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Stability Evaluation of Track on Conventional Line
According to Traveling Tilting Train
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Fig. 1. Properties of measured vehicles (unit : kN, mm)

Table 1. Properties of test site
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Fig. 3. Attachment of wheel load gages
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Table 2. Coefficient of derailment for Tilting train’s axle (R600,
Block A, V=60km/h)
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Table 4. Coefficient of derailment for track improvement
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Table 5. Coefficient of derailment for speed of tilting & vehicle
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