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Damping Pipe for Dot Impact Printer
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Fig. 1 Schematic diagram of dot impact printer
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Fig. 2 Schematic cenfiguration of platen roll
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Fig. 3 Schematic diagram of cold drawing
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{a) Damping pipe

5 0.5 Quter pipe (steel) 625.4 X 1.0t
= i Inner pipe (leed) $23.4%0.8 ¢
5

z L

]

e S E R

{b) Conventional pipe (steel) $25.4x 1.0t
0.5

Acceleration (G)

—0.5 H 1 1 L 1 L ! 1 |

Time (ms)

Fig. 4 Comparison of damping oscillation curve hetween
conventional pipe and damping pipe
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Photo 1 Cross section of composite damping pipe
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Fig. 5 Comparison of power level hetween conventional pipe and damping pipe
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