SHREUTotE 201045 EHSEThE =2

_J
tol

Nds| SR 3B NEA HaE oY

Sensitivity Analysis of Transfer Mechanism Considering Dynamic Characteristics of a Bushing
‘oldy', ‘el YW
*J. H. Lee', "T. W. Park(park@ajou.ac.kr)2 ,S.P.Ju ng

Lopujstin ) A g ekat, ol 7] A g sk

Key words : Sensitivity Analysis, Transfer Mechanism, Bushing, Brake Judder

3. 04 SRy 29N

Aol T A 2o A Er FAT ABS ANUuder)  S14 28 ol A Aok % 2gFAe) 2 ES AdeE
Y AE, Ay BAE AL 9. 53], BEela RUEE o ARl RUAER JHAE & vk ARt AA Ab
ATl Aol ofal] A 2l AVMAl, 23 wol Al o] ZF @RS = owolY, ¥4 T HIAE SAS Tt e
5 skl 2~Elo® Eo 3 Wl Enibble)dt AF WF  QAER F&HE gtk 53], BAL T, Sdw To B
7% (shake) ‘:‘Eﬂoli HZe] W5 (pulsation)e] FREH = & A glo] HEA 7eS HolAl drh. ol ¥ d F2
s “3’\]7“4 Bo]g Al&=gloA WA= o2k AHAE AASAY 7 GEF ddeEs Eee 4TS
o Ase & 1_1}°ﬂ7ﬂ Aok B3-S = it 0]"43} 5719 al7] wiimoll A} Fxpgt, T3 Qb8 ol A A A
WA Al AR AvE 2 2 A AL S vH & vAA A mebA s daARA Ags B g2
Atk wEbA Belo]a A AbF el glojx WA ot A et7] eliM = A aane] AlRA Q] R o] Sukrfofof
WA E ol sz AbReltt. grh. 53] HA2 An et &2 AT dEel 43S 571
AE Al BAstE AT E Adets e A 7he Wil oldd $54S 18 e Edo] desit. B
AU &, e v @A AN T EE AAY s idse . mrdlAde B wigel digh A vAdE B4 T
ol glom, gk A7 H 23AY] af ek Aol 7P 5448 agfsioit). o] v EAde B AR dolE
A Fakrel T JI9E 2EE duAdlY] §54& A4ste A FET WS o A S-S thEA 598 A 2R
Wo] gl A Agste] st Tk 7P E5A 0 A A8
B =Eol A ARl A BT Fo] HAFE Soto] de | A 54 Ao e W xE AT —ZrJJr’\ =
He AEE S gotely] flste] A RES pdeiar S4EA FE st sk WS ol &sdi. =, 49 Faa
S ExE ddeoe] AA el vX e Qs BAGT 58] b 548 Rdsh] fste] dkshE Maxwell modeloﬂ AR
30 Ao Mol we WzkE NS FaTend 1T AREs RaAS AFgaIth A Falel ol g A4
S AT (2], olsh 2 Aedbst el VIQAF AA & Fu 7h 5AS Esly] fF s o wgkeh vy
Aol FARACIA AT o & 27) Aol olgT A1) 2.
T AT A RE i el 71AE o R Vet F = Glag+x;) (D
c+ds — -
7| = 2 3dE 4 9o = x7) W9,
2. A 29y A7, =g F9em, a)t 27] sl
a, b, ¢, d& 12k A&E59 A4 Wik, Al We
Belolz AEe) NG A4S Aael @ R w0 G O DR GEECA ATE it gt e
l Nelel 2-s Dot Eelah gl AG xE T F4R vt ARSS] YEiM = AlE AR E
g melgo] Pt RS A 5498 4 22 A gshe] A-e 98 4o WA o O BA =
L e e 58 sge] Aasth. o HHE ¥ A
NS ol g3t S AD:] HGE+= ZFAZ 7t oo]';%q'. welo] AA THE A A] QlEsln 2AS Bt Aestd
= = A o HLE -
;}?ﬂ g AP mAE 225 E}uomﬁ JJFEE; %2}9} T AnE vusts 3Hgo R, A mdofi ddee] 7}
pUR xhomn ZABL PR, A5G WA, T s 2dsel 44 BEe $543 442 5HE e
Y 3 842 AFHSIT. Al2=HE Z%zﬂ do 27719 StER mEe ol 5= 9 o1 © Hyo o o
o] glon 7F FHo| o3t x4 222 = A A A ol A =& dold sl PAE nefel 2 At o] Tl
ioz‘sy PRI -ﬁc_ortxq e 7t ?; tﬂ;ﬁ;ﬁo A Fa9l A a1 ste] 1~50 Hz7hA] sweep® AFIEHGE
g w Al e A LA VR AANL qusige e vlag 54 AL 1A 300 sl
i H Saggien, 2o b 540 23w Aa 24 F 2909
A 3o90] v TR Fig. 2= 4 B AT Eato] Aol
HAE =4delm, Fig. 32 AEek Alg 24 Sato] 79
3 Ao Fak 7 5ol
700
a 600 J
<= 500 /
B 400 7 ____ydirection
é 300 // stiffness
-g 200 o
<< 100
0 1 2 3 4 5
Axial Displacement (mm)
Fig. 1 Vehicle Multibody Dynamic Model Fig. 2 Experimental Non-Linear Static Stiffness
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Fig. 3 Experimental Frequency Dependent Dynamic Stiffness

Table 1 Design Variable

Name Design Variables DS/I?J(fjlle)ss(kf/[f:;(Ti)
_DVI Lower arm mounting > 38.4 64.6
DV2 140.6 282.0
DV3 FR ‘bush z | 252 444
DV4 | Lower arm mounting | x/y | 150.0 296.2
DV5 RR bush Z 24.0 48.6
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Table 2 Experiment Table and Result

Row | DV1 | DV2 | DV3 | DV4 | DV5 Result
1 +1 +1 +1 -1 +1 0.342
2 -1 +1 +1 +1 -1 0.213
3 -1 -1 +1 +1 +1 0.345
4 +1 -1 -1 +1 +1 0.130
5 -1 +1 -1 -1 +1 0.256
6 +1 -1 +1 -1 -1 0.286
7 +1 +1 -1 +1 -1 0.146
8 -1 -1 -1 -1 -1 0.288
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Fig. 4 Steering Wheel Angular Acceleration - Simulation 3
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Fig. 5 Bush Sensitivity Analysis
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