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Fig.3 Schematic diagram of the geometric model of the

test sample and the control blocks(unit: mm)
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Tab.1 Material properties of the test sample and the control

blocks
R HPER R/ GP, JAM L #E/ (kg m )
R T 56 A 70 0.33 2.7X10°
X5 42 1l e 210 0.3 7.8X%10°
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Tab.2 Fundamental frequency error on experiment and sim-

ulation with different clamping force

JeA5 Sy, KB D H B/

N H, H, X IR 2/ %%
100 38. 96 36. 33 —6.75
200 39,55 37.5 —5.18
300 39. 84 38. 67 —2.94
400 39. 84 39. 84 0. 00
500 40. 14 39. 84 —0.75
600 40. 43 40. 43 0. 00
700 40.72 40. 43 —0.71
800 40.72 40. 43 —0.71
900 41.02 40. 43 —1.44

1000 41.02 40. 43 —1.44
R A — 42.67 —
3.3.2 kg m
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Fig. 8 Second harmonic amplitude versus clamp force of
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