H35 e 2
2022 4F4 A

k o T

Journal of Vibration Engineering

¥ 4R Vol. 35 No. 2

Apr. 2022

% Fl Pareto A TEEE X &S EER KN
RN E S Binftik

T AN

’ ﬁé‘@‘l9 pfiﬁ}ﬁ%%l

(L AR R EAR AR B, AR AR 3501085 2. vk s ™ 2 T CRE N ) AT RS |l , AR @ N 350102)

W E: kKJRILT Pareto £ HAx A T fa 5 75 (Multi-Objective Artificial Fish Swarm Algorithm, MO-AFSA) , fif Yt 4%
g ekt BFE Mg DU e A% SRS S B o E AR DI AL 1 TR] R A A O R e P ST M 5 R A 45 S R R A 1R BT R
O 1 1 AR L 22 B A Ak B B bR 8 2O N A S R 3 R RIS B AT O, R 51 A SRR 52 4 LAAL 33 50 i At o
M9 HL A SCIC A 56 Pareto A& 326 B 2R BRI B Jic il 119 Pareto fiff A fe 07 5 L = J2 1 TiT SN HE S8 25 4 Sy B (55
{4, 1 T Pareto N T f BESE 1R M 1% I 1 B 2 B AR AL 7 8 R AT S5 M B 10 o IR 45 R R I - R AT 0
TEAT B0 114 £ SR G A 45 R T 4 S A AR Y S5 A A A5 R T S A, U AR A, R 28t A A B R B R

AR AR R, O HLBT MR PERE 4 .

KGR : SRR s ISR OB s N TR Pareto 2 HARL1L

FE4SES: TU311.3; TU392; 0329
DOI:10.16385/].cnki.issn.1004-4523.2022.02.010

51

il

A M B 5 R 1 Bl g e R I Y A A K AR AT
Shy 0t 5 M A 0 ) A G B TR R — o 0 e i
B M T A% IR A% R G0, SR A B AR A R b A% %
B H 2 2T A SR % R A R R B R
il o PR, T AT BRAE AR RS AT B A
PLARBOUS AT e 2 i &5 B . B S A i1 R AE
oA B 5 s R AT G5 S A% e 0 A 8 AR A T 1 R
T A se ks A7 B AR AL R R 2

Kammer"™ $2 H 19 A % 2 5732 (Effective Inde-
pendence, EfD)j& DA Ak bR 19 Al 11152 2 fie /N R if
W) A8 A D I A 3 3000 e, e X A 28 4 ik S o R R
S5 /N B, DA AR IO A 285 Ay T A5 A 1) A JR g A 5
Jr % . Came %R H T MinMAC 3%, IS & 15
B (Modle Assurance Criteria, MAC ) & 4% i #&
i) 5 2 [A] A 0 57 1k 38 5 /N MAC H R 09 SJE X
£ 0 2Ok 0 UG AR A7 B . Shi &5 1 LA I 45
P45 A H A 0 JE TR AT ] a5 2% B A A% SR L B
AL 7k o Zhang %6 LA S5e /N i By B #4222 S H
Ll N D S VA 7 o DIV A i A N A= £
48 0 AL SRS A B Ak O 2 RER 3 B A H Kk S

% B #3: 2020-08-06; 1&1T H #A: 2021-04-11

MR EED: A

XEHS: 1004-4523(2022)02-0351-08

I, — e R REAR AT R i iR U AR o I BB 4R A A2 R
e A AP (R i VAR R ALTE R = e y7)
2 DL 0 7 2 \MIinMAC 35 58 TR AE ) & 2 8
JE 19 77 ¥ w3 A AL G 07 15 (9 F AR o) BN St )
P8 2 3 A AR A 3k FIORE 1 30 B30 3 25 015 2R BT
BT VLR L AR A R T

KR B A B A AL TT AL R A
FI AR R KR, {51 G U 00 4SS 285 4 £ e ik 7 P B R, ) 5 4
34 03 Fo B ) O AL DR 22 A /NRE T AL A
it B M, A LR A0 0t 1 AR AR S (] It 7 2
S S HAG TR MR PR o BE XX A B, 2 AT
— I TR AR LB 2 Bt . feSIrik Rz
Jes 2 ISy A i PO R R, K 22 H AR 1]
LA S R B [R) BUSR i o XA SR T A Ak T -
X5 hin B2 R B 7 (Effective Independence-Average
Acceleration Amplitude, EfI-AAA) , 7£ % [& 5 25 il
7 R TR) I 3 JBORE 28 2l 8 5 Y I L 3 ek ofe AR
Fe A o B H AR AR IR A o 2t e 45 S A
P05 R AR S ST P KRS BE Y Fisher {7 &
TR, P81 4 S5 R ¥ e R B 2 P B /N BE AT A% S AR
Z H AR A AT B, Ml D 25 44 450 45 150 1) 12 RS 07
DA IR . A7 2 3508 R RE S L b B 22 H AR A 1T
AIF e S K R TRV E | A i i N7 U S E|

HE&WB: HF HRFHFES I H (51608126) ; 48 MM K F=RHIT S 3735 H (GXRC-20054)



352 & 3 T

% 35 %

T BRSO i FEL AR B G R R AT T R R A S 1 L
A, FRICT Fe M5 B bR (8 01 R A i % . Lin
SR T T 1) 2 R 8405 T 1) £ R g 22 H BR A
Yotk i, ok AR SCBCHE 7 st 4% Bk, X L= 25 (R AE
BREERY AT T AR AR B AR AL, S T AR A R
03 W

N T A B AR 0 — b 5 A2 2 R B vk, o A 4
B R e CREEMMBEIIT A FREZERY
T o AR R — A4 R i D0 A R 1 B AR Y K i
PERE , fA] B R 80 S B B A AT RSO A, W LA
Tk PR AL SR O AR R A A e AR N R
P AR TR R AR S 2% e 25 Ay 7 M 90 R v
O35 B IR =AY B AR R 8L, 45 6 Pareto 8, 14
N T AL WF 58 5 T Pareto 2 H bR A T4 B
CRRIERT iokreds F RlF e I A A R T R A T

1 FRFCERKEREL

R 3 1) A SR 0 B DG A R AU 25 A
b AR bREL, AR SORE R 3 XoF 25 14 4 43 S0R% P RN 0
F R ICARTEA LML L B b e& 20, I 45 & 7% 18 I &
RS -Sé L VA R (RS X A e A S R T )
FI AR e %

1.1 BEEGEE

ARSI, 22 206 A% SRR 1 I 75 R I R R
B 45 B 45 F B S 4R R 2 ) R TE A8 . Carne 261 F]
FHBL S B A5 B ME I MAC R iy 12 45 B 4ig 81 22 (1] 9 7l
YA 7 - A v (1
(@ gV
MACIj_(qv?-soz)(sofT-%)
Kb @, @0 R IR AR R 5 0 SR 81
PR & . 7E MACHEFE  AEX I R MAC, R
55 0 RN 5 B A B g ) 0 kS LA B/ 2R I AR
Y 2 0] (%) 2k S7 R A B 3 B A% TR A I A
R . PR, DL /N MA C A B e R AE X /e &
g A5 SR B AR B — A H AR R A
fi(X)= r{lgjx{MAC,;,} (2)

A X R IRE AT E] T % .

(1)

1.2 HRGEEHRE

R 2 Al A8 05 12 5 | A M J3E e 3l 220 g T A e L
JE AR A, MR 4l 5% 3 A BR Ok 4 5 25 B 0 R B
JEGE B, DA 0 B R D X 45 R 0 0 R B R
BeS, h

M T M T
@, klgﬂ, @, kz?)f
Sz': ty 19
{2&&¢,1&h¢

tF1 t#i

e, ,
=1 A=A

K AL o0 R G5 A I S ¢ B AR AR (R A R Y 1
N R S5 A8 BT BV MO S5 R B R R
SR AT E T AR AR AR R AR R R (9 BT NI AR
Mo W RS Fisher {5 BB F 3% T 31H5H

F=S".S (4)
Kp S=[S1,S2, -, ST ", = H AR IR A A B 4%
M F BN KA B, 45 1 19 450 0 AT 3R 15 B AR TG i A
T KE B F S 45 A il B 45 Fisher {5
BB Z A

Y gl g,
W(p] (3)

s —Se

Kb BARRRE A AW, S RN A
A B ) RO . e Rl e R R R % A
XoF &5 K 4 43 ) SRR o 0 T ERO(E R R ) 2R B B
JEE T 235 4 453 A e IR, BV S 1) A SRR A L X 4
0 M AURR . B I AT A TR A R I SO N Rl R
Fisher {5 2 B 0 3 , 20 b A% 2% 2 A 35 0 3 %) &5 44 4
i URAE AN 1] & S,

S.=[tr(F"), tr(F?), e, tr(FM)] (6)
P () FARRIE R . DL /NME BRI Y
Fisher 5 B FE 70 & A1 1 B0CH 56 = A H s R4k

£ (X)=1/sum(S,(X)) (7)

K S, (X)FRR G X0 Fisher {5 &
BB 135

1.3 #HHGEENTRYE

45 A L B AR 3 0k 45 K 5405 26 AL AU B 952 00
SECRRE 24 TR AT A 35K 6 AT T T 5, 2 S i
Gifs B TUAY oy 45 B M6 T A B, X4 1l
R0 175 B AT A SN BT o DLIGE 6 7 8 A1 6y
161, 30 WA 5 A 15445 5% BBE A S -, R AR
~cov(Si(a,:),S,(0,:))

JD(S,(a,:)) JD(S,(b,:))
K S,=[S,,S,, -+, S. ], cov Hl D 4 5 % 7% 5K
J7 2 ANTT %3S, (a, +) g 4 03 5L B0 4 R A 585 0 AT 8K
A, FVE A 3 437

2 JF AT A0 2 30 B B U0 A S 2R BB R B R,
S ST 50 1 S T AR B B LA PR K

L= R(X, X)), (9)

L R(X, X)RRTER, PHIG AT %R XA

(8)

Tap




el

KA S SR T Pareto A T8 R B0 110 45 A gt B W 0 A% SR 0 5 22 F BR A AL 353

o7 45 05 M OG ZR B - | 3R R SR 1 290 8. %
F b bR (BB 2 7n 353400 £ B IO A L IR

1.4 EREBHERLCEFERE

Sy S B 235 e R0 I D %) At ST A A R DA
LA O 5 B ICAR S AR AL TR b L A5 A8 00 & 2 H iR
AR HAR T B E AT
FX)=min{ £i(X),£,(X), (X)) (10)
A XA R A Aok T2 1 R e 0 A PR B

2 ParetoZ B AT &EE ®

BE X B H bR AL AR 07 E AR ) 8 1 & TE S
BROLA T3 T et i N T ek (i Bk G
BN T AL S 2 BRI m . R, A
L1 A Pareto fRALHLH , 2F — 25 ek A T fa 5
it P AL A% 2 H AR R AL m) 8. 7E 2 B b o R 5k
H, N TGS X, = (20, 20, o0, 2, ) DRI IR 1L
o T Ko g A& I N BB RS A i o, 0 TSR A U SR
L1417 .

2.1 SMEPERE

B B R AE SR R A T RE AR E 5 A
5 HA SRR %, NI sr 1 AR 2 4 . B RE Al
AR AF AF SHE %, [R] Ik o ] - Ah B R SIS % o AE
AT AT R, AR P R A N T 0 T AR F
18 AN S E A | T 22 BT I G — A7 AR SN S A v
fF— I FRIEREE A SNER R R TR T
URGEINPN R N TSR GE PSR E B i
AR AR, e B I o S0 A S A A7 4, AT S S HE
7, R 45 ik, O B A SIS A%

2.2 BEfTA

B R AT A N T R B O S AL
il 752 HintiAr, BT A =E S Re fig #4581 g b
M AL AR . Rt N T A58 BB AT b /5 1 5k IO
S0 N B AR S R ) — RN E R AT R . X
FIA SIS & AT .

visual' = 1, + a( Ll — Lii) (11)
A visual' N P AN T A S A WES L, L.
a3 R 4 N T A0 5 ) f0 i LAY At 0 2 [R] Y
JINBE S RS- S4B B 5 o A AR I S 80, 7R (0, 1) ] U,
1E & T 5545 T BUE A 0.5,

TEZGE BAT b BT 2 UGB R JF I BE LA
I, LA R RS R ) Z AR 38 B AT T EA S
wmr

Xiow = X, + round (rand X
step X( X, — X))+ e
K Xiwow BB R ZJEH N T A X0 0 A EFE
Bl PN B W e BE B 19 N T A rand 4 F 0~1 2 [H]
() — > BEAILEL 5 € Ry & 43 8 IR (0, 0.5) &5 i 434 4
AEREHLIL B 1) £

Z  Hir N T BRI N ERNT

AR AW AT X BEE TIE X, A
AL N T A0 X AR f O TR R R R, AT
TEAT R B AT IR 2.

R 278 N A X LR N ) HoAt N Tfarp 25
ANFEAEAR SN Al W AT B0 B A7 R 5 75 W Bl AL 3k
W— ALl T GE s XOTERIBREX 4.

A3 R (12), N Tofa X, gk A T8 X,
18 RAF B X o, X X oo BEAT G 154G 500 18 1E. , HF 3155
Hbr ki %k

PR 4 B X 5 X0 9 SO KR, A
Vi X oo )< e ( X0) H 3 (Xigow )<< fi (X)), Horh k=
1,2, 0o, W X o SCBE X, GIEN X, < Xiiow) » AR
B R, N T A X ) X o s 75 Xioiow 5 X, 19 H AR
A E A S, R AR E R (id R
X, == X » WK X o 7 A S ERRY 52 4R 75 00 35t 55
Xoowe MARBEHR 2] LB X, 19 B AL i o, W 82 2 R
Bifi , B 2 3K 3 18 AR

(12)

2.3 BERITH

b & AR AT, fRE b R S A AN B0 22
[Fi] B 80 30 o 19 45 fige s /b | el A5 Bk th B B AT 36
AT 20 1 N T A B30 2 T A o B 350 1) 0 O X
FEES AT ANBET NEET., MRS RE
10 0 SR RE 45 & K A4 033k 0 22 A S R
B R R ) 2 2 SR W B T PR AT O AR
35— RO TR B AR Bl R 2
B AR BTN s o — AR A AT NI
FEARE , FRZ e R AL AT N

N T A5 —F i 847 AR I A S T4 it
HEAT R R, DL S X PR B [ B O A L AT TR
B E — R AT N BT

AW E A R e, BRG] 1 i CLIF
B 7 EAT PR A R 4y Y

A BR 26 T VR AL o i RS R AR R R A
AT o e A A R X B A
I A X

XM =X.(1,C(1,1:a,))—
round (N (1:a, )X Ax) (13)



354 W& L

% 35 %

Xpa=X,(1,C(1,1:a,))+
round (N (1:a, )X Ax) (14)
A Lia, RN CPICLE 0, MITHE N (1
ax) RN a 4E R (O, 1) & 387 43 A Y BEBL 1] £ 5 A Ty
2o A W 2 [ ) R
SRG R o) 2 o] J 0 AR A0 R =4 S o 42
R e A VLR A S ) i X ey XS
Xplffy]:xmax*xf:;y,k, F=1,2,---,n (15)
X =T — T k=1,2,--,n  (16)
AP AR ARIRE kAo OT R M 5 2, K G IR
B 5, A R A A BB
Wk, AT — B — R AL TR A7y, AT A5 2 Y
AN ORI DU AR R A T R
A BR 3 AR 2D B 245 B0 U A A 15 H R eR
B, AT AR SCRCHE S, UK AR SRS i M [a) N T
X, PO, A AL W 4 2, AT 20 B8 55 A ) AT
R4,
IR A AR EOR S X P R AN G &R
MONES NV HIT S E S Sy B E

PR 7, ST

JER Tt VN e P Y S YN LN
B T 2 A A T o A I 20 HE G T £ 3 3
IV

V.= (i, vs =+, 0,,) = round (N (1,n)) (17)
SR IG e A A A AR Xl B X

X=X —V, (18)

X =X,+V, (19)

A2 A7 200 R T i X, M Xt A TH 2 BR 5K
(I5)M16) A e, HRL TS —F R BT R
M

12 B AR AL b A A 2 Hh ol S
WO 0, PR A e LN T o e IR HRUAT G o R Ak TR
AT R o BLAN, 25 A 1A T 7 15 T )2 0 5 i 0 44k
R R TR = DR N e N = =S e & O
FHEE AR A VR A T 22 B9 ML 23 36 51 JF S A, 5 T A9
AUV 2 A4 00 34 8 22 1) 3013 2 i o Bk .

2.4 EBERAETRAIER

A Bk & 4 R S, 51 A NSGA-2 H B iR
BRI, A B I A ) A SR A A R
LA TPk IR R e B P I S . T R
AL E O 1 GRS B R AR S B . £ AR
FER L OS5 oG L B f B R A B R 28 4 A A ik
73k 3B HE P 15 2 5% A A 19 Pareto B i1 ff 4 o %
Pareto fix I it 48 Hh 4% i X 1 19 4% H Ar o8 3 (E 1

_AXD =

S =g
Sy, R DR A TR A R 5 A B
PR RO U — R OB 377 5 7 53 3 27 24 i
B T R RS /N 5 R A

AR 2 00 B0 . B 95 4% L4 R R0 3
BIIE . ARTIAE L B4R A B, £ BAR s
il 28 3 A1 Ph g, % EOMAR A O AR AE A . K LR
S5 A4 4 LB R B B O (6 201 4 1 Ol A8 A 1
Bt 75 FBR BBcss ], 28 0 2 (20) 7 — (LA 3R
HLAE X0 10 01— 14 B BRI % . B 4 Pa-
reto % i % ) B AE % 19 K X BE B L AT & R R
T

(20)

i

(21)

L= S,

L1 B /)N 3 7 ot B fifk 1) 45 B A o B0 25 45 1
N BV R R KT N ) A5 SR A AT T R A R, UL,
e B 5 BHAH 5 5% 3T £ Pareto 5 A0 R 244k 19 4%
AR T E . K1 R3ETF Pareto i MO-AFSA 5.
AR L WU A SR i T U T N
PLAE T LA B 0 A8 345 7 & 1 P Ak e 4

BB EESH
WItEti=1, =1
i
VA T BT E
AT % BirRWRE
i
[ ATmpErHsRr
i

HEATAaX 5
HAhta e

FIWT A T

=]
=)

XEm i1

[ ATmpdemaF

1

U e =
B, ARAREE AR SO AR

N TRk RE

Y
| BttEETEREER |

1
| St AL R A TR |
E1 ZHbs N T afes g ni i &l
Fig. 1 Flowchart of MO-AFSA




552 GRS SR Pareto A T a5 1% 1) 405 440 {2 U D00 4% Bt 47 1 2 AR Pk 355
o 36006 99 102105 -, i 690 102105
3 LB 33 9 5 69
(=4
3 30 66
27 63 30;8 ’3 66
3.1 ERECESBERRUL 84 87 90 93 27 163
Y g 60 04 84 87 .90 93 0
DL =2 P T 40 240 4% K O B 501 3 3 21 70 -
Pareto it MO-AFSA BEAT I 2 3 19 £ H Az 4 1k A g M >le s,
s . e 15 51 0
B AEAR09 {5 B 2 () B . AT FRE R Loobasasdo s 51
SEJl 534 10745 40, 1084 876 45 40 LRI 4 37 . i 2RI
o B 0 2, 2% 0 0, A T 0% Ol ft i gl 6 2 de Lo
WL 2 1054 eSS F 19 I 6 B4R A A7 5 3 39 6 a2
I3 T AL A H 84 to4 - 3 »
;FIJ /;g E -A A N A;N F An ok s - e
FHIET Parcto iy MO-AFSA ST HTHE R4S B MO-AFSA <@ Efl @ Efl-AAA
AL R AR AL B BEAT A . S ECORE R AR (a) HEZR%HICEAL: mm) (b) HEREAE

1L 50, BEACER IR 150, W 8l 2 K 1, pre-number B9 {E 4
5, follownumber BU{H 5, B E = AEsh R 5 M /4.
AR5 A IR 224 6 O L 159 3 Pareto B G i 4 .
&l 3y Pareto S P il 48 IH — 16 J5 78 H b5 25 18] 19 43 45
P — 4 o3 A [, — 3L A7 550 4 Pareto e (L . &
Rl W Pareto S {16 fff 78 i 25 8] B 7p A # 2 . Pareto

12 1.01.0 f1

(a) Paretodfs A A 2 8] 7341

(a) 3D distribution of Pareto optimal set

04 06 08
71

(c) Paretof fRAREE — 455 E(f1-13)
(c) 2D distribution of Pareto optimal set ( /1-/3)

KT X AT, AR 4 s T EM K EfI-AAA X
ZHELRHEAT AR R B AL IR AR L B ALk . =R R
MR ME 2(0) . hE 2(0) 0 WL, EM%TT
A B A FEAE Y A 54 e 55, 64 J 65 H B

(a) Frame structure (Unit: mm) (b) Sensor placement
P12 HEZLGE K Rl A% I s A B

Fig.2 Planar frame structure and sensor placement

R AR 4% 1 b bR — AR, 1155 4% Pareto i
DA 5 BEAE A R B o 0k BB AR B
F4 i Ay i 25 SR A BT 5

0.6 ; 1.0

(b) Paretof R ARHE —4EAHi EI(f1-/2)
(b) 2D distribution of Pareto optimal set ( f1-f2)

(d) ParetofmfiLfifdE —4E4r A E(f2-13)
(d) 2D distribution of Pareto optimal set ( f2-f3)

€3 Pareto s ffi fif 4 25 ] 341 €]

Fig.3 Distribution of Pareto optimal set

MORAEM G EM-AAA L3RS B9 A B 7 A6 05
29,30,54 & 55,65, 66 H B 25 R 4 5 11 MO-AFSA
T3 A U ASOREAA 3 AT R A 5T R Hh B AR A
R Al = b T 12 ) 2 R 2 A1 18 U7 58, 4 JBORH 7 91 LA



356 & 3 T

S

%35 %

BT MAC 6 B BT oo 2 0 i K E B0 15 B
SR B S0 R A6t 45 15 B A 6 PR R B 2 gk, T A
mZE 1w,

F1 =HHEARTENEERLER
Tab.1 Comparison of results obtained by MO-AFSA,
EfI and EfI-AAA

Hbi ik
MO-AFSA  Efl  EMIFAAA
MAC HEX £ G KA 0.070 0.171 0.346
405 15 B B 3 41.035  42.838  50.419
105 1 A S I 2 v 4 4.030 7.003 6.900

h 1A IE 3, MO-AFSA %3158 MAC 4
W Al X £ TG 5 R AE RN 495 17 5L AH DG HE P 238 8000 =
& rh RN B AR SCHE B9 MO-AFSA 1k 14 J8&
7 B A B 1) 25 F 4R 78 0k S PR AT T ELBR 5 15 R
TOARPEE AR . RAY EfL K Ef-AAA 15 3 9 25 ¥ 451 1

BOURAESE PR BUE R T MO-AFSA R 45 5, (H EfI
K EfI-AAA By 45303 TC 4 JE 46 b5 40 43 il i i 73.8 %%
K 71.22% o HE2(b) AT WL Efl J EI-FAAA T332 1)
) A5 2 SR A A 445 A6y i) 7 25 5 1) AR AL, B K 1
BITA . MO-AFSA THRAF 2] 1 1 1% 7 58 B 5 1
RO AR IS , (F 2 BP0 AR 5 A8 38 5 o A, 3k
HEURY S5 A8 5 3 A 2 58 R A T, TU AR PR AR .

4 (a) ~ () Sy = Tl 4% JR 425 A1 152 5 58 % i 1Y
MAC % FF AR & . AN /] DLE 2] A1 1T EAT
A EI-AAA, I MO-AFSA 5 3] i MAC 3k X} 7 o
¥ 5/ . B 5 m T =R 2 A BB AS B Je)
MAC HE X f Je e RAE P48l . MO-AFSA 13 3
B AT 6 B AR 2 1) AR X A O e RME A 7E 0~0.1 2
], T 5 A0 5 b 7 A9 B i JE X M el KAE BT
KF 038 F 0.2 B o LA b4 B 45 S %
MO-AFSA 3R 153 1 & B A 25 g 8 2 () B 4P i
M7

1.0 1.0 1.0
0.8 0.8 0.8
06 8 0.6 0.6
< .
=
0.4 0.4 0.4
0.2 d [ 0.2
%%\ 3 4 %y
0 & %w 0 0
(a) MO-AFSA (b) Efl
B4 =R s A e LA B MAC
Fig.4 MAC values obtained by MO-AFSA, Efl and Ef[FAAA
0.4 : L ¥ ucl = .
.............. : -~ MO-AFSA R&Tﬁﬁ@ﬂﬂ R
. S - - Al "= (] 29
0:3 4 BfI-AAA ¢’J §0’/( + E‘Pr) ( )

Q2 F

0.1 P °d g e ..............

MACIERH T A E

e
FI5 AR S i) ik MAC X I B R A
Fig.5 Maximum MAC off-diagonal values in each of the

modes

3.2 iR

3 Ao B3R AU B T 198 5L P A She ST UL AE H 85 4 1) 45
P K 55 4 B0 I 45 405 R R R 400, AR i T SC
MO-AFSA,Efl fl EfT-AAA 8 4015 (09 I 5 5 %2,
43 59 B B2 R A5 405 T IS T 6 B ik A L L OF
WA 53405 500 vk R S R 0 R 2O R AR

o gl 43 5 A i W S 0 IR B e,
W KT s R AEL — 1, 1] X 18] UM Y B AILEE

i TR0 B0 e T M 7S ORI 43 S i 26,5 %6 T A I
FEOKOE 3RS LR T AN HE . T 3 AR AR A B
SEAE 3R M R T 00 B8 R R L Y 5 4 5 51~
108 BT 45107 , IR I &1 6 R /R T 45 #4 Rif 50 4~ B
JC AR5 P 25 5 . XY TG M R S R 3 R AL R B
A1 B 7 52 4 AR HORS B R A BT 4 A 8405 7 R4
BiFEJE , H MO-AFSA (13 504 B ms =5 A 97 F
M MR . Y KOF S 2% B EL )y
% BT 4 1 45 R U A AE 35.9% iR 25, HL
TE LT 18 FIHLIT 40 HY BEH £ 1% H s EI-AAA J5 %
FEACR YU 5T A W B 45, BN AE TR B A T 4 1Y
Xof B AL BT 40 b TR T 5 T S R
MO-AFSA J7 i RE 5 4 MR ) s 50T 4 i B3, 18



552 TR AR S5 R Pareto A TR B 1% 1) 445 g il 2 W 0 A% % 2 07 ' 22 E AR P4k 357
0.5 0.5 0.5
= MO-AFSA = MO-AFSA = MO-AFSA
041 O Efl 0.4 | I Efl 0.4F = Efl
e D Efl-AAA I8 O Efl-AAA e D Efl-AAA
@ 0.3F @ 0.3F @ 0.3F
= 0.2+ = 0.2+ P 0.2F
0.1F 0.1+ 0.1F
0 L AR L L L L 0 L L L L | L 0 L L L b ' L L0
0 5 10 1520 25 30 35 40 45 50 0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45 50 0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45 50
BT T BITH T LIS )
(a) Mg (b) 2% (c) 5%Mess
(a) Without noise (b) With 2% noise (c) With 5% noise
16 = Fl e s 7 S8 40 1 1R 45 2R

Fig.6 Comparison of damage detection results

4 5 35,64 %0, % HoAth oG i B A R HIB D
M KN 5% B, MO-AFSA J7 31 5 2 850 4
FEAE 33.8 %0 W45 05 , % L Ath o 4 54 5 19 450 0 45 ) A
N5 T EFTRTEfI-AAA X550 4 05845 300 45 SR AR 45
%, HARH I 18 M 30 A 14 .

PN 25 KR W, S 42 ) MO-AFSA Jrik 7e
A WG YL DL T AH E A R s T T AT
LA R0k TR ) 45 48 08 45 43, X 45 5 A6 R A 1
JE B TR 25 SRR B v B 1 A

s

=A

4 =2
(1) R T 5 000 A5 25 2 7 465 #9024
FARE R 3 05 BT AR A OGR4 B AR e B,
T 0t Pk 356 B 235 4 {5 W 0 2R 4 v 11 A% AR AT T

(2) KB T 3T Pareto B9 £ H b A T fa BE 5
i 454 Pareto S, BleilE T N T BE SR 908
M EAT R, I 5] A SRR F 4 L Ab 38 300 o 72 vh
1) AN S T e, o B 5 AL st I B S A 30 1Y) Pare-
to fift Ay e AR A

(3) BB ALIL 53 B TV 10— J2 HE R 25 4 15 R 4%
fEZ Hb AR, s R, 5 ENE
K EM-AAA A, FH MO-AFSA ¥ 5 28 06 U 1%
JEAR AT T B, I AT TE S5 A 38 5 oy A AR R S5 4
P15 B Ry A0, TUAR PR, R B0k 37 P 4o

(4) XJ V- = ZHEZR S5 M k47 1 05 R .
MO-AF SA & Jg s 07 B A Ak 7 1 76 JC W 75 F A I 7S
WG DL T, 35 BE 55 A b TR0 25 #4514, 6 A 81 T 1Y
BEFN BB AT B & Ef-AAA 2, 5T e
fig 9T 4T

5% 0k
[1] Sun H, Bayiik Ztirk O. Optimal sensor placement in

structural health monitoring using discrete optimization
[J]. Smart Materials & Structures, 2015,24(12): 125034.

Kammer D C. Estimation of structural response using

[3]

(6]

[9]

[10]

remote sensor locations [J]. Journal of Guidance, Con-
trol and Dynamics, 1997, 20: 501-508.

Carne T G, Dohrmann C R. A modal test design strate-
gy for model correlation [C]. Proceedings of SPIE—
The International Society for Optical Engineering,
1994, 2460: 927.

ShiZY, Law S S, Zhang . M. Optimum sensor place-
ment for structure damage detection[ J]. Journal of Engi-
neering Mechanics, 2000,126(11): 1173-1179.

Zhang X H, Zhu S, Xu Y L, et al. Integrated optimal
placement of displacement transducers and strain gauges
for better estimation of structural response [J]. Interna-
tional Journal of Structural Stability and Dynamics,
2011, 11(3): 581-602.

Tongpadungrod P, Rhys T D L, Brett P N. An ap-
proach to optimise the critical sensor locations in one-di-
mensional novel distributive tactile surface to maximize
performance [J]. Sensors & Actuators A: Physical,
2003, 105(1): 47-54.

Rao A R M, Anandakumar G. Optimal placement of
sensors for structural system identification and health
monitoring using a hybrid swarm intelligence technique
[J]. Smart Materials and Structures, 2007, 16 (6) :
2658-2672.

PHeEAe, SRIB AR, 255 95 . kT SOt A T 0 1 ) A% J%
ar oA A O R pE ST [T]. 35 J0 2 2= i, 2013, 30
(2): 218-223.

Yi Tinghua, Zhang Xudong, Li Hongnan. Immune
monkey algorithm for optimal sensor placement [J].
Chinese Journal of Computational Mechanics, 2013, 30
(2): 218-223.

X, w2, AT RO T Y B A
A B D7 3 B LI]. Ak 3 5 wb i, 2013, 32(6)
59-67.

Liu Wei, Gao Weicheng, Li Hui, et al. Improved opti-
mal sensor placement methods based on effective inde-
pendence [J]. Journal of Vibration and Shock, 2013, 32
(6): 59-67.

Py, BAot, FOKE, & —F L H bR AR
A 85 vk KON I LT]. PR sh Gk 5 12 W7, 2016, 36



358

% 35 %

[11]

[13]

(6): 1196-1203.

Li Shilong, Ma Liyuan, Li Yongjun, et al. Multi-objec-
tive optimal sensor placement method and its application
[J]. Journal of Vibration, Measurement &. Diagnosis,
2016, 36(6): 1196-1203.

EA, Ear . i kR SO N R A Ay 2 A AR A
A B LT]. AR AR 2], 2016, 37(2) . 277-285.
Wang Jian, Wang Zhangqi. Multi-objective optimiza-
tion placement of the biaxial accelerometer for transmis-
sion towers [J]. Chinese Journal of Scientific Instru-
ment, 2016, 37(2): 277-285.

LinJ F, XuY L, Law S S. Structural damage detec-
tion-oriented multi-type sensor placement with multi-ob-
jective optimization [J]. Journal of Sound Vibration,
2018, 422: 568-589.

XUHE , REAE R, 2 & BT RO T ) S5 A B0
PO A AL g AL T B (D], M AR 5 TR R4,
2003, 23(6): 85-90.

Liu Hui, Qu Weilian, Yuan Runzhang. Optimum sen-
sor placement for structural damage detection based on
sensitivity study [J]. Earthquake Engineering and Engi-
neering Vibration, 2003, 23(6): 85-90.

SRR, WA, R, T RN T AR
m AL ds e A B [T] B B R i (TR
2019, 41(3): 253-259.

Wu Shengbin, Zhang Xiaohua, Wang Liyuan, et al.

[15]

[16]

Optimal sensor placement based on improved artificial
fish swarm algorithm [J]. Journal of Nanchang Univer-
sity (Engineering &. Technology) , 2019, 41 (3) :
253-259.

Jiang X Y, L1 S. BAS: Beetle antennae search algo-
rithm for optimization problems [J]. International Jour-
nal of Robotics and Control, 2018, 1(1):1.

Deb K, Pratap A, Agarwal S, et al. A fast and elitist
multi-objective genetic algorithm: NSGA-II [J]. IEEE
Transactions on Evolutionary Computation, 2002, 6
(2): 182-197.

PIEAE, SR ZR, 2208 55 . B T/NVE B R S vk i 4%
RS AT B kg [T]. TR %, 2014, 31(9) :
112-119.

Yi Tinghua, Zhang Xudong, Li Hongnan. The niching
monkey algorithm for optimal sensor placement [J]. En-
gineering Mechanics, 2014, 31(9): 112-119.

Ji E A, B 2 B bR RS 7 vk B H
[M]. dbst:FBlas i iat, 2011,

JAR G, MR A, AR B LT A5 M R MO A T S B
29 AR AL 1 25 6 5 1R B0 O vk (D). Bk 8 5 b s,
2016, 35(9): 135-140.

Zhou Shumei, Bao Yuequan, Li Hui. Structural dam-
age 1dentification based on structural sensitivity analysis
and sparse restrains optimization [J]. Journal of Vibra-
tion and Shock, 2016, 35(9): 135-140.

Multi-objective sensor optimal placement for structural health monitor -
ing based on Pareto artificial fish swarm algorithm

ZHANG Xiao-hua', WU Sheng-bin"*, FANG Sheng-en', CHEN Ling-xiu'
(1.College of Civil Engineering, Fuzhou University, Fuzhou 350108, China;
2.China Railway Construction Real Estate Fuzhou CO. LLTD., Fuzhou 350102, China)

Abstract: An artificial fish swarm algorithm based on Pareto multi-objective optimization is proposed for optimal sensor placement
in structural health monitoring. The modal independence, damage sensitivity and damage redundancy are firstly utilized to establish
the sensor multi-objective optimization function. Then the rear-end and foraging behaviors in the artificial fish swarm algorithm are
improved, and the external file sets are introduced for the centralized processing of the mutually non-dominating solutions in the op-
timization process. The Pareto solution with the closest Euclidean distance at the ideal point is considered as the final optimal solu-
tion. A planar frame structure is finally used as a numerical study to verify the proposed artificial fish swarm algorithm based on Pa-
reto multi-objective optimization for sensor optimal placement. The results obtained from the proposed method give a fairly uniform
spacing for the sensor locations, and the information obtained by the measurements is more comprehensive, with low redundancy

and good mode independence. The damage detection results also indicate the robustness of the proposed method.

Key words: structural health monitoring; sensor optimal placement; artificial fish swarm algorithm; Pareto multi-objective optimi-

zation
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