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Abstract. We study different classes of convex and quasiconvex set-valued maps defined by means of
the ¢-less relation and the u-less relation. The aim of this paper is to formulate necessary and especially
sufficient conditions for the convexity/quasiconvexity of extremal value functions.
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1. INTRODUCTION

The classical concepts of convexity and quasiconvexity of real-valued functions have been
extended to set-valued maps in various ways (see e.g. [1]). In doing so the fundamental im-
portance of these concepts in optimization theory is carried over to set-valued optimization.
Thereby, most of the extensions are based on set relations induced by a convex cone C. These
relations allow to compare sets as a whole and provide a solution concept for set optimization
problems, the so-called set approach. In this paper two of them, the ¢-less relation and the u-less
relation (see [2, 3, 4]), will be studied.

In [5], it was shown (see the forthcoming Theorem 2.1) that comparing sets with respect to
these relations is (under additional assumptions) equivalent to comparing the function values
of special extremal functions defined by using all elements / of the dual cone C*. This is a
fundamental result for set-valued optimization, since it allows to consider an equivalent vector-
valued optimization problem instead of a given set-valued optimization problem. Thereby, the
components of the objective funtion of the vector-valued optimization problem are the minimum
value functions or the maximum value functions for the respective elements / of the dual cone
C*. This is the reason why it is very interesting to examine how certain properties can be
guaranteed for these extremal functions. In particular, we are interested in conditions that,
imposed on the objective function of a set-valued optimization problem, are sufficient for the
convexity and the quasiconvexity of all the minimum value functions or all the maximum value
functions mentioned above. In this respect, it is well known that for the ¢-less relation there is an
equivalent characterization of /-type C-convex set-valued maps by using the convexity of all the
minimum value functions (see [6] and the forthcoming Theorem 3.1). As far as we know, there
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is no similar result with an equivalent characterization for u-type C-convex set-valued maps by
using the convexity of all coresponding maximum value functions in the existing literature. We
will formulate and proof such a result in the forthcoming Theorem 3.2.

Moreover, a systematization and an in-depth analysis of various quasiconvexity concepts
for set-valued maps which in most cases generalize the ¢-type C-convexity or the u-type C-
convexity are presented in [7]. Note that neither for the ¢-less relation nor for u-less relation
there exists a known concept for quasiconvexity of set-valued maps such that the quasiconvexity
of a set-valued map is equivalent to the fact that the corresponding extremal value functions are
quasiconvex for all [ € C*. Using the hierarchical order of the various quasiconvexity concepts
for set-valued maps given in [7] we will formulate and proof with Theorem 4.1 and Theorem 4.2
at least partial answers to the questions which quasiconvexity concepts are in both cases suffi-
cient to guarantee the quasiconvexity of all the corresponding extremal value functions.

In Section 2 we state the basic definitions and conventions which we need in the following.
The convexity of set-valued maps and their extremal value functions is the topic of the following
Section 3. Finally, Section 4 is devoted to the various quasiconvexity concepts for set-valued
maps and its impact on the quasiconvexity of the corresponding extremal value functions. In
connection to this, we consider the quasiconvexity concepts based on the /-less relation in
Subsection 4.1 and the quasiconvexity concepts based on the ¢-less relation in Subsection 4.2.

2. PRELIMINARIES

Throughout the paper we use the notation R for the extended real numbers defined by R :=
R U {—e0, 0} and use the following conventions

inf @ := +oo, sup 0 := —oo, and (4o0) + (—o0) = (—o0) 4 (Fo00) = o0, (2.1)
Based on this, a convex extended real-valued function is defined as follows (see for instance

[6]):

Definition 2.1. Let S be a nonempty convex subset of a real linear space X. Then an extended
real-valued function @: S — R is called convex on S, if for all x!,x*> € S and all A € (0,1) it
holds

p(x +(1-A)%) < Ag(x') + (1 - 1) p(:?).
Note that by using A € (0, 1) instead of as usual A € [0, 1] the indeterminate forms 0 - (+o0)

and 0 (—eo) are avoided. The following known result provides an equivalent characterization
of a convex extended real-valued function (see also for instance [6]).

Lemma 2.1. Let S be a nonempty convex subset of a real linear space X and let ¢: S — R be

an extended real-valued function. Then @ is convex on S if and only if its strict epigraph over S
defined by

epi_(9,5) :={(x,a) ESXR| ¢(x) < ot}
1S a convex set.

The following remark clarifies the importance of the last convention of (2.1).

Remark 2.1. Note that the third convention of (2.1) is indispensable with regard to Defini-
tion 2.1 and Lemma 2.1. To see this we consider the extended real-valued function ¢ defined
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by
e = . | —oeo, ifx € (—0,0)
¢: S=R— R with @(x) := { oo, ifx € [0, o)
Then the strict epigraph over § = R is given by
epi (@,8) ={(x,0) eERxR| @(x) <a} ={(x,a) ERxR| x € (—,0), 0 € R}

and is obviously convex. According to Lemma 2.1 this is equivalent to the fact that the function
@ is convex. Let now x! := —x and x? := x with x € (0, +e0). Then we obtain by the definition
of @, by the choice of x! and x?, and by the convexity of ¢ according to Definition 2.1

1 1 1 1 1 1
00 — 0) = il 2 < — 1 — 2 — —(—o0 — o) = (—oo [
which can only be fulfilled if (—oo) + (4-00) = +o0 holds. Any other convention would lead to a
contradiction here.

Besides convexity properties of functions and maps we also consider several concepts of
quasiconvexity in this paper. Therefore, we recall the definition of quasiconvex extended real-
valued functions (see again for instance [6]).

Definition 2.2. Let S be a nonempty convex subset of a real linear space X. Then an extended
real-valued function @: S — R is called quasiconvex on S, if for all x!,x*> € S and all A € [0,1]
it holds

P(Ax! + (1 -2)x?) < max{o(x'), p(x*)}.

In analogy to Lemma 2.1 there exists also a known equivalent characterization of a quasicon-
vex extended real-valued function (see also for instance [6]).

Lemma 2.2. Let S be a nonempty convex subset of a real linear space X and let ¢: S — R be
an extended real-valued function. Then @ is quasiconvex on S if and only if its strict level set
over S defined by

- (S,0):={xeS| p(x) < a}

is a convex set for all oe € R.

Moreover, an extended real-valued function ¢: S — R is obviously quasiconvex on S if and
only if x', x*> € S with @(x!) < @(x?) implies that (Ax*>+ (1 —2)x') < @(x?) forall A € [0, 1].

For two subsets S and T of a real linear space we denote by S+7 :={s+t| s€S,t €T}
andby S—T :={s—1t| s €S, t € T} the algebraic sum and the algebraic difference of S and 7,
respectively. Moreover, for S and an arbitrary o € R we use the notation &S := {as | s € S}.

A nonempty subset C of a real linear space Y is called a coneif y € Cand A > 0 imply Ay € C.
A cone C is convex if and only if C 4 C = C holds. Moreover, a convex cone C C Y induces a
partial ordering of Y defined by

Y <oy ey —yec
forall y!,y> €Y.

A vector-valued map f: S C X — Y, where X and Y are real linear spaces, Y is partially
ordered by a convex cone C C Y, and § is a nonempty convex subset of X, is called

e C-convex on S if, for all x!,x?> € S and all A € (0,1), it holds f(Ax! + (1 —2)x?) <¢
Af(x") 4 (1= 2)f(x?) (cf. [8, Definition 2.4]) and
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e quasiconvex (in the sense of Jahn) on S if x', x> € § with f(x') <¢ f(x?) implies that
FAx!+ (1= 2)x?) <c f(x?) for all A € [0,1] (cf. [8, Definition 7.9]).
Note that in the special case Y = R and C = R} = [0, o) the definition of a R -convex and of
a quasiconvex (in the sense of Jahn) vector-valued map coincides with the (usual) definition of
a convex and of a quasiconvex real-valued function ¢ : § — R, respectively.

Furthermore, if a real linear space Y is partially ordered by a convex cone C C Y, then C
also induces the two binary relations —<£C (called the ¢-less relation) and </ (called the u-less
relation) on the power set of Y. These were introduced by Kuroiwa in [2, 3, 4] and are defined
by

A<tB:oBCA+CandA<EB:oACB-C
for A,B C Y. Note that by using 0 ==C = 0 it holds
A<b0and 0 <4 AforallACy, (2.2)

and it holds
0 4-Aand A £% 0 forall A C Y with A # 0. (2.3)

We use the notations 7\45& and 7\4% to indicate that the considered relations <€ and </ are not
satisfied. If Y is additionally a real topological linear space, then we denote by Y* the topolog-
ical dual space of Y and by C* := {/ € Y* | I(k) > 0 Vk € C} the dual cone of C. Theorem 2.1
follows by the proofs of [5, Lemma 2.1, Theorem 2.1] and by [5, Remark 2.1]. It provides an
important characterization of the set relations <é and <¢.

Theorem 2.1. [5] Let A and B be subsets of a real locally convex space Y partially ordered by
a convex cone C C Y. Then it holds:

(i)
A<tLB = Ve \{Oy}: infl(a) <infl(b) and
acA beB
AtB = VieC \{Oy+}: supl(a) <supl(b).

acA beB
(ii) If the set A+ C is closed and convex, then

A<LB & YieC \{Oyp}: infl(a) < infl(b).
C \ {Oy+} 22A<a>—223()

If the set B— C is closed and convex, then

AstB & VieC\{Oy+}: supl(a) <supl(b).
acA beB

3. CONVEXITY OF SET-VALUED MAPS AND EXTREMAL VALUE FUNCTIONS

As usual in set-valued analysis, for a given set-valued map F': S =Y, where X and Y are real
linear spaces and S is a nonempty convex subset of X, we define its domain by

dom(F,S) :={x€ S| F(x) #0}.
The following convexity concepts for set-valued maps have been introduced in [9].

Definition 3.1. Let X and Y be real linear spaces, let Y be partially ordered by a convex cone
C C Y, let S be a nonempty convex subset of X, and let F: S =Y be a set-valued map with
dom(F,S) # 0. The map F is called
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(a) {-type C-convex on S, if for all x', x> € dom(F,S) and all A € (0,1) it holds
FAx'+(1=2)%) ¢ AF (") + (1= 1)F ().

(b) u-type C-convex on S, if for all x!,x> € dom(F,S) and all A € (0, 1) it holds
F(Ax! + (1= 2)x%) ¢ AF (') + (1= 2)F (%)

Based on this and according to [7] we denote by 6;(S,Y,C) and %, (S, Y, C) the classes of all /-
type C-convex set-valued maps on S and all u-type C-convex set-valued maps on S, respectively.
Note that the ¢-type C-convexity of a set-valued map F on S implies the convexity of dom(F,S)
(cf. (2.3)) and that F € ,(S,Y,C) is equivalent to the fact that the epigraph of F defined by
epi(F,S,C) := {(x,y) € dom(F,S) xY | y € F(x)+C} is a convex set (see for instance [8,
Lemma 14.8]). In contrast to this, the u-type C-convexity of a set-valued map F on S does not
necessarily imply the convexity of dom(F,S) (cf. (2.2)).

The convexity concepts for set-valued maps defined above in Definition 3.1 can be interpreted
as a generalization of the C-convexity of vector-valued maps. Indeed, if f: § — Y is a vector-
valued map and we define the set-valued map F: S =Y by F(x) := {f(x)} forall x € §, i.e., it
holds dom(F,S) = S, then f is C-convex on S if and only if F € €;(S,Y,C), and F € 6,(S,Y,C)
if and only if F € %,(S,Y,C).

The following known Theorem 3.1 provides (under the assumptions of Definition 3.1) an
equivalent characterization of an /-type C-convex set-valued map F' by using for / € Y* convex-
ity properties of the composite set-valued maps [ o F' defined by

U {l( )}, if x € dom(F,S)
loF: S=RwithloF(x)=I(F(x)):= { YEF (x
0, if x € S\ dom(F,S)

and of the minimum value functions (pF’.S’l defined by

oSt s 5 R with 955 (x) :=inf lo F(x) = inf I(y).
yEF (x)
Theorem 3.1. [6, Theorem 2.1] Let X be a real linear space, let Y be a locally convex space
partially ordered by a convex cone C C Y, let S be a nonempty convex subset of X, and let
F: S =3Y be a set-valued map with dom(F,S) # 0. If F(x) + C is closed and convex for all
x € dom(F,S), then the following statements (i), (ii), and (iii) are equivalent:
(i) F € 6,(S,Y,C).

(ii) [oF € 6;(S,R,R) foralll € C*.

(iii) The minimum value function (pilil is convex on S for all | € C*.

As far as we know, there is no similar result to Theorem 3.1 with an equivalent characteriza-
tion for u-type C-convex set-valued maps in the existing literature. We want to formulate such
a result in the forthcoming Theorem 3.2. Therefore, in analogy to the minimum value function

golfnfll for / € Y* we define the maximum value function <p£;£;l by

q)maxl S — R with <p£§x’( ):=sup loF(x)= sup [(y).

YEF(x)
In order to prove this theorem we follow roughly the approach of the proof of Theorem 3.1 in
[6] and need the following three auxiliary results. In the light of this, the validity of Lemma 3.1
is obvious.
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Lemma 3.1. Let Y be a real topological linear space and let | € Y*. Then it holds

sup [(y) =supl(a)+supl(b)
VEA+B acA beB

for all nonempty subsets A and B of Y .
Lemma 3.2. Let X be a real linear space, let Y be a real topological linear space partially
ordered by a convex cone C C Y, let S be a nonempty convex subset of X, and let F: S =Y be

a set-valued map with dom(F,S) # 0. If F € 6,(S,Y,C), then it holds I o F € %,(S,R,R.) for
alll € C*.

Proof. Let F € 6,(S,Y,C),l € C*, and H := [ o F. Then it follows dom(F,S) = dom(H,S) by
definition. Moreover, let x', x> € dom(F,S) = dom(H,S) and A € (0,1). We have to show that
HOAx'+(1=0)x*) c AH() +(1 =) H(?) — Ry (3.1)
If Ax! 4+ (1 — A)x? ¢ dom(F,S) = dom(H,S), then (3.1) is trivially fulfilled.
Otherwise, if Ax' + (1 —A)x? € dom(F,S) = dom(H,S), then let
o € HAx" + (1 —2)x?).
Hence, there must exist y € F(Ax! + (1 — A)x?) such that

o =1(y).
Since F € €,(S,Y,C), it holds
JeF(Ax' +(1=1)x?) CAF(x") + (1-A)F(x*) —C,
and there must exist y! € F(x!), y> € F(x?), and k € C such that
="+ (1-2)y" —k.
Since [ € C*, it holds
a=1(3) = 1(Ay' + (1= 2A)y* —k) = AL(y") + (1= A)I(y*) = 1(k) < AL(Y') + (1= 2A)I(*)

and we obtain
a € {MOH)+A-2)0)} Ry
C MEGEY)+1=DIF(H?))-Ry
— AH() 4 (1-2)H(E) R,
which proves (3.1). ]

Lemma 3.3. Let X be a real linear space, let Y be a real topological linear space partially
ordered by a convex cone C C Y, let S be a nonempty convex subset of X, let F: S =Y be a
set-valued map with dom(F,S) =S, and let | € C*. IfloF € 6,(S,R,R_.), then the maximum

. FS,l .
value function @y is convex on S.

Proof. Letl € C*,loF € 6,(S,R,R), and H := [ o F. In order to prove that the correspond-

ing maximum value function @ha; is convex on S = dom(F,S) = dom(H,S), it suffices by

Lemma 2.1 to show that its strict epigraph
epi (P ) = { (%, @) € SR oy’ (v) < o}

1S a convex set.

If epi<((p£gs)gl) = (), then it holds (pgf;;l (x) = +eo for all x € S = dom(F,S) = dom(H,S) and
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nothing is to prove. Hence, we may assume in the following that epi <((p£’£gl) #0. Let

(xh o), (3%, ) € epi<((p£g§;l,S), i.e.,itholds —oo < (prﬁg{l(xl) <oy <ooand —oo < (pgf;;l(xz) <
0 < oo, and let A € (0, 1). By the convexity of S, we obtain
Ax! 4+ (1= 1)x* € S = dom(F,S) = dom(H,S),

and we choose some f31, B> € R such that

Sy < By < o and @550 (x?) < By < o0y

Then, it holds
H(x') € {B1} — Ry and H(2) © {Bo} — R
Since H € €,(S,R, R, ), we obtain
HAx'+(1=0)x*) CAHD + (1= M)HK) =Ry C {AB1+ (1-A1)B} — R,
and thus
ESIQx +(1=2)x%) =supH(Ax' + (1 =2)x?) < AB +(1=L1)Ba < Aoy + (1 —A) oo,
1.e.,
Al o)+ (1=2) (2, 00) = (Ax' + (1= A)x* Aoy + (1 — 1) o) € epi(@hS,S),
which proves the convexity of epi_ ((pflfygl, S). O

Using the auxiliary results, we can prove the following equivalent characterization of u-type
C-convex set-valued maps similar to Theorem 3.1.

Theorem 3.2. Let X be a real linear space, let Y be a locally convex space partially ordered
by a convex cone C C Y, let S be a nonempty convex subset of X, and let F: S =Y be a set-
valued map with dom(F,S) = S. If F(x) — C is closed and convex for all x € dom(F,S), then the
following statements (i), (ii), and (iii) are equivalent:

(i) F € 6,(S,Y,C);

(ii) loF € 6,(S,R,R) forall ] € C*;

(iii) The maximum value function (pflggl is convex on S for all | € C*.

Proof. Using Lemma 3.2 and Lemma 3.3 it remains to show that (iii) implies (i). Let therefore
the maximum value function @}s; be convex on S = dom(F, S) for all I € C*. Assume that

F & 6,(S,Y,C), then there exist x', x> € S = dom(F,S) and A € (0,1) such that

F(Ax'+(1=2)x?) ZLAF (x') 4+ (1 - A1)F (x?)
& FAxX'+(1 -2 ¢ AF(x) +(1—-A)F(x?) —C.

By the convexity of § = dom(F,S), we obtain Ax' 4 (1 —A)x? € S = dom(F,S). Thus
F(Ax'+(1=21)x%) #0.

Hence, by Theorem 2.1 (ii), there must exist / € C*\ {Oy+} with

rﬁf;g[(lxl +(1— 7L)x2) = sup l~(y) > sup l~(y),
YEF (Ax!+(1-1)x%) YEAF (x)+(1—-21)F (x2)
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and we obtain by Lemma 3.1 that

PESIAx + (1-2)x2) > sup i)
YEAF (x1)+(1-A)F (x2)

= sup I+ sup I(?)

y'ElF(xll yze(l—/l)lj(xz)
= sup I(Ay")+ sup I((1—-2)y%)
yleF(xt) YEF(x?) .
= A sup IGN)+(1—-24) sup (%)
yleF (xh) Y?EF (x?)
= Ao (&) + (1= 2)onax (),
which contradicts that (prﬁ’f,gl is convex on § = dom(F,S) for all / € C*. O

The following example shows that for the validity of Theorem 3.2 the additional assumption
that dom(F,S) = S cannot be replaced by the weaker condition that dom(F,S) is a convex set.

Example 3.1. Let X =R, Y =R?,C=C* = Rﬁ_, S =[—1,1], and the set-valued map F: S=Y

be defined by
0 Lifx € [~1,0)
F(x)"{ 1—x1]x[1—x,1] ,ifxe[0,1] -

Then, for [ = (I 1,12)T ceCr = Ri, it holds for the composite set-valued maps [o F: S = R
_Jo ,ifx € [-1,0)
LoF(x) = { h+b—(h+b)x,h+b) ,ifxe[0,1]
for the minimum value functions (prfﬁfl’l :S—R
ESl/ N - e ,ifx € [-1,0)
Puin () =inf [oF (x) = { h+bh—(li+h)x ,ifxel0,1]

and for the maximum value functions <p££g’ :S—R
—o0 ,ifxe [—1,0
£ ) = sup 1o () = { 1,0

Lh+bL ,ifxel0,1]
Obviously, dom(F,S) = dom(IoF,S) = [0, 1] is convex and it is easy to see that F € ,(S,Y,R%)
and [oF € %,(S,R,R) holds for all / € C* =R3 . Moreover, for all / € C* = R the minimum
value functions (pri’ii’l are convex on S = [—1, 1] but the maximum value functions (prﬁlas;{l are

convex only on dom(F,S) = dom(/oF,S) = [0,1].
Note that in a real linear space Y partially ordered by a convex cone C C Y the equivalences
A<LB & —B=<l-A o B<gcA
hold for A, B C Y by definition of the /-less relation and the u-less relation. In contrast the con-

cepts of /-type C-convexity and of u-type C-convexity of set-valued maps cannot be mutually
converted by simple transformations. For set-valued maps only the following equivalences

HE%,(S,Y,C) & —H € %,(S,Y,—C) and H € €,(S,Y,C) < —H € €,(S,Y,—C)

are fulfilled. Thus Theorem 3.2 cannot be obtained directly from Theorem 3.1 at least by using
such simple approaches.
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4. QUASICONVEXITY OF SET-VALUED MAPS AND EXTREMAL VALUE FUNCTIONS

There exist several concepts for quasiconvexity of set-valued maps. A systematization and
an in-depth analysis of these concepts using the ¢-less relation and the u-less relation can be
found in [7]. In this section we want to study the relations between quasiconvex set-valued
maps and the quasiconvexity of their extremal value functions. Note that by Theorem 3.1 and
Theorem 3.2 (under the additional assumptions formulated there) the convexity of a set-valued
map is equivalent to the fact that the corresponding extremal value functions are convex for
all [ € C*. In contrast, for none of the quasiconvexity concepts for set-valued maps (see the
forthcoming Definition 4.1 and Definition 4.2) such an equivalent characterization by the qua-
siconvexity of the corresponding extremal value functions is known. In the following, we will
give at least partial answers to the questions which quasiconvexity concepts are in both cases
sufficient to guarantee the quasiconvexity of all these extremal value functions.

4.1. (-type quasiconvex set-valued maps. We start with the definition of the different quasi-
convexity concepts based on the /-less relation.

Definition 4.1. [7, Definition 3.2] Let X and Y be real linear spaces, let Y be partially ordered by
a convex cone C C Y, let S be a nonempty convex subset of X, and let F': S = Y be a set-valued
map with dom(F,S) # 0. The map F is called

(a) (£1)-type C-quasiconvex on S if, for any convex subset A of Y, the set
{x € dom(F,S) | F(x)+A <5 {0y}} 4.1

is convex.
(b) (£2)-type C-quasiconvex on S if, for any y € Y, the set

{x € dom(F,8) | F(x) <¢c {}}
is convex, which equivalently means that for any nonempty convex subset A of Y the set
{x € dom(F,S) | F(x) 4€CA}

is convex.
(c) (£3)-type C-quasiconvex on § if, for any x!,x*> € dom(F,S) and A € (0, 1), it holds

FAx'+(1-20)2%) <& (FHY +0)n(F(?) +0).
(d) (¢4)-type C-quasiconvex on S if, for any x', x> € dom(F,S) and A € (0,1), it holds
FAx'+(1=2)x?) g5 F(x') or F(Ax! 4+ (1= 2)x%) <& F(x2).

(e) (¢5)-type C-quasiconvex on S if, for any x!,x*> € dom(F,S) and A € (0,1), there exists
t € 10,1] such that

F(Ax'+(1=20)2%) g5 eF () + (1 —1)F (2.
(f) (£6)-type C-quasiconvex on S if, for any convex subset A of Y and any x', x> € dom(F, S),
tF(x") 4+ (1 —1)F(x*)+A <& {0y} forany ¢ € [0, 1]

implies
F(Ax'+(1=21)x?)+A <5 {0y} forany A € (0,1).
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(g) (¢7)-type C-quasiconvex on S if, for any y € ¥ and x!,x*> € dom(F,S),
tF(x") 4+ (1 —1)F(x*) g5 {y} forany ¢ € [0, 1]
implies
F(Ax'+ (1= 1)x?) <& {y} forany A € (0,1).
(h) (¢8)-type C-quasiconvex on S if, for any x!, x> € dom(F,S) and A € (0, 1), it holds

FAX' +(1-2)%) <6 () (tF(x") + (1 —1)F(x*) +C).
t€l0,1]

(i) (£9)-type C-quasiconvex on S if, for any x', x> € dom(F,S),
F(x') s¢ F(x*)
implies
F(Ax'+ (1= 1)x*) g5 F(x?) for any A € (0,1).
Again, based on this and [7], we will denote by
201(8,Y,C), 2pn(S,Y,C), ..., 24(S,Y,C)

the classes of all (¢1)-type C-quasiconvex, (£2)-type C-quasiconvex, ..., and (£9)-type C-
quasiconvex set-valued maps on S, respectively. Moreover, in [7, Proposition 3.4], it was proved
that

204(8,Y,C)
g QKS(&Y?C)
C 24(8,Y,C) = 24(S,Y,C) 4.2)
S 2n(S,Y,C) = 24;(S,Y,C) = 24(S,Y,C) = 245(S,Y,C)
C 2p(S,Y,0),

(see also [7, Example 3.5]) and according to [7, Example 4.1], it holds
(gf(SaYaC) ¢ &0254(57Y7C) and C@(S?Y7C) - QES(Say,C)'

Note that the concept of (£9)-type C-quasiconvexity for set-valued maps defined above in
Definition 4.1 can be interpreted as a generalization of the quasiconvexity (in the sense of
Jahn) of vector-valued maps. If f: S — Y is again a vector-valued map and we define the
set-valued map F: S =2 Y by F(x) := {f(x)} for all x € S, then f is quasiconvex (in the sense
of Jahn) on § if and only if F € 2y(S,Y,C). As explained in much more detail in [7] all
C-quasiconvexity concepts of Definition 4.1 are based on corresponding vector-valued coun-
terparts (cf. [7, Definition 2.1, Remark 2 (a)] and references therein). For more background
literature (some with different terminology) according to the various concepts we refer also for
instance to [6, 10, 11, 12].

If additionally C — C =Y is fulfilled (which is equivalent to the fact that ({y'} +C) N ({y*} +
C) # 0 holds for all y!,y? € Y), then for all F € 24,(S,Y,C) = 243(S,Y,C) = 24(S,Y,C) =
243(8,Y,C) the domain dom(F, S) is a convex set (cf. [6]). In contrast to this, if F € 2/(S,Y,C) =
246(S,Y,C) and if we chose A :=Y in (4.1), then we obtain by the definition of an (¢1)-type
C-quasiconvex set-valued map on S the convexity of the set {x € dom(F,S) | F(x) +Y <&
{Oy}} = dom(F,S). Thus dom(F,S) is by using (4.2) convex for all F € 2(S,Y,C) with
O e {01,04,05,06}.
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Moreover, under the assumptions of Theorem 3.1 it is shown in [11] that F € 2, (S,Y,C) =
203(8,Y,C) = 24(8S,Y,C) = 243(8,Y,C) is fulfilled if the minimum value function (pli’ii’l is
quasiconvex on S for all / € C*. On the other hand the following lemma provides a sufficient
condition for the quasiconvexity of the minimum value functions (pﬁ’i’l forall [ € C*.

Lemma 4.1. [6, Lemma 1.1 (Al)] Let X be a real linear space, let Y be a real topological
linear space partially ordered by a convex cone C C Y, let S be a nonempty convex subset of X,
let F: S =Y be a set-valued map with dom(F,S) # 0, and let | € C*. Then it holds:

IfloF € 2pp(S,R,R;) = 25(S,R,R1) = 247 (S,R,R4 ) = Zyg(S,R,R_), then the minimum

. F.S
value function @_""

min 1S quasiconvex on S.

Using Lemma 4.1, the following result for the extreme directions of the dual cone C*, denoted
by extd(C*), can be proved. Recall that / € extd(C*) if and only if / € C*\ {Oy~} and [ =1} + 1,
with [1,l, € C* implies I1,l, € {al | a > 0}.

Proposition 4.1. [6, Proposition 3.1] Let X be a real linear space, let Y be Banach space
partially ordered by a closed convex cone C CY withC—C =Y, and let | € extd(C*). Then it
holds:

IfF € 2p(S,Y,C) = 243(S,Y,C) = 247(S,Y,C) = 243(S,Y,C), thenloF € 2y (S,R,R;) =
23 (SRR ) = 247(S,R, Ry ) = Zyg(S,R, R ) and thus the minimum value function (plfl’ii’l is
quasiconvex on S.

In [6, Theorem 3.1], under additional assumptions even an equivalent characterization of
maps F € 24(S,Y,C) with { € {£2,£3,07,£8} via the quasiconvexity of the minimum value
functions (prfl’ifl’l for all I € extd(C*) is given. We will show in the following Theorem 4.1 that
the quasiconvexity of the minimum value functions (plfl’ifl’l for all / € C* can be guaranteed if
F € 24(8,Y,C) with & € {¢4,05} holds. Therefore we need the following auxiliary result.

Lemma 4.2. Let X be a real linear space, let Y be a real topological linear space partially
ordered by a convex cone C C Y, let S be a nonempty convex subset of X, and let F: S =Y be a
set-valued map with dom(F,S) # 0. If F € 2y5(S,Y,C), then it holds [ o F € 2y5(S,R,R_.) for
alll € C*.

Proof. Let F € 245(S,Y,C),l € C*,and H :=[oF. Then it follows dom(F,S) = dom(H,S) by
definition and thus the convexity of dom(H,S). Moreover, let x', x> € dom(F,S) = dom(H,S)
and A € (0,1). Then by definition there exists ¢ € [0, 1] such that

F(Ax'+ (1= 20)2%) g6 eF () + (1 —1)F (o).
Moreover, let & € tH(x!) + (1 —¢)H (x?). Then there exist y! € F(x!) and y? € F(x?) such that
a=1l(y")+(1=0)I10%) =1ty + (1 =1)y°),
and
' +(1=1)y* €tF(x" Y+ (1 —1)F(x*) C F(Ax' + (1= 2)x%) +C.
Thus there exist § € F(Ax' 4 (1 —1)x?) and k € C such that
'+ (1—1)y* =5+«
Since [ € C*, it holds
1) = 1ty' + (1 =0y k) =1ty + (1 =0)y*) = 1(k) <1y + (1 =1)y") = @,
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and we obtain
ac{lG)}+Ry CUFAx'+(1-1)x*)+Ry = HAx' + (1 -21)x*) +R,.
Hence, it follows

tH() +(1—)H(?) CHAxX' +(1-2A)x?) + Ry
& HOx'+(1-4)2) <L tH(x )+(1—t)H(x2),

andthus H =10 F € 2y5(S,R,R). O

+

As a direct consequence of Lemma 4.1, Lemma 4.2, and (4.2), we obtain the announced
result.

Theorem 4.1. Let X be a real linear space, let Y be a real topological linear space partially
ordered by a convex cone C C Y, let S be a nonempty convex subset of X, and let F: S =Y be
a set-valued map with dom(F,S) # 0. If F € 2(S,Y,C) with { € {{4,(5}, then the minimum

value function gofl’ifl’l is quasiconvex on S for all | € C*.
4.2. u-type quasiconvex set-valued maps. In this subsection, we show with the forthcoming

Theorem 4.2 a result similar to Theorem 4.1 for u-type quasiconvex set-valued maps, i.e., we

study the question, which quasiconvexity concept based on the u-less relation guarantees the

quasiconvexity for all maximum value functions (prﬁil with [ € C*. We start again with the

definition of the different concepts.

Definition 4.2. [7, Definition 3.3] Let X and Y be real linear spaces, let Y be partially ordered by
a convex cone C C Y, let S be a nonempty convex subset of X, and let F': S =Y be a set-valued
map with dom(F,S) # 0. The map F is called

(a) (ul)-type C-quasiconvex on S if, for any convex subset A of Y, the set
{xedom(F,S) | F(x) ¢ A}

is convex.
(b) (u2)-type C-quasiconvex on S if, for any y € Y, the set

{x € dom(F,S) [ F(x) <¢ {»}}
is convex.
(¢) (u3)-type C-quasiconvex on S if, for any x!,x*> € dom(F,S) and A € (0,1), it holds

F(Ax'+(1=2)2) <4 F(x" Y UF ().
(d) (u4)-type C-quasiconvex on S if, for any x!,x> € dom(F,S) and A € (0, 1), it holds
F(Ax'4 (1= 21)x%) <& F(xb) or F(Ax! 4 (1 = 1)x?) <& F(x?).

(e) (u5)-type C-quasiconvex on S if, for any x', x> € dom(F,S) and A € (0, 1), there exists

t € 0, 1] such that

F(Ax'4+ (1 =2)x) b tF(xY) + (1 —1)F (x?).

(f) (u6)-type C-quasiconvex on S if, for any nonempty convex subset A of ¥ and any x', x* €

dom(F,S),

tF(x")+ (1—1)F(x*) <% Aforany € [0,1]
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implies
F(Ax'4+ (1 =2)x*) <% A forany A € (0,1).
(g) (u7)-type C-quasiconvex on S if, for any y € Y and x!,x*> € dom(F,S),
tF(x") + (1 —1)F(x*) <% {y} forany € [0,1]
implies
F(Ax'4 (1 =21)x*) <& {y} forany A € (0,1).
(h) (u8)-type C-quasiconvex on S if, for any x!,x> € dom(F,S) and A € (0, 1), it holds

F(Ax'4 (1 =2)x) <& U (tF(x") +(1=1)F(x?)).

1€[0,1]
(i) (u9)-type C-quasiconvex on S if, for any x!,x> € dom(F,S),
F(x') SEF ()
implies
F(Ax'+ (1 = 2)x?*) <% F(x?) for any A € (0,1).
Again based on this and again according to [7], we will denote in the following by

Qul(S,Y,C), ‘QMZ(SaY7C)a SERR) c9149(57Yac‘)

the classes of all (ul)-type C-quasiconvex, (u2)-type C-quasiconvex, ..., and (u9)-type C-
quasiconvex set-valued maps on S, respectively. According to [7, Proposition 3.6], it holds
2,4(8,Y,C)
C 245(8,Y,C)N2,5(S,Y,C)
C 2,;5(8,Y,C)U2,(S,Y,C) 43)
C 2 (S Y,C ) ’
C 2u(S,Y,C) = 2,6(S,7,C)

C 2,(8,Y,C)=2,(8,Y,C).
Additionally, if F(x) — C is convex for all x € dom(F,S), then
2.1(S5,Y,C) = 2,6(S,Y,C) C 2,8(S,Y,C)N2,9(S,Y,C).
Moreover, (see [7, Example 3.7 and Example 4.1]), we have
6.(S,Y,C) ¢ 2,5(8,Y,C), 6.(S,Y,C) C 2,5(8,Y,C),

o@,ﬁ(S,Y,C) ¢ o@1,44<S Y C) uS(S Y C) ¢ Qu4(S Y C)
MS(SaY7C)¢°@u3<SYC)7 MS(SYC)¢°@M5(SYC)
MZ(S’Y7C):°@M7<S YC) ¢°@u1(S YC) Qu6(S7Y7C>7

ng(S,Y,C) ¢ Qul(‘g Y C) u6(S Y C)

2,0(8.Y,C) = 2,7(S,Y,C) ¢ Duo(S,Y,C), and

ng(S,Y,C) ¢°@u2<s YC) u7(S7Y7C)'

Clearly, the concept of (u9)-type C-quasiconvexity for set-valued maps defined above can in
analogy to the (£9)-type C-quasiconvexity be interpreted as a generalization of the quasicon-
vexity (in the sense of Jahn) of vector-valued maps. If again f: S — Y is a vector-valued map
and the set-valued map F: S =% Y is defined by F(x) := {f(x)} for all x € S, then f is quasi-
convex (in the sense of Jahn) on S if and only if F € 2,9(S,Y,C), and F € Zyy(S,Y,C) if and
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only if F € 2,9(S,Y,C) (in addition to this we refer to [7, Remark 2 (f)]). Similarly to the con-
cepts of C-quasiconvexity based on the /-less relation all C-quasiconvexity concepts defined in
Definition 4.2 are again based on corresponding vector-valued counterparts (cf. [7, Definition
2.1, Remark 2 (b)]). Note that the notions of (u2)-type, (u3)-type, (u4)-type, (u5)-type, and
(u8)-type C-quasiconvexity were introduced in [9].

For the proof of the announced theorem, we need the following two auxiliary results.

Lemma 4.3. Let X be a real linear space, let Y be a real topological linear space partially
ordered by a convex cone C C Y, let S be a nonempty convex subset of X, let F: S =Y be a
set-valued map with dom(F,S) =S, and let | € C*. Then it holds:
IfloF € 2,5(S,R,R), then the maximum value function @Qﬁ;l is quasiconvex on S.
Proof. Letl € C*,loF € 2,5(S,R,R;),and H :=[oF. In order to prove that the corresponding
maximum value function ¢ := (prﬁ}i{l is convex on S, it suffices by Lemma 2.2 to show that its
strict level set

o-1(S,a) :== {xes| b5y < o}
is a convex set for all a € R. Let therefore o € R be arbitrarily chosen. If ¢$-'(S, ) = 0, then
nothing is to prove. Therefore, let x!',x> € ¢-1(S,a) and A € [0,1]. Then it holds x!, x> € § =
dom(F,S) =dom(H,S), —oo < goflgz;l(xl) < @, and —oo < (pflfgl(xz) < . Using the convexity
of § = dom(F,S) = dom(H,S), we obtain

Ax! 4+ (1= 1)x* € S = dom(F,S) = dom(H,S).
‘We have to show that
ESIQxX' +(1 -2 < o (4.4)

max

holds. If A € {0, 1}, then (4.4) is obviously fulfilled. Hence, we may assume A € (0,1). Since
H € 2,5(S,R, R} ), there exists 7 € [0, 1] such that
HOx'+ (1 =02 ctHx) + (1 —0)H(x*) — R,

Now, let B € R be chosen such that

max{ @z’ (x'), oy (°)} < B < a.
Then it holds

tH(x') C {1B} — Ry and (1 -1)H(*) € {(1-1)B} — Ry,
and we obtain
HAx'+(1-2)x*) c tHx)+(1—-t)H(x*) R,

C ({tBy—Ry)+({(1-1)B} —Ry) —Ry
— {B}-R,.
It follows that
STt +(1=2)x%) =supH(Ax' + (1 = A)¥*) < B < a.

max

This completes the proof. 0J

Lemma 4.4. Let X be a real linear space, let Y be a real topological linear space partially
ordered by a convex cone C C Y, let S be a nonempty convex subset of X, and let F: S =Y be
a set-valued map with dom(F,S) # 0. If F € 2,5(8S,Y,C), then it holds loF € 2,5(S,R,R)
foralll € C*.
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Proof. Let F € 2,5(S,Y,C),l € C*,H:=10F, A €(0,1),and x',x> € dom(F,S) = dom(H,S).
Then there exists 7 € [0, 1] such that
F(Ax'4+ (1 =2)x?) CtF(x") 4+ (1 —=1)F(x*) = C #0. (4.5)
Obviously, it is sufficient to show that
HAx'+(1=24)x%) <f, tH(x') + (1 —1)H(x?) (4.6)

holds.
If Ax! + (1 —A)x* ¢ dom(F,S) = dom(H,S), then (4.6) is trivially fulfilled by using (2.2).
Hence, we may assume Ax! + (1 —A)x?> € dom(F,S) = dom(H,S) and let

o € HAx" + (1 —2)x?).
Then there exists y € F(Ax! + (1 —A)x?) such that & = [(§). From (4.5), we see that there must

exist y! € F(x!), y?> € F(x?), and k € C such that j = ty! + (1 —t)y? — k. Hence, we obtain by
[ € C* that

a=1(7) =1(ty' + (1 =0)y* k) =t1(y") + (1 = 0)l(y*) = 1(k) < tl(y") + (1 = 0)I(5*),
and consequently
o t{l(yl)}+(1—t){ (?)} -
(1—t)( (xz))

N m
/\
/\

Hence, it follows again

H(Ax'+(1—2)x2) CtH(x") + (1 —)H(2) — R,
& HAX +(1-)2%) <4 tHE) + (1-)H (),

which implies that H = [o F € 2,5(S,R,R,). This completes the proof. UJ

As a direct consequence of Lemma 4.3, Lemma 4.4, and (4.3) we obtain here the following
result:

Theorem 4.2. Let X be a real linear space, let Y be a real topological linear space partially
ordered by a convex cone C C Y, let S be a nonempty convex subset of X, and let F: S =Y be
a set-valued map with dom(F,S) = S. If F € 24(S,Y,C) with ) € {u4,u5}, then the maximum

value function gorﬁf,g’ is quasiconvex on S for all | € C*.

5. CONCLUSIONS

A known result of Benoist and Popovici [6, Theorem 2.1] provides that a set-valued map
F:S=2Y is {-type C-convex on S if and only if the scalar-valued minimum value function
q)s’ii’l is convex on § for all / € C*. With the new Theorem 3.2, a similar result regarding the
equivalent characterization of u-type C-convex set-valued maps is formulated. We prove that
a set-valued map F': S = Y is u-type C-convex on S if and only if the scalar-valued maximum
value function (pflﬁg’ is convex on § for all [ € C*. Moreover, for quasiconvex set-valued maps
based on the /-less relation (see [7, Definition 3.2]) and based on the u-less relation (see [7,
Definition 3.3]), it is shown that the minimum value function (pi}fl’l is quasiconvex on S for
all [ € C* provided that F is (¢5)-type C-quasiconvex on S (see Theorem 4.1) and that the

maximum value function (pg’g;l is quasiconvex on S for all [ € C* provided that F is (u5)-type
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C-quasiconvex on S (see Theorem 4.2). Using the hierarchical orders (4.2) and (4.3), it should
be clarified in a next step if this is true also for (¢1)/(¢6)-type C-quasiconvex maps and for
(u8)-type C-quasiconvex maps, respectively.
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