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A8, A, ABA
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1. M2

AF71AEY & F&o 714 Jd HAZXNE EFFozN 7AAF € 259
o2 283y, 129 AT A4 FEFS S/ FH4F 2HEHFE HolA . guty
o2 FAE FHE 2goU WFL RE Fos g9 FA #F5HA JeEvde A
o] ot} EFF AT XFdte UeidA HY e JALALAERRE o8 Y&
Eo] 5= YehA €& #2FE 4 At wEHA I A3 e FHsEHS
Fgo2A FREY KT T3 4L #EY £ UA 4

B =82 2-for-1 QA1 &4 FRES UL E AP Wy 48 FFHY
(impact hammer)$} 7}&4X A& o] &3 FRFE$EETY E43 {FIF8AHE o &3
AFH Agdolde REsA ZAAE vu BAFOZN AFIE FREY FEAHS
AT R, dA] FREY HAMLAE 4% 7IEAH HY 2dP GAo EEE
=y

j;,

2. 28

2.1 o|&% w3

FEAL T34 54 3] AT 2ef4 e AEAA U FANEHA 3
Hoz FEHY, ol B3 dYd EY v E(modal parameter)7t Tzt o 7] A
2¢ gagug@d 23" a1/ FF(natural frequency), 74 ¥](damping ratio), L&
Z1% ¥ (mode shape)5< € 4 U

4 AEAHY HA PHe APe T 2 29 vloHE BAFoEN I A&
4o 5EA4E 43l modal testing®] e ol A¥AFAY AN FaAF FHoA
T3 . £ AP e AeEsEyY 482 98€E ¥ Fd 93 &34
#& XMNO7F A&"olA Amgd Adds HOZA Yetderte 3948 £ e F458%
gH5-E ol &3t 1 AN2de FF EFS FHA.

FaFsgETdA 3FL FAFEHEY 277 Hdoln P4 0=7t He FE&
Yehie, 2o FARES #HFste FANE i # & (i AR R=Ryu), F
AZeHAA H(w)l® Hdgol Fo1d AS 2ezxdy ¢ & g 2AL W=3e 5
A Aol M e Fu¢ FAZRE FE £ Ut
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@) =lhp) = e M

Wp — W,

§ = —5— (2)

de

1

A7 wy © ZHIFAFFIL, 0,8 0, © 2Y1& BEAIE Fagolt ds
2ALANA Hw)/V2 & Hlw) otHZ 3dB Zise FoZ, A4 o A7st ez
Zo2E Aot aY A7} o F ZAE A9t AFAEFF o & 4 LHAFSF
wsE A9 2L FE ZA Eo

T, oJ2HA ANYH L N2 AR £ Rd2 MY 5PN A=
31 ojRozRE RY FHIUHE Fie WPeR I tiEHA Jr HEesy
(FEM)E ©]8% A4 4Q Wwoltt o] FFa4Ye GAFE A2 dF 4
R ey PP 45 AFH A2d9 $3 S olssted o) &=, A4y
A 7IAFZEY FF R AREA] FojAd F2E AFYD L FAHYL L FA3
o, 2 FEH dF LHAAYE Bt F2EY /AT 2 AFY 59 FEA
< dtotatA @

Compliance
magnitude ch - -
H(w) AB —_— lnt?tant — S;réitér&;l
IH(w) (input) (rr;e ——,
i a(t A(f)
Hw V2 b(t) B(f) Average
Frequency Auto- 41
- w Response spectrum
Wqa / @y Driving Function Gaa(f)
@d frequency Hi(f) Gea()
291 A% WEHH (quadrature peak)d 192, Typical block diagram of
A8 ZegHHE Foh= W spectrum averaging

2.2 @1@%—1 “J‘%i

£ 482 modal testing®] 4L FHAFLHYFE AHSEAT. 9E€ L 718 He
FHd M 28E FHRE NSZAE AMEE A2 $7E AgHoes £ty
o 2A4d AZEAIIE LS Fa4 2A4S d9d. £33 9 E PCBAMY 0-200ke
A A JFed Aol AHEHAIL, EEAY FAE 222 PCBAMY A Eo] AL HA
o 382 & ASENIE o8¢ H4¥HA WHer FaLs $FIFE T8+ block
diagram< Yerdc),

23 A HY I

FEM2 +837] $18 software package® SDRCA}¢] IDEAS Z2Z 1P & AL&3lF o
o @A) framed] 222 shell meshingg ©l &3t 29 45 AA7] £A49 solid
modelinge YEM®, 255 FE model2 AA7] EAE TFA37 9% AA element
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& 2168742 olRAT. ¥V AAZAL vite] et EANREL nAFoZH
24 e SFaa9.

3. 93 % 24

49232 Qo4 QAVIY 2% 2FR FAFHEE El 8980 Yom, 196e
M7 FHRAE F separatord A framed] FHFEHUFE UrdTh £F Bok &
2 FRSLRYSEHE Qol FLEFY BN E Ushim, dAZ L9 ge 007
~ 012 3= vehdth winder % 7HIS2AAA) frames] A% peaks] A Fel v
gurstd JuHoE M 2 Ao vy

29 794 10710 $AH4F 79 FEME ol 8atel AFH NS £
2% FA QA T2 8489 A WA ZESA B¢ AFIS gz gew,
RAYOE QAP 5% ol HYFY FAFEYFY A3} IATE 2H
o} o]% 2ol modal testing ¥ FEM& °| ¢ #Fe A8eolds 2%g vugesz
A AN 29l 452 £9%9L, o8 B QA7 sysemAH S A% Ax 2UY

Problem Definition

|

Review Problem

[

{ 1
A4 Data | Subsystem Modeling

\
System Modeling

PR

Design Modification |<¢— 2¥4. Frame solid model

—

Solution

Production

293, 34 & $1% flow-chart 295, Frame FE model
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4. W=

RedAE A8 234U FoeSdEs AT £AHAY By FR8LHE F
P A3, dAVIE FASE T8 8459 WE fundamental frequency®l el oF 5%
o oA HHdAA MR XL B F AU & 2454 Ui 2dHFE o
AAt7] BA) @ V1EHA 2dYPo] SFHAY nF oy JGM Y e EFd
ATz i@ @ ZdPo2Ne] A ¥ Aoz, YO8 Heg HEEo2 AFs}
APE gHe|}

2 =FS XY A3AY WA HAFHY $yPS Hdsd AAP] frameo] Wi
computer modeling ¥ EYAZFOE2 FF HF YAES 9Y JIEHY HY 2dYe @
ekt

E.1 Impact hammer® el & dA719 ZF RFd FAFHF (Hz)

&4 2H3F4 (Hz)
separator®] ] frame 61 106 { 111 | 144 | 154 | 164
ul-& 7} o] = A A frame 58 72 84 106 | 118 | 154 | 168

winderA A} frame 120 | 192
7}e) = 2 8} A A frame 58 88 104 | 144 | 170
spindlex A| frame 72 82 | 122 | 148
+%249 ¥y 90 | 168
559 wd 160 | 276

- bt

(1) ZAF, "FRrEEHTe WE o8& 7I1AH AEF F5A vy Y-
FITAEN T TR, A48 Al 23, 1994

(2) 4949, “2-for-1 AA7] &59 wHA A% A7, ¥F42EIEFEY, FAG<
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E.2 8 component¥ damping ratio -

Mode | Separator vlE7}o]=| spindle

w004 \ A
A} A frame| A Al frame | A A frame 3 \ /\/ \/\/\
2 N
1st 0.11 0.08 0.12 &0 w \’\/\/
2nd 0.08 0.10 0.07 L~
0 2 4 @ © 10 120 0 10 18 A0
Freuency (Hz)

196. SeparatorA A} frame$)
FohsdgEs

e o s .
RLIY 25 BC. 200N L 1 MBAAOL
o 21 O 20403

X : o v, 3.
i B oy S
mx: 31 LTINS

BISRACTIENT - 16 Rl . M R 3, O
e o A,

Z197. Mode shape at 57 Hz
(tol=2 &R R frame) 1¥8. Mode. shape at 63 Hz

(separatorA A} frame)

2989. Mode shape at 68 Hz
(8H €7} =21 ] frame) Z#10, Mode shape at 0 Hz
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