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Characteristics of Conventional Railroad Noise

AUE  olHZ" - ol 94" - ol AU - HA” - T2
Daejoon Kang, Sukjo Lee, Wooseok Lee, Jaewon Lee, Seongki Jang and Junki Hong

Key Words : Conventional Railway Nmse(ZHEH’-‘J HE4 %), Rolling Noise(H54%), Prediction(s]2), Equivalent Continuous
Noise Level(57H4A & E

ABSTRACT

The railroad noise has been considered as one of environment pollution and complaints about it have been increasing
every year. Therefore, the establishment of railroad noise monitoring network is necessary. It will be designed for
monitoring railroad noise, storing data of railroad noise continuously and providing the fundamental knowledge for the
measures of railroad noise.

For this, we investigated the actual condition of railroad noise and status of noise level by floor in apartments around
the capital region, Daejeon, Daegu, Gwangju, and Busan. Additionally, we present the basic data that will be used for
predicting the noise level near railroad in the environmental impact assessment.
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