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Analysis on the wear patterns of wheel profiles
for conventional line

CEER o] 2 Sxx A4 B+ 8% Thenn

Hur, Hyun-Moo Lee, Chan-Woo Kwon, Sung-Tae Yun, Chun-Han

ABSTRACT
The rolling-stocks used in conventional line have suffered wheel probleras due to lack of adaptability with track. These
brought out severe wheel flange wear, these have caused unstable ride characteristics of rolling-stock. Especially, Wheel
flange wear is severely influenced by wheel profile but lateral suspension characteristics. This study was started to induce
wheel profile suitable for domestic railway environment. Thus, we analyzed the wear characteristics of wheel profiles that
are being applied to railway rolling-stock in KNR. To analyze wheel wear characteristics, we have conducted experiment

studies for passenger rolling-stock and obtained useful datum.
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