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Abstract

The Hirsch Conjecture stated that any d-dimensional polytope with n facets
has a diameter at most equal to n — d. This conjecture was disproved by Santos
(A counterexample to the Hirsch Conjecture, Annals of Mathematics, 172(1) 383-
412, 2012). The implication of Santos’ work is that all verter pivot algorithms
cannot solve the linear programming problem in the worst case in n — d vertex
pivot iterations.

In the first part of this series of papers, we proposed a facet pivot method. In
this paper, we show that the proposed facet pivot method can solve the canonical
linear programming problem in the worst case in at most n — d facet pivot itera-
tions. This work was inspired by Smale’s Problem 9 (Mathematical problems for
the next century, In Arnold, V. I.; Atiyah, M.; Lax, P.; Mazur, B. Mathematics:
frontiers and perspectives, American Mathematical Society, 271-294, 1999).

Keywords: Linear iteration bound, facet pivot algorithm, simplex method, linear
programming.
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1 Introduction

The linear programming (LP) problem has been extensively studied since Dantzig in-
vented the simplex method in the 1940s [5]. Among all feasible solutions in the cor-
responding polytope, the vertex simplex method checks only a small set of feasible
solutions, the vertices of the polytope, to find an optimal solution. As a matter of fact,
the vertex simplex method does not check all vertices, it starts from an initial vertex,
and searches only for a better vertex in every iteration until an optimal solution is found.
This brilliant strategy is very successful and the method solves LP problem efficiently
in practice. Although the vertex set is much smaller than the set of feasible solutions,
when the problem size increases, the number of vertices increases exponentially fast.
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Although vertex pivot method normally checks a small subset of all vertices for an op-
timal solution, people were curious how many iterations are needed in the worst case to
find an optimal solution given the size of the problem. The best scenario is equivalent to
determine the so-called diameter of the polytope, which has been defined in numerous
books and papers. For any two vertices x* and y* on a convex polytope P, they can
be connected by a path composed of a series of edges. The diameter of P is the integer
that is the smallest number of edges between any two vertices x* and y* on P, which
defines the shortest path between x* and y*. Therefore, if one finds the diameter of the
d-dimensional convex polytopes P which have n facets, then the best vertex simplex
algorithm will need at least the number of iterations that is equal to the diameter of
the convex polytopes to find an optimal solution in the worst case. The famous Hirsch
conjecture (see [6]) states that for n > d > 2, diameter of P is less than n — d, which
would be excellent. Unfortunately, after about 50 years of many researchers’ effort,
this conjecture was disproved by Santos [19]. An even worse scenario about Dantzig’s
most negative rule was described by Klee and Minty [15]. They found that the itera-
tion number used to find the optimal solution in the worst case for Dantzig’s simplex
method increases exponentially as a function of the problem size d. Although there
are a number of variants of Dantzig’s pivot rules, analysis similar to Klee and Minty’s
idea showed that almost all popular simplex algorithms using different pivot rules will
need a number of iterations given as some exponential function of the problem size
1, 8,9, 10, 18].

These pessimistic results about the vertex simplex method made people think about
different ways to solve the LP problem. In 1979, Khachiyan [14] proved that the el-
lipsoidal method needs a number of iterations bounded by a polynomial function of
the size of the rational data inputs to solve the LP problem. However, people quickly
realized that the ellipsoidal method is not computationally efficient [2]. Karmarkar in
1984 announced his interior point method (IPM) for LP problem [13] that converges
in a number of iterations bounded by a polynomial function of the problem size. The
bounds established for IPMs also depend on either the size of the rational data inputs
or the prescribed accuracy requirement. The interior-point method since then became
very popular and it still is as of today [25, 27]. However, Smale [21] pointed out that
both the ellipsoidal method and the interior-point method are not “strongly polyno-
mial” and he asked “Is there a polynomial time algorithm over the real numbers which
decides the feasibility of the linear system of inequalities Ax > b?” as his Problem 9.

One idea to determine the best possible iteration bound of vertex type simplex
method is to obtain a tight upper bound of the diameter of the convex polytope. Cur-
rently, all upper bounds are sub-exponential. The first bound in terms of n and d was
n2*es2d given by Kalai [11], which was improved by Todd [23] to (n — d)*#2¢. The best
upper bound so far is by Sukegawa [22] which is (n — d)1°829(@/108d) " There is still a
big gap between these bounds and the Hirsch conjecture (although Hirsch conjecture
is disproved, experts believe that a polynomial bound should exist [20]). A different
type of bounds considers not only the problems size n and d but also the condition of
the data set. For example, Bonifas et al. [3] derived an upper bound O(d*>A? In(dA))
where A is the largest absolute value among all (n — 1) x (n — 1) sub-determinants



of A. This author revealed a different upper bound O(d*AlIn(d)) if det(A*) > 0.5 or
O ( @A 7 In ( d )) if det(A*) < 0.5, where det(A*) is the smallest absolute value

det(A* det(A*)
among all n x n sub-determinants of A.

Currently there is no vertex pivot simplex algorithm that is proven to be able to
achieve any of the aforementioned bounds, even though these bounds are not polyno-
mial, for general LP problems. Therefore, researchers are still looking for new pivot
algorithms. For example, Vitor and Easton [24] and this author [28] proposed double
pivot algorithms that update two variables at a time. An iteration bound is established
for the algorithm in [28], which is better than the similar bounds established in [12, 30]
(for special LP problems such as Markov decision problem and LP with uni-modular
data set, these bounds are “strongly polynomial” in terms of n and d). Very recently,
Liu et al. published their brilliant facet pivot algorithm [16]. In the first part of this
series of papers [29], this author proposed an improved facet pivot algorithm suitable
for computer code implementation and demonstrated its superiority by performing ex-
tensive numerical tests.

In this paper, we show that one of the facet pivot simplex algorithms described in
[29] (the first part of this series of papers) finds an optimal solution in at most n — d
iterations. Surprisingly, this upper bound is exactly the same as Hirsch conjecture
predicted. However, Hirsch conjecture is applied to the vertex pivot method, which
requires the iterate moves from one vertex to the next vertex along an edge of the
polytope and all iterates are basic feasible solutions, while the iterate in the facet
pivot algorithm jumps among the basic solutions and iterates are not feasible until an
optimal solution is found. Therefore, the path of the iteration in the facet pivot simplex
algorithm is unrelated to diameter of the polytope and all estimated upper bounds of
the diameter of the polytope are not applicable to the facet pivot simplex algorithms.

The remainder of the paper is organized as follows. Section 2 briefly presents the
facet pivot algorithm for the linear programming problem. Section 3 proves that the
facet pivot algorithm terminates in at most n — d iterations. Section 4 concludes the
paper with some remarks.

2 The facet pivot simplex method for the canonical
LP problem

In this paper, we consider the linear programming problem:

T

min c'x,
subject to Ax > b, (1)
u>x>4e,

where A € R™? b € R™! u € R ¢ ¢ R and ¢ € R¥! are given, and
x € R¥! is a vector of the decision variables. Let n = m + 2d. It has been shown in
[16, 29] that Problem (1) can be represented as the following canonical form of the LP



problem:

min c'x,

subject to Ax > b, (2)

where A € R4 b € R™! and ¢ € R¥! are given, and x € R¥*! is a vector of the
decision variables. In addition, ¢ can be expressed as

=y Apo, y?>0, (3)

where Ago € R™? is a known full rank sub-matrix of A (Apgo is a diagonal matrix
whose diagonal elements are 1) and y? > 0 is a known coefficient vector (y) = +¢;).
In the remainder of the paper, we consider the canonical form (2) and show that the
number of iterations for the facet pivot simplex algorithm proposed in [29] to find an
optimal solution is bounded by a linear function of n — d.

Let a; be the i-th row of A and b; be the i-th element of b. The i-th half space
(constraint) of the polytope, together with other half spaces, defines the i-th facet!
represented by (a;, b;). Let B¥ = {iy,...,iq} be the index set of rows of A such that
a;,,...,a;, form d independent rows of A at the k-th iteration. We call B* the base of
A at the k-th iteration. Let N* = {1,...,n} \ B* be the index set of the non-base of
A at the k-th iteration. We further denote by A gt the sub-matrix of A whose rows’
indices are in B, and by Ay« the sub-matrix of A whose rows’ indices are in N*.
Similarly, we denote by bgr the sub-vector of b whose rows’ indices are in B* and by
bk the sub-vector of b whose rows’ indices are in N*. Then, we denote by x* the
basic solution of (2) at the k-th iteration, which is the solution of the following linear
systems equations:

ABka = ka. (4)

A solution x* of (2) is feasible if
Ax* > b. (5)

A basic feasible solution is both a basic solution and a feasible solution. The following
theorem provides the conditions such that a basic feasible solution of (2) is an optimal
solution of (2).

Theorem 2.1 ([16, 29]) Let x* be a basic feasible solution of (2) which satisfies (4)
and (5). If
CT = y]chABka ylcc > 07 (6)

k

then, X" is an optimal solution of (2).

In view of (3), condition (6) is satisfied at the beginning of the iteration. The main
idea of the facet pivot simplex algorithm is to update base B* such that y* > 0 is

'We will abuse the notation by saying that a; is the i-th facet of the polytope when there is no
confusion introduced.



maintained while continuously improving the feasibility of the constraints. When a
basic solution is feasible, then an optimal solution is found. Let

oi(xF) =ax? —b, i=1,...,n, (7)

be the measure of the i-th constraint infeasibility at the k-th iteration. If a,x* > b, for
all a, with p € N*, i.e., x" is feasible, then, an optimal solution is found. The iteration
stops here. Otherwise, we may select the entering facet using the so-called the least
index rule from the constraint, i.e.,

p=min{i| 0, <0, i€ N} (8)

where p € N* is the index of the entering row and a, is a row of Ayx and a row of
Apiii, ie., a, is not in the base of B¥ but in the base of B*™l. Since Apgk is full
rank (this is true for B® and for the general case B* as discussed in Theorem 2.3), the
entering facet a, can be expressed as

a,= > 8=y, Ap. (9)
jEeBk
The following theorem provides the existence conditions for the LP problem (2).
Theorem 2.2 ([16, 29]) Let B* be the base of (2) at k-th iteration, denote by x* the
basic (but infeasible) solution of (2), i.e., Agex* = bpge. If the following conditions
(a) a,x" < b, for the entering row p € N*, and
(b) yp; <0 for all j € B in (9)
hold, then, there is no feasible solution for Problem (2).
If the conditions of Theorem 2.2 are satisfied, the problem is infeasible, the iteration

stops here. Otherwise, there exist at least a j € B* such that y;fj > (0. Because Apk is
full rank, we may express c as:

T
"= yha; =y Ap, yE>0, (10)

jeEBk

y¥ > 0 is true for B® and for any k > 0 if we select the leaving row (facet) ¢ using the
least index rule:
—k:mm{mm{—k ‘ypj>0, jeB }}, (11)
Ypq J Ypj
where condition y;fq > 0 holds because the problem has at least a feasible solution, and
if there are several indices that achieve the first minimum in (11), the least index is

selected as ¢. In view of (9), we have

1 yh T
oo 3o (iR e A w



It is worthwhile to emphasize that the leaving facet a, at the k-th iteration is in the
base B but not in the base B¥*!. Using the pivot rule (11), we can show that Ags is
full rank for all k£ as long as Ago is full rank (which is guaranteed when we convert (1)

to (2)).

Theorem 2.3 ([29]) Assume that the rows of Agk are independent, then the rows of
Agri1 are also independent if pivot rule (11) is used.

In view of (12), we have the following lemma:
Lemma 2.1 Let p be the index of the entering facet and q be the index of the leaving

facet at k-th iteration, then, a, = y];+1TABk+1. In addition, let j € B¥\ {q}, then, the
following equality and inequality hold

k41 1 k41 ygj
Yoo =5 = 0, Yo = 7% - (13)
ypq ypq

The selection of the leaving facet guarantees that y**1 > 0 (condition in (6)) holds

because ¢! can be represented by the vectors in the new base
Bt = {ptUB"\ {q} (14)
as follows:
¢ = yfqaq + Z yfjaj
JE€BR\{q}
yc k yc
N ?/_qap Z Ypj kq a; + Z ycaaﬂ
pa J€B*\{q} pa J€B*\{q}
Yk y
= ad T Z Yes = U kq a; (15)
Pq GBk\{q} ypq
= k+1TABk+1 (16)

Since ¢ € B* and ycq > 0 is maintained before the k-th iteration, this means zzq >0
prq

because y¥ > 0 according to (11). Also, it must have (?Jq y}’,fj ch> >0 for all j € B*
because of (11). This proves that y**1 > 0.

Theorem 2.4 ([16, 29]) Let B* be the base of (2) in the k-th iteration. Denote by x*
the basic solution of (2) corresponding to B¥, i.e., Agix* = bpgk, and by x**! the basic
solution of (2) corresponding to B*!, i.e., Apgrix**t = bgri. Assume that

(a) the entering facet is p € N¥, i.e., a,x* < b,,



(b) the leaving facet g € B¥ and yf, > 0, and

(c) the leaving facet q is determined by (11),

then,

(i) © can be expressed as (15) with y**' > 0.

(ii) The following relation holds

k

Tok+l  Tok _ Yeq k

c'xX —cx——k(bp—apx)zO.
pq

(17)

(ii) If yb > 0 and y]’,fj < 0 for all j € B*\ {q}, then, a,x > b, is a redundant

constraint.

be stated as follows:

Algorithm 2.1

1: Data: Matrices A, and vectors b and c.

2: Given initial B® and y? > 0, compute the initial basic solution x°.

0

3: Compute the constraints violation determinants o; using (7).
4: while exist at least a o <0 ini € N* do

10:
11:

12:

13:
1:
15:
16:
17:
18:

Select the entering facet (row) a, using the least/lowest index rule (8).

Given a,, compute y’; (i.e., y;fr) by solving linear systems of equations (9).

if there is no feasible solution (Theorem 2.2) then
Ezit the loop and report “there is no feasible solution”.
end if
Select leaving facet (row) a, by using (11).
Update base using (14).
Ezpress ¢ in BM using (15), i.e., yhtt = z_f% and yffl = (yfj - yﬁjz—g).
if leaving facet (row) a, is redundant (Theorems 2.4) then
Remowe the q-th constraint from the constraint set.
end if
Compute the updated solution x*T1 by solving A gr+1x = bgrii
Compute the constraints violation determinants of using (7).
k<k+1.

19: end while

Summarizing the discussion in this section, the facet pivot simplex algorithm can

Theorem 2.5 ([16, 29]) There is no cycling for Algorithm 2.1, i.e., there is no re-
peated bases in all iterations for Algorithm 2.1.



3 Polynomial iteration bound for the facet pivot
simplex method

Our strategy is to show that once a facet leaves the base B at the k-th iteration, it
will never come back to the bases in the future iterations. First, we state a fact that is
based on the definition of the basic solution:

Lemma 3.1 Assume that a facet ag is in the bases of B¥ and B*™ for any integers
k and ¢ > 1, and x* and x*** are the basic solutions of (2) at the k-th and (k + €)-th
iterations. Then, we have

aka = aka-M = bd. (18)

The next lemma indicates that the leaving facet (constraint) at the k-th iteration a,
(¢ € BEN N*1) is not only a feasible constraint at the k-th iteration but also a feasible
constraint at the (k + 1)-th iteration, i.e., a,x* = b, and a,x*"' > b,, where x* and
x**! are the basic solutions at the k-th and the (k+ 1)-th iterations, i.e., Agix* = bpgs,
and ABkﬂXk'H = ka+1.

Lemma 3.2 ([29]) Let a, € B* be the leaving facet at the k-th iteration. Then, we
have

a,x"™ > a,x" =1, (19)

Remark 3.1 This lemma indicates that the leaving facet a, at the k-th iteration will
not be the entering facet at the (k + 1)-th iteration.

We divide the rest discussion into two scenarios.

3.1 Case 1: The entering facet will be the leaving facet in the
next iteration

Let p and s be indices of the entering facets at the k-th and the (k 4 1)-th iterations
respectively, let ¢ and p be the indices of the leaving facets at the k-th and the (k+1)-th
iterations respectively. The following lemma follows directly from the assumption that
the entering facet will be the leaving facet in the next iteration.

Lemma 3.3 Assume that the entering facet a, at the k-th iteration is the leaving facet
at the (k + 1)-th iteration, a, is the leaving facet at the k-th iteration, and as is the
entering facet at the (k + 1)-th iteration. Then, the sets of bases B*, B¥*1 and B**?
satisfy the following relations.

B =B U {p}\ {¢}, B*""\ {p}=B"\{q}, (20)

8



and
BM? = BMu {s}\ {p} = B* U {s} \ {q}. (21)

Equations of (20) and (21) imply that a, is the entering facet at the k-th iteration
and is the leave facet at the (k 4 1)-th iteration. Since a; can be expressed as

a, = Z yffla] k+1 Z yk+1 (22)

jeBRTI\{p} jeBFF!
we have
1 yffl k2,
= s Z 1% = Z Ypj Q- (23)
Yo jepey P jépee

Since a, is not in the bases B*! and B*"2  using (23) in the following derivation, we
have

a, = > yia (24)

]eBk+2
— Z yk—l—l (25)
jeBk+1
- Z ys;rlay + ka
jeBFI\{p}
1 ykgrl
_ k+1 k+1 sj
- Z Ygj 35+ Ygp yk+1as B Z yk+1aj
jeBR1\{p} P JjEBFI\{p}
k+1 k+1
Yy Y
o k+1 k+1 | Isj qp
= Z [yqa “ Yoy <yk+l> aj + —77as (26)
jeBrHI\{p} P P

Comparing (24) and (26), we have the following lemma.

Lemma 3.4 Assume that a, and a, are the entering and the leaving facets at the k-th
iteration respectively, and as and a, are the entering and leaving facets at the (k+1)-th
iteration respectively. Let qu for j € B*1 and yq+2 for 7 € B**? be defined as in
(25) and (24) respectively, and let ys; for j € B¥*' be defined as in (22). Then, the
following relations hold.

yk-i-l yk‘-i-l
yﬁf—#, Yot? = gt — it yffH , for je B\ {p}. (27)

In addition, y¥? > 0.



Proof: We need only to show y(’;; 1'> 0. Since p is the index of the entering facet and
q is the index of the leaving facet at the k-th iteration, it follows from Lemma 2.1 that
k41 1

Yop = 75 > 0. Since s is the index of the entering facet and p is the index of the

leaving facet at the (k -+ 1)-th iteration, it follows from (11) that y%™ > 0. Therefore,
we have y¥2 > 0. i

Next, we extend Lemma 3.2 one step further for Case 1.

Lemma 3.5 Let a, be the leaving facet at the k-th iteration. Let x*™2 be the basic
solution of (2) at the (k + 2)-th iteration, i.e., Apgr2x**2 = bpria. Then, we have

a,x"t? > b, (28)
Therefore, a, is not the entering facet at the (k + 2)-th iteration.

Proof: According to Remark 3.1, a, is not the entering facet at the (k+1)-th iteration,
therefore, a, can be expressed by the rows of B¥*2. Substituting (22) into (24) yields

N
JEBFT2\{s}
= Z y§f2a] + yk+2 Z yf]—"_laj + ykﬂ . (29)
JEBFT2\{s} JEB*\{p}

Multiplying x**2 to the right of the items in the parentheses of (29) and using Lemma

3.1 with the fact that B\ {p} = B¥*2\ {s} yield

§ k—l—l k+2 k+1 k+2
ysj + y

JEBFTI\{p}
_ Z y?gﬂ xk+2 + yflfl xk+2 + y8+1b _ k;lbp
JEBRTI\{p}
— Z y5j+1b + ys+1b + yk+1 (apxk+2 _ bp)
JEBRTI\{p}
_ Z yk+1 <k 4 yk+1 (apxk+2 o bp)
JeBk+1
= ax k+1 4 yk-l-l (apxk+2 o bp) 7 (30)

we used (22) in the derivation of the last equation of (30). Multiplying x*2 to the
right of the both sides of (29), and using (30), Lemma 3.1, (24), the first equation of
(27) yield

k42 _ k2, k2 k+2 k+1 kel k42
azx = E Ygj @ + Ygs E Ygj a5+ Ygp X
jeBk+2\{s} JjeBFI\{p}

10



_ Z y(];‘;r2 xFt2 yk+2 {as k1 yk+1 (apxkﬂ _ bp)}

JEBFH2\{s}

— Z y(llfj—i-Z k+1 + yk+2 k—l—l + y§:2y§;1 (apxk+2 o bp)
JEBRF2\{s}

_ Z yk+2 xk+1 + ylllc:zyf;l (apxk+2 o bp)
]eBk+2

— aq k+1 4 yk+1 (apxk+2 o bp) ) (31)

In view of Lemma 3.2, it follows that a,x*™! > b,. Since a, is the leaving facet at the
(k + 1)-th iteration, it follows from Lemma 3.2 again that a,x"™? — b, > 0, in addition,

from Lemma 2.1, we have yit! = y% > 0. Therefore, the last expression of (31) is
Pq
greater than b,. This proves a,x"*? > b,. |

Now, we extend Lemma 3.5 to a,x*™**! > b, V¢ > 1 for Case 1, where x*T**1 is
the basic solution at the (k + ¢ + 1)-th iteration. First, in view of Lemma 3.3, we have
the following corollary.

Corollary 3.1 For any integer £ > 1, let p and s be the indices of the entering facets
at (k + € — 1)-th iteration and (k + 0)-th iteration, and q, t, and p be the indices of
the leaving facets at k-th iteration, (k + ¢ — 1)-th iteration, and (k + {)-th iteration
respectively. Then, the following relations hold.

B = BRNU b\ {1}, BR {p} = BN {1, (32)

and

BHEH = BRU {sh\ {p) = BYT U (s} \ {1}, BN\ {s} = B\ {p). (33)

This corollary will be used in the derivation of the follow lemma.

Lemma 3.6 For any integer £ > 1, let p and s be the indices of the entering facets
at (k + ¢ — 1)-th iteration and (k + £)-th iteration, and q, t, and p be the indices of
the leaving facets at k-th iteration, (k + ¢ — 1)-th iteration, and (k + {)-th iteration
respectively. Let a, be the leaving facet at the k-th iteration, and the representations of
a, in the bases B** and B*** be given as

Z yk-i-f _ Z yk-i-f-i-l

JeBk+e jeBk+Z+1

Then, we have

a x> p,. (34)

11



Proof: By using induction, we assume (a) y»* > 0 holds (which is true for ¢ = 1
according to Lemma 2.1 because a, is the entering facet at the (k+ ¢ — 1)-th iteration),
(b) a,x*** > b,, and (c) a, ¢ B*™*1 (which is true for £ = 1 due to Lemma 3.2 because
a, is not the entering facet at the (k+1)-th iteration) for £ > 1. Since a; is the entering
facet at the (k + ¢)-th iteration, s ¢ B*** a, can be expressed by the facets in B¢ as

a, = Z yicj-i-faj k+€ Z yk-i-f ] (35)
JEBRHA\{p} jeBk+t

Using this formula, Corollary 3.1, and expressing a, by the facets in B¥*1 as

a, = Z yfj’”la] + yk+£+1
JEBFHHI\{s}
_ Z yff”laj + yk+é+1 Z yfféa] + yk+e (36)
JEBRTETI\{s} JEBFTA\{p}
_ Z (y;c;reﬂ + yk+e+1y§]+é) a; + yk+e+1y§;z Z yk+e a;. (37)
JEBF\{p} jeBk+L
This shows
Up = Y TS v = u T uy T e B\ {p). (38)
Therefore, we have
yh+t
k+e+1 _ Jap
yqs - W (39)
sp

By assumption, we have yk“ > (. Since s is the index of the entering facet and p is

the index of the leaving facet at (k + {)-th iteration, y¥t* > 0 according to (11). This
shows g1 > 0. Multiplying x**“*! to the right of the items in the parentheses of
(36) and using Lemma 3.1, Corollary 3.1, and (35) yield

Z yic;rz xhHAL 4 yk+z Xk+£+1
JEBM\{p}
— Z y§j+£ kL yk+£ Xk+£+1 + kab _ k;ebp
JEBFHEHI\{s}
_ Z Hb + yka + yk+z (apxk+£+1 . bp)
JEBM\{p}
= Z yk+e xFte 4 yk+e ( kL bp)
jEBkal
— ax"t 4 yk+z (apxk+£+1 _ bp) . (40)

Multiplying x****1 to the right of the both sides of (36) and using (40) and (39) yield

k+e+1 k] g ket k+e+1 k+e ktlg k441
azx = E Ygj X T Ygs E Ygj a5 T Ygp X

jeBk+Z+l\{s} jEBkJrZ\{p}

12



_ k+€+1 k+€+1 k+0+1 k+0 k+0 k+0+1
- § : Yqj + Ygs [as t Ysp (apx - bp)}

JEBRHERI\(5)
_ BHerLy (ke | RHOrly kbl | RO ke k-1
= >k +yh oy (a,x T — )
jeBkHHI\{s}
_ }: ROy Rt kL fp b1
- y + y ysp (apx - bp)
4 e ft0+1
= Tty (a,x" ! —b,) (41)

According to the assumption, the inequalities y5+* > 0 and a,x"** > b, hold. Since a, is
the leaving facet at (k + ¢)-th iteration, it follows from Lemma 3.2 that a,x* 1 —p, >

0. This proves a,x*™! > b, ie., a, is not the entering facet of B**+1  therefore,
k042
a, ¢ B ' i

3.2 Case 2: Entering facet will not be the leaving facet in the
next iteration

Let p and s be the indices of the entering facets at the k-th iteration and the (k+ 1)-th
iteration, and ¢ and ¢ be the indices of the leaving facets at the k-th iteration and
the (k 4 1)-th iteration, respectively. Denote a, and a, be the entering facet and the
leaving facet at the k-th iteration, and a, and a; be the entering facet and leaving facet
at the (k + 1)-th iteration, respectively. The following lemma follows directly from the
assumption that the entering facet will not be the leaving facet in the next iteration.

Lemma 3.7 Let a, and a, be the entering facet and the leaving facet at the k-th iter-
ation, and a, and a; be the entering facet and leaving facet at the (k + 1)-th iteration,
respectively. The bases of B¥, B¥*' and B**? satisfy the following relations.

B = B"U{p}\ {q¢}, B*""\{p} =B"\{q}. (42)

and
B"? = B U {s}\ {t} = B* U {p,s} \ {q,t}. (43)

Conditions of (42) and (43) imply that a, is the entering facet at the k-th iteration
but is not the leave facet at the (k4 1)-th iteration. The key idea in the proof of this
case is to use an extension of Farkas lemma by Ky Fan [7, Theorem 4|, which is named
as the nonhomogeneous Farkas Lemma [4, Theorem 1.3].

Lemma 3.8 (Farkas-Fan Lemma) Denote AT = [al al, ... aT] with a; € R

(i=1,2,....,n), A€ R beR" and d € R? be the constant matriz and vectors.
Consider the linear system

Ax > b. (44)
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The inequality
XTd 2 bo (45)

is satisfied by every vector x satisfying system (44) if and only if there exists a nonneg-
ative vector y € R™ and 'y # 0 such that

d=A"y, and by <y'b. (46)

Since a, is the entering facet at the (k + 1)-th iteration, and {p,t} € B*! using
Lemma 3.7, we can write

a, = Z yk+1 _ Z y§]+1aj + yk-q—lap + yk+1
jeBk+1 JjEBFI\{p,t}
_ Z yk-l-laj + yk—i-lap + yk—i-l (47)
JjeBF\{q,t}
This gives
1 ybrt s
L Ty e e Z 1 (48)
yS yst ]EBk\{q t} ySt

Since a, can be expressed either in base B! or in base B*™  we can write

a, = Z yk+1

jeBk+1
= > uMlay+unla, = > ub ka1 yla
JEBFI\{p} JjEBF\{q,t}
_ Z yk+2
JjEBk+2
_ Z y§f2a] + yk+2 _ Z yk+2aj + yk+2ap + yk+2 . (49)
JjeBFTI\{t} JjeBF\{q,t}

Parallel to Lemma 3.4 in Case 1, for Case 2, we have

Lemma 3.9 Assume a, and a, are the entering facets at the k-th iteration and the
(k + 1)-th iteration, and a, and a, are the leaving facets at the k-th iteration and the
(k+1)-th iteration, respectively. Let qu for j € B¥! and yq+2 for j € B¥2 be defined
as in (49), respectively; let strl for j € B¥*L be defined as in (47). Then, the following
relations hold.

yk—i-l yk—l—l

t s .

ypt? = yiﬂ, yr? =yt — ! y;H . for j € BFFI\ {t}. (50)
st sp

In addition, we have y"“rl > 0, therefore, ka >0 and yk+2 > 0.
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Proof: Since a, can be represented in B*™? and in B¥*1 using (48) and (49), we have

a, = Y uta gt yla (51)
JjEBR\{q,t}
= > wa
JjEBM\{q,t}

k+1 k+1

1 y Ygi

. k+1, k+1 k41 _ Isp . 5J .

= Z Ygj 3 T Vg A T Yy yk+1as yk+1ap E : yk+1aJ
JEBM\{q,t} st st JEB*\{g,t} 75

Yl
— k+1 k+1 sj
- Z [yqj ~ Yqt <yk+1 )] a;

jeBF\{q,t}
k+1

k1 k1 [ Ysp

Yap Yt yk+1

Comparing (51) with (52) yields

+ ap + k—Has. (52)

k+1 k+1

Yot = ny, Yy =yt — <y?f+1) yitt, for je BN\ {t}. (53)
Yst Y

Since s is the index of entering facet and ¢ is the index of leaving facet at the (k+ 1)-th
iteration, from (11), it follows y%™" > 0. To show yi™ > 0, we use the Farkas-Fan
Lemma by setting A = Agie1, b = bpgir, by = by, d¥ = ag, x = x*! and y = yF!
in the Farkas-Fan Lemma. Since x**! is the basic solution of (2) at B**! it follows
that A griix 1 = bpgiia, ie., the inequality (44) in Farkas-Fan Lemma holds. In view
of Lemma 3.2, it follows that a,x"™ > b, or equivalently d*x > by, i.e., the inequality
(45) in Farkas-Fan Lemma holds. Farkas-Fan Lemma claims that conditions of (46)
Ay =d < ApL.,yi"" =aj andy >0 <= y!*™' > 0 hold, which is equation
(12) with y**! > 0. Therefore, it must have yi;™" > 0. In view of (53), we conclude
that yf;j 2> 0. Since y > 0, the inequality in (46) can be written as

bo < y'b < yTA gerixtt! < axh ! = dTxh, (54)

which again is (45). |
The next lemma extends the result of Lemma 3.2 one step further for Case 2.

Lemma 3.10 Let a, € B* be the leaving facet at the k-th iteration. Then, we have

a,x"? > b,. (55)
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Proof: Let p and s be the indices of the entering facets at the k-th and the (k4 1)-th
iterations, and ¢ and ¢ be the indices of the leaving facets at the k-th and the (k + 1)-
th iterations, respectively. Denote by x**! and x*+2 the basic solution of (2) at the
(k + 1)-th and the (k + 2)-th iterations, respectively. Since p € B¥*1 N B*2 it follows
that a,x"*? = a,x**! = p,. Using (47) and Lemma 3.7, a, can be expressed by the
base B*2 as follows:

a, = Z yk+2

JeBk+2

= D> wa

JjeBFU{p,s}\{q,t}

_ Z y[];]—i-Qa] + yk+2ap + yk+2 (56)
jeBF\{q,t}

_ Z y§f2a]+yk+2ap+yk+2 Z yf;’la]+yk+1ap+yk+lat (57)
jeB¥\{a,t} jeB*\{g,t}

Multiplying x**2 to the right on both sides of (57) yields

aqu+2 _ Z yk+2 k+2+yk+2 xk+2
jeBF\{q,t}
+yk+2 Z yicj—i-l k+2+yk+1 k+2+yk+1 k+2 (58)
jeBk\{q,t}

In view of Lemma 3.7, j € B¥\ {¢,t} means j € B**2\ {p, s}, and vice versa, therefore,
two summations in (58) can be expressed as

Z Y2 k2 = Z Y2, Z Y a2 = Z yih; (59)

j€B*\{g,1} jeB*\{a;t} jE€B*\{g,1} j€B*\{g,1}
Since a, € B*"2, it follows that

k k‘ k k‘ k
yEPPa,xM 2 = gk iy, oyl XM = gk (60)

Since s is the index of the entering facet at the (k + 1)-th iteration and ¢ is the index
of the leaving facet at the (k + 1)-th iteration, in view of (11), it must have y* > 0.
Since t € B*! and t ¢ B2 according to Lemma 3.2, it must have a,x**? > b,.
Summarizing the discussions below equation (58), we can rewrite the items inside the
bracket of (58) as

k+1, k+2 k+1, L k+2 k41, (k42
Z y+ ++y+ ++y+atx+
jE€B*\{q,t}

_ Z y8+lb + yk—l—lb + yk—l—lbt k+1(atxk+2 o bt)
JjeBF\{q,t}
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_ Z yk+1 xF+ yk+1 xF+ yk+1 xFt yk+1(atxk+2 —b)

JjeBF\{q,t}
_ Z yk+1 xk+1 _'_yk—l—l(atx . bt)
JeBk+1
= a,x k—l—l +yk+1(atxk+2 o bt) (61)

Substituting this equality into (58) and using Lamma 3.7 and (56) yield,

k+2 E k+2 k+2 k+2 k—l—l k+2, k+1 k+2
agX - yq b + yqp b + y + yqs Yst (atX - bt)

je€B*\{a;t}

— E k+2 k—l—l k+2 k+1 k+2 k+1 k+2, k+1 k+2

- yq] + yqp apX + yqs AX + yqs Yst (atX - bt)
JEBF2\{p,s}

— E k+2 k+1 k+2, k+1 k+2

- y + Ygs Yst (atx - bt)
]eBk+2

= aqu+1 + y§:2y§t+1(atxk+2 — bt) Z bq. (62)

The last inequality follows from the facts that a,x*** > b, (using Lemma 3.2, since a,, is
the leaving facet at the k-th iteration), yq+2 >0 (Lemma 3.9), y¥ > 0 (Formula (11)),
and a,x**? — b, > 0 (using Lemma 3.2, since a, is the leaving facet at the (k + 1)-th
iteration). |

Using induction, we can prove the following lemma:

Lemma 3.11 Let «; and B; represent the indices of the entering and leaving facets at
any iteration of i = k. k+ 1,...,k + . For example, oy = p and 1 = q represent
the indices of the entering and leaving facets at the k-th the iteration, ay = s and
Bo =t represent the indices of the entering and leaving facets at the (k+ 1)-th iteration,
y_o = € and Py_o = f represent the indices of the entering and leaving facets at the
(k+€—2)-th iteration, and ay_1 = w and B4 = v represent the indices of the entering
and leaving facets at the (k + (¢ — 1)-th iteration. Then,

a x> b, for i=1,... k+{, where {>1. (63)

Proof: First, we assume by induction that a,x**~! > b, hold. Note that a, can be
expressed as
aqT _ Z yk—l—f 1 T Angrl 1y1q€+€ 1 (64)
]EBkaZ 1
Denote y = y5* =1 A = Apiie-r, b = bpiie, by = by, d¥ = a,, and x = xF-1
Since x*T*~1 be the basic solution of (2) at (k + ¢ — 1)-th iteration, it follows that
A g1 XM = bgrier which can be written as

Ax =b. (65)
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From the inductive assumption a,x***~1 > b, we have
dx > b. (66)

From (65) and (66), using Farkas-Fan lemma, we conclude that (64) holds with y =
yk+t=1 > 0. This shows that

yq-i-é 1 > 0 (67)

holds. By induction, we will show that a,x*** > b,. Following exactly the same
argument used in the proof of Lemmas 3.9 and 3.10, it is straightforward to prove the
claim. We provide the details here for completeness. First, we have following relations.

Bk-i—é—l _ Bk+é—2 U {6} \ {f}> Bk-i—é—l \ {6} _ Bk+é—2 \ {f}, (68)
and
B = B U {u} \ {v} = B2 U {e,u} \ {f, 0} (69)

Since a,, is the entering facet at the (k + ¢ — 1)-th iteration, and {e,v} € B¥**1 a,
can be expressed by the facets in B¥**~1 as

Z Y e, = Z Y ey g e gk A, (70)
JeBk+e 1 jeBkJrZ*l\{e,U}
It follows from (11) that y* =1 > 0, and from (70), we have

1 k+0—1 luf+é 1
ay=——a, e Z Vi g, (71)

k+4—1 k+6—1 k+0—177
" " JEBEHI\fe v}

By the induction assumption, a,x***~! > b, it follows that a, is not the entering facet
at the (k+¢—1)-th iteration, i.e., a, ¢ B*"*. Using (68), (69), and (71), we can express
a, by the facets in B¥*~1 or the facets in B¢ as

a, = Z yk+€

JjEBKHL

_ Z y(llcj—l—fa] + yk+€ae + yk—l-f (72)
jeBFH=2\{fu}

— Z yk+€ 1

JeBk+e 1

_ Z Yy 4 i, 4 g,
JEBFHA\{f v}

k+0—1 k+0— l
- Z yq]+ aj + Yge
JjEBFHE=2\{f v}

k01
1 k+0—1 y
k+0—1 o Yue . uj
Y k= 13u Yk 18 }: k= 1%
uv uv uv

JEBFHI\{ev}
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i1
o k=1 fpt—1Yuj
= Z Yoi Yo hri—1 |
JEBRHE=2\{f,v} w
-1 yhr
k+0—1 k+0—1 Jue qu
+ (yqe “Yq Y= 1) Ac + — 7 A (73)

uv uv

Comparing (72) and (73), we have

yk-i-f 1 k-1

k+0 _ Jqu k+¢ k+0—1 | k+l—17ug . k+¢

qu = g1 Yai T Ygj qu k+e—1° B\ {u}. (74)
yu'l} yUU

In view of (67), we have y/"*~! > 0. Since u is the index of the entering facet and v is
the index of the leaving facet at (k + ¢ — 1)-th iteration, y**~1 > 0 according to (11).
This shows i+ > 0. Using (73) and (70), we can express a, as

k+0 ktly
g = Z yq;r Aj T Yge N
JEBFHTA{fv}

+yk+e Z yluf;-é 1a] +yk+e 1ae_|_yk+é 1 . (75)
jeBF+H1\{e,v}

Multiplying x*¢ to the right of the items in the bracket of (75), and using Lemma 3.1,
BFHE\ {u} = B¥1\ {v}, v € B (b, = a,x¥*71), and formula (70), we have

2 : k44— 1 k—i—Z k+4—1 k+¢
yu] +y avx

uv

jeBF+H=I\{v}
_ k44— l k+€ k44— 1 k+é k+0—1 k+0—1
- E Yusj + Yuw + Yuw bv ~ Yuww bU

JEBRHEI\ v}

_ Z yu;-Z 1b + yluct—j-ﬁ 1b + yk+€ 1 (avxk-i-Z . bv)
JEBEN\(u)

_ Z Y ad Ly ()

]EBkaZ 1

k+0—1 4 yk—l—f 1 (avxk—l—f - bv) ) (76)

Multiplying x**¢ to the right of the both sides of (75), and using (76), B*¥ 2\ {f,v} =
Bk-i—f \ {e’u}’ e c Bk-i—f—l N Bk-i—f (aexk-i-f—l — be — aexk-i-f), (72)7 and (74)7 we have

k+0 k+é k+é k+é k 4
;X = E Ygj X T Yge

JEBFHA\{f v}

= a,X

_'_yk—l—f Z ysje 1aj +yk+z 1ae+yk+£ 1 xk+t
jEBkHE=1\{e v}
_ Z Hb + kab + yk+£ [a k-1 yk+z 1 (a kg, )}

JEBFTET2\{f v}
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_ § : k+é k+é 1 k+é k+é—1
- Ygj A + Yqge
JEBFHA\{f v}

+yk+€ [au heb(=1 4y o= (avxk—i-é B bv)}

_ ktly shtl—1 ktly k-1 k-+¢ k+e-1
= E Yg; X T Yge AX T Ygu WX
jEBT\{e,u}

+y§jzy'jjg 1 (avka b )

_ kel k=1 | k+e k+0—1 k-l
= E Yy a;x + Ygu Yuv (a,x"*" —b,)

]EB’“‘M

— aqu-i-f 1 4 yk-i-f 1 (avxk‘-i-é o bv) ) (77)

According to the induction assumption, a,x**~1 > b, holds. From (67), the inequalities
yart=1 > 0 holds. Since a, is the leaving facet at (k+(—1)-th iteration, it follows from
Lemma 3.2 that a,x*™* — b, > 0. Therefore, the last expression of (77) is greater than
or equal to b,. This proves a,x"™ > b,. |

3.3 The general case

Summarizing the discussions of the two cases, we obtain the main result:

Theorem 3.1 Let a, € B* be the leaving facet at the k-th iteration. Then, for any
integer £ satisfying £ > 0, we have

a, X"t > b,. (78)

This theorem indicates that for any facet, if it leaves the base, it will never come
back to the base because it will be feasible after it leaves the base of (2). Since the
initial base has d facets and the system has n facets, there are at most n—d facet pivots,

e., it needs at most n — d pivots for the facet pivot method to find a feasible solution,
which is an optimal solution because the algorithm maintains y* > 0, and according to
Theorem 2.1 this feasible solution must be optimal. We present this conclusion as the
following theorem:

Theorem 3.2 For linear programming problem (2). It needs at most n — d facet pivot
iterations for Algorithm 2.1 to find the optimal solution.
4 Conclusion

In this paper, we have shown that the proposed facet algorithm converges fast even in
the worst case. The total number of iterations in the worst case is bounded by a linear
function of n — d, where n is the number of constraints and d is the dimension of the
related polytope.
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