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Fig. 2 Distribution of natural frequency of cooling tower
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Fig. 3 The relative curve between each parameter of cooling tower and the natural frequency of vibration
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Fig. 4 The relative curve between each parameter of cooling tower and the natural frequency of vibration
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Tab.3 Sample table for random numbers (dimendionless)
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1 2 1 3 6 4
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3.3 BERMEMIAGEAR

A b 73 2 B« SRR 000 A0 BRI R 5 B v L
55 SO AR B L X B TR S T R R e A Bk
W R AR R SR AR T 2 W I, D
B R Wb e L kS AR L XU T g JRE R SR R T AR
o EAR BRI S AU 4 R R TR v 0 R A 6T
AR SRS 50 e A A 500

2 5 4 rg B—0.76,2

o ‘ —CT1)
F/—‘Bl 7H*47.80+‘82 X 42, 14e +
8.02 X 10*

B R® —23.96R*+1.32R +323.2

+



5

P&, 45 . 5T LHS W% S8 BURE /B B3 R Al E 1003

Bi(2.30 X 10 'R* +3.72 X 10 "R+ 3.12) +

7.51A — 3. 60
B A —0.38 (8)
BB R G AN
. 60.05 2.67 X 10° — 86. 921

Fo=B g3 88 P B —247B+28.95 "

7.48 X 10°

R —3 72
‘83R2+4.67R+1346+ﬁ4( 18310

27.22A —13.97

4.97 X 1072 ] 4+9.33) + B (9

A—0.27

Hih. o — | H| )

A B = THI T BT IRIF T AT
. B .
S THIT BT IR T+ AT
. R| .
S THIT BT IR T+ AT
. 7 .
THI= (BT RIT [T Al

Al

= LB~ f ANEI
B TTHTF BT+ [RIF [T+ [a] A ~ AR
FIE T Mk L I T AR L TR JRUIT R R A SR A
PR A 7 A B

3.4 RESW

o B UL 2 SR AT RO SR BR AL AT HF
FERIV SIS AT R . SCHR (14,23 T v J S 4 4
BEARZHANR 4 B .

x4 KAREBEENERSH

Tab.4 Basic parameters of test cooling tower

B4 H/m B/m R/m J/m A/m?

A 215 160 99. 28 19. 8 1.33
B 177 75 133 13.5 1. 33
C 155 119 68 10. 6 0.95
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Tab.5 The result verification of natural frequency for cooling

tower Hz
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