


















































surface or boundary of the medium, the result is a coherem
beam reflected in the specular direction togethes
radiation of diffuse energy in a (generally brozd) [
pattern. This radiation of diffuse energy is termed surface
scattering, and the component radiated backwards along
the path of the incident beam is termed “back-scattering”.

or unwanted signals masking reflected signals of interest.
Consider the theoretical and experimental results for back-
scattering from the ocean sea surface, shown in Fig. 8. In
this_example the rough surface has an RMS elevation of

.15 m and an RMS slope of .2, and the acoustic wave-
length is 0.4 m. These parameters were chosen so that the
first-order Kirchhoff theory would be valid at grazing angles
of up to 30 degrees, and also that the (equally simple)
asymptotic form of the Kirchhoff theory would be valid
for grazing angles of 45 to 90 degrees. (The Kirchhoff
theory “is popular because it is comparatively simple. It
assumes that the sound field and its gradient at any point
on the rough surface are the same as if the only surface
present were a flat plane tangential to the point in question.)
At small grazing angles, the Kirchhoff theory predicts a
scattering strength of about —30 dB (solid curve), to which
a shadowing correction is applied (dotted curve). The
measured values are 10 to 20 dB weaker than these theoreti-
cal values, and this result illustrates the adequacy of the
Kirchhoff prediction. The main problem is that the
Kirchhoff model requires that the rough surface have large
radii of curvature everywhere, whereas the crests of sea-
waves (in particular) have very small radii. However there is
nomodel available at present for scattering from a randomly
rough surface, that yields good agreement with experiment
over a wide range of conditions.

b, Free Gas Bubbles

1f small inhomogeneities are placed in a sound beam,
the main effect is that each inhomogeneity radiates sound
as if it were a source. This process is called scattering. If
the radius of the inhomogeneity is much smaller than the
acoustic wavelength, the scattering is omni-directional.
The strength of the scattering from an_ inhomogeneity
increases with increasing “mismatch” of the acoustic
impedances of the inhomogeneity and the surrounding
medium.

The most important type of inhomogeneity in sea
water is the gas bubble, either free or enclosed in a fish
swim-bladder. Gas bubbles have a low acoustic impedance
and are efficient scatterers of sound — and spectra of
scattering by bubbles show that each bubble has a reson-
ance frequency.

The pressure-amplitude (p) and phase () spectra of
sound scattering by a bubble are shown in Fig. 9 (top right-
hand corner). The resonance frequency is given by

L n
fr = ma (3yPolp)
where a s bubble radius
P, is ambient hydrostatic pressure
» density of surrounding medium
¥ s the ratio of specific heats of the bubble gas
(YPo s the bulk modulus of the gas in the bubble).

‘The resonance frequency of a bubble as a function of bubble
radius, for 2 values of hydrostatic pressure (or depth below
the surface), is shown in Fig. 9. Bubbles exist in the sea,

close to the surface, mainly as a result of surface waves
breaking. The most common radii of these ambient bubbles
s 60 to 100 , and the resonance frequency of these
(typical) bubbles is 30 to 50 kHz.

The effect of ambient bubbles on sound transmission
at frequencies of 30 to 50 kHz is that a sound beam will be
attenuated as part of its energy is scattered in all directions.

. Fish Gas-Bladders

Many species of marine fish possess gas-filled “swim-
bladders”. Data from experiments to determine the reson-
ance frequencies of particular gas-bladders, and of the fish
and gas-bladder combination, are shown in Fig. 10. In these
experiments, the target is placed in a steady sound field
(whose frequency is slowly varied) and the total sound
pressure (incident plus scattered) close to the surface of the
target is measured. At high frequencies, there is partial
destructive interference between the incident and scattered
waves (¢ = 180° and P, < Pi). The sharp minimum ocours
at the frequency where Py = P; (and ¢ = 180°).

The isolated gas-bladder has a higher Q than the intact
fish-with-bladder; this effect is due to the relatively high
“Niscosity” of the fish tissue.

d.  Deep Scattering Layers

Acoustic scattering layers, both deep and shallow, are
widespread in all of the world oceans. An example of a
layer, and its variation with time of day, is shown in Fig. 11.
Part of the layer descends during the early daylight hours
from the surface to depths of several hundred metres, and
returns to the surface region towards sunset. This behaviour
is the same as that of many species of mesopelagic fish and
the larger species of zoo-plankton. Most mesopelagic fish
have gas-filled swim-bladders; and the most common
acoustic resonance frequency of these bladders is about
5kHz

The effect of these relatively strong scattering objects
distributed through the volume of the ocean is to cause
“volume reverberation”, appearing as an unwanted return
signal when an active sonar beam is used. In this way the
return signals of interest may be masked and escape de-
tection.

AMBIENT SEA NOISE

The ocean is a noisy environment and the type of
noise are classified as:
wmd depenuem
and

(smpl ait

The significance of ambient noise is that it determines
the background level against which radiated noise from
targetehicles is to be detected (by “passive” sonars).

Biological and traffic noise are straightforward in
concept (although difficult to predict accurately), whereas
the basic mechanisms of wind-dependent noise have yet to
be explained.

Empirical spectra of wind-dependent noise in
Australian waters for several wind-speeds are shown in
Fig. 12. These levels.are too high to be explained by pres
ently available theories of noise generation by wind-driven



turbulence. At the low wind-speeds, the spectra contain a
broad peak at about 500 Hz, and there is probably another
peak at a low frequency (of the order of 10 Hz o less).
It is possible, although it remains to be demonstrated, that
the low-frequency peak would be associated with the con-
ventional spectrum of the sea-surface roughness, which
peaks at frequencies of 05 to 1 Hz. The relationship
cannot be one of simple proportionality, because the
roughness spectra at high frequencies are independent of
ind-speed (the phenomenon of “saturation” of capillary
waves).

Other than the low-frequency surface-roughness
spectrum, the only spectrum with a peak, that is known to
oceur naturally in the ocean, is the distribution of sizes
(and hence of resonance frequencies) of air bubbles that we
have alluded to in the section on scattering. The only peaks
of these spectra are at frequencies of 30 to 50 kHz, and it is
possible that wind-dependent noise may possess some inter-
esting properties at these frequencies. So far, however,
measurements have been sparse.

The question that remains is: what causes the peak in
the wind-dependent ambient noise at 500 Hz?

CONCLUDING REMARKS

phenomenon of cut-off frequencies in stratified
underwater acoustic ducts has been successfully modelled,
and is of general interest because the duct thickness is much
larger than the acoustic wavelength at which cut-off occurs.
(The same effect occurs in acoustic or electro-magnetic
ducts in the atmosphere).

Scattering of sound by individual gas bubbles s also a
comparatively simple problem and has been satisfactorily
modelled. This phenomenon is of interest because, at
resonance, the scattering cross section of a bubble is far
greater than its geometric cross-sectional area. The bubble
scatters more sound energy than is directly incident on the
bubble itself.

Scattering of sound waves by the periodically undulat-
ing boundary (with no random roughness) of a homo-
geneous medium can be solved exactly, although the effort
required is considerable. An exact solution for  randomly
rough boundary can be obtained in principle by considering
the spectrum of the surface roughness. As vet, however,
this final step has not been carried through to completion,
and the Kirchhoff approximation is still a popular, but
inadequate, model.

The transmission of sound waves in a stratified
medium with flat boundaries has also been successfully
modelled (the “normal-mode” method). However, the
combined problem of transmission is a stratified (as distinct
from a homogeneous) medium with a rough boundary has
not yet been solved.

&

Wind-dependent seanoise at frequencies above, say,
100 Hz is louder than can be explained by present theories.
It is not known how there can be a peak in the spectrum at
about 500 Hz.

It is hoped that the foregoing discussion of some
aspects of what s a complex assembly of interrelated effects

and those of fields such as radar transmission or airborne
acoustics. Much striking work has been done, and more
remains to be done.
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DEVELOPMENT OF A SOUND ABSORBING AND ATTENUATING CEILING

N. 1. GABRIELS & N. CONSTANT

SUMMARY

A sound absorbing and attenuating ceiling has been developed for use in
hospital buildings. Its room-to-room sound attenuation and single ceil-

ing sound insertion loss properties were measur

red, and the results

evaluated for speech privacy and attentuation of noise from above

ceiling noises.

INTRODUCTION

The need for a sound absorbing and attenuating ceil-
ing in hospitals has long been recognised. There are some
ceiling constructions available with adequate absorption
and attenuation properties, but none can also provide for
the stringent medical and engineering requirements of
Western Australia’s major public hospitals.

The modern hospital is a highly serviced building
with the normal acoustic requirements of sufficiently low
background noise levels and adequate speech privacy, but
has additional, special requirements for cleanliness, low
maintenance and accessibility to above-ceiling services.

In the past, adequate noise control and speech pi
vacy have been achieved in the traditional manner of
extending walls to the underside of the slab or roof. With
current hospital requirements and trends in design, this is
becoming both uneconomical and impractical. Mechanical,
plumbing and electrical services are of such an extent that
very large spaces are required to contain them, and these
spaces are usually located above ceiling level. Ce
of up to 1350 mm are not uncommon. .,
many instances, it is not possible to locate mechanical
ducts where desired, and they often run directly above, and
parallel to wall partitions which need to be full height to
achieve acceptable room-to-room sound transmission losses.

Acoustic masking or “perfuming” has been used on a
number of occasions in hospitals and has been included in
several Perth hospital buildings. In one system, based on
individual office control, the results have not been satis-
factory. It has been found that some patients object to the
noise at the volumes necessary to achieve sufficient masking,
and another major drawback is that some doctors do not
use the system, which is only effective if operating in both
of the adjoining consulting rooms.

The noise of equipment in the ceiling space can also
be of major concern. For example, mechanical design is
tending to high velocity air conditioning systems incor-
porating terminal mixing boxes. These boxes emit consider-
able noise, particularly in the case of the larger boxes, and
often require an enclosure or some form of barrier to
reduce the noise emitted to the occupied areas below to an
acceptable level. Other equipment which often requires

attention includes pneumatic tubes, “telelift” runs (an
automated distribution system), steam traps and above-
ceiling mounted fans.

DEVELOPMENT

The development of the ceiling commenced with an
examination of hospital requirements, followed by a survey
of available ceiling systems and constructions.

As previously mentioned, two major requirements in
hospitals are cleanliness and ease of access. For a ceiling to
comply with the standards of cleanlinss it must be scrub-
bable. Maintenance requirements dictate that the ceiling
be fully accessible and that panels be easily removable and
replaceable without sustaining damage.

A survey of the available ceiling constructions indic-
ated that the commonly used perforated metal-pan sus-
pended ceiling system was the most suitable for cleanliness
and access, as well as providing adequate sound absorption.
It was therefore decided to substantially modify this system
to incorporate greatly improved sound attenuating pro-
pei

ties.

The areas of concern in redesigning the metal-pan

Maintaining the acoustic absorption properties;
(b)  Providing the panel and its junctions with adequate
sound annenuating properties, in this case not less
than Sound Transmission Class (STC) 40-42, room-to-
room; and

(c

Maintaining the structural performance and accessi-
bility.

DESIGN DETAILS

‘o achieve an STC of not less than 40, the ceiling
system was designed with the following construction:
The face of the ceiling panels were to be of a 0.56mm
thick zinc annealed sheet, with 2.4 mm diameter holes in a
square array at 6.75 mm centres, giving a 10% open area.
(This is similar to the normal metal-pan ceiling and was
used to maintain acoustic absorption properties, as well as a
sufficiently low weight for ease of handling.) The panel was
to be backed with 1.6 mm black iron, pop rivetted to the



face of the zinc annealed sheet, and filled with two 25 mm
thick layers of fibreglass of 40-48 kg/m” density (two layers
were selected rather. than one for ease of construction).
All edges of the panel were to be rebatted and to incor-
porate a 12 mm x 3 mm non-interconnecting foam seal to
maintain the sound transmission loss properties of the panel
atiits junctions. (See Figure 1 for construction details.)

The support system was to consist of a 38mm x 25mm
aluminium box section, filled with plaster, suspended by
means of a threaded rod. Perimeter support was to be by
means of an aluminium angle.

To maintain the sound transmission loss, all fittings
were to be surface mounted.

FIELD TEST

A prototype ceiling was constructed and field tested
for sound insertion loss. The results obtained were encour-
aging and it was therefore, decided to have laboratory tests
carried out for both room-to-room sound attenuation and
single-ceiling sound insertion loss.

LABORATORY TESTS

The test ceiling was constructed in accordance with
the design details (see Figure 1). The perimeter of the test
ceiling was fully sealed with a non-setting caulking com-
pound, and fittings that were to be installed in the ceiling,
i.e., lights, a speaker box and fire sprinkler outlets, were
surface mounted.

The laboratory tests were carried out at the CSR
Building Materials Research Laboratories, N.S.W. The test
procedure for the room-to-room attenuation was in general
accordance with A.M.A-I-1l, March 1959, “Ceiling Sound
Transmission Test by Two-Room Method.” This test
represents two adjacent rooms separated by a wall partition
which does not extend, or only extends slightly into the

energy generated in one room that reaches the other room
through the ceiling and common plenum space alone. Re-
sults of the measurements are shown in Figure 2. The results
at 630 Hz and above indicate those frequencies at which
the ceiling’s sound transmission loss was comparable to the
sound transmission loss of the wall dividing the laboratory
test rooms, and can therefore be considered as minima. The
ceiling achieved a room-to-room S.T.C. of 48. The results
are shown in Figure 2.

The single ce insertion loss test was carried
out by mounting a loudspeaker in the plenum space above
the ceiling before the ceiling itself was installed. The sound
pressure levels were then measured in the room below, with
and without the ceiling in place. The difference between
the two levels, the sound insertion loss, was then deter-
mined. The results are shown in Figure 3.

DISCUSSION OF RESULTS
The ceiling exceeded the design value of not less than
STC40 by 8 units. This is thought to be partly due to the
use of the mastic seal around its perimeter in the laboratory
installation.
To further assess the acoustic performance of the
ing, two of the major acoustic requirements in hospitals,

speech privacy and attenuation of noise from above-ceiling
noise sources, were examined.

1. Speech Privacy

The dotted lines in Figure 4 indicate the room to
ro0m sound transmission loss required to achieve an
adequate degree of speech privacy between rooms
with background noise levels of N.R. 30, 35 and 40.
It can be seen from the diagram, that the room to
room sound transmission loss performance of the
ceiling is in excess of the attenuation required to
achieve adequate speech privacy in rooms with back-
ground noise levels of N.R. 30 and, as such, is there-
fore generally suitable for use in consulting rooms
and executive offices.

Above-Ceiling Noise Sources

As typical exzmples of above ceiling noise sources,
two air conditioning variable volume boxes were
considored n olation 1o the ceiling’s sound insertion
loss. Noise from these boxes generally results in levels
well in excess of the acceptable levels in occupied
spaces, according to AS. 2107 — 1977 “Ambient
Sound Levels for Areas of Occupancy Within Build-
ce, the boxes often require encasing. This
creates problems in extremely tight ceiling spaces,
makes access for maintenance more difficult and
substantially increases costs. Figures 5 and 6 indicate
the resultant sound pressure levels in a typical hospital
room with a variable volume box located above the
ceiling. (A “typical room” is defined as a two-bed
ward with a volume of 70 m?, reflective wall surfaces
with an N.R.C. of 0.02, a medium density carpet and
an absorbent metal-pan ceiling.) It can be seen from
the figures that the resultant noise level in a room
with a 640 litres per second terminal box in the ceiling
space is N.R. 40, or to N.R. 36, if the box is lined
with 0.8 mm thick lead sheet. This makes it possible
for these boxes to be located above wards and offices,
if necessary. Noise from the larger boxes, such as
those handling 940 litres per second, is reduced to
N.R. 47, or N.R. 43 if these boxes are lined with
0.8 mm lead sheet. While obviously more care has to
be taken in positioning these larger boxes, it will be
generally acceptable for them to be located above
service areas, general offices, and the like.

CONCLUSIONS
The modified ceiling system achieved its main objec-

tives of:

1. Significantly reducing the number of walls which
require to be extended the full height of the above-
ceiling space for acoustic purposes;

2. Allowing more freedom in the location of above-

ceiling noise sources;

. Being fully accessible;

>0

Allowing for easy cleaning; and

5. Providing an acoustically absorbent surface,
having a Noise Reduction Co-efficient of appro)
mately 0.65.
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A METHOD FOR EVALUATING COMMUNITY RESPONSE TO NOISE FROM
MILITARY FIRING RANGES & OTHER DETONATION SOURCES

N. L. CARTER

N.A.L. Report No. 67, February 1977

SUMMARY
A modified Composite Noise Rating (CNR) method
is described for evaluating community reaction to noise
from military firing ranges. The method should also be
applicable to noise from quarry blasting and other deto-
tions.

Introduction

In November 1972 the National Acoustic Laboratories
were asked to evaluate the annoyance to surrounding
communities caused by weapon noise from the Mount
Stuart military firing ranges, near Townsville, North
Queensland. Noise measurements were made in the form of
photographs of acoustic waveforms fed to the screen of a
cathode ray oscilloscope, frequency modulated tape recor-
dings and sound level meter (SLM) readings. The SLM
measurements were made in the dBA (hold) mode. Maps of
the area were obtained and interviews carried out with
some of the nearby residents (Carter, et al., 1973).

It became apparent that no method was available for
evaluating these measurements and an attempt was made to
devise one. In doing so it was considered important to keep
the method simple, to require relatively elementary instru-
mentation and to relate the method where possible to
previous work in the field of community reaction to noise.
It had also to be applicable to other types of impulse noise
and be capable of further validation in new instances of
community reaction to impulse noise.

This report describes the method used, a simple modi-
fication of one version of the Composite Noise Rating
(CNR).

The Compasite Noise Rating
The Composite Noise Rating (CNR) is a single
number calculated from (a) measurement and analysis of
single noise events, e.g., aircraft flyovers from a specific
aircraft type; and (b) the number of such events (flyovers)
occurring during one typical day. The CNR value is then
entered in a graph drawn from a collation of ‘case history”
data on the reactions of communities to noise. The
probable reaction of communities to the introduction of a
new noise into their environment, or the reaction of future
planned communities to noise can then be estimated
(Kryter, 1970).
neral description of the CNR method is to be
found in Kryter (1970), pages 436, 437, 439. Its main
features are — (a) CNRs from different types of aircraft can
be added logarithmically to give a CNR for e.g., the total
operations of an airport; (b) a penalty ‘weighting’ (of 10dB

units) is given to each aircraft noise event occurring
between 10pm and 7am; and (c) it can be used with any
single number method of describing the ne from indi-
vidual flyovers expressed in logarithmic (dB) units.

These properties of the CNR method are evident
from the following procedure for calculating CNR using the
EPNdB (Effective Perceived Noise Decibels) as the method
of expressing the noisiness of single aircraft flyovers (after
Kryter (1970) ).

CNR = { C[EPNL, + 1010g300,] +] [EPNL; + 10109360, ]
— 1231+
{([EPNL.D +10109500,p] [+| [EPNL,p + 1010930051 [+]

-+ [EPNLpp +10109100pp1) ~23 ... ... PR )]

+ ... 1+] [EPNL,, + 10 10g100,]

where 0 . .. O are numbers of occurrences of sounds of
EPNLs | through n during the hours of 7am to 10pm and
0 are occurrences of sounds of EPNLs | through
np during the hours of 10pm to 7am. | +| means addition
on 10 logs g antilog basis (see below).

Put in words, the successive steps in the calculation of

CNR are as follows

1. Add arithmetically to the EPNL of each given value
(ie., each aircraft type flyover), 10 logig of the
number of times that value (flyover type) occurs per
day (ie., between 7am and 10pm).

2. Sum on a 10logyo antilog basis* the results of step 1
for all flyover types (EPNL values) occurring between
7am and 10pm and subtract 12 from this sum.
Sum on a 10 logy antilog basis the results of step 1
carried out for flyovers occurring between 10pm and
7am and subtract 2 from the sum.

4. Sum on a 10 logqq antilog basis the results of steps 2
and 3. The result is a CNR in units of EPNAB. As
stated, previously, other units of individual noise
measurement or assessment can be used
Having calculated the CNR in the above manner, an

estimate of probable community reaction can be made

from Figures 1 and 2, again after Kryter (1970). Figure 1

summarises some data relating CNR to community reaction

to noise. Figure 2 gives a smoothed curve which may be
used for predictive purposes or perhaps evaluate existing
community activity in response to noise.

* By ‘sum on a 10 logyo antilog basis' is meant: divide
the respective values by 10, take their antilogarithms
and add them, then multiply the logarithm (to the
base 10) of this sum by 10.



Modification of CNR for Weapon Noise

It is customary to distinguish between gunfire noise
and eg., that due to subsonic jet flyovers by the term
‘impulse’ as opposed to ‘steady state’ noise. There are no
rigorous physical definitions of these terms but to the ear
there is an obvious distinction in the time domain, associ-
ated in the case of impulse noise with a very fast rate of
onset, high peak to average (or rms) sound pressure level,
and very brief overall duration of a few milliseconds (a
little fonger when the noise is reflected from objects in the
immediate vicinity of the listener, e.g., parts of a weapon,
walls, etc.). Sonic booms from supersonic aircraft, the
sounds of drop forges, quarry blasting, fireworks are other
examples of impulse noise.

A previous and we believe influential extension of the
CNR to impulse type noise was proposed by Kryter (1969).
In that paper the author summarised the results of experi-
ments in which people were asked to compare the noisi-
ness of aircraft flyovers (measured in peak PNdB) to actual
and simulated sonic booms (measured in terms of peak
overpressure — (dB linear, peak) ). From these results he
suggested the use of some simple measurements of sonic
boom equivalent in their ‘subjective’ noisiness to measure-
ments of subsonic aircraft flyovers. The result was a reason-
able attempt to predict the future reaction of large numbers
of Americans to daily flyovers of supersor
tentious issue at that time. (Kryter found that some
ns of people could be expected to be disturbed by
this noise and even if he was in error by an order of magni-
tude in his estimates, it was obvious that the social reper-
cussions within the U.S. would have been considerable).

Kryter's starting point in extending the CNR to sonic
booms was human judgement data (Kryter, 1969, p. 364),
indicating the equivalent noisiness of sonic booms
(measured in peak SPL) and subsonic aircraft noise
(measured in peak PNdB). No exact equivalent can be ex-
pected but on average a number of residents of Edwards Air
Force Base, California, when asked to compare sonic booms
from actual ‘staged’ B-58 flyovers with subsonic jet fly-
overs, rated a sonic boom at 1.7 psf equal in ‘noisiness’
(equally intrusive or disturbing of normal domestic activi-
ties) to subsonic jet noise measured at 109 PNdB. These
residents were of course very used to both subsonic jet
flyover noise and sonic booms and were presumably
dependents of service personnel or connected occupation-
ally with the U.S. Air Force. Kryter cites other data indi-
cating that ‘unadapted’ civilians used to subsonic aircraft
noise but not sonic booms rate a sonic boom from a B-58
aircraft at 1.7 psf equal in noisiness to subsonic jet noise
measured at 119 PNdB.

In the simplest form in which a metric of the PNdB
type is used, the formula for CNR is @s follows

CNR = PNdB + 10logN-12.. ..
where CNR = Composite Noise Rating,

PNdB = the calculated or measured peak PNAB

(PNdB calculated from the highest octave
band values reached during the overflight.
See the note below on the meanings of
different PNAB Units).
Number of noise events per day, all events
taking ‘place between 7am and 10pm (The
constant 2 applies to CNRs calculated on
events outside this time).

(2

z
"

Thus Kryter estimated that a sonic boom of about
1.9 psf will be subjectively equal, after adaptation resulting
from several years of exposure to sonic booms, to subsonic
aircraft noise of 110 PNdB (all measurements made out-
doors) implying, for one sonic boom a day, a CNR of 98
(CNR = 110 - 10 log 1 - 12). Since a CNR from 100 to 110
represents a level at which vigorous legal and other com-
munity reaction take place, the situation (one sonic boom
per day at 1.9 psf) was regarded as marginal even for
‘adapted’ communities.

A further extension to this line of reasoning to cover
community reaction to impulse noise generated on the
ground appealed to us for the following reasons. First, itis
simple and requires only one type of measurement of
‘weapon noise, i.e., dB (linear, peak). Second, the reasoning
behind it is publicly identifiable — there are no mysterious
steps which would prevent others from arriving at the same
CNR as ourselves, given similar data. Some assumptions are
made but they are defensable and specifiable, o that par-
ticular parts of the method might be modified or even re-
jected on the basis of future data without rejecting the
whole approach and having to start again. Third, a distine-
tion is made between daytime (7am to 10pm) and night
time operations (10pm to 7am), important because firing
ranges are sometimes used after 10pm. Fourth, CNRs from
different noise sources and source locations (and day and
night) can be summed. This is an advantage if the com-
bined effects of noise from several firing points have to be
assessed, or'the noise from both the firing weapon and the
impact of its projectile are audible at the same noise sensi-
tive location. In principle also, CNRs from vehicles, aircraft
and fixed installations could be calculated and added to the
CNR from firing ranges to give a ‘total CNR' to estimate
the overall effect of noise from a defence facility on nearby
communities.

The first step in developing a CNR procedure appro-
priate to military firing ranges was to consider the linear

ak levels and PNGB levels, which we would regard as
equivalently ‘noisy’. From the paper by Kryter already
referred to and other results on human judgement data
(von Gierke and Nixon, 1972) we set up the following
equivalents, which also convert the osf (pounds per square
foot overpressure) values into dB (linear, peak) values.

1.7 psf = 132dB (linear, peak) = 119 PNdB for com-

munities ‘non adapted’ to impulse noise,

1.7 psf = 132dB (linear, peak) = 113 PNdB for com-

munities ‘moderately adapted’ to impulse
noise, and

1.9psf = 134 dB (linear, peak) = 110 PNB for com-

munities ‘adapted’ to impulse noi

e.

The numerical differences between the dB (linear,
peak) values given above and PNdB values suggested the
following substitutions for PNAB values in the CNR equa-
tion.

(Y - 13) for ‘non adapted’ communities

(Y - 19) for ‘moderately adapted’ communities

(Y - 24) for ‘adapted’ communities
where Y is the dB (linear, peak) value of the impulse
noise. Thus, to this point, the equation for CNR becomes

CNR = (Y-13)+10log N+ 12 (3)
for ‘non adapted’ communities exposed (daily, see below)




to impulse noise between the hours of 7am to 10pm.

There are. several obvious objections to this pro-
cedure. However, we think these can be met to some ex-
tent without beginning on refinements which must be
rather futile at this stage of our experience with the
method, in view of the serious limitations on accurate
prediction of community response (due to lack of know-
ledge of e.g., topographical, meteorological (Cook et al,
1962) and sociological variables) evident in the broad re-
lationships between CNR and community response derived
by Kryter and adapted in Figures 1.and 2.

The first of these objections is that noise from a
weapon fired outdoors has only one peak, whereas the
sonic boom has two quite distinguishable peaks (one
positive, one negative) separated by about 100 milliseconds.
Data on the effect of repeating an impulse on overall
loudness suggests that this would raise the total loudness
by the equivalent of 3dB (Carter, 1965). However, it is also
true that the rise time (the time elapsing between onset of
the impulse and its peak level) of weapon noise is typically
somewhat less than that of the sonic boom by several
milliseconds. In this range of values of rise time, loudness
(and noisiness) is estimated to increase by the equivalent
of one dB for each millisecond reduction in rise time
(Zepler and Harel, 1965; Carter, 1966, 1972; May, 1971).
These two effects should therefore cancel out, but even so
the predominating effect of peak level of the impulse over
other parameters on loudness means that minor discrep-
ancies due to differences between weapon noise and sonic
booms in rise time and overall duration will be relatively
unimportant.

The other objections which may be raised to our use
of CNR in the form given above is that CNR assumes ‘daily
exposures for a period of at least several months' (Kryter
1970, p. 436). The several months part of this statement i
taken care of in the ‘adaptation’ component, but there is
no data, of which we are aware, on the effect of reducing
the number of days per week or month that the noise is
encountered. In the absence of anything better, we made
the assumption that this, like number of exposures per day,
would add logarithmically according to the proportion of
working days per month or year the range was us
the series of noises occurred on only one-half of the
working days the value 10 log 0.5 was added to the right
hand side of equation (3). If this proportion is called T, our
CNR would be
CNR=(Y-13)+10logN +10log T-12... .(4)

for ‘non adapted communities.

Military ranges also frequently require that volleys
of single shots or simultaneous bursts from up to eight
machine guns are fired. To account for this variation and
i line with published data on the effect of repetition rate
on the loudness of impulses we also added one other term
to the CNR equation. This is 10 log R, where R is the
number of rounds fired in each noise ‘event’ e.g., 8 in the
case of single shots from eight SLRs, or 64 in the case of
8 M60 machine guns each firing an eight round burst.
The final equation we suggest for CNR is:

CNR - (Y -13) +101og N + 10 log T+ 10 log R - 12)
PR)

for ‘non adapted’ communities exposed to. noise from a
single firing range, the firing taking place within the hours
7am to 10pm.

Given the equation above, the CNR for a location
exposed to N events each of YdB (linear, peak), etc., can
be calculated. The extent to which an exce: R value
can be lowered by reducing N, T, etc., can be studied.
However for planning purposes it may be desired to super-
impose criterion CNR contours on a map of the area
aroun ranges. Locations outside these contours
could then be regarded as suitable for residential use, those
inside the contours as unsuitable for such use.

To do this the CNR value would be set at say, 90 and
equation (5) solved for Y. The distance from the firing
point at which the noise equals YdB (iinear, peak) would
also define the radius of a circle centred at the firing point,
corresponding to the equal CNR 90 contour.

Our use of CNR requires that accurate measurements
be made of the propagation of the particular noise in
question outdoors, in the actual locale of the firing range
being studied and under known, typical meteorological
conditions. For one set of firing ranges we arrived at the
following equations.

Y=11175-44210gd .
for grenade ranges,

Y =8808-26.14109d ... ............... ]
for ranges using machine guns, and

Y =8234-3361l0gd .....
for ranges where rifles are fired singly o in small groups.
d is the radius in thousands of yards of a circular CNR
contour corresponding to the assumed CNR value. Use of
these equations in either circumstance is not recommended.

Note 1

The Perceived Noise Decibels (PNAB) metric exists in
several slightly different forms (see Kryter, 1970, chapter
8). In all of them the (aircraft) noise is analysed into octave
(or half o third octave) bands, the level in each band con-
verted to psychophysical units called Noys and these values
summed according to a formula. The present paper has
invoked three forms of the PNdB. These are:

(1) Peak PNdB, calculated from the highest value
of the respective octave band sound pressure levels occur-
ring during the overfli

(2) EPNGB (Effective Perceived Noise Decibels),
which integrates a number of ‘momentary’ PNdBs, separ-
ated by 0.5 second, in a flyover and adds an onset cor-
rection proportional to the duration of sound preceding the
greatest of these ‘momentary’ PNdBs (the Maximum PNdB);

(3) Maximum PNdB (PNdB Max) — the highest
PNdB level reached during an overflight.

Peak PNdB was used to derive the equivalent noisi-
ness of impulse noises and subsonic aircraft overflights,
whereas EPNAB was the basis for the computation of the
CNRs in Figure 1 (Kryter, 1970). In the absence of EPNAB
measures for e.g., the Edwards Air Base flyovers, it cannot
be stated with confidence the amount of error in the CNRs
that this discrepancy might lead to. However since EPNAB
integrates a number of PNdBs, it might not be very differ-



ent from the Maximum PNdB. This in turn is generally only
1-3 PNdB less than the Peak PNdB (Kryter, 1970) so we
are looking at an overestimate of about that amount in
using the present modified CNR for impulse noise, a small
error in relation to the effect of e.g., meteorological and
socioeconomic conditons in real life situations (Cook et al.,
1962).

Note 2

The predictive value of our modified CNR method
remains to in a systematic way, but several
applications of it to military and civilian firing ranges and
a military demolition range have shown that it gives
results which agree well with the behaviour of people
living nearby and in accord with commonsense and the
views of experienced acousticians. It is an objective method
and provided it is applied conservatively in land use
planning, should avoid most of the problems encountered
heretofore in respect of annoyance caused by impulse
noise. The method refers only to air blast but previous
work (Cook et al 1962; Kringel 1960) indicates that this is
the predominating source of community annoyance,
structural damage and annoyance due to ground shock
appearing only as a secondary and very rare effect from
much greater explosive charges.

Note 3

The method described above was developed in 1972-
1973. Last year we became aware of a similar if somewhat
more complicated application of CNR to the same problem
by the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, the U.S.
Army Environmental Hygiene Agency and the Construc-
tion Engineering Research Laboratory of the (U.S. Army)
Corps of Engineers (CERL). We have now acquired two of
the five reports published by CERL on this subject. Much
of this material is devoted to the propagation of impulse
noise outdoors, but we have also learned that further
research on this subject is to be done, also in the US.A.
Naturally we will be looking to this material for infor-

mation to add to or improve our procedure in this area of
work.

We would be happy to make these reports available
to any member of the Acoustical Society who may be
interested.
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FASCINATING RHYTHM

The music that Dr. John Diamond hears most is rock,
punk, heavy metal, acid — all the power chord stuff. But he
is no fan. “It's organized noise,” he said, “and it's dang-
erous.

A lot of parents have been telling their kids that for
years, but what makes Diamond different is that he has
spent years studying popular music and developing his
heory.

He is convinced that the rock beat that pulsates
through much of the Top 100 hits is as addictive as drugs
— and as dangerous.

“It fragments our brain waves and weakens our
~muscles,” Diamond argues. “It undermines our health,
incréases our aggression, and poisons our environment.”

It isn't the volume that worries him. It's the beat.
The offending rhythm, Diamond said, is two short beats
followed by one long beat, and he says that five of the
country’s top 10 selling songs at any given time use this
beat. The classic example, he contends, is the Rolling
Stones’ hit of a few years ago, “I Can't Get No Satisf
tion.” A more recent example is Glen Campbell’s best-
selling “Southern Nights.”

Diamond is a 43-yearold Australian psychiatrist
and former professor of psychiatry at New York’s Mt.
inai Hospital. He also is the incoming president of the
International Academy of Preventive Medicine.

He became involved in the hazards of rock music
three years ago when he wandered into a New York record
store and was staggered by the amplified boom of music.
It was so loud and “strange,”” he said, that he developed an
instant headache and depression.

“I came out feeling nervous, angry, and stressed,”
he said. “It occurred to me that we should check the effect
of music on the body.”

There have been other studies of music's effects on
the mind and body. One study even measured the
ence in the amount of milk given by cows listening to tunes
by the Beatles or Bach.

The Journal of the American Medical Association
said in 1975 that rock concerts pose health hazards because
blaring, amplified music can damage the hearing. But
Diamond’s studies were more off-beat. They contrast with
findings reported three years ago by psychologist Claire
Wilson of Temple University, who said that her studies
showed that disturbed children were calmed by the sounds
of rock music. (She said the Beatles worked best in calming
children who suffered emotional or behavioural problems).

Diamond argues that his study is more sweeping in
scope and more comprehensive in outlook. He started
simply enough, with one question: “Why do conductors
of symphony orchestras live so long and why do so many
rock musicians die so young, and often violently?'

Diamond then enlisted the help of musicians (and,
oddly enough, poets) to analyze the characteristics of
20,000 or so records. It took him three years to isolate the
villain beat — two short beats, one long.

It turned up most often, he said, in records of the
Doors, the Band, Janis Joplin, and the Rolling Stones.

Curiously enough, he said, he did not find it on records
by the Beatles, Bob Dylan, or Elvis Presley.

“The beat is probably subjecting us to the most
serious form of pollution of all," Diamond said, “I think it
is more destructive than DDT.”

What it does, he
reduce productivity,
muscle strength.

id, s heighten stress and anger,
crease hyperactivity, and weaken

Weaken muscle strength? Diamond said that he would
prove it, on me, with a tes
le asked me to extend one arm at shoulder height

and to hold it rigidly while he tried to push it back down to
my side. Normally, he said, it takes about 45 pounds of
pressure to force down a resisting extended arm.

| extended my arm. He pressed down. Diamond
pushed my arm again, this time while he played some
music. With a waltz beat, my resistance was as strong as it
was without any music. Nor did thumbas or sambas weaken
my resistance.

Then Diamond played a disco version of “What | Did
for Love” — and he easily pushed my arm down.

1 was flabbergasted. | asked him to play another type
of rhythm. He did. | was able to keep my arm up despite
his pressure.

Diamond said he had tested hundreds of people, using
an electronic strain gauge to measure’ muscle strength.

Nine of every 10 people, he said, had registered an
almost instantaneous loss of 75 per cent of their normal
muscle strength while listening to rock songs.

So what? “The heart and blood have strong first-
beat rhythm. patterns.” Diamond said. “The rock beat is
the opposite of the biological rhythms, and 1 think that it
triggers some warning message to the body that something
is going wrong.”

In the music industry, understandably, record pro-
ducers and promoters think that Diamond is needling their
music out of proportion.

“That guy doesn't like rock,” an RCA official said.
“So he's decided there is something wrong with it. | don't
think anybody will take him seriously.” —Chicago Tribune,
22 February 1978.

100 YEARS OF MICROPHONES
ADRIAN HOPE

Although the invention of the microphone is difficult
to pin down exactly, it is generally taken to date from the
paper proposing the carbon-granule instrument that Pro-
fessor David Hughes read to the Royal Society on 9 May,
1878.

This time 100 years ago inventors were introducing
much of the technology that we take for granted today.
The centenaries of telephony and recorded sound have
just passed and the centenary of electric light is due very
soon. As we move towards the 19805 we move towards the
centenary of the car, the dynamo, the pneumatic tyre, the
fountain pen, the typewriter and the steam turbine. In each
field there is room for dispute over who exactly was first
to make the breakthrough invention. The microphone is no




exception. Although microphones had already been con-
structed this time 100 years ago, it was on 9 May, 1878,
that Professor. David Edward Hughes read a paper to the
Royal Society in London that included proposals for a
carbon granule microphone. Arguably it was this disclosure
and demonstration that made the telephone as we know it
today a practical working possibility. Certainly the micro-
phone in the handset of a modern telephone is based on the
design which grew directly out of Hughes's 100-year-old
proposal. As with all invention histories it is important to
set the scene and establish the climate of technology at the
time. Only then does each individual breakthrough stand
out in perspective.

The telegraph, a means of coding word messages into
switched electrical signals for transmission along wires for
reception and decoding at a distant location, was almost
simultancously devised by Samuel Morse in America, and
Wheatstone and Cooke in England. The first demonstrations
of telegraphy were in 1836. But the first equipment was
primitive and the first Morse message was not sent until
1844. By 1850 there was a submarine cable between
England and France. Inevitably attention tured to the
possibility of transmitting messages in pure words, with-
out the need to code and decode. Alexander Graham Bell,
who left Edinburgh for Boston in the US, was the first to
succeed following his studies of the human eardrum and
its response to fluctuations in air pressure, ie sound waves.
This study led Bell to conclude that sounds could be trans-
mitted as a continuously fluctuating current, rather than
the rigid on/off pulses of a telegraph. Bell patented his
speaking: telegraph in 1876, but the transmitter and re-
ceiver, that is to say the microphone and earpiece, were
primitive electromagnetic devices that produced only very
low levels of sound. It is important to remember that all
this was many years before the invention of the thermionic
valve and the amplifier. There was no reliable means avail-
able of boosting low-level sounds in volume. Without such
a system of boost the telephone could only remain an
intriguing toy.

Inventors soon turned their attention to the possibility
of a telephone transmitter that modulated a supply of
power from a battery, rather than generated electricity by
converting sound waves direct into inevitably tiny elec-
trical currents. All manner of modulation ideas were tried.
Bell himself experimented with a liquid transmitter, the
vibrations of sound in air being used to move a diaphragm
and with it a small quantity of acidic water. The water was
in circuit with a battery. Acoustic vibration altered the area
of liquid contact and with it the resistance of the circuit.

Thomas Alva Edison, in 1877, patented a telephone
transmitter in which the sound waves vibrated a diaphragm
which modulated the extent of contact and with it, he
hoped, alsd the resistance between contacts covered with a
semi-conductive material. As a suitable material plumbago
{graphite) was suggested. The patent was the subject of
much legal wrangling; in the UK it was printed and re-
printed no less than four times over a five-year period. In
his laboratory Edison found most success with a “button”
of compressed lamp-black which varied in resistance under
pressure. Although an advance on Bell's microphones, the
Edison solid-carbon button was by no means perfect. It
was, for example, fairly insensitive.

In June 1877 Emile Berliner (later to be hailed as
inventor of the disc gramophone) filed an application for a

patent on his ideas for a microphone. Again the aim was
to modulate a steady DC current by arranging for the
sound waves to vary the pressure between contacts and
s0 modulate their electrical resistance and “valve” a cur-
rent flowing through the circuit. Berliner first used metal-
lic contacts but then moved onto carbon. Initially, at least,
the behavicur of the contacts was extremely erratic and
sensitivity was poor. Meanwhile in London, on 8 May, 1878,
the Royal Society received a paper by Professor Davi
Hughes “On the action of sonorous vibrations in varying

the force of an electric current”’.

Hughes was born in London in 1831 (he died in the
same city in 1900) but his family emigrated to the US when
he was seven years old and in 1850 he became professor of
music at St Joseph’s College, Bardstown, Kentucky. His
successful work with a type-printing telegraph won him
fame in Europe and in the 1870s Hughes turned his atten-
tion to telephony. Looking for an improved microphone he
deliberately worked only with very simple components. He
connected a telephone earpiece in series with a battery of
simple copper cells and tested a variety of different trans-
mitters or “microphones”. He was incidentally the first
worker to revive, and emphasise, word which had
originally been used by Wheatstone in a different context.

For one microphone experiment Hughes used a sound-
ing board with French nails laid side by side and separated
from each other by a small space, with similar nails lightly
held in the gaps. Vibration of the nails varied the gap
contact area and pressure which, according to Hughes,
modulated the DC and produced sound in the earpiece.
By using as many as 20 nails at a time, and coating the
contacts with a mixture of zinc and tin' powder, the inven-
tor, in his own words, “reached a perfection leaving nothing
o be desired".

But Hughes, it seems, was a man prepared to tamper
with perfection. He went on to describe a similar arrange-
ment which relied on artists’ willow charcoal as the contact
members. One advantage of charcoal, as he pointed out,
is that it does not oxidise. Hughes demonstrated to the
Royal Society audience a transmitter formed from a glass
tube two inches long, a quarter of an inch in diameter, and
packed with separate, loose, quarter-inch chunks of willow
charcoal. These served as loose contacts between connect-
ing terminals at each end, and the tube was mounted on
a resonant board. It proved to be a remarkably efficient
transducer of sound into electricity when connected in
series with a battery. Hughes expounded his theory on how
his loose contact carbon microphone worked. It was that

using a number of separate pieces of carbon, each in
loose contact with the next and thus electrically in series,
there is an overall variation in electrical resistance when
sound waves cause the carbon to vibrate and the number
of points of surface contact to vary. Essentially the hy-
pothesis still holds good today: As a considered decision
Hughes did not patent his carbon microphone and the basic
loose contact idea was developed and improved over the
subsequent years.

Although carbon microphones were used for both
recording and broadcasting it was inevitable that for such
applications they would eventually be replaced by moving
coil, condenser and other more modern types of higher
fidelity. (Although the moving coil microphone was patented
by Professor Oliver Lodge of Liverpool in 1898 its low out-




put meant widespread adoption had to wait for the advent
of electronic amplification.) Replacement of the carbon
microphone in studios was inevitable because it suffers
from various inherent disadvantages. Fidelity is relatively
low and the carbon granules tend to pack together if
supplied with 00 high a voltage. A similar effect can occur
naturally over a long period of time, the microphone
gradually becoming less sensitive and more noisy. The par-
ticles can be unpacked by tapping. Hence the need even
today occasionally to tap the headset of a telephone. For
although modern telephone systems of course incorporate
amplifiers they still employ the old carbon-microphone
principle. Carbon microphones are used because there is
still no more efficient way of simultaneously transducing
sound into electricity and amplifying the signals produced.

The granules of a modern carbon microphone are
formed from selected anthracite coal, treated by crushing,
sieving, washing and heating. Large coarse granules are used
where a large electrical output is required; finer grades give
a lower output but higher fidelity of reproduction. Failure
to sieve out the very finest grains, however, causes the
background noise known as “frying”. Some of the carbon
mikes used by the BBC in the 19205 are capable of sur-
prising quality when used with modern ancillary equip-
ment. Morganite supplies the anthracite granules used for
modern British Post Office telephone microphones. These
represent arguably the best possible compromise between
noise, fidelity and efficiency, delivering an output which
is, on average, about 50 milliamps.

Clearly to replace the carbon microphones of a modern
telephone system with moving-coil equivalents would re-
quire the introduction of much more powerful amplifiers
to boost the moving-coil. outputs up to a level equivalent
to that available from the variable resistance carbon insert.
Moreover, although the fidelity of telephone reproduction
would improve if moving-coil inserts were used, there is no
need for high-fidelity reproduction on a telephone. The
phone is designed and intended for one purpose only — to
convey speech with the maximm of clarity and intel
gibility. To replace the traditional carbon insert with a
fidelity equivalent would probably cause far more
complaints than congratulations. The addition of bass fre-
quencies not currently heard over the telephone would
reduce intelligibility. An attempt to transmit the high
frequencies available from a moving coil or condenser
transducer would offer little extra clarity or intelligibity
but would open the door to all manner of unwanted back-
ground noise.

On a purely psychological basis we are now accus-
tomed to the telephone sounding as it does. So any attempt
at upgrading performance by retiring the carbon micro-
phone, and its characteristic sound, in favour of a more
modern equivalent would almost certainly produce a
dramatically hostile reaction. Like the internal combustion
engine, the carbon microphone may not be perfect but it
does the job it was intended for better than anything else —
even though it is 100 years old.

Reprinted from New Scientist
11 May 1978

AIRCONDITIONERS AND THEIR NEIGHBOURS

the summer weather sets in, and fortunate people
retreat to comfort-cooled rooms, many aircondi-
tioner owners and their nei hbn rs are becoming aware
that a carelessly sited appliance can become a noise nui-
sance.

According to Dr. Don Gibson, if you mount a current
model room airconditioner on the side of your house,
close to the neighbouring house, it is more than likely that
its noise will offend your neighbours at night.

Regulations in all states lay down maximum sound
levels allowable at the boundary of a property. These
levels vary according to location and time of day. But at
present, the consumer has no way of forecasting whether
a particular airconditioner will upset his neightbours, with
its exterior noise, or even his own household, with its in-
terior noise.

No guidelines are available, because the noise problem
depends not only on the appliance itself, but also on local
ns. Shape and location of surrounding walls,
placement of fences, proximity of neighbouring buildings,
and the presence of other noise sources (traffic, factories)
help determine whether exterior noise will cause problems.
Room size and furnishings will affect interior noise.

During the last decade, the Division has used its ex-
perience in comfort cooling and noise control to study the
problem of noisy aircond on scientists have
been able to reduce interior noise substantially in some
commercial models by modifications to the aerodynamic
design. They have also designed a simple baffle that ab-
sorbs and redirects exterior noise that cannot be
nated.

However, to make conventional refrigerated aircondi
ners quiet enough to meet all noise limits in all situ-
ations would be prohibitively expensive. Therefore, the
Division is studying alterative airconditioner designs.

Reducing Fan Noise

Mr. Don Pescod began studying the noise problem in
1968 with a project sponsored by an airconditioner manu-
facturer. His brief was to reduce the airconditioner's
interior noise without significantly increasing the cost to
the consumer.

The most obvious noise sources were the two fans.
By changing the design of the fans and surroundings, he not
only reduced the noise but also improved the performance.
Production costs were kept down because parts were de-
signed to fit all models.

Attacking Compressor Noise

The improved airconditoner was a comrercial suc-
cess, and other companies subsequently developed their
own quieter models. Pescod says, “But the quieter we
made the fans, the more obvious the noise of the com-
pressor became. We've now gone about as far as we can to
reduce noise, using the conventional airconditioner design
and working within the cost constraints. Now we really
need to attack the compressor and look at other possible
arrangements and designs.” Pescod has now begun experi




mental work to see whether a completely new airconditioner
with a low sound emission could be developed.

Sound-absorbing Barrier

Working on a more immediate problem, Mr. lan
Shepherd recently studied noise sources in a bank of air-
conditioners that were installed near a boundary fence
and were drawing strong complaint from a neighbour. By
making minor adjustments to the fan position, and by
blocking part of a louvred opening, he obtained a more
uniform flow past the condenser fan with little reduction of
airflow. These modifications eliminated an_annoying tone

and reduced the noise level of the airconditioner by about
4 decibels.

Remaining noise was caused by turbulent airflow
through the fan and condenser coil. There is no simple
way of eliminating this noise. Instead, Shepherd designed
a simple clip-on barrier to absorb some of the noise, or
divert it sideways and upwards from the unit. The barrier
preferentially shields the neighbour opposite.

At present, this baffle is not manufactured commer-
cially, but it could be made simply and sold as a clip-on
unit for existing airconditioners.

Reprinted from CSIRO" Eng Events'".
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ACI Fibreglass has long been concerned
with the problems of noise control.

In fact, we have developed a number of
products to help block noise on all sides. On
walls, floors and ceilings.

A couple of examples:

Noise Stop Board. A high density

acoustic underlay. Designed for use in floors,
walls and partitions to reduce noise trans-
mission between outside and inside areas.

Acousnc ceiling panels Avery attractive,

noise system. o]
designed to absorb noise, they also provide
additional thermal insulation.

As you can see from just these two
products ACI Fibreglass has got all sides of
the noise reduction problem covered. Your
state ACI Fibreglass office would be most
pleased to give you more information.

Simply write or call.

Fibreglass

acarsar



Instrument for Sound.
Vibration and Data Analysis
-where ever confidence counts

ask for your copy of the new 1979 catalogue

ﬁ Briiel & Kjaer Australia PTY.LTD. "




NEW PRODUCTS

ULTRASONIC FLAW DETECTORS

The new portable Mark IV Ultrasonic Flaw Detector
has been designed and manufactured to rigid military speci-
fications to withstand the rigors of field handling wherever
ultrasonic flaw detection and thickness measurements are
required. Applications vary from the inspection of high
temperature steel pressure vessels to the location of minute
surface cracks in helicopter rotor blades.

The Mark IV, a new design from Sonic, can match the
performance of laboratory instruments in detecting defects
such as cracks, porosity and foreign inclusions in materials
such as bar and plate, tubing, castings, forgings and extru-
sions, and in welded assemblies. It is also capable of thick-
ness gaging to locate flaws or determine the physical thick-
ness of test objects. The unit maintains a readable resolution
of within 0.005 inches over a 1.0 inch range.

Easy, relizble field usage was kept uppermost in mind
throughout the design of the unit. It is packaged in strong,
lightweight, drip and dust-proof enclosures. Built:in batteries
provide sufficient power for 10 hours of continuous oper-
ation. The CRT displays on the Mark 1V measure 5.5 inches
and 3 inches. An operating temperature range of -200F
t0 +1600F permits the unit to be used in tough environment
and rugged field conditions.

For further information, please contact John Morris
Pty. Ltd., Sydney 407 0206; J. M. Scientific Pty. Ltd.,
Melbourne 873 2711; J. M. Scientific Pty. Ltd., Brisbane
52 4072; John Morris Pty. Ltd., Adelaide 42 5809.

BUMP RECORDER

A completely self-contained fully electronic instru-
ment that records the level and time of occurrence of
mechanical shocks is announced by Bruel & Kiaer.

The primary application of type 2503 is monitoring
goods items during transport where rough handling
methods often expose them to higher shock levels than
they are designed to. withstand. Shocks occurring in any
direction are picked up by a triaxial transducer and if they
exceed a chosen trigger level, their maximum velocity and
acceleration, together with the time of occurrence, is
printed on a 6 mm wide paper strip.

With an optional high sensitivity pickup the recorder
is ideal for monitoring ground vibrations due to heavy
traffic, explosive detonations, pile driving, etc.

Further details are available from Bruel & Kjaer
Australia Pty. Ltd. Telephones: Sydney — 736 1755,
Melbourne — 37 8169, Adelaide — 31 0271, Perth —
205 1658.



'ABSORPTION

SOUNDFOAM

Urethane foam developed specifically 1o ab-

Sorb maximum sound energy with minimum

weight and thickness. Used to absarb ai-
e noise in industal and EOP equip-

ment, machinery enclosures, over-

00 o ighvayveicles and naring and ar-

b UL 94, HF-1 flam

resiance e procedre

SOUNDFOAM (Embossed)

~ DAMPING

—
GP-2 DAMPING SHEET
A in (0050 shet of e cured Ganpiog

‘compound with pressure Sensitive a
Socpog Eraly o sl d cn\
and shaped to it andfom o ft areas and
simple curve

FOAM DAMPING SHEET
Consists of a thickness of embossed

naca o 2 shet o Ny ohcen G2
damping materal Provdes & gl slton

critical low and mid-frequency bands when

CABFOAM

An outstanding sound absorbent foam with a
tough, abrasive-resistant film Surface de-
signed_specifically for use where unpro-
tected foams won't hold up, and where 2p-
pearance is imporant, such as in over-he-
road and oft-highway vehicle cabs and
equipment enclasures,

SOUNDFOAM (Wit Films)
Highly effcient Soundfoam acoustical foams
are available with a surface of Tedlar, metal-

foc eamen provdes stracive appar,
e andesistance o varios chemicals an

suunnrnm

(With Perforated Vinyl)

Provides 2 tough handsame fiish for use in
veicies and ater places where appearance
is important. Leather-odking surace
bonded 1 gy ehicentacoustic foam

DYAD

olymer specifically developed to provide
ective consanedlayer damping n ick
heavy, metal plates. Applied by cementing
the polymar shet 0 bt e scire eing

BARRIERS

SOUNDMAT LF
‘Soundmat LF is made up of a vibraton isola-
ton layer of foam, a lead Septum sound bar

attenvation.

SOUNDMAT FV

and bulkheads. Also used as pipe lagging.

SOUNDMAT FVP

Consists of a clossed cell, hyirolpcaly.
stabe foam isolaoe 210 3 lye g
Siuncioam i i 62 bape éseee

e
two. The surface is a tough, wear-resistant

mental conditions, including water, acid and
alkalis. Popular for marine and outdor ap-

plications.

GP-1 DAMPING DﬂMPuUllll

A non-toxic, non-flammable plastic which is

gl b rowe o sy, Cures quickly i

air or oven. A thin coaling on steel (172

{ines el hcHess removes o ard
inging.

SOUNDMAT LGF

A acaustc shsorpon/atir materal wi
oen two layers

5
g5

of inert glass Design 4(‘ ve
Rz sppeations. Wil et 3
Dusion o susta fame. Excellet resisance
Toorganic and inorganic chemicals

ooy

SOUNDMAT

(With porforated vinyl)
Has all the characteristics of Soundmat LF,
5l 3 tough, handsone exterior finih or
Use insid veice cabs o oher appicalons
Where good appearance. must acconpany
s cantol

The above noise-suppression materials are available from:

aY NYLEX CORPORATION LIMITED

NYLEX

For literature and samples contact your local Nvlex Sales Office:

MELBOURNE
93 0211

SYDNEY
632 0155

BRISBANE

277 5455 258 4000

ADELAIDE

PERTH
458 8911

HOBART
34 2311




BOOK REVIEWS

TRANSPORT AND THE ENVIRONMENT

By David C. Hothersall and Richard J. Salter, Published by
Crosby Lockwood Staples, London, 1977, 287 pp., ill.,
index. Price: $49.50

This is a useful book which puts the noise problem
of transportation in perspective and reviews the current
data on transportation noise, methods of assessment, and,
to a more limited extent, methods of overcoming trans-
portation noise problem:

The first chapter, on Impact Assessment for Trans-
portation Proposals, sets the scene, indicating the factors
involved (eg. aesthetics, culture, ecology). The Leopold
matrix method of environmental assessment is outlined and
public opinion surveys discussed. Visual intrusion and noise
impact are then dealt with in more detail.

Most of the book is devoted to road traffic noise.
There are three chapters on this aspect; Highway Traffic
e, Prediction of Highway Noise, and Road Traffic
N joise Control. The impression one is left with is that there,
is no theoretical method or basis for the prediction of road
raffic noise, only a mass of empirical data. This is not so
and it is a pity the authors did not try to cover the theory
(some attempt at covering the theory has been made in the
case of train noise). The empirical data presented, for road
traffic noise, is mamlv from Britain and North America.
Little indication ations and accuracy
of the empirical medlmon&,

The other three chapters in the book are on Aircraft
Noise, Train Noise, and Atmospheric Pollution; the latter
being a very superficial coverage and out of place in a book
that is dealing with noise. There are also three appendices
on Fundamental Acoustics, the Human Response to Noise,
and Insulation Against Noise. Overall the book is good and
a welcome review of the state of the art of traffic noise
prediction and control.

FERGUS FRICKE

ACOUSTIC DESIGN AND NOISE CONTROL,
VOL. 2, NOISE CONTROL

Michael Rettinger, Chemical Publishi mpany, New
York 1977. 393 pp., ill, index, hmhographv Price:
US$22.50.

This is an updated version of the ‘Noise Control’
section of the 1973 edition of ‘Acoustic Design and Noise
Control’ by the same author. Like the 1973 edition it has
an informal style, though not to the same extent as Volume
1 on ‘Acoustic Design’.

The book consists of three sections, the Physics of
Sound, Noise, and Noise Reduction. The main changes
from the previous edition are in the second and third
sections. In the second section a subsection has been added
on ‘Environmental Impact Statements'. In the third section
a subsection has been added on ‘Procedure for Determining
the Noise-Control Requirements in  Airconditioning
Systems for Buildings’.

The emphasis on certain topics seems out of propor-
tion to others, eg. 78 pages are devoted to aircraft and
airport noise while there are only 15 pages on road traffic
noise, two on rail traffic and four on household appliance
noise. Though the content of a book should largely be the
prerogative of the author, in a general text on noise control,
such as this, the emphasis given to various noise sources
should reflect the importance to the community of those
noise sources.

In the fly-leaf it is suggested that the book will be
equally useful to architects, builders, designers, planners,
engineers and environmentalists. (It is doubtful if any text
book could be of equal value to such a diverse group of
practitioners.) The book may also be of use to lawyers in
noise cunlrc\ cases brought to court.

Like the previous edition the book is a very readable
one. It is unfortunate though that the references have not
been updated and that the‘index and bibliography have not
been made more comprehensive.

FERGUS FRICKE

VIBRATIONS IN ROTATING MACHINERY
Mechanical Engineering Publications Ltd, P.O. Box 24,
Northgate Avenue, Bury St Edmunds, Suffolk IP32 68W,
1977.339 pp. SUS74.

a collection of 43 papers read at a Conference
held at the University of Cambridge on September 15-17,
1976; sponsored by the Institution of Mechanical Engineers
and cosponsored by the Japan Society of Mechanical
Engineers and the Verein Deutscher Ingenieure. The papers
are authoritative and wide in scope and will be valuable
reading for all concerned with the design construction and
operation of rotating machinery.

Reprinted from Engineers Australia

_Irl\llgnASOUND AND LOW FREQUENCY VIBRA-

Edited by W. Tempest. Academic Press, NY. Available
through Harcourt Brace Jovanovich, Centrecourt, 25:27
Paul Street, North Ryde, NSW 2113. 1976. 364pp.

A very thorough and well referenced text, this work
deals in a comprehensive manner with a difficult and well
written-up subject. The real difficulty of developing a
suitable measurements technology is well covered, and the
emphasis given to human aspects, the review of subjective
aspects, physiology and pathology, science and technology
all add up o a truly multidisciplinary approach. It is one of
the few occasions when a difficult book is both informative
and enjoyable.

Reprinted from Engineers Australia



FACT:

Vibration is inherent in rotating machinery.
Turbines, pumps, machine tools, etc. all

vibrate to some degree. The purpose of an
effective vibration analysis program is to
monitor this vibration and note when it
increases above acceptable levels.

SCIENTIFIC ATLANTA
Vibration Signature Analyzer Model 2520

Theradical change of the vibration

characteristics of amachine indicates impending

failure. Being able to recognize this change, via

vibration analysis, has several advantages:

1. Timely shutdown of faulty equipment
minimizes dam:

The Vibration Signature Analyzer provides rapid,
direct reading recordings of rotary machine
condition. The Model 2520 is the simplest, most
effective vibrational analysis tool in the field today.
Using the Model 2520, anyone—the machine
operator, his supervisor, the plant
superintendent, or the vice president of
manufacturing—can determine at a glance if the
machine is in operating condition or needs to be
shut down for inspection or repair

AP of

The velocity frequency graph generated by the
Model 2520 is recorded on 4 inch by 6 inch cards
which form a permanent maintenance record.
With periodic testing, machine performance can
be monitored over along period, thereby making it
possible to detect problems as they develop and
before they become serious. Recorder cards are
available in both English and metric scales.

The hard copy record of machine conditions
produced by the Model 2520 provides an ideal
record of machine operating characteristics ata
time of production, acceptance, or installation.

The portabmty low cost, and ease of operation of

2. Whers vibration levels are excessive but not
critical, maintenance can be scheduled

3. Parts and material in
advance.

4. Serviceable components do not need to be

disassembled and inspected.

12520 makes it a simple matter to generate
s Sae ing Chackon he machinars condition,
even after installation in a customer’s facility.

SCIENTIFIC ATLANTA
N ion C

The Scientific-Atlanta Model 2509, Torsional
Vibration Conditioner is an accessory unit to be

Model 2509

y wit odel
2520 Vibration Signature Analyzer. Used in
conjunction with a ferrous gear and magnetic
sensor, the 2509 will convert and condition the
rate information to an applicable form for dynamic
angular displacement recording during the
recording cycle. The conditioner incorporates a
selector for operation with 60, 100, 120 or 200
tooth gears.

 ADELAIDE 356-7333 « BRISBANE 52-7255 s HOBART 23-1841
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GET YOUR SECOND PASSPORT

Your first passport, issued to you by
the Australian Government, is your licence
tosee the world. Itll cost you $20.00. Your
second one, which we have right now for

'qu, is your licence fo enjoy the world.

Defails and prices of over 150
Qantasftic Holidays fo every corner of the

worl

And all the information you need to
plu]rga %c choose your overseas holiday
in

s free.
I'sthe 1977 Qant F
It's 132 pages of essential information
for the Australian traveller

10 plan your tp et
yourseconJ passport, free, from&@antas
oryour Qantas Travel Agent.

QANTAS S



