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* Optimizer decreases cost of initial, infeasible design
* Tower structural constraints dominate optimal design
 Little impact of surrogate variations on optimal tower design
* No substructure structural constraints applied to impact design

* Significantimpact of surrogate and start point variations on convergence
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* Training data only matters as much as starting point for simpler problems
* Noise from surrogates strongly impacts convergence, little impact on optima
\ Furtherinvestigations including substructure structural design are needed
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