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Abstract

In this paper, we introduce a new concept of generalized convexity
for E-differentiable vector optimization problems. Namely, the notion of
exponentially F-invexity is defined. Further, some properties and results
of exponentially E-invex functions are studied. The sufficient optimal-
ity conditions are derived under appropriate (generalized) exponentially
FE-invexity hypotheses. To exemplify the application of our proposed con-
cept, we have included an appropriate example.
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1 Introduction

Multiobjective optimization serves as a valuable mathematical framework to
address real-world challenges involving conflicting objectives found in engineer-
ing, economics, and decision-making. However, many studies have traditionally
assumed convexity in these problems (see, for example, [23], [39], [37]). To
broaden the scope beyond convexity assumptions in theorems related to opti-
mality conditions and duality, various concepts of generalized convexity have
been introduced (see, for example, [1], [2], [6], [7], [8], [9], [10], [21], and others).
One particularly beneficial generalization is invexity, as introduced by Hanson
[16]. This involves considering differentiable functions, denoted as f : M — R,
where M is a subset of R™. For these functions, Hanson proposes the existence
of an n-dimensional vector function 7 : M x M — R™ such that, for all z,u € M,
the inequality
F(2) = f(u) = V f(w)n(, u)



holds. Ben Israel and Mond [13], Hanson and Mond [I7], Craven and Glover
[14], along with numerous others, have explored various aspects, applications,
and broader concepts related to these functions.

Youness [42] initially introduced the concept of E-convexity. Recently, there
has been considerable interest in expanding the idea of E-convexity to novel
classes of generalized E-convex functions, and researchers have investigated their
characteristics (see, for example, [, [5], [8], [9], [15], [18], [19], [20], [22], [27],
[32], [36], [38], [40], [41], [44], and others). Antczak [43] discussed the applica-
tions of exponentially convex functions in the mathematical programming and
optimization theory. Following the research by Hanson and Craven, various
forms of differentiable functions have emerged, aiming to extend the concept
of invex functions. One such function involves exponential functions (see, for
example, [3], [I0], [28], [29], [30], [31], [33], [34], and others).

In this paper, a new class of nonconvex F-differentiable vector optimization
problems with both inequality and equality constraints is considered in which
the involved functions are exponentially (generalized) E-invex. Therefore, the
concepts of exponentially pseudo- E-invex and exponentially quasi- E-invex func-
tions for E-differentiable vector optimization problems are introduced. Further-
more, we derive the sufficiency of the so-called E-Karush-Kuhn-Tucker optimal-
ity conditions for the considered FE-differentiable vector optimization problem
under appropriate exponentially (generalized) E-invexity hypotheses. This re-
sult is illustrated by suitable example of smooth multiobjective optimization
problem in which the involved functions are exponentially (generalized) E-invex
functions.

2 Preliminaries

Throughout this paper, the following conventions vectors x = (1,22, ...,xn)T

and y = (y1, Y2, - yn)T in R™ will be followed:
i) z=y ifandonlyifz; =y; foralli=1,2,
il) x>y if and only if z; >y, for all i = 1,
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(iii) z 2y if and only if z; = y; for all i = 1,2, ..., n;
( 1

(
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iv) x >y if and only if x; = y; for all i = 1,2,...,n but = # y;
v) x %y is the negation of z > y.

Definition 1 [}] Let E : R — R". A set M C R"™ is said to be an E-invex
set if and only if there exists a vector-valued function n : M x M — R™ such
that the relation

E(xo)+m™(E(x),E(x0)) €M

holds for all x,29 € M and any T € [0, 1].
Remark 2 If n is a vector-valued function defined by n(z,y) = z —y, then the

definition of an E-invex set reduces to the definition of an E-convex set (see
Youness [{2]).



Definition 3 Let E: R — R". A function f : M — R is said to be E-preinvex
on M if and only if the following inequality

f(E(@o) +7n(E(2),E(x0) S7f(E @)+ (1 -7)f(E(x0)) (1)
holds for all x,29 € M and any T € [0, 1].
Now, we introduce a new concept of the exponentially F-preinvex function.

Definition 4 Let £ : R — R™. A function f: M — R is said to be exponen-
tially E-preinvex on M if and only if the following inequality

e/ (B0 tm(B@)B@0) < 7ef(E@) 4 (1 — 7) ¢l (Blro) ()

holds for all x,29 € M and any T € [0, 1].
In other words, 1s equivalent to the fact that the following inequalities

f(E (z0) + 7 (E (), E (x0))) < log |[7efE@) 1 (1 - 7) ef<E(wo>>] (3)

holds for all x,29 € M and any T € [0, 1].

Definition 5 Let £ : R™ — R". A function f : M — R is said to be strictly
exponentially E-preinvex on M if and only if the following inequality

o (Blaoq+rn(E(@).E@0)) < 76/(B@) 4 (1 _ 7) e o) (@)
holds for all x,xo € M, E(xz) # E(x¢), and any 7 € (0, 1).

Definition 6 Let £ : R — R". A function f: M — R is said to be exponen-
tially quasi-E-preinvex on M if and only if the following inequality

¢ (B)+ (B @).E@0) < max {ef (B@) /(B (5)
holds for all x,x9 € M and any T € [0,1].

Definition 7 Let E : R™ — R"™. A function f : M — R is said to be strictly
exponentially quasi-E-preinvexr on M if and only if the following inequality

eI (B@o)+rn(B@),E@0) < max {f(F@) of (B (6)

holds for all x,z9 € M (z # x0), and any T € (0,1).

Note that every exponentially preinvex function is exponentially quasi-F-
preinvex and every exponentially E-preinvex function is exponentially quasi-F-
preinvex. However, the converse is not true.

Definition 8 Let E: R" — R™. We define the E-epigraph of an exponentially
function f: M — R as follows

epip(f) = {(E(x),Y) € M x R: /(E@) <1},



Theorem 9 Let £ : R — R™, M be a nonempty E-invex subset of R™ and
f: M — R be an exponentially function. Then f is E-preinvex if and only if
its E-epigraph is an E-invex set.

Proof. Let f be an exponentially FE-preinvex function. Then for any
(B(z),Y) and (E(x0),T) € epip(f), we have e/ (F@) < 1 f(Eo) < T
Also, for each 7 € [0, 1], we have

ef (B0t m(B@).B@0) < 7ef(E@) 4 (1 — 1) ¢f (Blro)

<Y+ (1-7)r. @)

Thus, (E (zo) + 1m0 (E (x),E (20)),7Y + (1 — 7)T) € epig(f). Hence, epig(f)
is E-invex.

Conversely, let epig(f) be an E-invex set, (E(x),ef(F(®)) € epip(f) and
(E(20),ef(F@0))) € epip(f). Then for each E(x), E(xg) € M and each \ €
[0, 1], we have

(E (20) + 10 (E (2) , B (20)) , 7¢/ ) 4 (1 = 7)e/ FE)) € epip(f)  (8)
and thus,
ef (B(zo)+7n(E(@),E(x0))) < ref(E(2) 4 (1 — 7) ef (E(wo)) (9)
Hence, f is exponentially E-preinvex on M. =

We now give the characterization of an exponentially quasi- E-preinvex func-
tion in terms of E-preinvexity of its level sets.

Theorem 10 Let £ : R* — R™ and M be a nonempty E-invex subset of R™.
A function f: M — R is exponentially quasi-E-preinvex function if and only if
the level sets Lg(f,T) are E-invex for all T € R.

Proof. Let f be an exponentially quasi- E-preinvex function, and for T € R,
let E(x), E(z0) € Lp(f,T). Then f(P®) < 1 ef(E(o) < Y. Since f is an
exponentially quasi-E-preinvex function, for each 7 € [0, 1], we have

o/ (E@o)+Tn(B@) E@) < max {¢/ (E@) oJ(E@)} < v
that is, E (zo) + ™ (E (x),E (x9)) € Lg(f,T) for each 7 € [0,1]. Hence,
Lg(f,T) is E-invex.

Conversely, let F(z), E(xg) € M and T = max {ef(P®) f(E(zo)} Then

E(x),E(xo) € Lp(f,T), and by E-invexity of Lp(f,T), we have E (zo) +
™ (E (x),E (x9)) € Lg(f,T) for each 7 € [0, 1]. Thus for each 7 € [0,1],

oI (B@o)+rn(B @), B@0) < T — max {e/ @) of (B,

This completes the proof. m



Definition 11 [26] Let E : R® — R™ and f : M — R be a (not necessarily)
differentiable function at a given point xo € M. It is said that f is an E-
differentiable function at xo if and only if f o E is a differentiable function at
xo (in the usual sense) and, moreover,

(foE)(zx)=(foFE)(xo)+V(foE)(xo)(z—wz0)+0(x0,x — 20) [z — 2ol
where 0 (xo,z — x0) = 0 as x — xp.

Now, we introduce a new concept of generalized exponentially convexity for
E-differentiable functions.

Definition 12 Let F: R — R™, M be a nonempty open E-invex subset of R™
and f : M — R be an E-differentiable function at xg on M. It is said that f
1s exponentially E-invex function at xo on M if, there exist n: M x M — R"
such that, for all x € M, the inequality

@) — I 2 G (E (a0) ! Eoy (B (2) B (w0))  (10)

holds. If inequality holds for any xo on M, then f is exponentially E-invex
function on M.

Definition 13 Let E: R — R"™, M be a nonempty open E-invex subset of R™
and f : M — R be an E-differentiable function at vy on M. It is said that f is
exponentially strictly E-invex function at xg on M if, there exist n: M x M —
R™ such that, for all x € M, x # x¢ the inequality

el (@) _ oI (E(0)) 5 7 f (E (20)) e/ Py (E (z), E (x0)) (11)

holds. If inequality holds for any xo on M, x # xo, then f is exponentially
strictly E-invex function on M.

Now, we give the necessary condition for an FE-differentiable exponentially
F-invex function.

Proposition 14 Let E : R* — R™, f : M — R be an E-differentiable ex-
ponentially E-invex function (an E-differentiable exponentially strictly E-invex
function) on M. Then, the following inequality

(Vf(E () e/ FE) — V(B () e/ FED )y (B (2), E (0) 20 (>) (12)
holds for all x,xq € M.

Proof. Since f is an FE-differentiable exponentially E-invex function, by
Definition [I2] the following inequalities

e/ BE) — I B = T f (B (a0)) e/ PNy (B (2), B (w0), (>)  (13)

JE@)) _ JE@) > (B (2) e/ (B (2), E (x)) (>)  (14)



hold for all z,x¢ € M. By adding above inequalities, we get that the following
inequality

(VS (B (2)) ! EED) V[ (B (20)) ! EC )y (B (2), B (20)) 20 (>) (15)

holds for all x,xg € M. =

Now, we introduce the definitions of generalized exponentially E-invex func-
tions. Namely, the following result gives the characterization of an exponentially
quasi- F-invex function in terms of its gradient.

Definition 15 Let E : R® — R"™ and f : M — R be an E-differentiable
function at ©g € M. The function f is said to be an exponentially quasi-E-
mvex at xg on M if the relation

el E@) < f(E@)) — v (f o E) (x0) el (Bo))y, (E(z),E(z0) 0  (16)

holds for each x € M. If (@ is satisfied for every xo € M, then the function f
1s said to be an exponentially quasi-E-invex on M.

Definition 16 Let E : R® — R"™ and f : M — R be an E-differentiable
function at xg € M. The function f is said to be an exponentially pseudo-E-
mvex at xg on M if the relation

el F@) < f(E@0)) — ¥ (f o E) (x0) e/ FE)y(E (2),E (z0)) <0 (17)

holds for each x € M. If is satisfied for every xo € M, then the function f
s said to be an exponentially pseudo-E-inver on M.

Definition 17 Let £ : R® — R"™ and f : M — R be an E-differentiable
function at xy € M. The function f is said to be an exponentially strictly
pseudo-E-invex at xg on M if the relation

el E@) < f(E@0)) — v (f o E) (x0) ef (B@o))y, (E(z),E(z0)) <0  (18)

holds for each x,xog € M, x # x¢. If (@ is satisfied for every xg € M, x # xg,
then the function f is said to be an exponentially strictly pseudo-E-invex on M.

Now, we present an example of such an exponentially pseudo-F-invex func-
tion which is not exponentially F-invex.

Example 18 Let E: R — R and f : R — R be a nondifferentiable function at
x = —3 defined by f(z) = (z+3)3, E(z) = (z+3)? — 3 and n(E(x), E(xq)) =
x—xq. The function (f o E) (z) = (z+3)3 is a differentiable function at x = —3,
thus f is an E-differentiable function at * = —3. Now we show that f is
exponentially pseudo-E-invex on R. Let x,xy € R and 7 € [0,1], and assume
that eFoB)@) < o(foE)(0)  We have e foB) (@) — o(a+3)% ~ o(zo+3)® _ (foE)(zo)
This inequality tmplies that x < x¢. Hence, we have

V (f o B) (zo) e B)@0)y (E (z), E (z0)) = 3(z0 + 3)2e® )" (z — 20) < 0.



Therefore, by Definition[16, f is exponentially pseudo-E-invex on R.

Further, it can be shown that f is also exponentially quasi-E-inver on R. As-
sume that eFoBE)@) < o(foB)(@0)  WWe have e(FoB)@) = (foB)(@0) — o(z+3)* <

e(@0+3)° | This inequality implies that x < xoq. Hence, we have
Y (f 0 E) (o) /D@y (B (), E (x0)) = 3(z0 + 3)%0H’ (& — z) < 0.
Therefore, by Definition[15, f is exponentially quasi-E-invex on R.

Definition 19 Let £ : R® — R™. It said that T € R" is a global E-minimizer
of f: M — R if the inequality

F(E(@) = f(E(2))
holds for all x € M.

Proposition 20 Let E: R” — R"™ and f : M — R be an E-differentiable expo-
nentially E-invex function on M. If Vf (E(T)) = 0, then T is an E-minimizer
of f.

Proof. Let £ : R® — R™. Further, assume that f : M — R is an E-
differentiable exponentially E-invex function on M. Hence, by Definition |12}
the inequality

B _ I ED 2 V) (B @) /Oy (@), E@)  (19)

holds for all z € M. Since V f (E(z)) = 0 and (19), therefore, we have that the

relation
ef(E@) _ J(E@) > (20)

implies that the inequality
F(E(@) = f(E(2))

holds for all € M. This means, by Definition that Z is an F-minimizer of
fom

Proposition 21 Let E : R® — R" be an operator and f : M — R be an E-
differentiable exponentially pseudo-E-invexr function on M. If Vf(E(T)) = 0,
then T is an E-minimizer of f.

Proof. The proof of this proposition follows from Definitions 16| and [

3 FE-optimality conditions for multiobjective pro-
gramming problems



Consider the following multiobjective programming problem (VP):

minimize f(z) = (f1 (z), ..., fp (z))
subject to gip(z) £0, ke K ={1,...,m}, (VP)

hj(z) =0, jeJ=A{1,..q},

where f; : R - R(ieI={1,2,..,p}),9x : R* >R (k€ K)and h; : R* -+ R
(j € J), are E-differentiable functions defined on R™. Let

Q:={zeR":gx(x) 20, ke K, hj(z)=0, jeJ}

be the set of all feasible solutions of (VP). Further, by K (), the set of inequality
constraint indices that are active at a feasible solution z, that is, K (z) =
{k e K :gi(x)=0}.

Let £ : R* — R™ be a given one-to-one and onto operator. Now, for
the E-differentiable vector optimization problem (VP), we define its associated
differentiable vector optimization problem (VPg) as follows:

minimize f(E(z)) = (f1 (E(2)),.... fp (E(2)))
subject to gx(E()) 0, k€ K ={1,...m}, (VPg)
hi(E(z) =0, j€J=1{1,...q}

Let Qp :={z € R" : gx(E(z)) £0, k€ K, h;(E(z)) =0, j € J} be the set of
all feasible solutions of (VPg).

Definition 22 A feasible point E(%) is said to be a weak E-Pareto (weakly E-
efficient) solution for (VP) if and only if there exists no feasible point E(x) such
that

f(E(x)) < [(E®Y)).

Definition 23 A feasible point E(Y) is said to be an E-Pareto (E-efficient)
solution for (VP) if and only if there exists no feasible point E(x) such that

f(E(@)) < f(E®)).

Remark 24 Let E(y) € Q be an E-Pareto solution (a weak E-Pareto solution)
of the problem (VP). Then, § € Qg is a Pareto solution (a weak Pareto solution)
of the problem (VPg).

Theorem 25 [/} (E-Karush-Kuhn-Tucker necessary optimality conditions).
Let E(y) be a weak E-Pareto solution of (VP). Moreover, let f; (i € I), gk
(k € K), and hj (j € J), be E-differentiable and the Kuhn-Tucker constraint
qualification be satisfied at 7. Then there exist7T € RP, p € R™ and £ € R? such
that

S TiVR(E®) + Xl i Ver(BE@) + 272, & Vhi(E@) =0, (21)

ﬁkgk(E(y)) =0, keK, (22)
7>0, p=0. (23)



Definition 26 (E(@),?, D, E) € Qx RP x R™ x R? is said to be an E-Karush-
Kuhn-Tucker point (E-KKT point) for (VP) if the relations (21)- are sat-
isfied at E(g) with Lagrange multipliers T, p, &.

Now, we prove the sufficiency of the E-Karush-Kuhn-Tucker necessary opti-
mality conditions for the considered E-differentiable vector optimization prob-
lem (VP) under exponentially E-invexity hypotheses.

Theorem 27 Let (E@) 7,0,€) € O x RP x R™ x R? be an E-KKT point of
(VP). Let Jf (E(Y) = {j€J:§>0} and J5 (E(®y)) = {jeJ:& <0}
Furthermore, assume the following hypotheses are fulfilled:

a) fi, i €I, is E-differentiable exponentially E-invex function at g on Qg,

b) gk, k € K(E(Y)), is E-differentiable exponentially E-invex function at g
on QE,

¢) hj, j€JV(E(Y)), is E-differentiable exponentially E-invez function aty
on Qg,

d) —hj, j € J- (E(7)), is E-differentiable exponentially E-invex function at
7 on Q.

Then E (§) is a weak E-Pareto solution of (VP).

Proof. By assumption, (E(y)f, D, Z) € Qx RP x R™ x RYis an E-KKT
point of (VP). Then, by Definition the relations (2I)-(23) are satisfied at
E(y) with Lagrange multipliers 7 € RP, 5 € R™ and £ € RY. We proceed by
contradiction. Assume, contrary to the conclusion, that E(y) is not a weak E-
Pareto solution of (VP). Hence, by Definition [22} there exists another E(z*) € Q

such that
fE () < F(E®@)). (24)
Using hypotheses a)-d), by Deﬁnition and Definition the following inequal-

ities

efilB) _ ofi(E@) > v f, (E@))e fi(E®)) n(E(z*),E®),iel, (25)
e EED) — e (EW) 2 v, (B (7)) e PP (B (2%), E (@), k € K (E ()
(
et () — i EW) > h; (B (7)) " )y (B (2*), E @), j € T (E(®))

M BN L (ED) 2y (B (7)) E Dy (B @), E @), je T (B

(28)
hold, respectively. Combining and and then multiplying the resulting
inequalities by the corresponding Lagrange multipliers and adding both their

sides, we get
[Z (fioE)(®)|n(E(z"),E(y)) <0. (29)




Multiplying inequalities — by the corresponding Lagrange multipliers,
respectively, we obtain

pkegk(E(w*))_ﬁkegk(E@)) > 5,V (E @) egk(E@))n(E (z*),E(¥)), k€ K(E(®)),
E,eM (@) _E M (E®) > E T, (B (7)) ' EDy (B (%), E (), j € J* ((20()@))7
£,eM (B _E hi(B@) > E v, (B (7)) " EOy (B (%), E (7)), j€J- ((?;E’l)(y)).
Using the condition together with E(z*) € Q and E(y) € Q, we Se%c),
respectively,

Ve (E@)n(E ("), E[¥) =0, ke K(E(Y)), (33)
& Vhi (E@)n(E ("), E[@) £0,j€J"(E®@), (34)
& Vhi (E@)n(E ("), E[@) 20, j€J (E))- (35)

Combining and —, we obtain that the following inequality

D FEVEE®)+ Y 5.V (E®) + Y &§Vhi (E®) | n(E (=), E[) <0
i=1 j=1

k=1

holds, which is a contradiction to the condition . Thus, the proof of this
theorem is completed. m

If stronger F-differentiable exponentially E-invexity hypotheses are imposed
on the functions constituting the considered vector optimization problems, then
the sufficient optimality conditions for a feasible solution to be an E-Pareto
solution of the problem (VP) result is true.

Theorem 28 Let (E(Y),7,p,§) € Q x R? x R™ x R be an E-KKT point of
(VP). Furthermore, assume that the following hypotheses are fulfilled:

a) fi, i € I, is E-differentiable exponentially strictly E-invex function at g
on Qg,

b) gk, k € K(E(Y)), is E-differentiable exponentially E-invex function at g
on Qg,

¢) hj, j € JV(E(Y)), is E-differentiable exponentially E-invex function at 7y
on Qg,

d) —hj, j € J7 (E(7)), is E-differentiable exponentially E-invex function at
7 on Q.

Then E (y) is an E-Pareto solution of (VP).
Proof. The proof of this theorem is similar to the proof of Theorem [27] and

is omitted. m

10



Remark 29 According to the proof of Theorem[27, the sufficient conditions are
also satisfied if gr, k € Kg (y), h;, j € JV(E(Y)), —hj, j € J~ (E (7)), are
E-differentiable exponentially quasi-E-invezr function aty on Qg.

Now, under the concepts of generalized E-differentiable exponentially F-
invexity, we prove the sufficient optimality conditions for a feasible solution to
be a weak E-Pareto solution of the problem (VP).

Theorem 30 Let (E(Y),7,p,§) € Q x R? x R™ x R be an E-KKT point of
(VP). Furthermore, assume that the following hypotheses are fulfilled:

a) fi, i € 1, is E-differentiable exponentially pseudo-E-invex function aty
on Qg,

b) gr, k € K (E(Y)), is E-differentiable exponentially quasi-E-invex function
aty on Qg,

¢) hj, j € JV(E(Y)), is E-differentiable exponentially quasi-E-invez func-
tion aty on Qp,

d) —hj, j € J (E(W)), is E-differentiable exponentially quasi-E-invex func-
tion at Yy on Q.

Then E (y) is a weak E-Pareto solution of (VP).

Proof. By assumption, (E(y)f, P, E) € Ox RPx R™x RY is a Karush-Kuhn-
Tucker point in the considered constrained E-optimization problem (VP). Then,
b Deﬁnition the Karush-Kuhn-Tucker necessary optimality conditions (21))-
are satisfied at 7 with Lagrange multipliers 7 € RP, p € R™ and £ € RY.
We proceed by contradiction. Suppose, contrary to the result, that E (%) is not
a weak Pareto solution in problem (VP). Hence, by Definition there exists
another E(z*) € Q such that

filB(@™)) < fi(E(7)), i€l (36)

Thus,
efiB@) £ ofi(B@) ;e (37)

By hypothesis (a), the objective function f is E-differentiable exponentially
pseudo-E-invex at E(g) on . Then, gives

V (fioE) (@) el F@y (B (z*),E (7)) <0,i€ I, (38)
By the E-Karush-Kuhn-Tucker necessary optimality condition and e/ (F@) >
0, inequality yields

lz iV (fio E)(@)|n(E(z").E (@) <0. (39)

11



Since E(z*) € Q, E(y) € Q , therefore, the E-Karush-Kuhn-Tucker necessary
optimality conditions and imply

gk(E (z7)) —gr(E () £ 0, k€ K (E (7).

Thus,
egk(E(afA)) < egk(E@))’ ke K(E(®)).

From the assumption, each gi, & € K, is an FE-differentiable exponentially
quasi- F-invex function at § on Qg. Then, by Definition [15] we get

Vi (E (@) e FO)y (B (2) ,E (@) £0, ke K(E(@)). (40)

Thus, by the E-Karush-Kuhn-Tucker necessary optimality condition , eI E@) >
0, and by Definition gives

Y. AaNVa(E®@)n(E(), E@) <o
keK(E(Y))

Hence, taking into account g, = 0, k ¢ K (E (7)), we have

> BV (E@)n (E (z*),E (@) £0. (41)
k=1

From E(z*) € Q, E(y) € Q, we get

hi(E (a)) = hi(E(5)) =0, j € J* (E (), (42)
—hi(E (a*)) = (~hiy(E())) =0, j € J~ (E(7)) - (43)
Thus,
MEE) — M ED) — o, j e JH(E @), (44)
M EE)) (e B —0, e I (B (). (45)

Since each equality constraint hj, j € J* (E (T)), and each function —h;, j €
J~ (E (y)), is an E-differentiable exponentially quasi-E-invex function at g on
Qpg, then by Definition eME®) > 0, 44) and give, respectively,

Vhi (E@)n (E(2"),E (@) £0,j € J"(E®@)), (46)
—Vhi (E@)n (E(«*),E (@) =0,5€J (E(@). (47)

Thus, ) and . yield
[ S OEVREM+ Y. &V (EG) |1 (E@EY).E@) <o

JEJH(E®)) jeJ(E())

12



Hence, taking into account §; =0, j ¢ J* (E (y)) UJ~ (E(¥)), we have
> &V (E@)n(E («*),E @) £0. (48)
j=1

Combining (39), and (48], we get that the following inequality

{ZTZ-WZ-(E @)+ PeVan (B @)+ & Vh; (B <y>>]n (B (=*).E @) <0
i—1 j=1

k=1

which is a contradiction to the F-Karush-Kuhn-Tucker necessary optimality
condition . Thus, the proof of this theorem is completed. =

In order to illustrate the above sufficient optimality conditions, we now
present an example of an F-differentiable problem in which the involved func-
tions are exponentially (generalized) E-invex.

Example 31 Consider the following nonconvex nondifferentiable vector opti-
mization problem

f(z) = (log(¢/@1 + 72+ 1), log(ya1 + ¢72+2)) — V —min
st gi(z) = =21 =0, (VP1)
g2(x) = —x2 = 0.

Note that Q) = {(xl,xg) ER?: —y¥z: 50 AN — x5 < 0}. Let E: R? — R? be
defined as follows E (w1, z2) = (23,23) , n(E(z), E®)) = (1—e¥17"1, 1—eV2772),
Now, for the considered nonconvex mnondifferentiable multiobjective program-

ming problem (VP1), we define its associated differentiable optimization problem
(VP1g) as follows

(foE)(x) =(log(xqy + 22+ 1), log(x1 +22+2)) — V —min
st. g1(E(z)) = —21 £ 0, (VP1)
g2(B(@)) = —a3 0.

Note that Qf = {(xl,xg) ER?: 2120 A 292 0} and § = (0,0) is the set
of all feasible solutions of the problem (VPI1g). Further, note that all func-
tions constituting the considered vector optimization problem (VP1) are E-
differentiable at § = (0,0). Then, it can also be shown that the E-Karush-
Kuhn-Tucker necessary optimality conditions — are fulfilled at g = (0,0)
with Lagrange multipliers 71 = 5, T2 = 5 and p; = py = 1. Further, it can be
proved that f is an E-differentiable exponentially pseudo-E-invex function at 7y
on Qg, the constraint function g1 and go are an E-differentiable exponentially
quasi-E-invez function atjj on Qp. Hence, by Theorem[30, E(y) = (0,0) is an
E-Pareto solution of the optimization problem (VP).
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Figure 1: Graphical view of (VP1g).

Remark 32 Note that we are not able to use the optimality conditions for dif-
ferentiable multiobjective programming problems in order to find efficient solu-
tions in the vector optimization problem (VP1) considered in E:vample since
some of the involved functions are not differentiable. Also, the sufficient opti-
mality conditions with convezity hypotheses are not applicable for (VP1) since
(VP1) is not a convex vector optimization problem.

4 Concluding remarks

In this paper, a new class of nonconvex FE-differentiable vector optimization
problems with both inequality and equality constraints have been considered.
We have introduced the notion of exponentially E-invex functions, delved into
their key characteristics, and expanded the framework by introducing various
generalized exponentially E-invexity concepts. Further, we have established suf-
ficient optimality conditions for F-differentiable vector optimization problems
under (generalized) exponentially E-invexity. To illustrate these findings, we
have provided an example of nonconvex nonsmooth vector optimization prob-
lems.

However, some interesting topics for further research remain. It would be
of interest to investigate whether it is possible to prove similar results for other
classes of E-differentiable vector optimization problems. We shall investigate
these questions in subsequent papers.
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