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VAR, HEINS % A et B & mE b O BERITIS 2 D72, IR OB E K
FHESST)OMFNEETHED 5N TV 5. EET 2 FURMHESC, BERE-CHEH
RO EASACIZ - T, WA OB EEREHIZI O TEEEEZ T TiEZe <,
&ﬁi&%ﬁ BESE GO TEEARMRENESR Sh T s D,

Mt &7 & OREBIAEORFHIB T, LFLokkx 2ERE A e T
%7128 Z,%%EE®%MiW%E%&ﬁE@#OT&% AR R B KR

OZEJIPERE EO MG WS S A1 E LC, MRS ASLEICAR 502,
Z OBEETIE, BT EEOIRKNER O ZZ RIS AR RN, — R 7 izE
WHEED NV I IRy 7 AEEZ LD EDRTERY. 2070, A vF
MG I DA EN T EEONT Z JARICIR D (1T 2 iEZ2 726 525720, 2
D& D IeHETIE, FRAZRMEICH G T 2R GeEPLEIZRY, Zo4&
HegEnEkans. LrLl, BIFFEGEEOBE/RICHWTIE, BN
HEIE DIRIE STz A= AT L D/ S WVEREF 22 3 L ORI TIRE IS A fif K5 Bl
FE—RA2 b, AW, RLDE—RA M EOEA 2fEEZBE LRI
T2 b7y, 2O XD RERERIEOMIE L LT, —EDRFHZE/M O TR /e
WED LA T 7 M EERT D AR O—RE L FENES B s o 38 g
2, MENMEESLGEO MR e P —REIIEERAE S —AREE LTEHE
R LRTEIC 72 5

— 05, ZENFFEIC L D RTEICIE, RE SBIOAMBGEICESNSH Y,
FOEEEZBE LR BLETHD. LoL, e R e U—KiEt )
EEHWELND MR e U— L, MEICESN D D5G, £ OISR
WEECH L THELLED, RO THHMEEARH 5. 2ok, Wik
ICFET DEBETEE L r AR N bR e V—HHEbALETHL. £onm
NZA B AR\ V=KL E LT RFEPREEINATND. —EKIZRr/NR
MREA LTI, ER R AR AR L, S E S —ARBEICT 52 &
T, WERMNZRRBBEICEHRT 2098 o2 b AR O—EiEics T
B R — AT R b BEREEHE T 5.
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AEMNC L ARECIETH 5720, ZHAORE(LFEE LTRKE< 2 20
HizHE->., £, 1 — Fﬁ#&@ihé%éﬁl@ﬁi EAEEE S & RO D DNE
DHMTHD. ZTOMICHMREEMO N L— N4 7BHROHE T A—Z D
BEREHS ST 2O0REE 2 DENTH M. TR RBAND, S50 L
— MEN D — OO R A RRGTE PBIR LR TUI RO R20. 207, 23
DR — MEFED G Y RRFTREZRET D720I1E, Fx DO L— Mix K
KHET 2 Z EIIMEARAIKRARZETHD. Thbh, BFHIERERZA
EL, TOHGRERE NV — MRES EIRICRFFICRET I ZEREE L
V. L LR s, RO v R kR e U— b TFETE, HIZ—o 0k
HiEZRDD LI E->TWAH D, NL— MEFOEHIZR+5THY,
IR CﬁLT+J%N$$%ﬁEﬁ%%EMﬁb$%EEﬂ%é

ZDX DR TR AR O RSS2 ORI 7RG E21T 5 72
%,@ﬁﬁ$#~X%é%%E%ka%ﬁ&LT77D~%#5%%ﬁ%5
Z TR TCIE, EERE S — AREICK U CRREHCA R R IER 1 EF D
IRBIIR FEEARE LT, 72, BEFESZMELEECTCER L2 X R
Ao Y—kEbE CEHAT S LT, ERNRa IR N MR e Uit TiE
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12 BEEREHOERGEEE

A XY RET T ANLRBZE Lz a2 =L RS R 0O b5 E 5T
M 2003 FFIZHE T Lz, Y = 7 7 — A7 EOREEE AR L OREED
RREDIRK TH -7, 2Dk, BEEORBMEHEIIRIZICE DL TV,
Loy L7223 BITHE, BRI o> SST & %5 & - D WFEBAR O G 3 RCKIZ 3
WTHBA SN TWD, AAROFHMZEMIEHIEHEME (JAXA) IZBWTH, [F
AR EAR AN ORFIEBR%E ) =7 M XV, SST OBIREMNED LT
%)(1'15).

ar )b ROKENE LoD L9518, RIMROBEEREE T, @k
P TIEAe <, RRETER L OBREIE AT Bk & 5 (H1A00) i A Ao
EDOFEERMAOKFICIBNT, Eiokkx 2MEiEARE T 57201, HIAE
HEOBBIIR bEERBEO—DTHH.

BRI B B DS &L OVZE S RE IR oW 2 WiNr ¥ 5 720, HMEER Tk
RN/, — oREETIE, EROBE(I X OB EEE O IREN
HOZEMIZRBDR RN 2D, —RAVRHZEREE D MV 7 Ry 7 AfEER L D
ZEMTERY. 2D, Yo FA v FHEGEITHOIA - EHEOHT Z IR
IZID AHT 2 HEZ 72 b X5 21520,

ZOE D REETIE, ERAFEICHST 2RI GEE (K11 238) 2R

RAFEEEE

Fig. 1.1 The lug structure between main wing and body of airplane
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1.3.1 kRO —HREIE

MR v U —Ell & X, L T EO R Thieb B HIE O m O S R b
HETHY, —EORFZEMOF TH 2 b MEICx L T iEo LA
TN ERZRFETHD (KM 1238) G180,

AR T =R ORFER R TFELE LT, WERESS, SIMP 1 (b5 Wi
FREERE) 9 Lty MECTPIRG 5. 2 b O EIRIRER I e Fodl
BEThY, BNBEEOAR (&5 WITERE) #HWD. 207D, FHERZEN
X<, AT O EFEIZKREDREDFIENH S, LiL, AEEIZEKDS
< hARmY—FK#ELTIE, BEFFTD/XT A —& B L ORELMEICI T 5 H1E
AR EOREIZ LY R RERICE D HEN DY, —RAREDG O
WRSRE S 3 5 19,

Z T, BRSO a— VR RS A REIR B AR T L T Y AL & AT
7= h AR a D — ol b R R STV AW SR T L 3 X AT LR A
BLEAHETETDHY, RN ARELTETH LT, HEEM SR 5%
% BABIMUCIE U lnE 2 5 2, BISHRSES LOERER L, &
WA THRERFRTHDTFETH D, BT LY X A3 BB ORE 2
mnNTed, BEYBERED M AN AR e s LRTEIC b E H FIRE CTH DR R B 5 .

Optimized layout

Fig. 1.2 Example of topology optimization
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B E O BRFRE A B OB EEREFHIB W T, @EROKEREED L
ATT NERDDHIZDIT, MR Y—HKECITAENRFIETHDL. L LK
7RSI BN T — 2D B T < EHOMENANSIND L O, H
fAfsE G RIZBNTYH, —DOMET TIE2 < EEROMENEHIC AN S
5. D, bR YU—REICISWTEEMELY ZET DR E — A
FEIXEETHD.

AIE T2 L 91, BIAFGERICAR SN AMEICIE, WMEORKE I
L OBEMHFAICBWCTEBNFET S, BEO MR U—Rk#Ekics\T, %
DWW EEENEZZE L 720G, K13 IRT X ) ICZFOMELENCK L Tk

BEMNE L D D ROlMF SN 5 ATREEN W ER0 Zpi-w, hRr v—
REGIZBWT, SMEICFETOIEHETER L2 AN N MR R Y — i
fEFERRD NS,

WELEZEZET D52 b bR e U—FEbicks\ 0 CiE, SRR — A
IREITEZC 2 5. e A 727 BN B 2 (B4 © DITEE LT, dife i 7 fif
EEBMER AL T 2 FIENES VBN 20 TH 0, k5,
BRI R EEE A 7Y TR TREIC R Y, B E S — AR
W5 &, RE(CREIZ R OFENMEHTE 2. Ik 2 K K
e Y — i b IR DWW CREMINC T 5.

l Q..A “‘

A falling-offin performance

Fig. 1.3 Example of topology that has a falling off in performance in case of loading

uncertainty
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PERD BN N hR B U—FE
MELHZBE LIERO IR N hARr U—fib e LT, xR EN
REINTVD. ZOLTEBWE —AMBEICEHR L T, FMHEIS— I
KT HarTITAT o A /MET D FIEICESN TS, REMRFIEL L
T, Minimax FIEC e 5. BB — ARGHRIE LTINS Z ORI, B
W E 2 — A2k LT Minimax FiEE A WRKRO 2>y 774 7 v A& FFOfiE 7
—AEEMET S, bbb, B AR MEEL L UREREF—2ADar 77
AT U AREREL L, RER7F—AZBVTHLERICRHTEIZLETHD. L
L ZOHETIE, mEfg s U RIS IRTRI 2 RE R 15 b 2 aTRettE 2 A
LTzt

BES—AFENG T HRESOMEL LT, MEEAESCHTL a7 T A
7 ADHIFHEZ B IR L T 5 Average FIENRE SN TV 5. kR — X
EHOWDGEICRSTFORBN GO Z EEYIET 57201, By 5
B 7o REIETERRDIEIE L T2 2L ThDH. 2072, ZHOMET —AIZLY
AT TAT U ADOYRHE AT 2 FIECH BELEB A EHS A EREL 2
TIAT v AOWRHE R AT 5 SRS 2D R, ar T T4 T VA
D43 E CHMBI% & 9% minimum variance-expected compliance &7 /LN i <
);H VY % h«( VY %) (1.9~10,11,13).

ZOXIZ, RO AR MR U—gmEklE, ERL7EERENOFE
Ik 0T E Y — AREOMRZEBNO v N A MREEERT D Z St b
V. ZOZ B, vaNR R e U3 E S — A REICB T 5 S5O fiE
WCHEETHZEEENRT S, o Licky, MELESEZEETDH My
— (LRI TEEW R 7 — A MBI EE &R 23 5.
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AIECR L2k 912, BIRFEASBEORFITBWTHERKOMER L OE D%
Bia B Lo RkE(L 2T O DI BB E S — AMENEETH D Z & Zif
2. O E S — AR S50 B E Fio7- 0, REMICE B
HLME TH 5. £ 2 CTAREITIE, £ HMRELHEO B oW TR 5.

—MRAVIZ 2 B BB LRI T, B8O B Z FRICH R TRETH L H
—DREREPFONDIHE LY, BROKERZAT L2581/ Z . bRy
—IEGICBNT S, 2 DL EOMN 2 mEAEIEICAR SN D556, HEE
r—AREIZR Y, Z2O%E, Nb— MREW D ZEORERPFET D, X
L— MiEEE, HDEMBEEEN ESED0IE3bR Y 1 oo B
ﬁ%&%ﬁéé%%&wM%%%faﬂl.4§%)::f BACH TR ERFT D
BB 2 30 TR I RE 7 B B DA 282 < 72 D L ERET O B KV & <
572, £ HBRECFEICB WO THRERRY 25D L — MEREZ RO D
ZEEFEE LY. 20, ZENREFEICEO T/ N — MEFEOETIX
RLEERANTH DY,

2 AR ECRIBEIC BN TS B O L — MR AR T 2 L b EER A
THDHN, TR TELNT- S — MEREND BRI O s L— R+~

f2A

Objective space ® Pareto solutions

= Pareto frontier

>
f1

Fig. 1.4 lllustration of Pareto solutions in the objective function space

—10 -
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BIfRF L ORREHE S & OFHBARIMR 72 EORRGHIEEREHREZ S S T T —& ~
A = T HBEERLANRELMETORNTHIM, S~ =07 L1
T —H DIFEFRIREITHIG L TE YR ADOBG TENLTE o7 — X LBk
DRI TH Y, REOEHFROILNHERDH HfERZ KD 5 —HOIEHEL E K
T5. L= FA7EREB X ORRGIE L OFHBBIMR 2 IEfEIC AT 5 2 &1
ZHEO/N L — MEFED O — OO 2R RARET DR, &b EERER
2725, IHIZ, IO OERITSE DN REFIZONT LY MR RT 2w

27 %.

RIEUZTEUROZ AR (EEATE) MR a Uo—REfEICB T 55— b
fREEDBH FIE L T — 2~ A = T BN TR S,

—-11 -
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141 /NL— FEBOEHFE

ZHM PR P — GBI DRREIZ A D T — LTIk & % BRI T L
Y RLFIEICKRHITE . AfIEICE S bR e P —RiEbiE A 7 7 —{bF
HEEAA BRI T LT ) XWTHESL MR e Vi3 % B AEEN T L
JXLERHNSNG. UFICENENROFECOWTHAT .

& AH5—{btFi&

ZHM MR e U—EECREBEICBS O TR b A AV b b REMN LI,
AA Tt FEO—FETh D BEAT SHEAETH D, \EAA S BIEFIEL,
Fx ABEEICENENESL 20T, BEMT 22 212k, BE—HRREEIC
BT HHETHD. ZOFIEITL BB REAGHEE I — B BRI &
Bsnbio, EITBRHECTHHLIFREZRD. ZO7, EICAREICHESL
AR e Y — A L TFEN B EBIEFE L —RICHVW LS.

L L, BN EEERMEZO L SORMBEAZF-S0RY 0 ¥ 15 1R+ 89
2, BT ENT-E—HEERIT L — MED 1 SIZeLTEY, 20
EXOBEAMFIFITEMIEED FL— RATERFRIZXIC L TWD7eH, FL—R
I 7 BMRIZHE, H O CDHEURELZMTLHULERHDH. Lrnl, o
CHHBBEEMD L — FAT7IFRD3 620D, EYIRESOREILIN

Pareto solution

f2 A

Weights 4% w2

W F=wifi+Wof>

Fig. 1.5 Hlustration of the weighted sum approach on a convex Pareto-optimal front
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HThHbH, £, Z2HONL— MRERDDI-OITIE, EAFITEEZ NS
BANERR D — BB A E A R C, — DO — DHEIZRD TIT< L
MR pds, WERESE VTS B RRESZER T EIC M LT L —
NMEDRF DR, S 5IC, BB OZERA N Tk WIR & Fio%46 T,
ETONRL— MEEBD 2 LT RO RES S R4,

o ZAMEBEMNTZILTY XL (Multi-Objective Genetic Algorithm)
EIGH) 7 L2 ) X I (Genetic Algorithm : GA) I, AEHIC L5 DO EIE % [FIFEEC
ELSERD O REREE RO DREIFETHDS. ZRERRICERET L L
MARETH 57200, 202 L) 6% A iEGE LIS N TS D L — b
FREEN — Rl OFRHT TR LN D RR 2RO, £, BICEOELBERIZL LV
— MIE>(Pareto order)(ZfEVY, AL D EIRIZIZm VIS E 2T 53 5720, BRY
BB T AR WRICEB W TG, B B2 To L — MEREAR® 51509,
ZD7, BEAFEBIERGEO L HIZ, B EZENNIHET DL

A%

—RIZEEOT VT X LEHND & BB ORBEIEN < 725720,
H— B # GA 1Tl 5 O AREICIES < Tk & RS 5089 Lo,
O/ — MRERIFFZRD 5 LERH 5% B LREIC e 5 &, R
IR MBBEELT L0 — MEOEIIIG U THRIEHICEE 2 5 A0 7 —(LFIE X
DI L 1T F 27\, Fiz, ZRIAIRERZ1T 5 728, WHIFHHE 2 6
boT, WHFHEFIECLY ZAMBIRNT VT Y XLDORREZH LIS D
ZLIFFRETH D, Ll D, TOREZELTHEFOARELY BXY
BRI D FAM IR BN SN =0, BARHI T L 2 Y X AICEBT HEHE 3 X h O
ZoREhb., Lo T, E% BT LT R ADHER D R LI T EE R
LD,

PLEDZ ENB ARG TIE, EEmEy — AMEICEB W T Rz
— NMEREDEH ARE/ R FIEIZOWTRET 21T 9 .
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142 BEEEST—ABRBIZHITH/N\L— FMEERD AR
=

% H R bIZ BV THEEO BB THEET S5 b L— M4 7 Bk % Bk
IZT D70, T4~ A = ZIFEETHL. R b L— R4
BfRZHAT 57201, BRERZEMEZZOEERRT D HIEPHWONLS.
1.6 (R & O ITHER DO B 72 H BB DO XI7RIETIX, 2 IRotE TIXHICK
RTELN, 3T BT EIWNEEIC2 . S 612, HIBREEZZT Tlda <&
HEBLRRITTOT —Z ThHGE, TOT —% % NN RRFCHEET 5 2 &
TREECTHD. LN -T, BMRTET — XD BENDG T —F~A =7
FIEDRDOND.

MHETIE, 74~ A=V 7 FEO—FEThHLECHMIL~ Y T
(Self-Organizing Map : SOM) % W /= B EFIENRE Sh TV 539, soM
THET e L (TR L) FEOT AT RAEHAWS =2 —F LRy hE
TNTHD. SOM TIE, ANT =257 —ZMITHFET HHEE L RFF L
BB 2 Wot RITHET 5. ARIDNEAE LS WMER T TRIRITTD AT — 4 %
L7280, @mRICT —F OHITAFET 280 B BEAR D36 A3l LS T
& LR R AR,
R Y — i I T D BT S — AREIC W T B RBIE I L UG

2 objectives 3 objectives 4 objectives

Minimization problems -

2

Fig. 1.6 Visualization of Pareto front™*"
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BH L OBRAEFET H27-01201%, LHM MR O—Ki#ElicB T 5250
L— MEREZ R T2 0ERH Y, o0 — MEREZEM A2 WS 50
ERD L. —ANCEE AT R — AMEICB T 5 HRBEUE 3 Ll Eickr 5.
Flz, vARRX b hARr U—EELIZEBWNTIE, BN R MEBEETEE LR TN
X722 B0, HEROMHRKRETIIR T+ THD. FRZ MR ¥ —fi
bTIE, wEfEE LT IThARrY—] L) AMPEHA LEEWSRTT — 4 %
WH. EOED, RETHOERILT —F &R AT —F~ A =
VT RENREREND. I TCAMETIE, R uY—FEbicsi 52580
S b— MEZEF ORI B St~ v 72O D FiEZ BT 5.
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AW T HRE ORI SeB xR s L, EEOmER LUZ
ﬁﬁ%%ﬁbt UAFEABED bR v U — R FIEEARET 5. EHON
BEBIRZOE#BHEZZE L bR U—kiElb FEICBWT, EEmEs — X
TR b BEELER LT 5. ZOEBWES — ARBEITAERIZZ B ik
KB THAHZ LICEB L, ¥ L — MEBEEOEHB IO TF—F~v A =

(BN D FIEOREL LOREFEOERIICEREEDET.

AREMICH BMEELLTH D MR o P — Rk 5 E Ry — 23
T, /SU— MEREB KON R T — 2~ A =2 7 RIENERN 2535 Tk
EVIBLENSEREND. THETOMEICE O CTEEMEYY — A EICE
F B — MEREOEH IR+ ThHD. £im, T—H~A =T ETIIEE
INTELT, PR Y—RKE(ENOEON PR U—F I lmit s T
AV 4N

VL EORIE S SRR T, FEAEB X OEROBNEEMEr — 225
B L7z bAr Y —fb FEERE L, BIAHAGSRLICEAT 572D o
JRIZDWTRFTELT .

(1) BKTT — X Thd hERY— L — MREECKT A2 EN T — 2~ A =
v T FEORRE E1T O .

(2) TR b AR Y —EELICBWTa RN MRSERTE 7 — 2 OfEZE
NTHDAREMENEWZ SIZEH L, ZEMRELMEICET 22 HER
K72 LA NTEANR N MR a V=X — M@z iRR T 5T
EORERT 21T 9.

(3) B /NA R bARBE Y=L Nl ZER O LA 5 2 LT, HRIBES
LU AR e =M oOBRIZ OV CREIC R 21T 5 .

(4) BERTLITY XL ERWEEEGE S — AMBEIZB W T, FFE 2 A Fo
KIEQBRETH L. £D72), HEWE —AMEB T 2807 VT Y X
La Ve bR e U —EE b O ERz F] LS D FIEORE AT O .
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FH1E TS

AWFFEDE 5, WERMITEOMEZ DT, AWFFED BN OV TEEL <7z,
TP, BEEBORIES S BN R e U—RiE LRI OV Tk 7.
ZORFEASBEIIRT S A e U— bW Tl b EE BB E s —
A MBIIAENC L BRE{EE T 5 Z L& Lz, 2 LT, ZHNKE
b E L CoREMEESBICHT 2 AR n O —FEb FIEORE 2 ik~ 7z 0
L, RFEOBETL L.

H2%E [SOM Z AW hARa P — ORIz L 5008 & il
R — ARJBEIZB T AN — MEREO AL ik E LT, SOM AW
HFREERRRL, FOHINEELKEE LT,

H3E AR bRe P—DRERTE
BHOMERNZOEHZEE L bR e U—EbFiECx LT, rRx
b hAR R P —REAGIIAEICE ARERETH S Z EIZER L, BEET
E— AREICK LT AREEHT LT Y X AZ2HWEE D/ — NMERED
BT 2 FELZRE L. o, § 2 E8CRELLACHEME~ Y 72X b
Ao P— L — MEREZER 2 b+ 5 2 L TTF—Z~ A = ZICEND o
Z b hARw b FERRE L.

HaAE (=) — MNMIMEMN GA W5 Mo U—ii{b o Ezh®(b )
2 BRERT LY X LE W Ao O—xiEbk O @RI D= DIz,
TV — MHAEM 2 WD FEEZIRE L, TOAIMEERGEL-.
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Fig. 2.1 The generalized design problem of finding the optimal material distribution in a

2-dimensional domain
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(a) Rectangular grid (b) Hexagonal grid
Fig 2.2 Discrete neighborhoods (size 0, 1 and 2) of the centermost unit: (a) hexagonal
grid, (b) rectangular grid. The innermost polygon corresponds to 0-neighborhood, the

second to the 1-neighborhood and the biggest to the 2-neighborhood.
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Fig. 2.3 Updating the best matching unit(BMU) and its neighbors towards the input
sample vector marked with x. The solid and dashed lines correspond to situation before

and after updating, respectively. ¢
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Fig. 2.4 An illustration of the training of a self-organizing map.
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Fig. 2.5 Example of a topology and its density matrix of FEA
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Fig. 2.6 Illustration of density matrix coordinate
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Fig. 2.7 First abstraction level is obtained by creating a set of prototype vectors using

the SOM. Clustering of the SOM creates the second abstraction level 9
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Design domain

Pins (fixed)

Rigid element

Body side

Non-design domain

Fig. 2.8 Overview of the lug structure of a SST
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Fig. 2.9 Thin wing structure model
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Table. 2.1 Result of FEA of thin wing structure

Reaction force [kN]

Mach 15 1.6

No.lug Fx Fy Fz Fx Fy Fz
1T 335 -0.4 5.2 38.6 -0.4 6
1B -35.8 -0.9 -6.4 -40.8 -1.1 -1.2
2T 61.0 -1.7 5.3 69.4 -8.8 6
2B -61.4 -7.8 -7.3 -69.9 -8.9 -8.3
3T 113.8 -14 -2.3 129.4 -16 -2.7
3B -1141 -14 -0.17 -129.8 -16 0.19
4T 99.4 -8.6 2.1 1131 -9.8 -2.4
4B -99.3 -8.6 0.6 -113.0 -9.8 0.7
oT 91 -6.9 -1.9 104.0 -7.8 2.1
5B -90.8 -6.8 0.6 -103.3 -1.7 0.7
6T 85 -3.8 -1.1 96.6 -4.3 -1.3
6B -82.5 -3.2 0.2 -93.8 -3.6 0.3
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BERFHES—X FAROS—RBELMEDORE
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AN, RCVE—A N, TAMNIZED MR T O —RERE~D R % [ 5%
T 572D TH5D.

Table. 2.2 Direction and Magnitude of each loadcase

Direction/ Direction/
No. Loadcase
Magnitude Magnitude
Loadcasel Fy1 Fy,
Shear Force 120kN 120kN
Loadcase2 Fz; Fz,
Twist Moment -120kN 120kN
Loadcase3 Fx1 Fxz
Bending Moment 120kN -120kN

AT, "ARr Y=L — MEREZART 2720, B—-HNEKE £ H
FIREE D bR U — i kA vz, B BB Cld &« OfFE % BicE
JE LB —ffEH— R, 2 DL EOFTENFERICAR SN HA B8 LICHE
BHES—AZ AV, ZEMNEK MR e O — b TlE, WES—ADFE
LD hAReU—%4mT 5720, BRI E 20 BOEATREE%E L, k
R u Y — R A AR LTz

MR v Y — g b RE O B RIS, £ 2.2 12K T 3 DORESFMFICKT DO
THTRILXDORIMEE Uiz, O {bIEIZLL PR
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st K(x)uy, = f forallk=1,2,3
N

erSXV, 0<xpin<x.=<1

e=1

Z T, NIEREHEIR AR T 2 ER O, x 3 FE e DBEETHDH. (REHIK
el LCiE, RHERE (ENx,)/NX100) (%40% & L7= (Appendix ).
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FETRTHD., 22 Ta— TR, o BREELZZEETICE~DH
IR T BE LIZGAICELNGRTHY, ZHEMBEKOMBEIZIS T HE
RELTHWS.

2 AW M AR w Y — ARy (EERTE S — AME) TIE(2.26) D EAR A
Latin Hypercube sampling®'?% FI\C 20 B H L7-. £7-, HEMEOHREE LI-
r—A 3, 2ODMBELZEIEICEE LI —A 3D, & COMERFEICEE
L7z —A1o%BM L. 20D, BB —AOIL 2T #IZ/2 5. £D
BAMEEER 2317 T. 22T, Wz, Wey, Wux, X, T2y €—
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fift 2 X 2.10 (27~ 9.

— 44 —



% 2E SOM ZAW:-MROD—FEO N EEREL

Table. 2.3 Weights by Latin Hypercube Sampling

Weight for each loadcase

No.model Wz Wey Whix
1 0.24 0.59 0.18
2 0.35 0.24 0.4
3 041 0.26 0.33
4 0.16 0.43 041
5 041 0.19 0.4
6 0.48 0.13 0.39
7 0.12 0.38 0.5
8 0.59 0.3 0.11
9 0.26 0.4 0.34
10 0.27 0.49 0.24
11 0.01 0.59 041
12 0.35 0.2 0.45
13 0.5 0.38 0.12
14 0.36 0.18 0.46
15 0.21 0.39 0.4
16 0.31 0.42 0.26
17 0.16 0.79 0.04
18 0.68 0.03 0.28
19 0.17 0.32 0.51
20 0.5 0.22 0.28
21 0 1 0
22 0 0 1
23 1 0 0
24 0 0.5 0.5
25 05 05 0
26 05 0 0.5
27 0.33 0.33 0.33

— 45—



% 2E SOM ZRALV RO —HE O EERxEIE

Modell Model6 | Modelll | Modell6 | Model21 | Model26

Model2 Model7 | Modell2 | Modell7 | Model22 | Model27

Model3 Model8 Modell3 | Modell8 | Model23

Model4 Model9 Modell4 | Modell9 | Model24

Model5 Modell0 | Modell5 | Model20 | Model25

o
g

Fig. 2.10 Pareto-optimum solutions with weights of LHS
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%

(a) Model divided into 8 cell (b) Model divided into 2400 cell
Fig. 2.11 Hllustraion of Models divided into 8 and 2400 cell respectively
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model 18 model 23

(b) Topology comparison between two
(a) Result of classification using SOM topologies on the same unit of the SOM
Fig. 2.12 Result of classification of the model divide into 2400 cells (M1~M27 means

topology optimized solutionl to 27 as shown Figure.2.10)
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(a) Result of classification using SOM (b) Neighborhoods of model 2 and 19

Fig. 2.13 Result of classification of the model divide into 8 cells
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Cell A

8 m— pind,
D s M—

Fig. 2.14 Position of the cell A

Table 2.4 Density of each model at cell A

Model 2 Model 15 Model 19

Density at cell A
4280 4421 4476

[elements/cell]
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fERDFONI. 22T, 2400 i L0 ZWaEIEIC LTE, AT —Z 0O
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(a) Davies-Bouldin index

(c) Representative topology of each cluster

Fig. 2.15 Results of clustering

— B3 -



% 2E SOM ZRALV RO —HE O EERxEIE

AATEICH L CEAMEZ RS PR e U— 2R 572012, X 2.16(d)D 7 7
AR TRER L BMEICKT DT T4 T AR L. K 2.16(a)~(C)
W27 T2 U IRER T D70, HMBES—AIKTHa T ITA4 T
ARt FRE— DT V=R — )V Ta L TFIAT U ATHY, FOHA
IE[KI]Th 5.

X 2.16@Q)DEAMT N T H AL T TAT U ANRE =D, 7 T7AKX1L, 2

SE LMX
251000 15000
ﬂ" M ‘MDDD
101000 181000

d d

SELFY

a

(d)
Fig. 2.16 SOM pattern colored by compliance : (a) Shear force SOM pattern, (b)Twist

moment SOM pattern, (c)Bending moment SOM pattern, (d)Clusters and representative

topologies.
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. g \ Loading region

Support region 2

Fig. 3.4 Illustration of bar-system

(i, vi)

ti
bars
1 1 | o
: 0o | o 1
i 1| o
Topology Density matrix of FEA

Fig. 3.5 Hllustration of bar-system parameters and mapping on mesh for FEA
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3.3.2 Bar-system RILEIZE H5ZHBMGA RO D—&i#E1E

N—RBIE T HEHER L EHE
—MZIIZ, GA TixfE#H%Z 0, 1 7 —Z THRAIFL, BEA_TSIZ/ERRT 5.
ZOHNE AR E N D GA Z WKL TIE, ZORGERORBN &K EE
Thob. @, BT LT XATHE, 0L 1 EZHWTHILERE T E2RBT 5
NAFV—a—F 4 RIS HWGNDD, REENELS RD5GE, GA O
RNELLMERN DD, D12, GA ZHWN—RIDO FAR v ¥ —fiEk
TIX, FEEMEAE AW TR A2 ERCT 5 FHER e k2 Vv 5.
AW THWZNN— 27 AORBTIL, XEBLHD XK D ITEHIEE 1 RO
FNZANENENDOEKRZVERT 5.
¢G=[rr, - 1yl (3.1)
ZITC, glEiFEAEKRDOT —F & —RITOBRSN AT G B lR, N IXERFHE
AWM SNAMEOHTHSH. §(=12,... . NIIME | &b D3RR & HRE ST
BETONRN—HETHY, UTHB22ADLITHD.
=[x} y) P, P, - Pyl (3.2)
2T, x) &y A E A O, MBS ORI H 5 AN~ DR O TH 5.
T, Pk=1.2,.. MIILL DO LD IZEFKT H.
P = [t§ xf yf t5 xF vy -t x yrl (3.3)
ZIT, LIFERE SN oD REICBIT 2 N—0ETH D K, «f, vy
ZNENA—i O & FEFE % KT

Archiving Elitist non-dominated sorting GA (NSGA-I1a)

AT TIE, 2 HRGELICENT, S — MalfRORESR T 572912, MOEAS
(Multi-Objective Evolutionary algorithms) @ 1 > & L CTIAL b TV 5

NSGA-II (Elitist non-dominated sorting GA) ®#? % 7=, EDT LT Y LD

FAIEX 3.6 (R T L D1, WH O GA LRMkH H. L L NSGA-II T, mw

SRR LOWORMED S 5 N — MREZRZ T H720, T 227 B LT Crowding

PREEIZEED Uz Crowded Tournament 38R 247 5 (X 3.7 Z2/). K 3.7 T, P
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[ Initialize Population (gen=0) ]

\ 4

s

> Evaluation

v

[ Assign Fitness ]

gen=gen+l1 w
. A No

[ Reproduction ]
v

[ Crossover ]
v

[ Mutation ]
| GAcycle

Fig. 3.6 Flowchart of NSGA-I11

Non-dominated Crowding
sorting distance sorting
Pt+1
F1 Rank1 Rank1 Rank1
Pt F2 Rank2 Rank2 Rank2

| Rank3 Rank3 Rank3

Qt f
Rejected

Rt

Fig. 3.7 Schematic of the NSGA-I1I procedure

A IS D BUEM, QuEAL t ITB T BFHIR, RIS tIZIB 1T 224
KTH 5.

X 3.7 1278 T & 912 NSGA-Il Tix, £9 772X DIHEH Y — ME,
Crowding FERffZHEL 325V — 2175, 22T, V700 (FoF27)
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FROFIETITONS. £, 2CORLV— | MEEZT 7 1 95, ZZT,
ETOFEBEGICE TR S BIFRREIELE (T2 0 1 ZFOfE) L IFEOY,
FOREV NSV — MEFETHD. 2D, 707 1 &5 LIcaRICHIBRL,
FORRF L BIND L — NMEET V7 2 L35 (EBRIQIZESHETIL
V). FOBREEBRYIEL, 2TOMIILTT 7 2595,

Crowding BB D SN Z R T A - DICHIIERZEM ECRILZ v 7 %
FEOMEEDH NG, s & O ERREDS BEL TV D HE R SRS, KD KR
TVHEISEEZ MG T 57 OICHET A HEHCH Y, BBz E TRk 2
(BRI O TR SN 5. K38 ICTOM&ENEZ RT. K38I1TRT &)
[ BROBEEAS 2 oH DA, 8K 1 @ Crowding Hifid; 13 LA F O (3.4) 12w

f11+1 _ f1—1 f21+1 _ f1—1

d, = L _ 2 (3.4)

1 ™ cmax min max min

J7ebh, Crowding R 1XX 3.8 (2RI | 2 BT KIEO MMM (Cuboid)
DIEFL ST Y £ S OF3172 5.

Crowded Tournament JERIE, 2 DOfEAKICK L TZ 7 & Crowding FEEfE 4t
WL, 727 BNSVER (BF BRI NS WS 7 2 Fo), £z,
[l U7 v 7 OFO%54 1 Crowding BERED R & WMER 2 B IR 5B IRGIETH D
(X13.7 ).

ABFZETIE, 22X & LT, PCX (Parent centric crossover) G2 %S 51

/2
A
0
® O
° o
i-1 cuboid
i
o
................ ® l
i+1 @

Fig. 3.8 The crowding distance claculation®¥
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RXD—FE T 5 2 M52 X (2-point crossover) 2% [FHFIZ AV =, PCX I3 H
OFER D E LN FEIAR & A3 % 28 XL (Mean centric crossover) & [ X272
D, BUEROEIDIC R LR T 2 FIETHD. £, BREROTIELL
T Polynomial Mutation®29% v 7=, (Appendix Z: )
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3.3.3 7H—T %R = NSGA-II

NSGA-Il 7Y AT — hERICESSFETHD. TD2D, ik
WROBPICEICKIT LY — MIMFTE L. L, Nb— MEDOR (T
V71 BREOMER) BNEefEEEEBZD L, oL — MEPERINS LD
BN H S, ZOBSE/SL—F FY 7 (Pareto drift) &9 6®) —xizX
39T LI, T2 10%EH (F) OEPBEKROBEZEAL L, FioH
T crowding BN K Z WIIE TR HAROBEL LIRS, #%0 OEKRIZT > 7
1oz — MEAKTH>THIRIASLD.

ZORMEOEESE LT, Nb— MEFELZINBIRAET 27 04 7 2 iz,
ZIT, THATIEIANBRAEG T A BERT D, ZOX O RT I A 7 IE% HiE
b7 7 V=3 X 5D—>Th % Pareto Archived Evolution Strategy (PAES) €2
WZBWTHHWoND., MRIEIZT A TREHFINDG T, 2TO/NRL—
NEBEDNREZE CHEFIBIOHRTED. T4 TOEHIFKRO X 5 2FIET
179.

1) 2 TOMEER R &7 HA TIRETFEN TV DHEER LI, 7271
X % IR Y — B X O Crowding BB 2 BEHEL 5 Y — 21T 9.

Non-dominated Crowding
sorting distance sorting
Pt+1
Pt
F1 Rank1
Rank1 Rank1

Qt f
Rejected

Rt

Fig. 3.9 Schematic of the Pareto drift in the NSGA-11 procedure
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2) T AT HEETORKENIRTS.

3) BEOHRIZBITZ2E2TOT 7 LEKE T A TITRFT 5.
FEOBWRBICEY, ThA T OEENREIICSL— MERE (227 1) 1272
%.
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3.3.4 Cantilever beam i/l fEE

AIETIE, ZHOEERT LT Y X0 NSGA-la % FiV /- bar-system FELE
O bR v PD—EEb A RBREET 572912, [K3.10 (2577 Cantilever beam &5 /L %
HWwie, 22T, 730 ZAOFNMECO W TIHRGEET 2720, ZHBY MR
rY—giE e L TCR DT D B EBIEFMEZ A2 SIMP (£ &
Wi 5.

EBT VT 310 1T T K 51T, BREMEIE 4HX3H, A0 ETRIZH D TE A
[EE, Ao REICA R E OMEFL A FOESIC R BMEHL WD, N—
DY AT LELTIE, 7TO0HIEZRD6 20D/ N—(TV6E) THERL L 7-.

RANZBIT DT A= & LT, HERE=10, 77 YV Hv=03, B p=1.0,
JESt=1.0,fEFL & F21X1 & L. £/, FEAIZEIT D HIRERET /LT 30x24
DA ¥ 2 \CREHEZ 58 L. FEM OFHICIZICHR[3.26]> MATLAB =2 —
R % .

BT LTY XLAORT A—42 L LTI, [EA%k 100, IRET 0.9, 254
RFIT 02 2@ AL, FHEITIAE600 £ TE Lz, KiE{boORMEREL LT
X, AHE 30%LL FTary 7oA T v AR/MbE Lz, E72, &2 OFRGFEK
O HHIFISGMEE LTEE L.

| 4H
K\ Design domain
Pathl
1.5H
> |3H
pe le

Fig. 3.10 Design domain and bar system for the clamped deep beam

—79_



% 3E ONRMNRAD—FERFE

NSGA-lla % H\ 7= bar-system FHL O bR v 2 —F# b O F M SV THREE
T 5729012, SIMP 35 & BRBIE A e U=, B4 EIEREZ H 72 SIMP
BT, FLICXHT 2 BB O EAZ wy, F2 1233 2 BB OEAE w, &
L, £31IWCFRTEICEAEZIF—RAIRELCEHEA L., £/, o3
r— AZHRIET B8 — MEZ I LTk Lz, 2 ORRAEFR 3.1LITRT.

r—2A 1, 30%E, BELEFEICLY AT T4 T LV ABRENEIVE 5%,
5%, 77— A 2 1TZFNZEK 10%, 3% E LR ELNT. £O RARr Y —0
A K 3.1 12”3, K311 C, ENBIERIZZ—A 10530 hAro—
FRTHD. @QDEALEHIEMEEZ AV SIMP %, (0)AM2E L7 FEIC X
DNIGEONTRERTHD. BAWIZ bR U—ZHEET 572, SIMP iEIXZE OB
REEEBOEBENSZNZD, a T IAT ARG HEEND.

Wiz, K312 ICEMBEE (27 I7A4T7 0 R) ZERIZEBIT 53— Miga R
T 22T, HEMSL—MEERT. £, ThAENO L — MEPLRE
172 bR U —8Rm T . ZOREND, —RIOMHTIZ L BEE D/ — MEDR
BonlZ Enbnd.

VL EDOFEFR L VD, NSGA-lla Z f\v 7= bar-system D bR v P — @b s
SRR DT B — SIS — MEPELNTZ LN R D.

Table 3.1. Comparison of minimum compliance with

(wa,wp) Compliancel Compliance2

SIMP method with weighted sum

Casel(1,0) 8.8195 -
Case2(0.5,0.5) 11.8900 61.1379
Case3(0,1) - 58.7714
NSGA-Ila with bar-system representation
Casel(1,0) 8.3467 -
Case2(0.5,0.5) 10.6339 59.1708
Case3(0,1) - 55.7077
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Casel

Case?2

Case3

Y YV

(@) (b)
Fig. 3.11 Comparison of topology results between (a)SIMP method with weighted sum
and (b) NSGA-Ila with bar-system representation

>
=

‘2' 2-2

10 12 14 16 18 20

Object2 [Compliance]

Object1 [Compliance]

Fig. 3.12 Result of the NSGA-Ila with bar-system representation
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34 WELEBEERLIHETr—RORE

HNA N AR YR b TR, REERAY 72 R BN o3 2 e R A T
TERPI RIS AT D BEN DD, D12, RPN RELENCRT LT,
FOEBEEROMRE S — AL LTHRETHFENEL HAVLRS. KEITIE,
MEOKRE SBLOAMH I OEENERST N, o) THLBEITH LT, i
Y2 B — A A LT

341 MEDARARDEE)

fif DA AN LT, @MU RmES — A &2 R5720DI, 3KHELL
KED LT T4 T v ZAOMFHEE X 3.13 18T 2 OB Z VT rik L7z,
M EOAM AWM, K 3.13@)D FFFHRTIT L 07, Rz 25 |, X 3.13
(b)Tix, F¥-45° | IR 40° OIEHDMENES L5, avTIA4T A
OHIFHEOHRITIX, R 32 ITRTMET—AE Wz, 3 KHED 7 — AT,
3ODMES—ADN %X 3.14 DX 51 wp°, ppS-op® s L7z, 22T, SIFfE
BOERTHD. -, 32D/ —Z 15 6123 KHEICKIT D SITL HHEE
Z, T ATIEZKAEL 3IKEOFKREZ LT 2720ICHW., 22T, aar

N(up, op)
S
12
N(up, op) /
(a) (b)

Fig. 3.13 Two examples of the cantilever beam: (a)Loading f1 with direction uncertainty
N(0°,2.5°) (b)Loading f2 with direction uncertainty N(-45°,40°)
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Casel(Mean loading)

-SGO +So
Case3 Case?2

o

Loading point
Fig. 3.14 Setting of loading case for loading uncertainty

Table. 3.2 Loadcases of each example

Level CASE Example 1 Example 2

Degree S Degree S
CASE1 0,1 0.4 -55, -45, -35 0.25
CASE2 0,25 1 -65, -45, -25 0.5
CASE3 0,5 2 -85, -45, -5 1

3 levels

CASE4 0,75 3 -105, -45, 15 1.5
CASES 0, 10 4 -125, -45, 35 2
CASEG6 0, 15 6 -135, -45, 45 2.25

-145, -125, -105, -85, -65, -55, 0.25,0.5,1,
Multi-levels CASE7 0,+25,+5 1,2
-45, -35, -25, -5, 15, 35, 55 15,2,25

TIAT U ADOHFHEIZZ B GA NHHE LT ATO/NNL— MR LT,
Monte-Carlo fi#ATIC L W 20 F T4 7 o ZAOFRHE A FHE L.

31512 a7 T4 7 U ZADOMIFHER KA R, 315005, W OFIEE
HIT, 3KHES=L OFERNP RS AL T T AT L AOHFHER /NS WD L3530 5.
70, ZAKUED BB ZEMOEE TIE, 3KHEL VIRV D 3KHED H B
2 A GO TWDHEN, 3KED S=1 DFA LY a7 T4 7 v AOMBHEN KX
V. ZHUIEREEDS S, HRIBEOZEM AN 3KMEIZ L R&E W, IURIZ 3
KEL VIR DN LT THDLEFZZXbND. Lo T, ZKEDT—RITEH
WCRGEFZ KV IORSE L7 OICG R a X F2RAT L &7 &b 3KE
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B Mean Minimum

6.45

6.4 T

6.35

ki

CASE1 CASE2 CASE3 CASE4 CASE5 CASE6 CASE7

Expected compliance

(a) Result of example 1

B Mean Minimum

39
37

35 A

33

31 -

A11111

CASE1 CASE2 CASE3 CASE4 CASE5 CASE6 CASE7

Expected compliance

(b) Result of example 2

Fig. 3.15 Comparison of expected compliance value

DigHfRE TITNORT D EZ 205D, £T2DEAEIC, 3KEOHERILV LT
02— LR il R IR T A RTREME b B 5. LavL, ZKHED 7 —RITHBNT 3
KHEED 7 — A L IR LT iclif@ 33 Sz & LTh, 3/KHE S=1 OfE R & KX
REFTRWE TSNS, LR o> T, MEOEIBIIKH L TrAZX MR hRR
V—OPRRIIL, 3KETHSTHDLEBEZD. AR TIE, WEGHOETHIC
Xt LT, S=1 D 3KHELZHND.
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342 TEOKRKZTIDEH

i ERE EOZEHED N(uw, om) TH 256, BE OEEMES —2E7 L% H

WHFETIHE, LTOFEICLY e R MEZRDD.

1) e BEOMELEYILT D70, BoMELZ T 7L, Fb
EHCTEBIWE S —AET V&35 Fik.

2) WMEEZEBNERSHTHDEREL, a7 T4 7T v AOMFHEE A LT
HHE. ZTOFETE, RESD pw, oM THDOIMEF — AT a7
TAT VAR EAIT L, BB Z kD .

INOOIEE, BEWES —AMEOBWEK (2077407 &) 2RO
G, BEAMTHIEFNEIC L D BB E W e S MEEZERERT L2 L
IZIEDe BV, Thebb, v METEEAE S — AR O B 1Bz
D—HETHHAREMENE N L2 BT 5. Lo TRIFETIE, EEHT
NTY XL ED BTONRY— MEREAZRD, TOZEBOHTrAZX N hRRE
DL BRET LI, MEREIOEEIe AR N R —@RELND.
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35 SOMI[Z&BHKRFAROD—DEH

AWML T, REMR bR o —28 M L, #7400 Monte Carlo f#
HrE1T5 2 & T, HRaX M EREIE5.

SOM Ti%, ANT—4#BOFPMEIZ L VAR FAR e Y —%~ > 7 RICRLE
T LRI, FHRNERIE N m VT — 1%, K 3.16 OEERIIRT L 51, [H
L=y MIEE SIS, X 3.16 IZRAIGROBEPEIZENDE LIS E %5
AT ERTH D, 2=y F2RETLELE LT—o@ET 572012, [
Ca=y MIEEINAEEDOFT—2%2 T AN L, B S
EkzZzDr=y FERETLEKRE TS, FfE2=y F EIZHLT—F R
IEB WA Z28RUE R @ T2, (RFRERZSTEE L%, sEMIcH
T REEENONVITEDOL=y FOHRIIX LT, HETDHEHEPRLIRD
EBEZD.

—J5, SOM OH A X2 X 0 RN E D D720, ETIEICBVT SOM
DY A RNFEHERNT A—=ZIZ78%. I SOM TlE, E=a—U AT 17
T Ia—FIC LDy YA XK@ LVEETD.

m = 5vn (3.5)
SITC My FOIA R o=y M), NIEAFRZ MO TH S,
L LAMIE TR, A7 Mo ne~y T A A mE Lz, 08 ME

SOM [3 X 3]

e St
o’

Fig. 3.16 Illustration of SOM classification
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LT, @ oXEBE)ZHWDS E SOMIZBITA 2=y FENRATRZ b LD
IS L 720 (FZIE, n 2355 DA m 3K 37, n 23 300 DA mIFAI86 1272 D),
KLU e WER AR —=2 = v b EIZEDN D ATREER &Y. D729, SOM IZ
BiIbsa=y FO¥ETSITHESR L, HEMCE PR Y—Ra=y s B2l
DFTOROL T HDTHS.

3.3.4 TH TH 7= cantilever beam REIZF51F 5 /X L — MEREIZ-DUV T SOM 12 &
DOBRER A 31T ITRT. 22T, T 5L — MEOHNI 85 Th o727
W, SOM Ofar =~ M&EIZ55 & L7z, F7z, K317 BV CH—=2=v kL
WD AR =R H 552X LTORTZ &, il ER#ETH L
W, W ONnDa=y h® MR —DHRT.

4 3.17 2 HEMRY R AR v P —DHEIC XY, o bR w P— X0 FEEEE S
MW AR E =R EE SOM o=y M EIZHDHZ LRGN D. 22T, ER
PN Z i3 572012, 2=y hZEIMES —AxT 25 hArY—0
A TTAT A (I3 BH) OREWZFELE. ZoRETa=y Mk
IZHDHETD MR —RREOFEEa LTI T VALK hRn U—03fFoa

- N SOM [11 X 5]

%

= B,

Topology 2 Topology19 Topology24

=

Topology43  Topology46

f) ) >1\
Topology 6 Topology 9 Topologyl7

Topology40  Topology45
N o

Topology3 Topology12

%

Topology23
\ pology.

>

Topology47  Topology48

V

Y

Topology50

P

>

Topology49  Topology52

N

V

L.

Fig. 3.17 Some topologies on the same unit on the SOM
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Table. 3.3 Comparison compliance between topologies on the same unit of SOM

No.row  No. column No. topology Compliance 1 Compliance 2

3 14.85 57.02

1 1 12 17.51 56.94
23 23.75 56.24
2 10.63 59.17

1 5 19 11.29 59.09
24 10.63 60.67
43 9.58 65.31

6 5
46 9.80 65.18
6 9.05 68.63
9 8.97 70.97

8 5 17 9.03 69.89
40 8.86 74.01
45 8.89 72.77
47 8.63 81.76

7 1 48 8.63 80.40
50 8.61 84.04
49 8.42 4.53x10°

11 1
52 8.44 4.30x10°

YITAT VREDIRETHD. 2=y T LI LR EE 34 1057
SOM D 1171802 = NS TIL, a7 T4 T A LIZHT DIRENK 0.3
UTFThHY, Mla=y MIdhd MR D— 1 3EEERICBV TS KX WA
RNZENGND. T, arTIAT A 2IZHLTH, FORENK 1.81
PIFTHY, FLla=y MIHD bR UV—3MEERICBONTH KEWET
RN ERGND.

L22L,SOM D 1171802 =y hDa 7T A T A LIZxd DRz 3.36
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Table. 3.4 Mean deviation compliance 1, 2 each unit

Mean Mean
Mean Mean
No.row No. column compliance 1 compliance 2
deviation 1  deviation 2
of each unit of each unit

1 1 18.71 56.73 3.36 0.33
1 5 10.85 59.64 0.29 0.69
6 5 9.69 65.24 0.10 0.06
8 5 8.96 71.25 0.06 1.71
7 1 8.62 82.07 0.01 1.81
11 1 8.43 4.41%10° 0.01

ThY, o=y F XV EWMRELZRTLTWD., 2k, £Ox=y  k{Z
HDhFRaT—i%, VYLD RKRrY—DZbIIx U CTHBEERENBUETH S K
FaY—ThhrEBExLND. ZOZLiX, K317 »2oannd L9, 1171
O bR e U= ZEEMIIXIZIEEB L TWA 20 ThHD.

F72, BIANLGND L IIZ, SOM D 14T 13D 2= b OIRFRAEINEHOR,
TDa=y MIHLZETO M e y—Ioz=y N EIZHDH AR —L10
W T TATURALOE AR T T A T R 2 Dl E B R M 2 R
£oT, SOMIZBWT 1T LD hARrY—E, @mW\Wary 7747 X L1,
BnWar7FIA47 R 2 OFBERi >Ry —THo Z LT TH L. =
DZEND, TO2=y ML —20 AR Y—%RHL, Ao —0OFEM
R ERBRT HARFIRIAEDN THDL EE XD, £, BHREL, LV E
REITWTEWEGEAE T, b=y M LD bR Y—0HIY L, FEM
IZHRETT D ZEDRAEETHL70D, FRROREND LamnZ EIZMEICe b7
WeEEILND.
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3.6 A/\X MEDEEE
ARETIE, MELMITTOMEDO T SR MEEL LT, a7 T4 7 A
DEEER L OEREREEZ VS, £, LAM MR O—EEickg 58

i E s — AMEN OISO PR Y — XL — MEREICKT LT, 27 T4
T U AOMBHER KOEBHEREZZFE L, e X N MR U—23RT5.

3.6.1 Monte-Carlo fZ#T

Monte Carlo fig#r®#0%, MMM Z AT+ 5720 D FHET, KEDELK
EHNTHESZ N I 2 b—a 217729 2 LT X o THRER Lol
R HFETFETH D, Simple random sampling % & 5 \ i3 Statistical trial
B E BIEEN S, Monte Carlo i@t o L, BEOESWITEEEZEL > LTh
T 2IZ EWRREOF AR LB R DTOR#ETH L. L, 2=
—HWZ Lo TEZEOHBZ AR L, ZEOMBEZERFM OB L, HEMRO
FELETITH 2 &N TE, IR RN AIRRIC R o 72T, B
B a— 2 OMRER L ERITEANIERS N TV D, TOFEIZBWTE, T
7R TR L > THREZ/RLS ZEPNEERRETYH, BRAREDY I 21—

BRI Z LI Ko T, EREE O ERENE O AFR A RO,

LLFIZ Monte Carlo fi##ir O FlEZ 7~9.

Stepl) T X AEEDO A FTIRT 5.
Step2) Stepl DHARIZ LV ZEDH TV Ty NEERT S.
Step3) R L=V TV Ty MTX VT AT .

AHFFETIE, WMEEBMIZEID2 27747 U AOMRHER X OME R 2% K
b %7212, Monte Carlo fighT 2 V7=, fTEEENC K DMHERDMHICIE, 2
DY TV Ty NEER L. 0%, £2ToOV 7V 7Ry MEHN,
KRR —=IIBITHarTI7A4T AL ARERIEICL VRO, Hoi
AT TAT AN AT T AT v ADOHFHER L OMEEFEZ R L.
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AEHTIE, LTFOK 318 12787 bR v U—fFiEIZ L Y Monte Carlo fi#4TI L %
B RA MERERHEFIEIC OV TR Lz, 22T, MEOKE SBIVAMWS
] DEENI LI ZE N mag = 1, Omag = 0.1, Hgeg = —90° |, Ogqeg = 40° DIEH Sy
i EARE LTz,

ZOFEREZF 35 B LUK 3.19 (12~7. [X3.19(8), (b)DfttE =
TAT o AOFHER X OREER A, #fHi% Monte Carlo f#tT THW - A TREESR
R CH D, £ 36 L3319 005, I T T4 T AOMFHEITK 46.7, 1=
Yo 2213589 16.4 [IZHOR L TWS 2 L2300 5. K0 EEMICHET 2729, X 3.20
\ZFEATE 50000 DR & OIR 2 Z R~ 320 6, aryIIA T AOH
FHEIIAENT SR 40,000 LA EDBE, RAEDK 0.1 LTS, a7 747 A
DOFEE(R 2 TMITEDK 30,000 BL EDSE, WK 0.1 LTSRS Z &3y
ND.

Table. 3.5 Loading uncertainty subjected to
Fig.3.18 topology

Standard
Mean o
deviation
Force Magnitude 1 0.1
. Subjected
-90° 40°
degree

Fig. 3.18 Topology example model

Table. 3.6 Monte Carlo simulation result

No. of simulations

10000 20000 25000 30000 35000 40000 45000 50000

EXP 46.9204 46.7822 46.8269 46.7520 46.7622 46.7039 46.8032 46.7639
STD 16.3672 16.3700 16.4447 16.3831 16.3577 16.4207 16.3932 16.3814
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53

8 49
c
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No. of simulations( X 103)

(@) Result of expected compliance
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N
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=
O

=
(0 0]
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[EY
»

Standard deviation of compliance

=
ol
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No. of simulations( X 103)

(b) Result of standard deviation of compliance
Fig. 3.19 Expected compliance and standard deviation of compliance results of Monte

Carlo simulation
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il

Expected compliance deviation

COO0O0O0O0O0O0O0
oORNMWhUIONDORFEPNWAU

0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45 50
No. of simulations( X 103)

(a) Expected compliance

STD of compliance deviation
et it sl ol = S el el el
OFRPNWAMRIUIONOODOREFENWPMO

0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45 50
No. of simulations( < 103)

(b) Standard deviation of compliance

Fig. 3.20 Deviation from the result of 50x10% No. of simulations
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3.6.2 Kiriging surrogate model

Kriging & 7 /VIZHIERHE R O 70 B TR S NICHER T ZEM THIFETH D,
Z DISE T ZIEMECIERIEBIEL DI Ll L FIRECTd 5. Kriging i #h i 1368
FEETIVOEWIC LV ERA R FIEREEZEI N TWDHA, AP TIL, DACE
(Design and Analysis of Computer Experiments) &7 /LC)% W 5. = O FIEDL
BB ND K DT, WERRAEDAE U220V FEM #HT722 & OBAEMRHT OAE 2 I L]
T55GIZH T 5. DACE E7 /L TlE, BRI O/ 6T —
KRBT D720, %ﬂl%‘i%#ﬁ’ﬁﬁé’i%:ﬁ?é B bEEITE 5.
Kriging &7 /VIZRFDIEEy(x) IR TEERT 5.
y(x) = p(x) + Z(x) (3.6)
ZITC, xiE K RIERT MV EFFORG AR (i=1,...K), u@OIEEREHER AR A
TR 578 —LET IV, Z@)IE 7 — VT ANLDRFMRAEZ R LT
W5, ZOETITIE, REOEXIZBT 2 RIHRZEZ ()X FHfE 0, JEE et
D EFFOfMERmEE W TRIND.
cov[Z(x), Z(x))] = a?R(x}, x7) (3.7)
2T, RIFZ(xN) EZ(x) DO TH . W, D ORESEEENE M
RO LAET D720, FBAR(x, 1)) IZEEE (X! — X DOIMEAFT 5. Z OB
BE L THEARETVRREINTVDD, REFFETIILL T O A 7 A FHEIBI%L
e,

k
R(x%,x7) = exp [— z N |x™™ — xjm|2] (3.8)

m=1

ZIT, AT i FROFERRTOLER, 0y (0<n,<co)iE mFHOMHEINT A —X
ThD.

X 36) BT Z7a— LETLE LT, BERRETADHANLNDY

413 Universal Kriging, u(x)=p& 32545413 Ordinary Kriging & V5. Ordinary
Kriging &7 /VIZ & B IGE O i B A RHEE & (T HIE) 91

Yo =a+rT )R (y — 1) (3.9)

ERED. 2T, PIudFHME, RTUIA, KD R(xE x))D kxk {THITH 5.
rE XNy TP TFICERSNDNT ML ThS.
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r(x) = [R(x,xY),R(x,x?), -, R(x, x™M]T (3.10)

y = [y, y(x?), -, y(x™)]" (3.11)
EEDOMEANRT A—Sn5k 5252 T, pLiaie? I THAETE 3.

1TR™ 1y
1= 7 3.12
H=1TR11 (3.12)
AMNTR=1(~ _ 14
52 O-1ID R (-1 (3.13)
n

kXD, K@ THETE D y OFHEPIIRIND /ST XA =2 nDHOBR L 72
DLW D. ZONT A= S EEENIRET D 72O LU O BRI A i
KT HZ L TROLND.

Ln(n) = —[nIn(6%(x)) + In|R]]/2 (3.14)

AT CHWZM 318 @ hARm & —{ZxF LT, # 35 TIE L7 far B XS
T5arTT7A47T o AOEBFHER X OERERZ % Kriging I2XZ 0 kD7, Zn b
DN MEEIIMEORE SBILOAM I % Kriging IS #imoEE s L,
AT ITAT CAREMEEU TS ETROOND.

ARBFFETIE, EEHES O 10, 25, 40 5T 5 20, 50, 80 fHDY 7
S XD Kriging JSE R ZER L, FoMRELE L. 22T, T Y v
271X Latin Hypercube Sampling 1512 X V1T > 72, F 72, Kriging i h i O LG
FEZ RS T D721, HHEFREE AR ESRE (Appendix Z2H) 36 L O ZERK
At (cross-validation) & PRI D FELZHWTHRAEZIT o 7. REMGES 1L, ns
HOY TN L, &5 EBR ARV nel ROERSZ AW TER L
JRE I 2 DT, D BRWCRICR T DISEHEEEZ KD D &V ) 1EZEE ng
EFT X TOY TN RICEBNTITY, ERENOHEEM & HOIREE & & ik
THLIETETINDOREMEEREET 2 HIETH D, ZKEMEZ MW TERR LT,
AT TAT  ADKISE AT HHEEE & BAE & Ok 2 X 3.17 (TR
T UM CHEE M, B EEEZ ey LB THD. ey b
T2 R y=x O FHRIZITE £ 1)#*r“ﬁ>§u\ EEFLTWD., £, H

H R 3 A B AR ST L IS AUV E EHEERSE DS N 2 L AR T

FF, 7 AH20, 50, 80 EIZ K S ISE i O B TR G AR E AR
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AZ 1 0.6278, 0.9980, 0.9999 TH 0, T 7 /VEN 20 HTH HHA TR+ 7
WEREEZFFOZ LNy ns. Fio, K321 L0 ¥ 704 20 il X 22 il
[ OHEEREE B AT TH DA, o 7V 50 HLL LT D 5E 1540y 7o
ERETHDLEE2 5.
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E,
o
.

o
<

0 20 40 60 80 100 120 140
True value

(@) Number of sampling is 20
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/
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(b) Number of sampling is 50
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¥
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o

N
o
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(c) Number of sampling is 80

Fig. 3.21 Cross validation results for compliance
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Table. 3.7 Expected compliance and standard deviation comparison

No. of samples Exp[compliance] Std[compliance]
20 46.5715 16.6805
50 46.7899 16.3482
80 46.7739 16.3737
No Kriging model 46.7639 16.3814

Kriging 7 /L OJEEMEIC LY bR Y —0a 774 7 0 A0 HFHER X
OMEHERZDRER A2 K 37 1T, REVH 7% 80 [HOFERN L 0 AFEN
BN LN D . ARRFFETIE, Monte Carlo fi#fric W\ T N & MMERE & Bk
IR T 20BN L7280, o7 ) v 7 ¥E 80 fHICT 5.
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3.7 SSTDEMRFBEEEDONR F FARAOD—
Bx 18 fiF D 1R % [E] 28

EIRfFEGeBEOr A2 N MR e U—KiE{ba1T 9 720, KR TRELF
EaREM Lz, e b AR e U—RiEkicis DT, SmEOE;ITKT S
AR MERRE LTar 747 ZOHIFRHER L OERERZE (B2 WI3mnE)
N DT, Kx a2 MERBORIZ b L— KA T7RERPFEET 256, K
fig & U CHEEIFET 2 ATREMER EW. £70, WMEOEN 2 2L ETHHHAIC
BWTSH, REMBPEERGFIET HAEEENE V. LR -> T, RFEICEIT 5
Bt GeBou A2 b haRe U—fxiE{b T, FLr— R 7EfROMERS X
K RA  hARa =R — MEREOEH 21T - 72,

371 2RI SSTNEREEEEETIL

FROBENFESSEORFET V& EAK 322 1T d. @BOEM (F#E

1) N, AR (REGR) I2HD 2 SO AmENEAMENS. 22
T, GHRICARRSND EREE LT, HWIFE—A NEeEABDEL, 21
FIAMEORE B LOAMAEICEMNFET D ERET D, & 3.8 AW
THRE LW EICFET A2 T, £/, Vo eelickid s8mastt%
BRE LA RERBAT N LI TH 05, AFZETIT, X 3.22 O [XIZ/~7 Passive
R Z T, B SR 2 O IR R M & fl Ak L 7.
AHFIETIE, @BICBIT A8 D ETFLEICH LT, & OR#ERNEZ KD
7z. LirL, K322 EXPOME Fy, Foz—EIlT 255G, L ToEvrOf
BREDDL EEENTFFT M E— A FOREEINEDLLIANEHD. £
Dizh, FIBIZETOE Dy MENZILZEI 206mm, 45mm (Z351F 2 #hiif &
— AV RNEEMEL L, Fu BXOFpOKRE IEZFHT 5.
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F1: Bending moment

Design domain of
F2: Shear moment

Design domain the pin center

[Unit:mm] (xp, vp): Center of pin
fixed (xpl,ypl)
w~ «
Lugstructure /2L .
1
Pathl %
F21
o
Passive elements
§ § Pin _
Path2
(xp2, yp2)
12w
| I
v F22
e
I x 7
() v . .
lf 60 80 60 Non design domain

Fig. 3.22 The lug structure model and configuration

Table.3.8 Loading uncertainties of the lug structure

Bending moment Mean Standard deviation
Magnitude Fua(ypn=205mm)=80 5
F12(Yp2=45mm)=80
Direction(6) [°] 012=180, 61,=0 40
Shear force Mean Standard deviation
Magnitude 10 10
Direction(6) [°] 270 20
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372 BHEES—XRIZETHAEEETILO M RO —&
1k i RE

AKIETIE, AIECHRRZEHIAEESSEICB T A ELIHEZEE L, EHE
r—AERRET DH. EDH%, TOEEWMES —AZBIT 5 MR e Y —RE bR
A2 BNEERT LI ALY EEbT 5.

BERERET—XDEE

F 38R LIMELHZEEL, X323 DL I 6 DDOMES — A% ER
Liz. 22T, WEOAMFAEEIX LT, FHAMNFRES —ANnHH
WA EBOERE(RZ (S=1) B CWARES — A% 2 2T ORELL. 0O
MES— A %K 39ITRT. TIT, 39Dy Dy fliIxd 5 HIE AR
7.

Fig. 3.23 Loadcases of the lug structure for uncertainties
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Table 3.9 Magnitude and applied direction of each loadcases

No. Loadcase Magnitude Applied direction(6)
1 1.80/y,-125| 180° ,0°
2 1.80/ly,-125| 220° -40°
3 1.80/ly,-125| 140° , 40°
4 1 270°
5 1 290°
6 1 250°

GA ZRW=ZBM FROS—RBILFEAEDRTE

NSGA-lla Z VY, HMES—ADa T I7A4T7 o Ag/MET 5 hRr Y —&k
WL ZITo72. GA D/RT—A & & LTItk 800, 4@k 100 & L, #1714k
5kEE L.

MR\ U— bz AR E A E LTIEX 3.22 (RIEZMH) OAKITR
L72 2 #8385 DD4 bar [IZB 1T HHiAB L OMEZ HW=. 7ok, B0 LT A0E
HLERFIAEE LTEE L., b ORI EROHZ DL FICRT.

0<x,<200, 0<y,<200, 0<t¢, <200,
0 <y, <200, 0<y, <200
TIT, Xey Yoo tAFTNTH e FHA—OHMOMEL L ONE, yl3 i FEE
YOy KT OEETH D, Flo, HAMES—AIXHTLa T ITAT
Af/MERTEIC 1T D HISRMF & L TiE, 2RERFHERIRFED 40%LL & LT,
LRI b E D @z .
Ob;j: min(fﬁuk)

st K(x)u, = forallk=1, ..., 6
L fi (3.15)

erSXV, 0<xpin<x.=<1

e=1

ZZC, NITREGHER A2 BT 2 BROK, x 3B F e DEETH S, IKHEHIK
Ml LT, RN x,)/NX100)i 40% & L7=.

—-102 -



% 3E ONRMNRAD—FERFE

GA ZRULV-Z2BHM FRAS—RBELHER

ﬁ@@?ﬁ%bk@ﬁ%ﬁﬁ~xm:Vf?%?yx%mm%%%
r@mum%%w%%hk%%%mammﬁﬁ.::f,%ﬁ%ﬁ@#~xmﬁ
T2arTIATUATHY, JRRIZANT AT H D REB S — METH
%. NSGA-lla % 5 [RIERAT L7ofE R, 674 fHD /S — MEDG L.

X 3.24 "B D K OIS, FRFENAO BB ZERICB N TEED L — |k
FRIZL DN — b 7T A TR SINTWND Z ERngnb.

ZOFRERZT TR, EONL— MEPEENIZH L TrAR MR AR Y —T
H D THWTTE Zpu. FD 7=, Monte Carlo simulation 2 V>, 7S —fF#REIC
KL TRAZ MEZEFHE L.

Loadcase2 Loadcase3 Loadcased Loadcase5 Loadcaseb
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Fig. 3.24 Pareto optima of each load cases
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SOM #RA W% FRA—DHMH & & T Monte Carlo &4t
ZHB GA ZHWiz bR e U—K#Elkr 6o 674 o/ L — MEx
SOM ETHEL7-ARER, 311 fE{RFE bR o—2Mhi s/, Zo 311 Hofk
K bARB =X LT, % 3.8 O EAEIIHEL, 50,000 HOMEZ Y7
7L, ar7oA4 7 AOMEHE (Expected Compliance : EC) 38 X OME%E(R 7=
(Standard deviation of Compliance : StdC) % 5 L7=. & DAt R %X 3.25 |Z/R” 7.
ITE— A2 NOEENCKT D32 T T4 T 2 ADOHFHE(ECaend) 3 K OME U (R,
7%(StdCpgend), EAMT I DOZEEN KT D a2 T T4 T 2 ZDHFEHE(ECshear) B £ Y
PEAENR 72 (StdCohear) DZEMNIZ TN T, RE MR P —Z KR LEEARTH D.
ZZ°C, Kriging JRFAEIC LD 27T A4 7 v RZEMOEEITIE, B B
R R TERBUT ) 09994 ThHhHo7-. Lo T, Kriging E7VICL a3 7F

Std compliance Mean compliance Std compliance
of bending moment of shear force of shear force

Mean compliance
of bending moment

x10*

Std compliance
of bending moment

x10*

Mean compliance
of shear force

4 6 8 10 12 14
x10*

Fig. 3.25 Result of Monte Carlo simulation for robustness objective evaluation

—104 -



% 3E ONRMNRAD—FERFE

AT AEMOIENTFHS R EEE O EBHRTE D, o, 2=y T
ClZEMENTE FARrY—0r AN MEELEEIN TRV ERr Y —L DR AN
A MEREDFRRELHRTAER, Fo X MERORKELZERES L, DY)
AT 04% THHo T2, L7z~ T, Kriging €7 /L8 X OSOM (2 Xk 5183 b
RNV —OHEERT L HETIANTHL EERXD.

3.25 15, 147 1502 % % ECpeng 3 & U StdCpeng, 3 1T 3 FIIZ & 5 ECshear
BEW StdCspear PRNTIE N L — RATBEURDB RN E R0 D. vk, i
F—AV PBIOEABNOEEX LT, a7 T4 7 v AOHFHES KW
BEN T TAT U ADEHEFEGRNZ EEZERT S, LoL, K325 0
147 2 428 % ECgend 3 £ U ECspear BAMRDN G, ZDRNTIE F L — NA 7 BRN
FRWNZ L3 D . Lo T, BIARE G EOREZENI S L TiE, ECgend
B L ECspear ZEMNTIIS D73 — MEFHIZIER T 585N H 5. AWFFETIL,
AT TAT o AOHIRHER X OREERZEZE M TR O e N b — MEREZ N
A NEN L — MERE L RS,
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373 +RADS—DOHIEER

AR Y—BE0r N2 MERHOBRIZOWTHRLIHRLDIT,
SOM ZH\W\ 5. SOMIZ LV bR v o—0EEMEIZREV, &2 TO XL — MEREZ
YL TR R A 3.26( @) R"d. 22T, SOM EoaToa=y MIEESN
7o bR a =% Rm T OIKE FREETH S0, —HO hARe O—72F R,
3.26()7 5, BHWNT bR v A RIED EOEIRE LA BERE L T\ D 2 b
2035 X 3.26(b) 1% k-means 7 7 A X Y 728 Y SOM TOZRM~RY FLiZ
KLTTODI TAXIHTTERTHD.

(| M M

'b'
A

()

2%

—
D
2%
"}

(@) (b)
Fig. 3.26 Classification result of Pareto-optimum solutions by using SOM and

clustering result
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374 SOMIZ&B RO —/SL— FMEZRIDEHRILEER

A/\X MERERM DR

12 /XA FERE ECgends,  StdCaends ECshears StdCspear (26325 SOM /3% — o % [X]
327 \ZRY. 22T, REEIEVE, HdEvVEERT. £, KIS
TABICBIT DERRERT. LER-T, SOM ET, Ftaz=v b ED bR
nY—L, TNEThoa A MERNMEW, Ffoa=y b EO MR Y—iiEh
ENDORNZ MEREWEFRD.

£7°, X3.27(@a), (b), () DI E, T E— A 2 M L OH AWM OEHIC
KPR NAMEEZUTOX D ICEHETE 5.

7 7 AH 3,4, 5 ITHEXNTIRVWECEZ RLTWDH Z &nh, fiifE—X 2 |
DEFITHEN MR P—RMELTWDZERbNS. LaL, ® 327(0h)D
StdCgeng @ SOM 5, 7 T AX 3, 4 D—HOIHEVMEE FF>. Fiz, 7 T AKX
7 IIFEAOIZE VD EC B L OV SAC DfEEFF->Z Linh, D7 7 AX FICET
5 AR =TT — A M LTHWESZ5.

< 3.27(c), () BlE, 7T AZ 1B TAZ TIATE 035 EC B8 LU StdC
DERENT 5. XoT, Z7I7AFZ 1NL 7 T7AZ TIZET D hARaY—I247
TRV OEAMNOEIIK LTHELSRD T ENGND.

Z 2T, ¥ 3.27(a),(b) 3 L V), (d) D SOM /RZ —NZBWT Y 7 A T %K<
£, SOM D H T — /R = BWiD/NE — 2 RO LN bnd . ZiuidiFE
— AL MR OEIIKT D e N MERBIE R L— RA 7 BERA RN 2
EEEMT S 5T, iFE—AV N, BAKNIOE#HICKITSH EC & StdC
® SOM [RITIE, £ D SOM /& — L INBHWIZFABL L TWD Z & 025, TECgend,
StdCgend) 33 & OY ECshear, StdCshear] (21 N L— KA 7 BHRB 72NN 2 &R0 D.
ZHITEC VNSV R AR Y —L SdC H/hSWZ L2 BERT 5720, HIAMGE

SEOR AR M bIZB W T, ENENMEOLETIH LT, EC &H D5
StdC DHF T—2DHRIIXF L THEELTH DWW EB0N5.
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Fig. 3.27. SOM colored by each robustness performances
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HERET—AI2HT HHERER DR

B3.28IZH/MET —A(WHEHTS—AL~6) DAL T T4 T A% KR LT SOM
Y. ZIZT, £SOM ORRIZH D T —"—Za T I7A4 7 AR T. &
2T, SOM OFEO2 =y ;N BIZIFAMER W FAR e O—R, RaDx=yv K
[IERIPEAMER N F AR e P —2E LT 5. X 3.28@)~PIC L 04 FlRm o—
FEOMTE 77— ATk DRIMED 2 IRGED SOM L CRHIZEER TX 5.

4 3.28(@)~(c)i%, HIFE—RA > hOEEIKT HMES — A 1~3 ThHhH. X
328()ITRLT=®, B, ©lFFENEN, MES—A 1L 2, 3l LTRbaI T
FTATUAMEN PR Y= b b=y FERT. T, X 3.28()~()D®,
ODa=y hDaALTIAT AWK TDHE, avTI7A4T UV ADHENRKE
SEL7enWZ EBnbnd. LML, K 3.28@)~C)P®D=L=y hODa 77
ATV ABRET D L MRS —R2IKT2a0 77407 0 AT BIRONR,
WMET7—A LRI ZXHLTar T IA4 TV AREL DL, 2O &L, ®D
2=y b kDO rFRu YT, MEELINIH LT T T4 T ZAOERG,
O©Dza=y h EO FFRBV—ZHARRENWI EZEKRT L. 2, ®D==
v N EEEEPT D7 T AE 7 BT E— AL ML TEOYR AN MEAZ RO
FRThHDHEEZD.

— 5T, X 3.28d)~(NTIE, MEr—2A4~6 XL Tar 7747 v ANK
W (JEDNEY) RARR Y —IE7 T AF 1 OEFSITAEL TS, X 3.28(d)
~O)D I TALZ 1O IS H EMET— A 4~6IZBWT, £NEEa s
TIAT VUV ADERRELEDLLRW., T, 772X 112875 Ry
—IT AWM OB L TEOMEMERENRKE S EDbLRNI E2ERT 5.
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(a)Compliance for LC1 (c)Compliance for LC3

(e)Compliance for LC5

(e)SOM (FPareto-optimum solutions

Fig. 3.28. SOM colored by each robustness performances
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375 SOMIZBIFAO/NR F FRODS—DESR
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I, X3.290c), (d) EizdH D AmRoOEuEIZX 3.29@) D ArDH B ETOEA
A ML — M7, X 3.29(8), () LicdH 2 AEFOBLE LK 3.29(b)D> C 225 D
FTORNAR MEANL— MEZNEFIZ SOM ETEHL7ZfLUETH 5.

7225, FARE P —OREICHESNTHE LI SOM T, B3 K hRe v—
BB FERE DS BRAIIZ A LTS Z ENmmnD. ZOERND, 3.29(c) D &
T, BN NERL— ML TAX LB T T AX 4 IZBWTERIIZS)
ALTWD., £, 7I7RAX 4 Z@T 2 hARr Y— i€ — 2 hOZEEIC
RV RN O—RE, 7 T A LITEAMINZEW AR o—f, 7722283
X7 7 A% 1 L 4OROaNRA MEEZRFOZ ENGND. LER-T, LD
AW D OEEBIZa NA M bR Y=o T —2 v FOEHHITE SR B
R Y—FT, TNTNO bR e R EOERAHEIC DD, 2Dk
U, SOM /RZ = L DHIRIZ XY, ffEEAHIK L Tr AR e bRr P—
FE S NFEIASERAR L0370 2 IROT D ZE ] B TR NSRBI RINCERR N TE 5.

6.5 e e e =
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(C)ECBend (d)ECShear (e)StdCBend (f)StdCShear

BXL

>
>4 |

(9) Robust topologies on SOM  (e)Clusters on the SOM
Fig. 3.29: (a) Objective space of ECgeng and ECspear, (b) Objective space of ECgeng and

ECshear, (c~f)Result of trajectory on SOM colored by ECgeng and ECsper (g)RObUSE
topologies on SOM, (e)Clusters on the SOM
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Fig. 3.30 SOM colored by density distribution characteristics
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Fig. 3.31 Representative topologies of each clusters
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Fig. 3.32 SOM colored by topology similarity to topology above SOM
(Topology i (Optimum topology of ith loadcase))

-118 -



% 3E ONRMNRAD—FERFE

38 #£E

ARETIE, BEEERITERORRGE S-SRI LT, EOMEICIVATLIE
BOWMEB I NZEOLEHEEBET L7012, AR N AR Y —Ki#ElkaiT-o
7z. BANZ B MR B P —RE T D EEATE S — A DARE R B R
EIETH 2 Z L IR R Z i, 2ROV — MEOBEHBLOT =4~ A =
VAR T H DRI NA N bR e U— i b AR L. ETIET
1%, Z2HONL— MEOEHB LT —4#~ A = 7R RET o 5 R IITAT
I, GAEHWEue AR N bR e Vb RE L. £, RETIE
IZBWTSOM ZHWAZ & T, K2 DN MEREIZEITS N — A7 Bf%
BIOMRr Y=LK N2 MEBEDOBRIZOWTIHLNMZ L.

BRIEAEESRICRELIZe "R N MR e U —fEb FiEZEA L, BETE
DOEFVEICK L THREE L. B ERE LT OxRT.

(1) ZEW MR U—HEbIck LT, JA< AV b b EAM gL E v
DIREERRAT L0, 7o — SV RIS AR 2 BB T LT U X AN K
D ua— VRGNS EER L. £, BT LT Y XA RR
7Y — il TIE, —BEOTIC LV EREO L — MERG LD Z & Ak
AL,

(2) WEEEDERSM THLGE, 3/KEICL HEFB(L LTS THL 2 &
R LT,

(3) SOM (ZBW\WTHK 2= b ENSAREFKREZRHET D TFEIBWNT,
=v b FINLET 2 bR e Oo—0EMER, ERNRLEICLY, AHITHD
ZEmRLI.

(4) SOM ZHW\WT hAR v Y — "L — ME#EZZ O bR r O—OFEMEIC LY, 2
RoeD~ v 7 FICHEAIEETH DL Z & R L.

(5) SOM (2L % bR r P— L — MEZEFR O RFIITIR TH L Z L 2R L
7o, £, BFESSRISHT 2032 MERERIO v — RA7BEREZH 5
MM LTz, &5, v RA bR e P—xEfb THOW ISR — A
TIAT U ADSOMIZ LY, B XA K hRE =03 N2 MEA RO

-119 -



% 3E ONRMNRAD—FERFE

PN OWTH BT L=,
(6) WA BRI 2 ke 7 Yy FEY, SOMICL DX b bRk o—U
Nl— MEREOEZR N L VRN TH D Z 2R LT
(7) "NREO—OBENEZEATLZLICLY, PR — DR E a2 |
PERERT D BIERIZ DUV T B L.

—120 -



% 3E ONRMNRAD—FERFE

3.9

(3.1)

(3.2)

(3.3)

(3.4)

(3.5)

(3.6)

(3.7)

(3.8)

(3.9)

(3.10)

2% XMk

Carrasco, Miguel, Benjamin Ivorra, and Angel Manuel Ramos. "A
variance-expected compliance model for structural optimization." Journal of
optimization theory and applications 152.1 (2012): pp.136-151.

Carrasco, Miguel, et al. "A variance-expected compliance approach for
topology optimization." CD-ROM Proceedings of the ENGOPT 2010
Conference. Instituto Superior Técnico, Lisboa. 2010.

Dunning, Peter D., H. Alicia Kim, and Glen Mullineux. "Introducing Loading
Uncertainty in Topology Optimization.” AIAA journal 49.4 (2011): pp.760-768.
Dunning, Peter D., and H. Alicia Kim. "Robust Topology Optimisation for
Expected Compliance and Variance Using Level-Set Method." (2012).
Calafiore, Giuseppe C., and Fabrizio Dabbene. "Optimization under
uncertainty with applications to design of truss structures." Structural and
Multidisciplinary Optimization 35.3 (2008): pp.189-200.

Achtziger, W., Topology optimization of discrete structures: an introduction in
view of computational and nonsmooth aspects. In: Rozvany, G.I.LN (ed.)
Topology Optimization in Structural Mechanics, Springer-Verlag, New York,
1997.

Conti, S., Held, H., Pach, M., Rumpf, M., and Schultz, R., Shape Optimization
Under Uncertainty: A Stochastic Programming Perspective, SIAM Journal on
Optimization, 19 (4), 1610-1632, 2009.

HELE, V2R, i 0 FAR o O —&KiEfEoO Self-Organizing Map %
W PRER 0 5B 1R 0 SOM 23 BERE R OMGE, B AW T Faim U,
60(2012), pp.189-196.

Welch W.J., Buck R.J., Sacks J., Wynn H.P., Mitchell T.J., and Morris M.D.,
“Screening, Predicting, and Computer Experiments”, Technometrics, 34 (1),
15-25, 1992.

Chapman, C.D., Saitou, K. and Jakiela, M.J. "Genetic algorithms as an

approach to configuration and topology design.” Journal of Mechanical Design

-121 -



% 3E ONRMNRAD—FERFE

(3.11)

(3.12)

(3.13)

(3.14)

(3.15)

(3.16)

(3.17)

(3.18)

(3.19)

(3.20)

(3.21)

116 (1994): 1005.

Schoenauer, Marc. "Representations for evolutionary optimization and
identification in structural mechanics." J. P eriaux and G. Winter, editors,
Genetic Algorithms in Engineering and Computer Sciences (1995): 443-464.
Kane, Couro, and Marc Schoenauer. "Topological optimum design using
genetic algorithms." Control and Cybernetics 25 (1996): 1059-1088.

Jakiela, M. J., Chapman, C., Duda, J., Adewuya, A., & Saitou, K. "Continuum
structural topology design with genetic algorithms.” Computer Methods in
Applied Mechanics and Engineering 186.2 (2000): 339-356.

Fanjoy, David W., and William A. Crossley. "Topology design of planar
cross-sections with a genetic algorithm: part 1--overcoming the obstacles."
Engineering Optimization 34.1 (2002): 1-22.

Wang, S. Y., and K. Tai. "Structural topology design optimization using genetic
algorithms with a bit-array representation.” Computer Methods in Applied
Mechanics and Engineering 194.36 (2005): 3749-3770.

Schoenauer, Marc. "Shape representations and evolution schemes.”
Evolutionary Programming 5 (1996).

Hamda, Hatem, et al. "Compact unstructured representations for evolutionary
design." Applied Intelligence 16.2 (2002): 139-155.

Tai, K., and T. H. Chee. "Genetic algorithm with structural morphology
representation  for topology design optimization." Mechanics in
design—Proceedings of the 2nd international conference on mechanics in
design, Nottingham. 1998.

Tai, K., and T. H. Chee. "Design of structures and compliant mechanisms by
evolutionary optimization of morphological representations of topology."
Journal of Mechanical Design 122 (2000): 560.

Wang, S. Y., and K. Tai. "Bar-system representation for topology optimization
using genetic algorithms.” Engineering computations 22.2 (2005): 206-231.
Deb, K., Agrawal, S., Pratap, A., Meyarivan, T., A fast and elitist

multi-objective genetic algorithm for multi-objective optimization: NSGA-II,

-122 -



% 3E ONRMNRAD—FERFE

(3.22)

(3.23)

(3.24)

(3.25)

(3.26)

(3.27)

in: Proceedings of the Parallel Problem Solving from Nature VI Conference,
Paris, 849-858, 2000.

Deb, K., Anand, A., Joshi, D., “A computationally efficient evolutionary
algorithm for real-parameter optimization”, Evolutionary Computation, 2002,
10(4), pp.371-395.

Kalyanmoy, Deb. Multi objective optimization using evolutionary algorithms.
John Wiley and Sons, 2001.

Deb, K. and Goyal, M., “A combined genetic adaptive search (GeneAS) for
engineering design”, Computer Science and Informatics, 1996, 26(4), pp.
30-45.

Goel, T., Vaidyanathan, R., Haftka, R. T., Shyy, W., Queipo, N. V. and Tucker,
K., Response surface approximation of Pareto optimal front in multi-objective
optimization, Computer. Methods Applied Mechanics and Engineering., 196,
879 -893, 2007.

Sigmund, Ole. "A 99 line topology optimization code written in Matlab."
Structural and Multidisciplinary Optimization 21.2 (2001): 120-127.

Choi, Seung-Kyum, Ramana V. Grandhi, and Robert A. Canfield.
"Reliability-based structural design.” Reliability-based Structural Design, by
S.-K. Choi, RV Grandhi, and RA Canfield. ISBN 978-1-84628-444-1. Berlin:
Springer, 2006. 1 (2006).

—-123 -






o 4

T — hRIHALE

F

~7F

=1

GA %)

WD

b m = b O &R



£48 T)-MIHEFE GA ZRVSMROD—H#EiE DB

41 ¥ &

52 mTHRRIZE 51, BHARTES —AMEO XS RZEHB MR e U — i
fEMEIZEB W T, ZOEHOES S B A BEAAM X BIE Tk
(Weighted sum method) (2 &> TH—HB{L L7z SIMP IERNAS WL .
SIMP i EIZHMIBIEDEEZ WA FIETH LT, 77— U RERREIT O &
WL PRI THEDDE G, Fio, FITRHHE2AY v ERBD. L
L, ZIEMENROVERHZER OGS, 7a— VR OBRBENHE L2, &E
INT A= BRMRNT A v ¥ 2 DR EFIEICL Y B s MR U—EEEN SO,
—FIRENE LN VISR H WY, F, HEROMEICHT a7 T
AT VAL L= RATERR S 5% B LRI~ 0w IcE L, B
EBERMTETONRT A —Z Th D ELOMEY R ETTENREETH 5 @39,
DD, I E TR v — VPRI ATRE 7R AR 7 /L 3 ) X I (Genetic
algorithm) D3 H 23 F B &L 5. GA XL RFIRFRR 217 9 et FIETH H 720,
% B LI B W T LD /N — MED GA (2 X 2 i fRERIR O T I
HNTHELNDFEEES. ZO7=D, SIMPIED L ) ik Gt/ 3T A — XX E ik
OREITZ2V. L L7e B, GA L HRIBIER DR E DS B AT I 3D < A
EHAREZIMETHD. 6T, MREMNRELTH DT DERORITRMLEIC
BHZ NG, BEaz ERENG LoT, GA MWV PR T U — KL

T, AR XA NEAERET 2 2 IR EERETHS.

T ZTARETIE, GAZHWEZEN MR e U—EE{b FEE &b+ 572
W, BEAFEHRIEFTEE AW SIMP iEN S LN RpTEEE (=) — 1)
EHRT AR EEEAR L, b % GA OWMIEN E L THW D Lz #
7T 5. SIMP ENGE LN TREN R ERD MR —EUT 5 —§
FRa i IEM E LT GAZAX — FEHHZ LT, GA DREMED
M RIZNZ, 7 a—rSuipNb— MEFEDS O D FTREES IR S LS.

ABETIL, BEFEOHEDMEITOWTHRIET 572012, GA OFIHIERE Z
K LZFRAET HUERFIELEL =Y — MWL 2 0 28 R FEOIR MR IO
L TENE e HE R LTz

—126 -



£48 T)-MIHEFE GA ZRVSMROD—H#EiE DB

42 HilC CTHET 5 ) — MR GA 2 W2 FIEIC OV TR 5 4.3 &Hi
NH 44T, TNENHE—mES — A, M ES—AD MR a U—iEb
I X D2 BGERE R IZ OV TR S,

—127-



£48 T)-MIHEFE GA ZRVSMROD—H#EiE DB

42 REFE
421 IT')— FHERIERE

B 4.1 12— kA7 GA O FIE L RREFIEZ R LI-BEX 2 R~7. X 4.1@)0
F o, —7 GA AHWEZ B MR e U—EaEb T, #WIEEERE LT
BLECCERZE T v X MTAEKRT 2 FEE VS, =) — NIIERTEIE, HA
i &M% T2 SIMP B B 5 BTz U — MER S AT 2 fEiR % GA D
PIMER &35 2 L3 CThH D (K 41D)SH). K 4.1() & (b)Dkikns b
X 4127 XA 72 GA TIE T v & DR LI HIERER 22 53— b
TuarT 4 7T ETHEIL LTI 5720, K A410IRTIRETETHE, H
DR S T RTED DL A BRAG T D720, — MR FIEICEH~, IR
PESE < BIRINT 2 5. A2 ITHIRET 5 ) — MR FEO 7 v —F v —
MRt Fio, DTIEEZRFEICO VW THAEZT 5.

Stepl) HEASFEMIEFE - SIMP 5% W, RFTRE AR T 5. 22
A% AT B 71, PIHMEIR & BEAEORG T —A Z T A A
LD R g R %

Step2) GA MW7z hARm Y —ifk A T Stepl 2> b 45 LIV JRFTE & 1
Ll 2R E N B4R T 5.

Step3) Stepl & Step2 & M [ml#: V3K L, MxN {#OWIHHEAREP 2 1ES .

Stepd) P'2D LEZE 7 X AICHEY L, GA Z#HWEZHM MR r U — i
{EOFHEEE L35, 22T, LITRKERETO GA ZHW hARe v
— (LI % GA TORERKTH 5.

Z ZC, SIMPIEIZ K 5 R & T D EER O AR L TONGA & Wi H Y

AR a Vol iz BV T, Bar-system RELED GA & V5

—128 -



£48 T)-MIHEFE GA ZRVSMROD—H#EiE DB

O : Initial individuals

V' N >
o (']
- o]
el el
i3] i3]
{ o =
e § 3
[ 15 [§ 9
(O] (O]
2 2=
i3] i3]
(] (]
a a
(@] @)
Pareto Optima Frontier R Pareto Optima Frontier R
Objective Function 1 Objective Function 1
(a) Conventional method (b)Proposed method

Fig. 4.1 Comparison of conceptual diagram between a conventional GA method and the

proposed method
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Fig. 4.2 Flowchart of the proposed method and comparison between proposed method

and traditional method.
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Fig. 4.3 Calculation example of proposed objective function
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Fig.4.4 Genotype and phenotype in the bar-system representation
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Fig. 4.5 Flowchart of the Topology optimization using GA
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Fig. 4.6 Examples of topology optimization using SIMP
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—(2VTEB) CHERk L 7-.

REHZBIT /87 A—4 & LT, R E=1.0, 77 ¥ » Hv=0.3, HE p=10,
JEEt=1.0, MEFIX1 & Lz, £72, 24x12 DA v ¥ =2 ([CREEHEZ 5E L,
HIRERENT 21T > 7=. FEA OFF-RICILCH[4.8] D MATLAB =2 — R & V7=,

B 7T Y ZLAD/NT A —F T2 TO GA FEITIZIB W T, {E&%Ek 50, i
% 100, 22X 1.0, FRAEFEA 0.2, elite 5050 & L7-. fomlboRERE &
LTIE, fE B0%LL FCar7F o4 7 v AguMe e Lz, £72, &% Diks
B OFP G HFIGMEE LTEE L. GAIZBW TN FEIL, PCX & 2 8%
X FEE ATz, 28R 25 5 L L Tid Polynomial 228828 B F1% % Fv 7= (Appendix
ZHR)

| . 2H X

Design domain

Bar Path1l 0.5H

Bar Path2

A\

Fig. 4.7 Design domain and bar system for the clamped deep beam
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432 FHEREER

IR & R DRREE

fEMTRE R A X 4.8 12797, X 4.8 1% Method1,2,3,(2x3 % 20 [EIOFATIZEIT 5
AT ITAT U ADRME, V), pHEETNEIR LI T 7 ThD. £k,
AU Z THPORMEICR L T3 5 72912, @ O SIMP D 2 7547
AFERD —FEIZ B L, SIMP {EIZHEAR EDORRER L7228 L7=. SIMP ik
MHELNT bR D— RO T T AT AL 74118 TH 5.

48@D LT TAT U ADR/IMEN S ETDOFIEZEB T, SIMP EDH
IZHWTGAORESE (Compliance=74.118) L0 7o — L7 (X VIR L7
fi£) "oz Enbnd. £, 777X 0HEROTIE, M=1, M=5 @
JEFNAR L 72 o TR Y, METIEOFBPUERO FIEL O PREREH N E3D
NG,

F72K 48 (a) OFHTEBNTS, 1EKFIE, M=1, M=5 (Methodl1,2,3) @
EZIZ 20 [MIOFRITICBIT LTI T UV APKRL o TWNDH I LMD,
RETFEIZBONTM OEREWF R L VIFICEZE L TNDZ Enbnd.
4.8(b)D 20 [HEATICHBIT D T T4 T 2 ADGENG b, BT RO REE
MEVEELTNDZ ERDND. Ll M=1 DA T, 20 BRITICEIT S
AT TAT VADGEPIERD FIE L EANFIEFEFR UEZRLTWD I &b,
7 — NI EEE T E DR DNZERNCHAE TE RS T T ThH 2 #
5.
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= Minimum compliance ™ Average compliance
76.000

74.000
72.000
70.000
68.000
66.000
64.000
62.000
60.000

73.614

CASE1 CASE2(M=1) CASE3(M=5)

(a) Comparison of minimum and average compliance

® Variance of compliance
16.000

14.000
12.000
10.000
8.000
6.000
4.000
2.000
0.000

13.980 13.902

1.433

CASE1 CASE2(M=1) CASE3(M=5)
(b) Comparison of variance of compliance

Fig. 4.8 Result of topology optimization with GA
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4.9 |Z Method1,2,3 IZ X VGO fiEfFED hAR v P —ZRT. (ERFIE
(Method1l) & M=1(Method2)DEAI12IE, ZNEHK 4.9 (@) OXF LT ¢ 3
® SIMP {EDOFER LHEUT D AR =067z, LaxL, M=5(Method3)D
BRI B W T, SIMPIEIC X i MR o — & 38725 hArY—»23 5o
NS, L, ZO M=5(Method3)DFED R o — (2B W TH L
CAEESNTZNITA Y2 1295 THY ZNEERELRWVEED, Fxyli—

(a) Topology result of SIMP method with penalty=3

¥V

o</

— g

(b) Best topology in case of M=0

o

J"—l_jﬂ\

e

(c) Best topology in case of M=1

I

4

Az 7

\—

(d) Best topology in case of M=5
Fig. 4.9 Result of topology optimization with GA
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R— RRY =N X DO TH D EEZXBND. F= v l—R— KR
—llE, BEOSHNT =y H—AHR— RN Z—2O X ) ICEE I NG,
HAW IR LTRSS < 72 585 2 ~7 . ZHUEL FEM OFEFHERETH
B8, ZORRRY—IZBWTIHE VN Ay v oz AVRET 22033
bolEFE2bND. L, BETLHITU — MIBIEKRIZCELY AR w O —FKiHE
EIZIB W TRORYER O R EEMEITMEE TE B2 6 b.

—139 -



£48 T)-MIHEFE GA ZRVSMROD—H#EiE DB

HEHNRICHT IER
R ALIZHERFIE L REFIEE WIS O FEMT OfEE % <. Z 2 T,

Asimp (SIMP {EIZRD DY — MiE) ZRKDDEE, SIMP IEITEEMNT Ch 572
¥, FE TN AT S LIS B A2 D, Ko T, 20 [AIRAAT LB 5 Pt 5 & ok
Wiz, Fio, R 42 IIHEAT v I TCOVEERER#Z RS, 22T, FEM €7
DA v 2 UK T HEHRFRZZE L, 24X12, 60X30 @ 2 DAL
TRHAR R 27T, £, 24X12 DA vy azfFoRs, X (41 OHMIEK
DFFIZH 0.000045 B, FEM FH5IC 0.015 7> CPU KE[IA3, 60X30 D A
= DOHA, X (4.1) OFEIZK 0.000051 7, FEM #HHI1Z1% 0.32 7 CPU B
IINIno T

Table. 4.1 Number of objective function evaluations

M=0 M=1 M=5
Calculation of Agimp - 77 385
formula 4.1 - 5000 25000

Topology optimization
with GA

5,000 5,000 5,000

Table. 4.2 Average calculation time of objective function evaluations

Mesh M=0 M=1 M=5
2412 - 1.16 5.82
Calculation of Agimp

60X 30 - 24.47 122.36

2412 - 0.23 1.15

formula (4.1)

60X 30 - 0.26 1.28

Topology optimization ~ 24X12 75.58 75.58 75.58
with GA 60X 30 1589.11 1589.11 1589.11

24 X12 75.58 76.98 82.55

Total time

60 <30 1589.11 1613.84 1712.75
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RETFIETIE, Aimp & BT 2EEEZAERT DB, X (41) BB OFHE
1E MX5000 [ ThHh 572, #4100 M=1 DA T 5000 B, M=5 DHBET
IZ 25000 B OFEIKIC2 D, £12F 41005, Aimp (SIMPIEIZR®D D= — K
fift) Z3RD D7D FEFHEEE S, EFIENERFIEITIAMAZAELT S
HEETHD.

— A2 0D, BRFHREREEIT A v > 23 24X 12 DEAIZ, Methodl,2,3 (2
BWTZENTN 7558 7, 76.98 1), 8255 ThH 5. Zhnbd, REFIENIEEK
TR, AIIZAE T 2RI E N ENK 145D, 69T THDL. Ay ia
N 24X 12 DA AWFHEEERIL, Methodl,2,3 (2B W\ TZE N4 1589.11 7,
1613.84 £, 171275 B ThHDH. i, METFENIERTIEITH~, (00
IZAE T DRFRIEENENAK 24737, 123640 TH 5.

EROXHIE, BEMIZa A NBD LML THERELD L HICRZS.
L2 L, GAITHERNEGEILTH D72, L0 7 a— Vieiiififz R 5720
WITEEBIDOFEIT N MEARRRTHD. ZOZ e xBETHE, TINEKHNELEZE
PEDRREE] ([ZBW T X 91T, BEFEZ T v — VRN ZERINCE DI
HDT, PIHIEEE T & DERT 217 GA Z RV bR v ¥ — i
X 0FITENR D7D, LER-T, Za—rURORRICLEEN 2 EE
FIEOF N 1 EIORITITHR LT GA FIEICH~D LR o 2 M3
M2 60OEEFITHRLBEIL D720, TOREBETDHERETIENLY
NEHTHLEZZbND. IDIZ, Ay TyaBBENTsZ Lo, FEM
fRHTIC LB/ 3 2 RN K DB ICHIINT 5D T, BEFIETA v 2813 Z 0
BAICE VRN THD LEXD.
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A4 FEHEES—AD RO —HEIERIEIC
&K HIREE

AREITI, BEFEONFMEICHOWTHERE T S 72, Simply Support Beam @
AT T4 7 o ZMETEZ RV, LUTO 3 DOFEIZHOW TRaEbIRT &2
Tz,

o Methodl: —fi%1Y 7 #)HI4E ] (Standard random initialization)

*  Method2: 20xN fE DFALUF 2 AR & L THWIZIRETFIE (M=20)

*  Method3: 40xN {iE DFELIE 2 AR & L THWZiERFiE (M=40)
22T, M=20, 40 OREERFIELIE, M 410 [TRT LI, ENENERTE
MR FiEEZ T2 SIMP iED ™ U — Mgz 20 i3 LUV 40 & v 5 2 & T,
AR ZED FIETH Y, M IZAWEZY — MO THD. £/, NIZ
FLEIRZ RO D AT v 7" 2 O GA Hi ki T o ERE & LT, AT
I Method2, 3 (28T N=50 & L7-.

Proposed method (Method2, 3: M=20, 40)
By SIMP method

| local optimum 1 | | local optimum 2 |- . -| local optimum M |
v v ¥
neighbors 1 neighbors 2 neighbors M
(N individuals) (N individuals) | ® ® ® | (N individuals)

Constructthe Initial population pool(M X N)
(neighborhoods of SIMP local optima)

|
|
|
1
|
1
|
1
|
: By Bar-system Topology Optimization with GA
1
|
1
|
1
|
1
|
1

GA evolution cycle

1

1

! (Method1)

| Standard Random (Bar-sys_te_m T(_)pOIOQy
I Initialization Optimization)

Fig. 4.10 Flowchart for verification of proposed method
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D 35DEE (Methodl, 2, 3) (2O TEEWIHIE 2 28 2 T4 20 [AEA
7L, ZHMRELOIRMER X O RN Z2 E &I 2 HVR (Hyper
Volume Ratio) “I%H\y, 2D, b, BRESBOMEE L LEZ, £z,
R A BB ZER FIcE R L L — R 7 ar T 4 TICoOWT G ik L7,
R =2 MZOWTIE 20 BRATZAT O HEDOETORHE IR F O T L,
BERFIEOYRIIONVTER LT T-.
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441 FRIEETIL

4.11 |27~ Simply Support Beam @ =175 A 7 A fg/MERTE & H -
TTVORGHEBIL 2HxH, TEOMNGZEE Lz, £, K411 O X5,
RESL1DMEFL & R2BVAMISHTWS. ABFFETIE, Bar-system & L CebR

VY THDEEZOND 4K 6 -DO0 Bar THERK L7Z. 22T, bar 0¥
ML I H L KOBMER AR Y= G0N AR H 205, ZO%EIE
HEBOEMNEZ B0, FHEa X SNBSS AEEN S WD, UL, &
r— A OFHKE 2 A2 N OHBIZBWTIE, &2 T 47— A TlRE L bar-system % fu
f2leh, FEaRA NOWKRIIEH THL EBZ X HND. 24 [HTHD bar D%
BT D&, RETEEOEIL 80 I/ 5 A, SRR L fTEAIZHIT 5 bar O
Az [EE L7z T, BREHERORREUT 64 [8I2 72 5 HEE 7 /LTI, #ittEsR E=1.0,
T ev=03, BE p=1.0, JEXt=1.0 & L7=. £/, &sHEEK% 40%x20 (23

AOF Lz, 22T, EbtORNEBETH a7 T4 7 2 ZAOMRIRE
MEZETH LD, HALITER L.

H

Fig. 4.11 Design domain and bar system for the simply support beam
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Table. 4.3 The number of objective functions and variables of the stepl, 2, 4 for

Simply Support Beam problem

Stepl Step2 Stepd
Number of objective functions 2 1 2
Number of variables 800 64 64

GA DT A—H L LTI, A7 v 7 2 GEEEIRDAERR) O5A, 1EA%L 50,
%L 100, BIRFEIT 0.9, ZERERFIT 02, AT v 74 (ZEM AR V—kK
i) OBE, EAEE 100, BIREIT 0.9, FREFLRIT 0.2 2 H Lz,

b OMERRE & LTI, KFEE 40%LL T C 2 DOMEICK LZILZENLD
AT ITA T AOERMEE LT, FT, RASIZHEAT v T ITBIT B LR
IS SIp R REN ] 5E - S SRR T A (L & N
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442 THEORKEZTIDZEH

Hyper Volume(HV) I b DU MEFS X O ARME ORI 2 72 O T H
5. X 41212 HV OBE&ER Z /9. HV 135 Do fdfit | & 2 W 23 B IR
BAEZEfE] LA B > TV ORI ORFECH D, £7, MER O TOM 1125
LCERBA W Cfif i 3kHA R E 72D XK 9 72 Hyper Cube v Z5HH 9%, HV I
TOWERELTLHDOTHY, LTORT)TEERIND.

Ql
HV(Q) = Volume(Ui=1vi (4.2)
F72, R@2QHVQ ENL— TR T 4 T 0bROBILD HV (P*) LDk %
LRIz 3R(4.3)D L 9 12 HVR(Hyper Volume Ratio) & - %.

(4.3)

SRS W IZITHBEEEOE NS ZHE L THWAS 20, fEOIKRIENEWIZE
E, £, ZEERREWVIZE HVQ)ERZ L 72D, HVR X 1IZHVVEID
5.

Objective Function 2

Solution i

Pareto Optima Frontier

Objective Function 1

Fig. 4.12 Hyper volume of the objective function space
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AWFZETIE, HV (Q) 1E, % Method I & 2 F bR H5 6 BT
DHV &Lz 72, K@D HVPHIZEO XL — 7 r > T4 7 ho6EbR
LHEARD HV T 528, ARAFIETHW 2 GEERETIE, O HV A EAT
7272, Method1(1H:f%% 600), Method2(H:A%% 300), Method3(iH:f%% 300)
DETOERBELHENOHE LN/ L — MEREDO HV {54 HV(P*) & L THW =,
FTIECB T DIHRMEZ T 570, EFEO X 512 HV(P*)ERE L T higiz
I+ ThrBExD.
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443 FEREER

ARIHTIE, 20 Al GAFATIZHIIT 5, SCHK[4.5]D bar-system R ELIED GA % H
W AR e U —Ki#E{EFE (Methodl) &2 FE (Method2, 3) 12X LT, %)
FHEZOWTHGET 2700t Ra X hEig L7z, 20k, [A U E Tl
SEFEHAEDHVR LN — b7 0T 4 TIZOWTEH L, IWAMIZ OV TR
REL 7.

BRBEBOFFMEIZKIC &L ZHEIR FOLE

FHR X N E g T 57, HERTFIE S RETEICET 5 BB OFHmE
EROTAERER 44 137, K 4.4 OFHMEI ORI A 20 [FIOFAATIZ
B2 1EG-0OFERMES THD. 22T, HELE2 SOMEICKTH 2
VTIAT AL 2I3FEDTREAT LT, AT v 7L (=Y — M
KzERDDH AT 7)) IZBF 5 SIMP IETIE, #IHIMEIZ L0 B7e 2 Fom i 2R
THAREMER DY, BITZ LICNHRICHE R T T A T v ADOFEEIT R

Table. 4.4 Average evaluation number of objective function per 1 GA trial and Average

evaluation time of objective function(40 X 20 meshed beam)

Average evaluation number of objective function

Traditional M=20 M=40

Formula(4.1) at Step2 - 100000 200000
Compliancel, 2 at Stepl - 66 137

Compliancel, 2 at Step4 30000 30000 30000

Average Time[sec/levaluation]

Formula(4.1) 0.00004
Compliancel, 2 0.07
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Hicdh, AT ITAT v ADOYHEHEEEZ -, £, BTV 40x20 DL
FNENEFFOBE, MEFIEORT v 7" 2 AL OAER) GAIZHWZR (4.1)
DHMEEE 2T v 7 4 (ZEH MR e U—Eik) O GA TOHRIBI%E LT
MAWlca 747 A1, 2 ORI H bR EH L= v = — % CPU
1% 2.8GHz @ Intel Core i7 processor % HV 7z

FT, BEFIEDO M=20 & M=40 DA TIE, A7 v 7 2 THIEHE LTH
W7zl (4.1) OFFE%RAY 100,000 & 200,000 THSH. 2T, X (41 OFH
FHRNHZEBET DL, AT v 72 0ORKEHAERIIZENEN 4,8 TH 5.
UL, AT v 7 4 TORFERRTT®H % 30000 % 0.07=2100 > X V1% 5 2 FEW
=, AT v 72108 HEERRA T m Y A SEROFE 3 R MO RIF
E R ANAR

Fio, BEFIED M=20 & M=40 T, 1ERFEE IR T T4 T L ZADF
A Z 4 66 [B] (M=20), FLON137 0] (M=40) FEEZLL 72o7=. ZhUZ
2Ty 7 LIZBT L SIMPIEICHERFR I X M THY, ZHEINGAIZEBNT
12 HERBEELSE L DICHNERFREEL A% TH L. W, FERLL
FHELSEDL GADT v 2K EZET DL, HIMLERa A MI+oIc
BHCELRETHD. LEN-T, FUHAREEILSE5E, BREFIET
WMBERHE I A MIERTEL R L C, AERHEIANTHLIEBZIOLN
5.

INEY, SHERU7ZILIYXLOREMRE

AAFFETIL, HaE LS R OIHNME & ZERMEZ 7T 5720, HVR ZH W 5.
4.13 12 300 At E CH#IL S H25A O HVR Ol A/~ d. 723K 45121%, Ui
KFEE S 512600 HACE THAL S EZEAGO HVREL /RT. 2 2T, Wik
R BV TIH(4.3) D BARE HV (P*) 25 BB TlidARwniz e, A2 TiX, Methodl
(A% %% 600), Method2( {4k 300), Method3(THft%k 300) D4 T D i b at H A
LT L — MEREZ B HY (P*) & LCTHWE. £72, HV OFFHEIC
FW BB BIEICOWTIE, fE AL EENERE S WA, F110°0 04
—H DAL TITAT VANELND 2D, RHFFETIE, 2 >0 BHEEEIZxT3
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o 1.00 0.998 0.999 0.992 0.999 0.999 0.998 0.998
2 .
o
o 0.98
=
=
(@]
= 0.96
g
> 0.94
I

0.92

0.90

0.88

AVG MAX MIN
® Traditional m®mProposed = Proposed
method method(VI=20) method(M=40)

Fig.4.13 Comparison of average, maximum and minimum HVR at 300 generation

Table. 4.5 Result of Hyper Volume Ratio

Traditional method Proposed method
Standard random initialization M=20 M=40

Generation 300 400 500 600 300 300
AVG 0.9683 0.9775 0.9826 0.9856 0.9982 0.9987
MAX 0.9920 0.9955 0.9960 0.9972 0.9990 0.9991
MIN 0.9286 0.9425 0.9470 0.9550 0.9976 0.9983

VAR 3.29E-04 2.59E-04 2.12E-04 1.64E-04 1.30E-07 7.45E-08

A& S A 100 L LT,

W

F7, 413 D HVR O (AVG) BLUHRAE (MAX) b, BEFIE
D M=20 & M=40 DIGEDB LD LITEVWERR LN Z LR 0n5d. 2k, #2
RPIENERTIRICHA, KO PRIER L OSEREN H 5 3L — MEREDSE D
N2 eamd. £ERKA50D, 20 BIORITIZEIT H HVR O5#N G, fEk
FHELVBETEOSEPNNS N NS, 2O GA O ITICE

—150 -



£48 T)-MIHEFE GA ZRVSMROD—H#EiE DB

WT, BEFEPRRICEIVZE LIZRREWRL LTSI EZEKRT 5.
IO NG, BEFEIECRFIELVDROERITEICBN TS, ZEMIZIL
RYED BWRIEED R DIND 2 ENDND.

W, B-ETIECB O CTHIHIER DO 77—V OARICHW D = Y — MED (M)
DEBIZOWTHE L. ETIEIIBT D M OEELZHRET H7-DIZ, M=20
& M=40 ® HVR D) (AVG), IKIE (MAX) Z b4 5 &, #REF1E M=40
DGEN LIGEVMEZ S, Z0Z &b, EFEIIBWTE, =V — )
EEOELRE Z < WD Z & T, INEMEE 2R ETE5 &2 00
L. 20, MM EHWDSSEE (Lo ) — MgzHWL56), R
BOLERMERE L 2 D720, K0 ZERRAIEERN 7 — /AR SN D 729D T
HbHEBEZDH. T, AT v 7 1L TRU MARa Y —Z R ORBBINEG S iz
HFIZBNTYH, BA2BETAEANGONDLEERS S, flx X, K414 DX
212, R LR ZFOBTRHIZEBW TS, TN T 5 N5
Eoth s, koT, BEMENBET LARENREV. LER-T, @M
DIEZHWL GG, BEONL— MESOTURIERNEmS 2D EFE2 NS, L
NLZEDOLAIE, R A NBRENTHDT, RITIA—ZERETHERIZ, &
HaxX hNaZETLHOMLERDLEEZILND.

1
Genotype o ° |

Fig. 4.14 An example of topology change of genotype which have same phenotype
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Pareto frontier @ LB

] 4.15 IZABFFETHWBIED 2 SO HYBEH ({mEICHT 5277 A
TUR) KT N — T a7 4 T ERERT S, K 4.15Q)CHERTIE &7
ZFIEM=20, M=40 DT D7 — ATk LT 300 AR E Tk L 7= % DR %,
X1 4.15(b){Z 13k T4 300, 400, 500, 600 HEARIZI51T 5 H5 5 & R TFIED M=40
DEFEITHIT D 300 DL —hTur T 47 Ol E R, £7-, X 4.16
IZIEFIED M=40 O34, 300 HAUIZ THONTAENR AR e O—fER S 0F
HCORT.

F7, X4.15@)0 0, HAEZNIIFERFERGS, B2 TIEM=40 O/NL— |
FRFEDS B Al ~ DIURME & SR | b D Z & 035375, X4 4.15(b)0° 5 1,
PERFIEIZ L » T 600 U E TEIL ST 5E, FonloL—hT7r T4
713300 A E CHL ST REFIEORL— b T a T A THTET AL OD,
ZOREDNNCBOTIHEMENE D Z L Wb D. 2O L%, #4515 LK
FTFTED 600 R, $RETIE M=40 12551) 5 ) & i K HVR OED g/ b ¢
BUERNCRHBI SN D, £72, K416 O ZE LS ETREFIEIC LY bikx
e MR =R REUNCELNTEZ ERDND. BONTERERND, ERFIEX
W OKERRE DO AR B EIC B W TE TOHE X MEMRH DD D, 2RI
72 GA DFENRIFTPERFIEL I L TREL M EAEETHH Z BRI,
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—_
=

=]

RESe

400

350 -

300 -

—®— Traditional method

Proposed method
(M=20)

5% Proposed method

S 250
£ (M=40)
&
© 200+
2
3
& 150t
100 F
50
30 805 @ @15 82 @26 83 a5 34 945 35
Ohjective functioni
(a) Pareto frontier of each case at 300 generation
400
.ogp.. | rACitional method
350 | @ (Generation=300)
~
300 | . '._‘ ___..___Traditiongl method
“ (Generation=400)
o A Y
o 200 .'b @ ...gp.. Traditional method
2 D S N (Generation=500)
P L A S
S S Traditional method
B = 1T raditional metho
) %‘ : - (Generation=600)
, it % Proposed method M=40
100 f R (Generation=300)
sol 0 M o
30 305 81 315 82 525 33 335 94 545 85

Ohjective functioni

(b) Pareto frontier of Casel at each generation and Case2 at 300 generation

Fig. 4.15 Result of Pareto frontier
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I —w Proposed method, M=40

(Generation=300)

Fig. 4.16 Topology results of case3 of proposed method at 300 generation

30 36 40 l
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45 #$£E

A EHRFEEZH O SIMP IENGE LD RpTR BT 2= Y —
MEAEREZ GA OWIHMER E 2 FEEZREL, GAZHWEL A MR r U—
o SR IARISEVIES [atie oy

RETIEOREEZ T 5720, GAIZBWTRNICHVWSLND T & L
WIHE (ARE & PERE A Simply support beam BilEZ F i L7=. 2 OFER, R4
DFHE A MZBWT, BEFEN LV PORMEL LOSEEL FF o 7oL — |k
TRy T 4 T EREARETHDH Z LA HVREB IO ARz E oL — K
Tu T4 T HEIC I DAL LT,

LovL, ZHMNEREEIZEWNT, 20 BB EMBIENIROSE, H
fill 72 B 2o E BUBFNE TITE S 22 ARG DR W AT & 5. ARBFZE
T, BV — MEEZRD D ZENREMTIERL, GAZHWEZZHM MR
7Y — i OO R L2 B & T 5720, EAMEHIEMIZT Tidz <,
Bz X, HRIBED 2 KEEHR2 EE2 WD Z & THO R MEIEERSE B
HEBZD. Gk, EAFEHIER LI 2 KEEEIEREE AV 2 HIEORE
MLETHDLHEEZBND.
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Table C.1Titanium alloy material properties

_ F & AE
Material )
(Ti-6Al-4V)
E [GPa] 113.8
Fatigue Strength[MPa] (Unnotched, 10’ cycles) 510
Poisson's ratio 0.342
Density [Kg/m®] 4.43x10°
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Fig. C.1 Optimum topologies with volume fraction 30 to 80%
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Fig. C.2 Stress contour and maximum stress (Mon Mises Stress)
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