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. . Area : No rattle of door or window. No low frequency noise is perceived.

NO6) FIQZ F|93 Area : No rattle of door or window. However physiological influences may occur.

Table 1 Area :No low frequency noise is perceived directly. However the noise is perceived
indirectly as a kind of rattle of door or window
Area : Rattle of door or window sound and the low frequency noise is perceived
100Hz
due to its high sound pressure level
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b) Fourier Amplitudes of acceleration
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Fig.2 Fourier Amplitudes of NO.2
and sound pressure level
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C) Fourier Amplitudes of acceleration

243.7sec~253.7sec (peak on 25Hz) at NO.6
Fig.3 Fourier Amplitudes of NO.5&NO.6
and sound pressure level
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sound pressure level

Table 1 Vehicle running situation

1 (157.1~167.1sec) 3 (243.7~253.7sec)
157.1 1 243.7
159.112 1
160.1 3 249.7 1
161.1)12 251.7 1
162.1 3
167.1 253.7




