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TR B R SR AR R A DA 2 008 P o A (IR 4E 725 1) |l T R 2RI
BRI ] Lo YO BOMBR R AL, X679 2 BB R0 NP X, —
Fobv e AL )R R TV e i e S BRI ) AT SR A e TR
o LS AR Y, RS B B O B e EgEm] . 25k
FA R, T A TSI AR B AR R ) SR . R, AE
DUSEAEE T, X B SR A AEAT A AR A2« X RRAE 3 T Uk
A BETCVEAS BRI BR M A . D 7 LT A R 1) 4 25k A T e 1k
AR S T RAR MR AR AR R S MR N IE S, IR e T3
T AR B ATV B AR RR W SR R A S R ) i) AT P R 25 M g
e BLE S CE R EZ otk 5 0H i F

(D) XEERGH T BAS) R5E (GAL ), JHEER B
UM T GAT SRR e s T — sk R ) & R Ui . 45 &)
SCIE Sk SR GAT Hik, 40t 130 — SSRBRR R AR SR (1 — i A
Fik. RSB IRV 7 MESRSERN S, AOEH
PV

(2) X T2 “FRARFREAEL, SCEF I BRARSR N B S — A AR
FHELIR AR AR AE SR AL AL P A ARy 7 i L. SRR 2 Y — A
8B ULH AR R SR AR, JF IS B T SRR AR S
—NEM R CE LA E MR i ER R A . S
HseIm g R IBEEE W, MEBY AN S, T AR BRI E
RENE A IR 1A P A BRI 25 2R

(3) AR S EAL RS R AR B A0S (S HEE
MSEHAAZIEED, TR s AR B TS 2] — st 1 R Rk
SRR SRR 1 A AR P SR AR TR A P 45 25 M [ L AT R0

K2 BRI R, AR R R R AL, BB, Asha
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LOW RANK RECOVERY BASED ON L
NORM NON-CONVEX SURROGATE METHODS
AND ITS APPLICATION

ABSTRACT

In resent years, low rank recovery problems are getting more attention,
and widely used for dimension reduction and data analysis. Low rank re-
covery is proposed to exploit low-dimensional structure in high-dimensional
data. Because the original low rank recovery preoblems are involve with
rank function and Ly norm. This causes that the most of models are NP-hard.
A common solution is to use the corresponding convexly relaxed problems
to approximate the original problems for effective solving. For most single
subspace low rank models, its exact recovery has been proved theoretically:
if some conditions are satisfied, the convex optimization methods can exact-
ly recover the real solution of the problems. However, since these strictly
conditions are hardly met in reality, which means that the solution by con-
vex problem can be far away from the true value. Therefore, to balance the
validity and solvability of the model, general solver for two types of low
rank recovery frames are studied. And low rank recovery method based on
non-convex surrogate and its related applications in outlier pursuit and image
denoising problems are discussed in this work. The main contributes of this
paper are list in the following:

(1) A new fixed-point algorithm (GAI) is given for solving a key op-
timization problem to global optimality with superlinear convergence rate.
Based on generalized proximal gradient and GAI, a general solverfor first
kind of low rank recovery frame is given in this paper. It is proven in the-
oretically and experimentally that the proposed algorithm is more efficient

compared with traditional method.

(2) For second kind of low rank recovery frame, this paper presents a

II1



variant algorithm of block coordinate descent algorithm. Based on that, the
original frame is splited into two non-convex subproblems. Besides, an im-
portant theorem is given to solve the non-convex subproblems. Therefore,
the general solver for the second kind of low rank recovery frame is obtained.
The validity of the proposed solver is proved theoretically and experimental-
ly. In addition, it can be seen from the experiment that low rank recovery
methods based on non-convex surrogate achieve a better results compared

with the convex method in the outlier persuit problems.

(3)This paper gives a novel non-convex surrogate method using param-
eterize method (include parameterized norm and parameterized nuclear nor-
m), and a new non-convex model is obtained based on the two norms. Ex-
periments illustrate the effectiveness of the proposed approach in the image

denoising problems.

KEY WORDS: Low rank matrix recovery, Image denoising algorithm

based on non-local method, Non-convex surrogate, Fixed-point algorithm
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1.1 HIREBE=REX

bEE THENEBI RS BEM G REZ KR, BUR. S sy NS 7
REUE B FERIE DL HE IS TR T NG B8k, AR RA GRS
AR R ER . KSR EARATEEENE ST, BEE
PIPE RAWINR T A b B S ARSI I MERE . 28102, S 4E50dE 2 (e W AR RER
RIAHIRME o IXFhAH SC M vT R I PR AP AN R R B A B 45 04 . (1) — i [ 5 FD A 6
PE, RIS 5 7 AN AR e dak T 13RI 5 800 i Bl I AR B [1-3](IX B F 550 m) & 0
RRH R 0" BN “07); (2) A RERRAE, RIS 50 N AR R A
FREZ M RR [4—6]CGX B A6 BE 1) &5 B RS 20 8 <0” B IECA <07 Yo F34h,
FH T KRR E A A2 SR UL S A2 rh 32 BN R EGE BRI T8, 3 s 2k
WAL XAEHIR 2RI i S5 FBUR . Bk, BF 58 a0y AN 5 5%
BICHT A 10 S5 PR BN HhoRS 1 L v O R 2 A s o — AN B R . E. Candes %%
AT 2008 SEHE H ) PR IR FR 218 DU T FE IR 78 98T (Matrix completion, MC) ]
fifp . CURIREAE PEAE Lo B E, W 2R RE? e N T2
SR AR, HAAFE Netflix ik 2FEBZRETFE. FHEREEAEIRKZ N
A5 AF X EH I K B AR, X SRR A T v i 8 T E AL
[ L[5, 7131

B PR R T LB AR 2 M E M s E S Y . AE M i 3 2R
Mz T7 50 HT Lo 68 (R ET T EET TR B xl = X
Heb Y x, = 0 B x5 #3800 B [xi° = 1. ) B EAES SR Ve T 2L A
KA A J 2 NP e[ . — M R 78 . M Ly U8 s Ly Jusk
(REUaEF A AEZ R4t 2 A, /B kI = 3 1)) SR B A i Ly Y55,
T I I SR AFAE LR 0] B DALS R AR MR . RUT —4EmER R, sk
GEREA SR I B Ly Y530, PR B Mg GERE A B =W Ly 550, #H
Bl FH R 5 4 15 8 vh ) Bk ek 25 DA R S A B Y D NP HE RS 1] . S A7 350 o ik
T 07V B RR UK AR PR B nT W A DR e, B e A
TR, ISR AR O ) R RE S 1S B LS A AR . SR AESERR N R, IR A
(PRI $ S5 AR AR AR ME DARH (2 o X MR B DA AR B0 o] e 2™ B8 Jf 25 [l @ 1)
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% 1-1: Ly a4 093 0 E 4K,

Table 1-1: Some non-convex surrogate functions of Ly norm.

Name g(x), x>0
L, X 0<p<l
LSP log(l + ;,)
Laplace (1- exp(—i))
LOG log(y + x)
Logarithm log(y =y log(yx + 1)
ETP 1-exp(~yx)
1-exp(-y)

FLSAR
1.2 ERINFRITK

R TR R R, BFREATEG T AR B R g () (LFRAK 1-1) SRHL
ldllo = Xy bal” B rank(X) = X, lon (X)L 6,(X) MR X 5 i A& 7 {E5) +
()| - 10 DAASUASET i) 238 P ] P R e . R T Lo O RN B 307 V5 AU B
TR E M @, SCE [14]) I8 T a0 MEFRIKENELE, Fea T IEARE B
JWHUT1Z (Iteratively Reweighted Nuclear Norm Method, IRNN) A F R HIHESE (55—
FARTRAR S AELE) 1K i

m

min Fy(X) = h(X) + Z;g(crf(x)), (1-1)

Hrp g :RT » R FEXH] [0, +o00) s& —MHEMGEELE M M K £, TIEREL A : R™" - RT

E’J—Briﬁw'j Lipschitz 745 o £ (3 Lipschitz % ##1¢ 8 L(h)). 1E40[15] ik, IRNN

SR REDRIE T H Aw ek 28UE B8 % [ & AU G I o, 5 i 13 B AR EAR

(Upper bound surrogate) LLAE T a, (115 H AR ek BUE I T B R 1. N T

Pz, Lu NG H T B BE % (Generalized proximal gradient, GPG) LLH]
T (1-1) A ROR A

X* = argmin h(x®) + (Vh(x®),x - x0)

X0 + Y g(o)

i=1

*argmm—”X Ok)” +Zg0', ), (1-2)

i=1
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w4 i

Hr oW = x® - %W) H &> L(h). KR (1287805 T itk
wgugn 317 =X I +13. (30 19
ST (1-3), LuZE N [15] BLUE, Uk g(x) B FARA
arngin% 1Y - X |7 -Mig(o'i(x))

= UDiag(Prox,(c(Y),1))V’, (1-4)
Hdr U, o(Y) MV H Y K SVD i Y = UDiag(o(Y))VT 58], [tk fn R
e A )2 D

1
Prox,(y, ) = argmin 5()) - x)* + Ag(x), (1-5)

x>0

Horpoi TRy 2 g 0L, AR (1-5) P A 3R 2 [16-19] N T RIE—
Rz g PRI (1-5), Lu N [15] 4 7 — MRS (ARG WAL,
Hro(x) =y - Ag'(x))s W [15] UEBH Y g T /& L8 5 iy 1% R i 8 2 ] /R
(-5 & i, Fit, ST 2me RIBEBEEEEL 4518 (1-4)L
K GPG 5%, B3] 1-D—ANEHE . REHEZLR (1-)EL88 TRN 21
— R 1), AR AR AR AE — 288 L BB 2 ) (1-6)(TE A SCH AR N
5 IR AELL) AR R T BIRESE (1-) B 1.

max(m,n)

nL1iEn g(ai(A) +a || E llg,g.
’ i=1

st. [|P-A—E|*<e, (1-6)

Hrp IEllg,e = Z?:l g(ﬂZ(,’,j)eg, E?J)’ Hor E;; THME E e R (& m < n) A7
THIATHE jINTER, HEK G =1{G1,G0.Gs, -+, G} /2

{ UG =1, )l <i<m1<j<n)
ﬂ?zlg,' — 0

IEQNFRATT S T TR B e AR, 36 IR MK ST HE B2 R A% R FH 43 B A8 B kAR
BB B SR (aneAl bR R BEBER) BRI (1-3)F0 (1-7):

1
M@gnyw—m@+ﬂwwg (1-7)
1 [1X]lg.e HIE SCRTEN, [l (1-8) B A 1R 2 M (1-7)H— MFERIE

1 )
min 1Y = XIE -+ ) g(1Xil) (1-8)
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Hob X, R X B i DAAE. 2 g(x) =[x I, a8 (1-8)F a1 F
i [20,21]

¥ j=1,-,m. (1-9)

LYy H Yl > A
0 if |Vl <A

FAN 4 (1-8) ) g(x) A L, TEHET, Wang 25 A [22] 45 HY 7 A R EE ™ ) A 42 s
AL

JUENS T REERFIRIN g0 (1-8) MM UM g3k B (2, XK 21
g, I (1-8)38k = —Fh it — I

BiE 1 Lu AR [15]
N y>0, 7>0 LA RIERKE « > 0.
1 fl(y) = 0, R x, =y HYATE 6 . BUPATE 2 20
2: %JJZI‘% xL —y, A = o) ik = 1. GREEITES 3
5 2 Y =Y 1 & k<o R AT zgo(xL)HT}lkﬁgﬁél o T PATER
5.
1 #x <0, BE F =0 HPIUTH 6 . W k=k+1 HIREH 35
5. Xy —x(LkH)o

6: JEITELEL £,(0) B f(x,) 1FRIBARAR x;
s A (4-21) AR AR X

1.3 BNHNEBFEZTAE

W B R ET A, Lu s NG H T GPG 5k, I3 T iZHE 30K 8 — IR AR K
FHELE (1-1) #28 (-5 TR, RE LuEANCKIUENH: T Z2m—
(1-5) )42 J7y s AL A 4T e 8 1) Bvk 1 4R B AR IE W FRAT T 2 )5 Bk BRI IR, 5
FINRZ RS . b, XT38 R RRRIK EHESE, B Ak kIR > —Fh
WA AT RRIZE R, ASCERELHBNF TE: () XEEESET 1
BB B (GAT B3E) F T 8 (1-5)80Rff . SO BIERT T, 24 in) i
(A-5)FHAEM &R g() - RY - RY L A1 — A3 I, iZHVEBLMEUST i
(-5 4 mfEtifs, Hrp

g(x) MM H =i, H g(0) =
A2 g'(x) A
A3 g"(x) LEIXH] (0, +o0) FHELE,



w4 i

A4, SR EMAEY] T GAT FHANA R (2) v 145 5 — SRR EHESL
M — MBS, ARSI FBRAR DR BRI B — R AR S, RHE SR A T 2
53 (1-3)A0 (- PR D 7 R AT o, FFx ks AT 1B . A
THWFE A-DERKTZ ¢ TR Ak XELSH T P EIZEH
(ZE HUEW] T PRI A SN, JE Tk, JRATTREME R JFA () v 48 1 D0 A ) et e
FeAb y—Ae Al i) UHEAT iR k. ). BIES & GAL 5k, BAMER 2] 7 3k
MARFR IR HEZE ) — A — BUE . (3) R BRGNS HN T RS T — M
Lo AR AR M BT, IR H A B AR AR AR AR N H - AR 25 1 ) 7t
e FEFZAEA, AR ST SR RENS (R AR B i e S 5 TR S I S RS [ SR
RIS o SEER A RUER] T AR B A A R

14 AXHEHRHE

BomRR, MR TP REMES, A T E AR EAR
Jiids DRSS HARI — S EEH L A . fJadR 1 I A TR ) — 2
JBRYE, JFHAE T ARSI LB TN E SRR

R EERMNA TSR AR, BRI N AER Y. B ER
B ER T, FEFEHTE S & R I SRR = 7. 4k,
TR LA S AR BRI — N EEN . 5 8, AT
e 1)L g R RGBS k.

BEEEEAH T B AS) SR (GAL ), Rl WE R i 5
S8 AT T 6 W T R SRR AT R

5 DY 5 S0 B R RRIR R HESRHEAT T VR4 AR, JFIR T BRARKR TSR
IR MARRELE UL 2R R, AR 4 TizSAR AN R . —
NEEEHMEERRLH. SE%eH, WAL GAL Hik, BEMHRBIE
TR HESE ) — A — MR AdE . SEERERA T S0 BTSSR AR R .

FBRBEMASBACK TG T —ME Lo e B3R 05 (S8
BAZHACZIERD, I g AR ARG B T — D i AR B 11
AR ER BB R0 T i i (0S80 T M i U e P R 45 M P A R I DL e, g
ARSCEMETT 55 JURE G R LW 05 53047 LA

FNFX AR TARRAT 74, JFRE 7B s 1A .

TR T TR HIEA RS, FATRAE R A 45 .
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FoE MRTAR

F-EF MHxIE

2.1 KFEEERE IR SHREY

IR B I DS R B GR THE R A R @ 3 . (HEESE B, 7 MC
P 2 A7, F RS 53HT (Principal component analysis, PCA) [9, 10] it E &4 45 H 3+
Bz N TR ELE . PCA BUE Bdm i el oA T MIC4E L A% 15 18], RIHH
B AR B W AL J5 T R RE Y MRk . MWEEE b, JERE Y v DARIR N
Y = Xo+ Eo» o Xo NARFRIERE, Eo X Xo BI/NERFE SR (0 e B e 75) o
I, PCA X HEHEE1E /& Frobenius JEEZI R T I HRERK B/ MEA T

mXin rank(X), st. ||Y-X|?<e,

Hodr |- 1 A1 rank(-) 43 5 k7% Frobenius ORI 58 50 (FERE A7 548 170 B _E 1)
Lo Vo, BN REIERZ RER N, e NEMREZTIBE
PCA 15— WR RN

min |Y=X|Z st rank(X) </, (2-1)

oo T RIRA AR AR B ol 755095, Rk A el RE s gl e AL R
T 2 T R BEAT SR A -

1
m)}né | Y — X |2 +arank(X), (2-2)

o £ WISI RN T IR R AR, 1« > 0 9Bl SR 8. b e g A A
RE L T [i A B B SRA S 2

X = UH,(Z)V', H,(E) = diag(sign(max(o(Y) — a,0))o;(Y)),

Hedr UusvT 2 Y I SVD 2 f#: Y = USVT, oi(Y) N Y I3 i ANFF E &,

1, if, x > 0;
sign(x) =40,  if,x = 0; (2-3)
-1, if,x<0.
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Y A T EAE O B, B IR g3 o A i) A A 45 D RE S TR 1)
A, RIAEHE SRR IE BT RRBRE A IR R I, HEAT AR R [7]:

mXin rank(Y), st. || 7q(Y) - nq(X) |[2< €,

Hoeb Q ORI TR AL EES, 1ro AEEE Q EREEHET. Tk
PR rank(-) AEARES:, X REORME BRI R R o AR . ARPTE D,
TRz G Ay e A R B Ly Yasl, RO AT S 2 A Rk B — A
L, ORI TR A I T ]

min XL, st | 7q(Y) —mo(X) 2< €, (2-4)

o)1, e

SR, 0T~ B0 4k B AL 1) 5 e 75 V5 e (1) 3 5, 48 8 32 pl 43 43 A AR B 3
70 ] AT AT M LA B, R R N T HAF A RIX — A @, Chandrasekaran
N [8] A1 Wright A [6] T 2009 4 [F] W48 H 7 & #: F 707 H (Robust principal
component analysis, RPCA), FF F W H i e 78 Kl 45b i i e 7 1 e 1R O T
QAT 2 W S B0 VB A RRRRR 425 0 114) T

niliEn rank(L) + « || E [lp, st. P=L+E, (2-5)

HA N E o N E B Ly Yo (BUNHERE E FIAEEITCENE), o NBUESE LI T
PR ORI AR . BT Q-5 || E lo AT rank(L) #2JELLMEAE™N, W)
(2-5)NP Ht. AATTHEz SR AR T IR ALk 1)@ [6]:

min || L. +a | E |, st P=L+E, (2-6)

HA | E LW A E WA TR ANE Ao 1% ) #8018 PR N 3 Rk 7 18 B 0] @
(Principal component pursuit, PCP). HISUERH T 2-6)HIkE# T Pk &4 [8] [6]. SR
B0 (131 S, ESERRMN R, WUIIAE &5 52 20 /NS 0, B0 T A B B
R MRk A T E R 18 ER R @43 25 T2 N A, [13] $ ke 3 s ie
ERA (Stable principal component pursuit, SPCP):

min || L|l. +e | Ell, st [[P-L-Ej<e (2-7)

FAEFR FUEY] T Q-1 EFE T IR E 1

FERLGE N R, BRI & 2 581 A AR 5 B R MR T AL . (A,
2/ BRI G FS T5 G B AR AE D R S N (IR A R IAEA), B
B D ATLARIR AN D = Ao + Ego P Ag 528 NEHREAE T3 0 (AR R
AARFREFE),  Eo 2Rom (2 B s 22 (e S 3 (EEAE B A ZIR B R ). Xu 5%

8



FoE MRTAR

NHFIH Ly 650 FEREARZ 51 1) 2 1 H0) KB RPCA AR Ly Y%, 153
U B RE SRR (Outlier persuit, OP) [23],

(OP) min rank(L) + A||Ell20
st. A+E=D. (2-8)

FRACKH,  OP AH SR A 5t [7] AR 265 H FH 3 19 il A OR A -

min | Ll +a | E oy, st. P=L+E, (2-9)

AN E llzq 9 E W Loy 650 (RIFEFE E BIPTA 5 F & B Z ). RALT PCP
ERIEER, XuSE AL EUEY T Q-9) BT IR [23].

n ERrIR, B Lo Ve BB R BN AR M ARE S, IR IR R AR A I
e NP-RER o IR i) R — i DA R T2 R Ly Y A% /aiﬁlﬂ%*éi‘ﬁ%ﬁt%
A Lo YEROMBR e 2, BIDRE R 4 1 2 B DA 1) R D T I A T i 1 AT SR A
I B ESCHR P2 BRI R AR AL (W MC, PCP, OP) IFSHA IR R 1E# C 2
PR EAUER, RV S AR A I, S I SRAE T AL 19 RE 95 45 1) FLSE Y
fif o SRTTAESCPRN. FH rh, B P A% P B $ 26 AFAE AR ME DL 2 - IX {45t LA
53 (82 T B 2 7™ Bl 25 ) AL PR LS o

2.2 ETIEEBBMRIEIGERE LN A

PEIK— B4 oR, B TR I SO 88— 5 e AR 0 A4 G5 0 T A
(g BT T R AUA

FENEUAIT 2 0, FRATTE SE28 HUx — 4 S I U5 M. Al
LT e R AR EIG, HBE TR AN Lo 16) T L) J9% i MLE
R, M OB EEEE, 1() A L() )y RGB =3 L M I s
B, 523 pli) € R (a < w, b < h) HUMEE A i 0 g 2.

221 IEEEHEEEL
Y EME R R 1, AR B NLM 533 2 5 R B 1

= D Wi IG). (2-10)

HAw(i, j) BB R i AG xR j 2 EPFELE. B2 a8iErs, A7 NLM Fik

S, B p() MEEYe p(j) BT HSRE, 30 p() € R(a < w,b <

1) A p(j) € R (a < w.b < h) S BINLLEEE S § RRZE A | LR Gbh.
w(i, j) = ;%Sexp<—d<p<o,p<j»/h2> (2-11)

9
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Hrd(p(i), p(j)) 9 p(i) M p(j) ZTERIBEE: d(p(i), p(7) =Il p())=p(j) I}.5» o >0
NETZBIRREZE o h A (i) 70 AN FE 2R B 22 AR IR 1 bR E AL 2 40

TR i BATE LV R EARTA AR, IF 3R DU B ALE R 2L
P = [w(i,1)vec(p(1)) w(i,2)vec(p(2)) -], HH vec(p(i)) FAMERIL p(i) Fln &=
G TR BB & . fea 34145 2R TR AR 5 i) 7

min || P~ L st rank(ZL) = 1. (2-12)
pGBVBEY L= W |35 b R 2 R sy Rt 1 7S 1/ =R TP 8

2.2.2 ETFHRE SVD HEIGERES X
FETHLE SVD HERIUG Fem 7 vk [24] BARBIRINT

s MIMEFEEG I R —HESWEGES, HAEEPR—MFEARS p (X
B, B MG RIS AR5 ) o RS B M IX IR kA5
FEARYL ONARL T (e o B IXEE PG S [a EAk,  TFRE EATTAL R [
P=[ppip2- Pio

« Xf P AT SVD 4R3I P = UsVT. R S d A AR T e RE T
VPR FLAE T, DAIRASHERE X

o EARBJERIER L = UX VT BRIEREERE 1. S TERERSHRPHER
s WU TE RO P A O e 28 B 1 5

Al DLVE R B T H 0 SVD MG M7 ik 5 D Re s il S AN Hh 3%
T AR R
mLm% | P—L||7 +arank(L), (2-13)
TG R o WA BRIESE, B bk m) R B 45 2 i 25 R 5 2 T3 SVD
(1 EUE 2 M7 VAR ]

223 ETEHHHRMILT5E
G —HRUUWANT p=[ppip2--- pi)y FPWBLIILEA (Simultaneous
sparse coding based method, SSCB) [25] & X 1R

1
min o || P = DA 7 +a Il AT lla., (2-14)

Hrfb, DRENDLP F2FRM T, ARG RUGERE. A NS i 5] A N
XM D BRI i AN p KIS pr = DA o AT Y A B B R,

| AT [lo1= X1y ( \ 2= Ai2j)°

10
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UIANTE L oy =[S0y A%, WIIAT [l FTA 1R R3S

1A lloa= ) i, A=3SV7,

i=1

H Y = diagloy, 09, - o)y VBN FIFERE XA v = (A) /o XA
TR A B i AMTIE . WA (2-14)%F

DY

: 1 T 112 N
min = || P~ DV |} —I—ale oi. (2-15)

RS [26] W, AEFE WAL H R (2-15)5 1038 (2-16)% 4T, T/ & REWSFI A P 1Y
SVD 7 R K R AE A5 21 o

1
min 2 || P~ L I} +alLl.. (2-16)

SR, SEEAE R BRI PN A R AR AL, (BRI RS S . R
FEXPRIEDL T#01G 2 1RGP R &5
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B ABEAE

B=ZFE IHREZE

3.1 AHREAERHIER S

IS — B R B, JE SRS R % 0 A (1-5) 1) 42 R s A 151,
ESR IR N TR R, SRR 2 NS, Bk, 8 7 iRm ik isiok
B, —ASET A AR B an e -

(ple(x) = ¢(x))(¢(x) = x)
( :

V) = ) T )~ 2p() ¥
Hrpo(x) =y —Ag/(x)o FET XA E, AT 20— B0E 9% GAIGA
AT WEHE2).
Bk 2 GAL %
BIN: y>0, 7>0 LRSERERKE « > 0,
11 & ap = max{x|Ag”(x) = -1 B x = 0}, 4 f/(ao) <0, MPATH 2 b HMR
bl X, = ap HPATHE 5 B
z@%ﬂwgzyﬂkzooﬁﬁﬁﬁ%3ﬁo
3 A |‘,0(90(Xg))) - 2¢(xg)) + xg)l >71&k <k, 1R[] xgH) = w(xg)) HPATE 4 8.
BRI &, = o(xY) HHATE 545,
4 k=k+1 HiRRZE 3 .
5. HLEL £,(0) A0 £ (%) 13 BB & B AU X,
vt A (1-5) PR AR X, o

N EATTR S UE ] GAT 2 MEN ST 17 A (1-5) & R s L. v 17 (i
W, BATE XAFT5H
Xy :max{xlfy’(x) =0,0<x<yorx=0}
S={x|fi(x)=0,0<x<yl),
g"(0) = lim ¢"(x), ¥(x,) = lim y(x),

x—)xy

ap = max{x|Ag” (x) = -1 or x = 0} .

BB [15] FULANGE, L H—ET £(x), o(x) Fly(x) HR LT,
LA T GAT S 85ChE e B
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EX 1 XF g():RT > RY, & XH# A1-A3 WIF:

Al g(x) PRGN ER, g(0) = 0,

A2 g'(x) kM.

A3 g"(x) TEIX[A] (0, +oo0) 4L,

S 1 [0 e e BN A1-A3 ) g M S £ 0B, WE

(i) B Wy 2k 1830550, B = o), Hdrgat x =y,
R IIELT %,

(ii) SFFAEREM Vx e (£,y], W % < (x) < x;
(iil) %, /& o(x) F—MABA, B, o(x) = X;
(iv) argminyeo, fi(x) FMAGFE (1-5) 842 R B AL A o
SI3B 2 AETALBE A1-A3 M g H S0, M
(i) 0<ag <y
(i) @(x) A8, 10 ¢ (x) FEXTA] (0, 4-00) I
(iil) X Vx € (ag,00) A -1 < Ag”(x) < 0 ALIL;
(iv) 78 f/(x) = 0 FEXTA] (ag,y] WEZH — .
SI3 3 HEWLEE AL-A3 1 g 4 S+ 0B, NAE FHLERIL:
(i) ¢'(x) <1 WOL;
(i) & f/(ao) <0, W ag <y, IHHITRE f(x) =0 FEXIE (ao,y] WA ME—E;

(ili) # fy(ao) 20, 4 Xy & (0,a0) U (ao,y] (& a2y, X (ao,y] =0; ZHap=y
i, 5 X (0,a0] = 0)-

(iv) fi(x) FEXTE] (0, +o0) WEZH —NAEEMRAME S

SIEE 4 ZEW AR A1-A3 [ go 23 S#0 H f)(ap) <0, N
D) M TAERER x e (%,y], #A ¢(x) <x ROL;
i) x, 22 ¢(x) BABIEL B, y(x)

X0
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B ABEAE

SIE 5 gER el A1-A3 ) g. 21 S#0 H f/(a0) <0, W y(x) 2 (x,,y] X
() b A A% 4 R

BT BRI, NS A E BER U R GAT B I sl TRk 1) A (1-5)
INENSEFLIN

EIE 1 el ek AL-A3 1) g 2 S+ 0 H fi(ag) <0 5L, W x
w20 = y) BRI W) ST &
JIERR Fﬁﬂﬁﬁ}aémﬁmﬁﬂ Yk, x> e Mk=1, x) =) > ¢(x,) =
Xy ﬁtiﬂ*”* GG — NSRS WL EA G 4 (i) B8, Bk=n
i, >x&4 M0 = g (38 > w(x,) = Bo M ﬁﬁ,mﬁ@unﬂ
L] Y < xOvke Bk W) degk, F AATUUE S W) BT xq. B,
XG 2 Xyo

A RUEEIE x¢ = X, BRI xg > X0 FIA @(x) XA (x,,y] FEZE,
A (X)) BT (w(xe)le LA (8T = w () T xer L w(x6) = xa
XE5HLIE 4 (1) 20 ¢(xe) < xg *H%E E 58 e O
EE 2 g R BK A1-A3, fl(ap) <0, WA

(i) ik 1 BRrEs) () gkt
(ii) 1 CAT BEIFE] (x0) L.
(i) WHERE k>0, 1776 0<p< 148 X — x| = 0(o%) BT

SERR (i) 2 £(x) £ 0. fa) < 0 WITTLLEIEIEE 3 (ii) HEh S # 0. i3] 2
(i) 7% 5 7251

k+1 - k —
O e SN €0 e 26
dm T T im

X=Xy X=Xy

H & e (x,, xL ) NN %, > ap ATURE] ¢'(x,) < 1, #HFFI {xik)} B
PRI S, H Sl ESHUERE, AT LAAS R
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& 3-1: Lo ey — 23k AR

Table 3-1: Some surrogate functions of £

Name | &) ¢ “
L, pxP L 0<p<1| p(p-1)x*2 | max((Ap(1 - p))77,0)
LSP #‘ _ﬁ max( \/z -7, O)
2
Laplace % exp(_7x) —y% exp(‘f) max(—ylog(%),0)
LOo 7%‘ B (V—&}x)2 max( ‘/z -, O)
L ith Y 2 \/10;(2%_1 .
ogarithm | oomieern | ~Gareeen | max(——,——0)
ETP yexp(yx) = exp(-yy) max(ﬁ 0)
1-exp(~y) 1-exp(-y) —y ,

Horbt & € (5,0%) . BUFRATAT A

Hop s 18+ Yk, B e >0 oz,
(iii) XMEZER Y x € (%,,y), FR ¢(x) = ¢(x) - _‘/’(9;(?1)‘ 1()‘) < ox)(Hb g e
(p(x),x)) LI (X)) = @(%,) = X,» 7] LATGH

Y(x) = X < @(x) —o(x) = ¢'(£)(x - X)) <¢'(%)(x - X)),

) Y(x) =% < px— %) ¥V x € (x,y) ML
(x), e B, w R—AEGEHEN p <1

Hr §2€(Xy,x)o T p=¢(x) (<
HEHE 1 (ii) FTAL, o(x) € (%,,y), V
R . 5 Y - %) = 0(0h) IR
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B ABEAE

H1 51 B 3(iii) A1 (v), FTEAREI £ (ao) = O, A1 (1-5) I LA T {0, ao) -
JiAh e &, BE S 51BE 3 (i) BLA (iv) EBI I RE T LIS 22 £/ (a) < O I, 1]
B (1-5) AR R IR T {0, X} H0 GAT SVEMCECT 108 (1-5) e LA

FIAMRER 2AT AR, 2 f1(y) # 0, fl(ao) < O I, GAI HUULSIGE 2 ST
IR 2 H 2R EA R, GAT B LLER £,(0) A1 £, (xg) T ELEE45 2
E?djtﬁﬁ (MBS xg = ag). THEIEILELLEL £,(0) A1 £, (%)) Z 8T, a1

o WIS TEMMIENL N GAT YSIGHE 5 L AL T B

NS GAT BfF RN . B e B AT DAL 2

Horb 1 513 2 (i) AT SR £ € (@(x), x),
53 2 (i) 7T L3

—1>0 e By = - >0, 1§
<p() w(»)

cole(e(x8)) = 20(x¥) + X1 > 10(x8) — (e(x¥))).
L lo(o(x2)) = 20(x) + x¥) < 7 J9 GAT {94 1E A LR 5 A7 Ak
o 7)) = 1p(:0) = ()] B EEYE H cor FTEEH

« BfRIE T GAIfi @%E%Bﬂﬁ‘/ﬂﬁhﬁﬂlﬁﬁfﬁﬁ K92 GAT [P RR EL v (x)
BB lo(e(xl)) — 20(x)) + x5 AT o i, SEIkpE AL

3.2 HESSWSSH

N GAT BERELIE M — A B 04, FRATTR A B2 % GAT 55
VERNEIE PSSR B AT X B . 25 58T T i) @t

arg min G(X) = —||Y X1 + AZ Z 2(IX; (3-1)
i=1 j=1
H X,y e R™", X;; /e fifE X 55 i 175 j IRt
MBI S, HFE Y e R0 e iy 55 28l ST [R] 40 A T b IE 25 90 A
N(0,1), AHEERN 1. N TH—DELERRE, HAPEEZIFIE EZM4 R
k = 1000, 7=10"20 I, B33 H% HAE A B —ANEiE, e Xt FIH
#axtR 2 Absolute Error = |G(X*) — G(X,)| SRETEAF kG 2tt, Hd X M
ANFFEIERE k OERTS IR R, B8, XFFAHMEM &k, Absolute Error /N
N B B WS S P R
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10t
——GAI

10t ——Lu's worl
o 3 S 5
1 10 i i
L 2 ]
2 .45 =] =]
g0 E S
S 8 2
< < <

._\
)
N

10°
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 1 20 40 60 80 1 20 40 60 80 100 120 140
Iteration Numbers (k) Iteration Numbers (k) Iteration Numbers (k)
T P 4ip
(@) L, J6%, p=0.5 (b) LSP &5, y=1 (c) Laplace &5, y=1
10t 10*
1 o i
10 ——Lu's work 10 ——Lu's work]| 10t ——Lu's work
S0t 3 s 5 10°
I 1 10° [ITREYNG
Q Q
S10° = g
3 3510 S 10
7] @ 2
Qo o a -9
< g5 < 07 < 10
10-11
107 10° 1013
1 20 {10 60 80 1 5 10 .15 20 25 30 3¢ 1 5 10 15 20 25
Iteration Numbers (k) Iteration Numbers (k) Iteration Numbers (k)
. 4
(d) LOG &, y=1 (e) Logarithm &40, y=1 (D ETP &51mi, y=1

B 3-1: ¢ H (a) L, €%, (b) LSP #& 31, (c) Laplace & 3i 3, (d) LOG # 3§,
Logarithm & 15 2% (f) ETP &F A, Hikl = GAL 69HA 8 %

(e)

Figure 3-1: The convergence curves of Algorithm 1 and GAI with the surrogate g being (a) L, norm,
(b) LSP penalty, (c) Laplace penalty, (d) LOG penalty, (e) Logarithm penalty and (f) ETP, respectively.

HT B 3-13RATTAT DU 2. | GAL SRS 3 ih & T B IE . mE A 6
UGRAR, AH R L0 R ZE it B P B 1077, AR XS Y, EREE 1A B R T R
g . AL, SRS 2HE 100 4k, AR XS IR ZE A fE

EF 1077,
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FHNE FBRERIEEREERVBEULNA

41 BIRRIKIREHER

N TAESE Z 1) Lo JeE0R) AE™ B A RE WS B B8 A7 &80 M. FH T 58 22 BRI AR Vi &2 )
A, DR SRR R BE M Re . fEIX— 3, TATKE B — D — R fgix
FHT SR Al 565 — SRR K EHELE (1-6).

N7 ITER, AT T A

rgliEn rank(A) + @ || E llgos
st. |P-A-E|2<e, (4-1)
ﬁq:‘ ”E”g’o = Z?:l | \,Z (i,))eG: E2|0 E%ﬁﬁé g = {gl’g29g3" o ’gh} i%/i

U Gi={(i, )l <i<m1<j<n)
{ NG =0.

H 4-DFE XESEH, X THE—FERII KRR E L, w3 PCA,
RPCA 1 OP, #REWEEANER 4-DI—MFRIGH. 28T, BT 4-1)2— NP X
)@, [RIUCABERE ELHR AR . N TR UGX AN R, FRATRIA Ly Jaim kS
g RIS R Ly 63, WMUAS B N IHESE BB = LI B HELD)

max(m,n)
min D gloi(A) + |l E ligg,
’ i=1
st. [|[P-A—E|*<e, (4-2)
He Elg, = X1, gl /z(i’j)eg,E?j)o FRAT AT DA I X 2 (R SR AR, SR AR B HE 42
(4-DE— IR . X g 248 Lo JEEIHI R RAR N B ACR HOm 3R A Bk 1 E
AR B(ER 8

42 RUFRTEEEN—HEMEARHIER S

FATE SSHHEZR (4-2)Fe Ay LN 2y e e

min Fy (A, E) —aZg oi(A +,BZ (IEglIr) + ||D A-E|2. (4-3)
GicG
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A AN ) e VRT3

W T R SR A (4-3) B A N E SERERCR . A4S & ARBR T iR A AT I 5906
(4-3)H) A T E FEATIRARKAR « X PR S & W7 IR R AR AR T B SR B AL B
% (The combining the coordinate descent with the proximal algorithm, PBCD).

(1) grE AL F1EW, 193] ACHD

i=

X 1
argmina ) g(ci(A)) + SID = A= EVIE + clld - AC);
1
+c

o« ! 1 (D—EW) 4+ cAW) |
= argmin——— gloi(A)) + =|lIA - 7. 4-4
I 2 A+ 5 T

(2) Q/\ Ak+1 %n E ’ /%laiu E(k—i—l):

. 1
argming ) g(IEgir) + 51D~ A®D ~ EJf + cllE ~ EVIE

Gi€G
1 (D - AW) 4 cEW
= arg min \Eg,lIF) + =|IE - 2. (4-5
o C>g§i€gjg< allr) + 5 T P (&)

EE 3 STFEEM >0, Bi% (AW, EW)) 2 PBCD HkFE211K— A4,
I (AW, E®Y} 35 2 TH S5 -

1) Fl(A(k E® ) $lﬂﬁm HHA F,(A ( k+1),E(k+1)) —Fl(A(k),E(k)) > c(”A(k+1) _
AWIE +IEEY — EOIR) AL

2) F (A(l)’ E(l)) > CZ,Zi(||A(k+1)—A(k)||%+||E(k+1)—E(k)||12:)’ X ERE limkﬁer(A(k), E(k))_
(A(k+1),E(k+1)) =0,

MERR RN ARHD R (4-4) R ALAR, )
a/zg 0_1 k+1 ”D A (k+1) E(k)”% + nllA(k+1) —A(k)”%
<a Z g(ei(a®)) ||D A® — EDIZ 4 A - AD2, (4-6)

[EEE
Fl(A(k) E(k)) - F (A(kH),E(k))

—a Z gloi(AMY) —||D AW — EOIE —a ) g(oy(A%H1))
i=1

——”D A(k+1 ”2 > n”A (k+1) _ A(k)”% (4_7)
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Ffth, B ECTD 2 (4-5) IR, 15

1
8 Z g(IIE(g'j“)IIF) + §||D _ Al _ E("“)H% + 77||E("+1) - E(")II%

Gi€eG
1
<B D sUIEGF) + 1D =A% — EWIR 4 EY — EO), (4-8)
Gi€G
B3N]
1;11 (A(k+1)’E(k)) _ 1_711 (A(k+1)’E(k+1)) > nllE(kJrl) _ E(k)”?; (4_9)

A9 (4-7) F1 (4-9), 153
F, (A("),E(")) - F, (A(kH)’E(kH))

>p(ACHD — AR)2 4| ECHD — E0)12), (4-10)

it Fy(AW ER) BB X k= 1,2, 0 THEOL IR (4-10) KA1, f

1

0
Fl(A(l),E(l)) - Fl(A(toJrl)’E(toJrl)) >n (||A(k+1) _A(k)”% + |E®HD - E(k)”%).

k=1
(4-11)
FHILH Fi(A,E) JE5urT bLE 3|
Fl(A(l),E(l)) > ,]Z(”A(kﬂ) _A(k)”% + ||E(k+1) _ E(k)”%). (4-12)
k=1
A VRO -

w ERTA, AT AR PBCD B0 ol # (4-3) 53 BCPRAS1- 0] &1L (4-4) A0
(4-5)EAT M O e BT HeR B g(x) A1 RIS, (4-4)RENE W F AL D9 I T ) AL 4T 3R
fifE [15]:

argmin f,(x) = 5 (v~ 2)7 + Ag(x), (113

Hey > 00 PR —HRRE D, RATEZR 71 (4-5). 54k, T
AR (4-5) P IS Eg, BRI, 3RATH 75 255800 F S5 7]

min = 318 + Agsl) (114)
Soohy A x MR, 2 FERGHA S, RATHI T (4-14)FhE — B

) 1
IIlXIIlF(X) = ;lly—xllﬁ + Ag(IIxll,), (4-15)

Heh p> 1 H K, = (S Il?)? x AR x 8B i MLE EcE. 2y =0,
BH1GF] (4-15) RN 0.
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Rk, FRATTEE PR AR ) J (4-15)7E y # O IR AL, IF HooE X

A=argmin F(x) = Jlly - xll; + 2g(Ikxll,),
5= fv 2l cangmin (3) = Lyl ~-+ 2g(1).

RT IR, AT mE L F(x) A f(x) BR/MEN @ = ming F(x) 1 g =
min, f(x). MRATH LTSk

5136 WRy#0, p>1, g() & FYELRE, X TEER x e R #H L
g(lx) =0, W a=p.

ﬁ$w@6,&Mﬁﬁ&m%—A£Em ERATR .

EFE A4 Hp>1, () 2 MFFESRE ¢0) =0, HXMEER x e R #H
g(Ix) = 0 Bz,

{0}, if y=0;

B, if y#0.

WERR B, My =08, A={0}. FULAFTIUEHY y+0 G A= B WOLH]
Ao IIFERYE, MFAERM 2o € 8, MG 6 #REAT 2

argmin F(x) = {

F(x*” y” ) = —IIIyllp —x"1” 4+ 2g(Ixo)) =B = «, (4.16)
p

ﬁ%ﬁﬁxﬁreﬂ Hit, BcC A,

WA =R, & x eA, HAEP x* € B Hx =08, ME5IH6 K
AL ] B = o = F(x*) = 1llyll; = f(0), BF, 0eB. &, FAI5E]

«=p s%ﬁWWWﬁmw+@mﬁm>
< %w—xmga@mfm>:a, (4-17)
Rk
Iyl = 17l = Ty - 57l (418)
ﬁ—%WMFmew+@mfm» (419)

i (4-18), A77E o 2 0 BT x* = cop Lo BARE] co = IxNl,- HI (4-19)7]
Al f(x) 15 x = co AHURHR/ME. T x* = Il € Bo UEMTEAL. O
517 XFy>0, X

1
min ;ly — xI? + Ag(|x|) (4-20)
PN x5 W x> 0.
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M E R 4 AIGI B 7, [A) (4-14) 808 T T — 4 n) 3R AT i ok

argmin f,(x) = 5 (v~ 2)” + Ag(x), (421)

Hrpy >0,

y
R EIREEVRA GAT HIZANEE & Rl LIS 2 i ) B — A Ui -

1
argmin Z|Y = XI; +1 3" ¢(1Xg,ll2)- (4-22)
Gi€G
B 3G T AR (4-22) e SR AR AR . e, TSR BRI ERE S
— AN E
Bk 3 T (4-22) I — M it R
BIN: Y eR™ G,
R =1,2, .., 1G] AT
* g llr =0, % Ci= {0}
B C: = (x el € argmin (¥ llr - x)? + Ag(x))-

2: /?\X;i ECiXﬂLﬁ:iz 1,2,"' algl"
B W (4-22) BRI X

43 SLEZERGHR

431 HEIRH

9 T UERE GAT FHIARE 37E e i (BB 5 in) /B rp (18 R, FRATTHE MINIST +5
B £ Hopkins 155 48 XA F R 7% (646 Ly v L,« L,(Wang). LSP.
Laplace - LOG. Logarithm 1 ETP) 47 LA,  Horbou T4 b 807 16 B AR @ R
T

o HEZE (4-2) P || - llg,e BEHCA Ty g(IEill2) o
o Ly: B0 3FNERIRAE % Bl T SR AR 1A B (4-21).

o L,(Wang): |~ SUIKARH B 7 fR A B v (1) ¢ B L, Y540 [22] it 2
5271 I R BI{E (Generalized Soft-Thresholding,GST) 43 il 4 F T 5K figt
(4-5)H1 (4-4).

o )T ARG 7 R B ) g 430 L, 54, LSP #:1i5i, Laplace #& 1
T, LOG #1150, Logarithm 51T LL & ETP #& ST, A H5HE 381 GAL
SR ARSI (1) T 1545 53 ) 6124 L, LSP, Laplace, LOG, Logarithm LA & ETP.
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PATE L L 20 X, Ham A F1 FZ& [28] FEE H T IR AR 57 A o
Horr

« Ham: Ham SR BRI A SN Ham = 1900, 3o g A, (05034 AN A°
RS HES 2 VUL BIBE S [20], B0ob Ao 9 RUSEAE, A* JyrtsRAR (4-2) 4 31
AR

« F1EE: F1EENEAAZN F1 = B2, Hip= 2o R= 2. X

B TP, FP, TN LR FN 73 EIATE, BREATE, FEAME LR AR

4.3.1.1 £ MNIST FEHFHIFEE LAILEER

% 4-1: £ MNIST F B4 F %% £, T F 7 %4 Ham 2 X b

Table 4-1: Comparison of Ham for anomalies identification on MNIST digit dataset.

Video Clip | ¢=5 c=10 | c=15 | ¢c=20
Ly 0.9680 | 0.9460 | 0.9060 | 0.8800

L, 0.9760 | 0.9480 | 0.9220 | 0.8840

L, (Wang) | 0.9780 | 0.9460 | 0.9160 | 0.8940
LSP 0.9420 | 0.8960 | 0.8440 | 0.7980
Laplace | 0.9680 | 0.9480 | 0.8960 | 0.8620
LOG 0.9840 | 0.9620 | 0.9260 | 0.8940
Logarithm | 0.9780 | 0.9560 | 0.9180 | 0.8980
ETP 0.9480 | 0.9020 | 0.8560 | 0.7960

% 4-2: £ MNIST FEXF#FEE L, TR FZ X0 F L& FILE

Table 4-2: Comparison of F1 measurement for anomalies identification on MNIST digit dataset.

Video Clip | ¢=5 c=10 c=15 | c=20
L 0.7600 | 0.7200 | 0.7133 | 0.7150
L, 0.8000 | 0.7300 | 0.7200 | 0.7250
L, (Wang) | 0.7800 | 0.7200 | 0.7133 | 0.7050
LSP 0.4600 | 0.4100 | 0.4800 | 0.4800
Laplace | 0.7800 | 0.6900 | 0.6800 | 0.6600
LOG 0.8200 | 0.7900 | 0.7600 | 0.7350
Logarithm | 0.7800 | 0.7800 | 0.7267 | 0.7450
ETP 0.4200 | 0.5400 | 0.4800 | 0.5150
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FATEIL 100 — co NELT “07 AFRNBAEREAR, WET “1-97 FREHLIER
AFEARNE AT AT IR R P A X S A S A i o

(d) Logarithm (e) LOG

B 4-1: AR 7 EFEFFAARALE R, BB R R QI )0HAIKKIRS X F2
IR EF Q9L KT o
Figure 4-1: Identified outliers by different surrogates. The parts surrounded by red lines and blue lines

are the visual representation of the low rank part X* and sparse part E*, respectively.

HH R A% 4- 1M F 4% 4-27] DLFE H 2 F AR 0 7 vk Z b Ly A 20 (Rl 2&
LOG). HJFERAET: I L, M &, ETAEMERTERSER H T L. Fit
TS T 45 2 FRATT I 28 AR RR AR A AR A, T R 8 B8 MEAA MR U LB e (e, 1
4-1 BT 2 co = 5 W, HAFRTTERS 2R 2 iR ss K. A L,. LOG
*ﬂ Logarithm £ Ham {H A1 F1 fE & R HE B RIRI, B AFRAT A 2 Bl 2L H

—ZFOTEU R Ly TR R . WE4-1 TR H, B H LOG $EEHI# B i
Bﬁjj/ﬁfﬁ‘ﬁfﬁmo X E IR B 1 R T VR A R .

4312 fE Hopkins 155 HIBRE LRISLIRER
Xy, FRATTR F #dE 4 Hopkins 155 FH AL 1) “1R2RC”, “1R2RCR”

ﬁtm%ﬂm(AILQHTHﬁ&ﬁ TIER, AR R A A R

(1) “IR2RC’: M7 I & =FIA RSB iz s), W8 b PR RAHBLA &
PP A28, IR2RC Rom 8 — MR RANEE X Rk, AL E .
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(@) (b) (c)

B 4-2: Hopkins 155 ¥ 49 =475 : (a) “I1R2RC”; (b) “IR2RCR”; (c) “three-cars”
Figure 4-2: Examples in Hopkins 155: (a) “1R2RC”; (b) “1R2RCR?”; (c) “three-cars”.

1 1 . - _ 4
35
038 038
3
0.6 £06 525
£ g 2
= 2 g 2
= 2
0.4 0.4
z Z1s
1
02 02
05
||| o L] 0
"IR2RC" "IRIRCR"  "Three cars” "IR2RC" "IRZRCR"  "Three cars" "IR2RC" "IRZRCR"  "Three cars"
(@) (b) (©

B 4-3: AR/ (a) Ham 5% (b) F1 K25 (c) BATH B () =47 @ a9 tb 4,
Figure 4-3: Comparison of (a) Ham; (b) F1 measurement; (c¢) Running time (seconds) for anomalies

identification on three datasets.

(2) “1R2RCR”: AT A& = MR FIZRM A E 5, A+ B N AT LA
B )i S . “1IR2RCR” a6t R ATFHNL AR e % .

(3) “three-cars™: LI F1 “three-cars™ £ 2 P 50 H 42 1 AT — A H [ 72 AR AL
AL G T) ERENI&E TR A =k

W [30] frids, FEASFE BN G A R AN R e B A R [ B A AT T
—MERE ] 2 A FEEE 3% & B R P00 B S 2 2 0l & T A R AR 41
. B, FERXRANERSY, A TR EAAST 25— A2 S0 Rk #E o M
U BT A5 1) & (B A s IR R BT RGP 2 mg 4E ) 1) &) VR R ERE A, AR
Ja R E A BT R ¢ N RMPUE TR M & AR FE. ELmt, 6T
AN F HIALAR T 51 (B45 “1R2RC”, “1R2RCR” Al “three-cars”), Z4L (c1, ca, mo) 47
WBE R BN (89,15,59), (50,35,49) A1 (30,30,31). AT A HISLIGSE A 2 0LE K
4-3,

ME4-3(a) A1 (b) AT LLE H, B TTIEE R ZHUE O TR SR T Lo Horr,
Laplace 1 ETP #£ Ham 1 F1 PN 5 ARA 2] 7 2 E MR, HAd ETP 1) F1 &
B Ham £ 2B H 1. NE17w A EF (LK 4-3(c)), K& ETP £ K+ 7]
@20 R TR R GAL (EVZEE TRIFME R (Bid L), X

26



BT SR SRARRRIE P R HELE A i LS B

VT GAI B 2001

27



AL AN e VA7

28



FhE ETARMRBRIR AR KRR A R K T

FHE ETIEOERREFRENIEEHBEIGERTE

bEH 2 BAR 55 B BRI, R RN S R A P4, BB &0 —
ELRIORHAE — A2 H A IR R R MR 0 BT 55 A R BRI o 442K
P AV 38 e O B IR AT SRS R FEE R AR R L, 2 K
BXERE ROV R EBRERTE. A NEBRERINETEED MR
5 [31=371 MHEERER T [38,39]0 Jm B 5 230 7 38 1 A8 B A 1) JR o0 2 ) i 2 A
BHSAA. BT REINERA MBI RESME, XEE MR ERENE R
H ORI Bk . AR R ER E AR TR T B2 E R i B AR,
A REBIE LR AR . HrpARR I {E VA (Nonlocal mean method, NLM)
3R H R AR 2 1 R 25 M IX A4Sk R % Ji . NILML 78 73 B A B 2R R B A
RANE, AR ER i 0 e 1 R B2 ) A R 2 SR o P Bl 5 e Ta] R A B
FEPE, R LA A HEAT ] 5 K INBCF 25 )5 S REAS Tt S B i ol iU e, R
FIRRCRT DA R ARSI

5 NLM [AE R E 5 M AR R A&, Ja SO B 7 R &S TR R i 5 07k
B AR R A AL BAR 25 0 5 vk i 3 BB ARG A K I A (BRI
KA A BIAS R AR LR 2 18] (AR A ok ot B B iR . 53k, — 4
TERAE [ B 80 A2 T RORE FIRS £ AR Bk A7) 1) B A i i ) RS 100 R 7 32 B (0 4 AR 2 ARk
(K)o IXPPECRRAR B4 B 42 ) 12 0 P 22 1 AF R AR ADLsk iy R K Mg Sk b, 4
U1 [25,26,38,40,41]. Guo S5 N [24] - HY T — M7 R4k By i g 75 14 i 20 25 18 5
e (1) X B AR5 # B R Be2 RFR) HE F NP 3 S AL 23 i (SVD)s - (2) i/ ar i
FEEARIEJE R GRS ESCER [25] BRI [ > 4R R i R
7 AR R AR SE LT o SEA B A2 AR 5 A B AR RN % AE - i TP 3L 2 AR [R] A
GiJE 5o Dabov F A [40] St 1 —Fh bl [A] R MR 5505, 2SR ARLLA [l (R B
BEAT Mg 3D Ag e, I A I P A b [R] 4 48 i A L BR R R A . Dong 5
N [26] &t 7 —Fhdk T KM MG 7 ZE A T 045 8] B d NS A A e 8 R E R
Bik. Peng 8N [42] - T —Mfr RIS A EINBUT SR AR RINBL Ly Fe/ME T
A, CLRTFEMR B SAIIPERE . Gu 88N [41] MR M T — Bl T B v otk
MU EG RMES, JF B InREr S R 5715 2N A

BN EIRIE TR R I EW A C 2 BT TARKKI ), (H2 T IKARAE
FELUT JRIBR A BN BT 1) 25 16 75 3 0 2 B 0f 22 B A1 v B g P Bk 1), R AT ]
XS R (kg A AR UK. BRI R T R PR R A, AT RE
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EMRAIR IR IR 2. FHL b, EEbri BB EBRN AT, T E =g
PRI N A P A T P (e v e P 1 5 e ) vy B0 i s Ak o
o IR A A AR S s BB 25 M B b 2 BB B (1 — b SE OV S BRI AL . O TR
XL A, PRATIHG B T R o AR R N T R B e L IR S BT
T Lo B AR T B ARH] AR Y Lo YE AR B 2

5.1 ET Ly SEHHSHUIFLBERVEKRERE

DK% G AR 6 M s R R TT ik (43471 8 H 5 B e bk rF e /= A B,
A AP AR DR e A% L BRIk e 7, f Jo FRAC B2 IR i SR 7 o R =24 K v e 7 288
LR BB AL e 7 B, 3 R ARSI 1 - XA AR SiR S I S R BRTTVA M &
g 2SR AE ALK 8 75 1 B B KRR 55

N T FRERIZA TR, FATHRE RPCA 51N 2wy iy T 5 W 7 25 ok 1) it o 25

min
L

>

I P~ L~ E |l +avank(L) + B |l E llo, (5-1)

N =

1>

Sk I 21 - llo 98P K20 540 e 7 A BT 24 2
B = oo, W EEHUBKERACH (22). (R, U AT LRI ALFLT 5 75 7
75 R 75 DL 3 T AR 4 7 R L 75

A BB BT L S5 AR AR, R DL Rt DL 4 45K
W T B BRECAEBT 1 SRR SR Lo 9, BN T 1930 — A TTARAOGLAL
UL, s BV A e 0 L S0 0RO B o OB A RS 2% L,
HORBGE ST SRR, B BB 0
min 2 | P~ L= E I} +a I L1 +81 Ell (52)

L,

HES-1 AT 0L Lo YEHORT Ly Y550 2 I 22 5 24 A A0 il A A 1) 2 T 302y
lIxllo B> & x T I EEZR S0 R #4521 B 1E U R B0 e AR R A ST . T2
TEMIHL (1x]l, B, [ x HAER e R Z B E T S HA AR, B a R4
S AEL R /I 52 B AF B PR A ST 0N o 3 38 A5 H BRLAIC A i 8 B A A (AR 22 T R 4
ATREARNEIAS N RSO, TR [48] BT e, A 24 50 PR 1R 25 2F i
BT, (5-2)A REXEAMK S HSLAR, BURTE RS BSLE IR R . RILEIR 2 92bR
), AR (5-2) T RE VRS B EAR AR SR AR AR BRI . N T MR X A
BATR A H 7545 H—A G-DRIAEMIERL.

T, EFTIE Ly BRI,



FhE ETARMRBRIR AR KRR A R K T

—y=IIxll,
—y=IIXlly | ]

€=0.001
—¢=0.01 |

B 5-1: L, &4, Ly HHEABREFAERAETRNR WS e THRK,

Figure 5-1: Curves of L; function, Ly function and the parameterized norm with respect to different

N T RE— DT Ly BBV ZE RS TR 2, AT ZE A 7 5I A A
(5-3),
(x {1+h(x,6), *i,x > 0; s, (5.4)
0, #.ox=0.
FEAd H (x) 3 2 X2,

EX 2 XT xe [0, 4+00),
1) 0< H.(x) <1;
2) H.(x) XA& x &L H S

3) limH,(x) = H(x)-

AT RE LA, BATE L h(xe) = =, x> 0, > 0. KUk, ACHET
H. (x) &5 T & X,

X5 —ZZ 6+|XU| >0,

i=

Forp X, RHEFE X e R™ (B m < no.) AT i 475 jAIRIICER, PN HIRE
AEHAE . WRYE EiRE S, AN ARG

lime (1 - m) L Xi; # 0,
limee €(1 = ) = X,

B 5 W, WHR € — 0, XI5y — 1Xlloo WR € — oo, €llXIl5y — 1IX]1-
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R, TR LB HATEEL | - oy W1F
min{m,n}

Il L ”;NN: Z (1 - ;%

— €+ |oi(L)]
b oy(L) L e R il i MR, PNN TRIER SRR
R, Z B VG B 2 B A TE Bk 70 ) B AR (5-1) R AZTa HOm Ly 98
H, 132 '
min o | P=L-E|; +a |l Llpyy +811 E lIZ (5-5)

5.2 MAEE

H T [F I SR g (5-5)H i L A E BN R e, JRATRF P AL BR T B 5% (The
block coordinate descent method, BCD) [49] SRS b 1) L Kl E 3EATIEAC R AR,

1
LHh:mg%pinP—L—Ew@+aanm, (5-6)
1

EHh:m@@nénP—U“—Eniﬂﬂmw% (5-7)

IR AT FE ) e 2 3R 2 LR PN 7 ) /8t g ] =t

1 ;
min = | ¥ = X [z +211 X [y (5-8)
. 1 2 €

m}}n 5 1Y =X+ X Ny - (5‘9)

H T [ (5-8)F (5-9)F 1 X F Y (SN eR o @ n, Wk (5-8)% N
TR AT R A
€
€+ |x|

)

1
arg min é(y —x)* 4+ (1 -

. 1( )2 Ae
=argmin—(y— x)° — .
& x 2 Y €+ |x

(5-10)

BATE || X 1l6y,, B SO R3] X 1978 R AE, WO HLi (S-8)TT s, Tl
(5-O)VEAEBEMR TR, o T RO, T (5-9) W 2 UM,

1 2 N
my%nénY—me+AZ;ma¢mL (5-11)

Ho oy(X) Rom X IE i DAFRE, b(x) = 1 - 5. WS [15] Frid, MR
b(x) H NFH, TSR,

1 > N
arg min Y - X% +/le(0'i(X))

i=1
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= UDiag(Prox, (o (Y),2))V7, (5-12)

HAr U, oY) MV H Y 1 SVD 73# Y = UDiag(o(Y)) VT 153, Prox,(-) & LUl
®
Prox,(y) = arg min %(y — x)? 4 Ab(x) (5-13)

RS (5-10)7E A0 HEAESEH, AR (5-10)PE AR, ) )8
(5-8) K1 (5-9) B REME W7 fift v o

N7 (5-10), BATLAH LT 48,
Fig 1

argmin = (y — x)? — = sign(y) arg mm( (Iyl = x)* - e ). (5-14)

x 2 € + |x] €+ x

id(x) == 5(lyl=x)*=25 - WL [15] B JJ@ arg min o d(x) = arg min,eo,z,) d(x)

&ar, Hod %, = max{xld’(x) = 0,0 < x <y} U . KA
, Ae )
d'(x) = (x=1Iyl) + EESE =0= (x=Dbl)(e+x)°+ =0,

FIREEE 1 FEPHAR, BATER (5-10) AR EFERE S0 M5t

i 2 2 Proxg.(y) = argminx%(y—x) FIH ho, A A xy BIE X (LFE
#5-1), FATA T4

(1) 24 A >0 K,

E+IXI

x1+|X1|, ity > \/Q(d(XI+|XI|)+/1);
2 2
Proxs, (v) =40, if I < \/2(d(x1 haly L. (5-15)
_X1‘;|X1|, jf,yé—\/Q(d<x1‘;|X1|)+/l).

(2) 4 A <0,

h h h h
e N T T
h h
Proxg, (y) =10, if, |y| < \/2(d<%|0|) +2); (5-16)
h h h h
_0—;|0|, if,ys—\/Q(d(O—gl()')—i—/l).

N Tt RSB IE A R, BATTE SRR, — 48 300 Lo H
i) @i,
Proxg(y) = arg min %(y — x)? 4+ AH (x). (5-17)
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ox,(y) with different b(-)

Pre

——Prox. (y).e=1
—Prox. (¥),c=0.5
—Prox. (y),e=0.1
—Prox.(y)

3 o

y

B 5-2: Prox,(y) = argmin, 3 (y — x)? + Ab(x), H+ 1 =30,
Figure 5-2: Prox,(y) = argmin, 3(y — x)? + Ab(x), where 4 = 30.

% 5-1: hy, x1, X2, x3, A, pHaq a9,
Table 5-1: Definitions of hg, x1, x2, x3, A, p and q.

— BB RS E X

1 Jx1— X2|+)»1+X2 lx1— r2\+x1+x2
(I —x3| + + x3)

0= 3

X —1+\/_1{/g ]_73 —1+\/_1\/
2

xg—(_lJ;\/_l)Zi/—g—Fw/(§)2+(§)3+ IJ;\/_li/—g_ (5)2+(§)3_@
A=(2 :

=y + &y
(e + D)

3

q=Ae— (e +y)?

v 3 26 eyl

I\DI'Q

3 e R A AN T

b, ify > V22;
Proxg(y) =140, if, |yl < V24; - (5-18)
Iyl ifiy < —v24.
HES-20 7R, e R/, Proxg (y) #EIE Proxg(y). N IH% HIZ 4518 ™ MIE
.
50 3 Yy, Yeo > 0, A6, > 0 1%, 4 |e| < J.ys [Proxs.(y) — Proxg(y)l < &oo

gi LRk, —HARR) (5-8)F (5-9) R MM, 5t nT DA B Al AR R B SR 6
FRAREAEARY (5-5)i AT IR M . BIHZ SR BES 2 8T  F .
&4 4

1 €
C(E.L):=5IP-L-E 17+l LISy 811 E 12,
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7l
C(Ek-i-l’Lk—‘rl) < C(Ek, Lk)

WERR W LT E X, AR E

]‘ € 1 €
5HP—U“—EU@+0HU“M5WS§HP—U—EUﬁ+aHUH@N

P
1
C@ﬁﬁﬂ>=§HP—U“—Eﬂﬁ+anﬁ“m%fwnﬁwascwﬂﬁ)
B EXL 5 AR
1 1
5HP—ﬁ“—EHW@+ﬂHﬂ“M%S§HP—U“—EU@+ﬂHﬂM%
Kt C(E*, L) < C(EF, L) < C(EX, LX), Nk, weHATL. O
N NEH C(E,L) > 08 FH, Hua f (5-5)0] LLHZIE AR SE BT R AR .

5.3 ETIFMRKRENIEEBEIRERES

BT (5-6), AL —DFRIERIR LB (WLH%4).

Bk 4 JgEER

WMN: —RIHMURBREEE P = [ppLp - o) @ B €,
€o

1 VAR A I E©) = 0, F-# ¢+ = 0,

20 THEL LD FIHSEE 2 IS5 SRR T 10 1 (5-6).

3 T ECD . R (5-12)F14518 2 SRR T 1A /3 (5-7).

4 Bt=1t+1. HEIFEAWS, WEREIE 2 5.

Wil L=L0Y, E=EWHD,

5.4 SCIGZER

N T BE—DISIESRNE 4 AR, FATAE Lansel FrEfiiaE (501 L alxt %
YA v STV 7 AR 2 R v SO kv e 5 MR P R IS L R AT ST

35



A PN e e S A7

(a) T 0 R LR EHE (b) BM3D(PSNR=25.12dB, S- (c) SAIST(PSNR=25.61 dB, S-
SIM=0.7112) SIM= 0.7430)

(d) WNNM(PSNR=25.81 dB, (¢) WNSM(PSNR=25.80 dB, (f) PNMM(PSNR=25.91 dB, S-
SSIM=0.7486) SSIM= 0.7445) SIM=0.7524)

B 5-3: ¥ B KF o =750, KB FEALE% “barbara” L&KL R, “SSIM” AT AL
HyAafintE o
Figure 5-3: Results on the image ‘barbara’ with different methods (noise level o = 75). ‘SSIM’

stands for structural similarity.

541 FWESHMRS

TEIX o, FATERIEACY B = +oo, ZFIEMHAS AL E RN
W7, TR PNMM) 5 TR S8 AT T . X e 7 ik A g B VT i — 4
JEUK [401(BM3D). 7% 8] H & BEAC A - E BE AL [261(SAIST) AU AZ 6 2R /)y
16 [411(WNNM) FIIAL Schatten p yEEUHR /M [511(WNSM)o  BARSZIGAH 14 43 U
T (1) 2 WIAE B S R R FRvE 22 o = (30, 50, 60, 75, 85, 100} 7S g 75 7K S
XA B AT AR (2) FE AR IS e B E N 0.01. (3) WEMEAE KL
(Peak signal to noise ratio, PSNR) 4 FH K PE-Af AN [7] 7715 B L M AR . PSNR [ #E
TR U] 25 e S SRR AT o (4) BT Bl B A 7 ) 2 M 2 oy LA 2 3RAIL R A R i
23,

FLRPR[E] Ze e BT3L 1) PSNR 45 JRAESR S22 P g5 . HIERS5-2m DI 83, 7
RKEZHIEN T, PNMM [ R AR LT HE 5. 24 o B/, BM3D.
SAIST. WNNM. WNSM #1 PNMM ] RSNR {# 35 15201 . {H [ 25 14 75 7K SF- iy 184
o, WHEERBHAFEE. 546, BAVELEGE A K EX &M EEHAT T S
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(a) TG 1 (b) BM3D(PSNR=24.58dB)  (c) SAIST(PSNR=24.27dB)

(d) WNNM(PSNR=24.76dB) (¢) WNSM(PSNR=24.74dB)  (f) PNMM(PSNR=24.88dB)

B 5-4: 3k 5 KF o =100 8, FEFEEERE “hill” EayFRILE R, “SSIM” & A L5448
fAPE o
Figure 5-4: Results on the image ‘hill” with different methods (noise level o = 100). ‘SSIM’ stands

for structural similarity.

HE5-3/15-47] LEH, 5 BM3D 1 SAIST 48, WNNM. WNSM #1 PNMM {4
BT EZRTEENATNEL, wEh SIS, ok, HE WNNM,
WNSM F1 PNMM = F 530 DL, B WNNM A1 WNSM 15 21| 2314 5 EUE H 31
TRZIHE . H R AH HEINAUZ TG EOM IIAL Schatten p YE4417 5, PNN fe

15 2 RGO CRRAR, DRI 0S i rs F g e i B SR B . B2, MM
BUE A IR A S, A HAD VLTS, PNMM ERL 2 1 EL b 22 e %
3o

542 FERESHKHRESIRE

FEIX o, PATPR IR 4(9 TR H90 Jy PNN+PN) 15 Cai [ A [43], Xiao
(1) AR [46] PR IEF A8 (5-2) 0 e 77 v (B TR1 10 NNHLy)o X B, NN+L,
AT PNN+PN fME— AR Z AL E T NN+L, 25T (5-2)HE AT H k4 R IK 5 25
BRI T BENUK e LA e R B — A HL A B, e B gy, FRATTE
PRI LA ik e e 7 R0 2 B4 41 v 37 Mg 75 PO VR 45 M s SRS IR S 7 v AT IR o W 7 5
B E S [43]) HAHIE: F¥MERETREEFREZEN o = {5, 10, 15} FBEALAR Bk g
FEREN r = {10%30%, 50%, 100%}. 5 EANSZIGAHTE], UE{E A5 B Lk (PSNR) #% A
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% 5.2 REFEAERHESHEF T4 PSNR &£ 2

Table 5-2: Denoising results (PSNR) of different methods in case of zero mean Gaussian noise

o=230 o =50

Image BM3D | SAIST | WNNM | WNSM | PNMM Image BM3D | SAIST | WNNM | WNSM | PNMM

lena512 31.26 | 31.27 3143 31.44 31.47 lena512 29.05 | 29.01 29.25 29.24 29.29
monarch 28.36 | 28.68 28.91 28.92 28.92 monarch 25.82 | 25.89 26.32 26.33 26.34
barbara 29.81 | 30.09 30.31 30.33 30.39 barbara 27.23 | 27.54 | 27.79 27.79 27.87
boat 29.12 | 28.93 29.23 29.25 29.26 boat 26.78 | 26.66 | 26.97 26.98 27.02
cameraman | 28.64 | 28.46 28.78 28.80 28.78 | cameraman | 26.13 | 26.19 26.42 26.44 26.45
couple 28.87 | 28.68 28.97 28.98 29.01 couple 26.46 | 26.30 26.64 26.67 26.70
fingerprint || 26.83 | 26.98 26.96 27.00 | 27.02 fingerprint || 24.53 | 24.55 24.66 24.60 24.65

hill 29.16 | 28.99 | 29.23 29.25 29.26 hill 27.19 | 2694 | 27.33 27.33 27.39

house 32.09 | 32.39 32.55 32.54 32.54 house 29.69 | 30.20 | 30.33 30.37 30.35

man 28.86 | 28.74 | 28.98 29.00 29.01 man 26.81 | 26.66 | 26.94 26.94 | 26.97

peppers256 || 29.28 | 29.33 | 29.49 29.49 29.44 || peppers256 || 26.68 | 26.76 | 26.91 26.93 26.85

straw 2494 | 2546 | 2544 25.48 25.52 straw 2241 | 22.85 | 22.93 22.92 22.99

average 28.93 | 29.00 | 29.19 29.21 29.22 average 26.56 | 26.63 | 26.87 26.88 26.91
o =60 o=175

Image BM3D | SAIST | WNNM | WNSM | PNMM Image BM3D | SAIST | WNNM | WNSM | PNMM

lena512 28.27 | 28.26 | 284l 28.40 28.47 lena512 2726 | 27.23 | 27.54 27.49 | 27.59
monarch 2497 | 24.82 | 2545 25.47 25.51 monarch 2391 | 23.75 | 2431 24.36 24.38
barbara 2628 | 26.73 | 26.78 26.79 26.87 barbara 25.12 | 25.61 25.81 25.80 2591
boat 26.02 | 2594 | 26.17 26.19 26.24 boat 25.12 | 25.05 | 25.30 25.31 25.36
cameraman || 25.32 | 2522 25.63 25.66 25.67 | cameraman || 24.33 | 24.34 24.55 24.59 24.55
couple 25.66 | 25.60 | 25.79 25.81 25.85 couple 2470 | 24.60 | 24.86 24.88 24.91
fingerprint | 23.75 | 23.85 | 23.82 23.77 23.81 fingerprint | 22.83 | 22.85 23.03 22.89 | 22.99

hill 26.52 | 26.38 26.64 26.65 | 26.70 hill 25.68 | 25.51 25.88 25.87 25.94
house 28.74 | 29.24 | 29.44 29.48 29.50 house 27.51 | 28.17 28.24 28.34 28.23
man 26.14 | 26.03 26.24 26.24 26.30 man 2532 | 25.17 | 2542 25.42 25.46
peppers256 || 25.81 | 25.80 | 26.07 26.09 26.07 | peppers256 || 24.73 | 24.76 | 24.92 24.99 24.90
straw 21.63 | 22.14 | 22.03 22.03 22.08 straw 20.72 | 21.03 21.21 21.17 21.18

average 25.76 | 25.83 26.04 26.05 26.09 average 24.77 | 24.84 | 25.09 25.09 | 25.12

o =385 o =100

Image BM3D | SAIST | WNNM | WNSM | PNMM Image BM3D | SAIST | WNNM | WNSM | PNMM

lena512 26.71 | 26.64 26.97 26.90 27.04 lena512 2595 | 25.93 26.21 26.11 26.31
monarch 23.30 | 23.17 23.72 23.77 23.81 monarch 22.52 | 2241 22.95 23.00 23.06
barbara 2447 | 2498 25.18 25.16 25.29 barbara 23.62 | 24.13 24.37 2434 | 24.48
boat 24.62 | 24.56 24.78 24.79 24.85 boat 23.97 | 23.90 24.11 24.11 24.19
cameraman | 23.79 | 23.86 24.02 24.05 24.02 | cameraman | 23.08 | 23.22 23.36 23.38 23.36
couple 24.16 | 24.05 24.28 24.30 24.36 couple 23.51 | 2335 23.56 23.56 23.66
fingerprint | 22.30 | 22.29 22.50 22.36 22.47 fingerprint || 23.61 | 21.59 | 21.82 21.70 21.83

hill 25.20 | 24.98 25.40 2539 | 25.48 hill 24.58 | 24.27 24.76 24.74 24.88
house 26.80 | 27.57 27.58 27.65 27.54 house 25.87 | 26.75 26.66 26.69 26.64
man 24.84 | 24.68 24.97 24.95 25.02 man 2422 | 24.02 24.36 2433 24.42
peppers256 | 24.15 | 24.14 24.29 24.35 24.29 | peppers256 || 23.39 | 23.32 23.45 23.47 23.49
straw 20.23 | 20.40 20.65 20.59 20.61 straw 19.59 | 19.54 19.90 19.82 19.92

average 2421 | 24.28 24.53 24.52 24.56 average 23.49 | 23.54 | 23.79 23.77 23.85
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Table 5-3: Results on Barbara with Gaussian noise and random-valued impulse noise.

o (%) | Cai’'swork Xiao’s work NN+L; PNN+PN
10 25.33 30.48 30.65 33.74

5 20 24.72 27.76 28.78 31.59
30 24.10 25.92 26.63 29.17
10 24.46 28.42 29.23 31.66

10 20 23.99 26.59 27.64 30.25
30 23.66 25.34 25.92 28.19
10 23.80 27.31 27.89 29.33

15 20 23.60 25.69 26.64 28.91
30 23.27 24.55 24.85 27.04

FAPAEAF T £ R . PNN+PN FIS 3 6« & #HEE A 0.01.

FH T~ TR AR LB () it R A 5 52 B ik b e 75 i P, PR e A A O R AR O
TOACHE JE P 28 (ACWME) K I BEATLAE Bk b e 75, AR J R FE A s 00 28] £ fok e e
A B e A EFE R, AR T kb e S A B R R B 0.3, BRI E
N 0.7 ZHERT TR R T || - 115, BT I .

ANFTTIER F R A5 R 8 T3R8 5-3. MR AT LUE H PNN+PN 1) 25 18 24 SR B
WALT Caiv Xiao M NN+Ly HFE K ZE: (1) AHELE NN+L, 115, PNN+PN BE513
B () RS WA AR AR AR AN AR R, R0 e RS AT S A R B e, (2) —
J5 T ACWMEF 15 21 1 ik e it 75 G I 25 SR O B B 4 TR IRE R, B — 4T
AR o R IR 1R ZE IO || - 116, LA SO B B 1) 51 N AT LA RS TE TR LS 9% A 4
ACWMEF A AS I 380 11 Jok ek g 75 o B8 (9)ME
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6.1 WINEE

AR, ARBRVK S 75 vk i1 T 0732 (0 S B B FH 5 5 DA R X 5 e 75 R e 2k
BRI S22 20T 2 00T . i T R AR AR AR AR 20 302 B O Ak 1), R AR
ZRTLER S NP-HE1) o IXXRAREATE R TR KB T 7 fRox A E 5, —
AN R B IR R AR A S AL L, RIRIA Ly Y8 BRI JE BOR K R )
Lo JGRURIRL R B0, Hh Ll BE K JEL AR i NP A i RS 4kl o™y o) REBE AT MR k. AR T
FRUEHEF R4 R BR VK AR A8 e I 24 R S S5 Al AL i, @ e oF)
F I 7 VA RE 19 B BUSE A . (R AESCBR R A, 3 P AR (1) T 4 A2 HE DU 2
(170 IXFEIRAE HI 5 V543 B 0 A o] ™ B 2 ) AR SR . O T R R AS
—UeAE N BT VEAE G, BRI — 2 TE N R B g (x) SREUR (Ixllo = X kil (B2
rank(X) = X, 16;(X)[%) H T | - 0 AR i 8 1) Pl RRPE A 0 . X 2R R BT g ()
7856 5w el I 1 R L 1 8

T A AR X e R N B AR BT AR B AR A R, AR SR g i 2
WSS i 570 GAT T (1-5) SR fif . SCF 0 3l BRI 43 A1 5 0 B SEB0 PA J7
MUER T AHERES Lu 0 TAE A 5, 5% GAL DABE PR3 B U Sl 3 )
(152 R&it. T2, A% S GAI 5ik, GPG HikUL LSS (1-4)15 3
TN (1-1) 88 — SRR ) /R — AR R . o TR (1-6)BI 28—
KA EAESE, A SCHE T PR T B RVE R — M P8 (PBCD), & #4LL K&
GAI Bk TR — AN ik . SCE RIS RIS 5 R IE B T %Mk 1A
Btk B, XEETSEATTES BT —ME I EEm SR (RIFH 24801t
Jiikes B S EATEEN S R . FIRIXASEEE NG, BRAIAH T4
F AR MR E AL . T SRR AR ™ B AR A R 25 M i R A s, TR
AT AR R FH T MG e ), 45 3 — P AR R i G L i . 10715 Re
% [) B Ak 3R 2 YA v ST 7 R v T Bk VR B R 7S . TR SIS S BITE Y
L o A0 Pt 7 R 2R 30 4 v 0 Bk VR e R RS RS R, X R R AT b
LI RRPEZHIEN T, BT IR BN IE R B EME LM RE A H B T
T3 AR R G 25 e R B A9 21 SRS I IO IR AR AR, R XA 49 1Y) 2 M B0 0 g
FEANE R B A R B AR
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