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The subject of optimization is a fascinating blend of heuristics and rigour,

of theory and experiment.

— R. Fletcher, Practical Methods of Optimization

In fact, we consider optimization without derivatives one of the most impor-
tant, open, and challenging areas in computational science and engineering, and

one with enormous practical potential.

— A. R. Conn, K. Scheinberg, and L. N. Vicente,

Introduction to Derivative-Free Optimization
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Abstract

Most of the optimization algorithms depend on derivative information of the
problem. However, there are numerous real-world problems where derivatives are
unavailable. This motivates us to study derivative-free optimization methods.

The assessment and comparison of algorithms play important roles in the
research of algorithms. We study how to assess derivative-free algorithms in a
reliable way. Through an example, we show that it is not reliable to merely
count the number of function evaluations. By introducing statistical method,
we establish a new system for the assessment of derivative-free algorithms. The
new system reflects the stability of algorithms with respect to computer rounding
errors, and provides more convincing comparison of different algorithms.

Least Frobenius norm quadratic interpolation and symmetric Broyden up-
date are the most successful methods of constructing models in derivative-free
trust-region algorithms. We prove the equivalence between these two strate-
gies in some cases. The restart technique in NEWUOA is closely related to these
two strategies. We modify the restart criterion in the source code of NEWUOA by
simply deleting four letters and obtain a new version of the source code. The
modification brings considerable improvement. Under the framework of NEWUOA,
we compare least Frobenius norm model and the model established by symmetric
Broyden update. We point out that least Frobenius norm model works better
if a low-precision minimizer is desirable, which is meaningful for applications,
because many problems in practice do not require high-precision solutions.

To study the widely-used least norm quadratic interpolation in derivative-
free methods, we introduce the Sobolev norms and seminorms, which are classical
in PDE theory but rarely noticed in optimization. For the H° norm and H' semi-
norm of a quadratic function over an ¢, ball, we obtain explicit formulae in terms
of the coefficients of the function. We prove that least norm quadratic interpola-
tion seeks an interpolant with minimal H' seminorm over an ¢, ball. This obser-

vation provides a new perspective to interpret the interpolation. Consequently,
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we present the geometrical meaning of the parameters in the interpolation. We
apply our theory to study the extended symmetric Broyden update, and propose

a very simple but effective way of choosing the parameters in the update.

Until now, derivative-free methods can only solve problems with modest
dimension. We study subspace techniques to attack large scale problems. We
presents two derivative-free subspace methods. In the first method, we apply the
idea of Hooke-Jeeves pattern-search to derivative-free trust-region method, and
propose to solve the trust-region subproblem in a low-dimensional subspace of
R™. This subspace strategy improves the performance of NEWUOA. The second
subspace method, which is named as NEWUOAs, is the highlight of the thesis. Its
basic idea is to divide a large scale problem into a sequence of low-dimensional
subproblems. We first study a general subspace algorithm based on this idea,
and present its convergence theory. Then using NEWUOA as the subproblem solver,
we implement the algorithm without using derivatives and obtain NEWUOAs. For
NEWUOAs, we establish its global convergence and R-linear convergence rate in
theory, and prove its finite termination in computation. We propose a precondi-
tioning technique, which improves the performance of NEWUOAs on ill-conditioned
problems. As far as we know, this is the first derivative-free algorithm with pre-
conditioning procedure. In our numerical experiments, NEWUOAs works evidently
better than NEWUOA, in the number of function evaluations, CPU time, and sta-
bility. We also find that NEWUOAs is good at solving problems with bad starting
points, which is favourable in real-world applications. Besides, NEWUOAs is ca-
pable of solving many 2000-dimensional test problems to high precision within
several minutes, using not more than 50000 function evaluations (equivalent to
less than 25 simplex gradients). It is a breakthrough, because most state-of-the-
art derivative-free algorithms can only solve problems with not more than a few
hundreds of variables, and 2000-dimensional problems are nearly unsolvable for

them.

Keywords: derivative-free optimization, trust-region method, quadratic inter-
polation, symmetric Broyden update, Sobolev seminorm, subspace method, large

scale problem
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il 8 o, B LR e 1 7R [ b — m B0 58 R R K R/ Y ] L
e BE I N AL IR, 8 ROA @ € R2, T v @ FH BRAR i 5 ) DA IR

— |5 1.1
ma [l — o3 (L)
s.t. ||lz)5 =1, (1.2)

PA K

: 2

— 1.3
min || — [ (13)
s.t. ||z = 1. (1.4)

IR (1.1)-(1.2) 5 (1.3)—(1.4) 3t ST F 2 b B 1 A
TR AL i BB ) — BT

min f(x) (1.5)
sit.oe(x)=0,i=1,...,m, (1.6)
ci(x) >0, i=me+1,...,m. (1.7)

Hrp,on NIEEBE m 5 m, HEREE, Hm>me f S5 @i=1,....m) N
R FRISERE, BHEADHE DA REMER. R f FOVERREL, 1 o RN
AR, 24 m =0 K, [ (1.5)-(1.7) BN TLRMAL R, 5 NLER
A7) G

LA B ER . 25, L. GRS AT ZMAH. IERN
gk, AR BEOTE R e 2L E R G T G, B
5 7 Fm AR, bt 4 I PERE Bk (127, 114, 49, 189, 73] AL A fiiyk
50, 64, 21, 124, 56, 22, 52, 125, 126, 53, 24]. XPHFEIER—NEH A Z, S
HFH T MBI SEE R, FsL b, X2 H AR K kR AL B

LAVATERT 325 4E — ATGHET 265 4E.
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AHIACTT K2 sk, JEHBZER LI AmIE, B4R R J7% (115, 190]
MUE IR T % (179, 35]. AR RITEREEABEZ, FIOELHE — MR
JiTal, FRETZOT [ R T — AL (B R R AR, FIRIEAER
SEIA RRE) — AT SRS AE S X (B ) AL AR Y, ST ER 31 58 4 (9
s AEGE R, RIS IR LB W A R R RS R BRI R I
B AR BAE A ZT5 1), s TRy )y SERERR D5 . ARy A S
3 T A5 AR RO AR B AR B AR R, B i A L AR R S5 AN
ik, BRORRRR (1.5)-(1.7) B 2 75 2 i 2 ECRZE (82, 90], Fit LAKH
IO TR B 2% L v U AR ) AP 5 (5 R

SR, SEBRR I, R 2 ) S EUE SR A TR, tean, A 8 H Ax
BRIEOE A BB, HRHUE s brE s, WSl s BB . X
i et )3 A5 B LT R A FT R/ B . B T BEOTLR AU, A oy R i 2 2 e R
BB, XA AR ORI 2. — kb, R (1.5)-(1.7) T f FiE ¢ 2
H-MREBE FEEBATTH, WA N LB (derivative-free
optimization problem). Xf T 76 FH AL F] B, WA T £/ B 7L A BE
N B, XA ) Bz A KA AR, AT E AT BE
BT, X2 AR SCE R L 8 TT % (derivative-free optimization
methods) [42], JFFRAEHIT% (direct methods) [190].

TERARCH G E, AR §1.1 2801 HE B ITERI N, 78
§1.2 FLEEROAMELFEIE, 18 §1.3 FHRAR L EENE. HoHh, §1.25 =
R T AR ORIE B — ML

§1.1 TSEULHRINA

AR ESCHR BN, SRR N AR 2 A )R ) S B S SR AN AT . AT
fa Z A H LM . X457 2% [ Conn, Scheinberg M1 Vicente ()% 3 [42]
AT R ZR T 1850 [188).

§1.1.1 SEUAT
REBHENREFFA S H — Ll K25, ENTRE% i i i P e,
st BIX SR LUOLACRE P PERE AL O — N B E A L L4t b, X SR

PUAAE R, ISR FIHME LA G A R S S S, XA ERATT LR R S B R
THEAE T, VEIL §1.2.
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AR A B B R SO s MEL, B R R S P AR 2 56 1 Y
Audet M1 Orban [9] Wi& 1 5 4h—Fligtz, RUHARZMEILLE TR B3R /&
W—BOtENRRF &6 —H2H p e RF, Kb K RRASHNE. 54 5E
p BI—AME, BEa —MERRI. Boe X MER T UgELD f, B4 f
HRCT p BB AT H ) s KR P RO PERE, BT DA S B0 1 i) 7 m]
DL IR A AL ) 7t

max f(p). (1.8)

pERK

SEBRIA A p ATREELN R — LR LA AR, RO f R EARENL, ©
(A 26 250 1 6 B X Bk SRR P A5 21, P UK — AN SR 1) o S 4k
) @ IX AR AR S R, Audet 1 Orban [9] BF 70 1 {5 MU 5% FB & 1 YA
4. CEM AT T MADS [8] KR M (1.8), BEIFISH LA M)
SHEICH A P AUE R I, EOGEBEEE T LA 2R Audet F1 Orban Y3 &
[9].

§1.1.2 ITFEgt

Booker %% [15, 14, 13] BF5T 7 EJF KA R i fr Bt i — Mk in) @l %
7] (1) E A A 4R B — P oA 45 e B AR i 52 B AR B B . SRR A A
. EOME. SEBNIE (stiffness) 2, 1% SAR B B — L LA R A M4
AR R H bR e B A URIA R, R A i VR B, A
ANRBUE T ZER) CPU I [A) AL B0 2 JUR AR, X — A IR o6 S i
L ia] . Booker S84 FH & T HEAS R I T R HOT R X — ), 25 14 N

=
ISH

§1.1.3 FJUA

Meza # Martinez [103] LA J& Alberto & [4] B 9T 7 7>+ JLf (molecular
geometry) FHI—S{RAL IR L. Letn, FE—NEE N AR TR THE, Hir
SR B —F LTSS M A A3 S5 T ) S Re B de ). IXAT DAl Oy — & 3N — 6
ANAR B TC A AARAL R & ) R BRI RS AR OAS B AY. IX )
Fi mg R ME AR Z . BT B R B R E R N T 5
IR — 2K i) .
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§1.1.4 EftbhFg

T FEAACTTIEAEAR 2 HAB G A N, e B3Rz 04 [77).
Bk [188). AMBE AR [116, 117). B EM (93] 5558, EEZ MRS
%] Conn, Scheinberg F Vicente H% 3 [42].

§1.2 EiELZEA

AU TR 2, A KR K — 8 A i ks s 8. 2R, o i
HAR—KHIE tat i, EIERKERYI, ETSEONEREZ
IR, 3X —J7 T RO 4 B R Z R AN ARG B AR g i ik TR, 55—07
Tl A2 R O BRI G S 8077 (st aii e 7% (158, 110]) S B, Z 1S3
RIERNS R, o FEOTERBT 7 N EHEM R T77% (direct search methods). %
TEH RN I77E (methods based on line search) & T{5 ik 17772 (methods
based trust region) . ASHX A K REOTEM — DR, FATHARXE
TR 5 BT AT T, TANAX 91 2% fe A7 AR M 1 7 V2 R SR, 5% 13X L8 077 32 R 4
A CAZFEH IR SCHER. 5548, Brent [19]. Kelley [84] LA Conn, Scheinberg #ll
Vicente [42] X HE L FE T EE KENNH, TRARMIE LT [188]) AR
2%

§12.1 EEEZRAEZE

EAT (98, 89, 42] A, “EHEE R (direct search)” —ia] & Hooke 1 Jeeves
[79] (1961 4F) $2H I, (Hi F-HE AR R ITENHEH DT Fermi A Metropolis
[63] (1952 4F). Hooke FI Jeeves [79] B 4% % & O i L EGAIR s 5 1 71
A R B RRBUE R E N — MR Tk, P, B R ITEAE
F EAR R EUE (numerical function values), AN 25 %2 pR E0{E 2 (8] I AH XS AL
% (167, 98]. XEME HEME R ITEBA B AAMIE H AR B, A B
U ABh H AR R BB [176]. AR, IXMIE R 7 200 ek BUEAE SRR R A 7R
. XA — 7 IR E T R R T EA S A IR RIECESE, 3 — 5l
i3 B EAR 7k AT AR T 5 — e AL el  (Eean, H A B O (R IR AS 2
KRR, AR E LT WFRIES [79]).

A R 7% (pattern search methods) & — KRB R AL, HHEHE
Fermi-Metropolis 7772 [63]« Box [17] i Evolutionary Operation J77%. Hooke-
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Jeeves 7712 [79]+ Dennis Fl Torczon 12 J7 M8 R J7i2 [164, 54, 165]. Lewis M
Torczon [] GPS (Generalized Pattern Search) J7i% [94, 166, 95, 96, 7] Hough,
Kolda #I Torczon ] APPSPACK (Asynchronous Parallel Pattern Search) Jj 2
(80, 88]. Abramson, Audet 1 Dennis ] MADS (Mesh Adeptive Direct Search)
JiiE (1) 5. XA AR . tin, 27748 R 55 AT APPSPACK i ik 2
BITRIFAT BT 7%, GPS J7 VA A] DAAL B 57 20 ORI 4 1t £ SR 0] &, i
MADS X J-3E I ) 1) j AT PAORAE 42 /W 8i 1. Torezon [165] Lewis, Torczon
A1 Trosset [97] BAA Audet HI Dennies [7] 73# 1 —BeAsE 38 R 7% e Sl

T Al JEHE (simplex-based operations [42]) B 77VE & RBAN— KK EH
BRI KA RE A2 Nelder fl Mead [110] [ H 46/ 773k (simplex
method, 1965 ). H1F & B EM, Nelder-Mead J5¥E7E LAV AN 2 (BE
2012 4 3 H, @45 H— i =T £ K). Nelder #1 Mead W F7#EM n+ 1 4]
96 R B B A T AR IR AR, AR AR B 21 T A A 1) o) B8R XS B 2T 1HEAT S
(reflection)~ F75K (expandsion). 4g (contraction) ZffE, WiHE R4ty &P
W& R EURFINIED (“The simplex adapts itself to the local landscape” [110]),
I B ST — A SR A AR /MEL s Nelder-Mead 7775 ¥ A AR 17 (i S 318
Mckinnon [102] 7B, XJ ™A% 0 1 eR &, %05 VA AT e W83 JEAR E
BIE X R EL f(2) = 272 (n = 2), Nelder-Mead J7 2 [ S SCME 3% A 15 21IE B
91, 190]. Lagarias 5 [91] ¥/ T Nelder-Mead J7iEMMR4ER B (n = 1,2) B
SE3. Han A1 Neumann [74] 318 1 4805 Nelder-Mead JiHIFEHR, £1X] R £
flz) =22 i T HBREIRESGER. N7 3% Nelder-Mead 772 FI Sl i,
R Z 2 0 AT THBIE, i Kelley [83]. Nazareth A1 Tseng [109] Price,
Coope Hl Byatt [147] &%, F 2SR HIZ, Nelder-Mead /745 %] T Spendley,
Hext M1 Himsworth [158] K, J&F N9 =2& i 74 B Al T4 A 51 ARAL I
ICHER (1962 4F). 5 Nelder-Mead 7774 [F—4F, Box [18] /M4 | — /MR T-F 4l
TEITE R, AT LA R AT A T2 1) 7] R

KRTHEBEHRERFTENEZNE, 2% Wright [176] Lewis, Torczon Fl
Trosset [98]+ Kolda, Lewis I Torczon [89] ZEMIZRiA.

3Lagarias %5 [91] FHEMR AR5 FIE S5 W AR T Nelder-Mead J7i%, MatLaB (R2012a) K E
B4 fminsearch WiAKE TIZ IR SCILN. A §2.3 WEE LK ZHET fminsearch ML,



6 T FEIRMNTERWT

§1.22 BETHERNGE

RARTCLI AL 7] 7
min f(z) (1.9)

z€R™

Y& i 238 2 ME S mT DA fR] B 1 3R 40 T

B 1.1, (B RIER)
¥ 1. R E v k=1,
¥ 2 ‘B E TG dp.
P 3 E—RELT KM
glziglf(xk + ady), (1.10)

'f‘?‘iqﬁ{( Q..
ﬁ 4 Tyl = LEk—FOékdk,' k:=Fk+1. éf?ﬁ 2.

ATLAE R, ZAERIEAOB S HUE B REERE R IT I d), AP o B
REE G F S BUE B, AR RAEZEH AT LN H T AR 19 . 2 i i) AR bR
B4t (coordinate descent) % [115, 190] e —N A L FELIE R T4

GEMRIT MG, PRKEEBOE —A>— 4] &, AR R, AT DUR X ]
gr#ENE (40 Fibonaccl ¥ &0 #13%) 2 WA GHEE [190] 5L B, Diniz-
Ehrhardt, Martinez, f1 Raydan [55] W& 7 —FAE S 1) 0 T AL &R 4517,

FEZR 7 1) [ B — AR R HE B0 1) . JRAT 48 C A 7oy =38, |
ZE 72 (alternating directions method). H:HEJ5 H7% (conjugate directions
method) A1EE T I AU B2 ) 772

ARBRES R R B R GR A B T IRk, BDECTRAEF n AN ARAR T R A R
], ARBRECHRIE ) — AN Bh ST, B ECE N R AT BEH AR A (zigzag) IR
R wRIX— MR 7752 5]\ Hooke HI Jeeves [79] #2H A Z (pattern
search)*. Hooke fl Jeeves AR B, BV RN ©1, L3 — 40 AAFREEH
WRZJGEE] 2o, WA vy — oy RATEEZ A FREIT ], P BA—A 5 B A 5002
AU T — IR Sk Ny

T =129+ a(xy — 1), (1.11)

ESE §1.2.5 POLT R AREMEIL.



i |

i
EN{

H o HIAIRP K (Hooke Fil Jeeves XL a = 1). Hooke Fl Jeeves & x9 — 21 FR
N—R AR R AR R AT BB — T 1) (pattern). 7E—MRIFHL T, Bzl R
FINBE L RAE AL R, SRR, ARFRECHe 1) — AN ] AT 24 n A
ARARTT I 3 AT B — AL IR 8, T H RV E AR TR AR AR B AE Bk, X
WAEF L (rotating coordinate method) HEAE. XM 7775 F H Rosenbrock
[150], #t X H% A Rosenbrock 777% [190]. {E1F45 /&, Rosenbrock J7iAEGEHL
IEAZ I, B IR EE A — A7 ek g b — 55 B 7 a4 R 45 B B T [A).
Fr L Rosenbrock 77 RAAHLEEN T B R B, %7755 RE Davies,
Swann Al Campey [160, 161] /&4 Palmer [119] 1 Powell [122] 118 T @i b
WA EIEAh FF E RS A, R e — DA R &8 =, W AAFREe

B 7 RNERSSVEAE T4, (AR —SERR, S8 T Rk i AR AL U Y
PR, XA S Lagrange BRAGAANSS & 0] LT 80— JEORMF A 0 2K
] @ R ROT . BOSBR I3 T LLZ % Esser [60]+ Liu, Yang A1 Zhang [99].
Yang, Zhang 1 Yin [178]. Wen, Golbfarb #1 Yin [171]. He 1 Yuan [75] &)
WHT.

SEHETT AR AR B P AT A O R OT 5. R IRTTIEGINK
R s A, FEHETT ) RERS S B Ik 2 b k. BRBRA TR /M — ik R

flz) = %:L‘THI’ + gtz (1.12)

R ZERAR TP REE 5 7 — 2 HSERET ) {dy, da, .. d,} (ERISZITIA, I
B KR AN, W KRR SRR AEE [ 4R M
p. SEETRBREE F R i, (SRR S S . R SR
B AT B B0 . S b, Bl 1A LR

B 1.2 ([190), WHL 5.3.1). X 1<k <n, dy, .., dy KHELX, B

81 =2z + span{dl, e ,dk} (113)
Sy = 29 +span{dy, ..., dy} (1.14)

RRPEARRGTEN. £ 2 5 2 PAASKER (112 £8, 5 S, £
é"ﬁ*&’]‘,‘\‘:}\, D]'] Z1 — %9 —I::l {dl,dg,...,dn} H—‘ﬁ;‘%
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7o B FEHE T R SR A DA b E B G IR T 1A Y. B SRR AE TS
V5 Smith [157) $#2 . Powell [120] WA 5T T 35075 M7%, Zagwill [184] %f
Powell H)J5 A 7 Bost. S8 LYy 22 A1 Ik ek Hehe th i, H IR n3t
Ity 2 L = SN YVA S R 4 DE | 32 A R LI SIS M = 5 S D/ i s P4 DE | 2
A A% 1A @, Powell 77EAL T Smith 7775 [190]. 1 Zagwill HJ7 V%0 4 ™
BRIHCAT DAORAIE 4 SR i S [190)].

BT B FE &A% R OT R AR BB, 2 P LA 7 2045 B AR 2
SRR i (3 T S 75 0% (BE st ARy 92). e B S AR B2 1 5 3K
e H PR Z Sy, 220 P A0 At 2 A FH I M B 2 A0 A k. f 1 22 0 AU
AT H Stewart [159] $2 i, AT 5T 7 27> DFP 5%, Gill #1 Murray [65]
WHFL 13T Z 70 1) Broyden W77k, A MRZE 7 AT DAARAE S A o R PR 128 XA 47 1,
FCARE)™ 2 F B — M R A A B m] VA 2 57 H b bR 800 SRy AR R P PR R B A
N H bR B A AU 2. 4n SRAE B AT Tl e M 47 A D 45 380 B AT 5 2
(simplex gradient/derivative [16, 48, 47, 45]). Gilmore 1 Kelley [66, 85, 86] #2
) Implicit Filtering J7¥EA R b2 —Fh 3 T B4l 86 B 40 44 77 . Choi
F Kelley [28] 43 #7 T Implicit Filtering FIWCSLME. AN 1e & H 2250140 2 i T
LABRE, 22 73 A K B B o e 0 AR 4% ) S 2 22 K B 1) i, Stewart [159] A
Kelley [85] Wi 7 iX— [, 55— TR B 1900 5 805 1 2 T8 S 40U 4k
1 (quasi-Newton without derivatives) ¥%. 2877 H Greenstadt [68, 69] #2H.
Greenstadt [68, 69] 5 1 2T R BUE A W5k A, JFEREA R Hessian FH
S0 f2 2838 oy W /N T, AT AT DA S ALLES B2 AN AL Hessian HEFE, #E—
AAFRILRIT 1A

§1.2.3 BETEHIERISGE

SRIELIRRACFIR (1.9) 102 I EHURSLIHER AT LA I T (35, Joop
|1l R R RIS

BiE 1.3, (FHBAER)
ﬁ 1. B8 & X1, Z‘ﬂ&éﬁg%ﬁiﬁ‘}é’f_‘é Al > 0. iﬂ’tﬁ%—’)& m, M2, Y1, V2 4%'?%"

O<m<np<l, 0<yy<yn<l (115)



V2. Mg f oy K8 EIER my,
B 3. WA RA KRS BIRT 1AL

min my(xy + d) (1.16)
s.t. [|d]] < Ay, (1.17)

SRR O

¥ 4. T H Tk ( e
f(xe + sk) — fla
= . 1.18
¥ 5 RHIATHIBF 2
(A, 00) = pr > o,
Ak+1 € [’VQAk‘a Ak‘] % Pk S [n17n2); (119)
(AR, RAL] F pr <
F 6 F flar+sk) < flze), W ap = xp+ 50, &M 2py = a3 ki=k+1.

%y 2

A VE R, ZHERAKS SHER. REAE M m, I aek e H S
UG R, ZHEZERRE N H T e A A 10 @ A& G s vk, o A LAY
AAGmEA, AN E K SEEE. 4, BSHEEATHE, B
R RIZ AT N7 3K 2 TE B e S HOT ERIAZ O R B 2 —. BRI
EER MG, WA, EE kIR, MR A T, R
e 47 L )

mi(y) = f(y), y € Iy (1.20)
RESTER my.

A5 FH e B 2 S AT AN & — o 7 vk, A% Gt i A S 2R R ) A i A 7R 4w
LA MAEE SRS, RN ARG 2K, EhaE 6 E i /& (1.20) i
ARy, BB RIE 0N R, fRE R R AT . B T T vE R, $EE
el 11153 i e B2 S P | R/ S TR W 2 1 I/ 6 011 = Wl = 4 Gl ST

SHERIL L, ROARECA T X2 B, AT ER A, BATLUERE] « ZIRZ T 8« R
HRARRBAE R Z I, BRAES A .
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A2 LR EL (radial basis functions [130, 132, 23, 141]) Z¥[H. $H{H S5 7, Wik
BCWARSCHE. KON T, WU PE BT AEAR KA LS M 1 1) A (1.20) MR HIAT
N. T, BRBCE Je AR (1.20) A, BIZER 7, Z&EE (poised [42]) HY; A
Ja EARAUE X H b o& 8O EE R I A, BDEESR 7, & RJE (well poised [42])
1. KT HHE ARG E M (poisedness) HIPTIE AT LAZ % Sauer 1 Xu [152] DA K
Conn, Scheinberg A Vicente [42]. 75E 48 H 2, AR THERTEF, 58 LIk
IERFERSE, T PR RHFAS Mg EFR, R R R Ratl T, K, %6
REHIEHL T, FRZIER S W RN T, BRIEXFEM B Ty 1
WOEVE. XKL T BRI X ST = B INER A F .

I A8 AEAE 10 (1.20) M AL Y /2 Winfield [174, 175] (1969 4F).
Winfield f# FH ()2 V. Powell [128] @it H br B BUR 29 3 pR B ik AT — 1K
FHE MG T COBYLA SRy, 1 BVETAT LRy £ PR ) o e Ak 1) .

BT R H—A ZIREEE (n+1)(n+2)/2 NEBE, Bl E@ g
5]/ (1.20) PfE—HfE — D OB, HEE AR I, P EDER (n+1)(n+2)/2
A BME n ARFRRIR (EbanJLE), X2 ik 0. Conn #1 Toint [43)]
MiG 7 — AT AR E N S BUEE. REVERIL SR T, S E A B3
BT (n41)(n+2)/2 I, 5] DAAESEE R, L7V SR — U 18 i)

min [|V2 [ + |V (20) |13 (1.21)
s.t. m(y) = f(y), y € L. (1.22)
H, zp AE kPERKEHIEF L. BL Conn 1 Toint [43] FIFE L N,
Conn, Scheinberg Al Toint [37, 38] J@id —IXIE{E A T DFO 5 ik, DFO Bk
TR S e o SR A — A A )
min || V2my||7 (1.23)
s.b. mi(y) = f(y), y € L. (1.24)
i 1. Newton 2 A Z i, (Newton fundamental polynomials) [152] £ DFO %
ERIRE SR T EEA/EM. DFO T Newton 2EA 2 I £ 46 (H A4 &
EVE TR A SR M E . Conn, Scheinberg 1 Toint [36] iE H
TDFO Sk 4 e Ui st

Powell [131] f ] —¥KAEE A T UOBYQA Hvk. 2B THEA IR K

(Eean n < 20) By @RI . THEZ [188] X UOBYQA 1E 1 3471k, 155
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7 PEUOBYQA Hy%. #{HsZi6K W], PEUOBYQA HIEAEWS A A4aiH it H A, 42
R ARG FE [188]. H1T UOBYQA {584 —IRIEMES, #Ue F5 BRI R EUE T E IR
Kb o ) AR R B DR IR 4, Powell [131] 3848 H, UOBYQA f—
IR AR T SR I A K DO Y. BT LA, UOBYQA AN TR LL
KRR, T 58RI — M, Powell [138] $#2H 7 NEWUOA 513k, [F] DFO —FE,
NEWUOA 1] BLFHZD T (n+ 1) (n + 2)/2 ANEAE s s B, 72 SR —
W EREIPSN

min ||V2my, — V1|5 (1.25)

st mi(y) = f(y), y € . (1.26)

Powell HJJ7EMEEE 1 0407V e NG AZ IE (53] HOSEAR, A0S T J0 R H0
XFFR Broyden 12 1E. HUE SEIR LW, X PGB (1) 77 ik Re SR IOCA L I — 13
B IRELE RIS, Powell fEUWAEIEMA P ORFFIEE AN 0N 20+ 1, IXFEER
TABERCIAL, DR ERN n? &R SLhRIHHE S, NEWU0OA 75216
BB T ST OB ) B A B BE A R 2R 1. X {8 7S NEWUOA T DA AL B AR KA
[P 8. 7E Powell [138] FIZLERIEH, XF+ 160 41 ARWHEAD [67] M eR
¥, NEWUOA X 75 % 8504 X oR Hi (B v 550k v] LUK 2R ok B A, Tt 2SR A 52
A ZUATHERIE A 160 AN R e E, TR 12800 IR EUATHE. 1X
W] NEWUOA B IEALTY (K475 72 70 20, Powell [142] X} NEWUOA &% 1
#E—207T 1. {E UOBYQA A1 NEWUOA MJ#Ji& A, Lagrangre #fi{H 3% pREE 2] 176
$AEH. Lagrangre ifE 3% o& £ FH RA GG E Y, 30 FH R I Wi E mUER 1)
WM, T8 S AN, Powell [134, 133, 135] #4118 7 NEWUOA 59%
H1 Lagrange fi {8 3% pR 2010 FHATEE BT, MWEUERINSRE [107), NEWUOA A H i
RRFFWTE FHEEZ —. Powell [143] H4 NEWUOA SEHE SR AR 520 01 1],
337 BOBYQA Hyk. THEAR [188] Xt F 415K |9 i) DFBOLA %%l DFBODA
LA NEWU0A BEMIHET, EATMEME RIS BOBYQA AHY [188].

HMHST (n+ 1) (n + 2)/2 DG SR = GRS A K U7 2
Bandeira, Scheinberg il Vicente [10] #& H FIM 5% — 3G E k. X7 iE T

SR, M (n+ 1)(n+ 2)/2 MEHFAFHE UARERBIE (n+1)(n+2)/2 MRE
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SRAAEIRAFHE 7]

e
=

min ||vec(V?my)||1 (1.27)
s.t.mu(y) = fy), y € L (1.28)

3B " URERL, Hodt vee(V2my) & V2my, I E=MAITCRARE (n+ 1) (n + 2)/2
e &, FRE R (1.27)-(1.28) K& 3] 7 45085 (compressed sensing,
compressive sensing, compressive sampling) [25, 59, 26] BRI /5 &, H 28T
B A Hessian HFFEHFIEAL. Bandeira, Scheinberg Fl Vicente [10] WEBH, 24 H
B ER ) Hessian 0B 2 — 7€ B R B VAR 1% B U2 T, 00 2 — 8 oA
B, SRR (1.27)-(1.28) AW S LG B — NS A, Bandeira, Scheinberg
M1 Vicente [10] &5t | — AN T IXMOBE 1) 0 P BUE U0, JFs 7l
B 2R

Marazzi Ml Nocedal [101] #4i& T 53 4b—AN 3 Z ICAEAE A 1) 06 5 2501 3t
WEE. ZEENE RO, B R E R T R R T ARG RIBERA RS, b
A ML (wedge) 2. FH B, 7R/ H bR s BUE BRI, B oo 4
By B ) E 1

BT ZIRAEE B G R EUE #8714 18 4 Vanden Berghen Al Bersini [168]
f¥) CONDOR %i%:, DL Wild [172] f) MNH #y%. CONDOR # UOBYQA FJ—/IFFAT
Ak, I B AT LR — A 29 AR AL . MNH {EH T %/ Frobenius Y5303 E
Al (1.23)—(1.24) RAMERA, X — 5 DFO &R, 54h, EXIE4 &
/N3, Zhang, Conn F Scheinberg [186, 185] $&H 1 J& T — X4 {H A5 6t
) DFLS 52, JF HAET 12 50E ) 4 R RSk Aont -1 28 4 & ) J ) — ki
SCREE. T A TR PRSE K, DFLS B2x - fe /s 3 il i 1) ZR 3
T NEWUOA V.

FIF 23 $, Oeuvray Al Bierlaire [116, 117, 118] #4i# T BOOSTERS 4
W, R BENFAE AR S BUR T AT B R Wild, Regis M1 Shoemaker [173] )
ORBIT /2 M FH A% 5 R A (0 S0

NS00 T O G S R (e v AN R R (e SN c 9ot G i = =WV
Ko, B E RO AN G E (RN, P f e AL s N —ANE i) i, 4
{E A3 3 B A 22 SRR U — AN RAFITAL. PRk, J T4 (A 110 45 s
FEAE R A RIS AE DLW 5] NIEF LT (geometry step [153], geometry
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phase [62]) Bl {1 4 41 A . BT NENUOA B 7E (MU MR (
K R BT B AN EEAR) B2 5 AN — M RAE (model step), DA AR A1
SR U, B B fRE AL A, Conn, Scheinberg A Vicente [39, 40, 42] ¥
YD T FEAE AU E T 2 AN TV, DR A BRI IR,
Fasano, Morales Fll Nocedal $&H 7 —Fh A & 248 FAE AT U201 572:, S23e 3R
B, X PR IEREE RIS NI =, Scheinberg A1 Toint [154] MBS E#FTT T
X I G, UF BT FE T 2 T (B A5 Y 1) 45 el g v LA Bk N 7E 1 E B E L
il (self-correction mechanism), EAFAHAE FUER I € I REAERAR T B 215 2k
3. {HJE, Scheinberg 1 Toint [154] s H, ELRER LR 4 /B, JUArE
FEANRETE A BRI

b 1A A E ARG B R LA AL, YR BUEAE B2 08 2 ), AT DL [e] )45
. Billups, Larson A1 Graf [12] #5h1& 1 @0 a[ s A iy A AR 2 1 (=] Y3 8 57 — IR ABE Y

Conn, Scheinberg 1 Vicente [41, 42] 58 T & T8 #3816 2 VA 4
JRSCSA .

§1.24 Eftb75ix

LR R, 28 R R D7 VR A R SR g e S R A 1] R, EE an AL
iR K (simulated annealing) [87]+ & 5% (genetic algorithm) [51]. FHZE M 2%
(neural networks) [29] 5555, X EEHIL R Z B TR LS AR A2 AU, JEO R
1IBE3E 7] L2 2% Michalewicz #1 Fogel &2 [104].

§1.25 XFANEMECS

W T ISR, T S B SIS IR 2 R, XEARIEED EE&id T a
L. Oy T B R A AR SCE O] SCRR ISt BVR L, AN X A TR
fEHIEL.

§1.251 XT “BEEER. ‘BELDX 5§ “KTSEEE

—MEEEBRNI G, ZENN T EEM R (direct search) )& L7
EE. R E Wright [176] Lewis, Torczon A1 Trosset [98]. Kolda, Lewis F
Torczon [89] #8A L TR IR 6 M R IKE L. H2F LR CEie iR X
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— IR, HLn Trosset [167]. fENEHEEAEER (direct search) — ] ()i, Hooke
A Jeeves [79] AR T 5l NIX—ME&HIBIHL:

We use the phrase “direct search” to describe sequential examination of
trial solutions involving comparison of each trial solution with the “best” ob-
tained up to that time together with a strategy for determining (as a function of
earlier results) what the next trial solution will be. The phrase implies our prefer-
ence, based on experience, for straightforward search strategies which employ no
techniques of classical analysis except where there is a demonstrable advantage
in doing so.

Trosset [167] 45 Hi I B4 R 1 € SR

A direct search method for numerical optimization is any algorithm that
depends on the objective functions only through the ranks of a countable set of
function values.

e EAR KB T Hooke Al Jeeves [79] A, tHE Wright [176].
Lewis, Torczon Hl Trosset [98]. Kolda, Lewis F1 Torczon [89] FIM /i— 2. KA
£ §1.2.1 "PERIA R B RO R R TR IX R,

{Hs&, Powell [129] F1 Swann [161] Fr&iik () BHEA R ITEAR T 4. FHk
., Powell [129] 1 Swann [161] & 7 A MMM -5 80(E B 77

YT Hooke 1 Jeeves [79] fe -4 H ELEAR R B ERURR S, ASUEH “H
AR R W4 Hooke-Jeeves & T HIEIEM R, Foh, A “HIZLITE
(direct methods)” 5 “JFE 7% (derivative-free methods)” N[F SXA], JRE
HATAE 5+

§1.25.2 XF “BER"

PR B & (pattern search)” — A [t & Hooke 1 Jeeves [79].
Torczon [166] (1997 £E) fe il ¥ — ML R GUE L, S 7 — Ay
R AELSL IR R T & RUsitt. it 2 5, Audet 1 Dennis [6, 7). Momma
A1 Bennett [105]. Nie 1 Ma [113]. Alberto % [4]. Al-Sumait, Al-Othman F!
Sykulskii [3] & #REAE | IX—5E X.

fHAE, ARHAEH NN, Torczon [166] 25 H 1) 5E X2 X Hooke I Jeeves
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TUEMIX — £l N HAT TR A K 1 S5 4R SR,
Hooke M1 Jeeves [79] VEANHR 1AL 2 0 HE A EAE:

The first type of move is an exploratory move designed to acquire knowledge
concerning the behavior of the function S(y). ..The rudimentary information of
success or failure is utilized by combining it into a “pattern” which indicates a
probable direction for a successful move. ..The second type of move is a pattern
move designed to utilize the information acquired in the exploratory moves, and
accomplish the actual minimization of the function by moving in the direction
of the established “pattern”. ..The intuitive basis for this type of move is the
presumption that whatever constituted a successful set of moves in the past is
likely again to prove successful.

Al FEH R Z P R, BIRZ D (exploratory move) AR A
(pattern move). MRS I H BN T HRHRZR L KL (pattern). X5
PATLE §1.2.2 PHIREIAZE — 0. y 7k — D W B 2R 15 3, Hooke M1
Jeeves [79] 5 H:

The direct search procedure outlined above has been termed pattern search
because it is based on the determination of a “pattern” of simple moves that

will give a successful direction in which to move.
Swann [161] 7EZRAAE Y RNt 45 H-:

Emploratory moves examine the local behavior of the function and seek
to locate the direction of any slope valleys present; pattern moves utilize the

information yielded by the explorations by progressing along any such valleys.

Lawrence 1 Steiglitz [92] 7E i Hooke-Jeeves J7 4 i {8 F i AR 044 2% 1
oty R

BAERATRE Torczon [166] 43t HIE L. fE4 MM R AL R E L2
Hil, Torczon [166] A& 7 HBhHL:

..it has been apparent to us that the unifying theme that distinguishes these

algorithms from other direct search methods is that each of them performs a
search using a “pattern” of points that is independent of the objective function
f . This informal insight is the basis for our general definition of pattern search

methods.
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X B “pattern” SEPRA2 R R SUTER PR, N T H#IIR XM pattern,
Torczon [166] I AMRHH 4% (lattice) HIMEE:

Formally, our definition of pattern search methods requires the existence of
a lattice T' ..

XOAEE T Hooke-Jeeves A R IIAE. T LA, Torczon [166] & X
PR A R FEARARIL Hooke Fl Jeeves [79] FHB T “pattern move” B “pattern
search” FJJEAH.

B, XIFARET Torczon [166] & ST IR X AE R BN —FKomf A
% BRAME §1.2.1 thERR I “Bi8 R Bk IER&TE Torczon [166] 7€ KX —
KB, FL b, REFIEHTEAEN, CEBANH T 21K —RK I35
Jiik. Sihh, k& CE ORI — KR B R BRI AR HE TR, RO
BEH T LLZ % Conn, Scheinberg fl Vicente &2 [42].

[A] i, Hooke-Jeeves #2048 2 (1) BLAEZ AN BEML ALY, FRADKE AR 28 H 2 A

YOy

fif 85X — AR,

§1.2.5.3 KT “BAFEE

Nelder-Mead HLAEJE Tk 5 K AR A ALK S 4098 J592 2 P> 58 o R 1Y
ik, REamssamE.

§1.3 RANXFERBE
RSO TC 2 R4 A /8t

min f(z) (1.29)

zeR™

WS BE. BAMEGE f £ R ERyscfEms, HeHEE2ATHK. 7
b, BAVEBGE f KR BUETHRAUMRK (X 4E §1.1 7 2as 3).
gt R SRI EAT SR R B I R BUE T R B B R R T
ERII L. 5RZEELF, RERNAEHSEER, HRINEFLN
a3 5 o A BOE H AR s B LT Y.

T E T, AT RIS TR Tk, AT D], T IEHE
PO THR LA N R 22 FLRUBUR, BIAEASSI AR T A e, 1545 R A 1R 9
RUBEALYE. DA B PEO 795 I AR I 3 S e iX — 5. AT TR — A 138 2 4t
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U, MGV AR TR SRR R AT EER. A4 — Mg
ENRZEZ W7, ML B B R BEER iR R 5L
PRI IRAR B, T AP AR R B S SR TH L R 2 U, X Sk
TSI 10 21 ) A B m) e

S =FF, AT I8 T FHIAH B8/ Frobenius 6 £ 4 5 XT FR
Broyden 1&1E. AT E J6E B I PR Fl gt 37 AR R 1) SR S AE 35 L85 0L 1 R S0 12k
SR BATHE 5T NEWUOA 3 5 IX AP SRS AH R B B U B, I 4h th— Mk
Ht NEWUOA JEACAS I TTvE. XA vE R MR NEWUOA YEACRS Y DU AN BERI ] B
s B, &5, FATAE NEWU0A FVERIAEZE T b/ Frobenius #&
RUFIXSFR Broyden 12 IEMIEE RN, AT H, 7E NEWUOA BVARMEZE T, 245k
fife R FE SR AICEY, 5% /]S Frobenius Jo 2B R R I 4. 13X — 25 565 B FH 415,
IRA E L, BN R 2 76 S B0 Ak 1) U6 A FE ) 2R FE A .

SN E T, BATR 7> 75 FE B TR 22 B Sobolev B 1 5] A3
BOTIRRIWE T, g i A B i — S /M EER EAR R, FF R R E T
SR TR S R Legs R, LATHE A FEAIXFR Broyden f21E, %5 Hi Hrp
SRR BT 3 BRI BT A R B, JF HAESRIG P HRIIL T Powell
[144] BT, BATIERE H R s B0 2 s ) — IR BN AE ¢, BRI HO
B HY ~Fusi g — &k

e R E S, JATHE T2 B AT FEARA T R, SR PIAE
B0 7538 AT —FP 77545 % Hooke-Jeeves B UAE & I AR, 4045 6t
d5g 1 I R PR A AE — AMIRYE T2 18] _ESRE. X ORI RE8 L% NEWUOA R %K
HERIL. B M7 iEBFR N NEWUOAs 57% (A NEW Unconstrained Optimization
Algorithm with subspace technique based on NEWUOA). ‘& A S il DI B 5%
PATE LW T — A0 2 K FIRHESE, @57 A RIS Al R-Ze 1 i SoE
JE. AR5, A NEWUOA SLVEAE YT I A SR A, FRATTAN RS 3 80 S I i 57
AESE, 193] NEWUOAs BVE. FRATH FHSRIGUEN], NEWUOAs SR EUE R I
Z0T NEWU0A 5L, TS #E MOV H T B S BEEZ —. Bl tE
th, NEWUOAs 1R 3% T-AbFRA) 46 m B S B2 1 el @, AN T AR & 5 S B 1) R 1) 5K A
ANk, AR FE B, NEWU0As 5% C & ] BA- 75 v RO SR AR AR 2 4E 805
1% 2000 . X2 AIREI, ROVIX— MR C & i@ th 7 Bl K& 6
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SEEE (BFE NEWU0A FiE) WKL
SN SR A SRk AR B



FE KSEIMHEERN—NMHMER

§2.1 5|5

rAn] 2 b PP B EEA (] 0 R3SV A A ) B ) . AT TR
LA SERIVPAN A F R AN R B SR, DAHR S R FH 4913380 1) B335 3 438 R B 9 40
BRSO, EARTE S, JATES — M R B TERIE R, XME R
TE VLG & 2 4 T HIE I TR

X — AR, H AT ECRRAT PR J7 v 2 Dolan F1 Moré [58]
FEH I Performance Profile. £ X6 SEMAL RS &5, Moré F1 Wild [107] 351
T WK Performance Profile I T-VF4 6 S35, - HIRH T Data Profile
TEN 7 Gh— T b i

BAVRI, T FEAAFIEXS T EA N RZE U, B A 5] AR
N AW TS R E IR RIBEALYE. 5 LU AR P BERE, B 24 SR B it
N TR NRE AR ZE, JHERER T B & N R Z KU AE
—WIE FR bR, HXAE H TR R R AR AL, X2 AR s
FEARTEF FRATTHE H — MO E ML N R ZE R 1) 7%, AR T — &
PN T R R EIEIR R, BT PPUMA 2R 8 S R BRI & 1R 22 I U,
XFAS [R50 1 B st B A i ik 7.

ARBERGERMT. 78 §2.2 #, FATH E A2 Performance Profile Al Data
Profile. 7£ §2.3 , AN H-NEUEH T, FEHIFENENRZEXN L REH
R E S R E AN RE 2N, 1F §2.4 , TATEY — B ESHEED
WER. §2.5 RATRMESL. AEH S EE LI RIS §2.6 F LN FRIE
g5

§2.2 Performance Profile 5§ Data Profile
Performance Profile #& 4 T PFHY A1 EEFEAS R0 A6 B0y B0 ) — SR,
i1 Dolan 1 Moré [58] &% — ML EE (V2 — B TT%) #th.
s — AR S RELE!. A0 E 2 n] .
VERAT L IE A L 1 S B A2 3 T SLIR IR 8% (solver, SLIARINEESLIL), NBRAITEH 78 S.
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)RR 2.1. AR FR, S PAR—HEe it H TR ?

X BT EIF R T RE R TE CPU K| AR E. BREUE TR B B
. 8 201 RRMERIZN, FARAFREH T VI8 JE S
FIEMZEANRRKR, ZRBA T RARMNER. el RITAREMEZE T
(M1 23X — A @1, Performance Profile B/&24 1 [BIZF )@ 2.1 e H NS, $HsL
I, Performance Profile fEMEZ & X _E[F1% 7 LAF a) @

B)ER 2.2. L2 FEA, S PHR—E LN EFHREBIEIRNDFTFHG o
& (a>1)7

R ENTHEETE S HRIERREZ N R &/ MEEFHE. 4 a=18, 1
2.2 g ] 2.1

RT R 2.2, AV S B LKA —HIE R & P, it
—AMNEIERTHERUR (GRS R M ERE, AR E i X gt B R S
W BVEAE B H AT 32 2] A I 1] B4R & Gould, Orban 1 Toint
WA CUTEr [67], HrPiias 1 24 ai SCHR A K8 4 Ik in) @42, Bl Hock
F Schittkowski ) HS 1] @4E [78, 155, 156]« Moré, Garbow Al Hillstrom [
Argonn [A] 4L [106] 5.

Lty RonEIE s € S RIFENE p e P ITHEIFE (8 s REEIIKRIE p,
M4 t,, =o00). HEHEsecS M@ pe P, ©X

" 7' tﬁ’g < o0,
Fos = min{t; s € S} 2.1)
R t@g = OQ.
Horf, R AR AR 2
R >max{r,s:t,s <oo, peP, s S} (2.2)

o % (P DABUTE 95), B B0 LR EUAE AR 2 S0 R RO 6. T DL 4
ros < R, 1y BB SUR: FERIRE p b, B0V s 0EHEIPAY S A LN TS 2
b Sk 1y, = R MEALY s KA p R

N T 0 S AR ] B 1 TSI, i R B

1
7'('5(04):W|{p€7)27"p’5§a}|, 1<a<R. (2.3)
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Hrp |- oS TRIAE R, r, ZRIEEE 0 BOE L 1.(0)
HYE SO TERMR IR R P I, B0 s REAESR/INTHIY o £ SR AR Y ) @ L
. IR, RUAENR o € [1,R). HT r,s BMIEX, 7 f£ [R,00) FHMEEAE
X.

YA P RBARREN, r(a) BT T s BRAER/DITHE o 52
PSR AARLE € ] B REZE. RE I, 7o (1) fhivh T s BREIE S AR A BIEM
WA PrEL, [ 2.1 B RE: SR P, H&k s it HFHR D mELH
mo(1); TR 2.2 ERZ: SR, Fk s T HEFHTIRIRNDTH o 12
BEEHA ma) (1 <a<R). 74, GER, ik s RERIIHR R MR
LN limg p- mo(or). FAMSHIBE, 7, BUMERCKR, BWRERE s X T S dh HiAh
FER LT, Dolan F1 Moré [58] #% 7, NEVE s [ Performance Profile.

FESCRR M A, THE TR PR A 2 A BRI, SONATTE I0 BATT ] 7

WJRR 2.3. R MO AHE, Hk s RARAIKBL TP MAGHEER S

[

%

N7 R 2.3, Moré F1 Wild [107] #2H T Data Profile FUH#&. 7] &
2.3 A1 Z A AT BT a2 S

ds() :|$1||{p€77:tp,s < a}l, (2.4)

M)t 2.3 (R SR HETFHOMNHE o, Hk s KBS 2P AL
BEEL A §y(a). FHEGHIUL, 0, FIMEBR, BURERE s BTEE. Moré 1 Wild
[107] & 0, NHI% s 1] Data Profile.

FIH Performance Profile il Data Profile, FAITR] DK 5y i) bl #5e v] A4,
¥ S PANFEFIER) my BIZAEF— kB EoR, BB SR EERIMELF. X
O, AT LMECRALALFE. BAKIIH] 15275 55 = 2 58 L& I BUH 52 5.

ERERRZ, FIERR AN RLN 1. Performance Profile B X F R IEL
TFHEIEAE Data Profile 5 N ARDELF. Moré A Wild [107] XHIEAE 111t

H 1 Performance Profile 5 Data Profile, flF-3A11E & BEME A 2K LA
[F] (R AR AR T Je R ok U R R anitk. B (2.1) 5 (2.4) ATHN, Performance
Profile 5 Data Profile 58 &R T4 ¢,5, BIEIE s KERE p K- HITH (&
KA RMOWAI T 557). FTUAE H, ¢, s BT REIRZ RN, pril, 2%
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Wb LR R Bk, 2 AT 50 53T SR EEARR, T SHG0E
B EV R SE—. 53 4h, X5 TT6 SRR AL L, AV e o B T
F) A A RO, ST M8, More A Wild [107] $18, 7EMR 5
VRIS AT R BV A, LR DR P 3R R AR ) B
FI. BARMBOER: BRI T e (0,1), A5 s € S RIMIME p e P 12X
ba A

fr=fe= (L=1)(f = ). (2.5)

55— B I TR, o fy AIEE AR R EUE, fi NEERTT RS
kANREUE, £ NS, 2 EPEREREIE? (2.5) HARBHE, W s
B I p RGBS 7, € X t,, = oo. LRI, FRATTAR W 50138 A L
R ACE. B, 4 S RATENEERMR p ERERBERAIL,
SRIGESC [ R BINRARE A N — A, XFE, Ak R, S 5HOR R
04K e R T BT S B AT A e, AT AT A A Performance Profile A1 Data
Profile LA EIEIFRIN.

F—mOLRE, LSHMAR B REE T EARN AR, B, fEVF
WS EEER, THEIFE — A R BT IR 2. SN, TR
THEIR B IR 52 3] ) RRAEEL () 52, WA LR R 3URERT, Data Profile (7€
XAFEFEEIER , ,

= — : < 2.
FllpeP: 2 <a) (2.6

Horb t, o NRBUETFR AL n, AR p AR Fo2 b, R H SR ai e
FE (16, 48, 47, 45] ITALBREIBERE, RFRIEALTR ZAEH n, + 1 ADREUE, WAE
TG 5 B S 1) R U T S U, 48 ny, + 1 AN BRBUEAE N — A B & 2
(¥, XA B T DAt A [ 4 300 1) A AT Bk, SORT DU Bl 5 36 S 0 O i
L.

PA_E /2 Dolan F1 Moré [58] LA K Moré Fl Wild [107] B EE B, Moré
A Wild [107] FIH Performance Profile #1 Data Profile tL3 T J& T # & %
NEWUOA [138, 142]. NMSMAX [76] A1 APPSPACK [80] 7£ AN [F) 3R fif A% & N i it 5T
B, SRR R ZE SRR, NEWU0A FIBUERBUE T A AN .

PERARFT RIS R, AR Moré A1 Wild [107] BIJ77E—ANEIE.

PREN B Z N, i, FBECE R B KRB VIR, B TR IA B RS

ds ()
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&M (2.5) REHM, HEEHFEERME. dTFSHEEMEE, LSHIE
(26 E TR 2 SRR BT B B . DRt Bk S B I 2 b R
RN FIER A . B bk, AT, BR T HCBURIRAE 45 5 K BE T T4
Ak, N HEGEA B AR RN TR, BARRIGE R ERE p e P, il [
N R, GERE s €S, SFIE s K p EEEERAIL, 157
AW HEIL T f5 4 f2 5 - 2waan, WA s BRI p, & X t,s N
IEERZ I EN TSI, & f2 5 o MEIRK, WA s Kig p R, 4
tys = 00; W Ja, FIH Performance Profile 5 Data Profile HH&H %, J&T-H
Wr fr 5 f 2R Rar N, FRATE L H

fi—fiz0=e)(fi—f) B fJ—f <emn{l,[f]}. (2.7)

Hrp e &—ADNEHL

§2.3 HEHENRERIRE: —PEUEHIF

AU TR 2, 7S HAUL A, o BUE T EAO AR &, SO 53
SRR TSR — O R BT SRR . N IR RO, B
SRR M F A R TS, R B s 4 R v ) Rl ST I SRR A B 1 eR BB T SR IR
HEpar. HE, LRt BRI EAT, ZMEEIF AR TR, XREDY, T
FOEARAER T BN & N IR Z HURBURK, TR S ARG IR R BENLIE, fal B il ox
BREUE T E T REZ LR . ANaH — M7 R B X — il %3] 1
Powell [144] %6 H) B K.

NI )

min f(z), (2.8)

PISING

WI96 RN . FATSAL f AR R, 7328 ek KoM an . #ERR 1
U, WA n Y E#FERE P, £

f(z) = f(Px), &g = P 'x. (2.9)

WAE, HRBHEE s KRR 8
min f(z), (2.10)

TER™?
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IR RN To. BB EUL, 25 s BB H b5 80 BRI, I s SKAR
B (2.10) KTHREEIRS P Jook. R, Sebras RIFARwt. F s — M1
BATMR MATLAB 7.6.0.324 (R20082) W E 1) fminsearch A% SLER %2
Nelder-Mead HLAEJE B VAR — AL, 1Z LI T Lagarias 5 [91] %I Nelder-
Mead FVERHIA. MATLAB 7.6.0.324 124 [/ iZ ek B IEACAS . Gl i A A AR
PRI LAE 3, BOER LB SR B Jook. Xm0y BDQRTIC M [67):

B~

n—

fl@) =Y [(af 4227, + 327, +4af 5+ 522)> + (3 — 42;)°] , z € R", (2.11)
1

1

IR N xo = (1,...,1), 4% n BL 20. WIiF 44 Dell PC (OPTIPLEX 755),
F44 Ubuntu 9.04 (Linux 2.6.28-15-generic). HUE b [

T
P = (613 €16 €15 €14 €2 €10 €8 €12 €1 €19 €5 €20 €3 € €18 €7 €11 €4 €9 e17) (2-12)
AN

T
P, = (610 €8 €16 €7 €14 €2 €19 €13 €17 €5 €1 €4 €18 €3 €15 €9 €6 €12 €11 e20) ) (2-13)

Hr e, A RO g i ANMbrmER. X P 5 Py, 2 3EHR (2.9) 724 H bRk
M6 s, P8 )5 H fminsearch K HE (2.10). 45 R ZTIAK]: X R T XA
B, fminsearch KR (2.10) WiFE M ZEZE T R 21 50H T
P 5 Py SRS R. Hb, 5 2 £ 6 SNSRI N ) pR BUE
THELREG 55 7 9B E AR Z b ) B BB T BB B S — B UK il
RN, B 2.1 AP R BUE R T R4, Hrb b FoRmEUE T
HIHEL, fr R fminsearch A k REREUE T RS HIE. XPIRITHHE
RIS AE AR = 5% §2.6 &h .

Wtk BRI 2 S 2 el = A2 17 AR, 8 b, o B B R ]
HEHY, fminsearch RE M AH (2.10) MITHE L FEHL S R ME IR 46 0 & (2.8) S0,
A4 fminsearch MITHEIIE SR ENTICK. B, THESERIMTM 2 7k
HiHREHLE NRZE . Sk b, B SIADCE TIE A s 5 (T

SHISRUL, Fid RV SLHERE VA 1 28 B S ISR BT, 17 AR 45 Y25 1) S RLAR S AS 44K 3t
AR Y

4Unix ﬁ)iZISZ‘:F‘, fminsearch HJJFACHIS A T $MATLAB/toolbox/matlab/funfun/fminsearch.m,
$MATLAB A matlab {43585,
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# 2.1: 20 48 BDQRTIC [R@X; P Py HSLE6 45 H

1071 1072 1073 107*  10™° Natural fpes

Py 1203 1968 3590 4384 4695 6617 5.832066E+01
P, 4747 51511 52544 56776 58081 62845 5.832041E+01

85 ‘ ‘
----- PERMUTEL

sl —— PERMUTE2|.

2 3 4 5 6 7

k x 10°

Kl 2.1: 20 48 BDQRTIC [AJfXT P Py [FSEEEE R

IR BUE TS P R SRATZ SE) B . TR IR, T Y 2R 2 R
XEIE S5 R, BB R 2t A5 . Dixon M Mills [57) %38 REESLIE
P TR IR, FETERA A, B e 1] B ) is S RT DU I A2 B IR
ERI, A=FINRE.

N T HERG ) Z T FE LA N RZEX fminsearch K #E BDQRTIC jr] @
(n =20) KIsEm, FRATEENL 4 T 10 NEHFEFE, JFH fminsearch KAFEH M
. 2% 2.2 FIH 7IX 10 FRE B R. ) 5 2 25 6 FIA R
FEESF L P R BT H BB B T BIONIEAR B AR A b I R U T IR I
Ja — ISR FOR BB S\ AUAE; e — 1725 2 25 11 17838 B X br
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% 2.2: 20 4t BDQRTIC o] 10 R BEA 9256 45

1071 1072 107*  107* 1075  Natural fhes

2719 8948 10251 11141 13455 16053 5.832041E+01
2428 4851 8701 15306 17588 21585 5.832042E+01
3541 29261 29631 30976 36221 39567 5.832042E+01
1654 4381 14720 15900 16753 22554 5.832041E+01
9268 29452 31151 31923 32521 37716 5.832047E+01
1828 18565 19652 22327 22746 26977 5.832041E+01
3004 6549 17014 24780 25400 28626 5.832041E+01
4353 6425 8288 9084 10066 16469 5.832041E+01
3267 18659 20606 28658 31326 39946 5.832041E+01
10 3190 5651 16207 17624 18976 21887 5.832041E+01
rstd 0.61 0.75 045 039 038 0.33 0.00

© 00 1 O Ut = W N =

HEZE (rstd)>. BATVE D], DL IEFZAF T ZR, bR BUE T 5 IR ECER A R SR 1
BERLE, AR ZEBE 0.30 PLE. XL AR Z X fminsearch [
SN AN G 20

T EZE B2, BDQRTIC FHA 2 — A1 AR R, FoA B H AR R
R, no= 20 WA — AR R 4EEL.

SERARTTZ R, BAFRE, AT ALE NRZE UM IR fminsearch it
. T RTEBIR I, Zhang [187] 45 T — N BEIMEMIF] T, Zhang [187]
BT S E S WIR A sYMB 5 ESYMBS FH T3 g DA [ @t

f(x) = Z (@7 + 227, + 327, + 4af 5+ 522) —dx; + 3], z € R",  (2.14)
=1
WIGH RN 2o = (1,...,1), 4850 n L 20. %A)/852 Powell [136] 25 Hi ) 5 —hiiAS
) BDQRTIC, A#iFrx2 y BDQRTICP. Zhang [187] f#i fil SYMB 5 ESYMBS 3K
filt 20 ) BDQRTICP [A]#, AN B SR 4 1k i 48 2% 19 eR B TH SR B0y
WM 760 (SYMB) 5 4124 (ESYMBS); #AJ5, 04 BDQRTICP HAZAEMINT, 13
B —ANFr g v &, JEfE A SYMB 5 ESYMBS SKREHTHI N, SR EAEE
5— G MU [ R B 2 S 1 b 2 S M L, 220 7 I A 1 S R R
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. PSSRV AR 25 1R I A8 2% 1 e BB T SR B 2> 9] v 4267 (SYMB) 5 833
(ESYMBS). K N%VE SYMB Al ESYMBS ML SRR TG, Fr AW IR IHHEAE
S RS A, A R IE A . R ) 46 R 5E A T L
NIRZEFE. X — 5 RN IRAT, I8 I 7 50 11 5% B0 1) R BB T B
KA R TSR EIER AR, RATHEETRENEEPN AR, Xk
& §2.4 FTIL i L

§24 —MPFERAOTHNIAER

§2.3 Ml 7R, EAERTEEM BN T S HMAT L, DA THHELE
NARZE R FELE N, T ah, Bt ih S8 N5 2 10 BBt B 24 7 T
MEE —Difebr. BT X AEE, TG H DR R, BHE §2.3,
A B AT FREE SR AR 4 R T E IO — A AL &, BRI IRAT 5
NG 5 3R — FEATL A

e EE s 5T IR, WATEBREE s KRB p 1k EEH
THERE. & p MEWRRECH f, Y1508 2.0 BN~ E N ANEHRAERE P,
(i=1,2,...,N), &

fi(z) = f(Px), 2 =P 1'%, i=1,2,...,N. (2.15)

7

5% s K
min f;(z), (2.16)

Tz€R™
R R A THSIRE # ;. I s KR p RIS #f; = co. HIL, AT
BE|—AWE #f = (#f1,. .., #fy). TEZAERNSEShREE:

mean(#f) = Z # 1, (2.17)

std(#f) = J NZ # fi — mean(#f)]2. (2.18)

i Hf = oo ME ERGHENLSS. 4 N EWE KK, mean(#f) it T
s KA p BF R BUETHE TR, T std(#f) T s R p W RHTFENL SN
O3 R LB T TR, 5 R PR mean(4 ) 1 std(4f) 1 HUE SIETT. Fofi MR,
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TRZE M BBURE . BRATTIE R DA FH AR X A 22

rstd(#f) = % (2.19)

VEMREAG I BURME 7. P IR Lo gt v &, FRATTHEREA N AT SEdh Se st s 7E p
R

AR EH — AL S TFERN. FATEFERXHATILKN A5 THEIT
B 5B AR Z R BURE.

HAeEEUFEIFE M. 0 §2.2 /AN —FE, AT LU ) 7 AR
P, R FIH Performance Profile 5 Data Profile X &Lk T7 L. 5 §2.2 A
A2, FRATEH E T e ) mean(# f) fENEZEIFEFH R EE (BRI §2.2
(1) tps). IGN, G R p, AW MR BT

a.) NTAF, S HITAFIEAETT S mean(#f) RS HTARIR 89— 21 B Heaa b

b.) fEZ&M (2.5) 5% (2.7) H, f* RiHX

min{f k& s SFRF f; KB RMEA, s€S,i=1,...,N} (2.20)

AR FE AR THEANLS N R Z U, ZREem @ 2.1 1 2.2, FRATHEH
PLR P A ] 78

BIER 2.4. S o — I kot it H LA NIk £ AR RIK (R RS)?

AR 2.5. S P —H At e NEE G HBEBERSRB LI RAEH
B afE (a>1)7

)@l 2.5 378 FA], Performance Profile ] DA F8UBM AT LLEL. FATR EH
H(2.1) I s ESCNF s KRB p B std(£f) B rstd(Ff) BIAT; K
fIIFR std(#f) B Performance Profile N5.{% s [ Sensitivity Profile, it~ oy;
MAR rstd(#f) B Performance Profile N%5i% s ] R-Sensitivity Profile, id 4
ps. EATIMERR B RS FE USRI BR, foe .

TRETE R, AR AREZE X LR I S A A




BoE ERBIRMITER MR R 29

XFE, a5 NG T, AN T —FPEA A L T AU B
IR R, Bk K@it Sensitivity Profile Fll R-Sensitivity Profile S B& A%}
THENLE N RZE FBURME, X BRI BT I R v 5E. fRE R A2, R
A2 5 BT A R 58T L OCh, FR VA R A RSB

§2.5 R4E

BRIV 2 FE T B — AN E A R A B R VAN T VA M AR 8 4R B
BV T AN B Aot VL A% ;. Performance Profile 1 Data Profile $24%
TEAEVH B ROTE. AR, LA BN T A A EE AR, RIRAHITE
Wl NRZEXT EIE R FEAE N, §2.3 BB F1RIE 2R B, X2 ma Xt 1
T FEARACTTVERA T ZREH. N 7 2 WP o SRR B, A5
THATRITTE, BT — BRI AR R, BR RAMELI N Sensitivity Profile
F R-Sensitivity Profile HEAS R HVEXTTHE L& N 52 22 B0, 1 HLREWE 5
A SEHL AN R RE T EIT 4. RS & E b, AT X — 4 R A
[F] 1) B

EAERE A, X HE R BUEE X T EL s NRZE S 1. A1
RIINEF NN, §2.4 MARGETET7E AT LU T BRI 00 e 5 (1) £
EME, XEARR. FESRFLE, FivEm ik R A AL SR & IT 6K
BEASE . A4, F PR R R nT DU T — et BRI AR

§2.6 FIR

ATEH §2.3 XN T 2.1 HE 2.1 MFEFIRARS. 25 H X ey ag i1
HEEMA: 26—, IEWIER 2.1 5K 2.1 J /R AR E 2 i JEHLE A
RZGER; 55, ER AR A 5N B AR, AT EH] MATLAB
I’ .

Mk, BAVER P 5 P, &% BDQRTIC il @48 &I, 485 8
fminsearch BR K AR A1) in) @, T T 2 YR, ﬁ;EP, e perml 5 perm2
e 1,...,20 WEH, HTRREREN P 5 P
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Totolo oo oo to foToto folo foto o foTo oo to fodote testpermute .m %ulelotslslololotolslotslstolslotolstotoletololo

%% fminsearch and permutation

n = 20;

maxfun = 200000;

options.MaxFunEvals = maxfun;

options.MaxIter = maxfun;

format long;

perml = [13 16 15 14 2 10 8 12 1 195 20 3 6 18 7 11 4 9 17];

[xminl,fminl,exitflagl,outputl] = ...,
fminsearch(@(x)BDQRTIC(x,perml) ,ones(n,1),options);

fminl

outputl

perm2 = [10 8 16 7 14 2 19 13 17 51 4 18 3 15 9 6 12 11 20];
[xmin2,fmin2,exitflag?2,output2] = ...,

fminsearch(@(x)BDQRTIC(x,perm2) ,ones(n,1),options);
fmin2
output?2
return;
o 1o7o o To o o JoTo o Jo o o Joo o Jo o o Jo o o Jo o o Jo o o Jo o o JoJo o Jo o o JoJo o JoJo o JoTo o o To o o Jo 1o o Jo o o Jo 1o o Jo o o o o
TS SEIL T BDQRTIC 9 Hbre % Hb, #4H perm [ TIIANE
.
Totototo foto o Tooto o Tototo To foto o fototo o fotoTote 0AQLTEIC .10 Yu%atetootolo oo o lotoroto oo lolo oo lo ool ors
%% BDQRTIC with permutation
function f = BDQRTIC(x,perm)
f =0;

n = length(x);
for i =1 : n-4
f=1f+ (x(perm(i))~2 + 2xx(perm(i+1)) "2 + 3*x(perm(i+2))72 ...,
+ 4xx(perm(i+3))~2 + b5*xx(perm(n))~2)"2 + (3 - 4*xx(perm(i)))~2;
end

return;

Yoo oo ToJoToToTo oo o o o o o o o o o o ToTo oo oo fo o o o o o o o o To oo oo oo o o o o o o T ToFo oo o oo o o o oo
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T ARERNTANAA L FI21T testpermute.m i tH 45 R

fminl =

outputl =

fmin2 =

output2 =

iterations:
funcCount:
algorithm:

message:

iterations:
funcCount:
algorithm:

message:

58.320655411509634

5218
6617

'Nelder-Mead simplex direct search'
[1x194 char]

58.320413830188400

50269
62845

'Nelder-Mead simplex direct search'
[1x194 char]

PARE 21 5K 2.1 BRWESE, ©7 2L testpermute.m 5 bdgrtic.m

5N 4 R AR B AS SOk A FE AT A s BE, AT BRI A 47y






F=E BSELTHRIER/IN Frobenius SEHIHEESXIFR
Broyden {&1E

§3.1 5|5

FoEIR R, S E R AR TE U O R B A2 . B
1 Winfield [174, 175] 532, DFO [37, 38, 36]. UOBYQA [131]. NEWUOA [138, 142]
A MNH [172] &5 J79E#RAE F DL T 4 4 ] &

Qrly) = fly), y €Ly (3.1)

BAE SR k PIRAUIER, Qp, Horh Q) N IR EL, T, N k DIEAMHE A
.

A (3.1) &RT Qn REHI—NEMITIRA. By R ) —AD kR
A (n+1)(n+2)/2 MEBE, ProlZEm i (3.1) #EME—R—"1 Qr &
DBEE n+1)(n+2)/2 MREUEREE. BIE n ANRERAIK, X2 TIEREZN.
B LA Z017% &R € (underdetermined) B = Ad{E, BRI |Zy| < (n+1)(n +2)/2
BITETE. 3 4] < (n+1)(n+2)/2 B, R (3.1) & —REMLIETTIRA,
W A T 73 2 A IR B R A R G AT A i e ME— O — e
AL R AEARE 2R (3.1) TH/AME—ANZ B, T3 2 ME— . a2
Ui, IR

Zoin Zi(Qr) (3.2)
s.t. Qr(y) = f(y), y €Ly (3.3)

KHpE M, Hrp 9 &2 R* HITE IRBREM S =E, %, & O ER—1Nz
PRI

DFO 5725 NEWUOA ByEul2idid ik y vk e iy, BARRL i, DFO £
F % /)y Frobenius YU EUd{E @ LA, BIE S Q) FHGEAE 7]

in || V2Qull} 3.4
Zoin [[V-Qellk (34)

s.t. Qr(y) = f(y), y € L (3.5)
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[fifE, IXRALT TR R E Gtk RGE R/ 29050, AT (3.4)-(3.5) & X
FERIFR N HRe /N Frobenius JEEU R, 5 DFO R[], NEWUOA HIMERIEESE &k — 1 25
IEA IR IE IS 5 /)y Frobenius JEEUEIE1S 2], Bl Q) #%€ ONAGEE 7]

iy IV2Qr — VQr-1ll% (3.6)
st Qr(y) = f(y), y€Li (3.7)

M. b, Qpoy 258k — 1 BIAIEIR, Qo = 0. NEWUOA Mg A5 B i) 5 1%
(3.6)—(3.7) 2| 7 WAL B/ NEARIE [53] BB K, ZAEHSEE B
XF#HK Broyden f&1E!.

J3 4k, NEWUOA i&HLF T —FhE MR HiR: kil 2] X)X Broyden & 1E
(3.6)—(3.7) PUEM ZIRRBA G EIEN [ RN, BRI Qu MIEIE,
TES kP /)y Frobenius JOEU@E (3.4)-(3.5) & WBA Q. IXFhE 46
£ NEWUOA HIEACH R A IR LD FIREAR KRR B4 s SRR AR

Conn, Scheinberg 1 Vicente [42] AN, (3.4)—(3.5) 5 (3.6)—(3.7) 5& X HIH
2 D uE 2 B AT T4 (8 A5 Y AU 8 1) TG S A0V R s R T ) B A
3,

Az 5T E /S Frobenius JEEIHE (3.4)-(3.5) HXFR Broyden Z1E (3.6)-
(3.7). §3.2 UFBIX P S BE 7E SR LI 0L T SR, 5 U AE DFO REHEZE T,
PAFN 71208 XIS B AR R ). § 3.3 X NEWUOA Y E R E AR — /i,
FHRH—Fh 5 Z G Bt NEWUOA JRAAS I 73k, IX R0 7 R EAE UA hit
A [P NEWUOA ARG R —4T* B AT B B4 m A I PERE. §3.4 7E NEWUOA YA
HEZE R X £ /)y Frobenius JuHUR B AN FR Broyden 12 1E 45 21| B AR Al — > LL 85
FATRIN, ZaRMGHRs EA S B, 5/ Frobenius U HUE Y B A 0 &, Mk 1) 1%
ARG HIXTFR Broyden & IE153 2| F A A L. §3.5 BATR IS —/N 4.
§3.6 ;&R T X HX Broyden 1Z1E /I I sy,

YHE25% §3.6 PIHTEIC.

25RATMIARIEARE, Conn, Scheinberg M Vicente [42] K i Fi 5e0E & MM S FR A /N Frobenius
JEHUEETY (minimum Frobenius norm models). 2y 1 3R B A SIS 1 X5 DL K 5 RS 16 F7 s kiR, 3%
AT PR EAUE A RMARE. 55% §3.6 T,

3 “Minimum Frobenius norm models have so far proven to be the most successful second-order

models in interpolation-based trust-region-methods” [42] (5.4 7).

Sk, NHBBRIA R S §3.3.
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§3.2 E/)\ Frobenius SB&UHESXIFR Broyden {EIERYRKER

AT LUE 2], X FK Broyden 2 1E2 KT Q) — Qr—1 MR/ Frobenius Ju£
fH. FsL b, ZEMRARAILT ML, AR EUERT, X PP S AR Y 1) S R 71 i £
THOL T 2T

7E NEWUOA 5 DFO H, 4f{H i SR BB SR E AR B, — MR R RIS,
NEWUOA A2 A% F- 4 (i s5 % B ARZZ, 1 DFO DAd AR B 22 (A 0. fE BRI
IR, NEWUOA BC#H PRFFH(E s SR, 3038 AR i AR A U (B S
[F)—A R M7E DFO 1, HEABINIGE S ME e, Sk s s
TN FeAEL A AR T AS 22 fs AR A 1058, X 3 BOB 4 (8 i B2 A5 H B e 8 A
. PETAVIR L, EXMEEN T, S/ Frobenius JEEIHE (3.4)-(3.5) S5XIHK
Broyden 1&1F (3.6)-(3.7) & XHIMALEMIFN. a2, BATE LN e,

T 3.1. % Q-1 A& Frobenius SRR, B T, O Ty, WiE{AFIA
(3.4)-(3.5) 5 (3.6)-(3.7) ¥4

B 3.1 AE U EREMP. JA1E X Q EREAFR (semi-inner product
[44])
(P,Q) =Tr [(V*P)(V*Q)], P.Q€Q, (3.8)

WA )8 (3.4)—(3.5) 5 (3.6)—(3.7) NiZEHE R M. id
Hy={Q € Q:Qy) =0,y € I}, k>1. (3.9)

Ii O L1, W0 Hi C Hio1. Qr_1 NI /N Frobenius U U M & 0k &
Quo1 L Hp—1, M Qrey L Hye HBE, XSHEM Q € 9, Q L Hy MHALY
Q — Qu—1 L Hy, MIHEE R (3.4)~(3.5) 5 (3.6)—(3.7) 5.

bRl W, AR DFO HyESE T/ /) Frobenius JEEUR Y (HIE LB T,
BAR EHSRA T XFR Broyden £ 1E. A2 EMZE, BEIR NEWU0A HIEETX}
% Broyden & 1E, 1HE A Bt K H & /N Frobenius YEEHMEA, X e A%EG 5
R B EIFIEEOR. T — 15 RA T XA — 5T

5 “Naturally, given a set of points with known function values, we would like to interpolate as many

of them as possible, since we would like to use as much of the provided information as possible” [38].
6 “If we can add the new point to the interpolation set without dropping any other point from the

set, we do so” [38].
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§3.3 NEWUOA AUBEFHIGHIANLAK NEWUOA JRACREAY— 1 eiuit
§3.3.1 NEWUOA FUEEFFIRRIA

KB FIER], LM BN FR Broyden & 1F 5 X R BIAIE SE NS k
WA RIBRT, NEWUOA 28G5 Qo BIMEIE, ¥ Q) & X N/ Frobenius
TR, X — R E IR, A Q) Bt f /) Frobenius YEEBIA. Eit
S X R E TG R AE KRB 2, e KRS EIEN AR, BRI
SEE HHEFH S REAE 2 G Rh R RNE R, 5RANTIEIER
EAREAIE. A, WA BEIFR? T E I R?

7E NEWUOA FTHEEHR, R Z50d KA, FyECR 2B, ) NEWU0A iR
K E B3R5 R EOE RHIRERL, 382 L/ Frobenius JUBUEEAY. Ak, fE4&
(ERITEAR T T W e sS4 5, Powell [138] f &

RATIO < 0.01, H [[VQins(wo)[l2 < 0.1][VQ(20)l]2 (3.10)

FET AL, Hor RATIO B MUSIAAHI N EEEL (BISE 1.3 ) pr), Qune J9HT
JE R BRI B/ Frobenius YEHURAY, Q JURXHR Broyden & 1EE LRI AL,
xo NIEEHAE R (1657 Powell [138)); #IEL =K A (3.10) #MOL, W5E
SUN— AN Qu, HBLE EITAR.

fF (3.10) ', RATIO < 0.01 =MkE E— DB TFREIAE —J7m,
AL FRAT XS A A & f /N AR AL S IR AT B AUA o W, T,
R E— MR B X R Broyden 2 1E15 2, X3 ] E— & 1IEIF A R ).
|V Qint (o) ]2 < 0.1[|VQ(20)]l2 BWE Q HI—FrIRELZ KT Qume. MMLUITRL,
RYE Qe WIE X, Q FIZ IR KT Qe XULH], W AT 0 £
PR Broyden B 1E, 23— RELECRIBEA. - TX WA, A5 &/
T EUS AR R Broyden & 1E2 A B H). RE W, Powell [138] il H T/
S AXFR Broyden 121E, # R A 7E_EIRE OUELE H I = IR A THGH2IE, &
FEE IR,

PR EFFMEFAR M GRS S T NEWUOA (IR, X5 T HI6) 71T L2
% Powell [138] MHEUES K. KT EIFHBHIEZ YT, HiEZSF Powell [138].



BEE LEET &/ FROBENIUS V603 5% BROYDEN f&1E 37

§3.3.2 NEWUOA JFACEBR— P EUH

AN 83T Powell #4% 2010 4E 11 H 1 HIRMEA A CEE I
NEWUOA 535 Fortran 77 JEACHS. FRATA I, £ NEWUOA HIYR(RAEH HEIH4h
FIHEN 5 Powell [138] FIAUERA BT A, He i —AN 2 R8T X R b i Bk,
P ARHD R B A5 1 DU I B L 25K 2

IRATIO| < 0.01. (3.11)

LR AHATLAE NEWUOA JSAREDFAIEE 446 17 FATH LR, 264 [RATIO| < 0.01
5 %1k RATIO < 0.01 W —NER? XA BUE — DA LR . 28010, BA)
R FISEISAERT, —#F I R IE R+ B 1.

AT NEWUOA AL HIEH 446 4T
| IF (DABS(RATIO) .GT. 1.0D-2) THEN |

| IF ((RATIO) .GT. 1.0D-2) THEN |
BB —ANFR A NEWU0A %65, FXZ N NEWUOAm (NEWUOA modified). #RJ5 AT
KHSE % §2.4 HLPEN AR R KL NEWU0AD 5 5451 NEWUOA 16, &A1
A3k e A4 /2 Toint [162]+ CUTEr [67] Powell [138] A& Luksan, Matonoha
A1 Vicek [100] H I 50 AN AT AR HER I TC LI RAR AL A) @, [] @44 BRTER 3.1 HRea .
Hr, TOINTTRIC BUH Toint [162], ARWHEAD. CHROSEN. PENALTY1.
PENALTY2. SPHRPTS f1 VARDIM HUH Powell [138], DIXMAANM. DIX-
MAANN. DIXMAANO. DIXMAANP A1 FLETCBV3 B H Luksan, Matonoha
F Vicek [100], H4x A #EEH CUTEr [67). ARGLINA. ARGLINB fl ARGLINC
o) @ 25 m By 2n. 18 H BR RS W06 ROE S PR RN OSCER. TR A
PR ) B, FeATTXE 200 24, 28, 324 36+ 40 ZF 6 NEBGHHT TR Bk
KARARAZIR §2.4 017 10 IRFENLE . FAVGE T REREE (RIZAE (2.5) 1
T) N 107 (i = 2,4,6,8,10) B R BUETHRE EL, BTt 7k E IR LI
PRBE TS IR (551 (2.7) HRER®S £ = 10710).

TR, BRATSIBRHAT T 2 x 10 x 6 x 50 = 6000 YRR 11 FT FHAM N ERCREAT, FTASELR
AR A RER . DRI, Bl I IR A A M R, 58 S T 1T U R I RO R A

SERATA A (2.7) HBH e BB 4. IKREN, FUEHAN NENUOA SR Ik R4 10 ks
BEKHBIRTER, 100 4E LAy B B —IR2E 10710 LA ks S SRS 5 F A il o ST BEVC8, (AR AR J2
SRAFRE BEIRRAR, BATI R RS BORAS AT, S SN, 3% 5 e e 4 AR IR S0 R
PR bR A AR R .
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2 3.1 P A 44

ARGLINA ARGLINB ARGLINC ARWHEAD  BDQRTIC
BROWNAL BROYDN3D BRYBND CHROSEN COSINE
CRAGGLVY CURLY10 CURLY20 CURLY30 DIXMAANE
DIXMAANF DIXMAANG DIXMAANH DIXMAANI  DIXMAANJ
DIXMAANK DIXMAANL DIXMAANM DIXMAANN DIXMAANO
DIXMAANP DQRTIC EDENSCH EG2 ENGVAL1
FLETCBV2 FLETCBV3 FREUROTH GENBROWN GENHUMPS
INTEGREQ LIARWHD NONCVXUN PENALTY1  PENALTY2
POWER SBRYBND SCHMVETT SCOSINE SPARSINE
SPARSQUR  SPHRPTS TOINTGSS  TOINTTRIG VARDIM
NEWUOA HJACHS & =N P el 28, BV AN P 4 L o 1)

NPT. HJ4E{E #3215 RHOBEG DA A 2% 115 #4214 RHOEND. {ESEZIG A, NPT 4%

Powell [138] HJHEAHL 2n + 1, n J91n] f4E%; RHOEND HX NEWUOA AXAY Fi 3 HY

1075, RHOBEG FHUIE 2 Wi Ff1E I Powell [138] FIIIR i & 4% SC 45 HA #)  =X

B, HoAth je) X 1. NEWUOA {5 H 1 PIAME MRS, BN I E B IA

IJ RHOEND k42 1. ﬁ 5152 % Powell [138]. NEWUOAm FIARESANAUIERL T

NEWUOA fUHS A28 446 17, H A5 NEWUOA 5E 4 AHE. szabdr, FRA1i5 B &
KeRBUETHR ECN 50000.

BATHISLEF- 542 Dell PC (OPTIPLEX 755), &%is& Ubuntu 9.04 (Linux
2.6.38-15-generic), FiiFdr2 GCC 4.3.3 1 gfortran.

K 3.1 21 3.6 441 7 NEWUOA 5 NEWUOAm 7£ 33 & /S [F)KE B R DA R %
R H AR LI Y Performance Profiles Data Profile. Sensitivity Profile 5 R-

Sensitivity Profile. 288k 5 150 B 5L R Bk AF. DR Profile @ XiE &%

B

Al PLVE 3], Jow &1k & Wi f], NEWUOAm 1] Performance Profiles Data
Profile. Sensitivity Profile 1 R-Sensitivity Profile & /& &1 NEWUOA. IX i HH,
FEFRAT SL 5 1, NEWUOAm TG 8 78 T 55 5 89 38 52 X v SEHL & N iR 22 1) UK
P77 T #T AL T NEWUOA. ¢ 7l ﬁ{%&:% e, & —M& % T, NEWUOAR HY

Performance Profile #B7& JUF7K ). X Ui, XFsLi6ad g JUFrf i, HE
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NEWUOAm SKAFRLY), & Fr A6 2% i sk B i v 5 8o A B NEwuoa 2.

S50 R &y DL AEFRATAIA R, NEWUOAm 3R BLAL T 5 4R bt A 1
NEWUOA fXAS. a2 i, AUz 7 NEWUoA JEACHS 1 —47 (M4 7 DABS
VUASEBE), BRAR 2] T — St iR B ARAY, 33X —Ml i Je R 1 /£ NEWUOA H
R I8 I ATLEE T 4 1 B

FT UL, FATEUH NEWUoAm AURD AR 4R kAR 1) NEWUOA XGRS, 4 )5,
AR SR F] ) NEWUOA RRD 344 NEWUOAm AR ARED, JRUGRRA ) RIGAS
ff . BATFEAERNME LS NEWU0A HE47 ELECHS, NEWUOA A8 74 i K (178
77, EFERI LA A = L.

1 T T T T T T T 1

0.9y 1 0.9r
08 t 1 08 -

0.7f ] 0.7f
0.6 ] 0.61
g, 05} 1 B os
3 =)
0.41 1 0.4
0.3f 1 0.3r
0.2f 1 0.2r
0.1f —NEWUOA 0.1 —NEWUOA
‘‘‘‘‘ NEWUOAm = =-NEWUOAm
0 ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘
0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1 1.2 1.4 Oo 10 20 30 40 50 60
Iogz(oc) o
(a) Performance Profile (b) Data Profile
1 T T T T 1 T
oo —— ] ool —"
0.8 1 0.8
0.7 1 0.7
0.6[ 1 0.6[
3 osl g
p 0.5 o 0.5
0.4f 1 0.4f
0.3 1 0.31
0.21 1 0.21
0.1F ——NEWUOA 0.1F —NEWUOA
‘‘‘‘‘ NEWUOAm = =-NEWUOAm
% 5 10 15 20 25 % 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16
log, (@) 10g,(c)
(c) Sensitivity Profile (d) R-Sensitivity Profile

K] 3.1: NEWUOA 5 NEWUOAm HIEUERIL (K5 7 = 1072)
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0.9r
0.8F
0.71
0.6r

—, 0.5¢

0.4
0.3 1 0.3r

0.2f 1 0.2r

0.1F —NEWUOA 0.1F —NEWUOA
= =-NEWUOAm == NEWUOAm
o ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘
0 0.5 1 1.5 2 00 20 40 60 80 100
log, () o

(a) Performance Profile (b) Data Profile

E)
o
0.4f
0.3} 1 0.3}
0.2t 1 0.2}
0.1t — NEWUOA 0.1} —NEWUOA
== NEWUOAm == NEWUOAm
% 5 10 18 20 25 % 5 10 15
Iog2 o) Iogz(oc)
(c¢) Sensitivity Profile (d) R-Sensitivity Profile

& 3.2: NEWUOA 5 NEWUOAm IEUERIN (K 7= 107%)
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1 1
0.9y i 0.9
0.8 0.8f
0.7t 07t
0.6 0.6f
E, 05t 2 05
B %)
0.4f ] 0.4}
0.3f 1 0.3f
02r 1 0.2f
0.1F —NEWUOA 0.1r —NEWUOA
== NEWUOAm == NEWUOAM
0 ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘
0 05 1 15 2 % 50 100 150
logh(@) o
(a) Performance Profile (b) Data Profile

03 03
02 02
0.1 0.1t —NEWUOA
~==-NEWUOAm
% 1 2 3 4 % 05 1 15 2 25 3
log,,(c) log, (o)
(c¢) Sensitivity Profile (d) R-Sensitivity Profile

P 3.3: NEWUOA 5 NEWUOAm FOUEE R (K5 7 = 1079)
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0.1F —NEWUOA 0.1F NEWUOA
= =-NEWUOAm = =-NEWUOAm
0 . . ! . . .
0 0.5 1.5 2 00 50 100 150 200

1
log, () o

(a) Performance Profile (b) Data Profile

03 03
0.2f ] 02 |
01f —— NEWUOA 01t — NEWUOA
~=-=-NEWUOAm -=-=-NEWUOAm
% o5 1 15 2 25 3 35 4 % 05 1 15 2 25
0g,,(c) log,,(cr)
(c¢) Sensitivity Profile (d) R-Sensitivity Profile

/& 3.4: NEWUOA 5 NEWUOAm IEUERIN (K 7= 1078)



TEEMAL T /N FROBENIUS 6%t {5 5 % # BROYDEN & 1E

43

0.3
0.21
= =-NEWUOAm
00 015 | 1.5 2

109, (o)

(a) Performance Profile

0.41
0.3
0.2
0.1p ——NEWUOA
= =-NEWUOAm
00 015 1‘ 115 3 3.5 4

2 25
10, (o)

(c¢) Sensitivity Profile

0.1 ——NEWUOA
= =-NEWUOAm

0 50 100 150 200 250 300
o

(b) Data Profile

0 0.5 1 1.5 2 25
log, )

(d) R-Sensitivity Profile

3.5: NEWUOA 5 NEWUOAm HIEUERIL (KJE 7 =10717)
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0.9r

0.4t
0.3t
0.2f 0ol
== NEWUOAm == NEWUOAm
% 05 Iogia) 15 % 50 100 150 260? 250 300 350 400
(a) Performance Profile (b) Data Profile
1 1
o9t 0.9}

0.3} 0.3}
0.2} 0.2}
= =-NEWUOAm == NEWUOAm
0O 015 1‘ 1‘.5 é 215 3 3.5 00 015 1‘ 2 2.5

logs(e)

(c¢) Sensitivity Profile

Iogz(li?

(d) R-Sensitivity Profile

3.6: NEWUOA 5 NEWUOAm FIBUERI (ERARLIL)
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§3.4 B/ Frobenius SBEURESXIFR Broyden {EIERILLER

RESR B /)y Frobenius o HUE A 5% FK Broyden 1 1E/3 R IR “ B4 HIIE
B 2 H A2 T RS A RS I8 1) TG S EO07 VR s s D R AL IS A — A
AR (1) 7] B 3 A R S A B 02 A 36 3 {5 36 T 3 1 P 2 1Y) S B
THE R — AN L.

FATHISLIGAE NEWUOA HISEVERESE Nt T, BA1e L— 5% LEN, &5k
p— P #HAEH & /N Frobenius JEEAA, BRIt 2 M5 NEWUOA %A £ X 1.
9 NEWUOA B35 T §3.1 HAHIIEIGEAR, Frbl LFN LN TR0 # ST
SR NEWUOA Uik, WA Tnr LAMRZS 5 1 B NEWUoA HIAAS1S 3] LEN AUfRRS: K
FE L NEWUOA fRAD I E I A HEN], & Fvdg—D# B I 4 R AT

AR =5 §2.4 BSLHITPOMA F ok LUK PR RE . FRATTR I i 2
£ §3.3.2 AR I 50 AN AT AR GER I TE 29 AARAL TR R % T — N AR ]
AR 20, 24, 28, 32, 36+ 40 %5 6 NEHGEAT T RM. B — R AEE %R
§2.4 i 17 10 IRBENLE #e. FRATG T T RAEREEE (BRI (2.5) 1/ 7) N 107
(i=1,...,10) R EBUETT RS, B8 TIER B RL IR R BUE T 5 IR
(G (2.7) FEL e = 10719).

NEWUOA FJACHS o F /2 W% 2 % NPT. RHOBEG A1l RHOEND fHikHX 5 §3.3.2
AHTE. LEN 532 AR IS AU B B 1 NEWUOA ARG i TR e, H A& o5
NEWUOA SE4AHE. seath, FoA1v B i ok sl BB v 5 A 50000.

FATHI LI §3.3.2 AH[F.

Kl 3.7 &K 3.17 45 i TNEWUOA 5355 LEN SVETEN 2 A [F RS B 2K DA
NIEAR H SR IERS ) Performance Profiles Data Profiles Sensitivity Profile 45
R-Sensitivity Profile. FIZ&ik & Ui B HIERIERLF. DU Profile B X 1% 2%
o

IR S5 SRR B, NEWUOA VA E LEN SR EUAR KRR B AR T SR Ak
BRI EESR. FRATT G R B A B A A %) R BB TH SR B, IX AR IIAE Performance
Profile Il Data Profile 1. AJPAE H, KRN 1071 B, PIFE AR IIAE 2,
FEEN 1072 5 1073 I, LFN BRI R I 240 T NEWU0A H%k; KN 1074
i, LEN BVARSAL T NEWUOA B0i%, HIXHIAK, MR EAKT 107° DL
5B RZIERT, NEWUOA SVERIRI BT LEN 5k

FATF R L SR XS T S A N AR ZE U, IX AR BLTE Sensitivity
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Profile il R-Sensitivity Profile H1. A] LA H, S EEA ST 107° I, LFN BER
FUU T NEWUOA 535 HREEAMET 1076 DLEREBRZ LR, 7F Sensitivity
Profile fJ& X~ NEWUOA BEMR I T LEN 553%, MIAE R-Sensitivity Profile
[f) 7 SCR, LFN B9 KR I IEAE T NEWUOA 59% (LFN 595 R-Sensitivity
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AR — MW mIEE T,

IR SEEG A IR R AR T 20 = 40 4ER ). 1K 3.18 IR T NEWUOA B
k5 LFN BE 5k ME 100 48 ARWHEAD [ 5 CHROSEN [a] @145 51 i) &
BE TR, b, IRAVRIGHHE 2, XM RS, 1ERPTH LFy 59k
ROFE L, MEA G NEWU0A ByER I 4.

WAFE A, FRATSEIG A RESE N NEWUOA LS DFO HiEM R, X
SN, BATMLESELE NEWU0A FIFVANESL N3EAT. DFO BERIRL R T &
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§3.5 B

KB T T FEARAL 5/ Frobenius 75 303# {4 5 X X Broyden &
1E. 3 H TR A A 5 T 3 R A 2R R 48 1 TE 5 300 T R B T AR R A
WS, ATE ek B 7 IX RS EE AE R LT N A, BRI T D
Frobenius U045 84 1) DFO HiEA B R A 7 X#R Broyden 121E. 73— 77 M,
T X FR Broyden & IE 1Y) NEWUOA 57324 Bt R F £ /]y Frobenius JE 2514
X & NEWUOA BiERE I ER. AT R I NEWUOA YEAR AL H I B T 4 vk
5 Powell [138] HHAUR KA FTAE. T BT AT T B b 1) BRI — AN FEAR,
TAE B NEWUOA VARSI —4T, 193] 7 — DR CAY NEWUOAm. 7E3RA]
(1) 5256 1 NEWUOAm 465 B AL T IR 4R AR A ) NEWUOA ARG, PRth, FRATTE U
NEWUOAm fUHBARE I 26 i A 1Y) NEWUOA 469, FRATIELLER T &/ Frobenius 641
B 55 FR Broyden 12 IEAE NEWUOA HVEHESE T BRI, AEFRATHI LI+, K
FR A P AN e I AT AR, T AR B IEAR S IXTFR Broyden & IE R IUBRLT, X2 A
FXFE Broyden & IELEIEAGEFE HE A0 R R0 Hh 245 B Bh T2 &1 R S S80E
B, PUONAR 22 5B nl UG TSR A b B2 225K A, BT/ Frobenius i A%
RULEARRE B R N Y R AR BN 1% 51 S 2 8 i EE A

fE §3.3 1, FRATIEE A I NEWUOAm FR N X NEWUOA B9 [ B5cdk, AR N
Xf NEWUOA JRACAS R Bk, BRX — it 4B & 78 Powell [138] Xf NEWUOA HJ
A XA R GRS I IAFE, FEIFEA XA B X — it H
A WA, — & JEREIFEHERRT NEWU0A AR B, — 2 N5 i B b s
Pt —ANEE A Y] NEWUOA IRRAS. FRATA BBAEFRAT LS NEWU0A LU,
NEWUOA RERAER NI 1, IXFEHEERA A R X

Wi §3.3 5 §34 MLIILATE H, &/ Frobenius U £ 15 A 5 Xt R
Broyden & 1E % H MM, W & MGG DA IR & HECE. R E %
T 50 P Bl SR N 2 A B BV — R T 5 L B R, IR AR AT A A A A
Frobenius JEEEAY, 254G WL MIXFR Broyden B 1E. B e 3554 4 i A I 2
Forb R oG BE a) . E—M, RS B DS

(1-— Uk)@i + O'kQE (3.12)

TENRAL, i Q) N/l Frobenius WHRAL, QF AXFR Broyden 2 1L 3]
HIRR, oy, e MMHESH. BRI S E A (3.1). Hri i SeH A



BEE LEET &/ FROBENIUS V603 5% BROYDEN f&1E 59

& o BT, {54 NEWUOA I EEITAGSEME, FRATAT URTE Q)1 MIRIL (1013 i
W R LR QB 5 QF M RET HRIfE o). B —FHERZ,
— RS B T, —AMEH QF B ABAL H—MEH QP 1E R
B 5k + 1 R, @ AT s A MR R R IR E QF,, MiZH Qf
Wt QP AZIEMFE]. X PRI ML M T EE ST, DL X el (A 15
BFF LT i) 8

§3.6 KTILESEXITR Broyden {EIERIASEIEIC
AR, BAIA HITC S E R Broyden 1&1E 524 #7715 1K
VR, FERRZAE I ka7 )
XFFK Broyden 1& IE f - B BUE NG00 VA B E AR TG L R AR AL 7]

min f(x). (3.13)

zeR?

Ho f WSS E0TH. WS k BIEARRATE V2 f(xn) —NERL B, H
Sp = Tpp1 — Tk # 0, Yy = V[(@p1) — Vf(ar), (3.14)

WL AT A RIXE AR Broyden (2 1E 2 3&

(ye — Bisi)sy + sk(yx — Besi) sy (yx — Bisi)sesy,

By = B, +
+1 k T T
Sk Sk (sg sk)?

(3.15)

ZAEIERT LEEAR N Broyden JEXIARFR 1 E1E [190] FIXIFR1L. B H Powell [123]
(1970 4F) 2, FTLLE AR N Powell XX Broyden A, f&#k PSB (Powell’s
symmetric Broyden) A .. Dennis 1 Schnabel [53] & i, PSB A& —/N i/
Frobenius JBEEIE A, k2 H LT e H.

EIE 3.2 ([53], ®H 4.2). %X By, sH4k, M PSB AKX (3.15) 4489 By £

=] 28

min ng'_'lgk”F (3.16)
s.t. Bs, = yr, By = By (3.17)

AR —
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RIFEERE S, 2B 3.2 Wby

IR 3.3. % Q) A—ANRRH. AR

min [|V*Q — V*Qillr (3.18)
s.t. VQ(@kt1) = Vf(@k41) (3.19)
VQ(zx) = Vf(xr) (3.20)
Q(@rt1) = [(Thy1) (3.21)

a9 v — fE
Qx) = %(l’ — 241) Brg1(x — 2p1) + [V f (w0)] " (@ = 2g1) + [ (2041). (3.22)

AF, By W PSB AKX (3.15) &, By = V2Q,.

HIE AT L, B1E (3.6)—(3.7) & PSB AT F A,

Powell it FHH5 I (3.6)(3.7) BI N SRR 7 b, X — 15 1F it 5.
LT SCHR 2 E Powell [134] (2002 4 2 H), & F&AKKRZAE Powell [136] (2003
1), Powell [138] 4t T — B AT I 55 k30, HB AR, % T % H T 1 o
TR T 2002 £ 1 . HARX - BIENRIEFRILZIG, Powell & -0 7t 4
TAZA TGS, BRI NEWU0A HVE. HiX— 1B 1E/ Fortran SEILH 3|
2003 4F 12 H A 5ER, BN “throughout the first 18 months of the development,
computer rounding errors caused unacceptable loss of accuracy in a few difficult
test problems”. NEWUOA SyE A 702 i@ KA # 9r1)°. ¢T NEWUOA HIHH 5T
HEfE, Powell 7£ 2002 4F 2 A [134]. 2002 &= 10 A [133]. 2003 &= 3 H [135] fI
2004 £ 1 A [140] Je/afE T, EHE 2004 4F 11 A, HELRIEIE (3.6)-(3.7)
fethil 3 E 2 )5, Powell [138] A28 —IRVEAIN 4 | 2 TiZ12 IE ) NEWUOA 5EiZ.
Jak, Powell [144] (2010 £E 3 H) BEIE (3.6)-(3.7) i T ¥ & (FA PEAEHIY &=
FEADHRIX — 9 ).

Powell [134, 133, 135, 140, 138] IAIKZIE (3.6)—(3.7) FRJ9 “8 /) Frobenius
JEHEIE (least Frobenius norm updating)”; M7E Powell JGRI L [143, 144,

¥ “The development of NEWUOA has taken nearly three years. The work was very frustrating ...”
[138].
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145] PLJ Powell 2011 4 9 H 21 HRLGASTAEE 1 email o, 2B EHRR N
“XTFR Broyden (symmetric Broyden)”. A T8 H 2 =N 28K, FoNEHE
7~ TR SR,






BT IREREHY Sobolev () SEEINEETSEULHLFRY

AR
§41 5IF
AR, A R
min Zi(Qr) (4.1)
s.t. Qu(y) = f(y), y € Iy (4.2)

28 R AL 38 T 3 URE T S U T R R AT Herb @ D R TR
R 28], P 8 Q B —MNZ K, T, A—DMGE 5. RIEASE
BWRHSCE, T REBUNERI T, REEE (4.1)-(4.2) MIERIR ) Conn
A Toint [43]. A8 H

Zu(Q) = V*QIi + IVQ(z0) - (4.3)

o, xp NSk OBIEARARE BTG, Conn AT Toint [43] R, (A kiR
ISR — N EIE L — AN R T A IR 20 1 LANCELOT [34] 78 Fp 1A S5 58 v ST
Fasg. BAE, fEE NIRRT MR HAriz o8 (4.3) BIGIABIHL. L Conn A
Toint [43] FIFVE AT, Conn, Scheinberg A1 Toint [36, 37, 38] #4i& | DFO 5
¥, DFO STEEUYE FARME A (4.1)-(4.2) MIREBERL, Rl DFO MR R 58 =5
A E/N Frobenius UEUEAY. #ef) i, DFO 1M I HARZ BN

Zu(Q) = [V*Q[;. (4.4)

Wild [172] $& Hi# MNH Bk WA T B/ Frobenius JE B8, Conn, Schein-
berg 1 Vicente [42] 18I T ) EH A HAMZ K (4.4) 3&4E T — MR

TEIE 4.1 ([42], 2 5.4). BEEEE T = {vo, v1, -, Y} (M>n) &
e
B={zxeR": |z—1yls<r} (4.5)
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W 4B 1
Lz;(yl—yo S Ym — Yo) )

A n. FfTRB LT, Vf T B L Lipschitz #%:, B Lipschitz % %
A v >0, A AFALAT R AEE S

4.

—~
(@)

Q) = fly), ye€Ly (4.7)

M R&H Q 5HEMTMceB, A
IVQ() — V@I < 22 L4 oo+ [V2Q)r (48

VAR -
Q) — fla)| < ( Vg4 ) (v + [V2Q])r. (4.9)

P Lt A L2

EEIR 4.1 MESUE, R/ME IR Hessian i FE 0 5 Fp 500 B T8
X HARR AR EL. FEFEERZ, E8 4.1 F Hessian FE TS 2-70
¥, 1M DFO ByEAI HARZ MR (4.4) ' Hessian 5 AIVEEE Frobenius Ju%. #
FIUEUL, T 4.1 AR EARZ R (4.4) FEHLRE TR DI RERE.

Powell [134, 133, 135, 140, 138, 142, 143] % FK Broyden #51E5I AT F 5
IR R . SB=2 AN, X Broyden 18 1E 218 H H ARz 5K

Q) = IV?Q — V2Qr1 |7 (4.10)
KAfESE b DEARRIAET. XSHR Broyden 1B 1IER—MIE A, WS HEREREL f
RNIREREL, A HIZAZIER B PE Q, e
IV2Qr — V2 [l
= V?Qr-1 — V2 [t = IV?Qr — V2Qr 1|} (4.11)
< V2Qi-1 — V3|2

ik, V2Qy e V2Qy_ BEFHUEIR V2, BRIE V2Q) = V2Q)_1.
Powell [144, 146] #E]~ 7 X K Broyden 1&1E. HAHi%k 27 HARZ BB (4.10)
HEIN—AD B, B E

Fi(Q) = IV*Q = V?Qrillf + olIVQ(z0) — VQi-1(z0) 3, (4.12)
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HhdE M EH o 58 o € R™ AFIEHENZE. AT iR BARZ i\ e
BT EEIANFR Broyden 2 1E. B EK— ML HEESE o 5 20 1
EHL. R Lagrange fH{EJE K%L, Powell [144, 146] 25 H T IX LS w1 BT
3.

Custddio, Rocha 1 Vicente [46] 4 4fi{H 171 & (4.1)(4.2) € B EH T 24
HEEEEETE EEHEE T 5/ Frobenius JEEE AN XTHX Broyden 1& IE
TE MR 2 AR R R (4.1)—(4.2) A BAriz R (4.4) A1 (4.10) 132
AR, VR, AR ER HERZ R (4.10) RILTEAL.

A HFRZ B (4.3)s (4.4). (4.10) IB& (4.12), FHME M (4.1)-(4.2)
HB AT LAV ZS 9 LT ]

min [|V*Qf + o VQ(zo)ll2 (4.13)
st. Qy) = F(y), y € Z, (4.14)

Hrp o NIERFEE, 20 € R NEE S, T A—DMEEAE, F AEXET -
[ —A R L.
TENERMAE, R F ROSFETRERM (4.2) RRRE f. ohn, ZHEXT
FX Broyden 12 1E 54 X FX Broyden 18 IEF AL Jyadife inl @ (4.13)—(4.14) 1)
X, HATFESL
Q= Qr — Qi-1, (4.15)
B3N]
Fy) = [(y) — Qe(y), y €L (4.16)
7 Powell [134, 133, 135, 140, 138, 142, 143, 144, 146] W75, T, I — &
ANET Ty, WBR T EZAN, F AR L, FR— R AE.
PATRRIEAE 7] B (4.13)—(4.14) NE/MIEEAEE (least-norm interpolation)
o) R 4 A R H ARz B A =B, ST 1A R, T H,
FER—ADTWEZE, FTUT05m S0, A S g B 70X — & B S sz
1 H ARz k. AT FEZH 172 8%z ket — Ly 2B, A TR
PDE HSH &) A 65 oADK R — S T2 R I SEA . L an
B, 1ZZ BRI Hr A U & S A7 R4 B2 4 Hessian FEFF Frobenius 78
BT SRR ViU 0 S8 o 5 20 BJUTE A4, NiZanfiik
Hy?
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AREWEHWT. §4.2 B E AN Sobolev 7% 8] H 15 H 5 - Yu £ ) 2 X
§4.3 WL IRERELAE 0o BR B HY udl; IRATH IR R H0E A4 HiX
Phve R E L 1E §4.4 H, FRATUE B S /MU BGAE LR _E R fE—A £ Bk
EMEIEE R B BT, S o 5 o R BRI R S ERG; X
RER R BN EGERE IR T — R . A IX LB S §4.5 AT RN
X#% Broyden 121, FIH o 5 xo WJUAE X, FATE H XS5 1% T
§4.6 W ZIRBRELAE €, (1 <p < oo) Bk LH HO Y63E H' Y68, XLy
5 HM g e, H KRB R R AL B ENNRES; X
ez BN T 0, BB TV E T RE A . §4.7 R AFEM— DAL

§4.2 Sobolev (¥) SBEUEN

AT EAS 4 Sobolev 7% [A] H TE A 5 6 B € . N fai s, JATTA
FINTT SCRR L, A AN AE 3 pR R = SO A 4. T SRR 0= S Y Sobolev
ZEHRIE S Adams [2] 1 Evans [61].

N T MR IA B e T A, AT TR AT AR AR (multi-index). 5T
HARFRHIOME D, B AT S BAT A — AR B R 2 oo R Fopt. T T RAT] 45
Sobolev JEE 5 - VEH ) E X.

BN 4.2 L QAR —ARBK, fA QLR k AIERELK,
1<p<oo & f&QLEmARTH, BEMn T4 o HL o <k, A

o f »
s € L7(Q), (4.17)
W) =2 3L
aozf p P
[ f e () = (Z = ) (4.18)
o <k LP(Q)

A fAEQ B8y HY R4, X

B =

of

oz

|f|H’W(Q) = (Z
|

al=k

p
(4.19)
LP(Q)

A fAEQ L& HEP F5E
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R2 ORI ON HY. RFEFRNTRA B EREN H° s H s %018
IE)(42 CA Al

1l o) = UQ |f(56)|201f6}é (4.20)

it 1
iy = { / HVf(x)Hder- (4.21)
Al BT Rl f 5 VI LA(Q) JuiL

§4.3 TREREME (» BRERY H! F5E8

AHERS ZIRREAE R™ ) 6 BRER HY s JOTH R &
Bz X Ry 8 i AR 5

T 4.3. K a9 AR F—4& r A—EHK, B
By(xg) ={x € R": ||z —x¢ll2 <7} (4.22)
ARAFAEAT Q € Q,
Qg = Vor [ IVQIR V@] (423)
PV, R F [, EARREGHRAR,

JFBE. 4
9=VQ(zy), B=VQ. (4.24)
24

QL (8520)

— /” 1B w0+ gla
z—xoll2<r

- / 1Bz + g|2 s
lzll2<r

= /”” (:BTBQx+2xTBg—I— ||g||§) dx
T 2<'r’

(4.25)
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T XFRYE, 2TBg 2B NE. RN,
£A<|m@dx=vwwwﬁ. (4.26)

BRI BB 2B, Aok MR, BB B WA AR, BRIk
VT JXRF, HA R AT L

1
/ " B2 dy = —||B||2F/ |2 de. (4.27)
[|lz][2<r n l|lzll2<r

2 Va(t) AT Sy(t) 7 mldRon R HEA208 ¢ 1 £ BRIRFAAR IR, A4

Sa(t) = “L1(t) = var = o8,

ES)l:e
/Lu<rdedx:1Ardf/lh:JhﬂidsziArﬁwadt::j:jpa (4.29)
WUV AL .

EIE 4.3 BB, ZIRBREL Q 1E b BR B HY EIEEF 7 2 ||V2Q|E M
IVQ(z0) |2 II—NHA, H oo AERG, HERFHERIIERRE. X—4%
AW B, BAHIRATAT DUAEEAR bR & IR B FEAE — > £ BR B
RN, 30— A IR BRHOR UL AP LI, POV BB REA R E . B2, &
7~ T Hessian FiFF Frobenius Y877 RS EE 2-35 50 (1)~F 5 4L & ) 43
PR U S, AT BRATT AT DR T U & SGEFR A & S 4L

§4.4 H' ¥FeHU A TRIR/IEEUEE

TIRBRELH HY SR T B N OB A — R A AT IRAT
FEAM PR IR HY 70500 A A B /N TE AU .

L, AR RN HOHE RS X L I HARZ NI Py (o).

min [|V2Q|2 + o||VQ(x0)||2
Q€eQ (Pl(U))

st. Q(z) = F(x), z €.
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PAMBARE R 5
Q(zx)=F(x), z€T (4.30)

£ Q ERMEN, Myl
{Qe Q: Q(x)=F(x), v €I} +#0D. (4.31)
HER 4.3, ATLAE A Py (o) i@ Py(r):

min |Q| g1 (5r (0
min |Q| 1 (55(a0)) (Par)
st. Q(x)=F(x), z€Z

FEFEAN R S ESR SN, AT H R 27 A% e iR T b S 1.

Lo >0 M, EFEMTERE SRR, AT EMBmT.

B 4.4. % 0 >0, WRADEHKSEEEA Pi(o) FMTFEA Py(r), £ F
r=+/(n+2)/o.

AW, 2o >0 W, s/ TEEUEE R A BT ERTE—A 6 BR ESIMESETE
B H' B 28 o0 5 o0 MUTE X CEIREE T xo NiZ 6 FRIVER
0, /(n+2)/oc NEREIEAR.

DAERANTHEIE 0 = 0 W RN EEERE. BT Py(o) ATREH Z M,
TEFE L P1(0) AN BIXUE B/ NE B A 7] et

min [[VQ(zo)]2
s.t. gleHQl IV2Qllr (P1(0))

st. Qx)=F(x), z €.
PR E SCREEN, BROAFRATA LA i il

ol 4.5. % 0 >0, P Pi(o) ARE—# Q,. tH, % o AT 0 8 Q,
#F1Q,.
YA X Q SR RO
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UERR. H5E, WATEW] o > 0 KR Py (o) MRIME—ME. i

D=

1Qle = [IIV?Qll§ + ol VQ(z0)]3] - (4.32)
Waq 5 q R P(o) BIE, AWM. HimhE
1 1 1
§(|CJ1|§ +gal2) — |§(CJ1 +q) = Z'Ch — 2|2, (4.33)

AR |Q1 - Q2|a =0. Fit VZQI = VQC]% H V@h(iﬂo) = VCI2($0). XI5 Bh i E 2%
(as
(z)=F(r) =q(x), z€Z (4.34)
HIPSY q1 = Q2.
AT LA E R 7R R P (0) fEEromE—4E, B

il

1 1
UVl + VI3~ 15V40 + @)l = IV - Vel}  (439)

LS v R B DE S WHICT B
BUERATIEY] o T 0 I Qo WSE] Qo. BBLITSIMEA KL, MIAFALE IE
BFH {op} 13 {on} T 0 H {Q,, } AUELE] Qo. TEFF]

IV?Qolle > IV?Qollr (4.36)
5
IV?Qo, [l + 01 VQo, (o) Iz < IV Qollf + oxl| VQo(w0)II3, (4.37)
HATH
IVQs,(0)ll2 < [[VQo(20)]]2- (4.38)

WA (4.37)-(4.38) MR KME, {Qo ) 75, #EATH IR {Qo, } WS T
Q # Qo AR (4.36) LLEAENX (4.37) M [V2Qllr = [[V?Qollr, 155
(4.38) MW [|[VQ(z0) |2 < IVQo(x0)||2- It Q FiHE PL(0) %A —AM#E, 5L
THTF B M — 7 ) [ ]

i 4.5 BB AR Po(r) XHTATIESL » A ME—fE. DIAETRAT] DAL ) 7]
P1(0) 5 Py(r) HIKF.

I 4.6. % r AT AFH, B Py(r) 49AICEE] S AL Py (0) 49 R2.
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SERL 4.6 RBY], 2 o =0 W, /N0 HCEE 1) 8 2 B IR 1) = ST R — A
£ R™ FRA R H RN EE R . R E R 4.6 KoE 2 4.4 )78 1
o=0 1EE.

IMAERAT AR BB A & 51 F 5 A [ . /NS E A& H bR
2 B S SGRRMEATE R EEREA 6 BRER) HY 2558 HE Hessian F6 %
Frobenius YU ¥ 77 586 296800~ 7 &N T B A R B e %3k By 7Y
FH BH /(0 +2)/0 5 g HRIREERAEEMERG. Y4 o =0 B, &
AT DLFE B PR AR SCTT B /N Y B30 1AL

§4.5 ¥ REHIXIFR Broyden {E1E
TEN §4.3 F §4.4 BRI —NRIH, AR Powell [144, 146] $2 H Y
JEIXFFR Broyden #81E. 1EUN §4.1 AR, %48 IE @ K i
Soiny IV2Qr — V2Qia [z + o[ VQi(20) — VQi1(z0) 3 (4.39)

s.t. Qr(x) = f(z), = €Iy, (4.40)

BRE b BIERIE Q,, Hb o 5 xg MFRENSE. Yo =0HK, Bt
& Powell [134, 133, 135, 140, 138, 142, 143] Fi#ft 5L T FR Broyden 1&1E. Al
HERE o >0 FIEHL. ATAIH §4.3 A1 §4.4 FIFEE, RYE o M1 2y LT E X
BHIXWANSERNER T, FFHEMESLIR S Powell [144, 146] BiEHT7 =it
TR AT LIS, AT S EOE T AL T Powell HIEHT AL XM
— AN 1 B FRATT R RV PR O R AR NSRS A T — M R A

§4.5.1 H' 35S RAIKIFR Broyden {E1E
MRYEEEE 4.4, SHAE R (4.39)-(4.40) i T

512&% Qr — Qr—1]m1(5) (4.41)
s.t. Qr(x) = f(z), = €Iy, (4.42)

Hrp
B:{xGR”: |z — xol|2 < \/(n+2)/a}. (4.43)
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AL, PR EIXTER Broyden 1B1ETE HY 308 f0 = R TR & _E— /MR T
RS

E%$FR Broyden f&1EZAL, ¥ REHIMFR Broyden & 1EXF X B br k3 EA
W R 38

ANH

amk 4.7. & f A ZREE, W FEA (4.39)-(4.40) XA Q, #HE

i

Q= flEnw) = 1Qk—1 — fline) — 1@k — Qi) (4.44)
b B e (4.43) 2L

R, % Q1 = Qi +t(Q — f), t RAEFISEE. A Q N— IRk % H.
RSB 2R (4.42). W Q) HIRAEIERN Ik R %L

p(t) = 1Q — Qrlins) (4.45)
1E ¢ = 0 WHARIEUME. ¥ o) JEIF, RA1E
p(t) = 1*1Qk — flin s
o / V@ — Q)@ — Qu)(@)]de (4.46)
+ ’Qk - Qk—lﬁ{l(zg)-

[K] T
/B V(Q — Qu) (@] V(f — Qi) ()] da = 0. (4.47)

I o(—1), BATHAR] T (4.44). =

RYE e 4.3, %R (4.44) T Powell [144] FI%50 (1.9). 230 (4.44) &
]

L1900 - Vr@lEds < [ 1VQur@) - Tr@lBde. (ad8)
Br)igud, /£ B b, VQi t VQu—y BEIFHIEIR Vf, FRIE Qr = Qr-1.
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§452 BE o5 1, BNLE

PULERATIEE B 1M BT AR Broyden 5 1E (4.39)(4.40) H3 & o

5 o BIERE. XRZBIEMZONEZ —. ATER, ZEIERE & 81E

I R R MR FEEAT B IE R, RO A E. AT £ ik
ARG B A

{20 |z — wplla < A}, (4.49)

My S, Ay AEBIEREAE.

FERGRIA TR IOT 2N 1, FATTSEKE Powell [144, 146] 2 WL o 5
zo W, Powell [144, 146] HE U E 1 % 545 A 17 & (4.39)—(4.40) ) Lagrange
T EE R BT, BUE SR k IR SN

Ik = {y()u Y1, -y ym} ) (450)
I8 FEAE PR (4.39)—(4.40) HIZE « ME{EFEREL [ € AR
. 27 112 12
i V24 + o[V 2 (451
s.t. lz(yj) = 51'3‘, j = O, ]., sy, My (452)

PIffE, Hor 6, N Kronecker £§%5, ¢ = 0,1,...,m. KXES|FHOLER], 7£
Powell (144, 146] KIHEH, T, (VA — D RAE Ty . BATAYHREIX — 5
y‘j Yo- Elﬂﬁ: Qkfl E Ik71 J:?ﬁﬂﬁ f, ﬁ&

Qu-1(y;) = f(y;), J=12,...,m. (4.53)
R 25 (4.40) ATLAE S N
Q(yj) — Qu-1(y;) = [f(w0) — Qu-1(y0)] doj, j =0, 1, ..., m. (4.54)
DRI 1) R (4.39)(4.40) FIfEA
Qr = Qu-1+ [ (%) — Qu-1(y0)] lo- (4.55)

AL, FEpRAL o AR B IE I T A DA . Powell [144, 146] A AR Uk
B o 5 o 15 10 B RIFIES. Powell $8H, A THE I TR, |20 —7|l2/A
AFTRK. B Powell &4 xo A ap, BIAHTRME B A 0. o BEREEE
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2, HEARMIEREM, EHRESEE (V2|2 5 o Vie(zo) |12 IR/, Hitk o B
WEBN n/e, Hrb g5 ¢ ARMETT |IV20|1E 5 | Vie(xo)||3 BIREE. VEIRIT
WiEZ% Powell [144, 146].

BTE, BAVRANHITIZEH §4.4 5 §4.5.1 R RIEFESE 0 5 20. §4.5.1
o FRATEH B V08B R 79 R X R Broyden 12 1E, 1XAH45 3 ATA]
DARYE o 5 2o 1)UL B SCEBUX A8, R AE (4.41)-(4.42), N o 5
zo HEMTIEFEER B. B4, BAEBIEIREFHE T EFNAG? Bk, ZBIE
WA Qr 5 Q- £ HY(B) g T HEE, WEHE B EOREF Quy HHIE
B HWK, CIREAREEIEE TR (4.44) 5 (4.48) BERFAT, ZBIEEFE B
RECESEALEIR R G, B, FRATROZ S HH IR B, (EHEA Q. £
B EWAT GG R IRATAT OGO, EBK B W E NG HISEK (4.49) & —Mik$.
AR, FAMA T — DN RIER. X2, B8 Qp MU b Bk
A, T A m LUS IS, BOY Q WITERT — 2R b oyl 21k i f it
5 5 TR B2, P DA, ANAN 2% R84 A I3 s AL ). S k£ 2 4
B RAEK {x: ||z — aplla < MALY, M Z2—NKT 1898 54k, bRt EhaR
TRIL, 4 B AEHESSE T, AF T EEKRI. FUbRATEE

B={x:|x—2zls <r}, (4.56)
H
r:maX{MAk,gréaIfny—kaz}. (4.57)
&2, n+2
0="5 To=Tk (4.58)

FTAERATIXS 2 MRS Powell [144, 146] AR, 15 o HIEEURHTH.

§4.5.3 B

I TRBRE HY R, BATREE T MO R AR Broyden 1L
WHSH o BOBTIE. AN EUE SCRCRORT I 725 Powell [144, 146] 1)
JTEf— AR R, BATHE 5 FUR X FR Broyden 2 IEEATXFEE, W& — B i)
FINR B IR HIENRIL.

FATHI LI T Powell [144] (¥ Fortran 77 JRARRSS. AT SLBL 17— ANk

PHEER, ¥REINFR Broyden MBIER — MR/ NRAEIE, TRILIXFig AL RIS AR KR
ST AR AT, AL IIRUA SR Powell 3% T 2011 45 6 H 2 HIRHLLA A SCIEE 1.
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T REIXFE Broyden 12 IE/JC FEUE M H V%, 240 2 BOBYQA [143] 34
=AY AR, AT U TR AL . T H ardA] R %5 B Ie 2 o) ),
TATACE h RR AL LRI E NI . AT T2 1) = A WA

a.) SYMB: o S BE N 0. XA H T FIRICA RIS FX Broyden 2 1E.
b.) ESYMBP: o % Powell [144, 146] [5IEIEEL. 1527 §4.5.2 B

c.) ESYMBS: o %8 (4.57)-(4.58) LHL. A4 (4.57) 1 M = 10.

iR A2, SYMB AHY T — M ARA K] NEWUOA. {HJ2, N T PRk Bk
MZEMNTRKE T o FEE, FHATAREH NEWU0A B SYMB #E4T LLER.

BATRHE % §2.4 B VPR R LLEL sYMB . ESYMBP il ESYMBS. X
ATEMA A AR 72 §3.3.2 FRAE Y 50 DA AR 4ER LA R i /. % -4
— AN ) R, AR 104 120 14, 164 18, 20 25 6 PMYEFHEAT T KL
—UCRIFARIZ IR §2.4 T 10 RBENLE . TATG T 7 RAFEEE (BRI (2.5)
HR) ) v 107 (0 = 2,4,6,8,10) B ERBUETHR 8L, WaTH TIsRERZE L
I H) R BB T B (SR (2.7) TP EC e = 10719).

55 NEWUOA A, Powell [144] KRS 45 H] 7 A% 24 NPT. RHOBEG
1 RHOEND. 7E SYMB. ESYMBP 5 ESYMBS ", XULSH ik E S §3.3.2 #H[H. &
LT NEWUOA, Powell [144] HFIAIAERH T AME RIS, 80N FIE BSR4
X% RHOEND HFIEARZ L. #1515 S % Powell [138]. SZIGH, FRATH B i K
HUETHR N 50000.

FAT LRI LS §3.3.2 MHF.

K 4.1 £ 4.6 451 TSYMB. ESYMBP 5 ESYMBS 7E i /& A [F) K5 1 B 5Kk LA
NOEAR H AR LR ) Performance Profiles Data Profiles Sensitivity Profile 5
R-Sensitivity Profile. FI£&ik 5 Ui B HIERIERLF. PUF Profile B X 1% 2%
B

AT ok e B R B T B IR B, IX AR BLAE Performance Profile 5 Data
Profile H1. FJLLE 2], NIRTEMS—Fh &1L 4F T, SYMB MR i iF 1. iX
YL, ERATRISELS Fr, FEAE IE P25 R — B IO R 7 2K ek BB T B OO i

415 NEWUOA ARk, 35 BELASE PR 0 FRAS % LLBEARE, 7 ARV OURAR T S 1 7.
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7E ESYMBP Y ESYMBS  [A], J5#H RIS, XBELHH, I T Powell [144, 146] 1]
o EHT 2, FATHIE R 98D 1 S5 v i) ek B TR

TATVF R SR T EAL & N R 2 R BUR M, XARILAE Sensitivity
Profile 55 R-Sensitivity Profile H. £5i65 &R ERATH LIS+, 78
18 1E 25 RS — B U R $ i B0 T SN N iR 22 HOAGE 1 (B3RATTH o EHY
75 AL R IR T Powell [144, 146] HIEEUT =K.

BATIGE B8 EIRATHISLIE T, FEXTFR Broyden & 1E M) H bRz & 5]\
— BT AR R EE OGS T RAIXFR Broyden B IEH I SH o, A
[k BT B DL T Powell [144, 146] Rk HUT K.
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§4.6 REREUE ¢, Bk ERY HO SBEE H! 35538

AR IR B £, (1 < p < oo) BRER H W55 H' g —"1 4t
YRR, AR R A AR A X S e B e AR A AL X
SRR T €, BRISS MU T i m] RE 2 A .

ATEHARIL TS, BAVEX RS RS MUY, XRS5 AT E
FY. Hopth & 1515 225 50 3 UL B G B 451

o Q NUIITFHI ZIReREL
Qz) = %xTBa: + gtz +ec, xR, (4.59)
Hrh B e R JHRHFE, g € R A&, ¢ A4

« DN BN, BAiEYL, D e R N—ANGsERE, Hon s N
B WX T,

o p H—AMANF 1 IS, B p = .
o r A—ANIERL
o By g R AILL 0 ERD, L RRARA 6, BR:
B ={z e R"; |z, <7} (4.60)
. V, N B[R
« BEzeR" H5ic{l,2, ..., n}, x; Nz HE i MERSES
« T(-) N Gamma &%, B(-,-) N Beta BEELC [5, 151], AP
F@%:Amﬁ*e%w,zeC,Rd@>o, (4.61)

1
Blu,v) = /0 t" N1 —¢)""tdt, u, v €C, Re(u) >0, Re(v) >0. (4.62)

o v NEKHLHEL (Euler’s constant) [5, 151].

SIXGEAVEHANZ A F L SR, HMZFPROIE o BRE k NERE, H zo Bn—E M.
“Beta HEMIFRMEIC S 2 B, EXHEANH B Fr ZIKEH Q 1 Hessian k%,
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§4.6.1 XTF Gamma BREIRIFN AR

AN R T Gamma pREURTPIAS AL EATTPRECE i T A8 A 2.

Tk 4.8, HELEH NS0, A

L)

y
50+ T(A)

UEBH. 5 Gamma PR Weierstrass et [5] £, JATH
AN

lim HZO=1(1 + %)—1@ _
=0 T, (1 + %)_167
BIAT. 1Z ] B R A A o145 2.
{EZ/E} t e (0, m%

r(t):eTg

Rk, A EEW]

lo <

HZO=1 (1+ %)_16?

- [ ()] -2 - ()|

[12,(1+ L) tek ‘
g

(1= M)t (1— M)t
_; p —log{l—i- k+/\tH
(=N (1= 1 (1— )2
- ; ko k+ At 204602 (k+ A2
M= AN (1= N2
- Z{ S
- %2()\ F2/1 = A1 = A2,

Hr &, K H Taylor U] Lagrange R, H ¢ € (0, M) Z5

(4.63)
(4.64)
(4.65)
(4.66)
&> —

. N[ —=
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Rl 4.9. BN B p AEFER, B N4+p>2 BAZK

PO (ut)
[E()ee

F (0,00) $IMEIE; HEAMATHE, B A=1= 4

o(t) = (4.67)

UERR. JATRER N 5 p 200 AR 1 iEN, Jilid %5 500
log (t) =R BRI, NItk B & digamma BREL

Y(t) = Elogl“(t) (4.68)
ALK E BB 53 3 AU R (5]
w(t)=—7—1+§: ! (4.69)
t = k(t+k) '
XHAEAR] ¢ > 0,
d
Elogcb( )
= M(AL) + pap(pt) — (A + ) ()
I At =
_)‘[ T )\t+;k)\t+k) T kz ut+k
— (A +p) +Zkt+k (4.70)
=t 2 A+ p
ML“_Q +;E<At+k pt+k t+k)
1 B o RN+ %) — (A + )] + PAu(A + p = 2)
= ;A tn 2”; N+ B) (it + k) (L + F)
> 0,
E—MAFEAZH TR N 5 p PEREES
N > A+ (4.71)
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§4.6.2 H"3B#5 H' Fe#EIFREN

AN Q 7E By B HO s H' AREHRE . X SR
WHATLAH By g Ml c BaRA 1. AR L RIARYIEE # 4.10 . FFEE
B, p=oco MIEMIKSEEEM 4.10 AHMEERD, X —SIATEAAEE
411 B R, B 410 HIERTSAE §4.6.3 4

TFIH 4.10.
I I J —3I
HQﬁm@y=§Wﬂ%+ZTPB+ D% + K(c¢TrB + ||gl13) + V?; (4.72)
QI 5y = KBl + Vllgll2- (4.73)
H,
INENRNE
) w7
TOPT(R) n+
I(2)r(2) n
J= Lt o A (4.75)
F@W@%)n+4 P
INCIINED) n
K=—7—*_. SV, 2, (4.76)
V=V, (4.77)

E 411, B3 410 BET p=oo 89HFH. % p=oo i, KMNERRLE
SUT 2AR (4.74)-(4.76), W3EA

TEPLE) n
= lim L L Ve "t (4.74")
p=oe [D(L)20(2H) "+ 4
INENE
J = lim EP) iﬁi : ”’4 Voo ", (4.75")
poo I'()D(%2) n+
INENE
K = lim Ep) ﬁﬁz 7l2 Ve ™2, (4.76")

VA_E AR R A9 BLARAR PT LAy oL 4.8 8 5 3efF 3]

TEOuEEE 4.10 Mksl, FATGH p =2 BIEHLATT.
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T 4.12.

r QUBIE +Tr*B)  r*(cTrB +|lgll3) | »

HQH?{O(BQ) =Var® +c|; (4.77)

4(n+2)(n+4) n—+2
2
2 _ n| T 2 2
(Qlbiy = Var [n+2"B‘|F+||g||2 : (4.78)

A (4.78) CATE §4.3 .

§4.6.3 TEIE 4.10 BYIERB

AN E R 4.10 FIIER.

PUREAMEE n > 2, BN n =1 MIER T LI

NFAETE, BATGS B LA G EL. AT B8 LA AR gy, A CH
RANEELL IS5 #

5|18 4.13. % 1 <14,j,k, 1 <n.

a.) x; 5 zxxy, & B &R 0.

b.) ziz; 5 zizjal £ B LRIREA 0, RE i ]

c.) mwjrpr & By L8RS R 0, R&E i, j, k51 AARE.
FIHE 4.13 S P FLH, FRATHG LR,

Sl 4.14. £ 1<i<j<n, Bk, ko R3E04B%, 0

k1+1 ko+1 n
/‘ xklx@ do — F( 1p )F(—Qp )F(;) ‘ n V. Tn+kl+k2- (479)
L D)D) D(ntkath) o+ fy +ky P

p p p

iE 4.15. 313 414 RET p=oo WWHEH. H p=oco, W, KMNERREL
BT MM (4.79), LA,

INCINCDINEY n

k1 ko : p D p n+ki1+k /
r:'e?de = lim . Vi rTRTE2 (4,79
/Bgo v p=oo D(L)D()T(2HH2) -+ oy + ko (4.79)



88 T SHARATT VI 5T

SEBR. Rk, B = 1 BN RABEESE n >3, FA 0 =2 M
R, 0 R™2 0, BREREATR V.

BATE SCUER (4.79) X p € [1,00) BAL, ARG UE B & 7R AR IR 1 5= SCR X
p = oo WA,

2 pell,o0) I,

xflx;@ dx
By

= uFroh? dudv/ ) dw
[ulP+|v|P<1 weR™ =2, ||lw||p <(1—|u[P—[v|P) P

(4.80)
n—2
= Vz»nQ/ w2 (1= [uf’ — vf") > dudy
[ulP+]vP<1
= 4I/pm2/ R (1 — P — vp)nTTQ du dw.
uP+vP<1, u,v>0
u = pcosb, (4.81)
v? = psin, (4.82)
HATH
/ xflx? dx
Bl

P

16 % 2k1+2 2kg+2 1o +2ko+4 e
= ?%m—?/ (cos®) " (sinh) r ' d@/ p e T 1= ) dp
0 0

4 ki+1 ky+1 ki+ko+2 n—2
_—2Vp,nzﬂ< L ; 2t )5(1+ 2t ’n +1>.
p p p p p

(4.83)

Ak 5 ko N0, FATER




BV RN SOBOLEV (3F) Yusi &% HAETE S H A i L 89

x; :13]” dx
Bl

ESh}

() sl )
- p
1 1 2 n—2
/8< 75) ﬁ 57 P + 1)

(=2 +1)r(2) (2 +1) (4.85)
n—z k1+ko+2 kg +ko ‘/;7
+1 ( > p( N 1)

p

W (4.79) REFRE p AL
MAERNIEE p = 0o Z1EE. HR#E Lebesgue iUk Sie #E,

/x kudx—> x; x’”dx Vo = Ve (p— 00). (4.86)
Bl Bl

(4.86) 55 (4.79) B8] p — oo B ék);()r)(;(i,?i(kg Bk, H (4.79') BT

WHt 2 U, (4.79) TERBEIE R p = oo ALAL. n
iE 4.16. A3, KAVT A H]
k2 gy — Vi ritkithe s
/rx S T I Dk + 1) :

AR 4.8, XhH (4.79) A4AR) 4.
IAEFA 15 R J LA R 97

5|18 4.17. 5 AL fB 2z dz. fBTxldx 5 fB ?de A I. J 5 K. &4
4T X

a.)
gtrdr =0; (4.88)

g Bxdx = 0; (4.89)

/B (¢"2)(zT Bx)dx = 0. (4.90)
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b.)
/B i t*Bxdx = KTrB; (4.91)
Léjffffdx=lﬂUﬂ@; (4.92)
{Lﬂf%ﬁfdx=f@w8%+ﬂﬁ%%+«J—3nuD%; (4.93)
|t a = gl o

P

UEBA. (4.88)-(4.90) FTH 5B 4.13 HHAFE]. T (4.91)-(4.94), FAIIE
A (4.93) fEARBI. 2 B 18 (i,7) JCEAN Bi;. HIIHE 4.13,

/ (z"Br)*dx
By
= / Z (i Bijx;)(xkBya;) do
By i ikl
(4.95)
— /BT Z Bfixf-‘ + 2 Z ijzfxf + Z BiiBjjw?x? dx
P\ i i+ i#j

= JID& +21(|| Bl — |1 DIl§) + I(Tx*B — || D|[%)
= I(2||B|[§ + Tr*B) + (J = 31) || D[z
u

B TEH 414 5513 4.17, FH 4.10 FIFH R KBIER. BINIAAELS H
1ZAIE .

WERR. RAESIH 4.17, HATH

1Q120 s,

Ag

1
= / |:Z(CL’TBSL’)2 + (9"z)* + cx" Bz + 62} dzx (4.96)
By

1 2
[ixTBx +g x+ c} dx

1 1
= [ICIBIE+TrB) + 1(J - 3D||DJ}

+ K(|lgllz + ¢TrB) + Vpr"e?,
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|Q|12H1(Bg)
- / |Be + |2 de
By

:/ "B + |lglf2] de

5,

(4.97)

= K| Blz + Vir"llgl3-

WAEME R 5 ¥ 4.14 BIvT 15 2@ H# 4.10 458, KI5 #E 4.14 FERRFR = SR %t
p = oo OL, WUEHE 4.10 TR4R. [

§4.6.4 i
§4.6.4.1 IERAZM
AR Q LIz ik F RIERXAAEN, #
F(qoT) = Z(q). (4.98)
M g e Q 5 R _ERAEATIEAZ AR T oL
#nek 4.18.
a) || lmo@sy) REXALME BRY p=2.
b.) ST p>1, |- |gsy) REXTLE.
UERR. ARAEEH 4.10, || - lmo(sy IERAZZ HMY
J =3I (4.99)

RKIEHNN |Blles TrB 5 |\gll. BIERAZE, 1M || D||r WA, 250 (4.99)

¥
5 1
F<p> F(’;)- _3 (4.100)
()]
HHA AT 4.9, (4.100) Z230%) p € (0, 00) FEASFRH BN, F (4.100) B2 H —fE.
B p =2 R TR

MR 4.10, |- g1 sy KIIESCAZNER SR, ]
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§4.6.5 ¢, WEEKERY HO SEHE H' 350550

M5B L £, BEROVE IR IERS, —OReRHE €, BBk ERvEd 5 4
HOTREEA AR, R i 0, k2T

{z e R"; ||A(x — x0)]l, < 1}, (4.101)
H A e R y— AR maE R, HE # 4.10, “IREREUE ¢, BRER B HO
WS HY o] DR 5y i i A8 & 5 #ifs 2).
§4.6.6 THINEERY H° SEES H' F8¥
U RIRATXS IR R BAE A [ BAR PR R ORI FE AN, 25 R8T AL ) HO
WHE H' oA RN, (£ By b, WREM H° oS H' Fuoeik

- 1/2
@l = | [ Tw(fv)|f<m)|2dx] , (1102)

LY ~p

’Q‘Hl(Bl’;,w) = /
-~ BT

P

1/2
w<x>\|Vf<x>||3dx] , (4.103)

Hrbrw oy By ERAEFRTR R, R BUE. XA AR AT LU §4.6.3
FRINE R, EETARRER AN BT B 7.
TER—AMT, X FReR L

w(z) =r* — |23, (4.104)

FATAIUESBES | Ql sosr) T 1Q) a1 (5,w) WIH.

PRk 4.19.
0|2 2V r 2 [ (2Bl +Tr°B) | r(cTrB +|lgll3) |,
T - C 3
H®Byw) = 49 4(n+4)(n +6) n+4
(4.105)
2‘/'2Tn+2 r 7“2
2 2 2
VB w) = B . 4.106
Qs = =g g I1BIE + B (4.106)
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§4.7 REE

B/ MNEEUREE T FHRA AT Z M. ZHBERRZRIE R, A7
BT T ZIRBREAE £ Bk B0 HY 080 JRATH KRB R T Xl
TR R AKX RATVRI, S MEEIREFRRAE — DR B AMEAE 5
oy HY G i, RER SR 0 5 xo AAE TERIER SR, X
CEDUIE 8 e BEEY S O MRV E LRI TR VIR

BT X g L5, ATHEFL T Powell [144, 146] $2 H R4 2 #06F F)
Broyden f&1E. A& T WHTIRIE o 5 20 BIJUTE SCNE IEIRBUAE K 2
B BAMIHE S T 5 Powell [144, 146) MK zo WHUT I, B o AR
FEFTH. FAIN o Frikfetor B . RN BUE S, B o &I
T Powell [144, 146] HEHUEK o, 3Z N0 35 B FRATT AR) L9 1) 6 g 2L A e
NGBS AL T M R T

— A RBR R, AT SR SEIE PR Tk, RN
PR Broyden & 1F & 5 0] LAStE R 48 14 FR Broyden 1&1E. 2 H AT AL, AL
EL AN A SR, Powell [144, 146] ISR SE6 R WY R AR &
IEA B T4 s FE I R iU SO B . i SRR E B0 P X PR mi 2 T+ F
B, AV, 1EAF BT LIS M UE S 2 A, X R 4 FR Broyden &
IEFARAR S5 10 L I i L.

BT HE € 3R B HY e A, FATIER ZIRREHE ¢, (1 < p < oo) BK
bl HO JEHCR HY AU T e, AT SRR B R A 1 T X
L RN e B RIA R, X g RS T ¢, BRAE B MU 7 vE T e
AR, EARERIE, XA p e [1,00], ZIRMEL Q 1E ¢, BR

B (z0) = {r € R" : [z — x|, <7} (4.107)

EH) HY EEEF TR |VEQ|E 5 [VQ(xo) I3 FIHA. (HIRAILE §4.5.1
L p = 2 MR BUONIKIEREAT 1 ie, X2 ROV ERATTS RIS UL (o BK.






FHE FTERILGELTSHIULCHRINA

§5.1 B3I

FNH AL, XTI R ), TC T HO A 7V e AL TR ) BRI 1
RO A B, A2 BT ) F 9 e, FRATT L 32 R T /N AR (] L A AT
81 FH UG 5 BU0RVE I o) RS s o LU BGIE v, B n AN I 100 4k (38, 42). X H:
) — AR, R P ZREME (n+ 1) (n+2)/2 NEEE, BIfEn R
AILAE, BES D AR IR E R, BELSEONEF RN E, X
RV T —ESGE. e, = AR RE A R AT RE S H
AT (n+1)(n+2)/2 ANREEAR B A, I BARIR T DU EUA &%
) B {5 & [10, 37, 38, 137, 139, 138, 142, 146]. NEWUOA J&F F /R 2 — IR 36 1H
BRI — MR T3, B RE 6 SR 10 I AR AT DLk 3 320 4 138, 142],
T2 8 T FUASAR R 0] .y — ol e e AR A58 K ) R 1) e A2 2 A X e R 5 4
() 1] 8V T S, BB 4wy 4y ) @t [30, 31, 32, 148, 163], /) — e ) @
[121, 20, 149, 27, 186, 185] &, (HIXfFEFEERXT H AR RIS H S8 1 T fE.

AR FEWIE o — SRR AL ] P A% T2 7. F A5 A i B A
ML, B—PAEET M R —ME4E T 238 ER/MEE ARk 3, B2 —
MERR. EAEGAELR MR IR, 175 18] 7772 4 BN A BE R FIUAR [ it 1)
HET B BEE AT n) AR Bk K, 125 18] J7 V% H & 52 30T 58
[ EEAL [183, 33, 112, 111, 169, 108, 170, 182, 81]. X 4 H HIWHF A Al LZH# Yuan
ZRR [180, 181]. 7ETG FAURAL VL RIWF FLAIR, T 25 (8] 7 VA AE—FloB 14
5. WA, Bl R TS B AR BR A — T A (R
%, RAE 2 R BUHE 2 546, R0l — 2o R EO07 %Y, R
WA AL, e Colson M Toint [32] LA Price 1 Toint [148] &fXf#i4)7] 73
) ) 5k, T AR A5 4 0TV B AR A SR e s TR PR, L, W 45
[177) #2187 — P TR R Wm0k, AR, i IEE MR
R FEAN B —EAUE IR IF I — A 412 A AR AR &R, A i AU B e 22

L4y E 43 (partially separable) X —& i Griewank Al Toint [71, 72, 70] 2. Griewank Fl Toint
[71] AEM, FB2r T2 B BRI G 1T R R Hessian R R K2 8561 BREL.
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I3 3.

AREREWA L SHFH 5L E §5.2 H, FIH Hooke-Jeeves 1044
FOEAR, X To R EUE O vk, FRATTSE AR T A 1A SR ARSI T 1) R
Bl BUE SRR, 2R 0GE NEWU0A FYARBL. £ §5.3 o, AT
W MR — T EEAELE, o H A RSt AR e Slos B2, B 2
T NEWUOA ByE4s HAZBEEAESL ) — N T S EELI, FRATFR 2 NEWUOAs V.
NEWUOAs V22 AR SCH s i DD I 503, fEFRATTISEEG ) NEWUOAs BUVE B fE
HHEIT R 2 e e vk EE I AR T NEWU0A B3k, JEE AN H AT AR
TSBGE L —. BATSLIRIE R, NEWU0As SHyEIRIE & AL HE V] 4R A5 R 2 1
ZE WY AL XX S PR B AR A B X, AR 22 S bR i) REAR ME2E H— N IF 1)
WG R Ak, — N ARAET I SE, NEWUOAs Bk T Re m RCk it ik
AERIA 2000 BRI X2 —ANREE, B8 B TR 2 H0 AU EE (R
NEWUQA %) 22 0T DLSKRAgE L E 4E/ 1) & 5 Te411, 2000 ZEH) 7] 71 1P 2 AN
AL SRAFI.

§5.2 TSHFTHEGEI
§5.2.1 BERYRH

FRERE T UGS AR T SRS B vk, AR Gl Wi T TR, X
kR — D@ HAR R B — AR, AR5 78— B W M iz g A
R — N RS BT SEUE EAR 50, X B R A w o — R E SR i T
FEmAEIECLVEMNA T W @S R R AN R T G
LI IR TE 5 0015 A SRV A HE 2R,

8% 5.1.

T 1 BRAEE o e EEEE T B ey, B

ﬂm)zﬁ%f@) (5.1)

EHFEMIBERMBFR AL k=1

S
S

. HIE ZORARRL Q) W RAEE KM

Qe(y) =), y € L. (5.2)
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¥ 3 KMBEHBRT A

min Q. (zy +d) (5.3)
s.t. [|d] < A, (5.4)

FERIRY 5.

~

= f(.fk + Sk) < f(l'k), il Try1 = Tk + Sk, % nj Tpt1 = Tk

N
o

PSR SR R R T R, oA LB, FATIUT S AR S AR
EEME RN, B AAEERITE Ty, B Ty 04 2oy

&
SN

CARAE s, B9 R ILA R AEAE B R 09 R M R AR HORF TR A
ki=k+1. #% 2

AT, — N EE KRR R R S, Rk e T R BN % 2 2 2
O(n) EHK. K, £5 5, BNELH On) MREEFETH, Wi

IZ| = O(n). (5.5)

SR, R AT RAE (n+1)(n+2)/2 DEBE. Kk, FATTHT
B E AR (A B AN X A NTTEERIT TR GE Ui, ) AR
BOR, b TRAN A ™ B, M 250 P P 2 ST AR AR T A5 PR AR

B 2 A, T e (A 2R ) S92 i 6 ) — S SR R ) AR, B AR i
FENE SRR SAMIZE LR, ISR (5 B RRAR. Fse b, Z e
2 5.1 I NJURE, oy 1 b B G A (A R AR IS, RS 3] —
N R,

WELR Y, BT A S SR A R M R R E MR, B R A
IS5 T AR R 22 AT A BE I, BRI vl seBRit SR, IXRRME R i
AR 22 A5 M0 #R A R Y. Ba il i, AR 22 IR AR IR A 51 S AT B S 4
IR, TR FHAE R T HRIIT . X 53T S EATNEZEIIRK.

A2, Wiy S AR DL? Qe A AR R T A5 P BRI 32 vy H b e ARG T
BRI AT REVE?

PATRA T2 HOR. A B, I B AT 5 FEARARI, AR
U 1) R BR ) AE — A2 ) SR AR, i), RATH WA ESR: H—, X
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— A MNAZIRA R 1, Wi, BRREURA MRS 20 F3RAE T
f; BB, X —F S EYEE ARG (bhhn 2 4E88 3 4F). #Aaigit, X T l{E
BRI, JATA ndrefE—A “Gi 1 R4e =38 L TAE, BHovBir
PRBUEZ T 25 18] EHUS BRI R LLECR, 1-F 25 [ 4EBOURAE, A AFRATTHA
PR SAGRNEE Z L DN, B TE UL, A ] (5 BT, FRA1FE
AL 25 [H].

DL b 56 0% 7] DLAR N 22 ) Hooke-Jeeves #3048 R B AH K #E . Hooke-
Jeeves B R A BAERE, i YarmE R, g —MRE TR REGRE T
FERI T IR), ARG EERRG JI7EIX —J5 m) bR ff. FRATTIX BT 7 m#E A T =5 18],

FFPL AR, FATHESRE 5.1 B B 125 8] Bk

8% 5.2.

ﬁ 1. g/‘n\/'i);f\‘ﬂ&é,‘.]‘:"\ T %D;f“ﬂ‘ké;}'&;'fﬁ,‘?\% Il Il%,:‘]/i xr1 € Il; H

flx1) = géizrllf(y)- (5.6)

BEHFEMIBEMBFR AL k=1

B 2. MERA Q) HRAEEFM
Qe(y) = fW), y € L. (5.7)
¥ 3 MR Qp BENEEURNEENX, R —ANTFT=ZN S, KT
72 [ AZ 3T e AR
min Q(d) (5.8)
s.b. ld]] < Ay, (5.9)
BEEES 5.
¥ 4- £ f(xk + Sk) < f(xk)7 ) Tg41 1= T + Sk, & 0 Tht1 = Tk

B 5 PR RNERM AL RAF. A L%, PATIUT I RS 4E1E
SR E RN, RAIEEEERFE Ty, B Ty 08 10
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F 6. A s, GRINARAGE B EWE TR IHFEHRFLFD Ay
ki=k+1. #% 2

S 5.2 R R EE T8 3 hrala] S, MIIEHL T i BATHER T 8K
— [

B, 2 7 B AR A (R SRS WU T R, BATTRZ L S = R™.
XEAELLUN =MIE

1B 1. BVGEIGEE 4R T, Ml AR, TR BE40AE A AR08 58 1 i R AR IR,
R AR & v LU AT, LU B 29 78 4 2 (R SR RS B 1 i) f. A8 4,
Y] R A B A RIS e M R TS EE AR IR 5 405 2 W BTG {5 ik
REF B EEERAMR T3 H oy > 0, WAV I8 A 5 2 Mk M &
IR, LR TR PR RATE oq = 0.1.

T 2. JUATD Z R 5 — MR A DUEAE, BRI B 24 76 23 8] SR A5 s 1
. XA AR, TUATZD B H A BCE f B R AR BE e, T3 21 b
BT AR,

16 3. % Sy R E, HEE k— 1 BEMEEAR BTy, R4 78 42 7 1)
SRAAZHIE TR, XAy, BEOR b — DA 4 2% 8] b SR AR AE AUk 1 1]
RSB T AR KBTS, A FRATRAZ ALK — A R BUAH [ Y S DL 82 4
B AR, SEPREE, WURES k- 1 DEMUR R REEERT 1, A
FA AN E AR KT,

BREL = IE ZAh, FATURR R RS BEBUIS, ML S, N— D)
AR T2, SR, Sy RO & T2 1 span{VQy(an), dp_r}. JEIK:

F, S MEE VQi(zy), BSNMEMEL T W (5.8-5.9) Al e A4 F/E, L
AT B AR

B, HIRREURA REETT ) dp_y FEUS TFE, X352 2] T Hooke-Jeeves
B 2R [79] M)A K.

HSL b, Y AR EORE S BT, span{V f(xy,), dy_1 } & NEIE T
TE], BSILPEE A H YA R, Yuan A Stoer [183] MiX —F [l KA 7T T
SLHERE LV, T30 span{VQy(xy), dj—1} EIZT A — L. BRI AN,
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PAVETH SRR, T5 1A

=y Jy v~ Tk (5.10)

Hy - xszz Ny — 2l
yELy,

AN S, BERSEFIERIRIN. 27 W2 v — a FTAEBRALTT [ ) — N InA AL
G, BENEARREAE S T7 18 B N R, 07 AT V() B —
AN AL

ZRAULE, FRATHL

Sk = span{VQk(xk), dkfl, Jk} (511)

PLE, ATSH T 720 S M X7, N2 7 —M 723\ %
W%, HLIX—SEME N FH T NEWUOA SV, IRATE B AT RERIEE, AR
SUBSPACE %37 T Il, FRATE ik Hf 9256 K L SUBSPACE %35 NEWUOA H
% BATRE R, FaR 7 23 0) SR S i S Re % 08 NEWUOA UL IR L.

§5.2.2 #YESCI

AN I A 5256 LL s SUBSPACE 145 NEWUOA 5y, DLUEBIERATTHE H
1) 7% [) SRS e B D) ).

AR 7 §2.4 BALHPFOR F R L ESX AN B, JRAT 8 I i)
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§5.3.1 —PFTEEEER
ANFRFFC A7 — BRI T SRR, 5B O e S e 5
%, AT CLAZHEZE Tt — S8 A ) k. X HAHE RN T
Bi% 5.3, (—AFRELEER)
T o1 BAE R . k=1
¥ 2. RR" B9—/F =0 S
B 3. KRR T E AT AL
min f(z + d), (5.12)

deSy,
F 2] dy,.

ﬁ 4 % f(l‘k—de) < f(in), D:“J Tpt1 ‘= Q?k—i-dk,' E‘Ij\"] Tyl := Ty k.= k—l—l
Y 2

5% 5.3 AR LY Conn, Gould, 1 Toint [33] $Z2H 1) ISM S VAHELLAHIA.
BHE% 5.3 T B — etk R—BULET L&A 4 BRI 485, S8, 18
§5.3.2 MEATHAE 2, BN TN+ — R FEE, RITETUEIREZH
=B AR T

H 53 K— MR, ERARMEAFHEER. XN EREE
(). 31X — 4 A FRATTAE SE B S N 0 4 4 P 8 BRI D AE D 2 A
& 3. REARX MDA SH, TAIHAR T — DI RBEE. B, 2
ARFREEHOE R SE 5.3 — AN B EEEIL. Wu 55 [177] BEE AT A 2
ZHEZER. fE §5.3.3 tf, AT 4 AL 5.3 H— 5 NEWUOA BIRHTSEN,
AR 2 9 NEWUOAs 3% (A NEW Unconstrained Optimization Algorithm with
subspace technique based on NEWUOA).
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PERIZEAE (564 5.6). XT3y [11) () B ARREL, FATEUE B IX — 25 AR R UE
1% 5.3 (A USSR T A2 78 7 b BE 7).

TEBEA §5.3.2.1 1, FRATTAE H ek i s L Rk

R 5.4. BARBK f A TR, ZREETH, L-_NSFHKA R
FMIA M Fow |V BI—AEF. R 5.4 1, FATA LT 5] #.
511 5.5. X2 €R*, S A R" t9—AF =], 0
. 1
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£ P AR B S WERRE.

WEBR. 4 dy = PV f(z). EX

alt) = F(x) + 13V f(x) + 5 M]ldo]PP (5.14)
MR ¢, A
o+ tdo) < (0. (5.15)
"
dT 2
Fla) = inf o+ tdo) 2 (o) = infate) = Gl = S IPY AP (510

do € S, 1 (5.16) Zi (5.13). n



BhE TR U R 111

BLRUEEE 5.3 MRS, REARNTEF=50 S, Ge Mt HirR % f
KR ZHER, H o R8I f 17 o, + S, BRI/ KL, BATEEH
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Z 5.6, BE—ANLTEHKELS K HE

a) (I—P)Vf(zx) =0, % kek B k— oo

%A 5.6 19 a.) Fh T AT {ge} 115 g € S H
g —Vf(re) =0, BkeK HEk— cc. (5.17)

FHRS L, X2 ERY ke KK, S, PATERE g, At RIFHIELL Vf(x).
IAERATUERA 54 5.6 BEPRUESE 5.3 P4 RS slot:.

TEI8 5.7. F4&4 5.6 A HE 53 Rz, N

likn_1>inf||Vf(xk)|| = 0. (5.18)
UERR. FRATIE ]
IVf(zp)] =0, HkekK HkEk— . (5.19)

B, F71E 0 > 0 LI K BIET T4 K 1815
IV f(zp)ll > €0, k€K (5.20)
Ry 5.6, AUHRKN ke K B
I — POV ()l < 2, (5.21)

2

2
) €6
— <
f(@ri1) xlélgkf(ﬁk +d) < T6M

(5.22)
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YRR ke K, H51# 55 5 (5.20). (5.21) LLK (5.22) %1
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= [t = ot sl ] - | o) = ot fota

2
> IRV - o (523)
> b
—8M 16M
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- 16M°
X5 K NEFEUL f A FRTE.
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EFR 5.7 R, %1F 5.6 MMFIEEEE 5.3 HERWSUIERTEDH. BOFE
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PRl 5.8. HH & 5.3 FANET {1} HE

lim f(ze) = inf f(x), (5.24)

z€R™

W &4 5.6 & L.
WERR. BATEAEA At 5.6 X KK = {k: k> 1} oz, #5513 5.5,

. 1 )
fla) = inf f@) 2 SV @l (525)

zeR™

WV f(zy) — 0, RIBEZEMFE 5.6 19 a.) BOL. 2644 5.6 B9 b.) Al H

flan) = inf f@) 2 fana) = inf foetd) 20 (5.26)

z€eR™

1531 ]

Frd i, 24 HArek B, 264 5.6 X RIERE 5.3 2RISR TR 7
WEL.

B 5.9. B f 58, k5.3 FALT {op). M {a) BT f 690k
— A E Y ALY £ 5.6 AR



BhE TR U R 113

A 5.7 S5l 5.8, HE 5.9 & TR
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S 5.11. & o #HL ||z —2*]| < /2, S A R* &§-F =], N
@) = il fla @) > 5PV @ (531)
EF P AR B S HEREY.
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WEBH. FATHIEANEIER, 4 k=1 B, (5.36) AL, R (5.36) X k AL
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[
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T 5.14. F45&44 513 dH %k 5.3 sz, N 2, R-AMIET o~
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flxr) = f(x*)  flar) — f(x¥)
o1 BV ap
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flzg) — f(z") < Zl,uTozpk’ oo, <1-— e (5.45)

RYE S 512, (5.45) 408 {f(xx) — f(2*)} 19 R-EAEUSCERSE. FIRF, A%
(5.28) VLM b RIS o — 2| B 20F (ae) — Fa /N Bt HIBE 24 R-ZG
WS a*. [

EF 5.14 YAHE 5.13 SHFUERE 5.3 B9 R-MWSGEE £ R0, &
SE R, GEMAE TR E SN BT,

R 5.15. & 2* A f AL BB DA, B oy R-BMIET o, W &4 5.13
st H ik 5.3 L.

UERR. 3 &k 295 KR,
195 @) < wlee =)l (5.46)
BRI V f (2y) R-ZMERSCT %, K285 56 5.13 1 a.). 564F 5.13 1 b.) AT H
0< foner) = inf flatd) < flonen) = f&) < Gllaw "7 (547)
(EE u

FERRLIE, X HARR AL, 50F 5.13 XEVE 5.3 19 R-ZRMEISICE & 78

I L EL,

B 5.16. & f A0y, N ), R-AMACSET o* 3B &4 513 W5
* 5.3 ML

RYEEH 5.14 58 5.15, B 5.16 & IR 1.

RSk, AT TR, A T EEVE 5.3 R-EMEWS, BIiH AT S,
BE—A MR R-ZMEHIELL Vf(x), H d R-ZRMEHTPIF 8 (5.12) KIfE.
(5.45) FEIRTRAT, FVE 5.3 PIRSGHRESZ V2 F BRI, X5l 5204 5]
SFEATSEIE 5.3 Bl (FEE I §5.3.3 5 §5.3.6).
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§5.3.3 NEWUOAs: —NET NEWU0A UGS F=aEX

fdi Fil NEWUOA S95A4E N7 1R (5.12) [RsRARgs, FRATRERS IS RIS 5.3 11
—/NE S, B NEWUOAs By AN 4 NEWUOAs BVE RSl R

N T SEIELE 5.3, ATA T 2 hinfi g L57306] Sy, LA 3
U] SR A7 ) (5.12). O T AEFRATT I SR AN OB 2 2, AT T ZRAN 9 %
HTE X e TAE. RIS, KARFTRER. §5.3.2 IR /T C& N 3RA 1T
T IR A

R4 §5.3.2 RFRIEES, BAIEE 5.3 RIS, Sy ATHEMRS Vi),
M ARBEAS Vf(zy) B—A R8Tl e RATHEM T, tnd R
ZEars HALEREE (16, 48, 47, 45] BE — MG ER R T — ME B E G,
MATHEL S BF g BIT. Sy BIEARE ] DME 3T 2EW 72 W 5k
[183, 33, 112, 111, 169, 108, 170, 180, 181, 182, 81]. §5.3.2 HFHIFLIRIE 5 IFF
i1, TGS (5.12) A FRERE MR, FRATAERH CA ML SEMm B R
file T @ (5.12) B— @R ERIA]. BT I — MR iR, B Bkl DUR
R AR HE.

TATHARE R 7 EAIE LR B, F NEWUOA BESRfFET i@ (5.12), 133
THEVE 5.3 AR ESEI. FATRRIZ Ly NEWUOAs (A NEW Unconstrained
Optimization Algorithm with subspace technique based on NEWUOA).

AR, £ & PR, RATE o, A BBGEHE A, @13 &/ Frobenius
WHEGEA R f — MR Qr, AEH gp = VQui(xr) EA Vf(x) BFI—ANE
8L FRATTHE NEWUOA HIUG A 8 A AR (R A2 4 B ok, /BN — AN TR 52
B ERAEE. AT Z TR 4 N MODEL. © &8 =128 [M& 2, € R,
E# h AEEE m. ARANTXE 2o = 2. 1HE S, MODEL #%— & LB m
i

y = o + ahe; + Bhe; (5.48)
)R f AT HE, Kt e 5 ey AN BIRHE, o 5 4 KIFTREEUE N

0 1 F1 —1. 7T 4 {E i) &G f#, MODEL ZE3RK m < (n+1)(n+2)/2. 74k,
NEWUOA "B ZK m > n+ 2, AT N m > n+ 1, BIFRATRVFLMERA. 52
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Frot- B, ATV m = 2n + 1. BERHFR{E AT IHGE N

Y1 = To, (5.49)
Yit1 = To + he;, (5.50)
Yitnt+1 = To — he;, (5.51)

Hri=1,...,n. AJLLEH, ZIHE S E R &/ Frobenius o 2036 B AR A
Q MREHN

V@)l = 57 [ (o + hes) — flro — he], (552)
[V2Q(x0)]ii = %[f(l'o + hei) + f(zo — he;) — 2f(xo)], (5.53)
[V2Q(w0)lij = 0, i # J, (5.54)

Hri,j=1,...,n. ATH, BB/ Frobenius JuEUIGE SN TH O E 7. K
T om B A AE I 4B AR B9 B € IE S Powell [138].

W MODEL(xy, h, m), A5 2] x;, A BIE/N Frobenius JEEEA Qy; &
Gr = VQui(zy), BAFEEBEIE go. gp MILRUSEH » RE, RIIHTTE, &
114 m = 2n + 1 BHRSEE VR IR

ANH

apel 5.17. 3% Qp W MODEL(xy, h, 2n + 1) #F5].

a.) & fERY EZRELETH, BN FRAF, N

rER™”

IV F(2) ~ VQu(z)| < 5 sup {Z[‘;I&m} } no (65)

b) & f &R L= kST, LB FHA7, N

6 z€eR™

IV f(zr) — VQr(zr)] < L sup {Z lg;; (.CB)] } h?. (5.56)

UERH. X SERp Bl 0 Z 0 iR E AT, FTRAM A Taylor JETFRZ 5t
238, LL (5.55) Nl XHEM i € {1,2,...,n}, H (5.52) Al

9% f

195 o)l ~ [VQ)] | < 5 sup |4 a)

2 r€eR™

i (5.55) AT [ |

h. (5.57)
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RN 2 5, FATKE T2 06 S FATHE PR 722 18] 1) 5E SC7
A, REGENHE M, HHb—FE §5.3.6 A, 55— Fh 73 8] 2 & A B
B ZROLHURR P e 72210 [183], AT

Sk = span{ gk, Sk—1}, (5.58)

25 2 BESEBl T, HFHIX—dREEAE B SHER.

A 3 MISEELRE nfai HE. FRATT R ZLH A NEWUOA BESRAE TR R (5.12) BIA
& ARG FERIAT. A4, Anal 4% ] NEWUOA Sk MR A FE? 1F §3.3.2 AR
B, NEWUOA RS & — N P A ik 240 RHOEND, %250t [ W 7 B4 1R
NG RE2. TR, FRAITAT LAZE R ) NEWUOA Pl 1% B RHOEND [E SIeda il ks i .

M ER 773, BATARE S8 S 7550 5.3 2P 2 528 3, WS 31 1
— AN FEARA RS, B NEWUOAs BVE. FRATE NEWUOAs BUERITH RIS RS A
R,

&% 5.18. (NEWUOAs)

Y1 BRERFF {he)s {pr} FEE e > 0. BRI &R 11, 50 = 0;

= 1.
P2 mBEHK my, € n+1,(n+1)(n+2)/2], AM MODEL(xy, hy, my), 3%
F ap, SeROEMMBE o by <e B |Gl <e, ik 4
Sk = span{ gk, Sk—1}- (5.59)
¥ 3. 1% E RHOEND = p;, ¥4 NEWUOA KME-F 542

dnelgn flzr +d) (5.60)

FE dy.

2 “The parameter pend, Which has to satisfy pend < pbeg, should have the magnitude of the required
accuracy in the final values of the variables” [138]. 2% pena 7 NEWUOA JEAXAY A (175 & 44 Kl & RHOEND.
Bt EHE AT DRSS (|26 — 2% [|oo N pena BHM, H za, Jy NEWUOA FVERAGHIMR, o* N
flLf. 155 Powell [138] MEE SR,
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U7 4. = f(l‘k—i—dk) < f(:zck), ) Tyt = T+ dg, Sk := dy; % W) Tt1 = Tk,
Spi=5k_1. k:=k+1. %% 2.

F52 I, NEWUOAs BLVERIER S WA E. BT B IR T AMNE R R
WIZEAR D 3 HoR AT (5.60) HIERE; X #4ri%&ARH NEWU0A HIESERR,
ANFHBERAVEE. HEBATTE Mg SRR N E P EANZIER L.

T TG R T AT, BRATHE NEWUOAs BVEM L B ARSI (L
{h} 5 {pe} HIEE) JIAE §5.3.5 A4, FEMLZ AT, §5.3.4 ¥4iEH NEWUOAs B
PAE S RIS R T 5 A BR R S,

§5.3.4 NEWUOAs ELERIUISE

ANFHI L my, = 2n+1 B KT my B n+1, (n+1)(n+2)/2] F
FAB BRI OL, PHR R, 5148, AN AR T 200 Sy, 214
f(5.59) B X; HE G € Sy, X BB ik T

NEWUOAs 5Tk FIR DK H T NEWUOA SRAAE T 10 @ (5.60) FIRCER. AT IRIE
NEWUOAs HEMSSitE, FRATFE LN i

Ri% 5.19. AEFH c BAFEXERES K EFHET e, ¥ 347
24y d, R

dist(dy, arg grel‘isn flzr +d)) < cpy. (5.61)

Heo b, DL R IESSS NEWUOA %0971 224 RHOEND 12 X.

WATSEAE ¢ = 0 ARSI T BHE NEWUOAs 14 o I S50t 0 Ja) 3 Uie Sk
. 5 8§5.32 —F, BATH P, #8 R” 3| S, HIERTHRE.

T E ST, T NEWUOAs BRI 4 R e Stk

T 5.20. =0, BARKHE [ RARIK 5.4, H NEWUOA ST i RARIX
5.19. &

DL =0 B pe (56
)
liminf ||V f(z)] = 0. (5.63)
k—r00

SIX R A IRZAE” IR R UEVALE A IRP 2 SR BIRS B R, 112 DA PR AP 2 A 20l R 2% 1R v U IE
HIRH
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MEBE. RO (I} 5 {pe} BFE K BB T (B0, 8K i—Ni 2 %
PRI T AR KC BT,

HBBE 5.4 K& (5.55), [V f(zx) — gill 2 e 250, & Vf(2) — g £ K I
s, i

(I = P)V ()| = IV f () = BV f(ap) | < VS (k) — gl (5.64)

B (I — PV f(xg) 12 K _EWSHT%.
7718, BRI 5.19 A

fzg +di) — nf flar+d) =0, ZkeK Hk— . (5.65)
Hi
f(@r1) < flog + di) (5.66)
i
f(zpg1) — diensf flzp+d) =0, BHkeK Hk— oo (5.67)
RAEERE 5.7, 2Rt (5.63) AAL. |

FIA R B 73, RATATLLE EHE 5.14 S NEWUOAs H3ERT R-ZeME U SioE
FE.

I 5.21. K e =0, BARHK f 5K {2} #H KK 510, B
(5.61) 329 K&y k Az, EFF {h} 5 {pr} R-EEAETE, W {z}
R-Z I8 F 2.

IERR. 5 FE 5.20 MIAE IR, AT AF B (1 — POV ()| LK
F(@pgr) — infaes, fay +d) B R-BHEWST %, SObiERE 5.14 MPFFEHSL. W

SEFRTHE A, AT ¢ > 0. X8, WR4L () 5 {p) BTF B4
NEWUOAs K ER RN IE. B2, 8D L {5 {p} BTEAREAS
. AN by, SR E AR R, N pe ST R (5.60) R E
R, Bk, FATVEAESLBR I H R A XA F I e SHEN R A4, S
NEWUOAs BiEe B A R IE? T B AN e 3 A2 73X — ) .
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IR 5.22. % BARSRH f i AR 5.4, NEWUOA H k% R AR 5.19. %
e>0, H
liminf M+/nehy + M?c*pi < €2, (5.68)

kek, k—oo
W] NEWUOAs Hik ARk, f M A [|[V2f] 89—AALFE M > 1.
UEBH. AT A ke K, B
M+/nehy + M?*c*p; < 6% (5.69)

H, § A—1E%, Hé<e
B ke K, BATRIGIESE £ DIERWTHE. & P, & R 3 S, MIE
T, M9 5.5 UL 5.19 41

flar) = fzrsr)
> f(ay) — flzr + dy)
> f(a) ~ nf Jla+d) - MR (5.70)
> P S| — 5 M
7,
1PV f (i) |12
= IVf@)l” = IV f(xx) — PV f ()]
> [lgell = IV f(@x) = 3ll)? = IV £ (zx) — Gi1? (5.711)
= 1G> = 201G 1V f (%) — Gl
> {|gell> — M/n|Gel|
% 1 1 1
f@e) = fzrg) > m!lékll2 = 5Vl gkl — §M02pi- (5.72)
i (5.69) BAJe M > 1 K1
Iy < Mi/ﬁ <e. (5.73)

45 NEWUOAs FHIEANERZAE,

|Gell > & > M+/nhy. (5.74)
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MiiH (5.72) 5 (5.69) %0,

Flaw) = f(onn) > 5126 — s viehs — sMEpE > (= 8). (5.75)
DL AR RHERT & € K BT, X5 K MRS 6T RFE. .

FH [RIRE B 77 v ] DUIE B 40 R 2 2.
EIE 5.23. K AARRH [ HERIX 54, ZRESETHEL=M F38A K,

NEWUOA f ki R ARi% 5.19. & >0, £

1 _
lim inf gMehi + M?*Pp; < &2, (5.76)

ke, k—oo

W] NEWUOAs HiA AR, b, M A |V2f|| 89—ALF, M A
n agf 2 %
{Z [@] } (5.77)
=1 v

B 5.22 5523 Ui, REFH {h} 5 {p} BT L%/, NEWUOAs H
B S HR& L. BeAh, (5.68) 5 (5.76) AN EHA LT AR ML T KR

5% NEWUOAs I —MILAAE T, JATBEATHERI TS, N ip e HA
TIEAR SRS RN . X R A 517 B B

TFIE 5.24. # & NEWUOAs H 0915 K 8 1.

—AEFHE M > 3.

a.) & f AR L RELETHA_NFRAR, N

[

el < o+ s 4 [ZLw] Vs s
Te)ll = |19k 25&3 7 8x? €T ks .
b.) % f A& R EZRELETHRI=ZMNFHAT, M

1

1 n agf 2) 2 )
IVl <l + g s 4 S| S5 ¢z 67

=1
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§5.3.5 NEWUOAs EXAISCINAATS

FERA R 518 TR 42 510 5L UL,
MR (b} BOEEL he B0 T8 kB SERE. X
m = 20 LB, ST RO, e SEESBK. BRATAN by A
A i ST A I S 2 S R B R B K R 1 B B2,

PEES. TEHE hy 2 JE, T4
hy, = p"thy, (5.80)

Hrr pp e (0,1) —MHEL

HIRRZFF {pp} MIEHL. pp 28] 758 & PIERF TR (5.60) FRMEHR
FE. bRt &, JATRIN, LR 723 A AL & JE 1 (1) R (BRI
X T AABEFE g, ICARAKET), BT DLERAT 1A B — R 3t 78 7 SR A - ie0 L (5.60).
HERATTHL

pr = min{e, ph}, (5.81)

Hr py € (0,1) &—MHEEL

§5.3.4 28, LRI, 250 {h} 5 {p) BTETRERAGEM.
PR FRATT I 25 EATTAE I R 5. EERIIE NEWUOAs SEA MR 1k, S HMTF
ST DARYE (5.68) B (5.76) 32|, FESLhRiHAE A, WATUER], ¢ — BN Vn
B B e < o, Wl (5.68) 41, {he} 5 {pp} BI—DHE SR TR
5& e/(2My/n), Hr M |V AT 1 —A Bk 454 (5.80) 5
(5.81), FATAILAHK

_ £
]’Lk = max {p]f lhl, W} s (582)
Pk = max {min{s, o5}, 2M€\/ﬁ} : (5.83)

TESEbRiE A AT (5.82) & X {h}, A (5.83) 7 X {pe}. WHRMEB f =K
HEET M E = SEE T, WFA {h) BRVFERKRI 288, BoAEATTE
BAEE (5.68) 5 (5.76) HIEH co M R M HIVERE, BTl A fefi A B

XA, MO, NEWUOA F9E) M — AN /> B AEIA ) RHOEND &L IKTRE L.
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TANZAAGHAES. KA (5.82)-(5.83) & X {hi} 1 {p,}, NEWUOAs %iiz
[ BR 2 b 1 2 VA B PRI, DRI 75 220 AR A 2 B L i e
KRB TR L

TEH NEWUOA SKf# 7 M & (5.60) 2 8, FA1LHIEEME B € R, fiifg
B AT 20 Sy BI—HAriE IEAC R, H n v S, 2 4850 %57k 5.18
PR, n 18 2. FIH B, TR (5.60) n¥4LA

min f(x;, + Bd). (5.84)

deR™
)8 (5.84) W] LAE £ FH NEWUOA KA. SRRV o~ 0. 7E1S 3R (5.84)
WifiE de ZJ5, 2 dp = Bdy, RIS 8@ (5.60) HIfE.
W NEWUOA I, FRAITRR T 75 B B RHOEND 2 4k, i E ik B HATIG1E
312 RHOBEG. SERmith& e, FRATAI, HLECKMIPIGGE Ik 12 A L.
AT HT RHOBEG ) SIS AL

RHOBEG].H_l :max{pkH, hk+1, HdkH, pgRHOBEGk}, (585)

Hr pg € (0,1) —AHAL

WA NEWUOA B, 54k —A TR E W E K28R S — MBS A 46 D
NPT, FUESCIRR I, RGN BERS 564 USSR E T R e R ddfE A
XIFR Broyden f&1E. FrLAFRATEEEL NPT = (n + 1)(7 + 2)/2, HH a KT A5
Y. ML 5.18 KA, n =2, # NPT = 6.

7E VA FH MODEL #4i& g, I, FRATTIE B 46 AE s b nT e 2> tHILEL ), ‘u%ﬂaﬁii
DL . FRATA IR AP R B S U Rd N 2. 2R f(2e) < fan), A

A S BGE A T R (5.60) W) ) EECA 2. Tjeﬁfr%qﬂ&mm

FHIXFh g, {H 2 X PPk R e 38 A K, SR R ffiE fUER I AR IR AR
e trETE. H 2 B o 25, TER g HHE N VQi(ir). 4
k>2 0, ATVEERE X sp_1 A & — x5 + Sp—1.

BJE, WRRT=IRHEI ||de|| B/, B ||de < are (o B—N/NEE),
MR A ] g gk SR aRARTEA 220 R AT B ek, WAl T BN 26 134K

§5.3.6 NEWUOAs ELERIFREEMAHRIA

595 5.18 5 §5.3.5 /M 4H T NEWUOAs VAR EEBsLIld#e. A, XHEAST
] NEWUOAs ByETHFRERCRIM? A1 KRE — M+, HFRENR A& DQRTIC
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% 5.1: NEWUOA 5355 NEWUOAs Hixt DQRTIC o) A5 i) 2 B

NEWUCA NEWUOAs

100 | 10000 1.248559E—18 | 4906  1.772290E—-17
150 | 10000 4.926753E—-01 | 7112 4.344702E—-17
200 | 10000 1.263032E4-03 | 9233  4.256090E—12
250 | 10000 1.980351E4-05 | 10000 5.472021E—10

ﬂ@:§]@—04 (5.86)

WIBE N (2,2,...,2), WABMEN 0. F 5.1 45 7 NEWUOA 5EF1 NEWUOAs $ik
RfE DQRTIC [A# (n = 100, 150,200, 250) (e HE HH 5 kB UL K A5 21 1 B
BBUE. THE P NEWUOA 2% NPT. RHOBEG A RHOEND 73 HEX 2n + 1. 1 Al
10~%, NEWUOAs MIZHN my, =2n+1, e = 1075, hy =1, p1 = py = p3 = 0.5,
M =50, ay =0.1. 74k, FATBRS K REUETHERECH 10000. 5 PAEAFE,
X A A ) BRERATAN 4% ST 46 28 B SR A — Ik, ANHEATBEATLE He. 721X AN A 7
I, NEWUOAs HIAHIRR I B T NEWUOA, T840 Eon T F 28 I AR e K A
5] R P )

WAE, iERATRE 54— 1. FEIAR E POWER [67]. 3 HARR %
-

f(z) = Zi%?, (5.87)

=1

WIUG SN (1,1,...,1), WMRAEHN 0. & 5.2 454 7 NEWUOA 5775 A1 NEWUOAs
PR POWER [H) @ (n = 100, 150, 200, 250) ) BR HUE 5 7R B A R 45 21 1)
AR EE. H5 % NEWU0A 5 NEWUOAs HIS R b B KRR AUE A
BT E Dy 10000; FATTUS IR SR AR TR 4R A2 BB R 1 r) /L. 7R A 1) L
NEWUOAs HZid 3| 1 A .

BUAERRA1K > M NEWUOAs Sk POWER [0 ERBIAER R, KA
POWER s&—/> IR %, H Hessian FEFE NN AFEEE, B ABRA TS R IGES
B ) BB AE A 1Y, WO 12 0 8 NEWUOAs SV KB 2 F L Himh RS
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Z 5.2: NEWUOA H{E5 NEWUOAs EiEXT POWER. o] @12 5

NEWUOA NEWUOAs

100 | 244 5.940111E—15 | 10000 6.734304E4-00
150 | 350 6.366113E—13 | 10000 6.541123E4-01
200 | 455 7.894867E—13 | 10000 3.301559E4-02
250 | 565 2.627950E—12 | 10000 1.110297E+03

M POWER [ @ i 25 FEUR K, 0 NEWUOAs BVAER AR IEH 1.

P — M in] @, FAE RS 5.3 ) R-ZRMEIRSIOERE (BB 5.14) B &
B, 1 SR EUR R BE RS SR B v DURE. X2 B T 5% 5.3 1
SRR T V2R T [ 3 F) ) B, f 66 NEWUOAs 03, Frbd, A A %E4E NEWUOAs &
EFR BT ROR.

{EIREUE, A 80 TSk A 75 B 2 ) 1) 5 2, X6 T 3RATT R 1 2 M
PLSEHLE. Sgis i), 7258 k SR, JAIAMUE T o KRE G EE gy,
1M BRI i {E R IE T — D A Q. AT BME V2Q, 1EA a, LA
Hessian #ifE, A E#AT A

58 V2Qu & — AN IEEM I, WATETHM S, HE X (5.59) A
V2Qu] g AR Ge, BT T TR MR V2Q, AN IE R, RZ
b B X RAIRE H V2Q, W& —MERE Ay, RE4 Age 8 g H
TFrasE S, WEX. A A, NUHTEE?

NTRCRITE, TATE V2Q, M f HIFSH Hessian FEFE, IF HARK V2Q,
s — AN A R

diag(A1, Ag, -, An), (5.88)

M — AT R AT — AN EAER TR A 8 V2Q, W) 308, a2
diag(AF, AL, ..., Ah), (5.89)

Hrp

AL ENA£0,
AT = n 7 (5.90)
0 =A=0.
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XA E A S, BB, TG RAELEN, BE EARE. B, X
VERT AR T [ A AN A B IRATRERE A AX AUt BE N <0, T f
TEE @ NAEARTTIA e B TN JRH, |\ MR FEOR, M f A 5 7E
T2 span{e;} LR RIITFRE. (HiE, WREL A, 8 V2Q, B SG5, 1) |
FR, Apgr BT 2500 span{e; } Bz, |\;| R & JLLEE. XHECF 2500
Sy = span{ Apgr, sp_1} MEHE & DIERIRBRAE spanfe;} LR TN,
KIESEAVEZE M . GBI R 7 e, FRATAE Awg, STl
], FL i ORI, BT IR, Bf1E X

p(A) = {A: , 7? - (5.91)
—2+ 2 FAZ«a,
Hodt e s —ANNESG #E—38, X Ay N
diag(2(A1), (A2, - -, o(\n)). (5.92)
XF M V2Qy, A R E N
V2Q, = UANUT, (5.93)
U NIEACHBE, A Nt MsERE, 04
A = o(V2Qr) = Up(AN)U™. (5.94)

Hrr, o(A) e KIB (5.92). fEFE S, & my, = 2n+ 1, W V2Q, XA
FERE, T A, —AE SR, 78 NEWU0As FVEHIRATHL ) = ap maxi<ic, [\,
ay N—/INEEL

E X Ay 25, BATE Si N span{ Apgy, sp_1} LIEK T BAE. H—A
B R, XFEIRSEN S, ARERIEEERS, FATATFE S FEE—
IR L. PRI, FRATTE X

S = span{ g, ArGr, Sk—1}- (5.95)

XEt 2 FRATE §5.3.3 IREBK H4—FhF 28 2 7 .
T2 A4 X NEWUOAs By R St 2 A S M. tbn, %FF 1004 150.
200 A1 250 k) POWER [W] @, 454 2 J5 ) NEWUOAs vk 7 ) 1E of #01E
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THEIRECN 232, 332, 432 F1 533 BF KRB TR E & T 10720 [fE. e b,
K8 POWER A& 1E5E XK %, H. Hessian %0 XS A R, BT PLTLSRA 5 7O
NEWUOAs ByATERRR B RE— R A ) i AN

MILLEFF 46, FRATHTHE I NEWUOAs SEER 2 FR M T A AR I &%,
AU, S B (5.95) & X,

§5.3.7 #YESCI

AN 8 I H A SIS IE B NEWUOAs B2 2 . FRATTEAT = 405858, Al
PSS, AR NEWU0As HE S HET R IL T 1L S5 E %5 2 — NEWU0A Hik
HATEA FRATT 20 0l BEA 1 B R A [ RN AR A) 46 ri i) R 38 =4 s, AR
t NEWUOAs SRAEES 7> 2000 4E 7] @ (14505, AR NEWUOAs 3K R RIS in) 7
[FIRE 1. DRI 2000 4 A @6 NEWUOA S92k U0 LT/ A AT @i, Bir LLEE = 25K
B0 AT X TG

§5.3.7.1 NEWUOAs EiE5 NEWU0A BERIELER — BRAKIERE

MAEFRATR A S — 5 §2.4 B3PIk R ELE NEWUOA %5 NEWUOAs B
VET IR AR ) A 2R B FRATT I K A AR 2 §3.3.2 HAd A1) 50 SR AR 4
R T LR ) L 6T R — AN R, FRATTXY 50L 100 1504 200 5 4
ANYERGIAT TR, B URCR AR TR IR §2.4 50T 5 IRBEHLE . BAIGI T
RARKEE (RIZEPE (2.5) HI0 7) N 1077 (i = 2, 4,6,8,10) B 1) B EE T B8
WG 7 IEAR E SRR BB T B OR B (B (2.7) HEEG £ = 107F).

NEWUOA 5% B A5 A H ' 7T 4% 2 4 NPT. RHOBEG #1 RHOEND [ 1% HY
5 §3.3.2 fH 6. NEWUOAs #7EH Fortran 77 SEHL. BiEF RISk E N
me=2n-+1, ¢ = 1079 h; 5 NEWUOA " RHOBEG FHZE, p1 = py = p3 = 0.5,
M =50, oy = 0.1, ag = 1076 554k, LI, FRATE B & K R EUE IR
N 100n, n i EAEEL.

6309 T E AT B IS 6] A 45 S 4 L, — L SR SRAR SR AU 1) 10 L. 6 T 5B KA et 1
F, iHS% §5.3.7.3.

THR T i AR, L CBRER, JRATR T 5 URBEHLE S, 1 5 A0 T I/ U i R AN R .

S[HJy NEWUOA 51155 NEWUOAs S35 08 3% 56 A R 0, B LAIRATT b e e 7 05 A 75 R 1 )
— BRI bR, B S 8. WA AR T NEWUOAs BIEIEARA R, R T8
PR G AR
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FEE RN, SCPRAE R, NEWUOA SIS 40 RHOEND £ 1R A 4 T fif 55
SRR (o FEES, T NEWUOAs BRS¢ REBUH Y T R SRR 0,
PR (IHZ % 5.24). T, £E BN FER, & B S H0k RN % R
] R RE R . B, RGOV RS SRR RAE & B RRR R KB S, I E
e = /nRHOEND Z&& BRI, (H2&, M X BN R @E4E8 22 200, FrbAFRAT
RWEIX— R &K, {ELLEHS B2 1 B ¢ = RHOEND. 1X '35 NEWUOAs 132 fig ks B
EAEAR r, AT 9 B8 20 1) R B fE T B 8L

FATW LI5S §3.3.2 AH[H.

5.8 2K 5.13 451 T NEWUOA 5925 NEWUOAs SEVRAE I A AN [FAS B 225K
DL IEAR H AR 2 1B Y Performance Profiles Data Profile. Sensitivity Profile
A R-Sensitivity Profile. PIZ&ik =i B EERILELF. DU Profile )€ XG5S
B

MEIHAT LAt IR EIERIRT o . EARIZEZZAE T, MR
R EE T ELIREL (R IRAE Performance Profile 1 Data Profile), /& &%}
THE L& NR Z UM (RILAE Sensitivity Profile 1 R-Sensitivity Profile),
NEWUOAs SLiEHIRILARW B4F T NEWUOA 5735

N T iSRG P NEWU0As BLVEHIILE, T I IAT ARG = 10710
(K 5.12) B, 79 HTiX N5 1 Performance Profile A1 Data Profile £
Sensitivity Profile A1 R-Sensitivity Profile f17 #1284l F Performance Profile.

fEKE 5.12 1 Performance Profile 1, NEWUOA £ i2 si8 (0,0.125), 2
— AN RN (4.828,0.520); NEWUOAs PEZE L A4 (0,0.650), 28— R
N (1.565,0.755). XULHI, HREEEERNy 10710 i, FRATH:

a.) NEWUOA SVERKIIRMR® T 52.0% WA & NEWUOAs 7L EIIKRME T 75.5%
1) T 2.

b.) A 12.5% ¥ 19 B, NEWUOA 178 5% ) o B TF kB b F g
NEWUOAs 5%, 5 65.0% HJ IR &, NEWUOAs 5V 7€ B i) ok HUE o 5 K
b T 82T NEWUOA Bk

c.) BIFTEIL T, NEWUOAs B yEAe 9 0 ok BUE vF 5 IR E 2 4 NEWUOA L

KT IR AR K & S, BB B (2.5) A (2.20).
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0.035 % (27%%%% ~ 0.035); WIIEIL T, NEWUOAs SIZ AL B ) ol BUME 1 55
B2 NEWUOA BEMT 2.96 i (2199 ~ 2.96).

7£8 5.12 [ Data Profile #, NEWUOA IZE%} R FREALAR 100 20, 30 A1 40
IAB AR 2 5124 0.100 0.165. 0.225 A1 0.335; NEWUOAs &£ %R T AR 10
20~ 30 F1 40 HIZNARFRZF 54 0.440. 0.565. 0.670 AT 0.720. XYt B, 24k EF 5
KA 10710 1f, FRATA:

a.) ZhE 10 ANEAATEARE TR, NEWUOA S92 AT sk AR 10.0% f il @, 1
NEWUOAs SEyE T IR A 44.0% 10 8.

b.) 455 20 NERAERLEE TS, NEWUOA SE ] sINSRE 16.5% K1) 8, i
NEWUOAs ByEn] IR 56.5% A1) K.

c.) A5 30 ANHLLTEES R TSL, NEWUOA Skl sRINSR A 22.5% 1A R, M
NEWUOAs HyETT IR 67.0% 11 1A .

d.) 455E 40 A HATFLREE TR, NEWUOA Sk n] lIhsk AR 33.5% e &3, i
NEWUOAs SyETR] IR R 72.0% A1) R,

SCEGAE R U, X T RORHUBL R i &, 5 HET RIS L SR E
— NEWUOA #HLE, NEWUOAs ByEHIME 3+ B2 1.

T AE AT I [A) N A5 B S2ae 45 R AN GRES A SR AR 200 4ELL 1 1R]
ST b R SRR ER K NEWUOAs SV MU HGEREH R, OC T BE CHUARE K )
W5% §5.3.7.3 B, AP EFATK A NEWUOAs SKRE 2000 4 1) &, X —
LI IE] G NEWUOA SR8 LT A2 AN T SR AR T
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8 ()

0.2} ] ol ! ]
0.1f —NEWUOA 0.1 —NEWUOA
~==-NEWUOAs == NEWUOAs
0 ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘
o 05 1 15 2 25 3 35 % 10 20 30 40 5 60 70
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