, bp.227~228

9k AT

)

o
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Fig. 1 Result of silencer in reverberation(length 900mm)
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Fig. 2 Simulation after the installation of soundproof

[Elevation Section]

Table. 1 Transmission lose of double pane window

Frequency [Hz]
63 | 125|250 | 500 | 1k | 2k | 4k | 8k
16.0]22.0]25.0]29.0|30.0|25.0|26.0|29.0

TL[dB]

228 |

Table 2 Frequency characteristic before and after the
installation of soundproof

Frequency [Hz]
63 | 125250500 | 1k | 2k | 4k | 8k

before
NC-50

4F after

NC-32

60.0|63.8 59.3144.1|36.1{25.5|21.0|16.8

57.4150.043.1]35.4 | 27.7|26.0 | 22.3| 17.0

before
NC-53

oF after

NC-33

57.3|61.0160.5/45.3 | 35.4|30.0| 23.6 | 20.2

50.2|45.6 |43.6/31.4|25.1{20.7|18.8|16.8

before
NC-56

6F after

NC-32

56.7|62.3163.0147.2|35.0(30.8|24.0|16.5

52.7|48.9143.1132.2|23.7{20.9|16.8|16.5

before
NC-54

F after

NC-32

56.3|61.7161.4/46.0|32.8|31.0|26.2|16.4

49.6 147.3142.9|34.428.9|26.6[19.9|16.8

Fig. 3 Photograph before(a) and after(b) the
installation of soundproof
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