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Estimation of Dynamic Characteristics of a Rubber Component for Subframe in
Automobile Vehicle
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Table.l Dynamic test conditions of a component

- A W preload(Kgf) D_load
o X - _35 -
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Fig.1 Procedure to predict dynamic stiffness of a rubber component . :‘%
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(a) Axial Dynamic Stiffness  (b) Radial Dynamic Stiffness
Fig.4 Few dynamic stiffness of experiment and estimation.

(a)Axial Result of FEM  (b)Radial Result of FEM

Fig.5 Result of FEM
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(a) Axial Dynamic Stiffness  (b) Radial Dynamic Stiffness
Fig.6 Static stiffness of experiment and FEM
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(a) Axial error at point (b) Radial error at point

Fig.7 Error of Static Stiffness at Point

(a) Axial Dynamic stiffness  (b) Radial Dynamic stiffness

Fig.8 Dynamic stiffness of experiment and FEM
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(a) Error of Axial
Fig.9 Error of Dynamic stiffness with experiment and FEM.
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(b) Error of Rad1a1
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