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Abstract

Antlion optimization algorithm has good search and development capabilities, but the influence
weight of elite ant lions is reduced in the later stage of optimization, which leads to slower algo-
rithm convergence and easy fall into local optimization. For this purpose, an antlion optimization
algorithm based on immune cloning was proposed. In the early stage, the reverse learning strate-
gy was used to initialize the ant population. The Cauchy mutation operator was added to the elite
antlion update to improve the later development ability of the algorithm; finally, the antlion was
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cloned and mutated with the immune clone selection algorithm to change the position and fitness
value of the antlion, and further improved the algorithm’s global optimization ability and conver-
gence accuracy. 10 test functions and 0~1 backpack were used to evaluate the optimization ability
of the algorithm, and applied to the size and layout optimization problems of the truss structure.
The optimization effect was found to be good through the force effect diagram. It is verified that
ICALO is applied to combinatorial optimization problems with faster convergence speed and
higher accuracy. It provides a new method for structural optimization.
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1. 518

TR BRI A S0l AL B AR S b K — LS W) s M ROAT 9 R, R AR (] R g AT 42 R S0 —
Fhidke I JLAER, SEAA T — RAIFDHR Re i 5%, an: 8G9 (Ant Clony Optimization, ACO),
PiEELAL H % (Loin Swarm Optimization, LSO), AKIRAE {52 (Grey Wolf Optimizer, GWO), figifafiiib 5
#%(Whale Optimization Algorithm, WOA)%54%, X $6 5L B [ 1400k, A8 & VG FI[2] 57 HAag R e i,
BTz 1E FH T S A Ak [3] o L S O B A s )RR S R, 2015 AEMUKFINEAE # Seyedali £ Hy— i
B e S BN U AL 1L L5 (Ant Lion Optimizer Algorithm, ALO), H &N T ik B4k il @i [4]. BAR
ALO HyEsE i i, EREEA SR, Wk E R, SRS, SHiinocE &N
k5 41 5305 (Whale Optimization Algorithm, WOA). IF 42 3% 513 (Sine Cosine Algorithm, SCA) DA K 1% g #4 5L
%(Slap Swarm Algorithm, SSA) B — @l btk Har, WO Bk 2oyl v 21 ot AWL[5], SVM
(Supported Vector Machine) [6]. Elman #2804 L R FEATHLREE[ 7] 3R S5 J5 17), FREUS 7 3RLF I R

{ER WSO AY SRV 5 A S OB 52 e BN 2/, 5 S 22 O e, 3 002 5 BN SR i e A, i
SR B 508 SR AR P AR B W R 7], I AE SRAR 2 BEF TAEZ S O AL S vE AT T ek, N T4 sE
(4 R AR R RE IR ARG B, 2R o) e A5 [810dd WOWB i A7 B e AR M s ) 48 R i i, I R 0 IO B 4 ¢
RA X S R [91ET B 1 B 1ot 1 4 OIS 1) v A SR IR S5Oks FE A5 B9 s X /N EI 45 [10]
AT L S ) 0y 2R R R SO SO ORI A BV A R U SO B AR B R . O T BN 2 R
TR [LL]K 22 43 A AR I NSO A S35, 3@ J 1 2 ) Semg [12] Sodt T Mg a8 ) s B v B . A T A
VRSO A 35355 ) B 30 53 B e U 1) R Haydlar Kilic 25 [7]18 F A 0% 226 £ 5K 0028 ALO B3 v i T
WSO %) B 2 3[R B O B SO B K, i RS A T 1 A SR R RE ) MR B R B ) Alaa
Tharwat SF[13]F2 7 3T VRV SR R 551 ok B OB 002, D i i 2RV T, R B T8

DA PO AR SR ol BARAE —EVa N _BIb T EEVE N R s i el RevE . HR SO S
M EIEAT R CSORE FE R, TR R =55, R — S se, STk, %5 ERM A R a8
X MR ZE WO AT YR BN [14], B R REFEN R, B R 1) 2% 2] S B S0 i e o, =F M2 R,
e BABORIR R RE I ALO SLIEMEF (T A RE I/ 1ICS SHIEAMEE A [15] [16], FR i —FhdE Tk
o B OB Ak 0925, I PO REAT R . AR R R AP A IR R 5T KR . 18
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ES))

i 10 ANJEAEDN R H 17107 BRI AL S DA S0 [18], AREILHE St e WO AR AL SE AR B e A
SRS AN FACIERE , I HLAE R 55304 S B TR v BT L P 4

2. EARHBITHILEE

Bz BP0+ [19] [20]:
1) E I E SIS, B XA D, EARKECN T, RIS BENLI Gt N AN
i
2) I E A I SRR A — AN, I e HE— NSO L, RIS A B
X(t)= [0,cumsum(2 p(t,) -1 cumsum(2p(t,)—1,---,cumsum(2p(t, ) —1] (1)

Fortr, cumsum REHHAEE BB SN E A, n REIIERUK, t FoRBENUT 5 (AT 5T IR
RIERAD, p(t) & AHEHLER AL
3) A RHAT I L ALTR
X\ =(Xi—a)(d —c!) /(b -a)+c 2

A X FORIG IR SR § 4558 t UOEARIR AL E &, b, 2 AL SO K RS, o, di A sz i R 5
N TR e e VG AR B, B | xR
| =10%/T ©)

Hop 1 2=, FORTES t R EER RN R/ ME R &, T4RERIERKE, q HERREAE,
[R5 SUTTESS t UEAR P AR AEAR B d KA 1)
4) B 5 — It PR R A T 2 W S L X I R IO 3 I8 B B A GO T PRI, A A7 AE — BUK RE
WK 2 A s 7 B 54, O B A A A 8RR N B B
5 FH TR SISO 2 38 S AR S5 D0 AT O, TSP s A S0 300 T 2 4 e e RIORS 05 S s [ e B AL
Ged ik e MOIATE, W R FTR:
Ant; =(R} +R{)/2 4)

Horp Ry FRE t U AT W5 e L e 8 PR I SO A BRI BEM LI 50, Re RAE S t U b 5636 1S JE Ui
fRIBE ML AE »

6) WEUSCRL L SR A TF SR L b B A S I RS SO HE AT PO, AR 3 LR (RN 4 R
SR, Un R IO PSR OB, ) ST AL B

7) AERERIRCR RIS R, IR R, SIS LR AR

3. BT s a1 R
3.1 RE% 35Kk

ALO WIIHF B ZBENLA B, TS A 5), SRR Z e, SRR RRSGE E TR,
%% Tizhoosh [21] (2005)%2 Hi i A %% ) S0 R, B SR BENLAE IATaaFhAE, SR Ja @k WIan Mo A i s 1m)
FREE, A BB IR T — AP B . 1) 2% 2] SR B 0% 16 358 5 SE A M I R S i) Mk
H TR B AR AR A BT, AR TS EERSOERE, I B T I m) 5 o SRS B X 24X
WHTH R, RIS 2R, BB R R

E%N%Mﬁﬁ%&ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ@%%i&w=p;mmfm%]
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Xi":rand-(c{+dit)—xi ®)
M =N?/N+1 (6)

R BEATLAE B B SRR AN L S (R0 A 5 F D9 — BT R RE, SROBTRI R (038 S FE PR B, R I N P A
TS, BT M A SRRAIAGR A 58T (R B ISR AR AR 7 Rl PR S i e A AL A ol 1 o e 2
N AB AR, BRSO R IE S AR, LIRS N A AT ARSI, BB HT M I 9 i
BRI
3.2. BT HIEER AR BT

A — AR U AR AR 1 1 ERU O R BE AR R BE T, RIS CE R A aT R, Az
WSO RIS S WON R R ML A RIS, DRLAE JE S SOLBE TR, B B = U i, i RN,
DRI, S SCAEAE SO ) SR IR 51 N AT P AR S BT [22] A V8 48 S e 08 70K S A Jo) BB DX AT 4 R, il
REFE R UM FEREAL IS, MR R M S IL I RE Sy, MDA % X 7 B
1

m{lJ{X XU]]
e
e, x, RAEZSHE, yR KT 0 WAL RE, yR&—DSd. AHHix =0, y=1, H Atk

FIPa oA o SR AT MR T L RR L, AR B R I AN T 2, (HAREON AR T L B 2L
B xo He 0 A1 R K in X (8) s :

g(X;X0!7): )

G(x):%+larctan(x) 8)
T

W0 73 A1 5 IR 70 A Al e e A AR b, LR S ST B AR A s Wl s i 0F HR SRR TR,
AERHIBATREE, e 08 5 I A AR s ) BB HEAT 4 R RS S SO A 8 28 A R s«

leset(t) X(t)+X()*G(X) 9
(K (0, F (X (0)> £(X,(0)
Xi“*”‘{xi(t),f(xm(>)s f(%, (1) oo

b, £ (X (1)) RS SEBOILE S t OB KGR A . i = aitah, 5145 5kBk R At it .

A5 SO T A TE RS A T S AN, (E 2 SRRS SR SO0l P B A 4 A v U 2 i A 1 S AR
IERE 2 5y — WO, fE 2 e A RE R, 2 M VB RO S O S P A P A R s B0 B
NJRAR, PR T BT 4 SRR AE WSSO AT 22 Rk 2 A S TP A R — A ek O B

3.3. BIARLGIRRE

3.3.1. BB REIRFE X (Immune Clone Algorithm, ICA)

9% o B R 592 [23] (Immune Clone Algorithm, ICA): 15 S W1 4A PR BESEAT S B M P i 2 £
FSPii, @ e B R AR M PRI 2 FEvE, RIS F S E IR E O B = ik, RmE
wRAFLEE ). RO S SRR SO AP, AR I AR E DR, B A R4
(18] e EU AN G B A R R gk T DA SOUR AR Ak BB SR ke, dd it v B A R v SO AR A B R
2 e, 7RSS % AR DO B 22 WOt v SRR (e sk, LR 1 B
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Figure 1. The search process of the antlion optimization algorithm based on immune cloning

E 1 ETRERENBIMMHEENERITRE

3.3.2. ICALO KT

SR DA (OO AL SR ONHEZE , CLEEAG S 04 n > m GREAL A i 2D 5O A 9T A ICAﬁ
BRI, AR TR D B R, R TofE ., e EFEAERAE SISO R,
AT ICA SRR 5, SR R s8], PRI BV, AR AT R A . Eﬁi
BN PR

1) SeREERAE: I HRAR TR LR NG, L 3 R AU, ORAIE LA S Fr) 48 2R 2 T e Rl SR A
(Ar B, o ade HY B IO % — g ) LA REAT S, 1 n Fey i 500 ) 28 42 DA Ry R s 1 508 2 T
AR TEIL FESRN ( SELE A Dy, R E BV BL, WO AL SRRy B2, EIL7E B2 i
WLk FE BL NSUIIEAT EURL, DR B AR SCRCSE S0 B AR FZBE B R A O AT R — ek %, Bk #E B2
U, BRI B2 AU, B TERERE AL HE .

SO AT B IO AR -

A ()= {AY (1), AL (1), AL (1)} (1)
SRR AE R AR RSO LA R A X(12) o «
AP (6)= A (£) + AP (1) 4o+ AD™ (1)
={Afl)1(t),---,A§2)l(t)} +{A1(1)2 (t),, AL (t)}+...+{A1<1>mc (t), -, A (t)} (12)
={A? (1), A (1), Al (1)
Hoebr, WO N () = A xk, A e B P BT OR B IO, k S seBefr b, 2 BiatiE
W k = 3 WO A«
2) I N G ek R A A
G BRAF R TN SE R AT AR 57, RE RS BRI O 4 o SV R B MO e D R A R, R LA SCHE
WOPREL B N B RIS e R, AR

AL —AL .
AL =| AL, —Am(t) x(1+2),rand > 0.5;
AL .. —AL,,
(13)
AL, -AL
AL =| AL, +——"——min_. 1+N 01 ,rand <0.5;
 — AL
21-YT) 721 (1-yT)
e
r(t)=1- e € Tf  rand®Vm) (14)

et 2 M[-L, L]IBEHLA B, NO, 1) R AR AE IE 45 20 A1 (AT P8 B, ¢ A 24 R0 ARER OB, AL, AL,
4 A ARSI B S0 0 B

DOI: 10.12677/aam.2023.129383 3903 IR Esid


https://doi.org/10.12677/aam.2023.129383

HO

3) HRILEE

S AN R e, BN OR KR T CL L, TR O S W s Ak e T, 3 i SR R R S B
ZEWIE 48, RIS, 255 G MZEFINLEI[24], BEAGIST D E n > 3 T ACE UM T B, ZiHE
Sk E v

=

a,(AL)= [zn: fitness( AL ; )J / fitness(AL; ) (15)

Hrpr fitness(ALj ) DRGSR TR K B ESE A,  H al™ <a AL, <al™ % ms RENS (B0 U £E 5
FAR I ) 58 4 vR A 2 U R T, T B vl SR 1) 4 SR LSS

RO BB AT SRR B AE IS, 456 IZ RGICIZHLH, KRG S Ol i) Ao B DA o 7 i AL =2
2 M ORISR EE A, 243 2 T 2R, R S O 1 47 B AT B BT

| fitness (AL) - fitness(elite-AL )| < & (16)

G35 v B SRR WSS BE L . H bR BB B 2 FE VR BE AL B, RS RS S OB (I 22 (1) 4
3.3.3. phE R EREABIFALEE(Antlion Optimization Algorithm Fused with Immune Cloning, ICALO)

XFFHEEA ) ALO FE R WIS FH S 1) 2 S0 SERE T GG A Bl RE , VR SRk SR I 2EA, 3l i hn A AeT 75 4% S 4
SRR R RN TT IR RE RS RS v e R SRR R N R R, PR SRR
S AR B 2 s

Fr s
B BN, 2 4
D. BRKERRETESH v
* Ly Sk 3
RE:TGERZ S L2k Ea 2T oA - R
S 3E L BT s W R S A B ¢
v il
78 28 S B A SR PR 3 ¢
Bk IE
HAER SRR TR T ER S HRE %;
N |
} ER < THEBEAOE S EE,
THEE R RSN < RS
v v
AR 5 T AR 3 L EHRAALE
FEHERAE
L ]

MHER. &R
Hik

Figure 2. Flowchart of ICALO algorithm
& 2. ICALO Bt mizE
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4, fHECE
4.1. s R E

SR SO IR A SRR A R, G ER 10 PRI R 2 DL A 22 il NP 1) RERO S0k SV IR P e
HATEE N, HiHE AR SEAR) ALO; Rajan 5542 H 2k T IO 9% S i IR OB A4 55325 (Weighted
Elitism Based ALO, WALO); &K 5m5F 4 H S i 779 VR i OUi A A4 5592 (Anti- Adjust Chaos Based ALO,
HALO); ICA HHTXIEL. SLEGIAEIN Winl0 R45, 8GB A TF, Matlab2020a #ift. SHLE Y N: VIthiL
MR 500, e KIEAUKECH 500 Y. vt iRk, M ELEAE Matlab2020a i/ iliariz 4T 30 K.

1 ONFIR BB IEASHL, 40 T B G [25]F1 22 16 [26] SR WA i AL SIGH B2 [2 7 Bk H J) 0 B¢
RrIRE 1. b Py R EORT By sR BN SIS (B PR A, 2 SRR S sieik R AR I8 SO R R s e e
Fa~Fro BB A Z (A R EL, Horh Fo AR RN ZERE, 2R/ MEM TARF AR LA T, Fy NE23).
e . ATy AR 2GR, Fio K2 ISR B A LE MBS, BB A RIIE G A, RAE
HE 2 REIE. PR REAEF AL B & BRI, AT DU G B AL B “ B2 a1
REJ), HUEA F R A T SO B T E RORS BE  UieSiR e P R SIOE R

Table 1. Test functions

F 1 MR

BRI AL TR FHIE YrpE X [] A
F(x) =§Xf g 100 [~100, 100] 0
X)= g[loo (x —1)2} WiE 100 [-10, 10] 0
Ry (x)= i; [ X —10cos(2nx,)+10 | ZiE 100 [-32, 32] 0
F4(x)=—20exp[—o.2\/§]—exp{ ;cos(znx )}+20+e 4 100 [6, 6] 0
Fu( %Zl ] Teos(x/3F)+1 Zig 100 [-600, 600] 0
(%)% xf+[ j +(I" osuxj L 100 [-100, 100] 0
Z( L) 5 (y —xd)
- Zi% 100  [~1000, 1000] 0
(e 4,1) 410~ 2%, )
F(x)= :1(100(Xf ~%) (% —1)2) E43 100 [-100, 100] 0
F(x)= iZ:,(lOﬁ )%X'z Zig 100  [-1300, 1300] 0
Fo(X)=9(%.% )+ 9 (%, %)+ +9 (X1, %5 ) + 9 (X5, %) 2 100 [-600, 600] 0
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10 SRR ELAE 100 4 1) Seg0 4 R WA 2, ] 3 & HIATE 10 FReR 80T kA 28, v] 43 X ICALALO.
HALO. WALO #l ICALO H.AK

ALO T UG bR HICR it 45 AR LU A ) BE38 2, (HRTE Fov Foo R MIERAER Fry Fg 2R
i Z A 5P ME A E ICA Bt

WALO TEHIGERE P B AR RZEM . FIMEIIMR T X ALO. HALO. ICA. {EZUEREL Fy~Fo
Al Fyo 1, BT EEM A ER T, (B2 Fy BRI HALO 2, WLUEH WALO
BN RE . 7E R B S E AT LLE Y WALO ARG E 7 B0ER SE E, MHELIEAR ALO
A ICA FHAR BB R E > —F .

HALO 7£ Fi~Fg. Fov Fpo I MUE. EME. THEBMT ALO. ICA. 7E Fs. Fs. Fe~FioiE0E
AT SO B 1

ICALO TE Fiv Fav Fs~Fy BREUIRACE . B ZEE . “FIEM L ALO. HALO. WALO. ICA 5 4F
MORE R, HATCUE 2 4EfE M Ee /N, 75 s R A0 L RE RISk 1 45 S e T e ik, JRHATRL
TERARE B H SR R SR P LR

MG FIEEE 7T DA AT, AR B IS RS, IBATRCE, T “SRIE” 1A EE W Eha
JERABIIARI R, 1ICALO #REH AL T AR, I HAERT DU H SR AR s 4 R AU G Br AR e i, 1
F R FCNTEBOI AL B I T S S BCER T, A RE MR T 5025 0 SRw sk > P 2 R 0 e, i
SRR FEE AR A AT DA I HH G928 T B 1) 51 NARCK R & 1 U Ak S0kt R A PR g, 7841 B ICALO 3K
fife v 24 I L8] T AT R0 AE

Table 2. Comparison of standard function 100-dimensional optimization performance

52 2. ¥R 100 4L aExTEE

MR 4 A S wAE RZEME P35 fE B75 %
ALO 0.137 39 3.8784 0.927 2.4624

WALO 1.09 x 1072 1.31x107° 2.63x107%0 6.28 x 107

F 100 HALO 3.71x1077 1.32x10°° 8.59 x 1077 417 x107%

ICA 0.00183 1.0422 7.92 x 1072 3.68 x 1072

ICALO 6.58 x 10°%° 1.29 x 1071 7.26 x 107 229x10°%

ALO 64.456 454 x 10"%° 1.51 x 10*%® 6.88 x 10™*7

WALO 1.60 x 10°° 3.03x10° 9.01x 1072 418 x 107

F, 100 HALO 0.000 19 0.000 74 2.90x 107 1.03x10°®
ICA 24.125 44733 36.62 63.615

ICALO 4.09 x 1078 6.84 x 10°° 5.96 x 1077 6.84 x 10"

ALO 252.13 525.33 348.0637 4.64 x 10"

WALO 1.99 x 107 1.57 x 10° 3.49 x 1070 1.92 x 107%°

F, 100 HALO 1.20x10°® 369.05 1.55 x 10*? 2.17 x 10"

ICA 131.47 264.94 187.9973 1.35 x 10*°

ICALO 0.00 x 10" 351x10°% 1.89 x 10°%® 418 x107%
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Continued
ALO 10.035 16.018 1.27 x 10** 23.0
WALO 8.33x10°7 5.63x10°* 2.79%x10° 1.67 x 1072
Fs 100 HALO 8.88 x10°® 0.00031 230 x107* 5.01x10°°
ICA 6.6864 10.179 8.59 23.15
ICALO 6.94 x 10°° 6.32x 1077 9.72x 1077 6.58 x 107
ALO 5.2455 31.378 17.733 93 52.62
WALO 7.82x 107" 1.49 x 10°° 332x10% 1.54 x 1071
Fs 100 HALO 1.69 x 10°° 0.2756 1.79 x 1072 463x107°
ICA 4314 4 12.694 7.713 64 20.061
ICALO 9.84 x 107 6.18 x 10720 494x107% 9.58 x 107
ALO 307.5 11282 701.763 4.04 x 10™
WALO 222x107% 4.03x 1070 1.23x 107 1.51 x 107%°
Fe 100 HALO 448 x 1077 1.27 x 10°° 8.25x 1077 4.49 x 107
ICA 51.612 492.81 158.068 8 1.85 x 10™
ICALO 3.04x107% 5.18 x 107 9.48 x 10°*2 9.14x 107
ALO 24.856 94.647 47.35 3.02 x 10%
WALO 7.92x10°° 1.24 x10°° 3.40x10°® 1.26 x 107
F, 100 HALO 5.22x 108 1.24 x 107 8.33x 1078 3.92x 1076
ICA 35.394 103.38 64.35 1.89 x 10*°
ICALO 6.95x 10°%° 6.94 x 107%2 9.59 x 10°%* 521 x10°%
ALO 3.99 x 10*° 6.87 x 10" 2.25 x 10" 2.72 x 10"
WALO 5.96 x 10°° 472x107 1.18 x 107”7 1.51x 10"
Fg 100 HALO 105.95 123.91 1.13 x 10*2 153.9
ICA 1.75 x 10* 2.27 x 10" 7.36 x 10" 2.07 x 10"
ICALO 9.58 x 107 5.45 x 1070 443 x 1070 9.84x10°%
ALO 3.35 x 10" 1.15 x 10*® 7.50 x 10" 5.17 x 10"
WALO 9.59 x 1077 9.79 x 10°° 3.31x10°° 8.78 x 1070
Fq 100 HALO 5.47 x 1072 1.54x10? 9.79 x 1072 6.77x107*
ICA 4.28 x 107 1.34x 107" 8.95 x 1072 4.80x10™*
ICALO 3.48x107° 5.78 x 1078 1.64x10°® 9.45x 107
ALO 31.65 46.62 41.645 59.462
WALO 1.65x 101 430x10° 9.21x 10 % 1.12x 1078
Fio 100 HALO 6.80 x 10°* 40.651 25.352 130.926
ICA 27.611 37.62 32.641 47561
ICALO 429 x 107 9.59 x 107 229 x107% 3.23x10°%
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108
R —— ICALO
10" —-= WALO
- - - HALO
————— ALO
107! = ICA
fou
=®10°
=
]
10*1]
-16 L L 1 1 = L 1 1 1 — L L L 1
10, 100 200 300 400 500 10 11o 100 200 300 400 500 10 14o 100 200 300 400 500
IR IEARIREL IEARIREL
(a) Fy BREUm e shth 26 (b) Fo B St 28 (c) Fs RSt 26
10" =2 104
_ 10° ki
10!
10*
107 T )
& ) % 10"
o5 -1 2o
2 S R=AUN
107 101
107 . . . - : 1016 - - - -
0 100 200 300 400 500 0 100 200 300 400 500 0 100 200 300 400 500
BRI AR IREL IR
(d) Fy R EISC S it 42 (e) Fs BRI St 26 (f) Fe BRI S 22

— ICALO

— ICALO

107 e sl 107f e 107 o i
AL )
- —— 1A
-16 L 1 1 1 L " L L -10 L L L L
0T e 20 a0 a0 0 00 w0 w0 s w0 a0 0 100 20 300 400 500
IERUEL IERIEL EARIREL
(e) F7 BRI SA ik 2% (f) Fg B ER S SN Hh 25 (9) Fo BRELHIUSC SR ih 25
10°
10°
P
P
5105
b 10
10*10
107150 160 260 3(‘)0 4(‘)0 500
EARIREL
(h) Fyo BRZLC St 28

Figure 3. Iteration curve of the algorithm under 10 kinds of functions

B 3. BIATE 10 MR T AR Lk

4.2.0~1 6 o)
EHAMALSIE, 0~1 T8 R 8RB N M NP [0 @, [E WA EE 2 5K R LR K Bk 28] i
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TFREEVE[29] 8 4% SR [30] 5 B HLg-AT A Tt 78 . ATl Idig H ICALO BiEx Halk AT ik, 5
ALO. WALO. HALO #47Xf L, HE ICALO BETERMA A M@l H e AT M. SRIGIAEE A Winl0 &
%, 8GB N1F, Matlab2020a #ft. WIEAFIRERCN 500, i KIEAIKECHN 1000, HALSHRE S E—T74
A, FRAEHEMSTIEAT 10 B AR .

0~1 T A ] A A R I F

w3 D M, RS T AR I EIARUR w R RS N p, . WERENC, xfE, TR
RNO0ELL, HYRATLERAE A L, BNA 0.

max f =RX =" RX; (17)
SLWX =37 wx <C (18)
A R=(Ry, Ry, Ry ) IREMEIIME T2, W = (W, W, Wy ) AREDIRIAR IR, X = (X, %00 Xp)
ARSI B
FIEZ B B4R 3 Fn:

Table 3. Reference table for basic parameters of 0~1 problem

< 3.0~1 mEARS KSR

ZH ZHUE
Yy E D =100
HAKE C=1173

R= [199 ,194,193,191,189,178,174,169,164,164,161,158,157,154,152,152,149,142,131,125,
124,124,124,122,119,116,114,113,111,110,109,100,---,97,94,91,82,82,81,80, 80, 80,
79,74,72,71,70,69,68,65,65,61,56,55,54,53,47,47,46,41,36,34,32,32,30,29, 77,76,
29,26,25,23,22,20,11,10,9,5, 4, 3,1]

F
Bo
g\z
e

W= [40, 27.5,21,51,16.42,18,52, 28,57,34,44,43,52,55,53,42,47,56.57,44,16,2,12,9, 40, 23,56, 3,
Yy E R 39,16,54,36,52,5,53,48.23,47,41,49,---,22,42,10,16, 53,58, 40,1, 43,56, 40, 32, 44, 35,37, 45,
52,56,40,2,23,49,50,26,11,35,32,34,58,6,52, 26,31, 23,4,52, 53,19]

# ICALO 534K ALOCWALO 5 HALO *t 0~1 56 [al @k AT Ak 5t kb, 15 2R 45 B an e 4 s .

Table 4. Comparison table of results of 0~1 knapsack problem
4. 0~1 BERMARTER

CAFS Tl Ad BEME A Ji %

ALO 4327 3932 41935 8865.426
ICALO 5187 5020 5146.6 4647.0621

ICA 5023 4378 4878.7 6786.526
WALO 5150 4026 4735.3 10318.159

H14¢ 4 AUt Ze (L&) 4) AT 15, WALO BB m, (ER SRR Z AN T7 Z AL ICALO B
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7%, U WALO 1F 0~1 B b Sk foe ik 2, B4 WS &t & HE S 169, 432 [RFBAR
A, A5 TRk R ICA ML ALO BRI REN, 4567 EF/ W UEHEZRBERE, H
72 ICA BIRAZPMEFEL WALO 1 ALO #7, 256 BT LUE ik shite, AR 412 4 ReB I8,
1M ICALO 7E28 87 fRii S Wsl, B Ah(E )y 5187, AHELH ARG L R .
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Figure 4. 0~1 knapsack convergence diagram

4, 0~1 BB E

2 EATUR, ICALO 7E 0~1 1560 i) 0 b e ME e vy, RS 1S B e, HLEL AR 1wk it B i e
5. HrERgGMmmik
5.1. #rEER~THHEi
196 B i R [ 4% R A7 28 45 MR R SR IS IE ICALO fE SR A7 A5 29 AR I MT 22404k 10l R G vl 47 1 . 3%
ICALO FIMTZEAR AL 5 FE A ) ALOWALO.ICA Skt Ab 25 it 47 43 #r b 5% . 38 i {3 Ff MATLAB2020a
AR SZEL ICALO, SUETHSA 10 Wk, R E-FHEMENTERLSE RE. $EESHNBES S =1
A A
1) MrEERSHALR
BB 1: 600 AT AIMT AR5 /U 5 FifR o ML RN B R E = 6.895x 107 kpa s MBI p = 2768kg-m .
LIRS BT A x Ky I iR AT 6.35 mm; SRR RV 1 + 172, 375 MPa.
HFreg o~
W(R)=F7, pAl, (19)
Forb AGREE | DN RTHIBTE A LN IR, o NAPRLE B
R BN M AL R SR AN AR SE M, X TR A AR B L R A R
oy <0 (=12, ,N;K=12,,P) (20)

i Sy (J=2,2,-,m1=12,3K =1,2,--,P) (21)

R oy R TS K AN T R IR, gy, 5 K ANRAETHE F 4 76 | 7 IROBLRS o A
S BITE A TEHYE I LRI A 25 | 7 T ORRS A VEE, PO TR L, m o M AU AL
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BFFE TS5 L 5, ICALO FEWIGR B E . WIGAFEEAMA 200; 1AK% 500, HF 600 #F 2 [H]47
BRAER I BE  Hr i T K, IF HAERENERE Y A 10 KN I far 4 L5 45 #g e AR i, E A 540
BN SCHRBEAT LR o

2(1.0, 0.0, 7.5)
1(1.0, 0.0, 7.0)

3(3.0, 0.0, 7.25)
4(5.0, 0.0, 6.75)

5(7.0, 0.0, 6.0)

WS

A7 e . (9.0, 0.0, 5.0)
AN 6
Qi&#ﬁgﬁ?ﬂﬁ‘:&?\%&& y 7(11.0, 0.0, 3.5) A
'Auvgﬁ"ﬂnﬂg‘qﬁ‘)\‘
wgfﬁnﬂ ") e Lumped mass 100kg \
AN l 8(13.0, 0.0, 1.5)

K25
LA
= =

! 0

9(14.0, 0.0, 0.0)

Figure 5. 600-bar space truss structure
5. 600 #F = [E)4T 52454

Table 5. Results of 10 random optimizations
72 5. 10 RPENK L LER

e BT BYmm?

L ICALO ALO HALO ICA WALO
1 72.155 102.523 91.523 101.355 88.258
2 84.161 115.15 86.073 145.548 132.967
3 113.526 241.351 175.395 164.258 120.258
4 194.46 175.26 145.249 167.290 191.999
5 304.238 346.645 345.528 326.903 170.516
6 326.415 321.782 331.357 335.483 353.548
7 364.516 464.625 364.412 364.516 364.516
8 368.151 465.234 364.412 464.516 397.355
9 319.15 425.156 372.382 325.869 313.999

ALEIEMACLE R 6347.65 kgs ALO iz 524 7215.12 kgs HALO ittt 1 v 6698.14 kg. ICA.
WALO Jii 5435 6725.43 kg 1 6451.78 kg

RIS SOI AR ] 6 Fios. FTLLE H 27 RETIERAREMR, SAMREEECR, 32 RUFEASZ
P, IEARE RS, EAORETAR, 134 AUSSICT SR ARBE T, 23 A b AT DU I HS Sk iy 0 53248
SRAEMTAR IR E A WSICE BT RSO B s, JEEL, G g v B IR G 78 S FX i N AT B sk
IS SR AN DX ST B TR B, R AR AR E B iy BRSO SO R, 1 sl s 38 R B DA R P 2
FEPE, MEFEREBKH RO, e SRR FAH OB AR SR e &
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Figure 6. Convergence curve of 600-bar space truss

[&] 6. 600 4T == BT ZRUST S R 2%
5.2. HrER&EEmmh stk
el 1: 18 AP IIMT s M 7 Fon. 18 MFPIIMT LS 11 M558, TES M AR 1 s b
H 10kg ik, AHIZAFEE 13 MR, Hdfh 4 AN A ES e, HEESLD R, EREEIRE
102 em 1102 m, i 18 M E FIRAE L em? F1 10 cm?. FFEERIR Rl B PE B E = 210 GPa, #1
ha 1 p=7800kg/m® .

(10) 16 ®) 12

17 15 13 11 9

%1; 18 14 10
(11) ) Q)

Figure 7. 18-bar planar truss structure

[ 7. 18 FF R EHMTZREEH

SRANZE e/
W(A)=>" pAlL+QM  (Q=0or1) (22)
ALV AR RGN p U B ATR X, S TS AT A A R AR G AR AT A B, X AT AR AT 20
AT

9?((29?):[@]—@Zo(izl’z"”"\') 23)

’ ):[/‘il]_ﬂu >0(j=12,--,m1=12,--,m)

Kb g7 (A, X) BRHLH, g} (A, X) BEBLHE.
NI L FAT
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s.t.Z{a)k = D (24)
wk S w;min

T M MR AL BN 2%, RIS ALO. ICA. WALO 4T . ICALO BiEWItEHE : ¥tk
FEEAME 200; AR 500, HABESEGEER |, 10 IRBENLILALY S th 4k 1% 8, 45840+ 6 Fin,
AALE AN E 9 Bis.

2500
—-—- ALO
) IcA
20008\~ WALO
180 — ICALO
178
@ 1500 176
= T
[]BH L 427
i
B 000 170
168
340 360 380
50 F 0\ T N
N
N
O 1 L 1 1
0 100 200 300 400 500

AL
Figure 8. Convergence curve of 18-bar plane truss

[& 8. 18 T #rERur s ih Lk

Table 6. Comparison of 10 random shape optimization results
7= 6. 10 RPEN AR EE R 3T EL

RS ICALO ALO ICA WALO
A 3.92 6.21 6.32 2.87
A, 2.65 3.21 2.12 2.47
As 1.01 2.64 3.21 1.21
A, 3.84 4.54 5.65 3.64
As 2.14 1.21 2.32 2.05
As 3.25 3.02 2.65 2.97
A, 2.10 1.05 0.98 1.14
Ag 3.47 3.89 3.68 3.54
Ag 2.14 3.10 3.00 1.12
A 421 3.55 2.99 3.84
A 1.87 1.22 1.35 2.66
A 3.74 3.88 3.68 3.87
Ass 2.14 2.54 2.66 2.04
Aus 3.54 3.21 3.54 2.98
Ags 2.00 2.55 2.31 3.21
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A
=

Continued
Ass 3.64 3.87 4.10 3.65
Ay 2.78 3.54 2.95 2.68
A 4.62 6.75 5.96 3.99
H4R 1 i (kg) 169.51 173.94 176.24 172.46

Figure 9. Structure diagram of the planar 18-bar truss after ICALO layout optimization
[E 9. ICALO Bt L G HYF1H 18 FHHT 245 A

7 6 Af LA ICALO SR A4 B4 ALO. WALO. ICA Ak, I HAE V- A s A 1 Huli
FAHRERR, MK 6 iTLUEH ICALO BiEM UM LEL ALO, ICA, WALO L7l 1 4.43 kg.
6.73 kg~ 3.95kg.

7E 8 AT LLE HIAHEL ALO, ICALO WeSud B s tk, Jf H ICALO 7E5 114 ARHk B AR ME M T, T
ALO Fl WALO 45 7E 283 A1 178 AR T e fE, ICALO A5t AR T A Sk . HLtb s 25 R 48
SEr I L 9,

Sl 2. 145 FFIRINT RS M0 ] 10 Bros . SR A AR AE [ E 290, AR 2 5 B4 100 kg fif
B, AMTLAEAE 145 MR, Hbg 56 M A B R, HENESAE, ERFBEREN10%m
DA, AT A E FBRAE 1 cm® A1 200 cm?,  FRUERSER AT 424040 0 1 11

28.564m
50m

50m

%

Figure 10. Structure diagram of 145-bar space truss
[ 10. 145 #F=s ) HT AR 1 B
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A
=

Figure 11. Standard modules and trusses grouping
B 11, fRERRAMTZR 54

AR e = Fh s i+ B
1) 25 BT AR AR v A
Hh B R L HRAT -
1.56m<h,<3.98m,3.65m<h,<6.12m,2.35m<h, <9.14m,1.23m<h, <4.32m

2) 25 M AR AR R A

(i JR AR AR A — i FLAH AR5 (AR B i, b SR EUN T 48 R, mTREN R E
M 2 SRS R A A, IR R R AT RBCE N — e i, PR EEF N R, )

3) M AR A L A7 R AL AT JR) A% & (e FE AN AT R 20 R TR L)

AHTGARACIT T EAE AT MFRI AT R, AR 8 4, AR 18 MRAF, 4Nl 10 fras, Horp
12 AR EARR, MBWULE X, y, 2 ZATTRBE), FEE 1 em MIN. G515 — 2N
6.92Hz < <13.84, B _[HMZE v, <28.65Hz, N I MM FERT FEIHATHT, F L5
N13.84 Hz < @, + @, <35.57 HZ f135.57 Hz < o, + @, <57.84 Hz (45 AT LI . MTERAR A48 AN AR A B

U, Magnitude 10
+2.656e+00
o -
+2.213e+
+1.992e+00 M ICALO
1716400 \ ---= WALO
*1. e+ L \
el 5 S
#1s e+ v
+8.854e-01 1 L ALO
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Figure 12. Deformation diagram and convergence curve of the highly optimized 145-bar space truss structure

12. EBEAL 145 RS [EI4T IR G5 A T8 2 (B R Sl 2%
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Figure 13. Displacement deformation diagram and convergence curve of 145-bar space truss structure after layout optimization
E 13. /MG 145 #F2S[EHTIREE M7 T S B R S st 2
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Figure 14. Displacement deformation diagram and convergence curve of low-frequency 145-bar space truss structure
14. {RSRZE 145 #F25[BIMTEREE MR #5 T8 1S 81 R WAL Sft i 2%

U, Magnitude
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Figure 15. Deformation diagram and convergence curve of high frequency 145-bar space truss structure
15. S=SRE 145 AT EHT RGBT B R U S rh 2k

K 12~15 22BN R SRREAEAN ) B A2 2 M S A e 8 AT I S L e Sl 2, 2 7 vl BLA HY

ANEFR TR 10 R4S 5, AHEE WALO. ALO. ICA, ICALO &SR AR A 45 5B N AR
REfEA3 s /N, [FZEAR) ALO FHLL, SR R/ 80%, JFH MULShZeHn] LLE H ICALO i
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ES))

SCRERLL, RS AT Bkt R . TR AL e 2 TR I AT DA it Iy 285 T 4R RS AT E 3 em LAWY,
{HJ2TE ALO fRALJG , HEARMT SR AT 20 H 2 SRV L, 100 I A S 1 Scidh SR s BB A0 AL PR3 I T B 1 70 24 A
I HMHM AR B b aT DUE 1, AR Ak 5 52 AR A AL RS AR LG & B2 AR A > 15.04%, #FF52 J1AH L
W 2 FR R AR RN 5 B (OMT 2R 4 S A, A 14, 1K 15 AT LB HNE S JRATR AR T, Al EL/ MR HT 4240 R
WKMEEMAERAL G, RIREIE > 58.04%, JRERIN 30.61%, £FEMTHLMIAIFEHH b /NI MT 4G eI ek
Ho (A2, HTIACH BRI EON 18 1Ay 23 1Y, MrZ2aiH &M 9120 kg 484 12,426 kg, RALHT /5 i &
FHZEL R, MR e R BRI, TP, ST Hr 28 MR AL A e FE AR A T AR S5 A B g E AT
k.

Table 7. Optimization results of 10 times under different frequency schemes
7. NEBARFRTH 10 XKL ER

e ik B BEE Tt
ICALO 9120 10,658 93,218
WALO 9504 12,847 98,115
! ICA 15,243 20,681 17,944
ALO 13,265 16,311 14,218
ICALO 12,426 14,147 12,988
WALO 15,521 17,784 16,358
2 ICA 21,657 25,921 24,581
ALO 23,482 25,691 23,648
ICALO 15,628 18,916 15,968
WALO 16,814 17,518 17,214

13.84 Hz <, + w, <35.57 Hz
ICA 22,351 26,585 23,814
ALO 26,289 28,681 26,948
3 ICALO 22,531 24,518 22,987
3557 Hz < o + o, <57.84 Hz WALO 29,047 33,629 32,628
ICA 36,121 48,817 39,481
ALO 32,022 39,281 36,176

6. &g

1) ARSOR T WIS Sy B N JR B die e s SIS S P2 5 e SR AP A L IR S B, it HH 2 T SR e e
PR IO, e AL A 38 o AR S OIS b AR PG AR S 57, v B Jm IO OT A RE T, 2K
AR IE A A g AR S, el i R 2 WO R A o, 3D bR e R A R S RE T DA BSOS
FE, Id 10 RN e HO 0~1 6 i B AT A JE A MCGECE LR, S 5 Tk R AR

2) ASCUIMTRR BRI i ARV AR R, X HTAREE I ST ARSI AT AR, R
ICALO 5L NI 2IMr Zdi i p A v, il S D M 2R G IR AT AL, 15 T ZRE M TR A 52
N, AREIL S e WO AR 8 T SEEBR TR R R AT P (B AT 12 P SRR M SR} DL RO A
S W 1R) 2 2% AT A2 T — b 5 B RARIT SURR R 1075 140 o
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