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T O/NEIT I concave programming @ algorithm & UCEHBHROMER
K&OT%@%ﬁ%%ﬁ?%&%i%ﬂ%gm%MnMMdK%?é&3
OEAGEEEESF O S, §1 TREED EE £ T gradient method
o outline 2~ §2 TR FHHHBLEL LT2,30mBELERNONLN S,
§ 3 Ti4 gradient method DS HEROMOFEEEBH Db, §47T
ik 7 0RO saddle point ~OW#BHo2hbN b, §5 TCREFTRENICK
BEMALO BB B, §6 131 bW B historical note TH 5,

§1 1XFERTH Db SNAEEHED b LT, LRROBAMEE
BEMEE D ED B LV HTBRE & D linear programming DL & U TIA
FIV BNTY 3 FXENEEIL simplex method T% 3723, ¢ OFEEDT
£ % %% linear programming OEFEMEHDOIZ LA LEF BOTL S L0
DTHBETRODTH 5, L AW, BEICOHNDODNBELZ DRRICHBOT
B9 5 MMEE, £Mh% linear programming OER%E HATERILT 5 C
&ﬁﬁ%@ﬁﬁ%%cﬁi&&dmméfﬁagéﬁb@b@£C& z=h
W %, linear programming [Z B} 3 linear &N HHZW B, XHIC—

¥ R s i R R I Uzawa [15] O () BOBEILSE Cisnn i K
5, () WS OTECT T2 L L OFI TV AORBLIINS TH S, COBKRIK,
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PR E, COMNADIEYILSL b T OTHTICA ) FIrK & OFIRERD L TR TR
K%m@%%%ﬁéoik,Kif%%@ﬁ%%%tiEﬂt%kk%ﬁ@ﬁ%ﬂﬁ
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wiE TEED (2) ORI 1960 SO BERE TS (RBHERE) &L, &
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BALLTHEZ BRLEPELTL 5, TS HETHLLER SN, 5D
HEHO S LW IXEBEEPESLY, B ohEBHOBAE S Z
RAMEZE S LD BEBE, & D &H A F nonlinear programming & LA TH

Wi, RFEL T LK, O non-linear programming 125} L TZ, simplex
method {3 b PHRLHBHE TR S, £ T, non-linear program-
ming 73 linear programming & B8 E R I EKE S 5%: HiciE, Mo
TFAEDS RIS & @ non-linear programming O AHEEDZE L1 & AT,
ZOIREDOZENRIEE S MET H B, linear programming A3 il i &
BAEEE S D &ICRE LT, non-linear programming €410 T % ok
MBLEIMNIBEONThEDELZCENTEEN, —lxss il
BEAERRMBICPEDTHEXANBL, BTIRBOTIE, 2 n kit~
TE= @y @) ZHODL, fla) g, (G =1 ,m) FIEED n kT T 5
—rz0ICd UTER SN ERERKET 2, T/, g@)=(0,@) -, gn @)
THB, CTT, TIA AR5~ DEBEVHT B, BAEEL>F0
X3 cERLSh D,

(A) EHAHE may;of(x) RHBhADboEBEDL,
(A) % non-linear programming O K & L 33,
(A) 720 TR f@), ;@) (F=1,,m) I8 E OB REEL S LT
/> 5 non-linear programming & L CTld & T—iRETH % 5 linear pro-
gramming & QRELIE 7 EOTHIZEATTH TV ICKE, 0 (A) % ok
BARLTHGEIT AT T O ENBLETH B, T, f@), g
(G=1,m) KA LTHEEELZ S ST 3,
(B) Concavity DiFE  f(®), ¢9;@) (F=1,-,m) i& concave function®

1) flo) OEHRCET BEED 20, 2@ wHL <
FOzO+(1—0) @) = 0f (xW)+(1—0) f(x®), 001
2372 Y ILTE, flx) i concave function Wb, REBOA TR Y o, flz)
v strictly concave function & hiv5, —g(z) 45 concave function TEH M, g (x)
13 convex function & vpH i3,
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TH b,

(B) B ABBICHG LERE TS 2T, BMEOEAKE fl), 95 @)
(j=1,---,m) i3 convex function TH 5%, ELEEINBC LI, KE B
738 M1 72 non-linear programming % concave programming & K35, »
X% 5 »» iz, linear programming (@ R [HE) & concave programming T &
2H5, MEORICKDIZIDERVAZNNES, (A), (B)id linear program-
ming &0 b—fRMTH B, &< ICB) DL BfUEE B HEER, B)ICX
ST % linear programming A3 DT> B HRME (720 UER/IME) ORI &
WHBEMECHDND L EMBONETH 2, ¢ DT ERTHOEMBRE
BN THHEOMCHEETHS I, DNONBEFTH 200, (A)

(B) Iz X D TR XN 5 concave programming DML, THHLHEETH
B55, CCTEHEEEVIORADCALEZ2b0XD bEL LTHIMAE - &
YL TR FHICE T352,

XT, ZCTOHLICHEICHH & % concave programming O A D
EEHIGLEO outline 255 UHONRTEL T EBFERTHL, 20D
KO BBADTRTOL I BHMBEEHZEZTAHLD, @B TNTD nRIT~
77— el U TER SN ERMEO concave function T =7 IKBWNT
(¢ element & E10) HAMEEEZLDET S, ZDEEFENMILTS
LYBLENTEDETHAID, £F, nRL7F—-DO&HE R, TN
I3 Z Ml linear space 13T, k@ iZ R, L TERBIN TS LTI B,
coT ERRBAEMANT R, D HIT scalar A3 attach ENTHDS &0
SCEICEMTSIR, THhBL, h@ick>T R, I scalar DEFHT &
TNBEABCENTEETHAD, LLT, DEDTEEFET 5,

(C) HIAREE k@ RBBITETDS 5,
£ DI (©) 10k S THREM 2 (= 1m) DT B0 0F, 7

2) #3Ro historical note & & X,
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5% %f)=<%g)m,%gvﬁc;ofﬁﬁp,C@;5m&7&~
23R, o RIC attach SNTR B EBANE, R ICI I~ DHEBTE
TOBELBLLHTES, HRICHY BMEEEADT 2D 2 o 1ep
i % scalar @D gradient & X 5, =% lc B} 5 gradient X, k(x) D5
7‘/413@%‘?%‘#&@ nIRITLD¥ TR T F—~THiHM5, h(x) H concave
function SN GHD B ETE, k@) BEREE & B0 HD 45 &R
2=F BB gradient ¥ a7 F¥—THBI ETH 3B, gradient ¥ o
R ~TH D% critical point & k35, COREMICEET L OI1T

h@) CRRBEEZHADTDSEDFELTOEOLINEHEELEL B
LEMTEDZTHAHD, T1hb, o=, lcBT gradient O 57+
TR N 2=, 13 2 @) ICRAREEZHIAIZODT 2 % —— ah(m) M

W BHENC, WORANE b)) BBERICI 2 RICE» S ;tckmc

ah (w . . R
_ﬁv—(’l: lim h(xv"',xi—l; Ly, xi+ly"'yxn)"‘h(xlf")m?l)}/(xi_xi)
O%4 ($;-24)>0 /

THEDD, Mmh—a E Al EoTE D, 2D 200y
DIJELT, 4o, =0 &1 h(@) BBINT 3 &Enbhs, COELHE
bOEEBENICHEA LT OEO X D MM FRERE T3,

do,  oh(x)

Tdi T aw, (t =1,

DX IEHAMS ARRERICL 2T critical point ICFKESE 3 2 /5%
% gradient method &1~ 5,

¥T, (A), (B)iC gradient method AT 2 & 2% L5, =7,
(C) iIcHIE LT

©) WMoTaEHE  f@), ¢ @ G =1 m) BUDTETH 3,
EVSFEES L CEMRETH B, (A), (B), (C) FIHEHD X FAMET
bB0D, CCTORLOMBELT, 1) (A), (B), € £2h:FA%ni
HLE1S L critical point % & & ¥ 3 MIBICIHE S5 € & A7 SN
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niZ gradient method WA LD A OARTETH 2, LrL, TOMME
TRRD. hlstorlcal note I 4 HN B & ST TIC—JEOMRRE HTNB™,
(A), B), (C)1 c gradxent method 3BT 310XV L TZ DA DV T

WRENDOTH L, DFICE20MBEE LT, (2) gradient method 2 XD

TELTA), B), (O %ELLTENTEED, WM, FTibb gradient
method @fi{éj{%jj Tﬁiﬁj@ A3 critical point I T converge 570, WL
I DSBLEERY I ICEERR & 2’L7’o\ FhiEim 51, gradient method D4 H

BERIEENEZEICEODTAONEGDTH 505, THR—HRAYIC con-
verge 3% b, EIPRIEMEETLCENLTH S, B3 OMER
B) (A)iIeBT 5 a=0 &SRS (0 LEsisl) 2 e 7 &9 kI B
T 3507, BfmicRRoFERETH 5, D&IT, (4) gradient method
ML algorithm Tk 5 7o D B g &b hidiE o iy,
RS HERE L &S 2HEBORE - BELW S T8 OB S M
TEH_’&®EEJJXL:h Ck AL E W D HUEFE EORMBEE & BICACAT
VB, TN EREISEICE I BN E OB D b 3R ICEE
ThHD, TNPEKEICIEYE &k & &I concave programming |3 linear
programming 26 DT 2D LR UEEOEAMEGT 5 LI 5 TH
A5, Bislc, (6) gradient method &iEPSHEEG, < &ICREHEI O BRET
grse M & OBME &S & S ENS B M (CNEEHOMBEID &
R OREICET 5), Fltkd 5HRBAON S LTPaNB, AWT
@), 3, D3 >0MBELDHDN D,
§2 O w)ZIEED KT — 5=, ) Z0BLUIEED mIX
TR F o = (U ) =0 WK L TESRE DN SERUEREE T 5. T
TSN L DI, DL T F— (@,u) DEHIF nt+m RITO linear

3) Kuhn-Tucker ®FEBE»B 1 TH %, Kuhn- Tucker {9] & & &

4) 7201, 2OEFEOLTEE, HRO historical note & Lo s, AREEHRIC
Arrow-Hurwicz [20] ®5trC &M T E Iz, (6) DMEOZLMEMINDN 5 3 D
TH Do
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space DI ELIRETH, ¢ ¢ T, ObOEHEHZH#AL T, O linear space
O FERRIRIC Euclidean distance 28I NW T2 50 E LE D, ¢, u)id
I saddle point (7, ) =0 % b2 L FET 5, THbE
P, D) =¢ @ w=¢ & u) for all =0, #=>0
LB @ D=0PHFETEHDETE, ¥bic, ¢(, w (bl iohicu
IC DN T)@ LB LT strictly concave, (B 17 2 1c20T) uw ICBL
Tcenvex THY, D @l uw) Filif 2 GHITTHTHLEFEETE, C
D&, TATOx=0, uz=0CHLTOEFORERNNBLILT 2 &1
concave-convex function DER EWREFICE D TEHICGTEH SN 3%,
1) ¢ (@, u)—?F, u) < G-(x—37) (x==a),

@2) P, u)—¢ @, 0)=¢, (u—i)

JeillL, 2TT

" A_(aﬁﬂ(x,u) a(ﬂ(a;,u)>’ o ‘_<8Wx,u) an,u))’
= ox, ' B, r e au, 7 Suy,

THY, P Culd o 00 O @, 0) LR BEMIIERY, CCTOEDOTE
P EANICEETS 5,
FiEER1 (Kuhn-Tucker OFEEIERD, ¢ (x,u) HS x (CBL T concave,
u [CB3L T convex THAARE/A B (L, (X, ) 1S ¢ (x, ) DIEE D saddle point
THIUBENDTHZEHE
.0, ¥x=0, x=0,

@u=0, G, =0, I=>>0

BIEDIDZETH B,

5) flx) #% concave function iz 51, 0<<O=Z1, 20x%z® LG LT .

Fla®+0 (20— 20)— f(z®)
0 (zD—z®)

BIEYILO0 6, flo) BZMSTELES, 60 3 kv,
6) Kuhn-Tucker [9] & X,

(€0 —2®) 2 fla®)—f(z)
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bHbNOEEL ¢(x, %) DIEE D saddle point % gradient method i
EOTHEDBLETH BN, ZOLDOMSHER OO E>ELTHT
DEINBDEELBLLENTED,

(3) Ty == 69:¢gpxg (i = 17"'; 7’1),
Z.‘j’—_'_()‘wj(puj (j:l’...,m)
T
5 (0 if w,=0and %, <0,
“ 11 otherwise,
s _J if ;=0 and ¢,, >0,
"I~ |1 otherwise

F12, Pop Puy; BENEN 0 DE L GG, Pu DI RSTHD, Fy i
PICBL TS T 3¢ EERT.

COBSFHBEROME DN TH oL LD DEFOREERLTEL T LN
WYTH D, < OMSHERICK o(t), u(l)(~7 8 —) BHEET B0,
LA, 80,0, @(0), () 13 ¢ OHIRKI TRV D 5, () =0 D x,()>0
for t,<<t <1, E155 ty, t, BIFAE LT 0u, P, 3 1, TAMBUCTEL 5 T EEMEZ BE
g B0 ERTERBD, LEMDT, =L ICEnTHAHEROHEO ¢ I
5 B BIBAR IR & 25 AIBR S — B LS W IS T T L B, LRI,
TR A THATRTETHD 5 5, 2T T, O I EMOBSTTES
BT D L OB EEENERHES O DT bO L BRI NILLNE
D, COCEROEDUTHESMTH B,

&= 8.9 (2),

x(0)>0, .
IO ife=0and ¢(x)=0,

ax: .
{1 otherwise,

7) A OBOWSHBER OV ENR [19], Kose [8] 24 &, AR OHHHE FREE
(2) TR suggest Uiz DD T BROMD saddle point ~ o ILEAFE = 1
B, FLTE, B REITLUL—MNLBTEALLIN TN S,
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@) =—a2—Lx+Q O0<L<],

(@)= —(x+L),

¢’ (x)=—1 <0.
BEHICHOND K HIC ¢(@) iF concave function TH 5, 0D K5 HER
Y AT

x(f)=exp(—t+c)—L O0=<i1=]{,

z(H)=0 <t

i

THb, 12FL, t=t Texp(—t+¢)—L=0L123bD&ET 3, t=F THEM
BMARTRTH A EREBICDOM B, —7F, BMORTESE L TROE

b, H5A, FRHLD B, DEOHRIETLERT,
& = 0. (),
z(0)=a® a>0,
_IO if #=0and ¢(2)<0,
“7 11 otherwise,
Pa)=—-9ba*+K K>0,
¢ (@) = —3 a3,
@) =—2g"* <0 (x=x0)

¢ (@) ILEFI D =0 T concave function T 3, MG HERDIRIE
o(t)=—({—a) 0=Zi<aq,
x(t)=0 a<t

THAZoNb, COMAMDTRIEILESE 5L T,

B8, DEOADL MoNE LT, d EVIEHII—RLLE T A,
Blelrd, MBAIEZOEHIETI2EEDOLSICAHZLEH, ERZOED
BWERIARIRT, TNTOIZ0ICH L THOBFEERET S ECA1CH
5°Ltﬁot,Wm@ﬁ%ﬁmﬁﬁ&mﬁﬂmﬁﬁénfwﬁwn@,&
DDA ST, RREICIRD S 39,

8) EHTBIL 220 Tdh 5,
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2T, WOHER B) Lo SEKRD WEIZEE T LT (@, #*)=0 1 X

g B 51F, (0% u*) 13 saddle point T 3. EEE, (@, o) TBOTIE
Ti=t;=0THB»5
Bufty = —0u Pl =0 ((=T1,m; j =Ly,

CRID, V=0 okt 9, <0 @ =00 & &), ¢i,=0 %721 7, >0 (f=0
DEE)BOAD, TTT, O Puy IKHENI K B @5 u®) KE BT
ERTEDET L, CNMB DD EN D T LT (@, u*) Hs saddle point TH
BENSCEEAETH L (FHEERLICE B), ¢@,u) id 2 CBHL T strictly |
concave function TH 3 L WNICCTHDHRED S ETR TR —~FTH B,
T (%, %) i3 FE A D saddle point &9 3, FEE,(1),(2) 25 @, &) D saddle
point TH T

¢ (&, 7)< ¢ (@ B)=9 (7, ) < ¢, N=0 &)
LROTFEMBXBWA, d=4 TRINIFTRSEL,
LT, MEAODREEODEFDX HICERT B,

Y= (?/1"" yr)’ = (xl, ..'.’ Loy Uy, ...’um)’ (y = n+m),
Py == Py, Os =0, (s=t=1,--,n),
Py=—Cuy Ga=0u; (s=j+n;j=1-,m)

(3 ) :i/s = 6S¢8y
IO if =10 and ¢, <0,
*7 11 otherwise.
§3

FHEER2 €@ (=1 E3ERMITETHELRET D TOL
&, waHEX

9) coMRBELT, Fa, B 19, p. 4] O 551 heuristic ZFRE UTY, £
5 misleading T&H 5, & DCO&L 5 BIEMRBIOTLE» b bHET 5 5, THA]
@2 & &,
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‘A scs°,
4) g, ={ max[0, ¢, (y)] €T,
0 sER’

&t DNEERET, FEOTAHREE =W, v/ =0 LWL TERAE
68, ZREVED, Uhd, EFEUEDTHB, 12120, S, T R (&
Y=, ) O suffix OFEE I={L-, 71} ODEWCETHDOMESHIT

HBEDEDKOSBHHERTH .

8= {8|y§>0 or y; =0and ‘Ps(y°)>0}

) T°={s|y3=0and¢s(y°)=0}

B

R - {s']yz =0and ¢B(y°)<0}'

T, DEDC LICERERELEFNE RS, %) (s=1,,7)
Y0 LTOAERSNTLEDD, S AOF/EBTHENS DN
35 @) oRSkicIiEAaTRINREEERSIEY, DToOHHETR ORI
AR S 5 b B,

COEB E2E @ ICHELTOFOX S RS HERD & B b ICHL B,

(¢ (v ses’,
¥: ={ max [0, ¢, (ly])] s€T°,
0 . seR°.

St = {sm (4) >0, ses°}

>

St =5"-5t,
M = min g
s€8)

LEFKT B, Il

10) ik, |?/|=(|y1],"',|2/r|)f§)©o
— 86 —



Concave Programming @ Gradient Method w20 ¢ FE

D={%y:wwwmmWrmﬂéa~ﬂywwﬂéas>ﬂ

o (lyh>0 s€S] and y€D,
e (ly) >~ I:d m  seSS and yeD
oL

M= max max|¥%(Jyl)]|
s yED

EWEBEDIC e EALGHREDET B, HHE M ITHLTHINEHM e 32
DEIN eTHB, BHICLONSE L DL, D IZIEET convex, compact

REATH S, &, 0SIS 755 LICHLT

a=v+{ o lypha  ses,

2 (l) = yg-l-S:maX 0,9y (pNdp seT,
Zs(t)=ys)=0 SER® ’

CEDT, ZOMD n MO D BT 5 ¢ OMEEREK v (O (s=1, -

Ez@) =L N eI ER T 2EHLT, chi
z2=Ty

EPLCEKT B, Tl
z2=(2,,,2.), & =2(t) (s=1,-,7)

Thb, 23 ZP BT D, EE

5

202 = |y dp=M-5r == seS,

20—t = | max 0, e, (w(A N dp=M- 7 = s€T",

|z O)—13| =0<e SER®

€

11) T2bb, Hr3EKD n Aofiy, KEOStS 7

.’y)

TEHER L U, s D

SALENDHEGEN Y & — B TH B, €D XI5 b DDL{Rit Banach ZZRORS
B D RIT, B3, ys 0)=9% (s=1,-,7) &+ %, D 12IELET convex, closed,

compact IZHEETH 5,
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TH b, iﬁTi%%bﬂcﬁ = THBEPE, TR IOENHENDE
BThHs, £OTC, FEHEOHFEEED BHEAHATEE2ND

y=Ty
BE Yy OEEMNLD, THhL

w®=v+{ e(upbdp  ses,
(8 v =g+ max [0, ¢ (w(ANdp  sET",
Y;(H)=0  seR’ V
LB, T, w00 s€STUT® BIEH Lo, R
w9+ e(upnap>0  sest,
5. = st § e ly o)) dp > i § (— 2om) ap
=y§——M—ngo SES:,
0ot =+ max 0, 2.y (AN dp=0  seT"
THB, TCT ‘

y=ys() (s=1,--,7) ogtglu

GHATER W WS 250, ChEHE >£C(4)0)EF’£[O,Z%:|¢C‘
B BWETHE, £TAT, REICEDT

%’ty_)_(s’ p_: 1’..., 7/)

BREETHIDE, CNEI D TERTHS, £2T, 20 ER>RSHL N

12) #IE 1) 2 & o ~
18) “/ v nZEMIc IS\ NT 2 1k convex BES, §F & Z WAL EN D compact S

e T Z%2y @FF(CE@“@%@E@&T%O 20k s f=TfFThH3L5BFES

=

m#ﬁ¢%”
14) k)T ly(p)l =y(p) Esdnd, (k)& ticBLUTHOTNME, @ RALN S,
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BTN, TCTHEHEERCEAR

r a(ﬂ ((i

| @5 (YP)— @, (y®) | = er ZISATR (s a (2)) <NZ [ Jm (2)

772 L
Op =W, Y520 0y +(1—0)y5, Y, 9), 0=0=1

&8 @, 95 () (s=1,--,7) i3 Lipschitz ZFEHMET 5, WAIT, Moy R
D ORI —BTH B, T, I BIUWPRGCELTERTHZ T
EHLBEGWHAT A EMTE B BET)

EEA ¢xu)ErRENII—xZ0HKE mM RERT Y —u=0
EDWTEHEIN/ER 2 BRI TRELEREELT, x (CBL T concave,
(L Teonvex THY, TR, TATD x, u=0 (CL T saddle point
Em=0%£26D2b0DEFT B, Fi, ¢(xu) BHSFEX G OBMNOED
EHERETHAILSBEHERET 5.

(Cy® =0, >0 D lim &=t L7535 K 573HB3HF {£#} LHL T,

v->o0

ely@N=0 v=1,2-

E5BIABE, HBIONEELT

15) Lipschitz &M B BEROBBTMEHFC OVTC—ETHE DDV & > D 4
GHETH B, BEFMEEHCONT—RL B4, T, BRPHEELFSNT
WEETH B C L S RIET Bo ,

16) T D% Uzawa [15] 0% (X) S d 380 TH 5, 25, RRKFHEHEC
Morishima [21] D et BEME ARETEHEOMMEEL MY £ 72, Morishima 23
BWOTCWD, HERERBEMSTE TS LV IREREDDTEDL, ZONAT
WEISLREDL I W HHND, (B AERDUTHERE (X) eH U T80
5 skt suggest I NIz, (X)) TyRl0 ks 35 {y} kU es(yn) S0 228
N, 55 Fs>0NEELT o:s(y) < 0for 0<ys<Fs £755,) CHREE ¢ k3
THEMAL S HT logical K (X), (C) X h T CNTNBLNE B, 35, AHED
Gradient Method DIEEEFIC T 5B DORB LY, AT EOEZLDOM
HTRINTNBEEL, KB TOER A OTXHRERNE Uzawa [15] RO
B2 T B A% (Morishima § 25 T3 %), 2 S A5 L b AETH %, [H
@ EasL,
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ey =0 forif,<t<i
EisB, T, vy E W) DR (RIVY—)TH B,

IDEE, FEODEHEME y°=V(y§’,~~-y,‘,’~)£0 LT, @iz ) =&
T EEND~BRB UL ] (s=1,, 1) ET=0THD,

HERR MAHER G) OEEOWHEL v =@, v =01t LT, (B)
LERET suffix DHEAEERL, FOEBLIETOVTHLFHERNL) EE
A, THEBOREFEMTOHELLTEIPNTVE NS, (4) DRI ¢
DHBZPESUEBMECBOTHEEL, Thiiif»h>—ETHE, ETAHT,
@) seS* 22 sufix b2 W) OMEIH XM, @, a>01tBNT ¥ >0
123, TNRTFHEHOTHNLS LEEL0TH B, (i) seR° 7125 s D
T, @ (y (o) <0, 7€[0, ¢), ¢ >0 72 2 X[ [0, ¢) MSFFFET B, FEFE, ¢ w({)
i3t OMBEETH YD, 12, %<0 THEMnE, TDXHHEMEIO, ¢
Bz UDICERET B, (i) s€T° 133 s K2V TR FHEBROTH»S, &
YD) iF ysO=0TH 3, T/, WMAHEROBLD, 9.(0=0L735, TC
T, DEDCEMOAB, BERMO,8), b>0BFELT, p()=0o0r
?s(y(c)>0,7€ (0, b) and s€T° 125, OB & L TR v:. (@) »E
BORMTEXaTRONE, ¢&eO)>0 82ROV DPRMEbEC L%
REEF LD, ECTAD, yW=0, 4 (O=0 I M”bcDT EF NS T &
TEIL, BEED, #>00 lm £=0 L1555 5HF (L} IKH LT,
Ga(#) =0 L, b>0THBL BRI, 5 % E>Th, 20RMA
TY@)=0&102 ¢ BEETIDE, @) TZORMT RICE LI
BB, LCAT, (O)BETOESHTEEEERT 5, THbS, I
SZADEINRCEMBCDTE )ik ¢,@)=01nb3RMO<I<E
THDIOMD, §(@)=0, t€(0,1), £>0 LD, u(0)=0, v€[0, §) ssik
BULEELFET S, £2T, 52X 0,0, b>08HDT g6 >073 1
PEe@@EN>0, 0,0 >E13, 0E

, £ = (0, @)N(0, BN, ¢)
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EThiE, bbbk t'>0Thsb, BlEEZzLohid, «€0,1) 753 v icH
LT

¥s (x) >0 s€S’,

Ys (7)=0 FlEoRIC e(N>0 seT?,

P @W(E)<0  SER
MDD, FCT, WHSTER G ORM 0, ) B B E o ER
@) oMTEH B, Wi, (€) £HeT 3) OWMMNHFEET 2150, TNRE
B0, 1) T (4) OIRIC b1 % C EMBHITRIND B, £2T, O)ELKT
&) oL @ O —F 5, Len>2T, FHEEE2ICED, @)ME—
HhOWMETH B, DX, ¥ =00y @) BIEATHLED D, Y IC
DT, S, T R ERREIC S, T REEFHLTHMEERALLIKHFEAN
2, P<ERBED CBFELT, 0+ 53 REICE T ¥ kG
HEFT B () QMBI RO EDFET B, 22T, [0,+0)BERED 3)
OfADEDX HICEHET 5

it = | 2 Y] te 0, 7,
Ylb U3=  goli—tt, g1 e, 041,
(s =1, 7).

COEBICEES NI (B) DN [0, 48 TH & b —BhD W T 5
3. COMOBEREEICTETH B, b LIRS, 5 5o HD
BHEEHICH LT () O ¢ O/NSTERMTHET 2 ¢ &3 T TICHEHRS
NTWBDOT, yst 9] (s=1,,7) ZWHM&ik &9 5 W3[5 £+ 17%),

17) Z DR e 20 ik, Uzawa [15,p.130] % & &, 212U, 70 T {zv 1 v=12,}
DIFHENE 2= @: (2)] (=1,-+,]) £ 5 majorant equation 5 X T, TN
FIE B OIS VE+d)—VE 20005, XL, BHchirsk
S, TRk, 3R, tOPIBERMTHEDTE, LENSFETNEZIIO L
ThHoHhb, TR A OHHREE B OMBEEINETIDLY TREVWT LicEBE T
%, BO = co FTOEHMDI=HIZIZ, v [, v bl“ﬁ‘ﬁﬂfa’séuéb\, ,kmﬂﬁ(ui
ETHD, o MAMI Q) 254 &,
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1> R ZRATHEAET AT EN VA B, N F BROFET S KH
DEH (DL L0 C LIKFET 2. WAL, )OI ~To =0
SHLUTHEETS GET '

§4 WMAOFBEROMMBRETHBENI CEDOERE—~RIICHIZ B,
fi@ it 2= @, @) KL TERSINERETERERRTHY, 5 2
MNEDT, fi@=00GC=1-,nm 55, WHHERN

6) @i=fi(x) @E=1--,n) ‘ V
AR ORIAGAE 20 = (@, 20 IR LT, 120 Tiliigg o 0 — I w 4, 2°]
=@, 2w [, SO ERET 5, BH, lsld~7 5~ 2 0ES
EHobTbDET B, V

TE MAHEREG) OMR =7 1cB0T

G BEEDOe>0Mbiionhnid, 66 BHEELT la—2|<d(e) s
Siz0IcH LT lzlla’]l—al<e &B L E, BETHD E DN,

(i) FEO I LT il d E & |oll,a”]—3 -0 &2 HEHHE
H2E & b,

(i) A0 ), () HBE IRV LTEIHENEE L Vb3,

¥, SE¥OFHEBEERT B,

FHEEES #HAFERXG) FEEOMBEH X (CHWL T =0 TEE
WO—BRE X[, X1 EbDERET B, EDEX, x[E,x], x[t,x(0)] hiZ
neEn x, x(0) PR ELTHIRETHNEE

x [E+8, x(0)] = x £, x"]

ERRB, IEL, x*=x[t,x(0)] TH3B,
SFER L, 2 (0)] MBS HERG) OMThr T L E

. %mi LaxOl=rfi@ltaO)) GE=1,--, 1)

18) AT, NHEWIBERIOWATHEAINTNS, Lb, BEcO~S
e—3 MER AV NIER LB,
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SR DToC L ERASTHS, FNWA, ol w0)] 26 OBTHNE
2O () =g i+t,20)] b 6) OMTH 5, EE

4= Laleo0) | =fielnoO) | =filwlitt,a0)

:fi (w(l) (t)) (i e 1’ ey n)
MDD, Fi, 6) DI a© (@) OWHLEHR o 0) =2, z0) =2 TH
%, #C°7T, 6) DO—EHICLD
z[t, @] =a® @)=z [t+2, 2(0)]
DIV LD (FET),

== B (v u)ld n REARY S —x=0 [CBL T strictly concave T
MOBEE 2 AMDTETH D, m RTRY Y —u=0(CBL T convex TH
DElE 2 EMATEE ST B, £, ¢(x, u) & saddle point (x, 1)=0 I~
TO x,u=0[CHLTHDOHDET D, ZDLE, FE A THEEZRIESN
HAFEXG) OBy 1=K (<, u)], ult, (x, w))) 3 ¥ = (¥, W) =90
CHENTRETHD, SBE x[EE,u)]E x=X=0(CHOTHENRE
TH 5. | |

WMEA T, EE ®@%%WJ—UuwﬁYKﬂ?é@0@%yMﬂ
& saddle point & T DT

Vi, ) =519t 01—

EBL, BT, LCWBEEEHRT 2RESBOR ED, V) BE
2V RELET, BUCTHAPIVERD 4>01KLT
V({i+4)—V() <0 if 2(t)=7

ENRBTEAEREDIY, T

19) V{d1E5:>0 z€ {s]ys(t) =0 for some 1 20} 2 5 F<TD t 20wkt LT TR

CHRNCEMREN I B, F(), T REORBRTCHLTEEING,
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V{i+4)—-V ()= %—{(y(t+At)—g7)’(y(t+dt)~—gj)_(y -3 (y (t)—y)}
= %—{@/ (t-+40)+y ()= 2)(y L+ 4)—y ()]
THBME VU=V () % 4>0Th LTHND S EIRE & i
VA=V _ i 0—gyae(y 1)

= (@ () — 7) 02Le— (1 (£)— 12) 0o

(7} lim

40+

7212

. [am O:l . [%OJ . [aulo]
“Tlo ad, *TLo e, ™TLo b,

THB, £ T OFILE §2ICHY 3 (3) OMOMA THHIZ DT DI
HickYy, ¥To =01t oIT

lim {y. @+ 40—y, @} st =0, 0@)  (5=1,,7)

EBBCEDLCHELPTHE, T, )Tt aridl, QTu &
@ ZRHT T

? (@, u)—¢ (@, u) < ¥, -(T—) (= 7),

¢ (x, 8)— ¢ (@, )= ¢ (Gt—u)
D%, @A) MTNTD =0, u=01Tx LT ¢, ) ® saddle point T
BT ERFEARL
O 0=0G W0, @) < VL im0l (F—t)  (27)
E18B, VWE, Oule=9 0bu=%; EBTE, ThOEFVTNE o, Oy 73
T (FRhE, a=0mD <0 :u;=002¢,>0 TH30IHLT
TNENH D, W RAB X EROTNE I ~TH 5 (1<i<n,
l=j=m), 27T, &) % () T 6., =0 ERILE R TV BRG%E B 7
W) OFT I ~, FREDCHETE T OFT<I5~, G, % 5D IC
SIRT B G OF Ty I~ EFTIT
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(@ ()~ = GO~ P
TH b, ult), B, ¢ bRFIKERITNE

(u(8)—a)?5 = (G (1) — 1) Py
Thbd, £2T

9 @O-2E—(@)—avi =@ 0%—@ 0~ M%

L5, E(), Bt) DRSS ELEOTNEL m(t), ) DRI ITNTETTH
25, Pul@@), u@), Cu,leld), ud] @ =1, n; j=1,,m) dHkion
7z 0 LT, &@), u) @&@Eﬁﬁ&w&fc EWTES, P@u)id ok
L u DETOROMNONIK XL BrNELEEDTOEINTS, O
Z Y OF4rICEE LT concave-convex function &S HEEERS T LREL
25 O) DELE B Lk DT, BOXEBOEETH B, EoT

lleU+ﬁ%meﬁ<0Hiw#§

Jracit
%35, 4>0%+FNE ENE
V{i+4)—V (@) <0 if 2()xZE

Thb, OFIL, VE+4)—V (@) =0 forall {=0 T‘JEZ/EY =28 ODHIELD
¥, B ol)=F LBEC EERT, FB 1=420T ) ORSTHD
@, (1) & () =Ty, Tor all iZ0THB, T, =015 2,,(O) =%, TDHES»
TH B, 5, >0 MBEE, o, ()T, &0 5755 MO WG IC LD 507
LHDFEASBC B, B0 OBSTE o) ORS 2,() KT B T ORS
e BETTH B, b, EROE 2() 50 ORSER 3 & = 5()=F
LID JROMEHICE D) FETH 5, —7, 24 BPLT &) ORSE
BN D, =0 & O i, RAERD S5 BH0, & O—BHICFE
T3, 10T, ,=0T% 3,

BLEDEEND, V() (v=1,2) BREMOMBHITS 5. T,
V) 3% OB S HATH B PO THICERTSH S, £OT
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(10) lim V()= v*

35V BELETE, CCTHENA{L: v=1L2,}DZOV0FREETH 3,
Ed/
fp@:v=1,2}
BRERTHZ VOBERTHICELLVZB) D, HEEE ¥ =05 u¥)
PHET S, T A {&)} OWHF {t+: k=1,2,-} 2B A 5~
lk.igloy(t”k)=y*
LTRCEMTxB, EBAICLD 'y“'=y[t,z/°] ENHLEEE T3 3)0
Ryl ¥yl BHEEL, FHEEB3I LD
ylt, yl=yli+2, ¥]
YA IRVAST Y

V(t, y*)=1lim V({, 3% =lim V({+%, y°) = V*
k->c0 koo

Myt) BLT V() O ¢t IcBT 2HikEEE 10) 250R 5. &DT, FED
At > 01T LT '
V{E+dt, y*)— Ve, y*)=0 for all {=0
33, £0T
z ¢, (@, u*)] =2z for all £=0
LB, Thbho
¥ =z
THo, TIbb, FHEADs KD ¥ B—HTH5, £CT

lim o(t)=2

MWIEOALD, Bk, VO ORFAERIMMEIEEONLoGBET_T5, &
EOHBEROIZDCEDLLEBICTS GET),
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EE1 TEBOMLECOHEORYO LDt ¢ u i o KBALT
strictly concave T/ Td L <, BT concave X3 CH4oThsb, Ttk
BOGHEEEUOGED ult, @, u’)] IKONTROILDDITE, ¢(, u) B
u {CRA LT strictly convex T & N id & b\,‘ ThbhbE, F0&s @) O
YL IR Y= KBV TWRENEETDH 3.

EE2  hT gradient method oA HER Q) ooBFELED —
EMBXUEEESTHEON-CEREEN, EEBOFEDS & T,
W& saddle point T3 iE, M saddle point iT attain 33 1T 12 fig
IROMEZES 2, $2bb, ERICE attain LI T &ICEE LT NIE
w5, &L, HRIEMEPIC saddle point T attain L7z &9 1, &
%, MHDOT t;to Ta=a uw=0 FRAWNFEET I LICIT B, &T
B, et)=2z, ull)=02 bHFIOPKEDLI>BWETHE00, TNRMD
B PET B, LT, saddle point €13 HIRIFREAIC attain 575 & &
3B,

§5 T ¢ T gradient method DS HEROU &> EHERAIK
B LC heuristic S #if% £ € 55 5, €@, w) 3 EMIEHKTER B OiE
2HT, HEL, ¢@u) 3T NTo @) it L TERINTHEEDE
T3, (@u)ry THoObT HMOERBT®RERHT 3, MoHAERER )
Iz analogous I EEFERAERELT, 2EQXINBIDEHELB, BTC
Nnx& F-D system &5,

Ys B+ 4) =2z, if 2,20,
a1 Ys {1+ 48) = g, (£) if 2, <0,
2= dt O (2)+ys(H)  4t>0,
z2=(2,", 2.
cOEEFERCESFET NG, ZOMBTHMENNFATEHIDE
b, DhikkkaTHs, i
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sign @, (2) = sign ¢s [ys (¢ +4¢)]

for z; <0, y,(+4l)=1y(1)
DBROEDEE A0 DI NIE B THOD, w=y,{+4)=1y;{)
fort=0,4,-,(s=1,--, 7) s, w=(w, w,) i saddle point Th 5,
T, OXEDXSICERT B, vt y) & F-Dsystem DL L, ¥ AW
e tds, T0LE

Iy —F1=ly(, ¥)—3] = 2DE)
MO THE, My )3 D-EELbhb, 73 ¢ O saddle point
THB, 8T, 4, >0152H5 A, BEREL 0 M=ZAt,735 A ICH LT
A R ENTFAE T B, EE, LTI

lzl_yx(t)lgey'”;lzr'—yr(l)lgsi 5>O '
EWMELRONERSRTVEDEL, 20L51E 2z 08E&% D, LTI D,
13JELET convex BWHMAHETH D, £2T, D. Tmax|¢|=MK3
T M DEES b, dly=5r&T 5, £CT

ws(2) = AL 0, (2)+y, () (s=1,-,7)
X DOTHIR we(2) REH# LT, T D LB 5 2 & w(@ ois T &
AT LT

w@=Tz w@)=w, (&), w,(2)

EnFE, BELPIC wRED. TH D, 2T, T 7532 convex com-
pactset D, A Z NHEICEFETLEBRTH DT, Lrd, ThFHEREHRTH

20) 4t ik constant TIE L TH kv, BENZEFE TR 4 OFFBABEESHETH 5, —
BARZEOBMOMITRREYE b BED T DR DNTOREZERIB s NI, &5 LIz
o Crk J. B, Dennis 72 & QBB SO ESIN B 525, RFEERFCXEET
HDiz, LOWMDHEMTIE, %5 Uiz practical ZREE Honb g, 4t DI
BE L Cltbisd A THE Uz, Dennis, J. B., Mathematical Programming and
Electorical Networks, New York: Wiley, 1959 22,
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Bo EOT, FEE 2* BHFELT
2% = Tz

Li8B, TG AD) OETH B, %ic, F-Dsystem Ofid D-RETH 5.
Ya1{D (¢+4)— D 1)} = 1/242{Ty (t-+ 4~y ¢+ 40)—)

[y (=31 Ty (=3} = 1/241[y (t+ 48)—y ()2 )Ty (¢-+ 4)
~y NS/t [y (t+ 40—V Ty ¢+ 40—y (O]
LeT, BBORERSRLTEC LR, o 0 2 PEMOEHKETE R
F
@t+y—22) @—y=2@—2) @—y)
MRV ENSHELNLTH B, I={1,2,,7}, [,={s|z,=0}, [,=I-1,
EB, zCT |
éj(g/s (440 —g)(ys t+48) —y, (1) = E{“ (t+dl)—z73) (Y, (1 -+ 41)
= 9o B B st 40) =) (s (1 40) 3 0) = B0 ¢+ 40)
—~52) (9. ({4 4) s (1)

THB, 2T

1/4 {D (t+Azj—D (x)} =3

-2 (zs —,) @s (Z)é 0.

s€l, .
A>0THBMS, DE+4)-DO=0821 503,

§6 v.Neumann & Brown & 0 :#:[RF50 T anti-symmetric 73 zero sum

(e — 594 (2) = z(z ) @5 (2)

"

two-person game %5 HERIC L DT & L FEE S 21 [4], anti-sym-
metric &S HIFR O 72— D zero sum two-person game (375 1C anti-
symmetric game ({CHFHE X4 D 3 C & P8 Gale, Kuhn, Tucker % ic X 2THR
INTV B2 5 [6], v. Neumann & Brown @ anti-symmetric 7% zero sum
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two-person game @ jg;?:f?ibi zero sum two-person game @ f#ik & U T —#%1y
BHEDTHBENH T ENTES, —JF, Dantzig 132 DF [5] T linear
programming & zero sum two-person game HHEEMICBHAETH B &
FEHE L, £CT, WOHERICK B zero sum two-person game O ik
m%%mﬁmmpmgmmﬁg%&<@K%@%?écéﬁf%5iimﬁ
3, CTOEBIC>THEB S, 17 13 v. Neumann & Brown 73 anti-sym-
metric 73 zero sum two-person game % & L DI HBEL LMS HFERE
linear programming % & { W DA HBERE L EH 5B i*, LT AT,
Koopmans 3 4 @ efficient point 23 & O Bt @Blc L >ToEEh
55 EEHRMICTRBONB LR LT 3 [7], 4ED efficient
point % & & 3 MBI E4 L HRMA L, FBCENEREZZ LG
linear programming % & < R & 73 % » &, Koopmans m3#id linear
programming ¢ optimal solution 124 & » O BjEyEREIC L >THFE T 2
EWnWHEEEE D &I B, v. Neumann & Brown ORS HERICE S
anti-symmetric 75 zero sum two-person game 731> L linear programming
Of#FIT game D optimal strategy 734> L linear programming ¢ optimal
solution S HREROMONMEE LTELEDEILTELDTH S b,
5 %z @ Koopmans D#&i45i v. Neumann & Brown Of% & 13 3MHHIC I X
NTROBEN, FEEOXS RS HTERNDSICX 2R BREE TEL
feboT, BEMICRFA—-DORBICETLODOTH DL EIBALLENTE
%, %7c, Samuelson (3 € D JeBREYILEHICH T, Koopmans & [E#75 75
221 A T linear programming % & { 72D DOMS HFFER %A v. Neumann
& Brown BAIMEICHERE LTV AN 2], chidsbhboTEERHTERNTS
DRICEPPDET, TOREHLEVEOPVRETREENLSDTH D, b

21) B UB M ERIE concave programming 1€ 53 HEZ T EBARIN DI B, T ED
T AL, (BE) COBMOMDFRAD concave programming -~ D H i D
T, EERAKISABSHRNOGAREDO Y v X vy o CHE Ui, [HEE] ), i
BZEy v R oy 6D proceedings (GEH]) BIE,
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& &b, o Samuelson @2 s Koopmans-v. Neumann, Brown o Eif
WRINCET 2dDTH 5,

%7, Kuhn & Tucker EH411 507 [9] © concave programming
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LB MBEICASTS 5 &% “KubnTucker R’ & LTHL L 7,
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DIEE S LTHYTH 3 Dl linear programming X » 25 L5 non-linear
programming B NTTH DT, S HICW A F T non-linear program-
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%
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L7z %8 Arrow-Solow [3] & Uzawa [22] T % (Uzawa i3 global ic5%3),
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