VJIK 658.512

OIITUMMU3AIIMOHAA MOJIEJIb KOBIIA DKCKABATOPA B CPEJIE
ANSYS WORKBENCH

[TaBnosen JI.A.
benopyccknii HaMOHAIbHBIN TEXHUYECKUN YHUBEPCUTET, I'. MUHCK

CoBpeMeHHOE MPOESKTUPOBAHUE MPEANOJIAraeT CO3JaHUE ONTUMAIIBHBIX 10
MATEPUATOEMKOCTA KOHCTPYKUHUM. I 3TOro CraBUTCS ONTUMH3ALMOHHAA
3a/1a4ya 1Mo yMEHBIICHUIO 00hEMA, B KOTOPOU U3MEHSIEMBIMH ITapaMeTpaMu MOTYT
OBITh TEOMETPUYECKUE pa3Mepbl. A OrpaHMUYCHUEM MOXXET OBITh MpeNeIbHOE
HaIpsHKEHUE, KOTOPOE JTOJDKHO 00eCIeYrBaTh MPOYHOCTh KOHCTPYKIIHH.

PazbepeM 710 mosioxkeHue Ha MpUMeEpe KOBIIIa SKcKaBatopa oobémom 0,3
M>, TOJIIIMHON CTEHKH 2 cM U Maccoii 937,12 kr.

[locne npuIOKEHUS paHEEe PACCUMTAHHBIX HArpy30K M HaXOXKICHUS
HaIpsHKEHU METOJIOM KOHEYHO-3JIEMEHTHOTO pacuéra IMOJIy4yaeM KapTHUHY,
MPEACTABICHHYIO Ha pUCYHKE 1.
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Pucynox 1 — Hanpsixenus

Ha cnepyromem 3tamne CTaBUM ONTUMHU3ALMOHHYIO 3agady. g 3TOro B
npoekTe BbiOMpaeM myHKT Design of experiments oobexta Response Surface
Optimization ¥ CTaBUM H3MEHSAEMBIN MMapaMeTp — TOJIIMHA CTEHKH KOBIIA B
npenaenax ot 2 10 20 mM. ITocne nHaxatus kHonku Update mpou3BoaaTCs pacueTsl
11 BapraHTOB KOBIlIa C pa3HOM TOJIIMHOW CTEHKH. Pe3ynbpTaThl IpUBEIECHBI HA
PHUCYHKE 2.
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[Outline of Schematic B2: Design of Experiments: W Bl Table of Qutline AS: Design Points of Design of Experiments:
A B A B C D
1 Enabled 1 Name ~ | P1-Wall Thick {am) = | P2-SolidMass (ka) = | P3-Equivalent Stress Maximum (Pa)
2 El + Design of Experiments 2 1 1,2 642,81 9,95449E+07
3 = InputParameters 3 2 1,9999 937,07 5,5129E+07
4 =2 ﬁ Static Structural (A1) 4 3 0,40016 340,87 2,3327E+H08
5 rp P1 - Wall_Thick 5 4 0,80004 492,79 1,4094E+08
5 [ Output Parameters 5 5 1,6 790,93 7,2471E+07
7 =] % Static Structural (A1) 7 (] 1,4 717,11 8,3995E+07
3 pd P2 -5olid Mass 3 7 0,60011 417,08 1,731E+08
g pd P3 -Equivalent Stress Maximum 9 3 1,7958 854,23 6,3218E+07
10 B Charts 10 9 1,0001 568,09 1,1842E+08
11 /w Parameters Parallel 11 10 15 754,08 781146407
12 \/ld Design Points vs Parameter 12 1 0.3 302,52 2,7232E+08
* New Design Point
A B -

1 Property Value

3 Component ID Design of Experiment

4 Directory Name RSO

5 Units an

7 Classification Continuous

8

9

10

11 Lower Bound B

12 Upper Bound \ 2 S

12 lse Maniifachirahle Valies =

Pucynok 2 — Pe3ynbTarsl pacuéra

Janee BoiOupaem nmyHKT Response Surface Toro ske 00bekTa U HAXKHMMaeM
kHorky Update u mepexonum B myHKT Optimization.

3neck 3a1aéM creayroLee:

OrpaHuyeHue — MaKCUMaJIbHOE HAIPSHKEHUE HE IOJDKHO MPEeBbIIaTh 2,5
Mra (penen mpoOYHOCTH JIJIsl CTaJIH ).

Kpurepuem OyneT macca KoBIa.

Table of Schematic B4: Optimization

A B Z D E ‘ F G
i . . Objective Constraint
2 Type Target Type Lower Bound | Upper Bound
3 Minimize P2 P2 - Solid Mass Minimize ;I Mo Constraint ;I
4 P3 <= 2,5E+)8Pa | P3-Equivalent Stress Maximum | Mo Objective ;I Values <= Upper Bound ;I 2,5E+08
= Select a Parameter - |\ 0 A

Pucynok 3 — Kputepuii u orpaHnyeHue B ONTUMHU3ALMOHHON 3a/1aue

Tenepr Haxkmmaem kHomky Update, 4ToOBI pEMIUTh ONTUMU3AIMOHHYIO
3amauy. [lo 3aBepmieHnM pacd€ToB TMOSABISIETCS OKHO C pe3yjibTaTaMu,
M300paKEHHOE Ha PUCYHKE 4.

Kak BuauM, y Hac ecTb 3 BapHaHTa:

1. Tlpu tommmue cTreHku 3,5 MM mMacca OyaeT cocTaBisaTh 323,86 kr, a

MaKCHUMaJIbHOE HaIpshKeHUe cocTasiister 2,49 Mna.

2. Ilpu tommuue cteHku 5,2 MM macca Oyzaer coctaBisath 387,1 kr, a

MaKCHUMAaJIbHOE HampsbkeHue cocrasiaeT 1,99 Mna.
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3. Ilpu TommuHe cTeHku 6,8 MM macca Oyner coctaBiarh 450 kr, a
MaKCHUMAaJIbHOE HamnpshKeHue coctapiiier 1,62 Mna.

Table of Schematic B4: Optimization

I .

1 B Optimization Study

2 Minimize P2 Goal, Minimize P2 (Default impartance)

3 P3 <= 2,5E+08 Pa Strict Constraint, P3 values less than or equals to 2,5E+08 Pa (Default importance)

4 B Optimization Method
The Screening optimization method uses a simple approach based on sampling and

) sorting, It supports multiple objectives and constraints as well as all types of input

5 EEES parameters. Usually it is used for preliminary design, which may lead you to apply
other methods for more refined optimization results,

6 Configuration Generate 1000 samples and find 3 candidates.

7 Status Converged after 1000 evaluations.

5 Candidate Point 1 Candidate Point 2 Candidate Paoint 3

10 P1 - Wall_Thick (cm) 0,3557 0,5213 0,6859

11 P2 - Solid Mass {kg) ¥ 323,85 *% 3871 H 450

12 P3 - Equivalent Stress Maximum {Pa) B-Tw‘;-l’ 2,4955E+08 .)_;'"rw 1,9937E+08 ww*,-r 1,619E+08

Pucynoxk 4 — Pe3ynbrarsl onTUMHU3anuu

Taxum oOpa3oM B IpoIiecce ONTUMHU3AINH Macca KOBIIIa YMEHbBIINIIACh B 2,9
pasza.

PaboTa BbINONHsIACH MO PYKOBOACTBOM JoleHTa Kadeapbl «Cuctembl
aBTOMATU3MPOBAHHOIO MpOoeKTUpoBaHus» HanpacHukosa B.B.
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