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On the comparison of KHTN and noise prediction model using a commercial program
- focusing on the horizontal distance of back barrier -
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Figure 1. Plan and section of model
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Figure 2. Traffic volume & average speed
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Figure 3. Measured noise level of Ref. Mics
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Figure 4. Measured noise level of point
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Table 1. Summarized result according to RLV

Meas KHTN | RLS-90
Ref. Mic 83.4 82.9 83.5
Diff (Pred — Meas) - -0.5 0.1
—&—Meas -4-KHTN =4 RLS-90 [a]
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Figure 5. Compared result of measured and predicted

value : (a) Lae, (b) Difference level
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