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onclusions
Top (A7) 22.3 N/A N/A 21.8 N/A N/A
Side panel center (A8 22.5 16.0 16.0 215 16.0 16.0 : : : :
: (A8) It is estimated that shocks caused by rocking are transmitted to the top
Acceleration response measured at top via the electrical-cabinet frame. RegA, where I'OCl(iIlg occurred, WwWas
Rocking and uplifting “r——— found to be great in all directions compared to UHSA, where the
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cabinet, however, was not greatly atfected. Thus, it is estimated that the
—RepA —RegG —UBSA ——UHSG | | —Regh —RegG —UHSA —UHSG | impact of shocks accompanied by rocking or uplifting was concentrated
Time [sec] on the top of the electrical cabinet.
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