Pzl K5 2 W

B3 BE W Vol. 34 No. 6
2014 4F 12 H Journal of Vibration,Measurement & Diagnosis Dec. 2014
1E ﬁ \ — 1 :
TERFEFEARSEHBRTEREIE
AEEL, %, FRAES, EIMWE
(R ETESEERTRRZ JL5.100072) (2. EEFMTEERAFZEH J65T,100074)

TE AR AU IR SRR W AR A R S B0 012 b 2 T A R T BRI Y A R RS R AR L
JTSZA o) B BIL R 7 T A 700 16 I BTG X AR S5 K A FROTRE Y BEAT T IE . N T ANSYS A5 BRI 20 Hr 305 X 22 4 45 4

g

g

H

HEATRLZS 3BT - SR AT 6 B A2 00 61 SR IR AL . Oy B e A AL Yot TR IR O 5 S T AR S A IR S R
B TR BROCAE BRI AIR 55 S I H5CR 0 A Xk 1% 22 & SR JTT S5 1] gk AL i 7 AT RS 78 465 I 75 10k XoF 2 AR 445 g i P A B P
JERATIEIE . BERYAH DA LS R A B g 2 BRI N 45 2R 32 W1 A8 IE 5 B 40 AT B TR B J3 A T i 4 v+ RE S
S 3 S R A B S AR R AL O S o B e AT SR AL T P BT

KB  F BRI A RITEARNEIE s SO ) AL 1

mES%ES THI2S

5l

][/

HE R S R A A TR BA G AR e B T AT
(R 56 et Ik (9 S B By i 3 e 2 R B2 B R R
(R FRI AR o Ry 3 BT AT I S5 o R E R R TR R
HEST F S AT BRI S G S s R AR TE AR R
GE R I3 2 o3 M i o B R N T PR 2 A B
He A FROTRE Y 3 A A WA BB v R AT R %)
152 11 I S5 o 00 T AR i R SR AT HE ] A o
Ao P O TR 2B A O A AR A A R K
YR 9 4 A BROTBEBDR PRAIE . AT FROGAE B S 57
R ARV AE 2 5 A R 2 R R T AR
FEJE 25 1 g A 2 o 45 A R OGS Y A7 A — 5E 1 iR
20 TR A Y A BR TR R A o B R R R T
S5t Bl 1 s R Al {5

A FROCAE B 1E B T2 54 R R 28 RS Bk W
Ml B 225 B v TR A R 0k R I 4 A DT 1]
T VR AE AR I 3 1% 2 B 3k B DL 3 A A
BB USRI B A I8 5 A MR D A X 5L T AN-
SYS A BRIC I B B AF X AR AT TS b, AE
XA BR T AR T R 22 U5 AT o A 2 B 9 B Ak E
258 AR IO S A i R AL o A 2R

* RS H 9. 2012-06-06 ; 4& o] H 31 . 2012-12-27

IEFE X AR A BROCHE B R AT 1B IE . 9 BB IE
BRI A 3 8l ) 2 4 B AT T T A RG] T 18
RS R B HER L

1 EFEARTHER

1k Pro/E ZHE B i+ H b i 57 4R = 4E 52 1K
B Y R LR S A ANSYS A BRIG/Hr B4F  E
SCILA] Z 800 R« F b s P o P i E =
2X10" Pa,JAMs Lt 6=0. 3, % & p=17 850 kg/m*,
S SCRE Y B 25 PF O < A8 AR (IR R i 6 4> 41 g Bl 1
JH TR Tt T 11 R 249 R > ASE D08 AR 48 X 2 1A ) SR
ER . LB B A s LB R K EAERE SR (2R
15 BI1 56 55 25 R 0 2 A B gl A8 f 2 e A5 2
LR WA FROTHEE AL, BT 65 716, 19 55 0
128 1444,

K1 ERARTRR
Fig. 1 FE model of car-body
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Tab.1 The first six frequencies of car-body
B % 1 2 3
BAHZE/Hz 14, 916 29,339 38.353
B % 4 5 6
[ 47 45 R/ Hz 49. 895 53.167 61.402
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Fig. 2 The first six modal of car-body
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Design of modal experiment analysis
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Fig. 4 Point measurements of car-body
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Modal stability of car-body
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Tab.2 The first six frequencies of car-body

%5 1 2 3
& A5 % / Hz 20. 9 33.4 47.1

%5 4 5 6
4 #i 2=/ Hz 54.9 61.2 70. 4
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Fig. 6 The first six modal of car-body
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Tab.3 Frequency comparisons of calculate value and test value

brd  HFEfH/Hz  RE{H/Hz  R2%E/%
1 14. 916 20.9 18.1
2 29.339 33.4 12. 1
3 38.353 47.1 18.6
4 49. 895 54.9 9.1
5 53.167 61.2 13. 1
6 61. 402 70.4 12.8
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Fig. 7 MAC between FE modal and experiment modal
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Tab. 4 Factor and level of design variable
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Tab.5 Frequency comparisons of updated value and test value

i  BIEfH/Hz A5 H/ Hz W/ %
1 21.764 20.9 4.1
2 35. 815 33.4 7.2
3 48. 860 47.1 3.8
4 51. 454 54.9 6.3
) 58.549 61.2 4.4
6 66.916 70.4 4.9
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the first six modal after updated

Fig. 11
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Fig. 12 MAC between updated modal and experiment modal
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Tab.6 MAC comparisons of FE modal and updated modal

R TE HHE B IEMH
MAC, 0.721 0. 909
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MACs 0. 694 0. 814
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Fig. 13 PSD analysis of car-body
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