536 B3 3 )
2016 4 6 A

Pzl K5 2 W

Journal of Vibration, Measurement &. Diagnosis

Vol. 36 No. 3
Jun. 2016

doi;10. 16450/j. cnki. issn. 1004-6801. 2016. 03. 026

ETHMHERBSTHRRNEBER/ES T

KR, FLH,

BRZ, £ .

MxE. %%, B W

(REERFNMPUR b M A E S5 E KH, 300072)

WE L H AR AR B 3 T & N AR A BT L 58 i AR A 2 U D Csingle input and multiple out-
put, & AR SIMO) P A A5 56 560 00E 1 75 iR 1 A6% Y ) v 0 1 3000 BB il 0 A5 030 3 0 17 0 T B 2 P TR P T
X2 B 5 R AT P 2 SURURE S BT R TIPS A 3o 1) ik X 25 Bl 3 AT PR A A BT RS 40 BT O T S B AR A 2 AT TE ARG
A - T B 45 AR BELJE B4 L 410 ] BE MR By AT 00 R B AU . SRR R o R 0 A T A5 B 2 B S B
R 5 9 3 75 A2 320 ) Ak VR A TR R 0 R T S L 7 A MR P A (Y O B AR 1 L TR ARG Ak B T i BELJE A R Y
RO B EAN B RRERT 4. 43dB. M7 R ARG N R 4 BB HE B T SR B e TS5

0 L A AT L AT O R AR T R A

XEER ARMEA: AERBUE ARIETTIRE ; S Iute s RIS

hESES TB53S

5l

][/

B T AR HLAR Y & 8 A ATAS B 6 AR
AR I] S [ B X AR LA 1 45 A B 5 1 R PR
BT s 1 R R OR B A L B EALIE S — )
20 B TR, Fo & sl DR & R s R
Fenl BB S 5 AMGE S R A R E N
M 75 7K % el st A ML B LA F B

FERBLA S BT 58 v 2 B A A 75 IR B A5 AL
A5 FE N5 TR T 11 25 M RS T WG 3 S B [N AN 2
2N 2 0 5 PR R AN A R R AT T ST . Gladwell
200 FH AR PR Hamilton 28 43 J5 B HE S 0f T VA
W3l 5 I G e Rk 2 S A BT K i 5
PRRE A I AR5 T FHE LAl . Sung 6 A FRIC
X e By N TR R R S AT T A, OB T
ARG ERT . H AT =N S E R R
BB 53HT 0 BRI KN TR SR R RET L AR
FRYSHIFGE 5 T H 7 E L 78 75 PR A A B S o bt
ALY EEA T Y M A5 DA A TRk — 20 R 5T .

FAEE 53 B 380 32 % 25 A 7S AR AR B R T
Al 545 26 N 75 R TR0 B2 75 35 43 AT AT U AR 64 e A
il B AR AR B . X T 75 2 AR 4y B AR BE 5
RS EEEE O RS = T T R

JEO BT P98 T H A IR A Rk . o st DL
T 55 G2 I 0T G 0 o [ RS G A e AT T A R
TN THRES S H IR, £ Bash
S 01 57 00 1 ook L AU 28 g s R AT TR AR RO 4y
M oY 7 H 2 RE . DIAEIR o R, 75 2 R
o3 M FURE 45 [ MR 4 1) B AR O Ak H bR o 5 BUA R0
I It Mg 3 2 M e o 57 R0 AR DX B

AL 356 7] == & (acoustic transfer vector, fa FR
ATV 30 2 B A 75 27 BTk o3 B BE 8% 11304 1 7 2
DURR AL Al O 2 B S5 R AL 3R B BB X [
AP 43 I T A R T R ATk R 2 B A AT
TOTEREE AT L P T R R AR DA T
TR G R B AR A I Bl RS A R PR AT T 43T
k. E AN OR H A5 MBS 25 G 1 ik
ST SR Bl Ty 2R R A By (AT TR AR AR A BT
WK A3 BT o 0 R AR ST A% 3 1) 8 X 4 AR
W RS RR IR AT T A M R . A A DL R
BT G o R T B 5 5 40 A 1 4 IR RE R T R
STTERBE IR UL HEAT TR AL . ATV 24544 1%
L7 RS T K R R Z B e &R R
ATV 0] i YR A A [R50 #E4T W 75 43 By
o B KB AR I B3 s DR ] AL 40 R A A LI

23 DL B 3L Bk Dy ISR NS 4 AE S PR
B A A BT B M TR ) Al b, R AT 7S 2R R

x  EREREATR KRR CASZ"HRD S W H (2014 AA041501)

Wi H 3. 2014-05-29 48 [ H 1] . 2014-07-17



%3

TRAREL 45 ST AR TTHR 20 0 2k BRI 25 4 3 AR R A et 569

Gr W B ATV 35 AR A P 2 5wk B 20 A o 3 6 75 2 5
FIR J3E I S SRR PR AT TR B A Ak S B JE AR B, 5 Al
BT J7 vk A] R IR 7S 4 B R BT A SR R B
2 I8 AR GBI T SR 00 S A A T 4
WA R 30 R ARRIE e mliAS B A T 5

1 FEiRBER ATV R FEE
It
L1 ERBAER

XF T IR A A T 8 AN AP T 2 A Y Sl
i EZE R A A R B R R . o AR R N R
23 JE 7 3 8 OB X e sh 05 B

M;p+C;p+K,p+Ru=0 (D

Horp M P2 SR ROBTR B 5 € R AR 55 AR e
TP 5 K, Oy 7 2 S5 0 M B R I 5 p O 0 P T B
R Hy G A 0 45 4 1) B 45 R I 5w O B TT T A 1 X
PR ) Y — - R R

AN P T Xk A A 4R Sl 1 T I 95 ) i 2l 4
R

2l

T HR

\S

Mu + Cu +Ku =F, (2)
Forbr MLk 25 4 03 S B 5 C, Ol 25 0 B JE 5 K,
Ry S RGN BE AR 5w R SIS R LA I FL O S5 R
BN B
7R X A R IR 3 VR FH B 5 A 4 5 O A Y
T2 fi VT B VSN A e ) AT o B 55 R i Bl 4
Ji RN
Mu+Cu +Ku=F, +F, €))
Ho F, B4 S b B TR R 7 3800 17
ARG IR T -5 G RENE 5
JifE T F,=R"p . HG— BT LRR N

M, 0 u . C, 0 u
x w1 Lo ol
{Ks R'[} u F,
L w
0 K, p 0

1.2 ATV & EFZmmEIER

ATV 35727 DUk B 73 A7 2 45 1 o 75 4% 138 K 4
IR B0 CIY L 50 sl T AR X 7 3 v 5L R
P B TR L o P 2 A2 g i) A 45 ) 3 T A A
Gy i R A Z VS T — R RLE R . TR/
PBHE LT AT LA D 7 22 7 R 2 2R PR Y 72 A
(25 Ha) R THT 1) 41 30D it R 377 v 9 8 78 ) 22 T
FEE AL — P A5G AR SRR 45 A S TS BUSCA BR A
BOC, MBIT j X i 72 AR TR AR R

P, =ATV, ; (w)v; (w) (5)
H: P, MBI Mo W% 5Tk
ATV,.; (w) SHHIE j B8 0 B9 38 1] s o) ()
NEAIC j RN TT 10 PRSI 5 w AR
-, ] 2 S 1) 3 A 3 AR R 23 JUA BR A S B Al
2 RCTE AR e 59 e A BT R A SRR A L A 2
RHARAR B XS ) 5 @ 1R A TR O

P, = Z P, = E ATV, v, (6)
- -

Horpy P, TR m X35 537 75 52 BT8R 5 7 D 2H A
AR m B ICEK
R T A S AR A P MR RS Y SRR L A
T AP 75 27 5T R 3R 8K
(P).,=P..P./|P (7)
Horb: po NPT BRICH S 5 ATk,

1.3 EHMALER

TSR A R — PR S A4k 19 O 125, BREARUE
S5 v SRR A B SR ) S A TE S5 AR B Y
[Fi) IR F3E 1 2 I 2l M P 25 5K

ACBH A =25 BNt i L H AR sR A 2y
WA AR R BCF R ] R R

B /IME (minimize)

S(X) = (a2 5x,) (8)

2R 4511 (subject to)
Jg,v(X)gO (G=1,2,,m)
hi (X) =0 (F=1,2,,m;) (9
lrf <L x <V (i=1,2,yn)
Hir: X= (x), 25,02, NKITEE; (XD HBEFR
BRA: g (XD NATFERAH R 7 (XD 2L R
s n RARRP R NEG LOATR: U EIR,

AL R Bt SO RIS R PR &
7 BAR BRE (XD Sy [T A A58 S5 ] 5 2 o B 4
g (XD Sy AR i Rof K o34

2 HBERIRESREIE

BRSO B B B R BB B AR A
W, HRSFK A 1 480 mm, %8 A 1 300 mm. & N
1 570mm, i FIHEEHG 5%  Od AR i 20ms £L L £ )
Lo B A AT AR . B B B T T B O W R
e AL 2 A RO A R I = SRR S AT
WK A7 FROG RS £ 322 D0 R 5E B 02 A, 3t
36 044 A9 i, 37 228 A Lo, = N I R A 3L
121 481475 45,86 381 LI, A FROCHETL LA 1,



570 & h. W

w5 & W

%036 &

(a) Gt T M
(a) Structure mesh

Bl1 2505 5 A A IR T Rl
Fig. 1 Vibro-acoustic coupling FEA model of cab
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Tab.1 The comparison between the simulated coupling mode

and the test mode

BEBW IHRE/H KRE/ He M RE/ %
1 12.28 11.90 3.2
2 21.52 20.19 6.6
5 31.45 30. 09 4.5
6 36. 69 34.68 5.8
8 41. 82 38. 87 7.6
9 43.70 46. 14 5.3
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Fig. 2 The acoustic sensitivity curve in the direction of x-axis
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Fig. 3 The acoustic sensitivity curve in the direction of y-axis

P REE/dB

100
90
80
70t
60}
501

T 40+

g 30f

20
10+

2 RE/dB

0 oy
0 50 100 150200 250 300 350 400 450 500
f/Hz

B4 = 7 1 e o R A 2k

Fig. 4 The acoustic sensitivity curve in the direction of z-axis
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Fig. 5 Excited force test of suspension point
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Fig. 7 The acoustic panel contribution at 30 Hz
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Fig. 8 The acoustic panel contribution at 220 Hz
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Fig. 11 The topography optimization of the roof
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Fig. 12 The topography optimization of the floor
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Fig. 13 The comparison of the sound pressure level curve

before and after optimization
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