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Fig. 1 Finite element model of beam element
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Fig. 2 Finite element model of cantilever structure
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Fig. 4 Diagnosis results of cantilever beam
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Fig.5 FEM of the complex beam structure
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Fig. 6 Diagnosis results of complex beam structure
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Fig. 7 Experimental equipment
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Fig. 8 Response at node 6 without impact
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Fig. 10 Experiment diagnosis results
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Fig. 11 Experiment results when damping changed
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