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2 9} : LMTT(Linear Motor-based Transfer Technology)t 3%t 21538 9% 3 ol Al2elo]ni, EJH(shuttle car)9} 2z}
T2 #de 3y AHolE 2 E(stator module)Z2 T4 ¥ PMLSM(Permanent Magnetic Linear Synchronous Motor)ol &3] +
e 2 =FdME LMTTA2Y 2£FA o]FA(mover)?) ZF3E st AxudE ¢ 373 HiE o &sld JAUAE
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ABSTRACT : LMIT (Linear Motor-based Transfer Techn-ology) is a horizontal transfer system for the yard automation, which has been proposed to
take the place of AGV (Automated Guided Vehicle) in the maritime container terminal. The system is based on PMLSM (Permanent Magnetic Linear
Synchronous Motor) that consists of stator modules on the rail and shuttle car. It is desirable to reduce the weight of LMTT in order to control the
electronic devices with minimum energy. In this research, the DACE modeling, known as the one of Kriging interpolation, is introduced to obtain the surrogate
approximation model of the structural responses. Then, the GRG{Generalized Reduced Gradient) method built in Excel is adopted to determine the optimum. The
objective function is set up as weight. On the contrary, the design variables are considered as transverse, longitudinal and wheel beam’s thicknesses, and

the constraints are the maximum stresses generated by four loading conditions,
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(Guinta, 1998).
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(b) Overall view of LMTT
Fig. 1 A Structure of LMIT
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(b) Finite Element Model
Fig. 2 A Mover for shuttle car
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71N W FZol1 t=[h & t]'e HARFHEARA, 4, &,
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v2 7% 7]93 -4 A(Gradient-Based Optimization)©il A
E A" & g Aol Iy B dFdM: Z
s5zde d 2 2dS AT ¥ JHNE FYsin
2 AR 7@ Agxdeltt 133 ¢, tyie AAWESY 3
gk, e 2N 22t 10mm, 35mmz AR = Yok

3. 32|d 2HE g ol HH3 o2
3.1 DACE 24
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nlel 248 AAS7] 98] GRG(Generalized Reduced
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5 Wil 2l 2dd 728 ANUA 5

o] RAINE 3 VAN Bjg 7 WeAo] U 287
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Miimize  W(®) (15)
Subject to  Omi S 0, (i=1..,4) (16)
t, <t <ty (=123) an

%l 4 GAA 7IEE BFATA XIHAE 1 AR St
g9 AL FPFE F, 5 BAY FH3} FHolA T
A A FHAA AuldE HPE oA Y3t ojue
A FHA FEEC) AAYL. 2 AN 83
o B AR v GA FaEch oA A=e de 2 3
ko] o) ty'-tE 7] tu-t19 20%2 AAFAT °) A
& Fig. 301 TAUch B2 4 gA9 72 wEA7d

AE 3 A 653 WA & Y= ATHYE 0AGS, 6,
3)(Sherwood, 2004)& o) g3tk 4 $& 60122 4 )9
HANSY S8 L A0 A)E 5 SR Aze AT
e $2o eA HANFY 2 $2& AL wEz
A, Al wEA ez BHoe] Table 19 EAIstsich

Table 1 Levels of each design variable

levels 1 2 3 4 5 6
Ist iteraion(mm) 10.0 | 15.0 | 200 | 25.0 {30.0| 350
t [11.0] 12.0 | 13.0}14.0 [15.0] 160
2nd iteraion(mmy) t, 1100( 11.0 [12.0]13.0114.0{ 150
5 ]28.0]29.0 |30.0]31.0/32.0}33.0

S AR QolA WA 6319 2+ Hol Batal &
Bk A4S SR Zolth B ATINE fHas A4
& 9)3le] GENESIS(VMA, 1998)& o|-&3tich. #|13] uts
#HAe] AavdE ¢ F#es HA}E Table 201 EAE
Ak Al AR HAARAL e iHN AAE V22 397
2ARYS FAskE Aol

Table 2 QA(36, 6, 3) for 1st iteration

) ) _ D.V. Max. sress(MPa) and wight(kg)

AADA L T E d76A AAR AvtH) A 58 No. | A B C | LC# | L.C#2 | LC#3 | LC#4 | Weight
. . 11111 1689 { 360 [ 1674 | 2645 | 13122

%2 Fig. 4] ENSHT 1
= Fig. 4o BN 2 |1 |22 1565 | 2579 | 1644 | 1945 | 17438
3 | 13103 1637 [ 2086 [ 1628 [ 1656 [ 21755
4 | 1| 4] 4] 1626 | 1904 [ 1638 [ 1735 | 26071
5 | 1155 | 1650 | 1944 | 1673 | 1776 | 3037
6 | 11616 | 1670 | 1967 | 1694 | 1799 | 34703
7 211121 1054 | 3107 772 2401 | 18606
8 223 89 260 760 1792 | 292
9 [ 234 w5 1925 749 1451 | 27238
- . . . ) ; 7 | 31%4

Fig. 3 Reduction of design variables’ levels 10 121415 (Y] 1632 742 122
g £ nlz2ls]s] w1 141.9 737 1067 | 35870
12 21611 165 | 1387 734 978 | 20757
Choose the orthoganal :;s. [vaigate each k"?'"v;}w 1 13 3 1 3 %39 2849 62.2 2228 24089
T Dstomimaton ot ewls L] (o i oimzaes soomiom vt motei) 4 [ 3] 214 66 2192 469 1677 | 28405
[Conot s sxoerments T FSE- o end MAXERRLE 15 3 3 5 63.3 1798 436 1363 332721
Y T T T e ra— ) 6 | 3| 4| 6| 539 1531 432 1155 | 37037
] ) 17 | 35 1] 109 | 1516 1238 163 | 21924
Fig. 4 Flowchart for the suggested design process 8 | 3161 2 63 1300 25 23 %040
19 | 411 ]4] o3 2666 589 2110 | 20572
ey = 20 [ 4]215] mo 2067 45 1595 | 33838
bk ni
4. M3 A3 21 4] 3]6 ][ 598 1704 363 1299 | 38204
2 [a{4] 1] 1007 | 1695 320 1169 | 23092
A A= A o {‘;_]. 7] ;{.;% Bao zo 7] & T:S} PARTAY) 23 4 5 2 66.3 1419 282 100.1 2740.8
LZ”J’}’ o-'] 1 7““ "’}‘o E\_ tja o-’] }' ] "" Sy Al Hg 24 1 P 3 189 130 280 R0 31724
BE MAste Aotk AmuldEe MAZEL 7Hdhd % | 5| 1) 5| 84 | 282 | 566 | 2027 | 35065
A SA 34E Zolm NLAE ABF 2z W 2 o 26 51216 685 1972 42.8 1536 3937.1
e H':] QTE = ]—L [ ]‘. oz} ] °“—1 H 2 T Al o7 5 3 1 1024 1944 367 1345 259
ofof gt Aol YAl FRATY WA F, TH E % | 5| 4] 2| 664 | 1583 | 307 | 118 | 28575
AR Sxo)A] <8 T WM 23} ST TALSA = n 29 [ 5[5 ]3] 409 1345 266 %62 3280.1
47 “4 1l 1_ 8 R AT 24 WER 2ASIAS 32 20 | 66| 4] 415 | 74 | 235 | 87 | 37207
3] A#E o|Zo] Jhssitt o] gl 3FEE e A 31 | 6| 1161 816 | 2428 | 548 | 1066 | 40538
. . . N 2 1621 ] 148 | 2302 443 1618 | 25426
°. .9 = z ol e 23 A A X A A
G#7F F-gsith a2y ol A2 HAHA FasteA 4 (2) = T e T3 2T 63 1809 =1 289 | 29742
= 7 &FxAE JAuedes gAHT Yt o AWy 34 | 6] 4]3] 533 150.1 2938 1079 | 34058
. . N . . B |65 [ 4] 457 1287 257 3.1 38374
WA o) 9 E W3 1, BA&dEs} 5

7t Wt Hde ) Y= WA Hu, Bd&Ert 5 % 1616 15T 20 8 1 27 @1 650

Aol glof wAdgAel ada & F ok meEA & A7l
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% 9 4 79 sFzde g Adede Ay 2L

a4 6y £ 2 4 (1225 78 4G=1,..,3) Table 3
o] FA3tULt. Table 39 22 HE 4979 71FE 34
717 Estug A WA B 327 Bl AYgEE &
Balx R3jckn gadch

Table 3 Kriging models for 1st iteration

(15)-179 HZ3E FPT dx HHAS [bx b+
t¥17=[13464 10000 30484179 e AYen ol FFE
1,906.1kg o2 df&=HAh

4 GANAN Hod 7S BEdA BFoenz HAFAA 1
DA oA &7t AmmgEe 4338 oA vjx $ict o] o
AAESG stghgt D AggE Table 19 EAEh ©]
ZE& Table 49} o] ABWAE OA(36, 6, 3)(Sherwood,
2004)oll WA &t thA] 36319 e NS At o

Optimum parameters Error HeX g 7iAan Ay ZARAS oA FA%d, 5 HA
Responses B P2) & | & |RMSE |MAxeRR ) ;

Weight 4.1 | 0007 [0002]0.749 ] 0.003 | 0.006 BRI 27 2de Ui 259 4 2 4 (12)25H
Max, sress(#1) | 138.8 | 1.525 0,060 0.547 | 3390 | 6955 7% AAo)gi=1,.3)% Table 501 EAATL eoz 4
e i [t 052 o3el008 603 LIS - s s 0

. . ! . ! ] . - N o ol R o1
Max. sress(#4) | 180.8 | 1719 |0.867] 0.022 | 5267 | 12.422 T A AR AN 22 Table 40 EAIS O YEd,

o|FA FZAAZANME FAIY wg Yz QAo 4 &
AN AT 7128 DFAFBE F WA A A%
Table 4 OA(36, 6, 3) for 2nd iteration AL Zg i)
D.V. Max. sress(MPa) and wight(kg) : 0] E}_Z“q]k]g] 5"47513]]1“: [tl* to* ts*]T=[11.Sg) 10.000 30082]'1'
No. |AIBlC| LC# [ LC#l | LC#L | LC# [ Weight _ . .
1 1l 11 1374 | 1691 | 1356 | 1467 | 17452 22X, T 1885kgo 2 =AUt o] g 7HAA {3kl
2 1122 1370 | 1678 | 1363 | 1474 | 18315 ANe 288 AT AFEAL BE I AR
3 111331 1367 | 1680 | 1369 | 1480 | 19178 #e FAL A% AT T 1715 228 o
4 | 1] 4] 4] 1365 | 1682 | 1379 | 1486 | 20042 pei=
5 | 1] 5]5] 1362 | 1684 | 1379 | 1491 | 20905
6 | 1]6] 6] 1363 | 1686 | 1383 | 1495 | 21768
7 | 2]112] 1116 1666 1135 1236 18549 Table 5 Kiriging models for 2nd iteration
8 | 2] 2131 163 | 1614 | 1134 | 1243 [ 19412 -
9 {234 neo | 1576 | 1137 | 1249 | 20275 Responses Optimum parameters Error
10 21 4]s] uss 152.1 1142 155 | 21138 B 2] & | & |RMSE |MAXERR
11 | 2|5]6] 155 1479 1147 1260 | 2002 Weight 2.043 1 0.070 {0.005 0.090 | 0.0004 | 0.0006
12 12161 1] 166 | 1481 | 151 | 1270 | 18979 Max. sress(#1) | 107.7 {2.770 |0.013]| 0.986 | 1.516 | 2.670
ii 3 . 3 2o i‘;’f g"f ﬂj; ;’gg Max. sress(#2) | 157.8 | 3.162 [0.710] 0.036 | 2.077 | 4592
5 T3 T3 5 ms T a1 om0 T 166 | 2372 Max. sress(#3) | 1100 | 0440 [0.926] 0001 | 0.151 | 0.238
16 | 3] 4] s 996 150.0 97.0 1087 2935 Max. sress(#4) | 120.7 | 7.692 |0.285]0.745 | 2.072 | 4.363
17 130501 1067 | 1505 %9 1085 | 19212
18 [3]6] 2] 1004 | 1460 970 1089 | 20076
19 [a]1]4] &5 1618 843 1165 | 20742 B Ao AAS AN S84 FZE3] 8A,
0 | al2ts5]| 2 1569 842 132 | 21605 i N )
2 | 414111 1062 | 1530 | 840 | 1085 | 19446 stk 71&9) FRAHAA7IYS GENESIS(VMA, 1998)9
B | 4|s512]| %6 1483 810 1066 | 20309
Ul 4l6]| 3 275 1440 39 1029 21172 Aol glE woln o]AE Table 69 ¥A3HATE F %
% | 515 71 1595 739 1149 | 21839 ¥ B w43 432 =7 9lon] GENESISZRE d&
% | 5|26 78 1547 738 n77 | 22 . - s
27 |5 3| 1] 166 | 1558 737 o1 | 19679 Hae] Fo] o7t AEE < § oy FAY Hxojr}, of
B {542 ®2 1508 736 1071 | 20642 = 3E7) wie durde 2ARLZ gAAA JHES
2 | 5|53 6 1463 735 143 | 21406 N i o
05164l M3 142.1 75 1016 | 22269 F887] g o= Axe] b urAId Suto] glch
31 |6]1]|6] 635 157.4 6.3 1135 | 22935
2 |62 1] 1051 1587 653 1188 | 19913 )
B lel| 3] 2 948 1535 65.2 1087 0716 Table 6 Summary of optimization results
34 [ 6] 4a]3] %2 1488 6.1 1057 | 21639 - - -
35 | 615] 4] mo | 143 | &0 | 1030 | 22502 Opt. methods Design variables(an) Obj.
% 16615 79 | 1402 | 649 | 1004 | 23%6 f* t* ts* W ike)
Kriging(1st iteration) 13464 | 10.000 30434 1906.
I L Kriging(2nd iteration) 11.850 | 10.000 30.082 1829.
e ‘a‘ off 5 o] TAIE Y < 7 A1 Z a2 A
1 5 @70 o) SARdE sAn AHstE SRt GENESIS 11.363 | 10000 | 30016 | 1806,

& WAl WS WAL £ AR 9 0§k 4
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