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A Study on reduction of drainage noise for water closet

ABSTRACT

The study about a drainpipe of water closet was performed as reduction of drainage noise for water closet.

The Drainage noise is composed two characteristics. One is Low frequency noise and the other is high

frequency noise. Low frequency noise is dominant in the first stage and high frequency noise is dominant

in the last stage. This is due to water splashing and that is caused by formation of chamber pot. In this

experiment, for the purpose fo reducing the noise. we choose the hollow rubber pipe element. As a result,

we redued drainage noise about 11dBA.

1. A&

Azt Abslel A bt Adnbsld FEIgAowR
AguiAdg stal Q= dAo] TEFE gH9 of
sEo|t} o EE AAGY vl FaA 4
o] g wet By Etsty HWgs F
st Aoz 523 glod, ti%ti SIAEK- )
ol e FAolth. 2Ey, FFFHoltin
Y &84 oA 9 & %1% Az g%y
t Aol ol E Aazte) FAL L Qo] glof
e AR Fog TAA 2 Az

of Mg BAE olsa 3

A= o

pu.

|

**XJQ

B oATAE A4 e $EFEY 287
A g PRl MEES A

o] ds gz, A Agto] #Hgae wr} A

) Oﬂ /]013]-_1_/(]— U]'L]—
o] A8t G| wg Azd
& Figl % & FxE /A ik 2 dy

ARy
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