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Comparison and Analysis of Tubular LOA According to Mover Type

Seok-Myeong Jang, Jung-Chul Seo, Jang-Young Choi, Sung-Ho Lee*, Sang-Sub Jeong*
Chungnam National Universitv. LG D/A Research Labortorv*

Abstract - This paper deals with two structures of
tubular LOA. One is the moving-coil type LOA and
the other is moving-magnet type LOA. We analyze
and compare the  characteristics of tubular LOA
according to mover type. The results of predicitions
from the analysis are compared with corresponding
finite element analysis.
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