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(coupling variables or interaction variables) =
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Min Fy(n)+ T F (X, n) (2.3)
s=1

subject to G,(n) <0

G,(X,, n) <0, s=1,---,S
oh zol YT 5 ATk }71A G Al2d A

Z3l(system constraints or global constraints)
Xz A2 #AEE AAES9E (sub-
system or local variables), 18] 3 G, & 4]~
ol Aok 7 (subsystem or local constraints) o]
eh 3tar, ojuf HAMFES) BH3pol Az
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trol or design variables) X2

Min J=F(X, Z2) (2.4)
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(G(X, Z2)<0)
o} o] Aol& 4= i}, AAH S

n=y(X), Z}) ] #F I (2.5)
€ 33 5YHos By HHarA=

s
Min, J=3 [F(X!, Z', #i)
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HATHUXI, Z0) —ni}] (2.6)

Hi(Xi, ZlY n‘)=0 1:1,,5
G'(X, Z, #) <0
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method2 U2 e $@e Feish wHH
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Fig. 2. Coordinating strategy
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linear programming) &4 2] &L} gl we}
2 72 BEFEHIL AA oS 2
et

REAAGxe] HAg HAZUAA HAH
S e 2 A G (direct search methdos) 3
Az E Aot 55 ol &3t Akd HA
LA & HlA oA 2 HEA 7] = H Y (trans-
formation method) 22 & u] A Aldl+= Met-
hod of feasible directions, GP (gradient projec-
tion method), GRG (generalized reduced gradi-
ent method) 9] 718 @Aty QEAE 9#
o] LP & QP #2]9] ¥ EAER up¥o] F&
SLP (sequential linear programming), SQP (seq-
uential quadratic programming) 52| ZApsHE
Ho| o] A8-5 1, Fxlol= SUMT(sequence
of unconstrained minimization techniques)®
432 o8] F7F9 w9 (penality funec-
tion method) # Largrange multiplier method
Ago] &3t

A@B.D-G4H= HA3dE HA¥FEAE= Y
A A ok & (active constraints) S Lagranges
T2 FEkA A g4 8 24

J
L(X, )=F(X)+ ¥ j; G;(X) (3.2)
=1

VF+[(VG]i=0 and i>0 (3.3)

9} o] Vehd £ A3, ojAo] utEZ Kuhn-Tuc-
kerz#do|t}t of71M i1¥ Lagrangess v T
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F/eX,\T. [V G]=[V Gy, V G]& vetdrh

AgzA Ge 8, M3, AL AF 5 4
AP g Ashx Jatst #AE Yebz 2
wj 2](3.2)= dAWMS XoF Futiis 1§ FAHF
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Venkayya, Berke, Khot 5o] AF& 3 A3 3
Bl S Zre vhekst A A e ES NEsid o

el A g ol A kil ® A A gho] AeA AA g
o B RE

Xk =Xk AXE ,i=1,-n (3.4)

3 ol Rolx & o ulah, HAFERAAE
Xi(k+1):m(k) Xi(k) , i=1,~-,n (35)
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o

AX®)

(k) —
i =1+ Xi(k)

,1=1,--,n {(3.6)

ol AZE oS & F A ZAE HE g 54
S7HEA G o] & & F Utk o3 Hol Yzt
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mediate variable), WA & ZA g, 7R =4/
ARFAA, AFxA HAL 5o F23 7|24
= EUF ol F HIA LS §8H0E T
Ag Vv Eo] AE AFHNeH FHto] HAHv
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X=LB Xg (3.7)

71X X 94ARSYE, Xpe 248 44

FHEol LE 2E o] & d1}e) 0O(zero)o]
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Z(X)=Z(Z/(X((X)N=Z (Z (X (X))
(3.8)

ob ol zhzte] wAlo A o) ZAtalrt o] 2

45 ok FEER AN E GRS

o] FM R (e s ERE) o, H], u
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z]
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0] EvlA fAe] gL ddHS s
g o
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o} 7ro] mmer At Ao A
o] 2Aghe A7 Hu FHRAe A A=
Eo}=] A @} U0

o 7]14 ghgol th3F tA}sl= Taylor series&
o] &3t M3 Atsl(linear approximation) & =

& ek,

GLOO=GX)+E (XX (L)
(3.10)
oL e by wAHoI 148 Hesh dol
A el Aol o e AN A AAM

ol A4E Hakod 1z AAG AurEAlE(re-
ciprocal approximation) 7} 2} A}8-¥ v},
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59 As S Bt A3 A e
I scaling S o] 83 wtE HAl {F&3ht 2A
Wy Fo] shirt sl FAASEE 48 Ao
LAE fFste A7 Ao ol & A7) A%
wo]l HEHUN 1F Iyt EAAAMSHhy-
brid or conservative approximation)® 13}

FurAbste] £ FEHE 2 o

F9e 2

Ge(X)= G(Xo)-!-ZG(X Xm)(aX)XO(SIZ)

1 if X,i(0G /9X;) =0,

1 Gi=4.
Xoi /X otherwise,
Ag714 G=12 A8, G=X, /XY A a2
Atgle] sigEch, EATAIEE ¥ ol Ak
Absta ot AAgholl A" Al Aot d A Fstrt
HEEE B} Fol7] g8l AGE ReEZH HI
Mol % (method of moving asymptotes)©] 1
T} (39
A F 7R 7F AL deji ol g 3
AEQ zAoletd EAlol i AAH SAtse
HAAAHNAN Bt} FatA o]F4FH = vk F
Fe8409UE E9 A, ARFEE HA B T
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FH

rhidohit

AR Aol dA sl dHE AT
o =358 Pt ot EE Gt ﬂl?kaszi
£ 23,E A sE AL Ardte AR 7
2HHBFANAM olE Tt AAMS A
Mo FHP wet AT AW
o) #AS ANA FPsNok 3w o) A=A L4

Kr=R (3.13)
< AAESFd & niEe FHFgoEM A& F
Aot " rS He e} J&ﬁl% AEsd e} 3l

%{‘zg_)%‘% =W (3.14)

@71H K ZAE EY A, RE 8159, re
AMEE Jeh L ZEFF B AGED B

o e o(X,r)2 EAIY o 259 HAM
o th&t 5?5} TE OS go] A€

g0 00 (&) d (3.15)

2(3.14)14 W& H{AI3HF(pseudo load) o]t
g uf 2(3.13) %9 fFAHeERE AFHHA
AL gEE o] &3y dr /dXE F&HA H e
2319 FAFH Atste AA-F70H (design
space method), FibAgaozRnE HHHoZ
F3= AFel 708 (state space method) & 714}
ahgol ti&she 7HIEAE ol &3 SHdEEY
(virtual load method) ] Ut}

™

of FollA viAlHto 2 HHMAPE AFL 2
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AN 87 B ope} M3t RG] o
@3] B ugg FAe7] & FHAFY o
Aol 213k AE T A AN G FL o8
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g 2 HA r T F3te AP olnh

(K°+AK)r=R (3.16)
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on substructure s=1,---,S (3.17)
7iA AdRe] oy AEA 9 Aldbghel L X+
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TRAIZHE &2 2 u 949 &
2osle HEE HES e 4 dAEe] £33
o2 AFE olF e A -HEy AFFE 2ty
Ak 28N A =3 uiolzro] Uk o g A AH
o} 5ol f¥ole Fyolg, 3 1 7ZE7} A
ZHolE vAIZH|EX Tt YA 2ES FH
Hasl7l M FAHFos shte AlxgS

TH ET o]dFH Y o] £ H FAFHo AY
g 538 ASTEE fotsty dAFos H2
3h= Aol At o)}, oY HollM AF 2 uiA
ZFTEE TAE hEA A oA HE oA
7ol F23F 92 3+ Sobieski7} T ApAlo)
10e4d 2F heuristicdtAl £ 3 ohwrA H & shar
o] 2 A 28 (serial system) ¥ = multi-stag-
e systemOl] n}]fﬂ ﬂeﬂs}—r %u}z%o] 5}7@;}5_,1
2A Aot s 5HAEY E}"JOW}J— E e ls
A f9T ¢35 o4 AYg7xg gio
2 gtk HollM 12 F s 5-’}:5& g
o= 01-3;}}11:—1 EzJﬂ]i]u%o] 51__1:]24 ?zgljlg}
ETE AFEHI e gddA g g 9ehg go)
ste Zlez ZAUR A4 EATE RS A
2| 3] ”?“if“} ol olFo M= Halg [t
dao] Wyle uwel AP Fx BH =AM 5
o wETR Ao FAHHIR Uro] fhF 1
24 ghek, v 7[A A RAe A A A g
upe} o] ?‘SP‘%E‘J A A2 2. Egs A%
B B AFTEE o|F1 Un uebA A
AP A F 7}74 H2 sk el Ads 4%
ol da ¥ Wrt ojg E&Folgt= Holul,

0

%3 5 9] ¢ Y
FEAEYe dgaE E 4D AR

BHANA 2 o) HEHQA 54 APBA 29 s}
g azo R wdygdEn), 183 JEAA
& Bellmano] FHAGy] & @Az
Hog 5 A ®® a8g s B Qury
A - BEASFTEE EZse oddAwyEe
=372 g},

A 2Flo] 3t o] &o] FdE o] Hol wa}

TR A A s x e} go] tF T
ZE HAHF57] dalM TRAI2HEE 2 e B
2t Bz g B3 (decomposition) sl 2}z
=d3og HHFste A 2= FHH 3 (sub-
system or subsystem level optimization) ¢ £}
#HAstd HA2¥EE Z&(coordination) 3t
dge] A Txz=2 44 Agsie A2gHY 3
(system or system level optimization) @A & #
A= AFFH A 9 (hierarchical multievel
method)ol X}_ 1\:—%:4]7.“ A]Eg]git}'(zgm- 34-39) é
oA HA s § ol GAR FAH A
& AAHASEAS 22 2 e REAS T
ste AlsTEE g 94 sgadAd R
B FEAEC] Py o ZEojzl oS AT
A HAZEAL stgdA AetzAo] wE
e HHME ZEs 7 R EA S50 2gF
o e uie} go] B3 £80) 2AzoE
T A st BA w9l H857] AAg AL A
2¥lolEo X Af3h}

Dantig®} Wolf7} 196030 =T E A3 5 Aol
gt E8Ua8E 197099 Mesarovic, Mackos}
Takahara %3 Lasdone] Ztz} System o| &3}
OR{operations research)o| &0l &, 83}
theA H Fslol 2] 1R 2wy S 2 A3
sk 1971 Wismer $°] & 9 Z 3 A AH 9]
oA H A S EA S A sk o), (20

TZEA M Kirschsol +Z2AE ¢4 7)o 2
TER Yo FAHoZ 7} RyzE HHIY
]l U] 2o dAMSE 1PAA stUR &
207 HIM W e ¥ A heuristicdt Y
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Z_—}_g_ﬁ-}_ ﬁ}_ 9\1]:}_ (24-28)

70 Fatell o] 2] chekgl cha Al A F sk
ol wrF AT} Sobieski, Schmit, Haftka,
Vanderplaats 5ol FE3on 1% 3 Sobies-

£ iR HAgEA et MRy
(lmear decomposition method)-& UwrEA) A 2
A A AAE THF 7] 913 ohekAl 3 2 A
63/\-] o}_ﬁ\:} (29-31, 34-39) o] e gz_o] 0431 14 ]_
9] Ao E Qsl= oA A R %ﬂ(multldlsap
linary optimization problem)®} #EAH o] 4
Al £8)ZE trade-off A& thEdon FH Zi*éﬂl
U= g o] &3t WA 2® bl AAE =gsl
Atk 2EL 3gTAe] EEFEA FHA G
21 ARt e oA TE g el
M AFzHeR ALEEULD o] §
o] AtxEe] vt T UHEE el
= &5 9%e sl KSd4(Kreisselmeier

Steinhauser function)oll o} 7] Abg o},

(‘ulﬂl of!

\dﬂ

| etz HL
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