Invexsre i L ] 88 D il Pk & IR E 5

ZANN I = R = VSR

Optimality Conditions and Sensitivity Analysis of Nonlinear Optimization
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Optimality Conditions and Sensitivity Analysis of Nonlinear Optimization
Problems under Invexity

Tsuneshi OBATA and Shunsuke SHIRAISHI

Invexity of functions is a generalization of the notion of convexity. In this report, we review nec-

essary and sufficient optimality conditions for a nonlinear optimization problem under invexity of

functions involved. We will apply the results to sensitivity analysis of a parametrized optimization

problem.
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{ minimize  f(z),

subjectito’ gi(z) €0, =1, ...;m.
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RETHIL &

S=dzagle) <0 d=1.. . m)

ERL, T2, 2€ SIIBIT BT 77 1 7 LEIKDE
FEE%

I(z) = {i: gi(z) = 0}
&7z 0.

Z DFEBE RO @ A B L T, Kuhn-Tucker
SUDPEELEEERTIESMONATVWS. B
Bfog,i=1...,m PThMEHEDEE
(24, Kuhn-Tucker A HIRE (1) @ (KiAY) &
BEEDI DTt L b, T—7, HIHEE
(constraint qualification) ® % & Ti&, Kuhn-Tucker

FRO 1R 10 HZHE
Y KA RETLEDHMGEIERY 27 L T5F
= BIIKAEZBEEBEESEH

SAHIZRIE (1) O (BATH) RBHED 720 D LEL4H
&b, F51Z Slater DHIFHEEIIX g; DV ORI
AR IRETALDTH 5.

INGIBENOMHEILRT 25D E LT, v(
O D—HALMBEEAMRE S /225, invex B D 7
NVEDTHA [4]. MSFTEERBM f: R* - R #°
invex ThbEid, B n: R x R — R" ’ff-1E
e,

f(x) = f(u) > V() n(z,u),
forall z,u € R"

FHRI:TIERVS. TDOLEIICEEZEINT invex
BIRD L ) REELHEZ b D.

£ 1 ([2], Theorem 1) BA%L f A% inver T 5
TODYLEFTTEMLR, f OFEFEOEZ SN DLS
TRENRNEDELLIE, Thbb,
Vf(z®)=0
= (et f()s forall 'z & RE
DY LD ETHA.

AL TIIEY, RBEDLESRMN, +9%&H, %
L TEAEHICEN A MMEE invex MEICE XIRZ 2
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ZENTEHILEBNE, ELTINLOERSE
287 ANy 7 e REAUREOBREAICEAT 5.

2 Kuhn-Tucker EFOHEM

ST BRI B RSt & LTIk
Kuhn-Tucker &2 RO BELAMOLNT D TH 5.

V@) + Y AiVgi(a*) =0, (2)
=1
A;gl(l*> :0> i = 1:---7m> (3)

TR S

Z @ Kuhn-Tucker £ N LY BFHTVEHETH
% F. John &N HEINS.

T3 2 (F. John, [6], £ 4.7) & z* € R™ #°
(1) DRFRERETH 7% 512,

ANVF(*) + > A Vgi(z*) =0,

=1

Mg ) =0, i=1,...,m

BHITT 0# (AL, A0) >0 " HEET 5.

F. John £HIZBWT, b L A5 #0 254, 7272
512 Kuhn-Tucker 405505, FD 72012440
SNDFUD, EBHHEELIFIEN L &HTHB.
HER @AV lHBEL LT, ROLENmML N
Tw5 [1]: '

C(z) = D(z). (4)

S.TC, Cz), D(z) BEhEh z e SACBYAE
T REEIR S D#RTZALSE (linearizing cone) K UVE
1T Be S [/ & (feasible direction set), T 7% b b,

Cla) ={y: V(@) y <0, i € I(=)},
D(z) = {y : there exists g¢ such that

z+ey€eS, €€ (0,e0)}

T&Y, D(z) 12 D(z) DB KT, ETTEMHE
T €S I LTIED%5Y Cx) D D(z) Y L
DOT, f#IEE (4) BAEMIIX C(z) c D(z) %
BIRT 5. flfHA85E (4) O F T? Kuhn-Tucker 4
DYLBEEDERZ I THOLLOTHERTEI ).

£ 3 ([1], Théoréme 3.4) = z* € R* »° (1)
DREPTHIBERTH Y, FHBE (4) 27 2" 2BV

THILY 5% 6T,

V@) + Y A V() =0,
1=1
Xbgile) =08 a=ll =

AT A >0,i=1,...,m PHEETS.

Z ORIFIIETE (4) IHRFEAE S T137%2 %%, Slater
DHIFEE, §abb,

"o g, 1 € I(x) BHEABTH S (MESES),
om0 e R " FHELT

% H72¥ (Slater 5:44),

BEVRIEDVEHTH 5.

%1 Slater DHIFIBED MG % invex DS
B &z TH, F. John &5 5 Kuhn-Tucker
KL ELENTEL, TRERED.

¥4 mreR % (1) ORFURERET5.
Wi, gi, t € I(z*) DIFEHERESITEIC invez T,
Slater 8 (5) % & 72F 4 2° € R™ HHAET B &
RETAH. SOk & z* 23§ 5 F. John £,
Ay #0 BHR72F. L7255 T Kuhn-Tucker 578
LT 5.

R N =0 &{RET AL, F. John &4 b,

ST AVgat) =0
icl(z*)
BREoNhb, L, & 2z A invex Bz —~
Licl(zr) Migi(T) DEBLTHE I L & FIRL T
B, L72hoT o 3 OBBORBNRNETHS.
HRERME (3) 2oL DMEET, 1,y Mgi(z™) =0
TdHA. LA Slater Feff & A729 8 20 € R™ITxt L

S iRl D Malt)=0
i€l(z*) i€l(z*)

THAHD, gi(2%) <0 ZDELL INIHALT 572

DIIEED § € I(z*) WHLT, M =0 T%<{T

BB 62V, SHUE (AL AL, AL) £ 0 IKFET

A 0O
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3 Kuhn-Tucker &HEO+5914%

% invex MEIZE 22 2 723545 @ Kuhn-Tucker
ZHDO+T IOV T Hanson [4] 7R LTV 5.

£ 5 ([4], Theorem 2.1) f, ¢;, ¢ = 1,...,m
WEL 9 IZ2WT inver THAH LT A, S5

Vi) + ) XVagi(z*) =0,
=1

Maleh=0 521 .. ,m,

i) i0e e =il 2 Loy

eHICE P e REE AL Z0,i=1,...,m DFIE
T5%6E, 2% 13 (1) OKBNRERE 5.

EH 4 IXfFET AL 91T, invex HICED B IRE
EROFICGTID D Z LD TELDEHEL L TH 5.

EE 6 B f, 0, i=1,....m DIFEKREEEIZ
Fil invez THHET A, E51C

V(") + ) AVai(as*) =0,
=1
Angilaet) =05 el s

QB =05 = m

At s e R E XM >0, 6=1,. .. ,mDHEE
FTHHOE, 2* it (1) ORBIORERE 5.

CHOEBLEE 4 ICIWEBIULTOL) 2
Kuhn-Tucker &£HDLE+DHEOEENEI NS,

TET7THEE S g,i=1,...,m DIFEERFEEIZT
Hi inver THY, 7, (5) 2H7T 2 € R* H
FETHLRETS. TOLE, 2*€cR* 25 (1) D
KIBORBEIRTH D7D DULE+T LML,

V) + D AVgi(z") =0,
=

Mol )=, s by
Gl =0, -t =1...om

Balev A 20, 0= 1L, . R ETAI LT
H5.

FEER: EXE 4 EEE 6 LY EHL . 0

4 HERTEHE

Ben-Israel and Mond [2] 15275 » V2% L -
R™ x [0,00)™ — R:

m

L(z,)) = f(z) + ) _Nigi(z), z€R™, A>0
ik

2% invex TH AL E DO AER T /RL.

E2 8 ([2], Theorem 3) % L(-,\) "EED
A > 0I5 LT inver THY, 5 z* € RY H° (1)
DEGERET 5. S ICHIRBENRY L2% 51T,
M >0DFEELT, (25 X)) H77 7 VBl L
DAL LD, Thbb:

Lzt ;X)L Lz, X*), Joriall ‘xl€R% D20
HRALT 5.

A% L(-,\) PEED X >0 IZ3F L invex &% 5,
EVI)EHERLTRDICR, f, g, i=1,...,m D
FEEBAESIEI invex THIUT LV, E51Tw
ZiE, ZOFBICHEN S A* 13ERSITIZ Kuhn-Tucker
EHTHY, Lo THEBRELY T 27147
TRWEI g;, 1 ¢ I(z*) 13 L(z*, M) iz o7:¢
HEEE .

T, WO COERTCHMEERHET A i
LTz nas B3 4 L EHIC Slater 4 & invex
HWEERIFEELE LTHWAZ LD EETH .

INLEEZHbLELIETUTHEINS.

TR 9 £ o € R 4 (1) DRFNRERTHY,
BA%L f, gi, 1 € I(z*) DIFEBBIFEEIE I invex
ThoHEL, LT (5) AT o € R® LT
BEth, CHEENZOPEEL, (570507
I Va8 L D¥BEERD.

SERH: = 4 XY Kuhn-Tucker 8 \* > 0 #°

FET A, Thbb,

V.L(z",A") =0, (6)
Nigle)i=0 2 =1 Ims (7)

RS (7) £V i¢ I(2*) DL EITIIN =0 &
Y, L7=2-> TRHE

LA =F00+ Y Xal)

i€l(x*)
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I invex. (6) £V z* i3 invex BI%EL L(-, \*) DEH
RATHY, Lo TREBHRDNELERS. 2D

Ll s ez, X5 Horall” 2. € R2

B aro.
—%, gi(z*) <0, i=1,....m Z2OT, FED
A0S
2/\1'91'(3?*) <
=1
WEIZEED A >0 123t LT,
L(z",\) = $*)+Z/\i9i($*)
2—]
= 4fz")
= f(.’c*)—I—Z)\:-‘gi(:v*)
=1
= L{z*, ")

5 BES

ZDEITIL

~

~

S RDE )BT AN )y 7 ER

\_S

(8)

minimize  f(z,y),
subject to. g:(z,y) <0, i=1,...,m.

il f oo gm s BRE R R EL g€ RE
BT A=Y LEZD. REHEBEK

h(y) = nf{f(z,y) : gi(z,9) <0, i=1,...,m}

DR RB S R (Y05 d) = limg_o+[R(y° + td) —
Myt EHBH L) DA, CTTCHRBHI L LT
WARESHEETH S, DT A RIS %
EXDBIIE, EE P AR A0 BEELTS
Gl e
BxlE, 577 V288 Lz,y,)) = f(z,y) +

S Aigi(z,y) FEBAT S L, REMEHE R AT =
v ARBROTICE %E)‘w)bﬂ% &l &B?‘%.

h(y) = inf sup L(z,y, A).
TER™ \>0

—HRBIBTED I =7y 7 ARYDO A AoV
Tt Correa and Seeger [3] TF L (AL T

AOT, JODHERERBEBBICERT A LI
Lo TRESMEZLELE) EVH) DN DOETHORN
Thbh. N7 Ay s EELME 8) KBENLHE
BICWEROEHEEBL. f, gi,i=1,...,m T C*-
#H &9 5. Correa and Seeger & L, T DR L
EDTTI=~y 7 ABHK A BHAMSEEE 25
72902

o M4

inf sup L(z,y, ) = sup mf L(z,y, )
zER™ \>0 A>0TE€

o EAEBIE y = X(y), A(y) O LEEHlE
BhT SMEF TS bRV, & 2T,

X(y)={zeR": =D L(z,y,) = h(y)},
A@) ={20: inf L(z,y,)) =
sup inf L(z,y,A)}

x>0 s€R"
g AIZTy JAMEBLI U~V I VREEORE
£8E5&THL. $/:, £EEER F:[0,00) 3 R
5 0% 1BWT (Penot [7] DEWKT) EEET
b5 EiE, EEOEF {tFleen — 0F XL, &
i € F(0) L &HH {t*}hexeny BLU & IURT
%35 {z* b hex PEEL, FEDO ke K 2L T
sk EF(th) LB RV,

Correa and Seeger \Z & 5 I =< v 7 AR D HIA)
#8525 ([3], Theorem 2.1) 3 ZZTHT 7 I v Ta
BEILEHETEXELLLOVPROEETH 5.

EER 10 B f, g, i=1,....m i3 C*-H &7 5.
WE,IEH > 0 0FEL, FED te[0,6) IIxtL,
inf sup L(z,y° +td, \) =
xER",\>0

sup inf L(z, ¥ +td,))  (9)
A>0=€ER

LY &L,
€[0,00) = X(3° + td), A(y° + td) (10)

Ht=0t TLEERTHLLERETH. ZDL X
lrn@fﬂfél?ﬁ%l hid y® 2B T d N RS
THETH D, ROKKIFHILT S

R'(y°;d) = ze‘}}fo);;,‘fpo)v +L(z, 9’ A A
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DT TG (9) & @Rt (10) A5 d
BIODEEFITONTRANS. X(y) x Aly) X757
TV B L(,y, ) DBREEALLELDT, X(y)
RO A(y) PEDIZIEETH B I EATEERIUER
A (9) AEBONDBZ LTk b, B (8) VLR
D (le. X(y) MIEZE) /AL, 4B TRLAZE ) ICH
D invex £ & Slater £HICL o TINHRIES N
B, 1L, 87 AN )y s REEEYEZ TV A%
FETOMENFLEE %5, RO Shiraishi [§]
(el

##H%8 11 (Shiraishi [8], LEMMA 1) T %/ V4
72, 10T, g: R"xT - R ET 5. Wi, 0 O
BN »PHoTgit RPxN LT—HERTDHH, &
512 g(+,1%) % R™ L inf-compact, T2 L, L)L
TG — {r, € R": g(a:,to) < 7"} PEED r e R
KK2WEI NI L ThL EIRET S, ZDkE 1
WPGRT AEED S {tF ey EEEDOIER 2 S
5 {zF}ken C R™ WKL, BH {g(z*,t*) }ren &
FICHEREET RS 2,

BROTFEIL B H9RA%L D inf-compact 1 & Slater £
ISl TRES RS, 2L, 22 TD Slater &
i,

6%y <0, i=1,...,m  (12)
577 2% € R BHEET S L ThA.

HE 12 Mg, i=1,...,m \ERT, BMREE f
D—EERTH S EF 5. Slater T (12) A7 T
B0 € R* AHAEL, 2512 £(,10) 7 R™ L inf
compact THAHLIRETAH. TDOLE, FH 6> 0
PHEEL, FED t€[0,6) IZx L X(3° +td) # 0
Eb:

FEBA: Slater et & BAZLDERMAEIZ LD, 40 12+
SNS RIBE R X THRIE (8) IXEITUREIC 2 S
CEIEETA. bbb, B 6> 0DFEL, £
BEntel0,6) 2xflL

g:(z% 1% +td) <0, i=1,...,m

S) = {c.e R®:
Fzy’ +td) < f(29° + td),
gilaad Etdp=0; . i=1,...m})

EBL. TDLE, S@E) D t=0" OEET—HE
R, Thbb, EH 6> 0 HHFFEL, Uepo,5)S(t) 2°

HREAITRBI LRV, S(t) DS 2 ICBI%E
ETHHIEDD ) XAV N ThHBHI LR
WR, X0 +td) #0 BEINDS. fITERTHD
DTHLIZEH e >0 TEAELTBL LT H/hS %
£>0IHLT

f(@%9° +td) < f(z°,9°) +¢

EBZEICEELTEBL. &C, BREtBET
L 0t WCIURT 2 85 {t* ey EIEE R AT
{¥}rey C B® PHFEL, 2> € S@5) £ 2% 20
Lz,

b % +¢5d) < (=% 9" +ttd)
F(z%,9%) +¢

ERDHHE 1LY . a

IA

WRE 121250, X' +td) #0 TH B Z 5w
ZIZERIEDS, S HIZBHED invex M IRET A & E
BODOLAR +td) £0 THHI LHEING.

W13 W 2 LRAULREEZBL. 8512, +54
INEREEDO >0 AEELAEE, B F(,° +
td), g:i(,y°+td), i=1,...,m OIEREEEITE
IZ inves THALLIRETAH. ZDELX, EH6§>0
PHEEL, FED t € [0,6) <3t L A@® +td) # 0
EnB.

SERA: BB oOEREMLD, o/ E % t >0 1
LT %BHE 2% e R 7% Slater 514,

g:(x%,9° +td) <0, i=1,...,m,

RHRLTIEWERLIZATNIIEEI LV HL,
Ths. O

FIHE 10 2BEHT A7-DIZFHELPO T RIER S 7%
WEHFIZFRS I3t € [0,00) 2 X (3 +td), A(y° +td)
DEFBEHMDAE R o7, CNEFRIETHDL X
130 BAYEA%L® inf-compact P£ & Slater 15 TH 5.

W 14 W 13 ERUIRESE B, 0L X,
t €[0,00) 3 X(¢° + td), A(y° + td)
2 t=0" TL¥ERTH .

ZF BA: 9, f(,¥°) ? inf-compact PEH 5
L(-,3°,0) @ inf-compact A2 % Z LICEET
B, 8T, {t* hen = 07 2L T, #iH 12, 13 &>
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BEYDKREL k12 LTt e Xyl akd), Ak e
AW° +tkd) ¥Bnzs. = o &z M en e lien
REDERTHBILEFTES. (e 0
L(-,y° + t*d, ) DELLDENLHIROR % &
TelsEnys

L(z*,3° + t*d,0) < L(2,4° + t*4, )

VEBIRE (st hey BERTRb LTS L,
EZiC k= 400 EL LSS L(-,3°,0) o inf
compact 2 5 11 12k 5,

+oo — L(z*,y° + ¢4d,0) < L(a®, 30 + td, A*)

Thbb, L{z%y° +t*d, 2k — o0 L 3. = I 7
BIIOITIE (A} IFFITE ST n v, &
=20 (2% 9°) <0 TH Y, & g, 135E L D75
OEEREH e >0 % T+ A x4 kiZxtL
Cei> g:(2% 9 + 9d) THY, o0 —Me; >
Afi(2%,00 + t*d), b,

+oo « L(z*,y° + t*d, 0)
S L P % N oo

ZHIIFFE. Ldo TH%5) {IL‘k}kEN, {)\k}keN D
PREST {24} kex — 5, {M}rex — X 2HHES
2. BLiEEe Xy, AeAR®) THBI L E W
AEEV. (2%, 0%) € X (40 + t*d) x A(y° + t*d) %
DIEHSEED z € B*, A>0 124 s

L(z*,y° + t%d, }) < L(=,3° + t*d, Ab),

THEELTWE. T HRT k— +oo £ T5Z &2
&b

L(%,3°,X) < L(z,3°, }),
forall zeR" A>0,
TLbb, (3,1) € X(B°) x AW H5v2 2. O
DENEE I LB LIz, ROBEMrE
ReBDLIENTED.
TEE 15 ROEL D hgthr22 2

ofigni=L...,mix CL- 8T, Bz f 11—
EHRTH A,

s TANILRIEED t >0 #EE L& &, B
FG0° +td), g9 +td), i =1,... .m D3k
BBEAESIIE inver Thh.

o Slater 5t (12) % &7 SHELET 2.
s )R E wnf-compact T 5 .

IO DL KT ST, BEMEE A 1T
0 BV d Fa RS AT 8T ) , RD
N VA i

W@%d)= inf sup VyL(z,4°, 074
(y";d) e R, Vv (z,5°,2)

6 B

Slater &1¥7%% invex D FTOHGIEE & 4 Y e
5 I ERRLIZZ LI LY, Shiraishi [§] 12 & /8
5N T/ MIES) (right hand side pertubation)
RIS 2 BESE R R BTS2 b AR
L2 L2245 SEEt BRI AT 2 72 0 IS £ TF A
B EHERMLCLE 57 72O EH BRI R IS 4
LTRONTVIHR [5) 4 %L AN—F 2 1cF
Lhdrol-BIIBRATHL. DEDVEHDEET
H5.

fH8C: Z DRFFEIZ—EBER 8 FEXRERFEeE
ZAERTFE (C)08680456 12 L 2 b DT H 2.
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