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Fig.1 Schematic diagram of impact localization algorithm
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Fig.2 Composite stiffened plate and the sensor network
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mode Lamb wave
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Fig.6 Impact localization results based on error function
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Fig.7 Diagram of impact localization error distribution
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Tab.l1 Comparison between predicted impact position

and actual impact position (error function) mm
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Fig.8 Impact localization after reducing the number of sensors
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ter reducing the number of sensors
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