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HEABEAFAMBEESHERFE  FE T2 BAMIHTARR
Frhks  BEREAEAER - AT ARG TEERT ARG EXAR
PR MERRGT  BERF BRI FEELAHBPEEEM EEENR
GREMER BERXBESZRENDERRINE il E—ERHF &
sEEAZET,. . . o BEEBEMFTERITRBERLyY  BRyZHEMEE
Ty, T —{HEE > y=g(z1,... 2)  (BEBGTRER B BT R E
A BB, rsEt By =9z, o) ERBEH (AR —RIIM S HEMR
) BAIE AEROERREH SRMAOEEERENERTIIRBEBE

(a) HEMEYEAREERNGHDE - -t THREAREE (ANEK
AB¥e,. .. o REEE) BsHEEMFHELTHEC =01
Ry EC® EMHEREE(z,. .. z) BC EMIRS

i

E(y) = / g(z1, ..., x5) doy -+ - dzs = m(g) (1.1)
Cb
(b) HFEREM By M, ...z, 2 — BT LH T ERERX » Hlan
k
y =Y Bigilzt,...,zs)° (1.2)
=1

AP EHBg EHM > fikame BEREXNGE HHE -
(c) HERAERLyHIBAME(HEME) MEEORERAZEAES

(x7,...,x%) °

MR R FLAIRREYE ? R EEMEERERAZBITH AR - HEE
WA E A EEmRL B —ABEE - FARRGEFA -
AT A EETEME SEBE-RETTEY  RE&K A Z2HMEHE
FHEER  HAEBEHER " TR FREHRFRRE - —@TTHEEERE—
#HERED  BETZHnEZ2EAE  FAEELEMORL - BEE
{Ch1se - Thsy Yk, k=1, n} » REBTyHE ...,z Z 69T LI F (7
AR (1.2) AR EREEyY = g(zr.....zs) > FREL - E—BERET
EREE e
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(1) 46 H BEHE T C° 22 B M BB SR 5 7 8
(2) 5t — BB T2 B A PR B SHIE B 0 55 o o

A EX — Y &

L———» R B ———~J

& 1

BT EHR ERAREE  BRT —EHFOARRTOSE  BEERBER
B2 7% &t (Design of computer experiments) o ¥ S {EZE R T A HEk » IS
o & 5% 3 7] K Bates, Buck, Riccomago and Wynn (1996) k Koehler and Owen
(1996) o EFT AWM Az FEMEGL > BB THIRA KIS EE -

HERRETREB ETMITBIE (7514 (1980) » Wang and Fang(1981)) & 4%
R REMMERSIRAHEBHIERKEN Ll E 5 A B E
C HRERPERGTERERIE(MBAREIREL)  HERGERBE T
BREBEY - HORFEBEHHFF BRBEABHEE  EAERE
M E - ERBIRET T LLE B EHS B % 5+ (Fractional factorial design) &
%“ﬁﬁ%’@ﬁyTu%&%%@%ﬁm®%Mm®ﬂ%“@ﬁ%@Eﬁ
BERAMELZRERA G CIHRTERRBRL BREABED s a%
HEHT %%Ehttp://Www.math.hkbu.edu.hk/UniformDesign o KA ¥ HE
REHE—FENAR - A RETIREEHIS IR T MBI - AL KEL
BEZOF -

E_EHNREIRIEABELEZE—HECRKEAH IR TEER
FEHBIEERB °

EoEE S EANNABREGEEN S OIRTREEGTE A E#E R
R RAR DL ©

FEUUEIS ORI EBERTE MM —EEBE N B EHRREREL —
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o BRI o

2. #hEREt

rE—-EREFAsEREZ  ZHEFr kAR AROBETHRBEN
UHEC o HERAREC EREEP, = {z1,... .} HHEEC LHTH
fii o FEENFs > WFIRBHIRT > FRAEMEFTFEHE :

(a) fOfIHIE B St EEAl 5
(b) EAEEMHEEERN TR BGEREBLE KT S
(c) 3B # A9 EHE (modeling) AR 7 #7 ©

AEH ER=HE—ETAE

21 BHEMAE

AP ={x1,...,zn} BC° LA #E » £ 83 5 # (number-theoretic meth-
ods) S 5 4 £ 5 5 & (quasi-Monte Carlo methods) v » ¥R {FEH L,— EfR=
(Star L,- discrepancy) e HE &5

D,(Pn) = UC }N(p”’[o’m)) — Vol(]0, x)) ’ dwr/p ’ (2.1)

n

AAF[0,2) =[0,21)x - x[0,z5) » Vol([0,)) 53[0, z) &R > B » Vol([0,2z)) =
z1.. .25 » N(Pp,[0,2)) B PRt B AR [0, ) BB R - R > Dp(Pn) 8
o FoRPoECs EHERISE o EERME AT 0 U Doo(Pn) F1D2(Pr) &

N(Pn,[0,z))
n

D(P,) = Dao(Pr) = max - Vol([o,m); (2.2)

xeC

BEPMHERZ  EEMTOS Ml & A5 (Goodness-of-fit test) B Smirnov-
Kolmogorov #f 5+ & © Fang % (2000) 35, D(Prn) TH B » M D2(Pn) R 2,
mﬁTFﬁ%f&fﬁE%%ﬁE@&%%%‘W ——\/'01([0733)); GBI S B
Ko pimB2fE 7T =@ _REHT - A6 EARY > &t () B4 x 4181
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O RFO)RER T QBEREESREAREE  FHEFRK 5 #it
C)RBEHR; ()UREELALAFIHEET=K - BR » () B aH ()
7 0 (b) B S HELL (o) I » (EBUER R ER > = AR HHERMDME * (o)
B Do fiE o Fit v Hickernell(1998a,b) 42 i T — L Hrg 5 St I » K
d DAAR.0fk Lo— {2 (Centered La-discrepancy) 1 7] 48 Lo— {if 2 (Wrap-around
Lo-discrepancy) B9t B B & IF c AL THHmHE A O L- RE(HL
DLy) %51 o DL, B E » FREBETRRZTHE S FkE9%
st o MaEns » FTEBH IR REEDP, = {=f,..., 2z} CCfF

DLy (P}) = I%in DLy(Pp)e (2.3)
L 4 [ ] L J L L ] L ] 2 L] * 3
L J ® L * L] :)-' ® L ] L] L
(a) IEZz &% &t (b) U- %2t (c)JEU-7& 3t
CLZ = .01138 CL% = .01236 CL% = .01797
DL3 = .00357 DL3 = .00454 DL% = .00345
D = 23438 D = .23438 D = .23438
B2 =fEREt

22 195 HE KAWL

HNBERFZERE(s=1) » Fang, Ma and Winker (1999) 3585 » 55 %H 5
SEBBEP, = {5 5. B} ADL(P) = o5, HR S RERAR
P E s BN 0 RIS R AT Bt (complexity of the computation)
A REE —E NP HardFj& < BrLl » LARBIH IR B —EOERE - B
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HSBEN > SHESSIDHMEMTHEREEE09(2 B Fang. Ma and
Winker (1999)) :

) EEMERFETHEOH R —#

D) EREREATF » BEAERS 5, 2, ., 5 ©

ZEEsERE EMSNE, ... BAF  F& ERFEEEORS
BEHERBUNLG,....0) P EHEAERELKFEASE  HEMOELT
BUMmgl ... g ), i+ =5 EMEMRZIHEEKT - FHEE
HEBUM ) o O EHE—BP = {z1,..., 2.} HE—Bn x s HEBEU
CEMTRES,. .. L R MEEUNG,. .., ¢) FHTEETRS @
n x s4EfHE o

FHZL:HBEMaQ,....q)  HEMBIXTU cUnig,....q5) » TE

DLy(U*) = min DLy(U) °

APB ) EBEEEGUMN G, ... q) EETER o

EREF - AMBERALZ ... ¢ R ERS  #FERLF BT IRET
Ui (=1, ) g ERFRLL... ¢ KRB 2, A e
BEETINE  BEBEIRTE BB Uila x - xgqs) o EHLEqHEER
FRBU( < xqy), i+ trm=s HHU(C) BRI BEREHKE
B Rq e

REE(niqr,...,q)  HIEMBIORFERBES - Al —ES5RTED
n {7 {EFE R (permutation) A EHFTHEFER » MEMENBEHIHRHTER - @
BHORFTEBRBEEMN - EHRHP—EOTNIEFEEMEBRYTES 74
— @ 5% HMBATE T FEHHEIHT -

EYERTHREORY AR EREROEEZTEH  BEEEAOHE
T WEHTHHEEETEE—PH ) c ZWET - % (1981
it FREEsU-FE (U-FEEG—EF45 ) FBHEZRET (candidate
design) » #7% » HEIZE - BIRZ - EEF (1999) BIEBERL T 748 3£ Ui E
At A9 FIAE R IERBES MERITE - En T RKAE(
n<3l) F=EAEEESREERE -

SRR —EEARE AR REERE —(EREHZEHE > BERREM
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HEENMEERER R CMEAOLEELTE(IBEEER)ESETH
730 20 FHER TH S 2B L - & K E ik (simulated annealing)
* 3H {8 Bk (genetic algorithm) ~ PHRE 21k % (threshold accepting) o 38 &5 1=
HBEREEEATTE  THANERRER A EESMEY S EE B ER
# % % 5 (multiextremal) » IR A EEABE > TLUREHEEREYF - 5
Rl FIT A B9 22 459 2 88 PO PR 32 2 ¥ (threshold accepting) # 15 65 o Ho 3k 4765 2 M
i@ » ]2 R Fang, Ma and Winker (1999) - B8R L W55 R ETHA
E http://www.math.hkbu.edu.hk/UniformDesign/ sh 18 o a1 2.1 5|8 T
Ur(T) » Rt BMT KRS TRH=ELFHEE -

2.3 HERRETRIR M

BIMBEE—EEEARN B ERS IR ETERAR T U LERY
BTN BE 5547 o

Pl 1 Ex5XATITHERNTIEY BTRSEE  ABRERET=EHEZ: K
BB (21) > KB HEYMES &8 (22) IR ERRM (z3) * BTHREER ()
M=EEZZHBHG  FENZFHRT7TEKT

ERIECH : 1.0, 1.4, 1.8, 2.2, 2.6, 3.0, 3.4
mnE & ¢ 10, 13, 16, 19, 22, 25, 28
B FERFRS ¢ 0.5, 1.0, 1.5, 2.0, 2.5. 3.0, 3.5

EZABRTMBEO T FRET ¢

A BEBEGHOFRIE
B E—BE9RFARU(T), n=7.1421,. . BERKHEHAS - &
ABERETUNT)  ZRFIDE21M9K:4

B. AR IFER

BE=ERRSJIRERU(T)H=7 REEREOEBTEAERESE
P TEKE » BEELILGEHRR L  ERhRAROEHRRFT @ EERE
M E o MO RBRBESEES LS EMTE - RBROEGHE () 2EKX
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EREEEERTEESS °

#£21 U7 RiEFEMRE 5 LHEHKE

No|1 z 3| RHERL WEE RERM | EiE
1 |1 5 4 1.0 22 2.0 0.6146
2 12 2 2 1.4 13 1.0 0.3506
313 7 6 1.8 28 3.0 0.7537
4 {4 3 7 2.2 16 3.5 0.8195
515 6 1 2.6 25 0.5 0.0970
6 |6 1 5 3.0 10 2.5 0.7114
717 4 3 3.4 19 1.5 0.4186

C. BIEDHT - Bi%

(1) BREKABERPLUBEFARHKELST BRE @ HEMHTEE

HE: BBz =22 IfiigB o =16 » RERHB ;=35 ¢

(2) MuEEERE

Eapaik R EY gl Binl

y = Po+ Prx1 + Pazo + Pazs + €
KERFERLIGEE  TAHAES S WMHHEEGRERT  REBEFHER
§ = 0.0713 + 0.2333z3 o

FAFEM R? = 93.96%, s = 0.381, C, = 1.91 o E{EMHETREAR » HE B HE
Rz Mo KRB EMEE S » EBEHRBRTH o

(3) ZxEEER

BUrCESEARES  BEAP ORESR A0
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“—1":22, 5-2":19’ f’é’:QOo
RO R RS

y = Bo+ Bi(z1 —2.2) + fo(wo — 19) + B3(x3 — 2.0)
+B11(z1 — 2.2)% + Baa(zg — 19)° + Ba3(z3 — 2.0)% + Bra(xy — 2.2)(z9 — 19)

+013(x1 — 2.2)(z3 — 2.0) + Fo3(x2 — 19)(x3 — 2.0) + € o (2. 4)
ERmER B AR > §
g = 0.595 + 0.232(z3 — 2) — 0.054(x3 — 2)? + 0.0547(z; — 2.2)(z3 — 2) » (2.5)

HIEM HE S HEFINFE2.2 » R? = 99.83%,s2 = 0.00023 » =IF (z3 — 2),
(z3 — 2)2,(z1 — 2.2)(z3 — 2) Y F # 21 B 5 B 1653.66, 64.85, 20.88 » AHFEM p
fig 77 7 £ 0.0001 » 0.0040 F10.0197 B I H EE - BBBRES A HHAEE (
nEZE-FHAEE c BETREYNE REFEES) RBHEE  #HH(25)
HESR  HMAEHRYY AFEE R A2 ABRKEBEERKAVHER » 5
EZRABEBHOMEOKFETEHE  EREEAREETZABERREEKERDH
FMETEE -

(4) FREEILEGEH

BTSRREEHTEERE  FEH Q5 AMOREREBRAMEENS R
KEH  BAGBEERFAREER :

10<z1 <34, 05<z23<3.5¢°

By (e, z3) IESER(E3) /T4 HBREESEF L BELAEE > T
HRBE =34 23 =358 > §=918T0Z W AME - BN AHIRFTEK
BTy YERABHAKFE Gz =34 23 =35 c WEHEMA R

o]
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#22 (LIABBIHESIER(SASERE)

Sum of Mean

Source DF Squares Square F Value Prob>F
Model 3 0.40488 0.13496 595.722 0.0001
Error 3 0.00068 0.00023
C Total 6 0.40556
Root MSE 0.01505  R-square 0.9983 C.V. 2.79813
Dep Mean 0.53791  Adj R-sq 0.9966

Parameter Estimates

Parameter Standard T for HO:
Variable DF  Estimate Error Parameter=0 Prob > |T|
INTERCEP 1 0.595071 0.00871685 68.267 0.0001
r3 —2 1 0.231759 0.00569920 40.665 0.0001
(x5 — 2)2 1 -0.054033 0.00670981 -8.053 0.0040
(21 — 2.2)(z3 — 2) 1 0.054669 0.01196354 4.570 0.0197

(5) BN 5

REEBEOHMER TR =34 23 =35 TR BHEPKFEL

kR NEAEEM R TARMEILSIZ%AEIE T E » IS8 » iR (2.5) 8
BT FEWERTER R L L R ERRAGHGR o FBMRABOEREISTE
FHEEE > AIERBAHEAN QS ETESG FEFRHTHEY - ZSHERABEE
z1 =34,20 =19, 23 = 3.535B 0T 3k A  HIEMKER S BB 91.05%, 92.11%,
91.53%, H ¥5{E 91.56% FLFRER B AR AR 0T » BURR (2.5) LB FF & BERH T o
HRERERKTEGERERSHKT  EEMARR  DEBRKEEZEC i
MAREE - WRABKELH  —E_HFE (01 M) A B EE EHEE
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N 0 BOKRF
z1 : 3.0,3.4,3.8,4.2

2 @ 3.0,3.5,4.0,4.5

AUL(4°) kL HEE ARE o

3. BHRETRBIRER

HARTARBEABE TRBREMAROER > FEABRBHEREE
MEEN W BEMBERE ETE —ERARKRGTORME  ERBHRAT
EREREE XIFH « AEIR R ORTHEHEER -

3.1 KFHTFENRAER

EABPHERNZFOHRFEINE > WA AR RLHABR ? &G HE
MHERSHECHBIRFE -l F—EABRPERET=ERFZ " ©
f&RT3,3,2MKF c £31FIHMU(3* x 2) HER EZHABHER o

#£3.1 Us(3? x2)

No.| 1 2 3
1 1 1 1
2 2 1 2
3 3 2 1
4 1 2 2
5 2 3 1
6 3 3 2

ERERREEORTEFARBROERE > TRABEKEERBERD
BEEofin E—ERRFAE EIKERE2RFERE - EHABGHES
R EPRAKIFETML) c BRFREREETH TIKEEBT2KE
P R ERBFERF{12} =1 {3,4)} =20 K329 R Us(4") » HiEH
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B K2 5 i 1B U (42x22) o SR IPIE B o Us(4%) A9 /7 3 81T 4 » SR 2 K
75T 48 B A5 58 g Us (42 x 22) o

#3.2 Us(4*) fnUs(4? x 22)

No.|1 2 3 41 2 3 4
1 /1 2 1 2§1 2 1 1
2 11 4 2 3|1 4 1 2
3 12 1 3 42 1 2 2
4 12 3 4 12 3 2 1
5 |13 1 2 1§33 1 1 1
6 13 3 1 4|3 3 1 2
7T 14 2 4 3|4 2 2 2
8 |14 4 3 2|4 4 2 1

B3 fb TSR ihm B ¥ S (EE

32 2 EEMEZENITSRET

ARPmAEAZRAERRLY BEEERE  WEE BH REFSH
FRFE AR —LHRIAE - s EBER  RoREF  REBD
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%E £ I 3% (categorical factors) o fifn » £ —{ARB+HH—BELEEA > =4
PIMEARAE A1, A2, A3, Ay FIRFE “EFEEEE0 o o MR EHETERS
EEI2EKE - HHERETERV(12° < 4) LR KIS AR o RS
B TRAANTH KRS

EY) = Bo+ bi(z1 —T7) + oz — T3) + B (21 — 77)% + Bao(z2 — 72)°

+012(z1 =TT ) (22 — T3) + MWL + Vo + 13V3 0 (3. 1)

APV, V:BEERE 58

((1,0,0), A=A

(0,1,0), A= Ay

(0,0,1), A= A;s;

| (0,0,0), A=Ay

TUANT: 73 B o1 Tz B9 12 K B9 351 o FIFRER 5 b aF B8 B Mk
P ARV TR RS — (S T o HHEFEMHNATERR
EAE - FHE(1999) o

(Vi, Vo, V3) = ¢

3.3 {5 & & 5 (computer experiment) %[ AFREREESE

EASHATARY  BRBREHER (01, 2,) MR IE(y) Z BB R T
NToEE EBRESTHEREY —EEseEn

y=h(z1,...,x5) +€o (3.2)

RFAE (21, 2:) HEE  BEBHRAKRD 5 c SHERE > BB E() =0
' Var(e) =0 o GIM#EFLF » RBETMEEBHAGHE » S Bb O
KREFEA (L2 EBhE— BT o BEE » EEBA(z1,. .., z,) 5 B8 Al -
FEAFLABRSLER S HL BIEREGF 0L TR % B R 35 FE 8 A

H o B SRy > I 2B 5 (Fourier regression) #8 % %<3 8 Ricco-
magno % (1997) FMist i T E B FIEER SR THREBRH » SRR
bR R Bk A R S R 5 o
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N B (Wavelets) BB BEMUE @ /) BOEF R IR AATLEEA ©
I TER BRI RE FABRLA 5| AE B o Herzberg and Traves (1994) B%E T
Haar | EEBRZABRTHER > SREF(INRHEETHMHERELRFR
HREF L Et 0 W E B Haar g LIS A9 HAD D BB ©

% #E K2 1 i B (spline) A5 35 47 35 B :R 3% » Stone (1994) 1 Stone et al (1997)
HE TEEERBOEEFETHMAOEE  TESMERBMTR - FIHSE
BEEBF TR ESSRTHEEFAFE N c ECLEQM) BHEHSH
BIERBEEMET R -

it 1 7 #5 (Neural Network) BT F 2 BC 8 £ 7] U 4 > ¢ 71 & 7] AT LLE
@0 B B o 75 AL E A FE A W] 2 R Caudill and Butler (1992) o Z& fi{r1 &30 %
(2000) 5 3% T f0fal A A b Ok ZRGE R % TR © & R 16 2R BIURN i RS A A6 3R
BFR o

rEFEARS > EHEER

y=g(xy,...,T5) " (3.3)

AFEBIEH  ET S E > #EBEABRBIB RBRE g — @I LERE
o FIMEBMEEHEE T AFES IR - BREZ N > EERBIEER
fy [ S PO SERE T M o I AR RR 5T BE b 9 B B N (derivative) o BT LIEREE
B A ST L35 5E 0 {540 Morris, Mitchell and Ylvisaker (1993) 4% y & i — @
7 17 38 %2 (Gaussian Process) » Fl| i Bayes st (9 BB A i R FRAIE R EE
Mo = (z,... 25 BEGHEEyY c TLEFIED - M6 ETBRHE
STHAMBE - (B S AEEEMEHEONE  ERTFARTEERE
BHM e BREERFARD  ABOBEEZIIM T - AN EHW BRG]
C NEEER A SRFEABRHEE  E—H o BEMMEN TE-

4. HERRETRYIESR

—FIFMRR S ERE - EOHMBEI T EAREEM & - MM
D- % % #% &t (Atkinson and Donev (1992)) R7E4FE R ERRE TEFIE RS
B o FARTRES T KR BREEE T 225 E (Cheng (1980)) &%
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P WERFARARE-ERE TEIREMRAR ? BRI ERTIER
RS 5 ERA B 0 BRI T A B AR 2 32 51 (Robust Design) sh ey — @77 % » 0
fliRESSRAHERE  JUSETEHEHRE  TEAHERERIF—EH
B EE o

4.1 fEEE

FETE G 07 IRBRBR 1 o+ B B S B R BB O° PRI 19 mlg) (2
(L1)) - gEatoo B R A A A 21

1 & 1 &
g==-2 gl ==> glon,. .. ) (4.1)
V’Lk:1 TL:

fEBm(g) fEEt » RFEP ={(Tk, - 26 ) k=1, ,n} BC° LK &
P BFEB MR - g B m(g) A9 — B % R {4 5+ (unbiased estimator) » {B g g =
m(g) B E 8 18 o McKay, Conover and Beckman (1979) #2 H#7r FEEFL T H
% hh &% (Latin hypercube sampling) » 3% 7 ¥ AE 42 i - m(g) B — B AR Al &1
B GBEEm(9) BEERAARMR - HERA RS —AEXRERIHER
B o HFE A9 Koksma-Hlawka N EX GG REZH ER

Im(g) — gl < V(g)D(P)° (4.2)

AF V() BalgmegE  DP)BEEPHERZE(2(22) o Hickernell
(1998a,b) 5 i1 » Koksma-Hlawka NEXH K ERZE (b .OLiRZE - HBRZE
A BRRES)MREI C REHRV()HERFEE BN - BB M
Bk ERE - SERZE () -9l EEIRD MERBEPHER D(P) 22K/
B R P B —EBSRET c B A EH BTG 0 TTREBEPFEN - o
B > D(Pr) = O(zlog°n) o tARAHE (3.3) | 5 —BHEE y = g*(z1,...,2)
» BV(g) =V(g") Bl BEAEMBE KAEFHEMG) HIRER

Im(g™) = g*| < V(g")D(P) = V(9)D(P) -

B (4.2) FHERIM LR - ERVH IR HPE R 698 L H 18 2 ¢ (Robustness)
D ETNEREES O m() BB ITFOET > MARHEESEm(9)(AE
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Vig) B R )L IF kT - BORHERREBERCELERERAN
EEFRAE-

42 1HERETNERM.

ERBIE HC° 0 — AR IENAEC® A — (B8R 5 A7 B (Prob-
ability distribution function) » &z » H#C° LB —AEE o MEE * FJRE
—ERRRET  EREVRBREEGER A ERPHEETERGIER o Wiens
(1991) #n Xie and Fang (2000) ¢ "R BRI HEBTHE C° M9 5 7 M2 ERH E
BEHTREMARRT -

Wiens (1991) % & LR AR E

C
! . .
yij = 0'z(x;) + €5, i=1,...,¢; j=1,...,n5 n= E n; ©
i=1

#h 0, z(x) € RF,x € C°, E(e;;) = 0% » IR ZHE TRy IR & 1F 5 8 B (lack of
fit test) o & EEHEIB

Yij = 9/2(3371) -+ w(wz) + €55

B KPRy BN B EHEEEE » WiensH% T &5 9% (power) »
A B 7 C° k#9359 5) 5 4 B f& maximin X g minimax fF ©

= B E 175 B %8 (Xie and Fang (2000)) £ 41 #* Bx 819 2 3% (decision theory)
R TIERECEGER(3.2) o MW EC°HBITHELHFOE DR
S 2% £+ (admissible minimax design) o ZR &I E h(z1,. .., 7s) EH EHHE
Heh o MFE—$BHC LB S M RRITFHERET °

BERBREN > MR —ERBRETEZEH MRSy T ARETL &
A Smirnov-Kolmogorov #5318 * 3t 2 —EC° EAyn BB E @ HZ2XE
£ 1 R2EEFIH /) o Hickernell (1999) ¢ #ZETRHAERE T HERTHE
Bttt ERthRETHIRTOHEERKE-

43 HEHEBHREFRBRETNVERER

ERFREBHPERSLEABER > mEEE Y (randomness) > Bt
(balance) » IF 3% t4 (orthogonality) » 7 %% ¥ (efficiency) F1 % fi ¥4 (robustness)
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o e AR AR TR EHEE 0 H AR A 5 ##E (resolution) » F /) EHE
(minimum aberration) * {& £ §& 7 (estimation capacity) & o ZE AR Flsh » FFEE
B R E(2000) 5k T AR 0 HEERT RS M ZEAEART
EEMG  URBSH AR TREEZRHREFTHELE ° BRELL
» B E T LU R AR R TR AR & o HE 8 R B5 T (Analysis
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Theory and applications of the uniform design
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ABSTRACT

This paper provides an introduction to the uniform design. The uniform de-
sign can be considered as one type of fractional factorial design. It contains many
advantages, such as, user friendly, flexibility in the numbers of experiment runs
and number of levels, and robustness against model assumption. The uniform
design is suitable for computer experiments whose modeling issues are discussed

as well.
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