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Studying the effects of design parameters on the final topology of planar
structures by improved bi-directional evolutionary structural optimization
method
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Original Research Paper Topology optimization of structure seeks to achieve the best material distribution in the Pre-determined
Received 10 February 2016 design domain. In this paper, the effect of design parameters including length scale parameter and
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Available Onling 02 May 2016 evolutionary volume ratio in improved bi-directional evolutionary structural optimization method with

soft kill approach is discussed. The main aim of this method is searching for the stiffest structure with a
given volume of material using finite element method. At each iteration of finite element analysis,
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Evolutionary structural optimization sensitivity number is calculated for each individual element in design domain and then converted to the
Soft kill nodal sensitivity number. With Filter Scheme and using length scale, an improved sensitivity number is
Length scale parameter defined. This number is used as a criterion for rating each element in design domain and determining

Evolutionary ratio the addition and elimination (remove) of elements. To increase the convergence of the optimization

process, the accuracy of the new elemental sensitivity numbers is improved by considering the
sensitivity history. This method is convergent and mesh-independent and there are no checkerboard
patterns and local solutions in optimal topologies. Using three design samples, a cantilever and classical
beam and Michell type structure, affecting factors will be discussed on the final design of the structure.
Change of length scale parameter produces various schemes in final structures in which, with increasing
this parameter, more iteration is needed for convergent solution. Reducing evolutionary volume ratio
forms different and even asymmetric topologies. Better optimized topologies are obtained with higher
evolutionary volume ratios.

Please cite this article using: tawlod 03wl o3 @yl 5l dlis ol @ gl (1
S. Shabani Nodehi, S. R. Falahatgar, R. Ansari, Studying the effects of design parameters on the final topology of planar structures by improved bi-directional evolutionary
structural optimization method, Modares Mechanical Engineering, Vol. 16, No. 5, pp. 29-38, 2016 (in Persian)



ULSed 9 58395 ilid Sammn

o)bw A9 S olSs (55w ding AidLSgus Y9 b Fhoume Lo 5lw (#ld $I9d9295 )3 AMb Sl yielyly sl sl w2

L plsidns o JBO pom s gl) sguze Gl (29, (ol
Colhe @95 pas cxge 5 03 Jo3 Pl Joo 3 2kt lagSl
sld o goae bl g ol waie S wdg 0 (g)lpd wlge
51 oolizal a5 wisls ol [12] LadSes 5 Ll Sile s o JolSS
Nlgie sl cute slagledl Jls plgre 4 VL adye b slaplel]
Jodo gy cnl bl aas (pals ez gi BB job ) (26 ykad 6981 slm
Dglsed pymime cawlie Jo ol ) S Glile plej 0 azgs LB Ll
ool (Shol (3055 Jlgan S Sy By 4 [13] iS5 S
OS5 lyee 5 Comles dae (S5 eSSl Wl g, Sl
Colu dae polae 8,5 Jlai o L bl o Canlus soe jlaide
e 1y 0game ladl Jow gungie oBaus cplicwl ol Gkl gla Ll
Sa5ore 5> il S8 sed i g3l ez s (I3 Czge 5 S0 ool
4 Slgi oo ilulyen o ysSl nl el cal b3S ood 3l Sllone
Sml coge p e a4 (Sily oS Al e 4 (Sily JSie
b ogdiee sgazme Lol Jelod o (uiuin i b il lassglonss
bl @ e Sidng sileante wove wnld Giny G S
e oYL Jlonl Sl 53 098 o0 Sz solal b g iy slagae
Sire bl @t 2l ook sgeee Gledl Jue )3 s @l Wb
o sl |y slailoge 0,53 [15] (5 5 Slgen [14] oS ol
Sidly JSte Jo 4 odle oS 055 (e ol atpz g ol g5l
D5 g0 ojle digzgd JelSS 53l dinte gy 2 Rew Crse e
Mo &y yomie WilgS oo (Ao aials 3l ol Ll SO el Bds
R e SISy o0 B 4090 Sielnss (Siludie 5O S0
o) o el ihaie 1t (S5 (ilmainge Wlaa o (el ) (b
Rl b plell Sl Jgue G2alS e olodl Fge 00 G 3l sl ol
5 5t el SrgS yolie 4y euslivs wiile Lol aasiis olayl 3l S
10° oy g o b 1) o Bl slapyledl SLta¥! Jaae [16] jules
L oledl Jlgie (indy 59, Ghoy [17] 0555 5 Sligy isls Sals
Ol b I8 Les OISO L 8 el ol o a5 )8 sleiiny
Wzgd olSS silutite gy sl telie B o9l 3Nl
Jobo g5 o ol o o5 al ) [18] uillSen 5 g5 Lwg ojle
b by) cnl gl jo Lelogd (5 Oledl (3l Bl (Bne slojlog Soe
FB i ol (S5 ilaane Lol gy oy b amlis 5o
2 sbsy e w4 [19] 65 5 Ssep e 05308 bl Slazgs
By e sl atgzrgd elSS (g5luaingy sl Pep B oFaus Ll
wdbogagy by M 1) i lagty, 98 OMSae anlp ol
Fhb Pl 1 Glos s il )3 o3l agzrgs Ll 5l
5 gy ol 3l eslid b [20] (il Sen g b diged sl o)l 98
Slge iz 3l lrojle (gl 4 (S bl 5l goase iy s
SrSore b [21] (55 5 Slgep (prizan .axi310 %0 Sl Sy jprals
GIEL) (b atly o)k cov slaojle (luaite Lbs, cxl 5
dlio 4 ol oo (S Sla)l5 (sakn) 50330, gy 2] (03l (39 2o
lotinty Gy, 3l ool b LT 0,87 0 )Lil [22] il San g (loasgad
4 iy ol 5 Ain A5 650 g Ayl ol atgags LSS
Wbz L cov gl o Wl goln S5 sileanse

® Soft-kill
® Anisotropic

5 o)laiis 16 095 1395 sl o (yurde Suilse wiie

dondo -1
Syl olge aalin (35 Sguzme 4y dx g3 by oojlu (g5ludingy o5 (sloos o
90 3 2L L Fanse o5 5 S slaojle 4 5l g e S
O a2 Js 4 bole giluangy cwlas S 13 arg
ool e aile SsUsS (slaad a5 el b 4 ol Sy gl o, Shos
Shosle ilwane Pl Jo sl 4238 530S el 1) e
el g, ol e ool ] Ll crgiaoly cilie (cla SiSs
Ol ade gl wiog cesliel g wel S g ez 4 oloiws sl
lagy axwgi g ond zykao Paigy plodez 4, & (S slojlone Jilws
L oojle ieles (gilwaige 4o dgame Gladl gl 1 oolaiul \wio,S
b goke [1] (2555 5 5Somy byt (3lapSon g, ooty
LI (959 S sladobe (g3g95els slaws 1 ladl jo 3 Slge (o)
S5 1) s asms S a5 wilowds LS5 S gl cilidee ol jo
Sl Ll wms o @) strgs LB lis sl s g, nl [2] weo e
Lo Ly (dome ane sloclsr @ ol 1%en Jod 5l es bl
P EFSE g (sl (2l Jed ) plagal il 5 (oS ez
[3] e T ol

slagts; by 5l (S tesle LSS sileang slagts,
7 Olge (0,05 B> 03le porde el p &S Sl Sielenss (siluaie
ol Sidng 9 JSb dnlp ool e 50 el gl oo S5l a8
Ogeel 9 (65 lawgs )b odgl gy ol b e JolSS (ot A S
5 oml G gl dlse iy Bis ol el 45w sleriny [5,4]
oo s 50,5 e Slo (sl [7.6] Sl (Ko g 52 092 o3l jlisls
Ny oy WS il Sledl (a5 65l e b ) A Sl
Gl 53 03le 03 0055 menine (sl gamme Gl ko alusl  JLalSS
sy 4 [8] Ll s wiols @l oS el 1) LS 090 (the aS
€55 5 e ol solall Bi g b aile iy, ol il loacis
WSy akg sl SSlng 5o plall

Jold el (S ojler (eSS (ilaaie slaty, Sl alol> s
Som 2Ll osb IS (owyp poe Jdo 4 o5 ail (o ange slacls>
99 ojle (elSS v oS St 0l @) (sl 9800 Jol> lagplell B3>
slocea bt Sl cul o @l [9] (2l 5 (35S Lawss agr
Ba> ol s & a5 S (oo oy |y 25 Ik (335 65 sl Sew
55 L YL 5 b bl o slge 30,5 3ol aSly sl Uit oS bli o olge
Gilwaigy gz g by, arwg & [10] (il Sen  SiL 0 o Jolis
@lrlr 5 (M 358 Cod ol Siedang ileane sln sl LIS
Wz 90 ojle oSS siluay gy gl pealie a1 w0dd (ane
5 ) (gjluaiage B9, g lering dlie (nl o plraly (Sl Wil

slagty; slagls 5150 (S 2l b s (ks 5l 092
ot 9 el slaglell oglite joao oy 4 (20l 981 el y95 e
wasee |y @il o and (i S &S ojle I e Sy e
2 ol Gilwaige @l slayig, o beSl ol [11] oai o asS

! Mathematical Programming (MP)

2 Optimality Criteria (OC)

® Optimal layout theory

* Homogenization method

® Solid/Void

® Evolutionary Structural Optimization (ESO)
7 Stiffness

30



ULSed 9 58395 ilid Sammn

o)bw A9 S olSs (55w ding AidLSgus Y9 b Fhoume o 5lw (#Ud $I9d9295 )3 AL Sl kel yly sl w32

191 Wl oo cawss (3) ol gllae Bl o, 5l eoliiwl b o1,k

_1ac
“ = pox, 9
(4) dole ©y90 4 o5 5 2l slaglell 51y ol s3e 0l
o
1
18C ( EuiTK?ui Sox=1
a=——---= { p-1
dx; X
POt %U?K?Ui S X = Xin 4)

Sl 4 S oy slaplodl 6l ol sas ol Sy p3Y

S35 o Coled g S ) douyz g5 a5 Sy Lolo P des > g
D9y J2lg (5) dolas &Oyg0 @ b lodl 6l Conlus

1
B EuiTK?ui Sox =1
a; =
0 )fl Xi = Xmin (5)

S s el ol coulis sae was o las doles o
sae b Gillas (5) Wobes ol Jao 5 Slall (85,5 551 i i
bojle angzgs S (siluargy iy, corw Bds oFays conles
i i se Bim ojl 3 aulr Glodl G a4 o) a4 e
g el Sl (25,5 6551l IS (525,57 @51 b 5eSike (0
oo oSbe (355 4 lp ojle LSS sileanae el )
olie pmaS 45 el glaploll Bis o, 5 ge dalell Bis b
(05,5 aipaS € ilsil 55 crgo b s Lls |y ol Gl s0s

A b S osle agzes JolSS il AL dee s 50
J5 0 Canlis dae (0,5 Jlged oge U d,S vales 13 solatuwl 550
5 e 4t Sy JSein S ol 655 & s 3 055 Lo o3l
b salys o e 555

b pothe o5 glo,S Cuslu sae ild 4l Sl ool I L3
i 0)S 2 slp Gl Comlis sas I 655 Sl b ol g0l

By

M
al' = ; w;a; (6)

LeSBW el pli 05 4 Jate slo oLl JS sl M T o a5
(7) doles &ypm Slgiee LW ol DM w; =15 6l Ll S5

0,5y yaS
_ 1 Tii 7
Wi_M—1<1_2’1"rij> @

G52 0033 8L el ol 0 5 pll Ll 3 o o alali Ty ) 0 08
35U Sledl ol sae il 50035 0,5 4 Glodl ax e aes o ol

3,38 oo (glo)S Lol S0e (g F st

Sl ol 336 Jo5 il b Sy b 4 1 S aile >
W9l g0 105 >l o3l jo Ll e gl Al ey Cowlus s 4
o et e GVl L oS Cesl Tinin Jsb eldbe o Jols 21ld Gl
Obedl S50 53 Tiin Elad 4 00l o ey b Dlgioe 1) olide ool S
3573 Tmin gled & Qi JS8 Slopls axals 5 (plply 05 guusd ol
Sl i a5 anl S)n (GBI ol 4wl Tiin jlade Ysese oy
QS o e e o3l s L Qpacels 5 ol ogl el 1) oLl
[23]

Sgute ol dae s (o wijls (130, Bl o a4 oleo,S

31

IRELES KN

2 ol azed S5 (gilwange aBlisge By, pol> Alis o
bl ($Bh) Ghg) S gy il et le pp B s Wl
5 ol dewlee ladl 12 (gl Colus dae jlade lawl jo a5 canl (Lol 5
Lol 5 Ba> b o il o0 990 ol sue ) 2L SO 20 L
2 eabige JolSS s atge G 4 03l (55l5y55 cal e 5o )0 Lol
Sl b o S5 £ 5 Jsb e (S (sl el sl o] sl
Ped s gwyp e 650 Ll S L ojle vz

SIPRg Giludne -2
luo o -1-2
P S 53 OSee 0l (S (L (g 50 A el il
sy kol onyl el oLk land 1,5 L o b olge 5l e
T Bd> boojle ai Sidng L agd LSS (siluage
Slr Gilotingr dlas 035 Gl 1) osle IS 518, 50 (ledl o g
12,5 oke (1) dales (g5 42 i o0 1 (SFaw
Silwaes. C= %fTu
ES Zivzel Vix; = V*

Xi = Xmin b 1 (1)

oo wBaeali € g ol g 5y Jon Sl s (T 5 &

O ) oSl g0y el (o3l JS (i (o5Sne) o3l (ke
Gy Jlesl sl )b Lawgs oo plowl (> )5 5L ojle JST 236,55,
Ne s el jo on pln Vi g o0l (end Gy 5losle JS oo V708
Al lodl oo Iz Slo X 2hb psie il oo bapledl S slass
Jode ol cd S s e e slacldl glp (0.001 Jls lgre a) oo
b sosl Sl sk 4 &5 e Sl e sms e i
Sy i B> oFaus (o a5 cul b NS, ol 0gd i
9 .)5..46@ 4.._9; )Ja.v o ).Q.p ).||); Xmin <SS B> olfd.\.) BRIRC LI

ool 8 Gl b ladl 5525 pae sosmalis

Slwdnte 951 -2-2

bl sl py Bdm oBaus bosle apzgd LSS (giluainge (Bg) 50

59098 so oolwl gledl ol sae 5l b (g0l jo Hledl 2 g

Oype & oldl JB I el S5 plare 4 Sl Slge b Jose lul

Ol py Bi oBas 0 a5 b cpl igd o by, (2) doles

D9 0 0axali 2ol Lok b o)ls

E(x;) = Eyx} @)
o Sl a2z Ol Py el Slge SO Jgae [N By o] o S

Gk e 4 el copd 09l 2R eizes 0)8 (dime lade

W Al

e 4 azgs b C Bas b 6,5 Lol 5 5 Sledl ol sue

! Compliance
® Hard-kill
® Material Interpolation Scheme

5 oolaids 16 095 1395 sl o (yude SuilSe wise



ULSed 9 5395 ilid Sammn

o)l A9 S ol (5 lwdin AXBL Sou by b Flowws e L (UG $I9I9195 ) Ak By ykel)ly il 3l (w2

sas e a4y azgi b laglell 0gd o drmlie il olo azl asile o)
Glp Nsdie Gy e 4 P Jlake Sl ogs il Sggy Sl
sae laie a5 planlal g oasas 3 L 0 (1) o sae dal> slagled]
4 bas) Gds il albin] conles Jlade xS byl cowls
g 0 (0.001
a; < agé] (13)
- i T Cales sue a5 glaglell (Xmin) o5 soted! sl
Sezge slapladl mez 4 (1) 4 o b sl ailiw conles oo 5l 5
a; > afy (14)
ol b lodl oges a3lsl 5 Bis (6l ailin] Cpules sas @y, &5
[24] Sl 00l uLu OT 00)5] Cawds fw-':-.‘.)jﬂl 2 JS...J 50 as
o oS Sl b laledl adlol g i g sgame ol Julow a5 >

error = |2 Crmivr — 201 Cronmisa| <1 (15)

Cr-i+1

Ng Jsed BB olSen Gl T sl alopo so)lad k o 0 &5
T15] il S Jpsb M5 a3 sy 3T el e 10 5 s i
Siloainge lp ojle Lol (giluaingy abloggy anlp g, cnlpln
25 ok p56 o e ], (i

Aaals (S5t 5 550 L o35 s o o3l e (1015
Sgazme ledl el oslainl b b

39t (Sledl Conli sie aloms 5 sgamme ledl Julod (g1, (265
(8) Wolss L sillas azly

Oty Al o oo 1 ool b clus sae 3l 605 nSike (365
4.1.’>)A 6‘).3 wL..} dde Qb; oJ.:.“>:> Bk (10) aoles )l oolaiw! L

(SR

Input: sensitivities ;, design variables x;, target volume V} , ;,
Output: threshold sensitivity a,

lo = min(e;), hi = max(a;)
While (hi-lo)/hi > 0.00001
ay, = (hi+1lo)/2

Fori= 1t Ng
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support and one roller
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