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Abstract

In this paper, we focus on the mathematical program with second-order cone
(SOC) complementarity constraints, which contains the well-known mathematical
program with nonnegative complementarity constraints as a subclass. For solving
such a problem, we propose a smoothing-based sequential quadratic programming
(SQP) method. We first replace the SOC complementarity constraints with equal-
ity constraints using the smoothing natural residual function, and apply the SQP
method to the smoothed problem with decreasing the smoothing parameter. We
show that the proposed algorithm possesses the global convergence property under
mild assumptions. We finally observe the effectiveness of the algorithm by means
of numerical experiments.

1 Introduction

AWLTIE, F ORIV 2 KAAVEERATE b > BOEHERIE (MPSOCC) I >
TEZ 3.
Minimize f(z,y)

weERN+2m

subject to Ax <b (1.1)
z2=Nx+ My+gq
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IITw:= (z,y,2) € R* x R™ x R™, f: R™™ — RIHEFEHS ATEE 2 BIEK,
AeRP™ pbeRP, N € RW® M € R™™ g e R™IZEZ 6N ATFlE R PV
THY, LERZMOERZH5HT. K 2K (SOC) D Cartesian ERETH D,
Ki=K™MxKm2 x...x KM CR™ xR™ x ... x R™ =R™ L EHEINSB. T
TK™Emi RIG2REETHD, m; =1 DEZF K™ =R, := {u € R |u>0}
m; 2 2 o)k %61 KM = {’LL = (ul, UQ) € R x Rmivl‘“Uq“ S ul} VC&)% %i@f:
DAFLEBEL THITOVTm; > 2L KET 3.

2 REEFHFIZ D OREIDEES  OMRELLIERIN TV 3. ZOHTHROE
D —ob 2 REFHERIE (SOCP)[1] TH H, 7 4 V¥ —REHEC 7 v 71
ECERIE, noY 2 b BB LRIREZ: &SR IR . ERNARERE SOCP % Eiflic
R FELBAREIN TS, ¥ 2X#2 B UMOBEEZREE L T 2 XEEARMER
HH (SOCCP) b $1F 51 %. SOCCP i3 a8 R b F v & 2 ¥ HiRRE (8] % £ %  ORIRE
~DHEAMBTE, & {2 SOCP @ Karush-Kuhn-Tucker(KKT) Fff% fi7- § "% &
I} 5REIZ SOCCP L L THRICERLTE 3. SOCCP 2L 720D 7 VT Y X
L L TERGEBICE DL FEVBEBINTW 3. [6, 4]

MPSOCC (1.1) iZ 8T K = RT % 51, MPSOCC (1.1) i3 FEA AR &
FFEGHERIE (MPCC) I0/@5 S 3. MPCC I3 T#RFRFIC B 2RIAVIEAR S
% & h o BHRE &SR B O TORAICIFRIN TE.[7) MPCC 2R D DE
NE7NT ) XLb%SFEL, BRIGIKIE [5] 2 PRLER 2 KEtHk (3] 2 EH3dH
Fons.

MPCC, SOCP, SOCCP i B3¢ 2%z #% < H 5—77, MPSOCC IcBI¥ 5 0%
FRE Do, B, Yan, BB [12] I & > THERAESREI N, Z 0FTRBRE
DT TEEE~OPEMELS R ENT. LoL, ZOFEL, HoMEE L TRkl
TLOREZ FRETHEL QI RS T, ZOHEIATEIRE L. 29 L HERZK
ET Do, BRSLTIEFEE L ER 2 XitHE (SQP) iz lAadbE 5. AFET
X, ERETERL 72 FERERIL 72 2 REHHERIEZ #7200 T & <, FRbEC
HRTEhADhwEHEa R 2B LBHFTE 3.

BRIDOBBIILUTOLEDTHS. T 28 TIlE, ML L T 2 XHEAHRMER
WKy Lze KicNT2ARRERKE FIMLBKZEAT 3. 3HITI,
MPSOCC (1.1) i ML THEHR{LEEL SQP EZ ARG E - FHRZRET 5. 48T
X, REFEOIGRENZ B 2% 9. BREO STk, fHEEBZ B v, #RETE
DHEEZ RS,

2 2REEBEHUEFKICNT 2 BREERERE FRE
BA%X

2.1 2 REEHERICHT 5B RTEERK

REFETIE, 2 RMEHMEFRIC o y L 2 € K2 BB AV THMRER
FoE L ERLd 3. DITTIE, 2 RECICBIT 2 HARKRERE @ : R™ xR™ — R™
ZERT 5.

Definition 2.1. Pgm : R™ — K™ 2 EEDOR T P )Ly € R™ 55 m RIL 2 K#E L™
ANDI—=I YV FHELTE. Thbb, Pon(y) :=argmin,gem|ly—2|| £ET5. 2D
EE 2REEL =KK™ x K™ x --- x K™ (BT 3 HABRAZBH ® : R™ x R™ — R™



y' — Pemi (y! — 21)

2 2 2
y? — Pema (y? — 22)
By, z) := .

y* = Peme (y* — 29)
EERIND. L yi=(yh, %, .., yf) e RMxR™2x. . .xR™, 2 := (21,22,...,2) €
R™ xR™ x ... x R™ TH 5.
CDEEUTOMWEIRDY IO [4].

®(y,z2) =0<=KsyLlzek (2.1)

2.2 BRREBEBUICHT 2FBEK

HIETCERL 7- HABRZERE @ 13467 L MO ARETIE R [4]. L7dso T, B
BOINL THOEREZAAL 22— VEREOFE2EBEERAT A LI TS
B, 22T, ZOHTIRBES O T B EELEKE R T 5. — RIS ERLE
BEl, 2¥0 L5 B%KE V.

Definition 2.2. ¥: R™ — R™ Z MR WHEL iz bOBKE T35, ZoL &, UT
DUEEDBRDSIOEE, NTRXA—=% 1> 02 EUEH T, : R™ - R™ % U OFEAL
BB,

o p>0DEZF T, IZESLE A THSTIREZBEKTH 5,

o limy, o4 Vu(2) = ¥(2) DMERBD 2 e R ITDWTERILT 5.

CIZT2XRHELTICBIT S AT b V3R E Chen-Mangasarian (CM) B3 g :
R—R; 4 %8AT 3.

Definition 2.3. fEED R b L 2 := (21,22) e R x R™ iz xfL ¢
Z = /\161 + /\262

Z2RHEL™ICBHTEART P AGRELR. ZZTIeR™ N ER (=1,2)1F

S erE) @
s D) (2 =0),

Aj =21+ (= 1) ||z

TH5. ZEL,ve R ||v| = 1%2BLTHEEDORIMLETS. ZDLEE
A, & (1=1,2)2ZNFh  OFEEME, BENZ b En).
Definition 2.4. §: R — R, 25 CMBETH 5 & 13
o IO TIREL MBI TH B,
e lim, o §(a) =0, limy—,00(g(a) — @) = 0;
e 0<g(a)<1
PEED a e RIZDVTHED DL ER VT,



ARZ MVorfEE CM BIgZ > C, HARRERIBUC NS 2 LIS &, 2R
5. EBDORI Py, 2 € RMIZWHL Ty = (¥, 92, ,yf) e RM xR™2x...xR™ =
R™, 2= (21,22, , ) €R™ x R™ x ... x R™ = R™ & § 5. X 5IcfE&D CM
B g: RoRICNL CB#g: R - R™ %

( gt(zh) )
¢()
g'(2") = ) +g(Nix)c

EEBETDH. TITN;ER, ¥ eR™ ((5,7) € {1,2,-++,€} x {1,2}) 1& 2 D 2 K8
KM icBd 2EEHEEBEBER PLTHS. ZDL EBH O, : R™ x R™ — R™ % B

TTEET 3. . .
y! — pgt (—y —Z )
M

: ¢ 2
ye—usz”(—y Z)
w
REL,u>0389 X—=5Th 5.
CDXHITEEL 7B O, 13 BRZRZRH & OFRLBEETH 2 Z LHIo N
T[4

<

—_~
N

~—
Il

(Du(y,z) =

3 BEFITUXL

AfiTid, MPSOCC (1.1) 2 e D 7N T Y X L% BET 5. MPSOCC (1.1)
i — REHE O ATRE: JETE 2 RMEEHERIECH 0, BFEOFERZBHT LI LV &
ITHRZ B, &2, 2 R > y L 2 € K &2 A7 THEBROETRRERIC
B CEEERN R GIREELE D S w2 SN TE D [7], BEFEOURMED
BRRREEIZEEL . Z 2 CHIEICEAL - HABERE © % V7, MPSOCC (1.1)
KEBOWT 2RMHBETRNIC >y L2e K% O(y,2) =0 TEEDP A ROMEE2 E
Z5:

Minimize f(z,y)

subject to Az <b
z=Nzx+My+gq
(I)(yaz) =0

(3.1)

2.1) 56, ZORMEE MPSOCC (1.1) 3%fMicd 3. koT, UBETIRZORMED
MPSOCC & FERZ L2 T 5. AHITIE, (1.1) T %, MPSOCC (3.1) ic X9 % SQP
ERRET 2. SQP L L, SLOMEDELFETH % 2 REHHERRE (QP) DEEE%:
BERAHE L TEIAZERL TWL 7L YZLTH Y, B ERIENT 28
SEMRFHED—DOTH S, LAadi>T (3.1) I8l TH SQP EWHRI B Z &3
HIfFTE D, L ZADMIC By, 2) IZDT L DO TTHE L IZBRS o\ 8, Mo
ZRALZ-SQPHEZEEBHTA I LIZTER L. Z2TUTDOL I I, RiIficHA
U 7o FIRHMLEBIE @, 2 > C, EREIH ©(y, 2) = 0 2 S 0L HRFHY @,(y,2) =0



TEEPAMEEL%EZ 5.

Minimize f(z,y)

subject to Az <b
z=Nzx+My+gq
®,(y,2) =0

CITHEDRER w* = (2F,yF, 2F) % Azk <ok 0 2% = Nok + Myk + g 2 A7
TRTHZERETS. DL EREFA dy, = (do, dy, d,) € R™ x R™ x R™ % 4R
T 570, (3.2) D HEIE L HIFBIEE 22 2 JOR0, 1 KOERIL 72 B%h & 1
BRENDRD K % QP 2 ERIREL L C<

(3.2)

dy
e e . k  k\T
I{}i[}lenﬂéﬂlgf Vi(®,y") (d) 5 dy Brd

subject to Ad, < b— Az (3.3)

0
Did,, = —
K (‘Imk(y’“,z’“))

7272 L, By € ROVF2m)x(nt2m) 13584 70 TESEERFRFTHICTH U, D, € R2mx(n+2m) )4
D e ( N M —In, )
ke 0 qu)uk (yk,zk)T qu)uk (yk,zk)"l'

LREEIND. T TQP(3.3) BT B KKT &0t

k .k NT
(vf(a: ’y)>+Bkdw+ (m)u
0 I
0 AT —0
(a0, ) 7+ (0 ) 7=

0
it = = (% ", zk>>

0<b—Azk—Ad, L n>0

THBILITERTS. HEL, (,u,v) ERPXRMXR™Z I/ 50 L2 THTH 3.
CICAFIETE, BERAM dy DAT Y THAXRED 5120, DETERIN
% 4y XF VT 4 BBE R CERRE R T )

Oua(w) = f(2,y) + al|Dpu(y, 2)ll1

CITa>0@RFNANTFA4-NFIRA—=FTH3. 70, o (widw) Z 0,0() DwiTH
7% dy, HRDH AT HREE §5. REF%KZ B ﬁ:mhﬁt“\%

Algorithm 1.

Step 0: &%7 X =% a_; € (0,00), B € (0,1), § € (0,00), po € (0,00), p € (0,1
o € (0,1) & IEEMENFTH By € RIvH2m)x(n+2m) 253 & ZHAS & L C o0
(2%,4°,20) € R* x R™ x R™ % Nz0 + My +q=20 AP < bZWELT LD
£3. k=0%LF 3.

Step 1: QP(3.3) 2T, BB dY, .= (d, dE, d¥) & 575 2 2 2 8 (nF, uF, o)
2R/5.

);

s—
\..



Step 2: duw* = 0% 51F wht! := wk, o 1= g1 ETB. ) TRITUERF N
F4RFIRX—F o BUATDEICEFTS. DL g1 > [v¥]leo +6 B 51,
o = a1, £ ) TRIFINT o, = max{||vF|oo + 6, g1 +26} £ T 5.

Step 3: DE¥ DTN I FEHEARTRADIEABKL > 02 H D 7 := pk &
35,

6k, (w* + pldw®) < 6, o (")
+apld, . (w*;dwk)

Mk Ok

RES%Z whtl .= wk + rdw® EEBFT 3.

Step 4: UK T 230 SN TOIUTKRT. £ 9 TRIFIUL, gy = Buk &
L, B, € Rnt2m)x(n+2m) 2G5 2 k:=k+1&F 5.

4 PNERBBHT

AECIE, BIECIREL 72 703 ) X LD 1T 5 . BRI E QP (3.3)
DEITAEEM: & Step 3 DEMRROBIRE THDOBLED S 71T Y X Lbs well-defined
THBIEIZOWTHL 3.

—fIZ SQP T BT, MOMESET T TH > T, HoHETH 3 QP
ETURE LIRS 2w, LaL, SRy — ATk, 1751 M € R™ ™ %3 Cartesian Py
751 [9) % 51F QP (3.3) IZ LT EITHEMRZ DI LHRT I EHITE . Cartesian
Po(P) 1751 & 1%, Py(P) 1751 [2] D 2 K## K @ Cartesian EREHEE~DIRRBETH
h, K =RP DL E, Cartesian Py(P) fTli3 Po(P) fTFliciRE SN S. 7 (F) £
EMHITHIIE Cartesian P(Ry) f77ITH 5.

Proposition 4.1. [11, Proposition 5.1] M € R™™ % Cartesian P fT5Ilt § 5 &
QP (3.3) X ETAHEME b b, RBERHE—DFET 5.

DX DREIZ, QP (3.3) 2RVTHRON B REII I dy D3 0, o, (-) DEET A7
52 L2,

Proposition 4.2. [11, Proposition 5.2] {w*} & {dw*} % Algorithm1 12 & > THRK
ENBFINETE. DL E

0, o, (W dw®) < —(dw*) " Brdw*

DR EIZOWTHR D 3.
CORERD»SEDLIZ Step 2 DEMERVBEREITKRT T 5 L3035,

¥ Algorithm 112 X o TEREN % #iF1H MPSOCC (1.1) DEE RAKREH
INRT B E2RT. 2DDIHEDREL T 5.

Assumption 1. 7% M € R™*™ % Cartesian Po 751 TH 5. E 51T Algorithm1
ko THERIN S HH {wk} & {Br}icHL T, UFD (1)-(3) 235 Y L.
(1) {w} FERTH 3.

(2) HBEDEE 1,72 > OVFEL T y||d||? < d"Bed < 7||d|? BERD d €
R*H2m & k2 DWTER D 3D,



(3) EDEH ¢ > 0FEL T ||E]Y| < cMERD K ICDWTRY D! 2L,
Ek € Rme2m e

' ( )
. Yy Mk(y 72 ) 4 p’k(y * )
‘(““sx.ejl—%.

Assumption 1 (3) (X M %3 Cartesian P 17517 613 BB D 32D,
Assumption1 Db & TUTDEEMBRIIT 3.

Theorem 4.1. [11, Theorem 6.1] {w*} % Algorithm 112 &k > THEEIN % T &
L, Assumption 13D LD ET 2. 51T = (,7,2) % {wF} DIEBOEREL
L,7-2¢bd(KU—K)DED T2 ETH.2 COL &Ik MPSOCC(1.1) DIEES
TH5.3

5 HUEXER
AHiTIX, Algorithm 1 Z5EE L, IT D X 9 % MPSOCC % f#\ 7z,

Minimize |lz|* + |ly||?

subject to Az <b
z2=Nzx+My+gq
Ksylzek

(5.1)

ZIT(z,y,2) ERIOXR™ xR™ A € RIOXI0 N e RMX10 L L M e R™IFIEEMEN
PMTOIE L 7. £72 2 REED Cartesian EFE K & LT, K = K100, (K59)2, K50 x K20 x
K30, (K2)%0, (K100 % BA 7. REBRTIE, & KI2owT, FE% 50 BT 2ERL,
ARIEIC Algorithm 1 2§ 2. DT — ¥ 0 BN R AR % E Algorithm 1
BT 2817 A= 5 DFENHE LS B, OBEFHHIER [11] 2 2H. 72721, Step 4 D
BTREEL TR, |45, 25) oo + [ldw”]|eo < 1077 DSHZ ENL L E, THbD B wF
23 (5.1) ITBIT AETREME L KKT 400z SN & SITKRT L. #H
BREREIUTORDO LB TH S, BIIZ, fite B FHIFKERIEL, cpu(s) H3FHER:

K fite | cpu(s) | non(%)
Koo 54.20 | 2.930 100
(K%0)2 55.18 | 3.037 | 100
K50 x K20 x K30 | 56.28 | 3.016 100
(KC2)%0 78.68 | 6.012 | 86
(KC1)100 87.84 | 6.685 | 74

[ (#), non(%) X 2RED ) bR w = (z,y,2) KBV T y— 2z ¢ bd (KU —K) D3,

LM %3 Cartesian Py {75172 513, By 3% k (<D W CIERIfTFIT% %. [11, Proposition 5.1]

HMEEOEACCRM TNL T COEREATEZNZENDbAC, int K TET. Koy Lze K&t
1,2 BT y—2¢bd(KU-K) & y+2z€intk TH 3.

Sw %% MPSOCC (1.1) DEERTH 2 L i3, (-VF(T,7),0) € Ne(@) BEYIZOLEE VS, ZIZT
Nz () ¥ W I BT 2 EfTATREGEB O KR [10) TH 3.




LT 5HE%ZET. Theorem4.l & h, ZDRED T TEERANDPEHMRIE X
NTVLBIEICHEETS. EBRERLD, L= (K25, (KH)100 D X HIZRTTH/PE 1
2REVEFEINTVIHEAI y—2¢ bd(KU—-K) DD Lo TR OBINEEL 7.
Lol 2L AL ORMEICE W TIE y— 2 ¢ bd (KU —K) 3SRIZL TH b, FI8E (5.1)
DEFERERLZ LI -2 LRI N,

SE R
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