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1 Introduction

A tensor, as a natural extension of the concept of matrices, is a multidimensional
array, whose order refers to the dimensionality of the array, or equivalently, the
number of indices needed to label a component of that array. Mathematically, a
real m-th order n-dimensional square tensor, denoted by A, can be expressed as
A = (ai,. 4,,), where each component a;, ;, € R for 1 <iy,...,im < n. For the
sake of convenience, we denote by 7m,n the space of m-th order n-dimensional real
square tensors. If the entries of A € Ty, n are invariant under any permutation of
its indices, we call A a symmetric tensor. For a vector z := (z1, ..., mn)T € R™ and
a tensor A = (a;, i, ) € Tmn, we define Az™! as an n-dimensional vector whose
i-th component is given by
n
(Az™ 1) = Z Qjiy. iy, Tiy " T4, fori=1,2...,n,
i2yeenyim=1

and throughout, let Az™ be the value at z of a homogeneous polynomial, defined
by

n

Az™ = o )
T = Qiyig.. iy Tiy Tig =~ Tiyp -

11,22, y0m =1
Given two tensors A, B € Tm,n, we say that (A, B) is an identical singular pair,
if
{x e R™M{0} | Az™ ! =0, Ba™ ! = o} £ 0.
Under the assumption that (A, B) is not an identical singular pair, we call (z,\) €
(C™\{0}) x C an eigenvector-eigenvalue pair of (A, B), if we could find a nonzero

solution z to the following n-system of equations
(A - B)z™ =0, (1.1)

where the nonzero vector z satisfying (1.1) is also called an eigenvector of (A, B),
and X is the associated eigenvalue to the eigenvector z of (A, B). The concept of
eigenvector-eigenvalue pair for tensors can be dated back to the independent work
of Lim [22] and Qi [26], and the appearance of such a concept has greatly initiated
the rapid developments of the spectral theory of tensors. In 2009, Chang et al. [§]
further introduced a unified definition of eigenvector-eigenvalue pair for general
square tensors, thereby making the study of tensor in the direction of complemen-
tarity problems more interesting, e.g., see [18,23,30,24]. Indeed, the importance
of tensor and its eigenvalue/eigenvector has been highlighted due to the concise
mathematical framework for formulating and analyzing many real-world problems
in areas such as magnetic resonance imaging [6,28], higher-order Markov chains

[25] and best-rank one approximation in data analysis [27]. Accordingly, many nice
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properties such as the Perron-Frobenius theorem for eigenvalues/eigenvectors of
nonnegative square tensor have been established, see, e.g., [7,32].

In the literature, e.g., see [13,16], complementarity problems have been devel-
oped well due to the widespread applications in engineering and economics. As an
important special case of complementarity problems, the eigenvalue complementar-
ity problem (EiCP) for matrices also has been studied extensively, see [1,3,12,19,
20,21,31] for example. Most recently, the EiCP for matrices has been generalized
to tensors in [23], where the authors called it tensor generalized eigenvalue comple-
mentarity problem (TGEiCP) which has been further studied from both theoretical
and numerical perspective in [10,11,14,33]. It is well known that the second-order
cone is an important class of cones in applied mathematics, whose high applicabil-
ity encourages the study of the specific EiCP on second-order cones for matrices,
which is called second-order cone eigenvalue complementarity problems (SOCEiCP).
By utilizing the special structure of second-order cones, some more interesting
results have been developed, see, e.g. [2,15]. To the best of our knowledge, the de-
velopment of TGEiCP is still in its infancy. Therefore, a natural question is that
can we also extend the SOCEiCP to tensors and obtain more interesting properties
for such a specific TGEiCP.

In this paper, we study the second-order cone tensor eigenvalue complementarity
problem (SOCTEiCP), which seeks a nonzero vector z € R™ and a scalar A € R
satisfying

ek, w:i=MNA-B)z" 'ek* and (z,w)=0, (1.2)

where A and B are two real m-th order n-dimensional tensors, (-,-) denotes the
standard inner product in real Euclidean space, K* is the dual cone of K, and here

K is the second-order cone defined by
K:i=K™ x K™ x - x K" (1.3)

with K™ = {:vz eR™ |zl > ||xi||} fori =1,2,...,r. Note that the n-dimensional
vector x can also be separated into r parts, i.e., z := (z!,2%,...,2") € R™ x
R" x ... x R™ with }7_, n; = n, and each part z' := (z5,2) € R x R"~! for
i=1,...,r. It is obvious that each cone K™ is pointed and self-dual, which means
that (K™)* = K™, where the dual cone (K™)* of K™ is defined by

() = {y' € R™ | (' ay 20, v ot e}

As a consequence, we know that K is also pointed and self-dual.

The main contributions of this paper are summarized as follows. First, we show
that SOCTEICP (1.2) is provably equivalent to a variational inequality, thereby
establishing the existence of a solution to SOCTEICP (1.2). Actually, one more

important benefit is that such a characterization might provides an efficient way
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for the study of properties (e.g., sensitivity and stability) of SOCTEiCP (1.2)
in the context of variational inequality. Then, we focus on two special cases of
SOCTEICP (1.2) with symmetric and sub-symmetric tensors, and reformulate both
of them as two nonlinear programming problems for the purpose of designing nu-
merical algorithms to find some of their eigenvector-eigenvalue pairs. To illustrate
the solvability of SOCTEICP (1.2), we employ the so-named scaling-and-projection
algorithm (SPA) [23] to solve SOCTEiICP (1.2) and report some preliminary com-
putational results to verify the reliability of SPA.

The structure of this paper is divided into five parts. In Section 2, we first show
that SOCTEICP (1.2) is essentially equivalent to a variational inequality problem.
In Section 3, we consider two special cases of SOCTEICP (1.2). More concretely,
in Section 3.1, we are concerned with the symmetric SOCTEiCP, that is, the
underlying tensors A and B are symmetric. Based upon such a symmetry condition,
we can gainfully formulate the symmetric SOCTEICP as a fractional polynomial
optimization problem. As a more general case, in Section 3.2, we discuss the case
where SOCTEICP (1.2) has two sub-symmetric tensors A and B. Similarly, we also
give a nonlinear programming formulation for the sub-symmetric SOCTEiICP. In
Section 4, we report some numerical results to verify the reliability of the SPA
proposed in [23]. Finally, we complete this paper with drawing some concluding

remarks in Section 5.

Notation. Let R™ denote the real Euclidean space of column vectors of length
n. The superscript | represents the transpose. Denote RY :={z € R" | 2 > 0}.
For given z € R", we also rewrite z := (z1,22,...,2n)  as r parts, ie., = :=
(al,2?,...,2") € R™ x R™ x ... x R™, with 37 n; = n and 2’ := (2b,2}) €
R x R™™! for i =1,...,r. For A € Tm,n and a subset J of the index set [r] :=
{1,2,...,7}, we denote by A; the principal sub-tensor of A, which is obtained

by homogeneous polynomial Az™ for all z = (2!, 22,...,2") with 2* = 0 for i €
[r]\J. So, Ay is a tensor of order m and dimension |J|, where |J| = 37, ;n;.
Correspondingly, denote by z; the sub-vector of z = (z!,z2, ... z"), which is

obtained by removing the components z* with i € [r]\J. For given C := (Ciyig. i) €
Trn,n and © € R™, C2™ 2 denotes the n x n matrix with the (4, j)-th element given
by

n

I m—2 o
x = Cijiamimxia Ty,
)

©3yeenytm =1

2 A variational inequality characterization to SOCTEICP (1.2)

As a special case of TGEICP introduced in [23], it is clear that SOCTEICP (1.2)

also has at least one solution under some mild conditions. In this section, we
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reformulate SOCTEiICP (1.2) as a variational inequality from a different perspec-
tive used in [23]. We start this section with recalling some basic definitions and
properties on second-order cones and tensors, which will be used in this paper.
For the second-order cone K defined by (1.3), it is well known that the com-
plementarity condition on X can be decomposed into complementarity conditions
on each K", that is,
z,y € K and (z,y) :'O ' o (2.1)
< ' y'e K™ and (z',y") =0, fori=1,2,...,r,
where = = (z',2%,...,2"), y = (y',¥%, ...,y") € R™ x R" x ... x R"". Moreover,
for any z = (20,7e) and w = (wo,we) € R x RI™1 we define the Jordan product
between z and w as

zow := ({z,w), Woze + ZoWs). (2.2)

With the above definition of Jordan product of vectors, we have the following

result from [17].
Proposition 2.1 For any vectors z,w € ]Rl, we have

z,weICl and (z,w) =0 & zgweICl and z ow = 0y,
where 0; is a zero vector in R

For given tensors A and B € Tm,n, we define the function F : R” — R" by

F(z) = Mz)Az™ 1 = Ba™ 1, (2.3)
where
Bx™
M) = Zm (2.4)

which is called the generalized Rayleigh quotient related to A and B. Throughout
this paper, we assume that Az™ # 0 for any = € K\{0}, which means that A (or
—A) is strictly K-positive, i.e., Az > 0 (or —Az™ > 0) for any z € K\{0}. Under
this assumption, it is clear that F defined by (2.3) is well-defined and continuous
on Ko := {z = (z%,2%,...,2") € K | e'x = 1}, where e := (e!,e?,...,¢e") with
el = (1,0,..., 0)—r € R™. Obviously, Kg is exactly a convex compact basis of K.
Consider the following variational inequality problem (VIP), which refers to the

task of finding a vector Z € Ko such that
F(z)"(z—1)>0, VzéeKo. (2.5)

In what follows, we denote (2.5) by VIP(F,Ko) for simplicity. Since Ko is a
nonempty convex compact set, we have the following existence result on the solu-
tions of VIP(F,Ko) (e.g., see [13]).
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Proposition 2.2 VIP(F,Ko) has at least one solution.

Now, we establish the equivalence of (1.2) to VIP(F,Kp), and show that (1.2)

has at least one solution.

Theorem 2.1 If  is a solution of VIP(F,Ko), then (Z,)\) is a solution of (1.2),
where X := A(Z) and \(x) is defined by (2.4).

Proof The proof is divided into two parts by distinguishing two cases of zh.

Case 1. We first consider the case where z, > 0 for ¢ = 1,2,...,r. Since
is a solution of VIP(F,Ky), it immediately follows that Z is a minimizer of the
following optimization problem

min
xT

{F(i)Tx|xelC0 },
which can also be rewritten as

min F(z) "z

st (24)? — b = 0,
zh>0,i=1,...,r

ele=1.

Since % > 0 for every i = 1,2,..
cation holds at Z, we know that Z satisfies the KKT conditions (see [5, Theo-

.,r, the linear independence constraint qualifi-

rem 4.2.13]). Therefore, there exist Lagrange multipliers 8 := (Bl,ngu,Br)T,
3 :=(71,72,-..,7) " € R" and § € R such that
F(z) = 2CB + D7 + de,
Bi 2 O: (:E’(L))2 - H':E,Lo”2 2 07 Bi ((i.tz))Q - ||§7£||2) = O: 1= 17 s Ty (2 6)
3 >0, 75 >0, %z, =0, i=1,...,r, '
elz = 1,
where
[ s _
1 Onl Onl
—Te 1
- el Ony - On,
0712 :32 tte Ong On2 62 . On2
C:= —Te and D:=| c R™"
. . . M On, Op, - e’
On, On, -« °©
L 7] ]

with On, being the zero vector in R™ fori = 1,...,r. By (2.6), we know & ' F() = §,
which implies, together with the fact that :ETF(QE) =0, that § = 0. Consequently,

from the first expression of (2.6), we get

F(z) = 2CB + D7. (2.7)
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For the notational convenience, let us write
F(z)=7:=@"%%...,7") e R™ xR" x ... x R™"
with ¢ = (g,7) € R x R*~1. By (2.7), it is easy to verify that
g — gl = 28: (a4 — 134 +7: = 0, i =1,..,m,

which means that §* € K™ fori=1,...,r, and hence § € K (= K*). Consequently,
we have MAZ™ ! — Bz™ ! € K as well as € K. Since z' F(Z) = 0, we know
' (AMz™~ 1 — Bz~ 1) = 0, which implies that (Z, A) is a solution of (1.2) because
of z # 0.

Case II. Now we consider the case of fg = 0 for some j. It follows from e KW
that z7 = 0. Using the constraint ez = 1, r > 2, we assume, for simplicity, that

there is exactly one such j and that j =1, i.e., z = (!,7) € R™ x R"™™ with
' =0, a=(z%...,%7") and T' #0, i=2,...,7.
Correspondingly, we have

Bosu™

with A(a) := yr

_ | Apa™ ! Biga™ !
F(z) = Mu) I Bl
Aot Baau

Here, for a given tensor C := (¢;,4,...4,.) € Tm,n, let C12 and Ca2 be sub-tensors of

< lm

C, whose elements are defined by
(C12)iyig.. i, = Ciy(ni+iz)o(natim)s 1= 1,2,..0,n15 d2, .. im = 1,2,...,n — ny,
and
(C22)ivis...ip, = Clni4ir) (niiz)e(nitim)s 11,82, -50im = 1,2,...,n —n1,
respectively. Since z = (0, a) is a solution of VIP(F, Ky), it turns out that
F(z) (z—1)=Fi(a) 2" + (@) (u—a)>0 (2.8)

for any ! € R™ and v € R"™™ satisfying « := (z',u) € Ko. Taking ' = 0 in
(2.8) immediately leads to

Fy(@) (u—1u)>0, YueKo,

where Ko := {u = (u2,...,u") € R*™™ | uf > [[ub]l,u? + ... + ul = 1}, which
means that @ is a solution of VIP(Fz, Ko). Since T #0fori=2,...,r, it follows

the proof of Case I that (u, A(a)) is a solution to

vek, v:= Adoou™ ™t — Bosu™ € K and (u,v)y =0, (2.9)
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where K is the second-order cone defined by K := K2 x --- x K. By (2.9), we
have Fa(@)' @ = 0. Consequently, by taking uw = 0 in (2.8), it can be seen that
Fi(@)"2! > 0 for any z! € K™, and hence Fy(@) € (K™)* = K™. Therefore, we
conclude that (z,A(Z)) is a solution of (1.2). We complete the proof. ]

As a direct result of Proposition 2.2 and Theorem 2.1, if A and B are matrices,

we can easily obtain the solution existence result of SOCEiCPs.

3 Nonlinear programming for SOCTEiICP (1.2) with special structure

In this section, we focus on two special cases of SOCTEICP (1.2) with symmetric
and sub-symmetric tensors A and B, and reformulate them as nonlinear program-
ming problems for the purpose of utilizing or designing optimization methods to

find solutions of the model.

3.1 The symmetric SOCTEiICP

When A and B are symmetric, it is easy to see that the gradient of the generalized
Rayleigh quotient A(x) defined in (2.4) is

VA(z) = Amlm (me* - A(x)Axmfl) . (3.1)

Here we should notice that the gradient formula (3.1) of the Rayleigh quotient
holds only for the case where A and B are both symmetric.
The following lemma states two fundamental properties of A(z), which have

been studied in [29] for matrices. Its proof is elementary and skipped here.

Lemma 3.1 For all x € R"\{0}, the following statements hold:

(1) AMrz)=A(z), V7>0;
(ii) =" VA(z) = 0.

Now, we consider the following fractional programming model:

m

izm }x€K0}7

max { Ae) =

x

which, from the definition of K¢, can also be rewritten as

max A(z) := .—ﬁﬁ—:
st. (zh)? — ||l24)? > 0,
xé 2 07 i: 17 A 7T7

elz=1.



A class of second-order cone eigenvalue complementarity problems 9

Then, as a result of Theorem 2.1, the following theorem clarifies the relationship
between (1.2) and (3.2), that is, solving the symmetric SOCTEiICP actually re-
duces to finding a stationary point of (3.2), which is greatly helpful for efficiently

solving the model under consideration.

Theorem 3.1 Assume that A and B are symmetric tensors and A is strictly K-
positive. Let T be a stationary point of (3.2). Then (z,\) is a solution of (1.2), where
X = \(Z) and \(z) is defined by (2.4).

For given nonempty subset J C [r], we now consider the following second-order

cone optimization problem

(z)™
max Aj(xzy) :=
i ‘.]) Ay (@)™
s.t. xh =1,
> -
(:vé)2 — HxZ.HQ >0,1i¢€J,
b >0, i€l

Theorem 3.2 Assume that A and B are symmetric tensors and A is strictly K-
positive. Let (Z,)\) be a solution of SOCTECP (1.2) with the second-order cone K
defined by (1.3). There exists an nonempty subset J C [r] such that Ty is a stationary
point of (3.3).

Proof By the homogeneity of the complementarity system SOCTEiCP with respect
to x, we assume, without loss of generality, that z € K\ {0} satisfies ¢' Z = 1. Let
us write 7 = (z%,7%,...,7") € R™ x R™ x ... x R™ with z° = (7},74) € Rx R™i~!
for i =1,2,...,r. For the sake of simplicity, we write
_._m Yy g=m—1 -m—1

It is clear that j € K as w = AAz™ ™! — Bz™ ! € K and Az™ > 0. Since (7, \) is a
solution of SOCTEiCP, which implies (z,7) = 0. By (2.2) and Proposition 2.1, it
holds that

7zl 43yl =0, Vi=1,2,...,r (3.4)

Since Z € K\{0}, there exists an nonempty subset J = {i € [r] | il > 0} of [r]. It
is clear that #° = 0 for i € [r]\J, and hence A = B(Z ;)™ /A (%;)™. Like Theorem
2.1, let 4, B, and 7 be Lagrange multipliers associated to the constraints of (3.3)
respectively. Accordingly, we take & = 0. And for every i € J, since 5 > 0, we take

¥ =0 and
Bi = — 7. (3-5)
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Obviously, 3; > 0 and 7;z% = 0 for every i € J. Moreover, from (3.4) and (3.5), it
is not difficult to see that

— 238, =gt, Vield (3.6)

Combining (3.5) and (3.6) leads to

S N .
g =2 ;| Bin forield (3.7)

_37.

Moreover, it follows from (z,7) = 0 and (2.1) that (z%,7%) = 0 for i = 1,2,..., 7.

Consequently, from (3.7), we immediately obtain
_ . . 1 .
Bi (@7 = 134)17) = 5@ 5 =0, Vie (3.8)

Finally, using (3.7) and (3.8), together with the fact that ez = 1, we have

Lm M) =By (z)" =2 i) g Bi + di) % + bey,
g(x_‘]) M (Z ) (@) ] Z_GZJ(C )8 ZEZJ( )7 ey
o =1,

ieJ
Bi>0, (z)° —||7e]* > 0, B; (&) — |24]*) =0, i€ J,
% >0, 75 >0, %i#o =0, i € J,
(3.9)
where ¢; and d; are the i-th columns of C' and D, respectively. By (3.9), we conclude

that s is a stationary point of (3.3). O

As an interesting by-product of Theorem 3.2, we have the following result
showing that some special solutions of the symmetric SOCTEICP are precisely

stationary points of (3.2).

Corollary 3.1 Assume that A and B are symmetric tensors and A is strictly K-
positive. Let (Z,)\) be a solution of SOCTEiICP with the second-order cone K defined
by (1.3). If &5 > 0 fori=1,2,...,r, then I is a stationary point of (3.2).

3.2 The sub-symmetric SOCTEiCP

For many real-world problems, the symmetry assumption on the two tensors A
and B is usually regarded as a little stronger condition. In this section, we consider
a slightly general case where the underlying tensors A and B of SOCTEICP (1.2)
are sub-symmetric.

Before our discussion, we first introduce the key concept of sub-symmetry on
tensors. Let A € Tm,n. We say that A is sub-symmetric with respect to the indices

{iz,...,im}, if A; := (@iiy. i, )1<in,....im<n> @0 (m — 1)-th order n-dimensional
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higher tensor, is symmetric for every ¢ = 1,...,n. Apparently, a symmetric tensor
A must be sub-symmetric, but the reverse is not true. Hereafter, we further assume
throughout this section that m is even. Then, following the idea used in [20], we

U
introduce an additional vector y = Am-1z, i.e.,

. L
y'=Am-1g', fori=1,2,...,r

to derive the nonlinear programming formulation of the sub-symmetric SOCTE-
iCP, where the complementarity requirement of (1.2) is absorbed into the objective

function. More concretely, the nonlinear programming model can be expressed as

follows: )
min f(z,y,w, ) = [ly = A7 =Tz + (2 w)®
st w—Ay™ L+ Bz =0,
(22)? = ||24]? >0, 2L >0, i=1,...,r, 5.10)
(wd)? — Jwi]|> >0, wl >0, i=1,...,r,
elx= 1,
Ty =77,
where z = (z1,22,...,2"), y = (41,92, ...,y") and w = (w!,w?,...,w") € R™ x

R™ x ... x R™ with 2° = (22, 23), w' = (wl,wl) and y* = (y&,yi) € R x R~ for
i=1,...,r.
With the preparation of the nonlinear programming (3.10), we have the fol-

lowing theorem.

Theorem 3.3 The sub-symmetric SOCTEiICP has a solution if and only if the non-
linear programming problem (3.10) has a global minimum with its objective value being

zZero.

Proof Let (Z,3,w,\) be a global minimum of (3.10) such that f(Z,%,w,\) = 0. It
is obvious that Z,w € K and & # 0. Moreover, it follows from f(z,#,w, ) = 0 that

— 71z and 7' @ = 0. Consequently, it holds that

|

w=Ay"" " - Bz = XAz - B

which, together with the fact that z '@ = 0, implies that (z, \) is a solution of the
sub-symmetric SOCTEiCP.

Conversely, let (z,\) be a solution of the sub-symmetric SOCTEiCP. Denote
i=z/(e'T), = Xﬁﬁc, and @ = AJ™~! — BE™~ L. It is easy to verify that

(Z,,w,\) is a global minimum of (3.10) satisfying f(Z, §,w, ) = 0. ]

Notice that any global minimum of a nonlinear programming problem is a
stationary point. Comparatively speaking, computing a stationary point is much
easier than finding a global minimum. Therefore, it is important to investigate
when a stationary point of nonlinear programming problem is a solution of the

sub-symmetric SOCTEiCP, which will be addressed in the subsequent theorem.
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Theorem 3.4 Assume that A, B € Tm,n are sub-symmetric tensors. Let ( , Y, W )\) be
a stationary point of (3.10) with X # 0. Then f(Z,y,w, \) = 0 if and only zfg =0,
where & and 7 are the Lagrange multipliers associated with the constraints ela = 1 and

ely= AT i (3.10), respectively.

Proof Since (Z,7,w, \) is a stationary point of (3.10), there exist Lagrange multi-
pliers @ e R", BeR", 7€ R", i eR", e R",§ R and 77 € R, such that the
following KKT conditions for (3.10) holds

_oNw (gf A 1x) +2( )w = (m—1) (Bz™2)" a+2CB + B5 + be,

2 ngm—lf) = —(m—1) (A7) " G+ 7e,
2(z"w)z=a+ 2D+ E6,

1 -1 -1 _4_
7m;A7n—1 xT (y,)\mflx) :7;_1)\77771 1777

Bi >0, (&) —||Ze|”> >0, B; [(&)* — |lZell’] =0, i=1,...,m,
3 >0, 7, >0, :Ef)%-:(), t=1,...,m7,

fii >0, (08) — |@e]? >0, i [(w8)? - [lwel|’] =0, i=1,...,m,
0; >0, wh >0, w0, =0, i=1,...,r

1
ez = 1,
eTg = /_\mlfl R
(3.11)
where $;,7;, fi;, 0; are the i-th components of vectors 3,7, i, 0 € R", respectively;
A On, | ] Oms |
_xi ni niy i ny ni
_92 —2
z w
R On, 52 v Opy R Ons 52 coo o Oy
C .= —Te , D= —We e R™*"
zo Wy
i On,,, On,,, _i's I On,,, On,,, _wr

and E := D used in (2.6).
Multiplying the first three expressions in (3.11) by z', 7' and @' respectively,
and using the last six expressions in (3.11), we have
_ _ 2 _
_oxweiE T (g A :E) +2 (fTu_)) = (m—-1)(Bz" ") a+3,
25" (3-2A778) = ~(m—1) (47" ) T @+ A,
2
2 (iTw) =a'a,

which, together with the fifth expression in (3.11), implies that

— 1

2(m —1)(z ') +2f(%,,X,§) =8 + A717

(3.12)
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where m > 2.

If § = 7 = 0, it is clear from (3.12) that f(Z,w,\,4) = 0. Conversely, if
f(z,7,w,X) = 0, then it holds that § = A7z and '@ = 0. By the fourth
expression in (3.11), it holds that S\ﬁﬁ = 0, which implies 77 = 0 from the given
condition that A # 0. Consequently, from f(Z,w, \,7) = 0 and (3.12), we conclude
that 6 = 0. O

4 Numerical experiments

In [23], the authors introduced a so-called SPA for TGEiCP. As remarked in that
paper, such an algorithm is computationally efficient as long as the underlying
projection step has closed-form solution. Thus, in this section, we further report
some preliminary results to verify the efficiency of SPA for solving SOCTEiCPs.
Note that the underlying SOCTEiICP has more complicated structure than the
TGEICP studied in [23]. It is necessary to summarize some numerical notes on the
second-order cone before the employment of SPA. For any vector z := (2o, ze) €
R x RI71 it is well known from [4] (see also [9,17]) that the spectral factorization
of z is defined as
z = Qui + Quy, (4.1)

where (; € R and u; € R! (i = 1,2) are the spectral values and the associated

spectral vectors, respectively, given by

Gi = 20 + (=1)"||2]] (4.2)
and
1 (1,(71)1' Zs ) if 2e 0,
5 (1, (—l)lw) , otherwise,
with any vector w € R!™! satisfying |w|| = 1. Clearly, decomposition (4.1) is

unique for the case ze # 0. Define the projection of a given vector z € R! onto a
convex set {2 as

IIo(z) := argmin {Hz/ —z2|||4 € 2}

Then, the projection of z € R! onto the second-order cone K! can be further written
explicitly as
I () := max {0, ¢1} w1 + max {0, (2} ua, (4.4)

where ¢; and u; (i = 1,2) are defined by (4.2) and (4.3), respectively. We refer the
reader to [17] for the detailed derivation of (4.4).
Taking a close look at the SPA (see Algorithm 1 in [23]), there is a notable

relaxation factor o in the projection scheme, which was taken as o =1 in [12]. In
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fact, such a constant « actually plays an important role in enlarging the step size
sy to achieve the acceleration of SPA in practice (see the numerical results reported
in [23]). Here, we can take a € (1,8) empirically to speed up the convergence.

Throughout the experiments, we wrote the code in MaTLAB R2012b and con-
ducted the numerical experiments on a TOSHIBA notebook with Intel(R) Core(TM)
i7-5600U CPU 2.60GHz and 8GB RAM running on Windows 7 Home Premium
operating system.

In our experiments, we consider two concrete examples, where the underlying
tensors A and B are symmetric. Note that A is a strictly K-positive tensor. We
thus take A as a sparse tensor throughout this section so that we can ensure and
verify the strict C-positiveness of A. Note that all tensors here are symmetric, we

only list the nonzero upper triangular entries.

Exzample 4.1 We consider two 4-th order 4-dimensional symmetric tensors A and
B, where the second-order cone is specified as K := K2 x K2. The tensors A and B

take their components as listed in Tables 1 and 2, respectively.

Table 1 Nonzero components of the symmetric tensor A for Example 4.1.

aiil = 2, a1zl = 3, az211 = 3, as31l = 3, a4411 = 2, a2 = 2,
a1z22 = 2, az222 = 3, asz22 = 3, a4422 = 3, a1133 = 2, a1333 = 3,
a2233 = 2, as333 = 2, a4433 = 2, ail4qa = 3, ai344 = 3, a2244 = 3,
a3sqq = 2, aq444 = 2, aizi2 = 2, az312 = 2, ai113 = 3, a1313 = 2,
a2213 = 2, a3s1z = 3, a4413 = 3, aiq14 = 3, asq14 = 2, ai223 = 3,
a2323 = 3, a2424 = 3, a1434 = 2, asq34 = 3.

Table 2 Nonzero components of the symmetric tensor B for Example 4.1.

bi111 =1, biz11 =1, ba211 = 3, baz11 =1, b2a11 = —1, bga11 = =2,
bii22 =1, bi322 = 2, biaz2 = 1, ba22a = 2, bag2z = 1, b2a22 = —1,
b3az2 =1, baaz2 =1, bi13z = —2, b1233 = 1, b13sz =1, bao33 = —2,
baazsz = —1, b3zzz = —1, b3azs = 1, bgazz = —1, b1aaqa =1, bo24qa = —1,
b2gaqa = —1, b3z = 1, bagaqa = -1, bi112 = 1, biz12 = —1, bra12 = -1,
bao12 = —1, bag12 =1, bsa12 = 1, bga12 = —1, bao13 = —2, b3z13 = 1,

b3a13 =1, baa13 =1, bi214 = 2, b1a14 = 1, ba214 = 1, bog1a = 1,

b2414 = 2, bia23s =1, bag2s = 1, b3323 = 2, baa23 =1, b1124 = =2,
bi224 = —1, big24 =1, bag24a = 1, b3z24 = 1, b3a24 = 1, b1134 = =2,

bi234 =1, b1azs =1, ba23s = —2, bgazs = —1.
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Exzample 4.2 This example deals with two 4-th order 6-dimensional symmetric ten-

sors A and B, where all components of B are normally distributed in (—2,2) and

then rounded to one digit by utilizing the MATLAB script ‘roundn’. The second-

order cone is given by K := K* x K2, and both tensors A and B are specified as

listed in Tables 3 and 4, respectively.

Table 3 Nonzero components of the symmetric tensor A for Example 4.2.

aiil = 2, ais11 = 3, ag211 = 3, agsi1l = 2, aq411 = 2, ass11 = 3,
aee11 = 2, aiziz = 2, azs12 = 2, a1313 = 3, agsiz = 3, ags13 = 2,
aia14 = 3, as514 = 2, aiis = 2, ais1s = 3, az215 = 3, agsis = 3,
aq415 = 3, ae615 = 3, aie16 = 2, ase16 = 3, aiizz = 2, ais22 = 2,
az222 = 2, as322 = 2, aq422 = 2, ass22 = 3, age22 = 2, az323 = 3,
az424 = 3, ai2s = 2, ags25 = 3, a2626 = 2, ai13s = 2, a1s33 = 2,
a2233 = 2, as33z = 2, aq433 = 3, as533 = 2, ae633 = 3, agazs = 2,
a133s = 3, ass3s = 2, azes3s = 2, aiiaq = 3, ais44 = 3, ag244 = 3,
assqq = 3, aq444 = 2, ass44 = 2, agead = 2, ala45 = 3, aq545 = 2,
as646 = 2, aiiss = 2, a1ss5 = 2, a2255 = 2, agsss = 3, aq455 = 3,
ae655 = 2, aies6 = 2, as656 = 3, aiies = 3, ais66 = 2, a2266 = 2,
assee = 2, as466 = 2, ass66 = 2, ase66 = 2.
Table 4: Nonzero components of the symmetric tensor B for Example 4.2.
b1111 = —1.0,  b1211 = 1.1, biz11 = 1.0, big11 = —0.4,  bi511 = 0.8, bi11 = —0.3,
ba211 = 0.1, baz11 = —0.3,  b2g11 = —0.8, bas11 = —0.1, bae11 = —0.1,  bzz11 =0.2,
b3q11 = 0.9, b3s11 = —0.3,  bze11 = —1.0,  bga11 = 1.2, bas11 = 0.4, bas11 = —0.6,
bss11 = 1.4, bse11 = 0.2, bes11 = 0.5, bi112 = —2.6,  bi212 = 1.0, biz12 = —0.7,
big12 = —1.2,  bis12 = 1.5, big12 = 0.3, ba212 = 0.8, basg12 = 0.4, bag12 = —0.4,
bas12 = 0.3, b3z12 = —2.3,  bza12 = 0.8, bzs12 = —0.6,  bze12 = 0.7, bag12 = —0.5,
basi2 = —2.2,  bae12 = 0.7, bss12 = —1.6,  bse12 = 0.2, bi1113 = 0.1, bi213 = 0.3,
bi1313 = —0.1,  b1413 = 0.3, bis13 = —1.1, bie13 = —0.6, ba213 = —0.3,  b2313 = —0.3,
boga1z = —0.6,  basiz = 1.0, bag13 = 0.1, b3z1iz = —1.2,  b3q13 = —0.3, bzs13 = —1.8,
bss13 = 0.3, bag13 = —0.7,  bgs13 = 0.5, bas13 = 0.3, bss13 = —0.2,  bse13 = 1.0,
bee13z = 0.9, bi114 = 1.0, bi21a = —0.8,  big1a = —0.1, bis14a = —0.4, bie14 = 0.4,
ba214 = 1.7, ba314 = 1.0, b2414 = 0.6, bas14 = 0.2, bas14 = 1.4, bzz14a = 0.4,
b3414 = —0.9 b3s1a = —0.6,  bse1a = 0.3, bga14 = —0.3,  bas1a = 0.2, bse14 = 0.3,
bss14 = —1.0,  bse1a = 0.2, bee1a = —0.8,  bi115 = 0.1, bi215 = 0.3, biz15 = 0.3,
b1a15 = —0.1,  big15 = —0.2,  baais = —0.5,  bazis = —0.7,  bas15 = 0.7, basis = —0.1,
bas1s = —0.2,  bzz1s = 0.4, bzq15 = —0.2,  bzs15 = 1.8, bse1s = 0.4, bag1s = —1.1,
bas1s = 0.4, bag1s = —0.1,  bssis = —1.2,  bse1s = —0.4, bee1s = —1.2, bi1ie = 1.2,
bi216 = 1.6, bi1316 = 0.4, bis16 = —0.3, bisi6 = 1.4, bis16 = 0.2, baz16 = 0.2,
b2316 = 0.8 bog16 = —1.1,  basie = —0.4,  bas16 = 0.1, bszie = —0.1,  bza16 = —0.6,
b3s16 = 0.1, bssie = —0.6,  bag16 = —0.7, basie = —0.7, bss16 = 0.8, bss16 = 0.8,
bse16 = —0.5 bee16 = —1.2,  bri22 = 0.6, bigoz = —1.2,  bizoo = —1.4, bia22 = —1.2,
b1522 = 0.3, bie22 = —0.4,  bo2zz = —0.4,  baz22 = 0.5, bag22 = 1.2, bas2z = 1.1,
bag22 = —0.8 b3z22 = 0.9, b3q22 = 0.4, b3s22 = 1.0, bze22 = —0.3,  bga22 = 0.3,
bas22 = —0.1,  bae22 = 0.6, bss22 = 0.3, bse22 = 1.0, bee22 = 0.1, b1123 = 0.9,
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bi223 = 0.3, b1323 = 1.4, b1a23 = —0.8,  bisaz = —0.7,  big23 = 0.5, bag23 = 1.0,
bag23 = —0.5,  boazz = —0.9,  bas2z = —0.1,  bogaz = —1.4,  bzzaz = —0.6, bzs23 = 0.1,
b3e23 = 0.4, bag23 = 1.5, bas23 = 0.8, bas23 = 0.1, bss23 = 0.2, bse2s = 1.7,
bee23 = 0.6, b1124 = 0.2, bi224 = —0.2,  biz24 = —0.6, big2a = —1.2, bis24 = —0.7,
bie24 = 0.8, ba22q4 = —0.4,  bazay = 0.5, bog2q4 = —0.1,  bas2qg = —0.5,  bag24 = 0.6,
b3z2q = 2.3, b3424 = 0.4, b3s24 = 0.2, b3e2a = —1.1,  bagoqa = —1.1,  bygs24 = 0.9,
bie2a = —0.9,  bse2a = —0.9,  bge2a = —0.6,  bi125 = 0.7, b1225 = 0.5, b1z2s = —0.8,
b1a2s = 1.2, bis25 = 0.3, bigas = —0.4,  bagas = —0.9,  bages = 0.1, bases = —0.1,
bag2s = 1.1, b3zas = —2.1,  bzgzs = —0.8,  bzs25 = 0.5, bse2s = —0.4,  baazs = —0.1,
bas2s = 0.5, bas2s = 0.7, bss25 = 0.3, bse2s = —0.7,  beeas = —1.6,  bi126 = —2.0
bi226 = 1.1, b1326 = 0.6, bi426 = 1.3, bis26 = 0.6, bie26 = —0.5,  baazs = 1.0,
ba326 = 0.5, ba426 = 0.4, bas2e = —0.2,  bae2s = 0.4, bzz2e = 1.7, bzaze = 0.7,
b3s2e = —0.4,  bze2e = 0.1, basze = —0.4,  basze = —0.7,  bae26 = 0.2, bss26 = 0.2,
bse26 = —0.7,  bge26 = 0.5, b1133 = —0.5,  bi233 = 0.8, b1333 = 0.9, biazz = —0.3,
b1s33 = 0.1, bi633 = 0.6, ba2szs = —1.1,  b2szz = 0.3, b2433 = —0.6,  baszz = —1.1,
boezz = —1.2,  bszzz = 0.8, b3azz = —0.6,  bzszz = 1.5, bzezz = 0.8, baazz = —1.5,
baszz = —0.3,  baezz = 0.7, bsszs = —0.1,  bsezz = 0.2, beess = 1.6, bi1134 = —0.9,
bi234 = 0.7, b1334 = —0.4,  bisgza = —0.6, bis34 = 0.2, b1634 = 0.4, ba23s = —0.2,
b23zzq = —0.4,  boszqg = —1.0, baszs = —0.3, bae34 = 1.6, b3334 = 1.0, bsaza = 0.1,
b3sza = —0.6,  bzezs = 1.3, baazs = 1.0, basza = 0.9, bagza = —1.0,  bss34 = —1.3,
bseza = 1.1, beeza = 2.3, bi1ss = —2.3,  biazs = —0.1, bizzs = —0.2,  biazs = —0.1,
bis3s = 0.2, biess = —0.3,  bazzs = —0.3,  bazzs = —0.3, baazs = —0.1,  boszs = —0.3,
boess = —0.9,  bzszzs = —0.4,  bzazs = 0.1, b3sss = 0.4, bagzs = —0.4,  baszs = 0.1,
baess = —0.2,  bss3zs = 1.6, bsess = —0.9,  bgezs = —0.4,  biize = 1.1, bi23e = 0.5,
bisze = 0.2, biaze = —0.5,  bisze = —0.3, bigze = —0.1,  bazze = 0.2, bazze = —0.2,
boaze = —0.5,  basze = —0.6,  b2gze = 0.1, b3zze = —0.6,  bzaze = 1.4, b3s3e = 0.6,
bsess = 0.1, baaze = —0.7,  basze = 0.7, baeze = 0.9, bss36 = 1.0, bsezs = 0.2,
beezs = —1.0,  bi1aa = —1.4, bi244 = —0.8,  b1344 = 0.6, bi144a4 = —2.2,  bisaq = —0.3,
bi6aa = 0.9, bazga = —1.1,  ba3zaq = 0.6, b2444 = —0.5,  basaqa = 0.2, bagaa = —0.7,
b3z4qa = 1.6, b3444 = —0.8,  bzsaqa = 0.1, b3eaa = —0.5,  bagaqa = —0.8,  bgs44 = 0.3,
bagaa = 0.4, bssaa = —0.3,  bseaa = 0.4, beeaa = 1.1, bi1a5 = —1.3,  bi2as = —0.6,
b1aas = —1.3,  bisas = —0.2,  bigas = 0.2, bazas = 0.2, b244s5 = 0.1, basas = —1.5,
bagas = 0.4, b3szas = 0.2, b3aas = —0.8,  bzsas = 0.9, bzgas = —0.3,  bgaas = 0.5,
basas = 1.6, bagas = 1.6, bssas = 1.5, bseas = —0.9,  bgeas = —0.6,  bi2ag = 1.1,
b13a6 = 0.1, b1446 = 0.6, bis46 = 0.7, bi6as = 0.5, ba246 = 0.4, bazae = 0.3,
b24a6 = —0.3,  basae = —0.3,  baeas = 0.4, b3za6 = 0.6, b3446 = 0.4, b3sae = —1.0,
bsgae = —0.1,  bgase = 0.5, basae = 0.2, basas = 0.9, bss46 = 0.8, bseas = 0.5,
besas = —1.8,  bi1s5 = 0.4, bi2ss = 2.2, bizss = 1.1, b1455 = 1.0, bisss = —0.1,
bies5 = 0.9, bazss = —1.1,  basss = 0.1, bags5 = 0.5, bass5 = 0.2, bagss = —0.7,
b3zss = —0.7,  bzass = 0.4, b3sss = 0.9, b3ess = 0.3, basss = —0.9,  basss = —0.2,
bsess = —1.0,  bssss = —0.2,  bgess = —0.4,  biisg = —0.5, bi2s6 = —0.5, bizse = —0.7,
b1456 = 0.4, b1s56 = 0.1, bisse6 = 0.1, bazse = 0.3, b23s6 = 0.8, bosse = 0.1,
basse = —0.1,  baese = 0.7, b3zse = —0.8,  bzsse = —0.3,  b3ss6 = 0.5, bzese = —0.8,
baase = —0.5,  baese = 0.9, bssse = —0.2,  bsese = 0.2, beese = —0.6,  bries = 1.5,
bi2és = —0.6,  bizes = 0.6, bises = —1.3, bises = 1.2, bises = 0.5, baogs = —0.4,
ba4e6 = 0.9, bases = —0.2,  baese = 0.3, bszes = —0.2,  bzaee = 0.5, bsses = —1.7,
bzese = —0.6,  bases = 1.8, bases = —1.1,  bases = 0.6, bsses = —0.4,  bsees = 0.4,
beses = —1.0.

Following the suggestion in [23], we use
RelErr : = [ly™ || == |B(z*)™7! = A Az®)™ | < Tol (4.5)

to be the termination criterion and attain an approximate numerical solution with

a preset tolerance ‘Tol’. Now, we test four scenarios of ‘Tol’ by setting Tol :=
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{10737 5.1074,1074, 5. 1075}. In our experiments, we consider two cases of the
starting point u® e K, which is generated in two steps. The first step is that we
generate two vectors 2(9): one is a vector of ones, i.e., 2(0) = 1,---, 1)T, the other
one is a random vector uniformly distributed in (0,1). Then, to guarantee the
starting point u® € IC, we project the intermediate vectors 2(9 onto the second-
order cone K, i.e., u(® = H;C(z(o)) in the second step. As suggested in [23], we
throughout the experiments take « as a = 5. To support that the SPA is reliable
for finding one of solutions of SOCTEiCPs, we report the number of iterations
(‘Iter.’), computing time in seconds (‘Time’), the relative error (‘RelErr’) defined
by (4.5), eigenvalue (‘EigValue’) and the associated eigenvector (‘EigVector’). The
numerical results with respect to different initial points are listed in Tables 5 and
6, respectively.

It can be easily seen from the data reported in Tables 5 and 6 that the SPA can
successfully find some eigenvector-eigenvalue pairs of SOCTEiICPs, even though
it seems that the number of iterations increases significantly as the precision im-
provement on solutions. All numerical results sufficiently show that the SPA is a
reliable solver for SOCTEiCPs.

5 Conclusions

We study a class of SOCTEiCPs, which generalize the SOCEiCP for matrices in-
troduced in recent paper [2,15]. Although SOCTEiICP (1.2) is a specific case of
TGEiICP, we propose a new potentially helpful variational inequality reformula-
tion for the problem under consideration. As we know, variational inequality is a
powerful tool for mathematics analysis. Thus, such a variational inequality charac-
terization might help us analyze further properties of SOCTEICP (1.2), which are
also our future concerns. Besides, we consider a special case of SOCTEICP (1.2)
with two symmetric tensors .4 and B, and present a nonlinear programming refor-
mulation. To break through the limitation of the symmetry condition, we discuss
a class of slightly general SOCTEiCPs with sub-symmetric tensors, and similarly
show that solving the sub-symmetric SOCTEICP reduces to finding a stationary
point of a nonlinear programming problem. However, our results do not completely
break the bottleneck of (sub-) symmetry condition, in the future, we will study

more general SOCTEiICPs in absence of symmetric and sub-symmetric properties.
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Table 5 Computational results for the case where the intermediate vector z(®) = (1,---,1)T.

Example Tol Iter. Time RelErr EigValue EigVector

Example 4.1 1.0e-03 145 0.05 9.965e-04 0.1618 (0.1222,0.0391, 0.5429, 0.2702) T

Example 4.2 1.0e-03 202 0.07 9.957e-04 0.1664 (0.3517,0.2774, —0.0248, —0.1473, 0.2793, —0.0696) "
Example 4.1 5.0e-04 276 0.07 4.995e-04 0.1616 (0.1221,0.0390, 0.5432, 0.2700) T

Example 4.2 5.0e-04 578 0.19 5.000e-04 0.1664 (0.3519,0.2777, —0.0251, —0.1472, 0.2788, —0.0698) T
Example 4.1 1.0e-04 1193 0.31 9.992e-05 0.1614 (0.1221,0.0388, 0.5433,0.2699) T

Example 4.2 1.0e-04 3705 1.28 9.997e-05 0.1665 (0.3518,0.2775, —0.0258, —0.1480, 0.2785, —0.0700) T
Example 4.1 5.0e-05 2270 0.57 4.999e-05 0.1613 (0.1221,0.0388, 0.5433,0.2699) T

Example 4.2 5.0e-05 6100 2.02 5.000e-05 0.1665 (0.3518,0.2775, —0.0258, —0.1481, 0.2785, —0.0700) "




Table 6 Computational results for the case where z(?) is a random intermediate vector.

Example Tol Iter. Time RelErr EigValue EigVector

Example 4.1 1.0e-03 117 0.04 9.918e-04 0.1618 (0.1220, 0.0393, 0.5434, 0.2699) T

Example 4.2 1.0e-03 455 0.16 9.991e-04 0.1667 (0.3514,0.2770, —0.0264, —0.1492, 0.2786, —0.0701) T
Example 4.1 5.0e-04 309 0.08 4.991e-04 0.1611 (0.1220, 0.0387, 0.5436, 0.2697) T

Example 4.2 5.0e-04 816 0.28 4.993e-04 0.1665 (0.3519,0.2777, —0.0257, —0.1477, 0.2785, —0.0700) T
Example 4.1 1.0e-04 1052 0.27 9.994e-05 0.1613 (0.1221,0.0388, 0.5433, 0.2700) "

Example 4.2 1.0e-04 3435 1.18 9.996e-05 0.1665 (0.3518, 0.2775, —0.0258, —0.1480, 0.2785, —0.0700) "
Example 4.1 5.0e-05 2837 0.71 4.999e-05 0.1613 (0.1221,0.0388, 0.5433, 0.2700) "

Example 4.2 5.0e-05 9151 3.04 4.999e-05 0.1665 (0.3517,0.2774, —0.0258, —0.1481, 0.2786, —0.0700) "
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