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ABSTRACT

The purpose of this study is to calculate transmission loss of KHST passenger vehicle's wall section accurately Typical
transmission loss measurement of wall in the laboratory condition was carried out in advance, which is easier than KHST.
Transmission loss results were compared with those by statistical acoustic method. Transmission loss values of KHST
calculated by experimental method are compared with those from closed form solution.
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Table 1. Properties of center glass

size (lengthXheightXthickness) | 2x0.885x0.003 m’

7.14kg/m'

mass per unit area
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