SEL S XEFEE] 03 E FAGE 3= pp 377 ~382

584 FEg

o e BEY 24 Agx A

Transient Rumbling Index Development of Sound Quality on a Passenger Car
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ABSTRACT

In our previous study, we have developed sound quality index for steady rumbling sound of passenger car.

In this paper, we will

study sound quality index for transient rumbling noise. The subjective evaluation of rumbling sound can be indicated to objective
parameters by sound metrics of psychoacoustics and principal rumble component. And artificial neural network can be estimated
complexity and nonlinear characteristics of relation between subjective evaluation and sound metrics. We applied to sound metrics
and artificial neural network to development of sound quality index for transient rumbling sound of passenger car.
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