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Section 3: Optimisation
ECO4112F 2011

We’re now going to turn our attention to optimisation problems. Optimisation problems
are central to economics because they allow us to model choice. After all, economics is
all about making choices in order to achieve certain goals, whether it be an individual
maximising their utility, or a firm maximising its profits.

When we formulate an optimisation problem, the first thing we need to do is specify an
objective function, where the dependent variable tells us what we are trying to maximise,
and the independent variables represent those variables over which we have a choice, and
whose values will ultimately affect the dependent variable. The whole point of optimisation
is to find a set of independent variables (or choice variables) that allow us to achieve the
desired value of our objective function.

We begin by introducing the concept of the second derivative.

1 The second derivative

If f is a differentiable function, then f’ is a function. If f’ is differentiable, we denote its
derivative by f”, and call it the second derivative of f. This generalises to higher order
derivatives:

f(x) : original function
d
fl(z) = % : first derivative
2
f(x) = % <Zi) = % : second derivative
mn dny th . .
ff(x) = gon order derivative

Example 1

Ify = f(z)=a3+222+3z-1
dy

then = f'(x) =32+ 4z +3
d2y 7
andw = f'(x)=6zx+4

What do these derivatives measure?



e f/(x) measures the slope (rate of change) of f(x)
e f”(x) measures the rate of change of the slope of f(z)

Recall that
fl(x)>0

. . . increasing
hat the val f the f €.
F(z) <0 } means that the value of the function, i.e. f(x), is { decreasing
Now
() >0 . . . increasing
F1z) < 0 means that the slope of the curve, i.e. f'(x), is decreasing

Thus for positive first derivatives:

e f/(x) >0 and f”(z) > 0= the slope of the curve is positive and increasing, so f(x)
is increasing at an increasing rate.

e f'(z) >0 and f”(x) < 0 = the slope of the curve is positive but decreasing, f(x) is
increasing at a decreasing rate.

The case of a negative first derivative can be interpreted analogously, but we must be
a little more careful:

e f/(x) <0and f”(x) > 0 = the slope of the curve is negative and increasing, but this
means the slope is changing from (—11) to a larger number (—10). In other words,
the negative slope becomes less steep as x increases.

o f'(z) <0and f”(x) < 0= the slope of the curve is negative and decreasing, and so
the negative slope becomes steeper as x increases.

Definition 1 If we pick any pair of points M and N on the curve f(x), join them by a
straight line and the line segment M N lies entirely below the curve, then we say f(x) is a
strictly concave function.

If the line segment M N lies either below the curve, or along (coinciding with) the curve,
then f(x) is a concave function (but not strictly so).

Definition 2 If we pick any pair of points M and N on the curve f(x), join them by a
straight line and the line segment M N lies entirely above the curve, then we say f(x) is a
strictly convex function.

If the line segment M N lies either above the curve, or along (coinciding with) the curve,
then f(x) is a convex function (but not strictly so).



Note that (nonstrictly) concave or convex functions may contain linear segments, but
strictly concave or convex functions can never contain a linear segment anywhere. Strictly
concave (convex) functions must be concave (convex) functions, but the converse is not
true.

The second derivative relates to the curvature of f(z) as follows:

o if f”(x) <0 for all x, then f(x) must be a strictly concave function.

o if f(x) > 0 for all x, then f(z) must be a strictly convex function.

2 Finding and classifying critical points

We begin with the simple case where y is a function of one variable.
Consider a function y = f(z). To find and classify its critical points, we:

1. Find f'(x) and f"(z).
2. Find the critical points by setting f’(z) = 0.

3. Classify the critical points using the second derivative test:

For each critical point (z*,y*), calculate f”(x*). If

(a) f"(z*) <0, then (z*,y*) is a maximum.

(b) f"(x*) > 0, then (z*,y*) is a minimum.

(¢) f"(z*) = 0, then (z*,y*) may be a maximum, minimum or point of inflexion.
We must then use the following test: Find the sign of f/(x) when x is slightly
less than x* (which is written x = x*—) and when x is slightly greater than x*
(which is written z = z*+4). If

e f’(x) changes from positive to negative when x changes from x*— to z*+,
then (z*,y*) is a maximum.

e f’(x) changes from negative to positive when x changes from xz*— to z*+,
then (z*,y*) is a minimum.

e f/(z) does not change sign, then (z*,y*) is a critical point of inflexion.

Example 2 Find and classify the critical points of the function
y =2z — 322 — 122+ 9

Step 1:
dy = 627 — 6z — 12
dx
d%y



Step 2:

dy

dx

=622 —6x—12 =
P?—r—2 =
(x+1)(z—2) =
=z = —1;2

0
0
0
0

The critical points are therefore (—1,16) and (2,—11).
Step 3:

d2
r = —1: d—z = —18 < 0 = this is a relative mazximum
€T
d*y . . .
r = 2: T2 =18 > 0 = this is a relative minimum
T

Example 3 Find and classify the critical points of the function

y=a> —32%+2

Step 1:
d
ﬁ = 322 -6z
d2y
Step 2:
dy
-2 =
dx
=322 -6z = 0
3x(x—2) = 0
=x = 0orx=2

The critical points are therefore (0,2) and (2,—2).

Step 3:
d2y
z = 0: T2 = —6 < 0= this is a local mazimum
T
d?y
r = 2: ) =6 > 0= this is a local minimum
T



Example 4 Find and classify the extremum of the function

Y= 42% —
Step 1:
dy
= = 8x-—-1
dzx v
d2
Yo g
dx?
Step 2:
dy
=0
dx
=8r—-—1 = 0
N 1
r = -
8
Th t s theref 1 1
e extremum is therefore 2 1)
Step 3:
1 d%y L . .
T=—:—>==8>0= this is a relative minimum
8 " dx?

Example 5 The ambiguous case: We look at the case 3 (c).
Consider the following three cases:

@)y = 2
(i) y = —a'
(iii) y = 2°
d?
In each case, there is a critical point at the origin (0,0), and d—z =0 when z = 0.
x

However, (you should verify this) the critical point is a minimum in case (i), a maxi-
mum in case (ii) and point of inflexion in case (iii).
2.1 Economic Application
Example 6 Find and classify the extremum of the average cost function
AC=f(Q)=Q°—5Q+8
Step 1:

Q) = 20-5
Q) = 2



Step 2:

(@ =0

=2Q-5 = 0

5

=0Q = 5
5 7
Wheani,ACZE

Step 3:
Q:g;f”(Q):2>0:> this is a relative minimum

This accords with our economic intuition, since the average cost curve is U-shaped.

3 Optimisation

Optimisation is concerned with finding the maximum or minimum value of a function
usually, but not always, subject to some constraint(s) on the independent variable(s).
Whether the maximum or minimum is required depends on whether the function represents
a desirable quantity such as profit or an undesirable quantity such as cost.

3.1 Maxima and minima: local and global

A maximum point is often called a local maximum to emphasize the fact that y has its
greatest value in a neighbourhood of the maximum point. Similarly a minimum point is
often called a local minimum.

3.1.1 Conditions for local optima

Consider the twice differentiable function f(z).
1. If f/(x*) = 0 and f”(2*) < 0, the function f has a local maximum where = = z*.
2. If f'(z*) =0 and f”(z*) > 0, the function f has a local minimum where z = z*.

We refer to the condition f/(z*) = 0 as the first-order condition (FOC), and to the
conditions f”(z*) < 0 and f”(z*) > 0 as second-order conditions (SOCs).



3.1.2 Local vs global

A global maximum point is a local maximum point (z*,y*) of the curve y = f(z) which
has the additional property that

y* = f(z),Vz R

Similarly, a global minimum point is a local minimum point (z*,y*) of the curve y =
f(x) which has the additional property that

y* < f(x),Vx € R

Global maxima (minima) may be found as follows: Start by finding the local maxima
(minima). Provided a global maximum (minimum) exists, it (or they) may be found by
comparing the values of y at the local maxima (minima). In general, the only way to tell
whether a global maximum (minimum) exists is to sketch the curve, and in particular to
consider how y behaves as r — +o0.

3.2 Economic Application

Consider the problem of the profit maximising firm:
max 11(Q) = R(Q) - C(@Q)

where ) denotes output, R revenue, C' cost and II profit.

FOC:
Q) =RQ)-C(Q = 0
= R(Q) = C(Q)
MR = MC
SOC

Q) = R'(Q)—-C"(Q)
If R"(Q) < C"(Q), then I"(Q) < 0

This says that the slope of the marginal revenue curve must be less than the slope of
the marginal cost curve at the profit maximising level of output.

Example 7 Suppose a firm faces the following total revenue and total cost functions

R(Q) = 1200Q —2Q*
C(Q) = @°—61.25Q%+ 1528.5Q + 2000



Find the maximum profit that can be attained.

Q) = R@Q)-C(Q)
= 1200Q — 2Q* — (Q* — 61.25Q* + 1528.5Q + 2000)
—Q? 4+ 59.25Q% — 328.5Q — 2000

The problem is then to

max Q) = —Q3 + 59.25Q% — 328.5Q — 2000

Find the first and second derivatives

Q) = —3Q%+118.5Q —328.5
n"Q) = —6Q+118.5

FoC

IT(Q) = —3Q* +118.5Q — 3285 = 0
=Q=3o0rQ = 36.5 (use the quadratic formula)

S0C

n”(3) = 100.5> 0= this a relative minimum
1”(36.5) = —100.5< 0= this a relative mazimum

Therefore, to maximise profits the firm should produce 36.5 units of output.

Q = 36.5,11 = 16318.44.
Example 8 Suppose a monopolist faces the demand function
x=100—p

where x is output and p is price, and let the monopolist’s total cost be

C(x) = %x?’ — 72?4+ 111z + 50

Find the output and price that mazimise profit, and the maximal profit.

When

We begin by solving the demand equation for price in terms of output, and multiplying

by output to obtain the revenue:

R(z) = pz = (100 — z) z = 100z — 2>



Profit is given by
II(z) = R(x)—C(x)
1 3 2
= —gx + 62° — 11z — 50

By differentiation:

' (z) = —a?+12z—11
n"(z) = —2z+12
FOC:
O'(z) = 0
= —2*+122-11 = 0
(x—1)(x—11) = 0
r = 1:11
SOCs:
0”(1) = 10> 0= this is a local minimum
0”(11) = —-10< 0= this is a local mazimum

Thus profit is mazimised at output x = 11 and price p = 89, and the maximal profit is
111.33.

We now consider the case of the function z = f(z,y). We first consider the partial
derivatives of this function.

4 Partial derivatives

You will recall that we can define the following partial derivatives:

of
fa o

0
fy = 8£

We can differentiate these again:
fon = 0% f _ 9 (oF
T 922 02 \Ox

&0 (of
o = 52y (o)



These are known as the second partial derivatives of the function f(z,y).
Similarly we may define the expressions

o PE 0 (0
W 9xzoy Oz \ Oy
Lo P00
YR Oydr Oy \ Ox
These are called the cross (or mized) partial derivatives of f(x,y).

If the two cross partial derivatives are continuous, then according to Young’s theorem
they will be equal, i.e.

fa:y - fya:
Example 9 Consider the function f(z,y) = 2%y + 5.
fx = Qxy
fy = 2> +5y
fxm = 2y
fyy = 203/3
fa:y = fya: =2z

Example 10 If f (z,y) = 2% + 5xy — v, then

fe = 32245y

fy = dxr—2y
foz = 62

fow = —2

fwy = fyz =5

Example 11 If f (z,y) = 42> — 3zy + 2y, then

Jo = 8x—3y
fy = —3v+4y
fea = 8

fyy = 4
Joy = fya=-3

10



Example 12 If f (z,y) = 1023 + 152y — 6y2, then

fx = 3022+ 15y

fy = 16z —12y
fex = 60z
fyy = —12

f:cy = fym:15

4.1 Gradient and Hessian

Given the smooth function f(z,y), we may define the gradient vector

o=l

and the Hessian matrix

H = 2 T — fza: fa:y:|
D f( 7y) |:fy:c fyy

By Young’s theorem, f., = f,, and so the Hessian matrix is symmetric.

5 Optimisation with several variables

Recall that for a function of one variable f(z), the conditions for a local maximum and
minimum were:

1. If f/(x*) = 0 and f”(x*) < 0, the function f has a local maximum where = = z*.

2. If f'(z*) =0 and f”(z*) > 0, the function f has a local minimum where z = z*.

How can we extend these results to functions of two variables?

The two-variable analogue of the first derivative is the gradient vector, and so state-
ments about the first derivative being zero translate into statements about gradient vectors
being zero-vectors. The two-variable analogue of the second derivative is the Hessian,
which is a symmetric matrix, and so statements about second derivatives being negative
translate into statements about Hessians being negative definite, and statements about
second derivatives being positive translate into statements about Hessians being positive
definite.

Thus, given a function f(z,y),the conditions for a local maximum and minimum are:

1. If Df(z*,y*) = 0 and H = D?f(x*,y*) is a negative definite symmetric matrix, then
the function f(z,y) has a local maximum at (z*,y*).

11



2. If Df(z*,y*) = 0 and H = D% f(2*,y*) is a positive definite symmetric matrix, then
the function f(x,y) has a local minimum at (z*, y*).

Example 13 Find and classify the extrema of the function
flr,y) =2 +ay +2> +3

We calculate the gradient and Hessian:

oren = [1]

20+ vy
x4+ 4y

f;rz facy:|

— 2 —
H =D f(x,y)— |:fyx fyy

FOCs:
Df(z,y) = 0
N 2e+yl |0
x+4y| |0
Solve these simultaneously to get © = 0,y = 0.
SOC:
Hi| = [2|=2>0
Hy] = H/=7>0

Thus, H is positive definite and so x = 0,y = 0, f(z,y) = 3 is a local minimum.
Example 14 Find and classify the critical points of the function
f(z,y) = —ba? — > + 22y + 62 + 2y + 7

We calculate the gradient and Hessian:

pren) = [

|- 10z+2y+6
| 2y+2x+2

12



H = DQf(CC,y):[fmx fmy:|

fyz fyy
_|-10 2
N 2 =2
FOCs:
Df(x,y) = 0
—10x +2y+6| |0
—2y+2x+2| |0
Solve these simultaneously to get x =1,y = 2.
SOC:
Hy| = |-10|=-10<0
Hy] = H=20—-4=16>0

Thus, H is negative definite and so f(1,2) =12 is a local mazimum.
Example 15 Find and classify the extrema of the function
f(z,y) = az® +by* + ¢

We calculate the gradient and Hessian:

Df(x,y) = [‘}ej
_|2ax
o [Qby]
— 2 T — fazw fxy:|
H D f(z,y) [fyz o
~|2a O
o 0 2b
FOCs:
Df(z,y) = 0
2ax| |0
=) = 1o

13



Solve these to get x =0,y = 0.
SOC:

Hi| = |2a] =2a
Ha| = |H| =4ab
The definiteness of H depends on the values of a and b, so let’s look at the different
possibilities:
1. a>0,b>0:|Hy| > 0,|Hs| > 0= H is positive definite and so f(0,0) is a relative

minimum.

2. a<0,b<0:|H;i| <0,/Ha| > 0= H is negative definite and so f(0,0) is a relative
mazimum.

3.a>0,b<0:|Hi| >0, Hz| <0= H is indefinite.

4. a<0,b>0:|H;| <0,|Hz| < 0= H is indefinite.

5.1 Higher dimensions

We can generalise these results to functions of n variables. The gradient vector will be an
n-vector and the Hessian matrix will be an n x n matrix.
Thus, given a function f(x),the conditions for a local maximum and minimum are:

1. If Df(x*) = 0 and H = D?f(x*) is a negative definite symmetric matrix, then the
function f(x) has a local maximum at x = x*.

2. If Df(x*) = 0 and H = D?f(x*) is a positive definite symmetric matrix, then the
function f(x) has a local minimum at x = x*.

5.2 Global optima

Given a function f(x),the conditions for a unique global maximum and minimum are:

1. If Df(x*) = 0 and H = D?f(x) is everywhere negative definite, then the function
f(x) is strictly concave and has a unique global maximum at x = x*.

2. If Df(x*) = 0 and H = D?f(x) is everywhere positive definite, then the function
f(x) is strictly convex and has a unique global minimum at x = x*.

14



Given a function f(x),the conditions for a global maximum and minimum are:

1. If Df(x*) = 0 and H = D? f(x) is everywhere negative semidefinite, then the function
f(x) is concave and has a global maximum at x = x*.

2. If Df(x*) = 0 and H = D?f(x) is everywhere positive semidefinite, then the function
f(x) is convex and has a global minimum at x = x*.

Example 16 In the last three examples, the Hessian matrices were everywhere negative or
positive definite and thus the extrema found are in fact unique global maxima or minima.

Example 17 Find and classify the extrema of the function
f(z,y) =823 + 2zy — 32° +y* + 1

We calculate the gradient and Hessian:

o = [f

2422 4+ 2y — 6w
2z + 2y

H = D2f($,y):|:fzm fa:y:|

fyx fyy
48z -6 2
- 2 2
FOCs:
Df(z,y) = 0
242% 4+ 2y —62] [0
2r + 2y |0

Solve these simultaneously:

Ur? +2y—6x = 0=2z+2y
= Uz? + 2 — 6z = 22 +2y
2z? —8x = 0
z (24 —8) = 0

8
x = Qorx=—=—

15



SOC:

6
|Hi| = [48z — 6| =482z — 6 < Owhen$<4—8

6
0 wh —
> wenx>48

Thus, the Hessian cannot be everywhere positive or negative definite.
We evaluate the Hessian at each critical point.

When z =0 :
H;| = |-6/]=-10<0
Hy] = H|=-16<0

Thus, H is neither negative nor positive definite and so x = 0 is neither a local maxi-
mum nor a local minimum.

1
Wh = —:
en x 3

H| = [10/=10>0
Hy = |H/=16>0

1
Thus, H is positive definite and so x = = is a local minimum.
1 1 23
Wh =—y=—1r=—— and ==
ena =g,y =-z=—3and fz,y) = —5-
Example 18 Find and classify the extrema of the function
fz,y) = 2%+ 9 — 4oy — 3z

Gradient and Hessian: )
3z =4y -3

H = D’f(z,y)

6r —4
-4 2
FOCs:
Df(z,y) = 0
N 322 —4y—-3] [0
2y — 4x )

Solve these simultaneously to get the critical points:

16



(a) =3,y =6, f(3,6) = —18
1 2 1 2 14
(b) T = _gay - _gaf <_37_3> - 277
SOC:

|H;| = |6z] =6z < 0 whenz <0
> 0 whenxz >0

Thus, the Hessian cannot be everywhere positive or negative definite.
We evaluate the Hessian at each critical point. Consider x = 3,y =6 :

H = D?%f(3,6)

|18 —4
-4 2
H;| = [18]=18>0
Hy] = |H|=20>0
Thus, H is positive definite at x = 3,y = 6 and so f(3,6) is a local minimum.
2
Consid =——,y=—=:
onsider x 3,y 3

_ op2e( L2
H_Df< 3’ 3)

- 23

H,| = |-2|=-2<0
Hy| = |H|=-20<0

1 2 1 2
Thus, H is neither positive nor negative definite at x = —3 Yy = —3 and so f <—3, —3>

is neither a local minimum nor mazximum..

5.3 Economic Application

Example 19 A firm produces two products, with price Py and Py respectively. The firm’s
total revenue function is given by

TR =P Q1+ Q>

17



The firm’s total cost function is given by

TC =2Q7 + Q1Q2 + 2Q3

Find the profit maximising output of each good for this firm under perfect competition.
First, we need to specify the objective function. The firm wants to maximise profits:

max 11 =TR—TC = PiQi+ P:Q> = 2Q} = Q1Q2 203
1,2

Note that under perfect competition firms are price takers, so the choice variables for
the firm must be the quantities of each good that it produces.

Gradient and Hessian:

D) = [g2]
_ |:P1 —4Q1 — Qz]
Py — Q1 —40Q2

H = D(z,y)

_ [HQlQl HQ1Q2]
U0, 110:q.

g

FOCs:
Dl(z,y) = 0
N |:P1 —4Q1 — Qz} _ [0}
Py — Q1 —4Q2 0
4P, — P 4P, — P
Solve these simultaneously to get Q7 = %, Q5= %
SOC:
Hy| = |-4/=-4<0
Hy] = |H=15>0
Thus, H is everywhere negative definite and so the point is a unique global mazrimum.
. o , 4P, — P 4P, — Py
The firm will be mazimising its profits when it produces Q] = —1 Q5= —

18



Example 20 Consider a monopolist producing two goods X and Y. Let the quantities

produced of the two goods be x and y, and let the prices charged be px and py. The inverse
demand functions for the goods are:
1
px = *0(54—395—9)

py = -(8—z—2)

G| — =

and the firm’s total cost is

C(xz,y) =8+ 1.5z + 1.8y

Hence revenue is

R(z,y) = pxx+pyy

1 2 2
= E(5435+96y—3gc — 3zy — 4y%)

and profit is
1
= (=80 + 39z + 78y — 3a* — 3zy — 4y°)

Gradient and Hessian:

e = |y
~ [ s

H = Dl(z,y)

_ |:H:m: Hmy:|
ny Hyy

~ [-06 —03
~ |-03 -08

FOCs:
Dll(z,y) = 0
1
5 (39 —6x—3y)| _ |0
= [110(78396814) =~ o

19



Solve these simultaneously to get x = 2,y =9. Then px = 3.9, py = 5.6 and Il = 31.
SOC:

H;| = |-0.6/=-06<0
Hy| = |H|=0.39>0

Thus, H is everywhere negative definite and so 11(2,9) = 31 is a unique global maxi-
mum.

Example 21 As financial advisor to The Journal of Important Stuff, you need to deter-
mine how many pages should be allocated to important stuff about economics (E) and how
much should be allocated to other unimportant issues (U) in order to maximise your sales.
Determine how many pages you should allocate to economics if your sales function is given

by
1
S(U, E) = 100U + 310E — 5U2 —2FE* - UE

Our problem is to
1
max S = 100U + 310E — ~U? — 2E* - UE
UE 2

Gradient and Hessian:

0S5/o0U

DH(JU,y) = |:85§8E:|
o 100-U — F
o 310-4F - U

H = DZH(x,y)

_ [SUU SUE}
Seu  SeE
-1 -1
-1 —4
FOCs:
Dll(z,y) = 0
N 100-U—-FE] |0
100-U—-E| |0
Solve these simultaneously to get U = 30, E = 70.
SOC:
Hy| = |-1|=-1<0
Hy] = H=3>0

Thus, H is everywhere negative definite and so S(30,70) is a unique global mazximum.

20



6 Constrained Optimisation

In the optimisation problems we have studied up until now, we have assumed that the firm
or individual is able to make their choice freely, without facing any constraints. In reality,
however, our choices are often constrained by our budgets, our time availability, and so
on. In order to incorporate this element of decision-making into our analysis, we undertake
constrained optimisation. Here, we still aim to maximize some objective function, but in
so doing, have to take some constraint into account as well.

To do this, we use the Lagrangian multiplier method.

6.1 The Lagrangian

Let f = (z,y) and g = (z,y) be functions of two variables. Our problem is to

max f(z,y) subject to the constraint g(z,y) = ¢
1‘7y

To solve this problem, we employ the Lagrangian

L(wvyvA) - f(:r,y) + /\(C - g(xay))

Here, the symbol A represents the Lagrangian multiplier. (Note that we always write
the Lagrangian function in terms of the constant minus the choice variables) Effectively,
we are incorporating the constraint into the function, and treating A as an additional
variable in the function.

The first-order conditions are:

oL
o = 0
oL
5 = O
oL
5 = 0

We solve these three equations simultaneously to find the optimal z*, y*, A*.
Example 22 The problem is to

max 4dzy — 222 + y? subject to 3z +y =5
x’y

Set up the Lagrangian

L(z,y,\) = doy — 22° + y* + A (5 — 3z — y)

21



FOCs:

L
a— = 4dy—4x—-3Xx=0
Ox
L
8— = 4dx+2y—A=0
dy
oL
Solve simultaneously to give x* = —1,y* = 8, A* = 12.

In order to confirm that this represents a constrained maximum, we need to consider
the consider the second order conditions.

6.2 Second-order conditions

We first define the bordered Hessian. The bordered Hessian consists of the Hessian

L L .. .
Lm ny] bordered on top and to the left by the derivatives of the constraint, g, and g,,
ye Ly

plus a zero in the principal diagonal. The bordered Hessian is symmetric, and is denoted
by H, where the bar on top symbolises the border.

o 0 9 gy
H=|9: Lu ny
9y Lye Lyy

The first value in the top left-hand corner of the bordered Hessian will always be zero.
The remaining values in the border are simply given by the derivative of the constraint.

We will evaluate the leading principal minors of the bordered Hessian to check whether
our solution constitutes a minimum or maximum point. However, the conditions here are
somewhat different, so be careful.

The first important point is that when we identify the leading principal minors of a
bordered Hessian, we ignore the border to figure out what rows and columns to include
in the leading principal minors, but then, before we evaluate the leading principal minors,
add the border back in. If this sounds confusing, an example might make it clearer.

Consider the bordered Hessian:

o 0 9z 9y
H= Jx o ny
9y Lye Ly

To find the second leading principal minor ‘ﬁg , we ignore the border of the Hessian,
and pretend that the matrix we’re looking at is given by

ﬁ: |:L;rz Lmy:|
Lyx Lyy
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In this case, we already have only two rows and two columns, so this determinant would
be our second leading principal minor.... HOWEVER, we must now add the border back
in before we evaluate the determinant. In effect, the second principal minor of our bordered
Hessian is given by:

o o 0 9= gy
‘HQ‘ = ‘H‘ = |9z Lazz L:):y
9y Lyz Ly

Note that the first leading principal minor !ﬁl} is always negative and so we ignore it:

0 9
gl‘ LJ?J,‘

= 0-g

[H| =

= —g7<0
The conditions for local constrained extremum are:

1.If Ly =L, =L, =0 and |ﬁ2‘ is positive, then the function f (x,y) has a local
constrained maximum at (z*, y*).

2.If Ly =L, =L, =0 and ‘ﬁg‘ is negative, then the function f (z,y) has a local
constrained minimum at (z*, y*).

This of course generalises to the n-variable case. Given f (z1,z2,...,2,) subject to
g(x1,29,...,2n) =c; with L = f(x1,22,...,2n) + A(c — g (z1,22,...,2y)) :
First we note that:

e H is negative definite iff }ﬁg‘ > 0, ﬁ3| <0, ﬁ4‘ > 0, etc. (i.e. the leading principal
minors alternate in sign beginning with a positive)

e H is positive definite iff. ’ﬁ2| <0,
minors are all negative).

ﬁg‘ <0, |ﬁ4} < 0, etc. (i.e. the leading principal

Now

1.If Ly =L = Ly = ... = L, = 0 and H is negative definite, then the function
f(x1,x2,...,2,) has a local constrained maximum at (z},x3,...,2}).

2. If Ly =L, =Ly = ... =L, = 0 and H is positive definite, then the function
f(x1,29,...,2,) has a local constrained minimum at (z3,z3,...,2%).
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Example 23 Consider the previous example
max 4zy — 222 + y? subject to 3x +y =5

'T’y

The Lagrangian

L(z,y,\) = doy — 22° + y* + A (5 — 3z — y)

We form the bordered Hessian:

H = 9z Lag Lmy

Check the SOC:
[L,| = [H| = 10 > 0

Thus the bordered Hessian is negative definite and our optimum represents a constrained
Mmazrimum.

24



Example 24 The problem is to

max U = z1x9 + 221 subject to 4x1 + 222 = 60
1,22

Set up the Lagrangian

L(zy,x9,\) = 129 + 221 + A (60 — 421 — 229)

FOCs:
oL
oL
aibz 1 0 ( )
0L

Solve simultaneously:

From (1) : x9=4X—2
From (2) : x1 =2\

Substitute these into (12):

60 —4x1 — 229 = 0
=60—-4(2\)—2(4\—-2) = 0

16X = 64
AT = 4
A" = 4,27 = 8,235 = 14,U* = 128.
SOC:
o [0 Iz Gy
H = 9z Lax L:J:y
19y Lye Ly
[0 —4 —2
= —4 0 1
_—2 1 0

| = [H| = 16 > 0
Thus the bordered Hessian is negative definite and U* = 128 represents a constrained

maximum.
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Example 25 Find the extremum of z = xy subject to x + y = 6.

Set up the Lagrangian

FOCs:

L=xy+AX(6—2—1y)

OL

Solve simultaneously. From (4) and (5):

Substitute y = x into (6):

Thus our constrained optimum is given by z* = 3,y* =3, A* =3 and z* = 9.

SOC:

R = —)\:

ox y 0

oL

B = —)\:

oy o

oL

o = 6—x—y=0
(
A:ﬁ:y
6—2x = 0
=z = 3

o 0 9z gy
H = 9r  Lag Lazy

19y Lya Ly
0o -1 -1

H,| = [H| =20

Thus the bordered Hessian is negative definite and z* = 9 represents a constrained

MaTImum.

Example 26 Find the extremum of z = x° + y? subject to = + 4y = 2.

Set up the Lagrangian

FOCs:

L=+ + 12—z —4y)

oL

R, P

o T 0
oL

— = 2y—4X=0
y Y

oL

26



Solve simultaneously.

Substitute these into (9):

4
N = —
17
4 2 8
IN=puU =gy S eda =4
SOC:
o [0 gz 9y
H = 9r  Lax L:J:y
L9y Lya Ly
[0 -1 —4
= |-1 2 0
-4 0 2
Hy| = [H|=-34<0
4
Thus the bordered Hessian is positive definite and z* = T7 represents a constrained
minimum.

6.3 An interpretation of the Lagrangian multiplier

The Lagrangian multiplier \* gives a measure of the effect of a change in the constraint on
the optimal value of the objective function.

6.4 Economic Applications

6.4.1 The utility maximising consumer

The consumer’s problem is to maximise utility subject to a budget constraint:

maxU = U(x1,x2) subject to x1p; + xaps = m
x’y

The Lagrangian is:

L(zy,22,\) = U(x1,22) + A (m — 21p1 — T2p2)
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FOCs:

oL
—— = U -\ =0 10
or 1 P1 (10)
oL
= = Uy—Ap2=0 11
By 2 P2 (11)
L
% = m—xip1 —T2p2 =0 (12)
(10) =+ (11) :
U _n
Us P2
AR it
U D2
slope of slope of
indifference curve budget constraint

Recall that \* measures the comparative static effect of the constraint constant on the
optimal value of the objective function.

Hence, here
_our
- Om

Thus, \* gives the marginal utility of money (budget money) when the consumer’s
utility is maximised.

A*

SOC:
0 p1 po
H= |(p1 Un Ui
p2 Us1 Uso

For a constrained maximum
|Hs| = [H| = 2p1paUsa — p3Ur1 — piUz2 > 0

6.4.2 Least cost combination of inputs

The firm has some choice of what technique to use when producing a given output level -
e.g. a choice between a capital-intensive technique and a labour-intensive technique. The
firm’s cost function is then defined as the minimal cost of producing @) units of output
when input prices are w and r.
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Let the firm have the production function F' (K, L). The firm wants to choose an input

combination (K, L) so as to produce a given output ) at minimal cost.

therefore to
%iil rK + wL subject to Q = F (K, L)

The Lagrangian is:

L(K,L,\) =rK +wL + A (Q — F (K, L))

FOCs:
oL
frg — F frg
aK r A K 0
oL
oL w — )\FL =0
oL
= —F(K,L)=
o = Q-F(KD)=0
(13) = (14) :
ro_ Ik
w  Fr
__r _ _Ix
w FL
—~ ——
slope of slope of
isocost isoquant (MRTS)

Here \* gives the marginal cost of production in the optimal state.

SOC:
o 0 Fr Fr
H= |Fx —Mrxr —-MFkr
Fr, —AFrxg —MAFrp

For a constrained minimum

{ﬁQ} = ‘ﬁ‘ :)\(FKKFg—QFKLFKFL—i-FLLFIQ() <0
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7 Inequality Constraints

The optimisation problems we have considered thus far all contain constraints that hold
with equality.

However, often optimisation problems have constraints that take the form of inequalities
rather than equalities. For example, the constraint may require that the consumption of a
good is non-negative, i.e. ¢ > 0.

We therefore need a new approach to solving these problems. A modification of the
Lagrange multiplier model presents a technique for solving optimisation problems in which
the constraints take the form of inequalities.

7.1 Non-negativity constraints

To begin with, consider a problem with nonnegativity restrictions on the choice variables,
but with no other constraints. Taking the single-variable case, in particular, we have

Maximise y = f(z) (16)
subject tox > 0

where f is assumed to be differentiable.
Three situations may arise, as seen in Chiang Figure 13.1, page 403, 4th Edition.:

(a) A local maximum of y occurs in the interior of the shaded feasible area, such
as point A in Figure 13.1, then we have an interior solution. The FOC in this

case is d—y = f'(z) =0, same as usual.
x

(b) A local maximum can also occur on the vertical axis, shown in point B, where

x = 0. Even here, where we have a boundary solution, the FOC 3—y = f(x)=0
x

is still valid.

(¢) A local maximum may take the position of points C or D, because to qualify
as a local maximum the point simply has to be higher than the neighbouring
points within the feasible region. Note that here f’(z) < 0. We can rule out
f'(xz) > 0 because if the curve is upward sloping, we can never have a maximum,
even if that point is on the vertical axis, such as point E.

We can summarise these possibilities. In order for a value of x to give a local maximum
of f in problem (16), it must satisfy one of the following three conditions:

f'(z) = 0 and x>0 [point A] (17)
f'(z) = 0 and z=0 [point B] (18)
fl(z) < 0 and z=0 [points C and D] (19)
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We can, in fact, consolidate these three conditions into a single statement:
f(z) <0 x>0 and zf'(x) =0 (20)

The first inequality summarises the information about f’(z) contained in (17) to (19)
and so does the second inequality (it in fact merely restates the nonnegativity constraint).
The third equation also summarises an important feature common to (17) to (19) and
states that at least one of 2 and f/(z) must be zero, so that the product of the two must
be zero. This is referred to as the complementary slackness between x and f'(x).

We can generalise this point to a problem containing n choice variables:

Maximise y = f(z1,22,. Tn)
subject toz; > 0
The classical FOC f; = fo = ... = f, must be similarly modified. The required FOC

is now:
ijO :L'j>0 and :Ejfj:(] (j:1,2,...,n)

0
where f; is the partial derivative d—y
y
J
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7.2 General inequality constraints
Let f(x,y) and g(z,y) be functions of two variables. We wish to

Maximise y= f(z,y) (21)
subject to g(z,y) <0

Note that g(z,y) < 0 may be regarded as the general form for a weak inequality
involving the variables x,y. For example, the inequality

F(z,y)+G(x) = H(y) +7
can be rewritten in that form by

g(x,y) =7—F(r,y) —G(z)+ H(y) <0

Suppose that the constrained maximum for problem (21) is obtained when x = z* and
y =y*. Then we have two cases to consider:
1. Case I g(x*,y*) <0

In this case the constraint is said to be slack, or inactive, at (z*,y*). Assuming as
usual that ¢ is continuous, g(x,y) < 0 for all points (x, y) sufficiently close to (z*, y*) :
but then f(z,y) < f(x*,y*) for all such (z,y). Hence f has a local unconstrained
maximum and therefore a critical point at (z*, y*).

2. Case II g(x*,y*) =0

In this case the constraint is said to be tight, or active, at (z*,y*). In particular,
(x*,y*) is the point which maximises f(z,y) subject to g(z,y) = 0 : hence there
exists a multiplier A such that the Lagrangian f — \g has a critical point at (z*,y*).

Now recall that (z*, y*) maximises f(z,y) subject to the inequality constraint g(z, y) <
0, so that the feasible set is much larger than it would be if we had imposed the con-
straint g(z,y) = 0 at the outset. This provides us with an additional piece of
information:

if we let v(b) denote the maximal value of f(z,y) subject to g(z,y) = b,
then f(z*,y*) > v(b) whenever b < 0.

But f(z*,y*) = v(0), so v(0) > v(b) whenever b < 0;

it follows that v/(0) > 0.

Now we know that v/(0) is the Lagrange multiplier A,

so A > 0.

So, in case II the Lagrange method holds, with the additional information that the
multiplier is non-negative.
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We can summarise what happens at the constrained maximum (z*, y*) as follows:

e In case II, g(x*,y*) = 0, and there exists a Lagrange multiplier A such that

of (909
o or =Y
of dg
3 oy = O
and A > 0

e In case I, g(z*,y*) < 0, and f has an unconstrained local maximum at (z*,y*).
Therefore, at that point,

of 0y

A Wk A

Oz Oz 0,

of 0g

y B Aay =0
where A\ = 0

These results can be combined as follows:
Proposition 1 Let the Lagrangian for problem (21) be defined as

L(.’Iﬁ,y, A) - f(l',y) - Ag(l’,y)

and let x = x*,y = y* be a solution of the problem. Then there exists a number \*
with the following properties:

. %—a—y—Oat(:v,y,)\%

2. N> 0,9 (z*,y*) <0 and at least one of these two quantities is zero.

Note that condition (2) states, among other things, that at least one of the two numbers
A* and g (z*, y*) is zero: in short,

Ng(z*,y") =0

This property is known as complementary slackness.
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7.3 The Kuhn-Tucker theorem

The necessary conditions (1) and (2) for a constrained maximum may be generalised to
the case of many variables and constraints.
Suppose that f, g1, ..., gm are functions of n variables: our problem is to

Maximise f(x)
subject to gi(x) <0 (t=1,...,m)

We define the Lagrangian for this problem to be

(T1y ey Ty Ay e ey Am) = F(X) = A191(X) — - oo — A gm (X)

Suppose the maximum value of f(x) subject to the constraints is obtained when x = x*.
There exists multipliers A7, ..., A}, with the following properties:

1At (23, ..., 20, AT, . A =0forj=1,...,n

b
695]-

2. Fori=1,...,m,Af >0,g;(x*) <0 and X g;(x*) =0.

These results are known as the Kuhn-Tucker theorem. Conditions (1) and (2) are
known as the Kuhn-Tucker conditions for the constrained maximisation problem.

7.3.1 Points about the Kuhn-Tucker theorem

1. Mized constraints:

The theorem can be extended to the case where equations as well as inequalities
appear among the constraints. The necessary conditions for a constrained maximum
then emerge as mixture of those we have already discussed.

Suppose, for example, that we wish to maximise f(x) subject to the constraints
g(x) = 0 and h(x) < 0. Then there exist multipliers A and p such that at the

optimal x :
0 .
(8) g 0) = Aglx) = ph ()] = 0 for j =1,
(b) g(x) =0

(¢) p>0,h(x) <0 and at least one of them is zero.

Notice that the condition (c) refers only to u, the multiplier associated with the
inequality constraint; the other multiplier A may be positive, negative or zero.

34



2. Non-negativity constraints:

The Kuhn-Tucker theorem can also be extended to the case where some or all of
the components of x are required to be non-negative. The extension consists of a
modification of the first Kuhn-Tucker condition similar to that in (20).

0
For example, if 1 is required to be non-negative, then the condition Do 0 is
I

replaced by 38901 < 0, with equality if z; > 0.

Or you can just proceed as normal, using z1 > 0= — 21 <0

3. Minimisation:

Since minimising f(x) is equivalent to maximising — f(x), we write the Lagrangian
as above, replacing f with —f.

4. So what?

The theorem is not in itself a great help in actually finding constrained maxima.
However, under appropriate assumptions about convexity, the Kuhn-Tucker condi-
tions are sufficient as well as necessary for a maximum; and if these assumptions are
satisfied, the conditions may be used to find the maximum. We end with a brief
discussion of this point.

7.4 Sufficient conditions

The main theorem on sufficient conditions for a maximum with inequality constraints is as
follows:

Theorem 1 Suppose we wish to mazimise the function f(x) subject to the constraints
gi(x) <0 fori=1,...,m. Suppose the Kuhn-Tucker conditions are satisfied at the point
x*. Then the constrained maximum is attained at x* if the following conditions are also

satisfied:

1. f is a quasi-concave function, and either f is a monotonic transformation of a con-
cave function or D f(x*) # 0, or both.

2. the functions —gi,...,—gm are all quasi-concave (or equivalently, that the functions
J1s- -+, gm are all quasi-convex).

We note that linear functions are quasi-concave, and concave functions satisfy condition
(1). Thus, the Kuhn-Tucker conditions are sufficient for an optimum when a concave
function is mazimised subject to linear constraints.
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Example 27 Mazimise
— (21 —4)% = (z2—4)°

subject to
T + 29 < 4, 1+ 312 <9

Reuwrite the constraints so they are in the form g;(x) <0 :
1+ a9 —4 <0, 1+ 322 —9<0
Set up the Lagrangian
L=—(x;—4)% — (22 —4)* = A1 (z1 4+ 2 — 4) — Ag (21 + 329 — 9)

The Kuhn-Tucker conditions are:

oL

— = =2 —4) =X — X =0 22
Ox1 ('7}1 ) 1 2 ( )
oL

— = 2(wy—4)—A—3X=0 23
Oxo (1:2 ) 1 2 ( )
Al > 0,z 4+a2e<4dand M\ (z1+22—4)=0

Ao > 0,21+ 3x2 <9 and A2 (x1 + 322 —9) =0

What are the solutions to these conditions?

Start by looking at the two conditions A1 (x1 + x2 —4) = 0 and Ag (x1 + 322 —9) = 0.
These two conditions yield the following four cases:

Case 1: \1 >0,X3 >0

Then x1+xo—4=0 and x1 + 3z — 9 =0,

. . 5
which gives x1 = 5,952 =35
Then equations (22) and (23) are:
5—A—X = 0
3— A1 —3X =

which implies that Ay = 6 and Ao = —1, which violates the condition that Ao > 0.

Case 2: \1 >0, =0

Then x1 +x92 — 4 =0.

Substituting Ao = 0 into equations (22) and (23) gives:

—2(.@1—4)—)\1
—2(1‘2—4)—)\1 =

which together with x1 + xo — 4 = 0 gives x1 = x5 = 2 and A = 4. All the conditions are
satisfied so x1 = 9 = 2 with A\ = 4, Ao = 0 is a possible solution.
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Case 3: A1 =0,19 >0
Then x1+ 310 —9=0
Substituting A1 = 0 into equations (22) and (23) gives:

—2(x1—4)—X = 0
2y —4) =3 = 0
33 19
which together with x1 + 3x2 —9 = 0 gives x1 = 0% = 1o
Case 4: A1 =0,29=0
Substituting \y = 0, Ay = 0 into equations (22) and (23) gives:

which violates x1 + 19 < 4.

-2 (1'1 — 4) =
-2 (.%'2 — 4) =
which is satisfied if and only if x1 = xo = 4, which violates x1 + xo < 4.

So x1 = xy = 2 is the single solution of the problem and the value of the objective
function at this point is —8.

Example 28 Mazimise
*$% — T1x — CL‘%

subject to
T — 229 < —1, 201 + 19 < 2

Rewrite the constraints so they are in the form g;(x) <0 :
r1—2x20+1<0, 2x1+29—2<0
Set up the Lagrangian
L= —x%—xlxg—azg—)\1(3:1—2:1:2+1)—)\2(2:1:1+x2—2)

The Kuhn-Tucker conditions are:

oL

O o M -2 = 24
o2y T1 — T2 1 2=20 (24)
oL

— = —x1—2 2M1 — Ay = 2
B2y T To + 2\ 0o=20 (25)
A > 0,21 — 220 < =1 and \; (.%'1 —2.%'2+1) =0

Ay > 0,2:):1+x2§2and)\g(2:1:1+x2—2):0
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Consider the possible cases in turn:
Case 1: A1 >0,X9 >0
Then x1 —2x9+1=0 and 221 + 29 —2 =0,
. . 3 4
which gives x1 = 5,1’2 = =
Then equations (24) and (25) are:
—2—-X -2\ = 0
11

—— +2X1—X = 0
5+1 2

which implies that A\; = % and Ao = —2—:_‘), which violates the condition that Ay > 0.
Case 2: \{ >0, =0
Then x1 — 2x9+1 = 0.
Substituting Ao = 0 into equations (24) and (25) gives:

—2:L’1 — X9 — )\1 =0
—x1—2x3+2\ = 0
hich togeth ith 200 +1 = 0 gi = i —i d)\—i All th
which together with x, To = 0 gives 1 = 14,$2 =1 and \1 = R e
conditions are satisfied so r1 = TR To = ﬂ with A1 = (7R Ao = 0 s a possible solution.

Case 3: A1 =0,19 >0
Then 2x1 + 29 — 2 = 0.
Substituting A1 = 0 into equations (24) and (25) gives:

—21’1 — T — 2)\2 =0

—1'1—21'2—)\2 =0

which together with 2x1 + o —2 =0 gives x1 = 1,20 = 0 and Ay = —1. Since Ao < 0 this
case does not satisfy the Kuhn-Tucker constraints.

Case 4: A1 =0, =0

Substituting A1 = 0, A\a = 0 into equations (24) and (25) gives:

—2$1 — T2 =

—Xr1 — 21‘2 =

which is satisfied if and only if x1 = xo = 0, which violates x1 — 2x9 < —1.
4 5 3

ﬁ,l‘g — with )\1 ==

The unique solution to the problem is therefore x1 = — =11 1

A2 =0.
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Example 29 Mazimise the objective function

2

x
flay) =z— 75 +y°
subject to the constraints
2 9
i<l _y<o
o TV =y =

Notice that the constraint that y is nonnegative (i.e. y > 0) has been written in a way
to make it conformable with the set-up of the problem given above.
We can rewrite the other constraint in the form g;(x) <0

()

o2
2
Set up the Lagrangian

22 22 9
I —p_2 2 L 2 2\
x 2+y /\<2+y 8> w(—y)

The Kuhn-Tucker conditions are:

L
*gx = l-e-Ar=0 (26)
oL
— = 2y—2)\ =0 27
9y Y y+p (27)
2 2
x 2 9 x s 9
> Z < Z Z _2) =
)\_0,2+y_8and)\<2+y 8) 0

p > 0,—y<0andp(-y) =0

We proceed by considering the solutions that arise in the four cases corresponding to

the four possible ways in which the complementary slackness conditions may be met. These
are:

Case 1: A>0,u>0

Case 2: A>0,u=0

Case 3: A=0,u4>0

Case 4: A=0,u=0

We will then compare the value of the objective function for each solution to find the
optimal choice of x and y.
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Case 1: A>0,u>0
2

Then%—i—yQ—g:O and —y = 0.
If y =0, then equation (27) becomes

2y =2 y+p = 0
=>pu =
which violates our condition that p > 0 and there is no solution for which A > 0, > 0.
Case 2: A>0,u=0
x? 9

Then §—|—y2—§ =0.
Substituting p = 0 into equation (27) gives:

20 -2y = 0

=2y(1-XA) = 0
=X = lory=0

We have two subcases so we consider them one at a time:

o If \ =1, then equation (26) gives

1—a— Az 0
l-z—-—2 = 0
N 1
T

Ifx=1and x = %, complementary slackness requires

2

X 2 9
- - Z =0

5 TV 3

(3)° 9
1~y ] =0
=4°-1 = 0
=y = =1

But —y < 0=y=1not —1

1
All the conditions are satisfied and © = Y= 1 is a possible solution and the value

1 11
of the objective function is f <2, 1> =3
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o If y=0, then

2
X 2 9
il _Z _
> TV TR
Lz 9
2 8
9
= = 4+4/-
v 1
r = +-
3 ) .
— Ifzx= 2 then equation (26) gives
3 3
1-2-22 = o
2 2
1
= A=
3
which violates A > 0.
3
—Ifz= —5 then equation (26) gives
3 3
1+4-4+X= = 0
* 2 * 2
5
= A=-—2
3

which violates A > 0.

There is no solution here where y = 0.

Case 3: A=0,u4>0
Then —y = 0.
Substituting y = 0 into equation (27) gives:
2y — 20y +p =
=>pu =
But this violates the condition that p > 0.
Case 4: A=0,u=0
Substituting A = 0, u = 0 into equations (26) and (27) gives:
l—z =

Y
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which s satisfied if and only if x =1,y = 0.
2

9
When x = 1,y = 0, both the constraints % +2 < 3 and —y < 0 are satisfied.
1
The value of the objective function is f (1,0) = 5

The last step is to rank the solutions by the value of the objective function. We have

two possible solutions:

1 1 11
cx=-y=land f(>,1)=—.
Case 2: 2,y an f<27 ) 3
1
Case 4: x =1,y =0 andf(l,O):§

1 1
So the optimum is x = g,y = 1 since f (2,1> > f(1,0). At the optimal solution
2

9
% +y? = 3 and this constraint is binding, whereas —y < 0 and this constraint is not
binding.

Example 30
2V +2\/y

subject to
2r+y <3, x+2y<3

Rewrite the constraints so they are in the form g;(x) <0 :
20 +y—3<0, x+4+2y—3<0
Set up the Lagrangian
L=2Vz+2/y— A2z +y—3)— p(z+2y—3)

The Kuhn-Tucker conditions are:

oL 12

7= S —p=0 28
5 x p (28)
oL _1/2

— = —A=2u=0 29
9 y 7 (29)
A > 0,2z4+y<3andA(2x+y—3)=0

w > 0,x+2y<3and p(z+2y—3)=0

What are the solutions to these conditions?
Start by looking at the two conditions A (2o +y —3) =0 and p(x + 2y —3) = 0. These
two conditions yield the following four cases:
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Case 1: A>0,u>0
Then2x+y—3=0and x4+ 2y —3 =0,
which gives x =y = 1.

Then equations (28) and (29) are:

1-2A—p =
1-A—-2u =

which happens if and only if A = pu = é But then X and p are positive numbers, so all
conditions are met.

Case 2: A>0,u=0

Then 2x +y —3 =0.

Substituting ;= 0 into equations (28) and (29) gives:

22\ = 0
y—l/Q _)\ — 0

1
which together with 2x +y — 3 = 0 gives x = V= 2.

But then x +2y —3 = ; which violates the condition x + 2y < 3.
Case 3: A=0,u>0

Then x +2y —3 =0.

Substituting A = 0 into equations (28) and (29) gives:

$—1/2_# — 0
y -2 = 0
1

which together with x 4+ 2y — 3 =0 gives ¢ = 2,y = 3

9
But then 2z +y = 3 which violates the condition 2x + y < 3.
Case 4: A=0,u=0
Substituting A = 0, u = 0 into equations (28) and (29) gives:
1?2 =0
g2 = 0
which is satisfied if and only if v =y = 0.
The conditions 2x + y < 3 and x + 2y < 3 are satisfied if xt =y = 0.
So possible solutions are found under Cases 1 and 4.
Case 1: x =y =1 and 2¢/x 4+ 2,/y = 4.
Case 4: v =y =0 and 2¢/x +2,/y = 0.
The optimal solution is the one that yields the highest value of the objective function,
i.e. x =y = 1. At this solution, both constraints are binding.
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