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Generalized Polyhedral DC Optimization
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Abstract. The problem of minimizing the difference of two lower semicon-
tinuous, proper, convex functions (a DC function) on a nonempty closed
convex set in a locally convex Hausdorff topological vector space is stud-
ied in this paper. The focus is made on the situations where either the
second component of the objective function is a generalized polyhedral
convex function or the first component of the objective function is a gen-
eralized polyhedral convex function and the constraint set is generalized
polyhedral convex. Various results on optimality conditions, the local so-
lution set, the global solution set, and solution algorithms via duality are
obtained. Useful illustrative examples are considered.
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1 Introduction

A polyhedral convex set (a convex polyhedron in brief) in R
n or, more generally,

in a finite-dimensional normed space X , is the intersection of finitely many closed
half-spaces. Since the intersection of an empty family of closed half-spaces is whole
space by convention, empty set and the whole space are special polyhedra. For every
given convex polyhedron, there exist a finite number of points and a finite number of
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directions such that the polyhedron can be represented as the sum of the convex hull
of those points and the convex cone generated by those directions. The converse is also
true. This fundamental result is presented in [18, Theorem 19.1] and is attributed [18,
p. 427] primarily to H. Minkowski and H. Weyl. The theorem allows one to easily
prove fundamental solution existence theorems in linear programming. It is also the
basis of Contesse’s proofs of the necessary and sufficient second-oder conditions for a
local solution and for a locally unique solution in quadratic programming in [2].

Representation formulas in the spirit of [18, Theorem 19.1] were obtained by
Zheng [23] for convex polyhedra and generalized convex polyhedra in Banach spaces.
Luan and Yen [11] have shown that similar representation formulas are valid for convex
polyhedra and generalized convex polyhedra in locally convex Hausdorff topological
vector spaces. Applications of the representation formulas to obtaining solution ex-
istence theorems for generalized linear programming problems and generalized linear
vector optimization problems can be found in [11].

Generalized polyhedral convex sets, generalized polyhedral convex functions on
Hausdorff locally convex topological vector spaces, and the related constructions such
as sum of sets, sum of functions, directional derivative, infimal convolution, normal
cone, conjugate function, subdifferential have been studied by Luan et al. [10].

Generalized polyhedral convex optimization problems in locally convex Hausdorff
topological vector spaces have been investigated systematically by Luan and Yao [9],
where solution existence theorems, necessary and sufficient optimality conditions,
weak and strong duality theorems are proved.

As far as we know, the problem of minimizing the difference of two lower semicon-
tinuous, proper, convex functions (a DC function) on a nonempty closed convex set
in a locally convex Hausdorff topological vector space has not been considered until
now. Our aim is to study this problem, making focus on the situations where either
the second component of the objective function is a generalized polyhedral convex
function or the first component of the objective function is a generalized polyhedral
convex function and the constraint set is generalized polyhedral convex. Note that,
in finite-dimensional settings, the problem has been considered by Pham Dinh and Le
Thi [15], Polyakova [17], Hang and Yen [3], vom Dahl and Löhne [22] from different
points of view.

The ingenious DC algorithms (usually called DCA for brevity), which allow one
to decompose the given nonconvex optimization problem into that of solving two se-
quences of convex programs in the primal space and the dual space respectively, were
suggested and employed for polyhedral DC programming in [15]. For comprehen-
sive surveys of the successful development and numerous applications of DCA, the
interested reader is referred to [6, 7]. Necessary and sufficient conditions for a global
solution of an unconstrained polyhedral DC program via hypodifferentials of polyhe-
dral convex functions were given in [17, Theorems 5 and 6]. Optimality conditions
via the subdifferential in the sense of convex analysis, the Fréchet subdifferential, and
the Mordukhovich subdifferential for unconstrained and linearly constrained polyhe-
dral DC programs, and the relationships between these conditions, along with the
existence and computation of descent and steepest descent directions, were investi-
gated in [3]. The solution existence and a method to globally solve polyhedral DC
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optimization problems via concave minimization were addressed in [22].
We will establish not only fundamental qualitative properties of generalized poly-

hedral DC optimization problems, but also remarkable features of DCA applied to
these problems. Theorems 4.1 and 4.2 on the structure of the local solution set and
the structure of the global solution set, Theorems 4.5 and 4.6 on the constancy of the
objective function on each connected component of the solution set in question, as
well as Theorems 5.4 and 5.5 on the cyclic behavior of DCA iterative sequences are
new even in finite dimensions. Note that many proofs herein (for example, the proofs
of Theorems 4.1 and 4.5) rely on refined arguments and special constructions.

The organization of this paper is as follows. In Section 2, we present basic notions
and several auxiliary results on generalized polyhedral convex sets and functions,
generalized polyhedral DC optimization, conjugate functions and duality. A series
of new results on optimality conditions, the local solution set, the global solution
set of generalized polyhedral DC optimization problems on Hausdorff locally convex
topological vector spaces are obtained in Sections 3 and 4. Section 5 is devoted to
DCA schemes, which are solution algorithms via duality. Useful illustrative examples
are considered in Sections 3– 5. Section 6 gives some concluding remarks.

2 Preliminaries

From now on, if not otherwise stated, X is a locally convex Hausdorff topological vector
space. We denote by X∗ the dual space of X and by 〈x∗, x〉 the value of x∗ ∈ X∗ at
x ∈ X . It is assumed that X∗ is equipped with the weak∗ topology. For any subset
Ω ⊂ X , intΩ denotes the interior of Ω and coΩ stands for the convex hull of Ω. By
cone Ω we denote cone generated by Ω, that is, cone Ω = {tx | t ≥ 0, x ∈ Ω}. The
set of nonnegative integers is denoted by N. The convention (+∞) − (+∞) = +∞
will be used in the sequel.

2.1 Generalized polyhedral convex sets and functions

Definition 2.1 (See [1, p. 133]) A subset C ⊂ X is said to be a generalized polyhedral
convex set, or a generalized convex polyhedron, if there exist x∗k ∈ X∗, αk ∈ R,
k = 1, . . . , p, and a closed affine subspace L ⊂ X , such that

C =
{
x ∈ X | x ∈ L, 〈x∗k, x〉 ≤ αk, k = 1, . . . , p

}
. (2.1)

If the set C can be represented in the form (2.1) with L = X , then we say that it is
a polyhedral convex set, or a convex polyhedron.

If X is a finite-dimensional locally convex Hausdorff topological vector space (in
particular, X = R

n), then the notions of generalized convex polyhedron and convex
polyhedron coincide.

Let C be given by (2.1). By [1, Remark 2.196], there exists a continuous surjective
linear mapping A : X → Y and a vector y ∈ Y such that L = {x ∈ X | A(x) = y}.
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So, we have

C = {x ∈ X | A(x) = y, 〈x∗k, x〉 ≤ αk, k = 1, . . . , p}. (2.2)

For a function f from a locally convex Hausdorff topological vector space X to the
extended real line R := R∪ {+∞}∪{−∞}, one defines the effective domain and the
epigraph of f , respectively, by setting domf = {x ∈ X | f(x) < +∞} and

epif =
{
(x, α) ∈ X × R | x ∈ domf, f(x) ≤ α

}
.

If domf is nonempty and f(x) > −∞ for all x ∈ X , then f is said to be proper. We
say that f is convex if epif is a convex set in X × R.

Definition 2.2 (See [10, Definition 3.1]) Let X be a locally convex Hausdorff topo-
logical vector space. A function f : X → R is called generalized polyhedral convex
(resp., polyhedral convex ) if epi f is a generalized polyhedral convex set (resp., a
polyhedral convex set) in X × R.

It turns out that a generalized polyhedral convex function (resp., a polyhedral
convex function) can be characterized as the maximum of a finite family of continuous
affine functions on a certain generalized polyhedral convex set (resp., a polyhedral
convex set).

Lemma 2.3 (See [10, Theorem 3.2]) Suppose that ψ : X → R is a proper function.
Then ψ is generalized polyhedral convex (resp., polyhedral convex) if and only if domψ
is a generalized polyhedral convex set (resp., a polyhedral convex set) in X and there
exist w∗

k ∈ X∗, γk ∈ R, for k = 1, . . . , r, such that

ψ(x) =

{
max

{
〈w∗

k, x〉+ γk | k = 1, . . . , r
}

if x ∈ domψ,

+∞ if x /∈ domψ.

2.2 Generalized polyhedral DC optimization

Let g, h : X → R be lower semicontinuous, proper, convex functions and C ⊂ X a
nonempty closed convex set. It is assumed that (dom g) ∩ C 6= ∅. The minimization
problem

Minimize f(x) := g(x)− h(x), x ∈ C (2.3)

is called a DC optimization problem (a DC problem for brevity). As usual, g and h
are called the convex components of the objective function f . Denote the solution
set of (2.3) by S and the local solution set by S1. By definition, x̄ ∈ S if and only
if x̄ ∈ C and f(x̄) ≤ f(x) for all x ∈ C. Similarly, x̄ ∈ S1 if and only if x̄ ∈ C and
there exists a neighborhood U of x̄ such that f(x̄) ≤ f(x) for all x ∈ C ∩ U .

Clearly, x̄ is a solution (resp., a local solution) of (2.3) if and only if it a solution
(resp., a local solution) the unconstrained DC problem

Minimize
(
g(x) + δC(x)

)
− h(x), x ∈ X, (2.4)

where δC(x) = 0 for x ∈ C, and δC(x) = +∞ for x /∈ C, is the indicator function of
the constraint set C.
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Definition 2.4 If C is a generalized polyhedral convex set and g, h are generalized
polyhedral convex functions, then (2.3) is said to be a generalized polyhedral DC
optimization problem (a gpdc program for brevity).

According to Lemma 2.3, if (2.3) is a gpdc program (resp., a pdc program), then
domg and domh are generalized polyhedral convex sets (resp., polyhedral convex
sets). In addition, there exist vectors u∗i and v∗j in X∗, real numbers αi and βj for
i ∈ I = {1, . . . , m}, j ∈ J = {1, . . . , q}, such that

g(x) = max
i∈I

[
〈u∗i , x〉+ αi] for all x ∈ domg, (2.5)

h(x) = max
j∈J

[
〈v∗j , x〉+ βj ] for all x ∈ domh. (2.6)

For our convenience, we put gi(x) = 〈u∗i , x〉+ αi, hj(x) = 〈v∗j , x〉+ βj ,

I(x) =
{
i ∈ I

∣∣ gi(x) = g(x)
}
, J(x) =

{
j ∈ J

∣∣ hj(x) = h(x)
}

(2.7)

for all x ∈ X .

2.3 Conjugate functions and duality

Let Γ0(X) be the set of all extended-real-valued lower semicontinuous, proper, convex
functions on X . Clearly, any proper generalized polyhedral convex function on X
belongs to Γ0(X).

The Fenchel conjugate function g∗ : X∗ → R of a function g : X → R belonging
to Γ0(X) is defined by

g∗(x∗) = sup{〈x∗, x〉 − g(x) | x ∈ X} ∀ x∗ ∈ X∗.

It is well known [5, Propostion 3, p. 174] that g∗ : X → R is also a lower semicon-
tinuous, proper, convex function, i.e., g∗ ∈ Γ0(X

∗). From the definition it follows
that

g(x) + g∗(x∗) ≥ 〈x∗, x〉 ∀x ∈ X, ∀x∗ ∈ X∗.

Denote by g∗∗ the conjugate function of g∗, that is,

g∗∗(x) = sup{〈x∗, x〉 − g∗(x∗) | x∗ ∈ X∗} ∀x ∈ X.

For every g ∈ Γ0(X), by the Fenchel-Moreau theorem (see, e.g., [5, Theorem 1,
p. 175]) one has g∗∗(x) = g(x) for all x ∈ X . Many duality theorems for convex
optimization problems, as well as for DC optimization problems, rely on this result.

The following properties of conjugate functions are well known. The proofs given
in [8] for a Hilbert space setting also apply to convex functions on locally convex
Hausdorff topological vector spaces.

Proposition 2.5 (see [5, Proposition 1, p. 197] and [8, Proposition 2.1]) For any
function g ∈ Γ0(X) and for any pair (x, x∗) ∈ X ×X∗, the inclusion x ∈ ∂g∗(x∗) is
equivalent to the equality g(x) + g∗(x∗) = 〈x∗, x〉.
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Proposition 2.6 (see, e.g., [8, Proposition 2.2])) For any g ∈ Γ0(X) and for any
pair (x, x∗) ∈ X ×X∗, the inclusions x∗ ∈ ∂g(x) and x ∈ ∂g∗(x∗) are equivalent.

Definition 2.7 For any g, h ∈ Γ0(X), the DC program

Minimize h∗(x∗)− g∗(x∗), x∗ ∈ X∗ (2.8)

is said to be the dual problem of the DC optimization problem

Minimize g(x)− h(x), x ∈ X. (2.9)

Since X∗ is equipped with the weak∗ topology by our assumption, the dual space
of X∗ is X (see, e.g., [12, Lemma 2.1]), i.e., X∗∗ = X . It is worthy to stress that
X can be considered either with the original topology or with the weak topology. As
g∗∗(x) = g(x) and h∗∗(x) = h(x) for all x ∈ X , the dual problem of (2.8) is (2.9).

Theorem 2.8 (Toland-Singer’s duality theorem; see [19, 20, 21]) The DC programs (2.8)
and (2.9) have the same optimal value.

As the program (2.3) can be transformed to the one in (2.4), the dual problem
of (2.3) in the sense of Definition 2.7 is the following DC program

Minimize h∗(x∗)− (g + δC)
∗(x∗), x∗ ∈ X∗. (2.10)

Since both functions h and g+ δC in (2.4) belong to Γ0(X), from Theorem 2.8 we
get the next result.

Corollary 2.9 The optimal values of the DC programs (2.3) and (2.10) are equal.

3 Optimality Conditions

Consider the DC optimization problem (2.3). Recall that if ϕ : X → R is proper
convex function, then the subdifferential ∂ϕ(x̄) of ϕ at a point x̄ ∈ domϕ is defined
by setting

∂ϕ(x̄) = {x∗ ∈ X∗ | 〈x∗, x− x̄〉 ≤ ϕ(x)− ϕ(x̄) ∀x ∈ X}.

The normal cone to a convex set C ⊂ X at x̄ ∈ C is given by

NC(x̄) = {x∗ ∈ X∗ | 〈x∗, x− x̄〉 ≤ 0 ∀x ∈ C}.

Arguing similarly as in the first part of the proof of Theorem 4.2 from [3], one can
show that if x̄ ∈ domg ∩ domh ∩ C is a local solution of (2.3) (i.e., a local solution
of (2.4)), then the following necessary optimality condition is satisfied:

∂h(x̄) ⊂ ∂
(
g + δC

)
(x̄). (3.1)
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The set of the points x̄ ∈ domg ∩ domh ∩C satisfying (3.1), called the stationary
points of (2.3), is denoted by S2. In general, the fulfillment of (3.1) is not enough
for x̄ to be a local minimizer of (2.3). This means that the inclusion S1 ⊂ S2 can be
strict (see, e.g., [8, Example 2.8]).

Following Pham Dinh and Le Thi [15, 16], we call a vector x̄ ∈ domg ∩ domh∩C
a critical point of (2.3) if

∂h(x̄) ∩
[
∂
(
g + δC

)
(x̄)

]
6= ∅. (3.2)

The set of all the critical points of (2.3) is denoted by S3.

Remark 3.1 If h : X → R is a proper generalized polyhedral convex function,
then S2 ⊂ S3. Indeed, for any point x̄ ∈ S2, we have x̄ ∈ domh. So, from [9,
Theorems 4.10 and 4.11] it follows that ∂h(x̄) is a nonempty generalized polyhedral
convex set. Therefore, (3.1) implies (3.2). Thus, we have S2 ⊂ S3.

Remark 3.2 The inclusion S2 ⊂ S3 can be strict even if h : X → R is a proper
generalized polyhedral convex function. To justify this claim, it suffices to choose
X = R, C = X , g(x) = 0, h(x) = |x|, and x̄ = 0. Then, one has x̄ ∈ S3 \ S2.

The next result extends Theorem 4.2 from [3], which was obtained for DC pro-
grams in finite-dimensional Euclidean spaces, to DC programs in infinite-dimensional
locally convex Hausdorff topological vector spaces.

Theorem 3.3 Let g : X → R be a proper and convex function, h : X → R a proper
generalized polyhedral convex function, and C ⊂ X a nonempty convex set. Then, a
point

x̄ ∈ domg ∩ [int(domh)] ∩ C (3.3)

is a local solution of (2.3) if and only if the inclusion (3.1) holds. Thus, the equality
S1 = S2 is valid.

Proof. Fix any x̄ ∈ domg ∩ [int(domh)] ∩C. If x̄ is a local solution of (2.3) then, as
shown above, (3.1) is valid. Conversely, suppose that (3.1) is satisfied. Since h is a
generalized polyhedral convex function, it admits a representation of the form (2.6).
Hence, applying the formula for computing the subdifferential of the maximum of
convex functions in [14, Theorem 3.59], we have

∂h(x) = co


 ⋃

j∈J(x)

∂hj(x)


 = co

{
v∗j

∣∣ j ∈ J(x)
}

(3.4)

for any x ∈ int(domh), where J(x) is defined by (2.7). In particular, it holds that

∂h(x̄) = co
{
v∗j

∣∣ j ∈ J(x̄)
}
. (3.5)

Put Jc(x̄) = J \ J(x̄). Then, hj(x̄) < h(x̄) for any j ∈ Jc(x̄). As the functions hj,
j ∈ Jc(x̄), and h are continuous in a neighborhood of x̄, there exists a neighborhood
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U ⊂ int(domh) of x̄, such that hj(x) < h(x) for all x ∈ U and j ∈ Jc(x̄). Then
we get J(x) ⊂ J(x̄) for every x ∈ U . So, the formulas (3.4) and (3.5) imply that
∂h(x) ⊂ ∂h(x̄) for every x ∈ U .

Since J(x) 6= ∅ for any x ∈ domh, from (3.4) we can deduce that ∂h(x) 6= ∅ for
all x ∈ U . So, for any x ∈ U , combing the inclusion ∂h(x) ⊂ ∂h(x̄) with (3.1) yields
a subgradient x∗ ∈ ∂h(x) such that x∗ ∈ ∂

(
g + δC

)
(x̄). Therefore, we have

{
h(y)− h(x) ≥ 〈x∗, y − x〉,

g(y) + δC(y)− g(x̄) ≥ 〈x∗, y − x̄〉

for all y ∈ X . Substituting y = x̄ to the first inequality and y = x to the second one,
we obtain

{
h(x̄)− h(x) ≥ 〈x∗, x̄− x〉

g(x) + δC(x)− g(x̄) ≥ 〈x∗, x− x̄〉.

Adding the last inequalities side by side yields

[g(x) + δC(x)− h(x)]− [g(x̄)− h(x̄)] ≥ 0.

It follows that

[g(x)− h(x)]− [g(x̄)− h(x̄)] ≥ 0 ∀x ∈ C ∩ U.

Thus, x̄ is a local solution of (2.3). ✷

Specializing Theorem 3.3 to the case where both h and g are generalized polyhedral
convex functions, we have the following theorem.

Theorem 3.4 Let the functions g : X → R and h : X → R be generalized polyhedral
convex functions given by (2.5) and (2.6), and C ⊂ X a nonempty convex set. Then,
a point

x̄ ∈ [int(domg)] ∩ [int(domh)] ∩ C (3.6)

is a local solution of (2.3) if and only if

co
{
v∗j

∣∣ j ∈ J(x̄)
}
⊂ co

{
u∗i

∣∣ i ∈ I(x̄)
}
+NC(x̄), (3.7)

where the active index sets I(x̄) and J(x̄) are defined by (2.7).

Proof. Let x̄ be such that (3.6) is satisfied. Then, by Theorem 3.3, x̄ is a local
solution of (2.3) if and only if (3.1) is fulfilled. On one hand, since g and h admit the
representations (2.5) and (2.6), x̄ ∈ int(domg), and x̄ ∈ int(domh), we have

∂g(x̄) = co
{
u∗i

∣∣ i ∈ I(x̄)
}
, ∂h(x̄) = co

{
v∗j

∣∣ j ∈ J(x̄)
}
.

On the other hand, as x̄ ∈ domδC and g is continuous at x̄, applying the Moreau-
Rockafellar theorem for subdifferentials of convex functions on locally convex Haus-
dorff topological vector spaces (see, e.g., [5, Theorem 0.3.3, p. 47]) yields

∂
(
g + δC

)
(x) = ∂g(x) + ∂δC(x) = ∂g(x) +NC(x)
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for all x ∈ X . In particular,

∂
(
g + δC

)
(x̄) = ∂g(x̄) + ∂δC(x̄) = ∂g(x̄) +NC(x̄).

So, the condition (3.1) is equivalent to (3.7). Thus, we have proved that a point x̄
satisfying (3.6) is a local solution of (2.3) if and only if (3.7) holds. ✷

Now, in addition to the assumptions of Theorem 3.4, if C is a generalized poly-
hedral convex set, then we have the next result.

Theorem 3.5 Suppose that g : X → R and h : X → R are generalized polyhedral
convex functions given respectively by (2.5) and (2.6). If C ⊂ X is a nonempty
generalized polyhedral convex set defined by (2.2), then a point x̄ satisfying (3.6) is a
local solution of (2.3) if and only if

co
{
v∗j

∣∣ j ∈ J(x̄)
}
⊂ co

{
u∗i

∣∣ i ∈ I(x̄)
}
+ pos

{
x∗k | k ∈ K(x̄)

}
+ (kerA)⊥, (3.8)

where K(x̄) consists of the indexes k ∈ {1, . . . , p} such that 〈x∗k, x̄〉 = αk,

pos {x∗k | k ∈ K(x̄)} :=





∑

k∈K(x̄)

λkx
∗

k | λk ≥ 0 for all k ∈ K(x̄)



 ,

kerA = {x ∈ X | Ax = 0} and (kerA)⊥ = {x∗ ∈ X∗ | 〈x∗, x〉 = 0 for all x ∈ kerA}.

Proof. To specialize (3.7) for the case where C is of the form (2.2), we apply the
formula of the normal cone in [10, Proposition 4.2] to get

NC(x̄) = pos
{
x∗k | k ∈ K(x̄)

}
+ (kerA)⊥. (3.9)

By (3.9) we can assert that, under the assumption made on C, the condition (3.7) is
equivalent to (3.8). So, the desired result follows from Theorem 3.4. ✷

Example 3.6 Consider the DC optimization problem (2.3) withX = R, C = [−2, 3],
g(x) = 0 for all x ∈ R, and

h(x) =





−x− 1 for x < −1

0 for x ∈ [−1, 1]

x− 1 for x > 1.

Since

∂(g + δC)(x) = ∂δC(x) =





(−∞, 0] for x = −2

{0} for x ∈ (−2, 3)

[0,+∞) for x = 3

∅ otherwise
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and

∂h(x) =





{−1} for x < −1

[−1, 0] for x = −1

{0} for x ∈ (−1, 1)

[0, 1] for x = 1

{1} for x > 1,

the inclusion (3.1) holds for x̄ if and only if x̄ belongs to the set {−2}∪ (−1, 1)∪{3}.
Therefore, by Theorem 3.3 we have

S1 = S2 = {−2} ∪ (−1, 1) ∪ {3}. (3.10)

As C is compact and g− h is continuous on C, (2.3) have a solution. Comparing the
values of the objective function at the points of S1 yields S = {3}. It is easy to see
that (3.2) is satisfied if and only if x̄ belongs to the set {−2} ∪ [−1, 1] ∪ {3}. So, we
have S3 = {−2} ∪ [−1, 1] ∪ {3}.

Figure 1: The sets S, S1, S2, and S3 in Example 3.6

4 Local Solution Sets and Global Solution Sets

Based on Theorem 3.3, we can obtain our first result on the structure of the local
solution set of the DC program (2.3).
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Theorem 4.1 Let g : X → R be a lower semicontinuous, proper, convex function,
h : X → R a proper generalized polyhedral convex function, and C ⊂ X a nonempty
closed convex set. If both sets domg and int(domh) contain C, then the local solution
set S1 of (2.3) is the union of finitely many convex subsets of C, while the global
solution set S of the problem is the union of finitely many closed convex subsets of C.

Proof. Suppose that h is given by (2.6). Since domg ⊃ C and [int(domh)] ⊃ C by
our assumptions, we have domg ∩ [int(domh)] ∩C = C. Therefore, condition (3.3) is
satisfied for every point x̄ ∈ C. So, by Theorem 3.3, a point x̄ ∈ C belongs to S1 if
and only if x̄ ∈ S2, i.e., the inclusion (3.1) holds. Since every point of C belongs to
int(domh), the formula for computing the subdifferential of the maximum of convex
functions in [14, Theorem 3.59] gives

∂h(x̄) = co
{
v∗j

∣∣ j ∈ J(x̄)
}

∀x̄ ∈ C. (4.1)

By (4.1) and the convexity the set on the right-hand side of (3.1), we can rewrite the
latter equivalently as

v∗j ∈ ∂
(
g + δC

)
(x̄) ∀j ∈ J(x̄).

Claim 1. Suppose that x ∈ C. Then x belongs S1 if and only if there exists a
nonempty subset J1 ⊂ J such that

J(x) ⊂ J1 (4.2)

and
v∗j ∈ ∂

(
g + δC

)
(x) ∀j ∈ J1. (4.3)

Indeed, if x ∈ S1, then by choosing J1 = J(x) and using the above-recalled opti-
mality condition we have (4.2) and (4.3). Conversely, if (4.2) and (4.3) are fulfilled,
then we have

co
{
v∗j

∣∣ j ∈ J(x)
}
⊂ ∂

(
g + δC

)
(x).

Combining this with (4.1) yields

∂h(x) ⊂ ∂
(
g + δC

)
(x).

So, we have x ∈ S2. Now, applying Theorem 3.3, we get x ∈ S1.
Claim 2. For any nonempty subset J1 ⊂ J , the set CJ1 of all x ∈ C satisfy-

ing (4.2) is a convex subset of C, which is open in the relative topology (see [4, p. 51])
of C.

Indeed, if CJ1 = ∅, then we are done. Now, suppose that CJ1 6= ∅ and let x ∈ CJ1

be given arbitrarily. As it has been shown in the first part of the proof of Theorem 3.3,
by (4.2) we can find a neighborhood U ⊂ int(domh) of x, such that hj(x

′) < h(x′)
for all x′ ∈ U and j ∈ Jc(x) := J \ J(x). This implies that J(x′) ⊂ J(x) ⊂ J1 for
every x′ ∈ U . Therefore, U ∩ C ⊂ CJ1. We have thus shown that CJ1 is open in
the relative topology of C. To prove the convexity of CJ1, take any x1, x2 ∈ CJ1 and
t ∈ (0, 1). Since J

(
x1
)
⊂ J1 and J

(
x2
)
⊂ J1, for every j

′ ∈ J \ J1 one has j′ /∈ J
(
x1
)

and j′ /∈ J
(
x2
)
. So, the strict inequalities

〈v∗j′, x
1〉+ βj′ < max

j∈J1

[
〈v∗j , x

1〉+ βj]
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and [
〈v∗j′, x

2〉+ βj′ < max
j∈J1

[
〈v∗j , x

2〉+ βj]

hold. Multiplying the first inequality by (1− t), the second one by t, and adding the
resulted inequalities yield

〈v∗j′, (1− t)x1 + tx2〉+ βj′ < max
j∈J1

[
〈v∗j , (1− t)x1 + tx2 〉+ βj ].

It follows that j′ /∈ J
(
(1− t)x1 + tx2

)
. As this is valid for every j′ ∈ J \ J1, we must

have J
(
(1− t)x1 + tx2

)
⊂ J1. Therefore, (1− t)x1 + tx2 ∈ CJ1 .

The inclusion in (4.3) can be rewritten equivalently as

0 ∈ ∂
(
g + δC − v∗j

)
(x). (4.4)

Since the function ϕj : X → R defined by

ϕj(x) := g(x) + δC(x)− v∗j (x), x ∈ X,

is convex, by the a generalized version of the Fermat stationary rule for convex
extended-real-valued functions in [14, Proposition 3.29] we know that the set of x ∈ X
satisfying the inclusion (4.4) coincides with the solution set of the convex optimization
problem

min{ϕj(x) | x ∈ X},

which is denoted by Ωj . As ϕj is a lower semicontinuous function, Ωj is convex and
closed. Noting that the set of x ∈ X satisfying (4.3) is

⋂
j∈J1

Ωj and the set CJ1 of all

x ∈ C satisfying (4.2) is convex and open in the relative topology of C by Claim 2,
we can assert that the set of x ∈ X fulfilling both conditions (4.2) and (4.3), denoted
by S1(J1), is a convex subset of C. By Claim 1 we have

S1 =
⋃{

S1(J1) | J1 ⊂ J, J1 6= ∅
}
. (4.5)

Hence, the local solution set of (2.3) is the union of finitely many convex subsets of C.
To prove the second assertion of the theorem, we can argue similarly as in [15].

Namely, by (2.6) and the assumption int(domh) ⊃ C we have

inf
x∈X

[(
g(x) + δC(x)

)
− h(x)

]
= inf

x∈X

[(
g(x) + δC(x)

)
−max

j∈J

(
〈v∗j , x〉+ βj

)]

= inf
x∈X

[(
g(x) + δC(x)

)
+min

j∈J

(
− 〈v∗j , x〉 − βj

)]

= inf
x∈X

min
j∈J

[(
g(x) + δC(x)

)
− 〈v∗j , x〉 − βj

]

= min
j∈J

inf
x∈X

[(
g(x) + δC(x)

)
− 〈v∗j , x〉 − βj

]
.

Therefore, denoting by αj (resp., S
j) the optimal value (resp., the solution set) of the

convex optimization problem

Minimize
(
g(x) + δC(x)

)
− 〈v∗j , x〉 − βj , x ∈ X, (4.6)
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and letting ᾱ stand for the optimal value of (2.4), we get ᾱ = min
j∈J

αj . Hence, the

representation S =
⋃

j∈J∗

Sj , where J∗ := {j ∈ J | αj = ᾱ}, is valid. Clearly, the

closedness of C, the lower semicontinuity of g and h, and the assumptions domg ⊃ C
and int(domh) ⊃ C imply that Sj is a closed subset of C for each j ∈ J . So, we see
that S is the union of finitely many closed convex subsets of C. ✷

We call the intersection of a generalized polydedral convex subset of C and convex
subset of C, which is open in the relative topology of C, a semi-closed generalized
polydedral convex subset of C.

Our second result on the structure of the local solution set of the DC program (2.3)
is stated as follows.

Theorem 4.2 Let g, h : X → R be generalized polyhedral convex functions and let
C ⊂ X be a nonempty generalized polyhedral convex set. If the conditions domg ⊃ C
and int(domh) ⊃ C are satisfied, then the local solution set of (2.3), now denoted
by S1a, is the union of finitely many semi-closed generalized polydedral convex subsets
of C, while and global solution set S of the problem is the union of finitely many
generalized polyhedral convex sets.

Proof. By the conditions made on g, h,and C, all the assumptions of Theorem 4.1
are satisfied. Therefore, since the local solution set S1a is a special case of the local
solution set S1 of (2.3), we can repeat the preceding proof and get from (4.5) that

S1a =
⋃{

S1(J1) | J1 ⊂ J, J1 6= ∅
}

(4.7)

with S1(J1) being the set of x ∈ X fulfilling both conditions (4.2) and (4.3).
Let ϕj and Ωj be defined as in the proof of Theorem 4.1. By our assumptions,

the functions g, δC , and (−v∗j ) are generalized polyhedral convex,

domg ∩ domδC ∩ dom(−v∗j ) = C

and C is nonempty, applying Theorem 3.7 from [10] implies that ϕj is a generalized
polyhedral convex function. Therefore, by [9, Proposition 3.9], Ωj is a generalized
polyhedral convex set. It follows that

⋂
j∈J1

Ωj is a generalized polyhedral convex set.

Since the set of x ∈ X satisfying (4.3) is
⋂

j∈J1

Ωj and the set CJ1 of all x ∈ C

satisfying (4.2) is convex and open in the relative topology of C (see Claim 2 in
the above proof), we have shown that S1(J1) is a semi-closed generalized polyhedral
convex subset of C for each nonempty subset J1 ⊂ J . Thus, the first assertion of the
theorem follows from (4.7).

To prove the second assertion of the theorem, it suffices to reapply the arguments of
the second part of the proof of Theorem 4.1 and observe that our assumptions assure
that, for each j ∈ J , the optimization problem in (4.6) is generalized polyhedral
convex; hence Sj is a generalized polyhedral convex set by [9, Proposition 3.9]. ✷
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Recall (see [4, p. 53] for an equivalent definition) that a topological space Z is
called connected if it cannot be represented as the union of two disjoint nonempty
open sets. Since the complement of an open set is a closed set, a topological space is
connected if and only if it cannot be represented as the union of two disjoint nonempty
closed sets. A subset Y of Z is said to be connected if the topological space Y with
the relative topology (see [4, p. 51]) is connected. Thus, Y is connected if and only
if there are no open sets U and V of Z such that U ∩ Y 6= ∅, V ∩ Y 6= ∅, and
Y = (U ∩ Y )∪ (V ∩ Y ). A connected component (called a component in [4, p. 54]) of
a topological space is a maximal connected subset; that is, a connected subset which
is properly contained in no other connected subset.

To proceed furthermore, we need the following useful lemmas, which might be
new.

Lemma 4.3 Suppose that D is a subset of a topological vector space Z and C is a
convex subset of D. Then, the closure of C in the relative topology of D, denoted by
Ĉ, is convex.

Proof. Let z1 and z2 be arbitrary points of Ĉ. Given any t ∈ (0, 1), we have to show

that z := (1 − t)z1 + tz2 belongs to Ĉ. Let U ⊂ Z be any open set containing z.
The map ψ : Z × Z → Z, where ψ(x, y) := (1 − t)x + ty for all x, y ∈ Z, is
continuous. Since ψ(z1, z2) = z, there exist open sets U1 ⊂ Z and U2 ⊂ Z such
that z1 ∈ U1, z

2 ∈ U2, and ψ(x, y) ∈ U for all x ∈ U1 and y ∈ U2. As U1 ∩ D is a
neighborhood of z1 in the relative topology of D, we can find u1 ∈ (U1∩D)∩C. Since
(U1∩D)∩C = U1∩D∩C = U1 ∩C, we have u

1 ∈ U1∩C. Arguing similarly, we can
find u2 ∈ U2 ∩ C. On one hand, by the convexity of C we have (1− t)u1 + tu2 ∈ C.
On the other hand, by the above construction of U1 and U2,

ψ(u1, u2) = (1− t)u1 + tu2 ∈ U.

Therefore, (1 − t)u1 + tu2 ∈ U ∩ C. As (U ∩ D) ∩ C = U ∩ C, this implies that

(U ∩D) ∩ C is nonempty. Thus, we have proved that z ∈ Ĉ. ✷

Lemma 4.4 Suppose that D =
m⋃
k=1

Ck, where C1, . . . , Cm are nonempty convex sets

in a topological vector space Z. If D is connected in the relative topology, then D
is connected by line segments, i.e., for any z, w ∈ D, there exists a finite sequence
of line segments Li := [zi, zi+1], i = 1, ..., r − 1, such that z1 = z, and zr = w, and
Li ⊂ D for i = 1, ..., r − 1.

Proof. Put K = {1, . . . , m}. From the equality D =
m⋃
k=1

Ck we deduce that

D =

m⋃

k=1

Ĉk, (4.8)



v. t. huong, d. t. k. huyen, and n. d. yen 15

where each Ĉk, k ∈ K, stands for the closure of Ck in the relative topology of D.

Indeed, since Ck ⊂ Ĉk for every k ∈ K, the inclusion D ⊂
m⋃
k=1

Ĉk holds. The reverse

inclusion is valid because Ĉk ⊂ D for each k ∈ K.
Pick any k1 ∈ K. If there is no k ∈ K \ {k1} such that Ĉk ∩ Ĉk1 6= ∅, then we

put A = Ĉk1 . Since Ĉk1 is convex by the convexity of Ck1 and by Lemma 4.3, for any

z, w ∈ Ĉk1, the line segment [z, w] lies in Ĉk1. Thus, A is connected by line segments.

If there exists an index k2 ∈ K \ {k1} such that Ĉk2 ∩ Ĉk1 6= ∅, then the set

Ω := Ĉk1 ∪ Ĉk2 is connected by line segments. Indeed, given any z, w ∈ Ω, we see at
once that there is a line segment joining z with w if both points z and w lie either in
Ĉk1 or in Ĉk2. In the remaining situation, we may suppose that z ∈ Ĉk1 and w ∈ Ĉk2.

Taking any u ∈ Ĉk2 ∩ Ĉk1 , we have [z, u] ⊂ Ĉk1 and [u, w] ⊂ Ĉk2 . Hence, z can be
joined with w by a sequence of two line segments, where each segment is contained
in Ω.

If there is no k ∈ K \ {k1, k2} such that Ĉk ∩ Ω 6= ∅, then we put A = Ĉk1 ∪ Ĉk2

and notice that A is connected by line segments.
If there exists an index k3 ∈ K such that Ĉk3 ∩ Ω 6= ∅, then we enlarge Ω by

setting Ω = Ĉk1 ∪ Ĉk2 ∪ Ĉk3 . Arguing similarly as above, one can easily show that any
two points of Ω can be joined by a sequence of line segments consisting of at most
three segments, where each segment is contained in Ω.

If D = Ω, then we are done. Otherwise, we can find an index k ∈ K \ {k1, k2, k3}

such that Ĉk ∩Ω 6= ∅, and we can enlarge Ω by letting this Ĉk join the existing union
of Ĉki, i = 1, 2, 3. Again, the new set Ω is connected by line segments... By continuing

this process, we can get a set Ω of the form Ω = Ĉk1 ∪ Ĉk2 ∪ Ĉk3 ∪ · · · ∪ Ĉks with
ki ∈ K for all i ∈ {1, . . . , s}, which is connected by line segments, such that there is

no k ∈ K \ {k1, . . . , ks} satisfying Ĉk ∩ Ω 6= ∅. Put A = Ω.

The proof is completed if D = A. Otherwise, the union of all Ĉk with k ∈ K and
Ĉk ∩ A = ∅, which is denoted by B, is nonempty. Clearly, from our construction it
follows that both sets A and B are closed in the relative topology of D. Since A and
B are nonempty and disjoint, D is disconnected in the relative topology. But this
contradicts the assumptions made on D.

Thus, we have shown that D is connected by line segments. ✷

Theorem 4.5 If the assumptions of Theorem 4.1 are satisfied and the restriction of
g on each line segment contained in C is a continuous function, then every connected
component of S1 is a union of finitely many convex sets and the function f := g − h
has a constant value on the component.

Proof. By Theorem 4.1, the local solution set S1 of the DC problem (2.3) is a union
of finitely many convex subsets of C. Denote these convex sets by A1, . . . , Aℓ and put
K = {1, . . . , ℓ}. Let Ω be a connected component of S1. Clearly, if Ak ∩ Ω 6= ∅ for
some k ∈ K, then Ak ⊂ Ω. So, Ω is the union of several sets Ak, k ∈ K. Therefore,
without any loss of generality, we may assume that

Ω = A1 ∪ · · · ∪Aℓ1 , (4.9)
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where ℓ1 ≤ ℓ. The first assertion of the theorem has been proved.
Since Ω is connected and every set Ak, k ∈ K, is convex, by (4.9) and by Lemma 4.4

we can infer that is connected by line segments.
Given any z, w ∈ Ω, we find a finite sequence of line segments Li := [zi, zi+1],

i = 1, ..., r − 1, such that z1 = z, and zr = w, and Li ⊂ Ω for i = 1, ..., r − 1.
To complete the proof, it suffices to show that the function f = g − h is constant

on each line segment Li, where i ∈ {1, . . . , r − 1}. By our assumptions, g : X → R

is a proper convex function, h : X → R is a proper generalized polyhedral convex
function, and both sets domg and int(domh) contain C. In addition, the restriction
of g on Li is continuous. By (2.6), the restriction of h on Li admits the representation
h(x) = max

j∈J

[
〈v∗j , x〉 + βj]. Thus, the continuity of the affine functions x 7→ 〈v∗j , x〉 +

βj , j ∈ J , implies that the restriction of h on Li is continuous. Therefore, the
restriction of f = g − h on Li is continuous. By the Weierstrass theorem (see,
e.g., [14, Theorem 1.59]), f attains its maximum value γ ∈ R on Li at a point x̄. Let
D =

{
x ∈ Li | f(x) = γ

}
. Then, D is closed and nonempty. For any u ∈ D, as u ∈ Li

and Li ⊂ S1, u is a local solution of (2.3). Hence, there is an open a neighborhood U
of u such that f(u) ≤ f(x) for all x ∈ C ∩ U . In particular,

f(u) ≤ f(x) ∀x ∈ Li ∩ U.

On the other hand, since f(u) = γ, we have f(u) ≥ f(x) for all x ∈ Li. So, we must
have f(x) = γ for all x ∈ Li ∩ U. This means that D contains the set Li ∩ U . As
the latter is an open set in the relative topology of Li, we have proved that D is an
open set in the relative topology of Li. Thus, D is a nonempty subset of Li, which is
both closed and open. Then, by the connectedness of Li, we can infer that D = Li

(see [14, Proposition 1.61]). Thus, f is constant on Li.
The proof is complete. ✷

Theorem 4.6 If the assumptions of Theorem 4.2 are satisfied, then every connected
component of S1a is a union of finitely many semi-closed generalized polyhedral convex
sets and the function f := g − h has a constant value on the component.

Proof. By Theorem 4.2, the local solution set S1a of the generalized polyhedral DC
problem (2.3) is a union of finitely many semi-closed generalized polyhedral convex
sets. In addition, since g : X → R is a generalized polyhedral convex function and
domg ⊃ C, the restriction of g on each line segment contained in C is a continuous
function. So, to obtain the desired conclusions, it suffices to repeat some arguments
used in the proof of Theorem 4.5. ✷

Remark 4.7 The results in Theorem 4.5 (resp., in Theorem 4.6) show that the local
solution set S1 (resp., the local solution set S1a) has a connectedness structure similar
to the one of the KKT point set of an indefinite quadratic program a Hilbert space [8,
Proposition 3.8]. Note that Proposition 3.8 of [8] is an extension for Lemma 3.1
from [13].
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Example 4.8 Let X,C, g, h be defined as in Example 3.6. Formula (3.10) shows
that the local solution set S1a of (2.3) is the union of three semi-closed generalized
polydedral convex subsets of C, each of them is a connected component of S1a. In
addition, the objective function f := g − h has a constant value on each one of these
connected components. So, the example under our consideration can serve as a good
illustration for Theorems 4.1–4.6.

5 Solution Algorithms via Duality

The following theorem presents some conditions under which both primal problem
and dual problem are gpdc programs in the sense of Definition 2.4.

Theorem 5.1 Let g : X → R be a lower semicontinuous, proper, convex function,
h : X → R a proper generalized polyhedral convex function, and C ⊂ X a nonempty
closed convex set with (dom g)∩C 6= ∅. Then, the optimal values of (2.3) and (2.10)
are equal. If, in addition, g is a proper generalized polyhedral convex function and the
set C ⊂ X is generalized polyhedral convex, then both primal problem (2.3) and dual
problem (2.10) are gpdc programs, i.e., both problems have the same structure.

Proof. The first assertion follows from Corollary 2.9. Now, suppose that g is a
proper generalized polyhedral convex function and the set C ⊂ X is generalized
polyhedral convex. Then, δC is a proper generalized polyhedral convex function. The
condition (dom g)∩C 6= ∅ implies that g+δC is a proper generalized polyhedral convex
function (see [10, Theorem 3.7]). By [10, Theorem 4.12], the conjugate function of
a proper generalized polyhedral convex function is a proper generalized polyhedral
convex function. So, the second assertion is valid. ✷

The celebrated scheme for DC algorithms (called DCA scheme for brevity) was
given in [15, 16] in a finite-dimensional setting. Recently, it has been reformulated
in [8] for a Hilbert space setting. We can describe the DCA for the problem (2.3) in
a locally convex Hausdorff topological vector space setting, which can be treated as
the unconstrained DC problem (2.4), as follows.

DCA scheme
• Choose x0 ∈ dom (g + δC) = (dom g) ∩ C.
• For every integer k ≥ 0, if xk has been defined and ∂h(xk) 6= ∅, then select a vector

ξk ∈ ∂h(xk). (5.1)

• For every integer k ≥ 0, if ξk has been defined and ∂(g + δC)
∗(ξk) 6= ∅, then select

a vector
xk+1 ∈ ∂(g + δC)

∗(ξk). (5.2)

On one hand, by Proposition 2.6 we can rewrite the inclusion (5.1) equivalently as
xk ∈ ∂h∗(ξk). The latter means that

h∗(x∗)− h∗(ξk) ≥ 〈x∗ − ξk, xk〉 ∀x∗ ∈ X∗.
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Figure 2: DCA scheme

So,
h∗(x∗)− 〈x∗, xk〉 ≥ h∗(ξk)− 〈ξk, xk〉 ∀x∗ ∈ X∗.

Thus, ξk is a solution to the convex optimization problem

Minimize h∗(x∗)− 〈x∗, xk〉, x∗ ∈ X∗. (5.3)

On the other hand, condition (5.1) is equivalent to the fulfillment of the requirement
xk ∈ domh and the condition

h(x)− h(xk) ≥ 〈ξk, x− xk〉 ∀x ∈ X,

which means that

h(x)− 〈ξk, x〉 ≥ h(xk)− 〈ξk, xk〉 ∀x ∈ X. (5.4)

Applying Proposition 2.6 once again, we can rewrite the inclusion (5.2) equiva-
lently as ξk ∈ ∂(g + δC)(x

k+1). The latter signifies that

xk+1 ∈ dom (g + δC) = (dom g) ∩ C

and
(g + δC)(x)− (g + δC)(x

k+1) ≥ 〈ξk, x− xk+1〉 ∀x ∈ X.

Hence,
g(x)− 〈ξk, x〉 ≥ g(xk+1)− 〈ξk, xk+1〉 ∀x ∈ C. (5.5)
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This means that xk+1 is a solution to the convex optimization problem

Minimize g(x)− 〈ξk, x〉, x ∈ C. (5.6)

Substitute x = xk+1 to the inequality in (5.4), x = xk to the inequality in (5.5), add
the resulted inequalities side-by-side, and make a simple rearrangement to get

g(xk)− h(xk) ≥ g(xk+1)− h(xk+1).

It follows that
f(xk) ≥ f(xk+1) (k = 0, 1, 2, . . .), (5.7)

where f = g − h is the objective function of (2.3).
We have thus proved the next result, which is originated from Pham Dinh and

Le Thi’s pioneering research works [15, 16], about distinguished features of the above
infinite-dimensional DCA scheme.

Theorem 5.2 The DCA sequences {xk} and {ξk} constructed by the infinite-dimen-
sional DCA scheme have the following properties:

(a) {xk} ⊂ (dom g) ∩ (domh) ∩ C and {ξk} ⊂
(
dom (g + δC)

∗
)
∩ domh∗.

(b) At each step k ≥ 0, the procedure (5.1) to find ξk can be realized either by com-
puting the subdifferential ∂h(xk) of h at the current iteration point xk or solving
the convex optimization problem (5.3), provided that the conjugate function h∗

can be defined explicitly.

(c) At each step k ≥ 1, the procedure (5.2) to find xk+1 can be realized by solving the
convex optimization problem (5.6) or computing the subdifferential ∂(g+δC)

∗(ξk)
of the conjugate function (g + δC)

∗ at the current iteration point ξk, provided
that the conjugate function (g + δC)

∗ can be defined explicitly.

(d) The value of the objective function of (2.3) decreases monotonically along the
sequence {xk}, i.e., the inequality in (5.7) is valid for all k ∈ N.

Example 5.3 Consider the DC optimization problem (2.3) with X,C, g, h being de-
fined as in Example 3.6. Taking different initial points

x0 ∈ dom (g + δC) = (dom g) ∩ C = [−2, 3]

and using the above DCA scheme, we obtain different DCA sequences.
1. For x0 ∈ [−2,−1), since ∂h(x0) = {−1}, (5.1) implies that ξ0 = −1. Hence,

substituting k = 0 and ξ0 = −1 into the condition (5.2), which is equivalent to the
requirement that xk+1 is a solution of the convex optimization problem (5.6), gives
x1 = −2. Further computation shows that xk = −2 for all k ≥ 2. Thus, the DCA
scheme yields the local solution x̄ := −2.

2. For x0 ∈ (1, 3], since ∂h(x0) = {1}, (5.1) implies that ξ0 = 1. Since the
convex optimization problem (5.6) with k = 0 has the unique solution x̂ := −1, we
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get x1 = 3. Further computation shows that xk = 3 for all k ≥ 2. Thus, the DCA
scheme yields the global solution x̂ = 3.

3. For x0 = −1, since ∂h(x0) = [−1, 0], by (5.1) we can choose ξ0 = 0. Since the
convex optimization problem (5.6) with k = 0 has the solution set [−2, 3], we can take
x1 = 1. Then, as ∂h(x1) = [0, 1], by (5.1) we can choose ξ1 = 0. Since the solution
of (5.6) with k = 1 is [−2, 3], we can take x2 = −1. Proceeding furthermore in the
same manner, we obtain the iteration sequence −1, 1,−1, 1, ..., which is divergent.
Note that if we take x1 ∈ [−2,−1), then the computation yields xk = −2 for all
k ≥ 2, i.e., it leads to a local solution. Likewise, if we take x1 ∈ (1, 3], then the
computation yields xk = 3 for all k ≥ 2, i.e., the global unique solution is obtained.

4. For x0 ∈ (−1, 1), an analysis similar to the one in the last case shows that we
may obtain either a DCA sequence converging to the unique global solution x̂ = 3, a
local solution from S1 \S, a critical point from S2 \S1, or a divergent DCA sequence.

To have cyclic DCA sequences, we can apply the idea of Pham Dinh and Le Thi [15,
Section 4] in choosing a selection for each one of the subdifferential mappings ∂h(.)
and ∂(g + δC)

∗(.) to deal, respectively, with the conditions (5.1) and (5.2).

First, suppose that the following assumption is fulfilled.

(A1) g : X → R is a lower semicontinuous, proper, convex function, h : X → R a
proper generalized polyhedral convex function, and C ⊂ X a nonempty closed
convex set with (dom g) ∩ C 6= ∅.

By (A1), h is a proper generalized polyhedral convex function. Using Theo-
rem 4.14 and formula (4.10) from [10], with h playing the role of f , we can assert
that there are finitely many nonempty generalized polyhedral sets in X∗, denoted
by P1, P2, . . . , Pr, such that for very x ∈ domh there is a unique index ℓ from
P := {1, . . . , r} such that ∂h(x) = Pℓ.

Let H : [C ∩ dom ∂h] → X∗, x 7→ H(x), be a selection of the subdifferential
mapping ∂h : [C ∩ dom ∂h] ⇒ X∗ and GC : dom ∂(g + δC)

∗ → X , ξ 7→ GC(ξ), be
a selection of the subdifferential mapping ∂(g + δC)

∗ : dom ∂(g + δC)
∗
⇒ X . To

construct such a selection H , we pick from each set Pℓ, where ℓ ∈ P , one element ηℓ

and put H(x) = ηℓ whenever ∂h(x) = Pℓ. With the help of the selections H and GC ,
the above DCA scheme has the next form.

DCA scheme 1
• Choose x0 ∈ dom (g + δC) = (dom g) ∩ C.
• For every integer k ≥ 0, if xk ∈ C has been defined, then take

ξk = H(xk). (5.8)

• For every integer k ≥ 0, if ξk has been defined and ξk ∈ dom ∂(g + δC)
∗, then take

xk+1 = GC(ξ
k). (5.9)

Clearly, for a given initial point x0 ∈ dom (g+ δC) = (dom g)∩C, if the computa-
tion by DCA scheme 1 can be done for every step k ∈ N, then we get a unique DCA
sequence {xk} and a unique DCA sequence {ξk} (otherwise, no DCA sequences are
obtained).
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Theorem 5.4 Suppose that the assumption (A1) is satisfied and {xk} and {ξk} are
the DCA sequences constructed by DCA scheme 1. Then, there exist k̄ ∈ N and
p ∈ N satisfying the following properties:

(a) From the index k̄, both sequences {xk} and {ξk} are cyclic with the period p,
i.e., xk+p = xk and ξk+p = ξk for every k ≥ k̄.

(b) From the index k̄, the value of the objective function of (2.3) is constant, i.e.,
f(xk) = f(x̄k) for every k ≥ k̄, where f := g − h.

Proof. From the construction of H via η1, . . . , ηr and (5.8) it follows that

ξk = H(xk) ∈
{
η1, . . . , ηr

}
(∀k ∈ N).

Then, by (5.9) we have xk ∈ {GC(η
1), . . . , GC(η

r)} for every k ∈ N. Therefore, by
the Dirichlet principle the must exist and ℓ ∈ P and a subsequence {xk

′

} of {xk}
such that xk

′

= GC(η
ℓ) for all k′. Denote by k̄ the smallest index k′ and choose p ∈ N

such that k̄+ p is the second-smallest index k′. In result, we get xk̄+p = xk̄. This and
the rule (5.8) imply that ξk̄+p = ξk̄. Now, since the DCA sequence {xk} is uniquely
defined by DCA scheme 1, one must have xk+p = xk for every k ≥ k̄. Similarly, since
the DCA sequence {ξk} is also uniquely defined by the scheme, the equality ξk+p = ξk

holds for every k ≥ k̄. Thus, assertion (a) of the theorem has been proved.
To prove assertion (b), we apply the last assertion of Theorem 5.2 get (5.7). Then,

by the above cyclic property of {xk}, we have

f(xk̄) ≥ f(xk̄+1) ≥ . . . ≥ f(xk̄+p) = f(xk̄).

It follows that f(xk̄) = f(xk̄+1) = . . . = f(xk̄+p). Therefore, f(xk) = f(x̄k) for every
k ≥ k̄.

The proof is complete. ✷

Next, suppose that the following assumption is satisfied.

(A2) g : X → R is a proper generalized polyhedral convex function, h : X → R

a lower semicontinuous convex function, and C ⊂ X a nonempty generalized
polyhedral set with (dom g) ∩ C 6= ∅.

By (A2), the conjugate function (g + δC)
∗ : X∗ → R is proper generalized poly-

hedral convex (see the proof of the second assertion of Theorem 5.1). Applying [10,
Theorem 4.14] with X∗ playing the role of X and (g + δC)

∗ playing the role of f in
that theorem, by [10, formula (4.10)] we can find finitely many nonempty generalized
polyhedral sets in X , denoted by Q1, Q2, . . . , Qs, such that for very ξ ∈ dom (g+ δC)

∗

there is a unique index ℓ from S := {1, . . . , s} such that ∂(g + δC)
∗(ξ) = Qℓ.

As before, let H : [C ∩ dom ∂h] → X∗, x 7→ H(x), be a selection of the subdiffer-
ential mapping ∂h : [C ∩ dom ∂h] ⇒ X∗ and GC : dom ∂(g + δC)

∗ → X , ξ 7→ GC(ξ),
be a selection of the subdifferential mapping ∂(g + δC)

∗ : dom ∂(g + δC)
∗
⇒ X . To

construct such a selection GC , it suffices to choose from each set Qℓ, where ℓ ∈ S,
one element uℓ and put GC(ξ) = uℓ whenever ∂(g + δC)

∗(ξ) = Qℓ. Suppose that this
construction has been made. Thanks to the selections H and GC , the DCA scheme
can be reformulated as the above DCA scheme 1.
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Theorem 5.5 Suppose that the assumption (A2) is fulfilled and {xk} and {ξk} are
the DCA sequences constructed by DCA scheme 1. Then, there exist k̄ ∈ N and
p ∈ N satisfying the properties (a) and (b) in Theorem 5.4.

Proof. From (5.9) we can deduce that xk ∈ {u1, . . . , us} for every k ∈ N. So, there
exists ℓ ∈ S and a subsequence {xk

′

} of {xk} such that xk
′

= uℓ for all k′. Let k̄ the
smallest index k′ and p ∈ N such that k̄ + p is the second-smallest index k′. Then, it
holds that xk̄+p = xk̄. Combining this with the rule (5.8) yields ξk̄+p = ξk̄.

To show that the properties (a) and (b) in Theorem 5.4 are valid for the chosen
numbers k̄ and p, we need only to repeat the arguments used in the final part of the
preceding proof. ✷

6 Conclusions

Optimality conditions and DCA schemes for general DC optimization problems on
locally convex Hausdorff topological vector space have been considered in this paper.
When either the second component of the objective function is a generalized polyhe-
dral convex function or the first component of the objective function is a generalized
polyhedral convex function and the constraint set is generalized polyhedral convex,
we have shown that sharper results on optimality conditions, the local solution set,
the global solution set, and solution algorithms can be obtained.
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