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ULIP as QA/QC 
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Noise Measuremennts at the Test Track
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Noise and Tex
Microtexture: wavelength λ < 0
Macrotexture: 0.5 mm < λ < 50
Profile Fourier Analysis WProfile Fourier Analysis W
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Noise & Texture
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Noise and Texture Spe

1

ectra: OGFC Sections
N5N5

N6N6

N9

at Auburn University

8



Positive & Negg
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