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1.1 MIRE=S

BEMERETICEWT, MR oMLY, —E0MfEr2ERE L2 ETCOREL
HEELRFETHS. L2, BFEOEME ST AMVEFT TCIEIXRIER SRl %
RALZ IR #ETH D, BREHBE LIV EZoN5M40 N omdE R B2 &G
T2HEROERERTHoTERFF SN ZEBRZEET S AEPRDSNT WL
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SEREAE, WEXHBMBHEREOJEFE T HIFELEH L TITDND
HALETH S, RBELAOBHR THLRBEDRMPIRO RS LEHEIITLON LW
720, HEBBOKRFELRRE2RADZ 2 EHELWVWY, BEHRHFRORED LS5 %
BlLIZIE@E L TWa. £72, H&i#Efb o ZRE A MO & EECT LT, HKREBEW
EWVWO R AR, NHARBEAY VAT ELZLIWMOFLONT VDI DD, K
M2 TR Mmoo LS L RMMEBEMIIIUTHASHHEINLTYS
R xEAE, MEODHBKOEREZA T T4 VK LRETHPITREEL, Z0
BRE2ZFEH L LTINS REAETH 5. Iz B W THEDNE»ZE L

T5720, R EZOHKEAN LR ZEZTS I LAUETHD. £72, BRITHEHKZ 5
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A5 T, WEEAE2ERBLUREAD TR LS. ZURE/AOERETIE
MG OoORKEDESIT, RedbF 2L BBEBEMZAEL LWV,

— 75, PARBY —REGEHFHBENOEEOEMOMB DOE - R E 2L E T
LHiBEAIETH L. RELDOBMETIRELZLLIELILITRTH Y, Jikk#
fEX B RE#EAEHEBELTROPRRAOABEN S V. PEMEED X S 5 EHM
R - amIEcilHERNER PRz REK e UL TEHT 2 TEES H D,

WEBEEOEZEE T Y IIRKRICEEP»LETH 5.

Sizing optimization

v

N

Shape optimization

v

Initial design

7

Topology optimization

|

Fig. 1.1: Structural optimization.
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Fig. 1.2: Design domain of topology optimization.
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0<p<l (1.2)

ZULT, 2OFEEBRBEZ AR THW S BAEM B 6RT 2Y M E BB E N D
5. SIMPRIZEWTHEEOY M ELRAZ, EMEOYMMEEHR A ZHVWTUTO X

SIZEEHBORETETREINS.

A= pPa A (1.3)

ZIZT, paldRFIA4E=vav NI RA=RTHY, ~BEEIZI~50 8 THRES
Nd. RERMEH VD FEHMERBIREZ G KE, &#ELONRI AL EIT R
BLEORMAERD. KIS REEZ A VDS L REAONRE XN ET 22, %
EEBEPOTHEITERVHBOEELZFALP TS R2720, M13IZRT L5507

VAT -z a0MENRiEe LTRoNDIGAVEL LS.

Fig. 1.3: Gray scale.
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Fig. 1.4: Checkerboard.
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TaNVRY) v IEREEHATS. K150 X DI ¥R rum QRN OERZIZHST
ZEEEBICEEEZZY, R0 00 IR U TRVEAEKZ2EMAT 5.

COMEEAEBZzRADLSITELET .

Tmin — HX - XLH .
_— f Q.
wi(x —x;) = T'min X (1.4)
0 if xeD\Q,

BEEBLEOCRIEEABERICED, 74020 v 7% OBREEBITR (15 D & 5

#INSB.
> piwi(x; —x;)
e — (15)
Z wi(xj — X;)
JES:
=70,
Si = {] | X S Qpi} (16)
Q= {x | [Ix = x| < rmin, x € D} (1.7)
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Fig. 1.5: Outline of filtering method.

1.3 TEEEF
1.3.1 #BINITEICBIT2BEBEK

UHIPHEMTIIRREIND IO, WERDO-H2WMO IR Z T L 2®-ES
B, HEBOLEIZLV PS5 BEEEME LR THoTH, GMETELNARETH 5.
UL2L, RKEAEZREILRVWEWSHMERYLDS. 7, FHEEX TV X,
EOXSW, MKRZZEZRIEL I LICEPBELETE, oML AKEEHEKL T
RERKBEEIZHELTWS., 2720, 25 OMT AL, & A 682 E RN
ANE A

iz L, BEERE, UHl 2 EERICKREARAEICTES 20D, oL
HiEt ARSI EREHE G WO, NLIORKES & Worz B 8 EIC IR I2E
LTWwWad., 7, BP0 K holeh D 2R O2DEROL S 4, HELIERE — &
DLTHETHEETSZIERARTH Y, BFEIFEFICEHINTWDS., PDOTR I Y
K78 b &4 ¥ 27 (RP: Rapid Prototyping) & FEIX 4, F Ik 2 FIH L 72 %6
i B 1 P VA il W) HE A5 1 (FDM: Fused Deposition Modeling) 12 & % ik fE it W& 12 8\ T
FHI T Wz, EIRE L — ¥ —BEkE (SLS: Selective Laser Sintering) £ 1 12 & 0 & &
MEZES 2 AL Loz h, ATV LAMP T0 Yy XR22ED O EEM

BHZBR o N TWh., EETIE, MAMBOREEPHEMEMOESIZLD, TV =
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TLARFRUVES, v T VAEEEHOVT, BEEFPOEKECERETAILE D
AL R, FIAMIEALTETWS. 2000FIZASTMIZEWT, 77147147 X =2
7727 FxV v (AM: Additive Manufacturing) & \» 5 FEFR A3 E S 1 [67], & 1F & 8
EOEODOEMNS, MEAHBEOEDOD —D>DO®E HEE LTHEL, 5% 0%

ST BT EE A E RS B L LT M E N B [46].

1.3.2 TEEGEFHOESE

MM, AERECHEMYHEREE, BREEEBEREZ Y, BE A A
WX DR EENPEAET S 45 KERERHEBEREMioFTE HEI 26 AW
LNTWVWEAANTH D, M16IZRT & 51T, WAk O e b Mg o AR %2 B4 5
52T, "BIOWMMIETCHETLIZLTERTS. FEILEKETHY, &K
MOWEOSNREEVPATREVWIREYH 22, BiEZHK> HRNOd TEMENE
MiThs. HRIYHREEIZIABSEBI E X PLABIE O & 5 @ w WHB %2, K 1.7
AT LS, BRLAEPSMLEL, MET S TERTSAXNTH 5. 2009 4F
FDMEDORFHM P U N2 L T L2 BMHEREEDEL PO BFE VDRSS X
No, KSHAINTVWEIFRDO—D2THs. BEOWHEMPHEHILL®T L, HBEMN
FWEWHSHERPH 20, BEEOBIEZMASGLE TEE TR TH D, b HH
ERENAERTHD. MR AR I ARROMEB Z2K18IZRT L5i1L, V-V
92,47 X8 F Y — L [89,57, B I L DR S22 L CHERT S HATHS. ffho
JTAEeRBZY, BEMBZITZSGEMBZH Z AR TH L. ERY DI A
MEEmWZD, A VOREMZ T RS FMATRARAFEHOER ik LT
FHEIOATWS. @Mz Sa, GEVWOREMPMS sl e, ¥R —

FENGELEE, 9 R - POREDLZDDODTHEPBEL D,
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Fig. 1.6: Stereolithography.

e - '

Support

Fig. 1.7: Fused deposition modeling.
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Fig. 1.8: Selective laser sintering.
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DRI EE 7 9N DER[S, 1,62, 74 %, EFHAPEEFIEDBRG 73] 2 20
EINhTWb.

PARB Y —E#EbEMERELOPT TCEMERIOBHEREFEIZIS. 20D
OREMBERRBIRE 2B 2 E %<, — M R BB AL 2 bR R
NOEHABHELWEINDS., ZHIEHUBBEERIE3IRT T — & &2, ke
izl 28 RoBE2HETRETHLZD, bR Y —REMAMIHEEER %2
HIRE UAMERFFHELLTCEINTHDILEZXS. MIIOEHIMEAERER Y
EERLUEZ RO Y —FH#E/AICEDFEFHL, BEERZHVWTEELEZHITH 5.
GEMBZHRS RN ARELE Aot d D, TERGAOHBALHBE->T VS,
CokSic bRy —RELEHRBERIIFEFICHELIRLS, BETE M RB Y —
EEAAZAHWTEHEHINWZERZ2BEREBERICLIVEELZMAPZIEBINT

W % (20, 41, 75, 87, 88).

Fig. 1.9: Example structure topology optimization and additive manufacturing. AUTODESK
X0
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F—THiET s TERELTWVL.

Fig. 1.10: SLM 280 HL.  SLM Solutions & 9

Fig. 1.11: Base plate.

BLI2IRERICHWET -2 ThHd. ERT I2MWEDSTLT — &%, R—AT L —
P EOEBMIZEEL, R—AF V- b EEEYWOMIZIEY R —h X h 5
MMAEBEATS. STLT — X WEMIIBDO XS ICCADT — X 2 Y2 ST ER A HE T dH
D, AL ERTRKABRZERLZEDTHS. ERYHPKFIZTEVETMZ2 D2
G, BIWORPICHECHET 22 20i<2d, EEWPITEEAT L. ¥ K-

FREREICRETIHETHD, MLUD XS ICHWEHMBEROY K- B H L
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Fig. 1.12: Modeling data

Fig. 1.13: Conversion from CAD data to STL data.

Fig. 1.14: Support parts.

EWIZERLAEAE2M1LI5ICRT. MILR2OEBEE T — 2 EBvoRETEEI N
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W, VAV Av bR YzHWTEEYZYLE ST TRKE LS. EFL— L85
HoGaERAPY - bHOEMOGEBRRLKMEFE I NTEY, REBRKEZRE
LAZERQEL T2 TEHIEYDOAEZMO BT LELRHZH, 2Ol K5IV —

VHEOL AR 2B ZLE LT ADIIRET LI IEDPARTH 5.

Fig. 1.15: Shaped objects by SLM 280 HL.

CREMEEREME, EEMKELV - FPEFE-LATHMSELTERT 2D,
BIEORFIZAZEZ2AEUS. ML L AKREEDER 2 A LE, AL IC X
DBEAMOBRAENEL, ERICEBLEHTHE. KHADO—HIPELALTWVSDS
N, MO LS ROEREZEHWNE Uizzd, ZOERBYOHEBIZHBENEF L,
EIIZZ>T U IO ZeEAONDS. £/, MILITRERY» S5 Y 0 L 2
BhThoh, ROICEBRDONSBRAPFALTWVWDS., 2o DHERX, &EKB R
OYMMEZR 2 EIC, ARBOFHELER EEOHIME, LWORABRLE2ITS I L
TXHRAELD, HMEHED /) ONDITKET 5720, MEERIZE T 5 EEZZRHE

Lo T W5,
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Fig. 1.16: Manufacturing error by thermal deformation.

Fig. 1.17: Many small holes of shaped objects.

1.4 ZAE® X DMK

AKX TR, MM ETICEREHBERICS T 2RE ST HHBBREL, Thz
WEAEMREEEORF AEOMPELZHNE U, bR Y —HRE{LDEMT
HKE2RET L.

Fo2E [FRBEMECS IS bR Y —Kiifbz AWEBEREFIEI TR, b
Ae Y -—REfbz2REXFTFECIRSEBTFHRELTCHVWLG I EITLS, A
GEED O DREAMEEZERNMT L. AMETIE, HEREBEEZERET 2200
MERtte LT, MEeh R I RBRETCHIMEEAM2ZH VS, BEE
izl ov®HEI M B2 VIEEDMEET ORIKMLE T, MRER S AOERE

EOMBERIINTLEBRERECLIIBHERETFEOMEZAIMNE L, PR
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VoIl Kb EGRETFHRERET 5.

F3E TARERHN T ICE T2 8E R HR/NE] T, bABo Y —R#ELHEICS
WT, EHIZZSORFAPITON TS ILEUREME & P #MEMED 2D 2 [
RIZERBLULAZRE(MELZzERT 2. ZomBEMBECLDY, BEESHRXOK
JEER BT 2ALROMBERIIN T2, @VWERENGE L LR oIl 2 iz
TOMEBEDORFEZHNE LMoY —RiEibEzRET 5.

Bam THBEERZ2E B LU AR BMEERAL] TR, B3IETHELALTREZ
Bz, mEAAOWNAMZERBL CAREMED A IZM@KIILST 22 & T, 3RTHE
NEERS S, LT, - by ZITRERRIND &S A/NOmKMEE DG TR
DHEREBFBEIZOVWTER, THITHTLEMEKE LT, bR Y -zl
REHEEZRET 5.

Fom TEMERI T AMEOMAE L MERREE] T, B3ERVPHIHETHEL
FHEEBRREE I, MEHEREOAZE D KD 3XIE MR T Y — A E &
ERMLT . AR TREAMELIVEED - HTHhs 7 T+ AMEDOHAEZHN L T
570, MIEHEMEZMES I TcRoND IZuEOMET VY Vo, MEH
ftikzHVWTY 7o BEDORBEMERZFMT S, Coe s, BREMOADORE
MEGERICL2®EZARE L, BRREXZRLEORELZEE L bR Y — Kl
fefEZMEST LS. o2, RBMIZEIVBONAET TAARREBMBEELIZLD
FEBRIZERL, EMARICE S ERFMzEES 5. £k, 771 AMEDOR R
WEIZOWTHRIZEVRIAEL, AFOMWMEFR 2B OoNL MBI FHEEZRF T 5.

HoE [FiGw ] TIE, AR ICEIDBOoONEZNAZRET 5.
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2.1 &5

MEERKORKOM{AZEBEEROBETHLI2D, 7712 REI NI HME
WHEE X, NV MR RE L ZRZDREFBH PN REE 1L V([96,77. 512
BHER T2V HIC, MBEBLZEMOWBBLREL 2256005, £7-, K
A HFROBMBEROL A, GEYWONBICHEBEOANELTLES ZAH S,
D7D, FMERECLIIWMEETOMRACE LYW ONMREBOMR P EE L
5. BHAAOHMBEMREIZIZ, BEKZHVWAEDLDO[12, 13X EERZEFZH VLD
D [24, 97, 93, 63, 36, 91], WEH 2 AWV 72 H D[83,30,31,10], K774 NEZHWVEZED
(69, 84,37, 3] M EMNDHB. T o ld, EHLMELBHBOD 2HEL T, eny
HELIIBIIMEDICEDERP CHEG2ZRE T L. EWERETCR, B2
ETAMEEF BT AFICE>TITbNE., 22k, BE OB K E D 1l
FoOEBIIKETLZZeAMELLTETONT WS, £72, BFEE AW EZIEW
HREZERE, EWIZH UL TRNIZITONS 20, MEeEizox U TRE %217
DHDITIFERLRHZ ET 5.

LU, HFEETVICEDWTHEY OEG 2 MR 2 HENRE
TNTWVWDE[2,9. 2OHETHE, MAECZLIIBONEZRELEFLVWEREEZFOND
Mgz, REAT7TILVIY ZLAICEDSBEFRETCHINIIER TS, ZOFIET
BETOTFIHFBEAECIVEHNICITONS. bR Y —R#ELEIEEY D
ER7ZT Cm < HE REATRTH D, Mz RHITL2EHBENPIEFICEL A

GHREZHSRHAINT WS [50,66). 2o dFETIE, BEZ2ET 2 HEDE KK
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IERMELHEFEOREE2E T IMEZ A Y —mEfbic Lo BER L, HEIC
IoTHonkBEPEoHBEZATIHMELEVWERE LD, HG 2RI TS T
WaH.UL2LInooflTid, BEMIIH LT —ROoRKEBIEREDAZHWT
B0, MEYeAoRBRHREICEBLEZMEZIVEEZfSTbATWARW, £Z2 T, K
METEBELACHEET IMERECHIEAMEZHVEZEGHREFIEE2 #E
T5. COFHRFAGHEREOERGRNICGAIHELERLEZFHETH D, 2
XFETE, BAEEZLVBEGHEOREZEEL, TheEBHTI2HEE2 bR
Vo kD ERT S, 2OMBELLTHESNIHEDY, HEOEGEEAET S

Mg & 72 % .

2.2 TRk
2.2.1 EHBIERHT

MEMOFEBENEBHEROBHEHIE, W M)y 22K, HE< MUY

JAEMETBHE, ROEFH LHEATRINDS.

Mx+Kx=0 (2.1)

OB AEAIE, x=uet =12, N)ETBERRADES LA TE 3.

(K —w?*M)u, =0 (2.2)

ZOAREMLS I LIZELDEVEEARERHHw, 2 RDZ 2V TCEE. HAMEIZN, =
WTHRIN, iROFEAEEEN TS, T LUTCKBEAMICNIET 2EAERESE— N

urfgEohsd.

2.2.2 BEFHERELHEE

HEBRBEZEAMECHWDEHAGMHEMETICERT 2YMEERTHL Y V7K, B

BEECHENTS. RSO ERETATA, R (23), AQH)DES LK



Hom FEMEMECBU LI MNRe Y —miEifbiE AW BEGRETFE 18

ns.

Ei = deEo, for i = 1,2, ,l (23)

pi =d"po, fori=1,2,..,1 (2.4)

Eo, ppldZhZh, HMEL BB HBOY Y IR, BREETH L. ppbp, BT 5
4B —vav TR —RTHY, THhZHpp=3, p,=12F 3.
RS D i Ik D B % Aargerry BB T 2HBEOEAME N EL, 2h50D
EABOMAES &> B> 20R0, BEEREIERQ O &> I #%
T2, $TERMCLOEEBOED2RE LD, HEBEDHAHETHE 22T
EHILETH[E6. TLCT, BRB L cBEdbw 2 ML, T 08K % HEEK:

5.

)\2

targets

n )2
J(d) = ZWM (2.5)
=1

DEZEEFAT, AHREICEIZ2 A Y —REMLMHEIDLTOLIS TR

5.

minimize.J (d) (2.6)
Subject to
0<p<l (2.7)

REFEOHEBEKIZ, B EIXREORAUCEEGMOMNEGHEOEAMHE % L
Kb &l icmEfbansd. LrL, HEMEOB AR €T — N &Rl dT 5 MHiE
ODEEWHE— RA, EMBTLiz—HLTVWAEVWES, BEMEE2 —H3E-e L

TH, HE: I HEGHEE 32 ARsMErFons e rHllans.
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K22 EMETROSNZEAEHEBE— F &% T, BEHEOELED
E-FEMET 2 REMEEOEARNE— FORKERET S, E— K F Iv¥

VUMMM T B[40, MARDE — FORBE I ERAE V3.

min||[Ueargeti — | (2.8)

223 E@E{7ZILIY X LA

AFHEOREAO 7 —Fr— P 2X21ICRT. ELETI>ZOOHEfF L L TH
edsHGMEEZREL, R AR z2M I THEHARIBEZRDS. 20 H
AR EHCTHWBEBIZ CRELEZITS. 2T, &#EfkVv—Te4b, H
EEEP N RS2 ETHEZBIET. )RElLT2HECHT2EHHER%
fRNCHEARIHBERTEEFEE-—FZ2RkDD. Thids T hlELZMS ETOD
EEThHY, EBIIAFEZFEBRERECHHATLIRE, ThooEIMmETHES
el s. kit ko-HEMERELTIMEE T, AKHE - FDORX
Bo—HzHR-BEEL, QMUEHOB AR E - FICHIIEAMEZERL T
AZrWMBH5IETHNEE 2R TS, HWEBOFEL, HIWEBPIEL TV
Gada#EAERTTIS. R LTVWAVEAFHEBRBOKRE 2GR L, (5
B B BOGE LIE @ — FE T & % Method of Moving Asymptotes(MMA)[82] & I\ T §% &F

EREEHFT 5.
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Set target model

Calculate eigenvalues and eigenvectors
of the target model, which corresponds to
measurement data of non-destructive test

|

(1) Calculate eigenvalues and eigenvectors
of the optimization model

!

(2) Identify the corresponding order
of the eigenvalue of the optimization model

|

| (3) Calculate the objective function |

Ye

No

| (4) Calculate sensitivities of objective function |

—| (5) Update the design variable using MMA |

Fig. 2.1: Flowchart of optimization procedure.

2.2.4 RRERRNT

MMAIZ X5 fbTid, HEEBOBRFALABIINTIRE2ZL2ELE T 5. HEHM

zl

BOKEZRDL7ZOITIE, FRBOEAMEOHRFTEBICN T 5 KE 2 KD B b
EHWHd. ETIMOEFMEOjHHORINLERIINTIREEZRDD. N\ =w? &

D, R22DBRRDE>ILERTE 3.

STV VARERBEGLT DL, I VYT VRUMATOLI KT Z 2T

0t

5.

Ly =\ +al {(K - \M)u;} (2.10)
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COREBEMOBIER THLIEEEKCMATEIERCINO LS T aD, &

212)D &SI ELDBEIENTE S,

8L1_8/\i ~T K . Bui_a)\i o 67M . @
@—6dj+ui <8djuZ+Kadj 3deul )\ngjuz )\ZMadj) (211)
9Ly _ 9N ou, _p (0K oM
o4, ~ ad, (1 -4/ Mu) + 4] (K- AM)aderui (adj_’\’adj>u’ (2.12)
=0, Ths2&, ARV AQRIOFE_HIZF0E KB, £/, u/Muy,=1Tdh
eV E, RRI1DBFXD K S ITR B,
0ly 0K oM
— =i | 2.1
od; “Q@ Am)m (2.13)

INzZzHWDEARFERICIET L, HEHBOAEXRGFEBICIEHT I EERIRA &2

5.

n

8h :_QE: Am@“&uT<mK—A&n>ui (2.14)

7
Atargetz

2.3  E B
2.3.1 FELHHEE

M321C R T Ikt nzz~THE 2«10 FH I TREBOWEZE R 5. £l
DaeBhyZA b IZZEEEL, GLDODETOHMIZHL, GiP¥1E35 k52
FTFHEHEZMMNT 2. 2O0KM B VT, K230 & 5124 D EE 5O d iz H
RORDPBECZEGHRE2EEMEL T5. COEBBEMEOEAMHE%2 ML ELL
A, AAREBE - NIEK224ICRT LD IChorz., BEMAIEE EWM P RTH D,
IR ETHON-BEHmEmDOADRE L Vb, &Aoo g6k - Eifihmo ik
HADOREBEOHFBREVWEEFEZONS. 22T, A(25H)ICBWVWTI~5ROEAHE%

ZRLUTCHRENLLZITD. EARBITw cwy:ws:wgiws=1:1:1:1:1279 3.
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Distributed non-structural mass

N

] 4

NONONNNNNN

Fig. 2.2: Analysis model of the cantilever example.

Fig. 2.3: Damaged model of the cantilever example.

Fig. 2.4: Eigenmode shapes of the damaged structure of the cantilever example. (a) First mode,
(b) second mode, (¢) third mode, (d) fourth mode, (e) fifth mode.

T LRI, B2LIIRT B VI3ROEAEMIZTE CHEME LT WHEE o/t
M25 X HMWBEKROINKBERE TH D, 5000 TR L 72 & H ML 72, X2.6I1& &8I
B onzERTHhEN, BEZHMBIZKRHE T Z2Z I TETVARVY, HEMR

EEEUEEmPRIZHEPELTED, HEZMETETWEIZ Wb 5.
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Table 2.1: Eigenvalues of optimal and damaged structures of the cantilever example.

23

1st

2nd

3rd

4th

5th

Damaged structure

1.591 x 10~ 2

6.977 x 102

9.801 x 1072

1.145 x 107 ¢

1.422 x 1071

Optimal structure

1.589 x 1072

6.979 x 1072

9.799 x 1072

1.145 x 1071

1.422 x 1071

x 1074
2.00

1.60

1.20 ‘\
0.80

0.40 \\

k

0.00

200

400

600 800

1000

Fig. 2.5: Convergence history of the cantilever example.

Fig. 2.6: Optimal configuration of the cantilever example.

2.3.2 WMimETEEE

4x1 DM b [E E OREE T, AR TFTwmFICKSIIO0OREFEEZMNML, FRIZHED

BHE2AEITLIMEZEZXL. EANMKOMETH S0, BITIEK2TIZRT &5 %

MEZHWSZ DN TES. ZOMEEF2X1IOFHISHRET, £z eEE, 4

e -5 —EHELAMETHS. HEL T2 BGMERIN28D XS5 ICHLDH

RIZEHRORDPEVZEDOLERE. TOEEMEOEAGHEZMKTLIZE Z 5,

BRBE—FREX29ZIRET LS ITho7.

EHES KRB OME

BEMFEARHRTH Y, HlnD L

DHEBPRKEVWEEZONS. T2 T, A2HTHBVTI~6IKD [

BEZEZBL TCRE/LEITS. EAGREITw twytwgtwgtws:wg=1:1:1:1:1:1

L35,
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NONONNNANN

7

Non-structural mass

Fig. 2.7: Analysis model of the plate example with both sides fixed.

Fig. 2.8: Damaged model of the plate example with both sides fixed.

(d) () (f)

Fig. 2.9: Eigenmode shapes of the damaged structure of the plate example with both sides fixed.
(a) First mode, (b) second mode, (c) third mode, (d) fourth mode, (e) fifth mode, (f) sixth mode.

AL DFER, R2 2D LD IZHEMBOBEEHIFEHEME L L WEE o7z, X210
BEHWBEBONKBERETH D, 3000 TIREKLUZ & HE LA, M211ixm@Eic &b

BonHERTHED, BEZHBEICRE I A ZEFTETCViRWVWY, HEFEL
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AUAmHPRICBGEPELTED, BHEZMREBETEITWVWLEI RN S,

Table 2.2: Eigenvalues of optimal and damaged structures of the plate example with both sides
fixed.

1st 2nd 3rd 4th 5th 6th
Damaged structure | 2.301 x 1072 | 5.073 x 10~ | 1.146 | 1.532 | 2.040 | 2.559
Optimal structure | 2.299 x 102 | 5.076 x 10~ | 1.142 | 1.531 | 2.035 | 2.556

x 107*
8.0

. )

Bl
N

0 50 100 150 200 250 300

0.0

Fig. 2.10: Convergence history of the plate example with both sides fixed.

Fig. 2.11: Optimal configuration of the plate example with both sides fixed.

2.33 BEDODKELAEFELEE

—DOHOFFRLHEELRKOFRHLEOMETESWT, HE L T 5HEDEEG D K
ERBHIIOVTEZS. TNREHOIIMEL L VWHE L T, FXRBOEHEAH
WZHIET D2 ENETNOEARBDE-FLVPRLLIGEPDH0, TO LI LEHITHT
5FETHL. BEBORNMNIEDLS T, HEPFETZ I L ICL OV BEEGO 2 VG
L, BERBOEEMHIZHIETLE2TNETNOEERHE-FNIRZ-TL L. L
UNZZRBEHOGAIZE, 20 &5 2240 KEAMEICIE S 55k € —

FIZBWTOAFEET L., KETHD FREIEXROEAMDOATHY, POMESR
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HKICETEI2RBE-FOAZHRLELTWVWE LD, ZNETOHTIHEHIZLS
EAREE — RICEWIE o7z, RETOH TIE, (KR EAMEICKIST 5 Ak
HE-FPHEHGOHETRL--TWVWLIHAETHL. HEBEEIM2120 X5 ITHH
DO AL LD D ETFICEAROEGEOD 2MEL T2, M21320HEMKEOEA
REE—F, 24P EHGOLRVRETH S, #fbtOo M ED B EGFREHE— F
TH5. HEOXEIZIVIRLEARDEARDE—-FOIEFLHIZHoT WD, T
DEERBE—-FDIEFENANEDLLIOEFIELEORETHL I L, RIDH &
FHERIZHARBHMETHLI I L2 HER, I~FIROBEAMEZERE L CHR#EEITD.

BEABREITw cwyiwstwgiws=1:1:1:1:1279 5.

Fig. 2.12: Damaged structure of a large-damage example.

(d) ()

Fig. 2.13: Eigenmode shapes of the damaged structure of a large-damage example. (a) First
mode, (b) second mode, (c¢) third mode, (d) fourth mode, (e) fifth mode.
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Fig. 2.14: Eigenmode shapes of the initial model of a large-damage example. (a) Third mode,
(b) fourth mode.

Wiargot: RGO H 2 HEMEO i X OEGRBE— FTh 0, u ERELT 5 HE
DijROEAEIRIME—-—NTHS. T O2HEOEAEMT ZITo72BIZZ DX
ARAMLT B i A EMEMED CES R, HEEREBREEZIET 5. R (28K
HOF BREMLAOBIVEULHAE I LI CHARBE - R2HH L AL S KHE
b2 17 5.

HEMEOEBEGLREWEZY, REMITMITEGHEEEHAEMDO EZNPKESH VT
W7h, mEbOfRE, R23ICAT I ICERBOBEEFEITEHEME L EWVHEE
ol K215 FHWEBOINKBETH D, 5008 TIHEL 2 & HM L7~ X216
BRELAIZEIVBONEZHRTH I, HEORREIRZ>TWE DD, HIEMHE
BICHELLEGEEVNECEEGSTE TS, BAAEEsRETETWVWE Z L
Nhohrd. M21T3RELBOEEOE AR E— FTH 52, RELIEAEEG
PHEBELESWTLK B3I 2N THEHARIE - FBEVWERIZZDboEZI EAD

»5.
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Table 2.3: Eigenvalues of optimal and damaged structures of a large-damage example.
1st 2nd 3rd 4th 5th
Damaged structure | 1.526 x 10 2 | 5.320 x 10" 2 | 6.659 x 107 | 8.323 x 10 2 | 1.282 x 10" !
Optimal structure | 1.520 x 1072 | 5.317 x 1072 | 6.692 x 10~2 | 8.306 x 10~2 | 1.281 x 10~ *

A
BAN

RN
N

0 100 200 300 400 500

Fig. 2.15: Convergence history of a large-damage example.

Fig. 2.16: Optimal configuration of a large-damage example.

(d) (e)

Fig. 2.17: Eigenmode shapes of the optimal structure of a large-damage example. (a) First mode,
(b) second mode, (c¢) third mode, (d) fourth mode, (e) fifth mode.
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2.4 &

AMETIIEAEEMBETICEIS MR Y —RiEtEzHVEZHEEYOBRGHREF

EeRBEL, BEAZzHVWTHRIEZ 757, MFICERHIZIODVWTHwZE LD D.
LEGgREOOOMEREZEAMEE U, BAMEHEFTOERLETo7k.

2 BGITLEARBHE-FOEALEZZFR LT, E-—NFIvF Ik zeEA

L, BGME L OB AGMEOE2Z2R/NMET 5 REAHEZENLLZ.

. HEBEBORFERIIHTI2BEZEH LA, LT, ZOREIZEDI W,
Z IR B BOGE BLE O — T T H 5 MMA (Method of Moving Asymptotes) 12 3 D < &

BTV TY XL ERELEL .

4. 3208l EH - CTHEBORMEZIT W, KRTFEOAEM & 2Z 4% 2 MR L

)

. HAERBE-FORBRICEEZ RIFI L VWES>A, NILBEGHEZHET 2

MEzER L _HEOMETE, WInhtHEBTZ2RIET LI AP TE

o

CE e, BHAERBE-NIREITLSLISARESHBEHGEZATIMEGIZNL
T, MOVRLIEICICEARBHE-N2REL AP o REbziT> 2 &
T, BERERZHBIIR ST I @3 TE Lot 00, HEMBZRET 5 Z

YT E .

SR, HNIRBOAZERT 5Vl ERLZT T, mwAkE 2 % 5 Mindlin

BREREHVLEFENDRRELREPEZOND.
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BIE BRGEFINTICHEIT2RERR
IME

3.1 #¥sS

CEMBEZHVEZEBERE TR, V- PETE LTIV EEMREZBEST 2
e TEREZITD. BEOBOBICID AL LIALR I, GO TEFREL LD
TR, BREBS 2T L, dRzZz2hFHlIETCLES L H S.
V- FRXEFEC—LOM NP EREEE WS T E 0T, BETIRLERE /NS
KHTAZZERAEEZEDY, MRLT20BOREBECERERYORERIZL>TLT 2
20, ABAEEIEMED 2 9N TICKRELSKET S,

b B Y — B E G WM Bk A R RE (4] % [ A 0 B 8O K b B [16) 7 2z UK <
BRI TWS. &7, BE 5% E Ak E (33, 59] % 244k 5 i [32) 12/ L T b
HBIPHRESNTWDE., 2ho DEAMEANDBEHG T, —HRIITHBTR IS
Z2ERTUVIVYNVIRINF =BT IAT VAR EZEHEBRKELTWS., Z
N, R ICR I s EEMECET s MEa YT IA4 TV AICHY T S THR
AVTIAT UV AEEREL, TheR/MTBHI LT, AEROWEEZ K/NELTE
5, Thbb, B ZEROGVWHEENROND I L2 HIKT 5.

BEmE, ZRMEOVWTAICEVWTE PR Y —RELOAEMUENRINTS
D, BURER MMM ZRKICER T 2L RMECNT20AMNE H 5. il 21X,
BeAm B R G TICB T WML omEREREMEICET 25 TIE, B
B REMODIZHT2HMEPERREINZMELZ, PRed@EEEZHTEHL
HIB8 BT oND. PARB Y —EEALRE T, BEEE T T MR KL -

W76, 52, 15], W5 T O 5 7 B/METTE 53], MDY 754 7 v 2 B AME (14, 19],
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MEEBELBIS O N2 LSS b R0 Y —R#E(LEERREToNB. L
WL, RIF LB EERE L EALRBELAAKB AT 2MELZ N Ao Y —Ri#iT
HBETLIMEEIRETDODOL TV ARV,

ZIZTARMETE, RKAODPEAETRRROANFEAT 2HHMEL ICHEWVWT,
PR ERM AL E2m LT 2MELE L TR (MEL2XET 5. #av
TIA4A T v AERMMNEMEEL, BMEa VT IA T v AORMNMEHBEMBE LT
EHF L, PABY —REMAMEZM I L THEEZERTS. 2Tk, BER
BZERMEERLOD, AR IR SN BE2 R T2FLE2HEETLZ L

T, BEERICSVWTAZROMHE T NI ERIZOVWTOHMRZINET 5.

3.2 ERIE
3.2.1 RKREAER

RIFFE T, MEWQOMLE 2B TR S 72D 0, I HAAZEME & KRIP # M
Mz ZZ 5. KL, AMATIRIMEOBKALD D, BAZEHBEIZ S 5 b K
0y —g#EETcLELAVeoNS LS50, JRABKEXPHARERNOXLBIIMET S
LD LT 521,86 BHRTr o XREAGKAEM T 2F GEMERIZB T 2 RE

HFRAFUFTo28TcERI N 3B,

—V-o0=0 (3.1)

—V - (kVT) =0 (3.2)

ZIZT, o3BTy YN, TIRIEE, FZBAEERTHL. ohT vV beldiik
FUYNDEOTAT VY e BMOT AT VY e, ZHOVWTUTDO LI >ITRTZ

EMNTES.
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o =D(e—e) (3.3)

7272 Le & ey lT
€= %(Vu +(vu)?) (3.4)
€th (T) = ’y(T — Tref)6 (35)

LERINDE., ZIZT, uldZBMNRZ ML, yIZBEER, T30 FARLERE T

H%5. RENERBERBATRT EUTOES> 15 5.

EZL, T TN OHEFU TFTOATERINS.

a(u, @) = /Q e(u)De(i)dx (3.8)
a(T, ) = /Q eun(T)De(@)dx (3.9)
A(T, T) = /Q kVT - VTdx (3.10)
g(T) = i hTds (3.11)

ZTusTETAMEE, hERHABIRKTH 5.
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3.2.2 HEMBE#H:xBELEE

AT IARIEBVERE & PR EME 2N HF S 2o, KFFRIZEIT 5 b
ey -—FHEATE, ShoDMEICHERTIMEERTH 2V ¥ 7 RETAIER
HRZ2, BEMBOREEFLZHWTRIT LS. EMBOY V7R 2 E), BUZEEEL

LT, SIMPIRIZB I 2 ERIE, TOhXThTD LS ITRT.

E = p’" E, (3.12)

k= pP* ko (3.13)

2T, pplpplERFIA XY —=—2a v RNTRA—-XTH 5.

AR T BEEERE LS, ALBA2ME T 2MiEE2, PR Y —#EiC &
DEE T 5. BRI e Vo AL ORBIE, BMEI Y T34 7 VAV K
INE B REERB T AL THEBETDHILEVAGBETH B (38 A% TIEEG K
PEMATAHED, RATKRINLIMEI Y TI4T7 v A2A0m/NMMeE HERBREB L

5.

a(u,u):/ﬂz—:(u)Ds(u)dx (3.14)

T, fINEHEELTRIVTIAT VAR EARBEERET L. v T 5147
VAW, MEMEICB I AMEI YT IA TV ACHY T AR TERES N, oy
TIATVAKIMNERET DI LIV BEEREZ2ET IMEEZMGS. L2

BEAT, AMMEICETS PR Y —REMAHEILTOLI>CRINS.

minimize J = a(u, u) (3.15)
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Subject to

34

(3.16)
(3.17)

(3.18)

72720, Gallows Vallow 3T NTNEI Y TS5A4 7V AL BEOERTHY, #var 7

FA4T7 ARG OWNEHEgEHVWTUTD &S

9(T) = /FT hTds

e, AMETCRHEI Y TSA T VAEXNT S0

ABEI VT SATUVALRERED LT 5,

3.3 m=EI{LFIE
3.

3.3.1 E@E{k7ILITY XA

RN B,

(3.19)

I, W Rary IS5 T7 v

AWEORHEAD 70 —Fry— F2HM31IRT. FTHEHELOEZDOHBEIR %

REL, REAEAZM. RICHEBEERCHNEMEZEFE ST 5. HERKAI

RLTwanwgsg, MEAELNZ2M I cCHERBEHNRGORE LA L,

B R AR G % (SLP: Sequential Linear Programming) & 7 =— X 7« — )L N % [85] & H

WTRFTERZ2HEHFR T L. REEOMYPEBETEIRES bR Y —LAPAEZ S

AREEEZZ CERBEHEEEZH VTR LEREZERL, 72— X 74— )V N&

BREBLZTORRPER I NAEIC, BRZIVHABEIZTIDZDIZHWVS.
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Set an initial value of density function p

Calculate the state variables by solving thermal
conductivity problem and structural problem using FEM

Calculate the objective function
and the constraints

- Yes
Converged? » End

No

Calculate the adjoint variables by
solving adjoint equation using FEM

Calculate sensitivities of objective function
and the constraints

y

Is the iteration in the early stage?

Yes | 1 No
Update the density Update the density
function p using function p using
SLP PFM

Fig. 3.1: Flowchart of optimization algorithm.

3.3.2 RREMM

AR TH W 2 B RMIPEHEIE TIE, HEREB R OGS ME ORI LB
LHMENBEE RS, £, AL E2MOKLSHECE T2 - BWLHERKZ

J@)=[J(puT)dx B E, ZhE HHOERBATELUTOLIS XSRS,

o~
S
—
<
=
)
~~
I

7(6)0dx + / 7(u) (w'(9), ) dx + / J(T)(T(6),0)dx  (3.20)

/
/

j’(u)ﬁdx+/j’(T)de (3.21)
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EL, = (u(9),0), T=(T"(),0) TH5. ¥ A NEREMEZH L L, X (3.6) &

BNEAVDZE, 575V VT VEMTFO LS CEING.

L(¢,u,T,p,q) = /j(ua T)dx + a(u,p) — (T, p) + A(T, q) — 9(q) (3.22)

DI vYTrvEAVWT, HEBBEOMAOFIMRDO LS ITERI NS,

G = (GenTeas) (G We0)  623)
+ (SrenTpa T0.0) (3:2)

= (Froarpas)+ (Ghentpa.a) (3.25)

+ <8 (¢,u,T,p,q T> (3.26)

ZZT, HHEEEIHENR0 LRI GE62FE A 5. H2HELESHITZLETNLUTD

B N A

oL
<au(¢7 u7Tapaq

a)

) :/}mnmm+am4»=o (3.27)
<Z§(¢7u7T7p7q),T> :/ (

' (T)Tdz — o(T,p) + A(q,T) =0 (3.28)
T, MEMEOREBELIEATHSZ2AB)OMLEZITHA T 2L

da(u,p) + a(i, p) — a(T,p) — da(T,p) =0 (3.29)

=L,
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da(u,p) = [ e(u)D’e(p)dx

do(T,p) = [ em(T)D'e(p)dx

;\b\

¥, AEEMEOREHFRATHIAGBNOMLE T T 2L
dA(T,q) + A(T,q) =0
EELU,
dA(T,q) = /Q E'VT - Vqdx
3 5. XAB2)rAB3R)ErznENn, AB2 e ABW)ICTRATE L,

/ 7 (w)iidz + / §/(T)Tdz = da(u, p) — da(T, p) + dA(T, q)

InzAXEB2AH)ITRATEZZ LT, RERIUTOLSIIR/RLZILENTES.

J'(¢) = j'(¢) + e(u)D’e(p) — em(T)D'e(p) — K'VT - Vq

WIZHEEFERXZRkD S, 29, AR ICB I 2EHEBEBIZODVWTHE X 5.

BMIEEa Yy 7547V ATHY, LTSRN S,

37

(3.30)

(3.31)

(3.32)

(3.33)

(3.34)

(3.35)

H &3
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J(p) = alu,u) (3.36)

— a(T,u) (3.37)

ZneE, XABW)ICBTLHE2ELEIHBIUTDOIS LR 5.

j'(w)adx = 2a(u, u) (3.38)

J'(T)Tdx = a(T,u) (3.39)

02X %X 327)&AB2WB)IZARAT B L&,

2a(u, @) + a(d,p) =0 (3.40)

a(T,u) — a(T,p) + A(q, T) =0 (3.41)

CIO2ODMME AR REME, MELE K THEpLesBs. CNIZENESNSD

CgrHVWT, HEBBTHZ2I VT34 T VADRBRERIRD LIS IZEREIND.

J'(¢) = en(T)D'(p)e(u) + e(u)D’(¢)e(p) — e (T)D'(p)e(p) — k'VT - Vg (3.42)

¥, HMEETHAIB Y TITATVAIZDVWTEERSE. a5 47 VA

BUTDOXSITRIND.

C(p) = 9(T) (3.43)
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TorE, RGW) BT LE2HEEEIFBUFOES L8 5.

§(T)Tdx = g(T) (3.45)

/j’(u)ﬁdx =0 (3.44)
/

o2 %KX 327) & A B2WB)IZARAT B L&,

a(d,p) =0 (3.46)

g(T) - Oé(p, T) + A(Q? T) = (347)

ZoeE, p=0ThHH, ABNELFLLRZ2D, HCHMFMEL 25, £oT, &

AV TIAT VAR TEIREEEILNTDOLS>IIREI NS,

C'(p) = —K'VT - VT (3.48)

3.4 HIEH

WL O DOBER 2 HWTAFIEDOZ YN 2R, MEHEY > 7 & E, =200 GPa,
BARE R L) =84 W/(m-K), BFERy=121x10m/(m-K) O & 3 5. #i&Wix
TARTEHOTARBEZHREL, BITEHAMOEIEIme T2, 280 T AREER
ETee=23K&dT5. 72, ARERZRDOERMITIE ~RDOT A VY RXFT A MYy B

FEHWS., PR Y —REMADOKALEBTHLIELEEBMp I AARERIIT LT
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BEINDE. RFFTAE—Vav NI A =R pp b p BTN EIDOEEEAT 3.

341 ZHUBEERREBEBRERERNIE-—DBE

BRAOFEE LU TH32ICAT LS BT E2mx1mD, iz 5% 4 EE U 7z il #f
LMEEZEZD. REAEMETE, EWMOERAZHOTARERETH 2T =203K
CHEEL, AR ROE2mOBER» S BIRHEAL=25x10*W/m® 2 5 % 5.
M Cld, M e 2@EL-ZMELbMELT L. ZOofBETIR, BAEERERL
BEBEEEERNEA — &85, KB OO Vi (&2 &G IR0 40% & U 7=,

COHRMBIZBVT, RROALERPRNE LD LD, Ea VY TI734T7 VAR
MMEz AT 5. Bar T 747 v ZHIH ganow 13 (2)2.00 x 106 WK, (b)2.25 x 106 W - K
(€)2.50x 108 W-KD3@#E D IZDWTHFS. T ok, BRENPEHTI25RABORE
2 (a)673.15 K, (b)723.15 K, (¢)TT3 I KA N &3 X5 LBl THS. ZoHEICE
WTR, EAORZER ImMEEERMFELVAFH EINEZEDOD, ETFTORERICTH L
TXRz2LBZL3TERV. T2, GRBOEREEZHMS T L TORERN
HAKINDZLFHEINS.

M33ICRT LA, BEMBLP —RIAGLEZBREOHME R LT, Rl
ZEDBONEZEREMNIAIZRT. Bvay 7547 v AN LD, BE R e R
EEEM 2 BMEL 20, iBH»r 5 BETALBEEZBTRRELS>TVWS. &
e DBERORELS LIZBMHRELPMS 2D, KAITHAZRDOEUIZ WIKIR
ERDMERBEMMARLS 2D I LT, 2ROBLEFED /NI S R EHEL BT
Wb, P ELSRBIC/Y, BEBEWH I KRWHEE L 2D, WZ 26 4
LHEERoTVWdEEAOND. BHAHORMENET3ILKELD XS Icfar T
SAT VAR EZT () DREAICB T D E BB BRSO IR EE % X
BH5WEART. BRavy I 47 v AR ICHIWNGGE2MAZLTED, BEBEKS

300E TR U= & HBr L 72,
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Frz, g0, ZOoMEZEVWTH ARV OSE TRy TS T VA
BMEZ T REONZIBIRZNI6ICRT. BUREE TdH 5 40 & & FH 2
ThdLEMEZ HORKITESHEL RoT WD, BRI 5 5 EEE A~ &,
BAEARERECHEADZEVHRERBRTH 2P, @l E 225850 A MWLM 5o
TWVWRWES, R RBIZB T I2BRLERPRKESBoTndeEZLONS. M3TIE
NEDRERIIBIZ2I VT IAT VALY T IATVAERLELDTH S.
T, TNTNOMEIZBVWTHR/NMEEZE>T WS, RbEVEI VY T I 107 VA
WeHGEA, MEary 7747 v Aek/MLAEMEEL, a7 547 v X % /M
fbL7MEICS T3, av T I54T7 Vv AnAREREARZ, TN ENH3S, K
39T, K38DMEaI Y 7 I74 7 v AZH/NMEUZMEIZE WTIX, Bt K
ERT2@EBEAMBZ>TVWS. Zhick ), BEEMHEFIETL TV PNEHALE
il EhTwdZerbnrsd. £/, K39TRHEBIHICEZ < OMEPEE X
NTHEY, MEI VY TIA4A TV ADRKEENS S BoTWED, AEF OMKREN
KELBoTWB IR bhd. ZhoomBEFRE»S, AHIEIZE D 28LK
CEHREMEERIBEI Y T IAT VAR AV T SA TV ADNL =R LT

DHEBPERTE, COLIAMEIINLULAFENANTHL I LA RINTE.

Fixedand T = 293 K Fixed
%

1m 0.2m

Heat flux
q =2.5x10* W/m?

Fig. 3.2: Analysis model of example 1.
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Fig. 3.3: Initial shape.

()

Fig. 3.4: Optimal configurations of structural compliance minimization under each thermal com-
pliance constraints. (a)gaiiow = 2.00x 105 W-K(T = 673.15 K), (b)ganow = 2.25 x 106 W-K(T =
723.15 K), (¢)ganow = 2.50 x 105 W - K(T = 773.15 K).
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Fig. 3.5: Convergence history of objective function and constraints.

Fig. 3.6: Optimal configuration of thermal compliance minimization.
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Fig. 3.7: Relationship between structural compliance and thermal compliance.



o =7
3

L]

(a)

Fig. 3.8: (a) Compliance distribution on deformation shape and (b) temperature distribution
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of optimal configuration shown in Fig. 3.4 (c). (Structural compliance minimization under the

thermal compliance constraint, gajow = 2.50 x 10° W - K.)
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Fig. 3.9: (a) Compliance distribution on deformation shape and (b) temperature distribution of

optimal configuration shown in Fig. 3.6. (Thermal compliance minimization.)
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HEBEHETOLZI VT I4 T Vv ADMHEIE, K34 (a) 2 X3.10 (b) DBRDEHEIC
BUWT, TN F0N299%x1007, 401x100TTH b, #idlD W EER 2 IH T 2B
ELULTRELTWVWSE VWA, BERRIRKEMR THL L WVWA L. R#BEAFERD >
TO5AT VAN HHMERERAHZ, TN Z X311 (a) & K311 (b) IR T, BIR
REOBBE LU= ROFZE LD, BAR K BAFH LD B R BoT WD 20,
BMENRKRELS ko EZONE. BBa Vv TS99 47 VADOEIERIETHD Z h
5, BURER M U Tld, BGR A A S W IR EE EE S o R & B BN

TWnWeFEZOND.

(a) (b)

Fig. 3.10: Initial shape and optimal configuration of example 2.
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Fig. 3.11: (a) Compliance distribution on deformation shape and (b) temperature distribution
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2OHOHMEHN & LT, FH2mx1mD, Mz e@EE L 2ilfEsEET, #
FHMBEOERZMEORLIZBE I OVWTEZ L. ZOKMEH I 1T 5 L ERH
BT, WA OEENMD FNMD0IlmDBEREHROTARLBERE CTHLET=293KIC
EEL, B ROEImDBE RS BWHEL=20x10"W/m* %2 5 X 5. 1
BT, ME2Z2EC L -HWHELHEEL T2, ZCOoMBETIE, BREBRTCERITE
REEERO —EHTHO, TLIZEFE—BLTVWRWEMAETH S, #id ol #ETI%E
ZRIMHEERBOERBREDICEoTOAER I NAD, KHEIZE W TIX, ZAFE
EEREALICHMEZ2EEL, BAERICK T I20M 2 mD 2 2 & BLBMENICH
MThdEZONDS. COMEFXAARNHOMETH D, B X O &b E
ELUTEHM3R2D LD BREELLTHES 2LV TES. KBGO Ve &2 8%l
BB D20%E U, 83> 7T 747 ¥ AHH ganow 1E80x10° W-K & T 5. Zhnlk, #
HAPIEHT 2EHEAMBOBWENBILKUATLRD LS RHNTH S.

COHRMBIZBVT, 2ROALEIR/NE LD LI, EaI VY TI4T7 VAR
IMEEAT S, K313 () IR T LD %4, BEINLEKT KRB RZIHERE L TH
WAL ZATo7 MR, 313 (b) IR T I BRI FoNL. o v T I3 147 v Al
ok, BRI CREREET 2 BMEL 2D, SEE» SMEIREB %@
THRRELoT WD, &l & & 2 B0 A I <, (KR & 72 2 i E K<
Y, RROBEREDNI LK REMELHR-oTWEEEZONS. HEBK TS
2375347 VADMEIFA39x10° ] & Ro7z.

M3l (IZRT L4, BAMEADHWIZEEDRELRMBMPEES WZE
WEzHMHERE U TREAEZIToZHEE, K314 b)IZRT LI BRERPFT SN,
MR L R 2 WEBEHEH ISV, YIHBROEELZZ T ZBRE Ro7z. HIEHE
BMTHraAYTI34T7VADMIZATAXI0°T &R0tz £, T T h O H»

S B I D BONEZEEICETS, MEa Yy T IA T VASAGHERE DA
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Mz, Th ZTNX3.15 K316 RT. Wb, BREPNIEMRT 2 mIEMA2AM < &
522 Te2ROBEREZRELMBELTVE Z b2 5. X3.15(a), M3.16(a) T
X, ERNEEERELOMED Y 7547 AR TANS L BoTE Y, BAEE
BRBMLOMELBLEZRKOWIHEIZNLTESTHL I DA D, K316 TIE, &
RTHENRDELTWED, REOMEEERICEIRESBREIBRV EPR DN L.
3172280 OREAAICE 2 HEBRBONKEREZ KT, I hb i K
400 HIZB WTHEBABOZIERZENENIG BEE LR ODIEL 72 & Yk L 7%
P,20HOHMERCBETIREMMEEDAVEEI Y T I4T7 VAN KERMA
EHRoTEDY, BIREMTHDIEVRD. £/, 2200 RICHL T, @ UK
BElHOb Ty T34 7 v ARMEGSEMRE, WFhfEary 774
TYAIE8xIPJE KRE LM Ay, ARKRBEEEBREHEZ — KoK TEL

ERPGonkd, KFRIZHRBZONBIKFETHL EEAXOND.

T 20% 10 W/
Fied o1lm J/ R;ler fixed
.
1m %
w | ke

T 0.1 m

Temperature T = 293 K

Fig. 3.12: Analysis model of example 3.
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(a) (b)

Fig. 3.13: (a) Initial shape and (b) Optimal configuration of Initial shape 1 of example 3.

(a) (b)

Fig. 3.14: (a) Initial shape and (b) Optimal configuration of Initial shape 2 of example 3.
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Fig. 3.15: (a) Compliance distribution on deformation shape and (b) temperature distribution

of optimal configuration of initial shape 1.
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Fig. 3.16: (a) Compliance distribution on deformation shape and (b) temperature distribution

of optimal configuration of initial shape 2.
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Fig. 3.17: Convergence history of objective function.
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AW ETIE, BB OMH & A ZERE Y2 T 5 EE2, PAo Yy —HKiEl%z
FAWVWTEHRTEFEEABELLZ. BEHOBKEFMZH T, AMETERET SFED

ZHMEEZRIEL 2. R 2L TIZRT,

MERZHS b, MIPARERME & P s mE 2 2 A U 7.

2. lEHIN FTCORLERE/NMUMES LT, BOR R EFH T 2HBEICE T 5, B

AVTIAT VAR T COMEI Y T4 7 v Am/NMEMEZ EX U 7.

3 HEEB ORI ERIIH T 2EEZEH L., T LT, ZTOREIZHEIO WA

BRI EEICE S mE TV T ) AL EMEL .

4 BB Z2BEAICEY, TR RABRERERDS, »ORAZLR 2 M L ZERPE

bmé\.. &%Eﬁuu

5. B a v TS A4 7 v ARMERZL, TR EEREEAETOIMEEHE L
Ul b 2oz R, B X E Ao @i » S5 lRERE S h 5 (KR
MEAME IR E oz, TUT, AR OKRENME T NS X 512, &iRMBIE
EWM OO WERE 2D, MIRBIEZERVERE B/, £z, 20K

CHEEWMEICAELEIELIMBECTIE, Blavy TSI T v ALEEI YT
FTATVYADREIZ NV —=RFRAT72ELHZ 2P, RFLEOHEHIR &

LTHEbYITHh D mRL 7%=.

6. AkOREMAMEIZE VT, RAsHERTREMLL LGS, BRER IR
WEBEG AN, BREEERRICIEIEFELE LRV AL L 5 E A Bl g2 E L,
AMEOREMFE NP REKFEEEZHA L., 202D, ZFEOKI TH

WAHEIZE, mELDOYHMBEOREIZIIEEZ ET S,

SHBROBFEL LR, ZXcHME~NDRERTMBEEL 2 H W TEBRIZERL

MREMRILT DI eVEFZXOoNS. L2 L, REFEHBORTEHLET S &, Ki#
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B4E MEEHZZRE L LRLALER
| ¢

4.1 ®=S

E—hY VDL BmABEICIRD NS ERIT, BENLPSEL BB E LSS
I LTHS. LrLmHEBEEIRHINET S TH O, RRIZ/HNELD
L= bV IODOBAERREOHERALDLD, M41D XS ICHMMKBZEREZ LD
ONR—HHIZHVWLONTED, TNH6DED REMATBRICITLTEZIRFTIN
TW5[68,58,44,79,29]. 2T o6 D% IFMEMREH AECHETLIHETHD, & — b
UV O BR DA T B MAH (78, 34 X% < AR, £z, BOE LA E R AW~
E— by OMERRIZELTYE, EEOBE~NDOEH %2 % A 7 K& &i#E b
MEZ AWM e0] X JEREAMELZ HWZHE L2 PE<IfTbhTwnws. Z
Db, BLEiMEgE2RAKETSE2 L51C, bR Y —fHi#ELE W T H#EXE 2T
ST, LV EMEARHNEEERITII LN TERLEALONS . MEH I
MLCTeREER2HwZ® E2Miige T2 28T, RBILRVERELZBIRTH-

THERETLIILEVTREALLZEEAOND.

Fig. 4.1: Examples of common shape heat sink.
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4.2 w1t

421 HBEBCERME

AMETIE, MEVQOREEZMT TR 2d, MIERAEREHREZZE X L.
ZU, KRB WTHHE2RT e WKk, MEOMKAD D, I RALE P R EE
HOZBIEHAT 20T 5. BTy 6 RMAF HHPEMT 55 5% #MEA

B sREABEARIUTORNTERINS.

~V - (kVT) =0 (4.1)

ZIZT, TIERE, FIAEEEXRTHS. AB22HELATRITEUFTDOLS TR

5.

L, T ETNOHEBFUTOATERINS.

CIZTTETAMEE, hIRXRAEEHRKTDH 5.

4.2.2 BEBE#EZELHEE

AMETEMPRLEEMELZDMOES 20, KK TS bR Y —KiElk

T, 2o OMBEIZHEHRTIYMERTH I2BRERE, HEHHEONETFELH



BAE MEIEEZFZ B U BR800 e i K AL 54

WTRBHT S, KMBRO, BZE8EEE & LT, SMPI RIS T2 EHT, Tz

NLTFD &S iT&RT.
k= pP*kg (4.5)

ZIZT, ppldRFITAXE=2a vy RTA—-RXTH 5.
HEBEKIZHAaY 75147V R, Bay 75147 20F, EBEIZB T G
AVTIATVAIZHYT IR TCERZSIN, Bva vy T 9147V AKIHNERET S

IV RARERMEZATOIMERZGED.

Mﬂﬂz[ﬁVﬂVﬂk (4.6)

(4.7)

T, MM EHEE L THhBEZEETS. MEZ2EEXA T, AMEICEITZS FFn

VomEAMERILATOLIICRI NG,

minimize J = A(T,T) (4.8)
Subject to
Vip)
<1 4.9
Vallow - ( )
0<p<l1 (4.10)

27U, Vaow G EHRBO ERTH Y, Ma > 7747 23K (526)0PNEHg %

FAWTU T X >IcEREINS.
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g(T):/F hTds (4.11)

4.2.3 &=BILFIE

RO READT7H —Fr— 2421 RT. T HRELOZDOY B %
REL, REARKNEZM. RCHEBRBEROCHNRMEZEET 2. HEBBEPIN
HKLUTwhwia, BcMEL2sM I e CHEBHEHNEZEORE 25 &
U, &R B BOE Bl o —F T & % (MMA: Method of Moving Asymptotes)[82] & 7 = —

XT74—= NV REBZHVWTHRFIERZERT 5.

Set an initial value of density function p

!

Calculate the state variables by solving thermal
conductivity problem using FEM

!

Calculate the objective function
and the constraints

* Yes
Converged? » End

No

Calculate sensitivities of objective function and
the constraints by solving self adjoint equation

Update the density
function p using MMA

Fig. 4.2: Flowchart of optimization algorithm.
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A THWS MMATIE, BEBEHRECHNEZMAEDORFTEBICH T 2 KE B

Bens, HEEETHIBMIY TS5 17V ARMNFOLS cREN 5.
C(p) = 9(T) (4.12)
TorE, RBW) BT LE2E L BEIHELTDO LS4 3.

7 (uw)idx =0 (4.13)

/ J(T)Tdx = g(T) (4.14)
To2RERB2) L RBW)ICRAT B L,

a(t,p)=0 (4.15)

IOLE, p=0THY, RABNEHELI LBk, HOMAEMEL L. koT, #

AVTIAT VAR TLIZBERIUTFTOLSTRIND.

C'(p) = —k'NT - VT (4.17)
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4.3 HEH
4.3.1 =&i&E1t Bl

BEH L LT, M43 IR T IO RELOEI NI B EDEE2E R 5.
AL, FHBOLO02U5DHEBP2BKTHEBEEINTWEH DL
T5. B TCHAIMEP SCRERBERANABEHLTONIMETH 5. KEHK I

20% K U'10% & U TAEEMEIRRIEI NS LS5 bR Y -k bz 17 5.

1 \
Fixed temperature
273K

Fig. 4.3: Example model.

MA4FHEBEBEONKEIRETH Y, WEEINZ20% & LzGa, KRBEHKZ10%
ELEGEDOVWTNIZBEWTS, miEb40E TR L 72z & H M L 7.
RRHENZ20% e UzBaGcRBELACEIVEONLEE L T Oy Fimod kb
[ % B 4.512 R 3. Ji 2 S RRICED B ERPIB[ SN, M46ldz=02,2=
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BERLTEDY, MEBEHIZAIPEIT TV I LN S.

HREHINZ 10% e LzGacRkEfic o BonzMEs z oy Fimod kb
W% MASIZ R Y. R Z220% & U5 a of & BRI, 1 EE®» S Rk

LMW BERBZE SN2, K493 r=02,2=052=08Dyz FHEHIZH I 5 HEEHEKT
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DY, MAWWFRAMOTOBE DA THS. ZOHIZHEWTH RBIZEIEH» S E
EETHIZEATTCABSHIPELTWS. KEGINZ220% UG 4 0 REREE
R, BEBREmH» S ZVEHHRIZEWTHEAVWHEEZELTEY, 2 FHIZBEWTH
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Fig. 4.4: Convergence history of objective function.
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Fig. 4.5: Optimal shape in volume fraction 20%. (a) Optimal shape. (b) Central plane of optimal
shape.

09

08

Fig. 4.6: Density function distribution of central yz plane in volume fraction 20%.
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volume fraction 20%.

Fig. 4.8: Optimal shape in volume fraction 10%. (a) Optimal shape. (b) Central plane of optimal
shape.
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Fig. 4.9: Density function distribution of central yz plane in volume fraction 10%.
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120

Fig. 4.10: Temperature distribution of central yz plane in volume fraction 10%.
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fEfr 247\, R R L HET S, CoMBRRELEREASOKRBEZAET S
MiEThs. MAREUTK413IE, TN Ne=050yz FHIZH )2 EEBEBD G
L, VR ERMAERICEI VB ONLZRED AT D 5. I EEE W H» S B 7z 4k
DEMATHEMELEERE 2D, MEBECHIZEDIDCIZONTHEIE L BoT W5,
COMEERBENEINE LEGGOREMED, B a v 7747 v A KTKRRK
ERALVICRT. a3 v 75347V ADMEM» S, &l MEE XM & U 72T 236
R LT L2270 EHMEREEZAEL TEY, BEFHEITIAILTMERO &S WVWIE

ReBEHT2HREHRIFHEELTCHEYITHDEERD.

Fig. 4.11: Example model of common shape heat sink.
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Fig. 4.12: Density function distribution of central yz plane in common shape example.
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Fig. 4.13: Temperature distribution of central yz plane in common shape example.T
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Table 4.1: Comparison of thermal compliance and volume between common shape and optimal

shape.
Thermal compliance | Volume
Common shape 12252 0.046
Optimal shape 3356 0.043

4.4 BEBEFO-HDODER

R#EfbIzEvBoNZREREZ, EERMELEREELZH VW TERICERT S Z L
AFEZD. MEER TR IS HIZSBEMRERESE L TV 2, TEIZE W MHE
DERPERIZHEHL TWEEWVWRD. KEIMOBEREZERT 525G, T0KE
HOTFIW, YR —FHEMEMPENZ2 LA L2BRE2ZRTI2HLELRS. @BEHEE
BT R — MM, EREWERACEBEBMREZBEEL CHRbN S, T H—
MaZT5E6, ERGECFHEEICRET 2T, WO ERE RS, K
4142 R T B, KIFETHONLEEREIKEEMZEZAELTWDE. 20K
reEHEEER CTERTSAEE, EEIZHIZKEPOTNICEWMBDH D, TDORIC
YR—-—MNEMEETZ IR, HERBRONMIZY K- M EMIEES
5, YR MBMOBRENNEL 22 FRINDG. £/, 20K
BMIEREHCBWAEZEMEELTCVS., 2hHIFIETRERRZFzyv I —F— NIZH
VI THNZIDOEEZONS., 20X HMEEL-HEERIC L 58 E

REMETHY, ERICERTIBIIRIBRETILEND 5.
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Fig. 4.14: The problem in case of additive manufacturing.
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AR TIE, L HMEzR AT oMELZ, SRcMBEIZE T L Ao Y —&
BAAZHWTEB LA, EHOBMEHNZHNT, KIFETRET S FHEOZY %

MREEL 72, #iR 2 L NIZ R,

L BIE R MERE 2 Gl 9 2 72D ML Bz B E %2 & b U 72
2. BPR M RE i KAL I E & U T, B ah sk 4 0k 28 J8 B U il & [ 5E Ui o~ 24 A% 3k 1S

ZEEIZBPWT, vav IS5 T7 v AmMMEEEEZERMLL

B HEMBORFELEHIIHT2EEZLEHLAEZ. Z LT, ZTOREIZED W,
B B R L E O — FE T H D MMA(Method of Moving Asymptotes) & 7 = — X

TA4— IV FEICESSRBEMAT VIV XL ZMEL .

4. R BMEHIC X b, BVEEEEIRRIEI N2 ERE, EROoKRBEHHV T T
BHUZ. Bon-HREBRIEEHRTHK? SIENSBRTHD, BN E
RO Y PS4 T VAR T ST, Bk gEA ELTWVWSE Z 2

ZHERR L /2.

ARFEDOREAFEIZLOEHRLZRBRIZ, KEHROEHM 2L HEC D, ¥
R—brRLUTCREEIVPRETHL. 20D, 5BORREL LR, BEdEkzH

WTEFETS7200HMORFVPET S0 5.
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BZzHh>5 2R TE2L50040, RETEHELVEHBEERD EBATRE L 25T
T[22 200, MEGEREMEIZSKRR= - 2o 8MEHEMe LT, iz
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EREEZECBEM RKROB#M RN IcL b, L —9 -5 R (SLS) & & F ¥ — 4 /i X (EBM)
D_FEEIZATONDED, EBMEEZRTOEROZO, FAYAED KD RAERK
OB 0D B (A5 R 7 A, SLS I HE R THE S E AT W 2 W S R AN B B (64, 65].
FEY—LHEBER T, EF Y —L20RHNETICTHREZ M UIRKES 2175 20, 5
EMAODBREIZLRZEL, TR KREREBRBRZ I TAABEIIRITILENDH
5. UL, BHEOMMELEEZZELZGE, 7T ABEOHEBENRIZ/NI WA
WEFUL, HELHEEEZIMN LV - NAT70BRKRIIHZ. £oT, 2O LS 2 HEED
FHADZZDIZIE, MAKITEMREMIT I TAAMEDMHELLETH 5.

ZTIZTARMHETE, bR Y —Riifbtz 77+ AMEOHMEREDOR L2 HW &

-
]

7228 &y, MR ezEBRILIMEBEOI T AMEZRLS FHEE2RET S.
TTAAMEDOMERRZFHM T 220D FHRRBI RS 2T o, 771 AME
ZTOoObLODOYEMRELZEERL T5 Hke, WHEHAAK?2, 0 ICRXIND LD

B, TTAAMEROHHPHN LI 0MEOIREP o RET S TFELLL. T T4
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AEOYHMREZ2EERDI LS, GVWEETTI T AMEOEE2 M T 2
DU REN, RENEHICEREB-oTLES WS SHEIH L. — 4,

I7UMEDIRENS Y I UME, TRbL I TAAMEOREE RO 2L A, 3
JUuE»P ORI INIERNBEREZHET 2200 ENTLILEL L DD
48], BFE I XA + &2 KIRICHIK T 2 Z LV ARETH 5.

ZITARMETE, REEANLEERETHIMMEORRILEEKE LT, 3
BALEICE D ST AMEOMELZEML, Aoy —mEficks 7 71 AMiE

DFEZEITS. bR Y —miifbic X 28E1E, EBMAROSEREEREETOD
WAL, BRARECZFSLRBEOHBREZETZ2L VWO RGO FTERT
5. 2LTC, BRonREMELZERCERL, ERRIEZT5. M ELo#ET, &
FEr—LoBBERICBIIRER I ToAMEEZRFA T 2L H 10, TOEMALI

MFZAEAOMGEEZHNE T 5.

5.2 TR E
5.2.1 HEIERICLDERBEEESRDOEH

HLEERRVEHMIIHE I NS T AMEZNRE L, WMEZERLU L &EL

27D 20D, IT4AMEIIBITSMEHEMNEZE X 5.

=N

0ij = CijkEn (5.1)

72U, oIS TV, ClEMMET Y Y I, clZ30TATFYYLTHE., 20N
1z , MBAAEEHWTIS 70 E0RBEHRMER2EH T 5., BAEBRY AD
HEERPVEAMWIZEE SN v 70 EodE T Y VCE IO XS cRI N

5.
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5.2.2 BEBE#HLZzELHEE

AR TIHBMEHERMELZIOES. ThooMBEICHERITIVEEHTH S
Yo or%%, BEBMBONEREZHAVWVTRETS. EMBOY Y 7£%2E LT,

SIMP¥.IZ B 2 WM EKIZ, UTFD &S ITRT
E = pP"E, (5.3)

IIT, ppERFIA L —vaV RITA—RTHD.
AR TIE, REMERIRERE LD LD HEE2EHEE T 5. KM R ITH
WHFr YL es I3 AMOBEEISEHCHIET ERAPOEHETHESL, UTFOR

TRINSD.

3 3
K=Y >"cl (5.4)
i=1 j=1

FEHMEMBZEEET2581%, FHUEP»0D0 TN E RIS STV TH%E H

iz mza, B FToksicRkInb.

Kiso = K — A (5.5)
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FHMRESNFEET Y NVITEBWTERERNDIINIET DED &, EAEIGTIC
WNIE T DA PMY R ODDERTRINDIBEDRDD. ThzelEFA DL, ~F

VT4 HBRATERINS.

1 3 1 3 3
DR E SR .

A&y, EAMMRZ TR UARBEBEERERAEDLOD N Ao ¥ — &b

BEIUTFTOEIITERINSG.

minimize J = — K, (5.7)
Subject to
Vip)
<1 5.8
Vallow - ( )
0<p<l1 (5.9)

22U, Valow FEBDO LR THY, 2=v b VFOERBEEFRTDH 5.

5.2.3 mxiEItFIE

AWEOREAD 70 —Fr— b 2M51ICRT. T RBELOZDDI=Y &
VIR ZREL, REAERKXZ2MES RO GEEZNET L. Bonkihhz®
U, KETHRT I TCHEAMEREEZE L. RITHEBE B K OHH &M%
Bes. HEBEEPRNELTWRWEG A, BCHMEMNEZMB I E THERK L
MO REZERL, ERMBEBOLME D — T H %5 (MMA: Method of Moving

Asymptotes)[82] & 7z — X 74— )L NE (85 Z W T HF LM EEHMT 5.
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#
It
i

Set an initial value of density function p

'

Calculate the stress distribution of micro structures by
solving structural problem of using FEM

Calculate the bulk modulus of macro structures
using homogenization method

!

Calculate the objective function
and the constraints

* Yes
Converged? » End

No

Calculate sensitivities of objective function and
the constraints by solving self adjoint equation

\ 4

Update the density function p
using MMA and PFM

Fig. 5.1: Flowchart of optimization algorithm.

5.3 HUE B

RELEZMFBY —RELMEFEZHVTI TAARROREFG 21772, KK
ERRBMBHTBRALY Vv T EE =1 DRME MR E U7z, Bl AL 85 80 10mm 1Y

D=y bV L. T/, KAEEEXRIZ02E L 2.

531 KREZLMKRBREAEZEEL L6

B AL DY IR & 2 o &2 B 5.2(a)(b) (IR S, ZORIRIE, BEEET S
DHREZFHIESICROAWEIERTH S, #EAMICI>TERPZEMALL TEHIK
EHRARAEBRTHI2HBELHZ720, ZOHMBIRITE I 5 /R IEFEFHEHE L
L., Z2OHHMERIZBEWTHRBEMEERIEREI NS LT bR Y — Kl

EAiof. B, TOHMEHTIEEHEEMFET 220D (5.5) OHE2HIZH W T
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AR/ AR

HIERB O REREZ X532, #HMNRMETHD2URBOEEZ K58/, AT
E 400 m THRRELZEL AWK LAZZHELAZ., Ao Y-z koT
BoNEHRE ZOhRMEZK55a)b) ICRT. HMICAROEWEBRTSH D, K
DEAPIZY 70X BBRVPBENTVE. 20U TEMABORICH-TE D, Kk

HMEROM LEDDEEEZOND.

(a) (b)

Fig. 5.2: Initial shape of optimization at large through holes example. (a) Initial shape. (b)

Central plane of initial shape.

0 50 100 150 200 250 300 350 400

Objective function
P

Iteration

Fig. 5.3: Convergence history of objective function.
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0.00
0 50 100 150 200 250 300 350 400

Iteration

Fig. 5.4: Convergence history of volume fraction as constraint.

(a) (b)

Fig. 5.5: Optimal shape at large through holes example. (a) Optimal shape. (b) Central plane

of optimal shape.

532 NI LMEKRKBREALEZEEL L6

S AL O W) WK & 7 0 g W & 1 5.6(a) (b) 1 R T BB 1 & BT BE BT
ZHEHO MR EERE S ICHIKEREBT . £ L, 200 OHHHIRD KR
ommTH B . L, KO RICHAKBROERIFREERL . 20N
RIZBVTRGS) OH2ETH B S HUERNEEAL THRRMMERSNBRALENS

I v Ro Yy —miElEfITo7.



il

Wom mVERE T T AME OB & M e RRGE 74

HEEBONKRBEREZXL.712, flAZMGETHAIARMOBEREZ2X58I1ICxR7. R1T
B A40E CHRELZELFHICINELAEZLHB LA, PRo Y —Fi#E{izkoT
BonBke o derm 2 X5.9a)(b) iR 9. 35K O K&k o <

EAPTE, EMIZROHWEZRRIES N .

(a) (b)

Fig. 5.6: Initial shape of optimization at small through holes example. (a) Initial shape. (b)

Central plane of initial shape.
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0.00

-0.05
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-0.30
-0.35
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Fig. 5.7: Convergence history of objective function.
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0 50 100 150 200 250 300 350 400
Iteration

Fig. 5.8: Convergence history of objective function.

(a) (b)

Fig. 5.9: Optimal shape at small through holes example. (a) Optimal shape. (b) Central plane

of optimal shape.

54 AREHMEROEHE VYV IRDEY
5.4.1 {RTEEMR

BEAAECLZHET VY VOERIZOWT, BRNALFIEEZ R, K% DK

WA I DEHEINIMETF YL E BT 22U ToRTERINS.
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Cn Ci2 Ci3 0 0
Coy  Cog 0 0
C- Cs3 0 0 0 (5.10)
Cyq 0 0
(sym.) Css 0
L 066 .

COMN UMK D 2 RkD 2EMMFZEDOEBENZFIHZ RS, D22 =v]
YV DE T (v, y, z,2y,y2,20) TEICHMNBEDOVT A2 52X THREEMN 21T 5.
IDLE,OTHRELGZATVARVLEAORER T HAMBERSMEL 5 2 5. B RY
S5, KAMDIEHOBMPEZFEL, AMTEH O EEHEEZRD S5, ZOEFFEA
WERE, $0bb ERXROERTTH S .

Ble L Te,=1088Le,=10858%r"7. 2=y btV EH5I0IERT. &5

FENZETNa =0, b:y=0, c: 2=0, dx=1, eey=1, L 2=1DHZRL TWVW53.

e |

i c(z=0)

Fig. 5.10: Boundary of unit cell in homogenization method.

e, =10 ¢ &, MibHekVCHcHIFAMBERLZENLREZ NS, BN IZX
51LIZRT. 2L E, 2 FADHo, 22 =y bV TESUKRBETEH Y EHL -
EACH s, ARIZLUTyAMDIE o, 5 Ca®RD S, 2 DG o, &

SO0 ROOENDE. ZOEBEEe, =1, e,=1DHHITOPVWTHEEST S I LT
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Cg9,093,C33 % RO B Z N TE 5.

WiTegy =10 & EF, Mat WARXFAHERZEPSEZ oL, ERHMIEKE12(1Z
R IDEE, sy iD=y b VTS LK TE D SEH L 2 A
Culd. ZTO#ER%2e,=1, c,=1D5BITOVWTHEMT S5 I T, Cs,C6

ERDBHIEENTES.

Contour Plot
Displacement(iag)
Analysis system

1.000E+00
[E GE9E-01
7.778E01

—6.667E-01
—5.556E01

0.000E-+H

Max = 1.000
Grids 170

Min = N ANNF
Grids 13

z

Y\bx

Fig. 5.11: Deformation of unit cell in case of ¢, = 1.

Contour Plot
Displacement(iag)
Analysis system

— 1.964E-01
—157EM

TA79ED
7 B57E02
3.828E-02
0.000E-+10

Max = 3.636E-01
Grids 13

Min = 0.000E+00
Grids 1093

z

Fig. 5.12: Deformation of unit cell in case of €,, = 1.

STFLAARTTTFAABD, @I ICHWAESTLTF — X2 6T ET IV 25 L, &
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HUZZBMET VY VO RO Cp 2 ML FIZRT.

[ 0.125 0.0258 0.0258 0 0 0|
0.125 0.0258 0 0 0
Ca 0.125 0 0 0
0.0214 0 0
(sym.) 0.0214 0

i 0.0214 |

[ 0.0860 0.0332 0.0332 0 0 0|
0.0860 0.0332 0 0 0
o - 0.0860 0 0 0
0.0238 0 0
(sym.) 0.0238 0

i 0.0238 |

INSDOHET YYD SFHRINLIEEHMELEK EFELEDL S DOMRE 2 KT R

TNV T4 A%RKLLIZART.

Table 5.1: Bulk modulus K and penalty A by homogenization method.
Bulk modulus K | Penalty A

A 0.0588 -0.0281
B 0.0508 -0.00260

5.4.2 [RHRIE & D&

Ay bV IZEENIMBEP2MEOL G, EARICN T HERBEBER KO

A WM 3 o [R5 E 1X, Hashin-Shtrikman Bounds[27] & D Kk 65 1 5.

2

Ky =Ko+ — -
Ki—Ko) ' 4+ (1— @) (Kz + 4p2) ™"

(5.11)

+ 2
s (5.12)
1 2(1 =) (K2 + 2u2)
(1 —p2) " +

5u2 (Ks + 3pu2)
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U, K, KaBRETNZh2BEOMBOKRBMERTH D, u, miEthFn2M
HMOMBOBAMBMERTHZ. ZORKD, KBEAKD20%D 5 A O KB HME
LKOMRFEIZ00790 2 kD SN D, K513 ORI e mEbic k&S
& O KB M R @ ok % 7R 9. Hashin-Shtrikman Bounds & i $ % & 5 T4 2 A, 5
FAABOKB MM RIZENETN, BLXEDH% 6% TH 5. Thik, KEITHT
SEEMMETCE, BErrv—2shAoMEERzHVWS ZL2BELTEY, EF
BOELBEBMADODREDZZDIZHRIZHHZRITI TV I X, IHERIZED B
WA EOBONIBREBELTVEIERASSEELTVWILEEILONS.

0.09
0.08
0.07
0.06
0.05
0.04
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0.02
0.01

0
HS bounds A B

Fig. 5.13: Comparison of bulk modulus between Hashin-Shtrikman Bounds and lattice structures.

543 YV IOEKRDEHE

Yo7 RQEHZRT. MHEMBORDecld@ET Y ILCEOTAer HWTE

ToATERINSD.

o =Ce (5.13)

BT VY IVCOEXHHKDOBRMAPABEHEMELRTHDL., 20N T HABEK
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55

Mo, O3 AeldbHNoZHWTRDOD LS IZERBTE 5.

e =So (5.14)

=L,

S=cC! (5.15)

ThHD. MEMBOY Y I7RKIF, UTO LSS MY 72 ZADER A KD DR

B,

E=— (5.16)

KB2IZTTAAARD I TAABDOEKMBEMER R LALY Y 7 RERT,

Table 5.2: Bulk modulus and Young’s modulus of lattice structures.

Bulk modulus K | Young’s modulus A
A 0.0588 13.806
B 0.0508 8.030

55 BEBEFVICLEZ T TAABEDER

bR Y -—REzHTEHEVWEBH#EELRZEST 27 T AR REZEBL 2. K

HTEPBoNREPREZZBIZER L, MERENME THok. REOMEY I

=

ST4ARREZEHTSEEE, 2=y b VORRRPEHEERL THEDLDNS . Z

NEHEA,3HMICETNETN2D0ORELMEZERIZERTSIHABRA LU,
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2B ORERZIMIT>ER L. B OERITIE, 514 ® EBM 5 X0 & &8 #
JEE K E TH D ArcamtE D Q20 % R H L 7. MEHIF 64 F X v (Ti-6A14V) & € & H
Wiz RIFETIEZOMEBIO Y Y 7R %Z2119GPa, BE %441 L TH 5. K515 =
DORBEAFEREZTIZERL, BRBREZIT2ZITAAMETHS. WRARDBKRE
TETEY, REFEOHMKEDOLDOHINEZMERZIENTHL EON S, £53I1CH
mboBEGEE, ERICERLUZABRFOEEZRT. 774 XAAORAEK O MinE
BIX658g I M L EHERIFILg THo/z. 71 AARHEVHMOBRTH O,
EEFKCTRHEVHELZEERE TP ELVWED, BT XLV EARAERLT
BEREINZFPFEERE L TEZONDS. 7T ABORKER A O i & & 1% 6.89g 12 %t

UEHEREIZ6BgTHY, TR BETERETERLLEEZIOND.

Fig. 5.14: Arcam Q20. Arcam & D
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(a) (b)

Fig. 5.15: Formed lattice structures of optimal shape by EBM. (a) Lattice A. (b) Lattice B.

Table 5.3: Comparison of weight between analytical and experimental value.
Lattice shape | Weight by analysis (g) | Test pieces No. | Weight (g) | Avarage weight
1 9.26
8.86 9.23
9.58
6.78
7.07 6.93
6.95

A 6.58

B 8.030

W~ W

5.6 EHEEERIC K %518

EBIZER L 27 T4 AME L, EMaBETY, YV Z7RETRN 0T A
BEOF 277, — MR OTAGFHETHLOT AT —ViEER, 0T AT —
VEMOMNTEERICNTEREMNREHTHS. L2 L, KRR TEAL Y VT
RE T TAARODZI=v bV IHTE2LBHNRY VY I7ETHD. T I TARIE
T, OFTAREOHM AT ARG EDOOEDTH D, 7 ¥ &)V GHBEE
(DIC: Digital Image Correlation) [80, 28, 71] % AW T O T AatHl 27\ Y ¥ 7R KON

0T ABHEIGL .
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5.6.1 T YIEKREREE

TR, T4 AMEORBRKE IR T AEmARIZEWT, OFT AFHIEE L

THWAET Y X VEGHBEEIZODVWTRRS,

5.6.1.1 M=

TYXRNVEAGHBEER AL - VB EE BFEN, CCD A A F X CMOS 7 £ F
THREINEZZEZRIBEORBARAO T VX VE K2 BEAELE ST 52 T, K
OFHHEHESBOEMEZHEIL, BoNZZ2ME2MALTOT ANMH%Z2 GG
nEHETH L. Thbb, OFTAFHIIBEVWTRE ~BNWITHVWSNLTWEOT
AT —VFE R, K161 RT &5 A 2 AT, BB AT LTI BEMOR
OO T AGMEZTEE T 5. BB AL BN R O Z AL JHE
(95, 54, 98] A 5 K B HE & Wy o 25 AL I E [100], s J1 8 K 4R £ 0 Il &€ [61, 101, 26, 102], B
EEXHOWE[N]RE, BALHWSNTWS., AFFEDLSIL, OT AT -V %
W AWM REMERIEROBRBRAFICHTEZ20TAFMELELTHESTH S
EEAD. TYXNVEHGHBEEZ, EARANICEMETMOEANER 2T 2 FET
HEMN,268D0T VRNV IATEMET ST, HAZKEELI TS A
B ZB70. £/, BELZLALCORBIZ L2 EEMOES I LBEWER L 2

Sh, GHEBETCOME[BS 2P K TCOMES 39 TRETH 5.
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Fig. 5.16: Devices of digital image correlation.

5.6.1.2 R

TYXNVEHGHBKZE, 2R CTHh0MMETOEHKIZENT, M5ITIZRT
IR TRy b BENSIMAEORZEBEL, EREZOEB{IZEVWTY Ty b
DANEBEBOBHZEHTS. 207D, HIESFTROREIZIEMGI8SD K S5 LB
Ehd. TYXRNVHEHBEHBEEZEZISEVWTHWSNS TV X IVIEKE &L, 256 K
FATRINIEEZLIOEKINZEBGETH O, 72y M Id256 I E RO EK
DHEBZEP SRS BEMOME LTHDONDS., § 2005, JIMAEDOEHGIZEWNTY
Ty b ULTERBINEZHMEMO A E BT 22, 2REZOEAIZE WTH

BTl TEMERHET S.
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Subset

Fig. 5.18: Graphic pattern for DIC.

ZRAMTRICBENT, AFOMEMIME2HRET S KL LTE, BFitRIND
XD EEMEDEZDMAEDORM R, HBEBREC L o7 EAMBE KA — N TH

5.

R(m,y,x',y’) = Z IL('Tay) - L(l‘,,y/” (517)
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I ZL(x,y)L(I/,y/)
C(z,y,a'y) = S L(z,y)? S L(a/, y)?

(5.18)

272U Lz,y) AR O EE (z,y) BT I2EEMTDH O, Lia,y)IXERE O EE
(@ yY) BT HHEMETH 5.
5.6.1.3 0T HDEH

M 5.19(a) KR T &5 R x B 5O E S Mg, y#li 5O E S Ay oMYz %
X5, ZOWEBAHSIb) AT ES ARBIERLEL S, BEOT Ae, o) &

CHAWO T he,yld, TNETNUTFTOLIS ZFHEINS.

(Ta — T0) N (zp — 20)

£y = —20 o (5.19)

(Ya — o) N (Yo — o)

g, = —0 5 Yo (5.20)
<5$1 52/1) <5$2 5y2>
R R
Ya La Yb Tp
Eay = 5 (5.21)
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Fig. 5.19: Deformation of rectangular area for calculation of strain.

56.2 HEMEAERICKL B ETAE

KbAEBRBEMTHONZY VIR LFHB LAYV I EERLEZLEDOTHSE. &
LHDRERIZEVWTHIHRBAZEDE S DS /NI VWD, HEAEMBEIC K 3G
WMoKEFZ+HZHERTETVWIEEAONDS. FT4AAKCELTIE, 2ToRK
BR2rofBohzyY vy 7RI, MiriciofFonzry vy 7R REIbbILITKEL
EAFOoN., Thik, ABRAFOEHEENHEREE L2 LR->oTWVWAEZ I L F X
ONLIRAEDOHEMIZES2bDEEZONS. JT4AABIZELTE, 2 CToRiA

DY VITEIZ, BTICEVBONEZY VY ITRIZFLT, NSz ol

Table 5.4: Comparison of Young’s modulus between analytical and experimental value.

Lattice shape | Young’s modulus by analysis (GPa) | Test pieces No. | Young’s modulus (GPa)

1 14.388

A 13.806 13.526

14.271

5.64

B 8.030 5.217

WIN| | W

5.397
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5.7 EMERIREER & FE
5.7.1 £ #EwRiEH R

Fh, TN TR RIZE VT2 ORAER v XK 5 £ TaABRU 2. X5.20,
5211 N EN, FT4AADIGH A EEMABRBOMMBMIEIREZ RLEZL DT
H5. FMHEDOAF L DIV ED & RoT WS . JE M ik 2L Bk o &5 1, £ M m
DAMIZHh 22 XS ICE B UL THAOERVPEZDD, I o HKICE VTR IR TD
B o LD A SR AE L 2. K522, Mb23kENhEN, T T4 ABDIGH S
GREIEMABKRNEOHBEERZRLAZEDOTH D, TE H M OLIZEWLDNE DR
BHIEOPEL<BoTWwWad. L2 L, EMEEABROMEE, 2=y b L O&KTITH
LILEAAMBD LS ICERL, BETLI2=v b LVORKEVHEST S L5
WeWr U7z, o2 AMIZEWTERD GO G EA & 5O W& 8273258
Behozh, Tk, ERLAEABRFICEVWT, BEEREEOERHREZIT LD
A=y bV DOIIZHYE T LEAAEFICHMS 2D, BEITL22 =yl LD
AN BoTWVWEIENFEREEFZON, YV IRKPMITTRONZMEELD £
SRMEEM-7-Z LI HEELERZEEFEZOND. K524 K UOKE251FE N ZF 1,
Wl ETHBMLAEZT TARAA FTAABORBA»S/BONZIE 0T AMKER
L7280 THd. YORBACEVTE, A ELZED IV EBITIE T2
TWVWRWIZ ER LMD, Tk, RELRWEHPAEL 20 TR, /NS 7 ik Wr 2 W

MEICE LD EZOND.
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Cantour Plot
Element Stresses (2D & 3D)(vonMises)
Analysis system
2611E+00
E2.324E+GU
2.086E+00
—1.749E+00

[1 ARTEHI0
1174EHI0

8.665E-01
5.990E-01
3.11B6E-01
2.410E02

Max = 2.611E-+00
3D 66269

Min = 2.410E-02
3D 26997

Max stress point

Fig. 5.20: Von mises stress distribution of lattice A.

point

*
ra

Fig. 5.21: Damage point of lattice A from result of compression test.
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Cantour Plot
Element Stresses (2D & 3D)(vonMises)
Analysis system
1.995E+00
IEw TTEEH0
15566400
—1.337E+00

[1 T17E+10
B.979E-01

B.764E-01
4 590E-01
2.396E-01
2012802

Max = 1.995E+00
3D 40007

Min = 2.012E-02
3032920

Max stress point

Fig. 5.22: Von mises stress distribution of lattice B.

point

Fig. 5.23: Damage point of lattice B from result of compression test.
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o 6 —Testpiece No.1

—Testpiece No.2

0 0.01 0.02 0.03 0.04

Fig. 5.24: Lattice structures stress-strain curves of lattice A from compression test.
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Fig. 5.25: Lattice structures stress-strain curves of lattice B from compression test.
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it Lesuer (2 X W BH XNz x H W51, HMBMEMEICBET S/37 A —X % K55

2, RS A —X 2 K56I1ZRT.

Table 5.5: Parameters for Johnson-Cook elastic-plastic material model.

A(GPa)

B(GPa) C n m

0.862

0.331

0.012 | 0.34 | 0.8

Table 5.6: Parameters for Johnson-Cook fracture criterion.

di dy

di dy dq

-0.09 | 0.25

-0.5 | 0.1014 | 3.87
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Fig. 5.26: STL data of lattice structures. (a) Lattice A. (b) Lattice B.
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Fig. 5.27: Voxel mesh of lattice structures. (a) Lattice A. (b) Lattice B.
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Fig. 5.28: Lattice structures stress-strain curves of lattice A.
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Fig. 5.29: Fracture analysis result of lattice A. Deformation magnification is 1.
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Fig. 5.30: Fracture analysis result of lattice A. Deformation magnification is 0.
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Fig. 5.31: Lattice structures stress-strain curves of lattice B.
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Fig. 5.32: Fracture analysis result of lattice B. Deformation magnification is 1.
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Fig. 5.33: Fracture analysis result of lattice B. Deformation magnification is 0.
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