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ABSTRACT

As the number of the apartments is increasing, many environmental problems are also occurred.

There are lots of studies on that problems. Especially, a lot of studies about environmental noises are

going along continuously. And they found out advanced results.

In this study, we investigated the residents' subjective responses about environmental noises by sur-

vey, and verified the trend of the environmental noise conditions in apartment house.

The results of this study will be useful to provide guideline to make policy of environmental

noise and criteria.
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Table 1 Trend of consciousness on noise
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Table 6 Unsatisfaction about indoor noise
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