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Curving Performance of a Vehicle with Independently Rotating Wheels Driven by One Wheel
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Car-body Articulated section

Fig.2 Truck model with independently rotating wheels
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Fig.3 Lateral displacement of front wheel with drive of rear left
wheel or front left wheel (k,, =6000[kN/m])
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Fig.4 Lateral force of right and left curve
with drive of front left wheel
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Fig.5 Comparison of fateral force between right

and left curve
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Fig.6 Comparison of lateral force between solid wheelset
and IRW
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