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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Concerned especially with reducing peak power demand, Ontario Hydro is exploring various energy
conservation strategies and their potentials. The existing electrically heated multi-residential building stock
accounts for more than 14% of the commercial sector's electrical energy consumption and a much greater
share of the peak power demand. Improving the energy efficiency of high-rise buildings is an important
component of the demand and supply management (DSM) strategy.

In most Ontario locations, peak space heating demand in high-rise residential buildings varies from 35 to 65
W/m? of floor space. During peak winter conditions, the air leakage component contributes to the heating
load by 12 to 25 W/m? - roughly 25 to 40% of the peak heating demand. Therefore, tlie control of air
leakage in buildings has become recognized as a key element in achieving energy conservation. Clearly, if
high-rise buildings could be better sealed, the potentials for reductions in peak demand (plant capacity) and
energy usage, and the associated costs, should be enormously attractive to building owners and the utility,

The project was initiated in July 1990 by Scanada Consultants Limited of Ottawa and CanAm Building
Envelope Specialists Inc. of Mississauga. Objectives were to develop simplified air leakage assessment
procedure and to demonstrate and to test impact of air leakage control measures in the field.

The project accomplished the following: (i) developed and validated the field procedures necessary to
identify and assess the air leakage rate in buildings of eight storeys and higher; (ii) established a procedure
to evaluate the various air leakage control strategies based on potential cost benefits; and (iii) demonstrated
air leakage control in two high-rise residential buildings with the results of the impact on peak power
demand, energy consumption, indoor air quality, and of course the building airtightness. The project has
helped to remove some of the uncertainties and shown the potentials for conservation are indeed

considerable.
Assessment Procedure

A simplified air infiltration estimation procedure was developed, based primarily on equivalent air leakage
area and local net pressure distribution. The air leakage rate at a given location depends on the infiltration
driving forces (stack, wind and mechanical ventilation) and the characteristics of the opening in the building
envelope. A simplified network of air-flow paths can be established using the following information: climate
and exposure, building types, building form, building dimensions, surface to volume ratios, shafts, and
envelope types, windows and doors, envelope crack lengths, openings, and make-up air strategies. The
algebraic sum of air-flow through these paths must always be equal to zero. By applying the ‘mass balance
equation, the component of air infiltration which would be occurring during the peak winter condition can
be determined. This air-flow rate is responsible for the space heating load due to uncontrolled infiltration,
Any reduction in this infiltration flow should decrease the heating requirements for the building. The
procedure was simplified and developed into a practical application tool which can be utilized by assessors
and air leakage control contractors. The outline of this assessment procedure is presented in the Figure 1.
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Figure 1: Procedure for Air Leakage Assessment and Control in High-Rise Residential Buildings.

Fleld Demonstration and Results

Two buildings were selected for the demonstration of air-sealing work. One building was located in Ottawa
and the other was in Toronto. First, the estimation of air leakage rates was performed using the assessment
procedure. Based on these estimations, air-sealing prioritics were determined and a work plan was
developed. The "whole building fan test" was conducted to determine the airtightness before and after air-
sealing in order to refine and validate the assessment method. (The fan test is costly and is not a normal
part of the new assessment procedure.) Based on airtightness results, the peak heating demand was
calculated. :

The continuous monitoring of energy and power consumption in these two buildings through the winter
months showed a peak demand reduction in the Donald Street building of 85 kW, and a 42 kW reduction
in the Bridleview building as a result of the air sealing as shown in Table 1. Figure 2, 3 and 4 shows the
comparison of measured and estimated reductions in energy and power consumption for both the case
buildings.
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Table 1: Summary of Measured Energy Consumption Before and After Air Sealing.

Peak Demand Encrgy Consumption During
Heating Scason (kWh)
Before Air After Air | Difference | Percentage | Difference in | Percentage
Secaling Scaling in Demand | Reduction Epergy Reduction
(kW) (W) (W) (MWh)
Donald Strect Bnildmg (Ottawa) m 687 85 11.0% 165 12.0%
Bridleview Building (Toronto) 496 454 42 8.5% 633 65%

Based on these monitored results, the air leakage assessment procedure was modified slightly to reflect the
practical aspects regarding the airtightening of buildings. The assessment method was able to predict the
potential savings in energy consumption within 5 to 10%.

Based on the successful demonstration of air-sealing work and the assessment procedure, it can be concluded
that air leakage control or weatherization offers a potential to reduce the peak electric demand by 4 to 10
W/m? of floor space depending on the location and building characteristics. A simplified analysis of
Ontario’s high-rise residential building stock suggests an air leakage control potential of roughly 6 W/m? of
floor space.
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Figure 2: Summary of Measured Peak Power Demand Before and After Alr Sealing,
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Figure 5: Priority of air sealing measures for the Donald Street Building,

Cost-benefit assessment showed that the average cost of air-sealing varied from $645 to $880 per kW of
demand reduction for the two test buildings. The sealing of elevator shafts (top, bottom and external walls),
garbage chutes (top and bottom) and stairways was the most cost effective air-sealing practise in both
buildings. The second best methods were the sealing of exterior envelope, windows and doors, based on cost
and potential peak demand savings. The priority of air-sealing measures was determined using the cost-
benefit assessment. Figure 5 shows an assessment of Donald Street Building,

Indoor air quality tests showed that the air sealing of the building had no negative impact on the general
conditions of comfort and air quality in both buildings as summarized in Table 2. In both these buildings,
it was also observed that the air sealing had reduced the movement of stale odours. In fact, the sealing
allowed for more consistent adjustment of air supply to the apartments.

Table 2: Summary of Indoer Alr Quality Results After Air Sealing.

After Air Sealing
1. Indoor room temperature slightly increased
2. Relative humidity increased
3. Carbon dioxide slightly increased
4, Carbon monoxide slightly increased
5. Formaldehyde slightly increased
6. Radon (basement + ground) no change

The implementation of a high-rise leakage control (weatherization) program must be done with full
consideration of issues related to performance contracting, training of air-sealing assessors and air leakage
control contractors, and quality control. Effective implementation of such a program would benefit Ontario
Hydro and the building owners. '
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RESUME

Par souci de réduire la demande de pointe, Hydro-Ontario étudie présentement différentes stratégies
d’économie d’énergie et leurs possibilités. Les ensembles de logements collectifs chauffés & 1'électricité
accusent plus de 14 p. 100 de la consommation d’énergie du secteur commercial et une part beaucoup plus
considérable de la demande de pointe. Le relévement de 'efficacité énergétique des tours d’habitation
constitue une importante composante de la stratégie de la gestion de I'offre et de la demande.

Dans la plupart des municipalités de I'Ontario, la demande de pointe en mati2re de chauffage pour les tours
. d’habitation fluctue entre 35 et 65 W/m? de surface de plancher. En période de pointe I'hiver, les fuites d'air
contribuent a accroitre la charge de chauffage de 12225 W/ m?, soit environ de 25 & 40 p- 100 de la demande
de pointe en chauffage. Remédier aux fuites dair dans les batiments est donc reconnu comme élément clé
de I'objectif d’économiser l'énergie. De toute évidence, si 'étanchéité a I'air des tours d’habitation pouvait
étre relevée, les perspectives de réduire la demande de pointe (capacité des usines) et la consommation
d’énergie, et ses colits, devraient susciter énormément d’intérét chez les propriétaires d’immeubles et les
services publics.

La recherche, amorcée en juillet 1990 par les firmes Scanada Consultants Limited d’Ottawa et CanAm
Building Envelope Specialists Inc. de Mississauga, avait pour objectifs, d’une part, d’élaborer une méthode
simplifiée d’évaluer les fuites dair et, d’autre part, de démontrer et de tester sur les lieux l'incidence des
mesures d’élimination des fuites d’air.

Voici par quoi s’est soldée cette recherche: (i) mise au point et validation des méthodes nécessaires pour
caractériser et évaluer sur place les taux de fuite d’air des batiments de huit étages ou plus; (ii) établissement
d’une méthode d’évaluation de diverses stratégies d’élimination des fuites d'air fondée sur une analyse des
colits-avantages; et (iii) démonstration de l'élimination des fuites d’air dans deux tours d’habitation, et
répercussions sur la demande de pointe, la consommation d’énergie, la qualité de l'air intérieur et,
évidemment, I'étanchéité a I'air des batiments. Les travaux de recherche ont permis de dissiper certains
doutes et de déterminer I'ampleur considérable des possibilités d’économie.

Méthode d’évaluation

Les travaux ont débuté par I'élaboration d’une méthode simplifiée de détermination des infiltrations d’air,
fondée principalement sur la surface de fuite équivalente et la distribution de la pression locale nette. Le taux
de fuite d’air d’un endroit donné dépend des forces motivant l'infiltration (tirage, vent, et ventilation
mécanique) et des caractéristiques de I'ouverture dans I'enveloppe du batiment. Un réseau simplifié des
mouvements de l'air peut s'établir 2 'aide d’information concernant le climat et ’exposition, le genre de
batiment, la forme du batiment, la taille du batiment, le ratio surface-volume, les cages, le type d’enveloppe,
les portes et fenétres, les longueurs des fissures de I'enveloppe, les ouvertures, et les stratégies d’admission
d'air de compensation. La somme algébrique des débits d'air empruntant ces voies doit toujours donner
zéro. En s’en remettant A l'équation de l'équilibre statique, la composante des infiltrations d’air qui
surviendraient en période de pointe I'hiver peut 8tre déterminée. Ce débit d’air explique la charge de

" chauffage des'locaux attribuable aux infiltrations incontrdlées. Toute réduction de ces infiltrations réduira
les besoins de chauffage du batiment. La méthode a été simplifiée de fagon 2 offrir un outil d’application
pratique aux estimateurs et entrepreneurs chargés d’éliminer les fuites d’air. La figure 1 donne un aperqu
de cette méthode c’estimation.
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Figure1: Méthode de détermination et d’élimination des fuites d'air dans les batiments résidentiels
de grande hauteur.

Démonstration sur les lieux et résultats

Deux batiments ont été retenus dans le cadre des travaux de démonstration des travaux d’étanchéification
4 l'air, I'un étant situé A Ottawa et 'autre A Toronto. D’abord, il a fallu établir, & 1'aide de la méthode
d’évaluation, les taux de fuite d’air. L’estimation a ensuite permis de fixer les priorités d’étanchéification a
Iair et de dresser un plan de travail. Tout le batiment a été soumis a I'essai par ventilateur de manitre a en
déterminer I'étanchéité a I'air avant et aprés les travaux d’étanchéification, et 2 pourvoir affiner et valider la
méthode d’'évaluation. (L'essai par ventilateur s’avere coliteux et ne fait pas normalement partie de la
nouvelle méthode d’évaluation.) Les résultats d’étanchéité a I'air ont ensuite servi a calculer la demande de
pointe en chauffage. '

La vérification continue de la consommation énergétique de ces deux batiments pendant les mois d'hiver a
permis de constater, apres les travaux d’étanchéification, une réduction de la demande de pointe de 85 kW
dans le batiment de la rue Donald et de 42 kW dans celui de Bridleview, comme en fait foi le tableau 1. Les
figures 2, 3 et 4 comparent les réductions mesurées et estimées de la consommation d’énergie a I'égard des
deux batiments en cause,




Tableau 1: Résumé de la consommation d’énergie mesurée avant et aprés les travaux d’étanchéification

alair
Demande de pointe Consommation d’énergie
pendant la saison de chauffage
(kWh)
Avant Aprés Différence de Réduction Différence Différence
(kW) (kW) la demande en % en énergie en %
(kW) MWHh)
Batiment de la rue Donald 772 687 85 11,0 165 12,0
(Ottawa)
Batiment de Bridleview 496 454 42 85 633 65
(Toronto)

D’apres ces résultats surveillés, la méthode d’évaluation des fuites d'air a été légérement modifiée pour tenir
compte des aspects pratiques de I’étanchéification des batiments. La méthode d’évaluation permettait de
prévoir, avec un écart de 5 a 10 %, les économies possibles en matiére de consommation énergétique.

Le succés remporté par le programme pilote de travaux d’étanchéification a I'air et la méthode d’évaluation
permet de conclure que I'élimination des fuites d’air ou l’étanchéification fait miroiter la perspective de
réduire la demande de pointe en électricité de4a 10 W/ m? de surface de plancher, compte tenu de l'endroit
et des caractéristiques du batiment. Une analyse simplifiée du parc des tours d'habitation de I'Ontario laisse
entrevoir des possibilités d’aboutir sur ce plan a une réduction d’environ 6W/ m? de surface de plancher.
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Figure2: Résumé de la demande de pointe d’énergie mesurée avant et aprés les travaux

d’étanchéification A l'air
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Figure5: Priorité des mesures d’étanchéification a I'air du batiment de la rue Donald

L’analyse cofits-avantages révele que le coit moyen d'étanchéification des deux batiments en cause varie de
645 § 2 880 $ par kW de réduction de la demande. Dans les deux cas, la mesure la plus efficiente portait sur
I'étanchéification des cages d'ascenseurs (le haut, le bas et les murs externes), des vide-ordures (le haut et le
bas) et des cages d’escaliers, et la deuxi®me meilleure sur l'étanchéification de I'enveloppe extérieure, des
portes et fenétres, d"apres les économies de cofit et la réduction de la demande de pointe possibles. La priorité
des mesures d’étanchéification a été déterminée en fonction de 'analyse cofits-avantages. La figure 5 fait état
de Iévaluation du batiment de la rue Donald.

Les tests de qualité de I'air intérieur montrent que I'étanchéification du batiment n’exerce aucun effet négatif
sur le confort et la qualité de l'air des deux batiments, suivant le tableau 2. Il a été observé que
I'étanchéification des deux batiments avait contribué A réduire la circulation d’odeurs d’air vicié. En fait,
I'étanchéification a permis de régler plus uniformément l’alimentation en air des appartements.

Tableau 2: Résumé des résultats de qualité de I'air intérieur apres les travaux d’étanchéification

_ Apres I'étanchéification
1. Température ambiante intérieure Légere augmentation
2. Humidité relative Augmentation

3. Dioxyde de carbone Légere augmentation
4. Monoxyde de carbone Légere augmentation
5.Formaldéhuyde Légere augmentation
6. Radon (sous-sol et sol) Aucun changement




La mise en oeuvre d’un programme d’élimination des fuites d’air dans les tours d"habitation doit s’effectuer
en considérant tous les aspects de I'impartition, de la formation des estimateurs experts en la matiere et des
entrepreneurs chargés de I'étanchéification, ainsi que du contréle de la qualité. La mise en application efficace
d’un tel programme profitera & Hydro-Ontario et aux propriétaires d’immeubles.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Air infiltration and ventilation has a profound influence on both the internal environment and on the energy
needs of buildings. Unnecessary high air change rates present an excessive burden on the building’s heating
(or cooling) system, resulting either in an unnecessary waste of energy or in the inability of the heating (or
air conditioning) system to satisfy thermal and comfort requirements. Problems relating to moisture
migration, cold drafts and a generally uncomfortable living or working environment may also be experienced
with high air leakages. Therefore, the control of air leakage in buildings has become a key element in
achieving both energy conservation and indoor air quality.

Air exchange in buildings occurs as a consequence of natural air infiltration and through the use of
"designed" ventilation. The natural air infiltration is the uncontrolled flow of air through penetrations in the
building envelope caused by the action of wind and temperature difference. Hence, air infiltration provides
little control over the pattern of air movement within the buildings and it is also a very haphazard approach
to ventilation which cannot be relied upon to provide a steady supply of fresh air. ’

A survey of four electrically heated high-rise residential buildings' in Ontario has shown that the peak
heating demand varies from 35 to 70 W/m? of floor space. During the peak winter conditions (below -18°C
ambient temperature and greater than 5 m/s or 18 km/hour wind velocity), the air infiltration component
contributes to the heating load by 12 to 25 W/m? - roughly 25 to 40% of peak heating demand. Any
reduction in such uncontrolled air infiltration, without sacrificing indoor air quality, will have the potential
of reducing the overall peak heating demand.

Despite the importance of the process of air infiltration, it is still an aspect of building science about which
there is considerable uncertainty. In part, this problem has been made difficult by the diverse range of
buildings, each constructed according to widely varying construction practices. The quantification of
infiltration flows is difficult due to the complexities of the flow mechanisms, It is this lack of design
considerations in the building construction which has frequently resulted in higher heating consumption, as
well as moisture and air quality problems. Clearly, good predictive design methods will minimize the
problems associated with air infiltration in both new and existing high rise buildings.

' The high-rise building is defined as a building with eight storeys or highcr (20 m or higher).
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Peak Electric Consumption in
High-Rise Residential Buildings

Base
38%

Total Electric Load Space Heating Load
(65 W/m2 of floor space) (41 W/m2 of floor space)

Based on energy audlit of four bulldings.

Figure 1: The peak electric demand in high-rise residential buildings varies between 55 and 100 W/m? of
floor space during the heating season --- the air leakage component is approximately 12 to 25 W/m®,

Ontario Hydro is vigorously promoting electrical efficiency improvement programs to better manage its
electrical generation and demand. Air leakage control in high-rise residential buildings offers an important
load reduction opportunity to Ontario Hydro. The load reduction is achieved primarily through
improvements in the efficiency of space heating electricity use. The demand reduction opportunities offered
by air leakage control (weatherization) in buildings need detailed examination in developing a sound DSM
program.,

The following elements are important in establishing such a program:

- an air leakage assessment procedurc to establish the load reduction potential and the benefits to
Ontario Hydro and building owners;

- the demonstration of air leakage control in high-rise buildings and verification of the electrical load
reductions; and

- . a preliminary assessment of how much impact such "weatherization" can have on Ontario’s high-rise
residential building stock.
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Average Annual Energy Use in Four

High-Rise Residential Buildings
216 kWh/year/m2 of floor space)

Hot Water

3% 7 Ventllation
Lighting 13%
19% Air Leakage
Other 32%
3% \\\
Appli \\\\\\\ Envelope
ooggoos 8

Elevators
1%

Based on energy audilt of four bulldings.

Figure 2: The annual enmergy consumption in high-rise residential buildings vary from 170 to 300
kWh/year/m® of floor space depending on the climate. -

1.1 tives

The objectives of this project were set out as follows:

- to develop practical design procedures for estimating potential reductions in peak power demand and
energy consumption through air-sealing of existing high-rise residential buildings;

to develop from that an air-sealing assessment procedure and practical guidelines for air sealing
practitioners; '

- to test airtightness of two buildings before and after air-sealing to verify the assessment procedure and
show the reductions in electric demand; and

- to calculate the potential benefits to Ontario Hydro in terms of peak demand reductions and energy
conservation through air-sealing Ontario’s high-rise residential stock.
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1.2 Approach

The project objectives were achieved by implementing the work plan shown in Table 1. Literature on state-
of-the-art technology was reviewed to gain insight into the current research and practical developments
related to modelling and assessment of air infiltration in high-rise buildings. The project team negotiated
with several building owners for their willingness to participate in this demonstration project. After three
to four months of rigorous negotiations, the project team was able to obtain permission from two high-rise
building owners for their participation. A twenty-one storey building located in Ottawa, owned and operated
by Ottawa-Carleton Regional Housing Authority (OCHRA), and a ten storey building in Toronto, Bridleview
Condominiums, were selected for the demonstration of air leakage control. Ontario Hydro assisted in the
installation of continuous monitoring of electrical consumption.

Table 1: Scheduled Work Plan.

WORK TASKS
Task 1:  Establish the knowledge base and develop first concepts for air-infiltration model for high-rise buildings.

Task 22 Sclect two clectrically heated typical high-rise residential buildings for demonstration of weatherization
concepts. Install and commission continuous monitoring equipment for electrical consumption in these

buildings.

Task 3: Develop the "first-cut” air-scaling assessment procedure and predict the potential reductions in peak
heating demand and energy conservation for two buildings.

Task4:  Conduct the following field tests of high-rise buildings before air-sealing:
- air leakage detection: visual, thermographic and selective depressurization
- predictive diagnosis using the air-sealing assessment procedure
- air-quality tests (radon, formaldchyde, CO, CO,, temperature and relative humidity)
- selection of air-sealing techniques and methods
- perform the whole building airtightness tests using the CMHC protocol for high-rise buildings

Task 5:  Implement air-sealing work on these buildings.

Task 6: Conduct the filed ficld tests after air-sealing of these buildings:
- balancing and tuning of mechanical ventilation system
- measure changes in the space heating load, mechanical ventilation load, and energy consumption due

to reduction in air leakage
- air-quality tests at locations done before air-sealing
- perform whole building airtightness tests using the CMHC protocol for high-rise buildings

Task 7: Verify the predictions with measured energy consumption data and modify the air-sealing assessment
procedure.

Task 8:  Prepare the air-sealing assessment procedure, design guidelines and a manual for air-sealing practioners.

Task &: Estimate the preliminary potential benefits to Ontario Hydro in terms of reductions in peak demand and
energy consumption through air-sealing of Ontario's electrically heated high-rise residential building stock.

Task 10:  Prepare a final report and present results.
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A detailed air-flow model was developed for high-rise buildings. This model was used to estimate the air
leakage rate in buildings during peak design conditions. The model requires the distribution of air leakage
paths in the building. Field inspection and energy audit was performed on these test buildings. A "first-cut”
estimation of air leakage rate in the building was determined for different winter weather conditions such
as cold, moderate and mild. Several sets of field tests were performed to establish the "before and after air-
sealing" characteristics of the buildings. Air quality tests were performed to study the effects of air-sealing
on indoor air quality. Airtightness tests were conducted to characterize the whole building envelope
airtightness. The air-sealing work was implemented in pre-determined steps to obtain maximum insight into
the importance of several types of building components in air-leakage coatrol,

Energy consumption monitoring was started about a month prior to air-sealing and continued for more than
four months after air-sealing. The monitored energy consumption data were compared before and after air-
sealing to estimate the reduction in peak heating demand. A comparison was also made with the "first-cut”
estimates. The air-flow modelling was modified and calibrated accordingly. A simplified air-sealing
assessment procedure was developed for practical applications. Design guidelines and a manual provide the
necessary tools for the estimation of potential benefits and the implementation of air leakage control in high-

rise residential buildings.

1.3 Report Organization

The project deliverables are submitted in the following components:

1. Air leakage control estimation procedure for the air-sealing practioners to evaluate potential
reductions in the peak power and energy consumption, to estimate the preliminary air-sealing costs,
and to prioritize the air sealing work,

High-Rise Residential Weatherization: Procedure for Assessing Air Leakage and Potential Control
in Electrically Heated Residential Buildings of Eight Storeys And Higher. This report provides the
necessary forms for field inspection, calculation of air leakage rate, estimation of peak power and
energy consumption, the costs of air-sealing and prioritizing the air-sealing work. An accompanying
Guide describes the use of these forms. The report includes the following sections:

- Building Audit and Field Inspection

Estimation of the Uncontrolled Air Leakage Component
Determination of Air Sealing Priorities

Development of Work Plan for Air Sealing of the Building
Guide

2. Final project report gathers all relevant aspects of the project (this document). It is divided into the
following sections:
- Development of air-sealing assessment procedure
- Field demonstration
Implementation of air sealing in high-rise residential buildings
Validation of assessment procedure
Conclusions and recommendations
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2. DEVELOPMENT OF AIR-SEALING ASSESSMENT PROCEDURE

Air leakage is often of considerable importance to the energy performance of a building. The inward leakage
of air is known as air infiltration and the outward air leakage is known as exfiltration. Mecharical ventilation
is considered distinct from air leakage and is the intentional supply or removal of indoor air.

In most electrically heated high-rise residential buildings in Ontario, the peak space heating demand varies
from 35 to 70 W/m® of floor space. During the peak winter conditions (below -18 deg C ambient
temperature and more than 18 km/hour wind velocity), the air infiltration component contributes to heating
load by 12 to 25 W/m? - roughly 25 to 40% of peak heating demand. Any reduction in such uncontrolled
air infiltration, without sacrificing indoor air quality, will have the potential to reduce the peak heating

demand.

Air leakage can occur through pores in materials, cracks, holes, or other openings. In some cases, such as
cracks around windows or doors, air-leakage paths can be identified and measured; but in other situations
the nature and location of the leakage openings are not known in detail. The openings may be torturous
paths through porous materials, thin laminar passages formed by cracks and joints, or holes of various shapes
and sizes.

The heating loads due to uncontrolled infiltration predominantly depend on the in and out air-flows from
* the building at the peak ambient conditions. The cold air infiltrating into the building adds to the heating
load while the air exfiltrating out of the building causes loss of heat to the outdoors. A simplified calculation
method developed here is based on the building envelope air leakage area and pressure distribution. Flow
balance of air inflow and outflow through the building is used to determine the neutral pressure plane. The
net air inflow or outflow is then used to estimate the infiltration heating loads.

The air sealing estimation procedure addresses four concerns:

1. What is the air leakage in the building?
2.  How much reduction in peak demand is possible with air leakage control?
3. What will be the air sealing priorities and effectiveness for achieving maximum ratio of reduction in

kW to the air sealing costs?
4, Is the estimation procedure simple enough to be used expressly for practical field applications and
what would be the sensitivity of such estimates in energy and power reduction?

The air leakage control in buildings also raises the following questions from the users and air-sealing
practitioners:

- How tight can buildings be and still supply adequate ventilation and maintain indoor air quality?

- How much of an impact will weatherization have on the utility’s demand and supply management
objectives?
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This section describes the theoretical aspects of air infiltration calculations, the development of a detailed
air infiltration model, and a simplified air infiltration assessment procedure,

2.1 _Theoretical Conslderations

There are three key factors which affect air infiltration in high-rise buildings:

- the overall tightness of the building,
- the climatic (temperature and wind) influence, and
- the topographic environment in which the building is located.

Air infiltration in the building constitutes part of the space-conditioning load (heating plus cooling)
depending on the influence of the above factors [ASHRAE, 1989]. Air infiltration increases a building’s
thermal load in three ways. First, the incoming air must be heated or cooled from the outdoor air
temperature to the indoor air temperature. Second, air exchange changes the moisture content of the
building, particularly in the summer when the humid outdoor air needs dehumidification. In winter months,
the heating load due to humidification should also be considered as an additional power consumption due
to air infiltration. Finally, air exchange can increase the thermal load by decreasing the performance of the
envelope insulation system. However, the effect of such insulation deterioration is difficult to quantify.

The rate of energy consumption due to air leakage is therefore a combination of sensible and latent heat
load, which is given as

9=49,*q )]

The energy required to warm outdoor air entering by infiltration to the temperature of the room is given by:

4,=QpC,(T;~T) @)

where,

q, = sensible heat load, W

Q = airflow rate, L/s

p = air density, kg/m® (about 1.2)

C, = specific heat of air, kJ/(kg C) (about 1.0)

T, = indoor temperature, (20 °C)

T, = outdoor temperature

Using standard air p = 1.2 kg/m®, and C, = 10 kJ/(kg C), the above equation simplifies to:
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9,=12Q(T,-T) ®)

When moisture must be added to the indoor air to maintain winter comfort conditions based on indoor
relative humidity, the energy needed to provide humidification is calculated by:

q,=Qh AW )

where,
q = latent heat load, W
h, = latent heat of vapour, ki/kg (about 2450)
AW = humidity ratio of indoor air minus humidity ratio of outdoor air, kg of water/kg of dry air

Using the standard air p = 1.2 kg/m® and latent heat of vapour h,, = 2450 kJ/kg, the above equation
reduces to:

2,=2940Q(W,-W,) )

The outdoor temperature used for designing the heating system depends on the location and this can be
found from published weather data found in the National Building Code or the Ontario Building Code [NBC
1990 and OBC 1990]. Table 3 lists the winter design conditions for selected Ontario locations. The
estimation of heating loads due to infiltration predominantly depends on the in and out air-flows (Q) from
the building. It is this air leakage rate, Q, which needs to be properly estimated in high rise buildings.
Determination of this unknown air leakage rate, Q, is one of the prime objective of this project. The
following sections deals with the method for determining the air leakage rate in the building.

2.1.1 Weather Conditions

Air leakage in the building is solely dependent on the combined pressures due to wind and temperature
difference. The incidence of peak heating demand in a building may occur during the following ambient

conditions:

1. very cold and high wind speed for a period of more than one hour (severe weather condition - such
weather may occur once in 100 chances)

very cold and moderately windy (chances are 1 in 15)

very cold and calm (quite a normal condition and chances are 1 in 10)

moderately cold but windy (chances of such weather are 1 in 10)

mild and windy (one chance in 10)

bl ol
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The peak generating requirement for the utility generally occurs during working days (Monday to Friday)
between the hours of 07:00 and 23:00 in Ontario. Persistence of any of the first three weather conditions,
for more than 18 to 24 hours, may result in an overall increase in the power generation requirement due to
additional requirements for building space heating due to higher rates of air infiltration [Stricker 1975]. The
electrical system condition in Ontario generally falls on the coldest working weekday of the winter. The
average temperature during the 16-hour system peak period (07:00 to 23:00) was recorded for past 12 heating
seasons in Toronto. Figure 3 shows the scatter of the data, which average -15.1p 2.3 °C. The mean can

be compared to Toronto’s design temperature of -18 °C.

The above mentioned weather conditions are primarily responsible for increasing the uncontrolled air leakage
in buildings. As an example, the air leakage at an indoor/outdoor temperature difference of 22 deg C (with
2.5 m/s wind) is 0.12 L/s.m? while at a temperature difference of 37 deg C (with 6.7 m/s wind) the rate is
0.20 L/s.m® of floor area. The heating system is generally designed to meet this later peak heating
requirement, where the leakage role has risen exponentially.

In high-rise buildings, the space heating loads are calculated using the January 2.5% design criteria as
recommended by ASHRAE design guidelines and various building codes and practises. The air-infiltration
loads are generally determined using the January 2.5% design criteria (meaning that the ambient conditions
remained for at least a period of 2.5% of the time -- approximately 18 hours -- in January), and an average
value of wind speed occurred during this time. The seasonal energy consumption due to air leakage may
be related to the average infiltration rate during the heating season, but the heating system may have to be
sized to care for the maximum air leakage rate to be expected over a 12- to 24-hour period. Table 2 lists
the climate conditions for some Ontario locations.

78-79 ' . Y
79-80 [ ; NN
80-81 [ Y
81-82 | ' 1Y
82-83 | Y
83-84 [ N
84-85 | _ Y
85-86 | . I\ ) 1IN
86-87 [ | ALY
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88-89 | 21 Y

89-90 [ i Y

-25 -20 -15 -10 -5 0
Outdoor Temperature (C)

Y Measured = —— Design Temperature

Data gathered from Ontario Hydro

Figure 3: Average temperature during system peaks in Toronto during the heating season.
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Table 2: Winter design conditions for selected Ontario locations.

Winter Design Wind Speed Degree Days
Location Temperature m/s below 18 C
2.5%, deg C 1in10 Mean

Ajax -20 26 125 4080
Barrie -24 18 84 4575
Brampton -19 22 10.2 4321
Burlington -17 24 1 3818
Cambridge -18 20 9.2 4100
Kapuskasing -33 19 8.8 6438
Kingston =22 23 10.6 4251
Kitchener -19 20 9 4146
London -18 24 113 4133
Mississauga -18 24 12 4000
Niagara Falls -16 23 105 - 3662
Ottawa -25 22 125 4634
Sudbury -28 21 9.7 5043
Toronto -18 25 11.5 3646
Windsor -16 21 9 3622

Mean wind speed over a period of 3600 seconds or more.

2.1.2 Infiltration Driving Forces

The forces driving air exchange are exerted by the natural actions of wind and temperature (stack effect)
and by the pressures induced by the operation of mechanical ventilation systems. The indoor and outdoor
pressure difference at a location depends on the magnitude of these driving forces as well as on the
characteristics of the openings in the building envelope. The net pressure difference between inside and
outside depends on the air-flow balance. The air-flow into the building equals the air-flow out. Considerable
simplification of the true pressure distribution is necessary to predict the peak infiltration rates into the
building. Wind effects due to momentarily occurring high velocity wind gusts are difficult to evaluate;
however, due to the thermal mass of the building such brief wind gusts may not have noticeable impact on
space heating loads or peak heating demand [Hutcheon and Handegord 1983]. '

Wind Pressures

Wind is characterised by random fluctuations in velocity which, when averaged over a fixed period of time,
holds a mean value of speed and direction. The strength of wind is a function of height, terrain, and
shielding. On impinging the surface of an exposed building, wind deflection induces positive pressure on




the windward side, and negative on the leeward side. Pressures on the other sides are negative or positive,
depending on the wind angle and building shape. The time-averaged pressure acting at any point on the

surface of a building can be represented by the equation

P,=(pC,ViI2 ©)

where,
P = surface pressure due to wind, Pa
C,. = pressure coefficient
vV, = wind speed, m/s

Generally, "on-site" data for the wind speed and pressure coefficient is rarely available and therefore
measurements taken from the nearest weather station must be used in determining the local wind speeds.
The shielding effects of trees, shrubbery, and other buildings in the vicinity produce large-scale wind
separation which alters the wind speed and direction locally. Therefore, the metrological wind speed data
must be corrected to account for the building height, terrain and shielding, The following method is
suggested here to determine the local wind pressures [ASHRAE 1989):

The wind speed V., from the metrological station is measured at a height H,,,, usually about 10 m, in
open flat terrain. The reference wind velocity at the same height in the local building terrain V,, is given
i . .

V. =AYV )]

ref “To’ met

where constant A, depends on local terrain roughness. The wind speed V,, at the wall height H depends
on the velocity profile and is described as,

Vy=V, (HIH, )" ®

Table 3: Coefficients for determining wind velocity, Vi

Terrain A, a
Airport (building in a flat terrain) 10 0.15
Suburban (cluster of low-rise 0.60 0.28
buildings)
Urban (high-rise buildings in 0.35 0.40
populated districts)

1




the windward side, and negative on the lecward side. Pressures on the other sides are negative or positive,
depending on the wind angle and building shape. The time-averaged pressure acting at any point on the
surface of a building can be represented by the equation

P=(pC, V)2 ©

where,
P, = surface pressure due to wind, Pa
C,. = pressure coefficient
Vy = wind speed, m/s

Generally, "on-site" data for the wind speed and pressure coefficient is rarely available and therefore
measurements taken from the nearest weather station must be used in determining the local wind speeds.
The shielding effects of trees, shrubbery, and other buildings in the vicinity produce large-scale wind
separation which alters the wind speed and direction locally. Therefore, the metrological wind speed data
must be corrected to account for the building height, terrain and shiclding. The following method is
suggested here to determine the local wind pressures [ASHRAE 1989]:

The wind speed V,,, from the metrological station is measured at a height H,,,, usually about 10 m, in
open flat terrain. The reference wind velocity at the same height in the local building terrain V,, is given
by: ’

VAV )

where constant A, depends on local terrain roughness. The wind speed V,, at the wall height H depends
on the velocity profile and is described as, '

Vy=V, (H/H, )" @

Table 3: Coeflicients for determining wind velocity, V.

Terrain A, a
Airport (building in a flat terrain) 1.0 0.15
Suburban (cluster of low-rise 0.60 0.28
buildings)
Urban (high-rise buildings in 0.35 0.40
populated districts)

i b |
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The wind pressure coefficient (C,,) depends on building shape, wind direction, and the influence of nearby
buildings, vegetation, and terrain features. The air infiltration rates can be reasonably estimated using the
average wind pressure coefficients derived for high-rise buildings [ASHRAE 1989]. The wind angle is
measured from a perpendicular to the main dimension of the building (generally front dimension of the
building). The orientation of building is determined using the ASHRAE terminology as shown in Figure 5.

For the design heating load, the wind pressure coefficient is generally estimated at an average of the wind
angle 0 and 30 degrees. The average wind pressure coefficient, C,,, ranges from 0.25 to 0.40 for most
buildings, in most Ontario locations [derived from explanation presented in NBC 1985].

The wind pressure is calculated using equation (6). The time-averaged wind pressures do provide a
satisfactory estimation of infiltration loads in high-rise buildings, Figure 4 shows a typical wind pressure
distribution,

; Heighl of Building (m)

: 7
o

40 ¥

20 //
10 :
/
0
0 10 20 a0 40 S0

Wind Pressure (Pa)
. Wind speed 4.8 mis

Figure 4: Wind Pressure Distribution (ideal)
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Table 4: Averaged Wind Pressure Coeflicient, C,,,

Wind Angle | L/W =1 | L/W =025 LW =4
(degree)
0 0.62 0.62 0.62
10 0.60 0.60 0.60
20 0.58 0.55 0.58
30 0.5 0.40 052
40 0.37 0.25 : 045
50 0.25 0 037
60 0 -0.25 0.22
70 -0.2 -0.50 0.10
80 -037 -0.62 -0.10
90 -0.6 -0.62 -0.25
L is the length, and W is the width of the building.

Lengih
f—

' Width
Wind Angle

o

Figure 5: Building Orientation

Stack Pressures

The stack effect arises as a result of differences in temperature, and hence the air density, between the
interior and exterior of a building. This produces an imbalance in the pressure gradients of the internal and
external air masses, thus creating a vertical pressure difference. When the internal air temperature is higher
than that of the outside air mass, air enters through openings in the lower part of the building and escapes
through openings at a higher level. The level at which the transition between inflow and outflow occurs is
defined as the neutral pressure plane (NPP). The stack pressure is expressed relative to the level of the

lowest opening or a convenient datum, for example ground level.
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In high-rise buildings, the significance of the stack effect must be considered for a number of configurations.
These are:

- building with isolated floors,

- building with semi-isolated floors,

- uniform internal temperature distribution, and
- non-uniform internal temperature distribution.

The high-rise residential building is generally treated as a building with isolated floors with uniform internal
temperature. The pressure difference due to stack effect at height h2, with respect to the pressure at hl is:

P =pg(hl-h2)[T,-T )T, ®
where,
P, = npressure difference due to stack effect, Pa
p = air density, kg/m® (about 1.2 at an average of indoor and outdoor temperature)
T, = indoor temperature, K
T, = outdoor temperature, K
h = building height, m

The pressure difference induced by the stack effect is roughly estimated as 0.04 Pa/(K.m). Therefore, in a
30 storey building with a 90 m height, an NPP assumed at one-half the building height, and an
indoor/outdoor temperature difference of 30 K, the stack pressure will be approximately 54 Pa (90/2 m * 30

K * 0.04 Pa/(mK)).

The above equation provides a maximum stack pressure difference, given no internal airflow resistance.
However, real multistorey buildings are neither completely open from inside nor airtight between the floors.
Vertical air passages, stairwells, elevators, and other service shafts allow airflow between floors. The ratio
of stack pressure of a building to the stack pressure derived from theoretical calculations (considering no
internal airflow resistance) is termed as thermal draft coefficient. The corrected local stack pressure can be

calculated as

P =P xThermalDrafiCoefficient

The location of NPP at zero wind speed depends on the vertical distribution of openings in the building
envelope, the resistance of the openings to airflow, and the resistance to vertical airflow within the building.
Internal partitions, stairwells, elevator shafts, utility ducts, vents, and mechanical supply and exhaust systems
should be considered in estimating the local stack pressure. Maintaining airtightness between floors and
from floors to vertical shafts is a means of controlling indoor-outdoor pressure differences, and therefore

infiltration,
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Table 5: Suggested Thermal Draft Coefficient [ASHRAE 1989 and AIVC 1982]

Thermal Draft
Coefficient
Building with isolated and sealed floors (tight) 0.6 to 0.7
Building with semi-isolated floors (average) _ 0.7 to 0.85
Building with poorly isolated floors and several through shafts (loose) 0.86 to 0.95
High-rise residential building with 2 elevator shafts, 2 stairways, garbage 0.80 to 0.90
and service shafts

Height of Building (m)

70

Vs
i 1
. //
'

-60 -40 -20 0 20 40 60
Slack Pressure (Pa)

T

20

Qutdoor temperalure 255 K

Figure 6: Pressure acting across building envelope due to the difference in indoor and outdoor temperature
(ideal).
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Mechanical Ventilation

The effect of mechanical ventilation on envelope pressure differences depends on the direction: of the
ventilation flow (exhaust or supply) and differences in these ventilation flows among the zones of the
building. If mechanically supplied "conditioned" air is provided uniformly to each storey, the change in the
exterior wall pressure difference pattern from stack pressures is uniform. With a non-uniform supply of
outdoor air (for example, to one storey only), the extent of pressurization varies from storey to storey and

depends on the internal airflow resistance.

The mechanical ventilation in most high-rise buildings is designed to provide uniform fresh air flow to each
floor. Mechanical ventilation may exert a constant pressure of 0.5 to 4 Pa depending on the airtightness of
the building shell. The ground level may be generally pressurized more than the other floors to reduce the

stack pressure across entry doors.
2.1.3 Combined Infiltration Driving Forces

The wind, stack and mechanical pressure differences are summed to obtain a total pressure at each opening.
Because the airflow rate through envelope openings is not linearly related to pressure difference, the
resulting individual pressure differences should be combined by algebraic sum, as opposed to adding the
airflow rates due to separate driving forces. The combined pressure at any height h is given as:

Py=P, +P +P,, (€8Y)

The relative importance of the wind and stack pressures in a building depends on building height, internal
resistance to vertical airflow, local terrain, and shielding of the building. The taller the building and the
lesser the internal resistance to airflow, the stronger the stack effect. The more exposed a building, the more

susceptible it will be to wind.

Another model to compute the total airflow rate is based on the rate being proportional to the square root
of the pressure difference. The separate stack and wind components of air infiltration values are added in
quadrature to obtain the total infiltration rate due to combined wind and stack pressures.

ng(Qi +QH% (12)

total air infiltration, L/s
Q, = infiltration due to wind, L/s
infiltration due to stack, L/s

Qo
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Figure 7: Wind, Stack and Ventilation Pressure Distribution.

Using computer-model studies of multistorey office buildings, the combined wind and stack flows were
related using the following empirical equation [Shaw 1977):

3
2*:; =1+0.24 Q_’"‘r (13)
g Qug

where,
Q,q is larger value of Q, and Q,
Q,, is smaller value of Q, and Q,

Q,, is shown to be 24% greater than either Q,, or Q,, when Q,, = Q,. The quadrature Equation (12) may
be compared with the value of 41%. As shown in Figure 9, equation (12) gives an estimate maximum of 14%
larger than Equation (13). In most practical cases the ratio of Q,,/Q,, varies from 0.4 to 0.6; at these values
the combined flow estimation from thc above two methods differs by less than 6%. In the present work, the
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Figure 8: Combined infiltration driving pressures at different weather conditions (ideal).

quadrature method has been used. Figure 9 shows the typical air-flows due to stack Q,, and wind Q,, effects
and the combined air-flows Q,,, in a typical 22- storey high-rise residential building.

2.1.4 Relative Effects of Wind, Stack and Mechanical Ventilation on Air Leakage Rate

Stack effect for a building 60 m high and operating at a 35 K temperature difference with a thermal draft
coefficient of 0.8 will be about 34 Pa. This pressure difference will be effective in producing infiltration on
all sides of the building at ground level, and exfiltration at the roof decreasing with height to zero at the
neutral pressure level (approximately half-height of the building); substantial pressure differences will be
maintained over much of the heating season. The corresponding wind pressures for a location such as
Ottawa are variable with time. The average wind speed is about 6.67 m/s, producing a pressure of about 12
Pa at 60 m at an urban site. A balanced mechanical ventilation system maintains a constant pressure
difference of 1 to 4 Pa across the building envelope depending on the airtightness. The air-flow rates due
to  stack, wind and mechanical ventilation depend on these driving forces. For a 60 m high residential
building located at an urban site in Ottawa, during peak winter conditions (35 K temperature difference and
6.67 m/s wind), the air leakage rate due to stack effect will be roughly 0.45 Us.m? wind effect will be 0.15
Vs.m? and mechanical ventilation flow rate will be roughly 0.35 V/s.m? of floor space. The combined effect
of these flows will produce an air leakage component of 0.58 I/s.m? of floor space.
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Air Leakage due to Combined Effects
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Figure 9: Comparison of Quadrature method and empirical method for determining the combined air
leakage rate. The maximum difference between these two methods is 14% when the Os = Qw.

The significance of such comparisons dcpends on whether one is interested in average or in maximum results,
Seasonal energy consumption may be related to the average infiltration rate, but the heating system may have
to be sized to care for the maximum average rate expected over a 12- to 24-hour period. For tall buildings,
the infiltration rate based on stack action alone may be all that is required for many purposes of peak
heating demand calculation, and of course, it is less troublesome to estimate than infiltration from wind
action. As a peak demand reduction strategy, one should evaluate the maximum average leakage rate

expected over a 12- to 24-hour period.

2.1.6 Air Leakage through Building Enclosures

The airtightness or the air leakage distribution in high-rise buildings can be assessed in two ways:

- by the whole building airtightness test using a calibrated fan,
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Figure 10: A typical estimation of Q,, Q,, and Q,, for a 20 storey building.

- the qualitative assessment of air leakage paths and characteristics using visual inspection, thermography,
smoke-pencils, draft meters and suite depressurization.

The whole building airtightness test using a large axial fan(s) is the more accurate and reliable method for
determining the air leakage characteristics of the building envelope. The literature review shows that this
method has been extensively developed and practised in the field for research purposes. Field tests were
conducted for developing the knowledge base and understanding air infiltration and exfiltration in high-rise
buildings. A large axial fan of 24 m%s (50,000 CFM) capacity is used to depressurize the building, The
airtightness is determined using the test method as described in the CMHC 1990 report "Establishing the
protocol for measuring air leakage and air flow patterns in high-rise buildings". The fan test requires specific
weather conditions: an indoor/outdoor temperature difference of less than 10 C, and wind speed lower than

5.6 m/s (20 km/h).

Such whole-building fan testing is too costly for general commercial applications due to the need for: (i)
full access to all suites (apartments) in the building, (ii) favourable weather conditions, and (iii) skilled
rigging and operation of the fan and many accessories. Nevertheless the whole building test is both a
definitive research tool and a verification or quality control tool for sampling checks on commercial work.
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The qualitative visual assessment method is not definitive, but it is potentially much less costly and more
broadly useful for commercial application to much of the high rise building stock. The air infiltration or
exfiltration flows in the building can be estimated by evaluating various leakage paths in the building. The
leakage distribution in buildings is a function of the style of construction which, in turn, is a response to the
climatic conditions, the prevailing architectural fashion, and the building code requirements at the time of
construction. The leakage distribution, being largely accidental, differs substantially in each building. The
amount of the building’s leakage which cannot be attributed to components such as windows, doors and
shafts (also known as background leakage) depends to a degree on prevailing construction practises.

One of the objectives of this project is to identify the relative air leakage importance of different components
of the building. Such a ranking of air leakage through different components would assist in a cost effective
selection of air sealing priorities which would result in a maximum reduction in peak heating demands (i,e.
to obtain high ratio of kW saved to the cost of air sealing). The building components are divided into five

different groups:

1. Windows: In most high-rise buildings, windows account for 15 to 35% of the total perimeter wall
area. Air leaks through the perimeter of operable window, and window sashes and glazing units
contribute substantially to uncontrolled air infiltration. The wall and window junction is also a prime
source of air leakage. The Window Standard CSA-A440 grades the windows according to the

classifications shown in Table 6.

The operable windows exert wear and tear on weatherstripping and sliding rails which increases the
air leakage drastically. As an example, a double slider window installed in the Bridleview building
(with an original A2 classification) showed air leakages almost three times higher when tested at
75 Pa. The window leakage differs widely among different types. Windows that seal by compressing
the weatherstrip (casements, awnings) have significantly lower leakage than windows with sliding seals.
For implementing air leakage control measures, windows which show characteristics of average or
loose should be considered. Windows which are air "tight" should not be considered for retrofit
measures. Table 6 can be a guide in determining the tightness classification.

Table 6: Air leakage classification as per Window Standard CSA-A440

Window | Maximum air leakage rate per | Leakage Rate at 4

Rating unit of crack length at 75 Pa Pa.
m*/hr/m m°/hr/m
Al 2.79 0.36
A2 1.65 0.21
A3 0.55 0.07
Fixed 0.25 0.03
Storm 5.00 to 8.35 0.64to 1.1

If the windows exhibit airtightness characteristics similar to their original design condition, windows
need no weatherstripping or caulking. If the air leakage characteristics show deterioration in the air-
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sealing, windows should be considered for weatherstripping. The airtightness is classified in three
distinct groups: tight, average and loose. "Tight" signifies the near perfect seal between the sliding
clements. If the window sliding pane is easily sliding and exhibits "smoke" deflection, the window is
considered as an "average" air leaky. Weatherstripping of such windows will result in improving the
airtightness. Of course, the "loose” condition may be observed when the sliding panes are loose, and
there is substantial air leakage through the perimeter of a window. These windows should be
considered for weatherstripping and/or caulking. Schelegal window testing equipment is
recommended to conduct in-situ window airtightness tests.

2. External Doors: In most high-rise buildings, either wooden doors or glass patio doors account for
6 to 12% of the total perimeter wall area. Air leaks through the perimeter of operable doors and
the door frame and glazing unit contribute to uncontrolled air infiltration. The wall and door
junction is also a source of air leakage.

The doors exert wear and tear on weatherstripping and sliding rails which increases the air leakage
drastically.

3. Building Envelope: Building component junctions contribute to air infiltration. These are:

- basement and first floor junction,

- perimeter wall and floor interface for the bottom and top zones of the building,

- roof and wall gap,

- baseboard heater wiring where it penetrates wall and floor zones,

- the partition-into-wall junctions,

- the wall and window or door junctions,

- interior partitions provide pathways into each floor space and to exterior wall space,
- exterior light fixtures,

- basement walls and slab floor junctions, and

- plumbing and piping holes.

4, Elevator Shafts and Service Shafts: In high-rise buildings, elevators, stairwells, service shafts and
vertical plumbing or electrical stacks comprise a significant part of the total air leakage. These
components allow free air flow patterns due to stack effect. It has been shown that sealing or
isolation of these shafts reduces the air leakage in the building by 10 to 25%. The air sealing can be
done around cables and chain drives, the perimeter of the penthouse, stairwells, fire doors, penthouse

at roof and garbage chute hatches.

5. Miscellaneous

There are other smaller components in the building which contribute to air leakage. If these
components are not properly sealed, they may contribute to a large proportion of air leakage in the
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building. These components are:

backdraft dampers on suite exhaust fans

ducting for suite exhaust fans behind grills
inspection hatches

- laundry chute exit

- ducting for exhaust fans in kitchen and bathrooms

Table 7 provides the effective crack width for different building components for three categories of buildings.
These crack widths are suggested values for the air-sealing practitioners.

The field inspection of various air leakage paths involve the following steps:

- Examining the air leakage paths: Any crack or opening in the building envelope which allows the
transfer of outdoor air to indoor, or indoor air to outdoor, is considered as a clear air leakage path.
The air leakage path may be a straight forward or through a torturous windings. It is essential that
during the field visit, assessor should be able to identify air leakage paths through visual inspection

and/or with simple in-situ tests.

Determining size of air leakage path: Once the air leakage path is located, assessor should measure
the size of this air leakage path. For envelope cracks or window and door perimeter leaks, length of
such paths can be measured. Elevator shafts, garbage chutes, service shaft opening leading to outdoor

can be measured.

Determining the class of air leakage: The severity of air leakage is classified in to three groups: tight,
average and loose. Visual inspection, smoke pencilling, suite fan depressurization tests, in-situ window
tests assists in determining the class of air leakage. The relative significance of air leakage classification
is important. If the air leakage path is classified as "tight", there is no need to implement air sealing
of that component. "Average" and "loose" signifies the need for considering the building component for
air sealing. Table 7 shows the width of building envelope air leak paths.

The air leakage area is thus determined using the size and classification of air leakage path. Field inspection
should include complete building envelope and roof. Appendix B shows the field inspection report of a 21
storey multi-residential building. The details of field inspection are vigorously covered in the air leakage
assessment procedure presented in the following sections.
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Table 7: Effective Crack Width for Different Building Components (Derived from various sources listed in
the references.) Dimensions in metres are more appropriate. Conversion to inches is approximate.

Tight Average Loose
m in m in m in
SILL FOUNDATION - WALL
Caulked, per meter of perimeter 0.0002 | 1/128 | 00003 | 1/96 | 0.0004 | 1/64
Not caulked, per meter of perimeter 00004 | 1/64 | 0.0005 | 1/48 | 0.0008 | 1/32
JOINTS BETWEEN CEILING AND
WALLS (if there is no vapour barrier) 00002 | 1/128 | 00003 | 1/96 | 0.0004 | 1/64
WINDOWS (per metre of window
perimeter)
Casement
Weatherstripped 0.00013 | 1/192 | 0.0003 | 1/96 | 0.0005 1/48
Not weatherstripped 0.0002 | 1/128 | 0.0005 | 1/48 | 0.0008 1/32
Awning
Weatherstripped 0.00015 | 1/160 | 0.0003 | 1/96 | 0.0005 1/48
Not weatherstripped 0.0002 | 1/128 | 0.0005 1/48 0.0008 1/32
Single Hung ' :
Weatherstripped 0.0003 | 1/96 | 0.0005 | 1/48 | 0.0008 | 1/32
Not weatherstripped 00005 | 1/48 | 00008 | 132 | 0001 | 1/24
Double Hung
Weatherstripped 00003 | 1/96 | 00008 | 1/32 | 0.0008 | 1/32
Not weatherstripped 0.0007 | 132 0.001 124 0.001 4
Single Slider
Weatherstripped 0.0003 1/96 | 0.0008 | 1/32 0.001 124
Not weatherstripped 0.0007 1732 0.001 124 | 00012 | 1/20
Double Slider
Weatherstripped 0.0005 1/48 | 00008 | 1/32 0.001 1724
Not weatherstripped 0.0007 1/32 0.001 124 | 0.0015 1/16
DOORS (per metre of door perimeter)
Single Door
Weatherstripped 0.0004 | 1/64 | 00007 | 1/32 | 0.0012 | 1/20
Not weatherstripped 0.0007 132 | 00012 | 120 | 0.0015 1/16
Double Door
Weatherstripped 0.0003 196 | 0.0007 | 132 | 0.0012 | 1/20
Not weatherstripped 0.0007 /32 | 00015 | 1/16 | 0.0015 /16
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Tight Average Loose
m in m in m in
WALL & WINDOW FRAME
Wood Frame Wall, per metre of window
perimeter)
Caulked 0.0001 | 1/256 | 0.00013 | 1/192 | 0.00016 | 1/160
Partial or no caulking 0.0002 | 1/128 | 0.00025 | 1/100 | 0.0003 | 1/84
Masonry wall, per metre of window
perimeter) :
Caulked 0.0004 1/64 | 0.0006 | 1/48 0.001 1/24
Partial or no caulking 0.0006 1/48 | 0.0008 | 1/32 | 0.0015 1/16
WALL & DOOR FRAME
Wood Frame Wall, per metre of door
perimeter)
Caulked 0.0001 | 1/256 | 0.00013 | 1/192 | 0.00016 | 1/160
Partial or no caulking 0.0002 | 1/128 | 0.00025 | 1/100 | 0.0003 1/84
Masonry wall, per metre of door
perimeter)
Caulked 0.0004 | 1/64 | 0.0006 | 1/48 0.001 124
Partial or no caulking 0.0006 1/48 | 0.0008 | 1/32 | 0.0015 1/16
WALL JOINTS
Wall & floor joints, per metre of length 0.0002 | 1/128 | 0.0003 | 1/96 | 0.0004 1/64
End wall joints, per meter of length 0.0002 | 1/128 | 0.0003 | 1/96 | 0.0004 | 1/64
Wall and roof joint, per m of perimeter 0.0003 1/96 | 0.0004 | 1/64 | 0.0006 1/48
Basement wall and first floor joint 0.0003 | 1/96 | 0.0004 | 1/64 | 0.0006 | 1/48
Wall cracks, if draft is felt 0.0003 1/96 | 0.0004 | 1/64 | 0.0006 1/48
ELECTRIC OUTLETS AND LIGHT (mm® | @@ | @) | @) | @) | (%
FIXTURES
Electric outlets and switches
Gasketed or caulked, m? per outlet 0 0 0.0002 03 0.0004 0.6
Not gasketed, m® per outlet 0.0001 0.2 0.0004 0.6 0.0008 1.24
Recessed light fixtures
Gasketed or caulked, m® per outlet 0 0 00004 | 0.6 0.0008 1.24
Not gasketed, m? per outlet 0.0015 | 233 | 0.002 31 | 0.0035 55
25
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Tight Average Loose
m in m in m in
PIPE AND DUCT PENETRATION (m®) (in®) (m?) (in®) (m®) (in®)
THROUGH ENVELOPE
Pipes
Caulked or sealed, m* per pipe 0 0 0.0001 | 016 | 00002 | 031
Partially sealed, m® per pipe 0.0002 | 03 | 0.0006 1 0.001 16
Ducts
Caulked or sealed, m® per duct 0 0 | 000016 | 025 | 0.0002 | 031
Partially sealed, m? per duct 00014 | 21 | 00024 | 372 | 00024 | 3.72
EXHAUST FANS (m®) (in) (m®) (in®) (m®) (in®)
Kitchen Fan, m? per fan 0.0024 37 0.0030 5 0.0036 56
Bathroom Fan, m® per fan 0.0005 0.8 0.001 1.6 0.002 31
Dryer vent, m® per vent 0 0 0.0003 | 0.5 | 0.0006 1
ELEVATOR SHAFTS (m®) (m®) (m?)
Walls, per m® of exterior wall covering 0.00002 0.00003 0.00007
elevator shafts (Leakage area/wall area)
Openings of elevator shafts to exterior, m®
as found
WINDOW AIR CONDITIONER 0 0 0.0024 | 3.7 0.0036 5.6
m? per unit installed m? in® m® in®

2.1.6 Determination of Airflow at Each Storey

As shown in the previous sections, the theoretical model for air leakage is based on the network method

which include the following parameters:

- flow path distribution and characteristics,

- building dimensions, exposure and orientation,

- inside / outside temperature difference,

local wind speed and external pressure distribution, and
characteristics of mechanical ventilation system,
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The airflow rate through an opening area A is:

Q=CAYV(ZAF]p) a9
where, Q = Airflow rate, m%/s
Cy, = discharge coefficient for the opening, varies from 0.65 to 0.85
A = leakage area, m*
p = air density, kg/m®
AP = pressure difference across building envelope, Pa
The leakage paths on the exterior building envelope and shafts are classified as following:
- the basement floor plus ground floor [Ag],
- typical floor [A,], and
- top floor and penthouse [Ag].
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Figure 11: Initial assumptions for infiltration and exfiltration flows.
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Assuming that there is a neutral zone at the m" floor as shown in Figure 11, the infiltration rate Q, and
exfiltration rate Q, through the exterior wall can be expressed as the following with the inner/outer pressure
differential AP (Pa) and leakage area A (m®):

and

M-1
Q= m/@IAPGIIp)'fJZz: A, 21AP]jp) . as)

(16)

N
Q,=Y. A ZIAFJIp)+A /CIAF o
oM

The airflow balance is

Q=Q, (6Y)]

The solution to the above three equations can be obtained using the following steps:

1.

Determine the leakage paths and leakage areas at each floor (visual inspection, building audit, assign
leakage area...).

Establish the stack pressure and wind pressure distribution and determine the net indoor/outdoor
pressure difference at each floor.

Calculate the air flows at each floor level using the above equations by assuming first that the neutral
pressure plane occurs at the mid height of the building.

Equate the air inflow and outflow (Q, = Q,). If inflow is greater than outflow, then move the NPL
one floor below and repeat the calculations as in Step 3. If the inflow is lower than the outflow, then
assume the NPL one floor above and repeat the calculations. These steps should be repeated until
a five percent difference (ideally less than one percent) between inflow (Q,) and outflow (Q,) is

obtained.

The air flow rate, Q, or Q,, to the building is the uncontrolled air leakage. Reduction in this
component will result in reducing the peak heating demand and energy consumption.

lAIr:Lazikag’e;;C.&hjrq i
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2.1.7 Calculation of Peak Heating Demand due to Infiltration

The load associated with air infiltration can be calculated from the infiltration and the enthalpy difference
between inside and outside. The infiltration load can be treated in a manner analogous to that used for
conductance loads; specifically, equivalent infiltration conductances can be determined. Using the infiltration
flow rate, peak hcating due to infiltration at the design weather conditions can be expressed as follows:

2=Q,pC,AT (18)

where,
q = heating load due to air infiltration, W
Q, = air inflow rate, L/s

p = air density, kg/m® (about 1.2)
C, = specific heat of air, kJ/(kg C) (about 1.0)

Using standard air p = 1.2 kg/m®, and C, = 1.0 kJ/(kg C), the above equation simplifies to:

g=12Q(T,-T,) (19)
T, o~ Jisrea (20)
UA

where, T, is the balance point temperature used for infiltration calculation. It depends on the
thermostat set temperature, conductance heat losses through the building envelope (=xcluding
infiltration losses), and internal loads (q;,ny) due to lighting, occupancy and other equipment.
T, is the thermostat set temperature and T, is the exterior temperature,

UA is the combined transmission and ventilation loss, W/K per m? of floor area.

Quniermas 18 the internal heat gain from lights, people, equipment and solar, W per m® of floor area
The UA varies from 0.75 to 1.1 W/K per m? of floor space (assuming wall insulation level RSI 2.5, windows
with RSI 0.35, roof insulation of RSI 3.5 and an indoor/outdoor temperature difference of 35 K) in high-rise
residential buildings. The q,, varies from 10 to 15 W/m®. Assuming UA = 1 W/K/m® and qpna = 12

W/m? and T, = 20 C (293 K), the balance point temperature would be, T, = 8 C.

The above heating load is the total demand due to uncontrolled infiltration. The air-sealing of the building
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has a maximum potential to reduce the peak heating demand by this amount. It is almost impossible to
reduce the air infiltration value to zero. Proper and cost effective air-sealing will result in reducing a portion
of air infiltration. The reduction in heat load will be in proportion to the air-sealing effectiveness.

For most high-rise residential buildings the air-sealing effectiveness may vary from 25% to a maximum of
40% depending on the extent of air sealing. It is safe to assume the one-forth to one-third rule in

determining the effectiveness (S, yecpeness) Of air sealing,

The reduction in peak heating demand due to air sealing will then be:

HL ypterattontraduction) =8 pectivanass *4 (21)

The HL, yuiion geduction) Should be utilized in determining the incentive for air-sealing costs.

Calculation of the energy requirements for heating buildings can be carried out in various ways with varying
accuracy. The most common methods are:

- Degree-day method
- BIN method
- Calculation of Heat Loss Method

For simplicity, the degree day method is used here to determine the approximate reduction in annual space
heating energy requirements. The reduction in energy consumption is given as the following:

E=(HL y ptrionreduction* PD*OH(AT) @2)

where,
E = Annual reduction in space heating energy, kWh
DD = Annual heating degree days, (C - days)
AT = Design temperature difference, C (For Toronto, 38 C)

C = C-factor, Credit factor, hours/day

The value of degree days is generally obtained from the weather data (as shown in Table 3). The C-factor
allows credits for internal heat gains due to sun, lights, people, equipment, for night setback and for reduced
mechanical ventilation, With these internal gains, only a fraction of the full load energy is actually required.
This fraction, multiplied by 24 (hours/day) produces the "C" factor. For high-rise residential buildings, the
C-factor varies from 14 to 18 hours/day [Ontario Hydro, 1988].
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2.2 Development of Assessment Procedure

The procedure for air leakage assessment and control in buildings has been developed to meet the
requirements of air-sealing practitioners (contractors) in estimating the potential reductions in energy and
power, quantifying the air-sealing work and assessing the air-sealing priorities. Figure 12 shows the self-
explanatory flow chart for this procedure. The air sealing assessment procedure (ASAP) would lead the
practitioner through the various factors and steps:

1. Building inspection, audit of air leakage paths and data collection:

climate and exposuré, building types, building form, surface to volume ratios, shafts, and envelope
types; floor by floor cracks, openings, weighting of air leaks, top and bottom floor priorities, building
component characteristics; building operation; space heating fuels; building problems; indoor air-
quality tests; and energy consumption bills of at least the last 12 months.

2. Estimation of air leakage component:

Assign leakage paths; characterize wind and stack pressure distribution for peak weather conditions;
calculate in and out air flows; and determine the air leakage component.

Estimate the potential reductions in peak demand by various building components; air-sealing work
cost estimates; and prioritize the potential air-sealing applications.

Prepare a report describing the various sealing options and strategies and associated costs.

Assessment of indoor air quality: Perform on the spot tests for air quality (with hand-held
equipment) to assess the air movement, temperature stratification and humidity levels. With the
estimates of the air-infiltration component and initial measurements of various air quality variables
determine the impact of air-sealing (whether the air sealing would deteriorate, improve or maintain

the existing air quality).
3. Assessment of cost-benefits and decisions regarding implementation of air-sealing.

The air-sealing assessment procedure (ASAP) for high-rise buildings has been assembled in the following
parts:

- Part A: Building Audit and Field Inspection;

- Part B: Estimation of the Uncontrolled Air Leakage Component and Determination of Air Sealing
Priorities; and

- Part C: Development of a Work Plan for Air Sealing of the Building.

Appendix A contains the procedure for assessing air leakage and potential conlrol in electrically heated
residential buildings of eight storeys and higher.
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Figure 12: Procedure for Assessing Air Leakage And Potential Control in Buildings.
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2,3 Summary

A simplified air infiltration estimation procedure has been developed primarily based on equivalent air
leakage areas and local net pressure distributions. The pressure difference at a given location depends on
the infiltration driving forces (stack, wind and mechanical ventilation) and the characteristics of the openings
in the building envelope. A simplified network of air-flow paths can be established using the following
information: climate and exposure, building types, building form, building dimensions, surface to volume
ratios, shafts, and envelope types, windows and doors, envelope crack lengths, openings, and make-up air
strategies. The algebraic sum of air-flow through these paths must always be equal to zero. By applying the
mass balance equation, the component of air infiltration which would be occurring during the peak winter
condition can be determined. This air-flow rate is responsible for the space heating load due to uncontrolled
infiltration. Any reduction in this infiltration flow should decrease the heating requirements for the building.
The procedure has been simplified and developed into a practical application tool which can be utilized by

the assessors and air leakage control contractors.
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3. FIELD DEMONSTRATION AND VALIDATION OF ASSESSMENT PROCEDURE

The main objectives of the field demonstration of air sealing work were:

- to verify the air sealing estimation procedure;
- to assess the practical implications of air sealing on the indoor air quality and thermal comfort; and
- to show the potential of air leakage control in reducing the peak power demand and energy

consumption.

Two high-rise, electrically heated residential buildings were selected for evaluating the effects of air leakage
control on: (1) reducing the peak power demand and energy consumption, (2) airtightness of the building,
and (3) indoor air quality. The 251 Donald Street building, located in Ottawa, is a 21 storey, 61 m high
building having approximately 14,500 m?® heated space. It is an all-electric building. The 2500 Bridletowne
Street (Bridleview York Condominium) building, located in Toronto, is 10 storeys, having approximately 9,800
m? heated space. In the Bridleview building, each suite is equipped with electric baseboard heaters; however,
the make-up air supplied to corridors is heated with natural gas.

Field tests on the two high-rise buildings enabled the verification and tuning of the air sealing estimation
procedure and guidelines as described in the previous sections. The field tests provided measured heat load
and demand reduction data associated with measured airtightness improvements.

.1 _Building Description, Heatin stem and En Audit

3.1.1 Donald Street Bullding

The 251 Donald Street building is a 21-storey apartment tower operated for senior citizens and owned by
the Ottawa-Carleton Regional Housing Authority (OCRHA). Its 240 units are almost fully occupied. There
are no other buildings within 50 metres and no other high structures in the surrounding residential
neighbourhood. Parking space for 180 cars surrounds the building on three sides. The main entrance faces
east. Photographs of this building are attached at the end of this chapter.

The building is comprised of single self-contained (bachelor), one bedroom and two bedroom apartments.
There is a lobby, games and entertainment room, a billiards room and laundry facilities on the first floor.
These facilities are normally open from 08:00 to 22:30 hours.

The construction is concrete flat plate, with no insulation at the floor perimeter; the floors extend to form
balconies with no thermal break or protection. The walls are insulated with 38 mm extruded polystyrene
insulation. The total floor area of heated space is 14,290 m® (153,760 ft°) and the heated volume is 43,515
m® (1,537,600 ft®). There are two elevator shafts and one garbage chute in the centre of the building, and

two stairwells at ends.

The make-up air handling unit is located in the penthouse, supplying air at 6050 L/s (12,600 cfm) or 283 L/s
per storey (600 cfm/storey). It is rated at 7.5 hp. The heating coil consists of a total 390 kW load connected
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to a 600 V, 3-phase supply. For temperature control, the heating coil has one stage of 50 kW and 10 stages
of 34 kW elements. The control circuit ensures the heating elements will not be on unless the make-up air
fan is running. The make-up air unit was not working during the months of November and December 1990.
It was repaired and put into service on January 7, 1991, The make-up air unit is operated between 08:00
and 11:00 and between 16:00 to 20:00 hours. The make-up air supply to each floor was balanced and tuned

after the air-sealing work.

The heating system in the top floor corridor contains a 8 foot (2.5 m) long baseboard heating element with
a thermostat. A 1000 W baseboard heater, with an integral thermostat, is located on every 4th floor in each
stairwell. In each suite, baseboard heating elements are located along the exterior walls. Each room is
controlled with an individual thermostat. In the corner units, where the bathrooms also share an exposed
wall, a small baseboard heater with an on-board thermostat is present. The heating system was modified
previously to remove unnecessary baseboard elements. Exhaust fans are provided in the kitchen and
bathroom; the latter is wired with the light switch.

In the entertainment area, located at the ground floor level, a separate air make-up unit provides the fresh
air supply to this room and the games room. The make-up unit is controlled with a thermostat located in

the games room.

The total installed capacity of the baseboard heating system is 1,268 kW and make-up air heating system of
390 kW. A detailed energy analysis showed that the peak heating demand was 575 kW in the year 1990.

The cycling factor of the space heating system was approximately 0.35.

The transformer room is ventilated by a small make-up air unit which is maintained by Ontario Hydro.

Energy Audit

The total energy bill for 1989 was $141,670. With a transformer loss credit of $1,450, the bill payable by the
client was $140,220, or $9.80/m?/year (202.2 kWh/m?/year).

An analysis of energy use was performed by examining the monthly electricity bills for a period of 24 months.
A load and energy usage pattern was developed on the basis of various equipment sizes and rating
information obtained through physical examination and manufacturer’s information. Almost 98% of the
annual energy consumption was accounted for in this analysis. Figure 13 shows the profile of heating degree
days in Ottawa. Figure 14 shows the profile of base and space heating energy consumption.

The estimates of base consumptions include the following: lighting needs for suites, corridors, stairwells, exit
signs, penthouse and outdoors; and energy requirements for the hot water system, suite appliances, suite fans,
laundry, elevators and air-conditioners. The total consumption profile includes the base consumption and
space heating requirements.
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Figure 15: Measured Monthly Power Demand (kW).
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Figure 16: Analysis of Energy Usage in the 251 Donald Street Building (1989).
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As shown in Figure 15, the monthly base power demand varies from 234 kW to 287.1 kW. The monthly
heating demand varies from 0 to 612.9 kW depending on degree days. The total monthly power demand
varies from 234 kW to 900 kW. In 1989, the total power demand charges were $23,075 - approximately

16.5% of the total bill,

As shown in Figure 16, space heating represen'té the largest component at 1,330 MWh, which is 51.5% of
the total energy consumption. Lighting takes 18.5%, suite appliances 13.7%, elevator transportation almost
10.5%, and hot water 3.1% of the total. Laundry, suite fans, car block heaters, and air conditioners together

consume 2,7%.

Figure 17 shows the calculated space healing ¢nergy and power requircments. As shown, the air leakage
component takes 32% of the space heating energy. The heat losses through air leakage, walls and windows

account for almost 75% of the building’s total energy consumption.

Figure 18 shows the components of peak heating demand simulated for this building assuming an outdoor
temperature of -20 C and a wind velocity of 32 kmph. The "uncontrolled" air leakage represents almost 37%
of peak demand needs. Air-sealing could substantially reduce the peak heating requirements, as will be seen.

The infra-red thermography (IR) of this building showed the weakness typical of this type of building,
including thermal bridging at the floor edges and into the balcony "fins", and air leakage at windows and in

upper junctions [Scanada 1990].

3.1.2 Bridleview Condominium Building

The Bridleview York Condominium (YCC 449) is a 10 storey apartment building with 95 suites. This is a
freehold condominium apartment building which is managed and maintained by Gelco Management Services
Limited. Its 95 suites are all occupied. There are two buildings in the front and one building in the back
which shields this building. The building is comprised of single self-contained (bachelor), one bedroom and
two bedroom apartments. There is a lobby, games room and gathering hall on the first floor. These facilities
are normally open between 08:00 and 22:00 bours. Photographs are included at the end of this chapter.

The construction is concrete flat plate, with no insulation at the floor perimeter. The walls are insulated with
35 mm polystyrene rigid insulation. This building has a length of 58.7 m, width of 17.7 m and height of 29.4
m. The total heated floor area is 9,825 m? and the volume is 25,455 m®. There are two elevator shafts and
two stairwells are located at the end of the building, and one garbage chute in the centre.

Each suite is provided with the electric baseboard heaters for space heating purposes. The total installed
capacity of the electric baseboard heating system is 920 kW. In this building, natural gas is utilized for hot
water and for heating the building make-up air. The make-up air heating capacity is approximately 270 kW.
The energy audit calculations do not include the component of natural gas fuel consumption.
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Energy Audit

The total electric energy bill for the year 1989-90 was $92,546 - $ 9.42/m® or 170 kWh/m? of floor area.
Analysis of energy use was performed by examining the monthly electricity bills for a period of 24 months.
A load and energy usage pattern was developed on the basis of various equipment sizes and rating
information obtained through physical examination and the manufacturer’s information. Almost 96% of the
annual energy consumption was accounted for in this analysis. Figure 19 shows the profile of base and space
heating energy (supplied by electric only) consumption. The estimates of base electric consumption include
the following: lighting needs for suites, corridors, stairwells, exit signs, penthouse and outdoors; and energy
requirements for suite appliances, suite fans, laundry, elevators and air-conditioners. The total consumption
profile includes the base and space heating requirements. As shown in Figure 20, the monthly base power
demand varies from 120 to 160 kW. The monthly heating demand (electric only) varies from 0 to 377 kW
depending on weather conditions. As shown in Figure 21, the space heating represents the largest
component at 970 MWh, which is 58% of the total energy consumption. Figure 22 shows the components
of peak heating demand simulated for this building assuming an outdoor temperature of -15 C and a wind
velocity of 6.67 m/s. As shown, the air leakage component takes 32% of space heating needs. Air-sealing
could substantially reduce the peak heating requirements, as will be seen.
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Figure 19: Measured Annual energy consumption at Bridleview condominium,
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Space Healing Demand Calculations
Bridleview Building
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Figure 22: Estimated peak space heating demand components.

3.2 Work Plan Field Implementatio

The project team planned the air sealing work in three steps to assist and verify the "before” and "after”
characteristics of the two test buildings. The steps were: before sealing, sealing, and after sealing.

Before Sealing:

1. Energy audit and predictive diagnosis of the potential for air leakage control

The project team performed the detailed energy audit of two test buildings and established the peak
power and energy consumption due to air infiltration as shown in the following sections.

2.  Air leakage detection: visual and smoke pencil observations, simple and inexpensive airtightness tests

The test buildings were visually inspected for air leakages and all imperfections were noted. Infra-red
thermography was conducted to locate the air leakage paths. In-situ airtightness tests were conducted
on individual suites in both these buildings to establish the path of air infiltration more accurately.
Window air leakage tests were conducted, in place, to measure the difference between existing
weatherstripping and new weatherstripping for air leakage control.
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The air sealing estimation procedure, as described in the preceding section, was applied to predict
the potential reductions in peak power and energy consumption. Based on these calculations, a
detailed plan for the air sealing work was prepared.

Airtightness tests

The whole building airtightness test of the Donald Street building was conducted using the National
Research Council of Canada’s 24 m%s axial-vane fan. The method was based on CMHC protocol
for the high-rise airtightness tests [CMHC 1990]. During the test, smoke pencils and draft sensors
were used to determine and verify various leakage paths. A detailed log of the conditions was kept.
The results were analyzed and compared with the air-sealing estimation procedure.

In the Bridleview building, the project team performed the airtightness tests of four individual storeys
(floors) using the CMHC'’s test protocol for high-rise buildings. The results are presented in the

following sections.
Energy and power monitoring

Continuous power monitoring was accomplished by installing data loggers. Ontario Hydro assisted
in the installation of monitoring equipment and data collection. Monitoring in both buildings began
in the fourth week of November 1990, The data was supplied to the project team on a bi-weekly

basis.

Indoor air quality tests

The project team conducted several indoor air quality tests at the building. Relative humidity, carbon
dioxide, and indoor and outdoor temperatures were recorded for a period of five days with
continuous monitoring equipment. Formaldehyde and radon samples were taken at different

locations.

Air Sealing:

Sealing work at the Bridleview building commenced in the second week of December 1990 and was
completed on December 21, 1990. It was performed in the following steps:

Ll o

sealing of all shaft leaks

sealing of all windows and doors
sealing of all building envelope leaks
sealing of miscellaneous leaks

First, all shaft leaks were sealed. The indoor envelope leaks were sealed in the following order: the bottom
four storeys, top three storeys and the remaining middle storeys.

Air sealing work in the 251 Donald Street building began in the second week of January 1991 and was
completed on January 25, 1991. The work was performed in the following steps:
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sealing of all shaft leaks: penthouse, mechanical rooms, garbage chute, stairwells...
sealing of all windows, doors and envelope leaks on 1st to 7th floor

sealing of all windows, doors and envelope leaks on 16th to 22nd floor

sealing of all windows, doors and envelope leaks on 8th to 15th floor

sealing of all miscellaneous leaks

During this time, the energy and power consumption was continuously monitored.

After Sealing:

1

Airtightness tests

The whole building airtightness test of the Donald Street building was conducted using the NRC’s
axial-vane fan to measure the improvements in airtightness. The "before-sealing” test conditions were
repeated (as far as possible) to conduct the airtightness test. The test method was based on the
CMHC protocol for the high-rise airtightness tests [CMHC 1990]. During the test, smoke pencils and
draft sensors were used to determine and verify various leakage paths. The results were analyzed and

compared with the air-sealing estimation procedure.

In the Bridleview building, the project team performed airtightness tests of four individual storeys
(floors), similar to the "before air sealing" tests, using the CMHC'’s test protocol. The results are

presented in the following section.

Data analysis of energy consumption

The monitored energy consumption data was compared to determine the impact of air-sealing on
peak power demand.

Indoor air quality tests

The project team conducted similar indoor air quality tests at the building.

3.3 Estimation of Air-Sealing Potential

3.3.1 Donald Street Building

A detailed inspection of the 251 Donald Street building was performed in the month of June 1990 to assess
the air leakage and evaluate the control strategies. Appendix A contains the detailed field inspection data
for this building and calculations of potcntial energy savings. Tables 8 and 9 present the summary of these
calculations with the modified air sealing assessment procedure.

The field inspection showed that the total leakage area in the building, before air sealing, was 2.72 m®. The
air leakage rate at the peak winter conditions was 5,993 L/s, resulting in a heating demand of 265 kW -
approximately 42% of peak heating load. By assuming that the air sealing can reduce the uncontrolled air
leakage by 32%, the resulting reduction in peak heating demand would be approximately 85 kW.
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In this building the windows and doors represent 68% of the total air leakage in the building. The shafts
constitute about 14% of leakages. Remaining leaks are from the building envelope and miscellaneous
components. Figure 23 shows the profile of air infiltration and exfiltration through the building during peak
winter design conditions. As shown in this figure, the majority of air-leaks (more than 80% of the total)
occur in the top one-third height and bottom one-third height. The air-sealing strategy should consider the

option of selective sealing of top and bottom storeys.

Alr Flow Cm3/s)

-3
wdond 3 [ S [ 3 [ & [ H]®]®]d]%]
4q 10 12 15 1 19 21 Penthouse
Storey
O Calculated + Best it

Figure 23: Estimated profile of air infiltration and exfiltration at peak winter design conditions for the 251
Donald Street building.

Table 8: Summary of assessment of air leakage and potential control at 251 Donald Street building.

Windows | Doors | Envelope | Shafts | Misc. | Total
Effective air leakage (L/s) 2517 1558 360 839 719 5933
Peak Infiltration Load (kW) 112.7 69.7 16.1 346 322 | 265.6
Reductions at 32% sealing (kW) 36 22 32 11.5 103 85
_Peréen'lh.ge_;_:iii'-f!'tota! reductions 42 26| 2 100 :
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Table 9: Assessment of air leakage and potential control at 251 Donald Street bullding im Ottawa.

Height | Stack | Wind | Wind Leakage Area ¢ Flow
(l% Pressure | Speed | Pressure

Storey Ps (w/s) Pu Windows | Doors | Envelope | Sharts | Misc. | Total | Windows | Doors | Envelo shafts | Misc. | Total
(Pa) (P) () | (@ | (=) @) | @ | @ | mrs) | rs) | (wiss) | (w3ss) | (wzs) | (wits)
Ground 0.100 § -32.425 } 2.066 i 0.550 0.061 : 0.064 i 0.0%4 0.126 { 0.022 : 0.38 i 0.363 i 0.378 0.201 0.744 i 0.131 | -1.816
2 3.035 i -20.141 : 5371 3722 0.080 : 0033 0.000 0.000 £ 0.002 ! 0.115 { 0.474 { 0.195 0.000 0.000  0.009 : -0.678
3 5.690 i -26.171 : 6,408 1 5.291 0.080 : 0.033 i 0.000 0.000 i 0,002 { 0.115 : 0.464 : 0.190 0.000 0.000 i 0.009 i -0.663
4 8,344 i -23.200 § 7.129 ! 6.557 0.080 : 0.033.i 0.000 0.000 { 0.002 { 0.115 : 0.451 : 0.185 0.000 0.000 : 0.009 : -0.645
5{ 10.998 i -20.231 :7.702 { 7.653 0.080 : 0.033 i 0.000 0.000 : 0,002 : 0.115 i 0.437 : 0.179 0.000 0.000 i 0.009 { -0.625
6f 13.653 ! -17.261 ! 8.183 i 8.638 0.080 £ 0.033: 0.000 0,000 i 0,002 { 0.115 : 0.421 : 0.173 0.000 0.000 i 0,008 i -0.602
7: 16.307 i -14.291 : B.60L i 9.542 0.080 : 0.033 : 0.000 0,000 i 0.002 i 0115 : 0.408 i 0.166 0.000 0.000 i 0.008 i -0.577

8i 18,961 i -11.321 { 8.971 : 10.383 : 0,080 : 0,033 :  0.000 0,000 { 0,002 : 0115 i 0.385 : 0.158 0.000 0.000 : 0,008 i -0.551
9f 21.615  -8.351 : 9,37 : 11.173 i 0.080 £ 0.033 { 0.000 0.000 : 0.002 i 0.115 i 0.365 ! 0.150 0.000 0.000 i 0.007 i -0.523
10 24.270 { -5.381 ( 9.613: 11.922 : 0.080 : 0.033 i 0.000 0,000 i 0.002 { 0.115 { 0,344 { 0.141 0.000 0.000 : 0,007 i -0.492
1: 26.924 i -2.411 i 9.897 i 12.635 : 0,080 : 0,033 : 0.000 0,000 : 0.002 ! 0.115 : 0.321 : 0.132 0.000 0.000 i 0.006 : -0.459

12 29.578 ! 0.559 :10.16 i 13.319 : 0.080 : 0.033 : 0.000 0,000 { 0,002 i 0.115 { 0.308 I 0.126 0.000 0.000 i 0.006 : 0.441

14 32233 3.59 §10.4083 13.975 i 0.080 : 0,033 i 0.000 0,000 i 0,002 : 0.115 : 0.346 : 0.142 0.000 0.000  0.007 i 0.495

15 34.887 i 6.500 10.642} 14.608 i 0.080 : 0,033 i 0.000 0.000 : 0.002 ! 0.115 i 0.380 : 0.15 0.000 0.000 i 0.008 i 0,543

16 37.541 i 9.470 : 10,86 i 15.221 : 0.080 : 0.033 i 0,000 0,000 i 0.002 i 0115 : 0.411 : 0.169 0.000 0.000 : 0.008 i 0.588

178 40.196 i 12,440  11.07 i 15.814 : 0.080 I 0.033 i 0.000 0.000 : 0.002 : 0.115 : 0.440 i 0.180 0.000 0.000 i 0.009 : 0.629

18: 42.850 : 15.410 : 11.27 i 16.391 0,080 :0.0333 0.000 0000 :0.002 ! 0.415 ! 0.466 i 0.191 0.000 0.000 i 0.009 : 0.667

19} 45.504 : 18.380 i 11.46 { 16.952 i 0.080  0.033 :  0.000 0.000 : 0.002  0.115 0.452 : 0.202 0.000 0.000 { 0.010 { 0.703

20 48.158 : 21,350 : 11.68 : 17.499 : 0.080 : 0.033 :  0.000 0.000 : 0.002 i 0.115 i 0.515 : 0.212 0.000 0.000 i 0.010 : 0.7%7

21 50.813 { 24.320 i 11.82 i 18.033 : 0.080 : 0,033 i 0,000 0,000 : 0.002 { 0.115 : 0.538 I 0.221 0.000 0.000 : 0.01l i 0.770

22} 53.467 § 27.290 ( 11.99 i 18.55 i 0.080 : 0.033 : 0.000 0.000 } 0.002 : 0115 ! 0.560 : 0.230 0.000 0.000 i 0.011 i 0.801
Penthouse i 58.750 | 33.201 § 12.31 i 19.559 { 0.000 { 0.000 i  0.060 0.051 i 0,000 { 0.111 { 0.000 i 0,000 0.446 0.381 i 0.000 i 0.827

Total| 1.669 | 0.724 0.094 0.177. | 0.054 | 2.718




3.3.2 Bridleview Building

A detailed air-sealing assessment and energy audit of this building was performed in the month of November
1990. Air leakage was one of the major heat loss components for this 10 storey apartment building, It
accounted for more than 19% of the total annual space heating energy and almost 32% of the peak power
demand due to space heating. The assessment of air-leakage and its potential control in this building is

summarized as follows:

The estimated air infiltration rate for this building at the winter design conditions (an outdoor temperature
of -18 °C and 6.67 m/s wind) was 1,880 L/s (0.19 L/s.m” of floor space) before air sealing. The peak heating
demand due to this peak air-leakage rate is 86 kW. The energy analysis showed that the make-up air heating
constitutes approximately 18% of the total space heating load during the winter design conditions. As the
make-up air is heated with natural gas and the suite space heating is provided by electric baseboards, the
peak electric demand due to air-leakage in the building is approximately 71 kW.

It was assumed that the air sealing would reduce the peak electric demand due to air leakage by 40%,
resulting in peak electric demand shaving by approximately 28 kW. [Due to space considerations, relevant
tables, graphs and calculations are not included in this report; these were submitted with the Progress

Reports.]

3.4 Airtightness Tests
3.4.1 Donald Street Building

The general procedure for conducting whole-building leakage tests has been described in the Institute for
Research in Construction report to Canada Mortgage and Housing Corporation entitled "Establishing the
Protocols for Measuring Air Leakage and Air Flow Patterns in High-Rise Apartment Buildings" [CMHC
1990]. Specific details of the test conducted at 251 Donald Street are reported in Appendix C.

A large vane-axial fan with maximum capacity of 23,600 L/s was used to depressurize the building. The fan
inlet was connected by 12 m of 0.9 m - diameter ducting to a plywood panel temporarily installed in the
double doors adjacent to the garbage room on the west side of the building. The door panel and all joints
in the duct/fan assembly were sealed with tape prior to testing. Airflow rates were measured upstream of
the fan intake using a pair of total pressure averaging tubes. Flow rates are accurate to within 5% of the
measured values. Photographs are attached at the end of this chapter.

Two tests were conducted. Test 1 was conducted on October 23, 1990 prior to air-sealing, and Test 2 on
March 25, 1991 after the air-sealing work was completed. Weather conditions during these tests were as

shown in Table 10.
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Table 10: Weather conditions during airtightness tests

Weather Parameters Test No, 1 Test No. 2
October 23, 1990 | March 25, 1991
Outdoor temperature, °C 8.0 4.0
Indoor temperature, °C 220 230
Wind speed, m/s 513 223
Wind direction NE NE

Airtightness Test Results

The airtightness results are shown in Figures 24, 25 and 26.

Before Air Sealing

The airtightness results showed that this building had a net uncontrolled air leakage rate (infiltration or
exfiltration) of more than 4,740 L/s at 10 Pa pressure difference. This infiltration component accounted
for approximately 216 kW of the peak heating demand (assuming an outdoor temperature of -18 deg C;
QpAT (W) = 4,740 L/s * 1.2 kg/m” * 38 K).

After Air Sealing

The airtightness results after air-sealing showed that this building has a net uncontrolled air leakage
(infiltration or exfiltration) rate of 3,225 L/s at 10 Pa pressure difference. This infiltration component
accounts for approximately 147 kW of the peak space heating demand. The reduction in electric load due
to air leakage is approximately 69 kW.

“The reduction in space heating load at peak weather conditions would be approximately 69 kW based on
the airtightness data, The airtightness measurements only account for the net reduction in air leakage
through the building shell. The corridor supply air balancing, isolation of garbage rooms, sealing of stairway
doors, pressurization of main hallways further reduces the driving potential for air leakage. This interior
compartmentalization assists in proper air movement. The measured energy consumption data show greater
reductions in electric demand at the peak weather conditions than is shown by airtightness data.
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Effect of Airsealing on Airtightness of
251 Donald Streel Building
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Figure 24: Effect of air sealing on airtightness at Donald Street building
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Figure 25: Effectiveness of air-sealing
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Effectiveness of Air Sealing
251 Donald Street
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Figure 26: Percent difference in air leakage rate.

3.4.2 Bridleview Building

Airtightness Test Results
Before Air Sealin

The airtightness of four floors was performed as per the CMHC protocol for measuring air leakage and
air flow patterns in high-rise apartment buildings [Magee and Shaw 1990]. Four floors were selected:
ground floor, 5th floor, 9th floor and top floor. Air leakage characteristics of ground floor were measured
using the two-fan method, in which the pressure difference between first floor and ground floor was kept
at zero. For measuring airtightness of 5th floor, three fan method was used to isolate this floor. Air
leakage through 4th and 6th floor was isolated by keeping the pressure difference between 4th and 5th,
and 5th and 6th at zero. Similarly 9th and top floor airtightness was measured. These airtightness results
were extrapolated to obtained the overall airtightness of the building.

The airtightness results showed that this building had a net uncontrolled air leakage rate (infiltration or
exfiltration) of more than 1,885 L/s at 7 Pa pressure difference. This infiltration component accounted
for approximately 86 kW of the peak heating demand (assuming an outdoor temperature of -18 deg C;
QpAT (W) = 1,885 L/s * 1.2 kg/m® * 38 K). In the Bridleview building, natural gas is utilized for heating
the building make-up air. Each suite and room is provided with electric baseboard heaters for the space
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heating purpose. Energy audit of this building showed that the make-up air was approximately 18% of
the total space heating requirements, Therefore, the electric load due to air leakage is approximately 71

kW,

After Air Sealing

The preliminary analysis of airtightness results after air-sealing showed that this building has a net
uncontrolled air leakage (infiltration or exfiltration) rate of 1,165 L/s at 7 Pa pressure difference. This
infiltration component accounts for approximately 53 kW of the peak space heating demand (make-up air
gas heating plus electric baseboards). The electric load due to air leakage is approximately 43 kW (53 -

0.18%53).

The reduction in space heating load at peak weather conditions would be approximately 28 kW based on
airtightness data. The airtightness measurements only account for the net reduction in air leakage through
the building shell. The corridor supply air balancing, isolation of garbage rooms, sealing of stairway doors,
and pressurization of main hallways further reduces the driving potential for air leakage. This interior
compartmentalization assists in proper air movement. The measured energy consumption data show greater
reductions in electric demand at the peak weather conditions than can be obtained from airtightness data.

3.5 _Comparison of Energy Consumption Before and After Air Sealing

In the development of the calculation procedure, the "first-cut" air leakage assessment procedure was
modified using the field monitoring data to better assess the leakage paths and to predict reasonable air-
sealing effectiveness (the preliminary method was presented in Progress Report #1). The main objective
of the comparison is to obtain the net change in peak heating demand before and after air sealing.
Depending on the selection of similar weather periods, the change in peak demand may or may not be the
same which may occur on a winter design day leading to the utility peak. If the similar weather periods
match with the winter design criteria for the building, then the change in peak demand due to air sealing
should be considered as the "air sealing potential. The following sections presents the calculation procedure
and estimation of air-leakage rates using the air leakage assessment method and the monitored data.

3.5.1 Calculation Procedure

The effect of air sealing on peak electric demand and energy consumption was determined using the
measured data of electric energy consumption. The calculation procedure consists of two components: (i)
comparison of energy consumption profile during the similar weather periods before and after air sealing,
and (ii) computer simulation and verifications. This calculation method was developed based on ASHRAE
recommended energy estimating methods [ASHRAE 1989]. Each of the above component is explained in
the following steps:
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Comparison of energy consumption profile during the similar weather periods:

- Selection of typical sets of similar weather periods before and after air sealing depends on several
factors: (i) the 36 to 48 hours of similar weather period should be between working days of Monday
to Friday, (ii) all building heating and ventilation equipment is available during the similar weather
periods, and (iii) it is assumed that the occupants behaviour is comparable.

The similar weather periods are selected by comparing the mean outdoor temperature, average wind
speed, wind direction and sunshine hours. It may be difficult to match the profile of outdoor
temperature or wind speed on an hour by hour basis.. Therefore, a 3-hour average of outdoor
temperature or wind speed can be utilized for selecting the "similar" weather periods. Record the range
of temperature and wind speed variations on these days.

- Comparison of hourly energy profile for similar weather periods should also look in to the general
pattern of demand during those days. If there is sudden change in the peak electric demand due to
equipment or other behaviour, these profiles should not be used for comparison.

- If there is large variation in the number of sunshine hours or wind velocity apply proper correction
factors to the monitored energy consumption data. The correction factors can be determined using the

compute simulation techniques described in the next component.

- For similar weather periods before and after air sealing, the difference in peak demand can be
considered as the "net" impact of air sealing. Depending on the selection of similar weather periods,
the change in peak demand may or may not be the same which may occur on a winter design day
leading to the utility peak. If the similar weather periods match with the winter design criteria for the
building, then the change in peak demand due to air sealing should be considered as the "air sealing

potential”.

Computer simulation and verifications:

- Obtain the detail information about the building to perform hourly energy simulation using a
commercially available energy simulation program such as BESA DESIGN or DOE 2.1D. The input
data required to perform hourly analysis includes some of the following parameters: building
dimensions and layout, thermal resistance of building envelope, heating and ventilation system,
operational schedules, and weather data. Using these data determine the hourly profile of electrical
load during the heating season. Compare the hourly energy profile with the measured data. The
building description and operational schedules can be adjusted to match the measured mean energy

- consumption for a period of five to seven days. This procedure assists in establishing a "base case".

The "base case" can be used to generate the correction factor for two "similar weather days". The
correction factor accounts for difference in solar gains and minor differences in hourly weather
parameters. This correction factor should be applied to generated the "real" profile of energy

consumption pattern.




3.5.2 Donald Street Bullding

Energy consumption in the 251 Donald Street building in Ottawa was continuously monitored at 15 minute
intervals. The total electrical supply to the building and the hot water load werc monitored from November
22, 1990 to May 31, 1991. The monitored data was analyzed to determine the impact of air sealing on energy

consumption.

The air sealing work in the Donald Street building was completed on January 23, 1991. The similar weather
periods (ambient temperature and wind speed) between December 1 to January 13 (before air-sealing) and
January 24 to March 31, 1991 (after air-sealing) are used to determine the effect of air-sealing on power
consumption. Appropriate correction factors have been used to account for solar gains (for instance, a
December day is shorter than a January or February day) and weather effects as explained in the previous
section. Hot water system conservation measures (low-flow showerhead) were implemented during the
month of January 1991. Therefore, the present analysis does not include the hot water electric loads.

Figures 27 to 37 show the profile of electric demand and energy consumption for the building (excluding
electric consumption for the hot water). These figures show the daily minimum and maximum electric
demands and energy consumption due to base (lighting, appliances, other use) and space heating needs.

For a comparison, the energy consumption before and after air-sealing was analyzed using the four sets of
similar weather days. These sets were selected by observing the hourly weather data for Ottawa as supplied
by Environment Canada. These sets are as follows:

Table 11: Data sets used for the comparison of electric load.

Ambient Temperature (C) Wind Speed | Heating Sunshine
Set Day (km/h) Degree Hours
Max Min Mean Days
1 January 10 -8.8 -22.0 -154 16.7W 334 7.9
February 16 -8.4 -21.6 -14.8 173 W 325 7.8
2 January 11 -16.4 -22.0 -19.2 204 E 372 16
Junuary 25 -14.5 -26.9 -20.7 1458 38.7 29
3 January 5 -3.2 9.7 -6.5 958 24.5 0
February 13 -49 -10.2 -16 93 E 256 15
4 December 20 -11.2 -18.2 -14.7 147E 32.7 7.6
February 11 -6.8 -17.8 -123 157N 303 8.6

The hourly space heating loads were calculated using the building description, weather data and operation
schedules for December 20, January 5, 10 and 11. The building description and operation schedules were
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adjusted to match the measured mean energy consumptioﬂ for these days. This procedure enabled the
establishment of a "base case" for the building description before the air-sealing,

The further energy analysis for January 25, February 11, 13 and 16 was performed using the hourly weather
data for those days with the same building description file, The energy consumption for January 25,
February 11, 13 and 16 (period after air-sealing) provided an approximate profile of electric loads on the
building, assuming that the building was not air-sealed. The difference in the electric load, on two "similar"
days, is generally due to solar gains and a difference in the weather profile. This difference in electric load
is used in correcting the actual load measurements for the building,

The comparison of electric loads is shown in Figures 38 to 41 and in Table 12,

Table 12;: Comparison of Peak Demand Before and After Air Sealing.

Data Set Building Average Energy
Demand Building Consumption
(kW) Demand (kW) (kWh)
Jan 10 (Before) 7479 546.7 13120
Feb 16 (After) 664.9 516.8 12403
Difference 83 30 717
(11.1%) (5.5%) (5.5%)
Jan 11 (Before) 7722 617 14808
Jan 25 (After) 688.3 569.2 13660
Difference 84 48 1148
(10.9%) (78%) (7.8%)
Jan 5 (Before) 483.5 4189 10037
Feb 13 (After) 419.2 3509 8422
Difference 64 68 1615
(13.2) (16.2) (16.2%)

The average difference in electric load before and after air-sealing was between 64 and 84 kW for the above
mentioned days after applying proper corrections for the weather data. The reduction in heating load is
approximately 10 to 13% of the peak electric load without considering hot water loads. When total electric
supplied to the building is considered, the net difference in peak electric load is 9 to 10.5%.

A further analysis using the building description, and an assumed weather profile for a peak day (ambient
temperature varying from -18 C to -21 C, and average wind speed of 24 km/hour) was simulated to predict
the potential reductions in heating load. The reduction in heating load due to air-sealing would vary from
80 to 85 kW (approximately 10.5%) for this building on peak winter design days (calculated design load for
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such days may increase to about 780 kW). The above comparison also shows two data sets which were
similar to the peak design conditions.

Comparison of Air-Sealing Assessment and Monitored Data

Using the air-sealing assessment procedure, it was estimated that the peak heating electric load due to
uncontrolled air leakage in the building was approximately 264 kW (approximately 40% of space heating
load) for the Donald Street building.

It was assumed that the air sealing of gross accessible leaks in the building envelope could result in achieving
a 32% sealing effect overall. On that basis, the air-sealing assessment procedure predicted reductions in
peak electric heating demand of 84 kW. A comparison of predicted reductions in peak heating demand and
the energy consumption measurements show comparable results. The predicted reductions in peak heating

demand are less than 5% higher than the measured results.
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Figure 27: Daily clectric demand - December 1990.
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Figure 28: Energy Consumption - Deccmber 1990.
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Figure 29: Daily electric demand - January 1991,
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Energy Consumption
251 Donald Street, Ottawa
180D Energy Conaumptlon (kWh)
14000 . \
12000 m ﬁ N\ \
... NNA NAR.... 8

10000 s ‘Q :‘3 s % s s
8000 § »\\\‘ M “ § .
8000 s - s%s i\‘s s .
o AR W
2000 § § § s Average \.$: s I

o UMD MJ A NINIWNINT

Jan1 Jan6 Jan® Jan13 Jan1? Jan 21 Jan 26 Jan 2

- DAY
January 1881

Figure 30: Energy Consumption - January 1991,
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Figure 31: Daily electric demand - February 1991,
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Figure 32: Energy Consumption - February 1991,
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Figure 33: Daily electric demand - March 1991,
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Energy Consumption
251 Donald Street, Ottawa
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Figure 34: Encrgy Consumption - March 1991.
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Figure 35: Total Daily electric demand - December to March.
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Comparison of Energy Consumption
Before and After Airsealing
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Figure 38: Comparison of peak demand.
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Figure 39: Comparison of peak demand.
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Comparison of Energy Consumption
Before and After Airsealing

Power Consumption (kW)

800

700

600
600

400F—

300

200 [-——

00— 1 ——Feb 11 (After) —+—Dec 20 (Before)

0 PR IR (T
0:16 3:15 9:15

12:15 165:16  18:16 21:15

TIME

0:156

251 Donald Street

Figure 40: Comparison of pcak demand.
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Figure 41: Comparison of peak demand.
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3.5.3 Bridleview Building

Energy consumption in the Bridleview Condominium building in Toronto was continuously monitored at 15
minute intervals. The monitoring began on from November 22, 1990 to April 23, 1991. The total electrical
load for the building and the ramp heating loads were monitored for a period of more than five months.
The monitored data was analyzed to determine the effects of air-sealing on energy consumption.

The air sealing work in the Bridleview building was completed on December 21, 1990. The similar weather
periods (ambient temperature and wind speed) between Nov 22 to Dec 10 (before air-sealing) and Dec 22
to Feb 28, 1991 (after air-sealing) were used to determine the effect of air-sealing on power consumption.
Appropriate correction factors were used to account for solar gains (such as a December day is shorter than
a January or February day) and weather effects.

Figures 42 to 54 show the profile of total electric demand and energy consumption for the building. These
figures show the daily minimum and maximum electric demands and energy consumption.

For an assessment, the energy consumption before and after air-sealing was analyzed using the two sets of
similar weather days. These sets were selected by observing the hourly weather data for Toronto as supplied
by Environment Canada. These sets are as follows:

Table 13: Two sets of datu used for the comparison of electric load.

Set Day Ambient Temperature (C) Wind Heating
Speed Degree
Max Min Mean (mh) Dll)'ﬂ
1 December 7 33 2.1 0.6 18.8 174
January 17 24 -1.7 0.4 18.1 17.6
2 December 14 -13 -12.3 -6.8 10.8 24.8
January 10 -19 -114 -6.7 123 24.7

The hourly space heating loads were calculated using the building description, weather data and the
operation schedules for December 7 and December 14. The building description and operation schedules
were adjusted to match the measured mean energy consumption for these days. This procedure enabled the
establishment of a "base case" for the building description before the air-sealing.

The further energy analysis for January 10 and January 17 was performed using the hourly weather data for
those days with the same building description file. The energy consumption for January 10 and 14 (period
after air-sealing) provided an approximate profile of electric loads on the building, assuming that the building
was not air-sealed. The difference in the electric load on two "similar" days is generally due to solar gains
and a difference in weather profile. This difference in electric load is used in correcting the actual load
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measurements for the building.

The comparison of electric loads is shown in Figures 50 and 51. The average difference in electric load
before and after air-sealing is between 24 and 35 kW for the above mentioned days after applying proper
corrections for the weather data. The reduction in space heating load is 9 to 12% of the electric heating
demand (287 kW) -- or approximately 5 to 7.3% of the total peak electric load (481 kW) during the month

of January.

A further analysis using the building description, and an assumed weather profile for a peak day (ambient
temperature varying from -18 C to -21 C, and average wind speed of 24 km/hour) was simulated to predict
the potential reductions in heating load. The reduction in heating load due to air-sealing would vary from
38 to 42 kW (approximately 7 to 9%) for this building on peak winter design days (calculated design electric
load for such days may increase to 496 kW).

A simple comparison of monthly electric demands as assessed in the electric bills, as shown in Table 14,
indicates that the air-sealing had a positive impact in reducing the monthly electric demands.

Table 14: Comparison of electric demand and monthly degree days (actual billing data).

December Junuary February

Year Electric Degree Electric Depree Electric Degree

Demand Days Demand Days Demand Days

kw kW kW

1986 482 595
1987 464 565 496 665
1988 496 645 496 699 480 718
1989 512 87 480 625 464 684
1990 451 587 528 583 448 603
1991 g1 | ms s | sn

Comparison_of Air-Sealing Assessment and Monitored Data

It was estimated that the peak heating electric load due to uncontrolled air leakage in building was
approximately 71 kW for the Bridleview Building using the air-sealing assessment procedure. It was assumed
that the air leakage rate would be reduced by 50% with air-sealing, The estimation method predicted a peak
pdwer reduction potential of 35 kW.

Comparison of predicted reductions in peak heating demand and the energy consumption measurements
show comparable results. The predicted reductions in peak heating demand are less than 5% higher than

the measured results.
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Figure 42: Daily electric demand - November 1990,
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Figure 43: Energy Consumption - November 1990,
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Figure 44: Daily electric demand - December 1991,
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Figure 45: Energy Consumption - December 1991,
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Vigure 46: Daily clectric demand - Junuary 1991,
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Figure 47: Energy Consumption - January 1991,
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Comparison of Power Consumption Before
and after air-sealing of Bridleview
(Regression analysis)
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Figure 52: Comparison of peak demand at Bridleview building,
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Effect of Outdoor Temperature
Jan 21 & 22, 1991 - Bridleview, Toronto
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Figure 54: Effect of ambient temperature.

.8 Sensitivity Analysi

The field data offers three to five different characteristics of air leakage paths: tight, fairly tight, average,
loose and very loose. The characterization of building components in these five distinct groups may be non
reproducible in many circumstances. It is quite easy to characterize the leakage path as tight, average or
loose. But the intermediate categories, such as fairly tight and loose, may be difficult to decipher.

Sensitivity analyses were conducted using the field inspection data for the two test buildings. The building
component leakage characteristics were altered between tight and average, and average and loose to evaluate
the difference in the estimation of the air leakage rate for the building. The building auditor, in most cases,
would be able to identify and characterize the proper leakage class. In cases where only some components
may be difficult to assess for leakage class, the resulting difference due to such errors will contribute by less
~ than five percent in the calculation of "net" air leakage rate. However, if the auditor assigns the incorrect
leakage class to all building leakage paths, the difference in "net" air flow will be more than 40%. It is
expected that with proper training, the auditors should be able to verify the leakage paths and assign

appropriate leakage class.

I
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3.8 Indoor Air Quality (IAQ)

Air quality in residential buildings is an area of great concern. With the trend to conserve energy, the effects
on air quality should be evaluated to avoid potential health problems which may result from the drastic
reduction in air change. Therefore, during this study, air quality tests to monitor the effects of the air sealing
work were done before and after the air sealing.

It should be noted that the prime objective of this project was to evaluate the state of indoor air quality in
high rise apartment buildings by grab samples and on-the-spot measurements to determine the impact of air
sealing on occupants. The air quality portion of this project was designed as a simple verification to ensure
that no air quality problems were created by the energy conservation measures implemented.

A total of eight (8) apartments were tested during the week from January 4th to 11th, 1991 to record the
"before conditions" in 251 Donald street and the week of February 15th to 22nd, 1991 to measure the "after
conditions". Some tests consisted of a one week monitoring while others were spot checks at the beginning

and end of the monitoring periods.

The type of tests, test methods, number of apartments included in the air quality survey, selection of
apartment location within the building etc. were all determined in order to provide the most valuable
information at the best cost keeping in mind the objectives and budget allocated. CMHC'’s "Indoor Air
Quality Test Protocol For High-Rise Residential Buildings" was the guide used for selecting the tests and

test methods.
3.8.1 Tests Selected

Four elements were determined to be relevant in this building: carbon dioxide, formaldehyde, temperature,
relative humidity, and radon,

Carbon Dioxide

In a building which has no combustion appliance, carbon dioxide (CO,) is mostly produced by the occupants.
CO, levels tend to vary according to the number of occupants in the apartment, ventilation practices (use
of exhaust fans, opening of doors & windows etc.) and can vary at different times of the day based on the
activity level and habits of the occupants. Long term monitoring studies have shown these variations track
very well the occupancy of a room for instance. Continuous monitoring is the favoured way to capture these
variations but also involves either very expensive equipment and/or the need for sophisticated dataloging
equipment. In order to have measurements in all the apartments selected at a reasonable cost, it was
decided to take spot measurements of CO, at the beginning of the monitoring week and at the end.

The test method used was the GASTEC pump with GASTEC Carbon dioxide (CO,) tubes "extra low range"
(300-5000ppm)

As much as possible, the carbon dioxide readings were taken at the same time to facilitate comparison
between the two before air sealing readings, one against the other, as well as against the two after air sealing
readings. Most readings were taken between 9am and 12pm,
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Formaldehyde

Although the building does not contain any known large source of formaldehyde (such as insulation), this
gas can usually be measured in most buildings from common sources such as: carpets, particleboard,
household cleaning products, cigarette smoke etc. Since the sources which may be releasing formaldehyde
would not change before and after the air sealing, the formaldehyde readings can be used to measure the

effect on air change in the apartment.

The test method used for formaldehyde readings consisted of a monitoring device designed to provide an
average concentration over a period of one week. Two Air Quality Research Institute’s PF-1 formaldehyde

monitors were installed in each of the apartments tested.

Humidity

Relative humidity (RH) usually increases as a result of air sealing work in buildings when no provisions are
made to remove the moisture generated by normal activities.

The measurements of relative humidity were taken with a sling psychrometer (Taylor, 9", temp. range from
5 to 50°C) at each visit to the tested apartments (twice before air sealing and twice after). Furthermore,
hygrothermographs were installed for a one week period in some apartments, These have recorded the
temperature and relative humidity variations which occurred during the week.

don

Radon enters buildings through cracks in the foundation walls and floor slab and the highest readings are
usually found in the basement. In this building there are no apartments in the basement and only the general
meeting room above the slab-on-grade portion of the foundation. Grab sampling for radon was done in the

basement and in the meeting room using the Pylon AB5

No radon readings were done in any of the eight apartments tested. Had high radon levels been detected
in the basement or on the main level radon readings would have then been taken as a precautionary measure

in some apartments,

Selection and Location of Test Apartments

The 251 Donald street building is a 21 storey, rectangular building with the majority of apartments facing
either due east or due west. There are two north facing and two south facing apartments per floor.

The apartments tested were selected on the following basis:

- Equal number of apartments on the east and west sides of the building. (to capture differences due

to winds "windward/leeward" effects if any)
- Apartments facing each other on the selected floors. (so that both apartments are the same distance

away from the fresh air distribution in the corridor)
- Apartments with the least amount of exterior wall (worst possible condition where there is less exterior
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wall to allow incidental fresh air infiltration)
- Two apartments on the lower floor, two on the top floor, two at mid height below the neutral pressure

plane and finally two at mid height above the neutral pressure plane. (to detect differences due to the
stack effect)

Although it was recognized that some factors had to be limited to facilitate the interpretation of results in
such a small survey, no pre-requisites were set for the occupancy or lifestyles of the occupants. This was

intended to provide some randomness in the IAQ survey.

The apartments selected were numbers 07 and 10 on the 2nd, 8th, 15th and 22nd floors. These units were
the farthest from the fresh air ventilation grill in the corridor (corner units excepted). The doors to these

east and west side apartments were directly opposite from each other.

Occupants

Amongst the selected apartments, two had a double occupancy while the rest had only single occupancy.
One of the apartment’s occupant was away during the entire period from December till the end of February.
This vacant apartment has served as a control unit to some extent where occupant’s habits did not affect the
test conditions. Measurements in that apartment are all resulting from the effects of the air sealing work

alone and resulting building dynamics.

There were only two smokers out of all the occupants involved (One cigarette smoker, the other a pipe
smoker). All occupants did spend most of the time indoors all day. Besides the apartment which remained
unoccupied during the entire testing periods, one other occupant was away for three days at the beginning

of the January test period.

Weather Conditions

In order to eliminate as much as possible any variations other than the effect of the air sealing, the air quality
tests were done during periods of similar seasonal conditions. Before and after air sealing air quality tests
were done immediately before and after the sealing work to monitor similar winter indoor conditions. This
is the time of year when the lowest amount of fresh air is provided from the opening of windows and balcony
doors. Fresh air is then only supplied by incidental air leakage through the building envelope and supposedly
by the fresh air supply fan in the corridors of the building.

The test periods selected were both very cold with mean temperatures during the period from Jan.4 to 11
at -13.4°C with average winds at 15.35 km/h and from Feb. 15 to 22 at -7.0°C with winds at 17.2 km/h.

3.8.2 Test Results

In general, only minor changes were noticed with regards to the air quality in the apartments tested. Despite
the relatively small sampling, valuable information was collected to confirm expected trends which result from

such air sealing work.
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Carbon Dioxide

Donald Street Building: The carbon dioxide levels either remained the same or decreased slightly in some
apartments after the air sealing. The average of all readings before air sealing was 862.5 parts per million
(ppm) and 787.5 ppm after. The range of concentrations encountered varied from a low of 400 ppm to

a high of 1500 ppm.

Bridleview Building: The carbon dioxide levels either remained the same or decreased slightly in some
apartments after the air sealing. The average of all readings before air sealing was 800 parts per million
(ppm) and 700 ppm after. The range of concentrations encountered varied from a low of 400 ppm to a

high of 900 ppm.

Although CMHC’s protocol mentions that "CO, levels in most areas would not be expected to build up to
the 800 - 1000 ppm range common in offices", numerous indoor air quality surveys in residential buildings
have shown that it is quite frequent that CO, reaches as high as 1300 to 1500 ppm. Therefore, the readings
of CO, found in this building are quite within the norm and well below Health and Welfare’s maximum level

of 3500 ppm.

Relative Humidity

Donald Street Building: The relative humidity levels increased in the lower floor apartments and
decreased in the upper apartments, One apartment had high RH readings both before and after the air
sealing. The RH levels were at 45 and 46% before and 46 and 38% after air sealing. There was lots of
condensation on the windows in this apartment. It should be noted that this was one of the apartments
with two occupants. In any case, despite the concerns about the RH levels in this apartment, the RH did
not increase after the air sealing. The average RH was at 29.5% before and 31.5% after.

Bridleview Building: The relative humidity levels increased in the lower floor apartments and decreased
in the upper apartments. The average RH was at 24% before and 32% after air sealing.

Health and Welfare Canada suggests that RH levels be maintained between 30 to 55% in the winter and 30
to 80% in the summer. These are within the Health and Welfare guidelines but are somewhat high for what
is usually recommended in house with only double glazed windows in the winter.

Formaldehyde

Donald Street Building: All formaldehyde concentrations were well below 0.06 parts per million. The
formaldehyde readings did increase slightly in the two second floor apartments after the air sealing while
they remained relatively the same in the other cases. This slight formaldehyde increase in the lower floor
apartments is consistent with the slight rise in relative humidity. Both indicate that the air sealing work
was effective in reducing the air infiltration on the lower floors while increasing comfort (Higher RH) and
without creating an air quality problem (still low formaldehyde levels).

# b
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The average formaldehyde concentration was 0.024 ppm before sealing and 0.025 ppm after. The test
series after air sealing had three location where the formaldehyde was not detectable or less than 0.01
ppm. A 1981 survey of formaldehyde in Canadian houses (not insulated with urea: formaldehyde

insulation) had shown an average concentration of 0.037 ppm.

One apartment had average formaldehyde readings of 0.062 ppm both before and after the air sealing
work. This was also the apartment with the highest relative humidity readings. It should be noted that

any materials that do off-gas formaldehyde will do so to a greater extent in humid conditions.

The lower CO, and formaldehyde levels found in apartment # 2207 after the air sealing could simply be
due to the fact that the occupant in that apartment does open the windows and the balcony door as often
as the weather allows. This occupant likes to keep the apartment cool and always has the thermostats

turned to the lowest setting.

Bridleview Building: All formaldehyde concentration readings were below 0.05 ppm. The formaldehyde
readings did increase slightly in the two second floor apartments after the air sealing while they remained

relatively the same in the other cases. This slight formaldehyde increase in the lower floor apartments is
consistent with the slight rise in relative humidity. Both indicate that the air sealing work was effective
in reducing the air infiltration on the lower floors while increasing comfort (Higher RH) and without
creating an air quality problem (still low formaldehyde levels).

Radon

Donald Street Building: Radon testing at the beginning of January showed very low radon levels. The
average radon reading in the mechanical room in the basement was 8.79 Bq/m® (0.24 pCi/L) and 20.05

Bg/m® (0.54 pCi/L) in the recreation room on the main floor. Post air sealing radon were measured using
the "Electrets", one week monitors. The average radon reading in the mechanical room in the basement
was 9 Bg/m® (0.25 pCi/L) and 22 Bg/m® (0.58 pCi/L) in the recreation room on the main floor. The
change in radon level before and after air sealing was insignificant,

Bridleview Building: Radon testing at the beginning of month of December showed very low radon levels.
The average radon reading in the mechanical room in the basement was 9.5 Bq/m® and 6 Bg/m® in the

common room on the main floor. Post air sealing radon reading in the mechanical room in the basement
was 9.5 Bq/m® and 7.5 Bq/m® in the recreation room on the main floor. The change in radon level before

and after air sealing was insignificant.

Health and Welfare Canada’s maximum acceptable level for radon is 800 Bq/m® (22 pCi/L). The United
States very conservative maximum acceptable level is 148 Bq/m® (4 pCi/L). The radon readings detected in
this building were much lower than both of these set guideline maximums.

Discussion

The air sealing has had no negative impact on the general indoor air quality in the building. Variations from
apartment to apartment shown are quite representative of what could be expected due to the occupants’

lifestyles and habits.
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Figure 54: Typical floor layout of Donald Street building.
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Table 16: Measurements of formaldehyde concentration in Donald Street building.
251 Donald Street

Formaldehyde
Formaldehyde Testing Method: AQR, PF-1 Formaldehyde Monitors
Sampling Dates Jan4 -11, 1991 Feb 15 - 22, 1991
Concentration Concentration
i Average Degree of Change

Sampling Location (ppm) | - (ppm) )

Apt # 207 living room 0.015 | . 0.025 1 | slightincrease
master bedroom 0.016 0.037

Apt# 210 living room 0.036 { slight increase
master bedroom _ 0.018 | 0.031 :

Apt # 807 living room 0.028 0.020 1{ relatively unchanged
master bedroom 0.025 0.021

Apt # 810 living room 0.011 <0.01 { relatively unchanged
master bedroom 0.015 0.016 |

Apt #1507 living room 0.018 0.019 0.020 { relatively unchanged
master bedroom 0.020 0.020

Apt #1510 living room 0.064 0.061 | unchanged
master bedroom 0.059 0.063 | .

Apt #2207 living room 0.030 <0.01 | | decreased
master bedroom 0.029 <0.01 | -

Apt #2210 living room 0.008 0.018 | _{ relatively unchanged
master bedroom 0.012 0.022

All of these readings are lower than Health and Welfare Canada’s suggested maximum acceptable limit of 0.1 ppm.
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Table 17: Measurements of carbon dioxide at Donald Street building,

January 1991 February 1991
Test Dates Jan. 4 Jan. 11 Feb. 15 Feb. 22 % Change
Sampling Location _(ppm) (ppm) § (ppm) (ppm) ]
Apt # 207 living room 900 500 | 600 500 -21.43
Apt # 210 living room 800 1000 | 800 1000 0.00
Apt # 807 _living room 1300 900 1000 1000 -9.09
apt # 810 living room 800 1000 800 1000 0.00
Apt #1507 living room 600 400 500 500 0.00
Apt #1510 living room 1100 1500 | 1300 1000 -11.54
Apt #2207 living room 600 1000 | 900 600 |- ~6.05
Apt #2210 living room 500 900 600 500 | -21.43
Table 18: Measurements of relative humidity at Donald Street building.
January 1991 February 1991

Test Dates Jan. 4 Feb. 15

Sampling Location % % % Change |
Apt # 207 living room 26 25 3.8
Apt # 210 living room 23 29 31.3
Apt # 807 _living room 35 30 33
apt # 810 living room 28 27 25.0
Apt #1507 living room 32 24 04
Apt #1510 living room 45 46 =7
Apt #2207 living room 21 36 737
Apt #2210 living room 31 28 -27.6
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3.9 Make-up Air Balancing

As identified in the assessment procedure, there is a need to re-balance the make-up air supply to each floor
after air sealing of the building to gain proper distribution of fresh air supplied to each storey. In both
buildings, make-up air balancing and tuning was undertaken just after the air scaling work. Appendix E
contains a brief report on make-up balancing of both the Donald Street and Bridleview buildings.

As shown in Figure 55, in the Donald Street building, the corridor air flow on a floor varied from 110 to 340
L/s. The designed air flow for each floor is 285 L/s (600 CFM). The balancing and tuning of diffusers on
each floor obtained the more or less constant air flow of 285 L/s on each floor. The balancing of air-flow

also assists in maintaining ventilation required for each apartment.

In the bridleview building, the make-up air system is designed to provide 330 L/s on each floor. Before
balancing, the flow per floor varied from 240 L/s to 410 L/s. Tuning of diffusers on each floor has achieved

a more uniform flow of 320 to 340 L/s.

Make-Up Air Supply
251 Donald Street Building
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Figure 55: Make-up air balancing and tuning at Donald Street building after air sealing.
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.1 mparison of A | Billing Data for Donal t Buildi

The impact of any energy conservation measure can be readily measured by comparing the monthly billing
data before and after the implementation of such a measure. For a quick and definitive view, the project
team gathered the actual billing data for winter months scanning through monthly electric bills, These data
is plotted on Figure 56. As shown, the air-sealing has achieved the desired reductions in peak heating
demand and energy consumption.

Comparison of Billing Data
251 Donald Streel
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3.11_Potential for Reducing Peak Electric Demand in Ontario

Ontario has more than 18,000 high-rise residential buildings comprising 76.3 million square metre of floor
area. About 39% of these buildings use electricity as a main space heating fuel. Energy audit of several of
these electrically heated building has shown that there is a significant potential for improving the space
heating energy efficiency in these buildings. As shown in Section 1, energy audits and assessments of four
" high-rise buildings (10 to 22 storeys) in Ontario showed that the peak space heating demand varies from 35
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to 65 W/m® of floor space. During peak winter conditions, the air leakage component contributes to the
heating load by 10 to 18 W/m? - roughly 25 to 35% of the peak heating demand. Therefore, the control of
air leakage has become recognized as a key element in achieving energy conservation. Concerned especially
with reducing peak power demand, Ontario Hydro is exploring air leakage control of high-rise buildings as

a component of its DSM strategy.

To evaluate the potential impact of a DSM program aimed at air leakage control of high-rise buildings, the
potential peak electric demand and energy consumption was determined using the following assumptions:

about 65% of high-rise buildings are located in the 4200 degree days regibn with the winter design
temperature of -13°C;

other 35% of high-rise residential buildings are located in the degree days above 4200 with the winter
design temperature of -20°C;

about 40% of buildings are all electric (space heating and make-up air heated with electric), and
remaining buildings use electricity for space heating but use the fossil fuel for heating the corridor
make-up air;

the cycling factor of 0.6 was assumed (the cycling factor is defined as the ratio of simultaneous
occurrence of peak electric demand in all buildings to the sum of total peak electric demand of all
buildings).

the commercial air sealing work can be effective in reducing the air leakage by 35%.

Based on these assumptions, Table 19 provides the summary of potential energy and peak power demand
savings which can be obtained through air-sealing all electrically heated high-rise residential buildings. There
is a potential to reduce 191 MW of peak electric demand by air-sealing all of Ontario’s high-rise residential

stock.

Table 19: Potential energy and peak demand savings due to air lenkage control in Ontario.

Total Electric Heated" Air Leakage Potential Reductions
Floor Contribution about 35% sealing
Areaa o Area Energy Peak Energy Peak
(Mm’) m? GWh Demand GWh Demand
MW MW
High-rise Residential 76.3 39 29.76 833 545 292 - 191
Detached, medium 142 24 34,08 1,091 896 382 314
rise and row houses
Total potential reduction with @ 35% sealing equivalence: 505

" Using Building Stock Model - CANADA-II, Prepared by Scanada Consultants Limited
for Energy, Mines and Resources Canada, 1990.
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3.12 Summary

Two buildings were selected for the demonstration of air-sealing work. First, the estimation of air leakage
rates was performed using the assessment procedure. Based on these estimations, air-sealing priorities were
determined and the work plan for the air sealing was developed. The estimation method showed that there
was a potential for reducing the peak electric demand of 96 kW in the Donald Street building, and of 49 kW

in Bridleview building,

The fan tests were conducted to determine the "before and after air-sealing” improvements in the building
envelope airtightness. Based on airtightness results, the peak heating demand was calculated.

The continuous monitoring of energy and power consumption in these two building for the winter months
showed the following: The peak demand reduction in the Donald Street building was 85 kW, and in the
Bridleview building it was 42 kW. '

Based on these monitored results, the air leakage assessment procedure was modified and calibrated to
reflect the practical aspects regarding the airtightening of buildings. A good air-sealing of a building would
reduce the air leakage rate by 30 to 40%. The assessment method can predict the potential savings in energy
consumption within 5 to 15%.

Cost-benefit assessment showed that the average cost of air-sealing varied from $645 to $880 per kW of
demand reduction. The sealing of elevator shafts, garbage chutes and stairways was the most cost effective
in both buildings. The second ranking was exterior envelope leaks, windows and doors.

Indoor air quality tests showed that the air sealing of the building has no negative impact on the general
conditions of comfort and air quality in both buildings. In Bridleview building, it was observed that air
sealing has reduced the movement of stale odours.
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A 21 storey building in Ottawa was selected for the air leakage control. demonstration pro_jcct. '1jhc
heating system is all electric, electric baseboards throughout the building as well as electric heating

of the corridor make-up air.
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In Toronto, a 10 storey condominium building was selected for the project. This building is also
heated with clectric baseboards but the corridor make-up air is heated with natural gas.
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Infrared thermography was used to assess the air leakage and to determine if the building was free

from major moisture problems.
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Exfiltration at the top of the penthouse’s wall/roof joint is shown clearly with infrared
thermography.
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Dust markings are good tell tales of air leakage paths.
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Bottom and top of shafts, such as this garbage chute, which run through the full height of the
building must be looked at.
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Elevator shaft pulley holes are often the largest leakage paths from the elevator shafts into the
penthouse. '

Smoke pencils can be used to detect both infiltration and exfiltration paths, with or without fan
depressurization during the winter.
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Individual window tests are done to assess the air leakage Fan depressurization of individual apartments can help
characteristics of that component of the building envelope. to define typical leakage paths in the apartments.
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Air sealing work included window
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Window sashes were removed, the weatherstripping was replaced then the sashes were reinstalled.




: Air quality measurements were done before and after the air sealing.

Relative humidity and temperature in selected apartments were measured.
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AQR dosimeters were used to measure formaldehyde, before and after air sealing, as an additional
indicator of indoor air quality and air change.

Air Leakage Control in High-Rise Buildings _ Plate - 11




A whole building airtightness test was performed on the Ottawa building, before and after the air
sealing, using the axial vane fan (NRC), to verify the air leakage assessment procedure. The fan
is shown above and the recording equipment below.
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4. PLEMENTATION OF AIR SEALING MEASURES IN HIGH-RISE BUILDING

.1 _Field Application Consideration

The theoretical developments showed that the air-leakage component contributes to peak heating demand
by 12 to 25 W/m? of floor space in high-rise residential buildings located in Ontario. There is potential to
reduce this component by 4 to 10 W/m? of floor space by controlling the air infiltration. Therefore, the air
leakage control or weatherization offers a potentially remarkable DSM opportunity for Ontario Hydro. An
assessment of how to achieve this theoretical potential into a practical viability is one of the most important
aspects of this project. The air leakage control or weatherization program for high-rise buildings should

consider the following:

Set criteria for air leakage control of buildings,
- Identification and assessment of potential benefits to Hydro and to the building owner(s),

- Implementation of air leakage control work, and
Assessment of multi-storey residential weatherization program with regard to Hydro’s DSM objectives.

4.1.1 Criteria for air leakage control of high-rise buildings

The definition of a high-rise building, as used in this project, emerges from several publications and building
industry practises. A building of 8 storeys or higher (approximately 20 m or higher) falls in the category of
"high-rise" residential buildings and this definition should be used in the development of the weatherization
program. The criteria for the application of an air leakage control strategy can be defined as follows:

- the building has eight or more storeys;
the main space heating fuel is electric, and the peak total building electric load during winter months

is more than 150 kW (assumed on the basis of at least a 10 kW reduction in peak demand for the
building); ' '

there were no major recent renovations to the building envelope which have improved the airtightness
of the building; and

- owners are willing to participate in the weatherization program.

The above preliminary criteria are the minimum requirements which should be met before considering the
building for further assessment.

4.1.2 Identification and assessment of potential benefits

Once the building satisfies the minimum set requirements and is pre-screened, a detailed technical
assessment should be conducted to identify the potential benefits in terms of peak demand reduction and
energy savings using the air-sealing assessment procedure (described in the following sections). The air
leakage assessment procedure will lead through not only peak demand and energy consumption aspects, but
also through indoor air quality and thermal comfort aspects arising from air leakage control. Such an
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assessment or audit of the building will assist in developing a cost-effective work plan for the air leakage
control. The following components should be identified:

- potential reduction in peak electrical power and energy consumption,

- determination of Hydro’s cost incentive based on peak demand reduction,

- cost estimates of air leakage control with and without Hydro's incentives,

- cost-benefit assessment based on priorities for air leakage control, and

- a preliminary work plan or action plan for the implementation of air-sealing.

If the air-leakage assessment procedure does not show acceptable benefits to either Ontario Hydro or to the
building owner(s), the building should not be considered for weatherization. Otherwise, the engineering
assessment of the air leakage in the building will become the stepping stone for further work. The air
sealing assessment procedure will also provide a preliminary work plan for air sealing work.

4.1.3 Implementation
Implementation of air sealing work involves several factors:

- Selection of an air leakage control contractor from Ontario Hydro’s approved list
- Air-sealing of the building as per the approved work order developed using the air-sealing assessment

procedure
- Quality control and field inspections

Air-sealing of the building envelope is a very specialized trade. The success of weatherization depends on
the quality of air-sealing of the building. In these regards, Ontario Hydro may have to develop specific
training programs for contractors so that the high work quality and uniformity can be maintained. A quality
control inspection should be: conducted by the air-sealing assessor to verify the air-sealing. Performance
based contracting is another way to maintain high-standards of quality.

A recent report prepared by Con-Serve Group and CanAm Building Envelope Specialists Inc. for Ontario
Hydro provides the details on a training program for air leakage contractors, installation guidelines and air-

sealing materials and equipment [CANAM 1991].

4.1.4 Assessment of weatherization program with regard to DSM objectives

Initially, there should be strict assessment of each air-sealed high-rise building to establish the effectiveness
in reducing the peak power demand. A detailed monitoring of power demand and energy consumption
before and after air sealing may be necessary to obtain reliable data. A quick comparison between monthly
peaks may be sufficient enough in some cases.

Once there is sufficient confidence in the implementation of air-sealing work, a random sample of 5 to 10%
of buildings can be compared for the benefits of air-sealing. A periodic assessment of the weatherization
program should be conducted to evaluate its results in achieving the DSM set goals.
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4.2 Ai aling Technl

The following guidance of air-sealing the high-rise buildings has been gathered from various sources and the
practical experience of air leakage control contractors. The guidance can be equally applicable to retrofit

and new buildings.
4.2.1 Minimize Stack Effect

Stack effect is a function of the building height, wind velocity and direction, and the temperature difference
between indoors and outdoors. The created draft is in turn affected by certain external conditions, primarily
the size and location of openings and pressures exerted on the draft.

As seen before, for tall buildings stack effect can be a predominant driving force for air leakage and hence
account for a very substantial portion of the total heat loss. Since it is present continuously, the energy
required to balance stack effect will be a higher portion of the total heating energy consumption. Thus it
is very important to limit the stack effect in tall buildings.

With regard to various leakages the following suggestions are offered:

1) Cracks around doors to lobbies, elevators, stairwells and fire towers should be sealed as much as
possible by some means of weatherstripping or caulking,

2) Lobby entrances should be equipped with double doors or revolving doors.

3) Retail shops incorporated in residential buildings’ ground floors should be studied for careful and
proper control of openings between shops and an adjacent lobby which could be another path for

air infiltration.

4)  All openings for mechanical equipment such as outdoor exhaust and relief air louvres should be
equipped with properly designed dampers having neoprene edges so that positive shut-down with
minimum leakage can be achieved. Any other openings made to accommodate mechanical work,
such as clearance around piping in walls and floors, should be effectively plugged to reduce air flow.

5) Care should be taken in the construction of core walls to eliminate the possibility of excessive
cracking and consequent air infiltration.

6) Careful selection of door self-closures for stairwells should be made to ensure that they can function
and close against stack effect.

7) Mechanical ventilation equipment and heat recovery systems should be monitored and serviced
regularly to ensure design specifications and proper operation are being maintained. Often, when
this type of equipment is not maintained after a building’s construction, proper operation deteriorates
resulting in serious heating losses.
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In regard to pressure influencing draft, the following points can be made:

1)

2)

3)

4)

5)

6)

A positive pressure developed within the building will effectively reduce the amount of infiltration.
Consequently, the mechanical ventilation system should introduce a decidedly greater quantity of
fresh air into the building in comparison to the amount of air exhausted. However, energy

implications should be considered for such changes in retrofit situations.

Since stack pressures will be developed in elevator machine rooms through the shaft smoke holes,
the design of their ventilating systems should take this into consideration. A fan supplying air to the
machine room and connected to the outdoors should be capable of developing the required system
pressure losses plus the stack pressure. An exhaust fan, on the other hand, should be selected on
the basis of the stack pressure acting in concert with the fan’s dcveloped pressure. In many cases,
an exhaust fan for upper floor ventilation is not necessary since the stack pressure could provide for
the proper quantity of exhaust air through controlled openings to the outdoors.

Many buildings have an elevator penthouse with a thermostatically controlled exhaust fan and louvres.
During operation, these devices depressurize the building and increase infiltration problems at the

ground level,

A possible solution is the installation of a static pressure control in the elevator machine room to
modulate motorized dampers in louvred outdoor openings. This arrangement would utilize the stack
effect as the pressure required for the proper exhaust of air. As the outdoor temperature increased
and the static pressure fell off, the machine room temperature would tend to climb due to improper
ventilation, A thermostat would automatically start the exhaust fan and possibly an air supply system.
Another solution is to close outdoor dampers and mechanically cool the elevator machine rooms.

Although stack effect is the most important cause of air infiltration, it is important to note that wind
pressure is an important factor on the overall building pressure. The overall infiltration rate is
governed by the larger of the two motive forces, and the exterior wall pressure differences at any level

caused by wind and stack action are additive.

If, by air pressurization, the "neutral zone" is lowered to ground level, air infiltration is eliminated but
exfiltration is increased. The required rate of supply of outside air can be calculated. Reducing the
infiltration rate by pressurizing incurs a high heating cost penalty. It is more economical to pressurize
the ground floor only, provided the ground floor enclosure is reasonably air tight. Vestibule supply
units can also play a part in reducing air inrush at the entrance door.

Studies have been concluded on high rise buildings at the National Research Council of Canada, with
regard to using the central shaft with blowers to blow downward from the neutral level, in an attempt
to reduce air pressure differences across exterior walls. The results show reductions in pressure
differences across the exterior walls would depend on the recirculation rate and the internal
resistance of a building. Inside pressures of a building with a low internal resistance will not be
altered sufficiently to affect the pressure differences across the exterior walls.
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It was also noted that if both infiltration and exfiltration were eliminated by this means, then the
pressure differences caused by temperature differences (stack action) would be transferred from the
exterior walls to the walls of vertical shalfts which can give rise to difficulties in operating elevators
and stair doors. It is probable that the operation of this type of system would be difficult. The
preferred approach to reduce infiltration is by better outside wall construction so that walls are
relatively air tight, rather than using ventilation fans for pressurizing buildings.

4.2.2 Minimize Air Infiltration in High-rise Bulidings

)

2)

3)

4)

5)

6)

An infrared scan (thermograph) permits the location of warm air losses when the outside temperature
is low. Surface temperature indications using thermography (or surface temperature probes) not only
reveal variations in insulation, but also highlight unusual leakage areas.

To control infiltration, a review of the following building characteristics is recommended:

Air leakage through roof vents and sky lights;

Air leakage up elevators and stairwells;

Air leakage at revolving entrance doors or pressurized double door entrances;
Air leakage through shipping and receiving rooms;

Air leakage through open windows;

Heat loss through ventilating systems.

mo a0 op

Air infiltration alone cannot be relied upon to provide an adequate amount of outdoor air for the
ventilation of buildings with curtain wall construction and fixed glazing. The heating load caused by
ventilation air was found to be one of the major components of total heating load. Reducing air
infiltration by mechanically pressurizing a building can represent a high heating cost penalty.

Roof and perimeter wall junctions in high-rise multi-residential buildings should be considered to
reduce heat loss at a considerably small cost.

Control of entrance infiltration is an important way to reduce building energy consumption. Entrance
traffic rate, height of building and temperature differences cannot be controlled. Reducing entrance
infiltration can be accomplished by one or more of the following:

a. Reducing the pressure differential across the entrance by sealing or tightening other parts of the
building envelope;

b. Reducing the pressure differential across the entrance by pressurizing the structure with outdoor
ventilation;

c. Sealing the entrance by using the proper type of entrance doors (revolving doors). There should
be no infiltration across entrances no matter how high the building,

A critical location for leakage in buildings is associated with the junction of wall and roof and wall
and ground floor. This may be further aggravated when dropped ceilings are provided for service
spaces and the exterior wall above the ceiling is left unsealed or is inadequately treated with regard
to air tightness.

Air Leakage Control in High-Rise Buildings. _
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7)  Air leakage through exterior walls can also occur when the structural system or services penetrate
the air barrier, or where joints between dissimilar materials or components occur. Masonry can not

be installed tightly to structural steel columns and beams.

8) Air leakage should never be relied upon for ventilation or air supply and exhaust.

4.3 Implementation of Air Sealing Program

The implementation of a province-wide air leakage control program will be required to meet the DSM
objectives. In each electrically heated high-rise residential building, the air-sealing would involve the

following components:

1. Pre-screening of the building for air leakage control;
2. Field assessment of air leakage and potential control strategies, cost benefits, and decision scenario;

3. Selection of an air leakage control contractor from Ontario Hydro’s approved list;
4. Air-sealing of as per the approved work order developed using the air-sealing assessment procedure;

and
5. Quality control and evaluation based on DSM objectives.

Appendix A provides more information on above components.

4.4 Related Issues

This project set out with a principal objective of developing the required assessment procedure for evaluating
the potential effects and benefits of air sealing of high-rise buildings. Feasibilities of air-sealing work was
demonstrated and validated with the measured reductions in peak power demand. There are still certain
components which should be looked into for a successful implementation of the high-rise residential

weatherization program,

- The computer implementation of the assessment procedure would assist in further simplification of the
procedure by making it more user-friendly. The assessment procedure was developed in the modular
fashion to ease the computer implementation.

- A detailed quality control program should be established to verify and raise a higher degree of
confidence in the assessment procedure. This would involve "whole" building airtightness tests and
energy consumption monitoring of at least 5 to 10% of the proposed buildings.

A training program should be established for the air-sealing assessors and the air leakage control
contractors to effectively implement the program.

The implementation of a high-rise leakage control (weatherization) program must be done with full
consideration of the issues related to performance contracting, training of air-sealing assessors and air
leakage control contractors, and quality control. Effective implementation of such a program would benefit

Ontario Hydro and the building owners.
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5. CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

A simplified procedure has been developed for assessing air leakage and its control potential for electrically
heated high-rise residential buildings of eight storeys and higher (20 m or higher). This procedure has three
components: field assessment of air leakage paths in the building; calculation of air leakage rate at the
winter design conditions; and cost-benefit assessment and development of work plan for air-sealing.

Two high-rise residential buildings were selected for the demonstration of air-sealing work and the validation
of the assessment procedure. The monitored results showed that the peak demand reduction in the Donald
Street building in Ottawa (floor space of 14,290 m®), was 85 kW at the winter design conditions (11% of the
peak electric demand). The saving in energy consumption during the heating season was 165 MWh or
roughly 12% of the space heating energy use. At the Bridleview building in Toronto (floor space of 9,825
m? - building make-up air heated with natural gas), the electric demand reduction was 42 kW (8.5% of the
peak electric demand). The savings in electric energy consumption during the heating season was 63.3 MWh
or roughly 6.5% of electric space heating energy use. The assessment method predicted the potential savings
in energy and power consumption within 5 to 10%.

Based on the successful demonstration of air-sealing work and the assessment procedure, it can be concluded
that the air leakage control or weatherization offers a potential to reduce the peak electric:demand by 4 to
10 W/m?® of floor space depending on the location and building characteristics. A simplified analysis of
Ontario’s high-rise residential building stock suggests an air leakage control potential of roughly 6 W/m? of
floor space.

Cost-benefit assessment showed that the average cost of air-sealing varied from $645 to $880 per kW of
demand reduction for the two test buildings. The sealing of elevator shafts (top, bottom and external walls),
garbage chutes (top and bottom) and stairways was the most cost effective air-sealing practise in both
buildings. The second most cost effective methods were the sealing of the exterior envelope, windows and
doors, based on cost and potential peak demand savings.

Indoor air quality tests showed that the air sealing of the building had no negative impact on the general
conditions of comfort and air quality in both buildings. In both these buildings, it was also observed that the
air sealing had reduced the movement of stale odours. In fact, the sealing allowed for more consistent
adjustment of air supply to the apartments.

It is recommended that the assessment procedure be used for the estimation of the air leakage rate in high-
rise buildings. A user-friendly computer application of the assessment procedure would certainly assist in
ease of implementation. A detailed quality control program should be established to verify and raise a
higher degree of confidence in the assessment procedure.

The implementation of a high-rise leakage control (weatherization) program should consider the issues
related to performance contracting, training of air-sealing assessors and air leakage control contractors, and
quality control. Successful implementation of such a program would benefit both Ontario Hydro and the

building owners.
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HIGH-RISE RESIDENTIAL BUILDINGS WEATHERIZATION PROJECT

PROCEDURE FOR ASSESSING AIR LEAKAGE AND POTENTIAL
CONTROL IN HIGH-RISE RESIDENTIAL BUILDINGS
(Electrically Heated Eight Storeys and Higher)

The purpose of this procedure is:

to characterize the building and assess its air-sealing potential and to reduce energy usage; and

to estimate the relative importance of various air leakages and to establish the priorities for air-sealing
work.

The procedure has been assembled in the following parts:

-  Building Audit and Field Inspection .

- Estimation of the Uncontrolled Air Leakage Component

- Determination of Air Sealing Priorities

- Development of Work Plan for Air Sealing of the Building,

The building should be described by completing the first part - Building Audit and Field Inspection - during
the site visit. The attached Guide provides the description of various field inspection procedures and suggests
"what to look for" the building to assess air leakages. The Guide also suggests appropriate air leakage

characteristics of various building envelope components.

The second part assists in the estimation of the uncontrolled air leakage component as a whole. With the data
gathered from the ficld visit, the calculation of air leakage is determined using the step-by-step method. The
electric savings potential in reducing the leakage is then calculated. The Guide explains each step in detail with

an example.

The third and fourth parts deal with determining the air sealing priorities and the development of a work plan
for air-sealing the building.

Please read the attached Guide to familiarize with the air-sealing assessment procedure.



HIGH-RISE WEATHERIZATION PROJECT

PROCEDURE FOR ASSESSING AIR LEAKAGE AND POTENTIAL
CONTROL IN HIGH-RISE RESIDENTIAL BUILDINGS

Inspection Date:

Identification Number:

1. Building Identification

1.1 Job Name and Address

Job Name:

Address:

Contact: Phone: ( ) &
FAX: ( )

1.2 Customer Name and Address

Customer Name:

Address:

Contact: Phone: ( )
FAX: ( )

Other Contacts: Phone: ( )
Phone: ( ) -

;.:;lir'-S'e'a_lIriqgsiﬁg;'ani'siimnt-: Procedure G




2. Site Plan

Please sketch of plan view and elevation. Indicate the overall dimensions, north arrow directions and
ground floor, and typical floor and roof layout. (From architectural drawings or site-plans if available.)







Building Dimensions and Areas (from drawings and plans if available)

Bullding Floor Area and Volume: Determine the total enclosed heated and unheated floor area of the
building,

Exposed Building Envelope Area: Determine the total building envelope area using the exterior
dimensions, inclusive of walls, roof, windows (including frames), doors and exposed floors.

Pt o
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3. Building Description and Occupancy

Year of Construction: I | Number of Stories: I:

Type of Construction:

Occiguoey: | | (totat)

Number of Suites: 1BR: __ 2BR: ___ 3BR: ___  Other: ___

Wind Shielding: I:I (Consider the surroundings within a radius of the height of the building

times 4 or s0.)
1. Building in an open and flat terrain (very exposed - e.g., airport)
2. Suburban (exposed - cluster of low-rise buildings only)

-3. Urban (mostly shielded - by other high-rise buildings)

Building Shape: I:l 1. Rectangular or square 2. L shaped
(plan view) 3. C shaped 4, E shaped
5. T shaped 6. Other

Compass Orientation of Front Wall (degrees from North): l:l or one of the below: :’

1. North 2. NE 3. NW 4. South 5. SE 6. SW 7. East 8. West
Building Dimensions: Width (Front Wall): m
(from plans/sketch) Length: m

Height: m
Total Floor Area: Heated: m?
Unheated: m®
Total: m?
Building Volume: Heated: m®
Unheated: m®
Total: m®
Building Exterior Envelope Area:  Walls: m?
(above grade) Windows: m®
Roof: m?
Doors: m?
Other: m?
Total: m®

“Alr Sealan‘_‘Ass_eismant"Pi‘ocodure




4. Energy Use

4.1 Fuels by End Use

Spai:e Heating: D 1.
' 3.

Space Cooling: l:l 1.
zl

30

Make-up Air Heating: I:' 1.
(Supplied to corridors) 3.

Make-up Alr Cooling: D 1.

(Supplied to corridors) 2.
Hot Water: [:] 1.
3.

4.2 Electric Rates

Central heating by electric
Oil or other

Electric Baseboard 2.
Natural Gas 4.

Window air-conditioners (how many? l l)
Central cooling using electric chillers
Other 4. None

Electric Baseboard 2. Central heating by electric

Natural Gas 4. Oil or other
Central cooling using electric chillers
Other 3. None
Electric 2. Natural Gas
(0]1] 4, Other

Consult with local Hydro representative or check the current electric bill to indicate applicable format

and electric rates.

Type of Service: D 1. Residential 2. General 3. Commercial 4. Time of Use & Large User 5. Other

WINTER SUMMER
Energy: First kWh at cents/kKWh cents/kWh
Next kWh at cents/kWh cents/kWh
Next kWh at cents/kWh cents/kWh
Balance kWh at cents/kWh cents/kWh
Demand:  First kW at $KW kW
Balance kW at $/kW kW
Peak Demand Hours: From o’clock to o’clock (Winter)

From

o’clock to o’clock (Summer)




Front Wall Right Wall Back Wall Left Wall

( ) ( ) ( ) ( )
Building Component Leakage | Leakage | Leakage | Leakage | Leakage | Leakage | Leakage | Leakage
Length | Class | Length | Class | Length | Class | Leagth | Qass
Type 4:
Description:
Size:
Quantity:

-Weatherstripping Perimeter
per window: m
-Caulking perimeter: m
-Other

Doors
Type 1:

Description:

Size:

Quantity:

-Weatherstripping Perimeter
per door: m
-Caulking perimeter: m
-Other

Type 2:
Description:

Size:

Quantity:

-Weatherstripping Perimeter
per door: m
-Caulking perimeter: m
-Other

Type 3:
Description:

Size:

Quantity:

-Weatherstripping Perimeter
per door; m
-Caulking perimeter: m
-Other

Air Sealing )

aaamant Procedure




Front Wall Right Wall Back Wall Left Wall
( ) ( ) ( ) ( )
Building Component Leakage | Leakage | Leakage | Leakage | Leakage | Leakage | Leaknge | Leakage
' Length Class Length Class Length Class | Length Class

Envelope Leakages
Description:
1.

2.

3.

4.

51

6‘

7.

Louvres and Exhaust
Hatches

-Size of exhaust louvre:
-Fresh air fan grilles:
-Laundry room exhaust:
-Other

Miscellaneous
-Water hose bibs
-Electric fixtures

-Fire hoses
~Transformer entry door
-Other

Other Notes

e

U‘I:hb-'l

.
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8.2 Typical Floor (Between 2nd and Top Floor - Exterior Envelope)

Front Wall Right Wall Back Wall Left Wall
( = B ) ( ) ( )

Building Component Leal Leakage | Leakage | Leaknge | Leakage | Leakage | Liakage | Lcakage
Length Qass Length Qlass Length Qass | Length Qass

Windows
Type 1:

Description;

Quantity:
-Weatherstripping Perimeter
per window: m
-Caulking perimeter: m
-Other

Type 2:
Description:

Quantity: _
-Weatherstripping Perimeter
per window: m
-Caulking perimeter: m
-Other

Type 3:
Description:

Quantity: _____
-Weatherstripping Perimeter
per window: m
-Caulking perimeter: m
-Other

Doors
Type 1:

Description:

Quantity:

-Weatherstripping Perimeter
per door: m '
-Caulking perimeter: m
-Other
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Building Component

Front Wall

(

)

Right Wall

(

)

Back Wall

(

)

Left Wall

(

)

Leakage
Length

Leakage
Class

Leakage
Leagth

. Leakage

Class

Leakage
Length

Leakage

Class

Type 2:
Description:

Quantity:

-Weatherstripping Perimeter
per door: m
-Caulking perimeter: m

-Other

Envelope Leakages.
Description:

1
2.

Louvres and Exhaust
Hatches

-Size of exhaust louvre:
-Fresh air fan grilles:
-Other

Miscellaneous
-Electric fixtures
-Other

Other Notes

(3]
.




6.3 Underground Parking and Basement Survey

Please refer to Guide for more information. Air leakage into a basement or underground parking may be
controlled by sealing the perimeter envelope, above grade and below, or by sealing the separating elements that
isolate the basement from the building above. It is always preferable to focus only on sealing the separating
elements: the floor above, all penetrating shafts, stair doors, elevator vestibules etc. In such cases, only these
separating elements need be assessed below.

Description Alr-Sealing | Leakage Leakage
Method | Length (m) Class

1. | Basement Exterior Doors:

- Weatherstripping perimeter: m.

- Caulking perimeter: m,
Basement Exterior Windows:

- Weatherstripping perimeter: m,

- Caulking perimeter: m,
Exterior Envelope Cracks above Grade

Description:

1. m.

2. m,

3. e o= oo T

SEPARATING ELEMENTS

2. | Electrical Room

1. Cable penetrations to the building m
2.

3

3. | Boiler Room
1.
2,
3.

1. Elevator vestibule
2. Stairwell and door
3. Other

4,




6.4 Mechanical Room, Penthouse and Roof Inspection

Please refer to Guide for more information. Air escaping the building through the mechanical room/penthouse
may be controlled at the separation between the building and the room, or by attempting to seal the exterior
envelope of a room, fan louvres etc. The former is almost always the more cost-effective line of attack. In such
case, the assessor may ignore the following points on the penthouse envelope and focus only on the building roof
and stairs.

Description Air-Sealing | Leakage Leakage
Method Length (m) Class

Exterior walls and roof joint:
1
2.
3.

Exhaust Fans and Penthouse Ventilation Louvres

Floor Penetrations (building roof/penthouse floor):
1. Pipe penetration
2. Cable penetration
3. Ducts

Stalrs Connected to Penthouse (or Mechanical Room)
1.
2

Access Hatches at the Roof

Elevator Shafts
1. Opening at the Cable Drive - 1 m?
2. Opening at the Cable Drive - 2 m?
3. m®
Smoke Shafts
1. Opening area at the top m*
- 4 m®
Garbage Chute Hatches at the Roof
1. Opening area at the top m®
2. m?
Other
1

AIrSealIrlg _gs'i;a_fii‘jsjﬁ;éht'Ptocadtira“* ik




7. Interior Survey

Air leakage paths through the building envelope should also be assessed from the inside: Entry and overhead
doors, main entrance overhangs, laundry room exhaust vents, garbage room chute, smoke shafts, pipe
penetrations, fire doors, perimeter baseboard heaters, elevator shafts and garbage room.

7.1 Ground Floor, Hallway, Stairwell, Elevator Shafts and Service Shafts: Leaks to Outdoors

Description Air-Sealing | Leakage Leaknge
Method | Length (m) Class

1. | Ground Floor
- Main entrance projections
- Other

Envelope Leaks
s
2.
3.

Service Rooms
1.
2.

Other

W
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(Interior Survey: Ground Floor and Shafts - Continued)
2. | Elevator Shafts:
" | Leaks to outdoor: m?
Other leaks: m?
m2
Garbage Chutes:
Leaks to outdoor: m?
Other leaks: m?
mﬂ
Stairwells:
Exposed opening: m?
ma
Envelope leaks:
1. m Class width m®
2, m Class ___ width m®
3 m Class width m*
4, m Class width m?
Fire Shafts (or Smoke Shafts):
Leaks to outdoor: m®
Other leaks: m®
m2
ling Assessment Procedure. . Page A-16




7.2 One Bedroom Suite Inspection (Leaks to outdoor)

Description Afr-Sealing | Leakage Leakage
Method | Length (m) Claoss

1. | Interior Inspection

Baseboard heater: m

Leaks around pipes and cable penetrations: m?

Leakage around exhaust fan ducts through exterior

envelope: m?

Envelope leaks which are not included clsewhere:
1.

2.
3.
4.

2. | Depressurization test: If the unit is depressurized using the blower door fan, note the various air
leakage paths using smoke pencils or tracers. The air leakage from exterior envelope, party walls,
exhaust fan, and pipe penetrations should be noted as follows:

1. Baseboard heater on exterior wall: Is the leak from baseboard heater an outdoor air leak or
coming from party walls? If the air leak is from the party wall then the baseboard leak may
not be a through envelope leak.

2. Floor and exterior wall joints

3. Ceiling and exterior wall joints

4, Balcony

5. Window / wall joint

6. Door and wall joint

7. Other observations

Alr "Seal_l'rjg_-fAsa'é;_a'mam Procedure




7.3 Two Bedroom Suite Inspection (Leaks to outdoor)

Description Air-Sealing | Leakage Leakage
Method | Length (m) Class
1. |Interior Inspection
Baseboard heater: _m
Leaks around pipes and cable penetrations: m?
Leakage around exhaust fan ducts through exterior
envelope; m®
Envelope leaks which are not included elsewhere:
1
2.
3
4,
2. | Depressurization test: If the unit is depressurized using the blower door fan, note the various air

leakage paths using smoke pencils or tracers. The air leakage from exterior envelope, party walls,
exhaust fan, and pipe penetrations should be noted as follows:

1. Bascboard heater on exterior wall: Is the leak from baseboard heater an outdoor air leak or
coming from party walls? If the air leak is from the party wall then the baseboard leak may

not be a through envelope leak,
2. Floor and exterior wall joints -
3. Ceiling and exterior wall joints
4. Balcony
5. Window / wall joint
6. Door and wall joint

7. Other observations

} Assessment Procedure




7.4 Three Bedroom Suite Inspection (Leaks to outdoor)

not be a through envelope leak.
2. Floor and exterior wall joints
3. Ceiling and exterior wall joints
4. Balcony
5. Window / wall joint
6. Door and wall joint

7. Other observations

Description Air-Sealing | Leakage Leakage
Method | Length (m) Class
1. |Interior Inspection
Baseboard heater: -
Leaks around pipes and cable penetrations: m?
Leakage around exhaust fan ducts through exterior
envelope: m?
Envelope leaks which are not included elsewhere:
1
2,
3
4.
2. | Depressurization test: If the unit is depressurized using the blower door fan, note the various air

leakage paths using smoke pencils or tracers. The air leakage from exterior envelope, party walls,
exhaust fan, and pipe penetrations should be noted as follows:

1. Baseboard heater on exterior wall: Is the leak from baseboard heater an outdoor air leak or
coming from party walls? If the air leak is from the party wall then the baseboard leak may

Alr Sealing As
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HIGH-RISE RESIDENTIAL BUILDINGS WEATHERIZATION PROJECT

PROCEDURE FOR ASSESSING AIR LEAKAGE AND POTENTIAL
CONTROL IN HIGH-RISE RESIDENTIAL BUILDINGS
(Electrically Heated Eight Storeys and Higher)

The estimation procedure includes the following sections:

- Determination of air leakage area
Determination of pressures due to stack, wind and mechanical ventilation

- Calculation of air leakage flow rates at different heights

-  Estimation of net air leakage component
-  Estimation of savings in peak electric heating demand and energy consumption due to mr-sealmg

- Determination of air-sealing priorities

1. Weather Data

The peak air infiltration occurs during the peak winter design conditions. The winter design conditions can be
obtained from Table ?? of Guide or National Building Code. (For example, the winter design temperature for
Toronto is -18 C, mean wind speed for air leakage calculations is 11.5 m/s and the heating degree days are 3646
C-days.) The field inspection visit provides information on the surrounding wind shielding conditions.

Location

Winter Design Temperature 2.5%, °C
Mean Wind Speed, m/s

Wind Shielding and Terrain Type

Heating Degree Days (below 18 °C)

2. Calculation of Air Leakage Area

Determine the air leakage area using the field inspection data.

' ﬁlr'Seallljg'?éﬁs';'ésfsfnent Procedure




Total

Storey |Component Front Wall Right Wall Back Wall Left Wall Leakage
Lo [ dam | Lonci [ Lcnbmm] rt | g | ] e | | A | Loskogs o8
& Class | Value m® | & Class | Value (m®) Value m> | & Class | Value ) | 11+14
@ _® LS . O O O o T @ | | @ | @ [ a9y
-exterior | Type 1
envelope | Type 2
Type 3
Type 4
Total
—
Type 2
Type 3 |

R

bt B (6l o

Total

Air Sealing Assessment Procedure
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Total
Storey | Component Front Wall Right Wall Back Wall Left Wall Leakage
- 2
Leakage | Assign | Leakage | Leakage | Assign | Leakage | Leakage | Assign | Leakage | Leakage | Assign | Leakage |Area, m
Length | Leakage | Area | Length | Leakage | Area | Length | Leakage | Area | Length | Leakage | Area | 5+8+
& Class | Value (m®) | & Class | Value (m®) | & Class | Value (m®) | & Class | Value m? | 11+14
“ ® @ ®lolo|lo|lole|lo|w|w|aeom]|awo]|ao
Ground M:scellaneous* : T = T = -
-exterior | Exhaust louvres
envelope | Fresh air fan grilles

Laundry exhaust

Water hose bibs

Electric fixtures

Fire hoses

Other 1.

2.

3.

Air Sealing Assessment Procedure
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Storey

Component

Front Wall

Total

Right Wall Back Wall Left Wall Leakage
Leakage | Assign | Leakage | Leakage | Assign | Leakage | Leakage | Assign Leakage | Leakage | Assign | Leakage |Area, m?
Length | Leakage | Area Length | Leakage | Area Length | Leakage | Area Length | Leakage | Area | 5+8+
I & Class | Value (m® | & Class | Value (m°) [&Class| Value | @® & Class| Value m?® | 11+14
o]l o lolololololeolo|w|w|wm|olw "
floor
between | Type 2
2nd and | Type 3
top Type 4
floor Total
-exterior D°°"3 L . 5
envelope|Typer | | | | | | v VT 1T 1T
Type 2
Type 3

Total

Total

Air Sealing Assessment Procedure
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Storey

Component

Total

Front Wall Right Wall Back Wall Left Wall Leakage
Leakage | Assign | Leakage | Leakage | Assign | Leakage | Leakage | Assign | Leakage | Leakage | Assign | Leakage |Area, m*®
Length | Leakage | Area | Length | Leakage | Area | Length | Leakage | Area | Length | Leakage | Area | 5+8+
& Class | Value (m® | & Class | Value (m®) | & Class | Value (m®) | & Class | Value m® | 11+14
@) &) 4 ©) (6) () (8) ©) (10) (11) (12) (13) (14)
floor Exhaust louvres
between |Fresh air fan grilles
2nd and |Laundry exhaust
top Water hose bibs
floor Electric lamps
-exterior | Fire hoses
envelope | Other 1.
2,
3.

Total

Air Sealing Assessment Procedure
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Shafts Leakage Area

Leaks connecting to outdoors or to top and bottom zones only.

Elevator Shafts Leakage Area, m? Stairwells Leakage Area, m®| Service Shafts Garbage Chute | Smoke Shafts | Total Leakage
Sto Leakage Area,| Leakage Area, | Leakage Area, Area, m®
rey Elevator - 1 | Elevator - 2 | Elevator - 3 | Stairwell - 1| Stairwell - 2 m> o bt

Ground Floor and Basement

2nd to Top Floor’

Roof and Penthouse

Total Leakage Area, m

* Only where shafts form part of exterior envelope.

Air Sealing Assés_smént Procedure
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3. Total Leakage Area Summation

—=

Windows | External | Building | Elevator & | Miscellaneous | Total | Comments
Storey (m® Doors | Envelope | Service (m?
(m® (m? Shafts
(m®)
Ground and
Basement
2nd to Top
Roof and
Penthouse

Pércéhtése- of
Leakage Area -

4. Calculation of Air Leakage Rates

4.1 Calculation of Stack Pressure, Ps

Stack pressure, Ps, can be obtained using the following equation:

P,=pg(h1-h2)[T,-TYT,+*TDC

where, Ps = pressure difference due to stack effect, Pa
rho = air density, kg/m® (use 1.18)
T, = indoor temperature, K (use 293 K = 273 + 20 C)
T, = outdoor temperature, K (winter design condition)
h2 = building height at which stack pressure is being determined, m
hl = building height at which neutral pressure plane occurs (assume mid-height of building), m
TDC = Thermal Draft Coefficient (refer Table ?7? of Guide)

The Table ?? provides value of stack pressures for four residential apartment buildings. These values can be
used for first trial calculations.

4.2 Calculation of Wind Pressure, Pw

The wind pressure is given as,




P=(pC,V P2
where, Pw = average surface pressure due to wind, Pa
C, = surface pressure coefficient, varies from 0.25 to 0.35 (refer Table ??)
V4 = wind speed, m/s

The wind speed, V,,, can be determined using the following equations:

Vyy=A, +V_*(H/10)*

where, H = height at which wind pressure is to be dctermincci,
Ve = mean wind speed obtained from metrological data, m/s
A,, a = coefficients dependent on terrain and wind shiclding (refer Table ?? of Guide)

Calculations:
1. Determine the following to calculate stack pressure distribution:

81 = [T,- T,J/T, for example, for an indoor temperature of 20 C and outdoor temperature of -18 C,
value of S1 is [(273 +20)-(273 + (-18)))/(273 + (-18)) = 0.149

S1 =

$2 = density x gravitational constant = 1.18 * 9.81 = 11.58
2=

SC =81*82*TDC for example, 0.1-;19 *11.58* 0.8
SC =

hl = mid height of the building, m e.g. for a 80 m tall building, h1 = 40 m

2. Determine the following to calculate wind pressure distribution:

W1 =A,*V,, forexample, for a Toronto building in suburban terrain (A, = 0.60 and V,,, = 115
' . m/s), W1 = 69

W1 =

m
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W2 = density * pressure coefficient /2 = L18 * 0.25/2 = 0.148

W2 =

4.3 Calculation of Air Leakage Rate

The air flow rate through a leakage area A is defined as,

where, Q

Cd =

A
rho
AP

4.4 Steps

Il

I

Q=C,*A+/ZAF]p

Air flow rate, m%/s

discharge coefficient for the leakage path, varies from 0.65 to 0.85 (use 0.7)
Leakage area, m*

density, kg/m® (use 1.18)

pressure difference across building envelope, Pa

The following forms are used to determine the air leakage rate at each floor. Steps are as follows:

Step 1.
Step 2.
Step 3.

Step 4.
Step 5.

Step 6.

Step 7.
Step 8.

Step 9.

Step 10.

Enter the height of each floor measured from the ground.

Enter the air leakage area from the previous sections.

Calculate the wind pressure Pw at each floor level using the equations as described above. The
average wind pressure acting on the building envelope will induce air leakage in the building.
Determine the air-flow due to wind Qw using the wind pressure Pw.

First assume that the neutral pressure plane occurs at the mid height of the building. The
value of hl will be (height of the building / 2).

Determine the stack pressure Ps using the equations as described above. The positive value
of stack pressure indicate air infiltration into the building and negative values indicate
exfiltration from the building.

Determine the air-flow due to stack Qs using the absolute value of stack pressure Ps. Assign
the algebraic sign to this air-flow as that of Ps.

Determine the total air-flow Q for the floor, using the quadrature equation as defined above.
Assign the algebraic sign to this air-flow as that of air-flow due to stack Qs.

Add the air infiltration flows Qi (positive values of Q) and air exfiltration flows Qo (negative
values of Q). Compare Qi and Qo. If the difference is more than 5% ((Qi-Qo)/Qi), repeat
the calculations from Step 5 by shifting the height of neutral pressure plane. If Qi is greater
than Qo, then assume the neutral pressure plane one floor below than before. If Qi is smaller
than Qo, then assume the neutral pressure plane one floor above than before. Repeat these
calculations.

The net infiltration or exfiltration flow (Qi or Qo) is the uncontrolled air leakage rate.

(Please refer to illustrated example in the Guide)

‘Al Sealing Assessment Procedure.




Calculation of Air Leakage Rate =~

1. Height of

2. Leakage

4, Stack Pressure Calculations

5. Air-flow Calculations

Instructions: 3. Wind Pressure Calculations:

building area as - WL =A *V - hl is height of neutral - Q1 = 0.7%(2/1.18)*° = 091

measured | calculated pressure plane measured |- Qs = A*Ql * (|Ps|)*®

from above |from - W2 = air density * Cp /2 from the ground - Ow=A*Ql* (Pw)

ground Table ??. = 1.18%0252 = 0148 |- S1 = [T,-TJT, - 0 = (@5 + WD

- S2=118%*981 = 1158 |- Assign proper algebraic sign to Os and Q
- SC=S81%82+*TDS depending on Ps.
Storey Height Leakage Wind Pressure, Pw, (Pa) Stack Pressure, Ps, (Pa) Air-flow Calculations
h2 Area (m®
A( ) W3 = (WI*(h2/10)%) | W2*(W3)* Height SC*(2-h1) | Air-flow due to | Air-flow due to | Total air-flow
Difference Stack (m%/s) Wind (m%/s) (m?s)
hE-KE) Qs Ow 0
Ground

1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
11
12

Air Sealing Assessment Procedure
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Storey Height Leakage Wind Pressure, Pw, (Pa) Stack Pressure, Ps, (Pa) Air-flow Calculations
h2 Area (m°)
A W3 =(W1*(12/10)") | W2*(W3)* Height SC#(h2-h1) | Air-flow due to | Air-flow due to | Total air-flow
Difference Stack (m%s) | Wind (m%s) (ms)
(h1-h2) Os ow Qo
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
2
2
24
25
26
27
28
29
30

Total Air Flow (m?/s)

Air Seaﬁng Assessment _Procédu're
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4.5 Air Leakage Rate

The air infiltration rate in this building at peak design conditions is m®%s or Ls.

5. Calculations of Reductions in Peak Demand and Energy Consumption

The peak heating due to infiltration at the design weather conditions can be obtained by

HL,,=QpC,AT

where,
HL,, = heatload due to air infiltration, kW
Q = air inflow rate, m%/s
p = air density, kg/m® (about 1.18)
C = specific heat of air, kJ/(kg C) (about 1.0)

Using standard air p = 1.18 kg/m®, and C, = 1.0 kJ/(kg C), the above equation simplifies to:

g=1.18Q(T,-T)

Infiltration air-flow Qi = m’/s
Indoor and outdoor temperature difference is °C.

Peuk Heuting Load, HL,, = 118 * Qi * (T7 - To)
Peak Heating Load = 118* L2 - ) kW

13

The above heat load is the total demand due to uncontrolled infiltration. Total air-sealing of the building would
reduce the peak heat demand by this amount, but that is not practicable. Cost effective air-sealing will result
in reducing a substantial portion. The reduction in heat load will be proportional.

For most high-rise residential the air-sealing effectiveness, S,yycuenesss MaY vary from 20% to a maximum of 40%
depending on the extent of air sealing, The assessor’s judgement will normally be in that range.

nt Procedure




For high-rise buildings consider the following air-sealing effectiveness
Loose construction, S y.enes = 0:40
Average construction, S .nes = 032
Tight construction, S,y .eness = 025

The reduction in peak heating demand due to air sealing will then be:
ALy padscrions =S atactvenses*HL s

The HL, ymeduction) Should be utilized in determining the incentive for air-sealing costs.

The energy reduction in energy consumption is given as following:

E=(HL 5y, gicvion * DD *C)(AT)
where, E = Annual reduction space heating energy, kWh
DD = Annual heating degree days, (C - days)
AT = Design temperature difference, C (77 - To)

c = C-factor, Credit factor, hours/day

The value of degree days is obtained from the weather data, The C-factor allows credits for internal heat gains
due to sun, lights, people, equipment, night setback and for the reduced mechanical ventilation. With these
internal gains, only a fraction of the full load energy is actually required. This fraction is multiplied by 24
(hours/day) produces the "C" factor. For high-rise residential buildings, the C-factor varies from 14 to 18
hours/day. [Refer Guide for more information.]

Annual Heating Degree Days, DD = °C-days
Design Temperature Difference, AT = (71 - To) = ( - ) =
C-factor = hours/day

E=(HL, p/ potucion) *PD*C)(AT)

ey

sessment Procedure =
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6. Ranking of Air-Sealing Priorities

6.1 Building Components

Based on component leakage area, the reductions in peak demand can be roughly ranked as follows:

Building Percentage of Leakage | Potential Demand | Demand Ranking
Component Area (from page B-7) Reduction, Reduction, | (ascending)

HL pypractsction) kW

Exterlor Windows
Exterior Doors
Building Envelope
Elevators & Shafls

Miscellaneous
—

6.2 Leakage Area Distribution

Plot a distribution of air flows at each floor level on the attached graph. The leakage rates at the basement,
ground, top floor and penthouse are generally higher than other floors. From the graph determine the
predominant floors where air leakage rates are higher than other floors. If only these floors are air-sealed than
it would result in reducing a substantial component of air leakage in the building. It has been established with
several sensitivity analyses that, as a general rule, for a building the top 1/3rd and bottom 1/3rd height
contributes more than 75 to 90% of total air leakage in the building (for example, for a 30 storey building, the
bottom 10 floors and top 10 floors). From the graph, determine the following:

Below Neutral Pressure Plane (below the floor where air leakage rate is zero):

- Determine the total air infiltration rate (sum of all air leakage rates), Qi: _ mYs
- Determine the air leakage rate for the bottom 1/3rd floor levels, Qi(bottom 1/3): _____ m%s
- Ratio of Qi(bottom 1/3) | Qi = = (B62A)

Above Neutral Pressure Plane (above the floor where air leakage rate is zero):

- Determine the total air exfiltration rate (sum of all air leakage rates), Qo: m°/s
- Determine the air leakage rate for the top 1/3rd floor levels, Qo(top 1/3): m®/s
- Ratio of Qo(top 1/3) | Qo = = (B-6.2B)

- Ratio (B-6.2A) or (B-6.2B) is in the range of 0.7 or more: O Yes 0O No

If yes, the air-sealing of bottom 1/3rd and top 1/3rd height of building offers the potential peak demand
reduction of HL .y mequction * Mmaximum of (B-6.24 or B-6.2B) = kw,

AlrSeaI{ng Asse A PagaB—'M




Profile of Air Leakage Rate
(Plot of Q and Floor Level - Page B-10)

Alr-flow Rate, m3/s

3.0
2.5
2.0
1.5
1.0
0.5
0.0
-0.6
-1.0
-1.5
-2.0
~2.5

-3.0 —
Ground 3 ] T *] " 13 16 17 19 21 23 26 27 28

Floor Level

| 1 1 1 1 | 1




7. Summary of Air-Sealing Assessment




ONTARIO HYDRO
HIGH-RISE RESIDENTIAL BUILDINGS WEATHERIZATION PROJECT

SUMMARY OF ASSESSMENT OF AIR LEAKAGE AND POTENTIAL BENEFITS

Job Name: Date:
Address:

Telephone:
Building Type: Building Age:
Building Area: m? Heating Fuel:

An Ontario Hydro’s weatherization assessor has been through your building to assess its suitability for air leakage control. The following table
shows the air leakage control measures that are applicable to your building, based on assessor’s findings. Note that the cost figures shown in

the table are based on the assessor’s preliminary estimates and that the final air-sealing implementation costs for the measures will be based on
a detailed estimate done by an approved air-sealing contractor.

- | Estimated Potential Energy Savings Estimated Implementation Costs
Ale-Sealing: Mesapre Neieriptian Demand | Energy | Costs (5) Owner's | Ontario Hydro’s | Total (5)
(kW) (kWh) Contribution ($) | Contribution ($)
1. |Windows
2. | External Doors
3. | Building Envelope
4. | Elevator & Service Shafts
5. | Miscellaneous
Total




APPENDIX B: SAMPLE CALCULATIONS

Air Leakage Control in High-Rise Buildings




HIGH-RISE WEATHERIZATION PROJECT

AIR SEALING ASSESSMENT PROCEDURE
FOR HIGH-RISE RESIDENTIAL BUILDINGS

‘Part A: Building Audit and Fie

]

Inspection Date: Time:

Identification Number:

1. Building ldentification

1.1 Job Name and Address

Job Name: Dtbnsa- Colelon Regiomal Housing Authoily

Address: 95| Dowald _shieet
_Ditawa, pxataxio
Contact: Phi ' Rextaud Phone: (413 ) 724-3227

— | FAX: (48 ) 728 3404
Building  Suprittendant : ) Tyopnicr: 2z 4208

1.2 Customer Name and Address

Customer Name: DCRHA

Address: gﬁ f‘:‘:lﬁg Avenue

Contact: Phl Eg;;gut Phone: (413 )724 - 2327
FAX: (éR)72¢ - 3404

Other Contacts: Q_A P}e_ﬁmrh_ Phone: (613) gz~ 2$T5

__Andie Lawmbels  Phone: (412) 72 334

Air Sealing Assessment Procedure
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2. Site Plan

Please sketch of plan view and elevation. Indicate the overall dimensions, north arrow directions and
ground floor, and typical floor and roof layout. (From architectural drawings or site-plans if available.)

ign Orlentations:

" Front Wall: EASK East
Right Wall:* th
Back ‘Wall: Nﬁi.t
Left Wall: _smm‘" __

'Dlmggglon;; :

Front Wall; Ag m ‘
Right Wall: __14,2 m
Back Wall g_!z. o'm

| Back Wall

Alr Sealing Assessment Procedure =
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Building Dimensions and Areas (from drawings and plans if available)

Building Floor Area and Vol : Determine the total enclosed heated and unhecated floor area of the
building,

H@dﬁd Flo¥ arnea : jq.’zaa m=>

\fplwﬂ_ z 43515 1"3

Exposed Building Envelope Area: Determine the total building envelope area using the exterior
dimensions, inclusive of walls, roof, windows (including frames), doors and exposed floors,

Walls :

) i 2. ) ;
'ma‘mfloo-(f: 34663 'ML G jacmdos  wandows a Jasvs
ttjpma! fool = £29) ] M \

Fonthovise = 1674 m=
>
Roof : é4s S5

= T
Toal: 7470 3™

‘Alr Sealing Assessment Procedure . : v
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3. Building Description and Occupancy

Year of Construction: I 1926 _l Number of Stories:

. Type of Construction: CpAtiele ﬂﬁt B}gﬁ No inswaliet at flooy panymzz’/
' floots expased o fo¥m balconies whth xo

Occupancy: |.@_3°0__' (total) tradomal  byealc

Number of Suites: ~ 1BR: 160 2BR: %0 3BR: __  Other __  tal: 240

—

Wind Shielding: (Consider the surroundings within a radius of the height of the building
times 4 or s0.)
1. Building in an open and flat terrain (very exposed - e.g., airport)
2. Suburban (exposed - cluster of low-rise buildings only)
3. Urban (mostly shiclded - by other high-rise buildings)

Building Shape: m 1. Rectangular or square 2. L shaped
(plan view) 3. C shaped 4. E shaped
5. T shaped 6. Other

:l or one of the below:

Compass Orlentation of Front Wall (degrees from North):

1. North 2. NE 3. NW 4, South 5.SE 6. SW 7. East 8. West
Building Dimensions: Width (Front Wall): __ 42 m
(from plans/sketch) Length: _ [£:2 m

Height: _ 52.6" m

Total Floor Area: Heated: V4200 m?
Unbheated: 7 m?

Total: \42490 m®

Building Volume: Heated: 435)s m
Unheated: i m’

Total: 43515

Building Exterior Envelope Area:  Walls: T 4 m?
(above grade) indows:i m?
_ Rook — p45.5~ ot
Doors: m?

Other: 1674 m?

Total: '74- 70+ 3

Page A-5
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4. Energy Use

4.1 Fuels by End Use

Space Heating: |I| 1. Electric Baseboard 2. Central heating by electric
3. Natural Gas 4. Oil or other

Space Cooling: Ll__] 1. Window air-conditioners (how many? L2 I)
2. Central cooling using electric chillers
3. Other 4. None

Make-up Air Heating: 1. Electric Baseboard 2. Central heating by electric
(Supplied to corridors) 3. Natural Gas 4. Oil or other

Make-up Air Cooling: 1. Central cooling using electric chillers

(Supplied to corridors) 2. Other 3. None
Hot Water: II' 1. Electric 2. Natural Gas
3. ol 4, Other

4.2 Electric Rates

Consult with local Hydro representative or check the current electric bill to indicate applicable format
and electric rates.

Type of Service: IZ] 1. Residential 2. General 3. Commercial 4. Time of Use & Large User 5. Other

WINTER SUMMER
Energy:  First 25D kWh at 462 cents/kWh cents/kWh
Next 12250 kWh at <9 cents/kWh cents/kWh
Next | 9' Z9 30 kWh at 4:33 cents/kWh cents/kWh
Balance kWh at 2:4% cents/kWh cents/kWh
Demand:  First = kW at = $/kwW $/kW
BalmcleXt 4950 kwat 400 $KW /KW
Balence. 107t $jxkW

Peak Demand Hours: From a7:000’clock to 23: 80  o’clock (Winter)
From p7:g00’clock to _23:00 o’clock (Summer)

Air Sealing Assessment Procedure Page A-6




5. General Observations (From building plans, site-visit, discussion with building staff,
supervisor, maintenance crew and owners)

Venting - Hallway Pressurization ﬂ/Yes O No
- Stairwell Pressurization OYes & No
- Elevator Shaft Pressurization O Yes d No
- Suite or Unit Exhaust Operable: B/ch 0O No
In Use: O/ Yes O No
Moisture and Humidlty -Basement and Ground Floor : o7 fi ound

-Exterior Walls — Avy _
(Please refer to moisture -Condensation on windows and walls : -majmn’i'j Tone
-On the spot relative humidity measurements: Indoor and Outdoor

assessmenf section.)
- Owtdood RH: 38do Lmyetlure : -5%
- Imdeot RH: 214 temp - : 2%

Air li -Indoor air quality
-Occupants response
-mold and fungus deposits . - »wnée

Thermal Comfort -Complains about cold drafts Yy Covnplaims abovd cold
duajts amd ey dry antd

sialie avr

Customer response to day-to-day building operation and maintenance, and

Special Notes
problems related to the building, _
ke -up g wiik owt fod mainesrse
Other — Buildng very well mamtaned and clear.

- lighting & hot Wil vebiafis

Page A-7
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6. Exterior Survey

Please refer to the Air Sealing Assessment Procedure Guide for more information. The leakage Class depends
on visual inspection of building component. There are three categories which can be assigned to Leakage Class:
Tight, Average, and Loose. Leakage length represents the length of leakage path for the building component.
The exterior survey is divided in to three sections: (i) ground floor and basement inspection, (ii) typical floor

between 2nd and top floor, and (iii) penthouse and roof.

6.1 Ground Floor (Exterior Envelope)

Tignt - T
Avexoge - A
Loose - L-

Building Component

Front Wall
( East )

Right Wall
( Noth )

Back Wall Left Wall
(west) (outh-)

Leakage | Leakage
Length Class

Leakage | Leakage
Length Qass

Leakage | Leakage | Leakage | Leakage
Length | Qlass | Length | QClass

Windows

Type 1: Fixed , Al fipmp.

Description:

Size: 2'xg'

Quantity: _ 2
-Weatherstripping Perimeter
per window: __5¢5 m

[6:5

nln

16:5

-Caulking perimeter: S-S m
-Other

Type 2: ngizgﬁnl ‘?1.‘35
Description: #l. winclew/
Size: 5'x 2.5

Quantity:
-Weatherstripping Perimeter
per window: £ m
-Caulking perimeter: _4:4 m

12:.2,

6] A | 122

-Other

i

QIL

Type 3: Hotisonla) Towkle
Description: Skelax

Size: 4'x 4

Quantity:
-Weatherstripping Perimeter
per window: ___ 73 m

7%

)4 b [at

-Caulking perimeter: 4.4 m
-Other

b [

4.0

4% A

72 | _a | 46| K
44 #

Air Sealing Assessment Procedure : "
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Left Wall

(sowlh )

Building Component Leakage

Leakage | Leakage | Leakage | Leakage | Leakage | Leakage | Leakage
Class | Leopth | Qass

Type 4:
Description:

Size:

Quantity:

-Weatherstripping Perimeter

per window: ' m

-Caulking perimeter: m

-Other

Doors

Type 1: _falio dsoy_ A|
Description: Dowbe §lged

Size: 9'x4'
Quantity:
-Weatherstripping Perimeter

g

P

-Caulking perimeter: _7.¢ m

perdoor;__ 414 m 2. % A
A

1546

-Other

Type 2: _Raleony  Doo
Description: Weosl deot
Size: 35 65"

Quantity:

-Weatherstripping Perimeter

5.5

s | L

perdoor;i___ 5.5 m

s

> (™

<s| A

-Caulking perimeter: 5:S m

-Other

Type 3: N}M dmn:(

Description:

Size:: 2% b

Quantity:

-Weatherstripping Perimeter

S

il

perdoor:__5°'S m

&<

-Caulking perimeter: _£.5 m

-Other

AlrrSaall_pg‘"hi’e;é_lﬁhnt :P_gocjaduu;e.-_-m;;l
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Front Wall Right Wall Back Wall Left Wall
(fost ) | (Nowm) | (o) | (ot )
Building Component Leakage | Leakage | Leakage | Leakage | Leakage | Leakage | Leakage | Leakage
Leogth | Class | Length | Class | Length | Cass | Leogth | Class
Envelope Leakages
Description:
1. Canmopy - 2040 67 -
2, .
3
4.
s,
6.
7.
8.
Louvres and Exhaust
Hatches
-Size of exhaust louvre: 1'x 1’ L3 b Jo3 £ 5 52 2 b3 T
-Fresh air fan grilles: 2:% 1 i | | R | T | =23 _T
-Laundry room exhaust:
-Other
Miscellaneous
-Water hose bibs # 2 T tZ T
-Electric fixtures # 2 T &l T |le2 | T (el T
-Fire hoses 33 T | T
-Transformer entry door 73| 1
-Other
Other Notes
1. MM"— 10} T ) T
2.
3.
4,
5.

Alr Sealing Assessment Procedure’ = =
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6.2 Typical Floor (Between 2nd and Top Floor - Exterior Envelope)

Front Wall Right Wall Back Wall Left Wall
(_ East ) (Moitn) | (west ) (Sovth )

Building Component Leakage | Leakage | Leakage | Leakage | Leakage | Leakage | Leakage | Leakage
Length Class Length Class Leagth Class | Length Qass

Wwindows
Type 1: Hotizonlil Dowble

Description: ShdoA
Qufty: 5'x2.57
-Weatherstripping Perimeter

per window: G m 2444 A

-Caulking perimeter: _4.@ m | | &4
-Other

Type 2: _Hotisom{al Dowble

Description: SfdeA’

m@i‘rﬁn A4

-Weatherstripping Perimeter ,
A 144 | _A

per window: Zi2 m 292 14 202
-Caulking perimeter: _4.4 m | [4</ a1 % 7 B 14,4 = 4¢& T

-Other

:
P
43
Al

b
K
H
f
]
¥

-

“\‘T’

Type 3:
Description:
Quantity:
-Weatherstripping Perimeter
perwindow: ____ m
-Caulking perimeter: m
-Other

Doors

Type 1: __Balmq_dm/_
Description: ;
Quantity:

-Weatherstripping Perimeter
perdoor:__&£.45" m 22
-Caulking perimeter: 56 m | 22
-Other

1)
)

[
1l T

e
=
il
"\b

-

Page A-11
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Front Wall Right Wall Back Wall Left Wall
(Eget ) (No1™M ) (West ) (Sovlh )

Building Component Leakage | Leakage | Leakage | Leakage | Leakage | Leakage | Leakage | Leakage
Length Class Length CQlass Leagih Cass | Length Class

Type 2:
Description:

Quantity:

-Weatherstripping Perimeter
per door; m
-Caulking perimeter: m
-Other

Envelope Leakages
Description:

PN mAwL &

Louvres and Exhaust

Hatches

-Size of exhaust louvre: 11V’ £ h 4 T 4 5 1 4
-Fresh air fan grilles:

-Other

Miscellaneous
-Electric fixtures + 4
-Other

Other Notes

L Wndew 2
2‘
3‘

#1q T |#3 | T £ 0 | T %4 | T

‘Page A-12
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6.3 Underground Parking and Basement Survey

Please refer to Guide for more information. Air leakage into a basement or underground parking may be
controlled by sealing the perimeter envelope, above grade and below, or by sealing the separating clements that
isolate the basement from the building above. It is always preferable to focus only on sealing the separating
elements: the floor above, all penetrating shafts, stair doors, elevator vestibules etc. In such cases, only these

separating elements need be assessed below.

Air Sealing Assessment Procedure

Description Alr-Sealing | Leakage Leakage
Method | Length (m) Class
Basement Exterior Doors: NpNnL-
= Weatherstripping perimeter: m.
- Caulking perimeter: m.
Basement Exterior Windows: 1.0 NZ-
- Weatherstripping perimeter: m,
- Caulking perimeter: m.
Exterior Envelope Cracks above Grade
Description: :
1 sl forndilior g m. QJML—T e | I
2. ' m.
3 m,
SEPARATING ELEMENTS
Electricnl Room ) .
1. Cable penetrations to the building _9: 0 00F m* conlle
2. Wl peqimaler > floef Lol brl . L
3. Woll amd ceiling Loult 7.7 L
Boiler Room
1,
2.
3.
1. Elevator vestibule &y.li. Lo, .
2. Stairwell and door
3. Other
4,
' Page A-13_




6.4 Mechanical Room, Penthouse and Roof Inspection

Please refer to Guide for more information. Air escaping the building through the mechanical room/penthouse
may be controlled at the separation between the building and the room, or by attempting to seal the exterior
envelope of a room, fan louvres etc. The former is almost always the more cost-effective line of attack. In such
case, the assessor may ignore the following points on the penthouse envelope and focus only on the building roof

and stairs,

Leakage Leukage

Description
Length (m) Class

Exterior walls and roof joint:
1. Wall s Yoof b4 -
2
3.
Exhaust Fans and Penthouse Ventilation Louvres
Floor Penetrations (building roof/penthouse floor):
1. Pipe penetration Conlk cL D E Wi A
2. Cable penetration Canlk 0100&n> _A
3. Duects Lault | O.00&f| L
Stairs Connected to Penthouse (or Mechanical Room)
1. Shnite o nochamical €anen CGault 1§20 L
2.
Access Hatches at the Roof ML _DJ_QQQ«? i ]
Elevator Shalflis : .
1. Opening at the Cable Drive -1 — 0,010 m® | LoNed o)l |
2. Opening at the Cable Drive - 2 010 m? Cove{ _D.0lyf )

3. m?

Smoke Shafts Nomne.
1. Opening area at the top
2.

EH EID

Garbage Chute Hatches at the Roof 5
1. Opening area at the top n OIS m? Lotet 0:0 18

2 m* -

Other

: Page A-14
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7. Interior Survey

Air leakage paths through the building envelope should also be assessed from the inside: Eantry and overhead
doors, main entrance overhangs, laundry room exhaust vents, garbage room chute, smoke shafts, pipe
penetrations, fire doors, perimeter baseboard heaters, elevator shafts and garbage room.

7.1 Ground Floor, Hallway, Stairwell, Elevator Shafts and Service Shafts: Leaks to Outdoors

Air-Sealing | Leaknage Leakage

Description
Method | Length (m) Class

1. | Ground Floor
- Main entrance projections | DPmm gap wndst 2uep willid _oke wh
- Other main endianil

el

Envelope Leaks
1 _ Discontimify on west wall Lanle | _S£ |-_L

2,
3

Service Rooms '
1, wall « Aon yoint k. | 55w | L

2.

Other
1 Roce hoaid g palods Caunlt D.oo2~r?r

" Page A-15
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2. | Elevator Shafts:

(Interior Survey: Ground Floor and Shafts - Continued)

Alr Seali_ng Assa;gmen_t%p'._-pcedur,

Leaks to outdoor: D023 m
Other leaks: m®
s
Garbage Chutes:
Leaks to outdoor: D.ng3  m
Other leaks: pipes 10D | m?
mﬂ
Stairwells:
Exposed opening: 2X On co& m?
i
Envelope leaks:
1. m Class - width __ m?
2. m Class ___ width __ m®
3. m Class ___ width __ m®
4, m Class width m?
Fire Shafts (or Smoke Shafts):
Leaks to outdoor: m?
Other leaks: m?
m?
Pagu A-18




7.2 One Bedroom Suite Inspection (Leaks to outdoor)

Leakage around .cxhaust fan ducts through exterior
envelope: _ =~~~ m

Envelbpc leaks which are not included elsewhere:
1.

2,
3.
4.

Description Air-Sealing | Leakage Leakage
Method | Length (m) [  Cluss
1. |Interior Inspection
2
Baseboard heater: 21004 m® | Camlt 01003 L.
Leaks around pipes and cable penetrations: & pipat v | caull A

Cabjes

1

2. |Depressurization test: If the unit is depressurized using the blower door fan, note the various air
leakage paths using smoke pencils or tracers. The air leakage from exterior envelope, party walls,
exhaust fan, and pipe penetrations should be noted as follows:

Baseboard heater on exterior wall: Is the leak from baseboard heater an outdoor air leak or
coming from party walls? If the air leak is from the party wall then the baseboard leak may

not be a through t.:nve'lépc leak. Dut " leale.
Jew winet leaks, oOtwiwin Rghl—

Floor and exterior wall joints
Ceiling and exterior wall joints «bg)d‘
Balcony ~ few laks, omastly Hahd”
Window / walljoint —  pawhally  Jeaky
Door and wall joint ~ - fu{-}'m.ll;j leaky

Other observations




7.3 Two Bedroom Suite Inspection (Leaks to outdoor)

Description Air-Sealing | Leakage Leakage
’ Method Length (m) Class
1. |Interior Inspection
Baseboard heater: Diobbm? | Camlk | OWOEN | L
ipe s+ Olles |
Leaks around pipes and cable penetrations: trr & Lok A
Leakage around exhaust fan ducts through exterior
envelope: m® (A c,tow-@{
Envelope leaks which are not included elsewhere:
1‘
2.
3
4.
2. | Depressurization test: ‘If the unit is depressurized using the blower door fan, note the various air

leakage paths using smoke pencils or tracers. The air leakage from exterior envelope, party walls,
exhaust fan, and pipe penetrations should be noted as follows:

L

Baseboard heater on exterior wall: Is the leak from baseboard heater an outdoor air leak or
coming from party walls? If the air leak is from the party wall then the baseboard leak may

not be a through envelope leak. leaks  flom owddoot

Floor and exterior wall joints  genesally fgnd Wi few yunel leaks
Ceiling and exterior wall joints gt

Balcony - dight  wib few ined leaks

Window / wall joint Pmﬁauﬂj leaky

Door and wall joint mh‘aﬂv th:j

Other observations

Air Sealing Assessment Procedure . .. . .- R
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7.4 Three Bedroom Suite Inspection (Leaks to outdoor)

No Y-

Description

Air-Sealing
Method

Leakage Leakage
Length (m) Class

1. |Interior Inspection
Baseboard heater:; '
Leaks around pipes and cable penetrations:

Leakage around exhaust fan ducts through exterior

envelope: m?

Envelope leaks which are not included elsewhere:
g

2.
3.
4,

not be a through envelope leak.
% ‘Hloorand exterior-wall joim;
3. Ceiling and exterior wall joints
4. Balcony
5. Window / wall joint
6. Door and wall joint

7. Other observations

2. | Depressurization test: If the unit is depressurized using the blower door fan, note the various air
leakage paths using smoke pencils or tracers. The air leakage from exterior envelope, party walls,
exhaust fan, and pipe penctrations should be noted as follows:

1. Baseboard heater on exterior wall: Is the leak from baseboard heater an outdoor air leak or
coming from party walls? If the air leak is from the party wall then the baseboard leak may

Air Sealing Assessment Procedure
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8. Miscellaneous Data

Description Air-Sealing | Leakage Leakage
Method | Length (m) Class
ll
20
3.
4.
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HIGH-RISE RESIDENTIAL BUILDINGS WEATHERIZATION PROJECT

AIR SEALING ASSESSMENT PROCEDURE
- FOR HIGH-RISE RESIDENTIAL BUILDINGS
(Electrically Heated Eight Stories or Higher)

The estimation procedure includes the following sections:

- Determination of air leakage area
Determination of pressures due to stack, wind and mechanical ventilation

‘Calculation- of air leakage flow rates at different heights

- Estimation of net air leakage component
Estimation of savings in peak electric heating demand and energy consumpnon due to air-sealing

- Determination of air-sealing priorities

1. Weather Data

The peak air infiltration occurs during the peak winter design conditions, The winter design conditions can be
obtained from Table 77 of Guide or National Building Code. (For example, the winter design temperature for
Toronto is -18 C, mean wind speed for air leakage calculations is 11.5 m/s and the heating degree days are 3646
C-days.) The field inspection visit provides information on the surrounding wind shielding conditions.

Location Ottana
Winter Design Temperature 2.5%, °C -1% @
Mean Wind Speed, m/s 12:5
Wind Shielding and Terrain Type Subwiban,
Heating Degree Days (below 18 °C) 4434

2, Calculation of Air Leakage Area

Determine the air leakage area using the field inspection data.
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Total
Storey |Component Front Wall Right Wall Back Wall Left Wall Leakage
Leakage | Assign | Leakage | Leakage | Assign | Leakage | Leakage | Assign | Leakage | Leakage | Assign | Leakage |Area, m®
Length | Leakage | Area Length | Leakage | Area Length | Leakage | Area Length | Leakage | Area | 5+8+
& Class | Value (m®) | & Class | Value (m® | & Class | Value (m®) | & Class | Value m® | 11+14
“ (3) 4 (5) (6) (7 (8) ©) (10) (11) (12
55T 500013 |00 Y
i Kid I 2
’ . 00D ' |2:2 s i i) A v 1] |22 ' .
envelope | Type 2 Shides %!5£ o pr00%S| 122 1 | 010008 | Dio017 ﬁ«’éﬁ p000% | D00 | 1224 | piocot | ow00)7
. z A 144 [N 7 h ' ,4’6 'l ‘
Type3 Shde~ 4_%,1 00005 |01006) qlgﬂ piopos| 0:DI22 _&zﬂ 510005 | 01 00b) 4&,’{* 018005 piD 122
Type 4
Total 0.0 1% 01039
2% A | 0.oo07| 01 0198 L _ 225 | ow0eo7 |pio10e il
5L | 0001 7:3 & |0O1000 8 - e
x| na (001261 73 & [010057 In.0i02 |22 |2 o 5| o012
Total 0:0V% 01012} p.0230 01 0125 | 0,044
L Guropy 6.7 A | 00004 [0.0024¢
2 vl osiod | S50 [or0202 |phope2
3. &\ fowd) me v |00002 [pi022>
4
5.
] Total D031 D034
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: _ TotalT
Storey |Component Front Wall Right Wall Back Wall Left Wall Leakage
Leakage | Assign | Leakage | Leakage | Assign | Leakage | Leakage Assign | Leakage | Leakage | Assign | Leakage |Area, m?
Length | Leakage | Area | Length | Leakage | Area Length | Leakage | Area | Length | Leakage| Area | 5+8+
&Class | Value | (m’) |&Class| Valie | @? |& Class| Value (@) |&Class| Value | @) | 11+14
6] ® 3) 4 (5) (6) (M (8) ) (11) (12) (13) (14)
Ground i'ﬁs"ena'i'em.ls ek ' .5 | : “ ey : oAt .
-exterior | Exhaust louvres 2T | D:02D4|o0005| 12T D000t \oitonss| 52T
envelope | Fresh air fan grilles| 22 T | 00204 | pioo132 | 221 00004 (000132132 7 | 00204 pusesa | 12T | oiocod 2:00132
Laundry exhaust ' T |00 oooms
Water hose bibs 2T O O | 127 I8 o
Electricfitures |y> 17 | o ) 117 o O |+ 27 o |lo pIT O o
Fire hoses ¥3 T O (&) ¥27 O =
Other 1. WitdeW | | - O | O bt ) 1 o |lo
2. Yo NA  |pooo4 | pioosas
3. bassbodd ‘“ A A 0'0044’_ Aﬁ
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Total
Storey | Component Front Wall Right Wall Back Wall Left Wall Leakage
Leakage | Assign | Leakage | Leakage | Assign | Leakage Assign | Leakage | Leakage | Assign | Leakage |Area, m?
Length | Leakage | Area Length | Leakage | Area Leakage Area Length | Leakage | Area 5+8+
& Class | Value (m?® | & Class | Value | (m® Value (@® | & Class | Value m? | 11+14
(1) @ @ | @ | o © | @ | ® @ | ay | @ | @ | a9
: . 3 ] : 4 12:26 :
Door |Type1 Shide? ':2;;1& ogoos 0:0122. %ifr 210085 Dy ODb) 2;.4;1 00005 | pi0\22 9.2-| 210005 | DOt
be v t 1 060 ' b A ' » » i 7 ' 51 - ;
tren [Ty SV [292p | 0,0205 00RO 196 ¢ | ovogas6-0ozs] 223 4 [org00] pros | Y 1] 21229 oo
2nd and Type 3
top Type 4
floor Total 0.02L% 0.0)%4 0.026% D.0124| 0. 0804
) 22h [0:000% |on T# |0.000] ~r 22F \DoeS
envelope | Type 1 2T 5 O.0l] e = O:0DSS| \"1 i&- = ~ | 0:COSS
Type 2 E (i
Type 3 |
Total 010055 0+.D}) 0003 003
Total




Total
Storey | Component Front Wall Right Wall Back Wall Left Wall Leakage
| Leakage | Assign | Leakage | Leakage Assign | Leakage | Leakage | Assign | Leakage | Leakage | Assign Leakage |Area, m®
Length | Leakage | Area | Length Leakage | Area | Length | Leakage | Area Length | Leakage | Area | 5+8+
&Class | Valve | @ | & Class | Value @) |&Class| Value | @» | & Class| Value | @? |11+14
|| 0 ©) @ | @ | o | 6 @®
Typical | Miscellaneous ' 5
floor | Exhaust louvres 6 (o) o 2 0:0&752 £ D o - 2.0004.| 2.0004 0.00)
between |Fresh air fan grilles
2nd and |Laundry exhaust
top Water hose bibs
floor | Electric lamps " D [P) A2 [ Is) #’4- (V) o |2 (9, O 1)
-exterior | Fire hoses .
envelope | Other 1. "’“A‘}'}’M H1q O O A3 O o |f) D O K 4 D )
pi\\j‘cﬂ C 2 N6-4 A |p0oo04 010465
# i | 3 1543 L | D100 p.0124
yo
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Shafts Leakage Area

Leaks connccﬁng to outdoors or to top and bottom zones only.

Elevator Shafts Leakage Area, m®  |Stairwells Leakage Area, m*|Service Shafts| Garbage Chute | Smoke Shafts | Total Leakage
. Elevator - 1 | Elevator - 2 | Elevator - 3 | Stairwell - 1| Stairwell - 2 Leakaf; e, lzakaiezArea, uaka;g;m, Ares, ot
Ground Floor and Basement | 0.00% | O.T0 % D00% D.Co¥ 01094 ' D126
2nd to Top Floor’
Roof and Penthouse p.olo 0 0Jo D1DDB 0100€ 0105 0105
Tota] v RE ORI, DR T Sl B T O T ARSI b ey

* Only where shafts form part of exterior envelope.
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3. Total Leakage Area Summation

4. Calculation of Air Leakage Rates

4.1 Calculation of Stack Pressure, Ps

Stack pressure, Ps, can be obtained using the following equation:

P,=pg(hl-h2)[T-T )/T,+TDC

where, Ps = pressure difference due to stack effect, Pa
rho = air density, kg/m* (use 1.18)
T, = indoor temperature, K (use 203 K = 273 + 20 C)
T, = outdoor temperature, K (winter design condition)
h2 = building height at which stack pressure is being determined, m
hl = building height at which neutral pressure plane occurs (assume mid-height of building), m
TDC = Thermal Draft Coefficient (refer Table ?? of Guide)

Windows | External | Bullding | Elevator & | Miscellaneous | Total | Comments
Storey (m?) Doors | Envelope | Service (m®)
(m?) (m?) Shafts
(m?)
Ground and D Déj 0 DO 0102-2}
Basement el ' M’ ' 34' 01)2b
2nd to Top 0.08043%|p, 033’2‘,: - - 0 D0V 2¢
Roof and
Penthouse il = D0537| 0:05] .
oo o ). [ 0724 | 0.0437): 0117
Percentageof © [, e SRS £ -

The Table ?? provides value of stack pressures for four residential apartment buildings. These values can be
.used for first trial calculations.

4.2 Calculation of Wind Pressure, Pw

The wind pressure is given as,

“Alr Sen_iing E_Asséhsmaﬁi;-zﬁ;iﬁpedure---
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P =(pC, V)2

where, Pw = average surface pressure due to wind, Pa
C, = surface pressure coefficient, varies from 0.25 to 0.35 (refer Table ?7)

V, = wind speed, m/s

The wind speed, V,, can be determined using the following equations:

VoA,V *(H/10)°

where, H = height at which wind pressure is to be determined, m
V.. = mean wind speed obtained from metrological data, m/s
A, a = coefficients dependent on terrain and wind shielding (refer Table ?? of Guide)

Calculations:
1. Determine the following to calculate stack pressure distribution:

81 = [T,-T)T, for example, for an indoor temperature of 20 C and outdoor temperature of -18 C,
value of S1 is [(273+20)-(273 +(-18))}/(273 + (-18)) = 0.149

S1= [(273720) = (273 ¥ (-25))] ) ¢ 2734 (-25)) = mlHg

S2 = density x gravitational constant = 1.18 * 9.81 = 11.58

s2= |pS%

SC = S1*S82*TDC for example, 0.149 * 11.58 * 0.8

sC= 049 xl.$Ex0:7 = 1120/

hl = mid height of the building, m e.g. for a 80 m tall building, h1 = 40 m
M= 24

2. Determine the following to calculate wind pressure distribution:

W1 =A *V,, forexample, for a Toronto building in suburban terrain (A, = 0.60 and V_,, = 11.5
m/s), W1 = 6.9

Wi= 060 %25 = 7.5"

Page B-8
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W2 = density * pressure coefficient /2 = 1,18 * 0.25/2 = 0,148

w2 = D®&XxXD:20 /2 = ol]l%
4.3 Calculation of Air Leakage Rate

The air flow rate through a leakage area A is defined as,

Q=C,*A+/2AF[p

Air flow rate, m/s

where, Q =
Cy = discharge coefficient for thc leakage path, varies from 0.65 to 0.85 (use 0.7)
A = Leakage area, m?
rho = density, kg/m® (use 1.18)
AP = pressure difference across building envelope, Pa
4.4 Steps

The following forms are used to determine the air leakage rate at each floor. Steps are as follows:

Step 1. Enter the height of each floor measured from the ground.

Step 2. Enter the air leakage area from the previous sections.

Step 3. Calculate the wind pressure Pw at each floor level using the equations as described above. The
average wind pressure acting on the building envelope will induce air leakage in the building.
Step 4. Determine the air-flow due to wind Qw using the wind pressure Pw.

First assume that the neutral pressure plane occurs at the mid height of the building. The

Step 5.
value of i1 will be (height of the building | 2).

Step 6. Determine the stack pressure Ps using the equations as described above. The positive value
of stack pressure indicate air infiltration into the building and negative values mdxcatc
exfiltration from the building.

Step 7. Determine the air-flow due to stack Qs using the absolute value of stack pressure Ps. Assign

the algebraic sign to this air-flow as that of Ps.

Step 8. Determine the total air-flow Q for the floor, using the quadrature equation as defined above.
Assign the algebraic sign to this air-flow as that of air-flow due to stack Os.

Step 9. Add the air infiltration flows Qi (positive values of Q) and air exfiltration flows Qo (negative
values of Q). Compare Qi and Qo. If the difference is more than 5% ((Qi-Q0)/Qi), repeat
the calculations from Step 5 by shifting the height of neutral pressure plane. If Qi is greater
than Qo, then assume the neutral pressure plane one floor below than before. If Qi is smaller
than Qo, then assume the neutral pressure plane one floor above than before. Repeat these

s calculations.
Step 10,  The net infiltration or exfiltration flow (Qi or Qo) is the uncontrolled air leakage rate.

(Please refer to illustrated example in the Guide)
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Calculation of Air Leakage Rate - &8

Instructions: |1. Height of | 2. Leakage | 3. Wind Pressure Calculations: |4, Stack Pressure Calculations |5. Air-flow Calculations
building |areaas |- WL =A_*V__ - bl is beight of neutral - Q1 = 0.7¢(2118)°° = 091
measured |calculated 7S pressure plane measured |- Qs = A * Q1 * (|Ps|)*®
from above |from - W2 = air density * Cp/2 from the ground - Ow=A*Ql*Pw)*
ground Table ??. = 1.18*025/2 = 0148 |- S§1 = [T,- T)/T, - 0 = (@) + @)
= g xo.z/l o) |” S2 = 1.18 *981 = 1158 |- Assign proper algebraic sign to Os and Q0
SC = 81 *#S2 * TDS depending on Fs.
h= 20m..
Storey Height Leakage IWind Pressure, Pw, (Pa) Stack Pressure, Ps, (Pa) Air-flow Calculations
h2 Area (m®)
A W3 =(W1*(h2/10)") | W2*(W3)? Height SC*(h2-h1) | Air-flow due to | Air-flow due to | Total air-flow
Pl Difference Stack (m%s) | Wind (m%s) (m%s)
m w2y | 5 0s ow 0
Ground 0:100 |o.30% 0155 —22. 4 -8z
.,4’2 3- 035- 0,”5- 3!72 = %,l "D'é7
2 % | 5690 |2: 15 Si2 - 24 —pbb
4+ S | 10:99% |olS 765 - 202 - 0432
F6 | 13653 | oS v in =12:3 -2.60
&7 | 14-%°7 |lons 8.5% - A3 -0:5%
T4 | 18:9%) oS 12:28 -3 - 0155
X 21, 815 | onis )2 —% 3 -2.52
2 10 | 24.2 | 2:1\S 1) -S54 ~ 049
‘Jal, 26' 5.24' D‘”g lz'é "’2!4— "D'%
R 2 | 24, Srg| 0015~ 1213 06 D44
V4| 22.223 |011S 129 3.5 D1 5O

| Air Seali___hj Alééessmem Procedure
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Storey Height Leakage Wind Pressure, Pw, (Pa) Stack Pressure, Ps, (Pa) Air-flow Calculations
b2 WA(EZ) W3 = (W1%(h2/10)%) | W2*(W3)? Height SC#*(h2-h1) | Air-flow due to | Air-flow due to | Total air-flow
Difference Stack (ms) | Wind (m%s) (ms)
Pu ah2) | B 0s ow 0
A5 34287 | 0115 JA.b &5 0:54
Mip | 37541 | 0-lS 1572 35 _ | O.52
¥I7 (40.85 |o-11S 15. % 2.4 243
1% | 42450 | 01IS 1b+4 4 D67
Y19 | 4550 | oIS 164 164 D 7o
820 | 48.- E¥ | pus il ' 212 .74
w2 | s5.813 | Dilis” __1g0 243 2.77
B22 | £2.467 | ONS 18ed 27:3 2:.go
Periigr | o5, 75~ | vl 194 232 D122
2 —
3 Toral = 1948 L ~0143)
2% Aig q Wi z.g m;@
25 ' 1 -
ﬁ Wifhowt ltmfgﬂ : V‘l:; = 5.9 ,435
27
28
2
30
Total Air Flow (m?s)
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4.5 Air ‘Loakaga Rate

The air infiltration rate in this building at peak design conditionsis ___ 5+ 9 m®s or 5400 Lis.

5. Calculations of Reductions in Peak Demand and Energy Consumption

The peak heating due to infiltration at the design weather conditions can be obtained by

HL,,=QpC,AT
where,
HL,,, = heatload due to air infiltration, kW
Q, = air inflow rate, m*/s
p = air density, kg/m® (about 1.18)
C = specific heat of air, kJ/(kg C) (about 1.0)

Using standard air p = 1.18 kg/m®, and C, = 1.0 kJ/(kg C), the above cquation simplifies to:

9=1.18Q(T,-T,)

— —_—

Infiltration air-flow Qi = __ 45,4 m"/s

Indoor and outdoor temperature difference is _3% _ °C.

Peak Heating Load, HL,, = 1.18 * Qi * (T§ - To)
118* 5,9 *(R93-285) kW

264 W @ 50k of Spu
Waling -

Peak Heating Load

The above heat load is the total demand due to uncontrolled infiltration. Total air-sealing of the building would
reduce the peak heat demand by this amount, but that is not practicable. Cost effective air-sealing will result
in reducing a substantial portion. The reduction in heat load will be proportional.

For most high-rise residential the air-sealing effectivencss, S,yecivenesss MaY vary from 20% to a maximum of 40%
depending on the extent of air sealing. The assessor’s judgement will normally be in that range.

Alr Sealing Assessment Procedure ' Page B-12




For high-rise buildings consider the following air-sealing effectiveness

Loose construction, S y,qveness = 0-40
Average construction, S yeciveness = 032
Tight construction, S yecueness = 0-23

The reduction in peak heating demand due to air sealing will then be:

ALy pe tuction) ™S eectivencss* g
= 01322264 = %415 kW
The HL, peducion Should be utilized in determining the incentive for air-scaling costs.

The energy reduction in energy consumption is given as following:

=(HL i puiucsion * DD *CI(AT)

.= 4

where, E = Annual reduction space heating energy, kWh
DD = Annual heating degree days, (C - days)
AT Design temperature difference, C (77 - To)
o C-factor, Credit factor, hours/day

The value of degree days is obtained from the weather data. The C-factor allows credits for internal heat gams
due to sun, lights, people, equipment, night setback and for the reduced mechanical ventilation. With these

internal gains, only a fraction of the full load energy is actually required. This fraction is multiplied by 24
(hours/day) produces the "C" factor. For high-rise residential buildings, the C-factor varies from 14 to 18

hours/day. [Refer Guide for more information.)

Annual Heating Degree Days, DD = 4554 °C-days
Design Temperature Difference, AT = (Ti-To) = (2493 - 255) = 3&

C-factor = 14 hours/day

E=(HL, g pussony* PP *O(AT)
= G445 x 4634 X :é/zz’

= Jé:ﬁfi{ 70 kWh

' Aif Sealing Assessment Procedure
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6. Ranking of Air-Sealing Priorities

6.1 Building Components

Based on component leakage area, the reductions in peak demand can be roughly ranked as follows:

—
Building Percentage of Leakage | Potential Demand | Demand Ranking
Component Area (from page B-7) Reduction, Reduction, | (ascending)
HL oy ptisction) kw
Exterior Windows | 5,4 L5 5) 9 |
Exterior Doors 264 » 225 2
Building Envelope 214 ! 219 e
Elevators & Shafts |  £.& ) 505 3
Miscellaneous 2.0 ' h7 Cl

6.2 Leakage Area Distribution

Plot a distribution of air flows at each floor level on the attached graph. The leakage rates at the basement,
ground, top floor and penthouse are generally higher than other floors. From the graph detérmine the
predominant floors where air leakage rates are higher than other floors. If only these floors are air-sealed than
it would result in reducing a substantial component of air leakage in the building. It has been established with
several sensitivity analyses that, as a general rule, for a building the top 1/3rd and bottom 1/3rd height
contributes more than 75 to 90% of total air leakage in the building (for example, for a 30 storey building, the
bottom 10 floors and top 10 floors). From the graph, determine the following:

Below Neutral Pressure Plane (below the floor where air leakage rate is zero):

- Determine the total air infiltration rate (sum of all air leakage rates), Qi: ﬂ m/s
-, Determine the air lcakage rate for the bottom 1/3rd floor levels, Qi(bottom 1/3): _i:_j: m’/s
- Ratio of Qi(bottom 1/3) | Qi = 4 g‘} /<4 = 76 (B-62A)

Above Neutral Pressure Plane (above the floor where air leakage rate is zero):

- Determine the total air exfiltration rate (sum of all air leakage rates), Qo: ' 59 ms
- Determine the air leakage rate for the top 1/3rd floor levels, Qo(top 1/3): Z,0 _ mYs

- Ratio of Qo(top 1/3) / Qo = & a//;q - Kb (B-62B)
- Ratio (B-6.2A) or (B-6.2B) is in the range of 0.7 or more: ﬂé O No

If yes, the air-sealing of bottom 1/3rd and top 1/3rd height of building offers the potentiz! peak demand
reduction of HL 5 meduciion * maximum of (B-6.24 or B-6.2B) = £4.$ X074 kW.

= 412 ’t,)/._.,

Page B-14
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Profile of Air Leakage Rate

(Plot of Q and Floor Level - Page B-10)

Air-flow Rate, m3/s

3.0
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APPENDIX C: UNIT COST OF AIR-SEALING MEASURES AND COST-BENEFIT
ANALYSIS |

h-Rise Buildings




FOCUSED COST SURVEY OF AIR-SEALING COSTS

Air Sealing Measur

Exterior Doors: ] $ 80.00 each
Commercial Doors (Set of 2) $25000  each _
Overhead Exterior Doors (Wood Fascia) $6500  Ilineal metre
Fire Doors $80.00 - each
Interior Window Caulking $ 430 lineal metre
Interior Door Caulking $ 430 lineal metre
Interior Baseboard Caulking $ 16.00 lineal metre
Window / Patio Door weatherstripping $3250  lineal metre
Baseboard Heaters ‘ $ 20.00 each

Wall electric outlets $ 300 . each

This data was collected by Ontario Hydro in July 1991,




Air Leakage Control Measures in High-Rise Residential Buildings

September 1991

COST-BENEFIT ASSESSMENT OF AIR LEAKAGE CONTROL
MEASURES IN HIGH-RISE RESIDENTIAL BUILDINGS

The air leakage control measure offers an excellent opportunity for energy conservation and peak power
demand savings in high-rise buildings across Ontario. Several multi-residential building owners and building

managers have shown a great interest in implementing the air sealing measure in their buildings by taking
advantage of Ontario Hydro’s several cost incentive program(s).

The two case studies, attached herewith, show the cost-benefit assessment of air leakage control measures
in high-rise buildings. These buildings were part of a demonstration project for air leakage control
sponsored by Ontario Hydro. The total cost of assessment, air-sealing, quality control and monitoring was

borne by Ontario Hydro.

The intent of the cost-benefit analysis is to present to building owners situations which are financially of a
similar order of magnitude, and to demonstrate the benefits acquired from the implementation of air leakage

control retrofits.
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Air Leakage Control Measures in High-Rise Residential Bulldings

AIR LEAKAGE CONTROL OF 251 DONALD STREET BUILDING

Building Description

The 251 Donald Street building is a 21-storey apartment tower, located in Ottawa, operated for senior
citizens and owned by the Ottawa-Carleton Regional Housing Authority (OCRHA). The building is
comprised of 240 suites. The total floor area of heated space is 14,290 m® (153,760 ft?). The total energy
bill for the year 1990 was $134,900. The energy consumption of this building was continuously monitored
from November 1990 to July 1991 to determine the impact of the air-sealing measures. ‘

Air lin ildin

The air-sealing measure was implemented on this building during the month of January 1991 to reduce the
peak electric demand and energy consumption. Building envelope, all windows, exterior doors, elevator
shafts, and visual gross leaks were sealed. It should be noted that the total cost of assessment, air-sealing
and monitoring was borne by Ontario Hydro. Air leakage assessment and leakage characterization was done
twice to meet certain research objectives such as development of a reliable assessment procedure. Indoor
air quality tests performed before and after air sealing showed that there was no negative impact on the
general conditions of comfort and air quality in the building: The following presents the cost calculation of
implementing the air-sealing measure.

Cost of Assessment (Feasibility)

Building inspection, assessment and energy audit: $ 4,500 (The actual cost was higher
because of research element.
The stated cost represents a
typical assessment cost:)

Infra-red thermography, suite fan tests and ,
air leakage characterization: $2,000 (typical)

Implementation

Air-sealing: $54,816 (actual)
Inspection and quality control: $ 2,400 (typical)
Total Cost of Air-Sealing Measure 63,716.

Scanada Consultants Limited 20of 5



Air ka ontrol Measures in High-Rise idential Buildin

Reductions in Consumption Cost

Monitored results showed the following energy savings:

Reduction in annual energy consumption: 196,500 kWh (@ 7.5% of total)
Reduction in monthly peak demand: 85 kW during the months of December, January and -
February and of at least 50 kW in the months of November,

April and May.
Energy cost reductions at 1990 rate: 196500 kWh x $0.0433/kWh = $8,500.
Demand cost reductions at 1990 rate: 85 kW x 3 months x $4.10/kW + 50 x 3 x 4.10 = $1,660.

Total reduction in billing due to air-sealing is $10,160 which is approximately 7.5% of the total 1990 electric
bill for the building.

Simpl lysi

The simple payback of the air-sealing measures to building owners, without considering any financial
incentives, is 6.3 years ($63716/$10160).

The air scaling work to improve the building envelope qualifies for Ontario Hydro’s incentive program.
Ontario Hydro generally pays the full cost of the feasibility study. The incentive for the reduction in peak
heating demand during winter months is calculated as up to $500/kW or fifty percent of air sealing costs,

whichever is less,

The building owner’s financial commitment will be as follows;

Feasibility study: $6500
Ontario Hydro - $6500
Building Owner $0
Air sealing, inspection and quality control: $57,216
Ontario Hydro - __$28.608 (50% of total cost)
Building Owner $28,608
Total costs to the building owner: $28,608

Based on energy savings, the simple payback period is 2.8 years ($28608/$10160).

Other Points

It should be noted that the above analysis presents the cost calculations based on 1990 electricity rates. The
1991 rates are approximately seven percent higher, and the 1992 rates are expected to increase more than
10%. It is our belief that the unit cost of air sealing may remain the same for a year or two due to
competition and market forces. A cost-benefit assessment should consider these situations,
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Air Leakage Control Measures in Hiph-Rise Residential Buildings

AIR LEAKAGE CONTROL OF BRIDLEVIEW YORK CONDOMINIUM

Building Descri

The Bridleview York Condominium (YCC 449) is a 10-storey apartment building with 95 suites. It is located
in Toronto. This is a frechold condominium apartment building managed and maintained by Gelco
Management Services Limited. The total floor area of heated space is 9,825 m® (105,720 ft?). Each suite
is provided with electric baseboard heaters for space heating. Natural gas is utilized for hot water and for
heating the building make-up air, The total electrical energy bill for the year 1989-90 was $92,546. The
energy consumption of this building was continuously monitored from November 1990 to July 1991 to
determine the impact of the air-sealing measures.

ir L] B

The air-sealing measure was implemented on this building during the month of December 1990 to reduce
the peak electric demand and energy consumption. The building envelope, all windows, exterior doors,
elevator shafts, and visual gross leaks were sealed. It should be noted that the total cost of assessment, air-
sealing and monitoring was borne by Ontario Hydro. Air leakage assessment and leakage characterization
was done several times to meet certain research objectives such as development of a reliable assessment
procedure. Indoor air quality tests performed before and after air sealing showed that there was no negative
impact on the general conditions of comfort and air quality in the building, The following presents the cost

calculations of implementing the air-sealing measure.

Cost of Assessment (Feasibility)

Building inspection, assessment and energy audit: $4,500 (The actual cost was higher
because of research element.

The stated cost represents a
typical assessment cost.)

Infra-red thermography, suite fan tests and
air leakage characterization: $2,000 (typical)

Implementation

Air-sealing: $38,000 (actual)
Inspection and quality control: $ 1,800 (typical)
Total Cost of Alr-Sealing Measure ' $46.300,

Scanada Consultants Limited 4of§



Air Leakage Control Measures in High-Rise Residential Bulldings
Reductions In Energy Consumption Costs

Monitored results showed the following energy savings:

Reduction in annual energy consumption: 80,370 kWh (@ 4.8% of total electric consumption)

Reduction in monthly peak demand: 42 kW during the months of December and January, and of
at least 25 kW in the months of November, February, March
and April.

Energy cost reductions at 1990 rate: 80370 kWh x $0.07/kWh = $5,625.

Demand cost reductions at 1990 rate: 42 kW x 2 months x $9.10/kW + 25x4 x9.10 = $1,675.

Total reduction in billing due to air-sealing is $7,300 which is approximately 7.9% of the total 1990 electric
bill for the building,

Simple Payback Analysis

The simple payback of the air-sealing measures to the building owner, without considering any financial
incentives, is 6.4 years ($46300/$7300).

The air sealing work to improve the building envelope qualifies for Ontario Hydro’s incentive program.
Ontario Hydro generally pays the full cost of the feasibility study. The incentive for the reduction in peak
demand during winter months is calculated as up to $500/kW or 50% of air sealing costs, whichever is less.

The building owner’s financial commitment will be as follows:

Feasibility study: $6500
Ontario Hydro - $6500
Building Owner $0
Air sealing, inspection and quality control: $39,800
Ontario Hydro - $19,900 (50% of total cost)
Building Owner $19,900
Total costs to the building owner: $19,900

Based on energy savings, the simple payback period is 2.7 years ($19900/$7300).

Other Points

The above analysis does not account for energy savings in the make-up air system which is heated by natural
gas. It should be noted that the above analysis presents the cost calculations based on 1990 electricity rates,
The 1991 rates are approximately seven percent higher, and the 1992 rates are expected to increase more
than 10%. It is our belief that the unit cost of air sealing may remain same for a year or two due to
competition and market forces. Cost-benefit assessment should consider these situations.
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ABSTRACT

This project was undertaken at the request of Scanada
Consultants Limited. The objective was to determine the
whole-building leakage of a 22-storey apartment building
(251 Donald Street, Ottawa) prior to, and immediately after
measures were taken to seal the envelope.

TEST BUILDING

The masonry building is 22 stories high. The ground
floor has lobby, maintenance, laundry and recreation areas
in addition to the apartment of the building superintendent.
Twenty stories (2 through 12, 14 through 22: there is no
13th storey) are typical floors, each housing 12 apartment
units. The single supply air unit for the building is
located in the penthouse.

TEST METHOD

The general procedure for conducting whole-building
leakage tests has been described in the Institute for
Research in Construction report to Canada Mortgage and
Housing Corporation entitled "Establishing the Protocols for
Measuring Air Leakage and Air Flow Patterns in High-Rise
Apartment Buildings" (Report No. CR5855.1; 18 April, 1990).
Specific details of the test conducted at 251 Donald Street

are reported below.

Installation of Fan and Flow Monitoring Equipment

A large vane-axial fan with a maximum capacity 23,600
L/s was used to depressurize the building. The fan inlet
was connected by 12 m of 0.9 m - diameter ducting to a
plywood panel temporarily installed in the double doors
adjacent to the garbage room on the west side of the
building. The door panel and all joints in the duct/fan
assembly were sealed with tape prior to testing. Airflow
rates were measured upstream of the fan intake using a pair
of total pressure averaging tubes. Flow rates are accurate
to within 5% of the measured values.
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Installation of Pressure Monitoring Equipment

The pressure differences across the building envelope
at both the ground and roof levels were measured using
electronic manometers with a strip chart recorder (accurate
to within 5% of the measured values). The average of the
two measured values was used to represent the mean pressure
difference across the building envelope. For measuring
exterior pressure at the ground level, clear vinyl tubing
(3.2 mm ID) was run to the centre of each of the four
exterior walls. The end of each tube was positioned about
1 m above ground level, with the open end pointing downward.
Each of the four 50 m long tubes were connected to a single
manifold (12.5 x 5.5 cm'dia. copper cylinder). The average
external pressure at ground level was measured from this
manifold. The ground floor interior pressure tap was
located at the centre of the ground floor sitting area
(South of the main lobby area). To measure the external
pressure at the roof, a static pressure probe was placed on
the roof adjacent to the South wall of the elevator room.
An internal pressure tap was located at the centre of the

22nd floor corridor.

Building Preparation

All exterior windows and doors were shut tightly and
continuously monitored during the test. Entrance doors from
the corridor into the apartments were blocked to give an
opening of approximately one inch. All stairwell doors were
blocked fully open. One of the double glass doors (the west
one) leading to the ground floor sitting area was blocked
wide open, the other door remained closed during the test.
Access through the main entrance door was controlled during
the test such that the doors remained closed while
measurements were in progress. The supply air system and
garbage exhaust fan were shut down. Power to the washing
machine and dryers was turned off. The following grilles
were sealed with plastic sheeting and aluminum tape:

- supply fan intake (roof-top)

- garbage chute vent (roof-top)
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- Ground Floor:

- West Wall: grille 1.8 m South of North end
- West Wall: grille 7.9 m South of North end
- West Wall: grille 11.1 m South of North end
- West Wall: grille 17.2 m North of South end
- West Wall: grille 8.0 m North of South end
- West Wall: grille 1.6 m North of South end
- South Wall: grille 5.2 m West of East end

- East Wall: grille 5.2 m South of North end

Air Leakage Rate Measurement

Once the building preparation was complete, the duct
intake was blocked with a plywood panel. While access to
the building was restricted, base readings of the pressure
differences across the building envelope were recorded. The
block was then removed, the fan was turned on and the flow
rate adjusted to give a pressure difference across the
building envelope at ground level of approximately 50 Pa.
Access to the building was again restricted while pressure
differences across the envelope were recorded for a period
of 2-3 minutes. The fan flow rate was then adjusted and the
procedure repeated for pressure differences of approximately
65, 40, 30 and 20 Pa. The fan was then turned off, the duct
intake blocked, and base readings were repeated as described
above. To minimize weather effects (wind and stack action),
the average of the initial and final base readings were
subtracted from the measured envelope pressure differences.

TEST RESULTS

Two test were conducted: Test 1 was conducted on
Oct. 23, 1990 prior to the building retrofit, and Test 2 on
Mar. 25, 1991 shortly after retrofit completion.

Pressure data and leakage rates for Tests 1 and 2 are
given in Tables 1 and 2, respectively. Weather conditions
at test time are summarized in Table 3, In Figure 1, the
leakage rates vs. the mean pressure difference across the
envelope (average of corrected ground and roof level AP's)

are plotted for both tests.



Table 1: Observations for test

date 90-10-23.

Report CR6346.1

Page 4

Observed Pressure Difference, Pa

Corrected Pressuze Difference, Pa

*)

Duct Adr
Velocity Flow Grd.Ext. Roof Grd.Ext. Roof
Test Test Pressure Rate va. ve. ve. ve.
No. Time (Pa) (L/s) Grd.Int. 22nd Cor. Mean Grd.Int. 22nd Cor. Mean
In’l Base 15:15 0.0 ] 16.6 -22.8
| 15:25 150.0 10,219 50.1 -2.2 24.0 33.8 20.0 26.9
2 15:34 79.0 7,416 37.5 -6.8 15.4 21.2 15.4 18.3
3 15:44 35.0 5,211 28.8 -16.0 6.4 12.5 6.2 9.3
4 15:55 6.0 2,044 20.0 -18.0 1.0 3.6 4.2 3.9
5 16:07 221.0 12,404 62.4 -2.0 30.2 46.1 20.2 33.1
Final Base 16:25 0.0 1] 16.1 -21.5

*  Corrected Pressure Difference = Observed Pressure Difference

Averaged Base Pressure Difference



Table 2:

Observations for test date 91-03-25.
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Observed Pressure Difference, Pa

Corrected Pressure Difference, Pa

Duct Air i
o me JEEE B RS Umpe M Ass  sbEL e e e son
No. Time (Pa) (L/s) Grd.Int. Grd.Int. Grd.Int. 22nd Cor. Grd.Int. Grd.Int. Grd.Int. 22nd Cor. Mean
In'l.Bllc 14:40 0.0 0 26.3 -2.9 -21.7 -21.3
1 14:50 64.0 6,675 51.5 7.5 3.2 -5.5 25.7 10.9 26.1 15.9 20.8
2 14:54 88.2 7,836 57.6 9.6 8.0 -2.5 31.8 13.0 30.9 18.9 25.3
3 14:58 123.0 9,254 65.1 13.4 14.7 0.6 39.2 16.8 37.6 22.0 30.6
4 15:02 141.0 9,908 69.9 15.7 19.1 3.5 44.1 19.1 42.0 24.9 34.5
S  15:07 37.6 5,116 43.9 3:1 -6.2 ~10.0 18.1 6.5 16.7 i;,. 14.7
6 15:11 18.8 3,618 38.3 0.8 -11.7 -13.8 12.4 4.2 13:2 7.6 10.0
7 15:14 9.8 2,612 35.3 -0.2 -14.5 -15.5 9.4 3.2 0.4 5.9 7.9
Final Base 15:17 0.0 0 25.4 -3.9 ~-24.0 -21.5

®  Corrected Pressure Difference

= Observed Pressure Difference -

Averaged Base Pressure Difference



Table 3: Weather conditions during testing. .
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Weather

Parameter

Test No. 1
Oct.23, 1990

Test No. 2
Mar.25, 1991

OQutdoor Temperature,
Indoor Temperature,
Wind Speed, km/h:

Wind Direction:

Cix
C:

8.0
22.0
18.5

NE

2.5
23.3
calm

N/A




APPENDIX E: MAKE-UP AIR BALANCING AND TUNING AFTER AIR SEALING

Air Leakage Control in High-Rise Buildings
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I'ﬂ METRICAIR INCORPORATED

P.O. BOX 1213, STATION “B", MISSISSAUGA, ONTARIO L4Y 3W5 TEL. (416) 566-980

AIR BALANCING REPORT

) ; 2500 Brideltown Circle
PROJECT. Condominlum Apartment
Scarborough, Ontario

CONTRACTOR:

ENGINEER: Scanada Consultants Limited

Air Balancing methods and epplications used 10 compile s final Balancing Report:

Instruments used:
1. Combinatien Inclined-Vertical Manomelera 6. Rotatng Van Anemometiers
7. Clamp on Amprobes

2. Ditterential Presaurs Gauges
3. Magnehslic Geuges 8. Autematic Type Tachometers
4. Pltol Tubes (various lengths) 9. Sling Paychromelers
10. insertion Thermomatera (wb & db)

5. Alnor Velomelers and probes
(1) Al fanp and air handling equipments are tesied and sel up as per manufaciurgrs’ shop drawings, Al main and branch ducts sie measured and
st o required C.F.M. by means of picd tube Uraverses,
Sysiems wil be balanced so that fans operale al the lowes! stalic pressure possible. '

(2) Onallsupply difussrs veloohy readings will be taken with an Alnor Velometer using the correct inctors of effeciive areas. Perioraled type ditfusers

will be measured with mensuring hood and Rolaling Vane Anemomeler.
On all supply return and exhaust griles and reglelers a Rotaling Vans Anemomeler ls used with manulsturers’ laciors of effeciive aress.

All balancing procedures are in mocordance with the Assoclated Alk Balmnce Council's Siandarda.
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Attached technical paper was presented at 12th Conference of Air Infiltration and Ventilation Centre held
in Ottawa during September 22-27, 1991,

- ation Mater

The overhead slides and photographs were used to make several presentation on this project.
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COMPARISON OF AIRTIGHTNESS, INDOOR AIR QUALITY AND
POWER CONSUMPTION BEFORE AND AFTER AIR-SEALING OF
HIGH-RISE RESIDENTIAL BUILDINGS

SYNOPSIS

Alr infiltration and veatilation has a profound influeace on both the internal environment and
on the energy needs of buildings. In most electrically heated high-rise residential buildings,
in cold climates, during the peak winter conditions (below -18 deg C ambient temperature and
above 15 km/hour wind velocity), the air infiltration component contributes to heating load by
10 to 18 W/m?® - roughly 25 to 35% of peak heating demand. Any reduction in such
uncontrolled air infiltration, without sacrificing indoor air quality, will have potential to reduce
the peak heating demand. To evaluate the effectivencss of air-scaling measure, the air leakage
rates through the building cavelope were measured both before and after the air-scaling using
the large vane-axial fan, Several air quality measurements (indoor temperatures, relative
humidity, CO,, formaldehyde, radon gas) were taken in cach building to assess the practical
implications of air scaling on the indoor air quality and thermal comfort.

The whole building airtightness tests showed that the air-sealing of the building envelope
reduced the air leakage rate by 32% in one building and 38% in other, Energy monitoring
for two buildings showed the reduction in heating demand by approximately 6 W/m? of floor
space - 12 to 15% due to air leakage control. Indoor air quality tests showed that the air
sealing had no negative impact on the general conditions of comfort and air quality in both
buildings. The field implementation of air leakage control has helped to remove some of the
uncertainties and shown the potentials for conservation are indeed considerable. This paper
presents the field tests and results, and suggest a procedure for the use by air-sealing
practitioners to cvaluate different air-scaling strategies.

1,_INTRODUCTION
Concerned especially with reducing peak power demand, Oatario Hydro (the largest electric
utility in Canada) is exploring various energy conservation strategics and their potentials. One
way to obtain.load reduction and encrgy efficiency is through improvements in the efficiency
of electric space heating in high-rise residential buildings.

The energy audit and assessment of four high-rise residential buildings located in Ontario
showed that the peak space heating demand varies from 35 to 65 W/m?® of floor space. During
peak winter conditions, the air leakage component contributes to the heating load by 10 to 18
W/m? - roughly 25 to 35% of the peak heating demand [Scanada 1991). Therefore, the control
of air leakage in buildings has become recognized as a key element in achieving energy
conservation. Clearly, if high-rise buildings could be better air-sealed, the potentials for
reductions in peak demand (plant capacity) and energy usage, and the associated costs, should
be enormously attractive to building owners and the utility,

Despite the importance of the process of air leakage in high-rise buildings, it is still an aspect
of building science about which there is considerable uncertainty. In part, this problem has
been made difficult by the diverse range of buildings, each constructed according to widely
varying construction practices. The quantification of air leakage flows is difficult due to the
complexities of the flow mechanisms, It is this lack of design considerations in the building
construction which has frequently resulted in higher heating consumption, and moisture and
air quality problems, Clearly, good predictive design methods and demonstrations of air
leakage control should assist in formulating programs relating to improve the energy efficiency
of high-rise buildings., This paper describes a procedure to assess air leakage and field tests
conducted to assess the effects of air-sealing on overall building airtightness, indoor air quality,
and power consumption before and afier air-scaling of two high-rise residential buildings.



PROCED DE

A simplified air leakage estimation procedure was developed, based primarily on equivalent
air leakage arca and local net pressure distribution [Scanada-1 1991]. The pressure difference
at a given location depends on the infiltration driving forces (stack, wind and mechanical
ventilation) and the characteristics of the opening in the building envelope. A simplified
network of air-flow paths can be established using the following information: climate and
exposure, building types, building form, building dimensions, surface to volume ratios, shafts,
and envelope types, windows and doors, envelope crack lengths, openings, and make-up air
strategies. The algebraic sum of air-flow through these paths must always be equal to zero,
By applying the mass balance cquation, the component of air infiltration which would be
occurring during the peak winter condition can be determined. This air-flow rate is
responsible for the space heating load due to uncontrolled infiltration. Any reduction in this
infiltration flow should decrease the heating requiremeats for the building. The procedure has
been simplified and developed into a practical application tool which will be utilized by

assessors and air leakage control contractors.
The leakage paths on the exterior building envelope and shafts are classified as following:

- the basement floor plus ground floor [Ag],

- typical floor [A,], and
= top floor and penthouse [Ag].

Assuming that there is a neutral mncatthcm"ﬂoorasshome’:gnrcl, the infiltration rate
Q, and exfiltration rate Q, through the exterior wall can be expressed as the following with the

inner/outer pressure differential AP (Pa) and leakage arca A (m®):
M-y
M

Ol-Aqf(ZIA.PGUp +E:| AmﬁIAPﬂp)
J=

and
N
QY A2IAP]lp)+A,[CIAPJp @)
J=M

The airflow balance is
Q-Q, 3)

where, Q = Airflow rate, m¥/s i - in-flow, o - out-flow

A = leakage area, m*
p = air density, kgm’
AP = pressure difference across building envelope, Pa

The solution to the above three equations can be obtained using the following steps:

L. Determine the leakage paths at each floor and assign the leakage class (visual inspection,
thermography, and simple tests...)

2, Establish the stack pressure, wind pressure and pressure due to mechanical veatilation
and determine the net indoor/outdoor pressure difference (AP) at each floor,

3. Calculate the air flows at each floor level using the above equations by assuming first
that the neutral pressure plane (NPP) occurs at the mid height of the building.

4. Equate the air inflow and outflow (Q, = Q,). If inflow is greater than outflow, then
move the NPP one floor below and repeat the calculations as in Step 3. If the inflow



is lower than the outflow, then assume the NPP one floor above and repeat the
calculations. These steps should be repeated until at least three percent difference
between inflow (Q,) and outflow (Q,) is obtained.

5. The air inflow (Q)) to the building is the uncontrolled air infiltration. Reduction in this
component will result in reducing the peak heating demand and eaergy consumption.

Based on the above method of determining air leakage rate, a field inspection procedure was
developed to assess the potential reductions in peak heating demand [Scanada-2 1991). The
air leakage assessment procedure addresses four concerns: (1) What is the air leakage in the
building? (2) How much reduction in peak demand is possible with air leakage control? (3)
What will be the air scaling prioritics and effectiveness for achicving maximum ratio of
reduction in kW to the air sealing costs? and (4) How tight can buildings be and still supply
adequate ventilation and maintain indoor air quality? Figure 5 shows the algorithm of the
assessment procedure.,

DEM TI

Two buildings were selected for the demonstration of air leakage control. The following tests
were conducted to characterize these buildings before and after the air-scaling work: (i) visual
inspection and assessment of air leakage paths, (ii) whole building airtightness tests, (iii)
indoor air quality, and (iv) monitoring of encrgy and power consumption. The buildings are

as follows:

Bullding A: It is a fairly well maintained 21-storey apartment tower located in Ottawa in an
open and flat terrain, Its 240 suites are fully occupied. The total heated floor space is 14,290
m? and the heated volume is 43,515 m®, The exposed building eavelope area is 7,470 m®. A
detailed energy audit of the building showed that the average annual space heating energy
consumption was 105 kWh/m?/ycar. The peak space heating demand during the winter months
was 42 W/m®, Ottawa has 4,634 heating degree days and the winter design temperature of -23
°C and wind speed of 12.5 m/s.

Bullding B: It is a ten-storey apartment building located in a suburban of Toronto. Its 95
suites are fully occupicd. The total heated floor space is 9,825 m® and volume is 25,455 m®,
A detailed encrgy audit showed that the average annual space heating energy consumption was
98.6 kWh/m?/year. The peak space heating demand during the winter months was 46 W/m?®,
Toronto has 3646 heating degree days and the winter design temperature is -18 °C and wind

speed of 115 my/s.
matl {al f

The air leakage assessment procedure was used to determine the potential for air leakage
control in these buildings. The field inspection showed that the total leakage area in the
Building A was 2.72 m®, The air leakage rate at the peak winter conditions was calculated
using the above Equations 1, 2 and 3. Figure 2 shows the air leakage rates at the peak winter
design condition. The air leakage rate in Building A was 5,990 L/s, resulting in a heating
demand of 265 kW - approximately 42% of peak space heating load. By assuming that the air
scaling can reduce the uncontrolled air leakage by 32%, the resulting in peak heating demand
would be approximately 92 kW. Similar approach was used to assess the Building B. The air
lcakage control could potentially reduce the peak demand by approximately 33 kW in the

Building B.

32 Alrtightness Tests

A test procedure "Establishing the Protocols for Measuring Air Leakage and Air Flow Pattems
in High-Rise Apartment Buildings" was used to conduct the whole airtightness tests in both

buildings [Magee and Shaw 1990).



Bullding A: A large axial vane fan with maximum capacity of 23,600 L/s was used to
depressurize the building. The fan inlct was connected by 12 m of 0.9 m diameter ducting to
a plywood panel temporarily installed in the double doors. Airflow rates were measured
upstream of the fan intake using a pair of total averaging tubes. Flow rates are accurate within
5% of the measured values. As shown in Figure 3, this building had a net uncoatrolled air
leakage rate of 4,740 L/s at 10 Pa pressure difference before air-sealing retrofit. The second
test conducted after the air-sealing retrofit showed that the air leakage rate reduced to 3,220
L/s at 10 Pa pressure difference, As shown in Figure 4, the improvement in airtightness was

32% after air-sealing.

Bullding B: The airtightness results showed that the air leakage rate was 1,885 L/s at 7 Pa
presswe difference before air-scaling retrofit. The air-scaling of the building eavelope
reduced the air leakage rate to 1,165 L/s at 7 Pa pressure difference. The improvement in
airtightness was 38% after the air-sealing,

33 Indoor Alr Quality

Air quality in residential buildings is an arca of great concern. With the trend to conserve
energy, the effects on air quality should be evaluated to avoid poteatial health problems which
may result from the drastic reduction in air change, Therefore, during this study, air quality
tests to monitor the effects of air sealing work were done before and after the air sealing using
a test protocol developed by CMHC [CMHC 1990]. The following air quality indicators were
chosen for these buildings: formaldehyde, radon, carbon dioxide, relative humidity and indoor
temperature. In the Building B, carbon monoxide samples were taken at the ground and

underground parking level

Formaldehyde: The formaldehyde readings did increase slightly in some apartments while
remained relatively same in other a However, the upper levels of formaldehyde
concentration were well below acceptable limit of 0.1 ppm for residential occupancies.

Radon: Radon samples were taken at the basement, ground and first floor levels. There was
not any significant change in the radon level after the air sealing retrofit. The maximum level
recorded in these buildings was 20 Bq/m® (0.54 pCV/L) which is well below the acceptable level

of 148 Bg/m® (4 pCi/L).

Carbon Dioxide: The carbon dioxide levels either remained the same or increased in some
apartments after the air scaling. However, the upper levels of CO, were less than 1000 ppm.

Relative Humidity: The relative humidity levels increased in the lower floor apartments and
decreased in the upper storeys. The average RH was at 29% before and 32% after air sealing,

The measured data RH readings were within the human comfort zone.,

Carbon Monoxide: CO samples were taken at the underground parking and ground floor level
at the Building B. Comparison of samples showed no significant difference. The CO levels
were well below the accepted limit of 11 ppm.

In both these buildings, it was also observed that the air sealing had reduced the movement
of stale odours. In fact, the sealing allowed for more consistent adjustment of air supply to
the apartments, The air scaling bad no negative impact on the geaeral indoor air quality in
the test buildings. Variations and divergent trends observed from apartment to apartment
were quite representative of what could be expected due to occupants’ lifestyle and habits.

Energy consumption in both the buildings was continuously manitored at every 15 minute
interval. The total electric supply to the building and the hot water loads were monitored



from the month of November 1990 to June 1991, Similar weather periods, before and after
wseahn&wc:deﬁedmeompuetbnmymmpnon. Theanalys:swaspc.rformod
using the hourly energy simulation program to develop appropriate correction factors to
account for solar gains, weather effects and occupancy using the building description. The

results are summarized as follows: ;

Bullding A: The comparison of similar weather periods showed that the difference in electric
load before and after air-scaling was 64 to 84 kW depending on the ambient conditions. Using
the building characteristics, and an assumed weather profile for a peak day (ambicat
temperature varying from -18 to -21 °C and average wind speed of 12.5 m/s) simulation was
performed to predict the potential reductions in heating load. Results showed that the
reduction in heating load due to air-scaling would be 85 kW on a peak day - a reduction of
14% of the peak space heating demand. The space heating energy consumption during the
heating scason reduced by 12%.

Building B: The comparison of similar weather periods showed that the difference in electric
load before and after air-scaling was 24 to 35 kW depending on the ambient conditions.
Analyses using the building characteristics and an assumed weather profile for a peak day
(ambient temperature varying from -15 to -18 °C and average wind speed of 11.5 m/s) were
performed to predict the poteatial reductions in heating load. The reduction in heating load
due to air-scaling was 38 kW on a peak day - an 18% of the peak space heating demand.
This reduction in space heating load represents 10.5% of the total electric load for the
building. The encrgy consumption during the heating scason reduced by 15%.

4,_CONCLUSIONS

- Based on the successful demonstration of air-sealing work and the use of assessment
procedure, it can be concluded that the air leakage coatrol offers a poteatial to reduce
the peak electric demand by 4 to 10 W/m® of floor space depending on the location and
building characteristics.
A method has been developed to determine the air leakage rate for high-rise buildings.
This assessment procedure has beea validated with the field demonstration of air leakage
control in two high-rise buildings,
Indoor air quality tests showed that the air sealing of the building had no negative
impact oa the general conditions of comfort and air quality in both buildings. In both
these buildings, it was also observed that the air sealing had reduced the movement of
stale odours. In fact, the sealing allowed for more consistent adjustment of air supply

to the apartments.
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Figure 1: Initial Assumptions.  Figure 2: Estimated profile of air in-flow and out-flow at

the peak winter conditions for the Building A.
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Figure 3: Effect of air-sealing on airtightness of Figure 4: Difference in air lcakage rate before

and after air sealing of Building A.
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Average Annual Energy Use in Four
High-Rise Residential Buildings
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Peak Electric Consumption in
High-Rise Residential Buildings

Total Electric Load Space Heating Load
(65 W/m2 of floor space) (41 W/m2 of floor space)
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Air Leakage Characteristics
Air Leakage Rate (L/s.m2 of floor space)
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Objectives

* to develop practical design procedures for estimating
reductions in peak power demand and energy consumption
by air leakage control of high-rise residential buildings;
and |

e to test airtightness of two buildings, verify the
assessment procedure and to show the potential reduction
in peak power and energy consumption due to air-sealing.
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Approach

e Develop a thermal model for assessing air leakage in
high-rise buildings

* Field implementation and validation

- Assessment of air leakage and potential energy savings
- Perform the following "before” and “after” tests
Building airtightness tests
Indoor air quality tests
Energy and power monitoring
- Implement air-sealing - quality control
- Analyze and evaluate air-sealing implications
- Compare the predicted and monitored data
- Modify and fine-tune the assessment procedure

* Develop the air sealing assessment procedure for use
by practioners
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Procedure for Assessing Air Leakage and
Potential Control in Electrically Heated
Residential Buildings of Eight Storeys and Higher

Prepared for

Ontario Hydro

Scanada Consultants Limited
CanAm Building Envelope Specialists Inc.

May 1991
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Determination of Air Leakage Rate
in High-Rise Buildings

Methods:

e “"whole” building airtightness tests

e air-leakage assessment procedure
- field inspection of leakage paths
- determination of air leakage rate




Factors influencing air leakage in high-rise buildings:

e Climate influence

- outdoor / indoor temperature difference (stack effect)
- wind effect

e Topographic environment
- wind shielding
- terrain
- surroundings

e Overall airtightness of the building
- building type, form, dimensions, surface to volume
ratio, construction
- envelope type, windows, doors, envelope crack lengths,
openings and make-up air strategies
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Wind Pressures

P=(pC, V2
where, '
- P, = surface pressure due to wind, Pa
C, = pressure coefficient
v, = wind speed, m/s
VAV s
Vy=V, HIH, )
Coefficient for determining wind velocity, V,.
Terrain A, a
ime— — _—— e ————
Airport (building in a flat terrain) 1.0 0.15
Suburban (cluster of low-rise 0.60 0.28
buildings)
Urban (high-rise buildings in 0.35 0.40
populated districts)

Averaged Wind Pressure Coefficient, C,

.'1
Wind Angle | UW=1| UW=025| UW= 4
(degree)

0 0.62 0.62 0.62
10 0.60 0.60 0.60
20 0.58 0.55 0.58
30 0.5 0.40 0.52
40 0.37 0.25 ' 0.45
50 - 025 (/] 0.37
60 0 =0.25 0.22
70 -0.2 -0.50 0.10
80 -0.37 -0.62 -0.10
90 -0.6 -0.62 -0.25




Stack Pressures

P,=pg(hl-h2)[T,-T YT,

where,
pressure difference due to stack effect, Pa

air density, kg/nT’ (about 1.2)
indoor temperature, K
outdoor temperature, K

= building height, m

T NN
o

P =P xThermalDrafiCocfficient

Suggested Thermal Draft Coefficient [ASHRAE 1989 and AIVC 1982]

Thermal Draft

Coefficient
Building with isolated and sealed floors (tight) 0.6 to 0.7
Building with semi-isolated floors (average) 0.7 to 0.85
Buildings with poorly isolated floors and several 0.86 to 0.95
through shafts (loose)
Most high-rise residential buildings with 2 elevator 0.80 to 0.90
shafts, 2 stairways, garbage and service shafts
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P, 'Pw +P,‘ i P

Q,,=(Q}+Qd*

where,
total air infiltration, L/s

infiltration due to wind, L/s
infiltration due to stack, L/s

. !01
LI |

'lnfiltration [ Exfiltration Flows

] Air Flow (m31s)

Infiltration Exfiltration
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Figure 1: A typical estimation of Q,, O, and Q,, for a 20 storey building,
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The leakage paths on the exterior building envelope and shafts are
classified as following:

- the basement floor plus ground floor [A],
- typical floor [A], and
- top floor and penthouse [A.].

The Infiltration rate Q, and exfiltration rate Q, through the exterlor wall can
be expressed as the following with the inner/outer pressure differential AP

(Pa) and leakage area A (m°):

M-1

Q=Ax/CIAPlp)+Y. Amﬁzuyp) (1)
=2
and
N
O,=§Amﬁlﬁry P)*+A/@IAPJp) @
The airflow balance Is
Q=Q, 3)
where, Q = Airflow rate, m’/s i - in-flow, o - out-flow
A = leakage area, m’
p = air density, kg/m®
AP = pressure difference across buiiding envelope, Pa




Calculation of Peak Heating Demand due to Infiltration

q=Q,pC AT

where,

where,

where,

heat load due to air infiltration, W

air inflow rate, L/s

air density, kg/nt (about 1.2)

specific heat of air, kJ/ (kg C) (about 1.0)

ORARCL
Hononon

qfnram.lf
T =T -_—

T, Is the balance point temperature used for infiltration calculation. It
depends on the thermostat set temperature, conductance heat losses
through the building envelope (excluding infiltration losses), and
internal loads (q,,...) due to lighting, occupancy and other equipment.
T, is the thermostat set temperature. |

UA is combined transmission and ventilation loss, W/K per nt of floor
area

. IS the internal heat gain from lights, people, equipment and solar,
W per nt’ of floor area

HL o pinrationgreduction) =Settectivensss *d

E =(HLfnrrmuan(mducﬂan) +DD+C)/(AT)

E . = Annual reduction space heating energy, kWh
DD = Annual heating degree days, (C - days)
AT = Design temperature difference, C (For Toronto, 38 C)

C-factor, Credit factor, hours/day
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Air Leakage Assessment Procedure

Steps:

 Building inspection and assessment of air leakage paths
- climate and exposure, building form and type, floor by
floor leakage paths, openings, shafts...
- visual inspection and simple in-situ tests
- building component air-leakage characteristics
- air quality and moisture assessment

e Estimation of air leakage rate at peak design conditions
- stack and wind pressure distribution

- assigning leakage characteristics .
- estimation of air leakage rate and sealing priorities
- estimation of heating load due to air leakage

* Assessment of cost-benefits and implementations
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Air-Sealing Priorities

The following air-sealing priorities are evaluated:

e Windows

e Doors

e Building Envelope
e Shafts

¢ Miscellaneous.

* top and bottom 1/3 rd of the building
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COST-BENETT

(' Figure 1. Procedure for Air Leakage Assessment and Control in Buildings
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AIR-SEALING
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Calculate wind, stack and
ventilation pressure
distribution.

¥

Estimate component
leakage area.

)

Determine infiltration and
exfiltration airflows.

Air flow
balance

Determine reduction in
energy consumption
and demand

‘_

Estimate cost of air
leakage in the building.

v

Ranking of cost-effective

3

air sealing measures.

Building owner's
financial commitments.

Decision
Scenario

Ontario Hydro
incentives.

Air-Sealing, Monitoring,
Evaluations
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Air Leakage Assessment Procedure

The procedure assists in:
* identifying the need for air leakage control retrofits
e determining the peak air leakage rate in the building

e estimating the potential reduction in peak demand and
energy consumption

* defining the air-sealing priorities and effectiveness

for achieving maximum ratio of reduction in kW to the air-
sealing costs

e analyzing cost-benefits and preparing the work plan

e evaluating the impact of ALC retrofits on DSM objectives
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Infiltration / Exfiltration Flows
Assessment of air in-flow and out-flow
at peak design conditions (251 Donald)

5 Air Flow (m3/s)

Exfiltration
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Fﬁezd Demonstration and Validation

* Two buildings - 10 storey Bridleview and
21 storey Donald Street

* Assessment of air leakage and potential reductions in
peak demand, and priorizing air-sealing work

e "Before” and "After” tests
Airtightness of building shell
Indoor air quality
Energy and power monitoring

* Analyses of data and comparison with predictions

e Cost-benefit assessment

h-\x
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Space Heating Demand Calculations
Bridleview Building

Windows
44%

Penthouse Air leakage
2% 34%

(electric only)
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Effect of Air-sealing on Airtightness of

251 Donald Street Building

Air Leakage Rate, L/s.m2

2
L
1.5 /’
/ Before Test (Oct 90)
+  After Test (Mar 91)
0 i i i
0 5 10 15 20 25 30

Mean Pressure Difference, Pa

Before Test: Q = 0.0983 (Delta P)*0.809

After Test:

Q = 0.0580 (Delta P)"0.872

35
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Difference in Air Leakage Rate
Before and After Air Sealing of

251 Donald Street

Percent Difference in Air Leakage Rate

30 ' ,_ M
20
10
—— % Difference
0 i i
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Mean Pressure Difference, Pa

40
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Total Electric Demand
251 Donald Street, Ottawa

Electric Demand (kW)

1000
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600 -} |
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Energy Consumption
251 Donald Street, Ottawa
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Comparison of Energy Consumption
Betfore and After Airsealing
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Comparison of Power Consumption Before
and After Air-Sealing of Bridleview
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Cost-Benefit Assessment
(Cost of air sealing/demand reduction)

Sealing cost $ / kW of demand reduction
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Cost-Benefi{ Assessment
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Indoor Air Quality Results

The following components were monitored:

After Air-Sealing

1. Indoor room temperature slightly increased
2. Relative humidity increased

3. Carbon dioxide slightly increased
4. Formaldehyde slightly increased
5. Radon (basement + ground) no change

6. Carbon monoxide slightly increased

Occupant survey - very few comments

No appreciable change in indoor air quality after air-
sealing.




Potential energy and peak demand savings due to air leakage control in Ontario.

Total Electric Heated Air Leakage Potential Reductions
Floor Contribution about 35% sealing
JM“ “ﬂea % Area Energy Peak Energy Peak
( m? GWh | Demand | GWh Demand
Mw MW
High-rise Residential 76.3 39 29.76 833 545 292 191
Detached, medium 142 24 34.08 1,091 896 382 314
rise and row houses
Total potential reduction with @ 35% sealing equivalence:

Using Building Stock Model - CANADA-II, Prepared by Scanada Consultants Limited for Energy, Mines and .
Resources Canada, 1990. '




H-3Y4

Implementation

* Pre-screening

* Field assessment, sealing priorities, cost-benefits and a
work order

* Implementation of air-sealing work

* Quality control and inspection of airésealing work

* Assessment of energy consumption after ALC
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Criteria

Suggested criteria for air leakage control in electrically
heated high-rise buildings:

* building has eight or more storeys
* no major renovations to building envelope
* meets criteria for indoor air quality

e owners are willing to participate




Issues

* Training:
assessors
air-sealing contractors

* Quality control

* Verification of assessment procedure for a large
number of buildings

* Program evaluation

W- 36
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Gonclusions

* A high-rise air leakage assessment procedure has been
developed and shown to be useful in predicting the
effects of air leakage control retrofits and in
priorizing and guiding their implementation.

* Air leakage control offers the potential to reduce
the winter on-peak demand by 4 to 10 W/m2 of
floor space - with a mean value of 6 W/m2.

* Air-sealing of the building had no negative impact on
indoor air quality and human comfort.

* The total cost of air-sealing may vary from $650 to |
$900 depending on air-sealing priorities.

e Sealing of shafts is the most cbst effective retrofit.
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Further Development

= Development of a user-friendly computer program
of air leakage assessment procedure

= Training modules for assessors and air-sealing
contractors - manuals and videos

= Monitoring of 10 to 15 more buildings across Ontario |
to verify and raise confidence in assessment procedure

= Study of reliability and maintainability of air-sealing
products and applications

= Design guidelines for new high-rise buildings




SYNOPSIS

Air infiltration and ventilation has a profound influence on both the internal environment
and on the energy needs of buildings. In most electrically heated high-rise residential
buildings, in cold climates, during the peak winter conditions (below -18 deg C ambient
temperature and above 15 km/hour wind velocity), the air infiltration component .
contributes to heating load by 10 to 18 W/m® - roughly 25 to 35% of peak heating demand.
Any reduction in such uncontrolled air infiltration, without sacrificing indoor air quality, will
have potential to reduce the peak heating demand. To evaluate the effectiveness of air-
sealing measure, the air leakage rates through the building envelope were measured both
before and after the air-sealing using the large vane-axial fan. Several air quality
measurements (indoor temperatures, relative humidity, CO,, formaldehyde, radon gas)
were taken in each building to assess the practical implications of air sealing on the
indoor air quality and thermal comfort.

The whole building airtightness tests showed that the air-sealing of the building envelope
reduced the air leakage rate by 32% in one building and 38% in other. Energy monitoring
for two buildings showed the reduction in heating demand by approximately 6 W/m?® of
floor space -- 12 to 15% due to air leakage control. Indoor air quality tests showed that
the air sealing had no negative impact on the general conditions of comfort and air quality
in both buildings. The field implementation of air leakage control has helped to remove
some of the uncertainties and shown the potentials for conservation are indeed
considerable. This paper presents the field tests and results, and suggest a procedure
for the use by air-sealing practitioners to evaluate different air-sealing strategies.
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@ POWER AND ENERGY SAVINGS THROUGH
Scanada | AR LEAKAGE CONTROL IN HIGH-RISE BUILDINGS

Energy audits and assessments of four high-rise residential buildings in Ontario showed that the peak
space heating demand varics from 35 to 65 W/m? of floor space. During peak winter conditions, the air
leakage component contributes to the heating load by 10 to 18 W/m® - roughly 25 to 35% of the peak
heating demand. The control of air leakage has become recognized as a key element in achieving energy
conservation. Concerned especially with reducing peak power demand, Ontario Hydro is exploring air
leakage control of high-rise buildings as a component of its DSM strategy.

This project was initiated in July 1990 by Scanada Consultants Limited of Ottawa and CanAm Building
Envelope Specialists Inc. of Mississauga. Objectives were to develop an air leakage assessment procedure
and to demonstrate and test the impact of air leakage control measures in the field.

The project accomplished the following: (i) it developed and validated the field procedures necessary to
identify and assess the air leakage rate in buildings of cight storeys and higher; (ii) it established a
procedure to evaluate the various air leakage control strategies in terms of their potential cost benefits;
and (iii) it demonstrated air leakage control in two high-rise residential buildings and its resulting impact
on peak power demand, energy consumption, indoor air quality, and of course airtightness. Two more
case studies of high-rise buildings were added to show the implementation of the assessment procedure.

The simplified air leakage estimation procedure is based on equivalent air leakage area and local net
pressure distribution. The air leakage rate at a given location depends on the driving forces (stack, wind
and mechanical ventilation) and the characteristics of the opening in the building envelope. A simplified
network of air-flow paths can be established using the following information: climate and exposure,
building types, building form, building dimensions, surface to volume ratios, shafts, envelope types,
windows and doors, envelope crack lengths, openings, and make-up air strategies. The algebraic sum of
air-flow through these paths must always be equal to zero. By applying the mass balance equation, the
component of air infiltration which would occur during the peak winter condition can be determined,
This air-flow rate is responsible for the space heating load due to uncontrolled infiltration. Any reduction
in this infiltration flow should decrease the heating requirements for the building. The procedure has
been simplified and developed into a practical application tool which will be utilized by assessors and air
leakage control contractors. The procedure has been assembled in the following parts and a manual was

prepared to guide an assessor through the assessment procedure.

Part A, Identification and Pre-Screening of a Building

Part B. Building Audit and Field Inspection

Part C. Estimation of the Uncontrolled Air Leakage Component

Part D. Determination of Air Sealing Priorities

Part E, Development of Work Plan for Air Sealing of the Building.

Part F. Quality Control and Assessment of Air Leakage Control Retrofits

The field results in two high-rise buildings can be summarized as follows: (i) the air leakage control
offered a reduction in peak space beating demand of 4 to 10 W/m? of floor space depending on the
location and building characteristics -- i.e., 11 to 16% of total electric demand in these buildings; (ii) the
air leakage assessment procedure was found to be reliable within 5 to 10% in predicting the potential
reduction in peak heating demand; (jii) the indoor air quality tests performed before and

after the air sealing showed that there was no negative impact on the general conditions of comfort and
air quality in both buildings (in fact, the scaling of unnecessary air leaks enhances the control of air supply
and reduces wastage); and (iv) the cost of air sealing per kW of demand savings varied from $650 to $900.
While first developed to assess winter heating demands, the procedure is being extended to assess the
peak reductions in summer cooling loads as well.




