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Multi-objective parallel surrogate-based optimization based on dual
weighted constraint expectation improvement strategy

LIN Cheng-long, MA Yi-zhong!, LIU Li-jun, XIAO Tian-li
(School of Economics and Management, Nanjing University of Science and Technology, Nanjing 210094, China)

Abstract: Considering the high computational cost in multi-objective simulation optimization and the difficulty of
obtaining black box function, a multi-objective parallel surrogate-based optimization method based on the dual weighted
constraint expectation improvement strategy is proposed. Firstly, the Kriging model is established to estimate the prediction
uncertainty of untested points. Secondly, the dual weighted constraint expectation improvement strategy is constructed,
and the new strategy is integrated by the infill strategy matrix and distance aggregation method. Then, the integration
strategy is maximized to realize multi-objective parallel optimization; Finally, the Pareto optimal solution set is obtained
when the termination condition reached. Test functions and pinned-pinned sandwich beam design cases are employed for
optimization verification. Comparison and optimization results show that the proposed method can effectively improve the
efficiency of multi-objective optimization. Compared with similar methods, the optimization results in low dimensional
problems have better convergence, diversity and distribution.

Keywords: dual weighted constraint expectation improvement strategy; infill strategy matrix; distance aggregation
method; Kriging model; parallel surrogate-based optimization method
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461,

U AER, & TH LS Bt 5 A T BRI R R
A58, > F AR 400 4 N 5 it TR ) R B8R
J8 R S 1AL T AR AN AR AR Y R v 2k
FURIRES I 51 K 1) B Bt I 8] SCAS AR S AS L 42 i
AR B2 N T WU iR WL &
ST H AR AR AL 42 1) B R £ Kriging
B RUIS-6) S R a) ALY &5 o, Kriging 1557 R £
ANFEACTE T AR va H AR AR UK 1 52 3 5%
T ARAE — AR D0 M DL S ISR g 347,
I, 0T /N AR A AR T SR I AR TR RS AN ey HLXE AR
A RAT A AL A 5] R, SCHR [5] 5 T Kriging B8 42 H
T R R4 R AL (efficient global optimization, EGO)
T3 IE R T 5 B AR TG 2 SRR AR ) 8, R A P
i 4 Jay R R M JR) 8 4% AR e ) B 1) R U (expected
improvement, EI) 5 B% %2 A K SR AN 2 I 4 ML 1)
B s sk mg 2 — 18,

= A SR AL (EGO) J7 i A AR AR DLt i fi b
(Bayesian optimization, BO) B X 2 1t 1t (surrogate-
based optimization, SBO) J7%. fifi %5 H A 2\
AR 2 HAREE A N B B bR ie) BT AE i 2 EGO 7
. 4 Gn: Knowes! OV il 11k 5 58 & 5 0% 5 EGO J7
A A R TR 2 HARE AR N B H FR 1) ParEGO J7
5 ABAZTT VLT 5 Pareto iR SR 27 6 11 B 22 ; Zhang Z5 1
PR T 3T R 2 H bRk A 52 (multi-objective
evolutionary algorithm based on decomposed, MOEA/
D) Jf i B e i R A5 Y 40 i &2 B Bt A0 AL 1) R, S
AT U ELI [ I A B AR T L RCAR; e A, X1 g
B &SR 73T R2464H5 1 2 H AR AL (expensive
multi-objective optimization algorithm based on R2
indicator, R2-EMO) J5 1%, £ L 21 3K £ H b4k 7]
RS TR RN . R ITEE T 2 H bR AR
KA, BAL T 7 6] 7 SR ) et SEbR BT 2
R FEE 1) FEAT AR AL (parallel surrogate-based
optimization, PSBO) J5 ¥4 1 /& — ™ B E XA 5 77 [+).

FEATARBEAR AL 7 25 52 25 T Kriging Q52 74 A1
Z RV 7B I — Bl E 3 2% 2] L, 5 SBO 7 ik
I R X ] A& PSBO J7 125 1) 725 1] 22 e [R) A2 3 70 R 1A
Xof I A BSAS e B SR AR AL IR R, KR 2 IR
78 5 W 1 ST R 2 R RS PSBO U7 V25 5 R SE R TR
o TS B YR, PSBO J7 V2SR H AT R B P
W BE )] 78 70 R AE BRI F. Rk, PSBO U5 1% 32 5|
R 1 Bk, 45 40: Schonlau3 3 F #1873 Hr
PR T EIRIG N g A S g-ELIE 78 55 8%, H 52 bR B
F HE B HE H AR ; Ginsbourger 25 A N Kriging

B B AT BRI A7 & R VE, IR 4R th T & TR AT
1H5 i) Kriging Believer (KB), Constant Liar (CL) 37
FEWG; Zhan FFUST 2 H T O B 22 240k (pseudo expected
improvement, PEI) 3 78 5% %, 8 K32 1 T ¢-BLIT ALl 14
e B T CL g, AH 35 2 AR 23 A 5 30E B AR
B AU B T 3 (B et 4 o) SR O L R T
LR AAL 0] J, 52 3% 7 PELSE I (1) AH 26 FEABE ] 55
M. BEAb, Zhan 2507181 16 10 BE 0 3k B (expected
improvement matrix, EIM), 2 t} 1 2% T EIM ] #
K& /NS B A 5K ME (maximin  distance based
EIM, EIM,,,). #& T~ EIM [ 88 37 75 #E & (hypervolume
distance based EIM, EIM,,) % & M 3 T EIM [ ¥ iz #R
& (Euclidean distance based EIM, EIM, ) & & % 0%, If
RIE T P B O FEFE (pseudo expected improvement
matrix, PEIM) 5 %, [ifi & PSBO J7 V% ) )32 M., 58
% A SH 78 J7 VAR 9 B T & s Ak R R, A
RN TES IR [18).

B B B 5t 2 H AR A0 AL ) B ) 2 ) 35 8 3R
W AFAE G R i) @ 1) B AT TH R R A8 4 R A S bR T
FE 8 BT B BRI, 2) A 2 5 SR 7E = 4E 1
B TH R e HFERT, PSBO /7 AR A0 &R AR RIS,
3) BI S0 1Y) 28 25 1 5y A [0) R N Ry 30 S I O1. 4
IR A R, AR SCHET Kriging 1558 R ET o8 250, A 2 5548
EI 52 28R A 4% 1 AU JR) 098 3R AN 4 JR AR R 1 i
BB AL, PR BT RCE AL A B U (dual
weighted constraint expectation improvement, DWCEI)
FMg 1) 2 H b5 AT B 7V, 1207 R 3 7S
TR W& A B (infill strategy matrix, ISM) /5 205 1 77 7E
¥ AN 17 H A5 1) DWCEI b8 $0 8 T~ 1SM B F B B 5%
B TSI B AN = BT S AN, D T B A b B
TSR, ¥4 3% J T KB 5 (1) CEIMks-PSBO J5 ik K&
FE T BUHA B2 et (weighted expectation improvement,
WCEI) 5 1% [1) WCEIM-PSBO J5 7. ASCTTHA: 1) 12
th 3% T DWCEL s ) 2 H 45 PSBO J5i%; 2) # KB %
I 7S S R 22 2 H b, 3) T Dy B R4 o) R R
Fay 3 O MR R SR 5 SR, ST ER B 20 R 2 H A 1) R Y
AT AR A R FOR T B I R B
1 Al AR
1.1 ZBERRILEE

LR LR, 2 H AR AL A AT 2R

min f(x) = {f1, fo,---, fm}-
s.t. hi(x) =0, g.(x) <0, z € D.

Horr: fo, FoRE mA HARRAL, hy () Rom 5 A5
WA, g (@) R r DAFERL W KA, DEIR
d AE AR B R ) R ).
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1.2 Kriging#58!
Kriging 5 7 72 it B i) 4 fEL 1 AU, S AR e H s
PR T R 1 SRR Kriging B8 — O = R
y=p+2(x). )
Horb p N EHRAE AR & RS, 2(x) KR EIE
MO T Z N o2 TR i R B AR E
i), @) i U AH SR O F
cov(z(z?), z(x?)) = o?R(x), 21)|9). 2)
1 H i 0 A% R BSCHEAT AR 558 4 1 A R B0
BRI Z ), 2, HRIE AT

) ) Z 9L|’ _ (.7)|ph
R(SU(Z),CB(J)) — eh=1 w2 ,pn=2. (3)

H: 0, > 0 EZSHL 0, 5% TREYEE d.
Kriging %y = ciyi, 2 E(y — ciy;) = 0. i@

TSR RACASR A 1 RT3 000 4 g ANl 77 22 82, B
§(w) = i+ TRy — 1),

1— 1TR—1 2
§2(«'B) = 6'2 |:1 — "'TR_IT + %} .
1TR 'y

Wi = 007 = (v —14)"R™ (y — 1jx)
RFTSHRREOERE, 1RR TR N1 11 xn miﬁ
K.
1.3 AR Rmg

Kriging 5 8UIR ¥ & (W NAE Y () ~ N(9, 82),
R I = max(0, ymin — Y (2))~ HEE E(1) ] 4310

BI(@) = (oo — )0 (227 0) 4 gL =0
For: ymin 278 B RIREAS [ /N SR () R R
P AT R EL, o () R 5 B R L
1.4 REAZE R

Schonlau 3R 5 H bR f 29 ROAH BBk 57, 345
Bl 124 SR I S BB PUT() () G() < 0,3
HIE E[I(x) N G(x) < 0], 1325 KL R L
1 (constrained expectation improvement, CEI) 7 fig (13!

CEI(z) = El(z) - PoF, (4)

Hrjt PoF = Ipﬂ_—gﬁrﬁﬁﬁﬁ?xﬁ%ﬁ

54,

@J\%/@ﬁﬁﬁ éﬁﬁﬁff\ﬁﬂﬁﬂz IR,
1.5 {RRERE AR
Zhan ZE R T g S PEL SRR
PEI(z) = El(z) - IF (2, ™). (5)
g—1
HH:IF(z, 2" t) = H[l — exp(—flz — x
m"“i%/T%M\%‘ﬁﬁ%ﬁ S50 < IF < 1, PEI(=x)
< ElLnax, ELnax N ELCKAH. #UIF BR 00 ELE A 55

n+i‘2)]’

P AR R [R) T 45 Dy 29 S0] B it o
PEI - PoF.

2 DWCEI%R & & DWCEL £ KRS
2.1 EFHRBEIERE

% H brIE 70 5E0E R 5 A AR 018 5 5 I 4E 0K
{545 4 DL Sz Br B2 7). Zhan 2538 i3 EIM B & 05 V248
13 EISR IS TE 2 H A vl 3R 15 7 7z B U718 s
B b AT R B LY A SO I A SRS B ISM U HEAT
K4 ISM A RRUTR:

IS) ISy ... ISL,

187 182 ... 1IS2,
ISM= | (©)

1% PCEI =

sk 1sh ... 18k
HPIS/6 = 1,2,...,my5 = 1,2,... k)RR
AN HFRTE % j 241 AE S Pareto i £E o %) S IS B8 %
{E. # LA Pol /E g deidk g, WU ISM 1] 5 28

Poll Pol} ... Pol}

m

Pol? Pol; ... Polfn
PolM = | . N E (M

Pol® Polf ... Pol”,
Horr Pol! 7R 85 i A HARTE S j 41E SO Pareto iR 42

w6 R ) Pol bR K A8 [F) 3, 57 LA CEI 3¢ i SE B 78,
T ISMJE Xt T
CEI, CEI, ... CEI},
CEI; CEI; ... CEL%,
CEIM = | . S R ®)

CEIY CEI} ... CEI},

& CEIM., PoIM ] A Pareto Hif ¥+ 21 B AR ypmin 14
EELREL SEILISM Ak x m NI, Sebr b, 24
16 AN 1 () 403k Ao 2 1) 5 S 3E AT JE 7 I, A R
FA A P18 45 7 2 SR I ISMA 2.

22 BERAHE

n YEHFAE 25 (8] Hp PR 0] B 20 S A1) pei AR BURE B
f) s . ISM T 2 AT B AR IS 5 0 Bt 8] 1) — Jo gk
B, 10 BOUEE B s/ IME S I A e k. DA R 9 B Bk B
B (Minkowski distance, MD) A 4i:

k ! . .
J— 3 P J J
ISMy = IJIE{I lgl IS — 077, 9)

HobpREMDAK. Hp = 1,2,...,00 0, 7]
3 2 F ISM 1 BR +7 #5 B (Euclidean  distance-based
ISM,ISM,). #E T ISM 9] Lt &5 K E 25 (Chebyshev
distance-based ISM, ISM,.) 2 & T ISM [ 2 I il i 25
(Manhattan distance-based ISM, ISMy) 5 . 2 % BX
EI{E N IS, U W] 15 Zhan 5517 42 Y ) EIM, 5E0%. 8 1
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B b EE B AN BRAIE, SR L ISM, « ISM,,, & ISM,, TR i
HAT 5.
2.3 L REAEE KA SRR

IFO < IF < D) AT#EAERRE fJ7 Z 1k
BAO-201 1 — TF W] S E B SR W - 167 1 3 (1) [ B 55
AL TR AR, FH TR P A 3 AU 28 et S s -

WEI = W (z, 2" T)EL + [I — W (x, 2" )|EL.

H: W (z, ") = IF(x, ") RoREHIB, 5 iE
WEI < EIL E&ETXTEIEE** rétnﬁﬁﬁﬂﬂc EL, =

(fmmf ) (f y)ﬁj\nu
N EI E@)%%Mué)%%%;lﬁ:. 1? H h‘»fuzﬁﬁiaﬁzm
L, AT AL L) A B st S WCEL = WCEI-PoF.

2.4 WENLRHAE Ut R
XF Ely N Elp #E4T AU ZR BUIMAL AT - 7 ELIR & fe
77. AH A 2 i HE, WEL S B AR 8 T 2R 25 3347 1
BN 5 B RRR S R 2 8. Sk —
BT S, 13 2R DWELS N :
DWEI = w, WEI, (z, ") + w, WEI (z, 2" ).

HAw,we € R, (w1 + wy = 1) R EAL, LIAR
RAENI T8 WEL = W (2, 2" )EL, WEL, =
(1 — W(x,z"")|EL, 4 ] £ AE J& 348 & 4 R
RZE B8 77, 45 H hr 2 3057, ) 7] /4 DWCEL =
DWEI-PoF {3 50 %F T2 HARZ A in) #, iy 43

DWCEI; ... DWCEL,
DWCEI; ... DWCEL,

DWCEIM = o , - (10)
DWCEL; ... DWCEI,

% DWCEIM H1 6 % K FH ISM,.« ISM,, & ISM,,, K &,

Al DWCEIM, . DWCEIM,, & DWCEIM,,, .

2.5 DWCEIRBSIEIL R EEE B T

Adis = d(@, Tny) = Ol — 2|2 AL B
B0 < Wz, 2"t < 1'2) lim W (z, ") =
1, lim W(z,z"™) = 0. 5 A 1)9 5E, B dIG K,
ais i Y B WEL k. 9 DWCEL i %
2) FlE g8 K, W (x, 2" t?) FRE, B8 T DWCEIé)%
WA ). B AR/ T WEL BUE, {H SR B R
A7, {8145 DWCEI S I& 7E d BRI 43 RR &R A8 12 55,

ISM-PSBO 77 ¥ i1 5 & 4% B & %2 5K H Kriging
L K ISM 3R I 5 A q 4. CEIMkp 2R 0§ 75 & 57
T(m + r)g > Kriging £ %, 1 CEIM H. 55 3H 78 5% 0%
F1PCEIM(pseudo constrained expected improvement
matrix), WCEIM J DWCEIM [f] ¢ 5 5 & {2 75 & 57

T(m + r) A AR & 3R AT 4T Pareto B VA7 AE N
Jt#,CEIM. PCEIM. WCEIM A& DWCEIM ¥ /% 11
HEL . El,, 51X % F& ISM H ¥ AS JT 2 ] B 1H S5,
PCEIM 7 # 17 2Nm(q — 1)(d + 2) X, WCEIM N
2Nm(q — 1)(d + 3) X, DWCEIM 7 # 1T 2Nm(q —
1)(d + 4) X, Kriging B U@ AR TH L RFE [ 1 1 5
TR OM3). W RS RFEHUE LT, 7 5T SBO
#End > N, Z FCRFEA BT BIEPSBO i &,
& T IAT AL
3 BRI
3.1 BEASIMPR
step 1: BEAT SEEQ W 1T, SREXHI 4R X A5 B 1) H b
BY RAKRMEG.
step 2: 3R Pareto JE SCEL ATV Fop MARLE X nin.
step 3: BT & 1B 25 AR [ 2 B bR 2 AR AL
step4: H (X, Y) X (X, G) ##: B bR L) R 1I4]
G/ Kriging 157
step 5: 3KHL (G (z < 0)) Al AT#E. 457, WK
HISM, j,,, FEWESRIBUHT S0 55 ;5 7C, W 552 K44 PoF.
step 6: % @ FEAT B B4t I, SRELY () &2 G ().
step7:Hl#H X = XUz, Y =Y Uy,G = GU

step 8: K F ISM.,. j, ,,-PSBO 77 1% B 8T X i
Foq.

step 9: F. & step 4 ~ step 8, L & Jif /& & 1514

7E1  CEIMkg SIS AH 2 T g = 1HJISM .
WIE q > g TIERZE A, 87 Kriging B4,
3.2 THNERR

1% B AR F7 (hypervolume, HV) Fl J %% tH: AR i
% (invertedgenerationaldistance, IGD)!'"-2!1 /£ 24 ISM,. -
PSBO J5 V2 ¥ 48 b5, — i HV B 8 K, IGD i i /),
ZREVEREBR T

S|
HV = Le(J v). (11)

=1
Horp: v IR S H 5 (referencepoint) 5 JE S it M A p;
R TR AR R, Le 7 8l DRI 5 5 S R on AE L FC4E.
IGD:Z(L/|S|, (12)
Horp d 27K Pareto fe A il 5 I Y A5 31 5 2% Pareto 5K
R EE P A /R L LA
4 SEIOEER RO
41 MiKETMER
EHELOSY. SRN22! & BNHZ 55 o) i %f fr 12
ISM.,. ..., -PSBO J7 V23 AT I, BAR(E B LR 1.
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F1 MRRBER
MRER HEAME QR BEAN BEA
BNH 2 2 2 (140, 50)
SRN 2 2 2 (250, 50)
OSY 2 6 6 (0,70)
4.2 SIIBHILTE

Fr A IR 578 Intrl(R)Pentium(R), 2.90 GHz, 8 GB
) 32 £ Dell °F & # 1E. ISM. 1, ,,,-PSBO J5 % X Hi
Windows 7 ¥ 1 T Matlab2015b 52 3. ¥ & B & %k
wi = 0.35,wy = 0.65, | KIERIRE Trnax = 100
VERZ 25 KRR T AR n = 2d + 11M9]
4 FE R ; DACEMatlab 2 /7 8 $41T Kriging £ #1275
SR FH 22 4 33 AR BR0VE o SE 78 SR R AT AR AR S8 R 43
B2 CEIM. PCEIM J#i#4 2 1) CEIMkp T2
WCEIM. DWCEIM SZ#LISM.,. - ISM,,« ISM,,, & k&

CEIM,. CEIM,,. CEIM,, %}, F R BIRIGIAE N g =
2,4, 8 MEAR. RPN 7 VEAEAN [F] SRS N ARATIZAT 20 1K
#4741t DCWEIM,-PSBO 5%t ¢ = 1,2,4,8
I HV P35 45 B a0 B 1 FroR. B B 1A BUE s Al
tt T g
DWCEIM,.-PSBO 77 i35 1] $2& FH A 4K 3R i 280 36 Bl %%
AIREE I, HV AELIZ #7386 K, & 1% 77 V538 B Pareto
iR PRI AT S 1 % A 1 B s TR RS54 DL R, g {7
K, DWCEIM,-PSBO 75 % 1 1% A Ik i/, HV 5 1)
K5 3 bR, 2 B DWCEIM,, 2 2538 78 S5 M8 7 T
(112 H b5 PSBO J7 724 Bh T8/ 5 52 47 B (1 B 18] %
A, i EIMkp, « PCEIM, & WCEIM, = F % 15 55 1%
& F R i PSBO J7¥2: 5 DWCEIM,.-PSBO J7 2347 Lt
B, % q = 2,4, 8IHV FHMEIE AN Fabr, R S
A RHUE, 45 R a2 s,

5.4 4.5 | e —
o] ——
= 5.0 “10 L %10° Lo}
T 438 . S : S
; 4.6 ) 1 ; 2.5F ) E 0.6
—_g = T . - = —qg=1
4.4 STTSI0IS o g=2 1.5¢ 57101520 25 _._Zzé 0.2} 1050152023 —-—322
4.2 sa=d - q=4 g4
40 ) ) ) ) —o—lq78 . . . . _._qug o ) ) ) ) +.q:8
0 20 40 60 80 100 120 030720 20 60 80 100 120 0 20 40 60 80 100 120
IERIREL B HE IEARIREL
(a) BNH (b) SRN (c) OSY
1 DWCEIM.-PSBOf{t HV {&
5.3
- w527 -
(=) (=) (=)
> > Sy >
= = =
5.0
4.9
IERIEL IERIEL IEARIREL
(a) BNH(¢=2) (b) BNH(g=4) (c) BNH(¢=8)
4.2t
o k=) = 4.0
~ — CEIM,, ~ 1 — CEIM,, ~ _ — CEIM,,
E 8 PCEIM E 38 PCEIM E 38 PCEIM
—— WCEIM | —— WCEIM | —— WCEIM
3.6 3.6 3.6
—— DWCEIM —— DWCEIM —— DWCEIM
34 50 100 34 50 100 34 50 100
IERIREL IER IR IER IR
(d) SRN(¢=2) (e) SRN(¢=4) (f) SRN(¢=8)
144 . = . 1‘4 .........
1.2t 1.2 |f
= 1.0} 2 = 1.0}
; —— CEIM,, ; ; —— CEIM,,
= 0.8 7 IV’VCCEé?;Iv[ = = 0.8¢ 7 IV’VCCEé?;Iv[
0.6 —— DWCEIM 0.6¢ —— DWCEIM
0.4 50 100 0.4 50 100
IER AL IER IR IER IR

(g) OSY(g=2)

(h) OSY(g=4)

(i) OSY(g=8)

2 ISM.-PSBO 5 AR EIRAEH T HV {ErhZk
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P 1 AT 2 0] LUE 4 8 ISM.-PSBO 7772 38
W Pareto fif 52 USSR 1 2 o3 A 1 R I, 35 vl A Rd 7t
% H bR 2 AR AL 1) K 2805 B 1] 2 TR HV BUE 1)
WIGE AL B AT, ¢ #OK, ISM.-PSBO J7 15 38 BU AR Ak iR
FRI AL S0 B2 B i 6F T BNH.  SRN 45 30 =, 3 T
CEIMxg 5 P (1) PSBO 7 2 it SACRE B ¢ 1, 3R B A% &
B H BN Z IR R 2. FL AR ISM-PSBO
T iER AL 45 B 2 R KAB I T CEIMkg.-PSBO 5
%t F OSY (8] 1] &, CEIMy s WS S5 FF fix Bk, 3
Bz E S T 28 N, X 5 i R —
.M T HE A BH 4 FP ISML-PSBO 7 iA HIL 45, ik
B RCRFF S g = 4, 8 HV. IGDE T G it, A

e R WK 2. R 27 LUE R ISM, B & 14
PSBO J7 %38 Al %t i 5t 22 H bR 49 AR AR n) /AT 3K
fifg; 3K fiff BNH F1 SRN Il i 51 %5 ), DWCEIM,.-PSBO
J7iESAR T 16 U E H ) 124>, PCEIM,.-PSBO J7
1% J¢ WCEIM,-PSBO 77 7% & 3K 15 2 M e A AE. Htb 3k
B: /£ HV X I1GD £ H 45 V-4 45 45 77 1H, DWCEIM,.-
PSBO J7 4L F H A PSBO J7 % CEIMkg,.-PSBO Ji
VEAE K iR OSY Jo] @RI, K45 1 4 38 4 A S A0 A, i
B CEIMkp.-PSBO J7 2 71 3K filf A & 40 H # 2 11 OSY
) A AT A v BRI R S R —
;. kEL g = 2,4, 81 ISM,-PSBO J7 %4} 3 F1 £ H bx
] AT A SR AR, 5 R LI 3 3R 3.

2 ISM.-PSBO /5 Rt es REL &

u . HV IGD " - HV IGD
R g HFERE | A g HFERE
mean(S.t.d) mean(S.t.d) mean(S.t.d) mean(S.t.d)
4 CEIMkg 5268.8(0.6667)  5.46e-03(2.84¢-06) 8 CEIMkg 5270.0(0.6580)  5.46e-03(1.86e-06)
BNH 4 PCEIM 5276.5(0.2514)  5.46e-03(3.22¢-07) BNH 8 PCEIM 5279.6(0.1181)  5.46e-03(1.60e-07)
4  WCEIM 5276.5(0.2561)  5.46e-03(3.22¢-07) 8 WCEIM 5279.8(0.168 1)  5.46e-03(1.19e-07)
4 DWCEIM 5276.6(0.2401) 5.46e-03(3.36e-07) 8 DWCEIM 5279.8(0.2119) 5.46e-03(1.12¢-07)
4 CEIMkp 42517.3(18.0722) 4.91e-05(1.95¢-06) 8 CEIMkp 42558.8(17.1297) 3.77¢-05(4.67¢-06)
SRN 4 PCEIM 42575.6(6.1123)  3.17e-05(1.22¢-06) SRN 8 PCEIM 42604.3(4.6344)  2.48e-05(1.33e-06)
4 WCEIM  42575.6(6.5208) 3.17e-05(1.28e-06) 8 WCEIM  42604.5(4.7910) 2.51e-05(1.33e-06)
4 DWCEIM 42579.3(3.9766) 3.12¢-05(1.08e-06) 8 DWCEIM 42604.2(2.9957) 2.50e-05(8.88e-07)
4 CEIMgkp 13644.7(170.93) 1.40e-03(1.40e-04) 8 CEIMks 13777.3(35.73)  1.12e-03(1.39¢-04)
0sY 4 PCEIM 13541.0(254.51)  2.45e-03(4.80e-04) 0SY 8 PCEIM 13456.9(271.34)  2.49e-03(4.95e-04)
4  WCEIM 13419.5(273.67)  2.72e-03(4.92e-04) 8 WCEIM 13413.3(255.41)  2.70e-03(5.54e-04)
4 DWCEIM 13352.2(319.07) 2.69e-03(6.39¢-04) 8 DWCEIM 13356.9(276.15) 2.85e-03(4.43e-04)
5.3 5.3 5.3
. 527 . 527 . 527
=} =} =}
~ 51} — CEIM,, ~ 51} — CEIM,, - 51 — CEIM,,
E rrrrrrrr PCEIM E rrrrrrrr PCEIM E rrrrrrrr PCEIM
5.0 — WCEIM 5.0 — WCEIM 5.0 — WCEIM
—— DWCEIM —— DWCEIM —— DWCEIM
4'90 50 100 4'90 50 100 4'90 50 100
IEAIREL IR IEAIREL
(a) BNH(¢=2) (b) BNH(q=4) (¢) BNH(¢=8)
4.2t
= = = 4.0
~ — CEIM,, ~ — CEIM,, ~ — CEIM,,
__L>_ & PCEIM __L>_ 8 PCEIM __L>_ R - PCEIM
3.6 —— WCEIM 36t — WCEIM 36}t —— WCEIM
' —— DWCEIM ' —— DWCEIM ’ —— DWCEIM
3'40 50 100 3'40 50 100 3'40 50 100
B B B
(d) SRN(¢=2) (e) SRN(g¢=4) 4 (f) SRN(¢=8)
1.2 ¢
= e S .0 '
= = Z — CEIV,,
e e Z 08 e PCEIM
06t — WCEIM
: —— DWCEIM
0.4 0 50 100
IR EL IR IR
(g) OSY(¢=2) (h) OSY(¢=4) (i) OSY(q=38)

3 ISM,-PSBO /7 AR REIRAEH THV ErhZ
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%3 ISM,-PSBO I &b R EL

B g HOOEME Hv 16D Ve o sz Hv 16D
mean(S.t.d) mean(S.t.d) mean(S.t.d) mean(S.t.d)
4 CEIMks 5276.5(1.3871) 5.47e-03(6.51e-06) 8 CEIMks 5269.0(1.3998)  5.47e-03(7.21e-06)
BNH 4 PCEIM 5275.3(1.0894)  5.48e-03(7.29¢-05) BNH 8 PCEIM 5278.5(0.4752)  5.46e-03(7.52e-07)
4  WCEIM 5274.7(1.1922)  5.51e-03(1.42¢-04) 8 WCEIM 5278.7(0.4486)  5.48e-03(6.60e-05)
4 DWCEIM 5274.6(1.1109)  5.49¢-03(8.79¢-05) 8 DWCEIM 5278.5(0.5563)  5.46e-03(2.96e-05)
4 CEIMkp 42478.5(27.8366) 5.81e-05(3.00e-06) 8 CEIMkp 42540.026.6109) 4.21e-05(4.59¢-06)
SRN 4 PCEIM 42555.0(7.6832) 3.91e-05(2.74e-06) SRN 8 PCEIM 42578.1(6.2675) 3.31e-05(1.74¢-06)
4  WCEIM 42551.5(9.4072) 3.93e-05(3.00e-06) 8 WCEIM 42578.9(7.9769) 3.30e-05(2.51e-06)
4 DWCEIM 42553.2(9.9307) 3.91e-05(1.89e-06) 8 DWCEIM 42579.9(9.1842) 3.27e-05(2.63e-06)
4 CEIMkp 13417.8(147.07)  2.27e-03(3.02¢-04) 8 CEIMkgp 13562.2(71.82) 1.93e-03(2.46e-04)
oSy 4 PCEIM 13304.1(289.01)  2.53e-03(3.23e-04) 0SY 8 PCEIM 13380.2(186.94)  2.54e-03(4.33e-04)
4  WCEIM 13283.9(185.61)  2.86e-03(2.86e-04) 8 WCEIM 13328.1(157.82)  3.11e-03(4.44e-04)
4 DWCEIM 13262.7(213.97) 3.20e-03(4.28¢-04) 8 DWCEIM 13359.6(198.99) 2.88e-03(4.82e-04)
& 345 LA 6 F BNH LSRN Z B4 Fiit. 1 DCWEIM, 4, ,,,-PSBO J7 % B 15 4R vk £ 14

] #, DWCEIM,,-PSBO 77 7% % PCEIM;,-PSBO 75 %
Y345 7 HV X IGD VA FR AR 5 N B, EIMKkg
-PSBO J5 % i A AE £ & 3/, 11 WCEIM,,-PSBO 77
FEAGRTE T I RAMRAE, R A =25 H B0 i ISM,,
PH B 5 A 5 15 H & T DWCEIM K PCEIM 8 75 ; % -+
OSY ¥ 41 EIMkg;,-PSBO /73819 T & 1 4 1 &
Al R Z T EFEES T 2485 1. 5T HAb
ISM,-PSBO 77 ¥, PCEIM,,-PSBO J7 2% 5 4, H: 4 —
TR R ZE AR,

N T A ISM,, -PSBO J5 vk A Rt &1 X6t 34
I 8, AR (R H S256 1 8 T, 328 CER IR AR FA R A 4L

TN B A I X B $50 0T oA Pareto ¢ A1 AR i HV T 241E
A Ak i 2k, FLR s an i 4 Fros. B 47T LLE A
tbFq 1 ] CEIM,, ¥ 5U3H 78, DWCEIM,, £ 510
FEARBE IS AT R TE 300 22 B AR A 10) R SR AR 0%, 1
FA T F0AT F 580 B IR A S 0, HV A& 1 K, 3%
i DWCEIM,,-PSBO J5 7% 45 A M it R 4 HV B 14
B EA CRAT: R I 22 TR, R B TR T VAU S
K 1f, DWCEIM}, S B& AL AL 80 28 52 T 1) [ IS W] A 200
A B BT B 51 R I TR) BOAR. R T DN T BE df Hh ad B
DWCEIM,,-PSBO 77 % M BE, b4 4 7 ISM,-PSBO 77
R 3R 42 5 bR I A BV B0 25 B, B B,

g = 1,2, 4, 85 DWCEIM,,-PSBO J7 %t 4k 45 5 3k 4T K.
5.4 1.4
5.2t ]
= <o o
~ o sy ~ ' > -
> 4.6f > : = 0.6
= 44 5.0 —q-! jas) . —g=1| = —q=1
4'2 5 10 15 20 25 Tg;i > 5 10 15 20 ng 0.2 10 15 20 25 —r—gii
: —q=8 =8 —~—q-38
4.0 . . . . - 0.5 : . . . - -0.2 : . : . .
0 20 40 60 80 100 120 0 20 40 60 80 100 120 0 20 40 60 80 100 120
AR EL AL AR
(a) BNH (b) SRN (¢) OSY
&4 DWCEIM,-PSBOfiftHV &
. x10° - - ) . -
5 50 5.2/' p 3 ‘ 5 10
> aeff M / > 25 s > o6rlf
T o4 sof /L | —a-1 | : —q-1| = 1.0 — -1
: 510152025 ——gq=2 1.5} 5101520 ——4q=2 0.2} YT 152025 —— g2
4.2 b 4:4 b g=4 b g=4
iy N osh_ L e 0o —~—q=8
"0 20 40 60 80 100 120 "0 20 40 60 80 100 120 “0 20 40 60 80 100 120
IR EL AR EL AR IREL
(a) BNH (b) SRN (c) 0SY

& 3 F11 ] 4 1 50 4 F ISML-PSBO 75 7 i S5 itk
R, ATA R FAT HH R RCE, HIE 2 BV W16 67 1, i A M RE I 2, H 4 3 F PSBO 7 Lt AL 45
B HUE AT 5N, g O, U SAGE R )T BNH. SRN

&5 DWCEIM,,-PSBO{ft{t HV {&

M &, %& T CEIMkg %5 FE 1) PSBO 77 74 U SIGH i 5%
RE
AN K 6T OSY i) /1 5, CEIMyp YA S50 J #
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R, WCEIM},-PSBO 77 % Ik 2., % ¥} CEIMkg;,-PSBO
JIEIE T 28 B ) L X SR s R — 3

FH & 5 &5 5 ] 1: DWCEIM,,,-PSBO 75 74 4 & 1t
REBLIT. B B0 R R H g 38 K, DR At i Wi S0k 2

FAEH FIFAT IR, ST R,

B P 6 1] LLE H: 4 F ISM,,,-PSBO 1A B A
BT SR R, AT R TR R i 3 A ik R 2
HV BUE 136 07 B AT, SRR RE 2T AR oK, iR

) Wi Sl BT R B X T BNH. SRN 35 B8 %5 45 SR 1
&, CEIMkg,,-PSBO J7 i£ WS S5 FE 5 1%, 256 11 BB AL
72, LR 3P SR A0 AL ROR 22 0 AN K % - OSY I it
1M & , CEIMkg,,,-PSBO J7 VAU SIGH FE 3 1R, 25 A M
U, R Z TR S T AR A H B2 A AR AL i)
L IX SR AT 4 R — B BRI B g = 4,8
i 4 71 ISM,,,-PSBO 77 £ HV . IGDH# 4T 4t it B
g R W 4.

5.3 5.3
.52 . 527 -
o (=] (=]
SEERE SEERE N
jan) jan) jan)
5.0 5.0
4.9 4'90 50 100 4'90 50 100
IEARIREL EARIREL EARIREL
(a) BNH(¢=2) (b) BNH(¢=4) (c) BNH(¢=8)
4.2
= k= = 4.0
. Z < — CEIM
> > > 3.8 o
= = e PCEIM
L — WCEIM
3.6
—+— DWCEIM
3'40 50 100 3'40 50 100
LA EAIREL BRI
(d) SRN(¢=2) (e) SRN(¢=4) L4 (f) SRN(¢=8)
1.2 Y
= k= = 1.0 i
~ — CEIM,, ~ — CEIM,, -~ — CEIM,,
Z 084 e PCEIM Z 081 e PCEIM Z 08F e PCEIM
0.6 — WCEIM 0.6 — WCEIM 06t — WCEIM
Sl —— DWCEIM : —— DWCEIM : —— DWCEIM
0'40 50 100 0'40 50 100 0'40 50 100
IEARIREL BRI BRI
(g) OSY(¢=2) (h) OSY(¢=4) (i) OSY(¢=38)
E 6 ISM,,-PSBOFEREIRHH T HY ErhZ
R4 ISM,,-PSBO AL EREL S
. B HV IGD ‘ ‘ . B HV IGD
e q R A g  HFEHE
mean(S.t.d) mean(S.t.d) mean(S.t.d) mean(S.t.d)
4 CEIMkg 5267.6(0.8335)  5.47e-03(1.53e-04) 8 CEIMkgp 5276.5(0.6954)  5.46e-03(6.23e-05)
BNH 4 PCEIM 5267.6(0.1740)  5.47e-03(5.29¢-05) BNH 8§ PCEIM 5279.7(0.2009)  5.46e-03(1.51e-07)
4  WCEIM 5276.5(0.3217) 5.46e-03(4.39¢-07) 8 WCEIM 5279.8(0.1516) 5.47e-03(1.14e-07)
4 DWCEIM 5276.6(0.3211) 5.47¢-03(3.74e-05) 8 DWCEIM 5279.9(0.2267) 5.46e-03(1.18e-07)
4 CEIMkp 42519.3(16.1730) 4.77¢-05(3.51e-06) 8 CEIMgkgp 42560.7(22.7945) 3.62e-05(5.74e-06)
SRN 4 PCEIM 42576.7(5.6471) 3.14e-05(1.01e-06) SRN 8 PCEIM 42601.5(4.8517) 2.56e-05(1.36e-06)
4  WCEIM 42578.0(3.6620) 3.14e-05(1.01e-06) 8 WCEIM 42 604.2(3.7503) 2.48e-05(1.12¢-06)
4 DWCEIM 42574.8(4.8025) 3.18e-05(1.14e-06) 8 DWCEIM 42604.9(4.2377) 2.47e-05(1.26e-06)
4  CEIMkg 13733.8(131.81)  1.33e-03(4.09¢-04) 8 CEIMkgp 13786.3(52.39) 1.10e-03(2.28e-04)
oSy 4 PCEIM 13514.2(264.05)  2.23e-03(5.13e-04) oSy 8§ PCEIM 13571.7(122.76)  2.27e-03(4.43e-04)
4  WCEIM 13355.9(368.49)  2.80e-03(5.53e-04) 8 WCEIM 13478.6(152.77)  2.77e-03(4.01e-04)
4 DWCEIM 13394.6(263.64) 2.45e-03(5.07e-04) 8 DWCEIM 13396.0(334.28) 2.60e-03(5.00e-04)
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AR F A TFTREMYRE K

# R R0 % B AR AT RIERAL T 3157

4050 ¢ = 8N ISM,,,-PSBO J7 1% 3R fift 3
MR E T HV  IGDE I T g = 4, Ui ¢ 3 KH Bl
F 7 e S % BNH. SRN B %, DWCEIM, ,, -
PSBO /% WCEIM,,,-PSBO J5 V%43 il 3k 153 16 A S AR fif
H K 6 4N FiT 104, 35t B WCEIM,,,-PSBO J5 1% Pareto fi#
EMGEA T, BiEH T d B A i X F OSY B
#, 3T CEIMkg [ PSBO 7 iE3R15 1 4= 5B 1 4 1%
e, Ui BH d 52 % I RIAR S 26 ez 0 i,

B 1I~E 6L KT 2~FK 4104 F AT K
1) ISM, 1, ,,-PSBO 1] LT 20 SE B 2 fURFE, A B T4
THIH SRR, B AR SIS 1A 2) DWCEIM,. 5, 1, -PSBO
T3 VEAE AL B AR 4 H B D AL T R SR,
¥ H B 2 1), 3T CEIMkg &1 B4 (1) PSBO J7 i ¢ A1
3)ISM,-PSBO J7 £ 4E 2 H 5 29 W [0 753K fif B 2% &
P e B L, ISM,,,-PSBO 75 7% 25 & 14 g B 55 T ISM,.-
PSBO J7i%,ISM,,-PSBO Jj %11 Rt £ 7.

43 TIiEEH

WK L, 55 b FH R SCHE LI A et 4

(pinned-pinned sandwich beam)®*!, #1114 7 7K.

PRENIE

T N

E7 #REnBEHBEFRSRIZIT

BRI R EE W N dy, dy — dy, ds —
do. FEIEM BRI E N p1v pos ps, PR N B Ey.
By R BARFEN ¢14 con c5. WITEED € [0.05,
0.35],dy € [0.2,0.5],ds € [0.2,0.51],b € 0.3,
0.55], L € [3,6].

BRI R SR BT B bR A i MO H LR S)
g1 BEIR BN, e S R IR B AR f) B RTT IR
ENYR HIAER, B e T

T 0.5
fi=si(g)
Horp

U= 2b[p1d1 + pg(dg — d1) + pg(dg — dg)],
Q = (2b/3)(Erd] + Ba(ds — d) + Es(ds — d3)).
A f1 RRTRE G R R I ARG A fo AERAIC R

fg = QbL[Cldl + CQ(dQ — dl) —+ C3(d3 — dg)]

44 LWERKRSHR

W 2 I R AT AL I SEIRSA R £ H bR
T i B A /S A ) R, USRI SR BUPE A A B
Fr. X fis fo 22 BH0, AT O-1 hRAEALALFE, A A0 R

fs= S =i :
Jmax = fmin

FA frnin fmax 2908 EHIEGEE £ A 18R A R
1B 2 frs~ fos 20 BIERIRFRAEAL ST PR B 40026 I B Ak
Y. BAIECRIA R S HUE E RS,

x5 BIERLRSHRE

S5 IS L2 M3
MRLEE p 100 2770 7780
W E 1.6 x 10° 70 x 10° 200 x 10°

HAARUE ¢ 500 1500 800

K KB/ N T ST T 2d + VANFEAR, &
PSBO J5 4 KIEARIKEL Trax = 100 9L 1554
B R, = (—50,2000)ENHV 5 Z% 51, ISM. j, -
PSBO 7L LRI L g = 2, 4, 8 L 34T 10
SL S, AR WK 6 FIR T,

=6 FIEILERISM.,h,»-PSBOFAHV EELE

q ISM index ISM. ISM,, ISM,,m
CEIMycs mean  163039.0  158963.3 162039
S.td 2616.1 1261.0 2480.6
mean 158215.6 150174.0 161673.2
PCEIM
4 S.td 3617.0 5495.0 3860.8
mean  157653.9 1492434 156133.9
WCEIM
S.td 8372.1 3810.7 6026.5
DWCEIM  ™ean 1564954  150691.0 158035.9
S.td 41494 7275.0 4679.0
CEIMycn mean 165614.70 158830.2 165878.6
S.td 1187.6 1869.7 688.3
mean 159561.6 1523735 160179.8
PCEIM
g S.td 4047.7 3629.1 2640.9
mean  153847.0  150927.9 158273.5
WCEIM
S.td 5283.4 5292.0 8288.0
DWCEIM  ™ean 155070.0  149420.0 158714.0
S.td 51225 4441.5 4649.5

H1 2 6 A i1 X FEe e e 2 vt 1) R, ISML, 4, i,
-PSBO J7 VL4 AT SRAF AT I ARAL 5 5L 3 Fh 3R & SR s
V£ S I PSBO J5i%. ISM,,,-PSBO 77 %3543 T HV
A T 9 AN, DA 2R 6 PR e B i, FOH ISM, -
PSBO J7 1%, ISM,,-PSBO J; % 5t 72 i 5 B8 R FE 3L
q 13 K, PCEIM}, ,,,-PSBO % CEIMkg.. ,,-PSBO 7772
CEA PERE BT (1 IR ) AR (R 38 5, 1 B BEE B 22 R
FEFHIIFAT I

SEBR R B R E AR £ € [100, 200], SiE
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i R W BUMAR fo € [1.000, 1.800], B AR LT,
SE BAR f1 A1 fo B B 2350 0 0.7 F10.3. BB
A AK 10 YA S7 5 AT S5 H HV S5 K AR B 1) Pareto fif
4 K bR Pareto i SEHEAT W35 1 S SR B i B AR

B B iy 15 PR A AL TR B i A2 1) Pareto 5 8 i i
1L A v Pareto fift G205 AT B VL R 3, MMM H AT £, =
0.3 fos — 0.7 f1s B/ 5 8L S U3 — SR B A2
fs B/MES I SR L RS . BARSE R LR T

# 7 ISM,,-PSBO J53A 3K BRI E E s R R R

ISM, -PSBO ISM,,-PSBO ISM,,,-PSBO
q ISM
fi fa f fi fa f fi fa f
CEIMyp 109.15 110533 25520 15292 124604 26677 10322 108928 254.53
, PCEIM 10315 108885 25445 11497 112694 25760 11656 112604 25622
WCEIM 12023 114036 25795 13070 117527 261.09 109.02 110397 254.87
DWCEIM 128.19 115874 257.88 113.95 1132.80 260.08 107.06 1098.86 254.71
CEIMyp 102.63 109675 257.18 11028 112895 26149 13045 116650 258.64
, PCEIM 12436 115448 25929 11010 111810 25836 10701 111891 260.77
WCEIM 10455 1090.11 253.85 10701 111247 25883 102.12 108533 254.11
DWCEIM 10036 108126 25412 100.01 1097.96 25938 109.46 111474 257.80
CEIMyp 13217 117483 25993 101.66 1087.35 25504 113.03 111569 25559
¢ PCEIM 10079 107892 25212 11631 112615 25643 10360 109050 25463
WCEIM  117.84 113120 25687 107.94 110236 25515 12540 115850 259.77
DWCEIM 12195 114440 257.96 12229 114500 257.90 10645 1097.70 254.80
R THRMIFLSE BT AR g = 2,4,8 BE LK (References)

B UL R, 12 1 ISM, 1, ,,-PSBO 5 ¥ 3515 17 36 4l &
fift, Vi W 1% 28 07 VA TR UL R 2 E AR 2 AL 1) R
75 H A5 i 4 79 (0.3,0.7) 16 L T 3R A5 B AIE ok 5 1) 22 531
ANIR, PR SR 35 T R Al 2 T 1) s e 2 5 s R0
= H ARG R EUH 1 Yk 7 .

5 & #

S0 45 B W 45 1 bR O BLSR WS D Ak 1 B
S50 AE L, AT 1 A ek $ S B0 B 5 s e 50 48 % R 4
JRARZR BRI, S 45 RS FLR M A —BG HY
FIGD 84572 B, ISM. 1, ,,,-PSBO /5 1% ] B R R 2
H Ax 29 RALAL 15 R, 42 T4 4k 20 % ; DWCEIM-PSBO
Ji AR AR R IR A R B, BT SR A R
{iK; CEIMk-PSBO /i VETEAR 54 2 B 5 & PR AR AT,
ETHE S 2R B .

Pl R A BRI T A 2 AT, ISM RS T
R VT A P I (RN 50 T AR T B SR Y
FEI 1], 2 & 5 2 H AR RAK 1 ) R R BR AE T HT)
i YL SE . LA, A B B H bR 7] R 1) CL SR, SR Dy
B /IMEBEAT Kriging 1584 1) Rl 57 2 48 3 DA S IR, B
¥ Y B 2 Hbr ) 82 — kK. ISM R & J7 2
JS2FH B 5 2 13 70 SR 2 — A s Y R R RS
BRI FE 1 bR BRI R 22 3E & T ISMAERR SR & 10 7
AR —ANE R T T 1.
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