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Component-Based Structural Analysis for the Rapid Shape Design of
an Aircraft Wing
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&3 Yl PRS2 AIAES A2IF H PERHAEN E2 HAMS0l @FAECH Oetd A2 2Eo
AN Crekst Yo A0 et Al ZEs a2 &TE0| 80 E2l AE2dEeE Retadl A (finite
element analysis, FEA)'S Hstc = SAEGHAICH A=K L0 A2 AIAES AH AFZ3HI10 =
Ot 20 "RSRAYE 0850 &3 Y XA E8 388 3720 J2, =2 F&EZ2 oM
ZNE TEOIUND HAREO =2 NST2 0ol AUsH HAAIZ0 AQEACH 3719 Hp O
Z REIAYS S JHX AN OIS 234 didlle ol2E = UKL, =2 BISiH0| 275 =
A 2Hols S2&0|Xl 26tCH

FEtR4A HAREO =2 HAMHIES ==ot)| A8 L2 JHEs 2201 MAIZJCH dHHALH
2, J|IHEE 2de 0|28 2| D RZX29 A=A I8 XA A0 ATt DUt JIH
52 0|28 YY) HOIZ2 $HAS AE 2= 22 I8 8 20 S2s 82 E H3otAl
256tH, i) CIOIE Jlgt 28 E4 & 2E0| HIAE ME(testing sample)0ll HOHA2H OIFH XDl M2
Of SHMOl CHOllA QI2st S8R F200HAM o2 A= E&te MO UL

=2 HETE EHYOHAT A6 HOIE HEAS RSQRAMNE 2AMGte 2EHoZ, SAI|IMHY
(reduced basis method)?® 20| AIRC 0L =EAIINES 24 L J|6l 04122 (parameter) ©3}0f
Holl SR8IRAGHE AlEol 2AF JIsd JIH0IL. EAJIMES HESZ, AIEZAE4A(a posteriori
error analysis)tl 2ol Ssteidiel =380l gLt @XF =H0| Jissitise &0 U 24 54
IIMEES 22 MEE GFREA 2 B2 SAIIH32101 HXI| 20 =2 HEE82 JIUs6H] 8
ECt. Figure 10 HAIE &S0I12 22 AIAE2 CHROFE OHOHB D1 A Y5l L 018 R0 =54

g2 HEotAl gL

2 A E 018 RSHAIEtS 226t AlSsh 82)] S A0 JIKsH) s, 2 A2 AlA
B SNE0=2 (2 £ s F¥2= =4I| HRAH(static condensation reduced basis element,
SCRBE)H“W O A8 FHESE =AIINQAME2 M JIX EE0l QUCH M, AZUHE

(component) 2t S22 AW WHI Jlsot)] 20 CHst AAHESS RAE 2= QL Figure 2
o X=0 met Mo EAE AHIUHE glolE2el(component library)E ESoIGCH 0] HdEUHE
clolEeiele ZAXLHESS X860 di) 2SS XEoIS ANKREH HZoIW Chst A e Al
AEIZ Fig. 22| U 20| RHE = ULH EW, FEHE=E SAIIMRAES SAIIHEN SLoHA
MEQLIEA0| Jisold| HR0, Ssteadiel &8 S0l= st @XE=F0| Jissich AR, A&t
s 2ol 2= SAIIMRAZR HEoE HAILUHESS AME06I0H AIAEHS s & 24Xl of

40| Jtsotlh
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HNEMSE ZEA)|NRAY 2 F LM A2, Hol& A AZ AAEN oM &l st
& RRGHAS Sast 1O =TEICH HEHPUAME HE AIAEIN oM HIAE a0l 2Rt
S2M=s REAMAS SEED, LHA A8 #HA0 Jisst 2200 HolAs FRSE =2AIINR
ANAEZS 8610 HAHIES SR & HM A2, HNSE= A IHRAYO0| 82)] Yl 2
K29 Alst RXRHEA DUEHEN 222 ARU9JF QICH 0l SIHK RS2 8 JIX Ao =2
SHElOf A0l 23S QAT
2 HANME AlEs DO8 AAH0 JI016D] o, B2I| LN A HE0 2 AL FHEE A
NS DEGIQUCH. AZLEUESO D5l B80] JISai0®, I8 Jlsst Yol &2@A9 += J|gi2sxoz
SOILIA ECH 0l 220 UNSEH BHE 2 s W2ES X860 S0 SAaS Zss 4 9
= 200 20 2 ARUAES AH HAE Ds J|5 HEtsS 2SE)| 9l Jl6 wetsta=E FHolE
Ch. 013 &ZJ| Y A2 Bz B0 2 AA2F REGAS 288 5 FE @2 H Hass
HEGCZE 2ABEIC 012 S5 JI5H KBS A28 FRSE A NRAMA0 B2I] LI Al
=5t AH 0 JI0iE 2 A= IIsHN UHA st
02 RiM= HES= =40

ﬁ\_ S | h

Ch
HRAHol HED £A0 oA SYSICH OIS0 3BUAE ) IXS
=

= 240 HQAYS BRI D PRHM0 M5 B WA HHSD, i) BRI LW LH
HAE BISHAIIBIN AEE DEHAS SOl WS ANS 0F, i) AL FHTO AHOIA
HHADE AESICH DINUACZ 4BUNE 2 A7 SO Hoh DS 5 22S Il

Design parameter for a fuselage
Design parameter for a wing structure

Geometric Parameters % e
Design parameter for a propulsion system

Material parameter for a fuselage

. Material parameter for a wing structure
Non-Geometric Parameters L pEERT i
Material parameter for a propulsion system

Fig. 1. Example of a large and complex system: NASA CRM
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Fig. 2. Construction of various system configurations using a component library
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1. SAT|XMH
SA)IMES2 OXRS KERA SUALZRH EHE MR FALI|IM S2UHA Setes AIAES
Az HetshH sldots J1-0ICH?Y, MR =AJIH 222 DXAC [EA 22N ===
229 =R JIM 52 MH(span)=lh. 242 =2 JIM &2 FE51D| st galoz FrdW
=0l (proper orthogonal decomposition) 2t &= 2 12|5(greedy algorithm)0| UCH AR DSl &
2 2NelE2 22 SX(dynamic)t E & (static) AMAES st EAIIMH 22 ME0 =2 ol=2=T
N =2 dAQ)ME HR2 PE22 FE fiAS SHIOZ @2 LN2S0 JIgs SAIIHYo =
AlOtS CHE2LC.
EAIIH 32 MM 2A, 8 R4 I {41 2 S84 328 X~V =span({4}Y) = sttt
221 (Galerkin) S8t2A AN 2ol 2tS (weak form) KIBHEEAIS Eq. (2.1)10 22 A X @A
AlOI St A AlABICZ HEE £ QT

Qa \’ Qf

DO AUN ()= 07 (u)F*, (2.1)

=1 g=1

OIIM  Ad eR*‘XA‘ I FaeRV 2 22t OtEl 2ol =l (affinely decomposed) R824 24 s (stiffness
matrix) 2t ot= #lE(load vector) 2, Al=ad(d,¢;) o Ri=fi(4) 2 FALDH, UVN(u)eRV = =& ol
(nodal solutlon)OIEf 0l2ist Reta AAHEES E0 L= olE €92 & Eqg. (2.2)2 20| |st2idl
uN(ueXy g =EE 5= QUL
) N )
u ()= UM () - (2.2)
i=1

hSez g5 Z1elsg 086t 54 JIJH L FEAINN S2UHS MHSIC @2 2dN2E2 REea
ol uv(u) & SEAIJIMM ui(p)eXy o X8 2IHX- norm error) HE'(,u)foHu\(,u) ui(w)|, 2t =t &
= YA 2oz =AJ|IME MMols t‘“\'OID O Z2W XASS EAIIN 4002 OHHH2
B i B= OHoHEHZS ZH0ll THOIH =SAJIM 2A QAUE 28 22X ag ECH B S = UASMN,
0l Sdll EAJIMole Heds 2&E 4= UCH

&= 2elE Jlet ZSAI|IH 2A ’éi}E CtSt 20 99X, SAIIMIF EMEHAl 22 Mol X8
3o ()], =lu () —uo(ul, =Ju (), It F CHIt EIE HoHE4 2t 402 TESCH J2lDAM w00 o
St FetAd uv(pw)E AHdtoltd O-A01E WA (Gram-Schmidt process)2 HA = YW =40
N & 42 SEAIINM 328 Xt=span(d) E Aociéﬂ T892 |eruw)y =uv (w) -uiw), 2t =TIL Sle
O = 2 @8 TEo0IH {uV (M)} ={}, 2 &0l SAIIME HalotD X2=span({i}y,) 2 &0l
SAJIM B2t MAASCH Oldst 2XE Bt GF leN ()]l < &w Ol It fﬁ)lﬂ {u\(y“))}’“l_{(;.},1
in} | XN =span({}) S 248t 2AIH {00 FOHHS O R824 Al

B0l Eq. (2.1)2 JIMBEHES Soll Eq. (2.3)2 22 SAIIM AAECO=R 3/\}5' 2 QUCH

Y
i

0% (1)B"ATBUN (1) = Z&q(,u)BTFq (2.3)
g=1
OIIM BeRVN 2 DI HBIE #HZ, =Y\ (ig S U= H2 (1S BN &, B 2 42 I}
2IC}. Equation (2.3)2 Z0f ZAIIMN H2 UN(u)eRNVE P2 & ZAIIHS &M Eq. (2.4)2 20|
AJHOH uN(u)eXN S EES 4 UCH
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u® (#)=ZUiN (W& =Y UM (i, . (2.4)

i-1 j-1

=AJ|IM AIAEDQ Eqg. (2.3)2 KR4 AIAHDQ Eq. (2.1)2CH A8 SilA0| Jtsollh. S8t A Al
A8 Z0|E oM E O(WN3) o Ha 2& T (computational complexity) It QTF=CH 0l0 Etoll A
M AAE Z010 QFEHE HA SEET= O(N3)0IH LEIEOZ NN 0|22 |82a AIAE Hal
EAIIH AMAEEZS olldotH ®ab Xl 20| JbsolCh.
2. 38354
MM =2=H(static condensation method)= 232 X3t JI¥ (substructuring method) 2l stuUtz2, @& K&t
QA AAENA MR EXKE(secondary degrees of freedom) oHE & £&E& & DX =

S & (primary degrees of freedom) oS S&ol= 212 Sol S22 AIAESE iAol A ol= &
BOICH 2ARE iz 2229 & it AISE £ UKL LEHOZ HA 220 =Mole =& ol
Jb AFZEICH 0 HR U= ZEUHEN g dM AAES & Bl CORs e, 2ETHE 2t oH 2
2ol ZE(port) AIAEIS GHAGID 28 ALZUHES Y8 HE =256t0H X AIAHO HE SHEOR
TEE £ QUL

Port Fp
System Construction :
Component 1 Component 2 Component 1 3 Component 2
N om Qy 1y ' Mo QO W
Fig. 3. Two square components connected with a single port
HEMSERHO| £AIS 2t2t5| JIxsot)| ol Fig. 32 201 S JHe JAIZE HIEUEDL 22 e g4
Q,QcR 2 XD 5t ZE I,cRZ AE IXZ2E DB 0] PRS2 REQA AIAH
2 Eq. (2.1)0l et Eq. (2.5)2F &0l E8& £ UL
AU (1) =F (). (2.5)

GIIIM A(p)=X368(u)AT, F(u)=X3.60f(u)Fa 2 22 OIOHBE 2= p=(m, o) Ol THEH FBRA 24 &
2 ot YIHE LIEFHCE Ol2ist AIAEA ZE of U (w)eRVw E 2 hT_._ of, Jdcln 2 HxY
EQ W8 ol Un(a)eR¥a @ Ug, (i2)eRV2 2 FARE o2 E&F56IH, Eg. (2.5)8 Eq. (2.6)1F 20l
z8g 5+ QL.

A1) AL w) A () ([ U () | ] R ()
Aor, () Aq () 0,0 yor || U (1) |=] Fo, (1) | (2.6)
Anz,rp (1) Oanme A92 (44) UQZ (1) FQZ (1)

e

[

HIIA (Jr,= ZE o2t A

rr#

0o
5
rr
i
=
0y
Hel
m
Im
10
o
I
%
o
)
1]
n
oo
_B’
rr

Hel
Im
%
\_-'Q



20228 ¥EFF =Y [HI AN LA & OF

i HE FZYUES WE oot Z&(coupling)sl &2 LIEIUO, OmxneRmX” 2
Equation (2.6)2 #OiE & (Shur complment method)2 Sl Eq. (2.7)10F 20|
2= AOZ LIEHHE 4= QUCH.

gHAS 90|EtC.
E oi2t= 0K==2

1L
ol

(Arp(u)—ZA;,rp(ﬂi)%f(ﬂi)%i,rp(ui)]U (W)=F (1)~ Z WA ()P (1) . 27)

i=1 i=

JdeloMd 3Ess 24 g AGC(,U):ZAFD(/J)_zizzl%iyrp(,ui)%ll(,ui)AQ.,rp(,ui)ER\}Px\}" ? 3EEE ot ¢
& FSC(,U)ZZFrp(,Ll)—zizzlAgTiyl—p(,ui)A{Zil(,ui)FQ,(,ui)ER'\'r“ £ HO5IH Eqg. (2.8)2 22 2= AMAHS A
=L,

%c(,u)urp (/u): Fsc(,u) . (2.8)

Equation (2.8)2 22 HHE= AAHS
2 AU A

= E0 ZE i Ur () E 22 %, Ea. (292 Saf 2t &Y
ES R o Ua() E SHGIH &M AlA P

=
B8Ol B UV(n)E S5 2 Ul

Ug, (1) = Ay ()P, (1) = Ao (1) Ao, r, () (1), 1=1,2. (2.9)

HNSE AAHQ Eq. (2.8)= RE2A AAHQ Eq. (2.5)2 HIDGHN £ JHX OIHES JHEICH HM,
HNSE AAHS RER4A AAHBO ASE A0l JHSOILh RERA AAHS N @ og X
SHAO2 PHEC 09 Zel, FHSS AlAHe Nrp%, No®, 021D No & 9% LX I
oz PHEC. YO N @ olg X WA Z0/0 OW?) O M BEEIF @PEE AHS 1
25104, 2 201 N JHol DIXI%2 02017 o8 YR awgag Te B0 HRE M2 £ N,
No No OO DINS2 01201 918 21 9BAS 22 = Ao A =T YOI O Wk

jo
Jal
>.

Olcdst A&t SEES X0ls 7Eteds AMABS O 22 =2 M I AMAE2Z U=s+S HXI| H
=0, O=2 FXLHUEZ F4d= HRE ?IDO'*E FHESE 4ol eS84d=2 SUetCh Eat 2ref

Fig. 32 & ZEHEI SN Al (m)Aar, (1a) = Ag (12) Ace ry (12) @b At (1) Fes (1) = A} (12) Fo, (12) It
M2IEHOHHE X B LH—'?'— ol Q I CIBE AAED (1RY S0 D82 SUE 2AZHED} b=

T = T

T FHdE U7 #*xX=9 940 QEE%%P:.*OI 0= SHHOICH =M, EESE AMABE R4
AMAEN G2 2EHE _%OI AA=ELH KRERA AAHNAN HEUES HAGH MM AIAES T
ot ot= H

DAHOF BCL 0101 BN, BHSE AAHOA ZEHE KR o A B2 28 ¥
SOl E8) ol 2202, FTUSS HANCIAE BN ALBS M
2TEE YL RE22H Hd 2

HNSE ZAINQAYE JIES Z=AIIMYY HES=HO o Al Ct
=6 = AJ|IMYE Crest DHJHE¢ L0l CHGHOY AIAEICl Al H&HEH SHAI0l JHsSEHC 6t p[!
OlAtS] DHIHEIAZ OI20{K AR PEZ29 AL =AJIH :Amn NUXIH 22 =AM 8401 8
TN 240 YHXIM, =‘=¢J|x+ 2AF QX EBH IR HE 2 QUCH 019 B2 HES=ge [
A2 XS A0 =EstXI0r, CHESH DHOHS 2 2600 CHOHO OHE 2HUE LS oHet 2 No &t
2 AIAEIS Z00F BHll= HES XUD FAESE ZA)IMRABS AIUHE W et oze
No XH2 AAB0S SAINYE MNBots 28 Sof Crerst R (ol Hotot HiR= 2ESO

toh D}x'__
o 10
>
> ol
HT
o
Ql
=2
oo
el
il
S
T
=

HAHSE FSAIIMAYS A HdHGH)| Ao HX Fig. 30 22 P20 H6HK Eq. (2.9)2% 22
ANESE AMAEES DHECH Ol EESSE 24 #HE Ac(p) S EHHNES Eq. (2.10)2 2L
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Asc(/‘)
= AL ()= AL () A () A, (1)
2 | |
= AL D=2 AL A (A, () (A, () ., 210)
| |
2 | |
= AL G~ AL )| A (A, (), 0 A Can) (A, () Ly |
’ | |

(port-dependent finite element bubble function) béi’j(,Lli):z%il(ﬂi)(pn.,rp(ﬂi))jER“\b‘ g

(2.10)2 Eaq. (2.11)2 20| 2t=t5] E8E = UL

O (A (i) €RYe = Aor,(u) O A 22 UEHCH 0/ ZE 9/ZE |8R4 HE &2
=

2 | |
Asc(ﬂ):Arp(ﬂ)_zA\;i,rp(ﬂi) béi,l(:ui) bgi’Nrp(/ui) : 2.11)

0|2 Hl=olH, ZE S& £s2s H=E &Z£=(port-independent finite element bubble function)
bf (14)=A(ti)Fa () eRYva S E2IGHH Eq. (2.9)2 EHE=X ot5 HWH Fe(u) E Eq. (2.12)1 201 L

Bt = RUCH

«©

N

Fec (1) = Frp (1)- z Aszi T () Ag_z,l (1) Fo, (1)

i=1

= Frp (1) _Z A:; Ty (44 )bg; (4)-

(2.12)

N

oA HOEH RERA HE 49 XNES No 2 U A W20 DHHHES Hatol ek Y |8t
A HE 48 TEote 242 HISEX0IL. ®&tea HE 2= 1 o0 Oet Eq. (2.12)0 2
KA HE AMAEES dictn 232 %= U
A
Ao, ()05 (1) =(Aq r, (1)),
~ ! (2.13)
AQ, (,ui)b(z, (,ui):FQi (), =12 j=1 .., Nrp
JeHE2=2 Eq. (2.13)2 22 2219 HE AAHN SAIIMES HSE0UH HHE= 3t Hatol et
A= ZEGHH HE &5 MEY £ Ules 80| 3EE= SAIIMRAHS =2 IHE0ICH Equation
N = = HEs 4

(2.13)0 = ¢0els Jlgt SAIIMYE HNESHH Eq. (2144 22 FSAIIM HE AL
st
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(B )" Ao, (1)BG B4 (1) =(BS )T (Aur, (44))

] (2.14)
FA\T FIRF FA\T ; ;
(Bgi) A\’li (/ui)BQibQi (ﬂi):(Bgi) FQi (#4), 1=12, ]=1 ---erp'
OIJIM B2, (m)eRM. & BE (u)eRM = 2428 TEO Z5L S SAIIM HE 820ICH 0/
22 =AJ|IM HE 842 0825610 ¥NS= =AIIHRL AN A Ac(y)eRVon 9F 515 HIE
Fec(u)eRMe» 2 Eq. (2.15)3F 201 Holg 2 QAL

|
A A

Ac(k)=A, (1) =2 A r, (14)| B Do) - B) b7 o (14)
| | (2.15)

Foc (1) = Fr, (1) = 2 A r, (44) B, B, (1)

2 ~

DIXOR HNSE SA)IKNQA 248 HY 615 UE2 020F FHSE AL AAUS
245t Eq. (2.16)2 2T
Asc (1)Ur, (1) =Fsc (1) (2.16)
HESE ZAI|NQA AMAHOZSE MA AAHO 2 TE5ls HFie JEQ FHSEYD =<
SICH 21X Ea. (2.16)2 BE2% ZAI|HMRA AAMS Eo ZE & Uy (mek¥ 2 20 015
Eq. (217)2 Saff 2 2TUES Y2 3 Ug(u)cRe B =250 ®A AARHS S 2S8 £
Ch.
| |
Ug, (1) =Bg by, (1) —| B b5 1 (4) -+ BL b2 o () [Ur (w), 1=1,2. (2.17)

4. AEH H7by

HE& =0 SAIIMES &0 /Adide HUX A X A9 Ot (affine) EoiiJt JtsSdH0F
SHCH. WMekA A2 S HoIE Jl=dte x 2 s p 2 OtEIE6HI EJt=8 HIoHE & ==0ll CHol
A OtEl g5 Z2AtSot= HE0| 200 2 AR AMeE Ot &x=22 ZASE <ol X 22t
8 (empirical interpolation method)E &&ol( Eqg. (2.18)1F 20| OHIMHHES p O 2ASHQl B2HH
Co(p) 2 x Ol AIZEHQI JI X4 hy(x) 2 dEZE OS2 2ASHCE. Equation (2.18)0A Q& 22t =
st XI&EQ JN+=E LIEIUD, B2 XNEH M= 4 (2.19)2 20| Z2Atotd = BI0HE &42F 2ALE &%

o g0l s ottt

Q
9(x, ) zZCq(ﬂ)hq(X), (2.18)
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Q
g(xj!ﬂ):gl(xj;lu)zch(:u)hj(xj)’ (2.19)
g=1
JIMEs hy(x) & A3 RAH, Eqg. (2.20)2F 20l HIOHE &2 OtEIgt+2 ZALSHE &2 Xt0[Jt
UL D= w E =0 1 US822 Eqg. (2.21)10 20| HIOHE &2t OtEIg+2 2ASE &9
XHOIOF = THOE Sl= x; 8 =0 JIM&E2 hy= Eqg. (2.22)2 20l H2AZH, EIM Xt o It HAEL
HECH HOotE WK 9 HEE EHEoHH {h, hp,.., o} JIMESE MBS
H; :argsup||g(x; #)—9, (% /‘i)”V1 M EEN, (2.20)
X; :argsup‘g(xj;ﬂ,)—g,(xj;yi)‘, X; € EX., (2.21)
X; 1) —9, (X 4

g(xj;lui)_gl (Xj;:ui)

IIME S MASH F A2 DHHHZA0 CHE E2HHIL Cu(u) S st & QICH B2t= Qe XA
MAS Eq. (2.23)1 20| HIOHE & g(x;u) 2 b g (g p) O 2H01 SGICEH 22t XIAO0|
QIHOIDI W20 Eq. (2.23) 222 F Eq. (2.24)2 22 &z XAl QUCt. Equation (2.24)

=2 A
. = o= T
o Xet2 BlotE & g(xu) 2 2 2LE0UMAL gtS Aot 2E = UL, &N JIME+ h E

FoIAI 20 Lo AL d2SE HAME &= UCH [MetM Ea. (2.24)2 201 222 DK
=0 st B2H = Cu(u)E T&E = UL

2 HF0AM= &30 i 4 HsE Jlsdt= JIot HEts HEZESC. JIGH HEls H86t= e
(mapping)Ol HIOHE! &0l B, MAX AN LR A Ot 2ot EJts0HH SEAIIMES X
& = Il 0] R0z OotE Zoidt Jisotes ZEA Z2tHES ALEGH0FSHCY.

906 20 =9, (6 ) = C (1) () +---Co (1) Ny (%) . (2.23)

9(x,; 1) h(x) 0 0 |[Ciw)
: = 0 S (2.24)
g(XQ;,u) hQ (Xl) hQ(XQ) CQ (/J)

. 371 7= E2 dA Ha Hepo| OE ME5 2§ Ax6 N

1. 3835 FaJIMLHS 37 HHFE20 HESHI| 9T EX}

FHEE SAINMRRAES ALE6HH €371 EH7XE ofl&dt)l M= AMAHESES 2 =
ZEHEE 4Fst = ZFEUE 2t HZ2LRel ZEE HOct= WHEOl ZR0C HEUHAL=2=
Fig. 42 HAZE €0 &€& UAV EIIREE HdHOIUL. FHSE FSAINRLEE MS22
Horst ARWoMdE M AARES 2olicte WIS HIX 0, FEZHEE Y F4s = 2
TEUES HES Sk MZE2 AIAESS Fdotth. dellt 8885 SAIIMAa8s JIE
0101 EMots 371 e 22 & AMLEH HESH| ks HNE AMABS 2dicts #FO0I
Z Q6L Figure 49 € #EX=2S 2oist F 22, AL, € HHE 55 FEUEZ AEHOIRUCH
S ZEUEE AlEE JlE2 MXSHUAMY ASEHe 3= AF=2 Hotjl. Ol 2322
LTS S HESZOUM ASHE = A= LRSS HEGHIIIH E0IotI] MEO0ICH MetA
ZHHUESS AZR22Q ZE= Fig. 42 2= ot FEHE 210|222 2 ZEHEN LtetMe=z
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HAIE A 2001 0) 2Bt AL 2t2] AZLA i) 2IEQ L HY 2t HIBRAZ FOLULH

BIEXHOog AtEE 2B, ALf, Y HE HZUESS AEBE 0=lcs ZZEHELEZ HHESE
dooii== HEO0l ZR6HCH == 20 Ot SdXl HHE=It 2 =& JA2H, Jlot HEE
ddst Jloh =IOt 2 =& AL = AF0As oo asits Dot WE0l Jlot
=S BEHUE 82 XNHoIRUL EHSE SAI|INR4AEE 2240 HAHAMS A58 id=s
P SAINRAE E&ote 2Zetel HEsS UM HAX= JIYO0ICH 0 2IZetl HEUHAM=E i)
ZEO XY =4 i) SAIIMES 0188 HES+S2He SAS a0 &0 2Eetel BE2
=2 HMHIE0l AN BEHUE E0Ido 32 ZHRE0l JtsotCh WTetA HSHAIZI0 CHE
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Fig. 4. Procedure of applying a static condensation reduced basis element method to the structural
analysis of an aircraft wing
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Table 1. Values of the local parameters of a wing configuration

Lobal parameter Value Unit
Position 0, 0.21, 0.42, 0.63, 0.84, 1.05, 1.26, 1.47 m

Table 2. Ranges and reference values of the global parameters of a wing configuration

Global parameter Range Reference value Unit
Wingspan  fi [1.2, 1.8] 1.5 m
Taper ratio 4 [0.275, 1.0] 1
Swept angle [0, 35] 0 °
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Fig. 7. Geometric parameters of a wing configuration: (a) isometric view, (b) upper view, (c) side

view, and (d) front view
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Fig. 8. Discretized wing structure using quadratic 20—node hexahedral elements: (a) isometric view
and (b) side view

2.3 57| g/iTxe dHHe

2.3.1 &7 2ol I:H°F 7|5k A
Nl JHXI Jlok DHOHE

SO 201w Ol THSH DIGH B1&8tet-E HOIGIRICt JlotH &
H/ZEE FOll E[}EF Fx*oﬁﬂ Fig. 90il= ( ) isometric view, (b) upper view, (c
front viewZ =& 40X & =ZA

FEFLHRACH YO ZQl A gar2
oA E YIMPES ATH BISEO

o o

Fig. 90l
Ch. Y01 2012 H35A |9|J|

2 W ol

oo — T

) side view, 12|12 (d
[ A 201 X, &0

L

THE O{OF SHCH HE



20228 ¥EFF =Y [HI AN LA & OF

U o= € gdl ’EOIEP ciietA DEO] O a2 2018 8Bl g/ e E X, B0 CHSH H
e et 20

FHEIO2 MZOIRALH. O 24, Fig. 9(b)UIA 201=0l 22lXE Sl Qo (u) A A
=g :FOI S0 e 8 g8t= JHAIA &L

O( w) 0 w_re e w
ﬂ(.uw rci) ,us - ('u - f) (.u )

o o e o o o e

Hw _ref
®) Hyw
w N°(uy)
X; 1 NACA 2412 X, )F i g
Hw_ref 1 1
“ " H
é i 1 1
X X X X : i
! 2 ! ? ) (,""w_re.f) I
(© (d

Fig. 9. Geometric transformation of a wing configuration with respect to a wingspan parameter: (a)
isometric view, (b) upper view, (c) side view, and (d) front view
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Fig. 10. Geometric transformation of a wing configuration with respect to a taper ratio parameter: (a)
isometric view, (b) upper view, (c) side view, and (d) front view

U
—

3

-~

oy (2
JQ

10 njo

ol
i
Im
g
HU
Jz

40 40 oz
u =2

PRI et HEEHes 3H
= M Table 20l & 2IEt
£ X, BECZ 4, 2t3 0lSH
.3)1 20l RGHUACt. WmetM Ea. (8.
A So= =S HE A2 Eqg. (8.
20l NACA 241229 &&= =XotHA
32, g FE N3N & NE2=Z2
ULCH.

rig
10
0
H

N
0
Iat)
=
S
=]
Mo
2
s
rig
gﬂ

>

<o N
oo

=

=
&
o 4

@
In og
u e
o o g

«
N
(=)

4 o
(@]
c S

[Ny oA
N
B

~

N
{¢)
it}
= >
80
Q
I
¥
1
tu
82 1 08
@ 0
S
e

o =2
21
P

I I & 22

JuEm

4
H

C(X,)=C,py x41-

w
«

root

+
ox
1o

2.3.3 =&/ Zto] st 7|5t HEE
ORI o2 Yo SE2F 4 0l CHEH D5t
HPREE 401K SOHA Hiete 252 LU
HBIAIDID| AN E FEI2 4 2H29| MEHBHEH|

£ H2IGtULCt. Figure =
Figure 9(b)OIlAl Et0I& &= Q= = 2t
M Oof S0 ZJ|E2 w0l s MEHHES Eq.



20228 ¥EFF =Y [HI AN LA & OF

(3.5)2F 20l HOGIYD, 0] LSS YIS RAHGs 2E ATHEN oM SL5H M.
s 2 NE HBHY G o OISHZY c(u)

=
0] gigt= ot =2oliot Jtsset EHatoldl =20, Jlot &8 7T £
£ 0I85t0 Eq. (3.6)2 20l LIEFE == ULt Equation (3.6)2 0I&&+ JIotHE2 HE 2=, Fig. 11
(c) O 20l= A 20l OlolZLe &S FASHHA MHEE0| =HEHASS &2 &= JAT

0°(us)

X3 -Q(/"s_ref)
X, (b)
X3 NACA 2412 X3
Xy R . X2
X, Xy
© (d

Fig. 11. Geometric transformation of a wing configuration with respect to a swept angle parameter:
(a) isometric view, (b) upper view, (c) side view, and (d) front view
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Fig. 13. Lift distributions of 6 wing configurations for a cruise condition: AOA = 0°and M = 0.3
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Fig. 15. Linear elastostatic analyses of a rectangular wing: (a) geometric parameter values, (b)
displacement norms of the scRBE model, (c) displacement norms of the FE model, and (d) absolute
differences of displacement norms between the two models
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Fig. 16. Linear elastostatic analyses of a high—aspect-ratio wing: (a) geometric parameter values, (b)
displacement norms of the scRBE model, (c) displacement norms of the FE model, and (d) absolute
differences of displacement norms between the two models
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Fig. 17. Linear elastostatic analyses of a tapered wing: (a) geometric parameter values, (b)
displacement norms of the scRBE model, (c) displacement norms of the FE model, and (d) absolute
differences of displacement norms between the two models
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Fig. 18. Linear elastostatic analyses of a tapered swept wing: (a) geometric parameter values, (b)
displacement norms of the scRBE model, (c) displacement norms of the FE model, and (d) absolute
differences of displacement norms between the two models
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Fig. 19. Linear elastostatic analyses of a tapered kinked wing 1: (a) geometric parameter values, (b)
displacement norms of the scRBE model, (c) displacement norms of the FE model, and (d) absolute
differences of displacement norms between the two models
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Fig. 20. Linear elastostatic analyses of a tapered kinked wing 2: (a) geometric parameter values, (b)
displacement norms of the scRBE model, (c) displacement norms of the FE model, and (d)absolute
differences of displacement norms between the two models
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Table 3. DOF comparison between FE and scRBE models
FE model SCRBE model Reduction rate (%)

1,641,000 960 170,937.5
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FHESE SAIIMRALESE AFE6HH FE 229 XF%E% e %’ E}M 6ItX 200 S&at0l oA &l
=5k A Z W E==0| JIsSGHRUCEH Table 40l 2 201 &4 Z of &1 0t scRBE o4 A0l 2R%F =
AZ2tE Eelotd UEIR 2D, FIt2 ofdAl2t ZAsEE LPEH.HQI F Table 401 A ‘—*DH a0l et ol
Mgt oA AlZ2E XHOIJF Z=IHotAKXI B FE o4 2l B 500 s Ol&0l Of oHA 0 AREH=E XS =0l
RUCE. OOl Btoll, scRBE ol AUIAE=E 1 sJt HO0OHA &S 32 A58 A0l J}—o} Ch. &30 &
N 2HS 20, 2H g2 Bt HE o #2222 13 400 500 012 ARECH
AIEEH AAHDF AEGEl HEH 2 HAFR0AsE EH2 ZH BHE BHADIH =2 Hilsss €40t
£ A0l JtsotAh

Table 4. Online computation times of FE and scRBE models for 6 wing configurations

Model FE analysis time (s) | scRBE analysis time (s) Speedup ratio
Rectangular wing 561 0.374 1500
High aspect ratio wing 564 0.83 679.51
Tapered wing 555 0.384 1445.31
Tapered swept wing 543 0.741 732.79
Tapered kinked wing 1 546 0.329 1659.57
Tapered kinked wing 2 576 0.429 1342.66
5.2 YT FHOMY A ZA

Ol Z0M= scRBE o2 H&T0 CHolAl HESHRALH 22Xt
HBUHAULX e Eq. (3.10)1 201 HIAHGHRUCE

i
0

SdHOZ H LG Aol Eel2

FE scRBE H

Jur® -],
x100% . (8.10)

FE
]
2

E =

Table. 50l= systems 1-60 CHst A3 HEH HHZ0C XE HelotALH 0 & 6JtX 250
CHoH A, Table 50 LIEFH S0l 0.25%~2.87%2 2XE JIE S &0IaIACH 2Lt Table 50 &ele ¥
H A 6IHXCteZz= MHHH HA HMO CHSt scRBE A2l 2XE L6 &=J1 &0, OH
HEHE = SHCIUHA 10002 R&2 HHH- MEZ2 0/26t0 FE CHHl scRBE ali&2l XE HAGHY

Ct. ME2 J|gHo2= 2tE SH0IHAE MZE2(Latin Hypercube Sampling, I_HS)“”% Ol235tCH 0l
MIEe JIPHES E222t2 HAE nlile 82 Lhs 0lF 2f R2H0lA otLi® =&:6lD S=5 X 2AH
S nlE &= YAIZ AMSEU. [etA 22 MEZE ZEHO E42 & vBtdE = AbU=s &EEQ

UCE JI5t OHOHE == ZHQIOA 1000HS 23S F=G6IU2M, Ea. (310)% Ol=35t0 ’é*EHé!EHEﬂ%
H LS Ol Fig. 2101 &HE 2 LHEFUHRUCEH Figure 210lA e 2o 2t =2 JIoH 0HHE =+ 3JtXIE L
EtLH, 2 =2 dEE= Jlol (WHE=== LIEtHCH 2 DB = toIM 2l FE 6H@. CHHl scRBE
oHA e @It= Fig. 202 = Z{HIE SollAd HEEoHRULH 2 FZ0 HE BE+E =06t 2ol
Fig. 220l sIAEO& S RCH 10000 &S0 CHol A, FEQH scRBE ofl&2 QA= A 0.24%0 A FH
EI0 6.89%MAl HALAZUCH, BE2 2.642%, HEEIE 1.983%22 AHAMEJCEH 1000 M2 = 13
I 5% Olat 6.89% 0OIBt2l HUAMULXE IJHEXE, ULX 87 dMElNAMs EHAWLXOL
0.241% 0l&t 5% 0IH22 2XEotH =2 &2 JTE HZoIULH
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Table 5. Relative errors of SCRBE solutions for 6 wing configurations

Wing type Relative error (%)
Rectangular wing 0.37
High aspect ratio wing 0.25
Tapered wing 0.41
Tapered swept wing 2.87
Tapered kink wing 1 2.83
Tapered kink wing 2 2.71
6
1.8 e )
1.7 ® e ' o 5 g
é e o & o > W w
16 ° .. L ... Y P
o)
% 154 e o :. . . ® o .o ® 4 L§
B 18 '. e®® o® o° .. : e . %
i e oy 9 4 )
1.3 % > oa— ’.' & a7
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124 e 2

Swept Angle pg 0 o2 Dt Taper Ratio

Fig. 21. Scatter plot of relative errors between FE and scRBE solutions for 100 random geometric
parameter samples

Frequency

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7

Relative Error € [%]

Fig. 22. Histogram of relative errors between FE and scRBE solutions for 100 random geometric
parameter samples: a sample mean 2.64% and a sample standard deviation 1.93%
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