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Abstract

This paper is aimed to prove the strong duality theorem for continuous-time linear program-
ming problems in which the coefficients are assumed to be piecewise continuous functions. The
previous paper proved the strong duality theorem for the case of piecewise continuous functions
in which the discontinuities are the left-continuities. In this paper, we propose the completely
different type of discretized primal and dual problems that can be used to prove the strong
duality theorem for the general situation of discontinuities.

Keywords: Continuous-time linear programming problems, Weak duality theorem, Strong
duality theorem, Discretized problems, Perturbed optimization problems

AMS Subject Classification: 90C05; 90C46; 90C90

1 Introduction

In Wu [20, 2], the coefficients appeared in the discretized primal and dual problems are the function
values of the coefficient functions taken at the right-end points of the subdivided intervals. This
simple type of formulation can just be used to prove the strong duality theorem for the case of
piecewise continuous functions in which the discontinuities are the left-continuities. In this paper,
we shall extend to prove the strong duality theorem for the general situation of discontinuities.
We shall propose the completely different type of formulation for the discretized primal and dual
problems. In this paper, the coefficients in the discretized primal and dual problems will consider
the infimum and supremum of the coefficient functions on the subdivided intervals, which is more
complicated than that of considering the function values of the coefficient functions taken at the
right-end points of the subdivided intervals in Wu [20] [21].

The theory of continuous-time linear programming problem has received considerable attention
for a long time. Tyndall [17, 18] treated rigorously a continuous-time linear programming problem
with constant matrices, which had originated from the “bottleneck problem” proposed by Bellman
[4]. Levinson [6] generalized the results of Tyndall by considering time-dependent matrices in which
the functions appearing in the objective and constraints were assumed to be continuous on the time
interval [0, T]. Meidan and Perold [7], Papageorgiou [8] and Schechter [16] have also obtained some
interesting results for the continuous-time linear programming problem. Anderson et al. [T} 2, [3],
Fleischer and Sethuraman [5] and Pullan [9] 10, 11} 12, 13] investigated a subclass of continuous-
time linear programming problems, which is called separated continuous-time linear programming

*e-mail: hcwu@nknucc.nknu.edu.tw


http://arxiv.org/abs/1405.2190v2

problem and can be used to model the job-shop scheduling problems. Weiss [19] proposed a simplex-
like algorithm to solve the separated continuous-time linear programming problem.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, the problem formulation is presented, and the
weak duality theorem is proved. In Section 3, in order to study the strong duality theorem, we
propose a perturbed continuous-time linear programming problem. Many useful results that will
be used to prove the strong duality theorem are derived. In Section 4, discretized problems are
formulated in which the partition of the time interval [0,77] is not taken as equally dividing [0, T7.
We also derive many useful results that will be used to prove the strong duality theorem. In Section
5, the strong duality theorem is proved.

2 Formulation

Let A be a matrix with entries denoted by a;;. We define || A [|=3_, . |ai;|. Let Ly°[0,T] be the
space of all measurable and essentially bounded functions from the compact interval [0,T] into the
p-dimensional Euclidean space R?. If p = 1, Then, we simply write L>°[0,T]. For f € L>°[0,T], we
define
| f llco=-ess sup |f(t)] =inf{k:|f(t)] <k a.e. in [0,T]},
te[0,T

where the Lebesgue measure is considered. Therefore, we have |f(¢)| <|| f |l a.e. in [0,T]. For
f= (f17 e 7fp) S LgO[O,T], we define

[ £ ll5= max || filo -
7 1,"'717
We consider the following assumptions:

e ac L°[0,T] and c € L;°[0,T7;

e B and K are time-dependent p x ¢ matrices defined on [0, 7] and [0,7] x [0, T], respectively,
such that each entry is in the spaces L*>[0,T] and L*°([0,T] x [0,T]), respectively.

The continuous-time linear programming problem is formulated as follows:
T
(CLPY) max / a' (t)z(t)dt
0
t
subject to  B(t)z(t) < c(t) —I—/ K(t,s)z(s)ds for all t € [0,T],
0

z € L,°[0,T] and z(t) > 0 for all ¢ € [0, T].
The dual problem of (CLP*) is defined as follows:

T
(DCLP*) min / c' (t)yw(t)dt
0
subject to B (t)w( / K (s,t)w(s)ds for all t € [0,T],

w € L;°[0,T] and w(t) > 0 for all ¢ € [0, T].

In this paper, we shall consider the following problems:
T
(CLP)  max / a ()z(t)dt
0

subject to  B(t)z(t) < c(t) + /OtK(t, s)z(s)ds a.e. in [0,T],

z € L,°[0,T] and z(t) > 0 a.e. in [0, 7]



and
T
(DCLP) min / c' (t)yw(t)dt
0
T
subject to B (t)w(t) > a(t) —|—/ K (s,t)w(s)ds a.e. in [0, T],
¢
w € L;°[0,7] and w(t) > 0 a.e. in [0, 77,
where the constraints are assumed to be satisfied in the sense of a.e. in [0,T]. The weak duality

theorem can be similarly established although the primal and dual problems (CLP) and (DCLP)
are defined in the sense of a.e. in [0, 7.

Theorem 2.1. (Weak Duality Theorem) If z and w are any arbitrary feasible solutions of the
primal and dual problems (CLP) and (DCLP), respectively, then

T T
/ a' (t)z(t)dt < / c' (t)yw(t)dt.
0 0

Proof. According to the constrains of problems (CLP) and (DCLP), we have

a T P P T
> / % (1) [aju) S ILIOORDY / Ky (s, t>wi<s>ds] dt <0 1)
and
P T q 9t
w; (t) Ci(t) — Bij (t)Zj (t) + Kij (f, S)Zj (S)dS dt 2 0. (2)
By Fubini’s theorem, we also have
T T T ot
/0 /t Ki;(s,t)z;()w;(s)dsdt = /0 /0 K;;(t,8)zi(s)w;(t)dsdt. (3)

Therefore, in the vectorial form, we obtain
Ty T T
0> /0 z' (t) la(t) — B' (t)w(t) —l—/t K (s,t)w(s)ds} dt
T t
—/ w'(t) [c(t) — B(t)z(t) —I—/ K(t,s)z(s)ds] dt (by (@) and @)
0 0
T T t
= /0 z' (t)a(t)dt —I—/O w' () [—B(t)z(t) —I—/O K(t, s)z(s)ds} dt (by @)

0

— /T c' (t)yw(t)dt — /OT w'(t) [—B(t)z(t) + /Ot K(t, s)z(s)ds] dt
_ /0 T (altydt - / " T wtd.

0
This completes the proof. |

In the sequel, we are going to prove the strong duality theorem between (CLP) and (DCLP)
although these problems are considered in the sense of a.e. in [0, T7.



3 Perturbed Formulation

Given any € > 0, we consider the following perturbed problems:
T
(CLP,) max / a' (t)z(t)dt
0

subject to  B(t)z(t) < [c(t) + €] —l—/o K(t,s)z(s)ds a.e. in [0,T],
z € L,;°[0,T] and z(t) > 0 a.e. in [0, 7]

and
T
min ¢ (Hw
(DCLP,) /0 (t)yw(t)dt

T
subject to BT (t)w(t) > [a(t) — €] —|—/ K (s,t)w(s)ds a.e. in [0,T],
w € L;°[0,7] and w(t) > 0 a.e. in [0, 77,

where € is a vector with all entries e. Although the vectors € in problems (CLP.) and (DCLP.) have
the different dimensions, we use the same notation for convenience. If the constraints of (CLP) and
(DCLP,) are assumed to be satisfied for all ¢ € [0, T], then the corresponding problems are denoted
by (CLP;) and (DCLP;).

Since each entry of a, ¢, B and K is measurable and essentially bounded in [0, T'] and [0, T] x [0, T,
respectively, we define

T= max |l aj |loo; that is, |a;(t)| < 7 a.e. in [0,T], 4)

(= X I ¢i lloo; that is, |¢;(¢)] < ¢ a.e. in [0,T7, (5)

n=,_ . max Il Kij ||oo; that is, |Kyi(¢,s)] <n a.e. in [0,T] x [0,T], (6)
P p

V= j:Irll,a-J-)-(,q; | Kij ||loo; that is, ; |K;(t, )| <vae. in[0,T] x [0,T], (7)
a q

¢ = i:rﬁgyp; | Kij ||oo; that is, ; |Kij(t,s)| < ¢ ae. in [0,T] x [0,T). (8)

Let {fx}32, be a sequence of functions in L>°[0,T]. We say that the sequence {fx}72, is uniformly
essentially bounded in [0, 7] if and only if there exists a positive constant C' such that || fi ||cc< C
for each k. If {f;}72, is a sequence of vector-valued functions, Then, we say that the sequence
{f}72, is uniformly essentially bounded if and only if there exists a positive constant C' such that
| fir lloo< C for each i and k, where f;), is the ith entry of f5. For f € L?[0,T], we recall

T 1/2
| £ lla= ( / fQ(t)dt> .

Then, the sequence {f;}7°, of real-valued functions is uniformly bounded in [0, 7] with respect to
| - |2 if and only if there exists a positive constant C such that || fx ||2< C for each k. The concept
of uniform boundedness of the sequence of vector-valued functions {f;}%2; can be similarly defined.
We also see that if the sequence {f}72, is uniformly essentially bounded in [0, 7], then it is also
uniformly bounded in [0, T] with respect to || - ||2.

We denote by Z. and W, the feasible sets of problems (CLP,) and (DCLP,), respectively. We
say that the feasible set Z. of (CLP.) is uniformly essentially bounded if and only if there exists a



positive constant C' such that each feasible solution of (CLP,) is essentially bounded by C. We are
going to provide the sufficient conditions to guarantee that the feasible set Z, of (CLP,) is uniformly
essentially bounded. Gronwall’s lemma was provided by Levinson [6]. We can similarly prove it in
the sense of a.e. in [0, 7.

Lemma 3.1. (Gronwall’s lemma) Suppose that the real-valued function g is integrable in [0,T] and
g(t) >0 a.e. in[0,T] (resp. for allt € [0,T)). If there exist constants 61 > 0 and 02 > 0 such that

g(t) <61+ 05 ./0 g(s)ds a.e. in [0,T] (resp. for all t € [0,T)), (9)

then g(t) < 01 - €% a.e in [0,T) (resp. for all t € [0,T)).

Proof. We are going to prove the case of a.e. on [0,T]. For ¢t € [0,T], we define

60 = [ ls)as.

Then, we see that G is continuous on [0,7] and G'(t) = g(t) a.e. on [0,7] by Royden [15]. From
@), we also have

g(t) < 01+ 0:2G(t) a.e. on [0,T]. (10)
Using ([I0), we also have

d
= (e771G(1)) = —0ae™ "G (1) + ™™g (1)

< —02e7 G (t) + €792 - (B + 62G(t)) = O1e7 " ace. on [0, T).
By taking integration, for ¢t € [0,T], we have

t t
/0 %(67925(;(8)) ds §/0 01e %2 ds. (11)

Since e~%25G(s) is continuous on [0, T], the Lebesgue integral and Riemann integral are identical as
given in ([Il). Therefore, we have

e ®tQ(t) — G(0) < LWL
62 62
for each ¢ € [0,T]. Since G(0) = 0, we have
01, 9,
G(t) < 7 (et —1) (12)

for each ¢ € [0,T]. Using (I0) and (I2)), we obtain

g(t) <014+ 0:G(t) <601+ 05 - Z—l (602t - 1) = 6%t ae. on [0,7).
2

This completes the proof. |

Proposition 3.1. Suppose that there exist real-valued functions A; satisfying 0 < \;(t) <1 a.e. in
[0,T] (resp. for allt € [0,T]) fori=1,---,p and a constant o > 0 satisfying

j:r?)i'g’q {Z Ai(t)Bij (t)} >0 a.e. in [0,T) (resp. for allt €[0,T7)).

i=1



If the problem (CLP.) is feasible, then each feasible solution z') (t) is bounded satisfying

42m] <200 = 2T e (2224

< w - exp (%) a.e. in [0, T] (resp. for all t € [0,T)) (13)

for j=1,---,q, where the constants ¢ and ¢ are given in (&) and (@), respectively. In other words,
the feasible set Z. of (CLP.) is uniformly essentially bounded in [0,T] when € is fized.

Proof. We are going to prove the case of a.e. in [0,T]. Let z(9) be a feasible solution of (CLP,).
According to the constraints, we have

STN TN - Byt) 200

j=14

<3 X)) et +e|+/0 STNi(t) - Kij(t,s) - 249 (s)ds ace. i 0,7,

i=1 j=11i=1

Therefore, we obtain

APSOTEDS

=1 =1 | j=1

P ¢ p | a o
<Z|cl(t)+e|+/0 Z ZKU(t s) } ( )‘ds

i=1 i=1 |j=1

<p-(C+e) +p-¢-/ 1 2 (s) || ds ace. in [0, T].
0
By Gronwall’s Lemma [3.I] we obtain

[ Z(e)(t) < W-exp (p-((f'f> < b (C{;—l—e) - exp (p-ﬁ-T) a.e. in [0, 7.

This completes the proof. |

The following lemmas are very useful.

Lemma 3.2. (Riesz and Sz.-Nagy [14, p.64]) Let {fx}3, be a sequence in L?[0,T]. If the sequence
{fr}22 is uniformly bounded with respect to || - ||2, then there exists a subsequence { fx, }o2, which
weakly converges to some fo € L?]0, T]. In other words, for any g € L?[0,T], we have

im " e gty = / folt)

T—00

Lemma 3.3. (Levinson [6]) If the sequence {fi}72, is uniformly bounded in [0,T] with respect to
Il - ll2 and weakly converges to some fo € L?[0,T], then

fo(t) <limsup fi(t) a.e. in [0,T]
k—o0

and
folt) > likminf fi(t) a.e. in [0,T].
—00



Proposition 3.2. Consider the sequence {ex}7> , with e — 0+ as k — co. Assume that B(t) > 0
a.e. in [0,T]. The following statements hold true.

(i) Suppose that each problem (CLP,,) is feasible, and that z(*) is a feasible solution of problem
(CLP,,) such that the sequence {z(**)}2° | is uniformly essentially bounded. Then, there exists
a subsequence {z(“+)}>2 | which weakly converges to some feasible solution z°) € LZ[0,T] of
(CLPg) = (CLP). Moreover, there exists a feasible solution z of (CLP) such that z(t) > 0 for
all t €[0,T) and 2(t) = 29 (t) a.e. in [0,T].

(ii) Suppose that c(t) > 0 for all t € [0,T], and that K(to,s) > 0 a.e. in [0,T] for each fized
to € [0,T). If the sequence {z(¥)}2° | of feasible solutions of problem (CLP.,) is uniformly
essentially bounded, then there exists a subsequence {z()}2 | which weakly converges to some

feasible solution z(*) € L2[0,T] of (CLP). Moreover, there exists a feasible solution z of (CLP*)
such that z(t) = z(O(t) a.e. in [0,T].
Proof. To prove part (i), since the sequence {z(°*)}2° | is uniformly essentially bounded in [0, 7], it
follows that this sequence is also uniformly bounded in [0, 7] with respect to || - ||2. Let zj(ek) be the
jth entry of z(*). Using Lemma[32] there exists a subsequence of {zj(-ek)}zozl which weakly converges
to some z(o)( t) € L?[0,T]. Therefore, we can construct a vector-valued subsequence {z(¢*+)} | of

{z(¥)}2° | such that {zj(-é’”)}f';l weakly converges to zj(.o) forj=1,---,q. Foreachi=1,---,p, the
constraints say that

4
ZB” (6’“ (t) < ci(t) + er, + Z/ K;;(t,s) - zj(-ékr)(s)ds a.e. in [0, 7. (14)
j=1"0

Using Lemma B3] we also have

lim sup z( k“")(t) > ZJ(»O)(t) > lim inf z§€kT)(t) >0 a.e. in [0, 7. (15)

r—00 T—>00

Since €, — 0 as 7 — oo and B(t) > 0 a.e. in [0, T, from ([I9) and (20), by taking the limit superior
and using the weak convergence, we obtain

B(t)z9 (t) < limsup B(t)z() (¢ / K(t s)ds a.e. in [0, 7). (16)
T—00

This shows that z(?) is a feasible solution of (CLP). Let No; = {t € [0,T] : zJ(-O)(t) < 0} and

No = Uj_, Noj. Let Ny be the subset of [0, 7] such that the inequality (1)) is violated. We define

N = No U Nj. Then from 20) and ZI), we see that the set N has measure zero. Now, we define

z(® i
(t)_{ o N (17)

Then, we see that z(t) > 0 for all t € [0,T] and z(t) = 2(°)(t) a.e. in [0,T]. For t ¢ N, from (21,

we have
B(t)z(t) = B(t)z9 (¢) /Kts O (s)ds = c(t /Kts (18)
This shows that z is a feasible solution of (CLP).

To prove part (ii), under the assumptions of c(t) and K(¢,s), it is obvious that the problem
(CLP,,) is feasible for each e; with the trivial feasible solution z(t) = 0 for all ¢ € [0,T]. We



consider z defined in [@2). For t € N, we have B(t)z(t) = 0. Since z(°)(t) > 0 a.e. in [0,T] and
K(to,s) > 0 a.e. in [0, T] for each fixed to € [0,T], we obtain

B(t)z(t) = 0 < c(t) /Kts O (s)ds = c(t /Kts

By referring to (23)) for t € N, we see that z(t) satisfies all the constraints of primal problem (CLP)
for all ¢t € [0, T]. This completes the proof.  m

Proposition 3.3. Assume that B(t) > 0 a.e. in [0,T]. The following statements hold true.

(i) Suppose that the problem (CLP.) is feasible. For any uniformly essentially bounded sequence
{222 of feasible solutions of (CLP,), there exists a subsequence {z*7)}° | which weakly
com}erges to some feasible solution z(¢) € Lg [0,T] of (CLP.). Moreover, there exists a feasible

solution z'9) of (CLP,) such that z)(t) > 0 for all t € [0,T] and () (t) = 2 (t) a.e. in [0,T).

(i) Suppose that c(t) > 0 for all t € [0,T], and that K(to,s) > 0 a.e. in [0,T] for each fized
to € [0,T]. Given any uniformly essentially bounded sequence {z(k)}io:1 of feasible solutions of
(CLP,), there exists a subsequence {z*7)}22 | which weakly converges to some feasible solution
PAQNS L2[0,T] of (CLP.). Moreover, there exists a feasible solution 79 of (CLPY) such that

72 (t) =2z (t) a.e. in[0,T].

Proof. To prove part (i), since the sequence {z*)}2  is uniformly essentially bounded in [0, 77, we
see that this sequence is also uniformly bounded in [0, 7] with respect to || - ||2. Using Lemma B.2]

there exists a subsequence of {z( )} 22 1 which weakly converges to some z( 9er? [0,T]. Therefore,
we can construct a vector-valued subsequence {z(Fr)}22 | of {z(")}2 | such that {z (e )} °, weakly

converges to zj( ) for j=1,---,q. Foreachi=1,---  p, the feasibility says that

zq: Byj(t) - 2 (1) < eilt) —|—e—|—Z/ Kij(t,s) - 24" (s)ds a.e. in [0,T]. (19)

Using Lemma [3.3] we also have

lim sup zJ(-kT)(t) > zj(.e)( ) > hmlnfz T)( t) >0 a.e. in [0,7]. (20)
r—00 700

Since B(t) > 0 a.e. in [0,7], from (I9) and (20), by taking the limit superior and using the weak
convergence, we obtain

B(t)z'9) (t) < limsup B(t)z*) (t) < c(t) + € + / tK(t, $)z'9 (s)ds a.e. in [0,T). (21)
0

r—00

This shows that z(®) is a feasible solution of (CLP.). Let No; = {t € [0,T] : zj(e)(t) < 0} and
No = Uj—, Noj. Let Ny be the subset of [0, 7] such that the inequality (2I)) is violated. We define
N = Ng U N;. Then from 20) and (2II), we see that the set N has measure zero. Now, we define

(e) i
o0-{§0 4ieY

Then, we see that z(9)(t) > 0 for all ¢ € [0,7] and 2 (t) = z(9(¢) a.e. in [0,T]. For t ¢ N, from
1), we have

B(t)z'9(t) = B(t)2'9(t) < c(t) + € + /t K(t,5)z'9(s)ds = c(t) + € + /t K(t,s)z'9(s)ds. (23)
0 0



This shows that z(¢) is a feasible solution of (CLP,).

To prove part (ii), under the assumptions of c(¢) and K(¢,s), it is obvious that the problem
(CLP,) is feasible with the trivial feasible solution z(t) = 0 for all ¢ € [0,7]. We consider z(¢)
defined in (Z2). For t € N, we have B(t)z(°)(t) = 0. Since z() () > 0 a.e. in [0, 7] and K (tg,s) > 0
a.e. in [0,T] for each fixed ¢ € [0, 7], we obtain

B)z'9(t) =0 < c(t) + e+ /t K(t,s)z'9(s)ds = c(t) + € + /t K(t,5)z'9 (s)ds.
0 0

By referring to ([23)) for ¢t ¢ N, we see that z(°)(t) satisfies all the constraints of primal problem
(CLP,) for all t € [0,T]. This completes the proof. m

Theorem 3.1. Assume that B(t) > 0 a.e. in [0,T]. For any € > 0, the following results hold.

(i) Suppose that the problem (CLP.) is feasible, and that the feasible set Z. of (CLP,) is uniformly
essentially bounded. Then, there exists an optimal solution z9) of (CLP.) such that z(°)(t) > 0
for all t € [0,T).

(i) Suppose that c(t) > 0 for all t € [0,T], K(to,s) > 0 a.e. in [0,T] for each fized to € [0,T],
and that the feasible set Z. of (CLP.) is uniformly essentially bounded. Then, there exists a
common optimal solution 2(¢) of (CLP.) and (CLPY) such that both problems have the same
optimal objective values.

Proof. To prove part (i), we define

T
M = sup/ a' (t)z(t)dt.
z€EZ. JO

Then, there exists a sequence {z(")}2 | in Z, such that

lim ! a' (t)z® (t)dt = M. (24)

k— o0 0

We are going to claim that the supremum M can be attained by some feasible solution of (CLP.).
Since the sequence {z(®)}£° | is uniformly essentially bounded in [0,7] by the assumption on the
feasible set Z,, using part (i) of Proposition B3] there exists a subsequence {z*7)}22 | which weakly
converges to some feasible solution z(9) € Lg [0,7] of (CLP.), and there exists another feasible
solution z(®) of (CLP,) such that z(¢)(t) > 0 for all t € [0, 7] and z(9) (t) = z(9(¢) a.e. in [0,T]. From
@4)), we obtain

/ " AT (02 (1)t = / " T (02 (1)t = ij / ! 2 (t)ay (1)dt

q T T
= lim Y / A (Waj(t)dt = lim [ aT (62 (t)dt = M.
j=170

T‘)OO‘ T—>00 0

This shows that z(¢) is an optimal solution of (CLP,).

To prove part (ii), since c(t) > 0 for all ¢t € [0,T] and K (to,s) > 0 a.e. in [0,T] for each fixed
to € [0,T], part (ii) of Proposition B3] says that we can take z(¢) as a feasible solution of (CLP?).
Since the feasible set of (CLP) is contained in the feasible set of (CLP,), it follows that z(¢) is an
optimal solution of problem (CLP}). This completes the proof. |



Suppose that there exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that > ©_, B;;(t) > o a.e. in [0,7] for each
j=1,---,q. We define a real-valued function

T — €

pe(t) = - exp [@] for t € [0, T (25)

and define p_(t) as an p-dimensional vector-valued function with all entries p.(t). In the sequel, we
are going to study the existence of optimal solutions of (DCLP.). We first present the feasibility of
dual problem.

Proposition 3.4. The following statements hold true.

(i) Suppose that there exists a constant o > 0 such that Y.%_, B;j(t) > o a.e. in [0,T) for each
j=1,---,q. Then, the problem (DCLP.) is feasible with the feasible solution p,.

(ii) Suppose that there exists a constant o > 0 such that Y., B;;(t) > o for all t € [0,T] and
for each j =1,--- ,q, and that the function Y " | K;; is bounded by v and the function a; is
bounded by T for each j = 1,---,q. Then, the problem (DCLPY) is feasible with the feasible
solution p,.

Proof. To prove part (i), from (28], we see that
T
op(t)y=T—€+v- / pe(s)ds for ¢t € [0,T. (26)
t

For each j =1,--- ,q, using (26), we have

P

p T
> Bij(t)pe(t) = ope(t) > a;(t) — e+ Z /t Kij(s,t)pe(s)ds a.e. in [0,T]. (27)

=1

This shows that p, is a feasible solution of (DCLP,). To prove part (ii), by applying the assumptions
to (21), we obtain

p

P T
Z Bij(t)pe(t) > ope(t) > a;(t) — e+ Z/ K;;(s,t)pe(s)ds for all t € [0,T). (28)
i=1 i=171

This completes the proof. |

Lemma 3.4. Let w'©) be a feasible solution of problem (DCLP.). Then, the following statements
hold true.

(i) There exists a feasible solution W'© of (DCLP,) such that w()(t) = w((t) a.e. in [0,T)
and W (t) > 0 for all t € [0,T). If we further assumed that there is a vector-valued function
v((t) > 0 for all t € [0,T] such that w9 (t) < v (t) a.e. in [0,T], then 0 < w9 (t) < v()(t)
for allt €10,T].

(ii) Suppose that there exists a constant o > 0 such that >_%_| B;;(t) > o for all t € [0,T] and
for each j =1,--- ,q, and that the function Y %_| K;;j is bounded by v and the function a; is
bounded by T for each j =1,--- ,q. If w9 (t) < p_(t) a.e. in [0,T], then there exists a feasible
solution w'©) of (DCLPY) such that 0 < W' (t) < p(t) for allt € [0,T] and W' (t) = w9 (1)
a.e. in [0,T].

Proof. To prove part (i), we begin by observing that w(¢)(t) > 0 a.e in [0, 7] and

BT(t)wO(t) > a(t) — e+ /T KT (s,t)w9(s)ds a.e. in [0,T]. (29)

10



Let No; ={t €[0,T]: wgé) (t) < 0} and No = (JY_, No;. Let Ny be the subset of [0,T] on which the
inequality (29) is violated, and let N = Ny U N;. Then, we see that the set N has measure zero.
Now, we define

(€) i
(W (t) iftgN
W (ﬂ_{o iftenN.

Then, we see that w()(t) > 0 for all t € [0,T] and w()(t) = w(9)(¢) a.e. in [0,T]. For t ¢ N, from
29), we have

BTt)w©(t) = BT (t)w'9 (¢)
T T
>a(t)—e+ / KT (s,t)w'®(s)ds = a(t) — e + / KT (s,t)w(® (s)ds. (30)

This shows that w() is a feasible solution of the dual problem (DCLP,).
Now, we assume that w()(t) < v(€)(¢) a.e. in [0,T]. Let Ny and N; be the subsets of [0, 7]

defined above, No; = {t € [0,7] : w{”(t) > v\9(t)}, Ny = J'_, Nai, and N = Ny U Ny U Ny. Then,
the set N has measure zero. Now, we define

o [ W) iftg N
W()(t)_{ V() ifteN. (31)

Then, we see that 0 < w((t) < v(t) for all t € [0,T] and W9 (t) = w9 (t) a.e. in [0,T]. For
t ¢ N, we have t ¢ N. Using @B0), it follows that w(¢) is a feasible solution of the dual problem

(DCLP,).
To prove part (ii), from (28]), we can also obtain the following inequality

BT (t)p (t) > a(t) — e + /T K (s,t)p.(s)ds for all t € [0,T]. (32)

We take w(®)(t) as defined in (B1]) by substituting v(© for p_. Then, we see that 0 < w()(t) < p_(t)
for all t € [0,T]. For t € N, using (32)), we obtain

BT(t)w') (1) = BT (t)p, (1) > a(t) —e+/ KT (s,t)p, (s)ds
—e+/ KT (s,t)%(s)ds.

For t & N, the argument of part (i) is still valid. This shows that w(¢) satisfies the constraints of
(DCLP,) for all t € [0,T7], and the proof is complete. M

Lemma 3.5. K(t,s) > 0 a.e. on [0,T] x [0,T] if and only if the subset
Nk ={to €[0,T]: K(s,to) 2 0 a.e. on [0,T]}
has measure zero; that is, for each fized to € [0,T]\ Ni, K(s,to) > 0 a.e. on [0,T].

Proof. Suppose that K(¢,s) > 0 a.e. on [0,T] x [0,T]. We are going to prove it by contradiction.
Assume that u(Ng) # 0. For each fixed ty € N, the following set

{S € [OvT] : K(SatO) > O}
has measure zero, which also says that the following set

M, ={s€[0,T]: K(s,to) Z2 0}

11



is not measure zero. Let

U M.

to€ENK

Then, we have p(M) # 0. For each (t,s) € M x Nk, we see that K(t,s) 2 0. Since (u x p)(M x
Ng) = p(M) - 1(Ng) # 0, this contradicts K (¢,s) > 0 a.e. on [0,T] x [0,T].
For the converse, let

N ={(s,1) € [0, T] x [0,T]: K(s,t) Z 0} .

Assume that (p x p)(N) > 0. We are going to lead to a contradiction. It is well-know that the
Lebesgue measure (u x p)(N) is equal to the inner measure given by

0<(uxp)N)= sup Zm Rk),
(Uk Rk)CN k

where the union is a countable union, each Ry, is a rectangle of [0, 7] x [0, T] and m(Ry) is the area
of the rectangle Ry. Of course, we have m(Ry) = (u X 1)(R). In this case, there exists a rectangle

Ri, € N such that 0 < m(Ry,) < (1 x p)(N). Suppose that Ry, = R(l) X R,(f), where R(l) nd
R,(c ) are intervals in [0, T] such that u(R 1)) # 0 and u( ) # 0. Since u(Ng) =0 and p(R 2)) #0,
there exists ¢ € R,(CO) and t§ ¢ N such that R,(CO X {to} C N. This shows that K(s,t5) # 0 for
(s,t5) € R,(Ct) x {t$}, which contradicts K(s,¢§) > 0 a.e. on [0,T], since t§ ¢ Nk and u(R,(Ci)) # 0.

This completes the proof. |

Lemma 3.6. Suppose that the following conditions are satisfied:
e K(s,t) >0 a.e. in[0,T]x[0,T];
e > P Bii(t)>0 ae. in[0,T)] for each j =1,---,q;

e there exists a constant o > 0 such that, for each i =1,--- ,p and j =1,--- ,q, the following
statement holds true a.e. in [0,T):

Bij (t) 75 0 implies Bij (t) > 0. (33)

Consider the vector-valued function p, defined in (I?E]) and let w'®) be a feasible solution of problem
(DCLP,). Then, there exist a feasible solution W'© of (DCLP,) such that

w(t) > 0 ae. in[0,T] (34)

and
w(t) < wl(t) and WO(t) < p(t) for all t € [0, T). (35)
Moreover, if w(©) is an optimal solution of (DCLP,), then W'¢) is also an optimal solution of

(DCLP,).

Proof. Under the assumption of B(t), it is easy to see that B(t) > 0 a.e. in [0,T] and > 7_, B;;(t) >
o a.e. in [0,T] for each j = 1,---,q. Therefore, the dual problem (DCLP,) is feasible by Propo-
sition B4l Since w(©) is a feasible solution of dual problem (DCLP.), for each j = 1,--- ,q, we
have

E:Bﬁumﬁkwzaﬂw—e+§:ATKﬁ@¢m$Rg@ae¢nmjm (36)

Now, for ¢ € [0, T], we define



It is obvious that (34]) and (B3] are satisfied. On the other hand, from (B8] we also obtain
T
S By (el (1) > ast) — e+ Y / Koy, ) (s)ds ae. in [0,T). (37)
i i 7t

LetNh_{te [0,7]: @9(t) < 0} and Ny = J'_, Nu;. Let Nag; = {t € [0,T] : Byj(t) < 0} and
= Ui—1 Uj=; Naij. Let N3 be the subset of [0, T] on which the statement (B3) is v1olated Let

N = N; UN, UN3 U Ng,

where Nk is defined in Lemma Then N has measure zero. Let Ny and Nj be the subsets of
[0,T] on which the inequalities (27)) and ([B7) are violated, respectively. We take

NZNQUNlUN.

Then, the set N has measure zero. For any fixed ¢ € [0,T]\ N, we define the index sets I< = {i :
w(t) < pe()} and I = {i : w!?(t) > pe(t)}, and consider

ZBU «© Z BZJ A(E) + Z BZJ A(E)

lEIS i€l
Then, we have the following three cases.

e Suppose that I = () (i.e., the second sum is zero). Then, we see that wgé) (t) = @56) (t) for all
i. Therefore, from (37) we have

T
Z Byt (t) =Y By (t)w (t) > a;(t) —e+ Y / Kij(s, 1)@\ (s)ds.
i i Jt
e Suppose that Is # () and B;;(t) = 0 for all ¢ € I... Then, by 1), we also have
T
Z Bi;(t) A(E) Z Bi;(t) (e) ) >aj(t) —e+ Z/ K (s, t)@gé)(s)ds.
—Ji

e Suppose that I.. # (), and that there exists iy € Is with B, ;(t) # 0, i.e., B;,;(t) > o by the
€)

assumption on B(t) (since t ¢ N3). Since t ¢ Ny and t & No, it follows that E (t) > 0 and
B;;i(t)>0fori=1,--- ,pand j=1,---,q. Therefore, we have

ZBW © Z Bi;(t) © Z Bij(t)pe(t) = Biyj(t)pe(t) = ope(t). (38)

i€ls i€ls

Since the fixed t & N, it follows that K;;(s,t) > 0 a.e. in [0,7] by Lemma B3 Since t & Ny,
using (217) and (B8]), we obtain

T
S B8 () 2 a,(0) ~ e+ 3 [ Kils.0ps)ds
2 2 .
> a;(t) —e+ Y / Kij(s, )@\ (s)ds.
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Therefore, we conclude that
T
ST BB () > a;(t) — e+ > / Kij(s, )@\ (s)ds a.e in [0,T].
i i Ut

This shows that W(€) is a feasible solution of (DCLP,). Suppose that w(¢) is an optimal solution of
(DCLP,). Since (DCLP.) is a minimization problem and w(©) () < w()(¢) for all ¢ € [0, T], we have

/ ' (<) T @Ot < / ! (<) T WO < / ! () " SOWa,
0 0 0

which says that w(¢) is an optimal solution of (DCLP,). This completes the proof. |

Remark 3.1. We see that if the assumption regarding the time-dependent matrix B(t) in Lemma[3.0]
is satisfied, then Y7 | B;;(t) > o a.e. in [0,7] for each j = 1,--- , ¢, which says that the assumption
of Proposition Bl regarding the time-dependent matrix B(t) is also satisfied by taking \;(t) =1 for
alli=1,--- ,pand t € [0,T]. In other words, the conclusions of Proposition 3] are available when
the assumption in Lemma is satisfied.

Proposition 3.5. Suppose that the following conditions are satisfied:
o K(s,t) >0 a.e. in [0,T] x [0,T];
e >P | Bij(t) >0 ae in[0,T] for each j =1, ,q;

e there exists a constant o > 0 such that, for each i =1,--- ;p and j = 1,--- ,q, the following
statement holds true a.e. in [0,T]:

Bij(t) # 0 implies B;;(t) > o.

Consider the sequence {ex}3°, with e, — 0+ as k — co. For each €, let wie) pe g feasible solution
of problem (DCLP,, ). Then, for each e, there exists a feasible solution W'*¥) of problem (DCLP.,)
such that the following properties hold true.

(i) The sequence {W(%)}22 | is uniformly bounded.
(i) wles)(t) < wlr)(t) for all t € [0,T) and, for eachi=1,--- ,p,
@56’“)(1%) >0 a.e. in [0,T]

and

- (T —t
@ (1) < T= %% exp {M} <
g g

SHE

- exp <£> for allt € 0,T].
o

(iii) There exists a subsequence {W )} | which weakly converges to some feasible solution w(®) €

L2[0,T] of problem (DCLPy) = (DCLP). Moreover, there is also another feasible solution w
of problem (DCLP) such that w(t) = w((t) a.e. in [0,T] and, for eachi=1,---,p,

- exp {7”'(T_t>} <

g

0 < wi(t) <

- exp (”;'T) for all t € [0,T). (39)

Qi
S

We further assume that the conditions regarding the time-dependent matriz B(t) are satisfied
for allt € [0,T), and that the function Y %_, K;; is bounded by v and the function a; is bounded
by T for each j=1,---,q. Then W(t) can be taken as a feasible solution of (DCLP™).

14



Proof. By Lemmal[3.6] there exists a sequence {W()}2°  of feasible solutions of problems (DCLP,, )
such that w(es) (t) < wl)(t) for all t € [0,T] and, for each i = 1,--- ,p,

@ (1) > 0 ae. in [0,T] (40)
and T T
— . —t .
@Z(Ek)(t) < pe, (t) = T % - exp {M} <Z - exp <V—> for all t € [0, T, (41)
g g g g

which says that the sequence {W(*)}2° is uniformly bounded in [0,7]. This proves parts (i) and
(ii). Now, using Lemma[3:2] there exists a subsequence {W(r)}22 | which weakly converges to some
w(® € L2[0,T]. Using Lemma B3, we have

0 < liminf W) (¢) < w(® () < limsup W) (¢) a.e. in [0,T]. (42)

T—00 r—00

Since {w(es)}22 | are feasible solutions of problems (DCLP,, ), we have

BT (0wl (t) > a(t) — e, + /T KT (s,t)w ) (s)ds a.e. in [0, T]. (43)

By taking the limit inferior and using the weak convergence from [@3)), since B(t) > 0 a.e. in [0, T,
using ([@2), we obtain

T
BT (t)w @ (t) > liminf BT (t)w( ) () > a(t) —|—/ KT (s,t)yw (s)ds a.e. in [0,T].
t

T—00

This shows that w(®) is a feasible solution of problem (DCLP). Using ([@2) and (&I), we have

(T -1
0< wfo)(t) <z - exp [M] = po(t) a.e. in [0,T] for each i =1,--- | p.
o o
Using part (i) of Lemma B4l by taking e = 0 with @; = uigo) and
), _ T V- (T - t)
()= — - —| = t
v ()=~ exp{ - po(t),

we obtain the desired result.

Finally, we further assume that the conditions regarding the time-dependent matrix B(t) are
satisfied for all ¢ € [0,T], and that the function Y ?_, K;; is bounded by v and the function a; is
bounded by 7 for each j = 1,---,¢q. Then, the desired result follows from part (ii) of Lemma [3.4] by
taking e = 0. This completes the proof. |

Theorem 3.2. Suppose that the following conditions are satisfied:
e K(s,t) >0 ae. in[0,T]x [0,T];
e > P Bii(t)>0 ae. in[0,T)] for each j =1,---,q;

e there exists a constant o > 0 such that, for each i =1,--- ,p and j =1,--- ,q, the following
statement holds true a.e. in [0,T]:

B;;(t) # 0 implies B;;(t) > o.

Then, the following results hold.

15



(i) The problem (DCLP,) has an optimal solution W'©) such that, for eachi=1,--- ,p,

u-(T—t)]S

0< (t) < - exp <¥) for all t € [0,T7. (44)

'3 =

Qs
SR

-exp[
o

(ii) We further assume that the conditions regarding the time-dependent matriz B(t) are satisfied
for allt € [0,T), and that the function Y ", K;; is bounded by v and the function a; is bounded
by T for each j = 1,--- ,q. Then, there exists a common optimal solution w'®) of problems
(DCLP,) and (DCLPY) such that the inequalities (4] are satisfied and both problems have the
same optimal objective values.

Proof. To prove part (i), using Proposition B4 we see that problem (DCLP.) is feasible, i.e., the
feasible set W, of problem (DCLP.) is nonempty. Therefore, if we define

T
M= inf ¢ (H)yw' (t)dt.
w©ew. Jo
Then, there exists a sequence {w(*)}2°  in W, such that

lim ! ¢ (w® (t)dt = M. (45)

k—o0 Jq

By Lemma [3:0, there exists a sequence {w(®)}2° | of feasible solutions of problems (DCLP.) such
that W) (t) < w*)(¢) for all ¢ € [0, 7] and, for each i =1,--- ,p,
@ (¢) > 0 a.e. in [0, 7] (46)

2

and

P () < pe(t) = 2= - exp {@} <7 . exp <£> for all ¢ € [0, 7], (47)
g g g

SHE

which says that the sequence {VAV(’“)}E":1 is uniformly bounded in [0, T']. Now, using Lemma[3.2] there
exists a subsequence {W(*r)}° | which weakly converges to some w(¢) € L2]0,T]. Using Lemma 3.3

we have
0 < liminf w*) () < w9 (t) < limsup w*)(¢) a.e. in [0, 7). (48)

r—+00 r—00

Since {w(Fr)}22 | are feasible solutions of problems (DCLP,), we have
T
BT (t)yw)(t) > a(t) — € —|—/ KT (s,t)yw*)(s)ds a.e. in [0, 7). (49)
t

By taking the limit inferior and using the weak convergence from ([{@9)), since B(t) > 0 a.e. in [0, T,
using (@), we obtain

T
BT (t)w©(¢) > liminf BT (t)yw*)(t) > a(t) — € +/ KT (s,t)w(®(s)ds a.e. in [0,T].
t

T—00

This shows that w(€) is a feasible solution of problem (DCLP.). Using @S] and (@1), we have

v- (T —1t)

0< wgﬁ)(t) < T - exp |: :| a.e. in [O,T] foreachi=1,---,p.
g

Using part (i) of Lemma B.4] by taking

0{(t) = T exp [
o

y-(T—t)],

g
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we obtain w()(t) = w(9(t) a.e. in [0,T] for some feasible solution W(©) of problem (DCLP,)
satisfying (@4]). Therefore, using the weak convergence, we have

T T T
/ ¢ ()W (t)dt = / ¢ wOWdt = lim [ <" (@)wh)(t)dt
0 0 r—>00 0
T
< lim ¢ (t)ywk) (t)dt = M.
T—>00 0

Since {w(*r)}22 | are feasible solutions of the minimization problem (DCLP.), we have
T T T
/ ¢ ()W (t)dt = / ¢ WO )dt = lim [ <" @)W ()dt > M.

0 0 r—00 0

This shows that w() is an optimal solution of problem (DCLP,) such that the inequalities (@) are
satisfied.

To prove part (ii), under the further assumptions, using part (ii) of Lemma B4l we can see
that w(¢) is also a feasible solution of (DCLP?). Since the feasible set of (DCLP}) is contained in
the feasible set of (DCLP,), we conclude that w(¢) is also an optimal solution of (DCLP?). This
completes the proof. |

4 Discretized Problems

Now, we are going to consider the discretized versions of problems (CLP) and (DCLP). Let us
consider the Lebesgue measure p on [0, T']. Then, we have p([0,7]) = T. According to the constraints
of problems (CLP) and (DCLP), we see that there is a subset T of [0, T'] such that all the constraints
of (CLP) and (DCLP) are satisfied for all ¢ € 7 and u(7) =T. Let

P:{O:t07tlut27"' 7tN:T}

be a partition of [0, T] such that ¢, € T for all w = 1,--- , N — 1. In this case, all the constraints of
(CLP) and (DCLP) are satisfied for all t € P.

Remark 4.1. Suppose that some conditions are satisfied a.e. in [0,7]. We can also construct
a subset T of [0,7] such that ;(7) = T and define a new partition P of [0, 7] such that these
conditions are satisfied for all t € P. For example, some of these conditions are listed below:

e the essential boundedness shown in @)-(8);
e c(t) >0 a.ein [0,T];
e K(t,s)>0a.e. on[0,T] x [0,T7;

e there exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that, for each¢=1,--- ;pand j =1,--- ,q, the following
statement holds true a.e. in [0, 7T

Bij (f) 75 0 implies Bij (f) > g;

e there exist real-valued functions \; satisfying 0 < X\;(¢t) <1 a.e. in [0,T] for i = 1,--- ,p and
a constant ¢ > 0 satisfying

p
j:rllt{%p)q {; Ai(t)Bi; (t)} > o a.e. in [0,7T).
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Recall that f is piecewise continuous on [0,7] means that f is continuous on [0, T] except for a
finite subset of [0, T]. Let H be a real-valued function define on [0, T] x [0, T]. We consider the piece-
wise continuity for H in the following sense: there is a partition Py = {0 = to,t1,t2, - ,tpr =T}
on [0, 7] such that the following conditions are satisfied:

e H(s,t) is continuous on the open rectangles (ty—1,¢y) X (ty—1,t,) foru=1,--- ;M and v =
1 M,

sttt ;

e for any fixed s ¢ Py, the single-variable function H(s,-) is continuous on the open intervals
(ty_1,ty) for v =1,--- M;

e for any fixed ¢t € Py, the single-variable function H(-,t) is continuous on the open intervals
(ty—1,ty) foru=1,--- M.

In order to prove the strong duality theorem, we assume further that each entry of a, ¢, B and
K is piecewise continuous on [0,T] and [0,T] x [0, T, respectively; that is, a;, ¢;, B;; and K;; are
piecewise continuous on [0, 7] and [0,T] x [0, T], respectively, for each i =1,--- ,pand j =1,--- ,gq.

Under the above assumptions, we can take the partition /P such that all the discontinuities of a;,
¢i, Bij and K;; are contained in P. In this case, each a;, ¢;, B;; and K;; is continuous on the open
subintervals (t,—1,t,) and open rectangles (t,—1,t,) X (ty—1,t,) foru=1,---  Nandv=1,--- | N,
respectively.

Given a partition P = {tg,t1,- -+ ,tn} of [0,T], let

= ty — tu— tisfyi li =0.
1P ll= max (tu—tu-1) satisfying lim |7 ||
According to the above construction, we assume that the partition P satisfies the following condi-
tions.

e The value || P || can be sufficiently small such that there is a fixed constant £ > 1 satisfying

| P |I< &T/N. (50)

All the constraints of (CLP) and (DCLP) are satisfied for all ¢ € P.

All the assumptions regarding the functions a;, ¢;, B;; and K;; are satisfied for all ¢ € P.

All the discontinuities of a;, ¢;, B;; and K;; are contained in P.
e Remark [ T]is taken into account.

Given a partition P satisfying the above assumptions, since each entry of a and c is piecewise
continuous on [0,7], i.e., each entry of a and ¢ is continuous on each open interval (t,_1,t,) for
u=1,---,N, we define

™ = inf a;(t) > —oo and cgu) = inf ¢(t) > —o0. (51)
J t€(tu—1,tw) tE(tu—1,tw)
Then, by Remark [4.1] we see that
T > ag-u) and ¢ > cl(-u). (52)
() (u)

Now, we define the vectors a(® and ¢(*) that are consisting of a;’ and ¢; " for j =1,---,q and

i=1,---,p, respectively.
Since each entry of the time-dependent matrices B and K is piecewise continuous on [0, 7] and
[0,T] x [0, T], respectively, for u=1,---, N, we define

(u) (u,v)
B,;’ = sup B(t) <+4ooand K;;”’ = inf
T te(tuiita) i® J (t,8)€(tu—1,tu) X (ty—1,tv)

Kij(t,S) > —00. (53)
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Then, by (@), (@) and Remark [£1] we see that
P
Kl-(;’”) <n and ZK&“”) <v (54)
i=1

We also define the matrices B and K (%) that are consisting of Bi(;) and Ki(;’v) forj=1,---,q
and ¢ =1,---,p, respectively.

Let z(*) and w(*) be the g-dimensional and p-dimensional vectors, respectively. We consider the
following finite-dimensional linear programming problems:

(ty — tu_1) (a(u))Tz(u)

WE

(LPW) max

u=1
subject to BWz( < M)
u—1
Bz < ) 4 Z (ty —ty_1) K@V2™ foru=2,--- \N  (55)
v=1

z™ >0 foru=1,---,N.

and
N
(OLPCYM)  min ) () Tw™

u))TVAV(u) > (ty —tu_1) a(w
N
+ (ty — ty—1) Z (K@ NTH® foru=1,--- ,N -1
v=u+1
(B(N))TVAV(N) > (ty — thl)a(N)
w®W >0foru=1,---,N.

subject to (B

Based on the following matrices

BW 0 0 0 0 zV

—(t1 — to)K(z’l) B®@ 0 0 7(2)

Az = | —(t1—t)K®Y  —(ty —t))KG?  BO) 0 0 A
—(t1 —to) KNV —(ty —t)) KNP o —(ty —tn_) KNND B 7z

and

B —(t1 — to)K(z’l) —(t1 — to)K(g’l) ... —(t1 — to)K(N’l) w®

0 B® 7(152 — tl)K(B’z) s *(tz — tl)K(N’z) w®

R 0 0 B® e —(tz — tz)K(N’S) w®

AT - : : . ’

0 0 0 f(thtN,l)K(N'Nfl) wN-1)

0 0 0 BW) W™

we see that (LP(N )) and (DLP(*N )) are finite-dimensional primal and dual pair of linear programming

problems. Now, let
Wl <¥) o)
tu —ty—1
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Then, by dividing t,, — t,—1 on both sides of the constraints of dual problem (DLP(*N)), we obtain
the following equivalent problem

N
(DLPM) min E:@u—tw4)®“UTwm)
1
subject to  (B™)Tw(® > a®)
+ Z (ty — ty—1) (K(v,u))TW(v) foru=1,---,N—1 (56)

(B(N))TW(N) >a®)
w® >0foru=1,---,N.
In the sequel, we shall use this equivalent dual problem (DLP(N )).

Proposition 4.1. Suppose that each entry of a, ¢, B and K is piecewise continuous on [0,T] and
[0,T] x [0,T], respectively. The following statements hold true.

(i) If c(t) > 0 a.e. in [0,T], then the primal problem (LP™)) is feasible.

ii) Suppose that S°F_ Bii(t) > 0 a.e. in [0,T] for each j = 1,--- and that there exists a
pp =1 J ’ J ’ y 4,
constant o > 0 such that, for eachi=1,--- p and j=1,--- q, the following statement holds
true a.e. in [0,T]:

Bij (t) 75 0 implies Bij (t) > 0. (57)
Given a partition P = {to,t1,-- ,tn} of [0,T], let
muzz-(l—i—HPH-Z) foru=1,--- N. (58)
o o
We define the vector w™) with all entries w, for u=1,---,N. Then, (W(l), e ,W(N)) 1S a

feasible solution of problem (DLPW)): that is, the dual problem (DLP™)) is feasible. In other
words, the strong duality theorem holds true between problems (LP(N)) and (DLP(N)).

Proof. To prove part (i), since each entry of ¢ is piecewise continuous on [0, T, according to
the construction of partition P, each entry cZ is continuous on the open subinterval (t,_1,t,) for
u=1,---,N. Since ¢;(t) > 0 a.e. on (ty_1,ty), it follows that ¢;(¢) > 0 for all ¢ € (ty—1,ty) by
the continuity. From (GII), we see that c® >0 forall u=1,---,N. It is obvious that the primal
problem (LP(N)) is feasible with the trivial feasible solution z() = 0 for u =1,--- , N.
To prove part (ii), for each j = 1,-- - , ¢, since the measure of open interval (¢,_1,¢,) is not zero,
using the assumption for B and referring to (B3)), there exists t* € (t,—1,1,) such that 0 < B;;(t*) <
ZJ) for each i =1,--- ,p, >0 | B;;(t*) > 0 and the statement (57) is satisfied at ¢*. Therefore,
there exists i; € {1, 2,- -,n} such that B;,;(t*) > 0, which implies

B > By (t) > 0> 0.

SinceBi(;-L)ZOandwg“):muzOforizl,-u,pandu:1,~-~,N,wehave

NE

N—u N—u
B .0 > BW . ™ = g™ I (14 P L >r (14| P2 - (99)
J 39 g R o o

i=1
Since

M‘@

(ts —to1) - <ZHPHK”-§-(1+||PH~§)

i=1

. v\ N—v
<P (1 1PI-2) by GD),
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it follows that, foru=1,--- /N — 1,

P N N P
EES MDY <tv—tv_1>-K§§’“’-w£”’]=a§-“>+ S 3 (et KG

i=1 Lv=u+1 v=u+1 i=1
N VT v\N-
<t Y NP (P2
o o
v=u+1
N
1 1 N—v 1 N—u
1+ 3 1PI=-(1+1P)-2) ]—rOWPwJ . (60)
o o o
v=u+1
Therefore, from ((9) and (G2]), we obtain
p P N
SBY w0 2130 3 () Kl oru= 1 ¥
=1 1=1 v=u+1
and
ZB.(N) -w(N) >T2> a(.N)
ij 4 ==Y
i=1
This completes the proof. |
Lemma 4.1. Suppose that the set {x1,--- ,xn} satisfies
u—1
z1 < 01 and x, §91+92~Z:171- foru=2,--- N.
i=1

Thenxugel.(1+92)“*1 foru=1,--- N.

Proof. We are going to prove it by induction. For u = 1, it is obviously true. Suppose that
Ty <601 (14 92)"71 hold true for u =2,--- , N — 1. Then, we have

N-—-1 N-—-1 N—1
L 6l+e 1
Smcon 3 (= AT
i=1 i=1 2
Therefore, we obtain
N-1 N-1
1+46 —1 _
TN <O1+02 ) @i <O+ 0s alll (j> Lo a)
2
i=1

This completes the proof. |

Proposition 4.2. Suppose that each entry of a, ¢, B and K is piecewise continuous on [0,T] and
[0,T] x [0,T], respectively, and that there exist real-valued functions \; satisfying 0 < X\;(t) <1 a
in[0,T] fori=1,---,p, and a constant ¢ > 0 such that
‘rmn {Z/\ }>O’ a.e. in [0,T]. (61)
If (20, - 2N is a feasible solution of primal problem (LP(N)), then
T
20 1 % ana |2 < 2 exp (22T (62)
o o o

foru=2--- N. In other words, the bound for the feasible solutions is independent of the partition
P.
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Proof. Foru=1,---, N, we define

)\1(-“) =ess sup |[N@)| =inf{k:|N@)| <kae in [ty—1,t.]}-

te[tufhtu]
Since 0 < A\;(t) <1 a.e. in [0,T] for ¢ = 1,--- ,p by the assumption, it follows that
0 < A(t) <A™ ace. in [ty_1, o] (63)

and 0 < )\Z(-u) <lforalli=1,---,pandu=1,---,N. Since .7, 1) (1) < c ) by the feasibility,
multiplying )\El) > 0 on both sides, we have

P P
ZZB(I _1) (1 SZ A\ (1 (64)
=1 j=1 i=1
From (53), (@) and (63]), we have
P
mln {Z )\(u (u } > ‘_mi'pyq {Z Ai(t)Bij (t)} >0 a.e. in [ty—1,tyl. (65)

J=1,-
Using ([©4), [@3) and (52), we obtain
q q P P
o || z) II= Za . z](l) < Z [ ZB 1))\(1 ] Z)\Z(-l)cz(-l) < chl) <n(.

j=1 j=1 i=1

This shows that

M < ™. 66
20 1< ™ (66)
From (B3)), for each u =2,--- /N andi=1,---,p, since )\Z(-u) > 0, we have
P 4q u—l p ¢q
SN T BIIAYA < Z)\(“ 3TN (e o) KA Y, (67)
i=1 j=1 i=1 v=1i=1 j=1

Since 0 < )\Eu) < 1, we obtain

q q p
o |z | =Y o2 <Y [4”235;) ’] (by (@)

=1 j=1 i=1
u—1

<nC+nv [P |2 (by @), @ and (G3)).
v=1

Let 61 =n(/o and 0 = nv | P || /o. We have || zV) ||< 6, by (68) and

u—1

| 2 ||§91+6‘2-Z |z || foru=2,---,N.

According to Lemma [£1] we obtain
12 [ < 61 (14 62)" 7" < 61 (1+62)"
< 6y -exp (A2N) (using the fact of e > 1 +1¢)

_ n_C - exp (M) < %C - exp (nV:T) (using (B0))

g g

for u=2,---, N. This completes the proof. |
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Proposition 4.3. Suppose that each entry of a, ¢, B and K is piecewise continuous on [0,T] and
[0,T] x [0,T], respectively, and that there exists a constant o > 0 such that, for each i =1,---,p
and j =1,--- ,q, the following statement holds true a.e. in [0,T):

B;;(t) # 0 implies B;;(t) > o.

If (dD) - dWM) s a feasible solution of dual problem (DLP(N)), then there exists a feasible solution
(wO oo wY of dual problem (DLP™)) such that

T
w(® < d®™ gnd 0 < wgu) < T exp (77_) (68)
o o
foru=1,--- N and i = 1,---,p, where the bound of feasible solutions is independent of the
partition || P ||. Moreover, if (d®), - dN)) is an optimal solution of dual problem (DLPW)), then
(w, ... w) is also an optimal solution of dual problem (DLP™M).
Proof. Let (1)
T nd -1t
)= L .exp | D2 69
plt) = -exp | 20 =0 (69)
Then, we have
T
op(t)=7+n- / p(s)ds. (70)
t

From ([@9), for u=1,---, N, we define
T [n(T—tu)}

Pu = p(tu> = — " €exXp
g g

By taking t = t,, in ({0, since p is a decreasing function, we have

w1 vt 1
apu:T+77-/ p(s)ds=1+n- Z/ s)ds>T4+n- Z/ (ty41)ds
t

ol 4 Z (ty — to-1) K™ py (by (G2) and (52)). (1)

v=u+1
According to constraint (B6l), for j =1, --- ,gand u=1,--- , N — 1, we have

ZB W > a4 Z ty —to1) K d (72)
v=u+1

Foru=1,---,N, we define wgu) = min{dgu), pu}. Since Kfjvu) > 0, from ([72)), we obtain
ZB(U d(u _|_ Z t — 1 ( u) (U) (73)
u=v+1

For each fixed u, we define the index sets I< = {i : d( <pu tand I ={i:d ) > p,, ; and consider

ZB”) =3 BPw + 3 B w™.

ZGIS i€l

Then, we have the following three cases.
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e Suppose that Is = @ (i.e., the second sum is zero). Then, we see that dl(u) = wgu) for all 4.
Therefore, from (73)), we have

Y Bl = 3 B 2 + S (t =t ) KCH 0.

u=v+1

e Suppose that I # () and B(u) =0 for all i € I.. Then

ZB =3 Bd" + 3" BY)p

i€l< iels
*ZB(u)du)—l—ZBu)d(u) ZBu)d
Z€I< iels
o )R
+ Z (to — to—1) (by (@3)).
u=v+1

e Suppose that Is # @, and that there exists i* € I with B ;é 0. Then, by the definition of
BZ( J), there exists t* € (ty—1,t,) such that Bj«;(t*) # 0. S1nce Bi-;(t) > 0 a.e. in [ty—1,ty]
and B;«; is continuous on (t,—1,t,), we must have B;«;(t) > 0 for all ¢ € (t,—1,%,). The facts

of B;«;(t*) # 0 and the continuity of B;«; on (t,—1,t,) imply that there exists a subset T,
of (ty—1,%,) with nonzero measure such that B;-;(¢t) > 0 on T,. By the assumption of B, we

also have B;«;(t) > o a.e. in T),. Since B;«;(t) < BZ-(fJ? for all t € (¢y—1,%.), we conclude that
Bgf ]) > 0. Therefore, we obtain
P > Y B = Y B> B> on

A i€ls i€l

“>+Z (ty — to-1) K7 w® (by @) and p, > w(” > 0).
u=v+1

This shows that (w1 ... w®¥)) is a feasible solution of dual problem (DLP(N)). Since wgu) < pu
foru=1,---, N, we also obtain (G8). Finally, since w(*) <d® forv =1,---, N, if (dD, ... ,d)
is an optimal solution of problem (DLP(N )), then, considering the objective values, we have

N N N
Z(tu - tu—l)(c(u))—rd(u) < Z(tu - tu—l)(c(u))—rw(u) < Z(tu - tu—l)(c(u))Td(U)a
u=1 u=1 u=1
which says that (w(, .., w(")) is also an optimal solution of problem (DLP(N)). This completes

the proof. |

5 Strong Duality Theorem

Let z*) = (z§u), - ,zéu)) for u = 1,--- ,N be feasible solutions of primal problem (LP™)) with
the corresponding partition P = {0 = tg,¢1,--- ,tny = T} of [0,T]. We define the step function

/Z\(t) = (El(t)a c azq(tn by

(w) _
- 2 ift, 1 <t<ty,andu=1,---,N
zj(t) { 1

J

for j=1,---,q. 74
ift=T ord 1 (74)
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, ,wz()u)) for u =1,--- , N be feasible solutions of dual problem (DLP(N)). We
similarly define the step function w(t) = (w1 (t),-- -, Wp(t)) by

Let w(® = (w§“>

(w) < -1 ...
1(t){wl ifty,_1 <t<ty,andu=1, , N fori=1,- .p. (75)

w™ it =T
Next, we present some useful lemmas for further discussion.

Lemma 5.1. Suppose that each entry of a, ¢, B and K s piecewise continuous on [0,T] and
[0,T] x [0,T], respectively. Given any € > 0, we can take a sufficiently small || P || with P =
{to,t1, -+ ,tn} that satisfies (BQ) such that the following statements hold:

o a;(t) — a§u)

<eforj=1,---,q, ty_1 <t<tyandu=1,--- /N;
° ci(t)—cl(»u)<ef0ri:1,-~-,p, ty_1 <t<t, andu=1,--- N;
hd BS’L)—BU(t)<€fOT”L:1,,p,]:l,,q, tufl<t<tu andu:lv"'aN:‘

o for fived t with t,—1 <t < t, and w = 1,--- ,N — 1, we have K;;(s,t) —Ki(;-)’u) < € for
izlv"'apaj:lv"'aqy ty—1 <8 <ty andv:u—l—l,-~-,N.

Proof. According to the construction of partition P, we see that a; is continuous on the open
interval B, = (ty—1,t,). We define the compact interval

1 1
Eum = |:tu1 + _7tu -
m m
Then -
E, = U Eym and By, C Eym, for ma > my (76)
m=1

Since Eym, C E,, it follows that a; is continuous on each compact interval E,,, which also means
that a; is uniformly continuous on each compact interval E,,,. Therefore, given any € > 0, there
exists 0 > 0 such that [t — t2] < ¢ implies

|aj(t1) — aj(t2)| < ¢ for any t1,ts € Euym. (77)

Since the length of E,, is less than or equal to | P ||< «T'/N by (&), we can consider a sufficiently

large Ny € N such that kKT/Ny < §. In this case, each length of E,, for i =1,--- | p is less than §. In

other words, if N > Ny, then (1) is satisfied for any ¢1,ts € Ey. We consider the following cases.
(w) (*)

e Suppose that the infimum a; " is attained at ¢,° € E,. From (@), there exists m* such

that tq(f) € Eym~. Now, given any t € E,, we see that t € E,, for some mg. Let m =
max{mg, m*}. From ({0), it follows that t.t) € Eym. Then, we have

’aj(t) — a;u)’ = ’aj(t) —a; (tg*))’ <e

since the length of E,,, is less than §, where € is independent of ¢ because of the uniform
continuity.

e Suppose that the infimum ag-u) is not attained at any point in E,. Since a; is continuous on

the open interval E,, it follows that the infimum ag-u) is either the righthand limit or lefthand
limit given by

a;’ = t_}ltlﬁlﬁ_ a;(t) or a; tilﬁ?_ a;(t).
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Therefore, for sufficiently large Ny, i.e., the open interval F,, is sufficiently small such that its
length is less than §, we have

‘aj(t) — a;u) <€

forallt € E,.
From the above two cases, since a;(t) > a;u) for all ¢ € E,, we conclude that a;(t) — a;u) < e. The
remaining cases can be similarly obtained. This completes the proof. |
Lemma 5.2. Suppose that the following conditions are satisfied:

e Suppose that each entry of a, ¢, B and K is piecewise continuous on [0,T] and [0,T] x [0,T],
respectively;

e there exists a constant o > 0 such that, for each i =1,--- ;p and 5 =1,--- ,q, the following
statement holds true a.e. in [0,T]:

B;;(t) # 0 implies B;;(t) > o.

Let (d®, - d™) be a feasible solution of dual problem (DLP™)). Given any e > 0, there exists a
sufficiently small || P || with P = {to,t1, - ,tn} which depends on € such that there exists another
feasible solution (W), -+ wN)) of dual problem (DLP™)) satisfying w® < d® foru=1,--- N
and
T N
/ c (OW(H)dt <Y (b —tu-1)(€™) Tw™ e, (78)
0 u=1

where the step function W(t) is defined in (@). If (dD),--- ,dN)) is an optimal solution of dual

problem (DLP(N)), then (w, ... . wN)) can be taken as the optimal solution of dual problem
(DLPWM)).

Proof. The existence of feasible solution (w(l)7 e ,W(N)) can be guaranteed by Proposition 4.3
From Lemma 5] given any € > 0, we can take a sufficiently small || P || with P = {to,t1,- - ,tn}

that satisfies (B0) such that ¢;(t) — cz(-u) <éfori=1,--- ,p,ty_1 <t<tyandu=1,---, N, which
implies
cl(t)w(u) cgu)wgu) < sz(u) fort,-1 <t<t,andu=1,---,N (79)

by the fact of wl( u) > 0. Since the integral does not be affected by the endpoints, taking integrations
from (79)), we obtain

p N
Z/ OTOU =33 (00— ta )P <[ P30S ),

=1 u=1 =1 u=1

By the boundedness of wiu as shown in (G8]), we also have

T N
T
/ ¢ (OW(t)dt — Y (ty — tu—1)(c™) W™ < Npe || P || T exp (’7—)
0 u—1 g g
T
< KTpe- - - exp (n_) (by GO))
o o
which implies, given any e > 0, there exists a sufficiently small || P || with P = {to,¢1,--- ,tn} such
that
T N
/ TOFWAE =3 (ta — tu1)(c) TwW® <.
0 u=1

This completes the proof. |
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Lemma 5.3. Suppose that the following conditions are satisfied:
e cach entry of a, ¢, B and K is piecewise continuous on [0,T] and [0,T] x [0,T)], respectively;
o K(s,t) >0 a.e. in[0,T]x [0,T];
e > P  Bij(t) >0 ae. in[0,T)] for each j =1,--- ,q;

e there exists a constant o > 0 such that, for each i =1,--- ,p and j =1,--- ,q, the following
statement holds true a.e. in [0,T):

B;;(t) # 0 implies B;;(t) > o.
Let (AW, .--d™) be a feasible solution of dual problem (DLP™N)). Given any € > 0, there ex-

ists a sufficiently small || P || which depends on € such that there exists another feasible solution
(w, ... wM)) of dual problem (DLP(N)) satisfying w < d™ foru=1,---,N and

ZBU ) +e>a;(t +Z/ Kij(s,t)@;(s)ds

for all t € [0,T]\ P and for j = 1,---,q, where the step function wW(t) is defined in (T8)). If
(dD®,-..dM™) is an optimal solution of (DLP™)), then (w, ... wN)) can be taken as the optimal
solution of (DLP™).

Proof. The existence of feasible solution (w(l)7 e ,W(N)) can be guaranteed by Proposition 4.3
From Lemmal[5] given any € > 0, we can take a sufficiently small || P ||< € with P = {¢o,t1, - ,tn}
that satisfies (B0) such that, for u =1,--- | N,

a;(t) —a{" < €and BJY — By;(t) < ¢ (80)

for t,—1 <t < ty. Therefore, for ¢,_1 <t < t,,using (6F)), we have

p p p
u u -~ — u — T nT —

E Bi(j)wz( ) _ E B;;(t)w;(t) < E ewg ) < pe- exp (7) =¢ (81)

i=1 i=1

Also, from Lemma 5.1 again, for t,_1 <t <t,, u=1,---,N—1landv=wu+1,---,N, we have
Kij(s,t) — K(v ") < & which implies

/ Kij(5,1) - @(s)ds — (b — ty-1) K&l
v—1

2%

_ /t (Kij(s,t) - Kff*“’) wds < ety —ty_1)w'”. (82)
v—1

By referring to (@), for t,—1 <t < t,, we obtain

KZ s, Hw )ds<77 P w <new(u). 83
i

Now, foru=1,--- N —1,t,1 <t<t, andi=1,---,p, using (82) and (B3], we have

T N
/ Kij(s.t) @i(s)ds — Y (ty — too1) K w!”
t v=u+1
N
e - (n+ 3 (te—teor)| <ew!™ - (+p || P)
v=u+1
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which implies, by using ([@8) and (0),

P N
Z/ K;j(s,t) - w;(s)ds — Z Z (tv_tv—l)Ki(;)yu)wz(U)

1=1 v=u+1

< pég - exp (g) -(n+KT) = ea. (84)

Foru=1,---,N—1andt, 1 <t<t,, using 80), ), §4) and the feasibility of (w), .. w¥)),

we can obtain

P P T
— Z Bij (t)’&}\i (t) + a; (t) + Z/ Kij(S, t)@i(s)ds < €4 €1 + €9,
i=1 i=1 7t
which shows that, for i =1, - | p, given € > 0, there exists a sufficiently small || P || such that
P P T
> Bi(t)i(t) + & > a(t) + / Kij(s,t)@;(s)ds. (85)
i=1 i=1"1

For ty_1 < t < T, using the similar argument, we can show that, given €3 > 0, there exists a
sufficiently small || P || such that

P

P T
> Bij(t)i(t) + & > a;(t) + / Kij(s,t)@; (s)ds. (86)
i=1"t

i=1
From (85) and (86l), we complete the proof. M

Let M(e) and ]/\Z(E) be the optimal objective values of (CLP.) and (DCLP,), respectively. Under
the assumptions of Theorems Bl and B2 we see that there exist optimal solutions z(¢) and w() of
problems (CLP,) and (DCLP,), respectively, such that

Me) = /O " AT (429 ()t and F(e) = /O T W (1)t

Also, by taking € = 0 in Theorems 3.1l and B.2] there exist optimal solutions z* and w* of problems
(CLP) and (DCLP), respectively, such that z* and w* satisfy the following inequalities:

: c¢-T
z;(t)ngC-exp <p (i ) a.e. in [0,T] foreach j =1,--- ,q (87)

from (3] by taking € = 0, and

w; (1) <

QI\I

-T
exp (VT) for all t € [0,7] and for each i =1,--- ,p (88)

from (@4). Let M and M be the optimal objective values of (CLP) and (DCLP), respectively. Then,

we see that
=M= / t)dt and M M / dt.

We are going to show that the functions M (e) and M (e) are right-continuous at 0.
Proposition 5.1. Suppose that the following conditions are satisfied:

e cach entry of a, ¢, B and K is piecewise continuous in [0,T] and [0,T) x [0,T], respectively;
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c(t) >0 a.e. in [0,T);

e K(t,s) >0 ae. in[0,T]x [0,T];
e > P Bii(t)>0 ae. in[0,T)] for each j =1,---,q;
e there exists a constant o > 0 such that, for each i =1,--- ,p and j =1,--- ,q, the following

statement holds true a.e. in [0,T):

B;;(t) # 0 implies B;j(t) > o.

Then, we have the following results.

(i) The function M (€) is nondecreasing and right-continuous at 0, i.e., M (04+) = M(0), and

T T
Jim, i a' ()z9(t)dt = /0 a' (t)z*(t)dt, (89)

where z* is an optimal solution of (CLP) such that z*(t) > 0 for all t € [0,T] and the
inequalities in [&T) are satisfied. Moreover, the following results hold.

o Ifc(t) >0 for all t € [0,T] and, for each fized to € [0,T], K(to,s) > 0 a.e. in [0,T],
Then, there exists a common optimal solution z* of (CLP) and (CLP*) such that both
problems have the same optimal objective values and z* satisfies the inequalities [&1);

e If the conditions regarding the time-dependent matriz B(t) are satisfied for all t € [0,T],
then the inequalities in [8T) are satisfied for all t € [0,T).

(ii) The function J/\Z(E) is nonincreasing and right-continuous at 0, i.e., 1\7(04—) = ]T/[\(O), and

T T
Jim, i ¢ (w9 (t)dt = /0 c' (t)w*(t)dt, (90)

where w* is the optimal solution of (DCLP) such that w*(t) > 0 for all t € [0,T] and the
inequalities [B8) are satisfied. If we further assume that the conditions regarding the time-
dependent matriz B(t) are satisfied for allt € [0,T], and that the function > "_, K;; is bounded
by v and the function a; is bounded by T for each j =1,---,q, then there exists a common
optimal solution w* of (DCLP) and (DCLP*) such that both problems have the same optimal
objective values and the inequalities in ([BY) are satisfied.

Proof. We want to show that M(e) is nondecreasing. For €1 < ez, there exist optimal solutions z,
and Z, satisfying
t
B(t)Ze, () < c(t) + €2 —I—/ K(t, )z, (s)ds for all t € [0,T] (91)
0
and

B(t)ze, (1) < c(t) + €1 + /Ot K(t, )z, (s)ds < c(t) + €2 + /Ot K(t, )z, (s)ds for all t € [0,T]. (92)

From (@2)), we see that Z., is a feasible solution of (CLP,,). Therefore, we obtain M (e;) < M(e3),
since (CLP,,) is a maximization problem. This shows that M (e) is indeed nondecreasing, i.e., M (0+)
exists. We also have

M = M(0) < M(0+). (93)
We consider the sequence {ex}7>, such that e, — 0+ as kK — oco. Using (I3) in Proposition [B.1]
by taking \;(t) = 1 for i = 1,--- ,p and Remark B.I] we see that the sequence {z(**)} is uniformly
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essentially bounded. Using part (i) of Proposition 3.2, there exists a subsequence {z(¢*»)} which
weakly converges to some feasible solution z(®) € L2]0,T] of (CLPg) = (CLP). Moreover, there exists
a feasible solution z* of (CLPg) = (CLP) such that z*(t) > 0 for all ¢ € [0,T] and z*(t) = 2(°)(t)
a.e. in [0, T]. Therefore, using the weak convergence, we have

T T T
/ a' (t)z*(t)dt = / a' 1)z (t)dt = lim [ a' (t)z'*)(t)dt = lim M(e,) = M(0+). (94)
0 0

T—00 0 T—00

Since z* is a feasible solution of (CLPj) = (CLP), we also have

/ aT (t)z* (t)dt < M = M(0). (95)
0

Therefore, according to (@3] and (@4)), we obtain M (0+) < M (0), which implies M (0+) = M(0) = M
by (@3). This says that z* is an optimal solution of (CLP) and proves equality ([89). If we further
assume that c(t) > 0 for all ¢ € [0,7] and, for each fixed to € [0,T], K(to,s) > 0 a.e. in [0,T],
using part (ii) of Proposition B:2] we see that z* is also a feasible solution of (CLP*). Therefore, we
conclude that z* is also an optimal solution of (CLP*), since the feasible set of (CLP*) is contained
in the feasible set of (CLP). On the other hand, if the assumption regarding the time-dependent
matrix B(t) is satisfied for all ¢ € [0, T], Then, according to (I3)) in Proposition B the inequalities
in ([B7) are satisfied for all ¢ € [0,T]. This proves part (i).

To prove part (ii), we can similarly show that ]/\4\(6) is nonincreasing and M= J/\/[\(O) > ]\/4\(04—).
From (@4) in Theorem [3.2] we have

0<w(t) <

a1~

u.(T_t)}S

g

SHE

T
. exp <”—> for all ¢ € [0, 7],

-exp{
o

which says that the sequence {w(*)}2° is uniformly essentially bounded. Using Proposition 3.5,
there exists a subsequence {W(*+)} | which weakly converges to some feasible solution w(®) ¢
L2[0,T] of (DCLPy) = (DCLP) such that wlerr)(t) < wl)(t) a.e. in [0,T]. Moreover, there
exists a feasible solution w* of (DCLPy) = (DCLP) such that w*(¢) > 0 for all ¢t € [0,7] and
w*(t) = w(O(t) a.e. in [0, T]. Therefore, using the weak convergence, we have

T T T
/ T (#)w* (t)dt = / TOFO W)t = tim [ TR ()t
O 0 T—>00 0
T —~ —_
< lim [ <" ()W) (t)dt = lim M(e,) = M(0+).
T™— 00 0 T—00

Since w* is a feasible solution of (DCLP() = (DCLP), we also have

—_

/ U T (ywe (1)t > T = FE(0).
0

Therefore, we obtain M (04) > M (0), which also implies

—

— T —
M(0+) _/0 c' (t)yw*(t)dt = M(0) = M,

This shows that w* is an optimal solution of (DCLP), and proves the equality (Q0).

We further assume that the conditions regarding the time-dependent matrix B(t) are satisfied
for all ¢t € [0,77], and that the function Y %, K;; is bounded by v and the function a; is bounded
by 7 for each j =1,--- ,q. Then, part (iii) of Proposition 3.5 says that we can take w* as a feasible
solution of (DCLP™). Since the feasible set of (DCLP*) is contained in the feasible set of (DCLP),
it follows that w* is an optimal solution of problem (DCLP*). This completes the proof. [

Now, we are in a position to prove the strong duality theorem.
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Theorem 5.1. (Strong Duality Theorem) Suppose that the following conditions are satisfied:
e cach entry of a, ¢, B and K is piecewise continuous in [0,T] and [0,T] x [0,T], respectively;
e c(t) >0 ae. in[0,T);
e K(t,s) >0 a.e. in[0,T]x [0,T];
o the time-dependent matriz B(t) satisfies the following conditions:

— > | Bij(t) >0 ae in[0,T] for each j=1,--- ,¢;

— there exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that, for each i = 1,--- p and j = 1,--- ,q, the
following statement holds true a.e. in [0,T):

B;;(t) # 0 implies B;;(t) > o.

Then, there exist optimal solutions z* and w* of problems (CLP) and (DCLP), respectively, such

that
T T
/ a' (t)z* (t)dt = / c' (t)yw*(t)dt,
0 0

where z*(t) > 0 and w*(t) > 0 for allt € [0, T, and the inequalities in (87) and B8) are all satisfied.
Moreover, the following results hold.

o Ifc(t) >0 for allt € [0,T) and, for each fizedty € [0,T], K(to,s) > 0 a.e. in [0,T], then there
exists a common optimal solution z* of problems (CLP) and (CLP™) such that both problems
have the same optimal objective value.

o If we further assume that the conditions regarding the time-dependent matriz B(t) are satisfied
for allt € [0,T), and that the function Y %_, K;; is bounded by v and the function a; is bounded
by T for each j = 1,--- ,q, then there exists a common optimal solution w* of (DCLP) and
(DCLP*) such that both problems have the same optimal objective value and the inequalities
®7) are satisfied for all t € [0,T).

Proof. Since the primal and dual pair of linear programming problems (LP®™)) and (DLP®))
are feasible by Proposition 1] the strong duality theorem says that there exist optimal solutions
zW, ..., zM™M) and (@D, ... ,d™) of problems (LP™) and (DLP™)), respectively, such that

N
(tu = tu1) (@) T2 =" (t, =ty 1) (™) Ta™. (96)

u=1

an

Since the integral does not be affected by the endpoints, from (74), it is not hard to obtain

T
| oz
0

|
AMQ

T
/ aT (V)3 (t)dt
0

Jj=1

N

N
Zt —tu_1)al 2 =3 (b — teor) (@) T2, (97)

u=1

Il MQ

Considering ¢ € [0, T]\ P, since K (¢, s) is continuous on the open rectangles (ty—1,ty) X (ty—1, ty)
and K(t,s) > 0 ae. in (ty—1,tu) X (fy—1,ty) for v = 1,--- /N and v = 1,---, N, it follows
that K(¢t,s) > 0 for all (¢,8) € (ty—1,tu) X (ty—1,t ) for u = 1 N and v = 1,---, N, which
implies KZ-(;’U) >0foru=1,---,Nand v =1,---,N. Since z( ) >0 and K;;(t,s) > Ki(;’”) for
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tu—1 <t <ty and t, 1 <s<t,, wehave Ki;(t,s)z, (v) > K(u v) (v . Since the integral does not be
affected by the endpoints, for ¢,_1 <t < t,, we obtam

u—1

_Z/ K’L] t s ZJ s < — Z t —ty 1 K(uv) J(v) (98)
j=1v=1
Since ¢;(t) > cz(-u) and B;;(t) < BZ-(;), using ([@8) and the feasibility of (z(V),---,z(M)), after some
calculations, we can obtain the following inequalities
ZBU Zi(t) < et —|—Z/ K;;(t,s)z;(s)ds
Jj=1

for allt € [0,7]\ P and for i =1, -- ,p, which implies, for € > 0,
t
B)z(t) <c(t) + e+ / K(t,s)z(s)ds for all t € [0,T]\ P (99)
0

Considering the dual problem (DLP(N )), applying Lemmas and 0.3 there exists a sufficiently
small || P || which depends on e such that (w),..- W) is an optimal solution of problem
(DLP™)) and the following inequalities are satisfied:

BT (t)W(t) + € > a(t) + /T K (s,t)w(s)ds for all t € [0,T]\ P (100)

T
| e
0

From (@6), we also have

and

(ty — tu1) (c)Tw® 4. (101)

HMZ

N N
> (tu = tu-1) (™) T2 Z (ty —tu_1) (c™)Tw(®), (102)
u=1 u=1

The inequalities ([@9) and ([I00) say that Z and W are feasible solutions of problems (CLP.) and
(DCLP,), respectively. By Theorems 31l and B2 we see that there exist optimal solutions z(¢) and
w() of (CLP,) and (DCLP,), respectively, such that

T T T T
/ a' (£)z\9dt > / a' (t)z(t)dt and / ¢ ()wdt < / c' (t)W(t)dt. (103)
0 0 0 0
Using (I03), @7) and ([I0I]), we have

T N
/ )z dt > Z (ty —tu_1) (@) Tz® (104)
0 u=1
and
T N
/ " OWI)dt < (ty —tu1) (™) W™ +e. (105)
0 u=1
From (I02), (I04) and ([I05), we obtain
T T
/ ¢ ()W (t)dt < / a'(t)z'9dt + e (106)
0 0
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Since M(e) T M(0) = M and ]\7(6) b ]\/4\(0) = M as € — 0+ by Proposition 5] for each € > 0, we
obtain

T T T T
a'(t)z® a'(t)z* an ¢ (H)yw'® c (t)w* .
/0 (t)z' (t)dt < /0 (t)z" (t)dt and /0 (t) (t)dt > /0 (t)yw™(t)dt (107)
By ([06]) and ([I01), we have
T T
/ c' (t)yw*(t)dt < / a' (t)z* (t)dt + e,
0 0

which implies
T T
/ cT(t)w*(t)dtg/ a' (t)z*(t)dt,
0 0

since € can be any positive number. By the weak duality Theorem 2.1l we conclude that

/0 U T (ywe (t)dt = /O AT (0 ()

Also, the inequalities regarding the bounds of optimal solutions z* and w* follow from Proposition[.1]
immediately.

If c(t) > 0 for all t € [0,T] and, for each fixed ¢y € [0,T], K (to,s) > 0 a.e. in [0, T7], then part (i)
of Proposition 51l says that z* is a common optimal solution of problems (CLP) and (CLP*) such
that both problems have the same optimal objective value.

Finally, we further assume that the conditions regarding the time-dependent matrix B(t) are
satisfied for all ¢ € 0,77, and that the function Y | K;; is bounded by v and the function a; is
bounded by 7 for each j = 1,---,q. Then, part (ii) of Proposition 51l says that w* is a common
optimal solution of problems (DCLP) and (DCLP*) such that both problems have the same optimal
objective value. Also, part (i) of Proposition [B.] says that the inequalities (87)) are satisfied for all
t € [0,T]. This completes the proof. M
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