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fEPHR/IMEIZOWTHEREZ T 2HEDDH D, T.Tanino[8] TERZ LD LRDFITHF
ZIERRHBAR STV S, M.Goerigk fitl [4] T1&, H—HIO @ AR b E#E(CRIEICE T
20N MEOBERPMHEIZOWTE D HNTWS. £/, Jldefth [6] TIE, RFHIR
BN MNEOBERZ L ICH—HO v AR MMEbEEZZ B O v N R b RiEEERE
ANEER L, R U RIEOBOREEICOWTE e d 5N TWA. T2 THESE O BIRMEC
OWVWTHFHLNTWVS.

ARETIEEIR L 722 DDEEE regret DERPHLBEALHEH—HEDO X MMyiEb
MR [4] ZHR L, #ie/k 2 DOMBOMERZIRET 5. FLZNHMBOREMNT 21TV,
BIEEREITS 22 TENLMBRO BRI E 2R L 5.

2 ZAMNRELEE

X CR" ZFATRIHERE, [ X = RFEEXRZ MUK E T2, O &, v c X1
W32 f(r) ZiMEd 2018 % 2 HINEEERTEE KURD X 512522 [6] -
min
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RFICBWTIRRIEFELREE LW, BE IXER I IEFBERICE > TXZ bLE
BOBRNMEZERT AUEDRDD. vy’ e RF T3, ZorE, ZEFEUTDOLS
WCERT 5.

o Yl <yrey?elyl,o0) for alli=1,2,... k
o ' X y* & y? €yl 00) for alli=1,2,....k and y' # ¢?
oy <P yle(yl,o0)for alli=1,2,....k

Z B mELRHEE (MP) IZBWT, ROAZZT LD % e e X\{2} BEFELRWVE
%, ¢ 2@ (MP) O efficient & K.

f(@) € {f(2)} — RL. (2)

T, {f(@)} -REBIY, {f(2)} —RE Zii7zd X5k e e X\{2} BEELRVE
% 122 hENEE (MP) O strictly efficient ,weakly efficient X .3%.

3 Regret Robustness

Regret &1, BB OEEDEL > FV HITBI2HREDHEE DEDZ L ZWVW, £
NERMET 22 TN MEZHRL LS T2EZXHTH L. ZHUE DIV IRH
LRIEERD X 5125 %23 [4] :

min sup (f(z, &) — f*(&)) (3)

P s.t. reX.

CZTCHEf R = R, ETAREESE X C R, Y FVFOEES (FHEEEES)
UCR™2 L, ¥FUAEcUZENBERDFFED T X —XDEZTRT. £z, P&
PU) D 1oODREERT.

BEYCR' OsupZgl, RDXSITERT 2 [8].

() g2y forany y€Y;
(ii)if y >y for any y € Y, theny > ¢.

g=supY iﬁ{ (4)

M PU) IZBWTROA 27T LD 7% 0 e X\{2} DFELRVE X & € X % robust

optimal & X.&.

sup(f(z,€) — [7(§)) < sup(f(7,§) = [7(£)). ()

geu eeu

7z, sup(f(z.€) = () < sup(f(2,€) — f*(¢) Mz T L 57w € X\{2} DIFE
geu ceu
Lizwnwe =, & 2@ PU) D unique robust optimal & K.
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4.1 SSBERIC K Rk

THEEMESU Cc RPN LU TEEDOBEEIN->F VA E E c U 2L, HIYEEK
f( 8 R* 5 RF, FHEEMEEX CR T 5. 2O, XROKHELEE

min [, &) = 7€)

RMP
1) s.t. re X

(6)
®EZD. 2L, fFOERIFIAEcU TRANEZIIRROBNEDRY bV TH 5.
%72, RMP,(&) IZRMP,(U) D 1 DOMETH 5. ZOMBEICBIT 2BERD X 5ITEHE
5.

EE 4.1 & € X D RMP,(U) IZB1F % set-based minimax regret robust efficient T®H
R

fu(@) C fu(@) —RL (7)
BT 2 c 0\[2) BFELARVC L EWNS. FEL,
fu(z) = {f(z,&) — f(§) : £ eU}. (8)

EHILEAEDRDREDRE, R THB %, 21 32NEN, strictly set-based minimax
regret robust efficient (BAF strictly s-b.minimax r.r.e.) ,weakly set-based minimax
regret robust efficient (BUT weakly s-b.minimax r.r.e.) & K&,

fZ fulx) —RE
fleped —F(e)

flxae1) — 7 (2)
“ flxpe) = f7 ()

/\

f (xz.20)— F7(2)
L \ flxgeg)—f7(e)

flegg) = F7(2) A

, |

1: @9, x5 23 s-b.minimax 1.r.e. DI




4113 29, 23 ¥ s-b.minimax r.re. ERAHIERTHE o TWD. FEITRIEEMIT 3
Dy, T, a3, YFVAF2DE,HDDERELTHDSF VAT EDNT 5= VAN
Ko k5ot 32, AR, fulz) —REE f(21.&) — f&), f(z1, &) — f*(&) 2
S5t RE 2 2N E NG WEHROMEG Lo TOWT, 2 D2 ODRHE D ERE
Julz)) —REDEBHEBMERLTWS. MED 2;(i = 2,3) DFEEE 2y DMEBE DRfRD

fu(@1) C fulz) —RE

3R\, 19, 13 A s-b.minimax rr.e. £ 5.
% 73 s-b.minimax r.r.e. \IZ2OWT, HWEBD—DODEE (k=1) 2> F VAR —DD
BE (U] = 1) IZOWTLL T O e R D LD,

MR 4.1 k=102 %, e X2RMP(U)IZBF % s-b.minimax rre. THAHI L L 7
7% unique robust optimal TH 2 Z L IZ[FMETH 5.

[RIERA]
k=1D& %, & s-b.minimax rr.e. 725X, 223 robut optimal TH 2 I & ZRT.
& 23s-b.minimax rr.e THDL T D&, R&iwlzs e X\{2} BFEELRZRL.

ful@) C fu(@) =R (9)
k=102 % (9) REIRDX 51272 5.

po € X\{3} - Sup( (z,§) = f7(€)) < sup(f(Z,€) — f(£))-

geu

Ihbb, THUIrobust optimal DEFRICHT=5 Z &5, 3 ldrobust optimal TH 5.

RiZk=1DE %, £hrobut optimal TH 23 & ¥, & H3s-b.minimax r.r.e. THETDH
5Z %Y. 2hrobust optimal TH5 & &, Rzfied r e X\{2} BFEELRL.

sup(f(z,&) — f7(§)) <sup(f(Z,€) — f7(£))- (10)

geu el

FieoRXERD IS ICEEIHLZ 5.
Bz e X\{2} : fu(z) —RE C fu(2) - R’;.
L7=W>7T, 2l¥s-bminmax rre. TH5. LLELD, 4.1 23560 D, d

241 k=10 %, &€ XDRMP(U) IZBF 5 strictly s-b.minimax r.r.e. TH2Z
£ ¥ 2 23 unique robust optimal TH 2 Z EIXFMETH 5.

242 k=10t %, &€ XD RMP(U) IZEBJ % weakly s-b.minimax rr.e. TH5Z
¥ ¥ 2 A robust optimal TH 5 Z L IXFEMETH 3.

i 4.2 Ul =1Dt %X, &€ XD RMP(U) IZHBIT 5 s-b.minimax rre. THHI L L
& 73 efficient TH 2 Z LIZFMETH 5.



[RIEBA]

U =1DE E, &€ XDRMP(U)IZHBIT 2 s-b.minimax rr.e 725X, &1 efficient
THHZ %R, 22 s-bminimax rre TH3EZX, REild v e X\{2} VEE
L72W,

fule) € fu(&) — RE. (11)
U =1kb, RIFRDES 12755,
fr € X\(d} : f(2) — [ € f(@) — * ~ BL. (12)

ZZTLERRD I 1 BEATH 20 0ROADED LD,
fo e X\{2}: f(z) € f(2) - RL.

L7235 T 2 X efficient £72 5.

RiZU =1DE E, &€ XD efficient 7251, 713 s-b. minimax rre. THEII L%
R & D efficient TH B &id, REiid v € X\{2} DMFEL R,

f(z) € f(&) —RL. (13)
22T, —REE () oMAE»SH5I ERDEDHITRKD.

fir € X\{3} : f(x) — f* € f(3) — f* ~ L.

U =10 %, LEROREIRDESITR3B.
o e X\{3}: f(x) - f* € f(3) — f" —RL.

L7225 T, #!iXs-b.minimax rre. THH, DLEXD@E4.2 25D D, O

243 Ul =10t =, & € X DBRMP,(U) IZBIF % weakly s-b.minimax rr.e. TH5
Z 2k ihweakly efficient TH5Z LIXFEMETH 5.

244 U =1DEZE, T € XD RMP(U)IZEBT 5 strictly s-b.minimax r.r.e. TH 5
Z ¥tk &M strictly efficient. TH 2 Z L IXFETH 5.

4.2 RHBRRICK B3R

THEEMEREU C RV I LTREEDRBIESNLSF VA Z e U &L, BRI
f( 8 R* 5> RF, FHEFEMEEGX CR T 5. 2D E, XRORBELEER
min sup (f(x,&) — f*(€))

RMP, (€) ceu (14)
s.t. reX



REZD. IEL,
sup (f1(z,€) — f7(§))
=

sup (f(z,8) = f7(§) = : : (15)
sup (fi(7,8) — fr(6))

seu

73, RMP,(¢) & RMP,y(U) D 1 DORIETH 3.

EFE 4.2 7 € X DPRMPy(U) IZ81) % point-based minimax regret robust efficient "C
EoRR a8

4 (x) € () —RE (16)
T o e X\{Z BEIELABVI LRV, 7L,
u(x) =sup (f(,8) — f(8))- (17)

=
EHICEERDORDOREVRE, RE TH 2 & &, 213 ZNEN, strictly point-based minimax
regret robust efficient(LAF strictly p-b.minimax r.r.e. ),weakly point-based minimax
regret robust efficient(LA T weakly p-b.minimax rr.e. ) & K.

f2 .
f(.xllsl) f (EJ ﬁt?’!ﬂ.r(xl)
i i i s
Flre) = £1() FIP () :
e S o 71;? |
1A
O_____”i:-\;ﬂ (xa) : flxg,e) — (=)
fleae) — £7(2) A :
flea,g2) = f7(2) A
0 f(?(gﬁzj_fx(ej
0 fi

2: x5 A% p-b.minimax 1.r.e. D

4.2 1% x3 2% p-b.minimax r.r.e. THEHIZRTKE RoTWD. FEITAIREMIX 3D
T, 00,03, YFVHNE2DE,&EDBIERELTHDSF VAT DRI 5 —< Y ADED
EORC o728 T 5. 155 (x1), [F™(x2), fo(23) IFBFFEATRAIREMRONRER LR o TV 5.
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BIZNE, 72 (z1) D L&, flz1,6) = f5(6) D fo BT BMET fL #Z f(21,8) — f(6)
D HIZBIZHEEL>TWS. &2 FTAIREMEO R AL Z ORITAIREM DI THL D
5 BMEOBRAMEICE > TESNE. K& 23 DREBEH L MDfE 2;(i = 2,3) DREH LD
REfR23
5 () € f™ (ws) — RY

5 x; BIFELRBR WD, 2373 p-b.minimax rr.e 7% 5.

& 7% p-b.minimax r.r.e. IZ2OWT, HWEBD —2DHE (k=1),>F VAR —D0DH
B (U =)DV TUTDO &S R RO D ILD.
B 4.3 k=1Dr %, € XD RMPy(U) BT % p-b.minimax rre. THBHI L ¥ 7
!¥ unique robust optimal TH 3 Z L IXFETH 5.

[RIERA]

k=10t %, € X2 p-bminimax r.r.e. 725X, 7 (& unique robust optimal T
5Z %Y. 25 p-bminimax rre THEE X, RORZHMALT v € X\{1} VFE
L7,

fula) C fu(@) —RL. (18)

k=1otx, 18 NEUTDXS1T%%.
fo € X\{@} - igg(f(saé’) — 7€) <sup(f(2,€) — f*(£))-

geu

&Y, 7ldrobust optimal TdH 5.

RiZk=1DE =, 7€ XM unique robust optimal 72 51F, 2% p-b. minimax r.r.e.
TH»5Z &% T. A robust optimal THd L =X, RORZMLT v € X\{2} DEE
L7,

sup(f(x, &) — f7(€)) < sup(f(Z,€) — f7(£)). (19)

geu ceu
(19) KZRXD K5 ITEZHZ 5.
fo € X\{@} : fulz) —RE C fu(@) — RE.
L7255 T 2% p-b.minimax rre. 270, B EXD@E43 DD D, O

% 4.5

k=10t &, &€ X2 RMPy(U)IZEIT S strictly p-b.minimax rre. THEHI & &
7% unique robust optimal TH 2 Z L IX[FETH 5.

% 4.6

k=10t %, &€ XD RMPy(U)IZEIT S weakly p-b.minimax r.re. THBHZ & & D
robust optimal TH 3 Z & X[FMET 5.



i 44 U =1DL X, 7€ X DRMPy(U) IZHF 5 p-b.minimax rre THEI kL
@ 73 efficient TH 2 Z L II[FETD 5.

[RIERA]
Ul=1Dt %, &€ XD p-bminimax rr.e 7R5IX, 7 idefficient. THE I L ZRT.
& 7% p-b.minimax rre. TH2EE, RORXZiELT v e X\{&} BHFEEL K.

fi(@) € fi™ () - RE. (20)
U =1%D, 20)RFXRDES 17k 3.
fo € X\{2}: f(2,€) — [*(&) € f(3,€) — (&) —RL. (21)
ZZTRDAD FHOIR1IAEETHI05 (21) DREIRD L STk 5.

fiv € X\(2} : f(x) € f(&) ~ R

L7zp3oT, #lefficient THYH, (1) 23D ILD.

RIZU =1DE =, &€ X Defficient. 72 H1F, 71X p-b. minimax rre THEI &
T, @ efficient TH 2L X, ROX %Mz v e X\{i} BDFELRL.

fla) € f(z) - RL. (22)
ZZT, —RHEE () % (22) OMAH5I ERD KD IR S.
fo e X\{2}: f(z) = f(€) € f(2) — f(¢) - RL. (23)
U =10t %, (42)RFXDX512%25.

B € X\{a}: f7™(x) € f7™(2) — RE.

L7=23o T, & p-bminimax rr.e. THDH, K DLEX D 4.4 DD D, O

247 U =10t %, &€ XDRMPy(U) IZEHIT 5 strictly p-b.minimax r.r.e. TH 5
Tt @ Wstrictly efficient TH 2 ZIXFAMATH 3.

248 U =10 %, &€ XD RMPy(U) IZES % weakly p-b.minimax r.r.e. TH 3
Z ¥t &b weakly efficient TH 2 Z LIZFHETH 5.



5 R—bk7#)ARBILOBERER
5.1 SRERBIE

RE L7200, s-b.minimax r.r.e. & p-b.minimax r.r.e. DHEEZF L 5 720K —
P74V A DBEERET o7, ERTE 120 A, 8 1H% 2018/11/1 131 #kf,
52 807% 2018/12/1 1B AHffie L, 2018/11/1 208 2022/8/1 £ TD 45 FAE DIz
T—=2ZNELLDL, Hix 36 iHOIGRED 7 — X 2T 5 DO EEENDRIER
BHREZG4DDET I (P)), (Py), (Ps), (Py) TEAETNTRD S, HlZIX, 37 HOKE
LR E2RD25E51X 1> 5 36 HETOT X2 L ICENT 5. Zhz 9mlfEDIRT.
Z D%, ROLBZEHRTHEBICRK— T+ 7+ VA2 EE LG ECEONEZTHS I
BRe M EET VAL THES 2. 5 o0& b3 Z A8 (KK, T(B) #Z),
TKR) XTF a7 VY22, TR Aor 4T =47 OKEFES AKTI0HM) &L,
WEEL 100 FTHE L. FHLUEBEREDOIERR T — X O—Z20WHIZiiild 5.

# 1. FEEDOPERR
Hil1. b3k 2W{Z 3.X7T47 4.F9us5 4 5. ¥HE
1

—0.058 —0.119 —0.208 —0.441 0
0.0419  0.1080 0.0304 0.309 0
45| 0.0215  —-0.017 —0.038 0.0544 0

5.2 WEITB4DDFETIL

LS 2 4 DDETNAD 55 2013 R L 1ROBERICE D WET VT, Kb 20134
RETNEHKT 272DDET L ER>TWAS, BT 2 EF VR & b Markowitz[5]
DIEETET AP HIRELZZET AV EH WS,

BE i ORISR E 1, BEICEE LOHESHE o, T2, R=1+7xVF
DIAFFINEE R 1 & ZDTHEL o? IR TERSNS.

fo= > paw; (24)
i=1
0'2 = En: En: Oij W; Wy (25)

i=1 j=1

EEDRET IR — b 7 1 U A OHIFFINGER o PR EROZE R T 2 BIFFIGEE R ip LLE
THHHPIDOTT, VR (DHE)o? ZR/MLT 2B i NORELZER w;(i = 1,2,--+ ,n)
ko2 2 KETHEHMEE L TEAbLEINS.



min o

s.t. = g

S wi = (26)

LEELE T A D 5 B D—DI 2 DE T MBI 3 RN ROHIN ZFRWIZE T (P))
T, ZMCE-oTHENZR= 74V FE TRAGEER—- b 71 V4 2 XiEhd. b
5 —DDLEE T I (Py) 1& (P1) DBWEAEZ R—F 7 UV A DIEERIC L7272, I3
ROJKACERBETFNLER>TWS. (Py), (P) U TFTH 3.

n n
min Z ZO‘Z‘]"[UZ‘UJ]'
i=15=1

(P | g ¢, dYw; =1
i=1

w; >0 (=1,2,--- n).

min —> rw;
i=1
i=1

BRET N (P3), (Py) 1X, ZNE A set-based minimax regret robust efficient &
point-based minimax regret robust efficient ZFIZL7ZET N ER-TWVWS. WA DR
FETNLOHBEEUZ (Py), (Py) LBEMEZF 21 270 ZDET7 L0 BRI AR — b
73V ADIREEDY ZLy b ZDOGEOV Ly T 5. BIBEK (-6 R — R?
eL,

min fn(wf) — f(6)

(Ps) | s-t. 2w =1
0 >0
min sup (f(w, &) — f*(£))
(Pa) | s.t. Zn:wi =1
w0

£33,
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5.3 EtEHFER

(Py), (Po) EFMRK 4 NTT B > X 7 202t X LT W % Nuorium Optimizer C
(P3), (P4) & Python T, Zhehia— FZHATEHELZ L. SHELEMER, £E710
IESROHERIZEK 2, 3D KD ol. BEREFMIHZRLTWT, FELDOHFIIR—
N7 A VADNREHETH S, R, B2, FRICHCEROMIREE Iz &I, K
AT 27-DIHRALZbDT, RIUBESTH->THHNELRZGEE CRELRTH
5 EF RS 70,

£ 21X (Py), (Pa),(P;) DHERZ F L DRTH 5. (P) O BB OR/MET
HY, BELRIEREOHBEIE LN, —T5T (Py) BIGEROEHHAML L, FITK
XN BD T o 2H N END. ZOETMEINRORKIEEZH-> 723 DTHR— b
7+ VFOREZERL TVRWD, HLIEEZHNIEMLVDDICRL EBEL TV
DG EWC TR AER 72 o 72, (Py) W55 38 HA L 55 43 HAICARAY 2 D 7243, 2k
WIXERE LGSR oz, £72, MOET L EHRL TSI XD L 72 5 0%
Nz,

3 (Py) DFEREFZEDLRTH B, (Py) FMioEF L2 L THR UHICE L
D BH U RN 5 7225, ZHUC XD BEFLDRT + —< > 2D HE L <
SENFFHI RIS Lz, SHROBERL LTI OV ohETFLDOFMETIENET NS,
(P1) b L < IE (P) DIEBALBODR LB EBEEM—HLELTH S I ehhot.
DZEehoHL FTHRIDOERRTIE, (Py) DBAZEIL (P)),(Py) DFEAREZTIEL T
5 enprol. ¥, FETNTOMRFINEERE Z D71 (Py) T 0.7%,0.0014,(P5)
1% 0.26%,0.0017,(P3) 1% —9.2%,0.0188 & (P,) FHAFPGEE R, 78 bt HR o€
NEDENRZ T 3 —< Y AR

£ 2: (P), (Py), (Py) DDA
B (P1) | (P2) (Py)

fR1 | f#2
37 | 0.041 | 0.000 | 0.041
38 | 0.002 |-0.360 | 0.002 | -0.078
39 | -0.039 | -0.038 | -0.038
40 | 0.015 | 0.015 | 0.015
41 | 0.078 | -0.052 | 0.078
42 | 0.014 |-0.316 | 0.014
43 | -0.077 | -0.105 | -0.077 | 0.006
44 1 -0.011 | 0.014 | 0.014
451 0.000 | 0.014 | 0.014
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% 3. (P3) DF DI

| &1 fi# 2 f# 3 fi# 4 fi# 5 f# 6 fi# 7 fRs | f#9
37 | 0.0000 | 0.041 | 0.003 | 0.031 | 0.031

38 | —0.109 | —0.078

39 | —0.207 | —0.019 | —0.038

40 | 0.139 | 0.171 | 0.148

41| 0.050 | —0.038 | 0.064 | —0.023 | 0.078 | —0.009

43 | —0.069 | —0.248 | —0.054 | —0.128 | —0.181 | 0.014 | —0.113

43 | —0.109 | —0.183 | —0.247 | —0.077 | —0.073 | —0.137 | —0.026 | —0.105 | 0.006
44| 0.019 | —0.017 | 0.074 | 0.038 | 0.002 | 0.044 | 0.014

45 | —0.013 | —0.023 | —0.013 | 0.001 | —0.011 | 0.014 | 0.002 | 0.015
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