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KHEIR): WEHMX]; Tikhonov-regularized interior-penalty; A7 =k #LX| 7 ik
FEITES: 0224

SCHKFRIRED: A XEHRS: 1000-4424(2024)02-0182-17

§1 5 &

KZFL 7] 8 (Bilevel Programming) & — A2 X 35k i o — N E2z ki in) 8 B = e (AR
(L), B —FAA ETTHERRGMRATEE, EFEH RS A & 5 E bR
L) %A, R H bR R BRI 2R AT S EJRRSEAR B G, T HIEAKT R 2 i)
BV AR AR, T T 2 n) B e AR M52 b R R SR AR SRS MR, H T ORI S AR v v ) ) R, G058
iz, EH SR, TR, LR, Ze PR in) @, {g R ORI S5 #RT LU A6 9 X002 R 1]

FR(ILI2, 3]), P A R A o XU R ) A 3 B ).
FEA L2 FE 2 A 1)
(BP) min F(z,y)
w)y

s.t. Gl(‘ray) <0, i=1,2,---,m,

y € S(x)_
Horp S (x) R TR

(Pz) yényl?f) f(z,y)

WA H 9: 2022-11-02 1&l8 Hi): 2023-04-10
BETH: FRERREEIES (11901556 12071342); L4 H ARl 33 42 (A2020202030)



A KAEIEALX] P AL A AR T 5 7)) R AR 77 ik 183

PR RE, Y(z) = {y € R™2|gi(x,y) <0, i = 1,2,---,1}. F, Gi,(i = 1,2,---,m) :
R™ x R™ — RAEELAMERE. f, 9, (i =1,2,---,1) : R™ x R™ — RA&Z “HESA I
BRI, FEHIOCT ARy 2N AL HFRR I (BP) AT 174,
AR 0, U2 FR T 5 ) L2 A A A AR . i b, B AEZRME AR L R, XUZ R
e AR A I B R SN ). MR SEAR A B FE SRR, KRR B EUE SRR 8 R 2 XUz R
Ie] R A O B EARAL ) . P IXANTT ), AR T LR UZ R R B e 07 v IR STy
AT AL L3R BT T S MR B e e, BTN R SR A o B R A T R R AR
P2 A I 2 .
WER N ERERN (P, ) MR R4 E e € R A ME— RN My (), 2T T2 MR B0 45 2 )
Hy () B U= (BP) #46 Jy # = A Ak i) it
(SP) min F(z,y(z)) 3)
st. G(z,y(z)) <0.
T 4 5 L AR R 26 A, DB DR T 2 S A A AE M S e — 1, 76T J2 I A o Ly () AN
LR, B R 2 ia) dURD L 2 a8 2w i AR ™ 11, T (08 (SP) 1 H A bR 5 — s BEAS 2 AT 1l
AN 2y ). BRI Fop 7 v o DS T SR — M R XU Rk
BT T E B e B e o2 P R 2 8 ) B AUE R (2) = f(z,y(2)), y(z) € S(z)
W RUZ R T e 45 g — AN A I, AR B9 HAR L A Ak i)
(VP) min F(z,y)
st floy) < o),
Gi(z,y)<0,i=1,2,--- ,m,
gi(,y) <0, =1,2,--- 1
2 e B IRAE SCHR[A) T SR, AEIEE R OLR, o(z) AR R AL B To(x) )R
i LipschitziE 821, FFE L T s [6, TILAK[S, 9, 10]FIH T E&MAERE, B 7 X2
R i) L) 5 o e DR A S AR AN Y SRR @ o BT AT SR DI B UBE , [L1)ER DT T {1 R A
U B e i S5 . (1200 SR UM SR, 4531 1AL St R A R BB A PR R A, O
B T EAR ZAE DL N, AT LUAS B 5 0] R A4 R e . A R SO AR B s pR 1 R
RN e, (2 T HBTA AT AN 2 BB FMEFCQ(Mangasarian-Fromovitz constraint
qualification), P& tsR AR XT RIE, S503 K 22 S R AR SR AR IR In) it 2 2 e [l s A T i) R
BRI Sy T P b 2 45 5 1k 00 B 380 2 e it ) e D e e AL e B, B DAHE DAL T SR A U2
k). H A siiAT i 772 R R JE ) R e M 2% 14 X2 K (BP) e 46y 5 24 AR A8 0
K17 @ (mathematical program with equilibrium constraints, MPEC), Rl
(KP) min F(z.y)
st. Vyf(z,y)+u'Vyg(z,y) =0, (5)
9(z,y) <0, u>0, (9(z,y),u) =0,
G(z,y) <0,
Forp R 2 0 R ) R T KK TR AR, I Hu € RL HFxp 3R I R (KP) I AT AT 35, B
TMPECHI AT AT A& 454, P e A — N8l 2 A AL ) L A EFEAE AT AT AT s
AN EMFCQ, X B M AL MR T 2 @ A VAL SR EMPECH! ] BE AN FR 8. 1E
HERJUHER, AMEEE T2 IR R EMPEC. [13J#2H 1 R — R LA AR AL v &)

(4)
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KHE N 7, FEAMB B IE N A OL T, B T IS e, e e A SR, H
ERBMPECE AL, [14)F & T REMPEC ) @ 11 )7 51 — R 5 v2:, 1% 5 1B e B OE D
T SR — A LA IR R — A = ORI ), IR T E R R S . R TMPECHE i
KA BE I BCH R, 15 S (15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20 F1H: A ) 2% Uk

FH T i) 8 (KP) 2 ELAM 2 o SR A dfE B2 1R K. SCiR[21)F) F Tikhonov-regularized interior-

N

penalty(log-barrier ) B 4
¢(z,y) = — 3 In{—gi(z, )} + 5yl (6)

W R 2 0] R 2D S R B ST B B AR R A, MBS Er > O, 15 3] — AN BT )
HARBREL. OIS R )2 18] R 5 0] /2 l
min f7(z,y) = f(2,y) - Ei; In{—gi(z,y)} +e5llyl1*. (7)
FHSE () 2275 T i) (7 ) ) B AL A .
SR P T 8 (7) T T A4 3 48 1) R 7) R e DR AR, 1 800U R PR v it ] R
(P*) min F(z,y)
st. Gi(z,y) <0, 1=1,2,--- m, (8)
Vyft(z,y) = 0.
XA > 0, B 1 (P°) AT AT 3R R R Fe.

ARSI I SR i — ZR AR ot 0] R (P ) a2k T 45 3] J5E 00 R 0] R AR g AL AR SCUERA T e
AT REME R RSB S AEF. JFHAEW 1 2517 8(KP)#§ £ MPEC-LICQ(MPEC linear inde-
pendence constraint qualification), He784r/INif, 7] @ (Pl ELICQ. ASCE X T — KT
@(BP) 59 € i, #E—20, Witk T A IR K (sequential quadratic programming, SQP )%
FER SR A 0] (P2, NTATAS B B BUZ RURI o] @K . e N\, 0, H— & FIZ R 2 iS50 T, HiE

§21 4 — LETA IR, IFIT I8 7 XOUZ PRI 1) AR St 17 /L (Pe). §33LTH 1 SRBEXUZ LR H2 5t
) R ISQP S, FFUEH] 1SS, §445 Y 113 r) A SER 45 R §5 2 4510,

62 FHAE FIRIRZ HH K] A2 5tk ] R85

AKHT FTHUAS. MEEW D HEe € R%,b € R, Ha"bEREANTH AR, %
E—NREE . R — R™, HIEAWAEMERRAVE(2) € R™" Wxkm = 1, NEH

JEVF(z) € RMERFI R A THEPEA € R ATREIER. |-, |-l |- oo IR
IRIEEL, 1968 M oo- Y04, AR R IR EL [ ]+ = max{-, 0}.
HREAHAAL R -

(P) min f(z)
st gil2) <0, i=1,2,--,p,
h](x) :07 j:p+1a ,q.
Hob AR AR IS, 00 = 1,2, .p), hi(G =p+ 1, ,q) : R — REELATRN.
T () T AT € R™, FII(®) == {i: g:(3) = 0,i = 1,2, , p} RN T IBILLE.
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EX 2.1 (MFCQ) [nl@(P){En 4T Mz bl EMFCQ, WIRAEIE M By € R™MER
Vai(z) v <0, Viel(z),

Vh (7)Tv=O,V]€{p—|—1,,q}
BOL, I ARG R EE(Vh;(3),5 € {p+ 1, , g} JRETET L.
R4 Fritz-John B B AR S5 A, 78 LT N HFIZIRANE, & HMFCQES.

EX 2.2 (NNAMCQ) [[]#(P)7E AT sz b i £ NNAMCQ(no nonzero abnormal mul-
tiplier constraint qualification), W15

0e Y \Vg(z Z AjVhy(z), \i > 0,i € I(z),
i€l(Z) j=p+1
:>)\2207)‘]:077’€I(:E)7‘7:p+17aq

EEAZERLR M EN T, NNAMCQZAMN TMFCQ, [22] C&IUEM TiX— 4. N T AFHUHE
VP ORTTAT 38 A, IAESNNAMCQAIMECQY & B AT 471 58 4.

EX 2.3 (ENNAMCQ) [ (P)7Ezhbif A ENNAMCQ(extended no nonzero abnormal

multiplier constraint quahﬁcatlon) ﬁﬂ%

Z/\Vgl Z A Vh;( N >0i=1,--,p,
Jj=p+1
Z)\’Lgl i Ah](‘i)>0
j=p+1

BWREN =0, 7OXTEEEI’M€{1 ophie{p+1,---,q)

EX 2.4 (EMFCQ) [1#(P)fEz4bi# £EMFCQ(extended Mangasarian-Fromovitz con-
straint qualification), 415~ [HI AN 2544 BT
(i) Vhy(z),j =p+1,--  gREHTRM.
(i) FEAETT IR dffifs
9i(%) +Vgi(z)Td<0,i=1,---,p,
hj(@) + Vhi(@)Td=0, j=p+1,--.q

VER R Y22 8 (P) B A 4T AR, ENNAMCQREMFECQ%> HiE L ANNAMCQAIMFECQ.
N EER Y] T ENNAMCQAMEMFCQ &4 1.

I 2.1 X &
ENNAMCQ < EMFCQ
S L.
1% € FRAE BT SCHR (23] e HE2. 2 UE B, Fr DAIX BLAA 0K 1.
RTINS RS T O0UZ BRI A gt R (P, A T UE BH A (BP) 5 i) &P R R AT SR R R,
S H DL B BRI 5|
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B 2.0 % [ 5E A, S BT (o) R IE — B T, B A 7RI AT U 79 4 &
Use Y (2) 2 R0

®ig 2.2 XHMEEMz € R™, T2 (P, )i & Slater 5545 fF1Ey (x) 615
gZ(Iayo(z)) < O,Z = 1727 T 7l'

MR 5 2.1 5 0
lim sup{ min, [yl1?} < +o0. (9)
TEARFT R BEE K Bv(x) /& LipschitziZ 82 1), H 1R 2 Xk AW A T {8 R 2L I Lipschitzid 42
P, T A2, 12 Clarke[24, Theorem 6.5.2] —MR¢f, 7 [25]H 1 LR 2 6 £ Lipschitzi%
S I A AT S5 1 78 43 2% At LA R Ry A o

R 2.1 W %2.1-2.207. WHH B %o (2) TEZ P LipschitziZ 45

I3 2.1 (i) ([21, Proposition 2]) XAEEFr > OFEE e > 0, WH W8 (7) FIfky (2) 17
e, WA %
£ T : 2
v(z) < f(z,y°(2)) Sv(w)+l€+€2ygg(g)\lyll (10)
BRAT.
(i) ([21, Lemma 2]) @ ¥%2.2/5L, FF B A6 (9)fEz € R AbRAL, MIXHEREMi = 1,2, 1,
A
. —€
0= I @) T 1D
EI 2.2 HE2.1-2.207. SHMER e > 0, WH(25,9°) € FeHg(z%,v°) <0, (z,9) 27
F{ (2, y°) YRR A, WA (2, 9) € F.

W FA(2f,y°) € F5, WAEG(2,y°) < 0. HREZMFFXEE e > 0, g(2¢,9°) < 0.
I, ARYE A G gESEYE, HG(z,9) < 0L Kg(z, ) < 0.
i firR2.1, 8 B v () 2 LipschitziEZE 1], MXHMER K2 € R™ A lim v(z) = v(z). H(9)%1

T—T

r
li = mi 2 =0.
3,2 W

BRI 2y T (7)) B A Bk B0 P2 ™ B0 T 1Y, JF B e R A A, S TR R e > 0,
iV, fr (2%, y) = Oy R g(2f, y°) < O y® € S°(2°). R AR & i A1 (10) iT 45
1@.1) = lm 165, v°) = (@),
My e S(z), #F—=>(z,9) € F.
EX 2.5 [8(KP)TERAT &(Z, 7, u) /i £ MPEC-LICQ(MPEC linear independence con-
straint qualification), ZHAFIEIETMITRTAG i € 19, N9, i € TIRIN i € {1,2,--- | na METH
!

S ONVG(@, )+ Y MNIV(Vy f(@.0) + Y 0V (Vy,0;(Z,9)] + Y M Vgi(@,5) =0,
=1 j=1

i€l P i€l

na

Jj=1
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K19 = {i: Gi(7,9) = 0,5 = 1,2,--- ,m}, I9 :={i : g;(%,5) = 0,4 = 1,2,--- 1}, [":= {i :
wi=0,i=1,2,---1}.

EHE 2.3 Ai2.1-2.2007. X Te > 0, i (z, y) 75 (25, y°) H R A, Horb (a8, y%) 2
o] (P a] 47 mi 9F Hog (29, y°) < 0. WIERXEE Lagrangedfe 1-u, @ (KP)1E(z, ¥, u) € ]-"Kpﬁl‘
i EMPEC-LICQ. U'Jéus}Eéj\/J\E’JBﬂ% A8 (P) 7 (¢, y© ) kil R LICQ.

W KRN (2f, y®) A 1) A (P’E)EI’JTﬁﬁi i

(2%, 9°) + ery® = 0.
2,y +Zgj ) Vo @) ey

551 #2.1, AP AFEu € Rlﬁﬁ:hm Ty = @ = 0, T A e N, OBURIRTS

IV, f(Z,9) + E w;Vy9;(Z,9) = 0. Hg;(z,79) <0, Bhu; =0, Ma = (41,12, ,4) & TE
7] 75 Py Tf:ylﬁ’]Lagrangeﬁ? WA T BE2.2, (7,9) € F, WA (2,7, u) & M8 (KP)FI A 4T 5.
R ARV, R BEAETE TP Fle N\, Off15 1] (P°)7E (2, y° ) e AW ELICQ, BIAFTEA 4
NOMIFeT 65 i € {12, ,mIRIBT" i€ (1,2, mg ME I I 2 PF IR
0=> " B7VGi(a®,57) + V(V, f (%, 4°) T B")

i=1

m l
=Y B7OVGiat,y) + V[V Z

Vygi (@, %) +ery] T A"

i=1 =1 gi(x
- . (12)
e e , € €, ng ’y e\ T pe,h
= B7OVGi(at,y°) + V(Vy fat,y7) T B +Z (o) Ve @ty T
i=1 j=1 7

T gesh A
+Z 9 x57y (Vyg;(2®,57) 5=")] +Z“’ﬂf €nytis
i=1

Hrpgs d =0,i ¢ 159 .= {i : Gi(2°,y°) = 0}, I He,, i € RUFT2RKIRFn, +iNoHR N, H
RICE N AL [

A MRt BRFFA 50, 5 oo 11, WIAIBBLAFAE (0, 6 HE 18 lim (99, 1) =
(B9, 8"). 215 = egmyye Vudi (@, y7) TA", j € (1,2, 1}

%ii{%HpsH = oo, MAFHER € Rlﬁ%g\%% =5 # 0. E(12) P73 R B LA p® || 5 FLEX
WeBRe N\, 0, AT LTS 2

l
> p;jVy;(7.9) = 0.

j=1
M5 ¢ 19, Mg (z,9) < 0, RIFp*HIE AP, = 0. XEMPEC-LICQF J&. Kk|p|HF. 4K
— M, WHMERG € {1,2,--- 1}, ﬁ%&hm 1p5 = - FEAE R (12) (TR I [F) i B R e N, 07531

l
ZﬁGVG 7,9) + V(V, f(Z,9) +Zuj b5 )" 8"+ piVai(z,9) =0,
i=1
EIJ{ﬁG i € {1,2,--- ,m}y;Bhi € {1,2,--- ng},pl,l € {1,2,-- ,I}AA N0, Xt Fi ¢ 19,
EﬂG,(x,y) <0, FFE?E iﬁlG(x,y)E"Ji%éi'ﬁ, XAy NHIe, Gi(a®,y7) < 0, REWA ¢ 199,
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FRAE = 0,0 ¢ I6. Mi ¢ 19, gi(z,5) < 0, WeFp I05E XAp; = 0. #Hi ¢ I, Wa; =
lim ——=— > 0, WM& g(2f,v°) — 0, NI ——==5 — +oo, SLITHHGE|p|| A AV —E

N0 9¢(@%5°) gi(x=,y=)?
AV y9i(2°,y*) 185" — 0, BIV,gi(z,9)Tp" = 0,4 ¢ I*. X 5MPEC-LICQT J&.
L LR, Me U5 /N, 1 (PF)FE (2°, ) Abif R LICQ.
§3 SRR RELI A 5t 7] 2 ) SQP 77 1

ATV T BT I SR A RUE R ] R SQP B, JFUE W] 1z SVE AL RIS AR R 41 AT

EX 3.1 (z,5,u) € R™ x R" x R @(BP) 555 5¢ &, WAy € R™2,n9 €
R!,n% € R™, 7 € RMYELF 44 T
l m l
0= VF(@,9)+ 3 0!Vei(@. ) + X nfVG(#.5) + V[Vyf + 3 uiVye] @.9) 1
0<nf1Gi(z,9) <0,i=1,2,--,m,
l
vV, f(z,9) + ZIUijgj(f,ﬂ) =0,
7=
nf = Oal S {7' : gz(fay) 7& Oaui - 0}7 vygz(jag)T,u’ = Ovl S {7’ : gz("f7g) = Oaui 7& 0}7
nIVygi(Z,9) T >0, Vie {i:gi(z,y) =0,u; =0}

Sy Fa) L (P) & — A B A mA A 55 L R Fng A 45 24 8 JE et 29 AR AL 1) /&, ¢
THSQPSER KM F L(PF), e N, 0, Hipi 2 FELL Ly A A 1% B0 N ) UIE B % S0 2 ) i

(13)

B (g, yr ) 4 HT BIEAR B, Bye 9] 8 (P°) I Lagrange Bi 1 ¢ T (z, y) i Hesse ki B 19 T ALL,
HLB MIE MR, EAERARAT F = Y T 48 F I 7 Td, € R+,
(QP),  min = VF(z,y)'d+ 5d" Byd
st.  Gi(zr,yr) + VGi(zp, ) 'd <0, i=1,2,--,m, (14)
Vnygk(xbyk) + V(megk(xhyk))—rd = Oal = 17 2a RS E
TRBET [ (QP), AL FTAT ). IRy e (QP), MU, W% M KK T A T LS

VF(xk,yx) + Brdi + > MNVGi(wr,ye) + > iV (Vy, f(wh, yr)—
=1 =1
l
30 V.95 (Tk, Yk)

+efryt)y =0, 1
95 (@, Yi) 2 (15)

j=1
0 < N, L(Gi(zr,y) + VGilar, yp) Tdi) <0, i=1,2,--+ ,m,
Vylfgrk (xkvyk) + v(vylfgrk (xkvyk))—rdk =0,i=1,2,-- ,na.
HANy, up AN Lagrangedfe 1.
Le> 0,0 >0, & XL MA KL
oo (z,y) = F(z,y) +0’[ | Vyfi(y) |+ G (@ 9)]+ 1 |- (16)
N T UE BRSSP, 45 BT T AR .
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BE 1 SRAEOUZ A b 17 B I SQP ALk

B

MaAe: S0t (0, )T IHEEL {p,p1, 6,720, 1) HIH AL PV 55 (20, Yo, Ao, o) € R™ x
R™ xR™ x R", e >0, 0_1 > 0, IEMSHrbl R IEEHEB, € R x(mtn2) - A . 0,

U SR R A LR HE I, 2k B R, b2

fif — R T 17 L (QP) , ATRT AR 2 g, LU KA BZ T Lagrangedfe 1 (Aw, k).

21 = max{||Axlloo, lklloc}. WRok—1 > 7+ 8, ML or = op—1. KM, Lop =7+ 24.
BHL Ko {1, p, p°, - - - PIIEBCRAE, 143

k k k
o (T + ardar, yr + andyr) — 05, (Tr, yk) < naD (@5, " (Tk, Yy ); di).- (17)

>

LTpt1 = Tk + akdak, Ykt1 = Yr + Qpdyr.

&

ekl _ P15k> 5 lldellx < ﬁ5k7
¥, ).
B IEEH By, Rk =k + 1, %P1
ks (zeun),

Bi% 3.1 FAEWNIEFEEMMNM, m < M, ExHEE NS d € Rm g
mld|]* < d" Byd < M||d||*.

EHE 3.1 2d, 6 R™ 72— IR T (QP), FIR, W R oS 7E (o, i) AT 7
ﬁdkﬁﬁﬁﬁvariiD( (s i) di ) TR
D(% "(Trs Yr); di) <

— i Bidy, — (0 = [lpklloo) D IV fl (@i yn)| = (0 = [IAklloo) D [Glan, )]
i=1 =1

ME  ARYE Taylor B & BRI 2614 (15), X Fa < 1153
k k
oo @k + adgr, yk + adyr) — 05 " (Tk, Yk)
=F(xp + adyp, Y + adyr) — F(xr, yr)+

o [V, 7 (on + adur, v+ adye) |1 = 1V £2 (o, ) |
+ (G ok + ada, i + adyi)] 11 = G, o) 1]
=aVF(zy,yx)  dp + U[HVyngk (e yr) + aV(Vy fle (e, y)) Tdills — Vo £2 (2r, yp) |1
+ [Gr,yr) + aVG(xn, yx) Tdi] 4 |1 — ||[G(xkayk)]+||1} + o(a)
<aVF(xk,yr)  dy + U[Hvyf,:k (@, yk) — aVy [l (@i, yi) = IV £2 (@, i) 11
+ G @k, k) — aG(@h; yi)]+1l — ||[G(xk,yk)]+||1} +o(a)

=a|VF (2, y0) " die = o(|Vy fo (2, i) 1 + H[G(mk?yk)hlll)} +o(a).
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WIax ERERBla > 0, I HML RN Blo — 0TI IR, 1535
D5 (@esyi)i di) < VF (@) "o = o[V £2 @) o + 1[G, pl + ] (18)
i dj o — ORI 7 ) QP BRI AR, A Al g 7 — IR 5 0 e (QP) , AH L T Lagrange
fer, MR A (15) mI Hn
VF(z,yr) " di = —djl Brdi — N VG (g, y)di — il V(Vy f1e (2, yi) )i 19)
= —d}\ Brdi + G, yr) " M+ (Vo fo (@r, up) T e
lH:EE(lS) (19) A1 15
D(¢% " (Y1) di)

< —dg Brdi + Gz, yk) " Mo+ (Vo fo @i, yi)) " e — o[V £2 (@, yi) 1+ G2k, yi))4-1]1]

m n2
< —d Brd + Y MNGi(xr,yi) | — oD IV, f1 (@n ye) |+

=1 i=1
D Gi@r y)l 4]+ D [l [V, £ (o, )|
=1 =1

n2

< —dy, Brdy, — (0 — || ]| )ZIV Fh@r )| = (0 = [ Melloe) D [Gilmr, yn)]+

=1
ST R (QP) SRR UV B e 7E o, g AL F R, B 3,
Ok—1, B o1 > T+ 6,
TH20, FHop1<T+6
SH, Hohr = max{]| oo | Ak lloo }, FFHS >0,
D(‘Pak (Tr, yr); di) < *d,IBkdk. (20)
RN By R TESE A, 153 dy A (R B, R B 7 .

EH 3.2 ﬁu%(ﬁiixi% UL, JF HAR BRI AT IR UGEAR P BA &0k, P30 (zk, un) ),
(A} {in RA IO MK = {k - IIdk||<n6’“}E*/\%KE% H

lim e*=0, lim d=0.
k—oo,ke K k—oo,ke K

WE B SRIE B AFAE AT {||de || < HefRROL, B K& —ANTERREE.

FIH SAIEE, BRAH N || de|| > co > 0. W EERBE3.1, 254 (17)F1(20), AT ENAFLE—A
R AR (s, ves1) < oo (@) — o BRI, {10 FobE, 4216 R) Rl
BMk > BN, Bop = o; JF HARESIE I N, FELMAER Mk > ki, b = &
Wk = max{ky, ko}, 2k > ki, Hop = 5,68 =&

*E?Esaf,’;“(mkﬂ,ykﬂ) < @ii”(xk,yk) —c,c> 0, ATEIFI 02" (21, ye) 2B T FEH. AR
i 7 50 (xre, yi ) A S, 0T LAAS 2

ZC< Z (05" (xr, yr) — 05" (@hr1, Yr41))
k>k k>k
= 95" () — Jim 93" (wx, yx) < 00,
KT ). K 2 — AR, ZWEERE Mk — oo,k € KEF, %\, 0, d. — 0.

fBi& 3.2 XA KIE, j € {12, 1}, s H A



BB KA IR ALK 7] AL G AR e Jp 1) — R LR T ik 191

MRAE 51321, AT R 3. 202 B B,

EHE 3.3 4313205, BB EEERRUGE AL, 751
{@ryi) by { A s Pt i
A5, Forbpl = V05 (v ye) T gy 7 € 1120 1 WS (ax, yi) ) g AT R AL
7751 (BP) B 35 B2 15

W BREAEE(Z, g) € R™ X R”%‘E?%k limkek(:vk,yk) = (z,9). BRI\, e, D1} A=

A FH, AR, BREAFEN, 1, ) € R™ x R™ x RY#ETS limkE (Mo ot Pi) = (A, i, D),

k—oo

A > 0. FARHER € (1,2, 1}, F Ao } R TR, MIAEEEAS i B € RUR

k
lim —E
,ﬁ;k—m)o ek 9(@kYk)

%1#(15)8’]?@*"ﬁ?7 u/E:TZIS%%TjJ

VF (2, ys) +ZA,NG (Tk, i) +Zﬂk (Vy. f @k, yr)) +Z (xk )
i=1 =1 ’

= U.

k
V(Vyigj (‘rka yk))}

l k

6 o .
B . i(-k i —0.
+ Bydy, + ]E 1 Vygi (e, yr) " Mk)g(gj(xk’ yk))z]vgﬂ (@k, yr) + 21:1 (" rV(y;)) =0

(21)
R B8 B P NG 7 52 T i, DA B B f g B SR T e, A TRAIK C K, i 4%
H(15) 1 4k — oo,k € K, 135

HIEUL T =AM IE.
(1) #g;(z,9) # 0,1, =0, HE XA Hp; = 0.
(2) #g;(Z,5) = 0,a; # 0, MBI 20T,  lim = = oo, MITHHE |ps |14

k—oo ke ik 93 (@eyR))?
FHE, AV g (zr, ) Tk — 0, IV, g;(2,9) T = 0.
(3) #igi(z.9) = 0,u; =0, EE$(Vy9j($k,yk)TMk)W(Vygj(ﬂfmyk)Tuk) > 0,
Vep;(Vyg;(,5) 1) = 0.
gi I(z, g) 2 M8 (BP) 1 55 8 e 5.
NHEPIANE B TSI Ak, g, pr J B T TR0 56, b g P339 i E L.

EIE 3.4 #{R%3.1-3.250L, ﬁﬁﬁ%lfﬁ]‘ﬁb\%ﬁq}&ﬁ%ﬂ:, I H P (k. ye) 1A
o At y) =TI (vk, ye) AR B R A, HAFE) € {1,2,--- Mg (2, y*) = 0, HE
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I
H{VGi(z*,y*),i € I9V(Vy, f(z*,y%)) + 2_:1 V(Vyg;(x*,y)),i = 1,2, ,na; Vgi(z™, y*),
i € 9 REMTCRI, )”[thﬂ{)\k,uk,m}ke

iE HfPAE) € {1,2,-- 1}, fifg,(2*, y*) = ONF, $ETE1F§%23.2ﬂ%Dkllngoek =e =0 W

= {k: ||di| < Ae*PR—ANTLRE, T/ lim dy =0.
k— o0,k R

= (Mg, ik, pi)- P SRV, BIRAFAE TP HIK, C f(ﬁ?%k%lgx?e[( lwi]| = oo. R
1w = (5\, i, p)fE15

¢

o Tuy =070
Hrx > 0.
MEE € {1,2,---,1}, Aa; =  lim S5 (21) B LA [Jwg || 3 H P22 (R B 3 A

k—00,kE Ky gj(xk Uk)

IgEk‘—M)O,k‘EKh ﬁ
l

ZF‘Z[ ZUJ Vy.9i(x ,y*} Z_ (z*,y*) =0.

TS5 AR TIBNE > ook € Ky @50 — 0.0 ¢ 16, WA T) ¢ 19,
Mgy y) # 0, Mili o= 0, Wipy = 0. S8R MRCS), 5 BRTIE. TR
T\, s i } g7 I

(23)

EH 3.5 WIHRMBBES. 18O, R EEITER RKERFBA L1k, I BP0 (zr, yr) VA T
L (%, y* ) Fle* > 0 B2 T I (2, yr) PRI R AL vy € {1,2,--- 1}, gj(a*,y*) # 0, H
i ( VE (2%, y*) b LEMFCQ, W {dy, } A A, pux, pi, } H5A 2.

HE Eh%rrﬂ%ﬂ( E (¥, y* ) A EEMFCQ, MIAELE A &d € Rm T2 {§i45
V(VyfL (@ y") d+ Vy fl(x",y") =0, VG(*,y*) d+ VG(z*,y") <0,
HHV(V, £ (:c ,y*))ﬁmfﬁ% HTvy € {1,2,-- 1}, g5(z*,y*) # 0, 34X 75 KKk,
V(Vy [l (@p, yr) ) BRAT IR, .Jﬂiﬁf%%[(*ﬂrﬂdk —d, k— oo,k e K, ffif5
V(Vyfo (@i, y) i + Vy o (@r, i) = 0.
JH:?I‘XUL?E%XE/J/C € K, VG(fEmyk)TCik + G(xk, yr) < 0. ?f%f?”{dk}kel(ﬁﬁ*, I H.dp 1)
B(QP) IR AT &L BT dy R 1) “ﬁ(QP) s AR, PR
VF(zp,yr) " di + §dk Bypdy, < VF(xp,y,) " di, + %JkBkdk. (24)
WIS LR dp ] (o, i) Y ORI AL, TR0y Y e s B 5.
T%?Tﬂ%lﬂf%f?ﬁ]{/\k,uk}ﬁﬁ ﬁf‘ﬁ LWL = (Akyﬂk)' 1&3&7[’?7#*/[\%$WK2 - K1§

B, dim ] = oo W ED = (A, p)

lim Lk —qp £ 0
podl o Tnl = @70

Hpx >0
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XT%#F(Ql)WiJﬂHHﬂ‘TU~||wk||9fFﬂ/\k € K27 k — oo, 153

0= Zu[ +Z (V.95 (", y7) )}+§:m6*rv(y2‘)

(E* *
99 i=1
l *

W VQJ y) g Gi( (25)

=

J=

—Zﬂz (Vy, [l (z +Z>\VG

Xﬁ%mls)aﬁaﬁﬁn%%ﬁ%w&mk — 00,k € Ky, I HARBd* B {dy } i, FINPR A, A
0 < NL(Gi(z*,y*) + VGi(z*,y*)Td*) <0, i=1,2,--- ,m,

26
V fr(* )+V(V fr(*7y*))—rd*:07i:1727"'7n2 ( )
f%iﬁ(%)ﬁ’]ﬂﬁﬁﬂ%d* *E%E%#(%)Tﬁ
0= ZANGZ a*y) +Zuz (Vy fL (@ ) T
=1 (27)

Z ZIJ’Z (Vy, fo(z™ y")).

BRI Ay i J5 (P ) 26 (2%, )ALI;ﬁEEMFCQ(£1}| TENNAMCQ), 458 54 (25) ok E(27), 72 A4F
J&. TR Py JE T, HHE SCATRL, p 7
M T B AT DL B RS DL

WIS 3.1 ZEIS AN S PEROT, I (h, o) } s 10 F BT 450 I (BP) Y S R .
i 3.2 B EII5M BT, MFFI (o, yi) ) I0FERES SR 10 (BP) IR E A,
§4 HEBIT

AT LR SR A — L X2 BRI o) 8, DA R SR I T AT, SR O 4 RS A B SR
AT B 45 AT EL . BT AUl Se 0 8 7E Matlab2016bHH AT, 1 “Type” 45 H 1 il )
o, IR RFHRIE MINUT 4 Bl FRoR 2 B ARk gL, BELR, T2 HARR B T E LRI R
BAL, I3 508: L, QIR IR, NARRIEL MEE =k, BRE“H 177 AW, WA 2R,
DAk FH 2 A

KT LI, BVET IS EC AN = 0.1, p=0.5,8 = 0.05, 7 = 0.1, 0_; = 1.25, ¥LH
i 52 I IE ML 250 = 1, X F512-4, $16-8, F110-131LE S %p, = 0.1, XHFHI1, 65, FloMk 2
Hp1 = 0.01, F15FH[26] 82 H i 59 # By, 2

R (28)
;H\:EF'Zk = Hkyk + (1 — ak)BkSk, * i
1, st yr > 0.2s] Bysy,
Or = { 0.8skTBksk 9 S;yk <0. QSIIB;QS;C,

ek B sk — 9 yr '

I Hsy = ardy, yp =V J,y)L5k+1(xk+1ayk—i—lmuk-‘rhAk-i-l) = Ve Lleir (ks Yk k41, Aet1)s
L (2, y, p, \) = F(x,y)+ E XiGi(z,y) + Z WiV, f1(z,y). BUESERWR207R. i (zo, yo) &
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No. Type Author

Ex.1 NLNL Zhou and Zemkoho' "
Ex.2 Q.QB Falk and Liu""
Ex.3 QLQB Gilmis and Floudas (291
Ex.4 Q-QL Yezza[go]

Ex.5 QLNL Zhou and Zemkoho! "
Ex.6 QBQL Zhou and Zemkoho'"!
Ex.7 QBNB Zhou and Zemkoho!
Ex.8 LBQB Ye and Zhu'”
Ex.9 QBQQ Friesz et al.”"
Ex.10 QBQB Vicente et al.[sz]
Ex.11 QBQB Vicente et al.*”
Ex.12 NLNL Ye et al.”*
Ex.13 QLQL Aiyoshi and Shimizu®"

IR A OFR TR IR T S8 (o, y ) B BB “ter” R AUAE
I8 “Time” Rt SN l; “Fal’ FoRF (e, ") 0 & 300 R IR BT S0 H 5455

* 2 HUESR
Exam. =z yo &° z* y* Tter Time Fval e*
1 7 4 0.1 5.0000 5.0000 53 1.7837 250.0015 1.0000e-15
2 (1,1) (1,1) 0.1 (0.7500,0.7500) (0.7500,0.7500) 29 0.0391 -2.2500 1.0000e-12
3 1 1 0.1 3.0000 5.0000 24 0.0966  9.0000  1.0000e-12
4 1 2 0.1 3.0000 1.0000 18 0.0386  0.5000  1.0000e-08
5 5 14 0.1 7.2000 12.8000 65 0.5734 2.3040e+-03 1.0000e-15
6 20 10 0.1 93.3333 26.6667 25 0.0372-3.2667e+-03 1.0000e-07
7 1 2 0.1 -0.5671 5.6270e-09 11 0.0303 3.1663e-17 1.0000e-09
8 -0.7 0.6 0.1 -1.0000 -1.0000 46 0.6870 -2.0000 1.0000e-10
9 (0,0.1) (1,1.2) 0.1 (0.5000,0.5000) (0.5000,0.5000) 62 0.0313 -1.0000  1.0000e-13

10 (0.1,0.9) 0.8 0.1(0.8000,0.2000) 1.0000 37 0.0273 3.1250e-12 1.0000e-07
11 (0.5,0.2) 0.1 0.1 (1.0000,0.4000) 0.8000 22 0.0650 3.1489e-16 1.0000e-09
12 0.5 0.2 0.1 1.0000 1.0000 16 0.0365 -1.0000  1.0000e-07
13 1 1 0.1 10.0000 10.0000 50 0.4315 100.0000 1.0000e-11

FE TR P 3X 8 ] 5 22 5 R SR DN SRVE I IR e A2 X B8 ] 1 o, AR SCHI Y 1A R SCHR
M MSE IR, FEEEIEENIHRERES NN HRINMET T I Skt
AR B AL T (%, y*), ChRAE S AR L2 B bR bR B A R TR H b pR B0E 23 il
NF(z*,y )M f(a*,y*). SHERREERN(2,75), E£ZHRNMBLERLEZE H bR EE &R
NF(z,7) I BAESH RN T E AR BUER R NS (T, 7).

ARG 45 R SR NSRS 1 225 45 R FLB LR34, FER3MIZRAH, “Ref.” FIHKIK
FIH T SO S H SR, aR3ATLLE M, 6 T61, 413-13, SR 1K H Al 55 A0 RSOk b 5
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R 3 SRR -5 A 5% SCHR I 225 il B

Algorithm 1 Ref.
Exam. (x*,y) (.9)
Ex.1 (5,5) (5,5)
Ex.2 (0.75,0.75,0.75,0.75) (v3/2,7/3/2,/3/2,v3/2)
Ex.3 (3,5) (3,5)
Ex.4 (3,1) (3,1)
Ex.5 (7.2,12.8) (7.2,12.8)
Ex.6 (93.33,26.67) (93.33,26.67)
Ex.7 (—0.5671,0) (—0.5671,0)
Ex.8 (=1,-1) (=1,-1)
Ex.9 (0.5,0.5,0.5,0.5) (0.5,0.5,0.5,0.5)
Ex.10 (0.8,0.2,1) (0.8,0.2,1)
Ex.11 (1,0.4,0.8) (1,0.4,0.8)
Ex.12 (1,1) (1,1)
Ex.13 (10, 10) (10, 10)

# 4 LRSS TRRA H bR HUE ) E

Algorithm 1 Ref.

No. Fz*,y*) I, y") F(z,y) f(@,9)
Ex.1 250.00 2.46e-18 250 0
Ex.2 -2.25 1.84e-22 -2.20 0
Ex.3 9.00 6.25e-22 9 0
Ex.4 0.50 2.50 0.5 2.5
Ex.5 2.30e+03 2.19e-17 2.30e+03 0
Ex.6 -3.27e+03 -711.11 -3.27e+03 -711.11
Ex.7 3.17e-17 -6.25e-25 0 0
Ex.8 -2.00 -1.00 -2 -1
Ex.9 -1.00 9.28e-18 -1 0
Ex.10 3.13e-12 -0.90 0 -0.9
Ex.11 3.15e-16 -0.32 0 -0.32
Ex.12 -1.00 -1.00 -1 -1
Ex.13 100 4.02e-11 100 0

HEIRRARSE. 0T T2, MRIFIRAR FIE LG B (27, y*) 5 TR 28] R H I 2 2% (2, ) A
— B, LIGE, B2 A N (0.75,0.75,0.75,0.75), B SCHR[28]) 7% A LA AL AR, A I 5%
BRN T m AR, AR AR AT DU HHAR ST S SR AT (0 A /& BEAR T STk [28) B A3 R .

DRI P B0025 1 R ) 7 28] 3K A i) 8 ) e i i Aok e O A, 6 W RV 10 PT AT ).

85 45ip

ASCWEFT T 3N = [0 R o™ [ 7L R 00JZ= Ml T L. ) P 71 o 0 T V= Il R e T 2
AP R, S T TR AR ) A A KT 2 A R AR JER A 1 2 e, AT A5 2 X0UZ R )
FR RS ). $REHE T FRSR AR XUZ DRI AR ot 1) /L ) SQP B, JFIER] T AAR IS l:. #Eie
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A relaxed sequence quadratic programming method for solving
bilevel programming problems
DU Meng-qi*, XU Meng-wei'!, DUAN Qing-song?
(1. College of Science, Hebei University of Technology, Tianjin 300401, China;
2. Intelligent Risk Control Center, BOC Financial Technology Company Limited, Shanghai
200120, China)

Abstract: This article considers a class of bilevel programming problems with a special
structure, where the lower-level problems are convex problems. First, the constraint function
of the lower-level problem is penalized to the objective function by the interior point penalty
method, so that the lower-level problem is approximated as a series of unconstrained optimiza-
tion problems. Then the optimal set of solutions of the unconstrained lower-level problems is
replaced by the KKT condition, and then the bilevel programming problem is approximated
by a series of relaxed single-level problems. This article designs a smooth sequential quadratic
programming algorithm to solve the relaxation problem and show that the iteration sequence
generated by the algorithm converges to the weakly stationary point of the bilevel program-
ming problem when the penalty factor converges to zero. The numerical experiments verify the
feasibility of the algorithm.

Keywords: bilevel program; Tikhonov-regularized interior-penalty; sequential quadratic
programming algorithm
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