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Examination of Shape Optimization for the Nonlinear Buckling Phenomenon of Suspension Parts.
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This paper presents a numerical solution to a non-parametric shape optimization problem for design of
suspension arm which strength is given by reaction force to plastic buckling loaded by compulsory displacement.
In the buckling phenomena, the geometrical non-linearity and material non-linearity are taken into account.
Assuming monotonous loading, hyper-elastic theory is applied to the deformation of suspension arm. Mass and the
reaction force integral to the buckling phenomena are chosen as an objective function and a constraint functions.
The shape derivatives of these functions are evaluated by the shape optimization theory. Using the shape gradients,
a numerical scheme based on a sequential quadratic approximation problem is employed for reshaping. In this
scheme, the traction method is used to find the decent directions of the cost functions. The scheme is implemented
by using a commercial shape optimization program in which the shape gradients are computed by a user program
developed in this study using the result of non-linear FEM analysis by a commercial program. The numerical
example for a suspension arm model shows the weight reduction of 12% while keeping the reaction force integral

constant.
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Geometrical Non-linearity, Material Non-linearity

L. 3Lz

HEY O AL T a A ORFHIRB T, T B2
WELTz BT, BT E B Bl DBLEND, B
RO TVWS, FEHDIL, THET, WHRELRE L
ECERER R E KD DT AR LIV,

ARFZETIL, A Lar T — LB R EE 2 - X
12, BELT AR NA - Uiz ECE AR/ ME T AT Bl
(LA EL, = DORMBEDFEZ TR,

P RT —LORF T, aANVAT VTR EDEDERLED
BEIRDERET DT DITkR 2 IRTGIRBIK S IREND . ZDRER, ¥
AT =, K 1 DI EL OTARE RO BID. 208D
RNV ES DO, VAT — AR K EE T2 E&I0T, %
(PR LOM BRI A B T D L EN DB,

112, AT — DO KRS DRI AT T D
it LSRRI % 35 B L T B E AT AT O fi SR 7R
T, BEOMBRITT LT v 2T UL 6 BT O IR
FE AR THERIN, THOMERIFR— AL TYa L TET IV
{EL7z. X I RO 5 AN -2 T2 BRI AR RRAT OO % R
TUE, B AR KE72 B O MR S Mises s DK A
DEBNT=. — 07, FERIERATORE R CIE, WEAT AT
PEEEFERFAL, I APBITHEL D, Wb B EPEE R & LI
NDBGR LT

FITAMIETIE, $ AT — L0 KW EIIKTTDI0E%, R
— VA NBOBHIZERAZ LB K& & [E LTS ZE TR
MBOfREELTERT D, KITAR T MU FAMRE S0, 7R
ENARRS NI R DRy L TERSND. £D T,
RARENR T DHIEIET L2 T T, Bt/ Mbd5 /008
FAN I TR B LAY M L, = DffEE R, AT

— DOBAEE T AT PR BB 1 T A, TIRD
TR EE L7 1T DI BR SR IEffT 0 )T Mo —
W=7 0T AV EHESE AL TR, KEIZ, TAT
— DT VAR A LT G R AR T 5.

Fig.1 Comparison between linear analysis result(left)
and non-linear analysis result(right)

2. REW&BE LT HE AR

P RAT — DO KAGFEIK T DI E A, KRB A E LT
FIVEATERIEDfRE L CTEFRT 5.
2.1 BEES LOBRBI NI LD MLD EF
YAT — LOMEEAE Qc R (R IZFERK), FH(0,T)cR &
T5. 12720, RIRRFZI T DEFRIETRT. Tp & Q O
RELT, up Ty x(0,T ) R? (= 1X5144) Z om0,
u:Qx(0,T)—> R*&ZZDRERAETHENET S,

2.2 BOT LB

BRI BRI AU, @B OIS, BRIRBEER
ZERL T, HEWRNANI L > TROBNDIE S H 5y LIPETD
FTH Gy O RE AV CEHRESDY. LL, A idbdn
VTR LS FLF N O35 613, HER SRR L) B



BT, MEE S DA CTho THHMER T YV BMFIET D
LIGET 50T RBEER A VSN,

A TIE, A7 —LOW KAt EITKE T2 )& 7S
HTEH BREETHIEND, MR EIZET HETOIRNEITE
BLT, 20T AERmEANWDLIEICT 5. ZOfREE, % TRE

NDEINT, IR T LIRS DFHHNE D225,
£U\‘?‘<77~}E Tl¥, E(u)% Green-Lagrange O"9° 7%, S(u)

%3 2 Piola-Kirchhoff J& /1, II(u) % #51Piola-Kirchhoff I /7,
W:E B REZFIERT v edHLE,

s=YEW _cewiew) nu)=swEW

OE (u)

ISEOSLOERET D, 72121,

E(u):%(FT(u)F(u)—I): E"(u)+%EB" (wu), @
F(u):(VxT)T , ®3)
EL(U):%[(VUT)T +VuT), )
E™ (u,v):%(VvT(VuT)T +VuT(VvT)Tj , (5)

()R, v(-)=((-)/ex,), . I:(é'ij )ij (8 1% Kronecker
TN ET S, C(E(u) IXHBIEE Ik § D MIPEE R
EN(u) & E® (uv)id, ZRZhu iZBT51RIEA, ulvic
BT D BIRIERDOE R CERZS NI,
&b1z, AD)ZEERTEET,

S'(u)u)=Cc™(E(u))E'(u)u), m'(u)u)=S'(u)u)F(u) ®)

Cta"(E(u))z( I -
L. 7272,

6C(E(u)) . E(u)j_lC(E(u)) %

2E(u)

E'(u)u)=E"(u)+E®™(u,u) (8

(=a( )/t &3 5. ks, S'(u)u) DEH7RFL L, B%L S(u)
IBTDH 0 FIRT b nERTb0ETH. X
(DL, 22T A7 MAlvEE K59, s (u)u) & E'(u)u) 1%
WZBH95 1| B Lle>Ts.

BeZlt=T ©LED Cauchy OF —EBEEHIOHEA%E
Green-Lagrange O3 &85 2 Piola—Kirchhoff its 7 DEEfRIZE
iz, RO)OERNEHAIADIE, BIEATOFEE CRiiks
NI\ ARELND. DI, B8 B O EMEEMx T,
t=T OLEDMHIENE uyr = uDL:T Tp > RIEEF L

ELTEN Up 1 Q> R ZRODMENRD IO ICHERR S NS,
(M 10 REBEZSBLUHEMEZERIE] upr ZBLREL
T, EEOV:Q- RPZHLT

aNL(uT,v)—J’r (uy —ugy )-(TT" (V)N )dx

] v (U )N ax =0 ©)
AT up 3RO KL L, N ZETERITOREE Q 12602

%"fi¥£7{f7?) Upr = uDlt:T )
a-(u,v)= -[Q S(u)- E'(u)v)dx (10)

v15. e, (0= () £55.

i=1 j=1

KL, BHERT Vv VOIFLEIZEY, ATFRIEICITKRT
LWz >Tna. K)o 2 THE, 3 THAIXThLhu, &
v DREARBFEREMOHBRI2-> TS,

KOF U, Tt L TIPS RERERD. 2o H X%
Newton—Raphson {4 CHESHBEA I, HEROHE XN ML E
LB, t=T OEEOMEIENIEEE Uy Ty > R®, Bf7H
% GO 1 Qs R ETHIE, TORBEIE, KOOI 5.

(IR 2: BRI IMER T ] upr 2BEEELC, LR D
WXL T
™ X )=, (6 =G ) 117 N |
- v.(nT'(u )(uT)dex =0 (11)

wiT= T, 72720, IR ETOE
a™ (u)uv)= [ (S'0)0) E()v)+ S(u) Euv))ax  (12)
E'(u)fv)=E"(vV)+ E®(u,v)+ E®(u,v)=E®(u,v) (13)

&5,

EITMZT,

a™ (u)u,v) iZu Ev ICBIL TR LR IER ThHDHZ
LI ET 5. RADIX, Newton—Raphson {EIZRBWT, FERE
AR O)DEZEEZMIETAEICHVDILS. IHIT, B TR
SNBHINNT, FELEBETH AV B,

3. TR LR

IR A7 u, DM NT2E LT, KNSR 2B %%
EFRLT, TNERIRLZ T T, ERzi/MbT R Eam b
REEAER 5.

Q> REEELLT EE

):jﬂ¢ dX (14)

Z HRIBI% LT 5.

— 7, RN BRI BAE RO IOTERT 5. BT %,
SRIEIZENT up O HFRARBIINCE /25T, Ty LIRS S(u)N
TRHFTHINL, WAL ERTT, 2 ORADDOFRESR
REARORBATIN D R FBATINC RS2 RRI L T5. ZDLEE,

=, v

Z R INCKET HHIFI B E LT, AL ORI IRE sy & 5
Tt B 2L, o i ERMEAR T IEER, u'iT, > R®
BRI AL LT A SR ICO ARV ET 5. ot
I (U, )N ARG T7— {28 EIEE .

N )dy +ct (15)



INHOEFRE T, RWFIE T, IR EERIEE R
DIHNTEFRTD.

(IR 3: TR Gy il &8 & de/ MU RE] BRE L OfiF up
IZRL <

min {JO(Q)| Jl(Q,uT)SO} (16)

QcR®
=T QERD L.
4. JEARMG
TR ZE BT DRFM R AL 3" (Qu, ), 1=1,2, DTS

ERDINTEETD. p:Q REEEBET I, e>0%
EHELT,

Q””:{x+gp|XEQ} an

ZEER O, TOLXOFBIELTEREOME u? &3 5.

ZEL, AT OERIE, Q7 ITHLTLETRLIZEBY DI
e 5. ZDLE,

roru)- o)
&

3 (@.u, Yp)=tim
- 89G'(uT,v')N pdy (18)
#3'(Qu ) DB, G'(u V) &k AmL LS. 727,
QL Q DERERT.
4.1 BEOFIRBSy
3°(Q) DIARBAY 1T, (D BEIR A B %5 B SRS 5y
AREHWIZ,

JO/(Q)(p): LQGON pdy (19)
G° = ¢ (20)
L72%.
4.2 OB DRI B D TR 5y
IMQ U ) DIEIRBAT TR D IR D BRS. (978 U, 1
AR THLZEND, IH(Q,u;) D Lagrange BI%KIT,
Loy vt)
I @.up)-aluy v
o], —uDT)(HT’(UT )(vl)dex v (o, N ax
@1

TEEESND. 12720, vHIZROICKI$5 Lagrange T4 TH
5. ZokE, V OEBICHT S LQu V) of B &,
u, BRI | ORETHIVE, Wi-Shs. u OBB U, 1Tk
5 L {Quup V) R 4k,

LI,(Q,uT ,V1Xu’T)

=-Ju* -(HT' (uy Nu'; ))N dy—a'(u; \u'y V')
+fup (HT,(UT )(vl)N)dX +er v! (HT,(UT Nu; )N)dX =0

(22)
L%, 2L, a(ur Nu'y V) RO TEET S, ZoRR,
(50 uy ICRIL TR ISR PRIE, v ARET S 3 Qu,)
(R B R R A .

[FIRE 4: IM kb9 2BERERRE] FIELOME up ZBEmELTC,
FEEDO U : Q- RUUIHLT

alu s vt = f {7 (o Yo N Jar, @)

[ ou (HTI(UT )(vl)deX =0, (24)
v -(HT'(uT )(u;)dex =0 (25)
ZT= v AR k.

—%, L{Q,uy V) DIRBONE, Uy v SRR |
LA DRDEE, IHQ,u, ) DFRBESE LT,
Ll’(Q,uT,v1Xp)

=] (N-V+x)fu' I (U, NN - pdy
[, @ (N pda
_JagS(UT)' E'(u; )(vl)N -pdy
+.[rD (N-V+x)
x4 (Up — Uy )- HT’(UT)(vl)N v HT,(uT)N N-pd
R

L72%. ZIT, RO BN O 0 i A .
ABFFE TR, SRIAENLZ 5 2 250 BE R Ty (35 AL B o
LEICEETDHIET 5. £D&E, 26)iT

Ll'(Q,uT ,V1Xp)=J.

O\,

Gl(uT ,v1)= ~S(ur )-E'(uy )(vl) (28)

Gl(uT ,vl)N pdy 7)

L%,
R 1 & 4 D BARR LSRR IZ DUV T 6 B CRi B §7%.
ZNHOMR u 2V EROCIUE, 3Y(Q,u, ) DT IR AEEE(28)

TR TES.
5. TR L ERED gk
FHIEEE 3°(Q), IYQ U, ) DTEIRARLGY, G! BFtHETEN

1, R 3 I3 DI ZENTES.
FETIEARWEEIR Q IS T, DI TROLHRFK 2



VR Z AR5,
(IR 5: 3B 2 WAL DEE] & Z2/NSIRIEERELT,

min {Q(g,o)( Jl(Q,uT)+ja

a.lp]=t

G'N v(sp)dySO} (29)

O\l
BT gp RO L. 72720,

G°N -(gp)dy, (30)

1
Q(gp)zza(gp’gp)-'_."m\m

a(u,v):IQSL(u)- E"(v)dX +aJ‘HQ(N -u)-(N-v)dx , (31)
SH(u) IEMIEBIEIRDIE ), o IIBEFUCRLE L 7204/ S 310D
ERELETEER, o] = [ (0o + E(p) EX(p))OX £92.

Z O Lagrange BT,
1

L(gp,ﬂl): Za(gp,gp)+ -[30\1“9 G°N ~(gp)d)/

+ /11(31(9, Uy )+IQ\FD G'N -(gp)d}/) (32)

0!

T D. ZORBEICHT A KKT &, B0 2: Q- R IZ
*LT

a2)+ [, (6°+ 26N -zdy =0, (33)
IHQ,u, )+jm\rD G'N -(gp)dy <0, (34)
zl(Jl(Q, Uy )+LQ\FD G'N ~(5p)d}/) =0, (35)
>0 (36)
MDD ETHS.
ZZT, G =12, ZAWT, 3 BT AR AE

pe Qo R RO DB 5. 2O RO fEl s
BTV IR IR T T2

(RO 6: JRFEHIE] G', 1=1,2, ZEEELT, FED 2
Tk T

alob.2)=-[ _G'N-zdy (37)

E-T pl 1 Qs REARD L. Z0Ex,
0 1 1
p(ﬂl): PP+ Atpt= % (38)
||PG +Aps "
LBE, RBOIL, HEHTHILHOLET UL,
lljan\rn G!N ~(€pl)d7

= —[JI(Q, up )+ L

G'N ~(gp0)d)/), (39)

QAT

DEIRBFFEND.

INEDRRNS, IRDISREAEAF— LB LS.

(MR Sl LSRN R B 2% — 2]

(1) WG Q° &5, k=0 195,

@ 30X, 3HQN up ) ERHEL, WOREIERAT. I
VEE, G0, G EEET .

(3) REDOfE pg : Q> R?, 1=1,2, Z5Rd5.

@) REYTAEEHETS. A<00rx, 3o u)<om
GRS 5. 220 Dk, KE9)T p(#) 27k
5.

6) () CHBABZT, ¢ OWYIMEE, BE 3 0
Lagrange BHHUZ®I9°% Armijo DRUETT =735,
HEDRTHT- SN TWRITIIE, ¢ Zel2 ICEEHZ T, 8
BN AV S BN, K 2k +1
ICEEHZ TOITHED.

6. PR IREGE L7 0T b~

ARFFETIE, RETZ BB L= A RE (RE 1) & 97
W23 HhEERTE (RRE 4) 2L HERIE A IRESR AT e s
LNTEHTLTZ. TNHOFEREFANT, 2—W—7mr I A2k
AR A A FHR L. AR AEORE R, RO R~
QI IMIT T A ERRE L TGRS N TNDA L F—T oA A%
FIHLT, LT, 2ORER, TIRTEHRIE (W& 6) 250
TeEMEAF — AR T R L RRE (RIRE 3) Ofghrix, ™
RO L7 02 AOHEIZ IV T,

212, WHIRE#E L 07T 2 V@ s O EFIEE
AMFFEOFHETFNADENE T,

Fiz, FERRGFH IR X FEOTREB IR, JLAIR
Fe{b 7 077 AOMREEFIH L0,

Start

A 4

- . - 1
Original analysis !
' User program
1
7

(linear analysis) R .
*Original analysis

____________________

| (non-linear analysis)
i ' = Adjoint analysis

Estimvation of = Estimation of

—_——————

cost functions cost functions

=Estimation of

___________________

shape derivative
shape derivative

________ fmm——————

— ——

- ---Conventional process

— Developed process

Fig.2 Comparison between Conventional process

-
v
Reshape

and Developed process



7. K fiE

ARHFFE TR LIkt 7 07 5% FWC, K104
7 —LET NORIREGE LI OV TR T 5.

7.1 AT —LET )L EE RS

:ﬁ@ffﬁ;&?/v&i“ﬁ%ﬁ%fﬁ“ PART — LA OH
F*K i, 2 A Bush 3MEbNAZ LMD, MERNERZ 6 il 5
Iﬁ@éFn‘ﬁﬁé/vﬁT%TW{tL ZOHLRERRL. AT
— 2O BRE ST, Ball joint(B))AARE L7 BE M &%
Bz 7=, S8HIZEATIE, B] OH s D, BORHF RIS 2
7o, VAT —BMET VM TIELNALEEL, Yo7/ R E 7.1 X
10'MPa, RT7 YV % 0.33 £LT-.

E72, 1 3 RO RERAMEIE, aA VATV LB
FHEIER AR, FBRERIE, Tp [CHS L, AL TR rEm A &)
LT, F BRI LS OO (43 T TRENTZ R4 5 R
1%, BHRE O OIS E ISR R R T

AMRERITIE, TR 2 WEHFEEHW. 72721, TR
M (M 6) OffT CIx, BIRERSENIE 2T, ThI1
WERITEEHZ . ZOMBEOEIR, IR EHEEEIC
%9 DRRAEMRAT OFERITFE SN TNDO.

FEURBEZ T 1%, SEHIEND, K OB BRERRKERDEEZD
90%E 72 BIHIZER ELTZ.

Bush

Fig.3 FE model of a suspension arm

7.2 MBI %%

AWPZETIE, ARBEEHIREEIT, thehn, (14 TE
BRI 10(Q) L5 TR IS I B AR5 )
KBS 3Y(Q,u, ) ELTz. EDIC, EBOBRF TS 2R (T
M/ D 8E) LXEBm T T o AD ARG Rl RSN A L
Wb, ZHHE RIS E DT, LoLRhs, EEOMTCIX
WA HIRIEFEL TT 7T TR BTl e b, 55
IR, BARR s i 3B NE 5.

7.3 FRATHE R

IR B ORI T DRI BB OEA LA 4 1TRT. Z
DEEDOFNBIER OB EEE 1 ITRT. X5 1%, YIRS R
WAL BT R O L E OB ALK ST O BfRZ R w1
TR ERGEAL R TGAR D e A 6 1R

ZORER, 9 [ ORI CKHIFI G4 e LB &3

12%(130)M /0 L7-Z LM R E NS, 9 [BIOMEIR A SN L=
BRI Linux (64bit), 1CPU(Intel XEON 3.6GHz), AEV
4G DEREE T T 18 BEfi T o7z,

Table.1 Results of cost functions

Initial Optimum Limit value
Mass[g] 1124 994 -
Reaction
force[kN] 58 80 above 80
Compressive
fatigue stress 0.26 0.22 belowl.0
[ratio]
Tensile
fatigue stress 0.48 0.47 belowl.0
[ratio]
Mean
compliance 0.18 0.12 below 1.0
[ratio]
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