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A Study on the Vibration of Suspension According to the Variation of the Spring
Coefficient and Damping Coefficient for Automated Guided Vehicle

M.S. Joo - M.J.Kim - S5.Lee - Y.C.Choi - J..Choo « JW.Kim - J.U Jeun

Key words ;| A5 F(AGV), Al Edlo] A T2 2 (Matlab), == % 4(Spring coefficient),
7 A4 (Damping coefficient), & 2+ ZHSettling time)

Abstract

This study is to choose the most proper model for AGV throughout simulation of behavior of suspension
to reduce trial and error because there is no AGV treating heavy weight at harbor loading and unloading at
home.

Therefore, we estimate the vibration modes of the various suspensions applied to AGV, which is over 72
ton included the weight of two containers using the Matlab in the case of G and 5G, one of the simulation

programs.
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