arXiv:2502.19884v1 [math.OC] 27 Feb 2025

Sequential Extremal Principle and Necessary Conditions for Minimizing
Sequences

Nguyen Duy Cuong?, Alexander Y. Kruger®

4 Department of Mathematics, College of Natural Sciences, Can Tho University, Can Tho, Vietnam;
b Optimization Research Group, Faculty of Mathematics and Statistics, Ton Duc Thang University,
Ho Chi Minh City, Vietnam

ARTICLE HISTORY
Compiled February 28, 2025

ABSTRACT

The conventional definition of extremality of a finite collection of sets is extended by replac-
ing a fixed point (extremal point) in the intersection of the sets by a collection of sequences
of points in the individual sets with the distances between the corresponding points tending to
zero. This allows one to consider collections of unbounded sets with empty intersection. Ex-
ploiting the ideas behind the conventional extremal principle, we derive an extended sequen-
tial version of the latter result in terms of Fréchet and Clarke normals. Sequential versions
of the related concepts of stationarity, approximate stationarity and transversality of collec-
tions of sets are also studied. As an application, we establish sequential necessary conditions
for minimizing (and more general firmly stationary, stationary and approximately stationary)
sequences in a constrained optimization problem.
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1. Introduction

We continue studying extremality and stationarity properties of collections of sets and the
corresponding generalized separation statements in the sense of the extremal principle [1-3].
Such statements are widely used in variational analysis and naturally translate into necessary
optimality conditions (multiplier rules) and various subdifferential and coderivative calculus
results in nonconvex settings [1-7].

Throughout the paper we consider a collection of n > 1 arbitrary nonempty subsets
Qp,...,Q, of a normed space (X, | - ||) and write {Q,...,Q,} to denote the collection of
these sets as a single object.

The conventional extremal principle gives necessary conditions for the extremality of a
collection of sets.

Definition 1.1 (Extremality). The collection {Q;,...,Q,} is extremal at X € (), Q; if there
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isa p € (0,4-co] such that, for any € > 0, there exist aj,...,a, € €By such that

n

(i —ai) N By (x) =0. (1)
i=1

Here, symbols By and B, (X) denote the open unit ball in X and open ball with centre X
and radius p, respectively. For brevity, we combine in the above definition the cases of local
(p < +) and global (p = +o) extremality. In the latter case, the point ¥ plays no role apart
from ensuring that (\_; Q; # 0.

The extremal principle gives necessary conditions for extremality in terms of elements of
the (topologically) dual space X*, and assumes that X is Asplund and the sets are closed.

Theorem 1.2 (Extremal principle). Let X be Asplund, and Qp,...,Q, be closed. If
{Q1,...,Q,} is extremal at X € ([, Q, then, for any € > 0, there exist x; € Q; N Be(%) and
X; € Ngi(x,-) (i=1,...,n) such that
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Theorem 1.2 employs Fréchet normal cones (see definition (9)). The dual conditions are
formulated in a fuzzy form and can be interpreted as generalized separation; cf. [8]. The state-
ment naturally yields the limiting version of the extremal principle in terms of limiting normal
cones [1-5]. In finite dimensions, the limiting version comes for free, while in infinite dimen-
sions, additional sequential normal compactness type assumptions are required to ensure that
the equality in (2) is preserved when passing to limits (as € | 0); cf. [3].

The conventional extremal principle was established in this form in [2] as an extension of
the original result from [1], which had been formulated in Fréchet smooth spaces and referred
to as the generalized Euler equation. The proof employs the Ekeland variational principle [9]
and fuzzy Fréchet subdifferential sum rule due to Fabian [10]. It was also shown in [2] that the
necessary conditions in Theorem 1.2 are equivalent to the Asplund property of the space (see
also [3, Theorem 2.20]). Recall that a Banach space is Asplund if every continuous convex
function on an open convex set is Fréchet differentiable on a dense subset, or equivalently,
if the dual of each its separable subspace is separable. We refer the reader to [3,7,11] for
discussions about and characterizations of Asplund spaces. All reflexive, particularly, all finite
dimensional Banach spaces are Asplund.

Definition 1.1 and Theorem 1.2 can be reformulated in the setting of the product space
X" for the “aggregate” set Q=0 x...xQ, employing the maximum norm on X" and the
corresponding dual (sum) norm:

I[(1y... un)|| := max ||u;]| forall wuy,...,u, €X, 3)
1<i<n
n

sl i= Y ] forall ... € X" @
i=1

It was observed in [12] that Theorem 1.2 and its numerous generalizations and extensions
remain valid with an arbitrary product norm || - ||| (together with the corresponding dual norm)
satisfying natural compatibility conditions with the original norm || - || on X. This more general
setting, in particular, allows one to recapture the unified separation theorem of Zheng & Ng
[13,14] employing the p-weighted nonintersect index, and its slightly more advanced version



in [15].
In this paper, following the scheme initiated in [12], we assume that X" is equipped with a

norm || - || satisfying the following compatibility conditions:
it max [l < (s, 0) ] < Ko max | forall wr,.coom€X  (5)
1<i<n 1<i<n

with some k7 > 0 and K, > 0. For a discussion of weaker compatibility conditions and some
results without such conditions we refer the reader to [12]. Clearly, the norm (3) satisfies
conditions (5). Under (5), if X is Banach/Asplund, then so is X", and the (Fréchet or Clarke)
normal cone to Q equals the cartesian product of the corresponding cones to the individual
sets; see [12].

The next definition contains abstract product norm extensions of the extremality property in
Definition 1.1 and corresponding stationarity properties studied in [5,16-22]. Given a u € X,
we write (u,...,u), to specify that (u,...,u) € X".

Definition 1.3 (Extremality, stationarity and approximate stationarity). Let x € ();_; ;. The
collection {Q,...,Q,} is

(i) extremal at ¥ if there is a p € (0,+o0| such that, for any € > 0, there exists a point
(ai,...,a,) € €Bxn such that condition (1) is satisfied;
(ii) stationary at x if, for any € > 0, there exista p € (0,¢€) and a point (ay,...,a,) € EpBxn
such that condition (1) is satisfied;
(iii) approximately stationary at X if, for any € > 0, there exist a p € (0,€), and points
(X1y.eeyxn) € SAZOBS(()E,...,X)H) and (ay,...,a,) € €pBy» such that

n

m (Q., —X;— (1,’) N (pB) =0. (6)
i=1

The relationships between the properties in Definition 1.3 are straightforward: (i) = (ii)
= (iii). The approximate stationarity, the weakest of the three properties, is still sufficient
for the generalized separation in Theorem 1.2 in Asplund spaces. The two properties are
actually equivalent. The next statement from [12] generalizes the extended extremal principle
[5, Theorem 3.7].

Theorem 1.4 (Extended extremal principle). Let X be Asplund, Q1,...,Q, be closed, and
X € NL Q. The collection {Q,...,Q,} is approximately stationary at X if and only if, for
any € > 0, there exist x; € Q; N Be(%) and x} € Ngi (xi) (i=1,...,n) such that
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where £ = (x},...,x}).

The conventional concept of extremality of a collection of sets in Definition 1.1 as well
as its generalizations and extensions in Definition 1.3 and corresponding characterizations in
Theorems 1.2 and 1.4 are attached to a fixed point in the intersection of the sets (often referred
to as extremal point). Despite its recognized versatility and numerous applications, this model
does not cover an important class of problems involving unbounded sets, for which some
analogues of the extremality, stationarity and generalized separation properties may still hold
“approximately” with a common point of the sets replaced by unbounded sequences. This can



be illustrated by the following example of a pair of unbounded sets in R?.

Example 1.5. Let X := R?. Consider closed convex sets Q; := {(x,y) | x >0, xy > 1} and
Q = {(x,y) | y < 0}; see Figure 1. We have d(Q,Q,) = 0 while Q| NQ; = 0. At the
same time, for any € > 0,7 > ¢ ! and & € (1,¢€), taking x; := (,1) € Qy, x2 := (1,0) € Qo,
ay := (0,—&) and a, := (0,0), one has () —x; —a;) N (Q2 —x2 —az) = 0. This can be
interpreted as an approximate version of the conditions in Definition 1.1 with p = 4 and
the pair of points x; € Q and x; € ©; (depending on ¢) replacing the nonexistent common
point X. Note that ||x1 || — +oo, ||x2|| = 4o and ||x; —x2]| — 0 as 1 — oo

Moreover, assuming for simplicity that R? is equipped with the maximum norm, for any
€ >0, takingat > max{\/%, 1}, and points x; := (t,1) € Q; and x, := (£,0) € Q, as above,

we have x} := (—217, —3) €Ng, (x1), 3 := (0, %) € Ng, (x2),
# < €, i.e., the conclusions of Theorem 1.2 hold approximately, with the pair of points

x1 € Q1 and x, € Q) replacing the nonexistent common point x.

xjll = [lx5]| = 3 and [|x +x3]| =

1971 -2 W -2 —ar

Qs Qo — o Qo — g —ay

Figure 1. Example 1.5

This paper, motivated by the recent research targeting optimality conditions and subdif-
ferential/coderivative calculus “at infinity” in [23,24], extends the model in Definition 1.3 to
cover the case of a collection of unbounded sets satisfying

d(Qp,...,Q,) = inf diam {xp,...,x,} =0, 8

X1E€QY,.... X €EQp
where diam {xi,...,x,} := max<; j<n ||x; — x| is the diameter of the set {xi,...,x,}. The
common point of the sets Qi,...,Q, (which may not exist) is replaced in the corresponding

definitions and characterizations by appropriate sequences.

The new extended model is discussed in Section 2, where sequential versions of the ex-
tremality, stationarity and approximate stationarity concepts for a finite collection of sets in a
normed vector space are introduced. The corresponding generalized separation conditions in-
cluding the sequential extremal principle are established in Section 3. To illustrate the model,
we consider in Section 4 a constrained optimization problem and discuss sequential mini-
mality and stationarity properties. Employing the sequential extremal principle, we deduce
in Section 5 sequential optimality and stationarity conditions for the considered constrained
optimization problem. The final Section 6 summarises the contributions of the paper and lists
potential directions of future research.



Preliminaries

Our basic notation is standard, see, e.g., [3,7]. The topological dual of a normed space X is
denoted by X*, while (-,-) denotes the bilinear form defining the pairing between the two
spaces. Symbols B (possibly with a subscript indicating the space) and B, (%) denote the open
unit ball and open ball with centre X and radius p, respectively, while B denotes the closed
unit ball. If (x,y) € X x Y, we write Be(x,y) instead of B¢((x,y)). Symbols R, Ry and N
stand for the sets of all, respectively, real, nonnegative real and positive integer numbers. The
notation {x*} C Q denotes a sequence of points x* € Q (k € N).

We consider the normed spaces (X, || - ||) and (X", |- [|) with the norm compatibility con-
dition (5), and the “aggregate” set Q:= Q X ... xQ,. As the meaning will always be clear
from the context, we keep the same notations || - || and || - ||| for the corresponding norms on X*
and (X*)", and use d(-,-) to denote distances (including point-to-set and set-to-set distances)
in all spaces determined by the corresponding norms.

Normal cones and subdifferentials. We first recall the definitions of normal cones and sub-
differentials in the sense of Fréchet and Clarke; see, e.g., [3,5,25]. Given a subset Q of a
normed space X and a point X € €, the sets

NE () = {x* €X*| limsup M < 0}, 9
Qox—X, x#X H)C—XH
N§(®) == {x* € X" | (x*,2) <0 forall z€ TS (%)} (10)

are the, respectively, Fréchet and Clarke normal cones to Q at &. Symbol T§ (%) in (10) stands
for the Clarke tangent cone to Q at x:

Tg()f) = {ZEX ’ Vxp—X, x € Q, Vi | 0, dzp — z with x; + 1.z € Q for all kEN}.

The sets (9) and (10) are nonempty closed convex cones satisfying NS (x) C Ng (%).IfQisa
convex set, they reduce to the normal cone Nq (%) in the sense of convex analysis.

For an extended-real-valued function f : X — Re := RU{+ec} on a normed space X, its
domain and epigraph are defined, respectively, by dom f := {x € X | f(x) < 4} and epi f :=
{(x,0) € X xR | f(x) < a}. The Fréchet and Clarke subdifferentials of f at ¥ € dom f are
defined, respectively, by

oF (%) := {x* e X*| (x*,—1) € NL; (%, f()) }, (11)
ICf(x) = {x* eX*|(x*,—1) € prif(x,f(x))}. (12)

The sets (11) and (12) are closed and convex, and satisfy 97 f(x) C 9 f(%). If f is convex,
they reduce to the subdifferential d f(¥) in the sense of convex analysis.

Generalized separation. The next generalized separation statement is the key tool in the
proof of our main result. It is a simplified local version of a more general separation statement
from [12].

Theorem 1.6 (Generalized separation). Let X be Banach, Q1,...,Q, be closed, @ € SAZ x° =
(x5,...,x,) € X", € >0, 8§ >0 and p > 0. Suppose that (\_;(Q; —x7) N (pB) = 0, and
|l@ — £°||| < €. The following assertions hold true:



(i) there exist points £ := (x1,...,%,) € ﬁﬂBg(@), x0 € pB and £* = (x},...,x}) € (X*)"
such that ||£*|| = 1, and

5d (ﬁ*,Né(f)) +p‘ <e,

n
%
Z Xi
i=1
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(&, (%04 -+ -y x0)n +X°— %) = [|(x0, ..., X0)n +2° — || 5

B

(ii) if X is Asplund, then, for any T € (0, 1), there exist points £ := (x1,...,X,) € ﬁﬂBg((]\)),
xo0 € pB and X := (x7,...,x};) € (X*)" such that ||| = 1, and

8d (ﬁ*,Né(ﬁ))er‘ <&,

n
Y
i=1

(&%, (%05 - -+, %0)n +X°— %) > 7| (x0,---,%0)n + X7 — X -

Similar to the conventional extremal principle, the latter statement is a consequence of the
Ekeland variational principle and corresponding subdifferential sum rules. With the appropri-
ate product space norms, it covers the unified separation theorems by Zheng & Ng [13,14] and
their slightly more advanced versions in [15]. Theorem 1.6 combines two assertions: the tra-
ditional Asplund space one covering Theorems 1.2 and 1.4 in part (ii) and the general Banach
space assertion in terms of Clarke normal cones in part (i).

Remark 1.7. Theorem 1.6 remains true if the assumption ||@ — £°|| < € is replaced by the
next weaker one (see [12]): [|® —£°[| < inf,_g uepB | —X°— (uy...,u)nl| + €.

2. Sequential extremality, stationarity and approximate stationarity

In this section, we discuss sequential versions of the extremality, stationarity and approximate
stationarity concepts for a finite collection of sets in a normed vector space.

In what follows, the sets Q;,...,Q, are not supposed to have a common point. Instead, we
assume that d(Qy,...,Q,) = 0 (see (8)), i.e., there exist sequences {xi‘} CcQ(i=1,...,n)
such that diam {xX,...,xX} — 0 as k — +oc. The sequences may be unbounded.

The next definition is a modification of Definition 1.3 employing sequences of the type
described above.

Definition 2.1 (Sequential extremality, stationarity and approximate stationarity). The col-
lection {Q1,...,Q,} is

(i) extremal at sequences {x*} C Q; (i=1,...,n) if diam {x},... 3k} — 0 as k — +oo, and
there is a p € (0,-+oo] such that, for any € > 0, there exist an integer k > £~ and a point
(ai,...,a) € EBxn such that

Qi —xf —a;) N (pB) = 0. (13)

i=1

(i) stationary at sequences {x’} C Q; (i =1,...,n) if diam{x},...,xk} — 0 as k — +oo,
and, for any € > 0, there exist an integer k > ¢!, a p € (0,¢), and a point (ay,...,a,) €
epBx» such that condition (13) is satisfied;



(iii) approximately stationary at a sequence {x*} C X if, for any & > 0, there exist an integer
k>e ' ap e (0,€),and points (xq,...,x,) € QNBe((x*,...,x"),) and (ay,...,a,) €
epBx» such that condition (6) is satisfied.

The number p in part (i) of Definition 2.1 is an important quantitative measure of the
extremality property. In the sequel, if the property holds, we will sometimes specify that
{Qy,...,Q,} is extremal at sequences {x} C Q; (i =1,...,n) with the number p.

Remark 2.2. (i) Condition diam {x’f, - ,xkn} — 0 as k — 4o in parts (i) and (ii) of Defi-
nition 2.1 is satisfied if all the sequences {x{} (i =1,...,n) converge to the same point.
On the other hand, this condition ensures that, if any of the sequences {x*} (i=1,...,n)
has a cluster point, then it is a common cluster point of all the sequences; otherwise,
[[2¥]| — oo for all i € {1,...,n}.

(i) Unlike parts (i) and (ii) employing n individual sequences of points in the corresponding
sets, the property in part (iii) of Definition 2.1 is determined by a single sequence whose
members do not have to belong to any of the sets.

(iii)) The conditions in part (iii) of Definition 2.1 ensure the existence of some sequences
{x}} € Q; such that diam {x%,...,xk} — 0 as k — +oo (i = 1,...,n), while those in
parts (i) and (ii) are formulated for the given sequences of this type.

(iv) Similarly to Definition 1.3, it holds (i) = (ii) in Definition 2.1 and, if {Q,...,Q,}
is stationary at sequences {x*} C Q; (i = 1,...,n), then, for each i € {1,...,n}, it is
approximately stationary at the sequence {xf‘} The latter claim can be strengthened as
shown in Proposition 2.3 (iv).

The next proposition collects some elementary facts about the properties in Definition 2.1.

Proposition 2.3. (i) If {Qi,...,Q,} is extremal at {x*} C Q; (i=1,...,n), then it is ex-
tremal at any {x*} C Q; satisfying ||x* — x| — 0 as k — 4o (i=1,...,n), and at any
{xf.(j} (i=1,...,n) where N> k; — +oo as j — oo,

(i) If {Qi,...,Q,} is stationary at {x*} C Q; (i =1,...,n), then it is stationary at any
{xIF} € Q; satisfying ||x* —x¥|| = 0 as k — +oo (i =1,...,n), and at any {xi{’} (i=
1,...,n) where N> kj — 40 as j — +oo.

(iii) If {Q,...,Q,} is approximately stationary at {x*} C X, then it is approximately sta-
tionary at any {x’*} C X satisfying ||x* —x*|| = 0 as k — +oo, and at any {x*i} where
Nakj%+°°asj*>+°°.

(iv) Let {x}} cQ; s eR (i=1,...,n), ¥ 0 = 1, and x* := ¥ | ax* for all k € N.
Suppose that {Qy,...,Q,} is stationary at {x*} (i=1,...,n). Then it is approximately
stationary at {x*}.

Proof. The second parts of assertions (i)—(iii) are obvious.

(i) Let {Q,...,Q,} be extremal at {x} C Q; (i = 1,...,n) with some p € (0,+oo].
Let {x*} C Q; and |[¥* —x¥|| — 0 as k — +oo (i = 1,...,n). By Definition 2.1 (i),
diam{x’f,...,x’,‘l} — 0 as k — +oo. For all i,j € {1,...,n} and k € N, we have
ok — H| < [l — k| 4 [l — ) 4 [l — . Hence, diam {2, ...k} — 0 as
k — o0,

Let & > 0. Then there is an integer k > £~!, such that H‘(x/l" —x’f,...,xﬁf—xﬁ)m <
€/2, and a point (ay,...,a,) € (€/2)Bx» such that condition (13) is satisfied. Set d} :=
ai+xf—x* (i=1,...,n). Then (d,...,a,) € €Bxn and, in view of condition (13),
we have (', (Q; —x* —d}) N (pB) = 0. Hence, {Q,...,Q,} is extremal at {x}*} (i =

1,...,n) (with the same p).



(i) The proof of the assertion goes as above. The fact that p is chosen after € does not
affect the arguments.

(iii) Let {Q,...,Q,} be approximately stationary at {x*} C X, and |x* — x| — 0
as k — +oo. Let € > 0. By Definition 2.1 (iii), there exist an integer k > e L
a p € (0,€), and points (x,...,x,) € ﬁﬂBe/z((xk,...,xk)n) and (aj,...,a,) €
epBxn such that |||(x* —xk,... . X*—xk),|| < &/2, and condition (6) is satisfied.
Then H(Xl —x* —x”‘)m < €. Hence, {Q,...,Q,} is approximately stationary
at {x’*}.

(iv) Let € > 0. By Definition 2.1 (ii), diam {x£,...,xk} — 0 as k — +oo, and there exist
an integer k > &£~!, a p € (0,€), and a point (ay,...,a,) € epBy» such that condition
(13) is satisfied. Hence, condition (6) holds true with x; := x* (i = 1,...,n). Let the

4
second inequality in (5) be satisfied with some x, > 0. Without loss of generality, we

can assume that nk, maxj<j<y | 0| - diam {x£,...,xk} < e. For each i € {1,...,n}, we
have
X n n
i = = | X e =) < X Jogl i 4
j=1 =1

<n max |oj|-diam {x},..., 2k} < /K.
1<j<n

Hence, H|(x1 —xk,...,xn—xk)m < Kpmaxj<i<, ||xi — x*|| < &. Thus, {Q,...,Q,} is
approximately stationary at {x*}.

O]

Definition 1.3 is a particular case of Definition 2.1 with xf? :=xforalli=1,...,nandk €N
in parts (i) and (ii), and x* := % for all k € N in part (iii). Moreover, if the sequences in the
definition converge to a point X € [\, &, then the corresponding properties in Definitions 1.3
and 2.1 are equivalent.

Proposition 2.4. Letx€ (1 Q;, Qi 3>xf > x(i=1,...,n) and X > x* — X as k — +oo. The
collection {Qy,...,Q,} is

(i) extremal at {x*} (i=1,...,n) if and only if it is extremal at %;
(ii) stationary at {x*} (i=1,...,n) if and only if it is stationary at X;
(iii) approximately stationary at {x*} if and only if it is approximately stationary at X.

Proof. (i) Suppose that {Qj,...,Q,} is extremal at ¥ with some p > 0. By the assumption,

diam {x%, ..., X} <2 max ||xf —%|| = 0 as k — +oo.
1<i<n

Let € > 0. By Definition 1.3 (i), there exists a point (aj,...,a,) € (¢/2)Bx» such that
condition (1) is satisfied. By the assumption and in view of (5), there exists an integer
k> ¢e~!, such that |||(x{ —%,...,.xk —%)|| < €/2. Seta} :=a; —xF +X (i=1,...,n)
and @ := (a},...,a}). Then (a},...,d}) € eBy» and, in view of (1), (', (Q; —x¥ —
a)n(pB) = M (Qi —a; — %) N (pB) # 0. Hence, {Q,...,Q,} is extremal at {x{}
(i=1,...,n) (with the same p).

Conversely, suppose that {Qy,...,Q,} is extremal at {x¥} (i =1,...,n) with some
p > 0. Let € > 0. By Definition 2.1 (i) and in view of (5), there exist an integer k > g!
such that |||(x} —%,...,xf —%)||| < €/2, and a point (ay,...,a,) € (¢/2)Bx» such that



(i)
(iii)

condition (13) is satisfied. Set d} := a; +x* —% (i =1,...,n) and & := (a},...,d)).
Then (a},...,a),) € €éBx» and, in view of (13), NiL;(Q; — a;) N By (X) # 0. Hence,
{Q4,...,Q,} is extremal at X (with the same p).
The proof of the assertion goes as above. The fact that p is chosen after € does not
affect the arguments.
Suppose {Q1,...,Q,} is approximately stationary at x. Let € > 0. By Definition 1.3 (iii)
and in view of (5), there exista p € (0, ¢€), and points (x,...,x,) € ﬁﬁBg/z(()E, )
and (ay,...,a,) € epBxn» such that condition (6) is satisfied. Choose an integer k > g1
such that [||(x* —x,...,.x* —X),||| < €/2. Then |||(xi —x*,...,x, —x%)||| < &. Hence,
{Q4,...,Q,} is approximately stationary at {x*}.

Conversely, suppose that {Q;,...,Q,} is approximately stationary at {x*}. Let &£ >
0. By Definition 2.1 (iii) and in view of (5), there exist an integer k > £~! such that ||x* —
x| <€/2,ap € (0,€), and points x; € QiNBg/p(x*) (i=1,...,n) and (ai,...,a,) €
epBxn such that condition (6) is satisfied. Then ||x; — &|| < |lx; — x*|| + [|2F —%|| < €
(i=1,...,n). Hence, {Q,...,Q,} is approximately stationary at .

The proof is complete. O

Remark 2.5. When Q4,...,Q, are closed, conditions ; > xf-‘ — X (i=1,...,n) automatically
yield X € N, Q.

Note that Definition 2.1 does not assume the sequences to be convergent or even bounded.
Unbounded sets and sequences are of special interest in this paper. An unbounded sequence
can define a certain direction, e.g., {(k,k)} C R2, but this is not a requirement; consider,
e.g., {(k,k*)} or {((—1)*k,0)}. Example 1.5 gives a pair of unbounded sets in R? which are
extremal at some sequences. More examples of such pairs and sequences are provided below.

Example 2.6 (Sequential extremality). (i) The pair of closed convex sets Q; := {(x,y) |

(i)

(ii1)

(iv)

y>e*}and Qp :={(x,y) | y <0} (see Figure 2) is extremal at the pair of sequences
{(k,e ™)} c Q; and {(k,0)} C Q.

The pair of closed sets Q; := {(x,y) | xy > 1} and Q := {(x,y) | xy < 0} (see Figure 2)
is extremal at the following pairs of sequences: 1) {(k,1/k)} C Q; and {(k,0)} C Qy;
2) {(1/k,k)} € Q and {(0,k)} € Qa3 3) {(—k,—1/k)} C Q; and {(—k,0)} C Qy; 4)
{(1/k,—k)} C €, and {(0,—k)} C Q,. The above four pairs of sequences determine
four natural “extremal directions”. One can also consider various combinations of the
above pairs of sequences, not related to any “directions”, e.g., {((—1)*k, (—1)*k—1)} C
Q; and {((—1)*k,0)} C Q.

The pair of closed sets Qi := {(x,y) | xy > x*>+ 1} and Q, := {(x,y) | x(y —x) < 0} (see
Figure 3) is extremal at the following pairs of sequences (determining four “extremal
directions™): 1) {(k,k+1/k)} C Q; and {(k,k)} C Q2;2) {(1/k,k+1/k)} C ©; and
{(0,K)} € Qa3 3) {(—k,—1/k)} € Q; and {(—k, —k)} C Qa:4) {(—1/k,~k—1/k)} C
Q and {(O, —k)} C .

The pair of sets Q; := {(x,sin1) | x# 0} and Q, := {(x,1 +sin1) | x # 0} (see Fig-
ure 3) is extremal at the pairs of sequences 1) {(k,sin )} C Q and {(k, } +sin{ } C Qo;
2) {(—k,—sin})} C Q and {(—k,—§ —sin}} C Q.



Figure 2. Example 2.6 (i) and (ii)

Yy
Q
ol T———

Figure 3. Example 2.6 (iii) and (iv)

In the convex case, the properties in Definition 2.1 admit simpler representations and are
mostly equivalent.

Proposition 2.7 (Sequential extremality and stationarity: convex case). Let Qi,...,Q, be
convex, {x} C Q; (i=1,...,n) and diam {x%,... xX} — 0 as k — +oo. The following asser-
tions are equivalent:

(i) {Q1,...,Q,} is extremal at {x*} (i=1,...,n) with any p € (0,+);
(i) {Q1,...,Q,} is extremal at {x*} (i =1,...,n) with some p € (0,+);
(i) {Qu,...,Q,} is stationary at {x*} (i=1,...,n);
(iv) for any €,p € (0,40, there exist an integer k > €=, and a point (ay,...,a,) € €Bxn
such that condition (13) is satisfied.

Proof. The relations (iv) < (i) = (ii) = (iii) are direct consequences of the definitions (cf.
Remark 2.2 (iv)). We now prove implication (iii) = (iv). Suppose that (iv) does not hold, i.e.,
there exist £, p € (0,4-c0) such that

(@i =x} —a)n(pB) #0 (14)

for all integers k > £~! and points (ay,...,a,) € eByn. Set ¢’ := min{e,e/p}, and take
arbitrarily an integer k > €'~!, a positive p’ < &’ and a point (d},...,a},) € €'p'Bxn. Set
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t:=p'/p. Then ||(a} /t,...,a,/t)|| < €p < &, and condition (14) implies the existence of
an ¥’ € pB such that X' +x¥ +d//t € Q; (i=1,...,n). Then tx’ € p'B and tx' +x +d} =
t(d +xF+al/t)+(1—1)xf € Q; (i=1,...,n). Hence, tx’ € () (Q; —x¥ —a}) N (p'B), and
consequently, assertion (iii) does not hold. O

Proposition 2.8 (Sequential approximate stationarity: convex case). Let Q1,...,<Q, be con-
vex, and {x*} C X.

(i) {Q1,...,Q,} is approximately stationary at {x*} if and only if for any €,p € (0, +oo),
there exist an integer k > €\, and points (x1,...,x,) € QN Be((xk,....x%),) and
(ay,...,ay) € €EBxn such that condition (6) is satisfied.

(i) If {Qi,...,Q,} is approximately stationary at {x*}, then there exist a subsequence x
Jj=1,2..., and sequences {xl]} CQ;(i=1,...,n) such thatx{—xkf —0as j— +oo
(i=1,...,n), and {Q,...,Q,} is extremal at {xlj} (i=1,...,n) withany p > 0.

kj’

Proof. (i) The “if” part is obvious. We prove the “only if” part. Suppose that there exist
€,p € (0,+00) such that

n

((Qi —xi—a;) N (pB) #0 (15)

i=1

for all integers k > €', and points (x1,...,x,) € QNBe((x,...,x),) and (ay1,...,a,) €
eBxn. Set € := min{g,&/p}, and take arbitrarily an integer k > &'~!, a positive p’ <
¢ and points (x1,...,x,) € QN By ((x*,...,x"),) and (d},...,a,) € €p'Bxn. Set t :=
p'/p. Then ||(d}/t,...,a,/t)|| < €p < €, and condition (15) implies the existence of
anx’ € pBsuch thatx' +x;+a./t €Q; (i=1,...,n). Thentx’ € p'B and tx' +x; +d; =
t(X +xi+a/t)+ (1 —t)x; e Q; (i=1,...,n). Hence, tx’ € (L, (Qi —x; —a}) N (p'B),
and consequently, {Q1,...,Q,} is not approximately stationary at {x}.

(ii) Suppose that {Q,...,Q,} is approximately stationary at {x*}. Let £,p € (0, +oo).
By (i), for any j € N, there exist an integer k; > j, and points (x{,...,xn) € an
By ;((x%,...,.x%),) and (af,...,an) € (1/j)Bxn such that

n

N (Qi—x! —al)N (pB) =0. (16)
i=1

Thus, k; — 40, x/ —xki =0 (i=1,...,n) and diam {x/,...,x}} — 0 as j — oo, Take
an integer j > £~ . Then (af,....a}) € €Bxn and, in view of (16), assertion (iv) in
Proposition 2.7 is satisfied. The conclusion follows from Proposition 2.7.

O]

3. Sequential extremal principle

In this section, we study a quantitative version of the sequential approximate stationarity
property in Definition 2.1 (iii) and prove dual necessary conditions in the form of generalized
separation.

Definition 3.1 (Sequential approximate ¢-stationarity). Let o > 0. The collection
{Q4,...,Q,} is approximately o-stationary at a sequence {x*} C X if, for any & > 0, there
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exist an integer k > &', a p € (0,€), and points (xi,...,x,) € QN Be((xk,...,xk),) and
(ay,...,a,) € apBxn such that condition (6) is satisfied.

Clearly, {Q,...,Q,} is approximately stationary at {x*} C X if it is approximately c-sta-
tionary at {x*} for all & > 0. An analogue of Proposition 2.4 (iii) is true also for the sequential
approximate ¢-stationarity (for the definition of approximate -stationarity at a point we refer
the reader to [12]).

As an application of the generalized separation Theorem 1.6, we prove dual necessary
conditions for the sequential approximate o.-stationarity.

Theorem 3.2 (Sequential approximate (-stationarity: generalized separation). Let X be Ba-
nach, Qi,...,Q, be closed, and o > 0. Suppose that {Qy,...,Q,} is approximately a-sta-
tionary at {x*} C X. The following assertions hold true:

1) for any € > 0, > o and T € (0.1), there exist an integer k > €', and points

(1) f y ; g P
(ai,...,an) € €Bxn, £:= (x1,...,%,), & 1= (},...,x,) € QNB((xK,...,.x5),), x0 € €Bx
and £ := (x},...,x}) € Ng()?) such that

< an+a+x —x>>T|H ,X0)n

(18)

(ii) if X is Asplund, then N€ in (i) can be replaced by NF.

Proof. Lete >0, > a,t€(0,1).Itis easy to check that the second inequality in (5) implies
the next compatibility condition for the dual norms (with the same x» > 0):

n
Y il < moll G, sup)ll forall uf,...u, € X7 (19)

Choose a number £ > 0 so that

o+ 1€
1-¢

By Definition 3.1, there exist a p € (0,&2), an integer k > &2, and points d := (ay,...,a,) €
apBx» and &' := (x},...,x),) € QﬂBéz((xk,..., xK),,) such that O (Q; —xi—a;)N (pB) 0.
N
):

26 <1—1, E2<e, aé<e and < B. (20)

Choose a p’ € (||d|| /e, p), and set €' := op’ and & := ot+/p’. Then (1, (; a;)
(p'B) =0 and ||d|| < €. By Theorem 1.6 (i), there exist points £ := (xi,...,x,) € QﬂB s(&
xo € p'Band &* := (x]",...,x)7) € (X*)" such that [|£*|| = 1 and

5d (A’* ;e)) rx Q1)
(£, (x0....x0)n+a+£ —%) = \H nta+& 2. (22)
Thus, k > 72 > e~ 1, ||| < a&? (x1 —xk, . —xh)[|| < 8 < @€ < € and
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Ixoll < p’ < §* < &. By (1),

!/ /
d(#N§H) <5 == <&, Hix/

ay/p’ i=1

Thus, there is a Z* := (zf,...,2),) € Ng%()?) such that [[£* —Z2*|| < &, and consequently,
0<1-=&<|z*l < 1+&.By (19),

el <l

n
+ ) llz = x| < o+ €.
i=1

o%
Set £ 1= (x},...,x;) == % Then, # ¢ Ng()é), [|£%|[ = 1 and, in view of the last inequality

. T e
in (20),

n

*
Z%

i=1

< OC—i—Kz(:

¢ < B.

|

Hence, conditions (17) are satisfied. Moreover,

g

Denote m := |||(xo ..., X0)n +d+ % — £|. Condition (18) follows from (20), (22), and the last
estimate:

*

Z -
—Z
I

llz*

ak al%
Il -

Hlle -4

| <l —1]+& <28,

(F,(x0...,x0)n+a+£ —%) > (&, (x0...,x0)n+ad+£ —£) —2Em
=(1-2&)m>tm. (23)

Suppose X is Asplund. Let 7 € (7+2&,1). Application of Theorem 1.6 (ii) with 7 in place
of 7 in the above proof justifies conditions (17) with £* € Ng (%), while the factor 1 —2& in

(23) needs to be replaced by 7 — 2& leading to the same estimate. This again proves (18). [

Corollary 3.3 (Sequential approximate stationarity: generalized separation). Let X be Ba-
nach, and Qy,...,Q, be closed. Suppose that {Q1,...,Q,} is approximately stationary at
{x¥} C X. The following assertions hold true:

(i) for any € > 0 and © € (0, 1), there exist an integer k > €', and points (ay,...,a,) €

eBxn, £:= (x1,...,x,),8 1= (¥],...,x,) € ﬁﬂBg((xk,...,xk)n), X0 € €Bx and £* :=
(xf,...,x5) € Ng (%) such that conditions (7) and (18) are satisfied;

(i) for any € > 0, there exist an integer k > £~', and points % := (x1,...,x,) € an

Be((xK,... xK),) and # = (x7,...,x%) € Ng()?) such that conditions (7) are satisfied;
(iii) if X is Asplund, then N€ in (i) and (ii) can be replaced by NF.

The necessary conditions in Corollary 3.3 are applicable (with obvious amendments) to
the stationarity and extremality properties in Definition 2.1. In particular, we can formulate a
result generalizing and extending the conventional extremal principle in Theorem 1.2.
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Corollary 3.4 (Sequential extremal principle). Let X be Banach, and Q,,...,Q, be closed.
Suppose that {Qy,...,Q,} is extremal at {x*} C Q; (i =1,...,n). The following assertions
hold true:

(i) for any € >0 and © € (0, 1), there exist an integer k > €', and points (ai,...,a,) €

eBxn, £ 1= (x1,...,%,),8 == (x],...,x],) € _(.A!ﬁBg(xll‘,...,xﬁ), X0 € €Bx and ¥ :=
(xf,....x) € Ng (%) such that conditions (7) and (18) are satisfied;

(i) for any € > 0, there exist an integer k > €', and points % := (x1,...,x,) € QN

Be (2, k) and = (x,...,x)) € Ng (%) such that conditions (7) are satisfied;
(iii) if X is Asplund, then N€ in (i) and (ii) can be replaced by N .

Proof. The statement is a consequence of Corollary 3.3 in view of Remark 2.2 (iv) and the
fact that diam {x£,...,xk} — 0 as k — oo (see Definition 2.1 (i)). O

Remark 3.5. (i) The second assertions in Corollaries 3.3 and 3.4 are simplified versions
of the first ones. They corresponds to dropping inequality (18) together with the vari-
ables involved only in this condition. A similar simplification can be made in assertion
(1) of Theorem 3.2.

(i) Imposing certain sequential normal compactness assumptions (which are automatically
satisfied in finite dimensions), one can formulate limiting versions of Theorem 3.2 and
Corollary 3.3 in terms of certain types of limiting normal cones. This remark applies
also to the statements in the rest of the paper.

The Asplund space assertion (ii) in Theorem 3.2 can be partially reversed; cf., e.g., [12].

Theorem 3.6 (Sequential generalized separation in Asplund spaces). Let {x**} C X, o >0
and B > 0. Consider the following assertions:

(i) {Q1,...,Q,} is approximately a-stationary at {x*};

(ii) for any € > 0 and 7 € (0, 1), there exist an integer k > €, and points (ai,...,a,) €
eByn, £ 1= (x1,...,%),& 1= (¥,,...,%,) € QN Be((x,...,x%),), x0 € €Bx and £* :=
(xf,...,x5) € Ng (%) such that conditions (17) and (18) are satisfied;

1

1

(iii) for any € > 0, there exist an integer k > €', and points £ := (x1,...,X,) € an
Be((xK,...,xK),) and # = (x7,...,x%) € Ng (%) such that conditions (17) are satisfied.

The following relations hold true:
(a) (il) = (iii);
(b) if X is Asplund, Qy,...,Q, are closed, and B > a, then (i) = (ii);
(c) if oo > B, then (iii) = (i).

Proof. The implication in (a) is straightforward as (iii) is a simplified version of (ii); see
Remark 3.5 (i). The implication in (b) is a direct consequence of Theorem 3.2 (ii). We now
prove the implication in (c).

Suppose that the second inequality in (5) is satisfied with some x;, > 0, assertion (iii) holds
true, and & > fB. Let € > 0. Then, there exist an integer k > £~!, and points £ := (x{,...,x,) €
QNBe((x,...,x*),) and £* := (x,....x5) € Ng(ﬁ) such that conditions (17) are satisfied.

Choose a & € (0, — ). Thus, &' := oo — B — & > 0. By the definition of Fréchet normal
cone, there is a p € (0, €) such that

§

K+ o

(*,0—3) < I — || < &p forall € Q with [|&—%| < (o +a)p. (24)

14



By the equality in (17), one can choose an d := (ay,...,a,) € X" such that

llall < oep and (£*,a) > (=& )p = (B+E)p. (25)

We now show that (', (Q; —x; — a;) N (pB) = 0. Indeed, suppose that ®; — x; — a; = x¢ for

some xp € pB and @ := (wy,...,0,) € Q, and all i = 1,...,n. Then, in view of (5) and the
first inequality in (25),

> —= %[l < [l (xo, - x0)ull + ]Il < 2l lxol| + [llall] < (12 + ex)p,

and, by (24), (£*,® — £) < £p. Combining this with the second inequality in (25), we obtain
n
(Xoxim0) = (&, (v0,.. . %0)) = (,0 — &) — (¢',0) < —Bp.
i=1

On the other hand, by the inequality in (17), (¥, x/,x0) > —Bp, a contradiction. Hence,
condition (6) is satisfied, and {Qy,...,Q,} is approximate a-stationary at {x*}. O

The next corollary generalizes and improves the extended extremal principle in Theo-
rem 1.4.

Corollary 3.7 (Sequential extended extremal principle). Let X be Asplund, Qi,...,Q, be
closed, and {x*} C X. The following assertions are equivalent:

(i) {Qi,...,Qn} is approximately stationary at X;

(ii) for any € > 0 and t© € (0,1), there exist an integer k > €', and points % :=
(X1yeeyXn), & 1= (¥, .., x)) € QN Be((6F,...,x0),), x0 € €By, £ 1= (x},...,x) €
Ng (%), and (ay,...,a,) € €EBxn such that conditions (7) and (18) are satisfied;

(iii) for any € > 0, there exist an integer k > €', and points % = (x1,...,x,) € QN

Be((xK,...,xK),) and £ = (x7,...,x%) € Ng (%) such that conditions (7) are satisfied.

Remark 3.8. Implications (ii) = (iii)) = (i) in Corollary 3.7 are true in the setting of an
arbitrary normed vector space and not necessary closed sets 1, ...,€,. The Asplund property
of the space and closedness of the sets are only needed for implication (i) = (ii) which is a
consequence of Theorem 3.6 (b).

Reversing the conditions in Definition 3.1, we arrive at extensions of the transversality
properties discussed in [19,26,27].

Definition 3.9 (Sequential transversality). (i) Let o > 0. The collection {Q,...,Q,} is
a-transversal at {x*} C X if there is an € > 0 such that condition (15) is satisfied
for all p € (0,¢), integers k > £, and points (x1,...,x,) € QNBe((x*,...,x¥),) and
(aiy...,a) € apBxn.

(ii) The collection {Q,...,Q,} is transversal at {x*} C X if it is o-transversal at {x*} for
some o > 0.

The statements of Theorem 3.2 and its corollaries can also be easily “reversed” to produce
a dual characterization of transversality. For instance, Corollary 3.7 leads to the following
statement.

Corollary 3.10 (Sequential transversality: dual characterization). Let X be Asplund, and
Q1,...,Q, be closed. The collection {Q,...,Q,} is transversal at {x*} C X if and only if
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there is an € > 0 such that | Y1, x} || > € for all integers k > €1, and points % := (x1,...,x,) €

QNBe((,...,x%),) and £ = (xt,...,x5) € NE(£) with ||| = 1.

Remark 3.11. The “only if” part of Corollary 3.10 is true in the setting of an arbitrary normed
vector space and not necessary closed sets Q1,...,Q,; cf. Remark 3.8.

4. Sequential minimality and stationarity

To illustrate the model studied in the previous sections, we consider the following constrained
optimization problem:

minimize f(x) subjectto x € Q, (P)

where Q is a nonempty subset of a normed vector space X. Below, we recall the conventional
definition of a minimizing sequence and introduce its localized version.

Definition 4.1 (Minimizing sequence). (i) A sequence {x*} C Q is minimizing for prob-
lem (P) if f(x¥) — infq f.
(ii) A sequence {x*} C Q is minimizing for problem (P) at level o € R if f(x*) — ug as
k — oo, and there exist a p € (0, +oo] and a kg > 0 such that

f(x) > po forall x € QNB,(¥*) and all integers k > ko. (26)

The assertions in the next proposition are immediate consequences of the definitions. They
show, in particular, that the properties in Definition 4.1 are not too different.

Proposition 4.2. Let {x*} C Q and py € R. The following assertions hold true:

(i) if {xX} is minimizing for problem (P) at level g with some p € (0, +oo|, and x* = % for
all k € N, then f(X) = up = mingqg, (z) f+
(ii) if {x*} is minimizing for problem (P) and infq f € R, then it is minimizing for prob-
lem (P) at level infq f with p = +-oo;
(iii) if {x*} is minimizing for problem (P) at level L, then {y > infq f;
(iv) if {x*} is minimizing for problem (P) at level Ly with p = oo, then it is minimizing for
problem (P) and Uy = infg f.

Corollary 4.3. Let infg f € R. A sequence {x*} C Q is minimizing for problem (P) if and
only if it is minimizing for problem (P) at level infq f with p = oo,

Example 4.4 (Minimizing sequence at level 0). Let Q = R, f(x) = 1/x for all x # 0 and
f(0) = +oo; see Figure 4. Any sequence of real numbers x; — oo is minimizing for (P) at
level 0. Observe that it is not a minimizing sequence.
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Figure 4. Example 4.4

The stationarity properties in the next definition are counterparts of the corresponding ones
in Definition 2.1.

Definition 4.5 (Stationarity). (i) A sequence {x*} C Q is firmly inf-stationary for problem
(P) at level yy € Rif f(x*) — uo as k — +oo, and there is a p € (0, +oo] such that

limsup inf f= up. 27)
k—s o0 QﬂBp(xk)

(ii) A sequence {x*} C Q is inf-stationary for problem (P) at level yy € R if f(x*) — p as
k — o0, and

infop k) f— F(F
limsup NBp () &)

=0. (28)
k—+o0,p |0 p

(iii) A sequence {x*} C X is approximately inf-stationary for problem (P) at level yy € R if
| inforg, )/ — S(i)
lim sup

k—400,p 0 p
ukeQ,uk —x* -0, f(uF)—po

=0. (29)

Remark 4.6. (i) If x* = % for all k € N, the property in part (i) of Definition 4.5 coincides
with that in Definition 4.1 (i), and f(X) = to = mingp (%) f. If, additionally, Q =
X, the properties in parts (ii) and (iii) reduce to the, respectively, inf-stationarity and
approximate inf-stationarity (weak inf-stationarity) studied in [21,28].
(i) The property in Definition 4.1 (ii) implies firm stationarity in Definition 4.5 (i), and
(i) = (i1) = (iii) in Definition 4.5. The converse implications are not true in general.
See [28, Examples 1-4] for the case x* := ¥ (k € N). The sequential case is illustrated
in Examples 4.7, 4.8 and 4.9 below.

Example 4.7 (firm inf-stationarity). Let Q =R, f(x) =1/x for all x # 0 and f(0) = +oo (see
Example 4.4). For the sequence x; := —k (k € N), we have f(xX) — 0 as k — oo, but the
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sequence is not minimizing for (P) at level 0 as f(x) < 0 for all x < 0. For p := 1,

1
limsup inf = lim —0.
k—)+oop QﬂBP (xk) f k——+o0 —k + 1

By Definition 4.5 (i), {x*} is firmly inf-stationary for (P) at level 0.

Example 4.8 (inf-stationarity). Let Q =R, f(x) = 1/|x| — (x — k) forall x € [k —1/2,k+
1/2), k==+1,4£2,... and f(x) =7/4 for all x € (—1/2,1/2); see Figure 5. For x; := k, we
have f(x¥) = 1/k — 0 as k — +oo, and for any p > 0,

1 1 1
inf :7—min{ 2,7} and limsup inf :—min{ 2,*} <0.
By (x) / k+p P 4 k%+°°p Bp (x) 7 P 4

By Definition 4.5 (i), {x*} is not firmly inf-stationary for (P) at level 0. At the same time,

infy i f— f(x%) A _p2_1 |
limsup Bo&) = lim 22~ *— im ( +p> =0
k3o p koo p k—s+o \k(k+p)
pl0 pl0 pl0

By Definition 4.5 (ii), {x*} is inf-stationary for (P) at level 0.

Yy
7
4
ANNNL o JAVAVAVAYs
vVovy LA
_1
4

Figure 5. Example 4.8

Example 4.9 (approximate inf-stationarity). Let Q = R. Consider a continuous function

—2km—1
0 otherwise;

£ {(x—zkn—l)sinl if0< [x—2km~ [ <), k=0,+1,42,...,
x) = X

see Figure 6. For the sequence x* := 2kn~! (k € N), we have f(x*) =0 for all k € N, but the
sequence is not inf-stationary for (P) at level 0. Indeed, for any k € N and p € (0,7~ '), set

ji= [ﬁ—i—ﬂ, 0:= (41.31 and x’* := x* + . Then m < 3§ <pand f(¥*) = SSin% =

B3
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6sin(—% +2jm) = —&, and consequently,

infp, o f— f(xk) Ik
limsup Bp () < limsup M <—-lm———-=
k400,010 p k—+e0,pl0 P pl027p +1

By Definition 4.5 (ii), {x*} is not inf-stationary for (P) at level 0.
For each k € N, set § := m, uF := x*+ § and py := —. Then u* —x* = § — 0,

4mk2”
f(u*) = —8 — 0and py | 0 as k — oo, Furthermore,

e [T (- T
Sc+pe \2k—1/2 " 4k2 2k—1/2 " (2k—3/2)(2k—1/2)
m(2k—3/2) =" —m,

AN
)

1 —75( 1 _L)—l 1 B 1 >—1
S—pe \2k—1/2 42 2k—1/2  4k2—1/4
T(2k+1/2)=§ "+ .

Thus, §; ' — 7 < (S +px) ' < &' < (8 —pr)~' < & ' + 7. In view of the definition of
f. the point ¥ is the minimum of f on (u* — py,u* + pi). By Definition 4.5 (iii), {x*} is
approximately inf-stationary for (P) at level 0.

Figure 6. Example 4.9

5. Sequential necessary optimality and stationarity conditions

To embed problem (P) into the model studied in Section 2, given a iy € R, we consider a pair
of sets in X x R:

Q) :=epif and Q:=Q X (—oo, Uy]. (30)
We are going to use the maximum product norms of the type (3) and the corresponding dual
norms.

The next proposition relates the properties in Definition 4.1 with the corresponding ones in
Definition 2.1.
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Proposition 5.1. Let ty € R, and the sets 1 and Q; be given by (30).

() If {x*} C Q is firmly inf-stationary for (P) at level p, then {Q,Q,} is extremal at
{5, f(9)} € Q1 and {(+*, o)} € Q.
(i) If {x*} C Q is inf-stationary for (P) at level o, then {Q;,Q,} is stationary at
{5, F(9)} € Q1 and {(+*, o)} € Q.
(iii) If {x*} C X is approximately inf-stationary for (P) at level Wy, then {Q,Q,} is ap-
proximately stationary at {(x*, up)}.

Proof. (i) Let a sequence {x*} C Q be firmly inf-stationary for problem (P) at level wo,
ie., f(x*) — W as k — oo, and there is a p € (0,40 such that condition (27) is
satisfied. Then

lim diam {(x*, f(x")), (", o)} = Tim | (x*) — o] =0, (€2))
k—>4-o0 k—4-o0
1imsup( inf f— f(xk)) —limsup inf f— o = 0. (32)
k—4oo NQNBp(xk) k—+o0 QNBp(xK)

Let € > 0. By (32), there exists an integer k > £~ ! such that inforp, () f—f(x*) > —2e.
Choose an o € (0, €) so that

inf ) f—f(") > —2a. (33)

QNB, (xk

Seta; := (0,—o) and a; := (0, ). Thus,

(a1,a2)|| = @ < € and, thanks to (33),

(Q1 = (¢, F(65) — 1) N(Qa — (¥, o) —a2) N (P By k)
={(u—xrp) |ucQnBy(), u> fu)— fF*)+a, —p<p<—a}=0,

ie., {Q1,Qy} is extremal at sequences {(x*, f(x*))} C Q; and {(x*, up)} C Qs.

(ii) Let a sequence {x*} C Q be inf-stationary for problem (P) at level Ly, i.e., f(x*) — o
as k — +oo, and condition (28) is satisfied. Then, condition (31) holds true. Let € > 0.
By (28), there exist an integer k > £, and a p € (0, €) such that infop) (44 f—f(k >

—2¢p. Choose an & € (0, €) so that

inf f—f(x*) > —2ap. (34)
QNBp (xk)

Seta; :=(0,—oap) and ap := (0,p). Thus, ||(a1,a2)|| = ap < €p and, thanks to (34),

(Q1 — (5, F(F) —a) N (e — (¢, o) — a2) N (P By )
—{(u—x 1) lue QNBy(H), u > fu) = f(x*) +ap, —p <u < —ap} =0,

ie., {Q,Q,} is stationary at sequences {(x*, f(x*))} € Q; and {(x*, o)} C Q.

(iii) Let a sequence {x} C X be approximately inf-stationary for problem (P) at level Ly,
i.e., condition (29) is satisfied. Let € > 0. By (29), there exist an integer k > el a
p € (0,€) and x € Q such that ||x —x*|| < &, | f(x) — uo| < €, and infong, (0 f — f(x) >

—2ep. Then |||(x, f(x)) — (xk,,uo)m < eand |||(x,10) — (*, o) ||| < €. Choose an o €
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(0,€) so that

oI F =100 > —2ap. (35)

Seta; :=(0,—ap) and az := (0,ap). Thus, || (a1,a2)|| = ap < €p and, thanks to (35),

(Q1 = (x,f(x)) —a1) N (2 — (x,do) —a2) N (pPBxxr)
={(u—x,p) |u € QNBy(x), u = f(u) — f(x)+ap, —p <p < —ap} =0,

ie., {Q,Q,} is approximately stationary at the sequence {(x*, o) }.
O

In view of Remark 4.6 (ii), the next statement is a consequence of the sequential extremal
principle in Corollary 3.4 applied to the pair of sets {2}, } given by (30).

Theorem 5.2 (Sequential necessary conditions). Let X be Banach, f : X — R be lower
semicontinuous, and Q C X be closed. Suppose that {xk} C X is a minimizing sequence for
problem (P) at level Ly € R. The following assertions hold true:

(i) for any € > 0, there exist an integer k > €', and points (x1, ) € epi f N Be(x*, up),

x2 € QN B (xF), (x,v1) € Necpif(xl,ul) and x € N§ (x2) such that
¥+ <& and [|]xi]| + [l +[vi] = 1.

(i) If X is Asplund, then N€ in (i) can be replaced by N* .

Proof. By Remark 4.6 (i), {x*} is firmly inf-stationary for problem (P) at level ty. By the
assumptions, the sets Q; and Q, given by (30) are closed. By Proposition 5.1 (i), {Q;,Q} is
extremal at {(x*, £(xX))} € Q and {(x*, o)} C Q».

Let € > 0. Set €' := ;% and observe that &’ € (0,1) and &' < &. By Corollary 3.4 (ii)
and taking into account that f(x*) — o, there exist an integer k > (&')~!, and points
()C],.LL]) € epime&‘/(xkaf(xk))’ ('xzhu’z) € X ﬂBS/(Xk,‘LL()), (xglf7v1) € Ng)if(xl7“1>’ and

(x3,v2) € NG, (x2, fa) such that |f(x*) — po| < & —¢€',
i x50+ [vi+va| < € and [lxf]| + [Jx3 ]l + [vi ]+ [v2] = 1.
Then (x1, 1) € epi f N Be(x*, o), x2 € QN Be(xF), x5 € NS (x2) and

2[5+ )l + vil) =l + sl +2iva = T v = [va| = T=[vi+ Vo > 1—€"> 0.

Scaling the vectors (x], V) € Necpi plxr, i) and x; € N§(x2), one can ensure that (keeping the
original notations) ||x7 ||+ ||x3|| +|vi| =1 and ||x] +x5|| < lzfé, =¢.
If X is Asplund, then N€ in the above arguments can be replaced by N¥. O

Corollary 5.3. Under the assumptions of Theorem 5.2, one of the following assertions holds
true:
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(i) there is an M > O such that, for any € > 0, there exist an integer k > €', and points
x| € Be(xK), x2 € QN Be(x*) such that f(x;) < infq f + € and
0e 8Cf(x1) —FNS(XQ) N (MIB)(*) + eByx+; (36)

(ii) for any € > 0, there exist an integer k > e ! and points (x1, ;) € epifﬂBg(xk,uo),

x2 € QN B (xF), (x,v1) € Necpif(xl,ul) and x € N§ (x2) such that —e < vi <0 and
I +xll <e, il + el =1.

If X is Asplund, then N¢ and 9€ in the above assertions can be replaced by N¥ and 9F,
respectively.

Proof. By Theorem 5.2, for any j € N, there exist an integer k > j, and points (x1;,11;) €
epifﬂBl/j(xk,uo), Xyj € QﬂBl/j(xk), (xi. V1)) € Ne%if(xlj,,ulj) and x5; € N§(x2;) such
that

et 23,1 < 1/, 11l =+ [l 4 iyl = 1.

Note that v;; < 0 for all j € N. We consider two cases.

Case 1. limsup;_, , . |vi;| > o > 0. Note that & < 1. Set M := 1/a. Let € > 0. Choose a
number j € Nso that j > (ae) ! and |vy| > a. Then w;; = f(x1;) and xj;/[vi;| € € f(x1/).
Note that j > &~ !. Set x| := Xij, X2 1= Xpj, X] i= xfj/|v1j|, and xj = XEJ-/’VU\- Then x; €
Be(x%), x2 € QN B (xF), | £(x1) — o] < &, x} € ICF(x1), x5 € N§(x2), ||x3]| < 1/t = M, and
[[x7 31 = [lx7; +x3;/Ivi;] < 1/(etj) < €. Hence, condition (36) is satisfied.

Case 2. limj_, e V1| = 0. Then x7; +x3; — O and 1 > [|x,[| + [|x5,]| — 1 as j — 4oo. Let

€ > 0. Choose a number j € N so that j > &~ !,

V= Xl el >0, vyl /v <& [lx7;+x,ll/y < e.

Set x; =X1j, Uy 1= U, X2 1= X2, XT Z:ij/Y, xE = xﬁj/’)/, and v| .= V]j/’}/. Then (X],,LL]) S
epifﬁBg(xk,,lJ()),XQ € QﬁBg(xk), (xT,Vl) ENeC;ﬁf(xl,ul),x; ENg(xz), —e< v <0, H)CTH +
15/ = 1, and ||x} +x3]| < €.

If X is Asplund, then N€ and 9€ in the above arguments can be replaced by N* and 9%,
respectively. O

Remark 5.4. (i) The necessary conditions in Theorem 5.2 and Corollary 5.3 are appli-
cable to any type of stationary sequences in Definition 4.5. Moreover, the generalized
separation Theorem 3.2, whose Corollary 3.4 is the core tool in the proof of Theo-
rem 5.2, allows one to derive necessary conditions for “almost minimizing” sequences.

(ii) Part (i) of Corollary 5.3 gives a kind of multiplier rule (in the normal form), while part
(ii) corresponds to ‘singular’ behaviour of f on Q with the normal vector (x}, v;) to the
epigraph of f being “almost horizontal”. If p; > f(x;) in part (ii), then v; = 0 and x}
is normal to dom f at x;.

The next qualification condition excludes the singular behavior in Corollary 5.3 (ii).

(QC)c there is an € > 0 such that ||x} +x5| > € for all integers k > £~!, and points

(x1, /1) € epifNBe(xk, lo), x2 € QN Be(xF), (xt,v1) € Ng)if(xl,ul) and x5 €
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N§(x2) such that —e < v; <0 and ||x}]| + [|x3]| = 1.

We denote by (QC)r the analogue of (QC)c with N and 9% in place of N¢ and 9C,
respectively. Clearly, (QC)c = (QC)F.
The next statement is a direct consequence of Corollary 5.3.

Corollary 5.5. Suppose the assumptions of Theorem 5.2 and condition (QC)c are satisfied.
Then assertion (i) in Corollary 5.3 holds true.

If X is Asplund and condition (QC)F is satisfied, then assertion (i) in Corollary 5.3 holds
true with N¥ and 9% in place of N¢ and 9, respectively.

Condition (QC)F is ensured by the transversality of the sets epi f and Q x R.

Proposition 5.6. Let {x*} C Q and py € R. If {epi f,Q x R} is transversal at {(x*, up)}, then
condition (QC)F holds true.

Proof. Let {epif,Q x R} be transversal at {(x*,up)}. If (x*,v) € Nel“;if(x,u) for some
(x,u) € epif, then v < 0. If (x*,v) € NE_p(x,u) for some (x,u) € Q x R, then v = 0.
By Corollary 3.10 and Remark 3.11, there is an € > 0 such that max{||x] + x5, |vi|} > €
for all integers k > £~!, and points (x1, 1) € epif N Be(xk, o), x2 € QN Be(x¥), (x],v1) €
Nipi p(x1, 1) and x5 € N§ (x2) with [|x | + [Jx3 ]|+ [vi| = 1.

Take any integer k > €', and points (x1,11) € epif N Be(x*, to), x2 € QN Be(xF),
(x7,v1) € prif(xl,ul) and x} € N5(x2) such that —& < v; <0 and ||xj|| + |25 = 1.
Set a := 1+ |vi|, x{" :=x{/a, x5 == x5/, v{ := vi/a. Then (x|, v]) € Nerif(Xth),
X5 € NE(x2) and [ | + 1|+ v} = 1 /ot [wi] o = 1. Hence, max{ [} +51].[v]]} > e.
and consequently, max{||x] +x}|[,|vi|} > ea > €. Since |v;| < &, the last inequality yields
||xj 4 x5|| > €. Thus, condition (QC)r holds true. O

The transversality condition in Proposition 5.6 is satisfied, for instance, if f is Lipschitz
continuous (near a tail of the sequence {x*}) or when (a tail of) the sequence {x*} lies in
intQ. It is not difficult to show that these conditions ensure both (QC)r and (QC)c; cf. [12].

The next example illustrates Corollary 5.5.

Example 5.7 (Sequential necessary conditions). Let Q = R, f(x) = 1/x for all x # 0 and
f(0) = 4oo. By Example 4.4, the sequence x; := k, k = 1,2,..., is minimizing for (P).
The function f is Lipschitz continuous on [1,+e0), and consequently, conditions (QC)c
and (QC)r are satisfied. By Corollary 5.5, assertion (i) in Corollary 5.3 holds true. In-
deed, we obviously have Ng (x) = {0} for all x € Q and 9 f(x) = 97 f(x) = {—1/x*} (and
we write simply df(x)) for all x € X. Hence, given any € > 0, conditions |f(x)| < & and
0 € df(x)+ (—¢&,€) are trivially satisfied when x > 0 is large enough. The latter condition is
exactly (36).

The model studied in Section 2 allows one to derive necessary optimality and stationarity
conditions in more general than (P) optimization problems with functional and geometric
constraints, and vector or set-valued objectives.

6. Conclusions
The sequential extremality (together with sequential versions of the related concepts of sta-

tionarity, approximate stationarity and transversality) of a finite collection of sets are studied.
The properties correspond to replacing a fixed point (extremal point) in the intersection of the
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sets by a collection of sequences of points in the individual sets with the distances between the
corresponding points tending to zero. This allows one to consider collections of unbounded
sets with empty intersection.

The sequential extremal principle extending the conventional one is established in terms of
Fréchet and Clarke normal cones. This result can replace the conventional extremal principle
when proving optimality, stationarity, transversality and regularity conditions, and calculus
formulas in more general settings involving unbounded sets. In this paper, as an illustration, it
is used to derive sequential necessary conditions for minimizing (and more general firmly sta-
tionary, stationary and approximately stationary) sequences in a scalar optimization problem
with a geometric constraint.

Other potential applications worth being studied:

e sequential necessary optimality and stationarity conditions for optimization problems
with scalar, vector and set-valued objectives and several functional and geometric con-
straints;

sequential transversality and subtransversality properties of collections of sets;
sequential metric regularity and subregularity of set-valued mappings;

sequential error bounds of extended-real-valued functions;

sequential qualification conditions;

sequential extensions of limiting normal cones, subdifferentials and coderivatives, and
their calculus.
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