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Simulated comparative investigation
of the daylight and airflow of the
conventional Egyptian shutter
‘sheesh’ and a proposed latticework
device ‘new mashrabiyya’

Nermine Abdel Gelil M1 and Nancy M Badawy2

Abstract
Most urban and, recently, rural households in Egypt live in apartment buildings. Their façades typically
consist of openings equipped with glass panels and wooden louvred shutters, known as sheesh.
Although it blocks direct sunlight and ensures privacy, sheesh impedes entry of needed air and daylight
and obstructs the view. In previous studies, a preliminary proposal concerning the replacement of the
conventional sheesh has been presented. This paper reports the investigation that compared the
daylight and airflow performances of the sheesh and the proposed latticework device (new mashra-
biyya). A simulated comparative investigation of daylight and airflow in a southward facing room
(when equipped with sheesh vs. when equipped with the new mashrabiyya) was carried out using
Ecotect, Radiance, Evalglare and WinAir simulating programs. The findings show that when occupants
shut the sheesh for shading or privacy purposes, no air was admitted at all and would give a very dim
interior as a result. By contrast, opening sheesh for ventilation purposes would likely produce visual
discomfort. On the other hand, the use of the mashrabiyya was shown to provide a favourable airflow
pattern. Illuminance in most of the room was better than the case of when sheesh was used; and when
adjusted, would provide comfort for the occupants.
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Introduction

Most urban and, recently, rural households in Egypt
live in apartment buildings. The façades of these build-
ings typically consist of regular compositions of open-
ings equipped with glass panels and wooden louvred
shutters, known as sheesh. Fathy1, a noted Egyptian
architect who pioneered appropriate building technol-
ogies, analysed the problem with sheesh. He explained
that the shutter is made of fixed narrow slats closely set
at an angle that intercepts sunrays, within a wooden
frame. When closed for privacy purposes, the shutter
completely obstructs the view to the outside and con-
siderably darkens the interior as well. In addition, the
angle at which the slats are fixed means that breezes
would move upwards, flowing uselessly over the heads

of building occupants. Rearranging the slats to direct
the wind downwards would allow the intense sunrays of
Cairo to penetrate the building, directly on the heads of
its occupants1 (Figure 1). Therefore, although sheesh
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blocks direct sunlight and ensures privacy, it also
impedes entry of needed fresh air and daylight and
obstructs the view.

In general, the threshold problem in apartment
buildings in Egyptian cities arises from a conflict
between social and environmental needs. On the one
hand, there are privacy needs and how they can affect
daily and social activities that take place near a window
or on a balcony. On the other, there are needs for nat-
ural light, ventilation, views and shade. Environmental
concerns also can conflict with one another, because
with the current combinations of balconies, windows
and wooden shutters, the sheesh fails to address these
concerns and needs simultaneously.

According to Fathy, the traditional mashrabiyya (a
latticework applied to the windows of traditional resi-
dences in the Arab world, which served to both shield
women from the gaze of men and to ameliorate the
region’s hot arid climate) is the best natural solution
both for protecting women from gazes and for thermal
regulation in hot and arid regions. Its design hinders the
flow of heat into a home while enhancing the cooling
effects of wind and humidity through a process called
evapo-transpiration.1 In 1995, The Research Centre for
Islamic History, Art, and Culture in Istanbul and the
Egyptian Ministry of Culture sponsored the first aca-
demic conference to focus on the mashrabiyya. The
final recommendations of the conference agreed with
Fathy that mashrabiyya should be revived, improved
and adapted to contemporary lifestyle.2 However, they
offered no suggestions as to how to realize this common
goal.

Reintroducing the mashrabiyya as it is (small fixed
pieces of turned wood in complex patterns) raises

several issues linked to many factors. Among these
are changing privacy concerns since late 20th century;
the high cost of construction; the negative impacts of
urban pollution and difficult maintenance due to dust
accumulation, which also reduces the evapo-transpira-
tion process.3,4 Most attempts to make modern mash-
rabiyyas were either only suitable for public buildings
because of their thermal functions, or simply abstract,
simplified forms of the traditional mashrabiyya. The
complexity of environmental and social needs and
activities related to the unit’s threshold and the costli-
ness of wood were not taken into consideration. A
more flexible device is needed for the units’ openings.

The increasing popularity of air-conditioning may
lead one to doubt the worthiness of reintroducing the
cooling functions of such screens. According to the 2003
Egypt Demographic and Health Survey (EDHS), 91.8%
of all households in Egyptian urban governorates (major
cities) owned an electric fan, and 11.2% owned at least
one air-conditioning unit.5 Surprisingly, this rate
decreased to 8.8% in the 2005 survey and fan owners
rose to 92.1%.6 The most recent EDHS (2008) reports
only 9.7% of households owning at least one air-
conditioning unit, while 93% owned an electric fan.5

An obvious explanation is the rising price of the air-
conditioning units and the desire to save on electricity
bills, of which air-conditioning represents 32%.7

Compared with other parts of the world, the popularity
of air-conditioning in Egypt is very low; applying a nat-
ural thermal regulation solution such as an improved
mashrabiyya would thus be suitable.

In the course of this study, Abdel-Gelil3,4 (one of the
authors) has addressed in detail the problems asso-
ciated with temperature control and social customs

Figure 1. The Sheesh used in Egypt. Left: the optimal position for blocking sunlight is undesirable with regard to the wind

direction. Right: the position for the optimal direction of the air movement is undesirable with regard to sunshine.1

2 Indoor and Built Environment 0(0)
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and presented a preliminary proposal concerning the
replacement of the conventional sheesh for application
to apartment buildings in contemporary Cairo. First
published in 2006,3 the latticework device being pro-
posed in this paper here is more developed and elabo-
rated. It has a new framed latticework device derived
from a combination of the traditional Islamic mashra-
biyya and the Japanese machiya no k �oshi (traditional
townhouse lattices, to which Abdel Gelil was intro-
duced during her studies in Japan).

This paper reports the investigation of the daylight
and airflow performances of the new mashrabiyya (the
proposed latticework device) in comparison with the
performance of conventional sheesh. Thermal perform-
ance will be investigated in a separate study.

Climate in Cairo

Cairo has only two seasons: almost 8 months of
summer (March to October) and 4 months of winter

(November to February).8 Overwhelming, dry heat,
intense sunlight, a dazzling sky and a light breeze char-
acterize summer days, with cooler and more humid
weather from midnight to early morning. Average max-
imum and minimum temperatures are 37.5�C and 16�C
and the daily average is 25�C. On the hottest days, the
temperature often reaches 43�C. Cairo winters are
warm, with average maximum and minimum tempera-
tures of 25�C and 8�C, and a daily average of 16�C. The
air is dry all year round, with an average relative
humidity of 56% in the summer and 65% in the
winter. Rain is extremely rare – zero mm of rainfall
in the summer and a 5.08mm average in the winter.9

A constant northern breeze – hot during the daytime
and cool at night – blows at an average speed of 3.35m/
s for most of the year10 (Figure 2). For a period of
1–3 days, in either March or May, the city experiences
south and southwest winds, called khamaseen, that
carry fine particles of sand from the nearby desert,
resulting in hot and dusty weather.11

Figure 2. Prevailing winds in Egypt (Ecotect).

Abdel Gelil M and Badawy 3
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Experiment models

Room

The selected room represents a standard living room
in a housing unit. Its dimensions are 3.30m
(W)� 5.20m (L)� 2.80m (H) and it has one window
(Table 1). The wall is 12 cm thick and is made of
Egyptian fired clay brick coated with a 3 cm layer of
plaster, both inside and outside. This study does not
take into account the effect of any furniture that may
be in the room, and it is assumed that the door to the
room is closed. An analysis of the shading percentage
on the south and north façade in Cairo shows that the
average annual shading on the north façade is 83.7%,
which means that this facade does not need a shading
device (a well-known fact in Egypt, see Figure 3).
The average annual shading on the south façade,
however, is 15.8%, indicating the need for a shading
device, a point that is worthy of investigation (analysis
of the east and west directions was neglected because
the sun angle changes rapidly throughout the day and
year so we cannot trace the sun to design a shading
device). Therefore, the living room selected as a model
for the experiment has to face southward.

Conventional shutter (sheesh)

The largest size of standard sheesh is 138 cm wide and
100 cm high, including the main (5 cm wide) frame
(Figure 4). It has four panels, each of which is framed
and measures 32 cm wide (frame included). A panel
consists of small horizontal fixed slats tightly set at
30–60� angles. Sheesh is usually made of low-grade
Russian or Scandinavian spruce – a kind of softwood,
also called ‘whitewood’ or moski.

Proposed latticework device: new
Mashrabiyya

The new mashrabiyya3,4 can be constructed as a large
window or balcony flush, or extending out from the
wall (see Figure 5(a) and (b)), as a smaller mashrabiyya
flush with, or extending out from, the wall (Figure 5(c)
and (d)) or simply as a window (Figure 5(e)). The latter
(Figure 5(e)) was investigated and compared with the
sheesh. It consists of two parts and has the following
characteristics (Figure 6):

. A part below eye level (lower part) that consists of
two lattices comprising mainly vertical mullions. The
external lattice is fixed and the internal one slides to

Table 1. Experiment models: four room models were investigated: (1) equipped with sheesh, (2) equipped with mashrabiyya
with closed intervals, (3) equipped with mashrabiyya with open intervals and (4) equipped with an open window.

Sheesh Mashrabiyya  with closed intervals Mashrabiyya  with open intervals Open Sheesh

Plan

Section

Shot

4 Indoor and Built Environment 0(0)
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the left or to the right to adjust the degree of open-
ness and closeness. This enables households to adjust
the open intervals between the vertical mullions
according to the desired degree of daylight or air-
flow, without affecting the need for privacy or
obstructing outside views. The present study investi-
gates this aspect of the device. In addition, the part
that is below eye level opens upwards at any angle
and is equipped with a section that can be lowered.
This mechanism (not investigated in the present
study) provides privacy and daylight while intercept-
ing direct sunlight. It also enables a woman to hang
out the washing or sit in the balcony and still be
shielded from the view of passersby. Attached to
part below eye level is another piece that can be
lowered to provide additional privacy from neigh-
bours at the same or lower level, and from people
on the street below.

. An upper part, above eye level, that compensates for
the reduction in daylight and airflow when privacy
or light intensity necessitates shutting the lower

Figure 3. Analysis of the annual shading percentage on the south and north façade in Cairo using Ecotect.

Figure 4. Left: the dimming effect of the sheesh (from
www.e-dar.com) and right: section in the sheesh showing the
slats.

Abdel Gelil M and Badawy 5



XML Template (2014) [3.1.2014–1:59pm] [1–14]
//blrnas3/cenpro/ApplicationFiles/Journals/SAGE/3B2/IBEJ/Vol00000/130210/APPFile/SG-IBEJ130210.3d (IBE) [INVALID Stage]

section’s intervals. The mullions of this part are bev-
elled and installed with the narrow portion facing
outwards, thus ensuring privacy from the upper
floors of the surrounding buildings, without any
substantial decrease in daylight and airflow.
An appraisal of this characteristic is included in
the present study.

. The two parts described above are fixed together
within a single removable frame that, when removed,
transforms the new device into an open window,
making it suitable for socializing and providing ven-
tilation during the frequent gatherings and celebra-
tions held at Egyptian homes (obligations related to
social and religious customs in Egypt).

. To enhance sturdiness and to reduce the number of
corners and the amount of horizontal surfaces on
which pollutants and dust can gather, most of the
latticework’s mullions are vertical, and only a few
horizontal mullions are used. The device is thus
less subject to damage, easier to clean and enables
the evapo-transpiration process.

. To mitigate the intense Egyptian daylight and to
reduce glare below eye level, the corners of all the
mullions are rounded.

. The material suggested for the manufacture of the
proposed device is date palm leaves’ midribs
(DPLM). Located in the hot and arid subtropical
region, Egypt has no forests and imports wood for
needs. The price of DPLM, available in huge quan-
tities in the country, is nine times cheaper than that
of commercial wood. A number of research centres
in Egypt are presently working on substituting wood
with DPLM and they have already succeeded in test-
ing its properties and manufacturing commercial
products using this material.12–18

Method

A simulated comparative investigation of daylight,
including discomfort glare probability, and airflow in

a southward facing room (when equipped with sheesh
vs. when equipped with the new mashrabiyya) was car-
ried out using Ecotect, Radiance, WinAir and Evalglare
simulating programs.

Recent revision of Leadership in Energy &
Environmental Design (a green building verification
tool developed by the US Green Building Council) and
other complicated inclusive certification processes have
recently recognized Ecotect as the simulation tool for
assessing daylighting, air movement and thermal per-
formance, performed by the Radiance, WinAir and
EnergyPlus programs.19 In addition, Evalglare was
developed and validated at the Fraunhofer Institute
for Solar Energy Systems in Freiburg, Germany to pre-
dict glare. Integrated early into the architectural design
process, these building performance simulation tools
can be a powerful and helpful instrument. Qualitative
input obtained using Ecotect may be applied advanta-
geously in investigations at the conceptual architectural
design stage, when it is not vital to work with absolutely
accurate calculation results. Furthermore, since they
contribute to the identification of the relative perform-
ance of several design options, the advantage presented
by Ecotect and similar simulation tools therefore con-
cerns comparative studies in particular as is the case
being reported here in this paper. The basis of all com-
parative calculations is the same, thus ensuring that rela-
tive accuracy is maintained.20,21

A common method to obtain more accurate daylight
analysis results is to perform the analysis using both
Ecotect and Radiance.19,22,23 The latter, a physically
based, backward ray tracer, produces more reliable
daylight factor calculation results than Ecotect (which
uses a split-flux method). Calculation results obtained
using Radiance consider building location,24 direct and
diffused light, as well as multiple daylight reflectance.25

Exporting results to Radiance was possible through
Ecotect–Radiance export manager plug-in.

WinAir was used to obtain airflow patterns. It is a
plug-in to carry out computational fluid dynamic ana-
lysis using Ecotect. Although the program, produced at
the University of Cardiff and developed for research

Figure. 5. Designs and variations of the proposed latticework device of new mashrabiyya.

6 Indoor and Built Environment 0(0)
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purposes (it is not commercially available), is generally
reliable, it does have certain shortcomings. It was
designed mainly as an application for smaller projects
(the case of this study), and it can only analyse a single
wind direction and a single wind speed at a time, which
is not an issue in a comparative study.26 Data from
Ecotect were exported to WinAir in the same manner

as Radiance; results were then imported into Ecotect
and presented in a graphical interface.

Evalglare simulation tool was used to measure and
compare five glare indexes: Daylight Glare Probability
(DGP), Daylight Glare Index (DGI), Unified Glare
Rating (UGR), CIE Glare Index (CGI) and Visual
Comfort Probability (VCP). Evalglare was developed

Figure 6. Design, details and functions of the new mashrabiyya.

Abdel Gelil M and Badawy 7
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and validated at the Fraunhofer Institute for Solar
Energy Systems in Freiburg, Germany to evaluate
glare metrics from Radiance RGBE image format.27–29

Four room models were investigated (Table 1): (1)
equipped with sheesh, (2) equipped with mashrabiyya
with closed intervals, (3) equipped with mashrabiyya
with open intervals and (4) equipped with an open
window. First generated in Archicad, they were then
saved as 3ds files and imported into Ecotect. Daylight
analysis was carried out in Ecotect then exported to
Radiance through Ecotect export manager to obtain

more accurate results and images. For the airflow ana-
lysis, data from Ecotect were exported to WinAir using
the same plug-in. Results were then imported into
Ecotect and presented in a graphical interface.

Daylight and glare simulations

Daylight simulation was performed on 1st July, the day
of the year with highest loads, at 12 o’clock noon and at
a height of 70 cm (measured from living room floor
level). Results are presented in Table 2.

Table 2. Daylight simulation results.

Lighting intensity in lux Lighting with fixed scale Radiance image
Lighitng 

range in lux

Sheesh 3-23

Mashrabiyya  with 
closed intervals

5-38

Mashrabiyya  with 
open intervals

12-312

Open sheesh 300-2820

8 Indoor and Built Environment 0(0)
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Glare is a measure of the physical discomfort of an
occupant caused by excessive light or contrast in a spe-
cific field of view.29 Direct glare is produced by poorly
shielded luminaires, bright windows or from reflecting
areas of high luminance, such as a ceiling plane receiv-
ing the light output from an indirect luminaire.30

High dynamic range luminance images with wide
angle view (fisheye) were first generated using
Radiance. Since discomfort glare prediction is difficult
to perform because glare varies not only with the loca-
tion, size and brightness of the light source, but also
with the observer’s position, view direction and the
adaptability of the eye,31 the analysis was simplified
by having one camera overlooking the main glare
source from the centre of the room.32 Two sets of par-
ameters were determined before starting the simulation:
indirect calculations (ambient) and direct calculation
parameters (Table 3).

In addition, the surface properties such as reflect-
ance, specularity and roughness were entered
(Table 4). For the mashrabiyya with opened intervals,
glare was evaluated using increasing luminance values:
500 cd/m2, 2000 cd/m2 and 5000 cd/m2. It was found
that the higher the luminance, the smaller the degree
of discomfort glare. A whole study by Kim and Kim33

was dedicated to and confirms this matter. Therefore,
for all the examined cases, the luminance was set to
500 cd/m2. In order to evaluate whether the glare
would be comfortable, the results were compared with
the glare prediction ranges29 found in Table 5. The
results are illustrated in Table 6.

Airflow patterns and rates

Airflow simulation was also performed on 1st July, the
hottest day of the year. Table 7 shows the overall air-
flow pattern throughout the room section. The airflow
pattern on a 60-cm high and a 180-cm high plans are
also illustrated in the same table. As mentioned earlier,
the effect of furniture was neglected in this study. Since
this study assumed that the door to the room was
closed, the obtained airflow pattern was presumed to
be the result of a single-sided ventilation.

In the following, the air change rate per hour (ACH)
and fresh air rate per person were calculated on 1st July
at a maximum temperature of 42.8�C and compared
with the recommended rates. Air change rate or air
change per hour (ACH) is the number of times all air
within a building is being exchanged with outside air
over the course of an hour.34 It was calculated by divid-
ing the airflow in volume units per hour by the volume
of the space on which the air change rate is based in
identical units.34

According to ASHRAE residential ventilation
standards, the minimum required air change rate
should be 0.35 air change per hour for living spaces
and the recommended fresh air rate is 2.5 l/s per
person in residential living spaces or 0.3 l/s/m2.34,35 By
obtaining the resulting mass flow rate of the studied
cases using WinAir, the air change rate ACH, fresh

Table 5. Glare prediction ranges.

Imperceptible (green) Perceptible (yellow) Disturbing (orange) Intolerable (red)

DGP <0.3 0.3–0.35 0.35–0.4 >0.45

DGI <18 18–24 24–31 >31

UGR <13 13–22 22–28 >28

CGI <13 13–22 22–28 >28

VCP 80–100 60–80 40–60 <40

DGP: Daylight Glare Probability; DGI: Daylight Glare Index; UGR: Unified Glare Rating; CGI: CIE Glare Index; VCP: Visual Comfort

Probability.

Table 3. Parameters used in Radiance /
Evalglare for glare indexes calculations.

Ambient bounces (ab) 2

Ambient accuracy (aa) 0.2

Ambient divisions (ad) 400

Ambient super samples (as) 64

Ambient resolution (ar) 256

Direct pretest density (dp) 512

Direct sampling (ds) 0.3

Table 4. Room surfaces properties.

Element Reflectance Specularity Roughness

Floors 20% 0.02 0

Walls 50% 0.02 0

Ceilings 80% 0.02 0
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air rate per person and fresh air rate per square metre
were calculated and compared with the recommended
rates. Following are the calculations of the airflow rates
for the mashrabiyya with open intervals:

Mass flow rate or the mashrabiyya with open inter-
vals¼ 24.143 g/s
Air density at 42.8�C¼ 1.13 kg/m3

Volumetric flow rate ¼ (0.024/1.13)/s¼ 0.0213m3/
s¼ 76.915 m3/h
Room volume¼ 3.30m (W)�5.20m (L)� 2.80m
(H)¼ 48.048 m3

ACH¼ volumetric flow rate (in m3/h) divided by the
room volume (in m3)
ACH¼ 76.915/48.048¼ 1.6 air change per hour (rec-
ommended �0.35)

Fresh (outdoor) air rate per person (4–5 persons in
the living room)
Volumetric flow rate¼ 0.0213 m3/s¼ 21.3 l/s

Fresh air rate per person¼ 4.25 l/s – 5.3 l/s (recom-
mended�2.5 l/s)
Fresh air rate per m2

¼ 21.3/(3.30� 5.20)¼1.23 l/s/
m2 (recommended� 0.3 l/s/m2)

The same steps were followed for the mashrabiyya with
closed intervals and the closed and opened sheesh
(Table 8).

Discussion

The Cost-Effective Open-Plan Environment field study
conducted by the Institute for Research Construction
(National Research Council, Canada) recorded that
illuminances larger than, or equal to, 150 lux were clas-
sified as appreciable daylight.36 Furthermore, the
Illuminating Engineering Society of North America
recommends 50–100 lux, provided directly onto the
individual task area, as the general range of illuminance
required for working with cathode ray tube screens in
laboratory areas.37 In fact, although standard

Table 6. Glare simulation results.

Fisheye images
Glare indexes: fixed 

luminance 500 cd/m2
Glare 

prediction
Glare indexes: real 

luminance
Glare 

prediction

DGP: 0.006941 Imperceptible DGP: 0.007099 Imperceptible

DGI: 10.599246 Imperceptible DGI: 10.168557 Imperceptible

UGR: 15.955912 Perceptible UGR: 15.955912 Perceptible

CGI: 13.294396 Perceptible CGI: 13.980573 Perceptible

DGP: 0.240179 Imperceptible DGP: 0.248295 Imperceptible

DGI: 18.090773 Perceptible DGI: 21.545132 Perceptible

UGR: 21.929411 Perceptible UGR: 28.585932 Intolerable

CGI: 25.058653 Disturbing CGI: 27.485640 Disturbing

DGP: 0.004899 Imperceptible DGP: 0.006250 Imperceptible

DGI: 5.230422 Perceptible DGI: 13.496437 Imperceptible

UGR: 5.172379 Perceptible UGR: 15.770306 Perceptible

CGI: 8.382017 Disturbing CGI: 15.996298 Perceptible

DGP: 0.213622 Imperceptible DGP: 0.235605 Imperceptible

DGI: 15.49431 Imperceptible DGI: 16.978662 Imperceptible

UGR: 18.1687 Perceptible UGR: 19.907223 Perceptible

CGI: 21.42654 Disturbing CGI: 23.468290 Disturbing

Mashrabiyya  with 
closed intervals

Mashrabiyya  with 
open intervals

Closed sheesh

Open sheesh

DGP: Daylight Glare Probability; DGI: Daylight Glare Index; UGR: Unified Glare Rating; CGI: CIE Glare Index; VCP: Visual Comfort

Probability.
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workplace lighting regulations call for 300–500 lux illu-
minance at desk level, a survey carried out at a com-
puter distribution company (measurements were taken
in offices that contained at least two computers each)
revealed that the majority of employees were most

comfortable with a daylight illuminance of approxi-
mately 100 lux.38 Most people also seem to have a ten-
dency to tolerate considerably lower daylight
illuminance levels than artificial light levels. This is
especially true towards the end of the day (e.g. many

Table 7. Airflow patterns.

noitceSmc081leveLmc06leveL
Air velocity

m/s

Sheesh

0

Mashrabiyya  with 
closed intervals

0.1-0.24

Mashrabiyya  with 
open intervals

0.1-0.3

Open sheeshOpen sheesh

0.1-0.22
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people continue to read after daylight levels drop as low
as 50 lux.39

When occupants shut the sheesh for shading or priv-
acy purposes, the result would be a very dim interior,
with daylight illuminance of 3–23 lux; 3–7 lux in the half
of the room furthest from the window and 23 lux dir-
ectly by the window. Iluminance resulting from the
mashrabiyya with closed intervals, mainly from the
upper part with bevelled mullions, was between 5 lux
and 38 lux. Illuminance in the first third of the room,
away from the opening, was from 5 lux to 13 lux,
increasing to 18 lux in the second third of the room,
and rising to between 20 lux and 38 lux in the third
part, nearest to the opening. The room was still dark,
but illuminance in most of it is obviously better than in
the case of sheesh. Moreover, occupants were able to
increase daylight penetration without affecting their
privacy needs by regulating interval openings. When
the mashrabiyya intervals were opened to the max-
imum, the resulting illuminance was between 12 lux
and 312 lux. Apart from a few dark spots (12–20 lux),
the illuminance in two-thirds of the room area ranges
from 20 lux to 100 lux and increases to between 160 lux
and 312 lux in the corner nearest the window, which
was comfortable for the occupants. By contrast, open-
ing the conventional sheesh for ventilation purposes
had resulted in illuminances ranging from 300 lux to
2820 lux, which was likely to produce visual (as well
as thermal) discomfort.

Concerning the prediction of the discomfort glare,
the DGP was found imperceptible in the four cases;
DGI varied from imperceptible to perceptible; URG
was perceptible in all cases expect the mashrabiyya
with open intervals, it was intolerable and CGI was
disturbing in all cases except for the mashrabiyya with
closed intervals where it was perceptible. Based on the
studies of Jakubiec and Reinhart,29 the DGI, CGI and
UGR are useful only under conditions where direct
sunlight will not enter the space and where the
window is a medium-sized source of contrast-based
glare. However, CGI is the most robust of the three
metrics as it consistently predicts a higher discomfort
possibility, that is, representing a worst-case comfort
scenario. VCP produces the least values and, as it was

developed only for very specific, artificially lit circum-
stances, it is not recommended for daylit scenes; and
was therefore neglected in the results of the simulation.
On the other hand, DGP responds to most daylit situ-
ations, including those with many or large solid angle
and direct or specular luminance sources, as it is based
on contrast as well as vertical eye illuminance whereas
other metrics rely wholly upon contrast. In this regard,
DGP was found to be the most robust glare metric.29

Surprisingly, the airflow simulation showed that the
sheesh, when closed, admitted no air at all. On the other
hand, the mashrabiyya with closed intervals provided a
favourable airflow pattern: the air covered most of the
room’s heights, including the lowest levels, with a vel-
ocity of 0.1–0.24m/s, and moved upwards to be
released through the upper lattice. Opening the mash-
rabiyya’s intervals would provide more room coverage
and increases air movement with a velocity of
0.1–0.3m/s. In this case, the air release through the
upper part of the mashrabiyya is also maintained
(see Table 7).

When the conventional sheesh was opened for ven-
tilation purposes, the airflow pattern obtained shows
air movement and room coverage was similar to the
third case (mashrabiyya with open intervals), but with
a lower velocity (0.1–0.22m/s). However, the air was
released through the entire opening and the airflow
was shown to have no specific direction.

In order to increase the daylight performance of the
proposed latticework device, the open intervals between
the mullions of the upper part need to be increased. The
sizes of the mullions of the two lattices of the part
below eyelevel also need to be reduced and the intervals
between them increased.

The airflow rates, ACH, fresh air rate per person and
fresh air rate per square metre, for the four cases were
above the minimum recommended rates. However, the
closed sheesh had the least rates on the border line of
the recommended values. It is worth noting that the
mashrabiyya with open and closed intervals had similar
rates. This means that by closing the intervals below
eyelevel for privacy or intense lighting problems, the
mashrabiyya would still provide adequate fresh air
from the upper part. Also, it was logical that by entirely

Table 8. Airflow rates.

Mass flow rate g/s ACH (air change per hour)

Fresh air rate

per person l/s

Fresh air rate

per m2 l/s/m2

Mashrabiyya with closed intervals 24.025 1.59 4.25–5.3 1.23

Mashrabiyya with open intervals 24.143 1.6 4.25–5.3 1.23

Closed Sheesh 14.98 0.99 2.65–3.31 0.77

Open sheesh 29.28 1.94 5.18–6.48 1.5

Recommended (ASHRAE 62.1 & 62.2) �0.35 �2.5 � 0.3
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opening the sheesh, the best airflow rates would be
obtained. This feature was also provided by the new
mashrabiyya.

As mentioned earlier in the description of the pro-
posed device, the section below eyelevel would open
upwards at any angle and is equipped with a part
that can be lowered. This mechanism would provide
privacy and daylight while intercepting direct sunrays.

Conclusion

This paper assessed and compared between the day-
light, discomfort glare indexes, airflow patterns and air-
flow rates of the conventional Egyptian shutter, sheesh,
and a proposed latticework device derived from the
traditional Islamic mashrabiyya and the traditional
Japanese townhouse lattices, machiya no k �oshi, using
simulation tools. The simulations were carried out in
a southward facing standard living room of a housing
unit, when equipped with sheesh versus the new mash-
rabiyya. Ecotect, Radiance, Evalglare and WinAir
simulating tools were used.

The findings show that when occupants shut the
sheesh for shading or privacy purposes, no air was
admitted at all giving a very dim interior as a result.
By contrast, opening sheesh for ventilation purposes
was likely to produce visual (and of course thermal)
discomfort. On the other hand, the use of the new
mashrabiyya was shown to provide a favourable air-
flow pattern whether the intervals between its vertical
mullions are closed or opened. The airflow rates (air
change per hour, fresh air rate per person and fresh
air rate per square metre) for all cases were above the
minimum recommended rates. However, the closed
sheesh had the least rates on the border line of the
recommended values. On the other hand, by closing
the intervals below eyelevel for privacy or intense
lighting problems, the mashrabiyya would still provide
adequate fresh air from the upper part. Illuminance in
most of the room was better than the case of when
sheesh was used; and when adjusted, would provide
comfort for the occupants. DGP was found imper-
ceptible in all cases. For comparison and improvement
purposes, further investigation in terms of thermal
performances is needed.

Acknowledgements

This research received no specific grant from any funding
agency in the public, commercial, or not-for-profit sectors.

References

1. Fathy H. Vernacular architecture: principles and examples with ref-

erence to hot arid climates. Chicago: University of Chicago Press,

1986.

2. Maarouf NT (ed). Al-Mashrabiyyat wal-Zujaj al-Mu’asha’fi

al-’Alam al-Islami. In: Proceedings of the international seminar:

crafts in traditional Islamic architecture with special focus on

mashrabiyya and stucco colored glass, Cairo, 3–9 December

1995, 2000. Istanbul: IRCICA.

3. Abdel-Gelil N. A new mashrabiyya for contemporary Cairo: inte-

grating traditional latticework from Islamic and Japanese cul-

tures. J Asian Architect Build Eng 2006; 5: 37–44.

4. Abdel-Gelil N: A new mashrabiyya for contemporary Cairo: inte-

grating traditional latticework from Islamic and Japanese cultures.

PhD Thesis, Hosei University, Graduate School of Engineering

and Design, Tokyo, Japan, 2007.

5. El-Zanaty F and Way A. Egypt Interim Demographic and

Health Survey 2003. Cairo, Ministry of Health and Population,

National Population Council, El-Zanaty and Associates and

ORC Macro, 2004.

6. El-Zanaty F and Way A: Egypt Demographic and Health Survey

2005. Cairo, Ministry of Health and Population, National

Population Council, El-Zanaty and Associates and ORC

Macro, 2006.

7. El-Safty A and Al-Daini AJ. Economical comparison between a

solar-powered vapour absorption air-conditioning system and a

vapour compression system in the Middle East. Renew Energy

2002; 25: 569–583.

8. Cairo: Encyclopaedia Britannica. Encyclopaedia Britannica

Online, http://www.britannica.com/EBchecked/topic/88520/

Cairo#toc275558 (2006, accessed 8 August 2007).

9. U.S. National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration.

Comparative international statistics. In: U.S. Census Bureau

(eds) Statistical abstract of the United States: 2001.

Washington, DC: US GPO, 2001, pp. 819–868.

10. ASHRAE. International weather for energy calculations (IWEC

Weather Files) user’s manual and CD-ROM. Atlanta: ASHRAE,

2001.

11. Al-Wakeel SA and Serag MA. Al-Manakh wa ‘Imarat al-

Manatek al-Hara. Cairo: Alam al-Ketab, 1989.

12. Barreveld WH. Date palm products. FAO Agricultural Services

Bulletin No. 101. Rome, Food and Agriculture Organization of

the United Nations, http://www.fao.org/docrep/t0681E/

t0681e00.htm#con (1993, accessed 10 July 2007).

13. Botes A and Zaid A. The economic importance of date produc-

tion and international trade. In: Zaid A (ed.) Date palm cultiva-

tion, FAO Plant Production and Protection Paper 156. Rome:

Food and Agriculture Organization of the United Nations,

2002, table 14.

14. Riad M. The date palm sector in Egypt. CIHEAM-IAMZ 1996;

28: 45–53.

15. El-Mously H, Zamzam A and Ibrahim NH. Mechanical proper-

ties of date palm leaves’ midrib (DPLM) in relation to its util-

ization as a substitute for solid wood. In: Proceedings of the

IUFRO XX world congress, Tampere, Finland, 6–12 August

1995, poster 310.

16. El-Mously H, Megahed M and Mohammad AT. An environ-

ment-friendly lumber-like product from date palm leaves’ mid-

ribs. In: Proceedings of the eco-design, first international

symposium on environmentally conscious design and inverse man-

ufacturing, Tokyo, Japan, 1-3 February 1999, pp. 924–929.

17. El-Mously H: The date palm: the princess of a sustainable future.

INES Newsletter 1998; 23.

18. El-Mously H. Final report of date palm midrib utilization pro-

ject. The International Development Research Centre, Digital

Library, http://idl-bnc.idrc.ca/dspace/handle/10625/13518 (1995,

accessed 5 October 2006).

19. Palme M: What architects want? Between BIM and simulation

tools: an experience teaching. In: Proceedings of the building simu-

lation 2011: 12th conference of international building performance

Abdel Gelil M and Badawy 13



XML Template (2014) [3.1.2014–1:59pm] [1–14]
//blrnas3/cenpro/ApplicationFiles/Journals/SAGE/3B2/IBEJ/Vol00000/130210/APPFile/SG-IBEJ130210.3d (IBE) [INVALID Stage]

simulation association, Sydney, Australia, 14–16 November 2011,

pp. 2164–2169.

20. Thuesen N, Kirkegaard PH and Jensen RL. Evaluation of BIM

and Ecotect for conceptual architectural design analysis. In:

Proceedings of the international conference on computing in

civil and building engineering (ICCCBE), Nottingham, UK,

30 June–2 July 2010, Nottingham: Nottingham University

Press, pp. 169–174.

21. Tait R. Modelling and monitoring the Unitec standard house to

improve sustainability and indoor environmental quality.

Unpublished Unitec Research Committee Research Report, uni-

tec.researchbank.ac.nz/handle/10652/1659 (2011, accessed 2

January 2013).

22. Kim JT and Kim G. Advanced external shading device to maxi-

mize visual and view performance. Indoor Built Environ 2010; 19:

65–72.

23. Almaiyah S, Elkadi H and Cook M. Study on the visual per-

formance of a vernacular dwelling in Egypt. Built Natural

Environ Res Papers 2011; 4: 123–134.

24. Petinelli G and Reinhart C. Advanced daylight simulations using

Ecotect / Radiance / Daysim. Harvard Graduate School of

Design (GSD), Sustainable Design Workflows, http://

www.gsd.harvard.edu/research/gsdsquare/tutorials.html (2006,

accessed 9 February 2013).

25. Ibarra DI and Reinhart CF. Daylight factor simulations – how

close do simulation beginners ‘really’ get? In: Proceedings of

building simulation 2009: 11th international building performance

simulation association conference, Glasgow, Scotland, 27–30 July

2009, pp. 196–203. IBPSA, http://www.ibpsa.org/proceedings/

BS2009/BS09_0196_203.pdf.

26. Rolaff SE. Building technology report: the living bridge. Master’s

Thesis. Delft University of Technology, Department of

Architecture, 2010, Institutional Repository, reposi-

tory.tudelft.nl/view/ir/uuid%3A54d70635-e77d-4bb5-a5d9-

10130a61acd4 (2010, accessed 3 January 2013).

27. Wienold J. Radiance. Fraunhofer Institute for Solar Energy

Systems ISE, www.ise.fraunhofer.de/radiance (accessed 10

January 2013).

28. Wienold J. Dynamic daylight glare evaluation. In: Proceedings of

building simulation 2009: 11th international building performance

simulation association conference, Glasgow, Scotland, 27–30 July

2009, pp. 945–951. IBPSA, http://www.ibpsa.org/proceedings/

BS2009/BS09_0944_951.pdf.

29. Jakubiec JA and Reinhart C. The ‘adaptive zone’ – a concept for

assessing glare throughout daylit spaces. In: Proceedings of

building simulation 2011: 12th international building performance

simulation association conference, Sydney, Australia, 14–16

November 2011, pp. 2178–2185. IBPSA, http://www.ibpsa.org/

proceedings/BS2011/P_1696.pdf.

30. Seong YB, Yeo MS and Kim KW: Optimized control algorithm

for automated venetian blind system considering solar profile

variation in buildings. Indoor Built Environ 1420326X

13487918, first published on 8 May 2013, http://ibe.sagepub.

com/content/early/2013/04/26/1420326X13487918.full.pdf

(accessed 14 July 2013).

31. Kleindienst SA and Andersen M. The adaptation of daylight

glare probability to dynamic metrics in a computational setting.

In: Proceedings of Lux Europa 2009 – 11th European lighting

conference, Istanbul, Turkey, 9–11 September 2009, http://

infoscience.epfl.ch/record/163871/files (2009, accessed 9

February 2013).

32. Lim YW, Ahmad MH and Ossen DR: Internal shading for effi-

cient tropical daylighting in Malaysian contemporary high-rise

open plan office: Indoor Built Environ 2013; 22(6): 932–951.

33. Kim W and Kim JT. Effect of background luminance on discom-

fort glare in relation to the glare source size. Indoor Built Environ

2010; 19(1): 175–183.

34. ASHRAE. ANSI/ASHRAE Standard 62.2-2010. Ventilation and

Acceptable Indoor Air Quality in Low-Rise Residential Buildings.

Atlanta: ASHRAE, Inc., 2010.

35. ASHRAE. ANSI/ASHRAE Standard 62.1-2010. Ventilation for

Acceptable Indoor Air Quality. Atlanta: ASHRAE, Inc., 2010.

36. Reinhart CF. Effects of interior design on the daylight availabil-

ity in open plan offices: in teaming or efficiency. In: Proceedings

of the ACEEE summer study on energy efficient buildings, Pacific

Grove, CA, USA, 18–23 August 2002, American Council for an

Energy-Efficient Economy, vol. 3, pp. 309–322.

37. Mardaljevic J. Climate-based daylight analysis for residential

buildings. CIE Reportership R3-26, De Montfort University,

Leicester, UK, 2008, http://files.cie.co.at/291.pdf.

38. Schuler M. Building simulation in application: developing con-

cepts for low energy buildings through a cooperation between

architect and engineer. In: Proceedings of the Solar World

Congress, International Solar Energy Society (ISES), Harare,

Zimbabwe, 9–16 September 1995, pp. 514–521.

39. Baker N. We are all outdoor animals. In: Yannas S (ed)

Proceedings of PLEA 2000 architecture, city, environment,

Cambridge, UK, 2–5 July 2000, pp. 553–555. Routledge.

14 Indoor and Built Environment 0(0)

View publication stats

https://www.researchgate.net/publication/270721926

