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Fig.3 MD of DI from forced vibration data under
grouping pattern P1: a) SCN1; and b) SCN2.
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Fig.5 MD of DI fr forced vibration data under
grouping pattern P1: a) n=6; b) n=5; and c¢) n=4.
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Fig.6 MD of DI from forced vibration data of SCN2
under grouping pattern P2.
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Fig.7 MD of DI from forced vibration data con5|derlng
both SCN1 and SCN2 under grouping pattern P2.



