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Tab.3 Finite element condition of anchor weight-speed

IS TR/t fift o A/ (mes )
IR 13.74 6.94
IR 11.13 6.71
3 DL 5 A 11.48 7.53
AC-14 %4 18.38 7.75
AC-14 %54 10.20 7.04
AC-14 %4 7.88 6.74

DAy T AR At DR 3 0] 8 ol R A R i A 4% 5 PR
17 DL T B A T A o S LR 2 m X2 m i J7 B
o A 4 1 2 T i 3 1T DX K] 23 S A R R T A A
IR R R — A A AR T T
o 458 o 3l A TOU SR L DA T B 0 il 7 2% 19 s B
Aty , I MR LI A8 0 OB A, LA 23 i A ] 4
A7 E T W A S DL o BT X T FL =22 [ 1 1 ) A%
A P T S M UK SR 7 S el SR A S i
K W Ae AL s DL W A FROC T 00 o X T2
AN AL R B L A A R SR D R R
Xt IR B R B L, 7 4L A B B 4 A8 ol o
SE S8 2 R EIOR N - R VA RO A DO K VAR AP K54 O R L)
fi oy (7 i T ALY EENOGHE , BRIV 3 BT /R A BR O
dr B T O A LD X T b P 5 ol i B
B0, 7 o T R T T AT L B A AR TR AR AR A2
PR L, TR T 4R TR 014 i ol PO ASE R 09 G 1

bbbt
PO %, VR,

Fuhitatah it Fo bt

Fubary 4o b bt

I& t.,t, bt 1:" it
Bt R L
i i e S b,

il v b o P
oSty 4 | FAAASE .

e E AN AL (RN

bt Frotes Foa] it
Fobortin tin Fratiihie

Forturhabatis

3 A RoC g B T

Fig.3 Finite element condition of impact positions
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