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Abstract: In order to improve the dynamic response characteristics of the hydraulic servo valve, a
multi-objective optimization study is conducted on the spool structure of the hydraulic servo
valve. A mathematical model between the structural parameters of the spool and the force acting
on the spool 1is established. The multi-objective optimization problem of the dynamic
characteristics of the spool is described mathematically with the overshoot, number of oscillations
and rise time of the spool as the optimization objectives and the structural parameters of the spool
as the design variables. Two multi-objective evolutionary algorithms, namely NSGA-II and
SPEA2, are employed in combination with Simulink to optimize the spool. The performances of
these two multi-objective evolutionary algorithms are evaluated and the optimal design parameters
for the spool are determined. CFD and Simulink simulation are employed to verify the
optimization. The results show that when the inlet pressure of the servo valve is set at 7 MPa, 14
MPa and 21 MPa, the steady-state flow force acting on the optimized spool decreases by 37.10%,
34.39% , and 30.53% compared with unoptimized spool. The optimized rise time is reduced by

an average of 3.77 ms and improved by an average of 61.74%. The optimized overshoot is
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improved by an average of 9. 41%.
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Fig. 1 Schematic diagram of Moog D792 series servo valve

main stage

1.2 BEitHES

T AE T A3 A 8 R P I B 43 S RS T X
BB 2 fR AR R AP A B DR BRI
AT K ZE MR AT 10 30t A X038 7 A 3k i 1
R, B 20V Voa 50550 A K R
R BE U R U AR

A ) M R A o AR A R TE RS B ) B
TS Fo LS e G B) F. i 8hJ1 Fr, F. 43

7
| —~ ]
20000077 7)

K2 it X apmER

Fig. 2 Schematic diagram of control chamber

http: // zkxb. xjtu. edu. cn

AR S Fi MBEEER S P Fr B RS
71 F. MBESWE 1 Foo R SCHHE S 25 T 1 N
PRAS T TR 45 A B3t

Fi i B RS 51E  la 7E RS R BeE
Y5 M 0] A R REAR Foo F RS A az Bl 5 N SR
L RERS RS E WA S S TERE . IR H By AT ol
RN FeF LA BJEE L FF, 7838 2 B i #
LA

XEF AL 2 AT A AT A
DX 35 P A R A R B AR Sl 1 Bl s

F, = pg(vicosa; — v, cosa;) (1)

g = CA /Zﬁ—P 2)

Ko MM FE  kg/m’ 5 AR H R, m’/s50
R XA BE s m/s5 0, o O, m/
s;Cy UL B REG B T WK O AR IRES AR
T Cy L0695 A ST AL m® s Ap AT
Wi H 2 . Pa,

i@ BN RK NSRS
Foib—2FRmN

F, = 2CiA, Ap,cosa; — 2C5 A, Ap,cosa;  (3)

A = wax; A, = wa 4)
AP Ay AT TE A Ay Dy i R T
AR N RO TR AR A N RS R (R VA D AT A S i
ATRUA R AT X R B Ap 58 4243 A 76 715 i 1
b o FEARI AR A HOR ST RIS R AL A L TR
DO AR R Apy i TERE Ap, AT RIR N
Aj

ST m A
A 6

Ap, = AiiA

SRR Ve

WA X G pr e . 455 XD ERTE A
e RSl ) FooaRom
F, = 4Ci(w, Ap,cosa; — wy Apycosa)x (6)
i 3 gy Sy R E A AR oA A R TR
BRSNS FoATRIR
F,. =, fl,g)p% 7

ALy AT XA RS B BP gl B s
P # R A bt AB) R ES s L, i it &
DX BELE A BE S By 1 Hboes T 21 67 8% s 1 ol
BOA) R E] .

AR LoRRFE L, —L, . 4542 .«
(D BESWSh N Foon ik —2 3R




36 [ 7 . ]

K%

&

1% %56 &

F, = LCyw, vZphpr o (8)
M4 52 9153 A - B B s W R 7 #E oy
F, = M.&+F, +F, (9

AP Fo RS ISy, N Mo 18 BTt kes o«
MRS, mm,
BN T 5 E
By = LCyw, 20Ap1 (10
K = 4C} (w, Ap, cosa; — wy Apycosay)  (11)
MRG0 K AD) Wz g RS T ek — P 3%
Z,)|

MS.'Z"—FBfi”_’_Kf‘T:Fm (12)
W L% 2« IK BN ) F i A% 3 eR AT KR
X)) X, (s) 1

(13

F.(s) X (s) M.’ +Bis+ K,

2 gt 2 Hiriiie
2.1 BitEE

BT UL R A T R BT MRS R Bl )
F. MBS ENJ1 Fo ¥ H 452 0 /085 52 30 1 2l 25 )
IO7 o RIS P 245 A B A N R M) ML R DY AR AE T X
AT AR a0 ST A o BHEGEWMIRB WSS Fo. 1/
MR PR E K B L MBS sl 1 F .

AL M bl T T AR A
ar P oo MR UAEA L AN 3 BRI
G AB ORI AS S0 & PLUT 143 510
NI A A PR SN B A B SE T A B
S [V, S HE T Y A B e PLUT O SR
fil. RN AR TAE AB TR Y07 B S
BN E R e AB DRI B N I BT E 7 B 30K
PR R B e A B L,

FURHER

FROE

K3 i) s R

Fig. 3 Schematic diagram of the optimized spool

AL BT S R SRR AR A B AR X}
WL T B AR MR L, PLUT H AR RS 1Y
U A BE e DR B 07 B R E Y 1 s R
JEREL,

DTN B U s TR RS S W = B R ) A O
SR A AEAL L AR TE T 28 A7 B 1 I 3 07 1 24 08 5 R

http: // zkxb. xjtu. edu. cn

175 B E TR A — 2 S AR S W sl g n]

FoR N
F. = 41C(w, Apmos(%cot(DS_ed))—
sz;blcos<%+%cot<l£>> (14

55 F Cr12MoV 4, % i o 7. 85 X 10° kg/
m® , {1 6 AT DA Ak 5 RS i M
ZE LT oh e L Sk 35 B 0s 3h 2 bk
AT S8 H IR X 4 DS EE RN Z B
AL IS8 Wit S50 A Y5 B 3222 i
(1) 235 K4 5 B A5 40 T 05 O R LA S 3 o A i, 00T
SR AR N
2<h<6
J 2 <1< 11
1 1.2 <e< 11
1< L < 32.75

(15)

2.2 B

Xt ) — A~ AR G2 ik v 1 A0 3 JEE A 8 A
FARFE PG . AEAWETE U0 A3 72 b o e %4 i
V] L 4 R M IR ¥ OO N A TR fE] ¢ PR DR
FIbr e . EA Ik i it & g b, ok 3 A H s
R RIS 2 A/ i AT 0K P A9F 5 ) A I 1R 1 S 8

SRR IR U B/ MEZ BRI, H AR R
t
min{M (16)
N

AHFFE AR BRAS 5 15 0 K5 5 2 T RS
B %12 pK B 1T Simulink {7 5 LA 5 98 12 30
(1 (57 %% it 0 17 o X 2 8% W R AT B Ak B
AR 31 1R85 20 285 e o 1) 8] o ML 3R 35 0 NI L
FHEFE] 2,
2.3 ZHirMLLIRE

AT A 2 H bR B3k B2 IRAINE .
F]|L WIHLAE BT E R b le L BT R
PN BB LA B A9D e i B 9 0 P
TR 2 e AR T AR T I 1 PROR B AT S 4
PR ACAR s B U BE AL I AC AT Hh 32 4% 1 4> A 1A
7 bR B8 8 R 58 I R v AR R A SSC I
FE3 2 AT b BB R £ A A A AT
SC o AR 5 SUME SR R AULA1T 119 B €0 A 4 HEASE 400 — 3k
i 58 S 7 ACHEAT AR B AR P AN B B R
S| BTN THAE G AR AL 58




%1z

B 58 » 2 - 00 A7 A R 18 9 sl S R P 5 22 H AR Al 37

R DA R Ry rpocs ¥ 5 28 5 0 Oy Stk A7 748 S b B
]S HARRBUE A AR RS
hilie L SR RS 3 R A S 8UM By K
F Simulink 3R 32 150 3l 25 B 0 88 7 5 MR 5
UWEC N A ETEEFE ¢, £F 8 B bR R EE .
S/ 6 I NS AC: AR 2 H bR E A Y 5E R
JE 53 BE R & A B A AR 43 T AR 7 1) 365 7 B
T]T ORGSR OR A DR b AR b A A R T
IR EE .
]S KRN A YR E &k B Tk
FE MR E M2 R FRY s 2 BREE BB 3R 3.
Bl 4 R T I sh AR 2 HAR e i e

FERTSH T IRVERE N, FEHLAE AL
B R (b 1 e ) TERAIGHF R

AT EL MR

{81 FINSGA- 11 FSPEA2S JL {47
g, BRI R P LY
AMETF AR

(a) Z At AL iR

H Ar e e 5

WX 10) . (11, BERWTR (b 1, e L) iEAL
BRI ZE (M, By, Kp)

SimulinkffiE
1
.—' Mgs? + Bgs + K¢ it
MrEkfE =
e |

HARERE min{ BIFEM
%5 REN

l {Lﬂw@n

(b) H s bR B (B T 5 0 AR
H 4 WSZ B S B s w8 s R
Fig. 4 Flow chart of multi-objective optimization and

objective function calculation

TEAWEFE R 23 i 1T T Al 320 HE Py g8 % 3Rk

http: // zkxb. xjtu. edu. cn

NSGA- [l il FF Pareto #E{L & 1= SPEA2 5 Simu-
link GRSk, £ 154 T EFEHL
HAsfifb 57k 245, B 5 JB/R T Simulink f JLEE
A, oK Step By 4 By BR {5 5, Transfer Fen %
ek 7m i 00s 1 4% 328 2R 8, Output #5580 SR 48 I [A] -1
ILEAE

A1 % AAdERdck

Table 1 Multi-objective evolutionary algorithm parameter

table

E 2 Ve
2 UM 0.9
Ap S AR 0.1
HIEES i 80
PEALAR %L 300

1
NSRS

teik B A
& 5 Simulink {jj 2L 7

Fig. 5 Simulink simulation model

AR TP SR 153 o 22 B AR 6 4k 55 305 350 43 0
Simulink i 238 43 0 8 O B2 7 A0 Ak 25 SR 0 AT
W HERNRGETRBLRIEANT. RPN E
AR E A0 333 4 1 28 1k 2 R34 TR M A AR B GA
) 300 B 45 1k o b EF A AE eh AN A 1 3 N B AS P A
BUGE b R TR T LR, IR T
Simulink fj B #4 19 28 1k £ {1 1% & 0 05 B i () 5k
F) 10 s W45 1k 3 A () 352 AR DALk TSR i T
ZIRFIRE I AL X T 10 s AR X 5 R
FE WV 7 S HE A7 38 B AR ST DA A b 2o R
KX s T £,

2.4 fRUER

ALTEE % ] NSGA-11 . SPEA2 Wi fh 53k 5
Simulink FH 45 &, 43 51 5K % 48] Ml i 3= 18505 A8 £k 1)
Wi, & 6 &R Tl NSGA-1I . SPEA2 i fk 300
G - 7E H b o6 502 (8] RT3 Pareto ScRATHY .

Pareto Fif ¥ 1) 55 & AT LA 2 R PE GRS 4
X 56 B C 3K JLAS J5 TR PEAR RN EL A il
I Pareto ScARHTH 1 ASKF- B BE 25 D, KA Ky Pa-
reto B R ATV B9 ZHEMEE bR . AR R D,
K, Pareto S fL i 1) 2 FF M T

XiF T fe /M ) B, AR R S #k/R K Pareto H
CIRERIEN T o L SO S aE A S R AN GRS 7R




38 (LT 7 1 R N SO SO 14 9556 &
/\ ﬁﬁ%}c
s k2 Pareto JAH B M A
40r B Table 2 Pareto optimal frontier evaluation table
w L] L ]
35k °%4°
22 lL . Bk D, s c
= 3.01
- { Cele W NSGA-TT 0.149 1 0.036 5 0.012 5
H 2'0 1 SPEA?2 0.271 8 0.022 3 0
1.5
30
02 o3 ~ 20 /\
. 10 .
iy 0% 100 Xy@%mﬁ 15
N ' ot %1
(a)NSGA- [ Pareto {5 Hi it 4.0F
€35t
o o it %2
/\ ;;»;3 0 o it
S, 2 et it
L]
sof ¢ 2.0
Lo 0
B
=30f 0.6 20
30 oo & 0.8 A
5 1.0 0 £
ﬁ 2.5F k el Ly
2.0 K 7 25 Pareto Hi#T
1'8.2 40 Fig. 7 The Pareto frontier after clustering
0.4 06 20
Eﬁg 08 100 ﬁﬁl"fﬁl s o S e U
FAR A BT H bR R MR IR N
(b)SPEAZ Parcto Ji (LA THIE £, 6 0. BRI IR 4 S 5 A BT R R
6 NSGA-]I .SPEA2 31519 P SN N 5 N -
. f A Parcro fi fL A BB AT A9 Pareto ORAE. B8 O AR 1A
Fig. 6 Pareto frontier calculated by NSGA-]I and

SPEAZ2 algorithm

S R—A> M 4[], 58 i 22 H A 9F 1 58k 3k
131 Pareto LRI A K ARG . R4 1% Pare-
to FRALHT I AR S

k

M
S=>1]r»

XA b BB B S Pareto S L HT I Fp.o AN
Fpo AHXEL 55 CBU/NBGE . Fo #AXT T Fpo 1)
B C(Fpy  Fpo) € L Foo MAMEHRE Fpo b 2
A AR 55 3B SF-3ABL

2 2 JEIR T 8 ] NSGA-TI . SPEA2 % 43 51
RAFHY Pareto S L AT T PEAL 45 R . SPEA2 (4~
SRR RS D, e NSGA- 115 Kk, 3 W Ho e 1 2 ke
B HART S B/, i8] SPEA2 Pareto BT i
J 4T s 9F H SPEA2 Pareto B Vs A X 3% 8 C
b NSGA- I Pareto Fij ¥y B 4f, K. SPEA2 11y
Pareto Fij ¥ A0 X 51 4, B3t )7 2 ¥ A SPEA2 38 1%
(i) Pareto i k4% .

SPEA2 3131 Pareto s ALl 5 425 80 1~
P S % Pareto g {0 48 AT RIS HRAE . LU T
R R ERE. B/ 7 IR R LG Pareto

(17)

http: // zkxb. xjtu. edu. cn

SRS BRI TR 4, LIRS H0& h R 2.159 9
mm,/ 5 2.426 7 mm,e A 1.2 mm, L Jfy 32.47
mm, 8 B T AL TG 5 IR s B 45 44 X EE A

Ca) It Ak il 1t 7 2

(D) LAk 5 1Rt 7 72 A
B8 ARALTT AL AL fE I s = (]
Fig. 8 Schematic diagram of the spool before and after

optimization

9 HMHLER TR B EC hle L X
M .t B . (e AL ZE K S BUR Fr I e 2 AR
AR ZEAT T e 1) 45 0 2 RTE B B i R BRI
e A, BB E 20 D A SRR AR
F18 RS0 45 ) 25 52 AT 2 ) RS8R 38 B0 118 3l S e 1 7
Az 25 B R O LK R o X me e RE R
R PEAEAE S AR S 0V T, e DA — 2 [ i 3 21 H A




%1z

B 58 » 2 - 00 A7 A R 18 9 sl S R P 5 22 H AR Al 39

ARZSBEH b BRI R R L P ek R R E BT
WA LP LT . BLAh . BEE Lo L A3, L
BASRHEAR A A T — S8 5 I 9 AR Ak L X AR AL HE
i B HEAT 0 B A JEH R 2 & A BT 2
S [l oA i B AR 1 728 A K T MR L2 T DR A
WhFER M Z B AR L5 5 Simulink 5 H 247 70

Hr e s 21

A Ak 3 B b BT O A A s e A 3
MBI TR A A, 8 Al 2% R AH R B 4 A
G E AR 50 mm/s RN S A 2 1
E RSB SHM T A A 3.522 2 mm, [ R

—_— 2.60
\A' == B
3851 Tk —o— [ FHf i) $2.55
=
_l
h/mm
)BT Z B h X 8l 25 RE P48 A7 19 52 el
41.0 84
===
405 —o— LM ARyHa* 132
/** *-*
0.0 '*ak-*’* 3.0
- % z
< 395 / 28 5
ik / =
= 2 E
RO =
# 390 / 26 3
*
38.5¢/ 24
¢
38.0 ‘ 2.2
2 10 12
//mm
(D) BT Z0 L B 48 R VEFE AR 19 52 i)
39+ 15.0
*
ssF 2
1
37t ’\‘ 14.0
=== B
< a6l 3 —o— Tt il 3.5
it |
= gk
] 35 \ 13.0
i x>
! o
aaf L 125
[ ¢
o ¥
33 : 2.0
2 4 6 8 10 12
e/mm
OB S EL e X BT A5 09 52 i)

http: // zkxb. xjtu. edu. cn

T A /ms

3.6
3.4
3.2
3.0 »
28 E
=
2.6 4
40 —de- A E 3. 24
—o— | FHif A
30 : : : 2.2
0 10 20 30 40
L/mm

(DBITSEL X ) R 48 b5 1Y 2
S S S - 3 ORI PSR R i O AL |
Fig. 9 Influence of spool design parameters on dynamic

characteristics index

3.274 3 mm,e N 9.662 5 mm,L & 4.018 3 mm.,
Bl 10 JEoR T FH RS 5 O B &% 50 mm/s)
XF 2% 2 Jrs (4 1 GE UE AT Simulink £y F00 3 Y 1 1)
Wi W45 2R . AR 9 b, LUBRDE A2 RS 1 mm i)
S R A I T IR A S R O R
4.01%, L FHEE] 2 10. 4 ms; it fin By BR A 5 6 £
LI H B R i 53. 67040, ETHIF R 2. 04 ms. i

0.651
e ARALHT RS
0.601 - — fRAbJE
RS
2 0.55F
=
gg r‘\‘ .
3 050 B . ’ \\_/ =
N2
0.45}
0.40 L )
0 0.02 0.04 0.06 0.08
I} [8)/s
(a)x=0.5 mm
1107
A
I\
1.05F iy
niog .
oy PN
1.00 14 7 ¥ -, 27N -
T N7 -
g I\I “ 'l 5 I
£ o
S I N
% 0.95 i 5
2 j
i e B RS
30 ! - — QAR
i RS
0.85 s
0 0.02 0.04 0.06 0.08 0.10
1] /s

(b)z=1 mm




556 &

40 [ S
1651
"I
i\
1.60 i
[
L
155F I 3
nooA o
E 1 ‘.‘ / \,\
(U R ] ; P
3150 W - =
& ie 1 7 -
! '\ T
1450 i \ J N
i \/ - — WAERE
i — RHfEE
1.40 - : : - ;
0.02 0.04 0.06 0.08 0.10 0.12
1 /s

(c)x=1.5 mm

227
/"“.
24 1 Y
X
S
\ 7,
20} =
E \\/’
219
& e e
=== DA AT IR
18+ = — R E s
—RHfE
17 ‘ ‘ : '
0.02 0.06 0.08 0.10 0.12
i 1 /s
(Dx=2 mm

B 10 R AR5 O AL TS IRIGES 1 A% 3 i o
Fig. 10 Ramp response of the unoptimized and optimized

spool

T BRAF 5 (4 B B 8] 57 7% 748 Ak AR K, B8 ot s
W BR AR 5 AT U0 A I, A & 2 2 i fk b i 2 or
JES TR 2 s i oA g R B KRE L o
32.47 mm, JLFEEEARA G 32. 75 mm, X—F
Z5E9 By Hr B e BE L XTI 5 1Y 52 e
P B BOR B BH S K FE AT DL 080N 32 10 ) R
PR X ORH TS K L E 45 3 1.5 s gl i)
BRI E) ) FoomiBE AW 3l 1 Fow] LR i/
)iz 3l B AR O o . T AR AE S A X R R
O X T ARG 5 o i T B L 8] 9 067 B 42 Ak i
N AEAL R B A RCE R R E K JE L
AR A, O H B KE L 5HEMEIT S5
hoilie TRV #6) T 95 46 T T LA 2 G R e
B AR L A 2 Rl 2 R AR AR A

BRI [F] 0 i A5 5 2 KA R WA 7 %
R T B H AR T s 5 A 5. K
10 J&7s 1 R AR S AR A5 = - AR 8
B BR AR 5 0 A 79 B ES A R sl o% 52 5 BT 14T 1 A Ak

http: // zkxb. xjtu. edu. cn

T Je N ) X . 2 SR B AR A B BR AR 1Ak
4 LS - TE AR 5 9 D3 2 B A X 5 A9 ek (1] o)
BLARAE AR JE ) 7 58 BoAT B

3 CFD fjELiE

3.1 HERES

A SCLAREAE D792 F 5] Wik 16 3 080 hy B 5 %k
% TAEE 71 21 MPa, #52 TAEIRA B G
FORAS 5 58 B I B PN A IR S8 1 6 R 1 ST A
11 iR = 4efa iy, B Ei Al 5 i 44 30 &l 12
T B = AR ES T A% R4y, FE T 0 DA RS
A AT Ry B A n % R B SCHE B X

) {JE A T R DAY 3 1 L A A6 82

(o) Hfe AR J5 1R P 98 A4 458 L f] A 78
1T I P A dal LA A Y
Fig. 11 Geometrical model of the fluid




%1z

B 58 » 2 - 00 A7 A R 18 9 sl S R P 5 22 H AR Al 41

PRI FARET . 44 PIA% 3 A B Fluent Hr. 5@ LI 3l
SR B R 833. 3 kg/m’ B 0.011 83 kg/(m
$) L ER AL & RNG ke BRI E LA HTE
X AT Ay E, 3 Bk ] Coupled

SR DL A B A 1]

(b) 1 N I A4 S 78 iy 44 0
Bl 12 BSHR S a4 R

Fig. 12 Discrete model and named selections

3.2 FEZHRER

HAMFREWM T ABET p 4510 7,14,
21 MPa. & FJFBE 435 4 0. 5.1.1. 5.2 mm,

K13 J&R TAE A LR 21 MPa, &) 1 JF &
91 mm PSR S UL AT S TR P U Y R S A
T 4 R R BT i A A A BB GE TR A DA Y
ST 5 0 T b/ A s o T T S N )
SR A FE TR AR AR 8 E AR S sh . X
AL RORTELE P-A ?ﬁ/\ﬁﬁl:qjjtiﬂﬁﬂﬁ £ B-
Tyt E X P M. X2l T BT nitit =

http: // zkxb. xjtu. edu. cn

T B\ j A
R/ (m-s™
119.78

107.80

LA
7‘

4791
35.93 . -~

23.96 [ J

T B P A

BT/ (ms7h)]

112.76

56.38

45.10
—
33.83 f"‘
22.55
11.28
0.00 J

Ca) fIE Ak I 1R P 9 3

: { [
11.98 ‘ \

0.00 )
101.49 ,

90.21 H{

78.93 |

67.66 {

() DAk o 1R P 3 3 = &
K13 Ak AT AL AR S 8 P i 4 1 =
Fig. 13 Velocity contour of the flow field before and after

optimization

DX, MR A A B A B0 5 Il s R A AR T AE T 2
o Ji AR AR 9 0 3 52 88/ o X 7 B-T i i 3
i XL BT 4F i Ty 2O T8 I X RS ) 25 R AT
oAl T A 200 B B-T i i 3 5 XA 59 9 H 5
Bl 14 JEos 1A S IR P I S Y 5 40 A 1

W I N R S R = Rt 1 R A N €S )
B {EL 15 BN 7~16 MPa. 465 B9 IR A i 4880 s i
O3 AT R IS RN 7 AR R R T ]S IR PR AR
AR Bl 7 1) 5 DT DG A 11PN 9 S50 S 5 20 A1 15 L
ALRCR FRIFEAE P-A i A TE a2 X8 i 2. 25, e 1 14
) ayvas X RIS 0000 6 77 AR I R R Bk
ST GRS A X R R A A 45 3
MR &, R mas Rt — 2T BT
T T DO A SR R 55 0 B 5 DA Ak T A R P




42 [N . ]

K

T R A S AT LA B, B O I A I TR AR TR
A B-T it X5 76 B = A — A 8OR R
SR P A DX 3k A X8 e BRI IR T B R
Bl EFERCR, Il 55 7 S & i
B . HE A IR B A R o K
T BT R R O A I TR R O
Eéi/MPaT " . .
16.00
15.05 -
14.11
13.16
12.21
11.26
10.32
9.37
8.42

7.47
7.00

4 Z
IJ’

Ca) I A I 1A 3 32 [ 5 2=

- -

E%”/MPaT
16.00
15.05
14.11
13.16
12.21
11.26
10.32
9.37
8.42
7.47
7.00

o z
ly—>
(b) AL J5 1R P 3 37 T 5 = [
K14 AT R AL S i = 1A

Fig. 14 Pressure contour of the flow field before and after

n e

3

optimization

K15 JE/R T HEE CFD £ B3 45 21 i 4 i 1
Wt B AR AW S 7). VETERE B R Bl )
B A IS0 B 1 o e A1, X 2 B T TAR RS e
R s 775 2 18 1 BE /NI R P IR A O R A
PCFEERFERS MRS KR, 7
MPa ) TAERE T VG A 2 mm B, 45 5 H
Ab ) AR U S 29 2 50. 23 m/s, RS FFEES 0.5
mm B AH A AL E R R T 78,32 m/s,

FEA T TAEE AR R0 e Swsh 71
W R 8 25 W IR0 6 B8 A8 A6 i e 8l L 7 MPa
AR ) T8 5640 R 49 R 25 W 3l I 19 O Ak i 2 e
i 15. 22% (3F 0 1 mm WS AS) , B i 41,89 %

http: // zkxb. xjtu. edu. cn

¥ IR %56 B
160 100
== R AL AT
140%. —-A- ik jE
S —— WEIRE 80
120 1 b
z A
Lr:"100 r
80
q
60
40 : - =
0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0
% /mm

Ca) il IR IR A VIR 3 2 7 MPa i AR FTE IR b 9 3l )

30015 1100
~~~~~~~~~ — RALHT
TS, -a- fRALE
250 \\ o— WEIEE 180
\~

BB/ %

50 - : 0
0.5 1.0 1.5
£ #%/mm

() fi] IR B 11 I 9 14 MPa ISHE FHAE 18485 _E (63 3h

4004~ . 1100
~~~~~~~~ —h- AR AL R
o Tk A fRLE
S e HERE 180
300 N
<4 60 g
- #
R 250 L3
i
140 1&
200 x
p
150 o
100 0
0 2.0

1
ALFs/mm
(Ol iR A1 s 32 21 MPa BE JHTE IR G F A3l )
B15 PRk RO AR SV FEAE IR0 A sl g
Fig. 15 The flow force acting on the spool before and after

optimization

W RE 1.5 mm BSALRS) o X 2 i TRl A%
A7 A T IRTS O 10 B IR A o SRR Ap FA B R
B Co T2 KA . X TF R T 19 5 L
P 0 Wh AT X B ST A S o1 2970 217, FEH
AL R T A8 R IR ATT B S A a0 BT 4
AL 697 o W I I R Ap 2 IR T I A T
FPUAR AT 7 AR A T IR 9L 1T 8 R R R C Bl
W S5 V2 8% 11 38 K 3% i B30T 0. 697 X B AR fE 45




%1z

B 58 » 2 - 00 A7 A R 18 9 sl S R P 5 22 H AR Al

43

SRS W B T Wt 2 TR0 7 8 14 IO A Al R Pk i A
AP TR i< i DN = S B BTN N i g v 4
T R B D R R AR

XFRNE 7.14.21 MPa A H &3 TO0H 78 724
5 e R W 1 B BT 37.10%
34. 392 30. 53 Y6 , LAk 3 Bl & 1A TR g i 3 in
A I FEAR . FEAS[R) R0 2 8% A [R] T4 HE A7 1 2%
T o B R KR 47. 84 % (Xt 7 MPa A JE )
TH 1 mm WS H), B/N R 22, 71 % (i 21
MPa A 0 JE J T8, 1.5 mm [ 6 %), K,
CFD {j5 JL45 R R B, AL 5 9 BRG0S0 T 18038 16 PN 3L
B O BEARER AW 3 71 7 1R e iz il AR v i 3
AR ERR .
4 Simulink 1f B 5 1E

Bl 16 JE7R T B BR A 1 D DA i X
JOL AN [R] RGBS B8 25 PF T DL PRI S F) ] 00 S92 %o B
o B BRAF 5 B X B AS ] 585 102 8% 4% 18 T 19 Al Ak
R Je B9 L e ] B 9 A 17 B, e AR e
HONE PN TR e WL R DIV G o < N T R DB 5

1.0
L i
08 A i
:I j A N
A
06" nimi v
é |Il'|.l“|‘|‘\l.‘ ‘r "'I A :I‘\\ e
£ 04 R WAV
= IRV
1\ o
¥ Voo it
02 ¥ - — e
i — WrEeE
]
0 ] ‘ ‘ . .
0.98 1.00 1.02 1.04 1.06 1.08
IF (7] /s
(a)x=0.5 mm
20
h
151 hil
!
1!
LR
g :lilﬁ\"l, ." \'\ 77N
\E 1.0 'I"".‘,” \\.,'/ a7 -
g R
1 ]
- ' —— A
L - — iR s
! WBRf S
0 ] : : : : :
0.98 1.00 1.02 1.04 1.06 1.08 1.10
I [7]/s

(b)x=1 mm

http: // zkxb. xjtu. edu. cn

2.5
ey
a I'\‘
2.0f g A
1n I
n; .
i N
150 1y ;N -
g T I N =
N R
R 1 ,"’ \_/'
Z 1.0 i
i
] N —
05k L —-—-Ulzﬂﬁﬁll Hkii
I - — RS B
'i NCRERES
0 . : : : : :
0.98 1.00 1.02 1.04 1.06 1.08 1.10
I /s
(c)x=1.5 mm
3.0r
" ™%
i :’ "\
251 1oy
1\ " \
11!y P il _
2.0¢ 1 |-l, \1‘: 7 -
g 1 ,'I \/’
S15¢ L g
R H
& [
1.0t I' !'
| " —-—fRA T RS
051 I - — AR
'i VI RERE
0 ! : : : :
1.04 1.06 1.08 1.10

0.98 1.00 1.02
i 1 /s

(Dxr=2 mm
16 B BRAE 5 R U8 A0 T L RS 14 B B i i
Fig. 16 Step response of the unoptimized and optimized

spool

T AL E I BT R]EEREAR T 3. 77 ms, Pk
T 61, 74% K E & A AE 2 mm TF O 4%
Tk 65.28%, FEMBIHE M Jy i, s T
9. 41% B K e ZAEAE 1 mm HFH I EAF R ik 8]
12.86%

9r 100
— AL L
8r —A-fiftjE e
-~ 80

—o— R o

b7t 18] /ms

£ %% /mm
Ca) IR0 B B8R e o7 ) 7 Bk ]




44 [T T N - 55 56 &
. 50 HArthfk [J]. MR TR R %R, 2018, 39(1):
““\\ —*--ﬁléﬁtf@ 53-59.
55‘\ \\\.\ :?QQEE 140 FAN Liyun, ZHOU Wei, LIU Peng, et al. Multi ob-
6ol \\\ \*\\ . jective optimization of dynamic response of high speed

EF | \\\ N ~ 30% solenoid valve [J]. Journal of Harbin Engineering

= s “\*\ 720;%“ University, 2018, 39(1): 53-59.

[3] SANGIAH D K. PLUMMER A R, BOWEN C R, et
al. A novel piezohydraulic aerospace servovalve: part 1
Design and modelling [J]. Proceedings of the Insti-
1 tution of Mechanical Engineers: Part I  Journal of
fici s Systems and Control Engineering, 2013, 227(4) . 371-
(b i 385 B IR o o ) 8 ) 4 389.

K 17 AL G G ) B BR e N 3h A5 48 bR [4] SIMIC M, HERAKOVIC N. Reduction of the flow
Fig. 17 Dynamic characteristic index of spool before and forces in a small hydraulic seat valve as alternative ap-
after optimization proach to improve the valve characteristics [J]. Ener-

gy Conversion and Management, 2015, 89. 708-718.
5 4k g (5] WSRMI, soditf, hBEPRISR. Py ik U4t i vk 8l J) B i

e AT SR (99200 BF 9 )], 7% 50 K 9

(DB H RS 5 Simulink B4Rt 1995, 29(7). 713,

Y 0 1 R 5O 4 56 W 3 3 B e B 1 L CAO Binggang. SHI Weixiang. RAZUO R, Experi
g T 38 R B WA B ) R R A T B A DLk mental study on flow force and pressure distribution on
S . AR R T 2 1 % the popp?et of .a converged' flovx.z poppet valve [J]. Jour-
O CFD 4 20R 5500 9 B85 335 M S el of 2 Jastong Dniversity, 10, 20 T

N (6] FLK. 4. RH. FE2RIT 08 WS W3 o
BT RS A M R L 2 H AR BE AL ST 2 A Simulink f g5 (17, LT 2240 . 2003, 39(6): 13-17.
E,ﬁ?FEWEﬂ:%ﬂJ%I%%ﬁE%E’JH%‘i%‘%}/ﬁﬂﬂﬂ JI Hong, FU Xin, YANG Huayong. Study on steady
BWRRERSRITSEE, EARTTRAMAT B flow force of non-circular opening spool valve [J].
KT 2 400 4 WS &S50 IF# o CED ) B Al Journal of Mechanical Engineering, 2003, 39(6); 13-
Simulink iy ¥ #9771 56 UE 1732 5 W 8947 20 17.

(2)CFD fJj FL 45 B 2 W1 46 R 7 A JF B i (7] E%BE. SNee. FLRUM. %. 36T CFD I il
BT« o FH A SO 0 A 3R O Al fr RS 3 ZFRCLET L] LW SOE RS E5] . 2010, 44
7.14.21 MPa A &S T o8t HoAE AR RS Eifa (12): 1767-1772.
ﬁ{&ﬁ]ﬁ%ﬁ?ﬁ%? 37.10% .34. 39% .30. 53 % . WANG Anlin, WU Xiaofeng, ZHOU Chenglin, et al.

(3)Simulink {5 2025 5 22 W1 L 76 R A s 9F Multidisciplinary optimization of a hydre'tul'lc slide Valv.e

5 b e L A (e . based on CFD [J]. Journal of Shanghai Jiaotong Uni-
M2 PE T A5 5 9 B R4 5 i A0 A ) i b T versity, 2010, 4412)s 1767-1772,
FIPASREAR T 3. 77 ms PIBGET 61700006 o) sem. wscm. k. . 3T CFD 90 IE
J5 R P S B T 9. 105 S SR A S B9 ()], BUIR S 2017, 45
(17); 145-151
S E ZHENG Changsong, FAN Jiahui. DU Qiu. et al.
(1] Z8#e, k. Fatn, % T2 HREHR L Study on characteristics of flow field and steady flow

B0 v R R A A [T R &S AL, 2010 force of hydraulic spool valve based on CFD [J]. Ma-

(4): 6-10. chine Tool & Hydraulics, 2017, 45(17); 145-151.

LI Tieshuan, ZHANG Youtong, WANG Dingbiao. et Co] i e, WAL, XU, 2. A [ IR E R A5 %0 A i X

al. Optimization design of high-speed solenoid based
on multi-objective simulated annealing method []].
Vehicle Engine, 2010(4): 6-10.

(2] Wiz, JAf, xIme. 4. i A g i 2l 28 R i 2

http: // zkxb. xjtu. edu. cn

HERW S o [T W E 53, 2019C1): 90-
94.
XIE Haibo, TAN Li, LIU Jianbin, et al. Effect of

different throttle configurations on flow force of con-




%1z

B 58 » 2 - 00 A7 A R 18 9 sl S R P 5 22 H AR Al 45

[10]

[11]

(12]

[13]

[14]

[15]

verged flow poppet valve [J]. Chinese Hydraulics &
Pneumatics, 2019(1) . 90-94.

KRB, XU, EVLH. WL R RS R R I
(0. WURS®E. 2014, 42(13); 71-73,

ZHANG Junjun, LIU Gang, WANG Jiangyong. Re-
search on the clamping force of hydraulic slide valve
[J]. Machine Tool & Hydraulics, 2014, 42(13); 71-
73.

FRRYL. R e 1 R AR T R AV B O Mg [ W
E5X g, 2020(12): 114-117.

WANG Xiaokai. Radial steady-state flow force of hy-
draulic directional valve [J]. Chinese Hydraulics &
Pneumatics, 2020(12) . 114-117.

fEfE, make, AL, & AFEZRKRBRRITNE
AL 0 R S SR D] WS <3,
2020(7): 62-68.

REN Heng, YUAN Hongbing, LIAN Zisheng, et al.
Optimization of dynamic characteristics of piloted pro-
portional pressure reducing valve based on orthogonal
experimental design [J]. Chinese Hydraulics & Pneu-
matics, 2020(7) . 62-68.

S, BRI, AEREAE, S BT 5 K )
Fe i i iR S B A ()] W 508, 2016(10): 37-
41.

WU Shan, ZHAO Daoxin, REN Xiaojun, et al. The
parameter optimization of seawater hydraulic relief
valve based on genetic algorithm [ J]. Chinese Hydrau-
lics & Pneumatics, 2016(10); 37-41.

Mije, TA®, MER, 5. 2T Simulink B9HER
GAA R RS (1], W 5S4, 2016(2): 67-
71.

CHEN Chen, WANG Ziqin, TIAN Fengguo. et al.
Dynamic characteristic simulation of hydraulic system
based on Simulink [J]. Chinese Hydraulics & Pneu-
matics, 2016(2) . 67-71.

DEB K, PRATAP A, AGARWAL S, et al.

and elitist multiobjective genetic algorithm: NSGA-II

A fast

[J]. IEEE Transactions on Evolutionary Computation,

(16]

[17]

[18]

[19]

(20]

[21]

(22]

[23]

http: // zkxb. xjtu. edu. cn

2002, 6(2): 182-197.
ZITZLER E, LAUMANNS M, THIELE L. SPEA2.
improving the strength Pareto evolutionary algorithm
[EB/OL]. [2022-02-12]. https: // doi. org/10. 3929/
ethz-a-004284029.
Rse. WE R B S5 E LML dbat: HUAR Tk
JEAL . 1982.
PRz, HEIE . 1. 4. JET Fluent B #H W
iR BB 1] LR S5 E, 2011, 39(15):
113-115, 143.
CHEN Kuisheng, ZHOU Wenjuan, GUO Yuan, et
al. Analysis for clamping force of hydraulic slide-valve
spool based on fluent [J]. Machine Tool & Hydrau-
lics, 2011, 39(15): 113-115, 143.
YANG Y S, SEMINI C, TSAGARAKIS N G, et al.
Water hydraulics-a novel design of spool-type valves
for enhanced dynamic performance [C] /2008 IEEE/
ASME International Conference on Advanced Intelli-
gent Mechatronics. Piscataway, NJ, USA. IEEE,
2008 1308-1314.
Rl 06 Bofide, 2Pk, 5. U0 W0RS X ARl AR o A% R
B (1], P62 5008 R 2 24, 2018, 52(6)
76-83.
LU Qianqgian, RUAN Jian, LI Sheng, et al. Effects of
cutting groove on radial clamping force of a slide
valve’s spool [J]. Journal of Xi’an Jiaotong Universi-
ty, 2018, 52(6): 76-83.
PAN Xudong, WANG Guanglin, LU Zesheng. Flow
field simulation and a flow model of servo-valve spool
valve orifice [J]. Energy Conversion and Manage-
ment, 2011, 52(10): 3249-3256.
SIMON D. Evolutionary optimization algorithms: bio-
logically inspired and population-based approaches to
computer intelligence [M]. New York: John Wiley &
Sons, 2013.
BERAR . REN. AT IR AR S Simulink fj B
(M. dbat: HUBK Tl pid: . 2020.

(G R AFR)




