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Fig.2. Average of FO of actual jet-fan (18/feb to 25/jul/2003)

Table 1. Average of F,, value and Diagnostic accuracy
of damage detection

Looseness[%] Average of F~, Diagnostic accuracy

0 0.84 99.45%
40 14.5 99.98%
60 15.6 100.00%
80 215 100.00%

100 24.6 100.00%
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