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Abstract: Traditional topology optimization methods may lead to a great reduction in the redundancy of the optimized structure due to unexpected material removal at the critical components. The local failure in critical components can instantly cause the overall failure in the structure. More and more scholars have taken the fail-safe design into consideration when conducting topology optimization. A lot of good designs have been obtained in their research, though limited regarding minimizing structural compliance (maximizing stiffness) with given amount of material. In terms of practical engineering applications considering fail-safe design, it is more meaningful to seek for the lightweight structure with enough stiffness to resist various component failures and/or to meet multiple design requirements, than the stiffest structure only. Thus, this paper presents a fail-safe topology optimization model for minimizing structural weight with respect to stress and displacement constraints. The optimization problem is solved by utilizing the independent continuous mapping (ICM) method combined with the dual sequence quadratic programming (DSQP) algorithm. Special treatments are applied to the constraints, including converting local stress constraints into a global structural strain energy constraint and expressing the displacement constraint explicitly with approximations. All of the constraints are nondimensionalized to avoid numerical instability caused by great differences in constraint magnitudes. The optimized results exhibit more complex topological configurations and higher redundancy to resist local failures than the traditional optimization designs. This paper also shows how to find the worst failure region, which can be a good reference for designers in engineering.
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1  Introduction

With the development of engineering products, a critical controversy in industrial practice arises frequently: a number of measures needs to be conducted to demonstrate product quality and reliability in terms of a specific goal, whereas the structure cost must be controlled within cost limit to ensure the structural economy. Therefore, the concept of structural optimization came into being. In 1904, Michell [1] proposed the famous Michell truss design theory, which was the earliest topology optimization design. As the design complexity increases, structural optimization can be divided into three levels: size optimization, shape optimization, and topology optimization. Topology optimization is more comprehensive compared to the other two. Topology optimization optimizes the objective function by distributing material in the design regions so that it can achieve greater economic benefits and attract more engineering designers’ attention. At present, structural optimization’s research interests mainly focus on continuum structures’ topology optimization [2,3]. Research methodologies include Variable Density Method [4], Homogenization Method [5], Independent Continuous Mapping Method(ICM) [6], Evolutionary Structural Optimization [7], Moving Morphable Components Method(MMC) [8] and so on.

The optimized structure from topology optimization is usually a statically determinate structure whose weight and redundancy decrease greatly. As a result, every member of the structure becomes a critical member. When local failure occurs on one critical member, it is easy to develop into overall failure and then may cause collapses of the entire structure. Although the traditional optimized structure has distinct features such as lighter weight, higher efficiency of material uses, and lower economical cost, this type of structure is lack of security. Especially in high safety requirement engineering field, the structure is extremely unreliable. Therefore, topology optimization considering the concept of fail-safe attracts more and more attention from researchers. The local failures were categorized into two types by Yuan [9]. The first type is that the structure bears an expected extreme load, which causes the local stiffness failure or complete collapse. This type of failure depends on the mechanical properties of the structure. Unexpected accidents cause the second type of local failure, mainly from corrosion, explosion, fatigue, collision and so on. The former failure can be avoided by designing correct size, applying proper load or choosing suitable materials. The failure studied in this paper is the latter. Peng et al. [10] made mention of the fail-safe concept. They concluded that when local failure occurred, the structure designed with fail-safe concept can still survive normal loading conditions.

Since the fail-safe concept was presented, the fail-safe design has been taken into consideration by researchers in engineering application practice. The rectangular failure regions are caused by traditional topology optimization when structural optimization design is carried out. In 1982, Nguyen et al. [11] studied fail-safe optimal design of complex structures and presented a structural formulation for their design problem. In 1998, Bendsøe et al. [12] studied the effect of material property degradation on topology optimization of truss and continuum structures. Jansen et al. [13] put forward a simplified model where several contiguous elements of structure were regarded as a failure region. They combined the fail-safe concept with continuum structure topology optimization and considered uncertain failure position, while shape and size to be certain. But this approach caused the number of local failure regions was the same as the elements’ number so that computational efficiency was hard to accept. In 2016, Zhou et al. [14] developed Jansen’s work and introduced a new arrangement pattern of failure region called Level Laying Strategy which greatly reduced the number of local failure regions and computational cost. And more importantly, this method successfully extended the fail-safe problem to the three-dimensional continuum topology optimization. In 2018, Peng et al. [10] simulated failure working condition based on the research work of Zhou. He clarified some concept used in local failure of structure and solved the fail-safe continuum structure model with the constraint as displacement by using ICM method. In 2019, Du et al. [15,16] used ICM method to solve three kinds of fail-safe continuum structure models with different constraints as stress, displacement, or frequency, and obtained a reasonable optimization structure. However, the work mentioned above is only solved with a single constraint while there is more than one constraint acting at the same time in practical engineering applications. Long et al. [17] aim to make the topology optimization total volume minimizing with multiple compliance as constraints, and his achievement not only took the randomness of the fail regions into account, but also considered uncertain loading magnitude and direction. Lüdeker et al. [18] applied an approach in the fail-safe requirement optimization and reduced the number of failure working conditions within the optimization. In 2020, Li et al. [19] described a damage state of precast concrete barrier for viaducts under failure working condition caused by vehicle collision. In the same year, Ambrozkiewicz et al. [20] proposed a two-stage program based on density optimization for fail-safe design, which improve performance and computational efficiency. Zhao et al. [21] used the T-spline basis functions to propose a new isogeometric topology optimization method. Chen et al. [22] researched a methodology about additional penalization formulation of failure regions, which is capable of fatigue-resistance design for continuum optimization. In 2021, Dou et al. [23] observed the stress constraints’ model in fail-safe structural optimization and found out that the local failure may result in a worse objective function than failing completely. He thought it was necessary to choose the design when the fail-safe designs for degradation or complete failure.

Stress constraints are considered in the optimization to meet the requirement of static strength of a structure. Cheng et al. [24] modified fully stressed criterion to solve topology optimization problems of planar elastomers and thin plate structures with stress constrains. Subsequently, Sui et al. [25] introduced globalization of stress constraints that a global structural strain energy constraint takes the place of local stress constraints to improving computational efficiency, moreover research results are satisfying. Alexander et al. [26] put forward relaxation approach and a unified aggregation with stress as constraints in topology optimization. Chu et al. [27] used stress penalty to deal with localized problems of stress constraints. Wang et al. [28] introduced von Mises stress into fail-safe optimization, this method eliminated unnecessary failure working conditions and get good achievement. Meng et al. [29] used P-norms to convert a large number of stress constraints into a global constraint. Considering multiple material failure criterions, Simonetti et al. [30] carried out continuum structure topology optimization through Smoothing Evolutionary Structure Optimization and Multicriteria Tournament Decision on the basis of stress-strain energy criterion.

To meet the requirement of static stiffness, it is necessary to constrain the displacements at certain locations of a structure. Compared to the stress, the displacement constraint has below different features: the influence scope of the displacement constraint is a globalization constraint and involves in almost every element. The stress constraint is far more difficult to solve than the displacement constraint in the first-order. Also, the number of the displacement constraints is far less than the stress. Sui et al. [31] researched the integrated approach of displacement constraints to solve problem with multiple load cases and multiple displacement constraints. Xie et al. [32] gave the calculation formula of element sensitivities under a topology optimized model with multiple displacement constraints. Zhu et al. [33] studied displacement constraints of multiple load cases in topology optimization of plate and shell structures. Long et al. [34] processed node displacement of bearing surface by KS envelope function to design topology optimization of engineering structure bearing distributed load.

2  Formulation of a Fail-Safe Model on the Basis of ICM Method

Size and location in failure regions are random and uncertain in continuum topology optimization, so it is impossible that the failure working conditions are enumerated and calculated one by one. In order to solve this problem, this paper studies fail-safe topology optimization problems by the Level Laying Strategy proposed by Zhou et al. [14]. Compared to failure regions in other shapes [35], the rectangular failure region has obvious advantages such as easy expression and seamlessly lying in the whole design area. Herein, the rectangular failure region is used in this research. According to the Level Laying Strategy, the failure regions generally are squares lying seamlessly one side after another, then the failure occurs in turn. Locations and sizes of local failure regions are determined in the Level Laying Strategy. Once a failure region fails, it can be taken as a new structural failure working condition. This failure region can be simulated by defining elasticity modulus of some certain locations as 0, which means those failure regions with fixed shape, size and position in a structure are deleted. In the other word, the failure regions are removed from the structure in turn in order to generate different working conditions. Thus, the number of failure regions is same as the number of failure working conditions. Thereafter the uncertain structural failure problem is transformed into a certain multiple working conditions problem. The design variables in topology optimization with local failures can be expressed as follows:

ti={tiifi∈D-Ω(l)tiifi∈Ω(l)(i=1,…,N,l=1,…,L)(1)

where D is the design region. Ω(l) is the failure region of the l-th failure working condition. ti is the topology variable value of the i-th element. And ti is the lower bound of topology variable, generally taking a value of 0.001. N denotes the total number of design variables and L is the number of failure working conditions.

3  Establishment and Solution for Optimization Model

3.1 Establish Optimization Model by ICM Method

With the stress and displacement as constraints and the weight as objective, considering failure working conditions, the topology optimization model is established as follows:

{Findt∈RNMakeW=∑i=1Nwi(t)→ mins.t.σil(t)≤σ¯i(l=1,…,L;i=1,…,N)∑i=1Nuijl(t)≤u¯j(l=1,…,L;j=1,…,J)ti≤ti≤1(i=1,…,N)(2)

where t=(t1,…,tN)T is vector of design variables. RN is Euclidean n-spaces. W is the total weight of structure, wi is the weight of the i-th element. σil is von Mises stress of the i-th element under the l-th failure working condition. σ¯i is the allowable stress of the i-th element. uijl is the contribution of the i-th element to the j-th displacement constraint under the l-th failure working condition. u¯j is the upper bound of the j-th displacement constraint. And R is the total number of displacement constraints.

In the ICM method, the elements in a continuum structure correspond to independent design variables ranged between 0 and 1. This is different from other methods in which the design variables are related to physical parameters like density, thickness, and material properties. The filter function is introduced to convert 0 and 1 of discrete variables into the interval [0, 1] of continuous design variables. Topology design variables are represented with transition state from void to solid. Using this method, a one-to-one correspondence is established between discrete variables and continuous variables. In ICM method, the weight, stiffness matrix, and inherent allowable stress can be described by corresponding filter functions as follows:

wi=fw(ti)wi0,ki=fk(ti)ki0,σ¯i=fσ(ti)σ¯i0(3)

where wi0, ki0 and σ¯i0 are the i-th element’s inherent weight, inherent stiffness matrix, and inherent allowable stress respectively.

The power function is selected to describe the filter function, which is convenient for solving the optimization problems. Because the power function helps to approach the constraint bounds quickly while maintaining convergence stability. Therefore, the filter functions are expressed as follows:

fw(ti)=tiαw,fk(ti)=tiαk,fσ(ti)=tiασ(4)

where αw, αk, ασ respectively are power exponents of filter functions. Their values are taken as 2, 5, and 3 respectively in order to get speed and stable convergence.

The topology optimization problem with multiple constraints on basis of ICM method can be described as follows:

{Findt∈RNMakeW=∑i=1Nfw(ti)wi0→ mins.t.σil(fk(t1),fk(t2),…,fk(tN))≤σ¯i(l=1,…,L;i=1,…,N)∑i=1Nuijl(fk(t1),fk(t2),…,fk(tN))≤u¯j(l=1,…,L;j=1,…,J)ti≤ti≤1(i=1,…,N)(5)

3.2 Approximate Explicit Expression of Constraints

According to the fourth strength theory, the distortional strain energy represents the main state of material yielding. The relationship between the distortional strain energy and the allowable stress of element is as follows:

eilf/Vi≤(1+μ)σ̄i2/(3E)(6)

where eilf is the i-th element’s distortional strain energy under the l-th failure working condition. Vi is element’s volume. μ is the Poisson ratio. E is the elastic modulus of material. It formulates as follows:

eilf≤(1+μ)σ̄i2Vi/(3E)(7)

Because it is difficult to acquire elements’ distortional strain energy. The element distortional strain energy eilf is part of the element strain energy eil. In this section, it is safer to replace eilf with eil, resulting in the following Eq. (8):

eil≤(1+μ)σ̄i2Vi/(3E)(8)

It summates volume of total elements in continuum structure, shown as Eq. (9):

el=∑i=1Neil≤∑i=1N(1+μ)σ̄i2Vi/(3E)(9)

where el is strain energy for total structure under the l-th failure working condition. It is seen from Eq. (9) that a large number of local stress constraints are approximately transformed into a globalization of stress constraints so that it reduces the number of constraints greatly.

Due to more than one failure working condition in fail-safe model, it is expensive to compute a large number of failure working conditions at the same time. Therefore, the strain energy under failure working conditions is calculated at first. Firstly, the maximum the strain energy is found. Then allowable strain energy under the other failure working condition can be obtained by numerical experiments. Finally, the allowable strain energy can be written as follows Eq. (10):

∑i=1Neilfk(ti(v))fk(ti)≤e¯(10)

The strain constraint is actually a global constraint transformed from the local constraints by using Eq. (10). Meanwhile, this constraint transformation can reduce the number of constraints. Where e¯=(elemax)0.9×e′¯, whose value can be obtained by using below method. First, the failure working conditions are applied to the structure in turn. The maximum strain energy emax among all failure working conditions is obtained. Then, el is calculated according to Eq. (9). Finally, the allowable strain energy e′¯ is determined by solving an optimization problem with the structural weight as constraint. As for the displacement constraint, it is a global constraint and there is no need of constraint transformation like that conducted for stress constraints. According to Mohr theorem, the displacement at a node in a certain direction is expressed as:

ujl=∑i=1N∫(σiV)TεiJdv(11)

where σiV is the stress of Element i when a unit virtual force acts along the direction of displacement ujl, εiJ is the strain value of Element i under actual external load working condition.

In accordance with the principle of virtual work, the virtual work of the external force contributing to the virtual displacement is equal to the virtual work of the internal force contributing to the virtual deformation, which can be expressed as follows:

∫(σiV)TεiJdv=(FiJ)TuiV(12)

where FiJ is the nodal force of Element i under external load working condition. uiV is the node virtual displacement of Element i.

According to the element equilibrium equation, Eq. (12) can be rewritten as follows:

∫(σiV)TεiJdv=(FiJ)TuiV=(FiJ)Tki-1FiV(13)

where FiV is the node force of Element i under the virtual load. Eq. (13) is substituted into Eq. (11) as follows:

ujl=∑i=1N(FiJ)Tki-1FiV(14)

On basis of ICM method, filter function is introduced into Eq. (14) as follows:

ujl=∑i=1Nfk(ti(v))fk(ti)(FiJ)T(ki(v))-1FiV(15)

Hypothesis of static determinate is introduced during the v-th iteration to the (v + 1)-th iteration, FiJ and FiV can be deem to constants in the current iteration, therefore:

ujl=∑i=1Nfk(ti(v))fk(ti)(FiJ)T(ki(v))-1FiV=∑i=1Nfk(ti(v))fk(ti)[(FiJ)T(uiV)](v)(16)

Eqs. (10) and (16) are substituted into Eq. (5). Topology design variable ti is replaced with xi=1/tiαk. The continuum topology optimization model based on ICM method for minimum weight with stress and displacement constraints while considering fail-safe working conditions can be expressed as follows:

{Findx∈RNMakeW=∑i=1Nwi0xiα→ mins.t.∑i=1Ncilxi≤e¯(l=1,…,L)∑i=1Ndijlxi≤u¯j(l=1,…,L;j=1,…,J)1≤xi≤x̄i(i=1,…,N)(17)

where α=αw/αk, cil=eilfk(ti(v)), dijl=fk(ti(v))[(FijlJ)T(uijlV)](v), x̄i=1/tiαk.

3.3 The ICM Method with Requirement of Discrete Topology Variables

The closer the topology variables are to 0 or 1, the closer the optimized configuration after inversion is to constraint values. The discrete condition is introduced to draw topology variables to 0 or 1 as much as possible, as follows:

∑i=1Nti(1-ti)=0(18)

The discrete condition is considered in the optimization model, and the following optimization model is written based on Eq. (17):

{Findx∈RNMakeW=(aixi+bixi2)→ mins.t.∑i=1Ncilxi≤e¯(l=1,…,L)∑i=1Ndijlxi≤u¯j(l=1,…,L;j=1,…,J)1≤xi≤x̄i(i=1,…,N)(19)

Assume that the structure is uniform quality. In the other word, initial weight of every element is equal. So coefficient in the objective of Eq. (19) can be written:

ai=-(1-β)α(α+2)xiα+1+β[-α(α+2)xiα+1+2α(2α+2)xi2α+1](20)

bi=(1-β)α(α+1)xiα+2+β[α(α+1)xiα+2-2α(2α+1)xi2α+2]=α(α+1)xiα+2-β2α(2α+1)xi2α+2(21)

where β is the weighted coefficient, and 0≤β≤1, with the value of β=0.3.

3.4 The Solution of Fail-Safe Topology Optimization Model

The constraints should be dimensionless to avoid error caused by great difference of constraints magnitude. Thus, the model is rewritten after normalization.

{Findx∈RNMakeW=(aixi+bixi2)→ mins.t.∑i=1Ncilxie¯≤1(l=1,…,L)∑i=1Ndijlxiu¯j≤1(l=1,…,L;j=1,…,J)1≤xi≤x̄i(i=1,…,N)(22)

The next step is to solve the fail-safe optimization model in Eq. (22). Because the number of design variables is the same as the number of elements in this optimization model, which is thousands of times of the number of constraints. If the dual model of this can be selected to solve, the number of constraints and the number of design variables are exchanged. It reduces calculation workload and improves efficiency of solution. The corresponding dual model is formulated as follows:

{FindχMakeΦ(χ)→maxs.t.χ≥0
(23)

where, χ=[μλ], and Φ(χ)= min1≤x≤x¯L(x,μ,λ),

L(x,μ,λ)=∑i=1N(bixi2+aixi)+∑l=1Lμl(∑i=1Ncilxie¯-1)+∑l=1Lλl(∑i=1Ndilxiu¯-1)

According to the second-order Taylor expansion, the dual objective function is expressed as follows:

Φ(μ,λ)=Φ(χ)=Φ(χ0)+∇TΦ(χ-χ0)+12(χ-χ0)T∇2Φ(χ-χ0)(24)

This model is solved for obtaining χ by quadratic programming algorithm, and then calculating xi*. Finally, t* can be calculated by equation xi*=1/(ti*)b. The active variable sets can be updated, then introduced into the next iteration, until meet the following stop criterion:

|(x(ν+1)-x(ν))/x(ν+1)|≤ε(25)

The structure model will be modified before it is submitted into the next iteration. After that, the topology variables will be updated until the convergence criterion is met.

ΔW=|(W(ν+1)-W(ν))/W(ν+1)|≤ε(26)

where W(ν) and W(ν + 1) are the total weight of previous iteration and current iteration.

4  Numerical Examples

Example 1: As shown in Fig. 1, the basic structure is a rectangular plate with dimensions of 100 mm × 200 mm, and the thickness is 6 mm. The left edge of the basic structure is fixed, and a vertical downward force of 15600 N is applied at the center of the right edge. The material properties include Young’s modulus E = 68.89 GPa, Poisson ratio μ= 0.3, density ρ= 1 × 103 kg/m3. The basic structure is divided into 50 × 100 rectangular elements and finite element model is obtained as shown in Fig. 2. To avoid stress concentration, the force is divided into three forces applied at three nodes around the center. The displacement at the center node is limited to 0.5 mm. The allowable stress is 260 MPa. Considering eight failure regions shown in Fig. 3, every failure region is a square evenly distributed in the base structure with side length d = 50 mm.

The selection principle of the inversion threshold is that the maximum displacement and strain energy constraints value of all failure cases based on the optimized topological configuration close to the given constraint value as much as possible. And the inversion threshold and the convergence accuracy are 0.76 and 0.001, respectively. After inversion, the weight of fail-safe topology optimization result is 88.75 kg and the shape is shown in Fig. 4. The weight without considering fail-safe of the structure is 21.70 kg and the topology result is shown in Fig. 5. Comparing with two topology results under different working conditions, the optimized structure with considering fail-safe increases weight evidently and improves redundancy rate significantly. It can be seen that weight of objective function structure decreases continuously and reaches the optimal value after 28 iterations from the iterative curve of structure weight optimization Fig. 6. And that, the change curve of constraints value with iterations is shown in Figs. 7 and 8. As can be seen from the figure, the constraint value increases and tends to be stable as the number of iterations increases.
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Figure 1: Basic structure for Example 1  
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Figure 2: Finite element model for Example 1
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Figure 3: Damage distribution for d = 50  
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Figure 4: Topology results for Example 1
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Figure 5: Conventional optimization for Example 1  
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Figure 6: Weight iteration curve for Example 1
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Figure 7: Strain Energy iteration curve for Example 1  
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Figure 8: Displacement iteration curve for Example 1

The maximum stress value and maximum displacement value of the structure are obtained in turn after occurring failure on failure regions of optimization structure. Because of the symmetry, the stress and displacement distribution of the optimal topological structure under eight failure working conditions is only indicated by the first four failure working conditions, as shown in Figs. 9 and 10. The following conclusions can be drawn from these stress and displacement distribution diagrams: When local failure occurs, the stress value of some elements close to concentrated force is much larger than the allowable stress, thus this part should be reprocessed by shape optimization. The maximum displacement value generally occurs at the place where the external load is loaded or near failure regions. From comparing with four failure working conditions, it has the greatest effect on the optimization structure when the fourth region damaged. Due to symmetry, the sixth failure region is the worst failure working condition too. These two are failure regions on both sides of concentrated force. Therefore, extra measures may be taken for the optimized structure safety near the loading place in engineering practice.

[image: images]

Figure 9: The stress diagrams of optimum structure for Example 1 with four failure working conditions 
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Figure 10: The displacement diagrams of optimum structure for Example 1 with four failure working conditions 


Using the single constraint to verify this approach availability. The model is calculated with single constraint as stress. The topology optimization structure obtained is as follows (Fig. 11). And the weight of this optimization is 50.23 kg. It can be seen that weight of objective function structure decreases continuously and reaches the optimal value after iterations from the iterative curve of structure weight optimization Fig. 12. In a similar way, the model with single constraint as displacement is calculated and final result for weight is 88.75 kg. The topology result and weight iteration curve are shown in Figs. 13 and 14. As the constraint is changed, as the optimal topology is changed. This approach for topology calculation is effective.
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Figure 11: Topology results for stress constraint  
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Figure 12: Weight iteration curve for stress constraint
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Figure 13: Topology results for displacement constraint  
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Figure 14: Weight iteration curve for displacement constraint

Example 2: The basic structure is the same as Example 1, and other factors are unchanged. Then considering 32 failure regions, every failure region is a square evenly distributed with side length d = 25 mm as shown in Fig. 15. The inversion threshold is 0.23 and the convergence accuracy is same as the last 0.001. The weight of optimization result is 46.42 kg after 44 iterations and inversion. The weight iteration curve diagram in the optimization process is Fig. 16, and the optimization result is shown in Fig. 17. And that, the change curve of constraints value with iterations is shown in Figs. 18 and 19. As can be seen from the figure, the constraint value increases and tends to be stable as the number of iterations increases.
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Figure 15: Damage distribution for Example 2
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Figure 16: Topology results for Example 2
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Figure 17: Weight iteration curve for Example 2  
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Figure 18: Strain Energy iteration curve for Example 2
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Figure 19: Displacement iteration curve for Example 2 


According to comparing the topology optimization structure and its corresponding structure weight (see Figs. 4, 5 and 16), the conclusions are obtained that weight of the optimization structure decreases with the decrease of the failure region’s size. When the size of failure region is 0, namely without considering failure working condition, the optimization structure has the minimum weight, the lowest redundancy and the most sensitive for local failure.

Because of the structure’s symmetry, it is only shown that the maximum stress value and the maximum displacement value in the first 16 failure regions in Tab. 1. It is similar to the Example 1 that the maximum stress values of these failure working conditions are all larger than the allowable stress value, but elements of exceeding part is very few and should be further processed by other way. From the Tab. 1, the ratio of number of elements whose von mises stress and displacement value are under the allowable value is over 99%. After No. 16 and No. 20 failure working conditions occurred, the maximum value increase sharply and the structure is the most sensitive to damage in these two regions comparing with the other failure working conditions.

[image: images]

Example 3: The basic structure is a 120 mm × 40 mm × 1 mm rectangular plate with left and right two fixations. A concentrated force of 500 N applies vertical downward in the middle position of the upper end as shown in Fig. 20. The material has Young’s modulus E = 68.89 GPa, Poisson ratio μ= 0.3, density ρ= 1 × 103 kg/m3; It is meshed into 120 × 40 quad elements as shown in Fig. 21. The allowable stress of the basic is 550 MPa, and the constraint of structural displacement of the upper middle node is limited to 0.02 mm. Considering 12 failure regions as shown in Fig. 22, every failure region side length value is d = 20 mm, evenly distributed in the basic. The convergence accuracy and the inversion threshold are respectively 0.001 and 0.85. The weight of optimization result is 19.36 kg after 42 iterations and inversion, and the optimization result is shown in Fig. 23. The weight iteration curve diagram in the optimization process is Fig. 24. And that, the change curve of constraints value with iterations is shown in Fig. 25 and Fig. 26. As can be seen from the figure, the constraint value increases and tends to be stable as the number of iterations increases.
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Figure 20: Basic structure for Example 3
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Figure 21: Finite element model for Example 3
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Figure 22: Damage distribution for Example 3
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Figure 23: Topology results for Example 3
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Figure 24: Weight iteration curve for Example 3  
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Figure 25: Strain Energy iteration curve for Example 3
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Figure 26: Displacement iteration curve for Example 3 


After failure regions damage in turn, the simulation value of the maximum stress and maximum displacement are obtained. Because of symmetry, the stress and displacement distribution of the optimization topologic structure under 12 failure working conditions is only indicated by the left six in left side of central axis. The following conclusions can be drawn from these stress and displacement distribution diagrams in Figs. 27 and 28: The maximum stress generally occurs near force loading, boundary conditions, or around failure regions. The maximum displacement generally occurs at the place where the external load is loaded or near the direction of force vector. When local damage occurs, the stress value of some elements close to concentrated force is much large but still smaller than the allowable stress. when the No. 9 failure region damage, the stress of this part exceeding the allowable stress should be optimized in section.
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Figure 27: The stress diagrams of optimum structure for Example 3 with six working conditions 
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Figure 28: The displacement diagrams of optimum structure for Example 3 with six working conditions 


According to comparing with six damage conditions, the No. 9 failure working condition is not only the case where the maximum stress and maximum displacement occurs, but also the most dangerous in all failure working conditions. If the stress or displacement value after local failure is larger, the possibility of structural collapse is greater, so it can be called dangerous working conditions. Due to symmetry, the tenth failure working condition is the worst too. On the contrary, the maximum stress value and displacement value are the minimum in failure working conditions when the No. 7 region damages. In other words, the structure can be optimized more for lightweight and lower cost in the safest No. 7 and No. 12 regions.

Example 4: The basic structure is the same to example 3, and other factors are unchanged. Then considering 48 failure regions, the value of square failure region is 10 mm, evenly distributed in the base structure as shown in Fig. 29. The inversion threshold is 0.71 and the convergence accuracy is same to the last 0.001. The weight of optimization result is 17.32 kg after 44 iterations and inversion, and the optimization result is shown in Fig. 30. The weight iteration curve diagram in the optimization process is Fig. 31. And that, the change curve of constraints value with iterations is shown in Figs. 32 and 33. As can be seen from the figure, the constraint value increases and tends to be stable as the number of iterations increases.
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Figure 29: Damage distribution for Example 4
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Figure 30: Topology results for Example 4
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Figure 31: Weight iteration curve for Example 4
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Figure 32: Strain Energy iteration curve for Example 4
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Figure 33: Displacement iteration curve for Example 4 


Due to the structure’s symmetry, the left regions are damaged in turn. It is only shown that the maximum stress value and maximum displacement value in Tab. 2. Both the stress value and the displacement value are under the allowable limit when fail occurs. The No. 42 failure working condition is the worst case with the maximum displacement value, so the No. 43 is the worst also. It is different from the previous examples that the maximum stress value of No. 42 failure working condition is not the maximum in all working conditions as speculated but is the minimum in all while the displacement value is almost equal to the allowable value.

[image: images]

Example 5: The basic structure is a well-known L-type beam as shown in Fig. 34. L-type beam is discretized using quad finite elements with the size of 1 × 1 mm2, and have 9500 elements. The top end is fixed and a concentration F = 10 N applies on the top of the right end. Then considering 90 failure regions, the value of square failure region is 10 mm, evenly distributed in the base structure as shown in Fig. 34. The allowable stress of the basic is 160 MPa, and the constraint of structural displacement of the upper middle node is limited to 0.02 mm. The convergence accuracy and the inversion threshold are respectively 0.001 and 0.49. The weight of optimization result is 9.66 kg after 31 iterations and inversion, and the optimization result is shown in Fig. 35. The weight iteration curve diagram in the optimization process is Fig. 36.
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Figure 34: Basic structure and damage distribution  
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Figure 35: Topology results for Example 5
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Figure 36: Weight iteration curve for Example 5

And that, the change curve of constraints value with iterations is shown in Figs. 37 and 38. As can be seen from the figure, the constraint value increases and tends to be stable as the number of iterations increases. The maximum value of the displacement and stress in topology result are 0.02007 mm and 158 MPa, they all meet the constraint condition approximatively. Due to many working conditions, it is not enumerated that maximum stress and maximum displacement of optimum structure for various failure working conditions. Both the stress value and the displacement value are under the allowable limit when fail occurs.
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Figure 37: Strain Energy iteration curve for Example 5  
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Figure 38: Displacement iteration curve for Example 5

To assess the merit of the proposed fail-safe models than other fail-safe structures. Let compare Example 5 with literature [28] chapter 5.2. Literature [28]’s arithmetic is based on the von mises stress and used the KS function to approximate the max-operator. Fig. 39 is the topology results for literature [28]. Compare two results, both methods meet the design requirements with considering fail-safe working conditions. But the structure configuration obtained by this paper is simpler than other, we can get it is easier to construct in actual engineering construction based this paper method. However, this method computing speed is slower. The direction of the future work will be done to improve the calculation speed and efficiency.

[image: images]

Figure 39: Topology results by literature [28] for Example 5 


5  Conclusion

At present, researchers study fail-safe topology optimization for a certain objective are based on the analysis of a single constraint, whereas the fail-safe optimization model with multiple constrains is very few. The innovation of this paper is about these: this method can increase redundancy obviously by adding more materials, although fail-safe optimized structure looks cumbersome with more weight. The influence of structural strength and stiffness on the design is considered comprehensively in fail-safe topology optimization, and the practical engineering applications are taken into consideration by imposing multiple constraints on the structural performances. Once the local failure occurs, fail-safe optimized structure can still survive normal loading conditions, which is complied with the fail-safe concept.

Based on ICM method, this paper establishes a continuum topology optimization model considering fail-safe condition for weight minimization with constraints on stress and displacement, which is solved efficiently by using DSQP. By means of five examples, it is proved that the fail-safe topology optimization with multiple constraints is valid. Compared with other topology optimization methods, the proposed method has some advantages, such as simple formulations and easy implementation. From the perspective of design logic, the multiple constraints and objective are feasible and effective. In terms of the research in fail-safe topology optimization, the method adopted in this research extends single constraint to multiple constraints, and it provides a good reference for designers with the idea of studying the most dangerous failure region. For practical engineering, the requirements of stress and displacement are both important and indispensable to a design. The optimized designs reveal more practical significance for engineering applications. When the local failure occurs, the optimized structure obtained from fail-safe design can avoid greater economic losses and even human casualties.
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Table 1: The maximum stress and maximum displacement of optimum structure for various failure
working conditions for Example 2

Damage case 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
Stress (MPa) 203 213 230 235 218 235 248 257
Displacement (mm) 0.393 0.393 0.299 0.744 0.307 0.399 0.342 0.745
Damage case 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16
Stress (MPa) 212 227 233 265 232 245 254 307

Displacement (mm) 0.389 0.297 0.317 0.852 0.297 0.329 0.853 0.342
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OEBPS/Images/table-2.png
Table 2: The maximum stress and maximum displacement of optimum structure for various failure
working conditions for Example 4

Damage case 1 2 3 4 5 6
Stress (MPa) 544 545 543 543 543 543
Displacement (mm) 0.0110 0.0117 0.00872 0.00802 0.00801 0.00801
Damage case 13 14 15 16 17 18
Stress (MPa) 543 543 544 545 543 543
Displacement (mm) 0.0102 0.0160 0.0123 0.0103 0.00818 0.00801
Damage case 25 26 27 28 29 30
Stress (MPa) 543 543 543 544 546 545
Displacement (mm) 0.00801 0.00852 0.0125 0.0152 0.0114 0.0085
Damage case 37 38 39 40 41 42
Stress (MPa) 543 543 543 543 544 364

Displacement (mm) 0.0091 0.0091 0.00801 0.00808 0.0118 0.0191
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