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Abstract-Disks. plates or beams subjected to loading and initial strains or displacements are
assumed to be composed of portions interconnected by hinge or slip and dilatancy lines admitting
discontinuities in displacements or slopes. The shape of such lines and their stiffness properties are
subjected to variation. The sensitivity analysis is !irst discussed for an arbitrary functional of
generali7.ed stress. strain. displacement and boundary traction. The variation ofcomplementary and
potential energies is considered as a particular case of a general derivation for sensitivity. The
optimal design problem is then considered and the relevant optimality conditions are derived. The
general theory is illustrated by eltamples of sensitivity analysis and optimal design with respect to
shape. position and stiffness of discontinuity lines for disks, plates and heams. Numerical aspects
of sensitivity analysis are also discussed.

I. INTRODUCTION

The present work is concerned with disks and plates subjected to stretching and flexure.
Small strain and displacement theory is used. However. the results can easily be extended
to moderate or large deflection and strain theories. When mixed boundary conditions are
imposed or an initial strain field is present, the stress level in the structure can be reduced
by introducing kinematic discontinuity lines, that is slip lines or hinge lines. Along such
lines the displacements or their gradients suffer discontinuities. The elastic energy stored
along the discontinuity lines is a fraction of kinematic discontinuity, and the conjugate
interface tractions are generated by the potential constitutive laws. Hinge line or slip line
compliance is therefore an additional material parameter or function.

It is assumed that position, shape and/or compliance of the discontinuity line may
vary, and the sensitivity analysis is performed with respect to these variations, considering
an integral response functional. Next, the optimal design problem is considered, for which
the optimal shape, position and compliance of the discontinuity line is sought in order to
minimize the objective functional.

The present formulation constitutes an extension of a class of problems for which an
optimal location, stiffness and prestress of elastic supports was determined for structures
subjected to both loading and boundary displacements or initial distortions, cf. Mroz (1986,
1987), Garstecki and Mroz (1987). Optimal design ofjoints in elastic beams was considered
by Garstecki (1988) where the relevant optimality criteria were derived and applied to some
cases of beams and frames with the initial distortions imposed. A related work by Oems et
al. (I989) is concerned with optimal design and sensitivity analysis of plates and disks
with line stiffeners of unspecified shape, position and stiffness. The line stiffeners induced
discontinuity in surface tractions with continuous displacement fields. In the present case
the tractions are continuous along the kinematic discontinuity lines. Whereas the previous
case involved an additional stiffening or strengthening of a structure by line actions, the
geometric constraints are now relaxed, thus leading to more compliant designs. However,
such designs are requisite when displacement or initial strain fields are imposed. In general
there is a conflicting design situation: for applied loading, a structure should have sufficient
stiffness and strength, for applied displacement it should be easily deformable. For mixed
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type of loading there is a trade-off between displacement and stress levels. so both stress
and displacement constraints should be considered. The examples of design for such cases
were presented by Garstecki and Mroz (\987) and Garstecki (\988).

Though in general the design sensitivity analysis can be performed by using the direct
or adjoint approaches. here. following Oems and Mroz (1984. 1985). only the adjoint
variable method will be applied. This method requires only one additional solution of an
adjoint boundary value problem for each specified functional independently of the number
of design variables or parameters specifying properties and shape of the discontinuity line.

In Sections 2 and 3 the sensitivity analysis for disks and plates will be carried out and
the optimality conditions will then be generated in Section 4. In Section 5 some aspects of
numerical implementation of sensitivity analysis through the finite element method will be
discussed. Several illustrative examples will be presented in Section 6.

2. SENSITIVITY ANALYSIS FOR DISKS WITH DISPLACEMENT DISCONTINUITY LINES

In this section. we shall consider a disk occupying the domain A with the boundary S
(cf. Fig. Ia). which is subjected to stretching within its plane. Let us assume now that there
exists within the disk domain A a line r. along which the displacement vector u can undergo
some discontinuities while the tractions N transferred across the line are continuous. The
generalized strains. stresses and body forces within the disk domain will be denoted by q.
Q and r. respectively. Furthermore. it is assumed that the disk can be subjected to imposed
fields of initial strains and stresses q' and Q' caused. for instance. by temperature fields or
assemblage errors. The disk is loaded by the surface tractions Nalong boundary part S /
of its boundary 5;. while on the remaining boundary portion S" the displacements Ii arc
pn:scribcd. so that S = 5;/ uS".

The generalized nonlinear stress-strain relation within disk domain is generated by
strain potential. such that

iJU~(q.q'.Q') "
Q = ~ ---- = S(q.q.Q) within A

(,q
( I )

where U'~ denotes the specific strain energy per unit disk area. The incremental form of eqn
( I) can be expressed as follows:

where

dQ = D'dq+Z'dq'+L'dq' (2)

I b I

s

Fig. I. Thin plate with discontinuity line (a) and its model (b).
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and the dot between two symbols denotes the summation with respect to indices of lower
order tensors. For a stable elastic material. 0 is a symmetric and positive definite tangent
stiffness matrix. whereas Z and L represent the increments of elastic stresses due to
increments of initial fields qi and Qi.

Let us now denote by v the jump of displacement vector u along the line r, which will
be called the discontinuity line (or slip and/or dilatancy line depending whether the tan·
gential or normal displacement component suffers discontinuity). Thus, we can write

v(x) = [u(x)] = uz(x)-u\(x) xer (4)

where UJ and Uz denote the disk displacements on both sides ofline r. In what follows, we
assume that the discontinuity vector v is related to continuous internal tractions N along r
through the generalized nonlinear relation which can be generated by the potential Uf

,

such that

(5)

where c denotes the set ofdesign variables or parameters modifying the material properties
of discontinuity line r. In ordcr to simplify our analysis. we do not impose any restriction
on the sign of the discontinuity vector v along r. The unilateral constraints are thus
neglected in this analysis. The incremental form ofeqn (5) can now be expressed as follows:

where

dN = E'dv+H'dc (6)

H =OC
oc (7)

denote the increment of internal tr'lctions due to increment of discontinuity vector v and
of design variables c, respectively.

For such disk, the boundary·value problem can be solved for a specified geometry,
loading and material properties of disk and discontinuity line and then the stress, strain
and displacement distributions can be determined. Consider now a more complex problem
when the material properties and shape of discontinuity line are not specified in advance.
The major question can be posed as how the state fields or some global functionals are
modified due to variations of material and geometrical properties of the discontinuity line.
(n analyzing this problem. we assume that besides the dependence of eqn (5) on a set of
material design variables e, the shape of line r is dependent on a set of shape design
functions fP.(x), k"", 1.2. xer (cf. Fig. Ib). When the shape of r undergoes the shape
variation o#j)(r), it is also assumed that the disk domain A may undergo the infinitesimal
transformation o#j)(A). where CfP is a differentiable vector field satisfying the conditions

c5#j)(A) "'" 0#j)(0 for xer, 0"'0"'" 0 for xeS. (8)

Thus the external disk boundary does not undergo any normal shape transformation. On
the other hand, when the discontinuity line penetrates the external boundary, the tangential
shape transformation may occur. In this case. the additional constraint on the vector field
OfP at the end points of r is to be imposed. namely
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(9)

where tJcp, and JCP. are the tangential and ll\.lrmal components of shape variation of rand
:x denotes the angle between rand S (d'. Fig. I b).

Due to infinitesimal transformation of discontinuity line shape. the variations of
orientation of the local coordinate system n. t and of line length dr and its curvature K
occur. that is (cC. Oems and Mroz. 191'·t 1987):

Jt = n( K()cp, + ()(P" , l. ()n = - t( Kt)(p, + ()t,J.,,)

b(dr) = (illi'", - K()(p,,). ()K = 1\.,)1;'), + K 2
')(i'" + ()IP•. "

where s denotes the line parameter. J is the total variation of any wctor quantity and ()
denotes the variation of any scalar quantity.

In performing the shape sensitivity analysis. foll?wing Oems and MrOl (1987. 1989)
and Oems et al. (1989). besides the total variation elf of any vector or tensor field r, we
introduce the local (i.e. for unperturbed domain) variation (rr of this field with respect to
fixed Cartesian coordinate system (xl..\',), as well as thc corotational variation <if with
respect to local coordinate system (n. t) moving together with transformed discontinuity
line r or external boundary S. Thc corotational variations do not take into account the
rotation of coordinate system during thc transformation pnKCSS. If we denote the com­
ponents of r with respect to fixed coordinate system by!;. i = 1.2. and with respect to local
system by.l~. (j. = fl,.\", then the relations betwcen total, local and corotation..d variations of
field f can be writtcn as follows:

( I I)

ConsiJer now any statically admissible stress lkld Q' and kinematically compatible
strain field qk. In view of equilibrium equations. strain displacement relations and eqns
(10) and (II). the virtual work equation for simultaneous variations of kinematic fields and
shape of discontinuity line can he written in tlte fllrl11

II,S) (12)

where N' arc the local components of surf~ICC tractions alon~ line rand S. II: and l'~ arc
~ -

the local components of displacements along S and their jump along rand c 1./1 denotes the
permutation symbol. Equation (12) will bc applied in deriving the sensitivity expressions.

2.1. Sensitivity analysis for an arbitrary functional
Let us now consider the functional

f
~ ~

G = 'l'(Q. q. r. u. Q', qi) dA + jh(N~. II.) dS+J<I>(Nn•• l'x' c) dr ( 13)

where Nltx • Ux and l'" denote the components of respective fields in local coordinate system
n. t along Sand r. We assume furthermore that If'. hand <%> are continuous functions of
their arguments. and that domains of integration A. S' and r depend on the transformation
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vector field qt(x) associated with modification ofshape ofdiscontinuity line r. The variation
C>qt(x) satisfies conditions (8) and (9).

The main purpose of this section is to determine the first variation of functional (13)
associated with the variations of transformation field qt(x) and of the set of parameters c
along r. using the adjoint variable method. To start our analysis. let us introduce. besides
the primary disk for which functional (13) is considered. the physically linear adjoint disk
of the same geometry as the primary one. The adjoint disk with prescribed displacements.
U'. on supported boundary part Suo is loaded by surface tractions Na on the remaining
boundary portion Sr and body forces ra within its domain A. Moreover. we assume that
there exist the imposed fields of initial strains q" and stresses Q" within disk domain A. and
initial jump ofdisplacements l·a, and initial continuous tractions N" along discontinuity line
r. The stress field Q" within the adjoint disk satisfies the equilibrium and boundary
conditions. and the strains qJ follow from displacement field uJ within A with the jump v"
along r. The generalized stress-strain relation for adjoint fields within A and the relation
between the jump of displacements and continuous internal tractions along discontinuity
line r are assumed in the form

(14)

where the matrices f) and E arc specified by eqns (3) and (7). In view of virtual work
equation for primary statil: fields and adjoint kinematic fields. the functional (13) can be
rewritten in the following extelllkd fllrm :

in which thl: sum of last three integrals on the right-hand side is equal to zero.
Consider now the first variation of functional (15). Following the ..tnalysis presented

by Dems and Mf(1/. (I ~X~) and using eqns (10) and (II), the lirst variation of (15) can be
presented as follows:

+'Jl.q' '6qi)dA - f [lfl](j(p" dr + f[I1 ..v.,(DN". -Nn•. ,C><pJ

+11.u,(i)II. -11,.,6<p,) + (ltJ(pJ,l dS+f[<I> ..v.,(c5Nn• - Nn•.sD<P')

+<1'".,(15I'. -1'uc5(P,) + «M(p,)., - <1IK(S(Pn] d r +f([l.t· (6c+ <5"c) dr

- f(6Q ' q" +Q .J'q" -lr· u" -r· (fu") dA +f([Q 'q"] -[r· u"])c5(Pn dr

(16)
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where [ . ] denotes the jump of enclosed quantity along r, calculated as its difference on
the right and left side of r. Jc is the local variation of parameters c for unperturbed shape
of discontinuity line and <>.c denotes the variation of c due to normal shape variation of r.

Using now the incremental forms of constitutive equations (2) and (6) of primary disk
and constitutive laws (14) of adjoint disk. one can write

Now, we can substitute relations (17) into eqn (16) and apply to it the virtual work egn
(12) twice. We first write eqn (12) for primary static fields Q, r, N and adjoint kinematic
fields qd. ud

, vd
, and ne~t use it for primary kinematic fields q, u, v and adjoint static fields

Qd, P, Nd. After some transformation, the first variation (16) of an arbitrary functional G

takes the form

{)G J:(u;' + \fI,)J/; + ['I'{';, - (qA',- qn>L"kI]<5Q:,

+ ['1 /,</;, - (l/t,-qn>Zl/.d<51/:,} d..t +J(11,\". + u~)«)N" - N.,,<)<P.) dSr

f '[ 'I \Ii , I> l' .; j' ,I 1 'I' I): .1 HAT.,' L' \' .,1+ " I l'y-( "'-,t ,u,Y+I-'::,!Iq,!IU+iV",I,""-1 ",1,,,,

+ f(h u , - N~,)«)U,-U,,<)<pJ dS r +J[«II"". -l'~')«)N", - N"",i)<P,)

+ «1>", - N;;', )«)r, - 1'",J<p,») dr. (18)

The last four integrals on the right-hand side of eqn (18), depending on local state field
variations of the primary disk within its domain A and on corotational variations of state
fields along boundary."" and discontinuity line r. vanish when the imposed initial fields and
boundary conditions of adjoint disk arc assumed in the form

li~ = - h s ., on S", N;:, = 11.'" on Sf'

1'~' = (1),.\ .. , N;:~ = (I>" along r. ( 19)

Making usc of conditions (19) and integrating some terms of eqn (18) along Sand r. the
first variation of Gis linaHy expressed as follows
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~G = f{(zi,'+'I'./)J"f,+['I'.Q:/ -(¢K,-¢KDLi/k,]J"Q:j

+ ['l'.q:, - (qk,- qkj)Z,}ktlJ"qU dA +f(h.N_ + u~)(~N.« - N.«...~cps) dSr

+ f(h.u, -N~2)(~u2-uJ ...~CPs)dSu- ~[(h+N.2U~)~CPs]lp[

+ f [- ['I'] -<I>K- [J,u~] + [QJ/lq~/l] +N.«v~K - Nn2L'~.n

- N~«V2 .• +eJ«/J(N.,L'p + N~«v/J)...]Jcp. dl - L [(<I> - N.2V~)JCPS
k
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(20)

Thus. the first variation of G is expressed explicitly in terms of shape and material variations
of discontinuity line. and depends on solutions of boundary value problems of primary and
adjoint disks. The first three integrals on the right-hand side of eqn (20) express the share
of ~G caused by influence of shape variation of the discontinuity line on distribution of
initial strains and stresses within disk domain and boundary displacements and tractions
along parts Su and S, of its external boundary. respectively. The fourth and fifth integrals
express explicitly the contribution in JG due to normal shape variation of 1 and variation
of its material properties. Finally. the two remaining terms are the contributions in /5G
when the same singular points P: and Pl" occur along external boundary S or discontinuity
line 1. In these singular points either the enclosed quantities suffer some discontinuities or
the lines Sand 1 are not smooth.

2.2. Sensitivity analysis/o, complementary and potential energies
Consider now a particular case when the functional G coincides with the com­

plementary or potential energies of a disk and particularize its first variation associated
with shape and material variations of discontinuity line r. Such functionals occur in
problems of global compliance or stiffness design. To simplify the sensitivity expressions
let us assume that there are no singular points along Sand 1. and consider first the
complementary energy of a disk that equals

(21)

where W'" denotes the specific stress energy per unit area of a disk and Wr is the elastic
stress energy per unit length of discontinuity line. Comparing (21) with (13). we easily
observe that

'l' = W ... within A. h = {-~.u on Su

on Sr' <I> = Wr along 1, (22)

and then. according to (19), the adjoint disk has to satisfy the following boundary
conditions:

u· = u on Suo N" = 0 on Sr, (23)
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qal = W.o= q. Q"' = O. f" = 0 within A

v"' = ~V:." = v. N'" = 0 along r. (24)

Thus. the state fields within the adjoint disk are expressed in terms of solutions of primary
disk. and they take the form

u" = u. q" = q. Q" = 0 within A

v" = v. N" = 0 along r. (25)

In view of (22)-(25). eqn (20). expressing now the first variation of OQ. is simplified as
follows

Assume now that the functional G coincides with the total potential energy of a disk
and is expressed as

(27)

where lj4 and Ur denote the specific energies pa unit area and length. respectively.
Comparing (27) with (13). we have

'P = 0 4 -f·u within A, II = { N~
- 'u

on Su
(~ = Ur along r,

on Sr'
(28)

and then. the adjoint disk is subjected to the following boundary conditions and imposed
initial fields

Ii" = 0 on SU, N" = - N on Sr

q'" = 0, Q"i = lj~ = Q, f" = U: = - f within A

,."' = O. Nil = U~ = N along r. (29)

The solutions of the adjoint disk are expressed in terms of primary state fields, namely

u" = O. q" = O. Q" = -Q within A

v·, = O. N" = -N along r,

and eqn (20). expressing now the variation of 0". takes the form

(30)
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em. = I( -u.s/.+ U:Q:lQ:j+ u::}etj)dA- I u2(bN.... -N""...lSq1,)dSr

+I Nn2(bU2-U2...15q1.)dSu+ I[-[u.. ]-Ur)K+Nn2t'....
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It is easy to verify that lSOQ = -150. since W ..+ U.. =Q'q and W r+ Ur = N' v.

3. SENSITIVITY ANALYSIS FOR PLATE WITH KINEMATIC DISCONTINUITY LINE

Let us discuss in this Section the case of bending of a plate and derive the sensitivity
expression for an arbitrary functional with respect to change of shape and material prop­
erties of kinematic discontinuity line within its domain.,

The geometry of a plate is shown in Fig. I. Denote by M = [M,J = [M.p] and
K = [Kill = rK"d the generalized stress and strain tensors within plate domain, where, as in
Section 2. the subscripts i, j denote the components of a proper tensor with respect to a
fixed Cartesian coordinate system, and the subscripts <x, Pdenote its components with
respect to local system n. t. The generalized displacements and surface tractions are denoted
by wand R. where

(32)

and Q. M nn arc generalized shear force and bending moment, respectively. The plate is
subjected to a transverse load p, whereas the generalized tractions it are specified on external
boundary pLirt SI/ Lind the generalized boundary displacements ware specified on the
remLiining pLirt S•. Moreover, the plate can be subjected to the imposed fields of initial
strains K' and stresses M'. The generalized stress-strain relation within the plate domain is
assumed in a form similar to (I), namely

(33)

where now U.. denotes the flexural specific strain energy.
As in Section 2, let us assume that the generalized displacements" along discontinuity

line r within the plate domain can suffer some jump in deflection wand/or its normal
derivative - 11',n' which will be denoted by vex) = "2(X) -" I(X), x E r. The surface tractions
R along r are still continuous and they are related to the kinematic discontinuity vector v
by the relation similar to (5), namely

R = aUr(v'e) = C( )
(}y v,e. (34)

Assuming now that the discontinuity line r can undergo the shape variation satisfying
conditions (8) and (9), the virtual equation for simultaneous variations of kinematic fields
and shape of r. in view of eqns (10) and (11), can be written in the form
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where the statically admissible stress field !\I' satisfies the equilibrium and boundary con­
ditions and "k is kinematically compatible curvature field. Equation (35) will be used in the
next section for determining the sensitivity expression.

As in Section 2. besides the primary plate, let us introduce an adjoint plate of the same
geometry as the primary one. with imposed fields Ma,. "a, of initial stresses and strains
within plate domain A and initial jump of displacements Vd' and initial continuous tractions
Ra, along discontinuity line r. The adjoint plate is subjected to the lateral pressure p" within
A and surface tractions ita along SR with prescribed displacements wa along S". The
particular form of loading and supporting conditions as well as initial fields depends on the
functional to be considered and will be specified later on. The constitutitve laws for the
adjoint plate arc assumed in the form similar to (14). namely

R" = Er'(v"_v"')_Ra, along r (36)

where now D = iiS/il " and E = DC/iJv following on from eqns (33) and (34), and can he
regarded as the tangent stiffness matrices at the solution point. The stress lield M" satisfies
the equilihrium and boundary conditions. whereas the adjoint total strains (l" follow from
adjoint displacement field w".

3.1. Sensitil'ity analysisJ(Jr an arhitrary junctional
As in Section 2. consider now the functional

and derive its first variation with respect to variations of shape and material properties of
discontinuity line r. The extended form of functional G, which constitutes the base for our
foregoing analysis. in view of the reciprocal theorem, can be written as follows:

G = I'" dA + Ih dS+ I<1> dr- I(M'"'' -pw")dA

- IrR.va_(Mn,eaLJdr+IR·w"-(Mn,wd)..JdS. (38)

It is obvious that the sum of the three last integrals on the right-hand side of eqn (38) is
equal to zero, and so expressions (37) and (38) are identical.

Following the analysis of Dems and Mroz (1989) and using eqns (10) and (II), the
first variation of (38) can be written in the form
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(39)

JG = f ('I'.M • J1\1 + 'f'.K •J,,+ 'f'.pJp+ 'f'.~JW+ '1' ..\1" JM' + 'f'.K' •J~) dA

- f ['f']<5ep" dr + f [hR:<<5R~ - R~..s<5epsl + h...:(<5I1"~ - w~.,<5ep,)

+ (hJepsl..l dS + f [<1>.R;(<5Re- Re)5eps) + <1>.,/Jve-ve.sJep,) + «Mep,L

-<1>KJep"] dr + f <1>.• ' (Jc+ <5"c) dr - f (M' J"a -pc5l~.a) dA

- f Re(JI'~-t'LJepS>dr+ f R~(<5\~1-\~1..s<5ep,)dS- f(JM'fCa-JpWa)dA

- f(JR~ - R~ ..,Jeps)c~ dr + f(JRe- Re..se5eps)w~ dS + f([M' "a] - [pwa ])e5ep" dr

- f (Rel'~c5ep,) .., dr + f (Rew~e5ep,L. dS + f R~,'~Kc5ep" dr

+ f[I}(M"",a)]., dr- f[15(M",W1 )J.,d5.

Using now the incremental form of constitutive eqns (33) and (34) of a prim.uy plate. and
applying eqns (36). the following identity can be written:

f(SMa. "a - 15pwa) dA +fJRe- Re.sl}(P.)I'~ dr =f(M" . J" - paSw)dA

+f[paJw - Spw" + Ma, . J,,+ "ai . JM + ("a - "ai). (L' JM' + Z· J"i)] dA

+f[R!( e5ve- ve)5ep,) + Rt(e5ve- Ve.,e5ep,) + v!' (c5Re- Re.,C>IPs)

+ (I'! -l"~')HeJ(JLj +C>"Lj)] Jr

where

(40)

oS oC
Z- H=-

- 0"" Dc . (41 )

Next. eqn (40) can be substituted into eqn (39). and the principle of virtual work (35) can
be applied in order to eliminate the terms involving the variations of kinematic fields of
primary and adjoint plates. Thus. after some transformations. cqn (39) finally yields

c>G = {f('f'.p +wa )e5p+ ['f'.M· - ("a _,.ai). L] 'e5M'

+ ['f'.K' - (,," - "iii) . Z] •e5"i} dA +f(l1.R: + wa)(JRe- Re.,e5cp,) dSR

+ J(lI..:- R~)(e5we - \~·e..s<5epS>dS.. +J{-['f']+[M' fCa] _[p~~.a]
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- I~ (h + R.II; - Aln, Ir~ - Jf~, 11".,)<5ij),] IP~ - L 1(<1> - R;l'1 + Afn.,l'~,
< k

+J[<1>.c, - (t·; -L';')H;j](3c, +<>nC;) dr}+f{(I/I,:\1 _,,;U). 3M

+(\('" -p")f),.: dA + JVI,«: + 1I'1)«iR; - R;.•<>ij)J dS...

+JVI,,,: - R1)(611'; - 1I';.s(541,) dS« + J[(<1>,«, -v~')(JR; - R; ..Jj41,)

+ «!J,,: - RJ')«}r; -1';,,(5ij),)] dr.

The last four integrals on the right-hand side of eqn (42) vanish when the boundary
conditions and imposed initial fields within the adjoint plate are specified as follows:

R~' = (1).1: along r. (43)

Thus. in view ofconditions (43), thc lirst variation of an arbitrary functional G is expressed
01' the terms in square orac.:kets of eqn (42) and depends explicitly on shape and material
variatiolls of discontilluity line r, integrands of functional G and their derivatives as well
as on solutions of primary and adjoint plates.

3.2..1.;·cl/.I'itil'ity al/alysis/ilr ('omp/ell/elllary alit! pUlelllial energies
Consider now a particular form offunctional G, when it coincides with complementary

or potential energy of a plate, Assume, for simplicity, the homogeneous static boundary
conditions along external boundary ,S'x. Moreover, let there be no singular points Pk along
boundaries .I' and r, The plate complementary energy is expressed in this case as

Since, by comparing (37) with (44), we have

(44)

'¥ = Wi within A, {
0

h = ~-R.I\'., ,

on SR

on S... •
along r, (45)

then, according to (43), the following conditions have to be imposed on the adjoint plate

IV ' =".~I ' l\l" = 0, P" = 0 within A

V'" = W~~ = V, R" = 0 along r. (46)

Due to conditions (46). the solutions of adjoint plate can be expressed in terms of primary
tldds and they take the form
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wa = w, K" = IC, M" =° within A

r = v. R" = 0 along r.

Substituting (45)-(47) into eqn (4:::!), the first variation of n~f can be written as

(47)

<5n~f = f(wJp+ w~~. '<5M' + W~, .JJC;) dA - f R~(<5w; - »,; ...oCP,) dSw

+f{-[Wa]+[M'JC]-[pw]+(R 'v- Wr)K-R;l';.n

+(M~~l'.•L}Jcp~ dr+fW~/(JCj+o.cj)dr, (48)

On the other hand, the plate potential energy is given in the form

(49)

Comparing now (33) with (49), there is

'f' = U A -pw within A, Jz = ° on S, <I> = VI' along r (50)

and conditions (43) yield

w" =° on sw, RiO =0 on Sf(

JC"; = 0, Mil; = U~1t = M, pil = - p within A

Viii = O. R"i = U~ = R along r.

Thus, the solutions for the adjoint plate now have the form

wa =0, K" =0, Mil = - M within A

v" = 0, R" = -R along r,

and the first variation of n..., following on from eqn (42), is expressed as

(51)

(52)

on ... f(-II'Jp+ 0:1.,,' JM' + u:~" JK') dA +fR;«) 11'; -1l';,.oCP.) dS...

+f{- [U A
] - [pw] - Ur K+ R;L·:.n - (M~~l'.• ).• }J(P~ dr

+fU:CJ(gCj+J~Cj) dr, (53)

Noting that W A + U A = M . JC and Wr+ Ur = R . v, we can easily verify that bnM - bn....

4. OPTIMAL DESIGN OF DISCONTINUITY LINE

The typical optimal design problem involves minimization (or maximization) of any
objective functional subject to the set of global or local constraints. When the global
structural cost is to be minimized, the global constraints can be imposed on generalized
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strains. stresses or displacements. An alternative formulation would require the mml­
mization (or maximization) of an arbitrary functional of generalized stresses. strains or
displacements. which can be expressed in the form similar to (15) or (37). In this case. the
constraint can be set on the upper bound of the structural generalized cost. that is

min. (or max.) G subject to oX -.f,} = fk(CJdr ~ 0 (54)

where k(c) denotes the specific generalized unit cost of discontinuity line r and .x~ is a
prescribed quantity. Introducing the Lagrange functional

(55)

where i. and If denote the Lagrange multiplier and slack variable. its stationarity condition
yields the following optimality conditions:

(56)

with the switching and constraint conditions of the form

(57)

Here I),G and I)",G denote the variations of functional G with respect to variations of material
parameters and the shape of the discontinuity line. whereas

The objective functional G can express, in integral form, both 10c.I1 and global quantities
depending on generalized stresses, strains or displacements of a disk or plate. Consider, for
instance. the minimization of maximal local displacement component II, within disk domain
A. The objective functional can be represented here by

(59)

since for p tending to infinity, G is tending to tl7'"'. Similarly, the maximum local stress
component or generalized stress intensity can be obtained by considering the functional

G = [f1fJ1'(Q)dA]11' (60)

where p is even and \V is assumed to be a homogeneous function of generalized stresses of
the tirst order. In fact, for p -+ co, G -+ sup. \V, that is the functional tends to the maximum
value of its integrand. Another method is to ;lpply the penalty approach. Namely, intro­
ducing the acceptable stress intensity Ievellfl 0' we can consider thc functional

(61)

For p -+ co the integrand 11fJ/"'oIP tends to zero for lfJ!lfJo < I and tends to infinity for
"'No> I. This provides a proper penalty functional which for large p takes very smafl
values whcn '" < "'0 and very large ones when 1{1 > "'0,
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Fig. 2. Generalized stress-strain relation without initial strain (a) and with initial strain (b).

In a similar way we can convert any local quantity 'P(xo) specified at a given point Xo
of a structure into the form (15) or (37). Using the well known property of the Dirac delta
function. one can write

'fl(xo) = G = f 'fl(x)c5(x - xo) dA (62)

and the sensitivity analysis can be performed similarly as in Section 2 or 3.
Let us now discuss the problem of mean compliance (or mean stiffness) design of a

disk or plate with discontinuity line when both the external loads. initial distortions and
boundary displacements are imposed on the structure. We follow here the consideration
carried out by Garstecki and Mroz (1987). Consider a disk (although the foregoing analysis
is also ,Ipplied to a plate) and assume that the constitutive laws (I) and (5) are generated from
the strain or stress energy potentials which are positive-definite homogeneous functions of
the order n/(n - I) and n. respectively. Thus. these equations are assumed to be of the form
(cf. Fig. 2)

. aUA( C)
Q:::: QC = S(q-q') = S(qC) = q

cqc

aWA(QC)
q_qi :::: qC = S-I(QC) == iJQc within A

N = C(v c) == iJUr(v,c) v == C-'(N c) == iJWr(N,c)
, iJv' , iJN along r

II
N'v == --I Ur(v,c) == nWr(n,c)

n-
(63)

where Q = QC are the statically admissible elastic stresses, while qC = q _qi denote the elastic
part of total strains q. and UA(qC) and W A (QC) are called the specific elastic strain and stress
energies, respectively.

The measure of mean structure compliance, considered as a work of external load due
to induced displacements, can be expressed as
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c= IN'UdS+ If'UdA. (64)

Assume first that there are no distortions within disk domain A and the disk is rigidly
supported on boundary portion Suo Thus the work of external forces is expressed by

c= IN'UdSr + If'UdA.

The potential and complementary energies are

(65)

By using the reciprocal theorem and eqns (63), it follows from eqns (66) that

nu = - n~ [f V'~ dA + fVr drJ = - ~ c. nQ = fW A dA + f Wr dr :=1C. (67)

Thus, both the potential and complementary energies are proportional to C and they call
be regarded as measures of mean structural compliance. Equations (65) and (67) yield then
the following equivalent formulations of optimal design:

min. C:= min. nQ := max. nu = min. {f W" dA + f WI' dr}

=min. {fVA dA+fvr dr}. (6X)

Consider next the case when the external load vanishes and the disk is only subjected
to nonvanishing distortions and boundary displacements. Thus, the mean structural com­
pliance is now expressed by

(69)

while the potential and complementary energies equal

In view of eqns (63), these expressions can be transformed as follows:

nu =fVA dA + fvr dr = n: I C

nQ = -(n-l)[fWA dA+ fwr drJ = _ n: 1C, (71)

and once again they are proportional to C. The following equivalence of various optimal
design formulations now occurs:
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min. C = max. nQ = min. nw = min. {f W.f dA+ f Wr dr}
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= min. {f VA. dA+ fV r dr}. (72)

Comparing (68) with (72), it is seen that when the complementary or potential energies are
to be assumed as the measure of mean compliance of structure, there is a conflicting
situation in which both external loads and distortions and boundary displacements are
imposed simultaneously on the structure. In fact, when. for instance, the total comp­
lementary energy is to be minimized, the structure attains minimal compliance for the case
of applied load and maximal compliance for the case of imposed distortions and support
displacements. Thus, for the case ofsimultaneous action of both loads and distortion and/or
support displacements, the potential and complementary energies are not proper measures
of structure behaviour. Instead of these, the total elastic strain or stress energies could be
used as such measures, although there are no direct relations of these energies to the
potential and complementary energies.

Following Garstecki and Mroz (1987), we can apply formal1y the concept of multi­
objective vector optimization and use the compromise formulation by introducing the
objective functional in one of the following forms:

or

G2 = ail' l +P'lrd = IX(III' +WIt"

where the total clastic stress and strain t:nergies are

(73)

(74)

(75)

and (J. ~ 0, /J ~ 0, (J. +P= I. Superscripts I and d denote the energy portions calculated
separately for the case of applied loads and distortions and/or support displacements. For
nonlinear clastic structures, the mechanical interpretation of G I and G2 is not clear.
However, for linear constitutive relations and IX =P= 1/2 the functionals Gland G2 are
equal and proportional to the total elastic energy of structure. Moreover. for physically
and geometrically linear structures, the total stresses Q = QC and strains qC can be regarded
as superpositions of stresses Qcl and strains qcl due to applied loads, with vanishing dis­
tortions and support displacements, and stresses Qcd and strains qcd as corresponding to
imposed distortions and displacements, with vanishing loads. In the same way, the total­
elastic energies can be decomposed, namely

(76)

Furthermore, it can be observed easily that the total elastic strain and stress energies can
be regarded as the sum of partial potential or complementary energies, namely

(77)

These properties provide good compromise measures of structural behaviour in the case of
conflicting design objectives, namely the total elastic strain or stress energies '1i(qC) or
lI'"(QC) specified by eqns (75) and satisfying the additivity conditions (76). Moreover, these
energies are not sensitive to the sign or direction of distortion and load vectors.

SAS 29:4-0
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(a) (b)

Fig. .3. Discretization of plate (a) and linking element (b).

5. NUMERICAL IMPLEMENTATION OF SENSITIVITY ANALYSIS AND OPTIMAL DESIGN

As it was shown in previous sections, the sensitivity information on any functional can
be obtained as the result of solutions of primary and adjoint problems. Both analysis can
be performed by using the analytical or numerical methods. When, due to complexity of
the problem at hand, the numerical method of solution should be used. the most common
possibility is to usc the finite element method or boundary element method. Since the
detailed study of various numerical approximation schemes is beyond the scope of this
paper, let us discuss only some aspects of numerical implementation of sensitivity analysis
through the tinite clement method.

The approximate finite clement model of a disk or plate should ensure the possibility
of a jump in generalized displacements along discontinuity line r, retaining simultaneously
the continuity of internal tractions. Thus, when the disk or plate domain can be approxi­
mated by any kind of finite disk or plate elements, the special attention should be paid to
modelling of discontinuity line through one-dimensional linking elements, for which the
constitutive law is expressed by eqn (5) or (34).

Let us now disl.:uss the derivation of a still"ness matrix of such linking clements for the
case of disk subjel.:led to stretching. The similar analysis can also be easily performed for a
plate subjected to flexure. Assume that both disk domains A I and A 2 arc approximated by
a set of three- or four-node finite clements. Along a discontinuity line r the set of one­
dimensional linking clements is introduced (cf. Fig. 3a), which carries into effect the
discontinuity of generalized displacements across r, retaining the continuity of internal
tractions. Each linking element has two nodal points at eaeh end (cf. Fig. 3b), and the nodal
displacements and forces of clement c are denoted by {.1<l and {r}. The displacements On
the right- and left-side of boundary ro and their jump can be expressed in the form

fur} == p r r]{.1"}, {UI} == [.IV1j{.1<}

{cOl == fur} _{Ul} == ([uV'l-[_VIJ){.10
} == [vY]{.1°} (78)

where {. i 'J denotes the common set of clement unit functions. Let now the constitutive law
(5), relating internal forces {N°} to the jump of displacements {vel, be assumed in the form

{N°} = {C({ l'o } • c) ]{ l'o } •

The virtual work done by internal forces {N°} and nodal forces {r} are equal:

(79)

Comparing the work of both these, the following equation can be obtained:
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[keJ{Ae} = {£O}

where the stiffness matrix of a linking element t! has the form
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(81)

(82)

Assembling the stiffness matrices of all disk and linking elements. the total stiffness matrix
[K] can be obtained and the analysis of the disk can be performed. The solution of the
primary problem is then described by a matrix equation:

[K({A})]{A} = {F} (83)

where {A} denotes a vector of nodal generalized displacements and {F} is a vector of nodal
generalized forces due to external load. When the problem is linear. eqn (83) can be solved
in one step. while for physical nonlinearity the iterative algorithm should be used. Knowing
the solution of the primary structure. the nodal forces {Fd} of the adjoint structure due to
applied adjoint load and the adjoint initial strains and/or stresses and body forces can be
calculated .tnd next the adjoint linear structure can be solved by using the matrix equation

[K"J{81
} = {P'}. (84)

We should note that the adjoint stiffness matrix [K"] and primary stiffness matrix [.\1 at
the solution point are the same. in which case the cost of the adjoint solution is considerably
reduced. Using the nodal v'llues of primary and adjoint displacements the strain and stress
liellls of both primary and adjoint structures can be easily calculated in post-processing
procedure. and the numerical approximation of sensitivity expressions (20) or (42) can be
evaluated. Since these expressions depend mainly on stresses and strains evaluated along
the discontinuity line. their numerical approximation requires us to calculate the stress
distribution along element boundaries adjacent to r. In order to improve the accuracy of
calculated boundary stresses the Loubignac's iterative algorithm (cf. Cook, 1982). can
be. for instance. incorpomted into the solution algorithm for both primary and adjoint
structures.

6. SENSITIVITY ANALYSIS FOR BEAM WITH DISCONTINUITY POINT

The results obtained in Section 3 for a plate with hinge or slip line can be very easily
particularized for the case of a beam. Consider then a beam of length I with a hinge or slip
point at x = s within its domain. and denote beam deflection. curvature and bending
moment by 11', K and M. respectively. The beam generalized forces R are the shear force Q
.lnd bending moment M. Let the beam be loaded by external lateral pressure p and
concentrated forces R at some specified points and subjected to imposed fields of initial
curvature K

l and bending moment M'. The generalized displacements ware prescribed at
fixed points where the beam is supported. The stress-strain relations within the beam
domain and at the discontinuity point are assumed to be of the forms (33) and (34),
respectively.

As for the case of plate. we consider the first variation with respect to the variation of
discontinuity point location of the following functional:

(85)

where function Iz can be specified at all points with prescribed Rand w, and <1l is specified
at the hinge/slip point. The first variation of functional (85) follows from (42). and then it
is expressed by



~56 K. OEMS and Z, MR(ll

oG = J~I ('P.p + l\.• )Jp+ ['P.w -(I(. -,,;·')LjJ.H' + ['P, - (,,;. - ";''')Z]JI\'': dx
()

(86)

where <>,cj denotes the variation of material parameters of hinge or slip point due to variation
of its position. The adjoint state fields are obtained here as the solution of adjoint beam
with the following boundary conditions and imposed initial fields (cf. (43»:

(87)

whereas the stress-strain relations are of the form similar to (36).
For the particular forms of functional G coinciding with beam complementary or

potential energies, the sensitivity expression (86) can be expressed in terms of primary
solutions only, similarly to the way it was shown in Section 3.2 for the case of plate.

7. ILLUSTRATIVE EXA~tPLES

To illustrate the analysis presented in previous sections let us consider some simple
disk, beam and plate examples in which the sensitivity analysis with respect to shape of
discontinuity line or location of discontinuity points for some global functionals will be
performed using the analytical and numerical methods of 'lnalysis.

Example (
Consider a circular disk of external radius ro with a ccntral hole of radius r, composed

of two different linear elastic materials with elastic constants He' Ve and E" v" respectively.
These materials arc separated by a dilatancy line of radius R and constant stiffness c (Fig.
4). The disk is rigidly supported along outer edge and loaded by the uniform pressure p,
along hole edge. Furthermore, the disk is subjected to the imposed field of initial strains
caused by temperature field T. The inner and outer temperatures r. and Te arc prescribed
on both disk edges. The thermal conductivities and coell1cients of thermal expansion of
both materials arc denoted by i'e' :te and i.,. :X,. respectively. Due to geometric.i1 and
mechanical symmetry. the nonvanishing stress components within both disk domains arc
radial and circumferential generalized stresses N,e' /Ii,e and .V". N". while the radial dis­
placements arc denoted by lie and II•. The intt.:rface traction lV', along the dilatancy lint: is
proportional to the jump of radial displacements and can ht.: written as

N,(R) = cl'(R) = c[ue(R) -u,(R)j. (88)

The optimization problem can now be formulated as follows: for various combinations of
inner pressure and initial strains caused by prescribed boundary temperatures find the
optimal locations of the dilatancy line. which minimize the total clastic stress energy of the
disk. As it was shown in Section 4. this energy provides a good compromise measure of

Fig. ~, Circular disk with dilatancy line.
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structural behaviour in the case of conflicting interaction of external load and initial
distortions. In view of (75), the total elastic stress energy is now expressed as

I [R I i'e""="E [(Nri+NsY-2(I+vJNriNsilrdr+2£ [(N,..+Nse)Z
- I w"/ e R

-2(I+Ve)N,..Nselrdr+2l N;R-min. (89)
c R

The optimality condition follows from (56) and in view of (20) and (89) it can be written
in the form

J'II' = fe rx(N, + N,.)JTr dr- {[WA]-([NsUa]-N,[ua]+ wr)~ +N~ [U,r]}R<5R = 0

(90)

where oT denotes the variation of temperature field within disk domain. The adjoint disk
satisfies now the homogeneous boundary conditions on both edges and is subjected to the
imposed field of initial strains, which are

I
f.~' =E(N, - vN,) = c~.

I
f..~' = F;(N, - vN,) = f.~ (91 )

where I:~ and ,;~ arc the clastic part of tot.1! strains f., and &. of primary disk. Furthermore,
along the dilatancy line the initial jump of radial displacements is introduced, namely

. NR
val(R) = -'- = vCR).

c
(92)

Solving the primary and adjoint problems, the value of functional 'If" and its derivative
J il'jJR were calculated for various locations of dilatancy line. Figure 5 shows the results
of calculations for two particular cases of loading conditions for a disk of radii rj =0.2 01

and rc = 1.0 m. It was assumed that the disk was made of steel and aluminium with the
following material data: E, = 2.1 X 10 5 MPa. V, = 0.29, rx, = 1.6 x 10- 5 DC-I, A, = 3.6 cal
ms- I 'C-' and Ec = 0.7 X 10 5 MPa, Vc = 0.33, rxc = 2.3 x 10- 5 DC-I, Ac = 55 cal ms- I DC-I.

The stiffness of dilatancy line was assumed to be c = 1.4 x 106 MPa 01 - I. The outer edge
of disk was rigidly supported and kept in the temperature Tc = OdC.
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Fig. 6 Circular pial': with hinge line.

The plots of total elastic stress energy (89) and its derivative calculated by using
eqn (90) for various radii R of dilatancy line. for the case of vanishing internal pressure
p, and prescribed internal temperature T, =: - 100 C. are shown with the solid line in
Fig. 5. It is seen that the functional '11' attains its global minimum for the optimal value
of R =: 0.302 m. The case when the inner edge of disk is subjected to the temperature
Tt = - 100 'C and pressure 1', =: 2000 MPa is shown with the dashed line. For this case of
loading the optimal value of radius of dilatancy line is equal to 0.367 m.

Examp!e I I
Consider now a circular plate of external radius a with hinge line of radius R (Fig. 6).

The plate is made of linear plastic material and its bending rigidity is denoted by D. while
the hinge line has a constant stiffness c. The outer edge of plate is rigidly supported and the
uniform lateral pressure 1'. as well as an imposed field of constant initial distortion
I\~ = I\~ =: 1\'. is applied to the plate. These initial distortions can he caused. for instance. by
a difference in temperature between lower and upper plate surfaces. The nonvanishing stress
components within both plate domains arc denoted by Aln • M" and Aln:. A/«. while the
dellections an.: lI', and 11'<. The shear force Q is continuous along the hinge line and the
normal moment M, transformed through this line is proportional to the jump of normal
derivatives of ddlcction fields. namely

(lJ 3)

We can now formulate the following optimization problem: for various combinations of
lateral pressure I' and initial curvature 1\' find the optimal radius of the hinge line. which
minimizes the maximum etrcctive moment within plate domain:

(94)

In view of (60). the local objective function (94) can be converted to the integral form and
the problem can be stated as follows:

where n is even and tending to infinity. The optimality condition of the problem (95) follows
from eqns (56) and is simplilled to the form

(96)

where ()RG is expressed by (42). Thus. it follows from (96) and (42) that the optimality
condition of the problem considered can be written in the form
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Fig. ll. Elli:ctive moment versus location of hinge line.

(97)

The adjoint fields w·, M· appearing in (97), are obtained as the solution for the adjoint
plate with homogeneous boundary conditions, subjected to the imposed field of initial
curvature lC

i following on from (43), that is

The results of the numerical solution of optimality condition (97) are shown in Fig. 7,
where the plot of the optimal radius of the hinge line versus the ratio of initial curvature to
lateral pressure is given for different values of hinge stiffness. In Fig. 8 the distribution of
effective moment along the radius of the plate with optimal location of hinge line is given
for three different values of hinge stiffness, and D"'/pa 2 = -0.1. The similar plot for a
clamped plate without any hinge line is also shown. It is observed that on introducing the
optimal hinge line within the plate domain, the maximal effective moment in its domain is
reduced by about 35% in comparison with the plate without any hinges.
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Example III
As the last example, consider a beam of span I and constant rigidity D, clamped at

both ends (Fig. 9), for which the sensitivities can be expressed in analytical form. A uniform
load p is applied to the beam and initial distortions are imposed in the form of initial
curvature K' within its domain and deflection W o at its end B. For various combinations of
loading and distortion we are looking for the optimal location s of the free hinge C, which
will minimize the total elastic stress energy of the beam

II II Iltf~
'II' = ~V(.""f) dx = "D dx ..... min.

o 0 .... :r
(99)

The optimality condition for the problem (99) follows from (50) and (86) and takes the
form

( 100)

where. according to (87). the adjoint beam is subjected to initial distortion ,,'" = (1 ~V/

(!1"Yf = ,,".
Introducing the nondimcnsional quantities

IV pl·' s
K=100,,'/. d=IOO Ill. P=-fj" ~=

the solutions of primary and adjoint beams yield

and

Now using cqns (102) and (103) in eqn (100), we obtain the following equation:

Fig. 9. Beam with hinge.

(10 I)

( 102)

(103)
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from which the optimal solutions eopt can be generated for various combinations of P, K
and .1. To present the results let us assume that .1 and K vary within the interval ( - I, + I>,
whereas P varies within (0, I> and P+ IKI = I. This last normalization assumption guaran­
tees that the whole range - 00 < K/P < + 00 will be taken into consideration. The optimal
hinge locations ~oPt following from (104) are presented in Fig. lOa for .1 = 0 and in Fig.
IlaforK=O.

When the beam is subjected to external load with vanishing initial curvatur~ /(i and
support deflection 11'1). there are two equivalent optimal solutions eu = 1/2 ±1'3/6, rep­
resented by points A and C on the eaxes in Figs lOa and lla. They correspond to the
stiffest beam, as it is shown in Figs lOb and lib, where the total elastic stress energy versus
varying hinge location is plotted. The point B in Figs lOa and Ila, for which e= 1/2.
represents the local maximum of the functional (99). When now the beam is subjected to
the initial curvature only. the optimal solution of (104) is represented by points G and G'
in Fig. lOa, for which eOPI = 1/2. This design corresponds to the global maximum of total
elastic stress energy. as can be observed in Fig. IOd. For the simultaneous action ofexternal
load and initial curvature. the optimal hinge location is represented by the curves G'F'CFG
and G'O'AOG in Fig. lOa, which correspond to global minima ofstress energy. The straight
line G'E'OEG in Fig. lOa illustrates the local maxima of this energy. Figure toe shows the
plot of beam stress energy for simultaneous action of p and "i.



0) "
1.1 ,

i\ I I I . IIi
I

I ,
".........

i III I 1/ I
I I

i F, I
~ i F I

I I , j

i hi ! : I
I ,

I I I ! I ! I, , ,

I ! E' I 11.1 I E I i
H

I 41 I ,

I ! I I I
~,

j I I iI

n' [ i in I II

/
V .ZI"

~ I
V t; 1'\ G

K. DEMS and Z. MRoz

G'
-1. -.8 -.(; -.4 -2 0 .2 .4 .6 .8 1. A

O. .2 .4 .6 .8 1. .8 .6 J. .2 O. '£

b1~'V:~ .
.2 .4 .6 .8 1. J

cl ¥} .10
4

'AIt---,--r---r--,.-T,..--.,...-..,.-,.-"T--,

3.

"-----'- )
1.

Fig. II. Optimal hinge location for the interaction of load and support dclkction.

Let us now discuss the case when the beam is subjected ro external loud p and support
deflection Woo The optimal location of the hinge for vanishing external load is represented
by points Hand H', for which ~oPt = 1/2 and the total elastic stress energy attains its global
maximum (cr. Fig. lid). For simultaneous action of p and wo, the optimal compromise
solutions are illustrated by the curves l'F'CFI and 0'0'ADO in Fig. Ila, whereas the
straight line H'E'8EH corresponds to the local maxima of stress energy, as it is shown in
Fig. lie.

8. CONCLUDING REMARKS

The present analysis supplements the results of previous works, where the problems
of varying external boundaries, interfaces and varying traction discontinuity lines were
considered for disks and plates. In the paper, an extended class of sensitivity analysis and
optimization problems is considered, for which disks, plates and beams with kinematic
discontinuity lines are subjected to both external loads and distortion or boundary dis­
placements. A general variational method to treat the problems of sensitivity analysis is
discussed by considering varying dilatancy, slip or hinge lines within structure domain. The
sensitivities of arbitrary differentiable functionals are expressed explicitly in terms of
primary and adjoint state fields. These expressions can then be used in both analytical
and numerical solutions for optimal design or identification problems.
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The present paper also casts some light on the important design case where both
applied loads and displacements or distortions are imposed on the structure. In such cases
the compromise design should be developed. satisfying both stiffness and stress constraints.

Besides its direct application in sensitivity analysis and structural design. the formalism
of this paper can be used in the theory of mechanisms with rigid or elastic links where
concentrated rotations or slips occur in hinges or hinge lines. The sensitivity of both
kinematic and static fields with respect to hinge location can be performed by following the
present approach. The other area of application is provided by the perfect plasticity model
where hinges or velocity discontinuity lines occur in any failure mechanism and the plastic
dissipation occurs both within plastic zones and along the discontinuity lines. The optimal
design study is then usually associated with variation of such failure mechanisms due to
design modification. Such novel applications will be discussed in separate papers.
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