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A Comparative Study on Mecchanical Propertics
of Rail Pad Material
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ABSTRACT
we investigate the mechanical properties of rail pad material according to

In this study
3 material, W

pad  Lypes. ccially, to study the application and endurance of 7T S
conducted experiments such as tension strength test, hardness test, fatigue test and wear
test. Test results showed that T material was better application and endurance than
other pad material, but there was difficulties for comparing with others because the
variations of application according to pad’ types were variable,
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