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Abstract

Consider a class of bilevel programming problems with a special structure, where the upper-level
problem is unconstrained and the lower-level problem is a convex optimization problem. First, by
introducing the value function of the lower-level problem, the original problem is reformulated into
a single-level optimization problem (VP). Under the partial calmness condition, an exact penalty
problem for (VP) is further derived by penalizing the value function constraint into the objective func-
tion. Subsequently, under certain constraint qualifications, optimality conditions for the penalized
problem are established. The complementary constraints in the optimality conditions are handled
using a smoothing barrier augmented Lagrangian function method, transforming the problem into an
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overdetermined system of equations. To solve this system, the classical Gauss-Newton method is em-
ployed, and the convergence of the algorithm is theoretically proven as the barrier parameter tends
to zero. Finally, numerical experiments are conducted on small-scale problems from the BOLIB li-
brary. The proposed algorithm is compared with the LM algorithm, the Quasi-Newton method, and
other approaches. The experimental results demonstrate the effectiveness of the proposed algorithm.
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1. 518

M=FK(Bilevel Programming) & 45— HA IR Z IREF R R, g 2 B2 R R 2 17
RS RS AR, B Z AR ES B R EUH B G . B2 SRS EARE R BTk, b
JE RS ) TE HE H AR BRI T JZ RS M — SRR SRA, (HAEET MRS, R 2 s WIHE
FIRG AR FMAT, i E & BArR B A E RIS . [ERERE, TRERESH— P FEH
PRER BT, AT A A B EIRUZ L. HET, SNSRI SRS, TR 2 5 PSR S5 A,
BAZHRHLL]-[4]). R, HEeusafedt 7igee, Siiib LR TH RN FR SR & g, moA
TR I SE R B L T . R, FRR SR SUE R SR A SR A B H e 5 R (A

AT HE DL A=A A

(BP) minF(x,y) st.yeS(x), ()]
Forfr S (x) /2 N2 il R ) e A ik
(P.) min f(xy), @
&l
S(x):= argmyin{f (x,y)lg(xy)<0}. (3)

EEFAEBY (X)={y eR":g(x,y) <O}, EHF R xR" >R ZELIHI, f:R"xR" >R,
g:R"xR" —» RP ZIELEAT IR E, HXSAR y 2 “PELLa . & LA 2 ) (BP) IR 4738, FAT]
(45 SR G e BIARHER USRI, R AT (2 2t 2R, RAZAEE 1 B2 A8 i 29 o %A

AR R, EE T X002 R0 ) R 24 ) 88 A A 45 SR AL i et (1) B8 PR A o BIDASE of 3 e T 4 PR UL 2 R K )
@, W EHAEYE T NP-hard 7] (2 W SCHR[S]), 31X 32 B2 PR o0 2= RS A 7 ey g e o e AL de O A T Al
SR . FHTE 2807207 ORFEXUZ (L), Ferh & P72 R Fe A g — A B2

PP IIEREET N A KKT 264, 0= R 0] jU AL s A7 BAN AR AR AL T 2«

(MPEC) rXT'Ing F(xY)
st. V, f(xy)+2V,g(x,y)=0,
220, g(xy)<0,
ATg(x,y)=0.
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BITE N TR —,  BIR R BB FR Oy A2 R #1L0) (Mathematical Program with
Equilibrium Constraint, &% MPEC). 7522482, RIEAE T =R BN rEIE T, UMK iR &5 X
Biff] MPEC R R SEM[6]. AR —H SN, HEBRI—LHIMI LR % Dempe %5 A[7]
[BIWFFT 1 241 = Il ilii /& Slater Z9AUHLTEI , XUZ MUK i 4 = i (J=) &%) 5 MPEC A5 78 4 =3 i (J=) BT i) 2
LR H—Jm, ez JaimBedet i, HEE E MPEC /AT il 47 5535 i 2 MFCQ[9]. iX
2238 MPEC W] BEAEAE 3 i e AR AN 2 KKT SR E 0L, A5 — AR i SR S it R R B 18 AN B B 42 S H
T MPEC i, yitt, ZEA15IN T — LA g5 i fe i sUMZYOE (WL[10] [11]). MEAh, TEEE K AR T3 TH
RZ S e T URE SR AR MPEC FE8Y . [12]9h it T 3R % MPEC 18 541 — iR i, FRasr T
EITE R SRS E B I o [13]H 42 H T SRAR— ML AR AL 1] B AR A 5073 FE A I T 1 2% A (1 A1
BN, UEB 7RISR, IS AR R, HIZJEK A MPEC B, [14]hFE—K ETZ
i) R E A ]8R, ST MPEC A58 ) e L P 2 1, 36 ol g i e85 1) Bt o 50K MPEC BB 44Ky
B ) AT 9T . 8T MPEC BIRMIEAMIRH K E, 151 2 [ SCHR[12]-[14] B H 51 (AR DG AR
AR

Ty R 7 2 R 2 0 A o BORE S5 ) R A R B2 R . 6 TR R X, R RN E
BRI S () =@, 5E SCT 2 I B 1 B A

V(x):=inf f(xy). (4)

yeY(x)
MEREIE L1 y e S(x) MHMAF yeY(x), f(xy)-V(x)=0, £&>0, JAFELLF
B )
(VP,) min F(x,y)
X,y

st g(xy)<0, ®)
f(xy)<V(x)+¢,

£ e=0, @ (VP,)FRARB(VP), BLI AR E(BP)IK—FiEM; #e>0, [FE(VP,) M &
(BP) [P AUAR T o 3X —F& Ak [ L 4] &2 FH Outrata [15142 H FH TEUE 5, BEEHE Ye F1 Zhu [1614 3 H
TS XUZ R 100 A o A A 2R A o B DL T, R ECR AT, AR R B R AR E A 1%
I REARME s /2 — AR L RO o B0 X — kb, SCHRIL7145 1 RV B s BRI DUME B B TR 1 AR 4
PR E R B OGHE L R H, JF HAEFRRPESRAT S, Bt 17— ot B sh ik Rk iz e . B T
FH 6T bR BOEAME s o, K S 10 B Ak Sy Oy R AE R 3t 2 — P L () SR AR 7 v o SCHR[18]-[20] R 7E B 3
SPRRME AR — 5 IR, HES 108 OVP) B 7 A B 1 17) R P e e 1k 2% A, I PO FB BR B0t 3
FoA i B AN SR A, OIS R R B AT A N — AN TR . B RZ RS, S EATEH T Ei b ins, F
WAL, LM SEEEAT R AR, AT LKA 1R 5]

AR EREIE T ) B(VP), FEER T RatE AR — E AR ITE N, REHES T %010 [ B f A
PESRAT o X LA i AN R A, RATRAD G BT3GRtk B H e BT VE AT A28, TR HL 4L
e TR . ERME SRR T, SORRE T M A LM R R I E AR AL, JRIE T 4RSS
il T BRI S

B BERANB T AL ARG € UL RO G R 3 Rk B H RO BB TR
ST TN R I ) A Ayl e T AR A HESE LR TE T e AR R R [ IS R A RIS A S, IR
THAW S, B T BOLIB FE, HEAT T/ BB SE5G, 5 — el SR BEHET T X oy
Bre

DOI: 10.12677/aam.2025.149408 143 I3RS


https://doi.org/10.12677/aam.2025.149408

ZFheE

2. mEHER

2.1. B
B EA S BIZE  HT 2] — el . e A CcRY, XFvzeC, EMIENIE
Nc(z)::{VGRd (v, 7' -z)<o(||z-2]) VZeC},
FEZ R IR BRI HE E SO

Nc(z):z{liﬁn;vk v, eNg(z,), 2, €C, 7, > z}.
A CRYAE 2 AbJR A FLi & N (2)=Ng (2), WIFRZEAE 2 &bJ2 Clarke IENIAT. 35
f iR > RZ2 A FLELIRBEAE x e R ARAMM, w758 SCZRREE & x IIER G5

O (x):={g eR £ (x) = 1 (x) (¢ x=x) <o [x=x])},

FEZ R B IR KB
o (x):={lim, 16 8 (), % >, (%) > £ ()],
JF HeR % f 755 x [ Clarke (X7 9
o° f (x) = codf (x).

4 f:R® — R 7E 4 x A& Lipschitz Z4Ef1, 45 0f (X)=of (x), RAVFREALL f 7Ei% 542 Clarke IEIf).

2.2. ZRME
A RAL ) ) B bR B BN L AT 0 iR, PRz ) e 58 2 ). FRATE BT RS
(P) g;(x)<0, i=1--,p,
h,(x)=0, j=p+1--,q,

Hrh g, (I 1-- )%Dhj(j:p+1,...,q)%jgg_iﬁ”ﬁ%°
Xﬁ@%ﬂ(mﬁ@ﬁiﬁr, sy 1(X)={i=1-,p,g,(X) =0} s X A AR . PG LeH L

HHTE[21]
X 2.1. (MFCQ) TE R FR(P) I FI4T M X Abidi 2 MFCQ, WIRAFTEE d e R"#i15

Vg, (%) d <0, Yiel(X),
vh (x)'d=0,je{p+L--,q}
WL, I AR AR {Vh, (X), e {p+Lo-,q)) LT,

TRBRRS R H B E

FBULN A A SR LA R AR 7] &
rrxuynf(x,y)

s.t.g(xy)<0.
g (X y) <O L, FHSCHR[22] 7 52t 0o B 525 B4 i ) 7t
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p
min f (x,y)-r> Inz
Xy i=1
st.z+g(x,y)=0

T p>0, seRP, FATHE FR AR hiks B H R4k

p

L (xy,2,8)= (X, y)+2{—rln z+5,(z,+9 (X y))+i(zi +0; (X, y))z}.

i=1
N ORI T AT AT, FATTRESST s 0 bk s BOBGR R A, A DA E )

minmax L7 (x,Y,2,s),
X,¥,2 S

MTEREM (X, y,s), —EAV,L (XY 2,5)=0, AHETHz ZKT Xy, s 1, p MR

Z; (X, yvsivrvp) = %(\/(psi +0; (X, y))2 +4rp _(psi +G; (X, Y)))v (6)
[F] N 5 S ek
K (X Y.8.1,0)=2(X,¥,5.1,0)+0; (X, ¥)+ pS;
7
%[\/ ps+9i ( +4rp—(psi+gi(x, y))) )

Hrfti=1-, po AHERGR, FAVE z,(x,y,5.1,0) (X y.5.1.0) FERz; MK .
FRALTRIEN[23], FAIFH BRE 2, A0 i IR SRAEJ
B 2.1 WFr>0, p>0, i=1---,p, R,
a) 220, 20, z+0,(xYy)=x-ps HH z6=rp:
b) z+0,(xy)=0ZHHMNHg,(xy)<0, 520, —-s50;(xy)=
¢) MTr>0, z; M KTAEEXYys MM, BA

-z
iyt =5 V8 (X0 Y), Vi =—— Vg (% y),
i TR i
V.z, =lziei’ VK, _ﬂei_
Z + K Z +K

Horhe REIATTEAN L HATLEN O ML,
3. RILMERM

9 RAT ) (VP IR s AP 2% A, FRATTIE 75 5I N 4 PR 1t 2% A«
SE 3.1 (Bt ar) ¥ (X y) (VPR E R, 1ZIETE (X, y) 2 5P fF, Wi
FE4E A >0 J (X,Y,0) 4835 27 1413
F(xY)-F(X,7)+Au[=0, V(x,y,u)eZ/:g(xy)<0, f(xy)-V(x)-u=0.
MRESCER[24], 4n 2R ] B (VP)FE SR B B LA (X, V) W 2 B P Aa kAF, IRAAFAESHL A > 0 fif5 /2 LA
I 1) R D SRS e A i«

nx1yiyn F(xy)+A(f(xy)-V(x)) stg(xy)<o. (8)

BRI A R R B L R A DY H AR BB AR ST I PRI, JRATTIE BB N R R (VP) R 7k
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iff 41 ) 3L

BT FIR R, )R A RREHE AU S A, DR, FRATA LUR SR

EE 3.1 A (xy) 2R (VPR MR . izl b A BB B e e, ER
BV (x) 78 x LA R E T E R 5E 4N . Bhoh, I R(VP)E (X, y) A 2 i PRt AR, T 2 inl BETE
(%, y) &b e MFCQ. B4, F77E A e (0,+00) FILIE B H TR T s, Wi

V. F(xy)+(w-4s)V,g(x y)=0, 9)
V,F(X,y)+AV, f(xy)+wWV, g(xy)=0, (10)
vV, f(xy)+sV,g(xy)=0, (1)

5,20, g;(x,y)<0, 5,9,(x,y)=0, (12)

W, >0, g;(x,y)<0, wg;(x,y)=0, (13)

Heri=1--,po
TE R AR LA, EAMA RS (9)~(13) - 1E £ 45 5 ILHI £ RFIEAS BAL T S B KKT
KM TE BN FR, FEIZREF AR, BT 513 2.1 (2), FATHIEH sRE(6) b AN R
%A ST p>0FFEA/ NI >0, HATMEW R RSR
V.F(xy)+(w=2s)V,g(x,Y)
V,F(Xy)+AV, f(xy)+wV g(xY)
l//(r,p’l)(x, y,s,W)= vV, f(xy)+sV,g(xy)
z(xy,81,p)+d(xYy)
2(X,y,w,r,p)+g(xy)
Hr=0, ZRGEERG(9)~(13)5E M. R 25 R B KDEIs Tk, s TRESH A, AT
R B I — AN B 0 1T {n ) RAE SR R 8(9)~(13), MIMER 2k —> oo,
l//(rk,p,z)(xk'yk'sk'Wk)_>0'
B, KB E n+m+2p MEE, M HRHANEA n+2m+2p , XRRHZ ARG E @8 E T R4 .
FEROR, FRATTR A2 B v 20 A W0 SR A 7 R
HiE1
BB O0: 45E (X, Yoi S0 Wp)» A>0, p,>0, >0, K>0, rv,we(01), k=0
S’ 1. %‘l//(r,pk,l) (xk,yk,sk,wk)“g e k=K, Fiksh
BB 2: HTEATLIERE Vi, o (X Yio S W ) FEEFRDT 1 d

0. (14)

T

-1
_ T
b=~ (YWY Wmt)) VVmi Wi (15)

HI& 3: E{l,v,vz,'--}*iﬁi?%%ﬁ@fﬁ?’ﬂi%ﬁﬁ{take(O,l], I Hizb K it 240 e A5

<|

BBA: T X =% +a by Y =Yetadyo sa=s+adys W =W+l pcZpe-
S5 Sk=k+1, BEFPIR 1.

2
Y (r.p4) (Xk +o s Y+ oy s+ oAy W +akdwk)

(16)
2
‘//(r,pk,g)(xkvyk’sklwk )” +a)akVW(Tr,pk,4)(Xka Yk:Ska)W(r,pk,,l)(Xk, yk'sk’wk)dk'
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TR 1, e FoREE, KRRRKEARE . M T 2K o KRR, AT Armijo 7577%. H13((15)
AL BEREIERE, BV V) BARETRIN. XNV, FITERT 9%, 2
BEV Y,V W o) FITIFRR AT GRIE R AERT S0 . TR, FRATHIL T DRIX — S AR IO IR AT AT 25 1

RNTTERGER, FATE X R )2 ) Lagrange BRi%L

L (X, y,s,W)=F(x,y)+(W=4s)g(x,y), £ (xy,s)="f(xy)+sg(xy),

LB IX A R BT A2 8 (X, y) (¥ Hessian AR
Vil Vi L _
v :=[V§yu Vgxyu}, v(v,£')=[Vic Vit

P |V '
BSR4 Vg(x,y) ;:[ x y)] BTV v, BOET HAERE

v,9(xy)’
VL -AVg(x.y) Vg(xy)
v(v,£)  V,9(xy) 0
Vl//(nﬂ/l) (X’ Y S’W) - T
JVI(x,y) r 0
(i)Vg(x,y)T 0 Di;
Hop 7 =diag{z,, .7, |, Ti=diag{y,-7,}, ©:=diag{g,.0,}, B=diag{B, . B,} LI
TCER I AE R
e e O B 17 )
Z,+K Z,+K 7 +k 7+

Ktz =z (xy.8.1.0) Z=Z(Xy.W,rp), M /FHEL

FRALTSCHR[25], FATE SeiT 18 BB TR AIAR S
SI#3L TR -r>0, p>0MfEfGy, (XY, s,w) =0 ML AL (X, y,5, W), BUR S5 AL

7,>0, y,<0,i=1---,p,
6 >0, 5,<0,i=1---,p.

Proof. HR¥IESIFE 2.1 (1), W FHEEr>0, p>0, %I EIRKIL, "
HF AR GIH, BATAT DS M ORESERE Vi Vo JERT SRR 20 R o SOHE B DR i 0 A 503

A (15) /& R . Ui [F SCHR[25] ik, AT FAE R SRk R BRI AT .

R 32 AT HEIEr>0, p>0, 0<z<§ﬂ, =1, p R A (1) 0 41 (X, 7,5.W) , (B i
VAL (X, 7,5, W) RIEEH. B4, Vi, (X750 é@ﬁur@%zﬁﬁﬁea@o

Proof. % i {F &% i it d = (d] d] d] ) 73 V V(X V5W)d=0, HrideR™, d,eR",
d, eR". HILIATH
,5,W)d, —AVg(X,y) d,+Vg(X,y) d,=0, (18)

y
V(vyﬂ (X.y,5,W))d, +V,g(X,y)" d, =0, (19)
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7,V (77 V)T d, +,d, =0, (20)
oVvg; (7' V)T d, +B4dy =0, (21)
Hrpi=1-, p. WRIE5IFE 3.1, AT (21)E N
Vgi(YvV)lez_%dzw Vgi(Y,V)lez—gdm, (22)
ﬁt{ﬂ—%>0, —§>oo L, AT (18) £ d; -
d V2L (X,¥,5,W)d, - 4d, Vg (X,y) d, +d,Vg(X,y) d, =0. (23)
K2 N ERFH
T2l A (o o = o P Vi 2 5 ﬂ 2
d VAL (X, V,5,W)d, — 2> | == [df + ) —?' dz =0. (24)
i=1 T i=1 i
Hh, mA(22)7%5
dy; :_%Vgi (7' V)T d, :L:%idai’ (25)
F¥ iz AR QHE
TV (Y VS @ Sl 2nB B g
d,'vZL (x,y,s,w)d1+;(l /17i ‘9'][ a}dgl 0. (26)
W2, BIEEIE 3L, HT VAL (X,7,5,W) RIEE N, 0<z<§%, =1, p, R(26)R SR
AL, d A0 dy HRESR F AR (25), #EfHEH dy =0, i=1--, p o IEEES n
FEE R, M%%ﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁ%ﬂ%ﬁﬂﬁﬁ% R AR ) 3 3.1, ﬁ%%>oo

HT BREH, BATETH TR, CIEM Vy, V) FEAER R
R 3.1 LAURIERER R AT F
[VzLﬂ(x,y,s,w)T v(V,£(x, y,s,w))T Vg (X, y)T}.
B 32 T A>0, r>0, p>0, HEEVY[ Vi, R
SIEE 3.2, BB BLAER (X, Y, S, W) BOL, BAXN TAEEMA>0, r>0, p>0, %E[EV(//(TWMVV/(

rol)
fRIXS i B TC 3 S A% TR
Proof. 5 X a;, i,j=123 AfFEMAEITER, BaZHEESN
3 d, oy
Vw(t,pl)vw(rp,ﬂ)liazl Qy Ay |
8y dp Ay

B, BNMAFHZE TR, a,, ag RIPEX=AToRERIEAIH:

(), = 2 (V, L )TVf'kL‘ +gvj (vyk[)ij (v,.€)

k=1

+kZ:VJ‘9k (% y) V0, (xY)(z, ) +gngk(x’ y) V9, (x, Y)(B.)
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K ViRV =(V, oV, VeV, ) HISS JATEHRR VA R BURAERER | AT5 k FIE3:

v we X1 Xn v o v X1Ym
XnXq Vann Vxnyl VXnym
weo Y1Xn wr Y1¥m
Ym¥ Ym*n VVmYl vymym

gk 3.1 F15 B 3.1, %fa:(au) >0, j=L---,n+m. i, HAxIMLITERRN

(32), = Vi (% Y)Vai (% ¥) +(r)".
(ass)., gi (%, )V.(X,) +(B ) i=L---,p.

MRAEGI B 4.1, B AN LR R KT 0.3 n

SEH 33 MFHLA>0, r>0, p>0, & (xy,sW)RHLERGEL)MFE M. #HRE 3.1 FRE
B2 AL, MV, V) RAEE R

Proof. %45 30225 CHR[13] 7 € BE 4.8 KBIIERA . L]

DPIEMISE 1 Bt BATEFIEW P RKIIEENE. 2 (X, Vi, S0 W ) 2250 K DGOSR, WFATA
D

SIE33. T 2>0, r>0, p>0, REEEF, f g2 BrEgariii, WBafFELK o e(0,1]
45 30(16) AL«

NIRRT

glﬁ 34 ? Zk+l(p) = Z(Xk+l1 yk+1'Sk+l’ rHD) ’ Zk+l(p) = Z(Xk+l1 yk+1'Wk+l7 er) ° ﬁiﬁ
2 (P)+9 (X Vi )| 20 |Zk+l(pk)+g(xk+1’ Yea)| 20 # o2 py >0 NA

EXIRIERELY, ) (X Y,s,W) = “x//rpl(xysw)

¢(r,pk+1,ﬂ) (Xt Vs Sicaas Wiy ) < ¢(r,pk 2) (%0 Yier Sico W )-
Proof. #R#% z 12 Tk M58 2.1, GitEH

o 1 7 C.
6,0 ;Z+K(Zi+gi)’ (Zi+gi)'

Hepi=1-,p, #—D17

D¢(r,p,l) (Xk+1' yk+l’ sk+l’ Wk+1)

Dp

|P:Pk

1., - -
= _(Zk+l + g (Xk+1' yk+1))T (Zk+l + Kk+1) ' Zk+1 (Zk+1 + g (Xk+l' yk+l))

k

1.,
+_(Zk+l +9 (Xk+l1 yk+1))T (Zk+1 +

k
>0,

Kkﬂ)_l Zk+1 (Zk+1 + g (Xk+1’ yk+1))

A 2= 2(Xea Y Sen 12D+ Zea = 2% Ve W 1) - Zea =diag(Z,) > Ky, =diag(&,) -
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l[:[:y *Eﬁiﬁ’ EHEH:;'%,D>OH¢, ¢(,ypyl)(xk+1,yk+1,5k+1,Wk+1) %ﬂ:

z"k+1 = dlag (Zk+l) ’ Kk+l = dlag (’Zkﬂ)
B IEEE, n

p R IG ), ANTTTAF HH iR A 4510
PUR 250 1 st e .
SEFE 3.4, #EH 3.1 h AR B AR ¥ 3.1~3.2 7 (X, Yy, S, W, ) AbARSL, B4
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Figure 2. Comparison chart of the relative errors in the upper-level and lower-level objective functions across algorithms
under different parameters
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