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Abstract
We present an open-source Python framework for the shape optimization of
complex shell structures using isogeometric analysis (IGA). IGA seamlessly
integrates computer-aided design (CAD) and analysis models by employing non-
uniform rational B-splines (NURBS) as basis functions, enabling the natural
implementation of the Kirchhoff–Love shell model due to their higher order of
continuity. We leverage the recently developed FEniCS-based analysis frame-
work, PENGoLINS, for the direct structural analysis of shell structures consisting
of a collection of NURBS patches through a penalty-based formulation. This
contribution introduces the open-source implementation of gradient-based shape
optimization for isogeometric Kirchhoff–Love shells with a modular architec-
ture. Complex shell structures with non-matching intersections are handled using
a free-form deformation (FFD) approach and a moving intersections formula-
tion. The symbolic differentiation and code generation capabilities in FEniCS
are utilized to compute the analytical derivatives. By integrating FEniCS with
OpenMDAO, we build modular components that facilitate gradient-based shape
optimization of shell structures. The modular architecture in this work supports
future extensions and integration with other disciplines and solvers, making it
highly customizable and suitable for a wide range of applications. We validate the
design-analysis-optimization workflow through several benchmark problems and
demonstrate its application to aircraft wing design optimization. The framework
is implemented in a Python library named GOLDFISH (Gradient-based Opti-
mization and Large-scale Design Framework for Isogeometric SHells) and the
source code will be maintained at https://github.com/hanzhao2020/GOLDFISH.
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1 Introduction
Shape optimization of shell structures is crucial in engineering design to improve
structural performance, efficiency, and material utilization [1]. Traditional shape
optimization methods using the finite element method (FEM) often struggle with
accurately representing complex geometries and generating high-quality meshes [2].
Inaccurate geometry representation introduces errors in the analysis and optimiza-
tion, while poor mesh quality leads to numerical issues. To address these difficulties,
shape optimization using IGA [3, 4] has emerged as a powerful method. IGA offers
seamless integration between design geometries and analysis models by adopt-
ing the same mathematical description. By utilizing NRUBS [5] or other types of
splines [6–8] as basis functions, IGA allows direct analysis of CAD geometries with
improved accuracy [9]. This property makes IGA particularly promising for the anal-
ysis and optimization of shell structures, enabling updated design geometries to be
used directly for structural analysis without the need for finite element (FE) mesh
generation. The natural fulfillment of the C1 continuity requirement in the Kirchhoff–
Love shell model [10, 11] further enhances the applicability of IGA to thin-walled
structures, which are widespread in structural design.

For real-world complex shell structures typically modeled by multiple NURBS
surfaces, patch coupling at surface intersections is needed in analysis and optimiza-
tion. Maintaining continuities of displacements and rotations at these intersections
is essential. Various methods have been proposed to couple separate shell patches,
including the bending strip method [12] for conforming discretizations. Nitsche-type
formulations [13–17], mortar methods [18–20], and penalty-based methods [21–25]
are developed for coupling of Kirchhoff–Love shell patches with non-conforming
intersections. Shape optimization for non-matching shell structures poses additional
technical challenges, as the intersections must be managed during the optimization
process. Without proper handling, initial intersecting shell patches may become sep-
arated or self-penetrated, leading to unrealistic structures. The spline composition
method [26–29] was proposed for maintaining the surface intersection during shape
optimization but requires identifying master surfaces and extruding a 3D solid from
them. An FFD [30]-based shape optimization approach [31] ensures the connectivity
of shell patches at non-matching intersections but may suffer from significant element
distortion with large intersection movements. Recently, [32] proposed an optimiza-
tion method to overcome the element distortion issue, allowing relative movement
between intersecting shell patches while retaining intersections.

Code transparency in the field of design optimization has been gaining more
interest. OpenMDAO [33], an open-source framework for multidisciplinary design
optimization (MDO), uses a modular architecture that allows users to create cus-
tom models for different disciplines and integrate them with various optimization
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algorithms. Successful applications of OpenMDAO span aerospace engineering [34–
36], wind energy [37], robotics [38, 39], and topology optimization [40–42]. The
Python library CSDL [43] addresses large-scale MDO problems using a graph rep-
resentation to automatically generate adjoint sensitivities. The CSDL-based Python
library FEMO [44], coupled with the FEniCS project [45–47], was developed to solve
partial differential equation (PDE)-constrained optimization problems, significantly
reducing the coding effort for PDE components such as structural mechanics, fluid
mechanics, and heat transfer, etc. Despite these advancements, an open-source design
optimization framework using IGA has been lacking. This contribution fills that gap
by developing an open-source Python library for shape optimization of complex shell
structures using IGA, enabling researchers to explore the benefits of IGA in shape
optimization problems and advance structural design optimization.

In the proposed framework GOLDFISH, we use OpenMDAO as the optimization
toolkit, with plans to incorporate CSDL in future work to make use of the graph-
based paradigm. For the IGA solver for structural analysis of non-matching shell
structures, we employ the open-source package PENGoLINS [24]. PENGoLINS,
a Python framework based on tIGAr [48], uses extraction techniques [49–53] to
construct spline basis functions from Lagrange basis functions in the FEM solver
FEniCS. tIGAr has been successfully applied in various fields [54–57]. Additionally,
an open-source fluid–structure interaction framework [58, 59] is developed based on
tIGAr and shows a good application for prosthetic heart valve simulation with isogeo-
metric leaflets. PENGoLINS employs a penalty-based formulation [24] to couple the
non-matching isogeometric Kirchhoff–Love shells, which is automated with the code
generation technology in FEniCS. The current code framework incorporates IGA for
complex Kirchhoff–Love shells with a penalty formulation [21], and employs the
FFD-based and moving intersections approaches [31, 32] to handle patch intersec-
tions. The modular architecture of OpenMDAO ensures that GOLDFISH can readily
couple with other disciplines and extend to more practical problems.

The remainder of this paper is outlined as follows. Section 2 provides an overview
of shape optimization approaches for non-matching isogeometric shell structures.
Section 3 discusses technical details and framework structures of GOLDFISH. A
series of benchmarks with code implementation are presented in Section 4 to vali-
date the framework, alongside demonstrations of aircraft wing applications. Section
5 draws conclusions and discusses future works.

2 Optimization formulations
This section presents the shape optimization schemes for isogeometric shells
employed in GOLDFISH. We first review the basic isogeometric Kirchhoff–Love
shell formulations in Section 2.1, then introduce the overall shape optimization strat-
egy for isogeometric shells in Section 2.2. In Section 2.3, we discuss methods for
handling patch intersections in complex shell structures.
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2.1 Kirchhoff–Love shell with isogeometric discretization
The basic derivation of the Kirchhoff–Love shell is presented in this Section to
provide the foundation for the subsequent shape optimization formulations. The
geometry and unknowns of the Kirchhoff–Love shell are discretized isogeometri-
cally. The Kirchhoff–Love shell theory assumes negligible transverse shear strains
and constant thickness during deformation, allowing the shell to be represented by its
mid-surface geometry X ∈ Rd, with the deformation described by u ∈ Rd, where d is
the spatial dimension. For an input CAD geometry of the mid-surface parametrized
with coordinates ξ = {ξα}2α=1 and discretized by B-spline or NURBS basis func-
tions N(ξ) =

[
N1(ξ) N2(ξ) . . . Nn(ξ)

]
, where n is the number of unknowns, the

mid-surface geometry and displacement field are expressed as

X(ξ) =
n∑

i=1

Ni(ξ)Pi = NT(ξ)P and u(ξ) =
n∑

i=1

Ni(ξ)di = NT(ξ)d , (1)

where P and d are the geometric and displacement control points, respectively. The
deformed state of the shell is defined as

x(ξ) = X(ξ) + u(ξ) = NT(ξ)(P + d) . (2)

The local covariant basis vectors in the reference and deformed configurations are
formulated as

Aα = X,ξα = N,Tξα P and aα = x,ξα = N,Tξα (P + d) , (3)

and the unit normal vectors are given by

A3 =
A1 × A2

∥A1 × A2∥
and a3 =

a1 × a2

∥a1 × a2∥
, (4)

where ∥ · ∥ is the Euclidean norm. The metric and curvature coefficients in the
reference configuration are given by

Aαβ = Aα · Aβ and Bαβ = Aα,ξβ ·A3 = −Aα · A3,ξβ . (5)

Analogously, the associated coefficients in the deformed configuration are

aαβ = aα · aβ and bαβ = aα,ξβ ·a3 = −aα · a3,ξβ . (6)

The coefficients of the membrane strain tensor and curvature change tensor are
defined as

εαβ =
1
2

(aαβ − Aαβ) and καβ = Bαβ − bαβ . (7)
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By organizing the membrane strain tensor and curvature change tensor using Voigt
notation as ε and κ, the normal forces and bending moments of the shell, modeled
with the St. Venant–Kirchhoff material model, read as

n = t C : ε and m =
t3

12
C : κ , (8)

where t is the shell thickness and C is the material tensor. The total energy of the
Kirchhoff–Love shell theory is stated as

WS = W int −Wext =

∫
S

n : ε +m : κ dS −
∫

S
f · u dS , (9)

where f stands for the external force applied on S. For a detailed derivation of the
Kirchhoff–Love shell model, readers are referred to [11, Section 3]. The curvature
change tensor and associated bending moments involve the second-order derivative
of the displacement, which requires the basis functions in the solution space to be C1

continuous across element boundaries. This requirement is naturally satisfied by the
B-spline and NURBS basis functions, which demonstrate excellent results [10, 60,
61].

2.2 Shape optimization for isogeometric shells
The shape optimization for shell structures can be formulated as the following form

minimize
P

f (P)

subject to g(P) ≤ 0
h(P) = 0 ,

(10)

where P are the design variables, f is the objective function, and g and h represent
the inequality and equality constraints, respectively. In shape optimization problems
using IGA, the design variables P are coordinates of the control points that define
the shell geometry using B-spline or NURBS basis functions. To enable gradient-
based design optimization, it is necessary to derive the total derivative of the objective
function with respect to design variables [62, 63]. For shape optimization, the model
outputs are typically affected by the displacement of the structure, which depends on
the design variables and is referred to as the state variable. Therefore, we express the
the objective function as f (P,d(P)), and the total derivative is given by

dP f = ∂P f + (∂d f )T dPd , (11)

where partial derivatives ∂P f and ∂d f can be readily computed. However, to obtain
the total derivative in (11), we need to derive the total derivative of the structural
displacement with respect to shell control points dPd. In the context of shape opti-
mization for shell structures, the relation between the geometry control points P
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and displacement d is typically governed by a system of equations derived from
discretized PDEs

RS(P,d) = 0 , (12)

where RS represents the residual equations. They can be obtained by discretizing the
partial derivative of the total energy in (9) with respect to shell displacement

RS = ∂dWS . (13)

Equation (13) represents a system of nonlinear equations, which can be linearized
and solved by Newton–Raphson method for the displacement increments

∂dRS ∆d = −RS . (14)

The discretization of ∂dRS represents the stiffness matrix KS = ∂dRS of the shell
structure.

With the adjoint method, the total derivative dPd in (11) can be obtained by taking
the total derivative of RS with respect to P

dPRS = ∂PRS + ∂dRS dPd = 0 , (15)

and substituting ∂dRS by KS

dPd = −K−1
S ∂PRS . (16)

The partial derivative ∂PRS can be computed from the residual vector in a similar
way to the stiffness matrix.

Substituting (16) into (11), we can obtain the total derivative for the shape
optimization problem of an isogeometric Kirchhoff–Love shell as

dP f = ∂P f − (∂d f )T K−1
S ∂PRS . (17)

Using the total derivative, we can apply gradient-based optimization algorithms [64]
to determine the optimal shape of a given baseline design of a shell structure.

2.3 Treatment of surface intersections
CAD geometries are typically modeled by multiple NURBS patches for real-world
shell structures. The multi-patch NURBS-based geometries exhibit intersections
between patches, where displacement and angular compatibilities need to be main-
tained during structural analysis to glue the patches together. An illustrative example
of two shell patches with one intersection is depicted in Figure 1. Additionally, it is
crucial to preserve compatibility at the patch intersections during shape updates in the
optimization loop so that the optimized shell structures will not improperly separate
or become unrealistic structures. The following sections discuss the methods used to
handle shape optimization for shell structures consisting of multiple spline patches.
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Fig. 1: An illustrative example of two shell patches with one intersection, where shell
patches are described by NURBS surfaces. A topologically 1D, geometrically 2D
quadrature mesh is generated in the parametric space to maintain the displacement
and rotational continuity through a penalty formation.

2.3.1 Compatibility conservation of surface intersections using FFD

In the proposed code framework, we implement the FFD-based shape optimization
formulation [31], combined with the Lagrange extraction technique [51], to preserve
intersections between separately modeled spline surfaces within a single CAD geom-
etry. In this approach, the entire CAD geometry of a shell structure is embedded in
a trivariate B-spline block. The control points of the FFD block are related to the
Lagrange nodal points of the shell geometry interpolated with Lagrange polynomials,
preserving patch intersections inside the FFD block while modifying the shell geom-
etry. The Lagrange nodal points of the shell structure are updated through the shape
changes in the 3D FFD block during shape optimization. Subsequently, a pseudo-
inverse system is solved to approximate the control points of the NURBS geometry
from the updated Lagrange nodal points using the Lagrange extraction matrices. This
approach is illustrated in Figure 2, where the shape of shell patches follows the shape
change of the FFD block. Since the shape changes continuously inside the FFD block,
the embedded surfaces can maintain their intersections without relative movement.
Therefore, the control points of the 3D block are considered design variables.

Using the Lagrange extraction method, the NURBS basis functions of spline
patch k can be expressed by Lagrange polynomials Nk

L,

Nk =MkT Nk
L , (18)

where Mk denotes the extraction matrix. Each entry of Mk is the evaluation of the
NURBS basis functions Nk at the parametric location of an Lagrange nodal point ξk,

Mk
i j = Nk

j (ξ
k
i ) . (19)

The relationship between shell patches’ NURBS control points P and Lagrange nodal
points PL for the k-th shell patch can be obtained from the Lagrange extraction matrix

MkPk = Pk
L , (20)
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It is noted that the extraction operator Mk is a nonsquare matrix and a pseudo-inverse
is necessary to obtain the total derivative of the k-th spline patch,

dPk
L
Pk =

(
MkTMk

)−1
MkT

. (21)

And the total derivative for the entire shell structure with m spline patches is

dPL P = diag
(
dP1

L
P1, dP2

L
P2, . . . , dPm

L
Pm
)

. (22)

The total derivative between the control points of the FFD block and Lagrange
nodal points of the k-th shell patch can be derived in a similar way

AkPFFD = Pk
L , (23)

and the matrix Ak is constructed as

Ak
i j = NFFD j(Pk

Li) , (24)

where NFFD are the B-spline basis functions of the FFD block and the identity geo-
metric mapping for the FFD block is employed for simplicity. The associated total
derivative dPFFD PL is expressed as

dPFFD PL = diag
(
A1,A2, . . . ,Am

)
. (25)

Analogous to (17), the total derivative of the FFD-based shape optimization
approach for multi-patch shell structure is expressed as

dPFFD f =
(
∂P f − (∂d f )T K−1 ∂PR

)
dPL P dPFFD PL , (26)

where PT =
[
P1T P2T

. . . PmT
]

is the B-spline or NURBS control points of all

shell patches in the CAD geometry, and PT
L =
[
P1

L
T P2

L
T
. . . Pm

L
T
]

is the Langrange
nodal points of the shell geometry. PFFD denotes the control points of the B-spline
FFD block. And dT =

[
d1T d2T

. . . dmT
]

represents the displacements for all shell
patches. Additionally, R(P,d) is the residual vector of the multi-patch shell structure,
and K is the associated stiffness matrix.

For the structural analysis of shell geometries consisting of a collection of
NURBS surfaces, we employ a penalty coupling formulation to maintain displace-
ment and rotational compatibility at the intersections. The residual vector and
stiffness matrix of the multi-patch shell structure are expressed as

R = ∂d

 m∑
k=1

Wk
S +

r∑
l=1

W l
pen

 and K = ∂dR , (27)
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Fig. 2: Illustration of the FFD-based shape optimization approach. The intersect-
ing shell patches are embedded in a trivariate B-spline FFD block, with its control
points serving as design variables. Modifying the shape of the FFD block alters the
Lagrange nodal points of the shell patches, ensuring the preservation of patch inter-
sections. The updated NURBS control points are then obtained from the Lagrange
nodal points using Lagrange extraction matrices.

where Wpen is the penalty energy between two intersecting shell patches as illus-
trated in Figure 1 and r is the number of intersections. The penalty energy of the l-th
intersection between shell patches with indices l1 and l2 is expressed as

W l
pen =

∫
L

αd∥ul1 − ul2∥2 + αr

(
(sin ϕ − sin ϕ0)2 + (cos ϕ − cos ϕ0)2

)
dL , (28)

where L represents the intersection curve with associated displacements ul1 and ul2 ,
and ϕ0 and ϕ denote the angles between the two shell patches before and after defor-
mation, respectively. The first term in (28) ensures that the two intersecting shells
have the same displacement along the intersection, while the second term maintains
the angle between the two shell patches during deformation. The penalty parameters
αd and αr can be determined based on the material properties of the problem and
shell discretizations. Further details of the penalty formulation can be found in [21,
Section 2], and the open-source implementation using FEniCS is presented in [24].

Substituting (22) and (25) into (26), we can obtain the total derivative of the FFD-
based approach for non-matching shell structures to perform shape optimization. The
parametric locations of surface intersections are maintained by embedding the shell
patches into the FFD block and there is no relative movement between shell patches.

2.3.2 Shape updates with moving intersections

While the FFD-based approach is effective in preserving surface intersections in shell
structural optimization, it can significantly deteriorate the quality of shell elements if
shape optimization involves substantial movement of patch intersections. To address
this issue, [32] proposed an optimization approach for shell structures with moving
intersections. In this approach, shell patches are allowed to move relative to other
intersecting patches in the parametric coordinates during the shape update process
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without distorting the shell elements, while the coupling of updated surface inter-
sections is still enforced in the structural analysis stage. This relative movement of
shell patches in the parametric coordinates helps maintain the quality of shell ele-
ments, even when the intersections undergo significant relocation. Figure 3 shows
the updated shape patches from the original design in Figure 1, where parametric
locations of the intersection are updated accordingly due to the relative movement of
the shell patches during the optimization process. This method is achieved by con-
sidering the parametric locations of the surface intersection as state variables in the
optimization framework and formulating a differentiable residual that accounts for
the control points of shell patches with indices k1 and k2, as well as the associated
parametric locations of the intersection ξ̃k1 and ξ̃k2

RL =


Nk1 (ξ̃k1 )Pk1 − Nk2 (ξ̃k2 )Pk2

hk1
j − hk1

j−1

ξ̃k1
a − 1\0

ξ̃k1
b − 1\0


= 0 , (29)

where hk1
j is the element size of the intersection in physical space. The first equation in

(29) ensures that the locations of nodal points of the intersection, associated with two
spline patches, coincide in physical space. The second equation of in (29) ensures that
adjacent physical elements at the intersection have the same length, thereby main-
taining a uniform physical element size along the intersection. The last two equations
specify the two end points of the intersection, which have parametric coordinates of
0 or 1 depending on the surface edge, assuming the spline patches have a unit square
parametric domain with the lower left corner at (0,0).

𝜉!

𝜉"𝑥" 𝑥!

𝑥#

Fig. 3: Updated design of the intersecting patches from Figure 1. The shape of the two
shell patches is allowed to change relative to each other, and parametric coordinates
of the intersection are determined by solving the implicit equation (29).

The inclusion of parametric coordinates of patch intersections in the optimization
problem impacts the structural analysis results, making the structural displacement
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dependent on both P and ξ̃. This relation is expressed as

R(P, ξ̃,d) = 0 . (30)

The non-matching residual of structural analysis R and associated stiffness matrix
K = ∂dR are defined in (27). In contrast to the approach in Section 2.3.1, where the
relative location between intersecting shell patches within one FFD-block remains
fixed during the shape optimization process and ξ̃ is not included in the optimization,
this method requires the parametric locations of patch intersections to be treated as
state variables. To enable gradient-based optimization, the partial derivatives ∂PR
and ∂ξ̃R in (30) need to be computed. The derivation of these derivatives is discussed
in detail in [32, Section 3]. It is noted that while the first-order derivatives of the
spline basis functions are considered in the penalty energy for shell coupling, second-
order derivatives are required in the partial derivative ∂ξ̃R, thereby C1 continuity
across element boundaries is necessary. This requirement is naturally satisfied by the
NURBS basis functions.

By incorporating differentiable intersections, the total derivative for the shape
optimization problem is formulated as

dP f = ∂P f − (∂d f )TK−1
[
∂PR − ∂ξ̃R (∂ξ̃RL)−1∂PRL

]
. (31)

Since the number of design variables is typically much larger than the number
of model outputs, the adjoint method is employed to compute sensitivities in the
optimization problem for enhanced efficiency.

3 Design of GOLDFISH
Section 3.1 outlines the design of GOLDFISH and its software dependencies, which
facilitate the open-source implementation. A discussion of the key OpenMDAO
components for shape optimization of isogeometric shell structures is presented in
Section 3.2.

3.1 Software dependencies and workflow
The design of GOLDFISH leverages the code generation capabilities in FEniCS to
automate the computation of symbolic Gateaux derivatives for gradient-based opti-
mization, while OpenMDAO is used to ensure modularity and flexibility across vari-
ous design conditions and disciplines. The Python library is built on a suite of open-
source software dependencies, streamlining the entire design-analysis-optimization
workflow.

The structural analysis is performed using PENGoLINS [24], a Python library
designed for complex shell structures modeled by isogeometric Kirchhoff–Love
theory. In PNGoLINS, CAD geometries of shell structures are discretized isogeomet-
rically and are directly available for analysis without FE mesh generation. Shell CAD
geometries consisting of a collection of non-conforming NURBS surfaces are cou-
pled using a penalty formulation [21], where a penalty energy, as discussed in (28),
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is integrated to preserve displacement continuity and angular compatibility along the
intersection between shell patches. In the coupling procedure, a geometrically 2D,
topologically 1D quadrature mesh is generated in the parametric space between two
intersecting shell patches to serve as the integration domain for the penalty energy.
This quadrature mesh is first positioned at the parametric location of the intersection
with respect to the first shell patch to interpolate the displacement and covariant basis
vectors. It then performs a similar operation with respect to the second shell patch.
With the interpolated displacements and rotational quantities, the penalty energy and
associated derivatives can be computed using FEniCS, enabling us to solve the cou-
pled system of the complex shell structure. A schematic visualization of the coupling
procedure is shown in Figure 1.

PENGoLINS makes use of the Python interface of OpenCASCADE [65] as the
geometry engine so that CAD geometries can be imported to extract knot vectors
and control points directly and use them for IGA. Another key feature inherited
from OpenCASCADE is the ability to approximate NURBS patch intersections. This
functionality is used to compute the parametric locations ξ̃ of surface intersections,
which define the integration domains for the penalty energy in (28). Meanwhile, the
computed parametric coordinates serve as the initial guess when solving the implicit
equation between NURBS surface control points and intersection parametric coordi-
nates in (29). The IGA capabilities in PENGoLINS are powered by tIGAr, a Python
library developed based on FEniCS that leverages the existing FE assembly rou-
tines. tIGAr constructs NURBS basis functions from Lagrange polynomials using
the extraction technique [49, 51], with the Galerkin approximation process fully
automated using FEniCS.

The numerical optimization is conducted using OpenMDAO [33], which com-
putes the total derivative of optimization problems using direct or adjoint methods,
depending on the problem specifications. In shape optimization problems, the num-
ber of design variables is typically much larger than the number of model outputs,
such as objective functions and constraints. OpenMDAO automatically organizes the
partial derivatives provided by components into total derivatives using the adjoint
method, significantly improving the efficiency of derivative computation. The mod-
ular design of OpenMDAO also facilitates and standardizes the implementation of
individual components for the optimization problem. Each partial derivative in (26)
and (31) can be implemented as a standard OpenMDAO component, which is con-
nected automatically during the optimization process. This modular design greatly
enhances the flexibility and applicability of the code framework, allowing it to be
adapted to more customized problems. A series of essential components for shell
shape optimization are discussed in Section 3.2. The optimization problem can be
solved using the open-source optimizer SLSQP [66] or the commercial optimizer
SNOPT [67]. A schematic code structure of GOLDFISH is illustrated in Figure 4.

Figure 4 illustrates the streamlined workflow of GOLDFISH, where users only
need to provide the NURBS-based CAD geometry of the shell structure and define
the optimization problem by specifying objective functions and constraints within
OpenMDAO. The code framework then automatically performs the structural anal-
ysis and shape optimization on the NURBS-based geometry without FE mesh
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GOLDFISH
Shape optimization for complex isogeometric Kirchhoff–Love shells 

OpenCASCADE
Geometry engine for importing CAD models 

and approximating patch intersections

PENGoLINS
Structural analysis for isogeometric shells with 

multiple NURBS patches using penalty coupling

OpenMDAO
Design optimization 

framework with modular 
components

SLSQP/SNOPT
Optimizer

tIGAr
FEniCS-based IGA implementation using 

extraction technique

FEniCS
Symbolic Gateaux derivative 

computation and code generation

Analysis results and
partial derivatives

Shape updates

NURBS-based shell geometry 
and problem definition

NURBS-based shell geometry 
with optimal shape

Fig. 4: The design of Python library GOLDFISH and its software dependen-
cies. PENGoLINS is used for structural analysis and OpenMDAO is employed for
numerical optimization. Analytical partial derivatives are computed in individual
components in GOLDFISH. Both input and output for the software are NURBS-
based shell geometry.

generation. A Lagrange extraction matrix is generated using (19) for each shell patch
to express the IGA spline bases by the Lagrange polynomial bases used in FEniCS.
Both types of basis functions are associated with the 2D parametric meshes of the
spline patches, as shown in Figure 1. These 2D parametric meshes are defined by
the knot vectors and are generated automatically in FEniCS. The final output is also
a NURBS-based geometry with updated control points that define the optimal shell
shape. Throughout the optimization loop, shape updates and structural analysis are
all performed directly on the CAD geometry. This integration considerably simplifies
the shape optimization process.

3.2 Optimization components of shell shape optimization
This section reviews the essential building blocks for an IGA-based shape opti-
mization problem. For the shape optimization problem described in (10) with the
associated total derivative (17), the design variables are the coordinates of control
points P of the NURBS surface defining the shell geometry. A standard InputsComp
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is created to provide the independent design variables to the following core compo-
nents.

• DispComp: An implicit OpenMDAO component that takes control points P
of the shell surface as input and returns the corresponding displacement d by
solving the isogeometric Kirchhoff–Love shell problem RS(P,d) = 0, where
RS is defined in (13). Meanwhile, this component computes partial derivatives
∂PRS and ∂dRS.

• ObjectiveComp: An explicit OpenMDAO component calculates the objective
function f for the optimization problem, which typically depends on the shape
of the shell and its displacements f (P,d). Additionally, this component provides
partial derivatives ∂P f and ∂d f .

With the partial derivatives computed by the two core components, the total derivative
(17) is constructed automatically in OpenMDAO to guide shape updates until the
optimal solution is reached.

3.2.1 Components for FFD-based shape optimization

As discussed in Section 2.3.1, the FFD-based approach is applied to real-world CAD
geometries consisting of multiple non-conforming NURBS patches to maintain
the intersections. In this approach, control points of the trivariate B-spline block
PFFD serve as the design variables. Additional components are implemented for this
approach to automate the optimization process, as outlined below.

• CPFFD2SurfComp: An explicit component computes the corresponding
Lagrange nodal points PL for the given control points of the FFD block PFFD,
as illustrated in (23)–(25). It also provides the derivative dPFFD PL by evaluating
the basis functions of the FFD block at the Lagrange nodal points of the shell
surfaces in their initial configuration.

• CPFE2IGAComp: An implicit component solves for the NURBS control points
of the shell patches P given the input Lagrange nodal points PL, using the resid-
ual equation MP − PL = 0. The matrix M is the global extraction operator for
the entire shell structure. This implicit component is employed to bypass the
large matrix inversion as shown in (21). Since the degrees of freedom (DoFs)
of P are fewer than PL, M is a nonsquare matrix. The resulting P is interpreted
as a least-squares fit to PL.

• DispComp: An implicit component solves for the displacement d of the multi-
patch shell structure given the input shell NURBS control points P. Unlike
the shape optimization of single patch shell structure, the residual becomes
R(P,d) = 0 as discussed in (27), which includes a penalty energy to couple the
intersecting shell patches. This component also returns the partial derivatives of
the non-matching residual ∂PR and ∂dR.



Open-source shape optimization of isogeometric shells 15

By connecting with the previously mentioned InputsComp and ObjectiveComp, we
can perform shape optimization for the complex shell structures while preserving
the non-matching patch intersection throughout the optimization process. Figure 5
illustrates the component structure of the FFD-based shape optimization. This code
structure is verified in the non-matching arch shape optimization example in Section
4.1.

InputsComp
Output:𝐏!!"

CPFFD2SurfComp
Input:𝐏!!"; Output:𝐏#
Derivative: d𝐏!!"𝐏#

CPFE2IGAComp
Input:𝐏𝐋; Output:𝐏
Derivative: d𝐏#𝐏

DispComp
Input:𝐏; Output:𝐮

Derivative: 𝜕𝐏𝐑, 𝜕𝐮𝐑

ObjectiveComp
Input:𝐏, 𝐮; Output:𝑓
Derivative: 𝜕𝐏𝑓, 𝜕𝐮𝑓

Fig. 5: Component structure for shell shape optimization using the FFD-based
approach.

An illustrative implementation example is provided in the following code snip-
pets, demonstrating the use of GOLDFISH within the Python environment. First, we
import the OpenMDAO and GOLDFISH libraries.

import openmdao.api as om
from GOLDFISH.nonmatching_opt_om import *

Next, a class ShapeOptGroupFFD inherited from the OpenMDAO group is cre-
ated for the FFD-based shape optimization problem, and the relevant parameters
are initialized. The input of the class is an instance of the non-matching prob-
lem NonMatchingOptFFD, which takes the CAD geometry, analysis definitions, and
optimization conditions. These problem definitions are demonstrated in Section 4.1.

class ShapeOptGroupFFD(om.Group):
def initialize(self):

self.options.declare(’nonmatching_opt_ffd’)
# Define optimization related parameters
def init_parameters(self):

self.nmopt_ffd = self.options[’nonmatching_opt_ffd’]
self.opt_field = self.nmopt_ffd.opt_field
self.init_cpffd_design = self.nmopt_ffd.\

shopt_init_cpffd_design
self.input_cp_shapes = [cpffd.size for cpffd

in self.init_cpffd_design]
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A list of OpenMDAO components is then added to the group. The following code
snippet shows the input component which takes the control points of the FFD block
as the design variables. The CPFFD2SurfComp and CPFE2IGAComp components connect
control points of the FFD block to the NURBS control points of shell patches using
the formulation discussed in Section 2.3.1.

def setup(self):
# Add inputs comp
inputs_comp = om.IndepVarComp()
for i, field in enumerate(self.opt_field):

inputs_comp.add_output(
VARNAME_CP_FFD_DESIGN+str(field),
shape=self.input_cpffd_shapes[i],
val=self.init_cpffd_design[i])

self.add_subsystem(’inputs_comp’, inputs_comp ,
promotes=[’*’])

# Add FFD comp
self.ffd2surf_comp = CPFFD2SurfComp(

nonmatching_opt_ffd=self.nmopt_ffd)
self.ffd2surf_comp.init_parameters()
self.add_subsystem(’CPFFD2Surf_comp’,

self.ffd2surf_comp , promotes=[’*’])
# Add CPFE2IGA comp
self.cpfe2iga_comp = CPFE2IGAComp(

nonmatching_opt=self.nmopt_ffd)
self.cpfe2iga_comp.init_parameters()
self.add_subsystem(’CPFE2IGA_comp’,

self.cpfe2iga_comp , promotes=[’*’])

Furthermore, the DispStatesComp component performs the IGA on the updated CAD
geometry and returns the structural response along with partial derivatives. In this
example, we use the internal energy as the objective function, so the IntEnergyComp
component is added to the group.

# Add displacement comp
self.disp_states_comp = DispStatesComp(

nonmatching_opt=self.nmopt_ffd)
self.disp_states_comp.init_parameters()
self.add_subsystem(’disp_comp’,

self.disp_states_comp , promotes=[’*’])
# Add internal energy comp (obj function)
self.int_energy_comp = IntEnergyComp(

nonmatching_opt=self.nmopt_ffd)
self.int_energy_comp.init_parameters()
self.add_subsystem(’int_energy_comp’,

self.int_energy_comp , promotes=[’*’])

Finally, we can specify the design variables and objective functions within the
group to complete the setup of the optimization problem. Additionally, equality and
inequality constraints can be specified in the group through the self.add_constraint
method.

# Add design variable and objective
for i, field in enumerate(self.opt_field):

self.add_design_var(
VARNAME_CP_FFD_DESIGN+str(field),
lower=DESVAR_L[i], upper=DESVAR_U[i])
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self.add_objective(VARNAME_INT_ENERGY)

3.2.2 Components for moving intersections

When the optimal shell structures require significant repositioning of intersections
compared to the baseline design, we employ the moving intersections approach
proposed in [32]. This approach allows relative movement of shell patches, ensuring
that shell elements maintain good quality in the optimized geometry. In this method,
we implement the multilevel design approach [68, 69] to distinguish the design
model and analysis model. As such, we can select the dimension of the design space
independently from the analysis model, which typically has more DoFs for accurate
analysis. By selecting a design model with much fewer DoFs than the analysis
model, we can expedite the convergence of the optimizer while preserving the same
geometry as the analysis model without introducing geometric errors. The multi-
level design is achieved through order elevation and knot refinement of the NURBS
surfaces in the design model. As a result, the design variables in this scenario are
the control points of the design model. The essential components for shell shape
optimization with moving intersections, combined with multilevel design, are listed
below.

• OrderElevationComp: An explicit OpenMDAO component takes the control
points of the coarse design model as input and returns corresponding control
points after order elevation, following the relation NDV(ξ)PDV = NOE(ξ)POE,
where NOE(ξ) represents higher-order NURBS basis functions than NDV(ξ) but
with the same unique knots.

• KnotRefinementComp: An explicit component computes control points of the
analysis model P from the given input POE using knot refinement for NURBS
surfaces. This is achieved using similar formulation NOE(ξ)POE = N(ξ)P,
where N(ξ) has the same order as NOE(ξ) but with refined interior knots.

• CPIGA2XiComp: An implicit component takes control points of the analysis
model P as inputs and solves the residual equation RL defined in (29) to
determine the parametric coordinates of the movable intersections ξ̃. Partial
derivatives ∂PRL and ∂ξ̃RL are computed in this component.

• DispMintComp: An implicit component similar to the DispComp in Section
3.2.2 that solves structural displacement d using the penalty-based coupling
formulation for isogeometric shells. In addition to control points of the shell
patches P, this component also takes the parametric coordinates of the moving
intersections ξ̃ as an input to formulate the residual R(P, ξ̃,d). This component
also computes the partial derivatives ∂PR, ∂ξ̃R and ∂dR.

The total derivative in (31), along with a multilevel design method, are obtained by
connecting the partial derivatives provided by the components mentioned above. The
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connections between individual components are outlined in Figure 6. A numerical
example verifies this code structure is demonstrated in Section 4.2.

InputsComp
Output:𝐏!"

OrderEleComp
Input:𝐏!"; Output:𝐏#$
Derivative: d𝐏!"𝐏#$

KnotRefComp
Input:𝐏#$; Output:𝐏
Derivative: d𝐏#$𝐏

CPIGA2XiComp
Input:𝐏; Output:𝝃$

Derivative: 𝜕𝐏𝐑ℒ, 𝜕𝝃(𝐑ℒ 	

DispMintComp
Input:𝐏,𝝃$; Output:𝐮

Derivative: 𝜕𝐏𝐑, 𝜕𝝃(𝐑, 𝜕𝐮𝐑

ObjectiveComp
Input:𝐏, 𝐮; Output:𝑓
Derivative: 𝜕𝐏𝑓, 𝜕𝐮𝑓

Fig. 6: Component structure for shape optimization with moving intersections and
the multilevel design method.

Code snippets are demonstrated to create the OpenMDAO group for the
shape optimization of a complex shell structure with moving intersections. The
class ShapeOptGroupMint requires two arguments. The first is an instance of
CPSurfDesign2Analysis which provides the data and derivatives for the multilevel
design of CAD geometry to reduce the dimension of the design space. The second
argument is an instance of the non-matching problem NonMatchingOpt, which is the
parent class of NonMatchingOptFFD without the FFD-related functions. Section 4.2
presents a numerical example using this group.

class ShapeOptGroupMint(om.Group):
def initialize(self):

self.options.declare(’cpdesign2analysis’)
self.options.declare(’nonmatching_opt’)

def init_parameters(self):
self.des2ana = self.options[’cpdesign2analysis’]
self.nm_opt = self.options[’nonmatching_opt’]
self.opt_field = self.nm_opt.opt_field
self.init_cp_design = self.des2ana.init_cp_design
self.input_cp_shapes = [len(cp) for cp

in self.init_cp_design]

Next, we add the input component which takes control points of the coarse CAD
geometry as the design variables. The order elevation and the knot refinement com-
ponents are included to perform the k-refinement for the multilevel design, producing
the fine analysis model.
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def setup(self):
# Add inputs comp
inputs_comp = om.IndepVarComp()
for i, field in enumerate(self.opt_field):

inputs_comp.add_output(
VARNAME_CP_SURF_COARSE+str(field),
shape=self.input_cp_shapes[i],
val=self.init_cp_design[i])

self.add_subsystem(’input_comp’, inputs_comp ,
promotes=[’*’])

# Add order elevation comp
self.cp_order_ele_comp = CPSurfOrderElevationComp(

cpdesign2analysis=self.des2ana)
self.cp_order_ele_comp.init_parameters()
self.add_subsystem(’CP_order_ele_comp’,

self.cp_order_ele_comp , promotes=[’*’])
# Add knot refinement comp
self.cp_knot_refine_comp = CPSurfKnotRefinementComp(

cpdesign2analysis=self.des2ana)
self.cp_knot_refine_comp.init_parameters()
self.add_subsystem(’CP_knot_refine_comp’,

self.cp_knot_refine_comp , promotes=[’*’])

Subsequently, the CPIGA2XiComp component is added to calculate the parametric
coordinates of the intersections for a given set of surface control points by solving the
implicit equation (29) and computing the partial derivatives. The displacement com-
ponent for moving intersections DispMintComp is then added to evaluate the structural
responses for updated surface control points and intersection locations. Similarly, the
internal energy component is used to define the objective function.

# Add CPIGA2Xi comp
self.cpiga2xi_comp = CPIGA2XiComp(

nonmatching_opt=self.nm_opt)
self.cpiga2xi_comp.init_parameters()
self.add_subsystem(’CPIGA2xi_comp’,

self.cpiga2xi_comp , promotes=[’*’])
# Add displacement comp with moving int
self.disp_states_comp = DispMintStatesComp(

nonmatching_opt=self.nm_opt)
self.disp_states_comp.init_parameters()
self.add_subsystem(’disp_comp’,

self.disp_states_comp , promotes=[’*’])
# Add internal energy comp (objective function)
self.int_energy_comp = IntEnergyComp(

nonmatching_opt=self.nm_opt)
self.int_energy_comp.init_parameters()
self.add_subsystem(’int_energy_comp’,

self.int_energy_comp , promotes=[’*’])

Lastly, we assign the coarse control points of the shell patches as design variables and
designate the internal energy as the objective function to complete the problem setup.

for i, field in enumerate(self.opt_field):
self.add_design_var(

VARNAME_CP_SURF_COARSE+str(field),
lower=DESVAR_L[i], upper=DESVAR_U[i])

self.add_objective(VARNAME_INT_ENERGY)



20 Open-source shape optimization of isogeometric shells

The preprocessing and setup of the non-matching problems, as well as the usage of
the OpenMDAO groups mentioned above, are discussed in detail in Section 4.

4 Numerical examples
In this section, we present the implementation of benchmark problems to demonstrate
the use of GOLDFISH and validate it with reference solutions. Then we showcase
the application of GOLDFISH to the design optimization of aircraft wings.

4.1 Non-matching arch shape optimization
We use the arch shape optimization problem to verify the accuracy of the FFD-based
shape update scheme in GOLDFISH. The benchmark problem was first proposed in
[62, Section 8], where an arch geometry is subjected to a distributed downward load
and fixed at both edges. The optimal shape of the arch with minimum internal energy
is a quadratic parabola with an analytical height-to-length ratio so that the external
load is entirely supported by membrane forces [62, Section 8]. To examine the capa-
bility of the FFD-based approach to preserve non-conforming surface intersections
during shape updates, we create an arch geometry consisting of four non-conforming
NURBS patches, as shown in Figure 7a. The arch geometry has a width of 3 m, a
length of 10 m, and a shell thickness of 0.01 m. Young’s modulus of 1000 GPa and
Poisson’s ratio of 0.0 are used for material properties. A 3D B-spline FFD block
is generated to enclose the initial arch geometry, with the isogeometric discretiza-
tion of both the FFD block and the arch geometry demonstrated in Figure 7b. The
following listings provide essential implementation details for the FFD-based shape
optimization using GOLDFISH.

𝑦

𝑥

𝑧

(a)
(b)

Fig. 7: (a) The initial design of an arch geometry consisting of four non-matching
NURBS patches. (b) The initial arch geometry is embedded in a 3D B-spline block
for FFD-based shape optimization.
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We first define the material properties, coupling coefficient, and other basic
parameters. Considering the three physical directions correspond to [0, 1, 2] in imple-
mentation since Python is a zero-based indexed language. We select control points in
the z direction for optimization and define opt_field as [2].

E = Constant(1.0e12) # Young’s modulus, Pa
nu = Constant(0.) # Poisson’s ratio
h_th = Constant(0.01) # Shell thickness , m
pressure = Constant(1.) # Pressure magnitude , Pa
penalty_coefficient = 1.0e3 # Penalty coefficient
opt_field = [2] # Optimize z-coordinates only
ffd_block_nel = [4,1,1] # Nel of FFD block
p_ffd = 2 # Degree of the B-spline block

To perform the FFD-based shape optimization for the non-matching shells, we import
the initial CAD geometry of the arch in IGES or STEP format into the running
process using the Python interface of OpenCASCADE.

topo_shapes = read_igs_file("init_arch_geom.igs",
as_compound=False)

# Surface type conversion
occ_surf_list = [topoface2surface(face, BSpline=True)

for face in topo_shapes]
num_surfs = len(occ_surf_list)

We then create a geometry preprocessor instance to find all patch intersections and
compute their parametric coordinates.

preproc = OCCPreprocessing(occ_surf_list)
preproc.compute_intersections(mortar_refine=2)

Next, we generate a list of tIGAr spline instances to build the extraction matrices.
These matrices are utilized in the FFD-based shape update and IGA. The imple-
mentation of function OCCBSpline2tIGArSpline, which is standard to create a tIGAr
spline instance from a given spline surface containing the knot vectors and control
points, can be found in the GOLDFISH repository. Fixed boundary conditions are
applied to the first and last shell patches and are implemented in this function. We
omit these details here to focus on the setup of FFD-based shape optimization.

splines = []
for i in range(num_surfs):

splines += [OCCBSpline2tIGArSpline(
preproc.BSpline_surfs[i])]

The next step is to create the non-matching coupling instance for the list of tIGAr
spline instances using NonMatchingOptFFD. This allows us to perform automated IGA
and set up the FFD-based shape optimization problem.

nmopt_ffd = NonMatchingOptFFD(splines, E, h_th, nu)
nmopt_ffd.create_mortar_meshes(preproc.mortar_nels)
# Optimize z-coords for all shell patches
nmopt_ffd.set_shopt_surf_inds_FFD(opt_field , [0,1,2,3])
# Quadrature meshes setup for penalty energy
nmopt_ffd.mortar_meshes_setup(preproc.mapping_list ,

preproc.intersections_para_coords ,
penalty_coefficient)
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A 3D B-spline FFD block is created by specifying the number of elements,
degrees, and limits of the control points in the three directions using function
create_3D_block.

# Create the 3D B-spline FFD block
cp_lims = nonmatching_opt_ffd.cpsurf_des_lims
for field in opt_field:

cp_range = cp_lims[field][1]-cp_lims[field][0]
cp_lims[field][1] = cp_lims[field][1]+0.2*cp_range

FFD_block = create_3D_block(ffd_block_nel , p_ffd, cp_lims)

By providing the knot vectors and control points of the FFD block to the non-
matching coupling instance and arranging the related constraints on the FFD block
control points, we complete the setup of the FFD block for shape optimization. The
method set_shopt_align_CPFFD eliminates redundant design variables by aligning
control points in the width direction. The set_shopt_pin_CPFFDmethod fixes control
points on the lower edges of the FFD block, while set_shopt_regu_CPFFD ensures
control points stay within the range of their adjacent neighbors, preventing unrealistic
shapes.

# Set FFD block to the shell optimization problem
nmopt_ffd.set_shopt_FFD(FFD_block.knots, FFD_block.control)
# Set CP alignment in the width direction
nmopt_ffd.set_shopt_align_CPFFD(align_dir=[[1]])
# Set constraints to fix two lower edges of the block
nmopt_ffd.set_shopt_pin_CPFFD(pin_dir0=[2], pin_side0=[[0]],

pin_dir1=[1], pin_side1=[[0]])
# Set constraints to prevent self-penetration
nmopt_ffd.set_shopt_regu_CPFFD()

A list of the PDE residual forms based on the Kirchhoff–Love shell theory with St.
Venant Kirchhoff material model is generated for all shell patches. These residual
forms are expressed as FEniCS Unified Form Language (UFL) [47] Form objects,
which allows for for automatic computation of symbolic derivatives. By inputting the
residual forms into nmopt_ffd, the stiffness matrix K and residual vector R of the
non-matching shell structure are assembled in PENGoLINS subroutines.

source_terms = []
residuals = []
for i in range(num_surfs):

X = nmopt_ffd.splines[i].F # Shell geometry
# Calculate curvilinear basis vectors
A0,A1,A2,_,_,_ = surfaceGeometry(nmopt_ffd.splines[i], X)
v_vec = as_vector([Constant(0.), Constant(0.),

Constant(1.)])
# Constant downward distributed pressure
force = as_vector([Constant(0.), Constant(0.),

-pressure*inner(v_vec, A2)])
source_terms += [inner(force, nmopt_ffd.splines[i]\

.rationalize(nmopt_ffd.spline_test_funcs[i]))\
*nmopt_ffd.splines[i].dx]

residuals += [SVK_residual(nmopt_ffd.splines[i],
nmopt_ffd.spline_funcs[i],
nmopt_ffd.spline_test_funcs[i],
E, nu, h_th, source_terms[i])]

nmopt_ffd.set_residuals(residuals)
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Subsequently, we construct the FFD-based shape optimization model using the com-
ponent structure and implementation discussed in Section 2.3.1, and then create the
OpenMDAO optimization problem.

# Create the FFD-based shape optimization model
model = ShapeOptGroupFFD(nonmatching_opt_ffd=nmopt_ffd)
model.init_parameters()
prob = om.Problem(model=model)

Finally, the SLSQP optimizer with a tolerance of 10−12 is selected for this problem,
and the objective function is minimized using method run_driver().

prob.driver = om.ScipyOptimizeDriver()
prob.driver.options[’optimizer’] = ’SLSQP’
prob.driver.options[’tol’] = 1e-12
prob.driver.options[’maxiter’] = 1000
# Set up and run the optimization problem
prob.setup()
prob.run_driver()

The optimized arch geometry after 40 iterations is shown in Figure 8a. A com-
parison of the sliced view of the optimized arch with the analytical optimal shape
is presented in Figure 8b, where the optimized geometry closely aligns with the ref-
erence solution from [62]. The height-to-length ratio of the optimized solution is
5.4748, which shows a negligible difference from the analytical value of 5.4779.
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Fig. 8: (a) The optimized design of the arch geometry. (b) The cross-sectional view
of the optimized arch compared with the analytical optimum.

4.2 T-beam shape optimization with moving intersections
In this section, we use a T-beam geometry to demonstrate the use of GOLDFISH
for shape optimization of multi-patch shell structures with moving intersections. The
initial T-beam geometry is described by two B-spline surfaces. The top patch is a
parabolic curved surface with dimensions of 2 m in width, 5 m in length, and spans
from 0 m to 0.3 m in height. The vertical patch is a flat surface with dimensions of 2
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m × 5 m and is positioned at one quarter of the top patch in the horizontal direction
in the baseline design. The CAD geometry of the T-beam, shown in Figure 9a, is
subjected to a distributed pressure in the downward vertical direction and is fixed at
one end.

𝑥

𝑦

𝑧

(a) (b)

Fig. 9: (a) The baseline design of the T-beam geometry consists of two B-spline
patches. The top patch is a curved surface. (b) Isogeometric discretization of the ini-
tial T-beam, where the red and green control points represent DoFs in the analysis
model, and black control points represent DoFs in the design model for shape opti-
mization.

The optimal design with minimum internal energy is obtained when the vertical
patch is positioned at the center of the top patch, maintaining a constant volume. In
this example, we optimize the shape of the vertical patch while keeping the geometry
of the top patch fixed. Meanwhile, the intersection between the two patches is allowed
to move during the optimization process. Both shell patches have a thickness of 0.1
m, with material properties of Young’s modulus E = 107 Pa and Possion’s ratio
ν = 0. The discretization of the coarse design model for the vertical patch is indicated
by black lines in Figure 9b, while the red and green points denote the discretization
of the fine analysis model. The problem setup and GOLDFISH implementation are
illustrated in the following code snippets.

The problem parameters definitions and CAD geometry import are similar to the
previous example and will not be repeated. For the shape optimization, an instance
of the geometry processor OCCPreprocessing and an instance of the non-matching
problem NonMatchingOpt are created. We specify the fields of the control points for
optimization as x and z coordinates, corresponding to opt_field as [0, 2]. Further, we
specify the surface indices to be optimized in each field. For the vertical patch with an
index of 1, the shape optimization surface indices are [[1], [1]]. We proceed to create
and set up the quadrature meshes using mortar_meshes_setup, similar to the previ-
ous example. The key difference is that the argument transfer_mat_deriv, which
defaults to 1, is set to 2 in this case since the partial derivative of the non-matching
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residual with respect to intersection parametric coordinates requires second-order
derivations of the spline basis functions.

opt_field = [0,2]
shopt_surf_inds = [[1], [1]]
nmopt.set_shopt_surf_inds(opt_field , shopt_surf_inds)
nmopt.set_geom_preprocessor(preproc)
nmopt.create_mortar_meshes(preproc.mortar_nels)
nmopt.mortar_meshes_setup(preproc.mapping_list ,

preproc.intersections_para_coords ,
penalty_coefficient , transfer_mat_deriv=2)

We use the check_intersections_type method to check the types of intersec-
tions. An intersection is treated as differentiable if it is not located at the edges of
both intersecting spline patches. Next, the method create_diff_intersections is
used to generate associated data for the differentiable intersections. The argument
num_edge_pts is a list of integers, where each item specifies the number of points in
the quadrature mesh used to enforce the T-junction. For this T-beam example, there is
only one T-junction, and since the vertical patch is set to remain straight in the axial
direction during optimization, a single point is sufficient to ensure the T-junction.

preproc.check_intersections_type()
preproc.get_diff_intersections()
nmopt.create_diff_intersections(num_edge_pts=[1])

We then use the geometry preprocessor to initialize an instance of
CPSurfDesign2Analysis to establish the multilevel design framework between the
design model and the analysis model.

des2ana = CPSurfDesign2Analysis(preproc, opt_field ,
shopt_surf_inds)

We assume the imported CAD geometry represents the analysis model in the work-
flow. Therefore, we need to define the space for the design model. We first specify
the order and knots of the design model. In this example, the horizontal location of
the vertical patch is described by a cubic B-spline in the ξ1 direction and a linear B-
spline in the ξ2 direction, while the vertical location is described by linear B-splines
in both directions. All spline curves in the design model have a single knot span. The
orders and knot vectors for the design model are defined as follows.

init_p_list = [[[3,1]], [[1,1]]]
init_knots_list = [[[[0, 0, 0, 0, 1, 1, 1, 1],

[0, 0, 1, 1]]],
[[[0, 0, 1, 1],
[0, 0, 1, 1]]]]

The orders and knot vectors for the model after order elevation are given by the
following variables.

p_list_ele = [[[3, 3]], [[3, 3]]]
knots_list_ele = [[[[0, 0, 0, 0, 1, 1, 1, 1],

[0, 0, 0, 0, 1, 1, 1, 1]]],
[[[0, 0, 0, 0, 1, 1, 1, 1],
[0, 0, 0, 0, 1, 1, 1, 1]]]]
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Next, we pass the multilevel design information to the instance des2ana. To keep the
vertical patch straight in the axial direction, the horizontal and vertical coordinates
are aligned along the axial direction using the set_cp_align method.

des2ana.set_init_knots_by_field(init_p_list ,
init_knots_list)

des2ana.set_order_elevation_by_field(p_list_ele ,
knots_list_ele)

des2ana.set_knot_refinement()
des2ana.set_cp_align(field=0, align_dir_list=[1])
des2ana.set_cp_align(field=2, align_dir_list=[1])

Furthermore, we can create the shape optimization model with moving intersections
by passing the nmopt and des2ana instances to the ShapeOptGroupMint class and
create the optimization problem.

model = ShapeOptGroupMint(cpdesign2analysis=des2ana,
nonmatching_opt=nmopt)

model.init_parameters()
prob = om.Problem(model=model)

Then the optimizer is configured using prob.driver.options. The optimization
problem is set up with prob.setup() and solved by prob.run_driver(). Using the
SLSQP optimizer with a tolerance of 10−9, the optimized geometry after 22 itera-
tions is shown in Figure 10a. A cross-sectional view of the T-beam is illustrated in
Figure 10b, indicating that the vertical patch moves to the center of the top patch,
thereby minimizing the internal energy of the T-beam for the given load and bound-
ary conditions with sufficiently small errors. The optimized configuration in Figure
10 also demonstrates that the T-junction between the top and vertical patches is well
preserved.
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Fig. 10: (a) The optimized T-beam geometry with a curved top patch. (b) Cross-
sectional view of the optimized T-beam, the vertical patch is moved to the center of
the top patch and maintains the T-junction.



Open-source shape optimization of isogeometric shells 27

4.3 Tube under internal pressure
A tube under internal pressure is considered in this section. The initial design of the
tube is shown in Figure 11a. To validate the GOLDFISH framework, we model a
quarter of the initial tube using four non-matching B-spline patches, with three differ-
entiable intersections between the upper and lower pair of patches. Each pair of shell
patches is embedded in one FFD block to maintain their edge intersection, while the
intersections between the two FFD blocks are allowed to move during the optimiza-
tion process. This setup enables the analytical optimal solution, which is a cylindrical
tube. The configuration of the FFD blocks and their associated discretizations are
illustrated in Figure 11b. The optimization of this tube combines both the FFD-based
approach and the moving intersections method.

𝑧

𝑥

𝑦

(a) (b)

Fig. 11: (a) The baseline design of a tube geometry, with a quarter of the tube mod-
eled by four non-matching B-spline patches. (b) Two FFD blocks are employed, one
for each pair of B-spline surfaces with an edge intersection. Relative movement is
allowed between the two FFD blocks.

The following code snippets illustrate the setup of the tube optimization prob-
lem using GOLDFISH. As in previous examples, we begin by creating instances
of OCCPreprocessing and NonmatchingOptFFD for the imported CAD geometry. For
both FFD blocks, we optimize the vertical and horizontal coordinates of their control
points. Since the axial direction of the tube is the z direction, the optimization field
is set as [0,1] for both FFD blocks to update their x and y coordinates. Shell patches
with indices 0 and 1 are embedded in the first FFD block, while the remaining two
patches are embedded in the second FFD block. Thus, the opt_surf_inds is defined
as [[0,1], [2,3]]. This information is passed to the non-matching problem using the
method set_shopt_surf_inds_multiFFD.

opt_field = [[0,1],[0,1]]
opt_surf_inds = [[0,1], [2,3]]
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nm_opt.set_shopt_surf_inds_multiFFD(opt_field , opt_surf_inds)
nm_opt.set_geom_preprocessor(preproc)

We then create two lists containing the knot vectors shopt_ffd_knots_list and con-
trol points shopt_ffd_knots_list for the trivariate B-spline solids used to define the
FFD blocks, as demonstrated in Figure 11b. The definitions of these lists are omitted
for clarity. The method set_shopt_multiFFD is used to obtain the data of the FFD
blocks.

nm_opt.set_shopt_multiFFD(shopt_ffd_knots_list ,
shopt_ffd_control_list)

Next, the control points of both FFD blocks are aligned in the axial direction using the
method set_shopt_align_CP_multiFFD. The control points on the faces of the FFD
blocks that lie on the symmetric planes are fixed using set_shopt_pin_CP_multiFFD.
Additionally, the method set_shopt_regu_CP_multiFFD is employed to prevent self-
penetration of the FFD blocks.

nm_opt.set_shopt_align_CP_multiFFD(ffd_ind=0,
align_dir=[[2],[2]])

nm_opt.set_shopt_align_CP_multiFFD(ffd_ind=1,
align_dir=[[2],[2]])

nm_opt.set_shopt_pin_CP_multiFFD(ffd_ind=0, pin_dir0=[0,0],
pin_side0=[[0],[0]])

nm_opt.set_shopt_pin_CP_multiFFD(ffd_ind=1, pin_dir0=[1,1],
pin_side0=[[0],[0]])

nm_opt.set_shopt_regu_CP_multiFFD()

The remainder of the optimization setup is identical to the previous examples, which
involves creating quadrature meshes for the intersections and defining PDE resid-
uals for the Kirchhoff–Love shells. The OpenMDAO optimization problem is then
created using om.Problem. The SNOPT optimizer is employed for this problem with
a tolerance of 10−2. The converged tube geometry after 142 iterations is shown in
Figure 12a. A cross-sectional view of a quarter of the tube is displayed in Figure 12b
and compared with an exact quarter circle for validation. The surface intersections
between the two pairs of shell patches move to the edges of the patches, form-
ing a cylindrical tube to achieve the optimal shape. This demonstrates that both the
FFD-based and moving intersections approaches can work simultaneously in shape
optimization for non-matching shell structures.

4.4 Application to aircraft wings
This section presents the optimization results for aircraft wings to demonstrate the
applicability of GOLDFISH to complex shell structures.

4.4.1 Wing shape optimization using FFD-based approach

In the first application, we use the FFD-based approach to optimize the shape of an
electric vertical take-off and landing (eVTOL) aircraft wing. The CAD geometry of
the eVTOL wing, shown in Figure 13a, is composed of 21 B-spline patches and 87
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Fig. 12: (a) The resulting geometry of the tube with minimum internal energy. Sur-
face intersections between the spline patches transit to edge intersections in the
optimized design. (b) Comparison of the optimized geometry with an exact cylindri-
cal tube in the cross-sectional view.

intersections. The wing is clamped at the root and subjected to an upward-facing dis-
tributed pressure. The material properties used are those of aluminum, with Young’s
modulus of 68 GPa and Poission’s ratio of 0.35. All shell patches have a thickness of
3 mm. The contour plot of the wing displacement in the baseline design is shown in
Figure 13b.

(a) (b)

Fig. 13: (a) The initial CAD geometry of an eVTOL wing. (b) The displacement field
of the eVTOL wing under a distributed load.

To perform shape optimization for the eVTOL wing, the entire geometry is
embedded in an FFD B-spline block for shape update. The control points of the FFD
block in the vertical direction serve as the design variables. The internal energy of
the wing is minimized under a constant volume constraint. A regularization term is
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added to the objective function to smooth the gradient changes of the surface in the
vertical direction, preventing oscillatory shapes. The optimized geometry is shown
in Figure 14a. The cross-section of the wing root becomes wider to provide greater
support under the distributed pressure, while the wing tip narrows in the vertical
direction to compensate for the increased volume at the wing root. The corresponding
displacement contour plot of the optimized wing is displayed in Figure 14b, where
the maximum displacement magnitude is noticeably decreased. The internal energy
of the optimized wing is reduced by 49.1% compared to the baseline design.

(a) (b)

Fig. 14: (a) The optimized CAD geometry of the eVTOL wing using the FFD-based
approach. (b) The displacement field of the optimized eVTOL wing.

4.4.2 Internal structures shape optimization

This section focuses on the optimization of the layout of internal structures of the
eVOTL wing, where intersections between outer skins, spars, and ribs are allowed to
move during the optimization process. The initial geometry of the eVTOL wing is
shown in Figure 15a, consisting of 11 B-spline patches and 32 intersections. Among
these intersections, four of them are located on the edges of intersecting outer sur-
faces and therefore remain fixed. The remaining 28 intersections are movable to
optimize the layout of the internal sub-structures. The boundary conditions, loading
conditions, material properties, and geometric parameters are the same as those in
Section 4.4.1, and the displacement contour plot is shown in Figure 15b.

In this application, the outer surfaces remain unchanged during the shape opti-
mization. Internal spars are allowed to have rigid body translation within the envelope
of the outer surfaces, while the ribs can translate and rotate along the lines from 15%
to 80% of the distance from the leading edge to the trailing edge but remain planar
surfaces. Each rib has a volume constraint set to less than 1.5 times its initial value to
prevent excessively stretched elements. The optimized geometry, which minimizes
internal energy, is shown in Figure 16a, and the associated displacement field is visu-
alized in Figure 16b. The tip displacement is slightly decreased as the contour lines
move toward the wing tip. The internal energy of the optimized wing is reduced by
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(a) (b)

Fig. 15: (a) The baseline design of an eVTOL wing. (b) The displacement of the
initial eVTOL wing.

5.2% compared to the initial design. Additionally, the T-junctions between the inter-
nal structures and outer skins are maintained, despite the changes in the locations of
internal structures.

(a) (b)

Fig. 16: (a) The CAD geometry of the eVTOL wing with optimized internal ribs and
spars. (b) The displacement field of the optimized eVTOL wing.

The eVTOL wing shape optimization examples validate the applicability of
GOLDFISH to complex shell structures with arbitrary intersections. The overall
shape optimization exhibits a significant reduction in internal energy. Furthermore,
the optimization of internal spars and ribs not only reduces the objective function but
also leads to innovative layouts of internal structures. This section showcases two
representative design scenarios for the eVTOL wing, further examples of wing design
can be found in [31, Section 6] using the FFD-based approach and in [32, Section 6]
with moving intersections.

5 Conclusions
This paper introduces GOLDFISH, an open-source Python library for the shape opti-
mization of complex shell structures. The structural analysis employs an isogeometric
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Kirchhoff–Love shell model coupled with a penalty formulation for patch intersec-
tions, and control points of shell patches are modified to update the shell shape. In this
approach, FE mesh generation is no longer required in the optimization loop. This
framework is developed based on FEniCS, leveraging its automatic differentiation
and code generation capabilities to compute derivatives, thereby enabling gradient-
based design optimization. The code framework accepts B-spline or NURBS-based
CAD geometries as input and returns the optimized geometry in the same format,
streamlining the workflow from geometry design through structural analysis to shape
optimization.

The modular design of the framework inherited from OpenMDAO is presented
along with the essential components for FFD-based shape optimization and the mov-
ing intersections approaches. A suite of benchmark problems, accompanied by code
implementations, is provided to examine the effectiveness of the framework. Fur-
thermore, the applications to aerospace structures are demonstrated, resulting in
innovative designs for the layout of internal spars and ribs in an eVTOL wing. Nev-
ertheless, conditions from other disciplines, such as aerodynamics [70, 71], electric
motors [72], and noise control [73], need to be considered for practical designs. This
presents opportunities for future work on integrating various disciplines to enhance
the framework for more practical shell structure designs. The code framework is
maintained on the GitHub repository [74].
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