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Abstract
In this study, we estimated the effect of the traffic noise in urban area using the LiDAR data. The
propagation of noise has a strong relationship between distance and shape of surface. Therefore, it is necessary
to consider the distribution of buildings for estimating noise assessment in urban area because noise
propagations will be affected by buildings. For this, we were developed DEM and DBM using the LiDAR data
in order to analyze the propagation of traffic noise precisely in urban area. The level of traffic noise were

calculated by investigating the real volume of traffic in study area. The SoundPLAN S/W and RLS90 algorithm
was used for traffic noise assessment.
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