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On the comparison of KHTN and noise prediction model at the roadside
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Table 2. Information of models

A 5 | For | BusE | 23R
AEA=I | 8 8,712 94km/hr | o}~EE
nd 2 6 1,666 86km/hr | ZIZE

Table 3. Comparison of measured and predicted values

=4 | =43 OlATE | =243 ZAYE

o] | dB(A) |[KHTN |RLS90| dB(A) |[KHTN|RLS90
Im | 836 | 81.1 | 82.5 | 83.0 | 78.6 | 79.2
3m | 844 | 816 | 83.1 | 81.6 | 78.9 | 79.7
5m | 835 | 82.0 | 83.2 | 80.8 | 79.7 | 79.7
7m | 834 | 818 | 83.2 | 80.5 | 79.4 | 79.4
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Fig. 2 Difference level of (a) Asphalt & (b) Concrete road.
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