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OPTIMALITY CONDITIONS AT INFINITY FOR NONSMOOTH
MINIMAX PROGRAMMING

NGUYEN VAN TUYEN!, KWAN DEOK BAE?, AND DO SANG KIM?

ABSTRACT. This paper is devoted to study of optimality conditions at infinity in nonsmooth
minimax programming problems and applications. By means of the limiting subdifferen-
tial and normal cone at infinity, we dirive necessary and sufficient optimality conditions of
Karush—Kuhn—Tucker type for nonsmooth minimax programming problems with constraint.

The obtained results are applied to a nonsmooth vector optimization problem.

1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper, we are interested in optimality conditions at infinity for the following con-
strained minimax optimization problem
min max fi(),

where the feasible set F is defined by
Fi={reQ]gx) <0,j=1...,p},

(2 is a nonempty and closed subset of R", f; and g; are lower semicontinuous functions.

Minmax optimization problems have many applications in various areas such as Cheby-
shev’s theory of best approximation [§], game theory [I], 4], 9] 11,23, 24], vector optimiza-
tion [2LB,BH7I2LI3], ... and recently in machine learning [14115,21].

The study of optimality conditions is one of the most attractive topics in optimization
and plays a crucial role in both the theory and practice of optimization problems. The
classical Fermat’s rule (or stationary principle) says that the derivative of a differentiable
function vanishes at a point where the function attains its minimum. The nonsmooth version
of Fermat’s rule states that if a lower semicontinuous function f: R® — R := R U {+oc0}
reaches its infimum at some point € dom f, then 0 € 0* f(Z), where 0* is a subdifferential
of classical type; see, for example, [17],18]20,22].
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In contrast with the above case there are many others to be found in which the functions
are bounded from below but do not have a global minimum, for example, the function
f(z) = €” for all z € R. Hence, Fermat’s rule cannot be applied for such cases. However,
we can see that if a bounded from below function f: R™ — R does not attain its infimum,
then there exists a sequence x; tending to infinity such that f(z) tends to its infimum. A
natural question arises: What kind of necessary optimality conditions can we derive in these
cases?

Very recently, Nguyen and Pham [I9] proposed the concepts of Clarke’s tangent and nor-
mal cones, subgradients, Lipschitz continuity, ..., at infinity and then they derived necessary
optimality conditions for optimization problems in scenarios where objective functions are
bounded from below but do not attain its minimum. Shortly thereafter, Kim, Nguyen and
Pham [16] introduced the notions of limiting normal cones at infinity to unbounded sets as
well as limiting and singular subdifferentials at infinity for extended real-valued functions.
With the aid of these notions, the authors have succeeded in deriving necessary optimal-
ity conditions at infinity and studying weak sharp minima properties at infinity as well as
stability results for optimization problems. It should be noted here that the concepts of
Clarke and limiting subdifferentials at infinity are different and when a function is Lipschitz
at infinity, then its limiting subdifferential is strictly smaller than the Clarke subdifferential
at infinity; see [16, Proposition 5.6].

To the best of our knowledge, so far there have been no papers investigating optimality
conditions at infinity for minimax optimization problems. This motivates us to study opti-
mality conditions for such problems by using the limiting subdifferential and normal cone at
infinity.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. Section ] contains some basic definitions
from variational analysis and several auxiliary results. In particular, we present necessary
and sufficient at infinity for optimality for a general optimization problem as well as derive
a result for computing subdifferentials at infinity of maximum functions. In Section [3, we
present necessary optimality conditions of Karush—Kuhn—Tucker type at infinity for minimax
optimization problems. A sufficient condition at infinity for the nonemptiness and compact-
ness of the solution set of such problems is also given in this section. The application of the
obtained results to study optimality conditions at infinity for vector optimization problems

is established in Section @l In the last section, we give several concluding remarks.



2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Normal cones and subdifferentials. Let us recall some notions related to generalized
differentiation from [I7[18.22]. Throughout the paper, we deal with the Euclidean space R"
equipped with the usual scalar product (-,-) and the corresponding norm || - ||. The closed
ball centered at x with radius r is denoted by B, (z); when x is the origin of R" we write
B, instead of B,.(z). The topological interior, the convex hull, and the positive hull of a set
D C R™ are denoted, respectively, by int D, co D, and pos D.

Let F': R" = R™ be a set-valued mapping. The domain and the graph of F' are given,
respectively, by

domF ={z e R" | F(x) # 0}
and
gph F' = {(z,y) e R" x R™ | y € F(z)}.

We say that F' is proper if dom F' # (). The limiting construction

Limsup F(x) := {y e R™ | Jxy — T, yp — y with yp € F(xy),Vk = 1,2, }

T—T

is known as the Painlevé—Kuratowski outer/upper limit of F' at Z.

Definition 2.1 (see [I7[18]). Let © be a nonempty subset of R” and z € €.

(i) The regular/Fréchet normal cone to € at T is defined by

N(z,Q) = vER"HimsuprO :
o lz=2|

0 _ _
where z — T means that x — Z and x € ).

(ii) The limiting/Mordukhovich normal cone to € at T is given by

N(z,9Q) = Limsup N (z,Q).
xih’c

We put N(z,Q) = N(z,Q) =0 if 7 & Q.

Clearly, one always has
N(z,Q) C N(z,9Q), Ve
Consider a function f : R" — R := RU {+oc} with the effective domain

dom f :={x € R" | f(x) < +o0}



and the epigraph
epifi={(z,a) eR" xR | a > f(z)}.
We call f a proper function if its dom f is a nonempty set.
Definition 2.2 (see [I7,18]). Consider a function f: R® — R and a point z € domf.
(i) The regular/Fréchet subdifferential of f at T is
0f () == {v € R" | (v, ~1) € Nepis(z, f())}.

(ii) The limiting/Mordukhovich subdifferential of f at T is
OF (@) i= {v € R" | (1, ~1) € Nopis (&, ()},
and the limiting/Mordukhovich singular subdifferential of f at T is
0% f(z) = {v e R" | Jup € Of (&), A L 0, \yv — v}

It is well-known that

7

where o L+ 7 means that # — 7 and f(x) = f(x). In particular, if f is a convex function,
then the subdifferentials O f (z) and Of(z) coincide with the subdifferential in the sense of
convex analysis.

For the singular subdifferential, we have
07 f(z) C{veR" | (v,0) € Nepi(Z, f(Z))},

see, for example, [22]. This relationship holds with equality whenever f is lower semicontin-
uous (lL.s.c.) at z.
Let Q C R", we define the indicator function dq: R* — R by
0 if x € Q,
(59 (ZL’) =
+o00  otherwise.
It holds that 00q(z) = 0%0q(x) = Ng(x) for any = € Q.
Some calculus rules for the limiting/Mordukhovich and singular subdifferentials used later
are collected in the following lemmas (see [I7.[1822]).

Lemma 2.1 (Fermat rule, see [I7, Proposition 1.114)). If a proper function f: R" — R has
a local minimum at T, then 0 € Of(Z) C Of(Z).



Lemma 2.2 (see [I8, Theorem 4.10]). Let fi: R® = R, i =1,...,m withm > 2, be Lipschitz

around T. Then the subdifferential of maximum function holds

O(max f)(Z) € ¢ Y XNdfi() [N >0, Y =1y,
)

i€l(z) i€l(z
where 1(z) :={i € {1,...,m} | fi(Z) = (max f;)(z)}.
We now recall the Ekeland variational principle (see [10]).

Lemma 2.3 (Ekeland variational principle). Let f: R® — R be a proper L.s.c. function and
bounded from below. Let € > 0 and x¢o € R™ be given such that

flzo) < inf f(x)+e

z€R™

Then, for any A > 0 there is a point x1 € R™ satisfying the following conditions
(i) f(x1) < fl=o),

(ii) [Jz1 — 2ol < A, and

ﬁ@f@ﬁgﬂ@+im—xﬂﬁrwxeR¢

2.2. Normal cones and subdifferentials at infinity. Let (2 be a locally closed subset of
R”, i.e., for any = € () there is a neighborhood U of = for which QN U is closed. Let I be a
nonempty subset of {1,...,n}. Consider the projection 7: R* — R#* z := (z1,...,2,) —
(x;)ier and assume that the set 7(£2) is unbounded. In what follows, the notation 7 (z) 2 %

means that = € 2 and ||7(z)| — oc.

Definition 2.3 (see [16]). The normal cone to the set ) at infinity (with respect to the index
set 1) is defined by

Ng(oo;) = Limsup Ng(z).
W(I)&OO

When I ={1,...,n}, we write Nq(o0) instead of Ng(oco;).
The following result gives the intersection rule for normals at infinity.

Proposition 2.1 (see [16, Proposition 3.7]). Let 4,y be locally closed subsets of R" sat-

1sfying the normal qualification condition at infinity
No, (00r) N (= Noy(oor)) = {0}.
Then we have the inclusion

Na,na,(00r) C Ng,(cor) + Ng,(cor).



Now let f: R® — R be a lower semicontinuous function and let I := {1,...,n} C
{1,...,n,n+ 1}. To avoid triviality, we will assume that f is proper at infinity in the sense
that the set domf is unbounded.

Definition 2.4 (see [16]). The limiting/Mordukhovich and the singular subdifferentials of f
at infinity are defined, respectively, by
Of(o0) = {ueR"| (u,—1) € N},
07 f(o0) = {ueR"|(u,0) €N},

where N := Lim sup Nepif(z, f()).

T—00

The following result gives limiting representations of limiting and singular subgradients at

infinity.
Proposition 2.2 (see [16, Proposition 4.4]). The following relationships hold

Jf(c0) = Limsupdf(x),

0% f(co) = Limsuprof(z),
xr— 00,70
0°f(oco) 2 Limsup 0™ f(z).

Remark 2.1. Let €2 be an unbounded and closed subset of R". Then by Proposition
and [I8], Proposition 1.19], we have

We now recall the notion of the Lipschitzness at infinity for l.s.c. functions (see [16L19]).

Definition 2.5. Let f: R” — R be a l.s.c function. We say that f is Lipschitz at infinity if
there exist constants L > 0 and R > 0 such that

|f(x) = f(z")| < Llz—2'] forall z,2'€ R"\Bg.

The following result gives a characterization for the Lipschitzness at infinity of l.s.c. func-

tions.

Proposition 2.3 (see [10, Proposition 5.2]). Let f: R® — R be a l.s.c. function. Then f is
Lipschitz at infinity if and only if 0°° f(oo) = {0}. In this case, Of (c0) is nonempty compact.

The next result presents sum rules for both basic and singular subdifferentials at infinity.



Proposition 2.4 (cf. [I6, Proposition 4.9]). Let f1,..., f.: R® — R be Ls.c. functions such
that the following subdifferential qualification condition at infinity

[u1 + ... Fu, =0u € 8oofl(00)] =u;=0,2=1,...,m, (1)
1s valid. Then one has the inclusions

Ifi+. ...+ fm)(oco) C Ofi(00) + ...+ Ofm(c0),
O(fi+ ...+ fm)(oo) C 0Ffi(c0) + ...+ 0 fin(c0).

Remark 2.2. Clearly, by Proposition 2.3 the subdifferential qualification condition ()
holds at infinity if functions fi, ..., f.., except, possibly, one are Lipschitz at infinity.

We now present a necessary optimality condition at infinity for a general optimization

problem of the form

min f(z), (Po)

e

where f: R® — R is a l.s.c. function and € is a nonempty and closed subset of R".

Theorem 2.1 (Fermat rule, cf. [I6] Theorem 6.1]). Assume that the following conditions
hold:

(i) domf N is unbounded.
(ii) 0 f(c0) N (= Na(oc0)) = {0}.

(iii) f is bounded from below on €, i.e., f, :=inf,.cq f(z) is finite.

If there ezists a sequence x = 0o such that f(zx) = fs, then

Proof. We first consider the case that 2 = R™. Then Nq(oo) = {0}. For each k € N, we

have

fo< fla) < fot (f(a:k) - %) |

Clearly, € := f(xx) — f« —1—% > 0and ¢, — 0as k — oo. Put A\, := /€, then by the Ekeland
variational principle (Lemma [2.3]), there exists ), € R™ for £ > 0 such that

|z — 2]l < A,

flzy) < flx)+ N]lx — x| forall zeR"



The first inequality and the fact that x;, — oo imply that the sequence zj — oo. While the
second inequality says that z} is a global minimizer of the function ¢(-) := f(-) + g - —2}.|]
on R™. By the Fermat rule (Lemma [2]), we obtain

0 € I(f()+ el - =) ().

By the Lipschitz property of the function ||- —x} || and the sum rule (see [I8, Theorem 2.19]),

we have
0 € 0f(a) + MO([| - =251 (})
= df(z},) + B
due to O(|| - —z}||)(z}.) = B. Hence,
0 € df(x)) + \iB,
and so there is ux € 9f(x}) such that [Jug|]| < Ag. Since A\, — 0, by letting & — oo and

applying Proposition 2.2] we obtain 0 € df(o0).

We now consider the case that €2 is an arbitrary subset of R™. We have

fo=inf (f+6a) (@) = inf f(z) > —oo,

€S
where dg : R" — R stands for the indicator function of the set Q. Clearly, f(xy)+dq(xr) — fs.
Therefore, 0 € O(f + dq)(c0) (by the argument employed in the first case). This, together
with Proposition [Z4] and the assumption (ii), yields 0 € 9f(00) 4+ Ng(00). O

The following theorem gives a sufficient condition at infinity for the nonemptiness and

compactness of (Py).

Theorem 2.2. Assume that condition (ii) of Theorem[21 is satisfied. If f is bounded from

below on Q) and
0 ¢ 9f(c0) + Na(o0), (2)

then the global solution set of (Pql), denoted by sol(Py)), is nonempty and compact.

Proof. Since f is bounded from below on Q, f, := inf,cq f(x) is finite. By the definition of
infimum, there exists a sequence x € ) such that f(zy) — f. as k — oco. If the condition
(@) holds, then by Theorem [Z1] the sequence zj, is bounded. By passing to a subsequence
if necessary we may assume that z, converges to some z. Since € is closed, z € ). By the

lower semicontinuity of f, we have

F(@) < liminf f(r) < lim f(z) = f..

T—T



This implies that f(Z) = f., or, equivalently, Z is a global minimum of f on Q. This means

that sol(Pg)) is nonempty. Furthermore, we see that
sol[Po) = {z € Q| f(z) < f.} ={z € Q| f(z) = f.}.

This set is closed due to the lower semicontinuity of f and the closedness of 2. By Theorem
21 and @), sol(Pg) is bounded and so it is compact. The proof is complete. O

2.3. Subdifferential of maximum functions at infinity. In this subsection, we proceed
with evaluating limiting and singular subdifferentials at infinity of maxima of finitely many

functions.
Theorem 2.3. Let fi,..., fin: R" — R be Lipschitz at infinity functions. Then we have

d(max f;)(00) C co {0f1(c0),...,0fm(c0)}, (3)
0> (max f;)(c0) = {0}.

Proof. Since f;, i = 1,...,m, are Lipschitz at infinity, it is easy to check that (max f;) is
also Lipschitz at infinity. So by Proposition 2.3 one has 0 (max f;)(c0) = {0}. We now
take any z € d(max f;)(00), then there exist sequences x;, — 0o and z; € d(max f;)(xy) such
that 2z, — z as k — oco. Since f;, ¢ = 1,...,m, are Lipschitz at infinity, we can assume that
these functions are locally Lipschitz around x; with the same modulus L > 0 for all k£ large
enough. Hence, ||u|| < L for all u € 0fi(xy), i = 1,...,m and k large enough. By Lemma
2.2 we have
O(max f;)(xy) € co {0f1(zk), .., Ofm(zi)}-

Hence, there exist A\, > 0, ¢ =1,...,m, with >_" / A\; =1 and u}, € df;(xx), i =1,...,m

such that z = Y ;" Miui. By passing to a subsequence if necessary we may assume that

Ny = Noand uf, — w;, i =1,...,m, as k — oo. Hence, u; € 9 f;(00), >.7" A = 1 and
z = > Nu;. This means that z € co {0f1(00),...,0fn(c0)} and thus (B)) holds. The
proof is complete. O

3. OPTIMALITY CONDITIONS AT INFINITY

Let €2 be a nonempty and closed subset of R”, [ :={1,...,m} and J := {1,...,p}. Let

us consider a minimax programming problem of the following form

min max f;(), (P)
where the feasible set F is defined by
Fi={reQfygx)<0,jeJ} (4)



and f;,7 € I, and g¢;,7 € J, are Ls.c functions. Denote f := (f1,..., fm), 9 := (g1,--.,9p)
and ¢ := max;ey f;.
Hereafter, we assume that F is nonempty and unbounded set, f and g are Lipschitz at

infinity, and the maxima function ¢ is bounded from below on F.

Definition 3.1. We say that the constraint qualification condition (CQ) holds at infinity if
there do not exist 3; > 0, j € J, such that ZjeJ B >0 and

0 €Y B;0g;(00) + No(co). (5)
jed
The following result gives a necessary optimality condition of Karush-Kuhn—Tucker (KKT)
type at infinity to problem ([P)).

Theorem 3.1. Assume that the condition (CQ)) holds at infinity. If there is a sequence

2x L3 0o such that o(zr) = s = infer (), then there exist o := (v, ..., ap,) € R\ {0}
and 3 := (P1,...,0y) € RL such that
0€ ) mdfi(oo) + Y Bi0g;(00) + No(o0). (6)
i€l jeJ

Proof. Since f;, i € I, are Lipschitz at infinity, ¢ is also Lipschitz at infinity. Hence, all

assumptions of Theorem 2.1] are satisfied. Then, one has
0 € Op(o0) + Nx(o0). (7)
By Theorem 23] we have
dip(00) C co {9f1(00), ..., O fm(20)} - (8)
On the other hand, by letting
C = {2 e R gi(z) <0,j € I},

then one has F = C N .
We first claim that

Ne(00) C pos{9gi(00), ..., 0g,(c0)}, 9)

where
p
pos {991(00), .., Dgy(00)} 1= {Zﬁmﬁj > 0,v; € 9g;(00), j = 1,...,p} .
i=1

Indeed, take any u € N¢(o0). Clearly, u = 0 € pos{dg;(0),...,0g,(c0)}. So we consider
the case that u # 0. Then there exist sequence xy, © 50 and u € Neo(xy) such that up, — u

as k — oo. Without loss of generality, we may assume that u, # 0 for all £ € N. Since

10



gj, j € J, are Lipschitz at infinity and z <, 0o, we may assume that g;, 7 € J, are locally
Lipschitz with the same modulus L > 0 at x;, for all k£ large enough. Then by [I7, Corollary
4.36] one has

Ne(zg) C pos{0g1(zk), ..., 0g,(xk)}
for all k large enough, i.e., there exist 5] > 0 and v} € dg;(x1), j € J, such that
ue =" B, (10)
jeJ
Since uy # 0, one has [ := ZjeJ 5,{ > (0. Moreover, by the locally Lipschitz property at x;
of gj, j € J, ||vj|| <L for all j € J and k large enough. Dividing two sides of ([I0) by £ we

obtain '
uy, Br i
Br ; Br
J .
Since sequences % and v], are bounded, by passing to a subsequence if necessary we can

assume that g—% — ;>0 and v] — v; € dg;(c0). |

If the sequence [ is unbounded, then Z—Z — 0. Since ZjeJ % =1, one has Zjej B; = 1.
Now by letting k — oo in ([l we obtain

0=> B
jed
contrary to (H). Thus the sequence [ is bounded. By passing to a subsequence if necessary
we can assume that S, — 5 > 0. If § = 0, then it follows from ([I0) that v = limy_, o ux = 0,
a contradiction. So 8 > 0. Letting k& — oo in (II]) we obtain
u= 625]-21]- € pos {0g;(00), . ..,0g,(c0)},
jed

as required.

We now show that Ne(oo) N (—Ng(oc0)) = {0} and hence by Proposition 2T and (@) we

have
Nz(00) C Ne(oo) + No(oo)
C pos {0gi1(00),...,0g,(00)} + Ng(c0). (12)

Indeed, let u € Ne(oo) N (=Ng(o00)). Then by (@), there exist 5; > 0 and v; € dg;(00),
j € J, such that u =}, ; B;v;. Hence,

OIZﬁjUj—U.

jeJ

11



Since the condition (CQ) holds at infinity, we deduce that 5; = 0, j € J, or, equivalently,
u = 0, as required.
Combining (), (8) and (I2) we obtain

0 € co {0f1(0),...,0fm(c0)} + pos{dgi(c0),...,g,(c0)} + No(o0).

This means that there exist a := (ay,...,a,) € RP\ {0} and § := (f1,...,06,) € RY
satisfying ([@). The proof is complete. O

Let us see a simple example to illustrate the above theorem.

Example 3.1. Let fi, fo,9: R — R be functions defined respectively by fi(z) = leﬁ’

fo(x) = 0, g(z) = x and let Q = R. Is is easy to see that fi, fo and g are Lipschitz at
infinity, 0f;(c0) = dfa(00) = 0, dg(o0) = 1 and Ng(oco) = {0}. Hence, the condition (CQ)
holds at infinity. Furthermore,

o(x) = max{ fi(x), fa(x)} Vo € R.

EER
Clearly, ¢, = inf,cx p(x) = 0 and ¢ does not attain its infimum on F. Then by Theorem
B there exist (o, a2) € R \ {0} and 3 > 0 such that

0e Oélafl(OO) + Oégafg(OO) + 509(00)

The following theorem gives sufficient conditions for the nonempty and compactness of
the global solution set of ([P). This result is a direct consequence of Theorems 2.2 and Bl

Theorem 3.2. If the condition (C(Q)) holds at infinity and
0 ¢ co {0f1(00),...,0fm(00)} + pos{dgi(c0),...,0g,(c0)} + Ng(o0),

then the global solution set of (D)) is nonempty and compact.

4. APPLICATIONS TO VECTOR OPTIMIZATION PROBLEMS

In this section, we consider the following vector optimization problem:

where the feasible set F is defined by () and R is the nonnegative orthant of R™ and given
by
RY :={x = (21,...,2,) € R™ | 2; > 0,i € I}.

Definition 4.1. Let y € cl f(F). We say that

12



(i) y is a weak Pareto (optimal) value of (VD) if
f(F)N(y —intRT) = 0.
The set of all weak Pareto values of (VP)) is denoted by val” (VE)).
(ii) y is a Pareto (optimal) value of (VD) if
FF) N (y —REA{0}) = 0.
The set of all Pareto values of (VD)) is denoted by val (VD).

(iii) A point Z € F is said to be a weak Pareto solution (resp., Pareto solution) of problem

VD) if f(z) is a weak Pareto value (resp. Pareto value) of (VP)). The set of all
weak Pareto solutions (resp., Pareto solutions) of (VP is denoted by sol” (VP)) (resp.,

sol (VD).

Remark 4.1. By definition, it is clear that

val (VD) € val” (VD)) and sol (VD)) C sol” (VD).

The following theorem presents a necessary optimality condition of KKT type for a weak
Pareto value at infinity of problem (VDJ).

Theorem 4.1. Let i € val* (VD). Assume that the condition (CQ) holds at infinity. If there

is a sequence vy 1> 0o such that f(xr) = 9, then there exist o == (ay, ..., qy) € RT\ {0}
and B = (pr,...,B,) € RY such that
0 €Y dfi(oo) + Y Bidg;(00) + No(o0). (13)
iel jeJ

Proof. Assume that § = (91,...,9m) € val?(VP). For each i € I let f; be the function
defined by

fix) = fi(x) — 5, VxR
Clearly, functions ﬁ, 1 € I, are Lipschitz at infinity. We now consider the following minimax

programming problem:
min max f;(x). (14)

xzeF i€l
For each 2 € R", put $(z) := max;e; f;(x). We will show that & is bounded from below and
zero is the optimal value of problem ([I4]). To do this, let us first prove that

P(x) >0 VrelF. (15)
Indeed, if ([I5) does not hold, then there exists 2’ € F such that ¢(2') < 0. This means that

fz(l’,) — Y < O, Vi € [,

13



or, equivalently,
f(@') € (j —int RT),
which contradicts the fact that 7 is a weak Pareto value of (VP)). Now since f(x;) — 7, one
has fi(xx) —y; — 0,1 € I, as k — oo. Combining this with the following estimate
0 < P(ak) < Z | fi(zk) — uil
icl

we obtain @(zx) — 0 as k — oco. Hence, zero is the optimal value of problem (I4]).

By Theorem B], there exist a := (a1,...,04,) € R\ {0} and 8 := (61,...,5,) € R}
such that

0€ ) adfi(oo)+ Y Bidg;(00) + No(o0). (16)
i€l jeJ
Clearly, condition (I6]) implies (I3]) and we thus complete the proof of the theorem. O

The next result gives a sufficient condition for the nonemptiness and compactness of the
weak Pareto solution set of (VPI).

Theorem 4.2. Assume that val* (VD) is nonempty. If the condition (CQ) holds at infinity

and

0 ¢ Y {0f1(oo), R 8fm(00)} + pos {891(00)7 s ,agp(OO)} + NQ(OO)> (17)
then sol” (NVP) is nonempty and compact.
Proof. We first claim that sol”(VP)) is nonempty. Indeed, let § € val”(VP]). Then there
exists a sequence x € F such that f(x;) — y. By assumptions of the theorem and Theorem

4.1l the sequence xj is bounded and so we may assume that x; converges to some = € F.

By the lower semicontinuity of functions f; at =, we have
fi(z) < liminf fi(z) < lim f;(z,) =y Viel
T—T k—o0
This means that f(z) € § — R". We claim that Z € sol”(VP)). This means that sol” (VD))

is nonempty. Indeed, if otherwise, then there exists x € F such that f(z) € f(z) — intR7".
This implies that

f(z) € f(z) —intRY C (y — RY) — intR’"
C y — intRY,

which contradicts the fact that g € val”([VP]).
Now we will prove that sol”([VP]) is bounded. Suppose on the contrary there exists a

sequence zy in sol”([VP) such that x;, — oo as k — oo. Using similar arguments applied
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in the proof of Theorem [ for each k we have z;, € argmingy max;er(fi(z) — fi(zg))-
By [I8, Corollary 6.6], for k large enough there exist af > 0, u}, € 0f;(wy), i € I, 5,{ >0,
vl € dg;(y,), 7 € J, and wy € No(zy) such that 3, o + dies Bl =1 and

Z ajul + Z Blvl +wy, = 0. (18)

iel jed
By the Lipschitz at infinity property of f and g, sequences u} and vi are bounded for all
k large enough. By passing to a subsequence if necessary we can assume that of — «,
Bl = B, ul, — u; € Ofi(00), vl — v; € dg;(c0) such that dier @i+ e 8 =1 By I8,
the sequence wy, also converges to some w € Ng(00). Hence,

Z iUy + Zﬁj’(]j +w = 0. (19)

iel jed
If ; = 0foralli € I, then by (Id), 0 € }_.; 8;09;(00) + No(oc), where >, ; 8; = 1, which
contradicts to the fact that the condition (CQ) holds at infinity. Hence, } ", ; o; > 0 and so

0 € co {0f1(0),...,0fm(c0)} + pos{dgi(c0),...,dg,(00)} + No(c0),

contrary to ([IT), as required.

To finish the proof, we need to show that sol* (VP is closed and so this set is compact.
To proceed, let z;, be a sequence in sol”([VP]) that converges to some Z. We claim that
z € sol”(VP) and so sol”([VP) is closed. Indeed, if otherwise, z ¢ sol”([VP]), then by
definition there exist 2’ € F such that

f(@') € f(2) — intRT,
or, equivalently,
Now by the lower semicontinuity of f; at z, we have

fi(z) < liminf fi(x) < kll_{n filzg) Viel.

T—T

This and (20)) imply that for all k& large enough
fila') < filax) Viel

Hence,
f(z") € f(zg) —intRT for all k large enough,

which contradicts to the fact that x) € sol”([VP]). The proof is complete. U

We finish this section by presenting a result that gives a sufficient condition for the

nonemptiness and boundedness of the Pareto solution set of ([VPI).
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Theorem 4.3. Assume that val(NDPl) is nonempty. If the condition (CQ) holds at infinity

and
0 ¢ co {0f1(00),...,0fm(00)} + pos{dgi(c0),...,0g,(c0)} + Ng(oc0),
then sol(VDP)) is nonempty and bounded.

Proof. Let § € val(VP). Then, by a similar argument as in the proof of Theorem 2]
there exists a sequence xp € F such that f(xy) — 9, x, converges to some T € F and
f(z) € g —R}". We show that z € sol(VP), i.e., sol(VP)) is nonempty. Indeed, if otherwise,
there is a point « € F satisfying f(x) € f(z) — R} \ {0}. Hence,

f(x) € f(z) = REN{0} C (7 — RY) — R {0}

which contradicts the fact that § € val(VP]). The bounded of sol(VP)) follows directly from
Theorem [£.2] and the fact that sol(VP]) C sol” (VD). O

5. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, necessary and sufficient optimality condition at infinity for nonsmooth min-
imax programming problems are investigated. The tools used here are the limiting subdif-
ferential and normal cone at infinity. The obtained results are then applied to nonsmooth
vector optimization problems. Regarding to Theorem (3] the closedness of sol([VP)) is still

unclear and we leave here as an open question for future research.
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