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MANGASARIAN-FROMOVITZ-TYPE CONSTRAINT QUALIFICATION

AND OPTIMALITY CONDITIONS FOR SMOOTH INFINITE

PROGRAMMING PROBLEMS

EWA M. BEDNARCZUK1, KRZYSZTOF W. LEŚNIEWSKI2, AND KRZYSZTOF E. RUTKOWSKI3

Abstract. We introduce a constraint qualification condition (GPMFCQ) for
smooth infinite programming problems, where the nonlinear operator defining the
equality constraints has nonsurjective derivative at the local minimum. The con-
dition is a generalization of PMFCQ introduced by Morduhovich and Nghia. We
prove the existence of Lagrange multipliers by using either Hurwicz set or Nonlinear
Farkas Minkowski condition.

1. Introduction

In this study, we introduce new qualification condition subject to the following
smooth infinite programming problem

min
x∈E

f(x)

subject to H(x) = 0

and gt(x) ≤ 0, t ∈ T,

(1.1)

where f : E → R, H : E → F , and gt : E → R, t ∈ T are continuously Fréchet
differentiable mappings, with E,F being Banach spaces and T is arbitrary.

The feasible set F is defined as:

F := {x ∈ E | H(x) = 0, gt(x) ≤ 0, t ∈ T }. (1.2)

Such infinite programming problems with constraint sets defined by systems of infi-
nite (countable) number of inequalities and equalities with continuously differentiable
functions defined on Banach spaces were considered in [2], where Schauder basis are
used for representation of F . Another approach is given by [4], where authors in-
troduces new constraint qualifications based on continuity properties of the multi-
valued mapping M(·, ·) related to asymptotic KKT conditions. In [11] Perturbed
Mangasarian-Fromovitz Constraint Qualification (PMFCQ) together with Nonlinear
Farkas Minkowski Constraint Qualification (NMFCQ) condition are introduced, which
allow to prove the existence of Lagrange multipliers. An important requirement of
PMFCQ is that the derivative DH(x̄) of the operator H at the local minimizer x̄ is
surjective.
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The main goal of our paper to prove the existence of Lagrange multipliers in the
situations where the derivative of mapping defining the equality constraints, DH(x̄),
does not need to be surjective. This generalization allows for a broader class of problems
where the image of DH(x̄) might not cover the entire codomain, making the analysis
more intricate and the application more general. Additionally, the number of inequality
constraints gt(x) ≤ 0, t ∈ T can be arbitrary, including uncountable sets T .

Our focus is on the generalization of the Mangasarian-Fromovitz Constraint Qualifi-
cation (MFCQ) to scenarios where the derivative of the mapping that defines equality
constraints is not necessarily surjective. This extension is particularly relevant for prob-
lems where the image of the derivative does not span the entire codomain, leading to
a more nuanced analysis of feasible solutions. Additionally, we address scenarios with
infinitely many inequality constraints, a situation commonly encountered in applications
involving partial differential equations (PDEs) and other functional analysis contexts.

By introducing in Section 3 Generalized Perturbed Mangasarian-Fromovitz Con-
straint Qualification (GPMFCQ), we provide a framework that accommodates these
complexities. This new condition allows for the existence of Lagrange multipliers even
when traditional assumptions are not met, thus offering a more flexible approach to
deriving optimality conditions. GPMFCQ is a generalization of PMFCQ to the case
when DH(x̄) is not surjective at local minimizer x̄ to problem (1.1). To the best of
our knowledge, this is the first instance of such a constraint qualification being applied
to both equality and inequality constraints in infinite-dimensional settings (for problems
with only equality constraints see [3]).

We base our results on [3] for the mapping H and on [10] for the inequalities gt,
t ∈ T .

In [3] author mainly uses the rank theorem (see [1, Theorem 2.5.15]), while [10]
introduces the PMFCQ and NFMCQ conditions. Below, we briefly describe these con-
ditions:

(EQ) Rank Theorem: The rank theorem in infinite-dimensional spaces, as utilized
in [3], ensures that under certain conditions, the tangent space to the level set
defined by H(x) = 0 can be described explicitly. The theorem assumes that
the kernel of the derivative DH(x) is topologically complemented in X , and
the image of DH(x) is closed and topologically complemented in F .

(IQ) PMFCQ and NFMCQ Conditions from [10]:
(a) PMFCQ (Perturbed Mangasarian-Fromovitz Constraint Qualification);

This condition assume that at point x̄ ∈ E there exist a direction x̃ ∈
E from the kernel of derivative of equality constraint, for which all the
constraints 〈Dgt(x̄), x̃〉 for t ∈ Tε are uniformly inactive.

(b) NFMCQ (Nonlinear Farkas-Minkowski Constraint Qualification). This
condition assume that at point x̄ ∈ E the cone generated by pairs
(∇gt(x̄), gt(x̄)) is weakly* closed for any t ∈ T .

Alternatively, (IQ) are investigated in Section 4 via the following conditions:

(1) GPMFCQ (Generalized Perturbed Mangasarian-Fromovitz Constraint Qualifi-
cation, see Definition 3.1);

(2) Weak*-closedness of Hurwicz set (see definition of set M(x̄, 0) in Section 8
of [2]).
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The subsequent sections will delve into the theoretical underpinnings, leveraging ad-
vanced mathematical concepts like the Abadie constraint qualification and the infinite-
dimensional rank theorem, to establish optimality conditions and solution existence for
this extended problem framework.

1.1. Our aims. The primary aim of this study is to develop a comprehensive framework
for addressing smooth infinite programming problems, those involving both equality and
infinite number of inequality constraints. The specific objectives include:

(1) Extension of Classical Constraint Qualifications: To generalize the Perturbed
Mangasarian-Fromovitz Constraint Qualification (PMFCQ) by introducing the
Generalized Perturbed Mangasarian-Fromovitz Constraint Qualification (GPM-
FCQ). This new condition is designed to be applicable even when the derivative
of the equality constraint mapping is not surjective, thus broadening the scope
of problems that can be effectively analyzed.

(2) Analysis of Infinite Inequality Constraints: To address the challenges posed
by optimization problems that feature infinitely many inequality constraints.
This aspect is particularly relevant for applications in fields such as control
theory, optimal transport, and mathematical models governed by partial dif-
ferential equations (PDEs), where the set of constraints can naturally become
uncountably infinite.

(3) Derivation of Optimality Conditions: To establish necessary optimality condi-
tions for infinite programming problems under the newly proposed GPMFCQ.
These conditions aim to ensure the existence of Lagrange multipliers, facilitat-
ing the analysis and solution of problems where standard constraint qualifica-
tions fail to provide meaningful results.

2. Preliminaries

Let F := {x ∈ E | H(x) = 0, gt(x) ≤ 0, t ∈ T }, where H : E → F , gt : E → R,
t ∈ T are defined as in Introduction. The existence feasible solutions to (1.1) requires
a delicate balance between the regularity conditions and the structure of the infinite
constraint set.

Definition 2.1. For a given, possibly nonconvex, set Q ⊂ E and x̄ ∈ Q the tangent
(Bouligand) cone to Q at x̄ ∈ Q is defined as

TQ(x̄) := {d ∈ E | ∃ {xk} ⊂ Q {tk} ⊂ R xk → x, tk ↓ 0, (xk − x̄)/tk → d}, (2.1)

and the weak tangent cone to Q at x̄ ∈ Q is defined as

T w
Q (x̄) := {d ∈ E | ∃ {xk} ⊂ Q {tk} ⊂ R xk → x̄, tk ↓ 0, (xk − x̄)/tk ⇀ d}.

Equivalently, an element d ∈ E belongs to the set TQ(x̄) if there exists a function

r : [0,+∞) → E, limt→0+
r(t)
t

= 0 and ε0 > 0 such that for all t ∈ [0, ε0) we have
x̄+ td+ r(t) ∈ Q.

Definition 2.2. For any x̄ ∈ F , where F is given by

F := {x ∈ E | H(x) = 0, gt(x) ≤ 0 t ∈ T }. (2.2)

T (x̄) denotes the set of active (inequality) indices of F at x̄,

T (x̄) := {t ∈ T | gt(x̄) = 0}.
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Definition 2.3. The cone

ΓF (x̄) := {d ∈ E | DH(x̄)d = 0, 〈Dgt(x̄), d〉 ≤ 0, t ∈ T (x̄)} (2.3)

is called the linearized cone to F at x̄.

In this paper we assume that at given point x̄ ∈ E,

aff ΓF(x̄) = {d ∈ E | DH(x̄)d = 0}, (2.4)

meaning that there is no t ∈ T (x̄) such that Dgt(x̄)d = 0 for any d ∈ ΓF(x̄). Let us
note that it is not a restrictive assumption, it is made here to simplify the presentation.

Definition 2.4. Given a set Ω ⊂ X we define the Fréchet normal cone and limit-
ing/Mordukhovich normal cone to Ω at x̄ ∈ Ω by, respectively

N̂Ω(x̄) = {v ∈ X∗ | ∀x ∈ Ω : 〈v, x − x̄〉X ≤ o(‖x− x̄‖X),

NΩ(x̄) = {v ∈ X∗ | ∃{xk} ∈ Ω ∃{vk} ∈ X∗ : xk → x̄, vk ⇀ v, vk ∈ N̂Ω(xk) ∀k ∈ N}.
Corollary 2.5. ([11, Corollary 1.11]) Let X be a reflexive Banach space, and let Ω ⊂ X

with x ∈ Ω. Then the Fréchet normal cone to Ω at x̄, N̂Ω(x̄), is dual to the weak
contingent cone to Ω at this point, T w

Ω (x̄), i.e.,

N̂Ω(x̄) = (T w
Ω )◦(x̄) := {x∗ ∈ X∗ | 〈x∗, z〉 ≤ 0, whenever v ∈ T w

Ω (x̄)}.
Thus one has the duality relationship

N̂Ω(x̄) = T ◦
Ω (x̄)

when X if finite dimensional.

Theorem 2.6. (Lyusternik, see [7, Section 0.2.4] ) Let X and Y be Banach spaces,
let U be a neighborhood of a point x0 ∈ X , and let f : U → Y be a Fréchet
differentiable mapping. Assume that f is regular at x0, i.e., that ImDf(x0) = Y , and
that its derivative is continuous at this point (in the uniform operator topology of the
space Γ(X,Y )). Then the tangent space TM (x0) to the set

M = {x ∈ U | f(x) = f(x0)}
at the point x0 coincides with the kernel of the operator Df(x0),

TM (x0) = ker Df(x0). (2.5)

Moreover, if the assumptions of the theorem are satisfied, then there exist a neighbour-
hood U ′ ⊂ U of the point x0, a number K > 0, and a mapping ξ → x(ξ) of the set
U ′ into X such that

f(ξ + x(ξ)) = f(x0),

‖x(ξ)‖ ≤ K‖f(ξ)− f(x0)‖
(2.6)

for all ξ ∈ U ′.

Theorem 2.7. ([1, Theorem 2.5.14] Local Representation Theorem) Let E, Y be
Banach spaces. Let f : U → Y be of class Cr, r ≥ 1 in a neighbourhood of x0 ∈ U ,
U ⊂ E open set. Let Y1 be a closed split image of Df(x0) with closed complement Y2.
Suppose that Df(x0) has a split kernel E2 = kerDf(x0) with closed complement E1.
Then there are open sets U1 ⊂ U ⊂ E1 ⊕ E2 and U2 ⊂ Y1 ⊕ E2, x0 ∈ U2 and a Cr

diffeomorphism ψ : U2 → U1 such that (f ◦ψ)(u, v) = (u, η(u, v)) for any (u, v) ∈ U1,
where u ∈ E1, v ∈ E2 and η : U2 → E2 is a Cr map satisfying Dη(ψ−1(x0)) = 0.
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Theorem 2.8. (Rank Theorem, see [1, Theorem 2.5.15] )
Let E, Y be Banach spaces. Let x0 ∈ U , where U is an open subset of E and

f : U → Y be of class C1.
Assume that Df(x0) has a closed split image Y1 with closed component Y2 and a

split kernel E2 with closed component E1 and that for all x in some neighbourhood of
x0, Df(x)|E1 : E1 → Df(x)(E) is an isomorphism.

Then there exist open sets U1 ⊂ Y1 ⊕ E2, U2 ⊂ E, V1 ⊂ Y , V2 ⊂ Y1 ⊕ E2 and
diffeomorphisms of class C1, ϕ : V1 → V2 and ψ : U1 → U2, x0 = (x01, x02) ∈ U2 ⊂
U ⊂ E1 ⊕ E2, i.e. x01 ∈ E1, x02 ∈ E2, f(x0) ∈ V1 satisfying

(ϕ ◦ f ◦ ψ)(w, e) = (w, 0), where w ∈ Y1, e ∈ E2

for all (w, e) ∈ U1.

Let R
T = {(xt)t∈T | xt ∈ R, t ∈ T }, R

T
− = {(xt)t∈T | xt ∈ R−, t ∈ T } ,

R̃
T = {(xt)t∈T ∈ R

T | xt 6= 0 for finitely many t ∈ T }, R̃T
− = {(xt)t∈T ∈ R

T
− | xt 6=

0 for finitely many t ∈ T }, K = {0F} × R
T
−.

For completeness we include the description of R̃T c.f. [5, Proposition 6, page 32]).

Lemma 2.1. Let R
T = {(xt)t∈T | xt ∈ R, t ∈ T } be the product space with the

product topology (see [5, § 4.1]). The space R̃
T is isomorphic to the space of linear

continuous functional defined on R
T .

By [5, Proposition 1, page 44], since gt : E → R are continuous, there exists exactly
one operator G : E → F × R

T such that for any x ∈ E and for any t ∈ T we have
gt(x) = pt(G(x)) and pF (G(x)) = H(x), where pt : R

T → R is projection onto the
t-th component of RT and pF : E × F is projection onto F component. Let x̄ ∈ E.
Analogously, if Dgt(x̄) : E → R are continuous, then there exists exactly one operator
A : E → F × R

T such that for any for any t ∈ T we have Dgt(x̄) = pt(A(x̄)) and
DH(x̄) = pF (A(x̄)). In this case we will denote A(x̄) as DG(x̄). If operator G is
differentiable at x̄, then there exists DG(x̄) : E → F

0 = lim
h→0

G(x̄+ h)−G(x̄)−DG(x̄)h

‖h‖
and since

0 = lim
h→0

(H(x̄+ h), (gt(x̄ + h))t∈T )− (H(x̄), (gt(x̄))t∈T )−A(x̄)h

‖h‖ ,

pt(DG(x̄)) = Dgt(x̄), t ∈ T , pF (DG(x̄)) = DH(x̄), by uniqueness of the operator
A(x̄) we have A(x̄) = DG(x̄) and DG(x̄) is continuous.

The following definition was introduced in [4].

Definition 2.9. A feasible point x̄ ∈ F of (1.1) is called KKT point if there exists

λ̄ ∈ F ∗ × R̃T such that

0 = Df(x̄) +DG(x̄)∗λ̄, 1 and λ̄ ∈ N̂K(G(x̄)).

The following definition was introduced in [11].

Definition 2.10. (nonlinear Farkas-Minkowski constraint qualification) We say that sys-
tem (1.2) satisfies the Nonlinear Farkas-Minkowski constraint qualification (NFMCQ)
at x̄ if the set

cone{(∇gt(x̄), 〈gt(x̄), x̄〉 − gt(x̄) | t ∈ T }
1Here DG(x̄)∗ is an adjoint operator to DG(x̄).
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is weak*-closed in product space X∗ × R.

3. Generalized Perturbed Mangasarian-Fromovitz Constraint
Qualification (GPMFCQ)

Let x̄ ∈ F . We consider the situation when DH(x̄) is not onto. In this section we
introduce the Generalized Perturbed Mangasarian-Fromovitz Constraint Qualification
(GPMFCQ), which provides a more flexible framework for analyzing the problem (1.1):

Definition 3.1. (GPMFCQ) Let E,F Banach spaces and x̄ ∈ E. Let E2 = kerDH(x̄)
and F1 = imDH(x̄). Let H = (H1, H2) : E1⊕E2 → F1⊕F2, whereH1 : E → F1 =
DH(x̄)E = DH(x̄)E1. We say that Generalized Perturbed Mangasarian Fromovitz
Constraint Qualification holds at x̄ ∈ E if the following holds:

(EQ) E = E1 ⊕ E2, where E2 = kerDH(x̄) is closed, F = F1 ⊕ F2, F1 =
imDH(x̄)(E) is closed and there exists U(x̄) such that

imDH(x) ∩ F2 = {0} x ∈ U(x̄),

(IQ) there exists x̃ ∈ E such that DH1(x̄)(x̃) = 0 and

inf
ε>0

sup
t∈Tε(x̄)

〈Dgt(x̄), x̃〉 < 0 for all t ∈ Tε(x̄) := {t ∈ T | gt(x̄) ≥ −ε}.

In the case when DH(x̄) is onto (i.e. (EQ) is automatically satisfied ) the above
definition reduces to the Perturbed Mangasarian Fromovitz Constraint Qualification
(PMFCQ) introduced in [11].

By combining [11, Theorem 1] with the Rank Theorem 2.8 we obtain the following
representations of normal cones under the GPMFCQ.

Theorem 3.2. Let x̄ ∈ F , Assume that GPMFCQ holds for F at x̄. Then

N̂(x̄,F) =
⋂

ε>0

cl∗ cone{Dgt(x̄), t ∈ Tε(x̄)}+ (DH1(x̄))
∗(F ∗

1 ).

Moreover, if gt : E → R∪{+∞}, t ∈ T are uniformly Fréchet differentiable at x̄ then

N(x̄,F) = N̂(x̄,F) =
⋂

ε>0

cl∗ cone{Dgt(x̄), t ∈ Tε(x̄)}+ (DH1(x̄))
∗(F ∗

1 ).

Proof. Let x̄ ∈ F and define F1 as

F1 = {x ∈ E | H1(x) = 0, gt(x) ≤ 0, t ∈ T },
The proof reduces to showing that there exists U(x̄) ⊂ E such that F ∩ U(x̄) =
F1 ∩ U(x̄).

By Rank Theorem 2.8 applied to H , there exists U1(x̄) ⊂ E and diffeomorphisms
ψ : F1⊕E2 ⊃ V (w̄, ē) → U1(x̄) ⊂ E1⊕E2, ϕ : F1⊕F2 ⊃ V1(H(x̄)) → V2 ⊂ F1⊕F2

such that

ϕ ◦H ◦ ψ(w, e) = (w, 0) for all (w, e) ∈ V (w̄, ē) = ψ−1(U1(x̄)), x̄ = ψ(w̄, ē).
(3.1)

Moreover, by Local Representation Theorem 2.7 there exists η : F1⊕E2 ⊃ V (w̄, ē) →
F2, C

1 function such that H ◦ ψ(w, e) = (w, η(w, e)). By (3.1) we have

H ◦ ψ(w, e) = ϕ−1(w, 0) = (w, η(w, e))

for all (w, e) ∈ V (w̄, ē) = ψ−1(U1(x̄)), x̄ = ψ(w̄, ē).
(3.2)
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Let x ∈ U1(x̄) ∩ F1. Then H1(x) = 0 and x = ψ(w, e) for some (w, e) ∈ V (w̄, ē). By
(3.2),

0 = H1(x) = H1 ◦ ψ(w, e) = w,

i.e., w = 0. Moreover, by (3.2),

H2(x) = H2(ψ(w, e)) = η(0, e) = ϕ−1(0, 0).

Therefore η(0, e) = η(0, ē). Then

H2(x) = H2(ψ(w, e)) = H2(ψ(0, ē)) = H2(x̄) = 0

Therefore x ∈ F .
By [11, Theorem 2] applied to F1 we have that

N̂(x̄,F1) =
⋂

ε>0

cl∗ cone{Dgt(x̄), t ∈ Tε(x̄)}+ (DH1(x̄))
∗(F ∗

1 )

Since F ∩ U1(x̄) = F1 ∩ U1(x̄) we obtain that

N̂(x̄,F) = N̂(x̄,F1) =
⋂

ε>0

cl∗ cone{Dgt(x̄), t ∈ Tε(x̄)}+ (DH1(x̄))
∗(F ∗

1 ).

�

The following theorem of existence of Lagrange multipliers follows:

Theorem 3.3. Let x̄ be local minimizer of the infinite program

min
x∈F

f(x), (3.3)

where f : E → R∪{+∞} is Fréchet differentiable at x̄. Assume that GPMFCQ holds
at x̄ ∈ F . Then

0 ∈ ∇f(x̄) +
⋂

ε>0

cl∗ cone{∇gt(x̄), t ∈ Tε(x̄)} +DH1(x̄)
∗(F ∗

1 ).

Moreover, if NFMCQ holds at x̄, then

0 ∈ ∇f(x̄) + cone{∇gt(x̄), t ∈ T (x̄)} +DH1(x̄)
∗(F ∗

1 ).

Proof. Since x̄ is local minimizer of (3.3) we have that x̄ is also a local minimizer of
the following problem

min
x∈F∩U1(x̄)

f(x), (3.4)

where U1(x̄) is such that rank theorem holds. By Fermat rule to problem (3.4) we
obtain that

0 ∈ ∂̂(f + δ(·;F ∩ U1(x̄)))(x̄),

where ∂̂ denotes Fréchet differentiable. Since f is Fréchet differentiable at x̄, by Propo-
sition 1.101 of [Mordukhovich 1] it follows that

0 ∈ ∇f(x̄) + ∂̂(δ(·;F ∩ U1(x̄)))(x̄) =∇f(x̄) + N̂(x̄,F1 ∩ U1(x̄))

=∇f(x̄) + N̂(x̄,F).

Then by Theorem 3.2 of representation of normal cone to F at x̄ we have

0 ∈ ∇f(x̄) +
⋂

ε>0

cl∗ cone{Dgt(x̄), t ∈ Tε(x̄)}+ (DH1(x̄))
∗(F ∗

1 ).

The second part of the assertion follows directly from definition of NFMCQ and the
properties of of the sets Tε(x̄). �
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In the case when DH(x̄) is onto the above theorem reduces to [11, Theorem 3].

4. Abadie condition under GPMFCQ

In this section we use GPMFCQ to prove Abadie condition at some x̄, i.e. linearized
cone to F at x̄ is contained in the tangent cone to F at x̄:

ΓF(x̄) ⊂ TF(x̄) (4.1)

Let x̄ ∈ F . Consider the function h : E → R,

h(d) := inf
ε>0

sup
t∈Tε

〈Dgt(x̄), d〉, (4.2)

where Tε(x̄) := {t ∈ T | gt(x̄) ≥ −ε}.
We will prove under continuity (with respect to t) of the gradients Dgt(x̄) that

ΓF (x̄) := {d ∈ E | DH(x̄)d = 0, h(d) ≤ 0}. (4.3)

And moreover, if the function h(·) is u.s.c., then the relative interior2 ri of ΓF (x)

riΓF (x̄) := {d ∈ E | DH(x̄)d = 0, h(d) < 0}. (4.4)

In the following proposition we provide the representation of the linearized cone to
F at x̄ in term of the function h given by (4.2).

Proposition 4.1. Assume that Dgt(x̄) is continuous on T . Then ΓF (x̄) = {d ∈ E |
DH(x̄)d = 0, h(d) ≤ 0}.
Proof. To show that ΓF (x̄) ⊂ {d ∈ E | DH(x̄)d = 0, h(d) ≤ 0}, by contradiction,
take any d ∈ E with h(d) > 0, i.e. for some κ > 0

sup
t∈Tε

〈Dgt(x̄), d〉 > κ for every ε > 0.

Since T (x̄) ⊂ Tε2 ⊂ Tε1 for ε2 ≤ ε1, there exists ε0 > 0 such that

〈Dgt(x̄), d〉 > κ for every t ∈ Tε ⊂ Tε0 .

For each εn ↓ 0 and each t̄ ∈ T (x̄) there exists a sequence tn ∈ Tεn such that tn → t̄
and

κ < 〈Dgtn(x̄), d〉 → 〈Dgt̄(x̄), d〉 ≥ κ,

which shows that d 6∈ ΓF(x̄).
On the other hand, let d ∈ {d ∈ E | DH(x̄)d = 0, h(d) ≤ 0}, i.e. there exists

ε0 > 0 such that

sup
t∈Tε

〈Dgt(x̄), d〉 ≤ 0.

for all ε < ε0. In particular,

〈Dgt(x̄), d〉 ≤ 0 t ∈ T (x̄),

i.e. d ∈ ΓF(x̄). �

Now we will show that hε(d) := supt∈Tε
〈Dgt(x̄), d〉 is u.s.c. for any ε > 0. Recall

that a multifunction Γ : X ⇒ Y acting between two topological spaces X,Y , is u.s.c.
at x0 ∈ X if the following condition holds

∀V ⊃Γ(x0)

V open
∃U(x0) open∀x∈U(x) Γ(x) ⊂ V.

2Recall that throughout the paper we assume (2.4).
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Proposition 4.2. Assume that Dgt(x̄) is continuous T . If the multivalued mapping
T : R++ ⇒ T , where T (ε) := Tε(x̄) = {t ∈ T | gt(x̄) ≥ −ε} is u.s.c. on R++, then
the function the family of functions hε : E × R, ε > 0 is u.s.c. for any ε > 0.

Proof. Let the function φ defined as φ(t, (d, ε)) := 〈Dgt(x̄), d〉. Then for any sequence
tn → t and for any sequence dn → d we have

|〈Dgtn(x̄), dn〉 − 〈Dgt(x̄), d〉|
= |〈Dgtn(x̄), dn〉 − 〈Dgt(x̄), dn〉+ 〈Dgt(x̄), dn〉 − 〈Dgtn(x̄), d〉 + 〈Dgtn(x̄), d〉 − 〈Dgt(x̄), d〉|
≤ ‖Dgtn(x̄)−Dgt(x̄)‖‖dn‖+ ‖Dgtn(x̄)‖‖dn − d‖+ ‖Dgtn(x̄)−Dgt(x̄)‖‖d‖ → 0.

Hence φ is continuous on (t, (d, ε)) ∈ T × E × R++, Define multifunction Γ : E ×
R++ ⇒ T as Γ((d, ε)) = Tε(x). By assumption the function Γ is u.s.c. on E × R++.
The rest of the proof follows from [Theorem 2, page 116]. �

Corollary 4.3. Assume that Dgt(x̄) is continuous on T and that the multi-valued
mapping T : R++ ⇒ T , where T (ε) := Tε(x̄) = {t ∈ T | gt(x̄) ≥ −ε} is u.s.c. on
R++. Assume that aff Γ(x̄) := {d ∈ E | DH(x̄)d = 0}. Then riΓF(x̄) := {d ∈ E |
DH(x̄)d = 0, h(d) < 0}.
Proof. Let us note that by assumption (2.4), aff Γ(x̄) := {d ∈ E | DH(x̄)d = 0}.
The proof follows from fact, that the infimum of family of u.s.c. functions is an u.s.c.
function, therefore h(·) is u.s.c function on E and riΓF(x̄) := {d ∈ E | DH(x̄)d =
0, h(d) < 0}, where relative interior of Γ(x̄) is an interior of {d ∈ E | h(d) ≤ 0} on
aff Γ(x̄). �

The following Example provides sufficient conditions which guarantees the upper
semi-continuity of the mapping Tε(x̄) as a multifunction of ε.

Example 4.4. Let T (ε) := {t ∈ T = [a, b] | gt(x̄) ≥ −ε} for any ε > 0. Assume that

(1) gt(x̄) is continuous as a function of t ∈ T ,
(2) gt(x̄) has a uniformly continuous inverse as a function of t,
(3) exists t ∈ T such that gt(x̄) = 0.

Then for any εn → ε > 0 for any δ > 0 there exists n0 such that for all n ≥ n0 we
have

T (εn) ⊂ T (ε) +B(0, δ).

Let us take any δ > 0. The assumption that there exists t ∈ T such that gt(x̄) = 0
guarantees that T (ε) 6= ∅ for any ε > 0. First let us observe that if εn < ε then the
thesis follows by monotonicity of the mapping T . Suppose that εn → ε is such that
εn > ε. Let tn ∈ T (εn) be a sequence. Without loss of generality we may assume
that gtn(x̄) ∈ [−εn,−ε) for all n ∈ N. Observe that, by assumptions, the set T (ε) is
convex and closed.

Let t′n = PT (ε)(tn), n ∈ N. Then gt′
n
(x̄) = −ε. From the uniform continuity of

inverse gt(x̄) we have:

∀δ̄>0 ∃ε̄>0∀y1=gs(x̄), y2=gu(x̄) |y1 − y2| < ε̄ =⇒ |s− u| < δ̄.

Since εn → ε, by uniform continuity of the inverse of gt(x̄) there exists nδ ∈ N such
that for all n ≥ nδ

|tn − t′n| < δ if |gtn(x̄)− gt′
n
(x̄)| ≤ |εn − ε| < εδ.
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Therefore T (εn) ⊂ T (ε)+B(0, δ) for all n ≥ nδ. Note that by uniform continuity of the
inverse gt(x̄), the choice nδ does not depend upon the choice of sequence tn ∈ T (εn).

The following theorem shows sufficient conditions for the Abadie CQ to hold.

Theorem 4.5. Let (GPMFCQ) holds at x̄ ∈ F and assume that (2.4) hold at x̄. Let
∇gt(x̄) be uniformly continuous with respect to t ∈ T . Then Abadie CQ (4.1) holds.

Proof. By (GPMFCQ), riΓF (x̄) 6= ∅. Let d̄ ∈ riΓF (x̄). By (GPMFCQ), there exists a
neighbourhood of x̄ such that

imDH(x) ∩ F2 = {0} x ∈ U(x̄),

By (EQ), (3.1), and [3, Proposition 3.4], the tangent cone to the set

M := {x ∈ E | H(x) = 0} ⊃ F
is

TM(x̄) = kerDH(x̄) = affΓF (x̄) (in view of assumption (2.4)).

This means that d̄ ∈ ΓM(x̄) because ΓF(x̄) ⊂ ΓM(x̄), i.e. there exists r(q)
‖q‖ → 0 such

that

x̄+ qd̄+ r(q) ∈ M ∀ q small enough

Now, we show that

gt(x̄+ qd̄+ r(q)) ≤ 0 ∀ q small enough.

Observe first that

Tε1 ⊂ Tε2 ∀ 0 ≤ ε1 ≤ ε2

Since d̄ ∈ ri ΓF(x̄) there exist ε0 > 0 and κ < 0 such that

inf
ε≥ε0

sup
t∈Tε(x̄)

〈Dgt(x̄), d̄〉 < κ < 0 where Tε(x̄) := {t ∈ T | gt(x̄) ≥ −ε}.

This means that there exists ε1 ≥ ε0 such that

sup
t∈Tε(x̄)

〈Dgt(x̄), d̄〉 ≤ sup
t∈Tε1(x̄)

〈Dgt(x̄), d̄〉 < κ < 0 for all ε0 ≤ ε ≤ ε1.

And consequently, for all t ∈ Tε

〈Dgt(x̄), d̄〉 ≤ sup
t∈Tε1 (x̄)

〈Dgt(x̄), d̄〉 < κ < 0 for all ε0 ≤ ε ≤ ε1.

By the assumption of the uniform continuity of Dgt(x̄) with respect to t ∈ T , there
exists a neighbourhood V of zero such that for each t ∈ Tε, ε0 ≤ ε ≤ ε1 and each
v ∈ V

〈Dgt(x̄+ v), d̄〉 < κ < 0. (4.5)

On the other hand, for each t ∈ Tε1 there exists θt ∈ (0, 1) such that for all 0 < q < q̄
small enough

gt(x̄ + qd̄+ r(q)) = gt(x̄) + 〈Dgt(x̄+ θt(qd̄+ r(q))), qd̄ + r(q)〉

= gt(x̄) + q[〈Dgt(x̄+ θt(qd̄+ r(q))), d̄〉+ 〈Dgt(x̄+ θt(qd̄+ r(q)),
r(q)

q
〉]

< 0

since, by (4.5), Dgt(x̄ + θt(qd̄ + r(q)))d̄ < κ and Dgt(x̄ + θt(qd̄ + r(q))( r(q)
q

) < −κ
for all 0 < q ≤ q̄ . �
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Let us define Hurwicz set as follows

M(x̄, 0) := DG(x̄)∗N̂K(G(x̄)).

In a more general setting, this set has been defined by Hurwicz in [6] and a number
of its properties has been shown in [9]. We refer to this set as a Hurwicz set. In
the context of optimality condition Hurwicz set has been already used in [2, 4]. Since
K = {0F} × R

T
− is a convex set we have that

N̂K(ȳ) = {y∗ ∈ (F × R
T )∗ | 〈y∗, y − ȳ〉 ≤ 0 for all y ∈ F × R

T }.
The following proposition provides sufficient conditions to show non-emptiness of La-
grange multipliers set.

Proposition 4.6. Let E,F - Banach spaces. Let x̄ ∈ F be a local minimizer of (1.1).
Assume (GPMFCQ) holds at x̄ ∈ F and (2.4) hold at x̄, and Dgt(x̄) are uniformly
continuous with respect to t ∈ T . Assume that the Hurwicz set M(x̄, 0) is weakly*
closed. Then the set of Lagrange multipliers at x̄ is nonempty.

Proof. By Theorem 4.5, Abadie condition holds at x̄ ∈ F . The rest of the proof follows
the lines of the proof of Proposition 5.6 of [4]. Indeed, DG(x̄)∗N̂K(G(x̄)) ⊂ {y ∈ E∗ |
y =

∑

i∈C λiDg
∗
i (x̄) +DH1(x̄)

∗w, C ⊂ T (x̄) is finite, λi ∈ R+, w ∈ F ∗}. �

The following example illustrates Proposition 4.6 under nonsurjectivity of DH(x̄)
and noncompact, uncountable T .

Example 4.7. Let E = R
3, F = R

3. Define

H(x1, x2, x3) =





x21
x1 + x2
x31 + x2



 , gt(x1, x2, x3) = tx21 + x1 − x2 + x3, t ∈ (0, 1)

and Ω = {x ∈ R
3 | H(x) = 0, gt(x) ≤ 0, t ∈ (0, 1)}. Let x̄ = (0, 0, 0). Then

DH(x1, x2, x3) =





2x1 0 0
1 1 0

3x21 1 0



 , Dgt(x1, x2, x3) =





2tx1 + 1
−1
1



 t ∈ (0, 1)

DH(x̄) =





0 0 0
1 1 0
0 1 0



 , Dgt(x̄) =





1
−1
1



 t ∈ (0, 1)

We will show that GPMFCQ holds for Ω at x̄. We have

E2 := kerDH(x̄) = {(0, 0, s) | s ∈ R}, F1 := imDH(x̄) = {(0, s1 + s2, s2), s1, s2 ∈ R},
E1 := E⊥

2 = {(s1, s2, 0) | s1, s2 ∈ R}, F2 := F⊥
1 = {(s, 0, 0) | s ∈ R}.

Let (x1, x2, x3), |x1| < 1√
3
, x2, x3 ∈ R We have

imDH(x1, x2, x3)∩F2 = {(2x1y1, y1+y2, 3x21y1+y2), y1, y2 ∈ R}∩{(s, 0, 0) | s ∈ R} = (0, 0, 0).

For any x = (x1, x2, x3) ∈ R
3, (0, x1+x2, x2) = DH(x̄)(x) = DH1(x̄)(x). Note that

Tε(x̄) = (0, 1) for any ε > 0. Let x̃ = (0, 0,−1) then

DH(x̄)[−1, 0, 0]T =





0 0 0
1 1 0
0 1 0









0
0
−1



 =





0
0
0




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and
inf
ε>0

sup
t∈Tε(x̄)

〈Dgt(x̄), x̃〉 = inf
ε>0

sup
t∈(0,1)

〈(1,−1, 1), (0, 0,−1)〉 = −1 < 0.

Therefore GPMFCQ holds at x̄ ∈ Ω. Therefore the normal cone to Ω at x̄, by Theorem
3.2 is

N̂(x̄,Ω) =
⋂

ε>0

cl∗ cone{Dgt(x̄), t ∈ Tε(x̄)}+ (DH1(x̄))
∗(F ∗

1 )

= cone(1,−1, 1) + {(λ1, λ2, 0), λ1, λ2 ∈ R} = {(x1, x2, x3) | x1, x2 ∈ R, x3 ≥ 0}.
We have that the set

cone{(Dgt(x̄, 〈Dgt(x̄), x̄〉−gt(x̄)), t ∈ T } = cone{(1,−1, 1, 0)} = {(λ,−λ, λ, 0), λ ≥ 0}
is closed, hence NFMCQ holds at x̄.

Let us note that Ω = {(x1, x2, x3) | x1 = x2 = 0, x3 ≤ 0}. Now let f(x) =
w(x1, x2)− u(x3), where w : R2 → R is differentiable and u : R → R is differentiable
such that u′(x3) ≥ 0 for all x3 ∈ R. Then (0, 0, 0) is a local minimizer of f on Ω and

0 ∈





∂w
∂x1
∂w
∂x2

− ∂u
∂x3



+ N̂(x̄,Ω) =





∂w
∂x1
∂w
∂x2

− ∂u
∂x3



+ {(x1, x2, x3) | x1, x2 ∈ R, x3 ≥ 0}.

The following proposition shows the representation of the normal cone N̂F (x̄) under
assumption of GPFCQ and weak*-closedness of Hurwicz set.

Proposition 4.8. Let E,F - Banach spaces. Assume (GPMFCQ) holds at x̄ ∈ F
and (2.4) hold at x̄, and Dgt(x̄) are uniformly continuous with respect to t ∈ T . Then

N̂F(x̄) = (ΓF(x̄))◦. Moreover, if the Hurwicz set M(x̄, 0) is weakly* closed, then

M(x̄, 0) = N̂F(x̄) =
⋂

ε>0

cl∗ cone{Dgt(x̄), t ∈ Tε(x̄)} + (DH1(x̄))
∗(F ∗

1 ).

Proof. By Theorem 4.5 we have that Abadie condition holds at x̄, hence (ΓF (x̄))◦ =

((T w
F (x̄))◦ = N̂F (x̄). Moreover if Hurwicz set M(x̄, 0) is weakly* closed, then we have

DG(x̄)∗N̂K(G(x̄)) = M(x̄, 0) = (ΓF (x̄))◦ = N̂F(x̄) and by Theorem 3.2,

N̂F(x̄) =
⋂

ε>0

cl∗ cone{Dgt(x̄), t ∈ Tε(x̄)}+ (DH1(x̄))
∗(F ∗

1 ) = DG(x̄)∗N̂K(G(x̄)).

�

Remark 4.9. Let us note that if NFMCQ hold at x̄, then
⋂

ε>0

cl∗ cone{Dgt(x̄), t ∈ Tε(x̄)}+(DH1(x̄))
∗(F ∗

1 ) = cone{Dgt(x̄), t ∈ T (x̄)}+(DH1(x̄))
∗(F ∗

1 ).

Some relationships between the condition NFMCQ and weak*-closedness of Hurwicz
set were investigated in [2].

5. Examples

In this section, we explore a selection of examples that aim to illustrate the theoretical
concepts introduced earlier. These examples highlight how the Generalized Perturbed
Mangasarian-Fromovitz Constraint Qualification (GPMFCQ) can be applied in different
settings, from cases involving surjective derivatives DH(x̄) to those with more complex,
non-surjective conditions. Let x̄ ∈ F .
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5.1. Surjectivity of derivative of equality constraints, inactivity of inequality. Let
E - Banach space, F = R

n. Suppose that DH(x̄) : E → F is onto, E2 := kerDH(x̄)
is closed, E = E1 ⊕ E2, E2 - closed and gt(x̄) < 0, t ∈ T , where T is finite. In this
case condition GPMFCQ is already satisfied, since (EQ) hold with F1 = F and (IQ) is
satisfied3.

Let

M := {x ∈ E | H(x) = 0}
Then, ΓF(x̄) = ΓM (x̄) ⊂ kerDH(x̄) and by Lyusternik, kerDH(x̄) = TM (x̄). There-
fore for any d ∈ ΓF (x̄) ⊂ TM (x̄),

∃ε0 > 0 ∃r(s) : [0, ε0) → E lim
s↓0

‖r(s)‖
s

= 0 H(x̄+ sd+ r(s)) = 0.

By assumption, gt(x̄) < 0 for all t ∈ T , we have

∀r(s) lim
s↓0

‖r(s)‖
s

= 0 ∀d ∈ ΓF (x̄) ∃ε1 > 0 ∀s ∈ [0, ε1) gt(x̄+ sd+ r(s)) ≤ 0.

(P1)

Then there exists ε2 > 0 such that

H(x̄+ sd+ r(s)) = 0 ∧ ∀t ∈ T gt(x̄+ sd+ r(s)) ≤ 0,

i.e. d ∈ TF(x̄).

5.2. Non-Surjectivity of the derivative of equality constraints, inactivity of in-

equality. Assume that F = F1

⊕

F2, where F1 = ImDH(x̄)(E) - closed, F2 - closed
subspace of F , E = E1 ⊕ E2, E2 - closed and gt(x̄) < 0, t ∈ T , where T is finite.
Suppose that

ImDH(x) ∩ F2 = {0}
for x ∈ U(x̄). Then GPMFCQ holds. Let

M := {x ∈ E | H(x) = 0}.
Then, ΓF (x̄) = ΓM (x̄) ⊂ kerDH(x̄) and by [3, Proposition 3.4], kerDH(x̄) =
TM (x̄). Therefore for any d ∈ ΓF(x̄) ⊂ TM (x̄),

∃ε0 > 0 ∃r(s) : [0, ε0) → E lim
s↓0

‖r(s)‖
t

= 0 H(x̄+ sd+ r(s)) = 0.

The condition (P1) hold. Then there exists ε2 > 0 such that

H(x̄+ sd+ r(s)) = 0 ∧ ∀t ∈ T gt(x̄+ sd+ r(s)) ≤ 0,

i.e. d ∈ TF(x̄).

5.3. Finite dimensional case with finite number of inequalities. In this subsection
we relate our investigations in case of E finite dimensional case with finite number of
inequalities gt. The set F has the following form

F = {x ∈ R
n | H(x) = (H1(x), . . . , Hk(x)) = 0, g1(x) ≤ 0, . . . , gm(x) ≤ 0}

where H : R
n → R

k is C1 operator and gi : R
n → R, i = 1, . . . ,m are C1 functions.

The condition (EQ) in this case is equivalent to the constant rank condition, i.e.

∃U(x̄) ∀x ∈ U(x̄) rank{DH1(x), . . . , DHk(x)} = rank{DH1(x̄), . . . , DHk(x̄)}

3Note that the set Tε(x̄) is empty for ε > 0 small enough.



MANGASARIAN-FROMOVITZ CQ AND OPTIMALITY CONDITIONS 14

If derivative DH(x̄) is onto, then GPMFCQ is equivalent to MFCQ. Otherwise, GPFCQ
condition is equivalent to the CRMFCQ, see [8, Definition 5]. In this case Abadie
condition holds (see [8]).

The following example illustrates the (EQ) condition in the above settings.

Example 5.1. Let

H(x1, x2) =





x21
x2

x31 + x2





be an operator H : R
2 → R

3. Then

DH(x1, x2) =





2x1 0
0 1

3x21 1





and

imDH(x1, x2) = {(2x1s1, s2, 3x21s1 + s2), s1, s2 ∈ R+}
Let x̄ = (1, 0), we put F1 = imDH(1, 0) = {(2s1, s2, 3s1 + s2), s1, s2 ∈ R} =
span{(2, 0, 3), (0, 1, 1)} and y2 ∈ F2 = {(32s, s,−s), s ∈ R} = span{(32 , 1,−1)}.
There exists a neighbourhood U(x̄) such that

imDH(x1, x2) ∩ F2 = (0, 0, 0).

Since rankDH(1, 0) is 2 we can identify F1 with R
2 and F2 with R and we write

y = (y1, y2), where y1 ∈ F1, and y2 ∈ F2. By rank theorem the respective ϕ and ψ
exists.

In this case E2 = (0, 0), E1 = R
2. Let us define ψ(x, y) = (

√
x, y), x > 0, y ∈ R.

Then H(ψ(x1, x2)) = H(
√
x1, x2) = (x1, x2,

√
x1

3+x2), x1 > 0, x2 ∈ R. Now define

ϕ(x, y, z) = (x, y, z − x
3
2 − y) then ϕ(H(ψ(x1, x2))) = (x1, x2, 0).

6. Conclusions

In this work, we have developed a framework for addressing optimization problems
in infinite-dimensional spaces, focusing on scenarios that involve both equality and in-
equality constraints. In this approach we study the case, when the derivative of equality
constraints is non necessarily surjective and the inequality constraints are indexed by set
T , which is arbitrary. Important in this approach is the usage of the product topology
in space R

T and its dual R̃T (see Lemma 2.1).
By introducing the Generalized Perturbed Mangasarian-Fromovitz Constraint Qual-

ification (GPMFCQ), we extended classical constraint qualification conditions to ac-
commodate cases where the derivative of the mapping defining equality constraints
is not necessarily surjective. This generalization has proven to be particularly useful
in situations where traditional assumptions do not hold, providing a new approach to
deriving optimality conditions and ensuring the existence of Lagrange multipliers.

The theoretical results were supported by a series of examples, which illustrated the
applicability of the GPMFCQ in various settings. These examples demonstrated the
versatility of our approach and its potential to address challenges inherent in infinite-
dimensional optimization problems, such as those encountered in control theory and
partial differential equations.
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