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Fig. 1 Rotor-bearing system with pedestal looseness
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Fig.3 Displacement of the looseness shaft end in the y

direction

0. 8,48 5 RNy 0. 1, KA KR 200, 73055 A A%
G016 A R SCHE P8R A R 0 SRS 3 2 B A T
WL 4 AT AR SR A B TR BBl
TH 0L EACE] 70 ACLUG - 3R 22 BRBULF A /) » 3
PEHEAS F B A A5 5 T e P 9 3 A R RO e i 1
R B A T BE L AR [ R S S BORAE T ik
T IR TR 1) A R W S T A ST 08 A B 1 Y
FLACSUE DL A B TR . 3R 3 O MR B 1Lk
XA B 2 B R 45 2R TR 200 AR LS . 15
G0 ot A B 5 WO e A B TP 45 2R A R 22 R RO
A 4.850 0X 10 "m* 5 1.518 3X10 "m*, i B4
A i A B 0 Y TR B o e iy T AR S AL ik
1% 52 35 A 1 PR 4 SR B KR 22 3k 110, 1004,
R 3 A% T R D A R B AR 22 T 15,57 0

.
>
=
>

150

B4 Skt il 50k 5 AL g s % 58 1 15 25 eR Bt ¢
Fig.4 The error function curves of the improved algo-
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Tab.3 Comparison of the identification results between the

improved algorithm and the traditional algorithm

B o e Wt 1
o/m 4.202X107(110.10%)  2.050X10~"(2.50%)
Fp/(Nem™) 7,646 X10° (4, 42%) 7.706 X10°(3. 68%)
Fp/(Nem ™) 2.728X10°(36.40%)  2.314X10°(15.70%)
p/(Nesem™)  6.343X10%(9. 38%) 6,266 10%(10.49%)
e/ (Nesem™)  2,406X10%(20.30%)  2.173X10%(8,85%)
E./m’ 4.850X10°7 1.518X10°

3.2 EREMHBEREZRINERNZIE

15 55 35 A5 AR 1) 28 5 38— W U A 0,000 1~
0. 1. DAHAZRAS fe i TR IR0 o etk i) 3ot % B3 1k fig
DIARS R A S e AT st AL R Ak . Oy 17 W ik st
LA R B AU 5 T AR A SR T
SRS BRI GER. ’ 5 kgL Bk A s
PSS AR AR g . B 5 (a) AN ] AR S
NS R R 22 R & 2 LA R 22 R
B AR S R ) AR b il 2 B e B AR B TR BDRG BE  R 2E
PRI /N PUBIRE E RE . NE HRRT LUE AR S R
MO 3G 0. 3. 157 25 R FIGE W8 /) » 2 LIRS
Bl A8 S R A R B R s A S RN 0.3 B 1, 1R 25 b
AL iR sh AR /N AT 3 LB 1 47 F 48 A A il
) E R X UL AR R KT 0.3 J5 - B B IR B
BAZAR TR, B 5(h~D 558 & 0S5
ISR . IR ] DU Y, 45 0 2 5000 R 51 45
SRR AR 5 R ) AR b 5 1R 22 pR B AR S R I AR AL AR
— B, B AR SR A O TR A A A O P 1)
SR 3T o 156 BH RN B B AR S 2R Y 1S R R R 5 AR
SERR T 0.3 Jg7 - P45 5 BN e 3l s 3 OE AT
T RN B A B4R W K B AN P b A
RO = o B nr A, AR R 0. 3 B, et
WAL R B T B SR R KT 0.3
B TRUBIDRG B JF AT B 2 T R U R A8 S AN 2
il A et A2 BR 1% 1 st A% A5 XL 3 O W A e A
TR SR b 3 1) B S50

3.3 BEXM#HBEEAREZRINERNZIE

TE S PR 2R 48 52 B W R 400 DR B A W
5T OIS TR 56 B2 4 IR 7S R AU S £ 5 5
S B TR PR EE . RBIERINIE 6 5
T APR . NIEL 6 hn] DU HY L Bl A W RS 5 R Y 4
R+ R 22 PR RIS SR 114 B R 130 ] MR A 2 R AR
SRR . R 4 AAFIEE XA T & D SEL
A PR 48 58 L RS A 2 BT 5 HORS JBE O A T A b B
A Ve 75 5 R 1 96 0 T R ARG 3O ol T i A
ANSHRER A R W DEAF 5 O e B AR MR 2 e
WOnT LU H B A PR o B2 2 I A R P R ) 99 o T
AR 9. M ml DL L Y MR 9 )8 AN R T
102010+ 4 > S8R 1R 22 29/ T 3006, DLW %36t 1%
FEHA R PURARES .

4 BETLNESHETFIRRINSHY
1R 5l

SRS R AET AT 2 T RERE 7 5L 00



450 & s K 5 2 W %38 &

E,
A 2

=]
=
b
o
—_
T
«Q

1. 7
0 0.10.20.3040.50.60.70.8091.0 0 0.1020.3040.50.60.70.8091.0

E/10°m’

'ﬁi%%‘& % b3 ,%#41{_
(2) E, ©) Ky

S
HEm
e
i

¢/ 10°(Ns * m")

.0
‘90 0.1020.3040.50.60.70.80.91.0 43070.1020.30.40.50.60.70.80.9 1.0

i =972 I =873

@, ©) ¢,
PS5 ot ast % Bk 1 IR S 4 SR A S R 1 A Ak il 2k
Fig. 5 The curves of identification results with mutation rates
x4 TEREFGTHHECEEENIRANER

Tab. 4 The identification results of the improved algorithm under the noise

NEe 7 o/m EFp/(Nem ™) Kpp/(Nem™) p/(Nesem ™) pp/(Nesem ™) E./m*
To M 2.050X10 1(2.5%)  7.706X10°(3.68%)  2.314X10°(15.70%)  6.266X10°(10.49%)  2.173X10*(8.85%)  1.518X10 *
1% 2.077X107*(3.85%)  7.843X10°(1.96%)  2.349X10°(17.45%)  5.509X10%(21.30%)  1.684X10%(15.80%)  7.073X10°°
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Tab. 6 The identification results based on test signals
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