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ABSTRACT

A case-study in classroom acoustics was conducted and the effects of two types(system air conditioner and packaged air
conditioner) of air conditioner were investigated. Acoustical measurements were made in two different classrooms. Each
classroom has different acoustics showing sound quality of air conditioner. Mental concentration test was conducted to
evaluate the effects of air conditioner noise with different sound presure level(dBA). Speech intelligibility test was also

planed with adopting Korean phonetic balanced words.
.M 2

nAL SUA S FF] &0l AFH oo}
e Zoltkh SIELS JAHY Y W8S 443 oF
#3787 g9 ol B Y & A& 82, 53 W)
7 Z&Fo] wolek gtk ANSI SI260-200214 € 24 #
Ze] WiAAL LS 35dBA, NC-252 71Fo2 A3 o} =
& AN me Adze 24 HaE Fo| RAH o} §
tul fig 2L AR wel GASo] £ £E8 FF
¥ e $FF #Ao] A E oo} gt
£ 7oA nd B ) olojd &go] WA= o
ol i) Lotz et Gl iR wy g Ao
qME d5Hd dojde] 7AFHT glon old g &
& A WE 29 9L TR Yo 4
SHEA Felst A ARG A4 B 5 QUch ofd AP
dXe BAST dis) 2ge o3t FAESe 4 43
= 9% g @3 A7k WgE ub Stk Lukas
(19812 W% &8 g3iA g7)s ALt 8] FAdd
= 97 235 2D =3 Houtgast(1981)E 15dBAY)
Az o F2ES/NAEH Lgos UF 24 BEE
H7t 24 T B 9FS Ao & Qlvkx Pk
o A BF A dA F& M P AFAE

- ggdistn A5Fsy gy

E-mail : monetsy@hotmail.com

Tel : ((2) 220-17%, Fax : (02) 291-178

e BYYRL AF I8} Fag

824:0|t}. Nablek 7 Pickett(1974) T A&+ 7}
7 oy nd FRAAY HEE B3 B 0z
VHAFE 4 BEE H7F A4 (Speech Intelligibility
Scores)7} Eobdthe AAE LRI T Bradley(1986)e
2y FPeA B39 HerEQd Clarity(C50, C80 %)
} ZepAIZre) whelE BAE FHEIeh

E dFoME oojd 289 FFHE HA dojzng
28 oo}l o g o] Zpzhe dojie] Mg mA
9] Case StudyE ¥3) Z7) e wd 2% 8748
A5tz oo AL w4l &% BXE 4yl 1¥
I ooy &g ofF H 4FE FNEY IAF=g &
4 HEx H2EE 53 =AY =% Zwicker
Parameters& 8&-3to] Al2¥ ooj7Az #H7)A oojH <]
<3 Y78 AAEd H2 ¥ 288 dgsigoh

e do >

2-1 TEAIZE &

2 S| 2L H7)A] dojT Alay oojHe] A
A= De vk 729 dE FedelA o] FoiFh
Type A 794 e Alxd ofojzie] Axxe] gl
% 3] 116m x 107m x 25m7IExAZxEo)E 43
& o} 310m’0]c}. Type B Zjale 740 712 oo}
Aol Hxgo] glon] =7 106m x 114m x 24mE &
2L o 290m’o|ct,

283 &% 84 Type A 2942 1274 &, Type B

-176-



Zode 19449 £848 AHs A FE
50Hz-18000Hz thede] 10%7Fe] swept sine& AHE-3HRTH
Type A ZejAe uido] aEx Al Jdon o
T APAZEo] 07322 vehgth uigd Fhsle} X))o
3ol o] He Type B 2249 B AL 029
Z4ch

RepEatgs

RT, T20
t.2
' —~—~Type A
0.3 x -, e TypeB
; \, sooiggne \l\k___-\
E’ 0.6 o g
[ ——
04 e = e
B e
0.2 2.
°
63 125 250 500 1000 2000 4000  §000

Frequency Hz

a9 23 74 Fode Fes tgd FFAZ, T

C80¢l 7% 500, 1000, 2000Hz WjllA- Type A%} 7%
5-8dB, Type - B A% 16-2dBEEE  Jepch
STI(Speech Transmission Index)< Type A= 069, Type

£ 0842 Type B Aol 5 o4 AT A4t &
b=

T OT T T

9 25 Type A STI £%

29 24 Type A C80 %

T T T T TR

219 27 Type B STI &%

39 26 Type A C80 £%

2-2 ojoj 228 =%

7} 7oAl ool Sgle] RIS Z4% AT )
714 lojs) gtao} A2d olBEn § EA Y
ghieh. 4] 9717 ololds] A ololnn ke Aelg
A8 @9 A Ar 15dBold Fob 2R 289 I
Z @A) YERITE Type A 294 Al2H ojolne A
% 3k AN Uk A2 ool A$ H71A olo)
Ae) 29 A4 RTET WA A4 Jeht gAHes
3717 oojel vls) FEF 28 BE7} oA AS
£ ¢ 4 Ak

29 28 A2 olold SPL@BA) 1@ 29 @94 ojoid
SPL(dBA) -

3-1 83k H2AE

dolA 4L dis] SASY T AL gHo 4 9
ojfde 22 #4 Wzl dis) AFY H=TE AP B
ek AR Z2aRL JioF g ¥ AFAA e
o AN ¥ AFFM FFYH Al AEEHR Qe
Attention 30002 83k

-171-



RERE]

oA 2gURE AR ofojAz B oo dfs
22} 40, 50, 60dBAE ZAHACH A¥ P2 FPAY
£ Aee] WA A% BANC-200 AP 27 F2o 3
AR A NEe A7 AR o YFAH B2t 9
Ao o3t YFPos Wrold AA =T

" Case -
Al 1=
Al AH 4
Al 5
AlA
S -] 7{A] 4
[ P ER
7 3] 7] 2] 60d
32 A%Y 8
(s NZpeiAlel e EY T
EXE]
BEE]
ERE]

(2) &8 2=

Neg ool B4 oojzle) el 371842 AFE
HaEs Aol Yol Aoz vehgt 2ey w7
%) olojzie) Feole ool 4% A Wstol Ul B
g9 a7k dEtA st

0o i
i
g !
|
* 9
K
1
- .
i
80
0 o 50 0
oo 2 F MM HW dBA)
a9 31 A2d oo JFE AP Ay
100
% 1948 — 1945
a1 84.3
2
oy
"
L
&

F-J 60

40 50
0012 23 MA HIE dBIA)

29 32 H7)A ooy JAFE Ny Z

olg & AnE deojA &£A9 Aoz HYEE F U&
Rolth &AL Wrlsle 449l Zwicker parameter2 9
& BAE Hgihth Alad" ojojde #Hd w3z &
Loudness Z717} oo} L& A% AZx ubaho] 4
g X 8a4ud #7)7] dojAL 2g9 378 Y

|

Bl

EA4-2 el Fluctuation Strength?t £3] 15 Barkol4
of nFue 994 o & 4TS IS ReE A2d
o

Fluctuation Strength

AT

vacil/Bark

1203 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 946 17 38 19 20 2t 22 23 24
: Bark

* 29 3.3 Type AB Fluctuation Strength

SYY HT Aol g A2 ool #H7)A] o
o}#¢] Fluctuation strengtht 1% 337 Zo| #7)A o
o729 Fluctuation strength7} F3 G4 Alxd
dojAxct A Uepsoh

a8y Y9 AFE H2EE HAES AYstdA 22
A9 FAol A3 FHA7E M S(adaptation)Slo] Aol
Jge nA AGEY Aozt 2A YeIA Yo g
A A%E H2EEZ B937) Y8 &4 HRE HaE
(Speech Intelligibility Test)E A1 38&t22} g},

32 S48 gRrX Al (Speech Intelligibility Test)

4 HEE AYE on ZoeMr &4 HY9 gax
g Hrrsl9E B, AARE ASIN T UL Bof
AqA SE&EH ok HAEYPEoZE ANSI $3.2-19899}
ISO 9921 A} gich

a9 34 4 WRE A" Ay

Y 349 ol 34 HEREE AdAY §48 AE A F

-178-



7t WAL S, AFAT, =2 Fo o8 WS A
% &4 98X H2E AL dEE &4 HE
(Percent Speech Intelligibility)E A2 =ojxj=dl ol A
HA "ol ofsle] 2 YoM Hl2ZA 9 FEoiA FH
A7} B8 9 Hssitdn Be o s 93 Rire
A$E BAL 3 s o

o

431

4 31004 TE AR §59 Foln Ne 2 329 o
ol 3goz 4718 4 Ut @e Foltk Re AW, W
£ ogel 48 £0. BT gL $98 9¢ 18 b
Y 2AE el

(1) &8 &

F3o) 24 PEE H2EE 98] ANSI € ISO 739
FAQY HE Z "24aFo2 F¥ UE"(PB, Phonetically
Balanced) =2& #8% /W3 Al¥(open test)& =3
Hek EE Age F 20709 EF itemo 2 A€ £
ARMe doA Add o Aod 2 I ITE
Aunz] 9 dojA 4% Hdxd 4 oF zHdIg
S/N & ZASHNAN B AgL AN G

E 33 PB AY &2 item o4

item 1 item 2 item 3 item 4
Aol FHAo| AzE 2EF]
A Eo} Ao} 44
A HES A afiate)
A o9z T34 R gzt
T Aelg wAERY Fnge
b M B33 L3 L
o 5iE 292 2A%A
#-ofoll A et ojorE 553
oFE olFE Hed Hes
AXEZ 0] vetor %ozl AgE
Lgvth efjolc} Db =str)
ik KA BRI LEX
opte] 299} AdE ARe]
w¥aiet dq39 o7} L]
BE:L Hulelop A3 el A
A2t g Rl +YF
F99 A9 448 Az
Hoto) okl & g HAzg
988 ABA} g Ao
ek A3t At SeREA
H 3.4 48 9y ool 48 o 24 A vl 23
Type S/N(dBA) Type S/N(dBA)
-5 -5
0 0
A2g 5 w714 5
10 10
15 15

doid &5 oM 53¢ S8E AHEE gee
4 o8 539 479 ZejddM F4€ Impulse

Response®t 7Hi8HE o131 4al Zel4Nel 37 54
2 Bz,

4. 48

BN &% 34 2% 294 Type A% Type BYl 2%

AZEe FEAF R wel 0452 Az Ao)7) wo
C80 ¥3 10dBole] & Aolg Btk &3 849 &
3 A% &4 9EEE UERF 294 £ 4L WA
dojA Ax #Ae} o Y2 AeR AU 128y
5 "HAE Alg 2 28 i wet #7]4 oo
o8 AFY 7L A FHRF 2olE JehlA Lt
doj A& ¥4 ZF 53] m7)2 oojrde ¥E 540
Axd dejRind o A Jeldtl mex doH 4ol
WA 2802 ALY AL 53 B4 oA A4 874
o i Hrl oha ZolstAl veld zeg oidrh

9 288 23] g8 84 ¥Ex H2EE I 4
Asich &% Al2" 2 #7]x ool Mg S22
e 23 A2z 2 24 dEk HAE A2 A9gg ¢
Ae Ao Alggch

= LR |

(1) A. K Nabelek and J. M. Pickett, "Monaural and
Binaural Speech Perception in Reverberation for Listeners
of Various Age”, J. Acoust. Soc. Am. 71, 1242-1248(1982)

(2) J. S. Lukas, R. D. Dupree ]J. W. Swing, " Effects
of Noise on Academic Achievements and Classroom
Behaviour, " State of California Report
FHWA/CA/DOHS-81/01, Berkeley(September 1981)

(3) J. S. Bradley, "Predictors of Speech Intelligibility in
Rooms”, J. Acoust. Soc. Am. 80, 837-845(1986)

40 A C. Neumann and I Hochberg, “Children’s
Perception of Speech in Reverberation”, J. Acoust. Soc.
Am. 73, 2145-2149(1983)

(5) J. S. Bradley, "Speech Intelligibility studies in
classrooms”, J. Acoust. Soc. Am. 80(3), 845-854(1986)

(6) S. Hygge, "Classroom Experiments in the Effects
of Different Noise Sources and Sound Levels on
Long-term Recall and Recognition in Children”, Appl.
Cognit. Pshychol. 17 : 895-914(2004)

(7) M. Hodgson, ”"Case-study evaluations of the
acoustical designs of renovated university classrooms”,
Appl. Acous. 65, 63-83(2004)

-179-



