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The author wishes to make the following correction to this paper due to mislabeling
(as an artifact from our code), and would like to replace the following figures :

F8. Soft Impact Case F8. Soft Impact Case
ANN 1 hidden layer 12 nodes (TOA [NSET]) 6 Sensor Database (TOA [NSET])
90% POD (mm) : 167.31, max RSE (mm) : 336.56 90% POD (mm) : 46.08, max RSE (mm) : 126.49
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Figure 1. Visualisation of impact localisation for soft impacts (F8) using different methods : ANN (left) and
reference database (right)

F8. Soft Impact Case F8. Soft Impact Case
5 Sensor Comb. Database (TOA [NSET]) 5 Sensor Comb. Database (TOA [S/LTA-AIC] + min. amp.)
90% POD (mm) : 41.67, max RSE (mm) : 126.49 90% POD (mm) : 26.18, max RSE (mm) : 40.86
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Figure 2. Visualisation of impact localisation for soft impacts (F8) using different input features : NSET
extracted ToA (left) and S/LTA-AIC extracted ToA with normalized minimum amplitude (right)
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F7. Reference Impact Case + 3V 500Hz Noise

5 Sensor Comb. Database

(TOA [Highpass + S/LTA-AIC] + min. amp.)
90% POD (mm) : 11.85, max RSE (mm) : 40.37

F9. Soft Impact Case + 0.1V 500Hz Noise

5 Sensor Comb. Database

(TOA [Highpass+ S/ILTA-AIC] + min. amp.)
90% POD (mm) : 26.47, max RSE (mm) : 41.67
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Figure 3. Visualisation of impact localisation for impacts with added noise for hard (F7, left) and soft (F9, right)
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C4. Reference Impact Case + 3V 500Hz noise

5 Sensor Comb. Database

(TOA [Highpass + S/LTA-AIC] + min. amp.)
90% POD (mm) : 18.61, max RSE (mm) : 30.1

C6. Soft Impact Case + 0.1V 500Hz noise

5 Sensor Comb. Database

(TOA [Highpass + S/LTA-AIC] + min. amp.)
90% POD (mm) : 47.46, max RSE (mm) : 70.73
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Figure 4. Visualisation of impact localisation for impacts with added noise for hard (C4, left) and soft (C6,

right) impacts on the curved plate

With the following corrected figures :
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Figure 5. Visualisation of impact localisation for soft impacts (F8) using different methods : ANN (left) and
reference database (right)
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F8. Soft Impact Case
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Figure 6. Visualisation of impact localisation for soft impacts (F8) using different input features : NSET

extracted ToA (left) and S/LTA-AIC extracted ToA with normalized minimum amplitude (right)
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F9. Soft Impact Case + 0.1V 500Hz Noise
5 Sensor Comb, Database
(TOA [Highpass+ S/LTA-AIC] + min. amp.)
90% POD (mm) : 26.47, max RSE (mm) : 41.67
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Figure 7. Visualisation of impact localisation for impacts with added noise for hard (F7, left) and soft (F9, right)
impacts on the flat plate
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Figure 8. Visualisation of impact localisation for impacts with added noise for hard (C4, left) and soft (C6,
right) impacts on the curved plate
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