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miAfeiiauonsmanmngfignuedasaindniaissdulnefinnsamaresaunsslon Jymmsoonuuy
favsilsiduitdvanede n1smasiigavesimind nuagnismaisiaavosagegavoslumuddadlaudn
Suilesunannsiidniuniszaunselan (gust loading) Tnednuuslunisesnuuu loun Anumutazfianianisg
dlovosusazdumaulndn (composite skin layer) AnNumuIes Ribs waz Spars melddesiinlumsoenuuy fe
osnAnnisnssiolinguuss anudemennaraneiesiauuianeosindnuaregiidon Bungdasanngniuly
wAmnzfigavestiam TaefinsdAnudelin Goland Mstiasgiilassairsldislnluiiediwudsiniuizinse
91M1ANa TR doublet lattice method Tnfigneenuuuaglifuiusinnonanamansuazansvaunsslen Taseni
szuandliiiuinnismamuzaniigalaofiansamaisinguszasdvesdn Goland anunsadufledvannszlunls
TUsunsu MSC Nastran dafulsunsudilidmiviinnzsilassandumadmnssmieuinssidinvedinszsilassads
vounFesiu gnianlfifiefueiesfielunisduaitfdudmine Usznoudeasamuesiminlasainednuas
AvingavesAigeanveslumudiinszvirdelaudnnnelddedrinluniseenuuy AoidssnsianisnseieUnguuss
AnudsvInAuATeakazAudsmeannisinaevestniainsdy sz auianl agldiSungda3adn
gnihunlditedaelunisesnuuuassdanediiu Uszneusne RPBILDE uay MM-IPDE griani3suiiisudseansam
Tunsmemeuiinnzaniian nadwsildargnisdsedt Hypervolume nasnn1siasgsinandiiiuitaunsglon
WUU HOM danasielusudgeanilenn Megranadnianniseeniuulsznoude eilsidudmng duuseenuuy
wazdoulvtaduvediB RPBILDE axgninuuandifiunoufivsgmitlueenuutlutuaziBensiely

AdAgy: ANUSINTINIETD,aunIElYn, MIAWLNzaNTIEn

Abstract

This paper presents a study on aeroelastic multi-objective optimization of an aircraft wing taking into
account gust alleviation. The design problem is posed to minimize two objective functions including wing mass
and reaction moments due to gust loadings. Design variables include the values of the composite ply thickness
and orientations of wing skins, ribs and spars whereas design constraints are flutter, stress and bifurcation
buckling. Two multi-objective metaheuristic algorithms are used to solve the optimization problem while the

Goland wing is used as a model for design demonstration. In structural analysis, the finite element (FE) method
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is used along with the double lattice method for unsteady aerodynamics. The wing is subject to discrete gust
loadings and steady aerodynamic loads. The results of the study reveal that passive gust alleviation can be
achieved through the proposed multi-objective optimization problem. MSC Nastran, a program used for
structural analysis in engineering or even the wing of an aircraft structure analysis. It is used as a tool for
calculating objective functions consisted of minimum of the wing structure weight and a minimum of the
maximum bending moment at wing root subjected to design constraints such as flutter, stress and bifurcation
buckling. Optimization using the metaheuristic method was used to design Goland wing. Two algorithms,
Hybridisation of real-code population-based incremental learning and differential evolution (RPBILDE) and
Multiobjective metaheuristic with new concept of parameter adaptation (MM-IPDE), were compared their
searching performance for solving this problem. The results are indicated by the Hypervolume value. From the
analysis of structure influenced by gust response founds that H9M strongly affect to bending moment at root
chord. Optimal results from optimization consisted of objective functions, design variables and constraints of

RPBILDE are shown. The results will be designed in next stage, detail design.

Keywords: Flutter speed, Gust response, Optimization
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gnanmnssunsiudiauddglumsauunaumsennia deilmsudedugdlumans o Ussinavialan msesnuuy
Fudrudruenmeusadudnulsddyiidesinnsan valaseade Arldanelunisesnuuunaznantudn fingrani
lalguriismdnlidennaaaiuuinsgiuegiuied wisesrdedsdnaamluniseanuutlurate 9 au 1wy lassasa
fudauss anuadesirlunmaindoudl anuazmnauievesdlasats sufsnsUdesveadouaslitudunasliduen
ﬁqmﬁaaﬂﬁunﬂumimam (Robert et al., 2000; Singh et al., 2016; Kowalski et al., 2021; Higor et al., 2021) mﬂf?{‘ﬂ
finamuni ﬂﬂm?aaﬁuﬁaaﬁ‘fﬂLmLLasﬁmmmaaﬁaqﬂ ANUEANEUN19DINTA (aeroelasticity) (Panagiotou et al,,
2016; Harlimann et al, 2011; Jesus et al, 2021) 1 udsiidearnilsdslunszuiuniseenwuusazduieiiddy waz
nsifiuUszansaiwanudanguiineziieafulassaiisvesdn FuneuDDNUUUILEIRBNEN N158DNLULALLLIAR
(Conceptual design) (Champasak et al., 2020; Champasak et al., 2019) Lﬁaﬂ’mﬂuﬁ%ﬁ’ﬂmﬁm%ﬂ Jgynmivoanng
sonuuuinaziAnafum A ignveaauazmamAanvergsaaveslusuddailaulnduieanainnisitn
funsraunselen Snva fuwdsvasniseeniuuazegludvadasiasianiilu Rib , Spar uay Skin layer Tudiuvesln
ﬁﬁwmmﬂﬂﬁuaulwLUai‘u,azazqﬁﬁ’uﬁi‘iﬁﬁudauﬂimaa Rib taz Spar n19enuuuagldnTzuIunITMIAALIZ
1’71'2191LﬁaLﬁmﬂixawﬁmwiﬁm%aﬁuﬁmﬁmmwmn%u (Caughey, 2011; Babaei et al,, 2018; Gao et al., 2019)

SLuﬂﬁ]ﬁ;ﬂ’uﬁmu’iﬁ'wmﬂv«maﬁliﬁaammum%‘aqﬁuim&Jﬁmmmamaaamizhﬂ (Caverly et al., 2017;
Honlinger et al., 1994; Guo et al.,, 2015) Lﬂ%"aqﬁuazéfaqﬁ’us‘i’aﬁ’ua1mﬂﬁwﬂau‘l,uisﬁummgumwmﬁ’uasjwwé’ﬂ
deslilldluszninenistuusiozads aunselunvilfdnldsuusaiuiv ussiinsevhduiianuliuiueut uegfuanin
gmAveIsazn1siansiy TnsussnnaunselanilfAnussinssriiiuduunlasadne Tnoamzesabelasadng
?Jﬂe?fqLﬁu%udwﬁ%éfaﬁuLLimmﬁqm wssfinszvhiiudunuunati (Dynamic load) (Drela, & Youngren, n.d.; Hitzel,
& Osterhuber, 2017) F30199g3hlinTeadurnaunatwugnilmiootsagviliiadosdundeulmlilddsidesns
ndeanudisduazuanddiiiuiiniseenwuudniiinseiuniuAusawuuada (Static load) aguiienaiaasll
ATOUARY fesandefiaunszlvnunnszidudn Tnagldduusiuunan deavneldiAnanuduiudundn
MITATIZRLULadIMToazInnIinsEin s iukuun1sERan aunan tnaansTndiden Aspect ratio (AR)
ﬁaﬂm (Bordogna et al,, 2016) faiuieliiuluiniaiesduasUasnsenisldanmernafiuususi nseenuuuasiio
fasauwavewswaunstlanlfifunildunnudesnisluniseenuuulasadmedngae aunsylyndududciiin
Tusssued e1aazuasliinduanuliuiueuvesnisesnuuy uinsiarsanaunselynluniseenwuuiedldaunsylan

60



NsaTImemansvasmalulad wninedesvdgumansany

Journal of Science and Technology, Rajabhat Maha Sarakham University

wuulsisierdas (Discrete gust) naInnaeguLuy (Xu, & Kroo, 2014; Wildschek et al., 2009) Tuqﬂﬁ'miaamwu
Tassadslddimawannogwseiios valudesnsiannvedlasadiouas Tanasfoln Invenafesduldsunsuiulss
pgunnlngldanaoulndn (Composite material) LLax‘[ammawﬂ'y’uqﬁ (Aluminum alloy) (IJsselmuiden et al., 2008)
ogslsfiou ussaunszlynusaeyiliiminvedlasuadesdufintu anoganudrvedlaseaing uazatngesnuni
g9ty dfunsfagusamansznszlenussannsarildlnenisesnuuuiitolilassadanmsaduusddildaniiga
ilefazannszuugslagamisvesdn

uITeduidldiiauoniseenuuudnuuy Goland (Beran et al, 2004; Goland, 2021) lagfiansainTs
novaussesaunstluniidnanelnssain lag3Snda3aiin (Metaheuristic, MHs) (Liu et al,, 2021; Sattar, & Salim,
2021) figniwldlunseenuuulusuideassiusenoudas Multi-objective metaheuristic with new concept of
parameter adaptation (RPBILDE) (Pholdee, & Bureerat, 2013) Wa ¢ Hybridization of real-code population-based
incremental learing and differential evolution (MM-IPDE) (Wansasueb et al., 2020) %T‘dilﬂ‘diz gnMu19In MHs
\uszogiiamaedudiisiua fnaln MHs warenalndiid sadestunmsiindssansamldgninausluauise
deludifunussasdifeunsanegausvasd auidildldsndeuililuiedaudiolnseilyminlasaig
Wevdndssnsiinanudemeselndiinau1an Aerodynamic wazaunszlan Tnagenduis NASTRAN eignuranld
Huedestielunsinneiluvasiinsamenu Aerodynamic gnikaT e AVL mssenuuumAteluadididiome
ilafdudmnedusuvassilaidu Usznoudeartosiigauesimindnuasartosiigavesaluimudgaanilaudn
fuUssanuuudonavadiauariasadiwedn Goland Tnefidoulutifufsvsuinnuunarawasiuseonuuy
wariaifamuidsmeveslaseaine namsenuuuazeguiagluguues Pareto front dsannsnthluldidudunuy
Tudfumeu Detail design sialy

NUNIUITIUNTTU
Aeroelastic UsznoudienirUsznevanadiuiiiiendesiulsznaudie Aerodynamic, Elastic and Inertial
forces finszvhiulaseang Tnsdnsnnudinsiiaszi Aeroelastic glfidunasiluniseenuuulasiainsvesoinia
YU N1TIATIEY Aeroelastic Usznouse
1. Static aeroelastic #9 N1531A5 ¥ LT BeLA Aerodynamic way Elastic @ susauaznisiaa euluaduy
LiFuiunan Wesaniymadnlisan inertial forces warlifufunan nsiaszaiadreniniaym Dynamic adeil
WwhpATITiUsENaUMIY
1.1 myaszilasiadrsesdnfiudsulvvasifiusannseh
1.2 Control Effectiveness Aia N153LAT18MUTEANTAIMNIAIUANYEY Control surface Usgnaudae
Ailerons, rudders and elevators ﬁLﬁmmﬂmiLﬁﬁJgﬂmaﬁﬂ
1.3 Divergence At ulodnlduussudililnssasafanisasuulas Tnsn1siasuudasiy
dwmaseyusznzvesdn iosslsenednunntufBsanfunssiingsvhiuln
1.4 Static aeroelastic on static stability Lﬁ'a*ﬁmim?{wuﬂaﬂmmﬁ”wﬁmNam'agﬂmwaaﬂﬂ
ArAuatiesnERe (static stability) vedesssdufevldsuutasiuse snfegradu lednldfunssainnisiva
Huvesena Unasiinnissedumuiidveuseiingzsi dewalien Dinedral vesdnifindusreiduiu Inoen Dihedral
fiutudanalnensese Spiral stability
2. Dynamic Aeroelasticity Tuadeil Inertia aeflunuimadunes fu Aerodynamic wag Elastic Inewaded
wraulalun1siiasest Dynamic Aeroelasticity Usgneuluse flutter, buffeting, dynamic response Wag aeroelastic
effects on dynamic stability
2.1 Flutter Windusnananuiivesuseiinszyhfudnilanuinssfuanudsssumavedaseadedn

daaliiinnsduegagussedienasyiidniinanudemelalaeds aAnudveswssinsgyindulnuudiuunud?
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svegiuanuiavasianisiuvesniaeutiug Tuvauziianudsssuvfvesdnziuegiulassasisnisluvestdn

=

Feansaeenuuuiieliwaniasanisiia Flutter 16
2.2 Buffeting AoN153LATIEANITAUNTUAULIAITOITUAIUAINE) T09ATOITUNAAINLTIEIHALIAIN
wake MAATUAIUNEIv0IUn lneBniiitenilefani1sTATeiusaniiingin Gust nseaunselun MAndusuuguly

§ITUYIR NAIHARDLEDYTNINVDILATBITY

Usymwaznseaniuuin Goland wing lagnansannisaunszlyn
nseenuuutniadestudulgmidudeuiesandediesdrnuilumsesnuuumainvatesnu 8asmen
wanganfigagnianltlunisesnuuuielilddumnzauiianvewinuuseenuuy saudumsnneifladdudmne
fhoghatu tmihvesdnidounnsaniigaiioaunsnivussiignnssildmumauiaiildimun Tasdoulutafuves
nseenuuuTniadesdudumnazusznause mslinszsinnueionneluian, szognmssedvesian, nyinse
msOntaiiiosnnusdn, mslnsgianuaiiiiienisdemedeninnsnssfissaznisiaseiluuudfilaudn
FeenvariliiAnanudvessesdeniilaudn nieenavliiAnauliiaiosveans esduvazyinistu lnedeuly
WA a1u15031As 18 LA w8580 sud S lallud 181w s (Finite element method, FEA) Usznaufuusefinsevin
Suiloswnnnenianaranideanunsasunildseiinamanivesiualamuins (Computational Fluid Dynamics,
CFD) [33,34] aanunsadiaszsiussiliinainnisivavetsormeafinsznusulnle uwiiilesainnisinsizisaeds CrD
TdanlunisAiugs Flimnzanlunsihurldlunisesnuuudidiedld optimization algorithm Tudnénuwils 33013
Vortex lattice method (VLM) @1%35U steady aerodynamics Waz3s Doublet lattice method (DLM) @1%5U unsteady
aerodynamics 1JuiEAlFlunsiumausfinszieedn delidefeldialunsiuaiites niudlaisusuis cFD
uazdslinanlndifsstuilodusguunasmzdosniumdsenyings

1.dgumnseenuuutn Goland

TunsAnwinisesnuuudniedesdulasfinnsannavesannszlonuss In Goland gnianléidulunadnuw
fanmd 1 Tae¥n Goland gnihanltlusuideensunsvans esnnidudnitliflassairsidudou Srunutudu
1u1ﬂ§ﬁa%fwa13imnﬁfﬂ dawalianiadnann mssenuuuagiinTeitndurrifissduier ieswindniaediu
flanuanunsdatuLaziu ﬂnmuimqaﬁwwaﬂaa 3 9819 UsENaUsie HIuuLay mwmﬂmummuﬁﬂmmm
naulndn Imamuﬁuaq composite ayer wavn 3 4u Neduleaiveulufinfiuandrstu Tassadiaves spar axdionue
3 3 uay rib xdivavun 10 u Ineaestiagld Aluminum uiarlunisesnuuulneautfivesTaguesdn Goland
wandlumsed 1 aunanuenATsdnuinty 6.4864 Wwes AL chord WU 1.2192 WAT LagTeaysEning Anuy
wazfinanavifu 0.1016 m aruensamAndusaeiiliasdaudesnindy 3n Goland Iildmiaesingulunis
At Welinuideduane mhemagniudsurldiduniney S fome uaslueadn Goland sgldBimiuud
wavmadusuunssdvi (Quadrilateral element)
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Awd 1 asaas1sUn Goland

M13199 1 AnanURvesiaguestn Goland

Material Properties name Value Unit
Young’s modulus (F) 6.00x10'° Pa
Aluminum Poisson’s ratio (C) 0.3 -
Density (P) 4000 ke/m’
Young’s modulus (E1y) 1.49x10" Pa
Young’s modulus (E2) 8.83x10° Pa
Shear modulus (Giz) 5.38x10° Pa
Carbon fiber Shear modulus (Gi3) 5.38x10° Pa
Shear modulus (Gz3) 2.98x10° Pa
Poisson’s ratio (V) 0.342 -
Density (P) 1800 ke/m’

2. auNTElYNUUUALATA

nsdaesaunszlvnuuuianin fe fleiduvesaniivzneiulasadslusuuuunasiiemasngg Tuusaztisnan
aunsmuauvadlasiaisdnedosduiiinsiiuasnselunuuuaeinuandiiuds aunisi 1 e M, D uas K fe
WIAINYDY mass, damping kag stiffness YITLUUNLAINY

[M]{i} + [DI{u} + [K{u} = {L(O)} + {Fe ()} (1)

We L fie ussonewainfinseviwielassasislusuuuuresdunsisenseninweseiniawaglaseaine (Fluid-structure
interaction, FSI) uag Fo Aiauseamnaunsylyn laganunsalieulviegluguves Laplace domain ladsasunsi 2

(s?[M] + s[D] + [KD{E} = qlQ()]{E} + {Fs(s)} 2
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dlo {€} Ao generalized coordinates AlFnnsansusuresUUsIasInsduasouredlATIAEa9IN AL 1ELNTD
fwnussnaunsglenldfaaunisi 3 Tne q Ao Avwdunamans uag V Ao arnandiveserniaiilnaniulasasng 3
wanaagluzures generalized aerodynamic force (GAF) éumazuﬂﬁﬂéuﬂLLaz‘Wdﬁ%’u%aaauﬂsz‘[%ﬂﬁamgaﬁ’u downwash
wiofileuisuni eustwash

{Fg (i)} = q{Qq (1K)} 22 @

o

dwsunisauiauilsd Tunuisvesaunsslan (design gust velocity, W) Tufiutaaila o t, Audunuswuy

1-cosine gust model gnivunkaztanldluaidenssll dsaun1si 4
Wp v
W(;(t) == 1 — cos Ft (4)

1® H Ao Gust gradient TngazilAuUsnniuiuszuziafaunsesunnUniay wp Ao design gust velocity F9a11150
AuIleInNaNnIsn 5

X
wp = 17.03(5)6 (5

[

RSN GAF d115U FSI wazaunsylan anunsaussunuaily Laplace domain Iaglaileridu rational il

R PR R ~ cs A cs)? Binls
[0 = [0r1Qe] = [Ao] + [4:] (55) + [42] (55) + Zher 5 2 ©

Wio [ Aor1 aerodynamic lag uag ¢ Aernasnveslnnsesdu Wiesawauns 2 6 waviieuluyes aerodynamic
lags 1wy agldaunisusgiawlunisinassnisnevausswestniesestudoaunselundsil

[0] [] [0] [0] o [0]

A R I R I T R

s, | _ |10 a[B.], ==l [0] - [0] iy
<Sx‘[>’2 (= [0] Q[BZ]F [0] _%ﬁz[l] e [0] <x{32 r +
T _[5] q[éL]F [6] [6] _'% g1

0] [0] [0] ;

(M1 [Ao], [M17'[Ai], (5) [M17'[4,], (=) :
|01 1Bl L] ss‘Gc 7)
%4 [0] [BZ]G [0] SZEG

0] [0]

(0] [EL]G [0] ]

vieuandluUagednedisil

{x} = [Al{x} + [Bs{x¢} (®)

FeanusalgAIIUmM time response Y8aN1sNsEIALAzLIURASETIlauUnvanATaITUlA
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3. MyATiadeievesln Goland Tagld Nastran

Tudauiazesursniesilonldlunisiiesei@n Goland Taglusunsufilife MSC Nastran $1uau 4 Tuga
Us¥naunlg Solution101, Solution105, Solution145 Wag Solution146 FIUAUNITAIUANAIY MATLAB code @13y
mMamAnEfgefannd 2 mleseilasaimednedesduiiuszneude 1) dmnvedassads ielvidunu
yoamsassfuannniian minveslinasdosdietesfigauddiannsoiuussiinsssilunsdeine 16 2) msiases
AEBEINANIATEN (Stress) AutazlinmeianuidsmeiAnannsi fansuusedwhldAninnuaden
meluilotag ussiinssidelnannsaduinldanis vim Tnedoulalunisduiumusssenaudie A
(diving speed) Wiy 100 m/s, yuUsengdn (Angle of attack) iU 1 89 LAl ALY L8381 N AN AU
1.15 kg/m’ FsazvanidealsiliiAnanudsnevesianianunsasesiuldlasanunsaduanlésig Solution101 3)
anudemeiiiossnmsiace Buckling dnansaintuldfulnniesdudiolnsadreuussdanaraunvedlasiadn
Tunseonuuuithivunzaulngannsavszidiuldienisld Solution105 4) msdesgsinnudsmeiiiosiniinnis
nszfieegnsguuss (Flutter) edosfloflée Solution1d5 avamnsadwamaruivilfiAnnisnsefieegnaguisy
1¢ Tnennseenuuuazsendesldli Flutter speed sndpnnadslusenineiinisdu 5 msieseiluaudiinsgyide
Iﬂuﬂﬂﬁmﬁ@ﬂu’]mﬂauﬂiﬂﬁm Tuderounthil (2-6) sinseilassadrsluaniizasd (Steady state) uidubazidy
nslaTesifituiuna (Transient) L‘Waﬂﬂqummﬁmmauﬂivimﬂwmaimqamﬂmamﬂ,ﬂamaqwam lnglatiasien
aunslynitonmn 4 nsdl wansfenmdl 3 Usznaudae HOM, H22.86M, H50M, H107M Fuaviiuandlunsdlaing q uans
Tsiuflarn Gust gradient (H) vesusiaznsdl faunsi 5 Tngazdanufunsgiduansvestnauunavesnmiiiau
ns¥lun (Gust speed) lunmit 3 Tnsaziiiagduauuuiuny z §198sanunulunmil 2 n1534A5129% Gust response
awl#luga Solution146 Tagaunsglvnusiazuvuazgnuenaaitu 4 nsdl udduiinuaanaunseluniiinagagmselaiss
finspisielaulnuinsgimiuilususiganuasnaiildaziuiensinusudluiastanaiinsgisolaudn
ilefnwinaveansenuvesaunszlunusiaznsdiifinaseniseonuuuln lagnsiasgiiuuy Transient agriyuali
Time step 11y 500 Insustaz Time step Wity 0.01 3w azamdunaionun 5 3t nsfmuaadsilifteriay
AseunguaTiaunselnnszyhudnidunaidinit 2.5 3und leedsnsnariimdedn 2.5 Juriiteguginssuvesdn
soly

Nastran DAT file
Generate script

MATLAB . § Compute
Nastran input file

Sol101, Sol105, Sol145 and

Sol146 4

Nastran result

Read result

AN 2 N5ATIEILAEY MSC Nastran
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-e-HoM
*-H22.86M

—+—H50M

—H107M

Gust speed (m/s)

o 0.5 15 2 25
Time(s)

WA 3 JULUUYetaNnsElInLUURAATH

nMsANInzaNigaLaznsimuatiym

Mata-heuristic 1 unilsluisnsmaminzaudiaalasidsunuungAnssuvedsssued naunauivis
Random based 1833 Mata-heuristic ﬁ?‘u Qﬂﬁmu’lsﬁuaﬂwLLWﬁ'%a’l'&J‘ﬁﬂugﬂLLUU Single-Objective, Multi-Objective
way Many-Objective 17t 871 a¢ldlun1suddaumaniedeanssu sndaeg 109y Jeynn Truss optimization, Heat
exchanger, Automotive design Lay Aerospace design lagTof 199 Meta-heuristic Wewseuiiaudu Gradient
based #e lifesmsmsm Gradient vyt q lun1seenuuy dananalain Meta-heuristic axmnziudgmiiil
Awdudeugeiiliianunsadiuin Gradient léegrausiugn Bmsmanvnzaniigases Mata-heuristic nsyuIuNS
vAvnzanigasnsouandliiiiugs Flowchart 7 4
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Generate initial population

Update solution

'

Function evaluation

'

Non-dominated sorting

v

Selection

No

Finish

A 4 MImAnanzauianlagldls Mata-heuristic

Frsmwanzauiigalagldis Mata-heuristic BusuanaiisUssnnsGuduiiomussnsiudunuile
fvupsiuuUsznsieliludesdu Ssazdu Parent vusoumsFmIMsuRY Tnglunsuthseuusniy Tuneu
Update solution aggniu Parent azgniluduanilaiduinguazasduazoulatsdu Tnsdunoudgnisenis
Function evaluation iilensuitsiduinguszasduazifoulvtaduuds Usseinsazgndnesndieds Non-dominated
sorting LLa35’11/1’1ﬂ’i’]ﬁf’mﬁmﬂi%‘mﬂﬂuiﬁmﬁfu‘] 1NN YsEIINTIS udy Useansiiu LYNANBONAIY
nszUIuMs Selection Tnsusznisfiffignasgnifuliuu Pareto archive ntudmnduanseulunisduamdslsl
\a39Au Usernsdgnaudinduiulugainssuiunts Update solution TnsUsswinsaggnadad uulvailaggnedenn
Parent Ingnandndi lea1n Update solution 95gnL3un31 offspring Fafurziiulddn nsesnuuudaeIsn1smAn
wangaudigalagld Mata-heuristic azdeseduduauseulunisdnn nailunsdunsionils function evaluation
dswaagnanndenanluniseenuuuisiofasmuadwsfiansaudia

nsmAvzauiigavesiyminiseenuuuiin Goland

mimﬁ’]mmsamﬁqmmﬂﬂ Goland Tagiansannavesaunsylan Wendudune (f) Ao @h@fﬂﬁqmaq
dhminlassadng (mw)LLawhﬁ‘i’wﬁqmawmﬁuﬁﬁmiuLuuéﬁLﬁmmﬂauﬂsﬂmﬂﬁnmiﬂuﬂﬂ (Apmayx) Feaun1sd 9

mXin f(x) = f(x) = {my, Aymax} 9)

subject to
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Tunsfnwinseenuuudnieiesdulneinnsannavesaunsylvnuss In Goland gnihsnldifulueaitednyn
nseenuuLIETERlnduriiesduies el siufianuauanesteiusasiu Unevillasadrandn
¢ 3 9819 Usznaunay ﬁa‘uuu.a::a"lwmﬂﬂ%gﬂﬁugﬂﬁwi’aqﬂaﬂwﬁm Tneilduves composite layer Wavaa 3 44
Nudulemguelufiefiunnsnetu Taseadswes spar asiivionun 3 Fu uaz rib axilfenun 10 Fu Ineveaesilasld
ozgiionduianlumseeniuu vuarnueniaisdnazogi 6.4864 ims AmET chord LRABYINAY 1.2192 Wins
wAgITEEsENRIVLLAzE1 U 0.1016 was auenausnluiiaviliassuienniu 9n Goland T4
wihesangulunislinsed Weliuideduaina mmaﬁu'wmﬁﬂgﬂLU?{aumNLﬂwﬁwu sl viavun wazlumadn
Goland vldBAumusiavuaduuuy Quadrilateral wuu Shell element

2naunsi 3.1 faudseonuuu (X) foun 23 daudsaieldveuwavesnisesnuuuiinisteil 3.1 fudsit 1- 12
I UANUVUILAZLNNNTINTEN fibre usazduneulndnvesiauuazinasln fudsil 13 - 18 andueumuves
spar Ineflauusazduazvihiusudsemumunvediau spar (Faudsit 13, 15 uay 17) 91nthueunes spar anasuuy
Wuilsidudunssauwituiudsanumuivesans spar (FuUsi 14, 16 way 18) Fulsimaeaziduninumunves rib
ileandunusauusas Sstmuald 1 fudsde rib 1 ¢ fanmil 5

. Upper Skin 3 layers
«|— Skin ply orientations

Ribs

N Front Spar Rear Spar
Lower Skin 3 layers

Mid Spar

™~

219 5 lasaas1etn Goland

L?aulsuﬁ’aﬁ’ULLasmaUmeﬂaﬁugﬂﬁmum wansliiiusanised 3.2 Tneldinaaives Tsai-Wu (Tsai, & Wu, 1971)
Wudeulvtadudwud 1 uansliiiufannudemetanaenlndn Taowes Tsai-Wu criterion ¢ios fianlaiiAu 1 faay
wansliifiuingudiu aoulndnd layer de q sxhifirundeme eulededuil 2 Wudeuleilldmmunveuivmves
anudemevesian Weulvlsduil 3 agfvuaan Flutter speed lilisndnanudlunistuiimmun uazdoul
Tsdugavinede buckling factor IasWaluudavgdaaiaruinnd 1 il endnidssanuidemeiiosainanuidsme
91N151A3

Exterior Penalty Function Method gﬂﬁmﬂﬁ’ﬁﬁa%’(ﬂﬂﬁﬁ’uﬂiymmiaaﬂLLuuﬁﬁmimﬁauisuﬁﬂﬁ’u (Pholdee, &
Bureerat, 2014) flsaunisii 10 Tngdn 77 Sewiadu 1000

fp(x) ={ f =f if max[gi(x)] < 0 (10)
f +rlmax [g;(x)]| otherwise

TumseenuuuseIBnsmemsnzandign sane3fiu MM-PDE U RPBILDE Qﬂﬁmﬂiﬂumiﬁﬂmeﬁu’qﬁmami&”’n
Ansfiwesisuduhuanesuiureardanesfiy Tnesnnuseulunsiusaminiu 100 Snulssanswintu
30 Tagsuaun1avhewinfu 3 99ty Friedman test gnihanlfifiolinsgsiussans e susazdanesfislumsadia
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A157199 2 fUseRNIUY

aau fiakUs0anIuUU YDULVAAIY YDULVAUY
1 fvwvesiuy composite 7 1 (mm.) 2 50
2 fibre yefuutud 1 (deg) 0 90
3 Rauuvestu composite # 2 (mm.) 2 50
4 3y fibre yoafuuiufl 2 (deg) 0 90
5 fuwvesiy composite # 3 (mm.) 2 50
6 3 fibre YoIFIULTUT 3 (deg) 0 90
7 ooty composite 71 1 (mm.) 2 50
8 i fibre v0A9iuT 1 (deg) 0 90
9 fadwwestuy composite 7 2 (mm.) 2 50
10 3 fibre vosRIE1sTUT 2 (deg) 0 90
11 faenevestiu composite 7 3 (mm.) 2 50
12 3 fibre Y0 NTUT 3 (deg) 0 90
13 eyuvuvedtau spar Juil 1 (mm.) 3 60
14 aNUNUIURIUaY spar Fuit 1 (mm.) 2 5
15 anununveslau spar uil 2 (mm.) 3 60
16 AnUnuIveslany spar uil 2 (mm.) 2 5
17 ewunuvedtau spar 3udl 3 (mm.) 3 60
18 AnUnuIvelany spar Fuit 3 (mm.) 2 5
19 mwwm@'ﬁ (1,2) ¥94 Rib (mm.) 2 5
20 mmwmﬁjﬁ (3,4) v84 Rib (mm.) 2 5
21 mwwm@'ﬁ' (5,6) v84 Rib (mm.) 2 5
22 mwmmﬁjﬁ (7,8) v84 Rib (mm.) 2 5
23 mwwm@'ﬁ (9,10) w84 Rib (mm.) 2 5
ans19fi 3 ouludadu
a6y Roulvdedu YIULYAES YDULIAUY
1 Maximum Tsai-Wu 0 1
2 Maximum stress in quadrilateral (MPa) 0 150
3 Flutter speed (m/s) >100
4 Buckling factor >1
NAN132BNLUY

NadWsaInN151435 RPBILDE uaz MMHPDE iteldlunismaniinzaufigauesnisesnuuudn Goland uans
Tty famsnafl 3.3 Ta Hypervolume gninurlfiduisiussavsnmlumsmmoureusasdanaiiu lnsdaned
Fufifiuszavsnmlunismeeauldaninaglidn Hypervolume ﬁqﬂﬂjw gsnsmen Hypervolume azdiosldqndnada
Tunsuseneunsdiuan mamyadadaturildannismasiiganasggavosusas fefduTnguszasdlunn 4 sou
msmnasiieidunseulunisiuins Hypervolume

NadN591n7iliA® RPBILDE fA1 Hypervolume @ oiinfy 5.04x1012 §444n9135 MM-IPDE Aidewvinfy
0.83x1012 lahifivaviriu 35 RPBILDE §lviasan Agegauararudsauumagiuiiandias MM-IPDE annuadns
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o

TudheiuFuanddiiiuin Suduredds RPBILDE ldegdusiu 1.33 Aind138 MM-IPDE ifidudueg 1.67 9nn1s3iasizi
#8735 Friedman test

A1919% 4 1USBULiigu Hypervolume

drwdeavy o o

Sane3fiw/fadin  Aueds  Awngn  Agegn UMY
1N

RPBILDE 5.04x10' 5.02x10'? 5.08 x10'?  3.09 x10*°  1.33

MM-IPDE 4.83x10%  4.48 x10" 5.06 x10"  3.07 x10"  1.67

1 971519980919 Hypervolume WUSuLfiBunv Iteration voeviedpIdanasiud suansliliudsnInd 6 wuin
1535 RPBILDE dadua1unsatunismainaulafindl MM-IPDE AausilTusuaunsens Iteration aaving laguaumnii
wslavosnadwsalian Hypervolume gdananniisaesdana3fiuuansliiiiudaning 7

12
52110

—-=-RPBILDE
5| ——MM-IPDE

=
IS
T

Average Hypervolume
. &
T

38|

36|

34+

a2 1 1 1
0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100
leration

AT 6 LSBTl Hypervolume 521313 RPBILDE wae MMIPDE

1600

o

< MM-IPDE
* RPBILDE
1400

]

1=}

=)
T

1000~

Structural weight (kg)

800~

EOD-% J

”Q% e TV Q o

A

400 . L !
0 1 2 3 4 5 8 7 8 9 10

Maximum bending moment area (m”?) 107

AW 7 Wisuifteunauniinisiaves MM-IPDE wag RPBILDE

90 A vusaurthwsiavesdane3fin RPBILDE gnidenifioudnaduganouiinuizauiignueinisosnwuy
Tuassll Tngrmeungnidentiailanduidmang dwidnlassade wiriu 579.85 kg uaziiunveduudigegaiiiinain
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4 '
a0 a o =

navesaunszlnilaudnuiniu 3.78x10° m? azuansliiiudaiuidinduainimi 8 wudtaunszlonguuuy HOM dawa
nsgnunannviliAnlumudgegailaudn

4
1 x10

=05 < H107M

=

®

>

]

> o

£

<

[0

g

g -0.5

(@)

c

£

C

g

_15 | | | | | | | |

-2 -15 -1 05 0 05 1 15 2

Bending moment in X axis (NM) «10°

29 8 WU Bending moment Mlaulnanwavesaunszlun

Az auiigauesfuusesnuuuiignidenuandliiiiudmsnsi 5 wazeulvisduvesdmeudigniden
wanafan1sait 6 Tnededunavesnsesnuuuaznui Roulotadudmdud 1 fe Maximum Tsai-wu dudnlndveuius
AMAEEr0IN1T08NUUY Fasnineauiilnaeiloniaiiagldfuamudsmeinniads nmittutaneouinds
\fesnnusafiléuainaunselan Tngd1 Maximum Tsai-Wu ﬁamﬁii’fﬁd%ﬂq’]yLﬁW’l&ﬁJ@ﬁﬁﬂﬂ@ﬂW?{ AR
0.9149 ‘vﬁammiaﬂdnaﬂamﬂﬁ’j’ma'mLﬁuﬁmzﬁﬂ&iai’aaﬂaﬂwﬁmuwhwhﬁ’u 0.9149 Wi1ve9A" Yield strength of
composite material edanad Maximum stress in quadrilateral w3oA1AA LT Rib Lay Spar ‘ﬁlfugilﬁw
ozgiiflenilAintu 73.04 MPa daslelisuriu Yield strength vesegiifloniifienintu 150 MPa uéagldiindnsndru
Anuduingsyiiy Yield strength vesagiidlsuduiiawiios 04869 FtuilaiuFoudivusnsdnuisassudanznuin
ﬁaﬂﬂﬁiamaﬁ'%gﬂﬂ'auimaa%ﬂﬂ WeTiasesiludauaes Flutter wuindn Flutter speed iU 240.18 m/s
&1 Vg plot uamdliisiusianmd 9 mneanuirdnannsefumudiauiinssildegnwaeadedud Suduaunset
240.18 m/s

0.4

F speed

Damping -

1.2 | | I | | | |
0 50 100 150 200 250 300 350 400

Velocity (m/s)

A9 9 V-g Diagram sAmaUNgnLaen
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M13°99 5 Aingauiigaveiiulseanuuuiignifen

a1iuy Auuseanuuu Awanzauiign
1 Rruuveaty composite # 1 (mm.) 2.16
2 3 fibre yoafuuiudl 1 (deg) 2.85
3 Rauuvesty composite # 2 (mm.) 234
4 33 fibre ypafuuiudl 2 (deg) 0.00
5 Rauuvesdu composite i 3 (mm.) 9.60
6 33 fibre yoafuutuil 3 (deg) 90.00
7 Ranavestu composite # 1 (mm.) 10.81
8 1l fibre va3fETUT 1 (deg) 87.64
9 Raansvesiy composite # 2 (mm.) 2.67
10 3 fibre Y03 2 (deg) 13.12
11 Raaneesiy composite i 3 (mm.) 2.00
12 sl fibre 109R28199U7 3 (deg) 1.0
13 umweslay spar 3u7 1 (mm.) 3.97
14 AYUNUNTBIUANY spar Fuil 1 (mm.) 2.00
15 AumunvadlaY spar Tuft 2 (mm.) 3.43
16 ANUNUIVBIUANY spar uit 2 (mm.) 2.01
17 aumvaslay spar Tuil 3 (mm.) 11.05
18 AUNUNVBIUANY spar Fuil 3 (mm.) 3.03
19 mwwmﬁjﬁ (1,2) ¥84 Rib (mm.) 2.00
20 mwwm@'ﬁ (3,4) ¥84 Rib (mm.) 293
21 mmmm@'ﬁ (5,6) v84 Rib (Mm.) 222
22 mmwm@'ﬁ (7,8) ¥94 Rib (mm.) 5.00
23 AMLMLIAT (9,10) v84 Rib (mm.) 2.83

U

M13199 6 Reuladsdunvesinaunigniden

a1diu Reululsdy Aigausuld Anzauiign
1 Maximum Tsai-Wu 0 < Tsai-Wu < 1 0.9149
2 Maximum stress in quadrilateral (MPa) < 150 MPa 73.04 MPa
3 Flutter speed (m/s) > 100 m/s 240.18
4 Buckling factor > 1 421.5
dyduazaiusnena

unAuAsISed Tdaueniseanuuudn Goland Tnsfiansannavesaunselun Taefifiuusesnuuuiavun
23 @1 Usznounaelaseasiy Skin, Rib Lag Spar UuvaULAT aula IR U Maximum Tsai-Wu, Maximum stress in
quadrilateral, Flutter speed uay buckling Lﬁaﬁ%mﬁﬁwﬁqmmﬁmﬂ’ﬂiﬂsaa%’wLLazmﬁwﬁqmmﬂ'wqqqmmﬁuﬁ
Tuudiinsgyivielautin Sane3iudldlunismeawmnzauiigauuuaesilaiduidivanefe RPBILDE uay MMIPDE
miaamwuwgﬂvﬁaﬁgﬁyﬂwm 3 50U 1014 Hypervolume (JushdTnuszansawlunsmeneuvosnisudiletam
A1seanuuuln Goland HANNTEBNWUUNUINIENS RPBILDE HuUssansanlunismeneulafninis MMIPDE waaws
InMsepnwuUUsznaue At ming fulsesnuuu wasitoulatsfuiidenu19in3s RPBILDE wansliiiiu
Fm15971 5 wa 6 Yerausuuzvessidelundad Ao M uuUszrnIuagsuseulumsmAmnzaudige
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defliftuszansnwlunsmemeuinndsiu wiemnidosfaniadiunan mavszgndld Surrogate model LHudn
wiluedesefitisannatluniseenuuuls Yoiausuuzluniseenuuuadeinuin niseenuwuulnlaefarsanaunsylen
Tund i demsadndu Fixsupport Seldldfnsanavesnsindeuiiluiianiesineg 13 eadudnlusae mnavdes
sonuutlfidnlndenuiduatanniuasdesinnsansansznuresnuvBanduresdlassaiiauazinisaunuadosduun
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