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Abstract

In this paper, we consider a bi-level programming with many applications in practice, where the
lower-level problem comes with multiple inequality constraints. In order to develop efficient nu-
merical algorithms, it is often necessary to transform the bi-level programming into a single-level
optimization problem. In this paper, we first propose a penalty function, and then use the penalty
function to penalize the constraint function of the lower-level problem to the objective function to
obtain an unconstrained optimization problem that approximates the lower-level problem. And
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we prove that the optimal value function of this unconstrained optimization problem approx-
imates the optimal value function of the original lower-level problem. The bi-level programming
problem is approximated to a series of single-level optimization problems by using the approx-
imate optimal value function, and the solutions of the series of single-level optimization problems
are proved to converge to the optimal solutions of the original bi-level programming.
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1. 5|8

BUZFRI R — B R Z BRI @, e TR &, lizims s
A Z N XUZFRI )8 AR E 2255 % 5K Stackelberg [1]7 1952 442, &5 =&t
FREEFER! (Principal Agent Model) & 1% [0 ¥ — ML YN . 1973 4E, Bracken Fl McGill [2]32 H T XUZ #E
Rl in) @ A AL . B JS, Candler 11 Norton [3]45HY 1 22 /2K il AN GUZ AR v () 1E 08 o BUZ
BRI —Fp BA R S I RGN R, b2 e R 2 ) R % AR . XS RSl
W BEA AN E R ARG RAR SE 8. Rk Rl g ok s S T ERES,
HABEETW T EMRE: T 2RE A2 FERREIE NS, e TEA QR REvE A E
IR SR o X P R SEATL | A 1945 /= R SR 3 1) (1 DR SRR 2> ELAH R N o e &84S0 2 SR #1931 3 2 i
e H PR E

b4l 80 AR, B AN AAT FURUZ R in) R, ASOSUZE R ] R B L SR AR D T
WA TR, FFHARE TN, Rl T E B S [4] [5] (6] [7]. LARE[8] [9] [10]+
SUFEH[11] [12] VAR S AR 13] [14]. HET, BUSHRIME OO E Y ¥ BF¥%EnE
AU AT TR R — TR TR . e T XUZ AR ER IS . SR ARG A B 5 TR O WE A TAE AT LS L — 2
F[15] [16] [17]FIZEIRMESCFE[18] [19] [20].

A BT T 2 AR A SR R 7] B (BP):

(BP) min F(x,y)
s.t. yeS(x),
xelX,

Hort 5 (o) RN )2 )il
(P.) min f(x.y)
s.t. er(x)
s Aemse, Y(x)={y: g (xy)<0i=12,myeY}, Xy 4R R HIR™ iy E T4,
Ff,g(i=12,,m):R"xR" - R RELAPIERE. 4 x fl y HHET LRRFES TR RN
A . XU H) ) BB IR AR P/ e 2 IR E — RO BB, e T IR W e e A

DOI: 10.12677/aam.2023.124183 1763 W FH HeEt e


https://doi.org/10.12677/aam.2023.124183
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

A

EAERIF HE R IEI s () PAEBE MBI SR . 53— a7 B T RREEAZ —EaE1F,
PRI b2 DR S S PR ARG L, W AT RS Z IR . 23 (217 [22] [23] [24] [25] T fEEEZ R T
BRI AR A S R PR 45

HT 2B, XUZMKI SRR R, B, XUZ AR a8 45 0E B 258 NP HERY .
MIELERARI I FERTE, ERJEAMNBUE RS, 8 T2 XUZ R A 2 . IR XA
Jrll, EEAEH T UMM T, K. BT T EMREB S BT T 2RI %
PR JET N R R E R B 4. I TR 2 Rk B E G e

BTN 20 R B e VR R T R ) ) R R DAY, FERXRMEGLR, RIS EJZ ) @R R
i) L A T AR R B, U R ) R S B AN T ), AR BTN R s S R e 3
A2 A5 A B AMNA AR 8 BRI (Mathematical Program with Equilibrium Constraint, MPEC), A1 [A] # MPEC
BHAEMMHESN, Bk I MPEC fEARfI 47 RUEBAN#H £ MFCQ (Mangasarian-Fromovitz Constraint
Qualification), PKt—M AR R EIR A BE BN H T MPEC [rl@l. 3T T )2 St ok 30 45
F R JZ S AR o8 B X2 R T @3 4 oy B SR AT 10 R, A S A o 50 AT R 2, — FRAR ME PP A
I He B R O FE G 1, 2 A R AR I R AT RUER AN A B GHE B MFCQ, R I 3K A AF T PR o
BT T E Rk B H B R 4o AR T IR Z SRR B H X R A, (HE AR — LB, T XA
e e v ST FH ) TE D) 280 SR At B LT R 5l I 0 /N A 5 R ORI, BRI — B R AT R IA
o

K FFE R T2 0 A 2 D AE XA R AUZ R R, Fr DU 2 B8R TN 7

AL T2 . B SR T SIB S p(x,0) = 3 g, (x.0)In{-g, (x.3)} « BEFUHTEH p(v, ) 45 F

JZ T R 2 SR R B80T 2 H b R B BE AL R R DB A T ARG R L, IR B ZTE 20 AL ) R BRI
H R BOEIL T 5N 2 A AR S V1 eR K, T R P A28 3 5 DIE A R 80K XU R i) R AU — 2R 51 B )=
R TR, AR % — R 50 R AR il R AR AL T T 00 KR i e ) e DA

AL, AR5 2 I, KA SRR RO SRRk AR5 3 1, SR T
B THE R BN )T TR A B T XUZ LR 17 R B R ARAG i R, IFUER 1 i B R AL ) R A A ST
JEXUZ R ) I o i R AR AN R

2. WEMRI BT %
AT VR A 4B — Lo I 1) XUZE R &5 ey 20 2 R R ) 71
2.1. EF TERIHH LR

AHE R x € X, FIEH AR 2, VAME — OB ()« T XUZ KL i RE(BR) AI L bl
SN L AL N B R ARAK 17 (S P):

(SP) min F(x,y(x))
s.t. xe X.

XA T B, AR T RSB RIAAAE . 2T R MRy (x) CRIHEL T, B
AR J2 1) RN 2 e S W BRORT T Y, b i e ) R eR R AN AT R AN Y o R X A T
A DA FH SR AU R
2.2. ETTERMMEFGER

MR R E TR E y & R R, F R R R E PR Karush-Kuhn-Tucker (KKT)Z%1F %
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N2 N R AR, 15 30 A BAN R A E R 7] /i (Mathematical Program with Equilibrium Con-
straints, fijFX MPEC):
(KP) min F(x,y)
s.t. xelX,

OSuJ_g(x,y)SO,
Vyf(x,y)+V},g(x,y)u =0.

1T B (KPR 2 R by A EANA R, I E & T MPEC [

T, R JEORUZE R R RBP4 R S LA HL R L) 1) (K P) ) 4 JJy e LR L 15, (ELAE R =
MEFEZ AT IO T, ENTNRSRIERTREAMIF[26]. BEAk, Ye 271451 T —5bl, #Hw
T JEOOUZ I B Fo DUAZR L 22 T BEAS A2 HLXT I ) i (KP) ) — MR E Ao

—J71fi, MPEC A& —/MEEm LR, By a7 A A g, i H erEemny
AT R EHASRED A2 MFCQ, X RRFE AR Z ME L A IR DAL SVEAE SR Al MPEC I AT REFF ARG E - i
LRJUHEER, A5 T V2 KB MPEC RIEIL %, BRI NDGHT F0E. T k. Wk,
PRSI ARRI SRS Bl W S 28] 33 S SCHR, LIRS SCT MPEC BHRATEH
SR OB R R B 22 4019

23. ETTESRMERBHIER

53R TR ER v (x) = min 7 (x, ) 45U LRI BPYFE B 201 AL S
(VP):

(VP) min F(x,y)
s.t. f(x,y)—v(x)S(),
xelX, er(x).

AT R Outrata [34]42 Y, 7RI H I T, AZFARA HIFIE R (x) ARG B30 Mordukhovich
SENBSIITFL TR E (x) R BRI A SO S, JFR S TR IRIES4 . Ye %8 A [36]BL K Dempe 55 A
[21] [37]FIFH R 2 B G 2R EO0 UZ K i) U 7 1 8% ol i DA 2% A RN 20 SRR o U [l J(VP) & — AN B
JEARACTA S, AR T T E B AE R () WA RIER, AT, BRRE(VP) AR AN IER
LA @, BhAh, (VP AR L R SR R AR LR, R MFCQ fERRN AT AT
mOEFEANE R ([36], aril 3.2). PR, ASREFIILA A S B SR AR 0] (VP) . 322 T BRI R AT 5% 1)
B, Xuf5A[38] [39]1F BT —MEAR T Z AT R XUZ R, FHERH T — SR A 5 ok B0
1R JE A BRI 1 T

1B PR B (1) B ARV BRI AR NS 58 4%, SR E T L BT AT AT s 28N 2 AEJEIE I MFCQ, TR R A AH
XTPRAE, B K 2 S AR R R ) R SRR b, il an 2t il i, ™ ] 5 . Ye A Zhu [40]45 4 MPEC 2
AE R B, A i AR 5 () BN

S(X)Z{er: S (wy)=v(x)<0 },

g(x,y)SO,Eiu >0, s.t. <g x,y),u>:0

PR T SR S A R TR R A I BR S A A (CP):
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(CP) min F(x,y)
s.t. f(x,y)—v(x) <0,
Vyf(x,y)+uvyg(x,y) =0,
g(xy)<0,u> O,<g(x,y),u> =0,
xeX,yel.
KA A E(CPY R EF AL A e — 5Tl T AR £ (x,0)—v(x) <o BIHHBL,  FRE(BP) R 5t
DUAE— 5E 2 [ (CP) Y KKT si, (HA—3E & il U(KP) I KKT sio 53— 7, HT—Brakft
VS () +uV g (x, ) =0 BB, FHE(CP) IR L 2 B2 B L IR AL (VP) BE28 2 T, 32 R D Lo
THEZHIGE.
2.4. ETTEXBERRERFE#HR
R R 2 10 06 A [ 04 X002 R K ] R 2 46 Sy PR 0] @, f% 3T Ouiattara A1 Aswani [41]%F
X R T R 0 0UZ R 1R, A T AT R PR () ¢
v(xu)= rnyin{f(x,y)+uTg(x,y) (ye )7},

FERETR 7T T 25T X0 A ) e«
(LDP) min F(x,y)
st f(x,y)<v(xu),
g(x,y)<0,u>0,
xeX.
SRIGUER] 1 (LDP) 5 JERUE MR &8 A 1k, FF 91 N 17 1E 35
vs(xu) = myin{5||y||2 +f(xy)+u'g(x,y):ye Y} s R ORI ARG AL
2021 4 Li 58 N[42)FH F 2[R P, ) Wolfe X5 1] 7
(WD,) max L(x,z,u)
s.t. VZL(x,z,u) =0,
u=0.
X )ZFKI ) @R Ak oy B2 [ @ (WDP) :
(WDP) min F(x,y)
s.t. f(x,y)—L(x,z,u) <0,
V.L(x,z,u)=0,u>0,
xeX,ye Y(x).
S L(x,zu)= f(x,2)+u'g(x,2) . 3 ELEW T (WDP)S5 AU LRI & AR AT, 63 2 500 203iE 00
PENINE: Y E S S R Y

3. WEMRIGIITILERE

FEARATHY, R B (x) RFG A RIELET . A RZ TR ST T BRI A SOE S,
R @ 3.1 /& Clarke ([43], Theorem 6.5.2)1— MR¢G5 SCHR[44 ] AT LLR BIE bR E0R) 85 A5 7K % 2

At 5 59 £ 78 73 2 A DA LR 3 O A i
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R 3.0: BRI v () 76 X7 I — 50 57, BDAEEE (A U e L, Y (%) e .
WIS MFCQ HOLAE y AR y € S(x), MA BRI o () 18 x" BIERIAS 582

A TSR, it FEE L.

B3 T reX, BOFE Ay (x)es(x) B8 (xr(x)<0i=12m.

(
N T AR LR R R E R, BRATTE SO T AR B AL
#(xn) =g (vy)in{-g, (x.7)}.
RSN 2 IR U 1 1] AL

(LPP,) min 6°(x,y)
st. ye’l,

0 (x0) =/ (v.7) 28, (x.0)In (g, (x.9)) o RIS 1t =00 2510 . &V (x) 20 (x,)
yeY bitmid, g

v (x)= 1r5 0° (x,»),
S°(x) R0 (x.p) tE y e v BmitmRse, BV (x)=0° (x.0" (x)).0" (x) € S° (x) o PEREEN 2 0 810 5
@(Lppy)a’qﬁjﬁiﬁ%r’(x):{yeY:gi(x,y)<0,i=1,2,"',m}gY(x)o FTRA v (x)= in{)f;)@'g(x,y)o

SEHE 30 TEE 3.0 RO, AMERM xe X DUEATREN >0, fFIEIERIHE N (£13

v(x)—mNgSvg (x)Sv(x)+mNg (1)
AL BEAh, AR T ERRI( PSRRI 3 e 5 (x) #il 2 MFCQ, A
ﬁl(i)mﬁ v (z)=v(x) (2)

UE: SMEmxeX M yeY, HURRE g, (x,v) EEE X XY LHESEE, FEIERHES N EHMHE
‘%’?i6{1,2,--~,m}ﬁﬁﬂgi(x,y)<0E[(](x,y)eXxY ’ ﬁ
g, (x,y)In(~g, (x.»))| < N 3)
Eijo *E?E%'ﬁ:a), ?%EUXﬂ‘iCW%Egt(x,y)<OE/‘J’f£% (x,y)eXxY’ ﬁ

f(x,y)-mNe <6 (x,y)=f(x,y)+ gé(—gi (x,y))ln(—gi (x,y)) < f(x,y)+mNe 4)

BAL. —J7 M, FAS R AL, BN
v (x)= inf 6°(x,y)

yeY©(x)
> yigr}(t;){f(x,y)—mNg}
= v(x)—mN&‘.
- Jr, RIEFRAF@ MBS 3.1, 135
v (x)< im? ){f(x,y)+mN€}
yeY°(x

= v(x)+mN5.
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TREZM(DHAFIE,
WA 3.1 J, SROUAE BBy () A A RELE, JLkXﬂi%ﬁH@xeXﬁyg}v(z)w(x) JRAT o
2R I JFE N, A FAEQ)AL. R,
SEH 3.2: fERBC 3.1 BOLHIZRAE T, WER R Z MBI P O)IMERER] e 5 (x) #BIH AL MFCQ, NIXHME
ErxeX, f
limsup S° (z) = S(x)

AL
i ERm Y (2)eS () MR v WRM. Rk Mtk BE lm yf(z)=Fev. BN
VY (2) €S (2)  MARHERM e 120 m) » 4 & (207 (2)) <Ot g, (1 € (L2 m)) foses b,
135
lim gi(z,yg (z)):gi(x,)_/) <0, Vie{l,2,---,m}.

£0,z5x

*E?E%ﬁ:(?ﬁ)’ Xﬁ%jﬁﬂgi(x,y)<05/‘”£%‘\ (x,y)e XxY » i—gi(x,y)ln(—g[(x,y))féﬁﬁﬁgo T2

i=1

Hl(iglﬁgé—gi (z,ye (z))ln(—g,. (z, ¥° (z))) =0,

e 3.1, 535
v(x)= lim 6° (z,y‘g (z))

= lim f(zy"(2))+ Sg—g[ (20" (2))n(-g, (=" (2)))
-t ()t e e (i e 2)
=/ (x.7).

HEH v(x) = /£ (5, 7). 2, (x.7)<0,Vie (1,2, .m} UK T €Y, 1525 c5(x)- UEHE.
1 3T 1) (VP 8] VP?):
(VP?) min F(x,y)
st. f(xy)—v(x)<¢,
g (%,y)<0,i=12,-,m,
(x,y)e XxY.

L&' >mNe, HHe=>00, ¢->0.

FEEE 3.3: LM 3.0 BT AR T, A 6> 0818 > 0, st (x5, 5 ) A FE( VP )i9— 40 -ff.
RS 1 BOVP IR TAT (s ) £ () AT F (35,05 ) =0 0024 o W0 s T 0 1291 (w5, 3 )|
T B3 AR UL (B R SR

iE: ARk, B Jim (x5.05) =(x07) B (x5, 05 ) RET LB VP RATATRY, T4

f(xg,yg)—vg (xg)s‘s’, (xg,yg)e(XxY), gi(xg,y§)<0, ie{l,2,,m}.

% bR PRI £ N\ 0,6\ 0, 1831 £ (x',y")=v(x") <0, (x",p" ) e (X xY). fitsmms
g (e {L2, - m}) IELENE, MR (12, m), F & (x,)) SO, TA («',y") R FBVP) KT
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s (7,07 R R FB(VPYRS - AMRALAR, AR A AT (5,5) # (5, )t
F(x.5)<F(x'.y) )
AL BN (%, 3) & FE(VP)RI AT /L BIEH £ (x,5)=v(x). RHEQ), 53]
f(x7)-v (%)< f(%,7)-v(X)+mNe=mNe < ¢

T (%, 7) 2 RE( VP )T &
?‘\jéxg,y;)%l‘lﬂ@(VP‘E)E"J*/I\é‘-ﬁﬁ, (%, 7) R VPOI T AL, TRA

F(%.5)2 F(x}.y5)-0
Wi, 4 RSHT 0, 34
F(x.3)2F(x,)).
KSR, Bk (X)) R VR AR T
4. ZRERE

ARLHRE T RN 2 W R AT 22 A AN L AR U2 BRI I R A S e R A ek ok T 2 i )
2R R T E H b o B BEIE N R WS T LR ACA L, FFUE B IZIC L SRR ) i (e B SO &
SR D)) e IE AL R K80, AT R Y 22388 3 i DAL bR 50K 0= M) i RBUT Bk g — 28 27 B = Rl [
RS 21— R B ] 1) ) A S ST SO R R e A o AT AT A 3o SR AR 2 830 XU MR 1
SRR i R T SR A 002 AR e R, R WP 2 i x ) R SR A D527 T AT ASE N IR AN TT

EHEWH

E & AR IS (11901556, 12071342); /AL HAREIEFHE S (A2020202030).
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