arXiv:2401.00189v1 [math.OC] 30 Dec 2023

On the solution set of semi-infinite tensor complementarity problem

R. Deb^{a,1} and A. K. Das^{b,2}

aJadavpur University, Kolkata , 700 032, India.

bIndian Statistical Institute, 203 B. T. Road, Kolkata, 700 108, India. 1Email: rony.knc.ju@gmail.com 2Email: akdas@isical.ac.in

Abstract

In this paper, we introduce semi-infinite tensor complementarity problem to provide an approach for considering a more realistic situation of the problem. We prove the necessary and sufficient conditions for the existence of the solution set. In this context, we study the error bounds of the solution set in terms of residual function.

Keywords: Semi-infinite tensor complementarity problem, error bound, residual function, R_0-tensor.

AMS subject classifications: 90C30, 90C33, 15A69.

1 Introduction

The tensor complementarity problem, TCP(q, A), was introduced by Song and Qi [37] and [36]. By reformulating the multilinear game as a tensor complementarity problem, Huang and Qi [12] established a bridge between the multilinear game and tensor complementarity problem. They demonstrated that finding a Nash equilibrium point of the multilinear game is equivalent to finding a solution to the resulting TCP.

Let A be a tensor of order m and dimension n, i.e., A ∈ T_{m,n} and a vector q ∈ R^n , the tensor complementarity problem denoted by TCP(q, A) is to find x ∈ R^n such that,

q + Ax^{m−1} ≥ 0, x ≥ 0, and x^T (q + Ax^{m−1}) = 0. (1.1)

When the order of the tensor m = 2 then the problem reduces to a linear complementarity problem. Let A be an n × n real matrix and a vector q ∈ R^n , the linear complementarity problem, denoted by LCP(q, A) is finding x ∈ R^n such that

q + Ax ≥ 0, x ≥ 0, and x^T (q + Ax) = 0. (1.2)

The idea of complementarity considers a large number of optimization problems. The problems which can be constituted as linear complementarity problem includes linear programming, linear fractional programming, convex quadratic programming and the bimatrix game problem. It is well considered in the literature on mathematical programming and occurs in a number of applications in operations research, control theory, mathematical

1Corresponding author

economics, geometry and engineering. For recent works on this problem and applications see [18], [19], [27], [25], [20], [6], [9], [14], [16], [33] and [23] references cited therein. The concept of PPT is originally motivated by the well-known linear complementarity problem, and applied in many other settings. The PPT is basically a transformation of the matrix of a linear system for exchanging unknowns with the corresponding entries of the right hand side of the system. For details see [5], [21], [32], [3] and [26]. Due to their prominence in scientific computing, complexity theory, and the theoretical underpinnings of linear complementarity problems, a number of matrix classes and their subclasses have received substantial study. For recent work on this problem and applications see [13], [4], [10], [29], [31], [7], [15]. For multivariate analysis and game problem, See [21], [17], [15], [30], [28], [24] and references cited therein.

An implicit assumption shared by the nonlinear complementarity problem is that the information about the mapping F and the cone involved are all fixed and completely independent of other related parameters. However, this type of formulation is unable to model all realistic situations of the problem and fails to explain the complete reality. For example, in optimal control or engineering design fields [2], the data of the problem involves a time parameter; in non-cooperative games (e.g., generalized Nash equilibrium [11]), the strategy of each player is dependent on the strategy of the other players in case of the realistic model. Here we introduce semi-infinite tensor complementarity (SITCP), a generalized version of nonlinear omplementarity to accommodate more number of realistic situations into the model.

The paper is organised as follows. Section 2 presents some basic notations and results which are used in the next section. In section 3 we prove the existence of the solution set for semi-infinite tensor complementarity problem with some assumptions. We establish a connection between the solution set of semi-infinite tensor complementarity problem and the solution sets of its equivalent tensor complementarity problems. We establish the necessary and sufficient conditions for the error bound of solution set to be level bounded in terms of residual function.

2 Preliminaries

We begin by outlining the fundamental concepts and the notation that will be applied throughout the text. Here we consider the vectors, matrices and tensors of real entries. For any positive integer n, the set {1, ..., n} is denoted by [n] . Let R^n denote the n-dimensional Euclidean space and R^n_+ = {x ∈ R^n : x ≥ 0}. Any vector x ∈ R^n is a column vector unless specified otherwise. The Euclidean norm of a vector x is defined as ‖x‖_2 = � |x^2_1| + · · · |x^2_n|.

The distance of x from A ⊆ R^n is denoted as dist(x; A) and is defined as dist(x; A) = inf{(x, a) : a ∈ A}. The diameter of a set is denoted as diamA and is defined as diamA = sup_{x,y∈A} ‖x−y‖. The unit ball in R^n is B = {x ∈ R^n : ‖x‖ ≤ 1}. An mth order n dimensional real tensor A = (a_{i1...im} ) is a multidimensional array of entries a_{i1...im} ∈ R where i_j ∈ [n] with j ∈ [m]. The set of all mth order n dimensional real tensors are denoted by T_{m,n}. Shao [34] introduced a product of tensors. Let A with order q ≥ 2 and B with order k ≥ 1 be two n-dimensional tensors. The product of A and B is a tensor C of order (q − 1)(k − 1) + 1 and dimension n with entries c_{jα1···αm−1} = � j_2,··· ,j_m∈[n] ajj2···jm bj2α1 · · · bjmαm−1 , where j ∈ [n],

α_1, · · · , α_{m−1} ∈ [n]^{k−1}.

Then for a tensor A ∈ T_{m,n} and x ∈ R^n , Ax^{m−1} ∈ R^n is a vector defined by

(Ax^{m−1})_i = n� i_2,...,i_m=1

a_{ii2...im} x_{i2} · · · x_{im} , ∀ i ∈ [n],

and Ax^m ∈ R is a scalar defined by

x^T Ax^{m−1} = Ax^m = n� i_1,...,i_m=1

a_{i1...im} x_{i1} · · · x_{im} .

Given a vector q ∈ R^n and a tensor A ∈ T_{m,n} the set of feasible solution of TCP(q, A) is defined as FEA(q, A) = {x ∈ R^n_+ : q + Ax^{m−1} ≥ 0} and the solution set of TCP(q, A) as S = SOL(q, A) = {x ∈ FEA(q, A) : x^T (q + Ax^{m−1}) = 0}. A residual function r(x) is a global (local) error bound for TCP if ∃ some constant c > 0 (and ϵ > 0) such that for each x ∈ R^n (when r(x) ≤ ϵ) dist(x, S) ≤ cr(x). (2.1) We consider some definitions and results which are required for the next sections. definition 2.1: [35], [8] The ith row subtensor of A = (a_{i1...im} ) ∈ T_{m,n} is denoted by R_i(A) and its entries are given as (R_i(A))_{i2...im} = (a_{ii2...im} ), where i_j ∈ [n] and 2 ≤ j ≤ m. definition 2.2: [39] A function f : R^n → R^n is said to be level bounded if for every α ≥ 0 the level set {x ∈ R^n : f(x) ≤ α} is bounded.

definition 2.3: [36] A tensor A ∈ T_{m,n} is said to be a S-tensor if the system Ax^{m−1} > 0, x > 0 has a solution.

definition 2.4: [36] A tensor A ∈ T_{m,n} is said to be a P -tensor, if for each x ∈ R^n \{0}, there exists an index i ∈ [n] such that_i ≠ 0 and x_i(Ax^{m−1})_i > 0.

definition 2.5: [38], [36] A tensor A ∈ T_{m,n} is said to be a R_0-tensor if the TCP(0, A) has unique zero solution.

definition 2.6: [41] For a given ϵ ≥ 0 a residual function r(x) is said to be an ϵ-error bound for TCP if ∃ c > 0 such that dist(x, S) ≤ cr(x) + ϵ ∀ x ∈ R^n . If ϵ = 0, the definition reduces to the error bound.

theorem 2.1: [22] A non-empty family A of subsets of R^n is said to have the finite intersection property (FIP) if the intersection over any finite subcollection of A is non-empty. theorem 2.2: [1] For a P -tensor A ∈ T_{m,n} and any q ∈ R^n the solution set of TCP(q, A) is nonempty and compact.

theorem 2.3: [38] If A ∈ T_{m,n} is a an R_0-tensor then for q ∈ R^n , the solution set of the TCP(q, A) is bounded.

3 Main results

We begin by introducing semi-infinite tensor complementarity problem SITCP(q(ω), A(ω), Ω).

Find a vector x ∈ R^n such that

x ≥ 0, F (x, ω) ≥ 0, x^T F (x, ω) = 0, ω ∈ Ω (3.1)

where F : R^n × Ω → R^n , F = A(ω)x^{m−1} + q(ω) and Ω is a set in R^p . The solution set of SITCP(q(ω), A(ω), Ω) is denoted by S^∗ = SOL(q(ω), A(ω), Ω) = {x ≥ 0 : A(ω)x^{m−1} + q(ω) ≥ 0, x^T (A(ω)x^{m−1} + q(ω)) = 0, ∀ ω ∈ Ω}.

Here we establish the necessary and sufficient conditions for S^∗ to be non-empty.

theorem 3.1: Consider the SITCP(q(ω), A(ω), Ω) andA(ω_0) is an R_0-tensor for some ω_0 ∈ ω. S^∗ ≠ ϕ if and only if ∩^p_{i=1}SOL(q(ω_i), A(ω_i)) ≠ ϕ for finitely many points ω_1, ..., ω_p ∈ Ω.

Proof. If part: Since S^∗ ⊆ ∩^p_{i=1} SOL(q(ω_i), A(ω_i)), S^∗ ≠ ϕ implies that ∩^p_{i=1} SOL(q(ω_i), A(ω_i)) ≠ ϕ.

Only if part: Since A(ω_0) is an R_0-tensor, by Theorem 2.3, the set SOL(q(ω_0), A(ω_0)) is bounded. Which in turn implies the boundedness of S^∗. On the other hand, since SOL(q(ω), A(ω)) is closed for each ω, so is S^∗. Thus S^∗ is compact. By Theorem 2.1 of finite intersection of compact sets, we obtain the result.

In the next result we find the position of S^∗. For this purpose we consider the followings:

(i) (A_{max})_{i1···im} = (ā_{i1···im} ) = max_{ω∈Ω} a_{i1···im} (ω) (ii) (A_{min})_{i1···im} = (a^′_{i1···im} ) = min_{ω∈Ω} a_{i1···im} (ω) (iii) (q_{max})i = max_{ω∈Ω} q_i(ω) (iv) (q_{min})i = min_{ω∈Ω} q_i(ω)

theorem 3.2: Consider SITCP(q(ω), A(ω), Ω). If Ω is compact and A(ω) and q(ω) are continuous on Ω, then S^∗ ⊆ SOL(q_{max}, M_{max}) ∩ SOL(q_{min}, M_{min}). Furthermore, suppose in each row sub-tensor, R_i(A(ω)) and in each row of q(ω), q_i(ω) the minimum (and maximum) is attained by a common ω^′ (and ω̄), i.e., for each i = 1, 2, ..., n, there exist ω^′_i, ω̄_i ∈ Ω such that R_i(A_{min}) = R_i(A(ω^′_i)) , (q_{min})_i = q(ω^′_i)_i and R_i(A_{max}) = R_i(A(ω̄_i)), (q_{max})_i = q(ω̄_i)_i. Then S^∗ = SOL(q_{max}, A_{max}) ∩ SOL(q_{min}, A_{min}).

Proof. By the rules of maximization and minimization for the summation of functions in Exercise 1.36 of [39], we have,

max_{ω∈Ω} (A(ω)x + q(ω)) ≥ A_{max}x + q_{max} (3.2)

min_{ω∈Ω}(A(ω)x + q(ω)) ≤ A_{min}x + q_{min} (3.3)

for all x ≥ 0. By using the inequalities (3.2) and (3.3) and following an argument similar to that for Theorem 2.2 of [41], we obtain

S^∗ ⊆ SOL(q_{max}, A_{max}) ∩ SOL(q_{min}, A_{min}). (3.4)

Now to prove the second part let us assume that the conditions of Theorem 3.2 hold. Then (A_{min}x^{m−1})_i = (A(ω^′)x^{m−1})_i and (A_{min}x^{m−1})_i + (q_{min})_i = (A(ω^′_i)x^{m−1} + q(ω_i))_i. Therefore SOL(q_{min}, A_{min}) =SOL(q(ω^′_i), A(ω^′_i)). Similarly we have SOL (q_{max}, A_{max}) =SOL (q(ω̄_i), A(ω̄_i)). Since S^∗ = ∩_{ω∈Ω}SOL(q(ω), A(ω)), using (3.2) and (3.3) we conclude that

S^∗ = SOL(q_{max}, A_{max}) ∩ SOL(q_{min}, A_{min}).

Here we provide an example to illustrate the result of Theorem 3.2.

example 3.1: Let A(ω) ∈ T_{3,2} and q(ω) ∈ R^2 be such that a_{111} = (1 − 2ω^3), a_{121} =

1 − ω, a_{112} = (1 − ω), a_{122} = −1, a_{211} = a_{212} = a_{221} = 0 a_{222} = −ω^2 and q(ω) = � 1 ω^2 �

and ω ∈ Ω = [0, 1]. Then A(ω)x^2 = � (1 − 2ω^3)x^2_1 + 2(1 − ω)x_1x_2 − x^2 −ω^2x^2 � . Now consider

the SITCP(q(ω), A(ω), Ω) which is to find x = � x_1 x_2 � ∈ R^2 such that

x_1 ≥ 0; (A(ω)x^2)_1 ≥ 0; x_1[(1 − 2ω^3)x^2_1 + 2(1 − ω)x_1x_2 − x^2 + 1] = 0, (3.5)

x_2 ≥ 0; (A(ω)x^2)_2 ≥ 0; x_2[−ω^2x^2 + ω^2] = 0. (3.6)

Solving the equations (3.5) and (3.6) we obtain the solution set for ω ∈ Ω, which is � 0 0 � , � 0 1 � , �_{2(1−ω)}

1−2ω^3 1 � . For ω = 1 we get^{2(1−ω)}_{1−2ω3} = 0 so S^∗ = � 0 0 � , � 0 1 � . Now for the given tensor A(ω), let A_{max} = (ā_{ijk}) ∈ T_{3,2}. Then we obtain ā_{111} = 1, ā_{121} =

ā_{112} = 1, ā_{122} = −1 and ā_{211} = ā_{212} = ā_{221} = ā_{222} = 0 and q_{max} = � 1 1 � . Then the

TCP(q_{max}, A_{max}) which is finding x = � x_1 x_2 � ∈ R^2 such that

x_1 ≥ 0; (A_{max}x^2)_1 ≥ 0; x_1[x^2_1 + 2x_1x_2 − x^2 + 1] = 0, (3.7)

x_2 ≥ 0; (A_{max}x^2)_2 ≥ 0; x_2[0 + 1] = 0. (3.8)

Solving (3.7) and (3.8) we get SOL(q_{max}, A_{max}) = � 0 0 � . Again, let A_{min} = (a^′_{ijk}) ∈ T_{3,2}. Then we obtain a^′_{111} = −1, a^′_{121} = a^′_{112} = 0, a^′_{122} = −1 and

a^′_{211} = a^′_{212} = a^′_{221} = 0, a^′_{222} = −1 and q_{min} = � 1 0 � . Then TCP(q_{min}, A_{min}) is finding x = � x_1 x_2 � ∈ R^2 such that

x_1 ≥ 0; (A_{min}x^2)_1 ≥ 0; x_1[−x^2_1 + −x^2 + 1] = 0, (3.9)

x_2 ≥ 0; (A_{min}x^2)_2 ≥ 0; x_2[−x^2] = 0. (3.10)

Solving (3.9) and (3.10) we have SOL(q_{min}, A_{min}) = � 0 0 � , � 1 0 � .

Thus S^∗ ⊃ SOL(q_{max}, A_{max})∩ SOL(q_{min}, A_{min}),i.e., the inclusion is strict.

Now we replace q(ω) by q̄ = � 1 1 � . Then the SITCP(q̄, A(ω), Ω) which is to find x = � x_1 x_2 � ∈ R^2 such that

x_1 ≥ 0; (A(ω)x^2)_1 ≥ 0; x_1[(1 − 2ω^3)x^2_1 + 2(1 − ω)x_1x_2 − x^2 + 1] = 0, (3.11)

x_2 ≥ 0; (A(ω)x^2)_2 ≥ 0; x_2[−ω^2x^2 + 1] = 0. (3.12)

Solving the equations (3.11) and (3.12) we obtain the solution set for ω ∈ Ω, which is � 0 0 � , � α(ω)_1 ω � . Here α(ω) is the positive root of the equation

ω^2(1 − 2ω^3)x^2_1 − 2ω(1 − ω)x_1 − (1 − ω^2) = 0.

For ω = 1 we get α(1) = 0. Therefore S^∗ = � 0 0 � . Then TCP(q_{max}, A_{max}) = TCP(q̄, A_{max}). SOL(q̄, A_{max}) = � 0 0 � . Now, TCP(q̄, A_{min}) is finding x = � x_1 x_2 � ∈ R^2 such that

x_1 ≥ 0; (A_{min}x^2)_1 ≥ 0; x_1[−x^2_1 + −x^2 + 1] = 0, (3.13)

x_2 ≥ 0; (A_{min}x^2)_2 ≥ 0; x_2[−x^2 + 1] = 0. (3.14)

Solving (3.13) and (3.14) we have SOL(q̄, A_{min}) = � 0 0 � , � 1 0 � , � 0 1 � . In this case

we have S^∗ = SOL(q_{max}, A_{max}) ∩ SOL(q_{min}, A_{min}).

For the next result we define semi-infinite S-tensor.

definition 3.7: A tensor A(ω) ∈ T_{m,n} is said to be a semi-infinite S-tensor with respect to the set ω if ∃ a vector x > 0 such that A(ω)x^{m−1} > 0, ∀ ω ∈ Ω.

Here we establish a connection between the semi-infinite S-tensor and the feasibility of SITCP(q(ω), A(ω), Ω).

theorem 3.3: Consider the SITCP(q(ω), A(ω), Ω) where Ω is compact and all the elements of A(ω) are continuous on Ω. Then A(ω) is a semi-infinite S-tensor relative to Ω if and only if SITCP(q(ω), A(ω), Ω) is feasible for all q(ω) ∈ C(Ω) where C(Ω) denotes all continuous mapping on Ω.

Proof. If part: Since A(ω) is a semi-infinite S-tensor, ∃ x > 0 such that A(ω)x^{m−1} > 0. Then ∃ a sufficiently small scalar λ > 0 such that A(ω)x^{m−1} ≥ λe > 0, for all ω ∈ Ω where e = (1, · · · , 1)^T . Now choose α > 0 with αe > −q_{min}. Choosing ᾱ =

�_α λ � 1_{m−1} > 0 we have ᾱx > 0. Also, A(ω)(ᾱx)^{m−1}=^α_λ A(ω)x^{m−1} ≥ αe > −q_{min}. Thus for ᾱx > 0 we have A(ω)(ᾱx)^{m−1} + q(ω) ≥ A(ω)(ᾱx)^{m−1} + q_{min} > 0. Therefore, ᾱx is a feasible point of SITCP(q(ω), A(ω), Ω).

Only if part: Let q(ω) := q̃ < 0 for all ω ∈ Ω. Let the SITCP(q̃, A(ω), Ω) be feasible. Then ∃ a vector x ≥ 0 such that A(ω)x^{m−1} + q̃ ≥ 0 =⇒ A(ω)x^{m−1} ≥ −q̃ > 0 for all ω ∈ Ω. Since A(ω)x^{m−1} is continuous on Ω there exists a sufficiently small λ > 0 such that x + λe > 0, and A(ω)(x + λe)^{m−1} > 0.

The following corollary provides a necessary condition for feasibility of the solution set of SITCP(q(ω), A(ω), Ω).

corollary 3.1: Consider the SITCP(q(ω), A(ω), Ω). Suppose Ω is compact and A(ω) is continuous on Ω. If A_{min} is an S-tensor, then SITCP(q(ω), A(ω), Ω) is feasible for all q(ω) ∈ C(Ω).

Proof. Let A_{min} be an S-tensor. Then for some x > 0 we have A_{min}x^{m−1} > 0. From the definition of A_{min} it follows that A(ω)x^{m−1} > 0 for all ω ∈ Ω. This implies that A(ω) is a semi-infinite S-tensor. Hence by Theorem 3.3, we conclude that SITCP(q(ω), A(ω), Ω) is feasible for all q(ω) ∈ C(Ω).

Now we establish an ϵ−error bound for the solution set of semi-infnte tensor complementarity problem. Here ϵ represents the degree of approximation of the set S^∗

theorem 3.4: Consider the SITCP(q(ω), A(ω), Ω). Suppose the solution set S^∗ is nonempty. If A(ω_0) is an P -tensor for some ω_0 ∈ Ω, then there exist c > 0 and ϵ > 0 with ϵ ≤ diam(SOL(q(ω_0), A(ω_0)) such that

dist(x, S^∗) ≤ c r(x) + ϵ

where residual function is r_y(x) = max_{ωΩ} ‖ min{x, [A(ω)(x − y)]^{1m−1} + [A(ω)y^{m−1}]^{1m−1} }‖, and y ∈ (SOL(q(ω_0), A(ω_0)).

Proof. Since A(ω_0) is an P -tensor, SOL(q(ω_0), A(ω_0)) is bounded. This implies ∃ an ϵ > 0 such that SOL(q(ω_0), A(ω_0)) ⊆ S^∗ + ϵB . Consequently,

dist(x, S^∗) ≤ dist(x, SOL(q(ω_0), A(ω_0))) + ϵ, ∀x ∈ R^n . (3.15)

Notice that S^∗ ⊆ SOL(q(ω_0), A(ω_0)). Therefore the diameter of the set SOL(q(ω_0), A(ω_0)) is an upper bound of ϵ. By Theorem 3.2 of [40] for the tensor complementarity problem TCP(q(ω_0), A(ω_0)), there exists c > 0 such that ∀ x ∈ R^n ,

dist(x, SOL(q(ω_0), A(ω_0))) ≤ c‖ min{x, [A(ω_0)(x − y)]^{1m−1} + [A(ω_0)y^{m−1}]^{1m−1} }‖. (3.16)

From (3.15) and (3.16) the desired result follows.

For the next result we define semi-infinite R_0-tensor and establish a connection between R_0-tensor and semi-infinite R_0-tensor.

definition 3.8: The tensor A(ω) is said to be a semi-infinite R_0-tensor relative to a set Ω if the SITCP(0, A(ω), Ω) has zero as its unique solution, i.e.,

x ≥ 0, A(ω)x ≥ 0, x^T A(ω)x = 0, ∀ω ∈ Ω =⇒ x = 0. (3.17)

theorem 3.5: Consider the SITCP(q(ω), A(ω), Ω). If A(ω_0) is an R_0-tensor for some ω_0 ∈ Ω. Then A(ω) is a semi-infinite R_0-tensor relative to Ω.

Proof. Since A(ω_0) is an R_0-tensor, we have SOL(0, A(ω_0)) = {0}. Also, S^∗ ⊆ ∩_{ω∈Ω} SOL(0, A(ω), Ω) Therefore S^∗ = {0}. Hence the result.

Here we prove the necessary and sufficient conditions for the error bound of solution set to be level bounded in terms of residual function. To solve the semi-infinite tensor complementarity problem is equivalent to finding x ∈ R^n such that x ∈ SOL(q(ω), A(ω)) for all ω ∈ Ω. However, in many cases, it is possible to obtain x ∈ SOL(q(ω), A(ω)) for some ω. In this case, it is important to provide a quantitative measure of the closeness of each x ∈ R^n to each individual set SOL(q(ω), A(ω)) in terms of some residual functions r(x). In other words, we find c > 0 such that

dist(x, SOL(q(ω), A(ω))) ≤ cr(x), ∀ ω ∈ Ω, ∀ x ∈ R^n

which is equivalent to

max_{ω∈Ω} dist(x, SOL(q(ω), A(ω))) ≤ cr(x), ∀ x ∈ R^n .

Here c is said to be weak error bound. The importance of weak error bound is that the solution S^∗ is need not be nonempty as required in case of error bound.

theorem 3.6: Consider the SITCP(q(ω), A(ω), Ω). Suppose Ω is compact and A(ω) and q(ω) are continuous. Then the residual function, r(x) = max_{ω∈Ω} ‖ min(x, A(ω)x + q(ω))‖^2 is level bounded if and only if the tensor A(ω) is a semi-infinite R_0-tensor relative to Ω.

Proof. Only if part: We prove the first result by contrapositive method. By this approach we first assume that r(x) is not level bounded. Then ∃ a sequence {x_n} → ∞ as n → ∞, {r(x_n)} is bounded. We assume that^{xn}_{‖xn‖m−1} converge to the limit x_0 with ‖x_0‖ = 1. Taking into account the continuity of q(ω) and A(ω) and the compactness of Ω, we see that r(x) is continuous and q(ω) is bounded on Ω. Hence, lim_{n→∞}^{r(xn)}_{‖xn‖m−1} = 0 and lim_{n→∞}^{q(ω)}_{‖xn‖m−1} = 0 for all ω ∈ Ω. Now

r(x_n) ‖x_n‖^{2(m−1)}

= max_{ω∈Ω} ‖ min � x_n ‖x_n‖^{m−1} , A(ω)x + q(ω) ‖x_n‖^{m−1} � ‖^2. (3.18)

Taking limit of both sides of the equation (3.18) as n → ∞ we obtain,

max_{ω∈Ω} ‖ min � x_0, A(ω)x^{m−1}_0 � ‖^2 = 0.

This means that a nonzero vector x_0 is a solution of SITCP(0, A(ω), Ω). Hence A(ω) is not a semi-infinite R_0-tensor. This completes the proof.

If part: Suppose on the contrary that the SITCP(0, A(ω), Ω) has a nonzero vector x as a solution. Let I(x) = {i : x_i = 0} and J(x) = {i : x_i > 0}. The compactness of Ω and the continuity of q ensures that q(ω) is bounded on Ω. Thus there exists a scalar K > 0 such that, for any k ≥ K, kx_i ≥ q_i(ω) for all ω ∈ Ω and i ∈ J(x). (3.19)

Given any k ≥ K, we have

r(kx) = max_{ω∈Ω} ‖ min(kx, k^{m−1}A(ω)x^{m−1} + q(ω))‖^2 (3.20) ≤ n� i=1 max_{ω∈Ω} {min(kx_i, (k^{m−1}A(ω)x^{m−1})_i + q_i(ω))}^2

Now we consider the following cases.

Case-1. We consider the case when i ∈ J(x). Then ((A(ω)x^{m−1})_i = 0. It follows from (3.19) that max_{ω∈Ω} {min{kx_i, k^{m−1}(A(ω)x^{m−1})_i + q_i(ω))}}^2 = max_{ω∈Ω} q_i(ω)^2. (3.21)

Case-2. We consider the case when i ∈ I(x). If k^{m−1}(A(ω)x^{m−1})_i + q_i(ω) ≥ 0, we have

{min(kx_i, k^{m−1}(A(ω)x^{m−1})_i + q_i(ω))}^2 = 0. (3.22)

If k^{m−1}(A(ω)x^{m−1})_i + q_i(ω) < 0, then by the fact q_i(ω) ≤ k^{m−1}(A(ω)x^{m−1})_i + q_i(ω) < 0 we obtain {min(kx_i, k^{m−1}(A(ω)x^{m−1})_i + q_i(ω))}^2 ≤ q_i(ω)^2. (3.23)

Thus combining (3.22) and (3.23) we have

max_{ω∈Ω} [min(kx_i, k^{m−1}(A(ω)x^{m−1})_i + q_i(ω))]^2 ≤ max_{ω∈Ω} q_i(ω)^2. (3.24)

Putting the facts (3.20), (3.21) and (3.24) together, it follows that

r(kx) ≤ n� i=1 max_{ω∈Ω} q_i(ω)^2 < ∞

for all k ≥ K. This contradicts the level boundedness of r(x).

4 Conclusion

In this paper we introduce semi-infinite tensor complementarity problem to accommodate more realistic situation of the problem. We show that the solution set of semi-infinite tensor complementarity problem exists with some assumption. An example is illustrated in detail to establish the result. We establish a connection between semi-infinite tensor and its equivalent tensors to obtain the solution of semi-infinite tensor complementarity problem. Finally, we show that the error bound of the solution set is level bounded in terms of residual function.

5 Acknowledgment

The author R. Deb is grateful to the Council of Scientific & Industrial Research (CSIR), India, for providing financial assistance through the Junior Research Fellowship program.

References

[1] Xue-Li Bai, Zheng-Hai Huang, and Yong Wang. Global uniqueness and solvability for tensor complementarity problems. Journal of Optimization Theory and Applications, 170(1):72–84, 2016.

[2] Qihong Chen, Delin Chu, and Roger CE Tan. Optimal control of obstacle for quasilinear elliptic variational bilateral problems. SIAM journal on control and optimization, 44(3):1067–1080, 2005.

[3] A K Das. Properties of some matrix classes based on principal pivot transform. Annals of Operations Research, 243(1):375–382, 2016.

[4] A K Das, R Jana, and Deepmala. On generalized positive subdefinite matrices and interior point algorithm. In International Conference on Frontiers in Optimization: Theory and Applications, pages 3–16. Springer, 2016.

[5] A K Das, R Jana, and Deepmala. Finiteness of criss-cross method in complementarity problem. In International Conference on Mathematics and Computing, pages 170–180. Springer, 2017.

[6] A K Das, R Jana, and Deepmala. Invex programming problems with equality and inequality constraints. Transactions of A. Razmadze Mathematical Institute, 172(3):361– 371, 2018.

[7] A K Das, R Jana, and Deepmala. Some aspects on solving transportation problem.

arXiv preprint arXiv:1808.05351, 2018.

[8] R Deb and A K Das. More on semipositive tensor and tensor complementarity problem.

In International Conference on Mathematics and Computing, pages 147–156. Springer, 2023.

[9] A Dutta and A K Das. On some properties of k-type block matrices in the context of complementarity problem. In Mathematics and Computing: ICMC 2022, Vellore, India, January 6–8, pages 143–154. Springer, 2023.

[10] A Dutta, R Jana, and A K Das. On column competent matrices and linear complementarity problem. In Proceedings of the Seventh International Conference on Mathematics and Computing, pages 615–625. Springer Singapore, 2022.

[11] Francisco Facchinei, Andreas Fischer, and Veronica Piccialli. Generalized nash equilibrium problems and newton methods. Mathematical Programming, 117(1-2):163–194, 2009.

[12] Zheng-Hai Huang and Liqun Qi. Formulating an n-person noncooperative game as a tensor complementarity problem. Computational Optimization and Applications, 66(3):557–576, 2017.

[13] R Jana, A K Das, and A Dutta. On hidden Z-matrix and interior point algorithm.

Opsearch, 56(4):1108–1116, 2019.

[14] R Jana, A K Das, and V N Mishra. Iterative descent method for generalized leontief model. Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences, India Section A: Physical Sciences, 91(2):237–244, 2021.

[15] R Jana, A K Das, and S Sinha. On processability of Lemke’s algorithm. Applications & Applied Mathematics, 13(2), 2018.

[16] R Jana, A K Das, and S Sinha. On semimonotone star matrices and linear complementarity problem. arXiv preprint arXiv:1808.00281, 2018.

[17] R Jana, A Dutta, and A K Das. More on hidden Z-matrices and linear complementarity problem. Linear and Multilinear Algebra, 69(6):1151–1160, 2021.

[18] S R Mohan, S K Neogy, and A K Das. More on positive subdefinite matrices and the linear complementarity problem. Linear Algebra and its Applications, 338(1-3):275– 285, 2001.

[19] S R Mohan, S K Neogy, and A K Das. On the classes of fully copositive and fully semimonotone matrices. Linear Algebra and its Applications, 323(1-3):87–97, 2001.

[20] S R Mohan, S K Neogy, and A K Das. A note on linear complementarity problems and multiple objective programming. Mathematical programming, 100(2):339–344, 2004.

[21] P Mondal, S Sinha, S K Neogy, and A K Das. On discounted ARAT semi-markov games and its complementarity formulations. International Journal of Game Theory, 45(3):567–583, 2016.

[22] James Munkres. Topology james munkres second edition.

[23] S K Neogy, R B Bapat, and A K Das. Optimization models with economic and game theoretic applications. Annals of Operations Research, 243(1):1–3, 2016.

[24] S K Neogy and A K 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.

[25] S K Neogy and A K Das. On almost type classes of matrices with Q-property. Linear and Multilinear Algebra, 53(4):243–257, 2005.

[26] S K Neogy and A K Das. Principal pivot transforms of some classes of matrices. Linear Algebra and its Applications, 400:243–252, 2005.

[27] S K Neogy and A K Das. Some properties of generalized positive subdefinite matrices.

SIAM Journal on Matrix Analysis and Applications, 27(4):988–995, 2006.

[28] S K Neogy and A K Das. Mathematical programming and game theory for decision making, volume 1. World Scientific, 2008.

[29] S K Neogy and A K Das. On singular N_0-matrices and the class Q. Linear Algebra and its Applications, 434(3):813–819, 2011.

[30] S K Neogy and A K Das. On weak generalized positive subdefinite matrices and the linear complementarity problem. Linear and Multilinear Algebra, 61(7):945–953, 2013.

[31] S K Neogy, A K Das, and R B Bapat. Modeling, computation and optimization, volume 6. World Scientific, 2009.

[32] S K Neogy, A K Das, and A Gupta. Generalized principal pivot transforms, complementarity theory and their applications in stochastic games. Optimization Letters, 6(2):339–356, 2012.

[33] S K Neogy, A K Das, S Sinha, and A Gupta. On a mixture class of stochastic game with ordered field property. In Mathematical programming and game theory for decision making, pages 451–477. World Scientific, 2008.

[34] Jia-Yu Shao. A general product of tensors with applications. Linear Algebra and its Applications, 439(8):2350–2366, 2013.

[35] Jiayu Shao and Lihua You. On some properties of three different types of triangular blocked tensors. Linear Algebra and its Applications, 511:110–140, 2016.

[36] Yisheng Song and Liqun Qi. Properties of some classes of structured tensors. Journal of Optimization Theory and Applications, 165(3):854–873, 2015.

[37] Yisheng Song and Liqun Qi. Properties of tensor complementarity problem and some classes of structured tensors. Annals of Applied Mathematics, 2017.

[38] Yisheng Song and Gaohang Yu. Properties of solution set of tensor complementarity problem. Journal of Optimization Theory and Applications, 170(1):85–96, 2016.

[39] RT Rockafellar RJ-B Wets. Variational analysis spring–verlag berlin. 1998.

[40] Mengmeng Zheng, Ying Zhang, and Zheng-Hai Huang. Global error bounds for the tensor complementarity problem with a p-tensor. Journal of Industrial & Management Optimization, 15(2):933, 2019.

[41] JC Zhou, NH Xiu, and Jein-Shan Chen. Solution properties and error bounds for semi-infinite complementarity problems. Journal of Industrial and Management Optimization, 9(1):99–115, 2013.