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Analysis on Impact Force and Deformation Behavior of the Baseball.
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Fig.1 Static load and displacement relation (Soft ball)
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Fig.2 Static load and displacement relation (Hard ball)

Soft ball : 6 =20mm

Hard ball : 6 = 10mm

Fig.4 Static analytical results(Mises equivalent stress)
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Soft ball : V4=70km/h Hard ball : V4=69km/h

Fig.5 Experimental results

Table.1 Experimental results

VO Vl V2 V2 At &nax

Ball v
(km/h) | (km/h) | (kmv/h) 1 (ms) | (mm)

77 70 41 0.58 5 24.6
Soft

112 96 44 0.46 4 27.1

77 69 39 0.56 1.5 6.9
Hard 102 89 48 0.54 1 10.8

133 119 65 0.54 1 14.3
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Fig.6 Dynamic FEM analysis conditions

Fig.7 Dynamic FEM analysis model
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Fig.8 Impact force

Soft ball : V;=70km/h

Hard ball : V;=69km/h
Fig.9 Dynamic FEM analytical results (Mises equivalent stress)

Table.2 Analytical results

Vi V, Vv, At Omax FZmax
Ball v
(km/h) | (km/h) 1 (ms) (mm) (N)
70 27.9 0.40 5.02 34.5 2141
Soft

96 30.4 0.32 4.81 37.3 3150

69 49.5 0.72 1.38 10.5 6314

Hard 89 61.3 0.69 1.28 12.6 8522

119 76.6 0.64 1.18 154 11931

5. % &

FERB K OPRNTRE R Gk, i AEPERAN — L D Mk ok
ERNPHEE CTE 2. 2262 A0V TEARN R — L O
AT B RIRE & T o 7z,

AITIEEEE D R — LS b TR B BT L X0, 1
DGR, MR TEE2 R 2 256 OE8 S Oz >0
THEELV.

6. &

(1) BH-#\H - PG, ==—F1rxy hT—7 ZHN2H
ey F o7~ ORFBEIIE, AR SSmIEC
)69 % 678 75 (2003-2), 135.

Q) B - P, FERR— L O/ ORIE & ZL,
H AR S LRGBS 55 38 Wilas - S im Sl A,
No.017-1 (2001-3), 61.



