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Abstract

It is known that a unified phase I-phase II semi-infinite optimization algorithm with a
steering parameter performs better than the original unified phase I-phase II algorithm. In this
paper. the effect of the steering parameter is analized and a new algorithm is presented based
on the facts that when the point x is far away from the feasible region, reaching to the feasible
region is more important than minimizing the cost function and that when the point x is near
the region. it is more efficient to try to reach the feasible region and to minimize the cost
function concurrently. It is also important to consider the relationship between the feasible
direction and the gradient of the cost function. Even though changing the steering parameter
does not change the rate of convergence of the algorithm. it is shown from examples that given
new algorithm is more efficient than the previous ones.

[. M8
*EEE, LS BT L
(Dept. of Elec. Eng.. Hongik Univ.) Azmele] Aol 91 FAF ] glejA] Fo4A A
¥ B EPe 939 Enkshaw 7n] 28l Aoy FH7)719] 913, ¥ m& state?] @kl
2jgk A=el FHE HHel 7S 87 o]EY wWEE
W2 HT 19944 2A 18 o] o glolahe Wz 7|8 873 AL

(1280)



28 I ES TRt

gh oleldt Aol ¥ HAd o|EE Haelel
dste Aeldde Fath & AlogiEe oe

o] 3l (i Hdshslzxl s EHEe
f'(x)ek 918, 24 EE‘; state @59

FolAl= Aok ¢i(x). = S H A ] A

E s7dsto] dofxie} 7
min__ { fHOly' (1) <0, j=1- m) (1)

(el A Aoz 0] yli=max , ¢’ (x.3)s0.Y,eR". 2]
Hefolm Aghs ¢ A= mAE gHgEe] )
o1} Aekskrs vE x © RUdlA bl e
e S o] Fo1x] gled o]& Semi-infinite 23}
EAE) gl

HAE FE 7kt Askeke] Z7be)

o] 4
of (2] ARAE Fe Azhel Fohe ol 75
1

o
atA =lef Alefaio sli= AR AL om
wlo] olg¥la ek Y (1] Al gl g
o] 1 L]'OP;—’” Foiz] 4.”0&5— -)E—E] T tsL':Eo] ‘—,]

¥ 7R Sl whel AREe
(9] =3 $AlE LE G457 A0 ErPssle)
sl ol slo] b slEdel el

ok, 19605 el 197068 Zxbell A (1)2] 319
it BEH R P glshel we abaelze] A

sledond 19108 e nck ek e
A3 Aol R kel EE Aseler
WO E deprie wEelt el <ol 13t

feasible regionelzl st o] #jtel] EAls}iz vl

L

i

Bl Fate 7S 1uhle) shm. of7)x] o wlgle
Z7|AR o] Aedlel4] ]ZJEHd Tehs AL 2w
eb b Eolel Alef®l (1)) siH wWye i

feasible direction ©|2t Ho“\§°] =] ele] 15t
Aol M= (1)9] AE HEAlA feasible regionel
,,3}, “"H'é °‘—4i xd 3lo] ovtAl wiwle A agl
2pANE]) A ofge 3t
. 5 bellA] WlE] z= (x| x,..).
ER". x, €RE #Ho¥ P otk ket l
A& FAE vt o] Aelgic)
min egel X If(x0)x%,,<0. 1. -~ m} (2
oAl E A sl 2 2= 999 x,
&Rl WHe}ed x,., ) max; (x4 X, .2 s}
o] z, = (X, Xpio)2 AP} 229 zell A (2)
2] BE AlekzrAe] BrEE g (oA A& Q3
ot 101 25tA] AT Agsial =l olwidk =t

1-2 & A3 daeE DY

HE Eslo] doizl (x' x,,)e] (2)9 FHAso|A
X,=min, max; f(x)=max,; P(x)& &g},

% (1D#] feasible region®l F43jte] opw (&
max, ¢(x)<0& 7‘3}—5 WE] xeR"] Zzshd)
Xy <0 0]z WE B (DA Folzl nE Aok
F718 BEIA mlo] oS 2w daelZe 27)
HE] 2 ARS3 gl ojub e whale k' o] (1)
°J A ollA] wl-g- He] Hojxd gle] mjAgAUYF
lcl= 710]t} o} E«]B‘]— c‘l-zd & 519}3}740] _*r’]_é‘l-I‘E] 1-
LA o] dkmuEl el mAH =YW
B A7t ®ol 383 A717e] 2AHpE 7
H3k5] 1-2 ghA) o] ol
~I"_— T 28l 2719 Eatbsl 1-2 g A3

3 2w rE A7l dae] el oigk ol &
%\5 %L {-j: g [5]9} [Rlell A% ] 7heks] Algais] e

el Hwge] gro] wlgh) okma)Zel vz
e 5’%“*" CP“LMW FABle] olo wpE B2 Udw
i } ol A= ofe] AAE Esle] A=
2~Eakgl . A A ARg gl

e} ye] Zo| a1

,r‘_{),[OyO

I. ol2X uiH

B wellA] aeEle ubyeke] AlbzAs Ze
23l A %mrmfmlto constrained optimi-

zation problem)i= vbg-3} 7}
min _ {f"() 1y (1) <0, ieM}) (3)

of 7lell ] ()2 A&ul Rty §Fpola,

(o]
M={1l.-" - m} ¢x=max ,cy, ¢'(x.
)

y).JEM & Helg 2w glen ¢ )& A%
“l“ﬂ** grolx Ye[a,. b, ]JCR& compact % &

2 7P}, g7kA] 35t Alske vl gi. y)
°] BT yEY, JEMel dished °4*‘”]H7F‘°lzl“
¢ ) e nEE o)zl Mo}k o]u ol (3)L (1)
2rb oo Hakek #HAHs) AR Rk g ¢
{x}) = max wov. ¢'(x . y = sy 2E y &

Yool ehaia] ¢%x .y = f"(x)el® (3)9] f'(x)

= ¢UE viehdg Qo) W) haEkEs °| aod
BE x o dgled AekgtEe Jl‘ﬂ Y d(x) =
max ; y ¢ (x)2 Jogc} FHA3 FA4 ( )% gl
] i) AdrAcw Za 9Jrd 2t 5= T
g g FHoigkel max v, ¢i(x . y)E e

Hel olT wA@el Aeteqelsh dech
Polak([5])ell 2]sled A Axl (3)2] #AE HAsh=
1-2 9| ehael e et et

(=2

(1281)



19944 95 EF TSR

el [0
Ha o xR as(0.1). f=(0.1)
A 0 =0 & g}

oA 10 A3 @4 (optimality function)®] gk 6,

= 0(x;)9} 2a3utek (search direction)
Bl h; = h(x)& F&}.
oA 20 "2k ¢(x)> 0 o)

A, =max {B'lkeN, yix,)s B ab) (4)
UJ-O__}: ¢(X,)£ 0 O]D‘i

A, =max{B*lk e N, y’(x, + B*h) (5)
-y’ <B'ab,, yix, +B%)<0)

A 3 xy = x tA hE ALY i+ 1818
g Al 12 b},

#HA st g4 0(x)9} 2898} hix)E 5o 9y
< [BlelA FoiA ik dmelF [9] A2« ek
%7} feasible region <kl glod 4 (4)E o] &3
15HA] 23 & wkek x 7} o] 2|9 ghell ghod 4] (5)

o] 83} oxtA| g AlA It Tl Uy
9} whze 1Ae] A= (F A (4)elA) =
g8 A mEaiA] 7] w1k e
ARgdd Hx3he] glol Friatse ok AHolr)
oleigh sb & walste] (3)9 HAF FAE A&7
o7 E7] #3le] ofjw x,&R" o hd para-
metrized functiong c}-&3} o] Aejghc} *

2 aN o

F, (x)=max{y"(x)— ¢"(x,) - vy, (x,) (6)
V(X)) -y, (x), ieM}

e37jell A ¢ (x) =max {0. ¢(x)} ol =AWy

dHrt & oFe] Aol uFEd [16]e04 cf
e g HHER (optimality condition)$ %+
3lodct.

2] 2.1 x*& (3)2 local minimizer 231 7
H3lx dF,. (x*: h)E x*ollA we he) w3k
F .. (- )% directional derivative 2t3 3t %2
h&Rl 93ty dF,.(x*: h)>0 o] &% o
Al mebw LR (x*) o] F.. ()2 generalized
gradient 4wl 0€ »F.. (x )& wrE3lc} of7)o4]
> $(x)7F $(x)2] generalized gradient o
oF.(x)e the3t zo] A9 ghv},

afy

o

rln

d F(x)= e {dy(x)ljelx)} (7

(1282)

BOE3s BE I %

o7l X » PPlx) = vf(x), “co’ ¥ convex hulle
218}

1(x), w(x)>0
J(x) =< I(x)w{0}, y(x)=0
{0}, w(x)<0

23 1(x) = {JEMI| #(x) = ¢(x)}oict,
dielge] WEE Hsted F(x) ol A3 dAB2a
AkA] (linear first order convex approximation)

£ thaat 2ol Aeljhct

F(x)=max{¥!(x) - y'(2) - . (2), (8)
V() -y, (2), jeM)

(8)ellA] i (x) . 1=0, m,& zolA ¢(x)e ZAAZE
che3} 7o) el

glxy=max _, ¢(zy) +<V, ¢/(zy) (9
(x—2)>+ (1/ 2)llx — 2P

olF olgstol HAsh ¥+ 009k AR Wl h
(x)& o5 2ol A3},

O(x)=min _ , F(x+h), (10)
& F(x+h)

h(x)=arg min ne
He2} Polak&® (10)-& o83t ohgs} e 77
H 2A WeE e B8 1-2 WA g8 o] 8
ok we] &g Al A skt
aaeE [
W xRV >0, es(0.1).
A 001 =0 & gl
oA 1: 23 F4 (optimality function)®l 3t
6 =0(x,) 2} zl88ulsF (search direction)
WE] h; = hix)E (1008 o] &3le] 73},
oA 20 2El=17] (stepsize) A the} 2ol
Ralid=

A, =max(B* L ke N,F ,(x, +Bh)<B*a 8} (11)

A 3 % = x+tAh 2 AT i+ 1& 1 2
5 A 12 7ot
daelE |7 dwE 19 7 & ole dm
2lF 9 MR Fe) dxelF [oxe =5 53
el 2= Qo 15944 o] gleiHivhs Aol
o, o]l WEhe dme|Es TUast XA Zaoady
g golstAl Rk objzl B el slof Al




20 Fhae) EAHSE 2 43

AHAZEe] A7} EAE ugdoh FuEd [8lelA o
29 AxE dF3isict

A 2.1 @F Q- ), JEM, = {(0HUM, el ¢t}
e-& whEFcha 7H g

() ed® 0(c{(1(C{o 7 BE x, zER",

e Y. JEMell o 3}
Azl <€ <z, (2 lq)f(x,yj)/a x2)z> < Azl
& WEIL
(b) Feasible region °ll4] ¥¥&] (boundary)%
w28 {x[¢(x) 0} o] Z3e] o,
Z (39 A7} EAlgt.

719 219 (e EE¥T - ). vy € Y, ]
eM, = {0}UM. 7} convex& 7Fdgc}. 1ejv}
Alal 47} convex?F ol local minimizer
24 convex oW I 3F skl = olefe] B
= Helg &g (b)Y 7S dmElE HelA
local minimizerd #FA|Fen daelFe] Erie
g wAghel. g (a)9} (bl ¢]3le] feasible
region 8tell local minimizer 7} ¢1-& 7H54-& uf
A ghc},

el 2.2: 7} 2.10] k&R 3 x* 7} (3)°] #¥
g st sHdEa 2d (a) dazElE 16 93
o] doA £ gle BE M xo B il & "2
A2}

(b) {xhly 3 LuelE Mol olste] dofzl el
zjolztm 74 skab. zeld Fo AW es
(0,1) ol H3ted p>0 o] A5l T}-3-& ubEgch

(1) =k 2E >0 o disle] ¢(x) °lz xEB(
x*, )& &Ik d(x, )< S (e)d(x)e] AEieh

(ii) qref ofw j;>00] A3l BE 12§l s}t
o ¢(x) <003 x,EB (x* pold (k) - Fix.)
< 8,(e) [#(x) - F(xN]E &3t

o7l B (x. p)& x5 UHOE 2| Fe] el
32 & (open ball)E Sjvigtch. =3t

8,(e) = max(0,1 —eyp’a B ¢/ C)e(0,1).

S =1-ep'aP c/Ce) 22 B #
A o o) & WEsled ¢ E oled 2
Ag v Zsbe F<5wE (multiplier vector) ¢ R
WAt o o] HAAZ A= (0. 1] Akl
A4S

(c) {x)7, & dxelE 1Id 93le] Aozl Helg
o zelolebw 7pAskAb vk y>C/'a B oyold
p>0 o] Eadte E B ( x*, o) o 3l ¢
(X)) < 08 9hEgo),

AHa] 2.2 (a)lld dwelE [9 AFAHS F
sl (b)e ]9 AHTA E(convergence rate)ol

J

1-2 &4 AA3 dnelE w3as

S

M. =&degiso d& I L1z

ofA

o] AL dwEE & Fv AgHow ng
5}7] ¢lste] AWM yo G disle] oolry
olg #AR ARe dnEFe A 4. =
Ay ge] gro] w)§ F A9} Mg A9 dFgE
t}-&-3} zro] Absiict

Ae 10 AW gho] sl$ A3 | A x; ol
A BE AokzAe] wEEe AL F EE Q=1 .

om ool tiEe Fx)< 0. o] Aol dix)< 0
olm @ ¢(x,) = 0 7} "t zald B 1-2 @A
g4 (6)v F,(x) x4 x). ¢x). 71, . m)
o] Fx dmE]EIe (10). (11l 2jsle] HeiA
NEe A x o dHE Fix) - Flx) < Aa <0,
P(x. )< Aa 0<08 HEFT & o] A AR
& A x, & dxelE 19 294 3A-E o] g3t T+
g Az FdslA ®o}

A4e 20 2AMP gho] wi¢ A ofH H x
A AkEA P(x)<0 o] WERF W& AL F o
W Mol talAd Px)<0. o] ASolle dx) = ¢
(x)=#(x)>0 o] =} y7t o9 & 2 olu=
wW.(x) & 2 kel o2 olrd, I F, (x) =0 °]
D2 RE xeR(x, e)oll thdte] F,(x) = max; y (¢
(x)- $.(x)tel €>0 o] EAFE o E EMe
sl A ¢ix)e] xeoll Dsted QAgre]r] wFolr}, 37)
o4l e g2 wi¢ & o] " o= (10)ell 2
sled & RAWEF hix) 9 wheke 24 gz
S EA]7)7) 9% whake] v} oA wEk (10).
(11)e) 28te] Pdojz|E W22 -2 §(x)7F dEr}
oA T Fohd FAIS Flx) ok FaskA gl
o8] E [9] 194 Al st

25 30 AW gho] el Fgka oW A x;
o o] ZHSel= ¢
(x;) olE2 FAHHL y= o}fal <fdke] giAl =o

g Arg dA o
] el 71gba oHA x

"
5
N

A | wEEA) ke A% o
Aol et ofwl {eMel Hste $ix)>0 o] v
% @ ool olul f19] A% 25h ke Aste o
Al S ok Plx,) gkl M =AW el paud
= gle] A% 204 Folal o] ol WF FEFE

el (10)ellA Foixl lagubal We] hix)E 7o

(1283)



1994% 98 ETTHEHLE £314% Bl H 9% 31

Aekz7 #ar ohzl EAFES )= A st
ot F dyzlE [dMe A9 2E Ao
S PF3h= Agez A x F Bl &% o]
& Wolulx] 9 Weke 2 HAFFE 7FAaAlT)

& 10), (11)ellA s3efx]

(
HEo] e Aokrs whEEA] ¢rowA £3

7V = A el

el AFE AL 1,214 H5o] ¥ gol & 7
Lol o) | F otue|E 7} AL Bl
B ()L, 2 A4Sl =3 A9 3448 WS
o zko] 2w 7] WlE) x,ellA ¢.(x) >00]9 F o
P EE obF vk e (v)n, & AbEsH "ok
o]9} & Algle] u|Fo] Bull Folzl X3} A
el e dmelE F
mals glAuk okyelE [ FA W] Ao
wet okvelE | & E=3sla 9l
wee] Adele oty | & vl$ AgHor UE
4 oleh, o) FE A8l Foixl W A
A elEEgleyt nR 2EsE AHSeRs

Ade 23 shA Fabadvh 249
2 Zdi3}r] glete] x B T 2ARF g o
&3 7 EAR WEAA Bep A, x, 7
feasible region o4 =} Qe Afols WS
y & 2 oz Adsle] 753k w2 feasible
region 2.2 ¥3lA gho} nighalsict. o] el A
gPutsl hix,) o wa} 2Hggs °(-)2] ghel 0t
2 glohs o] gl o] el disildE ohE &
ol 4] HebAE AAEriE Aok BA. x 7t
feasible region o <Az F2AMSE 2|3l
Al hix) & 24 o ZA4F5E a3
go] ggdolct AA A=t feasible region ©l
Eo]7} Foll AU ogre aed Havh ¢l
o} kst A (B)ollA] ¢(x)= 00 Hel =AW
gEo] gloix)7] el whAme R A x, oA
(10), (1L ol g3le] Qg 4 x. & ddE o
P x) /P (O G (x) M (x,) 2 kel ZoH (F ¢
(x) kol el 7Fi:3lo] feasible region o ¥
2AE Holw) 2YWHE yE Fo HHFPFo 43
S Zr] 2sbA go| ZgHe|t,

A F7R 2] gy} olo wWE Adud
e dgstalct. el "eA x oA AW
hix)2 Feiga kgt ¢ )2 g 34k 3
s =24 ) @e e E, AARTE
olvbes Mg Ae wejsbx] dshel. daelFe]l &
Holelm feasible region &2 A sHA 3=

Q

4
BN
B
lo
™ o
to
o,

rlo

o

23]

2

)
sy

oft

k>

hix;)e] w3ke] £°C-)9] k& F7eH s whakd
e YWl d=g gl sjof ot sfvkaid
feasible region oA #He] gl&w) o|x|g oz Wz
Zol5o]7] glsle] £3te] rE #Hetel HELE A x.,
& ()9 odake FAstn FEedH T (x;.)
9] ztel f(xy Hrl wi$ Azl o) AEHolA
or7] wiolr)k & WE hix)e VI(x)el o]F&
zvol 90° olAtelm AHHFE hix)i= (- )& F7t
171 whgkolm g y& U 3% oA 3l ()
o] Z718 AEAFI 27te] 907 elstelH h(x)
whako] £U( )& FFAAFIE WEe|BE yE F] A
Asted AFPFE FA2A7E AE FH2E 3
ol 2RSS AHEeE A gEch oAt
7o Apalel| 2Aste] ohe-} & whH-E AlAIRe
S =wle] hix)e Vx)e] olFE 4= 69
cos 8% <h(x). Vix)>/Il h(xp Il IV
(%) || &8 7} o5 ol &3t AW Ft
£y = Ie™ 2 A3}t & I ghellA] cos 6
<O (o] F& 7hol 90° olAh) olh ZAwWe 3T
Zo] ZH g4 ol vF AxA @A stz Tk
cos €>0 (0]F& Zto] 90° o]} ol ZAWSo
#e AAZ EAFFe gx #FAaA7IHA
feasible region 22 W& w2 HIIIEE 3
o} 7)o i olAe] Fadolr g3t vlI7HA
Apdel A8k ¢.(x)9] ghell whel Aulg =AW
£22} it ¢ > 0% 2427} wig] AAE o=
719’] %):01 Pieicg)’igrie( :?‘7\1' "H‘)“ %}\E-%' ﬁ‘l—t‘/]—
7hHe] zAWSE T (6) el geE o
L3t o] Aejgie},

>

Fuy (0 =max(y’(x) - ¢ (x) = 7y, (x) (12)
y'(x) -y (x')ieM}

(12)8 olgaled wstsl dwelEFs ohgt ol A
2]ghet,

daelE I

W4 xR 0T <7< T <o, ape
(0.1). £.6<(0.0.5), c>0.

A 001 =0 & ¥t}

A 1: 23} ¥4 (optimality function) 8¢
(x)2+ A 84uk3k (search direction) HE]
h; = h(x) & (10)& o}83le] g},

oA 2 wE] het VI(x)ol o1FE= 2] cos 6
E PRy, = et R Aot

WA 3 ~"l=37) A 5 o o] 7t

(1284)



39 Jplel 2YuAE 2k B39 12 A48 duele 88

A, = max{B*|F,

.y

(x, +B*h)< B‘ab} (13)

A 4 x, = x;+Ah, B Fegt

A 50wk ¢ (x,,)=0 =& ¢ix)F 0. ¢.(x)
/P(xy) <& ol|. ¢x,) = I, whef
$.(x1) / $(x)<p oIH. I =max{l .
Ii-min{ly I *0.1}. o]9]e] 75l
£, Iy minll,, I'+*0.1)

A 611+ 151 8 Ftx i 12

@A B4 AL EEE 0 Z7)$A A feasible
region 22 Arh} ALY E7HE Vel 7SR
ofx]odel| ¢ AT ¢.(x)2] Ftel %l 7lrke}
Aoz AW ofgko] o] o5 WFAFA|
ofom (e Z5o] Z7]|8|x|d|4] feasible region 7}
Z Ael7b 99% ol EUSdE o It &
A% 0.018 =3} o= 7h whAlolA Alebgkae) gt
o] oj A& F9 245 wele] Faulsr 4A
Al n2dhA| sl Higolt) o]E Wl F Y
olv} g4Ee] 548 welsle] MAsr) whA 5
e I''e) #7he o)z 4Ags o), Bl

i 27 dAgk F 2l 10%.
Zhetal = 2713k 10%4 7Weste 'y Ik
r.2 77 gl =% 23t daeE 19
ehdAd L ohge] Ae| Sl gl fFHr}.

Hel 3.1: (3o HAS FAVF M 2.1 w53}
1w (x), o] ]S Il 2sle] doixl A Eole}
i 7Pkt aEW 2E >0 el dske] ofg-E vt
Zgh}

oln ¢

v (xS v+ 7w, (), (14)
Vo(x,)S v, (x)

(F9) dxelE Mo A 3.4 23] F, 4,
(X)) SFgn(x)& g} aed (12)2] Ao
A Pl )P x)78.(x) <0, Px,)¥(x)-<0. JE
M. o] AEc} (I7]elM (14)9] A= A= =
A3lE). ZE JeEM. o wste Fapt deisElnz
ole] iz F ¢(x) = max,ey Flx, )l w3t
dx.)< dlx) ZF R} w3t 25 ol wsled
¢.(xu) = 00) AHFIEZ max{¢(x,.). 0 <d.(x,.)
o] wr&se] (14)7} 2R},

el 3.2:{x}2, o] dwE]E Il 9oJsted doi=l
Fdgolatw A&z, x*7F o] AE accu-
mulation point 4 §(x*)=0& =w&H3}. & x—
x*daf 8(x*)=00]c}.

(F9) Foi2 AH2E FrHA AR v

ofN

K

gt

A 10 ofd oA dixe) <00 uEEw. e
9. (x0)=0 |22 He] 3.1 (14)e)] &J3le] BE | >
ipell cHaled ¢.(x)=0 o] A=t & ipHA o] Fel
v BE Agzde] ¢EHc e dzeE: 119
dASe 23t BE i = ol et = v el HE
o}, o7lol| 4 FAW S The{x)l, & @A T Aol
2 o5 4z Adgte] d¥o Hy FIRE
o} AE weelld EAlsA "ol ey oy, =
Mini©.... ign Ymax = Maxiv... 72 Aspd 28 |
20 ol NS 0 <y <7 SV <w00] UHHLE
e e [14]9 A3 10 olsped x —xdd
0(x*)o] Fdr}

A% 20 RE i = 00 sbed dix)>0 oduf. A
x, —x* A} $(x)=0 Y& FHs} wee fEsh
7] $18te] x, —x* ) o >0 o] glof ¢(x) ¥
(x")>e & WEFoka 7Hsiab 22 =E 1 =0
ol ko y=2 e 0lm8 2E x&R| dale] of
o8 IR,

Fo (= max{y’(x) - ¥’ (- ¥y, (x),
yix) -y (x).jeM)
<max{y'(x)- y'(x)-T e "¢,
V() -y, (x),je M)

a8 gzE el ofsted Gtz (k0] x; —x*

ot < 7 min,F, - (x)=0 & 2jvigkc}, o
b min Fye (%) SFe - (x)=021d] a2kl ofWd y&
R o W3t minF,. - (x)= Fe +(x)<0 o] x* ol
A erzelE 1112 wHA3ell ofste] A2 H x & 4
Z3e2 x;» x* A 7] dFeltd. wEky
min,F.,(x)=0 ald] o]&= x* &4 & #E xol
A ogx)4(x*) = 0 & ouigkg, iy o) 1A
2.19] (b)llA {xER"[¢(x)<0to] FA 7o) ohie}
= AR el el ko x* dd $(x*)=0S
hEafjo) gl

e Auke ofd j, = 0o] Edte] ZE 12 joll
fste] A5 ¢ (x, ) M.(x,) <6 & BEIFE 97
g}, | 2S5 RE 12 oty
el v 5 ZA "ol ol E olg3te] F- 28
chg3f o] Fwdich A ReS f-x317] fsiA
x> x* oo 0(x*)+0 gk PR e §2
Folm2 ([5]9] Proposition 5.42} 5.5 #3x) 6
(x*)=0<02 vebd4 ok, zeid AuFed(14]9]
Proposition 2.33 6( )9} A&l 2jste] ofw
>0, i, > 17} ZA3ke] L8 1> i, 3l Fo s
() <-€0/20] wE&3}A g}, vhadein] me

(1285)



19945 9F ErI¥ewm

i= 1ol Bt d(x, )¢ (x)H.(x.) ¥ (x) <-€6/20]
AR, & ¢ (x)e HaT /29 guF ALH
22 %% (monotone decreasing sequence)dhAl
Hep, z8d | — o Ao ¢ (x)—-0F 2rldled
ol d.(x)7}F A ok ool Rk weld x,
— x*dd 8(x*)=07} =|efolgirl,

V. AlZ2fo|d

g7l M= dxnelE 19 duelE IE va £
Ao}, Fgwe|Ee C AR 2hEgler SUN
SPARC 1 Workstation o4 8= gic}

A 1: (Rozen-Suzuki ¥4

min x4+ x]+2xi+ x; —5x —5x,-2lx, - 7x,,

with 2x7 + x3 +x2 +2x, —x, ~x, - 5<0.
X4 xi+xi+ xi+x, —x,+x,—x, -850,
A2+ x]+2x] ~x,—x,—10<0.
o] £ A of| 4] $+ convexel 3FH A
(0.1.2,-1) oA -44°]t}. Feasible 7|32
(0.0.0.0). infeasible 2714 (2.4.8,1)& &3},
gzl ZE IMMeA sele WHEE IMj=2.0. I
=0.3. I',.x= 4.0, ¢=1.0 ot} Feasible 27|14
M= ¢.(x,) = 0 o] BE ZAMp2] od3fo] glAls]e]
dae)E 19 dxelE [+ Ui o) o35
o] EAgae} zla3lpe] FAE 2 o4 Heizl
o}, ¥ 2 3% infeasible 2714 o] &3 53
-, AHekdret 2lsige] AAE Bl Zlod o
g 7} dzeld Rk g4 e A =
& Halo)h A A7k daelE 7 0.16%, o
el 7F 0.1122 oF 40%9) Aot elsich

v ES
K=

715
1Ctx)

710|

705

Algonthm I
700,

695

Algonthm Nl

—
70 30" 100
neratons

ZAgo} 218)3l42] {Al: Feasible
2714 A

Cost vs. iteration plot with a
feasible initial point.

=
AL

(1286)

- $£31% BR BN

33

)

90017 "\

'
850,
u N
» Algonihm i
800} '
!

750

700

650

\

30

600 *
[ 10

50

80 70 80 s 0o

a8l 2. 5Hgeet A8 3 2] #AA: Infeasible
2714 AHgA

Fig. 2. Cost vs. iteration plot with an
infeasible initial point.

20 40

v
150f *
'

'
| Akgorithm 1

Q 2 4 6 8 10 1?2 1" 16 |LB 20
#eralions

a3l 3. Aofgaot Al gle2] AA: Infeasible
Ed R A

Fig. 3. Constraints vs. iteration plot with
an infeasible initial point.

oAl 2: (Wong +A4")
min(x, — 10)* +5(x, - 12)? +x34 +3(x, -1 1)
10x$ +7x] + x3 —dx.x, —10x, ~8x,,
with2x] +3x3 +x, +4x; +5x, - 127 <0,
7x,+3x, + 103 + x, — x, ~ 282 <0,
23x, +x; +6x; —8x, —196 <0,
4x] 4 x3 = 3x,x, +2x7 +5x, — 11x, 0.

ol EAlellME ZE AU convexeht BT
4~& nonconvexe|th. HAH2 (2.33, 1.95, -0.48,
4.37. -0.62, 1.04, 1.59)°14 680.63°Ic}. 2tz
Z 3 dw2lE [9 27132 infeasible &
(3.3.0.5.1.3.00& AH&3puct. dxeE 119 W4+
BeI'y=20 Iy, =03 I, =40 ¢c= 20



34 7P| 2AWSE e B3 1-2 o HAE dveE Poien
& Adslgdct. 17 4 5% 47t A Al Hog HIdAEL o= Ax IS Hel=
o} B3] AAE Bl Hld dwelE o ¥ AW ks Z44AA feasible region 22 A
A BHAYE Jepdcl A dwelE 7} 2 Al #HAs staa) st EgkeE {dd)
0.47%2, <x1elZ o] 0.39x= F 15%9] 347} E Wdke g o]fo] HEAHo|v}, wi zlPurdk
st hixiell wh& =H-gae] F3-& nedsle] 2AHs
+ Aol R?rﬂ"lu} olzigh ¥-Aol ule}l A A&t
aan e E BE el deld vEe) okwelE
G Seth RrE SAR (040 A9 (vorst
case)E aejslo} 7] W) olel ellxle] Al geo]
‘ 4 ABE Faed slee) dueEuvl EeAele
e Bk w3 ARERP7E TRl EAle] dE) W A
b ols gl 48 W (o, x, c 5o WeE
0 Aigonthm i Addlsla A4k A7 08 Fd 5 ot
=70
2 £ T B
o\"0 5 1‘0 15 2‘0 ”—"2‘; ;07‘”" 77;5 - 40
[1] Bhatti. M.A.. Polak. E. and Pister.
33 4. Ao} 3183l9] B4 Infeasible K.S.. "Optimization of Control
2713 A4 Devices in Base Isolation Systems for
Fig. 4. Cost vs. iteration plot with an Seismic Design”. Proc. Internat.
infeasible initial point. IUTAM Symposium on Structural
Control, University of Waterloo.
in Ontario, Canada. 1980,
* (2] He. L.. and Polak. E.. “Effective
. Diagonalization Strategy for the
& Solution of a Class of Optimal Design
SO+ \ aganim i Problems”. IEEE Trans. on Auto-
0 matic Control. Vol . AC-35. No.3.
» pp. 258-267. 1990.
S [3] Mayne. D.Q.. Polak. E.. and
10 Sangiovanni-Vincentelli, A.. "Com-
L . o ) puter Aided Design via Optimization:
e A Review™. Automatica. 18 pp.147-
a8 5. Akl 2182 %A Infeasible 154, 1982.
2714 A4 [4] Mayne. D.Q.. Polak. E.. and Tra-
Fig. 5. Constraints vs. iteration plot with han, R.. "An outer approximation
an infeasible initial point. algorithms for computeraided design
problems’. Journal of Applied Math.
and Optimization. 28 pp.331-352.
V.28 1979.
[5] Polak. E.. "On the Mathematical
¥ wiolMe 2AE 2P E g 593 12 Foundations of Nondifferentiable
DA HA3 daelFol AW ol w2 o Optimization in Engineering Design’.
e mH3lEE ol oAzt MERE duEER SIAM Review. Vol.29. No.1. pp.21-
A Astdel. Feasible region o4 ®a] ™oz g] 91. 1987.
owd A w4 78 maAlsled rHeEl whe] 7R {6] Polak. E.. "Computational Methods

(1287)



19944 9F WTTHEwGE %314 B 9%

in Optimization: A Unified Approach”.
Academic Press. New York, NY, 1971.
[7] Polak. E.. and He. L.,
serving Discretization Strategies for

Semi-Infinite Programming and 279, 1967.

Optimal Control”. UCB/ERL Memo [14] Zoutendijk., G.. “Methods of Feasible
M89/112. Electric Research Labo- Directions . Elsevier. Amsterdam,
ratory, University of California, Holland. 1960.

Berkeley. 1989.

[8] Polak. E.. and He.
Phase 1-Phase II Method of Feasible
Directions for Semi-Infinite Optimi-
zation”, Vol.69. No.l. pp.83-107.

April 1991.
[9] Assadi., J.A..

“Rate-Pre-

“ Computational
Comparison of Some Nonlinear

[15] Zukhovitskii, S.I.. Polyak. R.A.,

“Unified and Primak. M.E.. “An Algorithm
for the Solution of Convex Problems”,
Doklady Akademii Nauk USSR,
Vol . 153, pp.991-1000. 1963.

[16] Clarke. F.H.., “Optimization and
Nonsmooth Analysis”
Interscience. New York, NY, 1983.

and Polak, E..

Programs’ ., Mathematical Program- [17) Higgins, J.E.,

ming. Vol.4, pp.144-154, 1973.
[10] Conn. A.R.. “Constrained Opti-
mization Using a Nondifferentiable

Penalty Function™. SIAM Journal on

Numerical Analysis. Vol.10. No.4, [18] Polak. E., Trahan. R.. and Mayne.
pp.760-784, 1973.

[11] Klessig. R.. and Polak. E.. “An Methods of Feasible Directions”,
Adaptive Precision Gradient Methods
for Optimal Control”, SIAM Joutnal pp.61-73, 1979.
on Control. Vol 10, pp.80-93. 1973. [19] Tanaka. Y.. Fukushima,

[12] Pironneau. O.. and Polak. E.., “On the
Rate of Convergenc of Certain Methods
of Centers . Mathematical Program-
ming. Vol.2, pp.230-258. 1972.

[13] Topkis. D.M. and Veinott. A F.Jr.,

D.Q.. “Combined Phase [-Phase II

o

Control System, B]AlY o] o]& & dvel& 5.

“On the Convergence of Some
Feasible Direction Algorithms for
Nonlinear Programming”,
Journal on Control. Vol.5, pp.268-

“Minimizing Pseudo-Convex Functions
on Convex Compact Sets’.
Optimization Theory and Applic-
ations, Vol.65, No.1. pp.1-28. 1990.

Mathematical Programming, Vol.17,

Tbaraki. T.A.. “A Comparative Study
of Several Semi- Infinite Nonlinear
Programming Algorithms”.
Journal of Operational Research.
Vol .36, pp.92-100, 1988.

R X $B(EEER)

19614 48 7H4%. 1984% 5H Purdue
University A71A2Fg-87 &4 (F8H4Ah.
19914 128 University of California,
Berkeley A71#"Algatat &< (F3shata}),
1992% 3R ~ &z Fooistw HA-g3sd
ZFia, F3H4 Eobw HAAS CAD-

(1288)



