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Discrete element parameter calibration of micron sized powder
particles based on JKR contact model

HAN Wei, WANG Shaozong, ZHANG Qian, TIAN Yuhang

(State Key Laboratory of Advanced Forming Technology and Equipment,
China Academy of Machinery Science and Technology, Beijing 100044, China)

Abstract: In order to verify the feasibility of the discrete element method to calibrate the discrete element simulation parameters
of micron sized particles, a powder reactive dye with particle size distribution of 10 ~400 pm in the printing and dyeing industry
was selected as the representative to carry out the parameter calibration test. Performing digital image processing on the pile image
in the test of measuring the accumulation angle of the dye, calculateing its accumulation angle and use this as the response value,
selecting “Hertz-Mindlin with JKR” as a contact model, the Plackett-Burman test was performed to find the three most significant
factors affecting the flow characteristics of the dye. Two steepest ascent tests were carried out to determine the optimal value range
of each factor. Then, according to box Behnken test, the second-order regression model of accumulation angle and saliency
parameters was established and optimized, and the best combination of saliency parameters was calculated. Finally, the simula-
tion parameters were used to carry out the verification test, and the results were compared with the measured values of physical
experiments. The reults show that relative error of the verification test is 1. 19% , which proves that the parameter calibration test
is feasible.

Keywords: micron sized particles; powder reactive dyes; parameter calibration; discrete element simulation; accumulation

angle; second-order regression mode

THOR G AU S A Dy — b DL G b SO, 7 A 7 I P A T St o B B | ik L AR
B agsgiR Y, BR, B TEMORRERY RS, T O SR RS
BUHAR | $EHE, SEAEMR RS, AR T APE SR AT, B, A BEHRFEBOR SR
TR BRI S8, ERR AR HOR Sh MU , LU T8 S XS P IT AR B A ATURCRE B R i DR e 2 1R AL

WrFs HEl: 2021-06-24 , &[5 H H#7:2021-09-13,

BEEWB : WEAHE SRR E , 45 :2016 YFC0700905 - 04,

FE—IEEE N F5(1994—) , 5B, DU, WL BFFE A, BFFE 07 ) R e I B R Je 4% o E-mail: 122352877 @qq.com,,
BEEEE N EHRE(1981—) , 5, D04, 18+, OH50 08, BUAE W, WF5E 07 1) A Ak il o E-mail: wszbit@163.com,



563 B, 45 2T JKR AR HOR GUBOR B BT S B 61

UTAER , 7E VR R M PE S B S U EET S 05 T, B BTk B AR 2 . B AT IR R
FAEE e AR R G P BRL T B IT B R, ST B RE W T Sh AL, 7] A SR
BEhE. k. RESFRENOTHRMEEESH , X TFRRYRINS, FREBUTERM E 282
SREUY PR SL 6 3 DATUAS R AIE S8 EAEMS B L EMER S HEE oS BT, HE
AR RES SR e LI e, HSC R @B WL 5 05 B A 2 8] i ZF [ Fee s
Y, HEET R —ma b R BOZAR R R AR 72, o B A B AT A REbr 8 MBS HOT S 3., $HXT D
HORL, /NEURL . TSI R FOX AR AR B R BRI R, IRBEEE L X L—& L B a1
SR A I BB R IT T 28065 58 SE 5 - T X T35 40 T 50: 20 R R 3 /NI BURL 4 o, 2Bk R 45 e T
Feng 41V 32 tH ORE B 46 ROBEAE , W BRI T BRI R HE T B T S B0 52 525 5 41 % A [l 85 7K 3 6 ks
Wy, Grim 25" DUSERR A Wi R, 43 B T R Uk 7R 3 BE 4 R BT T S 805 E s lesh, Li &1
WS T O EE 482 28 B0 ¥ AR B SE S A 7 v, FE T B BWOTE IR IR , BUS T BN AR 4R .

H A, B B BT T S B0 e SE 5, Hox g A ) T R BRI R WA 2 2R K A I,
BPf RAOR PO 2 A TRE B 40 RO S B4R, SR T ™ 48 K BA 28 O AR HE A SR AT B HAUR , R
TG TESH RN TIERE . I TIHREMCKREBRLE G RSF T B BOT S 80bn & A1, 4= 3 3 iU
KRG BRI B, EPGAT L HORLAR 73 AR 7E 10 ~400 pum B— Rl (435 P 48t 3BF Hong FF R S Hhr &
SEH . T YRR A BB SR R S R, B S 0hr 8 SE g e R RBE B AR e . Ak,
SCI A A B R — N EE N, WA YR e T sh AR e, B T UORLIE MR S5 VR Rk
AN, 3E T JKR BRI LA . JKR 47 B “ Hertz-Mindlin with JKR” B2l |V —Fhie 3 418
fl RS JKR BEASZE ST AP 5| AT J0RLIE] 2% T8 R AOABE A, FT DA S AR B b R A X UL 22 [ P 2 A R e
Z T FomB MG/ NBORL ] ORE S5 /R o A9 SCrb i T BS SOG4 EDEM, B JKR A RI7E Ny
FE SR, X Ry AT 4wkl 3BF Hong 4TS 40hR 8 S, ASZINA5 21 i k0 4155 4 Gk E B £ B2 g i
Ni{E,i#3d Plackett-Burman SCH | 2 YR BENCH; 25 LA ) Box-Behnken SZ55 , #fk 5 B 3 2 M fff EL 5L 36
JURLHE R K/ NS R B BOTSEC SRR A I B B RER, SROEC ] ISR 70 A A A B hy Rk S50 1) 25
BOTSH, SRR v o 5 SR BRI s AL , BT R i i PR R BRI &% .

1 2% SRR

TEBUB A5 M Jw kL 3BF Hong BT XS, HAE S B0br e SE 02K , W & O HEFR A 1 2 850 s
56y PR W L AEL 5 X AR AT PE OB EA T EAG 30T , MR A1 L% B ORLAR A0 A LA B R T O IE S5 (5 B 2
SEESHIOTRRS
1.1 JKR #Efil &Ry

JKR 84 (- 1) [a] 3 ok o3 D70 1) FERECH Ak ) #E RO 191153 T Hertz-Mindlin (No Slip) ” $
R | T2 1) 325 fik /7 3£ T Johnson-Kendall-Roberts 3¢y, ik [nj S B A HAEHA S5 L Tk
R RETHE R [ AR A

* 3
FJ=4§R? - V8TAYE" o, (1)
2
o 2wAya
== _ o 2
6 R* E* ( )

K Fy B EREM S N E™ A S B R R, Pa; R™ NS E 2 m; o FEMER, m; Ay i
R R T RE,J/m”; 6 NILMESE ,m, H
Ay =y, +y;-v; » (3)

Ky, oy 45108 2 ANFURLR T AL AR R T RE, v, 0 A EER T AR, 24 AH 8 ik 4% UKL AL R ]
B,y =y, Hoyy = 0,BTLAA Ay =2y,
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JKR HERIRS T EEE /) BB BOR T JKR k1 ) B9 1E [l HE R #3823 , 1X 5 “ Hertz-Mindlin” 5 filt BERUA
[F], JKR AR 7 el 7 RO R 1 4 BB KR, SR AE— B R AR5 1) , Gilabert 251! Xt 3R E SR H1 15 BT
FES RN IE M E BE AR C MG AR o TKR b BE rp URLIRDRE G5 8 T AN AT 1 B
1.2 BRANUE

2% Bl R I E J5 v, BT RIRE SO T IR 2 BRI e R B, ER k4
B B U RHERUREA AR . XTSRS ORI A T B T MR AL B, S ORBE i LU B
IR, A B/ N TRIR SO T B A AT ILA AR HORE AR A SR AR 3 TR

UG BELRERR SR A AR ER Y

B=arctan|k|><1800 (4)
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Fig.1 Schematic diagram of adhesion between particles Fig.2 Accumulation angle tester
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Fig.3 Image processing process of accumulation angle
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1.3 FRERSENE R B TR ET

LAt EAL A ATIRR O I E B AT Pk 3BF Hong FSE-X%%5 B 47 0. 570 g/em’ , JURRIAR 43
FilnE 4 FiR . o D,y =42.36 pm., Dy, =123.09 pm, Dy =229.80 pm, P42 K 123.09 pwm, AT
H{EERER 130.42 um, R HTE 45 ~255 wm X [8] () BORLECE 73800 84. 66% , EMBAR R EEARLT
RS 5118, %45 ~255 pm FPRAERI 738 5 A X E], EBURERAR , THE T & He 3R 4 R SR A
RO, [R] B 45 57 0T S 30 1 R 45 AU 9 A ST ] B BB, gk 1 B o
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Fig.4 Dye particle size distribution chart
*1 BHRSHEER
Tab.1 Parameters of created particles
A2 XA/ pm RFRAZ/ pm Bk g % 1 R /s 7! Az B B/ A AR
45 ~75 60 17.59 8 795 0.4 3518
76 ~105 90 17.97 8 982 0.4 3593
106 ~ 150 130 24.71 12 355 0.4 4942
151 ~215 180 28.82 14 410 0.4 5764
216 ~255 230 10.91 5 458 0.4 2183

XTGURHBURLEAT MBI IR, BB WA S Frn Jukt BB B B ph R AT, 32 3l RN B B
SEHE B BCR BURL L A, (A SR A AN LI R FURLRE 11, TR I , 76 8 S JORHIURE S BT AU I, AT LA
—BOR UL ORI T D7 B4R

B S FrEmnRmEE g
Fig.5 Micrograph of dye particles
H TR AR AR A AR NS0 A3 R T B R I B R R BTG O T A58, #8155
) He o e i o AR AR T e A, L R AEA AR A b S AT E (i T Sk AR A A , R IR 1 45 i BAR S
BB L), B A 7 =R “ Dynamic” B TR R B S50 & S % L7 I AE 0K b A5 3 7= 4=
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SO, FEE O E A A RN B AR BT O B, AR5 G — B A T2 1 30% , R R
SRR S/ NERTE BT R I 2 7%, S ARAIE D ELAE G OB S8 0 # AL, D5 ECR TR € 0. 8 s FATA
PR S S S BT JA S5

2 e SRR BT ot

SRR E LR T B4 3 15 1) Plackett-Burman S2H , F RAERR Rpdn 1€ A Fp Xt HE AR F R i
RBERIFET 5 2) RBEICY L5, FI LR E B3 PR 7 AR L X ] ; 3) Box-Behnken 52, F LA S (B
FEER R T 5 R R R B A7, AT SR AR 82 PR T i B AR S R
2.1 FRESHREREZUSHAIE

BT, @1 B A BT ok B R SR B0 & 2 80 BARTE L, 4 SCHP AR R EDEM 2R A 77 i)
“GMEE” iz % , 7% [ PN SCHR Aol ABURL A S5 A B S UL S BB, W1 F E T Fiin E S 3K
R LER SR BUETE R , % T X LAAL ) EL 2 BURDRAS L Bk R BOR Y JKR 3R RERE , HLBUETE
B o D EUSE i i , IR 2

R2 BHTENSHE

Tab.2 Parameters required in discrete element methodsimulation

ZH BfH 280 BufE
Yorl i/ (kgrm ™) 570 bl Hukel i e R B 0.2~0.8
HOBHARA L 0.1~0.5 Ferl-JURRR B BE SR 5L 0.05 ~0.25
JORIBY V)RR Pa 1.0 x10” ~1.0 x 10° JURl- A5 R ER 2 R R 0.15 ~0.55
AW/ (kgem ™) 7 800 PRl EE R B 0.2~1.0
ARSI L 0.3 JObl- B IR Sh B B R A 0.1~0.8
NEMBI YL/ Pa 7 x10%° JKR #HfE/ (Jom~2) 0.001 ~0. 005
URl-JURHREE K A2 R R 0.15 ~0.55

Plackett-Burman SZH AT LUE S 55 BRI 5% H AR R, HEAANHTHKFEKZES,
MEAH T H BB LR AEIRA BEF R R t, MARORHBURLESERBUA R {E, 7t Plack-
ett-Burman SCH, 3% MR FFARE SEUR E R ARAAT I, KR APFA 2 MEBSE K, L HTREMT
WRIER 2 HFZECLEATSER K PFRE , EEAESHISE G, I3k 3 B,

%3 Plackett-Burman LI & Sk FEFR

Tab.3 Parameters of Plackett-Burman test

- K

AR K
A JORRAA L 0.1 0.5
B PR BT LI/ Pa 1.0x107 1.0 x10°
c Jubl-Je ik 2 R 0.15 0.55
D ol Yk e i R B 0.2 0.8
E bl JulhvR g e B R 4K 0.05 0.25
F PR AW ALK R R B 0.15 0.55
G - AN T EE B R A 0.2 1.0
H PR AW B BE B R B 0.1 0.8
J JKR K fE/(J-m2) 0.001 0.004
K HE #1250 ( Dummy1 ) -1 1
L HE S50 ( Dummy2 ) -1 1
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KK 3 HZHUKF-T A Z Design-Expert FfF b, BE 4 >l R, 2517 16 HLE, 745 Plackett-
Burman SEHBETH R B I HLAE R AR 4 Fis o

#F 4  Plackett-Burman SRt R{IFELE R
Tab.4 Design and results of Plackett-Burman test

Fe A B/Pa c D E F G H J/(Jrm~?) K L WM/ (°)
1 0.1 1.0x10” 0.15 0.8 0.05 0.55 1.0 0.01 0.004 0 1 1 67.93
2 0.3 5.5x10" 0.35 0.5 0.15 0.35 0.6 0.45 0.002 5 0 0 50.33
3 0.1 1.0x10% 0.15 0.8 0.25 0.15 1.0 0.80 0.0040 -1 -1 61.90
4 0.1 1.0x10”  0.55 0.2 0.25 0.55 0.2 0.80 0.0040 1 -1 65.24
5 0.1 1.0x10% 0.55 0.8 0.05 0.15 0.2 0.80 0.0010 1 1 15.63
6 0.3 5.5x10" 0.35 0.5 0.15 0.35 0.6 0.45 0.002 5 0 0 50.33
7 0.3 5.5x10" 0.35 0.5 0.15 0.35 0.6 0.45 0.002 5 0 0 50.33
8 0.3 5.5x10" 0.35 0.5 0.15 0.35 0.6 0.45 0.002 5 0 0 50.33
9 0.5 1.0x10% 0.15 0.2 0.05 0.55 0.2 0.80 0.0040 -1 1 40.18

10 0.5 1.0x10% 0.55 0.2 0.05 0.15 1.0 0.10  0.004 0 1 -1 40.30

11 0.1 1.0x10% 0.55 0.2 0.25 0.55 1.0 0.10  0.0010 -1 1 49.69

12 0.5 1.0x10"  0.55 0.8 0.05 0.55 1.0 0.80 0.0010 -1 -1 28.84

13 0.5 1.0x10"  0.55 0.8 0.25 0.15 0.2 0.10  0.004 0 -1 1 65.02

14 0.5 1.0x10® 0.15 0.8 0.25 0.55 0.2 0.10  0.0010 1 -1 37.04

15 0.1 1.0x10" 0.15 0.2 0.05 0.15 0.2 0.10  0.0010 -1 -1 17.21

16 0.5 1.0x10” 0.15 0.2 0.25 0.15 1.0 0.80 0.0010 1 1 57.19

Xt7 4 fi7n Plackett-Burman SCIG S5 SR HEAT I 22504, 15 Bl SHOTHEB A e B2 HE gk 5 B
Mo HERFLLEH,JKR RIHAE . Job-JurNRZNEEE R B0 P <0. 01, X FURLHEFR A i s el 3% ;
PR N MER B R BN P <0. 05, XHURLHE R A 1 2 m SB. 38 s T ELAR S50 P (B3R T 0. 05, XH0kL
PR AR /N FEBBENEHE L K Box-Behnken SZIG H H 3% X 3 ME I B E MBS EL
2.2 FMREHE

RS NESEOIRRAREMBEERN T Z TR HRAH,3 A8 EEF RS R A N maL
N8R IERONE , B G, ZEN@HE 3L 56 ik EATTRICHE 5 K 538, AR R R 536 3 gl K1
SEHE . BT SEE T ZE M Plackett-Burman SZIG H UL S IR, 0 T B PE T B MR, TEHE A K BUR K MH
WALEBUEA AG 9 0.2, Fll4x 2 NS EURYE Plackett-Burman SCI0HA 8 (¥ TR AY R (EH AR H o 25
BFIBSHBEX A], & BRSSP K AT # N AE =0.05, AJ =0.001, 550 77 kit
BAGE IR 6 Fim o

HRYE R BENCH L5, v AR ITE 2 ST HERA AR ZERDN, B 1 5KFF 3 S/KFHA
Xt iR 25 RAE/NEAE K, HILRTH, BARETE 1 53 SKERENSEIEZH. myEse hER
FEFR B B P A T BB, RAEER AN XIB)E, 7 REE LA 20w b & 7
o, S 1 WKL, 1 53 S/KFMAHMNREERK, FHit, AXE#HT RIEH LK, PAE
PE—B AR/ . RIS EE B K BB 555 1 M, LRI R AR WE T i
Mo IRTHLEH,2 BKFE 4 S/K AR B K2 /NEAE K, B, BT LAEEL 3 57K Rl
RS 2 4 SR R K #647 f5 42 Box-Behnken S2HG i1,
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%5 Plackett-Burman SRS BE ML TR

Tab.5 Analysis of significance of parameters in Plackett-Burman test

25 UL SR %o Bgrn Fa PfH BEWH
A -1.40 0.15 5.88 0.1419 0.7219 7
B -9.34 6.79 261. 89 6.320 0 0.053 6 4
c -2.89 0. 65 25.11 0. 606 0 0.4715 6
D 0.99 0. 08 2.92 0.070 5 0.801 2 9
E 20. 89 33.97 1.309. 59 31.600 0 0.002 5 2
F 5.38 2.25 86. 94 2.100 0 0.207 2 5
G 10. 82 9.10 351. 00 8.470 0 0.033 4 3
H -1.26 0.12 4.79 0.1155 0.7477 8
J 22.60 39.74 1532.28 36.970 0 0. 001 7 1

®6 RERFEIEAFRZITRHEXBERINT

Tab.6 Design and analysis of simulation resultsof steepest ascent test

s A HeA /() AR R 2/ %
E G J/(Jom™?)
1 0.05 0.2 0.001 15.70 59.30
2 0.10 0.4 0. 002 43.22 12.06
3 0.15 0.6 0.003 52.07 35.00
4 0.20 0.8 0. 004 55.16 43.01
5 0.25 1.0 0. 005 62.34 61.63

RT ZRERERHEXBRHREITRAEAIBRERSF

Tab.7 Design and analysis of simulation resultsof thesecond steepest ascent test

e 25 HeBA/ () AHR IR/ %
E ¢ J(Jm?)

1 0.050 0.2 0.001 0 15.08 60.90

2 0.075 0.3 0.001 5 32.03 16.96

3 0.100 0.4 0.002 0 42.58 10.40

4 0.125 0.5 0.002 5 47.59 23.39

5 0.150 0.6 0.003 0 51.73 34.12

% 8 Box-Behnken LI &It RIGELIER
Tab.8 Design and simulation results of Box-Behnken test
e E 4 JUm?) R FE E 4 J(Jem™) ER/(C)

1 0.100 0.5 0.001 5 40. 64 10 0.125 0.4 0.001 5 43.59
2 0.125 0.3 0.002 0 45.19 11 0.075 0.4 0.001 5 34.64
3 0.100 0.4 0.002 0 41.63 12 0.075 0.3 0.002 0 36.50
4 0.100 0.3 0.001 5 36.23 13 0.100 0.4 0.002 0 42.32
5 0.075 0.5 0.002 0 38.06 14 0.100 0.5 0.002 5 43.18
6 0.075 0.4 0.002 5 41.02 15 0.100 0.4 0.002 0 42.19
7 0.125 0.5 0.002 0 45.20 16 0.125 0.4 0.002 5 45.71
8 0.100 0.4 0.002 0 41.96 17 0.100 0.3 0.002 5 42.94
9 0.100 0.4 0.002 0 42.68

2.3 ZHrEFIAFENZET
HEECE ZE MR ME R 3 K317 Box-Behnken 5256, 1% B 5 41 H 0 SL5G, SEIRTT R G5 Rk 8
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Fim. BEESESGHRA N B EIH TN
B =50.43 +447.91E +121. 42G +32 545. 50] - 155. 00EG -85 200. 00E] -
20 850. 00GJ —340. 80E> —70. 55G* -2 812 000J°, (5)
FENERNE 9 iR, HEAHM,ZEIHE xG 5K E* ) P>0.05, FHAEE.

%= 9 Box-Behnken SEIGHERI FE S HT
Tab.9 ANOVA for model of Box-Behnken test

7 2R R H HEE ¥ e F1H P1H
iR 167.03 9 18.56 52.53 <0.000 1
E 108. 56 1 108. 56 307.24 <0.000 1
G 4.84 1 4.84 13.69 0.007 7
J 39.38 1 39.38 111.46 <0.000 1
ExG 0. 60 1 0. 60 1.70 0.233 5
Ex] 4.54 1 4.54 12. 84 0.008 9
GxJ 4.35 1 4.35 12.30 0.009 9
E? 0.19 1 0.19 0.54 0.486 1
G* 2.10 1 2.10 5.93 0.045 1
N 2.08 1 2.08 5.89 0.045 6
R 2.47 7 0.35
FRAUT 1. 86 3 0.62 4,01 0.106 7
gl 0.62 4 0.15
Jevil 169. 50 16

Cy=1.44% ; R* =0.985; R =0.967; R =0.819; P, =25.89
B C—ERRE, BR—HAE R, R—RIERERY, R—HgE R, P — AR HE,

% 10 Box-Behnken SEIG{E L ERI T E S HT
Tab.10 ANOVA for modified model of Box-Behnken test

7 2R R H HEE ¥ e F1H P1H
i) 166.24 7 23.75 65.46 <0.000 1
E 108. 56 1 108. 56 299.25 <0.000 1
G 4,84 1 4.84 13.33 0.005 3
J 39.38 1 39.38 108. 56 <0.000 1
Ex] 4.54 1 4.54 12.51 0. 006 4
GxJ 4.35 1 4.35 11.98 0.007 1
G* 2.17 1 2.17 5.98 0.037 1
P 2.15 1 2.15 5.94 0.037 6
%% 3.26 9 0.362 8
KA 2.65 5 0.529 5 3.43 0.128 1
Ll 0.617 7 4 0.154 4
B 169.5 16

Cy=1.46% ; R* =0.981; R2 =0.966; R: =0.903; P, =28.57,
B C—ERRE, BR—HAE R, R—RIERERY, R—HgE R, P — AR HE,
TP RAGRERL, B B3R 9 A BEME R, B2 B EESE S HBAN ZH EH 2R
B=-41.27 +317.75E +106. 81G + 32 724. 87] -85 200. 00EJ -
20 850. 00GJ -71. 67G* -2 856 840J*, (6)

SHRAMEAET G TT Z TR R 10 BiR . faRATH BEAIAY P <0. 000 1, fRALKEEIAR I 3 o
SRE. G, J,ZXEME xJ, 6xJ LRI G | J* i) P E¥BE— B, BR AT i 2.3 , /6
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BRI Py =0. 128 1, AR A 385 B 57 RECy o 1. 46% , BRIPJUE REUR® 9 0. 981,
RIEBRE R ECN 0. 966, FIHLTE REL R, 2y 0. 903, K7 & BRI FH 2 5 (AL AR R A SE B B 52 P,y Hh
25.89 #&= 3 28.57, £ b, MAAE R AR HL S R BRSE PR AR BL
2.4 EEFEBZERM S

WRIFIAAERL Ty 220 W5 2R, AT HIZZEIN E x J .G x J §) P AE¥/NT 0. 01, jematf H B 2, iR &
2 FL IR S R0 i 0 L B S8 ELEONE , 73 A RE G D 0.4 E D 0. 1, IS BT E x J.G % J f0
o7 i TG, 2 TET 6 PR o

a) REIE x J B0 o] 2% b) ZREIR G x J B L ik

6 XEIMExJ, GxJ 0 R i
Fig.6 Interaction effect diagram of E xJ, G xJ

F BT AR, S E S8 6 MEA )G, TR ATE R A, X SECE, S50 T H%00 # 2 8%
BE, XHERA B BE , ESH T MSEE XA My IR0 ; H 1 ESHE MEALE,
SR G TSHL T SR BRI AR 2% , BT B PSR T ROBNE B ZRAH X S50 G 1) il 2 BE U
M B, IS BRI BRI IER o (RIS, Ao 17 i T AT A Y 2% DR o S AR A R ) 4
BEWIFA:J>E > 6, X577 2R B4R AR

3 EBMSHA G R ERRIE
L Design-Expert §k DAY SSE S0 B AU BE (AL ELARAEL, XF O 775 — B e 72
SRR, FT75% S A5 3 St JORHIURL T S BE SR AL E = 0. 075 2. S-S 5400 B 4 R

G =0.493 LI} JKR R HE J =0.002 01, # i S8 EDEM Sk {F w47 3 IS H SL R i,
P e B A 155 SE AU SE AR A TR AR ke EL AT 7 B

LYE)IEERZE S
7 XRIMERSHAESERIOIL

Fig.7 Comparison of test result and simulation result
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