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Fig.2 Electromechanical coupling model of shaker
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Tab.1 Identification results of simulation case
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Tab.2 Parameter identification results of simulation case

ZH BLINONIEN PUHIME AMXFIR 2/ % e it H PUIME MXF R 22/ %
m./kg 59.00 44.23 —25.03 m,/kg 59.00 59.00 0
m./kg 13.00 10.03 —22.79 m./kg 13.00 13.00 0
k/(N-m™)  3.29%X10° 2.49%10° —24.22 k/(Nem™)  3.29%10°  3.29X10° 0
k/(Nem ") 1.95% 10° 1.50% 10’ —23.04 k/(N'm™)  1.95%10° 1.95% 10’ 0
¢,/(Nsssm™)  3000.00 2441.98 —18.60 o/(Nsssm™)  3000.00 2999.98 0
¢/(Nessm ) 2400.00 1872.07 —21.99 ¢/(Nes'm™")  2400.00 2 400.00 0
K/(N-A™) 136.00 140.21 3.09 K/(N-A™") 136.00 135.79 —0.16
R/Q 0.200 0.282 41.11 R/Q 0.200 0.199 —0.31
L/H 1.00X10*  1.42x10* 41.67 L/H 1.00X10*  9.97X10° —0.31
g 100.00 103.36 3.35 g 100.00 99.84 —0.16
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Tab.3 Comparison of experimental and simulated results

for the first 3 modal frequencies of the plate

TBEBR O BB/

REZS B ik - - WA/
1 300.98 300.69 —0.10
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3 1 690.06 1709.50 1.15
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