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Selection of the optimal tolerance for the components is one of the most important and
complex issues in the design of the parts and products especially in sensitive and accurate
industries (like as aerospace).

Generally the design engineers tend to consider close tolerances in terms of product
performances and high reliability, on the contrary to manufacturing engineers that used
to open tolerances because of easier, cheaper and practicality of manufacturing
processes. Study the balance between tolerance and other factors affecting it, such as
quality, cost and production, is the most important issue in this case. In this regard, there
are numerous articles and methods. In this paper we use the tools of statistics and
mathematics as" response surface method”, first method of diagnosis of the critical
tolerances describes and then tolerance of the optimal allocation - in case the cost of
production or quality characteristic is optimized- has been examined.

Keywords: response surface method, tolerance allocation, cost, design of experiments

1. M. Sc.
2. M. Sc. (Corresponding Author)



JSST

3l 3 gyl sl < pali halsbend

WA i g g /Y 9 ) Bl /¥ Al
VY oo

Y

* o0

P 30 (RSM) by 4195 T ok 3 ool
ol )l diug

" ecma e Lo jaen 5 S s
e bblb aodle sIKGh olaidl pusiidl> - )
wwsb oWl puas anlgd  dxiuo slSUIGI (Ladled  awaige 0uSUih> Y
Ca )b & el *

naghikhani_m@yahoo.com

diile) (565> 5 ol glio 0 posadd CYpamo 5 b S 0 odiy 5 ppe Jilewo I S

Phb plodige bgas sl odins JSii Slip] (o b disgy Jldo ST [ g (U8 o oo plio
b5 Yl e 13 il bl 5 23Sl ot 1 _fpuea b s Sylii> s |yl ol iy o
Wt b 1S oolial b (clo iyl 1 B s plsi sy 5 il hotige 45 Cadl b 3 ol 5
oo el 5 il dlgio 93 o 3l Ao celius oo @Slp0 0l 0 il i los 5 L] i)y
]2 2 2 (eodxio (cla yigy 5 Yo divaf Sl 1 ] ol 5 Ayi edis i CudsS oS il o 1 o
il L) RSM) ey g, g Slyie o (oSl g ol slojlil 1 50 Sl 02zl b oy )b nuo dllic
bty dja o5 (o 3~ bl disgpy paeadt iyl dobl 0 5 03,5 i |y e (Slaphl pactis

S I iy Yyge —5ul o ity A4S daniio

lapstalojl 25k i3 ¢ il panass Gusl dig) bey 15l (Sojlg

ol b Ao 13 5 39 gn o3lizl il (sla sty g 2
Sl alsjo cpl )3 98 0 oy Byielly (gl (bl e
Al b ol el 2 g s e (sl gy eloly el
hb 3 (dadie (awsin 5 (oolnl) (il cdds > Y] 298 0
9 M5 5 ol flodige g ghb pludine o LISy &
Mg g oS i I A ladasiie 4 g Cusl opf 9 2L )I3L
bl Glige cull (ole cudS Wy Dy g duse il
5 &leo 09iliay 48y 4 4295 LI .S |y o Slige 5 ik
9 Slagby) 9 is)ld l edlil 4 pile pluo ( 1B, 5L Sbx]
wjp el g SYgame CubS () by » Blo g Slb
wej cpl ) P g (b ledige o8 b (So losd

3. Robust Design

3

LV R

i (2hb oge 4 SVgares b 5 b 2l lagec
hb) i b 3 N3 392y il (A 5 sl (A
Ol g Lo (s (el ol g ptige Jyo! J poiae S (ospe
oS 55l |y osheal Canglio matlyy 51 Mo 5o ooliz 4y
Oy i ks o Al s i (sl (S0 o s b L
Syl (gly (B dlis el (Sl dsje ) oS odlil o)
o jlixo 3l 6y pobasd 3 o] plie s (BB § 39 oy pitasen
s i lge cov sl WM g lal e oyl . Sl

38 Ml 1)) Ll lS )
(bobco 8aiu3i) 43 ol IS Y

Qe /+O/YY i ag T A e/ o F/o 0 o cidly



Glozo e Lojdies 5 (SB (B s0pe

sl aje ol @l gyl gn Bl Ul )
ool Blus

aip p poles sl pasuis ) LUl Y
il yo 0L s glas (358 dlae Culey pas Cijao 0 &
Lo ybg) ol ) edlizal 1 35 e sbyl dols claclss o Jie
O 3 el 36 el ol ol yan ol b (gllad b g 5w 4
slp cwslio le 29y G glgie 4 b dig) hg) IS
Lje al ller dix J1e o il g bl iz
&b dig) by Cuje niimte Bedie By il )b~y
ololis LUl oxs S5 OMSiia gy p gl &S canl oyl
2 581y Gl g pelas slayielil

W3 (bl il )l anadd dle (g2 g0,

ol panass Mg doje Jihe diee lp by S
DS P Bl ailye 5 il B ol e
593 5 puilyli (Sl slacusgize 4 a9 b Ay slaas jo
Jyae S5 5Wge anlb a8 (28 Cul (2l (slacydgie
i Mg bl g il cilidee s b adge n Jold caskab |y
Ty pli ddge (uill 1) Grizmen g Cusl )l U8 cov
Sadse s Sogo opl 3l Jlge il b ansll il
Dedise Ly pj Ojgods il parass Al
Minimize n(t,,t,,...,t,)
subject to
t+ty 4o+t <T (V)
[, <t <u, i=12,.,n

Other restrict

o diepll e el YL g b e u Ll &S
Blao il ;3 Lol el polaols IS &3 b 772,00 eent,)
il ol )b g Mg IS slaaize m Joe 5 oy o
Caol sl pool dlisee Olasdss aiey (pl 50 .Cowl adliisl
4 Si pysdl 5l oedlatel b (WWAY) gisse 9 syl
@ bgye 08 (855l b (il —auie o ilease
Yl s 5 RSS DLM g, 5l odlitusl b Jpuao CosS
ol [¥] 5 [0] a2lpe & ol oo diej cpl > .Cusl aBlyy
Godly (5 55malS (gilwand 3l edlazwl L (Yo oV) Ko )8
Iy abja @b (RSM) "l &g, 5l odlisul b g sl |, dlie

9. Response Surface Methodology

2la (5318 5 pole iy — ole Aolilad | &Y
WA s 5 ke / ¥ 5 ) Byleus /F s

GoSiSs Vgamn ol il G panass WS sk
V] 295 o0 o At 93 &) iy 5 Bisge s
Sk o (g (228 Glaghy, —dl
iy sl litial 5 gl —
(WC)Tedlo iy yiay bl (s 5 (o o =
g Adyy aile) (bl (st g s oy, -
(RSS ) *clay e
Silohd) iy Slegdge g Cunlas oo slagiy) -
s g 455 S Cige (Sildend « (DLM) 7 s
[A 5 ¥] (.. s ANONA) g
[A](CAD) gl SaS a1 (>l (oS —
Wi olilp e eyl il —
9 ) byy ool s g 058 BB Y] @pe Ve Juad
D) demg s N0 sy &l cwl oas &) (oo
10 9V8] 5,5 o)Ll (68 S ¢ " i) — gl ¢ s (sl showe
Silolgial sl by) —
U gy bawg VWL dad pgd das 3 by
& lagSa ] Jaame (sl ol 5l Gas oS cul i &)
whey ol AL gl b elaspd ALzl Lalpd 4 s
L 5 o SYpame b glaplols 5 beSys by Ty
D9 oo 00wl Clgiwl sl lgie co® YU luabl coblB
5 Wailge (I8 Luilyls b olyes (50laidl pelio cojg,el Lo
Lis Sy Dlegdse j| (S Slige g Mg dujm g S 5o o
ool Gl gy amass Ae ol cdlo 5 oL
Shdserd ot s ileding Alies wiles CL e
Gl e plysar (Wil — W duse plg o el oS 55
Loady U5 dupe SOjpe e [y ¥l dede osliial
ool loito dnuil)5 g gl it olyisar (S Aakis
ly 425 ey glyl (V) Jgdo 35,38 o 3B 2 &jm (g9 o8
Ll cul 5l oslitnl b (il anass a2 )S1[Y] sed o Lis
da s cpl 5l oolatwl o Lol Cuwl odd aply sohd mlo
Y] sl andhs 1y o5 @)lee diz 1L ghb (losige

() Jgi) o2l Bz Yoo > g (silwJse Ul =)

4. Linear and Nonlinear Worst-Case Tolerance Analysis
5. Root of Sum Square

6. Direct Linear Methodology

7. System Moments

8. Hasofer-Lind



£Y | 2l ygld g pole (dngly — ol dolilad
WA il g lee /¥ 5 ) 8yl / ¥ als

oy Syl ) 4295 b (&S dasude o 9 S5 -
Jolos 5l (sl (3,5 Mg jolateds (039)9 slo e )
(23 (gilodinge) WS (oo dinte 1) (S duaseie oS
oo Ally &S 29y 0 4 slaanls ;3 RSM Ysese
OSeel g odzy sl ($39)5 layiie 5 (&S ladasuie
Gy ite o Ay 33500 el Ysane W Jo g5 ol 3
Cypods ped Ay ldlediz Jao Syl (63959 (sloyiie
IIV] 29 o o0liiwl 4o

);(x):ﬁg +Zﬁixi +ZBii'xi2 +Zzﬁfjxixj (\)
1 1 11

sl By Bir BB s so505 wite X, Jo ol S
ol (639)9 slapite Jlite 5 pgd dayd ¢ dad il sl
s A8 (oo ol coen loum (35 Goly dig) (S9) )3 Jdo
sl iles gy obj 2Uly pe> asye Jao )
Slacdls glgl (V) S5 )b e wly cilie
2 o i 1y milgi opl calises

09y ) cal ol slms Jro cpl lajiall syl Y

Sl 0o d5ye Jio &S sl oss ol oz 3oy 5l Y
5 ol Gl jloan (Adgi 21,8) wlobw (g Jio (4l

s oo Ygane YL 5 pg 450

ne80 ¢ dx, o Bry - Ax) - 1203~ 120, 5,

e

o By et > (RSM) ol &, o J el

szl 5loeolatel b VY] aage sl 03,8 (gilwding
Siloase [ ol —anse @b RSM 5 assel ilojl
Lol 03,8

gl &gy slagyb glol danl fcanl 003 nus allis ol
RSM 5l ool b g 5 355 gwypt (- 5 BDD CCD)
5 Gl e Glyisd g Auje Gn dal) giledae dab
29 398e S $39)9 Slapste Jlyear el sl
bl Julos jloslial b (olus (o puil B s 51 4 Coled
My glanie (A A 4 oeie & 2l )l (ANOVA)
S 50 M 928 Jlte S 3 1) 395

b &9, (W9,

5 bl sk il lasgere S (RSM) gl &gy 39,
5 dge cdawgl polaleds &S Cunl (e giludinge ST
ST ol [V o] 2900 485 54 Clgae g 3 gjluaine
slogilly b (63959 yeite piz o8 Bluo 10T 5 5122 )00 ol
5 o ) dnl8 b Jpamme I S dasio b 3 Shes Jlee
o5 b gy 9 uSh Lawgs VAO+ dmd I ) cul el 30
Comy )3 9 45 lae CudS dgme o) 3 9 ko Pl J>
ol Jb ) pole jl (gl 3 lod S ©jgonr 31 Jlo
b &S dasedo (8 gxnJde L Gl &g gy s 5> Canl

WS o JWin 1y i il ali8 634y (sl pusio

ne80« dry + Buy- dag - V263~ 120, 0y
b) Statetiary Hdge

F\'l\""*\\

i@ \\\3 \5

16

\\\ 72
o

RN

76
72

|

I
//
i/

a0
16 B84
I\\\\I
(e} Rising ridge ) Col, 1080, OF MmN N

ne 80 - de, ¢ 120, Jed - 1263 - 120, 5,

Qe 80+ 4r, + 8ry- 24) - 126} - 12, 2,

S duaseiio (59, IS8 5 e Jolse S g5 g (i lolid =Y JSCud



ez le Loysnes o B (B gaee

2ldd (5yglid g pole (ol — cale doliliad | 5¥
WA Gl g e/ ¥ 9 ) 5ylad /F als

ol = g dnje plg =Y Jga
Math Principle Cost model Analysis Model Model author
Reciprocal A+B/T Lagrange multiplier Chase & Greenwood
Reciprocal squared A+ B/T? Lagrange multiplier Sports
Reciprocal power A+ BTk Lagrange multiplier Sutherland & Roth
Reciprocal power B/T* Nonlinear programming Lee & Woo
Exponential Be™™T Lagrange multiplier Speckhart
E;(‘E]erlentlal/ Reciprocal Be ™T/Tk Nonlinear programming Michael & Siddall
Piecewise linear A; — BTy Linear programming Bjork & Patel
Empirical data Discrete parts Zero — one programming Ostwald & Hung
Empirical data Discrete parts Combinatorial Monte & Datseries
Empirical data Discrete parts Branch and bound Lee & Woo

il olap b lsl )l S BDD 5 CCD lag b
sl (¥) 9 (V) JS3 &5 3 1) pos Ao Jao (5510 2l
m e b5 1, BDD 4 CCD iulejl 2 b 63k

Central Composite

Design
a=v2
141 k=1
l-
- 0F o- @ L ]
gk
141 F ®
— - - 1 L ' J
141 <1 0 1 1.4
X

(CCD) S o 535 o g =Y JSWS

+1

-1 Py

(BDD) (S =8k g b - S

D9d e iy 5 Pl dw (gilwalay (sly ol g By

55 3)90 slaodls g leMbl (yglaen coslio g3z b (il
S a3l logsa b bosls yslaer iigsb @8 ol »
380l 33l ) pgd dspe slaleraiz Juo o dloges s
gl &gy pogasie bz jl 5 (DOE) "bgilejl o) 8
Sbagiy J slageme baghlejl gk b Dsde edlizsl
slil) )3 lohlejl 4l lojles (iyz s sl & Cunl (g)le]
o tolofl 2k (Shy oniete ol 4Bl s Gl 5 Slaal
5 ool G g ause (S b gl oLk alls
b cwlie oy cpl 50 sl Ly 3)50 Sly8 leMb] iSlas
gyl (Soh slagsb akx I ol gl @lis g
Vel ese o pb Olgie w5 8 Ghle bk (ol
sy lS elbaige) 5 Ltalel clag b lyil 51 Lol oMb
Sy oialesl slag b 03y 5 (ool dlas .l 03,8 @l o
ooy byl S nl a5 o)ls 929 pgd ddpe Jae 510
g b S el 5 casl o1d bl pae 5 il (lalno
D90 i Alwd 93 & sl &)

b (CCD) 'Sy 55 m gib) il slagbo )

(5 (BDD) "o — S
(- s G- optimal . D-optimal ) 25 )lbusl e slag b .Y

1. Design of Experiments
2. Central Composite Design
3. Box Behnken Design



£0/ L8 (558 5 pole (ctmgy — ol dalilad
WA il g ke /Y 5 ) Bylous / ¥ als

Ano (gt 512 Tl w9y w9,
S9dise (B8 Mstysenst, ) Gl 2yl sl gy 49y B9y 5
A4S 45)910")[@3:» JRVHI.Y c).b 89,9 Lgl.m),,i';.o [ S LY
J}a)ﬁ 4; J}w@ o)l,o.w)‘ oM d.LJJS Lglmw )l RSM uos) ).)

] 5 o yguody (o30S

y, 22 ¥ i =12, (v)
u, -1,

ol 4 asg b b cwl 1L bl gansS e yaie X &S

YU by, s sy JE(L,u,) anls 5 1, clayaie o

Ored & g MS o yu (Ve)) B5L )0 el gansS sla e

)5 (gl 2j Coppods Slodd ausS

ixi(ui -1 )2+(ui +li)ST (\ﬂ)

o
Sloyiie o By Tt 15500t,) ol & g Grpen 9
CoS I V(X |,X5,00X,) Gygods Sodd (6308 (63459

()
Nttt ) SV (XX 5,000X ) (¥)

é’*’l‘ C”L’ '))91)'3 J;(xlaxb'--a'xn) -\-'-S u")B
1y Galefl el U 53 1y sl &b s ol Y5 X5 50005, )
by ) gl Ol e

V(XX gsenX ) =P, (XXX, ) HE, U=Lym (@)

olas sl & g cunl ori ciyzsb Linlejl IS sl m oS
o b bl 5 she (iSSke b Jlop mjs s &5
ol s e e RSM igy b Jlo il

)5 Gy ) Oopod |y A

Minimize
COST =5 (x)=B,+ Y. Bx, + 2 Bx} +2. > Bx,x,
‘ 5
subject to ( )
S =) )
= 2
-1<x, <1 i=12,..,n

Other Restrict
Sl los 48 Shb cland g bad ol )
DS ool ... g RSS (WC) ¥l oy 5y
9 (X)) Jite glagulli & (2lb Blue > ¥
Ol 4y 25y cwiin slogusyls g (y) analy

o By et > (RSM) ol &, o J el

2uvey Elgl 5l melr Hlwn CleMb] (Yret) (605090
Ll o3> #3141, CCD dlmcldo 5l enlawl 5L
bt ) bl gilodie sty 5l sl b pgd o )5 (o
b Mg dojm) gl pate (Ll )B) (63959 (sloyiie (y pod 45
9 3l o0 Cawdy (MLE) sleicusys Sl gy 5 okl b (<
Tl gy 5l oges g gl digy Jdged (Jde oo (awyp l n
49 ke bogas s g5 4 095 b o Cundty pgd Bo
5 (ANOVA) Ll ly oo o 450 iS5 ) oslizal b olgi oo
25 paseda ) olus slaulyb (s)lel (slagyge]]
gy Wle (gilwdins (sl byl odliiwl b pow pB 4o (C
b JGRG Jae —jab GuShops bey wlSais 3,5Y

& . . . .o . I ; -
lnaSs (opmite K g 0 puite S5) K5 wiayoSdl ¢ Cungllan
.D)f bbuﬁ.wl e 9Au+.a.c-

s A—

Jhad

po Sl fosiee

oo 5 morSlo sy bl &gy Jlea —F SIS

4. Nelder- Mid Simplex

5. Generalized Reduced Gradients
6. Desirability Function

7. Genetic Algorithm

8. Neurotic Networks



Glozo e Lojdies 5 (SB (B s0pe

sk O‘ﬁju" O] s 5l & 3)5 oslaw! O‘ﬁju" b
Jle 33y pU 1 g oS =Sl slagyb 9 <8 0 55550
lapilel Ghzb Glr S s b Sl g

Lol ol 031> i (V) Jada 50 a5 oS oo oolatwl

cad Jke gl CCD )b S -y Jg»

ul b LGl T |y| %X | % |
vy R IR B - - - VI
Y ofe0 o[y o[ Y \ -\ -\ /Y
Y ey Y [o¥ AN -\ \ -\ VFIY
¥ /-0 o[y o[ -\ \ \ -\ Vo[58
s Ly " A Y i -\ \ X3
5 .0 ey A Ny \ -\ \ W
A o[y o[-y RIRYN \Y -\ \ \ YV
A /-0 8% [+A At \ \ \ v/¥
q o[ o[-0 o[5 <Y —\EAY . . V¥V
v | s | e | s | v | e . . A
A A N4 N4 DA . —\/SAY . VY
WY Y +[+A¥ g EAVAN . V/EAY . /b
Ay A o[ o[o¥8 DA . . —\/sAY Vol
A\ Y o[e0 «[-a¥ FAVAS . . \EAY WY
o Y RN o[.5 Y0 . . . WY/o
\'d Y ofo0 o[e5 EA . . . \Y/5
\4 Y ofo0 o[.5 Y0 . . . Y
A Y RN o[.5 Y0 . . . WY/o
a Y RN o[.5 <\¥0 . . . WY
Yo | elve Ry .5 -\¥D . . . WA

O e Aye Jho b gue il 5l oaliel b pgd a5 5

el e Cuddy o5 gty ond (a8 (sl sl g g S Age
P(x) =12.36 - 1.56x] —1.33x, —1.25x4 —0.33x§ ~0.03x;x, (1)
Jro oy g osiledl (slaylsges g R g F oylel b gl
Joio b g Cusl 395 e (sl (2L Joo YU pg> A5y
A olyonas bl plos (izxen ((ANOVA) (il )ly Joloo
)l 5 losne 58T g U5 Gajm ¥ g\ ej il ilie
4 beudgize plo 4 asg L) Ll (gilwany diue Jb

Dyl o Sy ) Oyg0

10. Minitab

2la (5318 5 pole iy — ole Aolilad | 85
WA s 5 ke / ¥ 5 ) Byleus /F s

ﬁ e N . . 3 .-
25 B9 Tl plenw Ojgod |y dliee &0
22,8 iy yai

Minimize

COST =3 (x)=f,+ D Bx, + D Bxl+D. > Bxx,

y =f(x,x,,x5,..,x,) or Deviation (y)

subject to

ix,(u, =)+, +1,) <7

= 2 -

-1<x, <1 i=12,...,n

Other Restrict
(v) il ol b €8> g anja sl slopmite o > &
5 890 Gl i Ao 53 (sdute SleMbl (V) g yo .l

03,5 &l 0 piie dix laguly (sjloaie sloby,

22,5 Jbo

Sy ool Jbo 5l dipy i)l (auass Ak gupis (glp sl
b s o3lital guly dyg) (gl Jde g Lialejl (S350

e Ao RSM g 5 i (55 258 sy

@i oyl 3 0 Sla s ul 2l o il () JS o oS

My 5 duje o« cul GligSa 15,8,,8) sla il s (Ban

Ml 5 gy Bl & @S0 (2 Cpmen d9d JHl

S oo e ) (sloosly 3 iyl wige

0.02 < 5 < 0.05

0.03< 1, <0.07

0.04 < 13 < 0.08

T =0.145

PB 53 b (bl A parass e Jo ¢l b

SUly & 58 ahb bodly pglaes clp 1) 25k Uyl

sokaie ks AL ALB 1) pgd dpe Sy 5l g 20l

3 223l s s (a5 byt g

3 S Glole b 3 ele sagsk S ole
slas o)l Loasyl cdedy bzl cpl Ll )8 solaiwl

4 Ogie 9bee dbj sl ol Glagialejl sl da e
S 6,5 slapyb b ol ) s les b 0
il iale S5 52508 U | o 4550 Jao B3l (Bl

9. Dual Response Surface System



[ / bab 5yl g psle olngl — sels Aolilab

WA bt g e /Y 5 ) Bles / F als

Lo pb g opxio ST by o &S 30 1y LUl ) 9 09,00
> Jae oyl wp 5 dtly (sl w2 oS W9y 00

Minimize Zf/. @)
j=l

Maximum  R(t)

tl
l

i

(10]

subject to (YY)
+t, +..+t, <T

<t, <u, i=12,...n

Chase, K. W., Greenwood, W. H., Loosli, B. G. and
Hauglund, L. F., “Least Cost Tolerance Allocation for
Mechanical Assemblies with Automated Process
Selection”, Manufacturing Reviw, Vol. 3, No. 1, 1990,
pp-49-59.

Chase, K. W. and Parkinson, A. R., “A Survey of
research in the Application of Tolerance Analysis to
the Design Mechanical Assemblies,” Research in
Engineering Design, Vol. 3, No. 1,1991, pp. 23-37.

Creveling, C. M., Tolerance Design: A Handbook for
Developing Optimal Pacification, Wesley Longman,
1997.

Dong, Z., Advanced Tolerancing Techniques:, Tolerance
Synthesisby Manufacturing Cost Modeling and Design
Optimization, Edited by H. C. Zhang, John Wiely &Sons,
New York, 1997, pp.233-260.

Gao, J., Chase, K. W. and Magleby, S. P., “Comparison
of Assembly Tolerance Analysis by the Direct
Linearization and Modified Monte Carlo Simulation
Methods,” Proceding of the ASME Design Engineering
Technical Conferences, Boston, M A,1995 , pp. 353-36.

Jeang, A., “Robust Tolerance Design by Response Surface
Methodology,” Journal of Advaced Manufacturing
Design , Vol. 15, No. 6, 1999, pp. 399-403.

Jeang, A. & Chars, C., “Concurrent Optimisationg of
Parameter and Telorance Design Via Computer
Simulation, Statistical Model”, Journal of Advaced
Manufacturing Design, Vol. 19, No. 6, 2002, pp. 432-441.

Kusiak, A. and Feng, C. X., “Deterministic Tolerance
Synthesis: A Comparative Study,” Computer — Aided
Design, Vol. 27, Issue 10, 1995, pp. 759-768.

Kusiak, A. and Feng , C.-x.Robust, Tolerance Design
for Quality,” Journal of Engineering for Industry, Vol.
118, No. 1, 1996, pp. 166-169.

Myers, R. H. and Mntgomery, D. C., Response Surface
Methdology, Process and Product Optimazation Using
Desuugned Experiments, Second Edition, Jouh Weily
& sons , new yourk, 2002.

o By et > (RSM) ol &, o J el

Vhini
AN _ _ 2 2
y(x)—12.36—1.56x1 1.33Jc2 1.25x3+0.lx1 —0.18x2

2
—0.33x3 —().(BxIx2 —O.%x1x3 —0.03x2x3

subject 10
003x,+007  004x,+01 004, +012
et i M) V™
2 2 2

—Ile. <1 i=123

54 (Solver copie) JuST il 5 Ao ol U sl
S o odlisiel (gjludinge s > sy GRG oS
2l o Candds 5 Oygods e ol A o oS oo 03l

(x,,x,,x;)=(0.629,-0.018,-0.454)
(¢,,t,,t;) =(0.444,0.0496,0.05006) (")
total cost =12.17

1
I
I
1
1
+—rt—r—r

60£t, 80+s, 1001,
< |

s Sy il b &gy panass 3 RSML s, 1 eslizsl —0 JSUd

SIS 9 (§ 5 4l

o P Sl Coped Wilge badie sl
obl e Jesea 258 2598 ilge Jyae p slaciand
ackab Sy b blite Fglite colu sladiysn Mg o0 e
Sl aje =l b S e Apgay Sk ansh )8 L
Ohgy ) Ao ) Mg panass g Glye ol )b Ade
talofl b ol b &5 cul g gy (RSM) geuly &,
S i &gy panass e ) cuslie (giloae 5 LK



Glozo e Lojdies 5 (SB (B s0pe

[14] Young, J. K. and Byung, R. C., “The Use of Response
Surface Design in The Selection of Optimum
Tolerance Allocation”, Quality Engineering,” Vol. 13,
No.1, 2000-2001, pp. 35-42.

bl p calo suld g cYsame (ludin? (e (S [V0]
aoMe o8y )l awlid)lS debll] € 8ed Gl i
AYAY (bl

5 ol anast? Lojlese (sdoge g s B B pmbl [VF]
lpdS gpadd s € Sl slbasgerme slp Mg Gl
IYAY iy s gimino oSl (Sl Mot 30

2la (5318 5 pole iy — ole Aolilad | £A
WA s 5 ke / ¥ 5 ) Byleus /F s

[11] Myers, R. H., Montgomery, D. C., Vining, G. G.
Borror, C. M. and Kowalski, S. M., “Response surface
Methodology: Retrospective And Literative survey”.,
Journal of Quality Tecnonology, Vol. 36, No.1, 2004,
pp. 53-77.

[12] Sehirlioglu, A. K. and Ozler, C., “The Use of Mixture
Experiments in Tolerance Allocation Problems,”
Journal of Advaced Manufacturing Design, Vol. 35,
No. 7-8, 2008, pp.769-777.

[13] Bisgaard, S., Graves, S. and Shin, G. “Tolerancing
Mechanical Assemblies with CAD and DOE”, Journal of
Quality Technology, Vol. 32, No. 3., 2000, pp. 231-240.





