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primitive object and a process to make the primitive object. 
The design system also includes an input device for receiv 
ing a request to design the part. This request includes one or 
more predetermined functions that the part performs. A core 
design module, executable by the processor, designs the 
part, the tool to make the part and process to make the part 
by accessing the plurality of feature templates in the 
memory to locate one or more primitive objects that perform 
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CONCURRENT ENGINEERING DESIGN 
TOOL AND METHOD 

Matter enclosed in heavy brackets [ ] appears in the 
original patent but forms no part of this reissue speci? 
cation; matter printed in italics indicates the additions 
made by reissue. 

FIELD OF THE INVENTION 

The present invention is directed to a computer system for 
automated concurrent engineering, and more particularly, to 
a method and apparatus for the concurrent design of parts, 
tools and processes. 

BACKGROUND OF THE INVENTION 

Concurrent engineering aims to integrate product design 
and manufacturing cycles in a systematic way to facilitate 
the swift, cost-effective progression of new products from 
raw concept to end customer. 

Traditionally, when designing a new product, a team of 
designers usually participate in what is known as a product 
development cycle. In general terms, the ?rst stage in 
designing a new product is that of concept design, in which 
overall needs and aims are addressed. 

Next is the initial design stage. The initial design stage 
comprises steps of designing the part, then choosing the 
materials and determining the process to make the part, then 
designing the tool to make the part. For example, if the part 
is to be a computer keyboard, ?rst the siZe and shape of the 
keyboard (i.e., the part) is determined by a part engineer. 
Next, when the part has been designed, a second engineer 
determines the design of the tool that can be used to make 
the keyboard. Separately, a process engineer determines the 
materials and process to make the part, for example, whether 
the part is to be made of plastic, metal or some other 
material, the properties of the material, the process to be 
used to make the keyboard (e.g., casting, injection molding, 
forming, etc.) what are the process parameters and the rate 
of production of the process. 

The next stage, after a prototype of the part has been 
made, is revising the design. The above steps of part, tool 
and process design are repeated until a satisfactory part is 
produced, both as to design and cost of production. 

Traditionally, each of the above steps are carried out 
sequentially, usually by different people. One person may 
design the part, another the tool, and a third the process. 
Collaboration between these designers is usually minimal. 
Where many revisions have to be made, numerous iterations 
are needed and a long period of time passes until a satis 
factory part is produced. 

Using present design approaches and tools, there is 
incomplete knowledge of the required manufacturing steps 
to produce the part, and inadequate consideration of the 
variety of other downstream in?uences that shape time to 
market, marketplace acceptance, and product longevity. 
Often neglected, but of importance in part design are the 
constraints added by environmental concerns relative to the 
product and its process of fabrication. These ?aws lead to a 
multitude of costly and time consuming design reworks or 
dif?cult process modi?cations as unanticipated problems 
must be recti?ed. 

Computer tools exist to help each designer carry out his 
or her function in the design process. For example, 
Computer-Aided Drafting (CAD) tools exist for creating 
two and three-dimensional drawings of the part. Material 
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2 
properties databases exist to help determine the composition 
of the part. CAD/CAM (computer-aided drafting/computer 
aided manufacturing) tools exist that assist in tool design. 
Various tools exist for process design, for example, mould 
?lling tools can be used in designing a mould injection 
process and simulations can be used in designing a sheet 
metal cutting and forming process. However, there is very 
limited interaction between the tools used at each step in the 
design process. 

Existing tools may be useful in evaluating given designs. 
But they are unable to perform concurrent integrated design 
of part, tool and process. In effect, they automate the 
traditional sequential approach to design. For example, 
consider the ?eld of plastic molding. Computer based tools 
now available to the molded part designer (e.g., mold ?ling 
tools, part cooling tools, shrink-warp predictions programs, 
structural FEM, even CAD/CAM systems) analyZe the part 
as a whole. They attempt to predict part characteristics given 
full descriptions of geometry and process conditions. 
However, such tools can only be used in analysis functions; 
they do not synthesize new forms that achieve the function 
ality dictated by product use requirements. At best, a well 
integrated set of analysis tools may ultimately serve as a 
“virtual prototyping” environment, where leading candi 
dates among various design concepts can be evaluated. 
However, unless rapid trial and error is offered as method 
ology for design, there remains a void to be ?lled at the 
conceptual design stage. The designer needs guidance to 
ensure that all design alternatives, from the outset, incorpo 
rate good engineering practice from the standpoint of all 
disciplines that contribute to the product lifecycle. 
The way existing design tools represent information and 

communicate with each other is often not consistent. 
Moreover, the design tools used at the stages of part design, 
tool design and process design do not, because of the 
different representations used by these tools, communicate 
well with each other. 

For example, CAD application programs create views of 
objects in two or three dimensions, presenting the object as 
a wire-frame “skeleton” or sometimes as a more substantial 

model with shaded surfaces. Some CAD programs can also 
rotate or resiZe models, show interior views, and generate 
simple lists of materials required for construction. 
The drawings output by CAD systems do not comprise 

engineering knowledge. CAD systems are used to produce 
detailed engineering drawings when part geometry is known 
both qualitatively and quantitatively—i.e., after conceptual 
design is complete. Further, CAD systems generate the part 
geometry data used by subsequent analysis software to 
simulate part performance. But the part designer is not 
assisted in what to do to design a part that meets all 
performance requirements, including cost and manufactur 
ability. It is as the design for the part is formulated that 
guidance is needed to ensure that all design alternatives 
incorporate good engineering practice from the standpoint of 
each contributing discipline: i.e., materials, part geometry, 
tooling, process and cost analysis. 
CAD/CAM application programs can be used in both the 

design and manufacture of a product. With CAD/CAM, a 
product, such as a machine part, is designed with a CAD 
program, and the ?nished design is translated into a set of 
instructions that can be transmitted to and used by the 
machines dedicated to fabrication, assembly, and process 
control. 
CAD and CAD/CAM systems are limited to address only 

the form of the design; functional requirements are the 
responsibility of the designer, not the system. 
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The knowledge used and needed When the part, tool and 
process are being designed typically has been represented in 
different Ways. The notations for the part design, tool design 
and process design usually differ and are often not compat 
ible. For example, When using a CAD system to design a 
part, knoWledge of the process to make the part (for 
example, knowledge about die casting a metal part or about 
the ?oW of plastic) is not re?ected in the part design in the 
CAD system. Thus, the design of a part may, although 
geometrically correct, not be a satisfactory design When 
considering the process used to make the part. 

Further, the representation of the part in the CAD system 
uses geometrical primitives that are not useful for tool and 
process design. The geometrical primitives in a CAD system 
are usually points and lines, not geometrical shapes that are 
engineering concepts representing the components of a part. 
For example, a CAD draWing for a box is effectively one 
shape (the box) comprising lines, and not made from the 
engineering components that make up the box such as the 
base and side Walls. 

If the computer is to assist in the act of design, then it must 
reason about the part of a level of abstraction that is close to 
that of the designer. Today’s softWare is designed to create 
geometry, but form is an ambiguous indicator of the design 
er’s intent. Many things look alike, but it is their end use or 
functionality that dictates the appropriate set of rules by 
Which siZe and shape can be computed. The engineering 
constraints and design relationships for a load bearing Wall 
are different from those of a non-loadbearing internal par 
tition. Ribs used for stiffening a Wall are subject to com 
pletely different considerations from those used to dissipate 
heat, and siZing a hole to accommodate a self-tapping screW 
differs from siZing one to alloW passage for a Wire harness. 
Yet in each of the preceding scenarios it Would be dif?cult, 
it not impossible, to judge the purpose of the geometric 
construct solely by its form or placement in the part. 
No existing system enables complete product 

representation, Where the product representation includes 
part geometry and functional information about the part. To 
do this requires a higher level of design representation than 
the typical CAD-type geometric products provide. Feature 
based modeling techniques that have been proposed as a 
modeling technique have limitations. First, the designer is 
restricted to a ?nite number of pro-de?ned geometric 
shapes, and this may not be suf?cient to capture the complete 
behavior of the part in terms of its functionalities. Another 
draWback is the dif?culty in decomposing complex designs 
into a basic feature vocabulary. These shortcomings make it 
dif?cult for an intelligent design system to completely model 
a part and its function, and properly reason about the 
designer’s intent. A neW type of feature representation is 
required to address these limitations. 

Automated processes are knoWn for certain elements of 
the design process, but these are of limited application. For 
example, Flexible Computer Integrated Manufacturing 
(FCIM) is a knoWn automated approach to produce a variety 
of parts for a given automated system. Quality Functional 
Deployment (QFD) is a knoWn process that is used to help 
determine functional requirements from customer needs. 
Many attempts have been made to develop intelligent design 
systems using different implementations strategies. One 
implementation method is to integrate a commercial CAD 
system With an expert system inference engine. Some have 
attempted to integrate an expert system shell With a solid 
modeler. Another knoWn approach is to use an existing 
knoWledge-based engineering tool Which already provides 
geometric modeling capabilities and mechanisms for 
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4 
embedding heuristic knoWledge in the form of rules and 
methods. Systems developed using the above mentioned 
approaches have shortcomings due to the limitations of the 
commercial softWare packages Which they are built around. 
None of these knoWn tools or processes fully integrate part 
tool and process design. Further, no knoWn system repre 
sents all the knoWledge for part, tool and process design in 
a systematic Way so that this knoWledge can be used in all 
stages of the design process. 

Current computer-based tools require complete descrip 
tion of the part geometry as Well as all relevant boundary 
conditions on the state variables of the system (for example, 
loads and constraints for stress, molding temperatures and 
gate pressure or ?oW rate for ?ling). A computer simulation 
may then predict the response of the part to this imposed 
environment. With suf?cient accuracy in the underlying 
material response relationships (e.g. modules, density, 
viscosity) these tools could be vieWed as an element of 
prototyping. If the process begins With molding simulation, 
and then the part dimensions are corrected for shrink and 
Warp, as Well as the anisotropic distribution of properties 
arising from ?oW orientation effects and if transverse mor 
phological variations are fed into the structural analysis, the 
resulting de?ections under load and stress patterns could 
provide rapid con?rmation of the design and the means for 
design optimiZation. Such a strategy, hoWever, fails to 
provide for a basic need critical to the rapid evolution of 
design concepts into detailed designs; the initial speci?ca 
tion of geometry and process conditions that are suitable to 
meet the design requirements. 

Present design practices are illustrated in FIG. 1 (prior 
art), Which shoWs the sequential nature of the design and 
fabrication steps. The functional elements of part, tool, and 
process are handled in a serial fashion that necessitates 
considerable prototyping to ensure consistency of the ?nal 
part With the designer’s expectations. The role of computing 
aides and tools, as discussed above, only support the indi 
vidual functional domains, and do little to bring doWnstream 
in?uences up to higher design levels. 
As shoWn in FIG. 1, the ?rst step of the typical prior art 

methods is to determine customer requirements (step 2). 
Once a product concept is decided upon, a preliminary 
design of the past is made (step 4). Usually, a sketch is made 
of the proposed part. If the sketch is approved (step 6), a 
detailed part design can be developed (step 8). A CAD 
system 28, a database system 30 and a Finite Element 
Method (FEM) 32 can be used to produce a detailed part 
draWing. If this draWing is approved (step 10), a prototype 
tool design is developed (step 12). A CAD system and a 
mold-?lling analysis (MF) 34 can be used to produce a 
detailed tool draWing. A CAM tool 36 is used at the tool 
fabrication step (step 14). Next, the process speci?cation is 
decided upon (step 16), often With the aid of a MF. Actual 
manufacturing trials are carried out (step 18), and if 
approved (step 20), a product tool design step (step 22), a 
tool fabrication step (step 24) and product manufacturing 
(step 26) are carried out. One should note the sequential 
nature of the prior art design process, and the many revisions 
and tests that must be undertaken along the Way to obtaining 
correct and feasible part, tool and process designs. 

Typically, at steps 4 and 8, parts are conceived for form 
and function only, and designed With the assumption of 
uniformly distributed properties. For example, When design 
ing parts that Will be created using injection molding 
techniques, modi?cations like draft angle and corner radii 
are left as afterthoughts for the tooling engineer (at steps 12 
and 14), and the rami?cations of ?oW orientation and 
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transverse morphology that result from the processing step 
(step 16) are rarely considered, if at all. The price paid is one 
of over-design to allow adequate safety margins, excessive 
rework of part, tooling or process to accommodate unan 
ticipated interactions, and even outright elimination of plas 
tics as candidate materials of construction. In any event, the 
result translates to dollars wasted in materials and resources, 
and pro?ts lost in delayed time to market. 

SUMMARY OF THE INVENTION 

The present invention is directed to a computer-based 
method and apparatus for the concurrent design of a part, the 
tool to make the part, and the processes used in making the 
part. According to the present invention, unlike prior art 
systems, the part design, the tool design and the process 
design are carried out concurrently. As used herein, the term 
“integrated design” and “integrated design phase” refers to 
a single design phase in which part, tool and process are 
designed concurrently. A part is made from a number of 
sub-parts (also called “features”). Aproduct is an assembly 
of one or more parts. 

UtiliZing all available forms of information—data, 
algorithms, and heuristics—the present invention works to 
produce, concurrently, detailed part geometry, as well as 
preliminary tool design and processing recommendations. 
As an ancillary bene?t, the underlying part description 
serves to directly feed all existing forms of computer based 
analyses as well as production control systems. 

The method of the present invention initially begins at the 
start of the manufacturing “food chain”, piece part design. 
Without good part design, subassemblies cannot be reliably 
designed, and without reliable sub-assemblies, defective 
product designs will abound. 

To enable correct part design, the present invention pro 
vides the part designer with all relevant information effect 
ing the part design (such as, for example, information about 
the processes and materials used to make the part) while the 
part is being designed. Further, the tool designer and the 
process designer are also provided with all relevant infor 
mation effecting their designs. According to the present 
invention, the information supplied to the part designer, the 
tool designer and the process designer is the same “model” 
of relevant information. This model of information can be 
shared concurrently by each designer. Design decisions 
made by each designer can be included as a factor in the 
design decisions by other designers. As such, the functions 
of part designer, tool designer and process designer often 
merge and overlap when the present invention is utiliZed. 

The representative embodiment of the present invention 
comprises ?ve modules, namely, a material selector module, 
an engineering economics estimator module, a core design 
module (that performs the integrated design phase), a tool 
ing generator and a tool fabrication process planner module. 
Once the customer requirements for the new product are 
ascertained and a preliminary design concept has been 
determined, the present invention is ?rst used to help decide 
appropriate materials and production economics criteria. 

The material selector module determines a list of material 
properties and associated threshold values that are critical 
for success in the design of the product. The material 
selector module may be regarded as an expert system 
comprising, or having access to, part, tool and process 
knowledge. The material selector module of the present 
invention utiliZes “end-use knowledge”. The material selec 
tor module categorizes parts by the end-use application for 
the part and the end-user environment in which the part is to 
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6 
be used. For example, if the part is to be used as a gear in 
a pump for a cement plant, the materials selector module 
will, inter alia, determine the set of properties that such a 
gear should have: e.g., the temperature levels at which the 
gear can operate, solvent resistance properties, etc. The 
materials selector module can also determine aesthetic 
requirements. Further, the materials selector module can 
determine, based on the function of the part, that certain 
factors are not important, e.g., the external appearance of a 
gear. 

Thus, according to the representative embodiment of the 
present invention, material selection and production eco 
nomics are initiated as soon as there is a preliminary design 
concept. Accordingly, the material selector module uses the 
knowledge contained in the nature of the end-use application 
(what kind of part is it), in conjunction with its operating 
environment (where will the part perform) to de?ne the short 
list of material properties and associated threshold values 
that are critical for success. For example, when deciding 
upon an electronics enclosure for automotive under-hood 
environments, the material selector module automatically 
speci?es thermal and chemical resistance constraints, elec 
trical properties, impact considerations typical of use and 
abuse, cost, even basic siZe parameters. 

These requirements can be used to formulate database 
queries to any of a number of remote data servers to generate 
a ranked list of suitable materials—including “generic” 
materials that represent the lumped average of competitive 
commercial grades. As is known it the art, databases exist 
that comprise lists of materials and their properties, such as, 
for example, the on-line databases operated by the General 
Electric Corporation, and D & S Data Resources Inc. (of 
Yardley, Pa.) both which contain material properties infor 
mation. These databases can be accessed via a modem 
connection by the material selector module of the present 
invention. 

The engineering economics estimator module of the 
present invention can be used to estimate the overall cost of 
producing the product. By taking the economics of product 
design and production into account at an early stage, deci 
sions and constraints can be determined before detailed 
designs are made. This prevents designs being made or 
prototyped that are economically infeasible. 

The engineering economics estimator module provides 
the resources to trade-off various approaches in tool design 
and machine con?guration, manufacturing locale and choice 
of vendor against production requirements to arrive at 
optimal choices. According to the representative embodi 
ment of the present invention, the processes carried out by 
the engineering economics module can work with minimal 
information about the part—even less information than that 
which is often contained in a preliminary design sketch. As 
is known in the art, indices of part complexity, bounding siZe 
information, and product application/environment informa 
tion used for material selection, have been reduced to 
statistical correlations that provide tool cost estimates that 
are accurate to within current industry standards. This 
enables economic decisions to be made in advance of initial 
design steps. This also allows the part design activity to 
begin with information such as, for example, knowledge of 
material selection, machine siZe and number of parts to 
produce per machine cycle, and production rate, all of which 
in?uence part design decisions. 
The core design module of the representative embodiment 

of the present invention operates on the principal that form 
follows function. The core design module concurrently 
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designs part, tool and process. The core design module can 
utilize the information produced by the material selector 
module and the engineering economics estimator module to 
generate a more feasible design. 

In prior art systems, the part design phase requires part 
knowledge, the tool design phase requires tool knowledge, 
and the process design phase requires process knowledge, 
all of which are usually stored separately and represented in 
using differing notations. Further, as discussed above with 
reference to FIG. 1, each of these bodies of knowledge ares 
used at a different stage of the process (e.g., part knowledge 
is used at step 8 of FIG. 1 and tool knowledge is used at step 
12 of FIG. 1). As the core design module enables concurrent 
design to take place, the core design module requires part, 
tool and process knowledge to be represented differently 
from past representations. This novel representation catego 
riZes design information by functional geometry and 
includes information that can be used to infer design param 
eters from known design information. In the representative 
embodiment of the present invention, design information is 
stored as a frame-based representation. In general terms, 
each frame (also called a feature template or a frame of 
feature information) can include part information (such as 
geometric attributes), tool information and process informa 
tion. Thus, for example, processes knowledge (e.g., infor 
mation about the How of plastics), which is needed when 
designing a part, can be used at during part design. 

For example, one frame comprises information about one 
geometric primitive, such as, for example, a “box” construct. 
This frame is indexed by function, e.g., “enclosure”. Thus, 
geometric attributes are associated with the function-form 
pairs in a straightforward way (e.g., enclosure-box). The 
frame comprises information relating to design of the box, 
design of the tool to make the box (e.g., mould information), 
and design of the process to make box (e.g., injection 
molding information). Further, the frame can also comprise 
engineering information to complete a design if only certain 
information is known. 

Feature information included in a frame may comprise a 
combination of generic forms and design functionalities. A 
feature has attributes that describe its characteristics and 
behavior. These attributes can include geometric (i.e. height, 
thickness) and non-geometric (material type, yield stress) 
information. The attributes, along with a geometric de?ni 
tion of the feature, are included in the frame of feature 
information. 

Each feature of the part design, and the corresponding tool 
and process design, is represented in the frame of feature 
information. In the representative embodiment of the present 
invention, each frame is implemented as an object-oriented 
structure that includes name of the feature, object 
constructor, geometric forms, function list, attributes, para 
metric relationships and engineering rules represented as 
equality and inequality constraints. A frame represents a 
generic feature or feature family that can be used during 
product design. 
As the present invention represents knowledge about a 

part, the tool to make the part, and the process used in 
making the part in frames of feature information, the present 
invention has the ability to reason and to enable automation 
of the transition from design to other aspects of product 
development. For example, a frame of feature information 
can be used to automate model preparation for engineering 
analysis and to automate some aspects of manufacturing, 
such as, for example, process planning, material removal 
and tolerancing. 
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As another example, a frame may have a rule that takes 

into account location speci?c information. Thus, if the 
design of a box includes a corner, the system may have a rule 
that will round all outside corners. 

In most cases, a complete geometric de?nition of the 
feature is not required for reasoning and rule checking. The 
types of information required for reasoning purposes are 
those attributes that are relevant to knowledge processing 
activity. In addition to geometric attributes, a feature may 
have reasoning attributes that are derived based on the 
intended functions of the features. Depending on the 
application, reasoning attributes may or may not be the same 
as geometric attributes. However, in most cases, the reason 
ing attributes are a subset of geometric parameters of the 
geometric attributes. Therefore, a dual representation is an 
effective mechanism which enables modeling of complex 
geometric shapes not limiting the user to standard forms and 
attributes. 

Aproduct design (or model) according the present inven 
tion can be comprised of part functionalities, feature 
de?nition, relationships among features, speci?cations and 
knowledge about part design (together called “feature 
objects”). Within a product model, relationships are repre 
sented by a directed graph structure based on dependencies 
between the feature objects. This structure model supports 
the concept of inheritance and associativity. Such a repre 
sentation of product design is bene?cial in an intelligent 
design system, as it allows the relationships between various 
features to be easily de?ned and examined. 

Accordingly, the frame-based representation of knowl 
edge utiliZed by the present invention can capture both form 
and function of a feature, enabling implementation of a 
complete product de?nition. For example, a traditional CAD 
system may describe a hole in a part, but give no indication 
of the purpose of the hole. The function of the hole has an 
effect on the design. Ahole used for ventilation has different 
design requirements than a hole used for insertion of a 
screw. The frame-based representation of the present inven 
tion can provide and store knowledge as the desired function 
of the hole. 

Engineering rules are written as parametric relationships 
and constraints. The rules can set the value of an attribute to 
a constant, compute the value based on other attributes, 
demand inputs, set the value conditionally or look up values 
from on-line catalogs and databases. The rules can also call 
external procedures to perform complex engineering calcu 
lations such as structural analysis using analytical methods. 

Typically, the core design module can be used by a part 
designer. When designing the part, tool knowledge and 
process knowledge are used to in?uence part design. 
Further, as the part is designed, the core design module 
concurrently designs the tool and the process. 
The core design module uses pre-parameteriZed geomet 

ric elements that are organiZed under their end-use func 
tionality in the part. Thus, the core design module facilitates 
rapid de?nition of the part geometry, as an “assembly” 
operation in contrast to the “drawing” operation typical of 
CAD systems. Because the functional organiZation of geom 
etry determines the context for engineering decisions nec 
essary to meet the performance requirements, complex 
inference schemes are unnecessary. Furthermore, engineer 
ing algorithms allow for de?nition of geometric parameters 
to complete the design, in contrast to simulation-based 
approaches that require full de?nition of geometry. 

For example, an enclosure (function) using a box con 
struct (form) would require the user to specify the bounding 
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prism (attributes of length, Width, and height), but the part 
thickness Would be computed based on the mutual satisfac 
tion of design equations for maximum de?ection and stress 
under load, cooling time constraints, and ?ling pressure 
requirements to ?ll before freeze off. These calculations 
draW upon information contained in the preliminary tool 
design and process speci?cation. For example, in the ?eld of 
injection molding, the calculations used in de?ection calcu 
lations of side Walls or base Wall of the box may depend on 
the ?oW orientations that in turn are dependent upon gate 
location (an attribute of the melt feed functionality of the 
tool), as Well as the cooling rates that prevail by contrasting 
the convective and conductive heat transport processes in 
the tool (mold ?lling and mold cooling functionalities of the 
process, respectively). Furthermore, the modules (as Well as 
other material properties) may depend upon the effect of the 
selected injection machine and process parameters as they 
alter the characteristics of the raW feed material. In addition, 
parametric studies conducted by numerical analysis provide 
the additional modi?cation to the base equations to re?ect 
more complex interactions of the part. 

When using the core design module of the present 
invention, tooling elements that “touch” (or have an effect 
on) the material or constrain its behavior such as, for 
example, (in injection molding), parting line gate and ejector 
pin location, can be considered and taken into account When 
designing the part. As another example, in injection 
molding, process elements that alter the feed material char 
acteristics or in?uence the melt ?oW characteristics such as, 
for example plasticating rate, injection rate, and coolant ?oW 
can also be considered at the part design stage. These 
elements, in turn may set the constraints for subsequent 
decisions as tool and process are designed. For example, the 
envelope of part dimensions constrains the overall tool 
dimensions, Which in turn, dictate the minimum machine 
siZe necessary to accommodate the tool. As another 
example, in injection molding of plastics, the part volume 
dictates the shot siZe and plasticating ratio, both of Which 
constrain loWer and upper limits on the machine siZe, as Well 
as dictating operating conditions. 

In the representative embodiment, the core design module 
uses process characteristic times to represent process 
functionalities, such as part cooling, cavity ?lling or feed 
plasticating, in the frame. The characteristic times combine 
process conditions, tool geometry and material parameters 
to form yardstick measures for the underlying transport 
phenomena that shape system characteristics. 
As the present invention uses concurrent design 

techniques, this ensures that no one design phase ends up 
over-constrained by earlier decisions made in ignorance of 
their rami?cations in the other related design phases. 

The tooling generator of the present invention takes as 
input the detailed part draWings produced by the core design 
module and produces a prototype tool. The tooling generator 
of the present invention is an example of the improvement 
in doWnstream operations that are facilitated by the inte 
grated part, tool, and process speci?cation arising from the 
approach of the present invention. 

For example, in the injection molding ?eld, the dynamic 
evolution of core and cavity surfaces that occur automati 
cally during the part design process leads to the data 
necessary for sterolithographic machines to create masters 
images that, When metalliZed lead to prototype tooling. 
When the detailed tool design is built around the preliminary 
structure from the part designer, the feature level tool 
description contains the associated machining operations. 
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10 
The tool fabrication process planner module uses the 

frame-based representation of the present invention to pro 
duce instructions to people or machines for the creation or 
assembly of a tool. By using the form/function parts of the 
present invention to describe tool and its manufacture, time 
to market is reduced in the production of tools. It is the 
natural extension of the concurrent part design methodology 
Whereby the tool and its fabrication process are handled 
concurrently. 
The present invention can suggest alternatives in the 

design process. The present invention facilitates the selec 
tion of proper design approaches. For example, if the user 
requires a join, the present invention lists possible choices, 
e.g., screWs, clips, nails, etc., and if given enough 
information, may suggest a preferred approach. Further, 
taking other design information into account, once the 
desired join is selected, the system can make further design 
suggestions. Thus, if the user selects a screW, the system can 
inform the user of a preferred height and outer diameter of 
the screW based upon the systems knoWledge of the siZe of 
the boss. If the user then instead selects a self-tapping screW, 
the system Will notify the user that the dimensions of the 
boss may have to be increased. 

The knoWledge representation scheme of the present 
invention enables engineering economics to be given to a 
user. For example, once the part, tool and process design 
have been established, the system can access on-line data 
bases or stored information to determine the cost producing 
the part in different geographic areas, the cost of producing 
tWo parts per mould compared With three parts per mould, 
and Which machines are needed to produce the part and the 
cost of such machines. Thus, it can be determined if it is 
feasible to produce the part Within budget. The system can 
inform the user of breakdoWn of its estimated production 
cost (e.g., inform the user that the material cost is the 
greatest cost) to enable the user to redesign the part, tool or 
process so that budgets are met. 

BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF THE DRAWINGS 

FIG. 1 is a ?oW chart describing the steps of prior art 
design methodologies. 

FIG. 2 is a block diagram illustrating the hardWare used 
in the operation of the present invention. 

FIGS. 2A and 2B together are a diagrammatic represen 
tation of an example feature template. 

FIG. 3 is a ?oW chart describing the steps of the meth 
odology of the present invention. 

FIG. 4 is a block diagram of the modules of the present 
invention. 

FIG. 5 illustrates in block diagram form a feature template 
data structure used by the core design module of FIG. 4. 

FIG. 6 is a block diagram of the system architecture of the 
present invention. 

FIG. 7 is block diagram of a system architecture diagram 
for an injection molding plastics system. 

FIG. 8 is an example of a function sub-hierarchy. 

DETAILED DESCRIPTION 

Referring noW to the draWings, and initially FIG. 2, there 
is illustrated in block diagram form the hardWare used to 
operate the representative embodiment of the present inven 
tion. A central processing unit (“CPU”) 32 is coupled to a 
memory device 34, an input device 35 and an output device 
36. The CPU 32 can be, for example, a personal computer 
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such as a UNIX brand Workstation, an IBM compatible 
personal computer, an Apple MACINTOSH computer or a 
SUN brand Workstation. The input device 35 can be, for 
example, a keyboard, mouse, voice recognition unit, or any 
other device capable of receiving instructions. The input 
device 35 may be a link to another computer system, for 
example, for receiving instructions over a network. The 
output device 36 can be any device that is capable of 
displaying or presenting data and/or diagrams to a user. For 
example, the output device 36 may be a computer monitor. 
In the representative embodiment, the output device 36 can 
output information and diagrams concerning part geometry, 
draW direction, material speci?cation and machine speci? 
cation. The memory 34 may be secondary memory, such as 
a disk drive, or primary memory, such as RAM, or a 
combination of both. 

The modules of the present invention are implemented in 
softWare, but can, if required be implemented in hardWare or 
a combination of hardWare and softWare. The modules are 
stored on in the memory 34 and are executed by the CPU 32. 
The user interface of the present invention enables intelli 
gent “conversations” to take place betWeen the modules and 
the user via the input device 34 and the output device 36. 

In the representative embodiment, the present invention is 
implemented in the “C++” programming language and uses 
Pro-Engineer from Parametric Technology Inc. as its solid 
modeling and front-end CAD system. The present invention 
is implemented using object-oriented programming tech 
niques. 

The data structures of the present invention are stored in 
the memory 34. In the representative embodiment, the data 
structures that represent part knoWledge, tool knoWledge, 
process knoWledge and material knoWledge are templates 
(also knoWn as frames). 

The template scheme provides a uniform data handling 
mechanism that spans the domain of part, tooling, process 
and material. The templates of the present invention alloW 
the collection, under a single header, of various types of 
information: ?xed parameters (e.g., user supplied data), 
parameters derived by relationship With other parameters 
from the same template (e.g., a boss’ outer diameter com 
puted from the value of its oWn inner diameter), parameters 
derived by relationship With parameters from other tem 
plates in the same domain (e.g., a boss’ height computed 
from the thickness of the Wall to Which it is attached), and 
parameters derived by relationship With parameters from 
other templates in other domains (e.g., a boss’ draft angle 
computed from the tool orientation relative to the boss). The 
relationships may be, for example, algebraic expressions, 
logical expressions or functions that return a value by means 
of any data handling procedure encoded in a computer 
programming language. 
As used herein, the templates of the present invention are 

called “feature templates”. Usually, each feature template 
comprises four domain templates, namely, a part-feature 
template, a process-feature template, a material-feature tem 
plate and a tool-feature template. 

The templates of the present invention are organiZed in a 
hierarchical structure. Thus, feature templates can be com 
bined to create macro-feature templates. Accordingly, the 
template scheme of the present invention alloWs a hierar 
chical set of representations that build upon a simple set of 
function-form primitives to yield successively more com 
plex design elements. For example, an “attachzzgusset 
reinforceiboss” structure can be de?ned by reference to an 
existing boss template and an existing gusset template 
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Without the need to re-specify the underlying data structures. 
In turn, a “mountzzcorneriboss” construct could be de?ned 
as four “attachzzboss” templates, located at the corners of a 
planar quadrilateral. These compound templates are called 
macro-feature templates—they are created by inclusion of 
the de?ning elements or data structures of previously 
de?ned features. 

Afeature template is a representation of a primitive object 
Which has a form and a function. An example of a feature 
template is a “supportzztapered Wall” feature template, 
Wherein the primitive object is a tapered Wall and the 
function of the tapered Wall is support. Another example is 
a “supportzzrib” feature template that represents a type of 
projection knoWn as a rib, Where the rib has a support 
function. A tapered Wall and a rib can be regarded as 
sub-parts that can be used to make a part. 

Each feature template also includes information about the 
geometric form of the primitive object. The form informa 
tion provides a representation of a parameteriZed primitive 
geometric entity having the form of the primitive object. 
Examples of primitive geometric entities include a trapeZoi 
dal prism, a rectangular prism, a cylinder closed one end and 
a circular plate. Thus, a feature template includes form 
information that represents a parameteriZed primitive geo 
metric entity having the form of the primitive object of the 
feature template. 

Feature templates describe procedures and geometric 
forms along With user de?ned parameters and constraint 
relationships. The constraints represent rules associated With 
the feature. The present invention enables a design to create 
an instance of a feature according to a feature template in 
run-time. 

Each feature template is indexed by the function of the 
primitive object that the feature template represents (e.g., 
support, fasten, etc.). Additionally, each feature template can 
also be indexed by the primitive object (e.g., Wall, prism, 
etc.). Each feature template can be uniquely de?ned by its 
primitive object/function pair (e.g., support::rib). 

Each feature template also may include other information 
relating to the primitive object. For example, a feature 
template may include information about the tools and the 
processes to make the primitive object and the material(s) 
from Which the primitive object is made. The tool 
information, the process information and the material infor 
mation can also be stored in templates. 

Referring noW to FIGS. 2A and 2B, there is illustrated an 
exemplary feature template 200. The feature template 200 
comprises four templates, namely, a part-feature template 
202, a process-feature template 204, a material-feature tem 
plate 206 and a tool-feature template 208. The feature 
template 200 can be regarded as being a master template 
With pointers 201 to domain speci?c templates (e.g., 202, 
204, 206 and 208). In the example of FIGS. 2A and 2B, the 
feature template represents a plastic molded box that is made 
using injection molding. 

The part-feature template 202 represents a box. The 
function of the box is an electrical enclosure. Part-feature 
template incorporate sub-part feature templates that repre 
sent the sub-parts that are used to make the part represented 
by the part-feature template. For example, a “Bossil” 
sub-part feature template 203 is shoWn that represents a boss 
that has an attach function. (Other sub-parts are used to 
make the box represented by part-feature template 202, but 
are not shoWn in FIGS. 2A and 2B.) 
The part-feature template 202 includes part information. 

The part information may include information about the 






























