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Abstract

In this paper, we consider a class of multiobjective fractional optimization problems (FOP) with
inequality and degenerate equality constraints. Some second-order optimality conditions for a lo-
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cal weak Pareto minimum and a strict local Pareto minimum of order two are given. Then we es-
tablish Fritz-John type necessary conditions for local weak Pareto minimum to problem (FOP),
meanwhile, by introducing constraint qualifications, we prove that the Fritz-John type necessary
conditions become the Kuhn-Tucker type. The applicability of our conclusions is illustrated with
some examples. The main purpose of this paper is to extend the study of second-order optimality
conditions for multiobjective integer optimization problems to multiobjective fractional optimi-
zation problems.
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1. 518

% H btk il 2 et Ak B8 S FE R U S i — AN BT 1), RSP i MRS, TREE:
ARG A S BR B [1]

% HAnAR Ak v @R ) AR R R 2 SUROR I, BRI BN 2 H bR R . BHAT, 2 HARS
TAICAN, 100 A5 11 5 10 P 2 R AR K A e AT AL B T3 K — AN AT # R [2]-[11] . Dubey % [2] 557 T —2KA 0]
W2 B bR AL BRI AR M 45 12 Khanh H1 Tung [318F40 T 6561 £ TR 2 B b5 s 2 il 55 i %45
Karush-Kuhn-Tucker 24 Singh 1 Laha [4]25 tH— 28 5¢ TR0 5l bR £ 1) 2 H Aw 43 U A 0] 8 iy e AL A2 2%
45 Thu Thuy 1 Su [S]EE L T — KA & IR AR B 2 B s ik il 8 ) Karush-Kuhn-Tucker 214
B s PR 26 A FIRHE M s Su A Hang [6]4&kH5 BA Feue BB DI 240, A T an 2R A6 e 2 H ks 73t
Ak I R 1 e A0 Mk AR A B 2 ;- Gadhi A1 Rahou [718F7T 17— 2800 & SR (A WU 1 2 H A5 4 AR A 0]
(78 5 B A SR

AR, 2 BARLAL R R B e v S ARt 9T 51 S A 2 38 JG7d: . Constantin £E SCiR[8]F1[9] 1 i
FE 7B 2 B AR, R Clarke I~ 530 % Pales-Zeidan B ) U 40, $2H T1%260
R —Fr . Bt Luu [10]4&4E Pales-Zeidan 77 i) S84 1 T AR, SR AESL R
Tl T 1 P 100 R 6 R 48 M 48— Frit-John 6 32 444 . Su Al Hang [11]3#3d Clarke | X 5%,
Pales-Zeidan i I~ X7 1 S HLL K& Ivanov i) U5 1A S EE#E N T BE AR RA R Z H bs o2l
Aol R — B i BB AR A S A 2 BIRSCHRIR K, ARSI T — S AN S A SRR A S5 UL R 2 H b
7y AL TR (FOP), o H AR s BRI AN S A R R =5 8 Lipschitz 34k, FIH] Clarke |7 U3 # B
Pales-Zeidan v EJ~ U5 ) S8, 25 1) B (FOP) /7 4E /& 34855 Pareto FRM# . B ™% J & Pareto Al
fil 0 B B RV SR A Z L, R ARAE TR, Mz B RFRES Pareto i fIt i (1 % ) 0 B 4% 42
Kuhn-Tucher ). ASCI 3= 228 B4 1 SCHER[8] AN [9]HH AIAH R S5 16

ARSCEERUNR 2 S5 T RSO B SORSE 85 7225 =542 10 I (FOP) 2 T R0 59 Pareto At
FR AN ] A% JR 3 Pareto S LAR ) B b B AR LSRR SR DU T4 Y Fritz-John B TR AR, fE—E
%A%, WEBH T Fritz-John A i 4444 Kuhn-Tucker .
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2. TEmEIiR
WX, Y7 Banach 5[], B(x,r)c X FaRduby x. AN >0 MIFEk, id
R" :{x:(xl,n-,xn)eR” DX >0, :1,-~~,n} R AR SRR AR .
W f:X >RAEXeX &RFHEL Lipschitz (¥, f7E 5 X 4L Clarke |7 X7 a2 8 (W.SCHR[12]), & X
N
f*(X;v):= limsup —f(x+tv)—f(x)
(xt)>(x.07) t

. ve X,

1 S AL Pales-Zeidan —ffy ) U7 ) S (L SCHR[13]), € XN
f(X+tv)—f(X)-tf"(X;v)

f*(X;v):=limsup2 > ,ve X
t—0" t
i IR
f’(f:v):: |imw, ve X,
t—0"

FELE, MIFRA £/(Xv) BB FAE R X e X AT 7l ve X 77 S48 4 f/(Xv) = f°(Xv) . AR
B AR X AR IEN R 5

WX oY, HHAEDF(X)eL(X,Y), HEHMTERveX,

lim MzDsf(Y)(v),
(xt)>(x.0") t

JUFR £ AE X AL/ i T, LIS £ (Xov) =D, F(X)(v), Herb, L(X,Y) FmM X B Y (gLt
A

518 2.1 [11] % f, g 7E X LJR#E Lipschitz #4:, Xe X, veX, #g(x)#0, H g7EX &b/ n]
B TR IS T

1) éﬁxj:)%%lﬁ Lipschitz % 4E;

3) (;j(YVFl:f (Yv)—;((g “ (%

WA X Y IR >0, £ 5>0, 4 Jul< 5, 1(X+u)=1(X)-1"(X)u] < eful oL,
JUFK | 7EX A Frechet mJ (WL SCHR[14]), o 1'(X)e £(X,Y) =2 | FEX AL Frechet S¥t. XTI
ueB(X.e), I'(u)77eE, HI"(Y):z(l')'(Y)EE(X,E(X,Y)), MFR R £ | 76 X 4b =K Frechet vl HHIH
RE AT E R B L E X A=K Frechet R 1. B4k, 2

(%) (v)" =1"(X) (V) (v),
19 (x)(v)" =1 (%) (v) (V) (v)-
PR 1 (X) (v) (V) = O A Z i tit v e X, A7 17(X) (V) X =Y JUAR | 45 X &b 2-1E (W SCHR[15]) -
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3. ZIMhERG

KA % H bR AL 1) B (FOP) 3% T 7 &5 55 Pareto 540 Al B/ ™ 4% J= 35 Pareto S0 1 — B
LR A
Z B LU 2 H Ao LA 19 L (FOP) :

(g

cQ\—r-
;/

BH X >R, g Xo>R, g(x)>0, Viel , ®W¥th:X >R, Viel={L-m}, &£#

H:={xeX:h(x)<0,jel}, D {XEX I(x)=0}, 5 1=(L,1,): X >R", S =HND il E(FOP)

(474, MMEEXeS, I(X)= {Jea h( ) =0} FR Il il (FOP)E{% RL R R bR -
KBRS, g(Viel), h(Vied(X)) R Lipschitz ¥4k, g (Vie )7L X 4Ty,

hy (Vi ed (X)) 76 X Abisk, |76 X 4bi%4k, 7EX 4=k Frechet i {4, I'(x):O, H 7 X 4k 2-1E 0
wWXeX, veX, EXWFESL:

I(Y;v):{i cl :[;Jo(y;v):o} ,

J(Y;v):{jeJ(Y):h]?(Y;v):O}o
SEX 31[8] XeH, MvELAXAWIER TR, &

(LJO(Y;V)SO, Viel,

9
hi(X;v)<0,  Vvjel(X),

EX 32[11] BXeS, V(X)FRX HLE Vv BT a4k,
1) #FAFEV e V(X), #15
f f

((J(x)—[J(f)jm—intRf =@ (¥xeSnV,x=X),

g 9

MR X #2(FOP) )5 ¥R 55 Pareto f L. HoAd1intR? :{X:(Xl,m,xn)eR” X >0, :l,--',n} O
2) HEH R a>0FV eV(X), 1£15

((LJ(X)HREJQB((LJ(Y),a||x—¥||zJ:® (VKeSAV.xT).

TFR X J2&(FOP) ¥ — | ™A% J5) 3 Pareto fAILf#E «

AR, X AE(FOP) ) B ™% Rl Pareto s ARMRT, X 12 (FOP)HJRiSS Pareto f AL -

SEH 3.1 WX eS 2 B(FOP) =¥ 55 Pareto Feff, 1'(X) =0, WX EE— M2 1" (X)(v)(v) =0
EZHA T v, KT weX HRLGEB.1)LM.

DOI: 10.12677/aam.2023.129389 3984 IR Esid


https://doi.org/10.12677/aam.2023.129389

Rkt FlEFE

g (%v)]<0, Viel(Xv),
hi (X;@)+h} (X;v) <0, Vjel(Xv), (3.1)

és:fWi),%{;j(Ew:o,mwmﬁgoq>om%

3N

PO AEF I 55 v,

—
x|
<

SN
IA
o

=
m
(&

—_
x|

SN—

s

HAR (85 4 W, XM 1(X)(v)(v) = O KB RIS AT v, 5T e X 1 RS(3.2) Al

(3.2)

17 (R)(V)(v)(v) + 31" (R)(v)(e) =0.
Wb 518 2.1 AT4E, RG24 T R4(3.3):
f (X 0)-5,0; (G0)+ 7 (X;v) 5,97 (Xv) <0, Viel(X;v)
h (X;w)+hy"(Xv) <0, Vjel(Xv), (3.3)
19 (X)) (v)(v)+3" () (v)(«)=0.
Bk, MR (X)(v)(v) =0 ARG v, KT we X MRSE1)TM, EE.
SEE 32 ¥ XeS I (FOP) i) [ /™ % J& %5 Pareto B AR, I'(X)=0, WX — /2
1"(X)(v)(v)=0 ARG ST v, KT we X [ RG(3.4) L.
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fo (X 0)+ 7 (X;v) -5, [g (X 0)+ 97 (X; )]go, Viel(Xv),
hi (X;w)+h"(X;v) <0, Vjel(X;v), (3.4)
19 (%)(v)(V)(v) +31" (%) (v)(e) =O.
UE K X e S 21 @(FOP) ¥ /™ 4% R Pareto Seflfif, WIARIE[OEHE 11 nIfH, XHfg— il
1"(X)(v)(v) =0 AEZ G S5 v, KT we X [ RS(3.5) LM,
f) f) .
— | (X; — | (X;v)<0, Viel(X;v),
(gij(x w)+(gi] (X;v) iel(Xv)
h; (X;)+h;" (X;v) <0, Vjel(X;v)
19 (3)(v)(v)(v) + 31" (%) (v) () =O.
AR 513 2.1 045, RE(3.5)%F N T £5:(3.6):
fo (X 0)-s50; (X 0)+ 7 (Xv) =597 (Xv)<0, Viel(X;v),
hi (X;@)+h}" (X;v) <0, Vjel(Xv), (3.6)
19(R)(v)(v)(v) +31"(X)(v)(w) =O.
R, SN2 1 (X)(v)(v) =0 MAEZ I 5 v, KT we X RG34 M, iE5E.
E IR el g(x)=18, & 3.1 BR8] ME B 4, & 3.2 BN SCHR[9]/0 2 #E 11,
N HZA )T e EE 3.1 FE EE 3.2 HR R EAE R A .
Bl W FRB(FOP), ®W X =R?, p=m=2, r=1, MEEX=(X,%),
fL(X) =% —3%X; + X%, —2X; +2

(3.5)

fz(x):z(x1+x2)2 —[X—%|+3,

0, (X)=14% =% »

2
I(X) =% +X5 —XxX, =0

#£51=1={12}, H :{(xi,xz)e]Rz:hj(x)so, jeJ} , D:{(xi,xz)eRz:l(x):O} , A
=(0,0)eS=HND . Bk AIEIRE I (X) = {1} . W FAEZEATT @ v, F1(Xv)={2}, I(Xv)={1},
SHs=(s, sz) ( \3) o BRHL T, f,, 0,, 0, h, JAFE Lipschitz 4L, g,, g, 7E X A4, h, 76 X AL
A EX %, 16X A=K Frechet 14, 1(X)=0, I'(X)=0, H I7EX 4 2-1E0.

M%ﬁﬂvfx%%&%#

E&\ﬂi‘ |
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L, v, +v, <0, —M-V|<0, [,|+v,<0.
NG UE E BE 3.1 AIE R 3.2 [ EAK AT

ST ARG R T7 0 v, 217 (X) (v)(v) =27 —2vv, =0, BTV, (v, =V, ) =0, Hv,+v, <0, —[\—v,[<0,

Vol +v, <0, Eltv,—v,=0.
Ho=(o,0,)eTiD, veT,D, WL

I"(X)(v)(v)=0,
1P () (V)(v)(v) + 30" (X)(v) () =6 + v, ~3v,00 =30, =0
By, =v, <O, 2V +@-w,=0.,
MFAERImA T v, 2 3.1 (€ 32)M R4
f; (Ko)+ £, (Xv)=s,[ 6; (K@) + 05 (Kiv) | = — |- ~16v] <0(<0),

h (X @)+ 0 (X;V) =|w,|+ @ — 2V <0,
2V + @, - w, =0,

TR, WoeX WL wo<0, o<, 2 +o-0,=02 M. BILER 3.1 FEH 3.2 [BEL

PEANHAL, 1 X =(0,0) A% il Bl (FOP) iy J= #335 Pareto Sl fif FI i 7™ =34 Pareto SR -
4. Kuhn-Tucker BI&& 4

A5 HHE 9] B (FOP) f#) JR 5 95 Pareto s AR Y Fritz-John B —[fr s B4 , #E—E44EF, Fritz-John

A B B4 9 Kuhn-Tucker 74y
FEH 4.1 B X e S SN W(FOP) 5 R Pareto BILME, BT, g,>0(Viel), h(vjel(X

X
ST, by (e 3 (X)) 15 R AFESE. BRI X —> R {E X AFESE, 76 X A=K Frechet AT, 1'(X)=0

HTFEX AL 2-TE 0o D0y 2

9i

[fj X;v) <o, Viel(X;v),
hi"(X;v) <o, Vjel(X;v),
I'(x)(v)(v)=0
MAEZIG T v, fFEELHe>0, v, keK, 420, iel, 4, jed, i
(A uytiel, jed(X))
AENE, i3
>4 (D, (X)-sD,0,(X))+ X 2;Dsh; (X)+ X3,y (X)(v) =0,

icl j€I(x) keK
24 (B, £ (X)(v) -5, (X)(v)) =0,

u;D;h; (X)(v)=0, Vvjel(X),

)fi

4.1)

(4.2)
4.3)

(4.4)

(4.5)
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VG, g (viel), hy(vied (X)) x AT i,
f D,f

¢ (%v) = D fi (X)(v),
gi (%;v)=D,g; (X)(v)
hi (X;v) = D;h; (X)(v),
N5 2.1 &
f X:V)= ."xv—f'(Y)?y-v 1 ,
o) [” BTGRP

[ ta=[o.00)0)-30, (0] -

i
L, R4 g, (X) >0/, xAEZIEFI7m v,
{Dsfi(i)(v)—siDsgi(i)(v) 0, Viel,

D,h; (X)(v)<0, Vi eJ(Y)_.

X 72 I {8 (FOP) I 85 JRi & Pareto S fbfig, NIER[81HER 144, 1(X;v)UJ(Xiv)# @ . HiEH 3.1 41,

RG(4.6) KR weX
D, f; (X)()—5,D,g; (X (a))+(fi°°(Y;v)—sigi°°(Y;v))<0, viel(X;v),
D,h; (X)(@)+hy (X;v)<0, Vjel(X;v), (4.6)
31(X)(v) (@) + 1P (X)(v)(v)(v) =0, VkeK
BK,=1(Xv)UI(XV), K=K . IRIFB]5IH 143, f7fEe>0, 4 20,iel(Xv), 4, jel(Xv),
v eR ke KR (e, 4, 4 ic 1 (Xv), je I (Xv)| AHH 0, {13
T AAR-08() T w0 (0)+ ZHE(F))-0 @)
—E%V)z.(fr"(f;v)—sig:%f:v))—J_};V)ﬂ. h (%iv)= 2 3lY (R)(v)(v)(v) =-e<0. (48)

TiE{ﬂ,,,yj el (Xv), jeJ(Y;v)} AERN0, k2, Bk {A,,,uj el (Xv), eJ(Y;v)} T 0, M
(CWEIEE
i;:(3vklg'(7)(v)=0.

ST RN (X )( )(v) =0 AR Z G S5 v, | E X Ak 2-1E0, W1 (X)(v) i . ARHE[8] 512 2 W
B, R (X)), VN (R)(v) LK, Hv, =0(keK). Bk, RIFE@8)ME, e=0, ZLERE
{e,ﬂﬁ,,uj:ieI(Y;V),jeJ(X,V)}Téjj0*5%% BRARIL. F5h, Jiel\I(XV)H, £ 24=0, %4
jed(X)\I(Xov) H jeINI(X) B, 4 u;=0. H(4.1)F1(4.4) L.

Hiel\I(Xv) i, A4 =0: Hiel(Xv)H,

D, f; (X)(v)-s,D,g; (X)(v)=0,

DOI: 10.12677/aam.2023.129389 3988 IR Esid


https://doi.org/10.12677/aam.2023.129389

Rkt FlEFE

e el 4 (D,f (X)(v)-sDg;(X)(v))=0, EI@4.2)mL.

M jed(XNI(KGV) B, =0 2 jed(X;v)r,
D,h; (X)(v) =0,
MOHTR jed(X), ;D (X)(v)=0, BI(4.3)RL.
M jed(X)H, h( ) 0, MAMER jed, wh(X)=0, BEI(4.5)HL.
ZRERITR, e A, Ay, e s Voo v TR EBRSR A, UEER
EH 4.2 1&&%@ 4.1 BB ARG, HIER X AL, fTEA M v b, fAfERE we X, [E13(4.9) %57,
{h}’ (%) +h(X;v) <0, Vjel(Xv),

(9 (R W)+ 3 (D)) -0, Kk, 2

WA (iel) AenE.

i BBOH{ERiel, 4=0, HEH 41 M, {4, uiel, jed(X) AeAE, WESGEA
yj>0(jeJ(7))o

SCHEHE AL EA, M jed(X)\I(Xv) I, =0, HARYEMESE, fEAXA, v b, fFE
HiEoe X , H134.9), WH@A.)M@A.4)H

;&BDJJHQ@+ﬁ%ﬁﬂyﬁngdﬂ@ﬂ+m%Eﬂﬂ

L o 8 S 0
FXMER el B4 =0, W

T (o)) () Ena 000 @
Hgh, H@E.9H

T (o)) () Ena R0 6

M(4.12) 5@ 10)MF E, BURBARGL, UFEE.

&M, EH 4.2 3 HERRE R AETE, RIER 4.1 1 Fritz-John Y — B2
2445 Kuhn-Tucker ZY ],

W OHMERiel, g (x)=1rt, R 4.1 BUASCHRBI R 5, s 4.2 BN SCRR[O] T s E 7.

|_.~—FI 'ﬁ%

KRS T AR LA AR QWA E Lipschitz £ H kR4 AL 1 BI(FOP), FIH Clarke
I G E UL K Pales-Zeidan By b SCy R T4, 25 H R EU(FOP)A7-1E Jai i 55 Pareto sl B 4% J&)
i Pareto S LM 1) B BRI 2 A, FFAE S 8 MBS IE T A 12 i) ) JR) 55 Pareto S MM 1) Fritz-John
BBy Kuhn-Tucher ZY[¥) . AL EZE#RHE) 7 SCHER[SIRIO1H A SR EE ik . HE— b AT ik
Lipschitz 264 T 2 Hbr oy A4k i R — I s ek 24

S|
250 N 3 B0 O R
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