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Abstract

In this article, the Method of Moving Asymptotes (MMA), which is a mathematical programming method, is
utilized for solving truss optimization problems. In comparison with metaheuristic optimization methods that
require large number of structural analyses, using MMA can decrease the computational cost by using sensitivity
analysis. In the MMA method, the objective function is approximated using the derivatives information at the
specific point and a convex and separable sub-problem is generated. The sub-problem is then solved by using a
dual method and the solution is used as the next iteration point. The process is interrupted until the convergence
of solutions. The Solid Isotropic Material with Penalization (SIMP) method has been used for topology
optimization (TO) parameterization. Although this method has been widely used in TO problems of continuous
structures, it is the first time that is considered in truss structures. In this method, the material density is
considered as a continuous function in the design domain where its values are limited between zero and one. In
continuous problems, the optimal distribution of this function in the design domain leads to optimal topology of
the structure. To remove intermediate densities, which is not desirable in a practical point of view, a penalty
exponent is applied to this formulation. For truss problems, the values of this function can be considered
constant in each truss member. As a result, an optimization problem can be formed in which the density values
of the members are considered as design variables of the optimization problem. The optimization problem
considered here is minimization of the strain energy under the volume constraint. In other words, the aim is to
find the stiffest possible structure under specific loading and support conditions by considering a certain volume
of material. As mentioned earlier, in mathematical programming methods such as MMA, the derivatives of
objective and constraint functions are needed. This information is obtained by sensitivity analysis. Sensitivity
analysis methods are generally divided into three categories: analytical, semi-analytical and numerical methods.
In this article, analytical method is used to perform sensitivity analysis. The required derivatives are presented by
using explicit functions, which saves calculation cost and the computational time. Various benchmark examples
and some more practical cases have been solved at the end of the article and results have been discussed. For the
benchmark problems, it is observed that final solution highly depends on the value of the applied penalty
exponent, and by taking the appropriate value; the correct optimal solution will be reached. It is also shown that
in these problems, obtained solution is independent of cross-sectional area values of truss members. In addition,
it is concluded that applying a constant value of one for penalty exponent, can lead to optimization of cross-
section of members without varying structural topology. It is also shown that considering different initial designs
for the optimization problem can lead to different solutions, so that in examples, studied in this article, the case
with different cross-sectional area has a better result than the case with the same cross-sectional area.

Keywords: Topology Optimization, Size Optimization, Truss, Sensitivity Analysis, SIMP, MMA.
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