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Analysis of Noise Reduction Effect for Platform Screen Door in the Subway
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Fig. 1 Schematic of measuring points in subway platform
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Fig. 2 Measurement results of noise in platform with PSD
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Fig. 3 Measurement results of noise in platform without PSD
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Fig. 4 Differences of sound pressure level between positionl
and 2 in platform with PSD
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Fig. 5 Frequency analysis results of noise in platform with PSD
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Fig. 6 Frequency analysis of sound pressure level difference
between positionl and 2 in platform with PSD
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