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Abstract: LLow rank matrix completion is a most basic problem in machine learning and data analysis. It
plays a key role in solving many important problems, such as collaborative filtering, dimensionality reduc-
tion, multi-task learning and pattern recognition. In this work, we employ the weighted nuclear norm to
relax the rank function. Inspired by the idea of Soft-Impute, we proposed WNNM-Impute algorithm by
using inexact proximal operator and Nesterov’s rule. Experiments delivered very encouraging results in
terms of the quality of achieved solution and the processing time required.
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TEIE WD R g | AL IR | ok ) Y | RR RS S A B0 LR 2 o B o b 4
NATTIE H T R AT A A [ R
min rank(X) s.t. P,(X) = P,(M) @D

XER"
Hrr. M e R HAVHER 3 WA R MIFIREHIE, X € R N EWHERE, O ot Mgt R ih
B, Py NIELHER T, € XN
M, (i.j)EN
[P (M) ], = (2)
0 (,j) €0
SKAFDAL R (D) 1) FEAR R TR ERAIBHEEX T € R, [FHHRE 2, (X7 ) =2, (M) HAGE
B rank (X)) fe/h. B IEWIAETr 2, (R8T ] S5 4y Mo 5 46 R 3 20 58 fe /M [n) 8t

min % | ®o(X —M) || % +Arank(X) (3

L [l FROR F AL 2 > 0 IENESHL

SR, H TR PRI rank (X)) HAT 3™ RIS 34 S0 F 0 RAK IR () & NP XY, JCik e 230
IS ] AR AFA RO, 8 7 DX — X, — ) 32 i 10 SR 2 4 Bk R K rank (X0 /Al ) R st Ry 4%
TR ME R, YR —ER &S, W[ Q| = 0N rlogN)(N =max(m, n), r=rank(X)) i}, i@
T SR A I BN /A 18] AT DA e AR 3830 - 5 56 MR S D R E B M PR R BT R . — Bk U, A ERE b
0] 5 A ] Lg% B AE M 2K R 18] R (semi-definite program, SDP)™'. {H &, X F S mE AU m on << 100 % BF
AR AT A RS R A K — ) B, KRR — PR R R . X i 4E . SVT (singular value
thresho-1ding) """ #1 APGL (accelerated proximal gradient with linesearch ) Z ", SVT #1 APGL &
LR E TS DL BE S AR B W B 0 B S S ORE , (HR EATHE Bk AR R b 7 AT TR T Y
SVD (singular value decomposition) 43, X KR &l 7 & 7176 KA B AR . b T % X — BB,
FPCA (fixed point continuation with approximate) B3k B4 sk # Ff1 APGL B vk 48 R A4k 7] B,
THE FPCA ol A T IR SRR B ORISR i SVD, ERRCERS R THRKRMETE. 55— 180z
FTEMIFLE Soft-Impute B, %05 R FoR M ad R A7 76 “ AR Bk + R i ” i itk , MIRF4E & SVT Jik,
IREFE AR BRI E ST SVD B RY. ik, i#id 5] A Nesterov b FH S, 15 Soft-Impute Bk

LI A O () 871 O (o )+ Sk T e,

0 BE WA T A R — A9 K T ELE ) 32 b 7 FH 1 SR A AR A i B kb 4 [ 8T, 8K T 0 4 SCiR (15 ] e
W LT RS R B AR AR M p A A S, TS B B AR S RO A S AL AR U, B BOE WAk
T3 VA R 22 0 A5 2 1) A ™ i 1 LS. O T A BRSSO AET , RE AY E Y ek B 2
JHT 25 A0 B bR %L rank(X), @0 Capped-{,, LSP(log-sum penalty), TNN(truncated nuclear norm),
SCAD(smoothly clipped absolute deviation) 1 MCP(minimax concave penalty). 7ECHk[16] ., HF
Capped-£, 19 B AR 000 s BRI T 2245 00 D 0 st SRS A5 LISR A s 7ESCHRCL7] oy BB RISE SR R BT, BT TNN
PR AT SR o kb 4 A5 TRl T 8 0T b A I T B BRI R SCRRC L8 oy — S PRGHE 32 8 FORS ) 170 5 12 o 4
HE R TSR A v AR D ). 5y — ST AR R R o b 4 07 3 702 O T I SR & AT Schatten-q (0 <<
g << D #LEHORE T H b5 B I Bk R rank (XD SR, B TR WS A5 3 09 AR £, 18 004k A0 A 1) 545 X
R, R T YX — [, [, PG(,-Proximal-Gradient) B8 82 i FH TR i1 A ™ 7, IE WALk il i, 7
1, PG 5 10 4 Y 3% ARG A v A 35 S RS 0 100 A0 ROR e A0 9% I 19 SVD, X ™ Bl 2 7 B g e L BT
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rank (X). [A]mf, %H%Tﬂél‘aﬂﬁﬁ%ﬂ% WA F A B S Bk, W PG Bk, BT Schatten*%*ﬂ

Schatten—z AR B L e AT PR SO . RS B A9 A RS B BT SR 4 SRR WD A RV HE 0 Al

T5 s ke TE ) Ak 5 2k M e B A

BT AR A 7 R A O RERE . AR SOR S TN AOR 10 KT I AR R BE AT 2 — 2D 1 3 B R R
% Soft-Tmpute 5125 1Y BUAH $2 Hy — N H A S PRolle S50 4 70 RE 08 19 21 B VRN B2 A I AR Bk 2E B b 2 B k. FEAR
SCHEH WNNM- Impute(welghted nuclear norm minimization impute) & A IER I R, FTFEIITHETH
SVD F3fiff. &t XF ik —m] R, 58 3k 5 | A RS B 09 30 4B 58 A% K b R AI WNNM-Impute 583 B B[] 52 2% 2. A
MR AR SR . AR, ZER 5] A Nesterov HITEE 5w, {45 53 7% 09 B4R 6 A U8l — 25 i b, A&
SCHE B BRVE LT Soft-Tmpute B, HIZ LI AR EW], B Soft-Impute 3 W S P HLA5 1) 19 i (4K
JEH E. PR, AR SCHR R SRR TS A T SR ik DR S AR B L I 4 ) it

1 Easnig
A A% 0 5 2 WA B B PR rank (X)) BiE, B AT (R 0 R 4 1) A5y

. 1 ) 2
min ?H Py X —M) | +2 X, (4

xXe Rm><n

XX R S

IX.=>)16,(X)]| (5)

Ho r =minGn ., n) . o, (X) N X 19550 A2 5 {H.
OB () BERS Y SVT S5k JOBOR . 76 SVT SEak b, 75 BRI 2 5 (8B (51 7

. 1
S,(Y) = min ?\|X—Y\|ZF+AHXH% (6)

xXe RWXH

R R OR AR T AR 5] 3.
511 ALY ) SVD /Yy =Uxv', W6 =i F it h
X' =3,(Y)=UDV" @)
Hrp s, G NRBEE KA, D, =max(Z, —4, 0).
MRS HR UE . EER AR PR Y B SVD 40 . HEF 28 E N OGnn®) . HNILE
NS A SRR R R B D A Tl A B %X — )AL, SCRR[13] 1
Po(M) + @ (X,)=P,(M—X,)+X, (8)
ﬁt#ﬂ XA Nk WEARME, P (o) Fom Q WAMETRITER. B, (&) A M5 —¥ 5 B A B B 1 45
P, A A B R REE. Bk, R SVT Bk i AR I T Soft-Impute 535, 7645 & + 1 kAR AT
A

X =23, (Po(M) + @ | (X)) (9
R TR AL PR ANAE 1 R,
&% 1 Soft-Impute &k
B W EEHEE M, ZHA >0
il . BN o BB X
D #itpfe X, =0;
2) for k=1, 2, =~ do
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3 Y=9,(M) + @  (X,)

) X, =5, (Y)

5) end for

6) return X,

SR, FERZFERO /MBI RL e ] 2806 15 H AR R B9 BT AT 23 S, 3k 5 BOZ R REAR 4 b 221 im) 4H
WA RR S 4. Sl T A DR — PRI . I 4F R I AR F A B of T B g b 20 i A R A 4 IR 5 44
Xt H B AR BRI A, AR 0 J0RE T S ] i s Xof 5 K 7y S (E R A7 B /N AR AT T R AN A A AT ORI
XFTAE M X € R, B ET & Lo

gXO=1X1,.=2ws X (10)
i=1

Hovw=[w, . wys = w, ] Flw, =0R/5EH o, (XD WAETINEL A% /N8R T 20 56 B 9 4%
PR 4G K [) 55 0 F bR 48 M B A S A6, T (10D 3075 SRR B/ Ay S A R AT S 24050 . BRI 7 S (B AR 2 BE D
JES. T, R 10> RS I RR PREL rank (XD o K S 4R A R K B b 4 ) B A5 Sy

. 1 ) 2
min - | PoX—M) | +21X1 ... (1D

BERL(11) OB RY (4) R T 4 b 20 1) [ FR 6 B AR BR 25 40 B2 Bl TIMAC e B0 51 A, 13 2804E™ |
A B Ak Tr) R, A7 A5 X6 32 1) AL A R e A8 A5 IR 5 TROUE. A% G0 A B X A% 31 280 U] Ak A AR %) SR i 7 15 AN g
T TORMEAR N IE N AR AL, PR, Gy oot iR PR L AR TR AT AR A B O E A PR
AR SCE XX — [ 8, ) Soft-Tmpute BYSK f# B AR, Bl K WL 415 55 il Nesterov L BRIS, 2 H— Pt
T 7 2 ) AV R A D 4 SRR T SR AR RN (1 1), BRI S 30 45 AL A 3R WA T B2 11 19 B 1k B 08 15 1) T R 1 Wi 8
AT N T Y i
2  WNNM-Impute &%

3% # Soft-Tmpute M &, AT 0 FlAAKG HE T 48 55 1 Nesterov (RGBS . A4 8 F TR AL 1k
BRI B — BB EE Sk, SR, TR IE B 5I A B8 (1D 2R AAREH e, Wik, AT
1 BZAEI (Y A A o 5 BRI AN AR Y K0 AR5 1

min | X—MI[%+ [X].. 12

Xer" "
AT E B B AR S B R (] (12) BT A Sk 2R 24 AR R ) ) A, DA TG 5 BB A P o
diag(s,, 64, *** 0,)

EE1 MMEELAEHEEM € R HH SVD My M=UZV", Hh X = €
0

R U A T 45 1R 12 10 4 5 AR i

A
X" =UDpv"® (13)
d.c (d . d?, AR d,) N . =
fagldy s d ),u“dwuud»%mF&mw@@mmm%

A
s D = ;

min = >, (o, —d,)’ +wd, (14)
=1

dysdy,s = d,

sste dy =d, =+>d, =0
PO BRI L SCRRL21 ). TR L, R w, < w, <o <w,, ATRUS B AER.
EiR1 XSMEEATA >0, YE R HHSVDAMENY =UEV', w, <w, < = <w,, r NHEKEY
Bk DA /I ke i) st
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mm fHX Y\|2+A2w6(X) (15)

xewn 2
1 B AR A
X' =3.()=UDV" (16)
Hrh D, =max(Z, — 2w, 0).
AR B UE W] DL SCER 21 ). IR R W], BN NMERIE (15) 24N REE G 0. (R VMR 42
i A 2. AR EFR 1 A 1 A EsIe, FRATH R A TR R AR A AL (1 D).
#i£ 2 WNNM-Impute B3

A s AT WEFERE M, 2812 >0,,|-|/TE;£€< %),I=10*6,8>0$n776<o,1>

Hill . B - R X

D wsfe v, v, € B WBEHL @I, X, =X, =0, Y, =X, A, = | oM [ ,, 0, =1;
2) for k=1, 2, =, T do

3) R, =QR(V,, V., D//QRO F~ QR 411

1) G=Y, — (P, (Y, —M))

5) Q =PowerMethod(G, R,)

6) (U, X, V]=SVDQ"'G)

7) U={u, | Z; >Aw,}

8) V={v, | Z; > Aw,}

9 D={d; |max(Z; —2, w;,» 0}

100 Z=QUDV"

1) if F(Z) < F(X, >——\|Z X, %
v

12) X, =27
13) else
14) X =Y,
15) end if

1+ /14465,
16) t%:f

0 0, —1

17 Yk\l:Xk-l+<5])(é_Xk{l)+<L)(Xk-l_Xk)

k k
18) /Ik:{x’ 7]/1/171}
19) ifA, —2X

20) break
21) end if
22)  V,, =V
23) end for

24) return X,

MEH 2 MHEIS 1T LRt ZEX R MERER (1) R it i, BT WEERFY € R i SVD 4
fift . ERIRTRIE 22BN O Gmn®) . L, 200 B A BASE 4 I, X SR AR 2 2 sk /9. i, ek 2 v, FRAT151
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A PowerMethod B3| —NIERZMMEQ € R, Hi e >r He <n. XFE, XA G 1) SVD 20 7] LU
XM QG 1y SVD 43, (HJE. QG MHLBAL m X ¢, /N THEE G BB m X n. I, B[] 52
FBERER OGne®) . iz B AT HER S 40 51 3.

512 REHKEG e R Ar AMAREKTAw, G=00'G, HhQ € R KHIEZLHMHEH: > r,
oy

1) range(G) & range(Q);

2) 5,(G)=05,Q'6G).

G PR UE Y G R S SCRRC22 ] rh i o B 1 2R, X AR . R EAR A, 513 2 2 A B A I AU Y AL
TR, i A EOE ]

1 T PowerMethod 535" 51 A, #5430 BIE 5 10 A R AR A A0, DS ok, 75 2 40 187 24 i 12 75 ]
Fr.o TR, ERE 2, AR 7ok 0 8 H AR eR &L F 2 500 5k 08 . DT IE H b bR B SR A —
TR E KL«

F(Z) < FWU——WZ X, I3 an

T A E R SGE %, 7ER L 2 18] A Nesterov M N, 3 W9k 71z Mo b F F AL % 3 &k
F1, 41 nmAPG,FaNCL-acc,niAPG 28, BT, fE&E 2 v F a0 i 56 we

1+ ./1440;,

(9/\»:# (18

6/171 5%1 —1
0, 0,

LI ER S — 25 R, T8 FN19) AW (T AR 2 1 WS R A B K R
IR AL, IENAE SR RS b AR A A, lﬁtﬂufﬁ&ﬁﬁ%@wmﬁﬁfﬂmiu;%;fztéﬁ(E
WiPE. SRR, X —REAE SOk 12,20 AR BIARGF LA 5Y. FESETE 2 Py SIAGESHEER , AR
2N FAE AR Z — B A S ik . E SR B AR AL O AR B — AN BRI TS A, A >4, > e >
A0, BT A CHERE/NIE SR AR R IR A A=A, BT, 7Rk 2 b, R R g
Ao =1, A} (20)

Yoo =Xoo + (1) @ =X + ) X — X0 (19)

XH o<y <1,

FEFE 2 AR AR rh, A3 B A X AS T Hb eI BT A . HLE AR PR B F SRR, BRI — A
SE R T BLARIE T R 2 me St o B TE B 2 ROk 20 .

EE 2 BE (X, NEW 2 EERAS R DA R T, 0

) X, AR BB DR, Eﬂthk =X";

2) BAReRE F Bisbo, HUSs F(X ™), XH X" FFIX, ) IE—F A
3) (X, ) ke, El]hm HX/zH X, | E=0.

3 XwHE

J9 T W WNNM-Tmpute 3% 02505 R P A% 15 5 76 B IU8C0E 52 00 2050 5008 4 1 64T — 2 90 %
Hesi e, FE4 T R H SR TR, KL I 0 A R

1) SVT B0 2Ly, B 2 R T8 Bk AR B Ah 2 10 S 1 7 3% . K528 Mk Bregman ¥ 4% TR (%
R A ) 1

2) APG Bk 5 TR B0 RS M 4 v+ DIt s 1 0 20 0 02005 010 66 A 5
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3) RIMP 53k . %05 15 2 0 1E 3¢ UG e 38 25 58 0 FH T S Ak AV ok ok g b 4 i) R

4) Soft-Impute Fk . X EIEAE SVT Jrik iy SEal b, R B FEAF AR AR -+ W8 gk, 53
PRHR AR AR B AN A TR) e 4 H Y

5) WNNM 53 . e TR 3 20000 AR Ak 6 B b 42y k.

TEFE T ORI, &AM S8R & 0 SCE R B 77 i . WNNM-Impute 595 19 2 5k
R A=10", p=1.6, 7 =0.75. MO, MEE P RGERA RN ERA BELA, B X0 — X 5 <
1077 WPSE A Ik, BT S0 R MATLAB R2014 g2, S25 3454 Intel Xeon E5-2680-v4 Ab P 4% (3 £,
2.4GHz), 256GB NTE., Windows server 2008 #/E R 4t

A SO SR — 2 SR A TR RO B R B A, e, BEALAEUERE M, € R FIM, € R™, 4
M =M My +N, HHEEM, My FIN HEADITTR M & S & N I 2258 0.1 18975 B 1
T, AR, XBA m =n Mr=5. BE. DO FE M ALY 51 R FEAS 2028 T 08, £

SR — 1O e R R, AR AN ISR AT O PR

D e

|, X—UV) |,

NMSE =
I ‘PQ\ wv) || F

Horbs X CRZS AR, QF B LELAE LIS AL E
2) R X Wk
3) AT IE] ¢.
TESZEG b, AT A ) MU A 46 B4 R AT T, B € {500, 1 000, 1 500, 3 000}, £S5 gkl is
1710 K, ey JooF- ¥ NMSE fH.
1 AREFEFARAMENFEREETHERISER

m=500 m=1500 m=2 000 m=3 000

NMSE r t/s NMSE r t/s NMSE r t/s NMSE r t/s
SVT 5. 11 5 4. 96 4. 97 5 33. 34 4.75 5 52.96 5.17 5 121. 39
APG 4. 14 45 5.29 4.05 91 369. 17 3.81 104 462. 34 3.78 143 2 615.23
RIMP 29.42 142 0.62 27.51 118 1.12 30.02 141 2. 84 29. 20 156 5.29
Soft-Impute 6. 26 52 45.31 9. 74 83 201. 37 21. 30 94 529. 48 37.25 88 1282.21
WNNM 2.01 5 25.70 2.33 5 156. 98 2.17 5 429.73 2. 30 5 984. 29
WNNM-Impute 1.99 5 0.25 1. 89 5 0.79 1. 84 5 2.03 1. 86 5 2.45

ST AEENE 1 . NE 1 AT UEH ., WNNM-Tmpute 85 T6 I8 &4 B 8 & R 20 T Hh
P BAARSKEUL, WNNM-Impute BIE7E BT A AL FIR 8T /i) NMSE,  Hig 17 (7 3 i ] J2 e Ji
1. A, fESEEH, SVT, WNNM Fil WNNM-Impute 54k GEA5 13 B #k Ry 5 AL LM% . 1 APG, RIMP Hl
Soft-Tmpute 5245 2| 1Y T U Y BRI & T 5. SC8e A Bf 4575 17 78 WNNM-TImpute 535 51 AR #1912
LB TE F Nesterov Il o W GE 9% A5 K H 12 TH 816 1 8I0CR.

5 U2 S0 R AR S RS AE A L ARRRAE EAh 4L S b T 0 R ) SR S an B 1 s BESK IR
fF /N 512X 512.

FESLE T, AT E A R IR EG AT A B, TR AR R AT REAS S AR AR RR Y . Rl Rl 50 9
P U IR R % T8 — gk G, AL I 25 3 R b 50 00 9B . A T MR AR SR (H. 7 A 41 5
b, SR 5 SORVEAS B B R R

1) PSNR (peak signal-to-noise ratio) ;

2) IBATHFIE] ¢,
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LG gk RN 2 FE 2 iR,

B1 WilEGE
R2 FREEEERGHESESENRESR

Barbara Bridge Clown Couple Crowd
PSNR t/s PSNR t/s PSNR t/s PSNR t/s PSNR t/s
SVT 21.57 13. 20 21.49 11.78 25.43 11. 39 24.31 11. 25 22.96 11. 84
APG 23.74 9.39 23.16 7.78 26. 36 7.60 25.57 7.67 24. 88 7.82
R1IMP 18. 56 0.41 14. 29 0. 34 20. 11 0.42 19.51 0. 47 18. 28 0. 44
Soft-Impute 23.67 21. 30 16. 41 1. 34 26. 35 16. 97 16. 74 1.35 24. 85 20. 74
WNNM 23.61 10. 32 23.25 8.76 26. 69 13.92 26. 33 8. 71 25.05 14. 37

WNNM-Impute 23.92 0. 57 23.76 0.43 26.71 0. 66 26. 30 0.63 25.16 0.58

Fingerprint Houses Girlface Lena Kiel
PSNR t/s PSNR t/s PSNR t/s PSNR t/s PSNR t/s
SVT 19. 47 10. 53 19.52 12. 75 25.98 11. 36 25.61 11. 60 21.55 13.52
APG 23.06 7.89 22.34 8. 07 26.11 7.97 25. 86 7.82 21.59 8. 30
R1IMP 12. 26 0. 40 10. 97 0.51 21.07 0.47 20. 38 0.53 18. 37 0.55
Soft-Impute 14. 86 1. 40 13.72 1. 38 26.41 1. 31 25.97 1. 56 21.71 1. 36
WNNM 23.34 10. 29 22.76 9. 84 26. 83 9.17 26.11 9. 34 22.17 9.14

WNNM-Impute 23.32 0.51 23.01 0.73 26. 82 0.68 26.16 0.75 22.25 0.68

MR 2 W LLEH, K BN FZ BE - WNNM-Impute 8575 3] 8 K PNSR 1H. #—2$ 40
K. B WNNM-Tmpute 5 2 B RCRBE AR T RIMP 53 %k . HJ2 7 SCHR 1 19 5895158 2] i PNSR {# ik §f
T RIMP Bk, Wb, 28/ % 8RB MRCR, AR RS FF— UIE 52 A SCHE H ) WNNM-Tmpute 895 19H
R

7k — 2 WNNM-Tmpute 895 B A 800 . 35T R ¥ 78 B8R 4R BT S0, XS dd
$5: Jesterl,Jester2,Jester3, MovieLens-100K , MovieLens-1M F1 MovieLens-10M. X 8650 85 5 08 45 11 an 3%
3R, Hrh Jester BURERIE T — M RIEMEIER S, 1M MovieLens £l %€ H T MovieLens M.

1) Jesterl: {4 24 983 & Xk 36 4> HHE 2 K45 Y- 5

2) Jester2: {345 23 500 £ HI 7 XF 36 A~ 5 2 535 (1 iFA 5

3) Jester3: (L4 24 983 I WM T 15 B 35 DA

4) MovieLens-100K: £ 5 942 & JH 1 XF 1 682 #5219 100 000 DA




200 B HRXFFROARHFR http://xbbjb. swu. edu. cn % 44 K

5) MovieLens-1M: 1% 6 040 & H /7 %F 3 900 # 52 A #J 1 000 000 P PEM
6) MovieLens-10M: f% 69 878 & F " Xt 10 677 B A AY 1 000 000 4~FFAfr.

\

a. FIRE® b. HEE % c. MEER
B 2 WNNM-Impute Hi:7E Lena B EHIRE LR
3 METESIEENSE

dataset ausers jokes and movies ratings

Jesterl 24 983 100 10°

Jesterl 23 500 100 10°

Jesterl 24 983 100 6x10°
Movielens-100K 943 1682 10°
MovieLens-1M 6 040 3706 10°
Movielens-10M 69 878 10 677 107

TEAR I SR AT J7 ARG B A7 S8k A TR BE

D A

JIe,  x—ml;

RMSE =
2

Hoh, B Q- FoRMRBURSE . X Was RE
2) BRI rs
3) IBATHFE ¢.
FESZHG rp L B AL I A 0 R 0o R A v R L 50 90 O BHE A S IERHE . AR RS IR BdE. SE e
ZER N 4 ME 5 PR,
F4 REEEE Jester ZIEBIEE LMHE LR

Jesterl Jester?2 Jester3

RMSE r t/s RMSE r t/s RMSE r t/s
SVT 4.441 0 3 60. 55 4.475 1 2 59. 86 4.923 6 2 78. 34
APG 4.522 1 31 122. 30 4.416 2 30 118.72 4.956 4 31 267.35
R1IMP 5.005 6 6 0.90 4.921 8 5 0. 66 5.249 4 5 0.82
Soft-Impute 4.304 8 27 23.52 4.392 6 25 15.93 4.758 1 25 30. 10
WNNM 4.3359 3 20. 19 4.527 1 2 14.99 4.882 4 2 28. 67
WNNM-Impute 4.301 7 3 1. 34 4. 405 8 2 0.91 4.742 5 2 3.94
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