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Abstract

Outdoor experimental study is presented the insertion loss caused by barrier considering discontinuous ground con-
dition. Measurements ware made in 1/3 octave band over the frequency range 315 Hz~3150 Hz with the various ge-
ometry of the source, receiver and barriers. The frequency range of the interference pattern depends on the phase
difference between path from the edge of barrier to receiver; and hence on the acoustical properties of the ground
on the receiver side of the barrier, The insertion loss by barrier, in addition to diffraction, is shown to be dependent

on the ground characteristic.
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Fig. |. Schematic diagram for the insertion loss on
ground.
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Fig. 2. Block diagram for the measurement of the

insertion loss on ground.



BA& Ao 28 o 43S ol a3 Ay

oung co. Medel 301c) el Fab= B4 2 +£05%+ 1
Hz(10 Hz~10 kHz), 85498 £0.2dB(0 Hz~
100kHz) el ™, 1/2 912 3telt A wpolsLxt #() /2 Con
denser Michrophone, B&K, Typedl6siet Mf-#k%
S A(Sound Tevel Meter, B&K, Type2209) ¢t
HE](1/3 Octave Band Pass Filter, B&K, Typel6it)
2 E; M&0.5dB (20 Hz~30 kHz) ot} &8 %
<9 Fa5 S48 HdhA 1/3 SERR Wl

A *r—Tq‘—r'J. 315, 400, 500. 630, 8060, 1000, 1250,
1600, 2000, 2500, 3150 Hz& &2 &9sidu. 4
A& 3o gole 2.4 m, Woly 24 moly, %7
0.015 m2] &#-g AHgstdul,

P)

Table 1. The measured atmospheric condition during
experiment period,

temperature hudelt}f wind velocity

63+800J 0.2 £ 0.1M%

measured value| 221 4T

SAS} 2R 28 gkAbs Fe]7) 98 3 m
%_IOI-J HolB2 mfo|ARES g A 27 3t
¥ A& Z(Pistonphone. B&K, Type 4220022
B3t eny, wFE(anti-wind screen) S vjol
EZ Bo 3istd rolazE AFRFH ¥ {‘}
TS Has v 28 2488 Ads g9
gt AL Fol7) st AHe] 16 m o] Zolg
0.05 m ole) RA2HE vhAlw B B M
gl Aol Helo] o FE FAAch
Aoz 259 g5 182 55 d712 =4 l
G ooz FHof it 3719 2FI =9
37t 713 Ao gk S(back ground noise) 2]
Fd3e Hads7) $l8) okl 29SSt &%
# 713} B9k Wi7) §4-& Table 13} gov 25
o g5, F4 242 Far EETE A7) I
f’oh’l Azch A 7IZEESE HdAEE: 26C, B

S 2%, 5 0.30% clRev, o3 714
3‘;?101] A 7)ol &% k3l 4 kHz & o 2.2 dB/
100m 4% 7o U W Aol A 2572} vlol
Az Z7N2Y H) +H AL 7 18 m oz di 7)o
9|8k e % 0.4dB RER ol BAlss T,

n&:%
Jo,

rEoR_.ogé

o-‘]-

V. dgas o =2

Fig, 32 43 B8 0% 420 4abyQ) Wi HE

:‘:%EQ} %3], 11}9} ofrgEZ Bd&£o2 Ko
AV Aol gl bgow apolel Helids) M atell
Hp = 2% ¥| /LOI)- Sy e RN 2 2 BI—_Q_I:l_:IQI <} &2
& vl A8 gellhs) 9 rlel 22 E 2
wolthr) e 1 m, MFYellM mpol22FE 7R #el
(dr)iz 6m & Qs o}‘-’ﬁlc’ﬁl' T g A

olg]l Mel{ds)E 3m, 6m. 12m 2 HEAA s
18 233
20 - : e v . .
10l (a)ds=3m —-.—grgsS-Soll 1
A--goil-grass i
or . - calcviated value i
10+ 4
f‘8. o i
ool CaAA 2 e :
- 2N A e O
S e L :
-30+ ~ e A 1
_ o}
[an] 20— e - - - L “ N
o - A
E;; 10t mas=am - @ -5l A8S-504 :
A . i
5 ol . sci.: grass i
= P & sziculates velue .
Z Ac: &Y :
<& . A3 QN,,A_ i
= 2 : —n A B
& O;- v o e oA
% 30t L/ AT / 3
2 ! n ) ‘
A TH 4
s L e
QL ossiEm - ®—3r588-59- .
. 4 so-grass
- . CACUEIET VT
boowf s &
w- P @ 3. i
T - y
30 & Fy

9G B000G 10k 1% 20k 28k 3w sk

FREQUENCY (Hz}

Fig. 3. Comparison the measured insertion loss on the
grass-soil the soil-grass and the calculated
value,

(a)ds =3m, th)ds =6m, (c)ds=12m
{dr ==6m., hs=1m. hr =1m)

Fig. 3& &%l ¢ -E:—hﬂ.. Jal;u K R R )
Z¥ Ately] zWol 2%, H 222 Bdgeld
5 2ol BrIHge] g u o}, 2PH HYE
Hak(4) Mol s AME grm vlazskdc Fig. 3
(a)= ds7F 3 m & 24 5old, Aldkd ah-a9e et
E¥e 315Hz o4 12.3dB <l 1/3 SE}E2 W= 9]



18

&b RS ol 1 dB W £ sbsked 3150
Hz ol 43z 223 dB & chrhlimt g-3-e) 1.5 of 2]
o) Y gtelri i ol el WERd, Anlel
ZA-F 0.5 1) ol d 630 Hz, 1000 Hz, 1600 Hz
dejol i g el el R Eahsk byl 2l gt
2m x4 vebich ds7h BE 99 S el 4T
ol S TE Obis 29 rhel sl E o] o)
zlvms dabg o Pon) vie|AZ#e] a3 )
tol 249w wsh5= f el 4 & do] 714y
® g Auh (hizds7h Bm @ A Solul Al
eolel g &k 107-207 dB § ehdch
A3 7)7F A Ade] x7)og o] 2§ o 630
Hz, 1600 Hz J ool (A2 E eblr, &2
2 5ol iz F4 Bk 1600 Hz ol 4 2500 Hz Ahe)
o iy 03%11*1 ydEdel ARE ¥ ¢ A
v (c)izds7h12m & wp @ dstelvt A gxl 4
FEME ds7 3 m o WE} ¥ 29dB H2 B
ERALE ds7h AR Fo] dAzeR) «7) Fota)
W, e gRel o] sdgko) gelxing olo]
Az g wgshs Sibs WeHy vlolARE A}
olo] xpwle] 3t ol ogh 3 A ol Au)
HY 9 At 2 nE vlolaR Eo| S|
Ade] 22 o) Fo2 ¥ AR NPy o]
ol F7IA el 48 4d ol el gdsel 2
ol & YdEd g 2 4 qloh

Fig. 4& #I¥le]l 22 cf~BE, of&¥E 232
EQHolIn B Ade] g1l A7k F W Y
23t Ak gREda vinstdet (a)f A 237
7A7E AR R Awe] A w2500 Hz g Aol M =t
B3 ob Y o 1250 Hz 999 3150 Hz 2 el
Mo sbe B Adedel gal s=ZAE vt
Atk ole dsvh #E 3§ 2377 3P AUR
o et rolazEatole] Ao A¢S o A
Al gen, dejagEe] 4 Aol 22U o
ot #EQ) F o] 2500 Hz @ ol ¥zted 22 F
T4 B AL 1600 Hz Gl A= g8
e (blell A dl&del dule TR 9%
& @7 wonmg AV} FAbEIM 630~800 Hz,
1250 Hz ot Aldte 3t Boh 2 gt e
OE Fibg Al E AR %oz ey 3

o -‘«'

i

wyel YN ueiH HSAMRCE A vk
b g B3] FolE 2@k (A dsh A
Wede] Yels B e, 2959} vho)

WA FRB AL BT B3O

20; s . . .
10 : ravds=3m -~ @—Qrass-asphalt
oi - &~ asphaft-grass
calculated value
10- R ]
20 Ba 2A‘A=’.\ N ]
X : TO"*’:ﬁv\f */;'A\>—(.
30: A \. P ~O 4
.~ 80r ]
= 20“ L . . X
5‘,:7 10} DIsS=HM --@ —-grass-asphalt
51: O; A- -asphall-grass ;
= : - caleulated value
Z -5 é%k o ]
= 20! L e T
T
7 -.;O:
= AN i
20 .- " U ;
He wis=12m ®- -grass-asphalt
sL -& —asphalt-grass
- A~ - caiculated value
10 ag A ]
: ®6.
0 i'bL‘ A . 7'0‘/":_ '..\i\ D]
. o 3 - o °
30+ LS A ]
45 1

30 500.0 10K 15« 20k 23k 20k 3.5k

FREQUENCY (Hz)

Fig. 4. Comparison the measured insertion loss on the
grass-asphalt the asphalt-grass and the ca-
lculated value.

(a)ds=3m, (b)ds =6m, (¢c)ds=12m
{dr =6m, hs=1m, hr = 1m)

Azl AT F A G A=A} o§ 7
del d&g 37 nstao} g, mo] z=).of
28EY AS 28#A7} YAF 2o Ao 7
HAAAA 9 Fa FH90] 2 O E 25
Aol Mg 248 AY&d Ak Ao L2 g
v} Zglo] o AHE-F 2| @ 1250 Hz <4 92} 2500
Hz 4 QoM 5222 Jehly] 23]-olAZEQ o
uo} Hax e Fop Jgdo] nFde dgog o
S5t ., spol AR Eo] AFE AU A9 J&
02 &l ofA¥ESl Z-99] 3150 Hz »r} A3 5
T A9 2500 Hz dgelly 285 Zaaax s
vebdcl, 28122 dss} dro] 2 W] 5 A 7heg
ojx g NwH el B HE B S| 7
2 AHe dggog 7 A9 Far o]

Fat oo oy A& Foy g 44
HEAS ANzin 7o dAFo)



% ARl urswlel of & R dol ahi A S
\ o

Fig. 59 6& #2 Aol Was F st wf
) wle| A2 X Abol9 #a)(dr) Wil whE 54

1‘\:}0‘:]5:.)\1_\1]. ;_ﬂ)\]-ff} u?— Hio| _-_§'__1_=|.'-_§- H] '114-25]-
At Au e Fol(hs) ek vholARFE 2] welthry

= 1m, Aol uba el 7)ol #lat{ds)iz 6 mi
AdAsHA S AN mlo]aRE el Mg
(dr)& 3m, 9m 12ma "3 4yeds 5%
skl

20 T T T T T T
10L {a8)dr=3m —@—grass-soil ]
ol —A--soil-grass ]
10 --calculated value
- 3 4
ey .
-20 \A Q(A/k ............. e "
\ ° A o~
-30 \/ .7<A/ 4
)
__ -40f ]
o 20 ! . L .
‘D ..
& 10} (b)dr=om ~—®-—grass-soil ]
8 6 —A—soil-grass ]
- ) - calculated value
Z 10 4
Q 4
- = B i
Eooof e geRRN L g
B30t ~p ]
=z
= 401
20 . . .
10+ (c)dr=12m —®-—-Qrass-soil 4
al —&—soll-grass 3
A calculated value 1
0 el i
e, r . ;
SRR, PSS
VP RAS —— !
30+ ¢ T i
40+ , ‘ g
00 5000 10k 1.5k 20k 2.5 3Gk 3 5k

FREQUENCY (Hz)

Fig. 5. Comparison the measured insertion loss on the
grass-soil, the soil-grass and the calculated

value,
{a)dr=3m, (b)dr=9m, (c)dr=12m
(ds =6m. hs = lm, hr = 1m)

Fig. 5& ZRe] 24-% H- 242 2459 o
Ag Avolth rlo|aRE| PSH) 77tE £F
Sute] HPFE FolAe, drel 3m @ FF 12m
2 w2t oF 29dB & g3 vEACh (a)e dr 9
Im Y Aole AdE AAELL AT oM Y

119

& wre ol x| vjolrag Ea=le] A7t upH ol
5 e 4ded g vehly Fig 3lal e 2ol 12.3
dB~22.3 dB # uhvbdivh Fsibe sad o9} ahgH
sfolo] s gdahls wb2 g ue| Aubsol M
EE] vfel R FA metstA fiol, AT 8
A5 o] 229 uf 630 Hz, 2000 Hz 3 Hellq 2
flil FoF Hoj g m 28 nF e FHL
2500 Hz off A sgl&Ede] B4 Aag & & AR ¥
APel Zo1A o] ez A4kE AEd BY
Z BAEAE e (W drtIm Y B¢ o)
o Ao}l £ 222 ¥ 03 ol 630 Hz, 2000 Hz
Ao 4 FHA2AE Ydepdd, F A@ 9 2710
WE ddEde dee fAlEH FriAge] ze
v Add Added vo & 2HEE Y2
400 Hz 9] a4 el q Aidgt Bt 22 45l

20 T + . - : :
10F {a)dr=2m -- ®-—grass-asphall
ol - A -asphalt-grass
calculated value
10}t J
$aa
-20t 4
2304 4
40 4
& 20 :.'____ s+ e -
2 r
@ 10F {bydr=tm --®--grass-asphait |
o ot o -35phalt-grass
-l
Z a0l 8. caiculated value
g " Pl 2% - § f
E -20F R
» 30-
£

Fig. 6. Comparison the measured insertion loss on the
grass-asphalt, the asphalt-grass and the ca-
lculated value,

(a)dr=3m, (b)dr=9m, (c}dr =12m
{ds = 6m, hs=1lm, hr =1m)



120

28 vebda Uk (0¥ drel 12 m 2 Hgoly
MAEAL dsob dregl Al FolA 2 Alag A
Ao Fag Bod dro] F pF dgdtele] &
dtel AL A=A fAck ds7F 2P dret A
AW upem Qokr ol Mo slelz 2 A9
9 APAER] 671 FHelAle, BZ oA mle]a R
Eatole] AF Astse AP}l Ao wialg F
Egshy whababe] (Hga gl olF g aEwt
QS A Wisch Crele g vlolaF Eof YN F
Aqee]l & A H$ 1250 Hz ol M 2] HA%]7F 22
291000 Hz 2 o) B3l on], S @2 2706 ¢
) AsbgtE o 2 AEHS B o ok

Fig, 62 o] 2ol LBE, olAPE. A2
2d&d @ gAEdelnd (a)E ds7t e mEAM drd
3m B 23 25917 3 Aol 22 b
ohaZEQ 252 1600 Hz ot W& 1250 Hz 49
ol HHA AAE42] 4 AZANE JeRiY, O
& FHFIHol e A AUEdn FArsto)
T§ Fig. 4(a)olA xdo] o 2FE-2Z Ho] Qd
& ol 593 7Eety 2ol SFE &
deo] Peg7t fASe, (b dro] 9m ole, A&
He Hele FAHY 4 A 2ng A}
fAbshE 1250 Hz sdodofl A Al4te sl @78 s
2 g vehitt oE Fa4 4= Fig. 4
(b) 2} 2o) wh & darel 3EUL nej$ ASE
Fop v)5§l gteg yEdch (c)e drel 12 m Y
AgolH o FolAa drol H)Et dsvt A A2
TR 71488 Aop F W AL @3 7S
A Fae7t 22545 247 AZE 8 F A

a2t A o] HA 5ol g W AgA% 5
A7 A A T e FEFE T H2
xe] Foe ddol AFHFE o|F 0, SN
w3 grgHoA clolarEAAY A7t 3
o] FHEA FHL vABE LFHA2 Fug
3ol wek AW Pl YA F LY E S
EAHQ 28 NYL Y 5 AUch

V.@d 8

Zwe] fFo| BASY of AW P wje} B
¥ e e YAy 22 2% &% FHF 99
315~3150 Hzoll W5l x| F&g s P&
Hol A A AYEY S d 7k

REFERALE B4 MIMW(]19%5)

Powo) o¢ 28 ANE BABE Fnpest
Z718 $8, 295 nfolazEo| BeWo) 77tE
48 2 & /AN B Ag2AeM s47 e
Q1)@ ¥ vlo] 2 EAo|o} A2] Wl o
& 2r8 e o 64~22.3dB oItk Aol 714
o] A +E N3z vehte Fo4 Qo) AF
HEoZ o|FUE UYL E IHAT. o|AL ¥
g Aot oJ¢ walnkel HHote] HYAY WE
ojch, &M WegWrx A7t wgo)y vjol
A EAA AR aAY T & AL vlol=
2Fo] XF e PG v 2A won A
1@ AR VARG T 2Ad% A BUINY
o] 21 Aol7k A2 A% 1 kHz o)3e) 244 4
Al ALz Lok 2 el dehigen, $7)
Agpe] spol7} 2 W 24 AAo) Vel FaFs
£2 ANAY F5 FAhME ANGH A9 L)
stk APe B0 ¢@ HA AT LU $E
W, wedolq g7 Alo)o| Hel g atg &
22 3d 54 ¥ nEstel Beue Ao
2M Og EdHo 2 AL02RE £478 83

CEES BN

& n g 8

1. K. Attenborough, “Ground parameter information
for propagation modeling,” J. Acoust. Soc. Am.. 92
(1), 418-427(1992)

2. ]. Durnin and H. L. Bertoni, “Acoustic propagation
over ground having inhomogeneous surface im-
pedance,” J. Acoust. Soc., Am., 70(3), 852-859(1981)

3. D. C. Hothersall, $. N, Chandier-Wilde and M, N,
Hajmirzae, “Efficiency of single noise barriers”, J.
Sound Vib,, 146(2), 303-322(1991)

4. D. A. Hutchins, H. W, Jones and L. T. Russel,
“Model studies of barrier performance of ground
surfaces,” J. Acoust. Soc. Am., 75(6), 1807-1826
(1984)

5. D. H, Crombie and D, C, Horthesall, "The perform-
ance of muitiple noise barriers,” J. Sound Vib,, 176
(4), 459-473(1994)

6. G. R, Watts and D. C. Horthesall, “Acoustic per-
formance of new design of traffic noise barriers,” J.
Sound Vib., 177(3), 289-3065(19%4)

7. A. Omoto and K, Fujiwara, “A study of an actively
controlled noise barrier,” J. Acoust, Soc. Am,, 94



B4 AUAL 234 A3 ddEdo) gE AT

(4), 2173-2180(1993)

8. L. K. Leang, Y. Yamashita and M. Matsu,
“Siplified calculation method for noise reduction by
barriers on the ground,” J. Acoust. Soc, Jpn(Ej.,,
11€4), 199-206(1930)

9. J. Nicolas, T. F. W. Embleton and J. E. Piercy,
“Precise model measurements versus theoretical
prediction of barrier insertion loss in presence of the
ground,” J. Acoust, Soc. Am., 73(1}. 44-54(1983)

10. U. J. Kurze and G. S. Anderson, “Sound attenu-

ation by barriers,” Appl. Acoust., 4, 39(1971)

A o #
1993 89 12944
19563 0¥ : A& &R E8)&tat 290} &AH
1975 29 AT Y A4y HAF

(4 2)

HH4h
1980 9¥ - sty W) ATy A
shekAh)

19803 ~1981d : 9= University of Southampton
Institute of Sound and Vibration
APAY A7

1981~ 8 d= S H

16831 ~ 19855 | =535 3 of A}

1966'3 39~ c A ghat gajaty wsp

121

1. YR, £2§AES NBEBAL p131(1984)

12, YELYYE YL, 22 VFAR Y=58, YBAL
p207(1983)

13 1S, g, BEY. {ed, AT Ay e
ol 280 ozl B 93,7 A SFHAA,
13(5), 5-14(1994)

14. T. F. Embleton, J. E. Piercy and G. A Daigle,
“Effective flow resistivity of ground surfaces de-
termined by acoustical measurements,” }. Acoust.
Soc. Am.. 74(4), 1239-1244(1983)

azl £ 2(Dong Il Kim) H39
1962 109 294 4%

198551 2% - A& gelgta FH(elgAh
19873 8%t ddietn viehy Z2ardn) Ed (0%

Aa})
19223 39~ @A dgisty iy E2lds g
ALEY
a3 T 2Z(Ho Kyeong Jang) A3y

1961\ 12¥ 6L ¥
1984\ 29 : 9Bt F2)at 2t 2Q(CFAD
19864 2% : AUl Ay 2edn SQ(eidt

A
1992\ 2% ; Dl 3t it g2 FH(o[S
aFALY

1994 391~ Al : WS B2 S AY B



