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Fig. 1 : Cross sections of compared noise barriers.
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Receiver points for mean insertion loss
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Fig. 2 : Locations of a source, a barrier and re-

ceiver points.
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Fig. 3 : A-weighted spectrum of road traffic noise
according to ASJ-Model 1998.

* The Comparison with Noise Shielding Efficiency of New Type Barriers.
By ISHIZUKA Takashi, FUIIWARA Kyoji (Kyushu Institute of Design)
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Fig. 4 : The comparison with noise shielding efficiency of various new type barriers.
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