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Fig.1 Cantilever truss structure
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Fig. 2 Strain energy curve of cantilever truss structure
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Fig.3 Strain energy sensitivity curve of element
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Fig. 4 Plane drawing of hexagonal star-type dome
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Fig.5 Vertical drawing of hexagonal star-type dome(unit; mm)
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Fig. 6 Strain energy curve of hexagonal star-type dome
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Fig. 7 Strain energy sensitivity curve of dome element
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Fig. 14 Comparisons of structural strain energy
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Fig. 15 Dynamical stress curve of structural element

5E 6 FE 7 B AR 68 LS 43 B 45 5 R AR
AE AU BE T B 45 R EE AT L B BRAF 1 )G S Bl O
g AR P T AR ) e B B4 H AR R AR Ak i
AR, HBEEHTE 350,550 Fl 650 N 258 4R & A= B ik
ARG o 25 ¥ N AR RE B 2 & A Bk BR O B 2 25 R TE B
F14) A7 i SV T PO R % B 5 4 R AR B AR SR R R
AR BAT — & K2 A8 1. S 1& 6 FH XTI, 25 44
1) V7 A% B BICER B 8 X I ey A0 B0 T B A AR A
RN [R) 2Z Ak 7 F B B 14 I 235 4 i 2% R B0 B 7 Wi
5 AT AL T b T R, 2 BRI A N AE R
TR R o AT S LA S A R . B ik
R EE R 5B 15 FraRAFF N R 45 5 Lt mT %
FE IR v o0 FE AT I 465 A6 1 3R 194 116 3 7o 28 B /N » BS B 2

JAE J AT 445 FA) 0 R i S5 e O Ay 2 fme K [ P 6 A
7 07 B G5 AG T I s ey B3 AL L — B, i T
R 3T AN A BC(E 23 A AR TR 6 1) B A
S BB R AP AE 2 57
DRy — 25 43 Bt M O A2 B SRR T PR AN A
P ) o R s 0 X G SR AR P g A
AT IR WP 16, HLE R 5 18] 6 TR &5 R
FFAE S 1R I 3 728 A 24 it 6 on 2% i B 17 6 E AN Bk R
PIANBT B EH TN AR R SR X AR 1 A » Bk
ZRREAF AR S B TN AE 1 . ARSI T AR
B LR 0 ARAE T J 8 R AR T T R — R Y SR R
P o T A% B AR R 0k WUAR Gy M R 4D 10X — A
4500

4000 | —— BEBAFEFLS
3500 o gfﬁﬁﬁ;

3000 f
% 2500}
® 2000 f
3 1500
1000 |
500

0 —-

050 100 150 200 250 300 350 400 450 500 550
t/s

[ 16 BLJy AR A ARk o B R

Fig. 16 Analysis result of stress rate method
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