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Structural Optimization Using Cellular Automata
Fisuke KITA and Tetsuya TOYODA
Nagoya University

This paper describes the structural optimization scheme based on the concept of the
cellular automata. The stress analysis of the whole structure is carried out by finite element
method. Then, the design variables are updated according to the local rule and the stress
distribution. The rule is derived analytically from the optimization problems by introducing
the special constraint condition. The derived rule is applied to a simple numerical example
in order to discuss the theoretical validity of the formulation.

1 ]

LNVT A —bed - v Ial—YarTlid, BITNREEE NS RIEAEIC, RS BATRRT R
TV TIHEIT S, ELVIIREREEL, WERIEBEZT Y 7Ei0—huh— I L > TEHEh
%o O—J)V - W—Vid, HEEIVEZDEFE) L OEOREFZERERET A L3 ICEREINLD
T, BT - A=Y IR E RT3 AEROBEHS RSB LY Ial—Ya L #
ABNTHD, DERV IaL—>ay, Y IaL—2allXEXERBECERTh TN [,
TN UT. BRI, BIVT - 24— b eSS hIcEA T 2,

BEYE LREAD RV Z - — b <& DAL, TCISHROMZEEIL VIRREN TN (2, 3,4, 5, 6]
D35, FHES BIIRO LI BRHREEREEL TV, £\ HEEERZ NI RESEEVCSEIL, &
WEBRE UCHRERBITE T o TRONES AR E O—A) - V—VZ L > TR VO BB % E
B3, 2LUT, BEBALERADOTNNNERBLIITENVOY L VREESH T2, DL E, O—
AV - V—VIZBERBRIC L DEBRT B0 T, V—VERECG U CBET 2 880$ 5, 22T, B
HS [id. BDVEFY LV IEBRICESS, V—EZa—F)V - 2y NT—0 CREX LB HERRE
LTWd, ZRICNLUT, BFETIZD—HhV  U—)V 2 B GREED & s B 1 23 Hkloont
BB TOHETIE, BN CARKIRM &0 S R RERIEE2EA L, BESERIIOWTOESLRE
B, BV Z0EHFEVICET BB ERIEICHET 2. BT, Sl bREED S FEUE B3 L.
ZDEEL DNV EEL, RIS, BERAREICH U TV—IVREA L TR UM ERETT 2,



2 HA—7A- =i

1) #EPOELTS - F— b4 EE FHEHEBEEHOEFERBOESAEIEN S ESEREIE.
EREFMIFICBONTRERL LT, BT - A= o2 BTNV LTEL D, HEVORER
C(EEEEE) L LT, BVER LD, BB, BV - - S CREEBEORERE L 500K TH B
W, I TIRERER & D, EEEVORERIE, FORINVEEECVORBREPST—HIV - VUL
DEHEAND, $r. HELVOBES LV EREELVE L. BERVERVESO, EEELE1IPLS L
BESF B0 E7E L. BTNEOBERICET VIS LTI, ZEL TS VETREF VLT 2,

(2) BoBERE etEe LCHEERVORS R, RErERE LTERRB/MEZ L 5. S, RS
L TEIVZHE U2 Mises iU IS DB AT —bEN2 I L 2E X 25, £ LT, BEEEEZ VT
WAL LR S LTS DI, BBV TOISTHED BB NI NI L& & B (CAHKIZEM).
CIVER AR —E DTS, BRBEIIRA TS 5N %,

Wy = %hz ®

I TChIHES CIRRTEE N BV ODES BT, £, HEEIVIZE U S Mises HHY IS 116005
BOFBEB AL Z N BHERIZEHIRK L 220
gozg_—z-—lza'o—].:(] (2)
—%. EFERIVTO Mises B LB EEG;. WEHPE(LT 2ROV T D Mises {HMIGHERG & T
N, CAFRORIHIRATEZ BN 5,

giz-;—;leO’i—lzo (7::1;"'78) (3)

(3) AEBOBH BB ~FIUFE8pEAVNE. K@) 26 B) L HROFERIESETE S,

8 8
P i P
W:W1+§(93+;9?>:§h2+§;(0i—1)2 4)
RUEHEH NI Ut h o+ SR IT DV TR (4) IR Uy VUBSSOR RIS 3 2 & TR B,
w _ _ _h+p3E (o~ 1)

(4) O—H- L—LOBH £V T IR EORERESE L CERERE RT3 LRSS 5.
RK'U = f

BREGD DO TRV E2FR LT LROMIE h THO L. BHE TR EE 2,

7 - Ly =L
Ue=—7 (K) ' KU. =-3U. (6)
—h. A EEMDBERR
0. =De=DBU, (7)
DA% A TS T2 il L ik E2® 2,
¢ — DBU. — 1 =1
de=DBU, = —-DBU,=—20. (8)



24m

i £
]
v
X 1 fRATNZR
omaddy |
O'm/Gd
bbb 06 2
— — 0.4
W 0.2
———1 00
0 200 400 600
Number of iteration
X 2: ULERAERR
+FHERG) ICRALTEIETZ 2 TRONV—NVEES,
—h2 +p3 5 o(0i — Dos
= i R
on W2 +pY i, o2 ®
FHD SR EROBERERD, KRCL DREIEHMELTET 2,
REFL Rk 5h (10)

3 R

BETNZRER UIR T, BAFOREEEEE X, AUREE L. AEPRICTHSICNEP = 20.0(N)
2RS¥ 2, FBTTIEERA R 245 B 16FI0OENVIZHEIL, TRTDOEIVOYIE ho = 1.0(m)
EE—& 3%, FERTENICE U BB RIE 00l LT, 8IS e, =08 x0T %, £, RS
VT4 Bt p =10, YU HE = 1.0 x 105(Pa), B7PV U tr=0227 3,

BEYEEOER LIS OBEREE N 2R T, FITRNROERIIAFITHL U, 300 ETYHERD
I5%EEICBER L TS & DD be Eloy BRSO max iR D3R UEEL 60 EREE F CIoaRIcET L,



& 3 EIVEST

ZDH & BIEB 0, = 0.8 X 00 L D HREVISHE L1 x s BEIZHE LTS —F TR 03R4
WZHEIMLT, BERAZEIEL T2, 202 & LD, 28 HIZEZIGHICE—hL LS5 LT3
ZEDPh 5T, BEROHIZIFFHHEERSHOEE T, B LTHRNWI EPDhP S, ZORRE LT,
RFNF A T p DEOREXDEZ5NB, 2T, p=5,10,100,300 ¥ UTHED ELEHE% 300[F3D
70, BRERTCOBNGHESR LB U8R, pDEFKE RIS T, BEPRICBIT 28K0H
EIZEEIS o, = 0.8 X 0piCIEDNWTNB I L DT E =,

300 HlOKIEEIEOHEES SN EVEDSHEHIIIRT, ZI2 T BNRIUFZEREIEZRINTED,
HERVIZEELRNENTH D, BEERIE, 28MP 5105 b5 ABEEIZ L BTN 3,

4 #5R

AT, VS - A= M BRAWEY I 2 L—Y 3 UEER QICTHEEONAE - RSB
BICHEA Ul. B0, BHRERSRE2EA U CEEYR2AII DLW T ORBLIEEE, BERVIZDN
TORFREIEICSE Uz & OEHES n- SRSy SV L, 2heE8tdazrT
O— - v—)VEBH U, BHBIC, BEFHEHENBICEA L. RURKREB L TER,

SEIER

[1] R. Gaylord and K. Nishidate. Modeling Nature: Cellular Automata Simulations with Mathematica.
Springer Verlag, 1 edition, 1996.

[2] Y. M. Xie and G. P. Steven. A simple evolutionary procedure for structural optimization. Comp. &
Struct., Vol. 49, pp. 885-896, 1993.

[3] N. Inou, N. Shimotai, and T. Uesugi. A cellular automaton generating topological structures. Proc.
2.nd Furop. Conf. Smart Structures and Materials, Vol. 2361, pp. 47-50, 1994.

[4] J. Sakamoto and J. Oda. Simulation of adaptive bone remodeling by using cellular automata. Struc-
tural Optimization , pp. 93-100. Comp. Mech. Pub., 1995. -

[5] W. M. Payten, B. Ben-Nissan, and D. J. Mercer. Optimal topology design using a global self-
organisational approach. Int. J. Solid Struc., Vol. 35, No. 3-4, pp. 219-237, 1998.

[6] E. Kita and T. Toyoda. Structural design using cellular automata. Struct. Opt. (in Press).



