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FERCRT 2013 4F | Georgiev 45 T2t 2 H AR AL IRV ¥ BB A ORI RE S RS E) T
B R FEEE S5 2015 45 Zamani 55 IER T AE LSRN BT, B AR SREC ™
PRI 5 FR A U M FEBE 4515 2018 4F Morteza 55 R T 76— MEHEIF AT B0 R, 1 4
SEAE BB RCE B A AR E Henig LA 2.

ARIAE—E AT W52 BRI A D& PR A 250 55 A S0 4 5C 38 A8 WA 2 1Y)
FRAOUTESAE, 20 BRI INAGERILTESE 139 25 Hh T — S8R S IS5 8 226 2 19, ok
WS TSP RS BA ORI CR R HTIE TSP A RO A e Uk A PR AR 3 799, A
SCEEAT T BA.

1 & AR

& R" 2 n 4k Euclid 25 [A] , R AR ZIR R PR T4 Q,int(l,cl(),coneﬂﬁ‘
IR QO BIARFNNTER SN LR AL
0 V9 TEAR ™ M AR HE 53
D'={deR:.{(x,d) =0, Vx € 2},
O"={deR:.{(x,d) >0, Vx e N\{0}}.
YHEE x € ¢l Q,0Q7E x WYIHEREHE 7 0@ LR

X, - X

T(,x)={d e R": I{x,} C 0O, tilO, s.t. lim =d; ,

N2,x)={de R':{d,x) <0, Vx e T(2,x) }.
FRHE Y Q2 AR AR S SR
NOQ,x)={x" eR:{(x",x-x) <0, Yx € 2}.
MEEN x,y € R*, 5lFINFFRAR .

x<youn <y, Vi=1,2,--,n,
x<yoex, =y, Vi=1,2,,n,x #y,
X=yoex =y, Vi=1,2,--,n.

AT 2 B Abin
(MOP) min f(x),
s.t. x e (),

Hep OCc R ANEEFE, £.O-R, HfWE—N0Ef,ie P={1,2,-,p} & Lips-
chitz K%L,

EX 1 P x e 0.

() HAAE x € 0115% f(x) < f(x), WFK x 2 (MOP) HIA XU

() HAFAE x e Q153 f(x) < f(x), WFK x & (MOP) B354 %5 fitt.

@i A T(f(2) + R, f(x))N(=-R,) =10}, WF x (MOP) ] Borwein EAT 3 f#.

i) # ¢l cone(f(£2) = f(x) + R) N (= R) =10}, WFKx I (MOP) i) Benson HA XLt

(V) 47 x /& (MOP) AR, BAFEM > 0, A MHMEREM i e PAlx e QMR fi(x) <
(%), BAFEW R f(x) > fi(x) 1) e P (fi(%) —fi(x))/(fi(x) = f(x)) <M, WFxx
9 (MOP) ) Geoffrion-ELA Ui , fRIFR N G-ELA 5.
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={CeR™|C| <&}, A, ICl =X le;H7.C=le]ieP=1{12p},
jeN={1,2,---,n}.
EX 2N Frx e QJE(MOP) AR AFE e > 0, XHEREMN C e C(e) ,x HUTF W]
B B -
min f(x) + Cx,
s.t. x e (2,
WFR % (MOP) By &-H A A4k
EX 3 O RNE, Q0> REMEE x, ,x, e 2,0 € (0,1) A f(Ax, + (1 -
A)xy) < Af(x) + (1= 2)f(x,), WFR S 02 FR)™ kN R gL
EX 4" K f.R" - RAEA x e R J&J57% Lipschitz BREL, f7EA 2 AUSr 18 v € R" Y
IS5 R EE
F(&v) = lim Slllof(y +1v) —f(y),

y—ox,0L0 13
fAES % ZbHY Clarke YR E LK
f(x)={& e R": f(x;v) =&y, Vv e R"}.
EX 5" e x R A E R
Gx)={deR.&Ed<0, V& € of(x) }.
SCHR[ 13 T —E S R T & A 35U N G- A 350 0 DG 2R, 1 10 RN B 4
5T B R 0 SR
SIEAY 0 REE x & (MOP) B HA %R, W x J&(MOP) /Y G-EA 3.
SIEE 2 5 x JE(MOP) &AW, M T(2,x) N G(x)=1{0}.
EX 6" FRFIEQ LIRRIGNME), R p € — int R, TR x,y € 2,1 €
(0,1) fle > 0,1z € Qi 2
AM(x) + (1 =0)f(y) —ep - f(2) € R,
HEEHE SN f(Q) + int R, 2N,
1 ARPESCER] 15] , Benson EUA ALY G-1LA A5 BH SCERT 171 TN, Y f S RSEIM BT, Borwein L
A% 5 Benson ELA RUESFMr. SCER[ 18 ] H 3R W], UM A BB S5 A B SRR 3 U AL™ , B cone (F(£2)) +
int R” M8, cl cone(f(2) +R.) ™.

EXT7Y FHy.0 >R, WEMEE x e 0,6 € 0 (%), BIETEw e Q15
(E,w) =2 0=¢(x) =¢(x),
WIFR o 7685 % 200 pR%k.

2 R RO R AP

AP T A RO EAT U I OC R | 20 Hh B A AU 1) A0 B A RN S8 43 25 A
21 ERFUMEERNMIXE
TG, 4 B S A U E S TS R S A AU BRSO S R AU C R,
EX 8 WHEFE e > 0, WEE C e C(e) ,x HUTT WA T4 5% -
min f(x) + Cx,
s.t. x e (2,
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WFR x e Q)& (MOP) S48 4 ik,
12 AT AT, B A R 5 S 5 R S5 U, (HL s 2 5 B — BB A R A RE AT
EE1 WONME x e Q, f(x) 7502 24N pREL A X 52 (MOP) 1SR 554 20,
I x J&(MOP) Hy & H A 24k
IERR R X ANJE(MOP) FUE A 5U#  XHEE R e >0, FHEC e C(e) ,x e O\ {x}
15
f(x) +Cx <f(x) +Cx. (1)
T f(x) 02 B ™S BRI () + Cx 1ol 0 B8 ™ R 80, M HE I A e (0,
A1
fAx + (1 =2)%) +C(Ax + (1 —A)%) <
A(f(x) +Cx) + (1 - A)(f(x) +Cx).
ZitgX(HA
JAx + (1 =A)x) +C(Ax + (1 -A)x) < f(x) +Cx,
X5 x RERHREASURT S, T x RE A SR,
FE2 EH L f(x) 1E O bR BRI — AP AT S — R bR A (AR — TS R Y
911 T A5 B Al A A R 1 % SR e T R T
Bl1 fE(MOP)H 4 p=2,0=R,Hf:0>RELH
filx) =x,
— 0’
fz(x)_x—l, x> 1.
Lk =0, WAFHE & = 172 1§15 & BEREHE9 A 850 | & A 3.
I 7R SRS P A B BA RS G-EASURIIEE, 2415 B B 0 46 14
AR FEE A AT S E B 55 SR A5 % Borwein ELA 3.
EE2 5 x &(MOP)WEESSARUE, N x i (MOP) %) Borwein HAT XL
IERA B x ANJ2(MOP) 1) Borwein FLARUH AFEO # d e T(f(2) + R, .f(x)) N
(- R) AW d <0,d <0,i=23,--,p HYIHERE XA, FFAE 1, | 0,d, — d i3
f(%) +1,d, € f(2) +R", VikeZ,.
Mﬁﬁﬁﬁxk e M\{x},p, R, 15 f(x) + nd, =f(x,) +p,, Bl
fj(j) +(lkd/f)j :]Fj(xk) +(Pk)j’ VjieP.
TIEXMEREN e > 0, FEMEC e C(e) flx, e N\ {x} 5 f(x,) +Cx, < f(x) +
Cx, Bl x REBHEARE.L C(j e P) N C BT &,
M= 1,k FE KA, (d,), <0, fi(x) +(,d), =f(x,) +(p),, B4
H(x) - filx,) =(p,), - (1,d,), > 0.
Bc =0, 0fx) -f(x,) >C(x, —x),H
filx) +Cx > fi(x,) +Cx,.
M~ LEE, (d); 53 PRE L.
FIEHE—MIEO: (d,), <0, (p,); - (1,d,); > 0.HUC, =0, H f(x) - f(x,) > C(x,
-x),
f(x) +Cx > f(x,) +Cx,, Vje {2,3,-p}.

0sx<1,
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R AEN: (d),; =0, XMERE e > 0, 11, 10, d, —d J1, 25 k 55K, A - &

x, - X

<= (1,d,); <OHC =-2¢ 5, AC(x, -%)=-2e <- (1,d,),,

I, = x|
fi(x) = f(x)=(p,), - (1,d,);, > C(x, —X), Vje {2,3,--p}.
T A
fi(x) +Cx > fi(x,) +Cx,, Vie {2,3,,p}.
ZE LR A f(x) + Cx > f(x,) + Cx, .3X5 x BEBSHARAETE, Il x & (MOP) B9 Bor-
wein ELA R#.
TELE@J?%E@@?%E@Z ()£ HiLE.
il 2 T(MOP)EP Sp=2,0=R, Hf:Q >R EXN

filx) =
fo(x) =x3.
BBl x = 1 EEBAERM(ZE e =1/10) , HHE 1 7] 51,5 = 1 /& Borwein B &,
/, ¥
-1
m— /, - v

B f(2) 57T((02) +R; (1))
Fig. 1 f(£2) and T(f(2) + R ,f(1))

EH 2 R%}E%mﬁ: AR Z A, WA 3.
B3 fE(MOP)H 4 p=2,0=R, Hf:0 >R EXN

fi(x) =x,
3
—, x =<0,
2
fr(x) =12, 0<x<1,
1
—, x=1.
x

ZEx =1, HIE 2 A%, & J& Borwein A RUHENHMER M e > 0, 2 C=(c,,¢,)" = (&/4,
&/2) " & AU [A) B AT R

e
min (fl(x) + — ) x, fo(x) +2x] ,

s.t. x € R.

FHE L SHMEER e > 0, By, =- 1/e, &
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¥ 24 Z R I = B
Silx,) +cx, =—%—% < filx) +ecx=1 +%,
f(x,) + %, :% —% < fo(x) +ex =1 +%,
BIFELE x, € RS f(x,) + Cx, < f(%) + Cx, # & = 1 ARG HA R#.
/, y
A
20—
3
2

2 f(0) 5TQ) + R (1))
Fig. 2 f(£2) and T(f(2) + R2 f(1))
HE 1 Borwein ELA RU# 5 Benson ELAA SUBIIEEMPE 38 0T DIAS RN a0 F 45 5.
WIS 1 BWFTEQ RSN RELAT X & (MOP) Y& 554 %%#% , W] x J& (MOP) () Ben-
son ELA AR EL G-ELA R,
SCHERL 13 ] rp il 3.1 R B e B 0 S5 AF T S A RO AN REHE ) G- EA &80 S B 2
R f ARSI Y R B B ] LIS B G-EA AU, T )

19115~ T LATE B A R A
B4 FE(MOP)H,%p=2,0=R, Hf:0—R ELH

filx) =x,
(mx+ 1, 0sx=1,
L) =10 x> 1.
AL BAE x = 0 J&(MOP) A RL# , i H x BB (ZE e = 1/2), a2
A, x J2(MOP) 1Y Borwein HLA XU T f 2SI HY, Br LR H#ES 1 A1, » /& (MOP) 1Y

Benson ELA R, 5 x J&(MOP) 1) G-ELA %,
BEA SRS BARROCR T PR .

T TP L1 NPT

s
SIR Benson H.A &4 fi#

Borwein E. A R fiE

i3 2018 4, Morteza 5545 HARHET R ) 8 — T K, P T 24 Q0 RN 4T K TS AL
fEREME T K T ) Henig AR (SCHER] 14 ] e 28 4.2) T DAZESRUIEM  7E LB & T , A —2
HETS 2] Henig B ZUAR , (HIEHERS 253 Henig FA AU,
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L2 A x E(MOP) BE A RUE, W x & (MOP) 157K Henig H.A AU,
22 ERBFUBMRMEEY
SR A 2 o A A Tl 0 ) e 1 St JIT A 200085 J2 ) 25 PR AR I T TR R M R T
T 55 U A W B 2 e DR MRS T B R ) FE B A A
513" W N,KCR EFHAMMNE, HWENNK={0},M(-N)N(K") # .
EIE3 WO NME X e Q, f.(i € P) BN RELA x BEBEEA SR, WFE A =
(XA, d )" > 0ffifF0 e D0 daf(x) + N(Q2,x).
WERR Nl x & FE5A R0, hMEPE 2 F17E 1 A1, x 2 Benson ELA &, B
cl cone(f(2) —f(x) +R.) N (-R.)=1{0}.
Hg B3 5,
(cl cone(f(2) —f(x) +R.))"N (R # .
MTAEE A > O A" (F(2) —f(%) +R,) =0, XFEW x & min,_, A"f(x) B, 87
A > 0ffifE

0 e ﬁ/\iafl.(j) + N(Q,%) .

EE4 L 0RNE xeQ, fRMMRELN x BEEABR Y HALY T(Q,x) NG(x)
={0}.
IERA PRSI BE 2 R0 AR T
N IATIERA 7543k 1 SR e SR SO BB X R WU, WAFTE x, € Q (143 f(x,) -
f(x) e =RAN{0} QN Mix, -x e T(Q,x) T fr2thlh sk, WIHERRp " e
RO} ™ o Ot R, i R B
0= (n”" o f)(x) —(u" = f)(x) =€ (x, - %), VEeap - N)(x).
XU x, - % € G(x) 0 # x, - % e T(2,%) N G(x) X SHET G, x AR
AR TS SCHR [ 14 ] o B 5. 1GD Y E R 2E L.
T 3 B U B 4 G R
5 FE(MOP)H A p=2,0=R, Hf:Q >R EXLN
filw) =x,
fo(x) =- 5,
L x=— 1, BHBIUAETE ¢ = 1/10 {15 x ZE&EAK®,IFEHA
T(02,%) NG(x)=1{0}.

3 45 w

ARICFEEMTE T Z AU S A 200 5 HARUR Z MR R, JE4 & WA 3R
B A, HE 7 SCRR[ 13 ] P e B 3.1 FSCHR[ 14 ) e B 4.2 @ H 5.0, BT
451

1) AE f AR R B SR PE T 25t B A S35 5 2 55 A U 1) S A

2) VAT T 45 PR A U5 Borwein EA R SC R NIMTAFH : 2 f
U RSN, W 55 A 20U TR Benson B AU L G-HA ZU.

3) AE f U KB FFHZ Pk bs t AR T vk 2 HH 5 e 55 A AU 1) 0 ZE 2R AEL TR I 7 f
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Relations Between Robust Efficient Solutions and
Properly Efficient Solutions to Multiobjective
Optimization Problems

YANG Ming, LI Linting, GAO Ying
(School of Mathematical Sciences, Chongqing Normal University,
Chongqing 401331, P.R.China)

Abstract: The relations between the robust efficient solutions and properly efficient solutions
to multiobjective optimization problems were studied, and the optimality conditions for the ro-
bust efficient solutions were discussed. Firstly, the concept of weakly robust efficient solutions
to multiobjective optimization problems was given. Then, the relations between the ( weakly)
robust efficient solutions and the properly efficient solutions were made clear. Several examples
were given to illustrate the main results. Finally, the necessary and sufficient optimality condi-
tions for the robust efficient solutions were established under the subconvexity and pseudocon-
vexity assumptions.

Key words: multiobjective optimization problem; robust efficient solution; properly efficient

solution; optimality condition
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