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Fault of Train Door Anti-extrusion Function
Mis-triggering and Countermeasures on FAO
Metro Line
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Abstract During operation of FAO (fully automatic opera-
tion) metro lines, the frequent occurrence of train door anti-ex-
trusion function mis-triggering fault has affected metro opera-
tion efficiency severely. In-depth analysis is carried out from
perspectives including anti-extrusion principle of the door, door
state, internal-external pressure difference of the vehicle, and
targeted countermeasures are formulated.
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Fig.1 Curve of train door displacement
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Fig.2 Pressure difference changing curve of door No. 3 clos-

ing process at Baoshan Station
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