OPTI MUM DESI GN OF PRESTRESSED CONCRETE TRANSM SSI ON POLES

BY

UGA, Bl TRUS WUYANA

A THESI S SUBM TTED TO THE POSTGRADUATE
SCHOOL, AHVADU BELLO UNI VERSI TY, IN
PARTI AL FULFI LLMENT OF THE REQUI REMENTS

FOR THE DEGREE OF

MASTER OF SCl ENCE( STRUCTURAL ENG NEERI NG)

DEPARTMENT OF CI VI L ENG NEERI NG
FACULTY OF ENG NEERI NG

AHVADU BELLO UNI VERSI TY
ZARI A

MAY, 1994



23

ESIS DEC TIO

I hereby declare that this thesis has been
written~: by me and that it is a record of
my own research work. It has not been accepted
in any previous publication for a higher degree.
All sources of information are specifically

acknowledged by means of references.

UGA.B.W

MAY, 1994



¥
B
=

" THESIS APPROVAL

h: o '+ This thesis entitled "Optimum design of
prestressed concrete transmissicon poles” by MR.UGA, BITRUS
WUYANA meéts the regulations governing the award of the degree
of Master of Science (Structural engineering)-of Ahmadu Bello
University, and is approved for its contribution to knowledge

¥ and literary presentation.
AN
"f / J_,_{(
. 7 - — —
“J.5. Afolayan;

Chairman, Supervisory Committee

D.P. Katale _ ' _" ' . Date

Member, Supervisory Commitee

A \VL A ‘(A:‘\

S.8. Letcha o ' ' Date

Member, Supervisory Commitee

Ly ' —
S.P.Ejeh . : . Date

Head of Department.

-

=

Dean, PostJGraduate School




To the only wise one. Immortal, ,, ...



v

ACKNOWLEDGEMENT

I am pleased to acknowledge the use of the University computer
center; main frame computer for the numerical results. Likewise I
will ever be grateful to our head of Department Prof. O. Adebisi
and D.P. Katale for giving me constant access to the Departmental
IBM PC for the write up of the work reported herein. I also wish to
express my gratitude to Prof. A.O. Abatan who gave me the challenge
and inspiration I needed to do the work. Unfortunately, he had to
leave before the work was completed. My thanks and acknowledgements
are due to my supervisors: J.0. Afolayan, whose detail knowledge of
the work and keen interest has made his guidance very helpful.
Above all I thank him for accepting to be the Chairman of the
Supervisory Committee. This kind gesture has made the presentation
of the work at this time a reality. D.P. Katale who was the source
of most of the information I got for the work. His personal
library, his verse knowledge of the computer and interest in the
work helped me a lot. Mr, 8.S8. Letcha, your probing structural
questions always set me on. So difficult sometimes to analyze. I
am very grateful. Even though the questions were few, but an
ingight to them has refined this work., I thank all the staff of
the Department for the cooperation I got throughout the period of
the work. I am also thankful to my younger Sister Mrs. Margaret
Ambi, who helped me to get some sponsorship throughout the work.
Finally, Calvin Atonza II you are indeed a friend and a brother.
If not for your patience and encouragement I don't know how long it
would have taken me to print this work. Thank you LORD for giving

me the strength and ability to do the work.



Vi

ABSTRACT
The m ni mum wei ght design problenms for three different cross-
sectional shapes of prestressed concrete transm ssion poles
subject to stress displacenment and buckling load restrictions
is attenpted. The poles are idealized using the class one
prestressed conctrete equations. The optim zation technique
empl oyed for the solution procedure utilizes the variable
metric method by Davidon-Fletcher-Powell for wunconstrained
m nim zation and cubic interpolation method of one di mensi onal
search, based on the interior penalty function method. It is
a mat hematical programm ng approach involving gradi ent based
met hod. Partial derivatives are conputed using a finite
di ference techni que. The cross-sectional di mensions and tendon
wires are used as design variables. Off-design charts have
been obtained by performng sensitivity analysis about the
final optimm design point. Numerical results for the three
cross-sectional shapes considered are presented along with

flow-charts, computer prograns and program out puts.
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NOMENCLATURE

cpjective function,the weight of the pole
jth constraint

length of pole

penalty parameter

small increment in design variable %y
induced tensile stress

induced compressive stress
deflection

step length

optimum step length

phi function (penalty function)
material density

small number used to detamine convergence
first derivative of a function

ith design point
ith search direction

gradient of the function

minimum thickness of section

flange thickness

web thickness

area of section

breadth of section

depth of section

Ith design variable

critical buckling load
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modulus of elasticity
maximum allowable stress in concrete at working
condition
minimum allowable stress in concrete at working
condition

second moment of area

polar moment of area

moment due to torsion

moment due to total load

number of cables

number of tendon wires

loss percentage ratio at transfer

loss percentage ratio at working condition

initial prestressing force

prevailing velocity
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CHAPTER O N E

1.0 INTRODUCTION

1.2 GENERAL
Man, s longing for perfection finds expression in the theory
of optimization. It studies how to describe and attain what is
best, once one knows how to measure and alter what is good or
bad. Normally, one wishes the most, or maximum, and the
least, or minimum. The word optimum, or minimum, meaning
"best"” is synonymous with "most " or '"maximum" in the
former case, and with "least" or "minipum" in the latter.
Optimum has become a technical term connoting quantitative
measurement and mathematical analysis, whereas "best"
remains a less precise word more suitable for everyday
affairs. The technical verb optimize, a stronger word than
"improve", means to achieve the optimum, and optimization
refers to the act of optimizing. Thus optimization theory
encompasses the quantitative study of optima and methods for
finding them. [1]
Optaimization involves finding the best way to do things,
this obvious reason makes it applicable to the practical
world. Optimization theory has been known to mathematicians

for centuries, but the tedious and voluminous computations
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required prevented their practical application. The
development of rapid, automatic computers in the middle of
the twentieth century encouraged much new research on
optimization. Today many important decisions are made by
choosing a quantitative measure of effectiveness and then
optimizing it. Deciding how to design, build, regulate or
operate a physical or econcmics system ideally involves three
steps; first, one should know, accurately and
quantitatively, how the system variables interact. Second,
one needs a single measure of system effectiveness
expressible in terms of the system variables. Finally, one
should choose those values of the system variables that yield
optimum effectiveness.[2]. The first step, knowledge of the
system, is of paramount importance, it is here that the
professional skill and training as an engineer is brought to
bear. There is little point in optimizing a model that does
not describe what is truly happening in the system. Hence
most of the work is devoted to understanding the system and
describing it quantitatively in terms of tables, graphs,
computer programs and mathematical equations.

Optimization methods have been applied to structural
engineering problems for many years. However, these
techniques have hardly been used by practising engineers in
Nigeria. An attempt is made here to choose an optimum cross
section for transmission poles for maximum wind speed load in

Zaria area of Kaduna state Nigeria. The algorithm used is
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implemented for the elastic design of prestressed concrete
N.E.P.A. poles, an extension of Essien 1990 [3] work. The
optimization scheme presented minimizes the weight of material
used by wvarying the member cross sectional dimensicens and
prestressing wires. The scheme utilizes the variable metric
programming approach as developed by Davidon-Fletcher-Powell
for unconstrained minimization and the cubic interpolation
method of one-dimensional search, based on the interior
penalty function method. A mathematical programming approach
involving gradient-based method which uses the derivative of
the objective function and constraint functions as well as the
values of function themselves,

For many reasons optimization theory is imperfect yet it
must be used to predict the operating conditions of a system
such that some performance criteria is satisfied. At best
such theory can predict only that the system is near to the
desired optimum. Optimization methods are then used to explore
the local region of operation and predict the way that the
system parameters should be adjusted to bring the system to
optimum. The importance of optimization lies not in trying to
find out all about a system but in finding out with the least
possible effort, the best way to adjust the system. If this
is carried out well, systems can operate more accurately or
at less cost, and the system designer will have a better
understanding of the effect of parameter interaction and

variation on his design. For this reason sensitivity analysis



is conducted and presented.

1.8 PURPOSE AND SCOPE

The term ‘optimization' has been used to describe
many processes of improvement and we therefore begin by
describing problems with which this thesis is and is not
concerned.

The problem which we are concerned with is that of

finding the (maximum or) minimum of a deterministic
mathematical function, where there exist restrictions or
constraints as to what are permissible wvalues of the

independent variables. We are not concerned with classical
method or classical calculus of variations. Neither are we
concerned with optimization of discrete variables or at
discrete intervals instead of continuous. Our subject matter
is in fact even more limited than has been indicated so far.
It is not intended to describe optimization theory so much as
it is an account of those principles of optimal design
capable of precise description. The problem is modeled as
optimizing an objective function subject to constraints.
Mathematical rigor is avoided only employed sparingly, no more
than needed to prove the design routes and circumscribe their

applicability. The problem is that of choosing the best
section and cross sectional dimensions for <concrete

transmission poles to resist the maximum wind load around



Zaria 1in terms of tensile stress, compressive stress,

deflection and buckling.



CHAPTER T W O

2.0 LITERATURE REVIEW

2.1 HISTORICAL BACKGROUND OF OPTIMIZATION

Linear optimization began formally in 1947 when under
the compulsion of World warll a United States Air force
project called SCOOP (scientific computation of optimum
programs) was set up under the leadership of G.B.Dantzig.
The simplex algorithm and much of the related theory was
developed by Dantzing and his team in 1947 a further work
on special problems and metheds continued throughout the
next decade by the Dantzing group in the U.S.A. and others
in Europe, In the former U.S8.8.R. L.V.Kantorovitch
published in 1939 a moncgraph in which the possibilities
of applying linear mathematical methods tec increage the
efficiency in organization and planning of production were
suggested. Unfortunately the suggestions were not taken up
otherwise much work might have been done in the then
U.S.8.R. in linear programming before Déntzing. Contacts
of the Dantzing team with John Von Neumann led to
fundamental insight into the mathematical theory of linear
programming. Neumann emphasized the importance of duality
and could immediately see the connection between linear
programming and the theory of Games on which he had done
fundamental work in 1928. linear precgramming has become a
very important teoecl in the hands of economists in the

last gquarter of the century.[1]
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In the late 1940's Princeton became a focal point of
studies leading to fundamental insight into the theory of
mathematical programming. In addition to John Von
Neumann, Tucker (1] and two of his former students, Gale and
Kuhn[1l] did some pioneering work. The Kuhn-Tucker theorem
provided the basic link between programming problems and
ideas of game theory and clarified the concept of duality.
Kelley has proposed an algorithm for solving the problem
of non-linear constraints based on the principle of
approximating non-linear constraints with linear ones, and
successively cutting out non-feasible solutions Dby
additional linear constraints. Apostle [1969] gave a
rigorous modern approach to the classical problem of
extrema of functions of several variables. For function of
two variables widder [1968] is sufficient.

Convex functions are discussed by Gass [1969] [1] and
in more sophisticated manner by Berge and Ghovila Houri

{19265]) [1]) .

2.2 DEFINITION OF SOME TERMINOLOGIES

2.2.1 DESIGN VECTOR: Any engineering system or compocnent
is described by a set of guantities some of which are
viewed as variables during the design process. Some of
the quantities are fixed at the outset and these are
called preassigned parameters. All the other quantities

are treated as variables in the design process and are



8
called design or decision variables X,,i=1,2,...,n. The
design variables are collectively represented as a design

vector.

2.2.2 DESIGN CONSTRAINTS Design variables are
chosen such that they satisfy certain specified
functional and other requirements. The restrictions that
must be satisfied in order to produce an acceptable design
are called constraints. The constraints which represent
limitations on the behaviour or performance of the system
are termed as behaviour or functional constraints. The

constraints which represent physical limitations on the

design variables like availability, fabricability and
transportability are known as geometric or side
constraints.

2.2.3 OBJECTIVE FUNCTION:

There is generally more than one acceptable design and the
purpose of optimization is to choose the best one out of
the many acceptable designs available. This makes it
inevitable to choose a criterion for comparing the
different alternate acceptable designs, and for selecting
the best.

The criterion with respect to which the design is
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cptimized, when expressed as a function of the design
variables is known as criterion or merit or objective
function. The chose of objective function is governed by

the nature of the problem.

FIG.1.1 CONSTRAINT AND OBJECTIVE FUNCTION SURFACE
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|
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[
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As an illustration, lets consider an optimization
prcblem with only inequality constraints g,(x)<0. The set
of X that satisfy the equation g,(x)=0 forms a hypersurface
in the design space and is called a constraint surface.
This is an (n-1) dimensional subspace where n is the
number of design variables. The design space region is
divided into two by the constraint surface; one in which
g'(x)<0. Thus, the point lying on the hypersurface will
satisfy the constraint g;(x) critically whereas the point
lying in the region where g,(x)>0 are infeasible or
unacceptable, and the point lying in the region where
g; (x)<0 are feasible or acceptable. The collection of all
the constraint surfaces g,(x)=0,1i=1,2,...,m which separates
the acceptable region is called the composite constraint

surface. The locus of all points satisfying f(x)=c
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Constraint forms a hypersurface in the design space and
for each of ¢ there corresponds a different member of a
family of surfaces. These surfaces, called the objective
function surfaces, are shown in the hypothetical two-

dimensional design space in fig.1l.1

2.3 CLASSIFICATION OF OPTIMIZATION PROBLEMS
Classification of optimization problems can be as

described below.

2,.3.1 CLASSIFICATION BASE ON THE EXISTENCE OF
CONSTRAINTS:
Any optimization problem can be classified as a
constrained or an unconstrained one depending upon whether

the c¢onstraints exist or not in the problem.

2.3.2 CLASSIFICATION BASED ON THE NATURE OF DESIGN

VARIABLES: Optimization problem can be classified under
two broad categories, based on the nature of the
variables. In the first case the problem is to find
values to a set of design parameters which make some
prescribed function of these parameters minimum subject to
certain constraintsg. Such problems are called parameter
or static optimization problems. In the second category,
the objective is to find a set of design parameters,

which are all continuous functions of some other
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parameters, that minimizes an objective function subject
to the prescribed constraints. This type of problems,
where the optimization depends not only on a set of

variables but also on their trajectories through scme sort
of space, are known as trajectory or dynamic optimization

problems.

2.3.3 CLASSIFICATION BASED ON THE PHYSICAL STRUCTURE
OF THE PROBLEM: There can be optimal control or non
optimal control problem depending upon the physical

structure of the problem.

2.3.4 CLASSIFICATION BASED ON THE NATURE OF
EQUATICNS

INVOLVED: This is based on the nature of expressions for
the objective function and the constraints. Optimization
prcblems are classified here as linear, nonlinear,
geometric and quadratic programming problems. The
classification is extremely useful from the computational
point of view since there are many methods developed
solely for the efficient solution of a particular class of

problems.

2.3.4.1 NONLINEAR PROGRAMMING PROBLEM -If any of the
functions among the objective and constraint functions is
nonlinear, the problem is called a nonlinear programming

problem.
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i. GEOMETRIC PROGRAMMING PROBLEMS (GPM) :
Definition - A function h(x) is called a posynomial if it
can be expressed as the sum of power terms each of the

from

i1 i2 i
CIX]a Xza L] |Xr|a "

where c; and ay; are constants with c,>0 and xj>0.

Thus a posynomial can be expressed as:

hix) = c.le”x;u. T s U +C aNn

aNly aN2
n N X704

'X.l .+Xn
A geometrical problem is one in which the objective
function and constraints are expressed as posynomials in

®x. Thus the GPM problem can be posed as follows:

Find X which minimizes

I
No Pif
[[x
£(x)=-Y ¢ ) ¥ |s0,a;>0
i=1
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subject to

. b9|
N7 rlxqu
k
g;(x) = @yl 27 <0,a;;>0
1);1 k=1 )

Where No and N, denote the number of posynomial
terms in the cbjective and jth constraint function
respectively.

ii QUADRATIC PROGRAMMING PROBLEM: This is a nonlinear
programming problem with a quadratic objective function and
linear constraints. It is formulated as follows:

Find X which minimizes

I n n
F(X) = C+ E qiX; + Z Z 05X,
1=1 i=17=1

n
Y oagX; = byj=1,2,..,m Xx;20,i=1,2,...,0
i=1

where ¢, q;, Q;, ag; and bj are constraints,
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iii LINEAR PROGRAMMING PROGRAM:
When the objective function and the constraints are

linear functions of the design variables, the problem is

called a linear preogramming problem (LP). A (LP) is often
stated as: Find:
X
XZ
smi|

which minimizes

subject to the constraints

n
z ajk.Xx - bj’j"l’z' . l;M
K=1

and X; =2 0,1 = 1,2, A1

where c¢,, a, and bj are constraints.
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2.3.5 CLASSIFICATION BASED ON THE
PERMISSIBLE VALUES OF THE DESIGN VARIABLES:- Depending
on the wvalues permitted for the design variablea
optimization problems can be classified as integer-and

real-valued programming problems.

2.3.6 CLASSIFICATION BASED ON THE DETERMINISTIC NATURE
OF VARIABLES INVOLVED

Based on the deterministic nature of the variables
involved, optimization problems can be classified as
deterministic and stochastic programming problems in which
all or some of the parameters (design variables and or
preassigned parameters) are probabilistic (non

deterministic ow stochastic).

2.3.7 CLASSIFICATION BASED ON THE SEPARABILITY OF
THE FUNCTION:

Optimization problems can be classified as

separatable and nonseparatable programming problems based

on the separability of the objective and constraint

function.

2.3.8 CLASSIFICATION BASED O©ON THE NUMBER OF
OBJECTIVE FUNCTICN
Depending on the number of objective functions
to be minimized, optimization problems can be classified
as single and multi-objective programming problem. A

multi objective programming problem can be stated as
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follows:
Find X which minimizes Ei(x) , £o(X) 0000, £ (X)
subject to
g}(x)cﬂ,j=1,2, ..... ,m
where f,,f,,...,f, denote the objective functions to

be minimized simultaneously.

2.4.0 PROBLEM DEFINITION

For our problem and many others, the mathematical
problem becomes that of minimizing or maximizing a
function, f say, of n independent variables, Xx;,....,X,

which is a general constrained optimization or mathematical

programming problem, stated as:

Find

which minimizes f (x)

gsubject to the constraints

gilxlas 0o dnliByswwaas ,m
and
Lj(x) = 0' j=1'2,u ----- 'p

where X 1is an n-dimensional vector called
the degign vector, f(x) is a scalar quantity called the

"objective function" of vector x and g; (x) and Lj{x} are
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respectively, the inequality and the equality constraints,
where, n, m and p need not be the same in number or even

related.

25,0 REVIEW OF FLEXURAL FATLURES IN TRANSMISSION
CONCRETE POLES

An investigation made by Essien [3] on the failure of
N.E.P.A poles around Kaduna state, using Zaria as a case
study because of the relatively high frequency of poles
failure in that area. The failures where found to be in
the form of cracking, tilting from foundation, exposure of
reinforcements or tendon wire and wearing away cof the
concrete leading to total failure. These failures were in
area of high wind speed, that was his reason for choosing
Zaria, which has an average wind speed of 54m/s[NEPA].
The degign was done for a prestressed concrete member. Of
all the failure modes flexural failure was the most
critical thus the investigation of that mode. He suspected
inadequacy in the analysis:-that it was possible that all
critical loads were not considered in the design. Fatigue
failure due to cyeclic wind loading was another suspected
area., In carrying this task he collected some data and
rechecked the following ;
T Resonance (fatigue failure) on the poles
I1. Structural analysis method used

III. Lifting stresges
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His work was carried out on the I-section which he
found to fail most. The hollowed c¢ylindrical c¢ircular
section was used as a check for comparison only. After
carrying out the design he came out with the following
findings:

At the design wind speed used (54m/s) the position of
frequency holes determined by calculation did not
correspond to the frequency holes of existing poles on
site.

The sizes of the sections on site did not meet the stress
requirement. They were smaller than the actual required
sections.

Ingsufficient tendon wires.

A phase change in stress, the stresses from the bottom of
the pole up to about 4.5m height kept decreasing. But
from there they start to increase to about 6.5m height of
the pole. Thus a range of weak point in the section
between hight 4.5m and 6.5m is created.

The existing nominal stirrups spacing is too much.

From the conclusions and suggestions by Essien and
locking through the results of his work we would rather
think that what he considered to be the probable reason for
the failure i.e critical loading due to cyclic wind locading
was not that critical as to course failure, From his
calculated results, the position of the frequency holes
with the existing ones were not too far apart. This

discrepancy could be due to the method of analysis used and
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the degree of accuracy used by the designers. Moreover
one of the purpcse of prestressing is to resist cyclic
loading. Cyclic loading may not be a critical load to be
considered in the design. Also from the results the moment
that remains the same throughout the poles' length is
torsion. Cables are more likely to snap when the wind speed
is high, causing torsional moment. For a tapered element
like the pole, it is obvious that the thinner sections will
have larger torsional stresses. This explains the frequent
failure of the poles at areas of high wind speed as
Essien(1990) discovered, In this study we also have the
opinion that there will be a cross-sectional shape of pole
that will resist this tensile stresses more even when
tapered. This work will be set forth to explore this area
in order to answer the riddle of phase change in stress.

Below is the method of analysis he used.
2.5.1 METHOD OF STRUCTURAL ANALYSIS
2.5.1.1 PRESTRESSED CONCRETE POLES
Based on the following facts and assumptions we shall set
out to do the design as he did:

Prestressed columns are used when the eccentricities of
load are high and so require high bending stresses to be
resisted. They are defined in design code as having mean
prestress of 2.5N/mm? or more. The analysis is the same as
for reinforced concrete, and sections are design using the
assumptions made for prestressed concrete beams. The
primary objective in prestressing is to avoid excessive

cracking and deflection whilst at the same time enabling
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high strength materials, particularly high-tensile steel,
to be used efficiently in construction. The main criteria
governing the design of prestressed concrete are therefore
characteristics of serviceability rather than ultimate
strength [4]. Class one prestressed concrete is used for
the design because class one is suppcsed to be free from
cracking and flexural tensile stresses under service
conditions. They also have additional advantage of
resisting cyclic or dynamic loading under severe condition
of exposure (4] . In assessing the condition of
prestressing it will be assumed sufficient that the
concrete deforms elastically under short-term loading,
that creep of concrete can be treated by adopting an
effective modulus for the concrete and that shrinkage is
uniform across the section [BS8110]. Deflection checking

is as for normal concrete section.

2.5.1.2 STRESS EQUATIONS

The tendons are usually tension to an initial stress
equal to or 1less than 70 or up to 80% cf their
characteristic strength. The maximum compressive stress
limit for concrete under loading at serviceability limit
state 1s 0.33 cube strength (fcu) cof concrete
(fcu=60N/mm?) and maximum tensile stresses at transfer of
concrete for class one equal to or less than 1IN/mm? also

at serviceability state.
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-M. /2 prestress at
Self weight stress transfer
conditicn
+M, /2 n,P/A
—
.
+

- : N "

-M,/Z prestress at
working
Total load stress working condition

Stress Distribution - Section A-A

FIG.1.2 STRESSES IN MEMBER WITH AXTAL
FORCE.
The stress diagram shown in figl.2 can be
algebraically as follows [5].
Transfer condition:

Top fibre

= 0
transfer

Final

condition

PRESTRESS

expressed
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Where

22

Bottom fibre

M npP
- 4 2. 20
Z A
RPN (- - &
SERVICE CONDITICN
Top fibre
M . P
M e a

Bottom fibre

MT
'z

MT=total load moment
M;=moment due to self weight

f .= compressive stress at transfer
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f . ,=compressive stress at working condition
Z4 = sectional modulus
n,=loss percentage ratio at transfer
n,=loss percentage ratio at working condition
P =initial prestressing force

Taking compressing as positive and
tension as negative.In the case of members with

torsion mement (Mo) the stresses are as follows

Top fibre:

+&' + Moty * nP
Zp o A

Bottom fibre



Service condition.

Top fibre:
M Moty | mP
ZT tT A oW
Bottom fibre;
_Mp Mty mP
Z, J A
Where tm=minimum thickness of section

MD=Toraiona1 moment
M,=total bending moment

ZTﬂsectional modulus

J= polar section moment cof area of section

From equation (2.8} assuming equality sign

Substituting (2.9) into (2.7) we get
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Mt M
Loy = (=22 +» =%}
- J L
............... (2.10)
TABLE 2.1 SECTIONAL PROPERTIES
SECTION 5] 2
pe . . 3 k]
. [.__'._’)._ . _j [2BE}+ (D-2£ 8] (D-2t,) ty + 2B
! == et
D [
S
¥ »
f : \ I [D*-{D-2¢)4] I [D*-(D-2t)*]
2 DI; R N P 32 32D
y /
8 DB® BD?
3 ' ) 3 6
LI

2.5.1.3 LOAD ON THE POLE:
Poles are erected in a straight - line arrangement, but
can change direction depending on the location of the

point where electricity is to be transmitted [3] Poles in
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the middle of the row are called intermediate poles and

those at the ends are called end poles. Leoad on the pole

is due to self weight, wind load and the weight of
cables.
LOAD FROM CABLES:  Maximum load from cables is

transmitted when wind locad on them is horizontal and

transverse to the cables direction.

FIG: 2.3 POLES IN STRAIGHT LINE

. _.j’ | P?. -”'_-P P-l -V pJ P! :()l’ PI
w8, S S
y al t A
' intermediate
end pole poles
vV vV V
L [ )+( L_2 ________ - t“- -, ‘l

FIG: 2.4 VIEW 1IN THE DIRECTION OF LINE

wind =———— . — Pw

H/2

= T Ry



TABLE 2.2 ULTIMATE LOAD ON POLE DUE TO SELF WEIGHT AND DEAD

LOAD.
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END POLE

INTERMIDIA-TE POLE

DESCRIPTIO

N

NP.L,d,
1 L 24

NP.(L,+L,)d,
24

p-

Transverse
force due
to wind on

conductor

NW_.L{
85,

Horizontal
force in
direction

of line

NW.L, + W,

ATl M B LAY 4

Total
vertical

force

P, = P,BH

P, = P,HBE

Resultant
horizontal
force due
to wind on

the pole

Where N

number of conductors

Wt = total vertical weight on the pole

excluding self weight
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B

breath or diameter of pole

dc normal diameter of conductor

We = weight of conductor
WD = total weight of pole attachment etc
Pc = wind pressure on conductor
Pp = wind pressure on pole
I1f the sag is large compare to L, replace L, with
L, + (88,2)/31L,
and L, by
L, + 88,2)/3L,
Where
S = sag of the cables [(maximum)
L = horizontal dimension of the spacing of
the poles.
The maximum ultimate transverse loads are applied at
height ‘h' given by
h = H-600mm
and
H = total height of pole from ground level. The
cables are suspended at the height h on the pole on a
cross-tree of length 600mm [8.18.19]. The end poles carry
maximum load and are anchored by means of cable wires.
The anchorage relieves the high loading condition. We
shall consider poles where the 1line is continuous. This
is the most likely pole to fail (3]. This kind of pole must
have maximum strength transverse to the direction of the
line. The strength in the line generally considered is the

same as that laid down in British standard specifications
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for"c;}‘nérete pole (BS607) not 1less than 1/4 of the
trarsverse strength. The load consists of or some of the
following [3]
1. Vertical loading from

a.self weight of pole

b.cable weight from down-ward

component of conductor tension
2.Horizontal loading from

a.wind loading on the conductor

b.wind loading on the pole
3.Excess loading from

a.torsion due to skew snapping of wires

b. collapse loading due to eccentric snapping of

wires.

FIG:2.5 AXIAL LOAD ON POLES (FROM CABLES)

W 100 !0'\:!

A

By R R

=

! 7000
; 6400 ~—1—=Pp

1
_1\1\ 7000/2
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- ¥
vV, Ve v,
v ¥
fg-.—~——\\k /;;———ﬁhpz
—s f = L
i ar o

of

© L‘l 2

a. WIND PRESSURE .ON CONﬁUCTORS
| Velqéity of wind Uo = 54m/s.
Frém table S5 NCP1 1973 part 3 wind pressure
by interpolation for 54m/s gives a velocity Pc = 101N/m?.
Diémeter of conductor dc =13.7mm [NEPA].
Spacing of poles L = 50.[NEPA].
Assuming no sag pressure on cables,
Pw = NPc Ldc

number of c¢ables = 3

1]

where N

Pw 3x101x50x13.7%x10"3

It

=0,21KN
From ultimate load table, taking sag into consideration
and L, = L, = 50M

NPcde (L,+L,) /24

PW =
= 4x1001(50+50)x13.7x10°3
= 0.0234KN
Take Pw = 1.0KN

VERTICAL FORCE ON PCLE
Fom table 2.2

Ve  =NWEt (L, + L,)/2
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from appendix 7 Wt = 1.04Kg/m

N = Number of conductor wires = 3

le3

Ve = 3x1.04x%10( 504+50) /2
Ve = 1.56KN

Say 2KN

HORIZONTAL COMPONENT OF THE WIRES

These forces are P, and P,

From table o
Py

Py

f ultimate load
= (NW_L,%) /88,

2
= (NW_L,%) /88,

Since L, = L, and 8, = S,

Therefore P, = P,

pole,

which cancels out having no effect on the

¢. WIND PRESSURE ON POLE

Design  wind speed (CP3, part2, chap.V -1972)

Vs =U<:uxS1xSExS3

and S, depend on the height of pole. Uo is the wind

speed (54m/s).

From table 3 CP3 part3 chapter V-1972 wind

pressure at various heights of the pole is tabulated and

drawn kellow [7]



TARLE 2.3 WIND PRESSURE ON POLE
S, N/M¢ Hight/m
0.79¢6 1133 7.0
0.768 1055 6.0
0.715 914 4.5
0.87 803 L_ 3.0
0.67 803 1.5
0.67 803 0.0

d.WIND PRESSURE DIAGRAM

' 1133N/m?

-

e

’EBON/mz

/

7 F1
// F Resultant force

7m
F

2

r

BO3N/m

To calculate leverarm ¥
¥ =(ZAxX,I)/ZA

= {(25102)/6776
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= 3,7m

Resultant force F =b;, x ( Area of the pressure diagram)

where
b, = maximum base dimension.
Area of trapezium = 0.5(803 + 1133)x7
= 6£776m sg
F = blx6676N
b, = 318mm
+« F = 0,318 x 6776
= 2.155

say 3KN

e . DETERMINATION OF MAXIMUM WIND MOMENT (MT)

This is at the ground level

MT = Pw x 6.4 + Pp x 3.7
= 1.0 x 6.4 + 3.0 x 3.7
= 17.5KN

Say 18KNM

f. TORSIONAL MOMENT COMPUTATION

Torsion in cables
Diameter of conductor dc = 13.7m

Area of conductor Ac = (ndc?)/4 = 148mm sqg

Breaking load of conductor = 44.1KN (copper).

Factor of safety for the cables = 2
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Tension in cables = (breaking 1load)/(factor of safety)
= (44100.0) /2

T = 22050N

take 22KN max. tension

t a2 4 MOMENT CALCULATION

PLAN VIEW OF POLE AND CABLES

R T A T
10 t 150 ?f‘lso 100 T 100

4 N

X

A
Taking moment about A-A for worst codition of
failure of cables
Mo'= M(,-,) =T x 0.3 + T x 0.25
= 22 X 0.3 4+ 22 X 0.15
= 12.1KN
Take Mo = 15KNM
Any weakness of failure of any of the cables on either or
both faces of the pele will induce torsional stress on the

pole.
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g. CHECK ON VERTICAL FORCE )
{ L
‘T\K\
¥ - -
“e. Yy " (max)
y¢=8|_ (saqg)
: Y
\ 8': =0
. v
L/2
Parabolic profile vy, =(4SX(L-X)) /L2
Slope
dy,/dx = 48,/L - 88 X/L?
at x = 0 dy,/dx = tanB, = 0 = 48,/L
8m was calculated to be 500m [3]
L = 50m Sth = 0.5m
Tan® = (4x0.8%)/50 = 0.04
& = tan'0.04 = 2.29°
T Vv ¢ Vv, =2V, T
A V = Tsin®
e e = H = Tcos®é
aing

For the conductor wires

T

3 x 2 x 22 x 8inz2.29

5.3 say 6KN this is used instead of

2KN
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SOME EXIéTING WORKS ON STRUCTURAL OPTIMIZATION

In the past structural optimization investigated and
reported were base on one constraint. Turner [8] developed
a technique for determining relative proportion of selected
elements of wing structure to attain a specified flutter
speed with minimum total mass. Ashley et al [9] reported
the one-dimensional structure optimization like beams under
aercelastic constraints. Kicher [10] obtained the minimum
weight design of integrally stiffened cylindrical shells
with constraints on buckling loads. Moshe B.F and Maurice
A.B [11] investigated continuous beams for optimum geometry
with strain energy of the beam as the objective function.
Rac [12] considered strength stability, frequency and
flutter constraints for optimization of wing structures.
Y.Ding and B:J.D.Esping [13] presented the minimum weight
design problem for frame structures subject to stress and
displacement constraints .B.H.V.Topping and D.J.Robinson
[14] illustrated how the sequential linear programming
technique can be used to design timber frames in accordance
with the British code of practice.CP 112:part 2:1971. They
emphasise a practical method having results that comply to

the code,



CHAPTER THREE

3.0 FORMULATION OF THE OPTIMIZATION PROBLEM

3.1 INTRODUCTION

Optimal design can be viewed as the optimization of
some desired mathematical functions found in design
problems [15]. To get an intelligent design, the purpose of
the design must be known in the face of any restrictions
placed on it. This goals and limitations are known as
constraints. All structural members under load experience
gtresses and strains until, at certain loads the
deformation and stresses become too large and the element
yields or fails. This upper bound for stress and
deformation must not be exceeded if the element must not
fail. Limitation will be placed on the response of the pole
under load, because the pole as any other structural
element can fail if over stressed. This obvious reason
makes the optimization problem a constrained optimization

problem.

3.2 PROBLEM DEFINITION

The optimization problem can be stated as: Find the
optimal cross-gectional dimensions, where the cCross-
sectional shape is given, that minimizes the structural
weight or volume (since the density will be kept constant)

and satisfies stress, displacement and stability

37
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constraints. The problem considers an elastic pole exposed
to wind flow over its body. It is required to determine
the optimal cross sectional dimensions which:
should result in a pole of minimum weight for which the
lateral displacement stresses and buckling load
should not be more than permissible.

The wind speed parameter is to be held fixed during the
optimization process and equal to the critical speed
vielding c¢ritical stresses and displacement[16]. The
problem considers only one design critical condition; that
of wind load on the cables and on exposed face of the
pole[17].

We can state the structural optimization in a standard
mathematical programming problem as:

Find X t6 minimize F(X) subject to

g;{x) >0, 1 =1,2,....,m [18]
Where X is an n - dimensicnal vector of design variables
and m number of ccnst?aints.

If we take the wind load to be W and, P to be wind load
on cables while, N, and év are the weight of cables, and
deflection of the pole respectively. Then the structural

model will be as shown bellow
dv

P

+

W - »Pw- L

Y
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3.3 MATHEMATICAL FORMULATION

The first step in the analysis and synthesis of a
system is the development of a suitable mathematical model,
which is obtained from the structure of the system and the
properties of the system, together, with fundamental
physical laws. Difficulty may arise because of complexity
of the system, and insufficient data.Oversimplified medel
may eliminate intrinsic characteristics of the structure
and overcomplicated model will cause difficulty. A suitable
model is a compromise between the mathematical difficulty
attached to complicated equations and the accuracy desired
in the final result.
3.32.1 OBJECTIVE FUNCTION
The objective of structural designs are always the
reduction of some (operational or manufacturing) cost
associated with the structure but can be very different
according to its specific purpose [19]. The cost of
manufacture of prestressed concrete poles can be said to be
related to its structural weight. Thus weight minimization
will be the gocal of the numerical optimizaticn to be
studied, and the structure is to remain in the linear
elastic region. Thus, by assuming that the structural
weight is proportional to,
i the material density p,
ii a geometric parameter L; (length)
iii the design variable A, (cross sectional area)
The functicnal to be minimized can be written generally as:

W = p,LiA;
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Where: W= weight and i = 1,...,ne
ne = number of elements [19]
Minimize weight (W) given as W = p. LA,
e ¢+ DNy = number of elements.
Since we shall be dealing with one pole at a time ne = 1

i.e W = pLA

Where p, L and A as before defined.

3.3.2 CONSTRAINTS

The design criteria to be satisfied are the following:

3 sdedn & FLEXIBILITY CONSTRAINTS (Behaviour constraints)
The elastic lateral displacement deformation of the peole
under load must not exceed a certain limit.

The tensile and compressive stresses induced should not
exceed a certain limit (the vyield stresses of the
materials). We shall assume that all the compressive
stresses will be taken by the concrete and tensile stresses
by the reinforcement.

Let the allowable stresses be:
0, = direct compressive
O ™ tensile
and the applied stresses be:
0, = maximum axial induce stress

0,, = Maximum tensile induce stress
The constraint equations due to the stresses induced on the
pole are given by:

g,({x) = a./ac - 1< 0
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on compressive stresses
,and g,(x) = a“Xatp - 1s 0

on tensile stress.

3.3.2.2 STABILITY OF EQUILIBRIUM OR BUCKLING STRENGTH
Since the pole is a slender column a check is made on its
stability. There should be no loss or even bifurcation of
stability of equilibrium.It is a known fact that only short
columns fail by crushing while failure occurs due to
instability when certain load (called the critical or Euler
load) is equal or is exceeded on slender columns. The end
moments on a slender column cause it to deflect sideways
and thus bring into play an additional moment.The moment
causes a further lateral deflection and if the axial load
exceeds a  critical wvalue, this deflection, and the
additional moment becomes self-propagating until the
column buckles [20]. Hence the strength of the column is
not determine by the unit stress but by the mean load it
can carry without becoming unstable. The condition of
instability is characterized by disproportionally large
increase in lateral deformation with slight increase in
load. This may occur before the unit stress reaches the
elastic limit.
The lateral displacement év is restricted to a maximum
value of dmax as:

gz (x) = dv/bmax - 1 s 0
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3.3.2.3 SIDE CONSTRAINTS
Side constraints will be imposed for convenience,and
practicability so as to;

avoid difficulty in placing of concrete and
provide minimum cover for tendon wires (20mm)
Lower limits will be placed on the dimensions taken from
site to:

avoid brittle failure due to insufficient
prestressing steel in the section to sustain the

tensile forces transferred to it on the development of

cracks.Therefore minimum steel area As= 0.0013 x (Area of

concrete section) [BS8110), will be observed as lower bound.

3.3.3 DESIGN VARIABLES
We shall limit yourself to transverse dimensional design
variables and the amount of prestressing steel proportional
to prestressing force only. The optimization of these
variables leaves the geometry and material properties
unchanged. From available knowledge,it is known that this
order is roughly that of increasing complexity in an
optimization program. Even change in geometric variables
has essentially non linear repercussions on the response of
the structure [19] which is not desirable, since the
structure is supposed to be within linear elastic regime.
Part of the concrete dimensions will be assumed as
preassigned parameters, thereby reducing the number of
design wvariables and simplifying the optimal design

problem. For example in this respect the length of the pole
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will be kept constant while the shape will be varied but
kept constant during the optimization process. Three shapes
will be used I-section, c¢ircular tubular section and

rectangular section.

3.3.4 I - SECTION EQUATIONS

I-SECTION

B

3

=1

-y

From the above section b= (B-t )
d= D-2t,

bd®= (B-t,) (D-2t,)?

Cross sectional area A = BD - [(B-t,) (D-2t,)]
= BB, = 2k, % DRy emeanen (3.1)
If n = number of tendon wires.The area of tendons As is
given by
nlld
4
T Tl e, b .

where ¢ = diameter of wire.Which means that

A, = 0.785n¢?

We shall for the sake of convenience use 5mm prestressing
wires for all the sections varying only the number in the

process &of the optimization.
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Area of one wire = 19.6mm?
© Ag = 19.6x107%m?
3.3.4.1 OBJECTIVE FUNCTION
Minimizing weight W = plA = 0.69p, +19.6nLp,
= 0.69p,1(2Bt, + Dt , - 2t,t ) + 19.6np,l
_ Where p, = weight of concrete (24x107°N/mm?)
1l = length of pole taken to be 7000mm
p, = weight of steel (77x107°N/mm?
Lp, = 0.168
Lp, = 0.539
0.69 = ratio of reduction of weightof column due to
linear tapering
The weight W = 0.23184Bt, + 0.11592Dt, -0.23184t.t +
18.564¢0 090900000 sdesmesgmesesa (3.3)

3.3.4.2 DESIGN VARIABLES

B X
x-|2|-|%
el | x
n X,

This is a 5-D design vector problem.

The objective function equation can be written as:
OBJ = 0.23184X,Xy + 0.11592X,X, - 0.23184X.X, + 10.564X,
3.6.4.3 CONSTRAINTS

a. STRESSES (SERVICEABILITY LIMIT STATE)

(i) - TENSION
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AM,  AM,t,

~-1xg0

From design code table (BS8II0) using ¢5 tendon wires
the characteristic strength is given as 30.8kN and n,
assuming prestressing loss of 70% and n as before defined.
P = prestressing force
Therefore n,P = 0.7x30.8nx10* = 21.56x10'n (prestressing
force for n wires).
Sectional modulus

(D-2¢t,) tg+2tB*  Dty-2t.ty-2t, B>
6B 68

Zp =

..... S - |
Polar sectional modulus:
5 2Bt} + (D-2t,) ty  2Bt;+Dty-2t tg
3 3
......... e s K1)

Taking t = t, since t, is going to be kept less than t;

otherwise tg

P 21.56x10°n
A 2Bt +Dt,2t.t,

'Illll.lll(3|8)
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M, 6 BM,,
Zr  Dtp-2t ta+2t,B?

........... (3.9)
Myt 3M,t,
J 2Bt;+Dty-2t,t,
....... ¢ vieissiaras 13 20)
AMy  AMoty .o
T I T L Y f3.11)

(2BL +DEy-2E, L) Mi6B  (2BLDE,-2t,L,) MLy,

1<0
21560n(DEy-2t,tq+28,B8%)  21560n(2BL;+Dt-2t ty)
............. {3.12)
ii COMPRESSION
M, Myt, nP
LM, 2 <19, 8N/mm?
Z, J A /
............. (3.13)
fi’[’+%+ n, -19.8<0
............. (3.14)
Mot n,P
o SR W LA M— . (3.15)

19.8%, 19.8J 19.8A
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M8 . Mot . 0.7m(21560)

-150
19.8 (Dt-2¢t,tp+2t,B%)  19.8(2Bt}+Dtp-2£,ty) 19.8(2BLADL,~2C,L,)

M6 X, . IMX, - - 21560X,00 10

+
19.8 (X, X2-2X, X2 +2X, X)) 19.8(2X,X)+X,X2-2X,X%7) 198 (2X X+ XX, -2, X, )

Let this constraint equation (3.17) due to compressive

stress, be represented by G(2}.

b. DEFLECTION [appendix 8] due to:

i Resultant force from cables

3

PLy
% Fr
S e (3.18)
ii Resultant wind load
wr3
a
B ET

ocl.o-anaiao-t(3-19)

Where a=6400/7000 = 0.914
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2
2 = i%-(3—a}

........... {3.20)
Therefore for force P
2
- £0:914)° (3 4 g914)
6
............. (3.21)
= 0.291
For the wind load W
a = 3700/700
= 0.528
{0.529)2 ,. _
a,z-——G———(B 0.529)
................ {3.22)
=0.115
Total deflection is given by
ag PL*+ap WL  L>(ap P+ap W)
ET - ET
Creeeessee(3.23)

- 7000*(0.291P+0.115W)
400001
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12.25x7000(29.1P+11.5W) < L
i 350

(29.1P+11.5W)4287.5 _

1<0
T

This gives the general equation that will be used for
deflection constraint for the three sections.
For I-section, substituting for I gives the constraint

equation G(3) as:

(29.1P+11.5W)4287.5x12 _

1<0
(BD*- (B-t,) (D-2¢,)°
.............. (3.27)
(29.1P+11.5W)4287.5%x12 , 4
X, %3 - (X, ~X,) (X;-2X%,)3
............ (3.28)
S STABILITY CONSTRAINT :- Buckling load should not
exceed critical load N_,
where
n°EIp*
Nor™ 412
.............. (3.29)

Where P' is correction for critical load for tapered columns
as given in appendix 6B [21].
Na s Ncr

Na/Ncr - 1 s 0
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_ 3.142°x40,0001

N
4x7000%

or

=~ 2.014x107°T

Substituting for I in the above equation and writing the

constraint equation G(4), we get:

N
E -1 50
1.678x10°4(BD?- (B-t,) (D-2¢t,)?

......... (3.31)
N
— -1 <50
1.678x1074 (X, X - (X,-X,) (X,-2X,)°?
............. (3.32)
d. SIDE CONSTRAINTS.
B = 210mm
G(S) =w 210/X; =1 £ 0  c.icienmnaanses (3.33)
D = 300mm
G(6) » 300/X; - 1 £ 0 cosseievioniosaes (3.34)
ty =2 40mm
G(T) = 0/ Mg = X B8M  wwew o s wswmmamine s » 5 s (3.35)

t, = 30mm

Gla) m30MX, < 2 8 wees sy cesmmmn vooen(3.36)



n = 30

GU5Y W 30/Me -2 & B 5 xv v s ovaue (3.37)

339 C TUBULAR SECTION

Area A = 7nt(D-t)
3.3.5.1 OBJECTIVE FUNCTION

W = plA = 1{0.69p,[nt (D-t)) + Ap,}

Where p, and p, are as defined for I-section.
= 70000{0.24[3.142t(D-t)] + 19.6np,}
= [527.788(D-t)t + 10564.4n]0.69%1073

a.DESIGN VARIABLES

The problem is 3- dimensional design vector problem from
the above equation.

The objective function equation can be written as;
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OBJ=0,364182X,X,-0.364182X;+10.564X,

.......... (3.38)
b. CONSTRAINTS
(i} TENSION
np M
2f My Yota . g
A Z, J
.................. (3.39)
AM,, +A.Mor:m_1 5
m,PZ, n,PJ
............... (3.40)
Me(p-¢)  TED-IME, o
21.56nZ, 21.56nJ
............ {3.41)
Where
7 o HID-(D-2£)4) J - J(D-(D-22) 4]
’ 32D % 32
L% 5 8§ R Al (3.42)
Hem, (D-t)32D0 IMeéM(D-t) 32 i} B
21.56nlI[D4-(D-2¢8)¢ 21.56nl1(D4-(D-2¢)4
R .. (3.43)
2
- M,
(32DE-32 675 (M IHME) L. B Bparws & ¥ ¢ vovs (3.44)

21560 [ (D*~ (D-2¢t) 4]



(32X, X,-32X2) (MpX,+MyX,)

= -1 s O =« G(1)
21560X, (X; - (X,-2X,)*

............ . (3.45)
(ii) COMPRESSION
M, " Motp n.ﬁ,Pl %
19.8Z, 19.8J 19.8A
............. (3.46)
Substituting for 2, ,J and A;
. 51 =

0.514M,D P 0.514M,t 5 0.347n_1_$ &

Dé-(D-2t)* D*-(D-2t)¢ tiD-t)
B (3.47)

0.514MX, = 0.514MX,  0.347X,

-150 = G(2)
Xi-(x,-2X,)* Xi-(D-2x,)* X (D-X;)

c.DEFLEXION
Substituting for I in the deflexion eguation derived
in the case of I-section,where I for circular section is

given as;
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- 3
7. HE(D-1)
8
............... (3.49)
and
(29.1P+11.5W)4287.5x56 140
22¢t({D-¢t)3
.............. (3.50)
22X, {X,-X.)*
SRS § & ¢ wo §F B

d.STABILITY (BUCKLING)

Na - Ncr s O

Where Na is the applied load and Ncr 1is the
critical buckling load.

The equation can be written as;

N
2-1<0
cr
................. (3.52)
where
N¢ET .
cr ™ aL? P
............. (3.53)

Substituting I and E in the above equation we get;
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_IDE{D-£}?
“r T Bx40000

N

0.7915x1073X, (X, -X,)°

-1<0

e. SIDE CONSTRAINTS
D =z 318mm
G(5} = 318/){1 € B e
t =2 60mm
G{6) = 60/X, = 0 ........

n s 25

G(7) = 25/%X; s 0

3.3.6 RECTANGULAR SECTION
SECT%ON
* |
5 l
_._.__.._._...,I__._.__..|..—
s l
. I__E'“__‘__‘L
Area A = BD

3.3.6.1 OBJECTIVE FUNCTION

Weight W = plA = 0.69(p, 1BD)

W = 0.11592BD + 10.564n

=0.7915%10¢t(D-¢)?

+ Aslpz
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The problem is a 3 - dimensional design vector problem

The objective function equation is represented bellow

OBJ=0.11592X,X,+10.564X,

............ (3.59)
a.CONSTRAINT
(i) TENSION
AM AM_t
T Dﬂ_lso
n,PZ. n,PJ
...... veane..(3.60)
BDM. BDM,
L4 + 2 -1<0
21.56x10%Z, 21.56x10%J
.............. (3.61)
Where
BD? DB?
z- r J-“_‘-
T 6 3
.............. (3.62)

Substituting for J and 2'
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o.27ax104M}+ 0.139x107%M,

-1<0
Dzn B*n
........... (3.63)
0.278x10 "M, 0.139x10 "M,
> + 2 -1<0
X; X, X1 X,
............. (3.64)
This gives the constraint G(1)
(ii) COMPRESSION
o B T B
19.8Z, 19.8J 19.8A4
............. (3.65)
Substituting for Z,,J and A
0.303M, 0.152M 3
T, 0, 1.089x10°n . .
BD? DB? BD
LI A L {3.66)
0.303M 0.152M 1
wl 2+ 1.099%20_ 3 c0mg(2)
X X3 X% XX,
............ (3.67)

b. DEFLECTION
The equation is as derived for the I- section

Substituting for I in the equation;



(29,1P+11.5W) 4287 .5x12 _

1<0
BD?
............. (3.68)
(29.1P+11.5w34287.5x12 “1<0 = G(3)
X X
.............. (3.69)
¢.STABILITY (BUCKLING)
N, -1<0
cr
............ (3.70)
Where
. JI2EIP*
o 4L?
........... {3.71)
This gives N, = 7.0497x10731
But I = BD*/12
_ 5 BDY ¢ Bp®
Nep=2.014x107 =7 40,000 12
................. (3.72)

= 1.678x107%BD?

Substituting for N, in the constraint equation we get:



N
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1.678x104BD?

1.678x1074X, X,

d.SIDE CONSTRAINTS

G(5)}

G(6)

G(6)

-1<s0 = G(4)

150mm
150/%, <1 8 0  coen
230mm

230/X2—1 £ 8 o senem

* 25

25/%y =L &M 5 anewia



CHAPTER F OUR

4.0 PTIMIZAT A RITHM AND SUBROUTINES

4.1 INTRODUCTION

The constrained optimization problem formulated in the last
chapter is solved as a sequence of unconstrained minimization
problems by using the interior penalty function approach [1]
rather than the exterior penalty method. This is because the
interior penalty method which restricts the search for the
minimum to feasible region has proved proves rather more
successful in practice. [22] In this method the objective
function is augmented with a penalty term which is a function
of the constraints and is small at points away from the
constraints in the feasible region,but which blows up as
constraintg are approached. The Davidon-Flecher-Powell
variable metric methed is used for minimization, as this is
known to be a powerful procedure for finding a local
unconstrained minimum of a function of many variables. Cubic
interpolation method of one dimensional search, which makes
use of the gradient, is used for finding the step lengthl[7].
The program consists of a main program and four subroutines
called at various stages of the program to perform specific
task as described below.A flow chart showing how the program

works is shown in fig 4.3.

60
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4.2 INTERIOR PENALTY FUNCTION METHOD

In the interior penalty function method a new function
(p- function) is constructed by augmenting a penalty term to
the objective function. The penalty term is chosen such that
its value will be small at points away from the constraint
boundaries and will tend to infinity as the constraint
boundaries are approached. Hence the value of the ¢-function
also "blow up" as the constraint boundaries are approached.
This behaviour can be seen in fig 4.1. Thus once the
uncenstrained minimization of ¢(X,r,) is started from any
feasible point X, the subsequent points generated will always
lie within the feasible domain since the constrain boundaries
act as barriers during the minimization process. This is the
reason why the interior penalty function methods are alsco
known as "barrier" methods. The ¢-function defined originally

by Carreoll [7] is

m
1
X, r) =f(X) -
d(x, r, ( Ik_?:'i =

It can be seen that the value of the function ¢ will always

be greater than f(x) since g;(x) is negative for all feasible
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points X. If any constraint g,(x) is satisfied critically

(with equality sign), the value of ¢ tends to infinity.

It is to be noted that the penalty term in eg. 4.1 is not
defined if x 1is infeasible. This introduces serious
shortcoming while using eq. 4.1. Since this equation does not
allow any constraint to be violated it requires a feasible
starting point for the search towards the optimum point.
However, in many engineering problems, it may not be very
difficult to find a point satisfying all the constraints
g,(x)<0, at the expense of large values of the objective
function f(x). If there is any difficulty in finding a
feasible starting point. Since the initial point as well as
each of the subseguent points generated in this method lies
inside the acceptable Hxgion of the design space, the method
is classified as an " interior penalty function" formulated.
The iteration procedure cof this method can be summarized as
follows:

(i) Start with an initial feasible point X, satisfying all the
constraints with strict inequality sign, that is gj(x}<0 for
j=1,2,....,m and an initial value of ry>0 , set k = 1.

(ii) Minimize ¢(x,r,}) by using any of the unconstrained
minimization methods and obtain the solution X,
(iii) Test whether x; is the optimum solution of the original

problem. I£ Xk' is found to be optimum, terminate the
process, otherwise go to the next step.

(iv) Find the value of the next penalty parameter, Yy, aS
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Y = ¢k where c<1
(v} Set the value of k=k+1l, take the new starting point as X,
= X, and go to step (ii).
There are a number of points to be considered in

implementing the method. These are: [7]

4.2.1 INITIAL VALUE OF THE PENALTY PARAMETER(rk)

Since the unconstraint minimization of ¢(x,r,) 1is to be
carried out for a decreasing sequence of r, it might appear
that by choosing a very small value of r,, we can avoid an
excessive number of minimization of the function ¢. But, from
computational point of view, it will be easier to minimize the

unconstrained function ¢(x,r,) if r is large. This can be seen

gqualitatively from fig 4.1

PF ’{\ "! l F!L'l L )
A < s $lr ;) /f
4
A
A
A=
/ L )
y. p.' o ’/
/ Ce
/ .
/// x_'cphm....n
45, = L'}

Fig a-i
It can be seen that as the value of X, becomes smaller, the

value of the function ¢ changes more rapidly in the vicinity
of the minimum ¢:. Since it is easier to find the minimum of

a function whose graph is smoother the unconstrained
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minimization of ¢ will be easier if r, is large. However, the
minimum of ¢, x;, will be farther away from the desired
minimum X' if r, is large. Thus it requires an excessive number
of unconstrained minimization of ¢(x,r,) (for several values
of r,) to reach the point X' if r, is selected to be very
large. Thus a "moderate" value has to be chosen for the
initial penalty parameter (r,). In practice a value of r,
which gives the value of ¢(x,,r,) approximately equal to 1.1
to 2.0 times the value of f(x,) has been found to be quite
satisfactory in achieving quick convergence of the process.

Thus, for any initial feasible point X,, the value of r, can

be taken as [7]

4.,2.2 SUBSEQUENT VALUES OF THE PENALTY PARAMETER

Once the initial values of r, is chosen, the subsequent
value of r, have to be chosen such that r,,,< r,. For
convenience, the values of r, are chosen according to the
relation r,,, = cr, where c<l. The value of ¢ can be taken as

0.1 or 0.2 or 0.5 etc,
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4.2.3 CONVERGEﬁCE'CRITERIA

Since the unconstrained minimization of ¢(x,r,) has to be
carried out for a decreasing seguence olf values r,, it is
necegsary to use proper convergence criteria to identify the
optimum point and to avoid unnecessary large number of
unconstrained minimization. The process can be terminated
whenever the following conditions are satisfied:-
(i) The relative difference between the values of the
objective function chtained at the end of any two consecutive

unconstrained minimization fall between a small value of g,

I -£xent
£ {x)1

The differc'ence between the optimum poinﬁ Xk' and X*K_.I becomes
very small, Thie can be judged i.n several ways. Some cof them
are given below

| (ax) ;| s €,
where ax = x, - X,, and (ax);, is the i® component of the
vector aAx
Max| (ax);} | = e
ax| = [(ax}% + (ax)% + ..., +{ax)212 s ¢,

Note that the wvalues of e, and ¢, have to be chosen

depending on the characteristics of the problem at hand. [7]

'
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4.2.4 NORMALIZATION OF CONSTRAINTS

A structural optimization problem, for example might be

having constraints on the deflection (év) and the stress (o)

g, {x) G{X) -~ OMBR € 8 jucaewimean sy s veamisnii i (4.5)

giR) = AR € 0 sezzsisnassalios ddieesma s (4.6)

]

g, (x)
Where the maximum allowable values are given by é&max =
0.5¢m, and omax = 3,000kg/cm? . If a design vector x, gives
the values of g, and g, as -0.2and -2,000 the contribution of
g, will be much larger than that of g, (by an order of 10°4)
in the ¢ - function equation. Thus it is advisable to
normalize the constraints so that they vary between -1 and 0
as far as possible. For the constraints shown in equation

4.5 and 4.6 a suitable normalization is

gl- g, (X) _8(x)

~150
y-<3 1s

max O nax

X
21.“ 9'2( ) = o (x) ~1<0

PR - raam s w x o woe S0 )
Where r,, X, ... rm are selected such that the contributions
of different gj(x) to the ¢ - function will be approximately
the same at the initial point X,. When the constrained
minimization of ¢(x,r,) is carried for a decreasing sequence
of wvalues of Yy the values of r,r,, ....r, will not be

altered; however, they are expected to be effective in
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contributions of the wvarious constraints to the ¢

function. [7]

4.3 INTRODUCTION TO ONE DIMENSIONAL MINIMIZATION METHOD
If the optimization problem involves the objective
function and or the constraints which are not stated as
explicit functions of the design variables or which are too
complicated to manipulate we cannot solve it by using the
classical methods. In many engineering prcblems the objective
function and the constraints cannot be written explicitly in
terms of the decision variables. In such cases, only numerical
methods of optimization can be used to solve the problem. The
philosophy behind the numerical methods is to produce a
sequence of improved approximations to the optimum according
to the following scheme.
(i) Start with an initial trial point X,
(ii) Find a suitable direction S;(i=1 to start with) which
points in the general direction of the minimum.
(iii) Find an appropriate step length l; for movement
along the direction S;.
(iv) Obtain the new approximation X,+1 as
kD » By & ASg 54 0 swwaney 4 « voss e .. (4.8)
(v) Test whether X, + 1 is optimum. If X,+1 is optimum,
stop the procedure. Otherwise, set new i=i+1, and repeat
step (ii) onwards. The procedure is represented graphically

for hypothetical two-variable problem below [7].
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The iterative process of optimization:- from Equation 4.8 it
can be seen that the efficiency of an optimization method
depends on the efficiency with which the quantities A, and S,
are determined. If f(x) is the objective function to be
minimized the problem of finding A; boils down to finding the
A, = A" which minimizes f(X;+1) = f(X,+A;8,) =f(X,) for fixed

values of X, and S Since f becomes a functicon of one

g
variable A; only, the methods of finding 1.," in equation 4.8
are called one- dimensicnal minimization methods. There are
many methods for solving the one - dimensional minimization

problems but we shall restrict ourselves to the numerical

method of cubic interpolation.

4.4 SUBROUTINE UNCON - FOR IMPLEMENTING THE VARIABLE METRIC
METHOD OF UNCONSTRAINED MINIMIZATION
The method was introduced by Davidon, and extended by Flecher

and Powell in 1963.[7] This method is the best general purpose
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unconstrained optimization technique. It is iterative, and
given a starting point X,, it generates a sequence of points

X (K=1,2....) that is intended to converge to the point at

{3}
which fx is Jleast. It can be stated as follows: [7]

(i) start with an initial point X, and a nxn positive
definite symmetric matrix H,. Usually H, is taken as the
identity matrix I. Set iteration number as i=1.

(ii) Compute the gradient of the function. V£, at the point
X, and set 8; = - Hyf,

(iii) Find the optimal step length A" in the direction S; and
set X, ,, = X; + A"S,

(iv} Test the new point X;,, for optimality.If X, is optimal

terminate the iterative process. Otherwise, go to step (v).

(v) Update the H matrix as

Hi,y = H + M, + N,
Where M, = A", (8,8",)/18".0,)
N, = -(H;Q;) (H;0,)"/(Q"H,Q,)
and Q, = VE(X,,) - VE(X;) = V£, - VE,

(vi)Set the iteration number 1 = i+l and go to step (ii),

4.5 SUBROUTINE GRADT

This subroutine calculates the gradient of the functien. In
the algorithm, it is necessary to compute the gradients of the
objective function and the constraints. The gradients of
behaviour constraints can not be determined analytically

because it is not convenient. Therefore the gradients are
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determined by a finite difference method. The gradient at any

point Xm can be evaluated as:

Vel = VE,- 2

n function evaluations are performed from a fixed point Xm by

varying each variable X; in turn, by a small amount §; then

df/dxi is estimated from,

dr | fix,+¥ ,U) -£(X,) |,
dlexm q’j 1 l.z,...,ﬂ

where ¢, = small scalar quantity

U, = vector of order n whose i, component has
a value of one and all other compcnents have a value of zero.
In practical calculations §; has to be carefully chosen.If it

is too small, the difference between the wvalues of the
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function evaluated at (Xm + $,U;) and (Xm - § .U ) may be very
small and numerical round off error may predominate. On the
other hand, if it is too large the truncation error may
predominate in the calculation of the program which proved

successful for the problems solved. [23]

4.6 SUBROUTINES ONEDIM
This subroutine implements the cubic interpolation method (7]
This technique solves the problem of finding the minimum step
length A" in four stages. It makes use of the derivative
fr(A) = df/dA = (4/dA)E(A + As) = S'VE(A + AS)
The first stage normalizes the §8 vector so that a step size
A = 1 is acceptable. The second stage establishes bound on
A*, and the ﬁhird stage finds the value of A" by approximating
f({x) using a cubic polynomial h{i). If the A" found in stage
three does not satisfy the prescribed convergence criteria,
the cubic polynomial is refitted in the fourxrth stage
(i) calculate a = max;|S;|. Where |S,| is the absolute value
of the ith component of S, and divided each component of S by
A

Another type of normalization is to find

and divide each component of S by A.
(ii) To establish lower and upper bounds on the optimal step
size A", we have to find two points A and B at which the

slope has different signs. We know that at A = 0.
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4z

-0 = SWIf(x)<0.......(4.10)

Since S8 is presumed to be a direction of decent. Hence to
start with, we can take A=0 and try to find A=B at which the
slope is positive, The point B can be taken as the first value
out of to, 2to, 4to, 8to,....at which f' is nonnegative,
where to is a preassigned initial step size. It then follows
that A" is bounded in the interval A < i< B
The minimum of f(x) lies between A and B
(iii) If the cubic equation
hiX} = & » VR & 3% @K comnaiaspnovmonss i oo (4.11)
is used to approximate the function f£(x)

between thé points A and B we have to find the values

fA = f(A=A),

f'A =df/dA (A = RA),

fB=f (A=B) and f'B =df/dA (A=B} in order to evaluate the
constraints a,b,c, and d in equation 4.11. By assuming that A
.#.0 we can derive a general formula for A" from eq 4.11 we

have

———

f, = a + bA + cA? + da’

fB = a + bB + cB?+ dB?

£ b + 2cA + 3da? — 4,12

I

A

f" b + 2¢cB + 3dB*
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Equations 4.12 can be solved to find the constants as

a= f, - bA - CA? - dAa® A (4.13)
Where
b =1/(A - B)*(B*£', + A%f*; + 2ABZ] = ...... (4.14)
C=-1/(A- B)2[(A + B)Z + Bf," + Af,']
And d = 1/3(A - B)2[2Z + £', + '] ... (4.15)
Where Z = 3(f, + £'}/(B -A) + £, + £',  ..... (4.16)

The necessary condition for the minimum of h(A) given by
equation (4.11) is that

dh/dA = b + 2cA + 3dA? = 0

1
, A -C+(C?-3bd) ?
i.e A* 7 Bt

Application of the sufficiency condition for the minimum of
h(A) leads to the condition

dih/dA2 A% = 2C & EAA¥ > O wiuevavenavnnises sate U8 28)
By substituting the expression for b,c¢c and d given by

equations (4.14) into (4.17) and (4.18), we obtain that

~ (£,+Z20)
l'-A+ (fA+fB+2Z)(B-A)..-..(4.14}
& 8 8 & & 85 8 8 * & 4 8 " s 8 " "= (4-19}
Where Q = (22 - £',f')¥% Sin & w3 % o ... (4.20)

And 2(B - A)(2Z + £', + £') (f', + Z & Q)
- 2(B - A (£',2 + Zf'y + 32f', + 222)

ool OW e BB, B s wemewmeassE e . (4.21)
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By specializing the equation (4.13) to (4.21) to the case

where A = 0, we obtain
a=f,
b= f“.
¢ = -1/B(Z + £',)

d = 1/3B2{(22 + £', + £',)

* B (£,+220)
At T (f v fy+22)

G = {22 - £.008 >0 = seewsas (4.23)

z = (3(f, - fB)]/B * £ 4 Fh  gusweas (4.24)
The two values of A" in eq 4.19 and 4.22 correspond to the two
possibilities for the vanishing of h' (i), i.e at a maximum of
h(A) and at a minimum.

In order to avoid imaginary values for Q, we should ensure
the satisfaction of the condition

Z: = f'Af'B > 0 in equation 4.20.

This inequality is automatically ensured as we are assuming
f'«<0 Furthermore, sufficiency condition when A= 0 requires
that Q>0, which is already satisfied. Now we calculate A"
according to the formula 4.22 and proceed to the next stage.
Stage (iv) . The value of A" found in stage (iii) is the true
minimum of £(A). Hence the following convergence criteria can

-~

be used before taking A" approximately as A"
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Ih(f.)—f(,:'.)l
<

- B].
|f(l.H

.................

19E0 - Is Ve s,
x.

Where e, and e, are small numbers whose values depend on the

accuracy desired.The latter criterion can be stated in

nondimensiocnal form as.

If the criterion stated in egs 4.25 and 4.27 are not satisfied

a new cubic equation h'({A) + a' + b'A + ¢'A? 4+ d'A?. can be

used to approximate f(A). The constants a', b', c¢', and d'

can be evaluated by using the function and derivative wvalues
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at the best two points out of the three points currently
available, namely, A, B, and A" now the general formula given
by eq 4.23 has to be used for finding the optimal step A". If
f'(1")<0 the new points A and B are faken as A" and B
respectively. Otherwise if f'(A") the new points A and B are
taken as A and A" and eq 4.23 is applied to find the new value
of A" equations 4.25 and 4.27 are again used to test the
convergence of A". If the convergence is achieved, A" is taken
as ﬁl-' and the procedure is stopped. Otherwise the whole
procedure 1is repeated until the desired convergence is

achieved [7].
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CHAPTEHR FIVE

5.0 DISCUSSION OF RESULTS AND CONCLUSION

-

5 1. DISCUSSION OF RESULTS

Th; numerical problems presented give results which compare
well with solutions from Essien [3]-see appendix - 9
transmission poles of I and circular tubular sections. A third
section (rectangular) was also analyzed. The method of
analysis is the gsame ags that by Essien, using the same loading
conditions. The wind load taken as the maximum for Zaria.
From the work it was discovered that the choice and use of
the penalty function method proved to be advantageocus as
reported elsewhere [24].

Programming is easy and programs can be built on modular

basis.The user only needs to formulate and program his own

problem, while a general purpose optimization program can be

used..." The problems solved converged in 6-60 iterations.
[Fig5.0]. The optimization procedure results in the final
cross-sectional dimensions instead of cross-sectional

properties like area, moment of inertia and rotational moment
of initia. It may be noticed that in the optimal designs
buckling was considered which was omitted in the reference[3],
and lifting moments which was considered in the reference[3]
was not included in the optimal designs. It was considered
gsufficient that the lifting moments constraint were controlled
to some extent by the lower limits of the design variables.
The designer may compare the results for different cross-

78
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sectional shapes (Table 5.3) and select the best. We can see
that the rectangular cross-sectional shape is the best with
the least weight. We also notice that the I-section gives
less iterations followed by the rectangular section while the

tubular section gives the highest number cf iterations.
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PTANLGGRD, QPP IMIZATLON RE3ULTS FOR T-SECTION

PEHAVIQUR SEQUENTIAL
QUANTITIES UINCONSTRAINT
AND NESIGH MINIMAZATION
VYARTABLES LOWER UPPER INITIAL =1.0 0.1
BOUND BOUND DESIGHN red. r=u.
- 0.0 -0.4939 ~0.0691 -0.1351
“ o2 O/ mm?)
- 19.8 11.5452 19.7827 13.7171
(N m?)
. - 20.00 1.9073 2.6245 2.0566
th. ()
. - 181.874 ) 3765.809 | 3758.70
P (K 65.000 5181.87
- 210.00 - 350.00 318.6232 | 318.665
Xy (mm) .
2z, (mm) 300.00 - 450.00 d44.8116 | 444.830
40,00 - 1506.00 87.4795 B7.6451
X, (mm)
X, (ron) 30.00 - . {50.0000 |33.8701 |30.1888
30.00 - 40.00 30,3086 31.4781
Xy
13,4381 9.058 8.790
PENALTY FUNCTION{KN}

WEIGHT (KN) 13,463 7.840 7.750
NUMDER OF ONE-DTMENSIONAL MINIMAZATION FOR 5 1
EACIT UNCONSTRAINED MINIMAZATION

..01 VTS r T S RN
a, = compressive stress

Pop = criticai buckling load

X' = flange breath

X, = depth of section

Xy = flange thickuess

Xy = web thickness

X, = tendon wires

deflection

Ll

&y
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TARLE .2 OPTIMIZATION RESULTS FOR RECTANGULAR SECTION

BEHAVIOUR SEQUENTIAL
QUANTITIES UNCONSTRAINT
AND DESIGN MINIMIZATION
VARIABLLS LOWER UPPER INITIAL

BOUND BOUND DESIGN | ¥=1.0 r=0.1

I | - 0.0 -0.99998 | -0.99994 | -

(4 .‘,,(NI,-‘ il } 0.99934

' , 5 19.8 7.4052 13.0917 | 13.6291

i 0 AN/ mm?)

- 20,00 4.,5792 16.9638 19.958/5

6 . (mm)
6.000 - 215,328 S82.61% 495,249

P, (KN)
150.00 - 300.00 152.481 150. %45

X, (mm)

:‘

‘ 230.00 - 350.00 283.439 269.404

| x, (mm)

II o :‘ B 2
X,Umu 25.00 36.00 26.091 25.5457
PENALTY FUNCTION (KN) 12.489 5.357 5.02:

F WEIGHT (KN) 22.476 5.285 4 .955

r‘l NUMBER CIF ONE-DIMENSIONAL MINIMIZATION FOR 10 8

i[ }i:’-\_(_,'il_“ilN(:f_r NSTRAINED MINIMIZATION
0, lenslle gtresg X, = breath
o, compressive stress X, = depth
o cdeflection X; = tendon wires number

5 critical buckling load
S
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JTANLES3 OPTIMIZATION RESULTS FOR CIRCULAR TUBULAR SECTION

BEHAVIOUR . _ SEQUENTIAL UNCONSTRAINT MINIMIZATION
QUANTITIES
D DESIGN . | _ _ .
www?urmm LOWER | UPPER INITIAL |¥=1.0 |r=0.1 r=0.01 r=0.001 r=0.0001 ; r=0.00001
BOUND | BOUND | DESIGN | N i i

-0.7338 -0.3435 -0.3101

0 (N/ )

-0.3016

~0.2987

-0.2994

-0.2994

L

12.0793 |

18.9424
0. (N/mm*) _ | “

19.0320

18.8740

18.8509

18.8480

19.84384

¥

11.6673 12.0603

8, (mem) _ 5.7255

12.1175

12.1244

12.1251

12,1252

6.000 1727.173 | 847.574

819.959
P (X :

8160.884

8156.205

815.0575

815.5704

¥ (m) |318.00 | - (380.00 321,023 318.411 318,047 | 318.005 113.000 | 318.000
g\ I | I 1 1
| | __
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| il !
i | . | :
. | _ M _
I | | i
y 25.00 - 80.08 26.4550 |25.3832 | 22,0782 | 2%.009 {25,001 | 25.0001 :
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5.2 SENSTTIVITY ANALYSIS

Fom praci ical application a designer should be able to know
how the rosponse quantities vary with changes in the design
wa;?ublvu. This sensitivity analysis will help manipulating
Lhe variables to guit some specific requirements. Furthermore
in some cuses the results obtained may have to be rounded off
Lrom the optimization procedure to the nearest practical
values. Therefore a sensitivity analysis of the behaviour
quantities is conducted about the final optimum design point.
'he progr. m flow chart is shown in fig 5.15. And the computer
vrogram with an output is shown in the Appendix . Figure 5.1~
“.14 show off-design charts from the sensitivity tests.
Tables (5.4-5.6) shows a summary of the results in tabular
form.

The sensitivity analysis is performed by gradually changing
design variables and the function variation noted. This can be
done by calculating the derivative of the functions with
respect to the design variables (the gradient), which
represent and characterize the trends of the functior
variation when design variables are changing. The structural
response parameters (stress defleétion and buckling loads)
caused by external lcocading, are generally implicit functions
of the decign variables:there are no linear relations between
responscs and design variables. Because of this complication

Che conventional tool for calculating the function derivatives
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by the finite difference technique is most of the time usec.
This information can simply be obtained by calling the routire
GRADT which perform the function derivative computation usirg
the finite deference method or by changing each variable
gradually and reanalysing the whole problem. For the work
presented the latter method was used because of convenience
and simplicity. A program was designed which performed tle
test by keeping all other variables constant only varying tle
desired one from -50 to +50% and the percentage change in the
functions studied. Bach evaluation cof the functions required
a completely new analysis of the structure.

Detailed instruction on the required format for the input
data for the two programs is given in the Appendix 1 and 2

Discussion of the results follows.
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PERCENTAGE PERCENTAGE CHANGE IN BEHAVIOUR QUANTITIES
CHANGE IN S ——
DESIGN VARIABLES
f(x) Oy o 3, P
(INITIAL VALUES) (7.79) (-0.14) (13.72) ( 2.06) (3758.7)
1 2 3 4 5 6
X,(318.67) +50 -41.77 -160.64 0.00 14.00 -48.68
-50 21 .77 545,18 0.00 -149.14 48.68
X,(4444.83)+50 -10.04 63.32 0.00 52.52 -169.28
‘ ~50 10.04 -63.97 0.00 -723.96 84.48
X;(87.65) +50 -41.77 -155.44 0.00 -8.85 -22.50
-50 41.77 773.94 0.00 -92.18 -22.45
X;(30.19) +50 -6.08 141.33  0.00 ~26.19 -21.52
-50 6.09 -140.37 0.00 -29.57 -18.88
X;(31.48) +50 -2.14 ~213:31 0.00 -27.86 -20.20
-50 2.15 639.92 0.00 -27.86 -20.20

TABLE 5.5 RECTANGULAR

= [ ——— e ————

SECTION PARAMETRIC STUDY RESULTS

—— —

PERCENTAGE

PERCENTAGE CHANGE IN BEHAVIOUR QUANTITIES
CHANGE IN R R € - TR =
DESIGN VARIABLES
fixd o o, 8 Pc
(INITIAL VALUES)  (4.95) (-0.8999) (13.61) (19.96) (395.21)
1 2 3 4 5 6
X, (15.94) +50 48.15 0.002  0.00 -33.33  50.00
=50 -46.99 -0.01  0.00  100.00 ~-50.00
X,(269.40) +50 48.15 0.002  0.00 =70.37  237.50
-50 -46.99 -0.01  0.00  700.00 -87.50
X.(25.55) 450 3.30  0.002  0.00  0.00 0.00
) -2.14 0.00 0.00 0.00

~50

=0+




TABLE 5.6 CIRCULAR SECTION PARAMETRIC STUDY RESULTS

g ———

PERCENTAGE
CHANGE 1IN
DESIGN VARIABLES

-50

-234.01

f(x) o o,
(INITIAL VALUES) (5.90) (—0.50}
1 2 3 4
X1(318.00 +50 58.87 101.53 0.00
-50 -58.87 —461.83 0.00
x2{60.001 +50 31.10 ~-57.82 0.00
-50 -42.21 51.49 0.00
X3{25.00] +50 2.24 78.00 0.00
-2.24 0.00

5
-76.32
1669.92
-3.40
43.78

0.00
0.00

3 P
(18.85) (12.12) (B15.57)

6
322,23
~94.35
3.42
-30.45
0.00
0.00

PERCENTAGE CHANGE IN BEHAVIOUFR QUANTITIES
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I-section: Figure 5.1 shows that the optimum weight is
sensitive to the flange width and flange thickness and to some
extent affected by the web length and almost insensitive to
changes in the tendon wires.Figure 5.2 indicate that the
induced tensile stress is sensitive to the flange thickness,
flange length,number of tendon wires and to a lesser extent
to the web thickness and length. Figure 5.3 shows that the
maximum displacement is sensitive to changes in web length
flange length and width. Figure 5.4 indicate that the critical
load is sensitive to changes in flange length ,web length and

to a certain extent on the flange thickness.
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Cigﬁular tubular section: Figure.S.S shows the maximum weight
ig sengitive to a variation on overall thickness of section
and to o legger extent on changes 1n c¢ore thickness and almest
insensiltive to tendon wire change. Figure 5.6 shows that the
tengile gtrength is sensitive to overall thickness of tendon
wires and to a lesser extend to the tube thickness changes.
Figure 5.7 and 5.8 indicate that the changes in overzll
thickness of section causes a large displacement. A
significant increage is alsc shown when the tube thickness is
decreased.In both cases a gradual increase in the variables
reduces Lhe displacement very slightly until about 30% to 40%
when the deflection starts to increage. This interesting
behavicour shows that any attempt to increése the two variables
beyond this range will be uneconomical. Figure 5.9 and 5.10
show that the critical load is sensitive to variation in
overall thickness in the case of tube thickness more than 25%
increase reduces the critical load therefore it should not be

increage beyond 25% because it will be dangerous.
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Fig 5.6 VARIATION gp

&0

0

306 .

2%

- e
i o
= a

I da eme, Srewe 78T

e Ch
a
o




Q7

LRI B
1500 |-

1500

100 }
1200}

nee b

e

m
& el
| i §20
£
§

»

=1

£

b Jgo
s

"\\ TR S

~ ©o
e
B o
- e
¥ B .28 13 T ,;"If“‘"i-——':m T L Y Y 30
~ipg ] CMNAgE  in design serishie A e e R

Figs.7 VARIATION  OF  MAXIMUM DISPLACEMENT



08

(Sx)

in ditplacen ean

sags

L% kL 1 =) 15 -0 -15 16

1%

-24

2%

3%

- S R T L I T

e T S

*e Change in design  werishles

The change in displecement iy less

than 1% Jue ls $0% crange in X(3)

Fig5 @VARIATION OF  MAXIMUM DISPLACEMENT

(1] Ly
el

W



90

crities’ tage
N

% ion e

100 //

50 .

Yilhzvgr -

4
/
r"’
e ———p—— — . '
L LY g 1% il B ay a0 A 5 L] 15 FL R 'Y ] B w L4
-’AP
= S 56 Vc(henp " levign veriaMe
o
- -150
-1%0
b= i)
~ 20
-5
~Jag
-J5a

FigsSVARIATION  oF

S

CRITICAL LoAg



A - %(1)

Figs10 VARIATION  OF

100

15

-Lg

CRITICAL J' LOAD



41683°

101

Rectangular section: Figure 5.11 shows that the weight is
sengitive to the section depth D and breath B changes ard
almost insensitive to variation in tendon wires. Figure 5.2
shows thit the tensile stress is insensitive to changes in tlLe
scetion bhreath, depth and number of tendon wires. From this
regult it can be concluded that tapering will not cause any
significant change in flexural stress anywhere along the pole.
Figure .13 shows that the deflection is sensitive to

variation in breath and width of section and not sensitive to

changes in tendon wires. Figure 5.14 shows that the critical
load is sensitive to changes in depth and width of the
cti
WA, oyl

L L‘_
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From Fig 5.2 if the flange breath is increased by 30% the
stress will be reduced by 100%, this will take care of any
point along the changing cross section,and serve as a
correction to phase change in induced stresses.Essiens (3]
calculations showed that the cause of the phase change was due
to torsional moment. This moment which is constant along the
length of the pole causes increase in stress as the sectional
area reduces. Thus with a taper section it is expected that
the stress will increase as the section becomes smaller. ".,.
a constant cross section will be a better section although,
naturally, there will be an increase in seismic and wind
stresses but, for torsional resistance, the top must be as
strong as the base. Additionally adoption of a constant cross
section permits more effective use of prestressing and easier
connections" [25].

5.3 CONCLUSION AND FURTHER RESEARCH
From the results of this study several conclusions can be
stated.

1.The optimum weight of the I-section is approximately
the same as that computed by Essien [14].

2.The optimum cross-section in terms of material economy
is the rectangular section,

3.From the sensitivity analysis of the rectangular

section, induced tensile stresses on the system do not depend
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to some extent on variation of the cross-sectional
dimensions.Thus it can be concluded that gradual tapering of
this section will not have any appreciable stress increase as
the sectional area is reduced.

4. From the results shown in Tables 5.11-5.3, it can be
concluded that most of the constraints were active at the
optimum point for the three cases.

From this work and previous ones the areas that may
deserve further attention are: the effect of impact on the
pole i.e. does the pole fall on an automobile, does it snap
of f suddenly when overloaded,or does it fail gradually, with
large deformations and energy absorption? Another area is the
development of positive means of insuring against brittle
behaviour under impact. And the use of light weight concrete
to ease transportation [25]. Optimization formulation can be
made with the above recommendations. In the problems studied
( fig 5.4 - 5.6) none of the design variables had any effect
on the compressive stress, this could be due to the reason
that prestressing force was not considered as a design
variable, A further area of investigation can be an inclusion
of prestressing force as a variable. Also more shapes can be
studied so as to get the best. It will be noticed that dynamic
loading was not considered in the study because from
available literature it did not seem to be a critical load in
designing or choosing the size of the sections. Apart from

that "...compare with conventionally reinforced concrete,
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prestressing increases the crack resistance, rigidity, and
resistance to dynamic loads" [25]. And from Essiens work the
peosition of the frequency holes was not exactly at the point

of frequent failure of the poles, although close.
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R R E R R EE RS SRR T O S O O T S AR T N A U I
C PROGREAM FOR SOLVING NONLINEAR PROBLEMS-prof.s.s.Rao.
(OEE R I N S A AR A S A S R S U T U T O S A I U A S S S S SO G O R U S I O O )

THE PROGRAM UOLVED GENERAL NONLINEAR PROGAMMINGPROBLEMS OF THE TYPE:

( X1 )
( X2 }
Find X=( ywhich minimizes f(X)
( : )
( XN )
subject to EIRY<D, 321,85 00 5 0 M

The soluticon procedure is base on the interior penslty function methe

couple with the Davidon-Fletcher-Powell method of unconstrained mini
ion and cubic interpolation method of one-dimensional search. The
program contains UNON,ONEDIM, GRADT, and FTN as subroutines.

The following input data is required by the program:

PARAMETERS
AR H K A

ITLIM - maximum number of iterations permitted in any one unconstrai
minimization of philany number between N and ZN is reasonabl

MAXIN - maximum number of cubic interpolations permitted in any one
one-dimensional search(any number between 3 and 6 is reasons

MAXGRE - maximum number of gradient evaluations permitted in any one
one- dimensional search(any number between 5 and 6 18 reasons

N- number of design variables
M- number of constraints

MAXPI- maximum number of phi-function to be minimized(any number bLet
4 and & is reasonable

C - reduction factor for the penalty parameter(@.l is commonly used)

R - initial value of the penalty parameter Rk(if no better value is
available, a value of 1.8 can be used)

w

5 - convergence requirment in unconstrained minimizcation(@.201
reasonable; smaller value can be used for more accurate sol

EPSS - convergence requirement in cubie interpolation (@.001 is reas



lee; smaller value can be used for more acenrate solution)

STEPO - trial step length to be used in cubic interpolation(@.91 is
reasonahblea)

X(1) } ¢

X(2) } 4

: Y1-initial guess values of the design variable(X must be an ini
: } feasible point)

X(N)Y }

- The dimensions of the arrys X,XN,XOPFPT,GREAD,S,GRADN,Yand HY in the m:
program Lo be the number of design variables(N)
- The dimension of the arrys G and GG in the main program to be the m
of conastraints(M)
-The dimension of the arrys H,XMM and XNN in the main program to be (b
~Proper expressions to be given for the objective function(OBJ) and ti
constraints G(1),G(2),....,G(M) in the subroutine FTHN
THE FOLLOWING QUANTITIES ARE OUTPUTED:
R=zcurrent value of the penalty parameter
PF=value of the phi-funtion
OBJ=value of the objective function(f)
X(I)=values of the design variables
G(l)=values of the constraints
S(I)=components of the search direction
ITER=iteration number in the unconstrained minimization

STEPO=optimal step length in the current one-dimensional search

AR A A A AR A A A E AR A A A AR AR A AT R A AR AR A AR A h A R

aoaOacoaacaaocaaoaacacacacacoaoaacaoaaoaaao

PROGRAM NUMO(DFROB, SISECN, TAPES=DFROE, TAFE6=515ECN)
DIMENSION X(5),XN(5),XOPT(5),GRAD(5),5(5),GRADN(SL),Y(5),HY(5),
1G(9),GG(9) ,H(5,5) ,XMM(5,5),XNN(5H,5)
COMMON /COUNT /NFUN, NGRAD
COMMON/MITER/ITLIM
COMMON /CONVER/MAXIN, MAXGR
NFUN=¢
NGRAD=¢
ITLIM=13
MAXIN=5
MAXGR=3
DATA N,M,MAXPI,C,R,EFS,EPS5,5TEFO
' 1/5,9,6,0.1,1.8,0.001,9.001,1.0/
X{1)=318.62319
X(2)=444.81157
X(3)=87.479513
X(4)=33.670084



X(5)=30. 80859Y
K=1

30 CALL UNCON(N,M,R,EPS,EPSS,STEFO,X, XN, XOPT,H,GRAD, S, GRADN, Y, HY, XMM,
LXNN,G,GG,F,0BJ, 1)
IF(K.EQ.MAXPI)GO TO 20
R=C*R

" DO 1@ 1=1,N

10 X(1)=XOFT(1)
K=K+1
GO TO 30

20 STOP
END

SUBROUTINE UNCON(N,M,R,EPS,EPSS,83TEFO, ¥, XN, XOFPT,H,GRAD, 5, GRADN,
1Y,HY, XMM, XNN,G,GG,F,0OBJ, I1)
C For implementing the Davidon-Fletcher-Fowell method of
C unconstrained minimization
COMMON /COUNT /NFUN, NGEAD
COMMON/MITER/ITLIM
COMMON /CONVER/MAXIN, MAXGE
DIMENSION X(N),XOPT(N),H(N,N),GRAD(N),5(N),GRADN(N),Y(N),HY(N),
1XN(N),G(M),GG(M), XMM(N,N), XNN(N,N)
DO 14 1=1,N
DO 1@ J=1,N
19 H(1,J)=0.0
DO 2@ 1=1,N
20 H(I,I)=1.08
. Tr=%
CALL FTN(G,X,F,0OBJ,N,M,R)
CALL GRADT(X,GG,N,M,R,GRAD, F)
WRITE(6,111)R,F,0OBJ
111 FORMAT(//,8X, "STARTING VALUES FOR UNCONSTRAINED MINIMIZATION®
1,/7.8%X,"R=",E12.86,8¥, "PF=",E15.8,2X,"0BJ=",E15.8B)
WRITE(6,112)(X(1),1I=1,N)
112 FORMAT(11H X(1) ARE,/,2X,3E15.8,/,2X,3E15.8)
' WRITE(6,113)(G(I1),I=1,M)
113 FOCRMAT(11H G(I1) ARE, /,2X,3E15.8,/,2X,3E15.8,/,2X,3E15.8)
160 DO 30 1=1,N
S(1)=0.0
DO 3@ ;]:J..N
30 S(I)=5(1)+H(I,J)*GRAD(J)
DO 49 1=1,N
40 B8(1)=-8(I)
SUM=0.0
DO 1 I=1,N
1 SUM=BUM+S( [ )#42
SUM=8QRT(S5UM)
DO 2 I=1,N
2 S(I)=8(1)/ABS(SUM)
. CALL ONEDIM(N,M,R,EPSS,STEPO, SLAMDA,X,XN,S,F,FN,OBJ,GRAD, GRADN, G,
1GG)
DO 5@ I=1,N
50 X(1)=X(T)+SLAMDA*5(1)
WRITE(6,114)1I1, STEFO,FN,OBJ,NFUN, NGRAD
114 FORMAT(/,8X, "ITER=",183,2X, "STEPO=",E12.5,/,8X,"PF=",EKE12 .5, 2X,



1"OBJ=",E12.5,2X, "NFUN=",15,2X, "NGRAD=",15)
12

WRITK(E, 112y XN(]),1-1,N)
WRITE(6,113)(G(I),1=1,M)
SUM=0.0

DO 6@ I=1,N

62 SUM=5UM+GRADN (T ) ¥+2
A SUM=8QRT (5UM)
IF(SUM.LT.EPS)GO TO 110
IF(1I1.EQ.ITLIM)GO TO 119
DO 76 I=1,N
70 Y(I)=GRADN(I)-GRAD(I)
DEN=@2.9
DO 3 I=1,N
3 DEN=DEN+S(I)*Y(I)
FAC=5LAMDA /DEN
DO 5 I=1,N

F

=
o
©
<y
1

-

(1)+5(J)*FAC

Ll
i

-

b wil ALl T A Zmn=

JYH(T,J)*Y(J)

6 XNN(I, Y(I)4HY(K)
DEN=@.2
DO 7 J=1,N

7 DEN=DEN+Y (J)*HY (J)
DO 8 I=1,N
DO 8 J=1,N

8 XNN(I,J)
DO 8@

o H(I,J)

3T H(I,J)

o
o
w
o]
—
"
—
=z

38 H(I,I1)=1.9
39  CONTINUE
11=11+1
F=FN
DO 99 I=1,N
99  GRAD(I)=GRADN(I)
GO TO 102
119 DO 120 I=1,N
128 XOPT(I)=X(I)
RETURN
_END

SUBROUTINE ONEDIM(N,M,R,EPSS,5TEFO, SLAMDA, X, XN, S5, F, N, OBJ ,GRAD,
LGRADN, G, GG)
C For implement.ing the cubic interpolation method of onedimensional



Cc

191

10

49
20

21
22
41

30

119

160

120

search

COMMON /COUNT /NFUN , NGRAD
COMMON/CONVER/MAXIN, MAXGR
DIMENSTION X(N) , XM(N),S{N),GRAD(N), GRADN{N)Y,G(M),0G(M)
NNFUN=@

NNGRAD=@
WRITE(6,191)(5(1),1=1,N)
FORMAT(/,8X, "CUEBIC INTERPOLATION STARTS",/,8%,"S(1)=",4E12.4,/,
1(3X,4E12.4) )

SUM=P.0

DO 18 I=1,N
SUM=8UM+GRAD(T)*5(1)

A=0.0

FA=F

FAP=5UM

DO 28 I=1,N
XN(I)=X(1)+STEPO%S(1I)

CALL FTN(G,XN,FN,OBJ,N,M,R)
NNFUN=NNFUN*1

po 21 J=1,M
IF(G(J) . GE.&.)G0O TO 22
CONTINUE

GO TO 41

STEPO=STEPO*®.9

GO TO 4@

CONTINUE

CALL GRADT(XN,GG,N,M,R,GRADN, FN)
NNGRAD=NNGRAD+1

SUM=0.0

DO 30 I=1,N
SUM=SUM+GRADN(T)*8(1)

FB=FN :

FBP=5UM

IF(FBP.GT. . 4)GO TO 114
FA=FB

FAP=FEF

A=STEPO

STEPO=STEPO#1.2

GO TO 49

11=0@

B=8TEFO

2=3.0*% (FA-FB)/(B-A)+FAP+FBP
QRQ=SQRT(Z2*Z-FAP*[FBP )
SLAMDA=A+(FAF+Z2+Q)*(B-A) /(FAP+FEP+2 .04 7)
IT=1T#%

DO 128 1=1,N
AN(1)=X(1)+SLAMDA*S(1)

CALL FTN(G,XN,FN,OBJ,N,M,R)
NNFUN=NNFUN+1

CALL GRADT(XN,GG,N,M,R,GRADN, FN)
NNGRAD=NNGRAD 1

SUM=0.0

SUM1=0.0@

SUM2:=1n.0

DO 138 I=1,N



SUM=BUM+GRADN(1)485(1)
SUM1=8UM1+GRADN(I)+*2

130 SUM2=BUM2+5( 1)+ 42
SUM1 =5SQRT (5UM1 )
SUMZ2=0QRT (SUM2)
CONV=AB3 (OUM/(SUM1 #353UM2) )
IF(CONV.LE.EFE3)GO TO 140
IF(11.GE.MAXIN}GO TO 14@
IF(SUM.GT.®.0)GO TO 158
A=SLAMDA
FA=FN
FAP=5UM
GO TO 169

150 B=SLAMDA
FB=FN
FBP=5UM
GO TO 160

140 STEPO=5LAMDA

172 RETURN

END

SUBROUTINE GRADT(X,GG,N,M,R,GRAD,FI)
C For evaluating the gradient of the phi-function using forward
Cc finite difference method

DIMENSION X(N),GRAD(N),GG(M)

COMMON /COUNT /NFUN , NGRAD

NGRAD=NGRAD+1

bo 12 I=1,N

XIP=X(1)

X(1)=1.014X1FP

IF(XIP.LE.D.1}X(1}=X1P+0.05

CALL FTN(GG,X,FBP,0BJ1,N,M,K)

X(L)=XIP

GRAD(I)=(FEF-FF)/(92.91%X(1))

IF(X(1).LE.@.1) GRAD(I)=(FBP-FF)/0.05
12 CONT INUK

RETURN

END

SUBROUTINE FTN(G,X,F,O0BJ,N,M,R)

C For providing the values of phi-,f, and gj, Jj=1,2,...m
C corresponding to any desing vector X
DIMENSION X(N),G(M)
COMMON /COUNT /HFUN, NGRAD
NFUN=NFUN+ 1
C OBJ=X(1)#43-6.@*X(1)**¥2+11 . @4X(1)+X(3)
C GIL)=X(1)+#*2+X(2)*%%2-X(3)*%2
C G(2)=4.8-X(1)442-X(2)*%k2-X(3)*%2
C G(3)=X(3)-5.0
C G(4)=-X(1)
C G{5)=-X(2)
c G(B8)=—-X(3)
C F=0BJ
Cc Do 12 I=-1,M
Cl@ F=F-R/G(1)



olele
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RETURN
END

OMT=0.18E+08
OMO=@. 1hE+p8
ONA=¢ . 6OE+(14
PA =0.90F+23
W =0.27E+24
-Dection equations
= (24X (3)HX(4)+2*X(1)XRX(3)+X(2)*X(4) ) * (BHOMT*X (1))

1"

= (~24X(3)*X(4)+24X(1)%X(3)+X(2)%X(4) )+ (3%0MO+X(4))

I

A

B

C

D = (Z15604X(56) )4 (2¥X(1IAX(3) 3+ X(2)4X(4)44T3-2¢X(3)1X(4)+43)
E = OMT*¥64X(1)

T = @.198E+24(X(2¥*X(4)*¥3-2*%X(3)*X(4)¥x3+2%X(3)*X(1)%43)

Y = 3A0MO4X(4)

H = @.198E+24 (24X (1) XX (3)%*k3+X (214X (4)#*3-24X(3)4X(4)443)
O = 21560%¥(5H) .

U= @, 198E+2+%(-2%X(3)¥X{4)+2xX(1)34X(33+X( 234X (4))

Q = (29.14PA+11 54AW)*4287.5#12

V o= X(1)#X(2)4¥%3-{X(1)-X(4) )+ (X(2)-2+X(3))#%3

5

]

1.678R-44(X(2)#X(2) %43~ (X(1)-X(4) )4 (X(Z)-E¥X(3))+43)

OBJ=-@.23184X(3)*X(4)+0.23184X(1)#*X(3)+0.1156894X(2)+X(4)
/H10 . 6644X(5)
G(1)=A/B+C/D-1
G(2)=E/T+Y/H+O/U~1
G(3)=Q/V-1
G(4)=0NA/5-1
G(5)=218/X(1)-1
G(6)=300/X(2)-1
G(7)=40/X(3)-1
G(8)=38/X(4)-1
G(8)=30/X(5)-1

e

mun s

0

ular section equations

(324X (1 )X (2)-32%X(2)%*2) % (OMT+X (1) +OMO+X(2))
215604 x(3)4(x(1)**4-(x(1)-24x(2))+r4)
P.514+¥0OMTHX (1}

X(1)4%4-(X(1)-2%X(2))*%4

@.514v0MOMX(2)

X(1)444-(X(1)-2%X(2))%%4

HEoOd>Q

(2156045 (5 ) ) (X{2)#X(4)k43-24X ()N (4) A4+ X ()X (1)443)



D.3466X (D)

B = X(2)¢(X(1)-X(2))

O = (29.1%PA+11.5%W)*42B7.5%56

U = 224X(2)#(X(1)-X(2))*%3

Q = 7.910E-4+X(2)%(X(1)-X(2))**3

OBJ=0.3641824X(1)4X(2)-D.3641823X (21442410, 56844%(1)
G(l)=A¢B-1

G(2)=C/D+E/T+Y/H 1

G(3)=0/0U-1

G(4)=0ONA/Q-1

G(5)=318/X({1)-1

G(8)=68/%(2Z)-1

G(7)=25/X(3)1

Rectangular section equations
A = @.278E-5%0OMT
B = X(2)*+2%X(3)
WRITE(6,119)B
112 FORMAT(/,2X,"B",HE12.4)
C = @A.139E-£+CMO
D = X(1)#x2%X(3)
WRITE(H,120)D
128 FORMAT(/,2X,"D",E12.4)
E = @.303%0OMT
T = X(1)14X(2)443
WRITE (6, 130T
FORMAT(/, 2X,"T",K12.4)
Y = 6.152+«0M0
H = X(2)X{1)%43
WRITE(6, 148)H
148 FORMAT(/,2X, "H",E12.4)
0 @, 1089E+4+X(3)
U X(1)y*X(2)
Q =(29.1*PA+11. KxW)*4287.5%12
V = X{1Y4X(2)+x3
WRITE(6, 1LV
Cl5@ FORMAT(/,ZX,"V",E12.4)

[
Lo
=

Hon

cagQoQaoQaoaoaaoaoaaaoaaaaaoaaoaoaaoaaaaaQQaaaa

C S = 1.67BE-4#X{1)*X(2)*%%*3
G WRITE(6, 16¢)0

Cl6@ FORMAT(/,2X,"5",E12.4)

C OBJ=¢.116024X(1)*X(2)+10.564+X(3)
C G(1)=A/B+C/D-1

C G(2)=E/T+Y/H+O/U0-1

C G(3)=Q/V-1

C G(4)=0NA/5-1

Cc G(5)=150/X(1)-1

C G{B)Y=238/X(2)~1

Cc G(T)=25/X(3)-1

F=0BJ
) DO 1@ I=1,M
14 F=F-R/G(1)
RETURN
END
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STARTING VALUES FOR UNCONSTRAINED MINIMIZATION

R= | 100G0E+@B1  PF= . 12489381E+@5 OBJ= |, 12476304E+05
X(I) AKE,

LADBVBOPVEA GBS L 3ENOOPOBOE+A3 | 36000RGE+DZ

G(I) ARE,

-.908998ZLZE+0 - 62536328E400 - . 77104000E+ 0@
=. 99722007818 -~ LOOOOODOE+AG . 342857 14E v
~. 30555556 L1000

CUBIC INTERFOLATION STARTS
S(L)= ~-.7452E+0@8 - . 6385E+QP@ -, 1921E+Q0

ITER= 1 STEPO= .(55810E+02
PF= L, 9T7TZ71E+¥4 OBJ= .96252E+@04 NFUN= 133

NGRAD= 32
X(1) ARE,
.2584@895E+13 . 31436297TE+@3 . 25278973E+Q2
G(I) ARE,
~.9989B7TBZE+00 - 660V B4PE+OD - . 6331544 1E+0@
=, 009554592E+¥0B - .410852476E4+020 -,  26836166E+18
-.11836575HBK-A1
CUBIC INTERFOLATION STARTS
S(I)= ~.THOBE+DB -.6496E+¥0 - 3201E-©1
ITER= 2 BTEPO= .14621E+41
FF= .86763E+04 OBJ= .95564E+04 NFUN= 175 NGRAD= 38
X(1) ARE,
L25T29834E+3 | 31341319E+@3 ,256232175E+22
G(I) ARE,

-.9999B8733E+0¥ - .65814031E+@0 - .62821128E+0¢

~.99548001E+20 -, 41TV1016E+20 - . 26614448E+00D
-.92015406L-92

CUBIC INTERPOLATION STARTS

SlL)= L THBIE+3 - . B518E+R2@ -.83B1E-9U
ITER= 3 OTEPO: |[2266H4E+92
PF= .91500E+p4 OBJ= .85HEZHTE+04 NFUN= 263 NGRAD= 61
X(I) ARE,
L24P011932E4+03 L 2a98B84727E+03 L 2h90423 148402
G(I) ARE,

~.99996316E+929) - .61830428E+0@ -, b395LLAZ3E+0W
~.99440942E+00 - . 3T7H31058E+00 - . Z2Z298607TOE+O0
-, 1689T7X0E -B2

-

CURIC INTERFOLATION STARTS
S(I)= -.1712E-@#1 -,1374E-01 . 9998E+2

ITER= 4 COTEFO= .15581E+@1
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SENSTITIVITY ANALYSIS

PROGRAM TO DETERMINE HOW DENSGITIVE THE BEHAVIOR
QUANTITIES ARE To CHANGES IN DESGN VARIABLES
FOR CONCRETE TRANSMISSION POLES. (Msc thesis)

By UGA,L.W.(1991)
Dept.,of civil engg.A.B.U. Zaria

THE ANALYSIG IS5 CONDUCTED AT THE FINAL OPTIMUM POINT

FPROGRAM SENS(ALBU,QUTPUT, TAPEL=ALBU, TAFPES=QUTIUT)
DIMENGION X(5L),G(5H)

COMMON OMT, OMO, ONA,PA,W

X(1)=318.685

X(2)=444.83

X(3)=BT.645

X(4)=31.1688 .
X(5)=31.478 44685
OBJ=7749.7

OMT=@.18E +@8

OMO=@, 15K+U8

ONA=( . DL +(14

PA=0. 90E+©35

W=@.27TE+24

GN=-¢. 499993575

CALL BEQUAN(GC,GD,GB)

WRITE(6, 11)0BJ,GN,GC,GD,GB

FORMAT(8X, "OFTIMUM DESIGN POINT", //,14X, "0OFT.WT=",E15.8, /, 14X,
/"TENSILE STHESS=",E15.8, /,14X, "COMP.STRESS=",E15.8, /, 14X,
/UDEFLEXION-",K156.8, /,14X, "BUCKLING LOAD=",K15.8)

DO 3@ K=-50@,51,b

VA (1+K40.01)4X(5)
(2%X(1)*X(3)-2%X(3)*¥X(4)+X(2)*¥X(4))*(B6FOMTHX(1))
(215604VA)Y K (X(2)*%X(4)**3-2kX (3 )*X(4)xx3+24X(3)+X(1)%*3)
{(=24X(3)4X(4)+2%¥X (1) *X(3)+X(2)%X(4) ) *(340MO*+X(4))
(21560%VAY A (2kX (1) XX (3)kkI+X(2) kX (A)x¥3-24X(3)4X(4)%%3)
OMTHE*X (1)
ALIGBE+2¢ (X(2)%X(4)xA3 -2 X (314X (4 ) x3+2¥X (314X (1)*%3)
JPOMOEX(4)
Q. 198F+24 (2K (1) ¥X(3)#3+X(2)*X(4 )% %3-2+X(3)¥X(4)+43)
215604 VA
B.19BE+2%(-24X(3)*¥X(4)+24X (1 )YAX(3)+X(2)*¥X(4))
(29.1+PA1+11,.54W)*4287 . 6%12
X{(1)4X(2)423-(X(1)-X(4))4(X(2)-2#X(3))*4£3
1.87TBE-4%(X(1)%X(2)%*3-(X(1)-X(4))#(X(2)-2*X(3))%*3)
VOBJI=0OBJ~({-1.2318%X(3)¥X(4)+0.2318*X(1)¥X(3)+¢. 11b94+4X(2)%X(4)
/1. 5684+VA)

G(1)=GN-(A/B+C/D-1)

G(2)=GC-(E/T+Y/H+0O/U0)

G(3)=GD-(Q/V)

G(4)=GB-5

CALCULATION OF PERCENTAGE CHANGE

FOBJ = (VORJ /ORJ ) ¥ (-13d)

PT=(G(1)/GN)+10¢

N<pCoI<—ESmlpQw>

oo W 1o B o n



PC=(G(2)/GC)*x(-10)
FD=(G(3)/GD)4(-1¥1)
FB=(G(4)/GB)*(-10)
WRITE(6,25H)K
WRITE(6, 20)10BJ, P'T, ¥, FD, PB
20 FORMAT(//,2X,"PERCENTAGE CHANGE IN BEHAVIOR QUANTITIES",//,
¥ 2X,"WEIGHT. ", 2X, "TENGILE ST.".,2X,"COMF.5T. ",
/X, "DEFLEXION., *; 2X, "BUCKLING LD.",/(2X,6K8.3))
25 FORMAT( //, 2X, "PERCENTAGE COMPUTED FOR", /{2X,513))
34 CONTINUE
STOFP
END

SUBROUTINE BEQUAN(GC,GD,GB)
DIMENSION X(5),G(5)

COMMON OMT,OMO,ONA,FPA,W
X(1)=318.665

X(2)=444.83

X(3)=87.645

X{(4)=30.1888

X(53=31.478

E = OMT*#64X(1)

T = @.198E424(X(2)*¥X(4)*%3-2%X (3 )4 X(4)¥*3+24X(3)*X(1)%%3)
Y = 3*¥OMO+X (4}

H = @.198E4+24 (24X (1) *X(3)%%3+X(2)*X(4)**3-24X(3)*¥X(4)**3)
Q = 21560+4X(5)

0 = P.198E+2%(-2*X(3)*X(4)+2%X(1)*X(3)+X(2)*%X(4))

Q@ = (29.14+PA+11.5+W)*4287.5%12

Vo= X{(1)*X(2)#%3-(X(1)-X(4))}*(X(2)-2*%X(3))#%*3

o -

1.6TBE~-4% (X (1) *X(2)%%x3-(X(1)-X(4) ) *(X(2)-2%X(3))+%5)
GC=E/T+Y/H+0O/U
aD=Q/V
GB=5
‘ RETURN
END



TYP1 TAl SRES s

-
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'3 0 1 TEBF02
DEFLEXION= .20565511E+01

BUCKLING LOAD= .37586598BE+07

PERCENTAGE CUMI'UTED FOR
5
PERCENTAGE CHANGE 1IN BEHAVIOR QUANTITIES
WEIGHT TENSIL 57 COMP.5T. DEFLEXICHN
. 1786 =23:639 J.000 -21.923 -4.868

PERCENTAGE COMPUTED FOR

10

PERCENTAGE CHANGE IN BEHAVIOR QUANTITIES

WEIGHT TENSIL =T COMP.ST. DEFLEXION
=8.353 —44.931 0.000 -16.51% -9.726

PERCENTAGE COMPUTED FOF
15

PERCENTAGE CHAUZCE 1M BEHAVIOR QUANTITIES
WEIGHT TENZIL ST COMP.ST. DEFLEXICN

~32.530 —64,207 0,000 -11.565 -14.604

PERCENTACE COMPUTED FOK
20

PERCENTAGE CHMUGE IN PZHAVIOR QUANTITIES
WEIGHT TENSIL 27 COMP.ST. DEFLEXION
=18 T8V =8 o727 0,000 =7.020 -19,472

PERCENTAGE COMPUTED FOR

a5

PERCENTAGE CHANGE IN BEHAVIOR QUANTITIES

LA VWD ; A RS TR L T )

BUCELING

BUCKLING

BUCKLING

BUCKLING

(=L §



WEIGHT TENSIL ST COMP.ST. DEFLEXTON
-20.884 -97.746 0.000 -2.,830 -24.340

PERCENTAGE COMPUTED FOR
30
PERCENTAGE CHANGE Il BEHAVIOR QUANTITIES
WEIGHT TENSIL ST COMP.ST. DEFLEXION
-25:,061-112.423 0.000 1.04% -29.208

PERCENTAGE COMPUTED FOR
35
PERCENTAGE CHANGE 1IN PEHAVIOR QUANTITIES
WEIGHT TENSIL ST COMP.ST. DEFLEXION
~29.,238~-125.926 £.000 4.637 ~34.076

PERCENTAGE COIMFUTED FCR
40
PERCENTAGE CHAMNGE IN BEHAVIOR QUANTITIES
WEIGHT TENSIL ST COMP.ST. DEFLEXION
-33,415~-138. 289 0,000 7.979 -27,944

PERCENTAGE COMPUTED FOR
45
PERCENTAGE CHANGE TH BEHAVIOR QUANTITIES
WEIGHT TENSIL ST COMP.ST. DEFLEXION
-37.%592~-149.928 0.000 11.093 -43.812

PERCENTAGE COMPUTED FOR
50
PERCENTAGE CHAMNGE II! BEHAVIOR QUANTITIES

WEIGHT TENSTL ST COMP.ST. DEFLEXION
-41,769-160.€641" 0.000 14,0049 -48.680

BUCKLING &7

BUCKLING ST

BUCKLING ST

BUCFKLING =7

BUCKLING ST

BUCKLING ST
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" Specified characteristic strengths of prestressing wire

Nowioold size

Specified characteristic

Moniinal cross-sectional

steength A fe b e
kN mm?
6.4 314
10.3 55
12.2 o i
14.3 8.3
21.7 12.6
25.7 15.9
0.8 19.6
60.4 5.5

Specified characteristic strengths of prestressing strand

Sumiber of wires

Numinal sive

Specified characteristic

Nominal cross-sectional

strength A,y fo arex A,,

mim kN mm?

& 6.4 415 24.5

19 (5.0 7.4

9.3 95.5 32.3

10.9 125 71.0

12.5 165 94.2

15.2 2217 138.7
19 3. S 370 219
' 25.4 659 ’ 43
28.6 821 4 535
318 979 660

Specified characteristic strengths of prestressing bars

Nominal size

Specifie ! characteristic

Mominal cross-sectional

Siremath oo foa area A,,
min kN mm!
20 325 34
22 375 350
2 <00 491 )
25 625 615
.33 8§00 504
} 950 961
Wl 1250 1257




PENDIX 6

S e s ATEATIT ™ MV e T
Al FACTCR AND ALLOYVARLL & e e

- SUAVE FACTOR E) -
i P A S oy s 1. =
A CwnAR N Y case ¥z sirberaee enos

Wikdes. (i o | wvnit by
Vammtant dismoss ssa b, iy, ty
Varylng dopd o

Bearhilng wiassl bogtownta’ ania

F=23itle

=¥ T Cnewd o nestion
st - Comstast dmnneions b, 1., ]
| ’_f 1 Varstug degils o
Tl Sk lling mhmond b fnomtal asle
=

"ellwla

' I S, reclangular seciion
|
!

- Conatant width b
. i Vasping dopth o
L o b ling bt by emial ante

SOVOT DNITEOOE

Tt ek, pevlanguist o tion
| I » Crastanl wilth b
o

Varying depih &
P blbng alosnt vogibonl anis

~
1 i [ Eywn - wwls soetton b
- Frmatanl dimenel we b, L1 .
: | Yarying dupth d LR COLUMN, FIALO-3UEE ¥ 500
[ Wl e iliing whevwt hos iuvnis | anis -
Tomer sontion
Frmalad aress v rutratsl nesr sotiere
Vo jhig diseamalony s}

Snellel, wiveniar section
Verjlig dismatar o

Tsdlel, wprnne wirtiom

I o

Allowable compressive stresses at transfer

[

Nature o0 ste0 o distrihutlon Allowable compressive siresses fct
Triaavelar or near thangular distzibution of prestress 0.5

Uniform or near uniform distribution of prestress 0.ar,

Tabli 32, Comipressive stresses in concrete for serviceability limit states

Natuge ol Joading Allowalile compressive stresses fce

Desivn load in bending 0.3, )
Inn continusus beants and vther statically
delerminaie sirucie-2¢ this may be merea<d 1o
OAS , with e rar2e o support moments

Presign foa ! e <lucct compression 028, .

FETE L o s et e £ RS TR TR T
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PROPERTIES OF CONDUCTORS

|
|
!

Number Diameter of Overall diameter Strength Weight
of wite of cenducior
strands mm in mm in N -] kg/m  Ibify
3 264 0104 569 022 5900 1550 0.149 01
3 274 0108 991 0733 18,900 4,250 0446 03
n 7 366 0152 1.7 D4s. 22200  7.240 0.7¢4 05
ocppet 7 |__457 0180 | 137  o0sa 44,100 9,920 184 07
T 77T 5i& T oida 155 861 55,650 12.510 133 09
g 19 366  0.144 183 072 77,300 17.380 1789 12
&
=
i 7 239 0094 711 028 8.400 2.115 0.104 007
g . 7 409 0161 122 048 25.300  5.650 0312 021
o a
5 | Steel-cored 54 5284 (0.2084 p
3 aluminiym 75 1.755 |0.063S 157 062 40,550 9,120 0.4%81 033
Fy -G 37 279 0110 196 077 7.200 17.350 0331 05
A=oluminium) | 35 318 0125 224 03 8300 22.100 109 07
37 3.71 0.148 254 1.09 130.20 23.270 _ 1.45 0.98
_ -
3 335 0132 737 029 4.350 875 | 0073 00%
7 .78  0.143 114 045 12,809 2390 | 0223 015
o 7 480 0193 147 053 <0.320 <579 l 0.357 0.24
Aluminium 19 353 0132 78 070 23800 6620 |  oscs 0 a4
19 399 0157 201 o7 31000 2310 | 0635 o0.a¢
19 465 0.183 234 032 43800 10920 | 0833 (060

|




Cantilevers beams

AVPENDEXY ©

Total lgad on cantilever - - £, Lenath of cantilevor = 1,
Reaction ol A movimmm stooaing oo F.
Hending momment st A (tahlasted e ealculatid contlicient 4,) % F x /.
Bending momoent a1 U+« zet0
. Fi?
Maximum detlection al B = (tabulated er caleulated coefficient a,) X 1
) Totat (Bending-moment
Loading lvad F leoeflicient &, Dellection cocllicient 2,
1
-1.0 3
A3
q?
~Q e -
g 3= “
j 1 . 1 . |
—- * - |
* 2 4 B
“
.M 1 1
2 w 1An._.m& wmhlnuu._.;un?.rmnuu.v._ ¢ BT 427 -1
]
c 1
1 1 m
wi/f -3 15 f
a =2 _
wal - - - ) ]
. 3 go @ __
p 2 1 !
"W - s
3 EO {
a | . N
wrtf - T "3 i3 [22 =103 | =2)
“ 1 7 .
Oy _— W “1Im
1 .
1 11
wlh | -3 za f
£ -



