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NG XA M)y B RBELREER
Cylindrical Algebraic Decomposition &
EhRYEHELENDIE A

StEBE HERHIX
(¥R) & L@ Zerr FUNREET
HIDENAO IWANE AxkirumMmi KIra
Fuiitsu LABORATORIES LTD KyusHU UNIVERSITY
INHZ=H

(B) B @R R
HIROKAZU ANAI

FuJsiTsu LABORATORIES LTD/KYUSHU UNIVERSITY

1 FCHIC

FREFESHET IV I XL\ (quantifier elimination (QE) algorithm) &i&, 53X b =HRWIERGR (formal
theory) IZDWT MRELBTE DK (—RREEREN) ) ZANL L ISETHRELSELON ZHAH
$B7NIYXLDT L THB. Cylindrical Algebraic Decomposition (CAD) [4] iX, 5X 5h7%
FALSCN LT, EHEMZLEROFENTE TH HBBICHEIT 5FET, CAD 2RV QE OfF
EPREENTVS.

QE BIEXREX LOMER EDE DSANS D EERT VIV XLTHS. QE 2V &, SEN
RBLREZERICE T LN TES. QE IREDBEDHEENMEEREN DV EROICHN L&
BHETHHTLIRENTEY, FEMICAELIEERL T LHTERL.

ARTR, FRABELEIC BN T, MENCREEREEZRD B35 A bV v 7 R#LREEM CAD
TV XLIZDWTHRS. 7z, §A CAD OFEAER & LT, MENZ SEBIGERENDER
ZHENT 5.

2 NSX MUy IBEXSECRHES HNNEBIC K BE
2.1 NSXMYyvoBSEARELENE

BRIE{LRIRE (optimization problem) i3, 53X 5N /-$I#IRH (constraints) DTTT, EKIBIEL (objective
function) f(z) AR/ (F/IBR) 1085 &5 HIREZEH (decision variables) z = (z1,...,2,) € R" D

*iwane@jp.fujitsu.com
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EZROBMETHS. —RICBHELRBRIUTOL S iERLEh 3.

Minimize  f(x)

subject to  @(x)

IR 0 ICE DRI NBERZRITAIREMRIE (feasible region), EITAIREMRIK O BRI f I X 5%%
BWEIEk D RITETEEMI, (feasible objective region), BRIRIE f VB/NL 53 & ED o Z BB (optimal
solution), Z® & ¥ BHIBIRE% BBEfE (optimal value) &5,

INSA=R0=(6y,...,0,) ZESEBHCEI/ 5 A MY v IV RBEREL I, LTOX S ICER
ftxhs.

1)

Minimize  f(x,8)
subject to  ¢(x, )

IS A Ry 7EEICRBEORE, BEEIR/ 3T A—2EAVWTERI O, BE{ERIE (optimal value func-
tion) & k&, AT, BNEROFKNERENITNTEERNTHERE N2 SRABELAA (polynomial
optimization problem) 2% 5. T T T, #HIEH o(z,0) IERBNESTEA SN TED, MEZMELC
T5-0HNEGZRETRESRAVIRI FTHBLRET 5.

SEABBCRIEOREN IR, T¥BIUERL S TIEIELNAND . TODEIEEER
MERAWET Suo—Fi P SEARHCREICHT 2MENMERICITDN TV A, IENEREER/IF A b
Yy 2 RRILREZERICBLCLIIR#THS. LHL, X THENT 5RBRESHEEZAWVSLE
HICZRATLNTES.

(2)

2.2 [RERSHEZ

PRRE2S M2 (Quantifier Elimination: QE) & IZEHZBI < EBIINL T 3,V O &k 5 ARRBEHESDODON
Fe—RERERER (first-order formula) (BEXDER, FERLENL%E A, v FTHSLIRE) »
LEFNLEETRBREDZVHREREHETA7NVIV LD L THS. AIXE Iz (22 + bz +c=0)
EHUT, QE i3 ¢ BV EMERER b2 - 4c >0 ZRET. TOANET 2 KRR 22 + bz +c N o WX
DbEEHERDIWET, TOHRRNFATH B LICERTHS.

QE &, Bh 7 iibeE 2B D—BRERENIC K > TR W3 LV RACEE 4 ISAHMEZR—RIC
VAFIF v ZICRORS T EHARETH B0, FHRBREPIBOBTESFOMAEN QE 2iEAY
5L E->TV3.

2.3 QE [£&B/I\F X M)y o SRARBILFE

#iﬁﬁ’f“ki, IRTA MY v BERNBEESR QE ZAVTERICEL FRICDWVWTIERS.

ZLIEXBHLAIE (2) %2 QE ZAVTRLI 72, FILVWER y ZBMAL T, UTO—RERENZE
Z5.

3z (y = f(z,0) N »(z,0)) 3)

TD—RRBHRERNI, y PENEROETRBERICRT 2BAICHLLMENRTHS. LIH-T,
CORBANORELEH 2 ZWHET B L35 A% 0 ZHV:ENBEBRORITIIERBEZERTRERN
¢Feasible(9, y) ’i’fgé TENTES.

YFeasible ZRAWVT, BEERIEIIRDE S ICERILTZ 5.

YFeasible (0, Y) A =32 (PFreasivie (8, 2) A 2 < y) (4)



CCT, -~ RBBEZRTHRELETHS. - LUTORERXT, y £ &P VENBERENIEELRNC E
ZRELTVS. COREBIN D, BE 2 2IET B L TREEERZERETHER vopn(0,y) B3
EDNTES.

BRRIC, RBEEZRDD. BRI, 70D fICK3BHPBREMEE T3 XS RETORERZOT, LTo X
SNCERETES.

Jy (y = f(z,0) A o(x,0) Apop:(0,y))

COMBEADSER y ZHET R L, BEREZRTRERARBHILHITES.
M1
UTFozEABEtigEsE£2 5.

Maximize Zle s
subject to S, 22 <1,
2 >0(G=1,...,4)

BHHBIROKITATREBBIIH LV ER y ZAHVTUTOL S icERLE NS,

4 4
dz,3z93z3374 (ysz,«/\Zx?Sl ANz1>20A 2220 A 2320 A 242>0)

i=1 i=1

QE ZRAVWTREER z; (i=1,...,4) ZIHEET S &, UTOHREX%E21E3.
0<y<2

CORERN S HWEHOBRKIER 2 55T DN B.

2
LIFDIRZ A MY v IV BBLRIEEEZ 5.
Problem P(0), 6 > 0:
Minimize —z; -6
subject to z1 >0 A 22 +62<1

BRBSBDETARBEHIIUTOX 3 icEXLTh 5.
3z, (y=-21 -0 A 2120 A 0>0 A 2246%<1)
QE ZRVWTREER 2, ZIHET S L, UTD XS @B %185.
VFeasibie(0,Y) =92 + 20y +202 <1 A y<OA 0<0<1
113 Yreasivie ZHE LIcEDTH 5. BEREROBIMED/RT A—2RFUIUTDOLS l:iiﬁﬂ:_’f‘%%.

erasible(oy y) A -3z (‘erasible(ea Z) A z< y)

= Vz('(y[)Feasible(e’ y) /\(erasible(eaz) - (Z Z y)))
= Vz(y® +20y+20° <1Ay<OA0<O<IA((22+202+20° <1A2<0)— (2 >1)))

B 2 ZIHET 5 LUTORBERNELNS.

Yop:(0,y) = (y* + 20y + 26> = 1Ay <OA0< O < 1)
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-1.5+ r T ’ T
0 02 04 06 08 1
g

1: I 2 D BHBERDEIT AT RERI

B/MEZEX ZRIBRD/ S A—ZRBERIUTOL S KERLTNB.
Wy=-21-0AZI=0AN0>0A22+6°<1 A op(6,))
QE Z@RA L TER y ZIHET 5 &, Rl ZERTHEN
?+62=1Az220

ZRBETLDTES.

QE 2RV &, FREDX S1T/85 A M) v 7 SAASHLREDO TN TOXBENRER %R E% { B
ICRSHB T EHTES. QE RROBMEBRZITS IFF T, FDOANCTREPHHIRNOE % & DFIFRIZ & <,
BEFENBETRVIENERBLAETLERICR LA TEZ T LHIRBMTHS. L L, BRED
BOFEBRVIRBEES DV IEBORICH UZEIEH [7) TH 578, ZEMICHIES K WV RIELHE
TENTERV. 207D, BEFELABBDEIAE (1, 6, 11, 12, 16] RRBIEANICH T ZEHT IV
JY XL (13, 17, 18] T EDHAENTON TV S.

PRI RERR IV FTHBERELEN, A7 FTHEWVWREEICYE QE iIc k> TIEM
KRR T LRTIEETHB. LU, B/MEDEELAZWVIES, (4) I QE 28T 5 LB (false) 2ERT S
e, GESBETHS. BMEEREVRAICLMEZERILT 5 T LIZRIEETH B HRETIIHHA
TEMETB.

2.4 Cylindrical Algebraic Decomposition

Cylindrical Algebraic Decomposition (CAD) [4] iZ 1975 4EIC, G. E. Collins iZ X DIBREIh 7R
BMFET, EX 0N BERERICH L TEREREELEADHENRETHE IV (cd) L&iEN
ZHEMICHETS. CAD ZAVS T Lic kY QE RIEZHEMICE T LA AREL k5.

CAD 73V X LI3HHEERRE (projection phase), JEEXRE (base phase), 5. EIFERFE (lifting phase)
D 3DODERMENSBRING. HEERETE, ANDOSEAELS F. c Qzy,...,z.| CHEEEZEVE
o1 ZEHETS. Fiyy Cc Q... ¢ KHEEBEZERTS L,
N3 SERESEHFATF LS. EBETIE, RE=R) 09RET>. ChisfBBRBTEohRe 1
BEERORE F, OREOHMIC L ORDZ. BEDFHS LFBETR, R* OO8 Di & Fip ZAV

.....



TR DR Dyyy #BETZ (k=1,...,r—1). CAD KX DBENB YL TRIBSERESOFEN
—EEDT, BER (sample point) LFHINBEED—HDMFSEIMET LN LA TORFER2EBON

3. K23 CAD D 3 DOBEORNEELTVS.

F, cQlz1,. ..,z ey RT_—.UC(T)
| projection 1 lifting
Fro1 CQlzy,. .., zr-1] R-1=||C(-D
| projection 1 lifting
| projection 7 lifting
F, C Qlz1, z2] R2=||C®
| projection base 1 lifting
Fy C Q[zy] — R!=||CD

X 2: Flow of CAD

CAD ZF\WT QE MEZMBEICR, ERIRFZHYEEE L, AELZRENNOEANLLEL 21T
I TETUTORNERT 5.

,Zr))

ququ+1Iq+1 e err(l/)(mla ce .

TCT,0,e{3V}(i=qq+1,...,r) THD, v IRELEEZFHLEVHERTH 3. ki, TDERE
T CAD Z#EL, TEVTREMNGEL v DEDIIDONEI D ZHETS. ThidBEIL C DI
FRZRATIZ L THEMT 2. FEVTREBBERDFEN —ETH B MR ENTVWBOT, —fEd
BMERDEBEL —ETH BT EMFEIE NG, TOEREL LIC C DERZEI (true cell) THBH
ZHWTT 5. BRBRICEWN SNV ETNTED, ThEHE2EERT 5 REWNGEXOHREMNE L hiX, ZhH R
BRSohWEMtmERL k5.

b LITBRBICOVTE 5D LE#MICRNS. ¥l ¢ c R* 25 LF3iE81ck, BXEscC %
Frp WRAT BT ET oy KT ERSEADESRES. KR LA, EIROSEIC K DER
ENB. C kT Foy DEGBZEROERIE—ET, ChoERTREBEESRZDL AW LA HERTREL
WO, HEFETH 5 C LIISTHEETRIESNTVS. By, ..., B, & Frpy D C LTORBEEZ 5
BB L, C EBi<---<B, £95%. CDL¥, C xR OHD By BFERELLIVIZ,

Ci = {(oa,...,ar,ar1) | (1,...,04) € Coaps+1 < B1}

Co = {(o1,...,ar,0r11) | (a1,...,ar) € C,ak+1 = B1}

C; = {(a1,--sag,0541) | (a1,...,04) € C, By < ags1 < Ba}

Cs = {(a1,..-,08,00641) | (01,...,08) € C,ap41 = Ba}

Cs = {(oq,...,ap,0k41) | (1,...,04) € C, B2 < ap41 < B3}
Cop-1 = {(a1,...,ar,art1) | (1,...,08) € C,Bp_1 < agq1 < Bp}

Coyp = {(oa,...,0k,0641) | (@1,...,a5) € C,Bp = apy1}

Cgp_H = {(Otl, e

1akaak+1) ' (ala .-

,ak) € C,Olk_H > Bp}

7
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B, TR, C LOBANERZYY, C; % CDFHMOEN, i 2 C, DAV TYvIARLEIE K3
CLtDAR Yy I DRFERLILEDTHS. C; DBEEEEZD L, k+ 1 BIRIZA VT I ANMBRDOR
BICIIRBERTERINAETHA-DRBBRELED, A VT v 7 ANFROBAICIIREAOERR
LBHTENTEBDTHERZ/NEL TH-DICBRAHBOERRIRTS. Lizh>T, —MicI Ty
I ZANFEDEILDIE S HEEROBIVICHNTHENICEHETE S5 LICERT 5.

S
Cy 7]
-Cs
-Cy
C >;3\—

Rk

B3 CLtDRZYY

3 INSXM)voBBARBILEESH CAD

QE ZAVWTREBEEREERDBIBAICIE 3) & (4) D2 DD QE MEZRLENDS. KHHBRH
ICREERIE Z RD B 18, (3) EASIL LT, (2) DEREMEREEE KD ZEMH CAD ZRFEL .

partial CAD (5] i& QE RfEIC CAD @AY 3B 0F b LTI T 2FE T, AREZ IO
T3 L TCRELLILOFEE LIFRERT A LIk D, ETRHMOMRIEZERETS. §H CAD &
partial CAD DRB T, T TDOEITABEREEE RD B HEN AL 53 10BED CAD L h & BEICFHE
MAlREL 1 5.

TTTWRIFGA MY v I LERBRBILATE (2) #MLIBEEEX 5. §R CAD TR T HHNBROET
AJREEE 2 R T —BRERER 3) 2RI 3. ZHEFE 0<y<xz LRREL, 3) BT LZEZXS.
HERR B X UERMIGER D CAD LRARICEHERITS.

m#% 6 DRTEL, Cc R™ IV, s=(s1,...,5m) = R™ ZFDE AR LT 5. )L C OFH LT
K&V e,y C R™! BBzl T3 CDLE, c, MBEAENEES L E, ZRRREERTE
BENBLDRDTAVTY IR 0 3BT, 3) WELAZITXRTOELVDA YTy I ADMEUTTHS.
L7 > TR S 5.

o c; BN (3) THTHRLTBL, ALRZY I LEILHS ¢; (j> i) IZBRBETIZZL.
e ¢ DAVTY IR i KWEETHY, (3) VETHBLE, ;) PREEDBEFLES.

COUBEHNBZ LT, partial CAD &Y & R B VORFE LT AT S LAERTES. £k,
HEBOAXVWREMAK L TOBBRZEMTES. /35 A MY v/ RELRIESEA CAD 7VIV X L%
Algorithm 1 IZ/R7.
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Algorithm 1 /85 X M) v 7 Bi#{LRIEER CAD
Input: /3Z X bV v 7 KRE(LFIE Minimize f(x, ) subject to p(zx, )
Output: ERE{ERGEK

1 ¢y =3z (y = f(z,0) A p(x,0))

2 HERFBIUERBOFTE

3: YAM L« D; DELEE

4: while L HZE T\ do

5: c; — L DEBER, LH5c ZHIBR

6: if ¢; DEMBENKRETHS then

7: ¢ L LT RAw U RBET S, TElcFHiizb0vVE LIGENT S
8: partial CAD OFEZRANT ¢; DFHDOYIVD ¢ IS 2 EBEEFTMT 5.
9: FHROEBMEBHREANT ¢; BLXUGHEOEBEBREZRET 3.

10: else if (¢; DEBENE) HD (¢; DLNVH m+1) then

11: for c; € {¢; kRAICAZX v } do

12: if j > i then

13: Cj @E%‘E — {2%

14: end if

15: end for

16: if i 2 & then

17: C; @E%{E «— %

18: Ci—1 @E%{ﬁ — E

19: end if

20: end if

21: end while

22: ROVIVITHIST BRBERES DR VHRERZEET 3.
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10 f7EHD S 20 TEE THRBHEN THS. 11 {7TEHHNS 15 THETOREIKCEY, LX)V m+1 DE
DENVHRDOD S IBEIIE, ACAZ Y 7 LB B NVOEBERZRETESZDT, FhoDELVOFS
L zERTBZ LARREL xB. £z, 16 TTEHDS 19 fTHDOMBIC KD, A Ty 7 ADBFHDOLILD
FbEFICE o TAVFy I ANBROERBERRETE 5720, FIEBHPKE L 23 REULKME LETDOE
HOBRBICDEN > T3,

3.1 KBRER

SyNRAC HIZERL7-@% D CAD 7NVdV AL EEM CAD 713V XLE/IRT A MY v 7 RiB{LRRE
KLU TERBLEBADEBRERETRYT. EBII, Intel(R) Core(TM) i3 CPU U330 1.20 GHz, 2.92 GByte
AEY LTI 7z.

3
UTOIEFHRT A ) v 7 RBLREZE X % [10):
Problem P(8), —oc0o <0 < o0:

Minimize  g(z1,z2,0) = 456% + 800z + 1200 + 2 — 432% — 70z 72 ~ 7873
subject to 0 > x1 + 29,21 2 0,29 2 0,
156 > 10zx; + 19z5 + 1000000.

BB D EITRIRERIZ KD 5 1= D D—PERERERIILUTOL S 1% 5.

Azi3z2 (y=g(z1,22,0) A0 >x1+22 A 120 A 222>20A 5)
158 > 10z, + 19z + 1000000).

K (5) I QE Z#EAT % L LT O BMBEBOETAIREREN RO N 5.

Vfeasivle(0,y) = (30 > 20000 A 4y < 2736 + 19604806 — 17200000000 A
y > 456% +1200) Vv (312y < 1404060% + 3744060 + 1 A
361y > —130562 + 2340436050 — 780001900000 A
23400 > 15600019) V (43y < 353562 + 51600 A
312y > 1404002 + 374400 + 1 A 496 > 860000).

CDEEIX 7.54 BT, 50,393 MOV EERLT-.
REFEEHVS LUTORBEERZXRTHREINEONS.

Yope(0,y) = (290 <9< I A y = 4562 + 1200) V

(0> 89019 A 361y = —130562 + 2340436056 — 780001900000).

ZDFIEIL 3.51 BT, 17,777 @OV EZEK LT,

A 4
UTOIERERZ A Y v 7 BiECRIEEZE X 3 [14, p. 31]:

Problem P(8,,03), —00 < 6, < 00, —00< 8y < 00:

Minimize  f(z1,22) = 3 + 22% — 511 + 222 — 32, — 6
subject to 2z + z2 < 2.5+ 6y,

0.5z +x2 < 1.5+ 65,

120,20 >0,0< 6, <0.25,0< 6, <0.25.



#®1: EBRER
RifE | Fu | GERE®) [ ERLEELoK
B3 | FERFE 7.54 50393
BRFE 351 17777
Bl 4 | ERFE 86.03 325613
REXFE 7.69 35825

HHBERDEITATREMBIR 2 KD 5 1= D—FEARER BRI U T DL 51k 3.
dzidze  (y = f(z1,22) A 221 + 32 < 2.5+ 1A
0.527 + z2 < 1.5+ 65N (6)
21 20Az2 20A0<0; <0.25A0 <6, <0.25).

R (6) i€ QE ZBAT 5 LU T O BENEHBOETIEEE MBSO N 5.

Vreasible(61,02,y) =  1728y* + 11056y — 47349 < 0 Ay < 203 + 36, — 6 A
0<6; <;A0<6, <L

CDFHEI 86.03 BT, 325,613 DIV EERLT-.
REFEZHVS LU TOREEBErETHERSEONS.
1

1
Yopt (01,02, y) = 1728y% + 11056y — 47349 =0 Ay < —6A0< 8, < 71056 < 1

=4
C DEHEIZ 7.69 BT, 35,825 OBV EER LT,
REFELCLORELLIVOERZERE L, 120 S ERER O ER TET VAT LI EETE S,

4 BBVETELE
4.1 =BEEOFRIEBENS KA M) v I8E{L

BMEHEE (Dynamic Programming: DP) I3, B8R EOHBHLE2EH 5 7-5IC R. E. Bellman I
Lo TREENIBRNFETH D, FIER R E RTINS (E9E) OINCHEIL TIRDELIEL 72
ZVITHS 2,15 19]. ThdL, SEHORBLMES 1 DB RDVIC, 85 A—2E2 ST 1 BHO
RELMEZRVELEL LW LD TH 5. DP IBTREHE, 7 v 79 v 7HE KEE—/VATY
M7z CRMRORL eBE RN UBATE 3. E-0R0TRTVHSEEREL SREETSH
DIEBIAWEFDOMEZZATVS.

DP ZE{BRICRASHDAET/NIETHS/35 A M) v 7 BB IER ERICHE C L AREL
5. HEERZZER DP BEDIRAII, 22 QE ZAVME Y ATFIF v ZICBL TN TES.

DP DEAMGEZHERT DS, RT YRy I AEBICDOVWTRRS. 3 ), 2 # 2 DDLETH
WREEL, By eV IR, 2 DETHEVEBHES Z(y) MHIELTVSET 3. £/, 2 DOMEK
F:YXR-R EGg: YXxZRDBEIENTVBE LTS,

=1
RIYRIGRER[) &y € VIHLT, [(y,) - R — R VHBHITS D, Max f(y, Max g(y,2)

z Y
MHET 57551, Max f(y,9(y,2) BEELTEERFLL.

2€Z(y)

81
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1 13 BN GES THo TLEDRL) ICEREC EEEN S 5 & i, T2 ERARRELE 2 BR
BREBEILTELXMI BT LATES] CEAFRILTVS. ThHAEEEDER (principle of optimality)
LINBLDTHB. 1171, 2 BEFERBHELICH T 558 1 KRR ZI;/IZaE);) g(y, 2) RRHEEE y DBERE
LTRHBISA M) v I/ BEILREETH B LICERELAZTNIE SR, LMo T, /MRIEIEIL
FDBISS A MY v 7 BECRER PO X S IR DICDOVTIE GEEOR L LT) INANAZRET Y I
Y X LZEERT, BEICkET 5. DP ORAVIA—IKET 3R ERSBR S BREBOREICE
AERYTTED, EGEROMEICH L TIZZY v FIERZRTE LEECELNMTDNS. Thi3EGERD
RS ARy I BBLRIER Y AT IT A 7L AENEWT LABEREZ>TWVS.
YFIH% BV TEREROSELRIEICNT 5 DP I X 5B EZENT 5.

A5
(BoBACHTIE [2]) EGERORBILIIERZEZ .

Maximize Y5, Vi
subject to  i_, 2 <1,
2, >0@G=1,...,4)

DP VTR BEIIBUTONRS A M) v /B#LRIEZZE X 5.
Problem P,(c), 0<c<o0:
Maximize Y., /Z:
subject to Y.,z < ¢
z;>20(=1,...,n)
T T TRE Po(c) DBEMBEE v,(c) EBL. TOLE, FWIMBHT ZREMEREK v, (n = 1,...,4)
BROBRAZKT.

vn(c) = max {(VZn +Vn-1(c—z,)}, 0<c<oo, n=234 (7

0<z,

TDEK> &%iﬁﬁﬁaﬁh“ﬁk'ﬁ'ﬁgﬁﬁﬁﬂli’\ll/? VAR (Bellman equation) &3\ & DP 5#8x (DP
equation) EEN %, BRR (7) 2BV THRIREERDE S ICBERMICHES T ENTES.

n(e) = max V&= Ve, m(e) = ¢/,
w(e) = max (VaI+Vemmh=vE,  m(d)=c/2
w(e) = max (V& +VEC-aa)} = Ve mile) = cf3,
va() = max (VAo mh = VR, (o) = e/t

ferzl, i B ERICHBNWTE ??@Eﬂ%%kk?‘% z; % c DB E LTELIEEDTHS. LIAHT,
SRMEOREME vy (1) = VA -1 =2 HBoh3. ki, RilB#R (2},23, 75, 7;) BRDKICLTRLHNS.
z; =m(l) =1/4,
z3 = m3(1 — 23) = m3(3/4) = 1/4,
zy = my (1 -z — 23) = 73(1/2) = 1/4,
ri=m(l-2z;—z3—-123) = 73(3/4) = 1/4.
Bl 513, 3 ZHLOERICBERI B LK), SRARBLIBLERTHI LA TES. TO
» QE #AVTEERIILETES. il 11& QE TH 5 ZRVIREREEZ>TVS.
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4.2 ZERPERTEATE

HRIGEBT 2 BBREMENEZ, REL VI ITAD—ETRTET, —EL o HREDKEN 4
CHRADECISCTRIELREEZTT LV 3 SREDMBICREINSZ LHEV. DPIZCHEDNS
EYATEBR (multi-stage decision processes) ICHIRERIET 5. —fic, EEWTIREHRBO T TO n B
REBERBUTOL S BEEZFED i BRICBVT, RED 2, € X, THY, E u; € Us(z;) MHBIRE
NG, AT ci(zi,u;) BREL, REGFHEEHHBIER 7 1o THB L, ROBRICE T 2ik0E1 -
Tiv1 = filzs,w) &%, 772U, Us(z;) 1& o« BRBETORED z;, THB & ZIOBRIRTEERRELERTH 5.
K 413 3 BREREBIERZRT. Lz > T, X FOBMEZB/MET 5BIIUTOL S IcERILENS.

time : 0 1 2 3
decision : ug € Uo(zp) uy € Us(z1) ug € Un(z2)
i ; ;

state : — @ @ @
i fo(Zo, ua) i fi(z1,w) | fo(z2,u9)
v

cost :  cozo, uo) iz, u1) ca(za, up) c3(zs3)

X 4: 3 BXFERERRR

Problem P(xzg), z¢ € Xp:

Minimize 2?2-01 ci(Ts, us) + cn(2n)

subject to  z;1 = fi(zi,u;), i=0,1,...,n—1,
uiel/{i(m,—), 1=0,1,...,n-1.
TCT, EBDFHRE 2 € X XL, vo(z) ZFIE P(z) DBEMETS. 2D, YUFORNLVTUH
BRAZB2MECR LTIV REBEER vo: Xo — R BRHBENTE B,

Un(.’l,‘) = Cn(x)o z € Xy, (Sa)
v;(z) = min {c,'(:c,u)-#vi“(:ci“)}, zeX;, i=0,...,n-1 (8Db)
ueb{,-(x)
= i i\Ly % i\, ) EXi,.-:O,..., —1. 8
ué’é‘é’(‘z){c (z,u) + vir1(filz,u))}, = i n (8¢c)

B RE D BEERIS v ZRDB1DICZ, R (8c) DEUTEERING 1 BE, 1 /85 A—2 DT A k
Uy RBCREZ L XELNS . DP IZTOESTIELZEDE LB T X3MEDEYMIIRETLT
W5 LU, BN TENE S h, BBV EALRFENBEN ¢, BLU [ IKKET 3.

4.3 ZEAEBNHEMBENDOEAH CAD DOEH
DP L QE DHf% & > —EZIT3.

e DP 35 Z 5 W/ RBILRIEZ 1 8, 1 /35 XA—2 DERO/PMNIEHEIL, 20/ IEDIEHK &
HEREZERT 3.

o QE BT XA MY v/ LEABRBILIELEHICR T LN TES. LAHL, ZOHERBRBEDR
T, REFLSS DV EHOBICH L _EBRNTH Y, KELMEEBL LA TERL.
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DP IZEMEBEEREZERL, HENESEN DP MEL2MIBEICIE QE BETNE2EHTS. /-
QE IEEENMARZ V- HIEZ2EIL, EROBNPEVHEEICT S e 2BRL, DP 3ZhE2ERT
3. ZD&XSIC,DP & QE BBEVODARARETZHTLHIBERICHHLEALNS. LITFIC,DP & QE
EEBEDEBZ T LI O HRMIC L I3 SEABRECRELBNTS. T TREEREZRDBRIC,
& CAD ZHWVWAZ L THRMIHELTWS

Al 6
AN EFL LOREICHET 2RBLRIE (14, p. 152) KDWTEX 3.

Problem P(zg), —00 < zp < 00:

Minimize u2 + u? + u3 + 100(z3 — 1500)? (9a)
subject to x; = 0.55z¢ + 0.45ug, z2 = 0.60z; + 0.40u;, 3 = 0.65z2 + 0.35u2, (9b)
200 < z; < 400, 500 < z3 < 1000, (9¢)
0<wu; <3000 (i=0,1,2). (9d)

LI 5 1TRT & SIC 3 DDA =T VB LIBRICZ > TV5. BORE v, 33 —T BICERIC
BETE2. BROEXANVDORE z; WERREICEZLSICSEL v ZBRET 5.

kiln

Oven 1 X; Oven 2 X2 Oven 3 X3
Temperature Temperature Temperature
Inmal Final

temperature temperature ,

5: Schematic diagram of the ceramic kiln

TTTC, 20 BEAINVDYEHBE, 2, (1 =1,2,3) 3A—TV i holiiz L EDZANVDRE, ui—1 (1 =1,2,3)
BA—T i DRERZET. 72, R (9b) B 32DF—TVICBIZ2RCHRKERRL T\ 5. BRIRERK
(92) BT EBREIVHEVIINF—TEAIVOBRKIBEE 1500 ISEDF2T L2RRALTVS. K ()
BRE2ANDELEND Z LT EHI-HDOHKNTHS.

9, (HBAE vy 2RO M THIHALT 5.

v3(z3) = 100(z3 — 1500)2  (—o0 < z3 < 00). (10)

RicA—T > 3 TORBIILUTOHIIEEELS.
Problem P3(z2), 500 < z5 <1000 :

Minimize u2 + vs3(z3)
subject to z3 = 0.65z2 + 0.35uz,
0 < us <3000.

z3 BRAT B L THETESZDT, Py(z) RUTDX S ICEBEMA SN S.
Problem Py (z2), 500 < zo <1000 :

Minimize u% + v3(0.65z2 + 0.35up)
subject to 0 < uz < 3000.



Py(22) & up DRELEET 1, WITA— 2 OLENRBELIETHS. EH CAD ZAVBZ L TUFD
X5 KM RBERBZNENCBR T LATES.

@) { 18942 — 58500z, + 29250000 (500 < zo < 5190100)
2(T2
Saad — [, + 000 (24990 < 75 < 1000).

RBTRTIRE vy BUTOL 513
2 (a) 3000 (500 < z5 < 21000

Uy = o (XT2) =

2 2 "%152 + 212200 (alOOO < zy < 1000) .

REA =TV 21CBIFBRFA M) v /BB EREREZ . Chid w20 DREZHT 2, DT A—
ZONRTA My I ZEXNBHRCLHETH 5. BWREEBICA —T > 3 TORBIMEEE vo(z,) ZFVS
Problem Py (z1), 200 < x; < 400:

Minimize 42 + vy(x3)
subject to z2 = 0.60z; + 0.40u4,
500 < x4 <1000,
0 < u; < 3000.
CORES z; ZRAICKDBEETBCET, 1 T8, 1 /35 A—FD/G A M) v 7 EELREIC 5.
Problem P (z1), 200 < z; < 400:
Minimize  u? + v2(0.60z; + 0.40u;)
subject to 500 < 0.60z; + 0.40u; < 1000,
0 <uy; <3000.
Pi(z1) Z¥H CAD ZVWTHEL &, LUTFORBMERE v, (z,) BEURER vt B2 LN TE3.
507 2 3900000 7500000000

n(z) = ge=e 667 1T 667
. 338 1300000
ulzwl(ml)z—%,?$1+ e

BRBICA—T YV 1IEBIBNSA M) v /7 BECREEE2 3. CZTIREMNBERICA—T Y 2 TORE
ERIER vy () WS,

Problem Py(zg), —oco < g < 00:

Minimize u2 + v1(z1)

subject to z; = 0.55z9 + 0.45ug,
200 < z; <400,
0 < yp £3000.

1 ZRAICKOWET BT ETUTONRS A M) v/ BBILEERES.
Problem Pg(zp), —0o < zp < 00
Minimize  u3 + v;(0.55z¢ + 0.45uq)

subject to 200 < 0.55z¢ + 0.45u < 400,
0 < up < 3000.
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P, 13735 A— &3 zo, RELEHIE uo TH Y, A CAD ZAV T BEHBEROBREES L URERZ 0
DR L LTRD3B.

L82T1 202 - 8880100 o + 55665324062370000 (- 2_3T010_0 <z < _48713838_}30
o) = { oot - S, 1 B (S50 < 5, < 1)
lsle zo? — 17(85?00 To + 53035948[;722_’9000 (- 1774:2;1760 <z < gl)g ,
o+ 42 (-5 < 2o < g
ug = mg(To) =4 ~ 35007189637 To + 3531007%%0700 - 4871383873 2 <z < - 17743.03176 0
o+ 22 (-2 < 2o < 0)

A BN BELRBOREEE X UBRERICZS.

Ez o hi-BHtREIE S EABBILRER DT, BRRNICIE QE ZHVWTHR T LIZTRETHS. LA
L, CAD ZHVTRWIHRSICREBROEA BV 1-HICHE R THERTFORMEML, 1| R L8
LTHEENMELE L o7 LAL, fl 6 TRNWZEHOWEL 1 EH, 1 35 A—FTHY,CAD I£XB
QE DFEIITART 1 WLIATEIELT:.

BleD&SIC DP ZAWVAC & THEE QE TRBEI AL > -RIBENERNICE T LA TESLLSKKE
. 121 L, BO¥ n HEX 5 L BEHEBBOBADIMNEX 5T ik 3. HENXSEN DP EICY
T3 QE ZRAWVEY—LVOERIERETETHELT, EOBRBOREORENRIZMNIFZEHETETY
Aq AN

5 HbYIC

QE ZAWVIRS X M) v 7 SERBELRBEDOREZBN Uiz, XD PWICRIBZ RS eI, /85
AMYw /EEARELEESH CAD 7VIU XLEREL, ERERICE D FOMEERLE. EH
CAD 7NV3dV XLDBEHAER & LU THRENSEATNGEREZEMT LK.
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