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The influence of religious belief in the soundscape evaluation of five

ecclesiastical architecture squares in Harbin

HONG Xinchen ZHANG Hao WU Shuting WANG Xin PAN Minghui LAN Siren

(College of Landscape Architecture, Fujian Agriculture and Forestry University, Fuzhou 350002, China)

Abstract To explore whether religious belief affects the psychological feelings of people on the soundscape of
the religious building squares, this study is based on the classification of soundscape elements in soundscape
ecology, builts the evaluation system of the soundscape of the religious building squares, which is composed of 3
criteria layer elements of geophonies, biophonies and anthrophonies and 16 index level elements. Take 5 churches
in Harbin, for example, to investigate tourists and residents with and without religious belief. The results show
that the interviewees with religious belief have a good result of the overall evaluation of the soundscape of
religious building squares, and the results of somebody without religious belief are not bad. In the criteria
layer, the evaluation results of the geophonies are all good, and the results of the biophonies evaluation are all
in general and above, while the anthrophonies’s is contrary to the biophonies’s. The interviewees with religious
belief have a higher level of biophonies evaluation than those without religious belief, except the insects’ chirp,
and the rating level of the square broadcasting noise is lower than those without religious belief, and the results
of the other indicators are all consistent. The evaluation results accord with the actual situation and provide
an effective method for the future study of the soundscape of religious building squares.
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Fig. 1 The distribution of 5 religious building squares in Harbin
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Fig. 2 Evaluation index system of soundscape of religious building square
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