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Introduction
NTEREST in design optimization of distributed structures
is increasing.! A survey of optimization under

nonconservative loading? reveals, however, that virtually all
work done in the area has been restricted to very simple
structural domains and very simplified design spaces. Besides
methods from optimal control theory, typical approaches
have consisted in assuming a design function of simple form
for the whole domain and optimizing its coefficients through
a search in few dimensions? or in using a finite-element model
and optimizing the location of its nodes through discrete
sensitivity methods.* Such approaches allow only relative
optimization to take place within a restricted design space
which cannot be enlarged without problems: completeness of
the general design function and convergence for the former,
and size of the supporting analysis for the latter.

This Note describes a method, based on ideas similar to
some in Ref. §, to find essentially true optimal designs for a
wide class of distributed structures undergoing flutter in the
presence of damping. Design has the form of a general
function described by its values at points, whose number can
be increased at will with little effort and without affecting the
size of analysis. We solve a hitherto unsolved problem, and
indicate how this method may be combined with the finite-
element method to solve large-scale problems in complex
structural domains.

Analysis
Autonomous vibrations and flutter of many practical
distributed structures are governed by a quadratic eigenvalue
problem of the form

[K+pE+ND+ N Mlu=0 n

. where K, E, D, and M are real linear differential operators
representing stiffness, loading, damping, and mass properties
respectively, p is a real loading parameter, and the eigen-
frequency A=(+iw has complex right and left eigenfunctions
(eigenmodes) # and v. Operator E is assumed to be nonself-
adjoint. :

Approximate analysis replaces Eq. (1) by a matrix equation
of the same form, whose solution$ yields characteristic curves
as those in Fig. 1. Such curves provide a direct and global
image of the frequency spectrum and stability status of the
structure at all loads. It is well known that the onset of flutter
occurs when at least one of these curves hits the plane
Re(N) =0 at a flutter point (py,wg); we must make this point
highest for a given total mass by properly modifying a design
function 4 entering the definition of the operators.

Design Sensitivity Analysis
Let the design function /4 be given an arbitrary variation é4;
then

S(v,[K+pE+AND+ N Mu) =0 )
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where (.,.) is a weak form? of operator Eq. (1) and is assumed
to be differentiable with respect to 4. The solutions of Eq. (1)
will vary as in Fig. 1, and the corresponding variation of the
flutter point will be such that

Ap +iA,+ (Eg +iE,)0pq + (Fg+iF,)ibwg =0 ?)

where subscripts R and I denote real and imaginary parts, and
where, formally,

A +id; = (vg, [K+padE+iwg6D—wi6Mluy) )
and

Ep+iE,=(vy, Eug) o)

Fp+iF,=(vq, [D+2iogMluy) 6)

Solution of Eq. (3) readily yields the variation of the flutter
point due to 64 as

pn=—(FrAg +FA)/ (ExFr+EF)) @
dwy=(EAg +ERA)) /(ExFp +EF)y) 8)
Distributed design sensitivity analysis was studied by Far-
shad® for buckling and vibration problems, and by the

authors?® for flutter problems with no damping.

Gradient Projection

Consider a functional p (critical load, frequency, etc.) of
the general form

p=plh(0]= | PLsh(nldx ©)

where £ is the design function and P is a scalar function. We
consider here maximization of p under integral equality
constraints of the similar form

gk[h(x)]=SQ G lx,h(x)]1dQ=const (k=1,...,n) (10)

When P and all G, are differentiable with respect to 4 one
has

op= Sﬂ P ,5hdQ (11
and

bg, = SQ G, 45hdQ=0 (12)

Functions P , and G, , are the gradients of functionals p and
g, in design function space. For example, the gradient of a
flutter load will be, from Eq. (7),

Pﬂ,hz_(FRHR+F1H[)/(ERFR +EFp) (13)

where function H is the integrand, excluding 6k, of the (in-
tegral) expression

W, [Ky+poE, +iegD ,—wiM ,lugdh) (14)
In order to improve p, seek a function 6/ with
%
||ahu=UQ (5h)2d9] =e>0

and maximizing functional Eq. (11) under constraints Eq.
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Fig.1 Typical characteristic curve and flutter point.

(12). Form the functional

Sn (P’,, - zk:uka,,)Bth (15)

where the p, are Lagrange multipliers. From the Schwarz
inequality, the function

dh=a (P,h - EHka,h) (16)
k

is the distributed projected gradient sought; « is a real scalar.
All p, are found by substituting Eq. (16) into Eq. (12) and
solving the linear system

ZSQ G, 4G, dQu, = SQ G4P,dQ (i=1,..,n) (17
k

To determine the factor «, take norms in Eq. (16), giving

-

or aim at a given increase Ap by substituting Eq. (16) into Eq.
_ (11), giving

(18

P,h - Eﬂka,h
k

a=Ap/Sn P, <P,,, - Zk:;uka,,,>d9 | (19)

To correct constraint violations Ag,, a minimum-norm
variation &’z such that

Sn Gipd'hdQ=—Ag, (k=1,...,n) (20)

is necessary. The Euler equation of an appropriate augmented
functional yields

8'h= Y v,Gy, ¥3))
k

Substituting Eq. (21) into Eq. (20), all », are found from the
linear system

Y Sﬂ G4Gipdv, = —Ag, (i=1,...,n) (22)
k

Example 1. Consider maximizing functional Eq. (9) when
Q =[0,f] and under the constraint

4
g= SO h(x)dx=const
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Then
¢
sg= SO Shdx=0

so that G , = 1 identically, yielding

¢

u= So P,,,dx/f’

and
£ \ 14 2
a=spf| [, Prax=({, 2asx) [

from which

4 4 14 2
om0 =p (P~ [, Paaxrt) || | Pie= (], Pace) [

(23)

Any constraint violation can be corrected using 6’ A= — Ag/f.

Example 2. In addition to the preceding constraint,
iterations are now to be performed so that Ag=0Ap, where ¢
is a functional {§{Qdx and 8 is a scalar. Then,

oh(x) =al(1+pu0)P ) —p;Q h—ul 24

4
a=dpf| PALUI+OP, —1Qp—mldx  (9)
b= (t’S; R P ydx— S: R_,,de; P,dx) o ee

¢ ¢ 14 4
e R R

27
b'h=|0ag—5q) + S: R dxag] 0[P
[rasesor sl o
with
oeffmia- ()
R,=Q,—0P, (30)

where 8’ A corrects the change of ¢ from ég (obtained) to Aq
(desired).

Example

Beck’s column with Kelvin-Voigt internal damping n has
the familiar equation

(EIu”)” +pu” +N(Elu” )" + N°mu=0 31
Let overbars denote complex conjugates; a weak form of Eq.
(31) is in this case

¢
S (0"EIu” +opu” + Mo” EIu” + N2 omu)dx=0  (32)
(13

whose matrix solution for a uniform column of unit length,
using eight polynomial coordinate functions and Simpson
integration with 101 points, is shown in Fig. 2.
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Fig. 2 Uniform Beck’s column with internal damping (3 =0.01) and
its characteristic curves.
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Fig. 3 Optimal Beck’s column with internal damping (3 =0.01) and
its characteristic curves (in 18 iterations).

Letting EI=m?, maximization of p was performed by Egs.
(13) and (23-30) in order to control or prevent the drop of the
second flutter load at each iteration. In the final result shown
in Fig. 3, the optimal critical load is a double flutter load. The
increase in critical load is more than 250%, against about
100% irr Ref. 3.
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Concluding Remarks

Due to lack of space we remark only the following. 1) This
method of flutter optimization, including sensitivity formulas
[Egs. (7) and (8)] and control of the second flutter load, is
believed new. 2) A finely discretized design function (not
parameters) was optimized by explicit distributed gradient
projection. 3) The size of the analysis is not affected by the
number of design data points, which should be large. 4) One
can readily add inequality-type or pointwise constraints. 5)
Large-scale application requires the development of (possibly
low-order) two- and three-dimensional finite elements with
outer boundaries defined by relatively many design points;
interpolation on these boundaries can be quite rudimentary.
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