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NEURAL NETWORKS SOLUTION
OF BILEVEL PROGRAMMING PROBLEM

PENG Ai-min
(School of Mathematics and Quantitative Economics, Hubet University of Education,

Wuhan 430205, China)

Abstract: Here is the abstract of bilevel programming based on neural networks. By using

complementarity constraints, a sufficient condition is considered. It improves the drawback that

constraint qualification does not hold at any feasible point when a bilevel programming is changed

into a single one. We arrive at a conclusion of neural networks solution for bilevel programming.

The validity of the networks is demonstrated by several numerical examples.
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