stz eS| 20084 EAS=sHE =27
a| 7;||§_|||:|—I ols'_o[. EL_|-A|- |=|o| x|7t-l A—Ij;”
Optimal Desing of Ball screw Tube Using Design of Experiments

ARl AR elF 8|’
*J. M. Kim', *W.J. Chung. (wjchung@changwon.ac.kr)' , J. H. Lim®
"Rt ) AMAE S, fARFRE APdTa
Key words : Ball screw, DOE(Design of experiments), ANSY SWorkbench®, Optimization design

1LME
22 AEAEY
J;L]%A}"_ §] T'?? '% Z}{\j%%—gi, Z!}LT%%% ﬂl%%i @@ﬁ]aﬂé(l),@)% %7:”11 Tv}:_,*/‘j] 7]% o= NZ: /\]:LU}-Q] 7H}\\j
& uHrE VA8 AR AZE UALe] Tl Wgi A S A oA o] 7;_%-3]_74] #oli 9l WhHoltl, AF AN
T ol AR ol ge] shestal, age _l‘f‘:}% galol CAE(Computer A1ded Engineering) ¥ Ag3dte] A& uf wj--
ATk, T ) Negk ONC 2717, AESA7I7], AFe g g5 o). A|7Fo] Wol AQE= FAS alEt
st 7171, 2% aga AsAt s 1 AL 2] ARREAL w49 A8 o) mra} sﬂﬂ o saiahd B WMo FA oz 9lxlo
ATH Bk A F Shube B S8t BUA 82 9are shols] = olxly) Falolx] wholdt 4= 9ltl. A|E )
S} Bl Sl £ oISt o 54l o) AR 5ol G VAL ol 1A AAS WSk ol5e) WA
2 B A Wes 24 o} Eb‘r*} T s Stoliy] 913k 23S 2 Ao Hlo]E]S Al o] 2 BAgo 7
B7re W Sag ok vk, Bupatells tEEEES], %E M A 20E Frobdi= Aot B E=EeA e FE AN
EFY, =7 o] Qlth. o] FellA FHE Evhate] AgEa Ao A& FE 4 ko] WHA| S (Radial) 2} ¥ko] njEglzt
Qe ErHo] HAL BAgEol fle]ix LA wAPEl= o] (Angle), 22]3 FH O] F/(Thickness)E AR M43
WS FAS AHR FUE ek o). Hol Fud e th 2 €49l Level & 52 A4S i s o] 5
A BEHO Iy uiE Mo w HEE sleing vzga"  AAE FF S AR 379 A -] AFEd
FsAdo] gk, olo] B R A HHES] B UAle FErg A5 595 R 12589 AYS sejof Ak, APANNE
gl vhsl ARALH S K83k, NSYSWorkbench@oll A g% B 26ulel de o 12500 ARS distel Al H7
S Fastel $ES BAShy, wEE A WA e U4E €% 5 AT Table 12 A Q1A Level & 717
AAd Fuaad o 24 a9t B =g dne a4 A0
A]’%‘QJ—’_ g}]\_\i_ Z_]I)l\j-%] ET’H }?:]'E.E]' /\(_)]%O] —Og:}b]_ia] 7_] oz Gﬂ/\} Table 1. Number Design of level
He HE9E FREN dighk B3-S V\] ?&E‘r Level 1|Level 2|Level 3|Level 4|Level 5
Radial 6 7 8 9 10
Angle 88 88.5 89 89.5 90
Thickness| 0.65 0.7 0.75 0.8 0.85
23 ¥
Table 1] ¢1Ae} 4ol that Ad AFL vU®e o] &
&te]  Table 29} o] 25We] AAS Ags3ivt. A3elA
Tl ZhaiA= e Helix A3} FH O] 477} wht=
Ade 71502 Helix =4del WMaFow sto] BE A
Fig. 1 Ball nuts into the tube. 293 772 &9, BHo| 7l AE Relrt BEEETR
o 457t Tﬂ AR ETe Jaant ks 71kl
21 29 M-™ I nHY o B mEEA nEHdAE A Adgho == ANSYS
®= P 5 AL
R BUEA 4550l 4 AEANNE A Pl A CA S A S
el Yge o geje) Sk gEsl o) PR agnd L LN ST JR, A A e
Bk felix T 21 FolA AW, 1 FAL B e © wiol WSS GHae]l A ) wwel gt
. o 2 ugsket. Fi 3ANSYSW0rkbench®% 3l A< el
Aol F FFE VAA FOER Fig. 294 o] 3kEfs} skl £
A FHe FE shel AlEdeld Aotk A 26,272

k<3|
= ’
77} 7)ze] Fuaa B AAAA Akl da ghol o).

Fig. 2 The tube shape modeling.

Fig. 3 Tubes of static analysis results.
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Table 2. Plans for the shape of the tube experiments

and results.
Radial angle [Thickness Stress
1 6 88 0.65 1630.1
2 6 88.5 0.7 1540 .1
€ 6 89 0.75 1630.9
4 6 89.5 0.8 1565.2
B 6 90 0.85 1360.9
6 7 88 0.7 1565.2
7 7 88.5 0.75 1737.9
8 7 89 0.8 1565.2
9 7 89.5 0.85 1565.2
10 7 90 0.65 1555.8
11 8 88 0.75 1662.5
12 8 88.5 0.8 1454 1
13 8 89 0.85 1440.5
14 8 89.5 0.65 1779
15 8 90 0.7 1769.7
16 9 88 0.8 1537.9
17 9 88.5 0.85 1456.6
18 9 89 0.65 1641.7
19 9 89.5 0.7 1543.4
20 9 90 0.75 1483.8
21 10 88 0.85 1618.4
22 10 88.5 0.65 1563.8
23 10 89 0.7 1591.7
24 10 89.5 0.75 1501
25 10 90 0.8 1421.7
26 8 90 0.75 1706.2
27 8 88 0.85 1421
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Fig. 4 Main Effects plot for Means
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Fig. 5 Main Effects plot S-N ratios
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Fig. 6 Goodman theory and safety factor.
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