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AFP
BESO

CMTS

CpPP

CTS

DFM

ESO

FEA

FEM

FRP

FW
GSM

KBP

OFM

H AR E (Automated Fiber Placement)
MH A AL R I B 4k (Bi-directional Evolu-
tionary Structural Optimization)

AL N 7 AW (Continuous Multiple Tow
Shearing)

o [ E L E A (Chinese Postman Problem)
e b 7 AW (Continuous Tow Shearing)
Bt E%Er (Design For Manufacturing)
AL E o b (Evolutionary Structural Op-
timization)

AIREFEMAN (Finite Element Analysis)

AR %Y (Finite Element Method)

kAR LS (Fiber Reinforced Polymer, Fiber
Reinforced Plastic)

T4 T AV NI4T 1 > (Filament Winding)
77 v KA NI 27 F v ik (Ground Structure
Method)

==t ANV 27 OFEDORE (Konigsberg Bridges
Problem)

#hE N oE b (Optimization For Manufacture)



PAN
PBF
SERA

VF
VSD

€offset

K1Y 721)a=hkV) (PolyAcryloNitrile)
AR IR RS & (Powder Bed Fusion)
ZIREZIR AY (Sequential Element Rejection
and Admission)

EEEHAHR (Volume Fraction)

Al ZRMIMEREE (Variable Stiffness Design)

115, RXFDORFEDIARTERT .

NY M. INXFORFDOIURTRT .

N7 Mbad/ VA

il e; OWrTHIDIE

3 D W THi e D i K AE

77 7D E I NS EMDORIT (Dimension).
HIZEET 2L & d=2.

TH R v; DI (degree). THR v; [Tk 534
DL

THE v; DERLRZ MV

TR v; OO, x A RS

THMA v; DERD, y 55

MR (Elastic modulus), ¥ ¥ 27 % (Young’s
modulus), WP (Stiffness)

HWOESE

$URDL 7

i (Edge). &% (372bb, THR) DOBRERME.
U3 ARY bV, FEM IZEWT, REROHIF
0T HEAMRZED.

INSTRIERL. BEFER s O TRfEE ULTHWS.
JIRZ M. FEMIZEWT, £fimdhoEHE
ZAWANRTZH D,



fi={ej, ek, e}

fob j
fob j

8fobj
881'

;h

= (Va, Ec)

~ AN T Q

N

l;
Lidle

Lproductive

Ltotal

max (|o;|)

7

pi = [zi, yz’]T

q; (t) = [zi (¢) ,y: (t)]
R

T

rj, = [cos (0jx1) , cos (Ojx2)]"

i (Face). W7 T 7 OB HET, WAL
DA 2N E D,

ENS[ESE

& 1E H B4

XA

DD x §lA s

H1D y 5

77 7. NEYoORREERT.

3 D Wi TH D 1 X

MIME47%1] (Stiffness matrix)

AR 5 DRRE I N EFZD, BT K A~
D5

[ f; \ZJ@T 5 e; @, WIMESTH K ~NDHFE:

L DRIE £

e, DRI

72k (Idle route length). ~w N 23 %
D H L TV E R R

FAEHE (Productive route length). ~w K A%k
MEZ AR D LT\ SRR

B HE#E (Total route length). ~ v K O#&E#z
. ~y FAFEDY DR,

3 OO [71 s J3 D Al S 0D g K A

BEfE~R 2 bV
THA v; O PEFE
BRI ¢ 128 1) B THS v; O PEfE

VYT 1 T 14475, MEERIMERERIZ B T 5 HEE
/NHIPEIZBIfR T 5.
i e, = {vj,vk} IZDOWTOo, Vj — Vg EEX2YsiE!



oy (> 0)

()"

Vf — V/vmax

Vf, init
Vf,target

VG = {Ui, .. }
Vel

Vi

RL

THADT VD

HEHHE  (Progression rate)

MBS R D Y E

HEHROEEFHE (Diminishing rate)

FHEEER (Smoothing rate)

AL =R O F) A

EIELEOE#E (Diminishing rate)

R

JEHRZ L. FEM IZBWT, £BEREOHE G
T2 R72H D,

W e; OEAMISS (BB, I6HE)

GR

N7 PR 75 DOEE (Transpose). £ BT & D
T TXRT.

iK%l (Time)

BRIRZ M. FEM IZBWT, 2HiM0ZEMDH
HIEZUAR72H D,

ZRLD x WIS

ZERLOD y Bl 75 AR 4

W& 2R DARR (Volume)

RS HE. BELKROKRMD, RKMEIZHT 2
G

AT R O YA fE

RBE S R D H I

TEROES

TH A DRI

TERL (Vertex). BEGRIEZ R 9048,



Vmax

G R D IR O I KA
B — JRE AR, AR

THA v; D o FERE

B T RRAT, R

TER v Dy RS
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1.1 HMROBER
111 mEResis

kiR LiAg (Fiber Reinforced Polymer: FRP)*1iZ, Fig. 1.1 @ & 5 (26 THi
Wil 2 BB ICHOIAA MBI TH 5. Mt L U T, REBEMAE, H 7 AMHESE A H
WwWHonad, gl LTk, THRFVBIEENPHVSNS.

Fiber

\ Resin
Fig. 1.1 Structure of Fiber Reinforced Polymer (FRP)

MRAE L, WM - BELEVE W R E R D, WIVEA S WD, MDD 7R

*1 Fiber Reinforced Plastic £ IFIEN25EH %\ .

— 11 —



DRI TH 205 TH 5. BIZITRFA ML, REMIZEARV T2V
(PolyAcryloNitrile: PAN) 725 Fig. 1.2 D kX 3 i2fEs 0 [1], Fig. 1.3 @ & 5 (il
EFAMICHRERIEE2HT 5.

H; H,
AP AN
| | N

N

N N

PolyAcryloNitrile (PAN) Graphite

Fig. 1.2 PolyAcryloNitrile (PAN) and Graphite

Fit;er

Fig. 1.3 Structure of fiber

BREDRE DI, MHEAHIVIE Y Fig. 1.4 O X 5 IZHHEN IO R D# 8% /N X <
TEHNoTH5S.

— 12 —



€ ¢ 3
Loy

Defect Defect

Thin fibers Thick fibers

Fig. 1.4 Fibers and defects

WA &2 IR I AL DI, MBI T A, MBE L TORRER DD T
H5.

HNE RS-0 O - BREIXZ N ZNHENE - ERE L ITFEN S, e T I
R, B ERAMERAL IR D LEMIME 1 2 5 A B, HOREEIE 5 5 ETH D, S0z h
X, »DMINE - 3R % FH T 272010 B ERE A O ERIE, b HARICIIM - 7
VIZAVWRLED2HD 15501 TXL.

WA 1% Fig. 1.5 Z£D & 5 7 dkdifeidhltt (Gidhit) 2254 L, Fig. 1.5 4D &
S it (RiiE) 2HV28586080 5.

i

Discontinuous (short) Continuous (long)
fiber-reinforcement fiber-reinforcement

Fig. 1.5 Fiber reinforcement

BRI B LM EORIE 2 W 2Ea e, BRaBEOfEzHWs5E6055%5. —Kk
(2, ERTHRAE & A EMERITE 2 F 0 S FRP D3RS BRI ME (B, JEfiiilie & 24

— 13 —



AEEMERE &2 JHW © FRP i BREVEICEN 5. MizE T2 20 B ©I3od ki, #d
{EPEREIE AW S 0, HEH DB T IR IR i, AT EMERIE Lo NS,

1.1.2 HEER

FRP OfRKM - F AL, BENK (Laminate) TH 2. FEENKIE, Fig. 1.6 D X
512, HJEH (Lamina) &FEXNAEWEL2ERERZEDTHS.

@é lamina

Laminate = stacked laminae

Fig. 1.6 Laminate

BEMIE, —GIANChdA U 7z ik & BfiE D> 572 6. Fig. 1.7 D & 512, HERDM
PE - SR 20 > 72 SATHRB RE S, MHICER TSGR TRE /NI,

Stiff- Strong

Soft-Weak

Orthotropy: different properties in orthogonal directions

Fig. 1.7 Orthotropy

BIERD & 512, BMEPHRIZ & o TR MEIFRGM (Anisotropy) &IFIXH
5. HERIERIC, BERULRATHEEPRERSNSELR G (Orthotropy) % £f

— 14 —



D, BAMODH 2 HEKRE £ O ST MRS CTER S IR L TIEh, #EE
ik, BEMEIC & > TREPRD S, FENRIE, B8R TN BE R 72T M &5
JE2RHT D XD ITHETRTH 5.

RAFE NI & % 0 2 MHE D BEMAY R PR 1R, — RIS RET D & S wiidCikb i
MmENDL. RGBT, HLHMAICEIRIED ao BMBE, THIZEZRT LSRN
bo WEIK & &%, TNSDHMIZHENE o b THIA U 7ZBERA BB ZIEA L 0.
BIZDAEBIZIENDPE & E1E, READDH oW 2 S FITIIFEZR GRS 3005 72
&, EREND D 5P 25 G AIEF I BB 2 B U 72 BB IR AR B 2R AT LW,

— 3, BRI NDRET D KD MG T, — BRI R TR,
Fig. 1.8 D XS5 ICHWIZISPIREL 2550 (A-Be32) BdHs5LE, RHNE
7RIS K > TR S (TN T nRifEla - B 2T 5).

« > Desirable W/ Undesirable
E\D%/'%I + orientation o ;{?ﬁ:% ~ orientation B
77)* Desirabl — Zt|. =} Undesirabl
(- l t Desirable Stacking g { Undesirable
-\ B é orientation f3 \ = orientation a

heterogeneous stress homogeneous stiffness

T Mismatch T

Fig. 1.8 Plate with heterogeneous stress and homogeneous stiffness

MEREA—FRTHB L&, a - BEMAET LD LREHMBICET 52520,
Z D XD LREEREL T, B A T3 A TARERBERBKS & EN, BB TIEB
TAELHBEBKR R EEND I 820570, BTV, E—RRISTIDRFET
5 XD REET, —HRABEREEHWS Z i, MEEEOHMICEN>TLES.

1.1.3 EIE'EJUJEEQE

Al &M% EE (Variable Stiffness Design: VSD) &\ 5 @& EHE&IL, FEEMERK Z I
WTH kT2 L2HTHOTHD. BERIETEKZ B D RIS Z 0]

— 15 —



2L, HAGAICHEREZ2Z2 228D TH S, VSD IXHJFHRK A OMHE 5 M %
LU, HNAMOMERMEA2Z2ZX 55D THS. Gurdal 5 [2, 3] 1%, Fig. 1.9 D X
50T N CHRME & BRI IS A 5 2 212 & o T, BUEROMIMES A IE—FRIC 72 5
ZeZERUT.

SSESABBNRECS
070247002200
S SESNBBBBBECS
SSA5¢5S
S SSBNNNNNSCS
0 20%0%0%0%0% %%
"0 042022002 Yo ¥
070%6%4%% %% %
020%0%:%% %% % %o
9 . 9.0 0600 0. O
. > OO0 >
9. 9. .0.0.60 0.0 O
20000020122 % % P
0002624752 %%
S SQOAANNNNCS
0%¢%6%: %% % % %
SSO0NNNNNNCS
0 26%0%420%0% %%
S SSOBANBBNRECS
07024740220
S SEONBBBBBECS
SSA5¢5S
SN
02000202020 % %%
SNBSS
S IEHANHRARRES<
< 2 OO D
0° ~ 45° ~ Q°

Fig. 1.9 Variable Stiffness Design (VSD) for plate by Gurdal et al.[2, 3]

VSD & WS EEMS DB & T, FE—BARSNARET S & 5 whidn’, JFE—kka
MDA 27D & DIZERFENTE, MRIZIRINZHMHT LI N TES.

1.1.4 #\EsEtmEk

VSD &\ 5 EMIERIE, MERGtRE ks HAGbEONLPR OB L TE 2.

BUCEI LT, 158 [4] REEE [5, 6, 7] 1K O WTHEADER, Y1) REDDH BH [§]
SIZHEHDP AL NTNS.

DAL S, HE (9, 10, 11, 12], #HfE [13] TH VSD OG0 b & a1k
RirbnTWa. HIZIXMFE T, BolfbiERIE Fig. 1.10 D&k 522> TED, 5k
B FIRIMEAS K % < 725 & 5 mEBEFHER L 25T W3 [10).

— 16 —



-

0 =
K*/ j 6=0 6=n/2 6=n 0
—= T
= X «—
Bended cylinder Fiber orientation

Fig. 1.10 Variable Stiffness Design (VSD) for cylinder

1.1.5 BEIEERIM

HENELERANE, AT RMIMEEREE - Mdakat bai b & BERATR .

HE)ELERATIZIE, 3D 7V v X 2HWS 4 (14, 15], MY - u—E U I 2 EE R
MOFENTT 55 [16, 17], b2 5T/ (18], D MV M ar 5§
59 HIE[19] b 5.

Fig. 1.11 d & 512, #0 MMt OlE 2 HP 4 2 & TGk msbIns.

Fig. 1.12 12986 b 7 AW (Continuous Tow Shearing: CTS) 1%, #k#ED
HWO—J WX, $I—HE2TOTFETHS. ZNIZEBMHAE (Automated
Fiber Placement: AFP) T 5L TH 5%, AFP THU % & 5 2P EE
2T 5 Z LN TE 3.

HHEE S 7 AW (Continuous Multiple Tow Shearing: CMTS) (%, CTS IZ##
WRHT D TREZMA, KVIAWIETHZOHTZ LT, HEzEmEllTnwd

Iho o HBEBGEEAMIX. ATERMMERE S N EoRE 2 REIZLTWS. £z
oD HRFEETRAMEDHRENKE S, INs TORE 2 FIEZ 7 hd e
FHERGEILDOED fADPBAITITDONT WS,

—17 —



Needle Tow/Roving

Thread Lay nozzle
Fiberg Printer nozzle P
A
3D Printing Laying+ Stitching

Faster, More Fibers by Stitching

@ Nozzle
&
= (@)}
Wide tow Nozzle % £ /

>0 Tow Thread
=2

(V]

Continuous Tow Shearing a i Continuous Multiple Tow Shearing
(CTS) == (CMTS)

Fig. 1.11 Automated manufacturing methods: 3D Printing[15], Laying +

Stitching[17], Continuous Tow Shearing (CTS)[18], Continuous Mul-
tiple Tow Shearing (CMTS)[19]

Pressing Gripping ( A

=

e

Tow - Without Gap-Overla G Overl
Gripping & Sliding P P ap Overlap

(CTS) L (AFP)  (AFP) )

Fig. 1.12 Mechanism of Continuous Tow Shearing (CTS)[19, 18] (compared
with Automated Fiber Placement (AFP))

— 18 —




1.2 RDER
121 B&E

WG R TR & 512, MR BRI RERO B THM S h, BERDOZE
AIZR MR R B ANPRAR & 4, TR G I MG R R i E LR e A G DY o1
RS FHEL, BEINEEIEHBREEMI Lo TH-EINTE L.

T &S MR S R B G, WK O X S Al AR G I B VT
e ELEENKIET S 5T, MRS XS 2HINEECE VT, BiZ, Rl
bk e HENBOERM 2 B X 5 L TRIDE 7%\,

WAL 22 & 7 2 E RS, MEYHMEA, MEE, AR, HESEe v
IRETOMMANH 5 [20, 21, 22, 23]. TN5OHEDHEELETIX, 74T AV b
74 Y7 1> (Filament Winding: FW) HWHNT WS, FW I, #HOH 5 E
WZHkMEE B E ) HEETH S, FW ITMEERZ BRI KESEZSEZ 2N
LU, Zo&D aMEREDRG RELITICHERROBAMEZ R LTWD
[24, 25, 26].

3D 7V VT4 I B Y B RARELTIE, ROV -DBRRIEFHEELIE
TE5, bREY—E#ELEIFENDFENPHOONT WS, ZIRGED MRE Y — iy
WAL, fERE U CHEBERE 5257280, #itEHHBEOR WSO REE e &
HZEMNTES.

3D 7V VT a4 v T, MEO® SR E A ERIR 27, 28, 29, 30, 31, 32], &
IR [33, 34, 35], IRfEIR [36, 37] FORIETHRIET 55, BRI HE TR
RHETEHIEN B THD. MR Y —REAOHREBONZHEEZ DL DR
FECHAICAET SR, St /G L TERALNTNS

—Ji, et EEA NI E 2T, MERE YO SER L CTHEFT I MAs kA
MoTWa., ZOEZHIE, BiEHI# (Design For Manufacturing: DFM) [38]
LWOBEATH D, BEHRELICEAANSNS [39]. 3D TV VT 1 VAT BIF 5
EMEEEZEZZRAOHEL, YR—-MEBEOTEDTHE. A—N—NV T LI

—19 —



N5, BPREATZE ZITHMEIOFET 2 BN ERITEINT 5 & 5 iEsEr T
HLED 72O BE R Y R— M2 L <L LTLE 5. Langelaar[40] 1%, A4 —
N=\v 7 D% T 5 &EHRE{bZ R L TW5.

DEM X, 3D 7V VT4 VIR A —N=N V7T OMEUATEROHENT NS,
Liu & [41] 1%, #u&m ) &5oi l (Optimization For Manufacture: OFM) & #LU,
HIIMT 2 e Uz bR v Y —R#E(ICI D A, £, ®BMRZ BN I
a2 2R IKARES S (Powder Bed Fusion: PBF) B L T, #iEME2ZE L
bR Y —R#EERLTWS [42]. EHEHHEGEIZBEWTH, AFP 28T 5l
BRI 2B R L 7z EHRE LD T T W S [43].

BEERE B R L - E o bk, BE FOMEZENT L2 LA TEs. L
Mo THETmEIZENT, BEREZE TS HEBLIOZORIIOVWTRIRZE
L5 ENRkOoND.

AP EE T 2 D%, @it b2 o 2 EHEE 2 BB 8E 3 5 RO
MDYIMr 24 TH 5. HHIT 2HE 0w 2% Fig. 1.13 1IZRT. MM OUMIX
A OMEGMEDTKIZ L - T, BBWREEZETI 2 eIz, ABRLEREECE
AU IE, WERHZzENIE5. @O ER, RERFLIZKRS FEELD X
oL LT, WHEOKEEAR (Volume Fraction: VF) Z KNI, HEDHEE
MREBMTEIES [44]. ZO XS ITHMEOUINT - ZAEVPEEIZH EDORHBIZHH
6T, TS DA E RIEIZ E O 7 B RGE O G LIE IR T TR,

— 20 —



Increased

. : — manufacturing time
Fiber discontinuity Idle route
Cutting
Crossing

Head
. Void & Volume
Fibers fraction degradation

g | .
Void Low volume fraction

Fig. 1.13 Manufacturing process

1.2.2 fHREHN

PLETHRELUZX ST, BEEGEHENE ONIGE B R U 72, s beig s o
5% M E RS DREHBGEILIE RO 5D, ARIFSEIE, WMDY & 2 EITIER L,
INSOE#EZRFICES RN S, (1) MEMGEHRRELEDRES L OFHl, (2)
REFEDVHBEIEIZ S T 2 -EMICE X 8O, (3) REFEDILKRE L OFF
fii, ZHM& L7,

1.3 SR DR

AHEDORRIZATTHS. B 1HIZFRTDH D, HROEFRE L OCMHRDHERI
DVWTHERTWS., F2HEIFTEROERETH Y, FROMEEZERDLLHIT, K
AHRELDRREZRLTWS., H 3 BIEEHOFMTH Y, RETFEIrL/OND
MG DOWT, BLEVEDFHME & FHliF IR 2R LU TW5S. B4 BIITEROILETH Y,

— 921 —



REFERZIGR U HEZ2RT 2617, &Kt bR R B X O8LE M D FEAMm &S R
ZRLUTWA., FBEHEIIMWTHY, KAIEZ2EL THONZHRAIZOVWTEEDHT
W5,

— 929 —



B2E

g B SIS st E LR DIRE
R ME D YT - 322 O [a] 5kt

21 ¥E

ARETIE, BUGERFICHIMED YIWT & 2258 2 Mt gE 72, W Hd i et Bl LIk 2 fe %
5. Affizd21Hiel, H22HMTTFEREZMETS. B23HTTFEREZMVEK
EEBRIZOVWTAER, H2L4HTAREZZ LD D,

2.2 m=BILEDERE
221 mZBEILOBE

BOEALIEIE, Fig. 211K 70125, £, SXEMESICN UMEREZ1TS.
MRERKRE T, BAIENBEREM L UTORRA - 2R ORE, NDENEASEMAL L
TOMEMN - AEDREY, MREBROREFZITS. YW & R4 % [ g2 i H
WG 22 720120F, fREEZENTNIXEIV. 207D, YNE %N, Lok
SIS L TREDNEZDZHEDD 5.
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) — |
Design Optimization L % Cutting
domain

Crossing
Problem setting
(boundary condition,
‘ > No-cutting
— - No-crossing

material, ......)
With constraints

Fig. 2.1 Flow of optimization

222 WBHEDUIM & —FEFE OWIL

9, MMM Iz OWTE X B, EiHEREED S R A MEMEICB W T,
HEELGEIZH WO N EEIX ANy K] & 25— Z2HbEANLRHERYE LT
bbb,

CANy R ol 2R D g
s ANy REAT—VDOHNMNEEZZEA D

WO Rz A G DY,
Ay RONMEZAR D LR SEE, AT — YD RIZHEGRIHE ZEiE T 5

EWSBLERZFEE L TV 5.
DEGEIRIZEWT, Mt O UM & [\ 5 72 0121%, MHED TIWT &\ S BIED R
BERADBLEND B.
AWV EE U0, THHEOUIW#ZIZIEZBT, ~y RRXT—IUh6Hinsg ] &
WORETH B, T70bb, WO, AT —IUho~y FEBEESTEEZ DR
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2.

T SIZAMZEE, Fig. 22D &512, TAF—=Yh o~y REHET ] WS #EEE
REPOEZHET] CWOEBIELRE KT H I LT, WOk —FEHOMER
BE AT 5.

ju /
% N — %\ ~
Cutting Head rise Brush rise
Fiber Ink
distributor distributor

Fig. 2.2 Cutting process and analogy

DFE VRO UIN X, —EEHEEIPHEND L EITRES. Lo T, MEMED —
EHEAGgETHNE, QYN IXEEATRETH 5.

—HEHZOMEIR, 77 7HEmICL o TR I N T E 72, Aiffgild, —EFHSME
T 575 7HBROMBAEZRATSZ 2T, MAMEDHBEEIZE I SMHEDY)
bt D R BB RIS S 5.

223 U5 7¥H

75 7 Mk B HEGL LT, 75 7BADMECONTRAS,

757 ek, K (Vertex) &30 (Edge) #57%%, TR LOMEREELRT 60
THB. T, HEOLDEHETOTHEL, 55HOMLOMREL /T e =
ORGWEIT. DI, BRI 5. BRI, BRTREEYER, WHTE

EZ, RFOM&EEATRY. 2xy NV -2 TIRAZHAEEZ, AES LD
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2UTHT.
757 E NS EED R VEETKNEN, v, vs,... DESICEKINED,

LIF 2 DDOTHEMDEIZIFEL,
ei = {vj, v} (2.1)

DEIITERIN, e ZMLT BTN v), v 13FHTHE e DI EIFIENDS. Zhb
HREAD T T 7 %M Db AN GERTH Y,

Ve = {vi, ...} (2.2)
TRINDIEMDES Vg, BLY
Ec ={e;, ...} (2.3)
TRINDUDES Eqg #HWT, 777 G I
G = (Vg,Eg) (2.4)

ERIND.

CHEMIDRNS S 7 3EW 7T 7 IR, W e; DI v;, v, DIER XX
L, SAIZaENiI o227 2 7 3A M7 5 7 LI 0, 4 e; Dl vy, v, DIEF
XS 5.

i e; DY vj, v IZDWT, v =v, THDHELE, We FHDIN—TEIFENS.
ZDLE, ¢ 3ZHEERL LD, £z, UOHEE Eq WA—D 2l e, =¢; 2ELL
&, e =e; 3ZHELLIND. ZDLE, Fg 3ZHEEEGTHS. HELV—T®
LZEDEZECT T 71, 2EIZ I 7LRENS. HAV—TRLELEZET RV T
71k, HHiZ S T LIRIEN 5.

BERE L7230 % U2 8 e U CHN TR O MFIEA5E (Walk) IFIENS. A5EO
5%, MOEEORVWHOIXE (Path) IFIENS. 7T 7 DERED 2 EHR OIS
EBAHBLE, 77 7I0EETH D LR,

e E M T E AR, M - B - RIS T T TR I NS,
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224 FAZ—D—EFEZDERE

—HHESOMBER, 7= A7 DOEOME (Konigsberg Bridges Problem:
KBP)| X LTHIONARETHS. ZOMEIE, Fig. 23 ITRT LI, 7T ODMEIZ
Lo THEIEN 2 4 DOHUSIZ DOWT, TENTNOFEZ 1 EIZITED, JTDEFTIZRES
LRI H LN 7] ZHSHDTH5.

Euler[45]*1 5 & O Hierholzer[48] 1, Z ORfEZ 2T 7 HEMIZ & > THEMI AR
U7z, 37205, &% 1R7ZITES TIROBMIZE S X 5 RRREKIFIEE L 78\,

ZOMETIE, Fig. 24 D& 51T, MBZHAE LTEA, 24 L TEZXS.
ZoeE, MEF IFhEN04% 1 RIZIT@ED, STOEGANCRS & 25 32 REKIEH 5
7] ZMS>HDICkD. bbb, NITHIEINZERD» ORI, MHa e K
ZRAICS UC—EHSHAEM T 2WVWH I 2MEICLTWVWS.

Bridge  Area

Problem of “Seven Bridges of Kénigsberg”

“Is there any route to pass through each
bridge only once and get back to the start
polnt?”

7-Bridged 4-Areas

Fig. 2.3 Konigsberg Bridges Problem (KBP)

*1 EEEARILSCHA [46], [47] T I A TE 5.
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Bridge Area Edge Vertex

7-Bridged 4-Areas 7-Edged 4-Vertices

Fig. 2.4 Analogy: bridges & areas vs. edges &vertices

Euler[45] & O Hierholzer[48] 1%, #&i7 2 7 7 m e REZR UK LT —%EH
SHRTHL I LDBESDFEME, 77 7DORBEPLTHBATHLILTHD LWV
>Rz, Thbb,

Vi, 35 > 1 s.t. deg (v;) = 25 (2.5)

Thbd. T, INz2A 1T 5N 2 Z TR deg (v;) &IXTHR v; (ZHKET
5LDHTHY,
deg (vi) = |{e; € Eq |3k, ej = {vi, v} } (2.6)
LEFRINSD.
ZDZ s, HIZIEFig 25 2R T LI, 7T 7DHESDIRBBRETHEBTH
575 713 —EEEOREVEET 5.

2 2 2~ 4 2
2 2 , 4 ,
4
2 2 4 4
274N,
2 2
Degree Path Degree Path

Fig. 2.5 Example of even-degreed graphs
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Lo T, 77 7DHEDRBPETHBETH 2 L WIS HIFIDE & ITHIEHRE K

HALET A, ~EESTRAMEMEEEONS.

PRI C RN R B Z 2 L, FMEIRER S 0, REPTROTEND 2 HAT
THDEWVIRMITHRBDN, ZTOEGEIHN &R DN EITIREBN G D THR DALE I
X4, SLERHCHE LTE<. SERORIAEMT 2 Z & 28t 570, K
oeld, IR EREZRILSKT2HbDE2FEZ 5.

225 BEREI&EELIE

A4 T =52 E UTHARAD 72012, #E2RE#R G BoE bk o MG pS g

MG ROl LI, BHAD XS RN G2 R T2 DL, WP A
WD &> iGN e R W RICT 2L O . BRI R REE I B B oAbk
Michell[49] O#FZE1244% 0, Do 5 [50] 1¥, 7Y RA 527 F %% (Ground
Structure Method: GSM)*? & IEXN 5 LT, Bl b T ARGE 2 E IRk 2
FHiE%E R U, GSM X, Fig. 2.6 123 & 512, ARABREM7ZT 25T & 5 123G E
HEiR0ET HIETHS.

2 HARETEINEZXEDIFE A YT Ground Structure 13275V FA NS 2 F ¥ 2BonTHY,
AREHZNITMHS .
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Objective function

t Converged E

Displacement Iteration
Initial Deformation  Objective function ~ Convergence Solution
condition analysis  (Total strain energy, etc.) check

Not converged

Design update Sensitivity analysis
(Leave only (Determining
useful edges) the usefulness
of the edges)

Fig. 2.6 Flow of Ground Structure Method (GSM)

RSS2 B 1) BBl TIE, bRT Y-l RN S LT EAH WS
NTWs. bARBY—HEfbld, gz 2L LIFEN SNSRI o, v
TOMBIOHEMLZFETEHETHI LT, MEICHZIZRDPES VWS K573 hRe
V—DET DGt 2 REERIZED S TETH S.

Xie & [51] IXAREZEMIT (Finite Element Analysis: FEA) OfERA2FHL, 03
AL XNV F —DEWER 2 BIRRET 5 #ELME G RE L (Evolutionary Structural
Optimization: ESO) %##%EL, TOAMMEEZRL 7.

£ 72, Querin 5 [52, 53, 54] 13, EHERETZDHTH -7 ESO OHLEE LT,
PR DB NN % 7 5 W M LIRS @ {b (Bi-directional Evolutionary Structural
Optimization: BESO) Z#&%E L, TOAMMEEZR Uz, EROENZRD D Z LI,
BELDFERZ L TR 2RO,

& 512, Rozvany 5 [55] 1 BESO Dk e UT, HERZCEICRET D TR
< BEHOMIME % Misd TN IRIEMEIZ R, BREHEEZHWTERDRE - BNz RE
T35, BFIREFIE ALY (Sequential Element Rejection and Admission: SERA) #
REL, TOEMMEEZRUZ. EREZBLMWIIRET 22T, REINEZEREORK
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FHREEIT LD IEfEICEIRETE 5.

ESO - BESO - SERA (%, HtARHREREI R 2 EERZ % 500, KRR
UCTHLHEANARETH 2 BN T VS,

DA o E G Bl bk Fig. 2.7 D& 512 1 IR d D & 2 RGN s iz sy
HIns., Kdodbh, 1kaiesdDld GSM, 2 ReisdDid b Ro Y —mefk
CWIFETERINDLWVIENEDHEH, WITNDAED I, BREOFELE
HAEIREE L, MEOAREZRFERE LTW5.

l

1-dimensional 2-dimensional

Fig. 2.7 Optimization methods

GRS & AT & T 2 BolfblE, 2 oui i EEE ON - OFF 5% 0 A Tdh
D, HREUTELIHER, HALHLOMNENEEZST, /I 7DOERVHETDH
. —7J5, BEECRREE % iR L 3 2 ol ik, 1 RTEAIEE%E ON - OFF §5%
DHTHY, #REUTEL HIEIL, HALLOMEBENHRT, 77 7 DERMIIHE
HThd. AT, 77 78MmEHEMAT 5720, MM ELIRE T2 1R
R EEZBRAT 5.

U, 1IRGENAETH>TH, 2IRTWHETHY SN T WA REITEHOFILIX
BHARECTH 5. AR T, BERER - KBEREANOBEATEOBI AN S, EEIC
BEOKEKEHEH 2/ VIRUITS SERA ZHW5.

LE®D &S IZARMFETIE, FEM, GSM $ k¢ SERA 12 & D < Ak Thifb % 17
5. Thbb, 1 IRIENREZEDGFHEL S NEEZ IV RAN I IF ¥ L UTHEE
U, MBRlOEEZEEIZEHE U, FEM 2 HWTEREOHN - HIEBOFAE - &t
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B DN 217\, SERA OIATHAIRBZERHTHL VWD Z & 20K,

2.2.6 EBBELENDHHIAH

AT —5Me, BB GIEIZHLAGA D IXHEHED I & [ 2 &\ 5 HIIZR 2 X
n5.

A4 7 =2 MAALTIED—D, THRAORE Z EfGHHIE T2 HIETH5.
Thob, BEMTORKGIEREZER T LBRET, HNORBPEFHIZHRE LD 7%
WOMREEZELT D, ULELAEDS, MO mIZHL, BRETL0MAGDER

2m @ LD T\, BIZIETEARE LR ECESG L2 5 Y RA NS 7 F v T,
Hmznfedse, Bidm=,Co=n(n—-1)/2Kd5. THMHH 34T, K375l

Dn=3x3=9lb2Ha, BiEm=Cy=9-8/2=36Kb0, Matbtii
2m =236 = GRT RV HD. Znsohhrs, Nz ZTHEEE2HETSZ L
FEE EN#ETH 5.

FA 7 =52 MAAT DS —DDHEE, REBREZEBET S AETHE. 0
FHER, BORE m 2T HD[GHREIZEAZ DT D HETHS. LrLRYS, Bk
ET500MEDLEIX2MEBOHY, TNoDMAERIZHIET D LI ICEHAZRET
LZEDNRBETHENS, RIFVFBER#EL 5.

PLED &S0, F4 7 —&Ma2EHEMAADHEL, GHREORBELET D 0D
MED B 5.

T ZTARMZEIX, HIRSRM & BRI S Hike UT, REHEB O IZHIR Z2 3
DAL FEER -7z, Thbb, HEERE OSBRI HINGME 2 DR AT,
Z5952¢7T, HRNICET2HHBEZTOMBEIMS LD, FEIIMEOHRBKEIZELS
THEHHAREL 42 5.
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227 —aaTEHE

WE, REMEBUE, BEMER L DIER L OB T S, DFD, FEMIZEWT,
ZRLDBAHEZWARTENNZ Fbu, DOEHBEZULAZINZ MV E, BET

Ku=f (2.7)
% s 7= 9 MM47%] (Stiffness matrix) K (Zxf U

DEIIZ, 1 DDHFER s; &, WIVEATH K IZHT L 1 20ERDOFHFL K, DG
5.

LehoT, RElZBBMEHGTONIEEZ2EZAD720121%, ZOBREEZ ZLED
Hb.

Z ZTAIRIE, 77 7HEmIIB TS A EHWT, 17— ESHRX
To. ZERIL, EEZ S 703 - AR TH D 2 L OBEFTDIRMIE, FHT Z

&, AW Z &> TESNDMHZ, AUATEED GbRVWEIIC2BTED 2
T2 L% 5.

ETHEBTHS.

2 a2
4

> 2 2
2 2 >< 4 4

2 2 2 4 2
Face Degree Face Degree

Fig. 2.8 Example of graphs with 2-colorable faces
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(757 DIEHRDIREPTRTEETH E] &0 RME, 41T —FMg s
W, UL7ho T, A4 7 —5M1F, 2-HEZaOfEIcEfians.

PAEiZ &0, UINioEGEE, ATIER<, MEHRAERETEILI2L->TITRS.
xS GHASRE T2 L, Fig. 29 R & 512, BEMTE X ORGHERIE, s

THEREFLOTITD I LIRS,
t Converged

— — | [ ;
Displacement Iteration

Initial Deformation  Objective function ~ Convergence Solution
condition analysis  (Total strain energy, etc.) check

Not converged
- %TD

Design update Sensitivity analysis
(Leave only (Determining
useful faces) the usefulness
of the faces)

f

Force

Objective function

Fig. 2.9 Flow of face-based Ground Structure Method (GSM)

W% HE AR e T 5% OREMIT T, OTATRLF—0RME LTOHKE
éﬁ fobj .
P“:%ﬂh (2.9)
TR L, EEOERANZ ML p 2EAL, BIEHKBEK for %

. 1 1
fobi = §fTu - §uT (Ku—f) (2.10)

LREFLUT, BILE s T B 0f°P/0s; %

robj uT
g =3 |7 - uTK) B - T (2.11)

LEIHET S, pIERETHE05
pu=u (2.12)



EULT&L, Ku=fI1Z&?

uTKT =T (2.13)
Thb, 7z
K'=K (2.14)
ThoiN5, -
of°” 1. TOK
osi = 2% 951 (2.15)
= —%uTKiu

L7325, uEEAT DI DHEIXREMNE (Adjoint method) & FEXHN, p dplEME~R S
MLV EIFIENS.
2t EHE T 2561, M f 12835 e; O, WM K ~DFS %2 K, &

LT
@ J

THY, BIE IfPI/0s; 1%

afebi 1. T9K
8Si - 2u 83iu

_ 1.7 .
= —3u Ziju

(2.17)

EWVWD XD ITEHET 5.

228 MHDORELBORE - ERTORE

MAE DL, Fig. 2210 D& 512, A LPRAT S HOARAMEY, THXTRE
NRAET BHHENPS 05,
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K- X% o5 od

(without crossing) (with crossing)

Crossing Self-crossing Crossing at a vertex

Fig. 2.10 Crossing

ZZT, Fig. 211 D& 51T, 2@aTROI DT oNEIFFEA S 77— T 7% 52
5. FHZ T 7L EDORENPLZER VWD, HEREZRFE SR, 17 —7F
ZIZRBETETH 5720, HEUIZRALT2RENEDEGS L5 3 nid, TH
RCDORAEZMTEHIENTES.

Without
self-crossing

@>ﬂ _

\J Degrees are all even
_ — Strokes can be
2-colored faces  Eulerian graph < next to each other

4 — Crossing at a vertex
can be avoided.
Fig. 2.11 2-colored faces and crossing problem

ZD=d, 2 THEY DI SNHPSRBE T T 71, HIZIL Fig. 212D X 517,
HORZSTHM TORES L WRIENFEET 5.
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= o B

2-colored No-crossing 2-colored No-crossing
faces path faces path

Fig. 2.12 Example of 2-colored faces and no-crossing path

U7hio T, MEREIEHEL T2 LT, BERCH T MMEOUIN 721 T d, &
A5 AR R RGET 2 5 Z AT E S,

229 mBILEDTED

PAETHARZZ &S50, RET 2L, FEM, GSM, SERA #RX—2+ 3 5.
F7z, Ul - REZEET 5720, FEHAAT—T T TI00R2BTITVNANIIF ¥
WXL, MZREIEHe UTHEIEH 2175,

SERA OHEAMBERIE, Fig. 213 CRTEDTHS. T I TIEFFHHADD, 2 kT
YV TEHEERLTWVWS. SERA I, MEPEERLRMER»rORDEEZD. #%
FHRETIG X, FEREOFOEHEDMWER 2 [HBERAN LRI EL L HIT, K
HMEROTOEHEDORWERZFEHEANL AL IEL. EREEZRS T L T Fig.
214 D LS ITBRG IV HEZDH Z AGIEHEFELI VL L, BERHAZHEPOT L E
W Fig. 215 DE S ICALBIE I EROHNEZBEIHLIERLVZLLLTS. £5ThN
X, Fig. 216 DX S ICHEL TH2RHIAEDL I LN TE 3.
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Design Real Virtual

L \\\ ]
Iteration i = \* +
\
L] ~ ]
unuseful useful
admitted rejected
L]
. . _ /
Iterationi+ 1 = 7 +

L1

Fig. 2.13 Basic idea of Sequential Element Rejection and Admission (SERA)

Number of elements
B
=
|=®
B
+
=

Iteration  Rejection  Admission Iteration
{ i+1

Fig. 2.14 Decremental step of Sequential Element Rejection and Admission

(SERA)
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Number of elements

[teration
i

Admission

Rejection

[teration
i+1

Fig. 2.15 Incremental step of Sequential Element Rejection and Admission

Volume

(SERA)

Initial Target

[teration number

Initial > target

Volume

Target

Initial

Iteration number

Initial < target

Fig. 2.16 Volume history of Sequential Element Rejection and Admission

(SERA)

AL TIE, SERA DT A =& LT, Fig. 2.17, 218 D L S IZH#EH X (Pro-
gression rate) rP, “E¥E{b#E (Smoothing rate) r® ZE#T 5. KEMFE (> 0) I
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BB rP, Sk, TNENOYEE P> 0, oS00t B X ONER#E (Diminishing rate)

ArP, ArS iIZxfL
P = P I0it (1) ApP (2.18)

S = St (j 1) A (2.19)

DEIIZEZD. ZHZXD, rP, P EIKEPEDL T ITHRLZIZIINS LSR5,

2 2
S &
E > —AnlI E r| —AniI
: s " R
<} Q n;
"6 "6 ...........................
@ o
0 0
E :
Z  lteration Iteration z Rejection  Admission
i i+1
Progression Rate (PR): rP Smoothing Rate (SR): s
p T A s rn?az_n?
n; n; n; —n; An;

Fig. 2.17 Progression and smoothing in a decremental step
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. . 1w . In{
< A < na """
g AniI g t AnlI
<)) <))
o ©
ks n, Mi+1 ks
@ ]
Be Q
5 ' 5
Z  Iteration Iteration z Admission  Rejection
[ i+1
Progression Rate (PR): rP Smoothing Rate (SR): s
T_p:ni+1_ni:/—\‘ni . ny _ ny
i 1 n—n; An

Fig. 2.18 Progression and smoothing in a incremental step

28, FEM THWA A Y ¥ ald 2wd b I AEENSR53, 1 DOERIE 2D
DHiIFIIN U TERSIND. 1 DOHIKIZ x,y HENIEA uy,u, DHHEZFD. D
F01O0HiRIZ2 OOHMEZRFDL, 1 DOHEFIX4 DOHMHEIERT 5. His
LHEFEIL, ThENS S 7HRIIB IS5 7OHEALDIIHIET .

e 1IZ20WT, BS %, WHODIEZ b;, BIAIOEI %2 h &3 5L, HEESERDHK
BV

VahY bl (2.20)

ThHO, HOMIEE L 1
L=>Y1 (2.21)

TH5. WOWHIFESIEL L, T & SEMIEDRAME 0™ 1%

pmax — (2.22)

Thd. EEEEROEBORAME VI (X Eq. 2.20, 2.22, 2.21 &b

VIR = by P = by "l = hPL (2.23)

B2WTTITHER S N/ BERF 2 I N—HRE E-oTH k.
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ThHb.

R s; 1,
bi = Sibmax (224)

DEHIZL Tl e; DWIEDIE b; IZHIGT 5.
T ZCHEEE s X, NS IRIERL e0fset & W T,

s; € {0t 1} (2.25)

Y35, offset ZEATEDIE, 5; NW0ICRBEILZEITIZEDTHS. s M0 IR
5Z2%#FTE, FEM C—REARREEDL-DIZ, s; D30 &> TESLINTNS
A% BRIU THIES TS K 8 X CEMARZ Ml u, IRT ML 2R 2068 H
%. SERA O7 LIV XhiZ, EHLENTWELDKEEE 0P /ds; HRHLT
B, EHLEINEZLEELIRTK, u, f 2BETILERD L0, s H0 L&
5z eiFFFEnign.

LEDOFIEZ 70 —F ¥ — bOETRT &, Fig 2.19, 2.20, 2.21, 222D &>
7%, HAMZRFNIE Fig. 219 2> T Y, RETFHE X Fig. 2.20, 2.21, 2.22
DESIfrbhs.
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Initialize
structural
model

Initialize
optimization

Structural Design
analysis update

<

Yes

End

Fig. 2.19 Workflow of the proposed method
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Fig. 2.21 Sub-workflow: optimization initialization
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2.3 BUERER
231 HBE

22 i THEL ZFIEOEMMEDKEE, BLUOHROERDZD, NTA =X
WHTAMER Y, MEREEEZRDROBEEREZIT-72. AHiTIX, TOHEL
HEEB XUz OVWTHRRS,

232 =EB1: EXHREE

2321 MRERE

B E % Fig. 2.23 1R, Z7iE, 100 cmx 100 cm OFEIZDOWT, 2 %%
U, BRUCHTEZMA SO THD. LFFHEMLFETHY, o,y AADEN uy, u,
% Uy =uy =0 CHEETDHHRTHS. MEIE I0KN OHZME FHSIZMADHD
THD (Thbb, xy HAOWHEE f,=0,f, = —10kN T 3).

b;: width
h: height

L Tooam

® Conditioned vertex

D> Simple support (x, y: fixed)
{} Force (10 kN)

Fig. 2.23 Problem setting

DAy vald, b7AEETES =M 2 HENE 12x 8 12 ICH R BE 5
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2H5DTH5. 1z77L, TR UTHELT D0, MiAA FICIFEZ2HEL T
WL,

B LD /NT A — X% Table 2.1, A v ¥ a®~fiElE Table 2.2 D & 5 IZ&E L 7-.

Table 2.1 Optimization parameters

Parameter Value

Initial volume fraction V™t 100%
Target volume fraction V1 tarset 80%
Initial progression rate P> it 10%
Initial smoothing rate r it 100%

Progression diminishing rate ArP  0.1%

Smoothing diminishing rate Ar® 0%

Design variable offset goffset 10~

Elastic modulus F [GPa) 100

Table 2.2 Geometric parameters

Parameter Value

Maximum volume V™ax [cm3] 10000

Maximum edge width 6™ [mm|  16.1

Edge height h [mm] 16.1
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2322 EREES
WiEBE®BE BolLOMREOoNMEE Fig. 224 1R Y. TOMTIE, REHE#K

DN s; =1 8o TWVWBIL, DEVEMERSOTVBILDAZHTRL, HMZEN

S0

TRLTWVWS. #RE LT, Fig. 2.23 TR U KRR & ATE RIS WEIKO L ER)
EILoTWA,

lteration number = 95

Volume = 8039 cm?
Strain energy = 18.88 |

Fig. 2.24 Resulted structure

Fig. 2.25 2T & 512, MAFREIODGLEETIE, YI7RIERLZLEDIDKRE
INELL, TORZIIZHBRT S L5, HOoMEAMFEE L S APEMLI NS
EWSFERIK, NFENIZZYTHS.

72, WIHRETOIS % Fig. 2.26 1R T. FEEMISILP L X 15 5k
&, ROZELHEEED, HO/NSWHIBIZHIGL TW5.
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T
=
v

Large

Q
@]
S
O
y_

Dense Sparse

Fig. 2.25 Mechanical reasonability

ssains

Fig. 2.26 Stress distribution

ol

-
-

23D & DI

i % & Table

G

U, THRDREZ

-
—

N=77 71
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Table 2.3 Number of vertices with degrees in the resulted graph

Degree 0 1 2 3 4 5 6

Count 30 0O 18 O 27 0 91
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Fig. 2.27 Volume history
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BFEREVTAHAIRINF—ORAFKR KE- 0TAZRNF—DEREE, KERBUITL
T7uy MT2DTIERL, AWICE#EMNITTTry b UL D% Fig. 2.29 IZ/RT.
BELC, BN SWIZE VDT AIRNVT—IFRELS B> TS, KEEH HERR
DEDLYTIRE LD S, OFTAIRNF—DPNILKRD LD ITHFEEITONT
W5,

— 52 —



30 A

251

20+

15 4

Strain energy (])

10 +

T T T T T T
7500 8000 8500 9000 9500 10000
Volume (cm?)

Fig. 2.29 History of strain energy vs. volume
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Fig. 2.30 Initial horizontally connected 50% volume structure

Fig. 2.31 [Initial vertically connected 50% volume structure
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Fig. 2.35 Mesh with 8x8 triangles
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Fig. 2.36 Mesh with 16x16 triangles
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Table 2.4 Geometric parameters for 8x8 mesh

Value

Parameter

10000

Maximum volume V™2 [cmS]

19.81

Maximum edge width 5™** [mm]

19.81

Edge height h [mm)]
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Table 2.5 Geometric parameters for 16x16 mesh

Parameter Value

Maximum volume V™ax [cm?’] 10000

Maximum edge width ™** [mm] 13.92

Edge height h [mm)] 13.92

2.3.42 EREER

WiEE BRELOREES NG 2 Fig. 2.3710RT. FRIZER 1 OFRETHS.
WENDOKEERS, HIAIIZEWEZHEEDD, HIEARNIZ 2 DA 2 ENE S
TW5.

VVVV

Coarse Moderate Fine

Y

Iteration number = 89 Iteration number = 95 Iteration number = 98
Volume = 8096 cm? Volume = 8039 cm? Volume = 7995 cm?*
Strain energy = 16.67 Strain energy = 18.88 Strain energy = 20.45 |

........

/\

>

A

VVV\/\/
\/'\/\/

A

"\‘--
RAAA NN

W

>

-------
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Fig. 2.38 Volume history
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Table 2.6 Geometric parameters for 12x12 triangle-square mesh

Value

Parameter

10000

Maximum volume V™2 [cmS]

13.14

Maximum edge width 5™** [mm]

13.14

Edge height h [mm)]
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Fig. 2.41 Resulted structure
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Fig. 2.42 Volume history
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® Conditioned vertex

> Simple support (x, y: fixed)

> Force (10 kN)

Fig. 2.44 Problem setting (Load: right, 3)
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® Conditioned vertex

> Simple support (x, y: fixed)

{} Force (10 kN)

Problem setting (Load: down, 1)

Fig. 2.45
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> Simple support (x, y: fixed)
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Fig. 2.46 Problem setting (Load: right, 1)
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Fig. 2.49 Volume history
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Table 2.7 Optimization parameters

Parameter Value

Initial volume fraction V- irit 100%

Target volume fraction V' target — 90%. 80%, ..., 20%, 10%

Progression diminishing rate ArP 0.05%

2372 faREZR

BAFEBEVOTHAIRILF—0OBGR BELOREGSNEZ, KBOBEEL 0T AT X
VX —DEREBRMNT TR LS D% Fig. 2.51 K77

R, REPNSWVIEEOTAZRLF—FRENVENIZLEZRLTED, Z
DFERITFZ Y TH D, KEPNI VDR VI THEEZ X ZZ2HERHD, 0T A
IRV F—FRES RS,

HEMAQRFEIV NI WEEIZIE, OTAZRINLTF—DBMOTAEL RoTWSE. I,
HIZAREAVNS WSS IR e MEME BRI 2200+ WA 0, Li
MEMEMOMN-EEL257-DTH 5.

- 71 —



4500000 50

—— face design
4000000
3500000 - 40 1
= 3000000
> 30 4
2 2500000
c
w
= 2000000
@ 20
& 1500000
1000000 1 104
500000 A
0 ’ — 0 . . . . ,
0 2000 4000 0 2000 4000 6000 8000 10000

Volume (ecm?)

Fig. 2.51 Strain energy vs. volume for face design
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Fig. 2.52 Strain energy vs. volume for edge design
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Fig. 2.56 Strain energy increase vs. volume
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24 F2EDFRED

AT, W BAME D YT & 57 % [R50 TR 2 M3 % 195 72 ob O YAl (L i
&R U7, FROMSICIEY S 7 HAOHEM & SR Bl E R L7z, %
FEE O BIHER 217\, BRI A @7, F7o, ik 08T A — & DRI
AL X 5 B % WA LT

R LT, AR X > TRUAKENEBONS Z L AR L. £, AFEKT
B AL A 72 )T & 55 O IS B AL ORI & LTI A5 B 2 L B R L.
BOHALIZ &> THU BHBDVNE W e 518, IRET B0AHEEEIAE <HboT
B57, MO &R AEZEMTEILIZLE0TATIILF—DEINII/NS N
LIS
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B3IFE

&M DMREE
U - REZZBREIT D ED
SEDFEE

31 #¥E

ARFETIE, WEHGBOEAORBRITL, BEEOB» SFHEZIT> Z e 2@ L
T, WEZRHRE by, BEMOBRIZOWTHRRS., AHi2HE 3182 L, & 3.2

THELGVEDFEM AL Z MRS 5. 565 3.3 fildBEER e U T, HEL ZFMTFEZ A
W, %2 mCH R ROE LS R OBEM 2L, {oNRRIZDOVWTHRRS.
H 34, AEOELOTHS.

3.2 FMEDER
32.1 FHEOBE

552 SRR LTI, MG OBMEOUIN L 5% EET 32D 0HDTH -
. 2 EOMMAEBTIE, ZOEMESET 5HE L LRSS OB EE R
Uiz, A, ZhsOfHIZ W T >
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HAE D Ui & 252 D RIEEDEFED 5 5, BLEMEIZBEIR T 5 0 IREERMTH 5. 1)
WreZXD S5, Y, ~y FOZEEZEL, ZTh3RERHEZENEE5. Lk
Mo T, YWz RS 256 ML AW EIZOWT, HERH2E R 5.

BUERENE, ~v RDPFBED D ORI TH S, BGEHHCTREI NS, AR
HEMEzREXTL2b0E LT, WGk 5.

322 trzlLhEty 51545

3221 HEWRBEEAAT—0F7DORIG

BLEEREEE, HBOERTHA I NS, BLEEEIE~ v FOMERER (Total route
length) TH b, ZThx Lol Witz H LU T2 (EEHME, Productive
route length) % LProductive iz f& v it U C WA\ BEEE (22 EH#E, Idle route
length) % Lidle ¥ 323 &,

Ltotal — Lproductive + Lidle (31)

Thd. 5B, ~v F& LA - NEIELFOHEMIIpELHEIKIERE L, ZOfoiH
HREERE & kRN T NS WL TW 5

BLUGEPEHE I, WMEMENA A 7 -7 7 7L LTHRRBRELIZNE D PAEETH 5.
AAT =07 73— EEESHRTHINS, UMeRAEEZEELTAT—VUroAy
RE@fs T8IERRETH S, ZDLE, ~y NOZEERELT, ~y FIXEICHHZ
MO, e, Ay RO S ORIZLOMIEE R —I2TE 5. LT,
BLEIZ BT oy PO, Witz B LU TW Al THEO 5N, Th
ZLDORIER & —HT 5.

MEMEERZDEETIEAA T -7 T 7L RRELRVWESG, UKz 272012
1%, Fig. 3.1 D&k 51Ci@E 2EDERT, A7 -7 7 RRTULrRV. Thid
A~y RO MRz, LOMEOFERITEI LICHIET S, ZoeE, ~v R
DFRERLIERE L, JHORIERD 2 51272 5.
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Non-Eulerian
graph

Fig. 3.1 Eulerization by doubling edges

3.2.2.2 *%L_DX:d-E_l_'ﬂst@ﬁrb_\
HIZFTERZ2 R ET 2l bRk, TOFEEAMT -7 T 7L BiE5MEN
EBx52%. 205G, HORIER LIZXU,

Lidle = (3.2)
Lproductive — L (33)
Ltotal Lproductlve — I (34)
A
IR AR AR E T A REMTFETIE, BRIEDEETEAITI—FIT LR

mERVWHEEEEZ 52 5. Z05E, ko kSiclE 2&ELERT,

Lproductive — 9L (35)

kin,
Lidle =g (3.6)
Ltotal _ Lproductive — 9], (37)

L5,
ZDEDIZ, UDMIERD L Th 2 md b Rion9 o JGmti, iz a
WG, HERGERETI2HHIFL R, R ERET5E8320 725,
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3.2.3 tI#r& Ok L RWgSe

3.2.3.1 HEERRE & PEEMERDEABREOR N

REAAERDNZDEFTIIAA 7= 7 7 e B WGEIX, YIKZRELET 55
BLELUBRWEETAY FOMEIIEMOR/NMEN LS. Y% [ 5 554 O ¢l
FKIZEIZERZBEY THS. 2T, Y2 [EREEL W5 E 12D\ T ORIE % G
U5.

A WD DL, A EEMEEEARTE (Chinese Postman Problem: CPP) Ofif
#ETH5. CPPIE, HEELEHMOSGLARA S, KED & 5 kR %2 BB 5
7a vy X —OHEFHEEICET X T W5 [57, 58]. HENELEIZE TS CPP O
BT 2 BRI IZN K D2 d B4 [59, 60], TS IxFIRRE L Mo LT CPP
RS EDTHY, ARDLSITAA T =25 7 %uiHRE T 5 #EH R ORE R &
HARZ=HliE 720,

3.2.3.2 HEEEREARBRE

2T, hEBEREZEARME (CPP)*1*2Iz2WTxRY. CPP X, Fig. 3.2 12577
&5z, TEMEEEADY, YR IC T2 E R niEe 520, BZEA, #HYiH
Wiz BB RTEHANT, BHERICEILEND S, BEANE, EDX51I29NiE
A HREED R IEIC 22 KO ICRIE ARG TEL N 1N VWO ETH B.

*1 Chinese 1%, ZOI#E% hEALFH Kwan[61] 2D THKLZZ 2itbkdk, Kwan DSl
[61] DEFER [62] %= HiA 72 Edmonds A%, Goldman 75 AHIDHREEZ1T [63] HKRLAHDTH
% [64]. Edmonds & Johnson[65] iX, CPP 2~ v F v JHEIZREE TE, ZHEANMTHRI 5 Z
&R Uz [64].

*2 CPP X HAGETI, rhEBMEAGEAME, hEABEREZEME: LTS kSN,

*3 Martin & [64] 12 XUFF I, ”A postman has to deliver letters to a given neighborhood.

He needs to walk through all the streets in the neighborhood and back to the post-office.
How can he design his route so that he walks the shortest distance?“Td %.
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Junction Street

L
[avay
i

-

“Chinese Postman Problem”

- “"How can we minimize the route length
aa N for walking through all the streets?”

100m Toom -€ngth

[a
£%

200m

District

Fig. 3.2 Original representation of Chinese Postman Problem (CPP)

CPP i, Fig. 3.3 T3 &512, 77 7HmOMEL LTHRA SN, Thbb,
RE2&EA (Weight) & 92 0THEERL, HNTKERERI L THEZY 77
EUTHRZ, BAORMEZR/NE TS L 520 (Circuit) %R 5 HEIZREE S
7o I, EELURVUAIMESH LV —TTHY, WOES Eq 2L, THRDF

{v1,..., 0k} s.t. vy =wvg; {v;,vi41} € Eg forie {1, ..., k—1} (3.8)

TelLTEINS.

Junction  Street Vertex Edge

1
[ayal
ey

BT
B D

(xSt PR
8] [

100m 100m Length 100 100

District Graph

Q
200

N\
Weight

200m
v

Fig. 3.3 Graph representation of Chinese Postman Problem (CPP)

CPP Df#IEIZIE, A4 57— 7 7 OBEE»HRT 5. Fig. 34D L5112, Gx6h
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V20045 =757 ThHE, 77712341 T —NEPELET L. 15—
AL, 79 70WUEFNTNHEEHE1EEBZILIZL->TETDLEEDbY x5
REETHDE1S, BEHIZ CPP Offiziks.

Eulerian circuit
/ ]

Solution of
Chinese Postman Problem

(The circuit covered all given edges
without any extra walk)

Eulerian graph

Fig. 3.4 FEulerian graph in Chinese Postman Problem (CPP)

CPP ClHEEE 25DIL, 20N T I3 TNAA 55— T TRWIGEETHS. Z
DEEIFFig. 3.5D&SZ, WEMATAA 5 =275 755, MAAN, K%k
B THD. CPP OfiflX, ZORDBBEDES DRI S,

Edge addition

N

Non-Eulerian Eulerized Eulerian circuit
graph graph

Fig. 3.5 Eulerization of non-Eulerian graph

T TCHBIZRE2DD, ROBLOMA S THD. ROWMAIE, GEOWE %D
HEAOMIZMZNE IV, 22T, o EZF > THAIRLTEBMED 5. 2,
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EFHiE (Handshaking lemma) [45] T 7bH
Y deg(vi) = 2|Eg]| (3.9)
v €V
IZED, RBOMMIBLTHEBETHENETHD.
RAWIMOMA S L, Fig. 3.6 DX ITEBFIET S, L7zn>TCPPIE, EAD
BHDRB/NZ 725 KD ITRA L ZBMNT MEANLREINS.

Edge addition between odd-degreed nodes

%35@@ 2 - 2

Non-Eulerian graph Eulerized graph (multiple candidates)

Fig. 3.6 Multiple candidates in Eulerization of non-Eulerian graph

3233 mMNEATEEVYFUIEE

HADRMDPER/NILE &S ITRA L ZENT 2MEIX, RNEARTREYY F

SHIZE SITREINS. vy F I, Fig 3.7 EBEO X2, MiMzita Law
DEATH L. BeEvyF UL, Fig. 3.7THEDO LS 12, 2TOHELAZEL Y Y

FUITHD. INEATERYYF U7, Fig. 3.7 FED X512, EADHD HR/N

2D KD RTBRI Y F VI THS.
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Matching:
Set of edges not sharing end vertices

Perfect matching:
Matching including all vertices

Minimum weight perfect matching:
Perfect matching with minimum weight summation

BN

Sum. = 3 (min.)

Fig. 3.7 Matching

B/NEAFEEY Y F U IEIE, Edmons[66, 67) 12 & % Blossom 7V I X AIZ
0, ZHEHARHTHRITZ Z PRSI T WD [68]. AW, ZoOfikzd Tl 5
IV 5 Python EIZFEE L2 D [69, 70] Z HWTEFEZ1TS.

324 FHEEDTE&H

BUGHREEX, A1 77— F 71 DVWTIRILOMERTIHMETE 5. A AT —2 7

ZIZOWTIRYIW 2 BT 256 & LaWEa TRZHiE 2z HE T 508 1D -
oo MED &S50z, [F#Ed 5561 2 HiLIZ & o> T L, [EHEEL 720w E1E CPP
DFEIZ & > TRHEi 217 5 .

3.3 BUERER

331 MERE

92 EOBMEFERTIE, Fig. 2.23, 2.44, 2.45, 2.46 (TR U HRAEMAIZHL, H
BAREEDUT DEAZ LB OREL 0T ATRLF—DMREZ KD, KRETIE, Z
NHHS & O 2L Utz & & ORGlAbRE R I U B M % 34 U 7.
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FHE TR AR 72 K 512, HBEMTRELZGEE, UBEZEET 25686 LRn
BYE -G L 5. WA TG LGEX, Yz @S 562 Lawn
BEIT DWW TG 2 M U 7.

332 #EREFE

3321 ZEOHE

FEEROD—D% Table 3.1 IZ/RT. LN THEI LU ZMERE o NZMHEEIZDOWT, H)
W& [ L 2w e ED0ANy ROZEEFTAES N, BEWRTRU IS 2EERT
HY, WHEATHATEEETIIEENPFKELTVD I LR 5.

AL TR LR G O N SRR T D E A 525 7 LTRAE 2/
THHPO, ZEEFFEEL TV,

FEHTREE, FEERS JOREEMTh 5. EERMIE, BEosTERIN
By RO R L CH O, X 130.91 m, &t 8¥A) < 131.01 m, #
R EHAL) ERoTWD. BUENEIE, EEERADEAY ROMEFHERL TH
D, fEi% 133.74 m, Fat:L#AL) > 131.01 m, it : WA 272> T3,

DFD, ZEEFELULNE, WRATHEES 2135 PELUERR 2SR A BN,
HEEGDTEADLZ ST L, HBMTHEIT 2135 PRERHEIE N n S
ZENHHSDIZR > TV S.

7z, OFATFNVF—0fI%, 1858 J, #&il:uHifi) < 18.88 J, #&il: m
HAr] &oTW\W5.

EROBAED 5%, WHEMTHRALAEZGARERMEOSEGED 1.6%(= 1 —
18.58/18.88) i <, #liEIFfH] A% 8.8% (= 33.74/31.01) R \WHEL T 5 41, MHHAL
THFLEGEITUEMOGE LD 1.6%(= 18.88/18.58) F & 2 <, BEHE M A
8.1%(= 1 — 31.01/33.74) FWHEEN B SNDZ L WS T EMNND. DFh, s
REOK S L EEDOH T ORIZ NV —FAT7OEBREH L. ~v FOZEELZEE
LRWES, ZOHEREPIBVRIN, BN THKELAGSRHEBMOGE LD
1.6%(=1—18.58/18.88) M <, FEEMEHEA 0.32%(= 1 — 30.91/31.01) Fi\ Vg & L
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ThU—RFAT7DBEBRPR AR5,

Table 3.1 Result

Face design

Edge design

><>4><>4>4’<’404”0 o
’ I\ _\/\/\

4»4.‘4’“’ 0» \/\/\/\/

AVAVAVAVAVAVAVAVAVAVAY,
VAVAVAVAVAVAVAYAVAVAYA

IAYAVAVAVAYAVAVAVAY.

AVYAVAVAVAYAYAVAYAY AR

Structure

IN'\N\'\'\VY\Y\Y\Y\/\/\/ .
. \\/\/\/\/ ’4»‘4»4

Route

-~

(Gray: productive)

(Blue: idle)

18.58 18.88

Strain energy (J)

8013 8039

Volume (cm?)

Productive

31.01

30.91

route length (m)

Total

31.01

33.74

route length (m)

Idle

2.83

route length (m)
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3322 HEEE#E V0 TAIRILF—OBRK

R L THEoNnz, BEHEHE 0T AT XN —DBFR%E Fig. 3.8 1257, 7272
U, OFTAIRLVF—DPBOTREWELE 2D, HEARBEIMINSWEEIZOWTIXE
L TW3.

WIhORERS, BLEIRMAE D& ik, [FEEHE%: 3, Uil : grar) < TE%dEt
2508 T, UM ARk < TEXGEHEE 34, UIMr: ZEik] DIETO T AZRILF =AY
I o TWD. EEIEE L, Uil « drer) < TEXEHEHC: i, Ui : 251k o
TW5DIE, YO IEAHIRIE U THEEMZ2 kD2 L 2EkT 5.

Fiz, OFTATZRXNVFT—DA—D& EiE, TFREHE8: 8, Uil Frar) < TEEHE
B, YW ARk < TEREFEEC: L, Ui ARk ONECHELEERENE K o T
5. [ERETZEE m, UIM ARk < TEGEMAEC: M, Ui ARkl ks o0k, Ylkr
O ILEFIRE T DL &, UINOSIEEF L G RE RIS Z T, B
AR TEBI L E2EKT 5.

50 35

g =~ edge design (with cut) =~ edge design (with cut)
\ ~»— face design (without cut) 3.04 '\ ~»— face design (without cut)
40 4 —+— edge design (without cut) \ —+— edge design (without cut)
k
_ _ 25
30 Z »
o 22.04
o o
< <
o o
< ]
% 20 51
o e
@ @
1.0 1
10 4 g
"I Right 3
0 T T T T T T T 0.0 T T T T T T T
0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80
Total route length (m) Total route length (m)
14 1.6
= edge design (with cut) == edge design (with cut)
124 ~»— face design (without cut) 14 —»— face design (without cut)
—— edge design (without cut) —— edge design (without cut)
12
—_ 101 —_
I T 10
2 84 2
o o
s S08
£ 6 £
e S o6
@ @
1 0.4
2 0.2
0 0.0

o 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80
Total route length (m) Total route length (m)

o

Fig. 3.8 Strain energy vs. total route length for face and edge design
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3.3.2.3 ZEiERREEC AREOBER

e ARDOBIRE R TH DL LT, FEHBIINT 2 8EHMO MR E %
W TORBAAEFRIZOWTEHR LS D% Fig. 3.9 1I/R7.

WTNOFERS, RN WIFE, BEHR#OMMENKE S RBMEZRLT
W5, ZhiE, U REDOMEEZEETICHERELETO L, WERETZIZ
Y, SEMEAEALRPTVWI 2R LTWS., KRN IZELIEE < BREEINS.
MOREDHAERIZE > TIE, WEOREEEID 525, ZORRIEIZTD LS 7%

ZENEIDIZAWIEERLTWAS,

-
N}

—— edge design (with cut)

-
o

o

IS

N

Route length increase
(total - productive) / productive (%)
o

Down 3

[} 2000 4000 6000 8000 10000
Volume (cm?3)

—— edge design (with cut)

Route length increase
(total - productive) / productive (%)

Down 1

0 2000 4000 6000 8000 10000
Volume (cm?)

Route length increase
(total - productive) / productive (%)

Route length increase
(total - productive) / productive (%)

,_.
)

' nght 3

—+— edge design (with cut)

2000

4000 6000 8000 10000
Volume (cm?)

nght 1

—— edge design (with cut)

0

2000

4000 6000 8000 10000
Volume (cm?)

Fig. 3.9 Route length increase vs. volume

34 BI3IEDFED

FHIETIE, B2 HETREMAUZMBEONZMEREIINL, ~y FOR#EIRH

Hiz ko5 Z &, BHERRIOFHI 24T - 72.

— 89 —



R LT, Yl EREEET 2550, F—0MSOME2857-012, TERGHEE:
] < TREIEE ) ONECHEIERR AR Z &2V o 72,

F7z, F—OBIERFIIE U T, TEEIEEC: ml < TEEHEEC: ] OIETHEW
HEPFONDE Z D Doz,

ZOFERIE, YIMAVEILI N GEICYIM 2 SRS D & WD BEREIRE A R0
&, BERHEPRESFZOPVBEIFONTLESI L WVWS T E2RLTWVWS.

—Ji, U R EEEL R0 EE, BEARBEP KRS VW i, X e 8ERHoE X
Wh V= RATORERBD B Z DD o7,

ZOFERIE, BEABEPREWE EiE, YEPHFTIN5 L5 G4k 22k
TEHLVWSAERFNEMATE, BEADHEINNS L, HERMZ2E T5808
NELLENBEZ L EZRLTWS,

7z, HEABEPMNSWE ZIE, A—OHXOMEEZE27-012, T8I : 1]
< TEREHEHC: m) OIFCELERMAR <, FH— ORISR LTIk, TREHE
W) < TEEHEE : H) OIETHWENR SN Z 20k -o 7.

ZOFERIE, HEABEMNSWE EiE, YEPHFTIN5 L5 LG5 I13yk &2 4%
k32205 AELHNZMZ 2 L BEREPRSZSPVEPRSNTLES Z
EmRLTWVAS.
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B4E

RIBLIEDIRG :
& V) ZERANRFIENDER

41 ¥=

AETIE, B22EHEPE I ETRE - FHE L ~MEMEHREIREEEZIEL, &0
FHNRTEEZRYT. AHiZ2E41He U, H42 HiCHEOIREZRT. 6 4.3
TIFBIEER L LT, IRINAFEOBEED 72O ORERE L, BIEEROFERS
FOBEONIZHEIIZDWTHERRS, FHA44 ik, KEDELDTHS.

4.2 BRI MizmiB{biE DB
421 HIROBE

B2 ECRELAGEE, HEAMOZRENBRETH7/-. Z0OLE, KEHLOT
HIAINF —DOBRERD 720121, HEARBEOBEDN RS M L 7= BUafENT % %
BATOMBEMENREL S, £F, IhEAEL T %GR biEzERT.

7z, RO T AIZEVWT, FERBICETIHWENR TR IAL UTLET
HELZEDNEFELW. ULENST, hTRAEUTOLE - RLEICHET 56l % o
LIz R AL L.
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S OITHEI R EMROEED 2MEL V% < DEPIND & 5 I2L BT 5 ik
P, BT SRR S TR R

422 RERGET&EELE

55 2 EmTDRE(LIEIE, SERA 2R—22 LTW5. SERA IF, EZDHEMEFRE
ZEFHZATS . BETEFRFICHEWT, BEROBEM - BREICTL, GRSz 230
FARD L E, {720 TONIEMEIZIE R S 20D, 2L TWwiRne S0 EEL
BAL - BRELRFNEZ S AW, SERA TOHRGFEERIZHI E DA EFHRLIGE
1E, FARBZREMEEDL L, TN o DMERTITOVWTHINEZMR T 5 Z & IFIEBE
RTHB. LEA->T, RETIX ESO THISN 2B IRFRERI D EFEH v T b
2179

ESO i, EsiIRSE OBl b EHTEETH D [71), Mi%E [72), HEE (73, 74, 75,
76, 77, 8] HETOWMMALHE I NT WS, £z, HEEE AT Z&BEILTE ESO
EHWBRANTHONT NS [79].

ESO i, OFTAIRNLNF—D/NS WERZFIRIREUVKEITEHZI1T HETH 5.
AWFgETCI, 1 BETOHRET S ESO 25, 722U, SERA 054 LRk, Z
FROREIFEROMINEZ D T/NIRIEMEIZ FIT 5 Z & TITS.

4.2.3 HER/NEIE

HERIREE 2 Bl b U 72580, M I AL UTALRERRGENE S N D iHeEr o
% [75]. MEIZLTWS b7 AL LTOREMNE, 4 K0BEZ2YE VEALLNAED
MEIXY VOB RO ITRy, WS K5 LRETH 5.

MEHEE IZTIET 5277 71, HROBELLORIIZL> TRENToNS. #
HEEN NI AL U TLERLE, HORIZ2ZEAS T e UITIE, THRODMEE %28
ZBHZEETERY. ZOZeH, 7T 7 OME/NME (Infinitesimal rigidity) [80]
EWVWSBERICHIGT B, I 2 CTHIME & X Rigidity (2L, » 7 28k O MR ES) %
FZEATWS., 2%0, 0T AIZEBKRT S Stiffness ITIEH R L 7R,
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75 TRMER/NZHITH B &1, THAICEEL25.2 52 212X > CTZRBMICEEX
NI 712200WTC, ORI 2220 EE, HAZWMUMIEMIEELZENTE

MNEWS e ThE. PGl e LT [81], £7, TEHM v 2L
pi = [yl (4.1)
DESEENGEZ oS, HRDOEEEZEZS720, RIUDNI A=Kt ZHNT
a; (t) = [ (1), 4 (1] (4.2)
q; (0) = p; (4.3)
q; (0) = p; (4.4)
L, THR v, v; 28580 e, = {v;,v,;} DRI DPBENIZED S LW L1F
d 2
aﬂhﬂﬂ—qﬂm|hﬂ=0 (4.5)

YEEXNG. Thbb,
(pi — ;)" (P;—P}) =0 (4.6)

ThHb. 22T, ERANDZHOA (Infinitesimal flex) EFEEN S p/ H3
T
ﬂ:[ﬂf,“wp%ﬂ (4.7)
TEHRIN, Eq. 4.6 2723 p’' &, d IRCZEHETIX d EOMIKNEE—F &

(d—1)d/2 HOBIEEEE — F, $74Dbb

(d—1)d (d+1)d
d+ s = (4.8)

BOEHELEME— K258, 22T, AETHES LRSS 7T,
d=2 (4.9)

Thbd. Lho>T, TS DOHMHBEME— ROAN Eq. 4.6 Dff p’ & UTHET
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NI T 73BN TH B, LA > T, RoEMED S,

T T

R=|0---0 (p;—p;) 0---0 (pj—pi;) 0---0 edge {4,j}

node ¢ e node j
(4.10)
DESCEREIND Y VT 17 1475 (Rigidity matrix) R ®F > 27 rank (R) 73,

d+1)d

rank (R) = |Vg|d — ( 5 (4.11)

ThiE k.

U728 THEEFBEHHIHZBWT, MERE LSS 525 70 rank (R) 23595
T, MEMED, FIARLUTORE - ALERHMNTEENTE S,
AETIE, Eq. 4.11 27z IR OVREHEE 2T LT, PTRALUTALE
IRRADE L 5 D& <.

424 TRROFSEICED RETEH

SRR/ INHPYE D I I Z R BRI, TR OBUTH U CHDOEP %W L 2 2RT 5.

INHIPEDHIFIDE & TIIAEBZRE KL B Z AL .

ZD7=D, AOFEEZTHAIZED, HRDOHFGEZD LIZHEELETFT LI HT-
2. HRv; OFGEE, v TEHTIULEZITHOFEEDOARGE UTER L. Z
ITHGELIE, OTAZRLVF—DETHS.

RETEE L, FHEPRHMOVIESZ KD, TOHEAICERT 242X OFED
T AR s; KN IEBH I L Tlro 7=,

425 ERETEBDZERMEEL
FH2ETI, e ODWHODIEb; 2, HRKIE D™ LHEIEK s; 2 HNT

bi = Sibmax (412)
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TREHL,
s; € {e°et, 1} (4.13)

EUT\We, BEMEBROZ B e X, HEIEK s, %
s; € {EOffset, sz(-l), ceey sl(-j), e 1} (4.14)

DESIZEVEL DEMZEEATEILTHS.

SERA [ZH DK 2 WTOHILETIE, EEZFER L WHBERIIN T 5720, %G
B ELBAT D2 8 1d, EERICEBOMBRELZHT Z 212369 5. SERA
ZHERL, HBOMBEZEEST S LIEWETH S0 [82], TDHE, HIEMAEEEZM
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Fig. 4.11 Strain energy vs. total route length
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