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ABSTRACT

In the previous studies on railway noise analysis, the main purpose of noise analysis is concerned with the reduction of A-
weighted sound pressure level in order to satisfy noise regulations. However, more important facts on noise reduction are the
subjective feelings of the human being on noise because people might be annoyed from the noise caused by train. In this paper,
railway noise from different type of train are compared using the calculation of sound quality metrics with using strength
related method that is calculation of A-weighted sound pressure level.
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