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ABSTRACT

The subjective unwantedness felt from the noise sources in hvmg env1ronment has been evaluated by
investigating the limit of perceptual loudness of the noise. The noise limits. were selected by the subjects And
the noises were analyzed to find out whether there is any correlation with Zw1cker parameters and ACF/IACF
factors, It seemed that the loudness of noise from vacuum cleaner does not affect its perceivéd noisiness. Traffic
noise also seems to be less influential in annoyance rating. It was revéaled that floor impact noise generaﬁed by

bang machine is the most irritating noise that can be heard in residential buildings.
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Fig. 2 Upper and lower annoyance limits
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