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Aircraft noise is a serious problem to inhabitants near airports. INM is one of programs for
determining the predicted noise impact in the vicinity of airports. It has been widely used for
engineers to evaluate aircraft noise. However it is difficult to predict aircraft noise in case of lack
of exact INM input data. The exact informations about a fighter plane are not known well for a
security problem. This study presents methods of reducing errors between measurement and
simulation when the exact INM input data is not known. Especially we adjusted the thrust force of

aircraft engine and reduced the error.
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