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Virtual Visual Sensors and Their Application in Structural Health Monitoring
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) traditional result ) sub—pixel accuracy

(c) overall result

Fig. 1 Marker Extraction Result
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Fig. 2 Marker Tracking Result
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(a) modal shape of 1 mode

(b) a zoomed—in section of the modal shape in (a)

Fig. 3 Modal Shape Reconstruction Result
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Fig. 4 Modal Shapes: sub—pixel WS(yellow) vs. standard

HT (green)
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Fig. 5 Modal Frequency ldentification Results

87

ETZSNHRAILESSEX| M18 M4E(2014. 12)



OHQIHZI|AL

Table 2 Modal Frequency Comparisons
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