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Performance Comparison of Noise Reducing Devices
for the Different Noise Source Spectrum
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(a) Weighting spectra of highway noise
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(b) Weighting spectra of railway noise

Figure 1. Weighting spectra for performance
evaluation of noise reducing devices
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(b) Weighting spectra of railway noise

Figure 2. Weighting spectra for performance
evaluation of noise reducing devices
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Figure 3. Results comparison from the different
weighting spectrum
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