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ABSTRACT

This paper presents an approximate reanalysis methods of structrues based on substructuring
for an effective optimization of large-scale structural systems. In most optimal design
procedures the analysis of the structure must be repeated many times. In particular, one of the
main obstacles in the optimization of structural systems are involved high computational cost
and expended long time in the optimization of large-scale structures.

The purpose of this paper is to evaluate efficiently the structural behavior of new designs
using information from previous ones, without solving basic equations for successive
modification in the optimal design. The proposed reanalysis procedure is combined Taylor series
expansions which is a local approximation and reduced basis method which is a global
approximation based on substructuring. This technique is to choose each of the terms of Taylor
series expansions as the basis vector of reduced basis method in substructuring system which
is one of the most effective analysis of large -scale structrues. Several numerical examplies
illustrate the effectiveness of the solution process.
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Fig. 3 Substructure model for Thirty-bar cantilevered
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Table 1. Design data for thirty-bar cantilevered truss

Modulus of elasticity : 10,000 ksi
Allowable stress limit : * 250 ksi
Displacement limit : £ 100 in
Specific weight : 0.10 ib/in3
Lower limit on area : 0.01 in2
Upper limit on area : 100 in2

Loading condition : 1
(1) -10 kips acting in v - direction at node point 1

CPU TIME ( sec )

Fig. 4 Comparisons of CPU time for thirty-bar
cantilevered truss
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Table 2. Comparisons of results for thirty-bar cantilevered truss

Sub Global Linking .
No design design Exact LOCAS GLOBAS GLOCAS Reference™
| variable(in® variable
257,10 1 06119 0.3357 0.6037 0.6118 0.6026
1 1,34 2 0.3154 0.0100 0.3178 0.3233 0.3246
689 3 0.2835 0.0100 0.2878 0.3035 0.2864
12,15,17,20 4 1.4079 1.2857 1.4064 14371 1.6025
2 11,1314 5 0.2346 0.0100 0.2837 0.3006 0.2996
16,18,19 6 0.2921 0.0100 0.2838 0.2999 0.2996
22,25,27,30 7 2.8257 1.5455 2.8478 2.6890 2.5585
3 21,2324 8 0.2856 0.0100 0.2836 0.3031 0.2876
26,2829 9 0.2854 0.0100 0.2868 0.2997 0.2876
Objective function(Ib) 260.89 12897 261.08 259.59 253.90
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Table 3. Design data for two hundred-bar cantilevered
fruss

Modulus of elasticity @ 30,000 ksi T

Allowable stress limit © + 30.0 ksi

Displacement limit : + 05 in

Specific weight : 0.283 Ib/in3

Lower limit on area : 0.1 in2

Upper limit on area : none
Loading condition * 1 —‘
(1) 1 kips acting in x - direction at node point

1, 6, 15, 20, 29, 34, 43, 48, 57, 62, 71
{2) 10 kips acting in y - dircction at node point

1,2 3 4,5 6, 8,10, 12, 14, 15, 16,

17, 18, 19, 20, 22, 24,--,72, 73, 7475

42 200-8x EgA

200-%A4 BLHNY Evjxe Fig 63 2o
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Table 4. Comparisons of results for two hundred-bar cantilevered truss

Sub Global Linking
o design design Exact LOCAS GLOBAS?2 GLOCAS Reference”

| variable(in®) variable

14 1 0.2572 1.2871 05782 0.2216 0.1878

23 2 0.1000 15097 05341 0.1500 0.1000

517 3 43629 3.2749 36417 30739 47832

6,16 4 0.2751 2.0356 0.9676 0.3203 0.1703

7,15 5 0.1000 1.2475 0.1000 0.1000 0.1000

8,14 6 1.9624 2.3480 1.4859 2.1641 2.3462

9,13 7 0.1000 15478 0.1000 0.1001 0.1876

10,12 8 0.1521 0.9664 0.58%4 0.5220 0.1000

11 9 30539 17919 23417 2.0601 2.8800

1 1825 10 0.1000 0.1000 0.1000 0.1053 0.1000

19,20,23,24 11 0.1000 0.9642 0.1000 0.1000 0.1000

21,22 12 0.1000 0.9728 0.1000 0.1000 0.1000

26,38 13 6.5497 53722 6.1472 44182 6.7767

2737 14 0.1000 0.4920 0.1000 0.1001 0.1000

28,36 15 0.3003 2.7621 11162 0.3666 0.2361

29,35 16 29237 4.1455 2.3428 26387 33133

30,34 17 0.1644 0.9743 0.5689 0.4202 0.1732

31,33 18 0.1186 16147 0.1000 0.1316 0.2227

32 19 37982 33214 35058 25431 41473

56,63 10 0.1000 0.1000 0.1000 0.1000 0.1000

39,42 20 1.0634 2.0255 1.2077 0.2580 0.1000

4041 21 0.8128 1.0997 06175 0.1906 0.1000

4355 22 7.1252 53795 6.2274 6.5789 81292

4454 23 1.8230 2.5633 1.9200 0.5460 0.2476

4553 24 0.1000 2.2308 0.1000 0.1000 0.1000

4652 2% 45434 46661 49704 45858 4.4206

4751 26 0.4954 2.7464 0.4511 0.2400 0.2802

4850 27 0.1000 19535 0.4093 0.6736 0.2673

2 49 28 48772 41961 3.7844 3.5202 47929

57,58,61,62 29 0.1000 1.1871 0.1000 0.1000 0.1000

59,60 30 0.1000 1.0699 0.3148 0.1373 0.1002

64,76 31 84059 6.5909 7.3085 6.9913 9.3889

65,75 32 0.1000 1.2385 0.1000 0.1663 0.1000

66,74 33 1.9128 35161 2.0613 0.6005 0.3362

67,73 34 5.2246 58123 55733 51759 50733

6872 35 0.1000 2.1047 0.3809 0.6275 0.3008

69,71 36 05033 27411 0.4380 0.3230 0.3096

70 37 5.3783 5.2448 4.4097 40528 55744
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ST I BB 2A8 TS gt FRHHY

Global Linking
i“b design design | Exact LOCAS | GLOBASZ | GLOCAS | Reference?

© variable(in®) variable

94101 10 0.1000 0.1000 01000 01000 01000

7180 38 14291 25871 1.58% 03502 04967

7879 9 0.1000 1.6659 01038 03426 03865

81,93 40 80371 6.609 66204 9.1254 951%

2.9 41 23441 26929 25148 06610 09366

8391 ® 01000 31668 01000 01027 0.1000

84,90 43 74080 63072 78037 7.3670 62617

85,39 u 058% 32667 05478 0.4298 0.3508

8,88 5 05049 29%5 07239 05899 04835

3 87 P 59948 59547 44581 51690 58679

96,96,99,100 47 0.1000 1.6967 01000 0.1000 01000

998 8 01000 17114 04116 01714 01000

101,114 49 89718 75104 74393 9819 10.4800

108,113 5 0.1000 1.8497 0.1000 0.1000 01108

104,112 51 24367 40691 27169 0.7847 10313

106,111 ) 79631 72031 82844 8228 68203

106,110 53 05284 28641 06801 06989 05012

107,109 5 06035 34302 06157 05070 03754

108 5% 65908 6.78%4 49477 57631 6.4768

132139 10 01000 01000 01000 0.1000 01000

115,118 56 17947 31683 1.85%0 03136 09807

116,117 57 01717 24546 0.2061 03505 147840

119,131 58 81150 74720 72893 11.4476 9.1546

120130 5 29316 30675 30054 07532 31979

121,129 60 0.1000 36969 01000 0.1000 01000

122128 61 10.1831 768% 123204 103563 90271

123,127 62 0.1000 3835 0.1000 04837 02074

124126 63 07819 34771 09887 08937 09717

4 125 6 74193 75876 6.2301 65703 65380

133134137138 | 6 0.1000 23170 0.1000 0.1000 01000

135,136 66 0.1000 27879 0.1000 0.1267 0.1219

140,152 67 8.8542 8.2204 8.1181 12.2369 9.9624

141,151 68 0.1000 1885 0.1000 0.1000 01341

142,150 69 30691 49131 30027 0.7743 33000

143,149 70 106761 81350 129204 11.2561 95711

144148 7 08118 31917 0891 08950 09814

145,147 7 0.1000 427% 0.1000 05357 02269

146 73 79254 828883 6.793% 71340 70661

170177 10 01000 01000 01000 0.1000 01000

153,156 74 2.0839 36054 1.9488 0.1000 25500

154155 75 01000 35543 01000 01000 06074

S 157,169 7 71229 76497 65638 12,9023 75376

158,168 T 3.3864 3.6837 3.0572 0.1793 41216

159,167 7 01000 29931 0.1000 01733 0.1000

160,166 7 134785 95033 167068 109237 133209

J 161,165 80 1.9004 4.8767 1.7327 0.3312 1.8691

SR MR ITSSR| M2 M3S 97 9B
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LS, H4T, MR

Global Linking |
i,l;b design design Exact LOCAS GLOBAS2 GLOCAS Reference”
| variable(in®) variable
162,164 81 0.1000 4.0478 0.1000 0.3206 0.3045
163 82 7.9683 94375 7.3526 8.3537 7.4246
171,172,175,176 83 0.1000 36183 0.1000 0.1000 0.1000
173,174 84 0.1000 3.9630 0.1000 0.1000 0.1000
178,190 85 7.7240 83121 7.2518 13.6383 82183
179,189 86 0.1000 .0.1000 0.1000 0.1911 0.1000
180,188 87 3.8896 6.5056 3.1140 0.2029 41916
5 181,187 83 13.8214 10.1471 17.2820 11.3924 13.8330
182,186 89 0.1000 40510 0.1000 0.3326 0.33x4
183,185 90 2.0540 55259 1.7618 0.3423 0.9082
134 91 8.2742 10.0475 7.8544 87252 7.8840
191,194 92 5.4432 6.36%4 5.1614 95798 5.8649
192,193 93 3.3214 47845 3.2377 96798 3.4248
195,200 94 10.2783 11.2103 9.4216 17.3401 10.6560
196,199 B 18.5067 13.9192 203774 12.3320 177770
197,198 9% 8.1506 13.1477 7.4675 9.0153 7.7140
objective function(Ib) 29,215.70 42,111.20 29,449.00 29,320.80 28,963.00
18000 80,000
76,000 r —>¢— Exaet
70,000 ] —— Locas
= § 65,000 § —A— GLOBAS
: T %0000} —— GLOCAS(Proposed)
§ 2 ss.000
o
5 £ 50,000
‘: 45,000
.8 40,000
g 5,000
Exact LOCAS GLOBAS GLOCAS (o] '
30,000

Fig. 8 Comparisons of CPUtime for two hundred-bar
cantilevered truss
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Fig. 9 iteration history of two hundred-bar cantilevered
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