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Intelligent Lightweight Chassis Design Based on BS-TabNet and LSSA

NIE Xin', LIU Wentao'*", CHEN Shaowei',ZHANG Chenglin', CHEN Yong', YANG Hao’
(1. Hunan University, State Key Laboratory of Advanced Design and Manufacturing for Vehicle Body, Changsha 410082, China;
2. Zhuzhou CRRC Times Electric Co. , Ltd. , Zhuzhou 412000, China;
3. Aisheng Automotive Technology Development Co. , Ltd. , Changsha 410205, China)

Abstract: In order to address the issues of long design cycles, high design complexity, and excessive reliance
on engineer experience in traditional lightweight design of tractor chassis, an intelligent lightweight design method is
proposed. Firstly chassis performance data is obtained through Design of Experiments (DOE) combined simulation.

Then, the BS—-TabNet model is constructed based on the TabNet algorithm, Bayesian optimization algorithm, and
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SHapley Additive exPlanation (SHAP) theory. This model is used to learn from the chassis performance data and
generate a surrogate model for the chassis. Finally, the Levy flight strategy is applied to improve the Sparrow Search
Algorithm (SSA), resulting in the Levy Sparrow Search Algorithm (LSSA), which is used to solve the lightweight
design task and find the optimal structural parameters for the chassis. Compared with traditional machine learning
algorithms, the BS-TabNet model shows higher accuracy, stability, and interpretability. lts accuracy reaches
around 0.98, stability is improved by over 50%, and it has stronger interpretability, addressing the poor
performance of deep learning on tabular data. Compared with traditional swarm intelligence optimization algorithms,
the LSSA algorithm can obtain better optimization results. While meeting other performance requirements, it
achieves a 5.64% reduction in chassis weight. The intelligent lightweight design method combines artificial

intelligence with chassis lightweight design, and it can save a significant amount of design time and improve design

efficiency.
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Fig.1 Intelligent lightweight design process for chassis

1.1 BS-TabNett&#!

BS—TabNet £ B4 D1 -3 0 {553 . SHAP 7] fig
FEVE RIS 5 TabNet TR 27 > B ARZS & WKL 2 fr
/i , BS=TabNet #& %1 ¢ 5 %t TabNet 55 1 (1) #8 2 Bt
A7 DU Sr P Ak , i 2k 0 U 4R 19 27 > B AT LUKS B
AL PERE ARG 51 A SHAP BRI SR fif B 4 30 4%
4 B4 T 1 A% . BS—TabNet #5571 2% > 75 3] (14 4= 42 3300
BERUASAY GEAR H R AE 18 1122 F 550 (i T 22 22 P g
M BEAR AR A AR AR R AE T A8 F 0 2 20 BB A 52
FEEE A Bl T W BEAR AN RRAE XS 28 BB 1) DTk
1.1.1 TabNet %

TabNet 5572 DA #if 25 0 28 (1) TR 5 i JE o kit , ]
DAk — B0 [ i A Y, an ] 35 r s, B AL D AP
W1 PR 2 55 24 1 5 DR SR 450 Oy SRRl 3, B
MYR B & T VAR )2 DR RIS

[ s mpmem s i |

]
[ o J—
]

[ rabNerstist s gz )
!

(‘s e emms ol raNespizess |

( suaprmeritaie )

!

(0t 2 rabNe BT R4

2 BS-TabNet #£ 7
Fig.2 BS-TabNet model

AR 2 o BUE T KA Re LU J2 , D AL BRAK I
AR ST B 28 R 4 i A Kdle i e 2
I IE WAL R BEAT LB VA — AL, SRS AR IR e i 4 )=
BEATHRFAEIN T B, 20 22K K8 72 I pi A T4
— AT HEE AT PRI Re LU J2 A0 3, VE R Y i 5 %
ki, 75— D TR — PR A A%
W B AL BLGF (9 B dE e, B — B IR S el
A 2 R ) 2 EA T AR AR T 8 L AR 5 B A2 i A e
b BRERAE SRR S A 2 S8 R AE I T 5 R 4%
A BRI Ay SRS A B 1 25

- — R AL
B3 TabNet JhikAz "™
Fig.3 TabNet algorithm framework'®’

1.1.2 A AHKN oH A4k

BS-TabNet 15 %1 1 (438 S50 Ak ) i 2 38 2k
Z W EACTEAL TabNet 525 B S8 & L 1L &
FEPERER B S B G, mT LRI (D) K75 B
S E O BN — A i a, B AR R B B
£ (%), BEReRECH N R A K 4E T AP
febn A4 H AR A 7R S Bk B s ) vh S48 — 4
fifi TabNet 2% 27 J5 76 W i 45 [ 3% 90 & 47 1) | 2 4K

EEEE



166 PN S QRS )

x*=arg£i£}f(x) (1)
T X BRI S0 0] 5 0 o S Hm) i
x 2 X AR BN B — A8 £ («) B bR 8 2 i e (E
(S EH A

DU DR A B> R ot 25 i PP 4 SR T
— AR AR, LA S R 2 807E H b pR B R
AL, T8 5 N — IS HOs £, DA A
DR I ] T3 AR A 9% 2 TR R A b AR
it A 2 A S S 5 T, — 2 = T 72 (Gaussian
Processes, GP) , HIRAR B LAk pr B8 43 A1 ik,
Hh A e 3 O3 A RS- R B 5 2 5 o SR AR BRI (Ac-
quisition Function) , J} T 7EAEAY J5 56 73 A7 A4 38 1 2%
FHeRE, T e e R — AU T4 B S50l &
I i .

1) i i

1o 0 o e — LI (L 1 B A — 1 S Y B
PLgE TRl 7, J 2 4k o 7 o0 A fE JCBR 4B AL 7 |
AR JR , DT K TG BIR 24 1) 5B Ao A 9005 Al — 1 v 2
MR Nl (2) s .

f(x)~ GP(m(x), k(x,x/))

m(x) = E[ f(x)]

k(o) = E[(f () = m(2)(f () = m(«)]

(2)
A GP RS T A s m (v )M, 2R pREICH X
TR AR ik (v, x" ) 207 28 F0R T RREH) 70 Al
2N

T BCE BB R ECY 0,8 iR B ) I IE
oA B BERLE B BRS04, ELZIRAS 20 A IR
Zitm o, = (3) fis .

f(x)~ GP(0,k(x,2")) (3)

X F n A S AR FE AR B 2 4 (x,,y)) s (s,
yo)aers (ay,) LT IR 4 e 30 2041 25 1 ARAE(3)
KA oG A R, N (4) B

f(xl) k(xl,xl) k(xl’xn)

i |~ N0, : : (4)
f(xn) k(xn,xl) k(xn,xn)
Sl N R TSN B (e, 7) T B 25
B, ik A (5).
1

k(x[,xj) = exp( - E(x‘ - xj)z) (5)
TG x,, TNEE R y, | TR nt 14> S
R A AR (4) BT B 55 nd 14> 5 Y

2024 4
ZANIER
fi K, k"
~ N|o, (6)
L‘} [u()})
Ao KR E 9 238205 an =X (7) A1 (8) Frw
k(x],x]), '“7k(xl’xn)
K = : (7)

k(x”’xl)’ '“’k(xn’xn)

k= [k(x,lﬂ,xl),k(x,lﬂ,xz), '“,k(xn+l’xn):| (8)

2) RAERE

R AR R EOR DM SO0 A0 53 ik ) s 2D IR MR
HPE FEPAT IR T — 20 i BAAGE ), 8 7
T Ay R I (A 1 b 5 B RN S (RIJT 22K
B H 5. R B PRI — YA T % (exploitation) AR
R (exploration) /™ J7 T 14 BREL , TF & 275 2 A $2 2
F18 e (10 (L PR A0 KA R S 400 B2, AT B PRt 54
242 JR 3 Rl Y e A 5 PR R T S5 il e OB WA i
SHH G E LS (o) B R SRS B f (o) 5
I ST, 8 i s A A SR B G (. BS—TabNet #5151
R FHOCHEE A PUVE g R4 pR B, HAZ O e RAL T
— D PP S ARSI i KA AR, 4 (9) B

u(x)=Pl(x)=P(f(x)2f(x)+6)=
plx) = f(a) - 0) %)

o(x)

0y

2 f () SR RS SR 5 f () SR 24 i e £ b bR
BAE ;@ ( - ) HIEE BB RE (%) o (x) 53
e it FEAREUR B AR R A BE 5 07 2550 R B
PRI A, L R 6 BB R R — 25 T 2
I R 2R A 2 i 1)
1.1.3 SHAP 7T f& 532 3%

BB AL A 27 2] SR B 2 BE B AN BTG o, L 8%
> AR 1 SN A T B B R AN T i, (R R A
JEE T 14 n A A R T R I R R I  FE S5 i
TR Hp TR U 2 X L B A ) A %) 5 A 1 e T
DN r 25 Ao AREAE XS ABE 28 1) Pt ey o 2544 AT
JERERISLIE . T L, BS-TabNet #5515 A SHAP #li
XTI A E X

SHAP W] f# BE PRI J& Lunderg 55 $ HY i) — Fh
SRR 4 ) LS Tl At RIS i BEIE K
B — AR R iR R R X A A Y
11 BR DT BR R AR AR TR X A5 R e 4 4 SRS e 1) R
R Shapley & , 4n=(10) Fi7s .



52

L4 . T BS—TabNet Fl LSSA [ 4408 e i AL 1 167

g&):¢m+§;¢g[ (10)
Ao g AR BB s M ARTRFFIE A B s 2 IUE R 0
51, AARIZ R 2 B AETE s b, N5 i 1 H#1E Shapley
{8 : b >0 B, 8B RRAE X FUNAE A 42 THE T, b, <O B,
Ui BRI X T (6 A B AR AR
1.2 LSSAE &

1.2.1 JRAEF % (SSA)

SSA B JE— L TRRAE AT I AR B AT
HHIREE REAC AL YE | i Xue 25157 2020 4R $2 HY L RR
MR B R MR R E FLEREE PR
R RRF I RV R R, EEE WRE T4k
T, It A REHE AL s Y RO E R BB R
FEIRRR T TR, ENMEREEFE/NEZ
FHAR JRy i A R AR A

SSA FIVETEH R B IR R 75 E ATl
BESFIREY , NGB b AL Y o7 (48 R
Jy ), PRt AR A8 R BRI, A ST A
KODFIR.

-1

X - exp( ), if R, <ST

X,{/+Q-L,

t+ 1 _ .«
Xt = a - iter .

2y

if R, > ST
(11)
AP 2 B ter,, RRIEAREH FRR X
R T A A A B o BRBUE T
(0, L] Z M A BEALEL ; L2 — e 1L x dJR
P 5 Q S — IR IEZS 53 A1 R BEAILES ;s R, A1 ST 4351
TR A2 4 {H . 24 R,<ST I, FRERE FTAb 7 &
JE B AT BRI B, AT DA T R 48 R4
4 R,>ST B, 158 I Y i JBRAE 4l 23 T R R, 5 2 1)
FORERL D3 AL 15 8, BB 2 oAb b 5 AT B AT .
—BEE B E ST AR IR B IR R A, W 2R
WRH LRI T HAF B BRE 23 5r RUn A 24
o BY  BREE A E E R AR (12) s .

t t

e "'f'), if i>n/2
I3

t+ 1 _
X =

X[[,+1 +

X, - X! ‘ - A" - L, otherwise
(12)
A X, BREE KRB IALE s« e AR YT
BRI B IR TT A R —A 1 x d FE R, H
RN TC R IEARAER AL BEA 1851 0 > n/2 )

DL, R 2R A8 B SR AIB B TR AT &
Yy, 5 BT AL 7 AR IBCE 4= 5 0 W B

PR Tl A 8 R 0 8 A A S P o 2 R BUR Al
AT AT IUE B Rk A Lns (13) s

Xo+B-| X=X | it s>,
X"v;] = ‘le] - X:voral‘ f (13)

X+ K| ——0 i f, =

S (VA RT

AP X, B DR 2R R AL B — Ik
MIEZS AR A BEALEC; K AE Xl [ -1, 1IN 325
A BT BEHLEL 5 & SR/ IR B8, M5 A i 5 8728 B
T sf 5, BIFRR RE R P Y AT RA R AR A
W R (LA A 5 f, 267 214 T JRR 1 1A ) 7 2 L
> NN YRR AL T AL E %, R 5
BB A 2R =, N RS S HRAE A T 5
VI A R T 16 BT PR ST, AT/ )N
SRR AR
SSA BIL B AR AN AT 4 P

[ wwwmenn )

[ stseesummmmne ity J—

ExErrEr el
'
[ mwmenmmzeon |

| mwmanmemann )

[ mwiemmmramasng |

B4 SSAH kAR
Fig.4 SSA algorithm flowchart

1.2.2 FEETRATR%

4t AT (Levy—flight) & — Ff 56 T 3 4k 43 A
F14) Bt AL A8 2R RIS, B A e 8 1 Sy R4 R AR K
PR B A BENLAT A 45 G R, 15 Bh B e b s Bk o R
AR AT 2RI R A 2 A YR HZBE P E R
W TR, I T 58 T A W R E 1) SSA Bk ok
Uk, Sl AT IS AT R R AL AT LA
FI B JE B A R I ] 1) Jmy BB R, [9] I e 8 2k 1 7



168 R K 2F 4R (H ARBLE AR 2024 4F
BRI B AR A BT A BB 00 i 2 () X 8 S 4 PR AR JERR

AT R IR R
s = K (14)

1
B

J

K s R SHCN BIEYE KT IR su~N (0, 02),
v~N (0,07 );0, Flo, il (15) A (16) T fs .
f'(l +B)sin(ﬂf) '
1+ B-1
r[ zﬂ}ﬁ TE
=1 (16)
Ao I (w) /2 Gamma PREL; 0<B<2, 38 H HUE 1.5.
1.2.3 #itt iR F % (LSSA)
i ISR 4E AT HmE T SSA BB vk =X (1) 947
e, = (17) iR .
P {X,{j + X! -5, if Ry<ST
X, +Q-L  ifR,>ST
Ko s RS ECH B I SELE S A B ML R A .
X C13) AT B B BUR AR (18).

(15)

0-". =

g,

(17)

Xios +B | XL = Xiy o s|s il fi>f,
5% g vk ‘X]_X) if f, =/,
(fi-f)+el i =Je
(18)

s BSHOH B IRLE 7T AT HEHL R KK .

2 FS|EERBKAMESH

2.1 EFES|IEFEFZECAES
2.1.1 ERAHAER

M T4 58 4 S 45 Rl B B, S50k
BB )12 N A 0 R R B L S
FIm &2 5] e B B0 BEAR G R A AR NG i AR o [
BEGE AT A AR R AR Pl R SRR R R S
RS ZE B SR FH B M il &, L AL 4% 7501 590L Al
Q345 55 FEAPRL, HARZEAG A A RHE P 3R 1 s
XoJ 3k e 8 1) R4 B A S B AR DL R L A 4R
FNE R AU E R, PRIEAE R AE S 50008 i s nT DAtk
115 S A AR5 T A6 ) SE AR 25 4 5 0P
R AR b, XA 5 | E R AR T BE R i
ekt

A A R I&

g
THLHRE  THERERR

B5 F Ry EK LM

Fig.5 Basic structural components of chassis

®1 FREXBERERBIM#

Tab.1 Chassis basic structure materials

TEBRFA] RSG5 M
YR 7501

ST R AR A 750L
7S SR A 750L
A [ 5 1 0345
PR A A 750L
SRR 590L

212 ERARTLH

FRRAE TR T A7 BR oo BTl iy
WL EE M B AR AS MR AR 2 20 BT R HH A 28 A 1T LA
RIS, — R AR A S e, Rl A4
FH 2 00 5 AT, 42 SR 4% P 4y ) 2 [R] 5 ey 22
T DR 48548 32 380 18 B R Ay A B ok ) 7% D Al i
AT TAE B oA 23 R A R A R AR L, X 0
BEBE R TAERSEAORIE AR o 19328, 424809
NI BE T 00 = B3 i il T 00 i &% T 00, W EE T8
W2 Pron , B AT RGN T = AR T F
(Force, 2% faf ) #11 C (Constraint, 2 %) £&44, 43 31X g
Kl6(a) . El6(b) . El6(c).

B EERRE A Z AR ENRMEIRII RS,
Rk AE s T AR e AR IR I G T AR X
THE R 25 R AR RS BE X E QAT RS
BT , A5t ZE 240 108 [ A A0 MR T8 . A2 30 A SIE B T AR v
W BRI BRRG M RG A, 4R
SR A%, e S e T B Bl i 6 B
15007, A MBS T R AR A E LT R A
i 5 R AT B A A, IR 2 B Jm — AT TR
XL 6(d).



552 ) FEWT4E . ST BS-TabNet Fl LSSA i 42 408 G4 Ak it 169

R2 ERNETRR [13?: tﬂﬂucrﬂ}r;}:;' 2) Subcase 2(bend_2 500 N): Static Analysis: Fidg:dz‘g
nalysis system -
Tab.2 Chassis stiffness operating conditions table %’222%:8{
1.622E-01
T RERE  RERN  SREE ARANE a0 02
L -0t
oS Xt 1.2.3 4 180F—01
i ; EA42 v S AR A AL _5351E-01
Lo A FLI _6518E-01
TR g 0N R N340 o1
e L T 2%
Grids 301 470
Sl R JRCHR IE
o TR ! 3 7
O . Hh b A Yo j/,x
TR [%] 5 Bt SZ JRE S 3 000 N-m Sy 0
‘ #iL HETIEET s () A5l 75 25
’ffF?Fﬂ] EP LET ‘Iﬁ‘ Contour Plot 1:Model
/ i %ﬁﬁ?ﬂﬂ *}i % [E] RS&?:‘[‘:T::‘:Q Subcase 3(front_tor): Static Analysis: Frame 25
J R TR AR 1.2.3 5.769E+01
EEill . 7 Vit S JE A L 487l
T IROE S000Nm i e Lo
X 6.409E+00
RiD=t ) 3 Z64108+00
RiP= _1.923E+01
~3205E+01
F i S JeoEa01
*ﬁ e jﬁ jﬁ jﬁ 36 ;/[ No ire;ullJr

(D) AR = K

Contour Plot .
Displacement(Z) 1 Mod
Analysis system
4.227E+01
3.278E+01
2.328E+01
1.378E+01
4.281E+00
-5.217E+00
—-1.472E+01
-2.421E+01
-3.371E+01

Subcase 4(rear_tor): Static Analysis: Frame 25

(a) & T2
F=2843.6

4

—4.321E+01
¥ No result
Max=4.227E+01
Grids 227 519
Min=-4.321E+01
Grids 263 819

Z

F=2843.6
(o) JF LR 7 A

1:Model

E?gg‘ﬁﬂﬁ;mg Subcase 6(MODE): Mode 1-F=6.071 108E+00: Frame 22
Analysis system —

35416400 g

3148400

2.755E+00

2.362F+00
(L (B T 0t

B6 2 1THAE 1.182E+00

Fig.6 Chassis operational diagram ® N result

213 ERBEREHHT G
i 1 OptiStruct SR fif & X DU A T80 #4746 BRI rfox

WL SRR o K, 428 fp T 00 T R4 2 ¢

Hyperview [\ 5% 2 N 7 7w B7 Hyperview 554 % &
AEARIBEPERE Sy A2 sE P 7 (a) 55 il TS Fig.7 Hyperview displacement cloud map

=EFIET(b) 7 ()5 TOULRS = [BI 15 3 428

Jih JI0 AT A 0 R K RS AL S L AR R A5 A U K BRI N/mm s F O R 2 A it

H(19)~(21) A5 422 A9 25 i ]I 2 A A D1 MEAFZ AL N D, FID. Ar8hE 7 () 25 i T 0

S AR S AR A TR Z LR

— max| maxr
Khend - 2 ( 19) *Z,mm.

(d)—is =R



170 PN S QRS )

2024 4F

S

K, =" 2
w =g (20)
M
K, =" 21
=g (21)

tr

K K, K, 43 5 Sy 1 W0 EE A0S N EE
(N-m)/(") , M FI M, 5350 A AL T 50 AU A T80 1)
HIHE,N-m; 0,16, FE 7(b) & 7(c) 5 T I T 2%
NS o I 2 A R0 s oL e L ().

BRI HT RS T 45 SR AE Hyper-
view B HEAT SIS S, AN 7 (d) R L AR 2B
A %8 6.07 Hz , AR AR IR A A HUAFH L AR
2.2 FZDOEDH

TR AR S 1 (Y T 4 20 TR T R I
HBAE S MRS T AR T 20 560 DA 4 485 4 Hh 36 B
F~F, ONFRIEAS i, 6 345 T 9 IMRFIEAR 5 19 44 Bk
FHE A | 3 25 15 1 A2 A6 Bl A - 12~12 mm ), 4[5 8
JIF 7 . 33K 8 A B AR ] D B AR R AR (1) 25 4
FRAE A& R R P RAE = A5 ] 1 58 B AR
PN RS A2 Ak . 4222 Byt e 7 DL 3R 3 0 54T, 43
& Mass . Kbend . Kftor . Krtor F1 Mode_1.

R3 FHET S0 HER

Tab.3 Characteristic variables and response descriptions
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Fig.8 Chassis feature vector diagram
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0006 4004 10583 -7.402 -6.825 10475 5.607 -7.354 -8.374 1052116 12288.4038 11337.54886 8934.612518 6.276345

5637 -1951 -0.834 6177 1831 1723 11088 -11.184 -2791 1.047200 12144.5946 11866.29458 9084.116399 6.708963

HENFS

1995 10319 -8014 11760 -6.165 1075 5001 8602 -0.078 —4.808 1061988 12281.0670 12241.42076 8836.153027 7.015890
1996 2479 -11304 7.654 -2275 -7.078 -5721 -11280 8782 -0.054 1079703 12136.7664 11522.14995 8570.188443 6.427385
1997 8554 -4316 -9.803 2.107 2731 -3.680 0318 -8578 5697 1.063987 12097.1556 12162.91885 8856.403706 6.951660
1998 ~10.043 1039 6057 1279 5721 -1.255 11640 2035 -6.117 1059044 12078.4266 10930.43771 8731.436556 5.943248

1999 3524 -10295 5.073 -0.150 7930 6921 -8218 5613 -11.292 1.074704 12198.6990 11694.21982 8618.607582 6.568172
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Fig.9 Tractor chassis dataset
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Tab.4 Hyperparameters of the BS—TabNet model
HSHL EPd WIMH EALIE L
FHIE )2 R i

d 64
- 521 B FE /N

R 2 2 R SR 0t
o a & " 8 [4.64]
J2 T R SR

[4,64]

n_steps 44> TabNet Block IR UCEL 3 [1,10]

gamma  JH TR EEEBANW RS 15 [0.5,2.0]

epsilon FH Tl 5330 e A58 19 le=8  [le-8,le-2]
Is JHT R IEARRE le-5  [le-5,le-1]
Ir 2 )R 0.02 [1e-5,0.1]

K10 7R T BS—TabNet #1744 4 42 20 i 5t 7
DA AR AR v R S0 DA B 10 7 81k 7 R S
B BUE VL, i 5 — 0 PR R bR, AT LA Hax sk
A S B U X 127 > B 0% T AR AR (v o M A R
BRI AN R 8 S5 A BB S 2% 2] AN [F] 7l
RS 114 ZE R AR AR, BS—TabNet #5505 1+ /&5 247
Dotk AR B E A S A RS B dr
TR FRAAY .
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Fig.10 Hyperparameter optimization diagram for BS—TabNet
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Tab.5 Optimal BS—TabNet’s hyperparameters of the

chassis prediction model

HBSEL Mass Kbend Kftor Krtor Mode_1
n_d 37 39 24 20 48
n_a 42 37 35 34 54

n_steps 10 8 1 10 5

gamma 0.5 0.57 0.5 0.5 0.62

epsilon le-8 2.2e-3 le-2 le-2 8.3e-3

Is 0.089 0.005 2 le-5 le-5 6.8e-3
Ir 0.051 0.062 0.1 0.1 0.023

3.1.2 ABEARLEH AT

W ZE BB AE AT 72380043, Hovh 70% 19 B HiE
P A VIl 5 45 it A 2 BS—TabNet B H R 19 30%
Ko A S AR T PP A 27 ) B R AL BE L H]
¥ 77 R 1222 (Root Mean Squard Error, RMSE) | ~F-34 44
%1% 22 (Mean Absolute Error, MAE) . 2t 7€ & % (R-
Squared , R)VENIFEA 505, BT AT

1 & 2
RMSE = /;; (v.-7) (22)

MAE=L2(%—5&)‘ (23)

Rz_l_zl' (yi—yi) (24)

s m RO REA KR 5y, A 1 B AR 5 7,
AR b A ST

M AL Be L4 2% ) B8, BS-TabNet #5 5 £¢ 7t 0]
VA0 8 O I A . B R AR AR BB SR B AR
1 XGBoost 5515, Ho2f > 3] 114 2 20 A HR A 7R F50 00 K
W BE L LA | BS—TabNet f5 5 .

K6 FEERRIBERITMIERR

Tab.6 Evaluation metrics for the chassis surrogate model

PERE foiA RMSE MAE R?
KNN 0.069 619 0.056235  0.872539
SVR 0.049 502 0.040915  0.923 471
Mass RF 0.043 057 0.034709  0.947 779
XGBoost 0.037 739 0.030 125  0.963 216
BS—TabNet 0.021 713 0.017926  0.985233
KNN 0.071 063 0.058259  0.822619
SVR 0.049 762 0.040263  0.905 880
Kbend RF 0.051 303 0.041167 0911822
XGBoost 0.047 723 0.038 787  0.922 541
BS-TabNet 0.031 658 0.022961  0.975273
KNN 0.089 947 0.068315  0.871 833
SVR 0.065 392 0.057286  0.926 112
Kftor RF 0.029 558 0.023116  0.985311
XGBoost 0.024 631 0.019308  0.989 324
BS-TabNet 0.012 677 0.010531  0.994 161
KNN 0.063 168 0.050595  0.880 472
SVR 0.046 850 0.038 678  0.921 749
Krtor RF 0.039 622 0.031191  0.949 654
XGBoost 0.033 375 0.026222  0.961 884
BS-TabNet 0.017 335 0.014 183  0.993 377
KNN 0.089 947 0.068315  0.871 833
SVR 0.065 392 0.057286  0.926 112
Mode_1 RF 0.029 387 0.023204  0.985 824
XGBoost 0.024 631 0.019308  0.989 324
BS-TabNet 0.013 671 0.011053  0.982 542

ARl BS=TabNet £ 78 HIHAB AL #27: > 5335 Tt
SER 2 ) WA AT X e 0, el T T 45 2R 4
Z, O B8 f IO 24 SR A 0 AUER i 1
JIt7R , AT LAZE H AN [R) 3300 A 0 {155 S ) i 22
AR T HABALE 2% 2] i, BS-TabNet BAI TN 1 >k
(14 A, A 0 B0 2R A T e m) i B Ui P BS-
TabNet F5 3 P00 (B S0 30T LS4, Fo0IM0 414 ) 285
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Fig.11 Chassis mass prediction scatter plot
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Tab.7 Chassis optimization task

URCAEEA B AR IR {E HARfE
F~F,/mm %, ~ 0 -14~14
Mass/kg Son 1053.75 min
Kbend/(N/mm) &Bend 12110 =12 200
Kftor/[N-m/(°) ] & Fror 11 463 =11 500
Krtor/[N-m/(°) ] &Rior 8925 >9 000
Mode_1/Hz & Mode_1 6.38 >6.40

T ST RO IT 55 , 25 8 1y et e i B
DAY R — > 32 2 A S LA TRl B, R N 7 2
Fik A= (25) s .
min fy,. (2,205 1, 2
min(x,) < x <max(x,) i=1,2,,9

Zaona (%13 255 0+, 25) > 12200
s.t. Zro 215 22 =, 260) > 11500
i 215 %2 7, 29) > 9 000

(25)
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33 ERMUER
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Tab.8 Optimization results of chassis design variables

g TP RLOFSOFOFRLFRF)
g
mm mm mm mm mm mm mm mm mm

PSO 4 14 8 8 -2 1 14 12 -10
GA 5 13 9 11 -2 1 12 12 -8
7
5

DE 12 8 14 -2 0 10 14 -13
LSSA 13 10 12 -5 -1 12 12 -8

X 4 BB RE UL A0SR Rt 04 G A 1 e 4
RULFE o, AT LUE H, LSSA DAL 3 B Ak H A 42 28
/N, N 99427 ke, BE G SR A UG R R R A T
5.64% , I AEAR AR A2 B0 B 42 o 19 [T Bt AR T
5l W RE | RTELRIRE A B I — B R A i TR
WK

9 EREHMERLLER

Tab.9 Optimization results of chassis output responses

Kbend/ Kftor/ Krtor/ Mode_1/
-R73 Mass/kg . .
(N/mm)  [Nem/(")]  [Nem/(°)] Hz
PSO  1003.97 12201.1 11525.6 9743.4 6.453 9
GA 1004.26 12 200.8 11 666.5 9 746.1 6.534 4
DE 101247 12245.6 11981.2 9 698.3 6.7917
LSSA  994.27 12211.5 11 664.6 9724.1 6.530 8

34 {HEWIE
N T L RAE A e L B T IR AR R
(R ER P , 75 Hyperworks 254 v 4 FH 22 8 LAk 1 19
FAAE BT AR TR X 22 5| 2 4 40 FROCROR A T ik
SR A 8] 28 CAE 20 #0942 e 245 il IR
BH I BE Jm HLR R A — BB A PR RE , IS5 i 5 T
BS-TabNet £ 1 Fll LSSA FiyA 5 E i RE R AL 7 3k
152025 B X L, W3R 10 Frws , WP J7 7445 2 Y
SR I RECT FA IR B A T BORRIIR,
ST AL RS TR AR AL BT R T ATE
R10 BHEBUERS CAESITERIILL
Tab.10 Comparison between intelligent lightweighting

results and CAE analysis results

" Mass/  Kbend/ Kftor/ Krtor/ Mode_1/
F 5 )
kg  (N/mm) [Nem/(°)] [Nem/(")] Hz
BS-TabNet-
9942 12211.5 11 664.6 9724.1 6.530 8
LSSA
Hyperworks 998.7 12 235.6 11 659.4 9730.2 6.860 0

W 16 o L SR R AL BT 2 R0
BROCAE B BEAT S 52 22 R B R 5 05 B0 B, Db 4R )
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Fig.16 Intelligent lightweight design process
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