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Fig.3 Schematic diagram of layout points in z-direction
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Tab.1 Comparison results of algorithms in the x-direction
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Fig.4 Schematic diagram of layout points in y-direction
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Tab.2 Comparison results of algorithms in the y-direction
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Fig.5 Schematic diagram of layout points in z-direction

R3 HEBERERIE
Tab.3 Comparison results of algorithms in the z-direction
. I A PN PR AR
1 2 3 4 5 6 R ALE
GA 1 60 33 28 70 23 0.009 0O
HS 1 5 30 70 33 98 0.020 8
HGSA 1 76 54 62 38 23 851X10°°

2.2 RN RERSH

R T R A AT BOPE L A3 S GALHGSA il
HS 3808345 21 11 2k F AL A 2R A7 % Ll
FIF LA b 07 3 4R A5 19 15 SR 28 A 1 T 28 43 00 A1 8 % i
5 1) 0 3 AL TR o SR FH A o 9l A, R
SO Analyzer 43 B 5111 R 5 £ A1 B 2 09 08 A5 5 o
FE 2,y Fl 2 7 1] B IR 36 45 SR AN T 6~8 T/

x5 T A% B A B AN R 6 () B/ o FH 3% 30
S AT 2 5 1 SRR A3 N 6 AN AT A AT R
o7 B4 SR A 38 3k 3 R0 AR VA A5 B A A B S ) e L
i & 6 (b) Frm o 112U S ALAT 3 B A5 A4 45 % 43
5128 30,112 #1193 Hzo 3 583k A A 3R B Y 4 Y



762 E IR

43 %

PR B AR — B, 7R 3 R L HGSA I K
0.031, % HS(0.021) 1 GA (0.023) () I {8 3 K, 4%

TN A8 P A O 0 5 T B
(a) fERREAT B &
(a) Sensor layout
00 — W76 — P 1586 — U p¥89 ! HS |
0.04 F— i 94 — I 577 — MJFVS 3
0.02F ‘ b
0 e =AY TN
0 50 100 150 200
& OO Tmmso WA WA cal
g 0-047— B £89 —ll 194 — Wl 788 | ;
-l;: A
= T N N A
0 50 100 150 200
0.06 — -
— W 5377 — P 5780 — Bl K185
0.04— i Rg6 Wl As9 — W23 HGSA

f/Hz
(b) 3FREVES R K 28
(b) Comparison of the three methods

P62 77 ] il B 45 24

Fig.6 Comparison diagram of test results in x-direction
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Fig.7 Comparison diagram of test results in y-direction
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