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3. Simulation

3.1 Simulation operation
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3.2 Simulation result
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H1 Simulation data

Dynamic simulation

Steady state simulation

Time Step 0.04s Velocity 15m/s
Mass 1275kg Grade 0-12%
Wheel radius 0.3m Pack energy 20MJ
front Area | 2.33m? | Fuel conversion | 15MJ/liter|
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