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Abstract: With the development of society and the industry, noise pollution becomes more and more serious problem which can
not be ignored. The noise pollution is not only harmful to the healthy growth of children, but also brings some potential and
pathological harm. The kindergarten noise mainly comes from the noise in the kindergarten and outside the kindergarten, which
has the universality, diversity and complexity. The solution not only requires the government to introduce the corresponding
laws and regulations on the standardization of noise control, but also needs to have more support and collaboration of
governmental departments. Moreover, it also needs to pay attention to the kindergarten workers and the implementation of
countermeasures of the park noise.
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