3T & 1M
2017 4£ 2 A

Pz IR 5 2 B

Journal of Vibration,Measurement & Diagnosis

Vol. 37 No. 1
Feb. 2017

doi;10. 16450/j. cnki. issn. 1004-6801. 2017. 01. 003

ZHEEREZIESHANDERYE

D/ TR S L

LR G

Q. RS MR KFERITHREW NS EHATHESLEE M ,210016)
(2. M AL ZS LR R 2 AU S A0 ) 2 Ml E R S S E M AT »,210016)
(3. g KRR S %R B,.211100)

B OMIBEST ULV RIIESTE 3 Fh 158 B ST A5 H T PO R 1 TG & 249 4 s A i 5 RSP T LA 2 4 (BE TR
ES I ENCY S WNZ S G AP SE R S GRS U N TE N I N TR RS I DN [R5 R N
KT ANSY'S FpFHEAT T A5 FROTAE DL 38 5 52 96 ok L 1T 9 g 24 R PEEAT SRk . [ RE 2 B 2% 1F T . 3 ol &5 440 1T P A
1 B BE R B /MR VR U RUFIRRTE . UL W BRTE 25 4 B A TSI AR 2R TR BE Oy 77 A I AR R 2R TR 5 BE A RE B foe /)
X 3 4k R A TV 1) R R AT T A RO 7 R S bl A HCTRT 925 1) PO I L AT 2 i 7 A ML AR S TRT PAY A 2R
R AR 5 75 R [7) S8 A THT 35 1) B AT VR TR+ 3 Rl ) T 75 17 (5 8% /MR UCH BT VU BRI V B, X 3 i &5 A i ff
BT JG AN [a) A7 A T A T 925 1) e R A% AT S 0 0 ot , ke 39 T 94 1) W) B 7 o A 5 0 AT R BRI L A 7 A AR TR Y T

m LR BT RS2 B B 4R m T 300 ~60%6,

KA AIEHIE RAES R MR FPERC AR R ik i AR

hE4ES TB332; TB214.6; TH140; THI122

5]

i1

T 4t AT & W W AT X AR E M RAT IR
PEAT RO A RATIR A T B R B B i 1k
RE » M0 AR H At RATAR A T IERE W AT B T . Bl
AT BT T 5T 2 B 1 A W B RN At e B
AR A O 50 AL S8 QAT e X A BT 55 B Y
BB Z AT TR AT AR S R
ML AR REAE A R AT 2L B AME L i RBLAE
AT RATIRE T HEREAR R iR AE M AT . Bl
SR TRHLTE  AR A  f F2 ORI R LI
B TR M TSI AL T PL3E fE
AW RS (T T e P A U T
PR KRR s PEfE. LRI 2 AE AT
P EAT A2 TE . B AT RS BT AE 3
RS AR TR P i NS S ¥
B # T AE AL iR 3% 9 4L 18 1B B IRALE
PLIE i e » fEALIE B R i U

12 258 1) 18] 7 3 5 P A28 1A RATLR T 10 52 1
T IR 4 J 5 Bz 3 SR T AR A i A R T i

TEFANEASTE HLI o AL e 5¢ B ih T T P I BE RO
L IRBEHLR S5 TE MAETE o B XL S5 B A
ALBHEERNTE 2P T 2R R ESE B L I
xR 22 kR ORE i s B 5 AR AR AT T IR BT
FE L B T R AR Y B S TR L3R X
FAESE B Y R EEOK L BUAT 1 58 B SR S5 M i A7 AE T
SR 5T ) A RS R R T2 A e A R
Bt TR R 5% B S A AT IR A BT S
DUAL T il 2 g 2 1R RE 5K HL 5 T T 4 3 Y
T 58 B RIAH L A9 STHE S5 4

YB3 e DB A A S5 R R R BRE ) 3 AN T
T BGARY R A AE O Bk 122 3 45 21 0 . A
SR e 5 45 4 o S R MR SR B A AR W i mT AT
Peo BN Sh R B XTI T RE PR, SCHER(15-16]
XA B N Y e T R VT SR M 5% B S R 4G
PR T P9 7 2 R PR AT T R 9T e B T A M RE R
A IR T A AR 0. 196 ~ 1000, JFIER] T 2 M52
BEAEARALSTE T7 18] i 249 I 3 9 Ao 45 A £ T PN 1)
To i AL S5 RO AL i (25 g 1) 55 A o 5 1) 5
LA 1 HUED B9 AR 22 9 . Bubert 257 83t
FilE 7R T VOISR A ) — dE B AR I

* EFBRBFRES TR (51605140) ; TLJ 48 B AR 2 3k 4 BT B 0T B (BK20150802) 5+ e o K SE A BFBIF . 55 3% &

T % 42 %5 Bh IR B (2015B02914)
e Hs B 7:2015-01-13 ;48 A1 H 1 :2015-04-24



1

o J0.GF . SRR SE B SR I ) 2 R 19

(92 5¢ B2 - e B AE W 2 RS TR 26 1 T BA By
RERE Ty . FOE XS VORI R Ll S A
BEMRRAZTE 25 1R T 125 i A2 ) e 3 o R BE Al /N A2
AT WA HEAT 3 A« UE B R AR IR O 1) B Y
SERCRAE AR HA R A AR LA R AE . X BB SE AR
AT B Xk B8 Fof - 1 A4y TR 11 e o S A S5 A E AT 0 A
X AN [ A 7 S A5 45 4 T PRI IR 325 1) R Bk = AR 4
PR FLAE JOREAE 52 B 1o T AP X 45 44 1) 328 T 4 P
fifs .

SE A I3 A [ R Y Y S 52 e SR A A
NWFFER RV R U R IE . R A RE &L X 3
ol 225 44 114 R 1) 0 i 20 1 25 258 P A PR A Y kA
THES I I R(E 7 55 S8 B AT T X i B e A
PEAT 56 UE » d5 e A BOMEL D7 ORI S B0 F S0 0] 3 Ffi 4
A H) TG 35 1) P 2 R AT #4605

1 =g BeE B ST E L E N R4
P 53 #

1.1 ERpKRIUES

1 g AN TR A TR 2 1 5 B2 S A3 45 R 1) T 7R T
Bl &l 2 D5 H T e AT B O SCRIZ FI 1 DL

SCHE R — —SCHEPE g —

< >

< >
€§:>
j<o=1<¢=)

i

ﬁ

YIYIULL |

URE 5

BT BE Ny LR HO NS RE S h) BE TG
RHOH (CUVBEIE g 10) L B S b LS Bl
SR TEIEAR B L LA 42— A B IR T R .
LV L IRIEAT S 5007 % 18314k
i B BBV T 55 0 368 S
BE52. B 3 S V RS0k USRI a f
R, B M, R 4 0 6400 Fy RIS
M, T FFRS R4 0o R TE 7 P A
ik AR 0 A 2 I RS 5,

HUARE 3. % VRS TS BOR ARt o
0 7 T 18

F,=F,=F. =F, (D
B F.=F,=F.=F,=F K48 J1 1) 4 19 F
T 4T LA
M(x) + M, = 2Fhx 2
T 905 25 M0 56 R
6 :JME;") ds+C (3)

+

ds =cos 'adz =+/1 + 4h* dz D
LS PURLS S|
0(0) =0
{5(1/2) =0

€))

—OCHEEE SRR — — SCHEE

—

Pk vigEs

13 AR T 2 M 52 e S P A F T R

Fig. 1 Schematic plan of the three structures

hl
~
-

/ 1 \

P 2 AN TR A TR 06 B G P 32 ) s T

Fig. 2 In-plane force analysis of the celluar unit of the three structures
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