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Abstract

Trust region methods are employed in the fields of nonsmooth optimization and nonlinear
equations. A trust region approach for nonlinear programming problems which possesses a

~ fast and global convergence property is presented in this paper.

Numerical methods for semi-infinite programming may be devided into two categories,
namely, continuous methods and discretization methods. The trust region method which in-
corporates an exact Lo, penalty function and e-most-active strategy is expanded to obviate
the Maratos effect. Schemes for discretization for semi-infinite programming problems are
also shown. »
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SRR R ATRERE L2 P BRI TR ROESFRA S B TEDLTY
DA, AR T E TR RE LRI L CIERRBEIEIEIC A5 < SQP HEDHFRRIZ OV TR~ 5,

SRS BEEDAE 2T AU XA E LTiX, SQP (Successive Quadratic Programming; %
W2 YREHE) 1 R SLC (Successive Linearly Constrained; ZRBIEHIN) HE%S 5%, SQP =
1X Lagrange BRSO MR 2 KR L7 HETHH DS, —RIIIHRIDO—YGIUDORIZ, ERRE O
MEREECSERR H ANZ D L b L2V Maratos IR & JITh BRI BERPHICEE D L 23D
%, Maratos R A EMT D AIZKAILT28Y OFENRBZRENTNWD, —Did watchdog &
T, BEHEN LAY 2B 033G b Tivid, FHERR OB L2WRT v P25 ik
TH5bD, b9 —Dit Mayne and Polak [10] 12 & ¥ BRI/ bending £ T, BYREMHEZERR
FaDHEEIE, BIOHSEEEBENCEOMEL DIl EOERERETEHIETH D, BxDT
Tu—FRRERT D,

PMBEEN IR A S RIS ANIEL [12], Hig - IEOWEDNDE L DR ENT
XT3 (8], FERFHBEOHEMEILERE L T A —F OBEBULIEIC KRBT 5 Z LR TE D,
EFHEII R BRIER BETR A E ORIZE KB T/RT7 A —Z BT 2 RFTRKFEE AW HIETHY .
ERRRERDDFIETHD, BEBALEIZT Y v REEAWTART A - 22k L. R
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Rt KREE RO FHx2E T T, BEOHRUFEET VA Y XLATHELEVWIRATE S
TW5, ek LT Hettich [7] 13 Newton EZRE L7cHd, KETHINGRMEN S 5129 &8>
7z, Coope and Watson [1] iZFRIRAIIRMEZ boRRIZ, ERERR Ly 3TV 7 « B8 MBS
W5 SQP BEBE LTS, LaxLadh, EMAR Ly T VT « BEIIRFA SIS Cild R
BB 2L b HDBDT, EFEEERROLD, EED [15) IXERER Lo T VT 1 BEE AV,
HIHHEEH 1T D SQP 1% 3E LI, Price and Coope [13] & IEMEZR Loo-type T NV7 1 B %
VWD SQP EBREL TS, Bl THNARE LRS- L TR Y, Ferris and Philpott [3] i37
T 4 VR — Y v TR ERAE H B ~OEA 2R o, Todd [16] 1, & AR RIES BERK
(LRI X B IR EHEE OBEMRIE I HRICIERHE A 032 ATV B BEBITET 5,

AR T, Lo _FTAT AL ¢ BT 77 4 THIKE AVIEREBEREL Maratos 1R 03
FEERVRIZIEET 5 Z LIC kY. ERETOHMNEBBES CARORTNITY AL ERET
%, Ei0. FEREHEREAD/XT A —F ORI D SHIFIRTE BB~ OBRAZ R LI,

2 2XGEBETIV

ROFERFEHEREEZE 2D,
(P) minimize  f(z)
subject to  gi(z) <0, i€l ={1,..,m'},
g9i(z) =0, ielr= {m +1,...,m}.
AL, f:R">R,g:IR"—> R, i=1.,miX C?BHTH5,
e®XTIT 4 THIKIE,
I(z) = {iehUI]|gi(z)> max{max|gi(x)]*, max|gi(z)|} - e},
iely i€ly

fBL. [|* = max{.,0} TERT D,
ERETR Loo ~XTNT 1 BEERI.

0c(a) = f(a) +r max{,_max (a(@), max lo:a)l), (21)

BL. r>0 CEHEIND, FERHR Lo ~XTNAT 1 BT |L(z)| OELICEBHRARVDT, e KT
75 4 TEIKOEREFTRRIZT B, |
KROBHSAFRERBILRIEE E 2 5.

min 6.(z). (2.2)

THE 1. 2t % (P) OFEM. o 2T 770 VaRHETDE. r> T wt BHIEL 2
Lot B (P) D2ROTHEMEBWITHELHEML, o L v 35 (22) D2RO+FERIEET
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7~ EThHD,
GEW]  FOEARDILIEIIEE LT DI T 0(z) DB RIIRETH S 125, [4] © Theorem
14.3.1 I X VFERMBRED, a

¥ To o(zF + d) D 2WELIT.

OFd) = Q(d)+r max{ max [g:i(z¥)+ Vg(=*)Td]",
i€l (zF)NI

k k\T
(%) + Vai(e*)Td]},
e loia®) + Vo) d)

Q*(d) = f(z*) + V1(*)Td + %dTV2L€(:ck,uk)d,
Le(F,u*) = fe®) + D0 ufaia®).
i€l (z*)

ThB, OYMEFLOSREOSEEL, [SEEROTT (23) 2B/MET222THY,
(2.3)

min 0% (d) s.t. [|d]leo < AF.
LB RORICEEZEED,

(QP1) minimize  Vf(z¥)Td+ 3dT B*d+ r¢

subject to  gi(z¥) + Vgi(z¥)Td < &, i€ L(z*)n I,
l9(@*) + Vai(a*)Td| < &, i€ L(=*) NI,

ldlleo < AF, 0<,

—J%. =% T 0(z* + d) D2,
OFd) = f(@*) + Vi) Td+ %dTF’“d |
+ rmax{ max [gi(z¥)+ Vgi(z¥)Td + 1dTGi-“d]Jf,
icle(zF)NI 2
ok (kT LTk
e l9:(2%) + Vgi(z®)"d + 5d" Gidl},
(BL F* 13 V2f(zF) 28 L., GF 13 V2g(2F) 28T, ZORNMEILd 2RO bDTHDHR,
(2.3) &K, ROBICET 052 KEERBE TRV,
Vf(a*)Td+ 2dTFFd + r¢
gi(2®) + Vgi(z*)Td + 1dTGEd < ¢,

|gi(a*) + Vgi(z¥)Td + 1dTGEd| < ¢,

(NQ) minimize

subject to

”dHOO < Ak: O S C’ ‘
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ZZ T, (NQ) @ Kuhn-Tucker &£E%2E X5 &,
1

Vi) = Vi -5 Y alVah) - Va)
i€l (zk)
= VI -5 Y wGdt Y wo(ld])

el (Ek) iGIs(l"‘)
~ 1 B .
Vi(zF) = i(Vgi(ﬂﬂk) + Vgi(z¥))
1 - -
= V() + 5Gid+o(ld]), i€ L(z"),
B, V§i(z*) = Vgi(z* + d) BOEHEL AV L HBIZEIT 5, ZORREESMAREL. Ko
B2 d 2R 2 2KEEREIZ RS,
(QP2) minimize  Vf(z*)Td + 1dT B¥d + r¢
subject to  g;(z®) + Vgi(e¥)Td < ¢, i€ L(zF)n I,
Igz(mk) + 6g’i(mk)le S Ca XS IE(xk) N 12,
ldllo < AF, 0< .
(QP1) & (QP2) T. B* = V2f(z*) + Sicp, (ohy ub V2g(a¥) LEFE SN B3, EBRITIT BFGS
(Broyden, Fletcher, Goldfarb, Shanno) A=

T T
Bkl _ gk _ Bksksk™ gk pk ok

kT Bk gk kT gk’
AL BY = I, s* = 2F+1 — g% % = v, L(zFt, u* 1) — Vo L(zk, ub ), 2% = 0yF + (1 — 0) BEs*,
1, (F sk > 0.2547 Bk k),
0= kT pk .k
Sﬂ?;:sk igyiTsk’ (TOAt).
THETE 5,
BRI ROREC—RTMEFAT D (10,
z(a) = z* + ad + o*(d — d), | (2.4)
EH (B8 BRIZIE. Armijo RAZAWS, Bb,
8(z* + d*) = 8(z()) < 0(z*) + 0a|OF (d) — 0(zF)]. (2.5)

a=F(0<B<1, j=01,..) 725 a #RDILIT O\,

{EREfE D K& X1,
w_ AOF0(zF) - o(z* 4 d¥) (2.6)
ABE  O(zk) - Ok(d) ‘

0
THET D,
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3 7ILIUVXLA
F9. u hFATETT,
Algorithm 1
Data:r>0,e>0,0< 1 <pe<1,0<11<1l<y 0<8<la=24.
Step 1: FIHA 20,40 >0, & A°> 0 %&85, k=0 LB<,
Step 2: (QP1) 2%, d & @ 2185, d=072biE, X by,
Step §: (QP2) #f#x. d #1835,
Step 4 : (2.5) 12k V d* 2485,

Step 5: (2.6) 12XV p* 2155,
0< pF < py 201E, o* =ak 4 dF ) uFH = 4, AR =y AF L B<;
p1 < pF < pp T2 biE, zFtl =2k 4 4k uF L = 4 AR = AR 2 3L
po < pF 22 H1E, ot = ok 4 dF okt = 4, AR = AR LB

Step 6: k=k+1 &BE, Step 2 ~MT<,

EEITIL, (QP2) % £ KE CHEM S LETR,

4 IUEHE
Algorithm 1 ORBUNFM % RIET 5 BICKOEEEBL
(i) {BF}: ¥EEMBIF, —HRA R
(i) {z*}, {d}, {d}: HR
(iif) 7 > sup{37%, |}
T 2. WYUREMHOT T, (P) X 2EMS Lo T NVT 4 BEO—ROEM:
max s (Vf(z®) +ruTVg(z>®)) >0, Vse R".

u€edh(g(z>))

BT 2 IZINET 5 Algorithm 1 @ {z*} OESFINHEET B,
[BE BA] fSELOZDIZ, e3> 0 &B<, ZOREERIL [4] ® Theorem 14.5.1 LV EDLIZHED, O

FERBHFBROIDIZ, ROREZIBINT 5,
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(i) ||lzF — 2*||. ||d]| 1% 0 WK T B,
(v) —MSL, RFEOMBMME. 2IRO+DFMEIRIT D,
(P) DbV IR OERBIFEEE X 5,

(P’) minimize  f(z)
subject to  gi(x) = 0, i€ {i1,92,...,1k} C Le().

g= (gil’g'iza""g'ik)Ta N = (vf’i1)vf‘i27"'7vfik)7 A= (@gilavgiza "'7@9%) &3‘50 :ODB# (P,)
@ Kuhn-Tucker $ef413.

Bd+ NiA=-Vf, NTd=—g
A2

Bd+ A\ =-Vg, ATd=—g
NTZ=0m»22TZ=1 ¢35 nx(n—k) 175 Z 28BAT 5, ROKET (P') DHe— DD
BHFBELTVS (6] 2 5RE)

(vi) ##9~ £ 1T51 {2T B*Z} i AREEMETH 5.
(R (vii) 128 1 HRULHEH

{ll=* + d —z*|/|=* — =*||} — 0.
DRELEREL TN B,

(vii) {|P(B* = V2, L.(z*,u*))d||/|d]} — 0, /EL P it z TOHWEOBELE~DREITHIZ
z£7,

mEL k ko g
0(z*) — 6(z" + d) <
— =1 d
e = 1 olld
[iE BA] [5] ® Lemma 3 OFERANLHALTH S, a

EH 3. THE 2 OFMRUEYREMHEOT T Algorithm 112 XY A SN2 RT {z*} 13 2*
WHEB—RIURY 5,

[ BA] [5] ® Theorem 2 & FKIZ, X7 v 718 1 (e =1) BT AR TS, MHE 12
AT BDT, pF — 1 BRET B, MICHERITTASIND, a
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5 HUEH

7 1. (Chamberlain et al., 1982)

minimize  —z; 4+ 10(z% 4 23 — 1)

subject to 22 + 2% -1=0
20 = (0.8,0.6)T, z* = (1,0)T.

Z ORIREIL, BIRO—UEEIZESL o, BE D SQP ¥ TIIER S MASFHERISE L L b &
B720 Maratos IR ZRZIHITHBH, 37 A—Fid, p1 = 0.25, po = 0.5, 711 = 0.6, 72 = 2.0,
A%=1,70=100 & L7, EAFIZ, Algorithm 1 iX, FORTRAN T=— F{kL, PC-UNIX ko
CITZE# L CHEER L R AT, | |

# 11X Algorithm 1 % #1 1 Z#A L7-ERTH S, ITE IIREH. NQP X QP ofEz:
< ES AT, 2R UILFIEL, Step 4 #ETHDTNQP I ITE LY k&L RoTWB,
BXEIRAT v S 1 LI8oTHE Y, Maratos SIRZ TR L TWD, EROHE (Sté»p"4'7‘£ L
<. R 79, 2™ = (0.9745,0.2246) TEHAEAL L7z < B o7 (Maratos BRI 1) DI
HRB EREBBBLV LD, | HL e

% 21% Algorithm 1 O3B 7T (¢ = 0.1), Algorithm 1 DEEH 5, [5] DFAZY X AD
EFEFLL TN Z L3555, b BT, Algorithm 1 iXH#EE BTV 2,

Bl 2. (FEEIRFERE)

minimize  —z1 + 10(z% + z3 — 1)
subject to zfcosy+25—-1<0, y€(0,]
—22 —23+1<0
0 = (0.8,0.6)T, z* = (1,0)T. |
R LT, K% 100 %4 L7 IR BRI L, ¢ = 1.0 TRIRE2 (WQP 4) B, &Kl

#1102 ACIHET B 25, ¢ = 0.01 TiX, RE2 (RWQP 4) B, KKHIK 12 X CTIURT 2ER1E
bhvTW3,
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®1 61 OKR

e | s = | f@) |lg@@) | ITE | NQP
1.0 | 1.000 0.000 | -1.0000 | 0.0000 2 4
0.1 | 1.000 0.000 | -1.0000 | 0.0000 2 4
0.01 | 1.000 0.000 | -1.0000 | 0.0000 2 4

% 2. Algorithm 1 %8 (¢ = 0.1)

ITE| af z} l9(2¥)| 0(z*)
0.8 0.6 0.0 208
1 | 0998165 0.060550 | 0.116 x 10~5 | -0.9981
2 | 0.999999 0.000055 | 0.150 x 105 | -0.9999

£ 3. #l2 OFER

£ z3 x5 f(z*) | max; gi(z*) | ITE | NQP | MCON | CPU [sec]
1.0 | 1.000 0.000 |-1.0000 0.0000 2 4 102 0.02
0.1 | 1.000 0.000 | -1.0000 0.0000 2 4 37 0.01
0.01 | 1.000 0.000 | -1.0000 0.0000 2 4 12 0.01

6 FEBEE;E~DER

ZOEITIE, FERFHE (Semi-Infinite Programming) iE~D#EA%2E x5, O TIIRD

MEEZE 25 :
(SIP) minimize  f(x)

subject to g(z,y) <0, y€Y,

ALY c R (£>1) Thb, UTFOFEHFIEIL, (SIP) OBEMERDD ZLEBEMHE LTS,

6.1 RBERbE
Step 0: VY RYyCYCIRE & gg>0 %85, Yo=Yo. v=0 &B<,
Step 1:Y,. e, & LT, Algorithm 1 T f z¥ ##HE 3 5,

Step 2: XVBEEILEINZZ7 VY RY, 1 DY, 2RET 5,
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Step 3: FLWEHDES
Y1 = {y € Yoi1 | 9(z”,y) > maxg(z”,y) — &}, (6.1)

BL g, >010%

ey = max{7 - | min g(z",y)l, &},
yeyY,

AL 102, e, > 0 HEDONEER. K- THEENS,

Step 4:1=1+1 & LT Step 1 12<,

T ORER
gz('r) = g(a:,y), ye i/w

ZINZOBEEOHIME LTHR Y,
T DFEE Algorithm 1 I[Z8 5 ICHAATe Z L A, Z OREITITANIBERIZIESL,

EE 4. (SIP) OFEEBNE TR . f OFEEHRAD L-VESR L2 R ThHB LR
ET5H, TOBEROFEFEEICLY, (SIP) OREIZINRT 5,

[fiE BA] [14] @ Theorem 2.1 7>HBH 52>, ‘ 0

6.2 g(z,") DEFRRXEOHA
(SIP) DRI % 15 Iz, K
hi(z) = g(z,y'(x)), | (6.2)
BL ) IXY LD g(z, ) DRFTERAE. 2EBEOHKE LTRAWD, SHEORL=1 L7,
%z, yHx) IR L.
Ji(z,y*) = {i | dg(,y")/By # 0}
& -
Ja(z,y*) = {i | Bg(z,y")/By = 0}. -
£t 5, Sz, yt), Jo(z,yt) OROVIZ, Ji, Jo LEETS Z DB hi(z) © 1REBEIIRATE X

LivA,
Vhi(z) = Vag(z,y").
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1751 V2,9(z,y") DAEMZ OIE. hi(x) © 2BEBEEEIKRXTEALN S,
Vizg(zayi)a XS Jl

Vzhi(ﬂ)) - { 2 ] 2 ] 2 iNy— 1572 T .
meg(xﬁyz) - vy:z;g(w}yz)(vyyg(xayz)) vy:z:g(x’y ) ) 1€ JZ
ZOBE b ERRIT VT 4 OB R ROTZOIL, Lo ~XT VT « BEROERIIAER
Thd [15], ZOFEILPLAENLEERELHELTLDLEZRHET 5 DIZDRDLRFM
VETH D,
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