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Abstract

In the shape optimal design based on h-version of FEM, the ideal mesh for the initial geometry
most probably will not be suitable for the final analysis. Thus, it is necessary to remesh the geometry
of the model at each stage of optimization. However, the p-version of FEM appears to be a very
attractive alternative for use in shape optimization. The main advantages are as follows; firstly,
the elements are not sensitive to distortion for interpolation polynomials of order p=23: secondly,
even singular problems can be solved more efficiently with p-version than with the h-version by
proper mesh design; thirdly, the initial mesh design are identical. The 2-D p-version model for
shape optimization is presented on the basis of Bezier's curve fitting, gradient projection method,
and integrals of Legendre polynomials. The numerical results are performed by p-version software
RASNA.
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h-version f§8AHd TAE £ F4AHE AAdMe 271nde 71318 g o]l
AedA7t FEHHANe IR &€ 5 A Bd 2B, e wEGAng 2d]
gEagAtd o3 A2 AedArt 9a3 "o 28y, pversion FE84%e FAAHHI FA
A gt vfg wiF A thete g AAE 5 Utk p-version FE LAY L h-version LAY
vaste] chea 2o & AHE 2n Uk AR, B 247t 3Rl go] HE 849 Kl
Hare] i3 S84 o] @ 48 vHA gedh EXNE, 4K §¥E] FAX h-versiond
H)& p-version® HEF A AAE sAEE YR ZgFHo G AAME, 27 ARdAS HF Aw
AAYE BQsnz wEdAu A AEdAE ¢ 2t ¢glo)2th Bezierd] FARIH, AAL
A3 HRE 23=2 gyl 7128 § 24 E4AHSE A% pversion Rdo] AAIH T
4284 A3 pversion AZLEFH OS] RASNAE AMg-3te FHEHAT.
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Z o FRAANME F2 7lexe Agd o
& 7P TR X5l A R A ik
F4% ¥, 21 F 7P JF A AJEAZ A
gty 2y, olAe lgaty FEI A
e o v HgEgl Wyelst % £ 3l E
oto g AAIF F el HAE wEA] A
g B 4 Jdertd d dox Atk mebA,
1A% AFE e 28T ol HHo|EE &
3 #styolm AL AV 23EA =AU

FRE HAAAC B PEE A W A9
Fol M EHA o o]lFox gt AA, wiRlol
(theory of layout)o 2 T72E9 wjEs 718483
e ngstn @EHE AAhHA e WP EN
185413 MaxwellVell 28] A= g o Fold &
3 Azl AsH FRES AFHE 1 Y
4, £A5T 2$o]&(simultaneous mode of
failure)2 #AM 2REY zZ} 7847} Zzte]
=9 Al zgdte dHEE Ak Ve
2 19404 503 Ateloll Shanley®, Cox™ol
o&) A=Ak AR, HHA 71w (criterion
of optimality)©.8 T2E9 el 3FxH %
AEdH fdd 7leo] HA AT G F, o] V)
Fo] wEd w7t HAHE} o] FAALE =
7o 19603 Taylor®, Venkayya® Zoll 23]
A7) A, $2]A4 # ¥ (mathematical progra-
mming method)2.2 o8 7 AAHS(design
variables)2 ¥ AH+ B& 3 <(objective function)
g A48 2 Huskske Aotk AANTE 52
= Resa TAlE: AleZ(constraint condi-
tions)& zreth FElAEYEL 19508 Fulel Hx
2 2B A8l £950] Livesley®, Pearson?”
& M3 AYEA(linear programming problem)]
F3tg o} Schmit®oll gjsh v & A HE A (no-
nlinear programming problem)7+#] A %ks}s] 21k

g, B wioAM d7siaz she B4HA
(shape optimization)® HAFAAA HHE5=2
A, T von Mises? EFvhg¥os Al
AANSE PR ol Fog A3 F2ES
7184eA dAtol 7)121%F 3-8 FS(stress concentra-
tion) Eix L Eo|(stress singularity) TAo] W
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Ase 2712dS B33 AE §9 AdAAPE
53l $¥3FE A EANAAN FHAH) &Y
F9(stress leve)d] 7ol wtE FRAQ #y, &
gHolLt FAF T2 AN S FHI Y7
A& Fole Aol F8E el "ttt olg &
HAFE AN 718HH gQozE 4R
AE)(reentrant corner), AF¥ Ee JHNFLE
(opening), €49 H(cut-outs) 5& A4 F 32
o Az MR $HEST &Y ¥
3 ddeg wold Utk B dFdMe F
A8 dAE anwAE Zhe YHFA (et
problem), ¥&(circular hole)}g Zte HAEA, 1
gu gkl nPde] HAARAE Ze BEAE
Aesle] WyHH3E st

271448 TFFREY sdd AMgEHe #AR
(analyzent ¥+ B4 ftasyel AMgH=d F7
A fFesddyols TEHHUY h-ver-
sion A ALY NEFA AetE € p-version
frtaagor 3 2R & 5 U 27EAE
FZ28AFL 231 h-version § 8 AHE B4 Lag-
range AxKp=1, 2) FAFFE LPN7IL B4 E
A4 Bt AlwedA(mesh design)E v A
Hr}t, whdol pversion FHQAWE FEEY 7
E4e vebd F Qv H2A5 848 1A
A7 wiale] 1% Legendre(®E P=5) 4
Fo g F/ATIHA AeAAE g
. B8, 2744 A U8 59 A=
g 2145317198 h-version® 849 A4E, p-ver-
sion& HAgSre A4 WA HAIAL Firt
a8, Z71AAE A ZEgAQ] dadel V1Y
sto] BAsE $EATE S8A77] 8 2B
2 M3 R A A (exterior boundary) %4
&g AN (design sensitivity analysis)&
28 =Rl 3l 2AHE FPEHg 3o vE
-2 FYate olo) wWE AHdH (redesign)?l o
Folzivh &89 5t AFHALZ AHoHE £4
47t H2r @ w7x wEsgEE 3ol
AR st YubEel saddxyt ok o)A
wrE Ao AAAE o 8AREe AR o
e s "t F, Ay rRFAME FTE
829 Ao o AT AHAA g F
A7) dFolty. thA] ¥EHE, h-version f¥84
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Y& 2714AE Mgl HHsidAq 2134 2
gy ge] Wt =HEA g B 713EY
S HolA ®rk 82z, 2744 E Mg 2
2 AMESHA HE 249 gL o & ¥4 (as-
pect ratio)® 2A HE7} FYAbE GOt Aldel ¥
P2 849 A1 o) ¥ o= (skewness)7}
B fassfrl SR ate] 2ASS o
Borg3lA @t Robinson®e] J7e] ojsld 4
&9 HAu|7l 3 o3t Holol WY &t
AL 2E F vk sgen, Woo'¢ a7
AME e Q4 e eE A E
AolA HAue gIr Fo & sfe NAE
vl -4 o] h-version® p-versionoll 23] 3
4l h-version FHLAHLS fFFHE 249
718HerA el kel g WE o] whaipon,
HhAo) p-version FHA AL p23a} olito] FW
A 4% A e ¢ F Udoh 28R,
h-version #3249 dME FH3IE Y e
Avtet ol2igt 44NN HP) HIx FE
Fol7] M E 27| AeMAE HAsto Q2L
Az A (remeshing) & 3o} AT 5F¢] A&
=E& A% FXE 4 dvk 18, o] FHRje ¥
A#HHEE ¢tudled 103 o) ¥hEo] Wy st
tx 7pggithd w9 HARE vojel g3 ol
87EY ate AFr sEgARG depd
A ®c}t 1¥ o]{E h-version F¥ALAY
33 g A¥Y(adaptive mesh refinement) ] o]
S5 ojok Asl(exact solution)o hi HEFLA
o] ealE YHFEo R FASHA §FaHste]
HrEag udg 4 glA "ok

a9, B drolA AEE pversion FE8
A¥L UL 22 AFAE ojHF BAE =
B 4 A gk AA, 249 3y Fwst
AgHEe] 47t p=3 ojide] HA & JYUE
wa] ofA "ok X, 271299 ai¥ o] HF
AAd 7 WEA gorg vrEdAnit} Aj2
T 8AaEYe) "o @A ot A, §EE
AU ¢HYFFEANA h-version #F8AH
vjg] e FEAS HAFEH e AVEE 2
ot & AE-E v 2xk9l FEHE oA o
E 848 uniform mesh refinement) g F3 h-
version 82Ul v 2ui7tek ME FHAE

W4 F4W-19945F 7

HojgEo

ok, & A7 XL §¥HAFo EASH
T2Ee] YA YAz Ay =3==%
Fol 2AE & pversion FHALHE AHE-EH
FAH Azt Wiy A) doje HH dHe
B4 AH BAQY2ZRE 0 AAGYe] HE
2 AA3 AM}7|¥H(mapping technique)e] 875
=4 o] 98] 2F3AMHtransfinite mapping)°]
AREEYE E, A E de FYHFFo) 4
HE Y FAGY9e] FYE oJFANLEN d&
F ded o] 33 FHE AFAH Ao HF
o] Hrk ey, o] WHeE HPIA
(smooth curve)e] HA] & 71dd € AFAAM=
o] AYES #r1He2 A F+ BibrIR(inte-
rpolation technique)¢! Bezier Curve Fitting& A}
83t 1 FAFPE #AsAt =3, HHH o8
o2& vAgA Gy AAHFEAPd(gradient projec-
tion method)& AHE-& o B A7E A8l p-ve-
rsion AZEg o]l RASNAYE Alg-3le] 849
P32 e gudych

2. =g #Y =3 oy

2.1 Ede] Az

FHAE P87 A FEFHAYY(ma-
thematical programming method) A4l o-&3
#rth

Minimize FX)
Subject to gX)<0 i=1, -, m (1)

7)o A FX)=z EH -2 2% 2geiger(scalar
function)2 Yebd EXYrE FE FIFolY
A9 F& 7HAH B dFelMe SHEFR A
A3} von Mises $8$ #H3gad gX)e Atz
g vehled Agzde FaAgxds 2%
FAGzACE BAE 4 glon, EF A}
Z7H(side constraints)¥ A% A FZ=A(behaviour
constraints)© & #7/¥ + Uk @AAGEDL
2% A ez FoiAn, dde] HAAT,
Bl HAFA, A FREY Higo] Fol o
et AsAdzye FRE AET FUd
Az e BE £33 (implicit function)¥
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HZ Fo|XY, T2 ¥ A9, 715
FHZ Fo| old #HFEct B AFeAM AgzrHe
2E F3AY28n R3EAYG2AE BF 19
o, gAMGRAcEE FREY HAXF
HPA 5, AEANGRPo2E F2EY $HE 1
EEgi=d

2.2 dARILE Sy

AAdre 24E& AdMe ¥y = $H9
3 dANAE sade] BastA ®r}l p-version
Frasel WPl o3t

[K]{Di} ={Ki} @

9714 {D}= HHAHE, {Fle s59H, [Kls
AA A= WEoltk 4 29 FHE ANy
Xl a3 vlEshd

dD; dK dF;

K= T D= ®
dF;
o7)M FEdEHe deE HEFIHH, = =00]
g '
K
[K]—é‘i:'— X {Dy} 4)
dK  Kg+an—Kay _
L dx, AX; 181 =IK] S dX
2 Fgody
_ [Kasanl{Ki = {FJ
{g]= AX, 5)
. dD;
w3 {“E}=[K]°‘{ga}°1£§ WHele) dANZ
dD;
= {‘a‘if}t‘? $23k0) {g}¥Ele] Ao zHE

7E F Utk ¥ AANAE HHE T8y
Fol Az g il e AR AA
Heg 238 E g 3ok

2.3 HAMEAPY (gradient projection method)

B dAolA AMESE AAMREAPES FASRTE
Zhe HAHAAYE AP Ag2PE e BS
o] HH3l Ao AP el BE BEHYTE
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Ha3 £ Hogdhe AAA 4 o wrEy
Aol dastA Ed. Wy AfzAE ze HAHY
A Ae, dAdsrt AAS gAEgs 9
3ol thEo] AN} 7hedle 998 Hof
g Ak olE§ B FAMEE vHede o
At FAME & QIEE MAWSE W= Ho)
a3ty ojf ¥ zAYo] AAFEANYolt

NEAGzdE Ze A9 AT 9%
EXgro] A48 A gy go] g

Minimize FX

Subject to  Ax=b 6)

kAR WHEEY HAMS X9 rRsdlel o]
A k+ 18R AAES Xe1g ges Lol
3% & 9ok

Xer1=Xk+ AXK %)

o714, X¥*lo] 7Hgs o] gl ExEtr] YA
A (B)225E AdX*=00] JHMk it H Ao

Ao = 7 HGe grapdake EFgaed
Hetgo] A Hi= 7g8 Hug
no gF  dX
~Z] X, ds ®

A7) (dsp= i‘ @Kol HAstel EAE O

=1

7} zho ‘i‘i*“’\]%l T o

Minimize ~——-—F
ds
Subject to  (ds’= D (dX)
i=1
dF
A =0 9
& )

4 9F #axgz $AS¥(Lagrange multiplier
method)& ©|&-3te] £H AAFAY S ¢d1gFEe
th23 o] AHeldch

Xkt 1= XK+ Ay P+ VE(X®) 10)

oj7]4 P=[I-ATA-AD) -Al: AFSY EAHY
H(normalized projection matrix)o]™, A= @A
YEAM p<Oo|H HAist FANE A
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X2,Uz

Applied |
foad 8

A - X1, Uy

Constrained
Boundary(e.g. uy=u,=0)

Fig. 1. Typical singular point in plane elasticity
problems

3. 2A{2| ®0|M(Corner Singularity)

Fig. 13} #& 82z} Ad(reentrant corner)® 7t
£ 2219 HAetd EAl(plane elasticity problem)el]
QoiA He] ue v #Zo] FeojHrh

u(r, 0= Ar'F®)+G(r, 0) an

A71A, aztrAE HeA F@ggo] dAdH=
7tge] o] A& HolH(singular point)et W H
°ld PE T she ulr, )8 AAWE et doh &3,
r# 0E pHE B4 e FHHO|T G, O)=
#2) HE¥4(smooth funtion)E, r'F(O)e BolF
$(singular function)& Jehfied dustdoz
4o 2 e FEh Av Yol A4E
VeR ) I4-A|(eigenvalues) AE A= pot zHe
el e AAZA, 8ln ot o] JF-g
wet, $E-HYEe] B9 HAENAY B4
S BEE A (1DE &Y oz A Y (12)
2 "

olr, e):}:Bir“i"1>f(e)+g(r, 0) (12)

Q7IM, $8e THA A B2 HH nEAE
E Table 16] 98] =AM Ztxe] @471 H=z
A2 dxo] Wl uie} §8e F7|7F Dl
Table 16§14 BoiFe vl o] A<le] € o 2
(12)° Hgstd 8L EolHr=0)lA 2Euiel
Foslng $EEo)Hgo] A He Aol
=3

B4k L4194 F 7TH

Table 1. Eigenvalues for various solid angles

Solid angle (B) eigenvalues (A)

360° 0.5

340° 0.5004263
320° 0.5034905
300° 05122213
280° 0.5303957
260° 0.5628395
240° 0.6157312
220° 0.6971650
200° 0.8186959
180° 10 J

B oA stz e 13 A
LHY(fillet)y FAe ASE BAE Zer) g=220°
24 L=069716500| 22 A<l10] Fo} g Eo]s}
WAgT ofg) el T3 S B MAHE
g B BAE FAGAE AYse HH o
e SHAEHE FAAA3 ol FY ZH Y 1
et Aviekg HoSHe] Ao S P &
37} ol Fo|AeAE ZAEIATL

4. P-version R8le4 =gl

A vl 7l ¥ 4= 8 2~(subparametric element)oll &
T 229 HUELH/HE 84 a"e}‘ﬂ’*’r‘-i“:
P8 2Asa gdghio] AMRHY HRY =
2 gg4e AlFA A (hierarchical nature)—g
Aol gl nAel AR FE-L n+13)
B P F-aH(submatrix)7t HER #F5
2] A7t F7Hgo) wel s BTt A
oj%]+& 8] A2 9 A(non-hierarchical element)$}+=
2] dolA A FAHRFES THE ALY 5
= AHo] glvt B3 Zienkiewicz §2] 71206
o5t AF8ie BlAZHL L Hliﬂ 2| 2 %}
(numerical errors)?} A3 Fo]EL Holi o]
A BAx dEHo] X ?l’@’z;’(numencal stability)
< #5188 4 gle 7gel 227 ¥ ¥Y(well-condi-
tioned matrix)7t ¥-& & 4 Utk IH, 2@==
g} 4o 2 @A (orthogonality)& Ztil ¢loiM tl &

O
2
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FALAE FY F UA 9t

T, FE= W) Foje UAUSFE 15 1)
B8 e Fol HES guist geg 2xce
GEAE 202 AMEHA = Aade gAsEs
E ATggelM 3 2 YeE KA =
1Au) g dteels oA 24z gedyo] Hlog
Angg FAS He o2 B AFdre 3
% 23=z dg4e @4%5E Agsiio
e e REFS e BAFPog A
He M8, 718 29S(basic mode)zt 3kl
4708 Wel HERE 72X Q¥ HH(nodeless
node)&& AR Z7HA 7] FAPFE Y R9s
(side mode)t A¢] st 7|E Re=o] Fu B
FEE HAFLEZN oo HARSFE HEY &
AA gt

I, Ao FHE2AFY Ul gy
(completeness)& FA57] 943) Wi FGo) 2
2 $-E(internal mode)& A 3led B4 AER
FAY BEY AL = 7R A 29 E(bu-
bble mode)z} 317]% Fit} o9} e U o=
FAee] Az 431 o 4RE A E = Yol A
Fo)¥ 37HA] Remo) x@o 9ol Wedse
SARFIA "ok E£3, 409 EAHES AMejE A
Holle Bxe ARgE 2R e AvAws o
aolBR BAYE A9F Qdele FAGH S Ho
37 fsiMe FHE A3 Yol et sled
E d7olAE Z2f8AHtransfinite mapping)&
AHG8le o) ZAE stASH I, AAGANA e
Yool g HBE A& M £F
¥<(blend function)& AMgsled 228yt A&
¥ 2RsE g ook 243 ARl B
AN d7e Farda grpoew

5. HiX|of|2 HM(Bezier curve)

TEES] B4E HAHG e R FAgYe
2L o]gAMA HEg HH YL A8
HE e Bgo g HAED o]§ FASY &
¢ FUst3g o] gaspEe O B drdae
FH 7Hcurve fitting)e] Akate)] A s Bezier
HHE AHEE ok Bezier F4& nllel 23
o8] dAHE FHo2M Fig 29 go] 3wiA A

(X, . Y1.2y) (Xe.Y4.24)

Fig. 2. Configuration of Bezier curve

& obAe Hg A UoiA e EFei) g
A SAFAE Bt

Bezier 54049 9loje] He Tg3} ol A
l=g

P)= Y PL{)  0<t<1 (13)
i=0

A71M, P 2 B AWERA 2319
W AL P=X, YO 91, 3399 A% P=(X,
Y, Z)& "k #3,

Lui®=Cpi -t (14)

Coi=nl/Gn—DY (15)

0 oA x4

1 :0~n Alel2] FFo = Hr}

n3} thEAE zh= Bezier M n+1xbe] A
Aol JsliM Alada Bge 2y, 9859
4709 AHE Z= 33} Bezier 249 AS e
#ol FAE 5 Yrpw

Ja0(t) = Capt’ (1 —t* 0= (1 —1)?

Jaa(®)= Cant'(1 - t)* 1 =3t(1 - t)?

Jaz2(t)=Caat?(1—t)*"2=3t%(1—1)

Jaat)=Caat?(1—ty =13 (16
2HER 4 (160 A (13 ddshd o3 go)
221=1

P(t) = P() + 3(P1 - P())t + 3(P2 - 2P1 + PO)t2

+(P;—3P;+ 3P, ~ Pp)t® an
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Fig. 3. P-version finite element model for fillet
problems

6. X3 oA

6.1 WaEH|

HEA(fillet problem)2] 7% Fig 3oid R+
vpe} o] Byol R RE SHFFo] 437
ol FREL ¥4 HHHA FE oliHE
TZE9] shtolt}). Fig 33 QO] MNE g &g
ZHA 1ol Agan e 239y HU o
A%, X&7 YEo e 7—}2){ Aol g M T
ZE9 /47 288712 gt 1N 539 S
o] A del AAM SAbe) 2 Hge 47
o8& AAMFE Ted. HE A9 B 1A
710 ¥ Sl BEEFSF 100 N/emE A 544
It E48ee o8 Ao 2R ANEHe
%718¢#H(equivalent stress)$l von Mises ¥ 08
Aot oen M SAte] SHAFE HAHAT
EE 9o RAREEe 489 AFH JHsLE
AMg-3te] 7ol a4z BEEsigcl S A HM.
Pyol o3t "aAEAY ¥ FHH3E 4% Plg)
A& vhgd g

l

Minimize  oym(X)
Subject to 09 o,<ovmZK)=11 o, (18)
A71M, Xie AAEFEA ¥ SAel 7 Aol

Aot ey HA3) Bge MBS 9o 2 HH S
Y& wWo g o|EAIZ]oZM von Mises 28HE
Asx 7] Aoz 3t} von Mises 8 t}
=3 3o} Aol
1
OvM= *“—“\/2— [(ox—ov)+(oy—o62)* + (62— ox)*

+ 6txy” + 6ty + BT ]V 19)

B14E B4 1945 7 A

Table 2. Summary of resuits for fillet probiems

Optimized Results Reanalyzed with

Bezier Curve

P-Order
Omax Cumin Gmax/omin Cimax Oin Umaxlcmm

Initial |302.5(1486] 2.04

2 289.5(1655| 175 |288.2|1463] 175
3 2748|1657 166 |2623]1623| 162
4 260.9(165.5| 158 1253.7|164.6] 1.54
5 2472116581 149 1241.21165.0! 146
6 243.01166.2| 146 1243.3/1654| 147

2.40

2.30 - H
Optimized Results
2.20 e e
210 Reanalyzed Resulls |
-
9 2.00 \
E 1.90
1.80
3
£ 170 —
i -
150
.
1.40
1.30
.20 T T T v v T
Initial 2 3 14 5 4
P-Order

Fig. 4. Variation of stress ratio with respect to p-
order

A, 4 18)9] FHR 29 AgzAYe 27w
‘:é’?}EH*E— k. RN PEE o 7
A2 B89 2 2404 H48EE Hd von Mi-
ses Y& T3¢ the 84FE Uy 7§ P
von Mises 2380 8 ¢,2 Holsin HAschA oA
A4FE von Mises €8o] 28418 + 10% ool
EEE Adzxds HAs|h B d79 dAd
gale] e, a7lle] AAMESVL, V2, V3, V4)r}
Aew, Holge] waFo|u} o) E AL (step size)2l
24 AASAbd(gradient projection method)ol
o3 o] Fojxch
2 5le] Al Table 29 21 P 5ol wha
von Mises -&-# 2] A3+ Fig 49 Jeh} Qi) Ta-
ble 20l 3317l da ¥ Fof dHoptimized re-
sult)¢ o] F Bezier TH & AT £ A s A&t
ZA7Hreanalyzed with Bezier curve)Z ¥|is}o]
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Stress Yon Mlses
Max +3.0254E+02
Min +3.7T24E+01

\
Fig. 5. Stress contours of initial structure for fillet
problem

Stress Yon Mises
Mex +2.42083E+02
Min +1.7054E+01

VL

\

Fig. 6. Stress contours of optimized structure for
fillet problem

Stress Von Mises
Max +2.4327E+02
Min +1.5286E+01

B
] .l
Pl 1

Fig. 7. Stress contours of reanalyzed structure
with Bezier curve

B, Peo] x57t 62+ W 243.0 N/em’# 2433 N
/em?e 2 Ao Hesln Y-S BoFE). Fig 63
Fig. 76141 B uie} o] HA3E DA F o] Be-
zier 302 HEsg Ao Ao Har)
m#olct. 9, Fig 59 #eo] 27|dAE HIy4
5-¢#M(stress contour)& FHEF)H FtoA
§5- 7l S AALE Hel vhd Fig 69 Fig 79
»

jo]

— 736

a
RN RN
ol$d 8 —
v I
S 3d 4 6 | 20
§>c 5 —
VSV‘V32 5
v [
A S
10 . 10

Fig. 8. P-version model for a quarter plate prob-
lem

HHgHid e SHAAL v g3tET A&
o 4 k. E&, Table 2014 EXo] von Mises
HoleHa HAgHe| 2 el §-Yui(stress
ratio)s Z7)12de] 3% 204904 p=6x<] B+
14602 ZAEE € + U okEy p=53 o
Fole ¢8ur} £EsE FFE Holn Uk

6.2 248 Ao HUSEHEH

A F(circular hole)& 711 B 2&-§o] &
£8 A, guidow AFe AFRE A
Zo] AstA Jeldth 1eeg 9FF9e 9
AEe @877 8 HEF 4o HHst
a7®ch Fig 82 ALY B 7Pgxteld] 5
BY3Ee] EAe AE4E BHAFD Utk XF
wigko 2ol 1L Y& e dFe 2ulE 713

zo] e LEE AHorw e, H
Be| @7 wit FEYF Y AHS AstsA
Rt 3, B FAoAle] RS Hye AL
2R Aot g HiTe Ao
s, AezdczyE 9FFH 849 HuU von
Misesg-&o] H7 von Mises$Hol 8= 3
gt AHAIE +20%2 4AYLH ol& A
2gketd g3t gk

Minimize VXD
Subject to 0.8 onSovu(X)S12 on (20)
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Stress Von Mises
Max +2.0079E+00
Min +1,4518E-01

10r

10r

1
1
L R

Fig. 9. Stress contour of initial structure for a plate
problem

Stress VYon Mises
Max +1.5781E+00
Min +4.1581E-01

Fig. 10. Stress contour of optimized structure for
a plate problem

Stress Von Mises
Max +1.503B8E+00
Min +4,8285E-0!

Fig. 11. Stress contour of reanalyzed structure for
a plate problem
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Table 3. Summary of resuits for plate with circular

hole
Optimized Results | Reanalyzed Results
Iteration
Volume | Omux/Omin | Volume | Gpmf/Gmin
Initial Model| 2464.39 2.80 2464.39 2.80
1 2438.63 2.09 243790 2.06
2 242273 201 2419.68 2.03
3 241143 20 2406.72 { 1.94
4 236041 1.85 2354.80 185
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Fig. 12. Volume change with respect t0 number
of iterations
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Fig. 13. Design sensitivity analysis for plates with

a circular hole
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Fig. 14. P-version half model for fixed-fixed beam
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Minimize VX))
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P9, 2712dg 3L e Bl T2
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(1) 1st iteration
0.485 0.387  0.359 o.fr/a

(2} 2nd lteration
0.449 0.376 0.329 0.676

(3) 3rd Iteration
0.475 0.398 0.366 0.608

(4) 4th lteration
0.465 0.375 0.334 0.628

i

f

(5) 5th lteration
0.461 0.364 0.323 0.642

1

(6) 6th lterafion
0.462 0.36¢  0.322 0.650

Fig. 15. Design history with respect to number of
iterations
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