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Research on Works of Luo Xianmei, Inheritor of Jingzhou Carved Preserved Fruit

WU Wei, ZHOU Shaozhuo
( School of Packaging Design and Art, Hunan University of Technology, Zhuzhou Hunan 412007, China )

Abstract: The technique of Jingzhou carved preserved fruit has enjoyed a long history. It is one of the non-
material cultural heritages which perfectly combines delicious food with handicraft. The works of Luo Xianmei, the
representative inheritor, covered extensive subjects in patterns inclusive of flowers, birds, insects, fishes, fowls, beasts,
calligraphy paintings and personal characters. The main artistic characteristics of Luo Xianmei’s carved preserved
fruits were embodied in full composition, vivid profile, devoted color, pattern techniques with reference of fusion, rich
subjects, and auspicious connotations. Carved designs indicated Miao people’s pursuit of better life and worship for
totems as well. With the distinctive art feature and high aesthetic value, Luo Xianmei’s works of carved preserved fruit
reflected the collective wisdom of women of Miao and Dong minorities.

Keywords: Luo Xianmei; Jingzhou carved preserved fruit; type of decorative pattern; artistic feature; cultural

connotation

(E4% 62 W)
Numerical Simulation of Mechanical Properties of Green Corrugated Honeycomb

Composite Cardboard

LIAO Zeshun, MA Wenshu

( Guoguang Electric Co., Ltd., Guangzhou 510800, China)

Abstract: The edge compressive strength and bending strength of corrugated honeycomb composite board and
honeycomb paperboard were compared. Using finite element method, the material, material consumption and size of the
two kinds of paperboard were strictly controlled, and the structure effect on edgewise compressive strength and bending
strength was decoupled from many factors. The numerical models of two paperboards with large sample size were
established. The buckling analysis method was used to simulate the edge crush strength of the two kinds of cardboard.
At the same time, the bending strengths of them were analyzed. The results showed that the edge compressive strength
of corrugated honeycomb composite board was about 30% higher than that of honeycomb paperboard. The longitudinal
and transverse bending strengths of corrugated honeycomb composite board were 75% and 92% higher than those of
honeycomb paperboard. The bending strengths of the honeycomb paperboard in longitudinal, transverse direction were
basically the same.

Keywords: corrugated honeycomb composite board; honeycomb paperboard; finite element buckling
analysis; edge compressive strength; bending strength
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