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BE
AEEGFTE, EMHEMECNTIXEF S RREESZECIODVWTRRS,
BRIz, SEFEEES I > TREI N, BOFERBEIZE T 5 Greenberg-Perskalla
subdifferential % A\ = BoBEREICOWTIRAR S,

1 BA
AMIIRTIE, RO & > RBEAH BRI OV TEET 5.

Minimize f(z),
subject to x € A.

REL, f: R® & [—00,00, ACR® 3%, 4 AR OREOHKWES LTS,

166

PG E MBI PHNESOBBEIC L > THEINTE Y, KERFTIIRIC f 2%

B, A PNEAETH B ENEHEMEIZ OWTRRS.

BEEFE MBI B W T4 LBl RESHREINTWS. HTH LASNEDD

LT, EHEMEIIN T 25 2 AW BB RREEREYDH 5:

f(zo) = min f(z) <= 0 € 8f(zo) + Na(zo)-

T690-8504 BRIZHAILTHTG)IIERHAT 1060
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72U, 8f (wo) W | @ 2o 1K B BEIE, Na(zo) 1 A D 20 KB BHEBHEETHS. =
DEEMRE IR TH D Z L ODMBETH2RMETH 57213 T4 < Lagrange FHEL
HEET AR Y, MFEMBECEVWTHEEIRETHS. —HTEMFEMBEICIE VTR
FREOESBBEFTLLRHEEERMFIIINETHE D RINTVEP . B DEWS
PEBINWARINTRVI D0, BEMEDOBERER, MWMRED S X TO+H5RME
FEXRETH Y, —BREORENEBIIT U GEA T E 2R E+S REEERG OWHES R
nTWiz,

ZDESRHPT, RBERB|TIER A D [20] 125V TRLU 7%, Greenberg-Pierskalla
subdifferential % i\ 7= BB REIZDWTEN L, FOEAFIZOWTRAR S,

2 ¥R

ACR™ CHLUT, AR CHERGREEL ENENdA, HA L BT, ADzc ABl
% @i (normal cone) 2R TEHT 5:

Na(z) ={veR"|Vy € A, (v,y — x) < 0}.
F7-, A OEREH (indicator function) 2K TEHT 5:

0 ze€A
oo otherwise.

Sa(z) = {

AHREAE L THE fIXR 55 [—00,00] NDEHL TS, f DIV T TRRD &

IIZEERT B:
epif = {(z,7) e R" xR | f(z) <r}.

ZDrE, fRMBERTHD LiZepif BHEASTHDLEZVS. fODzcRIZBIT3
BWBERDE S IZEHT S:

of(x) = {veR™|Vy € R", f(y) > f(z) + (v,y — z)}.
EED a c RIZNUTEE f OLRIVERZRD LI IZEHRT 5:
L(f,<,a) = {z € R" | f(2) < a}.

TDrE fHAEMERTHELIIAEBD a e RIZHUT L(f,<,0) WHEETHS
LEEVS. AEOOBAKIIENMBERTH I, TOFIX—MBITIER DRV, f AR
essentially quasiconvex TH 2 &I, f PEMBEHTH b » OERE D FBFAELRKIRME T H
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5L ERWS. —BITMBBCR I T RE M BE R essentially quasiconvex THS. ¥
T, FEEUHEE G HE M ERBUT K L T, essentially quasiconvex & semistrictly quasiconvex
HEMETHDZ L HHONTWS. FMiX[1, 2,4, 5,20 F23BOZ L.
[3] IZB T, Greenberg, Pierskalla iX¥XD & > B E WA 2 EH L 7=
9 f(zo) = {v €R™ | (v,z) > (v,20) implies f(z) > f(z0)}-

ZhE f O xe e R" 2B} 5 Greenberg-Pierskalla subdifferential & \5.

3 BEUFRGEEESORHMT

AETREHE 1 IZBVWTRINAELETFLRREERENCITIZRES ORBM T 28
fr L, TOBEAFIZOWTRARS,

% # %X Greenberg-Pierskalla subdifferential % A\ TR®D & 5 2 BB+ e BoEME
&G EB-.

I 1. [20] f % E¥EEH D essentially quasiconvex, A 2 R” OMEA, z € A LT
5. ZDLE RDZODZMEIIFMETH 5:

(i) f(x) = min f(y),

yeEA
(ii) 0 € 897 f(z) + Na(z).

DT 563 E8 1 OEABITH 5.

Bl1. A=[0,1]x[0,1], f 2D & >7% R LOERMEEHL T 5:

A ) T2 z2 >0,
T1,T2) = 1 —
\/M 1 zo < 0.

ZDLE AFNMEATHY, ik EFESD D essentially quasiconvex TH 3.
F=(0,0) £T 3%, KIXESH DN 3:

Na(Z) = {(v1,v2) | v1 < 0,v2 <0}
—H v =(0,1) BL L, F£ED z € R? with (vg,z) > (v9,ZT) KR LT,
fx) = 2o = (vg,z) > (v0,Z) = 0 = f(Z).
Thixv € 09 f(2) THBHILERLTVS. &oT
0 = vo —vg € 3P f(Z) + Na(z).



EFE1IED, ZEfOAITBIZREBMETHS.

$70 [20] T BV THESS L, FH 11251 5 BoERAE AV TRO & 5 REE Ok
B3 2R U7

EIE 2. [20] f % L¥EHEA D essentially quasiconvex, A % R® OMEA, S = {z €
A| f(z) =mingea f(¥)}, TE S,z €TSS TE. ZOLE, RIZHITHEEILT—
5

() § = {z € A| £(z) = mingea fw)},
(i) 81 = {z € A| v € °Ff(z) NP f(z) s.t. (v,z—Z) =0},

(iii) So={z € A| T € 89 f(z) NO°F f(z) s.t. (v,xz —Z) <0},

(iv) S3 = {z € A| 8°F f(zo) C 8CF f(x),Tv € 8F f(xo) s.t. (v,z — x0) = 0},
(v) Sy ={z € A|d%F f(x0) C OCF f(x),Iv € 8°F f(x0) s.t. (v,z — o) < 0},

(vi) S5 ={z € A| I € 8°F f(z) s.t. (v,z~Z) =0},

(vii) S = {z € A| v € 8°Ff(z) s.t. (v,z—Z) <0}

ZORBEMNITRELEHEMECSWTEELRLOTH Y, ST XS REA»D 5.

B2 A feBll CEELABOLTEY, 5= (0,01 f D AILBI3REMTH 5.
EE2 D,

S=8={zcA|Fwecd¥f(z)st. (v,z—3z)=0}.

reArTde, L(f,<, f(x) = {(y1,¥2) | y2 < z2}. TH &b %P f(z) = {(0,)) |
2> 0} THBILHbBSB, £oT,

S =285
={z € A| I ed®f(z)st. (v,z—7)=0}
={zeA|TFve{(0,A)|A>0}st. (v,x—Z)=0}
={z e A|3IN>0s.t. Az2—Z2) =0}
={z € A|ze =72}
= [0,1] x {0}

EB, EED z € S5 XU T, f(z) =0= f(zo).

—FHTC, B 2ITBTAREMAITIX, X —BRELELERICH U TBERTE WS
ENH 5.
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Bl 3. A=1[0,3], f BIRD& 5% R _EOEBIEEE L ¥ 2

z3 z € (—o0,0],
f($)={0 z €[0,1],
-1 z€[l,00).

ZOEE ik EEGERE MR TH 5 D essentially quasiconvex TIL7R\.

zeS=10,1],z0€riS &T5&, RABWYLD:
%P f(x) = (0,00) Vz € A,

81 = 85 = {z},
Sy =8 = [O,.’i‘],
Ss = {zo},

S4 = [0, xo].

Ik, FE 2128 3BESORFBMIFIZ—RIZITR D L7\,

ZD& 5%, &R EENFTEFEIIN T 2 BB+ RREREREY, READR

BB OMEVRFLND L IATHS.
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