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Current Status Analysis of Dynamic Performance of Motor Vehicle

HE Yong, ZHANG Xue-li
(Research Institute of Highway, Ministry of Communications Beijing 100088 China)

Abstract: Based on great amount data of vehicle examination for dynamic performances in depth analysis is made of the deteriorating
pwocess of vehicle dynamic performance and the present situation of vehicle dynamic peformance of motor vehicle, which indicates that
it is important to strengthen examination of vehicle dynamic pefomance
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