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Many road traffic noise models are available around the world. However, these models cannot be
simply generalized because local conditions affecting such noise (e.g., vehicle type and weather) vary
from one locality to another. Two traffic noise models used in this study are the L10 Calculation of
Road Traffic Noise (CRTN) model and Traffic Noise Model of Ontario Ministry of Transportation.

Using regression analysis, it was found that the predicted traffic noise levels by the CRTN model gave
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satisfactory correlation with the measured values (R2 of 0.7109). The Traffic Noise Model Of Ontario
Ministry Of Transportation overestimated traffic noise level by 3.46 dB(A) on average. This study
proves that the improved Ontario Ministry of Transportation Traffic Noise model is satisfactory in

predicting traffic noise in a city with high percentage of motorcycle usage. This study also implies that

CRTN model is a valid model in predicting traffic noise levels for a city with high rates of motorcycle
use such Klang Valley, Malaysia.

1. INTRODUCTION

Transportation systems are key features of any developed society, as they
provide the required infrastructure to satisfy mobility and accessibility
needs of societies. Yet the unprecedented growth in travel demand
experienced in the last few decades has led to a range of significant
environmental problems. One of these rising problems is noise pollution
resulting from transportation activities, mainly road traffic. Many
authorities around the world tend to underestimate the harmful effects of
noise pollution compared to other types of pollution such as water, land,
or air pollution. Nevertheless, recent research shows that noise pollution
can pose serious risks to health such as hypertension [1-3], annoyance
[4], sleep disturbance [5], and myocardial infarction [6,7].

Road traffic noise is the most prevalent form of environmental noise
pollution, and it can either be measured in the field or predicted through
verified mathematical models. While many road traffic noise models are
available around the world, these models cannot be simply generalized
because local conditions affecting such noise (e.g, vehicle type and
weather) vary from one locality to another.

Even though many traffic noise prediction models are available around
the world, the models cannot be easily generalized because there are
many varying factors and conditions affecting the produced noise.
Examples of such factors include vehicle specification, vehicle
classification, and meteorological conditions. Furthermore, for large-scale
studies [8] suggested that combining the use of verified predictive
models with field measurements is preferred, to avoid relying on field
measurements, which consumes considerable resources.

In traffic noise modeling, the noise level at a receiver location due to
traffic noise source is usually modeled as a function of the parameters
such as, traffic conditions (traffic volume, traffic speed, and traffic
composition), gradient of road, the nature of road surface, absorbent
ground cover percentage, road configuration, and distance between the
traffic noise source and the receiver [9]. The traffic noise source can be
considered as point or line source. There are two types of traffic noise
model assumptions; line source and point source. Different countries
design different types of noise prediction models [9-10]. United States
Federal Highway Administration Traffic Noise Model (FHWA) and the
model by the Acoustical Society of Japan (AS]) use point source
assumption, while the Calculation of Road Traffic Noise (CRTN) model in
the United Kingdom and the RLS-90 model in Germany use line source
assumption [10].

1.1 The Traffic Noise Model of Ontario Ministry of Transportation

Another noise prediction model is the Traffic Noise Model of Ontario
Ministry of Transportation, which was developed by Ontario Ministry of
Transportation, Canada. The model assumes point sources travelling at
constant speed. The accuracy of the method was found to depend on the
distance of the receiver from the source, and also on vehicular
composition [11].

Traffic noise prediction models are required as aids in the design of
roads and sometimes in the assessment of existing or of envisaged
changes in traffic noise conditions. They are commonly needed to predict
sound pressure levels, specified in terms of LAeq and L10. Since the
accuracies of several prediction models were similar, the decision of
which model to use was based on additional considerations such as their
analytical qualities, flexibility, and expected enhancement. The
prediction model analysed use only the basic customary variables of
highway noise prediction, distance from observer to source, traffic
volume and composition, and average speed of traffic flow [11].

1.2 Calculation of Road Traffic Noise (CRTN)

Many traffic noise prediction models have been designed for traffic noise
assessment in different countries. In the calculation of Road Traffic Noise
(CRTN), all the levels are expressed in terms of the A-weighted sound
level exceeded for 10% of the time, that is the hourly L10 index. This is
often used to give an indication of the upper limit of fluctuating noise.
United Kingdom, Australia, New Zealand, and Hong Kong use the CRTN
model. In Hong Kong and United Kingdom, CRTN model is the only tool
for the assessment of the environmental impact of road traffic by their
local authorities. Many researches have been carried out to study the
validity of traffic noise prediction by applying the CRTN model.

The calculation of the CRTN model used in this study assumes typical
traffic and noise propagation conditions that are consistent with
moderately adverse wind velocities and directions during the specified
periods. The algorithm is as follow:

Latoan = Lo+ Af+ Ag+ Ap+ Ad+ Aa+ Ar  (Equation 1)
At a reception point with a reference distance of 10 m away from the
nearside carriageway edge, the basic hourly noise level can be calculated

by

Lo=42.2+10 log;oq (Equation 2)
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Where q is the hourly traffic volume of all heavy and light vehicles and
Ly is the hourly noise level.

The adjustment for actual mean traffic speed of the percentage of heavy
vehicles A¢can be applied by

A= 33log;o (V +40 +22) + 10logyo (1+) - 688 (Equation 3)

Where V is the average traffic speed and P is the percentage of heavy
vehicles, which calculated using equation 4 below:

p= 100f
q

(Equation 4)

where f is the flow of heavy vehicles for every hour.
The adjustment of basic noise level for road gradient A, is given by

Ay=0.3G (Equation 5)

The pavement type adjustment (road surface correction), Ap = -1 dB(A)

for impervious bituminous and concrete road surfaces, when the traffic
speed (V) is less than 75 km/h.

Other corrections to the basic noise level need to be taken into
consideration are the effects of distance from the source line, and
reflections from facades and building. The distance correction, Ag can be

calculated by

Ad=-101log10( d ) (Equation 6)
13.5

Where d’ is the minimum incline distance from the source
point provided by d'=

V(d + 3.5)2 + h2, where d is the minimal horizontal distance between the
nearside highway edge and the receiver point, and h is the vertical
distance between the source point and the receiver point. The assumption
made for the shortest horizontal distance, d is more or equal to 4 m.

The angle of view adjustment, Aq is as follow:

Ag=10l0g10 () dB(4) (Equation 7)
180

0 is the angle view in degrees.
In the CRTN method, the reflection correction, Ay is calculated by

Ar=25+15 (% (Equation 8)

Where, 2.5 dB(A) is the correction taken into account for the
reflection of noise from the adjacent facade to the receiver point. 1.5
dB(A) represents the correction for reflection from opposite facade
facing the receiver point. _9’ is the sum of the angles subtended by all
the facades facing the receiver point located on the opposite side of the
road, and @ is the total angle of view at the receiver point.

Noise pollution is by now recognized worldwide as a major problem for
the quality of life in urban areas [12]. The rapid industrialization,
commercialization, and urbanization witnessed by many developing
countries in recent years have given rise to the steady increase in the
environmental noise climate. The environmental noise climate is
influenced drastically by road traffic noise because that type of noise
produces a continuous sound which fluctuates from hour to hour in
irregular trend with the passage of individual vehicles. Thus, road traffic
noise has become a fundamental issue of immediate for both the public
and policy-makers.

Road traffic noise from especially highways increases due to many factors
including noise generated from a vehicle’s engine, exhaust, contact
between the tires and road surface and inter- action between moving
vehicles and air that pass through, road condition and traffic management,
vehicle speed, and traffic composition [13-16]. Nulty [17] reviewed that
the impact of traffic noise is because of a trend of enhancing the noise
output from noise-emitting machines by suitably adjust- ing the vehicle’s
silencer. A study conducted in South Eastern Nigeria [18] and in Kolkata,
India revealed that sirens and horns are caused to the high environmental
noise climate in these cities. A recent study carried out by [19] stated that
the distance between source and receiver of the noise influence the noise
level in studying areas. However, although much research has found that

noise level increase are influenced by driver behaviour and source-
receiver distance, little attention has been paid to the relationship
between noise level and total number of vehicles on the road. Thus, this
study was conducted to reveal the relationship between number of
vehicles on the road and noise level at two different types of highways
which the first one used by more than 500 vehicles for every 15 min
representing heavy traffic flow highway while the second one used by
less than 500 vehicles for the same measurement period representing
low traffic flow highway. Measurement was carried out during peak
hour (0700 to 0900) and off peak hour (2300 to 0100). Due to the lack
of studies concerning the effects of a number of vehicles on noise levels
in Malaysia, this study aimed to evaluate and analyse the relationship
between number of vehicles and noise level considering Malaysia
scenario and traffic pattern.

2. MATERIALS AND METHOD

The highways involved in this study were Sungai Besi Highway, DUKE
Highway, and KESAS Highway. Noise level in ‘A’ weighting network
was measured using the Sound Level Meter (SLM) which complies with
the International Electrotechnical Commissioning (IEC) 61672 Class 1
standard. The SLM used was Blue Solo 01 model that has been
manufactured by 01dB-Metravib. The noise measurements at Sungai
Besi Highway, DUKE Highway, and KESAS Highway were carried out
for five days with two hours of monitoring during peak time (0700 to
0900, 1200 to 1400 and 1700 to 1900) as well as off peak time (2300
to 0100). These measurements were conducted at each sampling
location with three sets of measurements. The data of number of
vehicles and the composition of traffic were recorded for every 15
minutes. The meter was held at 1.5 meter above the ground surface on
the highway shoulder at a distance of 3 m from the pavement edge. All
noise monitoring experiments were carried out under ideal
meteorological condition with relative humidity, temperature and wind
speed of sites varied from 76% to 93%, 25.3 to 43°C and 0 to 0.7 m/s.
In addition, sound measurements should not be made outdoors when
the following meteorological conditions exist: wind speed excess of 12
to 15 km/h; temperature range -10°C to 50°C, humidity exceeds 95%.

2.1 Traffic noise prediction model

Two traffic noise models used in this study are the L10 Calculation of
Road Traffic Noise (CRTN) model and Traffic Noise Model of Ontario
Ministry of Transportation.

2.1.1 CRTN

The calculation of the CRTN model used in this study assumes typical
traffic and noise propagation conditions that are consistent with
moderately adverse wind velocities and directions during the specified
periods [9]. The algorithm is as follow:

LA10,1h=Lo+Af +Ag + Ap + Ad + Aa + Ar (Equation 9)

At a reception point with a reference distance of 10 m away from the
nearside carriageway edge, the basic hourly noise level can be
calculated by

Lo=422+10log10q (Equation 10)

Where q is the hourly traffic volume of all heavy and light vehicles and
L0 is the hourly noise level.

The adjustment for actual mean traffic speed of the percentage of heavy
vehicles Af can be applied by

Af=33log1o (V +40 + Sﬂ) +10log (1 + 5—P) -68.8 (Equation 11)

Where V is the average traffic speed and P is the percentage of heavy
vehicles, which calculated using equation 12 below:

p 1007
q

Where f is the hourly flow of heavy vehicles.

(Equation 12)

The adjustment of basic noise level for road gradient Ag; is given by

Ag=03G (Equation 13)
In this study, the gradient is assumed to be zero percent for all
highways.
The pavement type adjustment (road surface correction), Ap=-1 dB(A)
for impervious bituminous and concrete road surfaces, when the traffic
speed (V) is less than 75 km/h.
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Aq Other corrections to the basic noise level need to be taken into
consideration are the effects of distance from the source line, and
reflections from facades and building. The distance correction, can be

calculated by

Ag=-10 loglo(g_s) (Equation 14)

Where d’ is the minimum incline distance from the source point provided
by d'= V(d + 3.5)2 + hZ, where d is the minimal horizontal distance
between the nearside highway edge and the receiver point, and h is the
vertical distance between the source point and the receiver point. The
assumption made for the shortest horizontal distance, d is more or equal
to 4 m. Therefore, in this study, the prediction model used d = 5 m
representing the nearest measured point in the study.

The angle of view adjustment, Ag is as follow:

Ag=10l0g10 (2—) dB(A) (Equation 15)
180

6 is the angle view in degrees? In this study, the angle taken into

account is 1800, since the angle between the source and receiver is
perpendicular to each other.

In the CRTN method, the reflection correction, Ay is calculated by

Ay=25+15 (z—) (Equation 16)
Where, 2.5 dB(A) is the correction taken into account for the
reflection of noise from the adjacent facade to the receiver point. 1.5
dB(A) represents the correction for reflection from opposite facade

facing the receiver point. 0 is the sum of the angles subtended by
all the facades facing the receiver point located on the opposite side

of the road, and 6 is the total angle of view at the receiver point.

Simultaneous measurement of traffic noise and traffic characteristics
including traffic composition, traffic volume, and speed of vehicles on the
road were carried out for the prediction purposes. In the CRTN model,
traffic compositionis generally divided into light vehicles (<1525 kg
unladen weight) and heavy vehicles (>1525kg unladen weight).

2.1.2 The Traffic Noise Model of Ontario Ministry of Transportation

The Traffic Noise Model of Ontario Ministry of Transportation analyzed
use only the basic customary variables of highway noise prediction,
distance from observer to source, traffic volume and composition, and

average speed of traffic flow [9]. The empirical equation is given by:

Leq =215+ 11.11og10( Vs + 10 Yy + 15 V1) — 15.4 log D + 15 log C

Where Leq = energy equivalent sound level, dB(A)

Vc = volume of cars, vehicle per hour
VMT = volume of medium trucks, vehicle per hour

VHT = volume of heavy trucks, vehicle per hour
D =equivalent distance, m
C = average operating speed of traffic flow in 1 hour, km/h

The multiplication factors of 10 and 15 for medium and heavy
trucks, respectively, were obtained by substituting trial factors into the
equation and selecting the factors which resulted in the smallest
standard deviation of differences between predicted and measured
sound levels. Originally, the model uses only two fixed vehicle classes,
namely cars and trucks, and tends to predict well only for average traffic
conditions and for typical highway facilities. In order to determine the
potential accuracy attainable, these variables are employed and an
empirical prediction equation (Equation 17) was constructed and
calibrated to fit the survey data.

In order to further improve the empirical model leading to the
implication in the prediction of the traffic noise level in Malaysia, the
motorcycle composition (Vm) was included as the additional
variable into the empirical equation. Therefore, the improved
formula is as follows:

Leq=215+111log10(2 Yn + ¥ + 10 VyT + 15 VyT) - 154 log D + 15
log C (Equation 18)

3. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

3.1 Calculation of Road Traffic Noise (CRTN)

The comparison of on-site measured L10 and predicted CRTN Ly, is
shown in Table 1.

Table 1: Measured and Predicted L;, using CRTN at studied sites.

Measurement
Site Peniod Lip measured Lip CRTN predicted
Sungai Momming 755 78.4
Besi weekdays Afternoon 76.2 79.1
Highway Evening 75.9 79.2
Night 748 774
Morming 76.7 793
Afternoon 75.5 794
Weekends | ening 756 80.0
Night 75.0 77.9
Morning 74.0 741
. Afternoon 711 753
weekdays Evening 724 788
DUKE Night 68.8 723
Highway Morming 71.5 724
Afternoon 727 76.2
Weekends % ening 718 76.0
Night 69.8 73.5
Moming 75.8 802
Afternoon 747 793
weekdays Evening 750 80.1
KESAS Night 719 75.8
Highway Morning 74.8 71.9
Afternoon 747 78.8
Weekend:
SRS [TEvening 744 798
Night 734 76.5

This study examined the reliability and suitability of the CRTN model in
predicting traffic noise in a city with high percentage of motorcycle use.
72 on-site measurements with different measurement time were
conducted at roadsides in Klang Valley, Malaysia with around 30% of
licensed motor vehicles is motorcycles. Comparison between traffic
noise measurements and CRTN predictions was made for the validation
of CRTN model as shown in Table 1. The difference between the
measured and predicted traffic noise levels at 6 sites was less than 7
dB(A). The highest overestimation was 6.3 dB(A) at DUKE highway in
the evening during weekdays. The average of overestimation of CRTN
model on the traffic noise level was 3.6 dB(A). Figure 1 illustrates the
scatter plot between the measured and predicted results of traffic noise.

s 8 %
*
.
$

. R?=0.7109

~
S
I

CRTN predictions (dB(A))
~ ~
N (o)}

~
o

68 70 72 74 76 78
Measured Noise Levels (dB(A))

Figure 1: Predicted noise levels against measured values at 72
measurements period in 3 sites of Sungai Besi, DUKE, and KESAS
Highway.

Using the regression analysis, it was found that the predicted
traffic noise levels by the CRTN model gave satisfactory
correlation with the measured values (R*> of 0.7109). Generally,
this study implies that CRTN model is a valid model in
predicting traffic noise levels for a city with high rates of
motorcycle use such Klang Valley, Malaysia.

Different performances of the CRTN model were found while
under different conditions [10]. Study in Australia revealed that
the average overestimation by the CRTN model obtained for free
field conditions was 0.7 dB(A), while 1.7 dB(A) of
overestimation was computed in front of facades [20]. However,
a study in Hong Kong showed that the increment of error
when adopting the CRTN model might occur by more than 10
dB(A), especially when there were buildings on both sides of a
road [21]. Another study in Hong Kong by [22] discovered an
overestimation of 2 to 6 dB(A) produced by the CRTN model
On the other hand, [23-24] studies in Hong Kong showed that
the CRTN model accuracy is at the satisfactory level and the
correlation between predicted and measured results of the CRTN
model produces an R2 of 0.7742 to 09331 and a mean
difference of +0.4 dB(A) to + 2.0dB(A). The model is useful
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since motorcycles occupy more than half of the traffic composition in
many Asian urban areas such as Taiwan, India, Vietnam, Thailand, and
Macau [25-26]. Their results indicate that around 80% of traffic noise
levels at the roadsides investigated in the studies exceed the L10
benchmark of 70 dB(A). These results clearly show that the countries are
experiencing a serious situation of severe traffic noise pollution.

3.2 The Traffic Noise Model of Ontario Ministry of Transportation

The validation of The Traffic Noise Model of Ontario Ministry of
Transportation model was carried out by comparing the on-site traffic
noise measurements with the corresponding results of The Traffic Noise
Model of Ontario Ministry of Transportation predictions. Table 2 shows
the measured and predicted traffic noise level at studied sites during
weekdays and weekends.

Table 2: Measured and predicted traffic noise level using The Traffic
Noise Model of Ontario Ministry of Transportation model

Site Measurement period Mic Location (m) Measured Predicted
Morning 5 74.1 16.9
Morning 10 737 123
15 735 69.6
5 749 82.0
Afternocon 10 752 174
15 75 747
SungaiBesi | Wookdays 5 745 81.3
Highway Evening 10 748 16.6
15 743 73.9
5 73.1 78.1
Night 10 735 73.5
15 732 70.8
weekends | Morning 2 3.9 8(’)_3
10 732 15.7
15 73 73.0
3 74.1 80.5
Afternoon 10 74.6 759
15 743 731
5 744 81.2
Evening 10 727 76.6
15 71.1 73.9
5 735 787
Night 10 733 74.0
15 73.1 71.3
3 722 75.8
Morning 10 67.8 71.2
15 66.6 68.5
3 683 771
Afterncon 10 65.1 725
15 64.3 69.8
weekdays 5 701 805
Evening 10 67.5 75.9
15 66.7 732
3 65.1 74.0
Night 10 61.6 69.4
DUKE 15 60.5 66.7
Highway 3 68.7 74.6
Morning 10 66.6 70.0
15 64.4 67.2
5 70.4 78.6
Afternoon 10 68.4 74.0
15 66.6 712
weekends 5 69.3 77.9
Evening 10 66.3 733
15 65.7 70.6
3 66.4 749
Night 10 633 702
15 62.8 67.5
5 742 81.7
Morming 10 70.1 770
15 69.4 743
5 727 82.1
. Afternoon 10 704 774
gf:ht':v weekdays 15 692 747
N 5 734 822
Evening 10 71.5 715
15 68.9 74.8
, 5 688 T4.4
Might 10 675 69.7
15 64.7 67.0
5 2.5 79.8
Morning 10 716 75.2
15 70.6 7235
5 73 81.2
Afternoon 10 70.5 76.6
15 692 738
weekends 5 727 811
Evening 10 716 76.5
15 69 4 73.8
5 70.9 16.7
Night 10 703 721
15 68.9 69.4

In Table 2, the deviation between the measured and predicted traffic
noise level at the study sites with different microphone locations ranged
between 0.006 to 7.355 dB(A). The maximum noise level predicted was
an overestimation, which was 80.5 dB(A) at 5m microphone location of
DUKE Highway during evening on weekdays. The Traffic Noise Model Of
Ontario Ministry Of Transportation overestimated traffic noise level by
3.46 dB(A) on average. Deviations of more than 0.4 dB(A) were found at
79% of 5 m, 37.5% of 10 m and 12.5% of 15 m microphone locations,
respectively. The average standard deviation for Sungai Besi Highway,
DUKE Highway, and KESAS Highway were 2.16 dB(A), 4.41 dB(A), and
3.82 dB(A), respectively.

This study proves that the improved Ontario Ministry of Transportation
Traffic Noise model is satisfactory in predicting traffic noise in a city
with high percentage of motorcycle usage. Three on-site measurements
were conducted at highway sides in Klang which represented traffic
characteristics with 20% to 30% of licensed motor vehicles being
motorcycles. Therefore, an improved traffic noise model is needed to
consider not only automobiles (passenger cars) and trucks as heavy
vehicles but also motorcycles as a significant and distinctive category
since Malaysia like many other cities in developing countries
motorcycles occupy high percentage of the traffic on the roads [26-28].
Nevertheless, much needed improvement on the accuracy of The Traffic
Noise Model of Ontario Ministry of Transportation model for countries
that have high frequency of usage of motorcycle is required in the near
future with the inclusion of the consideration of the effects of the
percentage of motorcycles in light vehicles.

4. CONCLUSIONS

This study examined the reliability and suitability of the CRTN model
and The Traffic Noise Model of Ontario Ministry of Transportation
model in predicting traffic noise in a city with high percentage of
motorcycle use. 72 on-site measurements with different measurement
time were conducted at roadsides in Klang Valley, Malaysia with around
30% of licensed motor vehicles is motorcycles. Comparisons between
traffic noise measurements and traffic characteristics measurements
with the model’s predictions were made for the validation of each
model. Using the regression analysis, it was found that the predicted
traffic noise levels by the CRTN model gave satisfactory correlation with
the measured values (R2 of 0.7109). Generally, this study implies that
CRTN model is a valid model in predicting traffic noise levels for a city
with high rates of motorcycle use such Klang Valley, Malaysia.

The validation of The Traffic Noise Model of Ontario Ministry of
Transportation model was carried out by comparing the on-site traffic
noise measurements with the corresponding results of The Traffic Noise
Model of Ontario Ministry of Transportation predictions. This study
proves that the improved Ontario Ministry of Transportation Traffic
Noise model is satisfactory in predicting traffic noise in a city with high
percentage of motorcycle usage.

Nevertheless, much needed improvement on the accuracy of a traffic
noise prediction model for countries that have high frequency of usage
of motorcycle is required in the near future with the inclusion of the
consideration of the effects of the percentage of motorcycles, since in
Malaysia, like many other cities in developing countries, the motorcycles
occupy high percentage of the traffic on the roads.

5. ACKNOWLEDGEMENT

The author would like to thank the School of Civil Engineering,
Universiti Sains Malaysia for funding this research under short term
Grant 2017 (Grant No. 304/PAWAM/6315066). Thanks also to the
Department of Environmental Management, Faculty of Environmental
Studies, Universiti of Putra Malaysia for providing financial support
under Research University Grant(RUGS) No. 9365200 to carry out this
study.

REFERENCES

[1] Barregard L, Bonde E, Ohrstrém, E. 2009. Risk of hypertension from
exposure to road traffic noise in a population-based sample.
Occupational and Environmental Medicine, 66, 410-415.

[2] Bodin, T., Albin, M., Ardo, J., Stroh, E., Ostergren, P.-0., Bjork, J. 2009.
Road Traffic Noise and Hypertension: Results from A Cross-Sectional
Public Health Survey in Southern Sweden, Environ. Health: Glob. Access
Science Source, 8, 38.

[3] Chang, TY, Liu, CS., Bao, B.Y,, Li, S.F, Chen, T.I, Lin, YJ. 2011.
Characterization of Road Traffic Noise Exposure and Prevalence of
Hypertension in Central Taiwan. Science of The Total Environment, 409

Cite this article as: Herni Halim, Ramdzani Abdullah, and Mohd. Jailani Mohd Nor, Hamidi Abdul Aziz, Noorhazlinda Abd Rahman (2017).
Comparison Between Measured Traffic Noise In Klang Valley, Malaysia And Existing Prediction Models. Engineering Heritage Journal / Galeri
Warisan Kejuruteraan, 1(2):10-14



Engineering Heritage Journal / Galeri Warisan Kejuruteraan 1(2) (2017) 10-14 14

[4] Ouis, D. 2001. Annoyance from Road Traffic Noise: A Review. Journal
of Environmental Psychology, 21 (1), 101-120.

[5] Jakovljevic, B., Belojevic, G., Paunovic, K., Stojanov, V. 2006. Road
Traffic Noise and Sleep Disturbances in An Urban Population: Cross-
Sectional Study. Croatian Medical Journal, 47, 125-133.

[6] Babisch, W., Beule, B., Schust, M., Kersten, N., Ising, H. 2005. Traffic
Noise and Risk Of Myocardial Infarction. Epidemiology, 16, 33-40.

[7] Selander, ]., Nilsson, M.E.,, Bluhm, G., Rosenlund, M., Lindqvist, M.,
Nise, G., Pershagen, G. 2009. Long-term Exposure to Road Traffic Noise
And Myocardial Infarction. Epidemiology (Cambridge, Mass.), 20, 272~
27.

[8] Hamad, K., Khalil, M.A., Shanableh, A. 2017. Modeling roadway traffic
noise in a hot climate using artificial neural networks. Transportation
Research Part D: Transport and Environment, 53, (June), 161-177.

[9] Garg, N., Maji, S. 2014. A Critical Review of Principal Traffic Noise
Models: Strategies and Implications. Environmental Impact Assessment
Review, 46, 68-81.

[10] Steele, C. 2000. A critical review of some traffic noise prediction
models. Applied Acoustic, 62, 271-287.

[11] Hajek, J. J., Krawczyniuk, R. 1984. The Accuracy of Highway Traffic
Noise Predictions, Ontario Ministry of Transportation and
Communications, R and D Branch, Downsview, Ontario.

[12] Mehrjo, F., Zaron, A.B., and Nejatolahi, M. 2013. Assessment of Noise
Pollution Behbahan City, Iran. Kathmandu University Journal of Science,
Engineering and Technology, 9 (2), 28-33.

[13] Cohen, LF., Macvoy, G.R. 1982. Environmental Analysis of
Transportation Systems. New York: Wiley.

[14] Banerjee, D. Chakraborty, S.K, Bhattacharyya, S., and
Gangopadhyay, A. 2008. Modeling of road traffic noise in the industrial
town of Asansol, India. Transportation Research Part D, 13, 539-541.

[15] Al-Mutairi, N., Al-Rukaibi, F., Koushki, P. 2009. Measurements and
model calibration of urban traffic noise pollution. American Journal of
Environmental Sciences, 5 (5), 613-617.

[16] Swain, B. K., Goswami, S., and Panda, S. K. 2012. Road traffic noise
assessment and modeling in Bhubaneswar, India: a comparative and
comprehensive monitoring study. International Journal of Earth
Sciences and Engineering, 5, 1358-1370.

[17] Nulty, G.]. M. 1987. Impact of transportation noise in some new

—— e XK=

industrial ~ countries.  Applied  Acoustics, 21, 81-87. doi:
10.1016/0003-682X (87) 90002-8

[18] Onuu, M.U. 2000. Road traffic noise in Nigeria:
measurements, analysis and evaluation of nuisance. Journal Sound
and Vibration, 233, 391-405.

[19] Nadaraja, B., Wei, Y. X,, and Abdullah, R. 2010. Effect of traffic noise
on sleep: a case study in serdang raya, selangor, malaysia. Environment
Asia, 3, 149-155.

[20] Samuels, S. E., Saunders, R. E. 1982. The Australian
performance of the UK DoE traffic noise prediction method in
Proceedings of the 11th Australian Road Research Board
Conference, 30- 44, ARRB Group, August 1982.

[21] Chew, C. H., Lim, K. B. 1994. Facade effects on the traffic
noise from the expressway. Applied Acoustics, 41 (1), 47-62.

[22] To, WM, Ip, RCW, Lam, G. C. K, Yau, CT.H. 2002. A
multiple regression model for urban traffic noise in Hong Kong.
Journal of the Acoustical Society of America, 112 (2), 551-556.

[23] Mak, C., Leung, W., Jiang, G. 2010. Measurement and
prediction of road traffic noise at different building floor levels
in Hong Kong. Building Services Engineering Research &
Technology, 31 (2), 131-139.

[24] Mak, C. M., Leung, W. S. 2013. Traffic Noise measurement
and prediction of the barrier effect on traffic noise at different
building levels. Environmental Engineering and Management
Journal, 12 (3), 449-456.

[25] Phan, HA.T, Yano, T, Phan, H.Y.T. Nishimura, T., Sato, T,
Hashimoto, Y. 2009. Annoyance caused by road traffic noise with
and without horn sounds. Acoustical Science and Technology, 30
(5), 327-37.

[26] Sheng, N. Xu, Z, Li, M. 2015. The performance of CRTN
model in a Motorcycle city. Mathematical Problems in
Engineering. Art. no. 369620.

[27] Quifiones-Bolafios, E. Mouthon-Bello, ], Bustillo-Lecompte, C.
2012. Statistical model to simulate noise levels generated by
vehicle traffic flow in the Caribbean Region of Colombia. 41st
International ~ Congress and Exposition on Noise Control
Engineering, 2012, INTER-NOISE 2012, 4, 2864-2875.

[28] Phan, H. Y. T, Yano, T., Sato, T, and Nishimura, T. 2010.
Characteristics of road traffic noise in Hanoi and Ho Chi Minh
City, Vietnam. Applied Acoustics. 71 (5), 479-485.

Cite this article as: Herni Halim, Ramdzani Abdullah, and Mohd. Jailani Mohd Nor, Hamidi Abdul Aziz, Noorhazlinda Abd Rahman (2017).
Comparison Between Measured Traffic Noise In Klang Valley, Malaysia And Existing Prediction Models. Engineering Heritage Journal / Galeri
Warisan Kejuruteraan, 1(2):10-14



	Blank Page



