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1 FANE

Ex bh-fo T cHMBEERY BB 20N & BB ME, FCHM & ERERE L MREIRRE
HRICEEICHRET A EEREEEETH S, HHMN S ERREEMEORELE UTL, BR2KE
ik, HEE —RENAERER EOPENRFEREETS. L, IhboF kI ERBEEOMS
BEMEEIR IR O PRI L TR ORGEEEL TV S, LSBT, InbOHEERL R
ST BTABECESERAT AL IIEECH S.

SRR LT, BESBEEOERTERE L THRORWIEREEELEEE BT 3 HFENMERSNIT
WA, I OFEIXEEER (direct search method) & Mg, #x RFEICERTLZ LB TE DD, #l
B EREEEIEAEEM - LT TERV. AR TR, EEEREE RO & EREREEN
HICERATAHEIIDWTERT S,

A & BB P 2 E R R Lo TR B, BMBETST TR, —RICER RN S R
T B 0ERS L. HEAEEEEOZSIE, EMERORBELEFRORBELE VS 2 BEOREL
PEENDBIW, 2 OORBEEONT L AREIICRD Z EBLEL RS, HER D FER, [RlF 17 B
{5 HBHOBICESE, UTOLSICHETES.

(1) EMBEHOIH 2 BRIELT D5k

— P EOEITREMRENSHERE L UTHEEL, fHZHRT2BRAOAEZBRL T I LI
D, HHOREE{LE BT 5HETHY, death penalty & bIEIN 5. REOERTH G RAHIKY
PR LAVEAIR, BEMcERsNED, SREBRTALIBESNhS. A EENTLA)
X A (Genetic Algorithm, GA) KEWT, #EHE LRERZBRL THKZWHE LRVWREREE
E+5FERERINTNS 1, 2, 3. T, /%7 4 7 LA+ — LE5E{ (Particle Swarm Optimization,
PSO)i4, 5, 6] IL36\\C, HIATRE LRVERAZERL, EAOHKZMET 2 RRMCERT 55
LREANTVS [1. hbOFBEHNEENALERNENHEICIAEHTHS. L, ERICITHK
OBLUVEEL S <, HIERFWESDRETIE, AR ERLLYBRARBEET S I LIITARBL
T,

(2) B BOBI% 2 &IFIILE (constraint violation) O EFIZ KB LY 57

B OB R AL CHIGEREL ER L, BHBEEE fRGREOFHE EZRD, TOFEM
O— BHESCEE L LTR FETH D, HFERER B NBRICRT 37T AT 4 LB DRDTED,
= OFBE—BIT T T 4 B (penalty function method) & FRIEH, B ABEEK & HlFOGRMLE DB B
139KEE B 89885k (extended objective function) & FRIER TG, ~F AT 1 BEIE T, G E DR E
IS B 1 D OFETH 52T N7 (4R35 (penalty coefficient) ZMENUTERT 5 Z L BEFETHH LW
SEEARDD. AT A RENAEVE, SNEEETARIELNDR, BHMBERORELEF 5
Y, BOBVELESD - LRARBICRDS. B FAT R hS e, BREBIIEE{LIND
R, B OBEERTA Ry, BTTEREES 2 L NEBCRS. ATAT  REEBRICRET S
Bt B, EEAREFEIEEICKET 500, BRURARFEZERTIORERTHI VL
SHERSS.

(3) BAGRBSE X HIKIRBLEE 2 BB R X 0 Bollb B ik



B AOBOE & FIAEBE 2 S REL TR, HORRE 2 BN 2SRRI L ) — B L TR 5k
THDH. FlziE, GA TPV IEEILERZEIAT 208 WEHERMHT A FENERINA TN S [8].
Zhig, FIMEHEL2VCERAOEREENERESY, EHTOMMERET 2BRRATBITSREOH
RBBE & HNARRE L OME LTEL B FETHS. HELEBE (Evolutionary Strategy, ES) 128\
T, BIZHRGEHEZEETLEOTRRL, HOBETHNANEZBR L ENBEEOATHREIT &
WOIRE SN EERERIC I W EELETT I FERBEINLTVWS [9. Zhic kY, MRREGSEE
HcBgfah, BEOBWETTHEMABLNAZEIRENRTVS. L —BiARFEE LT, BEERR
EAFER LT, HREGEBRT2Z LB TELHERUKTHD o V-VEREERT D o #HHE
[10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18] 351 (X ¢ HBe B35 ¢ BIS03K (19, 20] ABE SN TVB. o Hf9HES
XV e HI#3RR, BEEREREBECBITAMBRERET S o VAATBREBI RN VAV HEBIZERTLIZ X
D, FHHORVIEEICHT ARELT A U XL EFIMN & ORBET AT Y AMIERT L5, b
L7ATY RLEBRETHS. o BLOHRER, SRKMEEBEMTLZ2Icky, EXEHEELL)
RHENEEOBRUWCEECH L COEHT Z e TE 5.

(4) BB FENOS EMBREE LIRS

B RIBSE & — I O HIRIBI R £ H R L TR FETH S 21, 22]. HIRAEHER IS
KESTHD LS NN, % BNREEEIT— NS L BT 3 LEFCREREETHY, —1
KB OHERFUELTEEVIEEANDD

AFETIL, BERHRMEREE VIS E—RIEL, BRCESCHBEERL, JOERIESH
LWFA Y ALEHMERPEETS.

2 R EsEEEE

2.1 E&

AL TH, RO LD 27%XA, SXH%, ETREMZFOBELME P) 2225, HHEK
BLUHRREDL & L BREOSEPREERE, oMol R ENETHD.

(P) minimize f(x) (1)
subject to g;(z}) <0, j=1,...,¢
hil)=0,7=¢+1,...,m
l,‘ gx,- §ui, i:l,...,n
ZIZT, = (21, -, %a) ¥ n RIERERLEA~Z bV, flz) i BB, g;(x) <0 i ¢ ORI,
hi(z) =0 m— g EOFEHFTHY, f,9,hiTHRED L5 VIERBOERERERTHS. L,w Eth

h, nHOREER o; OFRE, LBRETHD. 3518, UTTHRETOHNEMET 3EHRE F, L
TREMZHET SHEEE S LS LIZTS.

2.2 HiERiRE

FoisiR~Te X 5, foM ERE T, BRBERORBL FMHNORELE W3 2 TERTEET 5.
HEUBEEIT f(z) CHRMIZEZ BN T A ®), 22T, oS boBE L R AN GEHE L S
T5. RIREBRER, <FATF A EEETHERESNTWAFAT  LRZEOLOEERTS. “0L &,
HHR @ BT HHEWERE ¢(z) ZUTOLHIKELZ NS,

#(z) = max{max{0, g;(z)}, max [hj(a)[} (2)

¢(z) Z]WWMQw@mV+zHW@Mﬂ(11@T>0f&5) G

1]



ThiZX Y, #REERELBEILTOL S ICERTES.

(P?) minimize f(x) 4)
subject to ¢{z) =10

3 HERNENE
3.1 FIIYXLE®RE

ARFETIL, LT AT XAEREE LT, BERAHEJE (probabilistic constrained method) #4E
BYE, TALY RALERES Y, ~FATF 4 B0 X 512 BRERE SR L R X Bl hE L %
X OTIRRL, EHHEORVEEICHTETATY AARHRMERBELTAT) XAIERTIFLNS A
FOERETHD. TATY XLEHEL LT, o BIP e BRERERIN TS, aBIT e BHRIET
1, HRERAIEARL, EAShAEK CERMEARET A Licky, BRIl L MR OREL
DT AERSTVD, ZHICH LT, BRGHPETRE, BANICIROORELEBE L RERET
5M, BHARECHNBEEOREFBELEEREITIZERIY, BEOATVAZIMAD LT 55
ThbH. BRONATFVARERHIRSE0DIZ, HIHEETENEROKRNEELEL T BB TRE
EETH.

3.2 FEEMLLE

B AR EUE L SR BE M (f, ¢) PES EITBWVT, BEp TEMNBERORELEESLSL, BEl1-p
CHIFIRILEE 2 B4+ SRR LE (probabilistic comparison) Z EHT 5.

Boxy, o R AHEEESR £, f2, WRBEZ ¢,40 £ T5HE, EEORAEHETH D <, < WRHST
B EEE & B RBE DM (£, ¢:) HORDBRTHARRLE <, ,<(0<p< ) FUTO LIRS,

(b1 < ¢2, fi=Ff
< fa, ¢1=¢2
(f1, 1) p< (f2,82) & < b1 < dawp. L—p - (5)
, otherwise
Lﬁ<f2WDP
(¢1 < ¢2, =1
h<fa ¢1 = ¢y
(f1,61) p=< (f2, 62) & S b1 < dovip 1—p . , (6)
, otherwise
| 1< fa wp. p

T, piE—RIZ ¢, da, f1, fo PEIER, TR DHEBMEREE (violation probability function) TH U,
B ORR ST HRELRETD. 7
BB BT, o<, o< HEEBET AR E —BL, 1<,1< 1%, BRBEREEETS
BN LD, BEAST A—F p A4S THIE, ERATET ARAERNICERREL, pER
=< Thif, BENMEOBER-EMEEMICERSNS. LERoT, p XV ERHOERSLL AR
BELONRT VARRHETDHIERTES.

3.3 BEENTA—FOHIH

FERHIFIEY, EEEREICRVC, WEBER T o BB TEHMTAIEICLY, FA0RWEBEK
ST ARBT AT Y X ABERA & OB TR AR LT LT Y R ACERT BT T Y X AERE
ThHD. ZIT, Eﬁcﬁﬁ’}b!:%&#bl: v EFE-S L BRLREE (B,) KOWTHERT D,

(Fp) minimize < f() (7)



B (Py) 13, #IRZ2EELTERNEREZREELT D, BONEH (P?) oL KT3I LI3E
HThs. Lnl, EBCHB2ELTIHERE o< TEELEITY &, HHEEORBEL~DER
MBI 72y, BT TEBERELNSE, BWERICOWTIIEEERLMELhRVIL BB SE. o)
R THE, BOBOWETTREMEERDZ-HIC, FHKp 2 REL, BN p 2 0ICT 5L 2H
BETI D LICLY, BELOAT U RARTB 2L HRET S, Thbb, UTOL 5 RERET> TV
AP by 2

(P) = (P?) = (P) =;i§g(1’p)' (8)

4 FERNHFPAN—T 417 ILRA+—LgEIE pPSO
4.1 N—F 4 IR +—LEE{E

PSO I X D REMEMBEICHE TS, =V b OIA—T 52 BHIEK f 2 RBLT 5L RET
5. Fr—Vx b ik, BEtCRBTEEEOME of, BEEE of, BICSTTRRLEEENBEED
B BAE pbest; & F D2 X DONE * ZFEEL TS,

= ; T * i T 9
pbest;= min f(=]), «f=arg min flz}) )

EBT, -V MY, SA—THOx—Tx v PARRUE BB ORBIE ghest L £ D L E DAL
B xp OFREFETS.
gbest = min pbest;, xf = arg mz_in Fita) (10)

TOLE, BRt-1EBTA Yy FOBBEER, UFoLSIcRbONS.

t+1

vt = w'u?j + ¢y rand (:n:‘J - m:]) + cprand (zg; — xﬁj (11)

7L, witEME (inertia weight), rand IXXKRH [0,1] 0—RKEEKTH Y, FRATBIERTD. o i
“cognitive”, cp I “social” & KN B/87 XA —2ThY, HEORRMERBI OGNV —TORRME~D
BRIATDERAMNTERB LTS,
XA 2, Bt +1 B2 =—Cxzr FOMEBUTOL IRk END.
2ttt = gt 4 pitl (12)
4.2 pPSODTILTY XL
HERWE/—T ¢ 7 VA +— BEE{L (probabilistic constrained PSO) 7 /4T Y XL & LATIZRY .

L o=V bRl Bz L BEEE v, 28TV Mi2EHKL, BRLUERBAE
x; OMEEE ¢, £33, HEL, x; R ETREMER S AR V¥ AICERT S, Tibh, &
BR o XE [lk,uk] O—FRELE ST 5. v; DEEFR v b, 0 &7 5.

2. BRT—C=V hORE  BREOHEIZIVEROT - b GREET 5.
3. RTHE  KRXCIREAREER TIGELL L X, ETERTT5.

4. T—Vx U MOEH  FE—TVx 2 b illoT, K (11),(12) KL v BEEER I MIBEEESFT5.
7B, BEPRELRVTERVESE, FRTEOEEE KB [—Vi,, Vinee,] CAD XD ICRET
L. B UWIEICEY 2 ANERENRRULRREL Y b RITNE, FILWEIBEEERMEL T 5.
B, HLWIBR I A—TOBREBMB LY b REITNE, 2OMBE2 /L —TREMNELTS.

5. (3) ~F5.



pPSO DTN TY ALHLTIC C EFERICERTS.

pPSO()

{ if (u>Vy) viy=V5;
else if (Uij<_‘/j) 'UZJ‘—'—V:.,;
T55=Ti5+Vs5 5

}

Evaluate z;;

Initialize Agents(0);
Evaluate all x in Agenits(0);
TG=argmin < f(z), = in Agents(0);
for(t=1;t < T;it++) { . *
weud + (w7 — wO)(t - 1)/(T — 1) £ (f(wa) p< f(21)) 4
18(f(2) p< () Gois
T =T ;

PR}

for(each agent i in Agents(t)) {
for(each dimension j) {

v=wuiterrand (:c:‘j —a:,;j)i-czrand(zaj ~Zi;);

5 ¥E=EER
DT, RFAT B ESATEEL OFETEMUTOBERT EEELLERY LT 5.

51 =EBREH

AR T, PSO KT B/RZ A—F L, =—V= 20, BEEH DT 2 —F w® =09, vl =04,
BROEH G A—F ¢ = 2.0, cp = 2.0, HEDEKME Vinas, &R RTLORREROIEE EHEC 0.2(u; 1)
E LT Vings, BREVEEIH, RSN LRRT 2ERIEML, SRERAORES+ZIZITON
BB, PIHOEEZERLE.

BeRMOHINEIc BT 5 RMRBEY, BREKEICEES T, SRNRREOSICRTT KL LT,
UTFoksicEsLE.

p(b1,62) = Pmax exp(B($1 — $2)/Pw) (13)
¢w - keA!;lgis(t){gbk}_keAr;gﬁs(t){gﬁk} (14)

ZIC, Pmas REHOBKERLEET ST 2 —4, fEHHEREOERIC L DHROBELETET
BT A—H, py iET— Tz NRIZBIT BHMNEREORADERE TH Y, EFULOLDIIHNTNS.
TOEETIE, BEEMEDI LERST, ¢y 2 01I0ESL 20, BHEEPE THHRGRRERKE
BAIE TRV LHESHABENES 2D, 0k, FREICp $ 5V pre; PHEE 0T 5HE
70T, UTOERTIE, pmee = 0.05, f=log(0.1) *EAEL, 30EORITEZITo .

5.2 Himmerblau ORE
Himmerblau OEEIZU T X 2 eER k&N 5.

Minimize (15)
F(a) =5.3578547x3 + 0.8356801z; 75 -+ 37.293239z; — 40792.141
Subject to
g1(x) = 85.334407 + 0.0056858z 45 + 0.000265174 — 0.0022053z32s,
ga(a) =80.51249 + 0.0071317zzas + 0.0029955z1 72 + 0.002181323,
g3(z) =9.300961 + 0.0047026z325 + 0.00125477, 33 + 0.0019085z324,
0<gi(z) € 92,90 < go(z) < 110,20 < gs(z) < 25,
78 <7y < 102,33 < 23 < 45,27 < 33,74, 75 < 45.



F1CEBRERELTT. pPSO UAOEERIE, T [23] IKEI< b0 THY, MGA ILEBW GA LD
BRERICL AT ATY XA, Gen FBEHT AT XL EFA LT ATY XL, GRG i Generalized
Reduced Gradient %%, Death iX death penalty 3, % OMUT~FNANT 4 KESLTATY ALTHY, ~F
NF 4 R A BET B static penalty, TRAT v THEIC LY ~F T 4 REEELSE D dynamic penalty,
simulated annealing ® X 5 ICREIC L 9 _FATF ( EHE LS5 annealing penalty, EROBRERD

REEIZ L 0 LT o BREEBET D adaptive penalty, SEOER L 2BEOTAT A VREOLHOE
M % AW Tk &9 % Coevolutionary penalty #C&H 5.

ETNTY AL LBRTRORBE, THE, EEERSICESEREE L. 28, pPSOI DN T,
EEBCGTAB RS 5,000 RIOHEOTIZ 50,000 RIDFER bR L. B ERPRLET T AL pPSO,
MGA, Co-evolutionary T 5. BIFEMEEA 5,000 B pPSO & MGA % Lk#{5e, £ TOEET
pPSO OEMENTWS. £, FHEEEA 50,000 F 0 pPSO & FHEEEAS 900,000 B0 Co-evolutionary
REELTHLLTOEE CpPSO DEFRER TV, LR >T, pPSO BRI ERETADREL
T rdY ALTHDEVZD.

# 1: Result of Himmerblau’s problem

Algorithm Best Average Worst S.D.
pPSO (5,000) -31014.5953 -30996.5476 -30945.2652 18.7223
(50,000) {-81025.5591 -31025.4779 -31024.5841 0.1782
MGA -31005.7966  -30862.8735 -30721.0418 73.240
Gen ~30183.576 N/A N/A N/A
GRG -30373.949 N/A N/A N/A
Co-evolutionary{ -31020.859 = -30984.2407 -30792.4077 73.6335
Static -30790.2716  -30446.4618 -29834.3847 226.3428
Dynamic -30903.877 -30538.9156  -30106.2498 200.035
Annealing -30829.201 -30442.126 -29773.085 244.619
Adaptive -30903.877 -30448.007 -29926.1544 249.485
Death -30790.271 -30429.371 -29834.385 234.555

5.3 AMOBEOR

AR OBWIES (1), WFET (sigma), BOREWHE (P.), AMOROHA (6) 2 EOHBOTTa
A SBRANE R DAMOBEEREHTS. B10OL3IE, 420REEEK hiz1), Uzz), tzs), blzs) K&
DEET B,

IoMERDToX 3 kESMbEhD.

Minimize (16)
f(x)=1.104Tlae3z, + 0.04811w324(14 + 22)

Subject to

(@) =7(x) — Tmaz < 0, g2(x) = (@) — Opaz <0, g3(x) =31 — 24 <0,

94(x) =0.1047122 + 0.048112324(14 + x3) ~ 5 < 0, gs(x) = 0.125 — 21 <0,

g6(2) =8{®) — bmaw <0, gr(@) =P — Pe(z) <0, 0.1 < 31,74 < 2,0.1 < 29,25 < 10,

where

T2
Tz\/,}-lz + 2,,..(7."ﬁz +7.112, =

P 1 MR a2
3 =—M=P L+— 7
Doz J ( + 2)

2 )2 2 2
R /552‘4’(3;'1'935) T =93, (%+($1zx3) )’




z4z2’ Ez3z,’ oL
3 3

P=6000lb, L = 14in, 6mae = 0.25in, E = 30 x 10%psi, G = 12 x 10%psi,

6PL 4PL3 4.013E\/af:§$6 36 | E

Trnaz = 13600p81, Omas = 30000pst.

3 2: Result of welded beam problem

Algorithm Best Average Worst S.D.
pPSO (5,000) 1.7252 1.7393 1.8140 0.01891
(50,000) [1.7249 1.7249 1.7253 0.00011
MGA 1.8245 1.9190 1.9950 (0.05377
Co-evolutionary | 1.7483 1.7720 1.7858 0.01122
Static 2.0469 2.9728 4.5741 0.6196
Dynamic 2.1062 3.1556 5.0359 0.7006
Anmnealing 2.0713 2.9533 4.1261 0.4902
Adaptive 1.9580 2.0898 4.84036 0.6515
Death 2.0821 3.1158 4.5138 0.6625

& 1: Welded beam design

FONERERLTT. BOERIRLAETATY XA pPSO, MGA, Co-evolutionary TH5. BE
SEAE S 5,000 [F D pPSO & MGA ZEH#T 5 L, £THEAT pPSO DL RAENTEY, JERITHEE
DEVEBREE B TWA. ¥, pPSO & FHEEIE 900,000 [E¢> Co-evolutionary % Hkd 5 &, 7F
HESAS 5,000 EOHE THTHHITIL pPSO BEN TR Y, - FHEEILA 50,000 BIOHEICHEETORHA
T pPSO DHBEN TS, LEN-T, pPSO BARLLBRETADZT NIV XLTHDLNAS.

5.4 EhBEHROERE

BERIRD % oy PRI TV 2 AEROFRIZENT, 8, Bk, BECLERaR M ER/ME
TAMETHS. M2IORT LS, T =AnES), Ty(Fry 70BES), RAE), LIMERORS)
O ABERERETE. 03, T, & T, BRI ATRERERIROER B, 0.0625 1 » FOBEBETHS.

T OBERUTOL Y IcERILENS. #3ITERERETRT. Deb it Genetic Adaptive Search, Kannan

J Minimize (17)
o
- f{x)=0.6224x 12324 + 1.7781zp22
+3.1661z%z4 + 19.84z323

Subject to

g1(@) =y + 0.0193z3 < 0,

ga(x) = —z2 -+ 0.0095423 < 0,

ga(x) = —mziey — 4 /323 + 1296000 < 0,
gs(z)=x4 — 240 <0,

& 2: Pressure Vessel design T1, To =0.06251,1 € {1,2,---,99},10 < 23,74 < 200.

1353 Lagrangian Multiplier ¥, Sandgen iZ Branch and Bound ERIZEBLOTHD.
BUWERA R LET A A Y XA pPSO, MGA, Co-evolutionary TH 2. BE S ET M RIS 50,000 BID
pPSO & MGA %18t 5 &, FEEICIL pPSO DJaidvie b RERMRE RO, FRCHEEORVERE



BHLREOITTVWD. LAL, BEEBITEREZIZOVTIETRL MGA OFREWVER L2 THAR,
FOETDLTMHTHS. Eh, FHEREEAR 50,000 EO pPSO & FHEEIEGE 900,000 [E @ Co-evolutionary
PHETD E, REBEEEHEIZSVTIE pPSO OFAENTE Y, 100,000 E o pPSO HXEHHMES 200 2L
EHENTNE, LERST, pPSO RPLRILKBRETADBTAITI AL THLEVZD.

# 3: Result of Pressure Vessel problem

Algorithm Best Average Worst 8.D.
pPSO (50,000)]6059.7143 6154.9023 6431.4942 114.375
{100,000) |6059.7143 6092.5940 6204.3033 29.9741
MGA 6069.3267 6263.7925 6403.4500 97.9445
Deb 6410.3811  N/A N/A N/A
Kannan 7198.0428  N/A N/A  N/A
Sandgen 81291036 N/A N/A N/A
Co-evolutinary| 6288.7445 6293.8432 6308.1497 7.4133
Static 6110.8117 6656.2616 7242.2035 320.8196
Dynamic 6213.6923 6691.5606 7445.6923 322.7647
Annealing 6127.4143 6660.8631 7380.4810 330.7516
Adaptive 6110.8117 * 6689.6049 7411.2532 330.4483
Death 6127.4143 6616.9333 7572.6591 358.8497

5.5 &R

ERORER?D, pPSO BALRVEETHERE CHECLEBEOHELZEONDIHTETHEL VD, B
17, Welded Beam & Pressure Vessel TiE Z1-2H, 5,000 [ & 50,000 B & W5 D 2WFHEERIC LB S
3 900,000 BIDFHEZ 1772 > 7 Coevolutionary penalty IEORBEBE L VEN-HE2HEALTEY, 2o
RS ORI IIFHRICET 552 5.

72, pPSO X PSO WESWTEY, FEFEEEBEICEET S LW IABVEETHS. XX MGA €
REERBICHOBSERER <2 7-DICEHPOLEED 2 HOLBETILERDY, ZOa3 R MM
N(N-1)/2 THLH, PSO TRE— Yz NORRES LTIV —TORREL OREOHTHY, =
A MIZER2N THD. $£l, BOBRBTETHY, UHREROLDOBERFETHD ZLREND
BEHTAT) AL EHET S CHFICREICEBIET 2. AR TRE L pPSO BIFEICEEICEEL,
1GHz Pentium M @/ — b %Y 22 Cid, Himmerblau FIEEIX 0.0070 #, Welded Beam REEIL 0.0082
¥, Pressure Vessel BRI 0.05290 # &\ 5 ERE CHERETH .

6 MERMLEROME

IEHOHO T = RFCEICOWT, e oFEE HETHZ 212X D, pPSO BHED RVWEE LA HIK
TERBUETNTV AL THDZEER LI ZITH, BROHBO/T A~ p.. = 0.0,0.02,0.04, 0.05,
0.06,0.08,0.1 L REL, BBEOFAHREZELSELIILICLY, BRERIC LD S REBRL 1R
WD, JVREBRFEREBLI DI, 100 B0RITE2ITo7. 28, o = 0 IZHBERESEETS
HBRICX VBRI B2 L2 EHT D,

£ 412 Himmerblau FIEEORERER LR, 2235, BEGHEEELT, 5,000ETH 5. REME THE &KE
&, BREREEIZODVTRT prax = 004D EBRE L R-TWE. Eir, TN, pmax = 0.04,0.05,0.06
DFED Prax = 0.0 OBE LV EREERE B> TN,

R 512 Welded Beam FEEORBRIER 2 RT. 2R, BEMEREL, 500 ETHS. KEEISNT
1T Pmax = 0.0 ~ 0.06 DHAKFERER->TEY, FHE, BEE EEFEECOVT puax =005 D& X
PEREER-TNES. £, FHMIKE, pmax = 0.02 ~ 0.08 DEED puax = 0.0 DHA XV ENHER
ERSTING,

KO ICERERERT. ok, BEFHEEEL, 50,000 ETHSE. HEMEIZSVTI, pmax = 0.0 ~ 0.06



# 4: Result of Himmerblau’s problem by pPSO # 5: Result of Welded Beam problem by pPSO

Dmax Best Average Worst S5.D. Pmax | Best  Average  Worst 8.D.

0.0 -31020.7144 -30093.4947 -30887.1383 25.3406 0.0 1.7249 1.7471 1.9747 0.04547
0.02 | -31022.6666 -30990.1434 -30605.8174 48.0131 0.02 | 1.7249 1.7357 1.8911 0.02622
0.04 |-31024.5635 -31002.1995 -30946.7769 13.6621 0.04 | 1.7249 1.7384  2.1062 0.04474
0.05 | -31020.3756 -30996.0217 -30921.1782 18.8442 (.05 | 1.7249 1.7345 1.8267 0.01730
0.061{ -31019.6809 -30994.5667 -30871.1132 227951 0.06 | 1.7249 1.7414  2.0117 0.04202
0.08 | -31017.9066 -30991.8108 -30778.5388 27.2237 0.08 1.7252 1.7427  1.8837 0.02861
0.1 -31014.9354 -30085.5904 -30922.2199 19.4825 (.1 1.7252 1.75647  2.0536 0.04731

CBERER L 2-TEY, FHE, REE BEREROVTIE puax = 008 DL ERER L R-TY
5. k7, FHEMITE, pmax = 0.02 ~ 0.1 D2 TOFEIIEBNT puax = 0.0 DBE LV EBILHERE B -

WA,
% 6: Result of Pressure Vessel problem by pPSO

Pmax Best Average Worst S.D.

0.0 [6059.7143 62950391 6820.4101 240.300
0.02 |6059.7143 6218.6328 6870.7874 184.573
0.04 [6059.7143 6141.8178 6705.0514 125.594
0.05 | 6059.7143 - 6138.2732 6431.4942 107.444
0.06 [6059.7143 6124.1207 6784.9034 112.027
0.08 | 6059.7505 6113.3263 6410.0868 75.4191
0.1 6059.7149 6124.2672 7742.5623 178.403

TDEIE, pmax = 0.0 DEE, TROLHEMNEHEZELETIHBEOCH TRV EVREZHTHD
2, 0.02~0.08 BECTERGLEBFHATIZ LI Y, EHMICELY JWHEE LY EENICEST D
TIMTED. LERoT, pPSO NHIFRHEZEET KL ¥ VENRREZED LN T L
THBLEHRENE.

7T HENE

HISA = BB BT A LT AT U XAEE L U, BERMEIERRE L. RO
i, HRORVEEIHT AT AT Y RAIKBWT, HEREETAHENLEBRICEBERAL I LITLY, £
DT A=Y R AR X BT AT Y XACERT B2 HETHS. ARLTR, BEOHKER S—
F 4 P A — AT L BRI —F o VA — AR T AT Y A5 pPSO EHERLL
7. pPSO X W&o DREMZHM S BEEEM Z LI LY, FERMIRIFER S U pPSO @
HHEERLE.

AL, BEEEENEITBITANRT A2 THS p DEEIICOWTERERT S L L bIT, BENHR
WA T AT AMOERL, FOEREFARLZEETEL TN

Bt
ABFEO—EIE, BARFERSR M AREHELMR (C)(FEES 16500083, 17510139) 1245
Wb & T,
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