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Objectives

e Analyse previous EBS concepts.
e Determine a design framework.
e Develop a conceptual design based

on the optimal configuration. velocity = 278 m/s

o vely. i fwith - assembly based on the review of literature.
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ccursively, Improve concept wi . . . | | | b (Friction Coefficient) e Design a pneumatic circuit that is suitable for the system.
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Braking Distance (m) e Produce a final design with an implementation plan.

e Expand on the existing Matlab code to optimize for number of
brakes, rod dimensions and piston diameter.
e Select materials for brake pads, bushings and other parts of the

concept stage. [7]
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