arXiv:2303.12519v1 [math.OC] 22 Mar 2023

More on Modulus Based Iterative Method for Solving Implicit Complementarity Problem

Bharat kumar^{a,1}, Deepmala^{a,2} and A.K. Das^{b,3}

aMathematics Discipline, PDPM-Indian Institute of Information Technology, Design and Manufacturing, Jabalpur - 482005 (MP), India bIndian Statistical Institute, 203 B.T. Road, Kolkata - 700108, India 1Email:bharatnishad.kanpu@gmail.com ,^2Email: dmrai23@gmail.com 3Email: akdas@isical.ac.in

Abstract This article presents a class of modified new modulus-based iterative methods to process the large and sparse implicit complementarity problem (ICP). By using two positive diagonal matrices, we formulate a fixed-point equation which is equivalent to an ICP and based on a fixed-point equation, an iterative method is presented to solve the ICP. We provide some convergence conditions for the proposed methods when the system matrix is a P -matrix or an H_+-matrix. Keywords. Implicit complementarity problem, H_+-matrix, P -matrix, matrix splitting method, convergence.

Mathematics Subject Classification. 90C33, 65F10, 65F50.

1 Introduction

The implicit complementarity problem (ICP) was introduced by Bensoussan et al. in 1973. For detail, see [2], [3]. The linear complementarity problem (LCP) is a special case of the ICP. The ICP is used in many fields, such as engineering and economics, scientific computing, stochastic optimal control problems and convex cones. The ICP has been discussed and studied in some literature. For details, see [35], [22], [5], [29], [14], [4].

Consider matrix A ∈ R^{n×n} and vector q ∈ R^n . The implicit complementarity problem denoted as ICP(q, A, ψ) is to find the solution z ∈ R^n to the following system: p(z) = Az + q ≥ 0, r(z) = z − ψ(z) ≥ 0, p(z)^T r(z) = 0, (1) where ψ(z) is a mapping from R^n into R^n such that r(z) is invertible. When we put ψ(z) = 0 in Equation (1), the ICP(q, A, ψ) reduces to the linear complementarity problem (LCP). For more details on LCP and its applications, see [6], [30], [7], [9], [10], [27], [28], [31], [33], [32], [26], [8], [23]. In recent decades to solve complementarity problems, many methods have been proposed by considering some equivalent problems [37], [36], [38], such as fixed point approaches [34], projection-type methods [43], smooth and nonsmooth Newton methods [24], [40], linearization methods [16], domain decomposition methods [1], matrix multisplitting methods [18], [12], [13], [11], [39], [25] and inexact alternating direction methods [19], [20], [44], [45]. In 2016, Hong and Li [21] demonstrated numerically the superiority of the modulus-based matrix splitting (MMS) method over the projection fixed-point method and the Newton method when solving the ICP(q, A, ψ). Shilang and Liang [42] presented a family of new modulus-based matrix splitting (NMMS) iteration methods to solve the ICP(q, A, ψ) in 2022. The NMMS method is not only different from the inner-outer iteration methods. In addition, the NMMS method is simple and efficient in its implementation. Motivated by the work of Shilang and Liang, we propose a class of modified new modulus-based iterative methods based on new matrix splitting for solving ICP(q, A, ψ) which covers the NMMS method.

This article is presented as follows: Some useful definitions, notations and well-known lemmas are given in Section 2 which are required for the remaining sections of this work. In Section 3, a family of modified new modulus-based matrix splitting methods is constructed using the new equivalent fixed-point form of the ICP(q, A, ψ). In Section 4, we establish some convergence criteria for the proposed methods. Section 5 contains the conclusion of the article.

2 Preliminaries

In this section, we provide some basic notations, definitions and lemmas that will be used throughout the article.

Let A = (a_{ij} ) ∈ R^{n×n} , B = (b_{ij} ) ∈ R^{n×n} . We use A ≥ (>)B to denote a_{ij} ≥ (>)b_{ij} ∀ i, j and A^T denotes the transpose of the matrix A. Let A = 0 ∈ R^{n×n} defined as a_{ij} = 0 ∀ i, j and |A| = (c_{ij} ) defined by c_{ij} = |a_{ij}| ∀ i, j. Definition 2.1. [15] Suppose A = (a_{ij} ) ∈ R^{n×n} . Then its comparison matrix ⟨A⟩ = (⟨a_{ij} ⟩) is defined by ⟨a_{ij} ⟩ = |a_{ij} | if i = j and −|a_{ij} | if i ≠ j for i, j = 1, 2, . . . , n. Definition 2.2. [17] Suppose A ∈ R^{n×n} . Then A is said to be 1. a Z-matrix if all of its off-diagonal elements are nonpositive. 2. an M-matrix if A^{−1} ≥ 0 as well as Z-matrix. 3. an H-matrix, if ⟨A⟩ is an M-matrix.

4. an H_+-matrix if it is an H-matrix as well as a_{ii} > 0 for i = 1, 2, . . . , n. Definition 2.3. [42] Let A = (a_{ij} ) ∈ R^{n×n} . Then A is said to be a strictly diagonally dominant (sdd) matrix if |a_{ii}| > ∑ j≠i|aij | for i, j = 1, 2, . . . , n. Lemma 2.1. [41] Let x, y ∈ R^n . Then x ≥ 0, y ≥ 0 and x^T y = 0 if and only if x + y = |x − y|.

Lemma 2.2. [42] Let A ∈ R^{n×n} be a sdd matrix. Then ‖A^{−1}E‖_∞ ≤ max_{1≤i≤n} (|E|e)_i (⟨A⟩e)_i , for all E ∈ R^{n×n} , where e = (1, 1, . . . , 1)^T .

Lemma 2.3. [42] Let A ∈ R^{n×n} be a nonsingular M-matrix, then there exists a positive diagonal matrix U such that AU is an sdd matrix.

3 Main results

In this section, we present a class of modified new modulus-based splitting methods for solving ICP(q, A, ψ). First, we construct a new equivalent expression of the ICP(q, A, ψ) using the Lemma 2.1. The details are as follows. Theorem 3.1. Let A ∈ R^{n×n} and q ∈ R^n . Suppose ϕ_1, ϕ_2 ∈ R^{n×n} are two positive diagonal matrices. Then the ICP(q, A, ψ) is equivalent to (ϕ_1A + ϕ_2)z = |(ϕ_1A − ϕ_2)z + ϕ_1q + ϕ_2ψ(z)| − ϕ_1q + ϕ_2ψ(z). (2) Proof. The ICP(q, A, ψ) can be rewritten as ϕ_1(Az + q) ≥ 0, ϕ_2(z − ψ(z)) ≥ 0, (ϕ_2(z − ψ(z))^T (ϕ_1(Az + q)) = 0. Let x = ϕ_1(Az + q) and y = ϕ_2(z − ψ(z)). Then by using the Lemma 2.1, we write

ϕ_1(Az + q) + ϕ_2(z − ψ(z)) = |ϕ_1(Az + q) − ϕ_2(z − ψ(z))|. This implies that

(ϕ_1A + ϕ_2)z = |(ϕ_1A − ϕ_2)z + ϕ_1q + ϕ_2ψ(z)| − ϕ_1q + ϕ_2ψ(z).

According to the statement in the Theorem 3.1, we are able to find the solution to ICP(q, A, ψ) with the use of an implicit fixed-point Equation (2). Now we provide an iterative method for solving the ICP(q, A, ψ) by using a new matrix splitting of the system matrix A. Suppose A = (M_1 + ϕ) − (N_1 + ϕ) as a matrix splitting of A ∈ R^{n×n} , where ϕ is a diagonal matrix of order n. Now from Equation (2), we obtain

(ϕ_1M_1 + ϕ_1ϕ + ϕ_2)z = (ϕ_1N_1 + ϕ_1ϕ)z + |(ϕ_1A − ϕ_2)z + ϕ_1q + ϕ_2ψ(z)| − ϕ_1q + ϕ_2ψ(z). (3)

Let ϕ_1M_1 = M_{ϕ1} , ϕ_1N_1 = N_{ϕ1} , ϕ_1A = A_{ϕ1} and ϕ_1ϕ = ϕ_{ϕ1} . Then the Equation (3) can be rewritten as

(M_{ϕ1} + ϕ_{ϕ1} + ϕ_2)z = (N_{ϕ1} + ϕ_{ϕ1} )z + |(A_{ϕ1} − ϕ_2)z + ϕ_1q + ϕ_2ψ(z)| − ϕ_1q + ϕ_2ψ(z). (4)

In order to solve the ICP(q, A, ψ) from Equation (4) we establish a modified new modulus-based matrix splitting iterative method which is known as Method 3.1.

Method 3.1. Let A = (M_1 +ϕ)−(N_1 +ϕ) be a splitting of the matrix A ∈ R^{n×n} and q ∈ R^n . Suppose that M_{ϕ1} + ϕ_{ϕ1} + ϕ_2 is a nonsingular matrix where ϕ is a diagonal matrix and ϕ_1, ϕ_2 are two positive diagonal matrices. Then we use the following equation for Method 3.1 is

z^{(k+1)} = (M_{ϕ1} + ϕ_{ϕ1} + ϕ_2)^{−1}[(N_{ϕ1} + ϕ_{ϕ1} )z^{(k)} + |(A_{ϕ1} − ϕ_2)z^{(k)} + ϕ_1q + ϕ_2ψ(z^k)| − ϕ_1q + ϕ_2ψ(z^k)]. (5)

Let residual be the Euclidean norm of the error vector which is defined in [42] as follows: Res(z^{(k)}) = ‖min(z^{(k)} − ψ(z^k), Az^{(k)} + q)‖_2. Consider a nonnegative initial vector z^{(0)} ∈ R^n . For k = 0, 1, 2, . . . , the iterative process continues until the iterative sequence {z^{(k)}}^{+∞}_{k=0} ⊂ R^n converges. The iterative process stops if Res(z^{(k)}) < ϵ. For computing z^{(k+1)} ∈ R^n we use the following steps.

Step 1: Initialize a vector z^{(0)} ∈ R^n , ϵ > 0 and set k = 0.

Step 2: Using the following scheme, generate the sequence z^{(k)}:

z^{(k+1)} = (M_{ϕ1} + ϕ_{ϕ1} + ϕ_2)^{−1}[(N_{ϕ1} + ϕ_{ϕ1} )z^{(k)} + |(A_{ϕ1} − ϕ_2)z^{(k)} + ϕ_1q + ϕ_2ψ(z^k)| − ϕ_1q + ϕ_2ψ(z^k)].

Step 3: If Res(z^{(k)}) < ϵ then stop otherwise set k = k + 1 and return to step 2. Remark 3.1. If we put ϕ_1 = I, where I is an identity matrix of order n and ϕ = 0 ∈ R^{n×n} in Equation (2), then the result of Theorem 3.1 reduces to the result [42].

Furthermore, Method 3.1 provides a general framework for solving ICP(q, A, ψ). We obtain a class of modified new modulus-based matrix splitting iterative methods. In particular, we express the system matrix A as A = (M_1 + ϕ) − (N_1 + ϕ). Then

1. when M_1 = A, ϕ_1 = I, ϕ_2 = I, N_1 = 0, from Equation (5) we obtain (A + ϕ + I)z^{(k+1)} = ϕz^{(k)} + |(A − I)z^{(k)} + q + ψ(z^{(k)})| − q + ψ(z^{(k)}), this is known as the “modified new modulus-based iterative (MNMOD) method”.

2. when M_1 = A, ϕ_1 = I, ϕ_2 = θ_1I, N_1 = 0, from Equation (5) we obtain (A + ϕ + θ_1I)z^{(k+1)} = ϕz^{(k)} + |(A − θ_1I)z^{(k)} + qψ(z^{(k)})| − q + ψ(z^{(k)}), this is known as the “modified new modified modulus iterative (MNM- MOD) method”.

3. when M_1 =^1_{θ1} (D_1 − θ_2L_1), N_1 =^1_{θ1} [(1 − θ_1)D_1 + (θ_1 − θ_2)L_1 + θ_1U_1], where D_1 = diag(A) and L_1, U_1 are the strictly lower, upper triangular matrices of A, respectively. From Equation (5), we obtain

((D_{ϕ1} − θ_2L_{ϕ1} ) + θ_1ϕ_{ϕ1} + θ_1ϕ_2)z^{(k+1)} = ((1 − θ_1)D_{ϕ1} + (θ_1 − θ_2)L_{ϕ1} + θ_1U_{ϕ1} + θ_1ϕ_{ϕ1} )z^{(k)} + θ_1(|(A_{ϕ1} − ϕ_2)z^{(k)} + ϕ_1q + ϕ_2ψ(z^{(k)})| − ϕ_1q + ϕ_2ψ(z^{(k)})), this is known as the “modified new modulus-based accelerated over relaxation iterative (MNMAOR) method”.

The MNMAOR method clearly converts into the modified new modulus-based successive overrelaxation (MNMSOR) method when (θ_1, θ_2) takes the values (θ_1, θ_1), modified new modulus-based Gauss-Seidel (MNMGS) method when (θ_1, θ_2) takes the values (1, 1) and modified new modulus-based Jacobi (MNMJ) method when (θ_1, θ_2) takes the values (1, 0).

4 Convergence analysis

In this section, we discuss the convergence analysis for the Method 3.1. First, we discuss the convergence condition when the system matrix A is a P -matrix.

Theorem 4.1. Let A = (M_1 + ϕ) − (N_1 + ϕ) be a splitting of the P -matrix A ∈ R^{n×n} and M_{ϕ1} + ϕ_{ϕ1} + ϕ_2 be nonsingular matrix, where ϕ is a diagonal matrix and ϕ_1, ϕ_2 are positive diagonal matrices. Let ρ(L) < 1, where L = |(M_{ϕ1} +ϕ_{ϕ1} +ϕ_2)^{−1}|(|N_{ϕ1} +ϕ_{ϕ1} |+|A_{ϕ1} −ϕ_2|+2ϕ_2G) and |ψ(x)−ψ(y)| ≤ G|x−y| ∀ x, y ∈ R^n , where G is a nonnegative matrix of order n. Then the iterative sequence {z^{(k)}}^{+∞}_{k=0} ⊂ R^n generated by Method 3.1 converges to a unique solution z^∗ ∈ R^n for any nonnegative initial vector z^{(0)} ∈ R^n .

Proof. Let z^∗ be a solution of the ICP(q, A, ψ). From Equation(4) we obtain

(M_{ϕ1} + ϕ_{ϕ1} + ϕ_2)z^∗ = (N_{ϕ1} + ϕ_{ϕ1} )z^∗ + |(A_{ϕ1} − ϕ_2)z^∗ + ϕ_1q + ϕ_2ψ(z^∗)| − ϕ_1q + ϕ_2ψ(z^∗). (6)

From Equation(4) and Equation (6), we obtain

(M_{ϕ1} + ϕ_{ϕ1} + ϕ_2)(z^{(k+1)} − z^∗) = (N_{ϕ1} + ϕ_{ϕ1} )(z^{(k)} − z^∗) + (|(A_{ϕ1} − ϕ_2)z^{(k)} + ϕ_1q + ϕ_2ψ(z^{(k)})| − |(A_{ϕ1} − ϕ_2)z^∗ + ϕ_1q + ϕ_2ψ(z^∗)|) + (ϕ_2ψ(z^{(k)}) − ϕ_2ψ(z^∗)).

By applying both side modulus, it follows that

≤ |(M_{ϕ1} + ϕ_{ϕ1} + ϕ_2)^{−1}||[(N_{ϕ1} + ϕ_{ϕ1} )(z^{(k)} − z^∗)| + (|(A_{ϕ1} − ϕ_2)z^{(k)} + ϕ_1q + ϕ_2ψ(z^{(k)})| − |(A_{ϕ1} − ϕ_2)z^∗ + ϕ_1q + ϕ_2ψ(z^∗)|) + ϕ_2ψ(z^{(k)}) − ϕ_2ψ(z^∗)]| ≤ |(M_{ϕ1} + ϕ_{ϕ1} + ϕ_2)^{−1}|[|N_{ϕ1} + ϕ_{ϕ1} | + |A_{ϕ1} − ϕ_2| + 2ϕ_2G]|z^{(k)} − z^∗| ≤ L|z^{(k)} − z^∗| where L = |(M_{ϕ1} +ϕ_{ϕ1} +ϕ_2)^{−1}|(|N_{ϕ1} +ϕ_{ϕ1} |+|A_{ϕ1} −ϕ_2|+2ϕ_2G). Since ρ(L) < 1, then |z^{(k+1)} − z^∗| < |z^{(k)} − z^∗|. Hence, for any nonnegative initial vector z^{(0)} ∈ R^n the iterative sequence {z^{(k)}}^{+∞}_{k=0} ⊂ R^n generated by Method 3.1 converges to a unique solution z^∗ ∈ R^n .

In the following results, we discuss some convergence conditions for Method 3.1 when system matrix A is an H_+-matrix.

Theorem 4.2. Let A = (M_1 + ϕ) − (N_1 + ϕ) be an H-splitting of the H_+- matrix A ∈ R^{n×n} . Let ϕ_2 ≥ D_{ϕ1} , where D_{ϕ1} = ϕ_1D_1 and ϕ_1, ϕ_2 are positive diagonal matrices. Let ϕ = (ϕ_{ij} ), ϕ_1 = (w_{ij} ), ϕ_2 = (ξ_{ij} ), M_1 = (m_{ij} ), N_1 = (n_{ij}) ∈ R^{n×n} and G = (g_{ij} ) ∈ R^{n×n} with g_{ii} ≤^{wii|nii+ϕii|−(wiinii+|wiiϕii|)}_{2ξii} and g_{ij} ≤^{|wij mij |+|wij nij |−|wij aij |} 2ξ_{ii} for i, j = 1, 2, . . . , n. Then the iterative sequence

{z^{(k)}}^{+∞}_{k=0} ⊂ R^n generated by Method 3.1 converges to a unique solution z^∗ ∈ R^n for any nonnegative initial vector z^{(0)} ∈ R^n . Proof. Since ⟨M_1 + ϕ⟩ − |N_1 + ϕ| is an M-matrix and ⟨M_1 + ϕ⟩ − |N_1 + ϕ| ≤ ⟨M_1 + ϕ⟩, matrix ⟨M_1 + ϕ⟩ is an M-matrix and ϕ_2 ≥ ϕ_1D_1, we can obtain that M_{ϕ1} + ϕ_{ϕ1} + ϕ_2 is an H_+-matrix and |(M_{ϕ1} + ϕ_{ϕ1} + ϕ_2)^{−1}| ≤ (⟨M_{ϕ1} ⟩ + ϕ_{ϕ1} + ϕ_2)^{−1}.

Now we show that matrix ⟨M_{ϕ1} ⟩ + |ϕ_{ϕ1} | + ϕ_2 − |N_{ϕ1} + ϕ_{ϕ1} | − |A_{ϕ1} − ϕ_2| − 2ϕ_2G is a nonsingular M-matrix. First, we calculate for i = j, |w_{ii}m_{ii}| + |w_{ii}ϕ_{ii}| + ξ_{ii} − |w_{ii}n_{ii} + w_{ii}ϕ_{ii}| − |w_{ii}a_{ii} − ξ_{ii}| − 2ξ_{ii}g_{ii} ≥ 2|w_{ii}m_{ii} + w_{ii}ϕ_{ii}| − 2|w_{ii}n_{ii} + w_{ii}ϕ_{ii}| ≥ 2(|w_{ii}m_{ii} + w_{ii}ϕ_{ii}| − |w_{ii}n_{ii} + w_{ii}ϕ_{ii}|)

and for i ≠ j, −|w_{ij}m_{ij} | − |w_{ij} n_{ij}| − |w_{ij} a_{ij} | − 2w_{ij} g_{ij} ≥ −|w_{ij}m_{ij} | − |w_{ij} n_{ij}| − |w_{ij} a_{ij} | − (|w_{ij} m_{ij} | + |w_{ij} n_{ij}| − |w_{ij}a_{ij} |) ≥ −(|w_{ij} m_{ij}| + |w_{ij} n_{ij}|). It follows that ⟨M_{ϕ1} ⟩ + |ϕ_{ϕ1} | + ϕ_2 − |N_{ϕ1} + ϕ_{ϕ1} | − |A_{ϕ1} − ϕ_2| − 2ϕ_2G ≥ 2(⟨M_1 + ϕ⟩ − |N_1 + ϕ|). We have ⟨M_1 + ϕ⟩ − |N_1 + ϕ| is an M-matrix. Now we can obtain ⟨M_{ϕ1} ⟩ + |ϕ_{ϕ1} | + ϕ_2 − |N_{ϕ1} + ϕ_{ϕ1} | − |A_{ϕ1} − ϕ_2| − 2ϕ_2G is a nonsingular M-matrix. From Theorem 4.1, we obtain |z^{(k+1)} − z^∗| = |(M_{ϕ1} + ϕ_{ϕ1} + ϕ_2)^{−1}|(|N_{ϕ1} + ϕ_{ϕ1} | + |A_{ϕ1} − ϕ_2| + 2ϕ_2G)|z^{(k)} − z^∗| ≤ (⟨M_{ϕ1} ⟩ + |ϕ_{ϕ1} | + ϕ_2)^{−1}(|N_{ϕ1} + ϕ_{ϕ1} | + |A_{ϕ1} − ϕ_2| + 2ϕ_2G)|z^{(k)} − z^∗| Let L̄ = H̄^{−1}F̄ , where H̄ = ⟨M_{ϕ1} ⟩ + |ϕ_{ϕ1} | + ϕ_2 and F̄ = |N_{ϕ1} + ϕ_{ϕ1} | + |A_{ϕ1} − ϕ_2| + 2ϕ_2G. We now have H̄ − F̄ = ⟨M_{ϕ1} ⟩ + |ϕ_{ϕ1} | + ϕ_2 − |N_{ϕ1} + ϕ_{ϕ1} | − |A_{ϕ1} − ϕ_2| − 2ϕ_2G and H̄ are M-matrices and F̄ ≥ 0.

It follows that, the splitting H̄ − F̄ is an M-splitting.

Here, we are able to determine ρ(L̄) < 1. According to Theorem 4.1, the iterative sequence {z^{(k)}}^{+∞}_{k=0} ⊂ R^n generated by Method 3.1 converges to a unique solution z^∗ ∈ R^n for any nonnegative initial vector z^{(0)} ∈ R^n .

Theorem 4.3. Let A = (M_1 + ϕ) − (N_1 + ϕ) = D_1 − L_1 − U_1 = D_1 − B be a splitting of the H_+-matrix A ∈ R^{n×n} , where B = L_1 + U_1 and ρ(D^{−1}_{ϕ1} |B_{ϕ1} | + ϕ_2G) < 1. Let ϕ_2 ≥ D_{ϕ1} , where G is a nonnegative matrix, ϕ is a diagonal matrix and ϕ_1 , ϕ_2 are positive diagonal matrices. If the parameters θ_1, θ_2 satisfy 0 ≤ max{θ_1, θ_2}ρ(D^{−1}_{ϕ1} |B_{ϕ1} | + ϕ_2G) < min{1, θ_1}, (7) then the iterative sequence {z^{(k)}}^{+∞}_{k=0} ⊂ R^n generated by MNMAOR method converges to a unique solution z^∗ ∈ R^n for any nonnegative initial vector z^{(0)} ∈ R^n .

Proof. Following the proof of the Theorem 4.2, we have

H̄ − F̄ = ⟨M_{ϕ1} ⟩ + |ϕ_{ϕ1} | + ϕ_2 − |N_{ϕ1} + ϕ_{ϕ1} | − |A_{ϕ1} − ϕ_2| − 2ϕ_2G. Let M_1 =^1_{θ1} (D_1 − θ_2L_1) and N_1 =^1_{θ1} ((1 − θ_1)D_1 + (θ_1 − θ_2)L_1 + θ_1U_1). Then H̄ = ⟨M_{ϕ1} ⟩ + |ϕ_{ϕ1} | + ϕ_2 = ⟨ 1 θ_1

(D_{ϕ1} − θ_2L_{ϕ1} )⟩ + |ϕ_{ϕ1} | + ϕ_2 = 1 θ_1

[(D_{ϕ1} − θ_2|L_{ϕ1} |) + θ_1|ϕ_{ϕ1} | + θ_1ϕ_2] and F̄ = 1

θ_1

[|(1 − θ_1)D_{ϕ1} + (θ_1 − θ_2)L_{ϕ1} + θ_1U_{ϕ1} + θ_1ϕ_{ϕ1} | + θ_1|A_{ϕ1} − ϕ_2| + 2θ_1ϕ_2G]. Now we compute

θ_1(H̄ − F̄ ) = [(D_{ϕ1} − θ_2|L_{ϕ1} |) + θ_1|ϕ_{ϕ1} | + θ_1ϕ_2] − [|(1 − θ_1)D_{ϕ1} + (θ_1 − θ_2)L_{ϕ1} + θ_1U_{ϕ1} + θ_1ϕ_{ϕ1} | + θ_1|A_{ϕ1} − ϕ_2| + 2θ_1ϕ_2G] ≥ (1 + θ_1 − |1 − θ_1|)D_{ϕ1} − |θ_1B_{ϕ1} − θ_2L_1| − θ_1|B_{ϕ1} | − θ_2|L_{ϕ1} | − 2θ_1ϕ_2G.

Since (1 + θ_1 − |1 − θ_1|) = 2 min{1, θ_1} and |θ_1B_{ϕ1} − θ_2L_{ϕ1} | + θ_1|B_{ϕ1} | + θ_2|L_{ϕ1} | ≤ θ_1|B_{ϕ1} | + θ_2|L_{ϕ1} | + θ_1|B_{ϕ1} | + θ_2|L_{ϕ1} | ≤ 2 max{θ_1, θ_2}|B_{ϕ1} |.

At this point,

θ_1(H̄ − F̄ ) ≥ 2 min{1, θ_1}D_{ϕ1} − 2 max{θ_1, θ_2}|B_{ϕ1} | − 2θ_1ϕ_2G ≥ 2D_{ϕ1} (min{1, θ_1}I − max{θ_1, θ_2}D^{−1}_{ϕ1} (|B_{ϕ1} | + ϕ_2G).

Since ρ(D^{−1}_{ϕ1} (|B_{ϕ1} |+ϕ_2G) < 1. It is easy to verify that θ_1(H̄ −F̄ ) an M-matrix. Further, we obtain that matrix H̄ − F̄ is an M-matrix.

Theorem 4.4. Let A = (M_1 + ϕ) − (N_1 + ϕ) be an H-splitting with the H_+- matrix A ∈ R^{n×n} , matrix G a nonnegative matrix and D = diag(A). Then the Method 3.1 is convergent, provided that for some positive diagonal matrix U such that (⟨M_1 + ϕ⟩ − (N_1 + ϕ))U is a strictly diagonally dominant matrix, one of the following conditions is valid: (1) ϕ_2 ≥ D_{ϕ1} ,

(⟨M_{ϕ1} + ϕ⟩ − |N_{ϕ1} + ϕ| − ϕ_2G)Ue > 0; (2) 0 < ϕ_2 < D_{ϕ1} , (ϕ_2 − D_{ϕ1} + ⟨M_{ϕ1} + ϕ⟩ − |N_{ϕ1} + ϕ| − ϕ_2G)Ue > 0.

Proof. Let Ā = ⟨M_1 + ϕ⟩ − |N_1 + ϕ|, ϕ_1Ā = Ā_{ϕ1} and A = (M_1 + ϕ) − (N_1 + ϕ) be an H-splitting. Therefore Ā is a nonsingular M-matrix.

0 < ĀUe ≤ ⟨M_1 + ϕ⟩Ue ≤ (⟨M_1 + ϕ⟩ + ϕ_2)Ue and 0 < ĀUe < ⟨A⟩Ue Now we calculate

(⟨M_{ϕ1} ⟩ + |ϕ_{ϕ1} | + ϕ_2 − |N_{ϕ1} + ϕ_{ϕ1} | − |A_{ϕ1} − ϕ_2| − 2ϕ_2G)Ue ≥ (⟨M_{ϕ1} + ϕ_{ϕ1} ⟩ − |N_{ϕ1} + ϕ_{ϕ1} | + ϕ_2 − |A_{ϕ1} − ϕ_2| − 2ϕ_2G)Ue. (8)

Here, we consider two cases Case (1): when ϕ_2 ≥ D_{ϕ1} ,

(Ā_{ϕ1} + ϕ_2 − |A_{ϕ1} − ϕ_2| − 2ϕ_2Q)Ue = (Ā_{ϕ1} + ϕ_2 − (ϕ_2 − ⟨A_{ϕ1} ⟩) − 2ϕ_2G)Ue ≥ 2(Ā_{ϕ1} − ϕ_2G)Ue ≥ 0. Case (1): when 0 < ϕ_2 ≤ D_{ϕ1} , (Ā_{ϕ1} + ϕ_2 − |A_{ϕ1} − ϕ_2| − 2ϕ_2G)Ue = (Ā_{ϕ1} + ϕ_2 − (|A_{ϕ1} | − ϕ_2) − 2ϕ_2G)Ue = (Ā_{ϕ1} + ϕ_2 − (2D_{ϕ1} − ⟨A_{ϕ1} ⟩ − ϕ_2) − 2ϕ_2G)Ue ≥ 2(Ā_{ϕ1} + ϕ_2 − D_{ϕ1} − ϕ_2G)Ue ≥ 0. Now from case (1), case (2) and Equation(8), we obtain that

(⟨M_{ϕ1} ⟩ + |ϕ_{ϕ1} | + ϕ_2 − |N_{ϕ1} + ϕ_{ϕ1} | − |A_{ϕ1} − ϕ_2| − 2ϕ_2G)Ue > 0. Now from Lemma 2.2, we have

ρ(L̄) = ρ(U^{−1}L̄U) ≤ ‖U^{−1}L̄U‖_∞ = ‖U^{−1}(⟨M_{ϕ1} ⟩ + |ϕ_{ϕ1} | + ϕ_2)^{−1}(|N_{ϕ1} + ϕ_{ϕ1} | + |A_{ϕ1} − ϕ_2| + 2ϕ_2G)U‖_∞ ≤ max 1≤i≤n ((|N_{ϕ1} + ϕ_{ϕ1} | + |A_{ϕ1} − ϕ_2| + 2ϕ_2G)Ue)_i ((⟨M_{ϕ1} ⟩ + |ϕ_{ϕ1} | + ϕ_2)Ue)_i < 1. Hence, the Method 3.1 is convergent.

5 Conclusion

We introduce a class of modified new modulus-based matrix splitting methods based on a new matrix splitting approach for solving the implicit complementarity problem ICP(q, A, ψ) with parameter matrices ϕ_1 and ϕ_2. These methods are able to process the large and sparse structure of the matrix A. For the proposed methods, we establish some convergence conditions when the system matrix is a P -matrix as well as some sufficient convergence conditions when the system matrix is an H_+-matrix.

Acknowledgments

The author, Bharat Kumar is thankful to the University Grants Commission (UGC), Government of India, under the SRF fellowship, Ref. No.: 1068/(CSIR- UGC NET DEC. 2017).

References

[1] Lori Badea, Xue-Cheng Tai, and Junping Wang. Convergence rate analysis of a multiplicative schwarz method for variational inequalities. SIAM Journal on Numerical Analysis, 41(3):1052–1073, 2003.

[2] Alain Bensoussan and LIONS JL. Nouvelle formulation de problèmes de contrôle impulsionnel et applications. 1973.

[3] Alain Bensoussan, LIONS JL, et al. Controle impulsionnel et inequations quasi-variationnelles stationnaires. 1973.

[4] D Chan and JS Pang. The generalized quasi-variational inequality problem. Mathematics of Operations Research, 7(2):211–222, 1982.

[5] Richard Cottle, Franco Giannessi, and Jacques-Louis Lions. Variational inequalities and complementarity problems: theory and applications. John Wiley & Sons, 1980.

[6] Richard W Cottle, Jong-Shi Pang, and Richard E Stone. The Linear Complementarity Problem, volume 60. SIAM, 1992.

[7] AK Das. Properties of some matrix classes based on principal pivot transform. Annals of Operations Research, 243:375–382, 2016.

[8] AK Das, Deepmala, and R Jana. Some aspects on solving transportation problem. Yugoslav Journal of Operations Research, 30(1):45–57, 2020.

[9] AK Das and R Jana. Finiteness of criss-cross method in complementarity problem. In Mathematics and Computing: Third International Conference, ICMC 2017, Haldia, India, January 17-21, 2017, Proceedings 3, pages 170–180. Springer, 2017.

[10] AK Das, R Jana, and Deepmala. On generalized positive subdefinite matrices and interior point algorithm. In Operations Research and Optimization: FOTA 2016, Kolkata, India, November 24-26 1, pages 3–16. Springer, 2018.

[11] Mehdi Dehghan, Marzieh Dehghani-Madiseh, and Masoud Hajarian. A two-step iterative method based on diagonal and off-diagonal splitting for solving linear systems. Filomat, 31(5):1441–1452, 2017.

[12] Mehdi Dehghan and Masoud Hajarian. Two class of synchronous matrix multisplitting schemes for solving linear complementarity problems. Journal of computational and applied mathematics, 235(15):4325–4336, 2011.

[13] Mehdi Dehghan and Akbar Shirilord. Matrix multisplitting picarditerative method for solving generalized absolute value matrix equation. Applied Numerical Mathematics, 158:425–438, 2020.

[14] CM Elliott. Variational and quasivariational inequalities applications to free–boundary problems.(claudio baiocchi and antonio capelo). SIAM Review, 29(2):314, 1987.

[15] Xi-Ming Fang. General fixed-point method for solving the linear complementarity problem. AIMS Mathematics, 6(11):11904–11920, 2021.

[16] Michael C Ferris and Christian Kanzow. Complementarity and related problems: A survey. Handbook of applied optimization, pages 514–530, 2002.

[17] Andreas Frommer and Daniel B Szyld. H-splittings and two-stage iterative methods. Numerische Mathematik, 63:345–356, 1992.

[18] Xian-li Han, Dong-jin Yuan, and Shan Jiang. Two saor iterative formats for solving linear complementarity problems. A A, 1(1):1, 2011.

[19] Jie-Wen He, Chi-Chon Lei, Chen-Yang Shi, and Seak-Weng Vong. An inexact alternating direction method of multipliers for a kind of nonlinear complementarity problems. Numerical Algebra, Control and Optimization, 11(3):353–362, 2021.

[20] Jiewen He, Hua Zheng, and Seakweng Vong. Improved inexact alternating direction methods for a class of nonlinear complementarity problems. EAST ASIAN JOURNAL ON APPLIED MATHEMATICS, 12(1):125– 144, 2022.

[21] Jun-Tao Hong and Chen-Liang Li. Modulus-based matrix splitting iteration methods for a class of implicit complementarity problems. Numerical Linear Algebra with Applications, 23(4):629–641, 2016.

[22] George Isac. Complementarity problems. 1992.

[23] R Jana, AK Das, and S Sinha. On processability of lemke’s algorithm.

Applications and Applied Mathematics: An International Journal (AAM), 13(2):31, 2018.

[24] Christian Kanzow. Inexact semismooth newton methods for large-scale complementarity problems. Optimization Methods and Software, 19(3- 4):309–325, 2004.

[25] Bharat Kumar, AK Das, et al. On general fixed point method based on matrix splitting for solving linear complementarity problem. Journal of Numerical Analysis and Approximation Theory, 51(2):189–200, 2022.

[26] Bharat Kumar, Deepmala, A Dutta, and AK Das. More on matrix splitting modulus-based iterative methods for solving linear complementarity problem. OPSEARCH, pages 1–18, 2023.

[27] SR Mohan, SK Neogy, and AK Das. More on positive subdefinite matrices and the linear complementarity problem. Linear Algebra and its Applications, 338(1-3):275–285, 2001.

[28] SR Mohan, SK Neogy, and AK Das. On the classes of fully copositive and fully semimonotone matrices. Linear Algebra and its Applications, 323(1-3):87–97, 2001.

[29] Umberto Mosco. Implicit variational problems and quasi variational inequalities. In Nonlinear Operators and the Calculus of Variations: Summer School Held in Bruxelles 8–19 September 1975, pages 83–156. Springer, 2006.

[30] Katta G Murty and Feng-Tien Yu. Linear complementarity, linear and nonlinear programming, volume 3. Citeseer, 1988.

[31] SK Neogy, Ravi B Bapat, AK Das, and Biswabrata Pradhan. Optimization models with economic and game theoretic applications. Annals of Operations Research, 243:1–3, 2016.

[32] SK Neogy and AK Das. Linear complementarity and two classes of structured stochastic games. Operations Research with Economic and Industrial Applications: Emerging Trends, eds: SR Mohan and SK Neogy, Anamaya Publishers, New Delhi, India, pages 156–180, 2005.

[33] SK Neogy, AK Das, and Abhijit Gupta. Generalized principal pivot transforms, complementarity theory and their applications in stochastic games. Optimization Letters, 6:339–356, 2012.

[34] Muhammad Aslam Noor. Fixed point approach for complementarity problems. Journal of Mathematical Analysis and Applications, 133(2):437–448, 1988.

[35] Jong-Shi Pang. The implicit complementarity problem. In Nonlinear Programming 4, pages 487–518. Elsevier, 1981.

[36] Jiri Rohn. Description of all solutions of a linear complementarity problem.

The Electronic Journal of Linear Algebra, 18:246–252, 2009. [37] Jiri Rohn. On unique solvability of the absolute value equation. Optimization Letters, 3(4):603–606, 2009.

[38] Jiri Rohn, Vahideh Hooshyarbakhsh, and Raena Farhadsefat. An iterative method for solving absolute value equations and sufficient conditions for unique solvability. Optimization Letters, 8:35–44, 2014.

[39] Akbar Shirilord and Mehdi Dehghan. Double parameter splitting (dps) iteration method for solving complex symmetric linear systems. Applied Numerical Mathematics, 171:176–192, 2022.

[40] Zhe Sun and Jinping Zeng. A monotone semismooth newton type method for a class of complementarity problems. Journal of computational and applied mathematics, 235(5):1261–1274, 2011.

[41] Shiliang Wu and Cuixia Li. A class of new modulus-based matrix splitting methods for linear complementarity problem. Optimization Letters, pages 1–17, 2022.

[42] Shiliang Wu and Liang Li. New modulus-based matrix splitting methods for implicit complementarity problem. Numerical Algorithms, 90(4):1735– 1754, 2022.

[43] Naihua Xiu and Jianzhong Zhang. Some recent advances in projectiontype methods for variational inequalities. Journal of Computational and Applied Mathematics, 152(1-2):559–585, 2003.

[44] Jian-Jun Zhang. Mssor-based alternating direction method for symmetric positive-definite linear complementarity problems. Numerical Algorithms, 68:631–644, 2015.

[45] Jian-Jun Zhang, Jian-Li Zhang, and Wan-Zhou Ye. An inexact alternating direction method of multipliers for the solution of linear complementarity problems arising from free boundary problems. Numerical Algorithms, 78:895–910, 2018.