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Projected Area Factor
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How are they compared?
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Comparison of View Factor
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Comparison of View Factor
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Calculated View Factors
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Summary
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• Compared to Fanger’s measurements, the best projected area
factors are calculated with calculated with the most complex model

• The calculation time for projected area factor is very short

• The view factors calculated with a sphere, were different from the 
other

• Which of the that is best is hard to tell

What is next?
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• Contact Italiens to make a better algorithm for projected area factor

• View factor calculations for complex rooms

• Find out the postures influence of projected area factor and view
factor
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Radiation from other persons
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