539 B3 3 )
2019 4 6 A

Pzl K5 2 W

Journal of Vibration, Measurement &. Diagnosis

doi;10. 16450/j. cnki. issn. 1004-6801. 2019. 03. 028

ETHEMHLCERHRRTEMBENS

Xk, gig. HEAR. FEE
(LT R%ERE S ENRRGEEFRESLRE B ,.310027)
(2. WITT K R K B 2 BE LB S 1R %8 T/ 24 B N, 310018)

WE SRR TR R b R S 3 2 7 AR B AN AR T R B B T s O R T
a0 22 A3 AT ) 2 DR B R PRI AT o BE XA 1 E AT JRAFUAR I o B o — b e A 4 1 O A Y SR SR I B R

Vol. 39 No. 3
Jun. 2019

i 8 I R BOHOE 7 5 IR SOV G JF 2 M e AE 2 5000 U8 i R AT RS0 I T A8 L . ) OB i IR AL 1 30k
R AR A I Jolk g 285 oz A 5 A AR AR A s (] L 4R Y — A 2 R AL 2 B8R BT 1 0 R e TR 28 S 1

63

i

KRB WOCHE AR REUGW s REUE L
HmES XS THI13;TB57

5l

Tiil}

< J R PR AE T I e MR A% o A v 52 4% i AR 2 22
AR AEER R DR HE R T K P B AN T G 23 7 AR
BB, MRS BE B i X i B S AT R L O
R L il AT HEAE L OREC 2 B W RE kT R
Wi LA PF )Y RS WA R R S R et 7
2] fE S EORMENE 19 58 K5 R L i B R 12 T R
R M TR A B R A RS TE G T
PR B 452 2 [ N S22 1 R .

BUAT TG A I AR 3 A 7 R L G R
RN 3P GRS A o RGeS AR D PR R AR AR
AR S DRG JBE v 0 AR TG 35 B T 85 S i )
AR . AR i BHAS () g 7 A ) T 0 O 2
PRI LS S AR bk R A kY RS
0 3k i T P O RS i e e RS AT D
A SR A0 25 B R AT ZREUAG I & X 8 57 S 8025 1t
RGBT o Al L VR P ARG 0 T S B
PR FJE 72 A A3 I8 L S 3 D5 el 90 55 AR 2 Ak
7 2SR 33k BE A 28 1 e X (R ST R S
R X R SCHEAT R . oA A R AR ek
TR IRONS < e R R 57 R BC AT R L R BAR £k
P 75 RS AE 2 B0 L LR 75 RS AR 2 o0 R ST

»  ERERBFIL ST B H (51375434)
e Fs B 7 :2017-05-23 5 #& A H 1 :2017-06-28

PRV AR S0 28 TR A B O 5 S B BUE L T . B SRR AR G0 R 1 < AR AN () B E R AL
HEATAS I L 25 SR AR W L 0T 4 05 1k R SO W O E 3 A 1 SR T L

S T LIRS B I BOCRBOR T (R B RO AT R
AT BRI 73 Br 148 98 97 R B 2 B0l 75 Ak
ZRAME AL B R A BEAR 2 1k AR K g X 1 A
05 0 R R R A T A P B BRSBTS
SEVAESAE R N T U R AR R R R I8 S A A A
i B Ak 2 SO AR 26 R R AL L X 2R SUHE AT A I
Mezil &5 A1) FHAR A5 84 sh 38 5 v A9 0 o) 28 1] E6F 980 i
Fr A F 3 o 4 DR SR B A7 AE 5| i AR Ak TR
1Y 55 I RFAIE X R BT BB A3 BT L A5 B il
— Fof M P AR e 3 A D5 A T IR R R B
FHAE SR AR 2 52 0 ARG 445 2R 1) SC B 2 B Ol S
Xt B o M 45 R AT T RIE

AR A A PG O — PR A R R A B
P8 I S ) SO 15 5 0 A7 990 358 A+ 38 i T 0 e
A0 AR B o U i B 9 o 9 R G I SR —
ige SR A I T JE s o L B0 O g il R S BR T
R oK o AR AR SO B R I B O R B
2 10T LAAE R P PN 980 Al 7 8 AT Sl R s i
PR PR SE (— BET ik 100MHz) | 73 B R
1o P S R R A R X A A AT
GEHT LA 2 RO AE AL B A AL g AR Ltk
T P O X (ol SR SRR AT ARG I K R AV 3 T

A BT T AR R BOLE A 1R
ORI K E AL A 41 T AR VR OGS B Ok



646 & Zh. W

w5 & W

%039 &

HLEE , [7] B 5 | ACHR 285 2 8] 45 78 DL 3R Ak 28 4 2l 245 1k
SR, PRI —Fh AR LR S R O I . RE VA
ARBOR G B SRR UL i A BRI T 280
PR E . B T AR L MR O B A RS0 T S 5 AR
G 6t B A iURE SR A (7] B B R ST R L 5
UE T 42 £ R BEA SRR 72 A A4 1R 32 T (R R AL

1 FEMEHEBFHAEXNERRE
6] %% BY 22 37 7 iR

PO U A 1 A A T A ISR O A
TR AR 51 (9 #4978 1 358 2l 285 00 RO A5 5 o T A 3 R AR
RGNS REPE AR 2 8] . 2 M 1 2 T AT A R L
IS PR 25 ) P AR SR LA 2 M0 T A A g A
SEEENSE S PRS2 $ i R Al

L1 FFEMRMEBEMENE

R Al 2 1 B8 AT 0 R I T A A 5T e A%
FEI 20 U R BUAE 25 % A O W AZ . 40 ) A
N S BRSNS S £ B S
5[] I U 2 PE R S8 AR R AR R G 2 v
LMERG W o AR
o1 =C,Esin2xnf 1t + CyEsin2n f,t @b)
LRGN o, ] RN
o, =CEsin2n f1t + C, Esin2xn fot +
Ci ;Cé — %cosnf]t— %Z;COS47Cf2t) +
Ea,C,Cylcos2n(fy + fo)t — cos2n(fy — f1)t]
(2)
Horp . Cy L Cy 2390 AR N 15 = 5 o S0 15 5
AN WA 500 AHAELRYESBGE Rtk
I IH]
12X (D VECCO T LU H 1 2R 58 00 A3 54 i
o RSB R f1 5 fo . ARL N ZR GEm A AR
WOTER £ 5 o A il AR 2f .2 AR
PEIHIBE £ S
WOLHE IS A F A S8R EOL R ™ AR
TR o3 P 280 TR B0 TR 2 D A W 248 T 7 A= g T
WP BRI . WOG Y R LR M S i R s
WE 1 FTRYE . B 1 R LR W O R
B 15 5 1Y 1 U I B0 ) L T 58 B BURUIG 15 5
JI 7 AL G A 2 P RS DN b AR i ke B
P BRI RS0 J7 vk B AR A 2B U5 A
SCHRLT2-14 Jrp 4 Ao 285 2 [ FoT 00 55 284 LA fige R 3%
(R, AEARZS A [A) AR Y Hp, A 4 Y 3 25 455 Ak w] L

H}

Ea i (

T IEIE LA A . 548 P A7 7R U, R ARG 1
SRR R LA B 23 e 2R o0 L ol o i BB 2k
I 2 B00F O B BEAT 20 M AT R B SR H Y

AR PR R

M 1E

Al

A
L SO P AR 4 e A2 5 A s 7

Fig. 1 Modulation of nonlinear laser ultrasonic
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A comparison of the values of the normalized

features at different crack width
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