#

1.1

1.2

1.3

1.4

1.5

N
It

2.2

2.3

##

L
O < S
121 VLCCOBEZE .. ... . .
1.22 VLCCOEAME ... ... ... ... ... .....
oG REOBE
131 BEEBOBMNEAT 2 & K o BB ..
132 FEMZMHUZHE(LOHBER. ... .. ... ..
133 ZHEOXILBEH T 2 MG xR #E R
WMEFEEHM ..
REOCDRERL ..
BREAEHROBNELLT ZRBELEE
2=
AL R RMEE
221 EEMTAITY XL (CGA)IIZDWVWT ...
222 GAW K2 mBfboMBR. ... ... L.
223 HEHZBOBOEMIZHNIBULAEZGA. .. ... ...
BOEAGEATH ..
231 HWBEB-WHWEME .o

232 RFINVFTABEOHRE ... ...

.......... 6

.......... 7

.......... 10

.......... 11

12

.......... 15



24

3.3

ii

233 BEALDFELT 23
PERFIEL DB ..o 25
241 fERFHEICEBEmBILAE ... 25
242 EMEEBOBE ... 26
243 FFEBEOME ... 29
= 32
HEEEEZEZER LLELFEMSEF ZEHEBILLADKA 33
= S 33
RETFIE .. 33
321 FFEAMOMEI . ... 33
322 HHEHEBOEEFIE . 37
323 EEEOE ... 41
324 REFEZHWVWAEREMAOTIE . ... .. ... 43
MR EAL . 44
331 WEAERRETIV ... 44
332 EREFEB . .. 45
333 MARMIT TV XA L 45
334 HWBEBEEIMEME . 48
335 BERGM-MESRME ... 50
33.6 EEEALAER ... 52
= 56
LREORAER LA T IHEREL 57
=T 57
g A G 57

421 EEAL R T TV .. 57



422 WEEHBOSE ...
423 HMBEHEE @S EME 00000
4.3 EREMAFE ..o L
431 WEKBEAMFEOFE . ... .. ..

432 REHEEAFIEOMIE ... ... ...

433 RERELFECEFRELAFTEREOLE ... ..

44 Hybrid GA . ... .. ... ... ... ... ...
4.4.1 Hybrid GA TO E#ELFNE . . ... ..
4.4.2 Hybrid GA T L& H ... ..

443 RZEHybrid GAX GADL® . ... ..

FAMRICEAELLLERAX

T 8 A 8 & 8 0 R 5E

Al casel DIGE .. ..
A2 case2 DG E .
A.3 case0, case3~casel7T D& . . ... ... ...

Ad BREFRESR oo

t8%B RBELELYRATLOBE

B.1 Hybrid GA % i\ 7z i fb ¥ A 57 5 O &

iii

58

60

61

61

67

79

80

80

81

93

95

97

100

101

110

111

112

112

114

117

123

124



B.2 1% %= FEM f# i T % © k&

iv



B1E e

1.1 MARE=R

EFEENOEMETIE, EAEELOMBEFPHL S LoTED, a2 2
AT-MMOBG - BEPEELR->TETVS. MMOBEEIAMNIKRELNITS
YEMBBE TBRABREEE) D20 R 51, BAS 3 & T —HERIEP], Nvo
NSvr k6], MIBEEET, Va3 b —vav kR AV THEE THEE RELL,
TEHOHIMZER->T WS, iMOEEICB T2 THIZ, fIAEEREENELS L L
TREPEZ, N\MFEP EATL2ILREZEAoNSD, PR OB IZKELLH T
B R BLS PHIHEBRMNAEDS TH S, T/ UTHEEIZHRGZMEOE
BOLHEONMERIZKRELSEELZ2Z TS0, MM OM ICMMiEH»KEE
HL, THLBHERETHL. T, EMHNEZMA &2 & Ta A M
FhEEODDLIENTELZEEZONS. EMBEZMZ 27720, ZilOHE T
MEm#EML2Tbh T Vs, MER#EATELEL LOBEZREZR WX D ITHF
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Fig. 1.1: VLCC
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Cargo Hold
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Fig. 1.2: Cargo hold of crude oil tanker
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Fig. 1.3: Midship section of VLCC
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DIFFE®RE B H 5 [9][10]

[11][12][13]. E4E TIE, MM OMEZFICB W TCFEMA A I 2 L Sk b, fMid

BEALDOREFMIZEVWTHEFEMZH WS Z 2B — B L BRoTWBI[15. L L,
R A0 O RS E BB AL TR D KD RELEBOBN L, REREBHET 27-DICHEH
ZELKORFREREZMITLOIHLENDHSD, FEMZ H W TEFEEITH LU THIEMR
BRI 2175 %6, ERLFAERHEHEZEST L2 -ORBELMOERIVEETH L. T 1
S DOMB MRS 2720, FEMMTOFERHZ MM 5 Fik, RORFTRE
R EZOHEZMBL, WERBRIREMICHET S I o ak#ENLFIECHET

ZMENITHLNTWVWE., UTIZINSDHFRIZETI2HLOMEL L -,

R EHEEZRAVCRAEAEBRERM OB KKELICET 5 E [16]
AANZY N —=DR Y7 ORBERM ORIREEIFLEE U, &l

MEZANAV - MROZEATWMO ANEZFEEZAVEZEBER#E/LZIToTWVS.
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DFETIN -V T INLHRFEREZH VT, GATORELZ FETL, i/
KITONTELEHRFEFORBRUMICE DS IV -y T INEHFEHEZHV

IR T, IvEEOALVWRERENFGEONI LERLTWVS.

ZERERBLFERICLIIOIMABERBERICEAT 5K (19

frhkEE R ELO FIHAZBEASI TR 2T, ZEBRE/LMELE U Tk
SFHEERELTWVWS. ZAtEAME /B NV RYATLET—ANRY T
VATFLIIHML, TNThOYVATLAEBEBHNICRE/ALEZITS L THEYE
DB FiEL LKL CTHREMBIFENDINKZEN, KOG HKMZEET

L ENHEBETHBLZILERLTWS,

Q) MHBHEEZRAVACHEBEORREBELY AT ALAICET 2R [20]

MM BERZEDEEMPCEZHWTHAMEOERZRELLT 2FEZEEL T
W5, MPCZ2AWA Z L TEHEEBROLEEFELZ2RZIZITS >IN TE, FEM®
FUEROEEIANZ2EKBT AN TEE. X512, 2O0FE%2HH 1t

Lk —EHEHORELZITVWANEZRLTWS.

(5) 22— S LXYy b7 —VEBVAMGRRENEOBERELICET 2HRE 21

FEMIZ L2 MEREFMONRNFTFELLTC=a—-F WAy T =2 2HWVT
FFTEaZMEZAIML, MAEERELAZRATVWS . KELFIEIZIZIGAZH
WT, EHMRKHR OFEN CTMMA P LBENHOREMPITAD I EZ2RL
TWa. Za—F )0 3y b7 =27 %H W7 EMEEOREIZES [27]28] 12

oTHiTHLNTWVWS
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(6) fif 7% 1 S % BT @ D Sub Optimization IC & 2 BE KRB Y AT L OHRE [23]
M O WM G EFICB ) 2 REMLEZTS VAT AZHBELTCVWS. Z
DY AT LTOEEAFE L LT Sub Optimization B G [24][25][26] (2 3 D \» 7z i
BALFEEZREURFIEZEROBZE/NBIZHATWS. TORET 5 K#EL
FHETEEBERMICE2REAPCAIC X SR L L TEVEETZ

MhFER2zREOLNDE I 2 RLTWS.

DLEDBEEMsE T, MiGm#Elz 2 RRE AT D Fik, FEM M & H 2 (K34
2FHEOMEN IO, FREZEB/BTVWS. LrL, TNSDOMETEATA T S —
DA -FEZRIFEBIZEALL, BERELZITODOTWAR W, £ OB HILFKE
EHOBOEA, FEME TV OEK KON, BEMNONKED3IDTH LT
WEh o DFEMEZRLT. BB, ATA7F—DOARE-MNEZHFEBITEA, K
Mk & LTk, M5 I[29)[30] ® Rais [31], BAS [33] BMMAED AT+ 7 F—D
LA 7 b2 bRueY—mi#fbtzHWTFoTWwWd. UL, bR Y —mi#T
EREMOMESMEBESIMAELTRIND 2D, F 507z Bl % E/E I
BEEIHMALZILBELWY. MATEZL, FRIZMONITZATA7F—DL AT
7 hE2 MR Y-z EH WA E Dings 3212k biTbhTWaA, 20
RICBPVWTERUEMAFHERZEMECESIBIDIEBFHEL V. £/, BHS 3412
FOMEOoR Y AT 7 -2 ORERBEILEToMAEL H DD, KB EKF
ZHRELULTEFEL TR, MNIZRLUAEZSODDOMBEREMILL, A 747 F —
RERO, fEZ2RFFLBE L rk#ElzlT M TENE, RO EREAAICH

RIVRVWEKEMRERDZ I VN TE LR EINS.
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MloA GO BN E L 22 ARG ELTIREERNT LT Y XL (GA) D
HPEMTHOELZOMETHY S T W 5 [14][35)[37)[36][38][39]. AT+ 7 F—®

A, BOAT47 F—HOWBMOREZ2HRHALEH e LRELMEOL &, A
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TA7 T —ABELEETLZEREOXRNEBROUNELMT 5. GARIHRFGFELEH % #
BEF e UTREHL, BHFELMEAEKOEMEZFRA L2 RXXU, fiemiilEZzAlH LU KE

fpxBEBITDFETHE. TDD, ERFARIT IR LBOBPRL DI 5 E,
BETORILELIEZODRXEZFENFTTEHII LN TERV. DF D, GAIFHFHZE

BOBNPEAT 2 HEMMEICZHFUTHEHIGTE2IENTERVEWVWIHERDH 5.
AFA4TF— AR AERFERE U Bl T RS (2210 X B NS il H & W
MAEEERELONEN D DD, AT47F —RBOAZZRFELBELTWVWS
O, BHEBOBIZELEZRW., TOED, AT47F—KBEOEAIZ X 2 EFFE
BHoBoZEIZODVWTERERI ATV AR Y., /2, JHEES [40] ® KK [41]) 1 & =+
EORLLZMAERTLORXXZTI HEZRLTWED, RELTRE L TWSIE

EREICHALEZFETHY, AMBTIEHAT S I E TSRV,

1.32 FEM%ZFRALE-EHELELOBER

AT47 F— OB EME A E2REFTELBE L, MEFAMICFEM 2 £H LU 2 #i&
REALDOMERIE, FEMET)VOBAERK, ROFEM#NIZ L 23 HAMTH 5. M
EHREAD - SHIEELTF I ABEORBELIZETIMAERZZHITDOAT
W % [49][50][51][52]. M DA M E HFER L T NI AMEORELBITONTSE
D, WA S DMK TR, THEREINAMABELZZ 52 82L, WY BB
W ERET S22 LIk BELEGTFoTWS. AR IENE S [43] % i 5
[44], MBS BT bifTbhTwd. Zhiz LT, WHEMIZHLZIZATAT7 F—
ZHET 525 A, FEMETVICHIAZ2HZICENT2HE DD, Himdl»Ltd
5. HimBPENTEZEFEMET VO AYVaDBEAEERHATLE S 2D, Ay
Vaz PO ETEWVWOIEENBREL LS. LA L, MM OFEME 7V & KB »2 D
BHTHL, RATRELZLHEDOFEMET VA AR T A I L IFHBENTH 2
[48]. 5 [6] X AT« 7 F — AR A RFI LRI AALBERELHE IS VT, Ik

ZMmiEEHWCTFEME T VOMfER 2 BERNMNRICMZ 2 FEZzRELTWVS.
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R ZB a2, MEORWLHREMBE Z/FRT 2202 XL BOHAT — &
MRBELLRD, HLELDODFEMETLVAEERT 2 7-0REMIEIREL R LFE RS
N5, L4715, MPCZRAWVWTCFEME S LVORRERBICIFS 2 L O WRER &
AT LERFKEL, MABEDOR#ELAEZIT> TVWEA, ZOMEITEVWTHEATAT
—MEERFLEHEE L TRE->TVARV., 72, REICE OV IELHEBED 5
DHEZMELEEL BT, RAFEME F L 2 HBN T2 0 EAH 0, Kk Tk
TREZHOFBARIIH UM 2T LRAMISE L, BMlic®E T 5 MN
E< a2 wH MEsH5. ZOMBEICH LTINS E=a—FVxy T =2
ZFFEMMHORBFEHE L UTHEMATE I 2R EL, FEMMT & [ % 0 &R % 5
LbNBEZLERLTWVWS., ULPL, Za—J a3y NI =T 2 EEFT L7-D0HA
T—RUADOEEIZODVWTEFERINLTVRWV., 72, EFHRIZIOAAHIF2Y To L
4 7 7 b EE AL IZ BT B B DY Cheng & [55][56] X L IE [57] 12 & D I LT W 5D,
FEMETLVOHEAKIZERELARHEOBRIIODVWTEER IO TR Y., H |
5EBY b V) THEOREEToTVWEA, TOEDOSNALHMICY T2 ET

570, BHHBAMEIZ) 72RHET LI LETE RV,

133 ZEBORFEVBZEII2BERELOAER

AFATF =R, ATF4TF—fiE, AF4TF— R, WM ORI RAHE
Wy LRl aa by RELMEE 20, CADHAAENTHS. LiL,
CAEBBRAZROMNL b A b A KIC R, BEMICIRT 3 %

CHKRAEEMEBE LT EHBAY, BEMCHETER VWA RS B [59).
7, GATHGAREAALBELIIEL R &, MELNEBKRLK L L TR
SBENRD D, RALBOMERHT 50 CHMIZEObit A BEL L, §i
BLUELDL AMBORBBAAEL 2. MMOMMRIBBECIBNT, HOb R VR

FEEBIC X ML D WA [T0][71] X H B A, BRI EROBMN L < 5B TOM
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¥, GATH > RHZHOBEZWS T L CHEMAKRBEN CHERELEZITS T
BEAWMETILNENH L. RFAZBOBEZMBIEL20, LBV HH KM
522882 ZRBUZMEROII V- Y T 2175 FEND S, Kim 5 [72][73] &
R—=TYNANAT =TV 7HRICEDFRFHEREZSHLTWDS., £/, HOWHE L
L T McCuller 5 [74] % Kusiak 5 [75] (3 DSM % I\ 7= F G Z 8D 7V — ¥ v 7 ik % 7
ZLTWVWE. INSOMBETRESNZFHEE, RELMMEOBRBESRESEH L
BB ERMEBOII NV - T OB BARE Lm0 REND D .

Mo7 7w —F &L T, Hybrid GA % F \» 72 #f 58 5 47 o 11 T \» % [60][61]. Hybrid
GAZ R fREER DA B BHI, AOHEMRANDOPNRZEEZ [ LI,
GAUAN D HREFIELCGAZMAGDLE DI L TCGATH D HFHELEHEZWS L, &
BOMEE L2 RELFETHS. FRHOE6JET > b a0 =— K (ACO)
LGAZMAGEDLEZHybridGAZHWT, REWLZMAAEDLDEHRE/LMETH 2
KE 2 — VA vHEOREMZ KD, BMGAIZHKR L TLXEL TREMIPES
N3Zr%aiLTW23. Hung & [67) ¥ Andal & [68], Yun & [69] & Hybrid GA % i\ C
KEt— VA~ yMEORENLZFIT>TWD. Z O Hybrid GA % 1% & i i b [ & 12
W% $ 17D 0 T\ 3 [63][64]. A S [65] X F H S [66] 1 b T A H i o 5l b
MEIZBE W THybrid GAZHLTWS., ZOMETIE, BREKRTHDL T 2D
Ml % GAT, EEEAHMTH S b T A0 W mH 2 &M &L (OCM) % v T il
fbz47 WV, GATHI REFALHOHEZWOoT I LT, TEL TCHREMEZHERL TW
5.U0UL, KAHETHEI K508 AT747F—%2 AT 2MEOREDEE, GAH
THIOFFHEEZ TP STDITIE, RIETH 2B O FF LK % b O & i#EbLF
ETHEOSBEPDD, 1HEHORFILBDODAZGAUND FETHESIODTELR+H
Thd. £/, BHEEROZEICHE U 2402 872l Tk, §HE %2 &

DRLITSODBEND YV BREMFHIES 22 L VWSHEPDH 5.
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1. BELZBOBP LT AMERBELMOMERZBIRT B0, GAODHRE %17
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2 FEMZ2MHH LU~ EERELCOMERZ2MBET 220, RFHELFOEIZFEM €
TN EBHERT LI R, RALFEFH£OMERENFMATEILOHEERE 2
BB T 2 ETEEZREERT L. 2512, 2OFFEZ2HVEZHEERELZ TV,

REFEOADMEZRIALT 5.

B LMBE ORI LR EZA I I MERELOMERNZMRT 570, KT
Hybrid GA # W - i @ {2 17 5. Hybrid GA TIZGA Ml A A b E % ki b F
EPBETHE. 22T, AKMAORNLEEM THL2MEEEOHITLBD
WO2MB ORI EHEZHZS T TRL, tE a2 M2 X - R#ELTFEE
RET S, 610, TOREFELCGAZMAG LY ZHybrid GA%2HH L T
firkE O REAMZIT Y, AMAETREST IRELMTFEHELECGAZMAAGDE
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i F CItid N2 ERZMRL, MAHWNZZRT 572D KX TIEITIC
RETEBETHERNDS FEEZHVT, RITTONBE Do ATAT7 S —RKRBEAT7T
FoBEMEZ R ERICED - MEREILE EITT L.

F2RE IR EROBPEMAT 2 REMME] TIE, BMGATREHZS> ZtnTE
BV, BREABZILICRLZLIBORNEBEZET o RELMHMEDOREMZ KD 2
72D, KR ZTo7-CA2ET L. I, MABE2ZBERLZE T VICE L THR
HZCGAL k2R EFETL, REGAODEH M A2 ML T 5.

FE3F THRGTHEEZZE LU ZFEMAI R FRE RELA~ADH] T, A747 F —
AEAELZBLUEZBIZFEMET VAEVET Z e, MEFMiziT5 2 DTE 3
FREFE, RO OAMELEZTo-BICAEMHITOADIFHR T, ®MEFHE
IO LDTELHATFHEEZRET L. ZO02200FFEE2HNVWD I LT, AT+
7F— A EFIFHEHRE L THEALZX#E/ADFEM € 7 IV HEAEE, K OEHHE &M
ERET DI ENTEE. RIT, MAERZEBRLZEEZ2HE TR IREEGALIE
TREITLIFEMARFERZHAVWTIREAZITVWIRE T SFEMt R FEO AN %
A3 5.

AR [ ZHEBE ORI LR 2 AT MG KR#EA] TE, Hybrid GA & F \» 7= 1 i i
WAL EITS. GARERERZERS LW ARETH Y, BREH % & ROl kR
CEWTREREMIZHETSIEPRNETHL2. T I CIOMEBEELMRT B2
GA L B RELFHELGCGAZMAADLYE 7~ Hybrid GAZ 2K 3§ 5. 1R12, 23
HCOWo- BN RETVICH LU CHybridGA 2 #H U FEOE I %2 MEE T 5.

Bom 5 CRAME LI DAEONLZER L T OHidw, ROSBRDOFEE KT,
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Fig. 2.1: The model for optimization
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2) &tk o S % 35

3) WMIKEDE WEAE T Y — MEKE LTHRE
4) R A EE D F IR & AT W & R

5) R X & 47 W Hi 7z i ik (1) % &k

6) ARHEZ T W, WAL TOWHITERKT
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A 4
2)calculation of fitness function

A 4
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3)select elite

v
4)select parents

v

S)crossover

NG ¢
6)check of convergence

END

Fig. 2.2: Simple GA flow
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GATWERHERZBEFELUTHED. TD-d, Fig23D X5 ITHH LD MHE %
binary code CE BT 2 £ A H 5. L2 L, binary code 12 & 2 3 ZH D KB i<
MDD 5. il 21, ZEFZEHOKMP1D, mEMAHA16, ZatE1OFFEHO M
15, #EF 2117 HALMEOG A, BRI B L 20X ELEHEEZNT
U binary code T&R B3 % & 01111(15), 10001(17) & %2 % . B IT 16 TH 5 7=,
WL DRFENB SN TWVSE A, Fig2.4lZm 9 & 5 12 16 X binary code T 1% 10000

T H b, %Q%I‘%].KHXHJF%Q@/\XVCF ﬁ#i].G@nXqu%%T%é\_ bl i}%ﬁbb\
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| |

O(11110y0}==--J11110]60
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Fig. 2.3: Design variables expressed with binary code
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s o|l1]1]1]1
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Fig. 2.4: Crossover with binary code

AT, L OMEZ MRS 5 72 gray code[77] & i [ § % . gray code & &
HHMEPSBERELZMIZET 5Bz 1Y hMULDEAL B WwE WD REE

o7 D THDH. 211210 %, binary code, gray code D X xR D H#l 2 =9, Z @D
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gary code % f#i i 9 % & 151X 01000, 17 I 11001, & i fi# © 16 iX 11000 & 7= b, Fig.2.5 ®

EIOIRMEMIZEET S & Dbinarycode DB EIZILLARTER KRB, 22T, K

%% T & gray code % i FH 9~ 5 .

Table 2.1: Correspondence table

decimal number | binary code | gray code
0 0 0
1 1
2 10 11
3 11 10
4 100 110
5 101 111
6 110 101
15 01111 01000
16 10000 11000
17 10001 11001
design candidate 1
'8 of1]o]ofo
15
—_—l 11
design ({;;ndidate 2 1T1Tolol1

Fig. 2.5: Crossover with gray code

222 GAILIZ2REHELOBES

optimal solution
16

ATAT7 T — KB e RFLEBRE UEMERELTIE, AT47F - KEPRLD

BRI IZHRFAEZBROBBEL S, Hl 2, Fig26iZ R U7z & 5 iZcaseA TlX, A

T 4 7 F — ¥ bottom plate iZ 5 A&, side plate IZ 24, top plate IZ3 KD &, WE % KT

HEFEBIT 13 & A B . Fig.2.7 D caseB Tlk, A 7+ 7 F — » bottom plate IZ 3 K, side

plate IZ 1A, topplate (22K D&, RWE 2 R THRFFEHEFZIME S, TNnNH5220
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R EDOEMETFEIIFig28IC R U IS ICE RO RXZITH> I ENTE R,
£ 72, K D& T T i bottom plate D MR JE T & 5 ty5 & side palte D R JE T & 5ty A
RXEINE. LU, TNO20DFKRFHEHIEIMEEIEZRZSTED, KXPiTbNh b
TEEEFEULL AWV, A EOMBER» S ZRFHEHROB P EA T 2 oAb i8I
LCTHEDODGA2HEHT 2 Z L 3AHEYTH S .

tea tes teo te1

l I I I

Fig. 2.6: Design variables in caseA

Les te2

Fig. 2.7: Design variables in caseB
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Np| Ns| e || tp2|tna| tral tos|Ere| ts1| Ls2| Es3) Eea| Lo Les| Lea

- » F 3 F N - » F 3 » 3 A F N F 3

s

Yy ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥V %W %Y Vv v Yy v W

Np| Ns| e || Lo toaltral Es1| Esz| Ler| Loz Eea

, - number of stiffners at bottom plate

n_: number of stiffners at side plate

n

n, : number of stiffners at top plate

Fig. 2.8: Strings of two design candidates for caseA and caseB

2.2.3 BEHLTHOHBOETILLICHH L 7ZGA

ARECTEHHETOMESNZBPBRTEIFHEIIO>DVTRRS, FiEELULTIE, XD
FEATEWHEEIZT 272D Fig29 Il T LSRN ERTFZH VS, BEERKICIELLTIC
R AEZHAHVEI L TATAT7F—DAREPELRIZHER T TORY %2 /R L

T 5.
.ZT’f7+ @$§5{73‘F1g27@iﬁm, % é4ﬂ%%tb5,t56,t§3, t4<\:ﬁ?ﬂﬁj_é
e ERNEBLEZFLMEDOEBMZM T LI XLIZE-THIZIHEET 5.

(O

e AT 47 F —NFig27TD L&, TNODORNEBETOMEEMAET, WiEMHN

IR NEE, HEHE 2T VWIKRENEEZ RN T 5.
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Np| N5 | Ne ) En2| Enal todd Eos|toe| Es1] Es2| Ls3) Eea| Ee| Ee3| Lea

*

Np| s e[ bl tn2ftos| Eoaftns|trslts|Esa|taa]ter [ten ]| Ees|tia

*: hide gene

Fig. 2.9: Proposed method with hide gene

2.3 mBEIERERTH

AECREH CTRELEZENVEZFEHVWDSIGCGAIZ DO W T OHMEERZIT 5.

il

WAL R E W Ik Fig.2.1 & U, #% & & %3 bottom plate, side plate, top plate iZ {4 < %
NENDATAT7F =K, KTZTNhoDAT47F—HMORELT S, b, &

TAT7 T —DOREMEIZABICIEC TEHEME L $5.

2.3.1 BEHWEH- -H#HHEH

ABIECTR LM EY OEER/NMLEZ B & 3 5. bottom ,side ,top D T 1 Z 1 D
BRIFZAZAT47 7 —OWHEMEmm?, L%z A MES [mm], p%%E kg/mm’ & 7§
&, X221, X(22), X@3)cXRINs. HUBEBEIHEEDL2KOERE LT 57

B, R(24) BB,

np+1

Wb(nb,tb) = nbALp + Z tbisbin (2].)

i=1
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ny : bottom plate D A T 1 7 F — D K
tyi : bottom plate @ ¢ #F H @ # JE [mm)]

sp; @ bottom plate D i & H O A /X ¥ [mm)]

ns+1
Ws(ns,ts) =nsALp + Z tsiSsiLp
i=1

ns : sideplate ® A T4 7 F — D A
te; : side plate @ ¢ % H @ # JE [mm]

s¢; @ side plate D i & H ® X /% ¥ [mm]

nyg+1
Wi(ne, ty) = nyALp + Z tesSelp

i=1
ng : topplate D AT 17 F — DA
ty; @ top plate D i & H O K JE [mm]

st ¢ top plate D i & H O X /% ¥ [mm]

f(nba N, nt7tbat8att) = Wb + Ws + Wt

19

(2.2)

(2.3)

HAEHEIEEAT 7 T —HOWEHM DI J1 & U, bottom ,side ,top ¥ D Z 1 F 1

ORISR (25), R(©26), RENTHRINB. £/, R CATHERKOD

WrmAREbHNEEETD. WOFRICEIFEMZMEHT LI EREEL WY, &

BAETEBORUFAPESFEMZMA T 5 e REAMICETHRHEAIERL, B

METSEAREEL RS, 2T, AETIENQIYICERTE/SIENH

7R &

5. ZOFERBZANYDVPRLS D EIGDVEML, WEHPE 22 &6 8
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THELVSEYHE 422X LEDDO TCFEM@MERIZIEVEOEESNS.

Obi — Oc¢

9ui(t) = <0 (2.5)

Oc

opi : bottom plate D i & H D I D s H

oc : il S A fE

Osi — O¢

gsi(t) = <0 (2.6)

Oc

os; @ side plate D i & H O WEH A D oy S

Oti — O¢

gri(t) =

Oc

oy ¢ top plate D i & H O MK EB A D I H

AR 8NN TR 4

Ze - A A

s 3000
100 2

g; =
~F VT ¢ B IE bottom plate ,side plate ,top plates &8 @ Jits J1 il 49 & Wr i £& #2 il ¥ %
RLAEDELAQRI)TEREINS.

np+1 ns+1 ne+1
¢ = maz(0,ge] + Y _ maz[0,g.] + Y max0, gi] + [min0, g.]] (2.10)

i=1 i=1 i=1
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DEDOHMEBEE RF VT2 X5 REEHNBEE S XX (2.11) TH
TIN5,

fp=f+rd (2.11)

ro RFILTFABEHE

232 RFINTAHRHDEE

RFINVTAEBETEARFT VT ARBEZ2HEYICRETIHERD L. XF I TR
BIEFig210 D K 5 ICHERBIZEFERLS —EDHE T 2H DL, Fig211 D & 5 i i
RPED TRV INT 200D 5. £72, Fig2.12 O & 512 AR 235 &2 76 W 1Y

mu, BESNLMERICHET DL -EHEERD2PDOEDH 5.

penalty factor

v

generation

Fig. 2.10: Penalty factor 1

»
»

penalty factor

v

generation

Fig. 2.11: Penalty factor 2
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penalty factor

v

generation

Fig. 2.12: penalty factor 3

RINVTABRBEORENT, REMBEA~NONREIZRESLTCEEEXDS. TDORD
MY RFIUVTARBMEBRETIHENDD. RFIVTABRBOPE HIEITDWT
WL OO ENRZEINT WS, b S [78][79] 1, Fig.2.12D & 5 12 4] A B B < 1%
BEWRFVTABRBEEHCTIELEVEFEEZRF L, BRI EL T2 ITRF AV To
AWM EREMEBFERTEIFEEZHVTVWS. 22T, AMEITHEVTDH
Fig2.13 2 X (212) i m L7z, RF VTR HE2AWTRELETS. ZOXF L Tq
RO~ EMIEHAFMEEZ 1I%H R L2 VEAICHWEKZ 20%E LS EE5ETDH
5. 5%, RFNVTABRBOMEEZHEYICHREST STk U THES[RIZE DTN
TARBORELEZITVEPSREMEZETTLZFEIREINLTVS. L2L
RFINVTABRBOEREAEZTS ZE CREMAFTEOEBEPEML, REICET S
REPELS 25720, LB OBOL VWERELME~NDEIGZHRETDH 5.

B { —0.0723(x — 500)2 4 18000 (x < 500) 212)

18000 (z > 500)

x o AR
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20000

16000

12000

penalty factor
3
3

S
o
o
o

o

0 200 400 600
generation

Fig. 2.13: Set penalty factor

2.3.3 miBE{LDEIT

INFTITBRTEZ, ILIREHWEK, RFAUTABHEZHVWT, BRhEE T2
HHLUZGAIZED AT+ 7 F — KR, WEZRITEH L URELE T, HK
%o, =40, Z.=1800x10° 2 L, GAD /X T A =R IFK22CRL7EZH D%
T 5. mu 0% Fig214 12 7R 9. runl~rund F TR CTH —DIZINEKL TW 3
CENHRTED. REABOBEIIFig215 I Rm Uz D LR, KWLM DIEH
o 3 GFEMEE FRloTWad. £72, REOMHEAEZ S 1.804 x 107 & 74 0 #lH 5
% EaloTWwWa 720, MGtz THMELZEEZ2EG R TELLVLR
% . bottom plate #i D K E 1 — kL 2 63, RO OHIMEZHIZH UL TRBDO D 5 KE

EHoTWVWEH, ZTHRWHAROHNEEZHME T 22D TH 5.

Table 2.2: GA parameter

number of population 300
number of elite 30
selection method roulette
crossover rate 100%
mutation rate 3%
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9600 runl

=1 run2
© 9400 3
run,

run4

augmented object functi

0 50 100 150 200
generation

Fig. 2.14: History of augmented object function

012=34.8 0;1=34.8
tip=15 ty=15
A A tes=13 055=39.2

t4=13 054=39.2
t3=13 053=39.2
t;,=13 05,=39.2

ts1=13  051=39.2

unit:[mm]

tp1=15  tpp=15  tp3=13  tps=13  tps=15 tpe=13 ty,=13
051=34.8 0,,=34.8 0,3=39.2 0,,=39.2 0,5=34.8 0,,=39.2 0),,=39.2

Fig. 2.15: Optimized structure
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2.4 WERFEEDHEK

AHETREIDIRNELZTFTZHVWEGALBMGADHAERO KK ZIT W, A%

DG %47 5.

24.1 ®EXFFICLDIHEELLAE

-
—

Uy

R e T2 HMCATIIATA 7 F—ABE2HHERE LU R#El %z 17
LR TELV. BMGAZMEHL CH i CHRoREMMEOREM 2 G DD I

X Fig216 D FIH CHxEMEZITOMBENH L. Bd, £HHOFEMZ M FITHT.

1) bottom palte, side plate, top plate TNV Z N D A T+ 7 F — K % &% E

2) ATA4 7 F—ABIZIW U THRED A ZRFTERE L LERETF EFK

3) R U - EAEF 2 HWTHMGAIZ X 2 Ki#E Lz EAT

) MFA T 2E2TONRNR -V TLEZSH) ITBE

5) XL ZfTo BNAX —VDATAT7F—AKBOGHEOKREMEZILKRL, &

il

s}

BRDL VWG R e REMEE U THRE

I;

A 4

I)determine number of stiffeners

2)birth strings with thickness

A
3)peforme optimization by simple GA

.

4)juge number of cases

!

5)determine optimal solution

v

END

Fig. 2.16: Optimization method by simple GA
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AKMETCRHEREOHKD 2O, 2312783 18case TO K E AL %2 LT3 5. i

B, INS6DOAT4 7 F—ABEFHGcHEONEREMBROEFEZEDEDTH 5.

Table 2.3: Calculation case

bottom plate | side plate | top plate
case0(optimization solution) 6 4 1
casel 6 4 2
case2 6 4 3
case3 6 ) 1
cased 6 5 2
cased 6 5 3
caseb 6 3 1
case’ 6 3 2
case8 6 3 3
case9 5 4 1
casel( 5 4 2
casell 5 4 3
casel?2 5 ) 1
casel3 5 ) 2
casel4 5 5 3
caseld 5 3 1
casel6 5 3 2
casel7 5 3 3

2.4.2 fEAEEHD®ES

ARBEZHKT 272010, BWELETZHVAEZGAILBIT3EIHE & Bl GA T
BBV THY LEKRZRET S2HENHSD. £ T, 2330 K#EALTD
R # & R 2 EHNROBEBEZRIE U7, GAIMENERFED -DTH B 7%
O, REMREEMRZFIMT 22O ICEERBORTHAELZITOLENDSL. £ 2
T, A — D& TDORTEEHZ100 & U, 6K %I1Z10~200 £ T10% A T D i b
AFE Z T, T OR R & Fig.2.172 /= 9. #t il o0 7 3 i 8 g 2] 2 i K13 100 [8] 0 3 AT
FFTEONKEMBIEHRRBEAE VSO S510, BVBHEDO2 510D FEK R Z RV

GOEHMETH D . GATIEMEEREA RN T 246\, 5ol g 20 = 180K D

TEHIEWHEEINSED, Fig2lTTIEBEAEEZ 100 LIt LEZHEECEWTDH
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REMABEMHARBICARERE/ TRV, TN, Fig13I2 m UL ERF VTR %
HLTWREZDTHI2LEEZOND. RFIUVTAHFHEHEZ —EHRBICR LR
PHNIEHHNEGE2MEI T2+ BRFIFNVTAE2EZDZIENTERVED, BHE
il B AR EAR BRI LR WA R 2 5. T D72 o, #Ewh i 8 4 5 < F ¥ I
R TR S N DGR R, B EARB L U7z Fig2.18 T fE A 8 % 8 %
TR FEMEEPEML WS, SFERZ WS 5 720 O @ ) & J A&z Ed
% 7= ® Ik, Fig2.17, Fig2. 18D fERTE A MY THS. 22T, RF NV T1HH%
HERECKFESET -ELT 5. ZOH A DX Fig2.13 D K KfE TH 5 r= 18000
EEHTZ. RFPLVTFAREE —E e LG a 0@ KRB e T8 582 Ao 8
%% Fig.2.19 (2 R 3. 2K O M F & U T K80 8 Iz v B E I RBIE A LT
WBIZEDNHERTES. RPNV TAHREE NS5 E O K #E G E =K (Fig2.20)
ERFIUVTAHREE L LG AOEER Fig22l) 2 LT 5 &, ~F LTIk
M- ULEBAIIBVWTLLXELTIREMRIZEETEZLZ I DML, Thb
DIERENPSFHARBEZHBETZ22DICRBRFIUTAHBEHE ~ELTILERDH D L0
Ab.

RIFNVTAREE —CLEHRETDIILENZYTHLPDOMGTIER23ITRL 2
18case TIT O MEMNH 5. £ I T, ©18case T B W TH IR DG % 1o/ F5 R, *F
VT2 LT 2N RYTHI LV HMimeRrrz. 2 OMKRE OFFEMIEN
FRAICE T .

700

600
5 s00
B 400
—

o
£ 300
o

0200
0

70 80 90 100 110 120 130 140 150 160 170 180 190 200 210 220 230 240 250 260 270 280 290 300
number of population

o
o

Fig. 2.17: Relationship between population and reached generation with increasing penalty factor
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150000

100000

0

70 80 90 100 110 120 130 140 150 160 170 180 190 200 210 220 230 240 250 260 270 280 290 300
number of population

number of design

Fig. 2.18: Calculated population with increasing penalty factor

700
600
50

4
3
200
1

0

80 90 100 110 120 130 140 150 160 170 180 190 200 210 220 230 240 250 260 270 280 290 300

number of population

generation
o O
o O O

o
o

Fig. 2.19: Relationship between population and reached generation with certain penalty factor

100

o|||||||||||||‘||||||||||

70 80 90 100 110 120 130 140 150 160 170 180 190 200 210 220 230 240 250 260 270 280 290 300
number of population

D N 0 0
o o oo

N W b
o O o

convergence rate[%]
[y [
o o

Fig. 2.20: Convergence rate with increasing penalty factor
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convergence rate[%]
g

70 80 90 100 110 120 130 140 150 160 170 180 190 200 210 220 230 240 250 260 270 280 290 300

number of population

Fig. 2.21: Convergence rate with certain penalty factor

243 FFEEDOHLR

AETHERNVEEFZ2HAVEZGALBEMGAIZ L2 REMOFHEMER, XUTGHE
BEOHKZITY, BRETIRNWERZFZHVWEZGAD AR DKREEZ 1T 5. casel~
casel7TE CORMIZOMEDE R 2 R241TRT. AT47 F — K2 HFFEHIZ
D7z, BOUBEFZHWVWEGAIZ LS REMERE THES N EME D E & I3 8886.82
TH DY, casel~caselT OH B E B L TRIADALVWHERIB SN TWVWE., 2D &

, R ETRETIRNEEZTF2AVZCAICI D REMICEEGETH S Z
LR TE 5.

F25IZFHHE B O BT W % % case D R G B AE KB E R I 88 G B E AR BUE & E
W CTHEB IR FEAREO LM, RO B/NEE U7z, cased~caselT £ T D
REFEABROFEHHEBRNMNMIOZNFTNDOEFH L2330 RNIBE T2 HH L 7
GA DG B AR OV & B&/NMED K % K 2.6 12K 9. €Kk FE T OMREHE
ROV E e BNMEBREFEIDVDEZVHRLEZ>T WS,

AT TIE, £ 18case TO R ZIT W, MEFETHIRENELE T2 HWVWZGA
kA EmHEMLEDHAEROLEBEEZIT>TWVWE. LALLM S, R26ICRULEZRRF
ETORRERIE, R ZT D case MITKFET 5720, LEBENFLLULTREATDTD
5. 22T, MiTcase DB EZ MRS 212, RK26ICR ULz, WKFETOR

HEBEABOFEIEDOEGF E HEMED G % £ caseBNTH 518 THE| 5 Z & T, lcase
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L7 ORI EMEAEEZzBEL TS, COBGOREFIHRLOKEZ RK27TRT. £
XFETOREMBIZIZELVAZGFERR, RERFEIZLIEENLD lcaseH 72 D D
AFEBEOMN2M5TH L. DFE D, RETFIETIREREFIEDK 2case 77 D G 7 & T i #
fpz MAGT DI eNTEDL. AHIED XS LG T I3 2case D A D MR G T ik # iR %
/B2 ERELL, BEFHEBIRKRFREIZHEADZVWIAENB CREREZE D Z L

DA REZRFHETHILEVWRD.

Table 2.4: Mass of optimization result in case0-17

bottom plate | side plate | top plate mass
case0(optimization solution) 6 4 1 8886.82
casel 6 4 2 8924.89
case2 6 4 3 9077.33
case3 6 5 1 8943.70
cased 6 5 2 8981.77
caseb 6 ) 3 9129.91
caseb 6 3 1 8973.45
case’ 6 3 2 8999.68
case8 6 3 3 9146.85
case9 5 4 1 8942.80
casel0 5 4 2 8920.68
casell 5 4 3 9135.56
casel? 5 5 1 8999.68
casel3 5 5 2 8977.56
casel4d 5 5 3 9192.44
caselb 5 3 1 9034.92
casel6 5 3 2 9021.80
casel7 5 3 3 9236.68
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Table 2.5: Calculation amount in case0-17

number of population (average) | number of population (minimum)
case0 (optimization solution) 11379 8776
casel 12285 7151
case2 137119 111163
cased 24366 12636
cased 20711 13269
cased 58025 47094
caseb 7440 3434
case’ 15813 9461
case8 29694 14219
case9 19683 11084
casel0 30367 18228
casell 68329 56654
casel? 27089 21775
casel3 54327 41902
casel4 73666 60337
caseld 13523 11287
casel6 16974 10256
casel7 37220 29764

Table 2.6: Comparative of calculation amount by proposed GA and simple GA

number of population (average)

number of population (minimum)

proposed GA

74784

50610

simple GA (total)

646632

479712

Table 2.7: Comparative of calculation amount by proposed GA and simple GA per single case

number of population (average)

number of population (minimum)

proposed GA

74784

50610

simple GA (per single case)

35924

26651
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2.5 &

RETIEH, R LZBoOB P RELOBRETE, T A2HREAMECRFL T, BhE
EFZ2HWEZCAZRELZ. ZOFEZ2AVTHED HFELZ T WVERIM O KREE

BAiTo7. TOMBEELEREULTNIZELT.

L AT47 F — KRB EFIFERE Uzt Tld, #aHE RO &E LoD i
TEMT 270, REAETIIENTERVEVWIHEND S, Z0OME
R UTCTHWEE, ROHNEAOFHRIZEFEHLZVENVELEZFZHWE
GAZRELZ. ZOFEZzHVIHEERELZIT WVREMRICHET S &0

METHhdIErzml k.

2. MMIGA ROV ERETF2ZHVWAZGADOREMEEIZZI TCHELFERZ K2
7o/, TDORER, KFHELHBULTA AL VW ERNB CTHREMRIZHETE S

xR UK.
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F3E HEHEEZEZRE LFEMEEFE
& &L A DI B
3.1 #E

ATFA4T7 F—ARKEE2RALEHR L L-EEREALICBWTFEMZ2HH T 2545, A
FA4T7F—ARKEOLEFEIZAWFEMETILVOFER, BRI LELEL LS. 20720
MEREA I ALK 2ET S, 220, AECRIOME*sMIT2-2HD0F

EOWE 217 5.

3.2 RBEFZE
3.2.1 EEABEDOER

FEMIZ & % hg & i #r T 1%, WS S5 O W VEAE O 28 56 & it 2 24K O BB T D5 & 12
BWThH, HMZTOLENDS. T, REILOBEETEH I NS HED
RKEZILEod, 2E&MNMES MYy 22 MALT, FEAZ2M WS EEEAT
ShDFIFRAMPELLd. T I T, ARHHOAZFR T LI LT, £z kd

52 ENARAHEFEIIODVWTORMN 21707,

3.2.1.1 SHEFZE

WELEE2TS58G, ZEHEBIEIFEMET LK TRLEL — DAL 55
ENL L, MEBEZFEHEBEZE N TbObL R VWHEBO2DIZHETES. HES 81X
COEEFEMEBE L TNUNDODEHE L ZaTHEULZFEMFgAEFEZREZEL TV

5. AMETRETSDIFHERFIZIDFEMHAAETFEZLHALAEZSTHS. fITRL



H3E A E B R U ZFEM A FIE L &b~ ot A 34

EEAMELAFERL LZEEADaBTNETNDMEBIZOE I N B H &% Figs.l

2R Y.

| L
BRZ
Fig. 3.1: a and g of FEM model
R (31) DMIME SRR A M Z 212 koT FEMIC & 5 HE3E iR A7 % 45 5.
Ku=f (3.1)
K : 2F&E< MYy R

u : BRI MV

f o fMEAXZ ML

K% a0l nfL7zd 0% X (321277,

Kaoz Ka
K= [ 5] (3.2)
Kgo Kpp

R(B2)EMOCTHMEAHERERT L REB3)ERD.

EEE e
Kg, Kpp| |Ts fs

To @ afiKDERNT IV

zs : BHEIMOEMNZ R

fo @ afi@OMENT IV

fs @ BHIMOMENZ bV
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MEZHEROMME AR AXITK I U THEZEIZXSMMEY M)y s 2024

T, fa
_ 3.4
217 =

xz, : afi MOMELFEHLDEM T b

RAKZRLabEER(B4) RS,

Kaa Koaﬁ
Kﬁa Kﬂg +AK;35

oy o BHIAOMWEEEROEMA Y b

A@BA 2, Loy KOVTREMT 2L A@BHLAD. RBGHRABETHRING 2

wHIE~ Yy AKDOHITHTH 5.

w:)( _ Goca GaB fa (3 5)
Tl Gsa Gpp| |f3— AKppx) '
Goo G Koo Ko
[ aq aﬁ] _ l [e%e" a[f] (36)
Gsa Gpp Ko Kpg

RB3EETH LG EOVTEMT 2 RENHBLNE.

xy = Gpafo +Gpsfs— GppAK sy (3.7)

RBNOHLOEIHL H2HERLADELZEDRABI) EVageAb. L

MoTay 3R (B TEI NS,

.’BIB = [I+ Gﬁ@AKﬁg]_lwﬁ (3.8)
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AR (35) 22, DO WTREET2LRB9MWESNS.
:Bl :iL'a—GagAKggiL‘/ﬁ (3.9)

MELZHFROEMITANBE) L ANBIYTRDLZILHWTEL. Zfia; 2 RkD DY
EOHERBEGpOVY A XD NIy AFHRALRE. ZOLd, RFEOFHHER X
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Fig. 3.2: Testing FEM model

Table 3.1: Material properties of the testing FEM model

size of element | 30[mm]x30[mm]
thickness 0.01[m]
force 100[MN]
young’s modulus 210[GPa|
poisson’s ratio 0.3

Fig32D BE2OME 22512 LB EDOHIKY VAN =12 X BT RDEAE

AHBEFEZHWTHEINTEA 2 Table3.2 12779, Table32 b b &k 512
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Table 3.2: Comparative of displacement by commercial solver and proposed method

commercial solver | proposed method error[%)]
us [mm] 0.09211 0.09211 0
vy [mm] 0.01813 0.01813 0
us[mm] 0.18817 0.18817 0
vs [mm] 0.01319 0.01319 0
g [mm] 0.28324 0.28324 0
va[mm] 0.01483 0.01483 0
Ug[mm] 0.18817 0.18817 0
Ve [mm] -0.01319 -0.01319 0
u7[mm] 0.18817 0.18817 0
v7[mm] -0.01319 -0.01319 0
wa[mm] 0.28324 0.28324 0
v4[mm] -0.01483 -0.01483 0

322 BEBHEBRODEEAE

ATAT7F—DRBEZZHER L U TCHEEREALZITOIBE, ikitiiEINS
ATA4T7F—DMNBEBICHIEZEETILEN DS, UL, HifZ2FEME FILIZE
MU AYYaZ2EDET I ERZEEREEINLEVES TR, T2 T, FEME T L

EEVET I ZSHINZHERICRET S I LV TRAFATFEORN 21707

3.2.2.1 FHEF&

ARFHRIF, WIHTRANALFEREZERT 2 FIHRICH LT, BT 5 H O HIR
yEBMUHRBMNMEOFEMGEZIT SR FERTHL. RIMTRLUALERZ M
BEAEHRE ULELGADafyD TN ETNOHBIZ I NS H N2 Figd3I12mxTd.

Fig33IZ R U LS ICHimZBIMNT 5 HBAIMELEHBNDAIZHFIET 5.



38

XAl ik 2 & 8 U 72 FEM G 58 F 3k & &b~ 0 6 A

#
w
It

i

Fig. 3.3: « and 3,y of FEM model
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(3.6) 2» & Hi KB AT D BHI M ZE ML xg & 72 5. X (3.13) IZ Ggafa+G53f5=ilI5%’fJi)\

Lajp, 2, TO2WTH<eAN@B14) 27 5.

DS w~

—1
I+G5QAK,3[3 GﬁﬁAKﬂ—y .’13,3 o Zr
AK .5 AK., 0 x

] (3.14)

REIEH VWS LT, HidaMBEOEMERD S - ENATES. & 510, R(3.14)

BRBI) DX ICERTE S,

(ER I

X (3.15) 70 & i LB B DL AL % Kb 5 72 D 1213 Gop,AK x5 D3 DB BETH %

-1
AKBB AKﬁ’Y Cliﬁ _ 3323 (315)
AKWﬁ AKW !

Zehbhrd. AKZHEEZHHEBROH B MEOMME~ MYy s X & Hif8 T
O~ NI 2ADETHB. HidZ2BINT 2560 AK I H AGEMEO WM<
MUy 2 2% K HiSBMAOMME~Y Ny 22K 3% &X(316)1C X0 EH

Ehb.

b a a
[ 0], ] st o] [y m o
0 0 AK.; AK., K:; KI,
F, IOV TRBIN2ML ERBIN) & 5B,
x, = Gaafo+ Gop(fs — AKpgpxs — AKp ! (3.17)

R (BAT) 2B EN B Gaafu+ Gapfy W Hi EEMET O WM AR TH 5 R (33) 2 &



H3E A E B R U ZFEM A FIE L &b~ ot A 40

(3.6) 7 & i /556 I BT O 25 G REIR AN D BN my & 72 B 72 b, B A AN O HE 3 25 4

HADEM, 1E, REI)TROB I ENTES.

x, = xo — Gop(AK gpxs + AK gyl (3.18)

[e3

3222 BREETIICLBDAEFEDOREE

W2 RMEZHE UTCFig34il _mUEZETIVICHZRE N9, 102ENT 5
HEEZETL, REFEOHEOZ YN OMA %217 5. Fig.3.4 D WMk iE & 8 57 &4
ZR3ZICRT. 2B, AHFICE2HHEO FHIENEZ2 A WS

9

)
element 1 element 2] element 3
3

1
yL
X

Fig. 3.4: Added nodes model

Table 3.3: Material properties of the testing FEM model

size of element | 30[mm]|x30[mm]
thickness 0.001[m]
force 100[MN]
young’s modulus 210[GPa|
Poisson’s ratio 0.3

HHRY VN —DHIZEA2EMERBEFEEZHVCCHE 2T EDENM DK
HBEWRBKLAEZDLDERILAIIET. HIAOERPSBEFEDOIHE DO Z Y M % iR

THEIENTES.
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Table 3.4: Comparative of displacement by commercial solver and proposed method

commercial solver | proposed method error[%]
s [mm] 0.09244 0.09244 0
Vg [mm] 0.01926 0.019265 0
w3 [mm] 0.18807 0.18807 0
vs[mm] 0.01454 0.01454 0
g [mm] 0.28335 0.28335 0
v [mm] 0.01415 0.01415 0
ug[mm)] 0.09244 0.09244 0
Vg [mm] -0.01926 -0.01926 0
wr[mm] 0.18807 0.18807 0
vz [mm] -0.01454 -0.01454 0
ug[mm] 0.28335 0.28335 0
vg[mm] -0.01415 -0.01415 0
g [mm] 0.14061 0.14061 0
vo[mm] 0.01297 0.01297 0
uy0[mm] 0.14061 0.14061 0
v10[mm] -0.01297 -0.01297 0
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Fig. 3.5: FEM model of ship
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Table 3.5: Ratio of structural modification part to the whole FEM model

region of modification number of node | percentage

double bottom (1 cargo hold) 1478 2%
double bottom (3 cargo hold) 4434 6%
double bottom (5 cargo hold) 7390 9%

upper deck (1 cargo hold) 763 1%

upper deck (3 cargo hold) 2289 3%

upper deck (5 cargo hold) 3815 5%

upper deck (7 cargo hold) 5316 ™%

double bottom + upper deck (1 cargo hold) 2241 3%
double bottom + upper deck (3 cargo hold) 6723 9%

324 REFERZAVERBELDFIR
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Gos BT 2701 ERKMMEY Ny 2 AKOWGHGRHET 2B END
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Fig. 3.6: Flow of proposed method
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Fig. 3.8: The design variables of stiffener position and plate thickness in the case of 7 stiffeners
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Fig. 3.9: The design variables expressed by gene
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Fig. 3.11: The position of stiffeners
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Table 3.6: GA parameter

number of population 120
number of elite 15
selection method roulette
crossover rate 100%
mutation rate 3%

3.3.4 EWMEHEHWFH®

MEsEltcoHWBEBITEER/NMeE U, XB19)ICRT. ZALEHRIETAT17
F—ARKBTHEInEATAT7F—HOWELTHY, TNoOAHEHMEIEXZENZEN

1<n<7 10<;<25 QAT 5. FLATA7F—OWHEBA T —ELT 5.

n+1
f(n,t,8) =nAsLp + Z tis;Lp (3.19)
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Fig. 3.12: Set penalty factor
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Fig. 3.13: Boundary condition
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uniformly distributed load

Ly

Fig. 3.14: Load case A

uniformly varying load of triangle

Fig. 3.15: Load case B

Fig. 3.16: Deformation of load case A

ol
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Fig. 3.17: Deformation of load case B
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Fig. 3.18: Optimized structure in the case of load case A
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Fig. 3.19: Stress of top plate in the case of load case A
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Fig. 3.21: Structure near the best optimal solution by present step
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Fig. 3.23: Stress of top plate in the case of load case B
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T THEERBRIELZER, 2RFEMET VAR LGS LH - OMREZ
/BHZLEVAETHEIILERLE. £/, RFEZ2HVWD I L TOEH AR
Rk D %) B &2 MREE U 7265 R, MG A H A 2RFEM € 7 )V @ 10.1%8 F T o

NIEIERPHBZEERLTZ.

2 ATFTA4TF—DABPEEINFEMET VO AEALE XN SEIZ, FEM
ETNEMEDET I RLSEN, AP NETRERTFEZEZELEZ. Z0F
2B ETNVICHEHMATAZI L THE2MRIELZHEE, FEMET LV 2F D E

LI LG a A —0HE2B3 WA fETchdI 2R L.

BAETRELUAHEFERZ —HER2Z2HEBELAAMECHEMAL, F0MMEE
SMNMAMEN S OMERETCLEREROAED X 7147 F — HV 5 Y) 75 47
BIIREINLEHAEEZPIRONDG I 2R LA, BRTEIHNETHo7 A T4
7 —DOVAT7 U N EBLLMERELZESTURBEMER DS Z LD AR

otz
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BIE ZERHFORFEHZEI PBER
& 1t

4.1 ®=S

SETCRKAHLBMENRE, AT47F K, AT747F —AED3IHEMEL LK

#

B L% 7oz, ARETIEH IO ATA7F—ORREZHFELEH L L TINA &
HBWiLZITS AT47F—FREMA B L CTHRHELHROMBEIT4FEEH L D,

B CHore B EIZHARZRFROMAGDLDERPEAEMRILT S, 2D,
Fo2BRTRELVLEZEBUVBAETZ2HOVAEZGATEHINSAMBEOEFEROMALG D
TEREAMEOREM 227201 OREMGTEZ B E L U, K8 H K »
CivEftR#EE L 25, 22T, 2OMEZMRTI2EZODARAETCERERLVELZTFZHV
GA o m#EFEEZMAADEZHybrid GAZ M H LU 72 MERE LI DOWT

RETd 5.

4.2 RETEH

AECRIMEN LG, RORELEZTIBEORIFLZBOIDY HF Wiz D> Tl

ND.

4.2.1 HRBILEHRET I

AIFRIZBEWTHRENZ1F 5 FEM € 7 )L % Figd.1 iIZ7 3. Z D FEM E 7 IZfif
RO _EEMEHZ2EEL TE D, top plate & bottom plate (2 X U Ta F A2 A T+
7 =D o T WS, RS TR E & #E L 2 17 S #i B 13 top plate # D W JE

CEATA4TF LT 5.
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top plate

V4

” | y bottom plate

Fig. 4.1: Target model for optimization

422 BREEHONE

FigdlIZ R UZFEME T VDO BRHERIZOVWTARS ., KA TIRFITEBIX
ATA7 T —DORE-ALE-BIR, RORBHMOREDATEBE LT 5. AT47 F —
DAEABREARADGHEDOHRFERZFigd2lZRT. 2O0HE, WEDHRIFEEI ti~ts,
AT47F —HOHEH(ANY)DRF LB s1~sg & 0d. THIT, AT47F—K
MEAT4T7F—FRE2RTHEINEREZ, TN, nZmi~ms 2 L, GaF18DH
FEBERS. B, AT147 F—HIRIEFigd3, RALIZRTEDDEMD h & %

RIs RN 2HMAT 5.

S1 | S2

|
w:—@wg

tl my tz my t.

S3 Sa S5 Se

i
e

5 mg g

J/I74

zZly
x

Fig. 4.2: Design variables in this study
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Z
| [ -
R ty
2 =
L ¥
I« W +

Fig. 4.3: Cross section of stiffener

Table 4.1: Shape of stiffener

number | Wmm]| | H[mm] | tw[mm] | tgmm] | Ajlmm?] | I,[mm?] I.[mm?]
0 60 60 20 30 2400 | 3.68 x 10° | 4.50 x 10°
1 80 80 20 30 3400 | 1.01 x 107 | 9.88 x 10°
2 100 105 25 30 4900 | 2.66 x 107 | 1.13 x 108
3 120 90 30 30 5400 | 2.27 x 107 | 4.46 x 10°
4 150 125 25 25 7250 | 5.93 x 107 | 7.39 x 108
5 180 150 30 30 9000 1.16 x 10® | 1.49 x 107
6 200 180 40 40 13600 | 2.42 x 10% | 2.74 x 107
7 400 240 40 40 24000 | 8.83 x 10% | 2.14 x 107

AMETHEIATRBOZRFEHOT TATATF AR AT+ 7 F—FBRD2
HEITMHRARE 2. ROO2EBEORII LR THEIANRVYRUOKER, EBEO
i D FEEFI TR AN Y DOR/NEE R Imm, REIZF0S5mm & UTHS BEREHTH
5. LU, R/NEHEPEFHICNCEREHE L LTHI 2 CHMERZWED,
AR TIFEMREHRE U THED. GARBRAEBORELLTIENRFETDH SN,

HE R E2BEFCTRIHATLOIHEG, EHNIZENLT SR SN 5L DM R
WMABBETHY, 1DDOHRFEZBODUENA L 2D, 2D, EHELEH%EGAT
B> EBETEPIEFICELS LD, GFERBRO M, B O &~ O R ZEMED»
BRI 5. 22T, AKIMETHEKRERTH 2 AN Vs LOWEL 2 GA LA O &

f{tFETHEEAZITY, AT47F—KEn - BHKRm; ZCGATIWMOES> Z & &T 5
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423 BHWBEAHEFANVFHE

AR OMERE(LLTIIENERZEERNMbE L, AU@D)ITRT. 2747 F —
ABTHZn AT47 F—HORELOAHHEAE TN ENTI<n<T, 5t <25
¥ 5.

n+1
f(n,A,t,s) ZALp+Ztst (4.1)
n : ERDOAT4T7F— DK
A i ‘BEODO AT 47 F — O W EHE [mm?]
L : z/EX mm]
p i B E [kg/mm?)
t; i & H O KE [mm]

si ¢ i & HE D AN Y mm]

IR E R 42 TR UEEATA7 F — M ORI O 5K ZE M w » 5 A
Mw. A FET2dDE, AU TR UEZEAT+7 F — W OWEM D KKIET o 2
fHEHEHE . AT T 2200548 T 5. B OGIK S % [H I 6723
BRELZITORETCEIEZD, AMMETREINLZTNOHMNEZMEDOEETO FIED
Bz > 720, fNEtzEMe LA LEGA&OR R 5 R

B2 5.
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4.3 REmEBEILFE
A CIHCGAL HASDLEAIBREALFEIZDODWTHHEHT A, gfifichAR~EZ X 512,

B BREEBRFIANRVRTBRETH D, Th o &L E Ui s#E iRt

LeFHRz2zRET 5.

431 RERBELELFEDOFIRE

FEMIZ K 2 fiEMIT T HEAMY &<, RBEAICIDBOIKRLIT D & Hi#EIC
ELWKMz2ET 5. 22T, A FEIFEMGH 2 H W2 0EEHE AR O KW
HH X FEMEEOWM H2H WS Z e CHREMFMOEHEZ2 X 5. Figdd iz Z D

RERBELFEDOFIHZRT. FLKXHEHEHTORERNEZ UL TIZRT.

I)update of plate thickness

A

2)caluculate of derection vector

3)updated of plate thickness and span |«

6)caluculate of FEM ¥ NG
C 4)judge of mass

OK

y

NG

5)check of convergence

iOK

END

Fig. 4.4: Flow of proposed optimization method

) WE O &AL Z T\, BAXZIZIENZHNEREORMEIZEDT S, &K

R

ILHEDODHFMIZOWTIZ4311 TR RS,
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) BEEAZBLTI-ODDOHEY R ANVOEFHLREZHET . 28, K%L T
EZDEANVOEHILKRELET IR PVEEFERRI MVEEHET S, Z

DEFERIZ MV OEBEKRREEAIEIZDODWVWTIX43.12TERS

) BEHUAELEERZ P VEHOWTANAY2EET . T0%, WEZ2LHELH

BE2HETS. CoFHBEFHEHNZH VWS, FMHIZOWTIZ4313TRR S,
HBEBERPENETHE22POHEE2ITS. /MELR2FT, )DHEEZEVIET.

5 WMARHEZITS. 1) TORFGREFAURFRTHOHNEIHAELZRT T 5

6) FEMIZ X 28tHEZ2EITL, 1)IZTKES.

AREREAFELZ, FEMIZ L2 E82 b ERERICHAZRELFETD
5.3)4) TCEHMAOVRUVHRZTOBEND 5D, Ri# b FIETIEFEM Tz <
4311 THERZHEHPANZH WL I L THAEIAIOEBEZHMS. UL L, T OHH
NIX R E D FEM AT IR TEWZ D, HM A A ZHWTORKELIXFEST

TEY, A DFHEKRTRFEMMNT 2 EIT L, REEZBETZ2LEND 5.

4311 REOEHX (ZEUFNDOBE

AHETCORBEDEEFEIZOWTHMT 5. FigdlZRLEmEALNTRE T ILOD
ATF47 F—MOWMBMORKENIZ, WKEETHEE UTHES ZERARETH S.
TDEO, AT4T7F—HEOWEBM DR KEAN Wnee & WE KT AN DFEFZITR

(4.4) TE T N B [83).

_gPs

wmaw
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p %4 i fif # [N/mm?]
E : Y Y27 % [N/mm?
t : HJE [mm]

s ¢ Z /%Y [mm]

B JA B SRMT & B Al IE AR A

BIEDORFEOREBEZRZIATal L, RATYTOXRANEDRER2RA Fat+lb T
e, R4 xR @5), RME6) &b, BIFAUBREMER T A2 PHITE-oTHR
EINDSMEMRBTHY, AT47F—MWHUHEDOEHEP AN VDEHEIZ LD HEIPEA
T5. UL, SEHOHBETEI ATA7F =W, AXNVOLEEREOHFENTIX

BOMEIXMNRELE B, RMA5)&RU6)DBIXFAME L.

ps
= gL 45
n = L2 (1.5
4
psa—‘,—l
Way1 = B (4.6)
Bty

K (4.6) D LA werr ZMHEMHOMETH B w, & T 5 &, R (46) D RS Y 500y & W
to BERBE R M T TH L0 2. DD, R A5), X (46) &b 5 &M

BTt ERAT)TRDB I ENTE S,

o[ S Wa (4.7)

ta+1 - ta 1
53 we

AN IELU D (sg=8.41) 56, WIREMEZTH T te 2 A8 TRKD D Z



Fam ZHBOKRERE AT S MEREA 64

EMTES.

tapr = ta d — (4.8)

Fig 44D 1) TIEAN(48) 2 W TIRE 2 &#E (LT 5. w, FFEMMENIZ & 0 Fh iz L AL
EHWS. b, AANOHERNFRED RNy, WE, I HOBEFE» 6 A8 V%
FHROWEZMIT2HDTH Y, LEHBE>TWB A 44 TEHE SN S ZEANIXZFEM

DR e E—HU 2.

4.3.1.2 ZTERIKNILOEH A E

REAZEBTHLZANVIE, MIXT A LMD D HMICEET LI ENTES. %)
KRECBHEER/NOZGFRICHNET 22D, EOANRNVYE2ED LS RILKRTE
BT 2N 2RETHHENDD. TIT, ANRNVOEELFAKRVOCEEREZ2RET S

HIEIZDWTFigdblZ R UZETIVEGICHIFT 5.

Fig. 4.5: Example model for calculating direction vector

ANRYOERRZ MLERDZEZHICIE, ANXNVOEFEIHERIIFLTED &
SNWBELEADLEMRDIBENDS. T2T, ¥BERARDZ DA (L) ITRT
EFOWCiBHDAN Y s, WMIED. s IMEOMEERS. iBEHD RNV 2
MEREZI LI, 2ROESY A AOEST LV ELSA->TLES o, il

HDAN Y ZHEIIHDTEIETE2EHRKOEIEZRED. 2SI ANVE2EE
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LEBOBRV, 23832, BEV, 3IANA VA LHELAABZEEZNLTY O &

DI EBEEEXDL PO 5.

Vi 51+ Sa Sy — % 53 — % 54— % t
T I I T T B N R B B (4.9)
Vs S1— % Sg — = 83 + Sa 84— F i3
Vi s1— % se— % s3— % sitsa 2
V, EVIIE & Vi D22 BB P bdeE#HL, KX (4.10) TR 7.
di Wi
d %
d=| 7| =| 7|~ Vinitia (4.10)
ds Vs
dy Vy

AdZETDANR YV 2, ZHLUEZEBOEREOELEEZ2RL TV, ;OHEP+DOHE,
iIBHOANRN Y EZMIEFT ZIciVEEXEMTSZ2 2R LTWE. £/, d;D
WE-DOBER I FEEOAN Y EZMIET I cHE X RAT LI 2R LTWVS.
COEDICHEHINZdEAVWTANRNVERELEFT TSI T, WER{HERZBEADX
52z ikAasb.

4313 ANV EREDEERE (EMHWDEZE

BEBHEDANY g4 FERAUINICEVKRDE., 2ZITOaldEROBMETH 5.

Sa+1 = ad + Sq (4.11)

Figd 612 XN (411) Dax KT 2 Fliz T, 72, BIAEOFEMZ LLFIZE 7.

D aDHEDPMEEZERICRETS. ZOMAMMERERRALETH L2 ANy Om/NE

BThHoAI%EKRT.
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) REINEMAMBIZRE VN aDEERME ¥ 5.
NN TH/HOENEa2HVTRAINIZE D AN Y 2EFET 5.

4) ANVEEBRHNEMETHLIEMDOEIZED LD, AUANZHVWTHREZ £

L2 R R
B) ) TEEINEAANA Y ROKEOBAOEREHNT 5.

6) DICE D EAROET. ATy T & 0 BEEASRIU 7= 8 &, 5/ Mz 5%

LIl LEFE 2T 5.

—>| l)determine increment value of a

2)inc;:3ase a

A4

| 3)update span |

v
| 4)update plate thickness |

A
| 5)calculate mass |

NG —
6)juge mass
A 4 OK

END

Fig. 4.6: Flow of «a search

COHETHEANVEEZICHNEE 22T 2O E te 2R U@T)ITED
HH T 2222k, FEMHE2GTS e RhL<HFE A Z2MIZTR/NEEDH

RETD>II WA E LS.
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4.3.2 RERBELELFEDORIL

AHTWRAMHETRR7ZGA L HMAADLEIREFBEAFHEORIEZITS. 2D
KFHETHS REFHLBHRBFigdl TR LEETLOANYERETH D, HWEHKIZ
RAUDERUEZEEP S ZRHEBIIAATOVRVWATA 7 F—HEBEZRVWZED L
T 5. MERMEIFFigdTIIRTELMME K FFigd8IZR"T =Z=AMHMEL L, #

HWERBEFEMBEOIRTE LEZAN X — v TCOmELEITS. B, GATIND # 5

{1

HEBRTCHE2ATA7F KRB RERTBRIEIAEE24, WIKEZGIZEELTWS.,

T T T T

Fig. 4.7: Uniformly distributed load

I I I

T T T T

Fig. 4.8: Uniformly varying load of triangle
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4321 HIMNERH - ZEHL HERGF FO2TREDOSS

Y 4 M 1F we = 42mm & 3% E U, 4 5 5 8 13 top plate #1255 43 4 fif & A, #iE
xEfLZEETLURZ. Figdd Il @b O @R 2R 7. B EFEME R ORI K Z R LU T
B, M xHMNEKTHAEREERLTWVWD. FEMIZ & 2 3B A2317 [0 2 8 X
EEHTHENEMML AL R, REMICINELEZZ R b2 5. BB, FEMi#
DA HOR R CTINHMEE FAEFOHEENRFONT WS A, ZOREIFHHEMEZ
HRLTVWRY., REABEOME XFgdl0Il R LEZdDLE R, EATAT7 F —
M D M HR A D B K& AL w; DAEIX A H S MEIZ 42mm, 42mm, 41mm, 42mm, 42mm & 72
D, HIMEKMEEMEZLTWS., AFRICI VBN EZBEDBEM TDH D H» DMGE
1T 572%, Figdl0DEEOMEDEE DK Z2To7. TOHBYR L & %M
EIEFigdl0D AN Y 22 EE, flNFGEE2HEZT-OIREZELZLLTIEZED
THd. 28, ANVOEFERBIANVEFRIIREPHNGZEZIEE T 520K
INFHTH B0 1mmPh EZAT Z2BETH S 10mm e £ D255 TH 525mme L 7.
INSDMEDERZ K422 7. K420 5 dE b H 12 & 0 155 07z Figd. 10D

MEPRLERN DL, REMTHL I LHHERTE 5.

0 5 10 15 20
iteration

Fig. 4.9: History of mass with displacement constraint and uniformly distributed load
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Fig. 4.10: Structure of optimization result with displacement constraint and uniformly dis-
tributed load

Table 4.2: Comparison of mass

S [mm] Sa[mm] S3[mm] S4[mm] S5 [mm]
mass[kg]
t1[mm] to[mm] t3[mm] t4[mm] t5[mm]
2121 2851 2856 2851 2121
2851.58
14.1 14.1 14.1 14.1 14.1
2121 410 | 2851 — 10 2856 2851 — 10 | 2121410
2854.18
14.2 14 14.2 14 14.2
2121 —10 | 2851 + 10 2856 2851+ 10 | 2121 — 10
2853.54
14 14.2 14.1 14.2 14
2121 425 | 2851 — 25 2856 2851 — 25 | 2121425
2858.74
14.5 13.8 14.3 13.8 14.4
2121 — 25 | 2851 + 25 2856 2851 4+ 25 | 2121 — 25
2862.23
13.8 14.5 14 14.5 13.8
2121 2851 4+ 10 | 2856 — 20 | 2851+ 10 2121
2859.61
14.1 14.3 13.9 14.3 14.1
2121 2851 — 10 | 2856 + 20 | 2851 — 10 2121
2856.12
14.1 14 14.4 14 14.1
2121 2851 4+ 25 | 2856 — 50 | 2851 4 25 2121
2870.80
14.1 14.5 13.8 14.5 14.1
2121 2851 — 25 | 2856 + 50 | 2851 — 25 2121
2854.72
14.2 13.8 14.6 13.8 14.2
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4322 HWNEFHE ZE FEFH - ZAPHARNEDOHS

9 4 M 1F we = 42mm & 3 E U, 4 5 5 8 13 top plate #12 = 4 53 7 fif | & A, #8
AL 2 JAT U . Figd 11 Rk 0 @R % R 9. B X FEM A 5 o [ % %= L
THEDL, M ITHWER THL2EHEZRLTWS. FEMIZT & 5B A 18 [0 % &
AR CTHENZMAL RS RY, R#EMIZINKLAEZZ X b2 5. &, FEMEt
BRA3EHEHOMR A TN RELRAEFOHENFONTWVWED, ZORGEIIKEMR~Z
HRLTVRY., REABEOME XFgd2IZRLEDDE R, EATAT F —
M D MR A D B K& AL w; DA H 5 MEIZ 42mm, 42mm, 42mm, 42mm, 42mm & 72
D, BIHEEZHEZLTWVWS., AT 7 F—ORENMBE LM EOKEREITEIC
MBI N TEVARELMIREATCHRONZREMRIZY2BETH . KR IC K
DRONZHEEPREMTHD2PDORIEZIT S 720, 43.21 L FEKIZ, Figd. 12Dk
FOMEDHERE L DB EZIToLKM R 2 RA43IIRT. K432 o RBEMHEFHEIZLD

i
BONEZFgd2OMEPRLEEN DL, EMTHLII LPERTE 3.

2050
2000

®
mw\
\
\
\

"ap 1900
=

v 1850
1800
1750 ~_L

1700 -
1650

0 5 10 15 20 25
iteration

Fig. 4.11: History of mass with displacement constraint and uniformly varying load of triangle
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T T T T

unit:[mm]

Fig. 4.12: Structure of optimization result with displacement constraint and uniformly varying

load of triangle

Table 4.3: Comparison of mass

Sp[mm] Sa[mm] Szmm] | Sy[mm] | Ss5[mm]
mass[kg]
t1[mm] to[mm] t3[mm] tafmm] | t5[mm]
3460 2759 2493 2322 1764
1713.37
8.4 8.4 8.4 8.4 8.4
3460 + 10 | 2759 — 10 2493 2322 1764
1723.59
8.5 8.4 8.5 8.5 8.3
3460 — 10 | 2759 + 10 2493 2322 1764
1718.52
8.4 8.5 8.4 8.5 8.3
3460 + 25 | 2759 — 25 2493 2322 1764
1720.56
8.6 8.2 8.5 8.5 8.3
3460 — 25 | 2759 + 25 2493 2322 1764
1716.37
8.2 8.7 8.4 8.5 8.3
3460 2759 + 10 | 2493 — 10 | 2322 1764
1718.52
8.4 8.5 8.4 8.5 8.3
3460 2759 — 10 | 2493 + 10 2322 1764
1724.84
8.4 8.4 8.6 8.5 8.4
3460 2759 + 25 | 2493 — 25 | 2322 1764
1714.07
8.3 8.7 8.2 8.5 8.3
3460 2759 — 25 | 2493 + 25 2322 1764
1722.11
8.5 8.2 8.7 8.4 8.4
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3460 2759 2493 +10 | 2322 — 10 1764
1721.21
8.4 8.4 8.6 8.4 8.4
3460 2759 2493 — 10 | 2322410 1764
1722.17
8.4 8.5 8.4 8.6 8.3
3460 2759 2493 + 25 | 2322 — 25 1764
1723.54
8.5 8.4 8.7 8.2 8.4
3460 2759 2493 — 25 | 2322425 1764
1718.15
8.4 8.5 8.2 8.7 8.3
3460 2759 2493 2322410 | 1764 — 10
1715.85
8.4 8.4 8.4 8.6 8.2
3460 2759 2493 2322 —-10 | 1764 + 10
1717.28
8.4 8.4 8.5 8.4 8.4
3460 2759 2493 2322425 | 1764 — 25
1719.65
8.4 8.4 8.4 8.8 8.1
3460 2759 2493 2322 —25 | 1764 + 25
1715.85
8.4 8.4 8.5 8.2 8.6

4323 HIMEH BN FERHE FO2HREOSS

72

RSN Z2ERHT 385 481%, 4321, 4322 THWAEZAMA OH#H X 2 6 H

DHFRIZLHT T 5. 430 %2 LRH 0Bl 1T HE O &KIETT opee 13X (412) TH

583, AMOBAEL AKRCERT 2L HHEEo, 2R T 5720 OBty 3R

(413) THH T, AN EERIZH W KMo 2R T 2 WE tor 3R (4.14) 2 5 #E

W s enTEs.

pSs

Omaz = ﬁ

7fa-i—l = ta

tat+1 = 1a

O.(L

Oc

Sa+1

Oq
Sa Oc

(4.12)

(4.13)

(4.14)
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Ino oAz HWTHINEMEZ o, =235MPalZ 25 L, &i#fhzFEITL .
Figd 13 13 #EALDEMZ R L TH Y, FEMAEOHBE®42 B X 52, BEEIH N
LTWd. Zhid, FigdldiZm UEANY s WEL AR5 e, FEMEAEIZ L 260
oy MEMT 2L VIR FOBHEPELTWVWEEDODTHDL. AFETHWT
WER(414) 4B EFROB R E2RT N L12) BN EL RoTED, BEHET 5K
DHBIZEINTVEWN. TOED, ;2 DB KREL L LHEET RO
EBPRKRELLZDFEMMEMAHEREIHEHN A crHIns ANV ToBBERLRS

HimehsdeFEAoNb.

2200
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\
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= 2000 \

wn ’_ .’.—.—‘
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= \ /
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1750
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iteration

Fig. 4.13: History of mass with stress constraint

T T T T

Fig. 4.14: Relation between span and stress
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TIT, ZORENEIoLBICHEATORE L MENRE M TRIELE TS,

’ t 1 _t ’ ’
ta+1 = 8‘1"" o < (sa+1 - Sa) + ta (415)
a+1 Sa

AFvTatat 1 ORBEE AN Y DOEZBOVEEERD, FrzoiEe,,, 2R3
LEDTHD. 2O HEEHVWTREZTo7256 O HBR % Figd.15 (2, &1k
B OWE%Figd161Z " 3. SHHDOFHBETEERNHMULTWE DRI NIEATd L 7Z8
KPR I->TWDEZOTHL. 5SHHOFHENK T LARRLTA4EE 50 H O KRE
EANR VDO EM VR A15)IC X BFRICTYDEZXS. 6H H K, HHBEKIZZL
FARSCHRBEMIZNKLTWDEZ e Wbhrd. HINZHETHLIEARNVDORKIGN
X2 2 5 IH T 235MPa, 232MPa, 232MPa, 232MPa, 235MPa & il # 5 fF % i 7= L T \»
5. KFBRIZIVBONAEHEEPNREMTHL D22 OMRIEEIT D 72O, 4.3.2.1 & [ Fk
2, Figdl6DEFEOMEDOHERE L O Z 7o/, fIWNEMETH 56 I ENITH
RTANXNVOENADEELZZIFIZS WD, ANXNVOEHEEZZBMEIHNEZME DL
HE0HEPUL, KEP&E/NATH 50 1mmETI5HREDOMTH %30mm& U 7.
o, SmmDLGEDOEREDOHELTo7-. TNSOMBEOHEE %2 RK44I1TRT. K
44 o EAHBEIZI VB SNZFigdleDMELPREEEN DL, REMTDH

52 NIRRT E S.



LRBEORG LR Z2H T 5 G RE

2200
2150
2100
"op
£‘2050
w 2000
S 1950
=
1900
1850
1800
1750

Fig. 4.15: History of mass with stress constraint when equation is changed
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Fig. 4.16: Structure of optimization result with stress constraint
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Table 4.4: Comparison of mass

S [mm] Sa[mm] S3[mm] S4[mm] S5 [mm]
mass[kg]
t1[mm] to[mm] t3[mm] t4[mm] t5[mm]
2271 2730 2797 2730 2271
1806.78
9.7 8.7 8.8 8.7 9.7
2271430 | 2730 — 30 2797 2730 — 30 | 2271 + 30
1815.50
9.8 8.7 8.9 8.7 9.8
2271 —30 | 2730+ 30 2797 2730 + 30 | 2271 — 30
1813.22
9.8 8.7 8.8 8.7 9.8
2271 450 | 2730 — 50 2797 2730 — 50 | 2271 + 50
1839.88
9.9 8.8 9.0 8.8 9.9
2271 — 50 | 2730 4+ 50 2797 2730 + 50 | 2271 — 50
1824.11
9.9 8.8 8.7 8.8 9.9
2271 2730430 | 2797 — 60 | 2730 + 30 2271
1808.02
9.9 8.7 8.5 8.7 9.9
2271 2730 — 30 | 2797+ 60 | 2730 — 30 2271
1850.58
9.7 9.0 9.2 9.0 9.7
2271 2730 + 50 | 2797 — 100 | 2730 + 50 2271
1832.82
10.0 8.9 8.5 8.9 10.0
2271 2730 — 50 | 2797 4+ 100 | 2730 — 50 2271
1859.27
9.7 9.1 9.2 9.1 9.7

4324 HIMEFH BN FERE ZAGFREDOSS

WA RME2IE D, MEKMEEZ =ZASAMEL URdlzTo72. Figdl7 13 i
LD % Figd 1S mEHEOHEEEZ R LTV, SHHOFETHEN ML TV
ZMINIFHEDOFEM@AAEREHUMXOMAPRLLIBHARXPEI>TWSE 2D
TH5. SHHOFAEMPKTUEZRKRATTHERIHESHHEHDOKE & XN O fH % i
ANAB)IZELFH UYL EAS. ol H DR, HBBBIZZ A 4 < & i 2 R
LTWwWadZehbhd. flMGHETHDEZNYOREKIETIEEDSEIZ235MPa,
232MPa, 232MPa, 232MPa, 235MPa & $l# & 27z L CWwWd. A 717 > — Dl &

MEBEEFRMEORERTFHSCEIIRHREIN TS ARBELLGETCHEONZHEEITZ

HREMETHL. RFIFIZILIVBONAEWBEP RBEMTH 2P DMRIEZIT S o,
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4323 L AERIZ, Figd1SOLFEOHEEDHEEZ L OLIKZ 7o R %2 RKRI5I1ZRET.
A5 o REMFHBIZIVEONZFigdlSOBENREEEN DR L, R#EMT

HHIENHEERTED.

mass[kg]

iteration

Fig. 4.17: History of mass with stress constraint and uniformly varying load of triangle
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Fig. 4.18: Structure of optimization result with stress constraint and uniformly varying load of

triangle
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Table 4.5: Comparison of mass

S [mm] Sa[mm] S3[mm] S4[mm] Ss[mm]
mass[kg]
t1[mm] to[mm] t3[mm] t4[mm] t5[mm]
3568 2825 2604 2212 1590
2274.87
9.2 11.2 12.1 12.6 12.6
3568 + 30 | 2825 — 30 2604 2212 1590
2274.87
9.2 11.2 12.2 12.6 12.6
3568 — 30 | 2825+ 30 2604 2212 1590
2283.84
9.3 11.2 12.1 12.6 12.7
3568 + 50 | 2825 — 50 2604 2212 1590
2277.41
9.2 11.2 12.2 12.6 12.6
3568 — 50 | 2825 4+ 50 2604 2212 1590
2289.92
94 11.2 12.1 12.6 12.7
3568 2825 + 30 | 2604 — 30 2212 1590
2291.57
94 11.2 12.1 12.7 12.7
3568 2825 — 30 | 2604 + 30 2212 1590
2292.28
9.2 11.3 124 12.6 12.6
3568 2825 + 50 | 2604 — 50 2212 1590
2297.43
9.5 11.3 12.0 12.7 12.7
3568 2825 — 50 | 2604 + 50 2212 1590
2301.28
9.2 114 12.5 12.6 12.6
3568 2825 2604 + 30 | 2212 — 30 1590
2295.82
9.2 11.3 12.5 12.6 12.6
3568 2825 2604 — 30 | 2212+ 30 1590
2299.86
9.3 11.2 12.1 13.0 12.8
3568 2825 2604 + 50 | 2212 — 50 1590
2298.05
9.2 11.5 12.5 12.4 12.6
3568 2825 2604 — 50 | 2212 + 50 1590
2290.55
9.3 11.2 11.8 13.0 12.9
3568 2825 2604 2212 430 | 1590 — 30
2299.53
9.3 11.2 12.1 13.0 12.8
3568 2825 2604 2212 — 30 | 1590 + 30
2288.66
9.3 11.2 12.3 12.6 12.6
3568 2825 2604 2212 + 50 | 1590 — 50
2302.03
9.3 11.2 12.1 13.0 12.9
3568 2825 2604 2212 — 50 | 1590 + 50
2282.53
9.3 11.2 124 12.3 12.6
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433 RERBELFELEERELFEEOLR

AREFEOAENEZ R I 2D ICHMAEOARZH W ZR#ELFIETH 5 HLKEE
Bk e OREMFTERBOLKZ 177, REMLONRWEY 2 XA T47 F — P55 KN
BINZFgdl9IZRmnlLbDe L, HitZBeWRE L ANy, BWEK 2 EH & K
M, BRI ZIG D Ui EREMZREFHRE LB AGRKICLETLE
FREERELAOBEECRLIFAMPEVWFEMAOR K2 L L T5. b
SEEHSHN X L16) T RTHANRIENEEREH WS, 20 #E % M
AU7-EH%ZFEMEHE#HE T 5.

BEALZ To7 MR, REFHR L EBZEAREZN TNV RELLTHBEL L& FEM
FFEBEBIEIRIACIIAR LS O Loz, % TF LTI FEM Gt & B 8 A 4t 1% &) il i
DOTRTHREIEZFLZIENTETED, HICALVHARECORENLVATFET

HoHZerlLTWVWD.

(4.16)

Fig. 4.19: Target stracture to compeare caluculation amount

Table 4.6: Comparison of number of FEM caluculation
number of FEM

proposed mthod 17

conjugate gradient method 2493
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4.4 Hybrid GA

A TIRREREREFTIEE GAZHMAAE DY Hybrid GA & W\ 72 1 3& & @ kb %
EIFUFEORIEZITS. AREETEATAT7F AR EZRFELEHLELTWD
O, READOBBEIZEVWTRIFLZHOBNPETS. T2 T, RIFRTEEIET

RELVZENVELRFZHVWEZGAZMEMNT 5.

4.4.1 Hybrid GATOR#E{LFIE

RERELFIEL GAE2MAA DY, Hybrid GA T O § & O i 11 % Fig.4.20 IZ /=

T.UAFINITHVHIT 5.

| 1)birth of strings|

A 4

» 2)crossover

A 4
| 3)proposed method |

A 4
4)calculation of fitness function

| 5)repr0duction|

A 4
6)check of convergence

ym

END

NG

Fig. 4.20: Flow of Hybrid GA

) MMEFZ Sy XA AICREIEE. BALE B2 ELETFTRET % L Fig4.21 12

RULEHDERS.

2) KX ZEZITVWERETFZRLSTES.
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3) GAIZL VIRES N ATAT7 F—AKABEBROMBEA T, WKEEL ANV %

At 2B e U il 2 518 & Kol b TR TIT 5.

4) MEREXFIRIZE D REM SN RKEFFLEBROMZ W THEEOH KB

D EHRE Z AT\ E G E 2 AT 5.

5) WIS EDMEZHWTHKZTWEHZERT 5.

6) WHRHEZTS. WHRLUTWZRITNIEE2)ICKED. 228, SEIZNRHEE 7D

THARBMEZEEUGEZETL L.

Z ® Hybrid GA CTIX 2 7 E X Figd.21 2 5 24bit £ 22 0, Sl A b EIE1.7x107 &
BHE MM ETOXRGFERZ2BETFCTRBELUCATRE(AZTSHE, WE 2 0.1mm,
2RV EImmA AL T 5 LR FRIT160bit & 5. AAEDLDEHIXL5 X108 & »
SHEBMIZBRKEMAGLERE L E20, REA~NODNKRIPKNETHS. 2D L
D5, GAIZH X THybrid GA %2 fl\W53 Z & THEM LM TLE L T Ki#E M3

ETLILDABTHDEI VLMD,

n | My my Mg My|Msg|Mg|M7y|  m;:ith stiffener shape
1171 1 1 17

3bit 3bit 3bit 3bit 3bit 3bit 3bit 3bit

Fig. 4.21: Strings

4.4.2 Hybrid GA TO &i#E{t st & Hl

Hybrid GAZ W TR EAL 2 EIT UAFEO AN 2 REES 5. &l 0N R #E

I Figdl TRUAEDDET S, HEAZHREIATAT7F KB, EAT47 F—D
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Bk, WE, 2332, HWEHEIAADICRARUVEZEE 2 H/NMEE U, HIHE
X ZE AL (w. = 42mm) & )&} (0, = 235MPa) ® 2 8 & — v & 9 5. £ /-, fif #HE M
13 Figd. 7D % ) i fif H & Fig 48D = A DA ff 8 TH17 5. MIEZ 1T D 72D K4TIZR L
o, WIRIGEHEP2AX =y, MEFHEP 22X -V OEF4DDOR#ELEETT 5.
GABRABIZRUENTA—XREMHALEZ. d, AR#EAFHETCIEATT7 S —
A EBRAEBRLELTWVWSE 20, XFARITLIZFEMET VDAY azED ET H
BWAHD. L2, READOBETHME N2 &FKITEDFEM E 7 VO EK KO
fRM 24T 5 Z L IXRHME N~ S5 H LW, £ 2T, HE3E TR R, FEM i F ik

ZHW TN 217 5.

Table 4.7: Condition of optimization

constraint uniformly distributed load | uniformly varying load of triangle

displacement casel case2

stress cased cased

Table 4.8: GA parameter

number of population 28
number of generation 30
number of elite 6
selection method roulette
crossover rate 100%
mutation rate 3%

4.4.2.1 casel D REILIFER

TR 2 2460, MEBERFEZEDAMEL Uz &0 H#E o F & @R & PR i
R % Figd.2212, I b8 O il % Figd.23 12 R, 4l O RFTEH 5 2 o2 K 8, &
TR 5 H (run3), A TR IBHMAHE un2) TRTH—OIZINEKELTH L, 7
PRzl s §REL CREMICEELTCVWS. RfbtoMETIX, AT47F—
AKEIESA, 8AT47 F— ORI O &R KLEA w; DIEIX S T41.9mm & 72 b,

WEBEZHZLTVWE,. REMTIEIANYPEARNBIZR B EEZ LN DN, K
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BAAFAETHONEZME I AN VIR EANBOME ZoT WA W, Kk
FFE TR, WEDOR/NZARIZOImm TH D, IWEZ0Imm B I 7L &DEN
DEAFH2ZmmEE L LS. Tk, ANV EZHNmmBEEZEHELZL EDOEMND
ZiEHETHD. 2F0, ANXVOLHEENPmmBEELL TR S XRE LT T,
BELIZALLAVWE AL, BEROREMRMPFILET S, T0LD, KFHETHS
NEMEREARNREBoT VARV, KFFRIZIVFoNZHBENREMRTDH 2 »
DWMFE%EIT 5 720, Figd23DEFEDOBEOEE L OB Z2 o7z, ZTOhBYR L
25 HEEIFFigd23D AN EEATE, MNKRGEMEZTOIIKREZ LT
b0 THD. B, ANXNVOLAFRBFIANVEFERZICKE N ZMAE2HERET S
O/ ATH20Imm B ELLT 52HETH S 10mm & £ D 2545 TdH S 25mm
L. INSDOMEDHEEZ KRL4IIZRT. K490 S RELFTEIZI VBN L

Figd 23 DHEP R EEVP DR, REMTHE2 I L VHERTE 5.

6700
6200 runl (7)
_ 570 —e—run2 (13)
25200 o
w2
g 4700 ~e—run3 (3)
™
4200 run4 (6)
3700
3200 -
0 5 10 15 20 25 30
generation

Fig. 4.22: History of mass in casel
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2011, 2191 2190 , 2199 2194 , 2014

ple le e
16.4 1 16.41 16.4 1 16.4 i 16.4 116.4
5 5 5 5 5

Fig. 4.23: Structure of optimization result in casel

Table 4.9: Comparison of mass in casel

S [mm] Sa[mm] S3[mm] S4[mm] S5 [mm] Se[mm]
mass|kg]
t1 [mm] to[mm] t3[mm] t4[mm] t5[mm] te[mm]
2011 2191 2190 2199 2194 2014
16.4 16.4 16.4 16.4 16.4 16.4 331648
2011410 | 2191 — 10 2190 2199 2194 — 10 | 2014 + 10 3316.48
16.5 16.2 16.4 16.5 16.3 16.6
2011 — 10 | 2191 + 10 2190 2199 2194+ 10 | 2014 — 10 3316.48
16.3 16.5 16.4 16.4 16.5 16.3
2011425 | 2191 — 25 2190 2199 2194 — 25 | 2014 + 25 3316.48
16.7 16.1 16.5 16.5 16.1 16.7
2011 — 25 | 2191+ 25 2190 2199 2194 + 25 | 2014 — 25 3316.48
16.1 16.8 16.4 16.4 16.8 16.1
2011 2191+ 10 | 2190 — 10 | 2199 — 10 | 2194 + 10 2014 3316.48
16.5 16.6 16.2 16.2 16.5 16.5
2011 2191 — 10 | 2190 + 10 | 2199+ 10 | 2194 — 10 2014 3316.48
16.5 16.2 16.6 16.6 16.2 16.5
2011 2191 4+ 25 | 2190 — 25 | 2199 — 25 | 2194 + 25 2014 3316.48
16.4 16.9 16.1 16.1 16.9 16.4
2011 2191 — 25 | 2190 + 25 | 2199+ 25 | 2194 — 25 2014 3316.48
16.4 16.1 16.9 16.9 16.1 16.4
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4.4.2.2 case2 D xEILIER

WA St 200, MEZAE2SHAMEL Uz &0 RELOGE#E 2 Figd.24
2, LB OME % Figd25 IR T. BB, mDBICRI N HFITINRL 72
R A RS, A ORTAE & To iR, B/hTESHMHE (run2), & A TIE 14 # K
H@und) TRTH—OIZINRLTHY, BATMIZKHS $LE L T HREMIZEEL
TW3. REABEOMETIE, AT47F —AKBESER, £EAT47 F — [ OB
DERRKEMw, DMEIFET419mm & 20, #NEAEZMZL TS, KFRIZE DG
SNEBENREMTH L DOMRIEZIT D 720, 4421 ¢ FAEIZ, Figd.25 O E D
MEOHEL OLKEFToZME%2K4101CRT. R410» o RELFHEIZE DB S
N7Figd2bDHEEPROEEND R, REMTHH I PR TE 5. b
DIEGEIMEORESREACTCEHATAT7F—DEIIEEINLTWVWS. LML, Kk
HAGETRONZHMETIE AL S 2HFHO A NV IE1932mm TH» 5 3HFH O A
Ny D189mm & V B o TWd. PRINIZWEMIZI AN UDBEPSIHIZESL
BBHEEHEDTHEHD, Figd2s TIHEAD2DODATAT7 F—BRMWA4TH 5 7= ik < il
BMINTEY, ANVPELSBoTWEIEFERLONDS. £72, AT47F—BRIEAH
M54, 4,2 2, 2THOBRIOATa7F=—FWEbhTwihw., A5147F—FIK
BHEORE WAL SIHIZHIMEO S W zHHTIBENRELZE FTRINS.
2T, REMFAETHEONEZATA 7 F—RIROME2EH L, RMEMEHL %5
ATAT7F—REZRELANVEREZRFTERE ULREAEZFETLULZHERS
SN/-EEERLINICRT. K411 o KAEREAFTREICEDE S N7 /EE (Figd.25)

DEENPRLBELRHEMALTHL I LIWHRATES.
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3000
2900
2800
2700
2600
2500
2400
2300
2200
2100
2000

runl (10)
——run2 (8)
run3 (11)

run4 (14)

NN

0 5 10 15 20 25 30

generation

Fig. 4.24: History of mass in case2

3225 2268 1861 1897 1932 1617
l¢ »le »le »le »le

»|

g

8.2 80 78 s1f]s1fs1
2 2 2 4 4

T T T T

unit:[mm]

Fig. 4.25: Structure of optimization result in case2
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Table 4.10: Comparison of mass in case2
S [mm] Sa[mm] S3[mm] S4[mm] Ssmm] | Sg[mm)]
mass|kg]
t1[mm] to[mm] t3[mm] t4[mm] t5[mm] te[mm]
3225 2268 1861 1897 1932 1617
2100.06
8.2 8.0 7.8 8.1 8.1 8.1
3225 4+ 10 | 2268 — 10 1861 1897 1932 1617
2113.44
8.3 8.0 7.8 8.2 8.2 8.2
3225 — 10 | 2268 4+ 10 1861 1897 1932 1617
2111.92
8.2 8.1 7.8 8.2 8.2 8.2
3225 425 | 2268 — 25 1861 1897 1932 1617
2111.04
8.4 7.8 7.8 8.2 8.2 8.2
3225 — 25 | 2268 4 25 1861 1897 1932 1617
2110.42
8.1 8.2 7.8 8.2 8.2 8.2
3225 2268 + 10 | 1861 — 10 1897 1932 1617
2108.60
8.2 8.1 7.7 8.2 8.2 8.2
3225 2268 — 10 | 1861 4 10 1897 1932 1617
2106.66
8.2 7.9 7.9 8.2 8.2 8.2
3225 2268 + 25 | 1861 — 25 1897 1932 1617
2111.36
8.2 8.3 7.6 8.1 8.2 8.2
3225 2268 — 25 | 1861 4+ 25 1897 1932 1617
2115.06
8.3 7.8 8.1 8.2 8.2 8.2
3225 2268 1861 4+ 10 | 1897 — 10 1932 1617
2110.77
8.2 8.0 7.9 8.2 8.2 8.2
3225 2268 1861 — 10 | 1897 + 10 1932 1617
2101.92
8.2 8.0 7.7 8.1 8.2 8.2
3225 2268 1861 + 25 | 1897 — 25 1932 1617
2113.05
8.2 7.9 8.1 8.2 8.2 8.2
3225 2268 1861 — 25 | 1897 + 25 1932 1617
2103.21
8.3 8.1 7.5 8.1 8.1 8.2
3225 2268 1861 1897 4+ 10 | 1932 — 10 1617
2101.56
8.3 8.0 7.8 8.0 8.0 8.1
3225 2268 1861 1897 — 10 | 1932+ 10 1617
2110.18
8.2 8.0 7.8 8.2 8.3 8.2
3225 2268 1861 1897 + 25 | 1932 — 25 1617
2102.59
8.3 8.1 7.7 8.0 8.0 8.1
3225 2268 1861 1897 — 25 | 1932 + 25 1617
2122.73
8.2 8.0 7.9 8.4 8.4 8.3
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3225 | 2268 | 1861 | 1897 | 1932+ 10 | 1617 — 10

2110.22
8.2 8.0 7.8 8.2 8.3 8.2
3225 | 2268 | 1861 | 1897 | 1932 — 10 | 1617 + 10

2104.07
8.2 8.0 7.8 8.1 8.0 8.1
3225 | 2268 | 1861 | 1897 | 1932+ 25 | 1617 — 25

2122.33
8.2 8.0 7.8 8.4 8.5 8.3
3225 | 2268 | 1861 | 1897 | 1932 — 25 | 1617 + 25

2106.84
8.4 8.0 7.8 8.0 7.9 8.2

Table 4.11: Compared mass in case2

shapel | shape2 | shape3 | shaped | shapeb | mass[kg]

designl(optimized structure) 2 2 2 4 4 2100.06
design?2 2 2 2 3 4 2329.13

design3 2 2 3 4 4 2136.88

design4 2 2 2 3 3 4904.93

designd 2 2 3 3 4 2399.89

design6 1 2 3 3 4 2730.33

4.4.2.3 case3DREILIER

MM EEERIG N, MBESEEZ2SENMMEL U &0 REALD G BB % Figd.26
2, AL O E E Figd 2T 2R 7. 28, inDBICRI NS HF XKL 72 A
e R AR ORTEIHE 2 To7 R, B/NTRIHEMRHE (runl, 3), &K TIE13H AR
H@und) TETH—OIZINKLTHY, BATMIZKHS §LE L T HR#EMIZEEL
TVW3. R#ELBEOMETIE, AT147F —KBIESAKR, &2 717 F — O WEM
D % K IG oy Dl A D 5 I IZ 233MPa, 234MPa, 233MPa, 233MPa, 234MPa, 233MPa
e, MMEHEEZMHEZLTWDS., RERIZCIVBONEZHEENREMRTDH 20D
WAL % 1T D 728, 4421 FARIZ, Figd2TOEF OB EDE R L DLW % 17o72. il
HEMHETHDIR MBI EMICERTARVOEADOHEE2ZFIZ WD, ANV
DEHERZZMBNEZHEOBELIOVHPL, KEPE/NLNATH 501lmmE{T 5
MEOCHETHS30mmE L. 512, 5SmmDGEOEEDOFHAESL 7o, 2Th b

DIEDOHETE %2 RA4121Z/,RT. R4127 6 RBEFHEIC X DB S N7 Figd.27 D id
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NP EENDRL, REMTHI IR TED. £/, ANV ELITEE
ARBEZoTWAEWHY, TOHEBIF4421 AU THS. BLED I & h o KEKEL

AR THRONBEERIREMB THD L WVWA D,

2200

2150 runl (8)

2100 —e—run2 (11)
_ 2050 run3 (8)
a0 2000
% 1050 —e\\ run4(13)
£ 1900 _‘\!\b—q\

1850

1800 e

1750 A

1700

0 5 10 15 20 25 30

generation

Fig. 4.26: History of mass in case3

1856 2212 , 2330 | 2330 | 2212 1860

6.61 6.7 i 6.6 j. 6.6 6.7 6.6
2 2

2 2 2

T T T T

unit:[mm]

Fig. 4.27: Structure of optimization result in case3
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Table 4.12: Comparison of mass in case3

S [mm] Sa[mm] S3[mm] S4[mm] Ss[mm] Se[mm]
mass|[kg]
t1 [mm] to[mm] t3[mm] t4[mm] t5[mm] te[mm]
1856 2212 2330 2330 2212 1860
1748.07
6.6 6.7 6.6 6.6 6.7 6.6
1856 + 30 | 2212 — 30 2330 2330 2212 — 30 | 1860 + 30
1750.83
6.8 6.6 6.6 6.6 6.6 6.8
1856 — 30 | 2212 + 30 2330 2330 22124 30 | 1860 — 30 176111
6.7 6.9 6.5 6.5 6.9 6.7 .
1856 + 50 | 2212 — 50 2330 2330 2212 — 50 | 1860 + 50
1767.66
6.9 6.6 6.7 6.7 6.6 6.9
1856 — 50 | 2212 + 50 2330 2330 2212450 | 1860 — 50 1781.32
6.8 7.1 6.5 6.5 7.1 6.8 .
1856 2212430 | 2330 — 30 | 2330 — 30 | 2212 + 30 1860 175498
6.7 6.9 6.4 6.4 6.9 6.7 '
1856 2212 — 30 | 2330+ 30 | 2330 + 30 | 2212 — 30 1860 1755.48
6.6 6.7 6.7 6.7 6.7 6.6 .
1856 2212450 | 2330 — 50 | 2330 — 50 | 2212 + 50 1860
+ + 1774.70
6.8 7.0 6.5 6.5 7.0 6.8
1856 2212 — 50 | 2330+ 50 | 2330 + 50 | 2212 — 50 1860 1780.01
6.6 6.8 6.9 6.9 6.8 6.7 .
4.4.2.4 cased DERBILIHER

fR 2N, MELZE2E0MAMEL U2 &0 KELDGH#EEZ Fig4d.28

2, R b O % Figd29l R T, BB, inD BRI NS BFIXIE L 7 i
REEZRT. AR ORAGTFHEZTo/ R, T/ TE3IMAH (runl, 4) &K TIZ6H AR
H@und) TRTH—-OIZINRLTHY, BATMEIZHS T L& L T Hilfgic2EL
TW3. FREABROMETIE, AT47F —AKBIEF 2K, EAT47 F — [ OB
D B Kt S o; O E X 7E D 5 IE 2 233MPa, 234MPa, 233MPa & 7 0, #il #9504 % i 7= L
TVWS. AFRIZILIVBONLEEENREMTH 5P DORIEEIT D 72, 4423 ¢
FARIZ, Figd20 D EfEDOME D BE & & O % 7o R 2 K413 12T, K413 0

> REALEFREIC I DB O NZFigd2 OEEPRLEEI DL, REMTH 5 Z
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ENVRERTES. KB BOMEIMEOKREREMCTREAT A7 F —EICHE
TNTVWE. UL, AT47F—BRIEIMEDKERGHICHIMEOML N E D A H#
PR TWD., ZHid, AT47F—%22KL T3 LMEDMVEE D AN YDPEL
B, TNEXZAE5OMMEOEVWATAT7F—2HVWTWEEEZOND. KK
BB CTHONEZHEMENREMTH I 2 MRS 5720, BT RHE
(design2, design3) LM EN K EWVWEH LD AT 7 F—IZHMEDOHVE D EMHHL 7
& Z (design4, design5, design6) D A 717 F —JBR 2 & E L ANV L IRE & 3G A
EUERELMAEZEGTUAEGREONZEHEZIEBR L2 D% £414I1T R, K414
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Fig. 4.28: History of mass in cased
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Fig. 4.29: Structure of optimization result in case4

Table 4.13: Comparison of mass in case4

S [mm] Sa[mm] S3[mm]
mass|kg]
t1[mm] to[mm] t3[mm]
6069 3766 2935
1645.62
7.3 7.5 7.5
6069 + 30 | 3766 — 30 2935
1661.11
7.4 7.6 7.5
6069 — 30 | 3766 + 30 2935
1651.76
7.3 7.6 7.5
6069 + 50 | 3766 — 50 2935
1670.72
7.5 7.6 7.5
6069 — 50 | 3766 + 50 2935
1648.42
7.2 7.7 7.5
6069 3766 + 30 | 2935 — 30
1653.12
7.3 7.7 7.4
6069 3766 — 30 | 2935 + 30
1659.90
7.4 7.5 7.6
6069 3766 + 50 | 2935 — 50
1654.74
7.3 7.8 7.3
6069 3766 — 50 | 2935 4+ 50
1670.56
7.4 7.6 7.7
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Table 4.14: Compared mass in case4

shapel | shape2 | mass[kg]

designl(optimized structure) 3 1 1644.56
design2 3 2 1969.42

design3 2 1 1672.26

design4 1 3 2047.94

designb 1 2 2046.14

design6 2 2 1968.84

4.4.3 R EHybrid GA & GA D LE &

AWF5E THZE L 72 Hybrid GA & GA & © f b & 8 © L #K % 47\, Hybrid GA ®
EMEERAET 5. GAIC kK2 muftMECE, HWBEKZ2ERE, HHNEMEE2IET,
frE G250 (K.16(a) & § 5. REFTZBIIATA 7 F —KE, A0, )
FEo3MEELI6ME L, ZEFELHOR/NEMAEF AN YD 150mm, HKE 2 Imm & T 5
&, BIETFHIORDbitBIX64 & 725, THITK LT, Hybrid GA ® %52 BIE X 7«
TF =R, ARV, WEZMATATA7 F—ROATE 24 TdH 57, GAH
TH O B AR TH VBEFI ORIt IF24L 25720, GAIZ X DEHA
fi % RIBIZBRET 222D TE 5. GADEALE T4 O K bit £ 1X Hybrid GA &K » £ %
Wz, HAEBEHybrid GADBE LIV % 0w L, TV — hEFK10, & X
EK100%, ZRERMRI% L HE L. b, Hybrid GA TO HFH LB o /N E L &
ANV & Imm, EZ 01lmm & UL TE D, GA TH D il b 812 bR THHIC
AR

AEELFHEOPT THRBFREAMOEGEVE DI FEMGFRTHS. £Z T, GAT
o A E & BB, B S, 67 E SR MDY R — 72 case3 & GA O FEM 1 5 @
F#z2 5. GATIX#EMIC422 A EH THEL 2. FEAEBIZ0 DD, &i#E
fRIZEIET S F TIZ422%x 90 =37890 [A| D FEM #t H 2 K E & L 7z. % L T, Hybrid
GATIEHEMIZEET 5 F TIZHERFEM & % [\ 8 1% 9240 T dH->7-. Hybrid GA

THoBEAMEZICGATOREAMMEICHANEHTDH 52, REMBECLE
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72 FEM @ & % [0 2013 GA O 24%F2 8 T dH 0, #2 % Hybrid GA KD GA IZERTH

MR B e VWRB.
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4.5 5
AKECTIK, MEEEREALZITOBIIEEINDIATA T F—KE, A547 F —
AR, ANy, WEO4ATEE 2 R Z2H e U-BEHELIZ ODOWTHRE 217572, A

NYBRUORBREREBOMEZFE 2720, BMGAZMEH L T O KEICIEREE
fle ~DUKRVEICEREDN H 5. T OREZ P 5 72 12 Hybrid GA % # i& i i@ 1k 4

BIZEIGL, TOAHEICODOVWTHRIELZ. ZOMREoN MR E L NIZHRXRS.

1. Hybrid GA IZ GA b i Do E bt FEEZMABGDLELZFETH L2720, T h
DFETHEBRFILEREZ2RETLOILENDH L. T T, K TH DS XHIFE
Bl ZHONE2ET 20D MMABDO2OITHE L. ANV ROK
B FEGEBROMEP N EGENIZEAT 272D EHRERE LD, AT47F — KK

BOAT47F—RREIHERLBLEDHIND.

2. AR TH D AN Y RUOREZRHEAT 27200 o B# b FIkzRE
L7z, TORERBEAFEIRMITABZEIDVEZHUAZHWT, &b G
RAMOEWFEMO G ER B ZMEBEL, MEOABRE LB L TAHALVWER
BB CTHREMBIZHETCELFETHS. ZORERETIELZ LM HN&EL
MEE e R EAMRECERL 28R, ZE2AHNTEZY 2 mE bz 5
Shz. hhHNoGATEK, UK LBLR 2@ ZRTHEND L, HHX

EREEITLHIeTHIBL, Y nREfEez/FoNs I 2R k.

3. GAt RERE AL FIE % Ml A A D 72 Hybrid GA 2 A W T Hil #9 S & fif & &
EEELANR -V OMEREMAZETUALBR, ZHeEFXoNnsMiE2

BT, AW TH W Hybrid GAIZ B L x#bFHETHE I L2 RLU .

4. RfFFE CHH U 72 Hybrid GA TIE £ < Obit B 2 B B & 3 2 #H g LB (A Y -
WIE) Z RERBEFETHS 2T, @HDOGATHU REAHMEZHS L

IHRTHEHEZTEZELSTL2IL2TES. 2020, Ri#ifzR_RoNn 5
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ffn o ik B XML T 2L TED, MAEMBEREM X ZHE 3 X N0 H
BIEHEICEETHS. MBI A NZHIET 272D itk B#ELZ21T 556 MH
B0 REMICET S REMTH 5. MIAKHEE O ®RE M IZFEM 2 H
WBZ WM THBE. UL, FEMIZ X B EEE Tk, FEM € 7 )V O fE 5% K&
CRBBELRT Py ZA0HBMEPABETHY, RVWKME2ET 5. £7, FEM
ETNVOER -T2 0BLITS 20, REAEICHELRRHAIEL RS, 20K
BB OMEZ MRS 27-2OICFEME TI)VOER - RER %2 KiEd 2 FE, &
OR#EMDOBERTORDELAOEBE2EBMIED 200, RN EHELTF
BT 2MELPEACTODATVS. UL2L, MEOHETIEAT1+ 7 F — KK
EATAT7F—HEEZZRFERE UEEEREZRTODNLTVR Y., TOHHBIZUT

DESITFEvoNS.

e ATAT7F—RBEHRHER LTI L, AR L ICHFAERORVELR LY
ERD L. MABERELZTOLARMHAGODEREMMEE & 5720 GA
DENLZFETHS. ULrL, GARRELMOBBETCHRILZHOBNENLT S
REAMECERT 2N TERN. TDLD, CAR2HEHLTDOATA7

FToABERFERE UEERE/AZITDNL T VRV,

e AT4 7 F—ABERUOEEZ2ELEITLE, FEMETLE2EDETHENED
5. I AT 7 F—ABAELEHEHLLEZGEE, FEMETLVOBHBHERPE DL 3
72O ATV aD KEZFEOVEBELULEILELLS., £7/-, eEbIZ X 5B ELFH

i R ERDOBIATOHEIIEVWTH RIKFEM E TV O N 2 E175 2 4%



il 98

oyl

5 E

WhOFRAGHE . TOLD, REAFECIVBRVELFEME T VO

PR - M 2175 2 XRHNHEK 2o RNETDH 5.

¢ ATATF—ABMEAT4T7 F-WEZHIFILBL L L RELMET I, Lo
REAZHELTATAT7F—HWOWRE, AT747F—FERIPUEINL. Th
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DE3BODDMBERPOATAT7 F—AKBRTATA7 F—hiE &2 &K EHE L%
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CEDBREMIILAELRFAERZLKRT 2720, TUZTNOFETH— O KHE
fEMETORBEGHEZITo7-. MR, RETIBNWELZTFZ2HVWZGARH
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Fig. A.1: Strings in casel
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Fig. A.15: Calculated population in case6



8% A 8RB D KL 119

25000

20000

15000

10000

5000 I
0

20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100110120130 140 150 160 170 180 190
number of population

number of design

Fig. A.16: Calculated population in case7

30000
25000
20000
10000
5000
0

20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100110120 130140 150 160 170 180 190
number of population

number of design
o
o
o
o
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Fig. A.21: Calculated population in casel2



8% A 8RB D KL 121

50000
40000
20000
10000

0

90 100 110 120 130 140 150 160 170 180 190 200 210 220 230 240 250
number of population

number of design
3
o
o
o

Fig. A.22: Calculated population in casel3
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Table A.1: Evaluated population

bottom plate | side plate | top plate | population
case0(optimization solution) 6 4 1 20~190
casel 6 4 2 20~190
case2 6 4 3 100~270
case3 6 5 1 20~190
cased 6 5 2 20~190
caseb 6 5 3 170~330
caseb 6 3 1 20~190
case7 6 3 2 20~190
case8 6 3 3 20~190
case9 ) 4 1 20~190
casel0 5 4 2 20~190
casell 5 4 3 80~230
casel2 5 5 1 40~190
casel3 ) 5 2 80~250
casel4d 5 5 3 80~250
caselb 5 3 1 20~190
casel6 5 3 2 20~190
casel7 5 3 3 80~250

A4 REER
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I B-012, RFVTFTABEHE2 - LUizmdEi{bZzTo72. & 18case D ¥ &
TR e EMAEBOEBRZEZMA LR, SFEE2HKRT 27200 # Y 423 &

RehsdaZezxrU.
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Fig. B.1: Optimization system using Hybrid GA
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Fig. B.3: Data base of stiffness matrix



