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Performance Test of Noise Reducers Installed on Noise Barrier
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ABSTRACT

The use of noise barrier is being increased to reduce the environmental noise in these days.

Also, many noise reducers installed at the top of noise barrier are developed for improving the

efficiency of noise reduction. So we evaluate the performance of the noise reducers and compare
the results among the others. Results of field tests show that the insertion loss due to the noise

reducers is up to 10.6 dB.
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Table 2 The effici

Reducer A 6.7 5.5
Reducer B 74 6.0
Reducer C 6.0 49
Reducer D 2.8 2.2
Reducer E 19 1.9
Reducer F 4.9 3.8
Reducer G 6.5 5.5
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