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 This paper aims at optimizing the parameters involved in stress analysis of finite isotropic plates, in 
order to achieve the least amount of stress around a quadrilateral cutout located in a finite isotropic plate 
under in- plane loading using a novel Swarm Intelligence optimization technique called Ant lion 
optimizer. In analysis of finite isotropic plate, the effective parameters on stress distribution around 
quadrilateral cutouts are cutout bluntness, cutout orientation, plate’s aspect ratio, cutout size and type of 
loading. In this study, with the assumption of plane stress conditions, analytical solution of 
Muskhelishvili’s complex variable method and conformal mapping are utilized. The plate is considered 
to be finite (proportion of cutout side to the longest plate side should be more than 0.2), isotropic and 
linearly elastic. To calculate the stress function of a finite plate with a quadrilateral cutout, the stress 
functions in finite plate are determined by superposition of the stress function in infinite plate 
containing a quadrilateral cutout with stress function in finite plate without any cutout. Using least 
square boundary collocation method and applying appropriate boundary conditions, unknown 
coefficients of stress function are obtained. Moreover, the finite element method has been used to check 
the accuracy of results. The obtained results show that the mentioned parameters have a significant 
effect on stress distribution around a quadrilateral cutout and that the structure’s load- bearing capacity 
can be increased by proper selection of these parameters. 
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Fig. 1 Finite plate with cutout subject to in- plane loading. 
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Fig. 2 Conformal mapping of a finite plate with a tetrahedral cutout to a 
finite plate with a unit circle. 
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Fig. 3 The effect of parameter m on the cutout shape. 
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Fig. 4 Scheme of solution [18] 
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Fig. 5 Hunting behaviour of antlions [27] 
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Fig. 6 Random walk of an ant inside an antlion’s trap. [27] 
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Fig. 7 Convergence diagram for uni- axial loading 
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Fig. 8 Convergence diagram for bi- axial loading 
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Fig. 9 Convergence diagram for shear loading 
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Fig. 10 Finite element model of a plate with cutout 
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Fig. 11 Comparison of the finite element method with the present 
analytical method ( / = 1). 
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Table 1 Optimal results for different values of b/a ( / = 0.4) 

Optimum SCF   /  
6.213  53.4097  0.0563134 0.75   

4.4436  72.2505  0.0702236  1    
3.6191  34.5566  0.0805224  1.25    
3.2738  40.8379  0.07664294  1.5    
3.1413  53.4069  0.0772096  1.75    
3.0985  21.9893  0.077538  2   
3.0774  53.4015  0.0775967  3   

      
4.029  9.4253  0.045508  0.75  

3.9896  59.6897  0.0415275  1    
3.8912  72.2532  0.0354802  1.25    
3.7468  40.8428  0.029765  1.5    
3.6537  53.3969  0.0261658  1.75    
3.5997  28.2707  0.0251051  2   
3.4455  15.7062  0.0245296  3   

      
4.4847  24.3285  0.0987977  0.75  
3.2914  0  0.098667  1    
3.0455  6.5036  0.098063  1.25    
3.0006  31.7096  0.0960668  1.5    
2.9887  12.8711  0.095392  1.75    
2.9921  19.149  0.0986119  2   
3.1228  44.2405  0.0981564  3   
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Fig. 12 Variations of the cost function in finite plate under uni- axial 
loading for different values of b/a  
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Fig. 13 Variations of the cost function in finite plate under bi- axial 
loading for different values of b/a 
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Fig. 14 Variations of the cost function in finite plate under shear 
loading for different values of b/a 
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Fig. 15 Variations of the cost function with b/a for different loading 
15 b/a   
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2   ) 1=/( 
Table 2 Optimal results for different values of L/a ( / = 1) 

 Optimum SCF  /  
0  2.4709 47.1252 0.05625 0.01  

3.58  2.5594 21.9899 0.05857 0.1  
15.33  2.8497 22.9902 0.06431 0.2  
37.83  3.4057 28.274 0.06446 0.3  
72.11  4.2529 28.2712 0.06630 0.4  
117.26  5.3684 9.4252 0.08847 0.5  
172.30  6.7285 53.4103 0.09332 0.6  

       
0  2.5652 9.4196 0.02846 0.01  

4.19  2.6728 53.4066 0.02921 0.1  
10.72  2.8402 9.4257 0.03218 0.2  
26.69  3.25 21.9918 0.03565 0.3  
55.69  3.994 47.1208 0.03985 0.4  
113.26  5.4707 21.9905 0.05117 0.5  
304.11  10.3663 21.991 0.07086 0.6  

       
0  1.7739 3.5549 0.08953 0.01  

4.06  1.8460 41.7267 0.08938 0.1  
17.23  2.0797 4.6238 0.09325 0.2  
42.58  2.5294 1.1847 0.09278 0.3  
85.54  3.2914 38.7713 0.09566 0.4  
134.70  4.1634 11.4861 0.09538 0.5  
161.83  4.6447 53.268 0.09702 0.6  
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Fig. 16 Variations of the cost function in finite plate under uni- axial 
loading for different values of L/a 
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Fig. 17 Variations of the cost function in finite plate under bi- axial 
loading for different values of L/a 
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Fig. 18 Variations of the cost function in finite plate under shear 
loading for different values of L/a 
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Fig. 19 Variations of the cost function with L/a for different loading 
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