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MEel* - Boide
Seo, Kyung Min - Ryu, Yeon Sun

.............................................................................................................................................

Abstract

Quadratic programming problems(QP) have been widely used as a direction-finding subproblem
in the engineering and structural design optimization. To develop an efficient solution algorithm
for the QP subproblems, theoretical aspects and numerical behavior of mathematical programming
methods that can be used as QP solver are studied and compared. For the solution of both primal
and dual QP, Simplex, gradient projection(GRP), and augmented Lagrange multiplier algorithms
are investigated and coded.

From the numerical study, it is found that the primal GRP algorithm with potential constraint
strategy and the dual Simplex algorithm are more attractive and effective than the others. They
have theoretical robustness as well. Moreover, primal GRP algorithm is preferable in case the
number of constraints is larger than the number of design variables.

Favorable features of GRP and Simplex algorithm are merged into a combined algorithm, which
is useful in the structural design optimization,
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1. M B

uldd A Y EA(nonlinear programming prob-
lem ; NLPZ AH23isle 383 H24AFA )
¥ £X3 HAso] @A AANA g 7
HEol A=At 1 7Hed 2404 8 & A (quadra-
tic programming problem ; QP& EojA gy
B& AR F3 2304 8 Y (sequential quadratic
programming ; SQP)o] T-& HA Yo v)dly
EEAYL de g8lA Uk SQPE B4
el #FFF QPHE-EA(QP subproblem)2] T4,
QP9 &W, 18ln G4l mWE o|FAHE
A= 392 FAEC NLPERE QPREEX
o] AW B A7 T N2 HEHEI|Y
Mg ovjsiy ol A AL 1aFHA &
A2A 2o #% B A7 AU

I QP AEE siztE waygg AY
oz £HEE 77 L83 QPY 3§
Hell #4 dTE F2 EHE Ul Z@d A
Aol g ,M z} 71y ef AT v 11 o] &3
B39 2 £33 840 B8 AAAH vnd
T Uas] F8% FAE A weid B 4
TFoMe QPTHE AT P EBE vl
NLPe] ¥ 7|HEF QP AT WYL =5
31 olEY AEAE HRPESM, 159 FHE
A = 7 AR HE =YFeEH
A¥sas EgFol HEo ZAAHY QPY
He Agstax gt

2. QP9 H9|

2.1 S8R XX e

FeAA N A7 FEGUEEY o o
kA o] HA&E A= NLPE A8

fine ¥=(%;, X5,**, Xn)' (1a)

min. (@) =1%, %, %) (1b)

st. g®=g, %, %<0 j=L m (o)
h®=hx, %,

A7 xE n-2 AANSAE, fe A3

X)=0; i=L 1 (1d)

ol A ﬁiﬁ-ﬂﬂ@ ¢ XY, g ¥ he 4
ALTZH wet FolAe BES 9 S
g, 283 m R 12 232 253 ¥ FiAgzhe
Aol

A (D2 BEse HAHPEAY g Tk 7]
He aA FA-Y(direct method)# 7+ Y (indirect
method) .2 dEdch. A HAHsMEA A
75 ARY L EAE Hgshe i get
W (transformation method)® Y A1H(primal
method)2 2 O] 7R EY. 13 A A3
A9 EXRY E AGEFE AR RE2AE
FolA Sage ZYsa 270 & o5 AT
& 72N HHHE T3 otk YA e
HEY HlElg & 5P ¢ AL o]Ho)
7] W& ZEle X3 HHsYe B¢ 4
T F2 AAHE dPog o|Fojxu glon
BEAE F4%e wWiodl wEl dugg EEol
MirElo] ek fAelA gaEe At
A8t Wi=A] Fojof & REAE RE AYA
Y FAl(linear programming problem : LP) &
QP2 Yehfjolxn, 2ol F2 QPE AM8sh=
FA] o]}

2.2 {8 oPe <

4 (D& Foj7 NLPE @A dAHFHE 3
oA M AA M3 ARY gt eE
x=x"1—x%g} F3 3% @AM ZFHgr (9 A
oF3ts g 2 hE A wiYge) FEA80E n-3kg 9
gaekee xE dAWSE she LPE F¥Ed.
o] LP9] #|& FAl(unbound)d & YL o]
BB Y8t ARG xoll Ak 712 o
AFzAE HFshe P 39 st o5 Az el
8 2zpA k= H(quadratic step size constraint)o]
o}
LPol v M3 o) 23 A2 E& H71E S o4
NLP2 = o|FHzele] Fgiddo] o]y 7] uji,
ol Aelel g 232 S EX o] XA
718 F-EHAZHA(Kuhn-Tucker condition)e] %3]
HEo g3l HF HAFAGRPNE Ze QPR
A7 7459 ol & e QP(primal QP)glar 3
T}un
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min. f(x)=05x"Ax+a’x (2a)
st.  g(x)=BTx+bg0 (2b)
h(x)=C™x+c=0 (2¢)

o714 Av YA HA7IE D(positive definite
symmetric weighting matrix)Z4] 2] (1)2] NLPol|
ik 2t2 @ X §P4(Lagrange function)e] A2
(Hessian matrix)S <AH33F Aog Aze £+ )
. =x R, a R'& EF§9] AAL=HE (VIT),
B 2 Ce ¥%53 9 F3AYHESF HAlHE
(vgi' ¥ vhiDE Z(column)® 3= nXm % nX
134g, 2edx b € ce 53 9 53ASEs
e AEoz ke WEHE 2 hEA A9 44
xofla Aatg gEolth £ A (2a)e] FE AV}
FAYHolng QPHEEA= EEAHEEA(convex
programming problem)7} v =57 2 A d|(local
optimum)& T3P 17o| vl A3 3 sl(glo-
bal optimum)e]t}.

2.3 4 QPel f=

Yt o g AP g HAHZYFe] H4s
FAE Adxdd il sadxssd gt
HgEAE WS Ao] 7Mesy o 43
& A (duality)ol2t ek A (2)9] HAHAHA
A £ AAES xE 47 Y& Al(primal prob-
lem) 2 e H4*(primal variable)g} 3ta1 2kz1gk
Rggol] #5 HFEA 2 2ue) dAESY
gtagAesE 42t A E(dual problem) ¥
2l (dual variable)2tar dch Ao 4-& 4 (2)9]
A QPoll HEste] BREAE Fstew dA
QPell Wizt A& HaxAg o83k & 4
(29 1@ AESs Lo fdeds xol &3 A
#HE)7E 0o] Fojok grhe AHelrh

VL=Ax+a+Bu+Cv=0 3

4714 u B ve 42t 4 @bl R5E € 4] 20)9
SEAGEY dsste eIt 4 (3)
E xoll @3t FojA] 2] (2)2 YefE A st
g1 eSs ug) voll &8 Ak HadAF
48 AAHFAREHE k= % QP(dual QP)
2 dEdct
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min. f(w)=0.5w"Dw+dw (4a)
st gi'(w)=—wi<L0, i=1, m (4b)
o714, w=[u v]?
D_['BTA“B BTA*IC]
CTA™'B CTA-'C
B'A'a—b
d‘[ CTA la—c ]

YAEZAE AHEAZ HB8g A9, LYEA9
535 9 5344249 A4(m+ D)7} Bojuise
A7t fv] g EA ) F-FEA Gz hgdhe
ZIFR s gk 2491 A (db)y7} AR Al
Agzroz ok YRtHog FRFHHAE 9
g Ao FAA o] o] gE AL
A el gl wel BFA Gz A(active
constraint)®] A5E HA AMFzAe ALH} v
$ Aoz} wepA e A A Ax
g B3] wigto] glovt Huidso} Aoy
Fo] A7l AAFHer Fo] Ev Ao §
Bl 2] (4b)e} o] zhehsjATh

3. QP2} @iy

AWHAQ] H A3 daalF FolA LPe sigos
Mt A& 2(Simplex) ¢328]l&3 NLPY 33
¥ Z WY 23l ALM-BFGS(augmented La-
grange multiplier and Broydon-Fletcher-Goldfarb-
Shanno) ¥112]F, 1213 YAHol #3l= GRP
(gradient projection) ¥32}F& 4 (2)¢] ¥ QP
e 4 @9 4 QP diF vimd7e s
Hor MRS AEH2: duelEe LPY &)
Hogx HAQl dgFels, ALM-BFGS ¢z

F HEY TN HE 5 gagEde)
deF B9 GRP dielEe Ay FolA
2 FEAE PASHA g gaugg 4
g F dvke 5AS 7R g & ojtit” FDM
(feasible direction method)o]*} GRG(genaralized
reduced gradient method) 5-& NLP9| sije g
3 f8&A0] JAHAY, 1 Ao REAE T
Fgo] & thA] HadA HEz QPH-EA 9 &Y
L 2E HAEH o} BtE O] Bl AT Akl A
A 95t vl



3.1 oA s

gL 2dneEF2 LP A9 Adide sy
ojAql, QP8 F-ElF2 P MYAUIH Y &
Algt FEE BEHEE &Y dueEFE 3%
3lod QPe] #E Fahed ol g%l ® YukH<l
LPolA A&H2 dRgFL 2-3A2 F=HAT,
QPREAE HEH: guEjFor & & 3Uve ¥
B2 H3Pd, HAHE SFHgF0 jl7) dEol
<A dan2Evte s QP SlE g 4 g

HEY 2 Ga2EE M QPREA 9 HE
T37] $3iA BE LPE " W#ske A4S A
Aok &, A (2b)e] FBIAGRZ £o] o
BpAsdE & vsle] FaAgRAYe e
QPF-EAZ HEs F-EHEUS o8%tt ®
Bz Aele] glve HAMS xv 57 oid #E
IR e des BHstool si(x=e—p, e,
p20) S Atz g8 FIUAETT vE
Fe WEE 24z ReigitHv=t—z, t, z20). ©]
23 v Ae) fRHH BF &Y s
oA HFE 4 Ue dHltableaw)’t T

e
A ~-A B O C ~Cl|p —a
{BT -BTO0O I O OJ u “—:l}*b} &)
r —c
t
Lz

cT-¢cC"0 00 O
e HAoA RE7paFHE ro] ggde FEP
AZ2A u'r=0& 53] HFstdok dnf ol& 4
e AEYL GuFEY JReLE Z2HT 9
A} ¥ (complementary pair)o] ¥ t Z|X¥H4r}
A oA stRE®

A QP HEHA EYEFE ]8T u, o
do] QPEREH 4l QPE ¢E Fav ok F
4 QPe #F-HAzdozRE FH 4 QPY
FHE AT & UA g

u
[ —BTA"‘BI-—BTA"CBTA*C] | [B’A“a—b] ©
—CTA"'BO —CTA"'CCTA"'C CTA"la—c

t
z

A O HBE FEFIEAE AYeS HYd
124 JEd2 dndFe sty AudsE
ARl ojz2HH A SHELE AJAG 4
(G)9 9 QP F AFH G vldte 4 (6)9)
) QPO tid AR Ee] A7\t 3 F7) W
Boll, €92 d3EFE AHRE A A
QP7t HETAH Fo FAAMNN YFFE P
A & + gl

3.2 GRP ¥2a|&

Ut NLPe| A E-2gh4o] 473 8Ksteepest
descen)¥E1E M¥3E AAgre HHWU(ta-
ngent plane)oll FYAIAA @Ak Fala 1
ganter g mel ol AElE Alitshe H4E v

o284 HAHIHNE T3l 7IHol GRP €l Fol
o} ol v A E EXTr HE AYY-E e
HA Ao ol8E 4 UEE Rosenol] 28 1
Qts]R ek, Arorast Haugoll €]ated sfgslo] &
gH3Q NLPE & o 1&g 3a g1 oj%
Aelg AAshs whgol AU = GRP
dagEe FYFE ANDHAAN GEAERA
glo] o) RH+= ZA|A ekE A (potential const-
raint strategy)S AREFC), webd wEe) Aok
Fo] ARG AL ApY AGgaol Ui HAb
e FHse BAARNA AdHER e
HAB 7Y vEtd AdF o ALt Holy
=2

d QP 2 A QPEEAE HF Aggrgte
71X 28 o 7)o A= Rosend] GRP dia}&g A
21128

HA QPEAZ ] A& AE (& #FA
o] YR FgAA g 2§ AP

9= —[I—N(N™N)"INT]v{(x%) N

o7l1A, 1= d, N=[Vh vgl, i=], ! B g+
FEA Gt QPAME AFgrEo] HFo
ng N& Arddo] Hu, @FA s A5
ot 1 A7 ¥ 5 U 3 A QPY) 73
£ gl A4 8 AH83e 3 Nz
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g svoll A o]lFAZE dA §Fe) oid
NEE REIAGYre EE ZANC gy
Yol FEAYErES] YUY gloerne §
FAKESE Y4 UFE ek ARE BEE
AFgee) thlr] Hel SAYs-E Hisshe A
A7t EAHHE IRIAE o] FAZ du, ol
vl REAE Fe= AN doh @galer 08 uel
FHE N2 A x=xt+astol ] SR
F7} obd g9t whdtiE ol olFAH o #E
g 4E #9 Hulh

gla)=g(xy+ aVgsi=0 @)

A FEAFEFI} obd ZE goll 3l Azt
olFAY a;& 4 B)A AAsI 1F FoHA
7V A g Agdsd U ol¥Ad=z Pt

&(x%) } ©

ay=minja;>0|a;= —
M { Vgi(x9)Se

¥ Viaw)s®el gtel Sreld a=03 a=awAloll
2ol Higho] EAFDE vAGEAE
ofx 0<a*<am?] ©1EAY o*g FEW

3.3 ALM-BFGS fi2|&

Aok HHBEAE v A HA3EAZ W]
H3ted ALM gnElEe AHEdtn AEE Al
FAlo) BFGS ¢ielFE o83ty #HE 3=
Aol ALM-BFGS &1 e]&o|t}to ALM ¢41E &2
2B @x 45 E W] Al4(penalty parameter)E &
) AHEge = HEye ® o §§iF< SUMT
(sequential unconstrained minimization techni-
ques) ¥2lFe 7 EANHE FE3IA AN
dtgloint. o] dxelFEe AHE wAALYE 78
Wz H4 oA HHHE 78 5 U7 WE
#2148 2+Z7(numerical ill-conditioning)& =&Y
4 911, SUMT dndlgEt #g&e7 war,
aelz X937 43 A(global convergence)& 7}
W, 27)%8 $29%(feasible region)olv}, £&4
H(infeasible region)?] AFTE LA P Y=
AFE ¢ e AHE 7

BFGS ¢ug]&e vAY HAeA HHe
4o FAHEPe APHL ojH Aol A

MI124 H1We- 19925 3 4

A= E 9] HHREE o] B8to] ZARBAIA ¥l <
HHHEA < AFRHE Tk ol HlHe}
EXYre] AARHETHE ojfdto] MUY
o] FAH dPAE DHEI(EF IAALL
37) wj¥o Newton ¢ilg|&FRt} AAeke] 3o
HA] Newton ¢ig]&s o] 23802 ¥(qua-
dratically convergent)d= EA4& zter)

QPR-EAle} f¥ ALM ¥ #-g<(transformation
function)= &3 Pl

T, u,,v, Y9 =10+ 2 [tigi+ Yopi]
j=1
i
+ 3 [vi®) +yh(x] (10)
k=1

A7) g=max {gx), —u/@y}, v,=FHAFo|
9, gadAere) FAde the 48 AHE.

Ut =14 2y4p° =L m (lla)

W= 27y () k=11 (b)

4 (109} wAlk EA%So) g BFGS L
gz oA FATEEE g o AR
o},

si= —HWT(x") (12)

A e 298 He 3UA A e
golgids FaH =D 1 O APREE gL
o] ejgirt.

Ho~1=He+Eo 13)

o714 Bt 344 3) P(symmetric update mat-
rix)2 o3 Zoh

Es=(8"y + yTH)88"/(8y)* — [Hoy8” + 8(Hey) 1/
8Ty (14)
=x3—x""}
y=VT&)—vTx™)

QPel 4% ALM QE¥5 To R8BS 47
9g 4 glov, ALM-BFGS ial@ode 6A
S AT SRaAEel o8 BFGS g1
43¢ sYstne 4 (12), (DS ol§3he Aol



AgHolch ® g QP E 4 QP FEHLE
ALM-BFGS 2ua8&& o|&7h5sith

3.4 #ige! o/ vim nF

T8 HHHARA NN AHE-He R 2
QPe ¥#9] NLPo| vt 727t 2t E5A4 Y
AR g weA HAA HHsr SA3
oz g TVl 4k a8y ol HHE F
Aol A e whEale A4ds oo} sfal, 1 87}
el NLPY) gigiiel2 AMgEHE2 F&%
ol g Ato] a7k E AvolM Hu
o] & QPREA ] &Y duelFe 4r) e
oj23 EAS #ed 4Fdx dugFe I%
B2l AAYE ¢HEste HAHE 73k, GRPS
ALM-BFGSE HHWozA Z7|AE o|§3to] vt
Brog gangn oz ARE AAYeZA F
A e 7F¥c;. & ALM-BFGS &nelEe Atz
AL 2 HAHFEAE OAG HHFAZ W8
o] eatd o HHHE ke AEH &3
GRP ¥41gE2 Fold HHIRAZYEH Y H
HHE Fohe AAY &9,

Yk ow A3 daelFL 11 o] EAo]
HFE T2z 23 FXF AHFda 2R
AEHA FE& F UL 6§ o] o]gHozE
A9 FHde] BAd danelFolw dvze &
A AR E HAse FHEHA & 7
Athe Aolch whepr] o)de] zh duejgol i
olg&d AL 7|2 o £3F dset
Z} QPR-FAY W] A&AHES vudAdsloiof
sy, 1 AAE Bl st duFe Ag o
71E gngEe] MR 2% GuEe Negdd
o] HAlE|ofof g}

g Ee] S| 98 1L8jE $EES A
93 a4, FAA Gz o] AMEoAY., vA o}
HHsle] =R, MY F el4(condition
number), 32} FHAF-E W3 HE2AKallo-
wable tolerance), 271X¢] oA Folut

(D) AK3 FH4 193 FHENo] BPE ¢
e Fold A HHHE 7€ £ ok ueA
anFo] HYH FPHE et e AL
a3 88 acleold 53 QPREA &4
EAolmZ Qoo FHFH HAMe & HIH
Hysety € & 307 g dneEd HGH
FHALE oS uigkys

(@) ZAAA gAY | oM FHAgAGE
AWAg A3 Yukxo g HH3 Hof A
e REsAgtre F7t HojXng Abgol
g

(3 ¥IAMF HAz}: duelFo] A HHsF
AE HFE + dolok gk o)A QP Y
Aol XA o d QPEEANE E7] Mol vjA}
HAEANE W2 A dsop o)

(4) ANFEL Al BREre] AAPH
el wre}l garelEe] FEdol HEH 4%E
WA grolof jich €A VHE AMEE B9
QPREAE AGr Hoe B Heof
ute} AlAte] F74 4 7] "ol

(5) L&A dngFol BN 1

RE gositd Jzed 23 A8 4
L=

6) 271%  dirAel F8H HHLARA A
FRgnFe] VEEHFE 27| wet A4 9
&g Wt e QPe #o] 4% el #
Aol tsiMe #=xH Hgo] Hasdih o] of

H 1. Theoretical aspect of algorithms

Algorithm Simplex GRP ALM-BFGS
Global Convergency yes no yes
Potential Constraint Strategy no yes no
Solution of Unconstrained Problem no yes yes
Influence of Condition Number no yes ves
Use of Allowable Tolerance no yes ves
Use of Initial Guess no ves yes
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¥ 2. Computer programs of QP solver

Solution Computer program
Algorithm For Primal QP For Dual QP
ALM-BFGS QPALM DQPALM

GRP QPGRP DQPGRP

Simplex QPSPX DQPSPX

B3 B4 vaide] dxalEdl ds adsh
B 13 g

4. #xjolel Mg 3 DF

AlZ# 2~ GRP ¥ ALM-BFGS ¢id@&g& 93
QP ¥ 4 QPREAE Z7] 9% 679 X2
Poz 4zt AP o]EL F 29 HAH
Ack A T21WS AMgEte 4] & 548
743 A S Eo] BozA Zt dueFY £XF
43 g QP Ao QPoll tig & ZaE)EY
FEAE vmEnat Fo

4.1 Xl

dAe] deo] A mEjd A £33 F3 /gl
8 4% F 5 dv AAPE A9 JHF, 2
Al A, FFaAdxde] AFB" R b),
FEAGEAC" K 02 #5 Folth oA 1~3&
AR QPRA ZHFFe] AMYH Jejro
REs 9 SEAGRYY AFst fFo BE =
2y FY4e sy A Aotk H7IA
x*e ANE HAs@apo, v 8 ve 3
HHog 7§ A SRUEENHETEA ¥
SsAgzde 44 gt

55 9

oA 1:
a=[g gh==[ 7]

el

w=[0 217

B™=|

x*=[2 117,

W24 L1 -1992F 34

oA 2.

SER- R

1 - -1
B= S b= ]
o shr=ly
x*=[6.3 1.73333]", u*=[0 081"
oA 3!
4 2 —1 o
A=| 2 4 —os o
~1 -08 0
13 ~12 —1i 115
pr=
0 ~07
0 ~07

C’=[111 M, c=-1
x*=[0.24151 0.18408 0.57432]", u*=[0 0 0 01",
v*= —0.75994

oA 4 . Rosen-Suzuki ¥4 E"® NLP9] 3 oA
AYssla oln] 41 JYE F1 AXNFFEREH
YA NAEPEE TS QPREAE et
o] o QPREA o sz Tzl g E s}
FYE7} HEE x*=00]1, 1 2] QPAF F52

& NLP9| FH#sf ol M 2] Aekghare] gt gojof
g} o] dAe 7R dagle AEYS g2
g3 27INE "az 3= GRP ¥ ALM-
BFGSel Zx71x)¢] whg& FX)&jA3 548 vjast
nx ARskdo

(120 00 -5 )
08 00 -3
A= , a=
00100 ~13
Loo 04 5
(115 —3 0]
B'=|-144 —5|, b= {ml
L 214 -1 04
d# 58 dAHY FERHHLAARAZA 37

Eg 2o AAAHSFAIALES 11, pp41-45, pp.
484-489)] wAWEE AHshe dAgolh?
384 Egs HFHEE 9§ NLPe HAy o



B 3. Constraint coefficients of examples 5-8

Example No. BT b
Example 5
—1.30316 10! —4.61873x107? —1.35620X 102
(e=0.1)
Example 6 —3.46405X10"! —4.89890X 10! —~6.16637 X 10!
€=0.7) —3.46405% 1072 —4.89890X 107! —6.16637 X107}
—-6.51578 X102 —2.30937X 107 ~5.06781 107!
Example 7 —1.63297 X10™? —2.30937X 1072 —8.19281X107!
&=10) —1.73202 X102 —2.44945X 107 —8.08319x 10!
—8.16484 X103 —1.15468 X 102 —9,09640X10°?
1.00000X 102 0 —9.36000x 10!
0 1.00000X 1072 —9.67000X 10!
Example 8 6.49967 X102 —4.61873X 1072 —1.26356X 10°
(e=100) 3.24984 X102 —2.30937X107? - 113178 X 10°
—1.00000 X 10! 0 —6.30000X 10}
0 —1.00000 X 10 —3.20000 X 10!

H 4. State of example problems

B 5. Results of example 1

Problem NDV NE NI CcD
Example 1 2 0 2 1.0
Example 2 2 0 2 114
Example 3 3 1 4 4.0
Example 4 4 0 3 3.0
Example 5 2 0 1 1.0
Example 6 2 0 4 1.0
Example 7 2 0 9 1.0
Example 8 2 0 13 1.0

HAg HANESE, F2EY FFE EAHESFE
Zt BAe] $¥o] g AfzAY dAWS Ak
zHoz FAHEd 7z QAAHE JHREE A
AmsEs 2Rz fck & 37 sl g8 3
o) R 9rie] A FRAA AT
A5 @ Egol B 419 AAES Aekzo)
Atk NLP diejFolA ZR)A|fzinkgo] ALg
A - gE5ASs A7) wel QPREAL A<
gheol 47} deEbdh

Q714 334 EdA HAAEAE NLPe A3
o (%1=64, X,=33)A Hd¥33l FEAGR
A9 W9} g=01, 0.7, 1.0, 1009 Hale] z4zt 1A,
0, 9N, 283 13709 ¥-F3AGHEFE THRe

_66_

CPU time

Program |1x*—x]| Hw*—wl|
(sec)

QPALM 24.76 2.236X107° | 7.420X1073
QPGRP 3.35 0 0
QPSPX 312 0 0
DQPALM 29.22 8.062x107° | 3.614X10°*
DQPGRP 55.64 1.650X1073 | 65801073
DQPSPX 0.%4 0 0

¥ 6. Results of example 2

CPU time
Program Hx*—xl|} Hw*—wl]
(sec)

QPALM 58.99 0 7.380%X 1073
QPGRP 434 0 0
QPSPX 3.89 0 0
DQPALM 43.77 2463%1071 3.206 X 10°
DQPGRP | 495.20 6.014X107% | 7.823X10°?
DQPSPX 0.94 0 0

4748 QPR-EAE THBT of oA dAWSe
F9 QP BHYF7 UAE W AFYFY ol
He 7 9uEe £X8 948 nas) A9
Rolth. oAl 589 A48 QP SHFFeIM A=],

KRR G T#R



¥ 7. Results of example 3

CPU time
Program [{x*—x]| [lw*—wl|
(sec)
QPALM 80.31 | L158X10™* | 1.200x10°%
QPGRP 1850 | 5477X10°° 0
QPSPX 2104 | 5477X10°° 0
DQPALM 8898 1.939X 1071 | 9699 107!
DQPGRP 664 | 5477x10°° 0
DQPSPX 697 5477X 1075 0
E 8. Results of example 4
CPU time
Program Hx*—x|| Hw*—wi|
{sec)
QPALM - - -
QPGRP 5.04 0 0
QPSPX 15.64 0 0
DQPALM - - -
DQPGRP - - -
DQPSPX 284 0 0

H 9. CPU time of examples 5 8

Program |Example 5|Example 6|Example 7[Example 8
QPALM 10.20 1725 28.89 38.12
QPGRP 3.07 350 417 4.77
QPSPX 1.80 8.83 40.80 92.39
DQPALM 3.51 7342 194.25 610.76
DQPGRP 2.25 8.02 37.90 92.70
DQPSPX 037 367 25.32 67.55
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