BEETH#®sE / Vol.18, Nod, 1996 /67

AFER) FENA-L 22T AR

Development of Finite Element Program for Automobile Crashworthiness(1I)
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Table 1 Strain Rate Coefficients for Various
Materials

Aluminium Alloy C=6,500|p= 4
Alpha-Titanium(Ti-50A) {C= 120|p= 9
304 Stainless Steel C= 100|p=10
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