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Application of the hybrid multi-objective particle swarm optimization
algorithm in load distribution of hot finishing mills

HUANG Pei-qiuf, LIU Jian-chang, TAN Shu-bin, WANG Hong-hai

(College of Information Science and Engineering, Northeastern University, Shenyang Liaoning 110819, China)

Abstract: Through the analysis of the process of load distribution of hot finishing mills, a multi-objective optimiza-
tion model is established with load balancing, good strip shape and minimum power. In order to improve the diversity
and convergence performance of Pareto optimal solutions obtained by multi-objective optimization algorithm, a hybrid
multi-objective particle swarm optimization algorithm (HMOPSO) is proposed. HMOPSO obtains Pareto front based on
the Pareto dominance which can promote population convergence towards Pareto front, and uses the decomposition to
maintain external archive by the method of objective space being normalized based on the nadir point of Pareto front and
population being partitioned, which can improve the distribution performance of population. Simulation results show that
the convergence and distribution performance of the Pareto optimal solutions obtained by HMOPSO are competitive with
respect to MOPSO and dMOPSO; the fuzzy multi-attribute decision-making method is adopted to select a Pareto optimal
solution from Pareto optimal solution set, and the results show that the solution can get a more reasonable rolling plan
compared with the empirical load distribution method.
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1 5|5 (Introduction)
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G 73 B 7 A T o ™ it o, T LT BAgR
A A, AR RERE. AL g 70 e it — R %
(I 170 AL, A ) S LA A7 20 E 5 SN R 2
JEZ AR, M IX 28 A 3R 2 AR AE A AR LR 1),
WAL ) Ay T A — A SR ) 22 H B DA )i
1T B REDL AL SR AL SR L KL AL S A
WCRE SR SE) B JRAT Rk S it I s S50

(3R F AL SRR AL A7 g 10 @, ZEAR AL ] 97 gy
SECI R T AL AR AL g BOR . R SR
SCHR[41E ST 1 SHE IR R R 77 350 47 (1) AR 5L 67 A
BCREAY, Tt T — Pl S et SRR SR A n) . S
FR[STHR H — i T S8 77 22 RO LR A5 52 77 1) A
HIEdE R REL AL B9k (improved particle swarm opti-
mization, IPSO), £ 3% 1 ¥ 1 #f fIt 1k & 12 (particle
swarm optimization, PSO) [ 5 U S 1 5 T i\ =)
PRI PR ) L, 7 ST 2 AL AR A7 47 1 G B5 687 ) [
OB T . SCRRI6)EE RIS A AEIE A AT e H B
PP IAR, 32— M ek i O 002, IR %07V
I FH T B L A7 23 BE AL T 5. (B2 DAE STk
HR K H A4 2 B AR AL 1) /4% 4 o 5 H AR
Ao ) g e, B AR AR B O] DA A 10 R, (H2 T
B ENAFE, I REA 5 e, NNE RS
ESALLIPN

SCHRITIEESL | 25675 IR ELH S e B M | 5L
AR 5 OR 22 1 B L A7 0 e 2 H R A AR,
It —Fheo i 2 H b2 02, i 55Ed
Zor A R A AR, SRS R R e ) oK /N SR
BE X AR EA TS BRI 4%. SCHRI8] 8 SR FH eudE AL i N
TTAPZ W2 S T FL D P Y, SRR 2 B bR
ZEOr TR S SR AR AL A A 23 1) . SCRR (9192 H
— AT E A RNE I 2 H AR R, i S
NSGA-TNO AL, R WIZEEAEPEFL A 43 C 7] 7L
H IR BE 4. DL IR SCHR o 1) D7V T AE — 08 AT
JEAFRIZAME, IF HATR AR L.

b M RE R 2 AR AL FE A T 4R, 4
AR 0] 3K 6 B35 SR A L 1) 47 77 70 TG ) R AR 4 11 et
PR R SO IR e B0 H AT ORI e R . H TR A T
L e O 0 2 B RE R 2 B R T
Pareto ¢ it % R #EAT MG £, 2R H L E SR A
Pareto 3L K SR AR BERPRFICSL, SR 5 il I 73 A B2 4E 47
MU CUIEE R RS SREAN A AR SE) RIFFREE (1 55
A, NSGA-II /& iz R E ik AR HIE. H
TZREIEN 5, 5 T1#4E, CagoRENH T
SRAFSEBRRAL A RN 12 R R R T AR ()5
Brinl B RE A R a1 BTl 2 HARAL
K 2 BRI B ALy 2 A 5 B AR Ak )
T [F) SR AR, X R GE B AT AR I 1) 52 2% 2, JFadad

77 M) ) 5 AL, BT DRI s
K173 A7 14, MOEA/DU4 FIDBEANS1 28 5232 J ix 2R
S B REME . BT SEbR @ A H bs
BREN 1) B AN O] BE AR S, 1SR REAE A N R X H
PR A AT VA — AR A3, 178 5 — AL BRI 75 kA5
RS BAR 5T, (H R Z R AR I8 R S 2

o FE AR AR116]
h TIE T AMR 0% FRRAR AT DR R

IS5 fiksh &, Sl — iR & 2 Hirkhl T RSk

(hybrid multi-objective particle swarm optimization al-

gorithm, HMOPSO), 1% &35 1 SR i Pareto S it < &

TEREREFCSIOT THERL S 57 R, AR5 R 20 SR 4

MBI R DR AN RE K 20 A1 1, AT 32 i Pareto it I

SRS AT A I, SRS 4h SRR WTHMOSPOZEAL

Ggiy e il B R AT RITERE.

2 St B2 H AR AL B (Mode of load
distribution multi-objective optimization )
PR S 4 2 H AR AR R AR 5C 5E S, AR

S5 HRAE TN L 1) L 20 RURIEL | 22 5625t kG §L A7

o EC A TR SEAR B L H AR REL LR SR DL

FEARFLAIRLAY.

2.1 % HAsRAL R 8(Multi-objective optimization

problem)
ARt L/ MESuB, 2 B AR ] AT LA

FiA LA R

min F(z) = [fi(z) fa(x) - fu(@)],

9;(x) <0, j=1,2,---,J,

St {hk(x) =0,k=1,2,---,K, z €1,
b TR K FoRANERLRAMSE LRI, 2 =
ﬂpﬂqu%%%§§§Ew=@u~wﬁ
€ QR MEEM. F: Q2 — RS T m A ER
19 B bw, R™FRA H FR2s (.

EX1 5T 4 %EKHEAREE R, y, e

Pareto ¥ fit'y, Biy#ix ParetosZ it icFx < v, 24 HAY

"

ey

Vi=1,2,---,m, fi(z) < fily)A
EN 2  — DR W NParetos AR, 24 HAX
"
Ir e NCR":z <", 3)
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E X 3 A Pareto f At fif 2 i B A RN
Paretofi /L fif£E (Pareto-optimal set, PS).

EX 4 FrAParetok AR H bR R EBUEFT Y
I IX I3AR A Pareto BT (Pareto-optimal front, PF).

EXS HEEZ = (25,25, ,2), Hzr

»Ym
=min f(¢),i= 1,2, ,m.
EX6 bRz = (pnd md L nady g
2 = max fi(x),i = 1,2, m.

2.2 PRFAZE (Decision variables)
FEFLEI AR, S HUEE R R E ), e
LT JuHE D MRS SRR S e,
LEE I A HLEE T R RS s o] DATH S A B AR R
BORNZI R AR RE. X TR HoEELHLA, kT
ARAVEE T 17V E B ARH 10 B AR R EE, i H RT6- ML
BRIV R FEAE N gmr o B R SR AR & [R50 67
far S B A — R A 3E, BrDAnT DAPEZR L0 17 far 43 BT
S AR P4 R B A
Cy — Oy +4C1 5y,

0 _
h; = Hoexp( 5C, ), @
2
a, = Ci(In %) + Cy ln(%), (5)

Ao RORIREB A VLAL H DR RS, HoR o KR
EE, hn%%ﬂ?ﬁiﬁjngg; Cy, CZ%%%?}EV%#E %ﬁy ©i
FOREBINEEN RRRE R REG o, VIR S L.
2.3 HARREURZIH %44 (Objective functions and
constraint conditions)
DA Aur 30467  AROE R A AL Dh A e oA AL H
b, BI3AMLAE 3 EE25 R AR g 2401, 5 W4 e 70 7a 1l Y
FRALRATRER I N &, (22 R Bk} B 22 DA L I
JEE e By AR T J5 BE AR A, DRI 2R —MLZE A e T &
TR WS E]; JE4MIAE 3 2% B AR E R 4T,
A R A (1) 5 A ROAZAS 5 4 HLEEAR A IO N R
HH PRI AR, B R B R R — B, I HLEL IS AR 1)
(AT DU ) H AR BRI AN FL AR
xS DhZ Ak, ARYE ST (71 2B HRE L 4
Tr o ECARA ) H bR ek £
fi= (P — K\P)* + (P, — K, P3)?,
. CR;, CR,
min ﬁ=2(m——m)% (6)

i=4
7
f3 = Z Ni(hiflv h’i)7

e K FRORELE T BB 5 8, K — 0.9, K, HLL;

PRI, CBom iU
e, ST A AR N, (e,

) T SRR T

R A7 R e T T B 25 A, 76 1R
S 3 T B A i SR LA L T
£y bR, B U S A B T 6 3 30 B
aﬂ@ﬁﬁﬁ%&ﬁ@%mff“@mﬁm%%ﬁﬁi
7 n
2 B, BN -G O
BT A, S 7 4 B e e B A B 5 A,

i oo S o i o g sioR, R 8 T

h7 hn

'R, 752 S5 B T B A R

wﬁy%cmmﬁ&ﬁﬁm%%wﬁfﬁ%%
7

OB gy e e 10y 25 BB ) 8 B8,

D 25 AL 9 R i O

hi
R 5 B A B ChR” JET]REAH A, KA TA]

DA S U % H AR SR R 1R 22368 R AR i 1 R 52
Wi, A8 AL AR I BRI A H A o B R, T L AT BAGR
EDY 2= -EHUZE AR AR R AR — 2 B s
() fa HbrA

6 CR, CR,

fo= X = ™

TESEPRAIELHS AR, 2 B ELH &M T2
LY RS, AR BORS FLLA AR A, A SCE BT
JUAZIH %A

1) SHLZER LS AT NN KA

2) FHLALH R RS RN N FRRE.

DRI, LA R PP AR 240 SR 4 A R 5 B TR T 3K

0 < P, < Phax,
0 < N; < Nuax, 3
hiv1 < hs,
T2 P PN s 73 1 L1 7 L1 T 26 1 85 K
1.
2.4 FEH HIBE (Main rolling model)

NI ELE R A B b R B0 2 o2 AR FE 3011

FLAEEAL, Horp gL AN

Li =4 — 6)h5R

P =1.15Bl.Q,0, 9)

I = VR Ah, (10)
P

"= R(1+22%107'\—— 11

R =R(1+ %10 BAh)’ (11)

le
@p = 0.8205 +0.2376, =+

m

le
0.100657 — 0.3768¢, (12)
m (a3T+4)
o= Joexp(alT—l—ag)(%) :
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as(57) — (@ =Dk (3
A BRI 5B, BRI FL R TR
FEAAR, RIEN—ANEHL LA 73 3R A2 [E AN fE
& Ja B LR S F L KPR Y QR
FEFE A BE 182 38 il S IR S RS2 R 8K o ko
&R TEE 1, RAI R 43 038 s A7l 25 8 %L
i 5 LA AR ARRIRE T & Ay, Ko ELHI %L
PN BERTH B B SPIAME, e o AN AR FERESE
comAnT =1273K, u=10s"1, e = 0.4 B} ) 2= &
BH 773 TRRFLHR S ; un RN, e RRNEIE
ATERERE ; a1—ae AR E 1 2R 5L
3 (9)—(1 1) I, FE VTS PRI RIS A7 (EAR SR
IR, 8 H R G EACH) 7 R A, H & X FE AL R
B A HRS BEAG. PR AS SOR 20(9)—(1 DR ST SR A, 7]
1S
0.2530Q, R+ \/ (0.2530Q,R)*+4RAh_|
- N "

(14)

IR AHRNZ(O)—(10) BIR] K H &L /) P.
FLI DhE A
M = 2PI.p, (15)
Mn
= 971 (16)
A o NIV R MONEUHIIE, noNE LR LT,
% R MBOE F & A &, 7148 RAD R 1
R

P F
CR_F"FKiF‘FE (wH+wW+w0)+

Ecwc + CR(), (17)

rp: FRORE ), KRR 5N R W R, K

TR ERRNIE 25 B, FoR LIRSS AR A M

¥, Ec%%T_Ih%iﬁfﬂﬁ%é& Wi RN, wy

RN ERIRA, woR R IR IR A, woRn il 5 4R 1Y,

C Ro 7~ 400,

3 REZ HBAT R ERHMOPSO)
(Hybrid multi-objective particle swarm opti-
mization algorithm, HMOPSO)
TR S A AR SO H R AN B AR YR A SN

SR IE PEAITIAHMOPS O SV I E R .

3.1 H T4 f# I Sk E8 AF B 4 37 3R W8 (External
archive maintenance strategy based on decom-
position)

2 AMERAFAS B RS R R AR A I 7

XFHMBAFAREAT YE47, ASCR - i Sg 447 2 H bz

WL REEE P AN, 83 75 DX AL FEAN W (2 2 A

B 7 ) Al R I, SO AR 38 51 0 A 1SR s L
FE3/NE Ay HARAS R4k 2 XA FRFMAIE$E.
1 Jext B AR AT VA — 1 A2, @ (18)f:
fi(z) = 7@52)_ ;z )
P I BRAR 52 AT R A R B AN H ARE B S ME
B3, HTER TR0 2 B A EE PR R
Fi 2 — AR SR AT, 8 H R AN H A ek U
KAAAEr, P HE A BN ANz B Fh R R, 2 5
AR BRAHER, T A S R AN AR T AR 4
# s2 Paretodp LR, BT LA AT BLK A 20(19)-(20)43 21 Fh
el e

Znad —_ (Z]fad, Z;ad, . znad)’ (19)

m

Z‘:1727"'77/”’7 (18)

2 = max  fi(z),i=1,2,---,m.  (20)

g z€Archive
SR IE R AT 7 AL BE, (R NME S T
A7 Iml [l e A, 3R B S MR f B N T [ [
MAZAN R & T-3X AN 7 1) [ = B2 R X3, 150 =K
KX2D-2)F:

7 (),
0;(x) = arccos ————— 21
) F@lwdl b
8(x) = {elfs(x) < 0,(@)}. irj = 1,2, , N,

(22)

Kb NERITH AR, 0,875 f(2) 577 [
sw, MR, Oy (x)RmMEx g T 77 Il W Ew, r fE
X 5.

¢ i MR A e B AR, G SR RN I 1) 1) = BT R
H DX e R HA — AN, ) B R B IR AN 2R
FEAN T 1a) ) = BT R I X3 MRS E KT —A, T
JEFEZ X 3 P 2 T 18 51 (130 A2 £E 7% (penalty-based
boundary intersection, PBI)5 & bR U {H & /)N AN
L SR HEAN T 1) ) B BT A 1 DX 38 A 5 A DU e B A
ANERAFAS N PBIER & bR BUE B /MM, PBIEE & BRI AL

FIHE AR
min g(x|w, 0) = dy + 0ds,
o W@l N
] 23
~ w
dy — 4,

U QAU AN A PR ) 24, 38 HS.0.

P LRI T 20 i B A M A RS g SR s i . I
FANTT W, ~ wy, SINBAAAHIREv4, B 1T
71N AR 58 FRAFAE 5NN BT L 75 0 S A A A T 4
. &y KIS ME My, 2y D7 1A Rw, B
FIPBIEE & bR KU{E B /1, L Fwy A 0, X A
— A g, B R I P KL BT Trao i X
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T EJ7 A ] w, FIPBIR A MAUE /N, #H
o XA 2 e, A, TR Az MATE A A
TARIREAED, XA R, Oy XA A7 P A iy
My, 7875 18] 7] Frws b FIPBIZ & o 208 B /D, ik
T, MK Oy DXIRPABEME, 25 E77 T F R w, b
FIPBIZE & BR B /N, ey IMA. LI Ag4ES SR
AR AT 51 SRR R 7 170 (R B 5L, SERLRIE (4
SIoA.

B 1 BTSN GRS R B

Fig. 1 Schematic diagram of the external archive maintenance

strategy based on decomposition

3.2 HMOPSO /) % & ¥ £ (Whole process of
HMOPSO)

HMOPSOSEAR ARG T

BB, HESHL WOE RN, B KL
RELG o, HMFBAFAL BN 5, 5 B, 52>
?‘61, C2, Qﬁ%pm

IR 2 WGP, 75 B AR E] P BEALAE okt
FRBES = b, 22, - 2N TR IE A,
B) R b VAR BT Y% /(e N 1 MY VA B (R i
MR, HRHISTER(17] 5 5 VEIE T
Pareto iR AN AFRS .

B3 HPTRL TR AL E . SRS X b b
PR B —ANRL 7 1F 9 2 R B A g, 44 1 30(24)-
Q5 FEHRLFHEEAALE, anrand < py,, WXk
TRATHISAE R

t+1 t t t t t
vttt = wol + ar (@), — 27) + cora(y, — a7),
(24)
ot =gl ot (25)

rfr: o R BRI AR T I, o, Bt
RN MEEBARLT 2t R AR 1)
frE, ol FoR B 2R R LT 7, ro 2 AN,
1) IR BEH L.

B4 FUE MU, a0 S A AR
A S M AR TS A PT AT A, = A d DI AR T 7 A 1
Pareto S LI, B A IR T (AR S LA, 24
B A R A A R S AL i Pareto SRR, 1007 T AN
AR IRREANAL; 2P & ParetodE AL IR R, MIBH
Pl #EH — AR MR SR DU, W R
H—MERATATRE, T2 BRTAT M ZRL 1)
AMABARSR, QSR ER R AN AT AT A, 1R AR
(AR B MR AR, 3 R E TR A
W= (26)fis:

P; — Prax.i

Prmer )
Ni — Nmax,i
i; max (0, 7anax,i ). (26)

RS ANEAERLLES . KB A AN SR A
P RS 5, 128 H BT I Pareto i ML AT A7 A 4E A A
. URYE IR T NARE, SREE T 25k
T ALY S A AT S

IR 6 KRS, R A 2k 2R W
HAME AR, 75 NHR RIS,

4 A BHSE% K45 B 4 Hr(Simulation experi-
ment and result analysis)

ARSI PRI LA P2 37 Q23 SBAW A FL il
BRT 3 BC G EAT A7 FL SRR A 7. A7 EL S B0 A A -
B %5 B B = 1535 mm, SREHEE Hy = 36.7 mm, B
i )2 R, = 5.7 mm, MHELH DR tre = 1067°C, ¥
oW R tee =891°C, H #5 " ECR, =
0.01 mm, K145 7K IRESEL.

HH 2(4)—(5) n] LATS B 256 547 7 TC 1 7S ML 2R 1
R A 43 ) M25.5, 18.5, 12.7,9.5, 7.8, 6.5
H15.7, RHSCHR (31 BT R A B X TR B

22.0 < x1 < 36.7, 15.6 < 2s < 22.0,
11.1 < 23 < 15.6, 8.65 < x4 < 11.1,

7.15 < x5 < 8.65, 6.10 < xg < 7.15.

7
CV = " max(0,
i=1
7

<
<

k1 & 5H

Table 1 Parameters of equipment

iRZEE= i F Fy Fy Fs Fgs Fr
R B2 /mm 800 800 800 760 760 760 760
HHLZHZ/AW 12000 12000 12000 12000 10000 10000 10000
BORELHIJI/KN 50000 50000 50000 50000 40000 40000 40000
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N T IR H FTHMOPSOTE #kE 5L L 1 6 fif 2
Ao B PERE, B H 5 —FhEE T Pareto X FiL X RN Z H
PR AL A % (multi-objective particle swarm op-
timization, MOPSO)!"8URI—Fh 5T /3R 112 H AR kLT
FEHL A 5732 (decomposition-based multi-objective par-
ticle swarm optimizer, AMOPSO)!"Vi3k 17 %} Eb, [ i,
MOPSO# i Pareto > it 5% 22 5B 1) 4 =) fe U AL
THRIAR AL T, TR A & 37 P A7 A4
dMOPSOMR I 5% & bR K08 5B A 1) 4 R B UKL 1
AAMEIARL T, FEXT 2 AT ANB R — A
HE RIS EEORL T HALE, RPN 2. A T
PRUERT EE IR 23 P4, B SRR AR R AT 3000 7. 52 5,
LA A SR ) T A AT B 3001, AR IR H Y
4300K. HMOPSO AR A7 A4 FI AR 5 AR RIS —
FE, 22 2 e, co = 2.0, 1518 Bwbifi 5 REUE {k
MO.9FEEN0.4, 72 p,, = 0.5, HAMEEF IS
SN SCHER[18-19].

N T EEFMAFE R 2 BAMUAE R PERE, 8
o T AN L PR bR R A B BRI 1 e

1) IAabriit AR
{b€ B;Ja € A:a = b}

B] |
XA A, BRI L Pareto i LR EE, 7 F K7~
filREE B W il AR ASCIC ) MAE L, > BEROR R SE B
HAMARSEL. 1.(A, B) = 1R/ BH I RE 1
A5 AL, 1.(A, B) = 0K/ fif 56 B B A ATAT fif
WG ASCHC. I 4645 T AR SR B AP b B35 R 8
PE. R2E3FEIL LM REFR AR E, B TAE RIS
o mARER I REFR AR I~ S FIFREEZE .

2) Infatriiit s a=anr:

In(A, r)=volume( U [f1,71] XX [fm,Tm]), (28)

feA
X r2 2% i, AT S Sri3,8,3); AR
ZASBIWIAREE, TR iReE AMIZ i [ ) X I
PR, ASCRAE STHER[201 4 1 T7V2:, SR 20 Ri%
KREITIEAN AR Ly FRARME, AR S H 1094 Ty
AL DA 150 B RV R AT S AR 0 A1 12 (10 AR 2k SR el
Pl 22 3R BRI [ P E BRI,

13.6F
134}
132}
13.0F
12.8+
12,6 -
1241
12.2

I.(A,B) =

(27)

— ¥

Iy

P
dMOPSO MOPSO HMOPSO
Kl 2 B EVER Tn tRAMA SR
Fig. 2 Box plot of the Iy values obtained by algorithms

H PEI3—5 1] %11, HMOPSOAIMOPSOTE #uk %, 61 fif
A3 C A R Rz iz i F dMOPS O, dMOPSO H 4K
FlPareto BV L HIER R, HAPERER 2, XAl T
dMOPSOTE VT — b I A I 2 5038 HI A 05 S 301,
fERPEEH B T RAEME . L SNHMOPSOTS 2 (1) fif
£ 18] 20 A PR 4F T MOPSO 45 3] (1) fift 48, iX & i T
HMOPSO 1 5 T 43 i 15 A [ 715 A7 RS f 4 S s A
F-MOPSOH5E T WA [ AR AF R4 L SR ] LA SE
AR AERE T AR AR

3 MOPSOTF£I[{IParetoHi iy
Fig. 3 Pareto front obtained by MOPSO

&i“x
Xx x
XX %
x X X
-

2.6

J, 8> &

K 4 dMOPSO%5 31/ Pareto il
Fig. 4 Pareto front obtained by dMOPSO

j; d 83 ﬁ\

Kl 5 HMOPSO#5 2] Pareto iV
Fig. 5 Pareto front obtained by HMOPSO

M 2 2 o A] %1, HMOPSO 5 3| [ fg 5 vp R A
5.66%7F15.50%1¥] fi# 43 7 #MOPSOFIdMOPSO1S |
) fif 45 S L, TTTIMOPSOA1dMOPSO75 21| ) fif 42 vh 43
WA 13.15%F124.50% ) HMOPS O 15 21 H fif 8 5
B, 15 BFFHMOPSOTE #0743 B vl A HH (o fSe S5t
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Table 2 I, indicator value of algorithms < 25
set A set B I.(A, B) I.(B, A) 24
HMOPSO MOPSO  13.15%(0.0660) 5.66%(0.0035) 23

HMOPSO dMOPSO  24.50%(0.0478)
MOPSO  dMOPSO  16.00%(0.0365)

5.50%(0.0113)
2.53%(0.0112)
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Fig. 6 Pareto front obtained by HMOPSO without partition
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Table 3 The optimized result of empirical load distribution

yibiiie =44 P Fy F3 Fy Fs Fs F;
h/mm 25.53 18.57 12.66 9.55 7.84 6.52 5.70
el% 36.03 22.45 19.06 10.03 5.52 4.26 2.65
lé/mm 96.52 76.92 71.95 51.7 38.94 34.85 27.85
R'/mm 834.11 850.07 876.05 859.58 886.93 919.98 945.95
P/KN 25977 23760 30646 22226 15577 15156 6430
CR 40.34 36.90 47.59 37.48 25.37 23.28 10.00
N/KW 4035.86  4044.17 7157.47 520496 3347.07 3503.92 1358.96

% 4 ZHIHMOPSO # #7 5 BLih AL 2
Table 4 The optimized result of load distribution on HMOPSO

UIbEE 211 Fy F F3 Fy Fy Fs Fr
h/mm 24.85 16.92 11.96 9.20 8.34 7.14 5.70
el % 38.23 25.58 16.00 8.90 2.77 3.87 4.65
lé/mm 99.44 82.27 66.12 48.82 27.38 32.92 37.08
R'/mm 834.60 853.70 881.59 863.62 872.31 903.61 954.87
P/KN 27955 29036 27594 20527 6932 12368 6430
CR 43.41 45.08 42.84 34.61 11.29 18.99 10.00
N/KW 4597.20 5802.14 6269.22 4711.84 984.76 2467.45 1809.34
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5 25 (Conclusions)
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