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Sound Transmission Loss of Double Panels: II. Double Panels

with Porous Materials

Hyun-Ju Kang, Jeong-Guon Ih, Hyun-Sil Kim, Jae-Seung Kim, Sang-Ryul Kim

ABSTRACT

This paper deals with the analytical model of an elastic porous material in sound
transmission loss of a double panel with fiber glasses. From the parametric analysis, it is
concluded that the boundary condition, which is concerned to the contact between the
skin panel and core materials, does not have much influence on sound transmission loss
of a double panel with fiber glasses, and material properties of the porous material
become, however, important factors to mass-spring-mass resonance. The comparisons of
the prediction with the measurement of sound transmission loss of walls show good
agreement between the two values.

1.6 2 FR3ch A2 D (rigid frame model)< J¥5A
- 9] :;zaﬂe;(frame o3t AL ¥ AFe ot
= 3 7}AsE A Soln AN Ed(elastic frame
o modeDe 1A% B0 BEE nABE Aeoln,
o Beranek”e FEAE ALY =, 71T £

A4 mdo] Uk ae A4e W pddsg g £ TT FHR 2D FEAL FIFAN S48
N - ;ﬂ\ _‘__Erx-]o)r \;jv/'_:

BA77) Askel olFRel Wpels Weol wep YT (propagation constant)sh EH

g BeAzA oW Be Siu L3 pe O (characteristic impedance)d] o2 A&,

Z)XHE ZAT;}]E ,\],%_o]_t—— _?_7} E%:E}- O] Tﬁg'o“ EHEI' UH7H‘3¢‘ %“’] E}L}i/ﬂ :IL ?4

rlo

zaq2q oo AES mASE sjadmw  (structure factor, )& g ol &t
FeA URE Addse BFe FFA g FeANe FEo) otk Zwikkerst Kosten®

EZ&Ae nAZ 53 F3(longitudinal wave)

- ¥TAALTY $RATIE
o BT S AATHD

Z1FWe fAe)3 FAHE 53 T &)
293, BiotYe A7 F JHe sEeld mA
J}(transverse shear wave)E E 33 ntEurAA

oﬁ ty o rlo

-634_



2 FEsy

B =RdAE FU44 olFBel ALE4L
Adsted AAA By oFdA Tde s
F4E 2A%T 2 HFe 54 ¥ A B4
Ao WAEET RSB AL e
T gen =% ANAE SYAG v Lot

2. CISEX 0|5

ool A&y

21 [;].:’_11;}]_04 3HM Er:n

FTHA dFFEAZ B o|FHAAE
o AFol AT 42H I
2 o] Ao g HHg 4 »

“?—W«l TEL BHAE B3, w3 A

£ bulk reaction® 2.
%«1 e TS ZhYdLe fadz 5=
AFse B2, 27t A9
ol’del Al Mo HEL RF nHAYL ujo
A FALY HA A *}0191 7_21]%
71 #EAe 79 d
equation) 22 FAEHM, o] “o”o*ﬁ‘%-‘ﬂ
£ A9 HAdASE L Lame 449 F 7o
BAFE Aok =3 fA nA &
EEFLFA oM AR

A7Ide gz FAA 53
E Zte 3% deRde= sAEn, graxe

Wated Zelglel £F5S dHAZ mE

A ol
Biot” 2 Bolton"5¢ zae oAz 3 o}

& FA

22 & 1;}
1) 74 %4 2 (constitutive equation)
Fig. 13 2& o) oA FAA Yy 2¥

o

ded¥on EHY + Yo

><;// ) -T
p o
o T

L]
L

Y

Fig. 1 The analytical model of a double panel

o.+ts T, T,
Ty Oyts 1,

Tox T, O,+ts
TAHoE ZHde e x, vy 2 z W9 1
AR A FHE ggn 2o] Fojay,
0.=2Ge,+Ae,+ Qe (2.a)
6,=2Ge,+Ae+ Q¢ (2b)
0,=2Ge,+Ae,+ Qe (2.c)

s=Re+Qe, (3)
o 7|A Hole

— E,
o] &L = o T 3} =
Aol MYE e=v-elU w3 G 142
vE )
A= olt, E,ve 7z} 1A 9

(I+v)(1-2v)
BEAF R Zodo] WE Yehlm, T3 aA

SofAe AuEsel we AygA+TeA

R=(1-VE, oIt Y& 238 Et 734
F Ao AdedASE sa 8y A
9 REE QPEY 9B S0z Bo (YA Ry
gt Re A9 s Wyg nay

T2N R=YE,& 7}23”’6&\:}.
DAel YeEbd mAe] dgg

aux

G P sz o Ay g

2) YA L 5 Py

G vlaAFH e HYUPA o g A
A o FAd BAM e 2ol xR
do, 0T,y 0T, 0%u,
ox T dy * 9z P g
u—U) |, 3u,— U,)
+ 0, Py +5 37 (4.a)
ot ., n do, | dr., 0%u,
ox dy 0z Lo
¥ (u,—U,) |, u, )
+ 0, 57 +5 T (4.b)
9., , 9t,,  do,  3%u,
x T oy T ez TP
0% (u,— Uo) , , 3u=U,)
+pa atZ at (4.C)

- 635 -



os _ 0L N U, —uy)
ox T Prgg TR P (5.2)
a _
+ b_(LXatﬁZl
os _ 00U, 3U,—my)
gy ~ P2 Tl PY: (5.b)
+ bj(Lb—til_)
8s 09U, XU, —u,)
oz~ P ap TP 5.c)
(U, —
+ b(—za?ﬂ

94, 0,=1—-Y)o,, 02=Yopy

o, 0, = A L FHA TE,

p.=p{x—1), b= BAARZAF, r=7ZAA
A71M p, e FA% Aol A FA A (mass
coupling)g UEUE AFZA 4F9 3
(added mass)o] Hrl. G)delM Swe EAYLS
4.11]9} FAe A 7t wlEste #4
e e TR osix Augct Al

oA} FAzte] Aoig e v A
vehiis, o7iA be HEuIAE

Ryol was= A5T24 R0l F #5 1A%
S A At HA dA44FL SdskA dh

oA 2 FAe HELAAA @) 7 GHA o
o] A 2 FAle e #I (2) 2 AH
Ageds Wy BAY 3]

FrrA

_]

31H @

flo m

S

9 ANPL

ar
(g 7HRsE 1A 2 A B 4dH
e FAAATS 4 £ Aok
v[(A+G)e_s+Qe]_+Gv27¢
= — oo} u+ o3 Ul
v[Qe,+Re]=
o] FARAAAME

(6.a)

—&*lohuton Ul (6b)
Fx A%l Ade

stgon) o 2ol HFeojdo
Pu=P1F 00 P2=" 02, P2=pP2t P,

© Q)
A

on=ontbljiw, p=pp—
on=0n+tbljw

0:17‘A’1 211, ,022‘\% Z}‘Z‘} J'li‘“ c?!% oxﬂ"] Tl':gt- 2 g
& gujgth E§ —jbleod A FH] Ad
2o /19T BHEY EBE Yehin,

blie, @

A7 THdeld 1Al 3 fFAS WAE
H Ry wsld dRe Feg HEE F
)

th(Helmholtz

Ao WYE g3 ol vehd £ Ut
u= u1+;,,
Veu=v-u=e;, (Ba
VX u= VX u=Q,
U= U+ U,
Ve U=V og,=e, (8b)
Vx U=vx U= 2,

o714 z+ ok @A [, t+ 22zt longitudinal
AB 2 transverse sheard B2 onjaty, Q)
Q5 A7 14 2 A9 FoE o

(822 ol g3t ()HANA z+zh Eule} Fuel
ARES Byd £ dok dA Fao JEUS
FZ 3}71 95t (6)2 ol divergence AAFE 3
g 5 AHelstd

Qvie+wohe =—Lvie,—alpy e, (9a)

R+ oohe =— Qvie,—w’ple, (9b)
714 L=A+2G% Yedd, o 2g vl
2 go g EQR@

v2e=

(05 Q— 0 L)V e+ o [ (o]2)* — o1 onl e

03 @ — P R
(10)
_ (LR— QP vie+ o’ [pLR— p1Qle,
2(922 - p12R)
1n

(1DAL 19 HEE ¢, 5 4 FAe WY

& 2 ¢ F Jdue AMEE T e o tiF

g Fa7] sl (DA v dge F
10)*44 SAAI71R
V4es+A1V2eS+A2es=0

@* (P11 R—205,Q+ ppL)

o} =
iy Al LR_ QZ ’
A, = »'(of) 052—(012)2)
2 LR_ QZ .
(12)4e 1A e Fajol tist Aol Hoh

- 636 -



o~

e;= G dn Agsd 129402 ¥
B sl BE e kAR +A,=0 7 =,
olzRE Fue sy ogH 2o

K, =(A, 2V A} —44,)/2

13

Yool HEUS FZ87 9std 6)Ad curl
AAe FHY B Lot

— %o}, 2+ 0}, 2;) =GV 2, (14.2)

— ¥ (0l i+ 05 2,) =0 (14.b)

(149)A o2 RE 14
BeE oen 2o
VIR, +ER2,=0
E=(0*/G) 0}, — (p1)% 03]

gsto] g@ RN o

(15)
(16)

3) &= WY gt 3

;ME FEH7) Hstd YATe] QP £x rdH
(velocity potential)& th&3} o} 7} &t}

P=¢ MhTThY a7

@, k=w/c,, k, = ksing, k, = kcosg.

x WEe dig £33 sl st x wEke
52 ¢ M2 Y £ A9 ¥ y o
2 FE FA = Atz Asl #3e g%

of EAVG. oPe AHRe melee (DA °
g M(F, 2A e W E)E gL o] A
e= e M(Cre M+ | (18)
Cre”* "+ Cye *2  + ¢ ™)
(18)4] & #A9 ¥wdg (1DA ddsd
€=e_jer(blcle“jkhy+ (19)

b1C2€ijy+ bZCBe_ikz,)'+ b2C4e/k2))')

_ onR—01Q

s 1~ * * +
P2l — PR

el k21,2)'=k21.2_k§n

PR— &

0 (R Q— PhR)

b2=a1——a2k§

o} o] Heh 1A HAxe H$
2ol 2 el Hpw

o o, & 154l U HE A

az= b1=a1—azk2,

Q..=e M (Cse M+ Gy o)
o, B =K -k

Q714 Cy ~ Cov ZAXAN 944 ARZ A
Mgl daldE e 2o) e

—jkex —jkyy
U= U tU,=e (Dye "

+D2€.jk“y+D3€—jk2)3v+D4ejkby) (21)
+ e —jk.x (Dse 'Jku>'+ Dﬁelku)')

Uttt uy=e *N(Dye MY

+ Dge’* "’ + Dye ** 4 Dye’t) (22)

+e—jk,x(Dlle—;‘k,,y+D12ej/e,,y)
D~ Dy& C ~ G2 E¥37 93t} (8
4g olg8w Wk o] A¥EL e 2t

. —jkex C —jkyy C ki3
= kx Thex, &1 J 1)3_{___2 FLETS
u,=jk.e ( e 7 e
Cy —jr,y C ik, v
+723€ 'k“+7§t ke (23)
2 2
ke ik T .
- k;) e Jhy (Cse /k,,)_cee;k,,))
f
. ik, Ry Zikey -
U,=je ]kr( klg Cle kuy_ klZ Cze]k“)
1 1
ko, —ikay Ry _—
+ =4 Cye - 2 e (24)
ky ky
. kx —Jkex ~ik,y iRy
+]“p'e Jky (C5€ /ku+cse/ku:)
t
SAAE A AATe GeB ol @t
. —jhx C —7 :
U.=jk.e ’k’(blT;e Thu
1
Co ks Cs  -ikny Cy jkus
+b17%“ej )+b2_k?e ! )+b2—éej )
R S ks &y
—jgge M (Cse M= ™) (25)
¢
ks . o B o
U}.=]e T (bl kl% Cle ]k“}‘—bl kl% Cze]k“)
ko, —ik,y k.. ;
+b2 kzg C3€ ]kzj}“bgTZZZAC‘;e}kh))
. kx —j —jkyy ] 3
tigFe M (Ce TGy (26)
t

9, g=— /0%
(23) ~(26)4& (2b), 3) € FAL
HBAA Y YdId x - y HA o
$eo] BY o] tes gol Fol

- 637 -



oj.ze‘f’?"[(zc + A+ 5,Q)Cre

ki
+(26 +A+b1Q)C2 Ty
kz —jka,y
+(2G—4+A+b,Q)Cse "’

2

+(2G—2§'+A+b29)c4e"“"

kk s -

LG (Coe = et (2D)

5= e"’“"[(Q+ BR)Cre "+ (Q+
BR)Cye™* " +(Q+ b,R)Cye ~/*"

+(Q+b,R)Cye’™ (28)

ke ke k ks .-
ra=e " 0[2 A (Cre = Gt

1

4 oy 2k kz) ( C —jkyy C4e/kz,_\')

kz__ 2. . . ; .
+J—/efﬁ(cse oy 1 Cie’™ )] (29)
QA BE A9 g2 % @AM E 2

Mol sEomA &4 2 mAe 3} 4R
(Cy, Cy, by and Cy, Cy, k)& EF3T o0,
Jujx A5dHE 3 A9 9%, 5 oA R A
of 3 4uz nA Yk H¥(Cs, Co, k) 2

T2 xggsia doh

4) FAxEA
(23) ~29)A 9 uAF C ~ CE T3] A
EuAs FAA Aol PE zol we
AA Al A3t HEY L HE FXE L
He o e 2L AES A4S £ A
D gedE AAY @ FAA7 2EA Aol
o AjlEY dE dF
m A3z ZA9E  FHEAS
7 A=l e 4%
III) vy ZAE E%ZHS’}
e B4
Fig. 1& 9&¢82& AA A g H9-oy 19
@9 wase a7
W= Wy(x) e’ o]t}
Az7e) Tl vheRt Ren], awe FAz3

A

FAAF AAATO

FAA Aol B

(304 o 23 H FIAL

glo ol off I (& X

WA E e

a) Velocity potential :
0,=0,+0,—e¢ *(e

—jkx _—jky
e

—J'k))‘_*_ Teik,,\')
@22 T
b) Unknown coefficients :
v, Ci~GCs, T, M W,
¢) Boundary condition at y=10

a0,

D

@ Us=W, @ry=0

o, (A) ; 10 X 10 coefficient matrix,
[C]7=
[F]; 10 x 1 forcing vector.

T et 2ok

(w, $) =TI

24 9%
(304 &

A Aol B uARE
27 gaiAE we Addx

do Jm £

delel 2 FAARA HFAA %}ﬂa
o e delgrt Bastt 84 oF

23 o

=48 7 AY ARszA 2ROHH,
Ao A BAAF 2

=

FEE AHEE ,

o &AAE, gl v,

of detd AFES 78 & Atk I
2 s Table 217 2t}

E;, &t bl dsid= &

A
AsE T

3}
=229

Zwikker & Kosten
5 2o

€@ Uu:_——ay =joW, @ u,=W,

TIE, 194,

Bl A goltt. olel g HolEHE o] &3H F=

-y

® (D ki — o*m )W, =P+ o0,+s
% D2 omE 48y 9934 2 dds
opzkA] wyos y=doA9 FAxA o
g AL ot 1070 AAZRAE A& F AT
o] AAFPLEREH & & P
Tt
(A)-[Cl=[F] (30)

[Cl) CZ! CS: C4: CS» Cﬁ' ¥, Tv VVI’ VV2]

31)

o

dt o Fo LJ o o} ot

iy

EEE
G4 o8 7HA FAS B0l EABTL 4714
AR Byl
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