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1. Introduction. In 1972, VALADIER published in [37] some gen-
eralizations for two theorems of Moreau about the subdifferentiability of
convex, continuous vector functions.

In Valadier’s opinion, until his paper, the study of the subdifferentiabil-
ity of vector valued functions was considered only by RAFFIN [25] for the
space R'.

The vector subdifferential used by Valadier for a function between two
linear topological spaces X and Y, f: X — Y is

d<f(z0) = {T € L(X,Y) | T(z — o) < f(z) — f(z0), Yz € X}

and the main theorem of the paper generalize for a convex function with
values in a Banach lattice the known result from the real case that the
subdifferential for a convex, continuous function is a nonempty, convex
equicontinuous subset of £(X,Y"). Besides, he established the link between
this vector subdifferential and a directional derivative f’(xg, h) (see relation
(DV)) as

f'(zo,h) = max{Th, T € 0<f(z0)}.

After that, the study of the vector subdifferentiability for functions which
take values in a Banach lattice was continued by many authors; among
them, we recall ZOWE [38], KUSRAEV and KUTATELADZE [17], PAPAGEOR-
GIOU [2]. The last of them, developed some calculus rules and a duality
theory, similarly to the real one. Also, he proposed a generalization for
the Clarke subdifferential for locally o-Lipschitz functions (with values in a
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Banach lattice, too); for that, he used a directional derivative f°(z,h) (see
relation (DP)) and defined the subdifferential like:

O f(x) ={T € L(X,Y), T(h) < f°(z,h),Yh € X}.

By using this type of subdifferential, he generalized the known results for
real lipschitzian maps for vector valued functions also as some calculus rules
and optimality conditions.

In [36], THIBAULT proposed another subdifferential, introduced by a
directional derivative f1(x,h) (see relation (DT)), defined with the aid of
the Clarke tangent cone; this subdifferential, given by:

o f(x)={T e L(X,Y)]| T(h) < fl(z,h),Yh € X}

was used for the study of “strictly compactly lipschitzian” functions, a no-
tion which generalize the “strictly differentiable” functions.

Let’s remark that this subdifferentials are coincident with the Valadier
subdifferential for the convex functions.

ZOWE proposed in 1974, in [38] another approach which doesn’t request
that Y being lattice but which request some special topological conditions
for X and Y. This approach open a new direction for the study of vector
subdifferentiability, the scalarization. By this way, J.B. Hiriart-Urruty and
L. Thibault give a generalization for the notion of Clarke subdifferential for
locally Lipschitz functions when X is a separable Banach space and Y is
a reflexive separable space. They proved the existence of a closed, convex
set T'(f, zo), subset of £(X,Y"), which is the maximal set with the property
that

Ay* o f(xg) =y  oT(f,xp), for ally* € Y.

In fact, this set is plen{dy f (o)} where On f(z¢) = €o{ Dy f(x0)} ( Du f(zo)
= {lim Df(x,) | n — x0,2n, € H}, where Df(z,) is the Hadamard’s

derivative of f at x,, and H is the set where f is Hadamard differentiable.)
This subdifferential can be considered as a generalization for the Clarke
real subdifferential expressed like the convex hull of the gradients limits.
For the finite dimensional spaces, Clarke already introduced the vector
subdifferential like the convex hull of all the matrices obtained as the limits
of the classical jacobian matrices.
It is known that if Y = IR, this subdifferential is coincident with the
Valadier subdifferential for a convex function but generally, this is not true.
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Also, for the locally Lipschitz functions between two Banach spaces, A
Toffe proposed a notion which generalize the vector subdifferential expressed
by the correspondence:

yr = {a" e XT| (2" h) < (" flz+h) = fx)), Vhe X}

After 1980, another types of vector subdifferential was considered, es-
pecially the Pareto subdifferential which make possible the study of an
optimization problem, by linking the topological properties for the space
and for the ordering cone.

Some results about this subdifferentials was given in finite dimensional
spaces by TANINO and SAWARAGI [29] and in infinite dimensional spaces by
NEMETH [21], ISAC and POSTOLICA [14].

After 1990, MORDUKHOWICH introduced in [20] another object for the
study of the closed graph multifunctions, the coderivative, which made pos-
sible for the introduction of a real nonconvex subdifferential used in non-
linear analysis and in optimal control.

By the scope to express these subdifferentials by a general notion, we
introduce in [31], a new type of vector subdifferentials; in what follows we
intend to give the links between these subdifferentials and the notions which
were studied until now.

2. Notations and preliminaries. Throughout this paper, without
other suppositions, X, Z will be locally convex spaces, Z endowed with a
partial order induced by a cone Z; which is proper, closed, conver (Z4 +
Zy C Zy), pointed (Zy N —Z4 = {0}).

We make the convention that A+ @ =\ =0 forall AC Z, A € R.

We adjoin to Z an abstract maximal element denoted by + oo and an
abstract minimal element denoted —oco. We set Z = Z U {400} U {—o0c}.
Infinity satisfies:

A (Fo0) =400  y+ (F£oo) = Foo,
for all A > 0 and any y in Z.

For all z,y € Z, we write
2<z,Yy &= Yy—z€24y

zfz,y = y—z¢ 2\ {0}
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We will renounce to index the order if no confusion can happen. We
denote by Vz(xg) a fundamental system of neighborhoods of x( for the given
topology on Z. If the interior of the ordering cone Z; (denoted Int Z,) is
nonempty and € € Int Z,, then we shall consider for +co a fundamental
system of neighborhoods consisting of sets (¢ + Z;) U {400} and for —oco a
fundamental system of neighborhoods consisting of sets (—e — Z;)U{—o0}.

We denote by Z* the topological dual of Z; Z7 denotes the dual cone of
Z 4 defined by

Z5 = {z* ezZ* \ Vze Zy, (2, 2) 20},
while Zf stands for the quasi-interior of Z7 and is given by
7t = { € 21 | V2 € Z,\ {0}.(".2) > 0}.

For a function f: X — Z, dom f = {z € X | f(z) # {+oc}} and for a
multifunction F : X == Z, we denote Dom F = {z € X | F(x) # 0} and
GrF={(z,2) e XxZ| z€ F(x)}.

If A is a nonempty subset of Z and € € Z, the principal sets of efficient
points used in this paper are:

SSUPA={ze€Z|z<¢a—¢, Vac A}
e-supremum points set;
*SUPIA={z€"SUP A|¥n>0, Ja, € A, a, >z —1n}
proximal e-supremum points set;
*INFA={z€Z|z%Fa+e, Yae A}
e-infimum points set;
FINFIA={z€"INF A|Vn>0, Ja, € A, a, < z+n}
proximal e-infimum points set;
IMAX A={z€ A|z>a,Vae A}
ideal maximal points set;

IMIN A={z€ A|z<a,Vac A}
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ideal minimal points set;
infA=IMAX{z€Z|z<a,Vae A}
strong infimum points set;
supA=IMIN{z€ Z|z>a,Vae A}

strong supremum points set.

Let’s remark that if the set IMIN A, or IMAX A, inf A, sup A is
nonempty then the set contains only one element, respectively.
If the interior of Z; (denoted Int Z) is nonempty, the efficient points sets
corresponding to the cone K = Int Z; U {0} will be denoted:

wSUP A={z€Z |2 1 z,0{0} a — &, Ya € A};
wSUPLA = {2z € w*SUP A|Vn >k 0, Ja, € A, a, >x z—1n};
wINFA={z€Z |z #mz,0{0) a+¢, Vae A}
wINFiA={z € w*INF A|Vn >k 0, Ja, € A, a, <k z+n};

(for more details see [12]).
Recall that a convex cone Z. is normal if there exists a basis of neigh-
borhoods of the origin Vz(0) such that

V—=Z)N(V+2Zy) =V, vV € Vz(0);

The cone Z, is called Daniell if every decreasing net which has strong
infimum is convergent to its strong infimum.

An ordered locally convex space Z is order complete with respect to
the ordering cone Z, if every nonempty set bounded from below has an
infimum.

A Banach lattice is an ordered Banach space in which the following
monotonicity relation holds: | z |<| z | implies ||z|| < ||z]|.

As usual, £(X, Z) stands for the set of linear continuous mappings from X
to Z. A mapping f: X — Z is said to be conver (with respect to Z.) if
the epigraph of f given by

epi f={(z,2) e X xZ|z> f(x)}

is a convex set in X x Z.
If QC X x Z, we denote by PrxQ={x € X | 3z€ Z,(z,2) € Q}.
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Definition 2.1. A mapping f : X — Z is lower semicontinuous at xg
if for all V- € Vz(f(x0)) there exists U € Ux (o) such that f(U) C V + Z,.
We say that f is lower semicontinuous if it is lower semicontinuous at each
point of X.

If the interior of the cone Z is nonempty, then we can extend this
definition to the case of f: X — Z.

Definition 2.2. A function f : X — Z is lower semicontinuous at
xo € X with f(zg) € Z U {+oco} if for all V' € Vz(f(xo)) there exists
U € Ux(zo) such that f(U) C V + Z,. If f(z9) = —oo, then we consider
that f is lower semicontinuous at xzq.

We say that f is lower semicontinuous if it is lower semicontinuous at each
point of X.

We will say that f : X — Z is proper if f(x) # —oo for all z € X and
there exists z € X with f(z) € Z.

For a proper function f : X — Z, ¢ € Z,, the usual Fenchel &-
subdifferential will be denoted

<f(wo) ={T € L(IX, Z) | T(x — o) < f(x) — f(zo) + ¢, Vo € dom [}
and the Pareto e-subdifferential will be denoted
9% f(zo) ={T € L(X,Z) | T(z —x0) # f(z) — f(x0) +¢, Vz € dom f}
If the interior of the cone Z, is nonempty, we denote:

wos f(wo) ={T € L(X,Z) | T(x —x0) Pt z,0{0} f(z)—
—f(zg) + &, Vx € dom f}

If Z = R, we set by O<f(x) the usual convex subdifferential of f at x
and by 9 f(z) the usual Clarke subdifferential of f at z. In [33] we have
seen another kinds of vector subdifferentials introduced by using the nor-
mal cones to the epigraph of a lower semicontinuous function. Thus, if
Nepi £(x0, f(x0)) denotes a normal cone to the epigraph of a lower semi-
continuous function f at (o, f(xo)) with z9 € dom f, z* € Z} \ {0}, we
set

(1) O flwo) ={T € L(X, Z) | (2" 0T, =2") € Nepi f(w0, f(0))}

(2) o fxo) ={T € L(X,Z)| (z*oT,—1) € Nepi 2o (0, 2% 0 f(20))}
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If Z = R, the two sets from definitions are coincident and we get, for dif-
ferent kinds of normal cones, the known subdifferentials for real functions;
for example, if the normal cone is the polar of the cone generated by the
epigraph, we find the Fenchel subdifferential, the normal cone is the polar
of the Clarke tangent cone we find the Clarke subdifferential, if the normal
cone is the Mordukhowich normal cone, we get the Mordukhowich subdif-
ferential, etc. If the normal cone is the polar cone for Cepi ¢(, f(x))-the
cone generated by the epigraph of f at (z, f(x)), the sets given in (1) and
(2) was denoted respectively, 9.« f(x) and 0. f(z); if X and Z are normed
spaces and the normal cone is the polar cone for Kep; f(x, f(x))-the con-
tingent cone (or Ursescu’s tangent cone) to the epigraph of f at (z, f(z)),
Tepi ¢(x, f(z))-the Clarke tangent cone to the epigraph of f at (z, f(x))
or it is Nepi #(z, f(2))- the Fréchet cone to the epigraph of f at (z, f())
or Né‘gi f(x, f(x))-the Mordukhowich normal cone to the epigraph of f at
(z, f(x)), the sets given in (1) and (2) was denoted respectively, 952 f(z),

G f(x), Dur f (), OM f(z), D0 f (x), DS f (), & f(z) and OM f(x).

3. Directional derivatives and convex subdifferentials. Except-
ing the Fréchet and Mordukhowich cones which are not polar cones, we
were considered in [31] a directional derivative D f defined as

Gr Df(x) = TGepi f(xa f(SU))

where T'Gepi f(x, f(x)) is ones of the tangent cones Cegpif(x, f(x)),

Tepi f(fEa f(:E)), Kepi f(gca f(.CU))
Using this directional derivative we can express the subdifferential like:

0 f(2) = {T € £(X, Z) | * o T(u) < 2*(v),
Vo € Df(x)(u), u € PrxTey (x, f(x))}

0L f(z) = {T € £(X, 2) | =" o T(u) < w,
Vw € Dz* o f(x)(u), u € PrxTepi s+of(x, 2% 0 f(x))}.
In [1] we find the notion of directional derivative for a multifunction F' :
X = Z at (z,y) € Gr F given as GrD F(x,y) = TGar r(x,y).
For a function f: X — Z, if we consider

f(x)+Zy if z € dom f
f(x) = Z if f(z) = —o0 (F)
0 if f(z) =400
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then D f(z) = D f(x, f(z)).

If Z = R, we find that inf D f(x) are the known directional derivative. If
we denote D' f(z), C1 f(x), D! f(z) the directional derivative corresponding
for the cones Cepi (2, f()), Tepi £(, f(x)), respectively Kepi £(, f(x)), we

find that
inf DY (2)w) = /(2 w) = jof LEHI) 2T

the convex directional derivative at = in the direction u;

t —
inf C1 f(x)(u) = f1(xo,d) = limsup inf fz+1y) f(a:)
z—z9 N0 t
f@)—f(zg) y—d

the Clarke directional derivative at = in the direction w;

inf D1 f(a)(w) = fi(a,u) = liminf LEFW) = (@)
t10, y'—u t

the inferior Dini derivative at z in the direction w.

In [37], M. Valadier introduced another type of directional derivative for
a convex function f : X — Z where Z is an ordered vectorial space which
has the property that every lower bounded decreasing net has an strong
infimum.

Thus,

f(zo +th) — f(xo)
t

o (z0, 1) < inf] >0} (DV)

He proved that if Z is closed and Daniell (in respect to the weak topology),
then

{f(ﬂfo + tnh) — f(20)
tn

Zowe proved in [38] that if Int (Z7}) # 0, then

f‘l/(.%'(), h) = lim

n—oo

| 0}.

fv(zo, h) = tj%%l>0f($o + tht) — f(xo).

In [32] we can find another kind of directional derivative defined by using
the efficient points.
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Definition 3.1. [32] Let f : X — Z be a proper function, x¢ €
dom f, h € X. The set given by

f(l‘o +th) — f(fL‘o) +€,t > 0}

fé(xo,h) :INFl{ n

will be called the e-directional derivative of f at (z,h).
We denote f(zo,h) = INF {f($°+th);f(m°)+€,t > 0}; if the interior of

the cone is nonempty, we denote wf’(zo, h) and wf’ (o, k) the sets obtained
with the aid of wIN F}, respectively wINF'.

Proposition 3.1. [32] Let f : X — Z be a conver, proper function
where Z is ordered by the convex, pointed, normal, closed cone Z with
nonempty interior and which is Daniell. Then for all hy,ho € X, e € Z,
o € dom f we have

wfl(zo, h1 + ha) CwINFy (wfl(zo, h1) + wfl(zo, he)) — Z+

wINFy (wf;(lbo, hl) + ’wfé(l‘o, hg)) - wfé(l'o, hi + hg) + Z

wfl(zo, A\h) = Mwfl(xo, h), YA € Ry, h € X.

Corollary 3.1. Under the previous hypothesis, for xg € dom f,
T € wdy f(wo) <= Vh € X, Th € wfl(xo, h) —Int Z, U{0}.

We are interested to see the link between this types of directional deriva-
tives.

Proposition 3.2. Let f : X — Z be a convex, proper function where
Z 1is ordered by the convex, pointed, normal, closed cone Z with nonempty
interior and which is Daniell. Then,

(3) wf'(xo, h) = fi(z0,h) + (Z:\Int Z).

Proof. Let a € wf’'(xg, h); it follows that for all e € Int Z, there exists
t. > 0 such that
f(@o +t-h) — f(20)

a+te> n > fy (o, h).
€

For ¢ — 0, we get a > f{,(z0, h) and thus

wf! (w0, h) € Fir(wo, h) + Zy.
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Suppose that for a € wf’(xg,h) there exists ¢ € Int Z; such that o =
e+ fi,(zo, h). Using the definition of f{,(xo, h), we derive the existence of
te > 0 such that

f(xo +teh) — f(xo)
te

f‘l/(l’o, h) + % >

which implies
teh) —
o — flwo+ . ) = o) elnt Z,.

This relation is contradicting the fact that a € wIN Fy { w, t> 0}
and thus

(1) wf(50,1) € fi(wo, h) + (Z4\Int Zy).
Conversely, for p € Z,\Int Z,, we have

f(xo + th) — f(x0)
t

fv(zo,h) + ¥ ;¥ > 0.

Indeed, if we suppose the existence of ¢, > 0 such that

Fir(zo,h) + p — Jo + tuh) = J(@0) (g 7y,

tu

since M — fi/(xo, h) € Z4 we derive p € Int Z, false.

Let observe that for e € Int Z 4 there exists t. > 0 such that

i, e > L0 TIM ZI@0) 2y HLrtte) = (o)
and finally

(5) fvr(@o, h) + p S wf'(zo, h).

From (4) and (5) we obtain (3). 0

It is obvious that if f{,(zo,u) exists, then
7 (20, u) < v, Yo € D' f(z0)(u)
and for all z* € Z7% \ {0} we have,

2 o fir(@o,u) < (" 0 f)i (w0, ).
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Pennamen and Eckstein proved in [24] that if f : X — Z is a lower
semicontinuous, proper, convex function, and if the limit

F'(ao;u) = limy fxo + m;) — f(=o)

exists for all u € X, then

clepi f'(z0;-) = Gr D' f(o).
Thus,
D' f(zo)(u) 2 f(zo;u) + Z4, Yu € X.
This yields,

O<f(xo) C{T € L(X,Z) | Tu < f(zo;u), Yu € X}.

Conversely, let T € {T € L(X,Z) | Tu < f'(xo;u), Vu € X} and v €
D’ f(xo)(u). There exist sequences (uq), (vo) such that vy, > f'(x0, ua),
g — u and vy, — v. Since Tuy < f/(x0,uq) < V4, we obtain that Tu < v,
yielding T' € 0< f(xo).

Finally we get

O<f(zo) ={T € L(X,Z) | Tu < f'(zo;u), Yu € X}.

If f is subdifferentiable at xy or f is convex and the ordering is complete
then f{,(zo,u) # 0 for all u € X.
Valadier proved in Theorem 6 [22] the following result.

Theorem 3.1. If Z is an order complete Banach lattice ordered by a
normal cone Z and f: X — Z is conver and continuous at x then,

fi(z,u) = IMAX {A(u) | A€ d<f(x)}.

Proposition 3.3. Let f : X — Z be a proper, convex, lower semicon-
tinuous function such that Z is order complete and dom f —xq is absorbant.
Then,

fv(zo,u) = inf D' f(z0)(u).

If, in addition, the cone Z, is Daniell, the limit f'(xo;u) exists, and

(6) fi(xo,u) = f'(xo;u) = inf D' f(xo)(u) = IMIN D' f(z0)(u).
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Proof. If f is convex, the ordering is complete and dom f — xg is
absorbant, then f{,(zo,u) exists for all u € X.
Let v € D' f(zo)(u). We have that v > f{,(zo,u) and thus,

fi(xo,u) <inf D'f(zo)(u).

Let remark that for allt € M,, = {t > 0 | xg+tu € dom f}, w c
D’ f(x0)(u) and so, since the ordering is complete we have

fv(wo,u) = inf D'f(x0)(u)

and the equality follows.

Since f is convex, then the directed family ¢ — w € D' f(xo)(u)
is increasing and bounded from below since dom f — xg absorbs —u. Under
the additional condition that Z is Daniell the family ¢t — w €
D' f(x0)(u) has a limit and therefore, f’(xg,u) exists and coincides with

f‘//(an U)
Since f'(zo;u) € D' f(x0)(u), we obtain that f/'(zo;u) = IMIN D' f(x0)(u)
and relation (6) does holds. O

Remark 3.1. Observe that the additional hypothesis of the previous
proposition yields
D' f(xo)(u) = f'(zosu) + Z4.

Thus, Cepi f(z0, f(x0)) = epi f'(zo;-) and so, the application
u— f'(z0;u)
is a closed and sublinear function.

Another type of vector subdifferential, the V-subdifferential was intro-
duced by THIBAULT in [36] and it extends the e-subdifferentials. In addition,
the V-subdifferential has the property of being Lipschitzian if V' is a neigh-
borhood of 0, property which e-subdifferential does not enjoy if Int Z, is
empty.

Definition 3.2. [36] Let f : X — Z be a proper lower semicontinuous
function, @ € dom f and V C Z.

Ovfla)={TeL(X,Z), T(xr—a) € f(x)— fla)+V — Z;,Vz € dom f}.
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This subdifferential enjoies the property of equicontinuity in the class
of continuous linear operators from X to Z.

Proposition 3.4. Let f : X — Z be a conver map, continuous at
a € dom f. If Zy is normal, then for all bounded set S containing 0 there
exists U C X, a neighborhood of 0 such that Osf(a + U) is equicontinuous
in L,(X,2).

In particular, for S = [—¢, €]z, , we obtain the result for e-subdifferentials
given in [32].

4. The case of locally Lipschitz functions. Now, we intend to
present a comparison with some types of vector subdifferentials for locally
Lipschitz functions.

In [13], the authors present a characterization of the maximal, closed
convex set I'(f,zo) from L£,(X,Z,) (with the pointwise topology and Z
endowed with the weak topology) such that for all z* € Z*, we have

0%'2" o f(x0) = 2* o T(f, o)

where f: X — Z is a locally Lipschitz function. They proved that if X is
a separable Banach space and Z is reflexive and separable,

L(f,20) = plen{On f (x0)}-
where 0y f(xo) = co{ D f(xo)} with D f(xo) being the set of all limits of
—H —H

the Hadamard differential. For more details, consult [7], [26], [34].

If f: X — Z, we can consider (2) for z* € Z*\ {0} and we get 9'C" f(20) =
[T €LX,2) | (2 o T,~1) € T2, .. (2" o f(z))}.

Thus, by using our notions, we derive that for z* € Z* \ {0},

O f(zo) = T(f,w0) +{T € L(X,Z) | 2" 0T =0}
= plen{0nf(zo)} +{T € L(X,Z) | z* o T = 0}.

We observe that
() 95" f (o) 2 plen{dn f(x0)}.

2+eZ\{0}
From this, we obtain for each z* € Z* \ {0} the relation:

(7) Zz*o ﬂ OIS f (o) = 09" 2" o f(x0).
y*€2*\{0}
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Obviously relation (7) does hold for z* = 0. Since (] 9.5 f(x0) is a
2eZ2:\{0}
closed convex set from £, (X, Z,,), we obtain using the maximality of I" that

(95" f(wo) =T(f,0).

zxeZ*\{0}

Let’s denote by 0'C' f(z0) = () 95 f(wo).
+eZ1\{0}

Remark 4.1. If Z% — Z% = Z*, then z* 0 8{' f(z¢) = z* o I'(f,x0) for
all z* € Z*\ {0} which implies that

aflf(xo) =I'(f, o).

In the following we give a vector result similar to the theorem concerning
the equivalence between the monotonicity of the subdifferential and the
convexity of a real lower semicontinuous, proper function, due to CORREA-
JOFRE -THIBAULT [9].

Proposition 4.1. Suppose that X is a Banach separable space, Z 1is
a reflexive, separable Banach space and f : X — Z is a locally Lipschitz
function. Then f is convez if and only if (%FCZf is a monotone operator.

Proof. Since f is convex, then 9“'z* o f(z) = d<z*o f(z) forall v € X
and z* € Z* and thus 9 f(z) = 9.. f(x) for all z* € Z% \ {0} and z € X.
We derive that 9'C f(z) = O< f(z) for all x € X and obviously we get the
monotonicity of Ojrc L.

Conversely, if 0'C' f is monotone, then from (7) we obtain that

o N Af(x)=2"0 N 3f(x) =030 f(x
D@ = 0 A (@)
for all € X and so, 0'2* o f is monotone for all z* € Z3 \ {0}. From [9],
we derive that z* o f is convex for all z* € Z7 \ {0} which implies that f is
convex. ]
In [19], the authors proved that if f : R™ — R™ is a locally Lipschitz

function, f is convex if and only if the generalized Jacobian J f is monotone.
The generalized Jacobian for a function f : IR™ — R"™ is defined as

Jf(z)=co{Df e R" xR"™ | Df = thanf(xZ), z; € D}
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(D is the set where f is differentiable).
This Jacobian extend the Clarke subdifferential for the IR"-valued functions.
It is easy to prove that in this case, for all z* € Z7 \ {0},

2o Jf(x) =Jz" o f(x) = 02" o f(x)

and thus Jf(z) C 9.C f ().
In [19] we find an example of a convex function such that the above inclusion
is strict.

In fact, Jf(z) = Op f(z) since for a locally Lipschitz function f: R" —
Rm

DHf(.%'Q) = { l_im Df(.%l), x; € H} = { l_im Df(xz), T € D}
and 0'C' f(z) = I'(f, ) thanks to Remark 4.1.

Remark 4.1. In [19], the authors proves also the fact that O<f is a
maximal monotone operator if Z = R".

The following result extend to the vector case the known properties from
the real case.

Proposition 4.2. By the same hypothesis like in Proposition 4.1, if
Int Z is nonempty, then f is convex if and only if 8;_le s an maximal
monotone operator.

Proof. Using Proposition 4.1, it rest to prove that if f is convex, then
O<f is a maximal monotone operator. Since f is continuous and convex,
using the Zowe’s existence result, we derive thatd< f(x) # () for all x € X.
We will show that if A ¢ O<f(x), then there are y € X and B € 0<f(x)
such that (B — A)(y —x) ¢ Z. Since A ¢ O< f(x), there exists § such that
(@)~ () # A@G—a) or (f— A) ()~ (f— A)(x) ¢ Z;. Using Hahn-Banach
theorem we find 2* € Z7 \ {0} such that 2*(f — A)(y) — 2*(f — A)(x) < 0.
By the mean theorem, there exists y €]z,y[, v € 02* o (f — A)(y) with
v(y — ) < 0; then we get B such that 2*(B — A)(y — z) < 0 and finally
(B-A)(y—2) ¢ 7. O

Corollary 4.1. If X, Z are Banach reflexive separable spaces and f :
X — Z is a locally Lipschitz function, then f is convex if and only if
O<f(z) = 0'C f(z) for allz € X.
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In [23], is given a study of Clarke’s vectorial subdifferentiability in order
complete Banach lattices. Recall that a vector function f : X — Z is locally
o-Lipschitz if and only if for every bounded open set U of X thereis k € Z
such that

| f(x) = f(2) [< kllz — 2|, Vz,z€U.

Thus, for a locally o-Lipschitz function between two normed spaces X, Z,
such that Z is an order complete Banach lattice, it was defined a directional
derivative at x in the direction d as follows:

Fo(ond) — Tmsup JEEDEAD — a4 h)
h—0, AL0 A

(DP).

When Z = R, it reduces to the usual Clarke’s directional derivative of a
real Lipschitz function. For more details, the reader is referred to [23].
As it is easily seen, if z* € Z% | then

(2% 0 f)°(z,d) < 2" o fO(x,d).
This relation implies that

(8) (| 95" f(x) o f(x)

€25 \{0}

where OF f(x) denote the Clarke vectorial subdifferential introduced by Pa-
pageorgiou and defined as the set

OV fx)={T € L(X,Z)| Tu < f°(z,u), Yu € X}.

We remark that in [36] the author introduced the generalized directional
deriwative f7.(x,-) for a strictly compactly Lipschitzian function with values
in an order complete vector lattice given by:

f;’(fv U) = sup Df(f’ U)

where

Dy (@) = {hmf(xj + 1) — flxj)

| t; >0, limt; =0, limz; =7 5.
jeJ t; jeJ jeJ

Recall that a mapping f from X into Z is said to be strictly compactly
Lipschitzian at a point ¥ € X if there exist a mapping K from X into the set



17 A SURVEY ON THE VECTOR SUBDIFFERENTIALS 41

Comp(Z) of nonempty compact subsets of Z, a mapping r of (0,1) x X x Z
into Z and neighborhoods U of T and V of 0 in Z verifying
(a) lim r(t,z;v) =0for each v € V and lim r(¢,z;v) = 0;

tlo’ T t—»‘z(l)_')uz()
(b) forall z € U, v e V and t € (0,1)
| fla+tv) = f(z) |€ K(v) +r(t, 23 v);

(¢) K(0) = {0} and the set-valued mapping K is upper semicontinuous
at the origin.

Using this directional derivative the author considered the Lipschitzian
subdifferential of a strictly compactly Lipschitzian map given by

of@) ={TeL(X,Z)| Tv < fi(z,v), Vv e X}.

Let’s observe that if f is strictly compactly Lipschitzian then

fr(@,v) < f°(T,0)

and
af(@ Cor f(z).

In the same paper, the author define the directional subderivative of f at
T for a mapping f with values in a complete vector lattice by:

fl@ o) =mt{le Z| (v,1) € Tepir(T, f(2))} (DT).

In our context, f1(%,v) = inf C1f(Z)(v).
The subdifferential defined with the aid of this directional subderivative
is
f@ ={TeLX,2)| Tv< fl(zv), Ve X}

and we have
M o5@ =0"s@).
2+€2:\{0}

Using the coincidence between f1(z,v) and f2(Z,v) for strictly com-
pactly lipschitzian maps given in [36] we derive that if f is a mapping
which is strictly compactly Lipschitzian at Z, f : X — Z where Z is an
order complete lattice, then

ar@=0"f@= () 0f@.

225 \{0}
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