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Abstract We consider a semismooth reformulation of the KKT system arising from the
semi-infinite programming (SIP) problem. Based upon this reformulation, we present a new
smoothing Newton-type method for the solution of SIP problem. The main properties of this
method are: (a) it is globally convergent at least to a stationary point of the SIP problem, (b)
it is locally superlinearly convergent under a certain regularity condition, (c) the feasibility
is ensured via the aggregated constraint, and (d) it has to solve just one linear system of
equations at each iteration. Preliminary numerical results are reported.
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1 Introduction

We consider the following semi-infinite programming (SIP) problem:
min{f(x) : x € X}, (1.1)

where X = {x € R" : g(x,v) <0, Vv € V}, V is a nonempty compact subset of R",
defined by V.= {v € R" : ¢(v) <0}, f : R" - Rand g : R" x R — R and
¢ : R™ — RY are twice continuously differentiable functions.

The SIP problem arises from various applications such as approximation theory, optimal
control, eigenvalue computation, mechanical stress of materials, pollution control and statis-
tical design. Therefore, the solution methods for SIP problems are very important. Since the
main difficulty for solving the SIP problem is that it has infinite constraints, the main effort
of existing methods is to reduce the infinite set V to a finite one. Many methods have been
proposed for the SIP problem, which can be roughly divided into three types: (1) discreti-
zation methods, (2) exchange methods, and (3) local reduction methods. We refer readers to
[2,4-10,13,15,20,27,31-33,36,37] for details.

Let

Vix)={veV:gx,v) =0}

It is well-known [29] that if x is a local minimizer of the SIP problem (1.1), and if the
extended Mangasarian—Fromovitz constraint qualification (EMFCQ) holds at x, i.e., there
exists a vector 1 € R" such that

V,g(x, v)Th <0

for all v € V(x), then there are p positive numbers u; such that

P
V) + D uiVegx,v) =0,

i=1

where vl € V(x) fori e P:={1,2,..., p}and p < n. Hence, the KKT system of the SIP
problem (1.1) is as follows:

VI + 3 uVag(e, o)) =0,

i=1 1.2
g(r.v) <0, YueV, (1-2)

u; >0, gx,v)=0,ieP.

In the KKT system (1.2), x is called a stationary point of the SIP problem, and u =
(ui,...,up) € RP and vl for i € P are called its Lagrange multiplier and attainers,
respectively.

Moreover, by the definition of V (x) and the second constrained condition of (1.2), v’ €
V(x) (i € P) imply that vl (i € P) are global minimizers of the following minimization
problem:

min  —g(x, v)

st. velV. (1.3)
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The KKT system of (1.3) can be written as

. q . .
—Vygx, v+ > w’,.ch(v’) =0,
‘ =
wh >0, ¢;(v)) <0, (1.4)
w; cj)=0,ieP,jeQ,
where w’ = (w},...w)) € RY, (i € P) and Q := {1,..., q}. Thus, the system (1.2) and
vl € V(x) (i €P) are transformed into the following system:
P .
V) + 2 uiVeg(x,v') =0,
i=1

glx,v) 55, YveV,
u;i >0, gx,v')=0,ieP,

. q9 .
—Vyg(x, v') + ,Z'l w’jVCj(U’) =0,
wi =0, ¢;(v') <0,

(1.5)

whcj(w)=0,ieP,jeQ.

It is then desirable to develop numerical methods on the basis of (1.5 ). However, we realize
that in order to possess the conditions for the CD-regularity required by our algorithm, we
need to modify the above system accordingly. The definition of the CD-regularity and the
conditions for CD-regularity will be presented in Sects.2 and 5, respectively. Since u; > 0

fori € P, we may multiply the fourth equation in (1.5) by u; and then further replace u; w’j

by wj. fori € P; j € Q. Thus, in the case that u; > 0 for i € P, the system (1.5 ) is
equivalent to the following:

P )
Vi) + D> uiVegx,v') =0,

i=1
gx,v) <0, YveV,
ui >0, g(x, vi)=0,i € P,

. q ) .

—uiVyg(x, v + > w’jVCj(v’) =0,
w; =0, ¢;(v') <0,

(1.6)

w; cj)=0,ieP,je0.

Based on (1.6) except the feasibility constraints, a semismooth Newton method and a
smoothing Newton method were presented in [26] and [14], respectively. The advantage
of these two methods proposed in [14,26] is that in every iteration only a system of linear
equations needs to be solved. Moreover, these methods enjoy global and locally superlinear
convergence. However, these two methods cannot ensure the feasibility of (1.1). Recently,
another iterative method for solving the KKT system of (1.1) was proposed in [39], in which
the feasibility issue was considered. However, the method in [39] does not have locally super-
linear convergence property. Quite recently, based on the constrained equations reformulation
of the KKT system of the SIP problem with box parameter set V, two smoothing projected
Newton-type algorithms for SIP problem were presented in [18,22]. However, the accumu-
lation points of the sequences generated by those algorithms are not necessarily stationary
points of the SIP problem.
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In this paper, we present a new method for solving the SIP problem by using a smooth-
ing Newton-type algorithm to solve (1.6). At each iteration only a system of linear equations
needs to be solved. The feasibility is ensured via the aggregated constraint. Global and locally
superlinear convergence of this method is established under some mild assumptions. Some
drawbacks of existing methods are overcome.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Sect. 2, we reformulate the system (1.6)
into a system of semismooth equations by using an NCP function ¢ and an integral function
G. In Sect. 3, we study the properties of the smoothing functions G(, ) and Q_S(-, -, ) of G(v)
and ¢ (-, -), respectively. In Sect. 4, a smoothing Newton-type algorithm is presented to solve
(1.6). This smoothing algorithm is a modified version of the methods presented in [12,24].
In Sect.5 we establish the global and locally superlinear convergence of the new method.
In Sect.6, we give our numerical results, which show that our new method performs well,
whenever the evaluation of the integral function is not very expensive. Specially, for the SIP
problem with higher dimension decision variable, the presented algorithm is hopeful. Some
comments are made in the last section.

Some words about the notation. For a smooth (continuously differentiable) function F :
R" — R™, we denote the Jacobian of F" at x € R" by DF(x), which is an m x n matrix.
We denote the transposed Jacobian as V F(x). For a smooth function g : R” x R™ — R,
we denote by V,g(x, y) the gradient of g at (x, y) with respect to x and by fo g(x,y),
nyg(x, y) = DyV,g(x,y) and ngg(x, y), the n x n, n x m and m x m matrices of second
order partial derivatives of g at (x, y), respectively. For a nonsmooth function G (x), 9G(x)
means the generalized Jacobian in the sense of Clarke [1]. If 7 is a finite set, we let | 7|
denote its cardinality, that is the number of elements of 7. For an m x n matrix M, a subset Z
of {1,2,...,m} and a subset 7 of {1,2, ..., n}, we use the notation Mz 7 for the |Z| x | 7|
sub-matrix obtained by deleting all rows i ¢ Z and all columns j ¢ 7, and use the notation
Mz. (M.7) for |Z| x n (m x |J|) the sub-matrix obtained by deleting all rows i ¢ Z (all
columns j ¢ J). || - || denotes the Euclidean norm. If § is a small quantity, O(8) and o(8)
mean the same order and higher order small quantity respectively.

2 A semismooth equation reformulation

In this section, we reformulate the system (1.6) into a system of semismooth equations. We
first briefly review some concepts and results on semismoothness and NCP functions.

Let H : R" — R" be locally Lipschitzian continuous. In [21], Qi defined the B-subdif-
ferential of a locally Lipschitz function H at a point x € R":

pH(x) = {Q € R : Q= lim DH (x*), H is differentiable at x* for all k] )

Xt =X

Then the Clarke generalized Jacobian [1] of H at x is defined by
0H(x) =conv (0gpH (x)).

A locally Lipschitz function H is said to be CD-regular at x € R" if all Q € dH(x) are
nonsingular.

Semismoothness was originally introduced by Mifflin [16] for functionals. In [25], Qi
and Sun extended the definition of semismooth functions to H : R" — R". H is said to be
semismooth at x € R", if
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lim  {Qh'}
QedH (x+th')
W —h, 110
exists for any 2 € R". Semismoothness can also be defined equivalently as follows [25]:

Definition 2.1 Let H : R" — R”" be a locally Lipschitz function. We say that H is semi-
smooth at x if

(1) H is directionally differentiable at x; and
(i) foranyh — Oand Q € 0H (x + h),

H(x +h) — H(x) — Qh = o(||hl]).
Here, o(]|R]) stands for a vector function of £, satisfying

o(lll)
im =0
h—0 ||kl

A function H is said to be a semismooth function if it is semismooth everywhere on R”.

Lemma 2.1 [21] Suppose that H : R" — R" is locally Lipschitz continuous and H is
CD-regular at x € R". Then there exist a neighborhood N (x) of x and a constant C such
that for any y € N'(x) and Q € dH(y), Q is nonsingular and o= <c.

Lemma 2.2 [19] Suppose that H : R" — R" is locally Lipschitz continuous and H is
CD-regular at a solution x* of H(x) = 0. If H is semismooth at x*, then there exist a
neighborhood N (x*) of x* and a constant C such that for any x € N (x*),

[1H)| = Cllx — x*||.

A function ¢ : RZ — R is called an NCP function if ¢ (a, b) = 0 if and only ifa > 0,
b > 0 and ab = 0. Two well-known NCP functions are the minimum function

¢min(a, b) := min{a, b}
and the Fischer—Burmeister function
¢rpla,b) =va?+b%—a—b. (2.1)

Both the minimum function and the Fischer—Burmeister function are not smooth, but they
are semismooth. Here and throughout this paper, we use the Fischer—-Burmeister function.
Let

Gox) = / [g(x. V)] dv. (2.2)
14

where [x]1 = max{0, x}. The function G (x) was proposed to be used on SIP in [34]. It is
not difficult to show that G(x) > 0 and G is nonsmooth but semismooth [23]. By the use of
the functions ¢ and G defined by (2.1) and (2.2), respectively, (1.6) is reformulated as the
following system:

P .
V) + 2 uiVeg(x,v') =0,
i=1
Gx)+s = O,‘
¢(Mi, _g(x7 Ul)) = 07 (23)
. q . .
—u;iVyg(x, vy + > wiVej(') =0,
. . '/'=1 l

| ¢(w}, —j(')=0,ieP, jeQ,
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which can be written as the following system of semismooth equations:

Hs,7) = (G(;fz;)”) —0, (2.4)

where

V) + 3 uiVigr, v)
i=1
@y, —g(x,vh))

dup, —g(x,vP))
q
—u1Vyg(x, v + X wive;(h)
=1

J

q
P@ =1 —u,Vyg@x,vP)+ X wive;P) |
j=1

p(wl, —c1(vh)
p(w), —c, (")

Py, —ci(vP))

p(wg, —cq(vP))

(s,2) = (s, x,u,v,w) € RiHAntpmta+h) 'y — 1 yP)ye RP"andw = (w!, ..., wP)
€ RP4. Note that s € R is an artificial variable which ensures the numbers of the variables
in the system equal to the numbers of the equations. At the same time, we can write out the
expression of the element U in d H (s, z) and see that the introduction of artificial variable s
can reduce the possible degeneration generated by the function G (x).

It is similar to that stated in [14], that if there is an 1 + n + (m 4+ g + 1) p dimensional
vector satisfying (2.4) and s = 0, we may then drop the part indexed by i where u; = 0.
In this case, we get a solution of (1.6) which obviously satisfies (2.4). Hence, in this sense,
(1.6) is equivalent to (2.4). In Sect. 4, we will present an algorithm for solving the system of
nonsmooth equations (2.4).

3 Smoothing functions

The nonsmoothness of G and ¢ in (2.4) results in the difficulty of the implementation
of the algorithm for solving (2.4). To overcome this drawback, in this section, we introduce
the smoothing functions for G and ¢, and recall some properties related to these smoothing

functions. Let # € R be a parameter.
Define G : R x R" — R by

G(t,x) =/ g(t, x,v)dv,
1%
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where g : R X R" x R™ — R is defined by

V(glx, v))? + 412 + g(x, v)
5 .

gt x,v) = 3.5)

The function g is the Chen—Harker—Kanzow—Smale smoothing function of [g(x, v)]. Other
s_rnoothing functions of [g(x, v)]+ can be found in [24]. It is obvious that for any ¢ # 0,
G (t, x) is smooth with respect to variable x and

V,.G(t, x) :/ng(t,x, v)dv. (3.6)
\%4

Define ¢ : R> — R by

(E(tvavb): Va2+b2+t2_a_b.

Letw € Rand h : R™ — R be continuously differentiable. Denote ¢ : R x R x R" — R
as follow

¢, w,v) = ¢, w, h(v)). (3.7
For the functions G and ¢, we have the following propositions.

Proposition 3.1 [22] The function G has the following properties:

(i) It is twice continuously differentiable for any t # 0.
(ii)  There exists a constant C > 0 such that for any x € R"

|G, x) — G| < Cltl.
(iii))  The function G is semismooth with respect to (t, x).

Proposition 3.2 [22] The function ¢ defined in (3.7) has the following properties:

(i) It is twice continuously differentiable for any t # 0.
(ii)  There exists a constant C > 0 such that for any (w, v) € R x R"

[ w.0) = @, hwn| = Clrl.
(ili)  The function ¢ is semismooth with respect to (t, w, v).

Denote y = (t,5,2) = (t,5,x,u,v,w) € R>T"Tr0m+a+D) We define the following
system of equations:

@(y) =0, (3.8)
where

t
®(y) = | Gt x)+s
P(t,72)
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and

Vi) + i Ui Vg (x, vh)
_ i=1
d)(t’ ur, _g(x5 Ul))

¢t up, —g(x, vP))
q
—u1Vyg(x, v + > wjl.ch(v])
=
P(t,2) = | —u,V,g(x,vP) + i wjp.ch(v”)
- j=1
P, wl, —ci ("))
Bt w), —c, ")

$t, wP, —c1(wP)

o, wh, —cy(wP))

It follows from Propositions 3.1 and 3.2 that the following result holds.
Theorem 3.1 @ in (3.8) is semismooth.

It is obvious that if y = (¢, s, z) with s > 0 is a solution of (3.8 ) then (s, z) is a solution
to (2.4), and hence z = (x, u, v, w) is a solution of (1.6).

4 A smoothing Newton-type algorithm

In this section, motivated by the two methods in [12,24], we present a new smoothing
Newton-type method for solving the KKT system of (1.1).
Define a merit function of (3.8) by

1 2
0(y) = I

Note that 6(-) is smooth at any y € R>T"+P+4+D with t > 0.

Let y € (0, 1) be a constant and choose (7, 5) € R3_+ such that y+/12 + 352 < 1. Let
y = (7,5,0) € R* x R™Pm+a+D) For two sequences {y*}° ) C R?, x R TPm+a+D) and
{o )32y C Ry, we define

Bo = BGO) := y min{1, eoVO()|I?)
and

B—1, if y min{1, [|ax VO 12} > Br—i

— oy —
Bk =BO") = y min{1, lax VO(¥)|12}, otherwise. @D
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Then, because for any y* € R3, x R"P"H4+D and o > 0, By < y < 1, it follows that
(t,5) = Po(,5).

Now, we state the smoothing Newton-type algorithm for solving (3.8).

Algorithm 4.1
Step 0. (Initialization)
Choose constants p, o, r € (0,1). Let 1° = 7, sO = 5, 20 € R Pn+4+D) pe an
arbitrary point and yO = (19,59 79). Setk := 0.
Step 1. (Stopping Test)
If || VO(y¥)|| = 0, stop. Otherwise, let

k

. s Tk
o =min 1, = R R 4.2
¢ G, xk) + 557 [V,0(y)] “2
and compute S by (4.1).
Step 2. (Compute Search Direction)
Compute (dllf,), and (dﬁ,)s by
() = Bi =15, (dy)s = Bis —s*. 43)
And compute (a'llf,) . by solving the following linear system
VA T ). = - [P+ v, PAR @] @
Letdy = ((dy)e, (dy)s, (dy):2).
Let d'(‘; be computed by
df. = —q VoY) + Bi3. (4.5)
Step 3. (Computation of New Iterate)
If the solution dllﬁ, of (4.3)—(4.4) exists and
0GF +dy) < o0("), (4.6)

then (**%* fast step **%)

set yK+1 = yk 4 gk
else (*** safe step ***)
let my be the smallest nonnegative integer m satisfying

00 +rmdf) <005 —oar (1= /P2 +52) rIVOGHIE @)

and set y*t! = yk 4 pmigk.
Step 4. Setk := k + 1 and go to Step 1.

Remark 1t is remarked that G(z, x) in (3.8) and its derivative are not evaluated exactly. The
functions quad or dblquad with the absolute error tolerance 10~° in MATLAB are used to
compute G(t, x) and its derivative. Numerical results show that this choice is proper.

In the rest of this section, we discuss some properties for Algorithm 4.1.

Lemmad.1 Foranyy = (i,5,%) € R}, x R"™P"+4+D Syppose that V& (§) is nonsin-
gular, then there exist a closed neighborhood N (¥) of ¥ and a positive number 1 e 0,1]
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such that for any y = (t,s,z) € N(¥) and all % € (0, X] we have (t, s) € R<2++’ Vo(y) is
invertible and

O(y +Ady) <0(y) — hoay (1 — V2 + 52) V()% (4.8)
where
dy; = —ayVO(y) + B 4.9)
and
@y = min [1, G(t,jc) — |v,et<y>| ] . B() =y min{l, la, VO(y)II*}.

Proof Since V® () is invertible and (7, 5) € R_z,_ . there exists a closed neighborhood N (3)
of y such that for any y = (¢,5,z) € N(J) we have (1,s) € RiJr and that V& (y) is
invertible. For any y € N (y) and A € [0, 1], define

gy(W) = 0(y + Ady) — 0(y) — AVO( dl,

then, it follows from the Mean Value Theorem that

1

gy = /\/ (DO(y + TAdy) — DO(y)) didr.
0

Since DO(-) is uniformly continuous on AV (¥) and dé — dg; asy — y,forall y € N ()

lim ¢,G1)/5 = 0. (4.10)

On the other hand, it is easy to see that 8(y) < ya,[|VO(y)| holds whether o, [ VO (y)]| < 1
or not. Therefore, by (4.9) and (4.10), we have that for all > € [0, 1] and y € N()),

0(y +ady) = 0(y) + AVO(») d + gy (3)
= 0(y) — 2, [VOWI* + AV () BT + &y (%)
< 0() — Ay VOO I? + aey ¥ VO 15 + 8y (1)

= 0(y) — haty (1 _y z‘2+§2) IVEOI? + o). “.11)

Then from (4.11) we can find a positive number »e (0, 1] such that for all A € (O, i] and
y € N(3), (4.8) holds. O

We can get the following result directly from Lemma 4.1.

Proposition 4.1 Forany k > 0, if y* € RY, x R PFa+D and V& (y*) is nonsingular,
then Algorithm 4.1 is well defined at the kth iteration.

Proposition 4.2 For each fixed k > 0, if (1%, s%) € R~2++ satisfies (1%, s¥) > B (t, 5) and
V& (yk) is nonsingular, then we have

k4l k1 -
s > B @, 5).
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Proof By (4.3) and the fact that B;+| < Bk, it is obvious that the conclusion is true when the
fast step is taken. Now we prove that the conclusion also holds when the safe step is taken.
It follows from (4.2) and (4.5) that

(&) = —t* + Bt
Consequently, we have that
P — Bt = 15+ dE)e — el
> (1= ™)k + 7™ Bif — it
= (1 —r"e)(e* — Bit)
>0,
where r"* is the acceptable step in Step 3 of Algorithm 4.1, the first inequality comes from

the fact that ;1 < B, the second inequality comes from the assumption that ¥ > g;7. By
an analogous way, we can prove that

s — Brs > 0.

Hence, we obtain the desired result and complete the proof. O

Theorem 4.1 Suppose that for every k > 0, V®(yX) is nonsingular as long as (t*, s*) e
R?H and (t*, s > Bi(7,5). Then an infinite sequence {yk = (1%, 5%, 25 generated by
Algorithm 4.1 satisfies that (t*, sk e R?H and (t*, s%) > Bi(t,s).

Proof First, since y0 = (7, 5, %) satisfies (7, 5) > Bo(Z, 5), we have from Propositions 4.1
and 4.2 that y! is well defined, (¢!, s!) € Ri+ and (¢', s') > Bi(7, 5). Then, by repeatedly
resorting to Propositions 4.1 and 4.2 we can prove that an infinite sequence {y*} is generated,
(t*, s%) € R3 and (¢%, s*) > Bi (7, 5). The proof is complete. o

5 Convergence analysis

In this section, we prove the global and superlinear convergence of Algorithm 4.1. To this
end, we first discuss the CD-regularity of &, which is a basic condition used frequently in
convergence analysis.

Theorem 5.1 Lett € R. Then ® is CD-regular at y = (t, s, z) if P(t, -) is CD-regular at z.

Proof It is easy to see that P is regular. It then follows from Proposition 2.3.15 in [1] that
8.0 P(t,2) S 9 P(t,2) x 3 P(1,2).

Consequently, by this, we can see that every element Q in d®(y) has the following form

1 0 O
O=|a 1 &
U 0 U,

Here ¢ is the first component of ¢ and ¢; is the sub-vector of ¢ obtained by just removing
the first component of ¢, where ¢ € 8(,,1)(_?0, x), U, € 8,P(t,7) and U, e azﬁ(t, z). Itis
obvious that Q is nonsingular if U, is nonsingular. We obtain the desired result and complete
the proof. O
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Let

P
L) =V )+ D uiVeglx,v),
i=1

q
li(z) = —u;Vyg(x, v') +ijch(v"), i €P.
=1

And let
Ve = (Verh), ... Ve, ), i eP.
We make the following assumptions.

(A1) D,L(z) is positive semidefinite. Moreover, it is positive definite in the null space
of Span(V,g(x,v)T). That is, d" DyL(z)d > 0 for all d € R"\{0} satisfying
Veg(x,v)Td =0.

(A2) D,:l;(z) is positive semidefinite. Moreover, it is positive definite in the null space of
Span(Ve(')T). Thatis,d” D,il;(z)d > Oforalld € R™\{0} satisfying Vc(v) d=0.

The following theorem comes from [14], which shows that Assumptions (A1) and (A2)
are sufficient for V, P (, z) to be nonsingular for every t > 0.

Theorem 5.2 Let Assumptions (A1) and (A2) hold at z. Then VZIS(t, 7) is nonsingular for
everyt > 0.

Remark By Theorems 5.1 and 5.2, we see that if Assumptions (Al) and (A2) hold at a
considered point z, then V®(y) is nonsingular for all # > 0.

Let (0,%) = (0, %, i, v, w) € RIFm+p(+m+4) pe 3 solution of P(¢,z) = 0. Fori € P,
let I (v") = { jeQ i) = 0}. Before giving a sufficient condition for CD-regularity
of P (0, -) at z, we also need the following assumptions.

(A3) Foreachi € P,u; > 0.

(A4) The vectors V,g(x, '), i € P are linearly independent.

(A5) Foreachi € P, the vectors VC_,'(I_)i), j e I(@) are linearly independent.
(A6) Forall @”,&],....6)" € S(x,%)\{0},

P P
d"D L) +2) wid" Vg% 1)& — D & DiliD)E <0,
i=1 i=1
where S(X, V) be the set of all (4, §[, ..., £1)" € W' x R satisfying

Veg (&, 0)Td +Vyg(x, )& =0, fori=1,2,...,p.

Now, we state and prove a theorem which shows that Assumptions (A3)-(A6) are sufficient
for P(0, -) to be CD-regular at the solution z of P(0, z) = 0.

Theorem 5.§ Suppose that (0, 7) is a solution of P(t, z) = 0 and Assumptions (A3)—(A6)
hold. Then P (0, -) is CD-regular at Z.
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Proof It is readily to know that the elements of 9, P (0, Z) are of the form

DiL(Z) Vig(x,V) F 0

W= Veg(x, 9T 0 G 0

- —FT -GT H o]
0 0 u v

where

Vig(x, V) = (Veg(x, 01, ..., Vag(x, 07)), F = (1Vi,gx, "), ... i,Vi,g(x o)),
G = diag (Dyg(x, 0", ..., Dyg(x,97)), H =diag(Dyili(2), ..., Duly(2)),
0 = diag (Ve(@'), ..., Ve(i?))

and

U = diag (A'Ve@) ..., APVe@N)), V =diag (I',....T7)

with Al = diag (ail, e, aiq) and T = diag (b,-l, . biq) satisfying

(aij, bij) = (0, =1), i j € QU (), :

(aij, bij) = (1,0), if jel{jel®@): w>0}

(@ij.bij) € {(a.b) e R* : (a— 12+ (G+1)? <1}, if je(jel@) : v} =0}
(5.12)

It is only necessary to prove that W is nonsingular under the given assumptions. By (5.12),
it is clear that W is nonsingular if and only if

Vil@  Vigx,v) F 0

W= | Vee@ 97 0 G 0
- —FT -GT  H 0
0 0 u v

is nonsingular, where

= . -1 - -~ .
Q = diag (Ve(@) ;1) - Ve@P) 1@, V = diag (F}(f)‘)l(f)‘)’ e Ff(f)l’)l(ﬁ”))

and

T 1 -1 T p 5Py ;)T

0 = diag (Al(al)l(ﬁl)(Vc(v )1 e Aoy (V@)1 o) )
Moreover, it is easy to see that fori € Pand j € {j € I(¥') : ﬁ)i,. = 0}, b;j = —1 provided
ajj = 0. In this case we delete the row and column which includes b; i = —1, the obtained

matrix has the same nonsingularity as W. Without loss of generality, we assume that a; i >0

fori e Pandj € {j € I(¥) : wj. = 0}.Itisclearthataulb,-j <O0fori e Pandj € I(¥Y).
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Suppose that
d
dp
&1
wl . |=o (5.13)
&p
1
p
where dj € R",d» € RP, & € R™ and ¢; € R @) (i € P). Then (5.13) implies
p .
D L(Z)di + Vig(x, V)dy + > i; Vi, g(¥, )& =0, (5.14)
i=1
Vg ) di + Vg3, 0) 5 =0, ieP, (5.15)
—it; Vg, 1)) — Vyg (¥, 0)di + Dyili (D& + Ve(@') gy =0, i€P, (5.16)
Ve @)'E +a; ' bijc; =0, ie€P, jel@), (5.17)

where d; and ¢;; are the ith component of d, and the jth component of ¢;, respectively. By
(5.14), it follows that

P
df D,L@)dy +d] VigE Vdy + > iid] V2,8(%, )& = 0. (5.18)
i=1
By (5.15) and (5.16), we know that for every i € P,
driVyg (%, 0 dy — iii&] VEg(®, 0)dy + &) Dyili (D& + & Ve@) gyt =0,
which implies

14 14 4
A Vg, Wy — D g Vo, g%, i + D E Duli@E + D& Ve@) iyt =0.

i=1 i=1 i=1

(5.19)
By (5.17), we obtain that
J4 ' P
DOETVe@) o+ D D a;bigh =0. (5.20)
i=1 i=1 jel(v')

By (5.18) and (5.19), it holds that

P p p
di DyL(@)dy +2 ) w5 V3 g(®, 0))dy — D& Dyl (D& — D & Ve@) iyt = 0.

i=1 i=1 i=1

which implies, together with (5.20), that

p p p
A D L@d +2) & Vi g, 0)di — D & Duli@& == D ai;'bij}
i=1 i=1 i=1 jel(v')
>0 (5.21)
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where the inequality comes from the fact that a;]b,-j <Ofori e Pand j € I(¥'). Since

@ gfl,... &) satisfies (5.15), by (5.21) and (A6), we know that d; = 0 and & = 0
for i € P. Consequently, by (A3), it follows that d» = 0 from (5.14). Moreover, by (AS5)
and (5.16), it follows that {; = 0 for i € P. We obtain the desired result and complete
the proof. O

Under the strict complementarity assumption for the lower level problem, a sufficient
condition for CD-regularity is given in [30]. In the theorem above, we do not assume strict
complementary slackness in the lower level problem, but the upper level strict complemen-
tarity condition is need. In order to obtain another condition for CD-regularity of ®(0, -),
in which the strict complementarity conditions in both the upper level and the lower level
problems are not assumed, we further need the following assumptions.

(A4') The vectors Veg(x, v),i € P(Z) are linearly independent, where P(z) = {i € P :
g(x,v') =0}
(A7) Forany (d{ .d] . &[.....6D)T € A®@),

p
df D L@di -2 " & Vg, 0)doi + D & Duli)E >0, (5.22)
ieP(2) i=1
where A(Z) is the setof all (d] , d] &1, ..., “g‘pT)T € RMHP@HmP satistying
p .
D L@)di + (Vig(X, V).pe)da + D it V3,8(%, )& =0
i=1

and @ €[,....eDH)T #0.

Theorem 5.4 Suppose that (0, 7) is a solution of P(t, z7) = 0 and Assumptions (A4'), (A5)
and (A7) hold. Then P(0, -) is CD-regular at 7.

Proof Since we do not assume strict complementary slackness in the upper level problem,
every element W of 9, P (0, z) is of the form

Dy L(z) Vig(x,v) F 0

W= AV,.g(x, 9T r AG 0
- —FT -GT H 0|

0 0 U Vv

where A = diag(Ay, ..., Ap) and I' = diag(y1, ..., y)) satisfying

(i, yi) = (0, =1), ifi € P\P(),
iy yi) = (1,0), ifieliePQ® : i >0},
Givy) ef@b)eR* : (a— D>+ b +12 <1}, ifiefieP@ : @ =0}

(5.23)

and other notation are the same as those used in the proof of Theorem 5.3. By (5.23), we
know that fori € {i € P(2) : u; = 0}, y; = —1 provided A; = 0. In this case we delete the
row and column which includes y;, the obtained matrix has the same nonsingularity as W.
The similar conclusion also holds fori € P and j € {j € (V') : lD? = 0}. Hence, without
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loss of generglity, we assume that A; > 0@ € {i e P(2) :u; =0} anda;; > 0 ( € P,
jeljel®@): 1Z;’j = 0}). It is easy to see that W is nonsingular if and only if

DLG)  VigEV)pe F O
i | V8@ Dpe)" AppTre Gre. 0
—FT -Gpe)"  H Q
0 0 u Vv

is nonsingular, where Apz) = ApEpe), Tpe) = I'pE)p@), and Q, U and V are the same
as those used in Theorem 5.3.

Suppose that

dy

dy

&1
wl . |=o, (5.24)

&p

¢1

&p

where dj € R",d, € RP@! & € R and & € RV (i € P). Then (5.24) implies
p .
D L(Z)d) + Vig(®, V) peyda + Y i VE,8(E, 1)E =0, (5.25)
i=1

Veg (&, ) dy + 07 yidoi + Vg8, 5)7E =0, i € P(2), (5.26)
—it;Vy g (&, 0)d) — Vg (¥, 0)doi + Dyili (D& + Ve @) gin&i =0, i € P(R), (5.27)
—it; Ve, g (¥, 0)di + Dyili D& + Ve(@') ;)¢ =0, i e P\P(E),  (5.28)
Ve ()T g +al;‘b,~j;,-j =0, ieP,jel@). (5.29)

By (5.25)—(5.29), we have

p
df DLEd =2 Y & Vig(x, v)dai + D & Dili (D
ieP(2) i=1

P
=D > ay'biei— > a7 vdy =0, (5.30)
i=1 jel(v') ieP{?)
which, together with the fact that aglbij <Ofori e P,j € 1) and )\,'_17/1' < 0 for
i € P(z), implies '
4 p
leDxL(Z)dl -2 Z E,-Tva()?, v)dyi + ZS[TDUI’Z,' ()& <0. (5.31)
i€eP(3) i=1

By (5.25), (5.31) and (A7), we know that d; = 0 and & = O for i € P. Consequently, by
(5.25), we obtain

Vig(xX,V).pirda =0,
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which implies

D diVig(E. 7)) =0.
i€P(2)

By (A4"), dy = 0. Moreover, by (5.27) and (5.28),
> Ve =0, ieP.

jel @)

By (A5), & =0, i € P. Therefore, (d ,d] &, ....6L. ¢, ....¢I)T =0, which shows

that W is nonsingular. We obtain the desired result and complete the proof. O

Remark (a) By Theorems5.1,5.3 and 5.4, we see that if Assumptions (A3)—(A6), or Assump-
tions (A4’), (A5) and (A7) hold at the solution (0, 0, ) of ®(y) = 0, then ® is CD-regular
at (0,0, 7). This shows that Algorithm 4.1 can actually handle the SIP problem with the
violated strict complementarity in the lower level problem (or in both the upper level and the
lower level problems). (b) For a solution y of ®(y) = 0,if i#; = 0 and g(x, #) = 0 for some
index i, then we get from (2.3) that

q
> wiVej(') =0 and W} >0, ¢;(@) <0, W ¢;(') =0 forje Q.
j=1

Hence, VC_/(I_)i), j e I(@) are linearly dependent, provided at least one u')j. # 0. It means
that the possible violation of the strict complementarity in the upper level is shifted to the
explicit violation of LICQ in the lower level. At same time, the optimality criteria for the
lower level becomes a Fritz—John-type condition. In this paper, we focus attention on the case
where i # 0. Thus, we may obtain a solution of (1.6) by dropping the part indexed by i with
u; = 0. (c) The Lagrange multiplier it; corresponding to the objective function g(x, -) in the
lower level is the Lagrange multiplier corresponding to the constraint g(-, v') in the upper
level. Assumption (A7) involves the first- and the second-order terms not only of the lower,
but also of the upper level. It is different from the second order optimality conditions for SIP
problems given in [28]. As future work, we will work on how to find a better condition under
which the considered P (0, -) is CD-regular.

Theorem 5.5 Let {y*} be the sequences generated by Algorithm 4.1 and y* be a limit point
of a subsequence {y*}rcx. Suppose that for every k > 0, V& (yX) is nonsingular as long as
t*, s*y e Ri+ and (1%, s%) > Br(F,5), P(t*,-) is CD-regular at z* and {y*}rex satisfies

k
t
liminf —— >0 (5.32)
keK, k—o0 |V,0(yk)|
and
gk
liminf ——— > 0. (5.33)

keK, k—oo |sk 4+ G(tk, xk)|
Then y* is a solution of ®(y) = 0.
Proof 1t follows from Proposition 4.2 that an infinite sequence {y*} is generated such that
(t*, s*) = Bi(,5) for all k > 0. From the design of Algorithm 4.1, 6 (y**!) < 0 (y*) for

all k > 0. Hence the two sequences {G(yk)} and {Bx} are monotonically decreasing. Since
0(y%), Br = 0 (k > 0), there exist 6*, B* > 0 such that (y¥) — 6* and g — B* as
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k — oo. If 6* = 0, then from the continuity of 6(-) and S(-) we have 8(y*) = 6* = 0 and
obtain the desired result. Suppose that 6* > 0. This implies that we eventually take only safe
steps in Algorithm 4.1 since otherwise we would have

0t < 00 (y%)

for infinitely many k which imply 6* = 0. Therefore, we can assume without loss of gener-
ality that all steps are safe steps.

Since P(r*, ) is CD-regular at z*, by Theorem 5.1, ® is CD-regular at y*. Furthermore,
by (5.32) and (5.33), it is easy to see that

liminf «a; > 0,
keK, k—o0

which implies that 8* > 0 and (r*, s*) > B*(1, 3), we see that (1%, 5¥) € R_ZH_. Then V@ (y*)
exists and is nonsingular from the CD-regularity of P(z*, -) at z*. Hence, from Lemma 4.1
there exists a closed neighborhood A (y*) of y* and a positive number % € (0, 1] such that
forany y = (¢, 5,2) € N(y*) and all A € (0, 1] we have (7, s) € R3_+, V& (y) is invertible
and (4.8) holds. Therefore, for a nonnegative integer / such that e (0, 5»], we have

00" +rld) <005 —oar (1 —yVi2+ 52) rIveGhH 1%,

for all sufficiently large k. This contradicts the fact that the sequence {G(yk)} converges
to 6* > 0 because ok || VO(Y)|? > oz,%HVQ(yk)ll2 > B*/y > 0. So, we complete our
proof. O

Remark Let {y*} be the sequences generated by Algorithm 4.1 and y* be a limit point of
a subsequence {y}rcx. Suppose that the assumed conditions in Theorem 5.5 hold. Then
G(x*) = 0 since s* > 0 and ®(y*) = 0 by Theorem 5.5, which implies that x* is a feasible
solution of (1.1). Consequently, from the CD-regularity of ® at y*, we have

X —x* < Iy* = y* 1 = 012N — (M) = O(e)

provided ||d>(yk) || < &, which shows that x* is an approximate feasible solution of (1.1).
In the following proposition, we present a condition under which (5.32) holds.

Proposition 5.1 Let {y*} be a sequence generated by Algorithm 4.1 and y* = limycg {y¥}
for some subset K C {1,2,...}. Suppose that y* satisfies

/*du < 00. (5.34)
J lg(x*, v)|

Then we have
. tk
lim ——— >0
keK |V,6(yF)|

Proof By direct computation, we have that for any a, b € R, x € R" and ¢ > 0,

- - t
IVid(t,a,b)p(t,a,b)| = ———=( a?>+b>+1>—a —b)
va* +b* +1?
t
< ———=Wa?+ b2+ 1>+ al + b))
va* +b* +1?
<3t (5.35)
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and

Vv, G(t, x) :2:/%@. (5.36)
J (g(x, v))? + 412

Consequently,

p
VOGN < 154+ D IVip, uh, —g 5, 0" )G, uf, —g(F, 0"
i=1
P q
+ O D Vi E wiE, —c; 0 N g, wik, —c; (0]
i=1 j=1
+VGE NG, M) + 55
<" +3p(g + Di* + 205G, 2 + 55
1

X dv. (5.37)
V/ V(gk v)? +4()?
Hence, we have
, tk 1
lim = 1 > 0.
keK [ViOOYO)] ~ 143p(g+ 1) +2(Gx*) +s5*+ 1) e dv
We obtain the desired result and complete the proof. O

In the rest of this section, we investigate the local convergence rate of Algorithm 4.1. We
make the following standard assumption:

(B1) Let y* = (¢*,5*,z*) = (0, 0, z*) be an accumulation point of the sequence {y*} gen-
erated by Algorithm 4.1. Suppose limgcg y* = y* for some subset K C {1,2,...},
y* is a solution of the system of equations (3.8) and P (0, -) is CD-regular at z*.

We need the following proposition which has already been shown by Moré and Sorensen
[17].

Proposition 5.2 Assume that w* € R! is an isolated accumulation point of a sequence
{wk} € R! such that, for every subsequence {w*}x converging to w*; there is an infinite
subset K C K such that {lwk+! — wk I}z — O. Then the whole sequence wk converges to
w*.

The original version of the following result is due to Facchinei and Soares [3]; here we
cite a slight different version from Kanzow and Qi [12].

Proposition 5.3 Let G : R — R! belocally Lipschitz continuous, w* € R with G(w*) =0
such that all elements in G (w*) are nonsingular, and assume that there are two sequences
{wk} € R! and {d*} € R! with {w*} = w* and | w* + d¥ — w*|| = o(|w* — w*||). Then
IG(w* + d")|| = (|G wh)1).

Theorem 5.6 Suppose that {y*} is a sequence generated by Algorithm 4.1 and y* is a point
satisfying (B1). Then the whole sequence {y*} converges to y*, and

Ly ) = o(lly* — y*ID). (5.38)

Iy
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Proof First, since P(0, ) is CD-regular at z*, by Theorem 5.1 it follows that ® is CD-regular
at y*, and hence y* is a locally isolated solution of (3.8). Since {0 (yk)} decreases monoton-
ically and y¥ — y* ask € K, k — oo, we have that {8(y¥)} — 6(y*) = 0 on the whole
sequence. Consequently, every accumulation point of {y¥} is a solution of (3.8), and hence
y* is an isolated accumulation point of {y¥}. Now let {y*} & be a subsequence converging to
y*. Then

HeGH g — 120G = 0.

It is easy to see that |(d%),| = O(|®(Y)|) and |(@h)s] = O(IP(HN)|) by (4.3) and
(4.1). Consequently, since P (0, -) is CD-regular at z*, by (4.4) and Lemma 2.1, ||(d]]§,)z | =
0(||d>(yk)||). Therefore, we have

ldi |l = 012 ()ID. (5.39)
On the other hand, by (4.5), it is clear that
Id& 1 = 0PI (5.40)

Based on (5.39) and (5.40), it is not difficult to prove that there exists an infinite subsequence
K of K such that

k+1_ k 0
{0

By Proposition 5.2, we know that the whole sequence {y*} converges to y*.
Now we prove that (5.38) holds. Let

\I/(t,Z): ([—)(; Z))

Then, from Lemma 2.1, for all (¢, z) sufficiently close to (t*, z*),
[Vvee 7| =om.

Hence, from the special structure of V& (y), Definition 2.1 and Lemma 2.1, for (tk, zk)
sufficiently close to (0, z*), we have

(. 4) + (@hor, @hpe) - 0.2%)
= H ([k’ Zk) + (V\p([k’ Zk)T)—l [—\IJ(tk, Zk) T B (t_, 0)] _ (0, Z*)
=0 (H\If(t", ) —w(, %) - vt HT ((z", zk) — (0, z*)) ”) + O (BiT)

o) - 0)]) -0 (0t

Noticing that @ is locally Lipschitz continuous at (0, 0, z*), we know that for all yk suffi-
ciently close to y*,

1
00" = SIPGOIZ = 0y = y*IP), (5:42)
which implies, together with the second expression in (4.3), that

sk 4+ (dX)s — s*1 = Bis = O(Iy* — y*I1?). (5.43)
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Therefore, we know, by combining (5.41), (5.42) and (5.43), that for all yk sufficiently close
to y*,

I +dy = vl = o(ly* = y*ID. (5.44)
Consequently, by Proposition 5.3, we have that eventually only fast steps will be taken in

Step 3 of Algorithm 4.1 and

k+1

Iy — y* I = o(lly* — y*1D).

We obtain the desired result and complete the proof. O

The next corollary follows from Theorems 5.5 and 5.6.

Corollary 5.1 Let {y*} be the sequences generated by Algorithm 4.1 and y* be a limit point
of a subsequence {y*}rcx. Suppose that the assumed conditions in Theorem 5.5 hold. Then
the whole sequence {y*} converges to y*, and

95— y* I = o(ly* — y*ID. (5.45)

6 Preliminary numerical results

In this section, we report our preliminary numerical test results. We implemented Algorithm
4.1 in both MATLAB and FORTRAN 77. We tested 14 problems which we call Problems 1-14.
Problems 1-3 are from [38]. Problem 4 comes from [35] with a revised region. Problem 5 is
first presented in this paper, and Problem 6 is from [2]. Problems 7—12 are some examples in
which the dimension of the parameter v is 2. While Problems 13-14 are two examples with
more higher dimension decision variable, which come from [39] and [11], respectively.

Problem 1
f(x) =12lexp(xy) +exp(x2), g(x,v) =v —exp(x] + x2),
V=[01], p=1,x% =2, -21.
Problem 2
fx) = x% + x% + x%, g(x,v) = x1 + xp exp(x3v) + exp(2v) — 2 sin(4v),
V=I[0,1], p=1, %% =(=2,0,4, 1).

Problem 3

fO) = 3x7 + x4+ 22, gx,v) = (1 —x}v)? —x102 — xF + x2,

V=1[0,1], p=1,x°%1% = (-4, -1, 1).
Problem 4
f@) =22 + (2 —3)%, glx,v) = x2 — 2 4 x sin(v/(x2 — 0.5)),
V=103], p=1,x2%v") =(,6,1).
Problem 5

fx) = 2x12 + 2x1x3 + 4x§ + x%,
glx,v) =x1 + x% sin(2v) + 3x1x2 + x% cos(3v) + x§ -,
V=1[03xn], p=1"" =(2,3,4,D.
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Problem 6

f@x) = <x1—2x2+5x2—x2 13)% + (x1 — 14xy + 23 + 23 — 292,

gx,v) = xl + 2xv + exp(x1 + x2) — exp(v),
=[0,1], p=1,x%") =1, -1,1).

Problem 7
f&) = a7 + Ix1 +x3,
g, v) = (I —xfv])? — xv3 — 3 +x2,
=10,2]1 x[0,1], p=2, (x°,v% =(~1,-1,0,0,0,1).
Problem 8

f(x) = (x1 —2)? +x3, g(x,v) = x7cos(vi) + x28in(vy) —
=[0,7]x[0,7], p=1, %1% =(-1,-1,1,0).

Problem 9

f(x):xlz—l—xzz—l—xg’,
glx,v) =x1(v; + v% + 1)+ x2(vivy — v%) + x3(vivy + v% +v) +1,
V=[0,1x[0,1], p=1, %) =1,1,1,1,1).

Problem 10
f(x) =x12—|—x22+x§,
g(x, v) = x1 + x2exp(x3v1) — exp(2x1v2) + sin(4vy),
=1[0,11x1[0,1], p=2, (%% =(1,1,1,1,1,0,1).
Problem 11

f(x) = (x1 —3)% +x3 — x2,
gx,v) = xlzvlcos(vlvz) + (xp — l)v sm(vle %n) —4vy + x1,
V=10,2]x[L2], p=1, (x0,v) =(1,1,0,0).

Problem 12
f&) = 3(F +x3 +x3 +x3),
g(x,v) =sin(v1v2) — X1 — X2V — X302 — X412,
V=[0,1x[0,1], p=1 %) =2,2,2,21,0).

Problem 13

2 n

fx) = /(Zx, il tanz) dt, g(x,v) :tanv—Zx,-vi*I,
0 i=1
=[0,1], p=1.

Problem 14

fx) = xTx g(x,v) =3 +4.5sin(4. 77 (v — 1.23)/8) — Zx, ,
i=1

=001, p=1, %) =@2,2,....2,1).
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Table 1 The last three iterates generated by Algorithm 4.1

Problem & [EXeal Problem k[N Problem & DG

1 5 1.3496e-2 2 7 2.9284e-3 3 8 8.6888¢-3
9.0575¢-5 8  5.1470e-6 9 1.2333¢-4
7 4.0332¢-9 9 2.4003-11 10 2.0364e-8
4 17 3.6864¢-6 5 7 1.8260e-2 6 18 9.7817¢-3
18 1.3323e-6 8  2.625le4 19 3.3488e-5

19 4.7863¢-7 9  7.7329¢-8 20 5.1996¢-10
7 14 2.5145¢-4 8 6  3.4413¢-3 9 8 2.6080e-2
15 1.1943¢-6 7 1.5087¢-5 9 4.7719e-4
16 1.9282¢-8 8  3.7231e9 10 1.2153¢-7
10 7 4.6280e-3 11 6  4.7301e-3 12 8 8.2845¢-4
8 1.1212e-5 7 27131e5 9 8.6175e-5
9 1.5885¢-10 8  1.0377e-7 10 8.8161e-7

We first implemented Algorithm 4.1 for Problems 1-12 in MATLAB and the numerical
experiments were done by using a Pentium III 733MHz computer with 256 MB of RAM.
We compared Algorithm 4.1 with £seminf that is a solver for SIP based on an implemen-
tation of the discretization SQP method in MATLAB toolbox. We use [|®(y)|| < 107 as
the stopping criterion for Algorithm 4.1, in this case, the obtained final iteration x* is an
approximation of a feasible point of (1.1) under certain assumptions. The values of G (¢, x)
and VG (¢, x) were computed by using the function quad in MATLAB when V is an interval
in R and the function dblquad when V is a box set in R2. The parameters used in algorithm
are specified as follows

y =05, p=0.5, 0 =0.001, 7 =5=0.5.

0 (U1}

The starting points ¢, s for all problems are set 19 = 7 , s° = 5. The starting points «°, w
are equal to 1.0e, 1.0e for Problems 1-12, where e is the vector of ones. For the solver
fseminf, we use all the default values.

In the test of Problems 1-12, the values of p are estimated by using the following adap-
tive strategy. First, we let p = 1 and use Algorithm 4.1 to solve a test problem. If this test
problem can be solved within 30 iterations, then we let p = 1 be the number of attainers at
the solution. Otherwise, we let p = 2 and use Algorithm 4.1 to solve this test problem again.
If this test problem can be solved within 30 iterations, then we let p = 2 be the number of
attainers. If this fails again, then we let p = 3 and then do the above procedure until we find
anumber p (p < n) which is the estimated number of attainers. It is interesting that we get
p = 1for 10 of 12 test problems and p = 2 for other two test problems by the above method.

The test results for Problems 1-12 are summarized in Tables 1 and 2. In Table 1, dD(yk )
is the value of the function ®(y) in (3.8) at the k-th iteration. In Table?2, n.it represents
the number of the total iterations; cpu is the total cost time in seconds for solving the SIP
problem; f (x¥) is the value of the objective function in the SIP problem at the final iteration;
and G (x*) is the value of the function G (x) of (2.2) at the final iteration.

The results reported in Tables 1 and 2 show that Algorithm 4.1 performs well for these test
problems. From Table 1, we can see that Algorithm 4.1 indeed has superlinear convergence
property. From Table?2, we can see that Algorithm 4.1 uses less CPU time than fseminf
for 7 test problems and fseminf uses less CPU time than Algorithm 4.1 for other 5 test
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problems. Moreover, it appears from Table 2 that Algorithm 4.1 indeed can ensure the feasi-
bility of the test problems.

We also implemented Algorithm 4.1 for Problems 13—14 in FORTRAN 77 by using a Pen-
tium III 1133 MHz computer with 256 MB memory. The dimensions (N) of the two problems
are chosen by 20, 40, 60, 80, 100, 200, 400, 1000 and 2000. All calculation within the driving
programs, test problems and optimization code are carried out in double precision. In the test
of the two problems, the termination condition is ||d>(y")|| < 1079, the starting points u,
w? are set 0.5e and 0.5e, respectively, and other parameters are same to that in the test of
Problems 1-12.

The test results for Problems 13 and 14 are given in Tables 3 and 4, respectively. Problem
13 is dense, i.e. its Hessian of Lagrangian function is not sparse. Here, Algorithm 4.1 is
used for solving Problem 13, whose dimensions range from 20 to 200. Table 3 shows that
Algorithm 4.1 performs well for solving some medium dense SIP problems. Table4 shows
that Algorithm 4.1 performs very well for solving Problem 14 with the different dimensions.
Specially, the iteration number almost has no increase when N > 200.

The numerical tests reported in the paper are very preliminary. Further experience with
testing and with actual applications will be necessary and we leave it as our future research
topic. In addition, we notice that for problems 1-6, 8-9 and 11-12, when p > 2, these test

Table 2 Test results for Algorithm 4.1 and £seminf

Problem Algorithm 4.1 fseminf

n.it cpu Fxky G(xk) n.it cpu £k Gk
1 0.05 2.2 0 7 0.17 2.1989  7.804e-8
2 0.17 53347  3.456e-13 30 0.50 53242 7.467e-5
3 10 0.13 0.1945 0 3 0.03 0.1945 0
4 19 0.16 1 6.357¢-9 10 0.14 1 2.568¢-3
5 9 0.33 0 0 7 0.06 0 0
6 20 028  97.1589 0 8 0.19  97.1589  2.010e-24
7 16 1.92 03820  2.054e-12 13 223 0.3820 1.221e-7
8 8 0.91 0 0 1 1.67 0 0
9 10 13.75 1 0 7 478 1 0
10 9 3.64 0 0 6 4.75 0 0
11 8 1.23 1.0191 0 5 278 1.0191 0
12 10 1.58 0.0885 0 2 1.88 0.0885 1.611e-10

Table 3 Test results of

Problem 13 N ITK CPU Gk, x) 0(y%) Fixky
20 38 0.23 8.46e-8 7.53¢-11 1.09
40 129 2.37 2.42¢-9 8.71e-11 2.26
60 138 6.18 1.51e-7 6.33¢-11 2.71
80 161 10.71 7.55¢-9 4.65¢-12 3.75
100 192 19.10 1.58¢-8 4.41e-11 2.98
200 210 80.14 3.75¢-9 1.80e-13 3.41
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Table 4 Test results of

Problem 14 N ITK CPU Gk, x*) 0(y%) Fiky
60 6 0.03 2.03e-9 5.03e-9 0.02947
100 7 0.06 2.55¢-12 1.96e-11 0.02941
200 9 0.18 1.62¢-14 1.69¢-13 0.02942
400 9 0.30 1.41e-10 7.15e-10 0.02942
1000 9 0.86 2.44e-9 7.05e-9 0.02941
2000 11 1.17 7.68e-11 1.13e-9 0.02941

problems can not be solved by Algorithm 4.1 within 30 iterations. For problems 7 and 10,
when p = 1, the two test problems can not be solved by Algorithm 4.1 within 30 iterations.
This means that it is important to choose a suitable number p when we use Algorithm 4.1
to solve the SIP problem. When the size of the SIP problem and the number p are large, the
above method to determine the number p may be expensive in computation. In addition, If
V in (1.1) is a nonpolyhedral index set, then our method cannot be used directly. As future
work, we will work on how to find a good way to determine a suitable number p in the KKT
system of the SIP problem. From Tables 3 and 4, we see that our algorithm is hopeful for SIP
problem with more higher dimension decision variable. It is hoped that an improved version
of Algorithm 4.1 may also be capable of handling high dimensional index sets.

7 Final remarks

In this paper we have presented a smoothing Newton-type algorithm for solving the KKT sys-
tem of the SIP problem. First, we reformulate the infinite constraints of the SIP problem to a
constraint by using an integral function. Then, the KKT system of the SIP problem is written as
a system of nonsmooth equations, and solved by a smoothing Newton-type method. Under
certain assumptions, we prove the global and local superlinear convergence properties of
this method. Compared with the existing methods such as discretization methods, exchange
methods and local reduction methods, our method only needs to solve a system of linear
equations at each iteration. Compared with the methods proposed in [14,26], our method
can ensure the feasibility of (1.1). As future work, one problem is to find a way to determine
a suitable number p in the KKT system of the SIP problem. Another problem is to find
conditions which ensure the quadratic convergence of our method.
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tions which lead to a significantly improved version of this article.
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