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Experimental Validation of Panel Contribution Analysisfor Structure-Borne
Noise
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(b) Validation with experiments

Fig. 1 Comparison of critica deformation shape and
vector diagram of PCA(Panel Contribution Analysis)

(a) Prediction (74Hz)

Fig. 2 Comparison of 2™ acoustic mode between
calculation and vaidation (Black line: Nodal face)

(b) Validation (77Hz)
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(a) Prediction with calculations
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Fig. 3 Comparison of sound pressure level

between calculation and validation to identify the the
effect of countermeasure
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