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Research on middle beam pin shaft node of hydraulic support test

bench based on AHP-Fuzzy analysis model

WANG Jie'?, ZHAO Xiankun', JIANG Biao®, ZHANG Jianzhuo', GUO Hao'
(1.8chool of Mechanics and Engineering, Liaoning Technical University, Fuxin 123000, China;
2.School of Mechanical Engineering, Chongqing University of Arts and Sciences, Chongging 402160, China; 3.Shandong Yankuang Intelligent Manufactur-
ing Co., Ltd., Zoucheng 273500, China)

Abstract: In order to improve the situation of discontinuity in the range of stresses caused by pin deformation, the mathematical theoretic-
al model of peak contact stresses after pin node deformation in the test rig was established based on the Hertzian contact theory, and the
pin node model was simulated and analysed using ANSYS software and compared with the theoretical model. The results show that the
simulation results are in good agreement with the theoretical data. Combined with the actual engineering field application, five main indic-
ators for reducing the peak stress in the contact area of the pin node hole wall were determined, namely: shaft hole gap, shaft casing thick-
ness, node plate thickness, chamfer length, chamfer angle, and the use of Minitab software to establish the main effect cloud diagram for
the three evaluation indicators: stress, tangential stress and strain; establish the affiliation function of the three evaluation indicators accord-
ing to the fuzzy mathematical theory, and use the hierarchical Analysis of Hierarchy (AHP) was used to determine the weight vector of the

evaluation indexes, and the optimal combination of parameters for the five main indexes was obtained by combining fuzzy comprehensive
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evaluation and the principle of maximum subordination, and the combination of parameters was simulated. The results show that the op-

timized pin node column peak stress reduction ratio is 58.77%, and the peak stress reduction ratio of the trunnion node is 12%. The optim-

al combination of solution parameters was applied in the field in the design and development of the 50 MN hydraulic support test stand,

which verified the reasonableness of the optimised parameters and effectively improved the service life of the centre beam pin during the

loading test of the hydraulic support test stand. It was further demonstrated that by adding slope chamfers to the pin nodes, setting reason-

able initial clearances and plate thicknesses, the peak pin node loads could be reduced to a large extent and the length of the stress range

improved, providing a reference for the practical engineering application of the design of plug-in and plug-out positioning pin assemblies

for heavy equipment.

Key words: hydraulic support; pin shaft node; Hertz contact theory; fuzzy mathematics; AHP-method; principle of maximum affiliation
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Fig.1 Pin shaft node of hydraulic support test bench
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Table 1 Material attribute of pin shaft, ear plate and column
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Fig.4 3D contact stress nephogram of pin joint node
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Table 2 Numerical comparison between finite element ana-

lysis and theoretical analysis of table pin joint

R P/MPa P/MPa el%
S 753.55 747.523 0.81
Bk 242.49 239.512 1.2
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Table 4 Calculation of parameter evaluation index of nodes with different parameters

P H/mm T,/mm T,/mm L/mm 0/(°) o/MPa 7/MPa &/mm
1 2 50 110 220 0.1 593.98 327.58 3.46x107°
2 2 53 120 240 0.2 57523 308.72 2.87x107
3 2 56 130 260 0.3 558.22 280.45 2.88x107
4 2 59 140 280 0.4 635.67 318.81 3.03x10°°
5 2 62 150 300 0.5 724.17 363.81 3.45%107
6 3 50 120 260 0.4 589.49 295.37 2.81x10°
7 3 53 130 280 0.5 665.12 333.75 3.17x10°7°
8 3 56 140 300 0.1 640.19 347.02 3.88x107°
9 3 59 150 220 0.2 571.16 307.7 3.18x10°7°
10 3 62 110 240 0.3 544.67 281.11 2.75x107
11 4 50 130 300 0.2 595.36 317.95 3.11x107°
12 4 53 140 220 0.3 534.9 287.39 3.01x10°°
13 4 56 150 240 0.4 592.7 296.87 2.82x107
14 4 59 110 260 0.5 640.55 324.26 3.07x107°
15 4 62 120 280 0.1 625.22 346.4 3.92x107°
16 5 50 140 240 0.5 615.25 326.43 3.02x107°
17 5 53 150 260 0.1 639.02 354.27 3.99x10°7
18 5 56 110 280 0.2 603.41 336.75 3.61x10°
19 5 59 120 300 03 569.95 298.35 3.19x10°°
20 5 62 130 220 0.4 576.13 288.49 2.75x107
21 6 50 150 280 0.3 558.04 298.24 3.06x10°°
22 6 53 110 300 0.4 602.67 302.23 3.10x107°
23 6 56 120 220 0.5 597.68 310.31 2.96x107
24 6 59 130 240 0.1 666.98 362.37 4.18x10°°
25 6 62 140 260 0.2 617.55 331.66 3.59x10°°
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Fig.6 Nephogram of mean main effect based on stress
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Fig.7 Nephogram of mean main effect based on shear stress
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Table 5 Parameter combination under different

evaluation indexes

W TahR H/mm T,/mm T,/mm L/mm 0/(°)
N o 4 50 120 220 0.3
VI Jie 3 50 120 220 0.3
N A%e 2 50 120 220 0.4
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Table 6 Scale of order 1~9
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Table 7 Average random consistency index of positive and

negative matrices of order 1 ~9

FEREREL RI
1 0
2 0
3 0.52
4 0.89
5 1.12
6 1.26
7 1.36
8 1.41

H ) 2 B SR A B KRR A A =3.053 6, CL =
0.026 8, CR =0.051 5<0.1, B R iFi—EhE . Kidx
KAPFAEAE A TN BORRAE 18] 2 @, (4700 — R ADEE,
R AP A5G 2HE R FE A = (a;)5a A A i o, I 3 4
TR R BRI A TR ] 12

o =1[0.393,0.296,0.311]F (11)
BRI ZE A VEM P PR E BT AR
t=GXxw (12)

Kt =[t,t0, 0 10s]" o FFIECIRIR A 255 VT 48
Frsf g E(E L3k 8.
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Table 8 Membership values of comprehensive indexes of

orthogonal test combinations

i ti i fi

1 0.555 562 14 0.555 471
2 0.789 778 15 0.323 826
3 0.923 306 16 0.611 172
4 0.593 655 17 0.252 002
5 0.158 762 18 0.470 797
6 0.820 622 19 0.767 969
7 0.449 008 20 0.885 841
8 0.299 240 21 0.821 363
9 0.734 431 22 0.705 826
10 0.977 370 23 0.717 944
11 0.663 010 24 0.123 862
12 0.918 812 25 0.463 861
13 0.806 455
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Table 9 Analysis of membership degree range of horizont-

al factors in fuzzy comprehensive evaluation

ST H T, T, L 0
>e 302 347 327 3.81 156
Dep 328 312 342 331 3.13
Den 327 322 3.05 3.02 441
> gn 299 278 2.89 2.66 3.81
Dep 2.83 281 2.77 2.60 2.49

max > gy 328 3.47 3.42 3.81 441
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Fig.9 3D contact stress nephogram of pin joint parameter op-

timization model
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Table 10 Comparison of stress peak value before and after

pin joint optimization

V(BN JJ/MPa
REPA —— - [ L/%
ALl efb)a
A 753.55 310.67 58.77
Bl 242.49 213.53 11.94

10 #HEsY AR R
Fig.10 Two-post covered bracket loading test
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