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The Effective Use of Airport Noise Data with Case Studies and

Comparison Analysis among Major Domestic and Overseas Airports
Byung-Chan Lee’, Sung-Sik Park”

ABSTRACT

The purpose of this research was to investigate how airport noise data was composed of and
utilized based on previous research results. Moreover, this paper tried to find out how
effectively airport authorities overseas delivered its airport data to residents living in airport
noise mitigation areas. It was found major foreign airports offered so detailed airport noise
data that users effective use of data has been improved. Finally, performing comparison
analysis among overseas major airports and domestic airports such as Incheon and Gimpo Int’]
Airport, this paper tried to suggest implications to improve noise mitigation policy and
residence supporting policy. To summarize research’s conclusion, airport noise data provided
by airport noise portal could be used to establish policy to develop airport effectively and
environmentally. Airport noise data would be effectively used not only for developing airport
but also establishing environment impact study around airport. However it is needed for airport
noise portal to help users to estimate noise impact upon their residential address by providing
more detailed airport noise data.

Key Words : Airport Noise Data(Z3¥4-Z tlo]H), Noise Impact(&ST3f), Case Study(A=A-H),
Comparison Analysis(H]34-4]), Airport N01se Portal(Z3d4AS1H)
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Table 1. Comparison of noise measurement between WECPNL and Lden
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