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Fig.1:Investigation method
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Table.1:List of machinery and equipments for the survey
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Fig.2:Conceptual diagram of Autoregression model
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Fig.3:Conceptual diagram of Acoustic diagnostics that utilized
the ARmodel
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Table.2:Correlative inspection by the method evaluation
(Correlative agreement rate)

[TGSEZZ M EH#2010
EBED Shatidolis :
HIE D LALO | LA LAL2 LARL3 =
194 g |mEGD |me@ED|| *
. 3 1 0 0 4
J DB R 0009] 0003 0 of| oo
— 73 5 T U130
N 0gest gl 000y oL o
ol m— Al 3
i B IR (&) 0182 o0061] 0009  0006| | o256
g . 199 o/ 9 & 224
ATREF () 04471  oie4l 0026l 0009 | o645
s | 29 & 3 L8[
i 0.703] 0.245 0.037 0014 1.000

Table.3:Validity of the criteria of the correlative agreement rate
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Table.5: A draft of the Acoustic diagnostics evaluation criteria
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Fig.5:The evaluation outcome based on the Acoustic diagnostics

evaluation criteria

5. EE

PO RF =y =T BREESRICAN D Z &<
BRI CEHIINTE 7 0 AT LA RARICL DAL,
BIFEE OBV L D BPIEBEND 7207 EOREN S
0, Y — e LTORMMEZER &, £,
REEDFE R, BEHEEE () OL~UL0~1 (&
~RAif) FTORMEREIT, XY THD LWL
TW5,

m&IZ
EHEREEZ FE L TWZ—E ORI W T, EfE
AT L BB OB EDM 2 Ehi L7 R, HIEHE K
EL TV EMNEED ZENTET, (Fig.6)

s Il B
0.50 N [ i
0.25 ==t \‘ emm T ——
7 it < W @ sma
0.00 ._.! “_ il R - L
FS e m———— fils it = = =
0.25 & T 5
0.50 T
075 D111 ZiRFazkA 1 B GRBIR§ AR )
CIFE40rmm > 0.085 3.~ 53 < 30m X 2.2kw 1500rpm
-1.00

Fig6:The outcome before and after the rehabilitation by the

Acoustic diagnostics
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