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Noises of middle-low-speed maglev vehicles

DUAN Chuan-Bo ZHANG Hui ZHU Yan-Yan QIN Qin
(Beijing Municipal Institute of Labour Protection, Beijing 100054)

Abstract  Multi-channel noise analysis systems are used to obtain the noise properties of the
middle —low-speed maglev vehicles, icluding the noise propagation property and the spectrum

property. It is shown that the middle-low speed maglev vehicles used for city transportation has

advantage over the wheel-rail as far as sound environment protection is conserved.
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