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Abstract

This paper applies an optimization algorithm for the elastic truss structures, The acceler-
ation technique utilized in this study is the geometric programming method developed by
the Operation Research or the applied 'methematics.

The applicability and the efficiency of: the algorithm applied in this study are tested for
four different trusses. Test results show that the optimum solutions are obtained after only
one or seven iterations which is very small compared with other techniques and no oscilla-
tion is needed for the convergency. Test rusults also show that the Geometric Programming
Method is also effective algorithm for the convergency of the Optimum Solution in case of

only being compared with the number of iteration.
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