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ABSTRACT

An efficient dynamic response analysis method of structures supported by nonlinear

resilient mounts when subjected to the transient base excitations is presented by using

the structural synthesis method in time domain. Through a numerical example, the

validity of the presented method is verified by comparison of the results with those of

the ‘traditional’ analysis method.

1. A &

$HE vRE 4F 28 FE7A64d dA=HE
Al A A5 ¥ FHA o &S @A
Me FES 715438 W74E 7Aook 89, ol &
3 Aol E(resilient mount)ol] 2% diA &
BlA "] MF /%7 isolationo] wi¢ AR
g whgoln) 53], 2o WdHFo wE F
v Aol A o2& BlES A odF9 S
dAH BH/NEFFH AN oF 1R Azt
e T8 AAlage 2AE/FA isolationg T3
398 7)A(commercial off-the-shelf) ZH)Aj2%]
o2 dAZE e xgo] S F/HEI Ye A
o|tH1,2,3]. #Z71A(Q)ANME 93 9YHE 33
Z1ey AT EAELe 2 d4E AR
g 8% AJHA 7l MY Z2AHAEE 5

Y AFIALTE FRALYA TR
o RS =AM GET S Y

AF, 53, AN 9L I35 W Fd AIY
2 AA AL ol FHEF di¥FZE P FuAL
de HF Az HdAZES MEsa gk B =
2HE dPo 2 AAE[M4]E Gordisdl 23 A
XE Fa P56 R ATFY7]NA Y F=
A Y (structural synthesis)& o] 83t} Ay Az
3 2 damperZ FAIE GAUIEEJ o3 A=A
g TZE] d99 AR 7)|AYE ge AL
uiate] 83 58 ¢ ddwyg AAsn
FRAAL A E B3l B UYe {848 #Ud
v} k. B oA isolatorg isolation w4
FxEHN BEstd olE RIE FxEBLZ A
ggozd AUANL dREEE AR e didFR
E A} (baseline structure)d] ¥3 8¢ AL &
Hek 8 7&7] df&o gojo AR 7uYg g
© TF2E9 &3 isolation Aol wWi¢ A& 3 0]
o}.
£ LoMe [(4]9 AT7FERE gt oiEE
HAY 35U 5L Ze @AEEYd o3

- 287 -



AN F2E0 4949 AAF 71AYE e A
Fol Wall T2FIYE )& A T3 &
o A E AAER, FAALE 53 A
Y §e48 A5

2. MA ol XM 7

A3y @AuEE o3 AzE FREBo] ¢
9l9] AR 7YYL We FLd did 22
AYE ol 83 ALAHY 53 ¢ AHE A8y
@Pul2Ed 93] AAE FREL baseline
structure2 ©&t3, @AvlEE & AAHE A
$& baseline structured] ©APIELEZ} R7}E o]
FZH7C] dojd ALz AR A9 A=
F 71394 9% 53 &EE TFI7) A8 7=
A A= & Fig. 13 o] gt
&, ((=iset)v F2HEEL dojuA] fYATY 7
XA & F3 §ES <duA e R A
FE AfPoln, M=bsef)e AR 71WY¥L 14
Hog e &, @AnES 429 AHE ¥
o]t}

ojFA AHE Afxol disl AIHAA 9
$3 €¥& Duhamel Fd| g} e o]
B2EY 5 9t

Xi| —| Xy
[ xb} _[ fb}h 1)
R heG= 30 Dot S e
A71A FYA ke 271ZA A% FH 9L
YEl, A(HE impulse response function® &
A o33 2ol 28 ¥z Yepd ¢

hii(t) = ;‘/’%?t (2)

40
i —tiout .
L o T Sin @yt

p=r+l Wgp

A7l r& FZRHA A =, baseline structure?)
A 2 E=(rigid body mode) 4, N& AAAH/T
.)[:I ¢‘L-:T :ﬂ—-ﬁ-%]% EEO]—?—; wnp, wdp, Cp“f Z]‘
Z} pAl ¥iz4 LRAFSE, B I/HIFSE P
2g e,

TEHEZ F, vy S0 E Rld mEg 3
M9 A9 {fl= Fig. 19 AFx Fojo) w2} o}
=3 o] & F A

£ =fia‘= {0} . ?3)

fo =+ fi=—fill xp~ ».x,-9.1)
A71M AR exte F2EA A FRA FAg
e YL, FHA v F2WUH B B
€ Yehla, ye AR dwrjagoeln.

4 @& A M AYsHA chew e wAF
(nonstandard),  Bl& ¥ (non-homogeneous) 2%
Voltera W& #(integrodifferential) A4 & A&
T Aok

X; '__
{xb} - @)
f[hi(t—1¢ hp(t—1 0

TS ) e
A @)o2REH ¢ 5 UKo BAVILE 93
A" 799 53 2EE baseline structure?]
impulse response function® 2 Hg| 78 4 gjr}.
A DE MHHFez2 T AL HAHoz By}
371 W&o FASY UL ©ddtdo} s,
2 =2dAMe HEWAYY FAEgyyer 7}
F DA ME dE] AMEEE AlgEE Y]
& =939 sig F3tazal ok 4 4)F Atga
EF YL o83 o3} AFYE ey e

AR YE 48 F A

(5 =-] =l 6

Xy,
=

{x)"=—[AL{f) (6)
q714 A ee  e(=eset) =UIT, [Ae

o3 2o} AlXtE

Liwy 0 0 0 0
L Ly 0 0 0

(4= |4, ath)r L)y 0 0 (
: i : 0

GHhady Athg)aet Lh)as . LLih,

A7 ne&  AIFE A, dt=t/nold,

(hs(D)e 4 @o2RH Ten o ANY
# sl

-288-



(hg()y = gfﬁfﬁt ®)

psp
B, bt
p=r+l Wqp

4 Gyl Hxe] #, ¢ EF v FE XY
3l7] Q& o]& AFHoz Er) s oI
Z& iteration scheme& £l & 3t

O {f}& 7137

@ {(x.)'& AXIL

@ Add {x}2¥E {x), {z)°8 A
HAEFTAEY oR)3e EAHEESY
HAY  sE-ds FdezRH (f)e
A A 4FgH}

@ M2eol As® {(flozrH
A ARG}

@ fl:%}—zj {xe}‘new_ {xe}.aldgeol ‘ﬂ-é

W72 @ 3 @9 vAE wE @t

sin(wgy + kJY)

{x.}"&

3. XM off 3 pE

B =294 AAG P F848 AAE
9138 Fig. 20] ®<Ql uig} o] 1A{E AF-2Z
g AE AASeE B FZE(baseline structure)?)
gcte] 1A% HIMY AXHY.dashpotz EIHH
v BAvSE(TREAY R/HE)E AAsd AX
B 118 &t isolationdle A E XA
qdz gy FAALS 98 BE FFIT 20
9 AFEE ZE 107]9 G RE F884 2
g slgen, AME s MathworksAlg)
MATLAB®E A1g8ld =z a9y shqich Fig 29]
= ALE A% A SAXT 84 vehgien,
Fig. 30l @AvSEY udy 2zyg-¥YE
=A &

FEFAAYEA A T3 3G HY A J G
=8 ZAF37) 93l Fig. 26 Jvehd vie} 22 A
AR WYr|nge] ozt B FYA e FPEd
Z, AFE 1199 T3 &7 Aoy Asln
S48 #HNYY &, SAYVEEE IHH AA
A9 vXY $FUANL Y AL Fe
7l Fig. 4ol TA&EAT. 543 shaidygel
JME AIZHAES 98] MATLABOG A 2 Fde
ODE45% < (Runge-Kutta-Fehlberg method with

adaptive time integration method)& ©|&3& %2
o, LIRK wAENE E7] A& A
Newton-Raphson W#-& A}&3t9c) Fig 4olA
HRo] A4 4E 7] 93 =0 FAHY 3y
o] FFTE BFIH7] AsfME ARFE Yo
e FA%E & 5 e, o] F¥ 4t=0.0
s Ard dae FAFHA #AY A A
YAFE & 4 A 2HU ARFES A H
s AEEE 4 G A P [AL1Y 27
((eset ARFEF XA NFE 7N) X (eset AHF X4 X
AEE )7L WS F718H7) qE o vl @
< AAIZre] apEn. mats R4 o
3 FH 3H oS N HEHOE S}
AN e AZtFE AQ71Ed digd d37F ¥
o]FojHol & ot & Ao AAME 4 (8)
o2 FolAEe  baseline structure®] impulse
response functiong A& 7] s 2E AE
A, ¥4 e ZIFH HYE EFs)
© 2enhg NP EA ANASE FINE F
Ak

¥, Table 1ol& & FAAL 2do disf 72
Al o3 T4 ¢ M FAAHA Ay
< 9% ALATLE mludgck. £ AHAFALE
Pentium III 5505 PColA 43§ Z3}lo|r}. Table
1o HZo] F43 AU A9 2L dH
g 47 98 288 FREAAYA A ALLARE
< 544 MYy 4 1/498 ¢ F Utk
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Fig. 1 Definition of the physical coordinate
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Fig. 2 The numerical example

Fig. 3 Load-deflection curve of the
nonlinear spring in the example

compared with those of classical
analysis



