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ABSTRACT

This study shows the design process of a MR damper for semi-active suspension systems.

Damping force characteristics of the designed damper was predicted through the flow analysis and

magnetic analysis. The predicted results were compared with the experimental results and the initial

design specification was mocified according to the results.
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Fig. 1 Mono-tube MR damper
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Fig. 2 Structure of the mono-tube MR damper
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Fig. 3 Structure of the piston valve
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