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1. |l ntroducti on

Topology optimization has become an important tool to determine the optimal shape for maximum
performance subject to given design constraiffter three decades of development, several topology
optimization methods have been proposed and gained poputaith as, densityased methofl], level

set method2], andBESO method3]. Besides,other new methods hawdsobeen developeth recent
yearssuch as moving morphable components (MM&EB], moving morphable voids (MMV)7], and
geometry projectiomethod[8-10].

The Level set metho. SM) is one of the popular methods used for topology and shape optimization. Fo
standard level set method, the topology of structure is described implicitly using the level set fanction
where the boundary is determined B 71t . In classical LSM, the boundary is updated through evolving

the implicit function%.based on Hamiltotdacobi equation. In general, the optimization problem needs to
be transformed in an unconstrained problem, where the lagrangian formulations are app#dwith
constraints. For classical LSM, the lagrangian multipliers are gradually updated based on a certain strategy
to avoid fluctuations and ensure convergendée evolution of implicit level set function is driven by
normal boundary velocity in éhdesign domain based on natural velocity extengidh or the fast
marchingmethod[12]. Besides classic LSM, the parametric leset method hadrawngreat attention in

recent yearsWang et a[13] proposed an RB¥evel set optimization method to transform the Hamilton
Jacobi equation into a system of ordinary differential equations (ODES) based on collocation formulation.
Since then, several parametric leset method§l4-16] with different basis functionf®r various physical
problems have been develop&cently, a velocity field levedet (VFLS) methodil7, 18]is proposed by

Wang et al. The key point of VFLS method is construct the boundary normaeityédield in the design
domain, which is used to update the level set function. Note that the velocity field is controlled by prescribed
basis functions and velocity design variables at given points. VFLS method provides an effective way to



handling multple constraints, and standard mathematical programming algorithm can be incorporated.
Furthermore, Wang et §l9] incorporates the topological desiwe concept into velocity field level set
method to enable automatic nucleation of interior hddesomprehensive literature review for level set
methods in topology optimization can be foundRif[20].

For classical level set topology optimization method, the continuous adjoint method g usdd to
compute sensitivitiegl1l]. One of the major obstacles of continuous adjoint method is the sensitivity
expressions are discontinuatsniodes and edges of finite elements. In general, interpolation and smoothing
techniques are needed to avoid discontinuity, which inevitable results in a reduction of sensitivity accuracy.
This sensitivityprocessing method may lead to diverge for higlvenlonits as demonstrated Sandilya

and Alicia et al[21]. As pointed by Alicia et althe classical comiuous adjoint method follows the
differentiatethendiscretize schem@2]. Compared to the classical continuous adjoint method, the discrete
adjoint method follows a diffent discretizahendifferentiate philosophy. As described in R21], the
discrete adjoint method discretizes the patrtial differential equations using finite element finsthtte
discretized equations are then differentiated to obtain adjoint equations based on augmented functional
equations. The discretize adjoint method is widely used in deves#tyd topology optimization method

[23] for sensitivity derivation, while Sandilya and Alicia ef2l] introduced the discrete adjoint method

into classical level set method for the first time using a saralytical formulation. Compare to the semi
analytical formulation, wére the boundary is perturbed implicitly to obtain level set sensifosityelocity)

based on finite difference approximation, an analytical formulation method is proposed in this paper to
bridge the gap between the discrete adjoint sensitivity witlsiciEldevel set sensitivity in the framework

of velocity field level set method. In the proposed method, the normal boundary velocity of level set method
can be readily derived from discrete adjoint method. The major contribution of this paper contésdeom
aspects 1) the analytical formulation linking discrete adjoint method with level set boundary velocity is
derived and demonstrated from mathematical perspectivesgliie basis is introduced intelocity field

level setmethod 3) The stress andtal buckling constraints are considered for volume minimization
problem in the framework of level set topology optimization method.

The remainder of the paper is organized as follows. Section 2 presents the mathematical form&ation of
spline velocityfield level set method based on discrete adjoint metBedtion 3 demonstratego typical
topology optimization problems wiltbcal stress and buckling constraitdsserify the effectiveness of the
proposed method, followed by conclusions in Section 4
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2.1 B-spline velocity field level set method

For level set method, tmaterialdomainmin an initial design domaiO can be represented by an implicit
levelset function as follows,

mwNTm $ (1)

wherelz w is signed distance function. The shape and topology of material domain evolves through
boundary moving, which is achieved through the Hamiltacobi equation based on a given normal
velocityw as follows,
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Here, the normal velocity fielco et (two dimensiohis constructed using-Bpline basiunctionsand
velocity design variablea: j as following,
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Note that 6 ; and 6 ; are Bspline basis functions determined by knot vectoiamdwdirections.

n andr| are the degrees of thedpline basis functioné isthe ¢ p & p B-spline coefficient
B-splines are commonly used in data interpolation and compiged design (CAD})24]. In general, a
degreer) B-spline basis functio 6 j is defined by a knot vectd- ¢ Fa* FE Fed . Note thaknot
vectork is a set of nomlecreasing real numbers in design spaceirgadval ¢:F¢:  is the'Q@knot span.

In this paper, a uniformBplines are used, where the knots are uniformly spaced in the parametric design
space. Thi'Q¥&(i=0,1 E FE) B-spline bais function can be defined in a recursion way as follows,
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It is worth to mention thaB-spline basis function is local support and magative, and Bpline basis
should satisfy,
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More details regarding-Bpline properties and theory can be found in[RBJ. Once the velocity field is
obtained, the level set function can be updated through Eq. (2)theingpwind difference schenjig2]
and themethod of moving asymptote@MMA) algorithm [26]. Then, the ranitialization step is
implemented t@avoid numerical deterioration of thevel set functionMore implementation details can be
found in Ref[17].

2.2 Sensitivity analysis ased on discreteadjoint method

In this section, we present a discrete adjoint method for computing the velocity field in the design domain,
which is used to update the level set equation in Eq.H@).standard densiyased methodn the
framework ofthe SIMP (Solid isotropic materiglith penalization)1], thegener&sensitivity derivation

based orthe discreteadjoint method27] is described in this section. The discretized governing equation
for linear elastic problem can be written as follows,

Lo W (6)

where L is thestiffness matrix¢ is the displacement vectcandlis the nodal force vectoNote thatany
other constraint equations for physical problems are writtéollag/s,

B (7
For a giverobjective or constrairfunction"Q an augmented Lagrangian function is formulated based on
theadjoint method as follows,
‘0 C k1 13 8)
wherer and arelLagrangemultiplier. Based on theiscreteadjoint method, the sensitivity of augmented
Lagrangian functioi"Owith respect to densit’" can be expressed as follows,
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where Lagrange multiplieshould satisfy
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The abovegeneralized derivation is usually referred to as the discrete adjoint méittbé. rest of this

section,we will derive the sensitivity of the functiCQwith respect to the velocity fielw of level set.
Based on the chain rule,

(10
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where the first terr— can be obtained through E®),(and ¢* is the velocity a'Qfvelocity point. The
second tern— corresponds to the change in the volume fradfitamsity)of the" Q@element due to the

QBpoint velocityvariation ¢ ‘Q @éRotes number of finite elemerilote that Kambampatit al[21] apply
perturbation othe boundary implicitly nearby the boundary point to approximate the secon — n

with finite difference method. In this paper, the analytical derivation is proposed and formulatieel for

term — as follows,

— — 1B (12

where C {' is Heaviside function, ani {'is Dirac function. These two functions can be
approximated by2],
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where| is a small positive numb | p p 1 , and¢s describe the width of the smooth region
Y 1@ . Equation (2) can be rewritten as following forms,
Ag ook Re T (T pRFE D (15)

whereQ ds a pseudo time is short fori e:), anda® denote«» e: . U is number ofvelocity points
We assume a small perturbat] ¢+ of velocitya* , and corresponding variation A is] & . Thus,

Ag 1B @ Te @B e (16)

Note that in above equation the effect of small perturbj 5 10n terms 3 Sisignored. Above equation
can be simplified as,

1B 1 wiB Qe (17)
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Therefore,
— @B o (18)
Note that the pseudo tinQ chere can be assumed to be 1, becausQ & just a scaling factor of

sensitivity—, which will not have any effect on optimization progreseéfmethod of moving asymptotes

(MMA) [26] solver is applied to updathe level set functionbecausehe MMA optimizer is able to
automatically tune the moving steps in optimizatibo.obtain the sensitivity of functic’'Owith respect to
velocity design variableo: j, according tdEqg. (3), we have,

—HWBCB—G—H‘]BCB 1 —0p 060K (19)
Note thai P 'QC "Qotherwisg T Thus,
— 1B OO (20)
Note that &>Fc> is the coordinate afentroid of the’Q’ﬁeIemenI:I’hereforeaccording to the Eq. (11the
sensitivity of functior"Owith respect to velocity design variaba® j can be given as,
— B 1B tBOi@o@ (21)

Based on the above equation, the sensitivity of target fur'Qieith respect to velocity design variable

o can be readily inherit from thaiscrete adjoinsensitivity— usingthe chain rule The formulation in

Eq. (21) effectively unified thdiscrete adjoinsensitivity and level set velocifield.

3. Stress and Buckling Constrained Topo
3.1 Sensitivity analysisof stress constraint problem based on discretadjoint method

For standarddensitybased methodhe discretized linear elastic equations can be written as,

A2 | (22)

wherelL is theglobalstiffness matrix¢ is displacement vector, alllis force vectorThe global stiffness
matrix can be assembled by elemental stiffness |L._g;gsas follows,

Lk Bj L (23)

where'Qlenotes th’'(QQelement stiffness matrix. The element stiffness matrix using Ersatz material can be
written as

Ly o oo L (24)

where” is the density(volume fraction)of the QQelement’C is the elasticity modulus of a void
element, which is a small value to avoid numerical isl ds the stiffness matrifor unit elasticity
modulus.The maximum vormises stress can be approximated mppn stres§28], which can be written
as,
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where,  is the von Mises stress of t'(0Qelement0 is the total number of elemeniss described in
Section 2.2, the augmentkdgrangian functiofl can be formulated dsllows,

fl S S | (26)
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The adjoint vectof _can be obtained through solvi— 1t Therefore, the sensitivity offporm stress
with respect to elemental density is given by,

= — yd=o @7)

The detailedierivation of pnorm stress sensitivity can be found in 2.
3.2 Sensitivity analysis ofbuckling constraint problem based on discrete adjoint method

In this section, the sensitivity of fundamental buckling load factor (BLF) with respect to elemental density
is derived Similarly, theelemental stiffness matrisan be represented Bysatzmaterial malel as shown
in Eq.(24). The fundamental buckling load fac_ "can be formulated d@ayleigh quotienf30],

oJ||EZo
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whereq is the global stress stiffness matri?, is the displacement vectcL is the linear stiffness matrix.
The general procedure of linearized buckling analysis is as follMaefine a reference load vecllb)
Compute the equilibrium displacem«¢ Lz JJc) Set up the stress stiffness may of> e d)
compute the buckling load and correspondingklingmode _ v -+ using the following equations,

h

Lz _"2mz v ¥ (29)

The buckling modesare normalized such th& %“L Z ¥= 1 . Note that the sensitivity of the
‘JQeigenvalue_ with respect to elemental dens™ 'is expressed d81],

— "’%l — _— v _—o0 (30)

where »:can be obtained through solving adjoint equations
L L I Jll o ¥ (31)

For local bucklingconstraint, an aggregation function is applied to generate a single constraint. Here, the
KS function[32] is implemented as failv,

VI -a¢B ¢ ™y (32)
Note that pZ_ , where the degree of smoothness is governed by the aggregation pg-axiaethe
set of intereste” . The value obtained by KS function produce an upper boul A #,¢ s The range
of parametel” should be ph . The first order derivative of KS functic) ™Y with respect to density
" can be written as,

(33)



The detailed sensitivity derivation and implementation can be found if3Réf.
3.3 Topology Optimization Problem Formulation

In this sectionthe optimization problem is volume minimization subject to stress and local buckling
constraint. The optimization problem can be formulated as,

a Qi
i 88, . (34)
251 N
In above formulation, th,  denotes the morm stress, an, * is the upper limit 0, . The upper
bound of KS aggregation functitov ™ ., is setto be . It is worth to mention that the parametr|rs

and’ are selected &) 7 v Tin this paper. Note that the sensitivities, ando ™Y ., with

respect to Bspline coefficients of velocity fieldre readily to be derived based on the matimal
formulation in Eq(33), Eq. (27) and Eq. (21).
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4.2 L-bracket design
4.2.1volume minimization with stress constraint
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von Mises stress distribution
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4.2.2V olume minimization with buckling constraint
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4.2.3 Volume minimization with stress and buckling constraint

I n thi st hseecprioopnoosed met hodol ogy i s applied to so
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