MA| X MH 2Ol HNE Il NS HE U MY

1.4 o
2o Bof WA 47 57 UG 24 7
7o) $YEIAE 7 2L A FHE 4
2ahe oAl Mokl duke dASE AHg

2, A2 24 2V $48 HRoR 577
£ 78 24 ol vy 3oz gl Al
Fol Al gle

-
A7t AA=E At
7} 43 a1 i)

T2 AA Fobd Ui HA3 7Y A8 Ay
AHEYE Fede 2 3900 sl AAE 53
gt 2tdr} 1960d) %t Johnson[1] Sl <3l
ComputerZ ©]43 Parametric Study® %3l
AA 2 A AzHAY 2% 1965943
FA3} 7P £UF AA T2 AN AEEe
o F2 AF A o A= BAe dAe 3=
Aol oJgt I FAle] A Fokd AUt

MF FAd 93 275 2ol dAo) g 44
o Z B 1967 Moe[2] Gl 98 Tankerd ¥
o & A7, 19703 Moel3] 5 238 0BOY &
o @A AA 19723 Moe[4)9 2lé Tanker®] 3
g 9H AA 9 19 tie dFE & F dey
FUol M= AF7t Sdate 1980 HEo 2 Hi5]
o) 2|8} Tanker] $% @A AA7 A= o] F A
A o] Hoel|l WFAHQY A1 o] FoiA AA A
Aol L2 5 UA =AU

T2 g B BT FAe A A A&
& BH 19683 Moe[6lo] &% Tankerel Web

®31E WIW

U & F (Mutsfuzstol M)
7 8l 4 (HEE3Y)

o & A (REMBAF)
A 3 (MMETY)

Frame A4, 19708 Lund[7]] 2% Tanker9]
Web Frame @A, 19713 Kavlie[8] 5ol <&
Grillage 2@ Tanker2l Web Frame dA . 19724
Kitamura[9]o] €&+ Grillage 24 € 229 tb4-9]
AFE £ & Jdoy AFHE Zed ofud Hol
ol o} A 71z] 4485 x] Bl e AF ot A
ol Eo} Hughes[10] 5o &l &elAQl dA
7125 & AAA wo] =] Ap&H I 9IA|
ot Computer &3 2 A4 Al FE3A X3
o}z 43t A Fatar qlct.

B A 304l FERE dig A 7Y
2 t}eFst Mathematical Programming Tech-
niqueE& $43% #2334 Kuhn-Tuckerd Opti-
mality Conditionol4 #%¥ Optimality Crite-
rion MethodE°| 7islo] skel{11,12]. o< &4
Single Objective Optimization®l TAHS B¢
gt UpEAlgtr R B e 4AE o
GAZ Yrojs HAZE F3stE Multi-Level
Optimization® /AEE ATt =3, ARYE] H
A} Simulated Annealing Techniques 2§
Genetic Algorithm®| W&= &4 W5 FAlo of
gk HAste AL B9 FReH Fuzzyidel
sgog FEHoz Fosy] SHg MY 2dE
< Fg o A =

E AR e AF7A] ALE F8 45 7
o] g ARy, ) RAEMY HA 7=
AAA FA3 7)ee A @8 4 HL4dE 2
Baashy, L3k 2702 Sl S HA35
71%ol thet A7E ENZ &F volrtol & A3}
71l 3 A7 kS wasnat o

13



2. HN3 Ol ol A&

2.1 Mathematical Programming Method %}
Optimality Criterion Method

TZ2E9 HH3E Y3 HAs) Here AA
Mathematical Programming Method[11]%} Op-
timality Criterion Method[12]2 Y& 4 it}
Mathematical Programming Method® F&/Z
£ 1) Sequential Linear Programming 2) Se-
quential Quadratic Programming 3) Conju-
gate Gradient Method 4) Quasi-Newton
Method 5) Lagrangian Multiplier Method 6)
Genetic Algorithm °] 34t}. Optimality Crite-
rion Method+ ¥]A41¥ Mathematical Program-
ming® Khun-Tucker ConditionE3} $7}91 |3t
ZAEES FZEY HHFglo| &4 Wt 72
B9 HHsle F2EY 4 Heo HEHFP S
Z o] 7o 7\]'—13] o] W4=2] WM2#-g& Khun-Tucker
Condition& TH&3t= Recurrence Relation®
Lagrangian Multiplier& ©] &3t

2.2 4E5H &S 71|

g EH 34 7L 18964 Pareto[13]e] <@l
non-inferior /gel =€ oz 1951 Kuhn-
Tucker[14]°l 28] non-inferiority? ol&°] ¥
g o] 3 ta9] thEA S 7o) st o] de] A
53 gt

GEAGS BAlo gk HAse JHE AAR
U i AR HExe] A we DAz xE
27) A3 43wy 2) Az A&HQ A4
ot Wy 3) Aaxe AF AR o WHER
vE = do15]

MN3xol z7] Ao 2% ¥EL Goal Pro-
gramming®] HE &0, Compromise Program-
ming, Surrogate Worth Tradeoff method,
Fuzzy Programming &°) 3ith. o] W& v|w 4
2o] o] ey} weighting A Al oE %ol W
2. Azxe A4 ZAd o WHL Step
method, Zionts-Wallenius method 5ol $it}. o
& AARTE AZ2E HAAAS £E deit A=
& Preference® A% 3l AAR7 AFH A v ¢
AT wad A HAHsE AS Fds
ot} g, W39 HF BA «]‘1 Ll
Pareto Optimization method& & 4 %= H
Pareto Optimal Sets WAA7|= W] uet

[N
p
o

<

14

Weighting method, Non Inferior Set Estima-
tion(NISE) method, e-Constraint method, Ge-
netic Algorithm%& ©1$% MOGA 5% & 4 ¢

th. Pareto Optimal Set& A4ste Wy At
Vs AEHe 54 d9E9 #AE 2 2¥se
Aol gloy aFdA AR HAHE At

T Ao] &olatA @t

2.3 Multi-Level Optimization

2o 1R AL 22 fo dA wige vd
g A 2150 ZHOVH Hed old A 49
GAZ Yol AAE Feste W EHES} Came
7F #a3eo) #tH16.17] °lFoll A Kirsh® Model
Coordination Method$} General Goal Coordi-
nation Method &°] ©o] 2olx 3t} Model
Coordination Method¥ Level?te] dZ@AIRL
Equality Constraint7} ¥H=A] THEEojof 32
AAe BAg Ao HHIA] FEAd ofefgol
°“3} 3, General Goal Coordination Method

= 42 #AE (Goal Programming Techniques
01%0}04 w2 A7 Ao [FIFo A fo
a4 A8 Level2 Wi & it} o] o dig +
%229 HA3ld #F A+ v $ Ao 5o
thd T2 AAA Mg AA, 271 A, A A4
AZY o FAE AXe Ho] LA BE o] &
ofe] Ay A AAe 4o FE AR B
l2a 0=

3. B M0l HHs| J|80| HE HE

3.1 ddE39 4+

AA e A#y BY 2gmn Fa =Ug 7|t
2 ol ol Ay 7z AA7E 198072 il
A Aut Fxo] HEF HA HAG FHYol HE

71 N &SR TH5,18]. oldutet F2 ek 72
G BES A Agn Fad] FPE AR UL
o] ¥ ZYH I2ZE Aoz A4A zo ZRA
Tz9 A 5E A xstArH18~20].

Z7)d e e 2 A7Ae FECE 198073
HY 72 AAE HHIENE FA R AR
1 olg} Haisled 7| Ze) A B S HEStetn
E5A7 Uzl 21~25], oleldt A7 &5 Eot
o AAE AHse HAs A dE HER A
dlo] AHAo R AMEEHY| Bries dAzte HEES
AXNER A FAVoR wEe A7t B

KR PR



o ol AdAe 2 Aeg A2sd Al
olH7] wWEoln wtio) Pz} B g A
A ot B, 2 2 A BAd MiEo] ©7
e 349 dASNME 2 275 2 4 99

9, Zdelle HA a3 g by A A8
£ A 2&A dor Fx WAA T2 4
WA & g o) &ata] FHE T2 A &
& ¥ole ALA A zele) A feste 7 )
A 71 BEAE xAleta A AA A 2g
SHATH26). 12l3, 7129 48 3 94 Teo
ol At A3 750 WAH g MSC/
NASTRANZ o] &3lo] HA ¥4 g 214 2 2
A Frss AHEATE do 2 dstn 12 s 2
FE A WFE ad dBE AXS FYgste 58
ol Az m cH27,28).

weha], olo] A@E o] FAA FAHUY AT
Al €8 dEE 4o o Yee afstmat
Eia=

Aol A 19819 Lloyd A #3& 2eg
WHEA Y A B wE 94 2 o)
H g 2

A 2o HH3E e 3EoE dx
ol BRE ¥d 32 A& 5 Uv18].

., 1983ARE 1984 AA gAut
Tad FEo2 AAdEA £ @ 2
ol o] FAHU19]. dA7INE £HAS
AzH7A2] 183 A=S st o HA
¥ & AAETE A gl AnE o
Bd9 tHol iy e & i
3729 Z7tdl WE Az wge Frte M
= d340] =&2H307) w ot

.
i)
=

sEde 48 AW e HHALA 29
et ol 22 =22 FAWR0]. o)& 7
o AW A FZ AALHE A FRHAET] A
4 AAA Berog XgEE A 2052 2
ot FEHAA felg AAW X 2 e S
tool o1& Aojuls A Aadogs 713 A
HAAY 271 AAE 98 A8 g8 10% ~30%
Aze FF A4aINE AL F Uyt

EY, FAMY] Z1EAA NN 2o AR EEA
A4 £Fg g d7E FFH e Fstd] A
4 Fa =) o HH5 A9x o]&H 3
3} Fdol EAGA HA 8L FFAIEY &%
ol HAH21]. whA, A AA FAMalAN 72 A
AZ Yot &S T2 ad85so] CADE oj 83}

Fh

®31L BIR

FEOE AF A4 ANS ATehs AAAZE &
g ad TP ANAY FEE 28T F Qe
AA H4ks 9 Agste] 83 AR o A
=UATH E3, sojetulo]lae FEo2 SHE AR
o] Z&AHA Azt 9 =t o3 o] f 2
1988\ 2 HE] FArte] 4A ey A7 3L 2
g AA Aatst Zaoad side] APHJ D LA A
o2 1989\ KH HAA A 2 dFioe ¥F
A2 APsA IAcH24,25].

1991l AN e E8lstd s 73 <
&S Tole S YUY, £ At e A
A F2 A AHEE 5 e LA A==k A
2o @Rste) 24 A 71y 54E 2Abeka 4
A AH dAC Agstdt. A T2 N mde
dides 3 84 B2 FHHT Qo A
AA dueEolAd A ¥, 14 240, 24 g
o) AMEAe] 9] H el sojot slug MA) PR G
=& gy HMe 8 g4 dHoletE W
23l B4 F4E FH@sof s} f3 24 =2
297 JAHHA Z2ode] EYdog EAT A
T+ o]t 9 d AV AT £8 59 84
mdo] tigsi=ly AR Wl wslge] mel 43
84 Zzade AN AiE wHE AAtslojol go
2 A A v 98 g oMY B
AL e 98l /3 84 HolElE A Hge
dta A A 2dE Y 4 93 HH A g
1 5SS WAs dBE ANE 3T F e A
£ T2 28 (MSC/NASTRAN)S 1992 RE A}
salon vt B AL zzaddMe §3 a4
7Y doleld AA M2 o] AMgAl HF A7
2dg 2387 Wi F3 84 A B A
WEY A9 2 S A AA AN HFAA A
g0 7t 4 289 B d¢d FAE o
£ w3, AA Wprt ¥l met Wsksie
7z $HE AL Ao 4] 3 N 1
42 2 AA 93T g A8k vHE Alat 234
M FAF FA A 2d g ol g5tn Yot HE +
Z e A HFEE ol &dtd A ZHEA
AEad.

3.2 d¥2d3del A%

1980 o] EoiXEA FE HAH3 7|HE 53
AA Fx A7 sRAoR AE[29~31]=E 07t
1987 dEE 19919714 Metigtus 3528 &
24 4 AHg g A4 Fx2 AA System |,

14

)

15



I. I&/Wgadu32~34].

System [lXE Lloyd A8 #3& otez
Conventional Tankerd| g 2= B9 4
% A4, 975 ¥ HAh $% 44 2 Tank
of 78w g wHE AA AA H& FIF AA
& Fdsldth. =3, Lloyd A& 32 2¢e=
AR EMG e FYE Fae 4 FF A,
D/B Griallge &4l 213 Cargo Holde Ha &
F 2AE FAstATH32,35].

System I 9lA& System [ & &4AA Lloyd,
DnV A7 7&l 93 Conventional Tanker2]
#Hz Fz MA, Lloyd, DnV AF 74 23
Narrow Wing Tanker® #Hz 3#2x 4dA ¥
stringer type AW H4 S HAE FYotHd
o}, olo gigt Y go2e 7 Mg Ao g3 4
T RAY Ha FEAA, 7 AFE o] A 9
o FAE RAY HA FF HA L 4 Hgd
Tank® 78 WA & n2ig d4 AAe Ao FF
AAE TP, B A EL Yt 7
Ad 18 T2 FA9 H4 2% A4, 4=
2 D/B Grillage Z%=& FAldl a3 Cargo
Hold® H& F# AAE 3519 cH33,36,37].

System [oM+E FE2A 2L sy Aladl] 9
oA eHe AR oE vl o3 g IR EAI
TF(IMO)o M F24e] o3 A7t o7 28-S HA|
shobE H A o] F A7t Fadd dis HA Fx
AAE s HAtH34,38,39].

olo] gt g oz= 7t Mg Ao o3 A=
Kol Ha FoF AA, 4 AFE o] s ot
A= B HA T AA, ol M o
corrugated type ¥ stringer type¥ZA¥el A
F& AA, 7t AFE Tankd +8 #jxE 233
A AAe HA F3% HAE A, £33
Tank B1XA] MARPOL £ o8& <olE 7] ¢l
MARPOL A4 =2a#& Adsdn 4 HA
Azl E8% Sol 4 A5E A5 U4 scant-
ing sheetZ st o F45F9 A% drawing
Z2 RS AT

ol digk M UES THE FA, U= ¥
A, AAY FA 2 A A ol FHH dAE

Feete B4 g B Fuzl gt

o

O,

].,

o

H:L Tl ofgl
HaHE i BB

16

AL AGE BYSD FYRE U3 Aol 44
1B £ 4 el A%

Bo A52A Unx A5
sl ek AnA2 dad =

g "“19} Qﬁ‘roﬂ/‘iJ HA ’“74 i Algs
T2 Asidot #HA A T2a9& Hooke &
Jeeves direct search methodZ o] &3l 433
Fom discrete valued £olsiAl A& & U=FH
ZFRg 2 FHEE AH] 2Ee

3.2.2 ko] Aol o3t A Ao HaFT

ol sl Mol olgt AT FAe] HAFF A
A e A FHFEE T web HATE
web frame F+ZE2 modelingd & ¥yt
A 2m[40] <8l 4 =
of WEe $8E Abetn of &l 3§
Hololol| QlomM Mzt Feko] HAT) HESE
ATE 43t9rct

AA e olF 12U ES webd FAlo|H
web9] Fo|, AstH flanged 3} FAe T
B 28 AbEstnt £a 9ol PR tafA
' webd &0l % FA, 3% flanged] &3 FAE
AA Aeg gged A flanges T4T FAl
A g ARSI Al 2Hog2E 4 2AY &8
28 &8, & Ad I 7 FA web ¥
flangeol & 42 & 93 H4 FAZ 28U
HA AA Za2a1WL Hooke & Jeeves direct
search methodZ ]38l T481on discrete
value® &ol3H ¥ 4 UEE 2% 2 FE:
g Ads| 2489t

Huh‘s} Eijau_,] 0_9. E 0]
9 300K D/B.D/S Tankez% o2 st DnV
2 Lloyd AgolM HAste o5 20 9 & &
ol wha} i T HAAE -’Féﬂ g & 7]Ee AA
A 2 Mzb ) dl ek

4z oo Hr o Q. = gy
=T\ <O T %

gelstr] el 150K

3.2.3 7o) #lXell <% BAY Ao HrgEF A
7ol Mol o3l FAY A9 A4 FH¥ HAE
delAe 84S Grillage T2ER modeling®
Z oukal At AW 98] Grillage 14 3
&to] b Fajol LAsE GG Alaksta o] §0]
&g 28 Weotd] gloma Mzt Fako] Havt H

=
=

KSR



LE FA AFE AFdAT. HA wee 7
stringere] ol ‘3—1 S, 3l% flanged! Z3 FA
ojtk, AA W4g Fol7] Y8 A4 flangez &4
e B ME el A AFE ALEFH o
T FEZE AEEAY. A 2Ho2Ee F
stringer® & 5% &Y, 4 Ad ¥ 7}
stringer®] web ¥ flange?| A& WA E 3 A4
FA R s,

A dA 28 Hooke & Jeeves direct
search method& o} &3t #4319 2™ discrete
value® &0t A& = UEE T L sHE

SELDESET RS

3.2.4 Tank«l 78 W E ne g A4 A9 Ha
& A

Tankgl T8 A& e A4 dAe A4 5
ZF AAE e dAsEE IR 78 A
o w2} principal dimension, 3% Zo], 2744
AR F AW AR E WHIAA A DA A7
&0l FHAv} He=34 Tankd 738 wixE 4%
o}ﬁ’iﬂr AH AAe dg FFE P37 A
AAE A, 4 2 HulR2 yra 8383
Bof thef %]74‘33 A, web frame A5 2 249
o] AR E FFAIA dolM 7 Gy Zo|d Y=

S F# &9 A4T %’7‘5 A2 gAY 5
A ] %“%*% EQ2 354 §Eo 47t FHE 7
sty A4y 9 dojRe %“‘%‘—’F% T2l 9 A7}
FHE 33 A4 AAe A7 S Fetant

78 Wi i A 2PoZE*MARPOL
(SBT,PL)& meldted MARPOLe] &5 = w3
A=A HEIZE 3

frame A& F%F 4A grillage 7289 HA $F
AA 181 fore masty] HA FF A Z2a9
& AEEA. HAg e Re vAFEY g
tadient projection H# ZH@AHS Hooke &
Jeeves ¥, Nelder & Mead Simplex¥, random
search B& AH&slgon, Aa 2ol e &4
& Agt o] gl FAR "o & external
penalty function®& Z=§sled A3}

3.3.1 A s EA FUThE FRA ) 25 AA41]

H31E /IR

MEBEMY Y 9 AA A3 VHE =
gt & Ag 7 F39 4= A9 A5
ARste T2aYs g8t M4 FEe i
Al A4S BRI
X3l 7|Y o 2E gradient projection®d HE=
Hooke & Jeeves? AHEAMH random search
H3} external penalty function®|S Z&sta] Al
L3tk A MeRe AF g A% s
Hel FHA ¢ AAYA Fako]l 2 FAA FA, A
Ha T8 BAAY Hold AX £F EA2A, hop-
per side tank ZAF B7A . hopper side tank
23 274, top wing tank AAMH E”XH wing
tank &% B3A9 A F 8o dA W A
At dA g oJste] A HAXE ﬁ&r"d%‘%
7]?—0] LIRS Eﬂ g2 gukE]l FRAA A
B tE Y T RG] MYdnt B 220
"'“OJWL *ﬁﬂ -% ‘4\5}‘?2 F o FYUE T

»E mlm

_l

we, 3'424 @741 ﬁaﬂ Fojl e 20 D

S BN ol selAortE, 27 BAS 5
= A% 29 Famd g dehil ste

2 Zzaddds AF FHAA AAse 44
M FYVRASE AP 202 sk

: -2 186K, 220K 4HA

P e

A’;

% v

e
»
iy
e
Q
=
I
L!
ﬁ

to rx

ofr Lot

(W)

(o)

Do

Ho

N

rx
ofN
o2
re

=2

PN

-z
2

. lo
e

oa

ofN
of
Y
o
ub

4z
2
lo
0
i

iih)
ox
ol
s
o
)
ol
L
lo
[l
a2
ot

! i
2
o,
ot
e
o
o
-

2 4y pd myl
oN HE rE o Qo 3B :

Lo lo

1 60i =
o AHeE HAE Vs "J@ﬂ%ﬁﬂ
Y random search¥°] &
Anz HH3s /gl AYsidh F
a7 A3t A wigRs A, ’d?ﬂ
25 24 7t A& o F= 4
dAe +4, ”7\334' —r”ﬂ bR R 4
7o) daA T ANE Hetd,
f2A0 AR AA Z2adE 439 AF A
HeHR A3 068~161% A=Y F&F Tart
Hedre B Fnh. =3 95K AR kel o
st ERAQ HA: F% AA 2o Hd dF
g 20 A4 FH A4 =229 grillage T
29 A 23 4A T2 oA S o] sl T A

Fﬁooﬂ—{o}-m

Tl

nqo
Y o
re
=2
L=
B _I?.i oX ox o

< ]

T

o 1%
ol

ol o

H

17



g #Ysdn. 1 2% 883 2ol 444z
Lolstd 3292 AL 9 8.5 Ton/m(2.0%)
o Fgo] B2EE < 4 U

3.3.3 2 YR Ha F% 4A[44]

2 Z2aPL AF F2eA Ed] e 23
4 frame 729 HA T 4AE 2H oz L
Atk AA2l web frames U 52 e 2319
ETZR o33 & v}, o] 33 BErxe dd
< 133 84 74 ¥, span pointd g 22
I BAAR Y pdFel TE dEdyez 74
229 frame A& &4 Zzadoz HHE £3
A Bk, A7)z A3 1M e 2 Hooke &
Jeeves Y ¥ gradient projection Y& AM&sH L
o, A 2o de FAE AT =] gle oA
2 "ol F= external penalty function H=
Z3sto] AtgatE .

A2l web framed HeAT Age = 9o
top flange®] @3, webd Zol ¥ webel F4
5 AA WaE 370019, cross tiet 2°] plate
flange7t %% AR ZAE3kA G& Avode
top falnge® ©@AAIY ZL L2 Gy &
&, top flanged A& Z3 FAE 788 4%
AA A D AT 2HY F7F gobA Al Al Y
Aol Bt FAE7] ol HAuks HgR A
.

24 3= 3 web framedl A R F&
£ #H3Fom web THAL oo} FAY Bt
50Rt & A% dwtdog BAE FRang &2
AE g webd ©HAEE AFESAT AT =
e 72t A g FaA 9 FHuale o
%34 <9, 9% %9 % Von Mises

], A
589 9828 Aanh

N

&

o N A o)
i o|o

offt

3.3.4 Grillage 7289 #4 2% 44

Grillage 729 #A A4 209 4z, o
A G o] FA TR} o] 22k TR 2 0|43 F
YE FEEY FL: ¥ HAE EHoz NEHA
om 3z XA 231 grillage AL MY Tz
AL ALgstE A Yol web framed HA %

A L ez s
3.3.5 33 Awe] H4 F2 MA[45.46]

_]
olFA Fxo AN &3 Uehte AR s-
toold Ze 9E Ay Hi ¥ AA T2 Yo

18

24 Wy ol23 Hooke & Jeeves H 2 ex-
teranl penalty function¥-% %3 #HH s}t 7|9
& ol gsld FASAT. B Awe HA FHS
stool ¥-8-9 F# uy HEo] FHod FEHE
ol 93 BEo v &2 o 40% W 2E stool T+
Z71 249 & oy REEE HAG7)E A A
A Adel HAsgn Brle ¥ wepA, & =
2agedMde 38 FE A5 B2 stool®] ¥
T AA dgo TN, BA d2 3y 7R
o Fo] A3 stoold] THE ¥ FHES A
o A3 g FYstes skt

Ag z2doze 38 &9, Ad

i

ole
B
I3
ol
olo
S

I Ad AFA 2 7HE &3 fﬂ%ﬂ% A9
olm), RE AF 2UEo| 2L FLEES FEE A

T8E Al AT

A3lo] ALEE A e 3E ¥EY T,
38 2529 flange &, 98 ¥ ¥ w
2 stoold] Eo], AR stoold Eol9 ¥ AlEe
% 594 dol 5 6/ & Fatdrt.

B4 2 A4 Z20Rg A 488 A3t
% 25% A=Y FF A4S 7INE + Utk 4%
g d9len 7] AA dAdA Al 7lstetE
ewto 2 sEgdeo Ha % AAE AT HF
S ARE F9len, A HAA A 7 FEY 2
% Fyted ol &gz ity H4 FF 4
Aol 7]ed & 4 A& Folth,

T8, 7)EF F-Bo] X E3 ol 24 = Fore mast’t
propeller?] 712 Fahgo} Frlo] WA etA] s
s ko] A4l He gAY A5¢E A s
fore mast %4 AA ZZ21¥E Hooke & Jeeves
W3} external penalty function®& 2d%sted A
Watg on o]t 7] AA Fope] CpFdY A
Mal Z2ad 5 A 71yE Mk dAC A &st
= A+E FPea

4.4 o

o 43} 2ol A P2 AA ol W F =
Hael A4 71%e HE AF L AgE AR
A3 e 2o e A 4 9

D) AR e B3 AHs )lee 284 47
g 2 AG 27do] Basta 2w drge) Wbt
2z} A AYel ¥ Bax e

= oAYel e A8 4P ATHE T U g

Y
o
20
fr
A
1
s}

KOS PR



A 9 Az Ado] gle Autsd e ¥ s
& A5 Hgo] 72y ARE AP 452 A3}
Ak AA «]E°ﬂ’\1 Holdt 218 & 71540 24
H2 AR Ago] Y@ sl w A A
AZFE AN A 413 A 2 TF717F oA o}

2) 2dele dA a3d tg AA 2 dES

& ggHQ WY ow 1z WA 12 &) A of) A
A2 U o] &sle] FHE F29 N A8 ol
= Xﬁ’éﬁ] Alz=dle] et gEste) 2t a4 7y
& ZAVeta AA AR dAd A gata glo
AAA ANARS B} gRA0 2 A} 43517
53 A W4 e F 2 Ao ga
22| &3] gRasli}.
) V1Y FE RfF 84 T2 AL o] L3
22 g, AR i 2 A 2A5E AR A
oz dAstd Pz Y ARE A WSFE shd
LuE AN FY3he 580 H3Hm o] By
g THEc)n AR HAFR dA HIEn
Aok, ey o] o FoE = A 5y
ol Aol EAstn2 ALgA A oko] wact

4) 3% 7)E0] A5 GAd A9 Exdo] et
i g4 HH5s Y 4L T N 2R
S &4 HE 4+ AL ¥ oYY st wme
Computerg ©| 8319 Ht} Aol Az &
HA A 295 A& 5 9lo] oA gol AA AA
o] Age 4= & Ao 7luHr)

¢

§4 40 B o7
o2 o Ja
gg " ﬂllﬂ o

W

5. 8% o7 wa

ABAA oY R 2A Aol A T2 4
A SE B3 Tl%e] UE A7E B2 GF
vebrlobg #3140l dig A7 Fe wAG
W ket 2ol Lok F A

|

D A #2537 Zo] gdoly s 1282
HA3) 71jel 93 HAE Fygstn 44 242
A AT 0 F AMESY) Yl e B AL Ao
STHE T A AEE Fol7) A3 afA uhi g
o] Has]ofo} dtny AA FAE FEd] Ueh
71 1% H7t 7]%@]5& 270%)& A1 o) & 78
3}“ W& TNgste]of gt

71 &9 E} g A5} 7| ol fsle] A3
’\1i A3t Mixed optimization Hg 9] 7j@o] 3
L3t a A4y 71Ee g B & Package
FHE HdstgdozA 43 vla AE 58 HA

E31E W1

Hefafobd Aoz A4dn

; T& 1 B o v)Ee g

o FHThs melt AAleA glolu zu]7) A
= A ddisted JE3EAd T ady

., o] & A7) el AzHE A4dts) 9

& Cost Modeling @ Cost Optimizationol gt

A7t Haste)

4) 48 F9 84 34 PackageE B3 HH A
A A Adsord EAle 7];4 Black Box
Package2 5 HA sl o HHES oY=
Wy e gl Hasin 53 Ao B A =Y
o] e A% 71#9 PackageEe 3= HUl%
Post Processorg A g8tA] &AW A 7&e] o
17H7P ol MFE F gl A7l uEqog o

£ o] Moo} g}

5) BAS Mol % ZATe vd 54 g4
AN ool FEHE B4 F4EL FPHem
AESHol gl EAFF7T ZAsy A4 o
2] gl A Zhat T2 2 o] EA gl uet
oot Al 43 sloof ?15}‘:}. whaba gro 29
HAgo Mde dEdds 9 g A48 24

] ste 71 el N e yaste] WAt of g}

Y HA Aot Aee A B e B
Xﬂ% sjdaty) flg W} Aol dashy 7]Ea
2 el HERE oy $RY TAE ddsle
g gHAI7E lemz #H o] G453 2E g Hol1 9}
& Genetic Algorithm& o83 #W ol sljdo] g

:ﬁw

AA AA FEA] FEHoR Fad] R¥E
T 9»1% A 2317 54 g7 e A IA
g QIzte] =AE wd V)] Rug A Bol
old] FAle HAYE 8 FuzzyNdS 8% 3

H8h% sk Aol vgAsi.

Mo
rak

110

i}

[1]  Johnson, I. and Ovrebo, B., "Optim-
ization Studies of Hull Constructions
of Large Ships, with Different Steel
Types Taken into Consideration”, N-
STM66, 1966.

[2] Moe, J. and Lund. 8., “Cost and
Weight Minimization of Structures
with Special Emphasis on Longitudi-
nal Strength Members of Tankers’,

19



Trans. Royal Institute of Naval
Arch., Vol.110, No.1, 1968.

Moe, J., Kavlie, D. and Lund, S
"Optimum  Design of Ship
Structures”. SNAJ, Vol.128, Dec.,
1970,

Moe,J., ‘Integrated Design of Tanker
Structures”, European Shipbuilding,
No.3-4, 1972.

AEA, "HAS 7 E ol &3 HA FY
dHe] HA T A", ez EI A
A 179, 1980.

Moe, J., "Optimum Design of Stati-
cally Indeterminate Frames by
means of Nonlinear Programming” .
Meddlese SKB [ /M12, 1968.

Lund, S.. "Tanker Frame Optimiza-
tion by means of SUMT Transforma-
tion and Behavior Models”. Med-
dlese SKB I /M17, 1970.

Kavlie, D. and Moe,J., "Automated
Design of Frame Structures’. ASCE,
Vol.97, No.ST 1, Jan., 1971.
Kitamura, K., “Studies on Optimiza-
tion of Ship Structures(2nd report)-
optimum design of grillages’. SNAJ,
Vol.130, 1972.

Hughes, O. F. and Mistree, F., "A
Comprehensive Method for the Auto-
mated Optimization of Ship Struc-
tures”, PRADS77, 1977.

Morris, A. J., Foundations of Struc-
tural Optimization:A Unified Ap-
proach, John Wiley and Sons Ltd.,
1982.

Avriel, M., Nonlinear Programming
Analysis and Methods, Prentice-Hall
nc., Englewood Cliffs, N. J., 1976.
Pareto, V., "Cours d" Economie Poli-
tique”. Rouge, Lausanne, Switzer-
land, 1896.

Kuhn, H. W. and Tucker, A. W,
“Nonlinear Programming’.
ings of the 2nd Berkeley Symposium
on Mathematical Statistics and

Proceed-

(23]

[25]

Probability, Edited by J. Neyman,
University of California Press,
Berkeley, 1951.

Cohn, J. S. and Marks, D.H.,
“Multiobjective Screening Models
and Water Resources Investment,
Water Resource Research, Vol.11,
No.2, 1975.

Kirsh, U., "Multi-Level Approach to
Optimum Structural Design”, ASCE,
Vol.101, ST1, 1975.

Urm, H. S., "Optimum Structural
Design of Submersibles”, Ph. D The-
sis, University of Newcastle upon
Tyne, 1991.

A8, g2, g, A4F, "Opt-
imization Theory and its Application
to Bulk Carrier Design”, 71&dd, &
Az, 1981.

Optimal Design of Ship Structures,
AHF3Y AAFA P, FEATE
1A, 1984,

38, HAsEANe oty Ad HA A
A 239, ddFay AR gFd T4
H3A, 1985,
“A}-X—]ﬂ%k]/] Zo}
NE5Ed FREAE AR, 1988.
838 9 Computer Aided Midship
Section Design of Bulk Carrier based
on L. R. Rule and H.H.l. Practice,
Hyundai Maritime Research Insti-
tute, Report(SD88161), April, 1988.
Juh-Hyeok Ham, Oi-Hyun Kim and
Jung-Youl Kim,
Application of Interactive Screen
Management System for Initial Ship
Hull Design”. Proceedings of the
1990’s Ship & Offshore Sturctures
Congress in Korea, Aug., 1990.
g8 AHE A, HHg B
Z A HakA 2" -3k s 2

Fedd #4471 d

il

‘Development and

of olgh 27] P& AA AlsY-(138R
). BNFEY A FETL BaA,
1991.

Holg, AAEgAe] T2 HA HAA 2

AERP RS



[28]

E“J -2 A Al 28 (3R R A),
WETE AR gA T+ BHuA,

1991.
AAd, wFg 24, THA 2 3
A QA Y, dExAgs =83,
A298 A2&, 1992.
A8, “Application of MSC/NAS-
TRAN Optimization in Ship Struc-
tural Analysis”, Proceedings of 10th
MSC/NASTRAN User’s Conference
in Japan, Nov., 1992,
#HoZ MSC/NASTRAN® #H=A AA
715 AHES HE AA 2 A8 de A
Ael T2 MY HolFad AutE
FAs HaA, 1992,
A4, Js% "Lloyd Rules] 9l 4t
AgEAe HA FH AAT, e24 7
€4}, Vol.2, No.5, 1984.

<5, 9A4, 484, "Lloyd Rule®l
o3t O/T9) Ha F& 44", ez xg
3 FAATEEE, 1985.

if\, D]7_-”/\] oh‘sl-H
o fraA FUEe »44- e
gtz etg)2), #4227 31 1985.
445 9, Oil Tanker ¥ Bulk Canler
of HA Fx AA Aag] AL(]), NE
Sty A7 EATA HaA, RHS87*
037. 1988.
2% 9], Oil Tanker 2 Bulk Carrier
o HA Fx AA Alad AL, AE
Wetm FdAT4 RuM, RIES89-
036, 1990.
A5 9, Oil Tanker ¥ Bulk Carrler
o] A F2 AA A" PR, A&
gty FEATA HaA, RIES90-
052, 1991.

9, A5 "dutstd AAL A

12
rO(

(o)

=

F31E B1M

2

AR Ha 2% AA7
ZAATFEES], 1989,
5 U, TAF 7384 98 #2
Y FZ2 A @3 va 47
Aere) FADFEES . 1989,
%%, "Narrow Wing Tanker
5‘4~| T2 A B/ AP, A
., 1990.
1%’\* o] 3§ "olF Mzt &
22 £z AdA SystemNE, T
3] FAATERES 1991
,Yse, AE olF A4 f2Ad
T+ AA System T, s
FAATEES], 1992,
s, A 72 A 9 A
whsl AAL Ay el wE
3t8] =53, M20¢ A4

e iy

o 10 o

] et
=
5.

| o

s i

o 12 o R
i

)
JkL

o 1%
Atk

4o
o .
e

L H
=2
i
PN
[
1

o
}O{I
o2
of
=

I L - |
% AA, AdEF2d
ok L4 Ha1A | 1986.

. D/B & D/H Tanker® =
§]r program N3, 2 F
A4 KA, 1992,
CEA Au A 2z
-Tanker®] &4 Z% 4A, A4
Mursld 4 Bnal 1987,
2%, "Tankerd #HA F% A &
}011 AMubpzd s wEs], 1988,
#3435, 93 A9 HAH AdA program,
”"3%“3‘{1 Aot 4 HanA,
1985

w
.
@)
(*3
b
k‘>

r T oHo lob rR oM o2 rx 10 o2 PN oo PN 10 0N £ ok oop Wb o

T
Z
2

o}

©
o]
H

2N AU )

~ o r

et
fo

JE ] oox J
R =)
(=]
o ﬁi L
OH ofy

off b

O{N it

L

b 4o o

[e]

jat

21



