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1 FLCHIC

FRRTORELE L EIRMEOHON THMAT T O 2 BB RIRE % 3 R 3 E R
(Semi-infinite programming problem: SIP) [2, 8, 9, 10, 12] ¥\, UTFOETER(LT
&3,

Minimize f(x)
subject to z € X, g(z,t)>0 (VteT). (1.1)

ZIT XCRFEXONIMES, Tik=2 /%7 M2 Hausdorff 2/, f:R" > R B&
Vg: R xT - RIZEALAEEETHS. bL, TOERNERET, X =F" b L<
X =Rt THIE, RBEE (1.1) X BOFREOOEREHERIETH 5.

AMTIE, UTOLS 2 R$EHK & BRECKREREX 2 S L5 2SIP2EXS.

Minimize ¢’
subject to * € K", a(t)Tz—~b(t) >0 (VteT), (1.2)

ZIT, ceRIIEALNEBERI ML, b:T-> R a:T - RIIEEDz € R Ioxt
LT minger{a(t)Tz - b(t)} PHFET DL I EXONEKTHSD. F/2, K0 C R IZLL
FTTEREND nRITLDO ZK# (Second-order cone: SOC) Th 5.

K" = {a: = (1;,&) € R x !

= 2 &) }.

SIT, N7 M eREe = (2, E) e RXRIDOLIICHLREEN, & := (22, ...,2,)T €
Rl THB. K, THUE || H2—2 Uy K ALERTLOLTS. SIP(12) KB
WT, #lze KPORDYVIZzeK" x-- - x K™ (72 Ln+ - 4+np=n) EVWHHE
MR E B HTRL D —BRPTIIDH DA, AFTIIMBOD—o>0 ZREITHHT D514
DHEZEZD. :
HE, ZREXSTMBICHT AMENBAIICRENTVS., Z20FTHLERL LML
TN D DN R R BRI (Second-order cone programming:SOCP) T 5. Z ORIEILMN
“KRHEMEEZY T2 TR LTER, BEDL ZAEXMNEENE 2 FEL U TR
ENTWB (1, 11]. ¥£72, ZREFFHMERIRE (Second-order cone complementarity problem:
SOCCP) i3S FABREIE R FERRI AR REIERIRE [3, 4] 2 “Rk$EHIF~ LB L~ TH 3.
MR [6] TiX, FF 51X Jordan A#% SOCCP iz AL, 7L TY X L% HMET 2 L TLE
ROV OO RCBICI T 2R 2 Lz, F2, [6]| OOWICESE, FlLkLE
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AHBEZ AR DR T VT Y LN 7] TREESNTEY, HAMOEFBEOEENTT
RIERRINGRME & ZRINREEZE T2 LBREHAINTVD, 28, (1.2) DX 5 e k¥R
REUHERHERBEOLAL LT, ZREFMNEZED X MEFELLREREZIONS.

AHEOBRIT, TRERINEET SIP (1.2) 2 2D T AT XLEHEL, F0O
WHRMEZTRTZETHD. EBE, KHRTRET S 7T Y XA, Lai and Wu 23RN
7 MV & EEIRIE DORRTZBE % & & To SIP I23f L THRR L 7= explicit algorithm [10) % 4438
L7ebDTHD., LLahib, EORITOLFEIIE<ERS. #EE, [10] TIXHEBRT v
7 Rk E RIS LT LTI 217> T 528, SIP(1.2) X3R5 v 7 &
X REITHBIE L-BBEREE S0 D, ROBOMBITIIARICERE R SR, £
T, AR TIE Jordan REIZBITAART MADELZEAL, TRIZESL HEEOME
HEREEELT, TOEEROTTT NI XLAOIHEMEERT.

2 A
2.1 ZREITHT DHARY MILSAR

ET, ZREIIHFT DR MGRERATDH. T, Jordan ¥k [5] 1285 b
By D—2THD, THIVXLMIBITOIRERE ZRk#EL OBREZRRTI20ICEER
HEEHTS.

ZHRFEULEDEBDNY Ml = (21, 8) € RXRUIZH LT, £NRLZ MAK A (),
M) € R, BERRY FARY F v (z), vo() € R IZUTFT CEBSNS.

Ai(z) =z + (-1)| &,
1 1 (_1)ii £ 0 .
2 ) “i" (m )’ (’L = 1,2)
1 ; ~
3 (1, (“1)1’“’) (Z=0), ,
IIZT, weR" i |w|=1THHEIREBDORI L THD. ZOLE, cliZxt?
RRYT R IVSHERH

vi(x) =

x = M(z)v1(x) + Ao()V2(T). (2.1)

TEBEND. ZIT, M@) < M) BEIZRIL, (@) > 0R5IFEDLEICHEY
T eKrThp o LicEETS.

2.2 ZREBEWBEEY

AETIX, BRTH27ATY XLDOFENICEELREREZ Ri- T ZR$ERMAERGF TS
TB RIMMzeR LzeRPBUTOBRER-TLE, FOII - RER#ENESRESL
W= L.,

zrek" zek”, Tz =0. (2.2)
DL MR EBE TR FAOKEIZH LTUTHRRY SLo.



79

Bl 2.1 oD nKEENY bz b2 ST REABIEEME (22) R LTWD LS5,
IOLE, z bz DAY MBI LTUTO S 50WFRAH Y 0.

(a) 0= A(x) = X(x) and 0 < \(2) < A(2) (ie, & =0 and z € K"),

(b) 0< M) < Xo(x) and 0= Ay (2) = Mo(2) (de, € K" and z = 0),

() 0=Ai(z) < Az(x) and 0= Ai(2) < Xo(2) (i-e., z € bdK™,
z€bdK", andx L 2).

2, BEADARY "MARY MVZLATOMR 2 #7341
v1(®) = v2(2) and vo(x) = v1(2). (2.3)
X(23) LV, z & 2B _REMMERELZEZT RO,

81 =0(2)/V2, 2=X(x)/V2, %=X(2)/V2 &=M(2)/V2
&1 = V2v,(z) = V203(2), & = V2us(z) = V2v,(2).

ERLILBTE, EREFRUTOL S ICHBERZ D LB TE B,
T =116+ I283, 2z = 36 + 2é,. (2.4)
E 5T, STARY I,
(8) é,& €bdK™, ||&)]| = ||&:]| =1, (é1)Té2 =0, & + & = (v2, 0)7.
(b) 0< & <2,0< % < %, min{#;, 51} = min{#,, %} =0. |

EEROBER (b) & (24) 1%, ¥BED nKRFT~Z NZEEICBITERSBORBHERMELE
REZROBRIZEISEUTVS, HEHE, —oDR2Z blg & 2 BEEORBIESME

>0 2>0 T2=0,

EWMTR0IE, $_NTOIHLT, 2,20, 2z, >0, min{z;,z} = 0B8RV IS, 2Dk
IBBE, b2z, iBEORDIZITN1I THORINOTHD LI 2T Mle, ZHWV
Te=Yl e, z=Y",2€ L T&ES. —F, 4)LBITDé L éit, Ve, 2
BLUOZR#EDOW {(2,,2) e RXx R |2 =0} B KRR EMICHT 2 EHREZEE
ITR22TWVS, LL2dd, e RBEESNAERY M THADIIHLT, & & & ik (z,2)
WRET 5.

3 TFPILITYXLEWFEH

FEITIL, SIP(1.2) 2L HOFEERRL, FONKERLEXH. F0OLDIZ, &
T SIP (1.2) ICxf 4 HiRFPiE ¢ EB8T 5. LETHOHBREDOER ... tmw EWMoTET

1Z2=0bLITZ=0D,XiF v, (:=1,2) DEBICHBVT w FHYITBEUT L.
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ZTNEE LTS, (e, Ei={t,...,tn} CT.) DL *, EFRIELSOCP(E) LT THE
#®T5.

Minimize ¢’z
subject to z € K", a(t;)Te—b(t;) >0 (j=1,...,m).
Z DEBIIARBEOHK % b DM/ SOCP DT, BEFEDOFE TR ZENTEX S, 7=,

HHRODBAD L TN BT, FIFSEIKIETED SIP (1.2) & bR & < 2TV 5. LSOCP(E)
DI xtEIRE DLSOCP(E) iU T DO L S 12&FIT 5.

Maximize Y b(t;)v(t;)
i=1

subject to v(t;) 20, e— a(t;)v(t;) € K™
=1

LROBFBBEEZAWT, UTOL 32713 XA2RBTD. 28, TOFETII,
FEREZBNTHERTROWEMIZERY BRWTITL 72, BaBBEOHKOHEEFEROMIC
MADIENTELIONRBBRELRBREDO—HDOTHD. LVFEHRRAT v 7IIUTOX I
2%, '

FLI) XL 31
Step 0 ARMBORE :={t],...,13, } C T %85, £7-, LSOCP(E®) Mg,
RiEE 2 #HB/D. k:=0LT 5.
Step 1 b L, minger{a(t)Tazk —b(t)} >0 THER 51X, REE2KETTS. £
> TRITIE, ROXIIEZEFHTS. '

tk ., := argmin {a.(t)Ta:’c - b(t)} and E*'' = EFU{t* ).
teT

Step 2 LSOCP(E*"!) & DLSOCP(E*") &M%, B ot 5L T (v (8) |t €
By &85,

Step 3
E¥' = {t e B |y (t) > 0}
LB, ki=k+1LBE Stepl IZRS.

Step 2 TiZ LSOCP(E*") & DLSOCP(E*™!) HBEHFNFEL AV CRBICHRL Z LN T
%. 6T, F I LSOCP(EX!) ORI b 2> TWA Z LIZERET 5. Step 3 Ti, %k
THRBAT v I7RELY v1(t) >0 THB LI RERD tITH L Ta(t)Tch! —b(t) =0
ThHBHD, o ITBITDIEEDRIMBED BRI TN S,

TAITY ALORKRETFTEIC, RELEBEOEREZ VS O0HEATS. £7F, KOK
ENROSIObD LT 5. |

BE A +_TOEIZRLT, (i) LSOCP(E") # X ! DLSOCP(E®) 13— o, 1y % b
b, (i) BEORKBMEITZE L.
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LSOCP(E®) & 0" DLSOCP(E*) »E(T LML, 2EEE “kek (b LIZEDT 7 4
VER) LOXBEETHDEW, (I)ILBEKY . £, () IEE O ETHARBEMNE
HDZETHY, ZNHEDFETHRITSD. ZDLE, UTOMBARAT v 7 REMNRD
AASR

w(t) 20, ¥*(t) 20, FO)yk@E) =0, (vteE")

zt e K", 2z¢ek", (@¥)TzF=o. (3.1)
=72 L,

y*(t) == a(t)Tx* - b(t), 2*:=c— D at)u(t)
teEk

THD. LIAT, (31) ZTREEMBERMTIENRORVDT, (24) LEBOFETSY
BEBZLenTES, »

koA “k ak Ak A Ak ak
x* = ihet + ikek,  2F = shek 4+ kel

2L, —RRENT (€F,ek) £ (&8 ) ThB. EbiL, KDL I RREERELS.
BE B 2 +2REVEM>0BLVHS/MEVEKS > 0BEEL, EBDOL> 1ICHL
TUT O (a)-(e) B3R Y 2.

(@) lle* < M, |l2* < M.

(b) EEDte EFIZR LT u(t) > 6 ThB.

(c) &i=1,21T8 L T4 < max{zk 5} < M MY I».

(d) bLa*ebdKrhozr £ 025, a(t)Tek ¢ (—5,0025% 5%t e B
BFEETS.

() blabeintKr 2O, A\pn(HeHT) 2 BRIV IED. TIZT, A 18
NEFEEZERL, T8 H X E* = {t},... t5 } ZAVTRO X S ICEH
INd3HbDLT 3,

H; = (a(t'f), ... ,a(tfnk)) € RV (3_2)
{R%E B(a) RERSN=EFINERTHD- L %, (REB (b) BL U (c) IXBER I EOAE

(Xt LTRSS+ MBI o2 A BKRLTVS. 8612, REB(C) BL W
min{¥, 25} = 0 KV LUF AR Lo 2 & icEET 5. |

F=0&23>0 #r>6e=13=0.

REB() BLUV () ITBHIMOEAMEZETRLTEY, £LOHBETINSIIRITS. LU
LOEREDTTCROERLES.

THE 3.1 BEABLUOBRERITRZLETS. Z0Lx, PAaY X531 CERINEA
5 {x*} DIEBOEMAILSIP (1.2) DREL 2 5.

AKEELY, UTORBRYISZ EBERBIZONS.

# 31 REABIUBPRITE LTS, %7, SIP(1.2) DEAM—HFET LTS, =
DEE. TATY X3 TERSNBARF {xF) 1Z SIP (1.2) DRRITIURT 5.
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4 HIERER

EEHTIE, BELETATY XAOREEHDD B DT = REEBROEREEZ L
OPBET S, TATY XL EHERCERETIICHE-T, NFA—FEHKRDLEHI
EDT. Step 0 TIXTECDEREIIn +1& L. k7, FERILATOFNLTVHE L
ICBATE. Step 1 TIth & -HBIEL —a— FUERERADESZLICL O RDE, &
fe, #T %1% miner{a(t)Ta* — b(t)} > —1078 LABFIL7=. Step 2 Tit LSOCP(EF)
¥ DLSOCP(E**!) % [7) TRE SN T3 SOCCP 22+ 5742 Y X 5% BV TR .
Step 3 TIXEM vpy1(t) > 0% vyy > 108 1THBFAL . F7=, 7A=Y XAIXIMATLAB 7.0
TEE L, Intel(R) Xeon(TM) CPU 3.60GHz 3 X U} 2GB RAM ® X~y & L TEiA L7-.

RO DOEBRTIX, SIP(1.2) %L T,

—(2t - 1.13)> - 1.03
a(t) = —(2t — 0.98)3 ,  b(t) :=—(2t —1.08)2-1.1, (4.1)
(2t — 1.05)2 - 0.9
T=1[01&L7%. &bHiT, BROBARICRITZNI M cDEHLELT, ¢ = (1,0,0)T,
ey = (—0.88,0.23, —0.98)7, ¢3 = (—0.79, —0.35,—-0.03)T M 3 - & BAY. BohI-HR%
KUITTT, 22T, M@*) BEV () IIRERE o I2BIT DAY MR, fite 1ZR
HE$ %, cpu(s) X CPURMERT. 2B, fite & cpu(s) DIEIE, K (i=1,2,3) TR0
T, BB E DERE 7V FLIIEZXTIT21 100 BIORITIZHT 5 FEHETHD. c=c¢
DL EITRER e BERL—BL, FEOte TIRHLTat)Tz" —b(t) >0 Ths. &5
(2, 100 BT ~_TORITICENT, BFICES E° L BAERATRTRENE S TL
EILENIMND. c=cDE &L, x* = (0.747,-0.654,0.361)T TH Y, R~Z bl
0= M(z*) < Mo(x*) M7=, T72bb, KR IZREORRICMEST . SBIT,
T IRV TREREK a(t) e —b(t) > 03O Dt € T TEREZHLT, TLRDOLEPT
b5, =, REEES CPU MBIV LRVWI EHLRTEND. c=c; DEXIT, &
WHRIT 2 = (1.019, 0.118,-0.020)7 TH Y, A7 MMUEIZO0 < M(2*) < Aa(x*) TH 5.
TDZ LR, B _REORFIMUEL, ZREFK T € K" BN THRNET L 2 KRS
5. ZOHE, REEEKS CPUKEIY ¢ = c; DHBAITHSThH Y KELR>TW3,
KDOEBRTIE, LTOZ->D SIP 2\ -,

T
Minimize -‘?
=1 T 4 (4.2)
subject to x € K7, Y 71z, > Y % (Ve [0,1)).

i=1 i=0
Minimize h

t
subject to (2) ekK® h> o

gt"”lxi —sin (—G-)i (vt € [0,1]).

723, FORE (4.3) 12K f(x) = maxeepy{lle|l, | Tl 'z — sin(5mt/6)|} (x5 HlK
BLBRBCRBESMTHD. R, FEE (4.3) 1L SIP (1.2) DFITIIAZ > TVRVE, e=

(4.3)
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# 1: Obtained results for SIP with (4.1)
c | M(z*) X(x*) fite cpu(s)
c 0 0 0 0.010
C2 0 1495 2.45 0.209
c3| 0900 1139 9.94 1.010

3 2: Obtained results for SIPs (4.2) and (4.3)
SIP | A(x*) Ao(x*) fite cpu(s)
42)| 0 3275 1 0259
(4.3) 0 0.903 4.09 0.603

(1,0,...,07 € R, T = [0,1] U [2,3],

( Le e, 6" ift €[0,1]
a(t) = { (L,-1,~(t~2),~(t - 2?,...,~(t-2)°)" ifte (23
{ 0 otherwise,
r sin (%) ift €[0,1]
b(t) := § —sin (i"'_(t(;:i)) ift € [2,3]
\ —00 otherwise.

EFTBHILICLYSIP(1.2) ITRETED. BONERERER2IITY. =9, TRTORT
XL T, SIP(4.2) B 1EIORBEDH TREBTVIILBBMBTES. B, Mo itk
WTRE E* :={teT|at)Tz" = b(t) =0} X E* = {1} L 23R, ZhiZT OHRTHS.
—7, SIP(4.3) Iz LTIk, REEEA4ES LIE5EERY, ZhiIBRIIOERES E°
CERTFETSD. EbI, Mo ITBVT E* = {0.540) L7420, ZHIIT OBATIIAR.

5 FTLHESKRDFRE

AR TIT, ZREFIF & RRREE & Lo IR ERIREIZ X L T Lai and Wu @ explicit
algorithm Z#LR L - FIELZREBL, TONFEMLZBEYUREED T TR LE. #iz, KA
MIHTe> T, RRI MR ESV - EERENEEL2RB LR L. 7=, #8BL
ETNTY XABHERACBERDTHZ L2 KIEERTRLE. SHOBEL LTI, #
RFEELX _REOEMBESLSIP 2 Y, L0 —BOBTBOLO~GEET S L2, UK
ROBFTRENBTOLNS.
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