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Stability for Constrained Minimax Optimization

Yu-Hong Dai*' and Liwei Zhang *

Abstract

Minimax optimization problems are an important class of optimization problems arising
from both modern machine learning and from traditional research areas. We focus on the sta-
bility of constrained minimax optimization problems based on the notion of local minimax point
by Dai and Zhang (2020). Firstly, we extend the classical Jacobian uniqueness conditions of
nonlinear programming to the constrained minimax problem and prove that this set of properties
is stable with respect to small C? perturbation. Secondly, we provide a set of conditions, called
PropERTY A, Which does not require the strict complementarity condition for the upper level
constraints. Finally, we prove that PRoPERTY A is a sufficient condition for the strong regularity
of the Kurash-Kuhn-Tucker (KKT) system at the KKT point, and it is also a sufficient condition
for the local Lipschitzian homeomorphism of the Kojima mapping near the KKT point.
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phism.

AMS subject classification: 90C30

1 Introduction

Let m, n, my, my, n; and n, be positive integers and f : R"” x R™ — R, h: R" x R —» R™,
g:R"xR" - R™ H:R" - R™ and G : R" — R"™ be given functions. We are interested in
the constrained minimax optimization problem of the form

i 1.1
min }rgg& fx,y), (1.1)

where @ C R" is a feasible set of decision variable x defined by

®={xeR":H(x)=0, G(x) <0} (1.2)
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and Y : R" =3 R™ is a set-valued mapping defined by
Y(x) ={ye R": h(x,y) =0, g(x,y) < 0}. (1.3)

For unconstrained nonconvex-nonconcave minimax optimization, Jin et al. proposed a
proper definition of local minimax point. This definition of local minimax point is extended in
[3] for the constrained minimax optimization problem (L.I).

Definition 1.1 A point (x*,y*) € R" x R™ is said to be a local minimax point of Problem (1) if
there exist 5y > 0 and a function 1 : (0,60] — R satisfying n(6) — 0 as § — 0 such that for any
0 € (0,0¢0] and any (x,y) € [Bs(x*) N ®] X [Y(x*) N Bs(y*)], we have

FOy) S fGy) < max {£(x.2) 1 2 € V() N Byoy(0)] - (1.4)

In [3]], we established the first-order optimality, the second-order necessary and sufficient optimality
conditions for Problem (L.I) when the Jacobian uniqueness conditions are satisfied for the lower
level problem and the first-order necessary optimality conditions when the strong second-order suf-
ficient optimality condition and the linear independence constraint qualification are satisfied for the
lower level problem.

It is well known that, for nonlinear programming, the Jacobian uniqueness condition can be
used to establish the stability of the C2-perturbation (see for instance [6]]) and prove that the strong
second-order sufficient optimality condition and the linear independence constraint qualification
are equivalent to the strong regularity of the Kurash-Kuhn-Tucker (KKT) system (see [L1]] and
[8]). The question naturally arises: What are the counterparts of these two stability properties for
the constrained minimax optimization problem? The purpose of this paper is to answer this basic
question.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we develop a simplified version
for second-order optimality conditions for the constrained minimax optimization problem, which
is suitable for the study of stability properties. In Section 3, we prove that the proposed Jacobian
uniqueness conditions for Problem (I.I) are kept when a C?-perturbation of the original problem
occurs. In Section 4, we prove that the proposed PropErTY A, which does not require the strict
complementarity for the upper level problem, is a sufficient condition for the strong regularity of
the KKT system at the KKT point. Finally, we draw a conclusion in Section 5.

Notation. Scalars and vectors are expressed in lower case letters and matrices are expressed in
upper case letters. For a vector x, denote Bs(x) = {x’ : ||x’ — x|| < 6}. Fora, b € RP, a o b denotes
the Hadamard product of a and b; namely, a o b = (aby,... ,apbp)T. For a € RP, a > 0, denote
Va = Diag(+/aj,. .., \/ap)- For a convex set D C RK, we use [Ip(w) to stand for the projection of
w onto D. For simplicity, for a function F : R” x R” — R, a mapping g : R" x R” — RP, and a
mapping y : R" — R™, we denote

ViF(x, y(x)) = Vi F(x, y)lyzy(x), V),F(x, y(x) = VyF(x, y)lyzy(x),
VixF(x’ y(x)) = VJZCXF('X’ y)lyzy(x), Vin(x’ y(x)) = ijcyF(x’ y)lyzy(x),
Jx8(x, y(x) = Jxg(x, y)lyzy(x) > jyg(xa y(x) = jyg(x, y)lyzy(x) .

Let G : R" — R™ be a locally Lipschitz continuous mapping over an open set O. Then G is
differentiable almost everywhere in O. Let D¢ denote the set of differentiable points of G in O. For
a point x € O, the B-subdifferential of G at x is defined by

95G(x) = {v CAxk e DG, ¥ - x, TG — v}
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and the Clarke subdifferential of G at x is defined by
0G(x) = conv 0gG(x).

For differential properties of Lipschitz mappings, see the famous book [4]].

2 Simplified Second-order Optimality Conditions

Consider the case when the Jacobian uniqueness conditions hold at some point (x*, y*, u*, 1*) €
RPx RMx RIxRP, where (x*,y*) € R"xR™ is a point around which f, &, g are twice continuously
differentiable. For a point x € R" around x*, we use (P,) to denote the following problem

max egn  f(x,2)
S.t. h(x,z) =0, 2.1)
g(x,2) <0.

The Lagrangian of Problem (P, ) is defined by

Lz m ) = f(x,2) + ul h(x,z) — AT g(x, 2).

Definition 2.1 Ler (u*, 1*) € R™ x R™2 be a point. We say that Jacobian uniqueness conditions of
Problem (P, ) are satisfied at (y*, u*, 1*) if

(a) The point (y*, u*, %) is a Karush-Kuhn-Tucker point of Problem (P,~); namely,

Vy L(x*, y*,u*, A7) = 0,
h(x*,y*) =0,
0< A" L gx*,y)<O.

(b) The linear independence constraint qualification holds at y*; namely, the set of vectors
(V3 (3 Vi, ()] U V673 i € 10 0)

are linearly independent, where I~(y*) = {i : gi(x*,y")=0,i=1,...,mp}.

(¢) The strict complementarity condition holds at y* for A*; namely,
A —gi(x",y)>0, i=1,...,mm.
(d) The second-order sufficient optimality condition holds at (y*, u*, 1),
(Vo LOE Y5 i1, A)dy, dy) <0 Vdy € Ce (),
where C (") is the critical cone of Problem (P,+) at y*,
Ce () = {dy € R™ : Jyh(x*,y)dy = 0; Vygix*, ")y < 0, € L (v*); Vy f(x", y)dy < 0.
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Let us denote

az{i:gi(x*,y*)zo,i: 1,...,p}, acz{i:g,-(x*,y*)<0,i= 1,...,p}. (2.2)

Lemma 2.1 Let (x*,y*) € R" x R"™ be a point around which f, h, g are twice continuously differ-
entiable. Let (u*, 1*) € R™ x R™ such that Jacobian uniqueness conditions of Problem (P ) are
satisfied at (y*, u*, A¥). Then there exist 5o > 0 and &y > 0, and a twice continuously differentiable
mapping (y, 4, 1) : Bsy(x*) = B (y*) X B, (1) X B¢, (A*) such that Jacobian uniqueness conditions
of Problem (P,) are satisfied at (y(x), iu(x), A(x)) when x € Bs,(x*). Moreover, for x € Bs,(x*),

gi(x, y(x)) =0, 2i(x) >0, i €,

(2.3)
gilx,y(x)) <0, 4;(x) =0, i € a“.
For (y(x), u(x), A(x)) given in Lemma[2.1] define the optimal value function
@(x) = f(x,y(x)), x € Bgy(x") (2.4)
and
VL0 y(x0), u(x), A(x) - Tyh(x, y(x)T =Tyga(x, y(x)"
K,(x) = Jyh(x,y(x)) 0 0 . (2.5)

_jyga(x’ y(x)) 0 0

Lemma 2.2 Let (x*,y*) € R" x R"™ be a point around which f, h, g are twice continuously differ-
entiable. Let (u*, 1*) € R™ x R™ such that Jacobian uniqueness conditions of Problem (P ) are
satisfied at (x*, ", A*). Then K, (x*) is nonsingular and K,(x) is nonsingular when x € Bs,(x") for
small 6y > 0.

Basing on (2.3), we may simplify the formula in Proposition 2.1 of [5] for the second-order
derivative of ¢(x).

Proposition 2.1 If the assumptions of LemmalZ. 1| are satisfied and ¢ is defined by (2.4)), then

Vap(x) = Ve L(x, y(x), p(x), A(x)) (2.6)

and
V2p(x) = V2 L(x, y(x), 1(x), A(x)) = N (0)T Ko(X)™ Ny (x), 2.7

where

V2, L0x, y()u(x), A(x))
Ny(x) = Jxh(x,y(x)) . (2.8)
Jx8a(x,y(x))

Proof. It is easy to check that K(x) is nonsingular when x € B;,(x*) for small 69 > 0. From
Proposition 2.1 of [3]], we only need to check

NOOTK@X) N = Ny(0)" Ko () Np (), (2.9)



where K(x) and N(x) are defined in [5] with the following expressions

V2, L(x, y(x), u(x), A(x)) 0 Jyh(x, y(x)" Jyg(x, ()T
0 —2Diag(1 0 2Di —o(x,
Ko iag(A(x)) iag (=g(x,y()))
Jyh(x, y(x)) 0 0 0
Tyg(x,y(x) 2Diag (=g(x.y(@)) 0 0
and
V2, L(x, y(x)u(x), A(x))
0
N = Toh(x, y(x)
Jx8(x, y(x))
Define
Lisn 0 0 0
0 0 I, 0
p= PXp

0 0 0 Iy
0 Inp 0 0

Then PTP = PPT = I,4,42, and
K™ = [PTPK(x)PTPI™! = PT[PK(x)PT]'P.
Thus
N(x)"K(x)""N(x) = N PT[PK(x)P"17' PN(x) = [PN(x)]" [PK(x)PT 1" [PN(x)].

Let G(x) = V2, £(x, y(x), #(x), A(x)), D(x) = 2Diag (y=ga(x, y(x))) and E(x) = —2Diag(s(x)). We
have that

PK(x)PT
G(x) Jyh(x, y(x)" Jy8(x, y(x)"
Jyh(x, y(x)) 0 0
REZESE) 0 0 2Diag (y=(x.y(x)))
0 0 2Diag (y=g(x.y(x)))  -2Diag(A(x))
G(x) Jyh(x,y()T  Tygleyxp™ 0 0 0 ]
Tyh(x, y(x)) 0 0 0o 0 0
| Jy8alx, y(x)) 0 0 0 0 0
| T8 (xy(2) 0 0 0 0 D)
0 0 0 0 Ex 0
0 0 0 DX 0 0




Also let

[ I« O 0 0 0 0
0 Iy 0 0 0 0
0 0 x| 0 0 0
0=
0 0 0 Tioe|xjac| 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 Tiacixjac]
| 0 0 0 0 Ligixjal 0
Then QQT = QTQ = L1 4+2p. Obviously, we have that
OPK(x)PT QT
G(x) Tyh(x, y()) Tyglx, y(x)T 0 0 0
Jyh(x, y(x)) 0 0 0 0 0
| Tgaty) 0 0 0 0 0
Ty8ac (X, y(x)) 0 0 0 Dkx) 0
0 0 0 D(x) O 0
0 0 0 0 0 Ex) |
and
V2 L, y(0)u(x), Ax)
B Jxh(x, y(x))
QPN(x) = T8, y()
0
Therefore we obtain
N@)TK(x)'N(x) = [QPN()]T[QPK(x)PT QT [QPN(x)]
Ne@ ' [Ke@® 0 0 '[N
= | Jx8ac(x, y(x)) 0 0 D) T x8ar (X, y(x))
Oge 11 O D(x) O 0,¢
No) 17 [ Ka®™' 0 0 No(x)
= | Jugoe(x,y(x)) 0 [ 0 D) ]_1 T x8ae (X, y(x))
Oaf 1 1 0 D()C) 0 Oa‘
T -1
N K0 N o) + [ T 8o (5 ¥()) ] [ 0 D ] [ T o (%, () ]
0,c D(x) O 0,c
= a(x)TKa(x)_lNa(x)-
Namely, (2.9) holds. The proof is completed. O

For x* € @, the Mangasarian-Fromovitz constraint qualification is said to hold at x* the con-
straint set @ if

(a) The set of vectors VH ;(x*), j = 1,...,ny are linearly independent.



(b) There exists a vector d € R” such that
VH;(x)'d=0, j=1,....n, VG(x)'d <0, i € I[(x"),
where I(x*) ={i : G;(x*) =0,i=1,...,n}.
Define the critical cone at x* by
C(x*) ={d, e R" : TH(x)d, = 0;VG;(x") d, < 0,i € I(x*); ¢’ (x*;d,) < 0}. (2.10)

In this case, the critical cone C(x*) can be expressed as

C(x*) ={dy, e R" : TH(x")d, = 0; VGi(x")d, <0,i € I(x*); V. L(x*,y*, 1", )T d, <0}). (2.11)
Based on (2.9) we may simplify Theorems 3.1 and 3.2 in [3]] as follows.

Theorem 2.1 (Necessary Optimality Conditions) Let (x*,y*) € R" x R™ be a point around which
f, h, g are twice continuously differentiable and H, G are twice continuously differentiable around
x*. Let (x*,y") be a local minimax point of Problem ([1). Assume that the linear independence
constraint qualification holds at y* for constraint set Y(x*). Then there exists a unique vector
(u*, %) € R™ x R™2 such that

Vy L(x", y*, ut, %) = 0,

h(x*,y*) =0, (2.12)

0>2" L g(x*,y)<O.

For any d, € C,+(y*), we have that
(VLU 1 A%y, dy) < 0. (2.13)

Assume further that Problem (P.-) satisfies Jacobian uniqueness conditions at (y*,u*, ") and the
Mangasarian-Fromovitz constraint qualification holds at x* for the constraint set ®. Then there
exists (u*,v*) € R™ x R"™ such that

Vo L,y ) A5 + THE) w + TG(xH)Tv =0,

H(x*) =0, (2.14)

0<v* LG <O.
The set of all (u*,v*) satisfying (2.14)), denoted by A(x"), is nonempty compact convex set. Further-
more, for every d, € C(x*), where C(x*) is defined by (2.11)),

dy, dx>
(2.15)

max
(u,v)eA(x*) {<

([ VLG Y 12 = No(a) o)™ Noa)| d di) > 0,

ni n
D wVLH) + ) vV Gi(x)

j=1 i=1

where K, (x) is defined by (2.3) and N,(x) is defined by (2.8).

We name the first-order necessary optimality conditions (Z.14) and (Z.12)) as KKT conditions of
Problem (LI} at (x*, u*, v*, y*, u*, A%).



Theorem 2.2 (Second-order Sufficient Optimality Conditions) Let (x*,y*) € R" x R™ be a point
around which f,h, g are twice continuously differentiable and H, G are twice continuously differ-
entiable around x*. Assume that x* € ® and y* € Y(x*). Let (u*,1*) € R™ x R™. Suppose
that Problem (P,~) satisfies Jacobian uniqueness conditions at (y*, u*, 1*), A(x*) # 0, and for every

d. € C(x*)\ 0 (where C(x*) is defined by (2.11),
2 O o2
uiVxxH(x*) + V,'VXXG,'(X*) dx, dx>
2 / ; (2.16)

sup <
(u,v)eA(x*) =1

([ 2L,y 1, ) = Na()T Ko(x) N (x)] di, di) > 0,

a1

where K, (x) is defined by (2.3) and N,(x) is defined by (Z.8). Then there exist 51 € (0,6p), &1 €
(0, &) (where 6y and &g are given by Lemma[2.1) and y, > 0,2 > 0 such that for x € Bs,(x*) N ®
andy € B, (y*) N Y(x%),

FOEY +ylly =Y IP2 < f(5,y) < sup f(x,2) — yallx — XFI17/2, (2.17)
€Y (X)NB (")

which implies that (x*,y") is a local minimax point of Problem (L ).

3 Stability under Jacobian Uniqueness Condition

For convenience in stating the stability result about C? perturbation of Problem (L.I)) when the
conditions in Theorem [Z.2] are satisfied, we introduce the following definition.

Definition 3.1 If the following conditions are satisfied, we say that Problem (L)) satisfies Jacobian
uniqueness condition at (x*,u*,v*,y*, u*, 1*) € R" x R x R"™ x R"™ x R"™ x R,

(i) x* € © and conditions in (2.14) are satisfied at (x*,u*,v*,y*, u*, 1*).
(i) The set vectors {VH(x"),...,VH, }U {VGi(x*) ‘i€ I(x*)} are linearly independent, where
I ={i:Gi(x)=0,i=1....,m}.
(i) v = Gi(x") > 0 for i € I(x").
(iv) y* € Y(x*) and Problem (P.) satisfies Jacobian uniqueness conditions at (y*, y*, 1%).

(v) For every d, € C(x*) \ {0} (where C(x*) is defined by (2.11), the second-order sufficient
optimality condition (2.16) is satisfied.

Following Kojima (1980) [9]], we define the so-called Kojima mapping for Problem (L)),

[ VL, y, 1, €5 + THO) u+ TG ) w* |
H(x)
G(x)—w~
F(x,u,w,y,u, &) = Vo Loy £9) , 3.1)
y ') ’
h(x,y)

—g(x,y) +&”




where wi = max {0,w;}, & = min {O,w;}, i = 1,...,ny for w € R™ and & = max {0,&;},

& =min {0,&), i = 1,...,my for £ € R™. If F(x,u,w,y,u,&) = 0, then, letting v = w* and
A =&Y (x,y,u,v,u, A) satisfies the first-order necessary optimality conditions of Problem (LI).

Lemma 3.1 Suppose that the Jacobian uniqueness condition of Problem (1)) in Definition 3.1l is
satisfied ar (x*,u*,v*,y*, u*, A1*) € R" x R" x R™ x R x R™ x K™, Then F is differentiable
at (X", u*,w*,y*, u*, &) and JF(x*,u*, w*,y*, u*, &) is nonsingular for w* = v* + G(x*) and &* =
A"+ g(x*,y").

Proof. Since 1* — g(x*,y*) > 0 and v* — G(x*) > 0, we know that £* and &~ are differentiable at £,
and w* and w~ are differentiable at w*. Thus F is differentiable at (x*, y*, u*, w*, u*, &*). Without
loss of generality, we assume that

B:=1x"=A{1,...,r}, a={1,...,s},
where
IX)={i:G(x)=0,i=1,...,m}, a={i:gE"y)=0,i=1,...,m}.
Then, for 8¢ = {1,...,n}\Band a® = {1,...,my} \ @, we get that

B={r+1,....m}, o ={s+1,...,m}.

D I L
0o ol W olw=ws = 0 L >

Iy, 0 Fe 0O o0
00/ Elee 0 Ipyos |

ny n

2
Gy = VA LUy 1 ) + ) u Vi Hi(x) + ) viVe,Gilx'),

]:1 i=1

Thus we obtain

jw+|w:w*

(3.2)

JE =g

Denote

GTZ = ijcy‘E(X*’ y*’ ﬂ*’ /1*)5

G5y = Vo, L(x*,y*, i, A7),
For simplicity, we use notations J 4" and J,h* to represent J h(x*,y") and J,h(x",y"), respec-
tively. The same notations are also applied to g, and g,<. Then the Jacobian of F at (x*, u*, w*, y*, u*, &)
can be expressed as

JFx* u*,w*,y*, (1", &)

Gy, JH@)' JGs(x)HT 0 G, T -Jugl 0
JH(") 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
JGp(x*) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
JGpe(x") 0 0 ~L,r O 0 0 0 (3.3)
) G}y 0 0 0 G, kT =Tl 0
Jh* 0 0 0 Sk 0 0 0
-8, 0 0 0 -Je, O 0 0
~J x84 0 0 0 -J8. 0 0 Iy |




The nonsingularity of J F(x*, u*, w*,y*, u*, ") is equivalent to the nonsingularity of the following

matrix
G,  JHx
JH(x") 0
JGp(x™) 0
G}y 0
Jh* 0
-8 0
JGpe(x") 0
~Tx8he 0

O IG" 6, gt =T 00
0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0
0 Gy, It -l 0 0
0 Ty 0 0 0 o |
0 -Jv8&a O 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 Iy, O
0 ~Ty8 0 0 0 Iyys |

which is equivalent to the nonsingularity of the following matrix

Gi,  JH& TG G, ThT -l
JH(x") 0 0 0 0 0
JGp(x") 0 0 0 0 0
H= - § . o (3.4
G, 0 0 Gy  Jyh ~J)8a
~J:84 0 0 I8« 0 0

Therefore, we only need to prove that the matrix H is nonsingular. From Lemma[2.2] we obtain that

K, (x*) is nonsingular, where

G, jyh*T _jngT
Ko(x") =| b 0 0
-8 0 0

So it suffices to prove that H/K,(x") is nonsingular. Noticing that

H/Kq(x")

Gy THE) JGy(x)T

JH(x") 0 0
JGp(x") 0 0
Gy, JhT -T.gih Gy 00
-1 0 0 0 |K(HT k00 (3.5)
0 0 0 -8, 0 0
Glj = No() Ko(X)INo(x") THEOT JGp(x)'
JH(x) 0 0 ;
JGp(x") 0 0

10



we have from (iii) that C(x*) is reduced to the following subspace
JH(x") l
JGp(x) |

Now we prove that H/K,(x*) is nonsingular via the formula (3.3). Leta € R", b € R"™ and c € R’
satisfy

C(x") = Ker [ (3.6)

JH(x") 0

G} = No(xX) Ko(x)No(x*)  THHT JGp(x)' ][ a
b =0
JGp(x*) 0 c

0
0
or
G, = No(x) Ko(xX)No(x")a + TH(xX) b + TGp(x*) ¢ = 0,
JH(x")a =0, (3.7)

JGp(x")a = 0.
It follows from JH(x*)a = 0 and JGg(x*)a = O that a € C(x"). Premultiplying a’ to the first
equation in (3.7), we obtain
a, a>

nj n
< MUV H )+ Y uVGi)
j=1 i=1

(| V2 L0,y 1, %) = No(x)T Ko (x) ' No(x)| a,a) = 0,
which implies a = 0 from the condition 2.16). From the first equation in (3.7) again, we obtain
TH)'b + TGa(x) e =0,

from which we obtain » = 0 and ¢ = 0 from (iii). Therefore H/K,(x") is nonsingular. The proof is
completed. O
Basing on Lemma [3.1] we may establish the stability on the C? perturbation of Problem (L)
under the Jacobian uniqueness condition at (x*, u*, v*, y*, u*, A%).
Now consider the parameterized constrained minimax optimization problem of the form

(Py) [min | max flx,y,9), (3.8)
where f: R" x R" x R! — R, ® c R" is a feasible set of decision variable x defined by
o) ={xeR": H(x,®) =0, G(x,¥) <0} (3.9)
and Y : R”" x R! =3 R™ is a set-valued mapping defined by
Y(x,®) ={y e R" : h(x,y,9) =0, g(x,y,9) <0} (3.10)

Let 99 € R! be a vector such that

f(x’y) :f_(x’y’ﬁ())’ h(xay) :il(xayaﬂO)’ g(xay) :g(x’y’ﬁ())

and
H(x) = H(x,9y), G(x)=G(x,).
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Definition 3.2 We say Problem [B.8) is a local C? perturbation of Problem (1) around (x*,y*) if
there exist open sets O C R", O, € R" and © c R! satisfying 99 € O, x* € Oy, y* € O, and f, h,
g are twicely smooth over O1 X 0> X ©, and H, G are twicely smooth over O; X ©.

The Kojima mapping for Problem (Py) is the following function

[ Vo Ly, 1,59 + THx, N u+ TGx, NHTwh )
H(x,9)
G(x, %) —w~
VyL(x,y, 1, €73 9)
h(x,y, )
-g(x,y, 0 + &

Fle,u,w,y, 1, &;19) = , (3.11)

where
‘Z:(xay’ﬂ’ /l; ﬁ) = f_(X,y, ﬁ) + <,Ll, il(x’y’ ﬁ» - </1a g(x,y, ﬁ))

Theorem 3.1 Suppose that the Jacobian uniqueness condition of Problem (L) is satisfied at (x*,
ut, v, yE k) € R RM R X R R™M xR™ and (Py) is a local C* perturbation of Problem
(1) around (x*,y*). Then there exist € > 0 and § > 0 such that B(%y,6) C ©,B(x*,&) C Oy and
B(y*, &) C Oy, and there is a mapping (x(-), y(-), u(-), v(-), u(-), A(-)) : B(dy, 5) = B(x*, &) xB(y*, &) X
B(u*, &) X B(v*, &) X B(u*, €) X B(A*, &) such that, for v(?) = w()* and A(9) = £E()*,

(1) (x(@), y(Wo), u(Bo), v(do), (o), A(Fo)) = (x*, y*, u*, v, u*, ).
(2) For any 9 € B(9y,0), (x(-), y(-), u(-), v(-), u(-), A(-)) is continuously differentiable at 9.

(3) For any 9 € B(y, 0), Problem (Py) satisfies the Jacobian uniqueness condition at (x(19), y(),
u(), (), u(9), A(9)).

Proof. Let w* = v* + G(x*) and & = 1* + g(x*,y*). From the definitions of F and F in (3.I), we
have
F(x,u,w,y, 1, §90) = F(x,u, w, y, i1, ).

Thus we get that
FOX'u', w', y" 1", €590) = 0, Twuwypuer EC u s wh, y* 1, E5090) = TF(X u*, w™, y*, 1", £,

and in turn (x,u,w,y,#,g)F (X", u*, w*, y*, u*, £ 9¢) is nonsingular from Lemma[3.l From the classical
implicit function theorem, we get that there exist £ > 0 and ¢ > 0 such that B(J¢, §) € ©,B(x*, &) C
O; and B(y*, &) C O», and there is a mapping (x(-), u(-), w(-), y(-), u(-), £(-)) : B(99, 6) — B(x*, &) X
Bu*, &) x Bw*, &) Xx BOy*, ) X B(u*, €) X B(¢*, €) such that

(x(o), u(@o), w(dh), (Do), (Do), EW@o)) = (x*, u”, w*, y*, 1", &°);

meanwhile, for any ¢ € B(J, 8), (x(-), u(-), w(-), y(-), u(-), £(-)) is continuously differentiable at ,
and
F(x(®), u(9), w(®), y(@), u(), £@); 9) = 0, Y € B(y, 6). (3.12)
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From the continuity of (x(:3), u(:3), w(3), y(9), u(9), £(19)) for ¢ € B9y, 6), we have from G;(x(9)) —
wi(®)” =01in that
Gi(x(9) <0, wr@);=0,i€p

and
w;r(ﬁ) >0, Gix()=0,i€p.

Therefore we have that
B ={i:Gx()=0,i=1,...,m} =8, {i: w;r(x(ﬂ)) =0,i=1,...,m}=p°

and that w(-) is differentiable at ©} for i € g and wf(-) = 0 for i € g°. In turn v(}) = w* () is
differentiable over B(#y, 6). Using the same arguments as the above, we obtain

a(®) =1{i: gi(x(),y@) =0,i=1,....m} =qa, {i: §l-+(x(19)) =0,i=1,...,m} =a

and A(9) = £(9)* is also differentiable over B(y, §). Hence the assertions (1) and (2) hold.
Now we prove the assertion (3). From the first three equations in (3.12)) and the definition of
(v(1}), (1)), we obtain

V. LOx(@), y(@), u(), A1) + TH) (@) + TGx(@))" v(d) = 0,
H(x(®)) = 0,
G(x(@)) = [G(x(@) +v()]™ =0,

which are exactly the conditions in (i) of the Jacobian uniqueness condition of (Py) from Definition
3.1l From the continuity of (x(#), v(#)) and B(1#) = B claimed just now, we have that the set vectors
{VH | (x(®)), ..., VHy,, (x(3)} U {VG,-(x(ﬂ)) RS ﬁ(ﬂ)} are linearly independent, where 8(9) = {i :
Gi(x(¥)) = 0,i = 1....,no}, which implies (ii) of the Jacobian uniqueness condition of (Py). And
we have that v;(7) — G;(x(1)) > 0 for i € B(1#); namely, (iii) of the Jacobian uniqueness condition of
(Pg) holds.

Now we check (iv) of the Jacobian uniqueness condition of (Py)); namely, (Pyq)) satisfies the
Jacobian uniqueness condition at (y(i), u(19), A(#)). From the last three equations in (3.12) and the
definition of (v(1}), A(1#)), we obtain

Vy L(x(@), y(), u(), A(9)) = 0,
h(x(@), y()) = 0,
g(x(), y(1)) = [g(x(8), y()) + AD)]” = 0,

which are just KKT conditions of (P,g)) at (y(1}), u(#), A(3)). Since the continuity of (x(3), y(19),
u(@), A1) and a() = @, we have that the set vectors

(V1 (6. YD), ..., Ty, (x(0), Y@} U {Vy8i(x(D). y(9) : i € ()

are linearly independent when & > 0 is small enough; namely, the linear independence constraint
qualification of (Py)) at y(¢9) is satisfied. We also have 4;(1) — g;(x(0), y(1})) > 0; namely, the strict
complementarity condition of (Py)) holds at (y(4), A(#)). Until now, for the Jacobian uniqueness
condition of (P,g)), only the second-order sufficient optimality condition is left to prove. It can be
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proved in the same way as that for (v) of the Jacobian uniqueness condition of (Py) from Definition
[B11 We omit it here.

Finally, we prove (v) of the Jacobian uniqueness condition of (Py) at (x(3), y(¢), u(3), v(1#),
u(®), A(#)) from Definition 3.1l From a(#) = a, we have that

Cay V() = ker Jyh(x(9), y()) Nker Ty 8a(x(), y(9)) (3.13)

is a subspace of R™. For proving (v) of the Jacobian uniqueness condition of (Py) at (x(13), y(1),
u(), v(%), u(), A(9)) from Definition 3.1l we only need to construct a matrix Z(}) € Rmm=m=lal
such that
Range Z(1}) = ker J,h(x(1}), y(1})) N ker J,gq(x(1), y(})) (3.14)
and
Z"YZ®) > 0, (3.15)

where
ny n

VW) = ) u(HVEH @) + ) vi®)V2Gi(x(B)

j=1 i=1
+V2 L(@), y(9), (), A1) = No(x())" Ko(x() ™ No(x(:9)).
To do this, define A € R"™ by

T yh(x(®), y(3))
A@D) = | Jy8a(x(1),y(®)) |,
A

where A € R”~m-lel ig chosen such that A(Jy) is nonsingular. Then if ¢ is close to ¥y enough, we
have that A(?}) is nonsingular as well. By applying the standard Gram-Schmidt orthogonalization
procedure to the columns of A(}), we obtain an orthogonal matrix P(}) = [P1() Po(3)] € R™™
with P1 () € R+l p,9) € Rm=™-lel Then P(+9) is a continuous function over B(Jy, §). Let
Z(9) = Py(¥) satisfy (3.14) and Z(1?) be continuous over B(y, §). Then Z(1#) satisfies (3.14) and
(3.13) when ¥ € B(J9, 6) for small § > 0, which comes from the fact that

Z(90)"¥(90)Z(o) > 0,
from (2.16). The proof is completed. O

4 Strong Regularity without Strict Complementarity

In the Jacobian uniqueness condition of Problem (L)) by Definition 3] a critical condition is
the strict complementarity for the upper level problem. In this section, we consider the case when
this condition does not hold.

Let (x*,u*,v*,y*, u*, 2*) be a KKT point of Problem (L.I); namely, it satisfies the following
conditions

Vo Ly, 1, ) + THXO) u+ JG(0)v = 0,
H(x)=0, 0<vlGkx <0,

VyL(x’ ya ﬂa /l) = 07

h(x,y) =0, 0>4Lgxy <O0.

4.1)
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Let z := (x,u,v,y, u, 1) and define

K =R"x R x R'? x xR x R™ x R
and
[ Vo Ly, i, )+ TH) '+ TG ]
H(x)
-G(x)

H(z) = . 4.2)
V)"E(xa ya ﬂ; /1)
h(x,y)

! —8(x,y) |
The KKT conditions above can be expressed as the following generalized equation

0 € H(z) + N (2). 4.3)

For = (1. nusMG3 0y Mhs 1), it is easy to see that the perturbed generalized equation
n € H(z) + Nx(2) (4.4)
represents the KK T conditions for the following canonical perturbation of Problem (I.1J),

min max x,Y) = (14, X) = 1y, V), 45
xeq)(’lHJlG)yEY(x,nh,ng)f (%, 3) = (1 My, ¥y 4.5)

where f: R" x R"™ — R, ®: R™ x R™ =3 R" is a set-valued mapping defined by
(i, n6) = {x € R": Hx) =iy = 0,G(x) + 16 < 0 (4.6)
and Y : R" x R™ x R™ = R™ is a set-valued mapping defined by

Y(x 0 10) = {y € R h(x,y) =y = 0,8(x,y) + 17 < 0}, 4.7

Robinson [[11]] introduced the concept of strong regularity for a solution of the generalized equation
@3.

Definition 4.1 Let 7* be a solution of the generalized equation (£.3). We say that 7* is a strongly
regular solution of the generalized equation (4.3)) if there exist positive numbers § and & > 0 such
that for every n € B(0, 6), the following linearized generalized equation

neJHE)Nz-2)+ N(2) (4.8)

has a unique solution in B(z*, €), denoted by 7Z(n), and the mappingZ : B(0,6) — B(Z*, €) is Lipschitz
continuous.

It follows from [L1]] or [1]] that if z* is a strongly regular solution of the generalized equation (.3),
then there exist positive numbers ¢ and £ > 0 such that for every n € B(0, 9), the following general-
ized equation
n € H(@) + Nyc(2) 4.9)

has a unique solution in B(z*, ), denoted by z(1), and the mapping z : B(0, 0) — B(z*, ¢) is Lipschitz
continuous over B(0, 9).

To study the strong regularity of the KKT system at (x*,u*,v*,y*, u*, 4%), we introduce the
following definition.
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Definition 4.2 We say that Problem ([_1)) satisfies PRoPERTY A at (x*, u*,v*,y*, u*, 1*) € R"x R" x
R™ x R™ x R™M x R jf

(i) x* € ® and conditions in (2.14) are satisfied at (x*,u*,v*,y*, u*, 1).

(i) The set vectors (VH(x"),...,VH, }U {VG,-(x*) Tl € I(x*)} are linearly independent, where
I(x)={i: Gi(x")=0,i=1....,m}.

(iv) y* € Y(x*) and Problem (P,) satisfies Jacobian uniqueness conditions at (y*, u*, 1%).

n

(V) Forevery d, € Aff C(x*) \ {0} (where C(x*) is defined by (2.11)),
n
sup < uiV)zcxH(x*) + v,-V)zchi(x*) dx,dx>
(uv)EA(x*) { ; ! ; 4.10)

+ ([ V2L Y i 1) = Na6) Ko () No(6) | dy ) > 0,

where K, (x) is defined by (2.3) and N,(x) is defined by (2.8).

It can be checked that the perturbed Kojima mapping of the form

[ Vo Ly, i, )+ THO u+ FGOTwh | [ ne
H(x) nH
3 G(x)—w~ -G
F(x,u,w,y, u,€) = VL0 v £) - " 4.11)
h(x,y) Mh
-g(x,y) + & 11 ng

is the Kojima mapping of the canonical perturbation Problem (4.3)), where @ : R x R™ = R"
is defined by @.6) and Y : R" x R™ x R"™ = R™ is defined by 7). Thus we have that
F(x,u,w,y,u, &) = n withn = (9, g —n6; 1y; s g) corresponds to KKT conditions for Problem

@5

Lemma 4.1 Suppose that PRoPERTY A of Problem (1) is satisfied at (x*, u*,v*,y*, u*,1*) € R" x
RM x R™ x RM x R™ x R™, Then for w* = v* + G(x*) and & = A1* + g(x*,y"), any element of
OF (x*, u*, w*,y*, u*, &) is nonsingular.

Proof. Since A* — g(x*,y*) > 0, we know that &* and &~ are differentiable at £&*, and w* and w™ are
differentiable at w*. Since w* and w™ are strongly semi-smooth in the sense of [10], F is strongly
semi-smooth at (x*, y*, u™, w*, u*, £*). Without loss of generality, we assume that

B:=I1x")=A{l,....r}, a={1,...,s},

where
IX)={i:G(x)=0,i=1,...,m}, a={i:g&"y)=0,i=1,...,m}.

Let
Br=liep:v;i>0}, Bo={iep:vi=0]
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and assume
ﬂ_'. = {1,...,}’1}.
Then, for 8¢ = {1,...,n}\ Band o = {1,...,mo} \ @, we get that

Be={l...n} Bo={n+L...rf (F=lr+l...m} o ={(s+1....m)

Thus we obtain

Telee = 2 V| getee =| 0 (4.12)
7o o L0 Dy '
and

L, 0 0

8w+|W:W* = 0 wp, 0]: wp, = Diag[wr1+la Kl (Ur]’ w; € [Oa 1]5 ie,BO s

(4.13)

0O 0 O

OW |y = {I,,2 -—wW:wE 8w+IW:W*}.

Denote

nj ny

Giy = V2 LO Y 15 ) + > wiVEHi(x) + ) viVE,Gix),
J=1 i=1

GTZ = V)zcyL(X*ay*aﬂ*, /l*), G;Z = ng.ﬂ(x*,y*,/f‘, /l*)

For simplicity, we use notations J 4" and J,h* to represent J h(x*,y") and J,h(x",y"), respec-
tively. The same notations are also applied to g, and g,<. Let V be an element of 0F (x*, u*, w*, y*, u*, £%).
Then there exists an element w € Ow™|,,—,+ such that

G, JH) JGp () wpTGp(x) 0 G, JhT -l 0
JH(x") 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
JGg. (x*) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
J G (x) 0 0 gy + wp, 0 0 0 0 0

V=| JGs(x) 0 0 0 A 0 0 0

G:T 0 0 0 0 G, I -5l 0
Th 0 0 0 0o gn 0 0 0
~J.8, 0 0 0 0 -Je 0 0 0
~ T8k 0 0 0 0 -J8. 0 0 Ly |

(4.14)

17



The nonsingularity of V is equivalent to the nonsingularity of the following matrix

G;,  JHO) JGp () wp, TG Gy, THT Tl 00
JH(x") 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
JGp, (x) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
T Gp,(x") 0 0 —Ip, + wp, 0 0 0 0 0

Gz 0 0 0 G A I

J.h 0 0 0 Jyh 0 0 0 0
~Jx8a 0 0 0 -Jy8s O 0 0 0
JGpe(x*) 0 0 0 0 0 0 Lo, 0
~T8h 0 0 0 ~J,g. 0 0 0 Iy |

which is equivalent to the nonsingularity of the following matrix

G JHCHT TG, (0" wp, TG, Gy TehT =g ]
JH(x") 0 0 0 0 0 0
JGp, (x) 0 0 0 0 0 0
Hw) = | JGp(x") 0 0 —I,| + wp, 0 0 0
Gg 0 0 0 Gy I, yh*T -Jy8 o
Jh* 0 0 0 Jyh* 0 0
T8 0 0 0 ~J,8, 0 0

(4.15)
Therefore, we only need to prove that the matrix H(w) is nonsingular. From Lemma[2.2] we obtain
that K,(x") is nonsingular, where

Gy, jyh*T _jng;T
K,(x")=| J,h" 0 0
~Jy8a 0 0
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So we only need to prove that H(w)/K,(x"*) is nonsingular. Notice that

Gy, JHO)' JGp, (X)) wp, TGpy(x)T ]
JH(x") 0 0 0
H((U)/KQ(X ) = jGﬂ+(x*) 0 0 0
T Gp,(x7) 0 0 ~ligy| + wp,
i G* xh*T - «T . i
n J J8a G 00 0
0 0 0 K,(x) ' g 0 0 0
0 0 0 ot :
O 0 0 _jxga 0 0 O
[ G7| = No(x) Ko(xX)No(x*)  TH(H)T JGg, (6 wp TG, (x)T ]
JH(x") 0 0 0
) JGp.(x) 0 0 0
T Gpy(x") 0 0 —lig,| + wg,
(4.16)
It is easy to check that Aff C(x") is of the following subspace
. JH(xY)
Aff C(x™) = Ker . “4.17)
JGg, (x)

Now we prove that H(w)/K,(x") is nonsingular via the formula @.16). Let a; € R", a € R™,
az € R and ay € R™™" satisty

[ Giy = NaO) KaONa() - THOO TG 0V 0p TG |1 g,
JH(") 0 0 0 o

JGp.(x) 0 0 0 R
JGp,y(x*) 0 0 —ligo) + gy @

or

(G}, = No () Ko (XN (X ]ar + TH(X) ar + TGp, (XY a3 + wp, T Gy (x) as = 0, (4.18)

JH(x")a; =0, (4.19)
JGg, (x")a; =0, (4.20)
TGy (x)ay + [~Iig,| + wp,lag = 0. (4.21)

It follows from (.19) and @.20) that a; € Aff C(x*). Premultiplying alT to (4.18)), we obtain

al[G7, = No(x") Ko (XN (x)a) + al wp, T Ggy(x) ay = 0. (4.22)
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From the relation (4.21)), we get that

* wi *
o TGpyV as= Y o=IVGE) @l 2 0. (4.23)

i€Bp:0<w;<1

If follows from (#.18)) and (@.23)) that

ni ny
<lz V3 Hi(x") + Z ViV3,Gi(x")
i=1

J=1

a19a1>

+([V2LOE Y 1 ) = Na)T Ko () No(x)] a1, a1) < 0,

which implies a; = 0 from the condition ZI6). Let By = {i € By : w; = 1} and B = Bo \ Bo. Then
from @.21I)), a; = 0 and @.I8)), we can get that

laslg: =0 (4.24)

and
TH ar + TGp, (x) a3 + TGp(x) 4]z, = 0. (4.25)
From (iii), we obtain a; = 0,a3 = 0 and [a4]z, = 0. Combining with #@24), we have that a, = 0,
az = 0 and a4 = 0. Therefore H(w)/K,(x*) is nonsingular. The proof is completed. O

Now we are in a position to establish the main result about the strong regularity of the KKT
system for Problem (L.1).

Theorem 4.1 Ler (x*,y*) € R" x R"™ be a point around which f, h and g are twice differen-
tiable, and H and G are twice continuously differentiable. Assume that there exists (u*,v*, u*, 1*) €
RM x R x R™ x R™2 such that (x*, u*,v*, y*, u*, 1*) satisfies Karush-Kuhn-Tucker conditions for
Problem (L1). Consider the following four statements

(a) ProPERTY A holds at (x*,u*,v*,y*, u*, 1%).

(b) For w* = v + G(x) and & = A + g(x*,y"), any element of OF (x*,u*,w*,y*,u*,&") is
nonsingular.

(¢c) Fis alocally Lipschitz homeomorphism near (x*, u™, w*, y*, u*, &%).
(d) The point (x*,u*,v*,y*, u*, 1*) is a strongly regular solution of the generalized equation ({.3]).
Then it holds that (a) = (b) = (¢) & (d).

Proof. From Lemma 4.l we obtain (a)= (b). By Clarke’s inverse function theorem (Clarke
[3L4]]), F is a locally Lipschitz homeomorphism near (x*, u*, w*, y*, u*, £*) and hence we get (b)=—
(c). Noting that the generalized equation

n € H(z) + Ny (z)

represents the KKT conditions for Problem (.3) and F(x,u,w,y,u, &) = n with n = (17.; ng; —ng;
1y; Nis Ng) corresponds to KKT conditions for Problem (@.3)), we obtain the equivalence between (¢)
and (d). The proof is completed. O
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S Some Concluding Remarks

In this paper, we have analyzed the stability properties of the Kurash-Kuhn-Tucker (KKT) system
for Problem (L.I)). Firstly, we proposed the definition of Jacobian uniqueness condition of Problem
(1) and proved that this property is stable with respect to a small C2-perturbation. Secondly,
comparing with the Jacobian uniqueness condition, we proposed PROPERTY A by eliminating the
strict complementarity condition for the outer level constraints and adopting the strong second-
order sufficiency optimality condition. We proved that the strong regularity of the KKT system at
the KKT point is equivalent to the local Lipschitz homeomorphism of the Kojima mapping near the
KKT point. Finally, we proved that PRoPERTY A is a sufficient condition for the strong regularity of
the KKT system at the KKT point.

There are many problems about the stability of constrained minimax optimization left to us. For
instance, in our analysis, even PROPERTY A requires the Jacobian uniqueness condition for the inner
level problem. Is it possible to weaken this condition? A closely related problem is how to obtain
the second-order optimality conditions for the constrained minimax problem when the Jacobian
uniqueness condition for the inner level problem fails. This might be a difficult problem. Another
question is, when the constraints are linear and the objective function is even convex-concave, can
we have a sharp theoretical result like the result for linear semidefinte programming in [2]]?
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