542 F5 3
2022 4F- 6 A

Pzl X512 W

Journal of Vibration, Measurement &. Diagnosis

Vol. 42 No. 3
Jun.2022

DOI:10.16450/j.cnki.issn. 1004-6801.2022.03.015

MEITRRF[DZRBERERBDAZERR

mER, R,

B4R,

Ak BR

(1. [ BRI ) 27 T 50 e 4R P AT BR A W R IE L2 BORWF S A bty Jbst, 100081)
(2. V9 2A R A 5| 2 R G 0% #R, 610031)
(34 By LR B A IR AT & ,266111)

FE N T RE SIS A AL BRSSP MEAT IR IR e T~ A A KR A 2 A RE R ) i T AT TR
20 i AR B T g~ ek A e sl ST R R 3 Bl A 2 B AT IR o ey 2 R R AT TR A B 2
OyHT . GEARFRWT AR L AL ST oy BEAR MR BT AT I IR i AR 2 M 07 2 A5 RE A [ It A B 286 BEL T AR IR T 44
FEAER RSy O BB A R G IR 4 SR R 5 2 TP DRR A AR 2Rk S BT B 4l S R 2 B T 4
S 3£ %) 384T S0 1 D /N T R 1) ST RS R bR R L B A A 4 A R 2 BESEER T P
AT AR 75 R L2 P T 2 B R 0% A A e 30 00 2 005 RS BE X A ) A T8 B M R 1) SRR M B RS L (EL R

e [] S et P R 2 e 22 A P Y R IR AR/ o

KR PUMCATIRIRAR s ) AR A B ) S R AR A s R B 4

hE4ES TH703.63; U271.91

51

i}

o 2l A 2 T S A AR AN e S IR B
B BT AT IR B 8 I 0 A AR 1) B 2 1A Y
(5] 2 EL Ji8 oA 4 < R 42 ) 4 0 AR G ) e AT 3, AT
s T A SRR E TR O B R A AR G Y I
JE o R, PTG AT IR f R Bl 4 4 B T A
T " g sh iy Eoh R &
T 4 5 AR TR A A P AT IBUAIR A% B T s R RIS
BELJE B IR ALY LT e A7 Il 3R 8 235 5 W BE A Ay
W2, LADSAIR 25 19 53 B 4 1 BHLJ& 4R 14 A Ay £ 1 BEL
JE o XA B R AR R B AR T L[] A S B A A T D
R A5 S 1TSS 2 AN ] A BEL 2 A 1 5L TG 7 AR B U
PR e AR LA Ay AR W RN T S A B g A 4
FURG BE R ORI AT a0 BT R HT e A7 s 4k 2% A 2 4
FEAIRE T

SCHR LS ] 3 o 36 368 4% 48 19 0 e A7 i 3 A A5 72
PEAT TAEIE M 5 25 R O i . Gk 6%
JEGTIEAT IR #7922 2 [ BT | A3 1K I B A 45 M R e
LT SRS 20 BT REAT IR A 0 A Lk SRR A
FUBH JE 5 P A DR Y Bl A 38 3 T AR A 31 1 a6 0
SCHRL7 T 57 1 Hrae A7 I8 4R & i 1 BELRSE 10 O o o 2L

TR AR S AT i R . SCHR (8 1k T AR f AUk
2T A UG AT IR A 09 BRAE % 4 L v A AR e
S RE I RL A O s o SCHR 19 Jis I PL % 42—
PUERES 3h 1 2# B0 OF 50 T PO AT R A48 5 AL 4
BTSRRI G ZR o SCHRI10 J3% T g 4742 s Y A2 E
PEREIE , HE S 1A DTS AT IR & W 1R B 1) 2B 2k
I 53 B2 A Ay e ik 5 A B WFSE 2 0 6 T HT e AT Ik
R A 2 PR | B T BT AT D8 AIR 45 AR 4V A Y G B
TR

EHWIIE T PUEAT IR A% AN R )~ %) 4
2 ERERI RS o S, BT Simulink BPF AL
— L 5 s T RE R E AL A L [ R R e
A8 DL A7 DR A AR L T 2B LU, T B 3
6 o A vy o Bl A A P AT e IR AR 2E AT B A R X
LU BT 80 4I5S T3] 2 A Y ) £ 25 2R il 4
R BT, BT 8 ) E A Simpack #5712 )
Bl Jy e R 3 B T PO AT IR A% A [R] ) 2 AR R
X% i ) A B AT s s AR E 1 s 1T P AR
K it 2838 5ok 22 42 TR B SR

1 EeTRRES 1 FEE
B AT LR 75 2 o FE T (R 1)

w HEERE R B R R QT B A W B H (2021YJ036) ; [ 5 3 S & 1R % B35 H (2018 YFB1201701)

WA H 1 2 2020-04-20; £ [al H 1] : 2020-06-05



IR, 55 UIEAT IR IR A 7 E A

S K A 0 2 A 519

W AL BT 0 S (B ) S A 2
B,y 345 A TR7 PRGN 181 1 R o 43 A A% ER A I
T -3 B R R TG AT R R A AR A S AR Sy
2T AR

Egﬁpﬁ)@.ﬁﬂgﬁﬁﬁ\ﬂ%ﬁ\ﬂfﬂ IEIYEI\I?EJ ﬁ%/{ﬂﬂf’f

AT

= 3
B g\ i

\ \ £ L
e z&mm [T i

BT HUeqT e 4 1 2145 1y 7 151
Fig.1 Schematic diagram of the physical structure of yaw
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Fig.4 Nonlinear mechanical model of yaw damper
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