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Abstract

Since most engineering problems have had open-ended and ili-defined characteristics, design process
is in advance attended with determination of alternatives based on realistic constraints after definition of
appropriate problem. And it is completed with selection of best alternative through their comparison and
investigation, and with performance of selected-alternative’s detail design. As the process of structural
design compared with that of general design, this paper presents a paradigm which can generate
structural design alternatives, select optimum structure among them, and simultaneously set its optimum
design variables in reference of several objective as a result in more extended design region. For this
purpose, specialized genetic algorithms which can handle design alternatives and multicriteria problems is
used.
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network, Z12]1 structural systems[10][11][12] 5% 42 & & Y& Aolth oA IATNHF] thst
FobllA A3AY ARE 28 WRAT olg & HAH3 Ajadd o9 glo] U 22 dHdS =g
Y ok 94 RE A2"ds0] §3E J49 Ao ¢ Hovke AL & F7F Atk B8 o2
A& A A oA hFe diteES AEste Ro] ErbesA € Aot TF g3 B3 J)Fd 3
ST F & W FEY FHE § 7 A B8] 2HHes 22 FxEo| o Bt /Ed A
A ASE + e THEE M 7t §l& Aelth. vt Frecker, Ananthasuresh, Nishiwaki, Kikuchi,
Kota [9]5°] W83 A3 71HS F89 compliant mechanism® 4 HZ 72L& Tt 28y
F2EY A fFaAolEe F 7R B3 71$E ratiodle AEoeg 22 vlF ad Asta ot 1y
o2 AARNA 12 8vF ¥l g2 g & AXS E 5+ Qg B oidE E oA HrpE
o & el giA @

£ =idAe 72 ddd aa4Q N 98 F2E9 AFH E¥o] /M3 Structured Genetic
Algorithm(StrGA){1]19] ®8E A2€dS AR, =E[119H+ high-dimension spaceolt} deceptive
attractor’} &3t 9o Simple Genetic Algorithm(sGA)e] %€& 4 UE genetic diversity® o Bo)
grzy] gaMEtn SuGAY MEE7lE B3l Utk 2 &9 AL JJAE o|FE FAA) el R
T e AZTERE M e dAYUSZe] EAd=d otk B =RdAE doA dFE drgs
A9 I ASFRE, A dds TEIE WHOR ALY o]FA olFoH FMA T2 &
oA diehs EEI HA3 7S YsiMe 2L dAAE] s HAY AEFEH E3lE SuGAE
StrGA_DeAl (Structural Genetic Algorithm for handling Design Alternatives )2+ & 3}7ch.

HIA HAARMAE A7 SRl B9t diEEeIidh ey v e FRAAS A
o 2REFE a7 HAL, o)HE Il dUdd A ddHez X & Jde F2
AA WY Folth gdEA A sty st A F= AR 2 OgE2F FHHI FA9 =
o2 7f(Pareto optimal set)’t FAHHEZ o]E& aR¥o2 T8 F e GARlYl H&3lux & g 2
diversity7t 878 €A olald F Y& Folth H7jo] F7rstd oy YAES TIoE FAY gAY
q9 A7 oAy Wl FIF HU dEel], dAUeE gddez FHI FE SuGA_DeAlst
Multicriteria Optimization by Genetic Algorithm(MOGA)[2]E& ZA&3te], A WS & e $ Total Pareto
optimal set& 8o ¥ F ANt

B =89 UnAe dd#d 2 SAE Aeso] vk 94 2Fd e dutEd AA B oA F
Z AARAHY EAY B AlxdY §F& AAMSIE o, 3FdME F2 AARA ol dA digte
A 2R v, FrF BHol B3 =97t 4ol StGA_DeAl o B A o Wi )
27}, 5 e A7 A7 63 E AEo] AA S Ytk

1. Recognition of problem

2. Definition of problem

3. Exploration of problem

4. Search for alternative proposals
5. Evaluation and decision making
6. Specification of solution

Table 1 The process flow of general designs
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ok @9, 71EY 72 FHE /YHE AAE A4S vYeE, 2 9 6 AR e HEHoE £H5UA
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Figure 1 The outlines of structural design system
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atod AATHE AAIIE stk o7y AHCE 33 AAY AL FAE AUSAE de dAAE
FxAQ Atz EF el §le Aot .
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A7 BAGA ThE Qoluth od Weld B o, T2 4L A BANA tigte] 4¥L Hx
St AL HAY & Tk & £RAME 2ue 72 BAY Agol tigte] Fao HARe Ao o
Sl 4R, WA AL Sy Ese AedE $4 A e ol 84 RIS AR

rkL‘o

2 oY gdES FE52 o O ‘“Uﬂ Fapol] ALEE oigtel AR BE AA g©Y WY E Fl
4| Successive Dominant Cntena[ﬁ_H MEE AP & 5 ok Egjs F2EY it A4 ’\}%%
HYe & AA digte] MdE g 9,1’(] %A%, Hajela 9 Lee[5]] %—Er- ol ZtE et Grounded
Structuredl A fr=€ E2E 73—?—4 FzE0] A3 HA 7‘04 e Ao ollzt FZE 9 kinematic
stabilityell #& Ag zA3st v} HE FFE X AE EH"JP— #H3ztg sPstA @k oy
3 Ade 53] BB F2E AA oM dikg A= 1‘*“"“—4 2 37 € F UL Agn oA
A},

AAA} S or & FAE JPT v SAH 22 EF(Objective)S dol2 &t oo a3}
o, 2o Be §HE B £ Qe B E(Criteria) & Aok Fo. At AA Aol gloiA g B}
7128 AAAY F2R] g3 FRAY F dou, FE AA FAFL vz Ao o3 ABHoln A&
ol EAL 7HAA gk dE A9 T3 HYrp|EL e EAE yrisiy, Holgte HH L Ty
ggo) H7d £ & g Aelth

Elmaghraby(6}= dHe] 45He Hr7ITE 19 B HHES ANSAc, 728 A4 A Fd
oq8 HrizlEE ALsty oY, Composwe criteria”’, "Dominant and threshold criteria” Z&X
"Trade-off and conflict curve method” 5°] A48 & A& Aotk EF v|& A%, IAG Fol 728
A QAN F8 EXHo2AM9 A%E & Ao|rt

71&29 Wiz el dAZe #Y st mesolsts Al ddd ST ATt g At &
Aete A%, 279 oigtel #d UEH HH3E T Fol, tigzte vlu ZEARZY AX, 2 F +F
3 ojets °é°11H'7, g T2E AR AA Ao b2A ok ey nesok k= dite] 7 F7t
g42 FHEQ vart oHYAA =Ho, 27 AA GACAY Az vl&o] FAG £ gA F7ME AE
g 4 e AHolth old WF sHAAer B =RoME 72 AARGAAY digte] Halg aHe
2 A7l H8M SuGA_DelAlZ, tH5% 87 £9 P78 984 MOGAE AHg3tien, 28te 2
Fe A 2800A AANFHRNY F2E AADA SolA At S 23 dA 3004 674X & A
38 £ gle F2E A4 Y AN2gE Jidstaa @

4. StrGA_DeAl

StGA_DeAl®] REl7t ©& SuGAY F4ZHA EAL F4x 944 o o E(redundancy)e] ¥zt
AZFzo FHE NAgE Hd Ut o] 2L FAA Bde njAEA o] T 1A F4 Fhojyt H]
ARAE e 87 LA & HEYE & e FHE 7HAA Bk simple Genetic Algorithm(sGA)%H StrGA
= 449 743 259 encoding, decoding FHAANA ol & FHXA vt oAl ZEdE, SuGAdAME
Figure[2]ol X s} 2ol faA e wix7} AFHo] F2E o|FA HeolA o e o] sGAQ.]——— gz u
Wwe w2 HE otk & EolA, Figurel2llM e 3% F22 AZE FHAAER 1 oldiZde 9
AR Yo AAE FEHE 2P Hdstg AHY FARE] YEHA AT AAE o]F= 4Hd
geneS-L F A g BHET HE AHEo &Mt IRAEL ol Fel EAste 2REY EA9 4%
2 AARSE JTL I o|AEY BIEYAL JNAY & FHE AAEEA, Aale] B Kactive)E o
o= 19 g ztA Ha wlE E8AsHpassive)E dollE 09 g& 7HAA Aok ol¥ geneE S $OE
unit_geneol# #3712 st} B =Fo] TR 1A st AA A2RE AYE SwGA_DeAlME 44
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29| geneSo] o® MA ticte] NHYE & vehie 2uch Sl &3 unit genegc SR
Bt FANE 4@ 2Eo| B} HE 1S AN B Rolth #9139 geneS(0l3 expressible
geneolz FFh) AAZo] AuE WA HWA, 58 B o}AS(Z o] Aelo) FRAY Bar gATL.)e
IAES B MY RIS olTWA A & HAY A W4E Uil 9449 48e 3 € A
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Figure 2 A hierarchical implementation of StrGA

1% unit gened] #o] Wae FHA ] FH SlojA 2 HSE FAsHA drh 971A FEao
of & H& uBH3E genest AIAE Zo] ohdd, AY FHEHE AL oA FAHA qEE %}71]
goe ol o] WS A5 1A Dasguptas ©|Fo] oW ofE9 AEE A HoA, sGAdME
T2 FA9 A5k AT Ao} A e 9r] de & F9 HERE 793 4439 unit gened f‘*
stz FYAZ 3 S FxSn ok JgEHez £ o, o] AHFAR0 01‘5. Fo S48 9

e 84 oldur] FEL sGAY ZHSdE FA @uk g Hol gtk Mg o] /MdE GAd =Y
Dasguptat® ZAlo o] & "*%?'5}"7 g oo, AA FRAYA WA HLE ’\]E?SH&X]“} HE-EA 9
T2 FWE FANAS Fsoh thA] L, B =FoAM = genetic algorithm® ZHH A5E MAA
71E Aol ol SuGAZA AMgEE GAA 23 5AFS o HA dUsES FE3ax e
oA 28319 th Dasguptad] A& TAE 29, oW A9 49 unit gene‘é-% dgto] Az ta
e E3te Aol ohdEl e FRHY AL st Jduke otk sGAdA 7iAle dMAe F2E
449 unit gene?l /NFTE FEA 7HXA D) oA Ao HT WHE T, oA HFd FA%
WHalel ksl sGART AN & tedd(diversity)S 7HE 4 Al Eoh tddol E3le dujE WL A
Al FdhelM AA HHAEE gAsted FAAHA 9EE A

AA ke 93 SGA_DeAls) HAAQA T8 WolA B o, £&3 digre HPE AU dE
doAE Alxt A ZFAE A S 2L AEE Sl esA HAUA

Active Unit based Crossover

sGAA Fa glo] 71 £a4<E chromosomed AHE3taL, A2 @3 (encoding process)dll AHEEE &3}
do] ARyt 2 wole FHEAC] XA Hi, 2R sty date AR HE douly] HaHE B
computation cost?} &AEA "l 1 Q9L F 83 genetic operator?] 34l crossover TANAM A FH
Ze gl AR F A AA Aol mEEE= @Abo]l BAEA He do k. o7ie] zAbste, #A)
A Y At o|AEFANA AAH R FAIE e expressible geneE 2l Aloloi Al crossoverd
site7t F&9 2 2ASHA 3t whdol Active Unit Based Crossoverelth 9tk A diot A9} BE 7A&
A 78] mating poolel A Hull(crossover)E A Z$3A HUE 9, digt A9l BE FHoE & AR
W3S ZAAE sto] ou) glE wulE WA st Aotk ML o WY& FAI Dasguptas YoM E
Agstg ol AEH T2 EAE dFo] T Ao ol GA AAY F2AN GAHE 7IELE BEY
Al olgld mulx7r Hashx grskth Folx wehAbg, digte® AW 39 unit genegol UiYLZ
A HE Aol ol 2 AAE WMESA AEHA HAAE ¢ Holth
QO Unit Based Mutation
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AZH 729 qAE EA € b, unit gened] & HA(AE EAH [agDeA EH3HE gene2 B
ga Aol & Foltk o|FA oty Alo]l X Aejol e AWrAQ wul(crossover)E Foju]E}
7] g&o AA7E e PR AP G active unit AHY ZF ARIF £2E & US Aotk

o]#H W2 02 generation 7|0l 71H, §UAHA AA teteE uAEHA Hz, ¢E A7 ditoze]
switching& 7[H3t7]7F 1A € Rojvh. o7je] Ataeted, dwte] vlg] 43 E Unit Based Mutation®] &
S 7HA 3, A9E unit gene®] 843t € unit®] FE A F(of dAAME HZH unit gene FAA 3t
Uzt 2 Aolth), 2 wAEe EAUE F43E unit geneE HAAII 2 99 AL 008 HAE
o] E Wiolty FuT FIA[7]E HYU ol F& AL B9 F#Ystu Utk «dF B9
a,+taztazta,=1 olgte FE2UE AYd T3, o U F&FHe] ] oz F iy vi5ut
FEzA02 ulro] AMEET gtk oA EHLF AAZE vdd WAFgezA, ous} gl Rer
g 724e dAsE o] uiER Wgelgtn AZEh

5 old
H F2EY etg ABATL, FoD o2 cased] HEF H8LHL WoluA Eah dhe FEE

—?—-\_
@7 &old 7 e 323 Q92 AL ddel Q9B 3 YA okl AAE DA A5E EA
Asaa wo.

)
in]

5.1 3-Bar Truss

S Az deojz Mdd AA kg Fgurel3lolA vdstich. 24 AA diktee ZAe Heg A
Ao JQa FE BF JHAE FAl &= Aol ofdet 479 8% casel® S8$HE dA Folok
e Ag 2Ho] ksl Zeolth genetic encoding HAolE Ztzhel AA wite] AA WMF(GHEA)E]
domain constraint7} £Alate W, 2 AL 01, AP 1022 A £ Figure[3l4 039l
ZEolE 38830l 5019, @AAME 2 Fhel 2004

At A Alt. B Alt. C ait. D

(L2 LLL YIII NI LLLLLLL WL LLALD level 1

.
0 7w [ ﬁ‘%ﬂ?l <A S~ CA=] reve 2

ALTERNATIVE B
V.

\/
J( 1 ¥z mm;gmuw)ku . .c.,}L level 3

20 /l\ D % @

30 unit gene inactive gene{congenitalty) expressible gene

ALTERNATIVE C ALTERNATIVE D . . .
Figure 4. Hierarchical Structural Chromosome of

Figure 3. Alternatives of the 3 Bar Truss StrGA_DeAl
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Figure[4]l M= SrGA_DeAl 9 AZAHA F29 A4 2FE vtz fich [a]d siZste F
491 unit genegol 4700]1, [a;]ol SB3e FF unit geneEo]l iRt = 374Y 1270010, Z digte]
HA)e] expressible geneEo] 104 1207] olojA E T84 1369 Zol& zte= Exde] & AAE FA48n
Ak 7+ dietel FAJO precision degreet 1/( 2°-1)¢] €tk € dAlAe FF dHes dEF Hr}
71EE 7 AAE diktel v, Uk T AES THRYT dds ST AT AN
O APAA tEA A3 FAE A4 5 9& Aotk MOGAE AH8-3t7] Al 7H5 X AAH (Weight
Factor Method)& &34 ¥ =&A AHEE 399 #8457 34 & SUstux gt 2 &3 Frbx
o] 7t Wstel wet ¥ Jhe HH e o] EEo] Table[2]d 7l&Hol it

weight factor design variable
select alternative weight displacement active constraint

a) az X1 X2 X3

1.0 00 B 12.828929 0010833 8008 1504 - 30/2 4011
08 02 B 13541803 0.007808 8008 2217 - 40/1
07 03 B 14.225380 0.006314 8.008 2901 - 40/1
0.6 04 A 15991713 0.002649 7.090 1.904 2871 40/1 20/3
0.5 05 A 16.009856 0.002667 7041 2.061 2.822 40/1 20/3
04 0.6 A 16.036088 0.002674 7.041 2197 2744 40/1 20/3
03 0.7 A 16.136062 0.002582 7.305 1.289 31% 40/1 20/3
0.2 0.8 A 16.456477 0.002520 7.549 1.016 3.369 20/3

Table 2. The result of example-1 in weight and displacement criteria

A FFo uiFo] BxHE FHdAT tith Bt MEs e, Y MY FAEIF morXWA,
x,9 W= wiAS Al x,o WM dojg s & & Urh ol Holrt AojA FHe] Wale] wHg Jg
& MAE x 9 Hgrte Zolrt vlud 2owA Young's modules7t  x,FAje W32 W9 U}
£ Azt Waoz HHHAH] olFd AE & F Yk olv oy FEHEEA FAIJHUEINE 53
M g & 5 ded 302, 40/1004 40/12 B4std FE520] FoES EW ¢ £ itk Wit BY
EAQL Y 5 409 A2 & Ue FADe] EAst:, Hx 5 200 #3I F-AQo) firk o) Hol
zdo] A H& FF 28 2<90] & topologyd] Fa3 5ot

bR AR Aol (07, 0317 {06, 04)0) ol2ejx= A9 oigte] BollA AR<] Wart dojdrl od
7FE QA sk W] mE HHAHA FF e WgHOE of transition regiondlA ol W3t 4
A doid s & & 4 gk A FFROE WYY portione] Eojvte tEA A3 FAE £y
= digh AV AEEHAT g ot AV A9 AY dke £AE AES A $§F HAgue] EXFe
A9 22, 2 840 FArt EAste] WYY Hasld rdstE Aol F2 8R0S AHolth

7AFAQAE o2 B HAE FYsla & e ZZhe] BAFrr|E dehd B v FE Folof
selol B EAlFo]l A ol & TAHEE BestuA SrGA_DeAldl MOGAE A3t
old] W& AL Frte ¥ F3Hnormalization) THFo]l WA7F ¢, non-convexd d7tx|e] gao] sF
sttied ok B8 olitati el A $o] §olFr|k sirh AAF AEE Fo AAE Holth

theol AxteE MOGAE $% Pareto setE F A9 BAYSFE Fo02 AMEd9 TA ageln.
Pareto set®] A5 1000700)2 ol ALEE 7S AIAAH Y] A vug 3t

lo

-
4
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Figure 5 Total Pareto Set by StrGA_DeAl & MOGA Figure 6 Pareto Sets for each alternative

Z} oidk 2 W Pareto setE FajA AA tiee e AAHQ Pareto setE FEd @ FE Yok
AH#E &3] HWME Figurel6lol Ao} 2ol diet Bz 3 sl Pareto set& F3oh ZE o
29 Pareto setE°] T-3XH o|ES BF Rolr 1 Fofl $43 &1& T8 ¥ & Utk Figurel6]olA
HetS 2T StGA+MOGAS] Z#E HAA veded & 2+ RS 2 + Aok 234 99 H=
=, +4 Figure[5]e] " ET diel $ukge] Fojof & FA7b Eojdrie Aotk amg gt
o AirZte]l 2R EHY Fof olg Aol e HE: WA HiE RAolth Figurel6lolA &
o] A& A Pareto setol TR @& thetS(C, D)o] RolEd, olE & AE Tahsjol gt
golgtn & £ UL Rolth SHGA_DeAld] B, 74 A uieh ¥ zF o3 M HEE9
2EE Fusta v d&dl digke a7l A% AA Pareto set& T3 Wed o}F A3 whyolg
AZtdh =273 2ol it Wale] w2 AN AA 9 ¥}t frEHE o2 E MA Yot
3}7F A3k MOGASte] Aol & 9o € F &g 448 4 3l& Aol
247} tiete] Pareto setE EF T3 Fo) AAZQ Pareto setZ Fate WYL 71877 &5 AA
Y& 71E22 ANFst Pareto setsZ HZAAA 7 7)&7)vit A& e HEL 25 2

3o Ay of ff (2 O
2 of e
ot |o
o

K1
(EKOE

7+21
olg]gt o7} ulZ Figure[5]31dl, di¢t B2l Pareto setZ F3o] Eoj7ls QLE8Z uigfoz Yot By
FFEARAY ez F A HA Mol EAYtn o] o) Z ook AdlAM thE Ho] FEAIH Urk o)uf ik
Bo Al ¥A o]F¢ Pareto set®] HIZ non-convexdt X Holi ol 7MFX AP R HTo] Brlsdit)
Figure[518 27 44 o8] & & J=d uist BolA FAdo] 2ol gl AAH vz 7ML ¥
3 7+ A vk g diek BolA o AU solth ojHo] =&[2]dA A E MOGAY Fd Fof
shuoltt. o)A WL FalA =W A Pareto setd] LU0l AAXHA EF 2714 Drt ol Py
T WS 12 ¥ Pareto set§ 7 W dehbs EAolga & ¢ Ak ZFFAQAEAA digte] wWEst
AANE AQAA ZF dA7 FASA AE ol§7t o7ld ATk

2 dAoA Fag digtelztn & F e tiet A BY Pareto setol] thated rolrzt oiet Bo A
9& B F&EZA0 /AT Agdor MAo HYL LEF FL ot A9 EAZ #7)A Dok oy
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A 9Z9] A ot B 23, LEE L el sMAE AN Xy, lit Xy, ot X3, 7 g o] 714

= gol 10(1+2V2) 2 dx Zairiol A9k ik A9 AS, &5 AUVl 8 2E R BAJ} &
A, WYL Zolx WA the gty dwstd F43 A%S sixle dddelth E& F ¥ delA
kRS FIXAR WAS o] TH ¥ Meo] HojoF & FREo|n}, ti¢hE 13 Pareto setE 73
Tz & ), it A9 Pareto setE 71F0 2 924 YL FTHAM A3 FREE & ¥ AW 2R F
T8 29 4 UE UTE Bolxm, AR E digk Ak A" ool & & 4 Sl

919} FigureSjetells o8] A dicte] EAste AAl FAlol dolA AARI BAo] e FHYTY
HSo] AREE AA dg 2 dAANAY WEY setE S BENE & UdE otk &Y sz 43
B FZEM ol § e Pareto setel W8, 3 A2 Wold AA FHo gL F3ho AAAY
Aelol Z& Ysle AL E WH(SaGA And MOGA)L AANE & A& Helth

52 10-bar Truss

B dAeie Bt BFe FxEd, o gk sk A9 #ete & e HEAA X1 @
o}, topology2] F2 WS Ayl WY Fof &uyr} grounded structure approachelt). 813 FEE0] 7}
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