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Abstract

This paper introduces a nonmonotone linear weighted Newton algorithm for solving multi-objective
optimization problems. It is shown that the algorithm achieves global convergence under the as-
sumption of a lower bound on the objective function and a Lipschitz continuous gradient. Fur-
thermore, under the conditions of quadratic continuous differentiability and local strong convex-
ity, the algorithm demonstrates local superlinear convergence. Numerical experiments demon-
strate that this algorithm outperforms the monotone linear weighted Newton algorithm in effi-
ciently solving multi-objective optimization problems.
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1. 518

Z Hiri i B I 1) — D32, SRR Z R M DL SE R IR S B VIR R,
FEERBITT . VR L EB ERETT AL ZMNHFER. £T 2 BRI AE SEhrAE T b i 3 24
A, 2EATE B EHEARNR, B0 2 BArfUL i 8o e 7 KEM L. B HETYIE, 2 HArfi s
HigJih DSR2 HERSCR, — &7 TR ARSI ERR R IE DR [1], XNEEREL
HARIEAL s it 1 4 7717

L B A BRSSO, SRR H AR AL IR R T 7 ik 22— 2009 4F, Fliege [2]8 Ok
WREHE) 22 HARLAL A . Fliege SR fF— MRKHR /N ) BOR MG R D517, JF HAER] T 5 H AR
BR L) B 38 Lipschitz JEZERT, SERA “Brisiol B . 54 Fliege f2 th 2 H ARtk A4Sk B
BCRAOWCHICR L, (E AL SRR A ) U (7 A, HHSEEE K. Jiang [3]%) Fliege $2 i)
AT G, SR R BT, X H AR e B GRS AT PRI, A e TR E e B
WHERTTIA, ZRFEREW i i R, HAEAE — 5% T RIFERA PG . Bk 2 4t
BB T FRIE[A] REEBEEVA[S] JLHURE VA6 LA S U AIIA[ 7] T R 2 2 H ARtk Sk

FIREREE S RS ZIEE DK T E AU, R R IR A AL
HRZX T2 HARAL AR UG, ARMEM RIS — A H AR R BUEAE R YOS AP AR, HoSm ] i v 2
IRl SR T 2 A SIGE T, T AR R 248 3R T R RE A R8I L8 AN . Zhang Al Hager [8]4 H — #1114
ERB AR SRR R A R T7vE, IR HAEBE T3P 7 ik b SR A 248 R O VR R AR =l R 28 R 5V (91
R

AL G AR PHLAL R EOAR, X Jiang [3]5e ISR AT G, SR 1 AR RIRAAE AU 02
FE—RE BB AR A TR T SAR S, BUESRIR s KR W], EMRMAAET, ASCHR VAR
figt 22 A Fn D0 A 1) RS RIS AR B I TR BE b, B BEINAT Rt SR 8 22 H A I A ) AL

AT 2 HARLAL )

min F(x)
st. xeU
Hr, FiUSR™, F(x)=(F(x),R(x),.F,(x)), UcR"AIFE.
E$i¢,ﬁ%Aewwm@§ﬁﬁIWM%%,MWM=MﬂxdW}oDH06WW%%HﬁE
¥ F 78 x Abf) Jacobian JEFE, VF, (x) Fn s | A HARREUE x LM, VR (X) Fom j A Bhrss
7E x 4b ) Hessian £E R4, %%ﬁﬁﬁ@ﬁ%%k@ﬁ%ﬁ@%ﬂﬁ%ﬁ,i@:Lﬁ@>OU:Lzmmy
j=1

(1.1)

FEARSCH, BBEF AR U B GRS H H AR AU AN B F) 9 Hessian FEFE#OYIEEAEFE, Bl
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FeC’(U,R"),
V2F,(x)>0, vxeU, j=12,---,m.

1EZ HFRRAL R, 25 FE 4R i 7 25 3R -
Vx,yeR" x=y< x =V, i=12,--,n.
X<y x <y, i=L2-n
x<yox <y fHx#yi=12-n

PR 2 SR 51 BB ORYEF SCHR[2] -

EX 1L WX eU, HEAFExeU, 15 F(x)< F(x*)(F(x)< F(x*)) , U X" 2 W (1.1) F) Pareto
AR B AT R (59 Pareto fe Bk 5515 2R «

EN 12 WX eV, HIAEX H—PNAEY cU ., HAfEExeUNV , {15
F(X)<F (x) (F (x)<F (x)) o WU X7 ) (L. 1) ) R0 Pareto s PG EX R 5 2K (R 3 55 Pareto At fil
BRI 5 R -

L3 BrxeU , # Im(DF(R))N(-RT,)=@, W KK F [l 58 ).

3111 #XeU, FeC'(UR"), WAL FLit:

1) # X 2&JRE 55 Pareto s ALfE, WX 2 F H— M R0E mio

2) # U ZME, FaMmEmRE, WMx 2 F fRe S, X255 Pareto Hfitfif.

3) #vxeU, £ VF(x)>0(j=12-,m)}rh, URME, FeC’(UR"), M4xeU & F Ik
SE R, X2 Pareto LR .

2. dER B AR S

R HARRAC I (1.1), FESCHR[2], 30 x AR RN s - sy ARITF LA i A

B
min, max VF, (x)" sy + (12)51V°F, (x)s, -
st sy eR"

E BRI, VF (X) s, +(Y2)sEV2F, (X)sy A F, (x5, ) - F () I UGERL, $RA017% Z1E
5 R HOE L T SRR TT 1] s o Fliege [214 bk i) UL (R 2 A RAL I RE, 3@ F Bk 19 H 3fe
TEERAG sy o MT 2 BAMEAL BRI, SXPCRIR R TT I TIRBON R, I it R R

ASCR IR R BIE R RITI s, RERSIRADTHSE AR &, SRR 2. BBtk
Ly [

mm%AJVﬁUf&ﬂﬂa§V¢KMQ

st. seR".

2.2)

mﬁ&,WHUKFLZWME%,ﬁﬁ%i@ﬁﬁ@fﬁﬂﬁﬁw¢xwﬂ%ﬁ&%,Mﬁﬁ
j=1

Q.2 TFEME— HIH M.
1 0(x) ZR R Q.2) KALAE, T4

s(x)=argmin Zm:/ij (VFJ. (x)" s+(1/2)s"V?F, (x)s) (2.3)
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7]

‘9("):22];?241 (VFJ. (x)T s+(1/2)s"V?F, (x)s) (2.4)
BT IR, TATE S R A2 B AR LAk 178 1) A 58 28 PR A 4R 151 5 7% (Nonmonotone  Linear
Weighted Newton), AT & H# 8 NLWN &%, S RRAD BRI
9% 2.1 (NLWN J57%)
1 EBAIGM X eV, BB M oe(01), £>0, pe(01), ne[0l], k=0, C'=F(x),
gy =1-
2 th(2.3)M(2.4), S HIKH s (%) F10(x,) -
A3 #0(x)=0, KILFE B, P4,
4 d h ZAER T RS AR N E UL e
F, (xk + up"s (X, ))SCE‘ +oup"0(%,), j=12,--,m. (2.5)

5 Lo =up™ s X=X +oS(X%) e
b6 HHig MCK:
Oy =770, +1, (2.6)

C;Hl = nqu;( +F, (Xk+1)/qk+l' 2.7)

Ak=k+1, ¥ 2.

FEIL 2.1 Hp=00f, WHC=F (X)) Wi IERIELIE 2R A Armijo 28K

FEE 2.1, BATAL NG,

517 2.1 [L0]X T500% 2.1 A —RIEAR, B F(x )<C*.

513 2.2 [10]8 {x, } R HEVE 21 = AEMFH # x ARFE R, WHEELK o > 032 (2.5) T IE
PR R AE N

TSI 0(x) 5 s(x) BITER .

13 2.3 2IEAC MR T, AL R4Sk

1) vxeU, 6(x)<0-

2) LAR =ANBIE AR SN 1

a) X NEFRE B o

b) 6(x)<0-

c) s(x)=0o

3) H(23)ZEMME s:U >R ERE FHR, HERAGEMEREO:U >RAE U FiESE

3. R

FEIX—/NAT, FRATTEAIE B 507 2.1 A RISt . 7EIE IS 2.1 A Rl sl 2 i, 45t MRk
PIGIEE

¥ 3.1 vxeR", VF(x)(j=12,-,m) Lipschitz &4k,

SIEE 3.1 M 3.1 Ko, H o BN IAL M RAMQE)N, NIRRT

@, = min{p,2p(1-o)|o(x)|/L]s (x [ }- (3.)

iE #a, 2p, MBI,

DOI: 10.12677/aam.2024.136280 2933 IR Esid


https://doi.org/10.12677/aam.2024.136280

Ha<p, Ha WLEE)XWTH, Jje{l2m}, A
Fjo(xk+(ak/p)s(xk))>Fjo(xk)+a(ak/p)o9(xk). (3.2)
Hifie 3.1, VF,(j=12--,m) Lipschitz #%E, NI4T
Fi [% +(on/p)s(%) ] = F; (x )
= (e / P)VF; (%) s(x )+ [ [VF, (% +15(%)) = VF, (%)] s(x )t

(3.3)
<(an/P)O(x )+ [ tLs(x )|
=(an/0)0(%)+ Lad [s(x )| /(20%):
i1 (3.2)M(3.3) Xl 13
o(a/p)0(x) < (e /p)0(x )+ Lat [s(x )| /(20°).
A5 T 1
& >2p(c-1)0(x)/L|s (%[ (3.4)

512 2.3 4 6(x) <0, M [0(X)|=—0(X) o LI (3.4)7T 5 L
&, >2p(1-0)|0(x)|/Ls(x -

5| B 3.1 KL
SEFE 31 B F(x) A FiE(j=12--,m), xeR", p<l. HRBE 3.1 WL, HAE—ANHE

¢, > O 78 I /R 25 SR S

0(x)|=c[s (%, )||2 k=12, (3.5)
M55 2.1 PAAERIFR A {x, ) BT — AR R il AL(1.1) ) Pareto ffLf#
UE HJGIEM PRI, M, g=min{op,20pc, (1-0)/L} .
Fi (%) <Cl = Blo(x )| (1=12,--m) (3.6)
8IS THI A VO«
(i) HHAERFALEREXM2E) ko 2p, W
Fi (X1) <C} + 0, 0(x ) =C} o, [0(x, )| <C} —op|0(x,)| (i=1.2,-+-,m)
% B=ocp, BN13(3.6)-
(ii) fE AR Q5 ko, <p, HEIM3L, WA
&, 22p(1-0)0(x )|/ L[s(x )|
FHE.5)E
F; (%.1) <Cl + 0o, 0(x, ) =C} — o, |0(x, )|
<Cf{ —20p(1—0)|(9(xk )|2/L||s(xk )||2
<Cf —20pc, (1-0)|0(x)|/L (i=12,-m)

4 p=20pc,(1-0)/L, RIF5(3.6)-
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BERR {x ) IORBR AT, 32 R ORAIE A X eS8l 17 3 (1.1) ) Pareto SR ARA7 -
Mg, S C{ TR AR (2.6) (2.7), LAK(3.6), A
k .
Oy =1+ 77" (3.7)
i=0

1
cy

[70,C + F; (%) ] /s
[na.C} +C} - Blo(x)|] /o
[(qu +1)C;( —ﬁ|9(xk )H/qM (3:8)
[8.C5 = A10(x)[] /s

=Ci - BlO(%)|/acs (i=12,--m)
HEH&ME, F(x)8 FE. Bl 21, AF(x)<Cl, NiCHaTFH. (j=12,--,m)
XF(3.8) IR n+ 1 Wik A, 193]

> 0(x)/a. < (8)(S) -C1").

IA

/?\ n— 4o, ’?%L@J
D 10(% )|/t <0 (3.9)
k=0

X2 {x ) IR A, % K2 — AN ERRIE AR, )ﬂUﬁLiengxk=ﬁo FAVELIE W] X /& Paroto f i, RIIE
O(%)=0, HIAEZEIER .
it o(x)<o, HI
36,>0, 8,>0, 0<5<d,, VkeK, |x -%|<si, f[0(%)=&-
ENIES]

§:|9(Xk )|/qk+l 2 > &/O (3.10)

keK firg-%]<s

m(3.7) A 15
k +0
Qoo =1+ 27" <> n' =1 (1-7n). (3.12)
i=0 i=0
H1(3.10)f1(3.11) i[5

§|9(Xk)|/qk+12 S 5/t > Y &(l-n)=+w

keK [x—S|<o keK [x—%|<6

X5B.9)F &, MIMEEAKL, Blo(R)=0. H17IH 1.1 FI5|# 2.3 WA, X2 E(1.1)f Paroto
AR, WAL, S 2.0 ARSI {x, ) AR R PR A 17 A (1.1) Y Pareto SRR, HOEEE 3.1 BAL.

4. BEbB LM SURE
BATVEAN I S0 2.1 B R SRR PRSI P O E B o E0E W12 0 20 44 th T T8 1 3 20 0% f8¢

Wo

SIFE 41 [2]#% xeUcR", abeR, HO<a<h. #al <V*F (x)<bl(j=12-m), 1
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(a/2)[s(x)[ <[e(x) < (b/2)[s(x)[ -

51FL 4.2 [2]# xeUcR", a>0. #al <V°F (x)(j=12--,m), M

0(0)]<(1/2a)

2

ilzjvpj (x) -
j=

SIE 43 [2] % XeU , EX R =%+s(X). £ ard,e>0, HL
1) vxeB[&r], Aal <V?F(x)(j=12--,m);

2) vx,yeB[Xr];
3) B[X,r]cU;
4) ||s(f()||3min{5,r};

0 [s(%.)] < (e/a)[s(%)] -

B8 4.1 Ve>0, 35>0, WxyeV. |x—y|<é. H[|VF(x)-VF(y)|<e-

% 4.2 vxeV, fal <V’F (x)<bl .

R 4.3 B[x,,r]cV -

R 44 ¢/a<l-o.

B8 45 [s(x)|<min{s,r(1-¢/a)} .

£ LR, ab,r,d,e>0, VcU, j=12,--m

TS A 2.1 1R B A S S e B AR o

SEHR AL B {x ) REIE 2L, R 4.1~4.5 BROL, WFEA {x, ) ARSI i (1.1) 1

Fi(y)|<e(i=12m);

& Pareto AR .

T BRI  k AR, @ =1
B F (% +5(%)) (5 =12+, m) 7E x A AT, 155

Fy (5 +5(%)) = Fy (%) + VF, (%) 5(x) + (1/2)s(%)" V2, (x)s(x) + o [s (4 ) )
HIGIHE 2.1 K o(x ) fE X, EXAT5HN
F, (% +5(%))SCE+0(x )+ ("s X, || )
=C¥+08(x,)+(1-0)8(% )+ (e/2)[s(x |-
XihEl 41, ERAER

F (% +5(%))<Cl +00(x ) - (1-0)(a/2)[s(%,) ||2 +(¢/2) ||s(xk)||2 @
=Ci +00(x,)+[e-a(l-o)][s(x, || /2
Hiffix 4.4 71§ ¢ —a(l-0) <0,
M40 5N
F (% +5(x))<Cl +08(x) (j=12,-,m)
RV, B kTR, o =1.

Fk, AEBIGEE 2.0 PR A (x, ) T I (L 1) R Pareto B AR
A A HER], YK DRI, @ =1, EIEEERD KKy VK koo B
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X = X +aks(xk)zxk +5(Xk)'

T AR -
1) %, —x0||s||s(x0)||[1—(,9/a)k ]/(1—g/a) (4.2)
2) [s(x )< (e/2)" s )] (43)

M k=01, ZiHEAIRI4.2), (4.3)FMAL.
1Bu;<é|k nEijL (42) (4.3) AL, B [x, =X < ||s %o ||[ (¢/a) J/(l—g/a),

XT(42) élk n+1ﬁj‘-

Js(x

%0 = )=
<||X —Xoll ||S |
=[s(x, ||[ (¢/a) ]/(1 g/a)+[s(x,)|(¢/a)"

=[s (%, [ (¢/a k"*1/1 g/a).

MM (4.2)%F VK € N BT
H1(4.2) B8 4.5 AT 13 x, e B[, r] « XHIRB 4.1~45 K51 FL 4.3, 155

||s(xk+1) < (g/a)"s(xk )|| (4.4)

%1(4.3), 4itr(4.4), Mk=n+1H, H

=l )| (/)"

<(fa)[s(x,)

<(g/a)(efa)"||s(

Js(x.4)
MTT(4.3)%F Wk € N AR
H(4.2), (4.3)r75
Sl —x = Zls O <lsOa) Ze/a) < 45
W {3, } RT3, AFLE X € R, (7 imx, =X
X (4. 2) iR A 25 U TR B U R P 45
[ = x| <[s(%)]/(1-/a). (4.6)
(@5, {[s(x )} esiE) o mfiE 42 LI 41 W lim(o(x)[=0. X3l 23, H
(x| =0, B RIMBQOMRE S, BEIE LA, xR Pareto BOLAR-

%E,ﬁME%&gﬁ%ﬁWﬁﬁx

X n =[s(x)|(e/) [1-¢/a), & =[s(x)|(¢/a)" s k=024 vy>0, %
é=minfay/(1+2y),e}. F=r, 5=6. %=X

vxeB[x.n ] U'J"X X || < I‘k—”S (%) " gla k/(l—g/a)o

H1(4.3)FME B 4.5 AI1S, X, € B[x,,r] -

H=AA S 1S
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=gl < =+ = %o
<[s (%) (e/a) +1-(2/a) | /(1—g/a)
=[s(%)|/(1-2/a)
<r(l-¢/a)/(1-¢/a)=r

Bl xe B[y, r] o X xeB[x.r]HB[x,r]cV, MIifiB[x,r]c=B[x,r]cV
NI BB B 4.1~4.5 Xt &,F,5, %, RO

% 4.1 BIEERXT vx y eV, |x—y| <8 BOL, X B[x,n]<B[X,r]cV 5<8, W% 41 % E s

R 4.2 BIZERXS VxeV AL, T %y =X, € B[, h ] B[x, r]cV » #Ulit 4.2 XF %, AL

HE e LTI E<e, M Slass/asl-o, HER 4.3 4 & HAHL.

BRIB[x),r]cV » X B[&,Ff]=B[x.h]<=B[X,r], Bl B[%,f]cV , BB 4.4 % X, F AL,

XHE B 4.5, %, 5 BIRE X (4.3)r] 13
[s(%)]=[s(x )] <[s(x)](e/a) =6, =6.

i f,& fE (AT 5

N H(43), H
Is(%, ||:||s (%) ||£||s(xo)||(g/a)k <f[1-(é/a)]

Lh (A7), i [s(% )| < min{5, 7 da} L 45 % £,7,8,%, WO

i, % 4.1~45 % ,F,6,%
B 4.1~4.5 %} &,F,8,% ﬁiz %n (4.6)%F %, Al e Wpkr, X Ry =x . WH

b= |<lstx - 3a).
(4.4)F1(4.9) "] 15
e x..
HH(4.10) &k = AT 15
||x* — X, || > X = %] - ||x — X
2o (x| =[s(x )] (2/a)/(1-/a)
=[s(x )] (1-28/a)/(1-&/a).
i€ 5 X, (4.10)F1(4.11) "] 15

/(1-E/a)<[s(%)|(¢/a)/(1-&/a)

< ||s(xk+l)

"x* Xy S”x* - xk”(é/a)/(l—Zé/a) < y"x* - X%, ||

Ly RAERE KT O MOBH, # {x, ) RO X

(4.7)

(4.8)

(4.9)

(4.10)

(4.11)
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5. ${ESCIE

AN — SR A R, DR TR A0 S B 2 M B AR B X SR AR 22 AR A 1] R A R
S8 MATLAB2016A #44:, ffiH MATLAB () FMINCON B8 ${R fif 7 v 8 T SR EE R 5 7). 7E
LARMENIAN 0%, )| <107 BURRIEARKEA 500 (LT, HASCR 5LI% 2.1 55 SR8 H A S0y
I, B SCHR[BIM SEVd Nk 2.2) B, TEFMEHISERE T(RARNSHIKEN: =055,
u=06, p=02, n=05), HWEWNANFERMEE D2 BRI ERXRE R FHik 215
S 2.2 WHUE S0 45 B e & 1 o

Table 1. Comparison of numerical experimental results between Algorithm 2.1 and Algorithm 2.2
Fl 21 58% 22 HELWERNTLLER

k2.1 Hi% 2.2
A 4 BIGH 2L xg
BARRE N CPUBAIt  EARIREn CPU Fa] t
0 4 0.0310 13 0.0870
DGO1 [11] /6 5 0.0421 15 0.0986
/9 8 0.0930 18 0.1142
0 4 0.0511 8 0.0751
MHHM1 [12] 0.3 4 0.0410 11 0.0776
0.5 3 0.0317 7 0.0509
0 3 0.0311 202 1.3550
SSFYY2[13] -1 4 0.0481 212 1.3723
-0.25 4 0.0403 215 1.3910
(0,2 5 0.0368 23 0.2134
BK1 [14] (0,-1) 67 0.4232 500 4.9268
(1,2 5 0.0485 197 1.9371
1,2 5 0.0362 97 0.6231
LRS1 [15] (9,5) 7 0.0476 420 2.5258
(-2, 4) 6 0.0422 500 2.9715
(0.4,0.1) 4 0.0322 12 0.0836
MHHM2 [12] 1) 3 0.0267 8 0.0546
(0.5,0.2) 4 0.0534 11 0.0797
2 52 0.5662 276 3.6353
MOP5 [16] (n/6, /6) 6 0.0617 500 4.6164
(1,15) 89 0.8493 445 3.8441
(1,0.7) 5 0.0828 17 0.1892
PNR [17] (1.2,1) 7 0.1264 23 0.2575
-1,2) 7 0.0852 74 0.6424
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2,1) 5 0.0487 12 0.1026
SP1[18] -1,2) 5 0.0569 37 0.3020
(-3,0) 6 0.0570 60 0.4823
1) 5 0.0986 12 0.1172
T5[19] (2,3) 10 0.1125 47 0.419
9,4) 11 0.1616 57 0.5487
(0.2,0) 3 0.0297 283 1.8009
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