(A Study on the Perforated muffler)
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Fig. | Model for the transmission loss with
arbitrary source and termination
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Fig. 2 Numerical model for a segment of perforated
tube muffler
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Fig. 3 Perforated tube muffler
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measured () transmision loss of a
through-flow perforated muffler with
partition at a half point for ¢ = 3.3 %



