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Abstract: In this paper, a new worst-case optimization method is proposed. In the worst-case optimization
problem, each of the uncertain functions’ values included in an objective function and constraints is regarded
as a random variable. Then, according to the Chebyshev inequality, the prediction interval of the random
variable is evaluated from a number of samples and used to estimate the worst-case. Furthermore, for solving
the worst-case optimization problem efficiently, an optimization algorithm based on differential evolution
is presented with three sample-saving techniques, namely, the accumulative sampling, reliability relaxation,
and U-cut. Finally, the usefulness of the proposed worst-case optimization method is demonstrated through
the numerical experiment conducted on three test problems and two engineering design problems.
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0.1 +randy 0.9, if rands < 0.1

Sp = (17)
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5. Npin 133K (12) l R LA O R/METH 5. LI,
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Flg4 DEBOFIE4 I L.

FlE 4.1 DEB OFIH 4.1 IZ[F L.

FlE4.2 #—7v b - X7 Mg, € POEREN N, T
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FlE4.3 DEBOFIHE43 1ML, 727L, a2, e P % u
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IZ2WTC, FIE5125TFE5.3 #FETT 5.
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2
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DMEFECTHRE s Z/NS BB R ICEET 5. FEMED
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% Npin £ T4, 22T, DEAR TIXEEARL N; DK
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R
X 3 A N 12§ 53 (24) O EKE o DEALE
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DEA TI3AEKME o 2 ZR EINEICEE L TV 572
O, EAKIC L WKk OEDZILT 5. —J, DEAR T
EFEENZ o ODEZEAIZ L VLS5 2 LT, ER
ISR SR s D% A ICEELTWS, $hbb,
DEA Tt a 12 & 2 EBREOBEM 2 RIET 5 720, FEE
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MY A, 22T, HEKE o AVNELREE, Npn l3kE
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WS, 2, e PR ullBbEHEL, 7272512 u 28k
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—F, u R EHFIZ N BT E A, BEAEA,D
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A M E LRI T, AHEE 2 AR OIS % B
EDIRZ RO L 720, BOT LiRERNEIH 2 & 12%
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%, FHELREBOXENS, KBTI X > CREE*
Koo Tk (14 b b, 2013, KEFHFORRILE X
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—7, MEREmMN U NA MR bRE T, KRR
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(LRI D R e il b 7 v T X 2%, #ALEHE O
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&, LB O ERRESR of2-% 24,9 £ LT

Pt = 2020, i+ 207202 F)=1—a (26)

LB, 22T, & (26) OFHIXEO EREIE, A EkiE
a \2 & o TREBEMESHIE S N2 BRI L B E 5.

2 (26) TRIBUE F OV p Lo o? &, A (3) DER
T F L5 (4) OFEANRGHL s THE T 254613
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B (17). 7220, FOBEARRE N, HHE (N-1) D
5347 O _ERIHES o/2-5% t(N — 1, a/2) £ LT

B=t(N—-1,0/2)1/1+ = (28)

T 5.

HHOIE, HIYBIEME & EBO A 0D MERER L L,
X (27) OFUX O EBREE VT, RERREZE L7
HH BB LR (18] & £ HIas LiE 9] 2@k L,
DE IZHED B L7V T AL BRELTWA,

M 4 TEEAZ N 12T 55 (11) DR s &5 (28)
DIRE B DEAL RIS 5. 72721, AEAMEIT o =0.05
L7 405, BEME F 2IERSAICHKD % 5,
Z O T (10) £ 0 50 (27) 0L, Kiw
TIRFEL: LIREG S RFHGE 25, LaL, BIEMNZREK
WALRE TR BRI IS IEH A 2 RETE 5 2 L3 TH
D, BRFRTHIRERR OB PLELR GG H 5.

5.2 HESHIFIREEE OBER

AL TEAE L7230 (16) © WCOP 1%, FESREHEIE [19]
BT AHEHET VD 1 DTHLHESHIFMESE L Cilik
T&5. X (10) & b, BIRIE G, (z) O FHIXHIE

Pr([Gr(®), Gn(@)] 3 Gn(®)) > 1 -« (29)
L. WCOP DifilfyZett Gl (x) <0 2 ZET 5 &,

Pr(Gm(x) <0) = Pr((—00, 0] 3 G (x)) >
Pr([grlﬁ(w ) O] = gm(w)) >1l—-a

b, 512, WCOP O HWEH FY(z) © L5l % ~
LT, BEUE F(z) O F X Z K (30) D &9 125k
L, WCOP I3PAT D & 9 B AHIWMEE 2 5.

(30)

min ~
sub. to P (F(x)<v)>1-«

P(Gm(x) <0)>1—a, mely
zp) € X

(31)

m:(.fl?l,.Z’Q,"',

FUHTAZR - TATY AL [20] 1, BAHREEZ
A TEO A BN LTl FTh b, 22T

© 2016 Information Processing Society of Japan

BOHETEEE (FRAME) O & AN MED 4T
THEME & OBRATE D RIZIFZE S T & 72 [21], [22).

R LTIRE L7 DEAR-U 13, HE&HIKMEIIHT 2
Bl Z2oNnb, FUFIAAR - TLTY XL
EHE LT, DEAR-U OFl giid, BEEU ML TTRED
REPAETH S Z &, BEHMEOEUMHTIER
FAT R 2 R TE L2 TH L. 72771, M4 D
IVNCF 2y 2 7ORERICE 2 FHIXEAINBKRTH 5
Z Tz, K (30) o & 9 (T X o _F RAE T
DFEATHREME A HIE T 5720, WCOP Offid (31) D%
SHIRRTEOR E L TR R DR D,

5.3 #HIFIEMAT & mELEREICH T 5 E5E
DE 3@ B - EBIE % & 5 dif{biEE x5 & L7
HEALFHE 7 VT X4 (EA . Evolutionary Algorithm) @
—H#THL. DEOTLITY ZLZHEMTH B05, Brele
7 A MERLHIEN RS LEEIC B W T, BN ERNE
BEDSHERE S T2 [6]. 72721, #AMIZDE 24 EA
EHIR D % WREALRTE % < 720 Ol L 7 v T
ANThAH., 2T, & (14) O L) R LN & sl
MIREIZ EA 2 @9 4720, %< O EA THIF OB
BRSO DRI NTE 72 [23]. $12, L4 TIEDE
2R E L72HR OB EDO G A 2 TW» 5 [24].
AAF AR T AT W RE 2 AR & B0 L OB R AT MR
(Feasibility Rules) [25] 1%, Z%47%fl#ORERNETH 5.
LA L, RANAE S N7 FEAT T Re 2 BRI R D555
SNT, BEA DHEREMFICHINIOET 28N ADH 5.
NPT 4 BEETIE, K (14) OfIF ST & adi bR
BT 2 e %, N (32) DL T VT 1 B
p(x) 12X > TRHli§ 5. RFPVT 1 BBEOREIL, &
Y XF VT AR wy, m € Iy DFETH B, £ T,
RFNVT AR EELICKE LT HBF VT 1 B
R, FETWEEABEROEGIHEDERF VT 1 R EHRHE
FAHBICHIRFIVT A BEBEESER SN TS [24)].
p(@) = f(@)+ Y wn max{gn(@), 0} (32)

mely

H 9 BEKfE & R 0E B2 51 TR & 5EI 3 5 flf o
BB AED 1212 e Hilf9: [26) 5 5. e filFETIENT
A= e \IZX D HIR R RN 2 2 & TPz Biv
TWh, 512, e fil#k% DE ICHAAAT e-DE[27] T
(&, FEATTRMEIERT 27-0ICETELIEHAT 5.
FEoCEN LR OB EDIED, SR (Stochastic
Ranking) % [28] % &, W O OEENH L. Lo L,
NFL (No Free Lunch) 5 [29] 79/RIE L T 5 £ 9 12,
T et ORERERIED v, 20720, DE O
ASEIL, FTERT IR L D HBOREE (F47
PR, BT v T 13, e BilFEE, SREE) ZERHL
7Rl b7 )V T X4 (ECHT-DE) [30] 2 &b 5.
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K L CTIHEROHFEICAHEB T 5720, DE OFf# %
RO LB ORERVE (18] %3RA L7, $4bb,
DEBO7 VI XALDOFNEAIIIRLIZEHIE, bIAT
VX7 MV ks =27y b X7 M, ©HBEEIE
EHR SRR T S, ORI E LT, KkD DE
ZH I NT X =R A = AL E T -7z GBINT A
WED v, Kk LT, EMHIo—ETh 5720,
BIRD &9 ICWIPOR A B BN D 5. 72, RSt
DEDBEZ B L, TRTOHFEMHIZONWT x; € P2
bu ksl LR, ERH P OMEERSER S
FIIEBEDMERT A, 72720, TS DREIZDE O
PFA X% THITRECEDLZETHIZENTE D,

6. HiEXER

6.1 EEAZE

RETFEOEMMEE 7 A FEE 2 FEHO T
ETHGE L7z, 2 FH O TR IR 4 7 EA O1RE
ST A E R TWw 5 [31], [32]. &RIEIRR (14) ©
L9 RS S Rl LIS L2tk AEkEL
a=0.05 & LTH (16) ® WCOP IZHiiE L7z, LR, AHE
FEMEEE L %0 (14) ORBELREICH T 2% /7 3
FIVIR LIS, WCOP Off% TN A N & I-5,

% DE 1 Java SR CHERE L7z, R 1124 DE Ol <5
A—=FERY. FF, RFSCCTERM L 76K OBk [13]
RHAAAZDEICLY, $§NTOT A MEEE TG
MR L CRERID /X FIVERiff % € RP B 5N Z
& ETIHERCREEL, ERIY A X% Np=10D & L7-.
TR I OFHmE S FEARED O&FH (FES . Function
Evaluations) THi% L72. DEB Tl34% WCOP TH (21)
W2 T T RELERRN 2RkD72. M 1ITRL
ZED IR Rk IEAR N ICKET A, 20720, K
(16) ®» WCOP CTHBH D FIREOIEE % #5720
Wi, EARBN 2KRELEDLEFD L. X (12) 256
a = 0.05 TIIERBEDF/MEDS Nypin =21 £ %52 L %
)% L, DEA OWMERDOEAL Ny ko 72, DEAR
Tlk &> /1/a ~ 4472 OFPFSS & 2RI 72,

6.2 2ZTHOONX MRE{LRIE

X (33) D 2EHDOT A MHEIZBWT, /I FIViREfE
EUNZ ME#EFONERREEST L. £72, RET S
TN NI BIT L [EEEORM] ORRERIET 5.

min fi(z) = 22 + 23
sub. to gi(x) = —22 + 2, +4<0
g2(x) = —x1 + 22— 1<0 (33)
gs(x) =21 —2<0
ga(x) = —x0 —4 <0
I —10<2; <10, j=1,2

© 2016 Information Processing Society of Japan

& 1 DE Oflifli/$7 2 —%
Table 1 Control parameters of DE.

DE Np FES N Nini I
DEB 10D 2x10°D 200 — —
DEA 10D 2x10°D — 21 —
DEAR | 10D 2x10°D — 6 5.0

5 7 A MO FAT T REGEIL
Fig. 5 Feasible region of test problem.

£ 2 TN MEOME

Table 2 Location of robust solutions.

o? region DEB DEA DEAR
A 27 20 22
0.01% B 23 30 28
A 21 9 17
0.02% B 29 41 33
A 5 3 6
0.03* B 45 47 44
A 0 0 1
0.047 B 50 50 49
A 0 0 0
0.05% B 50 50 50

A (33) 7 A MRIEOETTREFHEEZ R 5 IR, %E
T REFHIBU FEIR A L FHI B 25 % 5. BT H AR
EOHERTH D, /I FVIRERIE 24 = (V35, —0.5),
flx}) =375ThY, fHRA OER FICHLH. F7-, K
B OEiF EIZIE ) I FViEERER xp ~ (—1.791, —0.791),
f(xp) ~ 3834 D MFfET 5. W5 TIEL/ I FVROAE
2B o] C/RY . FEATWREFHIRISIESMR % DL TIE
R, MERER xp ORLTIIIE 7o TWna,

BOEER r; ISR, e REMAT, X (33) DT A+
M % WCOP 25k L7z, 5875 6; (& F¥ 0, ko @
IEHAARCHE ) FERZE R E L7z, BN Mgadffld, s
DB o2 BINEVE X, IR A ND /I T IV IR EF
DEFEINEL, o2 BAKREL LD E, FHBBHNOD
IFNVHEEREF o OEFICRET S, 5 TIEFESN
5K TNA RO EZ FHL [o] TRT.
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MED S 02 22T, WCOP |12 DEB, DEA, DEAR
% 50 [0 M L TH S N2 50 Mo a8 A b RAELE
L7zt 2R 2 1ORT. £ 205, SElo? VK& LB
L, DEA IS WEI A WO TN Mixk BOTHEL 7 5.
—77, DEAR |4 DEB & [FI#2EE OO % 58 A N THHR
LTBY [MEEEOREN] OREISHRTE S,

6.3 IRADEKIEDIEL
X (33) DT A MEEDIZA, TRLO &) REHERN T A
N 23] 2 HWT, BEROEREOR R LT 5.

[ min  fo(x) = 5.3578547 23
+37.293239 2 — 40792.141

sub. to 0 < g1(x) <92
90 < go(x) < 110
20 < g3(w) <25
78 < 1 < 102, 33 < x5 < 45
27 <a; <45, j=3,4,5

72720, fa(x*) = —30665.5, FHEBIILTOLB) THS.

[ g1(x) = 85.334407 + 0.0056858 x5 5
+0.0006262 21 24 — 0.0022053 25 25
g2 () = 80.51249 + 0.0071317 25 x5

(35)
+0.0029955 z1 72 + 0.0021813 22
g3(x) = 9.300961 + 0.0047026 3 x5
+0.0012547 21 x3 + 0.0019085 x5 x4
[ min fa(x) = (z1 — 10)% + 23
+5 (22 — 12)2 + 3 (24 — 11)?
+1028 + 72 + 2%
(36)
—4dregxy —10xg — 827
sub. to  gm(x) >0, m=1,---,4
-10<2; <10, j=1,---,7

7L, fa(x*) ~ 680.63, KBIMIEUTOLB) THD.

g1(z) =127 — 223 — 325 — 23 — 423 — 55

g2(x) =196 — 2321 — 23 — 622 + S,

g3(x) =282 — Ty —3a9 — 1022 — 2y + 25  (37)
ga(T) = —423 — 23 + 32120 — 223

—bxg+ 11y

Kw i x;, jeIp \ZiREs e R 2MA, R (33),
(34), (36) %7 A MHEE WCOP I2EE L, WCOPI,
WCOP2, WCOP3 & ¥ 5. #74; 1370, 5o o
EHDANHE ) MERZE L L L7z, DE O# T 404:h FES
TH2 NG, 1 DDOMEERDFHIGIZEET % AR % W
L3ZLT, IDLCOMELTARDL LN TE, w##M
WZENTZO N MEDPROLNE ZE PRSI NS.

MAEDGEL 0 %2 C, % WCOP |2 DEB, DEB-U,
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*x 3 HWEEME (FES=2x10°D, ¢% =0.01?)

Table 3 Objective function value.

DE WCOP1  WCOP2  WCOP3
DEB 4155  —30626.8 % 692.82 {
DEB-U 4169  —30633.24%  690.50 {}
DEA 41621 —30633.14 690.58 {}
DEA-U 4167  —30633.41  690.20 1
DEAR 4129  —30634.3 {4  690.24 |
DEAR-U | 4.148 <~ —30634.8  690.07

R4 FARCMEKROBI (FES =2 % 10°D, o2 =0.012)

Table 4 Number of examined individuals.

DE WCOP1 WCOP2 WCOP3
DEB 2000.0 5000.0 7000.0
DEB-U 2790.4 9117.0 15519.0
DEA 5631.6 13862.0 18012.4
DEA-U 6128.8 16490.0 26196.8
DEAR 7026.8 16581.0 21247.8
DEAR-U 7549.2 18864.0 30100.0

£ 5 HWEEE (FES=2x10°D, o2 =0.05%)

Table 5 Objective function value.

DE WCOP1  WCOP2 WCOP3
DEB 6.080 f#  —30489.3 731.45{
DEB-U 6.072 4  —30498.4 1  728.38 {
DEA 6.082 f#  —30497.2 1  728.07
DEA-U 6.084 f#  —30498.2 1  727.08 {}
DEAR 6.014  —30508.7 —  726.19 <
DEAR-U | 6.016 <  —30509.3 725.99

£ 6 FANMEKOKEE (FES=2x10°D, ¢2=0.05%)

Table 6 Number of examined individuals.

DE WCOP1 WCOP2 WCOP3
DEB 2000.0 5000.0 7000.0
DEB-U 2520.8 7621.0 11851.0
DEA 4444.8 14831.0 17680.6
DEA-U 4653.2 16589.0 21229.6
DEAR 5273.2 18102.0 21012.6
DEAR-U 5436.8 19802.0 24726.8

DEA, DEA-U, DEAR, DEAR-U % 50 [a]§"25#H L /2.
#£ 10O FES O¥4A, §XTH WCOP T% DE O fIh=
(AT REMR A S8 H L 72814) 13 100%Ta - 7=,

BAEDGEN 02 = 0.012 D4, % DE TS0
2 MREOHBEBEOFE ER 3 1IRT. K7L WCOP
TLOwRBETH L. F72, % DE DHEZE AL CHAE
ROBB OV TR 4 \TRT. FHERIZ, 02 = 0.05%2 D
Ao BB L BAEEOFH R 5 LT 6 IIRT.

H B WCOP T L ICKFE TR LK BE Lo
iz 4 )Vaz vy (Wilcoxon) METHE L. HIYE
BHEOKERIZBWT, it (1) & I 2 L2EE, £
NENERRFE 5% L 1% TREMBEFELREVPDH L. —7,
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x 7 HWEEME (FES=2x10°D, o2 =0.01%)

Table 7 Objective function value.

DE WCOP1  WCOP2 WCOP3
DEB 13.920 f  —28789.2 1 1515175.2 ¢
DEB-U | 13.920f —28789.21 1515175.2 ¢
DEA — —29664.6 f  1716.9 ¢
DEA-U 6.726 #  —30163.41%  1217.9 1
DEAR 72714  —30130.7{  2001.3 {
DEAR-U | 4555  —30456.8 876.2

R 8 WNIMEADORHEE (FES=2x10°D, ¢2=0.01%)

Table 8 Number of examined individuals.

DE WCOP1 WCOP2 WCOP3
DEB 20.0 50.0 70.0
DEB-U 20.0 50.0 70.0
DEA 180.0 450.0 630.0
DEA-U 448.4 902.0 1449.0
DEAR 328.0 848.0 1120.0
DEAR-U 645.6 1626.0 2118.2

[ ] #AFLfEILRBEE AELEFBD LN,

# 3 LR 5 OHMWBEEME L MERED?S, REORKES
b 5T, $XTO WCOP TDEAR-UIZX WV RE®D
O8N A Mg Es R Twb, 72721, DEAR-U & DEAR
THMEBMEICAEEREDNRL, Uy hOEAIZLS
DEAR OHEZEMREDH E25FRO SN WAL &,

Fa4LE6OMNIMEOELD2S, T_TOH DE
(DEB, DEA, DEAR) TU-% v b ®EAIZ L HERBD
BRI ASRD b b . 72, DEB & DEA OfiE D
WS BEET v 7)) v I X BHEEIESS, DEA £ DEAR
DR O LA S [EHEEOREF ] 12 X 2 HIBRhH A HE
BCT&5h. 22T, 9XTH WCOP IZBWT DEAR-U 2%
PRI ORI D % {, DEAR-U IZ L o TiREDOB
INAMNBRPEONT-FLBRNTHLEEZ LN,

BUIZ1 75 fi 8 AL T3 C U AB AR O SFA [ %5 258k L < iR
ENDLLGEDBHESNG, £2TC, 1 ORTHFIEOA
FES=2x10°D 1222 T, FiOEEZBEFEMEL 7.
FES #/N&<$5 L, OEPKTT 53D, FETRE
AT A0 DE ODERVHTTH62 L5 H5.

HEDEN 02 = 0.012 DA, % DE THESN-T
N MEDH W BEEIEO T L iR e R 7, HA7E
HE DT 23R 8, REDOHI= 2R 9 IIURT. KIS
0? = 0.05% OGO HIWEEE DT L #Esi R, mEk
DYy, WFEOWFE LR 10, T 11, F 12 |IRT.

7T LR 10 OHWBEEE L BEK RS, FES 25/
XLThH, HEEORSSLZLPLLT, §XTHO WCOP
TDEAR-UICL YV FEAEOUNZ MESELNTWAS, F
7o, 8 L 11 2°5, DEAR-U XI5 N7z DA % 4
Bk CFIAL, o DE £ ) 5% < OffEEHRTW 5,

FOLELR2NL, FESHILWE, By T) 7
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K9 HEOBIE %] (FES=2x103D, o2 =0.01%)

Table 9 Success rate for search [%)].

DE WCOP1 WCOP2 WCOP3
DEB 40 100 40
DEB-U 40 100 40
DEA 0 100 6
DEA-U 96 100 100
DEAR 100 100 100
DEAR-U 100 100 100

® 10 HMBEM (FES=2x10°D, o2 =0.052)
Table 10 Objective function value.

DE WCOP1  WCOP2 WCOP3
DEB 16.574 7  —28660.3 {f  1302029.0 1
DEB-U | 165741 —28660.3 1 1302029.0 f
DEA — —29442.6 f —
DEA-U | 17.137 ¢ —29856.9 ¢  1788.9 1
DEAR 21.272 4 —299825 1 25129 %
DEAR-U | 12.991 —30273.6 1032.5

£ 11 AR OBE (FES =2 x10°D, 02 = 0.052)

Table 11 Number of examined individuals.

DE WCOP1 WCOP2 WCOP3
DEB 20.0 50.0 70.0
DEB-U 20.0 50.0 70.0
DEA 180.0 450.0 630.0
DEA-U 443.6 760.0 1387.4
DEAR 320.0 848.0 1120.0
DEAR-U 523.2 1470.0 1933.4

F 12 HROPYE (%) (FES =2x 102D, o2 =0.052)
Table 12 Success rate for search [%)].

DE WCOP1 WCOP2 WCOP3
DEB 32 100 30
DEB-U 32 100 30
DEA 0 100 0
DEA-U 2 100 34
DEAR 4 100 46
DEAR-U 28 100 100

EERORDGHEEZZE L KT S LLEDTH L 2 L5 Hh
B, VEROWMERE CHEMO FRMEAAKE <A L, DEA
DFNES TEBREDPOR T 2T ICHER KT 75720 L &
bbb, LHL, £9EER12H,5, BEF TV IO
Kz [MEEMEOHM] & U-7y F2HH) 2 & bRERT
&5,

6.4 EHBFEOONI NZ#EERE

6 [JIENEHOME LR T, FIROEIHROM G IZF
KEOZDF TS, K (38) DIETIF 2 D& R
B [33] TiE, B, L, BEoaA M EELHNEK
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Fig. 6 Structure of pressure vessel.

& 13 JENFROREHEIC BT 5 e R

Table 13 Decision variables for pressure vessel problem.

HEEFILEGA Vol9 No.3 75-86 (Dec. 2016)

£ 14 [ENEGOHREHHEIZ BT 2 B

Table 14 Function values for pressure vessel problem.

o? 0.012 0.032 0.052
FU(x*) 6295.5 7102.3 77741
FU(x°) 6651.9 8114.8 9972.7
GY(x*) 0.050 0.149 0.251
GY(x°) | —0.001  —0.003 —0.015
GY(x*) 0.048 0.143 0.235
GY(x°) | —0.001  —0.023 —0.037
GY(x*) 3172.3 9311.1 15764.7
GY(x°) | —1041.0 —5157.5 —28625.1
GU(x*) | —39.97  —39.87 —39.78
GY(x°) | —54.84  —63.49  —104.28

0'2 1 T2 T3 T4
0.012 | 0.838 0.444 41.493 185.107
0.032 | 0.929 0.563 42.350 176.357
0.052 | 1.079 0.703 46.495 135.481

— 0.778 0.384 40.321  199.980

F@) BN D LI, BRROES 1y, BEOEE g,
BERONE 25, BEBRLBBROES 24 20 5.

min f(x) =0.6224 21 23 24
+1.7781 3 23 + 19.84 22 13
+3.1661 22 14

sub. to  ¢1(x) = —x1 +0.0193 23 <0
g2(x) = —x2 + 0.00954 25 < 0
g3(x) = —madry — %7‘(’1‘%
41296000 < 0
ga(x) =124 —240 <0
0.0625 < x; < 6.1875, j =1, 2

10 < 2; <200, j=3,4

(38)

Ve vy (SRR 6 2 INZ, 3K (38) O LARGETHIE
% WCOP 2R L7z, 8472 6; 1P 0, o DIEH
AT D MER AR L L7z, K (38) o LAEREHIE D /
IFVIE x* € RY[32] £ DEAR-U TRD 7255088 0? BN %
%5 WCOP OHNA Mg z® ¢ R* 23 13 1I/RT. # 13
DFTEN ) IFNVfFE e THDH. Tz, FUNA MEx°
L IFNVRE e ICEABEBMELTR 14 THIRT 5.

F 1305, HEOHH P2 BREL L BIZE, BEHOIE
S a2 LEDOEE 3y LT, HEOES oy MELRD,
ONA M2 13/ I F VR HOEENTY L Z &A%
"h.

F 1495, J I FIVR 13 WCOP DFEATHREF Tl
v, BRI, GY(x%) ORIFEREITKE {, BRAEDTH
o2 IZHBILTHRT S, —Fh, ¢Y(x) < 0FFREDH I
W20 b TAEELHNEGETH L. BN MEE 2z D
HIBEAE FU(x°) b o? ICHBIL THART 5. 5o A°
KREL DL, BBMEONT v F (BBARNMRESE s2) bR
&<, X QA0) OFMEXMPIEL L0 EEZ LN,

© 2016 Information Processing Society of Japan

6.5 JAHEIXY) OONZX bERERRE

TICERIRY) OfEERY. X (39) 0BT Off
TR [34) TIX, FrEbIZ 0 OKIMICIEHIT 20 E p
X AT 7(2), TS h(x), 72D gq(x), FHE
JEIETT pe(x) % BT 2HIFIFMEOT T, MELHEED
IA MR EOHBEE f(x) BRANE R D I, BER
DIEES 11 ERE zo, 130 OHElR 23 1R x4 2RO 5.

[ min f(x) =1.10471 22 z,
+0.04811 x3 x4 (L 4 x2)
sub. to  gi(x) = 7(x) — 13600 < 0
go(x) = h(xz) =3 x10* <0
g3(x) =21 —24 <0 (39)
ga(x) =0.125 — 21 <0
gs5(x) =¢q(x) —0.25 <0
g6(z) = p — 1000 pc(z) < 0
01<z,<2 j=1,4
I 01<z; <10, j=2,3
J(x) = V2x; 29 (12+ <x1-§9€3) )
R(z) = \/x% n (m +x3>
4 2
L3 x107°
ne) = 5t gle) = o o
n(e)=p(L+ ) 5o, hia) - o
() = \/nw I ¢ (@)
4013 \/ﬁngi V0.625 5
RN, TR 8

FRRTERS T p O IFMELEIEATH L. £ 2°C, WE
p &3 (15) D O IS T D AME =R LE L, X (39) DL
FREaT L WCOP (2R L7z, fif & p 1337 6000 [1b],
o DIEFIAHE ) AL L2, BYoRS
L = 14[in] & FREEROFRAEFTE R v, X (39) O L
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7 OEHR) O
Fig. 7 Structure of welded beam.

& 15 FHRILY) OREHHEIC BT b e A

Table 15 Decision variables for welded beam problem.

o2 x1 T2 x3 T4

1002 | 0.246 6.446 8.495 0.247
3002 | 0.253 6.772 8.823 0.254
5002 | 0.263 6.340 9.454  0.267

— 0.244 6.217 8.291 0.244

16 HENIY OREEIRHIEIC B A BEE

Table 16 Function values for welded beam problem.

o? 100? 3002 5002
f(z*) 2.380 2.380 2.380
f(x°) 2.502 2.723 2.958

GV (z*) 1220.0 3619.8 6168.3
GV(x°) | —50.25  —53.36  —55.44
G¥ (z*) 2690.2 7983.8  13605.3
GY(x°) | —209.9  —259.9 —3958.3
gs(x*) | —6.8E-6 —6.8E-6 —6.8E-6
g3(x°) —0.001  —4.664  —0.003
ga(x*) —0.119  —0.119  —0.119
ga(x°) —0.121  —0.128  —0.138
GY(x*) | —0.232  —0.230  —0.227
GY(x°) | —-0234  —0.235  —0.238
GY¥(x*) 538.2 1596.9 2721.3
GY(x°) | —13.84  —40.72 11544

FEETHED /7 I F VR x* € R [32] £ DEAR-U TR®
7 o2 AR B WCOP OHNA Mt z° € R %% 15
IR, 15 OFTEN/ I F VR Thab, T2, £
NENDIRIZ L ZEEL S 16 THixd 5. X (39) OH
B f(x) EHRIZEMD g3(x) & ga(x) ICHE p (TE
L7z, o OBBUEIIHEREHE T2 5 2w,

F 1505, MEp DFH 2 IZHBILT, $XTOHE
B, DEPREL Y, BEEVIIRKELT s 2 Ld°
G5 .

F16 5, /I FIVE 13 WCOP OFATHREME Tl
. F 7z, GV (), Y (=), GY(x*) Dl EITA
&L, WMEOGE 2L THKT S, /I FVEx*
D f(x*) IHE p DT o? 1B L WA, TN Mg

© 2016 Information Processing Society of Japan

x° D f(z°) o2 ICHBILTREL RS, TN, & 15
R L7GREER o) OTEOHIMNZL 55D TH 5.

7. BbVIC

KL T, mERIZ ZE L 7-m#E{LRE (WCOP)
bl 9, ERICLAF 2 ¥y 2 7OR%ERK [10]
D, MERGA DRI TH 5 MRER BBKE) OFHKX
MaEl L, 2o FREY BERROFHERZEL Lz, F
72, FRIXE EEARBROBBREHS N ICTHE L DI, T
HOFBKEIT L CUELERROR/MEZ R LT,

XK, WCOP Ol (T8 A b idff) # 30
BRI 720, 3SHHOEARDHEKLE (B> 7)) > 7,
MO, U-7 v ) %M L7 DE (DEAR-U) #
REEE L7, F72, MFELL [BEMEOREM] 2582y 7
VY7 ERMET A LR EEmIICHB L7, 512, 3
HOEROH#EL MAEHLE LI LT, DE BEEDB
OGBS RO 528, ZORFEE LTHER
72ONZ MRS ND T & B BEERCHER L 7-.

I, 2 FHEOBIFEMN : THEHE Z WCOP 123k
JEL, DEAR-U TELNI-TNA MERFT+5Z LT,
RFEL7T2aNA Mt FEoR A2 ERE L 72.

LBOBEL LT, F 1Y 7OREXRDERITHHi
NOPFRD BT N5 [35]. AL TILBIEAE DT X [
A RO TV B 25, B BHUE % 2 R/ A OFEAR
EEB2BTET, RERNE LV EEICEET & 50k
WD L. Tz, 8% OflEE & ABIUE L WCOP
I2b DEAR-U 2 A3EHA T %720, e Hil#EE [26]) 72 &,
OV EERIT 22 L0 EZ 6N,
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