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Under the fact that previous studies have usually ignored the influences of room configuration, wall solar
chimney under both cooling and heating modes were analysed theoretically to fill the research gap. Solar
chimney performance is dependent on the airflow rate and its temperature, where theoretical models
were developed in this study to predict the performance of four typical types, including fresh-air cooling,
fresh-air heating through chimney cavity and room, and sealed heating (without any fresh-air supply). It
is known that the room configuration shows considerable influences on solar chimney performance,
where a coefficient is proposed to address this. Different from the cooling mode, airflow rate under
heating mode was found not only dependent on cavity height, but also the opening height of the room.
To heat a typical room, fresh-air heating through the cavity shows the highest airflow rate but with the
lowest temperature, which can be applied to regularly occupied building under cool weather conditions.
Fresh-air heating through the room shows an opposite way, which is suitable for regularly occupied
buildings under cold weather conditions. The performance of sealed heating is between these two, which

Theoretical model

can be used for non-regularly occupied buildings as there is no fresh air supply.

© 2018 Elsevier Ltd. All rights reserved.

1. Introduction

Energy demand is continuously increasing with the rapid rise of
both population and new technologies [1]. For example, fossil fuels
account for about 85% (27% coal, 35% oil, and 23% natural gas) of the
total energy consumption and 68% of total electricity generation
worldwide [2]. To reduce the usage of fossil fuels, one of the best
ways is to reduce their usages in buildings. This is because buildings
are responsible for over 40% energy usage in the whole world,
mainly for heating, cooling, providing electricity and air condi-
tioning (HVAC) system [3,4]. Furthermore, renewable energy is
environmental friendly with much less greenhouse gas emission
[5]. Therefore, many renewable energy systems have been utilized
in buildings [6], such as solar-based, ground source-based energy
systems, and day-lighting system.

Solar chimney is basically a solar air heater, which is vertically or
horizontally embedded as a part of wall or roof [7]. Chimney cavity
normally consists of a glazing wall for solar penetration and an
absorption wall for heat absorption, as shown in Fig. 1. The air in the
chimney cavity is heated under the penetration of solar radiation
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through the glazing wall and they rise under the thermal buoyancy
to enhance the natural ventilation of buildings. Solar chimney is
used to promote natural ventilation by taking away indoor heat
(cooling mode) or bringing in hot air (heating mode), resulting in
the reduction of traditional energy use and the relevant greenhouse
gas emission [8—10]. As the heated air always rises under the
thermal buoyancy, flowing out or into the room can achieve cooling
or heating purposes, respectively. As seen in Fig. 1, the switch be-
tween cooling and heating modes can be realized by those
dampers.

Solar chimney as a reliable renewable energy system has been
utilized in buildings based on solar radiation. It is different from
solar photovoltaic, which cannot produce electricity directly. The
energy saving is realized through promoting natural ventilation
and then save the electricity on HVAC systems of a building. The
reduction of HVAC energy consumption is critical as it is estimated
that, for example in the USA, HVAC systems take about 50% of
building energy consumption and 20% of total consumption [11,12].
The performance of a solar chimney can be reflected by the airflow
rate and its temperature. Under cooling mode, as shown in Fig. 1(a),
a bigger airflow rate through the chimney cavity represent taking
more heat out of the building. Under heating mode shown in
Fig. 1(b), a combination of airflow rate and its temperature is then
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Fig. 1. Typical wall solar chimney under: (a) cooling mode; and (b) heating mode.

significant to determine the performance of a solar chimney.

Previous studies have largely focused on the cooling mode of
solar chimney where the related investigations on its heating mode
are limited. The heating potential of solar chimney was investigated
by Lee and Strand [13] under the influences of chimney height,
solar absorptance and solar transmittance of the glazing wall based
on their in-house module which was developed and implemented
in EnergyPlus. Ong [14,15] developed a mathematical model to
predict the solar chimney performance under various ambient and
geometrical conditions based on thermal resistance network. Zhai
et al. [16,17] also investigated experimentally and theoretically the
influences of several important factors such as inclination angle,
channel gap and collector type. According to our literature review
on solar chimney [18], it is known that although solar chimney has
been frequently investigated, previous focuses are almost on its
cooling mode, leaving very few studies on the heating mode. This
may be because of the usually adopted simplified model that ignore
the influences from the room configurations. Previous studies
[19—21] are much focusing on experimental or numerical in-
vestigations based on solo chimney cavity. Under this simplified
structure, the airflow rate can be considered the same under both
cooling and heating modes. It is still unknown if this assumption is
viable during the practical applications of solar chimney.

Although the importance of room configuration on solar chim-
ney performance is clearly understood, very few studies have
explored this aspect even its effect may be overwhelming while the
efforts have been much on the optimization design of solo solar
chimney itself. According to our recent review [18], the frequently
investigated influencing factors are mainly for solar chimney
independently, including configuration (e.g. height [22,23], cavity
gap [24], inlet and outlet areas [25,26], and height/gap ratio
[27,28]), installation conditions (e.g. inclination angle (for roof solar
chimney) [22,29], opening [25] and solar collector [30]), material
usages (e.g. glazing type [31], solar absorber [19,32] and thermal
insulation [30]), and environment (e.g. climate [33,34], solar radi-
ation [35,36] and external wind [37,38]).

However, those previously developed theoretical models may
not be applicable when it needs to consider the influences from the
room configuration under the practical applications. This results in
a critical gap for the relevant designs and implementations.
Furthermore, those theoretical models for solar chimney under
cooling mode have been well developed [39—42]. However, it is still
not known whether these models are still applicable to the heating

mode. Comparing to the numerical approach, theoretical models
more favor the practical implementations which can provide a fast
and convenient way for the optimization design of solar chimney.
Although the numerical tools can provide more detailed informa-
tion about the airflow inside the chimney cavity and room, the
related calculation time is much longer and the results are lacking
generality.

Solar chimney under cooling mode has been largely investigated
previously, but the relevant studies under heating mode is still a
challenge. Firstly, different from the cooling mode, the room under
heating mode is no longer a mixed ventilation, which can be
considered as a two-layer problem [43,44]. The upper layer of the
room is the hot air from the chimney cavity, which are gathered at
the ceiling under thermal buoyancy, while the lower layer is still
fresh air. Secondly, solar chimney under heating mode is compli-
cated with many types, as seen in Figs. 3—5. It is still not clear about
the airflow rate and the temperature with these typical types. It is
of significance to identify the applicability of these types of solar
chimney under heating mode.

Therefore, in this study, four typical types of solar chimney
under both cooling and heating modes were investigated theoret-
ically, including fresh-air cooling, fresh-air heating through the
chimney cavity, fresh-air heating through the room, and sealed
heating. Validation, comparisons and related implementations
were also made to address their applicability. The research out-
comes provide a theoretical and technical basis for the related
optimization designs and implementations of solar chimney under
both cooling and heating modes. Section 2 will focus on the
development of theoretical models for these four solar chimney
types. Section 3 presents the validation of theoretical models based
on experimental data. Section 4 includes the comparison and
implementations of these theoretical models, where the advan-
tages and disadvantages of these four types of solar chimney are
discussed.

2. Mathematical models

As shown in Figs. 2—5, four typical types of solar chimney can be
known under cooling and heating modes, including fresh-air
cooling, fresh-air heating through the chimney cavity, fresh-air
heating through the room, and sealed heating. In the following
section, these four types of solar chimney will be analysed one by
one theoretically to predict the airflow rate and temperature
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Fig. 2. Solar chimney under fresh-air cooling (a); and pressure distributions in outdoor, room and cavity (b). H,; and H,;, are the heights of neutral planes in the room and chimney

cavity, respectively.
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Fig. 3. Solar chimney under fresh-air heating through cavity (a) and pressure distri-
butions under (b) unsteady scenario; (c) steady scenario; and (d) unlikely scenario.

through the chimney cavity considering the room configuration.
After that, the influences of the room configuration on solar
chimney performance are addressed theoretically as well.

2.1. Fresh-air cooling

Fig. 2(a) shows the solar chimney under fresh-air cooling. The
left side is the chimney cavity and the right-side is the connected
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room. The chimney cavity is constructed by a glazing wall and an
absorber wall. The glazing wall is allowing solar radiation pene-
tration to the chimney cavity for the heating of the internal air,
while the absorber wall is to absorb the solar radiation to enhance
the process. The room is connected to the outdoor environment
through an opening, which can be in a form of window or door.
When there is solar radiation on the glazing wall, the air inside the
chimney cavity rise under the effect of thermal buoyancy. After
exhausting the air to the outdoor, the pressure inside the chimney
cavity then drops, which results in the entry of air from the room.

Theoretical models have been developed regarding the perfor-
mance of solo solar chimney, which means the solar chimney is
directly connecting the ambient without connecting a room/
chamber. Andersen [41,45] developed a theoretical model to pre-
dict the volumetric flow rate through a chamber with two openings
under thermal buoyancy. Those previous models before Andersen
were much based on the temperature gradient between the in-
ternal cavity and the ambient, while the air temperature inside the
cavity cannot be obtained unless undertaking the experiment. So
their practical applications are limited. Based on my understanding
through the literature review, Andersen's model is the first
comprehensive theoretical model for wall solar chimney with easy-
to-obtained inputs such as total heat input.

Regarding the consideration of room configuration, a point
needed to be mentioned that Spencer et al. [26,46] have developed
a theoretical model for the natural ventilation prediction under
cooling mode. In this study, the developed model under cooling
model is a little different, which is simplified with the following
assumptions: (a) the air inside the room (upper or lower part of
room under heating mode) and chimney cavity are well mixed; (b)
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Fig. 4. Solar chimney under fresh-air heating through room (a); and (b) the pressure distributions.
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Fig. 5. Solar chimney under sealed heating (a) and the pressure distribution (b) inside chimney cavity and room.

the discharge coefficients for all the orifices are considered the
same; (c) the friction losses occur in the chimney cavity are ignored
due to the complexity of the problem; (d) the external wind in the
outdoor environment is neglected, suggested by Afonso and Oli-
veira [47] and Tan and Wong [37]; and (e) This study much focuses
on predicting solar chimney performance under steady status,
where there is a balance of heat transfer between the walls and
airflow. In order to provide the direct analytical solutions of the
theoretical models, the related heat transfer between the walls and
airflow inside the room were ignored. The above assumptions also
apply to the heating model of solar chimney in this study.

The pressure distributions inside the ambient environment,
room and chimney cavity can be seen in Fig. 2. As the air inside the
room and chimney cavity are considered well mixed and uniform,
hydrostatic pressure is then considered linear to the height with a
changing rate of pg. A pair of parallel lines can be used to present
the hydrostatic pressure outside and in the room. The pressure
distributions in outdoor environment, room and chimney cavity
can be seen in Fig. 2(b), which can be given by,

AP = pgAH (1)

where 4P is the pressure difference, Pa; p is the density of air, kg/
m?>; g is the acceleration of gravity, m/s%; and 4H is the difference of
vertical heights, m.

As the heating power is much larger in the cavity, the slope of
the pressure curve in the cavity is obviously higher than the others
based on Eq. (1). It is known that the heights of neutral pressure
planes are different in the cavity and the room, while the neutral
plane for the cavity (Hy;) is higher than that of the room (Hy,») under
the conditions. This is different to Lin and Linden's study [44] with
two chambers that there is an extra opening located on the ceiling
which allows the airflow along the ceiling, resulting in the same
height of neutral pressure planes in both chambers.

The air through orifices, including window, air inlet and outlet,
are driven by the pressure gradient, where a relationship can be
obtained:

1 .5
AP, = 25U @

where U is the air velocity through the orifice, m/s; and j is the
orifice number.
For the contracted air flow through the orifice, the volumetric

flow rate is less than the theoretical calculation, while the reduction
rate is described by coefficient of discharge (Cy). All the orifices,
such as air inlet/outlet and window, can be considered as a sharp
orifice that their Cy are considered as the same [48]. The volumetric
flow rate through a sharp orifice can be given by,

Vi = CaAjUj €

where V is the volumetric flow rate through the orifice, m>/s; C; is
the coefficient of discharge; and A is the area of the orifice, m?.

It is indicated in Fig. 2(b) that the Pj; is higher than P,,. The
airflow from the window enters the cavity through the air inlet
under the initial velocity at the window. The related experimental
and numerical results [49,50] have proved this. The following

relationship can be given between these two,
Py — Py = prgHw (4)

where P;; and Py, are the gas pressure near the air inlet and win-
dow, as shown in Fig. 2, Pa; r represents the room; and H,, is the
height of window centre to the floor, m.

The relationship between P,; and P,,; shown in Fig. 2(b) can be
obtained following Eq. (1). For the pair pressures of P,,; and Py, the
relationship shown in Eq. (2) is applicable for pressure gradient at
the two sides of the orifice. As the heating source in the room is
considered minimal, the temperatures inside the room and outside
are almost the same. Based on this series of equations, it is
obtained,

poUg + p U + pcUZ = 2(pg — pc)gHc (5)

where pg, p;, and p. represents the air density in the ambient, the
room and chimney cavity, respectively, kg/m?; Uy, U; and U, are the
airflow velocities through the window, air inlet and outlet,
respectively, m/s; and H, is the height of chimney cavity between
the cavity top and the floor, m.

Under the steady conditions, the air flow inside the room and
the cavity are stable along the time. The mass fluxes through the
inlet and outlet are considered equal for each chamber. Based on
this, the mass conservation equation can be given by,

pVo = p;Vi = poVw (6)

All the velocities through the orifices can be converted to
volumetric flow rate based on Eq. (3). And Eq. (5) can be rearranged
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after replacing V; (also V) with V, through Eq. (6),

2A2ATAL(po — pc)gHc

Vo =Gy (7)
; J (EA282 + 10242 + 22,

Following the assumption that there is a minimal heat source in
the room, so it can be assumed p; = py. Usually, it is also assumed
that p. = pg = prin the denominator of the right-hand side of Eq. (7).
Therefore, Eq. (7) can be simplified as,

(Po — Pc)8He )

Pc

Vo = C4A;

where A; represents the coefficient for solar chimney considering
room configuration,

2AwAiA

A= \/A,Ao +AwAo + Awhi ®)

The ideal gas law can be simplified with a less than 0.02% error
within the practical application temperature range, and it is given
by Ref. [41]:

ocTe = pTr = poTo (10)

where T, T, and Ty represent the temperature at the chimney
cavity, room and the ambient, respectively, K.

Based on Eq. (10), the volumetric flow rate at the outlet, as
shown in Eq. (8), can be given by,

(Tc — To)gHc

Vo = C4A: T

(11)

Under the steady conditions, the temperature inside the chim-
ney cavity keeps constant (or balanced) along the time. The solar
energy penetrated through the glazing wall is basically used to heat
the incoming air to the balanced temperature inside the cavity. The
energy conservation equation for chimney cavity under steady
conditions is expressed by,

Ec = pVoCp(Te — Tr) (12)

where E. is the power of heating intensity in the chimney cavity, W;
and G, is the specific heat capacity of the air, J/kg-K.

In Eq. (12), a further assumption of p,=pp and T, =Ty is just a
compensation of the previous assumption during the development
Ar. It was also tried to solve the equation group without these as-
sumptions, while the same analytical solution can be obtained after
getting rid of the terms which can be ignored. Based on Eqgs. (11)
and (12), the volumetric flow rate at the outlet of solar chimney
considering room configuration can be given by,

Vo = (ch’;)%(BHC)% (13)

where B is the buoyancy flux, which is the driven force of the flow
inside the chimney cavity,

_ Eg
b= PoCpTo (14)

2.2. Fresh-air heating through cavity

Solar chimney under fresh-air heating through the cavity can be
seen in Fig. 3(a). It is similar to the cooling mode, while the air is not
exhausted to the outside but the indoor environment. The chimney
cavity is evenly heated through the vertical glazing wall by solar
radiation, while the internal air can be considered well mixed with
uniform air density (p.) and temperature (T¢). As the hot air at the
upper layer of room sources from the chimney cavity, its temper-
ature and density can be considered well mixed, with a uniform
temperature and air density of T, and p,, respectively. The lower
layer of the air inside the room is ambient air (Tp and py).

For the well-mixed air, its hydrostatic pressure is linear to the
height from the floor, showing a changing rate of pg. Based on this,
the pressure distributions inside both chimney cavity and the room
could be three possible scenarios,

e In Fig. 3(b), this is an unsteady scenario. At the beginning, the
interface of the hot air is higher than the top boundary of the
window, while the window is purely for the exhaustion of the
ambient air from the room. When the interface keeps dropping
and is lower than the top boundary of the window, the upper
part of the window starts to exhaust hot air and the lower part
to exhaust ambient air from the room;

Fig. 3(c) shows a steady scenario. This happens when the
interface of the hot air is aligned with the heights of the window
and neutral plane. Gas pressures at outdoor and inside the room
keep increasing downwards. After the convergence of these two
pressure curves, the increasing rates become the same when
both are within the ambient air. Under the condition, the upper
part of the window is for the exhaustion of hot air. There is very
limited air exchange at the lower part of the window, which is
because the mass of the lower part of ambient air inside the
room should keep the same under the steady conditions. Under
a strong plume (e.g. fire plume [51,52]), the situation may be
different, which is beyond the scope of this study; and

An unlikely scenario is shown in Fig. 3(d). Under this condition,
the upper part of the window is used for the exhaustion of the
hot air, while the lower part is for the entry of ambient air from
the outdoor environment. This is inconsistent with the pressure
distribution for the upper window. For the room below the
junction of pressure curves, filled with the ambient air, the
increasing rate of the pressure along the height should follow
that of the outdoor environment but not the hot air. Namely,
these two pressure curves should coincide with each other for
the height below the neutral plane (H,;), similar to Fig. 3(c).

According to the above analysis, it is known that the window
under the circumstance is used or partly used for the exhaustion of
the hot air under steady condition. For a small window with limited
height, the whole window may be used for the exhaustion of the
hot air. With a relatively big window, its lower part may not be used
for the exhaustion of hot air, but there is a limited exchange of
ambient air between the room and outdoor environment under a
limited pressure gradient.

Under the steady conditions, the airflow through the window
can be simply considered as a unidirectional flow, namely the
whole window can be considered as the exhaustion of the hot air
with a total airflow denoted by V,,, represented by Fig. 3(c). The
pressure difference at various heights can be given by,

Pi _Pol :pchC (15)
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Poy — Pwz = —prg(He — Hw) (16)

Py — Py1 = pogHw (17)

As the hot air at the upper part of the room sources from the
chimney cavity and the heating source inside the room is limited,
its air density can be considered as the same with that inside the
chimney cavity. After combining Eqs. (15) to (17), it is known that,

poU? + pcUs + pUpy = 2(pg — pc)gHw (18)

According to the mass conservation of both chimney cavity and
the whole domain (chimney cavity and the room), a relationship
can be determined as,

poVi = pVo = prVw (19)

Based on the above Egs. (18) and (19) and the theory for volu-
metric flow rate through a sharp orifice as shown in Eq. (3), the
volumetric flow rate at the outlet of the chimney cavity can be
given by the temperature difference from the ambient air,

&(Tc — To)Hw

V, = C4A” T

(20)

where A is the coefficient related to the areas of all the openings,

. 2A7A2A2,
- AZAZ + AZAZ, + AZA2

(21)

The glazing wall of the chimney cavity allows solar penetration
to heat up the internal air. Under the steady status, the temperature
of internal air keeps constant, while the absorbed heat is used to
heat the fresh air to the temperature of the hot air. Based on energy
conservation, the following relationship can be obtained,

E = pVoCp(Te — Tp) (22)

After combining Egs. (20) and (22), the volumetric flow rate at
the outlet of the chimney cavity can be given by,

#\2/3
Vour = (C4A)? (BHy)'/3 (23)

where B is the buoyancy flux, which is represented in Eq. (14).
Based on Eqgs. (22) and (23), the temperature of the air inside the
chimney cavity can be obtained by,

T, )1/3( E >2/3
To— (=0)  (—E ) 4T 24
‘ (gHw PoCpCaA 0 (24)

As the volumetric flow rate at the outlet is constant under a
constant solar radiation. The time to achieve the steady status,
when the hot air layer approaches the window, can be simply
calculated by the volume of the upper part of the room and volu-
metric flow rate,

Lste 3 :
(CaA")*(BHw)?

(25)

where tg represents the time to achieve the steady status of the
airflow, s; and A, is the floor area of the room, m?.

Before the hot air layer arrives at the window height, namely the
time is less than ts. obtained by Eq. (25), the height of the hot layer

in the room from the floor, Hy,, can be then estimated by,

2/3

(CaA")? (BHw)?

Hpor = max|Hc — A JHy

(26)

where Hp, is the height of the hot air interface in the room from the
floor, m; and t is the time since the beginning of the heating pro-
cess, s.

It should be mentioned that the room opening in the above
analysis is not only applicable to window but also door. Eq. (23) is
applicable to multiple vertical openings such as window and door
due to the mass balance in the whole domain and the openings can
exhaust the upper hot air layer after the interface keeps dropping.

2.3. Fresh-air heating through room

Solar chimney under fresh-air heating through the room, as
shown in Fig. 4(a), is similar to the second type. The difference is
that the fresh air supply is through the room opening (e.g. window
or door). Based on the mass conservation of the whole domain
(both chimney cavity and room), the total mass flow through the
room opening should be equal to zero under steady status, which is
similar to those rooms under single-sided natural ventilation [53].
This can be described by two stages. At the first stage, hot air
exhaust to the room from the chimney cavity after been heated.
Before they approach the window top, the room opening is only
used for the exhaustion of the ambient air inside the room. After
the hot air layer approaching the window height, denoted as the
second stage, the window starts to exhaust hot air due to the
pressure gradient, while the lower part of the window is then used
for fresh air supply.

Fig. 4(b) shows the pressure distributions of outdoor, the room
and chimney cavity. The window can be also divided into two parts,
while at the upper part Py»>Py; and the lower part P,3 = Py4. For
the upper part of the window, the hot air can be exhausted under
the pressure gradient. The lower part is different from Fig. 3(c) even
though both the pressure gradients are zero. This is because the
ambient air at the lower part of the room enters the chimney cavity
through the air inlet under the pressure gradient. After that, the
outdoor fresh air enters the room through the lower part of the
window to compensate for the loss of the ambient air under the
steady status. This is the reason why the lower part of the window
still exists an incoming fresh air even though the pressure gradient
is zero.

According to the mass conservation of the chimney cavity under
steady status, the mass fluxes at the inlet and outlet are the same.
Similar for the lower layer inside the room, namely the ambient air
layer, the mass of fresh air flowing into the room from the outside
environment is equal to that entering the chimney cavity from the
room, as the interface between the hot air and ambient air keeps
unchanged under steady status. The neutral plane (H,) is located
within the window, whatever the height of the window is. If we
assign Vi, and V}, the upper entering and lower outgoing volu-
metric flow rates, respectively, it is then known that,

pCVO = PrVuw (27)

PoViw = poVi (28)

where V,,, and V}, are the air flow volume through the upper and
lower part of the window, m’/s.

Under the steady status of the chimney cavity, it is obtained that
poVi = pcVo, so the following expression can be determined,

poViw = prVuw (29)
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Previous studies [54,55] assumed that for a room with single-
sided natural ventilation half of the opening is used for entering
airflow and another half for exhaustion. This study will follow the
same assumption under the similar situation. According to the
pressure distributions inside the chimney cavity, the room, and
outdoor environment, as shown in Fig. 4(b), the pressure differ-
ences can be obtained as,

Py — Po1 = pgHc (30)
Py — Py = —prg(HC — Hy, — 0-25hs,w) (31)
Py1 — Pyg = —0.5p08hs w (32)
Pi; — Py3 = pog(Hw — 0.25hs w) (33)

where h,, is the size (or called vertical height from its bottom to
the top) of the window, m;

For the window with both entering and outgoing air flows, the
discharge coefficient can still be applied even this is not strictly a
vena contracta as the discharge coefficient can account for
streamline contraction and viscous loss incurred through the
opening [56,57]. So the calculations of Py,,-P,; and Py,4-Py3 can still
follow Eq. (2).

Based on Egs. (30)—(33), it is known that,

poU? + pcUZ + p, U, + poUg, = 2(pg — pc)€(Hw + 0.25hs )
(34)

It is also known from Eqs. (27) to (29) that,

poVi = pVo = prVuw = poViw (35)

The energy conservation equation is the same with previous
chimney type, as shown in Eq. (22). After combining Egs. (3), (22),
(34) and (35), the volumetric flow rate at the outlet of the chimney
cavity can be expressed by,

Vo = (C4A")? [B(Hw + 0.25hs )]/ (36)

where B is the same with Eq. (14), but A" is different from that in Eq.
(21), which can be given by,

2722
2AZAZA2,

A = 37
\jAﬁAﬁ, +A?AZ, + 8AZA? G7)

The temperature of the air inside the chimney can be estimated
by,

1/3 2/3

oxi] (o)
Te = S T 38
¢ {g(HW+0425hS,W)] poCpCyA 0 (38)

Similarly, the time to approach steady status when the hot air
layer approach the window height and the hot layer height inside
the room can be given by, respectively,

Ar(H. — H
tste: 2/3 r( ¢ W) 1/3 (39)
(C4A*)*"? [B(Hw + 0.25hs )]
#\2/3 1/3
t(C4A B(Hy, + 0.25h
szmwfﬂ*(d )7 [B(Hw *“],Hw (40)

Ar

24. Sealed heating

Fig. 5(a) shows the solar chimney under sealed heating. As can
be seen in this figure, no fresh air enters the domain through the
room neither the chimney cavity. After the air been heated through
the chimney cavity, the hot air exhaust to the room and gather at
the ceiling under thermal buoyancy. Along the process, the inter-
face between the upper hot air and lower ambient air keeps
dropping until it touches the floor. This is the time the whole room
space is heated, when it can be considered achieving the steady
status, even though there might be slight air movement under the
limited temperature difference. The air flow finally stops moving
when there is a heat balance that the absorbed heat of the air inside
the chimney cavity is equal to their radiation heat to the sur-
rounding environment.

Therefore, the theoretical analysis for sealed heating should
focus on the dynamic (unsteady) heating process, which is different
from the previous three types. The pressure distribution can be
seen in Fig. 5(b). Those pressure differences at various heights along
the time under unsteady conditions are similar to Egs. (15) to (17)
or Egs. (30) to (33).

Following the similar deduction as the previous two types, the
dynamic volumetric flow rate can be obtained as,

#2/3
Vo = (GA")* (BHpor)'? (41)
where B is the same with Eq. (14) and A is expressed as,

. 2A2A
A? + A2

(42)

As the hot air from the chimney cavity fills the upper part of the
room, a relationship can be then determined between the dynamic
Vo and Hpoy,

0(He — Hiot) _ Vo

ot Ar (43)
After combining Egs. (41) and (43), it is known,
#\2/3
aHhO[ _ (CdA ) / (BHhOt)l/?’ (44)

ot Ay

Separating the variables and integrating both sides, Eq. (44) can
be rewritten as,

. +\2/3 1/3
1 C4A B
JthtaHhOt = J CaA) BT /)‘\r ot (45)

So the dynamic height of the hot layer can be given by,

3/2

*\2/3p1/3
Hhot = |:2C2(C‘1A)Bt:| (46)

3 3Ar

where C is the constant, which can be obtained through the initial
conditions. When t =0, Hpo: = H.. Based on this, it is obtained that

c= %H?B. So,

3/2
2tB1/3 (ch*)Z/T /

Hyot = max{ {HC — 3A
;

As the accumulation of the upper hot air layer continues, Hpo¢
drops and approaches the floor. The time needed for the hot air
filling the whole room space is when Hp,¢ = 0. The time for the solar
chimney to heat the whole room space can be estimated by,

,0} (47)
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3ArHC

= e 48
te BB A (48)

So, the air movement inside the chimney cavity stops only when
the internal temperature is stable. This is the time when there is a
heat balance between the absorbed heat from the solar radiation
and the radiation heat from the internal air to the surrounding
environment. To obtain the temperature of the air inside the
chimney cavity, several main thermal processes should be consid-
ered, such as transmission of solar radiation for the glazing wall,
radiation heat, and convective heat among three surfaces (e.g.
glazing wall, internal air and the absorption wall). The energy
conservation equation for the air inside the chimney cavity is given
by:

oT,
panVa—tC = ThaAcQsol — AC‘T(Té1 - Tg) — Achq(Te — Ta)
- Achwall(TC — Tyan) (49)

where Qs is the solar radiation intensity, W/mz: V here is the
volume of the chimney cavity, m?; 7 is the transmissivity of glazing;
Ac is the area of the absorption (or hot) wall, m?; yg is the absorp-
tion coefficient of the air; ¢ is the Stefan-Boltzmann constant, W/
m?-K*; and hyq is the heat transfer coefficient of the wall, W/m?-K.

When it approaches the steady status, the term on the left-hand
side is equal to zero,

ThaQsor — 0<T§ - Tg) —ha(Te — Ta) — hyau(Te — Tyyan) = 0
(50)

Under the steady status, it is considered that T, = Ty = Tyyq, SO
the temperature of the internal air can be estimated by,

1/4
Te = (—T“ “(?S‘” + Ta‘) (51)

2.5. Effects of room configuration

In this section, the solar chimney under cooling mode was used
as an example to show the influence of the connected room on the
performance. Based on Eq. (13), it can be seen for a typical wall solar
chimney under cooling mode that the influences of the connected
room are much reflected by the room opening area. A; in Eq. (13)
can be also given by,

A 2A2A2
AL + o T4

In the above equation, if Ay — oo, AsA;/Aw— 0 that the domi-
nator of the right side term is equal to A2 + A?, so A] = A, where A;
and A7 represent the coefficient for solar chimney considering and
without considering room configuration, respectively. It is indi-
cated if there is an infinite big opening for the connected room, the
volumetric flow rate is equal to the solo solar chimney without
considering room configuration,

(52)

(53)

The infinitely big opening of the room can be considered as the
scenario that the solar chimney is directly connected to the ambient

environment without going through a room, when the solar
chimney achieves the maximum performance. A room coefficient,
¢, is then proposed to present the percentage of solar chimney
performance to its maximum performance,

_ VD,T

=V

(54)

where V,; and V, are the volumetric airflow rate through the
chimney cavity connecting a room and directly the ambient envi-
ronment, respectively, m?/s.

Based on Egs. (13), (52) and (53), the room coefficient can be
expressed by,

A: %7 -1 7%
"= <A> - {1 +<AW/A,->2+<AW/AO>2} 52)

Eq. (55) further proves that if Ay — o, { = 1, where the solar
chimney performance achieves the maximum with a room coeffi-
cient of 100%. So if we want the solar chimney performance ach-
ieves a specific {, the room opening should be bigger than a specific
area, which is given by,

] -05 (56)

Aw> [<§‘3 - 1)(A,-+Ao)

Fig. 6(a) shows an example of determining the minimal area of
room opening when it is connected to a solar chimney with a 0.3 m
high air inlet with a cavity depth of 0.05—0.3 m. It can be seen from
this figure that the increasing rate of { drops with a bigger room
opening area. For example, for the chimney cavity with a depth of
0.05 m, { increases from 47% to 68% when opening area rises from
0.05 to 0.10 m?. However, after that, the same increase of { needs a
rise of the opening area from 0.10 to 0.23 m?. The same situation
applies to Fig. 6(b) with various cavity widths. It can be seen from
Eq. (56) that the cavity height shows limited influence on the
required room opening.

For this solar chimney under cooling mode, if we need to ach-
ieve a room coefficient of 90%, the required room opening area
varies from 0.25 to 1.05 m? dependent on the cavity depth. For the
solar chimney with 0.3 m cavity depth, the minimal area of the
room opening is about 1.05m?. A regularly adopted half-open
window (1.2 m x 1.8 m) could be enough to achieve a room coef-
ficient of 90%. But if we increase the cavity depth or width, this
typical window is then not enough.

3. Validations of theoretical models

Solar chimney is different from solar photovoltaic which pro-
duces electricity directly, while the energy saving of the target
building is realized by promoting natural ventilation and saving the

Fig. 6. Relationship between the room coefficient and room opening area for a solar
chimney with a 0.3 m high air inlet under various: (a) cavity depths (0.05—0.3 m); and
(b) cavity widths (1.0—4.0 m).
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energy which is originally consumed by HVAC system. Under the
circumstance, the higher airflow rate raised by the chimney cavity
the better performance of solar chimney is. At the moment, very
limited studies have been found for solar chimney connected to a
room under cooling mode, not to mention the heating mode. Two
experimental studies have been found in the literature regarding
the cooling mode, while one is an outdoor test and the other is
indoor. In this section, the experimental data about the volumetric
airflow rate through the solar chimney were utilized to validate the
theoretical model under cooling mode, while the validation of
heating mode will be taken in our future work when the experi-
mental data are available. As the airflow rate through the solar
chimney is one of the key parameters to determine its performance,
the airflow rates through the chimney cavity between the numer-
ical modeling and experiments were then compared for the
validation.

3.1. Outdoor experiment

An outdoor test was undertaken by Mathur et al. [58]. The test
rig was briefly introduced here for convenience and completeness,
while more details can refer to the reference. A reduced-scale test
rig of 1 m cubical room was built with timber and connected to a
solar chimney. On the right side of the room, a 0.5 m high opening
(window) was built with a dimension of 0.3 m x 0.3 m for fresh air
supply. The structure of the room and solar chimney can refer to
Fig. 2(a).

An absorber wall was positioned between the chimney cavity
and the room, which can be adjusted vertically for parametric
analysis. The left side of the absorber wall was attached with a
1 mm black pained aluminum sheet to enhance the solar absorp-
tion, while its right was placed with 5cm insulation to minimize
the heat transfer from the cavity to the room. Its height can be
adjusted during experiment within a range of 0.7—0.9 m under
0.1 m increment, leaving an air inlet height of 0.3—0.1 m. A glazing
wall was located at the left side of the cavity, allowing solar
penetration. The distance between glazing and absorber wall,
called cavity depth, was adjustable between 0.1 and 0.3 m under
0.1 m increment.

The temperatures of the absorber wall, glazing and airflow in
the chimney cavity were measured by K-type thermocouples.
Airflow velocity was measured by a hot-wire anemometer with an
accuracy of 0.01 m/s. The anemometer wire was located 15 cm
below the outlet and in the middle of glazing and absorber walls.
The solar radiation was measured parallel to the absorber wall by a
solarimeter with least-count 15 W/m? and accuracy of +1%. All the
measurements were taken under three solar intensities, namely
300, 500 and 700 W/mz. To reduce the influences from outdoor
wind, a blocking wall was built 0.5 m from the window with a
dimension of 3 m (width) x 2 m (height). All the measurements
were taken under minimal wind with a velocity of less than 0.1 m/s.

The inputted values for the prediction are listed in Table 1. A
comparison between experimental and predicted airflow rate can
be seen in Fig. 7. The predictions are based on two methods: (a)
traditional way (without considering room configuration), as
shown in Eq. (53) [45]; and the proposed theoretical model in this
study (considering room configuration). It can be seen from the
comparison that the predictions without considering room
configuration are higher than the experimental data, showing an
average error of 49.0%. The predicted flow rates, based on the
proposed model in this study after considering the room configu-
ration, are much improved, showing an average error of 25.2%. It
can be then known that the room configuration shows considerable
influences on the airflow rate through solar chimney.

Although an average error of 25.2% is still obvious, this may be

Table 1
A summary of inputted values for the prediction.
Symbol Meaning Value Unit Reference
Ca Coefficient of discharge 0.57 - [58]
G Specific heat capacity of air 1005 J/kg-K [59]
h Heat transfer coefficient 15 wW/m?-K  [49]
Emissivity 0.96 - [60]
o Ambient air density 1.205 kg/m> [59]
4 Stefan-Bolzmann constant ~ 5.6704 x 10°8  W/m?-K* [61]
T Transmissivity of glazing 0.74 - [58]

Fig. 7. A comparison of experimental and predicted airflow rate through chimney
cavity. The experimental data come from Ref. [58].

because of the unstable test environment in the outdoors. Ac-
cording to the experiments, the maximum air velocity inside the
chimney cavity is about 0.33 m/s. As mentioned in the literature, all
the readings were taken when the external wind is less than 0.1 m/
s, which can also provide an unneglectable impact on the experi-
mental measurement. This may be the reason why there is still an
average error of 25.2% after considering the connected room.
Although the differences between the experiment and prediction
cannot be ignored, it positively shows that the consideration of the
room configuration can provide much practical/improved pre-
dictions for the design of solar chimney.

For this experimental setup, the area of room opening keeps at
0.09 m?, while the areas for air inlet and outlet are both within
0.1-0.3 m?. According to Eq. (55), the maximum room coefficient
can be achieved when the areas of the inlet and outlet are both at
0.1 m?, which is 85%. However, when both areas increase to 0.3 m?,
the current window is not enough to sustain a high performance
that the room coefficient drops from 85% to 53%. It is suggested to
have a room opening (window or door) of no less than 0.35m? to
keep an over 90% room coefficient for this experimental setup.

3.2. Indoor experiment

The indoor experiment was conducted by Bouchair [62] in a
large enough laboratory (20 m long x 10 m wide x 5m high). The
ambient air temperature was kept at 20 °C. The structure of the test
room is the same as Fig. 2(a), including a room and a chimney
cavity. The room was made of timber with an internal dimension of
1.8m(L) x 1.65m (W) x 2.0m(H). An opening (or window) was
considered at the centre of the right wall with a dimension of
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0.5m (W) x 0.6 m(H). The air inlet of the chimney cavity is 1.4 m
wide with two heights (0.1 and 0.4 m).

Different from the previous outdoor test model, the two walls
constructing chimney cavity were made of insulation board,
attached with polished aluminum on the cavity side to benefit the
reflection of heating source. The dimension of the chimney cavity is
1.5 m (W) x 2.0 m (H) with various depths of 0.1—1.0 m. The heating
process is also different from the outdoor test, which was realized
by two electrically heated panels, providing a wall temperature of
30—60°C. Several controllers were utilized to ensure the surface
temperature of the panels was kept at the designed one. The air
flow and temperature of multiple points at the air inlet were
measured by heated thermistor anemometer with an accuracy of
+5% velocity reading and +1 °C temperature, respectively.

During the experiment, the two walls constructing the chimney
cavity were first heated to the target temperature. Air velocities
were monitored to determine if the air flow is stable. Fluctuations
were observed high under the variability of the airflow. Both the
temperature and velocity for the individual scenario were averaged
values during a period of 90 s. More details about the test rig and
measurement procedure can be seen in Ref. [62].

As the heating source in the experiment was represented by the
hot wall, it is needed to convert the temperature to heating power
(or called solar radiation intensity) for the modeling input of the
theoretical models. The total heating power is determined by a
combination of convective and radiation heat transfer between the
hot wall and the surrounding air. A direct calculation seems to be
impossible as the temperature of internal air is not known and
changing along the time. It can be known that for a temperature
range of 30—80 °C, the normal application range for solar chimney,
radiation heat flux is about 33.8 + 4.2% of the convection heat flux
between the hot wall and ambient air. Therefore, for simplification,
the heating power of the hot wall was obtained based on the
convective heat transfer between the hot wall and ambient air.

The predictions considering and without considering the room
configuration can be seen in Fig. 8. These predictions are based on
the inputs listed in Table 1. The same with the outdoor test, it can be
observed that the predictions considering room configuration are
much improved. The average error of predictions drops from 41.0%
to 17.5% after considering the room configuration. When comparing
to the outdoor prediction, the predictions for the indoor test are

Fig. 8. A comparison between experimental and predicted mass flux per meter. The
experimental data come from Ref. [62].

much better with an average error of about 7.7%. It may prove that
the errors for the predictions of the outdoor test are because of the
external unstable environment such as external wind. The errors
still exist after considering the room, as seen in Fig. 8, which may
because of the simplified calculation method for the total heat flux.

So based on the above outdoor and indoor experiments, it can
be seen that the influences of the room configuration on solar
chimney performance cannot be ignored and the proposed theo-
retical model in this study can provide much accurate predictions
for the solar chimney.

4. Comparisons and implementations
4.1. Comparisons among four types

Based on the above analysis, theoretical models were developed
to predict the volumetric flow rate and the temperature of the
chimney cavity. A summary of these theoretical models can be seen
in Table 2. The comparisons are made among four typical types of
solar chimney, including cooling mode and three heating modes, in
terms of volumetric flow rate through the chimney cavity (V;),
temperature of hot air (T;), time to achieve steady status (ts.), and
height of hot layer from the floor (Hpot).

It can see from Table 2 that the theoretical models of volumetric
flow rate show exactly the same format for these four categories,
but with different A" and H. The coefficient A" is a little different for
sealed heating as there is no opening for both chimney cavity and
the room. Due to the function of the window, A" is a little different
for fresh-air heating through the room. For solar chimney under
cooling mode, the H is the height of cavity/chimney, while under
heating mode it is much related to the height or size of the window.
Except for the sealed heating category, the other three types show
stable volumetric flow rate along the time. As the volumetric flow
rate under sealed heating is dependent on the height of the hot air
layer, the volumetric flow rate keeps decreasing when the hot layer
approaches the floor.

As shown in Eq. (22), the temperature of the hot air is much
dependent on the volumetric flow rate. Under the fixed heat input
(solar radiation), a larger airflow rate means more air is heated,
which then results in a relatively lower temperature of the hot air
through the chimney cavity. The calculation of the temperature
under sealed heating is different from the other three types as the
volumetric flow rate keeps decreasing along the time before it fills
the whole room space. The calculation of the temperature is then
based on the energy conservation of absorbed solar radiation and
the emitted radiation heat of the hot air inside the chimney cavity,
as shown in Eqgs. (49) and (50). This is the reason why the obtained
temperature of the hot layer for the type of sealed heating is a little
different from the others.

The time to achieve steady status is a little different for solar
chimney under sealed heating as the hot air layer can touch the
floor, while for the other three types only approach the window
centre. So the time to achieve steady status for solar chimney under
sealed heating is the time when the hot air layer touches the floor,
with the double travel distance than the others. The height of the
hot air layer is dependent on the volumetric flow rate of the hot air
through the chimney cavity and the floor area. For a fixed floor area,
a bigger volumetric flow rate is companied with a more rapidly
descendent hot layer.

For a typical building, the advantages and disadvantages of solar
chimney for the heating purpose can be seen in Table 3. It is known
that except sealed heating, the other two types allow the fresh-air
exchange to the outdoor environment. The fresh-air heating
through cavity show averagely the highest air exchange rate and
the lowest temperature and fresh-air heating through the room is
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Table 2
A summary of developed theoretical models for solar chimney.
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Note: V, is the volumetric flow rate at the outlet; Cy is the coefficient of discharge, which is normally considered as around 0.6 for door and window [48]; A; is the inlet area; A,
is the outlet area; A, is the room opening area; A, is the floor area of the room; H. is the height of the chimney cavity or room ceiling; H,, is the distance between room opening
centre and the floor; Hp, is the height of the hot layer bottom interface from the floor; t is the time started from the beginning; B is the buoyancy flux, which can be obtained
through Eq. (14); T is the air temperature inside chimney cavity or the hot layer inside the room; T is the ambient air temperature; C, is the specific heat capacity of ambient
air; po is the ambient air density; E is the heat absorbed by the air inside the chimney cavity, which can be estimated by A;7Qso; 7 is the transmissivity of glazing wall of solar
chimney; Qs is the solar radiation intensity; hs, is the height of room opening itself from its top to bottom frames; g is the acceleration of gravity; and u, is the absorption

coefficient of the air.

in an opposite way, while the sealed heating shows a moderate
performance in terms of both airflow rate and temperature. Fresh-
air heating through cavity can heat the upper room quite faster
than the fresh-air heating through the room. Therefore, it is sug-
gested to use fresh-air heating through the cavity, through the
room and sealed heating to regularly occupied buildings under cool
and cold weather conditions, and non-regularly occupied buildings
(e.g. storages), respectively.

4.2. Implementation of models

To implement the theoretical models developed in this study, a
typical room with an area of 36.0 m? and a height of 2.7 m was
selected. For the two types with window, a typical half-closed
sliding window with a dimension of 1.2m (height) x 1.8m
(width) is located in the middle of the right wall. The area of the
real opening is half of the window, namely 1.2 m x 0.9 m. A 3.0 m
wide solar chimney is located at the left side of the room, with a
cavity depth of 0.3 m and an air inlet height of 0.2 m. The dimension
of cavity depth is determined by the usually obtained optimal value
[18]. A cool weather condition is assumed while the ambient air is
kept at 288.15 K (15 °C), and the solar radiation intensity is 500 W/
m?2. The configuration of the solar chimney and room can be seen in

Figs. 3—5, while the detailed inputted value can be seen in Table 4.

Comparison of the three types of solar chimney for the heating
purpose can be seen in Fig. 9. Fig. 9(a) shows the volumetric flow
rates along the time and the relevant hot air temperature in the
chimney cavity (or the upper part of the room). It can be seen that
the two solar chimney types with fresh-air heating keep at a con-
stant airflow rate. For solar chimney under sealed heating, the
airflow rate keeps decreasing along the time, while the decreasing
rate keeps rising. In terms of the temperature, fresh-air heating
through the room shows the highest temperature, followed by
sealed heating and fresh-air heating through the cavity. The tem-
perature rises are within a range of 13.5—21.5K (or °C), which is
quite impressive.

Fig. 9(b) presents the height of the hot layer along the time.
Under a constant airflow rate through the chimney cavity, the
heights of the hot layer for the two types with fresh-air heating
decrease linearly with the time. For sealed heating, its decreasing
rate of the hot layer height slows down along the time under the
decreased airflow rate, as shown in Fig. 9(a). Solar chimney with
fresh-air heating through the room takes about 401 s to achieve the
steady status, while it needs about 251 s for the fresh-air heating
through the cavity. The sealed heating takes the longest time,
namely about 525 s, to achieve the steady status. However, the solar
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Table 3
A summary of advantages and disadvantages of four solar chimney types.

Type Schematic Advantages Disadvantages Applicability

Fresh-air cooling e Fresh-air exchange to keep v Under very high-temperature weather con- Regularly occupied
the air quality of building; dition, it may need to be used with other  buildings under hot

e Take away the internal heat  mechanical cooling. weather conditions
load through the natural

ventilation;

Fresh-air heating through v Fresh-air exchange to keep e Only the upper part of room is heated, while Regularly occupied
cavity the air quality of building; the height is dependent on the window; buildings under cool
v Averagely it shows the e The temperature of the hot layer is relatively weather conditions
highest air exchange rate; low;
v The time needed to
approach steady condition
is relatively shorter;

Fresh-air heating through room o Fresh-air exchange to keep v Only the upper part of room is heated, while Regularly occupied
the air quality of building; the height is dependent on the window; buildings under cold
o The temperature of the hot v The air exchange rate is relatively low; weather conditions

layer is relatively higher;

Sealed heating v Heat the whole room from e No fresh air supply;

ceiling to the floor;

Non-regularly occupied
e The time needed to approach steady buildings like storages
condition is relatively long;

chimney under sealed heating shows the maximum average flow
rate in the first half of the room, reflected by the shortest period
(about 195 s) to approach the window height.

Therefore, based on the above analysis, fresh-air heating
through cavity may be the best choice under this specific cool

airflow rate through the chimney cavity that the room can be
ventilated in a relatively short time period; and (c) most impor-
tantly, it allows fresh-air ventilation during the whole process.

5. Conclusions

weather condition. This is due to the following reasons: (a) the
upper room shows a reasonable temperature (28.5 °C) very close to

: 4 _ Theoretical models were developed to predict solar chimney
the thermal comfort temperature; (b) it shows a relatively bigger

performance for four typical types under both cooling and heating

Table 4
Comparison of heating modes based on a typical room under regular cool weather conditions.
Type Symbol Meaning Value Unit
Room Ar Floor area of the room 36.0 m?
Ca Coefficient of discharge 0.6 [48] -
H. Height of cavity/ceiling from the floor 2.7 m
Hy,, Height of window from the floor 1.35 m
hsw Height of room opening 1.2 m
Wy Width of room opening 0.9% m
Solar chimney d Cavity depth 0.3 m
hs in Height (size) of air inlet 0.2 m
w Width of chimney cavity 3.0 m
T Transmissivity of glass 0.78 [63] -
Ambient environment G Specific heat capacity of ambient air 1005 J/kg-K
g Acceleration of gravity 9.8 m/s?
Qsol Solar radiation intensity 500 W/m?
To Ambient temperature 288.15 K
o Ambient air density 1.205 kg/m>
Ha Absorption coefficient of the air 0.23 [64] -
) Stefan-Boltzmann constant 5.6704 x 108 W/m?.K*

Note: ? This is for typical sliding window with half of the area opened.
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Fig. 9. A comparison of heating performance for three types of solar chimney.

modes considering room configuration, including fresh-air cooling,
fresh-air heating through chimney cavity and through room, and
sealed heating, as shown in Table 3. Some conclusions can be made:

e The influence of the room configuration on solar chimney per-
formance cannot be ignored, where a roof coefficient, as shown
in Eq. (55), is proposed to address the influence;

e Theoretical models were developed to predict the volumetric
flow rate through the chimney cavity, which is following the
same format for all the four types but with different coefficients.
The models can be seen in Table 2;

o Different from cooling mode, the connected room cannot be
considered as mixed ventilation with uniform temperature and
air density. The whole room can be divided into two layers: the
upper hot air and the lower fresh air. The volumetric flow rate of
solar chimney under heating mode is not only dependent on the
cavity height, but also the height of the room opening;

o Different from the other two heating modes, the volumetric
flow rate through the sealed heating is dependent on the height
of hot air layer. As there is no opening to exhaust those hot air,
the hot air layer is approaching the floor, while the volumetric
flow rate keeps decreasing with an increased descending rate;
and

e To heat a typical room, fresh-air heating through cavity shows
the highest volumetric flow rate and the lowest hot air tem-
perature, which can be applied to regularly occupied buildings
under cool weather conditions. Fresh-air heating through the
room is in an opposite way, which is appropriate for regularly
occupied buildings under cold weather conditions. For sealed
heating, both the volumetric flow rate and hot air temperature
are moderate, which can be applied to non-regularly occupied
buildings as there is no fresh air supply.

Limitations also apply to the theoretical models developed in
this study. Because of the complexity of the problem, the heat
transfer inside the wall and glazing is ignored under the steady
status. The interface between the hot air and ambient air in the
room may go through some turbulence and external wind has in-
fluences on the solar chimney performance, which are also
simplified/neglected in order to obtain the analytical solutions.
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