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1 IL®IC

BB LRI RS 2 223 R S IO L CIRA fThILTE D, FEFHER R 7Y 2 —
VY, ELEEHEL BRER Y, HEOHROFTHRARDPTFCHEHZIATVWS. 2
D &S REED 2R L2 WHNB O L D TR EBIFE T 3 L 08T T
LTHWS F— X DN IESRFHI I 2 Z21E L L LERHEEEICH LT A7 +—<
YADLLEIHILI-nweE DD, IS 200BEENFERFITRDSNIGEND 5.
ZHMDO B AN MRECREIC BT 2 RE(LRICOWTE RS IZHT DRI PLOFRKR
EPR/MEIC DOV TR E T 2 XA H D, T.Tanino[8] TIEARZ FLD EROBITHF
BFRRRBIBN ST B, M.Goerigk fifl [4] TlE, H—HRDO B AR b LRREICB T
N MEOHEZRHEICOWTE D HNTWA. F72, Jldeftl 6] TIX, RENR
OANZ MEOHERZ L ICE—HINO B AR MRELREZ 2 HIO a2 b RiE i E
AEER L, R L ZBEDOROBESRICOVWTE e D 5N TWS. A THERH D BIfRME
ODWVWTHFrHLNTWVA.

ARETIIER L 72 2 DDEFR%E regret DBIRNHEA LB —RED 0 N2 Rt
M [4] ZILER L, #7272 2 DOMOBMRZIRET 5. FLZNLMBORHEAMT 2TV,
BIEFEBRZITS Z e TENSMOEANEE R/ L 5.

2 ZEANRE{LRE

X CR" ZFITAIRER S, [ X = RFEXRS MU E §5. 202 &, 2 c X1
W32 f(z) BiMET 282 2 HRELEE XUXD X 51252 % (6]

min f(x)

(MP)
s.t. reX.

(1)



REICBWTIERIEFESEE LRV, B L IEB R 3 EFEIRICE > T2 FLE
BORNMEZERTIDENDZ. vl e RF T2, ZorE, FEFEZUTDOLS
WZEFRT 5.

oy <y ytelyl,o0) for ali=1,2,... .k

o Y <y s ytelyl,o0) for alli=1,2,...,kand y' # 3>

o Y <y yle(yl,o0) for alli=1,2,... k

Z BB LEE (MP) 128 WT, RORZMET LI e X\{2} BDEELRVE
%, & Z[M#E (MP) O efficient & X.5.

f(z) € {f(@)} - RL. (2)

$7, {(f(0)) - REBEC, {f(2)} - RE RMiET 5% € X\[(2) BEELEVE
%, & 22z ZNTE (MP) @ strictly efficient ,weakly efficient &.3.

3 Regret Robustness

Regret 1%, BB OEBROMEL > F VA IZBIFIREDHELEDEDZ L2V, Z
NEZFMET A2 TN MERRRLES ETB3EZTTHS. ZCEIWRiE
LRIEERD X 512525 [4] :

min  sup (f(z,&) — f*(€))
s.t. e X. )

CIZTHEBSf R = R, ETAREEREG X C RY, ¥ FVADES (FHEEEES)
UCR™ L, ¥FVFEcUZENEBRDORED T X—ZDEERT. /2, PE) I
PU) D 1ODOREERT.

EEY CR' OsupZE gL, RDOXIWCERT 5 8.

P(E)

(i) 52y forany y€V;
(ii)if y' >y for any y € Y, theny > g.

y=sup Y iff{ (4)

MEPU) ICBWTRORENM 2T Lo e € X\{2} PEFEELRVE & & € X % robust
optimal & J.&.

sup(f(z, &) — f7(€)) < sup(f(£,€) = f*(£))- (5)

geu e

7, sup(f(5.€) — F(€) < sup(f(5,€) — [(6) BMRT £ 5% 0 € X\(3} B
ceu ceu
L7awnwe &, & 2R PU) D unique robust optimal & X3
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4 AR

4.1 SEBERIC K 345k

THEREMEAU c R* N L TEEDBEIEI NS F VAR cU ¥ L, BB
FG 8 R - R, REEMEAXY CR 2T B, 2O E, ROEILFE

RMP, (¢) :ﬂtm ﬂxfé ;(f* © (6)

REZD. EEL, fOBYFIAEcU TRAFHEBAOENHEDONY FLTHS.
%72, RMP,(€) 13 RMP,(U) D 1 DORIETH 5. ZORBEICB T 2% RD & 5 1EH
T 5.

EE 4.1 & € X5 RMP(U) IZB1F 5 set-based minimax regret robust efficient T&H
5 el

Ju(x) C fu(z) —RL (7)
BT o€ X\[3)} BEELRVI LR WS, £EL,
Ju(x) = {f(z,&) = f(§) £ €U}, (8)

S5 LK DORE DIRE RE TH 2 & &, 213202, strictly set-based minimax
regret robust efficient (LA strictly s-b.minimax r.r.e.) ,weakly set-based minimax
regret robust efficient (BAT weakly s-b.minimax r.r.e.) & K&,

fa Fula)—RE

f(xpE]) _f“(s)

flaae) — F7(E)

46 fleyea) — F7(e)
/\

(Uflxge)=F(e)
flxzea) = F(E)

flxz,e2) — 7 (2)

o T

1: 29, 23 7% s-b.minimax 1.r.e. D]




4.1 29, 23 ¥ s-b.minimax r.r.e. LR AP ERTHKE o TV, FEITAIREMIL 3
DTy, T, T3, >Fv jbiQofl,fg 35% Zﬂiﬁb‘fﬁ@@“/ﬂ‘]} ﬂ‘i&0)2§’7z‘-—’\7‘/7<751
MO X512k o7e s 5. BIAE, fulr) — R fz,6) — f4E), flz1, &) — f*(6) 2
St RE 2 2N E N5 WEBBOMEE L 2o TWT, 2, D2 0DRE DR CERE
Ju(z) —RE DL ZRERL TS, KED 2;(i = 2,3) DKL 2, DB E DRIFRD

fu(@1) C fula;) —RE

IR BBV D, 19, x5 A3 s-b.minimax r.r.e. ¥R 5.
& A% s-b.minimax rr.e \IZOWT, HHEBDB —2D5HE (k=1) &> FVAH—D2D
Ba (U] = 1) IZ2WT T o & RALD D,

BEA41 k=102 &, ic XHRMP,(U)IZBY 3 s-bminimax rre THZI L &
A3 unique robust optimal TH 2 Z LIXFMETH 5.

[RIERH]
k=10t %, & s-bminimax rr.e 251X, 22 robut optimal TH 5 Z & Z/RT.
2 2¥s-b.minimax rr.e TH2 LT b, R&iiiizd v e X\{&} BFEELRL.

k=10t (9)KIRDLS1T7%25.

do € X\{2} : igg(f(%ﬁ) — /7)) <sup(f(z,&) — f7(£)).

feu

I7bB, THdrobust optimal DEFRICH =5 Z 55, & ldrobust optimal TH 5.

RiZk=1Dt =, 2 robut optimal TH 2 & =, i h3s-b.minimax rr.e. THHTH
%2 %mT. @ Dirobust optimal TH2 & &, REWT v e X\{2} BEELRL.

sup(f(z, &) — f*(§)) < ilelg(f(i’,&) = f*(€). (10)

geu
Lo ERD XS5 ICEFEEHZ 5.
Bz e X\{2} : fu(x) —RE C fu(2) — REL.
L7=2357T, #i¥s-b.minmax rre. TH3. MUEXD, @mE41H68D 7D, |

241 k=10 %, &€ X2 RMP(U) BT 5 strictly s-b.minimax r.r.e. TH2 Z
¥ ¥ 2 2 unique robust optimal TH 2 Z L IX[FMETH 3.

R42k=1Dr %, &€ X DBRMP,(U) IZEBF % weakly s-b.minimax r.r.e. TH53Z
& ¥ & dirobust optimal TH2Z LIXFMETH 5.

w42 U =10t %, &€ XD RMP(U) 2B S s-bminimax rre THdI Ltk
& W efficient TH 5 Z L ZFAETDH 5.
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[RIERH]

U =1Dt =, &€ XD RMP(U) BT % s-b.minimax r.r.e. 25, 7 i3 efficient
TH>ZL%mT. &2 sbminimax rre THDEE, Relzd v e X\{i} PEE
LRWw,

ful@) C fu(@) — RL. (11)
U =1%D, RIFRDES 1255,
Br e X\{2}: f(x) — f* € f(z) - f* —RL. (12)

CIZTERRD 1 HEATH 200 ROAD KD LD,
Bz e X\{2}: f(z) € f(2) — RL.

L7235 T 2 & efficient 72 5.

RZU =1DE =, 7€ XD efficient 251X, 7 1ds-b. minimax rre. THDI L%
AT & D efficient TH S L IE, REWiLT v X\{2} BIFELZRW.

f(z) € f(2) - RL. (13)
22T, —REE % () OHEAD» S5 ERD LD IR D.
fo e X\{2}: f(x) — f* € f(&) — f*— RL.

U =10 &, LEidoRERDEHITHR5.
fr e X\{2}: f(z) - f* € f(&) - f* —RL.

L7M>T, 2lEs-bminimax rre. THH, DIEXD@E42H8 DD, O

F43 U =1DEZE, &€ XD RMP(U) IZEBIT 5 weakly s-b.minimax r.r.e. TH 3
Z ¥ i hweakly efficient TH 5 Z L IXFMETH 5.

R44 U =1DLE, 7€ XD RMP,(U)IZEBF 5 strictly s-b.minimax r.r.e. TH 5
Z 2 ¥ i Wistrictly efficient. TH 2 Z L IXFMETH 5.

4.2 HHERIC K BHL5E
PHEEMESU c R ICH L THEEDBEEShEZYF AR c U L, HIEE
f( 6 R" 5 RF, FiEHEESGX CR T2, ZOrE, RORE(LHEER

RMPA@Imn zg(ﬂxﬁ)—fﬂﬂ) (14

s.t. reX



EEZL. EEL,
sup (fi(x,6) = f1(£))

ceu
zgg(f(xvé) — 1) = : : (15)
sup (fe(x, &) — f7 (&)

73, RMP,(€) 1 RMP,(U) ® 1 DORIETH 5.

EE 4.2 7 € X DIRMP,(U) 1IZB1} % point-based minimax regret robust efficient T
b5l

() € ()~ R (16)
iz e X\{2} BRFIELRVWI R WS, L,

u (@) = sup (f(z,€) — f*(€)). (17)
ceul
S5 EAEDRDORE SRE, R TH 2 & &, 213 ZNZA, strictly point-based minimax
regret robust efficient(BAF strictly p-b.minimax r.r.e. ),weakly point-based minimax
regret robust efficient(LA T weakly p-b.minimax rr.e. ) & KA.

Al ,<
f{x:p 91) —f(=) fﬁnax(xl)
O-—mm— s
flese) = F@© i € :
O_ ___________ —f}i’ |
A
o T _.E?;“ ) I Fleye) — F°)
flxzie))— F£7(5) |
A |
Flxgiey) = F*(g) A
0 fleger) = F7(e)
0 h

2: x3 3 p-b.minimax 1.r.e. D

4.2 % z3 23 p-b.minimax r.r.e. THEHIERTHER-oTW5S. FATAIREMIL 3 D
Ty, T2, T3, \‘/b}_ U j’&i2ogl,§2 %6 Xﬂiﬁbfﬁ}@@f/“}“) j‘:\\to))€7ﬂ”“7 ?/Xiﬁ@
KO0t F 2[5 (1), [ (x2), [o(x3) IFBEITAIREMORERRE R o TV 5.
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BIZAE, £ (1) D fo BlE, f21, &) = f5(6) D fo \ITBT BET fL ¥ £z, &) — f4(6)
D [IBFBMEE o TS, H2ETAIRERO LRI Z O FITRIREMEDS R HITHL D
S BMEDBKAMEICE > TESLNS. KED 23 DREEL MO 2;(i = 2,3) DRFEHL D
B fRDS

0 () € i (xs) — RE

Y23 x DIFELRWSED, 257 p-b.minimax rr.e 723,
& 23 p-b.minimax r.r.e \Z2OWT, HWBEBDG —D20HE (k=1), > F VA2 —D0DH;
B (U = 1) IZDWTLLTD &S %2@mEr RO D ILD.

W 43 k=1D& %, &€ XD RMPy(U) 2B % p-b.minimax rre THLHI L i
¥ unique robust optimal T#H 5 Z L IXFMETH 5.

EIREE]
k=10 %, € X P p-bminimax rr.e 751X, £ 1Xunique robust optimal T»H
5Z %Y. &2 p-bminimax rre TH2E X, ROXZALT v e X\{2} DFEE
L7z,
fu(@) C fu(@) — RE. (18)
k=1orz, (1 RIUTDESIT%5.

o€ X\{2} : Sup( (@,8) = f7(§)) < sup(f(%, &) — f*(£))-

ceu
Zik b, 2idrobust optimal TH 5.
RiZk=1D¥r %=, &€ X P unique robust optimal 7251, 4! p-b. minimax r.r.e.

TH5HIZ%RT. 2 Hrobust optimal TH 2 & =, ROX %M T v e X\{2} DTFE
L72W.

sup(f(x, &) — f7(€)) < sup(f(2,€) — f*(£))- (19)

geu ceu
(19) XEXD XS5 ITEXHZ 5.
Bz e X\{2}: fu(x) —RE C fu(2) — RL.
L7255 T 21 p-b.minimax rre 72D, D EXDaE43 DD, O

% 4.5

k=10t &, &€ XD RMPyU) IZEBT B strictly p-b.minimax rr.e. THDHI & ¥ &
73 unique robust optimal TH 2 Z L IZ[FMETH 5.

% 4.6

k=10t &, &€ XD RMPy(U)IZEBIT S weakly p-b.minimax rre THDH I L L TH
robust optimal TH 2 Z L IZFETH 5.



i 4.4 U =1DL Z, &€ XD RMPy(U) IZBF % p-b.minimax rre THDHI &L
2 W efficient TH 2 Z L IX[FEETH 5.

[RIERA]
U =1D& =, &€ XD p-bminimax rr.e 725X, &3 efficient. TH2Z & ZRT.
& 73 p-b.minimax rre. TH2EE, ROXZMT e X\{2} BFEELRLV.

f(x) € fi™(2) - RE. (20)
U =1&D, 20)RERDES1TH 3.
Fo e X\{2}: f(2.€) — f(€) € f(2,6) - f*(§) -~ RL. (21)
ZZTR)RD fFHOBRIHAEETHEH5 (21) OREFRD LS 1Tk 5.

Bz e X\{2}: f(z) € f(2) — RL.

L7230 T, zlefficient THYH, (1) DD ILD.

RiZU|=1DE =, & e XD efficient. 251X, 21X p-b. minimax rre THEI &
ZRT. @ efficient TH 2L %, RORZT v € X\{2} DFELRL.

flw) € f(z) — RL. (22)
ZIT, —RES (O E (22 O LHEIK ERDE SRS,
fo e X\{2}: fz) — 1) € f(2) — f7(¢) - RL. (23)
U =10 %, 42)RiFXDXS1Tk3.

B e X\ {2} : fi"™(2) € £™(2) - RL.

L7 >T, 2&p-bminimax rre. THDOH, L EXDEEL4HDHED LD, O

RA7 U =1DE %, &€ XD RMPy(U)IZBT 5 strictly p-b.minimax r.r.e. TH 2
Z 2 ¥ @M strictly efficient TH 2 ZIZ[EETH 5.

RA48 U =1DL X, &€ XD RMPy(U) IZBHIF % weakly p-b.minimax r.r.e. TH 2
Tt @A weakly efficient TH 2 Z LIZFETH 3.
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5 KR—br7x)ARBIEOBIERER
5.1 HREE

BE L2200, s-b.minimax r.r.e. ¥ p-b.minimax r.r.e. DMEEZEH L 5 72DITHR—
b7 VA DOBIEERZ1To 7. EBRTIZ 12z 0 H, 8 1H%Z 2018/11/1 1Z3B Ik,
52 11% 2018/12/1 1B 2 MM L, 2018/11/1 %5 2022/8/1 % T 45 Hi DINZE R
TR EWE L Db, Hil 36 HIEOIGERD 7 — X % BT 5 D D EEFEN D FlER
BHEZE4DDET L (P), (Py), (P3), (Py) TZhENTRD 2. iz, 37THOKE
HRERDZGEF 12O 6 HETOT— 22 b L ICEHT . 2k 9EEDIRT.
ZDk, ROIABRELRTHEBICR- 7+ VA 2HE LGS HELNETHS SN
WRY e EFLVAELTHIET 2. 5Oo0&FEIZ [ ax@8E R), Tk #HZ),
TR XTF 47V Y2 R,THR) Ao 54T 247 OoeTAE UrkTI0HM) &L,
REPEZ 100 T E Uz, #HHLZEEONEEER T — X O—2 Witk 3 5.

£ 1. FEFEOINEHE

1. ba& 2H_EZ 3.XF47 4.F95 4 5. FHE
1| —0.058 —0.119  —0.208 —0.441 0
2 | 0.0419  0.1080 0.0304 0.309 0
45| 0.0215  —0.017  —0.038 0.0544 0

5.2 LT BD4DDETIL

BT 2 4DDFETNAD S E 2DIFHER L LBROBERITEDS W ET LT, K5 2 D3R
RETNEHKT 2720DFETVERSTVWS. HEET 2 E7VEM T & & Markowitz[5]
DFGREETADSIRELZET VRV 5.

B | OMIFINAERE 1y, BPEI LB ORI E 0 ¥ T DL, K=+ T74VUF
DRSS 1 & Z DT 0 IZ R TERSNS.

no= Z LW, (24)
i=1
0'2 = iio’ljwlw] (25)

i=1 j=1

FEDECE T IR — b 7 U A DEARFINGER [ HRERDER S 2 MR s A B
THAHIDTT, VRZ (F8)0® ZR/IMET 2EPE i NORELR wi(i = 1,2,--- ,n)
R % 2 KEtHfE e L TERLEn 5.



min o

S.t. ,[L 2 ﬂE

HEBEF LD 55 D—21F Z DE T MBI 2 HIFIGER 0K Z Rz E 7L (P)
T, TR THENSE R 741V F X TBRNIER— b7 204 Xidh3. b
5 —DDHERET I (Py) 1% (Py) D BWIEEZ R— b 7 4 VA OIRERIC L2720, PEE
ROBFAERZETLERS>TWES, (Py), (P)3ATTH5.

n n
2D Oiwiw;
i=1j=1

2wi=1
i=1
>0(i=1,2-,n).

n
min = riw;
i=1

(P2) s.t.

i=1

RBEET L (Py), (Py) 1&, ZNZ M set-based minimax regret robust efficient &
point-based minimax regret robust efficient ZFHIZLZET N ER-TWVWS. [WHDEE
FETNLOBRBEEIX (Py), (P) LBEME 228 270 ZDE 71D BIBEEII AR — b
74 VADOPREEDV Z Ly b ZDORWMDY Ly b $ 5. BINBEE (-6 R — R?

&L,

min

(P4) s.t.

95,

ﬁm@—f@)

i=1

sup (f(w, &) — f*(6))

ceu
n
=1
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5.3 EFHEER

(P1), (Po) 3RS NTT 83 > 2 7 280342 X LT W % Nuorium Optimizer T
(P3), (P4) i Python T, Zhizha— FZ2HATIHER L. SHRELLHER, £ETLO
PREROMEBIIR 2, 3DXS1Tho. BRIFMIHZRL TWT, FLroHER—
F7AVADOINRERTH S, R, E2, . FFRICHICEROIEH e 212, X
T 27DIEHRALZbDT, FUEESTH->THIAPRR ZGE A URELETDH
5 EIFR S 0.

£ 21% (Py),(Py), (P3) DSR2 F DR TH 5. (P) ©HWEBIHEOR/IMET
HY, BELZNGEFEOWEIE SNz, —FT (Py) FRIGEEEOLEHL L, KK
R RD T o A HMLD. ZOEFAFMREORAMEH-> DD TR- b
7 VADRERZERL TRV, HERELHBHUL VDR LBEL TV
ARG IS TR ARG R e o 7z, (Py) W358 38 Ml L 55 43 WNTRAT 2 D23, 2RIy
WCIRZELEIGSRMEL N, £, OEFLLHKL TS 20U L 72 3 HH3%
ol

31 (P;) DEREFT e DRRTH L. (Ps) IIMOEFT A LKL THR UL
DIREEH U7 S CTREBIZE 57205, ZHICEDEF LD 3 —< ¥ 2D HE L <
SENIFHEZ B LT, SHBOBESE LTI 5 Vo e T LVOFHITENE T O 5.
(P1) & L3 (Py) DIBALRDDBL L EBL LM —HERMUTH LI L hidhotz.
DZEnS5H ETHEDERTIE, (Py) DEAFMZ (P),(Py) DEAMRZ EHF LT
B ehnhol. £, BETNVTOMFINGERE ZD3EUX (Py) T 0.7%,0.0014,(Ps)
13 0.26%,0.0017,(P2) 1% —9.2%,0.0188 & (Py) FHARFINZEHR, /HEie b ICHENROE T
NEDENZRT 3 —< RAERLT-.

# 2: (Py), (Py), (Py) D&MD R
B (P1) | (P2) (Ps)

fe1 | fE2
37| 0.041 | 0.000 | 0.041
38| 0.002 | -0.360 | 0.002 | -0.078
39 | -0.039 | -0.038 | -0.038
40 | 0.015 | 0.015 | 0.015
411 0.078 | -0.052 | 0.078
42| 0.014 | -0.316 | 0.014
43 1-0.077 | -0.105 | -0.077 | 0.006
441 -0.011 | 0.014 | 0.014
451 0.000 | 0.014 | 0.014




R 3: (P3) DRIADIE

B M1 fige 2 fi# 3 it 4 fi# 5 fi# 6 fig 7 fE8 | M9
37 1 0.0000 | 0.041 0.003 | 0.031 0.031

38 | —=0.109 | —0.078

39 | —=0.207 | —0.019 | —0.038

40 | 0.139 | 0.171 0.148

41 | 0.050 | —0.038 | 0.064 | —0.023 | 0.078 | —0.009

43 | —=0.069 | —0.248 | —0.054 | —0.128 | —0.181 | 0.014 | —0.113

43 | —=0.109 | —0.183 | =0.247 | —=0.077 | —0.073 | —0.137 | —0.026 | —0.105 | 0.006
44| 0.019 | —0.017 | 0.074 | 0.038 | 0.002 0.044 | 0.014

45 | —=0.013 | —0.023 | —=0.013 | 0.001 | —0.011 | 0.014 | 0.002 | 0.015

SE Xk
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