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XLHIZ

H#LBY7 L Y XA (Evolutionary Algorithm, EA) 1%, £%#{LOBBREZEFNELL ERBELT VY
XLORKETHY, MEAOT VT Y XA (Genetic Algorithm, GA) RiE{L¥EME (Evolution Strategy, ES) 2%
<M TS, EA X, BB{EOXNETHS BRBKOME T ERAL THRERDD Z LN TE DM
BRRETHY, BILEIMOTIRED L 5 2 BRBMICH T 2HIRMR 2L, TATY XAOKRERERTHS
ihh, BRaRBRLAEEZME EDICAAEND L5122 TETVWS. EA REXRMICHMND2VE
BEMBEML EHOTATY XL THBHE, RERORBLREDOSE X551 bh 0 T THA
HE2RET SH0M & RBLBETHS. ZDkd, EAICESL H#MT X RBLELRAICHRESH,
ROBBOFELEXOIBRBBOLNAD LRI TETVS (L, 2.

EA I & 28801t & RB{LOBHRE, HHREOBWFITHKE LTHETHEUTOL S 2 4 TS
TE3.

(1)

2

©)

BB D2 % RliibT 5 5k ‘
FREZNRET 52U LEORRREMMARL LTIMMRL, HPHEMNRTIBRADALERL T
Ziizky, MRORBLEEMTS5ETHY, death penalty & LFEIZNS. BROBRTHS
NERAHMEREL2VBEITE, HMICERIN DD, HNEMBRTIXO5ICEESHhS. GA
ZRWT, HINENRLERRAEBRLTHMNEZNE L 2VWERRREEET S5k ] R —T 1
7 W R % —hRMAL (Particle Swarm Optimization, PSO)[4] I8\ T, HMEWE L2VWERAL
EBEL, RSO ERET SRRAICERTI5E 5] bRBENATWS., Zh b0k
RARLBBHEVREITIIASTH SR, S22 YHAOKLOEETE, YRR LEYR
RREBETHZ L BERICERTHS. v

B BB & HIMRBLEE (constraint violation) DM EFn & A#i{b+ 3 Kk
BROHPFREEEASLE THMGRRE L ER L, BoYMEIK L HHRREOCKHEME R, EOH
BEMO—BRREICMEE LTRSS FETHS. BIAGRBELBHBXKIZHT A3 FATF 4 %15
na7ed, TOHEZ—-RITFNVT 2 B (penalty function method) &PFEIENS. RFATF 4
BIBETIE, HMARBEDCREZMET D OOWETH DNV T 1 HR¥K (penalty coefficient) %
WENCRIRT 5 L RNEBTHI L VI MBARDS. RFATF A REBKREVE, HHERRTS
MR ON 52, BRBRORELIR3CRRY, ROBVMERDI L NEBEICRS. #HizF
NT 4 REANENE, BRBBIIREEEN D, HROOREERAR+2TY, RITARMELA
DT ENERIRRD. RFNAT 4 REERNITHES 55 (6], BROETRRICIECLTRIAT 4
FREEWEAICHBTDHE (7, 8] RUYNBBRERENTVS. L2L, ThbDFERRFAT 44K
FEBAICHET S HICRMRL2Y, B<OMHBRNLELRD. i, REFLEREA/DLED
IO TNATY XBRFGA—FZ 2 METILERDHY, RAULATFA—FRETEL ORMBMICKGT
A0IXEETHS.

BAUBI L HIMRBEE L L TROM{LT 5 Hik _

Z OB T SREBAVRGERL, BRRBEY BABRKE Y RETIREILBREMBT I H5ET
H5. GAIZBWT, HHZMEL2VWERROECEYL, RBAPOHMNERER T I8RRACBITS
BREO BRBINIE & MKRMEE L DL LTEAXDSFENRREENTWVWS [9]. ES I2BWT, Bz
MBBELB|ET DO TIIRL, HIMETHMGILEZESR L ARORROAL TLBEIT) LV O L
WS N oA RIC L ) Bili{b %17 5 stochastic ranking ¥ [10] %, HIARREE L EET D23, &
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FIGBREEASTE VA% B OB AS BV VR bk HERICER T HEE [11) BMREB AN TV A, X0 R FE
L LT, HERRESRIIH LT, FHREELBRINTHZ LN TELINEALKRTH D o LINVER
RERT 5 o MK (12, 13, 14, 15] BE U e B2 AT 5 ¢ HIK0IE [16) BRESATVS. o i
PEBE Ve FlRERE, EBERRECBITAUBRERTE o LAVEBBEIWe LAVERICERT
Az L2k, MO VBT ARELT A T Y X A2 X EIC T 8EE T AV TY
XATERTEHE, TROLLTLVIT) ALERETHS. o BLU e HIOEIR, #HORELENT
Zriizky, ESXFNLZEL LI RHORGEOBLWVCEBEICHN L THOEATLI LN TES.

7, HEXUBUAOHESE LT, ROCHIOR YRl L CETTEMZERL, KIiH
e RBILT 52\ > 2 BRORBEILE [17) bRRSh TV 5.

ZORMDFIER, BRI2MBICH L THBRHBFREREBOND ZEBRENATVS.

(4) BROBIXK L BHKOZBMHMEL LTHL FEE
BAYBIS & —BICEBEOFINBINE S BRORELAIE S L TR FETH S (18, 19]. HRNEML2
M EDHTHLLHMEINIRN, Z2HOREEZ—EOMBEL LT 3 LIEMICER2MET
HY, “BIEBLOHAREZLELTHILWHMBERARDS.

BLETRAR EA I2E-5< 0 & Bl{GEICIE—BRICUTO L 5 2MEREH 5.

1. SHEMBEICHT S RREEET+2THS
R EBGRILOTEH D EA i3, HMEMBICR L TRITATRFERERR L, RITTERMRERRTD
LRTEDS. L, RITABRBRCSEORBFMISH S SEEMELML & &ix, L& AFITH
BEMERRATETYH, RFMICKY, HEMORRETERRDIT LN LIILEDS.

2. BN LR OMBEIZIITEIMORITATRERR+ITHS
BT = BBLZ T 5B DEA X, SRENEFOMBEELEEM ZLRTER. £ORD,
S L T SXH IR L TREABWOMBEICERT ILERHD. HRELT, ROILMR
DRITARERE R+ L7225, F0kD, GXHHLMOITERFIL, HOEBRENRRNTHIMER
RTEDHENEEND.

3. BEOREM L HWERE
F LRI E MBI LA TY, TV Y ARBELEANMBERRREORRIZL > T, RFLZMER
RTEZ3B[ALINE, PRVLSEMUMBRATERVWRELHDZ B, LEN-T, ¥
RIICEEL THEORVELMEBR T3 FERLETHS. £, BE<OEA TR, %7
WMIRPLEEDOAR, MERIORIR, Gauss 27 Cauchy HHICE S BRERRY, HE=2A FOW
WERMERRAWORD, X0 MBEAHNREC X 3 RBLRFRLDROLRFENDEND.

AFRETHE, ThEOMEELMET DI, 25#1L (Differential Evolution, DE) (23 L T ¢ Bl#E
WAL cDE 2#ET 5. DETI, SUAARC1BEEERIRL, ZORKLFEICRANYO2ME
HKOZEOEAIITONTEMERDDI L VIOMMULRBETER L RAERLBER LS. DEEZRAVWDIZ LK
£oT, ML 3. BMRTES. SXWOMEL HEMLS DI,  HOECH L TEFAENORNE
BT AMETHLOHELRRT S LickY, ME2 2MRTES. Zhbitk>T, DE iS4t
IS OIS LM BRER, P OoRENLRBRREERTS. AHRTIE, 13EOT X NELMRE,
BONEEREMOFELEBRTEZ LIZL- T, eDE OFHEEZRT.

AFRIIROL S CMRENTVS. 2. TRELIELERL, c BIMNEICHOVWTRATS. 3. Tk
% DE [Z#AAAeDE 48T 5. 4. CERERLTT. 5. 3L HTH5.
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2 cHKE
2.1 #f =BECRE

—RRH 2 AT & BB LR (P) 1%, REXEK, FXMH, ETRAEMEZALTEY, UTOXSIE
BTE3.

(P) minimize f(x) (1)
subject to g;j(z) <0, j=1,...,q
hj(z)=0,j=q¢+1,...,m
lgSz;Su;, z'=1,...,n

ZIT = (1, ,Tn) I n RTEREEERZ bV, f(z) IZERORK, g;(x) <0 i3 q BORHHN,
hi(@) = 0 it m — g EMOBREMTHY, 1, g;, h, EHTED 5V ILHERBORMMBKTHS. 1, u; ¥
ZEhEh, n @BOREEHK z; OTRME, ERAEATHS.

EBIT, UTTRETOHMMERET IR ERTIESIKF, LTRENOZERERTSHEIKRETRE
BRS LRI LIZT S,

2.2 WKEBRE

eIETIL, B YORBARL T SREFRT SRBIC, WMEKE oz) £ WATS. R
BE ¢(z) 12, UTF&MET 5K THS.

{dz(z) =0(z€F) @

é(x) >0 (z ¢ F)
HIARBEEBIIIE, N T 4 BMEICBITAIRTNT 4 LAKRICUTO XL 5 REBLTIRTHS.
¢(z) = max{m;x{O,yj (w)},m;.lx ki ()!} @)
#(z) = 3 max{0,g;(@)} +3_Ihi(@) | @
i i

efEL, pREETHD.

2.3 ¢ LRILEE

BISAN & WIHRALEE DM (f, 0) DIRAE EIZBWT, HIRBRBLE D ¢ LLT OWA 13 B AYBIIIED X/ BatE %
EEL, ENUAOBRAIIHMNERREDOK/BIMR L EMET IR TH S ¢ L_INVEBREEHRTS.

Rxy, o ICBITHRMIEE fi, fo, FINRKEL 61,0, LT, BROKNBEETHS <, < KM
T 5 BAMKE & KRB DR (f;, ¢:) MOK/NBIRTH D ¢ LUVHEE <., <, (6 €[0,00)) REATDX S
s,

i< fa, ifd1,42 <€

(fls¢1) <E (f2,¢2) 4 fl < f2v if ¢1 = ¢2 » (5)
¢1 < ¢, otherwise
fl S f27 lf¢1)¢2 SE

(f1,01) Se (fo,2) & i < fo, ifd1=¢ (6)

¢1 < @3, otherwise

B, <o, <o RHMNBRBRELTRET SHFRRLERLE —HKL, <o, <o IFTEMBKEDOADHKL -FT 3.
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2.4 cHBEOMER

e WIRIERIL, WIRNT & BB LM 2 EERFE TR BRI, BROLEBORDYIZe LIVERERVS
HETH S, BROKNNEEE ¢ LVHRICE X R RHELIE (Pe,), T72bb, c BINEICX IR
BRI TOL S ICERTE S, {EL, minimizec, iX <. DERTOR/METH .

(P<,) minimizec, f(z) )

ZZT, MR (P) ORIKRH%E ¢(x) <e (BT LM (P°) 2UTOX S CERTS. 28, (P°) 13/
B (P) LSMmTHS.

(P*) minimize f(x)
subject to ¢(x) <€

FGRE (P*) & FIMK (P<,), 3K URIE (P) \CBIL CTUATOEHEMNRY SLo.

(8)

EE 1 R (P°) ICREMOFET 5251, M (P, ) OREMIIAIE (PF) OREMTH 5.
BH 2 MM (P) ICRBMORFET 5251, MM (P,) ORGEMIZ, M (P) ORBMTHS.

EB 3 {cn} &, ROEKRTHMRD L, 0ITWRTDIRFILT S, f(z), ¢(z) LMK L L, NI ()
IZRHAE z* BFEL, b0, B D e, I BM0M (P, ) Ol &, BEETDLRETS. Zod
&, R {&,.} OEBRORMNILME (F°) OREMTH 5.

EHE 20, e VALVEBEIT) Z LICLY, M EESSM2HAZ2 LECERINWD Z L 2R
LTS, L7edoT, BEFOHMN2 LRI 3 Rl{bEIC e VALV ERAT A Z LIk, Hie
FTEMEEM Z L RBFREL 25, FHEIIX, RFATFLBERBOTRILT A R¥EE co TTHMEES
DEFEERIZ, ¢ Z0ETRIDSERBLKBEELIT-oTYH, BEMRRBOLNBZLERLTWVS.

a FRETIE, HRRBEDRD Y XM [0,1) OHIFMEEZAY, HIRMRREY 1 DREITRITTR
MLETD. LedoT, afiiiEe ¢ HINEBEIHEROICIISHETHS. LoL, HEBEIZBWV T, —®
K1 IREVWMERATIBALY L ORBEVVERRBRTIHAOS NRBMERE D, o LULVER
BIIBELY b e LN EHET 2RAEOLTBHMICHT ZHAMERBL 2B LV MEEH-.

3 ¢ #l# Differential Evolution

Differential Evolution iZ ¢ ##E 2 @A L7V TY XA TH B ¢ BI# Differential Evolution(eDE) %
BT 3.

3.1 %5 i#{t (Differential Evolution)

Differential evolution (DE) iX#&{LEt#& (evolution strategy) ®—->T& YV, Storn and Price[20, 21] iZ
LoT#RESN.. DE i%, MEALZAVWESRBRELIT O MRNEERRETHS. DE IIHWRBAIE,
RAOARTIRERRME, M, SEMERER Y, Ko 2B LMBICEASh TETRY, HETHERRT
NAYZXLTHBZERRENTNS,

DE DEERFML LT, HELBRMICBITINTARRERDORT v 7RO L 5 2EHBFRET, WM
BFHREZANONIRABETONS. —KIZ, FYRARRERICBITIEBORRAT v 7L, /BT
HLVRERTHITRRY, ERBEORRCL>THRZDLD, MOILDOFETAT v 7L EERIC
METILERDD. ZhiIHL, DE RV YRRRERORDYIZ, £ERY ML (base vector) & %5y
~7 bV (difference vectors) & DEATEMERRER L LTRALTWVWS. KA»LBRIh 1 EK
BEERY bA LRy, BEHDL TV F AGBRENBERNOERES T MV LD, HREED IR
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W, EASERREZMP TN LEVIRLEYTHZ8ICEY, EHRT MRELL, BHZ b e
LTEALNABRTIZBITDRT vy TRFEBNOCREENZDTHS.

DE 2 128> » DX ASRE SN TR Y, DE/best/1/bin % DE/rand/1/exp 72 &2 & < M bR T
5. Zhbid, DE/base/num/cross LWV I RETREAIND. “base” 13EHEERRY M LR IBORIR
FEEEBETS. MiiE, DE/rand/num/cross iZEARY M DOEDOREREANL T ¥ ATRIRL,
DE/best/num/cross i3BHADHREELBIRT 5. “‘num” I3EERRS MEERIEDDHDOESHSRT ML
DEEEBETD. “cross” X FEERTHDIERT IR GELEET S. #lxif, DE/base/num/bin
IX—EDOREE TRIE T 222 M3 5 %X (binomial crossover) # V>, DE/base/num/exp X, HE¥BAMKMIC
VAT IRMETRET LM 53X (exponential crossover) AV 5.

DE Tit, REZEMRICT v ¥ AICMBEELER L, MEFAL®RT 5. FEKIIRERZ bvicH
IBL, nBOREEELRETF & LTHO. FHARBWVT, 2TOAKLRE LOBIRT S, £#8ICxL
T, ROL I RAB}MTOIS. BE, R LTRRSWCBEERS EAERLLEVIRERS 142 num
BOBELBRTD. BYAOBEREERSI ML LRY, BY OBEMPERRZ FAERD. BHRY
k/ViZ F(scaling factor) 23 RB EEERI brizmMibh?d. EOKRBONERT PALRMEEXL,
CR(crossover factor) I L VBESH MR TROREFEI M OERTRRTSZ LiIZLY, FoOX
7 bV (trial vector) BRERENS. BRI, £FHERRE LT, 7R8IV LRIThIT, 827 CR#®RTS.

AR TIE, 2O % 1 (num =1) & L7 DE/rand/1/exp 2V 5.

8.2 ¢H#M DE O7ATYXL
¢ HI# DE/rand/1/exp DT A2 Y XAXUTFO L > ICRRBTX 5 [22, 23].

Step0 MHHEL. BRZM S Mic, MMBEET L ¥ Aic N BHERL, HHME PO) = {,i =
1,2,---,N} 2MRT5. £F, £ LMK (0) 2525

Stepl M THIE. HARKMBARRY Trax XA & &, RIFERT TS,

Step2 ZAKXR. A& ITHLT, 3B zrl, a2, 2" 2 2 BIVBEWTERLARVWE ST ¥
LITRIRT 5. ﬁbb"\"? MV BEERSRT bV 2P BLREFRT bV gP? —P3 BHUTO L
SIWTERTS.

z' = zP! + F(aF? — zF) 9)
ZZT, FRAF—VYIT7 7 2 ThHS.

Step8 ZX. X7 vz’ B LR, FX7 Mgt 2£RTS. BXK 7 2LTORRE [1,n)
REFUHATRRT D, FRIM 2t O j BAOERE 2' O jBEROER»LRAKTS. £
NUBRDORITIE, BXNTA—F CRICE > THREBRKMNIIRPTIMET, o OBRM»OMKT

5. BYOMSIE, B ORKTS. RIFOLHETIL, Step2 & Step3 iT—F L T H DB TH
ABans.

Stepd LEFEBIR. F27 P ad™ 2T 5. 20V B2 bz 1Y LRITHEFRZ bARE
FEL2Y, BEF7 PVTRRTS.

Stepd ¢ LV ORMIE. ¢ LRAKIBBAK (1) ICL 2T, ¢ VRIVEEHT S,
Step68 Stepl IZFR 5.
UTicila— FEFRT.

eDE/rand/1/exp()

{

P(0)=Generate N individuals {z‘} randomly;
e=e(0);
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for(t=1; t < Traz; t++) {
for(i=1; ¢ < NV; i++) {
(p1,p2,p3)=select randomly from [1,N]
8.t. p1, p2, ps, ¢ BE|TRRD;
z"*V=g' € P(t - 1);
Jj=select randomly from [1,n];
k=1;
do { .
z;uw.z.;l *F(:L';” — $?8);
J=(j + 1)%n;
k++;
} vhile(k <mn &k u(0,1) < CR);
IE((f(=™"), p(2™*™)) <o (f(), (=)
2=V,
else
Zingt;
} .
P(t)={z*, i=1,2,---,N}
e=e(t);
}
}
TIT, e(t) ke LARBIETS  LAABIMBEK, FIXRY—) X772 8, CRIZZEX/NFA—S, u(0,1) X
EM [0,1] O—ELBERRKTHS.

3.3 cLRILOME

AR TIX, S0 ESTRECAEICN LT, RO X D 2MB5EE2BRATS. ¢ LA 2MBT5
BRICIE, TDOV_AUTORERRIIHIBESENDILOT LRS00 ZTHPEE, 0iTotthY
HIBREOMBLEITI) ZLHNAELY. £ T, N (0) ZHRIMEAOHARBE DRV KD L
20%EHOBEDORMBRE L L, BAHAKT O 80%LARRIIMIZO L7425, UTDX 5ttt D%
REMIT L SHEERRTS.

€(0) = ¢(») | (10)
_ 0@~ £)?, 0<t<T,
et) = { 0 (> T,

L, zo IXHARBEEN EAr 20%%E B D& (6 = 0.2N), T, i3BKEARKD 80% AR (T = 0.8Tmax)
L, REROEREK cp LB S5 & T5.

4 eDE Iz & 3#i#t =881t

ABRTIL, IR (10, 24] Z1L o L+ BMONPOBETERY LiF HRTVS 13 HOBMH & MR
WLMBEERY £if, cDE iz & 0 A5 iR E 00 [24) 12 & SRR & BT 5.

4.1 FAMMELEEMES

13 EOMMIT & FEMRE R (LRI g01~g13 DA, g02, g03, g08, g12 iXMK{LMMETHY, EoMitE
MERIETH 5. g03, g05, gll, g13 REXEHELILMETHS. £/, gl2 i3 0.25 0 9 @OAE
HMBURL o, FER2HNSIE L OMBETH S [25].
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# 1 CHMEOHEM £ RT [11, 26). FRHBEICSOWT, REEHKOEK (n), BHBEEKOEX, BEALEX
B (L), FERBERSERHK (ND), REEXHMN (LE), HEREE K (NE) 03, HHX0MER0 L2
SEDEMOMK (active) ZR L. Fe, BXLMEL ERE (1) TRLE. ’

#£ 1. 7 A MEEOHR

fI n| Form of f [LI NI LE NE]active
g01]13| quadratic [9 0 0 0 6
1 g02(20| nonlinear |1 1 0 O 1
1 g03|10|polynomial{ 0 0 0 1 1
g04| 5| quadratic |0 6 0 O 2
g05| 4| cubic 2 0 0 3 3
g06| 2 cubic 6 2 0 O 2
g07|10| quadratic |3 5 0 0 6
1 g08| 2| nonlinear |0 2 0 O 0
g09| 7|polynomial| 0 4 0 O 2
glo| 8] linear 3 3 0 0 6
gll} 2| quadratic |0 0 0 1 1
+ gl2| 3| quadratic |0 9° 0 O 0
_g13]| 5| nonlinear {0 0 1 2 3

e FIRIEICBET A5 A—#iF, ROXIITRETS. HHORKEX, X@) BV Tp=1LT5HM
MERAVD. e LRVIZOWTIE, $RAMESERVRETIR(t) =0 KEETS. FXMAL LM
BBz oW TRR(10) 12k Y e VARAAVEMBIT S, XL, X¥ROFKcp=5L$5. DEIBT S5
A—Hix, ROLIIZRETS. TRTOMBEIINLT, BEBRR)EN =40, 25—V IT777%
F=07%XECR=09 &Lk, BRI i, g12 2R TXTOMRMEIZH LT Thax = 4,999
EL, g2 T Tax =499 & L. LeR-T, BRBROBRKFMEEIR (Thax + 1) x N i1, gl2 UAD
BT X 200,000 [ (g12 TiX, 20,000 ) &725. AHRTIE, 20X 5 2KRITE 30 BHIT- .

4.2 REER

13 MMOMBIZSVWT, +ARMHT—FBRENTHY, TOMOFEL LKL TREZERERL
T\WAH% L LT, Runarsson and Yao ® Stochastic Ranking(SR) 3 [10], Mezura-Montes and Coello
@ Simple Multimembered Evolution Sturategy(SMES) ¥ [11], %%, BRHADRREREH TS o WM
Simplex(a Simplex) # [24] 3% 3. Z ZTil, ¢DE & SR B & W a Simplex & OB ZIT> 7.

SRIZBWTIE, B&EK N = 200 & L, gl2 R BB OV TRREARE Thax = 1749 £ T, M
B g12 IR Trax = 174 T, 30 BORITEToTWVS. 07y BRBKORKFMEEEIT,
N % (Tunax + 1) = 200 x 1750 = 350,000 [& (g12 iF 200 x 175 = 35,000 ) & 725. ¥7=, HXMMIIS
KDFETRERENTVWAK (11) TESVWTRML, AEXA0ICRERLAMBICHTI/RERLT
Wwa.

(hj(x)| < 8, 6 > 0, (11)

7oL, § =10"% & L7. o Simplex IZBV T, gl12 %k < MIEIZ SV T B #9BA%% OB KFHAREISITHN
290, 000 ~ 330,000 [E, g12 &2V Tid# 30,000 EITH Y, 30 BIORITEIT>TWVWS. 23, eDE Ti3,
B2 EHOMETRTIZH L TRL e LAV OH#AZIT o, ¢DE B LW a Simplex TiX, #FHED
&9 CEREERSHM IR T A LEIX2S, T EMBEZHEBRIMS LN TES. Ly, fill
FRBLEESS 1074 LV ARV ASVWREMROELIMERRTES. L, ZI T, XWR[24] LHE&T S
eI, (1) ZBNTF=10"* & LT, BMENHMOFEMEL LEFRERLTVS.

% 2 L% 3iZeDE, SR, a Simplex TH L= FRfl & REHAEL R L.



# 2: eDE, SR, o Simplex O ¥IYED Lk

f| optimal eDE SR aSimplex
g01 -15.00 -15.000 -15.000 -15.000
1g02| 0.803619 | 0.803613  0.781975  0.784187
1g03 1.00 1.001 1.000 1.001
g04 | -30665.539 | -30665.539 -30665.539 -30665.539
g05| 5126.498 | 5126.497 5128.881 5126.497
g06 | -6961.814 | -6961.814 -6875.940 -6961.814
g07 24.306 24.306 24.374 24.306
1tg08 | 0.095825 | 0.095825  0.095825  0.095825
g09 680.630 | 680.630  680.656 680.630
gl0| 7049.248 | 7049.248  7559.192 7049.248
gll 0.750 0.750 0.750 0.750
+g12| 1.000000 | 1.000000 1.000000 1.000000
gl3 | 0.053950 | 0.053942 0.067543 0.066770

# 3: ¢DE, SR, aSimplex OHM{F D L8k

f| eDE SR aSimplex
g01 0 0 6.4e06
1g02 | 5.6e-06 2.0e-02  1.3e-02
1803 | 6.5e-09 1.9¢-04 8.5e-14
g04 0 20e05 42ell
g05 0 35  3.5ell
g06 0 1.6e+02 1.3e-10
g07 { 4.3e-09 6.6e-02 1.3e-04
1808 0 2.6e-17 3.8¢-13
g09 0 3.4e02 2.9e-10
g10 0 5.3e+02  4.7e-06
gll 0 80e05 49e16
1g12 0 0 3910
gl3 0 3.1e-02 6.9e-02

97

g01, g04, g06, g08, gi1 & g12 IZx L TiX, T RTHOFE 30 BIDLRITT, HEMERRLTND.
EHEIZOVWTHE, eDE 28 g02 & g13 I L THOTRTOFELVENTEY, go3, gos, go7, go09,
glo I L Tik, SR L VBTV 5. REMLRTHEMEEIZOVTIE, go3 ZR TRTOMEIZI
TeDE BOFHEL VBTV 3.

eDE i, g02 %M < T _TORMMIIH LT, WD RWIHMEERRT, EHHICENILDH 5VIXRIED
MERBRTETWS. Lo T, EHMIZIY, eDE BUOFHEICLERTIVENERRERERFD, &
ELEEBETNVTY XATHBZ LERENTE.

5 SbYIC

DE i, LMD 15 THY, HIKNR LRBLREIC T 2 CHRM»OFR2B#ELTNVTY X
AL LTHLRTWS., AR TIE, DEICc HIf0ELEA LHf & B#i{t 713 Y X5 THSeDE
ERELE. 351, MENBELLNERCERREAHMOOHIMELMEL 2DHIZ, FAHOLEFREX
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BRI RFIT 20 TR, SXBPOORMEFE T M2 FEARE L. ¢DEIX, 13@0D7 X M
AR EECHM LN TEBI LR L. &5617, HMM X RlLMBEICH L THYVERERT
Stochastic Ranking 3 X U a Simplex 5L LEBT B Z L2 Lo T, eDE 2, #OFHEL W RO TEE
BB 7ATY XL TCHBEZ L ERLE.

L&, TAFVXARGA—FOBREBIZETIRMEITD. Th, SEOREEHSHORERFOE
B2k 4 2 FREIC M LCeDE 2 AL TWE LWL E LTV A,

W

ZOMRO—EIT, HEAZWRRSFEHERMBIE MR (c) (No. 17510139, 16500083) Di®BHD
b & TiThhi.

wa
4 4 13
g01: minimize f(z) = 52::::. - 52:52 - Ez,,

i=1 =1 =5
subject to g1(x) =23 + 222 + 10 + 211 — 10< 0, go(x) = 2.’121 + 223 + x10 + 212 — 10 < 0,
93(®) = 223 + 223 + 11 + 212 — 10, <0, gy4(x) = —8z; + 219 <0,
g5(x) = —8z2 + 711 <0, g¢(x) = —8z3 + 213 <0, gr(x) = —2x4 — T5 + 210 < O,
g8(z) = —2z¢ — 27 + 211 <0, go(x) = —228 — 29 + 712 <0,
0<z;<1(t=1,---,9),0<2;,<100(: =10,11,12), 0< 713 <1

R#EMz=(1,1111111,1,3,3, 3, 1), Bl f(z*)=-15.

=1
subject to g () = 0.75 — 1'[ £ <0, go(x) = 2 z; —7.5n <0,
=1 =1

0<;<10(i=1,---,n), n=20
RlIIRS. EaoKRME f(z) = 0.803619 [10).

g02: maximize f(z) = (

g038: maximize f(x)= (vn)" flzi,

=1

subject to hl(a:)=z:c?—l=0, 0<z;<1(¢t=1,--,n), n=10

=1

REM = —(@{=1,---,n), Bl f(z*)=1.
f
g04: minimize f(z) = 5.3578547z% + 0.8356891z;z5 + 37.293239z; — 40792.141,

subject to g () = 85.334407 + 0.0056858z2x5 + 0.0006262x,z4 — 0.0022053z32592 < 0,
ga2(x) = —85.334407 — 0.0056858z2x5 — 0.0006262z; x4 + 0.0022053z325 < 0,
gs(x) = 80.51249 + 0.0071317z275 + 0.0029955z; 2 + 0.0021813z3x3 — 110 < 0,
g4(x) = —80.51249 — 0.0071317z235 — 0.0029955z; 2 — 0.0021813z373 + 90 < 0,
gs5(x) = 9.300961 + 0.0047026z3z5 + 0.0012547x, 3 + 0.0019085z3x4 — 25 < 0,
ge(x) = —9.300961 — 0.0047026x3z5s — 0.0012547z; 3 — 0.0019085z324 + 20 < 0,
78 <z <102, 33< ;<45 27<z; <45(i =3,4,5)

Rl =* = (78, 33, 29.995256025682, 45, 36.775812905788), MMM f(=*) = —30665.539.
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g05: minimize f(x) = 3z, + 0.00000123 + 2z, + %922-:53,

subject to g,(z) =23~ 24 -0.55<0, g(x) = —23+ 24— 0.55<0,
hs(x) = 1000sin(—z3 — 0.25) + 1000sin(—z4 — 0.25) + 894.8 — z; = 0,
hs(z) = 1000sin(z; — 0.25) + 1000sin(z3 — x4 — 0.25) + 894.8 — x5 = 0,
hs(x) = 1000sin(z4 — 0.25) + 1000sin(z4 — 3 — 0.25) + 1294.8 = 0,
0<z; <1200(i =1,2), —0.55< z; < 0.55( = 3,4)

BB RS, BAORRMER f(x) = 5126.4981.

g06: minimize f(z) = (z; — 10)3 + (z; — 20)3,
subject to g1(x) = —(z1 — 5)% — (x5 — 5)2 + 100 < 0,
g2(x) = (21 — 6)* + (z2 — 5)* - 82.81 < 0,
13<z; <100, 0< z; <100 _
BEM =+ = (14.095, 0.84296), H#ifl f(x*) = —6961.81388.

g07: minimize f(x)= z? + 2} + 7172 — 142, ~ 1673 + (T3 — 10)? + 4(24 — 5)% + (25 — 3)2
+2(ze — 1)2 + 522 + 7(zs — 11)2 + 2(zo — 10)2 + (210 — 7)? + 45,
subject to g (x) = —105 + 4z; + 5z2 — 327 + 9zs < 0, go(x) = 10z; — 822 — 1727 + 223 < 0,
93(12) = —8z; + 223 + by — 2210 — 12 < 0,
g4(x) = 3(z1 — 2)% + 4(z2 — 3)% + 273 — Tz4 — 120 < 0,
g5(z) = 5z% + 8z2 + (3 — 6)2 — 2z, — 40 <0,
gs(x) = 23 + 2(x2 — 2)% — 22172 + 1425 — 624 < O,
g7(2) = 0.5(z, — 8)% + 2(z3 — 4)% + 322 — 26 — 30 < 0,
gs(x) = —3z1 + 622 + 12(xy — 8)% — Tz19 < O,
~10<2; <10(i =1,---,10)
BEMR * = (2.171996, 2.63683, 8.773926, 5.095984, 0.9906548, 1.430574, 1.321644, 9.828726,
8.280092, 8.375927), MMM f(x*) = 24.306209.

sin®(27z1 ) sin(2nz;)

z3 (21 + z2)
subject to gy (2) =22 —22+1<0, go(T)=1—-7; + (22 -4)2<0,0< 2, <10(i = 1,2)
WM z* = (1.2279713, 4.2453733), MWK f(z*) = 0.095825.

g08: maximize f(z) =

I

g09: minimize f(x) = (z; — 10)? + 5(z2 — 12)% + 2§ + 3(z4 — 11) + 102§ + 722 + 74 — dzezr
—10z¢ — 827,

subject to g(z) = —127 + 222 + 324 + 73 + 422 + 525 <0,
g2(x) = —282 + Tz; + 32 + 1023 + 24 — 25 < 0,
g3(z) = —196 + 23z, + 3 + 623 — 827 < 0,
94(z) = 4z} + 23 — 37125 + 222 + 526 — 1127 <0,
~10<2;<10(G=1,---,7)

‘ Rl * = (2.330499, 1.951372, —0.4775414, 4.365726, —0.6244870, 1.038131, 1.594227),
WA f(z*) = 680.6300573.

g10: minimize f(z) =z, + 22 + =3,
subject to g1(x) = —1 + 0.0025(z4 + z6) <0, g2(x) = —1 + 0.0025(z5 + 27 — z4) < 0,
93(x) = -1+ 0.01(zs — z5) < 0,
g4(x) = —zy 26 + 833.332522 + 1002; — 83333.333 < 0,
gs(®) = —zox7 + 125025 + z214 — 125024 < 0,
ye(z) = ~z3zg + 1250000 + z3z5 — 2500z5 < 0, .
100 < z; £10000, 1000 < z; <10000(i =2, 3), 10< z; <1000(i = 4,--+,8)
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ROAMERRE. EMORRIEI f(x) = 7049.3307.

gll: minimize f(z)=z? + (z2 — 1)?,
subject to h(z) =22 ~22 =0, ~-1<z; <1(i =1,2)

3 L J— _1_ _1_ 3 *) =
lAR o —(iﬁ,z), BoMfE f(x*) = 0.75.

5100 = (21 2 52 = (@2 = 5) ~ (z5 - )%}
subject to g(x) = (z1 —~ p)? + (2 — @)% + (x3 — r)? — 0.0625 < 0,
0<e; < 10(1' = 1)2s3)9 »qr=12---,9

SRR = = (5, 5, 5), Bl f(z*) = 1.

gl2: maximize f(x)=

gl3: minimize f(z) = e®1%273%4%5,
_subject to hy(x) =z} + 2%+ 2% + 23+ 22 — 10 =0, he(x) = z223 — 52425 = 0,
hs(x) =z} +23+1=0, -23<7;<23(i=1,2), -3.2< 7; <3.2(i = 3,4,5)
BolAR z* = (—1.717143, 1.595709, 1.827247, —0.7636413, —0.763645), BB f(c*) = 0.0539498.
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