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B AR 2 HARAL R 58 e br Al

BribR AT IR K Pareto BT, UE4F, Ghane-Kanafi Al Khorram 16 W H 7 —J8H b 2407
R AR 2 H AR AL iR @R AT BCHTVRTE . RN, 5% T 9947 U bR BEAC T VR AL 52 31— 2822 i
JevE. BN, Ruiz-Canales I Rufidn-Lizana M7 FEHNNM 2 N R k- HFR e 20075 Z1H 7 £ HFE
I R (554 R, A, Geoffrion 12V B IRFRH T 2 HARLAL inl IR FLAT O AE M PR 26 T o
TR EA RS IR A 1) R AR 2 A5G &R 2 ), Benson F1 Morin 181 $@ H 1 HAth i b5 &
WITTVEFFAE MRS T AL T IR R SR bR F LA . #E 1983 4, Choo 1 Atkins 19 FFH ™ X
Tchebycheff JEELIHE TE IR T 2 HARRAL M — R mbn B 77 . X R R TR 5
M Z e 3E ™ 22 H bR OUA IR R B AU, 1Ak, Huang A1 Yang 200 F) B A 240 fI0 A6 1r) 758 P B 14 R A
AR R REORS R T BRI A AEVE R S T AR 2 H AR 1) R A XU K Z . Zarepisheh 45 211 4
AN MBI R A 77577 A2 2 H AR ARAL ) R A 25

IRIT, Ehrgott 1 Ruzika 22 F FIFA st A8 B AR R AR AR 1 T O e- 20000, RS T 2 H iR
DA 100 85 555 7 5 A 2R N LA U 1 — L8 7843 B BE 25 /. Rastegar F1 Khorram 231 #2117 3K
il 2 B ARACAL 0] — BT bR A T . X RbR A D7k AT LGB IR 7 vk 1224 Tt e 2931
125 125 25— e 2% M bR B A 7. HE—2P, Rastegar Ml Khorram 23! H3R15 T £ HARMIEAL i) @557 2L
fift B BURERN LA SUARE — S8 7 B B AR AE. IbAh, B ETICA VR 2 20 E 8K i 2 B AR AL iR &%
FfR I FAb— Lebr AL 7 VE, A AR AR AL 26300 550 SR AR 4k B85 B AU i AR
TATE BO DL K 2 SR AR 2 H ARG 0] R AT B0« ALl 554 OB AT AU AT U A AL
775 187,381

JRAE B AR E bR BT 2 HARAL )RR A R 5596 ROV A R, L2202 & 2RI )
FREM RS R EOHIRZ, (HIXEebrm b vk A s By e ot 2 H ARt A ) @ i S 2 i idb AT 7 2%
B A RS2 [ &M — L8 o SR A B ER AT, O IR EAL T IRIEAN XS 2 H ARk 1]
(0055 A (R AT SN ZI . 52 SCHR (19,22, 23] 26050 TAERE &, 28 3 TR A iR &t — 2800
fobr AL ) R 3 —20, R bR B 1) R 1) SR A S B TE B L 2 H AR IR R 55 A R0 A
R AN LA BRI 58 e hn AL S5 SR B8 4 1T A9 R AR S P S ) 3 A R AT .

2 TR

B R KA LB BRI, RP RoR p- 4 Buclid /0], 0 &R p- fEF &=, AHMEESE N
z,y € RP, &€ SLUIR 7K A

r<yer; <y, Vi=1,...,p,
xéy@ngyu vi:lw"»pv

r<yS TSy, THY.
AT 2 BRI (multi-objective optimization problem, MOP):

(MOP) min f(z) = (f1(2), fa(z), ..., fp(2))
st. gi(z) <0, j=1,...,m,
ho(z) =0, k=1,...,1,
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REREE B Bl W2 M

KA fiogihe : Q CR* = R, SHERM 1 < i < p, filr) 2F LRARE, BIGE U, € R £13
fi(z) < U;. ¥ (MOP) WA 4T4ERIR A

X={2€Q|gj(z)<0,j=1,... m;hi(z) =0,k =1,...,1}.

% HAREAL ] AR S 2 Pareto T 1906 FF i IRIEH, FRZN Pareto FflL. Pareto s fLIIEH]
R SRR L PR R BB, (MOP) () Pareto %M Pareto 554 2% (AR A RwAN 5SS
AR e X anR:
EX 211 4 zeX.
(i) B8 z & (MOP) A3 &, HAMELE v € X (13 f(2) < f(2);
(ii) 7% z /& (MOP) HIS8H XU, FHAFAE z € X 15 f(x) < f(2).
EX 2.202 FRze X £ (MOP) ] Geoffrion E A XA (AR NEA M), & T £H KR
HAFE M > 0 A EEH L fi(z) < £i(@) i Bz e X, BEDLEE—A §jHE £@) < fi(x) B
fi(@) — fi(x)
fi(@) = f;(®)
2.1 BHRUR. 56 URMESA SR EA TR &R
| BN | — | B | — | s |

FREE], FIRKRMIE R RZA KL, Flin, B 1 HETRIR (MOP) HIF54 RS . A 4R K
B RAREE ST AN [0,2]+ [0,1.5] A1 [0, 1).

KA (MOP) # ML —, ¥ 2 HintiAb nl B3 5 2 A OG5 B AR Ab ) &L 25 8
T EHARMEAL A (single-objective optimization problem, SOP):

< M.

(SOP) min g(z),

zeX
Hg: X — R. (SOP) AL LI R:
EX 2.3 7TeX £ (SOP) MMM, H#AMEREN 2 € X, H g(z) > g(2).
EX 241 & o ecR BeR HB=(B,8,....0) >0 R EFMSERE |- |5 &N
||y||g = maxi<i<p Bi (15 1y)il, HH 1, 2—A p x p BIFEFE Hiw 2

2.0

1.5}

1.0F

0.5

-0.5

1 (MKEFE) —2 (MOP) HIBHREHE %
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B AR 2 HARAL R 58 e br Al

L, i=j,
(Ia)ij = { o
o, 1#£].
7 2.2 Choo M Atkins "9 451, %5 o =0, M [ly|lg WIS H

Iyl = Jnax Bilyil,

X5 Bowman ' #2HHIT X Tchebycheff y85—%k.
ST 2.1 09 2 —5p < o < 0, W I, FFRH L, RN CRYIEG. R, &
—gp < <0, W I, FIEHFEERHAICREAT 0.

3 (MOP) HE£trE

% Choo M Atkins £E3CHR [19] FRTF TARIIE &, ASCEH feillid 5| A fa b A2 B4R th 2 H bnfife
[ — SR bR A R b I R AR R AL R RIS BT RS (MOP) 556 XU« A 4K
iR A AR 1 2 A b R A 22

B BT AR R AL 1) e

(SOP)L,,. min {|f . Z}

s.t. fi(z) +ris; <ey
zelX, s=20, Vi=12,...,p,

Ho o = (ff 5o f2), SHMERM i = 1,2,...,p, ff = mingex fi(z) — 6, § R4 EMTR/NIELL,
a€R, B3>0, He=(e1,62,...,6,) ERP, 7= (r1,79,...,7) = 0.

EIE 3.1 A zeX He=(U1,Us...,U,), M NHEHISEFE A

(i) 7 /& (MOP) FI5515 U,

(i) f7f£ —55 <a <0, 8>0,7 20,520 flifF (z,5) & (SOP),, . MR

(iii) F7E 8 > 0 7% (2,5) 2 (SOP),, 5 MMM, Hhr=0a=0.

MERR  ERIE (1) < (ii).

WHEM 47 e X 2 (MOP) WIg5A &R, W SCHR (11, & B 4.24] 70, /748 8 > 0 1615 2 2
AR ER A ] R A

min max 5;(fi(z) — f7).

zeX 1<i<p

SEREM i =1,2,...,p, &

a=0, r=35 =0
AR, (2,5) 2 (SOP), 5. HIRILAE.
?Eﬁj\'l‘i é'\ </.7,‘\, :9\) 7‘% (SOP)T‘DLBE

M. = 7 € X A& (MOP) (M85 &, WAL 2 € X AF
BMEER i=1,2,...,p, A fi(7) < fi(2). BN (2,5

3) AT, LA,
[i(@) +ris < fi(@) + 15 <&, Vi=1,2,...,p,
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RERE: B B51 % 2

Bl (%,5) /& (SOP), 5. KIFATR. BN - <a <O, MR8 2.1 43, XMERM i = 1,2,...,p, B

DI G (@) = 1) < DI (F@) = )5

j=1 j=1

Ft, B >0 ff =mingex fi(z) —6, H

rofe

max B|(I31(f(&) = £*))il < max Bi|(IZ1(F(@) — f*))il-

1<i<p 1<i<p
H .
1F@) = £71g =D rids < |1F@) = f*115 - Znsz

=1
X5 (z,3) MEthHETE.

HIWKIE (i) & (iii). B (1) 5 (i) S0 e ISR 5 M e 10 B AR RO O

EHE 32 4 7TeX He=[f@),W7eX & (MOP) WARMAHIAFE -4 < a <0,
B>0,r>0,5201{fF (2,35 2 (SOP),,. MmIMA;E.

IR SEM 4 7 X £ (MOP) WA SE. SR i=1,2,...,p, &

1
fi@) = f7
2R, (2,5) 2 (SOP), 4. HIRIATME. FHMLFIEM (2,5) & (SOP), 4 HIRILHE. K2, BUEAFE
(Z,3) IR i=1,2,...,p, B

OZZO, 5i:Ti:

>0, 5 =0.

fl(%) + Tigfi <eg = fz(./f), gz >0, e X (31)

E p
1£@) = £7015 = ridi < [£@) = f7118, (3.2)

=1

M (3.1) Al ry >0 W13 £(2) < fi(@), Vi=1,2,...,p. B, Iz 594 Rt aT %0,
B (3.1) AlfS, SHMEREM i = 1,2,...,p, B r5; = 0. B,

IF@) — 15 - stﬁnf - 15,

X5 (3.2) FE. L (2,5) £ (SOP), 4. MBI,

FEE 4 (3,5) & (SOP),, 4 MMM B 2 e X A2 (MOP) A XU, WAFE ¥ e X
BAHERN i = 1,2,...p, £i(3) < £i(2) BAFHE j 13 £,() < f5@). BN (3,5) /& (SOP),, 5. AT
1T, FITLA,

fi(@) + 18 < fi(®) + 18 <&, Vi,

fi(@) + 7585 < f3(2) + 155 <egj.
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B, f724E v > 0 115

[i(@) + 755 +rjv < g5

_ Sitwv, =14,
5, =
Si, i?éj.

FIATATHE. TN — 55 <a <0 H 8> 0, bk, iR4E512 2.1,

é?

AR, 5 >8>0, M (z,5) /2 (SOP),,
CIES]

rafe

max B;[(I;"(f(@) — f7))il < max B|(I5H(F(@) = f7))il.

1<i<p 1<i<p

Ft, B r >0 75
P D
£ @) = £15 = riss < 1F@) = £71I§ - Znsl 1F@) = £15 = riss.
i=1 i=1

XE\REEETE. 2 e X & (MOP) HIHZU#. O
i 3.1 fEEHE 32, S r FERIARBAAE r > 0.
f5 3.1 FHEWT £ H AR in)

min f(z) = (f1(2), f2(x)) = (21, 22)

st. ze X ={(x1,22) ER?|0< 21 <2,0< 20 < 2,20 > —(x1 — 1)}

26=01,7=(20),e=f(@) =20 H

1 —~ ~
a=0, 51=m7 52257 ri=r2=0, 5 =352=0,
W fi = f5 = —0.1 HAlkt (SOP), 5. BN
) = £l = mi (w1 +6), %(22 + 0)
o] mln 5= (z’rglenXl max 510 T '3 To ,
Hrh (SOP), 5. FIAATAR AT Ay

X1 ={(z,s) |1 <x1 <2,22 =0,81 > 0,52 > 0}.
BN (3,3) € X1, |£@) — 51§ = 1 BXFIAEN (v,5) € X1, H
1f (@) = fl5 =2 1f@) = g =1,

JITEL, (2,5) /& (SOP), 5. MIBALME. 810, 2 A LIk 2 H AR AL A R0
Bl 3.2 HpEH 3.1 PE BSR4

=01, 7=(2,0), c=f(@) =(20)
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hERE: B 515 B2 W

Rk, 7T LUK (SOP). .. Foam Nt R

rafe

Jmin (17 = £715 = s2) = min fmax (50040, 50+ 6)) - 52}

Hep, (SOP). .. HIA4T4EN

rofe

Xo={(z,8) |1 <x1 <2,29 =0,81 > 0,59 =0}

T EABHIE, (2,5) € Xo /& (SOP),, 5. MIBILAEE 2 AR RIRZ HERILAL RS A 208
EI 33 4 reX He=f@),07eX 2 (MOP) WAL HMLIE -5 <a <0,
B>0,r20,520 15 (2,5) & (SOP),,, MIEAAE.
IR WEM % 7e X & (MOP) WAMME. SMEEM i=1,2,...,p, %
1 1
T T

4p
AR, (7,5) & (SOP), 5. WIAATHE. THFIEN (,5) & (SOP),, . WAL # (7,3 £
(SOP), 5. HIBALHE, WAFAE (7, 5) HATMERM i = L,2,...,p, fi(@) <& = fi(@) H
IF@) = 115 < @) = £715- (33)
Wz ARNERR f(2) = f(2). Fik,
1£@) = f71I5 = IF@) = f7II5-

X5 (3.3) FE. B, (2,5) £ (SOP),, 4 KIEILHE.

ROM W (2,5) & (SOP),, 5 MEMHE. & 2 A2 (MOP) FIA R, WAFLE 2 € X MAMER
i=1,2,...,p, fi(@) < (&) BAHHE j 13 f;(@) < f;(@). B, (2,5) & (SOP), 5. BIFTATME.
[ e CRG| 2.1 vl

Ti=:§;::0.

rafe

1£@) = £7115 = max Bi|(I5"(f(@) = f)il = max Bi(17"(f(@) = )i,

1<i<p 1<i<p

1£@) =[5 = max B|(IZH(F(@) = f7))il = max Bi(IZ1(f(@) = [))s.

1<i<p 1<igp

=

B (f(E) = ) = max ﬁi(f_l(f(f) =i

1<

BIUIZ N (f(@) = f*)) = max 61( L@ = )i

I<isp

WEAN, B E SORIGIBE 2.1 WI45, WHMER 4, A

Uk (fi(@) = f7) < IZDk(fi@) = f7), Vi ],
(Ui (£5(@) = f7) < kg (@) = £7)-
Kt
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>ﬁkz Dl fi(@) = £7) = BT (F@) = F e
HF@) — £llg < 1£@) — £ 115 AT,

1£@) = 115 = s < 1F@) = £7115 - Znsz
i=1

X5 REFMTE. O

A 3.2 031 RUDEH 3.3 o FEEIARBHRN —5; < a <0; #1 3.2 WWARDEERE » 7 H
FNE >0, EH 3.3 o FEHEBAREIGAN -5 <a<O0.

EFE 34 27X He=(U,Us...,U0,), M 2 € X /& (MOP) M EA R BAUAFAE
5 <a<0,6>0,720,52 02 r5 =0 5 (2,3) & (SOP),,,. KM

AR EM W 2 X & (MOP) MEAMMHNEEMN i =1,2,...,p, & r; =5 =0, WAk
(SOP)_ .. H5A

rafe

min || f(z) - fII3- (3-4)

P4 7 /& (MOP) HIECA R, FTLL, disCHk 19, 523 3.1) AIAL f74E —5 < a < 0 Ml g > 0 fif5 2
& (3.4) MR, Bk, (3.5) & (SOP), 4. MR,

ot 5EM 3.3 MR ERERAREL, S5 7 & (MOP) HIA R, NiEAAAE M > 0 fE75%t
TR fi(x) < f:(2) B0 M o e X, BOIEE—A j 6153 £3) < f;(z) H

[i(@) — fi(x)
OE GRS
g fo(@) < fr(@). &
éj —0; = lfgig (6; — 0:),

ﬁ\:[:'j é\z = (Ictl(f(%) - f*))lv gz = (L;l(f(f) - f*))“ it=12,...,p, )I_I‘IJ é\] _gj < 0. %Z:?j‘i7 Xﬂ{i%aﬁ
i=1,2,....p, & 0; —0; >0, N

) |8 = vy 0. — =) _ £*||8
19(@) = £718 = max 6 > max 5,0 = |1£(z) — 2

M,
1F@) = £718 =D rise > |1F@) = f7113-

=1
X5 (2,5) MRRIETE. #0, -0, <0 B f;(T) > f;(3). GEHAFW 530 [19, 258 3.1] fifl. O
TEHE 3.5 L 7TeX He=/f@). # 7cX & (MOP) FHAMM, WAFHE —5 <a<0,5>0,
r>0,520 {3 (z,5) & (SOP),,,. MMM
WEBE & 7€ X & (MOP) MEAMMHEMNTEMN i=1,2,...,p, &

1
—— <a<, ﬁi:
2p
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RERE: B B51 % 2

A & e X /& (MOP) HA R, FTlA, 2 € X & (MOP) AR B4, (2,35) /& (SOP),, 4 HIFT
TR NI TR IEM] (2,3) Bt SR, BUEAFAE (2,3) AXNAR i =1,2,...,p, H
fi(@)+3<e=fi(T), 3>0, TeX

= P

IIf(E)—f*II%—;’s? <|f@) = 13- (3.5)
M, B3 >0 /15 £(2) < fi(D), Vi=1,2,...,p. Kk, FIFH z A% H

L@ = f:(@), Vi=1,2,....p

W5 =00G=1,2,...,p). HM,

1@ - 11l - Z}zﬂf SEallt
X5 (3.5) FJE. L, (2,5) 2 (SOP), 4. MIRMARF. O

E 3.3 EF 3.5 KA E RO,
5 3.3  FREUW N HARMUAL A S

(MOP) min f(z) = (fi(z), f2(x))
st. ze X =[-3,4],

Hor
T, [*371]3
1, e (1,2), (1-2)2, ze€[-3,1)U(3,4],
fi(z) = fo(z) =
x—1, z€]2,3], 0, ze[l1,3].

2, z € (3,4],
FH 2 A Ul (MOP) 59 JURAE . A SURER 1A BURE S WA [-3,3]. [-3,2] Ml
[—3,1). A, Uy, =2, Uy =16, ff = —3—0, ff =—6. &

./I\ZQ, Ei:fi(i‘\), §i:0, i:1,2, a=0

H
1 1 1 1

he-f ixe TR R@-of o

Br=m =

N bR A A @] R omoh
P11
i1

1
4+ 581<f1( ) 17

Fale) + 552 < (@) =

(SOP), g min || f(z) = f*|I§ —

st fi(x)+
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_4 . . . . . .
-3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3 4

2> (FMEIRZE) (MOP) MERERER

reX, s =20 1<i<2.

HI f1(z) A foz) HIE AR 51 = 5o = 0, (SOP), 5. 1 @ BIRIATIE [1,2) H (SOP), 5 AISEAHA
5

(SOP), n5. min [|f(x) — f*|3
s.t. fl(x) < fl(f) = ]-7
fa(z) < f2(Z) =0,

NHSIE (2,0,0) 2 LR EARBRRIE. BN 81(AE) — 1) = B(f2(T) — f5) = 1, FTLL,
1f(@) = f*Ilg = 1. Beoh, XHMERER = € [1,2], F fi(z) = f1(@) =1 H fa(z) = f2(z) =0, N

1) = N5 = 1f(@) = f7ll5 =1, Vaell,2].

H(2,3) = (2,0,0) /& (SOP),, 5. HIEALME, 5 7 AR (MOP) HIHA X

E 3.4 (1) EEIEH 3.1 WS e WTEETATLUBA N ¢ = f(&). —5H, # ¢ = f(z), W5
GrPERARRSL. U7, B B RE R AT AN, AR SRR IE IR T, ¢ FARRBUER € T
(SOP), 5. A FIRIAT.

(ii) N TARIEEH 3.2-3.4 71 (2,3) /& (SOP) .. HITTATHR, ¢ WVEEIZE DR LURTER € > f(7). H

rafe

TRAEEBE 3.2-3.4 JROLAY RSN e V0 FIATA 1R 7T,

4 HH

R 3 WHALMFZER, GRS AR E N (MOP) WRTAT =2 5 /2 59 A 28 . A BURsEA
RO, g S AR S
Bl a1 HjEE] 3.3 PRIZ H R R L
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RERE: B B51 % 2

WA (SOP) ., F#omN

rofe
s.t. fl(l‘) < UZ',
reX, s 20 1<i<2.

AR, o ATATION [-3,4). FHIE (3,0,0) & L@k E A RAME. FA B(AE) — ff) = 2,
Bo(fo(®) — f5) =6, ITLA, || (@) — f*|1§ = 6. BLAh, BIA

]

(1+3496), z€(1,2),
Buful) — fr) = 4 26T

2(5+5)(x+2+5), z € (2,3,

0
2

) x € (3,4],

(1-2)2+4, z€[-3,1)U(3,4],
Ba(folz) — f3) =
0, x € [1,3],

FTLL, SHERE = € [-3,4], 4 B1(fa(2) — f) < § <0< Balfalz) — f3) H
If(z) = f1§ =06, ae€[-3,4]

B, (2,5) = (3,0,0) /& (SOP), 5. MMM H Z 2 (MOP) HI55H X
i) =

AT

§ 1.5, = fi(7),8,=0,i=1,2,a=0 H
1 1 1 1
hEn SR —n e T Rm o o
bR AL [ 8] R~ N
. ‘e 1 1
(SOP)raﬁs min || f(z) — f ”B - msl - 582

1 R
— 5 < —
4 55 H@) =1,

fa(z) + 52<f2() 0,
ze X, 5220, 1<i<2.

s.t. f1 (IZ?)

HELTH] 3.3 BT EL LR A, (2,5) = (1.5,0,0) /& (SOP), 5. MEAMME 7 2 (MOP) M1 2.
(iii) /Q'\i‘\:—?), Ei:Ui, T :Sl—o, 1= 1,2 H

o=t =9 g 0
T8 TNT8(95+16) P 8(96 + 128)
)
64 8
(I = (I )22 = 53’ (Ig" )2 = (I a1 = L
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Bk, FrE AL A AT LR IR N

(SOP), 5. min [|f(z) — f*[I3
s.t. fi(z) < U,
reX, s =20 1<i<2,
JEH (SOP), o5 ' o KIATATIHN [—3,4]. FIHYIE (=3,0,0) 2 (SOP), 5. HIRIMME. KN
Bi((I )i (A1) = f1) + U2 (f2(@) - f5)) =1, i=1,2,
FTLL, [1£(2) — f7llg = 1. Be5h, t

_ 8h1(x) + folx) +24+ 95

BilIZ (f(z) = f*)h

96 + 16 )
-1 ey S1(@) +8f2(x) +34+96
Bo(Iy " (f(z) = f*))2 = 08 198
il
2+ 62+ 25+ 96
w16 0“3
16
L+ s 1,2
8fi(x)+ fole) +24+95 | Tosy 160 z € (1,2),
96 + 16 = 8z
I+ 5516 x € [2,3],
22 — 2z + 41 + 96
9 + 16 , x€(3,4],
8x2 — 152 4+ 11+ 9§
9(5+128 ’ 1’6[73,1],
4496
Y SETT 1,2
Ji(x) +8f2(x) +3+95 | 95+ 128’ z € (1,2),
96 + 128 ) a+2+9
96+128 ) 1’6[2,3},
8(1— )2 +5+96
4
9%+ 128 € (3.4,

AT B (15 (f () = f7)

Y
i
Y
A=)
[\v]

27

(f(z) — £*))2, Vo € [-3,4], B
If(z) = f* 5 =1, Vzel-34].

B, (2,5) = (=3,0,0) & (SOP), 5. KImALMH = 2 (MOP) ) HA .

5 518

ARIHF T — W% H AL R 8 — 28 i As Ak 7. R FA st A8 A1) X Tchebycheff Y54L
PIHET TSR T — A SRl R S B Ja Bl S 7 %2 B AR AL R 855 80 . AR
AN LA U 52 e br A 2 ). R g R LER 1
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= f(z) HAME < BFE I - 5 <a<0,8>0,r20,520 EH 3.3
ei=Ui  FHMR & BRI -5 <a<0,8>0,7r20,520,r5 =0 EH 34
= f®@) FANR = B3 - - <a<0,8>0,7>0,520 EH 35
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Complete scalarization of multi-objective optimization problems

Kequan Zhao, Xinmin Yang & Yuanmei Xia

Abstract In this paper, we first propose a kind of new scalarization optimization problem by using the slack
variables and the extension of generalized Tchebycheff norm. Furthermore, we obtain some complete scalarization
characterizations of weakly efficient solutions, efficient solutions and properly efficient solutions for a general
multi-objective optimization problem by adjusting the ranges of several kinds of parameters. Moreover, we give
an example to illustrate our main results, which verifies that whether a given feasible solution of multi-objective
optimization problems is a weakly efficient solution, an efficient solution and a properly efficient solution by using
the corresponding scalarization procedures.
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