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Abstract

The separation of two sets (or more specific of two cones) plays an important
role in different fields of mathematics such as variational analysis, convex analysis,
convex geometry, optimization. In the paper, we derive some new results for the
separation of two not necessarily convex cones by a (convex) cone / conical surface
in real (topological) linear spaces. Basically, we follow the separation approach by
Kasimbeyli (2010, STAM J. Optim. 20) based on augmented dual cones and Bishop-
Phelps type (normlinear) separating functions. Classical separation theorems for
convex sets are the key tool for proving our main nonlinear cone separation theorems.
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1 Introduction

It is well-known that the separation of two sets (or more specific of two cones) plays an im-
portant role in different fields of mathematics (such as variational analysis, convex analysis,
convex geometry, optimization). Basically the following question is of interest: Under which
assumptions on the real (topological) linear space E and the sets Q', Q? C F one can ensure the
existence of a nontrivial element z* of the (algebraic; topological) dual space of E such that the
weak [proper| separation condition

sup z*(w') < inf z*(w?) and  inf z*(w!) < sup 2*(w?) |, (1.1)
wlen! w2eN? wle! w2e0?

or the strict separation condition

sup r*(w') < inf z*(w?)
wlent w?2eN?
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holds true? For proving the existence of such a z* one needs usually some convexity assumptions,
certain closedness / compactness / solidness assumptions and a disjointedness assumption on
Q! and Q2. From the historical point of view, assertions about the existence of linear separating
functions for two convex sets such that (LI)) holds (also known as Hahn-Banach separation
theorems or hyperplane separation theorems) were developed from the classical Hahn-Banach
theory (i.e., theorems related to the extension of bounded linear functions defined on a subspace
of some linear space to the whole space) which is a central tool in functional analysis. Geometric
versions of the Hahn—Banach theorem go back to works by Dieudonne, by Eidelheit, by Holmes,
by James, by Mazur, and by Tukey. To get a further overview on this topic, we refer the reader
also to the references by Aliprantis and Border [3, Ch. 5], Deumlich, Elster and Nehse [11],
Elster and Nehse [16], Gopfert et al. [20, Sec. 2.2], Holmes [31], Jahn [35] Ch. 3|, Khan,
Tammer and Zalinescu [47, Ch. 5 and 6], Soltan [60], Zalinescu [65, Ch. 1], and references
therein.

Removing the convexity assumptions on Q' and €2, it is easy to observe that one cannot
expect the existence of such a linear function z* : E — R in the separation condition (L.T]).
Thus, the idea arises to replace the linear function z* in the separation condition (L) by
a nonlinear function ¢ : E — R. Kasimbeyli [41] (compare also [1], [4], [17], [59]) had the
idea to use (in a reflexive Banach space setting) a Bishop-Phelps type (normlinear) function
Yz * £ — R (where some linear continuous function z* in the topological dual space E* of E,
the norm || - || on E, and some « > 0 are involved), which is defined by

Vo o) =2 (x) + of|z|| for all x € E, (1.2)

as a nonlinear separating function. The type of function ¢, o in ([L.2)) is associated to so-called
Bishop-Phelps cones and dates back to the work by Bishop and Phelps [5] (see Section [ for
more details). Observe, the combination of a norm function with a linear (continuous) function
in (L2)) leads also to the name “normlinear function” (see the recent paper by Zaffaroni [64] with
z* € E* and o € R in ([.2))). Clearly, also other nonlinear functions, for instance by Drummond
and Svaiter [12], Gerstewitz [I8] or Hiriart-Urruty [30] (see also Bouza, Quintana and Tammer
[7], Gerth and Weidner [19], Gopfert et al. [20], Sec. 2.3], Ha [25] Sec. 3.1 and 3.2], Jahn [36], 37],
Tammer and Weidner [62, Sec. 4.11], Zaffaroni [63, Prop. 3.2]), could be used in a nonlinear
separation approach for not necessarily convex sets.

Furthermore, it is important to mention that the extremal principle by Kruger and Mor-
dukhovich [49] 50, 52], 53] is a dual approach to separation of not necessarily convex sets. This
extremal principle is a deep assertion concerning the existence of linear continuous functions with
important separation properties concerning nonconvex sets and essential applications in varia-
tional analysis, geometrical approaches and optimization. Recent developments and extensions
of the extremal principle are given by Bui and Kruger in [§], [9].

Consider an extremal system {Q!,... Q" 7} (see Mordukhovich [54] and Mordukhovich, Nam
[55, Definition 3.6]) in a real normed space E. Then, {Q!, ... Q" 7} fulfills the exact extremal
principle if there are basic normals

o € Nu@ ), j=1,...,n, (1.3)
such that
i+ ta, =0, 27 lls + -+ llznlls =1 (1.4)

holds. Here, N/ (%; ) denotes the Mordukhovich (limiting) normal cone (see [55, Definition
7.66]), and || - ||« denotes the dual norm in E*.
Considering the exact extremal principle for two sets Q' and Q2 formula (L3]) and (L4)



reduce to the condition that there is an element z* € E* \ {0} with
z* € Ny(7; QY N (=N (T; Q2)). (1.5)
If Q' and Q2 are convex sets and Q! — Q2 is topologically solid, then (IL5) coincides with
Vel Vo, e Q2 ¥ (x1) < x*(x9),

i.e.,, we get the classical weak separation property (compare (1)) for two convex sets, see
Mordukhovich, Nam [55] Theorem 3.7].

In our paper, the separating function ¢ : E — R will be given by a combination of a seminorm
¢ : E — R with a linear function z*, i.e., ¢ := @z o : E — R (for some z* in the (algebraic;
topological) dual space of F, and some a > 0), where

Opro(z) =2 () + ap(z) forallz € E. (1.6)

We will use functions of type (L)) in order to derive separation conditions for not necessarily
convex cones within the framework of real topological linear spaces having in mind certain
applications in vector optimization and order theory (see [41]).

Similar to the work by Kasimbeyli [41], we are primarily interested in the situation that both
sets Q' and Q? of the real topological linear space E (with underlying topology 7) are given by
cones (i.e., ) # Q' =R, -Qf i =1,2). In the literature, cone separation theorems are derived in
different ways (see, e.g., Henig [28], Nehse [56], Nieuwenhuis [57]). We adapt the ideas by Henig
[28] and by Kasimbeyli [41] to separate two (not necessarily convex) cones by a cone (conical
surface). Consider two nontrivial cones Q0% C E and a (closed, convex) cone C' C E with
nonempty interior (denoted by int, C'; furthermore, bd,; C' denotes the boundary, cl; C' denotes
the closure of C'). We say that the cones Q' and Q? are

(i) (weakly) separated by (the boundary of) the cone C if

Q' Ccl,C and Q*C E\int,C. (1.7)

(ii) properly separated by (the boundary of) C if (7)) is valid and

(Q'UQ?)\ bd, C # 0.

(iii) strictly separated by (the boundary of) C if

Q'\ {0} Cint, C and Q*\ {0} C E\cl, C.

Notice that (iii) = (ii) = (i). In particular, in our (Weak, Proper, Strict) Cone Separa-
tion Theorems we like to consider a cone C that can be written in term of a zero lower-level set
of a function ¢ : £ — R that is (lower semi-continuous, sublinear, convex) positive homogeneous.
More precisely, we like to ensure the cone representation properties

c, C={x € E|e(x) <0} and int,C ={z € E|¢(x) < 0}.

In our paper, the function ¢ will be given by the function ¢« , defined in (L6]). Notice that
the above cone separation approach also covers the linear cone separation case where the cone



C is given by a closed halfspace, i.e.,
C=cl,C={ze€FE|a"(x) <0} and int,C={xe€ E|z"(z)<0}.

In contrast to linear cone separation where the separating object is a hyperplane bd, C = {x €
E | z*(z) = 0}, in nonlinear cone separation we will have a separating object given by a conical
surface bd, C' = {z € E | p(x) = 0}.

Cone separation theorems are studied by several authors in the literature, among others by
Adan and Novo [2| Th. 2.1], Gopfert et al. [20, Th. 2.3.6], Henig [28], Jahn [35, Th. 3.22], [37,
Sec. 3.7], Kasimbeyli [41}, Th. 4.3], Khazayel et al. [48, Sec. 2.3], Nieuwenhuis [57], and Novo
and Zalinescu [58, Cor. 2.3]. Such cone separation theorems are known to be important for
some fields of optimization (for instance, for deriving scalarization results for nonconvex vector
optimization problems; see, e.g., Bot, Grad and Wanka [6], Gerth and Weidner [19], Eichfelder
and Kasimbeyli [15], Gopfert et al. [20], Grad [21], Kasimbeyli [41], 42], Kasimbeyli [38] [39],
Kasimbeyli et al. [45], and Tammer and Weidner [62]). In particular, to gain new results in
the nonconvex setting (since some well-known cones are nonconvex cones) is of special interest.
Clearly, also in a next step one may derive from cone separation theorems also (weak, proper and
strict) separation theorems for nonconvex sets as well as duality assertions (see, e.g., Kasimbeyli
and Karimi [43] [44]).

The paper is structured as follows. In the second section, we present preliminaries in real
(topological) linear spaces. We will deal with certain topologies defined on real linear spaces;
algebraic and topological notions for sets; convex sets, norms and seminorms; cones and their
bases. In the third and fourth sections, we introduce a new class of nonlinear separating functions
based on a combination of a linear function and a seminorm. Generalized augmented dual cones
and their properties are analyzed, and some relationships to Bishops-Phelps cones are pointed
out. We are able to extend the framework used in the separation approach by Kasimbeyli
[41]. The fifth section contains the main results of the paper, namely nonlinear cone separation
results in real linear spaces, in real topological linear spaces and in real locally convex spaces,
respectively. We end the paper with some concluding remarks in the sixth section.

2 Preliminaries

2.1 Basics in Topological Linear Spaces

Throughout the paper, let E' # {0} be a real linear space, and let E’ be its algebraic dual space,
which is given by
E' ={2': E - R |2 is linear}.

Having a real topological linear space (F,7) with topology 7, we also consider the topological
dual space of E, which is given by

(E,7)" ={2": E — R | 2" is linear and 7-continuous}.

For simplicity we will write E* instead of (F,7)* when the underlying topology 7 is clear in the
context.

Remark 2.1 (Convex core topology) It is well-known that any linear space E can be en-
dowed with the strongest locally convex topology 7., that is generated by the family of all the
semi-norms defined on E (see Khan, Tammer and Zalinescu [{7, Sec. 6.3]). In the literature,
the topology 7. is known as the convex core topology. According to [47, Prop. 6.3.1], the topo-
logical dual space of E, namely (E,7.)*, is exactly the algebraic dual space E'. In recent works



(see, e.g., Ginther, Khazayel and Tammer [22, (23], Khazayel et al. [[8], Novo and Zalinescu
[38]), the convex core topology 7. is used to derive properties for algebraic interiority notions
(such as core and intrinsic core).

Throughout the paper, Ry denotes the set of nonnegative real numbers, while P := R, |
denotes the set of positive real numbers. For any two points z,T € E, the closed, the open, the
half-open line segments are defined by

[z, 7] == {(1 = XNz + AT | A € [0,1]}, (,7) ={(1 =Nz + T | X e (0,1)},
[z,Z) ={(1 =Nz + AT | A€ [0,1)}, (z,7] :={(1 = Nx+ Az | X € (0,1]}.

Consider any set {2 C FE in the linear space E. The smallest affine subspace of E containing €2
is denoted by aff 2. As usual, the algebraic interior (or the core) of €2 is defined by

corQ:={reQ|Vve E3e>0: x+[0,¢]-v C Q},
while the relative algebraic interior (the intrinsic core) of € is given by
icorQ:={zeQ|Vveaf(Q—-0Q)Ie>0: z+[0,¢] -v C Q}.

Notice, for any nonempty set Q C E, we have corQ = icorQ if aff Q@ = F, and corQ = ()
otherwise. If icor Q # (), then corQ # () <= aff Q = E. The algebraic closure of € consists of
all linearly accessible points of 2 and is denoted by

aclQ:={r € F|37€Q: [z,2) CQ}.

Given a real linear topological space (F,7) and a set 2 C E, we denote by cl. £, bd; Q,
int Q and rint ) the closure, the boundary, the interior and the relative interior of 2 w.r.t. the
topology 7. It is known that Q C aclQ C cl, Q = (int; Q) Ubd, Q and Q D corQ D int, Q) as
well as €2 D icor ) D rint, .

Recall that a set 2 C E is called

e 7-closed if cl, 2 = Q;

e 7-compact if every family of open sets (w.r.t. 7) whose union includes €2 contains a finite
number of sets whose union includes {2;

e 7-solid if int, Q # (J;

e algebraically closed if acl 2 = Q;
(algebraically) solid if cor Q # 0;

e relatively (algebraically) solid if icor Q # (.

It is well-known that 7-closedness implies algebraic closedness. Furthermore, in a locally
convex space E, T-closedness implies 7.-closedness (where 7, is the convex core topology).

2.2 Convex Sets, Norms and Seminorms

As usual, a set Q C F is said to be convex if (z,z) C 2 for all z,z € Q. The smallest convex set
of E containing € (i.e., the convex hull of Q) is denoted by conv(2). Notice that Q is convex
if and only if conv(2) = Q. Consider the topological linear space (E,7). If Q is convex and
int; Q # (), then cor Q = int,; Q. According to Cuong et al. [I0, Th. 2.9], if E is locally convex
and € is convex with rint, Q # ), then icor = rint, Q.



Remark 2.2 (Convex core topology) It is known that, for any convex set Q C E, we have
cor Q) = int,, Q) and icor 2 = rint,, ), where 7, is the convex core topology. Moreover, for any
relatively solid, convex set Q@ C E, we have icor 2 = icor(cl;, Q) and acl2 = cl,, Q = cl, (icor Q).

Special convex sets in F are given by the unit balls of seminorms. Recall that a function
Y : E — R is called a seminorm if 1 is sublinear and symmetric (hence ¢(0) = 0). The unit ball
of ¢ is then given by the set {z € E' | ¥)(x) < 1}. Moreover, recall that a function ¢ : E — R is
called a norm if ¢ is a seminorm and the implication ¥ (z) = 0 = x = 0 holds true.

In the following examples, we like to point out how one can construct a (semi)norm in a linear
space E (see also Tammer and Weidner [62], Sec. 2.1]).

Example 2.3 Assume that E is a real topological linear space and x* € E*. Then, the function
Ve B — R, defined by Y+ (x) := |x*(x)| for all x € E, defines a seminorm on E. If the
dimension of E is greater than 1, then x*(x) = 0 has nontrivial solutions, hence 1 is not a
norm.

Example 2.4 Given a nonempty, convez, absorbing, balanced set B C E in the linear space E,
one can define a seminorm ¢ : E — R by using the so-called Minkowski functional, which is
defined by Y(x) :=inf{A\ >0 |z € X- B} forallz € E.

Example 2.5 Assume that E is a linear space and ¢ : E — R is sublinear. Then each of the
following functions is a seminorm on E:

Ymax : E — R defined by Ymax () := max{y(x),¥(—x)} for all x € E;

Yy i B — R defined by s~(x) := Y(z) + ¢(—x) for all x € E.

Remark 2.6 In Lemmal2.160 we will state some more properties of Ymax-

We will denote by the tripel (E, F,7) a real locally convex space E with underlying topology
7 that is generated by a family of seminorms F. As mentioned in Remark 21 (E,F,7.) with
F consisting of all seminorms defined on F, and the convex core topology 7, is a real locally
convex space.

Example 2.7 We suppose that (E,F,T) is a separated locally convexr space with a topology
T that is generated by a family F = {s' | i € I} of seminorms s' : E — R, i € I, with
sup{s‘(z) | i € I} < +oo for all x € E (for instance, if |I| < 0o). Then, ¥r : E — R, defined
by Yr(x) :=sup{si(x) | i € I} for all x € E, is a norm on E. Notice, for any y € E\ {0} there
is i € I such that s'(y) > 0 (see Swartz [61, pp. 169-170]).

2.3 Cones and their Bases

Recall that a cone K C E (i.e,, 0 € K = Ry - K) is convex if K is convex (or equivalently

K + K = K); nontrivial if {0} # K # E; pointed if {(K) := K N (—K) = {0}. Notice that

((K)C K Caff K, and K is a linear subspace of E if and only if K = ¢(K) and K is convex.
For any cone K C F, we define its (algebraic) dual cone by

Kt ={y el |Vke K: y(k)>0}.
Moreover, the following two sets will be of special interest,

K#*.={y e E'|Vke K\{0}: ¢/(k) >0},
KY:={y e E'|Vke K\ UK): (k) >0}



Obviously, we have K# C K+ and K# C K. If K C acl(K \ ¢(K)), then K# C K% C K*.
In a real topological linear space (E, 7), we define the (topological) dual cone of a cone K C F
by
K& :=K'nE".

Moreover, we put
K#:=K*NE* and K¥:=K“nE"

Clearly, we have K¥ C Kt and K¥ C K¥. If K C I, (K \ ¢(K)), then K¥ C K¥ C K. All
sets KT, K%, K% and K, Kj-éﬁ,KfZ are convex for any (not necessarily convex) cone K C E.
Notice that Ki = K*, K¥ = K# and K& = K% Since /(K*) N E* = ((K}) we have
K\ LK) = (K+\ (k) N B,

Lemma 2.8 Consider a real linear space E and a nontrivial cone K C E. Then,
1° If K 1is relatively solid, then
KT\ UKT)={y e KT\ {0} | Ik cicor K : ¢/'(k) >0}
C{y e E|VkeicorK : y(k) >0},
and if further K C acl(icor K), then the last inclusion is an equality.
2° If K is solid, then K is pointed and

KT \{0}={y e K"\ {0} | 3k €cor K : ¢/(k) > 0}
C{y eE |VkecorK: (k) >0},

and if further K C acl(cor K), then the last inclusion is an equality.

3° Assume that (E,T) is a real topological linear space. If K is relatively solid, then

KM\ UK ={y* € K\ {0} |3k €icor K : y*(k) > 0}
C{y* € E*|Vkeicor K : y*(k) > 0},

and if further K C cl (icor K), then the last inclusion is an equality.

Proof:

1° First, let us check that

UKY)Y={y e F'|Vke K: y(k) =0}
Z{y/GKJr | Vk €icor K : y/(k) =0}
={y € Kt |3k cicor K : y/(k) = 0}.

The first equality and further inclusions of type “C” are obvious. Take some ¢’ € KT such
that y'(k) = 0 for some k € icor K. On the contrary, assume that there is k € K with
y'(k) # 0. Due to k € icor K and k,—k € aff K = aff(K — K) there is ¢ > 0 such that
k + [~¢,e]k € K. Then, we get y/(k + 6k) = 8y'(k) < 0 for an adequate § € [—¢,¢], a



contradiction to 3’ € K. Thus, we conclude

K" \UKY) ={y e K"\ {0}|3ke K: v (k) >0}
={y € KT\ {0} |3k €icor K : ¢/(k) > 0}
={y € K"\ {0} |Vk €icor K : y/(k) > 0}
={y € E'|VkcicorK: o/(k) >0} NKT.

Assume that K C acl(icor K). Then, {y € E' | Vk € icorK : (k) > 0} C K™ .
Indeed, for y € E’ with ¢/(k) > 0 for all k € icor K # () one has y/(k) > 0 for all
k € acl(icor K) D K, i.e., ¥ € KT. We conclude the validity of the assertion 1°.

2° Let us show that the solidness of K implies the pointedness of K. Assume that cor K # 0.
On the contrary, assume that ¢(K) # {0}, i.e., there is 2’ # 0 such that 2/(z) = 0 for all
x € K. Then, by o’ # 0 there is y € E\ K with 2/(y) # 0. Pick now k € cor K. Then,
there is € > 0 such that k +¢ey € K. Thus, we arrive at the contradiction 0 = z/(k +ey) =
2'(k) 4 ea'(y) = ea’(y) # 0.

Now, it is easy to see that assertion 2° is a direct consequence of assertion 1°.

3° The first part of the assertions follows by assertion 1° and the fact that K1 \ ¢(K}) =
(KT \ ¢(K")) N E*. The proof of the second part is similar to the proof in assertion 1°
(use K C cl,(icor K) in the topological setting).

0

Remark 2.9 Notice, Lemmal[2.8 (1°) generalizes a result by Khazayel et al. [48, Th. 4.8, Rem.
5.8] since for a relatively solid, convex cone K C E one has K C acl K = acl(icor K) (see [48,
Lem. 2.5]).

Now, we define a general base concept for cones in linear spaces.

Definition 2.10 A set B C K \ {0} is called a base for the cone K C E, if B is a nonempty
set, and every x € K \ {0} has a unique representation of the form x = Ab for some A\ >
0 and some b € B.

Remark 2.11 If B is base in the sense of Definition [210 for K, then K = R, - B. Notice, a
convez base B in the sense of Definition 210 is used by Jahn [35, Def. 1.10] as a base concept
for convex cones.

In our paper, we will work with the following examples of (not necessarily convex) bases for
cones.

Example 2.12 Assume that || - || : E — R is a norm, and K # {0}. A set B C K given by
B :={x € K| ||z|| = 1} is a base in the sense of Definition[210 for K, and is called norm-base
for K.

Example 2.13 Assume that ¢ : E — R is a seminorm. Consider the cone K == {z € K |
Y(xz) =0} = KN Ky, where Ky == {x € E | y(x) = 0}. Notice that K is a convex cone. A
nonempty set B C K given by B := {z € K | ¢(x) = 1} is a base in the sense of Definition[2.10)
for the cone (K \ K)U{0} = (K \ Ky) U{0}. In general, we have K = (R} - B)UK. In such a
situation we call B a seminorm-base for K.



Example 2.14 Assume that ¢ : E — R is a seminorm but not necessarily a norm, and K #
{0}. If+ is positive on K\{0} (i.e., ¢ behaves on K like a norm), then K = {0} and K = R, -B,
and so B ={x € K | ¢¥(x) = 1} is a base in the sense of Definition [210 for K. Then, B is
called normlike-base for K.

Lemma 2.15 Assume that a cone K C E is generated by some nonempty set B C E, i.e
K =R, - B. Then, the following assertions hold:

1° If K is convex, then K =R, - conv(B).

2° If conv(B) is solid, then cor K C P cor(conv(B)).

3° If K is convex, then cor K D PP cor(conv(B)).

£ K=R, (KNB).

5° If K # E, then cor K =P - ((cor K) N B).

6 K\ LK) =P ((K\ (K)) N B) =P (E\ (~K)) N B).

7 K\{0} =P-(B\{0}) =P - ((K\{0})NB), and if 0 ¢ B, then K\ {0} =P B.

Proof:

1° This equality follows easily by the fact that K is a convex cone.

2° Let conv(B) be solid. Take some Z € cor K. Assume by the contrary that (P-{z}) N
cor(conv(B)) = . Clearly, then (P- {z}) N Q! = () for Q' := R, - (cor(conv(B))). Thus,
for the solid, convex cone Q' and the relatively solid, convex cone Q% := R, - {Z} (with
icor % = P - {z}) we have (icor Q) N (corQ!') = 0. By the separation theorem in [48,
Cor. 2.28] there is 2’ € E’"\ {0} such that 2/(w?) < 0 < 2’(w?) for all w? € icorQ? and
w! € cor Q. This also implies

2'(z) <0 <2/ (w') for all w! € acl(cor Q). (2.1)

Since acl(cor Q') = acl Q! D acl(cor (conv(B))) = acl(conv(B)) 2 B, it follows from (Z.J))
that 2/(b) > 0 for all b € B. Using the assumption that K = R - B we infer 2/(k) > 0
for all k € K, i.e.,, 2’ € KT\ {0}. By Lemma 28] (2°) it follows that z/(z) > 0 for all
x € cor K. In particular, z’(Z) > 0 for the given & € cor K, a contradiction to (2.1]).

3° First, notice that conv(B) C K, hence cor(conv(B)) C cor K. Due to P - cor K = cor K
we get the desired inclusion.

4° Follows by the fact that K N B = B.

5° The inclusion “O” is obvious taking into account that P - cor K = cor K. Let us show
the reverse inclusion “C”. Take some x € cor K. Then, due to K = Ry - B there is
b € B and t > 0 such that = tb. Because K # E (i.e.,, 0 ¢ cor K) we have ¢t > 0.
Clearly, %x € B and due to P - cor K = cor K we also get %x € cor K. Thus, we get
z€t-((cor K)NB)CP-((cor K)NB).

6° Since B C K we get E\ (—K)NB = (K\{(K))NB C K\ {(K). Further it is known that
P-(K\{(K))= K\ {(K). Thus, the proof is similar to 5°.

7° The proof is similar to 5° taking into account that P- (K \ {0}) = K \ {0}.

0

The next lemma provides some more details on the construction of a (semi)norm and gives
some ideas for the construction of bases for nontrivial cones.



Lemma 2.16 Consider a function v : E — R, a function sy : E — R defined by max(y) :=
max{(y),Y(—y)} for all y € E, and assume that K, A C E are nontrivial cones. Then, the
following assertions hold:

1° If 4 is positive homogeneous and subadditive (i.e., ¥ is sublinear), then Vmax is a semi-
norm.

2° Assume that ¢ satisfies —K = {x € E | ¢(z) <0}. Then, {(K) ={y € E | max(y) < 0}.
Moreover, we have:

Ymax 18 nonnegative on E <= ((K) ={y € E | Ymax(y) = 0}.
Ymax 15 positive on E\ {0} <= K is pointed.

3° Assume that ¢ satisfies —icor K = {x € E | (x) < 0}, and 0 ¢ icor K (e.g., if K is convex
and K # ((K)). Define Py := (icor K) U {0}. Then, {(Py) \ {0} ={y € E | max(y) < 0}.
Furthermore, we have:

Ymax 1S nonnegative on £ <= Py is pointed.

4° Assume that 1 is sublinear and satisfies —K = {z € E | ¥(z) < 0}. Then, Imax is a
seminorm. Moreover, we have:

UK)NA={0} <= Ba={y € A| Ymax(y) = 1} is a normlike-base for A.
K #/{(K) <= Bg ={y € K | Ymax(y) = 1} is a seminorm-base for K.
Furthermore, the following assertions are equivalent: (i) K is pointed; (ii) {max 1S a norm;

(iii) Bk is a norm-base for K; (iv) By is a normlike-base for K.

Proof:

1° This assertion is well-known, see [62, Lem 2.1.29].

2° If —-K ={z € E|9¢(zx) <0}, then K = {x € F | ¢(—x) < 0}. Thus, we get

Y € B | Ymax(y) <0} ={y € E|¥(y) <0,9(~y) <0}
={yeE|yYy) <0}n{ye E|y(-y) <0}
= (—K)NK = {(K).

Clearly, ¥max is nonnegative on E <= {y € E | ¥max(y) = 0} = £(K), while K is pointed
< {y € E| Ymax(y) > 0} = E'\ {0}.
3° Since —icor K = {z € E | ¢¥(z) < 0} and 0 ¢ icor K we derive

e B | Ymax(y) <0} ={y € E|¢(y) <0,9(-y) <0}
={yeE vy <0tn{ye E|y(-y) <0}
= (—icor K) N (icor K') = ¢(Py) \ {0}.

Thus, Py is pointed <= {y € E | ¥max(y) < 0} = 0 (i.e., Y¥max is nonnegative).

4° By 1°, ¥max is a seminorm. Since

(Y € A| Ymax(y) = 0} = {y € E | thmax(y) = 0} N A Z ((K) N 4,

we have ((K)N A= {0} <= Bj is a normlike-base for A. Moreover,

K\UK) E K\ {y € E | Ymax(y) = 0} = {y € K | max(y) > 0},
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hence K\ {(K) # 0 <= Bg ={y € K | ¥max(y) = 1} # 0 (by the cone property of K,
and by the positive homogeneity of 1). Thus, K # {(K) <= By is a seminorm-base for
K.

Let us prove the remaining equivalences. (i) = (ii) follows by 1° and 2°. (ii) = (iii)
= (iv) follow by the definitions of (norm-; normlike-)bases. It remains to show that (iv)
— (i). If K is not pointed, then {y € F | ¥ax(y) = 0} z ¢(K) # {0}, and so By is not
a normlike-base for K.

0

Example 2.17 Let K be a solid, conver cone in E. Well known separating functions 1 (re-
spectively, scalarization functions in the context of vector optimization) are (under certain as-
sumptions) sublinear and satisfy cone representation properties —K = {x € E | ¢¥(z) < 0} and
—cor K = {z € E | ¥(x) < 0}, for instance the functions by Gerstewitz [18], Hiriart-Urruty
[30], and Bishop and Phelps [5] / Kasimbeyli [{1] (see also Bouza, Quintana and Tammer [7],
Gopfert et al. [20, Sec. 2.3/, Ha [25, Sec. 3.1 and 3.2], Jahn [37], Tammer and Weidner [62)],
Zaffaroni [63, Prop. 3.2]).

In the following, we like to present a first theorem where we derive a representation for the
algebraic interior of the topological dual cone K.

Theorem 2.18 Assume that (E,F,T) is a real separated locally convex space, K C FE is a
nontrivial cone, ¥ be a seminorm, and By is a T-compact normlike-base of K. Then, cor KT =
{z* € B* |Vz € Bg : z*(z) >0} = K.

Proof: First we prove that cor K D K#. Take some z* € K¥ (i.e., #*(x) > 0 for all # € Bg)
and an arbitrary y* € E*. We are going to show that

" +[0,¢] - y* € K for some € > 0. (2.2)

Since By is T-compact and z* and y* are T-continuous, there are ¢, C' > 0 such that z*(z) > § > 0
and |y*(z)| < C for all x € Bk (by a general version of the well-known Weierstrafl theorem,
see Jahn [35] Th. 3.26]). Define € := % (> 0). Then, for any z € By and & € [0,¢|, we get
(x* 4+ ey*)(x) = x*(z) + ey*(z) > 0 + éy*(x) > § — EC > 0. This shows that ([2.2)) is valid, i.e.,
z* € cor Kt

Now, we are going to prove cor K C K7 Basically we adapt the ideas by Jahn [35, Lem.
1.25] that he used for proving the algebraic counterpart cor K+ C K#. Take some x* € cor K.
On the contrary suppose that 2* ¢ K, hence there is k € P-Bi = K\ {0} with 2*(k) < 0. Since
the topological dual space E* separates elements in F, there is y* € E* with y*(k) < y*(0) = 0.
Then, we conclude that (z* + ey*)(k) = z*(k) + ey*(k) < 0 for all € > 0, a contradiction to
x* € cor K. O

Remark 2.19 Assume that (E,F,T) is a real separated locally convex space, and K C E is a
nontrivial cone. Since the dual cone K1 is a convex set in E*, we know that int K # () implies
int K;f = cor K. Here, “int” denotes the interior w.r.t the weak* topology in E* (or the norm
topology in E* in a setting of normed spaces). Moreover, since K is closed and convez, we
have int K = cor K in a real Banach space E* (e.g., if E is a real normed space).

Remark 2.20 Theorem[2.18 provides sufficient conditions for the validity of the equality cor Kt
Kq# Notice that the nontrivial cone K needs not to be convex. In the case that K is a con-
vex cone, there are further results known in the literature concerning the nonemptyness of K}#

11



(respectively, Kfc ) and relationships between Kf and generalized interiors of K} (see, e.g.,
Bot, Grad and Wanka [0, Prop. 2.1.1], Jahn [35, Th. 3.38, Lem. 3.21], Khan, Tammer and
Zalinescu [47, Th. 2.4.7], Khazayel et al. [48, Th. 4.1]).

3 Nonlinear Separating Functions and Augmented Dual Cones

Assume that (E, 7) is a real topological linear space, K C F is a nontrivial cone, and ¢ : E — R
is a seminorm. For any (2/,«) € E' x R, we consider the separating function ¢, o : £ — R
introduced in (L6]) by

paraly) = 2'(y) + ap(y) forall y € E. (3.1)

Remark 3.1 The separating function @ o in BI) (which is a combination of a seminorm 1
with a linear function x’ € E') can be seen as a generalization of the function ([L2)) associated to
so-called Bishop-Phelps cones (which is a combination of a norm || - || with a linear continuous
function x* € E*). For more details, we refer the reader to the works by Bishop and Phelps [5],
Jahn [36, Ex. 2.1] [37, Rem. 2.1], Kasimbeyli [{1|], and to Section[]) of our paper.

Following the definitions of so-called augmented dual cones by Kasimbeyli [41], we define an
(algebraic) augmented dual cone by

K" :={(2,a) e KT xR, |Vy € K: 2'(y) — arp(y) > 0}
as well the following further sets
K% :={(a',a) € (KT \ LK) xRy |Vy €icor K : 2'(y) — arp(y) > 0},
Ko = {(t',0) € K* xR, | Vy € K\ {0} : 2/(y) — anb(y) > 0},
K% .= {(a',a) e K¥ xRy |Vy e K\UK): '(y) — ay(y) > 0}.
Remark 3.2 In the definitions of K¢, K% and K one can also write E' (or K) instead
of K+, K# and K%, respectively. This is mainly due to the fact that for (z',a) € E' x Ry we

have 2'(y) > 2'(y) — ab(y) for all y € E. Furthermore, in the definition of K® one can replace
KT\ UK™") also by KT, since

{(2/,a) € ((KT) xRy |Vy €icor K : 2'(y) — arb(y) >0} =0,

and further by E' if K C acl(icor K) (e.g., if K is a relatively solid, convex cone).
It is a simple observation (with view on Lemma[213) that for a normlike-base By of K we
have

K ={(z/,a) e KT xRy |Vy € Bx: #'(y) > a},
K% ={(z/,a) e K* xR, |Vy € By : 2'(y) > a},
Ka& _ {(1”,@) c K& XR+ ’vy c BKQK\K(K) : m'(y) > Oé},

and if K is solid (hence KT is pointed), then
K® ={(z',a) € (K" \{0}) xR, |Vy € BxNcorK : 2'(y) > a}.

It is convenient, to introduce topological counterparts of the algebraic augmented dual cone

12



Kt and the corresponding sets K%, K% and K% in the following way:

K .= K" n(E* x R), K% .= K% N (E* x R),
K® := KN (E* x R), K% .= KN (E* x R).
Remark 3.3 Recall that the following properties are valid:
1° int, K C cor K C icor K, and if K is conver with int; K # (), then icor K = cor K =
int, K.
2° If E is locally convex, K is convex, and rint; K # (), then icor K = rint, K.
3° KTNE*=Kf, (KT\(K)NE* = KX\ UK}, K#¥NE* = KI and KN E* = K¥.
Remark 3.4 We like to collect some useful properties of the separating function @g o with
(¢, a) € B' x Ry
® o is well-defined and sublinear (hence convex).
o Ifa’ € E* and ¢ is T-continuous, then py o is T-continuous.

o The zero lower-level set of g o, namely the set 0504 ={z € E| ppa(r) <0}, isa
convex cone, and if Qg o is T-continuous, then Cy o is T-closed.

o If the strict zero lower-level set of @y o, namely the set C5 = {x € E | py o(x) < 0}, is
nonempty (e.g., if (z',a) € K% ), then cor C’; 0 =05

o IfCS

. . . . S _ <
oo 1 nonempty and Qg o 18 T-continuous, then int, Cx,’a = Cx,’a.

As mentioned in the Introduction, we will focus in our upcoming Section [d on the separation
of two (not necessarily convezx) cones by a (convex) cone C C E. More precisely, we like to find
(2',a) € E' x Ry such that C = C’;

. 18 a separating cone.

In the next lemma, we study relationships between the augmented dual cone K%t and the
sets K%, K% and K.

Lemma 3.5 Assume that E is a real linear space, and K is a nontrivial cone with normlike-base
By . Then, the following assertions hold:

1° Ko C K% U K% and K& C Ko U Kot

2° Ificor K C K \ {(K) (e.g., if K is conver with K # ((K)), then K C K% and
K% C Ko,

3° If0 ¢ icor K (e.g., if K is convez with K # ((K)), then K% C K® and K* C K2,

4° Let (E,T) be a real topological linear space, and v be T-continuous. If K C cl,(icor K)
(e.g., if K is T-solid and convez), then K% C Kot.

5° Let (E,T) be a real topological linear space, and v be T-continuous. If K C cl.(K \ {(K))
(e.g., if K is T-solid and convex with K # ((K)), then K C Kot,

Proof: First, notice that in assertions 1°, 2° and 3° the topological statement is derived from
the algebraic statement by an intersection with E* x R.

1° Since K \/(K) C K\ {0} we get K% C K% (taking into account the first part of Remark
B2). The inclusion K% C K%t is obvious by noting that for (z/,a) € KT x R, we have
2'(0) + arp(0) = 0.
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Obviously, K% C K if icor K C K \ £(K). Notice, if K is convex, then K # {(K) <=
0 ¢icor K <= icor K C K \ {(K) (see Khazayel et al. [48, Lem. 2.9]).

If 0 ¢ icor K, then icor K C K \ {0}, hence K% C K.

Fix some (2/,a) € KT x Ry. From 2/(y) — aa)(y) > 0 for all y € icor K we get 2/(y) —
ap(y) > 0 for all y € cl.(icor K) 2O K, i.e.,, K& C K.

If K is 7-solid and convex, then int; K = cor K = icor K, hence K C cl. K = cl,(int, K) =
cl; (icor K).

Fix some (z/,a) € KT x Ry. From 2/(y) — ayp(y) > 0 for all y € K \ £(K) we get
2'(y) — arp(y) > 0 for all y € cl. (K \ {(K)) D K, ie., K& C Kot.

If K is 7-solid and convex with K # ((K), then int; K = cor K = icor K, hence K C
cl K = cl;(int; K) = cl;(icor K) C cl (K \ ¢/(K)).

O

Next, we state some main properties of the algebraic augmented dual cone K.

Lemma 3.6 Assume that E is a real linear space, and K is a nontrivial cone. Then, the
following assertions hold:

10
20

30
40

50

K+t x {0} C Ko, K# x {0} C K%, K& x {0} C K, (KT \ {(K*)) x {0} C K.
Cone property: P- K% C K% for all § € {+,0,4#,&}, and 0 € Kt (i.e., K is
a cone). Ificor K # 0 (K # {0}, respectively K # ((K)), then 0 ¢ K% (0 ¢ K%,
respectively 0 ¢ K ).

Convexity: K is convex (i.e., K + K% C K%) for all € {4,0,#,&}.
Pointedness: ((K%") = ((K™T) x {0}, hence K" is pointed <= K7 is pointed.
Moreover, if there is y € K with ¥(y) > 0 (e.g., if K has a normlike-base), then
Ko\ 6(Ko) = Ko 0 (K \ ((K) x P).

Nontriviality: If there isy € K with ¥(y) > 0, then K% is nontrivial <= K% # {0}.

Proof:
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20

30

40

50

The first three inclusions are obvious by taking a look on the definitions of K+, K# and
K%, The last inclusion is a consequence of Lemma 8 (1°).

This assertion follows easily from the definitions of K%, 6 € {+,0,#,&}.

Due to assertion 2°, in order to show that K% is convex it is enough to prove the property
K%+ K% C K% for all § € {4,0,4,&}. The proof is straightforward taking into account
the first part of Remark

It is easy to observe that £(K%T) = ¢(K™) x {0}. As a direct consequence we get that
K% is pointed if and only if K is pointed. Since there is y € K with ¢ (y) > 0, we derive

{(,0) e (KH) x P |Vy e K: 2/(y) — ayply) > 0}
={(2',a) e (KT)xP|Vye K: ayy(y) <0} =0,

and so
KT\ UK ={(2/,a) e KT\ U{(KT) xP|Vy € K :2'(y) — ap(y) > 0}.

Obviously, K% # E’ x R,. Then, the proof of K" #£ {(0,0)} <= K™ # {0} (if there
is y € K with ¢(y) > 0) is straightforward.
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O
The following topological counterpart (with properties of K%) to the previous lemma (with
properties of K") holds true.

Lemma 3.7 Assume that (E,T) is a real topological linear space, and K is a nontrivial cone.
Then, the following assertions hold:

1° KF x {0} C Ko+, KF x {0} C K2, K& x {0} C K2¥, (KF \ ((K7)) x {0} € K2,

2° Cone property: P- K% = K% for all 0 € {+,0,#,&}, and 0 € Kt (i.e., K¢ is
a cone). Ificor K # 0 (K # {0}, respectively K # ((K)), then 0 ¢ K® (0 ¢ K%
respectively 0 ¢ Ko ).

3° Convexity: K% is conver (i.e., K¢ 4+ K% C K%) for all 0 € {+,0,#,&}.

4° Pointedness: ((K&T) = ((K7T) x {0}, hence KT is pointed <= KT is pointed.
Moreover, if there is y € K with ¥(y) > 0 (e.g., if K has a normlike-base), then
Ko\ ((Ket) = Ko+ 1 (K7 \ () x P).

5° Nontriviality: If there is y € K with ¥ (y) > 0, then Kt is nontrivial <= K1 # {0}.

Proof: The proof is analogous to the proof of Lemma O
Concerning the algebraic interior of the topological augmented dual cone K" we have the
following result (see also Theorem [Z.I8]):

Theorem 3.8 Assume that (E,T) is a real topological linear space, and K C E is a nontrivial
cone with T-compact normlike-base By . Then,

cor K¢ = {(z*,0) € KX xP|VYy € Bg : 2*(y) > a} = K n(E* x P).

Proof: The second equality is obvious. We are going to prove the first equality.

Take some (z*,a) € cor K¢ C K x R,. Clearly, we have a > 0, otherwise there is ¢ > 0
such that (z*,—¢) = (2*,a) + £(0,—1) € K", a contradiction. There is € > 0 such that
(z*,a) + €(0,a) = (z*,(1 + e)a) € K&, Thus, 2*(y) > (1 +e)a > a forally € Bg. We
conclude that (z*, ) € K2 N (E* x P).

Conversely, take (z*,a) € K x P such that z*(x) > « for all z € Bg. Take an arbitrary
(y*,8) € E* x R. We are going to prove that

(x*,a) +[0,¢] - (v*,8) € K& for some & > 0. (3.2)

Because By is T7-compact and z* is 7-continuous there is § > 0 such that for any x € B we
have z*(z) > 0 > «, respectively, z*(z) —a > 6 — a > 0. Since Bg is 7-compact and y* is
T-continuous there is C' > 0 such that |y*(xz) — 5| < C for all x € Bg. Hence, for any & € [0, ‘S_TO‘]
and x € Bk, we get

(" +ey)(x)—a—->0—a+éy (x)—8) >d—a—eC > 0.

Moreover, if 8 > 0, then o« + &8 > 0 for all € > 0; otherwise, if 8 < 0, then oo + &8 > 0 for all
€ € [0, —]. Now, define £ := min{%, —%}. Clearly, (z" +ey")(z) = a+&B8 = 0 for all w € By
and all € € [0, €], hence x* + [0,¢| - y* C K. We conclude that (3.2)) is valid, which shows that
(z*,a) € cor Kot O

For a not necessarily convex cone K, the following result gives conditions for the existence of
elements of the set K" N (E’ x P) and KT N (E* x P), respectively.
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Lemma 3.9 Assume that E is a real linear space, and K is a nontrivial cone with normlike-base
By . Then, the following assertions hold:
1° If ¢ :=inf,ep, 2/(x) > 0 for some ' € F', then (2/,c) € Kt N (E' x P).
2° Let (E,T) be a real topological linear space, and By be T-compact. Then, (z*,c) for
€ K¥ and ¢ := inf,cp, () is belonging to K¢t N (E* x P).

Proof:
1° Take some 2/ € E’ with ¢ := inf e, 2'(z) > 0. Clearly, 2’(x) > ¢ > 0 for all x € By, i.e.,
(2',c) € K" N (E x P).
2° Assume that z* € K7, ie., x*(y) > 0 for all y € Bg. If By is T7-compact, then ¢ =
mingep, r*(x) > 0. By 1° we then get (z*,c) € K¢T N (E* x P).

0

Lemma 3.10 Assume that E is a real linear space, and K is a nontrivial cone with normlike-
base By . Then, the following assertions hold:

1° Let (E,T) be a real topological linear space. If (x*, ) € KT N(E* x P), then (z*,a—¢) €
K2 for all e € (0,ql.
2° If (a/,a) € K N (E' x P), then (z/, o — &) € K% for all € € (0, .

Proof:
1° Take some (z*,a) € K¢t with a > 0, i.e., z*(z) > « > 0 for all x € Bg. Clearly, for any
e € (0,a], we have z*(z) > a — e > 0 for all © € B, and so (z*,a — ¢) € K2¥.
2° Follows by 1° (applied to the convex core topology 7 := 7).
O
In the next lemma, the nonemptyness of certain subsets of K% will be related to the condition

0 ¢ cl;(conv(Bg)). Later, in Theorem [3.12] we will be able to characterize the algebraic solidness
of Kt and K", respectively.

Lemma 3.11 Assume that E is a real linear space, and K is a nontrivial cone with normlike-
base Bg. Define Sk := conv(Bg). Then, the following assertions hold:

1° Let (E,T) be a real topological linear space. Then,
K& N (E* xP) #£0 =0 ¢ cl, Sk.

2° KN (E' xP)# 0 = 0¢ cl., Sk, and if Sk is relatively solid, then
K" N (E' xP)#0 = 0¢ acl Sk.

3° Let (E,F,T) be a real locally convex space. Then,
K#A(B*xP)#£0) — Kt N(E*xP)£0 < 0¢ cl, Sk.

Proof:

1° Assume that (z*,a) € K% with o > 0. Hence, for any y € By, we have z*(y) > a > 0=
x*(0). Further, we get 2*(y) > o > 2*(0) for all y € cl. Sk. This shows that 0 ¢ cl. Sk.

2° Directly follows by assertion 1° by applying it for the convex core topology 7 := 7.. Notice
that cl,, Sk = acl Sk if the convex set Sk is assumed to be relatively solid.
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3° Since K% C Ko we get K¥ N (E* x P) # ) = K% 0 (E* x P) # (. By Lemma 310
(1°) we also get the reverse implication. By assertion 1° we further have K% N (E* x P) #
) = 0 ¢ cl; Sk. Now, assume that 0 ¢ cl, Skx. Since {0} and cl, Sk are nonempty,
convex sets, cl; Sk is 7-closed and {0} is 7-compact, by the separation result in Jahn [35]
Th. 3.20] there are z* € E* \ {0} and a € R such that 0 = 2*(0) < a < 2*(z) for all
x € cl; Sk O Bg. This means that (z*,a) € K¢t N (E* x P).

0

Using our previous results, we can state conditions for the nonemptyness of K , cor Kt and
cor KT for a nontrivial (not necessarily convex and closed) cone K.

Theorem 3.12 Assume that E is a real linear space, and K is a nontrivial cone with normlike-
base Bg . Define Sk := conv(Bg). Then, the following assertions hold:

1° If 0 ¢ Sk, then K is pointed.

2° If (E,F,T) is a real locally convex space, then
0¢cl, Sk = KI £10.

3° If (E, ) is a real topological linear space, B is T-compact, then
K¥ £0=0¢cl, Sk.

4° If (E,F,T) is a real separated locally convex space, and B is T-compact, then
cor KIf #0 < cor K¢" #0 < 0¢ cl, Sk.

Proof:

1° Assuming K is not pointed, i.e., 0 #z € {(K) = K N (—K), we find 0 # z € Bg N{(K),
hence —% € B N¥(K). This shows that 0 € conv(Bg) = Sk.

2° K% +£ () implies KI # 0, hence 0 ¢ cl, Sk implies K¥ # () in view of Lemma 1T (3°).
3° Combining Lemma B.9] (2°) and Lemma [B.11] (1°), we get directly this result.

4° By Theorems 218 and B8, we have cor K = K¥ and cor K% = K% N (E* x P) if B
is 7-compact. Furthermore, Lemma [3.IT] (3°) shows that cor K¢t #£ ) < 0 ¢ cl, Sk
while 2° and 3° yield cor K # () <= 0 ¢ cl, Sk.

0

4 Bishop-Phelps Cones in Normed Spaces

Let (E, || -||) be a real normed space. For any z* € E*, we consider the well-known formulation
of a Bishop-Phelps cone [5] given by C(z*) := {z € E | *(x) > ||z||}. Usually one assumes that
l|z*|]« > 1 (see Ha and Jahn [27, Rem. 2.1]) where || - ||« is the dual norm of || - ||. The class
of Bishop-Phelps cones owns a lot of useful properties and has interesting applications in vector
optimization (see, e.g., Eichfelder [14], Eichfelder and Kasimbeyli [I5], Ha [25], Ha and Jahn
[26, 27], Jahn [34], [35, p. 159-160], Kasimbeyli [41], Kasimbeyli and Kasimbeyli [40]). Next,
we like to recall some properties of Bishop-Phelps cones. Clearly, C(z*) is a closed, pointed,
convex cone. Moreover, if ||z*[|. > 1, then C(z*) is nontrivial; if ||z*||. < 1, then C(z*) = {0};
if ||z*||« = 1, then C(z*) coincides with C_(z*) := {x € E | z*(x) = ||z||} (i.e.,, C(z*) is a
so-called Bishop-Phelps cone given by an equation, see [27]), and if further E is a real reflexive
Banach space, then C(z*) (= C=(z*)) is nontrivial. Furthermore, if E is a real Banach space,
and C(z*) is nontrivial, then ||z*||, =1 <= C(z*) = C=(z*). Consider the following subset
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of C(z*) given by Cs (z*) := {z € E | *(x) > [|z||}. Clearly, C(z*) = Cs(2*) U C=(a*). It is
known that Cs (z*) C int C(z*), and Cs(2*) # 0 <= ||z*||. > 1. In the case ||z*||. > 1, we
further have int C'(z*) = cor C(z*) = Cs(z*) # (. If E is a real strictly convex Banach space
and [|z*|]« = 1, then int C'(z*) = int C—(x *) = Cs (z*) = 0 (see [27, Prop. 4.1]). However, if E is
a not strictly convex Banach space and ||z*||. = 1, then int C—(z*) # () = C~ (2*) may happen
(see [27), Sec. 4]).

An interesting observation (see also Jahn [36], [37]) is that the zero lower-level set of the
(separation) function ¢z« o (with a > 0), which is defined in (L2]) by

Ou o(x) = 2" (z) + of|z|| for all x € E, (4.1)

is actually a Bishop-Phelps cone C’(—%), ie.,
< * < €T
Cora={2 € E|porale) =27(x) toll]| <0} =C5 | = -C(—) =C(——).

Thus, the properties of the zero lower-level set C’S ., follow directly from the properties of the
Bishop-Phelps cone C(——) Following some ideas by Ha [25, Sec. 3.2] and Jahn [36, Ex. 2.1],
[37, Rem. 2.1] one could consider the (separation) function ¢,+ associated to the Bishop-Phelps
cone C(z*) defined by

opr () == a™(x) + ||z|| for all x € E.

Therefore, functions ¢« o in [@I]) with 2* € E* and o > 0 (respectively, ¢,+) are also known
as Bishop-Phelps functionals.
For a given nontrivial cone K C F, let us define the following sets:

KBP* .= {a* € B* | K C Ca™)}, KEP# .= {s* € B* | K\ {0} C O (e")},
KBPe .— {4* € E* |icor K C Cs(z%)}, KBPY — (4 ¢ B* | K\ ((K) C Cs(z%)}.

Notice that #* € KPP+ implies {0} # K C C(2*), and so ||z*||« > 1. Moreover, C(x*) is 7-solid
(and so solid) and ||z*||, > 1 (since Cs (%) # 0) if z* € KPT#; or if 2* € KBF° and icor K # 0;
or if z* € KBPY and K # ((K).

Assume that K is a nontrivial, pointed cone in E. A Bishop-Phelps cone C(z*) with z* €
KEP# is a so-called dilating cone for K since C(z*) is convex cone with K \ {0} C Cs(2*) =
cor C(z*) = int C'(z*). It is known that dilating cones play an important role in vector optimiza-
tion (see, e.g., Durea [13], Giinther, Khazayel and Tammer [22], Gutiérrez, Huerga and Novo
[24], Henig [29], Huerga, Jadamba and Sama [32], Huerga, Khan and Sama [33], Khan and Sama
[46], and Khan, Tammer and Zéhnescu [47, Sec. 2.4]). The mentioned dilating cone property
also means —K \ {0} C C5 | = corC w1 = int C'm 1

In Section [, we will derlve strict cone separatlon theorems. More precisely, we state conditions
such that the cone —K and a nontrivial cone A C E can be strictly separated (by a convex cone
of Bishop-Phelps type). For the choice z* € KZ*# one already has —K \ {0} C int C= 1={r€
E | gp(z) = 2*(x) + ||33|| < 0}. For strict cone separation of —K and A, we have further to
ensure that A\ {0} C E\CL ; = {z € E | - (x) = 2™(z) +||z|| > 0}. Notice that the following
assertions are equivalent:

e —K and A are strictly separated by the zero lower-level set of ¢, o, namely the set
st*, = Cz* T for some (z*,a) € K% N (E* x P).

e —K and A are strictly separated by the zero lower-level set of .+, namely the set CE*J,

for some z* € K- BPif.
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o —K\ {0} CintC(y*) and A\ {0} C E\ C(y*) for some y* € —KZ"#.
o K\ {0} CintC(z*) and —A\ {0} C E\ C(z*) for some z* € KPT#.

In the context of (weak, proper, strict) separation of two cones by the zero lower-level set of
©z* o, TEspectively, g« , similar relationships between K2t N (E* x P) and KBP+ | respectively,
K® N (E* x P) and KB, respectively, K¢ N (E* x P) and KPP¥ hold true.

In our presented separation approach, the convex sets S_ g := conv(—Bg) = conv(B_g) and
S := conv(B4 U{0}) for norm-bases (or more general norm-like bases) By and B4 of K and
A, as well as the condition

(1S N(clS_g)=0 (4.2)

will be of special interest. Figure [ shows an example in a real normed space (E, || - ||2) where
|| - ||2 denotes the Euclidean norm, —K and A are nontrivial, closed, pointed, solid cones that
satisfy the conditions AN (=K \ {0}) =0, c1S% = 5% and 0 ¢ cl S_x = S_k. The separation
condition (£.2) is only valid in the left image of Figure @ where — K is convex and A is nonconvex.
One can also see that —K and A are strictly separated by (the boundary of) the Bishop-Phelps
cone C(y*). To be precise, we have in this left image,

~K CC(y*) and ACR?\intC(y"),
~K\{0} CintC(y*) and A\ {0} CR?\C(y")

for some y* € —K¥. Notice that z* = —y* € KPT# and C(y*) = C(—z*) = C'f*,l as well as
int C(y*) = int Cmg*,l.

\ ~K C C(y* S

Sa

0

0

{z € R?||lzllz =1}

{z € R?| ||zl =1}

{r € B2 | y*(a)= 1)

Figure 1: Cone Separation of two nontrivial, closed, pointed, solid cones —K and A that satisfy
AN (=K \{0}) =0, c1SY = 8% and 0 ¢ clS_x = S_k in the real normed space
(R, |- |I2):
(left image) — K is convex, A is nonconvex, ([£2]) is valid;
(right image) —K is nonconvex, A is convex, ([42]) is not valid.

For deriving our separation theorems in the next section, we follow basically and we extend
the approach by Kasimbeyli [41] which is based on the separating function ¢+ o defined by
(@), where (z*, ) is taken from the augmented dual cone K*. Our generalized separating
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function given in (3.1]), namely ¢,/ o for some (2/, ) € K%, will always involve a linear function
2’ € K, a seminorm 1) and augmentation parameter o > 0.

5 Cone Separation Theorems in (Topological) Linear Spaces

In this section, assume that FE is a real linear space, and @ : £ — R is a seminorm. We like
to present new nonlinear cone separation theorems in real linear spaces, real topological linear
spaces, and real locally convex spaces, respectively. The main tool in the proof of our separation
results (namely Theorems [l 5.2 5.3 5.4] [5.9]) is the application of classical separation theorems
(compare Jahn [35, Th. 3.14, 3.16, 3.20], and Milldin and Roshchina [51), Prop. 4.12]).

5.1 Weak Cone Separation Theorems

In the first part of the section, we are going to study the case of weak cone separation.

Theorem 5.1 Assume that E is a real linear space, and K, A C E are nontrivial cones with
normlike-bases Bx and Ba. Define S_g = conv(—Bg) and SY := conv(Ba U{0}). If one of
the following conditions hold:

o S_k is solid and S4 Ncor S_g =0,

e S is solid and (cor %) N S_k =0,

e S_k and SY are relatively solid and (icor SY) N (icor S_g) = 0,

then there exists (', o) € K with o’ # 0 such that

2'(a) + ap(a) > 0> 2’ (k) + ap(k) for alla € A and k € —K. (5.1)

Proof: By the linear separation result in Jahn [35, Th. 3.14] (respectively, in Milldin and
Roshchina [51), Prop. 4.12] for the intrinsic case) there are 2’ € E' \ {0} and § € R such that

2'(a) >8> a'(k) forallac SY and k € S_g. (5.2)

Since 0 € S we get 6 < 0. Then, by (5.2)) we have z/(k) < 0 for all k € S_x O —Bk, hence
2'(k) >0 for all k € K, i.e., 2’ € Kt \ {0}. Define @ := —§ (> 0). From the first inequality
in (B.2) and for elements a € By (i.e., ¥(a) = 1), we obtain 2'(a) + ap(a) = 2/(a) —§ > 0 for
all a € B4. Because By is a base for A, and 2/ and 1) are positively homogeneous, it follows
z'(a) + arp(a) > 0 for all @ € A. From the second inequality in (5.2) and for elements k € —Bg
(i.e., ¥(k) =1), we get 0 > 2/ (k) — 6 = 2/(k) + anp(k) for all k € —Bg. Since —Bg = B_f is
a base for —K, and 2’ and 1 are positively homogeneous, it follows 0 > z'(k) + ap(k) for all
k € —K. We conclude that (z/,a) € K" and (5.1 hold true. O

Theorem 5.2 Assume that (E, T) is a real topological linear space, and K, A C E are nontrivial
cones with normlike-bases Bx and Ba. Define S_k := conv(—Bg) and S9 := conv(Ba U {0}).
If one of the following conditions is satisfied:

o S_k is T-solid and Sg Nint, S_g = 0,

e S is 7-solid and (int, S4) N S_x =0,
then there exists (x*,a) € K& with * # 0 such that

z*(a) + ap(a) > 0> z*(k) + ap(k) foralla€e A and k € —K. (5.3)
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Proof: The proof is similar to the proof of Theorem Bl by using the linear separation result
in Jahn [35, Th. 3.16]. O

5.2 Proper Cone Separation Theorems

In the second part of the section, we concentrate on the case of proper cone separation.

Theorem 5.3 Assume that E is a real linear space, K,A C E are montrivial cones with
normlike-bases Bi and Ba, and K is solid. Define S_g := conv(—Bg) and Sg := conv(By U
{0}). If S_k is solid and S Ncor S_x = 0, then there exists (z/,a) € K such that

2'(a) + ap(a) > 0> 2/ (k) + ap(k) for alla € A and k € —K, (5.4)
2'(a) + ap(a) > 0> 2/ (k) + ap(k) for alla € A and k € cor(—K). (5.5)

In particular, we have AN cor(—K) =10 and 0 ¢ cor S_f.

Proof: By the linear separation result in Jahn [35, Th. 3.14] (applied for the two nonempty,
convex sets S_g and SY) there are 2’ € E"\ {0} and § € R such that

2'(a) > 6 >a'(k) forallae Sy and k € S_g, (5.6)
2'(a) > 6 > a'(k) foralla € Sy and k € cor S_k-. (5.7)
Since 0 € S we get § < 0, hence 2/ € K\ {0}. Define a := —§ (> 0). From the first

inequality in (5.6]) and for a € By (i.e., ¥(a) = 1), we conclude z’'(a) + ap(a) = 2'(a) =6 > 0
for all a € Ba, hence 2/(a) + atp(a) > 0 for all a € A. Further, from the second inequality
in (57), it follows 0 > 2/(k) — 6 = 2/(k) + a for all k € cor S_g. Since ¢ (k) € [0,1] for
k € cor S_g C conv(—Bg), we get 0 > 2/(k) + arp(k) for all k € cor S_g. Due to the fact that
2’ and 1 are positively homogeneous, we derive 0 > 2/(k) + atp(k) for all k € P - cor S_g. By
Lemma 2.T5] (2°) we have cor(—K) C P-cor S_g. Thus, (53] is valid. Taking into account that
cor(—K) = —cor K, we get 2/(k) — ap(k) > 0 for all k € cor K, i.e., (2/,a) € K% holds true.
Using the second inequality in (5.6]) and similar ideas as above, one gets 0 > z/(k) + ap(k) for
all k e Ry - S_g DRy - (—Bg) = —K, which shows that (5.4]) is valid. O

Theorem 5.4 Assume that (E,T) is a topological linear space, K, A C E are nontrivial cones
with normlike-bases B and By, and K is T-solid. Define S_g := conv(—Bg) and Sg =
conv(Ba U {0}). If S_k is T-solid and S Nint; S_x = 0, then there exists (z*,a) € K%° such
that

(k) +ap(k) forallac A and k € —K,
(k) +ap(k) forallae€ A and k € int,(—K).

In particular, we have ANint;(—K) =0 and 0 ¢ int; S_k.

Proof: The proof is similar to the proof of Theorem [5.3] by using the separation result in Jahn

[35, Th. 3.16]. Notice that cor S_x = int,; S_x holds true for the 7-solid, convex set S_g in

(E,7), hence int,(—K) Ccor(—K) CP-corS_g =P-int, S_g. O
Let us consider for some moment the convex case.

Theorem 5.5 Assume that E is a real linear space, K, A C E are nontrivial, convex cones with
normlike-bases Bi and Ba, and K is solid. Define S_g := conv(—Bg) and Sg := conv(By U
{0}). Suppose that S_k is solid. Then, the following assertions are equivalent:
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1° Sg NcorS_g = 0.
2° Ancor(—K) = 0.
3° There exists x' € Kt \ {0} such that 2'(a)

>0
4° There exists (z/,a) € K% such that 2'(a) + o
k € cor(—K).

> z/(k) for alla € A and k € cor(—K).

P(a) > 0> 2'(k) + ap(k) for alla € A and
Proof: Obviously, 4° = 2° is valid. Moreover, 2° = 1° follows by the fact that AN
cor(—K) = AN (P - cor(conv(—Bg)) 2 SY N corS_k taking into account the convexity of
—K and A, and Lemma (2°, 3°). Theorem B3] provides the implication 1° = 4°. The

equivalence 2° <= 3° is a direct consequence of the linear separation result in [35, Th. 3.14]
(under the convexity of —K and A). O

Remark 5.6 Theorem[5.3 shows that the condition S% Ncor S_x = () implies ANcor(—K) = ()
for mot necessarily convex cones K, A C E. Moreover, Theorem shows that the reverse im-
plication is valid under convezity assumptions on K and A. Without the convezity assumptions,
the condition AN cor(—K) =0 does not imply the condition SY Ncor S_x = 0, as the following
example shows.

Example 5.7 Consider the normed space (E = R2 || - ||2), where || - ||2 denotes the BEuclidean
norm. Define ™ = (1 — \,\) for all X € [0,1] and put Q' = R, - [x(o),x(%)], 02 =R, -
[x(%),x(%)] and Q3 = R, - [m(%),x(l)]. Moreover, consider two cones K = —(Q' U Q3) and
A = Q2. Notice that K and A are nontrivial, pointed, solid cones, A is convex but K is
nonconver. Then, S_k is solid, ANcor(—K) C AN (=K \{0}) =0 but SY Ncor S_x # 0. The
example is illustrated in the right image of Figure [

Theorem 5.8 Assume that (E,T) is a real topological linear space, K,A C E are nontrivial,
convex cones with normlike-bases Bx and By, and K is T-solid. Define S_g := conv(—By)
and SY := conv(Ba U {0}). Suppose that S_f is T-solid. Then, the following assertions are
equivalent:

1° Sg Nint, S_g = 0.
2° Anint.(—K) = 0.
3° There exists z* € K}t \ {0} such that z*(a) > 0 > z*(k) for alla € A and k € int,(—K).

4° There exists (x*, ) € K% such that *(a) + ap(a) > 0 > z*(k) + ayp(k) for alla € A and
k € int (—K).

Proof: The proof is similar to the proof of Theorem Notice that int,(—K) = cor(—K)
and cor S_g = int,; S_g for 7-solid, convex sets —K and S_k in (E, 7). O

5.3 Strict Cone Separation Theorems

In the remaining part of the section, we are going to study the case of strict cone separation.

Theorem 5.9 Assume that (E,F,T) is a real locally convex space, K, A C E are nontrivial
cones with normlike-bases Br and By, and K is pointed. Define S_i := conv(—DBg) and
SQ = conv(B4 U {0}). Suppose that one of the sets cl, S_x and cl. SY is T-compact. If
(cl- SY) N (cl; S_k) = 0, then there exists (x*,a) € K% 0 (E* x P) such that

(a) + ap(a) > 0> 2"(k) + ap(k) forallae A and k € —K, (5.8)

x*(a) + ap(a) > 0> z*(k) + ap(k) for alla € A\ {0} and k € —K \ {0}. (5.9)
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In particular, we have AN (=K \ {0}) =0 and 0 ¢ cl, S_k.

Proof: First, notice that cl; S_g and cl; Sg are nonempty, 7-closed, convex sets. By the
strict linear separation of convex sets in locally convex spaces (see Jahn [35, Th. 3.20]) there
are z* € E* \ {0} and v, 5 € R such that

z*(a) > B>~y >x*(k) forallaccl, 8§ and k € cl, S_g. (5.10)

Since 0 € SY we get B < 0. Then, by (5.I0) we have z*(k) < 0 for all k € cl, S_x D —Bk,
hence z*(k) > 0 for all k € K\ {0}, i.e., 2* € K¥. Take some 6 € (v, ) C (—00,0). Define
a = —0 (> 0). From the first inequality in (5.I0), the fact that § < /3, and for a € By (i.e.,
Y(a) = 1), we conclude z*(a) + ayp(a) = z*(a) —d > 0 for all a € By. Because By is a base
for A, and x* and v are positively homogeneous, it follows z*(a) 4+ at)(a) > 0 for all @ € A, and
xz*(a) + ap(a) > 0 for all a € A\ {0}. From the third inequality in (5.I0]), the fact that § > ~,
and for k € —Bg (i.e., ¥(k) = 1), we get 0 > 2*(k) — 6 = 2* (k) + awp(k) for all k € —Bg. Since
By is a base for K, and x* and ¢ are positively homogeneous, we get 0 > z*(k) + at(k) for all
ke —K,and 0 > z*(k) + ay(k) for all k € —K \ {0}. We conclude that both conditions (5.8
and (59) are valid. It is easy to see that we also derive (z*,a) € K% N (E* x P). O

Remark 5.10 Notice, due to —Bg = B_g we have S_g = conv(—Bg) = conv(B_k). Since,
for any set Q C E the equality —cl(conv(Q2)) = cl(conv(—)) holds true (see Swartz [61, Ch. 11,
Ez. 6]), it is easy to check that (c1 SQ)N(cl S_k) = 0 if and only if (1 SY)N(—cl Sk) = 0, where
Sk := conv(Bg). Thus, (c189) N (cl S_x) = 0 implies also 0 ¢ cl Sk. In view of Theorem [312
(1°), it is justified simply to assume the pointedness of the nontrivial cone K in Theorem
and also in upcoming cone separation results.

Theorem 5.11 Assume that E is a real linear space, K,A C E are nontrivial cones with
normlike-bases Bx and By, and K is pointed. Define the sets S_ = conv(—Bg) and Sg =
conv(B4 U {0}). If there exists (2',a) € K% such that

2'(a) + ap(a) > 0> 2'(k) + ap(k)  for alla € A and k € —K \ {0}, (5.11)

then 5104 NS_g=0.

Proof: Assume that there exists (2, ) € K% such that (5.I1). Then, we also have z/(a) +
a(a) >0 > 2'(k) + arp(k) for all a € B4 U{0} and k € —Bg, hence 2/(a) > —a > 2/ (k) for all
a € By U{0} and k € —Bj. By the convexity of (open) half spaces, 2'(a) > —a > 2/(k) for all
aGSBl and k€ S_g, i.e., S%OS,K:@. O

Theorem 5.12 Assume that (E,T) is a real topological linear space, K, A C E are nontrivial
cones with normlike-bases Bx and Ba, and K is pointed. Define S_i := conv(—Bg) and
S9 := conv(Ba U {0}). Assume that there exists (z*,a) € K2 with

z*(a) + ap(a) > 0> z*(k) + ap(k) for alla€ A and k € —K \ {0}. (5.12)
Suppose further that one of the following conditions is fulfilled:

1° By s T-compact,

2° cl; S_k is T-compact, 0 ¢ cl. S_g (e.g, if « > 0 or By is T-compact), 1 is T-continuous,
and K is T-closed and convex.

Then, (cl; SQ) N (cl; S_k) = 0.
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Proof: Firstly, assume that 1° is valid. By our assumptions, there exists (z*, o) € Kg# such
that (5.12) holds true. This means in particular that z*(a) + atp(a) > 0 > z*(k) + ay(k) for
alla € B4U{0} and all k € —Bg C —K \ {0}. Due to the fact that B4 and Bk are normlike-
bases (i.e., ¥(a) = (k) = 1 for all a € Ba,k € —Bg), we get z*(a) > —a > z*(k) for all
a € B4U{0} and all k € —Bg. Since z* is 7-continuous and By is T7-compact, there is 5 < 0
such that x*(a) > —a > 3 > 2*(k) for all a € B4 U{0} and all K € —Bg by a general version
of the Weierstrafl theorem (see [35, Th. 3.26]). By the convexity of closed half spaces and the
T-continuity of z*, we get #*(a) > —a > B > z*(k) for all a € cl, S4 and all k € cl, S_g. As a
direct consequence we conclude that (cl- S9) N (cl, S_g) = 0.

Secondly, assume that 2° is valid. Since K is convex and 7-closed, we have cl; S_g =
—cl (conv(Bg)) € —cl, K = —K. Moreover, by 0 ¢ cl; Sk, we conclude that cl. S_x C
—K \ {0}. By our assumptions, there exists (z*,a) € K such that (512) holds true. In par-
ticular, we obtain z*(a) +atp(a) > 0 > z*(—k)+aw(k) for all a € BA4U{0} and all k € cl; S_k.
Since k — x*(k) + a(k) is T-continuous and cl; S_g is 7-compact, there is § < 0 such that
z*(a) + ap(a) > 0> B > z*(k) + ayp(k) for all a € B4 U{0} and k € cl; S_x O —Bg by the
Weierstrafl theorem. Define v := 8 — «. Due to the fact that By and Bk are normlike-bases
(i.e., YP(a) = ¢Y(k) = 1 for all a € Ba,k € —Bg), we get x*(a) > —a > v > z*(k) for all
a € B4U{0} and all kK € —Bg. By the convexity of closed half spaces and the 7-continuity of
z*, it follows z*(a) > —a > v > 2*(k) for all @ € cl; S and all k € cl; S_f. As desired, also in
the second case we conclude (cl, S9) N (cl; S_x) = 0. O

Next, we state our main strict cone separation theorem.

Theorem 5.13 Assume that (E,F,T) is a real locally convex space, K, A C E are nontrivial
cones with normlike-bases Br and By, and K is pointed. Define S_i := conv(—DBg) and
S9 := conv(Ba U {0}). Consider the two assertions:

1° (el S9) N (cl, S_k) = 0.
2° There exists (x*,a) € K& N (E* x P) such that (58) and G3) are valid.
If one of the sets cl. S_g and cl; Sg is T-compact, then 1° = 2°.

If either Bk is T-compact or cl; S_k is T-compact, v is T-continuous (e.g., v € F), and K s
T-closed and convez, then 2° = 1°.

Proof: Combining the results in Theorems [5.9] and we get this result. d

Remark 5.14 Assume that (E,F,T) is a real locally convez space, and A C FE is a nontrivial,
T-closed cone with normlike-base By = {a € A | ¢¥(a) = 1}. Then, A := bd; A is a nontrivial,
T-closed cone with normlike-base

Bi={acA|p(a)=1}={a€ Al(a) =1} NA=Bsnbd, A

Thus, in the separation results given in Theorems and one could replace SY by S9, =
S% = conv((Banbd, A)U{0}) and state the corresponding conclusions using bd, A instead of A.
By doing this, we get a similar result (see Corollary[5.13) as derived in the paper by Kasimbeyli
71, Th. 4.9].

Corollary 5.15 Assume that (E,F,7) is a real locally conver space, K C E is a nontrivial,
pointed cone with normlike-base By, and A C E is a T-closed, nontrivial cone with normlike-
base Ba. Define S_j := conv(—Bg) and S9, := conv((Ba Nbd, A) U{0}) for normlike-bases
Bx and B4. Consider the two assertions:
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1° (cl S§4) N (clr S_k) = 0.
2° There exists (x*,a) € K& N (E* x P) such that

z*(a) + ap(a) > 0 > z*(k) + ayp(k) for alla € bd: A and k € —K,
z*(a) + ap(a) > 0 > z*(k) + ap(k) for all a € (bd, A)\ {0} and k € —K \ {0}.

If one of the sets cl. S_g and cl; SgA is T-compact, then 1° = 2°.
If either Bk is T-compact or cl; S_k is T-compact, v is T-continuous (e.g., v € F), and K s
T-closed and convez, then 2° = 1°.

Let us consider the pure convex case (i.e., K and A are convex cones).

Theorem 5.16 Assume that (E,F,T) is a real locally convex space, K, A C E are nontrivial,
T-closed, convex cones with normlike-bases Bx and Ba, and K is pointed, as well as ¢ is a
T-continuous seminorm (e.g., v € F). Define S_ := conv(—B) and SY := conv(B4 U {0}).
Suppose that cl; S_g is T-compact. Then, the following assertions are equivalent:

1° (cl; S9) N (cl, S_k) = 0.
2° There exists (x*,a) € K& N (E* x P) such that (58) and G3) are valid.
3° AN(—=K\{0}) =0 and 0 ¢ cl; S_k.

Proof: Theorem provides 1° = 3° while Theorem [(.13] shows that 1° <= 2°. The
remaining implication 3° = 1° follows by the fact (cl, SY) N (cl. S_x) C AN (=K \ {0}) for
7-closed, convex cones A and —K, and 0 ¢ cl; S_k. ]

Remark 5.17 Assume that the assumptions of Theorem are satisfied and let E be sepa-
rated. According to Jahn [35, Th. 3.22], if the topology of (E,F,T) gives E as the topological
dual space of E*, and int KX # 0, then each of the three assertions given in Theorem 18
equivalent to

4° 0 ¢ cl; S_k and there exists x* € E* such that x*(a) > 0 > x*(k) for all a € A and
ke —K\{0}.

Remark 5.18 Theorem[5.9 shows that the condition (cl. S9)N(cl; S_k) = 0 implies AN (=K \
{0}) =0 and 0 ¢ cl, S_k (since 0 € cl, SY) for nontrivial (not necessarily convex) cones K and
A in E. Without the convexity assumption, the conditions AN (—K \ {0}) =0 and 0 ¢ cl. S_k
do not imply the condition (cl; S%) N (cl. S_x) =0, as to see in our Ezample [5.7

6 Conclusions

The separation of two sets (or more specific of two cones) plays an important role in different
fields of mathematics (such as variational analysis, convex analysis, convex geometry, opti-
mization). In our paper, we contributed with some new results for the separation of two (not
necessarily convex) cones by a (convex) cone / conical surface in real (topological) linear spaces
(see Section []). Basically, we followed the separation approach by Kasimbeyli [41] based on aug-
mented dual cones and Bishop-Phelps type (normlinear) separating functions. As a key tool for
deriving our main nonlinear cone separation theorems, we used classical separation theorems for
convex sets. Due to the generalization from real reflexive Banach spaces (as considered in [41])
to general real (topological) linear spaces and real locally convex spaces, respectively, we had to
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pay attention to some extended concepts (such as seminorms, seminorm-bases / normlike-bases
of (not necessarily convex) cones, generalized interiority notions).

Concerning future research, we like to use our derived nonlinear cone separation theorems in
order to develop separation theorems for (not necessarily convex) sets without cone properties
in real (topological) linear spaces. Moreover, we aim to use our theorems for deriving some new
scalarization results for general vector optimization problems in real (topological) linear spaces.
In particular, an extension of the conic scalarization approach proposed by Kasimbeyli [41] [42]
and corresponding applications for deriving duality statements (see, e.g., Kasimbeyli and Karimi
[44]) are of interest.
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