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‘Development of Efficient Vehicle Simulation Program

for Construction of Driving Simulator
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Fig.1 Structures of vehicle models.
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Mass Rel.coord. | Constraint
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Model 2 12 26 11
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Fig.2 Steering response.(V=100km/h)
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Fig.3 Comparison of the steering responses of
each model.(V=100km/h)
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Fig4 Computation time for1second simulation.
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