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Abstract: 
Pipe routing is a highly complex, time-consuming, and no-deterministic polynomial-time hard (NP-hard) problem in aeroengine 
design. Despite extensive research efforts in optimizing constant-curvature pipe routing, the growing demand for free-form pipes 
poses new challenges. Dynamic design environments and fuzzy layout rules further impact the optimization performance and effi-
ciency. To tackle these challenges, this study proposes a self-learning-based method (SLPR) for optimizing free-form pipe routing 
in aeroengines. The SLPR is based on the proximal policy optimization (PPO) algorithm and integrates a unified rule modeling 
framework for efficient obstacle detection and fuzzy rule modeling in continuous space. Additionally, a potential energy table is 
constructed to enable rapid queries of layout tendencies and interference. The agent within SLPR iteratively refines pipe routing 
and accumulates the design knowledge through interaction with the environment. Once the design environment shifts, the agent can 
swiftly adapt by fine-tuning network parameters. Comparative tests reveal that SLPR ensures smooth pipe routing through cubic 
non-uniform B-spline (NURBS) curves, avoiding redundant pipe segments found in constant-curvature pipe routing. Results in both 
static and dynamic design environments demonstrate that SLPR outperforms three representative baselines in terms of the pipe 
length reduction, the adherence to layout rules, the path complexity, and the computational efficiency. Furthermore, tests in dynamic 
environments indicate that SLPR eliminates labor-intensive searches from scratch and even yields superior solutions compared to 
the retrained model. These results highlight the practical value of SLPR for real-world pipe routing, meeting lightweight, precision, 
and sustainability requirements of the modern aeroengine design. 
Keywords: Layout optimization; Pipe routing; Aerospace components; Deep Reinforcement learning; Proximal policy optimization. 

 
  

mailto:22260020@zju.edu.cn
mailto:ziliwang@zju.edu.cn
mailto:zsy@zju.edu.cn
mailto:xyz2022@zju.edu.cn
mailto:12325137@zju.edu.cn
mailto:egi@zju.edu.cn
mailto:ziliwang@zju.edu.cn


 

 

1. Introduction 

Recent advancements in the aerospace industry have raised higher demand for efficient pipe routing to achieve lightweight, precision, 
and sustainability in aeroengine design. As the foundation for all other detailed designs, pipe routing holds high research significance 
and practical value. Typically, pipe routing in an aeroengine requires the precise arrangement of hundreds of pipes while avoiding 
interference [1]. This complexity renders it a nondeterministic polynomial-time hard (NP-hard) problem. Currently, the pipe routing 
is primarily accomplished manually with the assistance of computer-aided design (CAD) software, a process that can be time-
consuming, inefficient, and labor-intensive [2]. The working hours spent on pipe routing generally occupy more than 50% of the 
total detail-design man-hours [3]. These high costs have spurred a surge of research into automated pipe routing (APR) [4].  

The APR problem can be classified as a type of path planning problem [5], focusing on determining the shortest, collision-free 
paths for pipes connecting endpoints within narrow three-dimensional spaces. Traditional APR approaches often utilize constant-
curvature pipes, with pipe paths represented as simple polylines. However, as aeroengines designs become increasingly complex, 
the available space within the engine is significantly constrained, making constant-curvature pipe routing inefficient because of 
excessive material use and space occupancy. This shift has driven the adoption of free-form pipes [6], whose axes are represented 
by spline curves, allowing more flexible obstacle avoidance and reduced pipe length [7]. Nevertheless, this high degree of design 
flexibility also introduces new challenges for APR research. 

The procedures of APR involve environment modeling, rules modeling, and route searching [8, 9]. Environment modeling refers 
to the organization and utilization of the layout space [10]. Most existing methods simplify this process through discrete space 
modeling, which divides the continuous routing space and obstacles into discrete units. Although discrete space modeling is easy to 
implement and convenient for path searching, its accuracy and flexibility are constrained by grid size, limiting the adaptability of 
free-form pipe routing. In this context, continuous space modeling is more appropriate for free-form pipe routing, as it allows 
exploration at any point in space. Within continuous space, collision detection is generally challenging due to the irregular shape of 
obstacles [11]. Beyond obstacle avoidance, pipe routing must adhere to various constraints related to functionality, installation, 
aesthetics, reliability, and maintenance of the piping system [9]. Such layout rules are often fuzzy, making them difficult to represent 
mathematically in continuous space. Additionally, aeroengine pipe routing can involve dozens or even hundreds of rules, with 
customization requirements adding unique rules for different engines, making it impractical to model each rule individually. Given 
these challenges, an efficient, accurate, and unified framework for rule modeling in continuous space is essential. 

Various route search methods have been developed over the years to find optimal layouts in complex environments with multiple 
constraints. Traditional search algorithms use point-to-point traversal or sampling to find the optimal path between the start and the 
target [12]. Although efficient for certain 2D searches, these algorithms often struggle in large or complex 3D environments. Heu-
ristic-based optimization techniques, inspired by genetic principles or the collective behaviors of organisms, offer advantages such 
as high parallelism, self-organization, and ease of implementation, making them the most frequently used methods in route search 
[13]. However, these methods tend to be computationally intensive, prone to getting stuck in local optima [14], and sensitive to the 
selection of initial parameters [15]. Additionally, both traditional and heuristic-based algorithms lack learning capabilities, requiring 
a fresh search from scratch for each new task or environment. In contrast, reinforcement learning (RL) algorithms offer a more 
adaptive, learning-based approach [16]. RL methods allow agents to learn through interactions with the environment and generalize 
learned behaviors to unseen scenarios [17, 18]. Although rarely applied to pipe routing, RL approaches are well-suited for aeroen-
gine piping, where frequent design modifications often require extensive adjustments to existing routes. 

Given these gaps, this study proposes a self-learning approach for free-form pipe routing in aeroengines. First, a unified rule 
modeling framework and a potential energy table are introduced. The learning-based path planning algorithm, proximal policy 
optimization (PPO) [19], is then integrated with non-uniform B-spline (NURBS) curves to implement free-form pipe routing and 
adapt to frequent environmental changes. To sum up, the key contributions of this study are as follows: 

1) Existing constant-curvature pipe routing methods result in excessive space occupancy and material waste. In this regard, an 
APR method for free-form pipe routing using NURBS curves is developed to meet the lightweight, precision, and sustainability 
demands of modern aeroengine design.  



 

 

2) A unified rule modeling framework in continuous space is proposed to efficiently and accurately represent collisions and layout 
preferences while allowing the flexible integration of new rules. Based on this framework, a potential energy table is constructed to 
enable efficient and precise querying of interference and layout tendencies through a spatial mapping relationship. 

3) The learning-based algorithm, PPO, is integrated into the layout process. Through interactions with the environment and fine-
tuning, the agent learns to achieve flexible obstacle avoidance and adapt to changes in the environment. 

The remainder of this study is organized as follows: Section 2 reviews the related work. Section 3 defines the problem of pipe 
routing as a RL task. Section 4 details the self-learning pipe routing framework proposed in this study. Section 5 evaluates the 
effectiveness of the framework through comparative experiments. Finally, Section 6 presents the conclusion. 

2. Related work 

2.1. Modeling of environment and rules 
Environment modeling methods in pipe routing are generally classified into continuous space modeling and discrete space mod-

eling, with the latter being the most commonly used. In discrete space modeling, both the layout space and obstacles are divided 
into a number of discrete units. For instance, the raster method divides the layout space into uniform cubic grids, where grids 
containing obstacles are assigned a value of one, while free grids are assigned a value of zero [20]. The pipe path is then represented 
by a start point, an end point, and a sequence of grids connecting them. This method is particularly convenient for orthogonal pipe 
routing and thus is widely used in shipbuilding [21] and factory layouts [22], where orthogonal pipes are preferred. In aeroengine 
pipe routing, where the space between the engine casing and the nacelle forms a rotational annular space, fan grids are commonly 
used to divide the layout space [23]. However, for free-form pipes, whose axes are typically represented by spline curves, layout 
space requires higher degrees of freedom and accuracy. Although paths generated in discrete space can be fitted with B-spline curves 
to create free and smooth paths [24], this fitting introduces deviations from the original path, necessitating secondary collision 
detection and evaluation. Research has also explored using the rapidly-exploring random tree star (RRT*) algorithm to directly 
identify control points for quadratic B-spline curves in smooth path planning [25], but its application has been limited to two di-
mensions, with reduced flexibility for three-dimensional pipe routing. 

Collision avoidance is the fundamental rule in pipe routing. Methods such as bounding boxes and voxel-based representations 
are commonly employed to simplify collision detection [26]. Bounding boxes, such as axis-aligned bounding box, sphere, and 
oriented bounding box, provide approximate collision detection by enclosing objects within simple geometric shapes [27]. For more 
complex objects, the octree structure is the widely used, which divide space into eight equivalent subspaces to enhance detection 
efficiency [28]. In addition to obstacle avoidance, the pipe routing contains many fuzzy rules, which are elastic or ambiguous and 
difficult to define by explicit mathematical expressions. For instance, pipe routing rules may require pipes to be positioned as close 
as possible to obstacles and routing boundaries [29]. In discrete space modeling, potential energy methods are commonly used to 
express fuzzy preferences, by assigning low potential values to cells that favor pipe layouts and high values to unfavorable ones 
[30]. However, such fuzzy preferences are difficult to represent mathematically in continuous space. Furthermore, there exists mul-
tiplicity and customizability of pipe routing rules, making it impractical to model each rule individually. 

Free pipe in aeroengines offers promising advantages but presents challenges in environment and rule modeling within continuous 
space. Drawing on existing research, this study introduces a unified, flexible rule modeling framework for free pipe routing using 
the NURBS curve in continuous 3D space. Moreover, a potential energy table is constructed to efficiently query interference and 
pipe routing preferences. 

2.2. Route search methods 
Recent years have witnessed significant advancements in route search methods [31]. Broadly, route search methods can be clas-

sified into traditional search algorithms, heuristic-based optimization algorithms, and learning-based algorithms. Traditional search 
algorithms employ point-to-point traversal, such as the Dijkstra algorithm [32] and A* algorithm [33], or sampling methods like 
RRT [34], to identify optimal routes. Heuristic-based optimization techniques include evolutionary algorithms, such as genetic 
algorithms [35], and swarm intelligence algorithms, such as particle swarm optimization [36], and ant colony optimization [37]. 



 

 

Although widely applied, these methods are inefficient in large, complex 3D spaces and must restart the search from scratch for 
each new routing task and new environment. The learning-based algorithm, particularly RL methods, addresses these limitations by 
learning and adapting through interactions with the environment. For continuous tasks, policy-based algorithms such as soft actor–
critic (SAC) [38] and PPO [19] are commonly used, allowing direct mapping from an environmental state to a continuous action 
space. RL has been successfully applied in diverse path-planning tasks, such as for autonomous underwater vehicles and UAVs in 
simple, complex, or dynamically changing environments [39-41]. However, the application of RL in pipe routing remains rare. 
While PPO combined with curriculum learning has been applied to pipe routing in ships, its application has been confined to or-
thogonal pipes and discrete space [42]. The potential of PPO still deserves further exploration, especially for free pipe routing of 
aeroengines in continuous space. 

3. Problem formulation 

3.1. Aeroengine pipe routing 
Aeroengine pipe routing refers to identifying a collision-free path between the casing and the nacelle, connecting the designated 

start and target points. Pipes in aeroengines are typically classified into two types: constant-curvature bent pipes and free-form pipes. 
The constant-curvature bent pipes, commonly formed by the rotary draw bending process, are the most commonly used. As modern 
aeroengines move towards lightweight, precision, and sustainability, the demand for free-form pipes has increased dramatically. As 
illustrated in Fig. 1, both types of pipe paths can be represented as a sequence of axial points as follows: 

 { }0 1 ,, , ,...,s n tP P P P P P=  (1) 

where 𝑃𝑃𝑠𝑠 denotes the start point, 𝑃𝑃𝑡𝑡 is the target point, and 𝑃𝑃𝑖𝑖 = (𝑥𝑥𝑖𝑖 ,𝑦𝑦𝑖𝑖 , 𝑧𝑧𝑖𝑖)0≤𝑖𝑖≤𝑛𝑛 denotes the connection points to be determined. The 
axial points represent either bend points for a constant-curvature pipe or control points for a free-form pipe, depending on the pipe 
type. The curve generated from these axial points forms a collision-free path that adheres to routing constraints. The pipe geometry 
is then constructed by sweeping a circular profile of diameter d along this curve. 

 
(a) (b) 

Fig. 1. Constant-curvature pipe routing and free-form pipe routing in aeroengine. (a) Constant-curvature pipe routing; (b) Free-
form pipe. 

Given a series of axial points, a parametric curve can be utilized to generate a continuous path for the free-form pipe. As one of 
the most popular industry standards, NURBS curves are widely used in path descriptions because of their precise analytical repre-
sentation and local tuning capabilities [43]. The NURBS curve can be mathematically expressed as: 
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where u is the curve parameter, wi is the weight of the i-th control point 𝑃𝑃𝑖𝑖, and 𝑁𝑁𝑖𝑖,𝑝𝑝(𝑢𝑢) is the corresponding basis function, computed 

based on the knot vector U and the curve degree p. Assume that U is a set of m+1 non-decreasing numbers {𝑢𝑢0,𝑢𝑢1, . . . ,𝑢𝑢𝑚𝑚}, the i-th 
basis function 𝑁𝑁𝑖𝑖,𝑝𝑝(𝑢𝑢) is defined recursively as follows: 
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3.2. Reinforcement learning task 
The objective of pipe routing is to determine an optimal set of axial control points, and thus it can be formulated as a RL task. In 

RL, the learner and decision maker are called the agent, while everything it interacts with, comprising all external factors, is referred 
to as the environment [44]. The RL task is essentially a sequential decision-making problem, commonly represented as a Markov 
decision process, defined by 𝑀𝑀 = (𝑆𝑆,𝐴𝐴,𝑇𝑇𝑠𝑠,𝑅𝑅, 𝛾𝛾). Here, state 𝑠𝑠 ∈ 𝑆𝑆 indicates the position and information of the current axial control 
point within the environment during the routing process. The action 𝑎𝑎 ∈ 𝐴𝐴 represents the decision to move from the current control 
point 𝑃𝑃𝑖𝑖 to the next control point. When the agent takes action a in the current state s, it transitions to the next state 𝑠𝑠′ according to 
the state transition function 𝑇𝑇𝑠𝑠(𝑠𝑠′|𝑠𝑠,𝑎𝑎) and receives a reward determined by the reward function 𝑅𝑅(𝑠𝑠,𝑎𝑎). The discount factor 𝛾𝛾 ∈
[0, 1] measures the importance of future rewards. The goal of the agent is to find an optimal policy 𝜋𝜋𝜙𝜙(𝑎𝑎|𝑠𝑠), which is able to select 

the best action a in each state s to maximize the expected return 𝐽𝐽(𝜙𝜙):  
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where 𝜏𝜏 = (𝑠𝑠0,𝑎𝑎0, 𝑠𝑠1, … ,𝑎𝑎𝑇𝑇−1,𝑠𝑠𝑇𝑇) denotes a T-step trajectory. Through continuous interactions with the environment, the agent can 

gradually refine its strategy for determining the axial control points of the free-form pipe. 

4. Methodology 

4.1. Environment modeling 
The layout space in an aeroengine is defined by the casing and nacelle surfaces, both of which can be considered as revolution 

surfaces generated by rotating their respective generatrices, 𝜌𝜌 = 𝑓𝑓𝑐𝑐(𝑧𝑧) and 𝜌𝜌 = 𝑓𝑓𝑛𝑛(𝑧𝑧) around the z-axis. As illustrated in Fig. 2, the 
layout space can be expressed as: 
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where z, 𝜌𝜌, and 𝜃𝜃 represent the axes of the cylindrical coordinate system, while 𝑧𝑧𝑚𝑚𝑚𝑚𝑚𝑚 and 𝑧𝑧𝑚𝑚𝑖𝑖𝑛𝑛 denote the upper and lower bounds 
of the layout space on the z-axis, respectively. 

 

Fig. 2. Space of pipe routing in aeroengine. 
Within the layout space, various obstacles, such as electrical equipment, fuel tanks, and maintenance areas, restrict the permissible 

paths for pipes. These obstacles often have irregular shapes, posing challenges for collision detection. Existing research commonly 
employs bounding boxes to approximate obstacles with simplified geometries. In this study, we adopt an octree-based modeling 
approach to balance geometric accuracy and computational efficiency [23]. As illustrated in Fig. 4, obstacles in CAD software are 
typically represented as solid models. By sampling these solid models, point cloud data can be generated, which can then be con-
verted into a voxel-based representation using the octree method. The steps of the octree-based modeling method in the cylindrical 



 

 

coordinate system (𝑧𝑧,𝜌𝜌,𝜃𝜃) are detailed in Fig. 4. First, the upper and lower bounds of obstacle point clouds in the cylindrical coor-
dinate system are utilized to define the initial modeling space, which acts as the root node of the octree. The initial space is then 
subdivided into 23 equal subspaces, referred to as the leaf nodes of the octree. Each subspace is classified as an obstacle subspace, 
marked by black, if it contains at least one point; otherwise, it is designated as free space and left blank. Free subspaces remain 
unchanged, while each obstacle subspace is treated as a new root node and recursively subdivided until the maximum division depth 
is reached. The maximum division depth is a parameter to balance modeling accuracy and computational efficiency. While a larger 
division depth enhances the precision of obstacle representation, it also increases the computational cost.  

 
(a) (b) (c) 

Fig. 3. Representation of obstacles through octree-based modeling approach. (a) Solid model; (b) Point cloud; (c) Octree model. 

 
(a) (b) (c) 

Fig. 4. Steps for octree-based modeling in cylindrical coordinate system. (a) Depth=0; (b) Depth=1; (b) Depth=2. 

4.2. Unified rule modeling framework 
Pipe routing is governed by numerous layout rules, which can be broadly categorized into layout objectives and layout tendencies, 

as illustrated in Fig. 5. Layout objectives define clear, quantifiable metrics that reflect the optimization goals of the pipe routing, 
such as minimizing pipe length, weight, number of bends, and manufacturing costs. Conversely, layout tendencies describe spatial 
positioning preferences between the pipes and external components. These tendencies can be further divided into deterministic and 
fuzzy rules based on their level of clarity. Deterministic rules provide explicit, quantifiable constraints, such as maintaining a min-
imum gap between pipes and obstacles. In contrast, fuzzy rules are more elastic or ambiguous and difficult to be quantified. For 
example, a fuzzy rule might specify that pipes should be routed as close as possible to the casing surface or nearby accessories. 
These rules represent only a fraction of the complexities involved in practical aeroengine pipe routing. Real-world scenarios may 
involve dozens or even hundreds of rules, with additional customization requirements introducing unique constraints for different 
engine designs. Consequently, the development of a unified framework for rule modeling becomes essential. 



 

 

 

Fig. 5. Layout rules of pipe routing in aeroengine. 
Inspired by the artificial potential field method [45], potential energy is utilized to represent layout tendencies in a unified frame-

work. The objects external to the pipe in the layout preference rules, such as obstacles, casing surfaces, or previously laid pipes, are 
collectively referred to as external components (ECs). For an EC where proximity to the pipe is undesirable, a repulsive potential 
field is generated, mathematically expressed as: 

 , ,( ) ,    = ∈r a i r a i rU P k P Z  (7) 

where 𝑃𝑃𝑚𝑚,𝑖𝑖 denotes the i-th point on the pipe axis, and 𝑘𝑘𝑟𝑟 represents the repulsive gain factor, a negative value that defines the 

maximum strength of the repulsive potential field, while 𝑍𝑍𝑟𝑟 specifies its influence zone. The repulsive field penalizes the pipe with 
negative potential energy when it enters an impermissible region. Conversely, for an EC that encourages proximity to the pipe, an 
attractive potential field is generated around it, mathematically defined as: 
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where 𝑘𝑘𝑚𝑚 is the attractive gain factor, a positive value that defines the maximum strength of the attractive potential field. 𝑍𝑍𝑚𝑚 specifies 
the influence zone of this field, with 𝑑𝑑𝑚𝑚𝑖𝑖𝑛𝑛 and 𝑑𝑑𝑚𝑚𝑚𝑚𝑚𝑚 representing the closest and farthest distances between 𝑍𝑍𝑚𝑚 and EC, respectively. 
The function 𝑑𝑑(𝑃𝑃𝑚𝑚,𝑖𝑖 , EC) denotes the distance between 𝑃𝑃𝑚𝑚,𝑖𝑖 and EC. Eq. (8) illustrates that the potential energy decreases gradually 

from 𝑘𝑘𝑚𝑚 to 0 as a point within 𝑍𝑍𝑚𝑚 moves from the nearest to the farthest position relative to EC. Since an EC may produce both 
attractive and repulsive fields in different regions, the potential energy field for the j-th EC can be represented in a unified form as: 
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Each EC generates a potential field, 𝑈𝑈𝑗𝑗, based on the specified layout rules. The total potential energy at the point 𝑃𝑃𝑚𝑚,𝑖𝑖 is calculated 

as the superposition of the potential fields generated by all ECs, expressed as:  
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where m represents the total number of ECs. 

4.3. Potential energy table 
The computation of 𝑑𝑑(𝑃𝑃𝑚𝑚,𝑖𝑖 ,𝐸𝐸𝐸𝐸) is particularly time-intensive, especially when EC is an obstacle. Leveraging the octree-based 

modeling approach, this process is simplified to calculate the shortest distance between 𝑃𝑃𝑚𝑚,𝑖𝑖 and individual obstacle subspaces, rep-

resented as simple sectors. Nevertheless, pipe routing still involves frequent evaluations of 𝑑𝑑(𝑃𝑃𝑖𝑖 ,𝐸𝐸𝐸𝐸), significantly reducing the 
efficiency of layout optimization. To address this, the computation of 𝑑𝑑(𝑃𝑃𝑚𝑚,𝑖𝑖 ,𝐸𝐸𝐸𝐸) is performed prior to the optimization process. 

Specifically, the layout space is discretized into uniform fan-shaped grid cells of size s, as illustrated in Fig. 6. Each grid cell is 



 

 

represented by its center coordinates, and the potential values for all grid cells are calculated and stored in a three-dimensional 
potential energy table, 𝑃𝑃𝑒𝑒, for future reference. Fig. 6 (c) provides a visualization of the potential energy distribution as point clouds. 
Because of the uniform grid division, the position index of 𝑃𝑃𝑚𝑚,𝑖𝑖 in the potential table can be easily determined using the following 

equation: 
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where ⌊ ⌋ denotes rounding down; 𝑖𝑖𝑧𝑧, 𝑖𝑖𝜌𝜌, and 𝑖𝑖𝜃𝜃 denote the potential energy indexes along the z-axis, 𝜌𝜌-axis, and 𝜃𝜃-axis, respectively; 
𝑧𝑧𝑚𝑚𝑖𝑖𝑛𝑛 and 𝜌𝜌𝑚𝑚𝑖𝑖𝑛𝑛 represent the lower bounds of the layout space along the z-axis and the 𝜌𝜌-axis. The potential energy of point 𝑃𝑃𝑚𝑚,𝑖𝑖 can 
be efficiently queried through these indexes, expressed as 𝑃𝑃𝑒𝑒,𝑖𝑖 = 𝑃𝑃𝑒𝑒(𝑖𝑖𝑧𝑧, 𝑖𝑖𝜌𝜌, 𝑖𝑖𝜃𝜃), which eliminates the time-consuming step of calcu-

lating the potential energy, thus significantly enhancing the optimization efficiency. 

 

Fig. 6. Construction and querying of potential energy table. (a) Continuous layout space; (b) Discrete potential space; (c) Poten-
tial energy table. 

4.4. Self-learning pipe routing with NURBS curve 
The PPO algorithm is utilized as the core method to optimize the policy 𝜋𝜋𝜙𝜙(𝑎𝑎|𝑠𝑠) of pipe routing. It is also combined with a fine-

tuning approach to adapt to dynamic layout environments, as illustrated in Fig. 7. PPO is an on-policy, actor-critic algorithm that 
effectively balances training stability and computational efficiency. In PPO, the actor represents the learned policy that selects 
actions, while the critic evaluates the policy by estimating the state-value function 𝑉𝑉(𝑠𝑠). The algorithm optimizes a clipped surrogate 
objective, which constrains policy updates to ensure stable training. The loss function of the actor-network is defined as follows: 

 ( )actor
ˆ ˆ( ) min ( ) ,clip( ( ),1 ,1 )i i i i iL r A r Aφ φ φ ε ε = − +   (12) 

where 𝑟𝑟𝑖𝑖(𝜙𝜙) =
𝜋𝜋𝜙𝜙(𝑚𝑚𝑖𝑖|𝑠𝑠𝑖𝑖)

𝜋𝜋𝜙𝜙𝜙𝜙𝜙𝜙𝜙𝜙(𝑚𝑚𝑖𝑖|𝑠𝑠𝑖𝑖)
 is the probability ratio, with 𝜙𝜙𝑜𝑜𝑜𝑜𝑜𝑜 being the policy parameters prior to the update. 𝜀𝜀 is a hyperparameter 

that controls the magnitude of policy updates. The advantage estimate �̂�𝐴𝑖𝑖 is computed using generalized advantage estimation (GAE) 
and is expressed as: 
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1 1
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where 𝜆𝜆 is a hyperparameter that balances the trade-off between bias and variance, and 𝛿𝛿𝑖𝑖 = 𝑟𝑟𝑖𝑖 + 𝛾𝛾𝑉𝑉(𝑠𝑠𝑖𝑖+1) − 𝑉𝑉(𝑠𝑠𝑖𝑖) represents the 



 

 

temporal difference error. The critic loss evaluates the accuracy of the value function in approximating the true state value. A 
commonly used metric is the mean squared error between the predicted value 𝑉𝑉𝑤𝑤(𝑠𝑠𝑖𝑖) and the target value 𝑉𝑉𝑡𝑡𝑚𝑚𝑟𝑟𝑡𝑡𝑒𝑒𝑡𝑡(𝑠𝑠𝑖𝑖), formulated as: 

 
2

critic target( ) ( ( ) ( ))t i iL V s V sωω  = −   (14) 

with w being the parameters of the critic network. 

 
Fig. 7. Framework of self-learning pipe routing. 

The configuration of the state space, action space, and reward function is crucial for the convergence speed and training perfor-
mance of PPO. As illustrated in Fig. 7, the state space of the agent consists of three main parts, represented as: 

 , ,[ , , ]i a i t a i iS P P P D= −  (15) 

where 𝑃𝑃𝑚𝑚,𝑖𝑖 = (𝑥𝑥𝑚𝑚,𝑖𝑖 ,𝑦𝑦𝑚𝑚,𝑖𝑖 , 𝑧𝑧𝑚𝑚,𝑖𝑖) denotes the current position of the agent, initialized as Ps at the i = 0. 𝑃𝑃𝑡𝑡 − 𝑃𝑃𝑚𝑚,𝑖𝑖 represents the layout 
task information. 𝐷𝐷 = [𝑑𝑑𝑖𝑖,𝑢𝑢𝑝𝑝,𝑑𝑑𝑖𝑖,𝑜𝑜𝑜𝑜𝑤𝑤𝑛𝑛, …𝑑𝑑𝑜𝑜𝑖𝑖𝑚𝑚𝑡𝑡_3,𝑑𝑑𝑜𝑜𝑖𝑖𝑚𝑚𝑡𝑡_4] captures the surrounding information of the agent, comprising the distances 

to the impassable region along the upward, downward, forward, backward, left, right, and four diagonal directions in space. The 
three components are concatenated and utilized as input to the PPO model. 

During the PPO search process, cubic NURBS curves are employed to generate pipe paths. As a minimum of four control points 
is required for the generation of cubic NURBS curves, 𝑃𝑃0 and 𝑃𝑃1 are derived by extending the pipe diameter and twice the pipe 
diameter along the normal direction of the 𝑃𝑃𝑠𝑠 port, respectively. Similarly, 𝑃𝑃𝑡𝑡−1 and 𝑃𝑃𝑡𝑡−2 are determined by extending 𝑃𝑃𝑡𝑡 in the same 
manner, as illustrated in Fig. 8. This setting ensures that the pipe path is tangent to the start and target ports. The 𝑃𝑃𝑠𝑠, 𝑃𝑃0, and 𝑃𝑃1 are 
considered as the initial control points with default weights of 1, while subsequent control points are sequentially obtained by 
defining the action space of the agent as follows: 

 1 1 1 1[ , , , ]i i i i iA x y z w+ + + += ∆ ∆ ∆  (16) 

 
(a) (b) (c) 

Fig. 8. Pipe routing using cubic NURBS curve. (a) Initial layout; (b) Intermediate process; (c) Termination when finding the 
target. 

Once the action 𝐴𝐴𝑖𝑖 is determined, the next control point 𝑃𝑃𝑖𝑖+1 is calculated as 𝑃𝑃𝑖𝑖+1 = 𝑃𝑃𝑖𝑖 + (Δ𝑥𝑥𝑖𝑖+1,Δ𝑦𝑦𝑖𝑖+1,Δ𝑧𝑧𝑖𝑖+1), with the weight 
of 𝑃𝑃𝑖𝑖+1 set to 𝑤𝑤𝑖𝑖+1. The new control point 𝑃𝑃𝑖𝑖+1 is then appended to the list of control points P. By manipulating the knot vectors of 



 

 

NURBS, a new segment of an open curve, which is not tangent to the line 𝑃𝑃𝑖𝑖𝑃𝑃𝑖𝑖+1, is generated at the end of the last curve. The 
distance between the 𝑃𝑃𝑚𝑚,𝑖𝑖 and 𝑃𝑃𝑡𝑡−2 is evaluated, and if it is larger than a predefined threshold, 𝑑𝑑𝑚𝑚𝑚𝑚𝑚𝑚, the search process continues. 

Otherwise, the target point is deemed reached, and 𝑃𝑃𝑡𝑡−2, 𝑃𝑃𝑡𝑡−1 and 𝑃𝑃𝑡𝑡 are appended to P with weights of 1 to form a closed curve 
tangent to the line 𝑃𝑃𝑡𝑡−1𝑃𝑃𝑡𝑡, thus seamlessly connecting 𝑃𝑃𝑠𝑠 and 𝑃𝑃𝑡𝑡. 

Whenever a new control point is identified, the corresponding curve segment is evaluated using the reward function. To prevent 
abnormal behaviors such as greed, timidity, and recklessness arising from reward sparsity, five distinct reward functions are de-
signed. The first reward function, 𝑅𝑅1, encourages the pipe path to approach the target point and is expressed as: 

 1 2 , 2 , 12 2t a i t a iR P P P P− − += − − −  (17) 

R1 rewards the agent when it moves closer to the target point compared to its previous position; otherwise, it imposes a penalty. 
Another reward function, R2, incorporates the pipe length as a critical pipe layout objective and is expressed as: 

 2 1iR l += −  (18) 

where 𝑙𝑙𝑖𝑖+1 denotes the length of the new curve segment. To ensure the pipe adheres to layout rules, the potential energy of the curve 
is also evaluated. Specifically, sampling at equal intervals Δ𝑙𝑙 along the curve segments, the potential energy 𝑃𝑃𝑒𝑒,𝑗𝑗 is calculated at 

each sampling point. Based on this, two additional rewards, R3 and R4, are defined as follows: 
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Here, R3 penalizes sampling points that enter impassable regions (𝑃𝑃𝑒𝑒,𝑗𝑗 < 0). In contrast, R4 defines the reward for points with 𝑃𝑃𝑒𝑒,𝑗𝑗 ≥

0 by averaging their potential energies and subtracting max(𝑃𝑃𝑒𝑒). The mean and maximum operations in R4 ensure its value remains 
negative, thereby discouraging greedy agent behavior. Finally, when the distance between the 𝑃𝑃𝑚𝑚,𝑖𝑖 and 𝑃𝑃𝑡𝑡−2 is less than 𝑑𝑑𝑚𝑚𝑚𝑚𝑚𝑚, the 

target point is considered reached, and the agent receives the reward R5, defined as: 
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In summary, the total reward function R is defined as a weighted sum of all sub-reward functions: 

 1 1 2 2 3 3 4 4 5 5R R R R R Rµ µ µ µ µ= + + + +  (22) 

where 𝜇𝜇1, 𝜇𝜇2, 𝜇𝜇3, 𝜇𝜇4, and 𝜇𝜇5 are the weights assigned to each sub-reward function.  
In the pipe routing process, frequent modifications to engine design often necessitate re-routing the planned pipe, significantly 

increasing design man-hours. This study combines the fine-tuning method with PPO, as illustrated in Fig. 7. When the environment 
changes, the potential energy table is updated, and the parameters of the trained actor and critic model, 𝜙𝜙𝑐𝑐𝑢𝑢𝑟𝑟𝑟𝑟𝑒𝑒𝑛𝑛𝑡𝑡 and 𝜔𝜔𝑐𝑐𝑢𝑢𝑟𝑟𝑟𝑟𝑒𝑒𝑛𝑛𝑡𝑡, are 
transferred to the new layout models. These parameters preserve the agent’s previous search knowledge, enabling it to quickly adapt 
to the new layout environment through fine-tuning. 

5. Experiments and results comparison 

5.1. Experimental setup 
To evaluate the performance of the proposed self-learning pipe routing (SLPR) framework, an aeroengine model was constructed 

using the computer-aided design software SolidWorks. The layout space was defined based on the designed casing generatrix 𝑓𝑓𝑐𝑐(𝑧𝑧) 
and nacelle generatrix 𝑓𝑓𝑛𝑛(𝑧𝑧), which represent the upper and lower bounds of the layout space, respectively. 𝑓𝑓𝑐𝑐(𝑧𝑧) is a polynomial 
function with a minimum value of 418.75, while 𝑓𝑓𝑛𝑛(𝑧𝑧) is a constant set to 800. A total of 11 obstacles were designed in the aeroen-
gine model, and their point clouds were exported to construct the potential energy table Pe. The cell size s of Pe was set to the pipe 



 

 

diameter, the repulsive gain factor 𝑘𝑘𝑟𝑟 to −1, and the attractive gain factor 𝑘𝑘𝑚𝑚 to 0.2.  
The pipe routing experiments were then conducted in a Python-based simulation environment. The SLPR networks were imple-

mented in PyTorch and trained on a cloud platform equipped with a 32 vCPU AMD EPYC 9654 96-Core Processor. The main 
hyperparameter settings of SLPR are summarized in Table 1. Three comparative experiments were conducted across different sce-
narios, including a comparison with constant-curvature pipe routing; a layout performance comparison with other algorithms, and 
a layout performance test in a dynamic environment. The simulation results are analyzed in detail below. 

Table 1 
Summary of model hyperparameter configurations in SLPR. 

Parameter Settings 
Total training episodes 5000 
Maximum steps per episode 20 
Hidden layers of each MLPs 2 
Neurons of each hidden layers 256 
Discount factor γ 0.9 
GAE factor λ 0.98 
Clip ratio ε 0.2 
Weights [𝜇𝜇1, 𝜇𝜇2, 𝜇𝜇3, 𝜇𝜇4, 𝜇𝜇5] [0.01, 0.002, 0.05, 1, 10] 
Optimizer type Adam 
Learning rate of actor 1×10-4 
Learning rate of critic 5×10-4 
Judgment threshold 𝑑𝑑𝑚𝑚𝑚𝑚𝑚𝑚 100 mm 
Sampling interval Δ𝑙𝑙 5 mm 

5.2. Comparison of pipe types 
Currently, aeroengine pipe routing primarily relies on constant-curvature pipes, which often lead to redundant segments, increased 

pipe length, and greater space occupation. This study proposes the use of free-form pipes based on NURBS curves, offering a more 
effective solution for the annular layout space of aeroengines. To evaluate the advantages of free-form pipes, comparative tests were 
conducted with constant-curvature pipes. Specifically, three constant-curvature pipe routing schemes were generated using the 
SolidWorks layout plug-in, with the pipe diameter set to 27 mm. Subsequently, the SLPR framework developed in this study was 
applied to derive free-form pipe routing schemes based on NURBS curves for identical pipe configurations. 

The comparison of layout lengths between free-form pipes and constant-curvature pipes is presented in Table 2. The results reveal 
that free-form pipes exhibit significantly shorter layout lengths compared to constant-curvature pipes across all three configurations. 
Visualization of the layout schemes for these two pipe types is provided in Fig. 9. Free-form pipes demonstrate distinct advantages 
in aeroengine pipe routing within the specialized annular space, particularly in scenarios involving long-distance placement and 
obstacle avoidance. These advantages include reduced pipe length and complexity. For constant-curvature pipes, the flexibility is 
limited by the number of bends. While increasing the number of bends enhances flexibility, it also significantly complicates the 
manufacturing process. In contrast, the cubic NURBS curves employed in this study offer smooth routing solutions for free-form 
pipes, ensuring C2 continuity and facilitating the pipe-forming process. 



 

 

 
(a) (b) (c) 

Fig. 9. Visualization of the layout schemes for different pipe types. (a) Pipe-1; (2) Pipe-2; (3) Pipe-3. 
Table 2 

Comparison of layout lengths for different pipe types. 
Methods Pipe-1 length (mm) Pipe-2 length (mm) Pipe-3 length (mm) 
Constant-curvature pipe 1404.66 1812.20 1267.43 
Free-form pipe (SLPR) 1174.02 1460.82 1148.50 

5.3. Comparison of layout performance 
In this subsection, three representative methods were selected to evaluate the performance of the proposed SLPR through com-

parative experiments in a static design environment. These methods include SAC, B-spline RRT* (BSRRT*), and quantum particle 
swarm optimization (QPSO), corresponding to RL algorithms, sampling-based search algorithms, and heuristic optimization algo-
rithms, respectively. The details of each method are described below. 

(1) SAC 
The SAC is an off-policy actor-critic RL method designed for solving complex control tasks in continuous action spaces [38]. It 

combines value-based and policy-based techniques and employs the maximum entropy framework to maximize both the expected 
reward and policy entropy. The entropy regularization coefficient is initially set to 0.12 and is automatically adjusted during training 
to balance exploration and exploitation. Other parameter settings for SAC are consistent with those outlined in Section 5.1. 

(2) BSRRT* 
The RRT* algorithm is an optimized extension of the RRT algorithm. It searches for a path by extending an exploration tree from 

the root node to the target and enhances path quality through rewiring and reselecting the optimal parent node. The BSRRT* algo-
rithm, a recently proposed variant of RRT*, is specifically designed for path planning based on piecewise quadratic B-spline [25], 
making it a suitable benchmark for comparison with the proposed SLPR. BSRRT* also integrates an expanded candidate strategy 
and a goal-biased strategy to accelerate convergence. In this experiment, the cubic B-spline curves were used instead to accommo-
date the 3D layout environment, while other parameters remain consistent with those described in the original paper. 

(3) QPSO 
PSO is a widely used population-based intelligent optimization algorithm inspired by the collective behavior of organisms in 

nature. QPSO introduces the quantum mechanics theory into the PSO algorithm, reducing the number of tunable parameters while 
enhancing the optimization performance [46]. Within QPSO, particles are represented as a collection of coordinates and weights for 
all control points, with the number of control points fixed at 10. The optimal solution is found through cooperation and interaction 
among particles. The swarm size is set to 30, and the number of iterations is set to 1000, ensuring a balance between efficiency and 



 

 

performance. 
To enable a comprehensive performance comparison, ten distinct pipe routing tasks were designed within the aeroengine model, 

each with a pipe diameter of 19 mm. These tasks cover scenarios such as short-distance unobstructed layouts, long-distance layouts, 
and obstacle avoidance in narrow spaces. The evaluation metrics included pipe length, average potential energy of sampling points, 
number of rule-violating sampling points, number of successful tasks, number of control points, and computational time. These 
metrics assess the performance in terms of pipe length reduction, adherence to layout rules, path complexity, and computational 
efficiency. To ensure fairness, all methods were executed within the same computational environment.  

The pipe routing results for SLPR are given in Fig. 10. As shown in the figure, for short-distance unobstructed layout tasks, 
including pipes 2 and 4, SLPR generates short and straight paths to minimize pipe length. For long-distance layout tasks, such as 
pipes 1 and 3, SLPR provides smooth, curved paths that conform to the annular surface of the aeroengine. In scenarios requiring 
obstacle avoidance, such as pipes 5, 6, and 7, SLPR successfully routes pipes around obstacles while avoiding passage over the top 
of obstacles, which adheres to the layout rules and demonstrates the effectiveness of the potential energy table in standardizing the 
pipe routing. Finally, for layout tasks in narrow spaces requiring obstacle avoidance, including pipes 8, 9, and 10, SLPR still provides 
feasible, collision-free paths, showcasing its robust search capabilities. 

 
(a) (b) 

 
(c) (d) 

Fig. 10. Results of the free pipe routing for SLPR. (a) View 1; (b) View 2; (3) View 3; (4) View 4. 
The comparison of average performance metrics for SLPR and other algorithms across the ten layout tasks is presented in Table 

3, with the best results highlighted in bold. The results clearly demonstrate that SLPR outperforms all other methods in nearly every 
metric, except for a slight disadvantage in average potential energy (-0.16) compared to QPSO. SLPR successfully finds the shortest 
collision-free pipe paths that adhere to the layout rules across all the tasks, with a pipe length of 670.48 mm, zero violation points, 
and ten successful tasks. Meanwhile, SLPR demonstrates optimal computational efficiency, with an average routing time of 6.88 
minutes, and exhibits the lowest path complexity, with an average of five control points, which is favorable for the manufacturing 
of free-form pipes. 

Table 3 
Performance of SLPR and several comparative methods on free pipe routing. 

Metrics SLPR SAC BSRRT* QPSO 
Length (mm) 670.48 733.73 980.15 1495.07 
Average potential energy -0.16 -0.40 -0.21 -0.15 
Num of violation points 0 25.80 1.5 0 
Successful times 10 9 10 10 
Num of control points 5 7 9 10 
Computation time (min) 6.88 11.20 11.68 11.82 



 

 

 
A detailed comparison of the results for each tube, including pipe length, number of violation points, average potential energy, 

and number of control points, is presented in the line chart in Fig. 11. The RL algorithms, SLPR and SAC, outperform BSRRT* 
and QPSO in optimizing pipe length. Nevertheless, it is noted that the obstacle-avoidance performance of the SAC algorithm is 
unstable, with violation points occurring in half of the layout tasks, leading to the worst performance in terms of average potential 
energy. The BSRRT* algorithm performed well on tasks where the start and end points were close, such as pipes 2, 4, 7, and 10, 
but resulted in a violation on task 6. For pipes 2 and 10, BSRRT* identified the simplest pipe paths that met the requirements with 
a small number of control points. However, for longer layout tasks, the generated paths contained too many control points, resulting 
in overly complex pipe paths with redundant segments. This is because the RRT* algorithm generates the tree by randomly sampling 
points, which can lead to locally congested paths or unnecessary detours during tree expansion. The QPSO algorithm yields the best 
results in terms of average potential energy and successfully finds collision-free pipe paths across all tasks, excelling in adherence 
to layout rules. However, while QPSO can find feasible paths, they are not always optimal, particularly for pipes 3, 7, 8, and 9, 
where path redundancy is significant. This issue arises from the unique coding pattern of the heuristic algorithm, in which particles 
are represented by concatenating the coordinates and weights of all control points. Since the dimensions of the particles are fixed, 
the number of control points must be determined in advance. Fewer control points may result in paths that fail to bypass obstacles, 
while too many control points increase the difficulty of particle search and impair the optimization performance of QPSO. Therefore, 
selecting an appropriate number of control points according to the layout task is essential for QPSO. 

 
(a) (b) 

 
(c) (d) 

Fig. 11. Performance comparison for each pipe. (a) Length; (b) Num of violation points; (c) Average potential energy; (d) Num of 
control points. 

In summary, the results clearly demonstrate that the proposed SLPR outperforms SAC, BSRRT*, and QPSO in pipe routing 
capabilities. SLPR not only identifies the shortest collision-free pipe path that satisfies the layout rules with the fastest speed but 
also exhibits the lowest path complexity, facilitating easier pipe forming. These advantages make SLPR highly applicable to pipe 
routing and manufacturing in real-world scenarios. 

5.4. Comparison in dynamic environments 
In real-world scenarios, aeroengines usually involve frequent design modifications, such as the addition, removal, or relocation 

of accessories. These modifications may result in collisions in the previously planned pipe layouts or degrade optimal solutions to 
suboptimal ones. In such cases, traditional search and heuristic algorithms must restart the pipe routing from scratch, significantly 
increasing design time and effort. In contrast, the self-learning-based SLPR retains the search knowledge from previous environ-
ments through the neural network parameters, allowing it to adapt to new layout environments with fine-tuning. This subsection 



 

 

presents layout experiments in a dynamic design environment, using piping task 9 described in Section 5.3 as an example. 
Two scenarios are specifically designed for evaluation. In the first scenario, a new obstacle is introduced to the originally planned 

pipe paths, causing collisions. In the second scenario, the obstacles are modified, requiring further refinement of the layout scheme, 
as shown in Fig. 12. To adapt to these changes, the potential energy table is first updated. The SLPR model, trained in the previous 
environment, is then directly applied for pipe routing in the new environment, as illustrated in the middle column of the figure. It 
can be seen that the previous agent is able to respond to the new environment. In the “New obstacle” scenario, the agent still provides 
a collision-free path, though it fails to reach the target point. In the “Modified Obstacle” scenario, the pipe path slightly adapts to 
the changed obstacle boundaries, resulting in a shorter pipe length. These results suggest that the agent can adapt to new environ-
ments based on prior knowledge, which can be further fine-tuned for improved performance. 

 
(a) (b) (c) 

Fig. 12. Pipe routing in a dynamic environment. (a) “New obstacle” and “Modified Obstacle” scenarios; (b) Results of previously 
trained SLPR; (c) Results of fine-tuned SLPR. 

The previously trained SLPR model was fine-tuned in the new environment using the updated potential energy table, while 
maintaining all parameters consistent with those described in Section 5.1, except for the total training episodes, which were set to 
100. The visualization results of the fine-tuning are presented in the third column of Fig. 12. After fine-tuning, the pipe successfully 
bypasses the new obstacle and reaches the target point, while the pipe in the “Modified Obstacle” scenario achieves a shorter length. 
Furthermore, the iterative curves of the maximum return achieved by the agent during the training are presented in Fig. 13. The 
fine-tuned model is compared with a retrained model to demonstrate the role of prior knowledge in dynamic environment layouts. 
In the figure, the green and red curves represent the maximum return during fine-tuning and retraining, respectively. The results 
clearly indicate that the fine-tuned model maintains a high return from the beginning of training. As iterations progress, the fine-
tuned model achieves maximum returns of 7.61 and 6.57 at the 32nd and 49th episodes, respectively. In contrast, the retrained model 
in the “Modified Obstacle” scenario achieves a return similar to that of the fine-tuned model only after 2,257 episodes. In the “New 
Obstacle” scenario, the retrained model achieves a maximum return of 6.03, which is lower than the performance of the fine-tuned 
model. These results suggest that leveraging prior knowledge not only accelerates adaptation to new environments but also enhances 
the quality of the final solution. 



 

 

 
(a) (b) 

Fig. 13. Maximum return curves for fine-tuned and retrained models. (a) In “Modified obstacle” scenario; (b) In “New obstacle” 
scenario. 

The performance comparison of SLPR, BSRRT*, and QPSO in dynamic environments is presented in Table 4, in which BSRRT* 
and QPSO were retrained to adapt to the new environment. The results indicate that SLPR only requires 24.18 seconds and 25.22 
seconds to adapt to the new environment, respectively. This is significantly less than BSRRT* and QPSO, which generally require 
over 700 seconds of computation time. In addition, the lengths of the pipe generated by SLPR are substantially shorter than those 
produced by BSRRT* and QPSO, and no violation points are observed in the SLPR results. 

To sum up, the SLPR proposed in this study demonstrates the capability to rapidly adapt to changes in aeroengine designs through 
fine-tuning, eliminating the need for a labor-intensive search from scratch and significantly reducing design man-hours. SLPR not 
only exhibits excellent performance in static design environments but also adapts quickly to dynamic environmental changes, of-
fering an efficient and intelligent solution for pipe routing in aeroengines. 

Table 4 
Performance of SLPR and several comparative methods in a dynamic environment. 

Scenarios Metrics SLPR 
(old) 

SLPR  
(fine-tune) BSRRT* QPSO 

New  
obstacle 

Length (mm) 683.51 1003.47 2035.47 3069.76 
Num of violation points 0 0 0 0 
Computation time (s) / 24.18 1030.39 2222.09 
Successful times 0 1 1 1 

Modified  
obstacle 

Length (mm) 957.32 877.71 868.10 2409.96 
Num of violation points 0 0 18 0 
Computation time (s) / 25.22 706.69 1294.81 
Successful times 1 1 1 1 

6. Conclusion 

This study proposes a self-learning pipe routing (SLPR) framework, centered on the proximal policy optimization algorithm, for 
the layout planning of free-form pipes defined by NURBS curves in aeroengines. The SLPR integrates a unified rule modeling 
framework and a potential energy table, which address the challenges of obstacle detection and fuzzy rule modeling in continuous 
space, enabling efficient and precise querying of interference and pipe routing tendencies. Through interactions with the environ-
ment, the agent of SLPR continuously refines the layout scheme and accumulates layout knowledge. Based on this knowledge, the 
agent can quickly adapt to new design environments by updating the potential energy table and fine-tuning the parameters, thus 
avoiding the significant time and effort required for searching from scratch. Extensive experiments were conducted to evaluate the 
layout performance of SLPR. The main conclusions are as follows: 

(1) Comparison with constant-curvature pipes reveals that free-form pipes offer distinct advantages in aeroengine pipe routing, 
particularly for tasks involving long-distance placement and obstacle avoidance. The utilization of cubic NURBS curves ensures 
smooth routing for free-form pipes, reducing both pipe length and complexity, thus facilitating the pipe-forming process. 

(2) Experimental results in a static design environment demonstrate that the proposed SLPR outperforms SAC, BSRRT*, and 
QPSO in pipe routing. Specifically, SLPR achieves a pipe length of 670.48 mm, zero violation points, ten successful tasks, and 



 

 

optimal computational efficiency. SLPR not only adheres strictly to layout rules via the potential energy table but also exhibits the 
lowest path complexity, making it highly suitable for real-world pipe routing and manufacturing applications. 

(3) Tests in a dynamic design environment show that SLPR can quickly adapt to changes in aeroengine designs in approximately 
25 seconds through fine-tuning, eliminating the labor-intensive searches from scratch required by traditional search and heuristic 
methods. Furthermore, SLPR can even yield superior solutions than starting the search from scratch by leveraging prior knowledge. 

These results demonstrate that SLPR is a highly applicable method for pipe routing and manufacturing in real-world scenarios. 
SLPR offers an efficient and intelligent solution for pipe routing, fulfilling the lightweight, precision, and sustainability requirements 
of modern aeroengine design. Future work will focus on integrating forming defect prediction models for free-form pipes and 
curvature constraints into the framework to smooth paths and enhance the manufacturability of the pipe. 
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