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The influence of spatial conditions in the learning commons on the sound environment during learning

O/MEHER', BAE?
*Mayu Komatsuda?, Osamu Hashimoto?

In this study, we investigated the effects of spatial conditions on voice audibility and work, and considered both background sounds

and voices. Based on the case study, we hypothesized that since there are two main types of architecture in learning commons, we

would be able to understand the impact of sound environment conditions on the quality of learning by conducting experiments that

vary the spatial conditions. The results of the study suggested that impressions are determined by the balance between background

sounds and voices, and that the length of the sound may moderate the audibility of the sound. In the future, we will need to consider

cases where adjustments such as resonance are more important, and interior conditions.
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Flgure 1 Noise level measurement results(LAeq)
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Figure3. Evaluation resurts during individual study
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Figure4. Evalution results during conversation
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