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Warpage Minimization in the Injection Molded Decorating Panel
of Monitor by Considering Robustness
Kwon, O. K.*, Park, J. C.** and Kim, K. M ***
ABSTRACT
An optimal robust design methodology has been developed to minimize the warpage in a decorating
pancl of monitor molded by the plastic injection. For the associated methodology, the Taguchi's Design
Of Experiment {DOE) based on orthogenal arrays and Signal-to-Noisc Ratio ts combined with commer-
cial simulation tools for injection molding. An optimal robust design solution is staustically resulted
from the computational simulation. The related cxperiment was done for cvaluations of the warpage in
the decorating pancl part of monitor. This rescarch showed that the warpage under the applied optimal
design conditions was comparatively reduced.
Key words : Plastic mjection molding, Warpage, Robustness, DOE, Decorating panel
LM 2 Adolr Hde] FAL ngsie HHY dARAL
2717} g JH TP By ARZ 7Tl €] AE T
Fabas 2R B ARG AFS WA AR, AL Jlndez FEE WEel 43T ol3e
AFak, §37), ARAY 5 ok THAF okl Alojsklsl ol olel e S40) Au ol 3 Ake7)
Al ZqqA) ol gx) 2 ek A7) = hddl 5744 ol elefl Jeol AV @ FHAUFEC) 271 HA
*Hi Y AHasol £ 7jeso) 7]‘“’ ¥ @ AARdE 2P F457] ojg7) wWitel}
S AFEE we SR A v gk Eekk o3 BrhE FAe MTes s AFe] A
5! AlEA B (plastic injection molding)S- 1-2.2) -@-F EAe] BA Siigtolx] o} HEE S5k glo
H 722 £ AF Bl ek 3y 3 A ZERe @ e g oIt o) R BA @
ME 2o ARsle] EYsk WAAA 4HE ARl AR% HAslv} A4 AP RINE H)
S e AT ogyolth of Wby BTG Yl A s} "ok 22 B S e oudeh wEky
FERY opyz}t gLl AF/AL BIAY i A HH4stks Sl ShiellA Q) AFAde] Bitks
A AEE I olojA APukile] Fe 2AHE 7| = A2 A(robust design)?} oslel, Ao R
Ack BadAe 34 Aol £ gl Qg
Qurdo s Sehav AHEAY TR ol A oA A% S49) WiEe] e s o,
= g 4 Az A A AlE WA 9L A 2 S9o] CAL(Computer Aided Engineering)2]
39, 34 B0 o AYA. A HY LR A9 DA HE ARl ATE A0
EUE A0oks ol AV WIEE AE E ) el 4P U 2ol 3 AN
A

B.s) u])d:slz% AAE 7}R) 2

*LGAAKT) DID 4

89 Fe TR AFELE
42 Q T Sl A A A) L) F Y

- =R ETY: 20604, 04, 27

- AlAlgheol: 2004, 07. 22

351

B).S- AlRE ] A A4 AT Eekso] HRA o
P& ol &8te] AAl] Mg 4= ?l?ll Lo el Ll i)

YOlE BTL AB7HA% R olel e A
&3 Qiek. o)L o} H7A Al A a4
ALEol7l e /15d waols Brat, ol

Mgk FARE el AEAE T4 AR



d
“n
~a

{a
2
»

S ARATIE A2 AT 1St g
Ho 2 AN 57 Kotz A 5 A7 o) Wl
1= R BT A lH'.’—‘éSJI AARES 2E &
Eeslolg AEA A7) wael wWel AMgeh 2
= Aot} & A EYo|2 AR AL Al Fuo]
QST 7 AHE YHY § LANFES LA
o thAl AEAlsl ke Lol AR B v

A o R
[s]

r.

Azs A urka) B wEshs W) gzely
2o}, weld o)e) gk AR e A MAMHe g I

E ERECIEN-E
2% ok,

Fel2g AE Y FAL 4950 HYRY

o= ofel 7EA7F EA g, o] F P(warpagep
el Ak AlFoNX lEke dlEA] R
slitolct, P& A ’173101]"‘1 g Yol el
o] Fo] g AF UHe] 2ad3 T—J??}?}OIE‘. <l
sl AlE2) Aol NS A FelA) ‘
& 3ol asE= AES 7%l
A zz0) =5t Ak,

2 ApolAl= GAdr171e] shAsAFA)2l 2 g
o] Ao)& F A NS FAsks FAE A
{dccorating paneoll i3] WAdshs L FHAshshs
74732 A)Sl (robust design solution)d AH5-2.2 2445}
71 915 A Wye Al g AR Al
g 5 gli= Al WMol EAlsH gy AA 5
RPOENH {rr’én_'i‘é' o] M xHdeviation)7} A =
Si-'_'"'- 2 H o] ARFEE 2= AL Uit} ue}

AdAE A Al F Fdwsol didsss A
“3 ‘_6"787°l #HAAAE 28l teks] K83 A
o FEG 24 FALAE 28l & dPolM=
Taguchi®'*'92] 4 e (orthogonal arrays)ell 2}g)
21878 (Design Of Experiment; DOEYS FHE §
G AFEAE HAE 228 Moldflowe] 2 Bjo]
A S(simulation tool)s} E38te] AAHAH 3 A3
7 A3 doJHRYH #HE FALeE +4
RS Wissin AEASex] dAs)|e] 374
HEE2] S1a) Ul Zul D (inner aays)oll AABFE
Z|EaL 2)Zd] G outer arrays)el] 43 AR 5
< HlR1E F, olo) uje} ] S E o E o] g5t
2 F(cross-product) A2 '”3"‘] 3]'1' A E
A o)zl § Aoz RE AT o G327 (signal-
to-noise tatio; SN ratio)S -TLBH *é?ﬂ”é 7= AL
gatsdth. SNB)E sl FExAE AR
A FRAUEFo] ERsh FRelA fol tgyos
HAvt s ZANE 78 £ AUYTh

wal o]} FH2A IS

fad

oﬁ]:
Z e 2._

i m|o

rF_
_9. okl

ZCAD,/CAMEHE] =83 Aod A4z 20049 12¢

.1!11_9 Hl—$7;] /I_J7g_|;|_

oy & Ao 2UE g4 el sy
HZdA A ehgAS @lst] g dee d
Atk A@ Az B AAElge] dusel ¥
A% gle] 2707} FAE Xl 1o 7] el
A NojuA) B2 Al A4 21 ANF2] 3ol va]
Mot g Zos RIS & Al 4
2 Ha-slakr] §jsl) A8 AEAATH S § ol
ol L& dej ol A—I-&] 3 Hako. }lAg‘;}a}_{-_- M;;]P_;{]oﬂi
Adadlleks a3 | A dk_g}q} Z=qt 9\11:,].131 o %)

c‘
om AU 4 A RO WA,

2. ZAMA

2.1 Z22AEANS

Taguchizh ZI¢ke AAAAYE AFY 45549
Ajola)7] 1= AR T2 AA(elsl, el dsl &
7t Al ZAE 498 Bl o= ATl
49 AR F4E Guale oM WHE
olt}. Taguchic AF F4.L 2MMNEL AHS3l H
7¥eks WEE AJH) EHLE F2 A AT
S4do] A FEAS FASHA T AEFo e
R EHY o] gt o] A4 B HAAZC] F

BAx70] fr

el 5 F7)E00) B S (loss) E
w3 Z, 2 A (expected loss)E FHE A7} mQl W
25 (nominat-the-best)?) 725 2] (1)} 7ol o

re

ZILp2)

2 2,
L=klo"+{u-m)] n

ANelA ke AeSAdd e 4F, o’ ATEA
F

: 0

=

S

g f() fx

YN
X X
variables

Fig. 1. Robust design concept.



7371733 L9 B AR AlEe) # #Has) 353

2| B4HKvariance), p A5 HFA|ojct 4

(1ellA] 2ol Z|&de 2gaeb] sire

Ak opg} @ X9k SFE A7 HARE FAl
kl-o+°4°k &},

5
=]
i

=

A7 ’S"’%‘ - °‘LI J
slA] A=k sk W« 2,y
AAEkAchd o) AeSdte o 2 :
22y A4 AR Folls o F3AAke] 2@ 1
o & AFEE 7HAA 2 Aol g 7ty o
-7245} o)y ZpA g of] A4‘~'—A-I F= 119} 7L0 Al
5 7A€ Folth. A7A Aol WA xo] |
%—01] d7AEAl 317) S xell g r"l 7]-5717}
Ao g L oz dAstdca 4
g Jloji viIZHAZ w7} I 2
A e Vs e LS A 2
l"%} un 2

cj F J
].o_] 3],],_-1 a]._q.._ A55A ]:.‘y]- Z
2 7 onwa BEEE.
= & 5}04

2 MBS FEH|

1A S 3 t7] 9180 Taguchi™™'*5= 2]
0-J(orlhogonal arrays)2 ©]-&3l4] EI]C']E'|§- =38
17} 7 do|E|2RE A4E A3 g &2, =
= BATe =AM W AARAL A4E 3 7“' Al
}ar olck SNl Aot el et A8k
ouish= Fow S5 ol disl] dakgol
S ojn|gi},

B SNHE Ha-S SEAR 2YS A
o] 7|8 (og SHRR AY MG 21oR M
dlAJdB)olT, A AlE 7t gol AMEE= AF

e an B

)
'Zg.u& k

7371

O

X
3]

u

4

LTS
o{.

o_j_, U]G I'd|0

o
-

1r£'{0

=73 “d(smaller-the-beticr  characteristic),
o) EA(larger-the-better characteristic), '35 543
{nominal-the-best characteristic) 2.2 #5738 + Qo
o, SRl ] ANA S ThE T QT

o$, J]ﬂ‘ r‘,r !

(a) B 54

SN, prger = —IOIog[ 2 ﬂ )
:

o) 4 54

13 2

S/Nsma.‘h'r = _10103|:; Z Y:} (3}

CEEEEE

S/Nnuminal = _1010g|:£ z ( Y‘_m)z] (4)

i=1

9 AMolX) ri= FAWTl g Al 239 Ay
SA3E veldinh, p2 329 o)l me A4
TEA el BAZFER !t

i

XN

&E

[nd

L

.z"*,_'.

n

£

_I..

> -
= ﬂ; a% of

oX

ok

i

ﬁk°ﬂ*1 *%i B#% AR
b 2N He Azt et Eie o) E
A7t Qg drsich g9 Hi
HARAA Al o thea o] Hojdt 4

oAtk
Optimize (fix), o(x: p)),xe Qand pe A (5)

047]"“"‘] f= B4, x= AADAS I, o P

Aope A i, o A 33 AF
5;_}&111 =+ F7rojrk

w ArA HAGAE A A559S MU
AR Qe WAsts PO I7]olnt & AFoliME
el oigk HHAAE P87l $18l Taguchie] é}.u
el 7)2s AAHE st }|2475]|o|]
H7t ALBA] S/NYE AR g} AW £ %01
A QAYTER 34 39 ’f—llt’"’"g —1“333]5_3—
b dFe] A AF e slFEct B Aol
v FHHAAEZ 7] sk ‘—H"P‘H%T(mner arrays)?}
2]EH)] Y (outer arrays)_‘r U= ¥ e S
o] N#& watshs e u}],v.]s]r---- WA A
st o7l Al WEelE-2 Alo]E 4 gle 4l
Al =r(design factors)®) ““‘QQI_V e E & Ao
g 4 g AR (noise factors)e] MBEA]
o] 2§ FA FAL) H3lE ndYE s $1% Zlol
' Table 19 L,9] W& widst Lo 215 v el
A A AR g o F BATH WS a el Y

r

mR#r

AFCAD,/CAMEZ] =83 Aod A 4% 20043 129



354 A8, WFY, U3

Table 1. DOL with cross product orthogonal arrays

Outer amay
# 1 2 3 4
N |1 1 2 2
N1 212
N 2210
Inner array SN
Expd | Xo | Xo | X5 | Xa ratio
l t l t 1
pA i 2 2 2
3 L3133
4 2 I 2 3
5 2203 1
6 213 1 2
7 3 1 312
8 312 1 3
9 332 1
(row)> GAEF MR 2 FE T(level
combinationsy& vhERAGE 915 wiRe] el T
M7} vl 2] %57, D (columny Z-2 0] A2 UHE
T 2E G 2A) f—._%*.—": W& whge] 7t
e el YW AFHL g9k oS wjge) 2}
gol| s Fara zlzsII ("f-tH:T_ HE A 4

A3k 713 Table 1914 9 2e] A chele]
e AAEF X3 XE 3 FFE N2 2 E, X4
£ 1 F2d sgshie Qe YAz deR 3l 3
AR N Ny, NS AADAFe)] FAT M2 L T
= Ny, NyE 2 el dldske Wsg deldl s

¢

u|o o @y do
n|o

ZHoE slo A8 AAFTh e} o7 7}
WA NI AANS Xl FLE AT 2y
AR AANE K0 FELE X9 3 S N,
o | 44 WEE T fho] ek
At AFA e 247 Aibd@el AR A
AAIE 271 98l 2 AALE Taguchizh A4

SINBIE AREelo 7tk A A RtoiR das
2] SNW)iz s 540l R S48 219 37t
3k7] 915t Arolm2 ol dist AL FY3E7)
g8 W7} 71ZoR Afsict £ Bl e 2
Hapdel 3 Axst Hado) Pol A= ool
Laich g e} A9 SNvlE v 4 322 Fe
2+ vl

S’stmaHm- = _IOIog[ﬁ_gl le] {6)

SZCAD,/CAMEE] =

3 A9 A4z 20043 12

7|04 n& W SulBe] 2} P dis] AP S
28 Ao 3 dlojg|9 /‘H—r°|_1_, Yo i-3A g dl
o|Ejo|r}, = Aa-] (] 74 . Mzlol g/NEIZ} Z4E
5473k ﬂé‘a—# ‘MPE Aol Bl o] AL
SINHIZE & AAZE 2 HA4 280 52 5%
o} webr] A (52 "o® HAZGHAS L] fleiM
= el tigt 4 (6)) S/NB|7| E HAE dod
Nil=3

4. &A| =X s}

41 @A 2d

Fig. 2= & 1te] A7) #H Al e .i/s:!f&
A4 BAI717) 2y E) Flo]4e] ARE sjuie] 4
£ #de}, 2ol A-B-C-DE F&H 71 #HJE

27 28 F 2UE Y sk ARl LO%_‘ —”#2
F Ay 201(4DYH 427 mmel . 2ol (48)7} 24.4
mme|ch, RujE] 9] M 8433 o]@S 3] o] Wi
S Yo gl o g #Ake] g7sh o] HH
Zo| F o7t 71 HH A AF2] AL §Hel
uug o) _Q]-z-]sl z.]|013}7|a]- s B4 23 °‘|E:‘J':’r
upehA] A} F9 TN 319 2718 Faslst

Fig. 2. 3-D view of decorating panel model.

Design curve

Deformed curve

Fig. 3. Warpage duc to differential cooling effect.



= Ao} #a49)

220°Ce] £-g4H 4
1 4=

SE/b 32 A AR Slof
FA7E TR FUH A5 F

A& "I—i- 219 WzHE 7] flstd 99
oS0l A de] WZERLS v A}, o3 7]ellA At
%79 ‘t—°l A 339 7HU]El(cuvity)%—3- £
¥ FA7} $£YHAA) AEsls B3, 2B (nozzle) B
2T (screw) FH| A 2-22] 318 (heater)?l]
o)g Bancell st} 245 ZIARA 7] A7 2o
{core)® RTF= HE SC-10°C A% U] £& 285
GRS "ot v AE S8 e A7t U %
o] Wzbsg &8, WA 713 Fig 39 JERE 2t
Zbo| FYuNE] S o] F FY ol Yz LAt
BASA) =)o FHo| BASA At

Hale) G2y 2ol Zol7k 1 mUE 245k

Qo) glef oleis 3R] AMElS) si0) Ho) 25
A9) <1t 8 WA DR DAskel Dol AE
SR BEMER ELNE E LU RS

\.I
o) Aule) Zoz o) A4 AF BL 4 A
stz of Yz FYL Y F Yshn
AT AEA el SHY AEE B8e F oS
of @7hsata, AFS] 4A HAME ZAZ WAL
7% A7) % SR WETE R olskel 0y

e 39 LEAR A8 502 £ 0 \atﬂ

& 4o, & STaNs e AR b

A WAl A WE ol DL Aoloke

e A
712e] 23 vz, Bl ANIEl 23} 310] o)
A S8 Aelsh sk A0 2 He) 1S 3

23}t A gk

°] 5"31011/1 A WUR(A-B-C-D)e He} ans
H3) & njo] 2ALA #HF S(flatmess)= AelF gt
ol mele) 734 FRLe) Fhed) Hele} B A
2] 227F Aol A (deflection)e] =R 2 <
FolAe BuiRel 2440 AN 2P F ke
o AT s Y S A gRizkel 2uer
5w sl el B S45AY L Aol A=
AR B AR o2 Moldflow(verd.0. 1)“"
AR5l SR (mid-plane) A4 WM 0.2 ) F
dals F 1875702 MF (mesh)s AT 24
Ade FRsI

Fig. 4= #4g AR-& 218387] H, § 4 N4
o) FAxA di3 ) sld4das Bl Zleo)cth
Table 2= CAE 3143} vjele| 251 HFe) 713
A veRbE Sk 2 925 ThRkelel S12)9
MY e AP WY - A o2 3

2] Aauld AbEEe] § H49) 355

WH & @ DR AGERSY w1

Fig. 4. Warpagc analysis in the initial design.

Table 2. Warpage CAE data in the initial design

Node # Deflection (mim) Warpage
X Y 4 (mm)
178 0.5815 | —0.4926 0.8473
52 0.0391 02780 | 04108 | 12993
691 —.6332 | —0.5887 0.9297
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Table 3. Design factors and their levels

BEA, A4

Table 4. Noise factors and their levels
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VI2 (%) 4 6 8 PH3 (%) -5 +5

VI3 (%) 50 60 70 CAT (°C) -10 +10

Vid (%) 37 45 53 COT (°C) -10 +10

PHI (%) 40 45 50
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Table 5. Result of DOE experiment

# ! 2 3 4

PH3 1 2 2 1

caT | 1 ! 2 2

coT | 1 2 1 2
Exp# | viz [ viz [ via | pir | pH3 | caT | COT S/N ratio
t L | 1 | 1 1 | 112 1.236 1.322 1.211 —1.745
2 ( 2 2 2 2 2 2 | o792 [ 0917 | 0014 | 1100 0.563
3 1 3 3 3 3 3 3 | 0706 | 0887 [ 1.092 | 0.650 1.399
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8 3 2 3 2 1 3 1 0.862 0.964 1.154 1.337 -0.784
9 3 3 1 3 2 [ 2 0.889 | 0O.808 | 0816 | 0.920 1.315
10 1 1 3 3 2 2 1 1.186 | 1.074 | 1.261 1.120 —1.308
11 | 2 1 1 3 3 2 1.303 | 0948 | 1.228 | 0.866 -0.839
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16 3 1 3 2 3 1 2 1.210 | 1.082 1.300 | 0.816 -0.961
17 3 2 1 3 1 2 3 1.070 | 0.721 | 0.986 | 0927 0.585
18 3 3 2 1 2 3 1 1.162 1.115 1.272 | 0987 -1.127
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Factor Level Response (5/N)
1 -0.26
A% vi 2 -0.83
3 -0.59
1 -1.78
V13 2 -0.45
3 0.56
I -0.23
V14 2 —0.96
3 -0.48
1 -1.24
PHE 2 ~0.24
3 -0.19
| ~0.60
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3 -0.43
I —0.54
CAT 2 —0.22
3 —0.92
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coT 2 ~0.34
3 -0.57
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Table 8. Warpage CAE data in the optimized design

Node # Deflection (mm) Warpage
X Y z (mm})
178 0.5753 | -0.4497 0.5626
52 (.0343 02378 | -0.3090 | 0.9304
091 —0.6256 | -0.5409 0.6801
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Fig. 7. Mcasurcment of warpage.
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