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Fig.1 Visual images of water features

old] B AFdHE EZWEAS(RTN)Y masking

ﬁ
o

k2

ol

il 408¢] 3

&7 99

a A

o}

oy

datA A

d¥(Leq) 75dBAR %

o] AL 63-250Hz9] AFd oA

eE

£19] imag

o
=]

-
-
q

=

3 theh

o] 7ol

>~ =
T

3}

Il
H

i

1

%9

dele] 49 S1% D2

F1, F2, S1, S2, 18] D2

o,
ol A=

= ogr

o o
K
oH —
o1 e

[WFi=F2 sF3 4 u51 052 853 -54 55 u56 D1 D2 wW1 -W2 ORTN|

o}
43P TR A =

1k i
2000 4000 000

000

1

500
Octave band frequancy [Hz]

2

F
Iwap] isam ainsseid punog

2

fountain(F1-F4), stream(S1-S6), drop(D1-D2) 1g8]al
waterfal(W1-W2) o|ZA HEF=2 15 AJHrh

=

g

=
-_'——;(

. hjyoung84@naver.com

Tel : (02)2220-1795, Fax : (02)2220-4794

E-mail

Fig. 2. Sound pressure level as a function of frequency bands
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Table 1. Correlation coefficients between SQ metrics
andsubjective response
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