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Abstract

We define the reduced biquaternion tensor ring (RBTR) decomposition
and provide a detailed exposition of the corresponding algorithm RBTR-SVD.
Leveraging RBTR decomposition, we propose a novel low-rank tensor comple-
tion algorithm RBTR-TV integrating RBTR ranks with total variation (TV)
regularization to optimize the process. Numerical experiments on color image
and video completion tasks indicate the advantages of our method.
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1 Introduction

In the past decades, tensor-based learning methods are extensively used in domains
like computer vision, recommender systems and signal processing [7, [16], 23]. Ten-
sors’ ability to seamlessly integrate multiple modes of information makes them par-
ticularly suited for the tasks like image reconstruction, image classification, object
detection, signal reconstruction, and many other applications where traditional vec-
tor or matrix representations might fall short.

During the course of collecting, storing, or transmitting data, some information may
become damaged or missing. Tensor completion arises in an effort to recover the
true underlying data from these incomplete observations. The quaternion tensor
completion can effectively capture the relationships among color channels and has
produced outstanding results in image and video completion [11, [3] [T}, T4} [19].
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Reduced biquaternions (RBs) H. is one kind of quaternion algebras [I7, 21]. RBs
has some notable advantages in computational efficiency and algorithmic simplic-
ity due to its commutativity of the multiplication. For instance, the singular value
decompositions (SVDs) of RB matrices are significantly more computationally ef-
ficient than ones of Hamilton quaternion matrices, requiring only a quarter of the
computational efforts [19]. In [6], RBs is applied to effectively represent color im-
ages within the domain of face recognition, significantly improving the performance
over traditional PCA methods. In [§], a neural network based on RBs is proposed,
exhibiting commendable performance in the implementation of image denoising and
image classification.

Consequently, due to its simplicity in theoretical analyses and algorithmic implemen-
tations, alongside its extensive applications in image and video processing tasks, we
choose RBs for image and video representations to solve tensor completion problems
in this paper.

One of the strategies for tensor completion is to minimize the rank of the tensor,
thereby updating it to a lower-rank tensor that best represents the underlying struc-
ture [13], which can be presented as follows:

m)}n rank(X) s.t. Po(X) = Po(T), (1)

where X' € HI1*/2%-*IN jg the recovered Nth-order RB tensor, T € HIt*/2x-xIn jg
the observed Nth-order RB tensor, and Py(-) represents the operator for projection
on ) which is the collection of indices of known entries.

To tackle this issue, we first need to choose the rank of a tensor. Typically, a
tensor rank can be characterized using a variety of tensor decomposition techniques,
including CP decomposition, Tucker decomposition, tensor train and tensor ring
decomposition [20], etc. The tensor ring decomposition is a closed-loop structure
decomposition, where each core tensor is connected in a ring, and its rank is defined
by the dimensions of the core tensors in the ring. Many researches have been done
on tensor ring decompositions, demonstrating its superiority in certain application
scenarios compared to other methods [10), 24].

Current tensor ring decomposition methods based on real-number tensors may face
limitations in capturing intrinsic channel correlations, especially in color images
and videos. Leveraging the advantages of RBs, such as their ability to effectively
represent interactions among multiple channels and reduce computational costs,
reduced biquaternion-based tensor ring decomposition (RBTR) offers a promising
solution to address these challenges. Therefore, it is essential to further establish
the theoretical foundation of RBTR to enhance its applications in large-scale data
storage and processing. Our main contributions are as follows:

1. We propose reduced biquaternion tensor ring decomposition, a novel tensor de-
composition method employing tensor ring structures with reduced biquater-
nions. This method achieves lower storage costs compared to TR-SVD while
maintaining comparable error levels. In image processing, it effectively pre-
serves image quality with compressed data sizes.

2. We develop reduced biquaternion tensor ring completion, a novel tensor com-
pletion method based on reduced biquaternion image representation. By inte-
grating RBTR rank with total variation regularization, this method achieves



superior reconstruction quality in color image and video completion compared
to existing methods.

This paper is structured as follows: In Section 2, we review some definitions and
properties of reduced biquaternion matrices and tensors. In Section 3, we investigate
the reduced biquaternion tensor ring decomposition and propose an algorithm to
solve this decomposition structure. Subsequently, in Section 4, we concentrate on
the reduced biquaternion tensor completion problem, and propose a novel method
rooted in the RBTR decomposition. Experimental results validating the efficacy of
our approach and comparing it with other existing methods are presented in Section
5. Finally, Section 6 concludes our findings and offers insights into potential future
research directions.

2 Preliminaries

In this section, we recall some definitions and properties of reduced biquaternion
matrices and tensors along with the proofs of related theorems.

Reduced biquaternions (RBs) H,. was introduced by Segre [22], which is an algebra
over the real number field R with a basis {1,4, j, k} and has the following form:

H,={a+bi+cj+dk|i®=k=-1, j>=1, ij =ji=k,abcdecR}) (2)
Clearly, the imaginary units 7, j, k also satisfy the following rules:
jk=kj=1i, ki=ik=—j.

Thus all elements in H, commute, that is, it is a commutative algebra. Comparing
with Hamilton quaternions, beside the commutativity, another advantage of reduced
biquaternions is having an orthogonal basis {ej, es} over the complex number field
C, which can be constructed as follows (see, e.g., [20]): for any ¢ € H,,

g=a+bi+cj+dk=(a+bi)+ (c+di)j =qu+ @ = gae1 + qe2e2,
where ¢.1 = ¢, + @, G2 = Ga — @, €1 and e, are defined as:

1+ 1—y
€1 = .

It is easy to see that

n n—1 2 n n—1 2
etea =0, el =el =---=e] =€, g =€y =---=¢€;=€.

Moreover, the conjugate of ¢ is ¢ = a — bt + ¢j — dk = Q.1e1 + Ge2e2 and its modulus
is |g| = Va2 + 0> + 2 + d2.

Throughout of this paper, we will use a lowercase letter a for scalars, a bold lowercase
a for vectors, a bold uppercase A for matrices, and calligraphic uppercase A for
tensors. $(-) denotes the real part of a reduced biquaternion.

For a given reduced biquaternion vector q = (g;) € H?*!, the 2-norm is defined as
lalla = v/>_,; lai[>. For a given reduced biquaternion matrix Q = (g; ;) € HM*N | its
Frobenius norm is defined as: [|Ql|r = />, ; |gi;|* and its nuclear norm is defined

as [|Q[l« = >, |0:(Q)|, where 0,(Q) is the i-th singular value of Q. The conjugate
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transpose Q of Q is defined as Q¥ = (a; ;)" = (a;;) € HY*M. The trace of a
square RB matrix A is defined in a usual way, denoted by Tr(A).

On the other hand, we can use the orthogonal basis {e1, es} to represent a reduced
biquaternion matrix Q = A + Bi + Cj + Dk € HM*Y with A, B,C,D € RM*¥ a5
follows:

Q=(A+Bi)+(C+Di)j = Qs+ Quj = Qure1 + Quaen, (3)

where Qu1, Qez € CM*N and Q. = Q. + Qp, Q2 = Q. — Q. By the definition of
the conjugate transpose Q, we have Q = QXe; + Qlle,. Moreover, a complex
representation of Q is given by

{(rol QOCQ] c C2Mx2N (4)
A real representation of Q = A + Bi + Cj + Dk € HM*N A B,C,D € RM™*V ig

given by
A -B C -D

Qi_|B AD C
~|c -D A -B
D CB A

Lemma 2.1. (Reduced biquaternion singular value decomposition RBSVD)[19]
With the notations in the formula , if the SVDs of Q. and Q.o are in the
following forms:

Qi = Ui VY, Qo= U, VY,

then the SVD of Q is
Q=UxVv" (5)

where U = U1€1 + U2€2, Y= 2161 + 2262, V = V1€1 + V2€2.

There are several different definitions of the ranks of matrices over commutative
rings. For our purpose, using above RBSVD, we define the rank of a RB matriz A
to be the number of its non-zero singular values, that is, rank(A) = rank(3). Next,
we will derive some useful results about the rank of RB matrix A.

Theorem 2.2. Assume that ¢ = a + bi + cj + dk # 0 € H.. Then rank(q™) = 4.

Proof. For q € H,, its real representation is given by

a —b ¢ —d
b a d c

R __
T = ¢ —d a —b
d c b a

Now we show that each two columns of ¢ are linearly independently. Support that
there exists a nonzero real number & such that

QLo o=
|
QL



that is,
a=—kb, b=ka, ¢c=—kd, d=kc. (6)

Thus we have (1 +k?)a =0, (1+ k*)c = 0, which imply a = 0, ¢ = 0. According to
the relations in (@, we obtain b = 0,d = 0, and then ¢ = 0, a contradiction to the
assumption g = a + bi 4+ ¢j + dk # 0. Hence, we proved the first and second column
of ¢f* are linearly independently. Similarly, we can show that any two columns of
¢ are also linearly independently. Therefore, if ¢ = a + bi + ¢j + dk # 0, then
rank(q") = 4. O

Some of the following properties of the real representations are well-known (see, e.g.,
[5])-
Lemma 2.3. Let A,B € H*N C e HY*® a€R. Then:
(a) (A+B)E=AR+BE (aA)R =aAF;
(b) (AC)E = ARCE;
(c) (A" = (AR)
(d) U is unitary if and only if UR is orthogonal;
(e) rank(ALf) =4 - rank(A);
(f) rank(AB) < min{rank(A), rank(B)}.
Proof. (a)-(c) are known in [5]. We only need to prove (d)-(f). To show (d), applying

the real representation operator on the UU¥# = I, gives UR(UY)% = I, %, Using
(c), we get UR(UB)T =14,.

To prove (e), let the SVD of A = UXV¥#. By (b), (c) and (d), we have
AR — UBSE(VHE — URSR(VRYT
Again, by (d), U® and (V)T are orthogonal matrices, we obtain
rank(Af) = rank(2%).

Next, we prove rank(X%) = 4 - rank(X). Without loss of generalization and for
simplicity, we assume that ¥ is a 2 x 2 matrix. According to [19], ¥ should be in
the form of

lor O] |a O cg 0.
E—|: O 0-2:|—|: O a2:|+|: 0 62:|j7 a17a’2761702€R-

Then ~ _
az 0 0 0 ¢ 0 0 O
0 az 0 0 0 ¢ 0 O
0 0agz 0 0O 0 ¢ O
SR _ 0 0 0 a 0 0 0 e
cc 0 0 0 a 0 0 O
0 cc 0 0 0 az 0 O
0 0 cg 0 O O a O
| 0 0 0 ¢ 0 0 0 ay |




Upon some arrangements of rows and columns

i 0 ¢ 0 0 0 0 0
0 aq 0 C1 0 0 0 0
¢ 0a 0 0 0 0 0
R 0O g 0 a 0 O O O afz 0
701000 0a 0 e 0 [0051’
00 0 0 0a 0 o
000 0 0 ¢ 0a O
| 000 0 0 0 0 a]

where o1 = a1 + ¢1j,09 = as + ¢3j. Obviously, if o # 0,09 # 0, then by Theorem
2.2] we get rank(EF) = 8, i.e., rank(XF) = 4 - rank(X). Therefore, by the definition
of rank of A,

1 1
rank(A) = rank(X) = 1 rank(X%) = 1 rank(A%).
Basing on (e), we can show (f) as follows.

By (a) and (e),
rank(AB) = i -rank((AB)") = i -rank(ABH).

Moreover, for the real matrices A®, BE,
rank(A®B”) < min{rank(A%), rank(B®)} = 4 - min{rank(A), rank(B)}.

Therefore
rank(AB) < min{rank(A), rank(B)}.

O
Next, we verify that the norm for RB vectors has the similar properties as the norm
for real number vectors. We will use these properties in next sections.

Theorem 2.4. Let x,y € H™!, where x = Xo+X1i+X2j + X3k andy = yo+yii+
y2j + ysk with x;, y; € RNl =1,2,3,4). Then

(a) Ix—yl5 = [1x]5 + [lyll3 — 2R(x"y);
(b) R(x"y) < [Ix[2lly|l2-
Proof. For part (a), we have
Ix —yl5 = llx0 — yoll3 + |x1 = y1ll3 + [Ix2 — yall3 + x5 — w33
= [Ixoll3 + [lyoll3 — 2x5y0 + [[x1]13 + ly1ll3 — 2x{ v
+ |Ix2|l3 + lly=ll3 — 2x5y2 + [Ix3]l5 + [lyslls — 2x35y3
= ||x[]3 + Iyl — 2(x¢ yo + x| y1 + X3 ¥2 + X3 ¥3),
and
R(x"y) = R((xo + x17 + X2j + x3k) " (yo + y1i + y2i + y3k))
R((x0 — x17 + Xaj — x3k)" (yo + y1i 4+ y2J + ysk))

= ngo + X1TY1 + XQT}’Q + X3TY3~



Thus
Ix —yll3 = IIx[5 + yll3 — 2R(x"y),

which completes the proof of part (a).

Xo Yo

For part (b), let M = il , N = ? € R¥*1 Then, applying the Cauchy-
2 2
X3 Y3

Schwarz inequality

IMPN] < [[M]2[[N]]>,

we obtain

[R(x"y)| = MIN| < [[x]l2ly]|2-

Theorem 2.5. Given the parameters 3 > 0,A > 0, and let x,y € H™!.

closed-form solution to the minimization problem
. B 2
min f(x) = 5 lx = yllz + Allx]}

15 given by

% a{wu A(ﬁ y
= max - =, —
=5 O T

Proof. We consider two cases based on the value of ||y||, relative to %:

Case 1: |yl < % We will prove that x = 0.
For all x # 0, it follows from Theorem [2.4] that

F6) — £(0) = 5 x = yI3+ Ml — 2yl

B B
= SIS + Iy ll3 = 2R(<"y)) + Allxll> = S 1y ll3

B
= SIx[I5 = BRE"y) + Alx[l2.

As proven in Theorem [2.4| part (b), we have |R(x7y)| < ||x]|2|ly|l2, and thus

B

Fx) = £(0) = Zlxll; = Blxlallyll2 + Allx]l

N | N |

> S5 + 2 (A = Bllyll2)-

Note that A — 5]|y|l2 > 0, and thus f(x) — f(0) > 0, which implies that x = 0.

Case 2: ||y||2 > % We will find the x which minimizes f(x).

The



By setting the gradient of f(x) to be zero, we have

X
Bx—y)+ A =0
1|2
Solving for x yields
A
x|B+75 | —By=0 (7)
%2
Now, taking the 2-norm of both sides gives
A
Ixll2 ( B+ 7=~ ) = Bllyll2=0,
%2
and thus
A
Ixl[2 = llyll2 = 5 (8)

Substituting into (7)), we obtain

A
+— | - By =0,
X<5 um—g) oy

from which we have

A
Iylla = 3

%=
y1l2

3 Reduced biquaternion tensor decomposition

First, we define the reduced biquaternion tensor ring decomposition, extending from
the real-valued framework [26].

Definition 3.1. (Reduced Biquaternion Tensor Ring (RBTR) Decomposition)
Let T € HIr>I2x--xIn The reduced biquaternion tensor ring (RBTR) decomposition
is to break down 7T into a series of latent tensors Z;, € Ho "1 for k = 1,2, ..., N.
Each entry of T is defined through:

T(il,ig, Ce ,iN) = TI'{Zl(Zl)ZQ(ZQ) s ZN(iN)},

where Zj (i) € He" ™" indicates the i;-th lateral slice of the latent tensor Zj, and
N4l =T1. T =[ry,ro,...,ry| is a vector called RBTR rank of T.

For simplicity’s sake, we refer to the RBTR decomposition as 7 = TR(Z, 25, -+ , Zn).

Because the reduced biquaternions satisfy multiplicative commutativity, the defini-
tion and related proofs are simpler than Hamilton quaternions, like the property of
Invariance of Circular Dimensional Permutation in Theorem [3.2

Theorem 3.2. (Invariance of Circular Dimensional Permutation)
Let T € HIvx<I2xXIN be q RB tensor with a RBTR format SR(Zy, Za,+ -+ , Zn). If

T 1 X Ipyo XX I Xy XTg XX T . . . .
we define T+ € H 7 A * as moving the dimension of T circularly

by k steps, then we have %k =TR(Zka1, 2N, 21, 2.
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Proof. Note that H,. is a commutative ring. For any RB matrices P = (p;;) €
HM>N' Q = (q;;) € HY*M we have the following same trace property as real

matrices. o
- Z Zpiiji = Z Z qjiPij = QP)

i=1 j=1 7j=1 =1

Clearly, this property is also true for the product of multiple RB matrices. Therefore,
we can easily prove the following process

?’f(ikﬂ, AN AL, )

i in . in)

= Tr{Z:(ir) - - - Zy(in) Zis1 (ig41) - - Zn(in) }
= Tr{Zy11(ik+1) - Zn(in)Zi(ir) - Z(in) }-

The above proof demonstrates that moving the dimension of T circularly by k steps
retains the RBTR format and %k =TR(ZBka1, 2N, 21,0, 2. ]

Next, we merge the cores of T = TR(Zy, 25, - -+ , Zy) € HI2XXIx ip the following
two ways. The new cores are called the RB subchain tensors.

I;
The first way is to merge the first k cores Z; . .. Z;, into a new core Z=F € M, A Ly xrien

whose lateral slice matrices are described as:

2= ) = [ 25G5),

where @ . iy, = i1 + (io — DIy + (is — DI + ...+ (i — 1) I} 1.

The second way is, in a similar way, to merge the last N — k cores Zy,; ... Zy into
Z>k e Hrk+1 XH;'V:IC-FI ]j Xry
C

a new core , whose lateral slice matrices are described as
N
Sk, T T ‘
Z75 (i v = [ Zi(y).
j=k+1

where g1 - - in = i1 + (ke — D) Ieer + (ks — Do Jego + .+ (iv — D) 15 I

In the rest of this paper, we will use the following three common unfolding methods
for reduced biquaternion tensors, which are extended from those for real-valued
tensors [I6]. As usual, we will use three kinds of brackets for these three unfolding
methods like Ty, T and T

Classical Mode-k Unfolding: For 7 € HI 2% et T, € Hlkxn#" " be the
classical mode-k unfolding of 7. The tensor element mdexed by (1,49, ..,in) of T
maps to the matrix element at position (iz, j)-th of T, i.e

T (41,92, - -, in) = Ty (ix, J),

wherej—z1+<i2—1>11+---+<z'k,1—1> LT+ (i — DI I+ +

(i = DT g L



Mode-k Unfolding: For T € HI*Ex-xIv et Ty € He N be the mode-k

unfolding of 7. The tensor element indexed by (iy,is,...,ix) of 7 maps to the
matrix element at position (i, j)-th of Ty, i.e.,

T(Z.laiQa s 7ZN) = T[k](zka.])v

Wherej :ik+1—|—<ik+2—1)lk+1+'"—i—(iN—l) l]\i;-li-l Il“""""(ik—l_l) f:_lf-i-l Il.

k N
k-mode Unfolding: For 7 € HI*®2*->IN et Ty € il T T e e
mode unfolding of 7. The tensor element indexed by (i1, 72, ...,ix) of T maps to
the matrix element at position (7, j)-th of Ty, i.e.,

T(il, 19, ... ,iN) = T(@(i,j),
where i = iy + (iz — )11 + -+ (i = DILS Dy § = dnsr + (inso = Dlsa + - +
(iN - 1) i\;-lu 1.
The three unfolding methods have the following relation in term of subchain tensors.

Theorem 3.3. Let T = TR(Zy, 2o, -+ , Zy) € HI>¥2XXIN pepresent a RB tensor
structured in RBTR format. Then its k-mode unfolding Ty can be decomposed by
using (classical) mode-k unfoldings of RB subchain tensors, that is,

Ty = Zé’; (z[gf)T. (9)

Proof. By the definition of Ty,
Ty (i, 5) = T (i1, iz, .., in)
k N
=Tr {sz(ij) 11 Zj(ij)} :
j=1 j=k+1
(10)

Recall that the vector operator Vec(+) is the column vector obtained by stacking the
columns of the matrix in order. By Tr(AB) = (Vec(A))  Vec(B"), becomes

T (i, j) = (Vec (H zj(¢j>>> Vec (H z{(g))

Jj=N

T1Tk+1

=Y Z56.p) (ZE]’“>T (p, ),
p=1

where i = 1@y ..., and j = dp41ip42 . . . iy. From the formula of T (7, 7), we have
<k ENT
T = Z(z) (ZE]) .

]

Initially, we utilize the truncated SVD technique to extract the principal character-

N
istics of the tensor’s 1-mode unfolding matrix Ty € ]HL?XHZ:2 it First, a threshold
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01 = ﬂe% is set to determine the rank of the approximation, as described in
[26]. In this context, € is the predefined tolerance level. Consequently, Ty can be
approximated as a low-rank matrix by retaining only the singular values that exceed
the threshold d;:

Ty =U 5,V + Ey, (11)

N
riro X[ [1 2o I
where U; € HIX"2 and 2, € Hr2xnire and VH e {2 =1,

By Theorem (3.3 Ty can be rewritten as

Ty = Zy(Zg) "

Consider that Z(% is equivalent to U; and (Z[>2}1)T corresponds to X, VI . Using
these, the primary core tensor Z; of size r; X I} X ry is derived by appropriately
reorganizing and switching the elements of U;. Meanwhile, Z>! of size ry x H;V:2 I;x
r1 is derived by appropriately reorganizing and switching the elements of X, V.

We can reshape 2! into matrix Z>! of size ryl5 x H;V:?) I;r1, and continue to apply

truncated SVD by using 6, = e% on it:

Z>1 = U222V§ + EQ,

N
where Uy € H222%7s 35, € H3*"s and VI € b= fim Similarly, the second core
tensor 2, of size ro X I X ry is derived by appropriately reorganizing and switching
the elements of U,. Following the same method, we can get the remaining cores Z
by setting o = e%, for £ > 1.

In the following, Algorithm 1 specifies the RBTR-SVD algorithm’s detailed pro-
cess.

Finally, we validate the effectiveness of RBTR-SVD by comparing storage costs,
compression ratios, PSNR, and RSE under various degrees of relative errors. For
our analysis, we select ten color imaged| with the size of 256 x 256 x 3. Both of
RBTR-SVD and TR-SVD are applied to these images and the comparative results
are presented in Table [T}

The storage cost is defined as Zszl Ny, where Ny is the number of elements in the

k-th core tensor. The compression ratio is defined as %, where N is the total number
of elements in the original tensor, and S is the storage cost which equals the sum of

the elements in the core tensors.

The relative error RSE measures the difference between the original tensor X" and
the recovered tensor X', which is

1€ — X||r
RSE = 1= — ~IF, (12)
X r
Define
2
PSNR = 10logy, (L> , (13)
| X = X[|p/N

where max equals the original image data’s maximum pixel value, and N represents
the total number of elements in the tensor.

Thttps://sipi.usc.edu/database/
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Algorithm 1 RBTR-SVD

Input: A RB tensor 7 € H, /2N and the tolerance level e.
Output: Cores Z; (k=1,...,N) and the RBTR ranks

1: Set the truncation threshold for k =1, 6 = \/_e”THF, and for k > 1, 0, =

ATlr
\/N
2: Select the initial mode and apply a low-rank approximation to Ty by (1I)) with

the threshold §;

3: Determine ranks r; and rs:

min ||r; — r2|| subject to  riry = ranks, (T))
1,72

4: Compute the first core tensor:
Z, = permute (reshape (Uy, [I1,71,72]),[2,1, 3])

5. Derive another core tensor Z~!:

N
zZ>1 = permute (reshape (ElV{{, (11,79, H Ij]) . 12,3, 1])

=2

for k=2to N —1do
Z>%=1 = reshape <Z>k*1, (i1, H] 1 L r1]>
7751 = U, VI 1 E,
ri41 = ranks, (27571
10: 2y, = reshape (Uy, [rg, Tx, Tk11])
11: Z>F = reshape <2kV,€I, [Tht1, H] i 1 ])
12: end for

Table [1f shows that, in most images, RBTR-SVD achieves higher PSNR and lower
RSE compared to TR-SVD. Additionally, as the relative error level increases, the
differences in PSNR and RSE between the two methods tend to decrease. However,
RBTR-SVD offers a substantial reduction in storage cost at the same relative er-
ror level. Experimental results demonstrate that reduced biquaternion tensor ring
decomposition is an effective representation method, reducing data size efficiently
while retaining substantial information.

4 Reduced biquaternion tensor completion

As mentioned in Section 1, the low-rank reduced biquaternion tensor completion

(LRRBTC) problem can be modeled as

m/&n rank(X), s.t. Po(X) = Po(T). (14)

We first define rank(X’) through the RBTR decomposition. We will adopt the idea
in [25] to minimize the tensor circular unfolding rank as an alternative to the tensor
rank.
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TR-SVD RBTR-SVD

Relative Error Image RSE PSNR Storage Cost RSE PSNR Storage Cost

Airplane  2.91e-03  53.39 260784 (0.75) 1.96e-03 56.82 96676 (2.03)

Peppers  2.37e-03  58.40 296748 (0.66) 1.60e-03 61.82 98576 (1.99)

Baboon  2.13e-03  58.75 302385 (0.65) 2.06e-14 279.07 100496 (1.96)

Female  1.69¢-03  66.33 301737 (0.65) 1.13e-14 289.85 100496 (1.96)

0,005 Housel — 3.27e-03  54.32 266577 (0.74) 2.21e-03 57.72 97320 (2.02)
' Tree 2.45e-03  57.41 295544 (0.67) 1.70e-03 60.58 99216 (1.98)

Butterfly 2.95e-03  56.31 263236 (0.75) 1.91e-03 60.09 97936 (2.01)

House2  3.08¢-03 54.04 241873 (0.81) 1.72e-03 59.09 98576 (1.99)

Baby 3.31e-03  53.63 205937 (0.95) 3.23e-03 54.04 91812 (2.14)

Bird 3.12e-03  59.20 238109 (0.83) 3.02e-03 59.49 89976 (2.19)

Airplane  1.05e-02 4229 114105 (1.72) 8.94e-03 43.64 81264 (2.42)

Peppers  8.61e-03  47.20 237677 (0.83) 8.23e-03 47.59 88224 (2.23)

Baboon  8.52-03 46.72 284832 (0.69) 5.16e-03 51.08 98576 (1.99)

Female  7.80e-03  53.07 319600 (0.62) 6.63e-03 54.48 97320 (2.02)

0015 Housel — 9.64-03  44.94 209356 (0.94) 9.05e-03 45.48 78544 (2.50)
' Tree  1.03e02 44.92 215125 (0.91) 8.67e-03 46.42 90668 (2.17)

Butterfly 9.82e-03  45.87 167912 (1.17) 9.13e-03 46.50 89392 (2.20)

House2  8.75e-03  44.97 214032 (0.92) 8.39e-03 45.35 87608 (2.24)

Baby 1.04e-02  43.87 117613 (1.67) 1.01e-02 44.09 68304 (2.88)

Bird 9.98¢-03  49.11 166137 (1.18) 9.27e-03 49.75 70504 (2.79)

Airplane  1.80e-02  37.42 115384 (1.70) 1.74e-02 37.84 65704 (2.99)

Peppers  1.66e-02  41.51 210600 (0.93) 1.45e-02 42.65 77320 (2.54)

Baboon  1.62e-02 41.13 249149 (0.79) 1.29e-02 43.11 94792 (2.07)

Female 1.43e-02  47.79 262504 (0.75) 1.41e-02 47.95 91216 (2.17)

0.025 Housel 1.89e-02  39.11 141368 (1.41) 1.74e-02 39.79 59176 (3.32)
' Tree 1.50e-02  41.64 199016 (0.99) 1.49e-02 41.74 81324 (2.42)

Butterfly 1.70e-02  41.08 125729 (1.56) 1.61e-02 41.58 80528 (2.44)

House2  1.82e-02 38.64 127381 (1.54) 1.49e-02 40.34 75716 (2.60)

Baby 1.96e-02  38.42 81233 (2.42) 1.94e-02 38.45 50376 (3.90)

Bird 1.68e-02 44.58 148500 (1.32) 1.87e-02  43.65 55884 (3.52)

Airplane  3.95e-02  30.73 58146 (3.38) 3.58e-02 31.60 41556 (4.73)

Peppers  3.45e-02  35.15 131364 (1.50) 3.20e-02 35.81 53024 (3.71)

Baboon  3.43¢-02 34.61 103380 (1.02) 2.81e-02 36.37 84660 (2.32)

Female  3.95e-02  38.97 144033 (1.37) 3.42e-02 40.23 71356 (2.76)

0.05 Housel — 4.15¢-02  32.26 50718 (3.88) 3.74e-02 33.17 26532 (7.41)

Tree 3.40e-02  34.55 112576 (1.75) 3.25e-02 34.94 58760 (3.35)
Butterfly 3.37e-02  35.17 96984 (2.03) 3.29e-02 35.37 60880 (3.23)
House2  3.91e-02  31.98 68053 (2.89) 3.70e-02 32.46 48208 (4.08)
Baby 3.57e-02 31.98 52108 (3.77) 4.09¢-02  31.98 24072 (8.17)
Bird 3.34e-02  38.42 91864 (2.14) 3.33e-02 38.64 35344 (5.56)

Table 1: RSE, PSNR, Storage Costs, and Compression Ratios (in parentheses) of
the algorithms

Definition 4.1. (Reduced Biquaternion Tensor Circular Unfolding)
Let X € H,* 2N Tts circular unfolding X o, ¢ is defined as:

Xeckds (Umbmat « o Uky Tht1 -« - Ime1) = X (i1, 02, ...,1iN),
where
kE—d+1, if d <k
"= k—d+ 14+ N, otherwise.
The rows of X_ 4~ are enumerated by the d indices {i,imi1,...,0}, while its

columns are enumerated by the remaining N —d indices. In addition, foldj 45 (X<f 4> ) =
X, which represents the inverse process.

Theorem 4.2. Given an Nth-order RB tensor X € HW*E2X->XIN with ¢ RBTR
decomposition format TR(Z1, 25, , 2Zn) and its RBTR rank v = [ry,79,...,7nN],
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we have
rank(Xcpas) < Tkt1Tm.

Proof.

X chds (mlpmt1 =+ ks Tt ** * Gm—1)

= X(il,iQ, e ,iN)

= Tr{Z1(i1)Zs(i2) - - - Zn(in)}

= Tr{Zy(im) - - Zi(ix) Ly (irt1) - - L1 (1) }
— Te{AGmimr i) B im )}

P X I I, eI Xr .
where A € H,™ ™ TR with

and B € R+ etlro- Im—1Xrm yith

B(ikr1thr2 im—1) = Lps1(ing1) Lrr2(lrg2) - - L1 (m—1)-

Then

Xekds Emlmt1 =« Uy Ut1 -~ bm—1)

Tk+1 Tm

= Z Z AV tmtmtt * b Yot 1) BV 15 Gh+1 7+ * U1, Ym)

Ye+1=1ym=1
Tk+1Tm

= Z A2 (i1 s Vi1 Yo ) By (Yt 1%ms Gt -+ 1)

Ve+1Ym=1

Based on the above processes, we have X_j 4» = A(Q)B’[Z;}. Therefore, by using (f)
of Theorem

rank(X <y ¢>) < min(rank(A ), rank(Bfy))
1 .
= - min(rank((A)"), rank((BE)"),

that is, rank(X < 4> ) < 75417 as desired. O

Now, we can transform the LRRBTC problem into the following problem
N
rrgn Z agrank(Xcp ), s.t. Po(X) = Po(T), (15)
k=1

where oy, > 0 is a scalar weight and fo:l a = 1.

However, the optimization problem as formulated in is NP-hard [12]. To ad-
dress this challenge, the researchers recently have turned to alternative strategies.
Among these, minimizing the nuclear norm has emerged as a popular choice. The
nuclear norm offers a convex relaxation for the non-convex rank minimization prob-
lem, providing an effective approximation [I5]. Therefore we propose the reduced
biquaternion tensor ring nuclear norm.
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Definition 4.3. (RBTR Nuclear Norm)
Let X € H 2N with a RBTR format. We define its RBTR nuclear norm as:

N
NNgprr(X) = Zak”X<k,d>H*a (16)
=1

where a;’s are the same as ones in ((15)).

In many representative tensor completion methods currently in use, a technique
known as key augmentation has been widely adopted. This approach primarily aims
to better mine the data’s low-rank structures, as it enhances the representational ca-
pability and flexibility towards the original tensor [I]. However, a notable downside
is that employing tensor augmentation can introduce block artifacts, manifested as
visible block-like distortions in the data.

To overcome this challenge and improve the visual quality of the data, the researchers
have proposed the incorporation of total variation (TV) regularization [4]. TV reg-
ularization is a mathematical technique designed to smooth the values within an
image or tensor, while preserving its primary structures and features. The under-
lying idea is to penalize large local variations within the tensor, promoting data
continuity and smoothness. As a result, TV regularization can effectively reduce
block artifacts caused by tensor augmentation, thus enhancing the performance and
quality of the completion task. The isotropic TV is defined by

I t
TV(X) = 3 >\ IDL X P + D2, X, (17)

m=1 n=1

where X(3) € H.", t = Hf\; I;. At the (m,n)-th pixel within the matrix Xy,
D,, ,X(1) represents the gradient in the horizontal axis and DfnmX(l) represents the
gradient in the vertical axis. Correspondingly, the operators D}nm and Dfnm denote
the discrete gradients in the horizontal and vertical directions.

By utilizing RBTR nuclear norm and TV regularization, our RBTR-TV method is
proposed as:

N
min kz_; gl Xcgas ||« + ATV(X)

st. Po(X) = Po(T), (18)

where A is the regularization parameter.

To solve the , we first introduce auxiliary reduced biquaternion variables Ay (k =
1,2,...,N) and Z by using the variable-splitting technique as follows:

N I t
ainy el Akl 423 D Bl

m=1 n=1

s.t. PQ(X) = PQ(T),
X=Ap X =Z,
D1Z) = Ey,D2Z) = Es,
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where Zy) is the classical mode-1 unfolding of Z, E,,, = [(E1)mn, (B2)mn| and
E., E; denote the outcomes of applying horizontal and vertical discrete gradient
matrices Dy and Dy to Z(y), respectively.

The augmented Lagrangian function is defined using the ADMM framework as fol-
lows:

(X {Akz}iz\f 1>Z {E }z 1a{6k}fev 17Q {F 12:1)

= ZakliAk<M>|| +AZZ||EM||2

m=1 n=1

+Z T = AllF + R(< X — Ay, By >))
—||X—Z||%+§R(<X—Z,Q>)

Z Z|DiZay — Ei||% + R(< DiZy — E;, F; >)),

where Bi(k =1,2,...,N), Q and F;(i = 1,2) are Lagrange multipliers, §; > 0(i =
1,2,3) is the penalty parameter, and p represents the number of iterations. Next,
we solve the problem using the iterative approach described below:

(Pl — argmin  L(X, {-A }kN 127, {Bp}k 1, 9P)
Pq(X)=Pq(T)
AT — argmin L(XPT Ay, BY)

ZP+1 = argmln E(Xerl Z {Ep}z 1 Qp, {Ff}12=1)

E'' = argmin £(2P*! E;, F?)

E;
B = B A
QP = QF  By(APH! — ZPth)

F/T = F 4 By(DiZ0 — EBP.

Updating X :

XPtt = argmin  L(X, {AV 2 1,Zpa{BZ}kN:17Qp)
Pq(X)=Pa(T)

N
= argmin » (%Hx —AE R (<X — A B >))
Pq(X)=P,
PRz enc -z 0.

For this optimization problem, adding a constant unrelated to X does not affect the
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optimization outcome. Therefore, we transform the problem into:

p+1 . 51 p BP Bp
XPT = argmin 5 5 X — AL||% + 2R | < X — A7, '3, + H—||F
1

Po (X):PQ (T) k=1

o5 (-2 (<x -2 0)+ )
(HX R i R

/4
= argmin 51||9c A”+—||F +—52||x—zp+—9 12,
2
Pa(X)=Po(T) =3 Bo

Zk V(BLA] = B)) + B22P — QP
= For ( NG+ o ) + FalT), (19)

where Q¢ represents the complement of 2, which contains all the elements that are
not in €.

Updating A, :

APFE = argmin L(XPH A, BY)

Ag

— argmin g Ar, . [l + @uxp“ — A R(< X A B )
1 BP
= angin o[ Ap i 1+ AP - A+ e
1

p
Bk<k,d> 2

ﬁl HF

. 1
= argmin akHAk<k,d> “* + = 9 HXZ?I; d> Ak<k,d> +

<k, d>
form solution, which follows a proof process analogous to that in the quaternion

domain [2], and it can be presented as:

Denote I' = X21! Bk;’f’b andlet ' = USVH r = 5. Thus AP+ has the closed-

AZ+1 = fOld<k,d> (UST(E)VH)7 (20)

where S;(¥) = diag(max (0, 0;(T") — 7)).
Updating Z :
Zrtl — argmm L(xrtt Z {EPY2 | OF {FP}2 )
= argmin ?HXPH — Z|7 +R(< &P - Z 0P >)
~ 0
+ Z(;SHDZZ(U — EJ|[% + R(< D,Zq) — E}, F} >))

i=1

— argmin — ||Xp+1 z+—||F+Z(53 |DZ1)—EP+—||F>.

Since the tensor’s Frobenius norm and the tensor’s unfolded matrix’s Frobenius
norm are the same, the aforementioned problem is transformed into the following
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formula:

prt _ o B2t (1) p Fiys
Z{), = argmin 5 X0 — Zay + HF +Z 2D,z - E 5, :

The problem can be equivalent to the followmg formula:

+1
AZ =B

)

where

A = (,1+(3(D{D1+D3 Dy), B = 5 X{'+Qf, +4sD] E/—D{ F{+ ;D] E —DJ F5.

As demonstrated in [20], while the spatial domain convolution of two quaternion
matrices cannot be computed through the multiplication of their Fourier transforms
in the frequency domain, the convolution operation for RB matrices in the spatial
domain does equate to their multiplication in the frequency domain, which is similar
to the properties of convolution for real-valued matrices. Therefore the problem can
be solved quickly by using the Fourier transform [4]:

zZrit = F! <%) . (21)

Updating E; :
E' = argmin £(2PM E,, F?)
" I t
= argmln)\ S Bl + Z 53 —IDiZ - Eill7 + R(< D,Z — B, FY

m=1n=1

—argmmAZZHEmnuﬁZ(53HDZP“ B+ 2L )

m=1 n=1
In order to find the optimal E;, one must solve I; independent minimization problems
as follows due to the objective function being the sum of squared terms of each
element in E;, which are independent of one another:
2

B3 +1 (Fp)mn
argmin A/ |[(E1)mn|? + [(B2)mal? + = D,Z5 Jmm — (Bi)mn + —2—
argnin /I8 a2+ |(B2)l ;< 2 s = (B -7
As proven in Theorem we have:
A w
ED)mn, (BEo)ma] = max < [[Wynlla — =, 0p —2—) 22
(B0 (] = { il = 5, 0} 202 )
where
F)in FY)mn
W {(D 20+ Emn gty (Fad ] Q<m<hi<n<t).
Bs Bs
Updating B, O, F; :
By =By + B (AP — AL, (23)
Qp+1 = QP + 52(Xp+1 _ Zp+1) (24)
F/ = FY + Bs(DGZ — BN, (25)

Ultimately, we design the following Algorithm 2 which is a summary of the low-
rank RB tensor completion approach, leveraging the RB tensor ring decomposition
and the total variation regularization.
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Algorithm 2 RBTR-TV

Input: The observed RB tensor 7 € H 12XV the index set , the parame-
ters: ap for k = 1,2, ..., N, the regularization parameters: A, 81, 52, 83, and the
maximum number of iterations: maxIter.

Output: The recovered RB tensor AP.

I: Initialize: {Ag};ﬁvzb {Blg ]k:V:17 ZO7 {E?}%:lu QD? {F?}zzzlap - 0

2: while (”XI];T*”);% > 10_5> or (p < mazlter) do

Update XP*! by using
for k =1to N do

Update A?™" by using
end for
Update ZP*! by using
Update EP™ by using
for k=1to N do
10: Update B2 by using
11: end for
12: Update QPT! by using
13: Update F?*! by using
14: Increment p: p < p+1
15: end while

5 Experiment

5.1 Color image completion

In this section, we compare our proposed RBTR-TV with six baselines in color
image completion experiments, including SILRTC-TT[1], LRQC[3], MF-TTTV[4],
TVTRC[9], RTRC[13], and QTT-SRTDJ1§]. All methods tune parameters according
to literature references.

In order to quantitatively compare the completion performance, we use PSNR (see
(13)), RSE (see (12))) and Time (in seconds) as metrics. Ten color images, each
represented as a 256 x 256 x 3 real tensor, are used to compare RBTR-TV with
other methods. In addition, we use ket augmentation technology and change each
image into a4 x4 x4 x4 x4 x4x4x4x 3 high-order real tensor. After converting
to RBs representation, the dimension is 4 x 4 x 4 x 4 x 4 x 4 x 4 x 4. We set
ap =0.125,2=0.3,8 =5x 1073, 8, = 0.1, and B3 =5 x 1073,

Table [2| shows the performance comparison results at sampling rates SR=5%, 10%,
15%, 20%. The method RBTR-TV consistently outperforms other comparative
methods both in PSNR and RSE across all sampling rates. These results indicate
the robustness and effectiveness of RBTR-TV in handling various levels of data
sparsity. Figure [1|is the visual content based on SR = 20%.
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Image SR 5% 10% 15% 20%
Method PSNR  RSE Time PSNR  RSE Time PSNR  RSE Time PSNR  RSE Time
SiLRTC-TT 18.28 0.1697 10.63 19.79 0.1437 1529 20.97 0.1260 13.71 22.03 0.1120 11.31
RTRC 16.33  0.2145 29.61 20.35 0.1369 30.57 21.92 0.1139 24.58 23.73 0.0933 2848
MF-TTTV  20.06 0.1350 362.91 22.67 0.1000 345.75 24.25 0.0834 253.74 25.44 0.0727 189.10
Airplane TVTRC 1098 0.3841 36.71 1273 0.3139 37.06 16.65 0.2001 38.29 20.01 0.1358  27.20
LRQC 16.84 0.1957 7.55 21.05 0.1206 7.53 22.70 0.0996 5.54 2394 0.0864 4.61
QTT-SRTD 19.82 0.1355 46.06 21.50 0.1106 44.19 23.07 0.0948 45.14 24.26 0.0791 41.29
RBTR-TV 22.05 0.1113 1291 24.04 0.0900 1143 25.40 0.0756 11.80 26.78 0.0645 11.17
SiLRTC-TT 1544 0.3408 1521 1897 0.2249 1539 20.57 0.1868 14.06 21.81 0.1623 11.39
RTRC 12.88  0.4677 29.28 1839 0.2478 28.19 2142 0.1716 29.33 2243 0.1523  29.89
MF-TTTV  18.63 0.2309 347.56 22.86 0.1419 368.07 24.77 0.1139 347.05 26.17 0.0969 286.79
Peppers TVTRC 9.34  0.6733 36.34 14.30 0.3804 37.00 17.66 0.2582 34.80 18.77 0.2273  24.75
LRQC 15.96 0.3140 6.35 19.51 0.2087 6.68 22.60 0.1687 5.23 24.04 0.1422 5.21
QTT-SRTD 20.79 0.1748 54.38 22,97 0.1341 53.10 24.74 0.1148 57.66 25.83 0.0991  50.92
RBTR-TV 22.91 0.1440 11.50 25.16 0.1089 1140 26.88 0.0905 11.45 28.30 0.0774 11.58
SiLRTC-TT 15.71 0.3045 16.49 17.58 0.2456 16.04 18.66 0.2163 15.10 19.39 0.1989  12.50
RTRC 13.02  0.4153 27.62 17.80 0.2589 28.21 19.60 0.1980 25.75 20.43 0.1852  33.09
MF-TTTV  16.36  0.2809 408.78 18.71 0.2141 34943 19.86 0.1876 361.14 20.72 0.1700 259.97
Baboon TVTRC 10.84 0.5298 36.44 13.40 0.3946 36.37 16.24 0.2846 38.19 18.25 0.2258  41.30
LRQC 16.21  0.2857  6.77 1797 0.2332 5.88 19.10 0.2048 5.01 19.99 0.1849 4.35
QTT-SRTD 1842 0.2178 57.46 19.65 0.1878 56.35 20.90 0.1647 61.12 21.73 0.1260 54.67
RBTR-TV 19.97 0.1868 1242 21.33 0.1596 13.49 22.39 0.1415 12.03 23.44 0.1253 13.13
SiLRTC-TT 19.43 0.3574 15.78 22.05 0.2617 14.69 23.63 0.2172 11.29 2496 0.1855  9.86
RTRC 16.79 0.4842 19.13 2325 0.2284 19.09 2533 0.1789 19.74 26.35 0.1586 19.21
MF-TTTV  21.80 0.2853 350.61 26.50 0.1661 345.74 28.27 0.1355 266.60 29.86 0.1129 244.84
Female TVTRC 13.02  0.7846 12.38 18.24 0.4301 40.62 20.76 0.3215 37.36 2295 0.2502 22.32
LRQC 15.90 0.5627 6.38 2254 0.2620 7.06 25.66 0.1830 6.09 2748 0.1485  5.50
QTT-SRTD 24.22 0.1917 71.04 26.17 0.1509 70.10 27.61 0.1267 75.67 28.75 0.1104 75.32
RBTR-TV 26.35 0.1691 12.27 28.67 0.1294 11.43 30.31 0.1071 11.51 31.69 0.0915 11.57
SiLRTC-TT 16.70 0.2120 14.26 18.83 0.1656 15.35 20.33 0.1393 14.25 21.60 0.1203 11.32
RTRC 14.36  0.2785 20.06 18.04 0.1921 29.13 2046 0.1396 26.10 22.48 0.1118 27.28
MF-TTTV  19.92 0.1566 344.68 23.07 0.1090 344.32 24.65 0.0909 291.64 26.03 0.0775 208.95
Housel TVTRC 11.13 04311 39.24 16.78 0.2249 36.47 1812 0.1927 40.02 20.55 0.1457 23.73
LRQC 17.65 0.2034 6.59 2146 0.1311 7.57 23.01 0.1097 5.65 24.32 0.0943 4.45
QTT-SRTD 20.53 0.1418 47.91 2252 0.1114 47.89 2349 0.0932 4789 2531 0.0795 46.63
RBTR-TV 21.95 0.1240 11.42 23.98 0.0981 11.44 25.54 0.0820 11.36 26.86 0.0705 11.22
SiLRTC-TT 16.34 0.2671 16.51 18.69 0.2053 15.41 20.14 0.1750 14.24 21.33 0.1528 11.52
RTRC 1344 03790 29.80 19.59  0.1892 21.83 21.14 0.1562 29.22  22.65 0.1322 27.37
MF-TTTV 1816 0.2243 34449 22.61 0.1344 383.65 24.24 0.1114 34423 25.85 0.0925 296.94
Tree TVTRC 10.80 0.5234 36.21 13.94 0.3649 37.16 18.63 0.2127 40.96 19.80 0.1857 16.23
LRQC 16.59 0.2687 6.55 20.19 0.1776 5.76 2227 0.1397 4.97 2346 0.1219 4.22
QTT-SRTD 19.84 0.1805 53.72 21.74 0.1417 50.23 2340 0.1152 50.23 24.61 0.1000 54.27
RBTR-TV 21.42 0.1541 1149 23.67 0.1189 13.70 25.50 0.0964 11.52 26.75 0.0834 11.58
SiLRTC-TT 13.72 0.3984 15.07 1583 0.3103 15.14 17.57 0.2534 1593 18.99 0.2158 13.97
RTRC 12.41 04771 2232 16.07 0.3158 38.72 18.83 0.2227 27.50 20.49 0.1885  20.09
MF-TTTV  16.98 0.2735 362.65 20.42 0.1841 362.66 21.93 0.1491 369.05 24.15 0.1223 249.03
Butterfly TVTRC 783 0.7840 38.53 9.23  0.6672 38.11 12.82 0.4413 3829 14.59 0.3602 16.72
LRQC 16.55 0.3392 7.29 1898 0.2505 5.22 20.85 0.2046 4.33 21.99 0.1736 3.86
QTT-SRTD 17.01 0.2702 59.37 19.27 0.2048 59.41 21.06 0.1568 57.78 22.57 0.1370  57.70
RBTR-TV 18.50 0.2288 12.35 21.21 0.1669 13.12 22.75 0.1397 1291 24.47 0.1145 13.16
SiLRTC-TT 19.11 0.1766 16.51 21.52  0.1347 1548 23.19 0.1109 12.90 24.42 0.0962 10.48
RTRC 15.63  0.2703  22.28 22.20 0.1260 22.60 24.11 0.0999 22,58 26.30 0.0773 27.24
MF-TTTV 2438 0.1021 342.00 26.32 0.0772 307.20 27.36 0.0657 171.98 29.56 0.0551 130.78
House2 TVTRC 12.87 0.3865 40.20 16.50  0.2544  43.21 19.62 0.1778 4491 20.08 0.1686  42.19
LRQC 19.62 0.1896 5.73 24.40 0.1104 6.07 26.57 0.0869 5.54 27.55 0.0764 4.56
QTT-SRTD 2290 0.1120 50.45 2524 0.0835 53.58 26.90 0.0695 49.67 28.23 0.0593 46.26
RBTR-TV  24.64 0.0954 12.63 26.84 0.0742 12.92 28.54 0.0613 12.89 29.90 0.0525 12.76
SiLRTC-TT 19.02 0.1877 14.76 22.34 0.1279 1491 24.06 0.1041 13.73 25.42 0.0890  10.50
RTRC 13.94 0.3310 24.80 23.82 0.1075 19.58 25.40 0.0888 19.03 27.31 0.0712 21.43
MF-TTTV  23.64 0.1169 344.60 26.12 0.0788 248.00 28.94 0.0608 174.40 29.86 0.0546 135.17
Baby TVTRC 12.15  0.4011 43.30 18.17 0.2007 46.31 21.35 0.1391 21.78 2270 0.1191 15.36
LRQC 1821 0.2445 6.33 24.00 0.1144 6.82 26.84 0.0802 5.83 2890 0.0634 4.69
QTT-SRTD 23.47 0.1095 48.10 25.68 0.0828 47.04 27.04 0.0713 44.08 28.10 0.0623 45.23
RBTR-TV  25.01 0.0928 13.71 27.35 0.0701 12.60 29.29 0.0561 12.35 30.75 0.0474 13.60
SILRTC-TT 17.34 0.3849 14.82 19.80 0.2901 15.19 21.91 0.2271 12,58 23.34  0.1929 10.19
RTRC 14.48 0.5543 23.29 19.21 0.3204 20.28 2296 0.2111 29.95 24.02 0.1825 27.89
MF-TTTV  20.35 0.2795 339.42 25.19 0.1582 260.60 28.76 0.1029 244.13 28.81 0.0965 126.61
Bird TVTRC 12.13  0.7051 39.97 15.30 0.4896 40.87 1849 0.3389 49.88 20.21 0.2781 2345
LRQC 15.85 0.4842 6.95 2145 0.2674 7.26 2485 0.1976 5.77 2591 0.1599 4.72
QTT-SRTD 23.34 0.1836 64.26 26.23 0.1294 6294 2836 0.1044 61.37 29.85 0.0835 63.41
RBTR-TV 24.98 0.1591 12.81 27.95 0.1129 13.07 30.15 0.0876 12.67 31.83 0.0722 12.64

Table 2: PSNR, RSE and Time of various methods with four sampling rates (bold
indicates best performance)
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Figure 1: Recovery performance of different methods at SR=20%
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5.2 Color video completion

In this experiment, we select four videod’] for testing: bus, foreman, mother, and
hall with SR=10% and SR=20%. Each video was sampled for 15 frames with a
size of 256 x 256. The methods we compared include SiILRTC-TT[I], MF-TTTV[4],
TVTRC[9], RTRC[13], QTT-SRTD[18], and our proposed RBTR-TV.

Table |3| presents the average PSNR, RSE, and Time (in seconds) over all frames
for each method. Our proposed RBTR-TV method achieves the best PSNR and
RSE values among all the compared methods. Although it is not the fastest in
terms of running time, it significantly improves the recovered quality compared to
the fastest method. Figure [2] shows the recovery results of frame 1 and frame 15
for the foreman and bus videos at SR=10%. It can be seen that our proposed
method performs better in recovering missing data, especially when a large amount
of information is missing.

Video SR 10% 20%
Method PSNR RSE Time PSNR RSE  Time
SILRTC-TT 1895 0.3383 4.28 21.62 0.2515 4.57
RTRC 2091 0.26083 69.13 23.62 0.2038 62.56
MF-TTTV  21.33 0.2683 &81.08 23.55 0.2049 56.07

Bus TVTRC  23.03 02440 97.44 2374 02185 57.54
QTT-SRTD 23.76 0.1876 23.73 27.52 0.1349 23.72
RBTR-TV  25.17 0.1692 18.17 28.31 0.1156 18.27
SILRTC-TT 2037 0.14407 4.19 2514 0.0840 4.20

RTRC 95.20  0.0848 6441 29.75 0.0512 70.57

Foremay ME-TTTV 2545 0.0803  67.54 27.82  0.0612 39.53
TVTRC 2651 0.08151 35.87 28.67 0.0594 26.32
QTT-SRTD 27.85 0.0506 23.95 31.13 0.0343 23.68
RBTR-TV  33.53 0.0318 19.86 36.70 0.0220 19.38
SILRTC-TT 2584 0.0895 4.06 2958 0.0579 4.93

RTRC 92761  0.0738 6125 32.51 0.0415 60.44

Mothey MF-TTTV 2818 00682 6691 30.68 00511 39.50
TVTRC  33.32 0.0384 61.74 3249 0.0417 13.00
QTT-SRTD 32.03 0.0344 25.32 3528 0.0230 25.01
RBTR-TV 38.38 0.0211 18.66 42.11 0.0136 18.50
SILRTC-TT 21.94 0.1438 4.06 26.38 0.0873 4.27

RTRC 26.86 0.0874 61.93 30.59 0.0539 71.81

i ME-TTTV 2606 0.0883 7119 2927  0.0616 4145

TVTRC 31.26  0.0528 27.01 32.22 0.0474 11.01
QTT-SRTD 32.68 0.0336 23.57 36.19 0.0219 23.46
RBTR-TV  37.79 0.0238 19.34 40.30 0.0171 19.02

Table 3: PSNR, RSE and Time of various methods with two sampling rates (bold
indicates best performance)

6 Conclusion and future works

In this work, we propose the reduced biquaternion tensor ring (RBTR) decomposi-
tion and present its corresponding algorithm, which reduces storage costs compared
to TR-SVD while preserving reconstruction quality. Building on the RBTR de-
composition, we further introduce RBTR-TV, a novel low-rank tensor completion

2http://trace.eas.asu.edu/yuv/
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Original Observed SIiLRTC-TT RTRC MF-TTTV TVTRC QTT-SRTD RBTR-TV

Figure 2: Recovery performance of different methods at SR=10%

method that integrates RBTR rank with total variation (TV) regularization. Exper-
imental results demonstrate its effectiveness in completing color images and videos.

Although RBTR-TV has shown strong performance in color image and video comple-
tion, there still remain some challenges. For example, the convergence speed of our
current algorithm requires improvement. Our future work will focus on strengthen-
ing the theoretical foundation and enhancing the algorithm’s efficiency and speed.
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