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Fig.1 GW-GP based crack probability diagnosis method
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Fig.13 GW-GP probability crack length diagnosis results of
right stringer damage D,
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Tab.2 Comparison of crack length identification errors
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Fig.14 Gaussian process probability mining calibration model

for left skin damage D,
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Tab.3 Comparison of crack length identification errors

of right stringer damage D, mm of left skin damage D, mm
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R w2 w2 B w7 R W7 W7
1 4.6 2.6 0.5 0.4 1 2.9 1.6 0.7 0.5
2 6.4 3.3 1.8 1.3 2 1.8 1.0 0.2 0.1
3 5.5 2.9 2.7 1.9 3 1.3 0.7 0.8 0.6
4 4.4 3.0 1.8 1.2 4 0.7 0.5 0.4 0.2
5 4.5 2.6 2.7 1.1 5) 14 0.7 0.3 0.2
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