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The Sensitivity Analysis and Optimization for the
Development of the SMD Performance

In-Hyuk Cha*, Chang-Soo Han*, Jung-Duck Kim**

ABSTRACT

In this paper, A design strategy of the Surface Mounting Device for accurate and better performance is
studied. Analytical modeling, sensitivity analysis, and optimization are being conducted. The ANSYS soft-
ware and experimental method are used for the verification of the analytical equations with boundary
conditions. Through the sensitivity analysis, the most dominant design parameter can be detected.
The optimum design parameters for improving the given performances are selected by using the opti-
mization algorithm. The design tool based on the design strategy for the analysis, modeling, and optimiza-
tion will be useful for a re-design and better improving of the SMD.

Key Words : Analytical modeling(e12® 2d), Sensitivity analysis(A2%s4), Optimization(HZ ),
Design tool (A %TF), SMD(EHAR7]).

Nomenclature
W(x); : Zoluek(longitudinal) A ERE g4

E, : 49 & (Young's Modulus) G, . Shear modulus

I (94 RHE i 234 maE

Aarea, * EBH (m) % ¥ EY(Torsional) +54 & Faig 13
m, BE A% (B9201% A% kg/mm) A8 nfgk (=1...5)

w o AES (Hz) @;  : Zo|¥¥(Longitudinal) 54 e Fais
Z(x); :z%% Y (bending) RE &4 ueg el 943k (i=1..5)

Ux); : x,y39%2] #4 (bending) 7= g BiB; i B, B; T (bending) EFo| g Foly
@(x); : HE# (torsional) AFEZ T WA A o] gk

* Fekdi gt A7) A F87 CIM & Robotics Lab.
d AAgFE AL 74
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E.[T . EI,
P = 2,4’5 X X finl{]
(-1249 3 (I
E]I . E.T.
P 3 oy itz
(i=3) (\/—“—mi 7 )( mit )
L2 : x5 o] (body 3)
L > yZ o] ( body 1&2 and body 4&5)
i : body W& (1..5)
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Fig. 1 System definition for the analysis

2.2 NAY nEE

AN2d 2@ 2 bodye] FE &) TS 7
2 W 2% (bending) # Z3o) 23 X YT koA
w3 T8 (bending) &F0] EAld iz o]e} §nl
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2.2.1 ¥ (bending) =0 g AA=A

Barg] ¥ (bending)25< 1% w4442 2(1)
% Zor %3 (bending)+FA % 434 & AA=
A& A (2) Vel

L gy -0 0

HB) =0, 2010 200, Zat)-0
L) o Tl o k) o ih)

), ¥, M ¥,
Uy(-1)=0, Uy(b)=0, U,(-L)=0
aZ,(-1) . dU,@1)
Us(L) = =0, =0
()=0 W ¥, @
Zy(-h) _ o WUsth) _
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2.2.2 Y[E¥ (torsiona) R=of| tigt AA 2=

HEY 252 AT Q] o2 4L 4 (3)3 2
oo HEY FAT F%E F= FA2AS A
Ve gl

2

L0 - pow =0 ®

ch( ll) = O’ (I’z(lz) =0, ‘1)4(“11) =0, q)s(lz) =0
4)

2.2.3 o (Longitudinal) R=d) i3t A2

Aol (Longitudinal) £5< % dutgel m 2y
A2 g 2o Zolwd(longitudinal) +E T
AFE F AAZAL H(6)7 2

il T8 ) =0 3

Wl( =0, Wy (L) =0, Wy(-4) =0, Ws(L,)=0 (6)

2.2.4 2% (Coupled) 2.2 tJ3 A4 =z

Z bodys] AARRAE & H(2.2.1 ~ 2.2.3)4A
ARG FEEHL EPH oz HARY F 4 ¥ 2
ZEdA #AT He, 71¢7], 29E, A99Y (shear
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Z,(0) = Z,(0), Z5(0) = Z,(0)

2,(0) = Z(0), 2,(0) = Z,(0)
L) g, IO 0)
dhe e a, ¥,
O g0,  ,0)=3,0)
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ox
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E.l, f% - —G,J, (29;5_0) - %550_))
U =U,0),  T,(0)=T(0)

W) =Us(0),  W(0) = W,(0)

aU,(0) _ U(0)

3U(0) _ U,(0)

Iy 2
U,4(0) = Us(0),
W, )= Us(L, )’

M 2
U,(0) = Wa (L)
W,(0) = Ws(0)

U, 0) dU(0) dU(0) dUs(L,)

?

) 2 o ox
3
ESIS d USS(O) = ElAareaI( aVVI(O) - dW'Z(O))
o My dy,
*W,(0 JUL(0)  JUZ(0
E3Aarea3 3( ) = *Eljl(j;g_) - _ajjg—)—)
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3*U,(0 92U, (0) J*U,(0
E313 32( ) = E1 11( 12( )_ 22( ))
ox iy %)
3
E3I3a—U}’g£2—) = _E4Aarea4( BM(O) - i “/5(0))
ox 5}’1 '5')’2‘
W, (L,) FUL0) *U(0)
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EJl,—32X22 = _E,J ) g Ys
oal ) “( »? %

3 zom ¥s, 71¢71¢9 AFHE 24709 AAxAH
PAE AGEHZ #4AY 12919 AAZAL 2L F 4
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Hi ZAEE 23, AdEL 34 Hu)E e 3EE
th N ERLEY AS meEE 14 B P FUR 28
"9 Zo|W(longitudinal) SFd A 13 HuRge
ATEg on gt

mEkA 2.2.1-2.2.37A18 AAZAH ()8 ZAzA
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28 9] 3% WA (frequency equation)

(MuMzz - M12M21)(M;1M;2 - M:ZM;‘I) =0 (8)
& FEHAT g7

My = R, cos(ByLy )+ Ry sin(B,L, ) + Rs cosh(B,L, ) + R, sinh(B,L,)
- BiPy - BB, - B;BoFs - BiPo Py

My, = R, cos(BsL;) + Ry sin(ByL,) + Rs cosh(B;L,) + Rysinh(BsL, )
- BiByBy - BBoPy

My, = Bysin(Bsl,) - Ry cos(B;L,) + Ry sinh(B;L,) + R, cosh(f;L,)
- 2A; (Dl'z - l)Pu

Mo, = Ry sin(B;L,) - R, cos(BsL,) + Ry sinh(B,L,) + Ry cosh(B,L,)
-24,D; - 24 (D -V,

M= B:BBy; + ﬁ;BBI-IiHHlO + ﬁ;P F Si“(ﬂ;Lz) - B; PP, cos(ﬂ;Lz)
- 3 PR,sinh(B;L,) - B3 PP, cosh(B;L,)

My, = BBy HH, + B, PR sin(B;Ly) - B3 PP cos(P;L,)
- B PPysinh(B;L; ) - B PP, cosh(B; L)

My, = -PPy cos(ByL;) - P, sin(B;L,) + PFs cosh(B;L,)
+ PPysinh(B;1,) - AA; (-DD; - DDy HH o +1)

M, = -PB cos(B;L;) ~ PP,sin(B; L) + PBs cosh(BL; )
+ PP,sinh(B; L,) + AA; DD}, HH,
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olf 4] (1),(3),(5)7} ¥kl & 27] YA & (8)4
£ BE3le uH ASF wib 248l g}, oy
MMy (i=12,j=12)t wol 2% oz A9g
ot Myol &g AFRES} Mo o8] Jehbe AER
= A2 SY50] YehIng (8)43 2o) Mo B
g3 Myo) B Foz JFEHE. B =R
(8)49 M;3} M;& E@EY] 939 Fod & 7%
o] gl AP, 4(8)E BEdE Alade] 1
AZFE 27) 939 bisection methodE o430
o £HFE 94 AF o2 S7HAIY H7 2AEe *
o] 313 FHe A% T Zohfa o] M)A
A 2lo] 28 Folflgith

2.3 292 s HZ

o| 23 RYPE v o2 Alxde] 3 /AFFE ALt
& WAem Table 1.9 sj42Ql vhg o2 ol
AFFS FEMO.E Zopd /3548 Hasigch
Table 1(1)2 @A Al2g9] Ho[E{E AN} HIjoln
(2)9H(3)2 A47 Wyo J& zdg BFHL U=
&) slste) AA HolHE 7[Eeg Yol FAE o
oje] gro.2 AN A 43 o]},

Table 1.9) (1),(2),(3)A%NAN ¢ 4 A& v} &
o] #iid whdeo] og &4 Aol FEMe 2% 34
ATt AY FAHE & 4 e 44 mdd by
# HAY gFAE 88 AFHAYL ¥ F QA
ol} Fig.14lA A& E Z hodye SCREWY L/M
guide o8] #-Fo] A= ] glof ¢ bodyWAME F
FEE O 9RF BAXE 24 9o, g2k §43
o B 9§ rdYs FEMED Yo BAHE Fol1

Table 1. The comparison of the natural frequency

(case) 2 Eﬂl A FEM | Analytic Method

1 5.72Hz 5.93Hz

(§)) 2 3.70H=z 3.45Hz
3 10.61Hz 10.04Hz
1 6.83Hz 6.69Hz

(2 2 9.34Hz 9.88Hz
3 11.25Hz 11.36Hz
1 7.91Hz 7.82Hz

3 2 10.73Hz 9.44Hz
3 11.70Hz 11.72Hz
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vlwe] Bfgd-E 0|7] Siste] FUAT FAA Y B
< 22 e Ao P EAY 549 body= 1+
A% 223 7 bodyEel 247t shile] EGE 2=
E o8 9AEY BN EL AHFHEA ). Table2d)
P FE< Y39z FEMELH S Table29] 3
£ o|43tavt.

Table 2. Data for the simulation

Definition | Parameter | Definition Parameter
of Parameter | value of Parameter | value

el(p2) 7850E-9 o4 p5) 7850E-9

Al(A2) 9961.39 A4(AD) 3800

121(1z2) 16963877.2|  124(125) 1594324.47

Ix1(Ix2) [17648201.6| IxA(Ix5) 2401726.57

E1(E2) TOE3 EA(ES) T0E3
03 3482 5E-9 Iy3 3873882.33
A3 5272.16 E3 210E3
3 79977419.6

3 AAY OIZtE 4 L A

3.1 NAE MA @40 Dtz

Azgle) dA o= A8 77 dE 7 dev
£ =M= bodyd Al 938 £ F Jle 849 @
HEAF(m) FATHED), 2 bodyZel(L)d g A~
g NAxg AWiy ¥, Fig.3-1074 2 249
Age g A28 aRAEF H13E Yehider &
T = v Hrkg Adle dgdHtE PG
ol T Lo} 717 Al A ke Ao e Alx
H 1fA%Y 9228 Ui, 4 2g=e x&e

Table 3. The simulation data for the sensitivity analysis

Definition of Parameter Definition of | Parameter

Paramets value Paramet value

m1(m2) 2.099E-2 md(ms5) 1.119E-2

Al1(A2) 7.746E3 A4(AB) 4.129E3 -

Tz1(1z2) 2.845E6 124(125) 791.709E6

Ix1(Ix2) 1472E7 Ix4(Ix5) 1.120E6

E1(E2) 7.0E4 E4(E5) TOE3
m3 1.383E-2 Iy3 5.497E6
A3 3.503E3 E3 1.037ES
123 2.509E6
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2713l e %2 vehin Fo4R 2713ke) 60%°1A
140%7AR 1%4 Z74AZc, 222 31 gl Hg Al
¥ 1HR 55 d3E y&d Hz2 EANEAT. Body
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7 3 23l 49 di§ APE A og=2 Yl
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AATE A28 AW dig A9 AP
IO 2 3892 94T 2 Nad 3349 4 4
A g Huj R 7o s B =RdAe
N2T 3o fogE Y& Finite Differential
Method (FDM)& A&+t

A28 7} bodyd AMAY HRHG & a4 S
B 71 2 98 e madA i A8E
AA 2235 Z body7t L body 9] A8 &d 4
Zd A 71 AujFe GdFozal 5o glon
g #9% BAAZ 2= A0F 7Pl 8.
Table 3.9 AH4E 2ARES Feldgon o g5
Zzte] g% AF YFF Table2.9 FH ik th2d
o] glevt FEMS Z#¢ vz 433 A% 1 63 E
B}AE 4 A5t

#4 RAEZD S 33 AY2 dEAdR(m) g &
Bof tigt A28l 2gAFS ] WS 2} bodyo] e
AW P d7 27)go 2 FE 22 HEE 449 n@tE
Z7HNHE W Al 259 982 body3e] HE ZA et
32 o % 993 bodyl,2 body4,59 £o2 WAE7}
wolA & & 5= YA 538 bodyl,29] A5 AL =
717 AE me] F718 net Al2d nfAFTrt F

20

15-%‘

16

0.8 0.7 0.8 0.9 1.1 1.2 1.3 1.4

p
%(x100)
Fig. 2 Perturbation for the m of the body 3
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7t Ese AL B 4 gl 27)3e] g3l Ar o
2 A% Jehan, a=e] ARE FHH U A
Axge ZP5dAe AA A2de IRAFFE ¥
o]7] YA e body3s mEE Mo ZaATE WEF
oz Aol Fhe AL ¢ & UMY Fig. 28
body3¢] @A H tfd A= Z} 18 Lot}

go02 A2d 7 bodyd BRAH(m)EE Al
71z BARAEDRES HEAA 71 Az="e] $EE
ARE A% mEd A WA= AR @AAAR
body3e] FFAE7} T} bodyd] WHERT ¥2& ¢
& gtk wEha A28 AN THAFFE E0l
e THE bodyRthHe body3d) & 7l %9l
€ wEke AA%e R fEitie As ¢+ UM
%}, Fig. 3& RYEME(D g Wz €7 oz
o|t},

8 0.7 0.8 0.9 14 1.2 1.3 1.4

1
%(x100)

Fig. 8 Perturbation for the I of the body 3
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FE 20]7] Y- E body3e] 4Ad B FHE
ojof k7 body3el AAA] Igke] =FE ZFadet=
m#E 7FERE Folx o] Bl wigzdide 2EL
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Aol #eElEithe R & 4 I
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A B ool dHg 6709 FEoZ Ure 4zt
Azl s dA4zg PR o A
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]
Screw O le

Part 4
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L/M guide
Fig. 4 Cross section shape of the body3

) 1 1.1
% (x100)

Fig. 5 Perturbation for the L/M guide area
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Fig. 6 Perturbation for the SCREW diameter
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3
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Fig. 7 Perturbation for the SCREW y position
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Fig. 8 Perturbation [or the area of the frame(1,4)
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Halg YT 44 HFEE part 1-49 4z Y
ojgh Folz Gt} F b,h(i=123,4)9 84E HA
HER 8 GHAS HagE ¢ JEE BA 48
AA @i AR g} o) AL ¢ Ao NRE N A
Z Hlgoz 3 Ao}, =, @HAFo] FESFE uid
BRE Z7MNY 4 Qo BZ AMAR AHAE B
A3 v A7 Qe dRAES Jig AYE Fr)
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34 ¥4 Min f- Zblhi
I

4 24
gl)=al-Iz=<0
g2)=be-Iys0

11
)= o 0
= T Ea s
m m
H=2 _ M o
8 b T Ebe =
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al + A X272 body3el thak Iz ( = 3.059380E6 )
be : #A] Al2wle] hody3el thet Iysh( = 5.496644E6 )
E 44 N2=g Egk (= 1.037E5)

m,: A Azelel mgk (= 1.3827E-2)

TEZ2A4 L framed GHHL Fo| 1 [FL 4
HARE AT 5 YZE cost functiond F&8Hx 9l
o oA gElM P& g(1)F ¢(2) HHsE
body 3¢ thframe A4¢] VRRAET} @A A A
o IREYe AXE P& 93 g(3)& FHE
frame®] YWk 3ojFako] HA] R} F2E L&)
2 9ler g(4)e ¥ AANTUE AZPS o Z
wape g AX e Ao A3 o)W FEY oA
% 7&stan vk aam 75 2704 AeEHE 24
9 Aot YEEL frame?d L/M guide, SCREWS]
#E BAF T g AL, ojuf HA e Fag
A Ao i 2713 @A A JE QAR
2 Hon 1 e g 2o,

Part 1 = (120.5)
Part 2 = (10.61)
Part 8 = (10,25)
Part 4 = (120,10)

Part 5 = (23,23)
Part 6 = 20
9 Gyl x=by=hi=1.4

AA S 9@ A= st zs 27139 50%,
Aegro g 27139 150%%% AHgdtgen oA
A 2Agte] AA A AEE F Y 43¢
Fol ek 87 sl Wag ol

3.3.2 343 44y ¢ 2%

HA3 27, & framed W& A& theH 2ot

Part 1 = (60, 3.4)
Part 2 = (5, 91.5)
Part 3 = (5, 12.5)
Part 4 = (147.9, 5)

A ol UiE HA 3 F 99 22 framed] BRI
X 47t dojFen U 4 Ao & 4 IFe]
SCREWH] A zao 2 7158 A e Aol A
e AA e FIFAESE Foled FEH AR e
Red AL A AZHY TRIFRE F 14 BE
7} 2ol A dEhy) g Bolm) w13 REst v
o2 JEdE SCREWE X 7hed & Yige
Z #AFAI= Ao £e]& Aolth Table 4= HAE
body39] @9 BAXFE A &8t Alzvle nfdE
T8 78 248 vw FE g Aot}

Table 4.914 & 4 $i5%e] body3el TH AA 24
g H23 Z3 AA Axde 187554 44
29 5%, 20.14%% 27} st} Az =13, 2304
M= & 2718 o 837 REE 1284 RERT'S
2 2718 297 Table 5.+ 47 A48 5344 3
A8 7YY F frame?] HAFAFE REPS WY B
AAE vag Aotk Hag Az st dHEL
A FAET A& £ 5 dor A g HPTE 2

Table 4. The result cornpan'sbn on the optimization of the
crossection design parameter

B &
colZ (aAa|  #4sas

12 2= | 69789 | 855 | +225%

23 2= | 77909 | 936 | +20.14%

| 3t =e= | 14125 | 1458 [ +3.22%
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g s FPF F M 9eA wheEe FES

Table 5. The variation comparison of the material property

H =
&3 LE B CEEEE
m 1.3827E~2| LOG8E-2 | -25.00% -
A 3.503E3 | 2.303E3 | -34.27%
Iz 3.0594F6 | 3.0504E6 | 0%
Iy 5.4997E6 | 5.4966E6 | -0.06%
3y 04105 | 03501 | -14.72%
| sz 1.51 0.99 | -52.53%
i |
(Original shape)
(Optimized shape)

Fig. 9 The comparison of Frame cross section shape

128

foh) 1 R0 UE FAE 9% A% AL A2
de) Ay ur D4AF4E AN Ao % W
4 27 ZaAd § IR,

4,2 B

& =24 SMD9] 45 Mds] g oz
X-Y2EE o84 2dsta st 487 FEMS]
AN dstet vmate] I BEEE AFAAT 0|8 =
A3 o] &3t Alzwlo] A oA fF VARE 5
Pt 28G5 A WA IS F= QAE
Fob oz VAL Ay A8 2A= AAIRAEA o
3 AHEE TR T @R ) B 2
2 AARNE ANFA. FF AR 2E B =RoA o]
24 28N A9 $d 845E pshs Aold 17
SEN ESE HERHE XS T AL AT 2 & H
A o Ael GeAd Batehud T4 deelA
9 BEAEE o8 & UES 3ok T Aot

Frad

1. Singiresu S. Rao, Mechanical vibration thrid
Edition, Addison-Wesley, 501-564p.

2. Leonard Meirobitch, Analytical Methods in
vibration , Macmillan, 126-204p,328-380p.

3. Andrew D. Dimarogonas, Vibration for Engi-
neering, Prentice Hall, 403-450p.

4. o]E=F, BENT, AR o FAAPE w7
T B A5AE, A AERIRA4E 4
3, 451-457p, 1994.



