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In-Core Fuel Loading Pattern Optimization for a PWR using Multi-Swarm Moth
Flame Optimization Method with Predator
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Moth Flame Optimization method (MFO)(Zxf L T, fliEEH ZHA LICEHE O N Z W TEREZITO L)
W R 1TV Multi-Swarm MFO-P Z{ERk L7, Z O FE%E PWR IZH T D RAEHE & O bEICEHE L, £
DOFERG BTz H BB % B % 72 £ LIE(SA)SE ORER Ol b TR L 0 5 57 B BIELE & i L7,
F—U— N BN 7 — 2, Faiifk, MFO, PWR
1. #E

PRBHALE 2 @ B CRE T 5 & 0 MBI AV A S Rl b OfigIC T B T o ETH 5, L
UBRBHELE DM EERBDBE R TH L Z L0 b, BEERRIC K > TENTZBRBIRE 2 R ET 5 Z & I3FEBE
HTHD, TIVE TR X L TFIEDIRE ST E 720, AWFIE CIITHFRE S vz MFO[1) 2 kB L7
Multi-Swarm MFO-P(MSMFO-P) % A BHAL & D el ik & U TI—RET 5, AWE CTIRRBEHH %2 5 A 72 PWR
JALMZXT LC MSMFO-P ETERTFIE(E X o LIR)IC L ok 2B L, fRE K LENEERET D,
2. HEFE

MFO[1]\Z i & # (Predator)[2] Z /Il X 7= MFO-P A #4401 32 /i 9~ % Fiii{b. F1% T & % Multi-Swarm MFO-P D
BFEZ L TICHR AR5, FEFOH T MFO-P & FHi 9 5 72 DIZLL T O 1~9 OEAERI T, & OB EHEM
DFEREZFTA L. TRTCOEAD T ORKEMREZIG 572012 10 DEENTDOI D, i, REHELEIC OV TIE
BHEARD kinf DEZWRFZ_X7 MLveA Ty & LTHRAT S,
1. BRBHECL i O R (moth) & F o & A 1Z moth_num EZERE L. Fh 2 BB OB ZEE T 5,
2. AMWIBIE DB ME T fRGAR (moth) 2 BB~ 2 W~ 2 5 U 7= A (moth) & L Az A (Flame)

ELTIRIET %, AEIFID T flame Z{R1FT 5 72, moth_num {H4T% flame & L TIRIFT 5,
3. X v#ENT BAEGE(flame)lZ [f] 5> THEA (moth) A B4 % KL 9 IC 2 ZE o i (moth) 12k L T
ZNEIH RO RREEA (flame) 25X E T 5.

4. fREEAR(moth) & % 0 B EYHL T H % BAMEA (flame) il SV TERBHELE D A 7 b (kinf DX kL) D
PEEEAZ R U, BEEECIS U2 T v A L7188 % flame 12525 2 & T flame OJE 0 1285 L < moth 2%
w5,
#r Ly moth @ B BIE Ol % FEM T 5,
KB flame i E & L. —EEBELIN O moth [IZ oW THi& 21T\ — EXEIR S & 5,
IR L7z moth @ N 5D moth % T > & MTHAE S ERENICINZ 5,
WAHARIZFE T flame DFTH % flame_no ZET 5, Z 2T flame #6342 & ¢, AT IO
T flame OIS,
9. flame & moth % &>+ T HABEEMEIAIZ I OV 2. A7 flame_no @ % ¥k @ flame &35,
10. A LFEOEEN ERICET 2 E T3~ 2MVIRT, 22 FTH MFO-PIZX 2L TH D,
11. BEMZNZIIZONT 1~10 217V, 2EHT OR B2 HEER O 5 bORRERE LTHD,
3. RILFHE

o N oG

3L —7 PWR ZAMICIRRFIEA A L7z, 2 BekiGhas R L RBlbc S - T i HRRIAIA
PN CHRBER B % 520 U AR DA ME 2 3T L7, Hi) E— % o 213K e G005
EEAEREFREENHIRMEZW LooY A 7 VENRLS 25T #2 -10038  -0.9731
Y HAIBIEIEAME S 225 & 5 < HRBBABE L. 20 BB " proser o
fE%E/MEd 2 & 9 sk a1T - 72, Zg -g.zzgg -g.:gg;
4. FHER e e

RETEL SA 1L BREIEREE 1 & LORT, RETFE s vems oo
(MSMFO-P)IZ & B filift 21T > 1o B, RERTFIETH S SAIC LD hod o e
L AT T2 A LD bENT-BBEEEEZS2 Z LN T T2, average 09963  -0.9626
§%Xﬁx std.dev 0.0073 0.0072
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