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O i E&E T 5 2% 0.06 (Bartlett & MacGregor, 1996), 0.074 (% = 4%, 2019);
O i E73®EAAKE: 24~3.4m(Yang etal., 2018), 0.45m (Xu & Li, 2018) ;
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ZiREE LAY IFHERE - (Bartlett & MacGregor, 1996; Shimizu et al., 2000):
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FRZEFRBELIEREE T F F $(GB50010-2010)
TREA&LE C15 C20 C25 C30 C35 C40 C45 Ch0 C60
5,(%) 23.3 206 189 172 16.4 156 156 149 141

O XHERERETF 2 0.042;

O R85+ EmEEEL R Z2: 0.08 (Xu&Li, 2018);

O AERELMERENT R A4 0.074 (K &4,
2019).
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& E %% B % K (Bartlett & MacGregor, 1996)

iRt ERE - B4 RVES, HMifhs, B, L0,
A ZE 0.03 0.06 0.112 0.186

(1) FiM4E IR % L i £ 58 2
fc,i — l,l/c —l_ O'X:Ei,i — 1,...,N
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Cases 8 etk Z% MALREALAE R MR 2
Case 1 H1 H1 1 1
Case 2 H1+H2 H1, H2 1+6 6
Case 3 H1+H2+H3 H1, H2, H3 1+6+240 240
Case4  H1+H2+H3+H4 H1, H2,H3, H4  1+6+240+1024 1024
Case 5 H1+H2+H3+H4 H1 1 -
Case 6 H1+H2+H3+H4 H2 6 -
Case 7 H1+H2+H3+H4 H3 240 -
Case 8 H1+H2+H3+H4 H4 1024 -
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kil Floor Floor Floor Floor

(%) 1 2 3 4
Casel | 6.00 94.00 0 0
Case2 22.88 73.68 202 142
Case3 2357 73.10 206 1.27
Cased4 23.05 7421 219 0.55
Case5 @ 8.36 91.64 0 0
Case6 35.00 4450 1450 6.00
Case 7 10.00 90.00 0 0
Case8 1.00 99.00 0 0
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B 43 3 At £ AR
PDEMFIFMB{ESE(F(Li & Chen, 2009)

AR BMET &M TEE
®{E  0.032 0.034 0.036 0.038
Casel 0912 0985 0994 0.994
Case2 0.802 0922 0954 0.976
Case3 0.791 0924 0953 0.974
Case4 0.785 0924 0955 0974

600

500

2.8 3 3.2 34 3.6 3.8

Drift angle(%) Case5 0.868 0957 0983  0.989
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