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A Comparative Study of the Calculation Time for the NOISEMAP

el

ML - 9L AL

Eun-Hye Jang, Sang-Kyu Park and In-Sun Park

SW% o]-§
A

A AAR FAA AR St
7] % AaE v Folok

o] Aol oA oR g
st Ao g oAkt E}\]E}HE AL AT
wlg) AT H
ARES d7]A] 23 zxﬂ%ﬂ WA
oW AT el dle] AfFHE ol
g ol =4 Oﬂ*i ¥ 9

g—o

2. 4 e

2.1 ALNHe 4Y

mtltlo

(chstrlbuted computing)”]%
S E3l AeAE

]J_
o 7
a:

I'U>'

==
75"?:

BALA

AQX] ot =
!

A2
o] 9l
Apto] 7hssict
AntA Aol W7 We A
FEE dZste Axksba AatEzr)
7}74 stoll AFE A4 il Al

etk AEA G2 171007 H=
}EH Axba AL 0.423km*(0.65km>x0.

=

101 E=EE]

el A

o]zl &

B
T
= ]
o =20 T=

s
P

ook
o
i @ !
O okl o 2 do m

L)
jus)

=]
o> F

[r b

b
g% =

_0_
T

5km)©

_I_

kk

SAARL ; QUAdskL P
E-mail : tankpark@yonsel.ac.kr
Tel : (033) 760-2442, Fax : (033) 7602194

QA BT TS
A el

488

E"frl‘i]r'e— el ARA A 90%0) el
AAA7]= 5X5E
= 166897H It}h. Fig. 12 A4

T2 2%k das yehd Aot

Fig 1 Noisemap of the calculation area
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Table 1 Options of the computers

AFEIH AR

Intel(R) Core(TM)2 Quad
CPU Q8300 @ 2.5GHz,
2.5GHz, 3.00GB RAM

Intel(R) Pentium(R) 4 CPU

3.06GHz, 3.08GHz,
1.00GB RAM

Intel(R) Core(TM)2 Quad
CPU Q9400 @ 2.66GHz,
2.66GHz , 3.25GB RAM
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Table 5 Comparison between calculation types
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