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ABSTRACT

Linear elastic stress analysis of aluminum wheel was studied using ANSYS and Unigraphics. The
load condition of wheel impact test was replaced with static force using energy valance concept. And
the results were compared with strain gage test. The test results were good agreement with analysis

results.
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Fig.3 Finite element model of Al wheel

Table 1. Material property of Al wheel

SE T G ASF A=
FohgH|

A4 ( GPa) ( MPa)

ACACH 72 0.3 1470) 4

3. 3FxAH T2 4A

& AAs=d ol HE F8SA zHor &
AE stz dAold de FxHNE A%
stExe FANYAAE "oz st 33
TE ATz WA dFE HEATE Hds,
o] FANMY do= 2AdA F9 A AR}t

ZAAN AP H9 AFIYAZ ul@TdE AYL
=itk 2355 A4 2L A A A4
dA He FE2dE a8y B 0 He FARS
BER AFdn 233 Egd 948 ZdA9 s
FAEE B§E ez FAAEAY Y& Fig. 49
B ukel o] ©@rgWYE s ouH = s1Astd
stExAY 4% FAL oy 2o

Fig. 4 3t5& @+ 9un

BN MBIt FHEL wol W wo] W
oAz Us o (DR Fojn.

U= 1P (P= 3%, 8 = add)

G714, o]&He B HAFL § = I;é;

2, 59 W8E duAe tge 4@ ded #
e,

A1)

o]y_

3
U= lgzé, = kPP AO

714 L, E ¥ I+ vl Fog" ggolAa o
WAool dAF Hole " HoME BHEUE IF
A & F ong olE FFES Fo v k
2 JHAs g e, dygoyxl Us A@2)6A ekl
upo} o] 3tF P AF vgvta A A

Aq71A vlEAds kE SA Ao e 583

o o9 35S FEAAHS ue HFPNYAE &
o A4 k& Agd. F71 EAE ARG UL @
oAt Fgon 31, F9 AHE m FHNEE
& g, 39 H3EolE hdtn € o, g8 2(@3)0] 4
2kia=

U= mgh = kP 2@

(AN FEazt st A EFE Prl A=W, o
2BENYS & F AT "M, g5 F44A
Hol Agsle BEFFS Fd FEFI}e FEE V)
FO2 HITo| BUE FEZR F, méd UYd &
Bt A HFES cosinedFE o]t HE&
st

~ 823 -



A4e A FHzAY 4Ae [S03ANYYAE
dgoz s 2EMZRANY ¥ TE P
et F&HAT, AW Yol HHHE W) A
qe @ol FA T = BEF oFE W 3
@ ware T Fig 59 FEEAR #FE
& versic

Fig. 5 &5=d#% +4=4
4. H¥ A

Q9o FrH¥ARNA AFAX FNFITFEL
9 fo] dehts AoFede EAAAN 186 MPg,
A% 3NN 127 MPaol®, &FAEAA7 F71F4T
M= G FAX A 245 MPa, 2EAAA 118
MPzz AmA $d JFEAE 2xash 94
o) Aol A5e) AFFERT 2 Uehset,
SHTds 598 He) FANYAM ¥ Bey

2 node W 9N 4R AF2AS MYe4
Aol g AREE AP 9@ FaAg 24
o A%e YEd 4 okn BBUY. Fig 63 Fig.
7ol AujFsA L et

A

Fig. 6 AdF ¢ B4
EZFALAA: F7FH9T)

Fig. 7 3d589 9 234
(FEHE9A: I7IFYT WA%)

5. $9574

4 Ase) BFYAESG AN AHYD gl
9 AAzDel sANAH "AE FFE FAsH
g8 $F&=AL FPHAT. AMEZLH FAF 3
o] "o diste] 5FEANN BPES AU Fig.
8ol 2E#AANA RAYAE HELHAT

. Position 1
Position 2 ;

Position 4 -

Fig. 8 2E#HA SAAA

He WysE ZAIYL 594N FE ol ol
o AddAd ZFsgod ¥ INE AINGLR
sto] 2719 AL Elojol & AT FHdAM TIIFY
7t dE B} FVFAT FARA FHFE A3t
WY gL AR, 1A B ool FH
A ge AeolA 2R wEE FAEA &
HNdag wmsy] fs W¥E ALY SdT
#ZzAL FE8Lad FHEsd FIY FAFA
tiste] ehololg AR gEiel MFEF EoldE
Astx e FHoMeY ¥PEL Table 2.
Table 3.1 Jelisla Fig. 9% Fig. 109 Z1HZ=2

-824-



vetdo] vlwm st

#ANdsst ¢P&FAAgA & 9 eojojd FF
& defe] WY EHY EoloE FA}NA FE FHY
UYEL & Aolg uerdch AT Eolojg FF
2 @& ol A=A Fddvn ¥ w FH2
#& @G vny 2HE gL 49 + 3
cnz HHAFHE Aol Y& HAY F AN
. Br AW AAE A7) AsAE Eolojd o
$3e AAZzDY 43 2 dYdolEe fE7 8
FEAT AAGANN H P oF FELE 2
A % o & gde] fsva ARE.

Table 2. AN A3} 53449 vz

GEFAL9A  FIFYEP)
i EAAH( pe) -
A oS algeomas| et
Position 1 208 3378 2907
Position 2 136 733
Position 3 ~-56 -84 -92
Position 4 -53 188
Position 5 82 148 151
(* pe : 10 ~Smm/mm)
Table 3. # A} SAAA W
FHEHL94 : T7NFLTF GHdF)
of = &3 B3 pe) o

3494 €} o) o] 4 & e} o) o] v] F-F A2
Position 1 22 125
Position 2 -46 89
Position 3 29 31 27
Position 4 238 1612
Position 5 203 2081 2410
(* pe : 10 " Smm/mm)

e A siolo] Bx

Straln (ue)
]

S sielel F8et G4 ]
CRINE

%

Position 1  Posltion2  Position 3  Positiond  Posltion
Measure polat

Fig.o S3Asst a3
S2AEAN : FAFATR)

tolol a ‘
Nuolol Fasta Fe
CEEE T

Strain (ue)

Position 1  Pesition 2 Positlon 3  Position 4  Position 6
Measure point

Fig.10 aWAzst sA@se) ¥
(SH2HEAA : FARYT VAR)

6. 248

dFuEHE] FELLHMFA FHSAHLE Foo
o e ZES & T UUT

D 848 ¢FrEdy 330 =weE FHEX
& BAgozN YFLAAA &8 F A=
FAARE HFRY F AUt

2)  ISOTMIFH) % FFAYA Y TZH
g 98 2353 AHRFoE v A4
#= wan AAE AN

3)  EoloE FAERA & Wl A Tx3)
A% gas 2EHAANAE o &F &¥S
Ade vud F JdAHUG. ol FJd
A% A HF2d ¥ $3PF%E Yol
FasA e A+t e AolE JEdTh

F58

{11 ANSYS, Engineering Analysis System User's
Manual Vol. Iand I, Swanson Analysis
System, Inc.,USA, 1995.

[2] ISO 7141, "Road vehicles—wheels-Impact test

procedure”2.

{31 M. Riesner, MP. Zebrowski, and R. ].

Gavalier, 1986, "Computer Simulation of
Wheel Impact Test”, SAE 860829

- 825~



