International Journal of Architectural, Civil and Construction Sciences
ISSN: 2415-1734
Vol:6, No:8, 2012

An Analysis of Variation of Ceiling Height and
Window Level for Studio Architecture Iin
Malaysia

SeyedelzahraMirrahimi, Nik Lukman Nik Ibrahim, and I. Sura

very great role in improving the students learning [6]. It has
Abstract—This paper investigated the impact of ceiling heighbeen proven that good daylighting reduces dependence on
and window head heights variation on daylighting inside architecturattificial lighting. It is often preferable for studio architecture

teaching studio with a full width window. In architectural educationto be open and have larger study room than conventional
using the studio is more than normal classroom in most credit hougtassrooms.

Therefore, window position, size and dimension of studio have dirECtHowever, the dimension of ceiling heights and window
influence on level of daylighting. Daylighting design is a criticalnead heights must always be considered in order to achieve
factor that improves student learning, concentration and behavior,ﬁ b optimum daylighting standard. Gregge and Ander in 1995

addition to these, it also reduces energy consumption. T . . : .
methodology of analysis involves using Radiance in IES<VES ated that the height and size of window are the major

software under overcast and cloudy sky in Malaysia. It has be¥ariables needed to get the preferred value of natural light [7].
established that presentation of daylighting of architecture studio chRiS paper presented an investigation into the determination of
be enhanced by changing the ceiling heights and window levéhe dimension of ceiling height and window head heights with
because, different ceiling heights and window head heights ceespect to Malaysia’s standard.
contribute to different range of daylight levels.

Il. STUDIO SPACE CHARACTERIZES

Daylighting creates a more attractive atmosphere quality
and provide an appropriate working place where visual tasks
can be comfortably carried out during the day [8].
Architectural studios have a history of large open design with

EFORE 1950, the majority of educational space wasatural lighting where each student is allocated a desk for

utilized by natural lighting [1]. Daylighting is a significant drawing and construction of models manually [9].
factor in the design of educational building, it does not only Most of architectural school are still utilizing manual
affect the consumption of energy by displacing artificiatirawing techniques; although, computer technology has been
lighting, it also impacts on health, level of stress anitroduced to assist in drawing and presentation since the ‘80s
performance of students [2]. This is so because, it @t this has not replaced the manual operation [10].
complicated to supply the adequate value of daylight The Requirement of Lighting is the most important value
throughout a side it space [3]. Comparison between nornf@f these type of classrooms, therefore, the recommended
classroom and studio has shown that in formal classroomC@nPonents for these type of building must be used to
relationship exists between teachers and students only whildiProve the phenomenon of daylighting [11]. Natural lighting
a studio, it exists between teachers and students as well® guld be prowdgd from the studgnts left side [9.]' dimension
within student to student [4]. In addition, most of the times, R desk for drawing should be suitable for AQ size of paper
is found out in studios that there exists better cooperati(()%2><127 cm); therefor_e each space requires 3.5 to 4pem
among students, and this brings out the best in them. Quitgt dents and clear height should be 2.70-3.40 m [12].

number of scholars have reported the use of studio architectyre Iheh aim of arczl';?cture SIF:Q'O \r/]vqs hto ?Ie3|gn hc_)ptlmum
is an outstanding model of education [5]. aylighting using different ceiling heights for architecture
. L _studio (576 ) which can occupy approximately 100
In architectural schpc_:l_, the studio is used for more than | dents. It is better to situate classroom on the lower floors to
normal classroom activities; consequently, the lighting playsp%vide better access and support services [13]. The
orientation of an educational building should be considered
along the east- west axis to optimize a position where south
Seyedehzahra Mirrahimi, PhD Student at Department of ArchitecturBaces the north [14]; since the sun path can have a significant
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Mall\?iis:jjf(?ngerl:kNTlirrligﬁir.:"EZ? gfm;e".‘;or?rzent of Architecture, Nationa| The dimension of window head high must be extended for
University of Malaysia (UKM). 43600,SKM,Bangi, Selangore, ’Malaysialnore than 2.1 m above the plane [15]. Researchers believe
(email: n.lukman@gmail.com) that ceiling heights must be at least 3 m for the smallest
Mastor Surat, Senior lecturer in Department of Architecture, Nation@lassrooms and normally not less than half of the dimension of

Univrrsity of Malaysia (UKM), 43600,UKM,Bangi, Selangore, Malaysiathe width for all except the largest classrooms.
email: mastorsurat@yahoo.com

Keywords—Ceiling height, window head height, daylighting,
studio architecture, simulation.

|. INTRODUCTION

651



International Journal of Architectural, Civil and Construction Sciences

ISSN:
Vol:6,

PJ Waldram in 1913[16] explained that the ratio of the
glazing area to floor area is one tenth in ordeolttain the
minimum requirement of daylighting [16].

I1l.  METHODOLOGY

For this research, 3 models of architecture studare
simulated with various ceiling and window head hésgin
Malaysia. The case study used for the objectivethi$
research was 36m width, 16m depth with differerlirggand
window head heights. The models were located ingtbend
floor. The studio received natural lighting fromnadbws in
the south wall. As shown in Fig.1 (case studyhg windows’
head heights were fixed 2.1 m from the floor arel thtio of
window area to floor area through which the simats were
runwas 10%, the range of ceiling heights was frofnn2to 10
m. It can be seen in Fig.2 that the range ofrgilieights and
window head heights increased from 2.4 m to 10 chGA m
to 7.8 m respectively in Case Study 2. The rulethafmb
glazing area to floor similar to Case Studyl andeC&tudy2
was 10%. Fig.3 showed Case Study 3, the ceilirightse
were increased from 3 m to 10 m and the Ratiolatigg
area to floor area were greater than the CS 1 a8d, C
approximately by 13% , this is so because,
windows with full width wall and window head 0.5 and
0.3m from the ceiling.

Fig. 1 Case Study 1
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Fig. 2 Case Study 2

2415-1734
No:8, 2012

= s
| —— ]
—_——— —
[ ]
== e
Fig. 3 Case Study 3
A.Smulation
The present study uses Radiance in Integrated
Environmental Solution <Virtual Environment> |ESEY

program to evaluate the average daylight factor and
iluminance in an  architecture studio environmeint
Malaysia. Radiance is a software package develdyethe
Lighting Systems Research group at the Lawrencéebey
Laboratory in California, USA. Radiance was develbmas a
research tool for predicting the distribution ofibie radiation

in illuminated spaces. Radiance is internationadigognised

CS3ehaas one of the leading lighting simulation tools iklde.

Radiance is a program that can analyse daylighiing a
collection of program of graphical simulation. Mover, it
has been validated and considered appropriateafoulation
of illuminance and prediction of internal illumines with a
high degree of accuracy for various sky conditidrig.

Table shows .1 the condition of simulation in Subang,
Kuala Lumpur, it is the nearest to the case studigs it is
situated at 3.12° North and 101.55° East longitadd 22°
altitude. The CIE standard overcast sky and umifatoudy
sky were assumed for sky condition according todimaate
of Malaysia. Most typically, sky used CIE overcagy for
program of simulation as well as standard mathemati
recommended for relative luminance. [11] The vatfiethe
reflectance of rooms has an important effect on the
performance of daylighting. Internal surface ret#@ce value
for ceiling, wall and floor were 80%, 50% and 20%
respectively; furthermore, the transmittance ofdlezing was
80% in the simulation of the case study accordiogBS
standard. The reflection from ceiling was brightiean from
walls and floor. In addition, the reflections frdooth the walls
and floors are also important for daylighting [7The
calculations for the purpose of estimating daytlighels were
set on 21st of July at 12 pm on the working plarci®s
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TABLE |
RELATED INFORMATION TO THECOMPUTERSIMULATION

Related information to the computer simulation

Date of simulation July 21 st

Time of simulation 12 pm

Location Kuala Lumpur- Subang
Latitude 3.12° North

Longitude 101.55° East

Sky condition CIE standard overcast sky
Reflected of wall 50%

Reflected of floor 20%

Reflected of ceiling 80%

Transmittance of glazing 80%

IV. RESULT AND DISCUSSION

According to the CIBSE, provision is made for thesign
of illuminance for types of classroom within thenge from
300 to 500 lux.

Malaysian standard code of practice on energy ieffay
and use of renewable energy for non-residentidtings had
recommended between 300 to 400 lux as range of
iluminance level for drawing office, however, itiggested
that for exact drawing, the value must be aroun@01ix
(table 2) [3, 18].

TABLE Il

ILLUMINANCE LEVEL ACCORDING TOMALAYSIAN STANDARD 1525
llluminance type Activity llluminance (lux
Working interiors General offices, 300-4®

reading and writing,

drawing office 30C-40C

Proof reading 500

Exacting drawing 1000

Detailed and precise 2000
work

Exacting task

A. Case Sudy 1

It can be seen in Fig. 6 that the average illumiean

increased with increasing ceiling heights and #ffect was
less under the overcast sky than under the clokgy As
ceiling heights were increased beyond 7 meters atlegage
illuminance increment became more significant adicgy to
Malaysian standard under overcast skies.

The range of average illuminance obtained was teriwe

345 lux to 580 lux and 525 lux to 825 lux under wast and
cloudy skies respectively. The linear correlatidntained, B
value (i.e. the correlation factor) is more tha@ for the mode
| of the studio for both skies, its value is cldaséand for this
reason it is obvious that a high quantity of catiehn exists
between the two set of outcomes.

The analysis of simulation of studlj can be described in
various ways. Researchers stated that naturat lighthe
rooms from the aperture received from direct
iluminance of the sunlight, ground reflected ligland
illumination from the sky. (Fig. 5)[7, 11, 19]

Robbins suggested that the control and improvenoént
light from the external ground plane should be yred inside

the building. These are some of the other reasdmg tive
impact of the reflectance from the surface hasgaifitant
effect on the value of daylighting. In additiongtheflection
from the ceiling constitutes the most importantface in the
rooms[7].

Other researchers believe that highly reflectindlsvand
ceiling can develop the optimum result of illuntica[16].

Consequently, the design of Case Study 1 was cheibn
the large ceiling surface as well as the brighteation from
ceiling which was about 80%.

As ceiling heights increase, there is the possgyhif getting
more reflected light from the external ground te ttepth of
of bright ceiling; consequently, the amount of tighcreased
with this simulation as indicated by the result.

the ]

|

Fig. 4 The effect of reflected from external grodlwdr on room
with higher ceiling
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Fig. 5 Average illuminance ratio versus multipaetoeiling heights
under an overcast(OS) and cloudy sky (OS)

The linear correlation as shown in Fig. 5 can besented
by the following simple Equation below for ruletbfumb:

Equation 1. Eyg= 25 H + 310 ( Overcast Sky)
Eq uation2. E,y= 35 H + 490 ( Cloudy Sky)

beam

E avg: Average illuminance
H.: Ceiling Height

653



International Journal of Architectural, Civil and Construction Sciences
ISSN: 2415-1734
Vol:6, No:8, 2012

B. Case Sudy 2

As shown in Fig. 6, the average illuminance deaédagith
increasing ceiling heights and window head heigbxsept if
the range of ceiling heights in the Case Study I2ss than 3
meters for both overcast (OS) and cloudy sky (CL®).
addition, the average illuminance was less underaast sky
than under cloudy sky. Fig 6
illumination inside the Case Study2 set by Malaystandard
MS1525. However, the required electrical light isldw 3
meters, hence, as ceiling heights were increaseddrg than
4 meters and 6 meters, the average illuminancenibetess of

C. Case Sudy 3

The design of case study 3 was such that the gdikights
increased from 3 m to 10 m; however, the windowdhea
heights were according to the standard 2.1 from ftber
which also puts the other window close to 0.3 mmrthe
ceiling and window height 0.5m was the fixed aneavhole

lllustrates the averagof the series (Fig.3).

According to Fig.8, the result of simulation CS3tained
showed a model with increasing ceiling heights, auhputs
the other window near the ceiling and have a betsult
when compared with CS4nd CS2. In the architecture studio,

a considerable value under overcast and cloudy sskistudents require more light when drawing, the tetaid the

respectively.

Fig. 6 indicated that high average illuminance dobk
achieved inside CS2 with dimension of height cgilup to 3
meters and window head heights upward to 2.7 meffetise
approximate standard dimension of 2.1 meters. Therethe
result of simulation for ceiling heights was foutalreach 3
meters which was highest amount of average illumiea

Polynomial correlation of simulation for CS2 obtaihfor
R2 was more than 0.8, nevertheless, the averagaiilance
was plotted against the multiple ceiling heights.

% 700
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Fig. 6 Average illuminance ratio versus multipldiog and higher
window hights under an overcast and cloudy sky

The result of the calculation showed that if cejlineight

and window level were higher, the result would appless
bright than that of similar room depth becausehef smaller

value of visible sky. Fig.7 [19].

{

Fig. 7 The comparison room with higher ceiling dwgher window
level (Source: [20] )

However, according to Baker N.V. (1993), high windo

have a significant influence on the penetratiordaflighting
in depth [11], a position of aperture in the studéscribe the
reason for the decreasing average illuminance emwirking
plane.

floor area of this studio must be known. The windiat is
close to the ceiling can perform the function oflit in the
back of studio. Several researchers found thatdéyth of
room for useful daylight should be two times thmension of
ceiling heights [19].

According to Fig 8, the average illuminance incezshfom
430 lux to 635 lux whereas the ceiling height iased from 3
m to 10 m under overcast skies, also, the rangavefage
illuminance increased from 660 lux to 875 lux undkrudy
skies, this makes the cloudy skies to be brightan tovercast
skies. A better linear correlation can be obtairmsd this
simulation when compared to other case studies.

The reflected sun light from the external groundngl and
bright ceiling surface as well as increment in #mount of
window area can enable more brightness of roomshgfice,
the reflections from external ground floor undettbskies and
enhanced window area can improve the light perfonea
within the studio depth. Moreover, positioning thindow
near the ceiling can bring better light penetratiothe depth
of the room.

1000 -
655.8x + 31.40y =
800 - 0.908=2R
600 - ./-’.‘-,l—k"'
400 -
os 417.6x +27.52y =
0.966= 2R
—s—cas 200 -
Linear (OS ) 0 T T T T T T T 1

Linear (CLS) 3 4 5 6 7 8 9

Fig. 8 Average illuminance ratio versus multipligatceiling hights
under an overcast and cloudy sky

It can be obtained from the linear correlation ig.& by
simplifying Equation.3 and Equation.4 for both skie

Equation 3. By = 27 H. + 420 ( Overcast Sky)
Equation 4. kg =30 H + 650 ( Cloudy Sky)

V.CONCLUSION
Average illuminance increased in case studyl argk ca

study 3, although, the result of case study 2 wmsnst the
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other conditions examined in this research. In cstselies
land 3, there was variation in the ceiling heigtitilev the
window head heights were fixed; but, In case st@dyhe
windows were close to ceiling.

The result of the analysis indicated that the dbuation of
light from the external ground floor and other exte
reflecting surfaces can be an important componkaverage
illuminance. Furthermore, higher and bright ceilirggn
provide more area of visible sky and higher amairaverage
illuminance at a similar depth.

The result of case study 2 indicated that whernzeheight
and window level was higher, the result would apdeas
bright than similar room depth because of the smathlue of
visible sky. Since, the diffused light from highegiling was
less than the lower ceiling.

The result of simulation demonstrated that day tligh
cloudy skies was brighter than in overcast sky.alyn the
correlation between ceiling heights and the value
illuminance have been found by simple equation ating to
large architecture studio. Eq.1 and Eq.2 are tmplsi models
that were designed by correlation of in Case Study

Equation 1. Eyg= 25 H + 310 ( Overcast Sky)
Equation 2. Eyg= 35 H + 490 ( Cloudy Sky)

Equation.3 and Equation.4, By linear correlationQzse
Study3 were obtained the simple equations in casly $.

Equation 3. By =27 H + 420 ( Overcast Sky)
Equation 4. Eq=30 H + 650 ( Cloudy Sky)
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