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Table 1  Acoustic impedance and sound pressure reflectance

Acoustic imped- [Sound pressure reflectance
ance Z [Ns/m’] (material 1 is steel) R,

Steel (Die) 46.4 x 10° 0.0

Air 0.0004 x 10° 1.0

Stainless steel 45.7 x 10° 0.008

Copper 422 x 10° 0.047

Aluminium 17.5 x 10° 0.452
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