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An Analysis for Structure Deflection and Camber Effect of Electric Multiple Units
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Fig. 2 Camber application of EMU underframe
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Fig. 3 Dynamic analysis model
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Fig. 4 Wheel/rail contact load data
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Fig. 5 Maximum Von-Mises stress(camber = 0mm)
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Fig. 6 Camber type of EMU
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Fig. 7 Stress distribution of A and B type
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Fig. 8 Deflection and deflection variation
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