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Table 1 Reference HIC of the target point
P1 P2 P3 P4
HIC 1198.94 1085.21 1141.18 1531.13
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Table 2 Optimization result

1 2 3 4
Reference | 1198.94 1085.21 1141.18 1531.13
prediction | 1010.68 977.60 965.72 1535.01
simulation | 1004.62 1026.60 967.83 1542.13
1st Hz (N) | Left[Mpa] | Rear[Mpa] | front[Mpa]
Reference 4131 2236 55.57 68.16
prediction 42.16 177.7 60.76 41.57
simulation 42.16 1739 60.92 41.63
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