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(b) Kinematic hardening
Fig.1.2 Isotropic and kinematic hardening models used for simulating the response under cyclic

loading
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(c) Fitting with basic shape template ('3
Fig.1.3 CAD model extraction methods for the topology optimization
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FFohic. 7 =27 — v EWERICHRT T, £OSENCBWTHERIT/N Sz
LEZCEAT, Il fUEREEZ R LT D, 2 EIERIZ, 1989 4512 Bendsge |2
Lo TRESNAHBERICE S PR V— KOO TIE, §ERNOMEFEE O
FIZRBT 2 X0 @ERFEE LT, 006 1 ETOME & D IER L S A8/ 72 kF
BHEEZEALTWS. 22T, 0 THONEXZERICERORETHY, 1 ThITER
MBI TSN TV DREE, TOPRETHIUTE L S L b OonRWRELZRT. 2
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DL E, FEBOMBHNEIZLLT O X 512 THMIZHEZ b s.

E(pi):(El —E))p +E, (2.1)

ZIT, pildHiEH OBEROMBHEE, E(p)IXT OEROMEMINE, EolX5e 228
DG OWMERE, ENIFZERTHMEIRFE SN TV DIGEOWMER , pIZPRI 2k
BEICHT 2T AT AR THY, @BE3INLADMETHD. Fio, ZOHETEH
WA ET NV TH D Z &M 5 SIMP #(Solid Isotropic Material with Penalization) & & FFIE41
5. ZOFEFYEREZ W TES LTEINR 0 7L =2 — B E I WRR
28D, RQD)TRIND &9 REMARBERNT~ 7 n 2Bt 25 o570, IF
WICHEIEN RS TH D,

PYEALIERP R AT S MR v O — @ I3 B O RBLTIEORE B, 15510
T B Z 7 L — A — VN R BRAF T 5 FTREME 2 G e s, T OB ffkd 2 )71k
& LT 2000 4|2 Sethian & Wiegmann (2 X Y LUt v MEIZESLS bR e U—f(b
ONBREENTZ. LUkt y MEOOL, Loty hEk ERIEN D A D T — B O%
TR o T A KRBT 2 HETH L. 2O Lty bEIE g (x) IIFRAUT RS
Pt & BEERI S A W2 OB — R TH 5.

d(x) ifx e Q\ 0O

¢(x)= 0OifxedQQc D (2.2)
—d(x) ifxe D\Q

Z T, dx)IXEEBEREE AR L, ZORBRKEHANT, Q L D\QDEERQ Lty
K BEE DB v SEALE (I R & 22RO ) TR DT, B e ST E ORI
V=R — VLR DN, 2O 7 g E R b AL E A D OFEREI IS U TR A
EFRRICHEIC 52 B D . WARFEE & 28R EIR OB R 4 ¥ m S0 T T 5 2
Ik L= = AN e EA T OBERICROND 2 LT RIROREE, 554
T BB Z 7 L — A — VSR BRAFT D TREMENMERR E D . — T, Lk b
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Sk QK Tt S A el VAT TRARR 2
T OO

TERe D24

Wy A TS
FLABA <

AN =RV 5 ST | M
DORIET 272 &9 4
KRB U Lo TE LN AR, Fid

BHEBRER Z LD, TR B A2

e n+${£7z)‘

FEFIZEANEESTVDLFRETHSD. LrL, MAe U—Ei#E{bOME
B REE T 25N Z N, EXF OB T
hAReY—fE{bERA L, £O/LNTIRIRE I
TRRETORITEERA L & BRI

BRI 25 2 &b
DEET A X o e
TR SN2V o,

HI 3 2 721 Tz <,

DEAL

, BURZ L — R — L B 2RI E O IR BE R & RO il
BOREEZNEL TN,

TREH T 1 2 DO YRR B,
IRGEHEZAZ —hSHEDLZ LI

B LN EHINDT2D, —DoD
TR SN DN, WIRFENIC
TERED AT B HFEDOHIREN DL . F£T7,

~
UZZIN

WY HHERR, MEYDOFELZ b
LTV D72 T < BERG T OREBRHER O

IIRDDZEDTERNWL DRI T VA L R ENELSBHDHTD

ERHGFE~D R

AsSuz
N &

Lo

H R et Bl A R S D &

STRIAOHATT N S TWD. KETIE, MR P —RE(LOFIEIZ DWW TR 5723,

EEAE L Lokt y METBIBUC & &0, FITABIIE THW B EIEDOFEM 218~ 2%

22 bRveYP—E#E{bOFE

h AN B Y —EE L OIER 22 Tk

IR O® Y, BEAIE, BEIE, LoUvky MERD

Table2.1 Comparison of three methods of topology optimization

HYEARIE LUty MME BREE
AU >k - EREFOEAMEL | - SVETIR D BARER o BHRHE AN
ZHWTWD 72, | IREIME, BV, It | - AR TFETHY,
MR IR BEWRSIE - | K BRARL, Hrde | Tu s T AOFHIER
Y LTWD I ASDIERARES) B
TAY b | REEEN L, R | - RIS ORAERE | - VBRI

T LAY R LD
* SMETZIR DI A B I

RN
- JERRDZEALIC
i3

il

CF oy =R R

FEALLT W
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4. MR U—EE{ED 3 ODOFIEO AR 2.1 1TRT.

23 WEARIE

MR a U — il b TR TRAICIRE Sz b O 2 %)E A% (Homogenization method) T &
5. PIEALIEIC BT, FARERANOMEHFEHE O & AR R 2 MR e~ A 7 1
A RT7F TRALTWD. BHEAGIEOREIT, KRB Z2EEE & RFTH e AR 25 AL,
M #E ORISR A AR L VBN VT AT — L OERTHEDDITHZ LI kb,
YA BARNT T Fx LUV DRFTRRWERE L &b, KRR AZ RO 5 Z
LIZHhHD. BEEME R EOWE S VB E A BERINIC RO 2B 2 FIT LT EH L
<IE7e <, 1950 SR B AKHNICHIFE ST E 72, F5IT, Hashin® DOBFZEIE Z D3 EFIZ IS0
DHROIEARNREDENWR D, ZD%, WEHAEZ W bR v U—RiE{biE 2 &I
L7=D73 1988 42D Bendsge & Kikuchi DXV T 5. Zi b DOFEM OB OV TITA

OREICHI S 2N ENBEIET .

24 LUty RE

LoULE w MEE, 1988 4EIZ Osher & Sethian(O|Z L » THIO TRE SN FIETH 5.
YD Lty MEFEREEEFED —> & LTHH I T\, SMERIRE —koT
BALD Lty FEETTRILL, AMEIROEE 2 Lty FEROEENCE S Hx
THRE{LZIT > TWe., Lokt y METEANIOEREEILOE 2 7 Th 5720, MBI
WOEE L FHETH D DI L, FLD X 9 RIFREORAIHITI AL STz, ZoRM#E
WXL C, FLZAIT 2 W< DO FIEDTEIE S 41, 2000 42T Sethian & Wiegmann (Z L ¥
Loty MEICHES S MR e O—REEOB WO TIRE SN, ZOFEMOFIZ SN T

EIARGRORE ICHI S 7202 LB AT 5.

tnm

2.5 YL
AR OEEACIETIE, A 7B A NT 7 F % LYULORFHEREZRE L, BRI

RODHZENBFRETH LN, BENEICENH L. £, ZOFECBOTHAREREN
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OB ORRFE BRI 2~ A 7 0 A T 7 F ¥ THRBT 5. LiL, 20Ok
DITHIED & TR TR O 72 < THIER R Mm & 2R B AR M ik s LT
TR D, ZOXIRBLEND, BEETIE, SEZRNOMEFRIEOKEZRIT 5 L0 i
Bkl LT, BERIRBERNLMEBEEpZ 000 1 $TOHEELTEHERIDZ ETE
BLTWS., WEbsn=iiiET YV ET %2 0005 1 O CIERMEL S5 O 0 B%k

LT,

E" =Ef (p) 23)

LEDLL, TORITEENODE EITHMET VN0, BEN1 DL EIZE &R 55%8%
e d 5L,

Ef =Ep" (2.4)

ERDT. I TplITF T 4 —RTA—=F LN, B 30D 4 OEEHNDDMN K
WESNTWDA, YBEARIRIUCZ LWHIETH D, NQI)PFEHTHAME L L TozEd %
A&, ZTORERAWIZERFHEF OFEFIEDS SIMP 1£ L FHIN TV D, ZOHTEIEM
GIERMEATAD L LB, T T T LOEROES TH L. MEEEN | ThIUIsE

FERICFEINTHDRELZRDL, 0 THOHNTTERICERORETHS. 0 TH1TH
VMETHIVUTH B E B2 & b ONRWPRANRRIEL 2 5. 2O X D ITHERITEA
SNTMBHE BN K o TR &2 KRBT 2 k& B E LS.

2.6 BEIEICESL MR e Y—K#EbOTN

X 2.1 [CAHFZEICR T D bR e V—FK#E{bo 7 e —F v — h&rd. ZOFRT, AoE0D
PEIFEETH D Z & 2R LTV D, FE NAITREILAREICFE T 720, ARHiCIIaikr 2
W DOHERHAT 2. bR v =B EORYIDOAT v 71, EHEEG & ORGSO
AT D . AL, RO DMEREE A LIME AR L T KWVEEHEHETH Y, o
b & OTFWRAE L LETT R E, Rig e LARWZERITERFHEEIN & 5. 2 OsFHEk

IECOBEBP CTELERATHD. EOFT /MK L CTREESRMT, MESMT, 72 K05
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Start

o
S =

(_ cotmistonconiion st ofcwch masreter )
S =

Structural analysis

Calculation of objective function

"

Calculation of design sensitivity

"

Update design variables

Determination of

convergence condition

Yes

End

Fig.2.1 Flowchart of the topology optimization method
REMeEL, TNODORMFLEPTTELEATTHD.
WIS, BREHEOEAL 2TV, RE{ERIFE BT A—ZOREZIT . EFULES
R p LAHO EIRIEQ, OWIIEZBIE T 5. W, RIS 2l Tl

— T 50, MBS TER L THEDRY. 70, KEEEIFEGR L1200 0 ETOHE
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L DN, BAEMNT B O ENEZ BB 2 72 I H/ MEZ 43S SUVET 2 0.001) &
T 2. £z, SRIOFETIE, FEEELBERLSIVEREIERE LTEET D I2HT2Y,

AR E KA DBERIZERELTND., 20D, REHEBITERNTIE—EDMEE & 503,
B0 &0 BRELTIIBAWVIMN. LIEEZ L 2 2 EDRARETHL Z b, &EHEHIT

C'REOEGMEEL D, LoT, ZOHETIEF =y I—FR— REHET LD, 74V
AV TEERNTT =y I —R— RRY = ZRET L HEEZRAT 2 P P L
%%, BEEOYE, UToXkosiwedbans.

Design variables : p (2.5)

Objective function : minimize or maximize f(p) (2.6)

Constraint condititon: g = j pdQQ-Q, <0, pl-L <p < pl-U 2.7
D

Z D%, TOET MK L TEHZ DILRM T TREMRIT 21TV, IS ROEAL R & DA
REHD. T LTHEERAEIC 272 HIORTEEAHET 2. S512, FHHE I
A BRI ER THLIBROBELZEET L, FERZONENEZ M 5. MEMESMENEE
FITNARIE S LTATE, KIS Th 2 RREHIK 2 il 72 LoD/ N E 7213 ok o BB
DIFHND KD TSI LA 240 I, U Eoifinaz@sd 2 & TREHEM O RZE
SIS, HIRISRIE E T LS & L CRERE Y OB B RS TR A SR D 2
L2 D, WENCEEEE bR U—iibD 7 e 7T MIFEET I h T o TR T

FEIZOWTE L TNL.

2.7 ko Iiik

MR\ Y — b OREIE, & ORFEEIT L T2 EITEE ORI T THREA
Bam/Mbd DD IdERET oM E L TR TE 5. 2 2T, &AXMERETIT BT
VAT AEOFHZ LI L D R/IMERIEEE LTHERD S 2 &R TE 5. AEITIE, ZOME
% on HORRF AR =[x,x,,%3,-,x,] O FTHBBE f OF/MuE LTUTICERILL, &
WAL D FIEZ DN TIRRD,

Objective function : minimize f (x) (2.8)
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Constraint condititon :

(2.9)

ARERIZIZEO LS RERMEO L OZFH L TH LA, — KBTI TN D
BERAEIZFES S M—WIBIRBIE DT A Y XF A N w7 BREAWD &, AW Ol
KiHIZ LV, 2L DOF = v I —AHR— NRZ =V EERT DGR LN, 2o X5 7 fE
ERRRT DI2IE, 74 F2 U 7R AW Y, IBREEE sk BBl Loy e E Ul
X ek, RFETIETZ A2V 7EERAVTEY, FEMIERET 5.

271 7TV a REFKIE

T 0T Y 2 RIEFEEMethod of Lagrange multiplier) & 1%, W< D0 DOHIFISEED FT
B LA AT 5 T2 D OEFR R TIETH L. WL DD OEEITH L, W< 20O REE Ol % [
ETDHEWVIHIKIFEDOT, Modhs 1 SOBRBOBEL KD D LN HMEEEZD. Z0
L&, BHIFISMT KT U TR E T (Lagrange multiplier) 2 & L, T35 2488 E T 24T
MR LWEEE L TEZXLZ LT, filMMEZ AT OEREE LTS 2N TE

5. N28), CHOTHLTUTDOEICT I IVT UV LEERD.

L=f(x)+Ag(x)+ Z:l:l{/l,l (—xl- +x;" )+ A (—x1 —xY )} (2.10)

TITC, AAGANET T TV aREREK TH D, ERXERHMO LT,

a_Lzm+AM_jq+lﬂz() (i=l,2,---,n) (2.11)
Ox; Ox; 0x;
oL
—= <0 2.12
A g(x) (2.12)
a—L:—x,-+x,~LS0 (i=12,--,n) (2.13)
ax,lii
l%;:@—%ugoa=L2¢3m (2.14)
6X/L,
Ag(x)=0 (2.15)
A (=% +x5)=0 (i=1,2,---n) (2.16)

19



/Li(_xi_xiu)zo (i=12,---,n) 2.17)

A20, 2,=20, 4,20 (i=1,2,--n) (2.18)

WA FTREZR FERIE AR BIEIC BT, T 7 T v 2 BEDIEAEDMEFET D B E 2 E
L7z & X, x DRFTHEEFEE 72D 2 LD 1 IROMERMAE 725, Z O5A1E Kuhn & Tucker
WX B3O T/RENTZD, #I1T Karush 237252~ LTV Z EAVHIBA L7720,

Karush-Kuhn-Tucker §5f4 F 7213 KKT & & FEIEh TV 5.

272 JERPEAENT

i

TERREHED 2 FIREHREIC L 0 54 5. AIREZE CHERIL L= ROl 5%,
Ku=f (2.19)
L LTENARY M ruZ R, ZOENRT MrunsbLERHEL RS, 22T, K

L fE, ERERRWES Y 7 R LFIRMENRY ML ThD. BB Z R L EL.

O=u" f (2.20)

2T, fEPEmEL, XQI)EEHEKTRMDTDE, ROXHITk5.

8Ku+K6u

op, op.

=0

ok K, 2.21)

p. p,

7o, BBREOREIT EAXLY, kATEDbIND.

T
00 peik By = Ey py =
P, P, Pe Pe 0

u (2.22)

e

FrZ, BEEICB W THEROBEE ZRFHERIC L 57 513, SEEPEC XIZ T EREEDE

S

HIERMIPEIZ DO ARDOND T2, e & H OERMIMEZ

I

K, = er BTCB4O (2.23)
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LEL &, XQ22)iF,

00
op,

e

=—u, (| 8" 2€ Bacyu
e QL ape e

(2.24)

L%, ZIT, QI EFEeDEMEREAOENT LM, BIIB~ M7 A, uld

BBEOENY MThHD. LoT, FREIZROL IS,

oC

= _ppepilueTCOue
P,

7o, MEtOREREGEHRRE)ITKAATERDENS.

szi]ilpigi
Lo T, ZOREFLIT 72 5.
1%9) _a
p,

273 T 4NEY TN

(2.25)

(2.26)

(2.27)

LR 2 RGI AR L T HBELICEE S AR e U—RKIE(E T, ERICH L, £F7m~

D=5 RMES L <IIRO LIS ENMD L5546, AW O KA IC L - T

22 W T X RT 2y D= "I =N ERPEESNDIHARTHL T =y I —H—F

WREETDIHENHD. ZOF =y H—R—FzllEd 5 G5EE LTUTOFERSD. T

00
p,

e

T, JAFOEREOREE & VO TR L ST E

00 1 N 00
Py ) DT
Pe piZi:IHj Pi

H; = ry —dist(i, /) {j € N| dist(i, /) < 7y}

21

ZUTORICIDKRDS.

(2.28)

(2.29)



(a) Before filtering (b) After filtering
Fig.2.3 Filtering result

rp X7 AN B ) THERETH Y MIEA v 2 ThLIHE, 1 LV RE<T 252 L TH(2.19)
WERNE 2D, £, HiZT7ANZ ) T OERERLTND. ERTLEHRED ry LLFD
HEECH D ERZM L, ZOH TR LNOBEEC 5 2 BROME 2 PRt L T

%, X232 Q228)D%h AR,

2.74 i eiUEE
Bl HEYE (Optimality criteria method) i, E3 D KKT $:fF 2 i 7= T Bt 2] & D &
2a— VAT 4 v 7 AZHWTER LT HIETH S, AWFFETIE, Bendsee & Kikuchi'dd %

UM Suzuki & Kikuchi®% L [FREIZ, DLFNICEHT A 2—U A7 4 v 7 AEZHNTWD.
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Hi(2.13) & KA DOMEHHFI A & & IETEMEERXHR TR L TRy TH D &
niE, RKR16)EXKERANED 4, =2, =0 TH D05, KQ.1DHLY,

af (x)

OX;

ag()'_l(l ) (2.30)
ox;

1

KoTC, EXREZRMETIRHLERE T VTV Vo, HESD Z ENTEL, T i fiF
DM & 2%, 7ok, BRAERBE TR, BXEELZ RIMEREICEES M 5720, v A F
Azt LT B AR9BEE & T 4T, RAABIBORREI AR T2 1 R of (x)/ox, 1
QNTR LT XD ITHEITAIZZRY, FIFISREORFELICET 5 1 RIS ag(x)/ox, 1
QAR LI EIICHIZETHY, BT T T VafFRHLETHS. EXEWT- T
WiRZPRRT D H1EL LT,

o (x)

ox;"
xin+l — xin i — xin( n )77
—A"0g(x) 4 (2.31)
ox”

1

EWVIHIRFEHOTEH TR 2R AT 5. 22T, #EAEKO L& O 1 EEH OEEK
EEWT L. n(FrEr TRE)ITER CIEFE0.5~0.751ET H. 4 1TV LEHET S
T, WICUIRD XOICHEH SN D720, FTRFTELENPAQ30) 2N e T 580 Tihah T
WS Z IR %.

KR3)IRFELED G & RYE & EIRECE T S HFIADIEE L WO RED S & THEM
ENTVDTD, REFEBDOEH OB T, BANIRE LIiFHER D LIRE & T IRME 28
ZTCLEGERDD. £22C, 2—=7 Vv bmEZEALTRQINEZLLTD X 5 IZ3EFT
RS BRI & N IRMEZ A 2 W Rt S IZEE T 5.

x;z+1 _ min{maX{x,»L" ,(Ain )77}’xf],, }
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xF (X" (AT < xE)
=A< Ay <X (2.32)

X/ (' (4" 2 x")

2T e, RO LS RA—T Y 2y FERT AN TOREFRTES LD
W2 5.

xF = max{x" —m, x} (2.33)

xY" = min{l, x" +m} (2.34)

U b DR LT, 2R T Yy VTR E &b, a7 T A
7 v Z/MERTE TIEIEF IS mWIRME 27”9728, o —ixpyeBBEICZ 0 X £EM T 5
ZEIETERWGAERH D, KT, RQIDPEERINZIEEE, T7hbb, 2770V a
FHARE 7 OLEC, HOBEEOBRELEITEET 5 1 kM5 of (0)/ox, WIEIZ2 D Z LW H
D%, RQIDDOEFFHEIIFATE 20, MOPDLRPMBELRD. ZDOXD
RGATE, Rl EUEL L0, BIRERIE R A (Sequential Linear programming, SLP)195°, &

o BBGI RO 2RI L7207 A3 .

28 bARvY—K#Et7 e s T A
27 HIZ R LTz bR e U—gilb 25812, EEIZ hARe Y —KkEbk7' v 77 AE{ERRT

DAY > TRtk LT <.

28.1 FARBI—/NT X—FDFGE

PR B Y —REGICEBNT, 2.5, 27 HiTHRANC L D ITRODDONRT A =T ZRET Do
b D, KFETIE, LTFONRTA—=Z 2L TWn5S.

Penalization power: X7 /L7  —/37 A —X (2.5 Hiz i)

Rfi: 7 4 2 U 74 (273 HSM)

Positive move limit: A—>7U I v kb (2.7.4 THZHR)

Damping coefficient: % > ' 75458  (2.7.4 THE M)
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Constraint condititon: HlFISME  GHFOSHITAFEHIFIE)

2.8.2 b EOERL
ERUL SN EREEp 2 Rat B L L, YHa L7747 v Ax/MEREZ B &5 5.

ZOERLFU T DL 51275,
Design variables : p (2.35)
Objective function : minimize /(,0) (2.36)
= dQ—-Q <0
& IDP ’ (2.37)

Constraint condition :
L U
P Spsp;

ZIC, RRETEEO TIRME pf 1%, BAEAFHT LRSIV A EIEET 5 72012 0 TiER 431

INEVMEE LT 0.001 &5 5.

2.8.3  JREEfEAT
274 H TR (2.30) 2 5HE T2 DI EARRRFHEE L 2,72 THTIRR7= L 91T,
oA __yr Ky (2.38)
Pe P,

T, RO~ U 7 A K DRy OHEIZE R T AHEZOMMME~ Y 7 A2k LT

DIME R, ENOERICH L TIX0 Th o0, BROMM~ N 7 Ak 2% 21Tk

FoT, ERFZRZEZHNTEDT L,

zzTak

AR
(2.39)

op,

L0, EREROMREEEL L, R(2.23)IF

k,= ZQ@ B'CB (2.40)

L7y, (22480,
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C;, =E(p)C, (2.41)

H(2.40), 24DFB LRV, HMARKE, LERFIEE p; DBMRMEZR(2.3) TERR LI M E

ThHoHELT,

ok
op,

e

=—ppr! szTCOB (2.42)

LD L, ZHUIRIBIRNT DBE ORRE TH 5. IHIEMHATIZ ISV TOREE D&
HHIHEHETH D, IEFEISENT 5 2 EBBURNEETH 5720, AWFFETIE H BB & B
DRV & L THRAIELDEHOERICHNTW D, —J7, FHEEIRK ORI 22780,

ov
p,

=1 (2.43)

Fo, T4nF Y o ZIZBWTCEBORE 2 i b 2 HiEE WL 2D, K(2.28) & Ak

ay
)

o6 1 06

op, ’DizjeSEHj jes, T g,

(2.44)

ZIT, SETANG ) TEENICHLEROEGE R LTS, £, H,ITEBHAR

HETHY, KATRDEIND.

H=ry—distG,))  {jeN|disti, /) <rp} (2.45)

2.8.4 FXEHEHOFTH

EROBRFHREZ LT 77 Va2 E2RD, RAEEEZ EO L) I LSE D%

J

RKOTWL ., ZOBRICKQ32)TRLIEZLA—=T U Iy bOEXZFZEANL, #HREED—>
Thdpl<p<pl ZhETHLICHETD. 2B0HIC, KX(2.32)-234)E80,

P! =min{max{p’ ,(4")"}, p{" }
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max{p]' —m, p!" } (P! (A4 < pl)
=i Ay (o <pl A <p) (2.46)
min{l, p}' +m} (A" = p")

EREACTERHLEEOZEELZHIIR LR 2R3N L FRIZR AL, A

EEFT 5.
o (p)
ap; _ P
o, 22(p) = (i=12,..,n) (2.47)
op;

29 TFur T LADOEEDFN

T, ARERETVOERB L OT A—F OBREEIT, HAARERMBNT Y 7 b
(ZCHEERRAT T 5. ZOFERD D OTHRIES )78 E OB RERE T, EERRT,
BEDT7 4 N2 Y 7, BEEBOER, IHCHEOIEIZATY, B SR A 8Ef
FREEFEET MM L, FHOMEMITICRS. ZOTFIEZIRT 5 £ T 7. IGECH
ETHE, WSONFEREBEZLRDLEH, flE LT FIRWL 207,

s RETERO R b RS REBEMEEOBMELLFTH 50

- BUEEELL EORNCATE OPERER LA B2 L 5 s
AEEOMERER Lo EREIGSRERZ TRIS0E 9 H

« BRI DA LF I MEEOVEREAME T L7 &5 A

- EBOBBORELF R ZAT 72008 D

DX ORFTENEZ ONLT-H, BIZ L > TNHHIEDOH 2D 5 Z LIt 5.

235 3CHk
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Fig.3.1 Uniaxial stress state

Fig.3.2 Simple shear state
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Fig.3.3 Mohr's stress circle for axial and shear stress
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Fig.3.5 Kinematic hardening
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Fig.3.6 KS Function
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Fig.3.8 Nominal stress-strain curves for SS400 and LY 100 tension coupons by Liu et al®

Table3.1 Material property for composite hardening rule

Elasticity Young's modulus E 200GPa
Poisson's ratio v 0.306

Metal plasticity Initial yield stress gy, 30MPa
Initial kinematic hardening modulus C 2.45GPa
Kinematic hardening material parameter 339
14

Repeated curing Maximum change of yield surface 4oy 180GPa
Yield surface change rate 3
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Fig.3.9 Forced displacement Loading history
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FTHD. LY100 D 0.2%ffit 771% 80.IN/mm? T, fHONIHI 60%I( T 5. 2D K 5 Zebf kg
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AT 24T 9. 3.7.3 H TR (B.29)-G3NTHWTZ RN T A —& LB ORMEEEZ K 3.1 12
Y.

3.8.7 RS
BERGME LT T2 2lE L, EEICITBIRZEN By) 2 IE AT A AN %K 3.9

(ORI T FEET S IEABEATICHIE L TR0 2 &L THERMEEZAET 5.

3.8.8  WIHITZIR O gl H

WMHITERIZ I 1T 2 e KRB A Y ¥ 1% O3 %+ CEPS(Cumulative Equivalent Plastic Strain) D4y
iz 3.10 (IR, BAMICOTANETLTND ZENb5. RIS, BEfAT ORS
REONTEAEEROINS L OTHEZERICZRVX—RINE EA 2 RDDH. =30 — I E
[Z2OWTIE, Liu 500 Z A E TOMZEICBNT, K311 BLO3121TR7T XL 1S, f#Tic
L0 R LT BTl & EBRIEOIBRE L — 71 E L < 8L, REMNARRET R X -1
IR ERME AT O A IEDSHER SN TV B 720, AENIEERT O A2 %2175 . £7-, X 3.13
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WAHZ ENbND. T RO —7 %X 3.14 (TR T. =%V X —WRIE T EERE S

DT EBNEORETHY, K314 [TRESNTWBHERLV—TDOHEEEZRD D Z L TiEX

HEhs.

PEES
SHEG, [fraction = -1.0)

[F45: 79%)
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+5,485=-01
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+0,000e+00

Fig.3.10 CEPS distribution of initial SPD
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Fig.3.11 Hysteretic load-displacement
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JBIRE L — 7 OEFEIE 315 ISR SN TWALEHNS, RRICEVRDOLNS.

n Ad(h; + ;)

Eq=>Y —" Tl
5 (3.48)

i=1
AT DOFE R, RKBEALEEOT A E =R —WINE X ZF LTI CEPSnx=0.7075,

EAy=5.80k) & 72 o7c.

3.8.9  BUEAFATHE R

ARIETIE, AW S Z o R—=T5x S 2 e KBRS MO B MERTE S U, %
FEE A W TRIETAR 238 H U7e. (RREHAE 2 W IR 0 90%7 5 50% % T 10%41 74T
O L d biclifbit R 21T o7, B 3.16 I[ZHEBE LEHE TR b il Bk & £ OTIRIC

Maximum

Median

Minimu

(a) Final shape (M = 0.9M,) (b) Final shape (M = 0.8M,)

| L
(c) Final shape (M = 0.7M, (d) Final shape (M = 0.6M,) (e) Final shape (M = 0.5M,)

Fig.3.16 Optimal shape of each constraint value and cumulative equivalent plastic strain

distribution at that time. The contour conforms to the initial shape

49



—0— 09M, —O— 0.8M, 0.7M, 0.6M, —®— 0.5M,
110

100

90

80

70

CEPS/CEPS, (%)

60

50

40

0 5 10 15 20 25
Iteration No.

Fig.3.17 Optimization history for each constraint value

B REMYEEOT HOS M R~T. 2 2R T a2 —3BIRICEC TS, £
72, X317 \IFBFHEGNC I T D H KRR L B O B CEPSmax % HIHITAR O THEEIR
AL LB 7 7 Th %.

3. 16(IXARFERIFIEZ 0.9My 12 LT- & & O RE L O OB RFEH Y O3
HDGHHTEH Y, MERBHIS TR E 2o 7. K317 128WT, Kis{kFHREHDS 4,
5 EIFREE & D2 VBB Tl R BRI Y B O 2O/ MEZ R L TV A2, JRR & LT, K
WFFEI 81T 2 e L E D H HIREE T & 2 Fe RIS X R FEAR SO 20 K 9 2R R Ty
BETHDT2D, BRRMEOROBVBGRHET L ENHD. ZOEFELE LT, KS
B%a TR B 2> T WTRE R B ILBIEA~ R L7223, £ DOBE 2wl < 2 &n
TEY, HEOPMERI SO CABRBHIBRAKIT S & 5 BSENEn B2 bR 5.
RBEHIRIMEDY 0.8Mo TIZ, X 3.16(b)D X 912, MESICIZ ETHBHI S X FIRIRE oo
72 X317 IZBWT, RFEHIFIED 0.9M, D & & LR U < feitd b ) B B C i K 2R FEAH Y
WMEOT B O F/IMER R 6508, ERL &R CBE TEE L TWOR0. REHKIED 0.7Mo
IToOE & BERRTH D ARREHIE A 0.7Mo LLTIZ L7e5 A3 X FRRICHILD OISz,
IDREREND Z DR TE D05, LB S AAEZE LD BRI — B R B Y MO
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Fig.3.18 CEPS and EA ratio VS. Volume in the optimization results.
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Fig.3.19 Correlation between CEPS and EA

HD KM LFHNH BT, 2L, BEEICED bR U —EiE TIISNEE OER LY
PEMHNBNOT HOMEDRNEOER D T IMENGEITITANER SN DD, L ERS
N BICHLEIDIC BN BN O B OEPNREL O THL EEABND. L,
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BATGIR T HILBZE N =TT MDA END Z L, 0 E LEEOH RO OO
FTHOEFN, O L T2 Z ERRWILOIRMBAI &, £z, —ELLFORK
FEHIFI TITALDOMLBEMERB O b D . 728, FLONMEIZE L CEHIKIEORA T E-> T LY
AT ZE A 2GR B s .

B4 3.18 IR IARFESIAIE O e K B GO 7 & =1L F—RINE 2 2 E T
R OME0.7075, 5.80kN) TEXRTAL L= T 7 ThDH. ERERDICHO = R L —RINE R X
UM K BAEF Y B O T B O MEA SRR T & . E 72, D RIS 5 B K R
LIMPEOT B O & =R F— W E DA FIT TT% T THEE L TV D, X318 &
D, AWFFEOBEERLIHIZ W TR O R & = )L F— R E O RIT s I L2
LTCWD. ZHUSKE L, WIHITRIR & BT B 0D e K SRR 24 Y O e DT 3R AR
75%L0 ECIHIRRERAD BT R TR E D0, KB 75%LL FIZ/ b L/h &< 7o T
L. T, XoR—ORBEHITNICRENH L5 LVERRNIDBREL T, KL+
SIS LT BRO TR 2 - % 75 93 [R & O AR FRAR A S %L T OFFE T & 2 MR I
RELRDETHRTED. 1220, HBVIRLUBRHIZEMD —ETH DD, X o_—0xI)jE
T A= BTG E 720, KL = F—RINE b BB X Z AR TH D
ZEMD, KON HENERI AN ES X O /NS 725,

[ 3.19 13X 3.18 T/R L7o e KB Y HIME O A & =3 L F — I E & 22 oifilic
LEBD 727 Th %, =RV F—WRINE ORI 2 i R B B O B 0
BT 8T%fHETHHAL TW D, [X3.19 LV, S RBEFMEYEMEOT ZOBAD BT 1L
F— IR EDFDFITH U TAEWDIIEREE 90%HEETTH Y, 90%025 70%I 5T T
RRBEA LG0T RTNZ LA ELED L TICZ R F—RINEZ TN RE BED LT
5T LBDND. TNDORRNG, RBRHYEIEOT L =3 F—IIEIE h L—
RAZ7 OB THY, FigL = F—RINEOBRIXIZIZHFIREFR TH D Z L2 b, FiE
Gt D AR — 2R o D255 13HID &2 K& < LTERRA Zm LS, EAMRN
FNH L R DR BRI T Z LI L o T F A F - EZ T IT LV B2

BILD. WITHEGITICARHR N2 WG EE, =X —RINEMROTZOHID B2 10%0>
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520%FE Iz A TN L nweEEZOND.

3.8.10 JEAROFHM

B 3.16 ICHFERIRI O T, HRBFEHYSEEOT g/ Mz AR & L7 bR e O —iiE b
AT > THRONT IR Z 7R LT2hs, BTN & D T2 DR B2 TlE v, hARr Y
—HE LD KR L LT, FalfEIR N E R 2 R 072w, B IR A M3 o3Ik IC K
Hchd. HIkE LV EfICRT Z &N MREME R FIE & LU OB & 5 23,
M0 R UBEBPERT I B W CRMFRIMKIFIER H 0 228 5, MEBRAAICRT 2650 O
FTHOBRBWST R ATREZ R TH 720, IREE 2 BaR 8 M A2 WE & 3 2 5546 %
T A =57 ) =R B AL THE L. 2 D720 ARIETIE, WETITH /8T A Y
v 7 PRI KD EABAL SR Z = DR L D55 L L TRIROBIIZ D4 H
T 5. BEIHFIMED R E WNIE, RS PO BN AR Ll Sy, RRT R Tk
OBEZNAE LW SNDEMNH D Z D05, £z, ANZELGE, FOL0r6HRT
AOHANHE < ZMEHAB R 6D, UIEEEE X, REDNLIEONRINEIR & Fiofk
IR ORI 21T 5 .
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HaE NRNT AN T FECILZEAMBIRI VA =D TR AL

41 1ZLOHIZ

AT D bR v P — B L ORE RITBERKA LR D, BEEICED bR e P —g@Ebo
Feth b, BEMAORFIES AR CTH DI NAET H. £ 2T, AETIE bR P —RKi#Ebo
FERITIE S FEIRRGI I Th D720, TEIREGEL 21T 5 .

42 NI A MY vk

AETIE, BREEEZITOICHTEDRT AN v 7 RFETHLERFEELFIH L
T EmEZ AT 5. MEEERE 2 B8 L7t 0 & U MERENT &2 O 7o i A 1S
LM T, BIREE(LFHREZIT O I2H 720, BREHERZEMICI T 2 B BTy A
(Local minima)Z % < A7 573, A DET 2 Jmpraa M il i O 55T AR 23 A i & 72
DT ENZV. TOEEE LT, REETIT RGO —F 238D & IV & 2 VTSR
HRYEICZE(LT 2720, HRIREEPBEILEZ G A CTERINDIGE, BRIEE S AR
B L R DD TH D, 2O XD RS E AT 5 WBMERE OIS b 21T 9 12872 -
T, BldiEZ WS EATIEEIIRRGEH O B 2 JmpripE M2 & B 42 Z & 13N
THY, WRITPIIE D BT 2 M Oy MEZAIFIORT 5 Z Lo T LE 5. Bk
RIREIC I W T, MRE AT & 3% ET i b2 28 AT W I LT 9, Nested approach & FEIZ4L %
ZEMBWERD FEIZK LT, BHESELZM ESEL BN G, [FIRRIE (L (Integrated
approach) FiE & L COISHMMTONTE 2. LavL, Bl L 5 IR tH OBl Bl
YAPERTREIC R L ClE T 2 RNZ E A E R STk o7z, U EOBER LY, 2FEIO
TR EaE b TldZe <, FEEIC K 2I8Z dhimiE 2 DV OB IRk 21T - 72

TR T HRRGEHRETIE, 1 B0 A2 < ORI EIUSE S T H 20 2 2
R IND . Z DT, G R GERIEBOII FTEER IR Y D7 < T 2MENDH D . a1
BTIE, —DORGFELEANT FA(T b bR &Rl RN L, £ 0 SO %
HETLZ (T RbOLEHM)IE, | BOERHLIVVZI I 2L —2a 0 EITHIZELFFET
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b, XTI T, BFRAREIERR G AT O T O FREHETEIS A thiE{s & FHEN D FEN
IO TWD. EREHETEL, FRHEERICHESE, YDk MEE O FZERGEAf)
RERETDHFIEORITH L. —707, IWWEMmEIEL, ARMEOFH R L OZh b OFHf
N6, 26 ORREINE & L TEBEUT 52 FHETH L. FROLWIEFTTY Iab—
Ta VORSRICESETERIND BRI, YRT T v IRy 7 ZAREKETHY, 2ok
O 7 BB OR DY & L COSEIhEZ WD Z & T, HR/NROFHN C %R 72 fei g &
FEO EFT 200, ISEIEER L OERGEEEZ HWCRELFETH L. 0B, 20X
DI TFIEIR, BEARMICHREIERDERYE~ Y S TH LT A MY v 7 g bR L

HWHATRER TIETH 5.

43 R hmEE

KR THONIZT — X O ik L LT, ETERT — X IZOWTHRMOIT&247, 2R
R L, EBRTERY BT 7oKED T CRaB G2 i3 2 5iE03 & 5. ARV TG
74 i T 2:(RSM : Response Surface Methodology)id, EBRIZ & ¥ 5% D =Bk 77— & %3
feraZgfim ~Ir i 2 HIET, FoncsEdhimz AR ORE L L THWS Z 21Tk
D, KIRIERRPFHE 2 X b ORI, ARSI R 2 AT L 5 & & biZ, HIBEERA~D
BN RVEERRGIEBO RO IR EZITH ZENFRRERLFIETH L. &M &

1%, —o0IEy & n HOHHEE x OB ALz TH D, — I,

y=f(x1,x2,x3,“' 2 (4.1)

EVIHIETNARE LTREND. 22T, eFfiETHD. £z, WEHmEIEICI W TR
JATHIBRIE 2, IRE € 7 VIR &ISE ORRER 2 EfICET ML L7 b O Tl
72, WEME & BN ER S 2 EMmABE L, @E KRR A BT,

RECIT R/ N ZRIED A FTRE e MIE LA TH U, FrIIEE R A FF O T b 722 2 %
ZEADNREMFERBROBEEE LTI AL S, LTNICSEmELE AW 5 OIZHER

HEEIZ DWW TR T 5.
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44 FEBREIHEE
FEERFFH(DE : Design of Experiments) & 1%, AP 2 BN O 8 % h= X < fifthr
T LM FEORKHTH L. BHEIEOD HERT — X TEREHE LTI L THLN
D03, REECBIRICIZIR Y 238 272, DI WEREFN HEEO TE 57— 203 b b
£ OB LWVEREFHEDSMLETH D, IO, TRER, WEE ) (PR G D
RECIE DI DI 72 KBk % 7253 B THW L AL TV D . FEBRFH AL ER O Gl 0 51k
&L BT — 2 OfFTTIE L O 2 BB TR S LTV DL FHENZ IV D FEIC DV TR

T, F— & O A D RO IITRE TR 5.

441 SRS

& 2 WL ORI y, ZAUCKT T 2RFERER)E x LT 5. KA TIE, y OfE
(FFPEE)Z BIEE LT x 2R ETH. y B x O TH S LB X 5E, 2 ORERHR
Zy=fx) L WO T ET TS 5 Z ERTE UL, BRI OFERZITH 2 &e<iH#EL
Tex DIEZ RSO 2 2 LN TE S, ERFHETET, ZOx &y DRRBEKREZ T 512047
WEEDEBRN HEE T 72Dl AT MESNTZ b D TH D, AR TIE, y=x)DET
NEHEEREMEA TV D

442 AT

%< b DRI B E RETERO PN D, EROTZODICE#HRMICERY EiF-b o
% [Klf-(Factor) & FES. 1 FEFHD K FAZ DWW T OGN D FE R Z | [ATFEREPFES, Ll —
I Z DM S K E R EE RITTAIREIED H D N7 EET 5. £, BEEOK 721
ST DR DB LD 8 D AN ER VIT Ko TRERFERNG O 2 "ThE
Mbdd, ZhERTEOZEERFEER)E WS . Zhucx LAR 712 K 2 BRI R
Z TR LIRS
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FRFITRRET DEMED = & & /K HE(Level) &\ ). BRI ZEMITHHE, &2 WITEMICE
LS FEOZEThHD. L xTmfEEZ 1 6303 &L Ly, SEIO XS
Erd, h, BRELEDT 5. FEREINEIZBW T, EHAROLE 280\ T RO
HEDEEZZDZENERM TR EnbKEL W B ENTZEHTEZS. K
e DN TER AR T 5 2 &1, BRI Z > T/ A X< 2o & o Flmb AL
TWo. ¥/, BB TROWER KT S Z & TREMICERILARETH 5.

444 HEEXAL

4 %1 (Randomization, 7 > & MME) L1, D —FHEOER N LEED I NV—T 5 AED B
IZRBERZRERoWD R D EZ S HNTIC V=T OBEFELROHT 2L, £132D
HETHD. FllAELNIEEO 7N —THICERR BN DL L, £2TO I —T )
CThLHERMTIENERERD. BT HIZ, 70X MMEDBRIXT V— T OE %

RTEDLEIITTDHILITHD.

445 ZEXECEER

FRRIET TRLEZEERICONTEE LIEWGS, BEEORFZRFHIRY Bif7=%E
Briad 2. BERACEFERITETORT & &K FORMEOEOOKRYEE) 2 G o TT 9 A
IR ERFTETHS. WAFN 3 OTHEERFOKEN 2 >THHEE, 2°=8 W OFEREZLT
5 LD, TR, RFBNHA D L FERIEIFRICZR>TLES. Bl LT, AHER2
DOTRETFN 10 THoT2HAE 1L 21=1024 BV 127> TLE 5. ZOMBAMRT 5 kL

LC, AR M ERELEER S 5.

446 HEHRZHE
BEAAFR(EARSINFR)E1X, EFRFOLED 2 JlE L >THR CENE L7200 H 5 (EARGN
HHYRDODZ L THD., BPEATHENZ 8 B OFERITE 4.1 0L HITREND. 217L, &

HEMZBEATESHE, 8 BV DI D 4 @Y 2T KT THORMREZRL LN TE
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Table4.1 Example of orthogonal table

A | EHB A C
FER 1 1 1 1
FhR 2 1 1 2
FR 3 1 2 1
FhR 4 1 2 2
FhR 5 2 1 1
Fhk 6 2 1 2
FhR 7 2 2 1
£ 2 2 2

L. ZhiiE, 77 ok ERGS.

447 TT U

n 1T n FIDIEFHFTEDFAZ n #0572 555 NEAT R OESNC—EIZFHND X IChE L

Table4.2 Sample of Latin square

A B
B A
A B C D
B C D A
C D A B
D A B C
Table4.3 Optimal orthogonal table
ZIN A ZIX B ZIN C
ES | 1 1 1
R 2 1 2 2
SR 3 2 1 2
eI 2 2 1
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=bDTHD. 77 7D 4 1 Leonhard Euler 737 7 o F(n—~ ) &5t 5 & LTH
W Z Lk D, TTUFRORAERA2ITRT. TT VIO R TH AT R OE —FIR
HARZRIARF Tl AT D & OB LIRS, EFLO 2 BTV OIEERE TH S, 2L
DEIRTT I BATEINIIN T 5 2 L TIREERICT 52N TE S, 25D T
T Uik n ROTIHERR LT % 7 7 8 J7 K& (Latin hypercube) & V9. ZAUIZIED < FEBr
FHEVEE 7 7 VBT E(LHS : Latin Hypercube Sampling) & 5. ZhZzFIH L, BiEOE

BRIIR A3 DX OICHIVIT D2 LN TE, EREEZHIBTE 5.

448 ST

ST ERT — & ROy EARBEW ST, RO REF~ D5 HFIET
b5, IEMEIEICBOTUIHEROIERICE DD . L, &7 —% &L &ROEHHE
EDOTNEEE)E AR LIZbDOUES DX, Error) ThD. ABC L) 3 2OTF —XHENRD
ST, [ENENOHOYE L ABC 2RO REEE)E DT & TZNZEhn okt
Dl DT —% DT O 2 IZONTHRD. miEE AB,C DIFRIZL - TFH
ELDFTNRBELIZLDNY, ENENOMRORER LMD, BHFIZTENENOMEAZE
ThHH, ZThaiEl LT,

4.5 REHhEIEOFLL

A BHIETECIE, RolfE 2 RET 2N KRE K 3 DDAT v A I2hninbd.

B1AT y TIXERT =X ONETH L. WEMEET VHEER)EWET 272007 —
B ENFRANET D72, I TRALERFFEEL NS, 3FFETIL, —RETL
TITXERBEFE, —RET AT, BRICEEE S 72 ERFHEVEIIFIE L2y, Jub
EEFTEEEH, Box-Behnken®)IGHE 72 & O FENINEMEFIH & L THWSON S, 2 b
DT 3 KUELL EOFERFERERFHE LV & EREHEA D200, A EET LA
EA DO EREEEDL LN TE L0, WEIEICEZHENS.

2EADOAT v I AYLET M) TH 5. ISEHIEIE TR S L < AV d B,
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AR L DORZEAEM 2B AT 2 REEAXTH D . BAOHENHMTH Y, omisy
Hrop EOMFHFIENEH TR TH D Z ENEFDHB & LTHETLND. HlxiX, KF2322

DZRETIVITIIRD X DT D.

y=P5+bx+Bx, +ﬂ11x12 "‘ﬁzzxz2 + Bxix, 4.2)

ZOTRET VL RE A2 WHEAZEAEAECHER SN TREY, —RICRDO Lo icksh
%.

Y =4, +Zk: Bx; +Zk: B+ Zk: Byx;x; (4.3)

p=) pan iS22

BBOAT » AISEREET NV EAOEREEORRETH S, IGEMEET AN 2 k%
HO &5 e B2 B OS5 13RS CRBERE N R Th 5. B GEiimeT
Vit BB E SR A ET 5 2 & T, Aol b2 E2UL LEoiiE & R 5. Ik
B2 DL EOSGEIE, ENENOISEMETT VAR L, JLEEEERIE(Regret function)®)
SOl ST FE B % (Desirability function)2)) & o 7= B FRA AL FiE A2 WA L <, £ B A&
{E(Multi-response optimization)?)C) ¢, F[RETdH 5. Z O FIEIIEEDOISE & fcii{b 3 5 M3
W& D5 AN TH L. ZHUT K> THER S 1L 2 I8 dh 1, BURINE 2 5@ L7
CERRERTHD. LR T, TOZEXET VL, BIHEICRER EORMEER NS
FNLT =X LT, BRMEREOMENZHE L2 WGER EICAEDTH L. K41 I1TK
W7 CH W IR E A X kb 7 o —F v — b aoRt. £z, 7o—F vy —h
ZBWT, ftEx OO TERICL 2 EE2RLTNS.

4.6 IS HTEE ORI
JEEMTEEIIRD X5 e RER D 5.
JEE YA T, HRERI R —IRET AR IRET MCE I 5 2 & TIEEDOKEL
REFRMFOBEMICTE 5720, IV FEMRRERFEZELND.
K7 &R O BIR N X TRELE L, #hii OFRR D & Feidi S ONOLE 2 BB IS
R TE DI, KT L FEOBRR DD TV, ZIRE T VO SRR O 4 X
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> Stepl

Numerical experiment

Step3

—
Estimate formula creation } Step2

Optimum value calculation

End

Fig.4.1 Flowchart of the optimization method

42 12T,
ST &V D FEF IR B B O A EHWTRET 5720, HomfEz fHEIcEHHE T
HTENFREE D=0, FHEREMNEY, mE{LFHENREL D,

47 RREMRRTANY v 7 i
S E OB O RSN EHDHNEETIED L HICERI NGO 02 iiR 2 B b &
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Fig.4.2 Sample of response surface

FES. 2D D RSN Z 182 i 6 2 i X EBUAFAE S D720, RAIOMEZ T TIdE mih
PROTEIRZ RO H Z LT TERY. JERAOMEZ ED XS ik 7 A v M) THORI 1%
R LTZ Mz /N7 A N » 7R EPFDY, 2D X 5 RO ERICHW OIS U, il
si(Control point) & FEIZAV A . HHEBIAR E WAL, ZOHIESOMNEEZZE X5 L THH
SR E LR TE D 2 LICHET D, 72, 20X 5 Z2%5IC X 0 BRI R SRR AT
HEZR 2 &, & BITT—2 D ik 2 Bl ORISR DA TT — 2L TE L Z L2nh, Bl
BT B2 —ZIZBIFHCADY 7 My =TI 77 4y V7 hu=TIZLHnbh
5.

471 T

HHEHRO 2 TR O ER 2L OD—2IZ, XY ihifi(Bézier curve , X = HifR) 23 H

5. R ZBy, By, .., Bpoi & T 0 &E, NXUTHFIIEFRICIIRA L LTERIND.
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Shesier (1) = Zp,B, G (44)

i=0

Jp1,(0) = (’thi i-0"" (4.5)

2T, Jai©OF = 2K A KBS (Bernstein basis polynomials) T 5. F72, n I~
VB ORKTHY, R OV WliERE n RSV E VS 3005 1 ETE
b3 2% &, HRBy By Ziim LT HRXUflSE o5, — A E RO
28 D720,

Bl LT 2RORTW@FROIERIEIZONT, K43 ZHITHIT 5.

1. 5By & By, By e B, fiA 728k % t: 1-t DR CTHEIL 72 %p,p & T 5.

2. pLp BAEATZRRE ¢ 1-t DHETHEIL 2R3 5k 2 R it Lo 7 .

3. LIFEDIE¥E%R O<t<l O#FIPF TV IERL CTROZEHOELSNBRY oilifie 7t 5.

472 B AT TA ik

B 277 A v Hi#k(B-spline curve) & 1%, 52 DNTEBORIEKRE 7 v T MVINGE
FBINDRTARNY v 7R THD. KOZEAUCL VKRB SN TV Do), —HEETL
TH MR BT RI R WRFTER RS E LThiFbnd. XU ihifil L big, =

2a—F 77747 ADOMRTIKSFIHINTWD. 703, B-spline |3 Basis spline(Basis

AN
- ‘/'/ B, ‘\(‘

L *
.~ 1-—-t¢ N\

Fig.4.3 Bézier curve sample
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=HE)DARETHDH. XU [ U<, LM ET—REHIE S 28 S 2R,
HESEZPET5E, nIROB AT 7 A VHIFRIZILLFO L HICEEIND.

Ss()= D BN, (0, te[toty] (4.6)
i=0

ZZT, Nnld/ ¥ bKnot,/ v hX7 MW EREHENDm + EOFEH(RZ by TH Y,
n IFEEREEORETH L. FEEOEEEZp + 1L #E< &, m=n+p+ 1KY L7 l)
T2 B T2, Npp(OIE B-A 7T A SR EA%(B-spline basis function) T&H 1V, de

Boor Cox DHIFATRUZ L > TIRO L HITEZESIND.

1(¢, <t <t,,)
Ng@oy={ 0~ (4.7)
0 <t;,t;,<1)
it Lk — 1
N, (@)= N @+ N (0) (4.8)
lj+k—1 4 tj+k _tj+1

473 Tl & ORRME

HIE RPN O E DR E TERV iR CRTHE, HIERON 1| DONEZ BT
&R OTIRE AT 5 72D MM OB LWNERS BAIE S MNIc o CLE S, ZoMER
R DAV Sy OB AT & W) FIERZZ BN DA, FILTIERY = dhiff
DN ER>TLED. 22T, X0 BVHEEZR L2036 Z OMEA fER+
HHELELTEZONTELDORB AT T VIR TH 5.
T2, nIRBAT T A VHBIZLLFO X S IZHIBRT 52 L1k 0, n kX ihfig & [F—
DT 5.

- BB OX B n, GIHEOEE p+1LEVT, n=p+1LT 3.

(E0pb 1 ECETEbDEL, /v MEN, =0 for j<p, Nj=1for j>pt¥

5.
INDZODORMGEMIZ LIZB AT T A VERIE, XYl EF LT, YT
HARIL B A7 7 A VIR DO RFERR & VN2 D
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4.8 THIRFEL OB

41 AR TGV, IREMmEEE AW ekEk#E(ko 7 e —F v — hER L. 2

TIEEERZRGIR B L DT E LT . HIDICRAIEM OREZIT 5. BB ERE

L, EOXTBIROEELZTFET ONERET D, BIRENT A =2, HFNRTA—H
EREERE TS RIS, EREHETEICES WA EE T 5720, RAPEKROHIFE 2R,
TNENERIRO 3 KMERZHEL, BESNRFTZERMNOERREZAFNT 5. [KF253
D, TNENDERADKEN 3 KETH D LT, TXTORFOMAEOE TLRAENEH
BEE LT 127 BARAREERT D, BHAROMER TRHE LIS DEEY 0T L%
RE L, SEMBPEMRAT 24T 5 . MRITRESR D, FRME & U CRR BRI Y BIEOT 2 & = 3L ¥
—RI 1G5 fRATT — & D A R A WD THEER A ERL L, ZOHEERICZL - T
ORI 21T 5 . =X — I E & HIRISAFIC, BRBRH L0 20 k/IMb % B
B9 BBIC, ZOHETHONIMIC OV T ZAT S . et B OREE» b>ET L%
TER L, TIBMERRAT 217 5 2 & TR O N R KRB Y MO T O 23ISR & 5.
ZOEPINRT D F TRFIAROREN DRl E TO TRAM D KT

4.9 FHEH1

RITEE ORE R DA TS, RS, 2 LT 4.4 O X 5 RACEIC L322  H A Do
2o TS, KT 08 A F/INRICIZ 2729, 3.85 HIZR LIZET /MIxL, K 441277
KO IHERIEDRE 1, ry EFEF OO ML 0 237 A —5 & Uiz, EATREOH %

HI D FHEFNZBI L Tl Liu R T T2 TV D T2, ARBFFETIZZORE L.

49.1 Ak

AT, X 4.4 1R LIEAEHTE O r, o EFEHO R OROBE 0 28T A= L L,
M0 R UMW E 2 2T D /XK H L R— DR FX — IR EA OO T, EREE O
FEEE T b D B KBRSV OT P CEPSya Dl/MEZ BEEE LTz, ZOERLIT, IO
X275,
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Fig.4.4 Shape parameterization

42

Find #,r,,0 4.9)
Minimize CEPS max (4 10)
Subjectto EA>k-EA, (4.11)

T 2T, k(=0.8)I34REk, EAo(=580kN)THIHITR DT F X — IR L 5.

492 VEHREEC X A HEE S OMER
BTN Con L7z e LTI L, ARFZE CIRATREZEEIC L 280 3R U MR & &

I

BREMEIE 2 A D TS A b ElE & W OBl s R 217 - 72

FPREF2EM E LT, 1 B ORGHERHEPIL 10=1 =20, 10=1,=20, 15=0=75 & L,
FNENEMED 3 KMEREHRET D, e TR LS r, r, 0 O3 KHEZEEBILL,
L27 AR ZMVWTER 44 (RT 27 OMAEDEERET H. £ L TEHOMAE DY
INDRRNVE L R—=D Y = VBT IVEAER L, 0K UBBMERRTIZ L 0 BBE DR K
PR Y VEOT 72 CEPSpar & HIKIBIE D= XV F —RINE E 2R E L TRD . 15
BIVTMNTHRE R AR 4.4 17T, F£T, OBFRFTERLOLIUTKIET 25 HEEZ IV, 45
FHmBE S OHEERIIR AMER 2B E L-E T2 EA TRl h, 2hEnX4.12) (4.13)D

INTRD BT,
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Table4.4 Design levels and numerical solutions in the first iteration

Design Point | 7:(mm) 72 (mm) 0(°) | CEPSwmax  EA(K))
1 10 10 15 0.6017 491
2 10 10 45 0.6017 491
3 10 10 75 0.6017 491
4 10 15 15 0.5615 450
5 10 15 45 0.5478 452
6 10 15 75 0.5707 444
7 10 20 15 0.5312 4.06
8 10 20 45 0.5408 415
9 10 20 75 0.6918 385
10 15 10 15 0.5509 436
11 15 10 45 0.5388 436
12 15 10 75 0.5275 441
13 15 15 15 0.4737 391
14 15 15 45 0.4737 391
15 15 15 75 0.4737 391
16 15 20 15 0.4567 344
17 15 20 45 0.4587 3.40
18 15 20 75 0.5001 329
19 20 10 15 0.5711 372

20 20 10 45 0.5266 375
21 20 10 75 0.4706 3.89
2 20 15 15 0.4972 327
23 20 15 45 0.4133 327
24 20 15 75 0.4375 337
25 20 20 15 0.4152 275
26 20 20 45 0.4152 275
27 20 20 75 0.4152 275

CEPS1ax=0.750-1.641x102r1+3.956x10r2+3.955%102,-9.811x10r,?

-6.370x1040+4.664x10756%-6.41x1073r1r2+1.561 10471752
+2.431x10%12r2-7.227x10%2,2+1.996x 10371 6-2.309% 107, 6
-6.811x105720+7.193x107r267-1.934x1073r,6+1.680x10,6*

+5.989x10757,20-4.419x107r26? (4.12)
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(b)Total absorbing energy

Fig.4.5 Response surface plot in first iteration
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E=6418.812-66.951r1-0.93272-155.879r2+3.6561>
+37.1936-0.4296°+13.0207172-0.63 17172>
-0.481r1%r2+2.094x102r12r,2-4.410r10+4.466 <1021 6>
+0.1217120-1.086x10737126?-0.636120+1.350x10%r,6?

+4.486%102,20-8.311x 104,267 (4.13)

T, =45°THDE XD r, rn BB E Unm KBRS MO 7 CEPSmax 8 L OV %

IV —RIN & EA O Pl i & X 4.5 12R 7.

493 LA

AT CRRE L7z 1 [BIH ORRGHELBUTKE U TR L 2R EEOHEERUZ L D, 4.9.1 HITE
b EN T BELRE DR 21T o 7. RIKFFA = 1L F —IRILE 0.8 + E45=4.64k] DfilK)
DOFT, 1[EBORBECHREIZR 45 ITRLTWDH LIS, BRST A —%1X 1=10.2mm,
r=13.0mm, 6=45.0°L720, HRBRHFYPIEOT L CEPS mx=0.5555 & 72> 7.

KV B 7R a2 RO DT, 15 LN R OITPHII W TR KUEZ TH L, R oHE
ERZ R L, &OICRE(LFREAZMBY IR L. (bR 6 B fT-> TIRL, 20D
FHREREZ R 45 1 0RT. REIRICE T 2 BB Y EEOT B0 m 2K 4.6 (IR L, il
b E T FAETAIR D fe R BAFEFR S B ONT 711X CEPS max=0.5348 & 720, FIHIIZARIZ A~ T
244% LTz, AR 3.8.4 IR LIEWIITIZIRIC A, BEAEICI T 2 B Y O3
HOERPEIS I, H—LINTND I ERNDND.

Table4.5 Design levels and optimization result

1st 2nd 3rd 4th 5th 6th
Design levels | r;(mm) 101520 51015 71217 71217 71217 1012 14
75(mm) 101520 81318 51015 51015 61116 81012
6(°) 154575 304560 3444 54 44 54 64 44 54 64 44 54 64
Optimization | #;(mm) 10.2 12.3 12.3 11.9 12.4 12.4
results 75(mm) 13.0 10.3 10.1 10.9 10.1 10.2
a(°) 45.0 439 54.0 54.0 54.0 54.0
CEPSuas 0.5555 0.5398 0.5430 0.5495 0.5367 0.5348
EA(kT) 4.66 4.63 4.68 4.65 4.66 4.65

70



Fig.4.6 CEPS distribution of optimization shape

4.10 FHELHI2

FHEEI1 ERUL 385 HDOET /MK L, K47 IR T L9~ P = i o filE S ohr
BEERT SODNTA=Z I, I, I, L, L EZRFITEHE L, HFMHETH D RARTFET L
F—IRICERITFFES] 1 LRIC & U TRE(LEHE 2T o7, §HEAE 1 OFT ML, Lo
RO BHRERHE LTSI, KVEERBRIGOND EEZBND.

FOEALRMRIE S RIfT - TR L, 2 OFHABIEL % 4.6 (2R T. KBRS T 2 BFEH
LIVEOT A 2R 4.8 1T L, &L S T2 m IR O R KR BB SO 2 1%

-\\ i - - \___ .FJ'
N
I =

0|0 R

Fig.4.7 Shape parameterization
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Table 4.6 Design levels and optimization result

1st 2nd 3rd 4th 5th
Design levels l;(mm) 202530 152025 10 15 20 91317 1013 16
1;(mm) 202530 152025 101520 91317 1012 14
Ip(mm) 3060 90 376797 4161 81 536373 586470
l-(mm) 202530 253035 303540 3336 39 313437
[, (mm) 10 15 20 152025 131823 182022 192021
Optimization l;(mm) 20.0 15.0 13.4 12.8 11.2
results 1,(mm) 22,6 15.0 12.8 12.4 10.0
Ip(mm) 334 61.2 62.5 64.0 64.5
l,-(mm) 25.0 35.0 359 344 35.0
I,,,(mm) 10.0 17.6 20.1 20.2 19.6
CEPSwmax 0.6238 0.4557 0.4603 0.4436 0.4261
EA(KT) 4.87 4.24 4.18 4.19 4.25

i T
Fig.4.8 CEPS distribution of the optimizetion shape

CEPS 1nax=0.4261 £ 720, FIAFRICH AT 39.8% L7z, FHREE] 112k, fLoBIkE
RINTG A= EWEOL, HRHEZESLZZEICLY, IV EHMBEKEZ K TSI Z 0
TELIEDNDND. ZOZENG, IV BHEDOREWRROERB N TE 537 A =4tz
o2 émTeEnd, —BAMEREZKTIEBREZAIHTELEEA6NS.

411 FHEHI3
FEEE LT, K49 1R T X )R i OIELS ONE A Hy, Hy L O Vi, Vi T

KL, TDAO%ENT A—=5 L LT, HilKIMETdH D RARFFE = b F — BRI &I O FH 55
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ERICE U ClRBEEIRE AT o 72, WIS, FLOTIRTIEAR <, BRI DB R
WEBDLND ETELADIBRENY iR CRALIZET VAR ZR L L, BIEORET
PNDHERBY, LOIRIZ X DERRETI O W FITEH R, EBEN RS 2555 & LT
WD, FHEEI2 X0 b EICHEROR ERRIAD D EBEZ HLD. Ik, —EU T OKE
RN BN THIZHLZ 24T T, KOO EARIAD D LB X B D0, KNFOENZ
L3R IRRELRVTELLDHDZDORE L.

BOEALEIRIL S [FAT - TR L, ZOFHRIEREAZ R 4.7 [ d . SaiEIRIZ I 1T 2 BEH
BIMYEOT BN E K 4.10 [T L, il S 72 Sk TRIR O R RIS S PR O 2%
CEPS nax=0.2767 &£ 720, WIHITIRICHAT 60.9%8 L7z, Feidfk o S S 804
FHDGANTHONT, K 410 O L 5 IZERBEEYEEOT AR 2K —bsh Tk, A
WL SRV & =D EFERESI DR & T SR CE B2 b5,

Fro, PR UIEEHO LIS, FRe P —RE(LORE RN D, ZIEEE) O FICEEEN
BMNEEZONDET IO EFEAFREOBIRERFHRE LI LICXY, moFHHE
BNZHA, FHR 3 2 RBFRRREIZ S0 b T mW IR LR G o 2 ER3bnd. i,
NEHVAERFEA ORBATEILIE MR v =R D% E b DR - Ty, TR

RFEEAEEDL R T R E U TR AT A= B a /MR A L9 & LIERER,
TEROBEHBER TR DIGIRD O ES R TE RN ZLEZIDbND.

| 180
AN R Hy ~. T
Vo ~ 1
. Hy /2
N - HHH A
N | EENNERRIENAEERE SN IR
- Wy /2 AN | m
\ AN | e
\ N -
\ *\4< 4

Fig.4.9 Shape parameterization
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Fig.4.10 CEPS distribution of the optimizetion shape

Table4.7 Design levels and optimization result

1st 2nd 3rd 4th 5th

Design levels |  H,,(mm) 30 40 50 253035 253035 2629 32 273033
Hp(mm) 101520 81114 6912 6912 71013
Vyp(mm) 60 80 100 70100 130 | 110130 150 | 145150155 | 147 150 153

¥, (mm) 202530 253035 354045 40 45 50 44 4750

Optimization H,,(mm) 30.0 25.0 29.1 29.8 28.5

results Hp(mm) 11.0 8.9 8.7 10.2 8.5
Vyy(mm) 100.0 130.0 150.0 150.1 151.2

V,,,(mm) 30.0 35.0 45.0 473 478

CEPSmax 0.6690 0.4393 0.2791 0.2794 0.2767

EA(KT) 5.51 53 483 476 4.74

412 F£&9

HAWT SRV 8= TR L, BRG] L, 213 SRV NERICHLZ 22T, £ OTRIRD A H
EMRETIIIRD DMEREAE L VIBRTE L Z &b o7z, FHEA 3 O bR e U—EiE b
TR TR DR T A= Z A2 AT o oL, FHEH] 2 LT HRIERMERED M £
Abhiz. Zhud, PARwY—HEEIC &Y REIROBER Z S0, T A—=2 &7
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(6)
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LT, LM TE OMROBIHBARETHD L WVWR D, £, "TAM I F
ETEAREORHRNO DY, /T XA —=F DR, MR r U—RiE{LORER &
DIGIRDRE 22 RB R oIz, MAT, ARDNT A =20 %AT 5 Rtk L, JE L3780
S, ISEMEEOME LEEOET VR ER T D UERH D120, KF-KED R X
STIHERRAH IR SR> TLEIBNDB DD, Lo TRETIIANT A=z H

WRWFRIEOREE 21T 9 .
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HSE LT AN v U EREETFE

51 1ZL®IZ

ARETIE, BIRONTF A =27 a2 25 E R, MR U—Ok#E{biERICBIT 585
SIFEDTZDDNTA—27 J—FELREL, MRrU—RELOMKRERET v
BEEEAT 5 2 L2 BT AFEE, 9, BERICES bR r O—EaEh AT,
ZOH/ONTMRIZBIT DT V=R —ARF = v I —AR— FRZ =%, MEOFRES
B 2t 2R ENTZHEN T LT Y LI TR S NS, RIC, BEREZED Y
T TaRREMY, VT TRIBRN LR ORISR AT TS, L LA
Wo, ZZETORESFRLIEI DA A N T —X ORI TITD, REEHIFIES H
FIBIEIIBE STV, 207, ARWFETiL H' AR (Traction method,  7715) I K
SLRT A= T Y —RE LT 0 AZE AL, RREHFKZTZ LR 5507k
WK Z RO D, KRFEOFGINEE ERMEEZRGET 2720, 3 >OKEF 4=~ L, 15
LT RER % STL 7 /WVICAH# L Cilik o2 g i 20(FDM S5 R)D 3D 7Y % —T

EHERETE 52 L aHALMNICT 5.

52 AfE

R B O — R0 K o TR B V7o ANERE 2R BE R O AL BRIZ B3 2 E 2R FIR O 2 %
AL KSLE, Ay AT 7T AR FEM 22— R TR SN D AFIEDO 7 v —F

¥—bFTHDH. AFEL RELSHTTRD 4 AT v 7 TREKEIND. AT v 71 TlE, &
FHeElkE L O bR e Ol & IR BB L O EHRAFOREEIT O . 2L, Rk
ORFFEMFICEL, bR O—E#E{L TR LN 2 BEMIEIC K> TIAT v 7 3 OBRIH
BPMEINZ R D720, BERFHIB W TCIRGHEOREIZ R RERERLETHD. AT v
72 TIE, PARu P—REIC R REEEE RO D, ZDLE, H2ETERNCEEELY
MWz, 27y 73 TlE, A7 v 7 2 THLNTCREMEDERKFMEIC L2 7 77

SMETAR % %383 D BE BB T H A IZim bS5, 2 2T, EROBREFNAICATES
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Stepl < Setting optimization conditions >
A4

Step2 | Topology optimization |

Step3 Grayscale and checkerboard

elimination process

Element trimming process

v

Boundary smoothing process

Step4
p_» Solve the equilibrium equation

¥

Calculate the sensitivity functions with respect to shape

v

Solve the equilibrium equation with pseudo force
¥

Update design

For shape optimization

* Commercial FEM
I:l In-house program

Fig.5.1 Flowchart diagram of the parameter-free methodology for boundary identification

HHAEBT LI ALZL-T, Fovh—R— XX = BLOS L—2 7 — L3k
FHEH LSITHIBREND. AT v 7 4 TEAT 7 3 THELIEERICRHL, ikl
AT Z I X VA el IR Z AT 5. ITFICKE AT v 7Ot 2R~ 2%

53 AT w71 REHEE L REFRIEOBRGE

2T, FolALE TR 7 O R O I A N LT B R EHEIR Q & [ E RO &
W TeBERGME T 2RET D, £z, Bl atREEHTT 2 RFEHIR IS0 2722 S HE O E
HITH. IBIL, AT v 7 4 OFREEAGEAR TIT 5 TR GREE SR Z B e 4 R 5o

78



TEDORE BT .

54 A7 w72 hRwU—kiEl

ZDOAT I TIE, AT v 71 TRIE LT & BREHRIIITIE N, HiEA v v 2Ty
TSNt R LT bR e Rl b &7 5. AT TIE, BEEESIMP B S &M
BtORGE A A RD D, 2D L&, —ITIA <A STV D ZEAEIC S <OR—KIEIREE
BUCELDTAINT AN vV EREHND &, ARSI OBKEHIIZ LY, Fx v l1—
R— RRXF = BAERT DEENZNO, L, IROAT v 7 TF = v h—R— RidsE

THRES LITABRS L, FEFITHO A=Y RN L H 2T 2 K5I LTV 5.

541 bR Y—REEREEO AL

hR B D — R LTI, ERECREE 5 2 5 B Q OB B AR I i X
Z, HIRISEEO T T, BHREEORE/MED L3R KMLE HEEE 5. ABFETIE, Fkx
RIERTH LWTFEET A A EDICESEREN TV A a7 T4 7 » ZR/ML
(AR KRR E B 2 5. Z oo ER kL, UToL RSN,

min I(u) (5.1)
subject to a(u,v) = l(v), uelU, YvelU (5.2)
M:LﬂQSM' (5.3)

Z 2T, XGS2)DO T HFFRAITIIE TR EN, UILEBI ISR SO EMGD 1 Y
RUT7EMERT. £, v={vi, v L XEHFEXOMEESR LD, £z, MIFE
FEHIFIEZ R L, a @ v BIRI0IEXG4), KGHTEZSIND.

a(uy) = [ Ejqu v, ,dQ (5.4)
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I(v) = J'Q ﬁvid.Q+IF tvdl (5.5)

ZIC, EwIHMET VL, FIXBEIBNOEREET), t138BR T, coQIBT D ) A~ U5
e SN

BRSSP U= TIE, & 55 2 bR EHEE O % TR0 i
DA RDDLZENANTHD. ZOLI R MR P—gEEZ R T 2 FEE LT
SIMP(Solid Isotropic Material with Penalization)i% I3 b A L= FETH Y, —RICHEH S
TE . TOHRTHEIAZBEICERBET 5700, FERIC 02D 1 EFTOMEHNVTIE
HUL ST AR e M EHE E 2 AT 5. Z D & &, BREE p LiET VL ORI,
UFTOEITREND.

Eijkl ()C) = p(x)p (E;'kl _Eg(f)k/ )+E[(/)k1 s p >1 (56)
@) 1 ifxeQ) i

x)= _
P70 ifxeD\Q 7

ZZ T, Q &i%%ﬁﬁfﬂi, D\Q 5i3£%{j§ﬁﬁfgy%ﬁ-{ L, p(x) 6i%£$@*ﬁ*}%}§, Eijkl(x) T
BHEROBMET V)L, E;)H k‘iU\EJH HERBERZNZI 0 & 1 0L XOuHET
v, p IR T X T AR TH D,

542 bARvY—EEOEH

77T ¥ a2 RIEFHFEMethod of Lagrange multiplier) & 1%, W< O DHIFISMED T T
B b EAT 5 12D OEFR R JTETH L. WL DDOEEITH L, WL DO BRSO fE % [
ET D EVIHIRIFEDT, MDD 1 SDOEBOMEL KDDL VWS MEEEZD. 2D
& &, FHISIRIT R L TR E TS (Lagrange multiplien) & & L, Zh b 2485 & T 280F
FAEZHLWEERE LTEZXDZ LT, fINMEZ BT OMEMEE LT ZLNTE

5. X@2.8), QK LTUTDOEICT I IVT VUV LEEZD.
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L uv,Ap)=1(u)—a(uy)+I(v)+A, (L)dQ—A;I)+JQ[/IO (Puia —P)+ 4 (p—l)]dQ (5.8)

ZIT, 0P SpSITHY, A, 2, HIIRERBTHS. £lov=u, TRDOLHAECH

PEFTHZ N TE, 7770V aillBABOED L ERDDH EXGENERD.

SL=—[_ Eyu v, ,0pdQ+A, [ 5pdQ-+[ [ 4 (~dp)+4 (dp) ]dQ (5.9)
420, 420, 4 (pun—p)=0, 4(p-1)=0 (5.10)
Pon —P =0, p—1<0 (5.11)

XG5 10) &7z L7z ECXRGIDDIEENETH D ETHE, 4,=4=0THsr05, 59k

D, hEEU—REG, HLT & 5.

Gp =—pp(x)"”! Eu, v, +A,; (5.12)

RGADITHBNT, AL 2.7.4 HTRA_ 7@t EEEL W TRk bND. Fo, HET
Y NBRAB6)D X D IZHAMARARIZ L > THOND 2D, 707 T ADOFREIIES THHZ
ENBEEORERREHTHS. L, BRI LM LIEBEARAZRE L TWDH7D,
FERB TORNEGENEL, Ty W—R—RRBAONDLZ R L. £z, JL—AF—
NWRMEV AR D A » ¥ 2 ARIFMEIC L D bR e O —iid bt o mslEe T VIcEE T 5

ZEIIAFREETH D.

55 AT w73 BEROYIELE
5.5.1 BESCPiEALER

RE|Z, BEEH R P —iEbE R B I AERO R AT I/ T a2 %
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FT 5. O OARGH L 2 WoTfEE L TRV 5 25, 3 WocEOYE, z ks
AT MEND S, MARe U —RiE(ETIE, /X7 A —Z 2L o TUIRITHEWE 010
MLTZBD K SRR, Fx vy I—R—NZ =2, =7 — VIR ERBAET L5E
W DT, RFEDHE BTN O Z2MHT 5. MR v P —REliZs W THRESR 7
T LIZEROMBOAEEL, i FROERBRORINERZ o £ T 5 &, EoaHNTLUT DR
(2P > THEI O eI L BIERDM T 5.

0 =D +D™+D” +D"” (5.13)
1 ifg >3

Pt plif1<6)<3 (5.14)
0 ifeg <1

TIT, DY, DY RENEN x BT,y R AR, G0
5.2 DRMREICRT ERIIA RN TSI S AU TGEIE & 720, BRI b 5 BRI K
R0 EBIREND T L IR L 72 5.

WIT, BEROERMLE RS T 2720, ST IR OB 2T 5 MAHEHE D v kL
TEARERIEET 5. M5B LA ERILES & A TRORTHH S5,

¢ =D -D"+D-D (5.15)

Jn o
< &

(a) Element addition cases (b) Element elimination cases

|IIII W
.IIII.\III

& IIIII

Fig.5.2 Addition and elimination processes for grayscale and checkerboard patterns

(#% : Addition, = : Elimination)
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[ N
111(1(1]1fo0 3 2
111111110 x 6;=2
(a)Trimming element identification (b) Trimming node identification

Fig.5.3 Identification algorithm for the element trimming process

B 5.3() DR T EEIL, 2 RMBICEBWTIT e =2 £ 2 EFETHY, WAKESR
OfET Yy P LTEABERIZT DI, WThOHIRZ 2 TONZRORITIERD
. ZOXRERDLERT, K530)DL I =2 o BRzE—OBY L, fHiA
ONEFRFEOF, XG16)Z AW THBIE NS, 2oL X, 2 keI T, ¢ =2

LR DEIENK RO/ R E 72D,

3 +x +y
91'1 Di +Df

o? D+ D7
A e T B (5.16)
0/’3 D[ix + D[7}

3 —X +y
01'4 Di +Di

RBATEER FICBWT, RO R E R L8852 W0 & 5 A kT 5 = AFO
BLAAICBBSES. 2oL, EREQLE L, BAOMESRT NVvER, Xovys
R e L35 L, BERERLI%OMNESRY ML P T FICRSND.

P =P+AP (5.17)

AP, = ZR—- (5.18)

Gn
ZIT, ARIFALEANZ PAOEERERL, PIEHSEIRICEET DR OMENY P
THY, nIZZFOBET AHEHEOEBTHD. o s TR ITMERERIC L DA kD
W ORI O LR, BRAOREGNIEORELFEMT 5720, 1<E<0 TRIZ T RN EEL
A 5.4 1T REmLE oM 2R, RGI8) B AW B b 2 K L TITH =

CIZXY, BRI RAIZIELNTRA.
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mmm : Before smoothing
—» : Direction of movement

= B : After smoothing

@ : Nodes on the boundary

(a) Smoothing process with ¢ =1 (b) Smoothing process with ¢ =0.5

Fig.5.4 Schematic diagram of the boundary smoothing process considering the effect of ¢ . The green
dotted line is an auxiliary line used to show the triangle with a corresponding node and two
other adjacent nodes. The blue line is used to show the triangle center that links three apices

and the opposite sides

552 NI RA—=H|ZLHEE

REIDITBNTH VBV TR DO BEE RLD 72D 5.5)0 & 5 kB H o7z &7
5. ZOFARITH LA B 7125 % 1, 08, 0.5, 02 & LTRGATZ AW bt
AT o TR R &2 X 5.5(b)-(e)Zrnd . K 5.5@)DIIROFHE E LT, 2 20 LRH b,
ERRoT, A ENEOLER>TWD, 11 THDHEA, EOINTERICRL
0, HAOUNTEOMA L DEERPITE A EFNHRL o TNDZ ERDND. 2D,
b LIBIKRERERTOTEIR DR U Z T LT WG 6, (BRETELLATATHDL Z LD
L. FET, NS B TWKIZERIROFHE AR L TWDH Z ENRERTE S, L,
VNS T IUTFIZRE A IR LT 201 Tidde <, BIRERAEZ#EVIRT Z & TED
ETH->THRUBRICESL . #ilE LT 5.6 12X 550K L, ¢=17T5RIFHE

LM L ¢ =02 C25 [mIFHHE L=k R %2R,
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duflly andlh, i,

(a) Shape before smoothing b)¢ =1 ()¢ =0.8

b il

(d)¢&=05 ()¢ =02

Fig.5.5 Schematic diagram of the effect of &

AR, i,

(a)¢ =0.2, 25 calculations ()¢ =1 , 5 calculations

Fig.5.6 Schematic diagram of the effect of &

56 AT w74 IRk
5.6.1 JREE L

TR biE, 1973 4E0 Zienkiewicz & Campbell®(Z L 0 EFAMBEB N HO iz, 20D
TR, BEARMICITRFERBAERRE DO LD TH D0, FHH LIS ER 2 AIRERE
TNOHROMEEAE & LTS, FIREFRIEIC IV 90 A VIREE & BREHRE 2R, 2D
TR A O TRIBEETEIC K S EE BB T 5 2 & CHERREER T 5. LovL, B
WAL OWER I T, B B AL E O T T IR O T O BICHAMET IR A
IR HBR E TN DR R LB N EL D, 22T, WO RREIRER™H 201,
TR TlE HAREZSR A LT 5. 2 OHEIT 1994 Ik EOIC L D IRR S
15T, REHEE ORI ME DR TR E v Tng . RERFBHEO FEAIC
FRID7R MRS D B WHRADH 0, ZOLGEITHMAEN AT, BRI L 32
EMTED. WMESMEIFEERIME L THEXTOEMBITE O ROMERD T &M

85



O, ZOBREZAM L TRENEEL AN E LTHEXTE, FR b SN TcRGHREEZ G 2 &
MTED. ZORGHEEZ N TBRER 2175 Z L1280V, EORINEIIRE & Dl
BERR LD, JIAT v SR HESNERLEII A A N T =2 TOH TS
72, 3T 2 BB OIS, AR ZRE LW ATaetEn H 5. Lz
2>T, ZORT vy BT IR EEIE, ERERK 2w L, BB R/IME LTz
DR EEEIR 215 5 7o OB TN ST ISR L CEH T 5. 2 Ok
w13 5 IR B L ClE, H AREZSRN L TREZRERZRET 5. 7ok, BIR@E kR

BOEAMIT A P—RECER T b D LR 5720, 541 HAZRI LTV,

5.6.2  JEIRREE D& H
a7 AT v A MEIER RADBBEIC 5T 77 Y 2 LEBLIE v, A, =%
NENIRBEE R SRR T2 770V HE L TRO I HICEEINS.

LQuv,A)=1(u)—a(uy)+I(v)+A, (IQdQ—A;[) (5.19)
77T Y 2 L OTEZE BN R T 5385 ZkDp L Hicksnbd.
Fu ca(wy)—a(wy)+ (V) +1 (V) (5.20)

le (V)= J‘r(_E'zjkluk,lvi,j +A, )Vndr (5.21)

2L, V,=V-n ThD. TRRIREJER ARG 2 RO —RBATET

G=—E,u, v, +A, (5.22)

EREHFI 22T R OICRESND T 7T V2 FfHA X, BIRAEEEEN 1L LTEH
AHEE, —RRBRRENEEZEADZENTE, REI A, O—kREENZ BIRE~HIET 5
IR VHRIRMA MR S ED I L TE 5O,
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5.7 HAEH
AWFFETHEEE LT- 3 AT ADOFNEE ERVEERBIET A 7-012, 3 DO EFICEH LT-.
7k, EHEEICBIT AMEHEEIT Y v 2R E=210GPa, RT Y b v=0.3 D5 I VERR I EME

MEFCHERSNS.

A1

(9,

.

[

B4 5. 7(a) I HERE L 4:5 ORFIEORGHEBIC L, AlEEREE, HiAhR, &S

D 1/5 OIS TS MEZMATET VEdRE L, REHF O T TRl RIb O E %

7
Z Design domain 4
% F
7
5
(a) Boundary conditions and design domain (b) Distribution of the topological sensitivity

Fig.5.7 Design domain of a cantilever model and its topology optimization result

|||| IIIIIII\I_
QO: Grayscale

T

Fig.5.8 Density distribution of the topology optimization result
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(a) Addition and elimination process

Fig.5.9 Grayscale and checkerboard elimination process

oP o

Fig.5.10 Element trimming process

Ry =
A = HEHHH \
g0 I (S
st i,
L {%
‘!H"
‘:fl}
| 7
H= AT
: Pus
y dmu _
1 4 LEFT 1T
PF _— MlHIIH H'I[,
e E D per R R
ill o1z T

(b) Checkerboard elimination process

Fig.5.11 Boundary smoothing process

&>

&

(a)Sensitivity distribution of the boundary

smoothing result

Fig.5.12 Obtained results of each process in the boundary shape identification method
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(b) Shape optimization result with full
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Fig.5.13 Shape optimization result without slide supports on upper and lower sides

1To7. K 570b)%, RO FaAR v O —KEOT AT RV X—FE) M ThH D, fifE
ZMATALERID & [EE L2100 BRI ORER L TND 2 ERbnY, Kby
DFEATHDHIRETH D, K 581E, KRUVATLOEMEEZRTTZD, BEZ V2D T
EATOTICEEIEICE SN T bR e U— R LR ROBEESMTH Y, —HAILRL
T L= — v Llc, BRI ETTEME Clii /e SN/ 2R L, AWELFIT%E
BRCHME R LZRT. IREOERIIFBEREN 0<p<1 DT VL—AT—LDERTHY,
F oy —R— R =R TE D, INOHDT L—R 7 — VIIWE 2 Bk & F -
7T, BETRETHEY ZEIIRETH S, M 59)E, FtEfucxiL, LEVWVEZHITESR
BEZONICLEBIR TS D, AT, L —Rr— 3R TEEEEL 1 L L.
[ 5.9@a), (b)iE, AT v 73BN THG13), KGIHIHESTTL—Ar—ARF = vl
—R— RE = B LTI TH D, 1% 510 13K(5.15), K (S.16)IHEVy, BEREHEE b
VIV 7 LERBIRTS S, K 511 3R FERAE 21T > THREMIHEONIZIRTH 5.
FERERZDO Y I U7XV IRROMERA ARV, FERERLEZTT S 2 & Tl
ROBE AT Lol SRR S bz, X 5.12() 38 FOEmAF ofE 5, X 5.12(b)
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(T H ABSEICE SO THE LN RGEZIR TH D . ARBFFEIC R CRREHEIRIZ IR O
Rk & R CAEIg S LT D7, X513 O X 5 ICERFHEIR OB R 0 —FRIT & LA A 7%
FeWGE, REMEEBANETER L TCLE O LER® L. 207D, K 5.120)D L 512
WL AT > 72 HWEGRHT CIX T R COERITEY IFE2 52 TWb. 72k, X
5.7, 5.12, 5.13 2B W TEDOGAAITIREE & 70 2 IR AR RO T A 1L X — 55 ) D
SATHY, Bofin=a s 2 — 33T~ THR CEHMOEIZ STV D, TBRREL 7 7t 2%
BT, IR OBERIIIR DBLRIS & KB L7k & 72 5 TR Y, B TR O 2 eBE R ©
DT LENPHERTED.

WIZ, 5.7 DFET /VOEFEGEREZ 3 BP0 TR U CEMEFHE AT o 7ok R

¥ 514 \TR”T. FNFNOSERNL, DA WIEIZHERE 40:50, 80:100, 160:200 Téh 5. &

(2)40x50 elements (b)80x100 elements

(c)160x200 elements

Fig.5.14 Optimal configurations with different mesh size
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Fig.5.15 Manufactured model with 3D printer

DAYV athf X Tho TH YT F I RBIRN R R0, FRBRBIRDIE LN, BIRICKE
RETRD NP oTeled Ay v ath A XKD BT VRN ERbhb.

BBIC, AHEGITEONIEZET VE STL 7 7 A /WIZEH L, ko BAREE 5K
(FDM 5 R)D 3D 7'V > # —CEBEMEZITo 2. ZHICLD, RVAT AL ->THLN
=TI, BMETHEOREREFED, K 5151077 X 2123D 7Y v F—TOEEOR

ETRICENTE 5 Z LR TE .

5.7.2 FEBGI2

B4 5.16 (27”7 3 DOEHETHE IS L FOeHERICH L, FidE7EeEE, i b
IS TR EMEZ MZT2ET v a O TRET 21T o 72, IRERIKIE 2 IR O 50% & L
ol E, VIR EARTEICEH L TE DN REIBIRZ 2NN 5.17() & X 5.17(b)iZ
R 2B, AONARITE MR e PR E 7 IITRARERE & e B O AT L X D3
Tho. MR CIX Eo 7 v v 7 OGN, KRl O T HE & B AT o4
HFLTWDZERbMND., KR THER 5.170IRT L H1E, OFHTRILT—HEED
OSARD S I, RIS DBE RN D, BiAEED X 5 LA T 5 2 &
\ZR Y DB ESMAEG IR L, MmN ko TR 2 2 & TRIMERE < 2o
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TVWLHDEEZLND. SbIT, HRHEHIKEZERE L, WIHIRO 40% & LIz L & Ok
RaM 518 1TRT. IRFEHIFIME 50%IZ e, EEZ EICZT 5 LB T —F RO
FOKRSITHEVEDLLT, TOMOETORHENEITHD LTNDLZ LR3bND. 207
D, OFTHTFNX—FEDHMP LV —LSNT/RPEONZLEEXLOND. HFHR
ToAERACH L CHROFF M Z21T 5 72012, FTRO X X7 5 —~ o A FEAM B %K

(Performance Evaluation Function, PEF)% £ L7=.
PEF =CV (5.23)

S LLLLSS IS SIS
1

Fig.5.16 Design domain and boundary conditions of a L-shaped model

T
MNacEnsEsasRaEE)

|

s

(a)Initial shape (b) Optimal shape with a volume constraint of 50%

Fig.5.17 Distribution of sensitivity of initial shape and optimum shapes
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Fig.5.18 Distribution of sensitivity of optimal shape with a volume constraint of 40%

ZIT, ClIar7IA4 T A, VIERDOEKETHS. ok, ZOBEEIT/NSWIZ
ERWART p—~ U 25 %ET 5. R (5.23) TERE LIS REHED 7 4 —~ » 25
B% L RO IRIE iR 2 X 5.19 ITRT. BERERILZTo2ER, WTHhor 7 7i2sn
THEBEDOENMIFEN, N7 4 —~ o ZFHMBE DI T3 b v 3, Bkl L7 vt 2
2R RFERIR AN 72 S DI oh, N7 4 —~ U ATHEBEE Bl R O IR LT\ 5 2

EWbND.
3.5
|y Boundary shape
3 identification
95 ——PEF for M=40% Mo
' Volume fo; M= 40% Mo
o 2 ~———PEF for M= 509% Mo
k= Volume for M= 50% Mo
. 1.5
1
0.5
0
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Iteration No.

Fig.5.19 Iteration histories of design problem 2
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520U T K D ITIEFEA A ROBEFHEBICKT U, WsScR:, KRR T
EWMEEMAIET NV ERWTHREZTo70. IR O O o $L X —F D 54f %
5.20(b) 2T, X 5.21 IXARFEHIRIME &2 FIHIRZIR D 40% & L, N J5 10 O O Sk it A
AT TR RN B E DN RIETGIRDO OFT BRI F—EEDOHMH TH 5. MR T
XA E UL & KRR RAHTICOBRET L TND Z ERDLD D, Ik TIIOT AT xR
VX —BEDOHMP IS I, T—FIROWMHRT —F 2 X2 DFED X D REH 5O OT 4
TRVX—EENENZ D, BHAMEED L5 RIFEEAINT 5 Z LICk Y s

T Z G S E L, ST Lo TERILT 5 2 & TR &< RoTnd b D EH

F t1
)
ﬂ.//“ --------------------- -+ -------------------------- o
160 il
et -l
| Py t{

(a) Boundary conditions and design domain

(b) Distribution of the topological sensitivity

Fig.5.20 Initial shape of a square pipe model
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Fig.5.21 Sensitivity distribution of optimal shape
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Fig.5.22 Iteration histories of design problem 3
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HETHDZEnbnd. Ziuk, FRu P —RELOR TG DN ZRIROEFIR O R E D

HaEE L, FHlEE A PR e U —RELORR LY S HITEVEEER L2 WEE, T

Wl b 7" v & 2123 1F 5 WG LA D RE 2 KD 2 B 72 < 72 0, BELIAN O
IO ARFEOWEAN R TH D Z L ERBELTVD.

58 ARFIEOFR
ARFEE, BRI BEMLE Y 0¥ R & B AfdiEE AW = IR EE L TIEIC
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DAL AREE 72D, ERRFHIX LA L ERAMEEZ AT 5.
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5 ETIE, BEECESS MRe UV—EEbIC K o TRONERFRE I T A —4
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