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AA 2 ZAME AFR 3 FH 290l AH AR Aol dA}r] AWM AF
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29 FA0 g Bl s gloy A e FHAP EAZE Fa FEHAEA
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LPG(liquefied petroleum gas : A4 F7l2)98E FLHo) vusty (724 €4
7t A7) Qo] ©@3l5d 2 olAslgAe WEFH AfdA HEHE AN EF, Aa
AEE] wEFo] FHol FAAER Hrhdn gich wEA ARAAME 7| d A AP
o2 AFAZHE LPGIE AFAZ AFIES AFstn At AW LPGE &8 A3},
YAEA BAE vlFste LPG 447t 24 226 JAFH FAE 3o T3,
LPG % A A9 Z¢ AY 59 dHo| ik =3 LPG FUA 7t&F el @E FF,
A2 A7 o2 A3 £& FEFTY 59 € TAAE A2 U7 HEA LPG FUA
NAAREL H42EE7] A8 A7 A3 aFHAA R JrH345]

ANd(seal)e LEE FA9 FHE A, YR o]EF AL ALsr] AT FA
Z f¢ BY L7 59 5RO AAEEHE ALARET BE AdE gFHo]
7R AEolA A9 oi¥E Ao o3 D5 e FHIA dH.

LPG $Ax2L Ao A5 A t7] Fo2 7127 FEHE RS BAd<} stz
PR Aol g4 ZzEth A FALZEL J8E FYY o 2 FES AGDE}E 0-¥
gho] A go] gt a2y 0-Fo| AsHAY g&FY sh2e] A4S HAE F7 YA
At gEA 2 dFdAE 7t2 FYA LPG A x=ZoM Y ¥ HFAAE % s
7] 98ted AR, WEEHA, WetRAJ o] £330 xzo] 0|3 PTFE AAE A3
HAgE d23a NS AAsATHE).

2. Ay

2-1. A=

LPG X xZd Mo taza Ade HEEAHLS nF37] A8 AF FYF7F =5
Eao] AAFAAN Aldo] ¢EE wEE ey, o] F 7lagtE Jtete ¢ o E A
o gae BTt AF Al AF FATY LPG FAEY A2Y2 Alo]dlE Imm
9] 743 o] &AetA ®rt watd daz AYY FAE ImmBEo ZA ARSI gFo] o
FOANEE 3o YEHSE FHIEE .

LPGE BE 18kg/cm’e] 4oz x3Fo] FYSH, 27kg/em’7tA g ol 45shd ¢
ARA e BEoZ 7pAFo] AudTh gk 27kg/em’7t o AEYYolgn & £
th B AFME H A5YY ol ANNE ASE B3] 98 35key/cm’(3.531MPa)
7HA 48 & deAA s

B ASEANS §8849E ol &3td A4 feiAE Add o IS5E &4
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Fig. 1 3D mode of LPG filling unitl and the finite element model of disk seal

Table 1 Material properties

Properties PTFE
Modulus of elasticity, GPa 0.46
Density, kg/m’ 2190
Poisson's ratio 0.46

-HEE AL HAHE Rd2 /A d4E £35A P E =RdAME PTFEY ©

= 3 & & EAZHE Ogden 23 RHE 7R vlHdyg A%

Ao FEFPE X0k B3 tlam A 3F FAT, FARE Ao
2 038 A &3 AF7].

2-2. a4 4 24
Fig. 1& x> 33 Ed3 t2=3a Ade] f¥#ad 243 23¢ 290t 24
L% SAESEAY ALEF a3 AFY FYTE desstd AyE Y6y

B

th &40 PTFE) Hl3) 3E4A2 8 239 4% FY3e W0 nf$ 2o upely

023 AYvkg "y z ndydsigon A3 3 2T AA2 s,
NS 22 0 47484 REE RAYsgion, mdd e 44 FEzeady

MSC/MENTAT 3 MSC/MARCE AH&3 %t}

2-3. Taguchi method

TR SAXY AXE T AAYG 489 HAxAE AAse &S FE o
ERAY AEZL JPE AL 20E HARRMoZ AASA HA, EA4X 9] AAXE SNH]
Tl & F UAv B dFoAE HaI AdolA FASE cauchy &3, B EFH Z2o)
gl grol Ztow £ A9 SNHIE AMEdte TAEA S HE3den, HEFHEH
3 Zo] EF4F F& HE¥ATE UEe SAXNE o5 S HEsoh SNulZF & 3
7t AARJQAIEC] Yz Ao BAsE 8 HFEHNN & RS AU ¢
T3 U85S Fdrsted aRHYE 9udtt =3 2 =EdAME SNHE AlL3ld
AA FEtrElSo] HAAHAN v S ol EAYS T3 EA&Nz, &4 Fev
B Eo] EAZ nAE 7198E A A8

Xodm o 2

2-4. 47 SAvE s AR
Fig. 2& 023 A2 AMAAE 98 A2E Uehd 1ot AYHAS 9% A%
Se AU W Dy, AY 258 AE Dy ALY A t9 AU 138 E wel 47}
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Fig. 2 Design parameters for optimized LPG filling unit using Taguchi method

Table 2 Factors and levels for Taguchi method

4 Factors
AD) :mm BD:) :mm C{) :mm D{w): mm
3 Levels
1 14.00 21.1 1.2 14
2 12.75 22.1 13 15
3 11.50 23.1 14 1.6

Az AQATG 94714 Ade EEHC] A 3] A aFE A DI ALl A7
& FYIA HAAHATY EF LPG FAxZ &3 AldE ZFs}r] i wE 281
T FAxE 7HEAE Yo A% IHPTE WASH] A Wi ALEE H5 4
Z} 0.5mm= AR FUc

Table 25} o] E% 4749 SeveEL2 7z 3749 o2 HASGAG. ol 2] F
449 sarle g 35F02 Yol 35FA AaMIE LGEYPL A8sgon Table
3ollM ehh Y.

3. @423 2 23
AN RF FAT FHxF AYH] AFHAA Ade G2 B Shagel F
83192 W Aol cauwchy$, AUNAYE, A0 Y3583 BISHAT,

Table 3 Analysis layout of orthogonal array table of Lg(3*)

Factors
Analysis No. A B ¢ D
1 1 1 1 1
2 1 2 2 2
3 1 3 3 3
4 2 1 2 3
5 2 2 3 1
6 2 3 1 2
7 3 1 3 2
8 3 2 1 3
9 3 3 2 1
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Fig. 4 Cauchy stress distribution of disk seal at P=18kgy/cm®
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Fig. 5 Max. cauchy stress according to gas pressure and various Taguchi models
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Fig. 6 Max. strain according to gas pressure and various Taguchi models
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oF 118~120MPa2] wi-¢ %& &go] HAsY, 2d 2, 4 9= o 87~90MPa2l $8o], &
9 1, 6, 82 o 59~61MPa} HluH @& o] BAET} ol A cauchy$Ho] 2
FYTA g8 4F JFE WS ZA 27 g2 Jelvde didolth hFo 2% 4%
o] 7] &l g Jo] wlE] wj§ Howmz sihFHo] FIHE o] FrlelA @
on 93]y 7tgeR 3ty taa AdY ARV HE e Fdo) LS ¥

o] okzby ZAdE Zdo] el
Fig. 6(a) 489 ZF7td @& taa Adols 2se o ¥88S Yelz e
™, Fig. 6(b)E 18kg/em’ ¥ wf T3 Ajdo] wE HYES Z 2o wet FAF 239
opZ R

Zolrh, vt 22 FRAE WAFIYE AU JeEz Ao by §
HMBES e AFS 2t Z5E 24T 5 Aok 22s ¥FE =3 S4A A5&
#Bdsts T8 7150 ok & A7 daa Ad2 d5Fol 3 & 9FS da y

73 gdAFHA AFHY L
oAt T A ole Y :

18kg/cm’ol A Bas® 2d 3 578 oF 0.33~0379 L WHEo YAsY Td 2
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E FEs vy RAeE fdudr)
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Fig. 7 Contact normal stress contour distribution of 6th model at P=18kgf/cm2 and the
measuring position
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Fig. 8 Contact normal stress from seal edge according to the arc length at P=18kgf/cm2
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Fig. 9 Contact normal stress from seal edge according to the arc length at P=35kgf/cm2

By, tam Ade] 4Ews vpgde] $8E5A WS JEbd afelth Ho FE4H
$HL AY FAWHFo] A HATE FF FUATFY B9 AU HEHAH @
Ase, ANde dEFEE SA] A AF FYT, FHEY AT YRR HFde
REAME BHEEA

Fig. 8(a) 720 18kgy/em’®d Wl tjAa3 AYe) wig WA Fig. 79 239X & o
2tA @EAg a#Zolw, Fig. 8(b)E taza AYY HF HolAd ZAYAXNE wekx #F
g aejxolt}, =8 Fig. 95 Pkg/cm’e 7hagto]l A8d o) AP (&AL npg o] A
#AF3 adZolrt vz F 2HAFANE AHEY, a3 Alde WHRAME 2d 3, 57
7F oF 135~140 MPa¢ =& 280 2d 2 4 971 ¢ 90~102MPa2] $#o], 2d 1,6 8
o] ¢ 60~68MPa¢] W3 RE FFHo| WA AU YRARZ )FEFEF $Yo] &
AHG7} A% FUF BLERY] HESE EEAA Lol FrhsieE @z #EH
ot olg FYTF L HERA t2arde] GHF AT AsA dojur] dEd
GE9) ggo] FulsE Aoz wddHY AF WS FAS Ans AHRE AL WA
Hol e vt Ao vjd SEo] HAs, ADY AT E ¢Fo] dojuA @gonz
QARZ ZFF o] Ha AArdeE AFE HATh

7z} R mg $PAole UFAT wi ZHAed $E5Fo] FEFE FEH
2|3 ggo] A2 ol FIFY WA ¢FFo] F45 Yr Aol +Fddn & F
Atk a8y RE mddAM FE25£GHo] spA 18~36kgy/cm’(1.765~3.531MPa)el
e 458 SEFAS A Aol dAAN 84S KA ke Bodch

Table 4 S/N ratios for cauchy stress, strain, contact normal stress of disk seal

Analysis No. Cauchy stress Strain Contact normal stress
1 -35.550 14771 38.527
2 -39.012 11.720 41.592
3 -41.552 9.576 43.775
4 -38.729 11.765 41.681
5 -41.377 9.207 44470
6 -35.408 16.965 38.552
7 -41.542 8.905 44,565
8 -35.794 14.655 38.302
9 -38.745 11.659 42.026
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Table 5 Affecting ratio in disk seal
Affecting ratio, % A D B: D C:t D:w Sum
Cauchy stress 3.131 2.491 92.277 2101  100.000
Strain 10398 10559  71.574 7.469 100.000
Contact normal stress 4967 2.085 86.659 6.288  100.000

Table 4% Table3914 Uehd Amujd®al & 9/f 2dL |4 st 18kgy/em’e] o
o] 28 W tyazm AlddA HAT A cauchydF, AP E, HEF2 5L SN2
el Ho|tt Cauchysd, HHEL WALE5EHCR HEFASHL YuE4Hdoz SNu &
AN o™, SNE| & ko] 45 AAA, 984 SHAA 53 Aot

Cauchy$-#3 Wy FHNME= 2d6o] SNH7F Ztg -354, 17.02 713 $F3ictn g9
g0, HEFA$YL 2970 469 SNHIZ 71F A%l Aotk S3 AE5HgHYL
YEAEL BYstE 71Eo] Hed RE 2doA 7p2¢ 18~36kgs/cm*(1.765~3.531MPa) ol
Ha 2 $2¥& Yz W¥Ads A4 v ¥ & A

geA HHe ALY E vellie Zd8 AAoE 69 Bdo] cauchy S8 HHFEH
A 7t & SNHlE JEEER 5% A5E& Fxdta gdn ddEo

Table 4°1A4 T8 SNu|Q & 7FA3 23 A|YoA 28 E cauchy S8, HYE,
HAEFA G Fge vA e AAEY 719 &S TBolEAHPE o839 AAsle Table
59} zro] YR

Table 5914 JEbd AT o] cauchy$8, A8 E, FEFASHAA d2a Alde F
A 7} 2+zt ok 92.3%, 71.6%, 86.7% 2 7t & AF L vAE= Aoz el

AFFYTE EAY AZYBEAA Imm BlF AA7A dASA A4YdH=2 iz
Alde] FA to] et ¢4FEo] WY, F d23a ALY 5T AFAAYE FrH
714 2 AFL uAE 4F5E ARG E Fo A A 1P @ 5 Aok

4. 4%

2 =%dAMe LPG FAXEAA d8 4 A 7l29 F4& UAS = d8AA2A
0O-8o] o]& 2x17el YRS dasis Uiz AYe ngstgon, 253 dA2ASs 9
A& FEE 7 de A4S vU7H AdEHH AP S o83 st Ad ¥
2ol AASLE A8 48y AAE M FELE Yol IR bgFA sMEGS AL
Fom, ALY DFAAE Hrtety]l AA cauchy S8 #H HIPEL FAEALE, HEFF
€82 THEAS 44 HLste BEEA

A st Y23 A A9 4714 A2} F FA t7} cauchy S8, MY E, HEF3
Sl 7t 2 IFE vAE AE ¢ F ARey, 5 JFEATH FAHE Iy
A= A FAC g Hdg dAZ das ez gddch £ WFH Dy, 93
Dy, 2F29 T wt H23 ANy AT vAe F&Fo] nu|g zeE AR
EAZ HA Fethd 4AY &ol4 & 8 FAA R t22 DY AFde 93$ v
A e AL BHEY

B =FdAe 4o Dy 1275mm, Dz : 23.1mm, t ¢ 1.2mm, w : 1.5mm¢ 2 46o] <k
AAQ cauchy &8s HYE el YB8AS FASIER 7HF $5¢ 2dolgt & 4+ 3
o}
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