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1. M2

GuTzEd Y F2 29S8 3T % %Y 540 A58 BaAA ol
BASHEY 24 2 Y AYL o}F FAFHY o Aed WFHOR FYHorR HYol
A 2e wEste Aot

7]

& ’QE]'E} AL PARAEE o83 =4 UHE F2 AL en 2
2H¥ 7Y T& A% dea B4 ZP%—EZVP o] F o] A & tH(Hammah
& Curran, 1998, Marcotte & Henry, 2002). =44 wye] A9 FHAHA AHYrt & 715F
ol deow FAVEY AS Atde] o WEEE g JMA o] ojFolHof gk
dHo] Aok EF A=A PP AS AFH ME FE= Aol oivg ZHEA HE FIE
Z1Holng Al FatA EH stsAdol dvs dde] dth
A B dFdAe A93 E 7 JteAdel B ZHEY BE FAALLYgES
Hgs dea B4 Z2ads JpEsiden, g EY A Addusd AT
A7), 2a 2 EdAde] FE a}e Azrel B4 =86 w2 AP w3 Fie

5, Z 8 ATINE YT +2 2ASE 71FoEA dwHos AgHE DBIS 4
dEe HEPgel A 4 A2o Bagd 249 VIE desgon HE ALY Ao
MEE AHESt] ARl 2AE QS AR tated AUT 24 st

2. X E
2.1 ®EdazEF

358 F(EA, Evolution Algorithm)2 QM AS] 3} AAHE BAFGoZHN H3He
AAAL EAE AR st AL Rdolth gL nYgES FxI7F st wyol
dgkFololAl E8HH7F oig W 53 A& AR g5 ¥ HAHI}E T FHAQY
A9 dAe wWo] o)X Utk I B gt #A vy F AgdudEFS A%5H
A W B vHF Rl nFo] BIFIHAY FEH B FEAE JIAE FAd F&
Hes BHol o =8 54 4o ok AMd A4S B8R A gernE g2 T4
drtdor AEH F de FHEE 7HA Avh oy A dudFele FAA 41y
Z(GA: Genetic Algorithm), X3HZ(ES: Evolution Strategies), 3Z 23 Y(EP:
Evolution Programming), %2 Z 2 728} %4 (GP: Genetic Programming) 5] $lth.
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FAARLLYFTE ABEY WAL JFHoEZ Ry LduIFoEM  John
Holland(1975) 2] ZAHUT AAA A Qe BEY IR F ojH AdE F4se
AA g A& /HAT(population) ©lEHsts MATFoNA @4 e AT (fitness)7t
=< RA & HE2 doldol AN & 4 UA "k o) “H, w vl (crossover) B &
Hol(mutation) 24 thg Ao /AT S FASA ok o)y 42 AFAAHL 2y
& dueFolrh

ojg g AWt FHALRYFY FE e dB¥oz g ZrHEI Y, 1999).

D 72| I P B R 2 B

- HAIE AdA d3te e 271A9E 4N
2 94 AgE Hyrt
- 449 =D (Parent population)o] thd 3= (Fitness)& AArgct.
3 @A A&y A4
- 2 GAdA AMdE JFEE 7FoR A8 X AEug e o) £3te 2 g
Al Fe) AAE A9 F wH(Crossover)9 W3 (Mutation) A4S E3149
A&g QA 7T
497 F8
- E2 %4 (Objective function)?] HATE=7F Y3le 5%
g A Hof WEIFo) =2 wria] 2, 3dAS W

olg g FHALGRYFL Fol obd T F g ol *—‘1‘°ﬂ @TE}E g ol&
g Blind 24 (rlEgkolv & ¥7FAQ A4 & 2738A gethe Sy £33 A4E
HQl o] fln FEA AAXRE A o2 g4 T 25 gy vsld A9z
e 78 7o) o & o 24 uhyd nlste F8 3ot

TRAALRFY 71 FHALAE MAREEE, AMNA, ARE d+ L duF Ao
Hgoly 2 AFdAe 023 FHRAES A & WA 79 Ao HIse
£ wAst

e

£ W@7ha e o

-

EC PN

o

3. GAE 0ol &

FAALTASS 48 YT BY $YG 3 1o EAsgon 28N 24 3
2 %29 FAY Wge G 2o

3.1 i EH
2 d7edAe 98Ae 4 AT SAYFES E¥de 242 590 dYgTd g

Ha 2K ) MM A (K 7R 7hd & glew & ARe are Kolth & A
Ade 2 HAE dA 2R Fd 5 Ax Lnul) &Y FE Ao
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For each chromosome i in the population
-Generate K in the range [K,,,, K, ]

-Select K; points randomly from data
-Distribute these points randomly in the
chromosomes

-Set flagbit to 0 for unfilled positions

For each chromosome i in the population
-Extract K| centers

-Perform clustering by assigning each point to
the closest cluster

-Compute fitness (DBI or variance)

gen=gen+1
elitism

-Selection
-Single point crossover with
-Mutation performed with

gen <max_gen
and CC > 1.0%

YES

Output best chromosome
STOP

29 1L #AALDYES AT AT BA A%

FAAL LY ZN A5

< a4t 29, Zuf 2 SAWo)oltt. ol AaRst A
Tol M AFE AF(Ad)HE Hga
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A9 - &9 wAdgEe Aeadth 3 ANE FAN AR} 245w
Heg ggo] ol

2l - YP@agel LGB Podl W 9oz W

sqdol - Z7te] #3% FAAE SAWOIRE(P,A wel e ge WAooz W
olg Yot FA B4t A% 036015 [001F AN LS Aol FYARo)
dadch o % 27 3607 9002 e yeAz Aol 3ol eEE,

B QAFNE ARSFSEEA duHd ZE2HE VEez "ol AlgHE
Davies-Bouldin*4*, DBI(Maulik & Bandyopadhyay, 2000)%} A 2& 71de VI X+& A}
£33l DBIE o WiF9 BA# F3 & Atole EYAFEY 24 DBIZF ZETE
F 28 8o HAAFEHUTGE 2ujel) Wl B dFoiAs DBIY d+E HFEERE A}
83909 DBI9 Aoe v Zoh

7 S.(C,)+ S,(C;

Q714 ne Culel A= A%, S,e BRYYse FFA, d= T AelAteld] Aol
W 227 G} ¢ 29 Aze g 43 2o And

dij: Y 1—(%- Z]_)z @)

VIE 24995 2t Aaste Ao 2% ol g zo] FelAg,

VI:[f} Y d(s, z,ﬂ)]-1 3)

k=1lze G,

34 ¥

M

B AT7oAE Hu 500Me] AoiutEo] dojuyn of #A oA AAT F ARALE
s} EFAFES Ao|(CO7Y 1%7 DY A A4 Zasoh T3 7 B2 Hay
28 sbA= AMNE 942 AR AF Aol By A AYAYLE A AAT &
(solutiom}ZA AHAL}, £&HVFoz AHEE CCx= th&3} o] A=)

fitness,,,
fltnessavemge

C’C’:,l % 100 (%) (4)
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4. GAC ®H &

41 HojHSol mte &3t = S5

GA9l 35 7WAT Z7](population size), 2u|&-E (P, probability of crossover) ¥ &%
W o] Q%(Pm, probability of mutation)oll we} gAF o] A9-drh dtH o2 wadEF
EdHo|gEC] & AS BAFHS FAANA 27GANA AFEI & AT UE FE
bl FEstARE FAl o= AT £ qE ZL T o] BAFTH WAAM HHHE +¥
Ste=dl JAAM FEHEEY ASE xS, e ux @ wujdEe] A$ ol w9

%
CEF RAZ Y A7 Fe B A¥E A o Azte] AerHy A
&4z AHAE T8l %ioﬂ FEd JteAE WX v siAF
aA77t F A5 A 22 FEL FolAY v R AAIAZe] Frhgoh whebi
GAE ol&8) E31A st A9 SAo wat o2l AodsE 248 ot Ao

2 dFdAe Fas ole 2o de Ay F AT dald HHY AoviFE 73t
27 ® 13 Zeo] A E HMBAIRAM F 67 A Sl dsA "Ee #4E& FYs)
At

% 363 ¥4 23 DBl 2 VI EF 349 Tz BAsHeY AYE = FYIA
b ek gHE3S| o) lojA DBIS Z-$ B 3523, VIY A 25632 VIHEE 7ES
AHEE A FEERIE R Rt X 28 #A 23 7 78] Ao did FAYA
Abgroltt. 4zt 15% olWellA Fgs FH8F RS & F Uk 29 28 AXARE T 4
A el Hed £ D APz ®EE FATG Rolth xV|dE AT F7F 2014 574A
chgshAl R o2 E AEEha 2004 Wl 7bA] 270 F 3] el g sh ARAv e AAsoot
ol 3749 HeET& 7 A SAMEA €& & 7 Aok A= B FEAT A
Agzd Ao FEs AeS & F Aok 2¥ 3 AL BAEAE BAT A
olm gk TUSFA T EAlo] o|FojFT

A
»Noox rlr
tilo
N
)

(2
)

2

l

# 1. GAAlol¥s 2 & A48 243 A9

A o] ¥ 4= 8-k 7] et
AA T A7) (PS) 50 100 150 -
z2x8g (P) 0.2 04 0.6 0.8 3x4x3 = 36 cases
Edwolds (P 0.001 0.005 0.01 -

2 mol 4o A2 YRULAYY 2 4 2%

=) =)
a LT TRV LT e T
60/120 60.5/120.0 100
25/220 25.5/2185 120
85/65 83.4/65.5 130
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(a) (b)
a8 2 AHRAH F @QAHAFE ¢ (b) HIF F W3 (P,=0.6, P, =001, PS=100, DBI).

(a) (b)
a9y 3 dad 24 A (a) Fak, (b) F83 (P.=0.6, P, =0.01, P§ =100, DBI).

X M=
o Ti o

42 ¥

e

DHED AR EZALE 148700) R4 AR ol B3} T AL FANT

Aojase 419 A3 2 QurHe BaAE 22 el ANT 27T 100, THLEE 06,
283 Ao BHELS 00052 Fate] BAS +dsdc. AYE ¥4E DBl 2 VIE %
¥ 4¢35tarh

B4 243 % b AYE 25 UV F B4 2%E poAFUoN gdu VIE AYE
F42 MY A5 FUSEA YoM Fo FL ATHE mAFY

a9 4= AREA AR PARGEY FY, 32 % U= TRl BASU
295 R K 32 B4 Asoln AAAE  BFRAA T BA Aoet 35 olujelA
AA¥e ¢ & Ak
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TYPE

o Bedding [33]
- Foliation [17}
Joint (98]

v

Equal Angle
Lower Hemisphere
148 Poles
148 Entries

SET_NO

c 1[28]
: 2(21]
> 3[26]
+ 4[39)

5(34)

Equa! Angle
Lower Hemisphere
148 Poles
148 Entries

L7 AT BFIY.

A/ AN Y

HE7} FRAAY LY
1 44/112 44/111
2 45/243 45/244
3 44/288 45/291
4 78/186 79/188
5 80/109 83/107
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