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Optimal Design of Composite Honeycomb Sandwich Inlet Structure
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(AVIC Chengdu Aircraft Design & Research Institute, Chengdu, 610074, China)

Abstract ; This paper studesan optimal design technique of composite honeycomb sandwich inlet structure

based on the global response surface algorithm. Taking composite honeycomb sandwich inlet structure

as the research object, the technique aims to the lightest weight of structure. Based on the production

process of actual engineering and the general principles of composite structure design, the discrete varia-

bles are selected for the layer thickness of different ply direction angles and the thickness of honeycomb

core. Various failure modes of composite honeycomb sandwich structure as well as the frequency re-

quirements of the inlet working environment are constrained. Finally, a numerical example verifies the

feasibility of the proposed method.

Key words: composite; honeycomb sandwich structure; inlet; optimal design

S5 B 3 83 e J= A5 A TR T A ) e
B 1T 525 A R T TR AR R T LB BE L L
W 2 B4 52 B R T A 2 87K 52 THT P9 L 25 284 T
W B P MR A TR s BT R K M T
Fey 5y D E o L TR B RS2 A6 1) BT DDA . SR
T M R 3t A5 1 AR PERE . BA e Ly L2 il
WIJEE | L 25 5 R R A TR P L B A A E » TR e 7
il WL R SR BA ) Z B . B AT B A
T AR R B G b e i Je JZ 25 M DT iR T
JZHIRE S AR AR T — R ISR

PECIE 25 R 1 D BT o L QAL A5 A ) T2 A

S BHEE:2017-03-13;1&1T HEA:2017-05-28

R L HL TR I RE R O A S AL R AT AR A A
Pl BEAE RALIE RE B4 A BT 32 v . 9 I 2R B0k
BRI FRBEBOR B A 2% 0 GBS R AR T R
R TR AR X L A A R i
550 2 A M R O AR, 8 L BT B A5 M B A
RIS A SCLLE G bR g e J2 45 4 3k <
NBETE R G AT HARAC BT T kBRI

1ALt s
L1 ITREEBETSH
A THRORA A A SN R R O 1 O T A2 5 M

BEEE N4, B 1, E-mail: liuweixian1986 @163. com,

SRR XS B0, R AR R e I R R 5 R A B R AT L) DL R O A R R 2 4R, 2018,
50(1) :86-90. LIU Weixian, MU Xuefeng,ZENG Guo. Optimal design of composite honeycomb sandwich inlet structure
[J]. Journal of Nanjing University of Aeronautics & Astronautics,2018,50(1) :86-90.



1M

XA G 45 S P 0 8 I J2 ik B 25 R A it T ik 87

bl 83 e JR 45 M B TT AR AL RS . B T A )2 A
2R VB 20T L B e S R

TR AL BT o T AR AR T AR
FAHT 0°,90°, 457 F — 45° 4 A% B9 A o 4l J2Z . DA T8
BTG bORE AR 4 )2 A R AR A, AR PR IR 4R
B R T A A2 AR SRS R L B R A Ak N
TR J [ A A2 R 56 S 5 SR FHOGT Bk 34 A )2 5 ) B ol
0308 S H AR T U L B 90° 2 AN B4 LA M [ 7 1)
e /RN [ B SR s B v MR RE . — T
TR TR ARCE 2 2 BB D A B R B TR D 2 B i
A5 AR 8 2 5 150t B A R Y BRI PR 7
T AR A 2 4 2 U 4K

SAA MR 2 B R S B TR A = v, B
JE R RELL TR A TR X BRI PR b B 22 VR 3 A Ry
Ui IR B 1) R BORT  F) B R B B IR R i 2
e B N — . R 7R A MR
B3I 2GR R A BT b L P A AR I 3 R R

=X
A,

1.2 EAMRHESRERITEKXR

ARG BT b 12 v R A )2 b
B2 5, B 207, 2457, 9071 4 Figh )22 rp B — Fp 22 /0
i 10% . Hip 0°4 )2 109 ~70% Z [a], 45° 4 )2
10 % ~40% 2 8] , 904 J2 10 % ~70 % 2 = 0)

Xt F S G5 . BT & S HL AR SRR
KA E & FHEARZNIh k. 15—
(O 25 4 BE T P £ e DL WA 2 1
H

(1) b 77 3K 42 T 00, F ACOE 45 40 7R 32 W )
LIRS

(2) H®AT 0L, < IE A F 58 RS BN
IR,

TESZ b ek i 5 S0 2 24 4 1 S E AR AR BT
WA R L W R R 9 7 iy A IR L 2
RETEAR N

CRERIR L S PR RN (N N TN )
P LA K A5 P A A 37 1 T 0 5 ) A6 455 T A
U TR AL, BE BRI AR

(1) THIHR A8 29 50 B TF 80 T 1 AR T A R
AR INT 5 AR 2% B A B A R AE L R

e << [¢] @D
e HBETFEAT T 4552 TAER AR s [e I 3T
ViR AE

(2) Wess 0o bE o BE A A M N LA A B Y
JEL R B AR UE AR BT AT ME R R R A B
VIR

T << [7.. ] X 0.7
Ty << [7,. | X0.7

(2)

Koo B BT U Iy 5 Lo ] R 0 8 0 V) 9k B 5 2
PRI 5 yz RN R .

X F 52 A ke S J 2R 4 F I E 1) R, R
5y R GY

(1) TaI AR FES B B BAT 2 68 BRI EE S LB 1R 1%
TIERAT RA= THT MR A A8 AN T B A ] 2 A R BT )
AT IR

T A 4 O A
E. ¢

N =0.82Eit;, | (3
THI AR RS 1) 2K A
N®:£5i>é W
e
N — G, (5

KB~5) By 3R MM & E. 3R 1 55 5 A
J5 ) FE 4 A o 5 G 327 W 5 oY VIR o 5 ¢ 3RO THI AR
JERE 5o TR SR EE 5 S BB AR RAT .

A H AR R FIAE BAE A il 2 0k 4
B

R.+R =1 (6)
KH:R.=N,/N..R. =N, /N i i {LF& wr.db
Fl crim,

(2) Je)Z S5 W B - S OE 250 78 TR St
AR T Gt i 38 22 ) o 0 250 IE 245 48 R R 2k
oo 25 BB B i 3 R S 8 eb R B A% L Bt R
— WA EE S BRI BRI il a3 A 0 — B il
FRF 1.2,

[Fi) B 3 <3 BE Al AR AL A P 2 i 30 0 7 B 42
2 B AR B AR A . SR L1 90A Sk #F <O 7
SR LR ShALIR sh BRBE T e 3 Bk sl Fn & sl LR
S LI A A58 53 A 5 R AT 5 A [ AR o A B
A A B AR T B AR SO A5 R R A R
SEOBIR . B e SR AGE S5 AL BT R R
A5 25 A6 [0 A B0 32 A0 i R 358 A5 ml R AR 3R 2
X
1.3 S HEE

XF 52 MR I 2 G5 R T A 1] B3 D) AR T 5
B3R AR BS54 R AR AR AR
FHJEEFE FAIC L 25 M ] BY D280 19 52 ) . 7R B2
JEL5E BT A B MR 55 I J2 A R I R e
WAl 52 b Rk 11 v ] B A

FE A St S T I T A R T2 I Ak
S5 W, KR A5 MR R e 2 450 R
“SMCORE" 835" HEA 745 il W R 1155 . B STt
AT

(1) M52 # e, 7T H



88 &

2O o= At

PNEIPNIE 5% 50 %

N N A B P _rc N
M{B D} M; (0= [C] (7]

A N O RN ) % s MOy TSNS R R 5 Q
DR 1) B 0 3 R s A DA T A E R I 5 B A TR -
25 RE G I BE AR s D O 7l N R 5 € D 95 )
W B2 AR 5 & S Tn A A R B s we o 25l il RO
v AU N AR R A

2) T ARSI 2 S5 T B Y T
PR RO B Ji P A e o I S M B D 1R KA 22 5 IR e 7 T
BEA R T B AR A TR . BB R T
W TE Tk - A R 25 20 33 A U R

Ay = EQ& (e — 2 1) (8)
k=1

HE R AR )2 5% T A e J2 2 A v AR
[B]=0,

(3) T35 ThI AR A 55 25 M 2 Ja8 P b 2 DA TR
JRE 5

L _SIATE—[ANE g A

S TAL T ALY ‘
AR (1.0 — )
— -

i G

xy

E‘l- :All (1 Ot_ V.ryVyr) ; E
f

v

9
(D) TR E AR 2 45 4 0 38 5 46
'
e+ )
A 4
(5) THEIEA T A b L 05 5 e 12 45 4 1 25 il
NI EE - AT TR B 25 gl W 32 6 F% D

_ s
I, =1 + 18 (10)

E.zlx‘z — E,VI,V_)'
Du = 1.0 —yv,. D2 = 1.0—v, v,
o o D11 nyEy
Dy, =Dy, T E. (1D

Dss :GJyIJu'; DlG :DGl :Dzs :DGZ =0
(6) TR BTN R

_ it
t

GG, ORI 22 flyz 710 155 )
WIBE
1.4 FTErE

A A BR TT A AT KA 1 52 A b ) i e
0 9 7 B 7 25 L L S g A R G A BT A R
SR U2 B AT G S AL 3

Xof < TR A 48 2R e R T Al A [ R AR SR A5 1w
BRI P9 J7 s T 5 A K R

C.. G.: C,.

2
_ ) t LG a2

N. =N, + M"Z
et
N{=N, + M“t
tet 5

(13

a L
tc+2

T X T 96 63 b D 50 A A U BSR4 3 3 85 B B
SRR YR Iy A A R

Q. _ Q.
T T (14

Tae

L5 fRUHE

IS TSR A R RE AR I A

PR e 3 e J2 45 Hy 0T T Dy b R B AR S
“E BRI T 1A

minW =W, +W.= >

i=0.,90,45,—45

{OitiSi + Ocle S,

s.tog; (tist) <0 j=1,2,,h
t, € {T,,Ty,,T,)}
te € {TiesTocsrs Tt

AP W NS 0 AT RHE B s AR
S AP EHRAR T bR { R8T A ¢ o #5505 4 5
T, 75 b8 29 R m @ Jy 1) A B AT e R R K
(B T Oy 9665 000 52 B 1Y T 3 B BIAEL . g5 (e o) AR
JE AL 29 2% A

H T SEBR A Bt S E L . B T DA
N B3R IR 545 1 ) e 8 e 2 S5 M R AT S B
B3l ik & Rl O AL B ik B IR s kAT Ak it . H
s KA RS A G W I ) OB AR ) 3 R AT O
7SS 7| k) @B 1 R7 i g L R EAY B3 X7 U
YT SIS ED SRS N

AR ST ST S B R e e e 2R A A Uk RCTE
AR A HRR R R BUAE A MR AR 8 55
O JBE B AE 2 I R 3 2 R R SR bR i IS A
BT Z & X T B HUE AL R R, AR SR Y Hy-
perStudy {1 5 7 (5 4 J&y i [ 1 2% (Global re-
sponse surface method, GRSM) , # k. F H A i1k
Tk S A i R T B O )Rl B A
Je 38 Fpe A B AR M R o AR A AR IR
FEANIE 1 Fi7s

2 RUEHISH

R T BAIE bR G bR e R 2 b R E
PRAG T J7 6 W Al A7 L S R A
2.1 HBINA

LA 1/3 B I i i ik OB #ER AME L R
25 mm X 25 mm [ HLICK/NRI G0 A IR IT A . A
FROCHERI N & 2 BoR . T AE F T300/ 34 4 T iR
B, B R RORE R B 0. 125 mm, W R
1570 kg/m’ , #1pH Sy 2 bEfE N2 1 iR, 1 F AR
Bl 206 T e 5 e b v TE X BR L W0 A6 B 2 Dy [45./
—45,/90,/0, ], w03k ] NRH-3-64, 9] 1f )& B2

15



%14 XRG4 < S5 b I 8 I J2 3R SUTE 45 R A AL BT s 89
Horper, Bl AR 072 8 BE S 10, g B THI AR 90°JZ R
JE 0 BT 457 R IR L A5° Y — A5 I . B EK
\ — A : N
— AL (A 3 BT B I 4 A T R
l M) i o
x3 BEUHETERNELERRMLER
Model analysis Tab.3 Ranges and optimal results of design variables
l - W46/ —
Response surface B AR TR = I %/ mm
update - -
l Global sampling to 0.125  0.125 0.5 0.125
Lgo 0.125 0.125 0.5 0.125
Response surface
based optimization Lys 0.125 0.125 0.5 0.125
t. 5 1 10 8.0
x4 ARFGERURZLE
erminating Tab.4 Restrictions and final values of constraints
condition satisfied -
Wi S ER TR 146 1H el
e1/pe —4 000 5500 1195 2 353
e/ pe —4 000 5 500 —1195 —2353
1 GRSM L5k i B €12/ pe —7 600 7 600 688 1363
. ) ST . r./MPa  —1.337  1.337 0. 49 0.61
Fig.1 Flow chart for GRSM optimization algorithm e /MPa  —0.763 0.763 0.35 0. 44
10,0 mm. B 64 ke/m* BRI pERE e 2 TTRE G0 s
. 6 i) 25 2 0.0 201. 37 23.53
JIr 7R o
0 4 b e 2 2 b S UHEAT S LRvIEI & 0.0 4.6 3.6
AL ZE R AR A BR TR P AT A S DU I 3. B g g/ 1 500 626. 3 511. 55

ARy T o0 A TR R ) T8 LKW ) 3%

7T RO 0 o T £ A AR X ) b 285 M AT AT B SURE 4. 00 kg,

K 45 Wiy O 25 SRR LB 4 b W] LU R BR 4 R R
A BRIk L 5 ]

XSGR AT AL L 18] 3 4a i T Atk A
ZiH R AR 5 4 A A AR 2 A R R
IR B RN 2.2 ke, e AU BT T BB
H45/—45/90/0], #5555 8. 0 mm, Il B A5CR
B B T I e DG A AR 1 Y e AR AL

501
K2 HBIARTRA 457
Fig. 2 Finite element model 2 4.0
R 1 T300 54 MR 5 S g 35
Tab.1 Mechanical properties of T300 = 3.01
Ey/GPa  E,/GPa  G,/GPa vio 237
5 2.0 S S S S S S S—"
135 8.8 447 0.33 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11
% 2 NRH-3-64 HE=## HE s Tteration
Tab.2 Mechanical properties of NRH-3-64 MPa B3 o kA s
E G G . . Fig.3 History of mass iteration
229 8.6 4. 38 1.91 1.09

DU Z A BT o i A i 57 5 A TR
HREAT 73 AT i i B A% I S 194 5% T e 2%
HEEIT R 4 o, n] DU BT A 46 5 il L 5 1 22
SRR T AR SCHT ST 9 52 45 B 8 et ik Uil

2.2 fRUERSH

MR A SO i Sz W LA LT D7 i » sl S il 46
PR DU AR . by T BT TR B R G T e e e
XER S PR b R L T A R AR R Y R R A



90 [ TS A NI NI O S %5 50 %
sEM AL T T E@ﬁ&‘i‘@ﬁéfilf/‘l}‘ . ML T ) posite sandwich structure[J]. Journal of Beijing Uni-
I sE g, *j*Jr;FIJ)EHZ%ﬁ TR, versity of Aeronautics & Astronautics, 2004, 30(9) .

855-858.
3. & it (67 SR ST b 5245 BRI 5 JC 52 45§ LR 01 1L
Bt I, MUBE R B 5, 2009,38(3) : 3-5.

(1) A 38 9 A Be it s 14 LA R 52 1 O LIANG Haizhou, ZHANG Yuanlong. Optimal de-
FU 2% 18 T 52 5 ARHES R B — Dt DU 2 7 1l sign of composite wing beam with honeycomb sand-
HEHREL LTRSS . 2HERTEASM BRI Z wich[J]. Machine Building & Automation, 2009, 38
S5 K8 11 & b O OB DA R ik SO TAETR K . (3):3-5.

(2) B0 32 B . PR AL 3 v A B 2 R B (7] & PR, 8T, %.jj%m:‘&%iﬁ%mﬂiﬁii&
55T U T A bR 0 S R IR, SRR o g
BB RAT TR PR R X XU Ze, XU Xiwu, ZENG Ning, et al. Air inlet
5% structural strength design method[J]. Chinese Jour-

nal of Applied Mechanics, 2006, 23(1):159-162.

[1] DING Y. Optimum design of honeycomb sandwich [8] #KX. EEHEMEZEE MW M WYL EH)ZE %
constructions with buckling constraints[J]. Comput- Ay LD, WS RS M RV Tl K%, 2009,
ers & Structures, 1989, 33(6):1355-1364. YANG Yongwen. Design and analysis of placement

[2] VINSON J R. The behavior of sandwich structures layers for composite laminates and aircraft inlet[ D],
of isotropic and composite materials{ M ]. Lancaster, Harbin; Harbin Institute of Technology, 2009.

PA, USA. TECHNOMIC Publishing Company, (9] HEMmMEREEE. 264 IM]. dt

Inc. , 1999. AU LA Tl AR . 2001,

[3] MALOTT B. AVERILL R C, GOODMAN E D. Chinese Aviation Academy. Design handbook of
Use of genetic algorithms for optimal design of lami- composites structure[ M|, Beijing: Aviation Industry
nated composite sandwich panels with bending twis- Press., 2001.
ting coupling: AIAA-96-1538-CP [R]. USA: AIAA, [10] (FHTTHITHEN « REEEKRE. KHILE S M B 4H
1996:1874-1879. B AR OM. TIP3 - L S0 K2

[4] KAM T Y, LATF M. Optimum design of laminated Rt , 2011.
composite foam-filled sandwich plates subjected to [11] PS4, RIS E A R oo v o IR 30 9% 55 49
strength constraint[ J]. Solids and Structures, 1999, LT fissiaEsE A, 2014, 44(4):26-28.
36:2865-2889. SUI Lijun. Vibration fatigue analysis of aircraft inlet

(5] deik. MAER. &G bR 55 0 J2 45 1 i A Ak using FEM[J]. Aeronautical Computing Technique.
PFLT]. AU SO 28 K K 27 2 4. 2004, 30(9) 855~ 2014, 44(4):26-28.

858. [12] Altair Engineering, Inc. Hyperworks 13.0 online

XIU Yingshu, CUI Degang. Optimal design of com-

help[M]. [S. 1. ]:Altair Engineering, Inc. , 2014,

(% 8t A AR )



