Gor B 8%

Bl

£ & ¥ #H F395%5) (2013)

UDC 629 .11.01:681.3

SREEMOETY I 2 L— 3 UM

Simulation Technology for Railway Vehicle Dynamics

T OpE f&* W % B
Osamu KONDO Yousuke YAMAZAKI
" §%

SRHEBEMOEENMERICIIETREY, HiR@EEMEE FUOMPEKRKSH, ZTOERRICEHKESEE
BT 3ITRROFENEFEICEETH S, TRROFXETPFHAICEREL TIEEHRICNA T I2L—
a HifEHBATNIE, ChETULOSMREILERZ Z EVEFETE S, COESEN S, FTHES
FICHTBDYIaL— 2 g HilTOEME ZhICEE L AFMARMT 2R L, RICH B#ES (%) OHF &
LT Z7 X bOBEDETHREFHMMRER & ERIREMEI TR DO ERMSHFHMRER 2 B L 7

Abstract

Kinematic performances of a railway vehicle, such as running stability, curving performance
and ride quality are required. To obtain excellent kinematic performances, it is very important to
design properly spring gear on bogie truck. In the designing, a computer model is effective,
furthermore, such a model can evaluate the kinematic performances of the designed bogie truck
in measured commercial service conditions. Consequently, well-designed vehicle is designed. In
this paper, the actual application of computer models in our company for bogie of the linear-motor
metro transport system, and for stress evaluation on the axle of vehicle running conventional line

are described.
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Simulation model for linear metro bogie
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