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On the complete lattice approach in set optimization problem
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1 FC&IC

Z N LREOILRE TH 2 B A o LK, 1997 fFICES-H-Hal14] I XK > THRIBE
Niz, TOREEE. EEMHEFROGZEROTT BER) ICBT 2 K/ NDHEICDWT 6 FEDIEF
HEAL, TOEFICE5RELEEEZEZ S VI EDTH B, TETIE., EEFELEED
ZEMDO/NR FMpE{LREE] ICERTESTEDHER 9 GEDEELGRENLH S,

AFTE. H5MRXZNTZ TG TOEG LS Z % 2 %, HIERD lower i « upper !
DEGBIRICTEHN (complete lattice) DMEIEM BN E N 5eli i@ iz 2T %, £
B (LRI ARBRE G - NEFP RSN 5 2 LI K D < H LVEMMNMARFE NS, M. ATkl
TADIINE SHANDIEEDDH 5,

2 g
2.1 N7 MUsE(ED 5 DElE

ARTRY ZHIBAIHZERL Oy Z2Y DR ET D, BEHACYITH L. A DNAHNNEL. i
FEAT Z ZNZ N intA, clA KT, £/, TOIMXT, C CcY 3AMNEZRTEDET S,
DEO, LLNOFM 2T,

(a) clC = C,

(b) C+C CC.

(c) AC' C C WA € [0,00)e

. #EC C Y Msolid &FintC # @ 2729 T & TH O, pointed TH5 L& CN(-C) = {0y}
WO 265 CH2, M C CYICK>TURDE S BT MUEF < MEAEN., (Y, <c)
BNEPA T MIV2E & 755,

def
Vyi,y2 €Y, Y1 <oy €5 y2 —y1 € C

& L. C 7 pointed 5N MU <¢ BIIFRGE 725, WD () NEFRZ kL%
ICH LT, ZOIEFE EICIET B ERK T 5 C L TE . ZOMED SR E N5 I
FREDRY MVIER & 803 % T LMD 5N 18],
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2.2 EmE(LH 5 DHE(E

V72 Y OETHEWNEEREKETS, Vi,VheV. aeR VeVIIHLT, 2DDHEED
M« AAT7—HIEUL DX S ITERE NS,

Vi+ Vo i={vi+uvy| v € Vi, € Vo} aV :={av |veV}

T 2.1 (RO BT Ha[14)). Y ZSIZAHIZER. V& Y O THEWEMEE O E T
%, A, BeV &, solid BIMAEC C Y ICH LT, M FOEABIGAERT S,

lower] A<L B by BC A+C (type 3)
[upper] A<{( B by AcCB-C (type 5)
[lower & upper] Agl(f?“B by BCA+C and ACB-C

AR 1. XV MVEFEEGIER S EIEREODDH D, X7 MVIEFOLE, 2,y € Y &
CcylcniLT

y—2€C (x<cy) <= ycaz+C < zey—C

Thbd, —FH. EBEFOHEE, A BeV & CcYIIULT, LEdOBEAHEHDIEFICH G
T5BCA+C (A<, B)Y ACB-C (A<YB) & ficHixs (2] #B1D,

Bl 1 ([11]). EEORRIESAE LT, KM 2F X %,

Y=R, C=R,:={zeR|z>0}, A=[a,a2], B=[b1,bs] (a1,a,b1,bs€R)

coEE, <L <LITDOVTRDGH B,

A<L B < a; <by, A<YL B < ay < by

A< B = a; <b and ay < by
i 2.2 ([2]). A,B,D eV, a> 0 LT, B LD,
(i)
(i1)
(iif) <L & <y id. R EHERETID D 31D,

ya<Mp — A+p<MB4D
i) A Slc[y“} B — aA Slc[yu} aB

(iv) A<y b= A<Lb
v) a<L, B=a<%B
(vi) A<LBand B<L, A <= A+C=B+C
(vil) A< Band B<} A <— A-C=B-C

EZ 2.3 (C-proper :Hernandez-Rodriguez-Marin[8]). A € V /¥ C-proper [(—C)-proper] TH 5 &
3. A+C #AY[A-C £ YWD IIDEXTH B, el Ve[V-_c|ZY D C-proper [(—C)-proper]
THHHAEEDHEET B,



EFE 2.4 (Luc[l17]). AeV &9 5,
(i) ADC-closed [(—C)-closed] THB &, A+C [A-C] DHEATHAT L EEHET S,

(i) ADC-HiR [(—O)-1iR] THB EIE, TNTNOY O UK LT, REHiid &5
BIEO®t > 0MWMFET 5L ETH 5,

AcCctU+C [ACtU-C]

(iii) A %Y C-compact [(—C)-compact] TH % L&, LU FDE%Z LI A DIEEOHE
{Uy +C| U, are open}  [{Uy — C| Uy are open}]
PEBYEDWET A2 S TeMHk2 L& TH S,
fEED C-compact HF&1d. C-closed 1D C-HHRTH %,

AR 2. NI MUIEF <¢ & <o BISNICHRE S, L L, EBIKBT BIEFDOHEICD
T\ggtgmcﬁﬁﬁaﬁézk%%%o&of\ggagmc%a%bhma%\%éAa
C-closed DIREDRNE LD ([2] ZBM),

EE 2.5. Vi,V eV &T B, VICRDK S EEMERBREEAT 5,
Vi Vae= Vi <p Vo and Vo<W
iy Vo= Vi <G Vo and Vo <4 V4
Vi g Va = Vi <5 Vo and Vp <V

FEEEOEEEZNEN [ [v [J4v & &L AEBEROERL O XD IH %,

AeBleA+C=B+C
AeB*©A-C=B-C
Ac B A+C=B+C and A-C=B-C

E$ 2.6. SCV LT3, AcSHI[u-minimal element TH 5 &1, THED B € SIZDONT
B<Ma — a<lip

MDD ETHB, S D l[ul-minimal element DIEZ [[u]-Min(S;C) &FH <, FERICL T,
A € 8 W l[u]-maximal element TdH 2 L1, [EED B € SITDWVT

A<Mp — p<lMa
MDD ETH%, S D maximal element DFEZ [[u]-Max(S; C) &FH<,
E&E 2.7.SCV &35, AcSNMlul-weak minimal element TH % &1d, FED B € SIcD
2NE

Uu] U[u]

Bsine A = AsSine P
MDD ETHB, SO lJu)-weak minimal element DIEZ [u]-wMin(S;intC) &FH <, [FAkE
IZLT. A€ 8 M liul-weak maximal element TH 5 LIk, FED B € SIZDNT

1] 1[u]
Asime B = B4

MDD ETH5, SD weak maximal element D72 [[u]-wMax(S;intC) &<,



3 SeleR&E{LEE

COfiTIE, sl RBE BRI OV TERNET 5, F£903, RICHET2ERE - HHICOWVT,
HANTEELLOERRDIES, PEZETEVIEFES. z,yc P £9 %,

o 2 & yDFEUVZ, sup{z,y} DROOELTavy &FEL
o 2 & yDXDOY 72, inf{x,y} DRHODELTaxAy &<,

FREIC, SC PICHLT S ORTE S DD DAMFHET B L %, supS & inf S DItHH LT,
VpSe ApS &<,

E&E 3.1 (K. 5EiiH [5]). P Z2ZETHEVIEFEE LT 5,

() &L, IEDz,yc PICHLTaVy & o Ay MFET R L X, PIRIREMINS,
(i) &L, {TEDSC PICHLTVS & ASHEET S L%, PISHHREMEIND,
e 3.2 ([5]). LZHR. a,be LT3, TOEE, REFETH %,

i 3.3 ([5]). LZHET B, ZDOLE, TEDa,bc € LICDOWTV & ANIRZWTZT,
(L1) (avb)Ve=aV (bVe) (KA
(L) (aAb)Ac=aA (bAc)
(L2) avb=bVva (&H4l])
(L2) anb=bAa

(L3) avVa=a (FE%FHI)
(L3") aha=a

(L4) aV (a Ab) = (W)
(

L4) aA(aVb) =

3.1 BROEREERE
COHILARRE. LNOEAEZEZ 5,
PY,C):={Ac2¥ |A=A+C}, PY,-C):={Ac2¥|A=4A-C}
Vi={AeV|A=A+C}, V':={AcV|A=A-C}
AW i={AeV]|A=cd(A+C)}, dWV)":={AdeV]|A=c(4-C)}

i 2.2 (vi), (vii) B, (P(Y,C),2), (P(Y,—C), D), 3Ot « #EREHITIMA TRNFHE
ONDESICHEB TS, TNERVIHFEGE LA S,
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8 3.4 (Hamel et al.[7]). H£EHE (P(Y,0),D) XHHR 5%, THIC, ACPY,C)IcxfL
T. ADERETREBUTTCEABENS,

inf A= UA, sup A = mA
AcA AcA

U=0DEEEinfA=0 supAd=Y EEHENS,) PY,C) DD ICHTBRATLE 0 TH
D, BINERY Th 5,

iR 3.5 (Hamel et al.[7)). A,B,D,E € P(Y,C). AC P(Y,C). s > 0L T, IHHD D,
(i) ADB,DDE = A+DDB+E
(ii) ADB = sADsB
(iil) A+ B={A+Bl|AeV} LEHT B L. LLFAKD LD,
inf(A+ B) = (inf A) + B and sup(A+ B) 2 (supA) + B

EH 3.6 (Knaster-Tarski ORE)UEH [20]). L 25N, F: L — LZIEFZ2IRFd255LT
%o TDEZE,

a=\/{reL|z<F(z)}

3 F OAHRTH S, EHIKE, ald FORRKOAHRTHS, £/, FRERENOAFRERL,
TNE N{z e L | F(z) <z} TEEIN3B,

(TXYF)

Knaster-Tarski ORHRUE R [20] EHEHAARTICRER SN DT, AHFEHOT TE HE
BEDD—DTHbH, COTHDICHIZILDEKSICHBD. LEFELMEOHHAA THRT %
EWVIRAFIEETDOHIZIRD 750, M 34ADS, FitOAHIRERIZESK A C P(Y,C) TD
inf A & sup A DFEENZRE L TNE KIICBERA %, sHfllld NS DOMSHETH 5,

E& 3.7 (HFESICHBIZHERED). PRIFFES LT 2, Eic: P — PP L THIEH
HZTHBH L, TED 2,y c PICHLUTLURBRDIIDEETH S,

(1) z <c(x)

(2) 2 <y = c(z) < c(y)

(3) cle(x)) = clx)

PRr e PHHTHS LR, c(x) =2 DEETHD, PORFTHHEREDERE P LidhE N3,

(TIAVR)

EFFEE S COMIERRICET % FiloMEE RS &ahbd &K, (1), (2), (3) EAFAZEMICE
JBHEEOME L X BTWE, ZOM, BICIZMERZEOEEOMICKOEFE L OEEL H
%o HBE. 5] DEHRINMHZERFHOLEEESEIC LIZ 5 T a7 EEADIGHZHEIC AN
T2 X5 TH5 (5D P45 B, LRlDERIE, BORE LR E v ) i & OZRITFREIC
IBDMEHINZ W, Ko, MAHZERNC K 2 8tk & 724 B 2 58tk ORERIEIC DWW T
IS BOWHETH 5,

R, el R LRTEDOMORERICDONTEZ %, THUE. EF 2.6, 2.7T DL TH %,
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£ 3.8 ([-minimal, [-maximal, u-minimal, u-maximal). A C cl(V), BC cl(V)* & T 5%, Ac A
Y A @D [-minimal [l-maximal] TH % &id. A NZicd & ETH S,

AcA ADA — A=A [AcA ACA — A=A
[AkkIC LT, B € BA B ® u-minimal [u-maximal] TH 5 &k, LNz ETH5,
BeB, BCB = B=B [Be€B, B2>2B = B=D5B]

A®D [-minimal [[-maximal] TH2EE%Z [-MinA [I-MaxA] £ FHE. A D u-minimal [u-maximal]
THBELEZ u-MinB [u-MaxB] &<,

E# 3.9 (I-weak minimal, [-weak maximal, u-weak minimal, u-weak maximal). A C V!, B C V"

9%, Ac AD AD I-weak minimal [l-weak maximal] TH 5 &I, L&z ETH 5,
Ac A, intADintA = intA=intA [intA C ntd = intA= int/ﬂ

[AREIC L C. B € BH B ® u-weak minimal [u-weak maximal] TH 3 &1k, U FZHiizd & &
TH%,

BeB, intBCintB = intB = intB [intB D intB = intB = intB5]

A D l-weak minimal [l-weak maximal] T 5EAMEZ I-wMinA [l-wMaxA] £HE, A D u-weak
minimal [u-weak maximal] T %A% u-wMinB [u-wMaxB] & &<,

FE 3. EFEI3S8DERNICITEHT S &, l-minimal £ u-maximal, u-minimal & [-maximal I&z
DHMT ETIEEKHUETH S, TOHENMSE, EEBERICET 5 lower 1 & upper I3 A
DS TH BT ENh 5,

E& 3.10 (RfERHFELHE). X 224 THhVWES. F: X - V! [F: X — VY % domain ' X
TH2EAMEEER (ENTNDre X ITH LT F(r) #0) &9 %, LA [U B 5 i bR
L3, 2€ X DE & T F(x) O l-minimal (maximal) [u-minimal (maximal)] 7% 547 3K 2 [
LENMET %,

(TX¥h)

EHIFEOTREEREOERE [15) 22 1C LT, minimal (maximal) DRBER7E VT Toefi i
ez e b Uiz, —75. Hamel et al.[7] Tl&. N7 MUHOD_EIR « FEEORER [16, 19] & fif
DORERICED ANTWS, ZHNENZ M@ bRENOISH (9, 10] R EEEET 5 LT, fif
DREZICBI S 2RER ORI RNICH D Z 5 TH %,

—HPEHE (4] T EDAAT—ILTEZFINT 2 T & T, HAhoibiiEIC BT % minimal
element theorem ZHEX L T\ 5, [4] TREIAATEMHZRS OIS & M ZER O 7E MM 2 e L T
WBDIEM, & ULH LT SRRSOt T ZER O SEii I S A ZE R DM & HINE W, ZFh
5 Difamld S B DOMETH 5,

3.2 SlRR&E(CHBICETBIFRAAH S — (LR ETHRERE

2, 3, 4] Tl&, EERMLREIC BT ZIERE AL T — (L FHEICOVWTIHA L, k0 e O\ (-0)
9%, infl =c0 & supl) = —co ZiBHAH T LICKD,

l u 1 u .
hinf’ inf> hsup’ hsup VXV = [_OO’ OO]



BRDE S CHET Do MECRL , he o bl b (&, GBI OIS £ LTV B,
hwwgw)lﬁﬁemhthW+w} inf{t € R[th°+ Vs C Vi + C'}
hee(Vi, Vo) = inf{t € R|Vi <§ tk" + Vo } = inf{t e R|V; C tk® + Vo — C}
hp(Vi, V2) = sup{t € R ‘tkzo +Vo<bVit=sup{t eR|V; Cth® + Vo +C}

he (Vi Vo) =sup{t e R[th" + Vo <¢ Vi} =sup{t e R|th* + Vo C Vi — C}

FED A5 —LBBIC DWW T, Hifi T b Ulzselii it LRI & W S KR sHA O T
EZTHB, FTIE, 23 EEFE241COVT, SeiiEbEICETATE A LS ICHTEHE
TREHEEZD,

E# 3.11 (V'-proper set, V¥-proper set). A € V' (A+C € V))[B € V* (B—C € V)] B V[V¥-
proper TH2Ld. A#£Y [BAY|WED VDL ETHS, Fiz. VL[V &2 Y D Viproper
[Vi-proper] THBHEAEEDHLEL T %,

EE 3.12 (Vl4_closed, V!"-bounded, V*-compact). A € V', Be V* £33,
(i) AN Viclosed [B HY Vi-closed] TH5 &1, A [B|DHEATH ST L LEHET 5,
(i) AMVER B VAR THB LIE, TNENOY DiEfs
U=U+C [U=U-C|
WEXfLT, ACtU Ziilcd KO K IEDEt > 0D ETH L T TH %,
(iii) A 7% Vl-compact [B H V¥-compact] TH 5 &1, LLFDEZ LIz A DITEOHE
{Ua| U, are open, Uy + C = Uy} [{Ua| U, are open, U, — C = U, }]
MR DT A 25 T MUk B L ETH %,
{1350 Vi-compact 513, V- closed WD VIM-ERTH %,
EE 4. T, FHOEHEHRICHIT B compact DEFHEZ L THS,

E& 3.13 (RICBIF % compact Tk [5]). L 2Z25EH. k € L £ 5%, kD compact TH 5B &3,
SCLIZHLTS OARGETEE T PMAEL T, LR IDEETH S,

k<\/S = k<\/T
LDAYINT MELEDYEIE K(L) &icihENd,
U, DERGIEGZ Ug £ 92 L&, @£ 3.12 (i) ZLTFD &S IcFIT B,
A<\/U, Ac\U) = A<\/Us (Ac\/Up)
DX, MHEFTRIC T LI ENNhDB, EHIKE, UTE0n5
HIAHZER D compact ' = W (EFZERT) D compact 1
JEF 2Tl compact tEOBERZ T 52 T EMNTN5,
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inf() = oo & supl = —c0 ZBHBH T LITKD,

h;

l 11 11 u u u u
mf’hsupa'v XV %[_OO’OO]’ h nfs 'sup * VEXY —>[—O0,00]

RDEDITHERT Do PR b, By, Y L BB ORI Z LIz LT 5,
hos(Vi, Vo) = inf{t € R|th® + Vo C Vi}, bl (Vi,Va) = sup{t € R|Vy C tk® + V3 }

he(Vi, Vo) = inf{t e R|Vy C th® + Vo }, R, (V1,Va) =sup{t e R[th® + Vo C V1 }
EREDEFRAD S, bl & bl b & B BB OBIRTH S T EMIE S E D HARN S,

EE 3.14 (-inf BEHBREE). C C Y 7 solid =Pk, k0 € intC &35,
i) &L, 1 e VC MV closed. Vo e VIiablE, IINEZ %,

Vo C Vi = hip(V1,V2) <0
(ii) EHIC. Vy e VL. Vo e VI Vicompact 75, RDE R %o
Vo C intVy <= Al (V1,V3) <0
EH 3.15 (u-inf BIEHFEE). C C Y 7% solid 7Pk, k0 € intC £ 9 %,
(i) BL. Vi € Vi Vh € Vi B Vioclosed 5518, VS X
Vi C Vo <= hipe(V1,V2) <0
(ii) EHIC. V4 € VU Vi-compact, Vo € Vi EBIE. RIVGZ %
Vi C intVa <= B (Vi,Va) < 0
EE 3.16 ([-sup ERFEIE). C C Y % solid 75k, k0 € intC &9 %,
(i) L. 1 eV WKhe Vlc MV closed 725X, INEZ 5
Vi C Vo <= hiyy(V1,V2) 2 0
(i) E5IC. Vi € VI Vicompact T, Vo € V5 a5I1E RINE R .
Vi C intVy <= hL (V1,V5) > 0
E 3.17 (u-sup HERTEE). C C Y % solid %M, k¥ € intC &3 %,
(i) BL. Vi€ Vi B Viclosed Tr Vo € V5 5IE. RIVER B
Vo C Vi = hgyp,(V1,V2) > 0
(ii) EHIC. V4 € Vi, Ty Vo € VI V¥-compact 75513, RS X %o
Vy CintVy = hi, (Vi,Va) > 0

IS B RS B, & b . bt & L BACHOBIGTH D T ENID5,



3.3 SEERICBITEIFAHHEE

E#& 3.18 (N7 MVIRD unit [12]). X ZXT7 MUVIRET S, e € X A unit TH S LiF, FED
z€X, z2>0ICHLTens>0THBEETTHS,

E#& 3.19 (Archimedean [13]). X % unit ZFFDY MV, Kr ZIEOFEBDOEE LT 2,
N7 FIVIEA Archimedean TH 5 &1E, [TEDr c Kl LTO0 < rx <y Zfilzd X5k
ye X, y>0MHET R L ERMITL 2z =0L%%LETHD,

I 3.20 (JIIE-E -0 ORE SUEM [13]). X Z Hausdorff. Archimedean T&® % unit 2D
RY RV, Y C X 7% compact 6. Z CY RIVER LT D, Tl [ Z — 2V B RELT
£9%,

(a) fly) &, FEDyecY TMNTH5B,

EHIC, Bifg: Z = 2¥ DFELT, REHTT LT 5,
(1) {FED 2 € ZIZDWT, g(2) C f(z) TH %,
(2) FEDy e YIZDWT, g ' (y) #0 TH 3,
(3) g(2) IIMTHED 2 € ZITH LT X DZETHRVHHESTH %,
ZTDEE. 2z € f(z0) ZWiTcT 20 € Z DMHET 5o

(axX>vh)

FRlOEHIEARY FMVRICEB T 2 RS EHTH HM, sl tiEc L@ TEZS T
Hb, FHE. FHOEHMD R B ERIEIC B 2 BEEGIAEEHICE S LTV A A FEMED
JEFITEOVDTIREDNE TREL TS, FOHEHGIEICDWTIE. SBOWMEHETH 5,

4 TLHESEDFRE

ARGTE, RERECM ISR RMEZ A 7o, Selifsii(EEZ B i m Uiz, RA 2 b
BLARDED TH %,

o lower IDOEEFIRICHEN T, FilGEE (A= A+ C 2T D) Z2EZ B L. kD
EABIREHERADK D DK I IED, ZNRIEFES xS, £z, TOFNEESTR
IE3R (lattice) DEEZEIFDOL DTS, upper HE AL TH %,

o RIBE (EFEE) (3. RBELBIFFEZRUDTZ2EDTH S, Afoigmic L0, £E
OB ERTEICREMEED I > 72T & Ty Aa 7t - 7 —)IVREUS E DFiT 75 S AT
ENB,

o EARIEILITEICHE N T, RilatEaTE (A= A+ C &2z 3 & D) TIROBEZRZEZ 5 &
ZNE MEEOWEINGR] &0, W TR HERICKZNIT) WA %,

o FEfifEEEILIEIC 351 B JEIE A 5 — LR R L, & BICAHE IS B Lz,
2515 —EBIBUCOVT, L, b b hi & R R OBIRTH B T A& D IIC

inf inf
7’3: D 7’:0

o RS H-FU O AB UEHE [13] (X, Sefii R R LiTE T O EE M Z#md 2 L TeTh
HE L5 AlREMEAIER IS &,
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