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Table 1 [1] Measured non-acoustical parameters of the
glass wool sample 1 with bulk density 28.0 kg m™ and
thickness 25.0 mm.

fr.(pasm?) 11900
porosity 0.989
tortuosity 1.0108
v.c.l.(u m) 143
t.c.l. (um) 302

2.1 ERICESHFENATA—FOFH
F.rdd, 1SO 905312 F W T EE & FHIIL 7=,
Tortuosity * v.c.l. + t.c.l.iX, EEEAEROJCAETT
/L (asymptotic high frequency limit of the JCA
model) (ZIHEDWTEE IO T EHZFHRIL,
TIAY =)V DINSFERENL, illtecD2f5 THDHA,
Tables 1&£21ZRTHRIZ, fr.OfEIE, RI%HTHD,

illtecOMIBEEELX, Basotect TGN 1.4% Kx<,
Tables 2&31ZRT 24EDATIL 74— LDfr. OfEIZ,
#7025, Tables2l4l R T4RIZ, illtec & 7 /10f5DJE
| EHMELT-Basotect TGO IEZFE T A—ZDfE L,
A% Thd,

Table 2 [2] Measured non-acoustical parameters of the
illtec melamine foam sample 51 with bulk density 12.39
kg m™® and thickness 22.58 mm.

f.r.(pas m?) 10943
porosity 0.992
tortuosity 1.0090
v.c.l.(u m) 230
t.c.l. (um) 460

Table 3 [2] Measured non-acoustical parameters of the
Basotect TG melamine foam sample 61 with bulk den—
sity 8.77 kg m™ and thickness 19.74 mm.

fr.(pasm?) 6197
porosity 0.994
tortuosity 1.0101
v.c.l.(u m) 271
t.c.l. (um) 572

Table 4 [2] Measured non-acoustical parameters of the
compressed Basotect TG sample 65 with bulk density
12.85 kg m™ and thickness 13.89 mm.

f.r.(pas m?) 12252
porosity 0.992
tortuosity 1.0151
v.c.l.( . m) 181
t.c.l. (um) 350
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Fig.1 Comparison between predicted absorption coeffi-
cients with thickness 256 mm for the glass wool sample
1 and the melamine foam sample 61.
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Fig.2 Comparison between predicted absorption coeffi—
cients with surface density 700 gm™ for the glass wool
sample 1 and the melamine foam sample 61.
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Fig.3 Comparison between predicted absorption coeffi-
cients with thickness 256 mm for the glass wool sample
1 and the compressed melamine foam sample 65.
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Fig.4 Comparison between predicted absorption coeffi—
cients with surface density 700 gm™ for the glass wool
sample 1 and the compressed melamine foam sample 65.
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