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ABSTRACT

The paper describes the integrated design system using MDO and approximation technique. In MDO
related research, final target is an integrated and automated MDO framework systems. However, in order
to construct the integrated design system, the prerequisite condition is how much save computational
cost because of iterative process in optimization design and lots of data information in CAD/CAE
integration. Therefore, this paper presents that an efficient approximation method, Adaptive
Approximation, is a competent strategy via MDO framework systems.
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