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Fig. 1 Battery pack collision modeling approach
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structure of the collision center

x4 ZAewaEEART N ER
Tab.4 Analysis results of oblique impact of
three battery pack models

i 70 TSt E] / ALt 76 MR i .

Lt min Jpi Ay /Mpa L /mm
ikl 350 704. 2 70. 6
TR A B o A A 85 637.3 68. 14
Jo O A5 2 A TR 114 698.7 70. 49

4.3 & 0GR 5 B

B X J5 o ABE AL TRT AL ABE R RS 2 4 B AL, 75 2 3k
A 9G  DX 8 % ofr ol 0 4 W) 2 AT 2 A P R A 2R

F14 1 B8 DX 38 o o w0 i 4 BSF [) 057 B ol 28 n 7 14
Fias . KB RE Rl £ ks B — B0, S R e
AN =i N SRR S B O VA SR UL TR U e b oW a o 1
235 5 AT R, Hevh o oD S R R A RS 2
H2.75 mm,FHIRZEN 1.6% ., HitFE kG
JIim o o R, o hOKE A A A R R
2y A A R AL BB , n B &

800 % E&Emjj 80
700F — _ —— 70
600 | | 160
]
L 150 &
E 500 £
R 400} 440 %8
= &
= 300 | 430
200 - 120
100 J10

0 0
RYBE BARENEE ROEAEE
13 AN [ A6 24 fia] 4 0 B2 %o LG

Fig. 13 Comparison of responses between different models
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displacement of impact objects and velocity
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A weak-form meshfree method for two-dimensional
acoustic wave propagation in multi-fluids

YOU Xiangyu""?,  YIN Jiancheng', YAO Yu'?, LI Wei’

(1. School of Hydraulic and Ocean Engineering,Changsha University of Science & Technology,
Changsha 410114, China; 2. Key Laboratory of Water-Sediment Sciences and Water Disaster Prevention
of Hunan Province,Changsha 410114 ,China; 3. School of Naval Architecture and Ocean Engineering,
Huazhong University of Science and Technology, Wuhan 430074 ,China)

Abstract: Research on acoustic propagation in multiple fluids has important application values in naval
architecture and ocean engineering,such as sound propagation in pipelines filled with water and air,and
the detection of buried objects. There are two difficulties in solving such problems with the use of the
classical finite element method: one is the serious numerical dispersion error in the finite element
solutions under medium and high wave numbers; the other is the need to use refined mesh grids to
discretize the fluids near the coupling interface. These difficulties lead to a large computational cost for
the finite element method, and the manual intervention to generate refined grids. Compared with the
finite element method, the weak-form meshfree method does not require traditional grids, and the
dispersion error effect in its solution is much weaker, ensuring good computational accuracy and
efficiency. However, the meshfree shape functions are usually discontinuous in the problem domain,
resulting in the inability of the continuity condition of the acoustic particle velocity to be naturally
satisfied on the interface. Therefore, this paper uses the penalty function method to reconstruct the
continuity condition of the acoustic particle velocity on the interface,and proposes a Galerkin weak form
suitable for meshfree methods for sound propagation in multiple fluids. Numerical analysis shows that
the meshfree solutions is consistent with the reference solutions, and the computational accuracy and

efficiency of the meshfree method can be higher than the finite element solutions.

Key words: acoustic propagation in multi-fluids; finite element method; weak-form meshfree method;

penalty function method;computational acoustics
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Efficient and high fidelity modeling method for battery
pack collision with equivalent contact

NI Yang, LI Gang”., ZENG Yan

(State Key Laboratory of Structural Analysis,Optimization and CAE Software for Industrial Equipment,
Department of Engineering Mechanics, Dalian University of Technology.Dalian 116024 ,China)

Abstract: The power battery pack of an electric vehicle is a complex system, whose efficient and high
fidelity modeling is an urgent need for solving collision problems. This paper firstly proposes a hybrid
reduced order battery pack model,with fine modeling in the central region and centralized mass in other
parts through a simple connection contact. Compared with the refined full model, the maximum stress
error is relatively small, and the computational efficiency is improved by about 3. 5 times. Then, to
consider the effect of the boundary further,a centroid module structural model with equivalent contact is
proposed. Compared with the hybrid reduced order model, the collision displacement and the maximum
stress of the centroid module structure model are much closer to those of the fine full model. Finally,an
impact response analysis is conducted on the centroid module structural model and the fine full model,by
comparing the behaviors of the collision center point and the impact object. It is found that both models
have the similar trend in the response curves with small errors, which verifies the feasibility of the
proposed model.

Key words: power battery pack;hybrid reduced order simplified model; centroid module structural model;
bottom collision



