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(Optimum_Balancing Using Genetic Algorithm)

(Won-Ho Choi, Bo~Suk Yang, Ho-Jin Joo, Dong-Soo Lim, Chul-Woong Noh)

1L A2

A7 A NN BAAsE AT 99 F o 60% o)Ato]
£ % (unbalance)ell 93 AFojr}y, BHHL A9 3
=3 15S FUAE B oohial Hlojgle £ g @
agg WA getA, 7)Y +He AT T,
71412l A€ FIAFIH BEYn AFe gv +HL
H&ted H¥ Aol (balancing)E ddlHo g Fgsc}

EHYE 2 F44H Usty HAAe A% 2¥s
v yel7] mFo BAsted I 9UQesEs BE X
A7 P 2= HA E= Ax 21, FE] 7)
¥ o SHe EUY T o AAYe AY, 2dxn
BEZHA FAFRFA Fol A3 2P F
o] gt

[S02] Aeje] 2w HyFols A AF £F
& XAl "asiohd Ade HEm wojyel =g
ggo] FHER hBdl= FoFox EHI 3
Well A=F BFHA 87 A% 23¢ sl Aol

£33y Aol o AR HYgelz FHHED 1
gt £l Bastty BFEANE sRdn 2E 3
HAA= 27) B3 ¥ (initial unbalance)e]lat Ea= ¢9f
o] EYYEE /tAT 3ok SysEA HAo] 3
AAAE 2HEE Aol HHFo] A EFL oy
ot deolo] IHF B ¥ (residual unbalance) 34 &
SEth FAFHYL olfeolA AN gdutzos oF
He AHAS HERAEY U ol HEFPE A ¢
=0

BRANA HY HEFoIE FYsA 2 A, B
A" P dFol e Z Aot U olm FAe
ZA4 € $REAFE B 28 ALt RS
gt e FHAFo e PPl & £ oA
Z1A12l bEAY "o A m) g RelEu meid B dF
oAM= 9 EA+H(Influence Coefficient Method : ICM)
9 718 Jida fH 408 E(Genetic Algorithms
GA)P'Pg olgEta BA7|AY AL AT 5 3l

G

+ BHEIIAE) AedTa
R L E A I P L e
rex RSN EGE oot

= 80T WelAMe HH £AAF APER A
2. 4¥A+H

¥ HAFols: A JYA+WLE 19343 Thearle
ol & AGHARY, GYAFHAMNE AAZA
Ao} wlojy ESA4gFL eyt Qo JakA S
9 7R Mgdez TAHY £E9 =4 oM =3
H AEge ERE 249 dPAS Foluh wat

M dBATFE B
]

el Yo VLS nH
23ENM 2 AW FolgRe AE

Va = Vy £ 8y

A7l Vst 6 2 2 el AEn 94zt
o},

A vy, Vpt UAY 89 U, U8 4% @4
2 JHgsHE, o|F Atoldle ohgd Zeo| EHEL

[ Vw] - [ Iy 112] Ul] 1)
Vao Iy I U,

A A dell AEAF Uy g FFST, oA AFE
F45H ohg3 2ol g

[ Vn] - [ Iy 112] U+ le] (2)

Va Iy I U,

A (DT A FYASF L), g o3 ol
T 4 Ut

Vu— Vm L = Vo — Vzo

I =
u U, Un

3

2 o dol NYAF U,e RAHT, A5 & 34
st ol Wk
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[ VIZ] = [ Ill IIZ] [ Ul ] (4)

Vo Iy Ip 0+ Ueg

A (DI QM ABASF L, [ F+8E
Fig= 3

Vie— Vi Iy = Vi~ Vi

65))
U:z UIZ

I, =

gebd £HAFE oo RE TR £ Yok

[ Uy ] = — [ I, 112] o [ VIO] )
Up, I, I Va
3. A3 F£RZAF AL

& el 4 3 (5)E Hold ohe 43 o] BT,

Ly Up= Vu— Vy

Iy Up= Vy— Vy

Ly Ug= Viz— Vi

122' Ug= sz— Vzo )
2717%3 ¥4 £4H0z EYsY, 19 13 Zo|
gt}

\
Vo h1-Un Vio Veo
krUn
Va1
hale oo
Vez
plane 1 plane 2

a1

2y 1€ 98E S 27|AFes gd3E, 29 29
o] 9.

Fiz Fa
Veo
Vio
Fir \
plane 1 plane 2
a9 2

AN Fy= Iy Uy
Fy = Iy Ua
Fp= Iy Ug
Fop= In Uy

Fije ARA% U, jRd 2ase ° W)
Hel 2710%  V,yE WaAE GPAEln. B
Fole Tg Ao| 2= © o) FolAith
Fu+ Fp+ V=0 (8)
Foi+ Fp+ Vyu=0 (9)
ANYALE PR 27 2 ¥ FAt 4 @

(98 IR R&d, AP 1Mo FPHE
Fi, FpE 4 8°) JYES e A28 939

B F,, Fp& 73,
Fy(Fy, 61), Fp(Fa 01

A7)M Fy=Fyuxnd Fp=Fpxrold, r(i =1
~0E AY $HAFE FIv] AT AL APAF
o] =7 o} 001< <109 HHAE Ferh 4y, =
O+ d6,, 6= Oprd6.°08, 460 (i = 1~2)&
+HWe] AxgE Fir] A3 A2 0< 460<3609
HE etk £AA 20X AYYEH Fud Fpe
Fy 3 Fpoll $450 Agdc adaid N2e 9%
He = o 2ok
Fu(Fp, 6y), Fn(Fp, 03

A7 Fy = Fy X, Fp=FpXr, 951:921X491,
0= 8z% 40,0k
gty M2 FYHE Fy, Fu Fa, Fa7b 4

(®)7 9 #F3E F& GAZ o839 T &
o} HA7AS HEAEL uHdF HH SHAFE T
7] 918 SAYSE 4 @F D€ 53 Zol &
o

Fj+ Fip+ Vi < PVL (10)
Fy+ Fpt+ Vyx < PVL (1D

o} 714 PVL(Permissible Vibration Limits)2 &A%
gl ojct,

R AP HAT Y &3 WA Ao o
“(Sequential Unconstrained Minimization Technique :
SUMT)€ AHg3th n7lle) 254 Ao A& SHY
S ADE Aol gl FuE wesid ogI Zol
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Minimize  P(x)= ) +m- 3 [ min{0, b (x))] *

m= my, "y, Ny , My (12)

A7 p(oE ASZ2AY, H m(>0)L penaltyAl
Folth o] AFE my=m,_ xc (c> 1o wat £33
Hog ZF7AFIRA HEE EHFFE HAAHRAIWE
AtzAg HEsEM d#fle BHYSF A0E AL
gate &7t o

4 £33 daely

A dnFe ¥ AL A AN AEA
o F Hg3Y & AELES /M T, © gL mulo
Brlste 43 AEE AAYcE QA YA
AA, wx, ga¥ely AL FAsE {2}
AE 4L gAYt GAE  E3Fr(objective
function)®] A S LGP 2o Ao g &
pFor I AAHL oty Hol 93T £ Utk

(FA 1) o)A 7 02 FAY string(FAAH)e 2
MNAE Y37 A, stringy dolst =
7] string®] #8 ZAAI}G
2) @A 19 stringg A dols} JiAFR
W (random)HAl 271 A e FAZ)
(¢A 3) Al 2+ siMe] {3 A¥ (genotype) & 4
A49 FTAF(phenotype) 22 HlH HET
(fitness)& @ 7}shrt,
(FA 4) Fgxo "2ty JFErt 22 JAE A3
(&4 5) ALE7 L HAE ZaE 98 BARD
(2A 6) EERA(mating poolel A, muld 7RA 4ol
AREHY G4 UdRE IRAA AL
AN E Pt
(gA 7)) €% 9ol §E(pn)EMA stringd bitE
LRl S
(A 8) HEIJAXNE &I FEST O%¥x god
oA 3 oldte] AE Altighg ThA] wkE St

e
M

GASl EHogME 471x SQoA Zule HHI
AWz g 542 7HAn,

(1) GAt =etdE RHE ZY(coding)dte FHol o}
9 ogeds AF{E 295 & g gagd.

(2) GAE 39| H(single point)e] obd HES Y
(population) 2.2 F-E gz F GAT HFT
(solution space)llA T HE AHEste o] o}
et G o] &3}

(3) GAE %5 EE O B2 Rt gosha] @
o B, BE AEHY JoE JRE olE3t

(4) GAE BHEAHQ F(deterministic rules)?] ohd, &E
Q1 Zo|7A(probabilistic transition rules)-& AHE3H},

4.1 A4 (Reproduction)

YL 7MAl stringe] Bl gl BAlze ool
o & 5= stringd] AAH 22 2 4otk

4.2 WA (Crossover)

@A 22 A 22 A AloldL stringoll o3t
o wHjR|eiA FY3tA "ok mite oeixdlA AFA
ANE string(AE)E 7] 98 d9d= A9E 2 string
Alolo| ] REHoZ 7T de| TAME W FF o}

4.3 94 o] (Mutation)

EdRols oA FAd WA 3, 2 R o
3} Edde] B89 wel gdojHez HeHd string9
Y& AT 2o},

44 39

EEAA 1 Al ERsl= FG4A = plane 1, 2
of Al A ool ¥ plane 19 AFAET} 94
€ 4 M9 Bet ] (Fy, 64, Fo, 612 28313,
AAFole 4z 4% A WMy ZE HE
g3 ok 7] Ml SAMZE ARG 2F
I, 34 AR, 2z, gddehd o F
Ao FAg £t g4 M Hrgsy
FAXNE TEHIH T2IPL FEIHT aue +3
FL P2 vl 29 32 T FMUAE 4 Ay
Bz 293 RE BoEoh

o2

oo Jo I

0010010100010

010101110100000 110101000101111 010101001101100

Fll 611 FIE 0 12

a9 3 Coding

Fu, 61, Fiz, 6.8 22 15709] bitg © ~EZo g
B& 3HI, o|AE e Az THEUT HrHg
F P(0)E 408 A5z HRsty] 93, dAAE 6074
o pit2 FA3L o] Al ALE 2t Hrgge o
43t Qo A=t Wl BEY HrRgte]l B F, 60
M9 bitFolM HgRE 1570 bit7hxE Fnel golx 16
~3078 bit7HAE @n9l Fkelw, 31~4570 bit7hR & Frel
kol a8 vk 60HA bit7hA] = 6129 %l'o] 21=%
;e YA @A uniform crossover)E AMEEH, o
FuaeE DAEP) g BE F44 A == BY
bith 2oz AdE®. 19 4% 471A saldg
o} WA E BAFo mae ety Zrzte] tisA
2453, o] BaF Z+ Mo QoA wrE-3o

LT

A 0010010 | 11000101 010101L » + ~ « - = -+ -« 0101001101100
B 1100100 | 10011110 0111010« » « « = » - « - 1101000101001
crossover
{

A 0110100 | 10011111 0101010+ - » = + » « - 1101000101101

23 4 @At 4
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B dFe A, 9o (mutation)= 7R atEtelE
o el dele] E9Ho] & wel binary string
o] ¢1el9 bitE: PP AOL 1, 18 0OZ ol F=
g8 o ek Ed¥e] TEel 0.008°] HA
string®] Zol7k 1000 bitel® A bitF 870l bit7}
A" B dFdME Qe 8§ AsHeR
AAARD 27 FaAFHA FHsE AL A
3l7] gigtd 271E A Fol RN WL &
Z2He FHNES YT ohgd Edio] 5 i
3 A5g54E veERd Relth

P, = 0.97x exp( —12x Genratio) (13)

A7|A], P& EQWo] $EolT Genratiox 4ol Al
e F AsZ v ghelth

Ao e AL v AZE AT 29
59} ¥ 12 B =Fd A8d GAY ZEZY AHEE
el sebde ot HENEedge g Jepch

Generate initial

population

[
Iy

Select higher 10% among

previous population

Crossover and
Mutation

l

Calculate fittness
(MAX, MIN, AVG)

}

Set new mutation
probability

l

Replace old population

to new poputation

e

YES

8 5 54 418E9 flow chart

E 1 g4 weleE

Population | Chromosome | Crossover | . :
. . Generation | PVL
size length probability

w0 | e0 50% | 30 |20

5. A3 s£AFZE Azt A+

A AT AL E 20 Bo): 37X H
Bge] oS olgste], FAALEA oA T3 U
NA7A L AL AT £ e FHEIEZ YollA
GAE ol&sto 73 & X 39 vlwatsith

E 2 Hygely ¢

FAW 1 AW 2
q | NERS 1 -
et 94 AZE L A £
94Hdeg) | AHdeg) |
27105 Mils) 185 < 8 | 350 < 256
C
2156 plane 1| 05g<0 |236 < 8 | 410 « 264
plane 2 { 05g<0 | 219 < 360} 1.70 2z 256
2 AEmmss) | 720 < 238] 135 2 296
c g
zse plane 1 | 25g20 | 490 < 114|920 2 347
plane 2 | 25g<0 | 400 2 79 | 120 <« 292
2NAE(gm) | 300 < 30 | 200 £ 150
Case B}
3 plane 1 20g 20 5.0 2 90 | 300 2 45 ]
j plane 2 | 20g<0 | 350 < 20 | 800 < 100!

® 3 +3AF AdAT] v

- Case 1 Case 2 { Case 3
[ 4R9%@ [ 4933w 2%
h 2 9O | <2 ABC) | £ AFO)
opg | Plene 1] 180 < 166 293 2 50 1100 < 50
plane 2 | 051 < 80 | 284 < 278, 400 2 290
1» AGA plane 1| 162 « 176 | 244 < 45 | 630 < 65
; plane 2 | 032 2 109 | 176 < 282 160 « 303
| #ed% 1 Mil 2 mm/s 15 4m

Correction mass (ICM
8

plane 1 plane 2 plane 1 plane 2

Case 2

plane 1 plane 2

Case 1 Case 3

O 6 £REAFS B
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Permissible vibration levels

Case 1

a9 7 H¥E8AFY vm

3% 6& 4
e W ¥d ®
FAFoln, g ¥EL
o ootk 1ol 1
A FPFHE T
FAsgel o3 A 50% 2
7HEEe R

g 78 HF

21 FH%e S8 %F o vgr MG
‘ilt} 74]*&011 AHEE B 8Fol A HEAF
2 7 AelE 77 g€ & & Uk

lJ

T A LA AR 213 e AT (HE

%

N o
o W

s

0%
g
kl
fr o o

i

oldl A HA ALY AME 5o &
} SUMT HE #H&3td Adsidn, o
13 dzket mlmatdet 2 Aw, A
5 A A& {FASHEAM Bt 2 &
2E FFPgelrt 7tsTeg Rk
@'Ol(ﬁcld balancing) 7} B3l el Bz
HE dE 7 den m3 HYH o
12“«1 T R whE AHw g AR
2 ‘lﬁ'ﬂ HT ¥ PEFeE s FA
C v WEFe] AMAR sAdFe] A =B
A= HANAMY 3 3}%101 ofgA €ct. ot
Ave % HYZFold W F4E Ao
o

o 2 o%
2
o
ofp i

oo
ool

off
(o

MU 3 oo 32 ot mu o
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