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ABSTRACT

In this study, the satisfaction rating to the floor impact sound was investigated for the residents in

the apartment Building where the business scheme had been approved after 2005. The results are

compared with existing research. The questionnaire survey was conducted to the 597 residents in 14

apartments complex which were applied with standard floor structure and approval floor structure.

Most of respondents(71.1 %) answered that the performance of floor impact sound insulation, in case

of standard floor structure, was improved compared to the apartments where they used to live.

Comparing with the questionnaire survey result of existing research, the answered ratio of ‘less

annoyed’ and ‘less loud’ is somewhat increased.
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Fig. 1 Questionnaire item of loudness
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Fig. 2 Questionnaire item of annoyance
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Table 1 Characteristic of questionnaire respondents

Gender Age(yr)
Male Fe- 10~ | 20~ | 30~ | 40~ | 50~ | 60~ | 70~
male

149 | 85.1 | 1.3 | 10.0 | 43.3 | 20.7 | 11.9| 10.0 | 2.7
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Fig. 5 Feeling of heavyweight impact sound
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Fig. 13 Recognition degree of lightweight impact
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Fig. 14 Feeling of heavyweight impact sound
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Fig. 15 Feeling of lightweight impact sound
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