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Shape Design for Thin-Walled Beam Cross Sections
Using Rational B Splines

Uwe Schramm* and Walter D. Pilkey'
University of Virginia, Charlottesville, Virginia 22903-2442

and

Richard I. DeVries* and Mark P. Zebrowski¥
Ford Motor Company, Dearborn, Michigan 48121-2053

Shape optimization of thin-walled beams is discussed. The cross-sectional shape of the beam is described by
nonuniform rational B-spline curves. The optimization problem is defined in terms of cross-sectional properties
and stresses. Design variables are the control parameters of the rational B-spline curves and the wall thickness of the
beam. Cross-sectional properties and stresses are obtained from the elasticity solution for the beam. Consideration
of torsion and pure shear requires the solution of Laplace equations which is accomplished using finite elements.
A design sensitivity analysis is given for the cross-sectional properties and stresses. A sample problem is presented

to illustrate the formulations.

Introduction

N the design of metal structures, thin-walled beams are important

elements. Optimization of these elements can lead to significant
cost reductions. This study was motivated by applications of thin-
walled beams in automobile design.! However, its results are appli-
cable to other branches of metal structural design, such as aerospace
and ocean engineering. Figure 1 shows an example of a beam manu-
factured from two thin-walled parts which are welded together. Such
beams are members of a complex structure. The structure is analyzed
using finite beam elements, and the beam cross-sectional properties
and stresses can be found from the elasticity solution of the beam.
Optimization of the structure is performed to obtain certain strength
characteristics and a structural mass that is as low as possible. The
structural optimization problem may be expressed as follows.

Objective function:

W(p) = min (1a)
Inequality constraints:
gp) <0 (1b)
Equality constraints:
h(p)=0 (1c)
Side constraints:
P=p=p (1d)

The objective function W may be the beam cross-sectional area
or any other cross-sectional property. As constraints g; € g, cross-
sectional properties or stresses may be applied. Here, the shape of the
beam cross section will be modified to obtain an optimal structural
design. Hence, the design variables p; € p are values describing
the shape of the cross section. The equality constraints describe
dependencies of design variables. The side constraints, which are
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inequalities, on the design variables are treated separately. Either
the objective function or constraints may be the result of further
computation based on the cross-sectional properties, such as re-
sponses computed from a finite element analysis to which beam
cross section properties were provided as input.

Analysis of the design process indicates that major contributions
to the design are created by computer-aided design (CAD) tools.
The final design is analyzed using numerical procedures such as fi-
nite elements. Currently, separate preprocessors for the definition
of the numerical models are used. Design optimization and design
sensitivity analysis is then based on the numerical model. It appears
that in practice different geometry definitions are used for design,
analysis, and optimization. But the internal definition of the design
geometry in CAD systems is based on geometric elements which are
also useful in numerical analysis and design. In particular, nonuni-
form rational B splines (NURBS), a special type of B splines, are
widely used for this purpose.? They have been implemented recently
in CAD systems and product data interfaces of several automo-
bile manufacturers.> Here, the approach to the connection of CAD
with analysis and optimization is to use the geometric definition of
CAD also in the numerical models for analysis and optimization.
Bezier-and B-spline curves and surfaces have been successfully ap-
plied in shape optimal design for the numerical description of the
structural shape.*~# The subject of this presentation is the applica-
tion of the description of the cross-sectional shape of thin-walled
beams using NURB curves. The cross-sectional shape will be mod-
ified changing the shape of the defining NURB curves. Hence, the
control parameters of the NURB curves are the design variables.
Additionally, the wall thickness will serve as a design variable.

This presentation will be restricted to shape optimization of the
cross section of cantilever beams with the load applied on the
free end only. If the beam is included in a more complex frame struc-
ture, the changes of the loads due to changes in the cross-sectional
shape of structural members may have to be taken into consideration.

Analysis of Thin-Walled Beams

The analysis of the thin-walled beam will be accomplished using
the elasticity solution for the beam.*!" In this section the stresses
and cross-sectional properties of the beam will be given. Both can
be used as objectives and constraints in the optimization problem of
Eq. (1).

Figure 1 shows the problem to be solved. The coordinate system
is chosen with its origin at the centroid of the cross section of the
clampedend; x is the axial coordinate and y, z are the cross-sectional
coordinates. The cross-sectional axes may be of arbitrary orienta-
tion. The loads are the torsional moment M, and the components
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Fig.1 Thin-walled beam.

V, and V of the shear force V that may be applied to a point of the
cross section such that they cause no additional torsion. No body
forces are applied. The material of the beam is linearly elastic, ho-
mogeneous, and isotropic, with Young’s modulus E, Poisson’s ratio
v, and shear modulus G = E/2(1 + v). The stresses oy,, 0,, and
T, are Zero.

Stresses

According to Ref. 9 the shear stresses in beams can be determined
from the elasticity equations. The normal stresses o,, due to bend-
ing follow from the kinematic assumptions of the Euler-Bernoulli
theory. They are

Oy = —(L — x)S7! [z] 2

where the matrix S contains the moments of inertia I,,,, S = {/,,} =
{fA qr dA}, q,r = y,z. The shear stresses 7 = {ty,, 7.} can be
obtained from the compatibility equations,” leading to

={(V¥x — 8¢, + (V¥ =8V, + (V¥ — gV} (3)

where ¥, g = x, y, z, often called warping functions, are functions
of y and z, and ¢, is the rate of angle of twist of the centroidal beam

axis. The vectors g, are
z
g = “)
[ Y ]

1 [+ o I ]

8= Fdets | 0 A+ —vy? | | ~h |
(5)

1 [+wyr e o 1 [-1]

8 = Fdets | 0 A+wz2—vy? ] | Ly
(6)

Introduction of the stresses into the equilibrium relationships yields
three independent Laplace equations,

-V, =0, qg=xyz %)

The corresponding boundary conditions

awq — Tﬁ

on - Sa qg=1x2 ®

follow from the condition that the boundary of the cross section is
traction free. The vector # is the outward directed normal on the
boundary.

Cross-Sectional Properties

Beam cross-sectional properties can be separated into those that
depend on warping functions and those that do not. The latter are the
cross-sectional area A, the moments of inertia Iy, I, and 1,, and
the centroid of the cross section ¢ = {c,, ¢,}. The other properties
are the torsional constant /,, the shear deformation coefficients Qyy,

oy, and a,, and the shear center s = {s,, 5.}. These quantities can
be found from the strain energy U, due to torsion and pure shear.
The strain energy U, can be written as

U, 20// 2, + %) dA dx )

Introduction of 7, and 7., of Eq. (3) leads to

1
Ue = 2G G2 [axx¢ + ayy V2 +az sz + 2ax)’¢; Vy

+ 24,8, V, + 2a,,V, V.| dx (10)

with the constants
agr = f (Vi) Vi, dA — / (Vi) g dA
A A

T

(V¥ gy dA + f 28, dA,
A A

From this, the torsional constant appears as I, = a,,, the shear

deformation coefficients are o, = G2Aaq,, qg,r = y,z, and the

coefficients that account for the coupling of pure shear and torsion

are Ga,, and Ga,,. Consideration of the equilibrium of moments

leads to the shear center s and to the rate of angle of twist ¢7.

g, r=x,y,z (1)

Finite Element Selution

Because of its applicability to any cross-sectional shape, a finite
element method is preferred here to solve Egs. (7). Using Galerkin’s
method, the elementwise approximation ¥7 = Ndf], q =x,9,2
leads to

K'd, =f, 12)
with
1 p+l
=/ f BTB det J dé dn (13)
—~1 -1
+1 ptl
=5 +f;2=/ / {Bqu+NTVqu}detJd§dn
-1 Ja
(14)

The matrix B is defined as B = VN. The scalar det J is the deter-
minant of the Jacobian J. Compatibility of the nodal values of 4,
leads to three systems of linear equations,

Kd, =f, (15)

which can be solved simultaneously since they all have the same
coefficient matrix. For each element in derivatives Vi, may be
calculated from

Vi, = Bd; (16)

Then, stresses and cross-sectional properties follow. To get the nodal
stresses, the nodal derivatives Vi, are extrapolated from the Gauss
points using the shape functions N and then averaged at the nodes.
From Eq. (15), the coefficients a,,, g, r = x, y, z appear as

aqr = aqu - aqrg - arqz -+ aqr3 (17)
with
a1 =djKd,, g =difpn, = f g/8,44 (18)
A

The area integrals that are necessary to obtain some cross-sect-
ional properties are calculated from the element integration scheme.

Description of the Structural Shape
The shape of the thin-walled cross section is determined by NURB
curves and the wall thickness ¢ (Fig. 2). Additional information is
the number of finite elements along the length of the spline, 1,,, and
through the thickness, u,.
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Fig.2 Beam cross section.
Nonuniform Rational B Splines

The position vector r(y) = {r,, r,} of a point of a rational B-
spline curve of the order x is defined as a linear combination of m

vertices p; = {pjy, Pj.}
r@)=i§m@ﬂw (19)
pat
using
@AW=MMWWH/5:%%AM 20)
p

with the B-spline basis bj,(y) obtained from a recursion
formula.2®!! The values w; are weights assigned to the vertices
such that a vertex has a fourth coordinate in addition to its three
physical coordinates. The dimensionless quantity y is the parameter
of the curve. It can take all values betweenzeroand y = m — x + 1.
The vertices p; form the defining polygon. In the case where all
weights w; are equal to one, rational B-spline curves are identical
to nonrational B splines. NURB curves have the following charac-
teristics. 1) The curve lies in a convex hull of the vertices. 2) The
curve is invariant under an affine transformation. 3) The tangents
of the initial and final points are defined by the first and the last
edge, respectively, of the defining polygon. 4) The position vector
r(y) and its derivatives up to order x — 2 are all continuous over
the entire curve. The NURB curve can be altered by changing the
number and/or position of the vertices of the defining polygon, by
changing the weights w;, by changing the order x, and by the use
of repeated vertices (Fig. 3).

For the definition of the finite element mesh the derivatives of the
curves with respect to the parameter y are necessary. Differentiation
of Eq. (19) leads to

. 3" r( ) “ .
M) =S8 = g0 o) @1
j=1
with
() a l;jx()’)
ij ()/) - 8)/”
m n-1
g=1 1=0 q~1
(22)

It will be agreed tllat I;E(;) stands for b jx- Again, the derivatives of
the B-spline basis bi';() are obtained from a recursion formula. From
the derivative ¥ (y) = r'¥(y) of Eq. (21), the normal unit vector
n(y) on the curve at the point r(y) is obtained. If the cross section
is defined in an arbitrary coordinate system y, z, the transformation

x={y,z}=r—c 23)

must be applied, where ¢ = {c,, ¢/} is the centroid of the cross
section defined in the ¥, z system (Fig. 2).

0 . . .
0 05 1 1.5
Fig. 3 NURB curves: solid line, x = m = 4,w; = 1; dashed line, p,

moved to p;; dotted line, w, = 4; dash-dot line, p, used twice; thinner
lines, defining polygons.

n(y)

r(Y)

y
Fig. 4 Finite element mapping, ¢, = 1.

Finite Element Mapping

Based on the line element formulation of Ref. 12, special finite
elements were developed in an earlier investigation for the analysis
and optimization of thin-walled structures using NURB curves. 13
For those finite element models only one element layer through the
wall thickness was used to model the cross section. This methodol-

‘ogy is very convenient if cross-sectional properties are used as con-

straints, but if stresses are required, these models are not sufficient.

Here, biquadratic Lagrange type shape functions, which lead to
a nine node element with one degree of freedom per node, will
be used. The element mapping is isoparametric. The elements will
be mapped such that the NURB curve r(y;) defines the centerline
of the wall (Fig. 4). Then, the nodal coordinates of the element

Sy &ns &y € {1, 1ty), &n € (1, ) are given by
Xaona =TV +rOlQ24G — pn +1 = 3)2pa]t —¢ (24)
with

e =128 +k—3)/2uymx k. 1=1,23 (25
More elements are concentrated in those portions of the curve with
large curvature. This is because the parameter y, which defines the
finite element mesh, is not evenly distributed over the curve. If the
curvature x (y,) is larger than 2/1¢, i.e.,

k() = > 26)

Ir'(yi)?

Eq. (24) cannot be used to define the nodal coordinates of the fi-

nite element mesh. In this case the domain will be meshed using

predefined mesh features. Also, when connecting two or more B

splines without C! continuity, predefined mesh features are used.
More details about these features can be found in Ref. 14.
The isoparametric element mapping function appears as

[n" o w| 2
t

T =NX°, x={x"}, i=1..,9 @0

with x; from Eq. (24). The shape functions N for the nine node
element are well established. !’
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Optimization Solution

In connection with beam cross-sectional shape optimization, sev-
eral optimization problems can be posed. Here, only the behavior
of a single structural member is included. Two classes of problems
will be distinguished. The first is the application of cross-sectional
properties as constraints and objective function. Then, the mass
minimization appears as follows.

Objective:
A(p) = min (28a)
Constraints:
L, <I.(p)=<I (28b)
a,, <a,(p) <aj, (28¢)

where A is the cross-sectional area, and I, g, r =y, 2, 04,9, r =
x, Y, z are the cross-sectional properties defined earlier. The max-
imization of the torsional constant /, and other stiffness parame-
ters with a prescribed cross-sectional area A belongs to the same
class of problems. The second class of optimization problems that
can be solved efficiently using this methodology is mass minimiza-
tion under stress constraints. These problems can be expressed as
follows.

Objective:
A(p) = min (29a)
Constraints:
<'C:m;xu(p) _ 1) < 0 (29b)

where T, .« 1S the maximum tangential shear stress on the boundary
of the cross section. Additionally, side and equality constraints may
apply.

Based on the mapping technique described earlier, the param-
eterization for shape optimization is quite simple. Techniques for
altering rational B-spline curves can be used directly for changing
the shape of the cross section to obtain an optimal solution. Design
variables p; € p of the optimization problem are the coordinates
pjg € p; and weights w; of the vertices of the defining polygons
of the NURB curves. The convex hull property of rational B-spline
curves leads to a simple formulation for physical constraints on
the shape of the structure that has to be optimized, i.e., each con-
straint applied to the vertex coordinates also applies to the structural
geometry.

An efficient way to obtain the solution of shape optimization
problems is to use approximation methods. These methods use se-
quential solutions of approximate optimization problems to obtain
the solution of the general structural optimization problem of Eq. (1).
In the literature a wide variety of such methods can be found.'® The
optimization problem will be solved using convex linearization and
a dual optimization method.'’~'® The iteration will be stopped if the
relative change in the objective function is less than a given ¢,, and
the constraints are fulfilled within a vicinity of ;.

To reduce the numerical effort of the optimization process, equal-
ity constraints will be eliminated. These constraints will be lin-
earized and then resolved. The design variables are separated into
free and dependent variables p; and p,, respectively.?® Then, the
equality constraints in Eq. (1) appear as

Da
[H; Hy] [ :|=h (30)
Py
Resolution leads to

ps=H;'[h —Hp,] (3D

The matrix H ;s is invertible if the equality constraints are consis-
tent. To introduce the equality constraints into the approximate

optimization problem, the partial derivatives of the objective and
the constraints have to be replaced by the total derivatives with re-
spect to the free design variables, which for the constraint g; are
given by

dgi g

= —H7'H,V,g 32
d])f 8]7f 5 HdVa&i (32)

Sensitivity Analysis

For the formulation of the approximate optimization problem,
the derivatives of the objective and constraints with respect to the
design variables have to be calculated. Since the stresses and cross-
sectional properties are given explicitly using the results of the finite
element solution, the design sensitivities will be obtained analyti-
cally. Design variables are the vertex coordinates p; and weights w;
of the NURB curves that define the shape of the cross section and
the wall thickness.

Derivatives d/3p; with respect to the design parameter p; will be
marked by the subscript, j. To distinguish them from other deriva-
tives, they will be called design derivatives.

Finite Element Equation
Express the derivatives of the element equation of Eq. (12) as

Ked;,j =f - Kfjdf, (33)
where the derivatives of the element matrix K¢ can be obtained from
+1 ol
- / / BTA\B det J d¢ dn (34)
-1 J-1
with the abbreviation
[det J]
Al = 1 J I 15
=[] - 1=+ 395)
and the derivatives of the element vector f; are
0 =T T

+1 p+l
=— / f —N"V7a,| det J d¢ dn (36)
-1 J-1
with

T
a = [-rl-,.j] 8y —
a=I———1g, +g,; 37

Both Egs. (34) and (36) can be further simplified. From the definition
of the matrix B and the mapping function of Eq. (27), a matrix

Ay =J"']; = BX", (38)

can be established, where X, is the design derivative of the ele-
ment nodal coordinates of Eq. (44). The matrix Xe is also called
the design velocny field. Since two-dimensional elements are used,
a simpler expression for [detJ]; can be found from Eq. (38).
Then,

[detJ] ;
detJ
where Ay, Ay, are the main diagonal coefficients of the matrix A,
of Eq. (38).

Introduction of nodal compatibility of the design derivatives d,, ;
leads to the system equation

= A+ An (39)

Kd, ; :fq-j —Kd, (40)

If Cholesky’s method is used to solve Eq. (15), the matrix K does
not have to be factored again. Finally, the design derivatives of the
gradient of ¥, are obtained from

Vi, = Bld; ; ~ X';Bd, ], g=%x¥z 1)
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Design Velocity Field

To complete the design sensitivity analysis for the finite element
equations, the design velocity field X*; remains to be determined.
This can be found by differentiating the nodal coordinates given by
Eq. (24).

First, the derivatives with respect to the vertex coordinates and
weights of the defining NURB curves will be given. For the element
Eyr bns &y € {1, 1), & € (1, ) they are found as

o4 =i + 0 ;)

% 20 —pun+1-3
24t
using y; of Eq. (25).

The design derivatives of the position vector r and its derivatives
™ with respect to the vertex coordinates p; and weights w ; are
found by differentiating Eqs. (19) and (21), respectively.®'> Then,
also the design derivative n ; of the normal vector on the curve can
be determined.

If the wall thickness ¢ is the design variable, the design derivatives
of the nodal coordinates of the element ¢, &, &, € (1, 1)), & €
{1, i) appear as

t—c;, k=123 42)

¢ 2Cn - K +1-3
X o tyars = n(yk)+—c,,, ki=1,2,3 43)
Hn

Note that a change of the wall thickness can force a change of the

vertices of the defining NURB curves as, for example, for the beam

of Fig. 1 at the welded parts. These dependencies can be introduced

through equality constraints. With the derivatives of Egs. (42) and

(43), the design velocity field follows from

x = {xT}, i=1,..,9 (44)

For predefined mesh features used for areas with high curvature

or for connections of B-spline curves, the design velocity field is
computed analytically from the definition of the features.'*

Cross-Sectional Properties and Stresses

The derivatives of the coefficients a,,,q,r = x, y,z, and the
shear center 54, ¢ = Y, z, are efficiently obtained using the adjoint
variable method.?! These coefficients result from the sum of scalars
of Eq. (17). For the quantities a,,; and a,,, of Eq. (18), an adjoint
equation can be found. The adjoint equation for scalar a,,; is the
same as the finite element equation of Eq. (15), i.e., the adjoint
variables are the solution of the finite element equation. For the
scalar a,,; the adjoint equation is

Kv, =fp1 45)

which can be solved simultaneously with Eq. (15). The right-hand-
side vector f,, follows from the vector f, of Eq. (14). From this, it
can be seen that

Agr1,j = dg[zfr,j - K,jdr] (46)
and
Agra,j = dgfru + vg[frl,j —K ;d] “7

Notice, thatin case f, = f;, Eq. (45) is the same as Eq. (15). Hence,
vy = d,. The numerical effort can be further reduced, if Eqgs. (46)
and (47) are calculated at the element level. Then,

e (4 —_ (4 _ 14 €
Agr,j = E {aqu,j Agra,j — Grga; T aqr3,j} (48)
€

The derivatives of the area integrals, like a,3; q.7 = x, ¥, z,
Iy.j.q,r =y, z are obtained from

3 +1 e+l
S F(y,2)dA = FE,n);
o ], PO Z;/_lf_l[@")"

[detnyj

+FE Y]

] detJ d§ dn (49)

The design derivatives of the stresses have to be calculated by
direct differentiation.?! These derivatives are given by

7= (Vs — &g )b, + (V¥x — 8P, ;

+ (Vv/y,j —gq,j)Vy + (vv/z,j _gq,j)vz (50)
To obtain V¢, ;, ¢ = ¥, z, the system of Eqgs. (40) has to be solved.

Numerical Example

A beam structure similar to Fig. 1 will be solved to demonstrate
the technique described here. A similar example was used in Ref. 13.
The sample beam is made of two welded parts. The NURB curves
that define the cross-sectional shape and their defining polygons
are shown in Fig. 5. The upper part of the shape is defined by a
sixth-order NURB curve with two second-order curves on the ends,
and the lower part is defined by a seventh-order NURB curve also
with two second-order curves on the ends. The walls are modeled
using three elements through the thickness. Along the NURB curves,
the second-order curves were discretized by 6 elements each and the
higher order curves by 50 elements each. Both parts are welded at
the straight ends. Welding points are the nodes of the elements.
The initial wall thickness is constant, r = 2.0. All weights w; of
the NURB curves were initially given as w; = 1. The vertical side
constraints are given by the broken lines in Fig. 5. An additional
side constraint was imposed to prevent the structure from touching
the point (50,100).

Four different sets of design variables that were selected are sum-
marized in Table 1. The numbers of the vertex coordinates and
weights refer to Fig. 5. The quantity ¢, is the wall thickness of the
upper part of the beam. Note that if ¢, is employed, the vertices
which define the welded ends of the upper part have to be used as
additional design variables.

The optimal solutions were obtained using convex linearization
with a dual optimization method. Specifics of the algorithm were
given in Ref. 22, The solution cycle was interrupted after sy, itera-
tions if the change in the objective function was less than 0.1% and
the constraints were fulfilled within the same margin.

Three cross-sectional shape optimization problems are posed.
First, the cross-sectional area is the two be minimized with con-
straints on the moments of inertia and torsional constants. The prob-
lem is given by

A = min
I,y > 0.120 107 units
I, > 0.035 107 units
I, > 0.120 107 units

(1)

Table 1 Sets of design variables (DV)

Variant Design variables Free DV Total DV
A Py J =12, pj,wj, j=1,...,5 4 13 21
B Piy =12 pjzj=1....54 8 16
c Piv. i =L2,pjpwj, j=1,...,5 12 12
D pjy,j=112117jz,j=1,~--,5 7 7
150 e e emeaieasraaescaeaecaacees
2
11—
100
50 | 5
3
4
0 1 1. i
0 50 100 150

Fig. 5 Example, NURB curves and defining polygons of the initial
design.
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Table 2 Results of the problem of Eq. (51)

Initial A B C D

A 660.1 596.1 665.6 697.1 711.7

1, [107] 0.0794 0.1200 0.1200 0.1200 0.1200
Iyy [107] 0.1182 0.1200 0.1200 0.1288 0.1273
I, [107] 00328 00599 00625 00538  0.0603
Smax 9 7 5 4

Table 3 Results of the problem of Eq. (52)

Initial A B C D
I, [107] 0.0794 0.1883 0.1279 0.1234 0.1108
A 660.1 700.0 700.0 700.0 700.0
Smax 12 8 8 6

100 = D
y
' il

50

0 s 1
0 50 100 150
Fig. 6 Example, results of the problem of Eq. (51); optimal shapes,
centerline of the NURB curves: —-—-—- , initial; yAj -=--- , B;
——,C; ——,D.
150
100
50 r
0
0 50 100 150
Fig. 7 Example, results of the problem of Eq. (52); optimal shapes,
centerline of the NURB curves: —-—-—- , initial; ~—— A; ----- , B;

—_—C; ~-—D.

Figure 6 shows the shapes of the final and initial designs. The prop-
erties of the optimal solutions of this problem are given in Table 2.
Second, the torsional constant is to be maximized under a prescribed
cross-sectional area of 700.0 units. Hence, the problem reads

I, = max

. 52
A = 700.0 units 2
The results are summarized in Fig. 7 and Table 3. Third, the cross-
sectional area is to be minimized with a constraint on the maximum
tangential shear stress. The beam is loaded with a torsional moment
M, = 100 units. The optimization problem appears as

A = min

53
Timax < 0.5 1072 units 3

No feasible design configuration could be found for sets B and D of
design variables. Figure 8 and Table 4 summarize the results.

Table 4 Results of the problem of Eq. (53)

Initial A c
A 660.1 715.7 749.6

Ty max [1072] 0.8523 0.5000 0.5000
I, [107] 0.0794 0.1911 0.1714
Smax 11 5

180 |

100 -

50

0 50 100 150
Fig. 8 Example, results of the problem of Eq. (53); optimal shapes,
centerline of the NURB curves: —-—-—- , initial; yA; ——, C,

Concluding Remarks

A geometry-based approach for the optimal shape design of thin-
walled beam cross sections was presented. The geometric descrip-
tion of the cross-sectional shape with NURB curves was directly
applied to the geometric definition of the finite element model. Pa-
rameterization of the structural shape was realized using the control
of NURB curves. The thickness of the wall was included as a de-
sign variable. The direct application of NURB curves, which are
important elements in CAD, for the description of the computa-
tional model makes the methodology attractive for coupling finite
element analysis and optimization with CAD. Since the original
structural geometry was modified during the optimization process,
the results of the optimization can be transferred back into the CAD
system easily. The use of rational B splines provides the opportunity
to include vertex weights into the design space. The variety of func-
tions that are available for the description of the design is extended
into the space of rational functions. If simple B splines are used, the
design space is a polynomial space. Using NURB curves a greater
variety of design variables in available for shape optimization. That
was demonstrated by the numerical example. Because of the expan-
sion of the design space, the inclusion of rational functions for the
shape definition led to further design improvements.

The methodology included three types of design variables for the
optimization of thin-walled beam cross sections, vertex coordinates,
vertex weights, and the wall thickness. The particular choice by
the designer as to which design variable to include must be made
according to the needs of the design and the availability of such
control parameters in the tools actually used for the design. This
paper provides methodology for improving the design of thin-walled
beam structures which can be used in many applications.
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