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Section: Mistuned Analysis, Page 10, Figure 14, replace: 

 

with: 

 
 

Section: Mistuned Analysis, Page 11 & Page 12, Figures 15, 16 & 17, replace: 

   
with: 
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Section: Mistuned Analysis, Page 11-Paragraph 1, replace: 
 
The noticeable difference is in comparing the ROMs with the mistuned parent FEM 360° blisk, where the M 
ROM is the only one that shows a good match; 
 
with: 
 
The noticeable difference is in comparing the ROMs with the mistuned parent FEM 360° blisk, where the M 
ROM shows higher accuracy; 
 
Section: Mistuned Analysis, Page 11-Paragraph 2, replace: 
 
Once again in both, the physical and artificial 5% mass mistuning, the M ROM presents higher accuracy when 
compared to the mistuned parent 360º blisk. 
 
with: 
 
In both the physical and artificial 5% mass mistuning, the ROMs show negligible differences between each 
other and against the mistuned parent FEM 360º blisk. 
 
Section: Mistuned Analysis, Page 11- Paragraph 2, add: 
 
A summary of all the mistuned forced responses cases is shown in Figure 18 for the ones without prestress, and 
in Figure 19 for the prestress case. The relative error is obtained by comparing the ROM blades amplitudes of 
each case against the mistuned parent FEM 360° blisk, with or without prestress. The highest relative error for 
each of the cases are shown in these figures. 
 
Section: Mistuned Analysis, Page 11-Paragraph 2, replace: 
 
In overall, the M ROM shows better agreement with the mistuned parent FEM 360° blisk at the veering region, 
compared to the other two ROMs that consider the cyclic symmetry assumption. 
 
with: 
 
In overall, the M ROM shows better agreement with the mistuned parent FEM 360° blisk at the veering region 
under high mistuning levels, compared to the other two ROMs that consider the cyclic symmetry assumption. 
 
Section: Mistuned Analysis, Page 12, Include figures 18 & 19, add: 
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Section: Conclusion, Page 12-Paragraph 1, replace: 
 
Results show the lack of accuracy from the Subset Nominal Mode (S) and the Craig-Bampton Cyclic 
(C) ROMs, in comparison with the the M ROM. 
 
with: 
 
Results show considerable lack of accuracy from the Subset Nominal Mode (S) and the Craig-
Bampton Cyclic (C) ROMs when increasing the mistuning level, in comparison with the the M ROM. 
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