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Experimental responses of rotor at spin Q=26 Hz, (a) comparison of 40 % cracked rotor with and without excitation
force 5 N, (b) accelerometer data for healthy and cracked rotor, (c) time responses of healthy and cracked rotors
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A Experimental responses of the healthy and 40% cracked rotors without and with excitation force of 5N near the
combinational frequency 70.6 Hz (a) and 111.4 Hz (b)
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(a) Campbell diagram and (b) measured Bode plot for rotor
on AMBs
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Comparison between the measured and simulated responses with and without excitation force for the healthy
rotor (a), and 40% cracked rotor (b), measured total magnetic force (c)
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