under a low sampling ratio without noise corruption. For reconstructing
low-rank matrices from incomplete and corrupted observations, Jia et al.
[16] proposed a robust quaternion matrix completion (robust QMC) model.
Concretely, the robust QMC is to minimize a hybrid optimization problem
involving both the quaternion nuclear norm (QNN) of the low-rank part
and the quaternion Li-norm of the sparse part under the limited sample
constraints, i.e.,

min [[L{. + AlIS]l1, s.t. Po(L+8) = Pa(X), (1)

where X € Q"'*"2 is a noisy quaternion matrix, L € Q™ *"2 is the target low-
rank quaternion matrix, S € Q™ *"? is a sparse quaternion matrix and acts
as the corrupted data, A is a regularization parameter used to balance the low
rank and sparse parts, €2 is an index set and Pg is the unitary projection onto
Q) such that the entries in the set () are given while the remaining entries
are missing. The robust QMC model (1) performs quite well in the color
image completion problem. However, the gap between the rank function
and QNN may be large, especially when some of the singular values of the
original quaternion matrix are very large. Besides, the quaternion L;-norm
is a coarse estimation of the sparse part and leads some of the shortcomings
in theory and experiment.

In order to better approximate the real matrix rank function, a lot of
nonconvex real matrix rank surrogates have been proposed, such as, the



schatten g-norm [17], weighted schatten g-norm [18], weighted nuclear norm
[19], and log-determinant penalty [20]. Along this way, many nonconvex
quaternion matrix rank surrogates were proposed by Chen et al. [9] in the
quaternion matrix approximate problem, e.g., Laplace, Geman, and weighted
schatten g. Unlike the over-penalty of nuclear norm for large singular values,
nonconvex penalties of singular values can result in better approximation of
the quaternion matrix rank [9]. This motivates us to seek a more accurate
approximation of quaternion matrix rank under the nonconvex setting. It
is known that QNN is the L;-norm of all singular values of a quaternion
matrix. Now that the convex regularization of QNN achieves more accurate
approximation of quaternion rank, we have reason to believe that the similar
case also arises for the quaternion Li-norm. It will be interesting to study
the nonconvex penalty for sparse estimation instead of using the convex L;-
penalty.

Using the low-rankness of underlying quaternion data and the sparse-
ness of sparse corruptions, this paper proposes and develops a nonconvex
robust low-rank quaternion matrix completion model with nonconvex regu-
larization, which aims to recover a quaternion matrix corrupted by sparse
noise with partial observations. More concretely, we first choose a noncon-
vex quaternion matrix rank approximation related to the minimax concave
penalty (MCP) function which is continuous and unbiased [21]. Second, we
employ the penalty function f(x) = |z[P(0 < p < 1) on every entry of sparse
corruptions. The nonconvex functions are performed on the singular values
of the low-rank quaternion matrix and all entries of sparse corruptions, re-
spectively, which are beneficial for promoting the low-rankness of underlying
quaternion matrix and enhancing the sparsity of sparse corruptions better
compared with QNN and quaternion L;-norm.

It is known that there are a lot of repeated local patterns across a natural
image, which is called nonlocal self-similarity (NSS). The nonlocal strat-
egy for image processing was already discussed in [22]. Recently, Jia et al.
23] proposed a NSS-based QMC (TNSS-based QMC) to recover color im-
ages/videos from incomplete and corrupted entries. The TNSS-based QMC
searches similar patches of a color image/video to generate a low-rank quater-
nion sub-matrix and applies QMC for each sub-matrix. Compared with the
original data, each resulting sub-matrix would have a lower rank. This paper
develops an NSS-based robust low-rank quaternion matrix completion model
using nonconvex regularization to better approximate the matrix rank.

The contributions of this paper are summarized as follows.
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e We propose a nonconvex approach for robust quaternion matrix com-
pletion (NRQMC). In particular, the MCP function is used as a noncon-
vex surrogate of matrix rank for a more accurate approximation, and
the quaternion L,-norm is developed for better capturing the sparse-
ness of the noisy component.

e We establish an alternating direction method of multipliers (ADMM)
algorithm to solve the proposed NRQMC model. The thresholding
operator for the MCP penalty is used to solve the low-rank part sub-
problem. The quaternion L, thresholding technique is used to solve
the quaternion L,-norm minimization problem.

e The NSS prior based on quaternion representation is applied and a new
NSS-based nonconvex robust quaternion completion method (NRQMC-
NSS) is developed for the large-scale color image and video recovery
tasks.

e Numerical experiments on color images and videos demonstrate that
the proposed model and algorithm can recover the color and geometric
properties such as color edges and textures, and the numerical perfor-
mances are better than some existing methods.

This paper is organized as follows. Section 2 reviews some useful notations
and definitions. In Section 3, we develop a nonconvex low-rank approxima-
tion based on the MCP function and the L,-norm for quaternion matrices and
propose a novel nonconvex robust quaternion matrix completion (NRQMC)
model. An ADMM algorithm is established to solve the proposed model
and its convergence is discussed. In Section 4, we introduce the proposed
NRQMC-NSS model for large-scale color image and video recovery tasks. In
Section 5, numerical results are presented to show the superiority of the pro-
posed models compared with some existing models. This paper ends with
some concluding remarks in Section 6.

2. Preliminaries

In this section, we introduce some definitions and notations and review
some results about quaternion matrix optimization. Let R and C be the sets
of real numbers and complex numbers, respectively. Quaternion, invented by
Hamilton [24], has a real part and three imaginary parts given by

q=qo + @i+ qj+ gk,



where qg, q1, 2, g3 € R, and three imaginary units i, j, k obey the following
quaternion rules

2=ji?=k?=—1,ij=—ji=k, jk=—kj=1i, ki = —ik =j.

Here a boldface symbol indicates that it is a quaternion number, vector,
or matrix. Denote Q the space with quaternion numbers. The quaternion
q € Q can be rewritten as

q=5q+ Vq,

where the scalar (real) part is denoted by gy = Sq = 9R(q), whereas the vector
(imaginary) part Vq = J(q) = ¢1i + ¢2j + gzk comprises the three imaginary
parts. If 2R(q) = 0, then q is called a pure quaternion. The conjugate of a
quaternion q is defined as q* = ¢o — ¢11 — ¢2j — ¢3k, while the conjugate of
the product satisfies (pq)* = q*p*. The modulus of a quaternion is defined
as |d] = vAd® = /g5 + a7 + g3 + ¢5 and it holds [pq| = [p|lal. An n; x ny
quaternion matrix is of the form

X = Xy + Xii + Xoj + Xk,

where Xy, X1, Xo, X3 € R™*™2, Let Q"*™ denote the set of all n; X no
quaternion matrices. A pure quaternion matrix is a matrix whose elements
are pure quaternions (X, = 0) or zero.

In the RGB color space, every pixel can be expressed as a pure quaternion,
ri+ gj + bk, where r, g, b are the values of red, green, and blue components,
respectively. An n; X mo color image can be represented by an n; X no
quaternion matrix X with the following form

Xij = Riji+ Gij+ Bijk, 1 <i<mny,1<j<ny, (2)

where R;;, G;j, and B;; are the red, green, and blue pixel values, respectively,
at the location (i,7) in the image.

For X = (x;;) € Qm>™, let X* = (x};) € Q"™ be the conjugate
transpose of X. The unit quaternion matrix I is just as the classical unit
matrix. For a square quaternion matrix X € Q"*", we say X is unitary if
X*X = XX* = I. The sum of all the diagonal elements of X € Q"*" is
called the trace of X, denoted by tr(X). We use rank(X) to denote the rank
of X € Q™™ which is the maximum number of right linearly independent
columns of a quaternion matrix X. For X = (x;;) € Q""" absQ(X) =
(|xi;]) € Q™" and signQ(x;;) = x;/|xi;| (if |xi;] # 0) or 0 (otherwise).
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The singular value decomposition (QSVD) of a quaternion matrix X €
Qm*"2 is given by
X =UXV~", (3)
where ¥ = diag(o1, -+, Ominfni,no}) € R™*™ with 0; > 0, and U € Q™ ™
and V € Q"™ are two unitary quaternion matrices [25]. For convenience,
we always assume that n;) = max{ni,ns} and n) = min{n,,ny}.
The following quaternion vector and matrix norms are used in the sequel.

Definition 1. (1) Let a = (a;) € Q" be a quaternion vector. Then the Li-

n n

norm ||ally = }_ |ai|, the 2-norm |[allz = /3" |ail* and the infinity norm
=1 i=1

[alloo = maxi<i<n |ail.

(2) Let A = (a;;) € Q"™ be a quaternion matriz. Then the Li-norm

niy ng ny n2
A1 = > > |ay|, the Frobenius norm ||Allp = [ > > |ai;|?, the infinity

i=1j=1 i=1j=1

norm ||A|« = max;;|a;;|, the spectral norm |All; = max{oy,---,0,} and
T

the nuclear norm ||All. = > 0;, where oy, -+ , 0, are nonzero singular values

=1

of A.
In the vector space Q™ *™2  the real inner product is given by [26]
(X,Y) = Re(tr(X"Y)) @)

for all X, Y € Q™*™. The norm of a quaternion matrix generated by this
inner product space is denoted by || - ||. Then, for X € Q™ *"2, we have

IX][* = (X, X) = Re(tr(X"X)) = tr(X"X) = || X[%
since tr(X*X) is real. Direct calculations also give
(X,YZ) = (Y*X,Z) = (XZ*,Y) (5)

and
IQE|r = [|EQ][r = [EF, (6)
where X € Q""" Y € QM Z € Q™ E € Q"™ and Q € Q"*™ is

an unitrary quaternion matrix.
Let . be a finite dimensional space, we say a function f : ./ — [—00, + 0]
is proper if f(z) < 400 for at least one x € ., and f(x) > —oco forallx € ¥
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[27]. For a proper and lower semicontinuous function f : . — (—o0, 400,
the proximal mapping associated with f at y is specified by

: 1 2
Prox(y) = arg min {f(:v) + §||:v — vy }, Yy € 7.

For a nonconvex function f : R" — (—o00, +00], the subdifferential of f at x
27, Definition 8.3], denoted as 0 f(z), is given by

Of(x) ={y € R" : ay, — x, f(zr) = f(x),yp = ywithy, € f'(z1) ask — +o00},
where f’(z) denotes the Fréchet differential of f at x.

Definition 2 ([26, 28]). Let h : Q™ *™ — R. We say h is differentiable
oh

at X = Xo + Xqi + Xoj + X3k if X exists at X; for1=20,1,2,3, and the

gradient of h is specified by Z

oh oh ., Oh ., Oh

ViX) = ot ax P ax ax,

k. (7)

oh
If — exists in a neighborhood of X;, and it is continuous at X; for 1 =

0X

0,1, 2,13, then we say h is continuous differentiable at X. If h is continuous
differentiable for any X € Q"1*"2 then we sat g is continuously differentiable.

The directional derivative of h at X € Q™*™ in the direction AX €
Qm*m2 is defined by

KOGAX) = lim h(X +tAX) — h(X)

t—0,teR t

We see that the directional derivative of A is real, while the gradient of A is
in Q"*"2. However, they can be connected via the real inner product (4).

Proposition 1 ([26]). For X, AX € Q™" it holds h'(X; AX) = (Vh(X),
AX). If h is continuous differentiable, then h(X + AX) = h(X) + (Vh(X),
AX) +o(|AX][F).

For a quaternion matrix X = Xo+ Xji+ Xoj+ Xsk € Q" ""2 let Z(X) =

(Xo,XhXQ,Xg) € R™M X172 5 RP1XN2 o RMXN2 o RIXN2 [ ot f inan — R.
Then h can be regarded as a function of #Z(X) and denote such function as
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hE. We say h : Qm*"2 — R is twice continuously differentiable with respect
to X if A is twice continuously differentiable with respect to Z(X) [26].
When h is twice continuously differentiable, we consider the second order
derivative V2h(X). As in [26], it is more convenient to consider VZh(X)AX
and (V2h(X)AX, AX). Suppose that

Vh(X + AX) — VA(X) = 9(X + AX) + ¢(X + AX),

where ¥ is real linear in AX in the sense that for any a,b € R and AX®,
AX(?) c Q’nl ><n2’
I(X 4+ aAXD + pAXD) = a)(X + AXD) + b)(X + AX®?)
and
(X + AX)
im ——— =0.
lax|—o ||AX| g

Then we define
VZh(X)AX = 9(X + AX).

If (V2h(X)AX, AX) > 0 for any AX € Q"> and AX # 0, then we call
V2h is positive definite at X.

Proposition 2 ([26]). Suppose that h : Q™ *™ — R is twice continuously
differentiable. If Vh(X*) = 0 and (V*h(X*)AX,AX) > 0 for any AX €
Qm*m2 and AX # 0, then X* is a minimizer value point of h.

3. The NRQMC model and algorithm

In this section, we first clarify our motivation and propose a nonconvex
robust quaternion matrix completion (NRQMC) model. Then we establish
an algorithm for solving the model and give the convergence analysis.

3.1. The motivation

e The low rank part:

It is known that quaternion rank is the Lo-norm of singular value vector, while
the QNN is the L;-norm of singular value vector. We see from the quaternion
singular value thresholding (QSVT) [9, Theorem 2] that QSVT shrinks each
singular value equally, i.e., each singular value is subtracted by the same
threshold. This means that QNN over-penalizes the large singular value.
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Since QNN is a convex surrogate for quaternion matrix rank [16], it is difficult
to overcome the deficiency of QNN in quaternion rank approximation under
the convex setting. Inspired by the recent extensive research on nonconvex
techniques for robust real tensor recovery, we perform the nonconvex MCP
function to the singular value of quaternion matrix. The MCP function is
initially used for sparse estimation and variable selections [21, 29]. Next,
Qiu et al. [30] adopted these two functions to construct a tighter tensor
rank approximation under transformed tensor SVD framework for the robust
tensor recovery problem.

The MCP function ®,,, is nonconvex and satisfies the following properties:

(1) &, is a mapping from R to R and &, (0) = 0.

(2) @, is proper, lower semicontinuous and symmetric with respect to
y-axis.

(3) ®., is concave and monotonically nondecreasing on [0, +00).

Considering MCP function ®., is symmetric with respect to y-axis, we
now give an expression of this function on [0, +00)

o, .
z cx ——ux°, f0<z<en
Buy(o) = [ max{l— /() 0pit =, 2 (8)
0 —77, if © > en,

2
where ¢, 7 > 0. The parameters c and 7 control the steepness of the quadratic
function and the level of concavity. Besides, ¢ and 7 influence the domain of
P, (z) to be a quadratic function or a constant function. When c is fixed,
the peak value of @, (z) and the domain of the quadratic function are larger
if 7 is larger. This phenomenon also occurs when 7 is fixed and ¢ varies.

For a quaternion matrix X € Q™*" we define a nonconvex surrogate
for the quaternion matrix rank by using the MCP function as follows

"(2)

IXmcp =Y Pen(0i(X)), ¢,n >0, (9)

i=1

where 0;(X) is the ¢-th singular value of X with 01(X) > -+ > 0y, (X).
Now we illustrate the reason for using the MCP function as the non-
convex quaternion matrix rank approximation. We randomly choose thirty
color images from Berkeley Segmentation Dataset (BSD) [31], each with a
size of 321 x 481 or 481 x 321. In Figure 1 (a), for each image, we show
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the comparison of the quaternion matrix rank, the QNN and the MCP ap-
proximation rank (¢ = 2,17 = 1.5) given by (9). We also show the distance
between || - ||«, || - |[mcp and the quaternion matrix rank for each image in
Figure 1 (b). We see from Figure 1 that the result obtained by (9) gives a
tighter approximation to the quaternion matrix rank than the QNN for each
image. The comparison results imply that our proposed nonconvex surrogate
(9) appears to be better approximation for the quaternion matrix rank. The
following numerical experiment results in Section 5 show that the efficiency
of MCP approximation rank function.

2000 2000

—&— matrix rank the distance between ||-||. and the matrix rank

(% —>— the distancebetween ||-[l,,cp and the matrix rank
—%— IIllycp
1500 1 1500

1000 1 1000 [

Rank or approximation rank

50 W% b W‘\/\[&\

L L L L L 0
0 5 10 15 20 25 30 0 5 10 15 20 25 30

Image index Image index

(a) (b)

Figure 1: Comparison of the quaternion matrix rank, the QNN and the MCP approxi-
mation rank function given by (9).

e The sparse part:

As a convex relaxation of the quaternion Ly-norm, the quaternion L;-norm
has been used for sparsity in robust QMC model [16]. However, the obtained
solution by the quaternion L;-norm minimization may be suboptimal to the
original quaternion Lp-norm minimization since the quaternion L;-norm is
a coarse approximation of the quaternion Lg-norm. It is shown that the
use of nonconvex sparsity formulations can improve the realism of models
and enhance their performance in signal and image processing [32, 33] and
tensor robust PCA [34]. This inspires us to explore the nonconvex sparsity
formulations in the robust QMC.

Considering the sparsity enhancement by using the quaternion L;-norm
minimization in the robust QMC [16], we employ the quaternion L,-norm
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as the nonconvex relaxation of the quaternion Lg-norm. For a quaternion
matrix X € Q"*"2, the quaternion L,-norm for X is specified by

ni n2 %
X[, = (zzw) <p<l (10)

i=1 j=1

It is obvious to see that lirr% 11X, = IX]|1-
p—

3.2. The proposed model and algorithm

In order to overcome the disadvantages of QNN and quaternion L;-norm,
we use two nonconvex replacements given by (9) and (10) to construct the
following nonconvex robust QMC (NRQMC) model

min_||Lilucp + AlIS]5, s.t. Po(L +8) = Po(X). (11)

L,SEin Xng
For convenience, we denote the model (11) by “MCP-L,”. The model (11)
reduces to the following NRQPCA problem when (2 is the entire set of indices

min_||Lflyce + A[IS[F, st. L+S =X, (12)
L,SEQ”IX"Q

and it is equivalent to the following QMC problem when there is no corrup-
tion, i.e., S =0,

min ||L|lmcp, s.t. Pa(L) = Pa(X). (13)
LeQnixn2

In the following, we develop the ADMM method to the nonconvex prob-
lem (11). ADMM decomposes a large global problem into a series of smaller
subproblems, and coordinates the solutions of subproblems to compute the
globally optimal solution. For more details, one can refer to [35]. It is noted
that the quaternion L,-norm in (11) forces any entry of an optimal solu-
tion S in the unobserved set Q) to be zero. Without loss of generality, we
can assume that the unobserved data may be appropriate values such that
Par(L +8S) = Pqi(X). Then, the linear projection operator constraint in
(11) is simply replaced by an equation X = L + S. Thus, the problem (11)

can be reformulated as

. » _
L,sngln?XnQ ”LHMCP + )\HPQ(S)HP, st. L+S=X. (14)
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The augmented Lagrange function of (14) is given by
P 1% M2 1 2
21,8, M) = [Lvier + MPa(S)l+ 5 [L+$ X4+ 25|~ M, (15)

where M is a Lagrange multiplier and g is the penalty parameter for linear
constraints to be satisfied. Under the ADMM framework, L, S, and M can
be alternately updated as follows:

Step 1: Pa(Sie1) = argminA|Po ()]} + 5[ Pa(L + 8 — X + 3)[
Step 2: Pqr(Skt+1) = arg msin%HPQL (L +S—X+ %)H%

Step 3: Ly = argmin||Li|ucp + %HL +Spp1 — X+ T3

Step 4: Myi11 =My + Nk(Lk+1 + Sgy1 — X)

S-subproblem: Before giving the solution of Step 1, we first extend the
L,-norm minimization problem from the real number field to the quaternion

skew-field.
For a given quaternion y = yo + y11 + 12 + yzk € Q, let

1
9(x) = 5x — yP? + vxP, (1)

where v > 0, 0 < p <1, and x = z¢ + 11 + 22j + 23k € Q.
The optimal solution of the minimization problem (17) is given by the
following quaternion generalized soft-thresholding (QGST) operator.

Theorem 1. For the given v > 0 and p (0 < p < 1), an optimal solution
of the minimization problem (17) is given by the quaternion generalized soft-
thresholding (QGST) operator, which is defined by

0 if [yl < 72 (v),

] : % 18
SignQ) TS (y],v), if [y| > reest(p,  (18)

QGST(y,v,p) = {

p—1

where TR (v) = (2v(1 —p))ﬁ +vp(2v(1 —p))2=r is a threshold value, and
TREST(ly|,v) can be obtained by solving the following equation

TS (ly|,v) — |y| + vp(T2S |y, v))> = 0. (19)

To solve (17), we propose an iterative algorithm, which is summarized as
in Algorithm 8.
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Algorithm 1 Quaternion Generalized Soft-Thresholding (QGST)
Input: y, A\, p, J =2or 3.
1 p-1
L RYST(N) = (2A(1 = p)) 77 + Ap(2A(1 — p)) > 7
2: if |y| < 729T(X)

3 QGST(y,A,p) = 0;

4: else

5: k=0, tk) = \y|

6: for k=0,1,---,J do
Tt = |y = Ap(t )P

8: k=k+1,;

9: end for

10:  QGST(y, A, p) = signQ(y)t™;
11: end if

Output: QGST(y, A, p).

Remark 1. When p =1, QGST will converge after one iteration. Since

. QGST/, N\ _ 1: W= T p—17; o1
lim 7,7 (v) = lim vp(20(1 —p))*= = v lim(2v)"" lim(1 — p) v.

the thresholding value of QGST will become v, and the QGST function be-

comes
0 if ly| <v,

signQ(y)(lyl — ), if [y| > ».

One can see that (20) is just the soft-thresholding function proposed by Jia
et al. [23].

QGST(y,v, 1) = { (20)

According to Step 1, it follows that
1 5 A P
(Sk—i-l)ij = arg min §|Sij - (Zk>z’j| + E\(S)w’ , (4,7) € Q, (21)

where Z; = X — L, — % According to Theorem 1 and Step 2, the solution
with respect to Sk is given by

Sp11 = Po(QGST((Z,), ﬁ,p» P (Zn). (22)
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L-subproblem: According to the relation (16), we need to solve the
following subproblem:

1 1
min — [ Ljxce + 5[|IL — Y%, (23)
o 2

where Y;, = X — Spi1 — %.

The solution of the subproblem (23) is given by the following theorem.

Theorem 2 (Quaternion thresholding operator for MCP penalty).
Let Yy, = U2,V be the QSVD of Y, € Qm*™2. Then an optimal solution
of the minimization problem (23) is given by Lg = UpXig, Vi, where

M ’

Ei%n = Diag (Proxi(bcm ((Ek)m), e ,Proxi%n((Ek)n@),n@)» (24)

with (Xx):; being the (i,1)th entry of ¥y, and PTOXLq)Cn((Ek)i,i) being the
P 7

proximal mapping associated with Mik(I)cm at ()i

Next we give the proximal mapping of u®., in (8). For 0 < pu < n,
Prox,s.,(y) is given by

S =)
sign(y)(|y| — cu )

PrOXﬂ‘Pc,n (y) = 1— M/TI ) if cp < ‘y| < cn, (25>
v, if [y| > en,

where sign(y) equals to 1, 0, and —1if y > 0, y = 0, and y < 0, respectively.
It is noted that n > p and ¢ > 0, where > 1 is to guarantee the meaningful
solution in the proximal mapping about the MCP function and ¢ > 0 is to
guarantee the concavity of the quadratic function on [0, ¢n).

For the sake of clarity, we summarize the update of L in Algorithm 2.

The whole ADMM algorithm for solving model (11) is summarized in
Algorithm 3.

The computation cost of Algorithm 3 mainly lies in updating Ly, in
which the QSVD of quaternion matrix Y, is needed. It is well known that
the computational complexity of the QSVD for an n; x ny quaternion matrix
is O(ning min{ny, ny}). Therefore, at each iteration, the total computational
complexity of the proposed algorithm is O(nins min{ny, ny}). For simplicity,
if ny = my = n, the cost at each iteration is O(n?).
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Algorithm 2 Update L
Input: quaternion matrices Sy, and M, € Q™ *"™2 and scalars puy, c, 7.
11 Yy =X = Spyy — 25
2: [Ug Xy Vi = QSVD(Yy%);
3: Compute Eﬁ%" via (24);
4: Ly = UkE%k@C’nV;;;
Output: L.

Algorithm 3 ADMM for Solving NRQMC Model
Input: The observed quaternion matrix X € Q™*"2 with € (the index of
observed entries); balanced parameter \; parameters p, ¢ and 7.
Initialize: LO = SO = MO = 0, Mo = 1074,
1: while not converged and k£ < 500 do
2:  Update Sp41 via (22);
Update Ly, according to Algorithm (2);
Update My via (16);
Update fip41 by pre1 = min{1.2 % ., 10%};
Check the convergence

max{||Lxt1 — Li||#, [[Sk+1 — Skl [ Liks1 + Swr — X|[p} < tol; (26)

7. Setk=k+1,
8: end while
Output: L and S.

3.8. Convergence analysis
Now we give the convergence analysis of Algorithm 3.

Theorem 3. Let the sequence Wy, = {Ly, Sg, My} be generated by Algo-
rithm 3. Then the accumulation point Wg = {Lg,Sa, Mg} of Wy is a
KKT stationary point, i.e., W g satisfies the following KKT conditions:

V||L||mcp|=1s + Mg = 0, (Pa(Sa), Pa(Ma)) + Ap||Pa(Sa)[h = 0,
Poi(Mg) =0,Lg +Ss — X =0.

The proof of Theorem 3 can be found in the Appendix.
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4. NSS-based method for large-scale color image and video inpaint-
ing

In this section, we develop a robust quaternion completion method that
jointly exploits low-rankness and nonlocal self-similarity (NSS). Given an
observed quaternion tensor X € Q" *"2*"s and the set of the indices of known
elements (2, we obtain an estimated image £ by a certain robust quaternion
completion method. For each slice L(:,:,7) € Q"*"2 we divide it into M
subblocks with size s x s and overlap [, where M = [(n; —1)/(s —1)] x
[(ng —1)/(s —1)]. We therefore obtain Mng subblocks and then apply the K-
means++ algorithm to cluster these subblocks into N groups {LZ L1, Where
L € Q***mi each column of L! is the vectorization of the correspondmg
subblock, m; is the number of subblocks in the th group, and Zi:l m; = M.
According to the coordinates of subblocks fﬁ', the sub-data X* and the index
set Q' are generated from X and (2, respectively. For each i = 1,--- , N, we
solve the following subproblem

51181} IL lvcp + Al[Pai(SH[E, st L'+ 8" =X, (27)

Finally, we reshape each column of each L’ as a quaternion matrix of size
s x s and then aggregate these subblocks to reconstruct the final data. In
addition, the pixels on the positions where the subblocks overlap are set to
be the average of the corresponding values.

Now we propose the method combining NRQMC and NSS for robust
quaternion completion as stated in Algorithm 4. Note that the third dimen-
sion of a quaternion matrix data is 1 and the number of subblocks is M.
We use NRQMC-NSS2D and NRQMC-NSS3D to represent Algorithm 4 for
processing 2D and 3D quaternion data, respectively.

Algorithm 4 NRQMC-NSS Algorithm for Robust Quaternion Completion
Step 1. Input the observed data X and the index of observed entries €2, the
initial estimatior L the patch size s, the overlap size [.

Step 2. Divide £ into Mng subblocks and obtain N clusters {L’ ', using
K-means++ algorithm. Obtain X% and Q¢ according to the same Coordlnates
of subblocks in L.

Step 3. Apply Algorithm 3 to obtain L! according to X* and €.

Step 4. Reconstruct the final data £ by aggregating all subblocks in L.
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5. Numerical experiments

In this section, numerical experiments are conducted on color images and
videos to demonstrate the effectiveness of our proposed model and algorithm.

The sampling ratio SR indicates the percentage of observed entries. It is
defined as SR = |€2|/(n1n2), where the size of the image is of ny X ny, Q is the
set of randomly generated observations and |2 denotes its cardinality. The
corrupted observation is generated as follows. First, a standard uniform noise
is independently and randomly added into ¢ pixel locations of red, green, and
blue channels of color images for producing the noisy data. The sparsity of
noise components is denoted by v = ¢/(niny). Second, a percentage SR is
chosen randomly from the noisy data as the observation.

The intensity range of the real-world data is scaled into [0,1]. All ex-
periments are performed in the MATLAB 2024a environment and run on a
desktop computer (Intel Core i7-11700, @ 2.5GHz, 32G RAM).

5.1. Parameters Setting

For the proposed models, six parameters are used to control the perfor-
mance, i.e., \, 1, ¢, p, s, and [. The regularization parameter \ is used to bal-
ance the low-rank and sparse parts and is set to be A = 1/4/SR - max(ny, ns).

We take Lena as an example to evaluate the influence of the parameters
p, m, ¢, and the size of search window s, where SR = 0.2. Figure 2(a)
shows the PSNR values with respect to the parameters n and ¢, where ~
is set to be 0.1. Parameter n is chosen from {8,9,10,11,12,13} and ¢ is
chosen from {0.9,1.0,1.1,1.2,1.3,1.4}. We can see that the influence of n
is small and NRQMC performs well when ¢ is small. Therefore, we set
n = 13 and ¢ = 0.9 in all experiments. Figure 2(b) shows the performance
of NRQMC with different p under v = 0.1,0.2,0.3. It can be seen that
NRQMC performs well when p falls within the range of [0.2,0.4], and obtains
the best PSNR value when p is set to be 0.3. Therefore, p is set to be 0.3
in all experiments. The overlap [ is always set to be 1 in our experiments.
Figure 2(c) shows the performance of NRQMC-NSS with different s under
v = 0.1,0.2,0.3. We can see that NRQMC-NSS performs best when s = 5
in the case v = 0.2,0.3. Although the PSNR value of s = 3 is higher than
that of s = 5, the improvement is very small. Therefore, s is set to be 5 in
all experiments.
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(a) Parameters 1 and ¢ (b) Parameter p (C) Size of subblocks s

Figure 2: Performance of the proposed methods with different parameters on Lena under
SR =0.2.

5.2. Color Images

In this subsection, we select six color images to demonstrate the perfor-
mance of the proposed methods, i.e., House (256 x 256), Peppers (512 x 512),
Lena (512x512)2, Kodak image2 (512 x 768), Kodak image3 (512x 768), Ko-
dak image12 (512x768)3. The SR is set to be 0.5, 0.6, and 0.8 and the 7 is set
to be 0.1 and 0.2. We compare the proposed NRQMC and NRQMC-NSS2D
with practical quaternion matrix completion algorithm (PQMC) [23], tensor
completion algorithm (TNN) [36], low-rank quaternion approximation with
Geman function (LRQA-G) [9], and robust quaternion matrix completion
with convex surrogates (QNN) [16]. In addition, we incorporated PQMC-
NSS2D to compare the capability of PQMC and NRQMC in solving subblock
completion problems, which uses PQMC to solve the subproblems in Step
3 of Algorithm 4. The recovered image by NRQMC is used as the initial
guess of PQMC-NSS2D and NRQMC-NSS2D. We comment here that the
LRQA-G algorithm [9] separately designed the corresponding framework for
image inpainting and image denoising. For fairness of comparison, we make
some modifications by adding the quaternion L;-norm characterization of
the sparse constraint and using the ADMM framework as in Algorithm 2.
The parameters in the compared methods are manually adjusted in all ex-
periments to obtain the best result according to the authors’ suggestions.
To evaluate the performance of the proposed model and algorithm, except
for visual quality, we adopt two quantitative assessment indices including
the peak signal-to-noise ratio (PSNR), and the structural similarity index
(SSIM).

Zhttp://www.eecs.qmul.ac.uk/ phao/IP/Images/
3https://r0k.us/graphics/kodak/
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Table 1: The PSNR and SSIM values of all methods for color images.
PSNR SSIM
SR 4 TNN TRQA QNN PQMC NRQMC PQMC NRQMC TNN LRQA QNN PQMC NRQMC PQMC NRQMC
-G -NSS2D -NSS2D G -NS$2D -NSS2D
House 05 0.1 2538 2563 26.76 2075 2978 32006 34.00 _ 0043 0.945 0.936 0936 0951 0974  0.983
0.2 26.75 15.69 25.52 25.50 27.13 31.23 32.65 0.917 0.472  0.910 0.909 0.919 0.968 0.977
0.6 0.1 28.92 29.29 26.83 26.83 31.22 32.49 34.81 0.950 0.956  0.940 0.940  0.965 0.976 0.986
0.2 27.83 2468 2635 26.36 2894 3187 3336 0933 0.868 0.924 0.924 0943 0972  0.980
0.8 0.1 3021 3029 27.83 27.83 3336 3341 37.17  0.964 0.968 0.953 0953 0.980  0.980  0.991
0.2 29.08 2895 27.11 27.12  30.69 33.09 34.81 0.950 0.952  0.940 0.940 0.964 0.978 0.987
Peppers 05 01 2712 2856 27.25 2724 20.04 3124 32.88  0.962 0.971 0.964 0961 0073  0.951 0.989
0.2 25.83 1334 2578 25.73 2705  30.68 31.82 0948 0542 0.947 0.947 0957 0981  0.986
0.6 0.1 27.51 29.28 27.69 27.68 29.90 31.75 33.77 0.966 0.976 0.968 0.968 0.978 0.985 0.991
0.2 2633 1460 2631 2628 2795 3122 3242 0955 0610 0.955 0.955 0.965 0983  0.987
0.8 0.1 2837 3050 2854 2854 3169 3259 3555 0972 0.982 0.974 0974 0985 0988  0.994
0.2 27.52 2865 2754 2753 2975 3205 33.94 0966 0972 0.967 0.966 0.977 0986  0.991
Lena 0.5 0.1 28.22 28.75 27.32 27.30  29.30 31.91 33.56 0.969 0.971 0.966 0.966 0.972 0.985 0.990
0.2 2670 1351 2601 2598 2736 3120 3236 0957 0518 0.953 0.953 0.958 0982  0.986
0.6 0.1 2862 2933 2751 27.51 3028 3223 3454 0.972 0.975 0.968 0968 0.978  0.986  0.991
0.2 2745 15.04 26.57 26.55 28.39 31.95 33.30 0.963 0.604 0.960 0.960 0.966 0.985 0.989
0.8 0.1 2088 30.62 2846 2845 3261 3354 36.88  0.979 0.952 0.974 0974 0.957 0989  0.995
0.2 28.74 2890 2748 27.47 3038 3299  34.97 0973 0972 0.968 0.968 0.973 0988  0.992
Kodak 0.5 0.1 29.39 30.30 28.93 28.92  30.60 31.59 32.92 0.981 0.985 0.980 0.980  0.987 0.989 0.992
image2 0.2 28.63 2480 2846 2846 2059 3136 3240 0977 0947 0.978 0.978 0.983 0988  0.991
0.6 0.1 2068 3045 29.06 20.06 3116 3186  33.86 0982 0.985 0.951 0.981 0989 0990  0.994
0.2 28.97 2089 2861 2860 3002  3L77 3296 0979 0983 0.979 0.979 0.985 0989  0.992
0.8 0.1 30.34 30.87 29.36 29.35 32.50 32.81 35.74 0.985 0.987 0.982 0.982 0.992 0.992 0.996
0.2 20.66 3038 2002 20.02 3143 3255 3448 0952 0985 0.980 0.980 0.989 0991  0.995
Kodak 05 01 2555 29.76 28.30 2830 30.79 3271 34.88  0.095 0.95 0018 0048 0038  0.950 0.988
image3 0.2 2798 17.98 27.92 27.92 29.42 32.65 33.74 0.921 0.428 0.932 0.932 0.941 0.978 0.984
0.6 0.1 2888 2996 2845 2846 3102 3360 36.08  0.953 0.959 0.952 0952 0.961  0.983  0.991
0.2 2831 2034 2805 2805 2967 3320 3470 0933 0944 0941 0.941 0948 0950  0.986
0.8 0.1 29.52 30.28 28.81 28.81 33.29 34.79 38.44 0.964 0.965 0.957 0.957  0.970 0.986 0.995
0.2 29.08 29.80 28.44 28.44 31.27 34.19 36.63 0.951 0.957 0.950 0.950  0.961 0.984 0.992
Kodak 05 0.1 2075 2901 2822 2523 30.16  3L15 3245 _ 0050 0.950 0.942 0942 0.952 0964  0.977
imagel? 0.2 2872 2357 2752 2753 2909 3110 3215 0933 0.771 0.931 0931 0936  0.960  0.972
0.6 0.1 30.01 29.93 2820 28.20 30.49 31.67 33.15 0.956 0.953 0.944 0.944 0.958 0.967 0.981
0.2 20.27 2036 2776 27.77 2952  3L61 3250 0944 0942 0.936 0.936 0.945 0964  0.975
0.8 0.1 3100 3043 2864 28.64 3175 3268 3508 0968 0.959 0.950 0.950 0.973 0972  0.989
0.2 30.11 29.80 28.05 28.05 30.58 32.37 33.95 0.957 0.952  0.943 0.943  0.959 0.969 0.983

All numerical results are listed in Table 1 and the best PSNR and SSIM
values are shown in bold. We can see that NRQMC-NSS2D performs better
than the other methods in all cases. Comparing the methods without NSS
prior, the proposed NRQMC outperforms the others. Considering the NSS
prior, PQMC-NSS2D and NRQMC-NSS2D can achieve better results than
PQMC and NRQMC, and the NRQMC-NSS2D shows more improvement.
Figure 3 shows the recovered results by different methods with SR = 0.2
and v = 0.2 for House, Peppers and Lena. Figure 4 shows the recovered
results by different methods with SR = 0.5 and v = 0.1 for Kodak image2,
Kodak 1mage3 and Kodak image 12. 1t is seen that all methods can effec-
tively restore the missing pixels of the images and remove most of the noise.
We can observe that NRQMC produces clearer images and retains more de-
tails by comparing the results obtained from TNN, LRQA-G, QNN, PQMC,
and NRQMC, such as the window in House, the decoration on the hat in
Lena, and the text on the hat in Kodak image 3. However, it also includes
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some noises. Adding PQMC-NSS2D and NRQMC-NSS2D to the comparison
shows that the results from these two approaches contain less noise and are
closer to the original. The NRQMC-NSS2D preserves more details while the
results obtained by PQMC-NSS2D are over-smooth, such as the window in
House, the pepper in Peppers and the wood in Kodak image 2. It also can
be seen that the results from NRQMC in Figure 4 are visually better than
those from PQMC-NSS2D.

’ 4 ’n y & A ’}’n y & ln : .
@ b (© @ (¢ 6 (& () ()
Figure 3: Recovery results by different methods on House, Peppers, and Lena (from top

to bottle) under SR = 0.8 and v = 0.2. (a) Observed. (b) TNN. (¢) LRQA-G. (d) QNN.
(e) PQMC. (f) NRQMC. (g) PQMC-NSS2D. (h) NRQMC-NSS2D. (i) Original.

Figure 4: Recovery results by different methods on Kodak image12 under SR = 0.5 and
v = 0.1. (a) Observed. (b) TNN. (¢) LRQA-G. (d) QNN. (e) PQMC. (f) NRQMC. (g)
PQMC-NSS2D. (h) NRQMC-NSS2D. (i) Original.



5.3. Color Videos

In this subsection, we select four color videos to demonstrate the perfor-
mance of the proposed methods, i.e., Akiyo, Foreman, Salesman and Hall*.
All videos are of 144 x 176 x 40. We use the mean of PSNR (MPSNR) and
the mean of SSIM (MSSIM) to evaluate the performance of the proposed
model and algorithm.

We compare the proposed NRQMC-NSS3D for color video completion
with LRQTC [14], HaLRTC [37], SiLRTC [37], TMac-inc [38], TMac-dec
[38], and PQMC-NSS3D. The PQMC-NSS3D uses PQMC to solve the sub-
problems in Step 3 of Algorithm 4. The SR is set to be 0.15, 0.2, 0.3, 0.4,
and 0.5. The numerical results are listed in Table 2 and the best MPSNR
and MSSIM values are shown in bold. The NRQMC-NSS3D outperforms
HaLRTC, SiLRTC, TMac-inc, TMac-dec, LRQTC, and PQMC-NSS3D in
terms of MPSNR and MSSIM values. Figure 5 shows the recovered results
by different methods on the 25th frame of Akiyo, Foreman, Salesman, and
Hall with SR = 0.3. All methods can effectively restore the missing pixels
of the images. We can see that the proposed NRQMC-NSS3D outperforms
HaLRTC, SiLRTC, TMac-inc, TMac-dec, and PQMC-NSS3D.

For robust completion, we compare the proposed NRQMC with PQMC
under three different strategies: 1) recovering each frame of the video with-
out NSS prior; 2) recovering each frame of the video using Algorithm 4;
3) recovering the color video using Algorithm 4. Therefore, six methods
are tested, i.e., PQMC, NRQMC, PQMC-NSS2D, NRQMC-NSS2D, PQMC-
NSS3D, and NRQMC-NSS3D. The result by NRQMC is used as the initial
estimate of each NSS-based method. The SR is set to be 0.5, 0.6, and 0.8
and the 7 is set to be 0.1 and 0.2. The numerical results are listed in Ta-
ble 3 and the best MPSNR and MSSIM values are shown in bold. We can
see that NRQMC-NSS3D achieves the highest MPSNR, and MSSIM values
in most cases. The results obtained by NSS3D-based methods are better
than those by NSS2D-based methods. Under the same processing strategy,
NRQMC performs better than PQMC in most cases. Figure 6 shows the
recovered results by different methods on the 25th frame of Akiyo, Foreman,
Salesman, and Hall with SR = 0.6 and v = 0.1. It is seen that all methods
can effectively restore the missing pixels of the images and remove most of
the noise and NRQMC-NSS3D produces the best result. We can see that the

4http:/ /trace.eas.asu.edu/yuv/index.html
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methods using NRQMC can preserve more details while the methods using
PQMC result in over-smoothness.

Table 2: The MPSNR and MSSIM values of all methods for color videos.
MPSNR MSSIM
SR HaLRTC SILRTC TMac TMac LRQTC PQMC NRQMC HaLRTC SILRTC TMac TMac LRQTC PQMC NRQMC
-inc  -dec -NSS3D -NSS3D -inc  -dec -NSS3D -NSS3D
Akigo 015 23.80 9357 2670 2620 2455 2391 27.80 0866 0847 0839 0878 0858 0353  0.028
0.20 25.95 2555  27.08 2649 2607 2531 29.45 0908  0.802  0.896 0.8%6 0.892  0.887  0.950
0.30 29.07 28.46 27.65 27.02 28.64 26.46 32.02 0.951 0.939 0.908 0.898 0.936 0.909 0.971
040 31.86  30.04 2816 27.54 3057 2754 34.27 0973 0963 0917 0.908 0.960 0.926  0.982
050 3450 3327  28.67 28.02 32.90 2827 36.58 0985 0977 0925 0918 0975 0938  0.989
Toreman 015 1025 1048 2226 2171 2141 2272 27.00  0.662  0.658 0.765 0.749 051 0312  0.922
0.20 2097  20.89 2264 2208 22.80 2419 28.79 0736 0733  0.782 0.765 0.800 0.877  0.945
030 23.90  23.80 23.24 2261 2467 2591 31.52 0837 0834 0807 0791 0.839  0.907  0.967
040 2641 2630 2378 2316 27.94 2701 33.76  0.808  0.805  0.827 0.811 0922 0925  0.979
0.50 28.84 28.67 24.30 23.66 29.73 27.87 36.07 0.937 0.934 0.844 0.830 0.942 0.936 0.987
Hall 015 22.13  22.02 2478 2420 2233 2170 25.22 0882 0879 0010 0011 0.8%4 0875  0.934
0.20 2400 2385 2511 2448 23.60 2242 26.91 0914 00912 0924 0917 0912 0887  0.953
0.30 27.07 26.78 25.69 25.05 26.53 23.78 29.74 0.952 0.949 0.933 0.924 0.950 0.912 0.975
040 2065 2919 2618 2551 28.90 2452 3246 0971 0968 0939 0.931 0966 0922  0.985
050 31.97 3133 2650 2503 30.80 2504 35.07 0982 0979 0944 0938 0980 0931  0.992
Salesman 015 9249 9240 2547 2106 2416 2201 25.86  0.725  0.720 0.803 0.782 0775 0730  0.839
020 2424 2413 2579 25.28 25.37 2388 27.13  0.797  0.792 0816 0.796 0.815  0.768  0.874
030 27.06  26.90 26.38 2584 26.84 2496 29.31 0882 0877 0.837 0819 0.875 0.806  0.920
040 2047 2922 2691 2636 2090 2579 31.14 0929 0924 0854 0.838 0926 0.834 0.946
0.50 31.74 3130  27.39 26.83 3140  26.47 33.14  0.956  0.952  0.869 0.854 0.947 0.855  0.965

@ ® ( @ (@ & (@& O~ (0

Figure 5: Recovery results by different methods on Akiyo, Foreman, Salesman, and Hall
(from top to bottle) under SR = 0.3. (a) Observed. (b) HaLRTC. (c) SILRTC. (d) TMac-
inc. (e) TMac-dec. (f) LRQTC. (g) PQMC-NSS3D. (h) NRQMC-NSS3D. (i) Original.
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Table 3: The MPSNR and MSSIM values of all methods for color videos.
MPSNR MSSIM

SR v PQMC NRQMC PQMC NRQMC PQMC NRQMC PQMC NRQMC PQMC NRQMC PQMC NRQMC

_NSS2D -NSS2D  -NSS3D -NSS3D _NSS2D -NSS2D  -NSS3D -NSS3D
Akigo 05 01 2500 2758 27.70 2004 9820 31.58 0005 0003 0934 0965 0037 0.976
0.2 2512 2577 2746 2007  27.85 30.78  0.856 0.837  0.926 0954 0931  0.970
0.6 0.1 26.10 28.44 28.22 30.79 28.64 32.14 0.915 0.924 0.940 0.971 0.943 0.978
0.2 2543 2687  27.80 2073 28.04 31.34  0.883 0877 0932 0962 0934  0.973
0.8 0.1 2661 3021 2892 3257 2005 34.13 0930 0955 0950 0981  0.950  0.986
0.2 25.98 28.56 28.43 31.06 28.54 32.68 0.910 0.923 0.942 0.973 0.942 0.981
Foreman 05 01 2351 2500 28.60 3008 28544 31.55  0.846 0824  0.046 0970 0042  0.975
0.2 2237 2247  27.98 2072 27.80  30.45 0780 0719 0937 0958 0934  0.968
0.6 0.1 2379 2629 2019 3189 2883 3244  0.866 0862 0951 0976  0.946  0.979
0.2 2278 2393 2845 3035  28.35 31.03  0.820 0782  0.942 0966 0939  0.972
0.8 0.1 2436 2919 3010 33.67  20.67 34.47 0804 0923 0960 0985  0.956  0.988
0.2 2339 2636 2045 3205  20.03 32.50  0.866 0862 0953 0977 0948  0.980
Salesman 0.5 0.1 25.38 26.63 27.02 29.41 26.98 31.09 0.846 0.852 0.873 0.931 0.866 0.951
0.2 2440 2431 26.67 27.82  26.60 29.93 0790 0770  0.859 0900  0.855  0.935
0.6 0.1 2578 27.70  27.36 3022  27.26 31.92  0.863 0882  0.882 0943  0.875  0.960
02 2503 2563  27.08 2001 2693 30.76  0.823 0820 0871 0924 0863 0.946
0.8 0.1 2660 3020 2823 3261 2808 34.40 0800 0933 0901 0967  0.805  0.977
0.2 2604 2787 2791 3084  27.67 32.63  0.865 088  0.801 0950  0.882  0.965
Hall 05 01 2349 2486 2481 2622 2514 27.16 0018 0032 0933 0057 0936  0.966
0.2 22.78 23.27 24.56 25.64 24.70 26.73 0.900 0.894 0.926 0.949 0.925 0.960
0.6 0.1 2367 2567  25.15 2687 2535 27.45 0923 0946 0937 0963 0938  0.969
0.2 2205 2414 2485 2608 2500 26.80  0.908 0017 0931 0955 0930  0.963
0.8 0.1 24.09 27.12 25.75 28.09 26.05 28.80 0.932 0.965 0.945 0.974 0.946 0.978
0.2 2345 2567 2543 2716 2544 2777 0922 0046 0940 0966 0938  0.972

@ (b () (d) (¢) (f) (&)  (h)

Figure 6: Recovery results by different methods on color videos under SR = 0.6 and
v = 0.1. (a) Observed. (b) PQMC. (¢) NRQMC. (d) PQMC-NSS2D. (e¢) NRQMC-
NSS2D. (f) PQMC-NSS3D. (g) NRQMC-NSS3D. (h) Original.

6. Concluding remarks

In this paper, we present a new nonconvex approach for the robust QMC
problem. We not only make use of the nonconvex MCP approximation rank
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function under the QSVD framework for capturing the low-rank information
but also introduce a suitable nonconvex sparsity measuration for the sparse
constraint term rather than by the L;-norm commonly used in literature. The
ADMM algorithm is established for solving the proposed nonconvex robust
QMC model, and its convergence analysis is given. In addition, the NSS prior
is applied to search silimar patches, gathered into a low-rank quaternion
matrix, of a color image/video, and a new reconstruction is computed by
the new nonconvex robust QMC algorithm. Numerical experiments on color
image and video inpainting show the superiority of the proposed model and
method, resulting in better PSNR and SSIM values.

Note that the proposed model and algorithm still has several limitations.
There is no advantage in the running time because it needs to compute QSVD
at each iteration, which is time consuming for large-scale data. In the future,
we aim to design better and faster QSVD approach to improve the efficiency
of the model and algorithm. Besides, since we mainly want to show the
advantages of nonconvex surrogates under the quaternion framework, thus we
do not assign weights on different singular values and different sparse entries,
which may cause underperformance in some special cases, and it will be left
for our future work. Besides, it is worth analyzing the improvement of the
NRQMC compared with the QNN. Finally, in the future, we are interested
in studying the exact recovery condition and sampling size requirement of
the NRQMC for successful recovery.
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Appendix. Proof of Main Results
Al. Proof of Theorem 1

From (17), we see that ¢g(x) is not differentiable at x = 0 and is continuous
differentiable at x # 0. By direct calculations, the first order gradient of g(x)
is given by

Vog(x) =x =y + vp|x[" 'signQ(x), (28)

where x # 0. For 0 # x € Q and dx € Q, we have

Vg(x + 0x) — Vg(x)
e+ 8x—y o+ vplx -+ 8xPlsignQx + %)) — x — y + vplxlP signQ(o)]
= 0% + vp|x + 0x[P3(x + 6x) — vp|x[P2x
= ox +up(|x|* + (x,6%) + \5x|2)%(x + %) — vp|x[P3x
(x,0x)  |0x|?

FERNE
(x, 0x%)

[x[?

p=2
= (5x+1/p|x|p_2<1—|—2 ) *(x+ 0x) — vp|x[P72x

= x+uplx2 (14 (p-2) + o(|x1) ) (x + 8x) — vplxI"x
= (1+ uplxP~2)8x + vp(p — 2)|x[P 2 (signQ(x), 5x)signQ(x) + o(|8x]). (29)
This means that
VZg(x)ox = (1 + vp[x['=*)dx + vp(p — 2)|x["~* (signQ(x), dx)signQ(x).
Then

(V2g(x)0x, 0x) = (1+ vplx|P2)|ox|* + vp(p — 2)|x[P~* (signQ(x), 6x)* > 0

29



for arbitrary dx # 0. Thus VZg(x) is positive definite when x # 0. Let
Vg(xg) =0, i.e., xg —y +vp|xaP signQ(xg) = 0. It follows from Proposi-
tion 2 that x4 is an extremum point of g. Correspondingly, max{g(x4), g(0)}
is the minimum value of g. There may exist a specific y, where g(xg) is
exactly g(0). Thus, to generalize soft thresholding, we should solve the fol-
lowing nonlinear equation system to determine a correct thresholding value
7T (1) (ly|) and its corresponding x4

1 1
a3+ vlxal = Sl P (300)
Xg —y + vplxa[P” signQ(xa) = 0. (30b)
By (30b), it follows that

v = [xa] + vp[xalP™" and y = xg + vp|xal’ 'signQ(xs).  (31)

Substituting the above equalities into (30a) yields

1 . 1 _
§|VP|X4|p 'signQ(xa)|* + v|xal” = §(|X¢-| + vp|xalPh)?,

and then
xal’(2v(1 —p) — [xal>?) = 0. (32)

This means that |xg| = (2v(1 — p))ﬁ This, together with (31), yields

1 p—1
TBGST(V) = |y| = [xa|+vpxalPt = 2u(1—p)) =7 +vp(2v(1—p)) 2. (33)

Now the last thing is to determine x4. By (30b), one has

x4 _ !X.v.!y
|xa| +vplxalr=t" |yl

Xa = signQ(y)[xal- (34)

Fortunately, we see from the first equality of (31) that |xg| can be determined
by solving |y| = |xa| + vp|xa[P~! using fixed point iteration. Once |xg| is
obtained, by (34), x4 is achieved. The proof is completed.

A2. Proof of Theorem 2
Since Y, = U2, VY, it follows that 3, = U; Y V. Using the definition
of MCP function in (9), we have
1 1 21 1
min ﬁHLHMcp + 5T = Yl > E‘bc,n(%(L)) + 5 I[URLV i = 4|7, (35)

i=1
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where the second equality comes from the unitary invariance of quaternion
Frobenius norm. Set A = U;LV;. Then A and L have the same singular
values. Assume that 3, and 3 are the singular value matrices of L and A,
respectively. Thus Xy, = ¥4 and Eq.(35) is equal to

n(2) n(2)

1 1
— ., (0; fA Sl% > (L) + = [|1Za — Zi|3
;Mk (@i(L) + 5| 23 o @en(ei(®) + 5] I

n(2) n(2)

= 2 el D)+ 5Bl = 3 (e L)+ )= ()l 50

i=1

where the first inequality follows from the von Neumann trace theorem
([16, Proposition 1]). Hence, solving the original minimization problem in
Eq.(23) is transformed to solving Eq.(36) and the optimal solution Lg, is Lg =

UiDiag (Prox sy, , ((Zi)11), -+ Prox s g, ((Sidusn) Vi This obtains
pg " ’ pg N

the desired result.

A38. Proof of Theorem 3
Lemma 1. The sequence {My} generated by Algorithm 3 is bounded.

Proof. By the definition of MCP quaternion rank approximation, we have
V|Lllvce = UDiag (0P, (01(L)) /o1 (L), -+ , 0P (0 (L)) /00, (L)) VF. (37)

It is easily seen that 0®.,(0;(L))/do;(L) < ¢, V1 < i < ngy. By (37), it
follows that ||V||L|lmcp||7 < n)c?. Therefore, V||L|jucp is bounded.
From the first order optimality condition of (23) in Ly, we have

1
M—V‘|L|’MCP|Lsz+l + Ly —Yr =0,
k

where Y, = X — Sgiq — % Correspondingly, it holds

From line 5 of Algorithm 3, it follows that V| L||mcp|r=r,., + M1 = 0
Thus {My} appears to be bounded. The proof is completed. 0

Lemma 2. The sequences {Ly} and {Sg} generated by Algorithm 3 are
bounded.
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Proof. By the definition of the augmented Lagrange function in (15) and
line 5 of Algorithm 3, it follows that

Ly, (Lig, Sk, My)

My — M My |12 —1 || Mg 2 My |2 My _1]|2
= L (S M) | M Mo M ® gy My 2 [l IVl
2 Hi—1 M WF 2

Hi—1 IF 2pp 2pp—1
IMgll% | [IMg]Z 1
= Ly (Lg, S, My_1) + 2 HM —My_1||% + L F_ (My,_1, My)
2pg 2k Hk—1 Hk—1
M43 2
- *7||Mk|| + IV —1 ||
k-1 2k e 2uH e
i+ pE—1
= L (L S M) + =05 M), — M3 (38)
k—1

Since Sy11 = arg ming %, (L, S, M},) and Ly, = argminy, &), (L, Sg41, M),
we have

L Lgt1, Spg1, My) < Ly (Lg, Spy1, My) < %y (Lig, Sg, My)

k
Ml + Pk Mi + i1
Lp_1 L, Si, Mp_1) + Tlan — Mjp_1% < Lo (L1, 81, Mo) + Z %HMi -M;_1|%
k-1 ; i

IN

k
£ Mop) E + M; — M; X +
o (Lo, S1,Mo) #1 ,uz || i— 1||F< || ||F+(Hlax|| M,; — M, _ 1||%) %
'L

1 i=1 i—1

IN

According to Lemma 1, it follows that {My} is bounded. Then max |[|[M; —

M;_4||% is also bounded. From Algorithm 3, we have p; = ppi_1 = p'uo,
p=1.1and py = 10~%. This gives

imﬂti—l _ p+1§: 1 _p+l
— 2p7 20 = Pt 2p

Hence Z Bithio1 is hounded, and then L (Lgt1, Spt1, M) has upper bound.

1 1

Usmg the relation (15) again, we have
| ML |7
241
M., |12
= [Licalbucr + APo(Sea) I+ 55 Lo+ Seen =X+~ | (39
k

L (L1, Sp1, My) +

Since every term on the right-hand side of the equation (39) is nonnegative,
it follows that the sequences {Ly.1} and {Si,1} are bounded. The proof is
completed. O
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Lemma 3. For the quaternion L,-reqularized unconstrained optimization prob-

lem
min {F(X) := f(X) + AIX[[}}, (40)

Xe@nl Xng

where A > 0, p € (0,1), and f is continuous differentiable in Q™*"2. Let
Xa be a local minimizer of (40). Then Xg, is a first order stationary point,
i.e., (Xa, VF(Xa)) + Ap||Xgh = 0 holds at X

Proof. Let Xy = (x;;) € Q™*"2. By the definition of quaternion L,-norm
and some direct calculations, we have

0f(X)/8xZ] + )\p\xij|p_1signQ(xij) = O,Z = 1, s ,nl,j = 1, s, No.
Multiplying x; from the left of the above equality yields

x50 f(X) /0% + Aplxi;[P = 0,6 =1, g, j =1, ,no.

This means that Zl 22 (x%@f(X)/@xij + /\p|xij|p> = 0, and then (X4,
i=1j=1
Vf(Xa)) + Apl|Xa|p = 0. The proof is completed. O

Based on Lemmas 1-3, we give the proof of Theorem 3.

By Lemmas 1 and 2, the sequence Wy = {Ly, S, M} generated by Al-
gorithm 3 is bounded. From the Bolzano-Weierstrass theorem, the sequence
{W;} has at least one convergent subsequence, thus there exists at least
one accumulation point Wg = {Lg, Sg, Mg} of Wy, for the sequence {W}.
Without loss of generality, we assume that Wy, converges to W,.

According to line 5 of Algorithm 2, it follows that

M -M
lim (Ly1 + Sp1 — X) = lim —+ =% —
k—o0 k—o0 L
This implies that Lg + Sg = X. Since
L. : B : Lok M, |2
w1 = argmin.Z), (L, Spy1, My) = argmin ||L||mep+ = || L+Sp1 —X+—||
L L 2 U NF

we have

M
0= VI tcpluosee, + o (s & Sees = X+ ) = VILatcpliose,, + M.

33



This implies that V||L|lycp|L-1, + Mg = 0. Since

b

. . M\ |2
P0(Sk41) = arg msln.,fmc (Lg, S, My,) = arg min )\”PQ(S)H?"‘% ‘PQ (Lk—i-S—X—f—M—:)‘ -

it follows from Lemma 3 that

M
N Pa(Sks )| + (Pa(Sks1), iPa(Li + S — X + u—:)> = 0.

This, together with line 5 of Algorithm 3, yields
AMPa(Sk+1)I5 + (Pa(Ski1); Pa(Miy1 — pir (L1 — Ly))) = 0. (41)
Notice that py < fimax = 10, we have pg(Lgyr — Ly) — 0 if & — oo. From

(41), it follows that A||Po(Sa)||h + (Pa(Sa), Pa(Mg)) = 0. Since

M 2
Do+ (Spi1) = argmin Z,,, (L, S, My) = arg min %HPQL (Lk+S—X+M—’“) HF
k

we have 0 = ppPqr (L/C + Sk — X+ %) = Pt (Mk+1 — /~Lk‘<Lk;+1 — Lk))
Letting k — oo, we obtain Pq1(Mg) = 0, Thus, the desired result is ob-
tained.
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