New Geometry Mistuning Technology for
Efficient Gas Turbine Blade Design and Repair

IES and SPM Reduced-Order Models!
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IES vs. SNM
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Mistuning Prediction Using SPM For A 72 Blade Bladed-Disk

Full Analysis vs. Krylov Subspace Projection (KSP ROM) Full Analysis vs. Krylov Subspace Projection (KSP ROM)
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Comparison of Full Analysis vs. Krylov Expansion for All Blades
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