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——— Abstract

In this paper, we mainly study error bounds for a single convex inequality and semi-infinite convex constraint systems,
and give characterizations of stability of error bounds via directional derivatives. For a single convex inequality, it is
proved that the stability of local error bounds under small perturbations is essentially equivalent to the non-zero
minimum of the directional derivative at a reference point over the unit sphere, and the stability of global error bounds is
proved to be equivalent to the strictly positive infimum of the directional derivatives, at all points in the boundary of the
solution set, over the unit sphere as well as some mild constraint qualification. When these results are applied to
semi-infinite convex constraint systems, characterizations of stability of local and global error bounds under small
perturbations are also provided. In particular such stability of error bounds is proved to only require that all component
functions in semi-infinite convex constraint systems have the same linear perturbation. Our work demonstrates that
verifying the stability of error bounds for convex inequality constraint systems is, to some degree, equivalent to solving
convex minimization problems (defined by directional derivatives) over the unit sphere.
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1 Introduction

Our main goal in this paper is to study error bounds of a single convex inequality and semi-infinite convex con-
straint systems and to provide characterizations of stability of local and global error bounds under perturbations.
Theory of error bounds can be traced back to the pioneering work by Hoffman [22] for systems of affine functions
in which it has been proved that for a given matrix A and a vector b, the distance from x to the polyhedral set
{u: Au < b} is bounded above by some scalar constant (depending on A only) times the norm of the residual
error ||(Axz — b)4 ||, where for any vector z, () denotes the positive part of z.

Hoffman’s result was extensively and intensively studied by Robinson [48], Mangasarian [40], Auslender and
Crouzeix [2], Pang [45], Lewis and Pang [36], Klatte and Li [30], Jourani [29], and there have been important
developments of various aspects of error bounds for convex and nonconvex functions in recent years. We refer
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2 Characterizations of Stability of Error Bounds

the readers to bibliographies [3, 4, 6, 9, 14, 15, 17, 18, 19, 23, 26, 34, 37, 42, 44, 46, 52] and references therein
for the summary of the theory of error bounds and their various applications for more details.

Error bounds have been applied to the sensitivity analysis of linear programs (cf. [47, 49]) and to the
convergence analysis of descent methods for linearly constrained minimization (cf. [20, 21, 28, 38, 51]). In
addition, it is proved that error bounds play an important role in the feasibility problem of finding a point in the
intersection of a finite collection of closed convex sets (cf. [7, 8, 9]) and have an application in the domain of image
reconstruction (cf. [13]). Also, error bounds are extensively discussed in connection with weak sharp minima of
functions and metric regularity /subregularity as well as Aubin property/calmness of set-valued mappings (cf.
[1, 6, 10, 11, 12, 19, 24, 25, 31, 32, 48, 55, 56] and references therein).

Since real-world problems typically have inaccurate data, it is of practical and theoretical interest to know
the behavior of error bounds under data perturbations. For systems of linear inequalities, this question has
been studied by Luo and Tseng [39] and Azé and Corvellec [5]. Subsequently Deng [16] studied systems of a
finite number of convex inequalities. In 2005, Zheng and Ng [54] considered the stability of error bounds for
systems of conic linear inequalities in a general Banach space. In 2010, Ngai, Kruger and Théra [43] studied
the stability of error bounds for semi-infinite convex constraint systems in a Euclidean space and established
subdifferential characterizations of the stability under small perturbations. The infinite dimensional extensions
were considered by Kruger, Ngai and Théra in [33]. In 2012, by relaxing the convexity assumption, Zheng and
Wei [57] discussed the stability of error bounds for quasi-subsmooth (not necessarily convex) inequalities in a
general Banach space and provided Clarke subdifferential characterizations of the stability of error bounds. In
2018, Kruger, Lépez and Théra [35] extended the development in [33, 43] and characterized the stability of error
bounds for convex inequalities in the Banach space setting. From the viewpoint of infinite dimensional Banach
spaces, results on the stability of error bounds in [33, 35, 43, 57] are dual conditions, and it is a pretty natural
idea to study this issue not involving the dual space since information on the dual space may be missing. Inspired
by this observation, we study characterizations of stability of local and global error bounds of a single convex
inequality and semi-infinite convex constraint systems via directional derivatives. For a single convex inequality,
we prove that the stability of local error bounds under small perturbations holds if and only if the minimum of
the directional derivative at a reference point over the unit sphere is non-zero, and the stability of global error
bounds is proved to be equivalent to the strictly positive infimum of the directional derivatives, at all points
in the boundary of the solution set, over the unit sphere as well as some mild constraint qualification. When
these results are applied to semi-infinite convex constraint systems, characterizations of the stability of local and
global error bounds under small perturbations are also provided. Particularly such stability of error bounds is
proved to only require that all component functions in semi-infinite convex constraint systems have the same
linear perturbation. Our work demonstrates that verifying the stability of error bounds for convex inequality
constraint systems is, to some degree, equivalent to solving optimization/minimization problems (defined by
directional derivatives) over the unit sphere.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we give some definitions and preliminary results. Section
3 is devoted to the study on stability of error bounds for a single convex inequality. In terms of directional
derivatives, we provide characterizations of local and global error bounds for a single convex inequality under
small perturbations(see Theorem 5 and Theorem 10). When these results are applied to the semi-infinite convex
constraint systems in Section 4, the stability of local and global error bounds can be obtained (see Theorem 13
and Theorem 15). Conclusions of this paper are given in Section 5.

2| Preliminaries

In what follows we consider the Euclidean space R™ equipped with the norm || - || := 1/(-,-). We denote by
B™ the closed unit ball of R™ and following the standard notation by T'q(R™) the set of extended-real-valued
lower semicontinuous convex functions f : R™ — R U {400} which are supposed to be proper, that is such that
dom(f) :={z € R™: f(x) < 400} is nonempty.

For a subset D of R™, we denote by d(z, D) the distance from z to D which is defined by

d(z,D) := inf{||z —y|| : y € D},

where we use the convention inf ) = +00. We denote by bdry(D) and int(D) the boundary and the interior of
D, respectively.



Zhou Wei, Michel Théra & Jen-Chih Yao 3

Let f € To(R™) and & € dom(f). For any h € R™, we recall that the directional derivative f/(z,h) of f at z
along the direction h is defined as

f(@+th) — £(z)

F'(@h) = tim. t 1)

It is known from [50] that the function
o L4101

is nonincreasing as ¢ — 0% and thus

@) = jnf f(@+ ﬁ;) —f@ @)
We denote by df(z) the subdifferential of f at & which is defined by

of(z) :={ax" e R™: (", x — Z) < f(x) — f(Z) for all z € R™}.

It is known from [41, 50] that

Of (@) ={z* e R™: (z*, h) < f'(z,h) forall h e R} (3)
and if f is continuous at (z), one has

(Z,h) = max{(z*,h) : 2* € Of(Z)}. (4)

We conclude this section with the following lemma which is used in our analysis.
Lemma 1. Let f € I'o(R™) and z € dom(f) be such that infy, = f'(Z,h) < 0. Then

— inf f'(z,h) =d(0,0f(Z)). (5)

lIh]l=1
Proof. We denote o := inf; =1 f'(Z, h).
If &« = —oo, then one has df(z) = 0 by (3) and thus (5) holds.
Next, we consider the case a > —oco0. Note that a < 0 and thus 0 ¢ Jf(Z). Let r := d(0,0f(z)). For any
e > 0, we can select u’ € (r +¢&)B™ NJf(z). Then for any h € R™ with ||h]| = 1, one has

(@ h) > (u,h) > —(r +e)

and consequently

Wilﬂlilf’(?c,h) > —(r+e).

By letting € — 07, it follows that d(0,9f(Z)) > —a.
We now assume that d(0,0f(z)) > —a > 0. Then Z is not a global minimizer of f. We claim that there exists
y € R™ such that

£() ~ £(@) < ally - . .
(Indeed, suppose on the contrary that
f(@) = f(z) - allz — 2] > 0,z € R™.

This implies that

¢(7) = min (),

where ¢(z) := f(z) — f(Z) — a|lz — Z|| and thus 0 € Op(Z). Then, there exist z* € Jf(z) and u* € B™ such that
" —au® =0,

which means that d(0,0f(z)) < ||z*|| < —a, a contradiction with d(0,9f(Z)) > —a.)
Using the convexity of f, when ¢ > 0 is sufficiently small, one has

f@+ =) —f@ _ f) - 1(@)
t =y -3l

<«

and thus

_ Y-
f(z, —) <«
ly — ||

which is a contradiction. This means that (5) holds. The proof is complete. <
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3 Stability of Error Bounds for A Single Convex Inequality

In this section, we mainly study local and global error bounds for a single convex inequality, and provide
characterizations of stability (in terms of directional derivatives) of error bounds. We first recall the definition of
error bounds for a single convex inequality.

For a given f € T'o(R™), we consider the set of solutions of a single convex inequality:

Syi={x eR™: f(z) <0} (7)

Recall that convex inequality (7) is said to have a global error bound if there exists a constant 7 € (0, 400) such
that

d(x, Sy) < 7f(2)ly Vo eR™, (8)

where [f(z)]+ := max{f(x),0}. We denote by Tiin(f) := inf{7 > 0: (8) holds} the global error bound modulus
of Sf.

For Z € bdry(Sy), convex inequality (7) is said to have a local error bound at Z if there exist constants
7,6 € (0,4+00) such that

d(x, Sg) < 7[f(@)]4 Vo € B(,0). (9)

We denote by Tmin(f, Z) ;= inf{7 > 0: there exists 6 > 0 such that (9) holds} the local error bound modulus of
Sy at 2.

The following theorem gives characterizations of global and local error bounds. We refer the readers to [5] for
more details. This result is needed in the sequel.

Theorem 2. Let f € T'o(R™). Then
(i) St has a global error bound if and only if

n(f) := inf{d(0,0f(z)) : x € R™, f(x) > 0} > 0.

More precisely, Twin(f) = [n(/)]™".

(ii) Sy has a local error bound at T € bdry(Sy) if and only if

n(f,z):= liminf d(0,0f(z)) > 0.
z—Z, f(z)>0

More precisely, Tmin(f,Z) = [n(f,z)]71.
(iii) The following equality holds:
Tmin (f) = sup Tmin(f7 j)
ZE€bdryS;
For a mapping ¢ : X — Y between two normed linear spaces X,Y, we denote by Lip(¢) the Lipschitz
constant which is defined by
. P(u) — o(v
L) sup Lo =00

u, € X, u#v HU—UH

3.1 Stability of Local Error bounds

In this subsection, we mainly study local error bounds for a single convex inequality and aim to provide equivalent
criterion for the stability of local error bounds for convex inequality (7). We first give a sufficient condition for
the local error bound of convex inequality (7).

Proposition 3. Let f € T'o(R™) and & € Sy such that inf) = f'(z,h) # 0. Then convex inequality (7) has a
local error bound at T and moreover

ST P p—— (10)
£ (@)

in
llAll=1
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Proof. Let 3(f, ) := inf)u =1 f'(Z,h). Suppose that 3(f,z) > 0. Then for any x # z, by (2), one can verify
that

—T

fx) = f(2)

77+l - 3l

=3l
(- T—X _
f (m,m>||x—x||
B(f.2)||lx — z|| = B(f, Z)d(x, S).

) - 1@

v

This means that 7, (f,Z) < [B(f,7)] L.
Suppose that S(f,z) < 0. Then Lemma 1 implies that d(0,9f(z)) = —F(f,z) and by virtue of Theorem 2,

one has 1
T(f,2) < ————

_B(.ﬂ i‘) .
Hence (10) holds. The proof is complete. <

» Remark 4. Close analysis of the proof of Proposition 3 shows that the solution set Sy will reduce to the
singleton {z} if inf =, f'(2,h) > 0 and f(Z) = 0, which means that Z is the sharp (or strong) minimizer of
f. Further, it should be noted that the condition infy, -, f'(Z,h) # 0 is only sufficient for the existence of
a local error bound of (7). Indeed, let f(x) = 0 for all € R. Then Sy = R has a global error bound, while
ianhH:l f/(.’f, h) =0 for all x € R. (Il

The following theorem shows that the condition inf), =1 f'(Z, h) # 0 can be used to give characterizations
of stability of the local error bound for the convex inequality (7). For the sake of completeness, we provide a
self-contained proof of this theorem.

Theorem 5. Let f € To(R™) and & € R™ be such that f(x) = 0. Then the following statements are equivalent:
(i) infypy=1 f'(Z,h) #0;
(if) There exist constants c,e > 0 such that for all g € T'o(R™) satisfying x € Sy and

|(f(2) —g(x)) = (f(T) —9(@))| _

lim sup —
P |z — ||

€, (11)

one has Tmin(g, ) < ¢;
(iii) There exist constants c,e > 0 such that for all u* € R™ with ||u*|| < 1, one has Tmin(gu ., T) < ¢, where
gur(x) = f(z) + e(u*,z — T) for all x € R™.
Proof. Let ﬂ(f, .’E) = ianhH:l fl(i'7 h)

(i) = (ii): Take any € > 0 such that e < |3(f,Z)| and let ¢ := (|5(f,Z)| — &)~ !. For any g € T'o(R™) such that
z € S, and (11) holds. If B(f,z) > 0, then for any h € R™, one has

gz, h) > f'(z,h) —e,

and thus
inf ¢'(z,h) > inf f'(z,h) —e>B(f,z) —¢.
@R > PR e ()
This and Proposition 3 imply that Tmin(g,7) < [B(f,Z) — ]! =c.
If B(f,z) < 0, then for any h € R™, one has

g'(Z,h) < f'(z,h) +e,

and thus
inf ¢(z,h) < inf f'(z,h)+ec<B(f,Z)+e.
It ()< W) +e < BLD)
By using Proposition 3 again, one yields that min(g, %) < [~B(f,Z) — ]! = c. Hence (ii) holds.
Note that the implication (ii) = (iii) is clear and it remains to prove (iii) = (i).
Let &£ > 0. Suppose on the contrary that there exists a sequence {hy} in R™ with ||hg|| = 1 such that

ay == f(Z, hy) = 0.
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Without loss of generality, we can assume that |ax| < ¢ for all k (considering sufficiently large k if necessary)
and consider the function g.(z) := f(x) + e(hg,x — ) for all z € R™. From S(f,z) = 0, one can verify that
f(x) > f(z) for any x # . By the definition of directional derivative, there exists a sequence {dx} decreasing to
0 such that

F(Z 4 6khe) < f(Z) + (e + ag)dp = zierﬁ@fm f(z) + (e + ag)dp. (12)

By virtue of the Ekeland variational principle, we can select z, € R™ such that ||z — (T + dphi)| < %", flz) <
f(z + dxhy) and
f@) +2(e + a)lle =zl > f(z), Vo # 2. (13)

This implies that zp — Z, g.(Z) = f(Z) = 0 and

9e(2k) = flzk) +e(hy, 26 — T)
f(i') + €<hk, 2k — Lf>
e(hg, zx — T — Sxhg) + €0k

v

V

1 1
el — 56(5;.3 = 55(5;@ > 0.
We claim that

inf ¢’ . 14
”}111”1:1‘96(2k7h)<0 (14)

(Otherwise, inf; =1 g.(2zx, h) > 0 and then one has g.(zx) = inferm ge(2), which contradicts g.(z) = 0).
For any h € R™ with ||h|| =1 and any ¢ > 0, by (13), one has
ge(zk +th) — g-(2k) _ fae +th) — f(zk)

: = ; +elhg, hy > —2(e + ag)||h]| —e = —5e

and consequently

0> inf g.(zk, h) > —be.
2\ nd ez b) 2

Thanks to Lemma 1 and Proposition 3, one can obtain that 7min(ge,2) > é, which contradicts (iii) as € is

arbitrary. The proof is complete. <

» Remark 6. (a) From [35, 43], the condition (11) means that g is an e-perturbation of f near z, and the
condition inf |, =1 f'(Z,h) # 0 is proved to be equivalent to the stability of this e-perturbation of local error
bounds. Further, it has been shown in Theorem 5 that the stability of such e-perturbation is essentially equivalent
to that of e-linear perturbation.
(b) Theorem 5 can be regarded as the equivalent version of [43, Theorem 2] since one can prove that
|U1Lr\|1£1 f'(#,h) # 0 <=0 ¢ bdry(0f(z)).
Indeed, suppose that 0 ¢ bdry(9f(Z)). For the case that 0 € int(9f(Z)), there is r > 0 such that rB™ C 9f(z).
This and (4) imply that
inf f'(z,h)>r>0.
lIRll=1 @)

For the case that 0 € df(x), by the separation theorem, there exists hg € R™ with ||hg|| = 1 such that
0 > sup{{z*, ho) : 2" € 8f (%)} = f'(Z, ho)

and consequently

it (@) < f(@ o) <0

On the other hand, if 0 € bdry(df(z)), then infy, =, f'(Z,h) > 0 and for any ¢ > 0, we can select
ul € eB™\Jf(Z) and z. # ¥ such that

(ul,ze —2) > f(z2) — f(2).
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By (2), for any ¢ € (0, 1), one has

f@+ta. — 7)) - f(7)

< flze) = f(2) < {ug,2c = 7)

t
and thus _ -
() < () < e
|z — Z] |z — ]
This means that infy, = f'(Z,h) <& — 0T and so infj, =1 f'(Z,h) = 0. |

3.2 Stability of Global Error Bounds

This subsection is devoted to the study of stability of global error bounds for a single convex inequality, and the
aim is to give sufficient and/or necessary conditions for the stability via directional derivatives. The following
theorem gives a criterion for the stability of global error bounds.

Theorem 7. Let f € To(R™) be such that bdry(Sy) C f=1(0). Consider the following statements:
(i) There exists T € (0,400) such that

inf{‘ HiiLIHlflf/(g_j’h) 1T E bdry(Sf)} > T (15)
(ii) There exist constants c,e € (0,+00) such that for all g € To(R™) satisfying

Sy C Sy and Lip(f—g) <e, (16)

one has Tmin(g) < c.
(iii) There exist constants c,e € (0,4+00) such that for all g € To(R™) satisfying

bdry(S;) Ng™'(0) #0 and Lip(f —g) <, (17)

one has Tmin(g) < c.
Then (iii) = (i)=> (ii).
Proof. (i) = (ii): If there is some & € bdry(Sy) such that inf) = f'(z,h) > 0, then the implication follows by
Remark 4 and the proof of Theorem 5.

We next consider the case inf|j, = f'(Z,h) < 0 for all Z € bdry(Sy). By virtue of (15) and Theorem 2, one
can verify that Sy has a global error bound with the constant %; that is,

1

(e, Sy) < ~[f ()]s, Vo€ R™ (18)

Take any ¢ € (0, 7). Suppose that g € T'o(R™) satisfies (16). Let € R™ be such that g(x) > 0. Then f(z) > 0
as Sy C S;. We claim that

nL, S h) < = (19)

Granting this, by Lip(f — ¢) < € in (16), one can prove that

inf ¢'(x,h) < inf f'(z,h)+e< —(7—¢).
”hH:lg( ) HhH:lf( ) (r—¢)

This and Theorem 2 imply that 7,in(g) < (7 — €)%
We next prove the claim (19). Take z € bdry(Sy) such that ||z — z|| = d(z, Sy) and (18) implies that

f(x) = rd(z, S¢) = 7llw - z||.
Then for any ¢ € (0,1), one has
fa+i(z—2) <tf(z) + (1 -1)f(z)

and thus
flz+t(z—z)) - f(z)
t

< —f(@) <~z — |
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This means that

inf f'(z,h) < f x,i < -7
e )—f(|mf40—
Hence (19) holds.

(iii) = (i): Suppose that there exists a sequence {z;} C bdry(Ss) such that

ap = H}ilr‘|1f1f'(xk, h) = 0~ (as k — 00).

Let € > 0 be arbitrary and k be sufficiently large such that

S+ 550
—Q — .
PR

Note that for any x # xj, one has

f(.%')—f(.’l?k)_f(xk+||1'_xk||'ﬁ)—f($k)> /(CEk T — Ty )>ak

lo —axll [ — 2 [ — 2|
and thus

f(x) — agl|lz — x| > flzr), Ve eR™.
Choose hi, € R™ with ||hg|| = 1 such that

f@r, hi) < o + %
Then we can take rp — 0 (as k — oo) such that

[k +rrhe) < f(zr) + (ak +€)ry.
This and (21) imply that

flxg + rihe) — aglleg + rehe — x| < xgﬁgfm(f(x) — agllr — zk|) + er.

Applying Ekeland variational principle, we can select y, € R™ such that

o = (o rha)l| < 5 F ) = ol = anll < o +rehe) = oers,
and

f(@) — alle — ol + 2ell — yill > f(yr) — xllye — zll, Vo # g

This implies that
Tk Tk

lye — 2kl > 7% — 5 -9 and [lyr, — xxl| <7+

and thus yi # 2. Let us consider a function g. € T'o(R™) defined by

Tk _3
9 = 27"k,
ge(x) :== f(z) + e(hg,x — xy) for all x € R™.

By virtue of (20), (21), (22) and (25), one has

J(yr) 4+ elbr, yp — (Tp + rrhe)) +emp

arllye — zrll = ellye — (n + rrhi) || +ery

9 (yx) = f(yr) + e(hi, yx — o)

V

3 €
> Ozk~§7"k+§7”k>0.

If inf =1 92 (yx, h) > 0, then for any = # yx, one has

T = Yy .
9e(x) — 9- (k) 2'gé(yk,ﬂa;:fggﬂ)Hﬂf—-ka > Héﬂ£1gé(yk,h)ﬂx =yl = 0.

This and g.(yx) > 0 imply that S, = 0, and thus Tyin(ge) = +00, which contradicts (iii).

(20)

(24)

(25)
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Next, we consider the case inf|,=1 g2 (yx, h) < 0. For any h € R™ with ||| = 1 and ¢ > 0, by (25), one has

9e(yr +th) —ge(yr) _ flyr+1th) — flyr) el h)
t t ’
1
> ;(akHyk +th — l‘kH — ak||yk — l‘kH - 25||yk +th — ka) + e(hg, h)
> ap —28—¢

and consequently
0> \|iizﬂf (Y, h) > ap — 26 — e > —4e.
=1
Thanks to Lemma 1 and Theorem 2, we obtain 7y (ge) > 4%, which contradicts (iii) as € is arbitrary. The proof
is complete. <

» Remark 8. (a) Compared with [43, Theorem 7] in which a subdifferential characterization of stability of global
error bounds was established with the aid of the so-called asymptotic qualification condition, Theorem 7 studies
the stability of global error bounds via directional derivatives without additional hypothesis. It is known from
Theorem 7 that the condition (15) is sufficient for the stability of global error bounds as said in (ii) of Theorem 7,
and is necessary for the stability as in (iii) of Theorem 7.

(b) Tt should be noted that the condition (15) is not sufficient for the stability of global error bounds as in
(iii) of Theorem 7, and the assumption Sy C S, for the stability as said in (ii) of Theorem 7 is crucial. To see
this, let us consider the following example:

Example 9.
Let f(z) :=e” — 1 for all x € R. Then Sy = (—o00,0], bdry(Sy) = {0} and |inf}, =, f(0,R)| = 1 > 0. However,
for any € € (0,+00), let us consider the function g.(z) := f(x) — ez for all € R. Then one can verify that g.
has two different zero points which are denoted by z; := Z < 0 and 5 := 0 and Sy_ = [z,0]. Thus Sy € S, and
for any < Z, one has
d(,8.)  T-x 1
ge(z) e —1-—ex

This implies that

and consequently the global stability (for f) as said in (iii) of Theorem 7 does not hold as & > 0 is arbitrary.

Further, a natural question arises from the above example:

Does there exist some type of stability of global error bounds that can be characterized by condition (15)%
We do not have an answer to this question. However, if the answer is affirmative, we conjecture that such global
stability should be strictly stronger than that of (ii) and weaker than that of (iii) in Theorem 7.

The following theorem gives characterizations of the stability of global error bounds for a convex inequality
as said in (iii) of Theorem 7.

Theorem 10. Let f € I'o(R™) be such that bdry(Sy) C f=1(0). Then the following statements are equivalent:

(i) There exists 7 € (0,400) such that (15) holds and the following qualification condition is satisfied:
(QC) For any sequence {z} € S¢\bdry(Sy), one has

Uminf | nf S G )| > 7 2

if there is a sequence {x} C bdry(Sy) satisfying limy_, % =0.
(ii) There exist constants c,e € (0,+00) such that for all g € To(R™) satisfying (17), one has Tmin(g) < ¢;
(iii) There exist constants c,e > 0 such that for any z € bdry(Sy) and u € R™ with ||u|| < 1, one has Tmin(gu.c) < ¢,
where gy «(z) = f(z) +e(u,x — ) for all z € R™.
Proof. (i) = (ii): Based on Remark 4 and the proof of Theorem 7, we only need to consider the case H’ijllf ) f(z,h) <
0 for all Z € bdry(Sy). We first prove the following claim:
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Claim: There exists g > 0 such that for all zy € bdry(Sy), one has

inf{‘ ”}iLIHlﬁlf/(Zo, h)‘ 20 € R™, f(20) = —€ol|20 — il?0||} > T (27)

Suppose on the contrary that there exist e, — 07, , € bdry(Sy) and z; € R™ such that
f(zx) > —ekllzk — zx|| and ‘ WiLrHlflf'(zk,h)‘ < 7 for all k. (28)

Then f(z) <0 for all & (otherwise, similar to the proof of (19), one can prove that
| infyp)=1 f'(2k, h)| > 7, a contradiction). By (15), one has z; € Sf\bdry(Sy) and it follows from (28) that

flzk) = flze) — f(zk) > e

0> = >
2k — | lzx — 2|

This and the qualification condition in (i) imply that

liminf | inf f'(zx,h
it VRl
which contradicts (28). Hence the claim is proved. <
Let £ > 0 be such that £ < min{e, 7}. Suppose that g € I'o(R™) satisfies (17). Take any € bdry(S;)Ng~1(0).
Then for any x € R™ with g(z) > 0, one has

fx) = g(x) + (f(2) — 9(2)) —ellz — 2| > —¢]|z — |

Using (27), one obtains

inf f'(z,h) < —7
HhH:lf( )

and thus

inf ¢'(x,h) < inf f'(z,h)+ec< —(1—¢).
”huzlg( ) ”hH:lf( ) (r—¢)

By virtue of Lemma 1 and Theorem 2 we derive the inequality Tin(g) < Tig.

Note that (ii) = (iii) follows immediately and it remains to prove (iii) = (i).

Suppose on the contrary that (i) does not hold. Based on (iii) = (i) in Theorem 7, we only consider the case
that there exist z; € Sp\bdry(Sy) and z) € bdry(Sy) such that

f(zr) = flzn)

lim =0 and ap:= inf f'(zx,h) — 0. 29
koo |z — gl i £ o) 29)
Let € > 0 be arbitrary. Without loss of generality, we can assume that ﬁ — ho (considering subsequence if

necessary). Then ||hg|| = 1. Suppose that k is sufficiently large such that
f(zr) = far)

ai+e>0 and
(|

Ze — Tk
[ N}
+5< 0 sz—mkll> >0 (30)

Let us consider a function g, . € I'o(R™) defined by
Gho.e () := f(x) +elho,x — xp) for all x € R™.
Then gn,.(2k) = f(zx) + e(ho, 25 — ) > 0 by (30) and thus

0 inf g} h) > inf f’ h)—e= — —2e.
> \|ii]|[|1:1gh°’5(zk’ )— Hllzﬂzlf (Zkv ) E=a —€> €

This together with Lemma 1 and Theorem 2 implies that Tiin(gn,.c) > 5=, which contradicts (iii) as ¢ is arbitrary.

= 9¢»

The proof is complete. <

» Remark 11. Note that condition (QC) in (26) is necessary for the stability of global error bounds. Consider
Example 9 given in Remark 8 again. Let f(x) :=e® — 1 for all 2 € R. Then the stability of global error bounds
for f as said in (iii) of Theorem 7 does not hold. Further, for any z, — —oo, one can verify that

‘}il‘nfl ' (zk,h)| = e — 0 as k — oo,

which means that (QC) (for f) in (26) fails.
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4 Stability of error bounds for Semi-infinite Convex Constraint Systems

In this section, we study local and global error bounds for semi-infinite convex constraint systems, and mainly
provide characterizations of stability of error bounds by directional derivatives. We first recall the definition of
error bounds for semi-infinite convex constraint systems.

For semi-infinite convex constraint systems in R™, we mean the problem of finding = € R™ satisfying:

fi(z) <0 foralliel, (31)

where [ is a compact, possibly infinite, Hausdorff space, f; : R™ — R, € I, are given convex functions such that
i — fi(x) is continuous on I for each € R™. It is known from [50, Theorem 7.10] that in this case, (¢, z) — fi(z)
is continuous on I x R™.

Let F € C(I x R™ R) be defined by F(i,z) := f;(z) for all (i,2) € I x R™. We denote the solution set of
system (31) by

Sp:={zeR™: fi(x) <0foralliecl}. (32)
For any = € R™, we set

f(z) :=max{fi(x):i €I} and If(z):={iel: fi(zx)= f(z)}. (33)
Recall that system (31) is said to have a global error bound if there exists a constant 7 € (0, +00) such that

d(z,Sp) < 7[f(z)]+ Vz e R™. (34)

We denote by Tmin(F) := inf{7 > 0: (34) holds} the global error bound modulus of Sg.
For Z € bdry(SF), system (31) is said to have a local error bound at Z if there exist constants 7,8 € (0, +00)
such that

d(z,Sp) < 7[f(x)]+ Yz € B(Z,0). (35)

We denote by Tuin (F, ) := inf{r > 0 : there exists § > 0 such that (35) holds} the local error bound modulus
of Sp at .

We first study stability of local error bounds for semi-infinite convex constraint system (31) and aim to
provide characterizations of the stability of local error bounds for system (31). To this aim, we need the following
proposition which is of independent interest.

Proposition 12. Let x € R™. Then for any h € R™, one has

f'(x,h) = max fl(x,h). (36)

iEIf(a:)
Proof. Let h € R™. Take any i € Iy(x). Then for any ¢t > 0, one has

file +th) = filz) _ f(z+1th) - f(z)
t - t
and thus f/(z,h) < f/'(z,h). This implies that

f(x,h) > nax fi(@,h). (37)

By virtue of (4), one has

! 7h - *7h7
f'(z,h) $g(,1)6;>(<x)<w )

and thus there is z* € df(x) such that
fiah) = (=" h). (38)

Note that the subdifferential of the function f at a point x € R™ is given by (see Ioffe & Tikhomirov [27])

of@)=co( |J 0fila))

iEIf(ac)
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where “co" denotes the convex hull of a set. Then by (38), there exist A1, -+ ,Ax >0, i1,--- ,in € Iy(x) and
zf € 0fi (x),k=1,---, N such that

N N
Z)\k =1 and 2" = Zx\kz,’;
k=1 k=1

This and (38) imply that

2

N
Fllah) = (250 = Nz, h) <Y Mefi, (w,h) < max f{(z,h).
k=1

pat i€l (x)
Hence (36) follows from (37) and the above inequality. The proof is complete. <

The following theorem gives characterizations (by directional derivatives) of stability of local error bounds
for system (31).

Theorem 13. Let & € R™ be such that f(z) = 0. Then the following statements are equivalent:
(i) infyp =1 f'(Z,h) #0.
(ii) There exist constants c,e > 0 such that if
G e C(I x R™R),g;(z) == G(i,x),g; is conver;
9(x) == maxicr gi(x), Iy(x) == {i € I : gi(x) = g(x)};
g9(x) = 0;
Iy(z) C Iy(Z) whenever infj, =1 f'(Z,h) <0;
I;(7) C 1,(Z) whenever infj, -1 f'(Z,h) > 0;
lim sup i@=a@ =@ 0@l « . v; ¢ I4(2) N I, (%),

m sy lz=al]

then one has Tmin(G, Z) < c.
(iii) There exist constants c,e > 0 such that for all uv* € R™ with |[u*|| < 1, one has Tmin(G,Z) < ¢, where
G € C(I x R™ R) is defined by

G(i,x) := fi(x) +e(u,x — ) for all (i,x) € I x R™. (39)

Proof. We set
B(f,z) = inf f'(z,h).

lAll=1
(i) = (ii): Suppose that S(f,Z) > 0. Then one can verify that Sp = {Z} by Remark 4. Choose any ¢ € (0, 5(f, Z)).
Suppose that G, g; and g satisfy all conditions said in (ii). Then for any i € Ir(z) C I,(Z), one has
g;(jv h) > fl(jv h) - €
and it follows from Theorem 12 that

inf ¢(z,h) = inf max ¢i(z,h) > inf max ¢i(z,h
th\zlg (@ h) th\zlielg(f)g (@ h) I\hH:liGIf(i)g (@h)

inf (z,h)) —
(Ll g, 1)

inf f'(z,h) —¢

Y

Ihll=1
= B(f7 i‘) —-e>0
(thanks to I(Z) C I4(Z)). Applying Proposition 3, we derive the inequality
1
Tmin G,{f = Tmin 97i S — .
(G0 = Tminl0: ) = Gy

Suppose that B(f,z) < 0. Choose any € > 0 such that 5(f,z) 4+ ¢ < 0. Then for any i € I,(z) C I;(Z), one has

9i(z,h) < fi(Z,h) + ¢
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and it follows from Theorem 12 that

inf ¢ (z,h) = inf max ¢i(z,h) < inf max (f/(Z,h)+¢
llR]=1 (@) lRll=1ic1y(Z) (@) [IRll=1icly(z) (@) )

inf max f/(z,h)) +e
(Hh“:lielf(i)f( )>

= inf f'(z,h)+¢
HhH:lf( )

= B(f,z)+e<0

IN

(thanks to I,(Z) C I;(Z)). Applying Proposition 3 again, we obtain the inequality

0
- 7ﬂ(f7i‘)7€

(ii) = (iii): The implication follows immediately as I¢(Z) = I,(Z).
(iii) = (i): Let u* € R™ with ||u*|| <1 and G € C(I x R™,R) be defined as (39). Note that

7-min(CTVa j) = Tmin (97 -’E)

gi(x) =G(i,z) = fi(x) + e(u*,z — T)

and thus
() = max gi(z) = max(fi(x) + £(u’ 0 — 7)) = f(@) + e’z — 7).
This means that the implication follows from (iii) = (i) as in Theorem 5. The proof is complete. <

» Remark 14. (a) Theorem 13, given in terms of directional derivatives, can be regarded as an equivalent version
and a supplement of [43, Theorem 4] in which a subdifferential characterization of stability of local error bounds
for system (31) was established. Further, in contrast with [43, Theorem 4], the stability of local error bounds for
system (31) only requires that all component functions in system (31) have the same e-linear perturbation.

b) It should be observed that the condition I;(x) C I,(Z) or I,(Z) C I¢(Zz) in Theorem 13 is crucial. To see
( f g g f

this, we consider the following two examples:
A Let f; : R? = R be defined by fi(x) = |z;|,i = 1,2 for all z = (z1,23) € R%, = (0,0), F := (f1, f2) and

AN

f:=max{f1, fa}. Then
Is(z) ={1,2} and \|}izﬂ£1 'z, h) = g > 0.

However, for each € > 0, we define functions g, . and g2 by
91.e(@) := 21| + |2, g2, () := |w2| — &, for all @ = (21, 22) € R?.

We set Ge = (g1,e, 92,c) and g := max{gi ¢, g2, }. Then one can verify that I,(z) = {1} and thus I;(z)
I,(Zz). Note that

Sa. ={z} and Lip(fi —g1) <e.
For any § € (0,7 1Y), we set zs := (0,0) € R%. Then d(zs,Sc.) = 6 and g-(25) = €6, which implies that
Tmin(Gava_j) > %
Let f1, f2 : R? — R be defined by f1(z) := 21 and f1(x) := —x1 +|22| — 1 for all x = (z1,22) € R%, T = (0,0),
F:=(f1, f2) and f := max{f1, fa}. Then

Ij@) = {1} and inf [(2h)= inf i h)=—1<0.

However, for each € > 0, we define functions g1 . and g2 as
91e(x) := 11 +elaa], g2 e () := —21 + elaa], for all x = (z1,2,) € R

We set G := (g1,6,92,c) and g := max{gi, g2} Then one can verify that I,(Z) = {1,2} and thus
I,(z) € If(Z). Note that

Sa. ={z} and Lip(fi —g1¢) <e.

For any 6 € (0,e71), set 25 := (0,0) € R%. Then d(z5,5c.) = § and g-(25) = €6. This means that
Tmin(Gava_j) Z 5_1-
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We now turn our attention to the stability of global error bounds for semi-infinite constraint system (31)
and mainly give equivalent criterion for such stability. Based on Theorem 10, the following theorem establishes
equivalent conditions for the stability of global error bounds for the system (31).

Theorem 15. The following statements are equivalent:
(i) There exists T € (0,400) such that

inf{‘ |\}ilr\|1£1 fl(z,h)| 7€ bdry(Sf)} > T, (40)

and (QC) as in Theorem 10 is satisfied.
(ii) There exist constants c,e > 0 such that if

G, gi(z),9(x) and I,(x) as said in (it) of Theorem 18;
{z € bdry(Sy) : fi(z) = gi(2) for all i € T} # 0;
sup;er Lip(fi — gi) < ¢
Iy(x) € Iy(x) whenever infj, -1 f'(z,h) < 0;
Iy(x) C Iy(x) whenever infy, = f'(z,h) >0,

then one has Tmin(G) < c.
(ili) There exist constants c,e > 0 such that for all z € bdry(Sy) and u* € R™ with ||u*|| < 1, one has Tmin(G) < ¢,
where G € C(I x R™,R) is defined by

G(i,x) :== fi(x) +elu,x — ) for all (i,x) € I x R™. (41)

Proof. (i) = (ii): Thanks to Remark 4 and the proof of Theorem 13, we only need to consider the case
inf) =1 f'(Z,h) < 0 for all # € bdry(Sy). By virtue of the claim given in the proof of Theorem 10, there
exists 9 > 0 such that for all zy € bdry(Sy), one has

inf{‘ |\iiLI\|1£1 f'(z,h)| :z e R™, f(x) > —eolz — a:0||} > T (42)

Take any € > 0 such that ¢ < min{eg, 7}. Suppose that G, ¢g; and g satisfy all conditions said in (ii). Let 2 € R™
be such that g(z) > 0. We claim that

nt, S h) < = (43)

Granting this, one has

inf ¢'(z,h) = inf ( max gi(x,h < inf ( max f/(z,h)+e
nt, 9 (@ h) uhu:l(ieIg(w) ( )> \Ihl\:1<i61g(w) () )
< inf max fi(z,h)) +¢
uhnzl(ieff(m)f( ))
= inf f'(z,h)+c¢
th\:lf( )
< —(r—¢)

(thanks to sup;c; Lip(fi—gi) < € and I;(z) C If(x)). Applying Lemma 1 and Theorem 2, we derive the inequality
7-min(G() < L

— 17—¢’

It remains to prove relation (43). For the case that f(z) > 0, similar to the proof of (19), one can verify that
(43) holds. Thus we only need to consider the case that f(x) < 0.

From the second condition in (ii), there is zy € bdry(Sy) such that fi(z9) = g:(20) for all i € I. Then for any
i € Iy(x) C If(x), one has

filx) 2 gi(x) = (fi(20) = 9i(20)) — ellz = z0]| = g() — ellz = z0[| > —ell2 — 20|

and thus f(x) > —ep||z — 2p||. This and (42) imply that (43) holds.
(if) = (iii): The implication follows immediately since I;(x) = I (x) for all x € R™.
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(iii) = (i): Let z € bdry(Sy), v* € R™ with ||u*|| <1 and G € C(I x R™,R) be defined as (41). Note that
gi(x) = G(i,z) = fi(z) + e(u*,z — 7)
and consequently
() = ma gi(x) = ma(fu(e) + elu’ 0 — 2)) = [(@) + oo’ @ - 7).

Thus, the implication follows from (iii) = (i) as in Theorem 10. The proof is complete <

5 Conclusions

This paper is devoted to the study of stability of local and global error bounds for convex inequality constraint
systems including a single convex inequality and semi-infinite convex constraint systems. The main results
provide characterizations (in terms of directional derivatives) of stability of local and global error bounds for a
single convex inequality (see Theorem 5 and Theorem 10). When these results are applied to error bounds for
semi-infinite convex constraint systems, characterizations of the stability of local and global error bounds are
also established in terms of directional derivatives (see Theorem 13 and Theorem 15). These results show that
the stability of error bounds for convex inequality constraint systems can be equivalent to solving the convex
optimization/minimization problems defined by directional derivatives over the unit sphere.
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—— References

1 M. Abbasi and M. Théra. Strongly regular points of mappings. Fized Point Theory Algorithms Sci. Eng., Paper No.
14, 2021.
2 A. Auslender and J. P.Crouzeix. Global regularity theorems. Math. Oper. Res., 13(2): 243-253, 1988.
3 D. Azé. A survey on error bounds for lower semicontinuous functions. In Proceedings of 2003 MODE-SMAI
Conference, volume 13 of ESAIM Proc., pages 1A"C17. EDP Sci., Les Ulis, 2003.
4  D. Azé. A unified theory for metric regularity of multifunctions. J. Convezr Anal., 13(2): 225-252, 2006.
5 D. Azé and J.-N. Corvellec. On the sensitivity analysis of Hoffman constants for systems of linear inequalities,
SIAM J. Optim., 12(4): 913-927, 2002.
6 D. Azé and J. -N. Corvellec. Characterizations of error bounds for lower semicontinuous functions on metric spaces.
ESAIM Control Optim. Calc. Var., 10: 409-425, 2004.
7 H. H. Bauschke and J. M. Borwein. On projection algorithms for solving convex feasibility problems. SIAM Rewv.,
38(3): 367-426, 1996.
8 A. Beck and M. Teboulle. Convergence rate analysis and error bounds for projection algorithms in convex feasibility
problems. Optim. Methods Softw., 18(4): 377-394, 2003.
9 E. M. Bednarczuk and A. Y. Kruger,. Error bounds for vector-valued functions: necessary and sufficient conditions.
Nonlinear Anal., 75(3): 1124-1140, 2012.
10 J. V. Burke and S. Deng. Weak sharp minima revisited. I. Basic theory. Control Cybernet., 31(3): 439-469, 2002.
Well-Posedness in Optimization and Related Topics (Warsaw, 2001).
11 J. V. Burke and S. Deng. Weak sharp minima revisited. II. Application to linear regularity and error bounds. Math.
Program., 104, (2-3 Ser. B): 235-261, 2005.
12 M. J. Céanovas, A. Y. Kruger, M. A. Loépez,, J.Parra, M. A. Théra. Calmness modulus of linear semi-infinite
programs. SIAM J. Optim. 24(1): 29-48, 2014.
13 P. L. Combettes. Hilbertian convex feasibility problem: convergence of projection methods. Appl. Math. Optim.,
35(3): 311-330, 1997.
14 J.-N. Corvellec and V. V. Motreanu. Nonlinear error bounds for lower semicontinuous functions on metric spaces.
Math. Program., 114(2 Ser. A): 291-319, 2008.
15 N. D. Cuong and A. Y. Kruger. Error bounds revisited. arXiv e-prints, arXiv 2012.03941 (2020)
16 S. Deng. Perturbation analysis of a condition number for convex inequality systems and global error bounds for
analytic systems. Math. Programming, 83(2 Ser. A ): 263-276, 1998.
17 A. L. Dontchev, A.S. Lewis and R.T. Rockafellar. The radius of metric regularity. Trans. Amer. Math. Soc., 355(2):
493-517, 2003.
18 M.J. Fabian, R. Henrion, A.Y. Kruger and J. V. Outrata. Error bounds: necessary and sufficient conditions.
Set-Valued Var. Anal., 18(2):121-149, 2010.



16

19

20
21

22
23
24
25
26
27
28
29
30
31
32
33
34

35

36

37

38

39

40

41
42

43
44
45
46
47

48

49
50

51

52

Characterizations of Stability of Error Bounds

H. Gfrerer. First order and second order characterizations of metric subregularity and calmness of constraint set
mappings. SIAM J. Optim., 21(4): 1439-1474, 2011.

O. Giler, Augmented Lagrangian algorithms for linear programming, J. Optim. Theory Appl., 75(3): 445-478, 1992.
R. Hesse and D. R. Luke. Nonconvex notions of regularity and convergence of fundamental algorithms for feasibility
problems. SIAM J. Optim., 23(4): 2397-2419, 2013.

A. J. Hoffman. On approximate solutions of systems of linear inequalities. J. Res. Nat. Bur. Standards, 49: 263-265,
1952.

L. R. Huang and K.F. Ng. On first- and second-order conditions for error bounds. SIAM J. Optim., 14(4): 1057-1073,
2004.

A. D. Ioffe. Metric regularity-a survey. Part 1. Theory. J. Aust. Math. Soc., 101(2): 188-243, 2016.

A. D. Ioffe. Metric regularity-a survey. Part II. Applications. J. Aust. Math. Soc., 101(3): 376-417, 2016.

A. D. Ioffe. Variational analysis of reqular mappings. Springer Monographs in Mathematics. Springer, Cham, 2017.
Theory and applications.

A. D. Ioffe and V. M. Tikhomirov. Theory of Extremal Problems, vol. 6 of Studies in Mathematics and its Applications.
North-Holland Publishing Co., Amsterdam, 1979. Translated from the Russian by Karol Makowski.

A. N. Tusem and A. R. De Pierro, On the convergence properties of Hildreth’s quadratic programming algorithm,
Math. Program., 47: 37-51, 1990.

A. Jourani. HoffmanAjA~s error bound, local controllability, and sensitivity analysis. SIAM J. Control Optim.,
38(3): 947-970, 2000.

D. Klatte and W. Li. Asymptotic constraint qualifications and global error bounds for convex inequalities. Math.
Program., 84(1 Ser. A ): 137-160, 1999.

A.Y. Kruger. Error bounds and Hélder metric subregularity. Set-Valued Var. Anal., 23(4): 705-736, 2015.

A. Y. Kruger. Error bounds and metric subregularity. Optimization, 64(1):49AC79, 2015.

A.Y. Kruger, H. V.Ngai and M. Théra. Stability of error bounds for convex constraint systems in Banach spaces.
SIAM J. Optim., 20(6): 3280-3296, 2010.

A. Y. Kruger, M. A. Loépez, X. Yang and J. Zhu. Hélder error bounds and Hélder calmness with applications to
convex semi-infinite optimization. Set-Valued Var. Anal., 27(4): 995-1023, 2019.

A.Y. Kruger, M. A. Lépez and M. A. Théra. Perturbation of error bounds, Math. Program. 168(1-2 Ser. B ):
533-554, 2018.

A. S. Lewis and J. S. Pang, Error bounds for convex inequality systems, In Generalized Convezity, Generalized
Monotonicity: Recent Results (Luming, 1996), volume 27 of Nonconvex Optim. Appl., pages 75-100. Kluwer Acad.
Publ., Dordrecht, 1998.

D. R. Luke, Nguyen H. Thao and M.K. Tam. Implicit error bounds for Picard iterations on Hilbert spaces. Vietnam
J. Math., 46(2): 243-258, 2018.

Z.-Q. Luo and P. Tseng. On a global error bound for a class of monotone affine variational inequality problems.
Oper. Res. Lett., 11(3): 159-165, 1992.

Z.-Q. Luo and P. Tseng. Perturbation analysis of a condition number for linear systems. SIAM J. Matriz Anal.
Appl., 15(2), 636-660, 1994.

O. L. Mangasarian. A condition number for differentiable convex inequalities. Math. Oper. Res., 10(2): 175-179,
1985.

J. J. Moreau. Etude locale d’une fonctionnelle conveze, Université de Montpellier, Montpellier, 1963.

K. F. Ng and X. Y. Zheng. Error bounds for lower semicontinuous functions in normed spaces. SIAM J. Optim.,
12(1): 1-17, 2001.

H. V. Ngai, A. Y. Kruger and M. Théra. Stability of error bounds for semi-infinite convex constraint systems. SIAM
J. Optim, 20: 2080-2096, 2010.

H. V. Ngai, M. Théra, Error bounds for systems of lower semicontinuous functions in Asplund spaces. Math.
Program., Ser. B, 116(1-2): 397-427, 2009.

J. S. Pang. Error bounds in mathematical programming. Math. Program., Ser. B, 79(1-3): 299-332, 1997.

J.-P. Penot. Calculus without derivatives, volume 266 of Graduate Texts in Mathematics. Springer, New York, 2013.
S. M. Robinson. Bounds for error in the solution set of a perturbed linear program. Linear Algebra Appl., 6: 69-81,
1973.

S. M. Robinson. An application of error bound for convex programming in a linear space SIAM. Control. Optim.
13: 271-273, 1975.

S. M. Robinson. A characterization of stability in linear programming, Oper. Res., 25: 435-447, 1977.

R. T. Rockafellar. Convex Analysis. Princeton Mathematical Series, No. 28. Princeton University Press, Princeton,
N.J., 1970.

P. Tseng and D. P. Bertsekas. On the convergence of the exponential multiplier method for convex programming.
Math. Program., 60(1 Ser. A): 1-19, 1993.

Z. Wu and J. J. Ye. On error bounds for lower semicontinuous functions. Math. Program., 92(2, Ser. A): 301-314,



Zhou Wei, Michel Théra & Jen-Chih Yao 17

53

54

55

56

57

2002.

J.-C. Yao and X. Y. Zheng. Error bound and well-posedness with respect to an admissible function. Appl. Anal.,
95(5): 1070-1087, 2016.

X. Y. Zheng and K. F. Ng. Perturbation analysis of error bounds for systems of conic linear inequalities in Banach
spaces. SIAM J. Optim. 15(4): 1026-1041, 2005.

X.Y. Zheng and K. F. Ng. Metric subregularity and calmness for nonconvex generalized equations in Banach spaces.
SIAM J. Optim., 20(5): 2119-2136, 2010.

X.Y. Zheng and K. F. Ng. Metric subregularity for proximal generalized equations in Hilbert spaces. Nonlinear
Anal. 75(3): 1686-1699, 2012.

X. Y. Zheng and Z. Wei. Perturbation analysis of error bounds for quasi-subsmooth inequalities and semi-infinite
constraint systems. STAM J. Optim., 22(1): 41-65, 2012.



	Introduction
	Preliminaries
	Stability of Error Bounds for A Single Convex Inequality
	Stability of Local Error bounds
	Stability of Global Error Bounds

	Stability of error bounds for Semi-infinite Convex Constraint Systems
	Conclusions

