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Abstract—Both the direct differentiation and adjoint variable methods for design sensitivity analysis
of transient dynamic, arbitrarily nonlinear thermoviscoelastic coupled systems are presented in this
paper. The approach is based on the thermodynamic description of simple materials due to Coleman.
Large strains as well as arbitrary material nonlinearities are accounted for in the derivations. The
domain parametrization or reference volume concept is used allowing a uniform treatment of both
the shape and sizing design sensitivity analysis. Analytical examples demonstrating the use of the
derived equations are given. This approach provides a solid basis for discretization of the developed
equations for subsequent use in numerical computations.
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components of body force
temperature gradient
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Jacobians of the mappings of the boundary in the reference domain onto the boundary in
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KD, K1) kernels in constitutive relations
L wavelength parameter
m(t—1, t—s)  kernel in thermoviscoelastic constitutive relation

My, A n? components of the external normal to the boundary in the reference domain, in the deformed
configuration, and in the undeformed configuration
n(t—1) kernel in thermoviscoelastic constitutive relation
P performance functional
P, augmented functional
G q; components of heat flux in deformed and undeformed configurations
g, q prescribed heat flux at the boundary in the deformed configuration and undeformed con-
figurations
Q internal heat generation per unit volume
Qo intensity of internal heat source
B
Q{) constitutive functional for heat flux in the undeformed configuration
=
x
Q(,’-] constitutive functional for heat flux in the reference domain
=
r heat supply per unit mass
R radiation coefficient
s time
S, S components of surface traction in the deformed and undeformed configurations
5,, S components of the prescribed surface traction in the deformed and undeformed configurations
t time
to terminal time
T absolute temperature
T, initial temperature
u; components of displacement
a; components of the prescribed displacement at the boundary
woi(Xi) initial distribution of displacements
o, (x;) initial distribution of velocities
i, sensitivity of u,
2% deformed and undeformed configurations
W = U, displacement gradients in reference domain
Xy X3y X3 Cartesian coordinates in the undeformed configuration
Yiu¥uys Cartesian coordinates in the reference domain
74,23, 23 Cartesian coordinates in the deformed configuration
o coefficient of thermal expansion
a(t—1) kernel in thermoviscoelastic constitutive relation
Oy, Ol sine and cosine Fourier transforms of kernel
pt—1) kernel in thermoviscoelastic constitutive relation
B solution of adjoint differential equation in example problem
> solution of adjoint differential equation in example problem
B B sine and cosine Fourier transforms of kernel
v specified constant
r,re1r boundaries of the reference domain, undeformed and deformed configurations

r,I,.IOrn T, T, [z partsof boundary of the reference domain with prescribed displacements, tractions,
temperature, heat flux, convective boundary conditions, and radiative boundary conditions

ro,reryre,re,ry parts of boundary of the undeformed configuration with prescribed displacements,
tractions, temperature, heat flux, convective boundary conditions, and radiative boundary

conditions
é variation of a quantity
8(t—1), 8(x,—y) delta functions
(5,,”, O, Oy, Frechet differentials with respect to the past histories of strains, temperature, and temperature
. gradients
o, OF adjoint functional derived from the heat flux constitutive functional
=0
x
or QF adjoint functional derived from the heat flux constitutive functional
=
o, Q* adjoint functional derived from the heat flux constitutive functional
i 21
©
d,, B adjoint functional derived from the stress constitutive functional
Y =0
w
or Ef adjoint functional derived from the stress constitutive functional
=0
x . . .
4, O* adjoint functional derived from the entropy constitutive functional
7 =0
x . . .
or @‘; adjoint functional derived from the entropy constitutive functional
=
:o
or * adjoint functional derived from the free energy constitutive functional



Design sensitivity analysis of coupled thermoviscoelastic systems 609

*
6,;,7 :li; adjoint functional derived from the free energy constitutive functional
& parameter in Frechet differential calculations

& components of the Green-Lagrange strain tensor

- alternating tensor

&l past strain history

¢ specified constant

n specific entropy

'@)0 constitutive functional for entropy

K specified constant

A Lamé coefficient

A(t—1) kernel in thermoviscoelastic constitutive relation

Al Aa A AN A Ag, gy Ay, A, 416,411, 440, 43 Lagrange multipliers

n Lamé coefficient

0, P mass densities in the undeformed and deformed configurations

o, components of the second Piola—Kirchhoff stress tensor

g past stress history

T time

d(t—1) kernel in thermoviscoelastic constitutive relation

®,(t—7,1—s) kernel in thermoviscoelastic constitutive relation
&, &, &, &y, &, specified constants

®

3]

” constitutive functional for stresses
0

v free energy function
x
‘Pﬂ constitutive functional for free energy
1=
W internal dissipation
Q constitutive functional for internal dissipation

derivative with respect to coordinates in the undeformed configuration
derivative with respect to coordinates in the reference domain.

1. INTRODUCTION

A number of publications have appeared recently on Design Sensitivity Analysis (DSA) of
thermoelastic structures (Meric, 1986a,b; Dems, 1987; Dems and Mroz, 1987; Meric,
1987, 1988, 1990 ; Tortorelli er al., 1989 ; Hou er al., 1990, 1991). These publications deal
with thermoelastic systems, that is, they discount hysteretic effects which are significant in
many materials like rubbers and polymers. Two of the above articles (Meric, 1988 ; Tor-
torelli ef al., 1991) deal with fully coupled linear thermoelastic structures, whereas all others
omit the term in the energy equation responsible for the full coupling of the mechanical and
thermal processes. This term may not be very important for a certain class of thermoelastic
structures (Boley and Weiner, 1960), but may become significant for structures exhibiting
hysteresis. Tortorelli et al. (1989, 1991) considered adjoint sensitivities for thermoelastic
structures with nonlinearly elastic constitutive relations and a nonlinear analogue of Fourier
law. All the papers mentioned deal with structures undergoing infinitesimal strains.

Due to the continually increasing CPU and memory capacity of modern computers,
arbitrarily nonlinear thermoviscoelastic coupled calculations based on the finite element
method (FEM) are becoming more feasible for engineering structures. The next logical step
in this direction is to use FEM for structural optimization which requires DSA. In addition,
DSA may be valuable by itself for evaluation of the structural response due to uncertainties
in design or manufacturing. DSA can be implemented either as a finite difference scheme,
or as a special module built into the FEM software making use of the intermediate results
in FEM. The latter approach is much more efficient in terms of CPU time which is critical
for successful implementation of structural optimization. That is why there is a need for
development of DSA approaches for arbitrarily nonlinear fully coupled systems with inter-
nal dissipation.

The present paper deals with arbitrarily nonlinear thermoviscoelastic systems. The
derivations are based on a consistent thermodynamical approach due to Coleman
(1964a,b). The only two constitutive functionals needed in this approach are: the free
energy functional and the generalized Fourier law, i.e. a functional relating the heat flux to
the temperature gradients, the temperature and strains. Both direct differentiation sensitivity
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equations and adjoint sensitivity equations are obtained. It is shown that both groups of
equations are of linear hereditary type similar to linear viscoelasticity. Analytical examples
illustrating the use of the developed equations are given.

2. FIELD EQUATIONS

We consider a continuous solid body B which may be subjected to external forces,
applied displacements, temperatures and external heat fluxes. At time ¢ = —0, external
forces, displacements and fluxes are not applied, and the absolute temperature distribution
is uniform having a value of T,. The body B, at this time moment, occupies the undeformed
configuration in the space V° with the boundary I'°. As the external excitations such as
forces, displacements, temperatures, etc. begin to act on the body B, it moves and deforms
in space and at time ¢ occupies the deformed configuration ¥ with the boundary T".

We introduce a Cartesian coordinate system fixed in space and measure coordinates
with respect to it. Denote the coordinates of a point in the undeformed configuration as x,,
X», X3 and the coordinates of a point in the deformed configuration as z,, z,, z,.

The motion, deformation and the thermal state of the body B should satisfy five
physical laws :

(a) Balance of Momentum

D ~
”“J ,su,-dc=f p~F,~dC+J §.d4; (1)
Dt e c A

(b) Balance of Angular Momentum

D ~
. J ﬁﬁi/ijuk dC = J‘ ﬁ&[ijij dC+ J~ siijjSk dA, (2)
Dt Jc C A

(¢) Conservation of Mass

D
2| sdc=o0- 3
Di LpdC 0; 3)

(d) First Law of Thermodynamics : Conservation of Energy

1 ~
£<J ﬁu,-didC—FJ ﬁedC) =f ﬁrdC—j ¢7,ﬁ,-dA+J' ﬁF}d,-dC+f Siu;d4; (4)
Dt\2 Jc c c A c 4

(¢) Second Law of Thermodynamics : Clausius—Duhem inequality

D ~ . gifi;
DtLpndC LpTdC+L TdA?O. 5
Integration in the above equations is over C—an arbitrary part of the deformed con-
figuration ¥, 4 is the C boundary, and D/Dt¢ denotes the material derivative. Summation
over repeated indices is assumed everywhere. The variables in (1)-(5) are defined as:
p—mass density, u,—components of displacement, F,—components of body force, S;—
components of surface traction, &, —alternating tensor, e—internal energy per unit mass,
r—heat supply per unit mass, §—components of heat flux, 7;—components of the exterior
unit normal to the surface, n—specific entropy, T—absolute temperature.

In the following derivations we will adopt the Lagrangian point of view that is com-
monly used in the description of solid bodies. Equations (1)—(5) can be easily reformulated
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in terms of the undeformed configuration for Lagrangian description, and then, with
appropriate smoothness assumptions the corresponding local equations are obtained:

pli; = (2,;04) x+ pF,, (6)
0',~j = o-jia (7)
p=pJ, ®

pe = pr—qi,i+almélm’ (9)

iTi
pTH > —q,+ =t +pr. (10)

Equation (7) is obtained from (2) with the additional assumption of absence of concentrated
couples.
Equation (9) can also be written as:

pTi—pr—w+gq;; =0, an
where w is the internal dissipation defined as:

W= a:‘jéx'j_p(‘p.+nT)a (12)

where i is the free energy defined as:

y=e—nT. (13)

Commas in all the above equations denote partial differentiation with respect to the coor-
dinates in the undeformed configuration. The quantities used in eqns (6)—(10) are : p—mass
density in the undeformed configuration, o;,—components of the second Piola—Kirchhoff
stress tensor (Fung, 1965), J = |0z,/0x;|—Jacobian of the transformation from the un-
deformed to the deformed configuration, g,—components of the heat flux in the undeformed
configuration, &,—components of the Green—Lagrange strain tensor expressed in terms of
the displacement components as:

&y = (s + wy+uy ity ). (19

Components of the heat flux in the undeformed configuration can be expressed in terms of
the heat flux components in the deformed configuration. The components of the normal
exterior to a surface in the deformed configuration 7, are related to the components of the
normal in the undeformed configuration »n] through the following formula (Fung, 1965) :

~0x;
7y dd = T =7 nf ddy, (15)

where A, is the surface in the undeformed configuration corresponding to the surface A4 in
the deformed configuration. Therefore, it is clear from eqn (4) that the components of the
heat flux in the undeformed configuration will be :

~. OX;
g = Jq,-gj- (16)

Equations (6)—(10), (14) have to be solved with appropriate boundary conditions, initial
conditions and constitutive equations.
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3. THERMODYNAMICS AND CONSTITUTIVE EQUATIONS

We consider simple viscoelastic materials. Such materials are characterized by relation-
ships in which response at a material point depends on the total history of the dependent
quantities, but only at the same material point. Dependent quantities such as free energy
function, stresses, heat flux and entropy in constitutive relations for such material may
depend on strains, temperatures and temperature gradients, but be independent of strain
gradients. Relations between the thermodynamic potentials for such materials were
developed by Coleman (1964a,b) and are also summarized in Oden (1972) and Truesdell
and Noll (1965). All quantities such as stresses, temperatures, strains, etc. are functions of
time in addition to the spatial coordinates x;:

with 0 € 7 < o. Following Coleman, they are called the total histories. Coleman (1964b)
introduced the so-called past histories ¢}, 7", etc. which are total histories excluding the
values at the current time ¢, or, in other words, all the quantities are restricted to the open
interval 0 < 7 < c0. The constitutive equations consist of four functionals: free energy v,
stresses g;;, the heat flux components g;, and the specific entropy » which are written in
terms of the past histories &j;, 7", the current values ¢; = ¢;(x, 1), T = T(x, t) and the
temperature gradients g, = T, as:

Y= EO (€55 T &ms T, (18)
0y = By (€5 T o T), (19)
4= 0, (5 T 95, T. ), 20)
n= Té (€5 T ems T)- @21

In (18)—(21), the lower limit 0 and the upper limit oo in the functionals stress the fact that
the functionals depend on the entire history of the variables. The functionals are defined
on a Hilbert space with a norm introduced in Coleman (1964a) which is based on the fading
memory assumption.

We note that the functional for the heat flux in (20) depends on the displacement
gradients in view of (16). The heat flux, however, depends only on the current values of the
displacement gradients and not on their entire history.

It was shown by Coleman (1964a) that as a consequence of the Second Law of
Thermodynamics formally expressed by inequality (10), the functional for the free energy
¥ in (16) is independent of the temperature gradients g,, and that the functionals for the
stresses =, the specific entropy @, and the internal dissipation Q are determined through
the free energy functional as:

“u (85,, T s Eims T) Ds,-/ T\fo (8215 Trs Eim> T)a (22)
9 ( 8Im’ T) —DTIE‘O (87]9 Tra Eims T)a (23)
Q= —pld,, ;I’O €5, T7, ems T|é§,)+5rr‘;l"0 &5 T e, TITN), (24)

where operators D, and D; are partial differential operators with respect to the current
values of ¢;and T'; 6 “and J; are Frechet differentials with respect to the past histories of
strains and temperature ¢, and T are calculated as:
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o dﬁs,(t‘—T)

8:! - dT s (25)

P Gl (26)
dr

The vertical line in (24) indicates that the functionals are linear with respect to the following
arguments or in other words specifying the variation direction of the arguments.
The Frechet differentials in (24) can be calculated as:

a l{’ (8;t+£é;ls Tr, glm’ T)

8., ¥, (€5 T em, TIEL) = limy —=——— , @7

oY (8;5 T’+£T'a Eims T)

& r r r : =0
5T 1\=FO (sijy T s Eims TIT) = !1_1;13 O (28)

Therefore, for the description of simple viscoelastic materials in thermomechanical
problems, only two constitutive functionals such as free energy and the functional for heat
flux are required. The functionals for stresses, entropy and internal dissipation are then
determined from (22)—(24).

Everywhere in the following we will use constitutive functionals as functionals of total
histories without splitting them into the past histories and the current values to avoid extra
variables in the notation. That is we write:

V=¥ (nT.b), 29)
oy = E:) (& T, ), (30)
n= §0 (&> T, b), (31)
4= O, (s T, i ). (32)

We included design parameter b in the above equations emphasizing the fact that the
constitutive equations may depend on it.

4. BOUNDARY AND INITIAL CONDITIONS

The boundary I'® in the undeformed configuration is subdivided into two sets of
disjoint domains :

’=rjull=ryulyuryuly, (33)

where

I'? is the boundary with specified displacements,

I'? is the boundary with specified surface tractions,

I'? is the boundary with specified temperature,

I'? is the boundary with specified heat flux,

I'Y is the boundary with specified convective boundary conditions,
I'§ is the boundary with specified radiation boundary conditions.

The boundary conditions are written as:
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(HOnT?!
U, = L'ti, (34)
where # is the ith component of the prescribed displacement.
(2) OnI7?

Z,'vjo-k]‘n[? = S,‘, (35)
where n] is the kth component of the outward normal, and S; is the ith component of the
prescribed surface traction. §; is defined on the boundary surface in the undeformed
configuration. Its magnitude is referred to the original area of the boundary, but it acts in
the same direction as the surface traction in the deformed configuration. Since surface

tractions S; are normally prescribed in the deformed configuration, the §; may be dis-
placement dependent because

1

gi = ij]"’ (36)

where Jr is the Jacobian of the mapping of the boundary in the undeformed configuration
onto the boundary in the deformed configuration and given by the following expression
(Haug et al., 1986) :

. 0% 0%
Te=u [Finp @y 37)
0z; " 0z

Note that follower forces are accounted for in this formulation since S; follows the directions
in the deformed configuration.

(3)OnTY
T=T, (38)
where T is the prescribed temperature.
(4) OnT}
—ginf =g, (39)

where § is the prescribed heat flux. Again, as in the case of the prescribed surface tractions,
the prescribed heat flux § is considered to be displacement dependent. Particularly, this
includes the case when the heat flux § is prescribed in the deformed configuration, which
is generally the case. Then,

t

(40)

LT
i
Dy

[

(5) OnTI7}

—gin} = h(T;—T), (41)
where 4 is the convective coefficient, and considered to be displacement dependent con-
sistently with what was said about the surface tractions and the prescribed heat flux. T; is

the fluid temperature.

(6) On T3
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—qn} = R(Tx—T*), (42)

where R is the radiation coefficient which depends on the Stefan-Boltzman constant, the
emissivity, absorptivity and the geometric view factors. Ty is the temperature of the radiative
source.

The initial conditions at time ¢ = 0 are:

u; (X, 0) = ug; (xi), 43)
i (X, 0) = tho; (x), 44)
T(x,0) = Ty, (45)

where ug;(x,), t0:(x:) and T, are the initial distributions of displacements, velocities. and
temperature, respectively.

5. GENERALIZED PERFORMANCE FUNCTIONAL AND REFERENCE VOLUME CONCEPT

The aim of design sensitivity analysis is typically to find design variations or partial
derivatives of displacements, stresses, temperatures, energies or functionals of the above
quantities over a certain period of time, or at the specific time instant . Such quantities can
be written in a general way as a performance functional P :

sz U fo(“"’u""’u”ﬁk’e”"’o"’"’T"’“’b)dV°+J f?(Si,b)dr+_( /3, b)dT
0 vo ro o

+ JO /(.. b) dF+J fi(T,b) dl"] d:, (46)

l'gur,?ul"g
where b is the design parameter, S; is the surface traction expressed through the second
Piola—Kirchhoff stresses according to (35).

Depending on the form of the functions £, f9, f9,f5and /! in (46), various quantities
can be derived. Particularly, use of the Dirac delta functions in space and/or in time leads
to functionals such as displacements, stresses, temperatures, etc. at a given point in space
and/or in time. Also, note that presence of the displacement gradients in (46) allows
calculations of the quantities in the deformed configuration like the heat flux or the Cauchy
stress. Some simple performance functionals are shown later in the example section.

The problem under consideration is how to calculate the variation of the functional P
given by (46) due to variation of the design parameter b.

To calculate the variation of the functional P we will use the reference volume or the
domain parametrization concept (Haber, 1987 ; Cardoso and Arora, 1988), to unify sizing
and shape design sensitivity analysis. A fixed reference domain D is introduced. It stays
unchanged during both deformation and design variation processes. The same fixed Car-
tesian coordinate system is used to describe the reference domain as well as the deformed
and the undeformed configurations. Every point in the reference domain D is characterized
by coordinates y,, y,, ¥ and there is a one-to-one correspondence between the reference
domain and the undeformed configurations. The mapping of the reference domain onto
the undeformed configuration is written :

Xi =x;{(y1,¥2 3 b). 47)

Dependence on the design parameter b in (47) emphasizes the fact the undeformed con-
figuration is design-dependent. The reference domain, however, is not. The reference domain
is defined in such a way that the Jacobian of the mapping J = |dx,/dy;| is not zero. Therefore,
the inverse mapping exists :

SAS 30:5-B
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yi=yi(xy,x2Xx3,b). (48)

In the above described mapping, the boundary I'° and its parts T'y, ['?, T'9, [0, T, T3 in the
undeformed configuration correspond to the boundary I and its parts I',, [, ['7, T, T,
I in the reference domain.

Since we will use elements of the inverse Jacobian matrix extensively, we denote them
as:

_ 9y

Y ox

(49)

The generalized performance functional P in the reference domain is:

sz U I s W s S O 1, T"’“”’)‘””f Jeh (S,-,b)dl“+f Jr /() T
O D rll r.\‘

+J~ Jrfa(q,,b)dl"-l-f Jrf4(T,b)dl":|dt, (50)

rur,or,

where w,, = u,,, are the displacement gradients in the reference domain, and semicolon from
now on denotes partial derivative with respect to the reference domain coordinates. The
Green-Lagrange strain components in the reference domain are :

Eim = 'zl(ul;kdkm“"'um;kdk["'un;kdklun;jdjm)' (51)

Jr is the Jacobian of the mapping of the boundary in the reference domain onto the
boundary in the undeformed configuration calculated similarly to (37):

Jr =J./ d,-jnidkjnk (52)

with n, being the components of the external normal to the boundary in the reference
domain. §; = z;,d;o,;Jd,n, are the components of the surface traction in the reference
domain. Functions f, f,, f5 f3 fs+ in (50) can be easily expressed through functions
LS, £, £3 in (46) knowing the relations between the displacement gradients in the
undeformed configuration and in the reference domain.

By changing the configuration under consideration, the conservation laws (1)—(5) can
be easily transformed into the reference domain to give the equations of motion, the energy
equation, and the Clausius—Duhem inequality in the reference domain:

Jpii; = (2, dyoyJdy)  + I pF, (53)

Jpé = Jpr_(qufiji);j+JO'/mé[m, (54)
Jd; T

JpTi =2 —(q:Jd;) ;+ 9 7{ L 4 Jpr. (55)

Equation (7) does not change—the stress tensor is still symmetric. Equation (8) does not
provide new information unless the mass density is given in the reference domain.

The constitutive equations for free energy, stresses and entropy (29)-(31) do not change
their form, but the constitutive equation (32) for the heat flux does. It happens because the
displacement gradients in the reference domain are expressed in terms of the displacement
gradients in the undeformed configuration as follows :
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u,;j = ui:[d[j- (56)

Therefore, the constitutive equation (32) in the reference domain can be written as:
0
9= Qi (im & T, 91 b), (57)

where the functional Q; is readily expressed in terms of the functional Q;.

The boundary C(;r__lc(iitions onTI, T, T, will change to: =
2 dyoyJdgn, = S Jr, (58)
—q;Jd;n; = §Jr, (59
—q.Jdn; = W(T,—T)Jr, (60)
—qJdn, = R(T{—T*) Jr. (61)

The boundary conditions on I',, I'; stay unchanged.

The reference domain, however, is not exactly a configuration used for referring all
quantities to it as in the case of the deformed or undeformed configurations. It is rather a
convenient means to parametrize the structure for subsequent design changes. Math-
ematically it means that the independent variables are changed from x|, x,, x; to y,, ¥,,
y1, but it does not mean that stresses, heat flux or surface traction are calculated per unit
area of the reference domain. They are still calculated per unit area of the undeformed or
deformed configurations, but are simply functions of the new variables.

We note that the reference volume concept is naturally translated into isoparametric
finite elements where the reference domain is one which is a union of reference domains of
individual elements. Taus, the reference volume concept can be readily used in numerical
analysis of thermomechanical problems.

6. SENSITIVITY ANALYSIS BY DIRECT DIFFERENTIATION METHOD (DDM)

Using this approach, we take variation of the functional in (50):

_ " P spy I ( U spy O .))
(5P—J; [L(&Jf+]<ab5b+aaiéa,-))dD+Jru 6Jrf,+Jr<ﬁb6b+a—ai,5a, dr

% afZ 2)) af3 6f3 3
" J; <6Jrf2+]r <6b 0b+ 5qz0% ) )T+ | \OrfstIr\ Gy b+ 5,504l ) |dT

2 P
+ f <5Jrf4+-]r (ﬁ sh+ Lt 5a;'>) dl“] dr, (62)
r,ur,ur, ob da;

where a;,a/, a7, a’,a denote the arguments of functions £, f,, f5, f3, f4 other than design
parameter b, that is displacements, strains, temperatures, etc. Variations of arguments
ai,a;,a?,a},a} or field variables are not known and are obtained by solving the varied field
equations along with the varied boundary conditions, strain compatibility and constitutive
equations in the reference domain.

The equations for variations to be solved are :

Jpdii;+o(J p)ii; = (0z;,,dy 01, Jdy) 1+ (21,54 004, Jdy) 4 + [2,.504;0(dy Jdy)] 4
+0(Jp)F;+JpdF, (63)
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0(Jp)é+Jpdé = 6(Jp)r+Jpdr—(8q;Jdy).;—[q:0(Jd)).; + 00 1 + JOC i + T 1 O,
(64)

681,,, = % (5u1;kdkm + ul;kédkm + 5um;kdk/ + um;kédkl + 5un;kdk/ un;/‘djm
+ un;kédklun;jdjm + un;kdkléun;jdjm + un;kdk[ un:jadjm)s (65)

58 = 58“., 1?0 (£Im1 T; b I 68sl) + 67‘ T\f(] (Slm’ Ts b | 5T) +Db rlfO (Blma Ta b) 6b+67]T+ néT, (66)
50[[ = 55_" E‘ij (glma Ta b | 58M) + 5T E:/ (Slm, Ta b | 6T) +Db Eij (Slma T, b)éb, (67)

=0 =0 =0
5’7 = 58“ 190 (slm’ T’ b l 683'1) +5T 19-0 (glms T’ b l 5T) + Db r90 (glm’ T; b)éb’ (68)

5‘]:‘ = Dw,,, QE) (wrp’ Eims T’gkab)awrp—'—éT Q(;) (ersglm’ ngk9b|5T)+

Qs

565, é (Wrw Ems T’ .gms b | 58.&'1) + 5gk Q_E) (wrps Eims Ta gm, b | 5gk)

+Dy Q) (Wops & T, G B) b, (69)
=0

If one chooses to use the energy equation in the form (11) with the internal dissipation w
given by (12), eqns (64) and (66) are replaced with the following:

0(Jp)Tri+JpdThi+JpT o1y = 6(Jp)r+Jpor—(6q.Jd;).,—[q;6(Jd;)].;+ 6(Jw), (70)
3(J®) = 3JC 1+ JOC iy + JC 1y 081 — (YW +1T) = Jp (S + T +16T). (71)

To calculate Frechet differentials J, , dr in (66)—(69) one has to know the “directions” of
the variations. They are defined by defining the primary sensitivities, i.c.

du;
(Su,' = Egéb, (72)
or

Then, the Frechet differentials in (66)—(69) are calculated as:

3 f (em+edem T.b)

% — N s=0
55;, S{O (glm’ Ts b | 583‘1) lel_{l(} 68 » (74)

3 7 (ep T+25T, b)

7 — 11 s=0
6r f (s, T,b13T) = lim = , (75)
x . 0 f (wrp’ Ta gk+85\qks b)
b0, 1 (s T, b1 8e) = lim <=0 — , (76)

where d¢,, is defined by (65) with Ju, given by (72), and 6T given by (73).
The Frechet differentials
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6&_" \PO (alms T’ b | 58;1)9 6T ‘PO (slms Ta b I 57)9 55‘, Eij (alms T, b ‘ 58s1)a
= = =0
67’ EU (glma T, b | 6T)’ 65" ®0 (8Im’ T5 b|6ssl)s 5T ®0 (Glm’ Ta bléT)’
t=0 = T=
6T QZ) (W,p, Eses T’ Gk b | 6T)a 55“ Q—:O (era Ests T’ gm,bléss,), 5gk Q_E) (wrp, Ests Tigma blégk)

are linear functionals of the variations de,,, T which are assumed to be continuous functions
of time. Therefore, according to the Riesz representation theorem (Riesz and Nagy, 1955),
they can be written as a Stieltjes integral :

oo

1&(58_") = j 58k1(t_—s)dG;:I(t’ S),

0

oo

BOT) = f 8T(t—s)dG2(,s), an

0

where A, B are linear functionals which can be one of the above Frechet differentials.
Integration in (77) is along variable s. The integrating functions G (1, 5), G%(¢, 5) may
depend on stresses, temperatures, design parameters, and calculated in the process of the
Frechet differential calculations.

Similarly to Christensen (1982), assuming that G and G? have first continuous
derivatives, taking strain and temperature histories ¢;() =0, T(#) =0 for ¢ <0, and
changing variable T = t—s, (77) can be written as:

!

A(de,) = G (1,0)0e,(1) + J K7 (t,71)de,(7) dr,

0

B(OT) = G2(1,0)0T (1) + J K2(t,1)6T (1) d, (78)
0
where
1) = — dGf(t,t—1) K5(t0) = — dG%(t,t—7)
ki\ts - dT s »T) = dT .

We see, therefore, that eqns (66)-(69) are linear equations of hereditary type, but contrary
to linear viscoelastic ones their kernels depend on two variables f and t and not just on their
difference. It means that the equations for sensitivity analysis do not obey the requirement of
time translation invariance as follows from the axiom of material frame indifference (Trues-
dell and Noll, 1965), for the constitutive functionals of the real physical systems.

Varying boundary conditions (34), (38), (58)—(61), boundary conditions for the design
variations are obtained as:

(HOnT,
ou; = ou;. (79)

2)OnT,
621’;.: dsjokj.fd,k n,+z,»;s O'kj5(dsj.]d,k)n1+Z,<;sdsj50'kj.fd1kn, = 5§iJ1- +§,5Jr (80)

(3)OnT;

oT = oT. (81
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4 OnT,
—0q;Jdsn; = 8GJr +§oJy+q,6(Jd,)n,. (82)

(5)OnT,
—8q,Jdyn; = Sh(Ti— T)Jr+ h(ST)— 6T) Je+ h(Ty— T)dJy+ q,5(Jd,)n;. (83)

(6) On I'y

—0q,Jd;n; = SR(TH—T*)Jr +4R(T}6Tp — T*3T) Jr + R(Tk — T3 Jr +,6(Jd,)n,.
(34)

We note that variations 6S,, 67 and 6k are sums of variations with respect to the dis-
placements and the design parameter, and the displacement parts of these variations add
to the left-hand side, whereas the design parts add to the right-hand side.

Similarly, varying the initial conditions, we obtain at t = 0:

514,- = (Su(),-, (85)
o, = dug,, (86)
oT = 6T,. 87

Note that since the reference domain is used, the normal is fixed during the design variation,
and its variation is not present in the equations.

Thus, a boundary value problem for design variations of the field variables is defined.
If the original boundary value problem has a unique solution and is continuously differ-
entiable with respect to the design parameter, the solution of the design sensitivity problem
also exists and is unique. This can be observed from the fact that the derivative of the
original solution with respect to a parameter will be the solution of the design sensitivity
equations in variations. Note that the design sensitivity equations (63)—(69) with the bound-
ary conditions (79)—(84) and the initial conditions (85)-(87) are linear even though the
original equations may be nonlinear. But in spite of the linearity of the design sensitivity
equations and boundary conditions, they depend on displacements, strains, temperatures,
etc. of the original problem appearing as variable coefficients in the equations and boundary
conditions complicating the solution process. Variation of the functional (62) is found by
substituting the solution of (63)—(69), (79)—(84), (85)—(87) into (62). If variations of a large
number of functionals have to be computed with respect to a small number of design
variables, then DDM has certain advantages because for all the functionals with the same
design variables the same DDM equations are solved, and then the solutions are simply
substituted into different expressions for different functionals. On the other hand, if there
are few functionals and many design variables DDM may not be very efficient because a
new set of the design sensitivity equations has to be solved for every design variable. For
the latter case the adjoint variable method described in the next section will be more efficient.

7. SENSITIVITY ANALYSIS BY ADJOINT VARIABLE METHOD (AVM)

The adjoint variable method provides a means to avoid explicit calculations of the
design variations of the field variables. Instead, by introducing the adjoint variables which
are Lagrange multipliers (LM), design variation of a given functional is calculated directly
by solving equations for the LM and substituting them into the formula for variation of
the performance functional. The equations for the LM are obtained from the condition
that all terms in the augmented functional having implicit variations vanish (Arora and
Cardoso, 1992). Therefore, variation of the performance functional will be expressed in
terms of the LM and the explicit variations.
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First, we contract every equation describing the problem with its own LM, integrate
it, and add it to the performance fuctional to get the augmented functional P, :

Pa = Jo [J‘ Jf(ui’ wrpsdj’ﬁk,glma Gy 1, T,qaab)dD+ J. Jl‘fl(Sisb) dr
0 D L,

+J Jr f2(u, b dT + f Jr f3(gu ) AT + j Jrf«T,b)dT

T,ur,or,

+ J I:)»il (Jpti; — (2,,dy 015 Jdy ), — JpFy) + A, (Jpé— Jpr+(9:Jd;) . — JO 1Eim)
D
+ll§n (slm - %(ulzkdkm+ um;kdkl + un;kdklun;jdjm))

+}~’4 <q: - Qi) (wrp, Egy T’gk: b))+i%<au - %}0 (ssl’ Ts b)>+l6 <7’] - TC:)O (8sla T, b)>

+/17<e— \?10 @ T, b)—nT)]dV+ j { (5, — Sup) AT
= r,

~

+ | A%(SJr—zi,dyoyJdgn) dl"+j Mo (T-T)dl’
r, Ir

r
+ | Au(@Jr+q:Jd;n)dlN + J;_ A (h(T; —T)Jr +q;Jd;;n;) dT
urq h

r

+ | AsRTE=T4Ir+q,Jd;n) dI“] dr. (88)

JIg

To obtain boundary conditions for the adjoint variables later on, we set
'115 = —/lil, ﬂvn = /112 = 113 = —'12-

Since we consider design variations on the solutions of the field equations, the variations
of all field equations times LM are zero, and 6P = §P,. Therefore, we can take variation
of the augmented functional P, to obtain the sought variation of P. Taking the variation
of (88), part of the variation of the functional will split into integrals of LM variations
times the field equations plus LM times the variation of the field equations. Knowing that
the field equations are satisfied, we drop the first part of the variation obtaining the following
expression for the variation of the augmented functional P, :

_|° Tspr % spy O n)
5P, = L [ L (5Jf+J(ab6b+ aaiaa,.>>dp+ L (5.1.— f,+Jr( 3 0+ 4704l | Jar

)

of; of> 2>> < ofs s s 4
+dr.‘<5Jrf2+Jr<ab6b+a—a?60i dr+ r 5Jrf3+.lr %51)4‘ 5&?5(# dar

r»

+ (5Jrf4 +Jr (% L 5a;*>> dr

2
Jr,ur,ur, b Oa;

.
+ b [ (Jpditi; +(J p)it;— (0z;,,dy 015 Jdy) 1 — (2,54 60, Tdy)

o

— [2:s000(dyJdy )], — 6(Jp) F;+ JpdF;)
+ A2(6(Jp)é +Jpdé—b(Jp)r—Jpdr+ (g, Jd;;) ;+ [q:6(Jd;)],;
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—0J0 1y — JOO 11y — J 011 06,
+ Algn (5alm - %(5ul;kdkm + ul;kédkm + éum;kdkl + Uy, ;kédkl + 6un ;kdk, u, ;jdjm

+ un;kédk/un:jd/'m + U, ;kdkléun ;/'d/'m + un;kdklun i 6d)m))

+ A (5q,—1),,m 0} (iys T, gus b)6w,, — 37 Q! Wy, T, gi, b16T)
T= t=0
_6yk gé (er5 T’ Gm» blagk) _Db Qé,) (wrpa T, s b)éb>
+i’5, (6011' _55‘, EUO (slma T’ b | 58.\'1) - 6T Ezj (Elm’ T9 b | 6T) _Db Eij (8Ima T, b) 6b>
= =0 =0
+)“6 (5’7 - 65” t(:)O (8/ms Ta bl 58sl) - 5T r(:jO (slma T’ b | 5T) _Db 90 (Glm’ T, b) 5b>
. / o* % o
+ Aq \56—55_” lep(] (Blms Ts b I 58.\'1) - 67'1\:}‘0 (alm’ T, b l 5T) _Dh ‘310 (glma T’ b)éb
—Ton —17(5T>:| d V+J A5 (dd;— du;) AT
rll
- J;_ A (8(S:Jr) — 02, dy0 1 Sl — 2,0, 6(dy Jd )n

—z;,,dy 00,3 Jdyn;) AT + j

r

4

419(0To—0T)dI'— f 42(0(¢Jr)

Ty

- J‘ A(OR(T{—THJr +4R(T36Tr—T*6T) Jr
T
+ R(TS = T3 J; +54,Jd,n, +4,6(Jd)n,) dF) d. (39)

Now, the idea behind the AVM is to represent (89) as integrals of expressions depending
on the LM 4 through 1, times the implicit variations du;, de;, 6, de, dq;, 6T, on. Then,
by equating multipliers of the implicit variations to zero, the equations and the boundary
conditions for LM 4} through A, are obtained, thus eliminating all the implicit variations.
The remaining terms will represent variation 6P of the performance functional P, but will
contain only the explicit variations.

To isolate the implicit variations, we perform integration by parts every time we find
derivatives of the implicit variations both in time and in space. In the case of second
derivatives, we perform integration by parts twice. We have also decided to drop the
variations of the boundary conditions on I', and '

To isolate the implicit variations for the hereditary Frechet differentials in (89), we use
the form in (78). We contract it with LM 4;; and integrate it from 0 to ¢4 as in (89):
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L"’ Ay Ay (0ey) = ﬁ " [G,,k, (,0)e(t) + j Kfu(t, 1) 860,(2) dr] dr,
j:o A;B,T) = L'o Aij I:GS 00T () + J: KA(1,7)0T(7) dt] dr. (90)
Changing the order of integration in the double integrals, we obtain :
Jl A;(de,) = J [A%(A:)) 084 () dt,

L 4y B,(8T) = J; [B*(4;)10T(z) ds, 1N
where A%(4;), B*(;) are linear hereditary functionals of the following type:
f
A{(Ay) = G;’}kl(t: 0)A;()+ f i (T, )2(t) dr,
fo
B*(A;) = GE(1,0)04,;(D + J Ki(t, )2, (t) dr. 92)

The hereditary functionals act now on the LM 1 instead of the implicit variations Je,,, or
dT, thus allowing them to be isolated.

After performing the mentioned integration by parts both in space and time, changing
the order of integration for hereditary terms, and grouping terms, (89) takes the form:

'0 . .
0P, = 6P, + J‘ I:J‘ [(JPM — (K dy65dd) s+ (A5 Ay + A5 s,y ).,
o LJo

+< ""DW.',; té:::)) _'(Jf;wip);p""](f.;u,-_ﬁﬂ;'f'f:;ﬁi))éui

+< d(4,0,)

T +44-4, Q’*(l) 6,: ()f’) 0., @(26) J:, ‘I‘*(l7)+Jf5)5e,-,»

+ G dy+ 2 ady+ 2 s (dygdy + dydy )] — JA2 6+ M+ Jfak,)‘sakj
+(—Jp12 +l7 +Jf;¢,)5e

+ (—5r TQZ*(/I‘;) + (5,,”, ?:{0"‘(1"4) dpm) —6, E; = 5 (A —or 9* (he) — 07 ‘I”“ (A7) —ndr+Jf, )

+(—AyJd;+ A+ IS, )0qi+ (As — T, +Jf;,,)5r1:| dD+f [— A +Jr f1,5)0S,dT
ru

~

+ [il 1dg 01 dpn, — (A5 dp + i y A5y dy Y1, — A (Q{,) n,,+J,-f2;,,,_+Jﬁwwn,,]6u,- dr

JI, =0/

r»

+ [ Q (l,;)d,,mn lerh+Jrf4;r]5Tdr

JIy

+ [—@ )i* (1) dy ,,—412J,—RT3+Jrf4;T]5TdI“

Jr
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J; [ 9, Q (A dpmny +Jrfs; r]éleWJ (A2 Jdyn;+ Jr f, q]5¢1.dl"]

q

+ f [J(.fu, "f:a, - P):il )t=10‘sui + J(p'lil +.f;l'i,)t=106ui + AzJ(P‘se ~Oim 6£Im)l= 10] st (93)
D

where * means a linear hereditary functional acting on LM and defined by (92), and 6P, is the
part of the general performance functional having only the explicit design variations given by
the following expression :

o
oP, = f (J (5 Jf+Jf o+ 2 [08(J p)iis — (JpF)] + A1y 044 (0., dy Jddy + 2,:,0(dy Ty )]
0 D
+ }*2 [5(Jp)e - 5(Jph) + (qla("djl)) ;j] - 6Jabnébn + )*l;"[ul;q 5dqm + um:qédql + uk;p uk;qé(dpmdql )]
—1uD, Q] 8b— 24D, B, 5b—4sD, ©, 86— D ¥, 5b) dD
=0 =0 = =

r

+ l:lil :Idxj O'ijdlkns - (Al}mdqm + ui:p)‘lizndqmdpl)nq <Q=rl(t)>

Uru

Wi

n, +Jf. w,,ﬁnp] o

~

- }."lé(Jr.S'7,~)dl"+J~ A2[0(§Jr) +q:0(Jd;)n;] db

JI, T

r

+| A [BRIN(TE—T*) +4RI; T{6Tx +4,6(Jd;)n] dT

»

+ 12[5(h1r)(Tr—T)+th5Tr+qi5(Jdﬁ)n,-]dl"> dI+J [ (foi,—fot = PAY)= 08t

i

+J(fa+ PAY) = oOtigi+ A2J (pO€ — 61081 ), = o} AD. (94)

To make the implicit variations disappear, the equations and boundary and terminal
conditions for LM are obtained. The AVM equations are:

Jpxil - (iil ;Id.\jakj']dlk):s + (}“i;"dqm + l[;”ui;pdpldqm):q

+ ( :Dw,.,, Q_:(l} dsp) .— (Jf;w,-,,dsp);s +J(f:u, ——_/.;‘12,- +ffu,) = 0’ (95)

d(ll 0',,)

N ) (15)=6,, B3 (1)~ 8, 0% (1) =8, ¥ 1)+, =0, (96)

+A4- %, §

YA i+ A% dy+ A (dydy + dud)) T — Thaéy+ A4 + Jf.,, = 0, o7

—Jpiy+ A, +Jf, =0, (98)

~8; Qi)+ (éym Q;;(Aa)d,,m> —0r 5% (1) — 6, 0% (Ae) — 7 ¥* (1)
T= P T= = =

— Aoy dd+ A+ df.y, = 0, (100)
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Aoe—TAy+Jf, = 0. (101)
The boundary conditions are:
(1) OnT,
M+ fis, =05 (102)
(2) OnT,
M dgogJden,— (AT dy, +u; A5 ddy)n, — A (éo:é)w dyn,+Jr 2 .,,+qu dyn,=0;
(103)
3)OnTr,
-9, Q *(l Ydymlty— Ay Jrh+Jr far = 0; (104)
4)0nTl,
5, Qj: Aty — 832 RT + T fo7 = 0; (105)
(5)OnTr,
-9, Q *(}. Yo, +Jr fa.r = 0; (106)
6)OnT;
AJdin+Jr fy, = 0. (107)
The terminal conditions are :
(fi,—Sa—Pp%)ier, =0, (108)
(pA} +fi)i=r, = 0, (109)
(A42)1=1, = 0. (110)
Then, variation of the general performance functional P will be :
8P = 5P, (111

If the energy equation (11) is used, then attaching (70) and (71) via LM 4,, 4, and going
through similar derivations, adjoint equations (96), (97), (98), (99) and (101) are replaced
by the following equations :

y40i0y)

G TA- Q;*(l) e,/'-‘st(]*ﬂ) -9, 9*(16) Jpd.,

‘P*(17)+er,, =0, (112

A di+ 25 dy+ By (dy dy + dyd)] T+ 25 + Ifa, =0, (113)

A=A+ fo =0, (114)
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AaJpri~0r QF* () + (a o/ (Aa)d,,,.) — 67 B (1)~ 0% (4e)

= P =
T dni
~Jp37 % () =2p M g =0, (1)
d(A,T ,
is—Jp %i)+MLT+U;=Q (116)

The boundary conditions stay the same, but one extra terminal condition should be satisfied
in addition to (108)—(110):

(A7) 1=1, = 0. (117

We see that the number of the AVM equations depends on the number of functionals for
which sensitivities have to be calculated and is independent of the number of design variables
which is consistent with what was said in the DDM section. Therefore, depending on the
problem at hand, either AVM or DDM has to be chosen for the best benefits. We note also
that AVM problem is a terminal value problem meaning that all primary field variables
have to be known for every instant in time from 0 to ¢,. This fact complicates numerical
implementation since AVM sensitivities cannot be obtained along with the primary solution
by marching in time, but rather have to be calculated after the complete primary solution
was obtained producing massive computer memory requirements because the primary
solution has to be stored at all time instants.

8. ANALYTICAL EXAMPLES

8.1. Example 1: Thermoelastic medium, DDM

We consider here design sensitivity calculations of a steady-state solution for an infinite
thermoelastic medium subjected to a prescribed rate of heat generation similar to one
described in Boley and Weiner (1960).

Infinitesimal strains and linear elastic Hooke’s law are considered. The internal heat
generation per unit volume Q is given by :

Q(x1, 1) = Q,(r) cos (118)

Xy
L b
where L is a wavelength parameter.

Appropriate constraints are applied so that only one component of the displacement
field u, is non-zero. Also, typical of thermoelasticity with infinitesimal strains, it is assumed
that T/T, « 1. Here and everywhere below T means difference between the actual absolute

temperature and the initial absolute temperature.
The free energy function is (Nowacki, 1986):

A c
p(p = pi//0+<ﬂ+ 2>8$|_(3l+2ﬂ)a6“T—§p? Tz, (]]9)
0

where

A, p are the Lamé coefficients,
a is the coefficient of thermal expansion,
c is the specific heat at constraint strain.

The equations to be solved are:
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doy, 0%u,
e = . 0
ax, P o> (120)
o = (A+2uw)e, —(BA+2waT, (121)
O3 = 033 = A&, — (3A+2w)aT, (122)
C12=033=03=¢;=E;3=E3=¢8p=¢.3=0, (123)
Ju
&) =ﬁ, (124)
cT
?I=F+a(3l+2 )Pﬂ (125)
09,
T 6
pToti o, +pr, (126)
oT
= TR 7
kax. (127)

Equations (120)—(127) are reduced to two equations to be solved for the displacement u,
and the temperature 7°:

o'T or 0%u, X,
km—pca—(3l+2u)aTom +Q.(t)cosz~—0, (128)
82 0%u, oT
G+ 53 ou _,0H o — Gl 2a = =0, (129)

Introduce a nondimensional time variable 7 = kt/pcL? and assume Q,(z) = Q sin t. The
solutions then are taken in the following nondimensional form:

“_ ——p———~H(r) sm

L~ aGit20) (130)

L

T G(t)cos—i— (131)

For the unknown functions H(r) and G(z) obtain the following equations :

G+ dG dH sintlL? 132)
d1:+ dr ~ Tk (

dZ
H+Kza——AG 0, (133)

where
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k2
2
_ (BA+2u)%a’T, (135)
(A+2p)pc
Solving (132), (133) for steady-state solutions, we obtain :
O t) = —=PC(H, sin 1+ H, cos 1) sin (136)
a(34+2p) L’
T(x,,t .
M=(G,sm r—+—Gzcosr)cosﬁ, (137)
T, L

where

B 0oL2(1—KD)A
B = = ¥ A A=K T,” (138)

QoL (1+A—-KHA

H. =~ [(A-KH2+(1+A—KH)kT,’ (139)
_ 0,L*(1-K?)*
G = [(1—-K)*+(1+A—K)T,’ (140)
201 _ g2 _ k2
G, — QoL*(1-K)(1+A—-K?) (141)

T [(=K)2+(A+A—-KHQkT,"

Since the problem is linear, the solution is a sum of the steady-state and transient solutions.
For the same reason the design sensitivity solution is a sum of steady-state sensitivity
solution and transient sensitivity solution. The steady-state part in the sensitivity solution
corresponds to the steady-state part in the original solution, and, therefore, only the steady-
state part in the original solution needs to be taken into account for sensitivity analysis
since we are interested in the steady-state sensitivity.

The chosen design parameter is T,. Then, the sensitivity equations in DDM are reduced
to two equations for the displacement and temperature sensitivities i, and 7"

*T oT 8%, 8%u,
k—axf —pc o —(3/1+2u)aTom +a(3x+2u)m =0, (142)
o2, GETR oT

We note that except for the right-hand side (142) and (143) are not different from (128)
and (129). Therefore, solving them similarly, we obtain the solutions for sensitivities :

Lpc . . X
i = —————a(uizﬂ) (A4, sin 1+ A, cos t)smf', (144)
T = To(B, sin 1+ B, cos 1) cos%, (145)

where
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H,(1-K*)—H,(1-K*+A)

A ==K+ (- K+ 0T,

A, (146)

H (1-K)+H,(1-K*+A)

A= — =K+ (1K + DT,

A, (147)

H,(1-K»’—H,(1-K*+A)(1-K?)

= A 148
By (A=K +(1-K*+A)T, ’ (148)
—H,(1-K»)*—H,(1-K*+A)(1-K?)
= 149
B, [(1—-K)*+(1-K2+A)’]T, (149)
Taking derivatives of H,, H,, G, G, with respect to T,, we obtain
dH,
ﬁ = AI;
dH,
a:; = AZ’
dG,
870_ - BI’
dG,
m = B,. (150)
Hence,
du _
ar, = “v
dTr

This verifies that the solutions of the sensitivity equations (142), (143) &, T are the
sensitivities of u;, T.

8.2. Example 2 : Thermoviscoelastic medium, DDM

Consider the same problem as in the previous example, but with viscoelastic material.
We consider a linear thermoviscoelastic material with infinitesimal strains and with the free
energy function proposed in Christensen and Naghdi (1967) :

p'/j=P|//o+£ Dyt~ 7) udT—J‘t A@— )a_&d

| .
+§j j G,-jkl(t—‘[,t—S)%(—r)‘%l(i)des

a't as
—_ J‘t J‘l d)ij(t—‘t’ t_s) 68,5:1') aja‘gs) dt ds
6T 8T
f f e (T) a? de ds. (st

The constitutive equations for stresses and entropy are:
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t a t T
o, = Dy(0) +L¢ G (1 —1,0) egt(’) dt—ﬁm ,(0,t—7)° a?) dr, (152
' de.. t or
pn = 2(0)+ J O,(1—1,0) sgf) dr+ J m(t—1,0) ait) dr. (153)

Equations (120), (123), (124), (126) and (127) from the previous example do not change.
Neglecting the second order terms, the current system of equations is reduced to two
integrodifferential equations for the displacement u, and the temperature 7T':

! 53ul ! 62T azul
J_xK(t—r) T ot dt—J‘_g0 o(t—1) 3x, o7 dr = Pt (154)
o%u, ! o%u, oT J oT k 0°T r
¢(0) ax. o1 +Jl;x(t—r) ax. ot dr+n(O)E+ » ﬂ(t—r)adr = ?0 5)}7+p }—0,
(155)
where

Ket—1)=G((t—1,0), ¢(t—1)=®,,(t—71,0),

%, n(t—1) =m(t—1,0), ﬁ:df.

o =

]
dt

Assuming that the internal heat source is given by pr = sin ¢ cos (x,/L) we obtain the steady-
state solutions:

u,(x,,1) = (H,sint+H,cos 1) sin%, (156)
T(x,,t) = (G, sin t+ G, cos t)cos%, (157)
where
€1 Q0
H =-—"—F5—, 158
=@, (158)
£20,
H, = — 2= (159)
2T (E+EDT,
- 160
G ="T&+kH Tt iexy e (160)
p (p+K)K,+K;
- — 161
C:= - kv T Lk O (161)
k
oo K)K.+ K3 +p O FF (162)
fl —“5+W[(P+ s s+ < sz2+K3,
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k
Bs 2
L’T, 0 K)K,+K;
G = ah $0) = ppr pnt + PO PLRIRERS, (163)

with K,, K, &, o, B, and B, being sine and cosine Fourier transforms of the respective
relaxation functions with unit angular frequency.

The design parameter is the intensity of the internal heat source Q,. Then, performing
the Frechet differentiation and reducing the obtained sensitivity equations to two equations
for the sensitivities of the displacement #, and the temperature T, we obtain:

' T o &
f_K(t )6 K I P (164)
! 0%, oT [ oT k *T (pr)y
¢(O)6x 7 L“(’_’)axlard””(o)éfrﬁmﬂ(’_’)é?dr ot T,
(165)

where (pr)’ is d(pr)/0Q,.

Again, the sensitivity equations are identical to the primary equations with the excep-
tion of the right-hand side due to the linearity of the primary equations.

Solving the above equations, we obtain :

. & o LX)
# (x,,t) = (H,sin t+ H, cos ) sin T (166)
F(x1, 1) = (G, sin 1+ G, cos 1) cos%, (167)

with H, H,, G, and G, being given by the following expression

H, =@f€l—§)T_o’ (168)
H,= _(—ff‘%’ (169)
- Ui M s o

It is clear from (158)—(161) and (168)—(171) that

~ dH,
H, =_—"—"—

1 on’
.. dH,
A, ==-*

2 dQO’
~ dG,
1= do,

SAS 30:5-C
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daG,

G2=d—Q0, (172)

and, therefore, the obtained i, and T are sensitivities of u, and 7.

8.3. Example 3 : Thermoelastic medium, AVM

We consider the same problem as in example 1, but a quasistatic one meaning that the
magnitude of the inertial term is small compared to the two other terms in eqn (129), and
it can be dropped. Equation (128) does not change. Now we are considering the interval
[0, L] along the x, axis. The boundary conditions are:

ui(0) =u, (L) =0; ¢,(0) =¢,(L) =0. (173)

Consider the following expression for the heat source:
pr = @y sin t cos % (174)

The initial condition is:
T(0) = 0. (175)

We express the displacement field and the temperature field as:

u, = H(t)sin %,

T = G(1) cos F—Z—‘ (176)

For the functions H and G, we obtain equations:

EH+({H = Qqsint,
G =y H, (177)

where

n(A+2u) i1
= pe T 2wy FaT,
¢ cha(3/1+2u)+(3l+ u)Loz o
3 (A+2u)
L aGi+2p)’

_ n(A+2u)
T La(3A+2u)”

{=k

Solving eqns (177), we get:

H = H,(cos t—e 9"+ H, sin ¢,
G = yH,(cos t—e ¥ 4y H,sin 1, (178)

where
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Hl = éZéQZZ’
H, =€§—$057’ (179)

To illustrate an application of AVM we will calculate sensitivity of the displacement u, at
the coordinate x;, = y and point in time ¢ = t with respect to the design parameter Q. In
such a case the general performance functional becomes:

= f’og(t—t)[fL S(x,—y)u,(xl,t)dx,]dt. (180)
0 0

The adjoint equations in the case of the infinitesimal strains cannot be obtained by just
dropping the higher order terms like in the case of a nonlinear continuum. The entire
process of derivation of the adjoint equations has to be repeated in order to arrive at the
sought equations. The adjoint equations obtained in our case are :

oA 3142
% ba-08 -9 =0, =i+ -1, 2 g
1
6/1, 624 4
a—+15 0 —ka:+/15(3l+2u)a—167;—0,
o4 .
‘5_2”4‘0 A¢—pTok, = 0. (181)

Equations (181) can be reduced to two equations for 1, and 4,:

(A+2 )a—zﬁ— GA+2w)T, 0'4, —8(t—1)8 )=0
U a o ) oataxl (t—1)o(x,—y) =0,

0%A, 4, 012

k—— = +az(3,1+2y)—+ T (182)

It is clear, however, from (93) and (176) that (182) can be written in a weak form :

Lo*a, . mx, Latd, | mx g
(i+2u)J; Ef—sdex,—a(3/1+2u)To X 6—t(')_x,sn L —8(1— r)sm—
04 nx X, L oA nx
kJ; e zzcos dx,+a(3l+2u)f —cos i3 ,+ch; T,jt—zcos—L—'dxl =0.
(183)
Expressing 4, and 4, as
. X

ll = ﬂ,Sln Tl,
Iy = Brcos 1, (184)

and substituting (184) into (183), we obtain equations for 8, and 8,:
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Bi=CiBa—Cas EsBi—Eubrtoi—Dysin S =0, (185)
where
¢ = kn
"= La(3it 20)
g Lpe
2 na(3A+2p)°
g T2
3= 2L s
aou(3L+2u) T,
o=

Equations (185) have to be solved with a terminal condition :

Ba(ty) = 0. (186)

Solving equation (185) with the terminal condition (186), we obtain the solution for f8,:

. Ty
sin 2
et if <,
B, = K (187)
0, if t>1,
where
; . &g
kK=2E8+84; 7= ‘I,:}

Sensitivity @, of the displacement u, with respect to the design parameter O, can be
calculated now by utilizing (111) and (94). In the present case, the formula becomes :

Substituting (174), (184) and (187) into (188), we obtain

[y sin T —cos t+e ] sin 2. (189)

A TEE L

Calculating the derivative with respect to @, of the displacement u, given by (176), we
observe that

N du,
h =30, (190)

which verifies AVM.
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9. CONCLUSION

The formulation for design sensitivity analysis of transient dynamic, arbitrarily non-
linear fully coupled thermoviscoelastic systems was presented. The constitutive rep-
resentation was based on the description of simple thermoviscoelastic materials in irre-
versible thermodynamics. A performance functional allowing to calculate sensitivities of
the quantities on either deformed or undeformed configurations was used. Domain para-
metrization or reference volume concept was used for unification of shape and nonshape
design sensitivities. Both DDM and AVM sensitivity equations were obtained. As usual,
depending on the problem at hand, either of the methods may be advantageous. However,
for transient problems the DDM is probably superior since an initial value problem is
solved contrary to a terminal value problem in the AVM. Simple analytical examples for
DDM as well as for AVM were solved illustrating and verifying the developed equations.
The presented development provides a good starting point for the discretization of the
developed equations and establishing the relations between the primary structural analysis
and the design sensitivity analysis for subsequent numerical implementation.
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