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o = pg — i (1.12b)
b1 = as (1.12¢)
Bo =y (1.12d)

LEHET S
HHLTE, ERAHORIER 3 £ T B ERERIT S,
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F2E ZREBERNSEELT7ILTIXLDOE
fiE & #5038

21 AREICDWT

ARETIE, KX DT TH 2% MR NEEL 7 L 3 X L OBILIENT D 72 D D
Hfi & LT, % rifERRet 7L 3 X L ORGSR Rl 78 2 BEEmIc B B L, £
TR —HNCEER T 5, £, 22 8T, RiwSCTHoO Ral{LFED Bk g bz 5
Z5., DFIW23HITIE, 228 CERE L 2 biEZ < 720 DiGE{L 7 L3 R 4
Otz L, & TR THLINICEH U % % mUIHERINERGEL 7L 3 Y A L1220
TEANICEDRT 2. 24 HiTlE, 238 TR 7Y X L OREGEI A - 7 BRI 20 i
BTNV TY) AL O TRZwmE 5. 2.5 8T, ZREHERNREL7 VY XL
DHlE LT, MEfEDOERIE A &2 —Y AT 4 27 A TdH 5 Particle Swarm Optimization &
Differential Evolution ) H1F, ZHo6D7 L3 XLz L 729 2T, EfE~D
JORRIE S, FEOW B, SEIC O WTE DD, RBIC26HiTlX, AEOHNE%
FEDBELEDIZ, 25iTHIF AT L a—Y AT 4 7 ZADFEEILIC, 53 ELEA
Bz i@ERiEz s8Ik 9.

2.2 mE{bEREDEHIE
221 =E{EEEDOERL

N RICHEEZEM RY 2@ R E T2 FBMEHWBEE f - RY - R &, BThOHES
SCRN L zonl L&, £ S LTHWBE f(x) ZAMLT 5

mgin f(x) (2.1a)
subj.to x € S (2.1b)

ZARGSCTH ) OBELRIE E L CERT 2. HWEE f oRKILEEZZ 256 TH-T
b, flx) DFEERIEIE S 2 LickD, —BEZ2EbTICREMME Q1) IRETE
2. ko7, MBEBEEoR/MUICOLTHERL T 2 T3 !,

BOBALRTE 2.1 IcB W T, £E S 2T HHBMAES LV, 20TFE x c S 2F7H]
REMRE &\ 9. —fRIC, FHTHIREMSES S 13, AERXFIREIS g : RY — RE & X o0&
FIBE h . RY = RM 2w,

S={zeR" | g(x) <0, h(z)=0} (2.2)
KM 0L, ST [41,42] EBEICF Lok,




5 2 B % i RUER A RROEAL 7 L ) X b D FEE & R

LEBIND, Q) RICENT, g(@) < 0 2 ARG, hiz) = 0 % SXHI%00
LI,

222 BEFNRER & KIBHRIER

BB LRE (2.1) DFFICOWTHERT 2. 2 x*c RN E1ESe>0I1cRL T, BES

B(z*e)={x eRY | |z — x| <¢} (2.3)
% x* Dt & k5. b 2 FATAREME 2 B3,
f (@) < f(x), Yee B(x*;¢)NS (2.4)

Zli7e 9 &, o 2iRELRE 2.1) ORIATIVRER & v, RIATIVRER * I8 5
HWBSEUE £ (x*) ZRATINERGEIE & V). K72, JRFTINRER «* 23,

f(x*) < f(x), Ve € B(x";¢) /" (2.5)

Ziize & &, o 2@ (2.1) ORERATIREMR & v,
&b 5 FATHIREME 2° € S 73,

f(@°) < f(2), Va €S 2.6)

Zifc§ & E, o Z 0B LRE (2.1) OKRIRIERGEE & Ve, KIBIVRER 20 1I23Y %
HIBIEE [ (x°) 2 KIBRIRIEE &9, £, KISHGOEM o0 H3ME—1

f(x") < f(x), Ve € S/x° 2.7)

Zii7e L E, 0 \FME—IRIBINRERETH D L\ ).

B LRI (2.1) ICB VT, R REMF & X RIS d g 1 — MR B AE L
)%, ZITTQR4A)A2TET 2 RNRERFOESZ S*, (2.6) X2 e T % RIS iR
fROEG % S° LERT S, DL E, RMNEREMRES S* L KIS REFEDOES SO I
* LT,

S0 C S* (2.8)
DRI T 2. 7L, b8 2.1) I28 W T, RFFTERER & KIS o iR 1%
BT LOLEET 2 LIRS T, RTNEERES S* 8 X RIINRERE AL S 132
BHEDERDI DI EIOERTINENH S, 1B, DEFELCIKHDDRLNED, TR
fild) LI EBERIMEREORITRERZIET DD LT 5,

B URTE 2.1) 1T LT, 1 DM Lo RTREREO 2 KE LT, ot d
2 WIFKRIBINERGEREZ KD 2720 D7 NIV AL ZiHGELT7T LT AL EWS, w7
LT XL DOBIIREE IO W TR TEEL { ddR B,

223 mBLEEDODE

roE L@ (2.1) 1%, 2 O HIWBIE L fIRIGEMAEDOIEEIC L D v oo HIC I
TEY, ZOLrO—EHORBEICH L TIX, KRNk z15 5 720 0 kw7 v
TY XLPHo T 5, RELEZ#C & &, MR E L ZHEOMESPEATH NI,
ZNH O CHYI ZREL 7 V) AL ZEINT 52 L3 TE 5,
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5 2 B % i RUER A RROEAL 7 L ) X b D FEE & R

TR ETEIRE & FERZEtBRE  Sod UAE D HIBIE f, HlFSER g, h 22 F b it
<o % B Ui 2 BOFEHERE & o 9, BUBEHIREIE, X7 b ece RV, be RY
B X O A € RVM 2w,

T

min ¢c' x (2.9a)
subj.to Az =b (2.9b)
x>0 (2.9¢)

citdEng. —J, HIBIEE X OHIKIBIE D s 1 DB EDFERIE TH 2560
et i E 2 e R RE  ORUZRHERE) &9, SURGHEREICN L Tid, 8
PRE IO DN RE B 213 L0 & 2GR BT L) XL SN TW» 55, JER
e LRI N 4 2 /8% 7L 3 X 4E, BB T 2 MEOERAEICE) B,

MBS FEMRBEEREE HWBIE f 2B TH b, EITTREMRES S A
HTHh 25 HOREEZ MRE LR (MEHERE) v, MiEaELRTEORER
i E L CiE, M2 REHERIED D W S5 D, 2 KEHEREIX, X7 Flee RN b €
RY by € RM, 1751 Q € RV*N =0, A; € R\N Ay € RMXN 2w,

1
min §mTQaz +c'x (2.10a)
€T
subj. to Ajx < by (2.10b)

sidiban g, M LRI B WX, RIFTNRERE S S* & RISINEREEE S 5 1%
—H L, 243HETHERZ KBWICEEZET 2 7039 Xz o, RIS ez
RKDDZENBTES, "MEGHELIED 9 B, & ICHWBIE f 23k MBIETH D, 2o
FATABERREE S S DIMEA TH 2 O DI LRTEZ PegbiMo LiTE & v 9 . ek
TEAL R ME— O RIS R R 2 D D,

—77, HIBAEL f 23IEMBIEL, F 72 I3FEAT ARG S DIEMEE S T H B B E Dl
{LRIE % IR LR E GEMEHERTE) &vw 9, o IEMmE S B8 W T, H
AT REREA S* & KIRIRERES SO 3BT, FIEIC X o TIERI I IR i 2 fi
FicRko 2 Z L RNETH B, TR COMIEIHEME X MEELEETH 523, IR
HALRTRED 9 B Mol R & 72 2 D13 Eab U 72 2 REFHIFEZ &, I iR sin
5, L L%E2s, FEMHBfEE M GEIc S, MiEasbidE, & <™ 2 XatmifE
T2 7L D) RLZERLTHGE 2 EIZEMNAR 7 7a—F L h H 3 13

E|ERBECEE FodbilE Q. IcB8\» T, FTHRMES S B RY 2k Th 5450,
Thbb,
min f(x) (2.11)

DIEATILB T F 256 Do Ui 2 SRl b & w9, BERIE, §livz £-o
A L aviREUEIZ D 2w EEZ 65, L Lads, —RofiliEtzEd 5
ELMEIC B T, HRSEFOREREZ VT 1 & L THWWBEEICE B L 7<Bi%%
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MR L, Tz KHMEISE L CERD b & TRk T2 L) HEBEZ OGNS,
ZoNEE A GUL, HlfEEE L O H WBIEME % ISR E CET 5 2
ENTE, filfEBIcEEET LD, REflilistzie (&2 0ifstoRER
M) fRZEHRICELS 2L TES, ZOL) LTEEZBRML THERF LT 4L
X5,

HIWBEEL f : RY — R 8 X Ol g : RY — RL b RY — RM Z W CER
SN2 IR L R RE

min /() (2.12a)
subj. to g(x) <0 (2.12b)
h(x)=0 (2.12¢)

% Z %5, {8 (2.12) 24V T ¢ 3% o TSR RoE LR E IR 5 8
&, IRHWBEBOBRTELE L T D0 0fENEZ NN, ZORNPTHEDED
2OMELHAIGNT WS

() RIS DRFRD 2%%’:*\%»74 & L THIRRH B f1( ) 2 WK 5 Tk

filz) = +81§: (max {0, g;(x +52§:iﬂ (2.13)
) HIRIEEOREROMNEEZ XTIV T 4 & UTIERHNBEE fo(z) 2 BT 2 Fik
fo(x) = +51§:nmxg)m }+82§:“L (2.14)

7270, QIHAELIVN 214 RITEB LT, 51,5 ZXFILTARETHD, s1,s9>1¢
5%, (2.13) Az Ho TR I N IREBEEUE, FIRBIRICE W BB o ThH
27-OWIARETH 5. Lo Lad36, Tl (2.12) D & 2 it fd o flf stk o 5
R EHLET 2854, [F U RPN oo ie 3 2 35K H BB O IR T s g1k, Jto
GHESES ﬁﬁ%{%ivmﬁﬂﬁbf ECAIHIET D, RFNT 478 s1,80 2T ICREL &N
12, ZOHFNEHEZ/NI S LT ZENTESD, RFATAREDIKETEL LH
MEEEORLEZ KE L TL 2V, RN ARRZIIET 255085 5.

—J7, (2.14) X% O S -k K WEIEUZ, JoiTE (2.12) D & 2 SR i fid
DHIRIEER LITATE T 2568 TH, P74 REE—EM LofE L duk, IRKHME
B RG22 TuOHRSRE 2 582 E L2 b D LTI ETES. DI En
5 (2.14) Xz HOTIEKHNBEE A K T 2 FIEEZRBE T LT 4B Ln )| EER
FT 4 R GA, RS Lo REiR i B\ T HIWBIBED N & 2> Tld 7 <
%5, DEVHIAAREL 570, HNWBBD A Z H\» 7wt 7L 2 XL E D
PEASH S,

Fig. 2.11%, HMBIEKL f(x) = —2? 12, —1 <z < 2 &) AEAFIREMFZBEL,
2.13) X, 214 Az TP T 4 265 L AERENBERDO 22 h ot T 5.
CORGBELITEIZANRK 2 = 2.0, —1.0 & ) GRS OB FIC SR T R#E R % 150 53,
Q1$f’ib&%w%4%ﬁgbt%éu,%%%%ﬁ%ﬁEBQé%ﬂ%m,bf@

CHIFISEDSMINAZE L TLE ) 2 &b 5,
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10 T

|91

Objective Function Value
o

1
()]
I

|

o | ‘ ‘ |

Fig. 2.1 Augumented objective functions (s; = 10).

23 ZREERNSEE(7ILTY XLOHE
2 RBEERNREL7 LT XLOEREE

DU, AGSCTlE— Mo HIBEE £ RY — R 8 X OHlfSB % g : RY — RE B :
RN — RM %z M\ -CESR S 1 3 JEMisos b

2.3.1

min f(z) (2.15a)
subj. to g(x) <0 (2.15b)
h(x)=0 (2.15¢)

DIRJERE 2 Kb 2 KISIREL 7L ) X4, Thb bR RPHREED 72006 B
BEISUESRNE 225 X ) R R T2 2L ZHNE LT L) ZAICOWTHEET S,
HIBIEL f, 8 X OHIRISABI%E g, h D, BT ATREME I Vs & CITiREL v
23, BTG U COEBM A WREME DR E SN B GAIE T 2 2 EHREL 7L T Y X 4
WOWTHHmLE TV 2 & ET 5, £/, DM TlRR@EiiE 2.15) 1%, 223 H TR
AT IVT 4 BT & RS R I I N Tnw s b0 e L, I Dkw
NED, ZoOBAGOHMNBERE ZEAKHNBEEEET L LT3,

BB LRI 2.15) 8b - 2 o b &, ZOREMZE BTN Z2 PIHIC X D iEHEE 2 &
NTELr—AEHmTH S, 22T, NG (B—ofKIck?) mEfb7LraY X
LTI, FIPHRRZEMN RY WICHEREOWIANE 2(0) e RY ZFEL, 7LTVXLD
WA DOHANC X ) REHOME « %2 KEMICHET L, o 2 Rof~SekE - RS 8 3
Fliz L5, 22T, WIFNIE 2(0) 225 kFIH £ TORBEORIBIZE VT, k2RI
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5 2 B % i RUER A RROEAL 7 L ) X b D FEE & R

Fov, FAMEOREI X DB NS X (k) = {2(0),2(1),...,2(k)} = {z(x)}r_, %,
kBRI B T 2 RBROBRBIE L ),

B 7V TY X809 b, [A—PRRIFANC R RY WICHBOWRR R ZREL, &
WREOUMFIT 2 MEL 2HA S L T, HEROERINEI X I X D Rl 2 R T2 b
D% % ARG L T X5 &0 | RGSCTIE, & 2 RN kI HERZER RN NI BE
SNDEBERNOMSE PeNELELEE, 2z a2V (k), 2D (k),..., 2P (k) € RV
ERFLLTXINT 22, SmBlndb 7 v a) RAICB VT, PEOHEREZ Lo THER
Vv, BRI L I2E T 5 PHEOEREOME 2P (k) (p=1,...,P) 2L DT,

X (k) = (W (k), 2P (k),..., D) (k) € RV*F (2.16)

L 8502, 2P(R)(p=1,..., P) Ik 3 HIGBIEIE f(2®) (k) (p = 1,...,P) %
F EOT,
f(k) = (f(@V(k), f(=@(k)),..., f( P (k)T € RP (2.17)

L

PRAR L BRI, EREENICN L C O RRIBIE R B2 3 2 LS TE 3,

X (k) = {X(0), X(1),..., X (k)} = (X (0)}r_y %, %5k HESRHSZIC 513 2 BERHEN] X 0
PERIEIE & 05,

232 IV hMRERBEH

HIH TR 7- R IEE - BRRER 22 T, &t 71 3 A ICHEBICE- &
mAHADOILY — MERAEBZERT S, AEHTERT 521 — MR AU O R
fE7 v XA ap o BB 2EB2b0THD, FHHEICEWTEHEITLOWSEEZ 22 s H
TN,

9, bR -OBWREpICEH LY — MEREBEE LT, R L £ TOH
RIBHE XP)(E) DTl d HINBIBAEDN & Vo JERE % K 3 B %k

PP (1) = (X P)(k)) = argmin{ f (P (r))|x = 0, ..., k} (2.18)
w(zﬂ)(ﬁ)

ZERTES, QI ARTERELL ¢ : RVEH) 5 RN Z, BOBE{LEE 7L ITY X4
PSO[?!: 221 |2 5> T p-best (personal best) & K iFd 2 HE 2 LE % o, DFETIX (2.15) K
TERINEK ¢ %, PSOIZZ S\ p-best BB E LS 2L LT3,

T, HRREN X (k) BLOBERBERE X (k) I LT, 2¥0 &)%) — RN
HeEETE 5,

(1) c-best (current best) g% 17

m(c-best)(k) = a(X(k) = argmin{ f(az(p)(k‘)) ‘ p=1,...,P } (2.19)
z(;v)(k)

AT, B EFRTO L, WFEIRCHON B TR IR AFET 2R T 0L L, 2t
B zRTbDLET 2,

14
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(2) c-worst (current worst) B % 7]

2 (k) = B(X (1) = argmax { f(@P(K) [p=1,...P} (220
;,;(P)(k;)

(3) g-best (global best) BE%% 121 22]

o000 = (X0 = oxgmin {7(e(¥Pw)) |p=1....P} 21

(4) worst p-best (worst personal best) BE%L (431

mwmwmw@ﬁzéCWM)zjggis{f<¢6ﬂm@0>’p:L“wP} (2.22)

ZERTDHIENTE S, oY) — MEERBIEZ W REL 7L 3 XL D3R
FRIZOWTIE, 245HTHDTHRRE Z L LT3,

2.3.3 HRELKE RS

B (k) & 5 \WITPRREN X (k) DR EIFERE 2 e imicE O, #24 eiER51h I
L 72239 B 2 T O THERINICE D 52 D %, HERPNGEL 7L T XL Ev . it
PELEBDHELNTIZ 7L T Ak hikcTh 5. BARWGAEE LT, & 213,

(1) BRRAERE 2P) (k) OBEFHD S HRATHBINTE D, ZOFREBUCELEEDS
& ¥4 % (Particle Swarm Optimization[ZL 22y

2) BRRER 2P (k) 1251 2 BAABOT OB, 20 (k) OREDIRE 7 ¥ 5 LISEA
TRUNEALIRZ 52 % (RIRHEE A LTE 1o

(3) YRR MRS ) (k) %3824 2 MR AT L 72089 BERELBCTH- 2 5 (LNRDY)

@) SRIRELT VT ) RSB T, WY AREAER p & 7 ¥ Y AITERT 2
(Differential Evolution!?3 241

(5) YREIENE ) (k) HHOBE, 7o) ZLDOHEFAN X 0 5o N R k + 1
TOMEEE —EEEMCy(k+1) EBE, fylk+1)) < f(x(k)) 27T & ZICR
D, —EMRO<p <1 THEHFHEDOERE y(k+1) 2R L Cx(k+1)=y(k+1) &
9 % (Simulated Annealing[su, Differential Evolution)

Lo BIRH oD, WINOABICHIGEL TR 2013, HERMDEH O LM
FHNZFENATRETH D, 7L 3 X LOBREDMITHEETH 2 L) HTH 2.
L2 LA, ROMHOEREROEHDEZZELT7 AT ZLAOWHZEL 2 L7
TELHb H 2 P23
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234 LETEREKNEBNDE A
EURE (2.15) 2 £, RN REMREEZ BN E LT, fHaifiEn’ kT RHT
D={z|a,<zp<bp, n=12,...,N} (2.23)

DNEBICAAET 5 EREL, SREHIPAZ D ONEBICBRET 2 2 e LIFLIEAR I NS, O
O NRGFINE ORI D 2 RERE & L5, —fRIC, Bk 713 A LD REIZKD
BRI N B REBERAER, BT LHHERER D ONRICE SN S LIRS 5w, 2T,
RNk — k+ 1ICB W TREL7 LT Y ALK D EHREI N8 L WIRRSE 2,
WO ATEMEE L Culk+1) £EBE, uwk+1) DEEFZu(k+1),...,uny(k+1) I
XNLUT, WEYZHACADBEEL: R = [an, by] ZIEHIS ¥ b D2 IERALRME 2(k+ 1) &
LT %, FACIADBEE I ofl e LTiX, &,

(1) V2 v T4 v 7RI (limiting)

z=hu)=9b u>b (2.24)
a, u<a
(2) +—F ARIBYE (torus)>H
* a<u<b
r=1Il(u)=qa+[(u—>b)mod (b—a)], u>b (2.25)

b—[(a—wu)mod (b—a)], u<a

(3) ETRIEH%L (reflection)>]
u, a<u<b
z=1l(u)=b—[(u—>b)mod (b—a)], u>b (2.26)
a+[(a—u)mod (b—a)], u<a

nEEHIFBIENTES, Figs. 222412, a=0.0,b=1.0 & LZEHAED, ZnsDH
BOWE %2R,

24 BFEFNERAERERBRERGER
241 KEBHSEEL7ZILI)XLICE TS TER{LE LR,

AREITIE, ATl 7 % s RERREL 7V 2 ) X L OREZ TR & LT, B4R
I TED XIS ORI Bodfif 2 R 522 1220, T4abbHERICOW T
i 5. NBIEGEL 7 L2 X LIRS N WE IS, BEEBIE T 2 RFTHRE RO 7«
206, HWEBME RN E R 2R 2R T2 2L THL. ZOWHEZEBRT 2720, K
SN ERGEAL 7L 3 R A2,
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1.5

0.5

1.5

h(u) ——
! !
-0.5 0 0.5 1 1.5
U
Fig. 2.2 Limiting function Eq. (2.24) (a = 0.0,b = 1.0).

u

0.5 1

1.5

Fig. 2.3 Torus function Eq. (2.25) (a = 0.0,b = 1.0).
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-0.5 0 0.5 1 1.5
U

Fig. 2.4 Reflect function Eq. (2.26) (a = 0.0,b = 1.0).

o JRIFTHIERSR 5
BIEOBR RALEDOEFHEIS 2R T2 2 LIc kD, RtiRER~ZET 5 720

DIFE

o KIRMYERER TR
B WALE OIS Z & O A O Z ¢ LR (KT 2 Ltk b, K

OB 2 FER S 5 7 DTTHR

£\ 2 ODERETRZ FIRIC B S € 2 083D 5,

MHEDORIEZNZN TEPLE SRR & XidnTE b B, Kyt 7 v 3y
ALZHERT ZBEOEELF— 7 —FEhoTws, KHEiTE, FTRATMIRETGHZ K
TOENLRATNEREL 7 V) AL E LTIBIL 729 2T, D IRATIRE TR OIL
RE L TORBINERRTRICOWTBR S, 72k, RFTHREIRIE, HIBER O AR
Hesse {7517 £ NI ROAI S 1523, KHiTlZ, HNBEBDBHTERLHI T
EhVGAICOWTHLIHT 3,

242 RFEPNSRELT7ILTY XLOEREE

REIEGEAL 7L 3 R LICE T 2 RFATINERE R & LT, RfrmsEt 7 Lra ) X
LEZDEEFHCE I EDNARETH 5. RFTREL 7 LV 3 XL DAL, PREIRE
% ko8 2R ANEE (k) L LT,

z(k+1) = 2(k) + a(k)d(k) 2.27)

18
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THZeNB3. Q2D RTEBWT, dk) IBEIAATS D, KIELFE TR 28 7% 7
NIV RARMCEDEZOND, Ehak) >0, ATy 7P ARELIENENRFTA—2
TH 5. JRIINESEILTIE, FPBEN (k) 2SR TEICE DED, DFIC24.6H
TR 2 EMIERIE L LIENZ Y T V—F v EHOTAT v 794 R alk) & 5ED 5k
L s, JRFTESEL T L ) R AT,

f(x(k +1)) = f(2(k) + a(k)d(k)) < f(z(k)) (2.28)

MU (k) > 0 1SR L THRAZT 2 K ) ICBEIT M d(k) 289 5. (2.28) AR T %
LEdk) 2RI A E X5,

243 BAANSELT LT X LOIRE

HBRNREL T VT RL ABHTZ o E, FATINGERE DI ICET L
T, UTo2o0WE EmIILS,

KEHOUGRYE IO M AR WM & LRSI L T ) X8 A REFL, 20
KL 5 B ERIBIE X (k) = {a(k)}_, OERED O TN O RFIRERTH 3 = &
PRAES N D L X, ARG © 5 kS 4

ERFEOUGERIE  JRATIICRIEE, BT © DS O IR OB T-% 5 R 7
FHEZTHY, HHIc LRI, 1R, 2 I =805 T 5 h s, b
F, RAESEL 7 L 7Y X 5 A DEFICE D861 2 BRIBIEE X(k) = {2(k)}E_,,
2 DERECH 2 RINER 2* LT3,

(1) 1 R M
|lx(k+1) — 2| < Bllz(k) — ||, VE>K (2.29)
i T ERO< S <1 EAROBARE K WHEET 2 L %, FAFREL7 L)
AL AFTREEZ DO E 0,
(2) # 1 X PE
(2.29) RITEB T, B HERIEL k IKIF L, limy_,o0 B(k) =0, TbDBL

ok +1) — x|
lim =0 (2.30)
k—oo ||x(k) — x*||

ZWi7z 9 L &, RTNEEL 7 L 3 XL AR 1T RIEEZ DD &),
(3) 2 XA

|lz(k+1) —z*|| < Bllz(k) — =*||*, V&> K (2.31)

il TERO< B <1 EEROARK K WFET 3 L &, RAFsEL7 L)
AL AZ2RPEEEZ D E v,

SR TR 2 RIS 51X, LI b MRS OMEOEG L L CHERT 20D TH D, ER
BEBICHT 2 AN L T2, MR, KHOHEREZOF S EAELTFRICHET 2 2 L b
<H5,

RIRIESERRE AR T 2 Tl RV 2 LICEE S kv,
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244 BHMBHEOBTHERZBWBEFNsE&E{L7ILITU XA

HIBIE f () 23y WIRECH 2 Hfr, LT T2 k912, f(x) DTG T
& % BIILR° Hesse 17512 16 H] L 72 R0RIN 72 B N 518 d(k) DERTBEBH S TW 5,

REBETE HWBIE f(x) D, x=2(k) 2Pl E L 1 XRDEE T Taylor R
f(@) = f(=(k)) + Vf(z(k)d(k) (2.32)
%725, 232)RCBVT, fz) DRAKE THIAZ b7 2 288 d(k) 1,
d(k) = =V f(a(k)) (2.33)

ThHZoND, dk) % 233) RIS DVED ZHEEZRABETEE V), ATy 74X
ak) > 0TI E L, DO V(a(k) =0 ThwE E,

fla(k+1)) = f(a(k) — a(k)|dE)I* < f(z(k) (2.34)

DAL L, BB d(k) IEREN A E S,
Al N kE, EAERICX 28R 2Ty 794 REED D & TR DM EHE
INTED, FFNRER~OIERIZ I XINETHSE Z EBHSNT WS,

Newton =  HIVBIEL f(x) 32 BEMATIRETH B LIREL 72D & T, z=x(k) 2Dk
L 72 2 RO F TD Taylor J&ZH

f@) = f(z(k) + V f(x(k))d(k) + %dT(k)sz(w(k))d(k) (2.35)

REZ D, (235 RITBVT, Hesse {19 V2f(x(k)) BIEEMATH E %% £ %, f(z) %
MET B8 T 1
d* (k) = (V2f(2(k) " V' f(z(k)) (2.36)

DHET 5. d(k) 2 (2.36) I K D E® % Tk % Newton 5 & > 9, Newton %% 7z
B& O JRIPTIEEEN DI EIZ 2 RINKTH D, &b & CTEE AR EsEL 7 L 3V
AL ELTHILNT WS, L La2s, KBMNICRIEIZRIEI iTwinizd, HIEY
BDIARIZ X > TIRATINRERENNR L 2 WiEEb H 5.

(2.36) XTI, BEIEE TEOLBEN d(k) OREREEZROTED, ATy 7H AR
ald 1.0 L LTkwd, HHEBDOBAMZRIES 2790, &aE NEL KRR Ty 79
A RZHEEDTH kv, 2L Z0EHETYH, HIWEED Hesse 7510 I fitih: 130658
ThH5.

#£ Newton ;& Newton %13 & b O THWFFATIICHRME % © 2%, Newton 5% F - Tl
ez 3% 729121%, Hesse fTHIDIEEMEIEDIMRAEI N TV 2B H D, £, HWEKE
N BT Hesse {19186 X N2 DWATHI 2GR T 208035 579, & ITKRBIRL 2 E
WCEBWVTREREGHEIRX PN EL %S,
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#E Newton 15 & 1%, 2 RN E 5] E#22 12 BB L 72 Newton IEO R s 2B L7 FEET
HY, (2.36) RITEBIT % Hesse 1151 H 2 13 Z D15 %2, HINBEED 1 BT OISR £
TZHAWTEXRELT 2 FHEORIMTH 5.

DT, (V2f(x(k) ' OERITIIZ H(E) LB E, 7,

s(k)=x(k+1) — x(k) (2.37a)

y(k) =V fe(k+1)) - V' f(z(k)) (2.37b)
EBL. ZITIFFEMAERSCHEE IIARCTIREEL, MKW CHwWSsNE 250D
Hesse Wi TFOMIARZRTICE ED 5,

(1) DFP (Devidon-Fletcher-Powell) 233 [7- 381

_ y(k)y' (k)  Hk)yk)y' (k)H(k)
HEH D) =H®+ Ty~ o W HEH) (239)
(2) BFGS (Broyden-Fletcher-Goldfarb-Shanno) 2= [59-631
B y' (h)H(K)y(k)\ y(k)y " (k)
e+ =m0 + (1 g ) S 030
_ H(K)y(k)s" (k) + s(k)Ty(k)H (k)

s' (k)y(k)

78, W Hesse W15 H OFIAfE H (0) IZHAATHI & T % DL5EHITH 5.

#E Newton 1513, EIMERIC X 20U R AT v 79 A4 ZFHED b & TRIBRIIEED R
AEINTED, RFTNREENDOPCRRIIE | RIKTH 5 2 AN TWS, Lo
X BROWED S, HENewtonEIZFEH EE LD THEL OFRLFILELEZ>TED,
FISEA S o b T & LT, HENewton % b &1 L CER 2 Kt 13 (S fETE
gk D 2352 e ik e LTHEVZ ST B D, HilROFEL Y VISR Z N Tw» 3 3,

245 BHRBEHOBAINERZEWEWERNRENL7ILTY XA

HIE T, HIBEDOMBEITINIEHR T H 2 Wl & Hesse {1502 TR N G2 EK T %
FhZRRDS, —ROBELRTRE (2.15) I2B VT, AR Hesse 741130469 L S HHT
E5 LIRS v, 22 TAETIE, HINBEEDOMED A2 TR 2281 575
KEWBRB 0, 25fiTHRRE AT L a—Y 2T 4 7 A%, HWEAED AR Hesse 1751 %
ML 2w oA RECREICN U-CGEATRECH 5. 2N a2 FEHT 2D DWEKT
WELT, EXICKRHTHERS ) — FEERABEEZ o hEsFH IS, HIVEIE
DED A% T JRATRE T, RELS U T,

(1) BEBBEESPERZREMOERZ v, PHSO HWBEEMHEO /NS Wi, H 5 WIZH
BIEUIE SN S W &I S 0 2 SIS IRSR R 2 T H) S & 5 751k
37z £ Z21¥, MATLAB (http://www.mathworks.co.jp/products/matlab/) %>
Numerical Optimizer (http://www.msi.co.jp/nuopt/)) 7 & (>3 dh 2014 4F 9 HHITE) |
SHIVBIBORR M TH Y, Wl Hesse T DFIEDHEETH 2 L W I LT TH L% 61E, 7EZE
HEy O 2w BEIC L) Zho 2HHT2 2 LB E %25,
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(2) REEIEPHEREMOM®REZ Vv, A0EIOG0 CEBENEHREZ B I %w, H

HIBAE D AL 2 B RIS FHEL S % 51k
D2 TH I EDNTE S,

DN TRz T 9 6, =Y — MEE RS Z w7 ikidang, wRREMERZ M
W ABLERIEIIREICZNE NI NG, hk, AHSCTIREZERY kb z\wis, i
FICHI NS T L LU A BT REL 7 L 2 X L TdH % Nelder-Mead i [17]
WHY, BEICTEINLTFIEE LT, FARHEEIANME B SBERT 3H 1T 5N %,

ITY—MERABEHEERWCAE 232HETHERZ-ZY — MERSBEABZH T, ¢
ZIEBENHAZDOEDLIIICERTEIENTES, 7L, INODOHETERINS

BEITIABNT LORE N AR E %2 EIFRS 5w EITERES v,

(1) p-best ~DEIfi
(2) g-best ~DEi

(3) c-best ~DEIL
d(p)

c-best

(k) = (P9 (k) — @) (k)
(4) BEANE p-best ~NDEIi [45]

Z w®) (J) g PoesY

d(p) (k;) = peSp
weighted p-best Z w(l’)(]{;)

pESP
where w® (k) = (2ot (k) — p(PYeS) (1)) e Sp oy >0

—zP (k)

(5) EHANE c-best ~NDHEit
Z w® (k)P

4® (k) = P=5¢
weighted c-best Z w(p) (k)

pESP
where w® (k) = (V™) (k) — 2P (k))Y, pe Sp, v>0

—zP (k)

(2.40)

(2.41)

(2.42)

(2.43a)

(2.43b)

(2.44a)

(2.44b)

B, 243)AXBIV 4 RKIcBOT, Spix{l,...,P} DEHrD 1 DL LOKF %
GURTHEATHY, 2R, THEUNDOBEREDEAGE ) o) - 3

VEGALTEBTAEDICZD L) ERMLE LTS,
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BRREMBRZzRAWCHERELIE £ RMRE 713 Y ZLITBWT, H 2B k
I PEDOEERRNT R Ca e RN OEFICHEELTWELE, alCBIZABLVS (a) %,
RBREMITI X (k) & Z2DHMBEEMER 7 F v f(k) 2 HOGERINISR® 2 HiE%2 5 2
5. £7, HWBE f(x) 2 «* DEFHT 1 XRDIHE T Taylor &K % &,

fla+d)~f(a)+Vf(a)d (2.45)

/'f_:_l:p:].,...7pa:§(j‘[/‘f,

H

85, 27T, B
d®) — a:(p)(k:) —a (2.46)
LEE, FEMARANY P A% Vf(a)=gT eRY EEE, PHORDS%% N LD

MR
F@P (k) = f(a) +g" (P (k) - a) (2.47)

ZEL ZEICkoTg! ZED S, RN (2.47) 13,

R

fFrk)=1Tf(a)=g" (X(k) ~1a) (2.48)

LTS, H R (2.48) 27 THE - DEHHET 5D, T A= (X (k) —u'a)
WXL CTrank A = N DL ZICRY, rank A < N THIUIHE SN (2.48) 2§
FRIZIEBUCIFE L, rank A > N THIUIME SR (2.48) Zhi7- TREIIFEL 2\, 2
2C, # TR (2.48) & ECE I 7§ R RO B D TR R K, AL EADAEA TN
BA%L

elg) = £ -1 (@)~ g7 (X () +17a)|] 2.49)
ZREEL, m/HENME
min ¢(g") (2.50)
g

ZIRE, g ZED S, H/NEATERE (2.50) ZEHTICE L 2 EBTE, (2.49) A% ML
T2EBARRT FL gl i,

g (k) = (X (k) —17a)'(f(k) - 1f(a)))" (2.51)

ThHZo6N 5,
Q51 AR TRE 2EMARLRZ br gl ix, Tl A= (X(k)—1Ta) 7Y Z7IZIGLT
DEDL)BWHEZ L,

(1) rank A= N DL E, AfE S e(g") R LR D g7 DME—DEIRE 2.

(2 rank A< N DL E, AEHZ (g ¥R ERZ g DI B, VL |gT| PE
LR BIRDIKRE 5.

(3) rank A > N DL %, Az e(g") 2IMLT 2 g7 33k E 2.

Az HOZAELICBE T, ac RN DEDHIITEETH 5. BERERBDLD2H 5
HIWBIBUE % 5 R A DB O EIE 2 A TH K {, HEREHOpfz b i, & 2L
PRI DOMEDYYG I EZFHOTHZIGEATH L\, 72770, #izlOERGAI, #
D FEEFRIZIR S 2 HIVBIEK f(a) DFTREDBHIE 72 5,
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24.6 ERERE

HIfli £ TIE, BEIR7 FILDEDITIT DWW Tifkim L T 7228, RFTHEER 7L 3 X 4
WKBWTIRRAT Y 7 A AO@EYILRESHETH Y, ) FCBERT PLVEZRELTY,
ATy THA RDOBGEDEY) Tl &1, OB RER E ko720, HIBEIELED I
PORFER SN CGELH 5, FHNRAT v 79 A4 ZOF¥ETEE LT,

(1) ATy 79 A X% /S WEBICEHRE L, HIBEEMED A 2T 2 2 &
2T 5.

Q) AT v 7TV A R o %Xt B8 E T 5 1 RouDmE b EZ SRR B W TR E,
a REINICRET 5.

D2ODHEBH oD, BEDHIECKDRBER ATy 79 A X%k % k% ER
WRE L VWY ERERETIE, 2F0 1 XIt0 s LR E

111(2131 f(x(k) + a(k)d(k)) (2.52)
ZEBHRA k Z LI, ERRRIEZERT 2548, REBAT Y 794 X alk) 2
WSRO 2 Z LTk D, HRIGATRZGGOBRNFTIIN 1§ 505, —/ TR
IS OBGELRITEZ RS S L LB d, B a R FOBINCIZERE L) BDENH
%, EARREICE, DTN ORT X ) ICHE R ERER L 7 7 RERER O 2 I
5.

BERRERIER BEREMRERIL, | ZOtOREVEE (2.52) D s idfi 2 Ko 3
FETH S, BN T LT XL ELTIE, & A0k EesEE ] 2 w7
bOWEZo6NSL, T, HWEK f(x) DAREHRZFHTE 20 ThIUuR, mdtkSs
HE LT,

(VF(@(k) + a(k)d(k))) (k) = 0 (2.53)

L2252 ERTE S,
ZU7REMRRE EREEOHMNIZ, 1 RIOFEOKEICE T 2 HIBEUER &% v #E
BRORELCTZILETHLT, BT LOHEICIRELR AT v 7Y A A2 RD 5 08375

W Z2IT, 77 RERRELE LT, ShVEIER T2 HIBIEER D % BT 2
7o, 72E A2 Table 2.1 XI)RT7NVTY XL EZ SN,

247 REBHERAR
FIRIHER TR E 3T T,

TR SCTIZEEN %2 B L T 208, i Newton 112 8\ TRl Hesse Wif 751 H O IEE M % ML T 5 7-
DITIE, FHERGATHZBICRBERAT Y 7L ADBRKDSNTWEIHENRH S, L LEads, o —
b EBOBERICH ) T 7 RIERIERE WG ATY, H OIEEHEEZEEME L, SHEIISL CIEEME
MR B X HWIET % & 5 2RI CB L, FHERMEICES Z L3 R0,
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Table 2.1 Example of Linear Search Algorithm

Step1 0 < 8 < 1, it > Querm > 0 ZHEMICEDTE L. BT A d(k) B X O HIVBIEE
flx(k) Z5IRLTEE, BEMLELTf=f(zk),a=0%2RFELTEL. £,
h=0¢%t%&X.

Step2 f = f (x(k) + aimBhd(k)) 71T 2. f < [ THIUL Step 3 ~iEH, f>FT
H1T Step 4 ~itEdr,

Step3 f <« f,a < aumeB" & LT Step 5 ~iEr,
Stepd AT v THAXELTCarzB LTIV XL %2HKTT 5,

Step Sh«<nh + 1 }— ‘3‘ E’ ainitﬁh < Oterminal T%hoilﬁ%ﬁ%?ﬁ?%,ﬁﬁ }_ ]}7{’; L, Eaiﬁx ‘7" V4
THAZXELTCORHNL TN AL %2KTT 5, Z0nDNDEEIZ Step 2 ~
e,

(1) JRFTIERE DT 2107, HRNRZHEPT, &2 I3HfiED Y 2 —
va v EEPY L TIRRHERE L 55k

(2) RFTHRRIC X DR S N BE G2 oo, HIBEME A — R I K5
5EOHAEL, ATy T VAR ZHATRES LD RET BTk

D2 eoNB EEZSNS, (H)DHIELTIE, 72EZIXwILFRY— b kl66.67]
P, % rtlEsEL TR S IF o NS, Q) ol LTiZ, HBILARA A4 2 € 5L [68-70]
PZOURTFIETH 2KKRELEII BT 5N 2,

KIGIRZR TR D ERE X HIBEEORBE I K E (IRTFET 2720, RPFTINERR K & I
B LT, BUARICHE S TUBER S N BRRTR I3 v, RSB 7RO KB H
7eo CTHHE L 22 DIF TREDRNRERENE Sbits ) T L2 W0IcalEEd 20 v
IMTHBEIN, XFba—Y AT 47 ZADRRMETEL BRond k)i, RFR
R S B U CRIRIN A R R 2 Hi T 2 HEICBL T, S ERT74 7 T7BREINT
W5 FEIIC OV TE 25 i TTHERRS 2 E LT D,

24.8 BEFRRE & KEBRNREDOMED T

AEITIE, RFTERER R & RIBIER T %2 500 TR R 7223, 246 ORI EaE b
TNTY XLDEPTOMEDIFIZONTIE, KILTOEFDIDDOEZIDBELET 5.

(1) BERRWITIGL T, H250RMHERNAREZHACT, HLYAFI 7208 & TR
HIBEER & KIRIIRR O WG 2 BRI TE 2 X H 12T 3,

(2) NT7 A=Y PBEEFEIZX D, KISWEER D SIRZ IFIIHERA~AY 7 P& Tw(l &
IRTTEET S,
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() RBWEGEHL 7 )V 3 LD %30T, TRIFTIRE ) &) 7 2 —R L DRIRIEER
E) 200D 7 = — RICHIRIICEIT 5

(HDHIELTIE, 2L ZIEPSOZHITE I EMNTES, PSO X, HROE D EKE &
LTR4)XEBL 24D KE w9, =V — PRI 2BMEHZ W TW 53, C
NoDBMMBEICK L TEEINEGEINTwE 2 Eick D, RBAMER (N WIELEDE 2
LINTGE) L RIBIERER (KREWELEDSG 2 o N2 6) OMA2FEBTE 2E L 7o
TWw3, 2 dflE LTiE, Simulated Annealing S EEH{LARL A A A€ T VB HIT 5N 5,
WINY, KIBINIERSR & RFTIER IZE— DY A4 F S 7 2AZHWTB I b 7L
ALTHY, INoZHHTE54F I 7 ANDINT X =8 ZREFVICHEST 2 2 LT,
PREBEMIN I RIIIRERE 2 B T v, BRERINED I L 7230 RFTIERE AR T2 &L v
7R E E S, ZoilfEiE, EIRL 7z Simulated Annealing 1272 5\ T{R¥ (Annealing); &
XIEN, INSDOFRICRS T, I FIF AR 7 L) ZLIBHINTW S,
Q) DBl E LT, 7o & ZIXTKIIERE D 5 T 2 OEE R TRt 2 £ 2 % ) Fik
DERZINTED, 3R [55] TlE 2 OFED O HIWBIE DO ZHATIRITHY T % L 56
LTWw3,

25 XYba—YUXRTF4UR
251 ZEAERNEENCZILIVLAELTDOAYIE2—URATATR

AEITIX, FEORS I, NvFv—7RENO@M 28 L THGEE S L7 K isE
Mg E SEEEHZ RN C 0 3 RE L7 )L 3 XL TH % Particle Swarm Optimization
¢ Differential Evolution ZHL D H1F, ZNH6DO7NVITY XL ZMEH L 729 2T, ELEA
DGR, FHEOURMEICOWTEED S, 6D 7 LY ZnizwniIng TX
Fea—YRT 47 A BETLI L FIFNBEEARTFA DB TEFHEE L TH XA
LNTWVWE, XFba—YRAT 47 RAEIE, BEISHNT 2 HFIARZ BT, IHAWH
RUEMATRE R 7V 3 AL 0T dh D, BEMicik, HWBEE O ARE®RZ FIHE
T, HIBEEDMED A0 & Bl HHECTH 2 M LI LIS NS, £ DX ¥
ta—YR74 7 ATIE, HONBEKOARERZMMAL Wb DI, BROSHEN:Z T
WRT2FEE LT, "SRl X 28E) THERIRE) 2252 0%, T DR
DM FEEZ 2 7N RALE, SRBERNRELT7 V) AL ERRTIEDTES,
AKX TlE, A7V XLZ2ELO22, HHLTWRHEIIGU T, 713V R4
ORISR, 7V TV AL L E L LETIEE ATV A DICERT 2858125
Ea—Y AT 4 27 ALK, BENRT7ILITY X LOEEFELEANEICERT 28
HIE L S AMERNREL T L) AL XX L ET 3,

2.5.2 Particle Swarm Optimization

Particle Swarm Optimization (BT PSO) &, f°BEOM N % B+ NfTEhcE
M2l XF ea—YART4 7 ATHY, ZOWBEHRIEHEFTZL,

@ (k + 1) = A ® (k)+e, R (k) (2@ (k) — 2 (k)
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+ea RY (k) (&2 (k) — 2@ (k) (2.54a)
e (k+1) = 2P (k) + vP (k+1) (2.54b)

ThZoNb, REL, k=0,1... I$ERGL, EMEFFEp=1,..., P ZERAES
E2nZNE®T 2. RP(k), RP (k) o3 n b afafislcd b, #x sk g2
— R UR (0,1) 1IZ L 72239 BLEUIC X > T, BREBIREA, B, B X OHERZEMOXITT

EIZZNFIN L THE I NS, (2.54a) RSB VT, @) (k) B XN 200 (k) 12,
ZNEFN Q.18 ANB XU (2.21) R TEFZ 415 p-best, g-best TH 5. PSO Dixid b
I, NIA=FTHD N\ e, CREMKET S, KIS flib b7 X —FFEBI & LT
1, 72EZIEN=0.729, ¢; =co =1.49455[31 X =06, ¢1 =co = 1.7 3% %

PSO &, fliffiZz7 L) AL THY %H6 b, HNEBOAREHRZ AL, 2»oE
R RKSERELIERZ O 2 L 6% OEHZED TR D, EREADISHAE S A
Ths, —HlE LT, EFAFHHIBEO N F X =& maEl 75 2, BREOMAE
By 5 i U6 771 W v st o MEgg A | U8 KRR IC B 1 2 K sia e U9,
BEpiEE 808U 7 S FarvEa—T4 v ICEBIT 2RMREREY T B 2005175
Nz, wind, HOEBDZIEETH 2, &2 0IFAREHRPFHATE v, B
O BHIWBIE D BT ISR % 2 BTG 7 v 3 X L DAL WETH D,
29 Vo MBI LT PSO I3EZ H T T3,

—7iT, Vo ARYEDRFTIEGEEEE T X TOWBRBPICEL TL 9 &, R
DRI L TL Fv, KEBWIRBESHE CE R 225 L) BEMEM I TED,
TN ALDUBRMAS L KAHET S, BOBURT 70 —F L L TR T L) %
bOBHIT o5,

(1) R A — 5 DU ARBEIC & ) B AR ORI Z M 2 b o (5253
(2) 85 R — BRI A& TR LS 5 b o 12973831,

(3) g-best DIEWHZ PREF L D DO KIBIIERE 2 & JWFTHIRR AN DHEB 2 DIR LB 24k )
L ) (84,851

4) REREZEED 70V — 7123 U TEHSHRO P R a Y — 2238 % b o B6-88
) REDHPLBOMNOITEHREZ X DV BEHFIGEVIETETY v 72530 ¥

(6) p-best, g-best N\OBEFRELNDF 72 HEZMNITMZ %, H 5 widflom#EbFike
DA Ty FIZ X WEERTEDOIFZ 13025 b ¢ 19094

2.5.3 Differential Evolution

Differential Evolution (BL'F DE) 1%, Wb W 27 L 2) XL DFERE & L CHEN X
N KR EL 7LV AL TH Y, ZOHEREMEHETTIZ,

U@Nk+1):wv@w»@)+qf@&?ngg_xv?w»@w (2.552)
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(p) (p) )
Pt 1) = {v? (1), (0P (k) < \) U (0 = dD (k) .55
2P (k), otherwise
() (p) (p)
o JEEE D Sy <s@0e)
z®)(k), otherwise

ThHZoNb, 72720, k=0,1... I3BREL, EMNEHTFp=1,..., P I3RKREES,
THERT R =1,..., N REREMOXEE 2020 @k s 2. P k), v (&), rP (k)
i, HHT2HHBEFESEp L LT, prP k), rP k), rP (k) o B p itk L 5
X 9 BB R Un (1, P) 1S L2208 BLBIC X D BT 5. 72, 00 (k) 12 F28f
— IO U (0,1) 12, dP) IZBEBAE BRI Un (1, P) I L 722389 B2 i F e S h
%5. cy BELU N3 DE DIRELIEREZIH) T X =8 THY, ZNENART—IV VT T 7
7%, XL XIIN%,

DE O S EEFIR (2.55) & 7 at 212, sk T3 4hno1r ohn
TED, (2.552) A3 TFEARZE (mutation) ) (2.55b) it "5 X (crossover) ), (2.55¢) Rl
MEN (selection)) & XiFN T3, 7, DE DIERD T 7 3 EKE1 17113 (2.55a) X432
200 20 W) (k) — 20 ED (k) THY, TORZ PRI TSR B Ly E RIERT
W3,

DE 3R EMWE D S FIEHAV I a v 7Y RLANELZINTED, £
I—3ary 7Y XL TDEbase/numlcrossover) &Rl SN I N5, Z ZThase
1%, (2.55a) RICEB T 2R EFZOBNGTTHD, 7 V7 MHRERFSZHENT 2 Trand)
DIFH, HIBEEMED b > & /NS OMEICHEET 2REHES 2 BIRT 5 Tbesty 2377
%, numli, (2.552) RSB EETRXT FILVOETH S, crossover 1%, (2.55b) Kl
BUBEHFETHD, _7 ML o@ (k1) & 20 (k) OLEREHICESE S Tbin
(binary); D>, L DDDOFFDHE L 7 EHEDAE LR IS Texp (exponential) | 2%
H 2. (255 KR LR s EHEFT S DE/rand/1/bin £ XN %, DED b - & b
K7L 3) AL TH S,

DE (% PSO & [Ffk, HWERIID D% i O KB LFIETH 553, PSO IZPRE R DL
EHEHNCHIR2 2\ o2kt LT, DE Tl (2.55¢) RDEHIC X b, FEREIESRICHN
BISUED/INS K 2 2 J7ENC L BEI L 2\, #8597 4UE, DE OFRERIED4IT p-best D
PBICH 2 E WA D, L7zhS> T, DE TIREERSMBIRERT 22 L3k \vicd, <7
A —ZFENK U Tl b @ cd 5. ZOMWEHITEH L ERE~DIGHZ &
LClE, 72k z21E, % HIEKIE O RO 5 b E A~ 0 05 2, REEO 71 v
B0 EH O = RITIRGHI T — % OfiiEG b P, 2 v F ANV Fes 7ud7 405
DiEE~ O P8 L&D FIGIOPE PN e Eb T ons. i, modEftiERED
TAREEDSENN Z 5, RO EOEL Y W ADKIRREL 7L 3) AL E L THEHE
NTWn38,

DE Dz 2O O ED L LT, HREMDRILT & DR %2 MG T 5729,
MIED LD D FIC b ERE SR & (A 31, & AR D iR > [ 1 0}
L CHESHE G E W) H23h 5, ZiUxf LT, 72 ZIXMAEAEEE2E T 32 KX DEA

{51

$Maple (http://www.cybernet.co.jp/maple/) 7 & (2014 4£ 9 HEIE)
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(100, 1011 = Nelder-Mead 12350 B N AT DOBEE DFHAA AR U102 70 EHRAZ S T %,
7B, ZOHEIZ, RREMORICT I8k 28802 v % PSO IZB W T S [ARDTE
M3 nTEH, R [52] TIF, TRTEEEMOXIUTHUEEREZ w5 LT,
JEREDHL YD /512 & 2 Tt bIEREN D ZENEN I N5 2 E WERNITR IR T3,

ZDft, DE O {bERED M EE K> 70 e LT, X7 X =2 OHBFICEET %
fF7E B0-321 5 HINBIBGHHE IR D BRI B3 2 0F2E 1031 22 E3db 1P s 5.

254 ZTOMOFX

Afficix, RENEA T2 —) AT 427 ADH L LTPSO & DE ZWH LiF723,
ZDIFH Iz b 72 & Z1F Cucko Search Algorithm!!'%41, FireFly Algorithm!!'%,  Artificial Bee
Algorithm!!106:107) 22 BWSEEfE§ 2. 206 D% CIFHARTICE T 2100 L & O fd i
ZEMML 725D TH Y, SCHR[108] T, I 5ICHIWIELA T LT Y X LOFEED
RfismINnTw s,

255 AFba—URT4 U XDHFE

PSOSDEZRIEILDETEIATLa—Y AT 4 7 AIX, 7NLITYRLBHMTHY, »
2 HINBIE O AL % A IS RIIRE(L 2R 5 2 e TE L7720, EbdTI
HAEoET7 LY XL (BF) Tholwzs, 7, MERECIGCT, 7LV3V A5
ZHHICKRERTEAFZRI ZRLELE TS, LrLZEDO—HT, 73V XLDOHESE
ICBR L CBE B II T L b 4K, 4 mBERNREL 7L 2 X LD RER
L5720, EEOWRMBOMAIERCHERINZEE) & oo Z2BEEINICED el Wl
EHCED D, HREOIER ST A =TI LT v ) X a2 FHT 5 AR
DT T 2 ENH B, ZHUTH LT, L AE, NI A=Y ZHERIRIIGEC TH
BIIICHHRE T 2H8RE % O 7L 3 XL DHZE %321, 7L 3 X L OFANEE) &
BT AR IOV 2 E03h 0, HHRORERMENRE LT, LD EERNTHEPT VLT ILIY
ALDBHBFIN TS,

26 REDFRE®D

AREETIE, KiColko) dbiiE, & X 0% SRERNREL 7 V3 ) X Loz
ML 729 2T, BMEOE R A Yt a—Y AT 4 7 A TdH 3PSO DE % % SR
L7V Y RLERZ, 26D T7NLITY R OWTHEELL 72, 255 H TR~ &
I, AFE2—VRAT4 7 AD%LIX, EbOTHVETOHHEZEL, MEICHD
FC7NVITY RALZHMBIHEETEI2XMIZREADE TR0, BEAN LR T 20
FTLORWAD, LEZERNIA—YRER B THIGMTEERZ RO NTwB L
W) SHEM EOMEDH 5, ZOFEICH LT, 3EBXU4ETIEPSO L DEOZNE
o WT, BN A 7 7a—FIck ) 7L 3V XA DEREZ TR, RFX—FFED
iR 2 5 2 Tl
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31 AREICDWT

ARETIE, Particle Swarm Optimization (PSO) DENRFEMAT & LT, PRRMDOIEM: &<
7A=Y OBRZELT 5. PSO DEEILIEREIZIRR F QUM L BRI H D, F7-
B R DI MENL ST A —FREIHFET 5720, PSO % iid {LiE~EH T 2 BRI,
KRIRHIERER & JRFTIRB DT ED N T v 2%, PRI NSRIHEIRZ E2BREL T, (7
A=Y YIS 2 Lk 6NDE, TDI EH S, PSODEFHE, & CITHRERE
DI LR T XA =5 L OBIRICIEBELVED SN TED, £ ODMASLCHEDH 5.

PSO DUCRPEMENT I, BAR D oS E SNLDIFOED 2 HTH 5.

(1) p-best % g-best &3 o7V — MREZE DS, HIBEEDIPIRPHERDLIC L > T
EE DM

(2) REBEREEEEHUCELBDE TN TV 5 5

ZnenH b, (1) ITBIL T, pbest S gbest ZEHE L TGEMT 200586 TH %
(10,111 pSO % FEEED I wfUE IS 9 % &, p-best ¥ g-best IZIRZ WA TIFAEZICTH
MINnsb00, REMNED EVROME DBENLMBREO0D D6 k57, p-best
$ g-best DHEHFIFIT 5. PSO IR D & 4 5 BN 2B 1L, p-best % g-best D HTH
i L 7R SRR L €, K EnezRoU0HT e Thh, ORI TOHEIFE
W3- L bEHELER D, L7h>T, p-best g-best ZEH E B I & IFAHIZEM
THDLEVZS, IBLTE, ABOFELZERERT 20 TR, ALBZHERE
AL, b ZISHHEICREBESE TERE B FEPRENTH 2 737 GLEk%
EBEBZE, I 51T p-best & g-best Z R & RETIUL, PSO DIRZR [ EHH L, #r
JBIRAZE S AT L8 LT T E 5720, AT IO et Fikz Hoe g,
NI A= LREWDORREZES ZEDVARETH S, Lo Luds, EPET IV EFHET A
TLDOMEEZNS K 2, FHEFEDD 2FERH 5 2 EMERI N T3 121 554
T, ISICHED L) ERFHOERDOE— AV P ETERL TR WML 4
2 \WIXHER S R T L RERDBLZIHFETE, PSO L i 72 BEBREIESR > 2 7 4 0 H -
YR OWTH L 72ige3d b U 2 o DT &8 5 ZE /ANLEDET L,
BAESEERE R N2 HRE Wb D E o TWw3, L2 LARDS, PSODIST XA —5 LI
WY 2 B BRI R Z IR o T,

Z 2T, KiSCTIE, PSODTIL DY RLEHERS AT L L L THAZT IOV TIEHE
KROWE LFEMD T 70 —FICHEDE DD, HEREBDHRKXETOE—X Y Fz2Hv
Toikam 3T, WEROM 2 KU ER L iz 8 2k ). SBOPE2Z T 5 PSODT
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L) ZDITBNT, M2 RRRZ R 7 — )L CIRER S OZ B % BT 2 2 & I35
ICATRETH 505, PSODTNTY ALZDHDIFRFRICH L TAETH L Z LD 6,
EARM 22 R CHRR OB 2 152 2 &, BINOFHEOKEICE T 2H4 DELED
SEDHNINNS 5720, RBEROBIRMEZHEIICIRZ 2 2 L AREE 2 5.

DFETI 22 BYRFE 2 Bermic il 32 2 12k b, PSO DLESED AL 5§, T DfE
DM TEERDUER (H 5 0IEFHB) T 20 ZREBICTHIT2HEEL SO TEL Z
EDHRE L 72 5.

AFETIZET, 3.28iT, PSODWREMEEFRN 2R AT LELTET S, 334
TlE, 328 CHOAMERS AT LICNT 2LENRZER LI 2T, BEEMIN% PSO OF)
Rtk e LT, BREONKEDNTZE 2%, 34Tk, REMBITFENEITH S
CLRMERT AL LI, REMBITFEDISH E LT, RATHIERE & R ER 2 Ky
WKBIR) L2 LE TS TRINIRE 7 X —% | oz BENICE 2 %, 356iT
1, BAESEERIC X D, FERIRE ST X — 5 ORI 2 BEHIOHESE RS X — ¥ FE LD
2 U CHERT 5. mRIC3.6HITIE, AEONEBZEL®D DL L HIT, REMITTIE
DETBHEIZOVTRR B,

32 PSO DERDMNUEBHAOHERY X7 LK
PSO DER MO EHRIL, H2ETRLALEED,

@ (k + 1) = A® (k)+e, R (k) (2@ (k) — 2 (k)

+ea RY) () (209 (k) — 2P (k) (3.1a)
e (k+1) = 2P k) + vP (k+1) (3.1b)

ThHZoN5, B.1a) BT, PERMEN L 72RDLZ THE L T p-best 8 X U g-best %
REEIZIL L e WERE A L,

220 (k) = g vk =0,1,2,... (3.2
o) (1) = B v — 01,2, .. (3.2b)

L8 L, PSO DHEZREMEH 3.1) 1, HREMOXIG(n=1,...,N) J &I,

(p) (»)
( <k+)>=ANR%@mR$wxaqmﬁ(<#<“U>

ud (k) o (s
+ ) (RY) (k). B (K) (é) (330)
M(R(p)(k) Rén)(k); Mt c) = <1 — clR(P)ik:) — 02R§I:3(k) —O)\> (3.3b)
P (k) = 2P (k) — 2 (3.3¢)
gm:C$gFm+@é$W) (3.3d)
" c1+ ¢
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b b
WO (D k), B )y = 2@ = &R () = B ()
)+ 2n c1 + co

n 1n

(3.3¢)

LEBTE, R M(RE) (k), RP (k): A, c1, ¢2) H3ELE RY) (), R (k) 12 & 1 HRkHs
Ak ZEWENT MRS AT LME6 NS L,

3.3 PSO ¥ RT LDOLREMEENT
33.1 PSOVRTLDEEEDESE

PSO D85 X —% LIRMEDORfRIZ, ¥ AT 4 3.3) KON EWMIT 68 2 &
WTED. AT, (332 XOAAH2HDO AN ZEX R E LT AT 4

(p) (»)
Yn (k 1) (») (») Yn (k)
= M(R}’(k), Rs. (k); A 3.4
( uid (k) ) i (B Flan (021, 2) ! (k= 1) oo

WKHHT S, &8, G4HANTHEBRINE L AT L%, HREE L OBERERORIGT LI
M DOHE L 72D TH B Z 05, FEDHRMDFFEDIRRZEZMOXIIZEH L 7%
BRI TH o TH I RbI, 22T, UWToiEm T, BREESZRITH
T p B X OEREEOKTE 2 T TR n DELLEML, S 512 pk) = (pr(k), pa(k)T =
WP k), yP(k —1)T LB X, AT A GBA) %,

p(k +1) = M(Ryi(k), Ra(k); A, c1, c2)p(k) (3.5

EELZELET S,
AT A (3.5) BHERMHELESE, ThbbMEEDOIE e > 0120 L T,

lim Pr{sup lp(k)|| > a} =0 (3.6)
K—oo E>SK

DALT B2 EZD, WNTRA=F N\ e, e LT, AT L (3.4) ROSHERMHTL
ESAE (3.6) iz T & X, PSOIE, > AT L 3.4) R EHEMANHLENEZETSZ L

5, ZOEHILENTHD, &I xpdsti(k) = gePs(k) TH 2 L &, HERIMIFFED
VERLZHERIICINR T 2, 72721, DORT 2 B0 R FTRE e 50 & fuens 2 ik
BOMEETH B, 8, HIEIEDIEWIZ X % PSO DEIFFEDE I, p-best & g-best D
JERE & Z ORFZ LD AN D D3, ¥ AT L (3.5) 1%, p-best & g-best % & wWEA T
I NTED, AT L (3.5 DUEWMBN»P /S5 PSO D37 X —8 LINFHMED
BIfRIE, HowWw 2 HMBIEICIN L THEHT 22 &0 TE S,

Fig. 3.1 12, W DD I A —=FFEICRHT 22 AT L 3.5) OFEHZRT, KAREFIH
TR LB D, MEANGERRZ R 7 — L THRIGEIIE 4 OBEREZICE T 2850
DR H DD, BRI BERIEL 2 A — )L TR II5E 3 E 4 DFELE D S22 DRI
WHED, RIRX—=FHREICLST, AT LIFEDEHAZRT I LB 5,

YREATHN M (R (k), RE) (k); A, e1,¢2) DEIBICEEND A, 1, c0 EERTH 255, ¥ AT LD¥EEHZ

o DIEIKTET 2 £\ 9 ERIAT 270, Z8<Ths RP (k),RP (k) £+ I any ) TEY-> TRl
L7,
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(a) Micro-time behaviour
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(b) Macro-time bahaviour
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Fig. 3.1 System behaviours of system (3.5) for several parameter settings.
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332 BHEDL G ZI5EDRE BT

AT L (3.5 OIREER p(k + 1) 1%, #WIfE%E p(0) £ T2 L,

k
pk+1)= (H M(Ri(k — k), Ro(k — K); A, 1, 02)> p(0) (3.7)
k=0
EFITE, G HRTBCT, REATIH M(R1(k — k), Ra(k — K); N\, e1,02) 13, %5 kI
U CTHWICIERHATH % 720, PERRZ kBT 2IREE p(k) 1%, BLEK Ry, Ry DR
RiZlk F Tt oAfiil, SHIKZDEFIHEET 5. Z 2 TRWMXTIE, Y AT 4 (35)
DURENEEELZT 270, IREEp D 2T/ VL ||p|| DIERINERESRME 2575, 2D
720, 2XIGDIREER p ZMERE ECTEZ, THEFAUBEOHMRT bV EZ DR

q(0) = (cos(8),sin(0)) " = ﬂ%gﬂ (3.8a)
arccos (]01>’ pa >0
0 = arg(p) = il (3.8b)

27 — arccos

IIPII)’

p2 <0

EUATZE, |p(k+1)| &,

[p(k + DI = [[M(R1(k), Ra(k); A, e, c2)p(k) |
= [M(Ry(k), Ra(k); A, c1, c2)a(0(k))|| x [lp(k)||

(3.9
k
= (HII(M(Rl(H),Rz(H);/\761,02)q(9(/€))\|> IO)]
k=0
EFHLZENTES, B9 RITBNT,
k
D(k) = HH(M(Rl(K,),RQ(n); A c1,¢2)q(0(K))|| >0 (3.10)
rk=0

EBLE, VAT AL (3.5 OMERUNEZESRM L, TREOER e > 01T/ L T,

lim Pr{sup”p(k +1)|| > 5} = lim Pr {sup (D(E)||p(0)]]) > 8} =0 3.11)
K—oo E>K K—oo0 k>K

THY, |p0)]| FEBETHDL I E05, Dk) ZRDBEILEBITENE, AT 4 (3.5),
b H PSO DLZEMEDHRINARE L 72 5. D(k) DRBELTWNERIE A A 7 —DETH D,
Z DB DIERF AL v, Ko T, BRRECE T 288 Ry, Ry, BN
FV q DR 0 DIEDBEAICG 2 505 TH, Zogmboiud D(k) 235 $ %
TEDTESL, A0 DOMEERE p0) 12, TREBERA k=02 5HERZ &k — oo DI
WZOk) DL DDA E, HDERNL k (k> 1) B TREA 0(k) 28 L 2EDHER Y
MHB—ET 2, $abbILIT— FEDRED S & T, Dirac D7 I)VF %z T,

1 1 2
,0(9):/0 de/O dR2/O (0 — arg(M(Ry, Ra; A, c1,¢2)q(6')))p(0')do’ (3.12)
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ThHZ6Nn5, DT, mflibozo, REIMEML, p-best & g-best DHEFTIHIE
0, 222 p(0) I ERITE LRI Z k=0 &5, D(k) I,

k
D(k) = [JI(M(R1(k), Ra(k); A, 1, ¢2)q(0(x))]]
r=0 (3.13)

k
= exp (k; Z log||(M(Ry(k), Ra(k); A, c1, Cz)QW(“))H)
k=0

EEWTE, ZIZTR(k),Re(k) [0 DD TEED, FInsiFok) &1k
MAZICEFE A LITHERT S E, REDOFHENXD, EEDOIEES > 0I1TR LT,

k—o0

k
lim Pr {‘ (; ZlogH(M(Pq(H), Ra(k); A e, 62)‘1(9(’?))0 —H
k=0

>5} =0 (3.14)

DD, 7L, G RIZBENT, 13 log||(M(Ry(k), Ra(k); A, c1, ¢2)q(0(k))|| @
WFHETH D,

1 1 2
u:/ dR1/ ng/ log|| M (R1, Ra; A, c1,¢2)q(0)]|p(6)dé (3.15)
0 0 0

ThE5zon3? B.13)A, G1HAEBLUNGE15) KLY,
kli_)m Pr{exp(k(pn —9)) < D(k) <exp(k(p+4))} =1 (3.16)

BESEND, 22T, 6> 0RMERICNIL T ENUEETHD, DE) I, k> 10
L,
D(k) ~ exp(kp) (3.17)

EHRFEL Z LA TH B, I I T,

1 1 21
b= / iR, / dRs / log|| M(Ry, Ro: M. c1,e2)q(B)|[p(6)d6 <0 (3.18)
0 0 0

ZWi7- & E, D(k) DRBD T KIS L THIED £ %%, LT, fEEDe > 012
WHLTKZFaRESENUIMEED k> KITHLTDE)||p0)|| > e & 7% 2HMEHR%E2 145
NS TE, VAT L (3.5 IFMERINEZESME 3.11) 2§ 5.

E2AHT, (3.15 ADfHIE, AT LAOREHMD AL ST, WD 2 WIFFHEROMES
DL LCHFAT I ENTES, 0E,

1 1 2
C(A,c1,¢2) = exp (/ de/ dR2/ log||[M (R, Ra; A, 01,02)(1(9)”/’(9)d9> (3.19)
0 0 0
ExTIE, 39N, FAREVESTICHNLT,

Ip(k)]| = (C(As e1,¢2))* [|p(0) (3.20)

Yog||(M(R1(k), R2(k); A, c1, ¢2)q(0(k))|| 1ZEADERKDfER & D 5 2 (BEEZ L) 7o, 4K (3.15)
RITLEERE D & LTERL, ARAMMMHMENEET 5 2 & 2T 208235 5. KRcCTlE, HEDETE
PEIFFEHTE TR0, BOBMEFEERICLD, G.15) AEROMME L TREL I EEZMHERL 0D,
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Ll B 2 EDTE, (N 1, co) DIEERRINA k26 > AT L DOYCRZEE) (FEHzEH))
ZYMTHIENTE S,

5%, KETEAL RADEEIIM p(0) LLEMERE C(\, 1, c2) IZEHTINIZK®D 5
CLIEWEETH D, BUERICKD 2 05035 5. BRI EHETTEIZ DWW T Appendix C
ZZEI N0,

3.3.3 EBHEHNRWGE DR E R

PSO DR M EREEHIN (3.1) 13, —MRIICEEEZb >MEZ L TR, ZOT A
TLARBII 2B O HEXERD, RETITEZ NS, 2T, PSO DRikZ
F—RAE L THEEHOREZ Y e DEH, T74%b5 B.1a) BV TA=0DEH2E R
%, BUHHEHOBRESERD LI, PATLDEKEAHN T —CEBT LI LENTE,
LML E S 2 FRITIIC R D 2 Z L DSTRE L 75 5.

BlayRTEBWTA=0,L%EE, 332 AX~3B3e)XicHn5->T@B.1a) XELET
%L,

Y (k+1) = (1 — e RE) (k) — eaRY) (k))y® (k)

+ulP) (R (k), RS (k) (3.21a)
(p-best) (g best)
27({’0) = 2ocn T C2TGn (3.21¢)
1+ co
(p-best) (gbest)y (@) 1y _ R ().
u® (RY) (k), RY) (k) = ac(zc, | — T, +)(R1n( ) — Ry, (k) (3.21d)
C1 ()]

ERD, NAODEAELIZRRD, REDAN T —CTEX MR AT L6015, (3.21a)
RICBOTANEZRE, F7REEHKE 332HOHERCES>T pk) = y(k) B
72 AT LRI

p(k+1) = (1 - c1Ri(k) — caRa(k))p(k) (3.22)

&b, VAT A (3.22) DWERMHIZESM I, EEOIER e > 01 LT,

lim Pr { sup [p(k)| > e} =0 (3.23)
K—o0 E>K

DD EDOZ L TH D,
AT L (3.22) ZWIHIE p(0) ERED A 7 —REZHVTEHE T L,

k
pk+1) = (H(l —cRi(k) - C2R2(/€))> p(0) (3.24)

xk=0

t%%, ZCIT, )
D(k) = [[(1 = c1Ri (k) — caRa(k)) (3.25)

k=0
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LB, WERMNLZESR (3.23) 1FBARRIC,

lim Pr {sup Ip(k)| > 5} = lim Pr {sup (|D(k)||p(0)]) > 5} =0 (3.26)
K—oo ESK K—oo E>SK

TEIN, p0) ZEKTH S Eh5, |Dk)| 2RD 5 2 EHTEIUTEMIED 22\ PSO
iz > AT L (3.22) DEEEDHHDFRE L %2 5. |D(k)| I,

k
ID(k)| = [T = c1Ri(k) = c2Ra()]
"= (3.27)

k
1
= exp (kk ’;logll —c1Ri(k) — CQRQ(H))
EETE, 22T, Ri(k),Ra(k) D3 [0,1] DR TEE S LICHERT S L, K
BOFHEA X D, [EEDOIEE S > 0120 LT,

k
1
lim Pr {‘ ( E log|l — 1R (k) — CQRQ(K)‘) —pl > (5} =0 (3.28)
k—o0 k —o

IR D, 72721, B28)RITB VT, plidlog/l —ciRy(k) — coRo(k)| DIIFHETH D,

1 1
m = / dR1 / 10g|1 — ClRl(I{) — CQRQ(K/)‘CZRQ (329)
0 0

THZo6Nn5,
DI, 332MHEMBRDEMIC LD, > AT L (3.22) DRERMNLEESI L,

1 1
n = / dR; / log ‘1 —c1Ry — 02R2| dRy <0 (330)
0 0

& B, Fl, LEMEE ((c,e2) 13,

1 1
C(Cl, Cg) = exp </ dR; / log |1 — (ClRl + 02R2)| dRQ) (3.31)
0 0

ThHEzZoNn3.
(3.31) RO IFRINCHE T2 2 W TES, L2, c1=0,c0A£0DEE, &
AT I (3.22) DREHRMNTZEE S,

(c2—1)logles — 1] — 3 < 0 (3.32)

THD, B3 RAZ @ ITOOTHEL & ey <4591 DBESND, 2, cir=co=c#0D
EE, AT A (3.22) DRERMNT L E S,

(2¢ — 1)?log|2c — 1| — (3c* 4+ 2(c — 1)?logle — 1|) < 0 (3.33)

ThHY, B3)AZ cliOVTHL L c< 231960 5N 2%, I TROLEIZT DD,
PSO DY AT LIWLEEL R BN TA—YERED EIRfETH 5.
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Table 3.1 Examples of index of stability.

No. Parameter Setting C(A e1,c2)
1741 X\ = 0.60000 ¢ = c3 = 1.70000 | 0.84876
208311 X =0.72900 ¢ = cy = 1.49445 | 0.90713
3021 1 X =0.83210 ¢ = ¢ = 2.00000 | 0.99991

le+40 [ 3
1e+20 | -
N S D ]
— 1e20 |
= u
= le40 F
8 C
— le-60 |
= C
= 1e-80 F Case 1(PSO) ——
C Case 2(PSO)
le-100 | Case 3(PSO) ——
_ - Case 1(Approx.) -----
le-120 - Case 2(Approx.)
le-140 [Case 3(Approx.) -----
E | | | 7
0 500 1000 1500 2000

Fig. 3.2 Comparison between actual PSO behaviours and predictions on Eq. (3.20).
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Table 3.1 12, WED/NF XA —=FFEICNT 5 AT L (3.5 OEEWEECDEEZRT,
Table 3.1 ® No. 1 8 XU No. 2 I, HEFHEIC L DIREINHEREARR T A —FHRETH D,
No. 3 1%, #%ibd 2 TRHEMERER I X =¥ @E) Th b, F7 Fig. 3.212, EED PSO
DRR O ZE) (Xrh, PSO L X 7-%%) &, Table 3.1 DL EMEIREE ¢ DfE% b
& 12 (3.20) AT HAE > 72 PSO DU ZEH) (X7, Approx. & it & 1172 %51) % LUl L 72658
ZY. T ZCPSO THaE{L T 2 HIVBEEL f(x) 1&, BRIV & Bl FEBRAS R o o %
BT D7D, HfliRBRO 1 2802 KB f(x) = 22 ZHH L T3, Fig.32 &
D, (3.20) X% H\ T PSO DURZEH %2 RO CREITTECWE 2 &b 5.

241 TR X 912, EERORFTINRER Z A3 5 2161 H N BE% D KIS i w fig
EWET L0, TP LESRRL) L XIEND 200K T 2HKE T LY XA
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Fig. 3.3 Contour of index of stability for several parameter settings.
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REEEHT A%,
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Table 3.2 Examples of parameter settings for sustainable search.

A C1 = C9 A Cl1 = C A Cl1 = C A Cl1 = C2 A Cl1 = C9
0.02 | 2.3501 || 0.22 | 2.5268 | 0.42 | 2.5913 || 0.62 | 2.5026 | 0.82 | 2.0547
0.04 | 2.3732 || 0.24 | 2.5384 || 0.44 | 2.5908 || 0.64 | 2.4802 | 0.84 | 1.9623
0.06 | 2.3948 || 0.26 | 2.5489 || 0.46 | 2.5888 | 0.66 | 2.4544 || 0.86 | 1.8490
0.08 | 2.4154 || 0.28 | 2.5583 || 0.48 | 2.5851 || 0.68 | 2.4247 || 0.88 | 1.7040
0.10 | 2.4346 || 0.30 | 2.5666 | 0.50 | 2.5797 || 0.70 | 2.3907 | 0.90 | 1.5128
0.12 | 2.4527 || 0.32 | 2.5738 || 0.52 | 2.5725 | 0.72 | 2.3518 || 0.92 | 1.2822
0.14 | 2.4697 || 0.34 | 2.5798 || 0.54 | 2.5632 || 0.74 | 2.3074 || 0.94 | 1.0375
0.16 | 2.4856 || 0.36 | 2.5846 || 0.56 | 2.5518 || 0.76 | 2.2568 || 0.96 | 0.7574
0.18 | 2.5004 || 0.38 | 2.5882 || 0.58 | 2.5381 || 0.78 | 2.1990 || 0.98 | 0.4239
0.20 | 2.5141 || 0.40 | 2.5904 | 0.60 | 2.5217 || 0.80 | 2.1323 || 1.00 | 0.0000

Table 3.3 Common numerical simulation conditions.

Item Value

Max Iteration (K) 5000

Trial 200

Number of Search Points (P) 20

Parameter (c1, co, ) Shown in Each Numerical Simulation
Link of Random Coefficients (Rgp ), Rép )) Shown in Each Numerical Simulation
Initial Condition 2P(0) ~ Ur(—5.0,5.0)
Bounding Method Torus

3.5 BUBERERIC K 2FHAVETR/NT X —F ICED < PSO O MERERH

351 BUERERSM

AKfiClx, m#EbRyF<—7RE~D PSO DM %28 LT, FHilRE 7 X —%
(20 PSO Dt ERE % B 2. Table 3.3 12, AfiiC B 1) 2 FfHEER O oS-
%79, Table 3.3 T “Shown in Each Numerical Simulation” & 72> T\ 5 5&f:1%, DI, &%
BHEFEBROTIC B W BN T, F72, Table3.412, AffilicB VL THWEIRYFv—7
MO —E%2RT,

352 HERE/INTX—F EFENER/INT X =5 DR

Tables 3.5-3.10 1Z, Table 3.1 128 L7z 3 2D,87 X — & #%7E (Fig. 3.7) ® PSO % H\\»C,
Table 3.4 IR T HKERNY Fv— 7 RZ R OIFEREZRT, SR RELEREE LT, &
Sz f(aledes)) oYy, ERERFAE X ORA, e RL T3, F7, Figs. 3.7-3.12
12, 200 [MDFRITD I B, B2 1 RORTICE T BERERZNKT 2 f(xled)) o %
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Table 3.4 Benchmark problems.

No. | Problem Dimension (V) | Rotation Angle ()
1 Prob. 1 (Sphere Function) 20 0.0
2 | Prob. 2 (Rosenbrock’s Function) 20 0.0
3 | Prob. 3 (2 minima Function) 20 0.0
4 | Prob. 3 (2 minima Function) 20 0.3
5 | Prob. 4 (Rastrigin’s Function) 20 0.0
6 | Prob. 4 (Rastrigin’s Function) 20 0.3
30 m————T1———= T T -
I L T 1.2 ==mmmms
2.5 "_“ e _ 1.1 ---eee
U S 1 1=0.83210, ¢=2.00000 | 10
20 B e SRR ~— -4 09 -==-
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__________ N . e\ | 0.7
v 1.5 B \:_ """"" """"""" A ‘ """"" *‘ """"""" -] 06 ———
X N : . 12072900] 02149445 05 ....................
1.0 IR A L L S WO S W _ 0.4 oo
ol R Vo | . 0.3 -woeeeees
: Vo \ L
s e
= | : ) o \
= ".f'_ H : ‘. ‘
0.0 LD==== = e e e )
0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0

Fig. 3.4 Parameter settings map.
(1) Comparison between conventional and sustainable search parameters

BT, B, AHOBMEER T, WIRO8T A —y3Eicnt LT hELE R R X 87
B, FABIE A LBADIAICO W TIRE TR LTV 3.
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6, Table 3.5(a) IS8T EB D, HIEEMEMBIEO & b o TRIE(LAYE S 7% Prob. 1
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foE B, RS A =5 ERELT, HOMME RS ¢ OB, THERENO
RIGICE L T AT LAMEENTH D) EVIHIIRENER IS AL, BITER
Bt InTniznkzochsrtEiLons,

AT, RERE TR A — 5 OO TR, MBI AT TR AT
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P 2108585 X — 8 BOEDRGBILIERE % 55 &, FREIIERR ST A — 5 (0 = cp =

41



3 3 & Particle Swarm Optimization O U 4 figtT

3.0
1.2 -------
25 i | A IS VRSP
...... - 77i=0.83210, ¢=2.00000 ég I
N N AN N 0.8 —mmre
| ~  Set A arround )
RN «stable/unstable critical point{ g .—.—.._.
Y A o v N
| L 0.4 oo
0.3 ------
0.0
0.0 0.2 04 0.6 0.8 1.0

Fig. 3.5 Parameter settings map.
(2) Sensitivity analysis of sustainable search parameter
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Fiodle 3N, & <ITFig 3.11(b) & £ T, HAKHNTIIIERMESEE T X — % K D R\
BEONTVD, U, FNERAA I A=Y DET 2R TH % TP L Lk,
DEIIER L 2R EE 2z 6N 5,
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REeBEPNCBEBIRIRETHLIDOICHOMEO ST TERLELIRE) 2#DIRT T X —
YREL e T0B®, ZEMER, T4bbINHMERADmE ST X =2 L KL TPP
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Fig. 3.6 Parameter settings map.
(3) Comparison between sustainable search parameters
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Table 3.5 Optimization performance of PSO for Prob. 1 (N = 20, « = 0.0).

(a) Random coefficients link disabled

(1) Comparison between conventional parameters and sustainable search parameter

A

c1 Co mean stdev min max
1 1.49445 1.49445 0.72900 | 8.438e-109 1.174e-107 1.653e-126 1.664e-106
2 1.70000 1.70000 0.60000 | 3.098e-18  3.330e-17 3.534e-150 4.602e-16
3 | 2.00000 2.00000 0.83210 | 5.690e+00 2.671e+00 1.081e+00 1.323e+01
(b) Random coefficients link enabled
No. c1 1) A mean stdev min max

1 1.49445 1.49445 0.72900 | 2.298e+00 1.140e+00 4.178e-01 7.178e+00

2 1.70000 1.70000 0.60000 | 3.660e+00 1.698e+00 7.383e-01 9.928e+00

3 | 2.00000 2.00000 0.83210 | 1.153e-04 9.456e-05 8.918e-06 6.572e-04

Table 3.6 Optimization performance of PSO for Prob. 2 (N = 20, o = 0.0).

(a) Random coefficients link disabled

(1) Comparison between conventional parameters and sustainable search parameter

No. c1 Co A mean stdev min max
1 1.49445 1.49445 0.72900 | 2.279e+00 2.545e+00 1.962e-05 1.253e+01
2 1.70000 1.70000 0.60000 | 1.257e+01 1.149e+01 3.533e-05 9.540e+01
3 | 2.00000 2.00000 0.83210 | 1.462e+03 8.280e+02 2.598e+02 4.443e+03

(b) Random coefficients link enabled

No. c1 co A mean stdev min max
1 1.49445 1.49445 0.72900 | 3.346e+02 1.730e+02 8.614e+01 1.035e+03
2 1.70000 1.70000 0.60000 | 5.138e+02 3.047e+02 9.819e+01 1.803e+03
3 | 2.00000 2.00000 0.83210 | 1.882e+01 9.685e+00 5.991e+00 7.579e+01
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Table 3.7 Optimization performance of PSO for Prob. 3 (N = 20, o = 0.0).
(1) Comparison between conventional parameters and sustainable search parameter

(a) Random coefficients link disabled

No. c1 co A mean stdev min max
1 1.49445 1.49445 0.72900 | -1.487¢+03 4.166e+01 -1.567¢+03 -1.397e+03
1.70000 1.70000 0.60000 | -1.464e+03 5.011e+01 -1.567e+03 -1.312e+03
3 2.00000 2.00000 0.83210 | -1.309¢+03 6.520e+01 -1.443e+03 -1.168e+03

(b) Random coefficients link enabled

No. cl co A mean stdev min max
1 1.49445 1.49445 0.72900 | -1.281e+03 6.895¢+01 -1.441e+03 -1.110e+03
2 1.70000 1.70000 0.60000 | -1.241e+03 7.121e+01 -1.441e+03 -1.013e+03
3 2.00000 2.00000 0.83210 | -1.419e+03 5.620e+01 -1.533e+03 -1.218e+03

Table 3.8 Optimization performance of PSO for Prob. 3 (N = 20, o = 0.3).
(1) Comparison between conventional parameters and sustainable search parameter

(a) Random coefficients link disabled

No. cl Co A mean stdev min max
1 1.49445 1.49445 0.72900 | -1.457e+03 7.774e+01 -1.567e+03 -1.083e+03
1.70000 1.70000 0.60000 | -1.448e+03 8.872e+01 -1.538e+03 -1.096e+03
3 | 2.00000 2.00000 0.83210 | -1.159e+03 1.209e+02 -1.401e+03 -6.903e+02

(b) Random coefficients link enabled

No. c1 Co A mean stdev min max
1 1.49445 1.49445 0.72900 | -1.171e+03 1.381e+02 -1.483e+03 -6.712e+02
1.70000 1.70000 0.60000 | -1.101e+03 1.616e+02 -1.451e+03 -4.327e+02
3 | 2.00000 2.00000 0.83210 | -1.415e+03 1.136e+02 -1.538e+03 -1.038e+03
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Table 3.9 Optimization performance of PSO for Prob. 4 (N = 20, o = 0.0).
(1) Comparison between conventional parameters and sustainable search parameter

(a) Random coefficients link disabled

No. cl co A mean stdev min max
1 1.49445 1.49445 0.72900 | 2.402e+01 7.025e+00 1.094e+01 4.577e+01
2 1.70000 1.70000 0.60000 | 2.570e+01 6.990e+00 8.955e+00 4.577e+01
3 | 2.00000 2.00000 0.83210 | 7.675e+01 1.843e+01 3.312¢+01 1.265e+02

(b) Random coefficients link enabled

No. c1 co A mean stdev min max
1 1.49445 1.49445 0.72900 | 6.315¢e+01 1.607e+01 2.308e+01 1.053e+02
1.70000 1.70000 0.60000 | 7.231e+01 1.452e+01 3.990e+01 1.088e+02
3 | 2.00000 2.00000 0.83210 | 7.663e+00 2.451e+00 2.025e+00 1.417e+01

Table 3.10 Optimization performance of PSO for Prob. 4 (N = 20, a = 0.3).
(1) Comparison between conventional parameters and sustainable search parameter

(a) Random coefficients link disabled

No. cl co A mean stdev min max
1 1.49445 149445 0.72900 | 3.971e+01 1.176e+01 1.592e+01 7.860e+01
2 1.70000 1.70000 0.60000 | 4.173e+01 1.261e+01 1.791e+01 8.955e+01
3 | 2.00000 2.00000 0.83210 | 1.091e+02 2.068e+01 6.272e+01 1.589e+02

(b) Random coefficients link enabled

No. cl co A mean stdev min max
1 1.49445 149445 0.72900 | 7.163e+01 1.740e+01 3.025e+01 1.153e+02
2 1.70000 1.70000 0.60000 | 7.971e+01 1.700e+01 4.280e+01 1.308e+02
3 | 2.00000 2.00000 0.83210 | 3.711e+01 2.157e+01 1.112e+01 1.221e+02
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Fig. 3.7 Time history of f (z(&?*V) of PSO for Prob. 1 (N = 20, a = 0.0).
(1) Comparison between conventional parameters and sustainable search parameter
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Fig. 3.8 Time history of f (z(&"*V) of PSO for Prob. 2 (N = 20, « = 0.0).
(1) Comparison between conventional parameters and sustainable search parameter
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Fig. 3.9 Time history of f (z(&?*V) of PSO for Prob. 3 (N = 20, = 0.3).
(1) Comparison between conventional parameters and sustainable search parameter
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Fig. 3.10 Time history of f (z(&?*) of PSO for Prob. 3 (N = 20, a = 0.0).
(1) Comparison between conventional parameters and sustainable search parameter
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Fig. 3.11 Time history of f (z(&?*) of PSO for Prob. 4 (N = 20, a = 0.0).
(1) Comparison between conventional parameters and sustainable search parameter
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Fig. 3.12 Time history of f (z(&?*) of PSO for Prob. 4 (N = 20, a = 0.3).
(1) Comparison between conventional parameters and sustainable search parameter
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Table 3.11 Optimization performance of PSO for Prob. 1 (/N = 20, a = 0.0).
(2) Sensitivity analysis of sustainable search parameter

C1

C2

A

mean

stdev

min

max

—_
[\

:Sooo\loxul.bww—~g

2.00000
2.00000
2.00000
2.00000
2.00000
2.00000
2.00000
2.00000
2.00000
2.00000
2.00000
2.00000

2.00000
2.00000
2.00000
2.00000
2.00000
2.00000
2.00000
2.00000
2.00000
2.00000
2.00000
2.00000

0.70000
0.72000
0.74000
0.76000
0.78000
0.80000
0.82000
0.83210
0.84000
0.86000
0.88000
0.90000

8.964e-01
6.647e-01
2.896e-01
6.768e-02
6.023e-03
5.645e-04
1.127e-04
1.153e-04
1.701e-04
1.151e-03
1.504e-02
2.033e-01

5.054e-01
3.917e-01
2.178e-01
6.874¢-02
5.070e-03
4.777e-04
8.203e-05
9.456e-05
1.221e-04
7.958e-04
8.514e-03
1.082¢e-01

1.701e-01
7.511e-02
2.245e-02
5.905e-03
4.488e-04
4.393e-05
9.733e-06
8.918e-06
9.663e-06
1.797e-04
2.430e-03
3.300e-02

2.802e+00
3.459e+00
1.217e+00
5.245¢e-01

3.370e-02
3.301e-03
6.579¢-04
6.572¢-04
6.958¢-04
7.250e-03
5.095e-02
5.809e-01

Table 3.12 Optimization performance of PSO for Prob. 2 (N = 20, « = 0.0).
(2) Sensitivity analysis of sustainable search parameter

C1

C2

A

mean

stdev

min

max

:’5\ooo\loxw4>uaw»—g

—_
\)

2.00000
2.00000
2.00000
2.00000
2.00000
2.00000
2.00000
2.00000
2.00000
2.00000
2.00000
2.00000

2.00000
2.00000
2.00000
2.00000
2.00000
2.00000
2.00000
2.00000
2.00000
2.00000
2.00000
2.00000

0.70000
0.72000
0.74000
0.76000
0.78000
0.80000
0.82000
0.83210
0.84000
0.86000
0.88000
0.90000

1.543e+02
1.156e+02
6.720e+01
3.267e+01
2.100e+01
1.853e+01
1.835e+01
1.882e+01
1.881e+01
2.108e+01
3.061e+01
7.964e+01

8.477e+01
6.403e+01
3.634e+01
1.950e+01
1.258e+01
7.690e+00
8.856e+00
9.685e+00
8.739e+00
1.295e+01
2.092e+01
3.996e+01

2.447e+01
2.287e+01
2.076e+01
1.524e+01
1.201e+01
1.002e+01
9.202e+00
5.991e+00
4.596e+00
9.168e+00
1.540e+01
2.297e+01

4.940e+02
3.913e+02
2.025e+02
9.874e+01
9.812e+01
7.208e+01
7.576e+01
7.579e+01
7.547e+01
1.073e+02
1.587e+02
2.705e+02
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Table 3.13 Optimization performance of PSO for Prob. 3 (/N = 20, a = 0.0).
(2) Sensitivity analysis of sustainable search parameter

No. c1 Co A mean stdev min max
1 | 2.00000 2.00000 0.70000 | -1.431e+03 5.477e+01 -1.552e+03 -1.296e+03
2 | 2.00000 2.00000 0.72000 | -1.458e+03 5.850e+01 -1.562e+03 -1.250e+03
3 | 2.00000 2.00000 0.74000 | -1.495e+03 4.740e+01 -1.566e+03 -1.324e+03
4 | 2.00000 2.00000 0.76000 | -1.526e+03 3.586e+01 -1.566e+03 -1.398e+03
5 | 2.00000 2.00000 0.78000 | -1.536e+03 3.575e+01 -1.567e+03 -1.416e+03
6 | 2.00000 2.00000 0.80000 | -1.531e+03 3.076e+01 -1.566e+03 -1.418e+03
7 | 2.00000 2.00000 0.82000 | -1.470e+03 4.420e+01 -1.554e+03 -1.328e+03
8 | 2.00000 2.00000 0.83210 | -1.419e+03 5.620e+01 -1.533e+03 -1.218e+03
9 | 2.00000 2.00000 0.84000 | -1.369e+03 5.519e+01 -1.511e+03 -1.215e+03
10 | 2.00000 2.00000 0.86000 | -1.284e+03 6.067e+01 -1.442e+03 -1.137e+03
11 | 2.00000 2.00000 0.88000 | -1.203e+03 5.520e+01 -1.376e+03 -1.069e+03
12 | 2.00000 2.00000 0.90000 | -1.155e+03 4.824e+01 -1.286e+03 -1.029e+03
Table 3.14 Optimization performance of PSO for Prob. 3 (N = 20, a = 0.3).
(2) Sensitivity analysis of sustainable search parameter
No. c1 Co A mean stdev min max
1 | 2.00000 2.00000 0.70000 | -1.367e+03 7.914e+01 -1.524e+03 -1.163e+03
2 | 2.00000 2.00000 0.72000 | -1.399e+03 8.413e+01 -1.536e+03 -1.145e+03
3 | 2.00000 2.00000 0.74000 | -1.412e+03 9.323e+01 -1.537e+03 -1.053e+03
4 | 2.00000 2.00000 0.76000 | -1.426e+03 8.530e+01 -1.538e+03 -1.162e+03
5 | 2.00000 2.00000 0.78000 | -1.444e+03 8.265e+01 -1.538e+03 -1.135e+03
6 | 2.00000 2.00000 0.80000 | -1.448e+03 8.330e+01 -1.538e+03 -1.107e+03
7 | 2.00000 2.00000 0.82000 | -1.436e+03 1.101e+02 -1.538e+03 -1.016e+03
8 | 2.00000 2.00000 0.83210 | -1.415e+03 1.136e+02 -1.538e+03 -1.038e+03
9 | 2.00000 2.00000 0.84000 | -1.391e+03 1.284e+02 -1.538e+03 -1.028e+03
10 | 2.00000 2.00000 0.86000 | -1.344e+03 1.409e+02 -1.535e+03 -1.008e+03
11 | 2.00000 2.00000 0.88000 | -1.225e+03 1.268e+02 -1.501e+03 -8.830e+02
12 | 2.00000 2.00000 0.90000 | -1.124e+03 1.204e+02 -1.374e+03 -7.937e+02
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Table 3.15 Optimization performance of PSO for Prob. 4 (N = 20, a = 0.0).
(2) Sensitivity analysis of sustainable search parameter

Z
e

C1

C2

A

mean

stdev

min

max

p—
N = WY I N PN SR

—_
[\

2.00000
2.00000
2.00000
2.00000
2.00000
2.00000
2.00000
2.00000
2.00000
2.00000
2.00000
2.00000

2.00000
2.00000
2.00000
2.00000
2.00000
2.00000
2.00000
2.00000
2.00000
2.00000
2.00000
2.00000

0.70000
0.72000
0.74000
0.76000
0.78000
0.80000
0.82000
0.83210
0.84000
0.86000
0.88000
0.90000

4.475e+01
4.016e+01
3.355e+01
2.068e+01
1.117e+01
8.707e+00
7.479e+00
7.663e+00
7.982e+00
1.197e+01
3.471e+01
7.945e+01

1.239¢e+01
1.190e+01
1.164e+01
7.606e+00
3.993e+00
2.107e+00
2.408e+00
2.451e+00
2.441e+00
4.623e+00
1.603e+01
2.237e+01

1.871e+01
1.443e+01
1.151e+01
6.966e+00
4.288e+00
3.055e+00
2.007e+00
2.025e+00
2.568e+00
3.704e+00
1.018e+01
3.606e+01

9.425e+01
7.727e+01
7.208e+01
4.243e+01
3.576e+01
1.620e+01
1.405e+01
1.417e+01
1.481e+01
3.971e+01
9.611e+01
1.460e+02

Table 3.16

Optimization performance of PSO for Prob. 4 (N = 20, « = 0.3).
(2) Sensitivity analysis of sustainable search parameter

C1

C2

A

mean

stdev

min

max

—_
\)

:’5\ooo\loxw4>uaw»—g

2.00000
2.00000
2.00000
2.00000
2.00000
2.00000
2.00000
2.00000
2.00000
2.00000
2.00000
2.00000

2.00000
2.00000
2.00000
2.00000
2.00000
2.00000
2.00000
2.00000
2.00000
2.00000
2.00000
2.00000

0.70000
0.72000
0.74000
0.76000
0.78000
0.80000
0.82000
0.83210
0.84000
0.86000
0.88000
0.90000

5.981e+01
5.638e+01
5.144e+01
4.191e+01
3.509e+01
3.312e+01
3.650e+01
3.711e+01
3.786e+01
5.821e+01
9.558e+01
1.253e+02

1.624e+01
1.459e+01
1.592e+01
1.448e+01
1.588e+01
1.436e+01
1.825e+01
2.157e+01
2.125e+01
3.286e+01
2.963e+01
1.836e+01

2.336e+01
2.405e+01
1.558e+01
1.410e+01
1.042e+01
1.097e+01
9.017e+00
1.112e+01
1.263e+01
1.053e+01
2.219e+01
5.520e+01

1.078e+02
9.708e+01
9.791e401
8.995e+01
1.067e+02
1.031e+02
1.120e+02
1.221e+02
1.136e+02
1.318e+02
1.564e+02
1.578e+02
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Fig. 3.13 Optimization performance of PSO for Prob. 1 (N = 20, a = 0.0).

(2) Sensitivity analysis of sustainable search parameter
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Fig. 3.14 Optimization performance of PSO for Prob. 2 (N = 20, o = 0.0).
(2) Sensitivity analysis of sustainable search parameter
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Fig. 3.15 Optimization performance of PSO for Prob. 3 (N = 20, o = 0.0).
(2) Sensitivity analysis of sustainable search parameter
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Fig. 3.16 Optimization performance of PSO for Prob. 3 (N = 20, o = 0.3).
(2) Sensitivity analysis of sustainable search parameter

57



3 3 & Particle Swarm Optimization O U 4 figtT

Global Minimum —=—
140 - IAverage(with SD) +—=— 2
Min
120 Max —e— ||

f ( x( g—best))

0 L
07 072 074 076 0.78 0.8 0.82 084 086 088 0.9
A

Fig. 3.17 Optimization performance of PSO for Prob. 4 (N = 20, o = 0.0).
(2) Sensitivity analysis of sustainable search parameter
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Fig. 3.18 Optimization performance of PSO for Prob. 4 (N = 20, o = 0.3).
(2) Sensitivity analysis of sustainable search parameter
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Table 3.17 Optimization performance of PSO for Prob. 1 (N = 20, a = 0.0).
(3) Comparison between sustainable search parameters

No. cl co A mean stdev min max
1 1231960 2.31960 0.00000 | 1.618e-06 1.693e-06 9.456e-08 1.226e-05
2 | 243460 2.43460 0.10000 | 1.271e-07 1.085e-07 8.860e-09 6.025e-07
3 | 251410 2.51410 0.20000 | 9.164e-08 8.405e-08 6.742e-09 4.968e-07
4 1256660 2.56660 0.30000 | 1.203e-07 1.205e-07 4.712e-09 7.890e-07
5 | 259040 2.59040 0.40000 | 2.953e-07 2.301e-07 1.904e-08 1.010e-06
6 | 2.57970 2.57970 0.50000 | 9.211e-07 9.832e-07 4.725e-08 6.789¢-06
7 1252170 2.52170 0.60000 | 2.982e-06 3.120e-06 1.141e-07 3.281e-05
8 1239070 2.39070 0.70000 | 1.329e-05 1.174e-05 1.578e-06 9.392e-05
9 | 2.13230 2.13230 0.80000 | 6.611e-05 5.841e-05 4.602e-06 3.639¢-04
10 | 1.51280 1.51280 0.90000 | 5.686e-04 4.319e-04 6.297e-05 2.796e-03

Table 3.18 Optimization performance of PSO for Prob. 2 (N = 20, a = 0.0).
(3) Comparison between sustainable search parameters

No. c1 co A mean stdev min max
1 | 231960 2.31960 0.00000 | 1.797e+01 1.166e+00 1.296e+01 1.950e+01
2 | 243460 2.43460 0.10000 | 1.831e+01 6.966e+00 1.197e+01 7.779e+01
3 | 251410 2.51410 0.20000 | 1.670e+01 1.375e+00 1.231e+01 1.950e+01
4 | 256660 2.56660 0.30000 | 1.699e+01 6.734e+00 6.918e+00 7.127e+01
5 | 259040 2.59040 0.40000 | 1.698e+01 7.978e+00 7.106e+00 7.279e+01
6 | 2.57970 2.57970 0.50000 | 1.647e+01 4.480e+00 7.103e+00 7.576e+01
7 1252170 2.52170 0.60000 | 1.703e+01 5.362e+00 9.205e+00 7.597e+01
8 1239070 2.39070 0.70000 | 1.686e+01 4.157e+00 7.173e+00 6.999e+01
9 | 213230 2.13230 0.80000 | 1.789e+01 6.210e+00 7.224e+00 7.167e+01
10 | 1.51280 1.51280 0.90000 | 2.169e+01 1.553e+01 6.239e+00 1.096e+02
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Table 3.19 Optimization performance of PSO for Prob. 3 (N = 20, a = 0.0).
(3) Comparison between sustainable search parameters

No. c1 c2 A mean stdev min max
1 ] 231960 2.31960 0.00000 | -1.452e+03 4.677e+01 -1.567e+03 -1.340e+03
2 | 243460 2.43460 0.10000 | -1.538e+03 2.814e+01 -1.567e+03 -1.454e+03
3 | 251410 2.51410 0.20000 | -1.562e+03 1.036e+01 -1.567e+03 -1.538e+03
4 | 2.56660 2.56660 0.30000 | -1.566e+03 3.437e+00 -1.567e+03 -1.538e+03
5 1259040 2.59040 0.40000 | -1.567e+03 1.211e-03 -1.567e+03 -1.567e+03
6 | 2.57970 2.57970 0.50000 | -1.567e+03 1.316e-02 -1.567e+03 -1.567e+03
7 | 252170 2.52170 0.60000 | -1.566e+03 3.007e+00 -1.567e+03 -1.537e+03
8 | 239070 2.39070 0.70000 | -1.531e+03 2.650e+01 -1.565e+03 -1.421e+03
9 |2.13230 2.13230 0.80000 | -1.443e+03 4.890e+01 -1.541e+03 -1.311e+03
10 | 1.51280 1.51280 0.90000 | -1.367e+03  6.249e+01 -1.495e+03 -1.210e+03
Table 3.20 Optimization performance of PSO for Prob. 3 (/N = 20, a = 0.3).
(3) Comparison between sustainable search parameters
No. cl co A mean stdev min max
1 ] 231960 2.31960 0.00000 | -1.461e+03 6.351e+01 -1.538e+03 -1.256e+03
2 | 243460 2.43460 0.10000 | -1.469e+03 5.842e+01 -1.538e+03 -1.291e+03
3 | 251410 2.51410 0.20000 | -1.467e+03 5.934e+01 -1.538e+03 -1.291e+03
4 | 2.56660 2.56660 0.30000 | -1.462e+03 5.949e+01 -1.538e+03 -1.259e+03
5 1259040 2.59040 0.40000 | -1.474e+03 6.171e+01 -1.538e+03 -1.262e+03
6 | 2.57970 2.57970 0.50000 | -1.467e+03 6.396e+01 -1.538e+03 -1.231e+03
7 | 252170 2.52170 0.60000 | -1.463e+03 7.941e+01 -1.538e+03 -1.201e+03
8 | 239070 2.39070 0.70000 | -1.443e+03 9.006e+01 -1.538e+03 -1.163e+03
9 |2.13230 2.13230 0.80000 | -1.416e+03 1.134e+02 -1.538e+03 -9.393e+02
10 | 1.51280 1.51280 0.90000 | -1.402e+03 1.163e+02 -1.538e+03 -9.654e+02
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Table 3.21 Optimization performance of PSO for Prob. 4 (N = 20, a = 0.0).
(3) Comparison between sustainable search parameters

z
e

C1

2

A

mean

stdev

min

max

O 0 1 O Lt A W N =

—_
-

2.31960
2.43460
2.51410
2.56660
2.59040
2.57970
2.52170
2.39070
2.13230
1.51280

2.31960
2.43460
2.51410
2.56660
2.59040
2.57970
2.52170
2.39070
2.13230
1.51280

0.00000
0.10000
0.20000
0.30000
0.40000
0.50000
0.60000
0.70000
0.80000
0.90000

3.028e+01
9.432e+00
7.581e+00
6.614e+00
6.263e+00
6.167e+00
6.225e+00
6.631e+00
7.103e+00
8.407e+00

8.878e+00
3.371e+00
3.126e+00
2.513e+00
2.492e+00
2.648e+00
2.169e+00
2.378e+00
2.384e+00
2.526e+00

1.094e+01
1.991e+00
1.990e+00
9.958e-01
9.963e-01
1.942e-03
6.091e-03
1.038e+00
2.018e+00
2.310e+00

5.870e+01
1.791e4+01
1.990e+01
1.393e+01
1.293e401
1.493e+01
1.294e+01
1.394e+01
1.501e+01
1.460e+01

Table 3.22

Optimization performance of PSO for Prob. 4 (N = 20, o = 0.3).
(3) Comparison between sustainable search parameters

z
e

C1

C2

A

mean

stdev

min

max

O 00 3 N Lt A W N =

—_
o

2.31960
2.43460
2.51410
2.56660
2.59040
2.57970
2.52170
2.39070
2.13230
1.51280

2.31960
2.43460
2.51410
2.56660
2.59040
2.57970
2.52170
2.39070
2.13230
1.51280

0.00000
0.10000
0.20000
0.30000
0.40000
0.50000
0.60000
0.70000
0.80000
0.90000

4.354e+01
4.688e+01
4.252e+01
3.887e+01
3.319e+01
3.212e+01
3.075e+01
3.225e+01
3.622e+01
3.720e+01

1.657e+01
1.574e+01
1.564e+01
1.408e+01
1.346e+01
1.063e+01
1.211e+01
1.443e+01
2.228e+01
1.998e+01

1.094e+01
1.094e+01
1.293e+01
1.194e+01
9.950e+00
1.194e+01
1.094e+01
8.956e+00
3.995e+00
5.072e+00

1.085e+02
8.457e+01
9.054e+01
9.114e+01
8.463e+01
6.469¢+01
8.399e+01
9.840e+01
1.263e+02
9.958e+01
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Fig. 3.19 Optimization performance of PSO for Prob. 1 (N = 20, a = 0.0).
(3) Comparison between sustainable search parameters
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Fig. 3.20 Optimization performance of PSO for Prob. 2 (N = 20, o = 0.0).
(3) Comparison between sustainable search parameters
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Fig. 3.21 Optimization performance of PSO for Prob. 3 (N = 20, o = 0.0).
(3) Comparison between sustainable search parameters
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Fig. 3.22 Optimization performance of PSO for Prob. 3 (N = 20, o = 0.3).
(3) Comparison between sustainable search parameters
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Fig. 3.23 Optimization performance of PSO for Prob. 4 (N = 20, o = 0.0).
(3) Comparison between sustainable search parameters
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Fig. 3.24 Optimization performance of PSO for Prob. 4 (N = 20, o = 0.3).
(3) Comparison between sustainable search parameters
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ARETIE, REWRAIE2—Y AT 4 7 ATH % PSO I L THEDHEEL EE L
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WPEDEWIE L LT,

1 1 2
A f1(R1)dR1/O fQ(RQ)dRQ/O 1OgHM(R1,R2;)\,Cl,CQ)q(G)Hp(G)dG<0 (3.35)

TRRTE %, (335 XEHVIUR, & 21X PSO DELERE % IERELE L L2 E 7L
Y AL WS QZEWRIT b AIRE & 75 5,

AREECTR L IREMRIT IR, S7A =P TRTCERTH S I L2HEL T 523,
PSO DR 7N TV ZLDAEHITlE, 737 X — & PREBRIPLERRRZN I U CHEIIE
LS 2 DT 2 297381 REMITTFHIL, Z0kI)B7VTY X L08R L
HOIZT B2 I TERVD, 7k ZI1ET X =5 OFEEDZLYIEMRICB W THEA L
EzZohs, BAENZHLE LT, PSODRENLELUR 7L T Y XL TH % Inertia Weight
Approach IWA)3 D85 X —=F FEICOVTHEZ D, WAL, PSODINT XA =% \ %,
RRBERRZZ K £ L,

)‘(k) = (1 - k) ()\max - )\min) + >\min (336)
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EREIRFIICZAL IR 5 2 L2 & D, RIBIERERD & RFTIERR MR ZIZS 7 P I TW L7
IWTY) ZALTHD, IWADNT A= DEUZ, B@HDPSO k1 129% <, EHHEHOBREDOY
I (RAME) &AMl (RAME) Amax, Amin 2 Z 1VETUHEYNCE D 20685038 %, SCHik [73]
I2E 5 E, Aaxs Amin PHEREAE ST X =2 1ZZNF N Apax = 0.9, Amin = 0.4, ¢ = ¢ = 2.0
ThY, KEOLREWEFTOREEID, ¢ = o = 2.0 DBEDLE,/ ANLEDERIZ
A =0.83210 TH D, H#HEFEE ST X =% 1F Auin < 0.8321 < dmax Zi7z L TE D, FreE
DRETH 5 TEREEPIHIC RIRINERER, TERRINCHArIERER ) WEBIARETH L 2 L %
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Yl b ZAXHIENE S BIEE, BRERIOUN K, TSR R &
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41 AREICDWT
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RICOVTEHASICINTE ST, FEYR NI XA—FZ2HET 5 L, RFTIEREGET
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205, BYRFEDMITICERL TIIREREVDTFET 2, PSO IXH NS HERNEFEIL, &
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RIMEMNAHKR ) T EBTE D, ZHUIKR L TDE T, FMEOKBEICEWT, FHRMH
DALEEROMERN AR Z S TH L WIRRRNLEZ BT 5720, % DERER D
PED A% 6T, RRRODM I Z NI E 755,

DE DYRZR o34 % 5 e U 7 WORMEMNT & L <, STk [117] I8 W, DE @iir”ﬁiﬁf%
@5%rﬁﬁja;@méﬁ¢%%ﬂt PRE 040 % IR A & ARGE L 228 Ao n» T
DRI N T B, IR L CARF X T, W%ﬁ“ﬁwmﬁ@%ﬁﬁﬁﬁ PaKitl
D E HIRREBD € — X/Fuﬁﬁéﬁ,rkl/bﬁt—ﬁ“m%ﬁwfﬁﬁﬁ“ﬁ
ZZDBIRDEDTER iE) T2HEZRET S,

AEOWERZ L FISBRS, £F, 428iTI1E, WL 20DREDH ETDED 7L T
VRALEEG L IGEME T VISR T 2R A OETIAE 52 2. 438iTlE, RAT
Y e E—ikZ AT DE OWREAMEBERMEET 2713 AL 2MEL, 44T
1E, BUESEER IS TARBEDMTFEOMEE 2 B 2%\, 7 0WIINRYE 2 A8 5 720 D%
TIRA—FREN " HTB, REICASHITIE, RAEONEZE LD D EEBIT, FREMHT
FHEOE T 2HBEIC OV TIER S,

42 DEDEBETFINICHT 2ERRROMEN
DE OB MR RIZ, $2 8 TRLALED,

0@k +1) = 2O (1) 1 ¢, (az( W®) () - £ (5 ®) (kr)) (4.1a)

WP (k + 1) = { Ak, 07109 <) = ()

(4.1b)
2P (k), otherwise
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J(x)

Fig. 4.1 Locally distributed search points.

SO 1) = {ufﬂ(kz F1), fOk+ 1) < fF) o

zP)(k), otherwise

ThZoNn5,

AFETIX, DE ORB R DM Oift & LT 1 XuDfME%Z#E 2 5. 7, DE DHEH
% HIBISL f () ITIRTE L 72 R/ANIEEE (4.1c) ZEATED, ZDOFEEOE TR K
EWEECTH S, 2 2T, RN Fig. 4.1 O X ) ICHEBZEM Lo RPTIEEsIc SE L 7~
R RE L 7OERIE TV 2 M3 T 2, 4.1 8iTidR7 & 8D, DE TIIHIHICRANE &
%573, Fig. 4.1 D &) IRV SRR RTINS 2 H 2R D ThHiUZ, #IHIYL
WighE#ETE2LEZ 0N,

WE, BRRNDD D0 OEFFICELEL T bDET S, 2L, df(2Y)/dx #0
E9%, HWBE f(z) % 2° DD T Taylor BB L T2 XL LOEHZ HHT 2 &,

df (z°)

f(x) ~ f(a%) + 7(a; —29) 4.2)

2135, 42 XxHW5 L, 1 XTHEICNT 5 4.1¢0) g,

df (2°) df (2°)

(p) JA )

20 (1) QU D T k1) < = a(R) 4.3)
P (k), otherwise

LT A EDITES. E5618, 4.3)F, 20 1IcB 1 % HINBIBDOMIIREL df (2°) /dx
DIEAILIGL T,
(a) df (2°)/dz > 0 D L &,

2P (k4 1) ~ min(u® (k + 1), 2 (k)) (4.4)
(b) df (z%)/dx <0 D & &,

2P (k +1) ~ max(u® (k + 1), 2 (k) (4.5)
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S
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TH @.6) AEBEXRE ZETcHond, 2721, 4.6) XCTIEHERNL DR oA
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&, WAIOWE o, 11, ... Iy DEBT LS —FEICEE S LIRS R0, BEORER
DT’ b, 1y, .. ., Ly 27 THERG Py DEAGOHEIES 20\, ol iR
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D, WRIOWE Lo, 11, ... Iy B 5 EF BESDUSCOWTIE, TRiED» X, ORETH S
(o) ~virrE— .

_ / £ () log(f(x))da (4.8)
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ELTERMETE S, AL (4.10) 1% Lagrange D ARE T EZ HOTHES 2 £23T
& %, Lagrange B%( L %,

_ /_Z f(x)log(f(x))dz + mzﬂi:OAm <um - /Oo a:mf(a:)d:c> (4.11)

—00
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lim [—/_Z eh(x )<1+log mex ) ] =0 (4.15)
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TERINDG, FEEBZH WS &, M RMERER X, X,, .. DRSS
Zlel @ X, IZR LT,
L
=1

WD 7o, (4.19) RiE, HEREIEGE % Taylor BEHT % &, MRS fx(z) D m XK
DE—=RY T pxm ZHOT,
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Zz n= =m |

LRMRT 22 L3 TE 5,

43.3 DE OEFERRDWEBEITFIE
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4.4 BUEEBRIC K 2REFRITFEDBEMMERREE
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Table 4.1 Procedure of analysis of search point distribution of DE with maximum entropy
method.

Step 1 (RIISAE) AR E =0 & L, @Y 20RR R fx(2;0) ZED 5,

Step2 (& T5AMF) KB E 235 50 C DED S N LIRME K 1E L 2581 5HD
KE%EET T 5.

Step 3 HESR A fx(2:k) DE—A Yk pxom(m = 0,1,..., M) ZHAERE51C X 38
¥ 3,

Step 4 (4.24) X%\, MERFEEBIK fy(v;k+1) DE—X Y b pyp(m=0,1,..., M)
ZEthd %,

Step 5 #37 HFERK (4.12) Zf# & Lagrange T \,,(m = 0,1,..., M) %Ko T 4.13) K
AL, MEREERE fy (v k+1) 2175,

Step 6 (4.6b) I\FE X U (4.60) N2 BAEMRE T TEMA L, fx(mk+1) 2K 5.

Step7 k=k+1&EL, Step2 ~NJE5,

442 EF—AYBFRRKRE
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Table 4.2 Critical parameter settings which enable DE to avoid premature convergence.

A 10300 0.500 0.700 0.900
cr | 0316 0.363 0.406 0.441

444 HADCRENEATRER /(T X — 5 &TE
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Fig. 4.2 Relationship between maximum moment order and estimated variance.
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Table 5.1 Numerical simulation conditions.

Item Value
Dimension (V) 20

Max Iteration (K) 500

Number of Search Points (P) 10, 20, 100
Parameter (c) 1.0,1.5,2.0
Initial Condition V) (0) ~ N(0.0,1.0)

Table 5.2 Calculated stability indices of Aeg;.
¢c ¢ (P=10) ¢ (P=20) (¢ (P=100)

1.0 0.59815 0.63128 0.65939
1.5 1.34583 1.42037 1.48361
2.0 2.39259 2.52511 2.63755

2 _ _ ~3
2 (1_%(19 1)16/5 1)4—3) (5.300
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A O THEERNICEHE S N RS E O O R O % 8 2 7 9. Table 5.1
W BUEFE RS 2 R T,

Fig. 5.1, Awst DFATIC K D7 HBRORR FUILIE DT O IFERE (R &, (5.28)
K & (5.30c) Xz H O CTHERWICH R S R M EO SO R FFE () 260
BCRY, F7/, Table 5212, (5.30c) RZEHAVTHEINLFERAT A=Y REITRT 2%
EVEFEEE C(c, P) DfiZz 9., KK, BUEFERORR, FERORER RbLE o7 83 BEm
(72 fEFTIE I A — ¥ — DHIPFINTEB LR L TwE 2 L23b» s, ks, EREEP
DIEDVNZ W &, BEREMED TBHORFFEREY O o &) BHD., T4, (A.19b)
HKOURTED, PN K %5 LINKRBOTHBIREL 5570 ThHbHEHEZILND,
RN DRI E VI B S 1F, PRREIVHIDBEE L WEEZSNSD, —)
T, i, kT TEPLESRIML) LI BELSIE, ZI2Tw) THES E ) 3R
PSR & RIBIIRR O EBLICEH 5T 5 L8265, PEREL T2 L3HT
LYEZGRTIIRVWEEZ NS,

54 FHRABBEERN L —LAT—VICEDIDLLEEL7IILTVX
N

541 PSOCBERZHBL&EELTILITYILA

LNR (250 ¢ BARW @t 70 3 X4 & LT, Particle Swarm Optimization (PSO)
WWERZSZT LY AL 28T 25, PSO OB REEEHRARIZ, FHmonlit
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Fig. 5.1 Time history of the variance of the search point positions.
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2P (k+1) = AP R)Y P (k) + P (x(k), k)
Y®) (k) ~ N (W (X (K), k), (k)
P
1
- - ®) () _ 5 @) (k) — & T
S(h) = 5 p21<x (k) — (k) (@) (k) — (k)

AP (k) =1 — ;R (k) — ;R (k)
b (x(k), k) =0
e (X (), k) = 5 (@0 (k) + 0 (k)
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. cle)(k)
(p)
02R22 (k) (w(g-best)(k) _ w(p—best)(k)) (5.33¢)
TEDLNZLDET S, %71, (3)RICBVT, c,e0> 01387 X—FTHb, ¥

72 R (&), R\ (k) W B —BE 5345 U(0,1) 12 L2289 BB K D IREX B,
(5.33a) X, (5.33b) R, B LU (5.33¢) K% (5.32a) IRA L TEFT 2 &, PSODH
Bl & L7 s T

(m(p—best) (k‘) o m(g—best) (k‘))

_l’_

2@ (k+1) = 2P (k) + e, RP (k) (22 (k) — 2P) (k)
+ e RY () (2929 (k) — 2P) (k) (5.34)

PREoND, 2L, 334 RBWVLT,
z(P) (k) — Y(P)(k:) + %(m(p-beSt) (]{3) + m(g—best) (l{i)) (535)

ThH 5,

Apso I2E T % (5.32) B X O (5.3b) RO KR T 5. (5.3a) Ric>»Tix, (5.33b)
RTEDT bW (X (K), k) DEFZRL VS ITHET 2., —77, (5.3b) T2 WTIE, Apso
I & B GBI T 2 EZEBNIETH 5. Apso 12 & 2B LIz B VT, TorIcBisR
DMEA TZIRAETIX, TXTD p-best 1 g-best ICINHT 2, ZDEE, (5.33c) RTBWT,
iz EUHEZIRbEa L 2 sk0, P (X(k),k) =z (k) £225, 2obds) (k)
IERBOMENT 5 LIRITER E AR T I ENTEL D, fEHE LT Apso 1F (5.3b) XD
Wed 5.

Apso 1R LT, fiHIC e = o =c & LTEMS1L. 202 L, 02(c, P), Bor(c,P), B
FOLEWIE ((c, P) 1Z, 20N

7c?

o2(c,P)=1—2c+ - (5.36a)
—142(c—1)54 (2¢—1)8
Bar(c, P) = ( S+ 2) (5.36b)
10¢? (1 — 2¢ + 7¢2/6)

N

2 6 6 )
Tc > (1 —1+2(c—1)°+(2c—1) ‘P+3> (5.36¢)

C(C7P):<1—20+6 1OPC2(1—2C+762/6)2 P(P—l)

L ZENTE D, LWIE - ALREDETRIZ, P=20D%54, c=¢= 171840 TH D,
WREBPB20DEE, c< e THIUX Apso IFLEETH D, #IZ ¢ > ¢ THIUL Apso
BAGEER D,

54.2 BUEEBRSZMH

5.4 HiCHEEE L 72 LNR ICHED K B v ZVidfb 7L 2 R b % iidfb R v < — 7 [
BANEHL, (DA77 =09 =708 L TCHEGERELT VY AR TE L L,
() WEEE L =50l 7L 3 R L 0MEN - i L IERE 2 T 3 58 D85 X — 7 3B
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Table 5.3 Common numerical simulation conditions

Item Value

Max Iteration (K) 5000

Trial 200

Number of Search Points (P) 20

Parameter (cq, ¢2) Shown in Each Numerical Simulation
Initial Condition 2P (0) ~U(—5.0,5.0)
Bounding Method Torus

R D H 2 b DTH ST &, D2 KZ2HEERT 5. Table 5.3 12, ARHEICE T 2 BfESEE
DIESAF%Z 77T, Table 5.3 2T “Shown in Each Numerical Simulation” & 725 T\ % 554
X, DA, BEMEEBROEHICE W TERNICR T, %8, AHiTHWw IRy F~— 7 #EIE
Table 3.4 ISR L7 b DZ 5,

5.4.3 s=E{LMHEREDFH

NI A =% c DI LERENDIREZ AL 7:0, (1) e = cy = ¢ ZIAIE (1.0~2.0) TZE
EIEEE, Q) =co=cZLE - PLEDHI (¢ = 1.71480) DiEf% (1.75~1.85)
TELE A, DEFITOWT, Apso Db ERE % HHd L 7-.

Tables 5.4(a)-5.9(a) ¥ & U\ Figs. 5.2(a)-5.7(a) IZ, Table 3.4 IZR KR F v — 7 [MHHIC
RLT, Apso &, 87X =% c1 = c3 = c RN T S GHEDORE{LIEREEZ R T,
% 72, Tables 5.4(b)-5.9(b) £ & U\ Figs. 5.2(b)-5.7(b) I, Table 3.4 IZ/RTHR Y F2— 7]
E@iﬂ:}ﬁbf, .Apso %f, INT A =X Cl =C=¢C %ﬁ% * Kﬂ%@iﬁﬁ@ﬁ{%fﬁ%ﬁg’@fl
B oiod{tIERE 2 8T,

LNR (25D {70 3V X L DHEARN 2 odflikne 2 389 5. Table 5.10 (Z, Table
BAIWRT /Ry Fe— 7RIS LT, Apso &, B3 HETREL FiivRFE L PSO
(c1 = co = 2.00000, \ = 0.83210) %A L 25 E0RkuELIEREZ LD, 22T, Apso
DINTA—=% c1,c0 1%, EDRIEICH L THLEMIROIEBREREZ R L 7287 XA =4 T
H%ci=co=c=1.80000 & L7, Table5.10 £ D, Apgo X, LNRIZFHEDL 7Y X
LB E LT, PSOIWCEMZATHMICHEEINARENM T LIV ZALTH) 22360,
FEGtMRZERI PSO & (ZIFRAEDMRZ R L TE D, g Th o LRIk 2463 5 ME
No. 6 Ti%, ¥, m/MEE bICRHEERE PSO X D N7 EBEZ R L T4, LNR
&7 V=207 =27 ZNARICEEL TR Z HAAA TORODS, @4 R iRz 5 2
%2 ET, RUFnmdbitEfz b o7 L) AL 2 WETE 2 LRI N,

544 I\ X—5 RBILIEREDER

¥9, T X =% L iPERE o KIS 2 BIFR IO W THERE 3 5. Tables 5.4(a)-5.9(a)
B XU Figs. 52(a)-5.7(a) £ D, "TFX—F ¢| = cg = c Z)ARTLLS ¥/ L &, il
LHERE X SEE LT 2 2 &35, TRy Fe—7REICEWTH, HEL T
c=10256c= 18X THREIFRLICINELTED, S Tc=1805¢c=20D
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HWLIETIE, EEEIZRZER VD, H B\ id Fig. 5.8(a) D X I ICHOMERENE(LT 3 L vo
TAEADIA S NS, T2 TEHEHLZWDIE, Prob. 1 (Sphere BI%X) 129 % i {LIERE T H
%. Prob. 113 & b & CTHH 2 HUEME MBS T H b ME— o ST iR E AR S KIS I R0iafig & 7o
%73, Table 5.4(a) 8 X NFig. 5.2(a) & D, ¢ < 1.7 DFEIETIX, LB KISREFED M S
NTRWI &b %, Zik, Prob.3 5 Prob. 4 DEIEMEIE DA D X 5 12 KK
OB T WIRFTRER IR I N2 D TIE R L, 7TV XA Apso DIBEIZZERN
(RE/ ARREDEEI L ¢] = cg = &= 1.78140) TH D, BERSIERDOF B TR
TR O HOMERICHIHR L C L oz &L oD, —HT, ¢>1.8>¢DH
TR, 73 XL Apso BALEE 5780, HRSIZEOMEEICIRT 2 2 &7

{, ¥, ETREIFEROLED S & THRRFISNOWR 2GS 2 720, mdfdicn
WEDMEF SN T WA, 727 L, PILITYRLDRARLE L 52 LT, MER L E LR, @
I TRl OBREEBIELZONS 0, 72 & ZITHERHEBNTICE b O TEED AT
Rz b5, TR 12 X 2HERDUAZE & 72 5 Prob. 4 (Rastrigin’s B%%) TlX, Fig. 5.8(a)
DX, BE/ AEEDER (¢ =cy=2¢=1.78140) ZRESMA TN TIRA =Y &K
ET D E, BORBLERIEL T EEZONS,

DEIL, NTA—=F LRI O RIS 2 BIfRICOWTHEZ L, LNR ICED L 7L
) X LB B R E T ITRE T H B 2 & 2GR T 5. Tables 5.4(b)-5.9(b) 8 L O
Figs. 5.2(b)-5.7(b) & 0, EDXRYF2—FRBICNL T, RIRX—=F ) =y 2, KiE
S AEEDEIR ¢ = 1.78140 %2 L 2 REDEHICERE T 5 2 & THIIHPCK %z [k, &
203 R R RE LS B o N TW R 2 Ebh 3, HiEIc oL TIZHIEHENTH 2
Prob. 1 23, BEHIZOWTELEDRFTNEEEZ b O L IEMEIETH % Prob. 4 I2B W T &
CICHHETH 2. M LORE / NEEDERZ G2 537 XA —41%, HEIRETREL %
FH R R Z H 72 Z 5 PSODNRIAXA—=F LEHABEDLDTHD, ZDEIBRIXA—=F%
WET S LT, FERERII PSO & Fkk, ek & Rkt ZFIRFICHEBIT 2 2 &3
AR & 72 5. BUETFEBRORE, M LOLE, /AL EDHERE 52587 A =8 X )PP
RLEELEY DRI A=Y Z2HELIE )DL OREEBBE LN TV S, iU B TR
WIZIRB R ZPHCIAD 5 b — 7 A2, BEREMED O F Rz MR T 288 & L <
< 72, B EOLE,/ NLEEDERE G2 237 A —=F 3P0 REL D D% b 7%
LI EZLNS,

PLEDOKESR X D, LNR OMERINLEMRIT) 613 6 N LE /AL EDER % 5.2 % /%
TRA=FFEE, TN AL EFETEICER T 280 X Wigtte 22 &2 o673,
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Table 5.4 Optimization performance of Apgo for Prob. 1 (N = 20, a = 0.0).
(a) Wide-ranged c

Z
e

c1 co mean stdev min max
1.00000 1.00000 | 1.365e+01 4.569e+00 4.440e+00 3.060e+01
1.10000 1.10000 | 1.207e+01 4.649e+00 3.177e+00 3.284e+01
1.20000 1.20000 | 1.083e+01 4.243e+00 2.800e+00 2.763e+01
1.30000 1.30000 | 9.410e+00 3.641e+00 2.576e+00 2.244e+01
1.40000 1.40000 | 7.742¢+00 2.900e+00 2.890e+00 1.654e+01
1.50000 1.50000 | 6.607e+00 2.650e+00 1.627e+00 1.646e+01
1.60000 1.60000 | 5.010e+00 2.209e+00 9.263e-01 1.291e+01
1.70000 1.70000 | 3.032¢+00 1.402e+00 7.375e-01 7.621e+00
1.80000 1.80000 | 2.634e-04 4.681e-04 2.229¢-05 5.477e-03
1.90000 1.90000 | 4.667e-04 1.817e-04 1.159e-04  1.046e-03
2.00000 2.00000 | 8.952e-04 3.010e-04 3.544¢-04 2.014e-03

O 00 3 N Lt A WD =

—_
o

—
—

(b) Narrow-ranged ¢

1 &) mean stdev min max
1.75000 1.75000 | 1.509e+00 1.083e+00 1.373e-01 6.132e+00
1.76000 1.76000 | 1.032e+00 9.029¢-01 2.412e-02 4.455e+00
1.77000 1.77000 | 6.010e-01 6.187e-01 5.648e-03 3.549e+00
1.78000 1.78000 | 1.475e-01 3.284e-01 6.411e-04 2.597e+00
1.78140 1.78140 | 9.620e-02 2.106e-01 5.562e-04 1.924e+00
1.79000 1.79000 | 8.761e-03  5.281e-02 4.148e-05 7.364e-01
1.80000 1.80000 | 2.634e-04 4.681e-04 2.229e-05 5.477¢-03
1.81000 1.81000 | 1.158e-04 6.573e-05 2.065e-05 5.471e-04
1.82000 1.82000 | 1.294e-04 5.463e-05 3.595e-05 3.246e-04
1.83000 1.83000 | 1.605e¢-04 6.796e-05 3.946e-05 4.757¢-04
1.84000 1.84000 | 2.025e-04 8.002e-05 6.480e-05 4.687¢-04
1.85000 1.85000 | 2.531e-04 9.648e-05 7.063e-05 6.563e-04

—_ Z
__5\000\10\m-l>wt\)~p

—
\®)
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Table 5.5 Optimization performance of Apgo for Prob. 2 (N = 20, a = 0.0).
(a) Wide-ranged c

No. cl co mean stdev min max
1 1.00000 1.00000 | 3.675e+03 2.151e+03 5.964e+02 1.376e+04
2 1.10000 1.10000 | 2.859e¢+03 1.575e+03 5.422e+02 8.589e+03
3 1.20000 1.20000 | 2.609e+03 1.707e+03 4.029¢+02 1.128e+04
4 1.30000 1.30000 | 1.927e+03 1.277e+03 3.547e+02 7.963e+03
5 1.40000 1.40000 | 1.434e+03 9.705e+02 1.782e+02 8.590e+03
6 1.50000 1.50000 | 1.083e+03 6.432e+02 1.784e+02 3.605e+03
7 1.60000 1.60000 | 7.379¢+02 4.946e+02 1.709e+02 3.591e+03
8 1.70000 1.70000 | 4.298e+02 3.326e+02 9.542e¢+01 2.572e¢+03
9 1.80000 1.80000 | 1.922e+01 8.797e+00 1.055¢+01 7.352e+01
10 | 1.90000 1.90000 | 1.923e+01 6.784e+00 1.430e+01 7.518e+01
11 | 2.00000 2.00000 | 2.084e+01 1.161e+01 1.363e+01 9.301e+01
(b) Narrow-ranged ¢
No. c1 Co mean stdev min max

1 1.75000 1.75000 | 2.030e+02 1.476e+02 2.786e+01 1.183e+03
2 1.76000 1.76000 | 1.526e+02 1.135e+02 1.992e+01 6.775e+02
3 1.77000 1.77000 | 1.044e+02 9.108e+01 1.988e+01 7.787e+02
4 1.78000 1.78000 | 4.844e+01 3.909e¢+01 1.443e+01 2.730e+02
5 1.78140 1.78140 | 4.396e+01 4.599e¢+01 1.529e+01 4.124e+02
6 1.79000 1.79000 | 2.255e+01 1.572e+01 1.337e+01 1.513e+02
7 1.80000 1.80000 | 1.922e+01 8.797e+00 1.055¢+01 7.352e+01
8 1.81000 1.81000 | 1.912e+01 8.642e+00 9.845e+00 7.728e+01
9 1.82000 1.82000 | 1.990e+01 1.080e+01 8.019e+00 7.633e+01
10 | 1.83000 1.83000 | 1.875e+01 5.446e+00 1.165e+01 7.145e+01
11 | 1.84000 1.84000 | 1.827e+01 4.178e+00 8.125e+00 7.306e+01
12 | 1.85000 1.85000 | 1.962e¢+01 9.274e+00 1.115e+01 7.861e+01
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Table 5.6 Optimization performance of Apgo for Prob. 3 (N = 20, a = 0.0).
(a) Wide-ranged c

No. cl Co mean stdev min max
1 1.00000 1.00000 | -9.897e+02 6.396e+01 -1.210e+03 -8.251e+02
2 1.10000 1.10000 | -1.003e+03 6.246e+01 -1.183e+03 -8.181e+02
3 1.20000 1.20000 | -1.020e+03 6.639e¢+01 -1.187e+03 -8.527e+02
4 1.30000 1.30000 | -1.044e+03 6.725e+01 -1.252e+03 -9.024e+02
5 1.40000 1.40000 | -1.077e+03 6.567e+01 -1.290e+03 -9.185e+02
6 1.50000 1.50000 | -1.106e+03 7.233e+01 -1.324e+03 -9.247e+02
7 1.60000 1.60000 | -1.131e+03 7.160e+01 -1.317e+03 -9.396e+02
8 1.70000 1.70000 | -1.175e+03 7.183e+01 -1.329e+03 -9.764e+02
9 1.80000 1.80000 | -1.322e+03 6.892e+01 -1.482e+03 -1.177e+03
10 | 1.90000 1.90000 | -1.336e+03 6.524e+01 -1.510e+03 -1.198e+03
11 | 2.00000 2.00000 | -1.343e+03 6.891e+01 -1.510e+03 -1.142e+03
(b) Narrow-ranged ¢
No. c1 Co mean stdev min max

1 1.75000 1.75000 | -1.236e+03 7.450e+01 -1.455e+03 -1.025e+03
2 1.76000 1.76000 | -1.274e+03 6.946e+01 -1.453e+03 -1.076e+03
3 1.77000 1.77000 | -1.302e+03 7.068e+01 -1.453e+03 -1.110e+03
4 1.78000 1.78000 | -1.317e+03 6.585e+01 -1.482e+03 -1.147e+03
5 1.78140 1.78140 | -1.307e+03 6.645e+01 -1.453e+03 -1.109e+03
6 1.79000 1.79000 | -1.323e+03 6.547e+01 -1.482e+03 -1.173e+03
7 1.80000 1.80000 | -1.322e+03 6.892e+01 -1.482e+03 -1.177e+03
8 1.81000 1.81000 | -1.333e+03 7.333e+01 -1.510e+03 -1.152e+03
9 1.82000 1.82000 | -1.337e+03 6.809¢+01 -1.510e+03 -1.182e+03
10 | 1.83000 1.83000 | -1.337e+03 6.566e+01 -1.538e¢+03 -1.179¢+03
11 | 1.84000 1.84000 | -1.339¢+03 6.791e+01 -1.510e+03 -1.171e+03
12 | 1.85000 1.85000 | -1.334e+03 6.515e+01 -1.510e+03 -1.199e+03
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Table 5.7 Optimization performance of Apgo for Prob. 3 (N = 20, a = 0.3).
(a) Wide-ranged c

No. cl Co mean stdev min max
1 1.00000 1.00000 | 4.034e+02 8.939e¢+02 -1.137e+03  2.849e+03
2 1.10000 1.10000 | 6.466e+01 7.279e+02 -1.126e+03 2.018e+03
3 1.20000 1.20000 | -1.527e+02 6.728e+02 -1.150e+03  2.385e+03
4 1.30000 1.30000 | -4.719e+02 4.819e+02 -1.303e+03 1.269e+03
5 1.40000 1.40000 | -7.135e+02 3.981e+02 -1.349e+03 1.284e+03
6 1.50000 1.50000 | -9.197e+02 2.465e+02 -1.299e¢+03 1.108e+02
7 1.60000 1.60000 | -1.101e+03 1.704e+02 -1.451e+03 -4.027e+02
8 1.70000 1.70000 | -1.246e+03 1.233e+02 -1.513e+03 -7.318e+02
9 1.80000 1.80000 | -1.477e+03 5.841e+01 -1.538e+03 -1.202e+03
10 | 1.90000 1.90000 | -1.488e+03 4.041e+01 -1.538e+03 -1.382¢+03
11 | 2.00000 2.00000 | -1.491e+03 5.017e+01 -1.538e+03 -1.305e+03
(b) Narrow-ranged ¢
No. c1 Co mean stdev min max
1 1.75000 1.75000 | -1.363e+03 9.273e+01 -1.535e+03 -1.123e+03
2 1.76000 1.76000 | -1.411e+03 9.021e+01 -1.535e+03 -1.085e+03
3 1.77000 1.77000 | -1.438e+03 6.966e+01 -1.538e+03 -1.115e¢+03
4 1.78000 1.78000 | -1.465e+03 6.302e+01 -1.538e+03 -1.230e+03
5 1.78140 1.78140 | -1.465e+03 6.382e+01 -1.538e+03 -1.240e+03
6 1.79000 1.79000 | -1.467e+03 6.010e+01 -1.538e+03 -1.287e¢+03
7 1.80000 1.80000 | -1.477e+03 5.841e+01 -1.538e+03 -1.202e¢+03
8 1.81000 1.81000 | -1.483e+03 5.415e+01 -1.538e+03 -1.230e+03
9 1.82000 1.82000 | -1.483e+03 4.904e+01 -1.538e+03 -1.316e+03
10 | 1.83000 1.83000 | -1.484e+03 4.606e+01 -1.538e¢+03 -1.313e+03
11 | 1.84000 1.84000 | -1.477e+03 5.327e+01 -1.538e+03 -1.243e+03
12 | 1.85000 1.85000 | -1.488e+03 4.896e+01 -1.538e+03 -1.281e+03
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Table 5.8 Optimization performance of Apgo for Prob. 4 (N = 20, a = 0.0).
(a) Wide-ranged c

No. cl co mean stdev min max
1 1.00000 1.00000 | 1.160e+02 1.720e+01 6.794e+01 1.654e+02
2 1.10000 1.10000 | 1.177e+02 1.700e+01 5.767e+01 1.573e+02
3 1.20000 1.20000 | 1.112e+02 1.606e+01 6.654e+01 1.474e+02
4 1.30000 1.30000 | 1.043e+02 1.741e+01 5.908e+01 1.553e+02
5 1.40000 1.40000 | 1.002e+02 1.665e+01 5.323e+01 1.448e+02
6 1.50000 1.50000 | 8.824e+01 1.609e¢+01 4.302e+01 1.301e+02
7 1.60000 1.60000 | 7.920e+01 1.412e+01 4.518e+01 1.166e+02
8 1.70000 1.70000 | 6.033e+01 1.351e+01 2.478e+01 1.036e+02
9 1.80000 1.80000 | 1.156e+01 3.604e+00 5.021e+00 2.841e+01
10 | 1.90000 1.90000 | 3.091e+01 1.168e+01 9.042e+00 6.397e+01
11 | 2.00000 2.00000 | 3.183e+01 1.200e+01 1.008e+01 6.888e+01
(b) Narrow-ranged ¢
No. c1 Co mean stdev min max

1 1.75000 1.75000 | 4.632e+01 1.341e+01 1.954e+01 8.471e+01
2 1.76000 1.76000 | 4.113e+01 1.387e+01 1.327e+01 7.783e+01
3 1.77000 1.77000 | 3.085e+01 1.147e+01 6.789e+00 6.078e+01
4 1.78000 1.78000 | 1.870e+01 9.349e¢+00 3.799¢+00 5.117e+01
5 1.78140 1.78140 | 1.651e+01 9.174e+00 4.454e+00 6.949e+01
6 1.79000 1.79000 | 1.145¢+01 4.675e+00 4.028e+00 3.973e+01
7 1.80000 1.80000 | 1.156e+01 3.604e+00 5.021e+00 2.841e+01
8 1.81000 1.81000 | 1.492e+01 6.046e+00 5.140e+00 4.422e+01
9 1.82000 1.82000 | 1.788e+01 7.028e+00 5.259e+00 4.795e+01
10 | 1.83000 1.83000 | 2.235e+01 9.884e+00 4.028e+00 6.786e+01
11 | 1.84000 1.84000 | 2.596e+01 1.129e+01 8.014e+00 8.582e+01
12 | 1.85000 1.85000 | 2.705e+01 1.145e+01 8.224e+00 6.499¢+01
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Table 5.9 Optimization performance of Apgo for Prob. 4 (N = 20, a = 0.3).
(a) Wide-ranged c

No. cl co mean stdev min max
1 1.00000 1.00000 | 1.183e+02 1.727e+01 7.463e+01 1.613e+02
2 1.10000 1.10000 | 1.144e+02 1.758e+01 6.526e+01 1.662e+02
3 1.20000 1.20000 | 1.131e+02 1.698e+01 6.350e+01 1.547e+02
4 1.30000 1.30000 | 1.073e+02 1.665e+01 6.376e+01 1.489e+02
5 1.40000 1.40000 | 1.026e+02 1.596e+01 6.012e+01 1.540e+02
6 1.50000 1.50000 | 9.257e+01 1.634e+01 4.651e+01 1.353e+02
7 1.60000 1.60000 | 8.590e+01 1.533e+01 4.172e+01 1.247e+02
8 1.70000 1.70000 | 6.833e+01 1.441e+01 2.931e+01 9.985e+01
9 1.80000 1.80000 | 3.143e+01 1.107e+01 8.976e+00 6.738e+01
10 | 1.90000 1.90000 | 3.179e+01 1.235e+01 9.991e+00 7.087e+01
11 | 2.00000 2.00000 | 3.210e+01 1.383e+01 8.098e+00 9.390e+01
(b) Narrow-ranged ¢
No. c1 Co mean stdev min max

1 1.75000 1.75000 | 5.683e+01 1.422e+01 2.253e+01 9.774e+01
2 1.76000 1.76000 | 5.303e+01 1.415e+01 1.508e+01 9.829e+01
3 1.77000 1.77000 | 4.429¢+01 1.474e+01 1.395e+01 9.629e+01
4 1.78000 1.78000 | 3.618e+01 1.303e+01 1.207e+01 7.441e+01
5 1.78140 1.78140 | 3.386e+01 1.187e+01 1.214e+01 6.857e+01
6 1.79000 1.79000 | 3.213e+01 1.245e¢+01 6.505e+00 8.663e+01
7 1.80000 1.80000 | 3.143e+01 1.107e+01 8.976e+00 6.738e+01
8 1.81000 1.81000 | 3.255e+01 1.241e+01 9.974e+00 8.443e+01
9 1.82000 1.82000 | 3.217e+01 1.228e+01 7.996e+00 7.853e+01
10 | 1.83000 1.83000 | 3.132e+01 1.317e+01 7.975e+00 1.028e+02
11 | 1.84000 1.84000 | 3.261e+01 1.223e+01 1.197e+01 7.491e+01
12 | 1.85000 1.85000 | 3.315e+01 1.213e+01 1.003e+01 7.477e+01
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Fig. 5.2 Optimization performance of Apgo for Prob. 1 (N = 20, a = 0.0).
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Fig. 5.3 Optimization performance of Apgo for Prob. 2 (N = 20, o = 0.0).
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Fig. 5.4 Optimization performance of Apgo for Prob. 3 (N = 20, a = 0.0).
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Fig. 5.5 Optimization performance of Apgo for Prob. 3 (N = 20, a = 0.3).
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Fig. 5.6 Optimization performance of Apgo for Prob. 4 (N = 20, o = 0.0).
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Fig. 5.7 Optimization performance of Apgo for Prob. 4 (N = 20, o = 0.3).
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Table 5.10 Comparison between sustainable PSO and Apgo in optimization performance.
(a) Prob. 1 (Sphere Function, N = 20, « = 0.0)

No. Algorithm mean stdev min max
1 | Sustainable PSO | 1.153e-04 9.456e-05 8.918e-06 6.572e-04
2 Apso 2.634e-04 4.681e-04 2.229e-05 5.477e-03
(b) Prob. 2 (Rosenbrock’s Function, N = 20, « = 0.0)
No. Algorithm mean stdev min max
1 | Sustainable PSO | 1.882e+01 9.685e+00 5.991e+00 7.579e+01
2 Apso 1.922e+01 8.797e+00 1.055e+01 7.352e+01
(¢) Prob. 3 (2~ minima Function, N = 20, o = 0.0)
No. Algorithm mean stdev min max
1 | Sustainable PSO | -1.419e+03 5.620e+01 -1.533e+03 -1.218e+03
2 Apso -1.322e+03  6.892e+01 -1.482e+03 -1.177e+03
(d) Prob. 3 (2 minima Function, N = 20, e = 0.3)
No. Algorithm mean stdev min max
1 | Sustainable PSO | -1.415e+03 1.136e+02 -1.538e+03 -1.038e+03
2 Apso -1.477e+03 5.841e+01 -1.538e+03 -1.202e+03
(e) Prob. 4 (Rastrigin’s Function, N = 20, o = 0.0)
No. Algorithm mean stdev min max
1 Sustainable PSO | 7.663e+00 2.451e+00 2.025e+00 1.417e+01
2 Apso 1.156e+01 3.604e+00 5.021e+00 2.841e+01
(f) Prob. 4 (Rastrigin’s Function, N = 20, « = 0.3)
No. Algorithm mean stdev min max
1 | Sustainable PSO | 3.711e+01 2.157e+01 1.112e+01 1.221e+02
2 Apso 3.143e+01 1.107e+01 8.976e+00 6.738e+01
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iz (i (Y(p)>2) 2 _ 13 ZP: (y<p>>2 (ZP: X(P)) 2 + % (ZP: Y(p)) 4]
_lg [(pzp:l (Y(p))2) ] N %E i(wmy (;D:ly(p))

P 4
>y (A.14)
p=1
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B35, 22T
o \?
A=E (Z <Y<P>> ) ] (A.15)

(A.15b)

(A.15¢)

tELE, ZnEn

)

p=1

3 (Y(p))4 3 (y(p)>2 (y(Q))2

p=1 p#q

T

—E ZP: (y(p)>4] +E

p=1

3 (y(P)>2 (Y(q))2

pF£q

= PByo* + P(P —1)o*

= P(Bo+ P —1)o? (A.16a)
[P , [P 2

B=E|} (y(p)) Sy

_p:l p=1

[ P

_E (y(p))4 2% (y(P)>3 v@

p#q

(y(p))2 (y(q)>2 Y (Y(P))2y(q)y(l)

PFqFl

—_

hS]

+

#

3

EP: (Y(p>)1 +2E

=1

=E

3 (Y<p>)3 Y(‘I)} (A.16b)

P#q

®)* (y®)®
=) (o)’
= PByot + P(P —1)o*

=P(B+P—1)0* (A.16¢)

S

¥ (Y<p>)2 y @y 0

pF#q#l

+E
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P

> (y(p))4 s (y(p))3 y@ 433 (Y<p>)2 <y<q>)2
p=1 p#£q p#q
+6 Z (y(?))Qy(Q)y(l) + Z y(P)y(tI)y(l)y(m)]
pF£qFl pEq£l#m
P
—E|> (y(p)>4] +4E | Y (y(p)>3 y(Q)] 138 |30 (y(p)>2 (y(Q))2
p=1 p#q p#q
1 6E { 3 (y(p))2 YoyO| e Y y@y@yOym
PAG#l pFEqFEl#m
= PByo* +3P(P —1)o*
= P(B2 + 3P — 3)o* (A.16d)

EZENEFNEETES, (A1) R (A16) A THE LN R ZAT 3 &,

1 2 1
4
= 25 (P=1*8— (P=1)(P-3) (A17)

£, (A9b) AfFoNn s,
M3 B D IRHE & 3B D TE, AMRSTEL & BEARITH D IR

2 _ P 2
=515 (A.18)
&0,
21 P 21 2
E[S}E[P_lS}a (A.19a)
viglov| - g]-_ 7 P-1)8y—(P—3 A.19b
[s°] = o1 —m(( — 1) — (P —3)) (A.19b)
E%0, (A1) XESN S, O
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A3 WHEIERDHOEARHE & DEY

%ﬁ%ﬁ A3 EUE R A DR B AU

DA A2\ 1 (log(x) — /1)2
fﬁ/\/(xv H,o ) - \/W;L‘ €xp <_ 26_2 (A20)

TRERIND, WEERDAOWRHE pey B L OXTE 0Z,\ 13, ZNEN

LN = exp (u + ;&) (A.21a)
o7n = exp (24 + 67) (exp (6%) — 1) (A.21b)
ThHZ BB 12,
- %

SIERA WEOERL DA OFER B EBIE (A20) D 1R, 2KRDE—=RA Y b pion, pocn V&, %
nzxrn

o0
Mm\/:/ xfrn(; 1, 6%)dx
0

[ (G e () )

_ [ 1 (log(z) — f1)?
- /0 — e <_202> da (A.22a)

o0
Mzc/\/:/ 2? fon(; fi, 6%)dw
0

[ e (225

I A (log(z) — f1)?
_ /O —exp <_%2 dz (A.22b)

ThHZo6N5, (A22)RIF, logx) =t LEWTZ I LICLD,

(t—ﬂ)2>
LN = exp(t) exp dt
s /oo 2m62 Q ( 262
2
| (t—p—6?) L
= —_—— = dt

1
= exp (;1 + 2&2> (A.23a)

> 1 (t - ﬂ)2>
2N = exp(2t) exp (— - dt
a /—oo Vors2 (20) 262
R LN 2
* 1 (t — 0 — 202) 9
= —_— —_ 2 21+ 25° | dt
/oo omg2 P ( 252 +efit Lo

= exp (21 + 267) (A.23b)
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LRMETE 5, NBAEBIAM DOV pey B L XD 0Z )\ 13, ZNENDERLD,

.1
[LLN = H1LN = exp (u + 202> (A.24a)
O'%N = UaLN — M%EN = exp (2,& + &2) (exp (&2) — 1) (A.24b)
ThEZzon, (A2) Ao 3, O
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8B  siE{b 77 )L 3 X A OMRERHE & R
YFX—7JERE

B.1 EEZEERS TRy FY—7EBDOIEK

TRV SN TE R Y F o — 7D 22 120E, BRI % b 72 72 »iiar
BREETZHWERDO D D%\, v LTiE, Ry eIz L7=44
FI VAL OTERNENTHE L, 2002 2 9) »oiEo BB~ Y F
v — 7ML L TARETH 2 &) iERDH 2 124 2 2 TARRCTIE, oy Fv—7
MIREICINZ T, STk [54] 1272 5\, RREMOERER%Z, #iBT 5 [R5 R(a) 12X D
MiREE 2 2 LickD), RRofEZgE L 2MED bbb RT3,

FERATH R() ZDED LI ICEIHE I NS,

R(a) = RV (a)RY(a) - RN (a)R**(a) R*N () - - RN >N (a)RN "N (o) (B.1a)
cos(a), k=i,l=1i

—sin(a), k=1i,l=7j

rii(a) = {sin(e), k=j,l=i (B.1b)
1, k=l4ik=1%]
0, else

AV FIVOBHMNEEE f(x) & % ORIBNIEFE o 1< L, [\EE75] R(o) ZHEL 751 L
WHEIZSED X IR s N3,

min f(z(x))

z(x)
subj. t0 ap < zp <bp, n=1,2,...,N (B.2)
where z(xz) = R(a)(x — x*) + «*

B2 RNYFIV—UHEEZDEEH

Prob.1 Sphere Function
N
min f(x) = Z 22
€T
n=1

subj.to —5.0< 2, <50, n=1,2,...,N
where * = 0.0, f(x*)=0.0

(B.3)
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Prob. 1 (%, Hiffize(™2 XBIECH D, M KIREREZ o, REb 73 XL
DEARN LB DHER D 7= D ICH W65, Fig. B.1IZ, N =2 D560 HIEIEK
DO Z R,

Prob. 2 Rosenbrock’s Function!!2!
N—1 )
Ignf@)ZE:(QO—xw?+mQ0@Mﬂ—x@)
. "t (B.4)
subj.to —5.0<x, <50, n=1,2,...,N

where «* =1.0, f(z*)=0.0

Prob. 2 1%, HaEfEDNEI L 7RO RITHIET 2 Wb W 25 120 OfffETH D,
iR 2 4% 5 72 D I TE R R JRTI R LKIE DSNBECTd 5. ARLZE W 7 saiifk 7or a7
RALZHOEBATY, BNROBEICIRD 72 D EFIRERD X T v TIEIVNECEZ DT

{, Rz FTCIEGEDIEOREBNIE L 7%, Fig.B212, N=205450DH
BB DI 2 R T,

Prob.3 (Rotated) 2"V minima Function?”!

N
rzralvn f(z Z —162%(x) — 52n())

(B.5)

where z(x)=R(a)(x—x*)+x*, x*=-2.90353, f(z(x*))=-78.33233N

Prob. 3 1%, 2" minima Function DZD/RT EE D, ZBHEXIC N Xt L 2N D Rt
HfREZ b ORETH D, AN KIS REERED 7 A PR E LTHweons, 772
L, SEBIEZNZTIURFREZ R\ nizd, BRI EICHEZ# L TR L9 2Tk
TEOLDOTEZIRT L, 2 T TRWXTIE, B.1HTHBXRZ[RERTTH] R(a) %2 VTR
BERE MRS N MEZ &Y THGWS, Fig. B31Z, N =2 05460 HWBEEOWME %

Z

subj. to —5.0§xn<5.0, n=12...,N

Prob. 4 (Rotated) Rastrigin’s Function!'?7!

N
gzzcr)l f(z(x)) = Z (22(x) — 10.0 cos(2m2, () + 10.0)
=t (B.6)

subj.to —5.0< 2, <50, n=1,2,...,N
where z(x) = R(a)(x —«*) +x*, = =0.0, f(z(z*))=0.0

Prob. 4 1, ZHORFTHIEEREI R ARG 128 O i ilE S N fETH Y, 4T
7o Rz A2 R T 5, FEEHERR G, L Lo, ZEIEKRE
WEFL B wid, Ry F2—7RELE LT Prob. 3 LFAKROMEEZ b D, KX Tl
Prob. 3 & [FlkE, [RIHETTHI R(a) %2 Mo SR %2 [AliE S N7z R 2 ffE T 5, Flg.B.4
IZ, N =205 HNEBOBIE 257,
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Fig. B.1 Landscape of sphere function.
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Fig. B.2 Landscape of Rosenbrock’s Function.
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Fig. B.3 Landscape of 2" minima Function.
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Fig. B.4 Landscape of Rastrigin’s Function.
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f #C PSODLZEMEZEOHEIEFEE

332 TERL 72, PSO L& linZEEZHT S AT L (3.5 1B SHRADERE
pagit

1 1 21
_ / iRy / iR, / 5(0 — arg(M(Ry, Bo: A, c1, c2)g(@)))p(8)d'  (C.1)
0 0 0
B X OVLE R
1 1 27
C(A, c1,c2) = exp </ de/ ng/ log||M(R1,R2;A,cl,CQ)q(Q)Hp(O)dH) (C2)
0 0 0
DY ETFEE 52 3.
332THDHEREB Y, WFADEEN p(0) FEFITEL TS LHETE. TOL X,
% BT 5 RS TR0 205 0 1B T 2HEKE ¢(0,0) £ LT,
2T
p(0) = / 9(0,6")p(0")de’ (C3)
0

ﬁ)ﬁjﬂ)ﬁﬁ 9(9,9/) Ci, ?—}ﬁ‘l M(Rl,RQ,)\ 01,62) WO)/{’?X y A ,C1,C2 ’J:“DVC%?%
2%, g(6,0") ZRWIARFEICKDIRET 20RWETH 2. 2 2 TARWMILTIE, ¢(0,0)
L U CBAEICE R T 2 R EZ S, wE, 0 O [0, 27) ZEERIL L T Ny
fifl DRI I B L, R 0 DHERIIAG p(0) 2, Ng RILDOR7 FIVICHIG S ¢,
p=(p1,...,pn,) | EFFIE, (C3) RE@EEALL 2L LT,

p=Gp (C4

VFSND, L, 179 G € RVNoNo DB g, 13, & 5T 2 PREBR LI CIR A
Vi 27T7”L/N9 7 5 2FEEH X [ |:27rm 27r[(m+1)Nmod (Ng)]) ’\gfg‘?‘ %ﬁ%w%%‘a« Gl 0 é‘_lz,[
BRICHELEL Ry, Ry DAEIK [0,1) ZHEILL, ZNZNOnEEE L +1,0y +1 & T4U

Ly Ng—1

T 9 30 Sl CI L (U O ae)elei)))

=012=0 n=0
(C.5)
THEMEMICFIETE %, (CHRTRDZGEZHOT, (C2) X% plcDWTHITIX, B
fLEnfrifa 0 DEEFHBHFOND,
F7, WEWRECIR, BTk pzHoeT,

lg n
M2 o —
’ (L L 2 CI’C2> q< WN@)'

L1 La No—1

(A, c1,c2) = exp (Lng Z Z Z log

11=012=0 n=1

Pn

(C.6)
TEAEMICEHETE 3,
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T 8D  BUERFRRIE

Table D.1 12, A3 DBUEFIERESE 2 R 9,

Table D.1 Numerical calculation environment.

Item Value
Computer Apple Mac Pro (Early 2009)
Operating System Mac OS X 10.9.5
CPU Quad-Core Intel Xeon 2.66GHz
RAM 32GB 1066MHz DDR3
C/C++ Compiler ~ GNU Compiler Collection (GCC) 4.8.2 (with OpenMP)1
Library Eigen3 (Linear Algebra Library)?
"https://gcc.gnu.org

Zhttp://eigen.tuxfamily.org
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