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The Finite Element Analysis and Improved Structure Design of

Cushion Packaging for Electric Water Heater

Yang Xiaojun, Lan Qingshan,Chen Sheng
( Mechanical Engineering College, Hubei University of Technology, Wuhan 430068, China )

Abstract: The problems on the original cushion structure of packaging product for some water heater were analysed.
Then the element model has been built, and the main reason of falling damage was found by the simulation analysis. Based
on this, the static & dynamic optimized design scheme of the product was put forward. Finally the optimal model of
structure is obtained by comparing the results of them.
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Fig. 10 Four dropping comparison of water heater stress
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