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Fig. 1 Spring constant and hysterisis loss
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Table 1 Static and Dynamlc test results for three types of seats

= : T 094 3 i (),66\

Static spring constant K, 40~50kg 159 205 137
(kg/mm) Ks | 60~70kg | _ 256 320 | 202
Deflection d at 40kg 65.1 59.2 68

{(mm) &, | at 100kg 85.6 75.6 91.9
Hysterisis loss ratio(%) @ 23.1 10.7 22.0
Damping ratio ¢ 0.221 0.3465 0.333
Transmissibility ™ 5.349 3.863 4.444
Resonance frequency(Hz) fo 45 53 46
Dynamic spring constant Kd 489 6.79 511
(kg/mm)
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Fig. 2 Static spring constant and deformation vs. hysterisis loss ratio
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Fig. 4 Transmissibility and resonance frequency vs. hysterisis loss ratio
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