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1 K&

R AHHEME (Nonlinear Complementarity
Problem, AT NCP) ki, 5 oN/:FHF: R" -
ReCHL, UTOEMLBLTRI PV ze R ER
HHFBETHS.

NCP(F): z>0, F(z)>0, zTF(z) =0
FRETII FRERTHITRZ2BAKE TS, 22T
FOPERTHH LR,

(e - y)T(F(a) - F(y)) 0 Vz,y € R"

VDO EEFWV.
NCP(F) X, $RTOilZHL T
z; >0,F(z) >0,z;Fi(z) =0
¥HRTIEROLMBLEMTHA. 22T, Bz
KR L TRORFEESEERT L.

P(z):={: |z > 0,F(z) =0}

N(z):={i| z; =0, Fi(z) > 0}
C(z):={i|z: =0, F,(z) =0}
ZIT, C(2)#0THHrLE, z ZBILBLV, £
ITRVLDEIEBILBE V.

SF{z*)} IR 2 PRS2 /8L ERS. &
-2

P¥ = {i | zF > Fi(z*)}
N*:= {i | z¥ < Fiy(z*)}

ETaL, FOEFHCEETNWE, TaKEL kIS
LT
P(z) = P*,N(z) = N*

Ehd. #0710, NCP(F) i & ) MELMBEICRSE
TE5. LoL%ds, m5 {«*) 2 BILBIPGRT 5
BEICR, 0L RFEREBEBRTE RV,
ERETI, 55 {z*} 25 AE (Proximal Point
Algorithm) THEREN B L &, &5 {z*} OPEA 2*
B AENRTECOREFELRETS. b, B
FAle NCP IZxHd 2B EEEIC Lo TER SRS JFiE,
NCP(F) D AR 5 2 EATRENTVS [2,3].
E51, TOMEERAWAZ LIZL o T, NCP(F)#*
S SAMOHMN S R/MEBEICZ A L E2RT.

*B B  DAN Hiroshige
&8 X FUKUSHIMA Masao

2 NCP T 2:0ER%
ZOHTIX, NCP XT3 EESEDRBNM%*T 5.

Y, EESEOERIBVWTERLZREALRALT

NCP(F) D%l %z FREXFR~NOBFER LT OV TERR
%. Fischer-Burmeister ¥ o¢rp: R 2 R

érpla,b)=+va2+b>—-a—-b
FHWC, BB Hr R R 2 KA TEHTS.
¢rp(z1, Fi(z))
Hp(x) =
GFB(zn, Fa(z))
T, MELEIEICL ST,

¢ra(a,b)

ThbHIEHNHETELDT,

=0&a>0,b>0,ab=0
NCP(F) i
Hp(z)=0

EEEMIchk B,

NCP DL LT, AL FEFREIN TV A,
FOHRTHEESER, ERIND EF)H NCP Db
BHIFPEL, NCPORESL OEHEIHENSRV£
HOTTH OICB—RIGRT S LS, BNAPGENE
FHEOILNRENTVS[2,3). ZOFELTATY
XAPPEL, UTFILRT.

7HIYXLPP

Stepl 1T X—% B € (0, l)coe(Ol)&?)J%"j
P eREER k:=0LT5,

Step 2: b L z* ' NCP(F) DEBBTHNIEHEE
RTT5.
Step 3: B F*: R* >R %
F¥(z) = F(z) + ci(z — =*)

TEHL, KOEMHEHTT NCP(FE) OE MR
o R R B,

[ Hpr (a5 < B*min{L, o541 - 2*[}

Step 4: cxyy TEBHL, k:=k+1 &£ LT Step 2.
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%8, Step 3 ICBVTHELE L 2 RDBFHEEL
Tid, DeLuca b [1]IZ & o TRE SN —fb=2—
b »# (Generalized Newton Method) 2"z 61 5.
ZZT, RDREFRYU2bDET S,
RE 1 ‘
(i) Fit V7Y v VERTH 5.
(i) cx = a*(a €(0,1)),0< f<a & T 5.

(i) ||Hr(2)|| BBETL T —/X7 Y FiZhoTwh, §
EOLROFERNE WL TIEDER by, by BHFET 5.
|Hr(z)|| < by = dist{z, X} < by||Hr ()]

ZZT, X & NCP(F) DRBESTH 5.
B 1 DFTid, dist{et, X} 12 0 12B—KIUET
5, Thbb,

dist{z**!, X}

lim =0 (1)

koo dist{z*, X}
PRIALY 5 [3].

3 BIAFEESORE
1Y, AERESIZAD LR 5.

EFE 2 {z*} &% NCP(F) D z* 2R T 5 85 ¢
5. 8612, BEE {fF} oL TIRFEES P NE CH
¥RATCEETS.

Pk = {i| zf > f¥(z*), Fi(z*) < fH(z*)}

N¥:={i| zf < f¥(z*), Fi(z*) > f¥(z*)}

CF:= {i| zf < f¥(z), Fi(z*) < f¥(=*)}
ZITC, TAKRELZEIZFLT

P* = P(z*), N¥=N(z*), C*=C(z*)
Enbb X, {f*} % {*} 23T 2 NCP(F) DRER
v,

(D EHAVDL, ROBELXRTIELNTEE. &
B, TWIYXLAPPIZLoTHEREND &Y {z*} D
WESEx 2z LT 5.

BE3 RE [DRILTVDEE, +HKER kIS
LT, KRBT 5.

. zk
”.’Ek—.‘t‘” SB2 ”H};(k )”

T, BB EIHEKFELLZVWENDERTH 5. O
HEIYAVADE, ROEBERTILNTES.

TH 4 {z*} 27 VT Y XL PPTERENS ST L
T3, ZOLE,

H
() = Il Zﬁx)ll |
TEHEEINSD {p*} i3 {«*} 124+ % NCP(F) DRIE
BEHFITH 5. O

4 ICH

ETHEAEHNDL, XKOEBRTRTEHIZ, NCPIZ
HLTT7VT Y XL PP DEENTIICHEAL L X2,
NCP 2% Gl 2 B/MLBBEICRETELZ LYD
b,

T 5 THIKEVLICHLT, SXHHHTERME
FIRE

min Hez —z¥)?
Fpr(z) = 0,230 =0 (2)
Fck(l') = 0,$Ck =0

subject to

DFEE NCP(F) DRI 2T 5, U

ISR AL E (Linear Complementarity
Problem, UATF LCP) D4, (2) RERMMBOAEH
DOMTKRETEREE 2> TH Y, %0 Karush-Kuhn-
Tucker FHIREFRAREL S, #2T, k2+45
KREWEE, TORBHBRRDOEH LCP DRI
B EETINT)XAPPDELEEFCRETRE,
AREORETHEET 2L )7 VT ) XL HBET
HIENTES.,

5 &

AFEERTIE, NCPIZHTH70T 1) X4 PP OEE
DHFITHALL 2, ERESND SFIOWEEOH
HIRFEEAYELLFAET 5FELRLE. —f4, B
PRIEL TR L X, TVT Y XLEED LT, #
DI ELPHELXFIERIFTENSEV, FOREELY, X
REDFEFICHT AL CRIRT & BTl D 5.
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