Pzl K5 2 W

Journal of Vibration, Measurement &. Diagnosis

Vol. 35 No. 6
Dec. 2015

535 & 6 )
2015 4 12 A

doi;10. 16450/j. cnki. issn. 1004-6801. 2015. 06. 017

RERRFPEREZERBOBLRE

FxR", m A

(LA R H TR SRS B Wiz m dbst,100081) (2. 38 M BRI A MR BP9 db s, 100088)

FE T2 52 m U6 3 AT A R AL R R A R AN B & B R T FR DT 0 LAY U 5 R Smith-Watson-
Topper % 37 75 fir WU FRIE 23 BT 1A [6) 42 38 L 4 90 ok o ol o 4 42 a0 A 4 T b T P 9 98 95 A i o 3100 T
BRUEDEAR B B SR R 2 T Koo Kom MV K-L M4 B0F T 4238 L BB K Bl BE X 5tk Ak R B . 2361 T Koo
m A K-v-L fiT, 51T Kom fl KoL BIEER, oy as RARA R B R B T 3R Ak X8 #5787 3R 1L R B &
B IR T RN B A A LA o AR S A AR R0 A AT o e KRR S 2 I 2 T A B B o Y ST 2

XER REREY s PR BIEREG ARt
RESES U467.571

51

i1

Tt A IR A% TR A ] R A AR
B J7 5+ e AR L TE RS R 8 W 2 0 25 R
Fr 73 am il . 3 Ak A B T 58 R R i 1l e
T X 5 A B 20 2R E AT B 2 DR A B0 G B 9 AL
FROE AR DU X G A8 S Bl o A9 A7 i 5 o A 10
IR 5 i Z L o L R AU 3 B X R R i
PEATORTE ol DLt — 2 4 i o 0 IR A [
f AT RLARAS LA 1Y AT A s . BETE R TG iR
Jee B 0 AT 2 2 H A I Ak A L N A 5
W 5 AR AT R — BT B AR R
I RE A B S T R 2B 2k i K
G FAERY  fift ke K 003K 42 3 B R 32 T P 10 4 i A
T B et 5 I JEE S TS 25 R R A T R A R 2
REEHA S AFEN R A H R T 2
TR SR A M 2. SCRRLS-7 A B 7 A R 0L
TET 14 075 073 A 0 2 S0 1 B 3 57 7 i R AT B0 o 0 T
WA SR R B, SCHRES-13 1R N Rk b oe 1
LEIE S V@D PR o 5 1 B 2 ik = X NS WA
AR RTINS AR 55 451 05 FH A5 D0 L 5 o S e A
P 55 458 3 RGO £l S0 5 Ak R . SR 14 o i ik
BEGETT BT AR TS T 9 Ak 2R 50 4R AR R 22 B O
IR AR U AT B LR AT Bl R DX R
ANTRITTAE A 1] 278 O A7 Bk LA 0 R . X T

% A% IS BN FE 3k T B 5T W Bh I H (2013319223180) ;5 H e J% 4 25 M B BIF T L AL & BB TR 4

9005)
W H 3. 2013-11-13 4 [ H 1] . 2014-02-28

S8 P B0 O U, R R S T E L R Il R Bl 2
JE fEL.

RIS A A A R RO — A [ B S E
P4 BT 1 S 2R BB 2 S AR AR A i i
6 3l S A A K 0 M A R RE IS T R A 4
B HLS 48 R A A2 A e 1 S TG vk 9 R B
ZiE A, FEO R A R R 2 R Y AT S
B0 1 5 e 2R 2 L o R I A DR R A R
S AR USSR 22 B st AR A A B A5
S Jo A Bl T 2 A 58 T AR RO 2 R
SRR B MLV A BT R B

1 EHFHEaEEER

1.1 Smith-Watson-Topper 75 2

B9 55 77 4y (virtual proving ground, faj %
VPG) #i il & ¥ 3% F Smith-Watson-Topper J5 2,
ZE TN R, AR

“E7<2Nf>2'7+s’fa’,<2N,>”“ (1

Horr s o AEKRN I 5 0 DR E 5 0 h 9% 57
SREETE R ¢ T ITIEERR B & T IEE R
o' ; BRI IE B 2N g AT S 1) R R
SO o

Omax€a

wEhm A (2012-



%6

0% A IR Y T R v A K Y TR L R K 1111

KO, 600 ARG IR S 50, AR
N7 3 R A% R IR SR A b T AR B IR A TR A
Ginka BBt % B 1% 1T 950459 21 B 529 I ) RN A%
Ren I f .

1.2 BHERBHITE

K FH — P 0 7 0 v 2R AR P 8 T R A T R A R K
MIAG L B 7 i s A RO 1 WA
K=N,/N, =S,/S, (2)
Ho. N FAEa AR S HAMm R ;K Jysiik
RECG bR Lq 43 5 378 W 7 16 T RN g Ak % e

2 AEMHREHEER

5 F0 T 8 4 B B R AR S A T 1 7 B Y il
B T RS L AR iR SR . RSV E
B R L TEAS R WA T 5 ZOR MRS BE R RT3 T
IO T A i i 20 A5 Y 1Y B0 K DA /DN 38 B AR
AIEZE ¥ £ MCPHERSON ¥ & U8 3 4% A-ARM,
Ja B4R £ MCPHERSON ¥ & 08 3 48 H-ARM,
IR T % B o5 M g dm e M i S R B . 3% 1
RS BRI R AW B B
(RN SRSk AR VATN 1D EE W RIIE I oF ks
WAL T A R R A= TR

®1 EFXFERTERSH

Tab.1 Car FE model configurations
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kg mm
4 283 X1 692X
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Tab. 2 Characteristic parameter of typical roads
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Fig. 1 Car-washboard system FE model
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Fig. 2 K-v curves under different masses
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Tab.3 Enhancement coefficient of washboard under different

velocities and masses

/) R T b AR K 95 5 i Ak,
(km » JFh NUA®R) X10° S
h™)  /kg W B et K

890  607.110 6 299. 831 8 2.02

998 434.603 8 126. 439 9 3. 44

30 1062  402.736 8 103. 225 9 3.90

1140  396.930 7 106. 451 3 3.73

1220 372.1035 102. 776 2 3.62

890  138.768 1 6.375 344 21.77

998  98.616 3 8.508 106  11.60

40 1062 92.317 68 8.115 987  11.36

1140 87.239 48 8.151 91 10. 70

1220  80.992 18 14.103 41 5.74

890  54.133 05 0.407 837 3 134.05

998  40.104 8 0.351 208 2 114.19

50 1062 36.517 0.369 379 2 98.86

1140 34.355 47 0.796 310 8 43.14

1220  32.805 89 1.111 065  29.53

890  28.587 9 0.996 972 3 28.67

998 20.434 4 1.622 825  12.60

60 1062 18.687 34 2.108 679 8. 86

1 140 17. 354 83 2.990 361 5. 80

1220 16. 245 24 4.519 926 3. 60

890 14. 181 48 1. 937 548 7.32

998 10. 079 84 2.824 644 3.57

70 1062 8. 837 483 5.515 336 1.60

1140 8. 854 206 12. 440 75 0.71

1220 9.564 766 15. 287 56 0. 63
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Tab. 4 Excitation frequency of washboard road under differ-

ent velocities

v/(km e+ h™ ') 30 40 50 60 70
f/Hz 14.4  19.2 24.0 28.7 33.5
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Fig. 3 Acceleration of front floor at velocity of 50 km/h

t/s
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Fig. 4  2-Acceleration of front floor under different ve-
locities
MRAEFR 3 22t K-m #h £k, ailEl 5 Fros
160
140 + —— 30
120 | —=—40
100 —a— 50
X80 —= 60
60 —*—170
40
20
0
890 998 1062 1140 1220
m/kg
K5 K-m fhzk

Fig.5 K-m Curve

o 5 2r Bl DL L 2% B T 9 58 10 AR B0
PRAR A 3 — B0, B AR T 1 30 K 5l A AR B0 TR
Z& T B

B o 7 R B B TR A F 0 B
b b SR 20 A1 S RN R BORE . K A AL
O HRLH HBEEREIR B A G B i AP BEATE O AR B
il » eF R ) )42 A S A A0 38 1 AN P JEE 52 A% i A
[l B 2R G i A 1R] o B ok 39 4 e T
)52 BN 518 B 5 05 k0N 9% 55 73 awsgn . e
3 55 A7 i RO AT A X T AR U L B



%6

0% A IR Y T R v A K Y TR L R K 1113

Jo ek B4 10 o A AR 5 A i S A S G248 Y R Y
B, it A AR B BE A 4 05 Jo A ) 8 T T % 1 ) 5 P
e —2.

x5 AEFERMMPMETREREELRE
Tab.5 Enhancement coefficient of washboard under different

velocities and wheelbases

i/ - I M AR % 55 75 A (g4

(km + ‘ NUE WO X10° R
T T BEAR K

2625 387,92 103. 331 2 3.75

L, 2685 4027368 103. 225 9 3. 90

2710 400. 143 99. 267 64 4.03

2750  405.492 8 45.152 45 8. 98

2625  91.009 7 32. 478 28 2. 80

o 2685 9231768 8.115 987  11.36
2710 93.428 10 7.272 444 11.51

2750  94.502 06 5.134 145 18.41

2625  35.622 42 1.872 283 19.03

2685 36.517 0.369 379 2 98.86

0 9710 36,288 19 0.299 693 1 82.59

2750 36.829 91 0.277 668 5 132. 64

2625  17.966 25 3.832 297 4. 69

2685  18.687 34 2.108 679  8.86

0 a0 18,402 42 1.749 935 10.52

2750  18.658 11 1,121 703 16.63

2 625 8.793 612 6. 978 7 1. 26

L, 2685 8. 837 483 5.515336  1.60

2 710 8.851 361 4,196 951 2.11

2 750 8.901 3 2.998 005  2.97
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Fig. 6 K-v curve
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Fig.7 K-L curve
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