loT BRDBLHYBF7 IO FoaI—2%ZFALT-
XHRE—Savarvko—L

REMFEH K E FOARFR A TR AR TEHI

1 [FC®HIC

PR L BUE S, TARBE O EHIE R I3 0
T, BBl Y72 e, Anfllicb o
FFoBIRHE 2 Tnap W @) aalr— RBEI TV S BRE) 3
MDIH% 74— KNy 7 (FB) L, BREMUD S AGROR -
PERHNL =22 b DEE I 7 B —X RL—T i,
anl— FBEILTWRWARHIO R A 58 FB 75
iz 7 v s a—X RA—7HlEE NSO @ AR
L7 &5 (Point of interest) ® ®iFE< % FB T35 7L
7 a—ZX R)—7HBEOHN, RDUNEIMER Y 7 T
Tl T BRENMA - A IR O R FRESCEE A2 & T
FB 9 57-0IT, EWRAER EEEROMERIZE < 722
%o — T, ARRITE®RO FB X, SRENMAIOHIEIA S 6
AR O ) E TOEVRHEICAAEND & D72, FB ) ) . e
W% I < VR AN 8 % © Fig. 1. High-precision positioning stage.

BREN A - A FHDBT OIEH 2 FNFIA L, @b 205 Fik & LT, B AR (Self Resonance
Cancellation: SRC) @ MR ENT-, ZOFEE, WAkE—RFETHIET—FE24KDOARTA M) v I E
TNELTET ML, BEEVA - ARHRIOE o P iFM A 72 b2 TN L CEOLDROEIEZ R (L%

“PERE”), FIIRORVMRAEN 2 RICH Lk FB 232 FIETH 5, ZOFEL, ARAIONE % [EHz FB
LTV iz®, AEOMNERDEREDBRIES N TN EWI REARH D, ZOREFHE L HOIZE
WS EEE O IR IRFAZR 4 (Frequency Separation Self Resonance Cancellation: FS-SRC) ® &, A o)
—)L— 12 SRC Z /=3 PI (Proportional Integral) filfl, 7 © % —/L—7IZ P (Proportional) ffi
%% SRC-P-PT #IiH1Y 2d5, —HOFEE, FHEZEL A TA N vr T ANLER L, #
BALIRD & 556 O EHERIIG IR S LTV,

JEREOSZNC X D FB SRR EHEIL, Ziegler—Nichols FHHIENY ZIZUDEELBEREINTWD, £
7o, Bmfblc O R TFIERIL, BT v U XA Nelder-Mead 112, ki FHEfimfb "> 72 EMESR
ENTWD, i b 123D < FEE, BAOBNL—TRE L OZ%EEF/MET 5 FEY X0, Concave-Convex
Procedure |Z X AZWEIEAL (Sequential Convex Programming: SCP) |2 X A FiE9~070 Mgz X, Tuy
Do WITNDOEAES, anl—h - ran r— MEROVRGHE LN 56 OfililsaxsElL, 6 &
DOEELED THDICHER SN TVD EITIET 2RV, KR TIXTORMELRET D, £/, @kD
g & 72 2 Hooffillffl & b2 &) HlHER ORI - G2 B E CTE DT DICEERICZ T AN LT VN E
WORIERN DD, Fiz, FRGOEENY, BEAREELERT LD TIERL, B BWIOEEEISET —% %
HAETHEIBEFMRETH D, 61T, AFEFTHIENZEDO T A 720 TRAEBBHICHEE L Tl 7
A B Efwib T DR S D, BREFRE ARk IR, MR - A Ul (HE&HEY L LTERD),
R B ORI DK, FEERIR DB KM TH 5,

AT, ARl - BREMIIE blc=r a—20nH 0, EEIIRZ R ORISR L, muabELEm T
HE & FEOHIEGR 2 B HUSE O BEERGH T2 FIEZIRET 5, AFESRFHIERTE®RIL, 1) 1 AR
2 HADREEICET —4%, 2) WEET L (/7 I FVOERE LRI, Thd, 2) ORIEET LIZHON
T, HilEeEs 7 A v B b OPTEMEIZ AR E 7 Uikt 2 B ERFH 2 H W TW A 729 T, EffERET LT
T L BHEE L, LT 2HIERORIL A CIIRARIE 2 O 7o BREMAEEE PT S+ A m ] (7 P
HI1EI > SRC-P-PI 2 TH Y, Affine TRWED 4 B8 Ao, KEHIL, #ERIEIZSWT, 1) SRC
DIRT AR T D a OPMIERE, 2) WEEE, 3) BRI, 4) Nelder-Mead %, % L CHLElfEIC

[

Linear encoder

Linear encoder
(collocated)
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SN, b) 2 FIEICE DA iRk, ZIEICH O TREL LT, B IR T, 1 kitE%
FERIHHET ORI THLIND, KAFETED X2 TARERTHET 2 5 FB #ilkzm L& 254
WD ENRENT, 2T, AEEISET =21k mRERE— FLZEE LR TH D, AWFZEIC
BWTHET 2 0E38151E, 1) BREVAEEE PT HIfE+ &M HI0LE P HlE o P-PT HIEYY, 2) AXFHINLE PID
flfH, THDH, ZD3FEICONT, FAUHEREETERENEREICE AW CREZR 2> b —7 25%
L, MEMEROAT =V HWEERI VREEFEOFHEZ T, o, ERERECIEIZIXEN
WIEMERTE DN S 2 Z E R HNTND @ @ JBEFIRIEMEEOPIMIME L LT, MELETE & BRI
ZIEICHEA L CHRONIMEEZHWD Z 2Rl 35, ETIEL, BEAITRAT 1000 #@Y OYIHEIC
%t L Nelder-Mead {EZ WAL 0, 1EANCEWEHERBI T EWEENELND Z & bR,

0

2 EREE
2-1 HlfExt &
HlERSR E L CHWD 1 SORSBALER O AT — % Fig. o o -

1 1Z7”7%, AJiid Linear motor 2>HD&ER u(t) THh D,

H1, Table & Carriage D[EIZ Leaf spring (BR/3%) 235

728, Carriage 232w/ — KR THY, Table I/ =

oA —hHRE7 5> TS, Carriage & Table filCEFNFN 1 £

nm O)éj\ﬁ)iﬁ‘é@ U :773::/:1"_& %?#Oo awlr— Mﬁﬂ@ﬁ 270

40k

e P, (collocated)
60| e P, (non-collocated)
= =P, (nominal model)

Magnitude [dB]

90

Phase [deg]
3
o

%
S
T

L
0

l% * EE%%“%“ pl, Vl k L/, / :/j Db‘h— }\@J@ﬁl% * " " Frcqucl:cy[l-lz]

HWEEZNEN p2, v2 &35, Table fil (NG 75 & Fig.2. Frequency response of the plant (input current to

HIBED =8 , MEFRDHIEIZ P2 TH D, velocities). The frequency response data and the first or-
2.2 Jﬁ /&ﬁl J;L';%:j—__ ¥0) )y 1=Elf der nominal model P, are used for the controller design.

10"

Fig. 2 12, Fig. 1 ® AT —YDASERNOEEE T
DEWEHEEZ R, VAT ARED D ANEEDERK
LR EOSZEDORIEIC 1 Frequency domain identification
@@ O, ARES u@) 1, FTRTORERD

¢

Current referene [A]
=)

=
s

Multisine % v 7z, —
N 0 2 4 6 8 10 Iorljo" 10° 10! 10* 10*
u(t) - Z ArL SiIl(27Tth ‘I’ ¢Z) (a) Tim:lg;[t:!ml. (b) quﬁ:z;z('}‘:;:ﬁ".
i—1 Fig.3. Current input for system identification (data set
1: 0.1 — 120 Hz).
7220, NOFEUINT A B0, fi 131 FH O
¥, ¢i 131 BEOLEZLEONMEZ KT, Crest factor &
IMET D K OITALH o1 Ak 5, FIEOFEMIE SR —

W EBE S, EEICEINLERERS% Fig. 3 B
L OFig. 4 (TR 7, Fig. 4 ITR-$&BY, S/N lhzmbs
HH720, T OREE LIERH#E% O — 7m0
WREPEDE S 2O, & AR B AR =R 2 FN
LTW%, 2 DX, FNd 515 %5 0 BB E 2 2 > < @ Time domain. (1) Frequones domgin.
g)ﬁ%—(“% 5 Z <‘: 73§, Chil"p {%%%*7 V&A{%%@C;ﬁ’ LT Fig.4. Current input for system identification (data set
Multisine @ 728 Thod, Fig. 2 b, aalr—Fh 2: 122 - 1000 Hz).
RTH D Pvl 1 TEF 1 KE— FIIIHR, RICHRZF->TWL 2 Enbnd, —HT, Pv2 T/ vanr
— "R THDHD, FTHEZED, RICKEREZEFF-> W5, ARE— RiZoW T L wRERILZET v %
Pn &L, TRTEERT D,
1

Puls) = 31578,

M, =0.412, B, = 0.866

AREFIEL, BEEICET =2 &, WkE— FE2ERT/ IFT/VET IV Pu(s) DR EfHFRRFHIFM

#* * D S

0 2 3

10! 10
Frequency [Hz]

10 10
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Do

3 REREE

AEITI, BREISEICEES < SRC-P-PT #0115 %
H’ET 5,

a7 X% Fig. 5(a) 127579, SRC ZHW-BROHEE (@ PPl comrolmthﬁﬁc )
S non-col ocate
HIAE] % oD HAEN e 52 D JER AU B )

varc(jwkva) = (1 - a)Pvl(jwk) + anQ(jwk)

THZBND, T2, ok IFHIE L EEE RO ET
bV, WFOKk ITF—FFSERT, LoT, HERIERD

(b) P-PI control.

BV — 7 REMELT non- co\located
. Pyi(jwr) 1
Lysrc(jwr, pya) = [(1 — a) af . [kvp Kol 1
Py (jwr) ur
kfcﬁ}:)o f:fib, 0 5232’7\4 ://C‘g?)@, PI %Uﬁ&ﬂfz@é?ﬁ&bp = (c) PID control.

Fig.5. Block diagrams of the compared controller con-

[opr ki]” £ EFT Do DL D1, BlL T2V HHIgE e

FROMEETIL, WHE FB HIER OB — 7 IR NI X T A Z 2% LT Affine EI1E72 5720, Ak
ERETIE, BHRICEAT 2IERERELTETH S Nelder-Mead 750 @Y (B2 W2 52 57
O, WEEE & BRAIALEZIECEE L Tunl,

31 BRBEEZRAWNV-—RARZMERT 5o DB

H O RS T, oz 2 RO 4RET VBT DEMIICES Z LT, HIET— N2 “H”
LAAEINCT 2, 20X o7 a%, ag & ERT D, RETIE, ZhzEEEISE % - s b
ELTERMMEL, ag. ZEIEMITRD 2 FEZRET D,

Aorcld, 1 WHHRA “FEE” 562800, TRICERT H2HEMELZES Z LIk o T, 1 RIERMA
EOTA NHEE T Ty MTT D a RO D,

miniamize l|l7wi (1 — @) Py1 (jwi) + jwraPya(jwi)]l o

k € [kmin, kmax)
subject to 0<a<l1

ZIT, Okmin &Okmax!F 1 WHRIRIZ LT, 7oA 2 - P EALT DHHO AP ETH 5,

3-2 WBECEREIC & B Pl KIS 1 D ERE
1 WET VKT D, EREEOWEERGHIELD 1 NI AXFa—=2 71280, 1 PLHAE A >

2R B, PI #lfomEREEE2 TR,

kui
Cpi(s) = kuyp + ?

BT ENOHEETO /) IFVET MK L, PT IS & > THEREPAL—TRORE (s + w,)* 1T
BETD 71 0F

kvp = 2w, M, — Bn) kyi = w?;Mn

THZbLND, @z, BIV—THEEL(wy, w,) = P(w)C(jwy, wy) & 725, w, DI, LT Ok
BE 2B E VN TRD D, EL, a=ag. LT 5,
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maximize Wy
subject to 7, — |L(jwk,wy) + o] <0, Yk

1
ﬁs — |]. +L(](/Jk;,wv>| S O, vk

22T, EREFA BB ENHERICET ML L AHTH D, MR E On, 71 R0
em &9 2L, TAXFA MR EOZD2 S&EBY, »OEKESE NEICETLHEOFL (-0, jO) B

FOEE rm (X

> G — 1
2Gm (gm cos @, — 1)
- (gm — 1) 4 2gm (1 — cos Dyy,)
" 20 (gm cos @, — 1)

Z DT, Step 5 ZHWT Cp ZF%EF L7=f% SRC-P-PI (Case 1) &7 5,

3-3 BEREEMALIZ L B Cpi DT A VB
Step 2 TIX1 WNTIAXF 2—=2TThHo7-73, Step 3 TIE PI HIFHZD kvp & kvi ZEEHMEEEDH

Kz Lo, FEBUGE 2 AW TSNS 235, 22T, W% Affine 272729, a = ag &H

ELTWD, RO EISE &V —7 O REEIEE X

Cpi(jwr, p) = p' $(jwr)
L(jwr, p) = P(jwi)Cpi(jwi, p)

E AL 2 o b
maximize Qge

) — 1+ L(jwr, p)| <0, Tk

subject to ‘ -
JWk

1
— N+ L( <0, k
Ms |1+ L(jwk,p)| <0,

P — |L(jwr, p) + 0| <0, Yk
0<p
LREND, Q[ TEEFIFKID 0dB 7 1 A A — "B THY, ek KIbT 2 2 & TRERBEEARZ wiHE
7eBR Y FICI AT EIN S D, Fiz, ERITMBIEOZE (difference of convex: DC) THY, FEMTH

4T :) (15)~(17)0

B2, T—I7—RBEICL Y EFNEFNEEEEE 1T
Qgc " <(Lj(jwkapj) + 1)* . ) v
: —-R : L(jwi,p)+1)) <0,k
Jwr |L;(jwr, pj) + 1 (L, £) +1)
1 (Lj(jwr, p;) + 1) ) v
— : L ,P)+1)) <0,%k
Ms ( |L; (jwr. p;) + 1] (L(jwi, p) + 1)
(Lj(jwr, p;) +0)* ) v

Tm — R . L(jwi, p) + <0,k

(Lj<ywk,pj>+o| Lk, p) +0)

INZHBVIRLART 2L CTRATRKEMEZRDD Z LN TE D, Q2 0EIC XY Rk Ih,

feasibility problem % YALMIP ©® % MOSEK®? |2 X W fg\=, ZD%IZ, Step b MW T Cp Z&EFL
7=#il% SRC-P-PI (Case 2) &9 5,

3-4 Step 4. Nelder-Mead %12 & % JEfE s & 1E
ZDOAT vy FTIE, R EREIEFED—DOT H 5 Nelder-Mead HEZREH L, MITElEFI12 SRC D o b

& TIMBRELRTE L LT, FIIMEICIE Step 3 THIWzag & Cpi WD, gy L EFET D,
Z DI Step 5 ZAVWTC Cp &% FF L7=#l% SRC-P-PI (Case 3) & 95,
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=) RN Z ol 22
s ~ = ——Case 1
E ‘\ El 20F = =Case 2
g ' \ EAOE e =—Case 3
E - S0l S e (8/82.)* (Case 2)
5 = / 2 o 3
o 50 | | - =(5/0,.)" (Case 3)
%‘ ot 10" 10 10* 10°
g ’
@ 90 E - =
s, ====(ase | g
% = =+Case 2 2
- —Case 3|] £ w0t
-m?c" 1[‘1" ul)' l(IF 10° o 15 1 0.5 0 0.5 1 -150 = o n = B
Frequency [Hz] TR - T . 10 10 10 107 107
Real axis Frequency [Hz]
Fig. 6. Initial value of & for SRC. (a) Nyquist plot. (b) Sensitivity function.
determined by the optimization (5)~(7). Fig.7. Design results of the velocity loop (SRC-P-PI control).
ma}ggﬂze Qgc Table 1. Design results (SRC-P-PI control).
subject to T — | L(jwy, pyo) + 0| <0, "k @ ky ki 0.Qlnads] k, Note
Q m SRC-P-PI(Case 1) 0.484 173 194 w, =213 504 PP
gc _ |1 + L(]Wk P a)l <0 Vk SRC-P-PI (Case 2)  0.484 15.1 1710 Q=352 16.6 PP—SCP
Jwg = SRC-PPI(Case3) 0571 188 2160  Q, =395 203 PP-SCPoNM
1 SRC-P-PI (NM1000) 0.0177 9.03 524 Q=169 9.27 See sec. 4.3
— — |1 + L(]wk, P, Ck) | S 07 Vk PP: Pole Placement, SCP: Sequential Convex Programming, NM: Nelder-Mead
MS method
0<p
0<a<l1

3-5Step 5. 2/7ikIZk B Cp MEKIE
7B = =T DWLHl#E % Cp=kpp & T 5 &, BA/L—RHEIR
. Chi(jeon) 20222
Ly (jwr, kpp) = kppl T Losre(Gwr, ps @)
LB, D&, TA R - MR & R RE O R KRB O HIF) A2 72 TR RO 7 A kpp 1E, AT O
LR EZ 2 0ETHS 2 EICLVRED,

maximize kpp
i - ' <0,V . . .
subject to i — |Lp(jwk, kpp) + 0| <0, Tk Table 2. Tracking error comparison of the experimental
1 . \ 1 v 7
M - |1 + Lp(ka’ kpp)| <0, "k relsults in mm. () denotes the relative values compared
S with SRC-P-PI (Case 3).
Methods Ilell2 llellco
- SRC-P-PI (Case 1) 126 (2.73) 1.06 (2.03)
(== 5
4 %Eﬁ*ﬁﬁﬁ SRC-P-PI (Case 2) 6.71(1.45) 0.653(1.25)
SRC-P-PI (Case 3) 4.61 (1.00) 0.523 (1.00)

4-1 FREHEAR & RERG M

. = o o s L SRC-P-PI (NM1000) 264 (5.73)  1.97 (3.77)
Fig. 1 17 1 BORBBEMBRDO AT —T % AW,

P-PI (Case 2) 63.6(13.79)  3.95(7.55)
RETFIEOFEBRBEEZIT o7z, 74 Y RHIT 6 dB, (L PID (Case 3) 37.5(8.12)  2.59(4.95)
FASMIE 30 JE & LTkt atTo72,  ZO&RMTIE,
JREERRL DECRAEIE 6. 04 dB LT THD Z L BRAES Table 3. Calculation time comparison.
ND7H® ) REERARIC BT 2 HFIEBHICIT S 2 e b
Oflo ifl, @Eﬁm;ﬁfja) - 0i7°§ VA @i/ﬂﬁfﬁj\'lﬁk ﬁi:lﬁﬁ] . lLuptop computer ]?esklop computer
%%@%%%%%%% L/, =2 }: %l/\flo CPU (# of cores) Core 17 8550U (4 core) Core 19 9900K (8 co[?e)
oz L - o Memory 12GB 48GB
P SNIZANT A% Tab. 1 ST, Y7V g 13279 [s] (221 [min]) 7753 [s] (129 [min])
ZJEAH 13 400us & L7z, t = 0.0 s (21 A OASIEG  NMI000 (Paralel) 4764 |s] (79 [min]) 1305 [s] (22 [min])
SNELEZEINL 72, BHEMZRT 720, EBRIZE 10 [A]  SRC-P-PI(Case 3) 26 [s] 19 [s]

1TV, Fig. 9, 11, 12 THEEREZZ L TRLTE, 0.2
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0 b
g -0.2 ost i Disturbance ]
27 = =-=SRC-P-PI (Casel)
2 .04 =0 ~ = ‘SRC-P-PI (Case2)| ]
€ 2 ——SRC-P_PI (Case3)
% 0.6 E 05F
= O
s -08 afb
= [~—=~SRC-P-PI (Casel)

-1 = = ‘SRC-P-PI (Case2) -5
——SRC-P-PI (Case3)

-1.2 -2
! -0.2 0 0.2 04 0.6 0.8 0.2 0 0.2 04 0.6 08
Frequency [Hz] Time [s] Time [s]
(a) Tracking error. (b) Disturbance and feedback current.

Fig. 8. Frequency response of the plant with SRC. : . T
Fig.9. Experimental results for step disturbance rejection (SRC-P-PI control).

40 0.5 1.5
35 1 r
—_— ) “ -~ 1F
L 30}  |me——SRC-P-PI (Case 3) = 0
ﬁ-Jg ® SRC-P-PI (NM1000) i i "‘ ;‘ _0sp e Disturbance
.25 o SRC-P-PI (NM 1000, other trials)| 7 505 : (Wi <, ——SRC-P-PI (Case3)
S B v o s 0 = = :SRC-P-PI (NM1000)| ]
3 L] B0 ] ! & 5
215 } g - v 5 0.
g & 1
2 f £ ' -l
~ s =5 ll 1
' 'l ——SRC-P-PI (Case3) -1.5F
Ly |==-SRC-P-PI (NM1000)
C ~ - -2 * -2
0 200 400 600 800 1000 -0.2 0 0.2 04 0.6 0.8 0.2 0 0.2 04 0.6 0.8
Trial number Time [s] Time [s]
(a) Tracking error. (b) Disturbance and feedback current.

Fig. 10. Optimization results by
Nelder-Mead method.

Fig. 11. Experimental results for step disturbance rejection (SRC-P-PI (Case 3, NM1000)).

=t=0.8 ([T DArERD ! 15
BED 2 VAR XU B |
j(1ﬁ@ y 10 lEl D] %Eﬁ@ EF’:ltéj g 05 e Disturbance
_ = _ ——SRC-P-PI (Case 3)
72 Tab. 2 @\_ﬂ'\‘j—o 5 - = . PPl (e 2)ase
0:90 é = =PID (Case 3)
e o i IS R £ -05
4-2 BEFEDORABRE 5 S
SRC it F # D Hl#E A F3 D> & Ll ! — SRC-P-PI (Case 3)|] !
> S =] i Kl \ ====P-PI (Case 2 R
& M T 00 RS V[ [T e 13
. - Vo : | \Y A I T 2 | ! | |
@ Fig. 6 ‘a“fngz 1 {k\‘/‘ ‘}042 0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 ?0.2 0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8
ROH DEREET, 71 Time [s] Time [s]
Vj% J: U{i*ﬁ ff#'fi 753‘ Ilziﬁa: (a) Tracking error. (b) Disturbance and feedback current.

Fes TG = L INSID. Fig. 12. Experimental results for step disturbance rejection (SRC-P-PI, P-PI, and PID control).

SRC-P-PI HIHH OB REFEE % Tab. 1 BLWFig. 7 I8 4, F£72, SRC O L= HIHEIA S 25 E
FCOEWE JS& A Fig. 8 1TRT, Fig. 8 7205, SRC-P-PI (Case 3) |28 175 aopt TiL1 witiE%
RERITHBET HRER Lo TWA, ZiE, Fig. 2 206, 90 Hz fHE?D 2 RIARDO X A v aar— |k
] (Pvl) TKREL, /raalr—MUIPv2) THhEWED, o &1 IZESF5E 2 RIIEOZ A VB F 2
HizbThiHEBEZBND, fRL LT, Fig. 7(a) 75, SRC-P-PI (Case 3) ([ZBWTITFT A F A MK
D1 WHE « 2 WHEMNFER U RE SOHEZHIOTHEMORIKICHET 5 2 & T, #la iRkl Twn
%, F1z, Fig. 7(b) 25, FE{LOAT v 75 T L8, BERBOEIRO 7 (> NESHITE S
TWDZEBGND,

SRC-P-PI (Case 1, 2, 3) OFHFEDAT v FHAIIMEIS &% Fig. 9 (&7, Fig. 9(a) XX Tab.
2 75, SRC-P-PI (Case 3) (ZHBWTIE, Case 1 & Case 2 ICHARTENENNLERDEFED R KEL L
2 VAR L, ANEEMEREDS A B L7 2 E DR & T,

4-3 Nelder-Mead ;=D ¥ HEKREE
PRFIET 1T, ERERE(LT LT U XAD Nelder-Mead IEOFHEIE L LT, o & —RILIEZFHRT S
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EICEE Uz B CTHRECE S « BIRBIBALD AT » TRl E N TWD, KETiE, ZoOFIEOFREEZR
T 726, HEAELITERAZHIHIMMEIZR L Nelder—Mead 7% L72fE R & b5, Nelder-Mead D F)JHAME
IREEMEA 2 1000 @0 IRAT, REEOFESSONT-Qge % Fig. 10 (239, 1000 HOFRITTHRRAD Q
gc WELNZHIE “SRC-P-PI (N\M1000)” & L, ZFDOfo> #lE “SRC-P-PI (\M1000, other)” & LT/RL
7o BONT-HF A % Tab. 1 17T, #2575 SRC-P-PI (Case 3) LV IRV A TR L TWS Z &
Moy nD, Tab., 3 1, WFEOFHEKEM 27”4, N\M1000 (Parallel) 1% MATLAB @ parfor Zffi~C CPU =
TEERULT— B—EOWIT =V THELIEZLDOTH D, ETIETHE, Nelder-Mead JEDHIMIE L L
T Y L2 TWH RN, 1D 0TEWEE- TR B WS G LD Z B Db, £, ##
ZFEIT Laptop computer ZHWTH 26 M THEANKD-> TEY, fHHEKEONTLEHNTHDL Z &N
DD,

Fig. 11 |2, SRC-P-PI (Case3) & SRC-P-PI (NM1000) > #AELENERFMED EBRFESR 4R, Tab. 2 75
SRC-P-PI (Case3) ODALEIHFEFET SRC-P-PT (N\M1000) ZFb, 2 /L AITEWT 5. 73 %, HAMEIX 3. 77
D L2 Enyind, Lo C, BRI HRECFIEICE Y, SWANELIESEN S DN Z EDBRE
776

4-4 P-PI %1, PID #I{# & DR

AEITIE, SRCP- PI Hl#HI O HIHEAE S OENIEEZ /R T 720, Fig. 5 (&R L 72, P-PI lfEE PID 4 &
DLl 2 w3, W FEOKGHEIL, $RR Tk & RRICBREISE T — % SRR R T AVET VDR E Wz,
REFFIEE LClE, #ETIE L FRRICBE E L - ZRBALEZIRIC AWz, 512, PID flficisnwTix
S R EB DO B b D128, BRI £ 0 15 572 %2 FIHEIZ Nelder-Mead L% L T\ %,
ZOET, BEFIELNERSA v Fa—=r JEREHALEZEERD

3 FEDOFERIC L D Fig. 12 & Tab. 2 [Z/”7, SRCP-PI (Case 3) & PID (Case 3) DN H, /
vanl—h Ot ORTIE S RANELINEEREN G DLW & 230D, SRC-P-PI (Case 3) &
P-PI (Case 2) LDl &, A —N—T7OH CHARMERIEIC X 20 Lok v, 7.55 fERAN
BEPDRREND LTWND Z 0S5, BLEIZX Y, SRC-P-PI HI#E OFIE S DEMIE L, R LA
WERE FIEOAIMEN RS T,

5 FL®

ABFFETIE, BREMU & ARIORGIZ 2 a—F 2 ff> TOSHIEX I L, A SRR 2~ 1
F——7" 1ZFO P-PT iR D BEIRFHEZ R E Lo, IREFET, EKRET V2 VTR EEIC LY
BoNTTA 2L U, BRBIBALTE & P RIELEZIAICEN T2 b0 TH Y, AT v 72D
LR RSO A LT D 2 EavRE e, i, EARRZRAIMMED & IERIE o L A L7
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