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ABSTRACT

] o}

Rl

Zl), Tilting Mechanism

This study presents a method to evaluate overturning safety and derailment safety of korean tilting

train using kinematic analysis of four-bar linkage tilting mechanism. The

considering tilting vehicle

body CG displacement. The design

safety is evaluated

sensitivity for stable and safe

maximum speed is evaluated around current korean tilting train design data. The current design

shows minimum center of gravity displacement. Higher speed can be achieved with larger center of

gravity displacement.
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