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Fig.2 Signal configuration of the sound fields
used in experiment.

Table 1 Values measured in seven soundfields
in each experiment.

Stimulus BSPL Directional late sound energy ratio

No. (dB) LElate VElate BElate Fl Elate
1 0.30 0.30 0.30 0.10
2 0.20 0.50 0.20 0.10
3 0.30 0.10 0.50 0.10
4 63 0.50 0.25 0.15 0.10
5 0.10 0.25 0.55 0.10
6 0.60 0.10 0.20 0.10
7 0.20 0.55 0.15 0.10
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Table 2 Standard regression coefficients for
three directional late energy ratios.

Cso(dB) cgf;éf;%lsn Standard regression coefficients
coefficient LE\ate BElate VEate
-3 0.980 1.558 0.783 0.433
0 0.910 1.686 1.012 0.739
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Fig.4 Comparison between predicted LEV by
experiment2001 and measured LEV in experi-
ment2003(1).
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