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Fig. 1 Configurations of decoupling model

A7 z= A VIAA duldzoln ZE

g Al SaelvlE el Teln we At

zhe A9 AA Y

Ll

H2sh Al A o] MelE

7-2,+2, @
w) = e [ 2+ Z,(3)] 3
a3 ARl 9% 7o) S ) ete of)
s} 2},
(B O)=iwZ(w, (e PV (@)
we FEeAle] AgAAS Fste] Tak &
slom Agaee oo} ol Aojd 4 v,

ko)

-637-

()



2.

Fi

47

Aolet. 13
A gl

o :a*v Fig. 3¢ WS BTN

3

g.
3}

siAFat

2¢} Fig. 32 9199 5 W
olt}. Fig. 2+ A €]
S B 2000Hzol 2
EH|of WA 5ol

dlo
=2
o
=
&)

ol
==

£ Uehd gl AFHS 9
ﬂé@lﬂ Wt 20l FAer) S

weh geEel SRFAEART 2 AS @

7 ('7) le(?’)}
K H{T = {Tzl(v) Ty () ©)
cos({ih,i) *iZisin(é"ihi)
{T,(y)}= [Z-Sln(fihi) cos (&h) ] )
Z
Fig. 1914 % WA7E 3234 4 A 4
Fof she] £k vl ofje] A3 )
Yy
Tb: ?b: Ty2+ Ty (8)
2 3% (6)= A (@)°l tisiated Aelshd &%
< T
(R .6)= z'wpoFeik"H 1
P R T 4+ Ty + 4 T, 4+ Ty
)
wEba FERSAl g% BedTs A 2
o] Al 4 9tk
p (R ,0)‘
o = R0)
= 20L 4% 1
TN T A T,/ 4+ 2Ty + 1)) )
(10
T WA Wwedey SEFIHEAS o9
Ata} o] Aeolgt = k.
2
TL=20Log 1y

2Ty + Tl Z)+ Ty + Tl 4

4 (e 4 ol dael Bea 45
) eSS Aole] WA

[e])
PR

1o
=
EO/‘\
= nn

Z,(v)+4 ()
+2Z.(y

wf(’Y)

~

Vibratio/IL [dB]

—wf/w []

-=+whb/wf H

0 2000 4000

6000
Freq.[Hz]

8000 10000

Fig. 2 Comparison between the plate and the

decoupling layer vibration
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Fig. 3 Comparison between the sound

transmission loss and pressure insertion loss
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