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In  this  paper,  the  authors consider  the  stable  

Lagrange  duality for DC  conic  programming in 
locally convex Hausdorff vector  spaces.  By using the  
infimal convolution  of the  conjugate  functions, they  
present a new regularity condition,  which completely  
characterizes the  stable  Lagrange  duality for the DC 
conic programming. This new condition  turns  out to 
be strictly  weaker than  the regularity conditions  given 
in [1]. Thus,  the result presented in this paper 
improves the corresponding  one in [1]. 

The paper  is well-written, the results are 
interesting and original, and their proofs are correct.  
For all these reasons,  I recommend  publication in 
”British  Journal of Mathematics & Computer 
Science”. 
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