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Fig. 1 FEA Model Table 1 Material Properties
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3-1. /Hﬂ]o]]]. g; /\z

...... — 2 T & Variation Factor
Y Variation Factor Lo(3) n t R E
v 1 |az| 2 | sse | -
S m t R E " 2 |sta| 225 | 65 -
- 3 |e¥4aF| 25 75 -
0
L 1 |@az| 2 [s5.6| - 4 | FRP | 2 65 -
E D 5 FRP | 225 75 -
X .6 -
v | 2 | e 225 65 | - E 6 | FRP | 25 | S5
7 STS 2 75 -
E L
8 STS | 225 | 556 -
L 3 | SIS | 25 | 75 -
9 STS 2.5 65 -
Table 2 Factors & Levels Table 3 Orthogonal array table

of Lo(3")

229 AFZREH £EL Fo|UN TIH BXE F=E3T, A FHE A8 FEW
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2 AAHAR, RA2AY FFS BFF7] A3 24 mE AA=R A
stk Ex AA #AAA dedE ex3e] d¥olth Table 32 4Ax 35F S Z s
dEE Yehn o] BE o|&38td Agste 81719 RS 9709 REE Z2330T
)4 242 FRPS} STSS Mel3lgll. FRP, & A#7dZa2ge fIdH/2 23
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ZaAge FHog /IR AAAEE HUFgos 1 4% ¢ glo} Alkth 7183,
Fext}l 7§ FRPE W& & U3, ¥HHI, Jolx 2%] So 2qit) STS(=H e &2
g)e yra 2 WaAel ¢, ARTHANM LAED wEo] FHeo JBARAHANM /2P
Aot

g7} FRP STS

g3 A4, GPa 205.8 61.781 200
ro}gH] 0.33 0.35 0.29
3823, MPa 230 784.53 275
A%, kg/m’ 7850 2000 8000

Table 4 Material Properties
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3-3. fra sy
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16.8, 24, 31kg/caE F43H1, HF #EE AT JALHL 31ke/arZ B HTh

4. 34 25 4 1

4-1. von Mises stress
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(g) Model 7 (h) Model 8 (i) Model 9
von Mises stress SN H] . .
Tdu3 SN Factors Affectlrolg ratio,
1 -50.00 %
2 -47.28
3 4497 m 2.304
4 -48.41
5 25.90 t 42.453
6 -47.58 R 53,513
7 -47.06 ’
8 -48.81
5 4622 E 1.730
(j) Distribution of stress (k) The ratio of SN () Affecting Ratio
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Fig. 3 The Results of Finite Element Analysis(von Mises stress)
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4-2. Maximum displacement

2.2 T T T T T T T T T
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Ea ) """ X
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0.0 L L ! 1 ! ' . L 1 9 5.5473
1 2 3 4 5 8 7 8 9
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(a) Maximum Displacement (b) The ratio of SN
Factors Affecting ratio, %
74.606
t 14.690
R 10.600
E 0.104
(c) distribution of Maximum displacement (d) Affection Ratio

Fig. 4 The Results of Finite Element Analysis(Maximum displacement)

Fig. 4= LPG 95" 39 ¢A% Maximum displacements] w3t s Ao|t) HA

— 131 -



Fig. 4d)¢] &5 W #97F 24 glo} 713 2 719 st A= 74606%9 71
E JHAE 242 249 d4e] MYd & 4TS Fu At I FeEE BHRHE
2 7198 e FAAT nxe 9EFEL 106%0) B3ttt gt e HAHe] &
2 2Yste WIS 29 & Aok 23E=E ZEt2E AYe FRP Eue &Y AEY
273 2EQels 2do] 530, FAL wAES 245 fdth sA FRPY &
ge 29 AGY AAEG AR 7] WEA HZ AT Aol v 58tk 2
3 Fig. 4(a)9) Z#WZAN 2 HYE HY 4, 5 69 EHAAN ZZ 2.040mm,
1.671mm, 1.777mm7} 24497 2 1 £3& d$ Addn & £ Jdo. 2822 FRP
AaA7 BRSO nE RYsrle WS Y53, e BEYE Zo] 2ok It

AT et Wl FHAME o AR2REH A Y FoAe 3W 2do] /MR 5
3], 2, 9 Edo] ggog $43}

oo @ 4y 2

4-3. weight
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Z 80 2 -22.2387
R 3 -23.1067
5 80 4 -9.3539
g 5 -10.3241
=40 6 -11.3082
g 7 -21.3488

:z 8 22,4443

0 9 -23.3108
Model
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(c) Affection Ratio
Fig. 5 The Results of Finite Element Analysis(weight)
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Fig. 6 The Comparison of optimized model & original model
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