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Conditioner Using Structural Optimization with Frequency Constraints

A" - ug’
- Nam-Gyu Park’ * Youn-Sik Park’

°Sang-Hyeon Choi’

ek

ABSTRACT

hEEY AT YA Aol A|AES A Al
AR qge stn gtk disle B¢
¥ WeE
Ha ek 2

NrEEE

WAL A%

ole] g A% AUALE 39
AR E dog ¥ A4 3}‘%101 7 Fa% FEA 5 HA

Bo 98a13 3lom olHT WrEd WY UHE WY SAEL o)v] e ATE
oEE wsment Foll AL BERES AN} ofele
Wisel AVE AAZAL BEAIE F2ES

g 2Ee wash] AT AdA

o) g AREe Heke A7 Aol o

Az T2EY Gdu, o), Are) 4An e
Bl A4k

old A%

29 27931 44

357t AC}
AZste o] RHEAott. §H, +

A DHAFFE 2ol sk B¢t Bk AFH 499 TAAMN e AdA 1/IET7L -TL?-E%«] AFF

#AAsE F23 Qo] Hu, EF | JF &
A7) ok £ AToAME dojx Herld AeE

83 93EE A4 e
et

#¥8s 2YS TS

1.4 &

TZEY HA AAdA 71 F8F RS £ dA
4—011 g MAEe siofolct nfHAFSFe] MAMES
A did 9iEE A4F dy Ee AP PYs B8
q 78 4 3ok
A2 47 Iy F3as Zdygo] Ho] olgd
3. o] g o83 WUARE T AL JFEIA
# BRG F2B ALoe FET AANE 2 &
#ea BdS FY3= Ao oYk
EAE 483 Wioz FHa5 FHYFE ol &3A
AIAEE 78 % Uk A9 oelgo] EAspriE
A, fd8s Bdo] glole ¥AEE T £ vt
£ o] gtk
IRAFTY WA E4o) g A
% Kapoor{l], Rogers[2] 5& 2{=

T& 4¥E9 Fox
2] &9 AH vl

« gEer|ed 1A

A BARE ALole AFAETTE AN
Asn 22 9
HUg vigos AE B FiAs G LAVEFTL EAN ¥=F

3rz|o

2e A 4
2&¢ AGH) A% $¢
SEREEY L EELE

Q13 72719
Yt EEE

Ao {4 gormzg Hyog ?r& FIe RS E o8

HHANA A= EAE 893, Farshad[3le A&l
Uit i3 afHEe] UgE 2o digk d3E
e}t afRFFE A disle] vdgHA AF
S Ho|2Z WAPo| F AoE 2AE Fo|7] Y3t
o 2x WAE E4o] Besirt Bellel4], Jankovic[),
Brandon[6] 5& A9 wWaE 24E AAEY T,
Yoon[7]& HHE ANE A NAEE Tk PHE
A 8 e

HALA Al FzFo| CH5§I3§EH-4 HHA | FH3e
B47t g2, o] Wf FREL 39 1-f3(Repeated
Eigenvalue)& 714 # 1, ¢} 76’-1-"“‘" UHE 4]
g dd 543 f= #go] "esith Juang [8],
Chen(9], Bernard[10] 52 $2 IH4X 49 Uzx=E
Ao g Ashe WS A7

gasllle 343 UAE 4 3] Bdo] Hsa
gol 12 ¥ ol EAY TS5 $HUSr e A
Balo] s, WAAF[121e ueste] uhie olg
o] AER 59 AF A AAE At

-179-



2 AT $8He Zdoh} ek 2dL o
431 RHASSY ARTE FIE o) YRR
ok ergs111sh WAE12]e T2 87 ojHd) Z3Y
Z2u4 295 B AMgsd n4A URE HAg
FYA[E, oY F7t TREY 44 ¥FR vjHLs
g A3
B d7E 27 299 3¢ SHYFE olgdel 1
e #4892 dge "e (11, (1A% 2oy 7279
489 Azg s g AHg Hwoz WY WY
o4 99 nHAFSTE EASA YES IR
T EAolnz &4 F35 d9o] 1kHz 249 ¥l
o [11), D2elNE 37 7289 2435 23] 47
W wEgtn MRst e oge Ag o &3k
(B0, D= [ D, ] =[dD}()] ' = L[ H7(w)]

(¢
el A2 AFH i e FHaAAT 25% G
Ae 2 %A goEg, B d7dMe vEHssE A
A ga Fag $HYFE o8 UIE HHL 3
Ak
2 d7dNE 25T F AdHE e 7= g
718e A doin AYrje gL Folm 18 ¢
& F27IAsS AR EREZ I HHsto] dad
UuREE Wewg fE8A RIS A3 Rl 9A
%onz AgoR ¢ FHF FHUTE o1&

2. Q7YY 2 o

2.1 9AE 34
TFZEPE a8HoR 7] fAMe AT FF
g #Ao| dastu ol YsME URE o] Us
Holt}, NREE #3384 RIS o &3 MNAHY ¥
H$e 534 FHAY Fos SHEFE o)’ A%
Aol WS E54 7 5 ok B A3 o 72
29 dojA dgrje AN de F¥L4: B2AE T
37]7} olg$ng B AFiMT 4¥FH WEe of
#M DATE =&
wlo] & FZE9)] eigenvalue equatione THS-I} 2t}
(KK ¢}, =AM 8.}, (2)
A71M 1,3 (¢, T wolx F2ES] rdA LF
29 aFHEE e, [(M]9) [K]E D7 ol
T2 AFPLH AL S or|Ft
By} 32ES 29l dAA] FZ2E9| eigenvalue equation

< &3t A

(LK) + KD = A, (UM + [ M) (X3, ={0} (3)
714 4,3 (X}, 47 AA FREY A 1R/H
o n4EEE Uetdla, (M]3 (K]S 242 2o ¢
ZE9) AFYE BB S nidch
gel (348 wela FFEB Fir SIS
[HAN=[[K]-Al M1} B2t 728 24
B8 [D,A)]=[[K.]-A[M,11& ol &slx HEsH
3 2

{ N+ H,ADUDLAIDIX}, = {0} (4)
919 4 49 determinantS ol&3lA AA TZE
LHHEF A, 7 5 g

del{[ | +{Hy (AU DA)]) =0 (5
Y (5 WEI= A2de X 9% afdEE
(1,2 59, 4 (499 2 e eigenvalue equation
& 7g F Qo

NN+ H,A)UDLID={0T ®
A (49 FdE (HA ARG pE WE3E ohEdt
2t}

( a[H,(4,)]
p;

DN+, )

=_([n+[Hb(/‘r)][Dm(/1,)])—d{£-ﬂ
A9 A (N #W A 3L tgd Zo] ¥YEE +
At

ALH, (3,)] _
2y (D3] =

MA9 Fes 9B (N7 FAL OF @) T
s A3Moz ode URE 4% 7 F ok

AH,(AD] &4,
—&—;“—‘*d;‘,[Dm(/l,)] (8)

L: 7GR g, ©
((Y;Z—"%wmu,nm,) =
3 9 1 Z

31 ¢4 5 &9 23 2 ¥4 T 99 43

4 oolA 497 A ImolMe 8¢t HEe =4
stk A4 AEl(steady state)?] ATE Z43}r] ¢}
o] 1A7t o)A didgt Fol g3tk

24 ANE 1/3 octave ¥4 AE Fig. 1-(@)9 2
o Fig. 1-(@3 29, F4 F347) 1000Hz3 F8¢
Aol M4 A AL & = ook wEA FAFHE
1000Hz¢! S9<l 895 ~ 1118 HzE BUFI gdes
etz o] 49 o] nRAFFIF EAA G=E T
Z WAL 3 727 282 ARY £ AL Aotk

-180-



gy 895 ~ 1118 Hz °le] BE 3
g ZaA 99 ‘-ﬂ'_—i Dol AL “H-r 01"4-1--—

2 AT 498 o FY dert ok 2dA 1/12
octave A& 3}9&_’ 2 A= Fig. 1-(b)sk 2o
Fig. 1-(b}& 29, 34 F3957} 1059.46Hz3 H-Eo]
afol AY AT A ¢ F Aok "IdA #AY FIF
99L T4 F9471 106946HzQ) el 10293 ~
10905 Hz2 AAsgch

& 47

[3

<
a
2
=
a
7]

SPL (dBA)

0o 00 00 e 1900 K0 = .
Center Frequency (Hz) Center Frequency (Hz)

(a) 1/3 octave analysis (b) 1/12 octave analysis
Fig. 1 SPL of air conditioner

32 735 $RUF 34 2 n7 94 2%

B AN 243 BAAY HHAE e Fuse
$YYFE FH3AQ. YL DA D ASEAS
A8 SAMEA 2 LS wEoly Fns 9
+8 2430 349 T4 SRIFE Aol 2ol
924 94 489 A9 A% PG4 Aol ol
A 5 £ AR 2N A HEAY °z:a1
A E4ReEE 248 Fas SuEe:
[H,(A)]9) & 9ol aigaic ey gee zol"
99 [H,(1,)]9 9A 48L o Far] sskd de
@ Fo4 $HUFE A AT of 9 A 2E
t EERE 0% 9% zasd wU9Y F99
800 ~ 1300 Hzol i3t 428 AHgaiglon]. 234
Fo5 $UUSS AGHE Fus STESE BA 3
si% Qelolx wmse Fig. 29 2ok

B 9442 AFH sdelel vl Wl WP sue
NZoE gk 4 paAl SiRINS) BAYL o
Bohe $9e T 2ol Aejaiyin

ep= gﬁ A, ()] a7
I ;Y FAE 999 sed 4ge 4%
£=109.3Hz,  £,=1090.5Hz0lm, == Ade
n=118°1%h 9l B4R ¢t & AWE vigoz

A% BAAe A& Fig. 3% 2.

&

= Weasured
« — Regencrated
@

3

Magnitude [(MA&N]

1000 02 1040 1080 1080 110 1000 1020 1040
Frequency(Hz) Frequency(Hz)

(a) Magnitude (b) Phase
Fig. 2 Comparison of measured and regenerated FRF

1050 1080 1100

Fig. 3 Position of beam stiffeners

33 ¥A3Ae A3

23A9) g FJeE g SAE RAAe 2
71§ BAshe Aol Fig. 3014 =7k} 2HFo} 5cm
olzg B7Ae Fole 22t 30cm, 30cm, 20cm, 35 cm
oty 223, gwe & BT 3emZ 1AL T4
g AANSE Hayn

AARTE HHgsr] 8 1% THRAFTY HAE
o 8 Nizxzst 9esty, a5HEse] vgdes 2
7] AEME dolM T H}Q} Zol 7289 {8

& Bd EE Fi5 $HES7E dasith a3y oo
A Al Az, o FAz, way 24 4

Fo] 42 ARe BYATY Hsh 7Y A Bl
wE g4 w3t Yol #50 9% F54 W 5o
299 4 HBH fRas 2L T olhh
Moy B AFdME dges ¥ Fue suyse
I8HN LHAFFY NYEE T2 Bk

473} 249 Rele e gk

F(a)
subject to 0.005m< d;<0.02m i=1, 2 3,4
( 1010Hz) ( ) < ( IOZOHZ)

1090Hz fee1 1100Hz,

W74 F@)E BAA BAE JeT £8 fi.,

Minimize

-181-



2 o)X AFUEFE T div AW B
A9 FAE delth $H AdAMs 200#%e
dy=0.010m= -S43 0.005m<d;<0.015m=% A
b A d=0.015m=E  FEAH
dy=0.015m2 $31 0.010m<d;<0.020m= 3A
% & HH3E F o] rolA T AAHeR B
d dy=0.010m, 0.005m<d;<0.020melct. 4
Agye BRAe FAE 0.005~0.020m BgA
233N 277 shbe 1010~1020Hz90 3l
EE 33, w2 g8 35A55FE 1090~1100Hz0
AES 2] BUFIHG 99 dol LRABF7 EAg
A FEE = AL gngt

HHzle} dnEFE LRIFTF7E AARS g
g2 AL Holug uHE Agae Ay ZAL
3 BEAld] F2 2ol &34 oa AYUSQP)E
olgd, T2 WA oldel FHE Fus $uYS @
S AHEY IFAFFY FAEE FInh #olx 3
ZE8 dojd A7) Far $HEFE 40169
[Hy(A)]d #igstz, #7b +28 W9 f3ss
2de 53 5744 888 [D,(4)]9 3t
33 A3E dMEY &7 Zdk

dy= d»=0.02000m, d;=0.01753m,
dy=0.01962m, F=15.2156kg,
fx=1017.197Hz, Sir+1=1090.378Hz

Fig. 4, 5§ 2% BAYse AAMS7 sdde A
8% 4 913, Fig. 6& AWEE FHFHAN 1/
T4t EAEA 4A € U F A

o
n

\{%
f

&

el
@

Objact Function (kg)
.

u
8
g
3
i
an

~
=4
>

5 10 [3 0 5 15 2

tteration

o

Iter::ion
Fig. 4 Change of object Fig. 5 Variations of design
function versus iteration parameters versus iteration

1090378 He

g

} ,"’ M ]
! ¥ 1017197 H,

]

Frequency Constraints (Hz)
8
S
—

£

§ 10 15 2
tteration

Fig. 6 Variations of frequency constraints versus
iteration

34 498 3¢ 7283 A F 2dyn
32"ellX A 27 A9 3340 HHse 1A
g o) &3t F2ARY AR Fig. 7o v #3
A 2l Fir SHYTE ol &M BHLY
LAFAFF7E UES HHEAY 2dolzz 4 F3
T $HTRE vE RN Fig. 89 1, 288 AA]dA
o ¥4 A ¥4 ¥ 2dd g Fur $EYFE
Fig. 99 (a), (b)ol vkt 218E 23, FAFHAA
FiE SREFY A7 Bo] FolE AL Y
At Fig. 89 1~991 SAYA AN Fapr S
ARG FEUt Hdige vlag A3 Table
13 Table 2o1 =AU FFghS 456.7%, Huigke
L7%ABE 4 AL FAY & Utk

FRF ((m/s?yN)
5 s

5_

e Frm:;y(Hz) " Fuqu:::y(Hx) "
(a) FRF (point 1) (b) FRF (point 2)
Fig. 9 Comparison of FRF

-182-



Table 1 Comparison of mean values of FRF
(unit: ((m/s%)/N)

Position Before After
Modification | Modification
1 13.4209 5.9763 55.5% decrease
2 25.5182 6.3723 75.0 % decrease
3 23.4020 8.4106 64.1 % decrease
4 12.9038 23.2057 79.8 % increase
5 18.8240 20.1324 7.0% increase
6 35.5792 13.2414 62.8 % decrease
7 12.4603 7.4063 40.6 % decrease
8 19.0380 2.9888 84.3 % decrease
9 14.3460 7.5278 47.5 % decrease
Average 19.4992 10.5846 45.7 % decrease

Table 2 Comparison of peak values of FRF
(unit: ((m/s%)/N)

Position Before After
Modification | Modification
1 28.0734 22.9999 18.1 % decrease
2 38.7748 12.2969 68.3 % decrease
3 48,9047 19.5096 60.1 % decrease
4 24.5632 40.3084 64.1 % increase
5 37.9825 38.4333 1.2 % increase
6 63.6186 37.4102 41.2 % decrease
7 63.6186 27.1696 4.5 % decrease
8 28.4375 9.8554 68.2 % decrease
9 31.0248 13.8813 40.5 % decrease
Average 36.0783 24.6516 31.7 % decrease
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Table 3 Comparison of natural frequencies

Before Modification After Modification
863.26 Hz 877.65 Hz
897.23 Hz 910.66 Hz
919.42 Hz 946.60 Hz
1036.52 Hz 1020.89 Hz
1065.66 Hz 1095.63 Hz
1142.91 Hz 1148.38 Hz
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Fig. 10 Comparison of Acceleration

(a) Acceleration (point 1)

Table 4 Comparison of mean values of Accelerations

(unit: m/s?)
Position Before After
Modification | Modification
1 0.0319 0.0144 54.8 % decrease
2 0.0404 0.0264 34.7 % decrease
3 0.0281 0.0250 11.0 % decrease
4 0.0235 0.0106 55.0 % decrease
5 0.0400 0.0091 77.2 % decrease
6 0.0335 0.0190 43.4 % decrease
7 0.0381 0.0272 28.6 % decrease
) 0.0344 0.0093 73.0 % decrease
9 0.0245 0.0167 31.8 % decrease
Average 0.0327 0.0175 46.4 % decrease

Table 5 Comparison of peak values of Accelerations

(unit: m/s?)
Position Before After
Modification | Modification
1 0.2870 0.0808 71.8 % decrease
2 0.2841 0.1370 51.8 % decrease
3 0.1188 0.1888 58.9 % increase
4 0.1770 0.0503 71.6 % decrease
5 0.3059 0.0188 93.9 % decrease
6 0.1550 0.1685 8.68 % increase
7 0.2957 0.1124 62.0 % decrease
8 0.3559 0.0269 92.5 % decrease
9 0.1868 0.0651 65.1 % decrease
Average 0.2407 0.0943 60.8 % decrease
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SPL (dBA)
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Fig. 11 Comparison of SPL

Table 6 Comparison of SPL

Before After
Modification | Modification
0~1500Hz | 69.5310 66.9268 { 2.6 dBA decrease
1029.3~ 63.3349 53.3157 10.0 dBA
1090.5Hz decrease
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