/;'/j;
2023 4F- 6 H

Pz X512 W

Journal of Vibration, Measurement &. Diagnosis

43 45 3 1

DOI:10.16450/j.cnki.issn.1004-6801.2023.03.007

RERSENIRSEA AN BRER

BAR, RAM, WEMH, &

(TH LRI A DU T AR 27 B

#, %K

P44 ,710054)

£, RIL#E

FEE Gk B2 AL 3 3 SR TR /0N T S el e R P R Y IR, Bt T L REIR S T Bl R AR A R 2
THU SR . SR, AL S W BUR A S I RE RN AR R MR I R ok TEl i RE
12 5 RS B ARy B e U 1 i) R 5 JRC YR, AR AN () 42 b 18 S R N, 3 7 B R RS, R O JS | ) R
A xF B H AR pRECT 2tk Wk B A (linear quadratic gaussian, fi X LQG) % i (AL R 50 i, i 36w 7/
TR A 5 BN 2 ZRAE AN 7] 42 30T 10 P I e I 42 ) P 08, 3R T P RV 3 ) A8 SR ) PR U B A 4 1 2% L O LA AT R R
WPRPERE I A 2000, O S IR 45 R R B A e LQG $& ], 2802 Bl 8 1) 48 42 ol 1) B B 2R 45 {1 3 mof 46 4 o
IR 24 T AR U /N 31.09 Y4, e HeF 5 6 2l AT 38 T ARE R/ N 32.20 94, v 3 A A AT e s B X O AR A i
Bl T 1 7 AR 53 5 80N 25.28 06 FH 23.56 Vo 5 2245 2K b A U0 49 5 ] SR g BE A S0 T 4 0 0 S U AR AR E

K EShEAE T R A 2R A TR A R A
FESES U463.33

Vol. 43 No. 3
Jun.2023

51

i}

IR T B AR G0 A R Ay, LAk g
LR R AR R R AR E M . BBl
WO J32 1 BEL J& A AT 5, L3 N R 2 22 78 Y TE AT
BETO . AR BRI, T3 B AT L i 3 B 4
0 A R IR AOR 2 Bz e

I, 35 208 28 22 MR AL 3 Pk RE 4 (9 F G B
AR Bh A, un el S UE AR sl dr L B2 LCAE S Ak
GFo FEHEALFERERT, HAE T NS R R
ZAYNERE . [ A Sh B G IR R T T IR A B
9% . Haddar 55" 7§ 7 — i 3 T 20 PR ARBOR U 1y
SR AR Y I BTt T IO R SR AR T R
B DIAE . Gao %5 K T Ratht i sh LI, B0t
AR AT RS R AR SR B S S U e e R 1S
ROAEFE 14.51% . BRSFPE Mg mi K shh
VR AT BEP G , S X5 3 Bl B A R R A 45
HS BT LQG i # . TEA AR T —
Ik R A B 2R LA, B0 S ZR AL B3 1 D)
i SR, ek S A2 R 2 A RS AU LQG AL
B IR IAT TOF E o AR B Y . BB BEE R
1, 5 AE L 32 Sl B AR RE G VR A B AR B ) e M RE
W AR BR R T REFE . L AT 2 Bt BE AR & T 3l
QAT T TP R 2 B AL R T Bl AR R RGN )

MR BRI IR ROCR o

AV T —Fh BB S A% 5 A 4R
v 53 IR (1 45 4 1 22 A8 b 9 U0 484 o SR e AR O 4
R oy TARRE S, 78 AN ] T AR R 8oz 5 4% il H
AR XTI 1) 3 17 JEE e R, R A S 1 T A 51 T 4
RIEMA LQG =4 AR K, I 3R 15 2 A R i
P A3 AE A [ B8 AR AR ST 2 % A 0 A F 0 1 42
il FRL I, ARG RELJE T1 , DA i 2 08 2R A DR ROCR

1 HEBEEHNERENMSRIE

HIREG Ea B AGEA M ME 1s, 3%
Fh R S | B R L R R AR A A R K
U 4 i A S AL o AR AL AL R T R ek

IR HEH K

1 HEIRS B RS

Fig.1 Electromagnetic hybrid active suspension structure

*»  [EFKHRBI IS W H (51775426) ; B v 4 B S 0F & 1T 9 B H (2020GY-128)

Wi H 9 . 2021-06-25; & 11 H ] : 2021-08-26



468 £ N

w5 2 W

43 %

PR A K, 2k i AL ) 2 SRl T, R AR AR
fe L K fHJE J7 .

HIREIR & ol SRR G TR - 175k
TEANP e T L A TR A 0 3] A AT Bl 2 AR
JEE R /N U s il A X, e 2 L 4 o) PR UL At A
DLRHIE I3 s A BAs Mo R 1) 1) 42 38 AT RS 5 1o
g A i A AR 225 P 9 D)4 4 o SR s A5 1)
BHAR = 2l Iy, A B B2 AL P LR

2 HEEGENRERHNFEE
21 VAEH-EMEEHBREYD N FHEA

T H R AR R 5 A T, RT LA A e
A sh A RE . B 1/4 AR AL i 2
Jis o

R A 2 i 275 — e 91 is Bl R 2

mi.=k(x,—x)+c(z,—2)+F
mi,=—hk(x,—x)—c(z,—x)— (1)
k(x,—q)—F
oo R 3BT A 5 om, o AR 3R T L o ol 3T
A s N AR AT AL S 5 g O T R ELALES A
G G I BE 5 Ry S B 5 e W BHLJE R B F AR 3)
wEsh .

[ m

i%

[ m

T

B2 1/4 58 2R
Fig.2 1/4 Vehicle suspension model
YROTR 285 1] 455 0 Y 1] 2
X:[IS*I‘, R i}l (2)
Y:[i‘s T.— T, I:| (3)
HRAE 2 (1) ~(3), AT A5 1/4 22 495 52 ZR 450 700 (1 4R
SR

k(x,—q)

X=AX+ BU

Y=CX+ DU
Horp s A SRR FE B 5 B o 0 A G [ 5 C Sk B o 6 %
D A i

2.2 HEHPER
B2 HALAE S L S HL S S E R A ) FOX R R

(4)

AT FE B FE G, HAHE T TE d-q e dn R R T E] B
F.=Kii, (5)
K, = 3P,x$/(27) (6)
o Ko 2400, 0 HE LS AL Sl L 5 P,
SRy AR B 5 o Ry K AR R 5 o AR
B LRy B S LS D 32 3h ) FERE R Ry

szfaxn—igm (7)
o g, — R S
23 BEERIRES TR SN
S o O A 1 R, A P 3

Fiis

PR3 v TR Ul A1 e T 2 1
Fig.3 Velocity characteristic test of solenoid valve shock ab-

sorber

DL 2 Hz/5 mm 1E 5% $4 Jah 1E b B 1 A, R A
WYDC.60 %Y {3 £ 1% B 2% Al LTR. 1 B 47 & ) 4% J&
#ir L 38 S DH5902 B 4 5 4 {0 Bodie £ 5 47 %
AE AL PR, A5 B[R] 32 0 Y EE R 1R U R A o
Rt g6 LA H £, N 4 TR

-0.10 -0.05 0 0.05 0.10
BUHEE /(ms")

PR 4 o R ol A e R AU ol

Fig.4 Fit cureve of velocity characteristic test of solenoid

valve shock absorber

3 Hr A5 2 L R R DR IR A B2 7 5 B
PR IKRA N

2R JRE A G

k

i}bl+wJ+dnkf—i) (8)

Horp o Fy o MG TR D8R 28 BHJE J7, b4y ¢, d o 2500
REGT SR .



R RS LRI G

8 2R 20 I U A 469

SR FH 18051 73 7 32 X Dl i 4 458 28 A7 2 B0 IR
RN 1R B S HOIR A A A (8) RIAT 43
E2E R AN IS E AR W i

®1 BEBSBIHALER

Tab.1 Solenoid valve parameter identification results

s k=0 k=1 k=2 k=3
b, 9614 8905 —810  —1145
o 26240 —18980  —8941 10.16
d,  —95216 17 288 24 203 1.86

FEL 1 1 D IR A AR BE N

t

Uld: (9)
Horr . U Sy o 0 AR AR 5 T oA P A R i A PELAT &

HLRE TR & B 2R R FERE B nl |l =0 (7) A1 (9) 75
|, B

Wd:

—

=

W=Ww,+ W, (10)
Horp e Wb v RE TR 5 B AR RO FEBE AR s W Oy HL A
AIAERE I s W, o0 LR DL FERE & .

3 EzhEZR BRI E H R R
31 EHASR

TEAS R AT B 5 1T, o 2 9 1 S I 452 0
FRoE 2R A . K (0 km/h<<v<C50 km/h)
AT O BT A7 3k B O — A 25, O T B e A AT IS
PR, 45 1 H AR 32 2 45 I | % 2 R A o B A
FEPEM IR Y E 3 (0==90 km/h) F7 Bl i), F7 i
BEOL— M R A8 T AT R e ] E s
h 4 R B RO T B IR sh A o R M
FEAR 3 247 3 (50 km/h<<v<90 km/h) 7 i}, ly 1
S TSP 4 45 O\ R e o AR TR A 0 R RN e
G 3 2 25 G AR I e b .

22 15 2 DR IR U 45 458 o SR G 1 5 BTk o SR 4
G TR A R ARG T A AT T R AR i 4 R/ R

BN R

& LT R 03

l
ERF

R
SRR

FETEIRIFE JE
kst
1/AZE 4 B AT LQGH i #4%

Pl 5 oAbl e 7] 4 4 o SR s

Fig.5 Multirmode coordinated switching control strategy

o3 3P AR, BT A A 3T B4 3 A, O
SR 14 3 R PR K 5 0 o S s A 5 ) 0 R, kot
FA G Rk, 31w 5] 8 R A R
R MR R U AR L B O B A SR S e O A 5 M
Ut A BT A 51 R BRI A R H AR T A
LQG AL F B, 153 B 28 s 8 1 538 i 05 o3
e A5 B AN ] 5 5T A FL G 1 e (G BELJE 0, O A
DI ) S

3.2 MHMARINEREZE

T A 51 7148 & 53k (gravitation search algo-
rithm, f#] R GSA) "R 3T 4F ok 24 1 4 fig f 1k 53
B, G Rk ORISR AR AR L B A O R SR
e, Z RN H Nz E Y RS R
T 5y WS 5y B Jm B S A e g . T
17 HG () B2 W 51 T3 RS #5107 52 kL i
O A R P EH SR S AT 1R
BORIRTHZ AR R AR T .

XF &1 )

1 Ly wt
&(Z)ZEGO[e R cos(ﬁ)] (11)
Hort: Gy — A 80 M Go=1005 a 24y FE 08 R B, I
a=20; T A e KERRE, W T=100; R, H[0,1]
DX 8] A Y BE HIL A

WOHE T R OT A 517 BB AR SN B, HAE
RS o A v B AT BE AL 3 DT I R A A 4 AR
T E A B A R S e O A

K151y s M () ] KR N

M{(Z)mz(z‘/im/([) (12)
o fnf(f)* wml(z)
) (D= w0, (1) (13)

O £l ) R 25 2 AR A B 5 6., (0) o BT
A5 VR 5 0 G 0 B R B (8 5, 0) AT
AR U AR B 20 1
5 AR, 4 o A 2 B 19 3]
e X
‘=Gl M, (t)M;(t)
R,;(1)+ e
SR (1) 9 A 4 B 1 RS B s — AN/
BB RS B 05 G () R 8 1 AR 131 9
B
A T UG R I BT T R
Fl()= > Ru Fi(1) (15)

J=LjFi

Hor R A IXTEILO, 1IN B — A BEHLEL; Ao B KR
1117 L Bl 35 AR I N £ P /N5 1.

[2f(2)—xi(2)] (14)



470 £ N

w5 2 W

43 %

AR A= 0 o e, AT AR B AR RS J 4

B R Sy
al(t)=F(¢t)M. (1) (16)
LTRSS o+ 1B ZI 0 3R R B 5300
vi(t+ 1)=R.gvi(t)+al(r) (17)

e+ D)=z () + v (t+1) (18)
PLAEAE 40 km/h A7 B0 45 74 T LQG ¥ #i A &R
Bk, 51 07 P Ak A vk w2 S 6 EE AN E 6 BT R o
SR, R T A S I RE R R
R A R B O 1 AR AT AR G RSB AR
T E A, HEAE AR 31 RN FR A T AR A

20

\\“ ---&iﬁﬁﬁ
wlisty, 77 otk fE
= X
10
\’.‘ﬂ Y

5 L

0 2'0~4'0 60 80 100
Bl6 515k bk i Js L

Fig.6 Comparison before and after improvement of gravity

optimization algorithm

3.3 LQGI#EH

LQG # i % W A LL T3 B R
T RSO s ol S w7 Sl R AR A R T DUAR 4
A T b i S AR L B IR R B, s 4 At
— B BB A ] o (H T R LQG A SR 4 0 AL
AROE B L HE , BT RORIE, B S EWMHE R
ST o DR T BT AR S P R AR E Ml
LQG $ il 75 ) AR ) F= s #2001, W0 48 A e 20
L BT RN R IG sh A MBS B, HL
E BB IR I FERE R, P 45 A R KR P AL A
Jio P, 255 TERE RS b1 pR KON

-/:JA[QIingFQZ(IZ_II)2+C[3(I1_Z)Z+
0

rF*]de (19)
Hov s g, Ay B A5 0 R A R B ¢ B R B e
JEINAL R HL 5 g 56 16 3l 48 a0 AL 32 505 r Oy AR 2
Db EY ¢

K (19 HH L R R H

J:f)'[XTQX+ 2X"NF+ F'RF ]dt (20)

Ho . Q A bR A AR s 14 2 1 7 X AR I AU B 5 R Ry 45
il A% 18 1 A2 X AR AR B 5 N Sk 2 F AR o S B PR
B IR B 5 F R fse e 2 i
AR E g R
F=—KX=
Hodr . POl X FR IE %€ o

—(B"P+N"X (21)

PA+A"P—(PB+N)R '(B'"P+N")+¢g=0
(22)
34 ETHHAAESIABEREZEZNLQG M EREH
ik
3.4.1 R E R
AR TAERL T XA 2 M Re 2 SR O[], o] ) )2
YRS ATT 2 R R (L A5 2103 07 B PR AR R A R B0 1K
7 FH VL 1 38 07 B PRER, DA AS TR S A R B
1) ﬁﬁ*ﬁﬁﬁ?ﬁ%i%ﬂ% N 2 R

2T S 0 0 D)3 N R R
RMS( ,-) RMS( u C])
)= 1.5
f(l) RMS(i:s)pas RMS(Iuiq)pus+
RMs(fs*xu) (23)
Rus (2= 24 pas
Hrh:Rus(Z,), RMS<1 —qﬁﬂRMs(l — ) 7k

FRL R0 T 5 A 4R X O Y 8 48 O A 3 B O AR A
Bl 2 X 7 AR R OR R g B R 1 O R fE
RMS(i:s)paszMS<l'u - q)pm M Ryus(xo— ) 930K

B Bl B 2R X L 4 2R R 8 T MR AE B i B
ﬁﬁi’nﬂﬁ{ﬁ%ﬂ% BB 3 TR

2) T T RS AR, B2 E
JE A G Bl 2 Ay (14 B2 W D) 2 e KA

, Rus (&) Rys(z,—q)
)= + 1.5
f(l) RMS(i:s)pa& RMS(‘TU*{/)pas "
RMS(IS*XU) (24)
RMS( _Iu)pas
3) Gia B TR R LR G AR | B I

PERBR ARG E 1, 225 5 25 I8 3 gﬁﬂiif“ﬂli/‘
JIEs 80 AT X A A O B 45 N M ) R e, U
07 J5£ v K

. RMS(ls) R\/js(-Tu_Q)
=1.3 .3 +
f(x) R\/[S(i.‘s)pas RMS(Iu - q)pas
Rys(x,—x,) (25)
RMS( — Xy )pas

3.4.2 W&uﬁﬁuﬁm 23

AL TR ANl 7 i 7 o i ] Matlab X} 5 A 51 75
R S AT 07 oo b o SCHRL19 ) R B 20K 1 oy
B T A, 45 A 60 km/h, ¢ B9 BUIE ¢, =20 600,
¢.=24 325 000, ¢;=1 572 300 000, ek A5l 11
R EMNAEE R ML 2P

3.5 &R E Y]

3.5.1  mAk AR It
RN T2k RE AL G A BRGSO R RS2
P, T Ao A A 0 2 T S PR RE L XS W A

INAGE PR PEO 48 b AR AR I — AR B 7 A TR A AT



RS LIRS

Tl B LA AT 1) e £ 3 471

(F)

| QURIERA P R R
;
| MR g, 94, [+

! o o B
|%m%E%A%%ﬁﬁ|

' AR TR
| it B A | aﬁﬂTﬁ&
v
| smTEny | | ERHE besthl
worst

7 oAb el
Fig.7 Optimization flow chart
R2 HWHEFANNHREZEMULER

Tab.2 Optimization results of the improved univer-

sal gravitation search algorithm
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Tab.4 Comparison of root mean square values of suspension performance
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Fig.19 Frequency domain response of tire dynamic load at
100 km/h
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Tab.5 Comparison of peak response in frequency domain of suspension performance

Wl A LQG il 22 5P I D) 48 45 1)
v/(kmeh"") FE R TR BIRghaamr/ ST 56 4/ ST n e 3h #ar /
JE/(ms ""Hz ") (N*Hz™") & /(m%sHz ") (N*Hz™") B /(m%s™“Hz ") (N*Hz™")
40 1.165 324.19 0.793 165.66 0.502 110.58
70 1.233 502.35 0.806 331.28 0.559 226.41
100 1.628 560.48 0.835 395.32 0.512 243.67
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Fig.20 Electromagnetic hybrid active suspension test bench
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Fig.21 Time domain analysis of sprung mass acceleration
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Fig.22 Frequency domain analysis of sprung mass acceleration
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Tab.6 Comparison of simulation results and test results

v/(kmeh") UESEIR 4R/
40 31.09 30.11
70 25.28 23.39
100 21.47 19.62
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