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Wtz I AR R 38 e X RE R D R, IR R AR SCII ST bl —. ik il s A5, FRATTR IR 3%
KEEEBAZ R/, 5t ERDXWA BV E, 562 B0 BAr sk 2Kk, JH
WM AR S A S [ B AR /M X R A A R 5 R ] A B 152 it 328 A5 284

e ML HE R, KRR S o R SRR US4 T SR i it ik
Bkl &, W T Bender 3 AR T 3R Af R RUASTE ik 0] R PRDRE ff 92 (4731 B4 S S K
Bk (0207 28] ST AR S A B0k (1224 ISR FHLE8 S ) ik 02 b Tt bk i) 2 35 42
f NP A )8, BT AR MEAE 22 TR A 1) A SR AR AR SR AL S & s B S 1 B A f R
R (2 WSCHR [19,25,26,34,35]). BEIEIE, BT ASCHTE B YL HAR RIS B H
RIS R SR g P TR ¥ 7 R SR PR S, R AR A R SRR AR A S 1) )
XA RA SIS AL

A E LTRSS

o AR —ANZ HERHF I G A, 6 — el g B R bk 1) R SR E AT REA AR
AT RED BRI 2 F P IR oR. ARSOR M B 5 U E AL H bR 2 —, BUBRAAE 88 AL B R,
HENT O BB IR MR Z AR ] LLTS SR B M, AN R IR TR

o ASCWTF—ANELLIA SR AF 71k, ARSCHTIE 1 2 B AR Bt B iR AR L R 22 H ARTR A B HON
R FOORARAE FEAR K. SR FH VR & S 5 R 1) R SR AR vk ) e JE B, FRATIH R e
SRk TR IE — AN I HE I FE LR M 2 H AR I 2 ORI, F 3 — Dz B b st o JE 28
% HARLRI )RR A, B 2 HOAA s AR B BRI 1, AT FH ATAT 7 vk, N AR R BARX T —
FRCPRITR A BB 1) 80, o L SR A FEAS AR U IR 35, (B AT B 45 SR Ja A B, BRATTI T S ot 5 %
X B it g ik ) R AT AR AT (SRR AR

o RILHIRITIE 2 H bR LR ARAR 0] BRAA s SRAE 7 V5. X T IELE I 2 H AR 51 20 AL 1],
FATTAH Scholtes A2t 77 vE X FLdEATRASh, FEIF T4 it i 85 Ji 7] (1) Pareto S RfE . 55 Pareto fft
fift LSRR s Z AR &R

AR THEMGEHWT. 5 2 TE 2 HsR g, IR &8N 2 B AR5 2
FHLRI . 25 3 1510 2 H ARSI 20 AR 7] R P b st 5 VR RRR B4k 7Y, 20 AR st 1) R85 1) R
MR R e 55 2 (RIS R, 5 4 928 3 TINEE I N T 2 H bef B iR A 47 e 24 st AR Y
FIBRCTE . 28 5 B BUE S5 R R R B LA . 2B 6 WA ARSI,

2 Z BRI LI EE

AR A2 HAnMg SO s IR R 722 7, 56 [ A% 4t 1) B0 6 B AR

2.1 e ENRR

Wtz bk ) R — 2R U A AL 1) B, R — A e ok TR R R S AL B, RIS
AN P o BO 28 3 ST Rt RIS e /MRS . FEZ U AT R R PR A — e 2 Rt g
SEI PR 5 A (EVBEAS), o P it R SR BSR4 o (A jl AR (21, 12 1) R 2 B 5 5 S
%1 iR,
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F; IV ¢ e T E AR

dj P je g maERk

cij MW i e 1 BIR P § € J RIS RAR
TRz M+ e 1 B 5 e T ML=

zi  COURHE, BT R e T, N1, I8 0

Koy b, B b ) FURT DA RN TR IR VR RO R R
min ZZcijxij + z:F;zZ
=y jeJ iel
s.t. Zl‘ij = dj, V] € J,
el
sz‘j < iz, Viel,
jeJ
xl-j>0, V’igf, jEJ,
% €{0,1}, Viel,
:/H\:El:l Zie[ Zje] Cz]x” %%%Tﬁﬁij‘(, Zie] Fizi %Z—‘—\‘%}ﬁj‘( é\ M - Zje] d] %%ﬂﬂﬁ,é\%ﬁﬁi, ﬁu
RVt AR IRE] g IR BRERAD (¢ > M, Vi e I), WARBAL (2.1) JyJo7 & R it
MEEABE Y 75 R Dy 7 e IR A St e B AR 2

2.2 HiIgEIEHHRE

X SRS A B i e ik e (AR s e i . VR BRI E), X AEASIAEE L RAE R
SAMARSEOR RV TG T ()8, R SR A A 28 0 W 4% S 7 ) R it e S T e AN i 2 AT 8 it A0 e it
M A RS R, A, ASHTH 1 YOG M 3 . A B e bk AR R, BATTARIL,
BOA S IEE A Z MR/ SRS MR NZ A BARA LT &, 1112 H AR R AT qEf i H AR
PBREC IR TR R AR, DRI EAR SO ST IR R A /MG I A H AR B8 20K 2 H AR M B IR . 22 H
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=y
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Hrb 2]l = e 12| RFEEIF ST 848, FE (2.2) AZE HARRS BB, BT 288 F 6
&2 HbR BRI R ER, PR SRR B R K. A SCE Sa b ek B B a4k

2.3 1ERARES K

0-1 AR R UAAAE, (AR ) (2.2) DM DASRAR K 22 H ARV & BB 1) L, A/ 0K LS5 4 2
WO EELLARAL ] .
RS, M TAERR i € I, RS

ZiZO, 1—Zi>0, zi(l—zi):O
FRAHEANAIE, B 0-1 ZJRA FIREN KR

R, 2 HARE G BB (2.2) AN EAAON TR 102 H ARG 2 SRR 1]

Ig}zn (ZZCUIU + ZFizia Z|1>

icl jed i€l
st Y wy=d;, VjelJ,
iel
| (2.4)
> wmiy <qz, Viel,
jeJ

xij>07 ViEI, jGJ,

z; =0, ].—2120, ZZ(].—ZZ):O, Viel.

AR, T (2.4) ESHZ FH AR E . A IEW, 2 AR AR (2.4) 52 HiRRE
BRI R R (2.2) S, BIANR fi ALAROT.

WL 2.1 A7 (2%, 2) AZ AARBBELRRRIF R (2.4) 1) (38) Pareto SALHE, ME B L HAR
VRGN  (2.2) 1 (59) Pareto Ui, HIn# (2.4) 1 (2.2) HAHFK] (55) Pareto HIHYIAI. X
Z AR

Pareto MRS Pareto HALARAIE SCILAE S 3.1, H (2.3) A, WA (2.4) AT (2.2) AAHIFER
Yosfilst, LR EATA HE R H AR RS, B LA 5 UE ) R AR S 18 . BRI, £ B AR
AORIN AL (2.4) BEIRAEES DA I, ERR IR LR . 24 Hir. HARREEARDEE =4
HEAEBR KR ZR, SRR R AR BK.

3 AENXEZ BRI ELRAK

EIE X 6 # 22 H AR B 20 R 1R A, A R ROR T 2R th E B U5 1. Mordukhovich 122
f£ Banach 2 [A/thif it 7 BA T LR 2 H AR RS ) B AU E A, Zhang 45 B9 018 7 %
H AR 2RI LR, FR45 T A RORAFAE L B 261 Lin 55 21 B8 T BEHLE H brt
M2 RN R A O AR Z ME T R AR AR, JRR 2 AN A T B 2. X 8 H AR i d
A, H AT B S BOSRAETTVE, Ik st Iy vk 141627330 0 R g T o D7 1% B RIBE)T Lagrange J7
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210 15] R R, A5 FA H BRI 2 ORI i) R SRR R A 5t TR LR A A RICR A T
Scholtes 7 $&H T S5 —ANFaith 7%, 1% 7753 E ] # HAE MPEC-LICQ (linear independence constraint
qualification for mathematical programs with equilibrium constraints) Jl¢ 32 R T Fa 5th i) 23 i) A8 e
Fr 3] DA ) iR ) R C- A2 g AL AT K 1% 0 st 7R N T ARG B 2 H A 25 2 SRR Rl 1) R,
Hrhe i . % TR BA A H s B b — A FE00 8 2 B AR 7 29 Rl 1) 23
min (f1(z), f2(z))
s.t. g(x) <0, h(z)=0, (3.1)
G(z) >0, H(z)>0, G(z)"H(z)=0,
Hr i :R" 5 R, g:R" 5> R% h:R" - R, G H:R" - R™ B NESAMEE f,:R* - R
NEESEREL N TRORTTE, & f(x) = (fi(z), fo(zx) T, Q A% UL AR, B

Q:={zeR": g(z) <0,h(z) =0,G(x) > 0,H(z) >0,G(x)" H(z) = 0},
Ir(z) = {i: Fi(z) = 0} RonBkdEfs & B
Zio(x) :=Tu(x)\Ig(x), Zoo(x) :=La(x) NZu(z), Zot(x) :=Za(x)\Tu(z).
X 2% e Q98 Th ) = Tyo(a*), Iy = Too(x*), Ty = Loy ().
3.1 FREMMARME

EX 3100 i a* € Q, WRAGFLE v € Q 3 f(2) < fa*) BEDHFE—D i e {1,2} THE
fi(@) < falz®), WIFR z* NZ HARFE (3.1) 1 Pareto SR, WRALELE € Q E15 f(z) < flz*),
WIFR z* 2 BARSE LI AN R (3.1) HI55 Pareto S LM

—RAETE N, W (3.1) AFEMARA B AT R RN, SRAR AR ) R A R B — RS T R A —
PR A R 1, LB RE R RIS B RS e R B Rl e . ST SR (21, € X 2.2] E LA
B (3.1) B R IR Pareto FaE £

EX 3.2 &areq.

(1) HAETE 0 € Ofa(a*) FMFET (N, B, u,v) € R?2 x R? x R! x R™ x R™ {15

MV fi(z*) + Xb + Vg(z*)a + Vh(z*) 8 — VG(z*)pp — VH(x*)v = 0,
a>0, ga)Ta=0, (3.2)

pi=0 ie€Tty, v=0 ieTy,

A>20, M+XA=1 (33)

(2) HAEAE 0 € Ofa(x*) FITRT (N, @, B, o) € R x RY x R x R™ x R™ f#i45 (3.2) F1 (3.3) )%
RYARNE R )l

wiv; 20, 1€ Igo, (34)
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WIFR o* N2 B ARS8 2 AL R R (3.1) 1 Pareto Clarke (C-) o s
(3) FAEAE 0 € Ofa(x*) FIFRT (N, B, p,v) € R x RY x R x R™ x R™ {5 (3.2) F1 (3.3) J&
5, Hi

wi >0, v; >0 or wuy;=0 i€y, (3.5)

MFK o %2 BFr8 209 138 (3.1) [ Pareto Mordukhovich (M-) F&5E A1,
HHE X 50 A1, =280 A I R IR ES K &

Pareto M- f2 i€ & = Pareto C- F2€ & = Pareto W- F2/E &1.
F 3.1 U EARBEAAMRIEE (3.1) RA A A BARR T, WiE @ (3.1) BN FH bR
I FOR R LU F 2 € Q,
(1) BAAETT (a, B, 1, v) € R x R x R™ x R™ fiif3
Vfi(z*) + Vg(z*)a+ Vh(z*)s — VG(z*)p — VH(z*)v = 0,
a>0, g@)Ta=0, (3.6)
pi=0 i€Tiy, vi=0 iy,
FRAL, WIFR 2* 95 H AR B8 2RI W- F25E 5
(2) BAHETET (o B 1,0) € RY x R x R™ x R™ 1643 (3.6) A1 (3.4) HOr, AR o 92 F A7y

BT R IR A C- F2E A
(3) BT (o, B, 1,v) € R x R x R™ x R™ f#75 (3.6) Ml (3.5) WL, MIFR o+ i H ARt

2T R A1 a7 2 R LRI ) Mangasarian-Fromovitz ZJ RS (Mangasarian-Fromovitz constraint
qualification for mathematical programming with equilibrium constraint, MPEC-MFCQ).
EX 3.301 & o cQ BEAFIEZRME (o, B, 1,v) € xR x R x R™ x R™ fiif3
Vy(x*)a + Vh(z*)f — VG(x*)pp — VH;(z*)v = 0,
a>0, g(x*)Ta =0,
pi =0, i€t

v, =0, ‘€I,
FOL, WIFRTE o* 3 2 MPEC-MFCQ.
3.2 MSirEK

Z HFr¥ 2 R MR 8 (3.1) A& HANMIKR G(z) > 0, H(z) > 0, G(z) T H(z) = 0, X HAE1H#%
WZEPESRSL ZJ R FNTE . MF (Mangasarian-Fromovitz)- £ 5 R0 851X 65 L 1) 20 SRE — A Oz, X
T H AR 20 RO ) AL, R AR st Oy — i R A S QA RANAS S UL R A AR LV Rl 1 2 #
SR ETEZ —. RICER Scholtes 27 kA 7%, 12755 M HA AR H HAMIHR G;(2) > 0,
Hi(z) >0, Gi(z)H;(z) = 0 AW TR AL R St
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ZAGU AT 1.
TR, B ZTE R T 2 H AR 2SRRI ) (3.1) RIS 217 s Ao ot ] e

min (fi(z), fa(z))"
s.t. g(x) <0, h(z)=0, (3.8)
G(z) =0, H(z)>0, G(z)"H(z)<t

AR, R (3.8) R BAAERLRAAE LR A6 1 2 B AR, 10 ARy Q). 3
BR (14, BB 3.2] 15, HRWARRGAE o € Q Al & MPEC-MFCQ, WAELE o* I—20E N
t>0 fEFR (3.8) fEAERMS « € NN Q(t) &i EArHER MFCQ.

NHEHW 2 BRI L AR R (3.1) 52 BARIEZERURI R T (3.8) ) Pareto SALME LA A 55
Pareto FALMEZ B IR 5C 2.

EE 3.1 KT t>0, % 2, AZ EIRIELMERLIF R (3.8) (155 Pareto M. #—H4 0
HARE 2 52 {2} KRR W o* 22 HARE L AR R (3.1) 955 Pareto sALME.

WERR A GUEH 2* € Q, AXTTERM ¢ >0, A Q C Q. NHARIEEIEH ZL 8. R o A
% BB L R R H & (3.1) 155 Pareto SALME, WAFLE z € Q 115

h@) < fi@z') B f2(7) < folz”).
WRYE xp — a* FUESLRE RS, FTHAELE o ARk N EHMEEN o, € N ¥
[i(E@) < filz) Ho fo@) < falz).

X5z £Z HARIELAIERRI A (3.8) HI99 Pareto SALMFAJE. %7€ BIAFIE. O
T AR ] Pareto fRACARAICEE. N 17 BUATT (8, 4

Y.={ye R?:y= (fl(ilf)7f2(30))T7m € 0},

Hi(x)

Gi(x)

1 (MEHRFE) Scholtes #3375 R 2RI,
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WMinY = {j e Y : NMFE y e Y 15 y < 3}, (3.9)
MinY :={§ e Y : MIE yeY 15 y <y HELH A i e {1,2} L v < 0} (3.10)
XF T Pareto SAUME, A~k E B AL
EIE 3.2 XT t>0, %z NZHARIELMERKIE (3.8) B Pareto S LM, 2t | 0 HARK o
5 {a} WHE—Z 5, SR % WMinY = MinY. W 2* 22 HArB8r 2 %) i AT (3.1) ) Pareto
AR
ERR BARA 2 e Q, B TAEEMN t >0, Q C Q. NHARIEZIEH Z458. i o A2
Z AR 2 R R A (3.1) B Pareto S AEAR. I8 WMinY = MinY, ATPA4E &5 X 3.1, (3.9) Fl
(3.10), AIANFETE 2 € Q fE47

[@) < filz) B fo(2) < fola”).

AR THIEE RS 3.1 PRI REAN ], HeAb . % 0E BT m

E 3.2 EH 3.2 ZMAHIUBE WMinY = MinY RI2ZRE H AR L A0 R i@ (3.1) 1
Pareto AR5 55 Pareto s LR Fl v [ AH [F].

Frit [ &2 (3.8) VYA ARG B0 2 H AR LI i, AR SCOR SIS B A 7 2R g 27 .
WKL G EE S

AT ={A=Ax)" tAER* A 20, 2 0,A + X =1},

XFLER A e AT, W T IR R

min Ay f1(z) + A2 f2(x)
s.t. g(z) <0, h(z)=0, (3.11)
G(z) =0, H(z)>0, Gz)"H(z)<t.

FRAESCHR (6] PTAFR AR (3.11) 52 HARKLRI A @ (3.8) MR AIA W RAR.

SIFE 3.1160 (1) XHMERER A € AT, & o BArEi i (3.11) ML, W o &2 Hbsakl
@l (3.8) M55 Pareto S fLf#;

(2) FHEZER 0 < X e A1, & o* Rbrmii @ (3.11) FIstE, M o 22 BHAA RS (3.8) 1)
Pareto B ALA#.

T (3.11) AR A R, PR 8 AR E RS AR = . MR E R, An i

I 3.3 A t]0, x NirEMFE (3.11) #J Karush-Kuhn-Tucker (KKT) &, % «* /& {2}
5 H 2 BRI 2R P @ (3.1) 7E AL 2 ALi 2 MPEC-MFCQ, M| 2 52 i@ (3.1) Y Pareto
C- FUE AL

JMERR  BARAREALIE (3.11) fE 4 2 A MPEC-MFCQ. H1SCHR [14, 52 3.1) a1, o* &
i £ AR )

min Ay fi(z) + A2 fo(x)
s.t. g(z) <0, h(x)=0, (3.12)
G(z) >0, H(z)>0, G(z)'H(z)=0



HERE HeE 55k 7

) C- FasE i, RIFELE 0 € 9fa(2*) FIIET (o, B, 11, v) € xIRY x R x R™ x R™ i3

MV fi(x*) + X + Vg(z*)a + Vh(z*) — VG(z*)p — VH (z*)v = 0,
a>0, g*)Ta=0,

pi=0 i€Tliy, v, =0 iely,
H v > 0,0 € Ty B A e AT ATHIZ6AF (3.3) AL, R, H15E X 3.2(2) AN o /&% HARHr 4w
KR A @ (3.1) [ Pareto C- F25E /. 1% € BAHIE. O
4 FASH[S)RR AIRR S IE M R

FALT ] (3.8), %F T2 H AR BT LI AR )8 (2.4), FATHE Scholtes #4577 28 HI T-1% ] RS
BN R Z H br & i L

r;l}zn (ZZC”$”+ZFZZ7,7|ZH1>

i€l jeJ i€l
s.t. Zl‘i]' = dj, V] € J,
icl

Zl‘ij < ¢z, Viel,
jeJ
.23@‘20, ViEI, jGJ,

2120, 172120, Zz(lle)gt, VZEI

XF T2 HARARLAE IR R A (4.1), FATHZNEIBUbR S AL VAR 7 AL, BIX 25510 X e AT, 18
SRR IR AE AR ) (4.2) 13312 AR (4.1) 1AE:

I;ligl )\1(22%'%]' + ZE%) + A2 Z |zi]

icl jeJ icl icl
st Y mi=d;, Vjel,
el
inj <z, Viel,
jed

CEij}O, ViEI, jEJ,

(4.2)

2z 20, 1—2z 20, Zi(l—Zi)gt, Viel.

A5 EIRARL AR ) R, AT, EHFReRE Y, 2] REARGHE 8, X AR Z ) i ok 1
WXE. Z9RFATHE 2 > 0 INIERLH, 15 HFRRE Y, 2] FELIR X N B0 ), 341
PRIZ G YRR GIEE. FATAT DLk I A O AE AT AT RUARIE A SRS (FTAT T 05 AR DT
s W RIE) SRIBIER (4.2), NTTTGTERS 3, 2| MEARATHE .

R4 e HE 3.1 Ml 2.1 K553 Tk,

TR 41 XFt >0, 2 (v, 2) N2 BEWRIELEMBINE (4.1) 55 Pareto LM, #F—2
At ] 0 BB (a%, 2%) & {(2, 20) ) FAE—F AL T (2%, 2) 22 HARE S BEORR W (2.2) 1055
Pareto HAILM#.
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T bk, 518 3.1(1) A 2.1, BEHE 2 FiAHEL.

L 4.1 NTEER N e At 2 (24, 2) NAELRMERKI R (4.2) W ifg, i#E—H4% L0 H
R (2%, 2%) 72 {(z, 20)} WAE—F . W (2%, 2*) 22 BARIRABEONER @ (2.2) 55 Pareto #x
HEfiE.

N TBURTTAE, & F(t) #omZ HbrAES MR H @ (4.1) B RE, W F = F(0) XxZ Hix
PIETL)FOM I A 8 (2.4) LRI, & X

T
Y = {y eR?:y= (ZZcijxij +ZFizi,|z||1> W= .7:}.
icl jeJ iel

KT (3.9) 1 (3.10) & X WMinY Al MinY. 45 @ 3.2 M 2.1, 255 13 5] PR,

FI 42 AT (>0, % (00,20) W FIRIEARHERE I (4.1) 0 Pareto RO, 4 ¢ 40 HIE
B (0, 2) R (o020} BOEE— A, R WMinY = MinY. W) (2, =) £ B R A S0
i) /@ (2.2) B Pareto AL

R EideH, 518 3.1(2) Manl 2.1, 52 T iRHER.

HIL 4.2 W TREER 0<Xe AT, & (4, 2) NIELMERRIR (4.2) FIRLH, £ ¢ L0 HIR
W (2%, 2%) 7 {(24, 2)} WHAE— TR, dE— DR WMinY = MinY. U (2%, 2*) /22 H ARG HER L
i) /@ (2.2) B Pareto s

RAEE R 3.3, AT TR KT 7A@ (4.2) WSt

EIE 4.3 XFEZEM Ne AT, 2 {t} 10, (x4, 2) AFEAR (4.2) B KKT 5. 3% (a*, 2%)
& {(z4,2)} ME S H MPEC-MFCQ TE R (2, 2%) &2, M (2%, 2*) 22 H brs3 8 29 B ) @
(2.4) 1 Pareto C- F2 7€ 1.

5 WIESL

AT N FH TR H RA SRR (4.2) SRAEZ HARMREBUELL R AR (2.2). BT BT SAE P MATLAB
R2020b 4w HAE HP & HK FIZ1T (3.6GHz, 16GB WAF). FAsthla i (4.2) FIARLE R0 RI K fig 28
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The multiobjective sparse facility location problem

Gaoxi Li, Yi Ren & Yibing Lyu

Abstract Facility network designers sometimes aim to minimize the number of facilities that provide ade-
quate services to all users, even at the expense of increasing the total cost. To achieve this goal, we propose a
multi-objective sparse facility location model. The objective function of this model includes a sparsity-inducing
term, making it a challenging mixed-integer multi-objective programming model to solve. Unlike conventional
approaches for solving mixed-integer programming problems, we relax the mixed-integer multi-objective program-
ming model into a continuous, implicitly smooth, nonlinear multi-objective programming model, which can be
solved by standard algorithms. Furthermore, the convergence of the solutions for the relaxed model is also dis-
cussed in this paper. Numerical experiments demonstrate that this continuous relaxation approach can effectively
obtain integer solutions for the multi-objective sparse facility location model.

Keywords multi-objective programming, facility location, mixed integer programming
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