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Abstract. This work investigates tolerance and control solutions to
a two-sided interval linear system. Their semantics are different, even
though, we would be able to interchange the role of the interval infor-
mation algebraically. We present necessary and sufficient conditions of
their solvabilities as the inequalities depending on center and radius of
coefficient interval matrices on both sides of the system. In a situation
when the vector of variables is nonnegative, the conditions can simply
be modified as the inequalities depending on boundaries of the inter-
val matrices. This result helps to find out the feasible solutions of a
quadratic programming problem with two-sided interval linear equation
constraints.

Keywords: Interval linear system - Tolerance solution + Control
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1 Introduction

An interval linear system of equations is normally referred to as a system Az = b,
where A is an interval matrix and b is an interval vector, while x is a vector of
variables. As the matrix and the right hand side vector information of the system
is not precise, it is impossible to provide a solution = to the system without any
appropriate meaning.

Some literature presented different types of solutions of the system Az = b
depending on the purposes of the solutions. These solution types include weak,
strong, tolerance and control solutions whose names reflect well on their math-
ematical definitions. For example, “x is a weak solution to Ax = b” means
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that
JA € A,3b € b such that Az =b,

while “x is a strong solution to Az = b” means that
VA € A,Vb € b such that Ax =b.

Beaumont presented in [1] an efficient method derived from the simplex algo-
rithm to compute inner and outer inclusion of the weak (united) solution set.
A full analysis of the solvability and the conditions for checking whether z is a
particular solution type to the system Ax = b was also provided in the literature
[2—-4,8-12].

The background on a tolerance solution arose from the crane construction
problem in [8] and the input-output planning problem with inexact data in
[11]. The characteristic of a tolerance solution x is to make Az stay in the
boundary of b. Shary [12] first motivated an idea of a control solution, which is
the opposite case of a tolerance solution. In addition, Tian et al. developed in
[13] a tolerance-control solution for the case when each row index of the system
Az = b performs either tolerance or control. Recently, Leela-apiradee, [6] , have
provided its solution set in terms of level set.

Instead of the system Ax = b, the goal of this paper is to deal with a two-
sided interval linear system. “Two-sided” means that the right hand side interval
vector b is substituted by the term By. The paper then presents the tolerance
and control solutions of a two-sided interval linear system together with their
solvability conditions.

To lead to the main idea of the paper, let us first introduce some basic
notation of an interval matrix and an interval vector that can be seen as a
matrix and a vector of interval components as follows.

— An m x n interval matrix A is defined by

lay1,@11] [ago,@ia] -+ (@, @1n]

[agy, @21]  [ago,@22] -+ [a9p, 2n]
A= . . . ) )

[levaml] [QmQaamQ] [anvamn]

where a;; and @;; are real numbers such that a;; < for each 7 €
{1,2,...,m} and j € {1,2,...,n}.

— The interpretation of the interval matrix A can be written as the set of
matrices, that is,

A=[AA] = {AcR™" A< A<A},
where
a1 Ao A1y aip iz -+ Gin
Qo1 Qoo **+ Aoy Q21 Q22 "+ G2

and A=

[sS
I

A1 Ao Qn A1 Gm2 **° Amn
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The ordering ‘<’ between two matrices A and A is referred to componentwise
inequality, i.e.,

A < A if and only if a;; <a;; Vie{l,2,...,m},Vje{l,2,...,n}
Therefore, we note here that A € A means A < A < A.

Moreover, we can use the following notation to represent the interval matrix A.
A= [AaZJ :[AC_AA7AC+AA]7 (1)

where A, = (A + A) and Ay = L(A - A).
Fiedler et al. proved in [2] that the lower and upper bounds of the interval

vector Az, denoted by Az and Az for any x = (x1,22,...,7,)T € R", can be
viewed by

Az = [&,M = [Acx — Axlz|, Acx + Aalz|], (2)
where || is defined as the absolute of vector z, i.e., |x| = (|z1], |z2], ..., |z.])7.

Given B be another interval matrix and y be another vector of variables.
In the situation when we have the term By on the right hand side instead of
the vector b, the system “Ax = b” would become “Ax = By”, which is called
a two-sided interval linear system. The dimensions of x and y do not need to
be the same but the number of rows of interval matrices A and B does. The
definitions of weak, strong, tolerance control and tolerance-control solutions of
Azx = By would mathematically be defined in the same fashion as the case of
Ax =b.

In this paper, we focus on the tolerance, control and tolerance-control solu-
tions of the system Az = By. In Sect. 2 we give the definitions and their char-
acterizations by equivalent conditions. Usually, two sets of quantities are equal
when the left and the right quantities are the same. However, there is often a
situation with imprecise information that one set of quantities is being controlled
by the other. This means that if the two sets of quantities are not precise with
having interval information, then one set of quantities must be subset of the
other. Moreover, one set of the interval information could be more important
to the system than the other. The other set of the interval information must
follow the semantics of the context. This leads to the interpretation of tolerance
and control solutions of a two-sided interval linear system discussed in Sect. 3. A
couple of application examples are demonstrated in Sect. 4, which can be mod-
eled by a two-sided interval linear system and a quadratic programming problem
with two-sided interval linear constraints. The conclusion is addressed in the last
section.



Tolerance and Control Solutions of Two-Sided Interval Linear System 439

2 Tolerance and Control Solutions of Two-Sided Interval
System of Linear Equations

To see how the two-sided interval systems are motivated, consider two systems
of standard linear equations below:

Azx = By, (3)
Az — By =0, (4)

where A € R™*" B € R™*P and m,n and p are positive integers. Any (x,y) in
R™ x RP satisfying System (3) (or (4)) is called a solution of the system. It is
clear that Systems (3) and (4) are algebraically equivalent. The set of solutions of
(3) is the same as the set of solutions of (4). However, if the entries of coefficient
matrices A and B in (3) and (4) are interval data, Systems (3) and (4) turn into

Az = By, (5)
Az — By =0, (6)

respectively, where coefficient terms A and B in (5) and (6) are interval matrices
as defined in the introduction section. System (6) could not be well-defined in
general since the left-hand side may be represented as interval vector with non-
zero width as a result of Moore’s standard interval arithmetic [7], while the
right-hand side is a real zero vector with zero width. Therefore, we would not be
able to move By to the same side as Az of the equality as usual, when we deal
with interval data. However, System (5) called a two-sided interval system
of linear equations is well-defined since both sides of the equation are interval
vectors. A solution (z,y) € R” x RP to System (5) is not as simple as the case
of standard matrices A and B, but it comes with its semantics.

In [2], Fiedler et al. defined tolerance and control solutions to an interval
linear system Az = b. Based on the concepts of these solutions, Tian et al. later
proposed a tolerance-control solution in [13].

Definition 1 (see [2/ and [13]). A vector x € R™ is called

1. a tolerance solution of Ax = b if for each A € A there exists b € b such
that Az = b,

2. a control solution of Ax = b if for each b € b there exists A € A such that
Azr =0,

3. a tolerance-control solution of Ax = b if each row index of the system is
either tolerance or control.

As we expand an interval linear system Ax = b to a two-sided interval linear
system Ax = By, the types of solutions of Az = By presented in the following
definition are developed in similar fashion as the solution concepts in Az = b.

Definition 2. A vector (z,y) € R™ x RP s called

1. a tolerance solution of Az = By if for each A € A there exists B € B
such that Az = By,
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2. a control solution of Ax = By if for each B € B there exists A € A such
that Ax = By,

3. a tolerance-control solution of Az = By if each row index of the system
is either tolerance or control.

Without semantics, the mathematical expression of tolerance and control solu-
tions are the same. In Sect. 3, we will mention more about these two solutions
and separately redefine them according to their semantics.

We now consecutively establish Theorems 1-3 based on Definition 2 to find
necessary and sufficient conditions for checking tolerance and tolerance-control
solvabilities of Az = By. The conditions presented in Theorems 2 and 3 are in
a form of inequalities depending on center and radius of the coefficient interval
matrices A and B with absolute terms |z| and |y|.

Theorem 1. A vector (z,y) is a tolerance solution of Ax = By if and only if
it satisfies Ax C By.

Proof. Assume that (x,y) is a tolerance solution of Az = By. Let A € A. Then,
there exists B € B such that Az = By. Thus,

A;v:ByeBy:[@,m7

that is, L
By < Ax < By forany A€ A,

which concludes Az C By. Conversely, we suppose that (x, y) satisfies Az C By.
Then, Az € By for all A € A. Therefore, Az = By for all A € A and for some
B € B. Hence, (z,y) is a tolerance solution. O

Theorem 2. A wvector (x,y) is a tolerance solution of Ax = By if and only if
it satisfies
‘Acx - pr| < AB|y| - AA|33| (7)

Proof. Let (z,y) be a tolerance solution of Az = By. By Theorem 1 and (2),
[Acx — Aalz], Acx + Aalz]] = Az C By = [Bey — Aglyl, Bey + Aplyl].
Thus,
Bey — Aply| < Acw — Aala| < Acx + Aulz| < Bey + Aplyl,
which implies
— (Aplyl — Aalz]) < Acw — Bey < Aply| — Aalzl. (8)
Conversely, let (x,y) satisfy condition (7) Then, it gives (8), which means
By = Buy — Aply| < At — Al = Az

and L —
Az = Acx + Axlz| < By + Agly| = By.

Therefore, Az C By and (z,y) becomes a tolerance solution. O
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We can use inequality (7) to verify whether a given vector (z,y) is a toler-
ance solution to our two-sided interval linear system. The system of inequality
(7) has the absolute terms |z| and |y|, which means it is not the system of linear
inequalities, in general. It depends on the signs of z and y components. How-
ever, when we consider the nonnegative domain of vector variables x and vy, the
inequality becomes a simple form as

Apx — Ay < Acx — By < Agy — Aqzx,
which is obtained by substituting |z| = « and |y| = y. This turns into
(Be — Ap)y < (Ac — Ap)z and (A + Aa)z < (Ap + B.)y. (9)
According to (1), the inequalities (9) can be concluded as the corollary below.

Corollary 1. Let x and y be nonnegative vector variables. A vector (x,y) is a
tolerance solution of Ax = By if and only if it satisfies

By < Az and Az < By.
The similar statements of Theorems 1-2 and Corollary 1 for a control solution
can be done easily by interchanging the roles of “A and B” and “x and y”.

Theorem 3. A vector (x,y) is a tolerance-control solution of Ax = By if and
only if it satisfies
|Acx — Bey| < Aalx| + Aply| — 26, (10)

where § is a vector in R™ with the following components
5 — (Aalx))s, ifi€ P
(Aslyl)i, ifie M\ P,
and P={ie€ M : (Az); C (By);}, M ={1,2,...,m}.
Proof. Assume that (x,y) is a tolerance-control solution of Az = By. Let P be

a subset of M such that row ¢ € P of the system is tolerance. Then, the other
i € M\ P of the system is control. Using Theorem 2, we have

(At — (Bay)il < (Aplyl)s — (Aalal) foreachic P (11)
and

[(Acx)i — (Bew)i| < (Aalz|); — (Aglyl); for each i € M\ P (12)
By putting Inequalities (11) and (12) together,

e = Byl < (Aalel =2 (Aalelies ) + (Aslyl =2 Y (Alybie)

ieP i€M\P
ZAA|«T+AB|y|_2(Z(AA|$|)i€i+ Z AB|y|)Zez>
i€eP i€EM\P
= Aalz| + Aply| — 26,
where e; is a m-column vector containing 1 at the i*" row and 0 elsewhere.

Conversely, let (x,y) satisfy condition (10), which implies Inequalities (11) and
(12). Therefore, (z,y) turns into a tolerance-control solution. O
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3 Semantics of Tolerance and Control Solutions

Looking at the mathematical definitions in the previous section, it may seem that
tolerance and control solutions are algebraically the same. So, why would we need
to define them both? This is because one interval information could be more impor-
tant than another. There are some missing details in Definition 2 about the priority
of the interval information A and B, which may not be represented clearly by just
the mathematical quantification; “for all” and “for some”.

To be able to achieve a control solution of the system Az = By and justify
the semantics of the word “control”, the boundary matrices 4 and A of A must
be more important than the ones of B. It could be the interval information that
is given by an expert so that any quantity on the right must be controlled in the
boundary of quantities on the left.

Similarly, to get the semantics of the word “tolerance” in a tolerance solution,
the boundary matrices A and A of A must be more important. They provide
the range of left hand side quantities. Moreover, the situation to come up with
a tolerance solution is such that we need every element in the range to be under
the control of the range of the right hand side quantities. In other words, the
left hand side quantities tolerate themselves within the range of the right hand
side quantities.

For those reasons, we cannot simply substitute A with B and x with y, and
infer that tolerance and control solutions are the same. Therefore, the priority
of the information A and B need to be stated in their definitions as rewritten
below.

Definition 3. Let an interval matriz A play more important role to the two-
sided interval system of linear equations Az = By. A vector (x,y) € R™ x RP s
called

1. a tolerance solution of Az = By if for each A € A there exists B € B
such that Az = By. It is in the sense that the range of Ax tolerates within
the range of By,

2. a control solution of Ax = By if for each B € B there exists A € A such
that Az = By. It is in the sense that the range of Ax controls the range of
By.

4 Applications on Tolerance and Control Solutions of a
Two-Sided Interval Linear System

In this section, we illustrate two small examples to show the difference between
tolerance and control solutions. These examples could be parts of any relevant
application systems.

— Problem Statement 1 is formulated as a tolerance solution to a two-sided
interval linear system, which can be solved by system of inequalities.
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— Problem Statement 2 is formulated as a quadratic programming with control
solutions to two-sided interval linear constraints, whose numerical example is
demonstrated in Example 1.

Problem Statement 1. An animal food manufacturing company has its own
quality control for its three formulas of chicken food: I, II, and III. These for-
mulas must be checked for the level of carbohydrate, fiber, protein, and vitamins
per kilogram per bag. The qualified bags must have the nutrients within the given
boundaries as shown in the table below. The company also has a nutritionist who
can advise customers about using these three formulas of chicken food for meat
and egg chickens. To raise chickens for healthy meat and chickens for healthy

eggs, those chickens should have nutrients within the range represented also in
the table.

Type of nutrients | Interval amount of nutrient (kg)
Formula I | Formula II | Formula III | Meat chicken | Egg chicken
1. Carbohydrate |[a;;,a11] |[as,012] a5, @13] [511,511] {buygl?}
2. Fiber (@51, T21] | [agy, G22] [ay3, 23] [b217 b21] [b227 b22}
3. Protein [asy,a31] |[aze,a32] | [ass,Gss) [bs1, bs1] [bs5, bs2]
4. Vitamins (@41, Ga1] |[ayy,Ga2] |[ays, @a3] [ba1,ba1] (b4, baz]

The nutritionist suggests customers to miz three formulas together before
feeding. The total amount of nutrients in the mized chicken food must be within
the range of the total amount of all needed nutrients to guarantee that all chickens
provide healthy products. This relationship can be represented as a two-sided
interval linear system (13)

(@11, @11] (19, @] (@13, @as]\ /o [b11,b11] [b1s, b12]

(o1, @21] [@ns, G22] [ao3, G23] xl _ [b21»b21] [b22,b22] Y1 (13)
[as1, @31 [as0, A32] [as3, a33] xz b1, b31] |bsg, bsz] | \w2)”
[411’a41] [412’a42] [a437a43] [41,641] [b42ab42]

where x; is the amount of bags of animal food formula I, IT and IIT
that should be mized, when j = 1,2,3, respectively,
yr 18 the amount of meat and egqg chickens
that the customer should raise, when k = 1,2, respectively.

From the company’s point of view, it is important to control the nutrients in
each formula of chicken foods. It turns out that the set of solutions to System (13) is
the set of tolerance solutions as the total of the nutrients created by the mized food
must be within the range of healthy nutrients. On the other hand, when considering
the customer’s side, the interval information about the nutrients needed for each
chicken is the priority for the customer. In this case, the customer must control the
nutrients in the mized food by the range of the total amount of all needed nutrients
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for healthy chicken meat and eggs. Then, the set of solutions to System (13) can also
be viewed as the tolerance solution set. Obviously, vector variables x = (x1,z2, 23)T
andy = (y1,y2)T are nonnegative. From Corollary 1, the tolerance solution (x,vy)
18 obtained by solving the system of inequalities as follows:

biyy1 + bigy2 — a1 — a2 — 4313 <0

and B B
;171 + G2x2 + @373 — bijny1 — bioya <0,

for each i € {1,2,3,4}. O

Problem Statement 2. A famous family bakery shop sells homemade fruit
cakes and fruit tarts. The owner uses three grades of mized dried berries: A, B,
and C, by mizing them together to get the best dessert according to the family
recipe. Suppose the owner determines the initial amount of fruit cakes and fruit
tarts he/she wanted to make as oy and ao, respectively, and sets up the initial
amount of mized dried berries grades A, B and C that he/she aims to buy as
061, B2 and B3, respectively. One kilogram of each mized dried fruit grade contains
dried blueberries, dried cranberries, dried raspberries, and dried strawberries in
the different uncertain quantities. The table below provides the interval quantities
per kilogram of each mized dried berries grade.

Type of dried berries | Interval amount of berry (kg)

Grade A | Grade B | Grade C
1. Blueberries [blhgll} [612,512] [bl?ﬁglg]
2. Cranberries [bo1,b21] | [bgos b22] | [bog, b2s]
3. Raspberries [bgy,bs1] | [b3a, b32] | [bss, bss]
4. Strawberries [Q417b41} [Ql2,b42] [b437b43]

To control the quality of the desserts, the recipe says that the dessert must
contain each type of dried berries in a certain level as shown in the following
table.

Type of dried berries | Interval amount of berry (kg)
Fruit cake | Fruit tart

1. Blueberries [ay,,a11] | [ayq, @12]
2. Cranberries [ag1,T21] | [@ge, G22]
3. Raspberries [as,as1] | [asy, a32]
4. Strawberries lagy,@a1] | [aygo, Gaz]

The relationship of how many kilograms of the mized dried berries grades A,
B, and C that the shop should have and how many fruit cakes and fruit tarts
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that the shop should make to guarantee the overall quality of the dessert becomes
a two-sided interval linear system as follows:

[a1,@11] [ay9, T12] [911@11] [b19: b12] [bys, bis] y
[ao1,G21] [agq, Go2] <$1> _ [9217921] [b22’b22] [b 3’b23] y; (14)
[a31,631} FJISZ’GS% Z2 [9317b31] [b32’b32] [b 3’b33] Y3 7

[@417541] [1242ab42] [b43;543]

where x; is the amount of fruit cakes and fruit tarts that should be made,
when j = 1,2, respectively,
yr 18 the amount of mized dried berries grades A, B and C,
when k = 1,2,3, respectively.

[ag1,@a1] [Qyo, Taz

The quality of desserts is very important to the bakery shop. The owner wants
to re-evaluate the amount x1,xs and y1,y2,y3 to make sure that the mized dried
berries the shop has would be covered by the range of the total amount of the
mized fruits in all dessert items. This way the shop would be able to guarantee
the quality of the desserts. The set of solutions satisfies System (14) is considered
to be the control solution set. In a situation when the owner wants the amount
T1,%2 and Y1,Y2,Ys as close as possible to the given values a1, s and (1, B2, O3,
respectively, it is the same as to minimize the function below:

2

3
||(:E7y)T_(avﬂ)T”2:Z j = @ 2+Z yk_ﬂk
k=1

Jj=1

3
= Z(xf — 20515 +03) + > (i — 28k + B7). (15)
k=1

Jj=1

It is sufficient to remove the constant terms ozf and (3% from Eq. (15) for every

Jj€{1,2} and k € {1,2,3}. Therefore, we can model this problem as a quadratic
program Py with a two-sided interval linear constraint (14), whose constraints
are obtained by using the statement of Corollary 1 for a control solution in the
following way:

2 3

Py minimize f(z,y) = Z(:,C? —2ajz;) + — 261yk)
k

=1 =1

subject to Zgijxj — Zbikyk <0, Vie{l,2,3,4}

2 3
— Zﬁijxj + Zgikyk < 0, Vi € {1,2,3,4}
j= k=1

wi e > 0. Vje{1,2}Vke {1,2,3}

The Lagrangian function for Problem Py can be written by

L(z,p) =c'z +3 TQZ +u(A'z =), (16)
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where
—2a1 20000 T
—2052 0 2 O 0 0 X9
c=|-26,|, Q=100200|, z= |
—2035 00020 Yo
— 98, 00002 s
and
apy; @y —byy —byy —byg 0
Gg1 Gy —byy —byy —bog 0
a3y Gy —bgy —b3y —bsg 0
A= | G ao —byy —byy —bys Y — 0
—a11 —a12 bin bz b |’ 0
—a21 —G22 ba1 bz bog 0
—a31 —azz b31 b3z bsg 0
—@41 —Q42 bar  baz  baz 0
and = (p1, p2, - - -, ug) > 0 is the Lagrange multiplier with 5-dimensional row

vector. Let u and v be surplus and slack variables to the inequalities
c+Qz+ (AT >0 and A2 -1 <0,

respectively. As shown in [5], we can represent (16) in the following linear con-
straints form:

Qz+ (AN u" —u=—c, (17)
Az+v=10, (18)

z2>0, p>0, u>0, v>0, (19)
ulz=0, pv=0, (20)

where the equations shown in (20) prescribe complementary slackness. Since it
can clearly be seen that the matriz Q) is positive definite, the conditions (17)-(20)
are necessary and sufficient for a global optimum. To create the appropriate lin-
ear program, we add thirteen artificial variables a1, as, ..., a13 to each constraint
of (17) and (18) together with minimizing their sum, that is,

Py : minimize a1 +ag 4+ -+ aq3
subject to . Qz + (ANTp” —u+d = —c,
Az+v+d" =V,
220, 0>0, ©u>0, v>0,
ul'2=0, =0,
where a' = (ay,as,...,as)’ and a” = (ag,ar,...,a13)". Hence, the optimal

solution to the quadratic program Py is found out by solving the linear program
Ps. O
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Type of dried berries | Interval amount of berry (kg)
Fruit cake | Fruit tart | Grade A Grade B | Grade C
1. Blueberries [0.25,0.32] | [0.20,0.41] | [0.15,0.30] | [0.60,0.70] | [0.22, 0.25]
2. Cranberries [0.05,0.18] | [0.26,0.35] | [0.20,0.20] | [0.23,0.35] | [0.08,0.12]
3. Raspberries [0.03,0.15] | [0.24,0.64] | [0.10,0.16] | [0.04,0.10] | [0.45, 0.55]
4. Strawberries [0.04,0.36] | [0.34,0.45] | [0.32,0.48] | [0.14,0.28] | [0.18, 0.20]

Example 1. According to Problem statement 2, we provide the numerical infor-
mation in the following table.

— The initial amount of fruit cakes and fruit tarts is oy = 16 and ay = 24,
respectively.

— The initial amount of mixed dried berries grade A, B and Cis 5, = 15,82 = 12
and (3 = 10, respectively.

As explained in Problem statement 2 with the above information, our problem
can be represented by Problem P, that is,

minimize a; + as + a3z +aq + as + ag + a7 + ag + ag + a9 + a11 + a12 + a3
subject to

2x1 + 0.25p1 + 0.05u2 + 0.03p3 + 0.04p04 — 0.32u5 — 0.18ug — 0.15u7 — 0.36us — u1 + a1 = 32,
2x9 + 0.20p1 + 0.26p2 + 0.24p3 + 0.34p4 — 0.41pus5 — 0.35u6 — 0.64p7 — 0.45u8 — uz + az = 48,
2y1 — 0.15p1 — 0.20p2 — 0.10p3 — 0.32p4 + 0.30u5 + 0.20p6 + 0.16 07 + 0.48ug — uz + a3 = 30,
2y2 — 0.60p1 — 0.23pu2 — 0.04p3 — 0.14p4 + 0.70us + 0.35u6 + 0.10p7 + 0.28ug — ug + ayg = 24,
2y3 — 0.22p1 — 0.08u2 — 0.45u3 — 0.18 4 4+ 0.25u5 + 0.12u6 + 0.55u7 + 0.20pug — us + as = 20,

0.25z1 + 0.20z2 — 0.15y7 — 0.60y2 — 0.22y3 + v1 + ag = 0,

0.05z1 4+ 0.26z2 — 0.20y; — 0.23y2 — 0.08y3 + v2 + a7 =0,

0.03z1 + 0.24z2 — 0.10y; — 0.04y2 — 0.45y3 + v3 + ag = 0,

0.04z1 + 0.34z2 — 0.32y7 — 0.14ys — 0.18y3 + v4 + a9 = 0,

—0.3221 — 0.41z2 + 0.30y1 + 0.70y2 + 0.25y3 + vs5 + a10 = 0,

—0.182z1 — 0.35z2 + 0.20y1 + 0.35y2 + 0.12y3 + vg + a11 = 0,

—0.152; — 0.64x2 4+ 0.16y; 4 0.10y2 4 0.55y3 4+ vy + a12 =0,

—0.3621 — 0.45z2 + 0.48y; + 0.28y2 + 0.20ys3 + vs + a13 = 0,

where all variables are nonnegative and complementary conditions are satis-
fied. By applying the simplex method, the optimal solution to this problem is
eventually displayed as

1 18.49 4 17.49
) = 2216 and |y2 | = (| 11.01]. a
2 : Y3 8.19

In this section we have presented two particular situations to show the dif-
ference between tolerance and control solutions together with the processes for
solving them. The tolerance solution as Problem Statement 1 can directly be
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accomplished using system of inequalities. The quadratic programming problem
constrained with control solutions as Problem Statement 2 was transformed to
become an appropriate linear program. Then, the simplex method enables us to
obtain the optimal solution of the problem as displayed in the above example.

5 Conclusion

This paper presents the concepts of tolerance and control solutions of a two-sided
interval linear system together with their semantics to the system Ax = By.
The conditions to verify that (z,y) is a tolerance or a control or a tolerance-
control solution are also achieved in Theorems 1-3. In application problems,
the vectors x and y are normally specified by nonnegative variables. Therefore,
we simplify Theorem 2 to be Corollary 1 and applied it to implement a two-
sided interval linear system and a quadratic programming with two-sided interval
linear constraints. This work should be beneficial to any applications that have
the restrictions in the format of two-sided interval linear system.
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