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Case LIS(Q ><3)
No.
L1 L)L L L |d| dy| dy

1 160 | 320 | 240 | 160 | 60 15 | 160| 15

2 |1 160| 320| 300| 200| 100| 20 | 200| 20

3 160 | 320 | 360 | 240 | 140 | 25 | 240| 25

4 160 | 400 | 240 | 160 | 100 | 20 | 240| 25

5 160| 400 | 300| 200 | 140| 25 | 160| 15

6 | 160| 400 | 360 | 240 | 60 15 | 200 | 20

7 160 | 480 | 240| 200| 60 | 25 | 200| 25

8 160 | 480 | 300 | 240| 100 | 15 | 240| 15

9 | 160| 480| 360 | 160 | 140| 20 | 160| 20

10 | 200| 320| 240 | 240| 140| 20 | 200| 15

11 | 200] 320| 300| 160| 60 | 25 | 240| 20

12 | 200| 320| 360| 200 | 100| 15| 160| 25

13 | 200| 400 | 240| 200 | 140| 15 | 240| 20

14 | 200| 400| 300 | 240 | 60 | 20 | 160| 25

15| 200| 400| 360| 160| 100| 25 | 200| 15

16 | 200 | 480 | 240 | 240| 100| 25 | 160| 20

17 | 200| 480| 300| 160 | 140| 15 | 200| 25

18 | 200| 480 | 360 | 200 | 60 | 20 | 240| 15

Fig. 32 9% iFFTE £33 3, 922 Hanning
windowsE 2|$] AlZtE9e] S-S Axlst Aot} &
Ao ta SPLE ()4 o] Atalglon] Sriae

T+ 110.54(dB)o1Sd

511

= 7]_

]

10

Sound Pressure(Pa)

-10

L .

-20

i ; i
400 600 800
time(ms)

Fig. 3 Time domain of source sound pressure

i
0 200 1000

S5 Axke [100 900] ol

st

uag ok 77t

SPL(dB)

4[‘30 6[‘30
frequency(Hz)
(a) TL of Case 1

Sound Pressure(Pa)
o

200 400 600 800 1000

time(ms)
(b) Comparison p, with p,

Fig. 4 Result of before modification



Fig. 4& Case I 9 A=A (¥ TL, e EE=0
b p, & Adger ¥AE Aotk SPLE 90.56(dB)

24 S5 wise] oF 10.98B) s AS I @
F stek
Fig.5% 489 79

minitabe  °]&at] A 7|HE
Azt A2 A 7} Q] HAFL |
ly = 200mm, l; = 300mm, |, = 240mm, [, = 140mm,,
d, = 15mm, d, = 240mm, d; = 25mm= 5= Yt
EZS59 po #& oF 8281(dBE Y] Aol
27.73(dB)E Aag A gl & gllon, &3 Case
19 S4RY ¢ 7.75(dB) At w2k
SEEET T R ERE

1 = 400mm,

71—}\—@_

g D

100

90

80

70

60

50

SPL(dB)

40

30F

20

i i
400 600
frequency(Hz)

0 200
(a) Comparison of optimization TL with Case I

13

[
& PE——

Bt
— — pyofcasel ||

D 5 i |

i

el
[

il
Iy

i
et
IIU .

Sound Pressure (Pa)

i i h'

E i i i i
0 200 400 600 800 1000

) time(ms) .
(b) Comparison of optimization SP with Case I

Fig. 5 Result of optimization for using Taguchi
Method
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