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A Study on Improving wide band absorption performance using Triple leaf
Microperforated panel absorbers
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Figure 1 Model of a TLMPP for theoretical
analysis
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Figure 3(b) The average absorption coefficient relative
to perforation ratio
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Figure 3(a) The average absorption coefficient relative

to hole diameter
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Figure 3(c) The average absorption coefficient relative
to panel thickness
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Figure 3(d) The average absorption coefficient relative

to distance between each panels,
D, + D, + Dy = 300mm
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Figure 4 Comparision Absorption coefficient
(a):standard TLMPP condition,
(b):Best TLMPP combination of average for energy,
(c):standard DLMPP: D, , = 150mm
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