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Fig.1 Simplified schematic diagrams of two mechanical envi-

ronments
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Tab.3 Design variable parameters and optimization

results
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Tab.4 Optimize design simulation results
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1 B W (B A% R/ Hz 336 347 3.42%
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3B (E A % /Hz 1034 1033 —0.02%
RMSJUKILA:A, 1.27 1.30 0.20 dB
RMS it KA, A, 1.21 1.22 0.07 dB
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Fig.9 Installation status of verification test
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Tab.5 Verification test results

etk B b B s R 2
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