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Analysis and Treatment Measures of Braking
Not Relieve Trouble of Metro Train

YI Yonggiang, CHEN Lei, WEI Song, GUAN Kai-
kai, LI Dayong

Abstract Braking not relieve failure is one of the common
faults in metro vehicle operation, fault handling efficiency di-
rectly affects the quality of train operation. The basic principle
of the train braking control system is expounded, taking the
braking not relieve failure of the Qingdao Metro Line 3 train as
an example, the causes of the failure are analyzed, and corre-
sponding solutions and optimization measures are proposed.
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Fig.1 Topology diagram of Line 3 train EP2002 braking

system network
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Fig.2 Relationship between Line 3 whole train system and

EP2002 braking system
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Fig.3 1/0 of smart valve
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Fig.7 Braking non-release signal
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