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Collision Energy Absorption of Airbag Bumpers
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Figure 1. Effect of bumper rail thicknesses on acceleration
( internal pressure : 40psi, TPU thickness : 4mm )
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Figure 2. Two different cross sections of the bumper rail
(a) A type (b) B type

Table 1. Effect of cross sections on acceleration

Cross section area ( cm? ) L( omt) Acceleration(G)
A type 79.38 3121 76
B type 73.38 3141 7.7
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