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Abstract

We prove sufficient and necessary conditions ensuring zero duality gap for La-
grangian duality in some classes of nonconvex optimization problems. To this aim,
we use the ®-convexity theory and minimax theorems for ®-convex functions. The
obtained zero duality results apply to optimization problems involving prox-bounded
functions, DC functions, weakly convex functions and paraconvex functions as well
as infinite-dimensional linear optimization problems, including Kantorovich duality
which plays an important role in determining Wasserstein distance.
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1 Introduction

Zero duality gap conditions have far-reaching consequences for solution methods and the-
ory in convex optimization in finite and infinite dimensional spaces. For the current state-
of-the-art of the topic of convex conjugate duality we refer the reader to the monograph
by Radu Bot, [4].

There exist numerous attempts to construct pairs of dual problems in nonconvex op-
timization e.g., for DC functions [19], [34], for composite functions [6], DC and composite
functions [30], [31] and for prox-bounded functions [14].

In the present paper, we provide sufficient and necessary conditions for the zero dual-
ity gap in Lagrangian duality without appealing to the linearity of the (primal) argument
space. Conditions of this kind can pave the way to better understanding duality relation-
ships e.g. in metric spaces with no linear structure. In this context, Wasserstein spaces
appearing in recent applications see in Frankowska, data analysis can serve as an example.
Riemmannian manifolds Bacak.

In the sequel, we distinguish sets of elementary functions, denoted e.g. by ®, which are
defined on a set X. ®-convex functions are pointwise suprema of elementary minorizing
functions ¢ € ® (e.g. quadratic, quasi-convex). This corresponds to the classical fact that
proper lower semicontinuous convex functions are pointwise suprema of affine minorizing
functions. ®-convexity provides a unifying framework for dealing with important classes of
nonconvex functions, e.g., paraconvex (weakly convex), DC, and prox-bounded functions.
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In the context of duality theory, ®-convexity is investigated in a large number of papers,
e.g. [16], [2], [10], [I7], [26].

The underlying concepts of ®-convexity are ®-conjugation and P-subdifferentiation,
which mimic the corresponding constructions of convex analysis, i.e., the ®-conjugate
function and the ®-subdifferential are defined by replacing, in the respective classical
definitions, the linear (affine) functions with elementary functions ¢ € ® which may not
be affine, in general. This motivates the name Convezity without linearity, coined for
d-convexity by Rolewicz [26].

In this paper, we propose a quite general and flexible framework which allows us to
obtain sufficient and necessary conditions for a zero duality gap in Lagrangian dualities
for a large class of (generalized, augmented) Lagrangians. The main tool is the so-called
intersection property (Definition 4] of subsection 22)) which is a purely algebraic con-
cept. In the topological setting, for many classes of elementary functions (satisfying the
peaking property), the intersection property is equivalent to the lower semi-continuity of
the optimal value function V at yq.

Of special interest is the class of ®,.-convex functions which embodies many important
classes of nonconvex functions whose role increases recently in optimization, e.g. prox-
bounded functions [23], DC (difference of convex) functions [35], weakly convex functions
[36], paraconvex functions [27] and lower semicontinuous convex (in the classical sense)
functions. Other interesting classes of elementary functions are listed in Example (2.2]).

Within the framework of ®-convexity, the Lagrange duality has been already investi-
gated on different levels of generality in [7], [12], [21].

The main contributions of the paper are as follows.

(i) Theorem [.1] provides necessary and sufficient condition, in the form of the inter-
section property (see Definition 2.4] and also [32]) for zero duality gap for the pair
of Lagrange dual problems Lp and Lp with the Lagrangian £ satisfying some ®-
convexity assumptions, where ® is any class of elementary functions and the class of
multiplier functions WU is convex. When the class of multiplier functions ¥ is convex,
the equivalence of the intersection property to the U-convexity of the optimal value
function V' is proved in Corollary

(ii) In Theorem 5.3 we relate condition (i) of Theorem [4.1] to the lower semicontinuity of
optimal value function V' at y, when the class of elementary multiplier functions W
consists of continuous functions and satisfies the peaking property (Definition [5.1]).

(iii) Zero duality gap for the multiplier class ¥ defined in Example [ is provided in
Theorem and the proof of Kantorovich duality is given in Theorem [6.2]

The organization of the paper is as follows. In Section 2 we recall the basic concepts of -
convexity. We close Section 2 with a minimax theorem from [32] which is the starting point
for our investigations. In Section 3 we introduce the Lagrange function and we provide
preliminary properties of the Lagrangian duals for optimization problems involving &-
convex functions (Proposition B.2)).

Section 4 and Section 5, contain the main results of the paper, Theorem [£.1] and Theo-
rem [5.3] which provide sufficient and necessary conditions for zero duality gap for primary
(argument) classes ® which are convex sets and sets with the peaking property (Definition
B.10), respectively. In Section 6 we specialize our zero duality results for particular classes
of primal and multiplier elementary functions.



2 Preliminaries

Let X be a set. A function f: X — [—o00,+00] is proper if its domain dom f := {z € X |
f(z) < +o00} # 0 and f(x) > —oco for all x € X.

Let ® be a set of real-valued functions ¢ : X — R closed under the addition of a
constant.

Let f: X — [—00,+00] be a proper function. The set

supps (f) :={p €® : o< f}

is called the support of f with respect to ®, where, for any g,h : X — [—00,+00],
g<h & g(x)<h(x) Vze X. We will use the notation supp(f) whenever the class ®
is clear from the context. Elements of class ® are called elementary functions. A function
f®: X — [—00, +0o0] defined as

f®(z) ;= sup{p(z) : ¢ €supp(f)} Ve X. (2.1)
is called ®-convexification of f.

Definition 2.1 ([10], [20], [28]) A function f : X — [—00,400] is called ®-convex on X
if f(x) = f®(x) for all v € X. If the set X is clear from the context, we simply say that
f is ®-convex.

A function f: X — [—00,+00] is called P-convex at xg € X if

fxo) = [ (x0).

A function f : X — [—o0,+00] is $-convex on X if f is $-convex at any zo € X. If
supp(f) = 0 then f® = —oo, i.e., the function f = —oo is ®-convex (c.f. [28], section
1.2).

If X is a topological space and a class ® consists of elementary functions ¢ : X — R
which are lower semicontinuous on X, then ®-convex functions are lower semicontinuous
on X ([38]). Note that ®-convex functions as defined above may admit the value +oo
allowing us to consider indicator functions within the framework of ®-convexity.

Analogously, we say that f : X — [—00, +00] is ®-concave on X if —f is —P-convex
on X.

The following classes of elementary functions are of interest in applications.

Example 2.2
1. Let X be a topological vector space, X* be the dual space to X, and
Qoo ={p: X =R, px)=({lz)+¢c, v€X, {€X", ceR},

It is well-known (see for example Proposition 3.1 of [11)]) that a proper convex lower
semicontinuous function f: X — [—00,400] i8 Peonyp-conver. For the analysis of a
class of elementary functions which generates all convex functions, see e.g., [32)].



2. If X be a Hilbert space, and

Do i ={p: X =R, o(x) = —allz|*+ {,z) +¢c, v€X, L€ X, a>0, cER]}.

(2.2)
A function f: X — (—00,400] is Pis.-conver iff f is lower semicontinuous and
minorized by a quadratic function q(z) = —al|z||* —c on X (e.g. [28], Ezample

6.2). The class of Pys.- convexr functions encompass: proz-bounded functions [22]
and weakly convex functions [3G], known also under the name paraconvex functions
[Z7] and semiconvex functions [9)].

3. Let X be a Hilbert space, and
O ={p: X =R, o) =alz|*+ {{,x) +¢c, € X, L€ X* a>0, ceR]}.

A funcion f : X — (—o0,+0a] is @ -concave iff [ is upper semicontinuous and

magjorized by a quadratic function q(x) = al|z||* — c on X ([28], Ezample 6.2).

Q,, ={p: X =R, p)=ac(z)+v(z)+ec xz€X, a>0, ceR},

where X is a metric space and o,v : X — R are continuous functions such that

o(0) =v(0) =0, see [15] and [29].
5. Let (X,d) be a metric space, and
O, ={p: X =R, pr)=—ad(z,z0)+¢, o€ X, a>0, ceR}. (2.3)
A function f 1 X — R is globally Lipschitz if and only if f is ®y-convez. ([20],
Proposition 2.1.6).
2.1 P-conjugation

Let f: X — (—o0,+o0]. The function f§ : & — (—o0, 400,

fa(@) = sup(p(z) — f(x)) (2.4)

zeX

is called the ®-conjugate of f. The function f§ is ®-convex (c.f. Proposition 1.2.3 of [20]).
Accordingly, the second ®-conjugate of f, f3*: X — (—o0, +0o0], is defined as

o () = sup(p(z) — f3(v)).

ped

Theorem 2.3 ([20] and Theorem 1.2.6, [28], Theorem 7.1) Function f : X — (—o0, +00]
is ®-convex if and only if

f(z) = f3"(z) V ze X.



2.2 Minimax Theorem

The main tool used in proving the zero duality gap for Lagrangean duality (introduced
in section [3)) is Theorem 2.6l a minimax theorem for ®-convex functions.

The crucial ingredient of this theorem is the intersection property, a necessary and
sufficient condition for the minimax equality to hold, introduced in [3] and investigated

in [32], [33].

Definition 2.4 Let X be a set. Let o1, : X — R be any two functions and o € R. We
say that @1 and @ have the intersection property on X at the level a € R iff for every
te0,1]

o1+ (1 =t)p2 <ol Nfer <a] =0 or [tor+(1—t)pa <alNpa <a] =0,  (2.5)
where [p < o] :={r € X : p(z) < a}.

It follows directly from the definition that it must be ¢; # ¢o. By Proposition 4 of
[3], when ¢, ps are taken from the classes @y, Prse OF @ie the condition (ZX) can be
equivalently rewritten as

(o1 < a] N [ps < a] = 0. (2.6)

This is not true for classes ®,, and ®.
The proof of the general minimax theorem relies on the following key lemma.

Lemma 2.5 (Lemma 4.1, [32]) Let X be a set, « € R, and let p1,p2 : X — R be any
two functions. The functions @1 and py have the intersection property on X at the level
a if and only if 3 ty € [0, 1] such that

toQOl + (1 — to)(p2 >a VrelX. (27)

Lemma 4.1 proved in [32] refers to a more general situation, where @1, @s : X —
[—00, +00] and reduces to Lemma [Z3 whenever ¢1, ps : X — R.

By applying Lemma we get the following minimax theorem (which was proved in
a more general situation in [32]).

Theorem 2.6 ([32], Theorem 5.2) Let X be a nonempty set and Z be a convex subset of a

real vector space U. Let ® be a class of elementary functions ¢ : X — R. Leta: X X Z —

[—00, +00] be a function such that for any x € X the function a(z,-) : Z — [—00,+00] is

concave on Z and for any z € Z the function a(-,z) : X — [—00,+0o0] is P-conver on X.
The following conditions are equivalent:

(i) for every a € R, a < 12)f< sup a(zx, z), there exist z1,2z2 € Z and p; € suppgal-, z1),
z 2€Z
Yo € SUpPga(-, 22) such that the intersection property holds for v, and ps on X at

the level «,

(ii) ilellz) mlg)f( a(x,z) = mlg)f( ilellz) a(x, z).



Proof. Let o < 12)f< supa(z, z). By (i), there exist z1,2, € Z and ¢ € suppa(-, z;) and
z€Z

@2 € suppal(+, z2) such that ¢; € suppal(-, z1) and ¢y € suppa(+, z2) have the intersection
property on X at the level . By Lemma [Z3 and ([Z7), there exists t € [0, 1] such that

tp1+(1—t)py>a VaeX (2.8)
By the definition of the support set and the inequality (28] we get
ta(,z1) + (1 —=t)a(-,20) > a Ve X, (2.9)
By the concavity of a as a function of z, we have
a(zr,zp) > a VzeX, (2.10)
where zy = tz; + (1 — t)2y. From this, we deduce the following inequality

sup inf a(z,z) > a Ve X. (2.11)
2z TEX

By the fact that the inequality (ZI1]) holds for every a < in)f( sup a(z, z) we get the
TEX ez

required conclusion.

The converse implication follows directly from Theorem 2.1 of [32]. m

Condition (i) of Theorem will be referred to as the intersection property for the
function a(-,-) for elementary function classes ¥ and ®.

Remark 2.7 Let X, Z, ® and a be as in Theorem [2.0.

1. If there exist z € Z and & € X such that a(z,z) = +oo then a(z,-) is not proper
concave function

2. If there exists & € X such that a(z,-) = 400 then 12)f< sup a(z, z) = +oo and for the
x z2€Z
minimax equality to hold the intersection property must hold for all « € R

3. If there exists Z € Z such that a(-,Z) = +oo, then in}f{a(w,é) = 00, hence
BAS
sup in)f(a(:c,z) = +o00. On the other hand supa(x,z) = +oo, for every x € X,

2€7 T€ 2€Z
50 12)f< sup a(z, z) = +oo and minimazx equality always holds for function a(-,-).
x z2€Z
4. If there exists & € X such that a(Z,-) = —o0, then in)f(supa(:p,z) = —o0, and
TEX ez

condition (i) of Theorem[2.8 always holds.

3 Lagrangian duality

To introduce the Lagrange function for problem () we apply perturbation/parametrization
approach, see e.g. [1], [5], [34].
Let X (set of arguments) and Y (set of parameters) be nonempty sets and yy € Y.
A function p : X x Y — [—o0,+o0] is called a perturbation/parametrization function to
problem (Fy),
Min  p(z,yo) z e X. (Fo)

6



Our standing assumption is that p is proper for any y € Y. 77?7
Perturbation function p(-,-), defines the family of parametric problems (P,),

Min p(.ﬁlf,y), SL’GX, (Py)

where (P,,) coincides with ().

Let ¥ be a class of elementary functions defined on the set Y, ¥ : Y — R. Class ¥
(e.g. any of the classes from Example defined on the parameter set Y'), can be seen as
a counterpart of sets of Lagrange multipliers.

The Lagrangian £ : X X ¥ :— [—00, +00] is defined as

L(z,9) = P(yo) — p2(¥), (3.1)

where, for any fixed 2z € X, the function p* : ¥ — (—o00, 400}, is the (partial) U-conjugate
of p with respect to y and

pa(¥) = sup{(y) — p(z,y)}, (3.2)

yey

i.e. p%(-) is the W-conjugate of the functions p,(-) := p(z,-), z € X, (subsection 2I]). When
Z1 =Y, Zy =V, c(y,v) :=¥(y), Lagrangian defined by (B.]]) coincides with Lagrangian
L(z,y) as defined in Proposition 1 of [2I]. Also, the Lagrangian given by formula 2.1 of

[8] coincides with (B.1]).

Analogous definitions of Lagrangian have been investigated, in convex case e.g. by [5],
in DC case by [34] and, in general, abstract convex case [§], by [10], [I8] and [20], Section
1.7.

Within the framework of abstract convexity, we provide sufficient and necessary con-
ditions for zero duality gap for the following pair of dual problems.

The Lagrangian primal problem is defined as

val(Lp) := inf sup L(z, ). (Lp)

zeX YET
Proposition 3.1 Problems (B and (Lg) are equivalent in the sense that
inf = inf
inf p(z, yo) l}gleég/l(x,w),
if and only if p(z,-) is V-convex function at yo for all x € X.
Proof. It is enough to observe that the following equality holds

sup L(x, ) = 316113{1&(%) — ()} =y (yo) = p(x, yo).

where the latter equality follows from Theorem [ |
The Lagrangian dual problem to (Lp)) is defined as

val(Lp) = sup in)f(ﬁ(x,@b). (Lp)

el Te
Problem (Lp]) is called the Lagrangian dual. The inequality
val(Lp) < wval(Lp) (3.3)

always holds. We say that the zero duality gap holds for problems (Lp]) and (Lp]) if the
equality val(Lp) = val(Lp) holds.



3.1 The V-convexity of optimal value function

The optimal value function of (P,), V : Y — (—o0, +00] is defined as

V(y) := inf p(z,y). (3.4)

reX

Proposition 3.2 Assume that p, = p(x,-) is V-convex function on'Y for allx € X. The
following are equivalent:

(i)
inf p(-,yo) = inf sup L(x, ) = sup inf L(x, ).

zeX zeX YeW Pew zeX

(ii)
Vi(yo) = V™ (v0),
where yp € Y.

(iii) V is W-convex at yo i.e. V(yo) = sup{e(yo), ¥ € suppV (y)} (¢f. Theorem[2.3).

Proof. For any ¢ € ¥, we have

V(W) = sup{y) — inf plz,y)} = supsup{e(y) = p(e,y)} = suppi(¥). (35)

yey yeY xeX

On the other hand,
inf L(z,¢) = inf {{(yo) — po ()} = ¥ (yo) — sup{p;(¥)}-
[ HAS zeX

By B5), inf,.cx L(x,¢) = ¥(yo) — V*(¢), and for the dual (Lp]) we have

sup inf L(z, 1)) = Zgg{w<yo> = V() =V (wo). (3.6)

YeEW zeX

By Proposition B when the perturbation function p(x,-) is W-convex for each z € X
then

inf sup L(z,v) = V(yo)

reX YeEW

which completes the proof. m

Remark 3.3 (a) The following equivalence

(1)

inf p(,90) = sup inf L(z, ).

(ii)
Viyo) = V"™ (o),
where yp € Y.

has been investigated in [29].



(b) If,
inf p(-,y0) = sup inf L(z,v),

zeX PEW zeX
then
inf p(-,yo) = inf sup L(x, ) = sup inf L(x, ).

reX reX YED PEW zeX
By inequalities
val(LD) UGZ(LP) p(fL', ?/0) > p**(l', ?/0)

we have

i - X < :. .
inf pCoyo) = sup ik L(z,9) < Inf sup £(z, ) = p™(x,90) < (&, y0) = Inf Pl 30)
i.e

inf p(-,y0) = mf sup L(z, )
zeX 1/16\1’

In reflexive Banach spaces for some particular elementary functions, conditions ensur-
ing (ii) were proved in Theorem 4.1 and Proposition 4.1 of []].

4 Zero duality gap via intersection property

We start with some preliminary observations. We have

domL: ={(z,v) € X x V| L(z,¢) < +o0}
={(2,9) € X x U infipa(y) —¥(y)} < +oo}.

Observe that for any ¢ € U,

P2 () 2 ¥(yo) — (2, 90)

ie. pi(-) > —oo for any € domp(-,yo). Since p(-, 7o) is proper, domp(-,yo) # () and
domp(-,y0) C dom L(-, 7)) for any ¢ € \I!.
On the other hand, under the assumptions of PropositionB.1] since p(-, yo) is proper we

have p(+, yo) = sup L(x,1) > —oc forany z € X, i.e. L(x,1) > —oo for some 1) € ¥ which
means that amlcﬂ)iz functions L£(-,1), v € ¥ may exist proper functions. In conclusion,
dom L(-, 1) # O for every ¢» € U and supp L(-,¢) # D for some ¢ € V. (4.1)
Moreover, the following fact holds.
Foex JpeuL(Z, V) = +00 & Vyey L(Z, V) = +o0. (4.2)

To see this it is enough to note that the condition £(z, V) = (o) — pL(¥h) = +oo
for some 7 € X and i € ¥ can be rewritten as inf,ey {pz(y) — ¥(y)} = +oo which
means that pz(y) = p(Z,y) = +oo for any y € Y i.e. dompz; = () and consequently
Vyew L(Z,v) = +o0.

Let X be a nonempty set (primal argument set) and let ® be a class of elementary
functions defined on X, ¢ : X — R. The following theorem provides sufficient and
necessary conditions for zero duality gap, within the framework of abstract convexity.
To our knowledge, this is the first result on this level of generality.
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Theorem 4.1 Let X and Y be nonempty sets. Let ® be a class of elementary functions,
¢ : X — R. Let U be a convex set of elementary functions defined on' Y, ¢ : Y — R
and let the function L(-,1) : X — [—o0, +00], given by [BI), be ®-convex on X for any
W € . Assume that p(x,-) is V-convez function at yo € Y for all x € X.

The following are equivalent:

(i) for every a < 12)f< sup L(x, ) there exist 1,vy € ¥ and ¢ € suppL(-,11) and
z Pew
0o € suppL(-,1b9) such that there exists to € [0,1] such that
topr(z) + (1 —to)pe(x) >a V ze€X.

(ii)
ig}f{p(~,y0) = inf sup L(x, ) = sup inf L(x,).

TEX 3P pew zEX

Proof. To prove the equivalence we use Theorem First we show that L(z,-) is a
concave function of ¥ for all z € X i.e.,

E(l’,twl + (1 — t)wg) > tﬁ(l’,?/)l) + (1 — f})ﬁ(l’,i/}Q) (43)

for any t € [0,1], x € X and any 91,1y € V.
Take any 11,19 € . L(x,11) and L(x,1) are finite. Let ¢ € [0, 1]. We have

Lzt + (1 —t)ihy) =
= t1(yo) + (1 — )tha(yo) — Zlelg{twl(y (1 =t)a(y) — p(z,y)}
(

= t1(yo) + (1 — )ha(yo) — Zlelg{twl(y (1 —=t)ha(y) —tp(z,y) — (1 —t)p(z,y)}
> th1(yo) + (1 — t)a(yo) — tsup{en(y) — plz,y)} — (1 —1) igg{wz<y> —plz,y)}

yey
=tL(x,¢1) + (1 = 1) L(x, ).
Hence, L(z,-) is concave on W. Now we proceed to prove that <.
(7) = (4i) All assumptions of Theorem 2.6/ hold for the sets X, Y, &, ¥ and the functions
L(-,-), hence from (i) and Theorem [2.6] we have
inf sup L(z,1) = sup in)f( L(x, ). (4.4)

S
zeX PeW YEW TE

)+ (1—t
)+ (1—t

From Proposition B we get

l}g)f(p(x, Yo) = inf S}égﬁ(az V),

which, together with (£.4)), gave (ii).
(77) = (i) Follows directly from Theorem
u

Remark 4.2 Observe that L(x,v1) and L(x,1)) can take infinite values. Assume that
p(z,-) is V-convex function at yo € Y for all X. By Proposition[31], p(x, yo) = sup L(x,1)).
eV
Since p(+,yo) is proper, it may only happen that
inf p(- = inf = — inf p(- = inf ) te.
inf p(-,90) = inf sup L(a,¢) = oo or inf p(-,y0) = inf sup L(x,1) is finite

In the first case, when val(Lp) = —oo, in view of [B3)), there is nothing to prove and the
condition (i) of Theorem[{.1] is automatically satisfied.

10



The following corollary shows the relationship between the ®-convexity of the Lagrangian
(with respect to x) and the W-convexity of the optimal value function. 77

Corollary 4.3 Let ¥ be a conver set of elementary functions v : Y — R. Assume that
pe = p(x, ) is U-conver function on'Y for all x € X. Assume that for any ip € U the
Junction L(-,1) : X — [—o0, +00], defined by [BI), is ®-conver on X. The following are
equivalent.

(1) For every a < in)f( sup L(z,) there exist Yy, € ¥ and p; € supp L(-,11) and
TEX Yew

o € supp L(-,1) such that functions ¢, and @y have the intersection property at
the level «

(ii) For every a < in)f( sup L(z,) there exist V1,09 € ¥ and o1 € supp L(-,1¢1) and
S PYeEW

o € supp L(-, 1) and ty € [0, 1] such that

t0g01+(1—t0)<p2>a VoelX.

(iii) The optimal value function V is W-convez at yo.

Proof. Follows from Theorem [£.1], Proposition B.2]and Lemma 2.5l To see the implication
(1) = (di7) we need to show the following.

(a) If V(yo) = ;g)f( f(z) = —o0, then V(y) = —oo for all y € Y.
(b) If V(yp) is finite, then supp # () and
V(y) = sup{¢(y) | ¢ € supp V}. (4.5)
Ad (a). In this case, suppV =0, i.e. V = —c0.
Ad (b). Assume that V(yo) = l}g)f( zlelgﬁ(:c,w). By (i), in view of Theorem [4.1] and

Proposition B2l we have V**(yy) = sup in)f(ﬁ(x,w) = V(yo). By Theorem 23] V is W-
Pew xre

convex at yo. H

5 Intersection property and the lower semicontinuity
of optimal value function

In the zero-duality theorem, Theorem ] we assumed that ¥ (the multipliers) is a convex
set. There are important examples of classes for which this convexity assumption does
not hold (see e.g., Example 2.2 ([{])). In this section, we use the so-called peaking property
(Definition [B.1]) to prove zero duality gap for classes W which are not convex (Theorem
5.3 below).

Definition 5.1 (section 2.1, [2]]) Let (Y, dy) be a metric space. A family G has a peaking
property at yg € Y if for every positive numbers €,6, K every g € G there exists function
g € G such that for ally € Y

gly) <e
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and if dy (y,yo) = 0 then

9(y) < g(x) — K.

The notion of peaking property is strictly related to a sharp class of functions introduced
by Lindberg. The notion of sharpness is more general than needle classes of functions
introduced by Balder ([I]).

Proposition 5.2 (Proposition 2.1.2, [25]) Let (Y, dy) be a metric space. Assume that a
family G consists of continuous functions g : Y — R and has the peaking property at
Yo €Y. A function h 1Y — [—00, +00] is G-convex at yo € Y if and only if

(i) there exists g € G such that h > §
(ii) h is lower semicontinuous at yo € Y.

In the theorem below we relate condition (i) of Theorem [Z1lto the lower semicontinuity
of optimal value function V' at y, when the class of elementary multiplier functions ¢
consists of continuous functions and satisfies the peaking property.

Theorem 5.3 Let X be a nonempty set, and (Y, d) be a metric space. Let U be a set of
elementary continuous functions ¢ : Y — R with the peaking property at yo and let the
Lagragian L(-,1) : X — [—00, 00|, given by B.I), be ®-conver on X for any ¢ € V.
Assume that p(x,-) is V-conver function at yo € Y for all x € X. The following are
equivalent:

(i) for every a < in)f( sup L(z,1) there exist 1,109 € U and p; € suppL(-,11) and
S PYeW

0o € suppL(-,19) such that there exists to € [0,1] such that

topr(z) + (1 —to)pe(x) >a V ze€X.

(ii)
inf p(z,yo) = inf sup L(z,)) = sup inf L(z, ).

Moreover if there exists 10 € U such that V > v the conditions (i) and (ii) are
equivalent to

(iii) V is lower semicontinuous at yo.

Proof. (i) — (ii) By Proposition l}g}f( S}égﬁ(x,w) = V(yo). Take any ¢ > 0 and
a =V (yo)—e/2. By (i) there exist 11,19 € ¥ and p; € suppL(-, 1) and @y € suppL(-, 1)
such that there exists tg € [0, 1] such that

topr(x) + (1 —to)pa(z) >a V z € X.
Since L(x, 1) = ¥(yo) — pi(1) we have

V1(yo) — pr(1) = Y1(yo) + ;Ielif/{p(%y) —i(y)} = pi(z) VeeX

12



¥2(Yo) — pa(¥2) = ¥a(yo) + ;Ielif/{p(%y) —2(y)} = p2o(x) VzeX
If to # 0 then
tot1(yo) + top(z, y) — toth1(y) 2 topr(z) Vo e X,yeY
(1 —10)v2(yo) + (1 = to)p(z,y) — (1 —to)v2(y) = (1 —to)pa(x) VzeXyeY
Hence
p(z,y) +to(1(yo) — ¥1(y)) + (1 = to)(¥2(yo) —v2(y)) 2 a Vze X yeY
p(x,y) > to(Pr(y) — Ur(yo)) + (L —to)(Wa(y) —¢2(yo)) +o VrzeXyeY. (51

Since 11,1y € U are lower semicontinuous at yo there exist neighbourhoods W (yy) and
Wa(yo) such that

U1(y) — ¥i(yo) > —¢/2 for y € Wi(yo)
Ya(y) — t2(yo) > —¢/2 for y € Wa(yo)
Hence, by (&.1),
plr,y) > Vi) —€/2—¢/2 VaoeX,yeWi(y) N Walyo)

and finally
V(y) > V(yo) — € for y € Wi(yo) N Wa(yo)-
If tg = 0, then
Ualyo) +p(x,y) —valy) 2 a VeeXyeY
equivalently

p(z,y) = Ya(y) — e(yo) +a Yz e X,yey.

Since 1y € W is lower semicontinuous at y, there exist neighbourhood Ws(y) such that

Va(y) — Ya(yo) > —&/2 for y € Wa(yo)

Hence,
plr,y) = Viy) —€/2—¢/2 Ve X yeWyy)

and finally
V(y) > V(yo) — € for y € Wa(yo).

(1) — (iit) By Proposition we get that V is W-convex at yy, which means that
V(yo) = V**(yo), by Proposition B2 we get desired conclusion.

(1ii) — (i) Let a < inf sup L(z,v). By equality, inf sup L(z,v) = sup inf L(x,1)),
reX PeW zeX YED PeEW zeX
we get
sup inf L(x,) > a.
sup inf (z,)

So, there exists ) € ¥ such that

L(z,)) > a forall z¢c X.

Thus, the function ¢ := « belongs to the support set supp £(+,). By the fact that
[ < a] = 0, we get that, for all ¢ € ®, the functions ¢ and ¢ have the intersection
property on X at the level a. From Lemma we get the condition (7).

13



Remark 5.4 Since the class VU of elementary functions consist of the real-valued functions
the assumption that there exists 1» € W such that V' > 1 means that V (y) > —oo for every
yey.

Definition 5.5 (Definition 6.3, [28]) We say that the family G has a support to a
Urysohn peak at yq if the following conditions hold

(i) G is a conic set of continuous functions defined on a metric space Y such that for
allge G andc e R g+ c € R.

(ii) for each ¢ >0 and § > 0 there exists a function g € G such that
9o) >1—¢, g(y) <1 df dy,yo) <6, g(y) <O if dly,yo) >6.  (5.2)

The Urysohn peak property is equivalent to the peaking property for positively homoge-
neous classes of elementary functions.

Proposition 5.6 ([28], Lemma 6.1) Assume that U has support to a Urysohn peak at yg
and assume that function h :' Y — R is lower semicontinuous at yo and there exists ) € W
such that 1 < h. Then h is ¥-convez.

In view of Theorem it is important to find classes W which possess the peaking
property. Below we present examples of such classes

Example 5.7 1. The class V., defined by [22), where Y is a Hilbert, has the Urysohn
peak property at every y €Y (e.g. [28], Example 6.2)

2. LetY be a Banach space which contains a closed convexr bounded set C with 0 € intC
such that each boundary point of C' is also a strictly exposed point of C. Let uc be
the Minkowski gauge of the set C, i.e uc(y) :=infyso{y € AC'}. Then the class

Uy ={¢:Y =R : ¢¥(y)=—apc(y)+1(y), a>0,leY"}
has the support to Urysohn peak property at everyy € Y. (see Theorem 6.3 [28])

3. Let (X,d) be a metric space. Let g : [0,+00) — [0,400) be a function such that
g(0) = 0 and there exists a constant C > 0 such that for 0 < t,s < 0 the following
condition holds

g(t+s) < C(g(t) +9(s)) (5.3)
The class

\Ilg,d = {90 Y — Ru @(y) = _ag<d(y7y0)) +¢ Yo € }/7 a>, ce R}7 (54>

has a peaking property at every y € Y ([20], Proposition 2.1.4). Let us note that for
g(z) = x the class YV, 4 is equivalent to the class defined by ([23)).
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6 Examples

In the present section, we specify our zero duality results for two classes of elementary
functions ® (multipliers), i.e. &5 and P Finally, in subsection [6.3, we consider the
duality for linear infinite-dimensional programming problems; in particular, we provide a
short proof of Kantorovich duality.

Let X be a nonempty set and (Y,d) be a metric space. Consider the constrained
optimization problem of the form

Minimize, ey  f(x) z € Ayo), (6.1)

where f : X — (—o00,+0o0] is a proper function, ie., domf # 0 and A : ¥V = X
is a set-valued mapping with dom A := {y € Y : A(y) # 0} = Y. The family of
parametrized/perturbed problems (F,)

Minimize p(x,y) reX (6.2)

is based on the perturbation/parametrization function p : X x Y — (—o0, +00| defined

as (see [24])

o) = {00 A, 6:3)

i.e., p(x,y) = f(x), whenever z € A(y), for any v € X and y € Y.

6.1 Class ¥,

Let X be a set and let (Y, d) be a metric space with the metric d. Let W, be the class of
functions ¥ : Y — R defined by (@l). The Lagrangian 1)) , £ : X x Uy — [—00, +00]
takes the form

L(z,¢) = —ad(yo,y) — Sug{—ad(y, y) —plz,y)},

ye
then

E(.’L‘, w) = ﬁ(l’,g, CL) = _a’d(y(hg)_ sup {_ad<y7 g)-f(l’)} = —ad(yo,g)+f(:1:)+ inf {a’d(y7g)}
yeG(x) yeG(z)
where the set-valued mapping G : X = Y is the inverse to A4, i.e., G := A™%L
The term

inf d(y, 7). 6.4
,onf (v, 9) (6.4)

represents the metric projection of y onto G(z). Assume that G(z) is closed for any = € X.
Hence, for any x € X, the Lagrangian primal objective function takes the following forms.
The elements of class ¥, can be identified with elements of the set R, x Y. In view
of this,
Sup(g,a)EYxR+ L(ZL‘, Y CL)
= SUP(g,a)ey xRy —ad(yo,y) + f(z) + infyecq(a) ad(y,y)
= [(2) + sup g aey xr, 1 —ad(vo, ¥) + infyec) ad(y,y
_ 0 yweG(@) e ze )
_f<”“")+{ too yo ¢ Gx) & = ¢ Alyo)

To see the latter equality, take any fixed x € X.

)} (6.5)
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L. yo € G(x). By (€4), for any y € Y it holds inf cq() d(y, ) < d(yo,y) and

sup  {—ad(yo,y) + inf ad(y,y)} <O.
(7,0)€Y xR yeG(x)

Moreover, for (7,a) = (yo,a) we have —ad(yo,y) + infycqwm) ad(y,y) =0, i.e.

sup  {—ad(yo,y) + inf ad(y,y)} = 0.
(7,0)€EY xRy yeG(x)

2. yo ¢ G(z). Since G(x) is a closed set in Y, then infycqm) d(y, yo) > 0. For (yo,a,) €
Y x Ry, with a,, — +00 we have

—and(yo,yo) + inf a,d(y,yo) — +o00.
y€G ()

This proves that
flx)= sup L(x,y,a) VzelX, (6.6)
(g,a)€Y xR
i.€., the original problem is equivalent to the Lagrangian primal.
By Example 5.7.3 the class ¥, has a peaking property.

Theorem 6.1 Let X be a nonempty set, and (Y,d) be a metric space. Let ® be a class
of elementary functions ¢ : X — R. Assume that L(-,1) is ®-convex on X for every
W € Uy, Then

inf f(z) = inf sup L(x, ) = sup inf L(z,v).

zeX zeX PeW YeEW zeX

Proof. By Theorem it is enough to show the intersection property.
Let a > 0 and ¢y(y) := —ad(y, yo). For all z € X we have

L(w,vo) = L{(@,y0, @) = —ad(yo, yo)+f(@)+ 1nf {ad(y,yo)} = fl@)+ inf {ad(y,yo)} > f(x).

- .
inf f(w) = inf zlelgﬁ(:c,w)

Then
L(x,v0) > inf f(x) = inf sup L(z, ),

zeX zeX el

where the equality comes from Proposition ([8.2). Take any a < 12)f< sup L(x,1). Then
TEA Yev

L(x, 1) = .

Let po(x) = a, @o has the intersection property with any other ¢. The conclusion follows
from Theorem 5.3 m
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6.2 Class V.

Let X be a set and let Y be a Hilbert space. The elements of class W defined by (3]) can
be identified with triples (a,u,c) € Ry x Y x R.
In this case, the Lagrangian (B.1]) , £ : X x ;. — [—00, +00] takes the form

Lz, ) = —allyol|* + (w, y0) + ¢ — Slelg{—aHy!P +(u,y) +c=pz,y)},
Yy

then

Lz, ¥) = L(z,u,a) = —allyol® + (u,50) — sup {—allyl* + (u,y) — f(x)}

y€G ()

where the set-valued mapping G : X = Y is the inverse to A4, i.e., G := A™%L

The class ¥y, is a convex cone, hence Theorem 4.1 can be used.

Assume now that, for each z € X, the set G(x) C Y is ®;4.-convex in the sense of
Pallaschke & Rolewicz( book page 34), i.e., a set C' C Y is said to be ®.-conver if for
every p & C there is ¢, € O, such that

ep(p) >0, (6.7)

and
ep(y) <0 foryeC. (6.8)

We have

SUD (g,u,c)eR 4 x Y xR E(l‘, a, u, C)
= SUD (g u)er, xv —allYol]” + (v | o) + f(2) = supyece) —allyll® — (v, y)
= f(2) +sup g er, xy {—allvoll* + (u, yo) = supyecy —allyll* + (u,y)} (6.9)
_ 0  yweG() e e Ay)
=TT oo g ¢ Gla) o ¢ Alw)

Indeed, to see the latter equality, we start by taking yo € G(z). Then, for any (a,u) €
R, XY we have

—allyoll® + (u, yo) — sup. —ally|® + (u,y) <0,
yeG

which proves the first part of the last equality. Assume now that yy & G(x). By (6.7)-(6.8),
there exists (ag, ug) € Ry x Y such that

—ao||yo||2 + <Uo,yo> — Sup —a0||y||2 + (Uo,y> > 0.
yeG ()

For any A\, — +oo we get (A,a0, \ptg) € Ry X Y and

Anl=allyoll® + (u, y0) — Sup. —allyl* + (u,y)] — +oo when n — oo,
yei(x

which proves the second part of the last equality in (69). This proves that for the class
V.. the primal problem and Lagrangian primal problems coincide provided ® = ®..
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6.3 Infinite-dimensional conic linear programming

Let F' be Hausdorff locally convex space, F™* is its topological dual space and © € F*.
Consider the following problem

Minimize (7, f) feF f—-ceq, (6.10)

where, () C F' is convex cone and ¢ € Q).
Let indg : F' — (—o00, 00| be indicator functions of cone (). We consider the pertur-
bation function p : F' x F' — (—o0, +00], defined as follows

p(f,q) = (m, f) +indo(f —c—q).
Let go = 0, then the problem (GI0) takes the form
Minimizerep  p(f,0). (6.11)

Let U = F*. The Lagrangian defined by (B.]) takes the form

L(f.q") = —pi(d"),

we have

L(z,y*) = —sup{(¢", ) — (7, ) —indo(f —c—q)} =

qeF
= (™ [) = (¢’ J) + inf{indq(f —c — )},

The Lagrangian dual problem takes the form

sup inf £(f,q") = sup inf{(x, f) —(¢", f) + inf{indo(f — c — q)}}

quf qEF*

= sup inf{—(f,0) +(m, f) = (¢". /) + Inf{indo(f —c —q)}}

g eF |

= sup inf inf{—(f,0) + (7, ) — (¢", ) +indo(f —c—q)}

q EF* fEF qGF

= sup (=supsup{(f,0) +{¢", ) = {m, f) —indo(f — c = ¢)}

q*€EF*  fEF q€F
= sup {—p*(0,¢")} (6.12)
q*eF*

Note that the (G.I2) coincides with the problem (P},) from [39].

6.3.1 Kantorovich duality

Let X be a locally compact topological space and Cy(X') spaces of continuous functions
vanishing at infinity. Recall that v : X — R is said to vanish at infinity if, for every ¢ > 0,
there exists a compact set K C X such that

lu(z)| <e, VYzelX\K.
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The spaces Cy(&X) is equipped with the supremum norm
[ulloe = sup |u(z)].
zeX

We have
(Co(X))" = My(X), (6.13)

where M, (X) is the space of signed Radon measures p on X such that || is finite with
the total variation norm defined by

Il = [ dlu,

see e.g., Theorem 1.88, [13].
Let Y be a locally compact topological space. When

F = Co(X) @ Co(I).

Recall that

Co(X) @ Co(V) = {f € Co(X x V) | flz,y) = v(x) + o(y), ¥ € Co(X), ¢ € Co(V)}

and

(Co(X) @ Co(V))" = Mp(X) © Mp(Y) (6.14)

By (6I4)), any linear functional of Cy(X) & Cy()), is defined by a pair of signed Radon
measures j € My(X), v € My(Y) such that for each f € Co(X) D Co(Y), f = (¥, 9),

=/Xw(y)d#+/y¢(y)dv

Now, fix g € My(X), v € My(Y) and ¢ € Cy(X x )). Consider the problem

Minimize(¢7¢)600(X)EBCo(y) - <(,u, I/), ('QZ)7 ¢)> (LPD)
subject to Y(x) + @(y) < c(z,y) V (z,y) € X x Y
Equivalently,
Minimize(w,tﬁ)eCo( X)eCo(Y) — [f ’QZ)(I‘) d# + fY ¢(y) dlj] (LPDl)
subjict to $(z) + 6(y) < el y) ¥ (5,5) € X x 3,
or,

Minimize(y,g)eco)ec, @) — Ux ¥(z) du+ [y ¢(y) dv] (LPD2)
subject to Y+ ¢ —c € Q,

where @ .= Cy (X x V) ={f € Cy (X xY) | f <0} This is a conic linear optimization
problem of the from (6.10), i.e.

Minimize(y,g)eco()eco) — [{H: V) + (v, 9)] (6.15)
subject to Y + ¢ — ¢ € Q, .

The perturbation function p : [Co(X) @ Co(Y)] x Co(X x V) — (—o0, +0]
p((¥,9), @) = = ({1, ), (¢, ¢)) + indq((¥, @) — ¢+ q). (6.16)
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By B2), the p@(b) is the (partial) conjugate of p with respect to the second variable,
Vo Mo % V)2 (o0, +o0), for any g € My(X x V),

Plpe(@) = sup  {{¢",q) + (1), (¢, 8)) —indo((¢, ) — c+q)}

qeCo(X X))
= (11, ), (1, 9)) + SuPgecy (v x 1{q", @) — indo((¥, ¢) —c+ )}

For any q € Cy(X x )), by the definition of indicator function ind,

(q",q) — indo((1, ¢) — ¢+ q) = { (¢9) (V,¢)—ct+qeq

—00 otherwise

sup  {(q¢", q) —indg((¢,¢) —c+q)} = sup (¢, q)
q€Co (X xY) q€Co(XXY),(1h,p)—c+qeQ

Now
(0, 0) —c+qeQ < (,¢)—c+q=keQ
and
(" q) = (" k+c—(1,0)) = (" k) + (", c = (¥, 9)).
Hence,

v g e 00 ¢ e MEE X )
€CO(XXV) (10.6)—ctae@ +00 otherwise ((¢*, k) >0 for some k € Q) ’

where

MF(XxX) = {1 e My(XxY) | /Xxyk:dy>0, VEeQt)={une M(XxY)|u>0}

is the classical nonnegative dual cone to Q1 := Co(X x V)T ={f € Co(X x V) | f > 0}.
Hence,

gy = L) @) e~ (4,9)) ¢ € My (X xY)
Plu.e)\d +o0 otherwise ((¢*, k) > 0 for some k € Q)

According to (B1]), the Lagrangean L£((¢, @), q*) : Co(X X V) X My(X xY) — [—00, +09]
takes the form

L((1,0),q") = —P{y.6)(a")
_ { (), (W, 0)) + (a*, (V. ) — ) ¢ € MJ(X x D)

—00 otherwise ((¢*, k) >0 for some k € Q)
(6.17)
Equivalently,
L((¥, ). q)
(¢, —c), ¢t € MF(X x V) Aq* € U, v)
= { (. v), (1, 8) +{(a", (¥, 0) =) ¢ € MJ(X x V)N g* ¢ T(p,v)
—00 otherwise ({(¢*, k) >0 for some k € Q)
(6.18)
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According to (Lp]), Lagrangean primal related to the Lagrangean (6.I8) is as follows
inf sup  L((¢,¢).,9%) (6.19)

($,0)€Co(XXY) g*e My, (X xY)

Observe,

sup  L((p,9),47) = sup q(@,w,q*):{;((u,m,(w,@) E%)—cm

g EMy(XxY) g EM; (XxY) ¢

Finally, the Lagrangean primal takes the form

inf sup  L((¢,9), ¢7) (LP)

(¥,0)=c€Q g My (X% Y)

To formulate the Lagrangean dual, according to ([Lp]), the Lagrangean dual related to
the Lagrangean (G.I8) is as follows

sup inf L((¥,¢),q) (6.21)

T*EM (X xY) ($:9)€CO(XXY)

Thus, for ¢* € M} (X x V) we have

inf (1,$)€CH(X xXY) E((d} (b)a q*> =

= (w,¢)61Cr%)f&X><y) <( ) (’17[) ¢)> + <q*7 (¢7¢) - C) (622)
= inf_—((u,v), (¥, ) + (", (¥, 9) — ¢),

(wﬂb)*CEQ
where the latter equality follows from the fact that

(¢, (¥, 0) =) <O for (¥,¢)—ceQ

and consequently,

—((1,v), (¥, 9)) +(q", (¥, 0) — ) < =((, ), (¥, 0)).

From the above inequality we see that when (¢, ¢)—c ¢ @, by choosing ¢* € M,(X x))
as a Radon positive measure concentrated at (z,y) the dual objective

inf L((¢,¢),q")

(¥,0)€CO(XxY)

equals +00 and consequently, the optimal value of the Lagrangian dual is +oc.

On the other hand, because the feasible set of the primal problem {(v, ¢) | (¢, ¢)—c €
Q} # 0, the only possibility for the primal problem (LP]) to have the optimal value +o00
is that supg. e+ L((¢,9),q*) = oo for any (¢, ¢) — ¢ € Q which contradics ([620). So,
in this case, there is a duality gap.

This is why we limit the considerations to (¢, ¢) — ¢ € Q. Then the domain of the
dual objective function inf(y, 4)—ccq L£((¥, @), ¢") is equal to

d inf  L((1,0),¢")} = M (X x V).
om{ _ nf__ £((6,6),0')} = M} (X x V)
Finally, the Lagrangian dual takes the form

SUD e et () I (0.0)—cc@ L((¥, 0), ¢7) (LD)
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Theorem 6.2 Let the Lagrangian function be given by the formula (GI8]). Then

Sup inf  L((4,),¢*) = inf sup  L((¢,9),q7)
q* GM:(/\’XJ)) (¥,0)—ceQ (¢,¢)—ceQ q*EM;(XXy)

Proof. We will show that all the assumptions of Theorem [4.1] hold. Let

X ={(,9) e F| (¥,¢) —ceQ}
Y = Co(X x V)

ceY, qeY, ¢ € My(X x))
M (X x V) dual to Q C Cy(X x Y)

and ® = ¥ := M; (X x Y) which is a convex set. The Lagrangian (G.I8) is linear as a
function of (v, ¢) for every ¢* € My(X x ).
To complete the proof we need to show the intersection property i.e. that for every

a < inf sup  L((¢, ¢),q") there exist ¢f, ¢ € M (X x Y) such that there
(¥,0)—c€Q q*EM;F(XXy)

exists ¢, € suppL(+,q;) and ¢y € suppL(-, ;) such that ¢; and ¢, have the intersection
property at level a.

Take any @ < inf sup  L((¢, 9),¢"). Let ¢ = 0, then
(¢7¢)—C€Q q*GM:(XXy)

£((0,0).0) = ~((u2). (0,00 > inf_{=~((u0). o)} ¥ (.0)=c€ Q. (6.23)

Let us note that for ¢ + ¢ — c € Q) we have
{={(,v), (0, 0)); = sup L((¢,4), q).

q*EM;r(XX)))
From this and the inequality (6.23]) we get
L((¥,9),0) = =((1,v),(¥,9)) = inf sup  L((,¥),q") > o

Y+o—ceQ q* EM;(XX:)/)

Let £ = o the ¢ € suppL(-,0) and ¢ have the intersection property with any other function
from the set suppL(-, g5). By Theorem [Tl we get the required equality.
|

Proposition 6.3 (section 1.1.1, [37]) ¢* € (u,v) if and only if ¢* is nonegative measure
on X XY such that for all measurable function (1, ¢) € Cy(X) x Cp(Y) we have

(1, v), (¥, 0)) = (", (¥, 0))

Remark 6.4 (Remark 1.26, [37]) Let ¢* € M,"(X x Y). For all measurable function
(1, 0) € Cp(X X Y) we have

((,v), (0, 0)) = (¢", (¥, 9))

In Theorem 4 and Theorem 6 we provide sufficient and necessary conditions for zero
duality gap for pairs of dual optimization problems involving ®-convex and ®;,.-convex
functions. In particular, our results apply to optimization problems where the considered
Lagrangian, and the function p(-, ) are paraconvex, or prox-bounded, or DC functions.

Let us observe that Theorem 2, provides considerable flexibility in choosing Lagrange
function L. Sufficient and necessary conditions of Theorem 4 and Theorem 6 are based
on the intersection property (Definition 2.4]), which, in contrast to many existing in the
literature conditions, is of purely algebraic character.
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