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ABSTRACT

In this paper, the mathematical model on crosstalk effect between acoustic noise sources is
presented. Based on this model, a theoretical value to quantitate crosstalk effect of sources can be
defined on the authority of reverberation property of surrounding which sources are located,

relative magnitudes of sources and phase deference

between acoustic wave transferred from all of

sources. In order to verify crosstalk effect factor, experiments are made for two cases, weak and
strong crosstalk effect condition, by using two representative transfer path analysis(TPA) methods.
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Table 1 Operating source voltage signal

N -~ Driven
Sources Signal voltage(Vpp)
Source 1 1 Hz Pulse 11.78V
L Source 2 1 Hz Pulse 11,78V
Source 3 30 Hz Pulse 7.38V
TASNSEEE=28/4 188 A9 %, 20083/947
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