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Abstract

The determination of the lifting points is a key technical problem in the integral hoisting projects.
The reasonable lifting points arrangement is an important guarantee for smoothly lifting the truss
without accident. The determination of the lifting points will be influenced by the external envi-
ronment, the lifting capacity of the lifting equipment, the structural form of the structure itself, the
actual economic conditions of the project, and so on. Based on the steel structure roof truss hoist-
ing project of the Terminal Tower of Taiyuan Water Sports Center, this paper used ANSYS para-
metric modeling and MATLAB programming to apply the multi-objective particle swarm optimiza-
tion algorithm to the lifting points optimization of roof trusses. This avoided the limitations of sin-
gle-objective optimization. Meanwhile, it considered comprehensively the construction site situa-
tion and the mechanical properties of the roof truss. The optimization of the structural lifting scheme
was realized to guide the construction.
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1. 518

IAEsk, EPNAMEREHERE T RIS B & Z R, 1M 2R 0 451 T 2 B 5T RS s AU
SRR TR M ER, IE AR SR S A i I R T e AR R RS, it A TR B
(19 772 e 43 BT RO T T8 AR R URHE e 5060 7 28 v R IO 8 AT T AR 2 it T 0 2t 9 8 I R4k
FEHIVEWE[1]. AR BB MR, FEANRE T 2T /BN Tk PR F5K/NA[2] N A R
JCIE G N BRI IE AN R SO XM T 2R 7 v A I s A B AT Tk KO BE TR RIS [3]45 & i
TR AN IR R TR /N AR BRAE AL H R & AR i R AT AL O3 TR 55
N [AT3E I f73 0% B PP FORL B RE AL T AR 20 B 2 v i i s A B s VLR R 2 — R %6 A [5]
¥ SO JE HRBAL SVR RN B TR G o B BRI AR A 0 A T B A v S . mT DU, R REAL AL SR N
AR SEBRARA I B EAE A B ATRAG BT BT i — AN R RS . Rt BE 2 8 KT BRI &
EHSRIL G E Y RAARAT Sy, T8 I B A TR AR T SR AT B R AR, X H A R BRI £ SR A B BESR TE A
HA R, JE5IEE B NG R R E . (H A AR i 540 B 2 R e — bR
AL B AR, 2 BARAGEE B8 D o TR 22 B S BR TR R F B B ARG AR AR R A B AR U Hh S 8 7 A,
AR T 2 Bhsthift, B aedHb EIE IR M AUR B 5885 N 2 B At ib m) BER AL T 35T (0 SR A L g,
BT A G INE T BN S, A SCHERE R s B, oI T 2 Hirki 7 #EEE.

2. SERRTEER
2.1 RIFREZE

b PR AL SV (Particle Swarm Optimization, PSO) [Al it £ 575  RHUUE K RV . 10148 0 4% B RN s
Bk —#E, R AR (evolutionary computation), H1 Eberhart 1# 141 Kebbedy f# =T 1995 4%
BA[6] [7]. PSO BEJA K H SRR AT, HMESHEE . SEOl 8, BABORM A R R a7 B SIoE
PR, DR T AR Pl BT R T 8 TAEATIS . (HJE PSO BLVEA B EAE — E M RRYE, 7FAHE 2 I E L)
THOLET, AT RE BN R AR, Toik W R R 5 At 75 S bR e, A FH o 75 SR8 b it Sk o LA 7
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PSO HyEMIAEAR(S Bt 3, @ A ERE R F 2R FEh i — AR S T 28
dff— 8, 4 67 B (position) Fl K AT 8 FE (velocity) AN [ SHEFAE, 7E D 27 0] Pl b AR ik 1 k4T
W, FrA Rk T3 B0k H #7 6 % (objective function) kv i 1 HE 3 ¥ (fitness) . K 74114138 E © H AT
N1k B S i A7 B (pbest), kAL B ORI RATER s I RIE H AT AN TR R DL ST B
(gbest), B [FAICEM CATEI0 o R0 (KK AT A2 w07 B R AR 5 5 206 UM S IR AT Sh A5 R

vel, ; (gen+1) =wvel, ; (gen)+c,r, [ pbest; — pos, ; (gen) |+c,r, | gpbest; — pos, ; (gen) ]
pos, ; (gen+1) = pos; ; (gen)+vel, ; (gen+1)

gen U ETEARIREL, mIERIRER N maxgens w AR TERLE s ¢\ ¢ N THF, — Ml ci=c,=2;
ris N0 3 1 255 mrENE: j=12,---,D.
T ECR R ERCEE T2 RS R, BUNRRYERCE AR T /MR i 2, B DR A 42 1 i JsA =
5, AR EAUE M KA wmax £8P 5% ek 21 wmin:
gen x (wmax—wmin)
max gen

W =wmax—

2.2. ZEMMKIEE

2.2.1. ZERRKLHEFER
BAHm(m=2) NEFRE: £, f,, f TESE n JERFERE X = (X, %, %), XeR", WHEARN
LR FKA 0,(X)20, (i=12,--- k) MEEXLIRFAM R (X)=0, (j=12,--,]) K, FREZHRN,
B2 HARMRAKI8] [9] [10]. T B AR s UK AL ¥ i) R W] AR AL AR M SR . B R R R R -
min F(X)=min{f (X), f,(X),-f, (X)}
st. g,(X)=0,i=12k (ks | NIEEE)
h(X)=0i=12,

BHEBRAS Z B IACAE AR B E AR I B 28 25 B0 M — e iU, T2 Bix
Al ) &S B AR R B TEAT AT AR LI LY, AFAE M RATGIE LRI R, — A B ARk B 5 A AT e 2 LA
AR B AR SRR 1), X SR TCIET AR ). BT LA H bR — AR B A R M — e
(i, T — AR AR AR 255, BN Pareto IRAUMREE . SKARZ H bROLA 10 B I R SE BT A3 52 53K Pareto
AR AR I
2.2.2. Pareto s {ifig

Pareto F 4 & Pareto H¢ it fi# (Pareto optimal solutions)f{I%E4, #JEK T Pareto fij#5(Pareto front).
Pareto M X T FR A IE S BL A% (non-dominated solutions) Bk Al 25 fi#, & P55 1) B 25 18] N AS 2 AT AR o vk 3
A B AL AP SR AR B [8] [11]. SZHc ok R D Pareto (5 1ft(Pareto dominate), & X 41 F:

BRI NP RELE a f b, BHMNYVIe{L2,-,n}, f(a)<f(b), HIje{l2-n},
fi(a) <fi(b), % a A b.

2.3. ZEMRTFHEZE

% BRI REAE R PR ROR SE L 2 BARUAL, A PSO Bvk—4F, 2 BARRLF#E L kL
TWIEEE, meRERANE S RECIZTTRRKRE, B 1999 F[11]ERMHUK, S&itk 724
FAS . AR SR Coello %5 A [12]42 Hi 3 T Pareto AL BARRI 2 H Arki 7B 5 % (Multi-Objective Particle
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Swarm Optimization, MOPSO). % 532: F A5 A7k e R PR AF B OE RS TR AE B R, PAT IR A7 fif 25 ]
RNy AL TR, AL X S8 7 7 R — AN A bR RGUE R T, Fo A KL R AL AR AR & B
FE T8 U)o AR E RSB S T AR G N RS J i 50 B v B T, A R ARAE A H R ST
A BEATLI 5E o

L AARRFRESER T, (i =12 N ) AR IR BT AR -

vel (i) = wvel (i) +c,r, [ pbest(i)— pos(i)]+c,r, [ REP(h)— pos(i) ]

w ORI RS PERCEE, R A SN FARHERL TSR o o NI s v 0 B 1 Z [AjdY
I AT HIRENLAE RS pbest(i) A3 i ANKLT I AL B, pos(i) M | KT ETHINLE, REP(h) M
B ERAT i 27 I 3 HE ) A SR AR AL

Z HARRL TR A R G A2 P AL T Hofth 2 F ARt AL S 5 AR o, B RS, 5
T, BT R DUR 2 A AR E, SEOURT R, BABMRMIEGEE, TEZEM T2
SR AR ]

3. BEEMfIRMBAML

LA A0 35 s i 7 B AKX AL, AR ST X o s A B AT AR, 3L PSP BRR
SEM: RERFL R AL B R E SR 4L R LB A RE A X e R EEAT (AL

3. TIEES=

KK I8 o0 2 U85 2 TH O AR AM 25 AL M SR FH B AR I Rk AT i e . RITMTAEANE B RE,
B EIA 16 m, M3 AEE 150t BALEE 21.8 m. SERR TAEEH — 4 500 TIRAERM—E 400 T
REMERGE, MELERE 4 MRS, S REFHE 1.1 . KPR s K7
11.830 m, B 26.7 m; AR MR AR 10935 m, B 29 m, HrZRE OFETARM, HamiEH 400 T
AT, RMEF 500 TRZAEM . RIHHTZZANGER A H BURAF ALE T, SRR SN 40 mm, i (14K
MM Q345B. 54U 25 FRANMT ST 4 (1025 T IR, 8 2 B e R AN MT 28 Y, 4R A R B A
JE AR RO, 3% A I B R R 2 B3 T 1

Table 1. The component types

< 1. MR

LA CE ] A R~ CISE St

FMr4E 5% 400 x 600 x 40 x 40 Beam188

T4 b3% 600 x 600 x 20 x 20 Beam188

Hi 2R AT 400 x 400 x 40 x 40 Beam188

GL1 H 450 x 200 x 12 x 20 Beam188

GL2 H 500 x 200 x 14 x 20 Beam188

LG R 6 x 37 7 ¢56 Link180

N RGO TNT LT s NI i, AN 2248 2 08 22 4 Bl 7 v 28 1R )
TR BONE AT, L 9.8 mes . AN KRN L2 48 I R AR S G B Q345, A 1B 0N, Hbk
FiE E = 206000 MPa, JH#ALL v=0.3, %5/ p = 7850 kg-m .
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3.2. BFRERBHE

i AU E A ZE 5 SR 254 B S B EE, IO N LR G H SR E & MR AR A4, DIS3)
TN MR, TR 2 A R E S, fEL52 i p A 5 BB ik rh,
A LUt RN I R BRI AE IE AN BEAR AT i S i 7 SR AR 2548, B LS N /N AR e TR B [2] [B1RAE Ay
77 AR B bR

DAL S (81N AR) Sy AR A B BT A 1) A2 T R U 4R A% R (Strain energy) o RAR REELFE A4 1EM A
(0)5 IERLAL ()77 A2 B N AZ REFI I B 3 (2) 5 VI RLAR ()7 A I RLAR B o 0T S35 B N AR O S5 T AT A
RE SRR ER, BB E# b e B 4iFE, HNARRE U E8UH B T4 F et o)

1 1 o N/
U=kEFMW§kme:§EE;

dQAB/MATE, AuNFLEIRE, NOAFFEER AT, LoONATFEEK, EACATEERIFIRIRE, n o IERE.

AR B 45 5 R AE M A N ) 5 NARIRES , BEAE SN2 ) RGBS A TR AEAH R A, IF H 5 45N
JIEA AR B, SOR /N N AR BEAE 9 H AR BB ATAT I . B ARG AL B E B LR, HiZe
S L) 5 R G R S N AR R 52 11 40 A B B T e ST Y e U BIRES R B — R R BN E
TR R R AL B AR, BT ARSI 483 9 AR K B ARIEAT HRAL o

33 NMEREEHERERILAME

L AL E 2 AR R RIZIPRES, B LR ER T, SR G KA R FIEE
e, Nk /e AERRIE N Ty, TEWZENFR HIBEMERR T RRSGHENRE, A
TREMT2E 52 Jy2e 4, — RO Rl W B A 2L 52 b, IRk Ve T M AR 4R 4L A B A B ik [3]. T LA
7E ANSY'S £t it 5l Mechanical APDL (i iR ZHORRAE B HL ISP IL i L B, IR iy &% B A7 7]
RIS DUEAT R, TR e S B T 5. AR TR R M A N a5, O — M, e m sy
AR RA T, HILANAMEHE 15 FafiT 7%, MO T RN B3z, MEwE 1R,

o AN
T, B
- E3/ 2
w4 W5 e
lwr w2 (W3 W LTS

T N G ]
\ \‘\71‘»\;7/
\\ / //

Y

Figure 1. The arrangement schemes of binding points

Bl g emERR

UEERATH, B BN 9.270 m (F s A B B SR M AL R MR ), SAsibr TR 5 S vh i ik FH (1Y)
T o I RS BGRHL A E A E A T EON(E2, W3), FRFLASA B 2 B, X AT 4L N AR
AEN 4164.646 J, ] ANSYS HCRIEHUS BN ARG 4223.726 3, 51E T VIR )1 5 V) RIS =4 1 BL
BRE. MHERSHEI TR 2 d, B3 AHEFE R AR AL .
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ELEMENTS

Figure 2. The optimal arrangement of binding points
E 2 mEMILHE

Table 2. The calculation result parameters of 15 binding point combinations
2. 15 ML AEMTREERSH

A E VeI BB  AMRBEEMmM  BOTREAN R ROE/MPa AR R

(E1, W1) 4832.1928 4964.7333 8.0260 620.5870 —-11.8531 —5.75E-05
(E1, W2) 4529.4383 4624.7000 7.2493 476.0484 —10.1643 —4.93E-05
(E1, W3) 4432.1993 4512.1607 6.8098 340.1872 8.3965 4.08E-05
(E1, W4) 4659.2543 4724.2054 9.5253 —216.4213 8.4007 4.08E-05
(E1, W5) 5461.8469 5547.4792 14.5448 354.4858 7.6263 3.70E-05
(E2, W1) 4592.8247 4686.2435 8.0675 407.8965 11.4939 5.58E-05
(E2, W2) 4308.7030 4377.1963 7.3735 292.9496 9.8064 4.76E-05
(E2, W3) 4164.6460 4223.7256 6.2872 224.4329 —8.6311 —4.19E-05
(E2, W4) 4282.5654 4334.3855 8.2797 —221.5004 —7.1334 —3.46E-05
(E2, W5) 4968.6247 5043.1642 13.9853 358.8563 7.4074 3.60E-05
(E3, W1) 5017.9449 5099.9834 12.7137 348.5056 8.6870 4.22E-05
(E3, W2) 4691.3489 4758.2230 12.1780 327.0161 7.3928 3.59E-05
(E3, W3) 4395.5442 4454.9084 11.0192 298.1026 —6.2658 —3.04E-05
(E3, W4) 4207.5589 4262.3778 8.5890 259.2847 —6.6324 —3.22E-05
(E3, W5) 4440.0170 4510.8509 11.0259 —370.1860 7.4241 3.60E-05

e 2 2 BB RE IR B AR O S IORIARRE,  E BIRAERERL ANSYS HICRIEHUH ML RE -
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Figure 3. Strain energy change of hoisting system

El 3 mERGNEREEN

BRI LLE Y, ST AR AR RE fe /NI, MT 2R 2l g AN ) 7 R R R A T ROINITE R Y, T
VIE B AR AR BEVE AR AL B bRt AR . 15 N7 RIS I KA R 14.545 mm /N F & F R FIFEEAE
40 mm, KA [A) N 1A 11.853 MPa /T Q345B AN ¥ iHVF V. 714 210 MPa, il /2 23K .

34. ET AN THEZNRRASEMRK

1 e FE R AN 2238 AT SR 5 M AR B ) RS I, e e i & 2 7). mdeid i
BRN I BEAE R RGOS, JF Hm AUE RIS, SRR ek, MiIA 5 K AT
TAME s T A R, ARKAT K, HIAEE MR R 2 ) E AN R R R 2Ok, 4
A R ARRR 2], ASCERA M m B 2 T B fbR 2 RGN AR RERN T
£ YD %U%%ﬁ%ﬁﬁhﬁ?ﬁﬁ&%%@%%,%EMM?%%E@TNMHABEWW%¢%
B, JEiE MATLAB fir 45 6 10 ANSYS B2 7 flde 5 4 I S50y & ST S5 0T 5

AR FF 3 F FRDRL - FBERCA 50, AMEAEAHIE /N A 50, HEZAR 50 IR i i BEAR AL I T PR AR 7523
m%%%,*%ﬁ49,%u§%Tm%%6m-L@ﬁﬁ%%%%%%k*&ﬁiimm%&@%%%,
BN 12 mo NSGAIESE R IERPE, XFEILET 10 Kig1T, 15 10 X REdE, Bir4RTE3d, 4
AR S ARIIME R 5 25 0.0249, 1] LLIA A AL 2 T 471

Table 3. The non-inferior solutions statistics of ten sets

= 3. THIEL @RI

BATIREL iR~ e/ ME/m ONIE] H{E/m SFHEImM T % s
F—Ik 50 6.0278 12.0000 8.0817 8.4751 3.0622 9962.331
BEoW 50 6.0078 12.0000 8.3995 8.6584 3.8069 9121.516
FE= 50 6.0014 12.0000 8.6102 8.7632 3.6246 9947.611
E Y 50 6.0006 12.0000 8.0958 8.5930 3.8731 9432.397
AR 50 6.0192 12.0000 8.0576 8.3631 3.0393 10111.74
NI 50 6.0897 12.0000 8.4571 8.8413 3.4763 8424.565
R 50 6.0719 12.0000 7.8489 8.3443 3.1559 9792.057
I\ 50 6.0006 12.0000 8.5921 8.6676 3.6127 9125.277
FEIIK 50 6.0125 12.0000 8.6112 8.7378 3.8433 8843.066
FHW 50 6.0075 12.0000 8.4359 8.6307 2.8448 10791.31

e % 3 ST FINHRAE Windows 7 (4096 MB RAM/1.80 G HZ CPU) &4 izf7 73 .
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Figure 4. Pareto chart of non-inferior solutions of fourth group

& 4. EIOZAIEL #RAY Pareto FiZk

% AL SR AR AR I A R BRI TR 9FANGE —, TIASSCHL 10 JOs AT Ja A AR 5 8 T 218

8.608 m Jy i Z& 1 € M ) i iR P o SR AT 28

DL1S 347 42
N SJH KA A 9.547 MPa, i 2 Wit EEsk, HARX RN,
FREE R 24

NODAL SOLUTION

STEP=1

SUB=2

TIME=

USUM (AVG)

RSYS: MN

DMX =0.005997
SMX =0.005997

NANL Ny
Adhur GMKA
NS \ NN ,@%@W’}‘!ﬁ/
\...%7:?3:?:,&;'&?»2,@::&~,,“‘”“
NS En s n e

ANSYS

0.66613-030'00 1333

0.001999

—
0.005331
0.005997

]
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e
.002¢
0-002665 0.004664

0.003332

Figure 5. Combined displacement cloud map of the final lifting plan

ES5 mEBERARE

(VEEFNE]

WTEIR B T R N AL R A ) N = B an < 5 AP 6 firas .\l
2T R G0 N AR E N 3896.656 J (H BN ARAE 3956.258 J), ML AL i AR N 5.997 mm, [
A DMEE AR R G AT P RORES, A AT L e
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Figure 6. Axial stress cloud map of the final lifting plan
E6 RARKARMENNEE
)
4. .Q-E'ln

1) ACH ANSYS S, 2 Bkl B EVE MATLAB BIEMRAESEIAT TIRAWIT, LLR
GriRe i NISER N TR N E R, B RS R VA E T ILS A E, REETEZH
PR SE R E TR MBS, RARRETMTZEN A ERAT E. SRE WTEK,
AL N IR TR AL TN BPIRAS s 183 T 77 BRI H 1

2) BSEURIL AL B AT LU IS ANSYS RSEURIFHLRAE, @ % 7 RN I E T @8, Wiz TE
fdH, RFHRAER . BRI ZEH T 20, ANSYS MG S AT R &2 fik, HARFE
WAE, X0 B AR 1L £ B PR BB ER HY T A R oK

3) T Pareto (5111 MOPSO 554 2 HARRALBEARL FRES L, ok bRk 5% H Reat
e B AR LA B R, AR B AR VSR Nz . (B2 2 BAsR i EE R efg 2l —4
AT fResEi Pareto HIVETIMEIIER S, BRI SRS RAOASHIE, Qi 2 B bnki-1 5 5L SR AR 18
AT 3 — > AR g A P A R

B O

AL 5 BB ANTF AN R 2 TR FE B RSl R Lk, FREL [ 28 5L ZE 2T LA F AT S s (=17
I LA R, R B R A F B ARCR, iERG USR], WO —— S,
BJe, A AT A I ] 2 53R SCVR AT I L XA E B BRI SR, S

SE
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