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Abstract This paper presents a literature review and analysis of Uncertain Portfolio Optimization Problems (UPOP),
where security returns are described by uncertain variables due to a lack of historical data. To identify the major gaps in
literature and offer perspectives for future research to address these limitations, this paper reviews more than 80 works
that have shaped the field among foundational works and recent advancements in UPOP until 2024. We have presented
the definitions and some comparisons between various mathematical risk measures to allow the decision-maker to choose
which one is appropriate for their situation. In addition, some real features that marked literature are introduced. This has
provided a number of enhancements that have been suggested as, artificial intelligence utilization, considering environmental
constraints and, using other techniques to model asset returns as the uncertain random variables and employing dynamic and
multi-period optimization methods.
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1. Introduction

Since Markowitz’s seminal work in 1952 [1], portfolio optimization has been a significant research area, taking
attention of numerous scholars. According to Markovitz approach, optimal portfolio is obtained by minimizing
variance return, that could be viewed as the investment risk, for a minimum level of return θ.
Although variance has been frequently used to measure risk investment, it has notable shortcomings [2]. For
instance, it gives low and high returns equal consideration, failing to distinguish between gains and losses. To
address these inconveniences, scholars have considered alternative risk measures, such as downside risk measures
as risk index, semi-absolute deviation, semi-variance, risk curve and others [3–5]. This approach aids in making
more informed decisions for portfolio selection. Additionally, JP Morgan proposed Value at Risk (VaR) as risk
measure [6]. Numerous researchers have studied the VaR measure and proposed various models for portfolio
optimization [7–9].
Even though VaR is an intuitive risk measure, but it is not a good since it doesn’t verify coherence axioms. To
address this shortcoming, Tail Value at Risk (TVaR) is often preferred, as it quantifies risk beyond value-at-risk.
In these articles and others, researchers modelled security returns as random variables using historical data. When
the real frequency distributions are close enough to the past data, they use probability theory. However, unexpected
events, such as company-specific surprises or insufficient data on newly listed stocks, can lead scholars to doubt
that past data accurately reflects future returns, thereby undermining confidence in probability theory.
Lotfi Zadeh has developed fuzzy set theory in 1965 [10] and several contributions on fuzzy portfolio optimization
have since appeared [11–23]. However, using fuzzy set theory presents certain limitations, one of which is that the

∗Correspondence to: Khalid Belabbes (Email: belabbeskhalid. info@gmail.com). Department of Mathematics, Mohamed V University,
Faculty of Sciences-Rabat, Morocco.

ISSN 2310-5070 (online) ISSN 2311-004X (print)
Copyright © 2025 International Academic Press



962 UNCERTAIN PORTFOLIO OPTIMIZATION PROBLEMS: SYSTEMATIC REVIEW

possibility measure is not self-dual. This means that two fuzzy events with different probabilities of occurrence
may have the same possibility value.
For instance, a security return characterized as a fuzzy number with a triangular membership function ξ = (−0.4,
0.3, 1.0 ) (Figure. 1). Based on this membership function, the events ”the return is exactly 0.3 ” and ”the return
is not exactly 0.3” both have the same belief degree of 1 in the possibility measure. Based on the membership
function, the two event ”the return is exactly 0.3 ” and ”the return is not exactly 0.3 ” have the same belief degree
1 in possibility measure. This result is unacceptable.

Figure 1. Membership function of a security return ξ

To achieve a more balanced method, Liu [24, 25] introduced uncertain measure that is a self-dual measure using
to modelling subjective estimations. This measure forms the core of uncertainty theory, a branch of mathematics
dedicated to modelling subjective uncertain events.
The introduction of uncertainty theory has undoubtedly helped overcome several limitations and has led to new
solutions for portfolio selection. This development has been a major factor in the growing quantity of research
on POP in recent decades. The purpose of this work is twofold. Providing general overview and critical analysis

Figure 2. Evolution of POP publications

of both the fundamental studies and the more recent developments in UPOP until 2024 and also sharing with the
readers certain mathematical definitions and comparisons of uncertain risk measures and real-features constraint,
which allow to facilitate decision-making in the field of investment management and introduced to researchers
some recommendations and perspectives to fill the restrictions.
The rest of the paper is structured as follows. In section 2, we will describe the method used for this literature review.
To facilitate understanding of the entire paper, we will introduce, in section 3, some elements of uncertainty theory.
Section 4 will be dedicated to present fundamentals models and recent approaches addressed in the literature, based
on uncertainty theory, and introduce the major advantages and limits of risk measurements. In section 5, some real
features employed in UPOP are presented. Finally, some conclusions, gaps and limitations remarked on UPOP and
a proposal solutions and recommendations to fill them are presented in the last section.
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2. The method for the literature review

The accomplish this review, we used the following method. During the publication collection phase, the
foremost task involved selecting bibliographic databases to conduct a thorough search. Publications were sourced
from Scopus and Web of Science. A structured keyword search encompassing terms such as ”optimization,”
”selection,” ”evaluation”, ”portfolio”, ”mathematical modeling” and ”uncertainty theory” was executed across
various databases and major publisher websites. The objective was to gather a maximal number of pertinent papers
to facilitate a comprehensive review and thorough analysis. To achieve this, a scientific approach was employed to
pinpoint the most relevant search terms. All the articles examined are edited between 2007 and 2024.
Portfolios optimization problems can be categorized based on two fundamental aspects for analysis.
Framework: This aspect involves understanding the nature of the security returns. Are they characterized as
random variables, fuzzy variables, or uncertain variables?
Risk measure: This involves identifying what is considered as investment risk. Is it modelled by the risk curve,
variance, or the chance of a specific loss level occurring?
Different individuals may have varying preferences for each aspect, leading to diverse outcomes. However, any
POP can be expressed through the combination of these three elements: Framework, Investment Strategy, and
Risk. Due to the scarcity of review studies within uncertainty theory, this paper will focus on analyzing uncertain

Figure 3. Fundamental aspects of Portfolio Optimization

portfolio optimization problems.

3. Uncertainty theory fundamentals

In the following, we will introduce the core concepts and principles of uncertainty theory:

3.1. Uncertainty Space

The uncertainty space is the foundational element in uncertainty theory. It consists of a set of possible outcomes or
events. Formally, an uncertainty space is defined as a triplet ( Γ,L,M ), where:

• Γ : The sample space, representing all possible outcomes.
• L: A σ-algebra of subsets of Γ, known as the collection of events.
• M: An uncertainty measure, a function that assigns a value between 0 and 1 to each event in L, representing

the belief of the event.

3.2. Uncertainty Measure

The uncertainty measure M has similar properties to probability measures but is designed to handle more general
situations. These key properties include:
Normality: M{Γ} = 1.
Duality: For any event Λ : M{Λ}+M {Λc} = 1.
Subadditivity: For every countable sequence of events Λi, we have:
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M {U∞
i=1Λi} ≤

∞∑
i=1

M {Λi}

3.3. Uncertain Variables

An uncertain variable is a measurable function from ( Γ,L,M ) to IR. The uncertainty distribution of the uncertain
variable ξ is Φ : IR → [0, 1] defined by

Φ(x) = M(ξ ≤ x)

for any real number r .

3.4. Uncertain Expected Value

Let ξ be an uncertain variable. The expected value of ξ is a measure of the central tendency of its distribution
defined as:

E(ξ) =

∫ +∞

0

(1−M(ξ ≤ x))dx−
∫ 0

−∞
M(ξ ≤ x)dx

By understanding and applying these fundamental concepts, practitioners can better handle and model the
inherent uncertainty present in many real-world problems. For more details about uncertain theory, consult [25].

4. Notable Uncertain problem for portfolio optimization

4.1. Return portfolio

At the beginning of a period, investor assigns a weight to each security by allocating its capital among the selected
securities. During the investment period, each security generates a rate of return. At the end of the period, this
involves in a change of capital invested observed.
For investors, all decisions are based on individual securities returns. The return rate can be defined as follows:

Return rate =
Current Price-Purchase Price + Dividends

Purchase Price

This formula captures the profitability of an investment by considering the capital gain or loss (the difference
between the current price and the purchase price) and any dividends received, all relative to the initial investment
cost.
Let ξi be an uncertain variable that represents the return of the ith security and xi the proportion of capital in
security i , then, the portfolio return is

∑n
i=1 xiξi. Therefore, portfolio mean return is expressed as E

(∑n
i=1 xiξi

)
=∑n

i=1 xiE (ξi)

4.2. Uncertain problem for portfolio optimization

Financial risk refers to the possibility of losing money on an investment. It is a broad term that encompasses
various types of risks associated with financial activities. It is an important factor in POP and a major subject for
researchers.
Within the framework of uncertainty theory, general risk measures and downside risk measure are used. Unlike
more general risk measures that examine the entire distribution of returns, downside risk measures specifically
focus on potential losses or negative returns.
These measures are important because many investors are more sensitive to losses than gains, and capital
preservation is often a priority. They allow investors to understand potential scenarios where losses could be greater
than expected and adjust their strategies accordingly.
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In the following, let ξ be an uncertain variable with finite expected value e and uncertainty distribution Φ.rf is the
risk-free interest rate. For accordance, let:

(ξ − e)− = min(ξ − e; 0) and (ξ − e)+ = max(ξ − e; 0)

Uncertain Mean-Variance problem for portfolio optimization

In 1952, Markowitz [1] used variance of a portfolio returns as investment risk measurement. In 2009, Liu [26]
extended Markovitz idea and in uncertain environment and used it to characterize investment risk. Liu defined the
variance of the uncertain variable ξ by:

V (ξ) = E
[
(ξ − e)2

]
=

∫ +∞

0

M
{
(ξ − e)2 ≥ t

}
dt

=

∫ +∞

0

M{(ξ ≥ e+
√
t) ∪ (ξ ≤ e−

√
t)}dt = 2

∫ +∞

e

(t− e)(1− Φ(t) + 2Φ(2e− t))dt

with e is the finite expected value of ξ.
The goal of mean-variance for portfolio optimization, which was first proposed by Markovitz and extended by
Huang [27] within uncertain environment, is to create an investment portfolio that is as efficient as possible. Finding
the best asset allocation within a portfolio to maximize total return subject to maximum risk θ is the main objective
of MVO.

MaxE

(
n∑

j=1

xiξi

)

S.c.


V
(∑n

j=1 xiξi

)
≤ θ∑n

i=1 xi = 1
xi ⩾ 0, i = 1 . . . , n

which can be expressed as the following UPOP.

MaxE

(
n∑

j=1

xiξi

)

S.c.

 2
∫ +∞
e

(t− e)(1− Φ(t) + 2Φ(2e− t))dt ≤ θ∑nxi=1
i=1

xi ⩾ 0, i = 1 . . . ,n

In addition, Zhai and Bai [36] introduced a mean-variance model for portfolio optimization that takes background
risk, liquidity, and transaction costs into account. There is a discussion of how liquidity constraints and background
risk affect portfolio choices. In the other hand, Sajedi and Yari [46] defined order v cross entropy and order v
entropy of uncertain variables. Moreover, order v entropy and order v cross entropy of uncertain variables were
applied to mean-variance portfolio selection model. They demonstrated that there is no distinction between the
two models. Additionally, it was demonstrated that choosing a more diversified portfolio is achieved by reducing
the values of the v parameter in the order v cross entropy.

Uncertain Mean-Semi-variance problem for portfolio optimization

When Huang initially adopted uncertain variance as a risk measure, it suggested that the uncertain security returns
were assumed to be symmetrical. This assumption stems from the idea that when variance is disregarded, deviations
in returns-both high and low-are treated equally in relation to the expected return. However, it’s crucial to note
that high return deviations signal the potential for significant investment gains, which investors typically favor.
Consequently, in cases where security returns exhibit asymmetry, relying solely on variance as a risk measure
becomes impractical.
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For this reason, Huang [27] defined the semi-variance for uncertain variable ξ, that measure only the low deviations
from the expected return, as follows:

SV [ξ] = E
[(
(ξ − e)−

)2]
=

∫ +∞

0

M
{(

(ξ − e)−
)2 ≥ t

}
dt

=

∫ +∞

0

Φ(e−
√
t)dt =

∫ β

0

(
Φ−1(α)− e

)2
dt

where β is the root of Φ−1(β) = e. Using semi-variance as risk measure, the corresponding mean semi-variance
model is:

MaxE

(
n∑

j=1

xiξi

)

S.c.


SV
(∑n

j=1 xiξi

)
≤ θ∑n

i=1 xi = 1
xi ⩾ 0, i = 1 . . . , n

Then, the determinist UPOP is as follow.

Max

n∑
j=1

E (ξi)xi

S.c.


∫ β

0

(∑n
j=1 xiϕ

−1
i (α)− e

)2
dt ≤ θ∑n

j=1 xiΦ
−1
i (β) = e∑n

i=1 xi = 1
xi ⩾ 0, i = 1 . . . ,n

where β is the root of Φ−1(β) = e
While the semi variance is approximated by Huang numerically, Chen et al. [41] introduced a method to calculate it
under specific distribution types. They present a multi-period mean semi-variance portfolio model with real-world
constraints that considers bounding restrictions, cardinality, and transaction costs. Semi-variance is calculated. The
accompanying optimization model is meant to be solved by a modified imperialist competitive algorithm. The
experimental findings show that the best investment plan is greatly influenced by real-world restrictions, and the
suggested model can be solved well by the developed MICA algorithm.

Uncertain Mean-Chance problem for portfolio optimization

In practical scenarios, investors often worry about the chance of their portfolio’s return falling below a certain
threshold. To address this concern, Huang [28] suggested employing the chance of the portfolio return being less
than a specified threshold k , as a statistical measure for investment risk assessment. Investors can then stipulate that
the chance of this unfavorable event (the portfolio return is lower than the threshold return H ) must be sufficiently
low than a predetermined tolerance level denoted as β.

M{ξ ≤ k} ≤ β

One major concern in investment risk management is the possibility that the return on the portfolio will drop
below a predetermined threshold H. Huang suggested calculating investment risk using this probability. Using this
method, investors can stipulate that the likelihood of the portfolio return falling below the threshold H must be less
than a predetermined acceptable level β. The portfolio with the highest projected return is deemed optimal once
this risk control criterion has been met.

By assisting investors in striking a balance between risk and return and making sure that prospective losses stay
within reasonable bounds, this risk management strategy helps them achieve optimal performance. This approach
is reflected in the mean-chance model that follows.
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MaxE

(
n∑

j=1

xiξi

)

S.c.


M
(∑n

j=1 xiξi ≤ H
)
≤ β∑

i=1 xi = 1
xi ⩾ 0, i = 1 . . . ,n

which is corresponding to:

MaxE
(∑n

j=1 xiξi

)
S.c.


∑n

j=1 xiΦ
−1
i (β) ≥ H∑n

i=1 xi = 1
xi ⩾ 0, i = 1 . . . ,n

where ϕ−1
i is the inverse uncertainty distributions of the security return i, i = 1, . . . ,n.

Using chance measure, a tentative mean-chance model for an international UPOP is put forth [66]. Additionally, by
contrasting the foreign portfolio investment that is unhedged by forward contracts with that is hedged by forward
contracts. The risk reduction brought about by the forward contracts also eliminates the possibility of a significant
return when the acceptable level of risk increases. In contrast to this work, Chang et al.’s [82] article used the
Chance measure as a risk metric. This is a summary of the paper’s primary contribution. Firstly, by taking into
consideration practical limitations and mental accounts, an uncertain nonlinear multi-period portfolio selection
model is generated. Second, this work offers a practical method for converting a nonlinear model to a linear model.

Uncertain Mean- Absolute deviation problem for portfolio optimization

Absolute deviation is a measure of the dispersion or spread of a set of values around the mean. It quantifies how
much individual values in a dataset differ from a central value, regardless of whether those differences are positive
or negative. The absolute deviation of ξ is defined by Zhang [29] as:

AD(ξ) = E[|ξ − e|] =
∫ +∞

0

M{|ξ − e| ≥ t}dt

=

∫ +∞

e

(1− Φ(r))dr +

∫ e

−∞
Φ(r)dr

Using absolute deviation to risk measure, the mean absolute deviation approach is expressed as follows.

MaxE

(
n∑

j=1

xiξi

)

S.c.


AD

(∑n
j=1 xiξi

)
≤ β∑n

i=1 xi = 1
xi ⩾ 0, i = 1 . . . ,n

This is corresponding to:

MaxE

(
n∑

j=1

xiξi

)

S.c.


∫ +∞
e

(1− Φ(r))dr +
∫ e

−∞ Φ(r)dr ≤ β∑n
i=1 xi = 1

xi ⩾ 0, i = 1 . . . ,n
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Zhang [58] used absolute deviation in the framework of multiperiod UPOP and offers models that account for
uncertain mean-absolute deviation while balancing risk and return on investment. The suggested models are
transformed into deterministic versions using a variety of uncertainty distributions of the security returns. The
efficiency of the suggested models and the impact of transaction cost on portfolio selection are finally exemplified
with numerical examples featuring synthetic uncertain returns.

Uncertain Mean- Semi-absolute deviation problem for portfolio optimization

Semi-absolute deviation is another linear uncertain downside risk measurement proposed by Liu et Qin. (2012)
[30]. It’s defined by:

Sa[ξ] = E
[∣∣(ξ − e)−

∣∣] = ∫ +∞

0

M
{∣∣(ξ − e)−

∣∣ ≥ t
}
dt =

∫ e

−∞
Φ(t)dt

Then, the equivalent mean-Semi-absolute deviation UPOP is:

MaxE

(
n∑

j=1

xiξi

)

S.c.


∫ e

−∞ Φ(t)dt ≤ δ∑n
i=1 xi = 1

xi ⩾ 0, i = 1 . . . ,n

Yang and Huang [83] proposed a non-linear UPOP using a semi-absolute deviation risk metric. The suggested
model’s analytical solution is provided when returns are represented by linear uncertainty distributions. In addition,
the tracking portfolio frontier’s form has been provided, who have discovered that the frontier is a continuous
curve made up of n-1 line segments. Furthermore, Yang and Huang showed the tracking error tolerance level and
benchmark return distribution affected the return and risk of the ideal tracking portfolio.

Uncertain Mean-Risk index problem for portfolio optimization

Investing in risk-free assets will ensure that investors receive a risk-free interest rate, rf . As a result, a return that
is less than the risk-free interest rate will be deemed negative. The term ”risk index” refers to the average return of
the portfolio below the risk-free interest rate. Then, according to [31], the portfolio’s risk index is as follows:

RI(ξ) = E
[
(rf − ξ)

+)]
=

∫ +∞

0

M {rf − ξ ≥ t} dt =
∫ rf

−∞
Φ(r)dr

Then, RI
(∑n

j=1 xiξi

)
= βrf −

∫ β

0

(∑n
j=1 xiϕ

−1
i (α)

)
dα

Thus, Huang [31] proposed the following mean-risk index model to seek the maximum expected return:

MaxE

(
n∑

j=1

xiξi

)

S.c.


βrf −

∫ β

0

(∑n
j=1 xiϕ

−1
i (α)

)
dα ≤ δ∑n

j=1 xiϕ
−1
i (β) = rf∑nxi=1

i=1
xi ⩾ 0, i = 1 . . . ,n

where δ denote the maximum mean loss level that the investors can accept below rf and β is the root of the equation
ϕ−1(β) = rf

A new risk index nonlinear model incorporating background risk is created by Huang et al. [84]. Discussion
is had regarding background risk’s impact on investment choices. A comparison between Risk index and chance
UPOP with background risk is done. To resolve the suggested model, a genetic algorithm is applied. In addition,
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Choe [85] presents a mean-risk index model for portfolio selection that takes inflation into account within an
uncertain environment. To find the optimal solution for the model, the authors introduce a chaos adaptive genetic
algorithm (CAGA). Comparisons with other genetic algorithms demonstrate its superior effectiveness.

Uncertain Mean- Risk curve problem for portfolio optimization

If rf − ξ ≥ 0, this quantity means a loss. Then, ∀r ≥ 0 : rf − ξ ≥ r describes all the likely losses an investor might
face with the security. Huang [32] provided a risk measure which allows to give information on all the possible
losses and their occurrence chances, a risk curve is expressed as follows:

∀r ≥ 0, R(r) = M {rf − ξ ≥ r} = M {rf − r ≥ ξ} = Φ(rf − r)

A portfolio is considered safe if none of the risk curve’s segments are over the investors’ confidence curve, α(r),
which represents their maximum tolerance for each possible loss. The mean-risk curve model presented below
expresses this selection concept:

MaxE

(
n∑

j=1

xiξi

)

S.c.


M
{
rf −

∑n
j=1 xiξi ≥ r

}
≤ α(r), ∀r ≥ 0∑n

i=1 xi = 1
xi ⩾ 0, i = 1 . . . , n

which can be transformed into the following UPOP.

MaxE

(
n∑

j=1

xiξi

)

S.c.


∑n

j=1 xiϕ
−1
i (α(r)) ≥ rf − r, ∀r ≥ 0∑n

i=1 xi = 1
xi ⩾ 0, i = 1 . . . , n

Instead of considering only general background risks and a few mental accounts, Deng and Huang [86] introduce
multiple background risks by combining various asset risks. They also consider nine types of mental accounts
and, for the first time, use a risk curve to measure risk across these accounts. They propose a novel mean-
entropy portfolio model that accounts for multiple background risks, mental accounts, transaction fees, and other
constraints. The text highlights that neglecting multiple background risks can lead to underestimating potential
risks, and as the return threshold increases, so does the risk that the risk curve exceeds the confidence curve.

Uncertain Mean- Value at Risk problem for portfolio optimization

Value at Risk (VaR) is a statistical downside risk measure, originating in the insurance sector but popularized in the
financial field in the 1980s. It was introduced in the United States and widely adopted by institutions financial and
regulated by standards such as the Basel II Committee for banks and Solvency II for insurance. VaR is a measure
that quantify the maximum loss that could affect a portfolio for a certain level of confiance α over a given period t.
Peng [33] extends this indicator into uncertainty theory and defined it as:

VaRα(ξ) = inf(x | M(ξ ≤ x) ≥ α)

when, α is the level of risk confidence. Therefore, for a risk confidence level α, we have: VaRα(ξ) = Φ−1(α)
Although VaR has been widely used, it has some limitations. First, VaR is a non-convex function, meaning
that merging two portfolios does not necessarily guarantee a reduction in risk, thus making the measurement
inconsistent in some cases. Another limitation of VaR is that it only provides an estimate of the maximum loss
at a certain confidence level and over a given time horizon. It does not provide any information on potential losses
beyond this threshold.
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Yan [34] employed VaR definition proposed by peng to introduce a mean VaR approach for POP. If
∑n

j=1 xiξi
is the portfolio return then, the loss, being its negative value, then, portfolio VaR is given by:

VaRα(ξ) = −Φ−1(1− α)

where Φ is the distribution function of
∑n

j=1 xiξi If an investor wants to maximize the projected return on a
portfolio and stipulates that the investment risk cannot exceed a predetermined risk level δ, which is determined
based on the investor’s preferences. The selection idea’s mathematical expression can then be summed up as
follows.

MaxE

(
n∑

j=1

xiξi

)

S.c.

 VaRα(ξ) ≤ δ∑n
i=1 xi = 1

xi ⩾ 0, i = 1 . . . , n

Moreover, belabbes et al. [48] introduced international portfolio models with real-world constraints. They
considered the future security prices and the foreign exchange rates as uncertain variables. The impact of realworld
constraints is demonstraed using actuarial applications.

Uncertain Tail Value at Risk problem for portfolio optimization

Tail Value at Risk (TVaR), also known by other names such as Conditional Value-at-Risk (CVaR) or Expected
Shortfall (ES), represents the average loss that exceed the threshold defined by VaR, thus providing a more
comprehensive measure of risk. Specifically, TVaR is the quantile corresponding to the potential loss that a security
or portfolio may experience due to adverse market price movements, with a certain level of confidence, knowing
that this loss already exceeds VaR. Uncertain VaR is defined by Peng [33] as:

TVaRα,t =
1

1− α

∫ 1

α

VaRβ,t · dβ =
1

1− α

∫ 1

α

Φ−1(α) · dβ

Yufu et al. [35] used TVaR definition and proposed the following UPOP.

MaxE

(
n∑

j=1

xiξi

)

S.c.


1

1−α

∫ 1

α
Φ−1(α) · dβ ≤ δ∑n

i=1 xi = 1
xi ⩾ 0, i = 1 . . . ,n

Belabbes et al. [49] presented a multi-period for UPOP in 2023. Liquidity, diversification, and transaction costs
are taken into consideration when modeling the security returns and turnover rates utilizing uncertain variables.
The standard deviation, expected return, and turnover rate values of the specified securities are estimated using the
modified Delphi technique. Recently, Wang et al. [81] employs a mean-CVaR model that takes investor preferences
and transaction costs into account when selecting a portfolio in an unpredictable market. To address tail risk, the
authors additionally make use of the Arbitrage Pricing Theory (APT) and uncertainty theory. A hybrid method is
suggested by the study to optimize the portfolio model in these circumstances.

Table 1 sums up the major advantages and limits of risk measurement used in portfolio optimization problems.
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Table 1. Notable uncertain risk measure

Risk measure Advantage Limits

Variance Easy to calculate and interpret. Does not distinguish losses from gains and does not
consider extreme events.

Semi-variance Suitable for investors concerned about
losses, rather than overall fluctuations.
Provides a more realistic view of risk
when losses are the primary concern.

Ignores positive gains, which may not be appropriate
in some situations where one seeks to assess both gain
and loss risk. More complex to calculate than the
classic variance, which may limit its practical use.

VaR Easy to interpret Ignores extreme losses

TVaR Considers extreme losses, making it a
more conservative measure than VaR.

More complex to calculate than VaR and requires more
data to correctly estimate the tails of the distribution
(the extremes).

Absolute
deviation

Useful for assessing the risks associated
with active management from the mean.

Only considers deviations from the mean, without
considering other sources of risk.

Semi Absolute
deviation

Concentrates on downside deviations
from the mean.

More difficult to calculate, less commonly used,
ignores positive gains.

Risk Index Ease of use and interpret and give a fast
comparison to decision-making

Doesn’t take into account important details.

Risk Curve Provides a detailed, graphical
representation of the probability of
different loss levels occurring. It allows
for the examination of the entire
distribution of possible outcomes.

Interpretation is not easy and requires expertise, as it
involves understanding uncertainty distributions and
their implications. It’s difficult to quantify risk as a
single value to do comparisons.

Table 2 presents some research addressed in the literature according to the uncertain risk measures used.

Table 2. Notable uncertain risk measures

Risk measures Author(s)

Variance Yan [34], Qin et al. [15], Huang [27], Zhai and Bai [36], Chen et al. [37], Huang et al. [38],
Huang and Jiang [39], Zhang et al. [40], Chen et al. [43], Chen et al. [44], Qin et al. [45], Chen
et al. [46], Bhattacharyya et al. [47].

Semi-variance Huang [27], Chen et al. [37], Chen et al. [41], Huang et al. [38].

Chance Measure Huang [28], Huang and Zhao [63], Wang and Huang [64], Huang and Ma [65], Huang et al. [66].

Risk Index Huang [31], Huang and Qiao [59], Huang and Ying [60], Wang and Huang [61], Zhang et al.
[62].

Risk Curve Huang [32].

Entropy/
Cross-entropy

Qian et al. [50], Kar et al. [51], Li et al. [52], Zhang [53].

Absolute deviation Zhang [29], Zhang [58].

Value at Risk Yan [34], Mohammadi and Nazemi [42], Belabbes et al. [48].

Tail Value at Risk/ Ning et al. [35], Belabbes et al. [49], Wang et al. [75].
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5. Real features

When constructing a portfolio of securities, an investor may consider additional qualities known as real features, or
they may be practical limitations imposed by standard financial market conditions. These real features can include
transaction lots, transaction costs, securities liquidity, diversification portfolio or the number of securities and other.
We will highlight, in this section, the most used real features by researchers to closely mirror the realities of the
financial market.

5.1. Transaction costs

A transaction cost is a cost resulting by any economic trade when buying/selling assets. To simplify, many
researchers do not consider it when modeling their optimization problems. However, the lack of any transaction
costs would imply unrealistic POP (Arnott & Wagner (1990)) [67].
The transaction cost ci is treated as a V -shaped function between a specified portfolio x0 =

(
x0
1, x

0
2, . . . , x

0
n

)
and

a new portfolio x = (x1, x2, . . . , xn). Therefore, the transaction cost rate of the i th risky asset can be articulated
as follows:

Ci = ci
∣∣xi − x0

i

∣∣
Then the total transaction cost rate is

∑n
i=1 ci

∣∣xi − x0
i

∣∣. Note that, for a new investor there is no security on hand,
it can be assumed that x0

i = 0, i = 1, 2, . . . , n.

5.2. Transaction lots

A transaction lot is a normalized group of assets request to invest in an asset. Often, investing in just one asset at a
time is not viable because of its real value. In this case, investing in a security must be a multiple of a transaction
lot. For instance, in Chinese and American securities markets, the minimum transaction lot required for any type
of security is 100 shares. This means that all investors must purchase shares in multiples of 100 for each security.

5.3. Liquidity constraints

Liquidity of a security is the level of the transformation this security into cash without incurring any loss in value.
Securities with high liquidity level are the most preferable. For liquidity control within uncertainty environment,
several authors are modeled the turnover rate, which is defined as the percentage of traded shares and modeled by
uncertain variable η.

5.4. Background Risk

Background risks is all risks that investors face cannot be insured against or avoided by taking some actions, but
they are incurred and considered as a part of their investment. Like Baptista [72], several researchers regarded
background assets returns as normal distributed, in uncertainty environment, with null expected value. Some
scholars have proved that background risk can affect investments. For instance, within stochastic environment,
Huang and young [73] showed that background risk made investor more cautious. The background assets can be
expressed by the uncertain normal variable rb, in which rb ∼ N(0,ρ).

5.5. Diversification portfolio

In many cases, models can lead to a concentrative solution, which exposes investors to have heavy losses
(Mansinia et al. [74]). Contrariwise, if the portfolio is diversified enough, the investor can avoid more risks.
For this reason, researchers incorporate a new constraint ensuring portfolio diversification. Chen et al (2016)
[37] proposed Shannon entropy measure and used it under uncertain environment. It was introduced within the
framework of information theory. It represents the mean quantity of information contained in each symbol of
a source information. If each asset in the portfolio is considered as an information source with a probability
associated with its weight in the portfolio, then the Shannon entropy of these weights can give an indication of
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the diversification of the portfolio. If (x1, x2, . . . , xn) is the weights of the assets in a portfolio, then the Shannon
entropy of these weights is:

n∑
i=1

xi · ln
(

1

xi

)

5.6. Real securities constraints

Several securities constraints are also incorporating into uncertain optimization models, like the cardinality
constraints which limit the number of securities held in a portfolio, the threshold constraints which controls
minimum or maximum capital proportion invested in each security or in each period, the minimum level acceptable
of dividend and bankruptcy constraint.

In Table 3, a review of studies that have used reality factors, under uncertainty theory and chance theory,
reflecting reality of the market is presented.

Table 3. Notable real features used in UPOP

Risk measures Author(s)
Diversification portfolio Chen et al. [37], Li et al. [70].
Background Risk Zhai and Bai [36], Huang and Jiang [39], Zhai et al. [68], Huang and Young[73].
Bankruptcy Risk Li et al. [52], Zhai et al. [68], Li et al. [69], Lu et al. [71].
Assets liquidity Zhai and Bai [36], Li et al. [52], Zhai et al. [68], Li et al. [69], Li et al. [70], Lu et

al. [71].
Securities constraints Chen et al. [43], Chen et al. (2018) [41], Huang and Zhao [63], Xue et al. [77],

Zhang et al. [78].
Transaction costs Wang et al. [75], Liu et al. [76], Zhai and Bai [36], Wang et al. [75], Chhatri et al.

[79].

6. Conclusion, perspectives and new directions

Since the famous work of Markowitz on POP, many alternative studies have been proposed to deal with some of
their gaps. The imprecise of the market parameters and the lack of historical data are an example. The introduction
of uncertainty theory has undoubtedly helped overcome several limitations and has led to new solutions for portfolio
selection. This development has been a major factor in the growing quantity of research on POP in recent decades.
In this work, we reviewed more than 80 works, until 2024, that have addressed the literature among foundational
and recent advancements papers in UPOP. The major limitations addressed in literature are identified. In addition,
the mathematical definitions of some risk measures and a comparison between them is done. Real features reflecting
market reality such as transaction costs, liquidity constraints, diversification constraints and others have been also
discussed.
This section reviews recent trends, gaps in the literature, and prospective research directions to provide new insights
for future studies:

• The two fundamental types of indeterminacy are uncertainty and randomness. In 2013, Liu [80] provided
the uncertain random variable to model hybrid systems that exhibit both uncertainty and randomness. Using
uncertain random variables to model future returns could improve the existing methods. Developing models
in this area could enrich research and improve risk and portfolio management practices.

• Most portfolio optimization models deal with decisions made at a single point in time or with a single
objective, but portfolio management is a multi-period activity or continuous process, where decisions are
made over time as new information becomes available. To fill these limitations, we suggest:

– Using other techniques of optimization such as optimization by interval to estimate parameters by
intervals is a solution. This approach is relatively new in the literature and could offer a solution to
better manage uncertainties in market parameters. For example, instead of assuming a single expected
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return for a stock, one could assume that it lies within a certain interval. This increases the robustness
of the model by considering the uncertainty of the estimates.

– Proposing multi-period optimization problems is not yet well addressed in the literature. Some models
in this sense under uncertainty could be a future direction.

• Considering reality factors, such as transaction costs, liquidity constraints, legal restrictions or taxes, portfolio
modelling is interesting to reflect more market reality. In a framework of uncertainty and randomness,
modeling a portfolio that incorporates these aspects would be more realistic. For example, developing a
model that considers long-term fluctuations in interest rates or regulations could give more reliable results
that are applicable to real-world situations. Proposing models in this sense of uncertain random framework
could be a future work.

• With increasing attention to climate change, investors are increasingly paying attention to climate change
risks, such as natural disasters, carbon reduction policies, etc. Optimized portfolios should integrate these
environmental risks into their strategies. For example, a portfolio could be adjusted to include companies that
are less exposed to climate risks or investments in renewable energy. - Last but not least, employing artificial
intelligence (AI) techniques in portfolio optimization can greatly enhance decision-making by identifying
patterns, adapting to market changes, and providing more sophisticated risk management. Some of the AI
techniques, such as machine learning, neural networks, and genetic algorithms, can be particularly effective
in improving portfolio performance.

REFERENCES

1. Markowitz, H. M. (1952). Portfolio selection. Journal of Finance, 7(1), 77-91.
2. Markowitz, H. (1959). Portfolio selection: Efficient diversification of investments. John Wiley & Sons, Inc.
3. Fishburn, P. C. (1977). Mean-risk analysis with risk associated with below-target returns. The American Economic Review, 67(2),

116-126.
4. Lee, W. Y., & Rao, R. K. (1988). Mean lower partial moment valuation and lognormally distributed returns. Management Science,

34(4), 446-453. https://doi.org/10.1287/mnsc.34.4.446.
5. Vercher, E., Bermudez, J. D., & Segura, J. V. (2007). Fuzzy portfolio optimization under downside risk measures. Fuzzy Sets and

Systems, 158(7), 769-782. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fss.2006.10.026.
6. RiskMetrics. (1996). Technical Document (4th ed.). JP Morgan Inc.
7. Alexander, S., Coleman, T. F., & Li, Y. (2006). Minimizing CVaR and VaR for a portfolio of derivatives. Journal of Banking &

Finance, 30(2), 583-605. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jbankfin.2005.04.012.
8. Wipplinger, E. (2007). Philippe Jorion: Value at risk—the new benchmark for managing financial risk. Financial Markets and

Portfolio Management, 21(3), 397-398. http://doi.org/10.1007/s11408-007-0057-3.
9. Puelz, A. V. (2001). Value-at-risk based portfolio optimization. In Stochastic Optimization: Algorithms and Applications (pp. 279-

302). Springer, Boston, MA. https://doi.org/10.1007/978-1-4757-6594-6_13.
10. Zadeh, L. A. (1965). Fuzzy sets. Information and Control, 8(3), 338-353. https://doi.org/10.1016/s0019-9958(65)

90241-x.
11. Carlsson, C., & Fuller, R. (2001). On possibilistic mean value and variance of fuzzy numbers. Fuzzy Sets and Systems, 122(2),

315-326.
12. Zhang, W. G., & Nie, Z. K. (2003). On possibilistic variance of fuzzy numbers. Lecture Notes in Artificial Intelligence, 2639, 398-402.
13. Huang, X. X. (2008). Mean-semi-variance models for fuzzy portfolio selection. Journal of Computational and Applied Mathematics,

217(1), 1-8.
14. Inuiguchi, M., Sakawa, M., & Ushiro, S. (1997, July). Mean-absolute-deviation-based fuzzy linear regression analysis by level sets

automatic deduction from data. In Proceedings of the IEEE 6th International Conference on Fuzzy Systems (Vol. 2, pp. 829-834).
15. Li, X., Qin, Z. F., & Kar, S. (2010). Mean-variance-skewness model for portfolio selection with fuzzy returns. European Journal of

Operational Research, 202(1), 239-247.
16. Cherubini, U., & Della Lunga, G. (2001). Fuzzy value-at-risk: Accounting for market liquidity. Economics, 30(2), 293-312.
17. Gupta, P., Inuiguchi, M., Mehlawat, M. K., & Mittal, G. (2013). Multiobjective credibilistic portfolio selection model with fuzzy

chance-constraints. Information Sciences, 229, 1-17.
18. Barak, S., Abessi, M., & Modarres, M. (2013). Fuzzy turnover rate chance constraints portfolio model. European Journal of

Operational Research, 228(1), 141-147.
19. Inuiguchi, M., & Tanino, T. (2000). Portfolio selection under independent possibilistic information. Fuzzy Sets and Systems, 115(1),

83-92.
20. Li, X., Shou, B. Y., & Qin, Z. F. (2012). An expected regret minimization portfolio selection model. European Journal of Operational

Research, 218(2), 484-492.
21. Huang, X. (2008). Mean-entropy models for fuzzy portfolio selection. IEEE Transactions on Fuzzy Systems, 16(4), 1096-1101.
22. Qin, Z. F., Li, X., & Ji, X. Y. (2009). Portfolio selection based on fuzzy cross-entropy. Journal of Computational and Applied

Mathematics, 228(1), 139-149.
23. Li, X. (2013). Credibilistic Programming. Springer-Verlag.
24. Liu, D. (2007). Uncertainty Theory. In Uncertainty Theory (pp. 205-234). Springer-Verlag Berlin Heidelberg. http://doi.org/

10.1007/978-3-662-44354-5.

Stat., Optim. Inf. Comput. Vol. 13, March 2025

https://doi.org/10.1287/mnsc.34.4.446
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fss.2006.10.026
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jbankfin.2005.04.012
http://doi.org/10.1007/s11408-007-0057-3
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-1-4757-6594-6_13
https://doi.org/10.1016/s0019-9958(65)90241-x
https://doi.org/10.1016/s0019-9958(65)90241-x
http://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-662-44354-5
http://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-662-44354-5


K. BELABBES, M. EL HACHLOUFI, Z. EL ABIDINE GUENNOUN, AND A. EL ATTAR 975

25. Liu, B. (2010). Uncertainty Theory. In Uncertainty Theory (pp. 1-79). Springer-Verlag Berlin Heidelberg. http://doi.org/10.
1007/978-3-662-44354-5.

26. Liu, B. (2007). Uncertainty Theory (2nd ed.). Springer-Verlag.
27. Huang, X. (2012). Mean-variance models for portfolio selection subject to experts’ estimations. Expert Systems with Applications,

39(1), 5887-5893.
28. Huang, X. (2010). Portfolio analysis: From probabilistic to credibilistic and uncertain approaches. In Portfolio Analysis (Chapter 4).

Springer-Verlag.
29. Zhang, P. (2016). Multiperiod mean absolute deviation uncertain portfolio selection. Industrial Engineering & Management Systems,

15(1), 63-76. https://doi.org/10.7232/iems.2016.15.1.063.
30. Liu, Y., & Qin, Z. (2012). Mean semi-absolute deviation model for uncertain portfolio optimization problem. Journal of Uncertain

Systems, 6(4), 299-307.
31. Huang, X. (2012). A risk index model for portfolio selection with returns subject to experts’ evaluations. Fuzzy Optimization and

Decision Making, 11(4), 451-463.
32. Huang, X. (2011). Mean-risk model for uncertain portfolio selection. Fuzzy Optimization and Decision Making, 10(1), 71-89.
33. Peng, J. (2009). Value at risk and Tail Value at risk in uncertainty environment. In Proceedings of the Eighth International Conference

on Information and Management Sciences (pp. 787-793).
34. Yan, L. (2011). Mean-VaR model for uncertain portfolio selection. Journal of Information and Computational Science, 8(15), 3523-

3530.
35. Yufu, N., et al. (2013). Mean-TVaR model for portfolio selection with uncertain returns. Information (Japan), 16(2A), 977-985.
36. Zhai, J., & Bai, M. (2018). Mean-variance model for portfolio optimization with background risk based on uncertainty theory.

International Journal of General Systems, 47(3), 294-312.
37. Chen, L., et al. (2017). Diversified models for portfolio selection based on uncertain semivariance. International Journal of Systems

Science, 48(3), 637-648.
38. Huang, X., et al. (2016). Uncertain mean-variance and mean-semivariance models for optimal project selection and scheduling.

Knowledge-Based Systems, 93, 1-11.
39. Huang, X., & Jiang, G. (2020). Portfolio management with background risk under uncertain mean-variance utility. Fuzzy Optimization

and Decision Making, 20(3), 315-330.
40. Zhang, B., Peng, J., & Li, S. (2015). Uncertain programming models for portfolio selection with uncertain returns. International

Journal of Systems Science, 46(14), 2510-2519.
41. Chen, W., Li, D., Lu, S., & Liu, W. (2019). Multi-period mean–semivariance portfolio optimization based on uncertain measure. Soft

Computing, 23(15), 6231-6247.
42. Mohammadi, M., & Nazemi, A. (2020). On portfolio management with value at risk and uncertain returns via an artificial neural

network scheme. Cognitive Systems Research, 59, 247-263.
43. Chen, W., Wang, Y., Zhang, J., & Lu, S. (2017). Uncertain portfolio selection with high-order moments. Journal of Intelligent and

Fuzzy Systems, 33(3), 1397-1411.
44. Chen, W., Wang, Y., Gupta, P., & Mehlawat, M. K. (2018). A novel hybrid heuristic algorithm for a new uncertain mean-variance-

skewness portfolio selection model with real constraints. Applied Intelligence, 48(9), 2996-3018.
45. Qin, Z., Kar, S., & Li, X. (2009). Developments of mean-variance model for portfolio selection in uncertain environment. Journal of

Computational and Applied Mathematics, 7, 55-67.
46. Sajedi, A., & Yari, G. (2020). Order entropy and cross entropy of uncertain variables for portfolio selection. International Journal of

Fuzzy Logic and Intelligent Systems, 20(1), 35–42. https://doi.org/10.5391/IJFIS.2020.20.1.35
47. Bhattacharyya, R., & Kar, S. (2012). Mean-variance-skewness portfolio selection model in general uncertain environment. Indian

Journal of Industrial and Applied Mathematics, 3(1), 45-61.
48. Belabbes, K., El Hachloufi, M., & Guennoun, Z. E. A. (2023). Mean-TVaR models for diversified multi-period portfolio optimization

with realistic factors based on uncertainty theory. Statistics, Optimization and Information Computing, 11(4), 963-977.
49. Belabbes, K., El Hachloufi, M., & Guennoun, Z. E. A. (2023). Diversified mean-value at risk models with transaction costs for

international portfolio optimization using uncertainty theory. Mathematical Modelling of Engineering Problems, 10(4), 1473-1480.
50. Yin, M., Qian, W., & Li, W. (2016). Portfolio selection models based on cross-entropy of uncertain variables. Journal of Intelligent

and Fuzzy Systems, 31(2), 737-747.
51. Kar, M. B., Majumder, S., Kar, S., & Pal, T. (2017). Cross-entropy based multi-objective uncertain portfolio selection problem.

Journal of Intelligent and Fuzzy Systems, 32(6), 4467-4483.
52. Li, B., Zhang, R., & Sun, Y. (2021). Multi-period portfolio selection based on uncertainty theory with bankruptcy control and liquidity.

Automatica, 147, 110751.
53. Zhang, P. (2017). Multiperiod mean semi-absolute deviation interval portfolio selection with entropy constraints. Journal of Industrial

and Management Optimization, 13(3), 1169-1187.
54. Liu, Y., & Qin, Z. (2012). Mean semi-absolute deviation model for uncertain portfolio optimization problem. Journal of Uncertain

Systems, 6(4), 299-307.
55. Qin, Z., Kar, S., & Zheng, H. (2016). Uncertain portfolio adjusting model using semi-absolute deviation. Soft Computing, 20(2),

717-725.
56. Qin, Z. (2017). Uncertain mean-semiabsolute deviation model. In Uncertainty and Operations Research (pp. 83-101).
57. Liu, Y., & Qin, Z. (2012). Mean semi-absolute deviation model for uncertain portfolio optimization problem. Journal of Uncertain

Systems, 6(4), 299-307.
58. Zhang, P. (2019). Multiperiod mean absolute deviation uncertain portfolio selection with real constraints. Soft Computing, 23(13),

5081-5098.
59. Huang, X., & Qiao, L. (2012). A risk index model for multi-period uncertain portfolio selection. Information Sciences, 217, 108-116.
60. Huang, X., & Ying, H. (2013). Risk index based models for portfolio adjusting problem with returns subject to experts’ evaluations.

Economic Modelling, 30, 61-66.
61. Wang, X., & Huang, X. (2019). A risk index to model uncertain portfolio investment with options. Economic Modelling, 80, 284-293.

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.econmod.2019.01.019
62. Zhang, Q., Huang, X., & Zhang, C. (2015). A mean-risk index model for uncertain capital budgeting. Journal of the Operational

Research Society, 66(5), 761-770. https://doi.org/10.1057/jors.2014.45

Stat., Optim. Inf. Comput. Vol. 13, March 2025

http://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-662-44354-5
http://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-662-44354-5
https://doi.org/10.7232/iems.2016.15.1.063
https://doi.org/10.5391/IJFIS.2020.20.1.35 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.econmod.2019.01.019
https://doi.org/10.1057/jors.2014.45


976 UNCERTAIN PORTFOLIO OPTIMIZATION PROBLEMS: SYSTEMATIC REVIEW

63. Huang, X., & Zhao, T. (2014). Mean-chance model for portfolio selection based on uncertain measure. Insurance: Mathematics and
Economics, 59, 243-250. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.insmatheco.2014.05.013

64. Huang, X., & Wang, Z. (2021). International portfolio optimization based on uncertainty theory. Optimization, 70(2), 225-249.
https://doi.org/10.1080/02331934.2020.1790583

65. Huang, X., & Ma, Y. (2023). Uncertain mean-chance model for portfolio selection with multiplicative background risk.
International Journal of Systems Science: Operations and Logistics, 10(1), 1-15. https://doi.org/10.1080/23302674.
2021.1944123

66. Huang, X., Wang, Z., & Zhou, J. (2018). An uncertain mean-chance model for international portfolio selection. In Proceedings of the
4th International Conference on Fuzzy Systems and Data Mining (FSDM 2018) (pp. 24-29). Frontiers in Artificial Intelligence and
Applications, 309. https://doi.org/10.3233/978-1-61499-828-0-24

67. Arnott, R. D., & Wagner, W. H. (1990). The measurement and control of trading costs. Financial Analysts Journal, 46(6), 73-80.
https://doi.org/10.2469/faj.v46.n6.73

68. Zhai, J., Zheng, W., Bai, M., & Jiang, S. (2022). Multiperiod portfolio selection models under uncertain measure and with multiple
criteria. Journal of Risk and Financial Management, 15(3), 101. https://doi.org/10.3390/jrfm15030101

69. Li, B., Zhang, R., & Sun, Y. (2021). Multi-period portfolio selection based on uncertainty theory with bankruptcy control and liquidity.
Automatica, 147, 110751. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.automatica.2021.110751

70. Li, B., & Zhang, R. (2022). A new mean-variance-entropy model for uncertain portfolio optimization with liquidity and diversification.
Chaos, Solitons & Fractals, 146, 110842. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chaos.2021.110842

71. Lu, S., Zhang, N., Qiu, Y., & Gao, Y. (2020). A multi-period regret minimization model for uncertain portfolio selection
with bankruptcy constraint. Journal of Intelligent and Fuzzy Systems, 37(6), 8417-8439. https://doi.org/10.3233/
JIFS-200108

72. Baptista, A. M. (2008). Optimal delegated portfolio management with background risk. Journal of Banking & Finance, 32(6), 977-
985.

73. Huang, Y. T. (2021). How does background risk affect portfolio choice: An analysis based on uncertain mean-variance model with
background risk. Journal of Banking and Finance, 111, 105726.

74. Mansini, R., Ogryczak, W., & Speranza, M. G. (2014). Twenty years of linear programming based portfolio optimization. European
Journal of Operational Research, 234(2), 518–535.

75. Wang, X., Zhu, Y., & Tang, P. (2023). Uncertain mean-CVaR model for portfolio selection with transaction cost and investors’
preferences. North American Journal of Economics and Finance, 69, 102028. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.najef.2023.
102028

76. Liu, S., Wang, S., & Qiu, W. (2003). Mean-variance-skewness model for portfolio selection with transaction costs. International
Journal of Systems Science, 34(4), 255-262. https://doi.org/10.1080/00207720310001606181

77. Xue, L., Di, H., Zhao, X., & Zhang, Z. (2019). Uncertain portfolio selection with mental accounts and realistic constraints. Journal
of Computational and Applied Mathematics, 346, 42-52. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cam.2018.06.041

78. Lv, L., Zhang, B., Peng, J., & Ralescu, D. A. (2020). Uncertain portfolio selection with borrowing constraint and background risk.
Mathematical Problems in Engineering, 2020, 1249829. https://doi.org/10.1155/2020/1249829

79. Chhatri, S., Bhattacharya, D., Priyadarshini, S., & Kanika, K. (2023). Portfolio adjusting model using uncertainty theory: An
application to real finance market. In Conference Proceedings - 2023 IEEE Silchar Subsection Conference (SILCON 2023).
https://doi.org/10.1109/SILCON2023.1234567

80. Liu, Y. H. (2013). Uncertain random variables: A mixture of uncertainty and randomness. Soft Computing, 17(4), 625-634.
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00500-012-0936-5

81. Wang, X., Zhu, Y., & Tang, P. (2024). Uncertain mean-CVaR model for portfolio selection with transaction cost and investors’
preferences. The North American Journal of Economics and Finance, 69, 102028. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.najef.
2023.102028

82. Chang, J., Sun, L., Zhang, B., & Peng, J. (2020). Multi-period portfolio selection with mental accounts and realistic constraints
based on uncertainty theory. Journal of Computational and Applied Mathematics, 374, 112742. https://doi.org/10.1016/
j.cam.2020.112742

83. Yang, T., & Huang, X. (2022). A new portfolio optimization model under tracking-error constraint with linear
uncertainty distributions. Journal of Optimization Theory and Applications, 195(3), 723–747. https://doi.org/10.1007/
s10957-022-02116-w

84. Huang, X., Jiang, G., Gupta, P., & Mehlawat, M. K. (2021). A risk index model for uncertain portfolio selection with background
risk. Computers & Operations Research, 132, 105331. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cor.2021.105331

85. Choe, K.-I., Huang, X., & Ma, D. (2023). Uncertain mean-risk index portfolio selection considering inflation: Chaos adaptive
genetic algorithm. International Journal of Machine Learning and Cybernetics, 15(4). https://doi.org/10.1007/
s13042-023-01966-8

86. Deng, X., & Huang, C. (2021). Mean-entropy uncertain portfolio with risk curve and total mental accounts under multiple background
risks. Journal of Intelligent and Fuzzy Systems, 41(1), 539–561. https://doi.org/10.3233/JIFS-189242

Stat., Optim. Inf. Comput. Vol. 13, March 2025

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.insmatheco.2014.05.013
https://doi.org/10.1080/02331934.2020.1790583
https://doi.org/10.1080/23302674.2021.1944123
https://doi.org/10.1080/23302674.2021.1944123
https://doi.org/10.3233/978-1-61499-828-0-24
https://doi.org/10.3390/jrfm15030101
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.automatica.2021.110751
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chaos.2021.110842
https://doi.org/10.3233/JIFS-200108
https://doi.org/10.3233/JIFS-200108
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.najef.2023.102028
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.najef.2023.102028
https://doi.org/10.1080/00207720310001606181
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cam.2018.06.041
https://doi.org/10.1155/2020/1249829
https://doi.org/10.1109/SILCON2023.1234567
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00500-012-0936-5
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.najef.2023.102028
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.najef.2023.102028
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cam.2020.112742
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cam.2020.112742
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10957-022-02116-w
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10957-022-02116-w
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cor.2021.105331
https://doi.org/10.1007/s13042-023-01966-8
https://doi.org/10.1007/s13042-023-01966-8
https://doi.org/10.3233/JIFS-189242

	1 Introduction
	2 The method for the literature review
	3 Uncertainty theory fundamentals
	3.1 Uncertainty Space
	3.2 Uncertainty Measure
	3.3 Uncertain Variables
	3.4 Uncertain Expected Value

	4 Notable Uncertain problem for portfolio optimization
	4.1 Return portfolio
	4.2  Uncertain problem for portfolio optimization

	5 Real features
	5.1 Transaction costs
	5.2 Transaction lots
	5.3 Liquidity constraints
	5.4 Background Risk
	5.5 Diversification portfolio
	5.6 Real securities constraints

	6 Conclusion, perspectives and new directions

