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REWHHAE. XTRELHFHRWE, Astrom F!
Eykhoffl?) #2845 WX bt —ANE XL FTIBRSHER, O
FARFE LR REM AP A HHER o £—4A%
T EMRESHES {S) P HEAER ¢ € (S},
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%.  Guyan JER BRI B RE A ELKR (R
B) FO@IAARR (3 77) PB4, 18T 2K R AL T _E Rt
TIFRIBGR BT S RSEsh. FREAAR B RN AR i
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WRE, RIEERMELER. FLUEA X%
FERm. EMR 35 SEREP #AL, HEAER
WL RN b BT SR MR R, R
DEEFERIR 5y A% N T £, BIAAPREI BT RERE, Xt
F AR FAERESR TSGR B A bR B, TS S48

STl -



RER. BT XSS EARSEPURE, iR G
{RAEZE /N T 5 R A DA A A4 VL PR P A SR 45 SR B0 K
J%.

SEMERETARNE, BT RINRE
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T, mohmAY. BT I BRBBIESR
W) B R

M=Ma+ MpadmH (7 —m)m ' M, (4)

Hep m, = T M40 FHELHBERNREMRH
SO, KB, FRERENE R FRIE &4 58 K
T B RS

Tk = [MZY4K - K )M+

r m
S Akiy (K@ — M@9),;+

i=1 j=1

m

Em: Z /\Oij(QTKQ - A)U+
i=1 j=1

p (3

DN s (K- K"y (5)
=1 j=1
H p AW AN @l Jx BIREE
1EJ& BRI BE A e
K=Ks+(A+AT)

A= %M@(QTKAQ—kA)QTM - KoM

Berman 75 4 52 AR EX RS U PR
W, HARE MU RE R ERENREE, FHEEE
RAEE TR, &4 B SRR NN RE,
B g & R A B R TR AR B P L 2R T [RE
R R AR B, T BB RO, A
AT A HELE TGRSR AR, R LhEr
B, Kabel'sl BT & H T SLbRE R F B AR
HREHRBE, IS ERORNRERR T

KZKA(X)"\/@KZ']-:KA“’)'U (6)

He, ~ AR CREGER, © RRMBEMEMN
TEMPHROET. oI AFREERERERN
SERE T, 48 EiR BB R8T 5 RIS RHR 1
Frobenius #, BJl
— I -I®~|% I, = O Kag =0
= |, ig = 1, Kai; #0 )
BB A AR, W B A X R AL B R 1
ERHSAREM, FIF Lagrange FeFH93E H bR



BT

L=c¢ +ZZAU{<XH:KA,,M¢,J) - E}+

i=1 j=1 =1

Z Z Uy (Y5 — Vji) (8)
i=1 j=1

Href E AR NP5 R 5 RBEMA XMW,
A BAredde L RB IS IEMRIEERN K. H
WIRTE K % Lagrange feF0f, FEHEFH A
HFEER B RS TSR R AR
M, RN ESEE, AMFENALFEER, it
HurERE, X5 N R 3R & T30 1 B
A4 WA, BITFMERESRE, AnSEERE
R IESTPE S, Bl 5 s 8 B B 46 P 7 B it
ML AR MCHEL, X HBRE T8 ) R
Smith!"7) 3@ i3 KAL) @R HE T H AR R $OA L K %
1, A B SRAE T B SR I KT8 B, ek T Kabe
RIBE, ST R N B B A K TR B NI B AR B
AR, i Bt EREN A RED T, B ERTEHY
TETEOERE, HHt Kabe F1 Smith ()77 EE#R R
TS W EERE A 1 R AR

SERBEHTENFELEE N EHESHUE
AR EIBEPHALRE, REHEEE SRR
BIEER, HWMSIAK T EBEMHSEIENE IR
F &R ] BEHbEAME IR S IR 2RI R A B
[ . Janter(!8! g2 T RIRI M TF £ B pgmE—H,
T AIFN BRI — €I TE R A AR
#E:

(1) BRI () FrAE SR AR,

(2) (A) A5G

(3) M FEREA T HIBS RN A,

BT HARMEARUER T R R R & (1) Rl
# (2), BB IE R R SCR S B M IF RIBEAR
FERIBUR R — . X SEhR ERE, RS Edh
BAUSFNLHE IF /5 RO RV RR A (B AN RFAE ] 53 2 1
B4R, NEIEMSRIENEME—K.  Janter )
BE R, R IEh R MEPERTENR
K F BN RE AN TR RS, RZIREK.
XFE, HT&MEFERIREXNERF TR T, BR
[BUEIE S M FTR ., WIEERRFEAS AT e ™ F il 2 5Ok
XTRRPE LA R JRA K& AR B

R SHEWES KM 7 ER L — D FEMR
RETE—MBCKHBEERBOITE, HERENS,
FEHEFABERS A HESHOEREE BEMEX
B R IE S B RN R BE RN BT B AR PR B SO B
W, TR TERASIRERRGRE. RRE A ERY

EAWE R TR, PR, 1T
T o, {H X PR R DL SR AR A A B 1 TR
REARM. Roy 5 19 fhap i oh 7 K M e
TEIERI LGRS, 3 T = Kbl R & e IE 6
55

(1) BIERMA RUER YR

(2) B IEE L E S ML R SRR M-SR 2 6
) B

(3) BIER M EEH.

RAEWPRERES 1 B3 F &K E
S, HARX-HHEWAEL, RS LR
BET D AN, EREBHSHEEFENREE
X, BIEEEZREFIERERKEEER, Bit
Hi K ZHFERAEBE, MRk, HEMEE
1K, BN R £ K B0 28 4 B B 1% 1E 38 5 16 SR s 48 o o
A—ERME Hilt, £FE ¥k, Kenigsbuch R il Halevi
Y129 Halevi Y F1 Bucher I[21 S50 g bhopy vk
MRS SR, IR T EBENT UMRSEE1
7%. Halevi F1 Bucher AR5 EEBFSY T AU4E (F R AY
NIFERE RE RIS DL HF ST T 8 E B 5 (the cost of
connectivity) REL. A 1A A A E B IEBER LR
AT ) £ R [B) Ik B A A b OR R R 0 i B
B, RS HEEEN. A, I8 EEdE S
ARE, B PIEBEENSEERERH—I LY
RA&HFRE ER MR K

K=K, (K ¢ M&&R" -
R(K - M$d)" + R(#"K 48 - A)RT
(9)

Heh R=Wo(S'W o)1 A NHFIEMHIERE, W b
BORERE R, AR IR R AL (B 7 AR A 3 25 AR P ok otk
. XEREIN K E8 BRSNS
KREYIE, BRETEERL RLERER B
WA "R F R B AR K oon, 3 EBERE
PREFIF R K E AR B HEAE Frobenius A X _EiEIE
T K. RUTSHERBEE, FTPURERRIE
R K4 %R, G EMWMESH o FARS)
EPITEMRTT, AMEEIH e EEM Kon
SE BN B E IR 2 TR R

min(J) = | Keon — K|} =

2

p
0K 4
> e o (K — K 4)

F(10)

AWHES R 1 PRRRNREIEL RSB
BEN Keon BEREERE R THUNERD, BARE

- 173 -



HE B4R
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Her, KY™, MDY REEWE LT m SRR
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HRBR N, ERATEATRAEBFERT
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RN EK TR,

BT ETHERBEMTNE R EEENE
BENGRAFRMEY, YR RSEAEE T
B, XRTHESESBTINE K EME. AR
e, AOANRBESGINBESSEE TEEMNAH
SEI0 49 Wi o8 #5 (frequency response function, FRF)
KBEATHEBBIE, MIRE w5 E T (re-
sponse function method, RFM). Lin #1 Ewins(¢! iF
A HELN FRF 5EHR FRF 2 [\ #8231
B/MESKAE LAY i B TR BEFN BUR A6 B, Visser Fll
Imregun®®’ XX AT #:4E T 2F—HBF5, Imregun
Z N B AT T RARIAEIR R, R4 FRF
SEAHNEEREN R R, IHEHINTRAR

ays(wWAZ(w)ax (w) = as(w) - ax(w) =

Aa(w) (17)

HA aq LM FRY 5B, ax HEiR FRF fERE,
w AWEIER, AZ = (AK —w?AM) LR
FEHRFHRIFZ =, BFERE. KPEH ox HE
B% ax,, 38 AZ RERHSH p BIF, BE
¥ rpREER e i

G(W)(NxN;)x N PN, x1 = Ae(w)nxngyx1  (18)

Hrep, N ABR AR, Ny ASSNRE S,
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- 175 -



B T A2 I S5 A 5 X 00 0 A B A B Sk
BT iy IESM X B £ 48 A 2 I 58 4 fgUR.
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. BEE TR MR A LT E BB A
FHRAERES, CHBEE T EERN T B SE
%, TRRA RN AN S H T REN I, FHR
ABREHERIBRR B2 RRES. mELE
KB R — MR B RAYAEZ LA IR L
R RFERARGE B RAS AL N R A Metropolis &3
KB TRBARI T, XEF AR RRNE
¥ (robustness). Mares 1 Surace!*!! %5 B 320 )
B ARENRAEEESIREREE, 84 GA
HEMAMORZ R ORG24, BUS T IR
&R AN LT XY GA BB A RBRIig
FHES).  Friswell % 42) FIRFFIE R B S GA 4%
B 075 SRR S A S AL ARG FERE, IExf
— I A A % R A R MR BT T R
M, g RE T %5 BRI A R AN, Zimmer-
man 1 Yap!*3l, Chou # Ghaboussi*y, Ananda Rao
% 151 f1 Au %5 T WBFR T GA HEERARISTE
AR Gk o B R ROR, SHE BRI N AT RS T
THE I, Levin F Lievenl®™) 43515t 37 b FH
TRXAMEEXFE - EHRTTEE, 58
EMESRATTHE. XF SA HEIEHET
FreEv AR (standard cooling schedule) L &%
WK ALY (line adjustment) F1E &3 421
¥5 (fixed radius adjustment) F45-4 HITR SR K
% (blended simulatated annealing, BSA). i it 43 %
XK e — AR E REWA—FRANR
SEHFTHERABE, M5 DRA BSA #iTBES
SR BEITTRA GA BIEMER, GA 8
BEER A 5] R 38R U 0 Z0 X 25440 61 A BR L M A 4T
g, WA KB ERE. Ah, A EBR
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TRESHNTEN TR ESROEM. I20SH
R ERILENSRSSRET YIS, BEIE
EMBSEENIRXYE F ESY, TIPS EET
AELEREI S LRSI R.

3.3 BETHEMEMERBERE

AN T HZE ML (artificial neural network, fRjFR#
£ M4 e ANN) 2793 N5 LA RE S48
PLHIKE B RS, ENMERA LSS EHR 1 — Mt
HEEH, AR EFLBLAILE 4, #3, 21288
Ji. ANN BREARE ERYESMEEE B IH
A, AT DUNMKE TR, R X i
A2 3T, BRI NS B 6 R DA I A o
sHE (BUE) W7 XAEE Tk, M EBMEARREY
THEMSE T ANN HhRetd A i b 75315 1t IE 7%
g5, R RGBSR G, A6 M
BHMERE, XEBTEETE SRS ERT A
KEIN 1, TiAE GRS IE 7 B IF R A X S
T A7 7E ME LA 5 Al B R B A T 1578 B O D P 32 Bl —
RIRE.  ANN XA EN LB EEELSR %3]
MtERAPNERE, 2IBFTEREORA, B “F
W dERBIANER, MirEIBRNEMRZER
SHATIEERMERE(E, It ANN B 50 15 1F (5 f 1k,
HIThEE, FrALEH T REBERME. BR ANN fj2
IREE ML, AR E T RE, Fil
ERESHTLRERWEABIERE B ANN 4
EHITRABEN S —LEAET, #IIBFHK
BN FIRR A A ar DU S R E B e
A BT HAEMBR AR, RERSZHESERK
SHLTEBIE.

BER ol

R

SRR \

S
W
(XA
R

)
3
P

1 SR = RATIR B 2 W 45

FELPR TR, FIF ANN kgt R IE 1Y
AR EAE S S5 R R S 5 5 A0 B8 H AR 440
FRBREMR, HEESREN

(1) EEMAHSHEANHE NS (FEBERY
ZH), R\ LBHORIGHH A B, AEME



MLt ERR BRI FNEM, SNSRI R e
T, REBRMETHIES

(2) R EEAIEAR IE 534 R A5 R 45 1) 2 ST RE A AT
WEA, GFEMEENE& AR,

(3) W2 I BEAE AN R IATINGG, BIAS
BAE IE S 800E] 1 Bk 5t 56 5

(4) R IR ACFD LB A AR A D445 H B0 7
MIHE™;

(5) 5 Jr ¥ S B B %) g o7 50 0 N R 44575 21
H e ES R FZIRFIM R G B.

FERRE EAR LR R e Mg KRR E B A
R A (feedforward) R4k, P 1 iR, BLER
4138 (MLP) %5, BP (back-propagation) #iZsR]4%
AR L ek 2L (rbf) MR 25 %78 MLP A& )il
TR ATy~ Pandey Fil Barail'®l 8 {f
T MLP Mg R e K m A& 38 2 2 | kT — Bl A
R RBEAT T HUHA RG], H LR TARR &SR
WA R . (HX MRS BB ma T
FHB L, mi EXT TR TSGR A H Bk
B, E B ar D, Bl Pandey PRt BB S
BRREMEIERERL 2L, MmASERE 54, X
FAIIZRI BN TAEREARIGMT. BP MR %N
SRR, A S, M4 e 4%l BP
W % P Sl i 2 ST SR O P, IR () A
BEHMANRRELMHE. 5 BP M4, RBF W4
PR R A LIS AR RS, 2T
R, EFFFNGEARAEL % Atallal” ) Levin
oz 198,59 e ) g S Ao £ T 4% 43 S 0 — T M AE 28
M g BEREHIIT THEEEBE, MASH
AR S5 R bR A, 25 R RBF M4%4& 1IE M)
ML, R LA T RE RS
1E. Brtbzob, i AR R Ma Mg, xHEfg
BB AL 0N 25, MR8 1o 220 I 4% TR b 22 ) % FH T 45 4
B E R RS T, JFES — 2t B AR
SR B T X e M AR AR M B B el R 2 )
WA LLENS, BRIV A LED, BRI o] &
72 A 36 STk ) (60~051,

EFI A ANN #THRE IER TR, BASE
kgt S H R EEEXT T ANN {25 57 if ) Fl ) 45 02
{t. (generalization) fE JREME K. WA, WHSH
MBS R E 4% R & R U R, MR
MG e, — D, B A BE NUR T RE M R AR
e FEEN RN SRS, mHERAS
FRBMEIARXT IS, X, AT LU LR &4
AHAUTRAGEENER, FTHEMEMNEN Y
SJNgrtE.  Wal®2 SER BRI NS Bk £ F S i
N ) B g, IR A 200 N e, B

T BP MR PRIAMETT. XK
HILBEZ, MASEIEHIIRERRS, NS
HE IR R A AR, Atalla F1 Imanl®7) {748
T T R MR AN S B Z AL, RSB B
1775738, INATESHE A FRKHE SR ER K,
fFEE, HAMBETREEm T aEE K T
IXCEE B SEUR, At 14 S0 () 45 440 57 i o B R RT (5 P o
HI8 B A SN REA TR A7, AR SRB B MEVE A A S
¥, MAKBAD TIAZHE T, XEH TR
B ASEE Lo B e TEDE
FRHURR T BEEHEAR. Tsou #1 Shenl? 2%
DRSS S AR R R B ARLIE A BP M4 K
W) SR FITR R, 250 3 AEKER 8 B
M - ERERIE T XM HENARE.  Yun
5 030 PO R DAY S SCRR R IR B
HE 8, MATKBAEW S MASTEN, I
KMEMEWMEENE NS FEROFREERA R
(submatrix scaling factors) 1 i 1% SSF sz F %
BRI E. Ft, %L TLEME SSF /B4
Wit 2%, WANBE NS HRET 4 BYEA SRR
NIk 5E 4 R BV EE, @i 4 )2 BP MR
PIEMTSRFI 2 ZHERBAIT TR IE, SRR
BORMPIEE AL . Xu 2 B UISRA S RS0 S
BRI, WOEEBE— 5 BB RS,
PR RERME IETFR 9 AP, BRI iR B g M i
Frixfnhdbest, BERER LB EEANSE A
AR R0 NG SRR BP W45, XfF
B 1 AMERAMESE kAR S BM
HEMINAES BP G MASE, & k+1 (6
ISR AT R0 B M S A S8 NS
SHCAE T BB RS TR A G2, MR
SERE, WO EEUARRIS B0 A # . BRI R
ML FREIN AN B, RN, B HF 22N
B REEAMASERARE 2 D BP N,
LUAHMN BB W RS EE A B S5, EP
AR LM S HEOTE R ZRFIMNAEE AR NGRS 2 4> BP
g%, MBI ERE, Ba B se e s Hnes,
MM S HE 1 MeRmoSaiE, EEm
B, ¥ ZF 2 ZNTREENBASERMAEIE 2
A~ BP Mg, \NmREE ERNSHSEE X
T 57 Ak 2 A AR RN G AR N TR B ST & IR B A
1) 5 P o A A 1R) R K SR AN 5 R 0L A2, S N8
A EE RIS EEDAENE R, TFEH PN
AEH, SR FEINGGR BP Mgk, JIgETERY
T 5. EMAEL B BSY T BB H0R 20t
B EETE R IR B, R H R R AS
HEHEAE, 10% LAMSEERER SRR
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BRET AT LM 4 0REE ERRRMES
HRERE E R R A LR & B KN A ), (BB fF
TE—SE )R, W0 AR AR TR ISR, BB A RS TE I
Bwth s E LS s = R EILTE S T
AS AN ShTE B A AT BE AR AR R K 2288, Xt
F R B I ZRAI R A L AT & P 1, B4R
FALEE, A SEIH— b, FEASERIDE S EEE
& Zang fll Imregunl®® % 18R T E M5 48
(principle component analysis) %} T A S i b 2
HEEM. STFARMBRNSHER, BEEIESH
Hs, AERLHY R4S Lk th H R e, AN I 4R
W45 B R A S S AR B R #adh, Rt 1 I
GrequT AR, Y FX AR, Chang % [ 70
AR NG R T NS S B SIA TIER
5iB% (orthogonal arcay) F¥k, il EEFHHEY
XA R T LA 5 2 A R U G A 1 B TR R T
SRR A B KK HIRER.

4 2 F

GiEETR, BB IERR, fralRET LM
BRGBROLEMBRE ERR, EERA TRAK
B, st E ARG, RESLBMTERY, &
R TE ST A LA 1) B i 6 R R

(1) BATK 2B IE T A R E—A
I R S, &R ERAE, (RMERFHE F
AR PR R R H R AR S 2 B AR A R
AR TR IE NS ERE, SHEIER R RCE
T REREK.

(2) X TR IR, RABREBRENGERYT
JERER KRR B SR BRERIEE # (S B,
{BAEEFEBIESHAMN R B B+ 5B, A
KRB THHEER. SHR B ERRERIL R
EEEBAR, H@mlaESERE, M RECR
% W RAE, TTA AT RE S BUR BT HE—H Z B8 A
FrAE. BEMHRE — R RE S RIIRE E G, S
A5/NSHE EETE B R BT B R . S
TRTHE R AR B B A AR ARG, ZRE A
FOGH AT s 5, PRI T 2 d AL
i, RIE AR Rl 2 R IME. Bk H R
PR K BRI — B ERF RS, EXWHE
BT RN HE D RER ST EWREE T
Br, BEIBCH R T E RN RS, SR EAEARE
LT, XM E R .

(3) W R HARHI AR B F BT B IEESS R AME—
T ZHRNESEE ETETESEORESKR, WM
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b B S A T B A 7 TR KRR
WA IE4E RS IE. RS TR (R P B B Y
RIERUR B SE Y, TENAS — BT
TEBEENE, XEHEET BREFIRES
ke, FARBAN. FIR, RERE0HE T
T W R AR 7 0 5 LA Y RO A

(4) M FREFHERMSOEHEE R, HEE
R — R AR N B R (RSB A RN
Wi, BIEHS BitHES, —RHTAMER
BOLHIRERY, BEAAS T SRR, ARG % 454
s e, S e A & R L 2 LT
SRR ey =R B SORR R B S AT S
5. T 20T A A T 9Chi KK 44 TR s TEAA
FERL .

(5) L HIREAE E A7 0 SRR R, DRI
R BRSBTS B ES AR E
KEW, 6T~ A% B ittt R g

BT LR B, KA S
PR RAR. B, R B R L,
EATFARE R A AL EER B A
SORHGAYIES, RRIER, BT MR
EFETHRX TR KRS L —. FAIE
A, ST IE 45 RO IF SR A 2R E BT B 7
ST B RO B, SO A SR BRI
ELRAT DR 4, EHAERL L, MATBFS TS
I REFEF 37077 o 6 PR B (RS R RO 2 7
IR S5 AR TE Sk B B R, ELXHR 4
B,
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