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Comparison of the Standard Floor Impact Source with the Human Impact Source
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ABSTRACT

The characteristics of the standard floor impact sources and the human impact source were investigated.
First, the mechanical impedance of the each source was evaluated. Second, the impact force exposure levels

and impact sounds level driven by the each source were measured. The results showed that the mechanical

impedance and impact force exposure level of the impact ball are the most similar to those of the human impact

source among the standard impact sources.
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