We are IntechOpen,
the world’s leading publisher of

Open Access books
Built by scientists, for scientists

4,800 122,000 135M

ailable International authors and editors Downloads

among the

154 TOP 1% 12.2%

Countries deliv most cited s Contributors from top 500 universities

Sa
S

BOOK
CITATION
INDEX

Selection of our books indexed in the Book Citation Index
in Web of Science™ Core Collection (BKCI)

Interested in publishing with us?
Contact book.department@intechopen.com

Numbers displayed above are based on latest data collected.
For more information visit www.intechopen.com

Y



Chapter 3

Low/Zero-Carbon Buildings for a Sustainable Future

Erdem Cuce, Ahmet B. Besir and Pinar Mert Cuce

Additional information is available at the end of the chapter

http://dx.doi.org/10.5772/intechopen.74540

Abstract

Fossil fuel-based energy consumption is still dominant in the world today, and there is a
consensus on the limited reserves of these energy resources. Therefore, there is a strong
stimulation into clean energy technologies to narrow the gap between fossil fuels and
renewables. In this respect, several commitments and codes are proposed and adopted
for a low energy-consuming world and for desirable environmental conditions. Sectoral
energy consumption analyses clearly indicate that buildings are of vital importance in
terms of energy consumption figures. From this point of view, buildings have a great
potential for decisive and urgent reduction of energy consumption levels and thus green-
house gas (GHG) emissions. Among the available retrofit solutions, greenery systems
(GSs) stand for a reliable, cost-effective and eco-friendly method for remarkablemitiga-
tion of energy consumed in buildings. Through the works comparing the thermal regula-

tion performance of uninsulated and green roofs, it is observed that the GS provides 20°C
lower surface temperature in operation. Similar to green roofs, vertical greenery systems
(VGSs) also reduce energy demand to approximately 25% as a consequence of wind
blockage effects in winter. Therefore, within the scope of this chapter, GSs are evaluated
for a reliable and effective retrofit solution toward low/zero carbon buildings (L/ZCBs).

Keywords: buildings, energy consumption, energy-efficient retrofit, green roofs and
facades

1. Introduction

Since the beginning of the industrial revolution (roughly 200 years), the dramatic increase in
world population and technological advancements led to remarkable rises in global energy
demand [1]. Scientists address a relationship between the global energy demand and the con-
sumption of natural resources through the economic growth across the world, especially over
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the last two decades. Uncontrolled energy consumption due to human activities plays a vital
role in biodiversity decline. According to the latest report, the greatest part of the decline in bio-
diversity has taken place within the last 50 years [2]. Urbanization is another significant problem
of today’s world in terms of growing importance of environmental issues. The urbanization
rate is to rise by 75% until 2030 as shown in Figure 1 [3]. Urbanization-related environmental
matters can be illustrated as pollution, the depletion of natural resources, climate change, and
global warming. Especially climate change notably affects the biotic systems as it has cumula-
tive impacts on the global environment such as terrible weather conditions and deterioration of
natural ecosystem (serious decrease in fishery stocks and in the productivity of lands) [4].

The European Commission primarily aims to slow down the increase in greenhouse gas
(GHG) emission to prevent the hazardous impacts on the environment. Based on the roadmap
reported by European Commissions in 2010, the abatement in the EU GHG emissions is aimed
to be 80% by 2050 (as compared to the 1990 level). The target of the decrease in GHG emissions
takes place in the range 25-60% between 2020 and 2040. To reach this goal, the increase in the
global temperature should be 2°C less than the pre-industrial era [5]. A similar, national plan
underlying the significance of climate change is adopted by the Government of China. Based
on this plan, carbon emissions are expected to be reduced by 40-50% until 2020 compared to
the level of 2005 [6]. However, it is a clear challenge to achieve the said targets concerned with
global warming and GHG emissions. In this respect, appropriate investments in energy, trans-
port, industry, information technologies, and building sectors are required for the desired
outputs. Among the relevant sectors, buildings stand for the most promising field in terms
of eco-friendly-mitigating energy consumption levels. The reduction of energy consumed in
buildings does not have any negative effects on the welfare of the dwellers [7]. L/ZCB strategy
can be accomplished by constructing new environmentally friendly building or retrofitting
existing buildings with low-cost, energy-efficient, and eco-friendly technologies. The retrofit
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Figure 1. Urban population by major area, 1950-2050 [3].
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of existing buildings can remarkably reduce energy demands and carbon emissions, as well
as mitigating the depletion of natural resources. GSs are considered as low-energy concept for
buildings, and they can be deployed in existing buildings as retrofit applications [8, 9].

In this context, the main goals of this research can be illustrated as to explain the L/ZCB for
potential reduction of energy demand in the building sector and to introduce the GSs as ret-
rofit applications to existing buildings.

2. CO2 emissions

With respect to consensus among scientists, CO, emissions in the atmosphere have a remark-
ably rising trend since industrial revolution. In comparison to pre-industrial revolution, the
average rise in CO, concentration with 403 ppm is reported to be about 40%. Depending on
the recent assessment report on climate change, human beings have a considerable influence
on the climate system due to the energy consumption [10]. Therefore, the energy usage is
admitted to be the greatest contributor to GHG emissions. Figure 2a illustrates the shares of
global GHG based on human activity.

The level of CO, emission is represented in Figure 2b. It is clear from the data that the CO,
emissions have a steadily rising trend from industrial revolution up to 2014 [11]. It is reported
by Boeck et al. [7] that the emissions are expected to increase to 52% from 2005 to 2050 if
no decisive measures are taken. During the said period, carbon emissions are predicted to
increase by 78%, which is notable. Also the annual increase in GHG emissions between 2000
and 2010 is found to be 1 giga tone of CO, equivalent. When the emissions from 1970 to 2010
are analyzed, the growth is reported to be around 0.4 GtCO_eq. Moreover, carbon emissions
dramatically increase with the explosive growth in global economy and world population.
On the other hand, within the last decade, the emissions have a decreasing tendency because
of the global economic recession between 2007 and 2008 as shown in Figure 2b [7]. In 2015,
global CO, emission level is predicted to be 32.3 GtCO,, which is 0.1% lower than the level in
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Figure 2. Estimated shares of global anthropogenic GHG, 2014 (a), trend in CO, emissions from fossil fuel combustion,
1870-2014 (b) [11].
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2014. For 2013 and 2014, the growth rate of CO, emission is given to be 1.7 and 0.6%, respec-
tively. On the other hand, the annual rise of the emissions is reported to be 2.2% since 2000.
From this point of view, it can be easily understood that the growth in global economy is
independent of the reductions in GHG emissions [11].

As a consequence of rising welfare of the countries at growing economic indicators, global energy
demand remarkably increases. Between 1971 and 2015, the rise of global energy demand is reported
to be 150%. While expressing the energy demand, total primary energy supply (TPES) is widely
used to determine the rates as shown in Figure 3 [11]. With respect to the emissions from fuel com-
bustion in 2015, the largest share of CO, emissions is attributed to coal. However, the percentage
of coal consumption (28%) is lower than the oil consumption (32%) according to the TPES data.

The major CO, emission sectors are electricity and heat generation, which are responsible for
42% of the total emissions in 2015. Although the share of oil utilized in electricity and heat
generation decreases, the coal and gas consumptions have an increasing trend in 2015 as com-
pared to the year of 1990 as depicted in Figure 4.

2.1. Climate agreements

Kyoto protocol is known as the first agreement to mitigate GHG emissions and the proto-
col commitment covers the period between 2008 and 2012. The protocol indicates that 5% of
reduction in the domestic emissions compared to the 1990 level is required to be fulfilled by
the industrialized countries during the said period. Moreover, the countries are expected to
reach the targets of Kyoto by mitigating emissions from fossil fuel consumption and emissions
in other sectors such as direct industrial emissions. The second commitment period from 2013
to 2020 is defined as The Doha Amendment. The amendment was approved by 80 parties on
August 9, 2017. The Kyoto target regarding the GHG emissions, approved by parties, is 19.3%
mitigation in CO, emissions. Based on the data between 1990 and 2015, it is observed that the
said target is already achieved with 20% reduction in the emissions. Paris agreement is defined
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Figure 3. Energy supply by fossil and nonfossil fuels (a), world primary energy supply and CO, emissions: Shares by
fuel in 2015 (b) [11].
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Figure 4. World CO, emissions from fuel combustion by sector, 2015 (a), CO, emissions from electricity and heat
generation, 1990-2015 (b) [11].

as the first international obligatory climate agreement related to decisive reduction of CO,
emissions. Both developed and developing countries ratified the agreement in 2016 [11]. Paris
agreement covers the shift to low-carbon energy and emissions. For this reason, renewable
energy technologies (RETs) are of crucial importance in developing low/zero-carbon technolo-
gies (L/ZCT) and green energy solutions. Owing to the improvements in these technologies,
the cost of such systems remarkably decreases year after year, for instance, the cost of solar
electricity is reported to reduce by 65% between 2010 and 2015 [12]. The target of this agree-
ment is to provide the maximum 2°C change in global surface temperature (2DS) by 2050 [13].

3. Building sector

About 40% of the total energy consumption is attributed to the building sector in the world
since both building construction and usage play a vital role in global energy use. In this
respect, it is firmly believed that buildings contribute substantially to the world GHG emis-
sions [14]. For instance, GHG emissions from buildings in the United States, China, the UK,
and Australia are reported to be 43, 50, more than 50, and 23%, respectively [15]. The final
energy consumption in European member countries is about 1104 million tons of oil equiva-
lents (based on the data of 2012). A total of 26.2% of this amount is used in residential build-
ings. The amount of total buildings present in the EU27 overweighs by 25% compared to
the residential buildings. Energy consumption in the residential buildings can be split into
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two major parts such as space heating (68.4) and heated water (13.6) [7]. As emphasized in a
research, the rise of global space cooling is found to be about 60% between 2000 and 2010, and
space cooling attributed 4% to the global energy consumption in 2010 [16].

The building sector plays a leading role in mitigating energy consumption with energy-
efficient building concepts, which also reduce the amount of carbon emissions. Many coun-
tries implement new policies to reduce energy consumption based on building performance.
However, the average amount of energy used in building per capita does not show a notice-
able change for the last two decades in the world. Since 2010, the rise in CO, emissions is
reported to be about 1% per year. Furthermore, the increase in CO, emission with regard to
buildings is found to be 45%. While the natural gas consumption increases by approximately
1%, the rate of oil and coal consumptions seems stable. In addition, the expectation related
to improving energy performance of the buildings is about 10% and more. In 2010, average
energy use per capita seems to have peaked —that is roughly 12 MWh in the Organization for
Economic Co-operation and Development (OECD) countries, and from this point, the con-
sumption decreased gradually due to winters passing warmer regions in comparison with
previous years. Also, itis observed that the share of space heating in buildings in terms of final
energy consumption is 45% in OECD countries. In terms of non-OECD countries, the average
final energy consumption increases almost 15% for a period of 15 years. While reaching 2DS
target, the rate of average building energy consumption per capita should be at least 10% and
the average consumption is not expected to exceed 4.5 MWh by 2025. Figure 5 illustrates the
amount of final energy demand and the share of final energy use by fuel and per capita [17].

The potential reduction in carbon emissions from the buildings is expected to be 30% by 2020
[18]. To be able to reach this target, measures to mitigate the energy consumed in residential
buildings are primarily concerned as they are much more suitable to energy-efficient retrofit-
ting. For this reason, various energy efficiency measures are adopted by the European Union
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Figure 5. Final energy use by fuel and per person [17].
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that can be implemented in the existing buildings. The commitments of the said agreements
impose the member countries to implement energy performance certification and to improve
the devices used in the buildings for providing space cooling and heating [19]. With regard
to efficient building codes, the first five countries are Austria, Denmark, the UK, Finland, and
France. Germany also follows the first five countries [20]. Through the directives of 2010/31/
EU, the Energy Performance of Building Directive (EPBD) suggests the concept of nearly zero
energy buildings (nZEBs) to improve energy performance with insulation properties, heating,
ventilation, and air-conditioning (HVAC) systems, the building orientation, and comfortable
indoor quality for both new and existing buildings in Europe [19].

Likewise, national governments take decisive measures to improve the building energy per-
formance for the transition to the net-zero energy buildings [21]. Some European member
countries including the UK implement the amendments regularly before the proposed date.
According to Sustainable Homes Code introduced by the UK, the newly constructed building
from 2016 is expected to consume less energy for heating, cooling, and lighting [22]. Similar
to the UK, Italy also adopts a code which is inspired from the directive 31/2010/EU. The law
embraces both energy performance of buildings in terms of particularly thermal features and
HVAC systems (nZEB). For the new public buildings, the starting date is considered to be
2019, but the nonpublic buildings are planned to be built as nZEB from 2021 [23].

The American society of heating refrigeration and Air-conditioning Engineers (ASHRAE) code
and the International Energy Conservation Code (IECC) emphasize new advancements in rela-
tion to the efficient use of energy in the building sector. Unlike the EU, the energy labeling in the
building certification is not commonly used since it is not mandatory in the United States [24].
The US building energy codes address energy and cost savings of the buildings without under-
lining the abatement of CO, emissions [25]. Like ASHRAE, the design standard for Energy
Efficiency of Public buildings is implemented to have noticeable improvements in the energy
performance of buildings and accomplish a notable decline in energy demands in China [26].

In 2012, European Commission revised the advanced energy-efficient directive to be imple-
mented by each member countries as a long-term project to enhance the energy performance
of the existing buildings with low cost [22]. According to the report presented by International
Energy Agency, the retrofit of the existing buildings improves overall energy performance,
and this approach is approved as applicable and economically viable. The International
Energy Agency (IEA) mentions that the energy-efficient building code is relatively important
for forming net-zero energy houses [27]. Moreover, the energy demand in buildings can be
decreased by improving building code and utilizing energy-efficient household appliances.
Through the said phenomenon, the reduction in energy demand in both commercial and resi-
dential buildings is expected to be about 50% by 2050 when compared to 1990 [22].

4. Nearly zero energy buildings

Building sector has unequivocal effects on the economic growth and the employment rate
of the countries. Buildings are also of vital importance in terms of growing significance
of environmental issues [22]. Energy consumed in buildings is in the range of 25-40% for
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OECD member countries. Buildings account for 40% of primary energy use in the United
States and Europe. For China, the rate is given to be 30% of the energy consumption [28].
The energy demand related to buildings can be reduced by energy-saving technologies and
energy-efficient regulation on the buildings. The increase in energy performance of the build-
ings leads to the concept of low energy building (LEB) or nZEB. In the literature, numer-
ous studies define the concept of the nZE/CB. According to Esbensen and Korsgaard [29], a
zero energy house is a concept which does not need extra energy demand for space heating
and cooling through normal climate such as Denmark. Based on the definition of European
Parliament [19], the nZEBs are expected to use renewable energy technologies (RETs) on-site
or nearby to meet energy demands. The definition of EISA [30] consists of (1) reducing the
energy demands, (2) meeting the energy needs from the non-carbon emission energy genera-
tions, (3) increasing the practice related to nZGHG, and (4) minimizing the installation and
running cost. According to Riedy et al. [31] zero emission buildings can be defined as near
zero energy, zero energy, passive house, 100% renewable, carbon neutral, climate positive
and positive advancement, energy plus, and zero net energy. Moreover, some organizations
such as IEA and solar heating and cooling programs highlight the net-zero energy building
research, and these organizations promote the task 40 with respect to net-zero energy solar
building since 2008 [28]. The task 40 formed by eight different definitions of Department
of Energy in the United States supports the shift to net-zero energy commercial building
for new buildings by 2030 [32]. In addition, the European Union also declares the target of
net-zero energy building. The newly constructed buildings are aimed to have high-energy
performance and to generate their own energy to consume on-site. The project is planned to
be started at the beginning of 2019 [33]. The UK, Japan, and Canada also implement charac-
teristic regulations to buildings related to net-zero energy.
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The system structure of the nZEB is illustrated in Figure 6. Inside typical building systems
boundary, the building consumes delivered energy on-site such as electricity district heating/
cooling, natural gas, biomass, other fuels, and finally renewable energy generation. Excessive
electricity is also sent to the grids. The nZEB can be described as annual energy consumed by
the building irrespective of the life cycle. The target of conventional nZEB provides the bal-
ance between loading and generating the energy within the buildings [34].

Figure 7 presents three different energy-efficient techniques such as passive service system
and renewable energy systems. Passive systems consist of building orientation, envelope,
airtightness, and shade. When implementing the passive systems to buildings, thermal and
electrical energy consumption decreases effectively. In addition, in order to offer comfort-
able temperatures to the buildings, HVAC, domestic hot water systems, and lighting indoors
can be reinvented to reduce energy loads. In this way, the performance of building energy
systems is increased through integration of RETs. RETs are used not only to generate electric-
ity but also to heat and cool the indoor environment via combined heating and cooling and
power solutions (tri-generation systems) [28]. Through nZE/CB, thermally comfortable living
spaces can be achieved for dwellers.

With respect to the roadmap (proposed by Sustainable Energy Authority of Ireland) aimed
to provide 90% reduction in carbon emissions from the residential buildings, four essen-
tial measures are considered to enable this decrease in the building’s carbon emissions.
These measures are composed of energy-efficient retrofit (improving building energy per-
formance), utilization of the RETs, low/zero energy technologies, and electricity generation
with low carbon emissions [35].

There are many LE/CB standards adopted to mitigate energy consumption levels across
the world. Some of the directives can be listed as Building Research Establishment
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Environmental Assessment Method (BREEAM), International Energy Conservation
Code (IECC), Leadership in Energy and Environmental Design (LEED), Canada National
Electrical Code (NEC), LEED Canada, Bureau of Energy Efficiency (BEE), Energy and
Climate Studies (ECS), Comprehensive Assessment System for Built Environment
Efficiency (CASBEE), Nationwide House Energy Rating Scheme NatHERS, and Internal
Environmental Management-Environmental Performance (H1EE) [4]. Figure 8 indicates
some key parameters in the LEB standards. It can be easily observed that the requirements
of thermal performance and airtightness for buildings dominate the other parameters.
Major parameters of the L/ZEB standards are depicted in Figure 8.

The retrofitting of the existing buildings toward nZEBs is really important than the newly
constructed buildings. Since the energy-efficient materials for the new buildings are commer-
cially available on market, the main challenge comes from the existing buildings. By looking
into reports, the buildings that existed from the 1960s in Europe are about 40% of all build-
ings in Europe nowadays. Newly constructed buildings in Europe are attributed to 1% of the
building stock. It is predicted that the buildings existing in Europe today might be utilized
until 2050. The energy performance of the existing buildings is relatively poor. Hence, the
retrofits of these buildings are vital parts of the target of 2050. Along with improving energy
performance of the building, the economic growth and the life quality also increase propor-
tionally [5]. It is widely believed that the application of retrofitting the existing buildings will
comprise a wide range of developments including thermal insulation of building facade and
roofs, upgrading the space heating and cooling systems, renovation of electrical and elec-
tronic appliances, and utilizing RETs on-site or nearby [23]. Looking at the report presented
by European Commissions, it is predicted that minimum energy saving can be targeted by
2020 and the amount saved would be in the range of 60-80 Mtoe/year [37]. Moreover, the
study carried out by Williams et al. [4] focuses on the retrofit of the buildings in such a way
that the expectation is considered to be 2.77 billion buildings in case the world population
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Figure 8. Major parameters of the 35 major low or zero energy building standards around the world presented as the
percentage that are presented in terms of each parameter [36].
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stays stable. So, to attain the target of near zero carbon world in 2080, 43 billion buildings
would need to be constructed or retrofitted based on the zero energy standards per year [4].

The findings indicate that nZEB can reduce the environmental impacts with an energy-effi-
cient building concept, and it is also financially viable. Although the initial investment cost is
relatively high, the low energy consumption contributes to increasing the energy saving and
reducing annual running cost [38]. The other study carried out by Kuusk and Kalamess [39]
provides additional evidence to these problems by considering economic aspects of the reno-
vation complying with net-zero energy buildings. As a result of the findings, the decline in
both annual energy demand and energy expenditure is found to be 70% in comparison with
the existing buildings in Estonia. But, for the owners of the buildings, the payback period is
approximately 30 years and the period is really long. It is concluded that the nZEB retrofits
do not seem economically viable. If annual rental income is increasing gradually, the payback
period could be decreased as much as 8 years which may be considered as the best scenario.

The results from the case study conducted by Ferrari and Beccali suggest that there is an
association between the building retrofits and primary energy consumption. The retrofitting
of buildings reduces the GHG emissions by 40%. The increase in thermal performance of
buildings with regard to roof and facade would diminish the emission proportionally. Also,
the reduction in the energy consumption is found in the range of 2 and 6% depending on the
thickness of thermal insulations [23].

Fraunhofer institution mentioned the reduction in the fuel consumption in the built environ-
ment with the application of energy-efficient measures was found to be 22 and 46% (com-
pared to 2005) in 2020 and 2030, respectively [40]. Based on another study about mitigating
GHG emission, the target of reducing GHG emission is planned to be 40 and 60% by 2020 and
2030, respectively. When these rates are designated by comparing to the data of 2005, RETs
are applied to increase the energy saving of the buildings [41].

The retrofit of buildings presents two types of benefits such as co-benefits and direct ben-
efits. Direct benefits are the reduction in energy consumption and carbon emissions. As for
co-benefits, they consist of improving overall quality of the building, improving users” well-
being, and financial benefits. In addition to these, macroeconomic benefits also are considered
to be mainly composed of environmental economic and social subcategories. The economic
benefits encompass a wide variety of opportunities such as lower energy cost, a decrease in
unemployment rate, and setting up new business activities. In the same way, social benefits
fully embrace the considerable improvement in productivity, social welfare, and comfort,
the largest decrease in morbidity and mortality, and enormous advances in energy security.
Environmental benefits are defined as a reduction in air pollution and waste reduction associ-
ated with constructing or renovating buildings [42].

Annual savings based on benefits resulted from the renovation of the existing buildings
in Europe are estimated to reach approximately €104-175 billion by 2020. The savings are
divided into three categories such as lower energy bills, suppression of carbon emission
through energy generation, and enhanced indoor quality to provide healthier ambience.
The resulting amounts are €52-75 billion, €9-15 billion, and €42-88 billion, respectively.
Based on the growth estimation in economic activities, it is observed that approximately
760,000-1,480,000 people will have opportunities to work in new business sectors [43].
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Furthermore, based on a research carried out by Stoecklein et al. [44] it is assumed that the
benefits resulting from non-energy sectors are much higher (around 2.5 times) than energy-
savings sectors occurring in the retrofit of existing buildings [44].

The main criteria for well-being of dwellers living in buildings are composed of thermal com-
fort, indoor air quality, internal and external sound level, natural lighting, and esthetic view.
Thermal comfort is mainly dependent on temperature differences and air humidity. The
indoor quality is associated with microbacterial contaminants resulting in hazardous condi-
tions to residents. Internal and external noise can be decreased by using acoustic insulation
materials, and so on, which are applied to both exterior and interior of buildings [42, 45, 46].

When constructing, renovating, and operating the buildings, both energy consumptions and
GHG emissions are growing rapidly. Health threats due to environmental issues have damaging
effects on a part of society, especially young, old, and poor persons. For instance, children and
elders are in vulnerable groups that can be affected easily from tough weather conditions, espe-
cially during summer time. Since the mortality and morbidity are growing due to excessive heat-
waves [47]. A research report shows the correlation between threshold temperature and mental
and behavioral disorder. In order to provide better conditions, the indoor temperature must not
be more than 26.7°C (threshold temperature) [48]. Moreover, these threats may cause inefficient
resources including food, water, and power. While reducing energy consumption and air pollu-
tion, public health could be enhanced greatly [13]. The retrofit of the building provides not only
less energy use but also positive contributions to the building and dwellers. These contributions
consist of the value and life span of the building, more comfortable and healthier environment
for the dwellers to live in, and work in the retrofitting building. By improving the ambient air
quality of the building, the productivity and health of the dwellers are rising due to reducing
undesirable conditions such as excessive moisture and mold [5]. To be able to achieve the said
benefits, quick implementation of regulations on energy is necessary in the building sector.

Energy-efficient buildings consist of three main categories that present the impacts on sup-
pressing energy consumption associated with buildings as follows [26]:

* Building envelopes including thermal insulation, thermal mass, windows/glazing, and
roofs.

¢ Internal conditions consisting of indoor design conditions and internal heat loads.

* Building services systems divided main three subjects HVAC, electrical services, and verti-
cal transportation used in buildings such as lifts and escalators.

4.1. Building envelopes

Nowadays, a large number of countries and local administrations are aware of the numerous
impacts of building envelopes on the building energy performance. So, building energy codes
released by policymakers are growing gradually on a yearly basis. Although this progression is
conducted through the energy codes, two-thirds of the countries have not still implemented the
energy codes for building sector. As per reports, building envelope performance has increased
by approximately 6% in the last 5 years as shown in Figure 9.
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Figure 9. Change in building envelope performance [17].

The rates in the developing countries are greater due to rise in the floor areas and thermal
comfort demands. The building envelope performance has considerable influences on the
heating and cooling needs. It can, therefore, be assumed that high building envelope perfor-
mance can be managed by deep renovation and retrofitting of the existing buildings. For this
reason, the energy codes for building should be revised to meet the target of the building
performance. The rate of retrofitting the existing buildings is in the range of 1-2% today, and
the percentage is expected to rise by 2 and 3% per year up to 2025 [17].

5. Greenery systems

Greenery systems have a leading role to improve the energy performance of the buildings due
to its relation with building envelopes. For this reason, GSs could be utilized to achieve zero
energy or carbon buildings. While enhancing the energy efficiency of buildings, both energy
consumption and carbon emission steadily decrease as well. The systems can cover both the
surfaces of buildings, especially roof and wall. Also, it is mainly divided into two parts such as
green roofs and green walls [8]. While contributing to energy efficiency and providing lower
carbon emissions, the GSs applied in the existing building have substantial benefits to not
only the environment but also economy and the society. In addition, these systems are used
as passive design, which offers insulation, shading for heating, and cooling period for build-
ings, respectively. By applying the GSs to existing buildings, building dwellers could reach
improved indoor microclimatic conditions by cost-effective and eco-friendly means [9, 49-51].

5.1. Green roofs

Building roofs occupy approximately 25% of total surface areas in the urban environ-
ment [52]. Green roofs have potential benefits associated with environment and society.
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The environmental benefits consist of mitigating GHGs and threat of urban heat islands,
decreasing the depletion of energy resources, improving urban life, and preventing devas-
tation of wildlife [53-57]. Furthermore, green roofs also improve health of residents living
in green roof buildings. The roofs, thus, provide better indoor air quality for dwellers, for
instance, lower noise levels and ideal microclimatic ambience [56]. Among all, the main
subject related to green roof is to improve energy performance of buildings. That is why
energy-efficient buildings lead to reduction in energy consumption and carbon emissions
as a result of heating and cooling the indoor ambience of buildings [8].

Figure 10 illustrates components of the green roof design that includes vegetation, substrate
for growing, drainage element, protection layer, root barrier, insulation layer, membrane for
preventing water leakage, and roof deck. Moreover, there are three categories in the design
of green roofs such as extensive, semi-extensive, and intensive roof designs. The main differ-
ences between these categories depend on weight, system height, type of plants used in the
roofs, maintenance, irrigation, and, surely, cost [52].

5.1.1. Thermal benefits of green roofs

Green roofs are considered as one of the primary solutions to mitigate energy demand with
increasing energy efficiency in buildings [59]. According to a research in Italy, where tradi-
tional roofs were compared, temperature of the green roofs applied in buildings is found by
12°C lower in summertime. As for heating seasons, the green roofs are 4°C hotter than con-
ventional roof systems [54].

Many studies highlight the thickness of growth substrate affecting thermal insulation per-
formance of green roofs. The study considering optimization of thickness reveals that the
increase in the thickness of growing media used in green roofs reduces energy consumption
and heat transfer compared to conventional roofs. The reductions are estimated between 59

Vegetation
Growth substrate

Filter fabric
Drainage element
Protection layer
Root barrier

Insulation layer

Water proofing membrane
Roof deck

Figure 10. Schematics of different green roof components [58].
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and 96% and in the range of 31 and 37% from the viewpoint of energy consumption and
heat transfer, respectively [60]. Another research reveals that the increase in soil moisture
reduces thermal resistance of green roofs. Briefly, thermal resistance of dry soil increases by
0.4 m?K/W using 100-mm thickness of growing substrate [61].

5.1.2. Heat flux and energy saving

Green roofs are easy-to-use structures to increase energy saving by mitigating heat flux and
improving shading effects. Shading effects have a key role to provide thermal comfort for the
dwellers living in green roof buildings. Due to the substantial contribution to the thermal com-
fort, energy consumption and energy spending by dwellers tend to decrease after the installation
of the green roof systems on the buildings [62]. Based on the studies with related leaf thickness
and coverage thickness, these parameters play an important role in the thermal regulation for
buildings. For instance, in comparison to bare soil, covering the building with plants reduces the
temperature by about maximum 6°C during March and April. A further study, also, exposes that
the features of vegetation have several effects on daily surface temperature, and it is found to be
about 26°C [63]. Depending on the case study, temperature with respect to bare soil, uninsulated
roof, and roof covering with GSs is determined to be 42, 57, 26.5°C [52]. Compared to black roof,
the temperature falls from 80 to 27°C by deploying green roof systems on buildings [59, 63].

5.2. Vertical greenery systems

Many researchers mention about the advantages of VGSs such that they can provide energy-sav-
ing and ecological improvements for buildings placed in (sub)urban areas. Buildings integrated
with these systems have potential benefits that cause the reduction in wall temperature arising
from wind barriers and shading effect and thermal insulation based on growing media and veg-
etation [8]. In accordance with green roofs, the vertical systems can also affect both indoor ther-
mal comfort and outdoor environment such as biodiversity and air quality. Some benefits are
associated with thermal performance and environmental issues, but the rest of them are linked
with architectural aspects and human psychology [64, 65]. The positive effects of VGSs on envi-
ronment and buildings greatly outweigh in comparison to green roofs because of covered sur-
face areas. The surface areas of VGSs are about 20 times wider than those of the green roofs [66].

In the literature, the VGSs are also called as vertical garden, green wall, vertical green, and bio
walls [9, 49]. Green walls comprise green facade and living wall. The main difference between
green facade and living wall is the growing style of vegetation such as naturally growing veg-
etation over building envelope and growing media placed on the ground for green facade [9].

5.2.1. Thermal benefits of green wall

Thermal performance of buildings can be improved by green walls due to shading effects and the
effects depend on density of vegetation and coverage. Green walls are vital in mitigating energy
demand and thermal comfort for dwellings. These advantages lead to reduced temperature
differences between interiors and exteriors of walls due to shadowing and thermal insulation
effects. Findings related to surface temperature under green walls reveal that average tempera-
ture is assessed by 8°C and the maximum effects on temperature differences between under
vegetation and front of the plants are found to be 16°C [67]. According to the same research,
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the west-facing green walls exposed to solar radiation (189 W/m?) absorbed 133 W/m? of overall
radiation; 25 W/m? was reflected by foliage; and the rest of them passes through the vegetation.

In the literature, many researchers focus on the reduction in external wall surface temperature.
There are some parameters such as location and period of the study, orientation, and foliage
thickness which can directly affect the reduction in external wall surface temperature. For
instance, several researches carried out by Sternberg found foliage thicknesses to be between
10 and 45 cm, and the reduction in temperature was found in the range 1.7-9.5°C [68]. Table 1
illustrates some researches with respect to energy savings arising from shading effects.

5.2.2. Blockage of the wind

Previous literature focuses on the effect of VGSs on wind effects, since the wind effects have
negative potential influence on energy performance of the buildings. Hence, the blockage of
wind is of vital importance to mitigate energy demands on both cooling and heating periods
for dwellings integrated with VGSs [69].

During the winter period, the decline in interior temperature of buildings occurs naturally
because of the cold wind [73]. The wind blockage used in VGSs contributes to less energy con-
sumption. The blockage feature can be improved by foliage density and characteristics and
orientation of green walls, especially wind speed [74]. It is clearly illustrated in literature that
energy consumption of buildings notably reduces by the decrease in wind strength. From this
point of view, energy demands are mitigated by about 25% by applying VGSs on buildings
[75]. The findings reported by another research reveal that when comparing with the bare
wall, heating energy expenditure decreases by 8% for cold climates [66].

These findings mentioned earlier show that not only green roofs but also VGSs play a prominent
role in mitigating energy demands and carbon emissions owing to having potential effects on
energy performance of buildings. In addition to these, GSs provide indoor air quality and better
productivity for dwellers. Moreover, the vegetation has an ability to absorb the sound and to
reduce the noise level yielding to improved productivity [8, 76]. Furthermore, the excessive tem-
perature increases the number of deaths among older people (=65) and negatively affects sleep
quality of residents [77]. The indoor temperature can be properly regulated by using GSs [78].

5.3. Cost

It needs to be reported that the maintenance and investment costs of green roofs and facades are
required to be analyzed in detail. The previous studies indicate that the integration of green roofs

Authors Orientation Foliage thickness (cm) External wall surface temperature reduction
(WO

Perini et al. [70] North-west 20 1.2

Cameron et al. [71] North-south — 7-7.3

Yin et al. [72] South 4 Max:4.67

Table 1. Green walls highlighting passive energy savings [8].
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into existing buildings as a retrofit solution might not be commercially viable in some cases despite
their notable beneficial impacts on energy saving [74, 79]. Thermal performance reports reveal that
the buildings with full green roofs can provide an energy saving of about $215/year. However, it is
underlined that GSs as a retrofit application still have challenges because of long pay-back periods
of these systems. It is also reported that GSs might not be suitable for the buildings located in cold
climate regions [8, 74]. In spite of the said challenges, there are numerous benefits of GSs such as
economic, environmental, and social impacts on city life with mitigating urban heat islands effects,
air pollution, and energy demands, as well as providing indoor environment quality [80, 81]. For
these reasons, the cost of green roofs can be neglected to be used in the existing buildings.

6. Conclusions

Within the scope of this chapter, GSs are evaluated in terms of a potential energy-efficient
retrofitting solution toward low/zero carbon economy. GSs are found to have a leading role
to improve the energy performance of the buildings owing to several multifunctional benefits
such as thermal regulation of building envelope, remarkable reductions in energy consump-
tion figures, and greenhouse gas emissions, providing indoor air quality, and minimizing
urban heat island effects. We can conclude from the results that the building surface tempera-
ture can be reduced by about 12°C with green roof retrofit. Moreover, GSs can provide up to
20°C of lower surface temperature in comparison with conventional facades. Furthermore,
vertical greenery systems (VGSs) can reduce energy consumption in buildings by about 25%
owing to the wind blockage effects in winter.

Author details

Erdem Cuce*, Ahmet B. Besir and Pinar Mert Cuce
*Address all correspondence to: erdemcuce@bayburt.edu.tr

Department of Mechanical Engineering, Faculty of Engineering, Bayburt University,
Bayburt, Turkey

References

[1] Wu J. Landscape sustainability science: Ecosystem services and human well-being in
changinglandscapes. Landscape Ecology.2013;28:999-1023. DOI: 10.1007/s10980-013-9894-9

[2] Azevedo VG, Sartori S, Campos LMS. CO, emissions: A quantitative analysis among
the BRICS nations. Renewable and Sustainable Energy Reviews. 2018;81:107-115. DOI:
10.1016/j.rser.2017.07.027

[3] UN. World Urbanization Prospects; 2014

45



46

Low Carbon Transition - Technical, Economic and Policy Assessment

[4]

[5]

[7]

[10]

[11]
[12]
[13]

[14]

[15]

[16]

[17]
[18]

[19]

Williams J, Mitchell R, Raicic V, Vellei M, Mustard G, Wismayer A, et al. Less is more:
A review of low energy standards and the urgent need for an international universal
zero energy standard. Journal of Building Engineering. 2016;6:65-74. DOI: 10.1016/j.
jobe.2016.02.007

Becchio C, Corgnati SP, Delmastro C, Fabi V, Lombardi P. The role of nearly-zero energy
buildings in the transition towards post-carbon cities. Sustainable Cities and Society.
2016;27:324-337. DOI: 10.1016/j.5cs.2016.08.005

Li D, Cui P, Lu Y. Development of an automated estimator of life-cycle carbon emis-
sions for residential buildings: A case study in Nanjing, China. Habitat International.
2016,57:154-163

De Boeck L, Verbeke S, Audenaert A, De Mesmaeker L. Improving the energy perfor-
mance of residential buildings: A literature review. Renewable and Sustainable Energy
Reviews. 2015,52:960-975

Besir AB, Cuce E. Green roofs and facades: A comprehensive review. Renewable and
Sustainable Energy Reviews. 2018;82:915-939

Safikhani T, Abdullah AM, Ossen DR, Baharvand M. A review of energy characteristic of
vertical greenery systems. Renewable and Sustainable Energy Reviews. 2014;40:450-462

IPCC. Working Group I Contrubition to the IPCC Fifth Assessment Report, Climate
Change 2013: The physical science basis, Summary For Policy Makers; 2013

International EnergyAgency. CO, Emissions from Fuel Combustion; 2017
International Energy Agency. Energy, Climate Change & Environment; 2016

Wang N, Phelan PE, Harris C, Langevin ], Nelson B, Sawyer K. Past visions, current
trends, and future context: A review of building energy, carbon, and sustainability.
Renewable and Sustainable Energy Reviews. 2018;82:976-993

Srinivasan RS, Braham WW, Campbell DE, Curcija CD. Re (de) fining net zero energy:
Renewable emergy balance in environmental building design. Building and
Environment. 2012;47:300-315

Wang T, Seo S, Liao P-C, Fang D. GHG emission reduction performance of state-of-
the-art green buildings: Review of two case studies. Renewable and Sustainable Energy
Reviews. 2016,56:484-493

Kampelis N, Gobakis K, Vagias V, Kolokotsa D, Standardi L, Isidori D, et al. Evaluation
of the performance gap in industrial, residential and tertiary near-zero energy buildings.
Energy and Buildings. 2017;148:58-73

International EnergyAgency. Tracking Clean Energy Progress 2017; 2017

Urge-Vorsatz D, Novikova A. Potentials and costs of carbon dioxide mitigation in the
world's buildings. Energy Policy. 2008;36:642-661. DOI: 10.1016/j.enpol.2007.10.009

European Union. Directive 2010/31/EU of the European Parliament and of the Council
of 19 May 2010 on the Energy Performance of Buildings. Brussel, Belguim: European
Union; 2010



[20]

[21]

[22]

[23]

[24]

[25]

[26]

[27]

[28]

[29]

[30]

[31]

[32]
[33]
[34]

[35]

[36]

[37]

Low/Zero-Carbon Buildings for a Sustainable Future
http://dx.doi.org/10.5772/intechopen.74540

Annunziata E, Frey M, Rizzi F. Towards nearly zero-energy buildings: The state-of-art of
national regulations in Europe. Energy. 2013;57:125-133

Andrews-Speed P. Applying institutional theory to the low-carbon energy transition.
Energy Research and Social Science. 2016;13:216-225

Enker RA, Morrison GM. Analysis of the transition effects of building codes and regula-
tions on the emergence of a low carbon residential building sector. Energy and Buildings.
2017;156:40-50. DOI: 10.1016/j.enbuild.2017.09.059

Ferrari S, Beccali M. Energy-environmental and cost assessment of a set of strategies
for retrofitting a public building toward nearly zero-energy building target. Sustainable
Cities and Society. 2017;32:226-234

Levine M, Zheng N, Williams C, Amann JT, SD. Building Energy-Efficiency Best Practice
Policies and Policy Packages. Berkeley, CA, United States: Lawrence Berkeley National
Lab (LBNL); 2012

Livingston O, Cole P, Elliott D, Bartlett R. Building energy codes program: National ben-
efits assessment. Tech. Rept. PNNL-22610. Pacific Northwest National Laboratory; 2014

Li DH, Yang L, Lam JC. Zero energy buildings and sustainable development implica-
tions: A review. Energy. 2013;54:1-10

Laustsen J. Energy efficiency requirements in building codes, energy efficiency policies
for new buildings. International Energy Agency (IEA). 2008;2:477-488

Deng S, Wang RZ, Dai Y]. How to evaluate performance of net zero energy building: A
literature research. Energy. 2014;71:1-16. DOI: 10.1016/j.energy.2014.05.007

Esbensen TV, Korsgaard V. Dimensioning of the solar heating system in the zero energy
house in Denmark. Solar Energy. 1977;19:195-199

EISA. CRS Report for Congress: Energy independence and security act of 2007: December
21. Washington, DC: US Government; 2007

Riedy C, Lederwasch A, Ison N. Defining Zero Emission Buildings: Review and Recommen-
dations; 2011

Pless S, Paul Torcellini P. Getting to net zero. ASHRAE Journal. 2009;51:18
European Parliament. All new buildings to be zero energy from 2019; 2009

Hernandez P, Kenny P. From net energy to zero energy buildings: Defining life cycle
zero energy buildings (LC-ZEB). Energy and Buildings. 2010;42:815-821

SEAI Residential Energy Roadmap: SEAI - Sustainable Energy Authority of Ireland;
2013

PRP Architects. Zero Carbon Compendium: Who’s Doing What in Housing Worldwide.
London: NHBC Foundation; 2009

European Commission. Summary of the impact assessment. Accompanying to the
Proposal for a Recast of the Energy Performance of Buildings (2002/91/EC). Brussels
Belguim; 2008

47



48

Low Carbon Transition - Technical, Economic and Policy Assessment

[38]

[39]

[40]

[41]

[42]

[43]

[44]

[45]

[46]

[47]

[48]

[49]

[50]

[51]

[52]

[53]

Becchio C, Bottero M, Corgnati S, Ghiglione C. nZEB design: Challenging between energy
and economic targets. Energy Procedia. 2015:2070-2075. DOI: 10.1016/j.egypro.2015.11.226

Kuusk K, Kalamees T. nZEB retrofit of a concrete large panel apartment building. Energy
Procedia. 2015;78:985-990. DOI: 10.1016/j.egypro.2015.11.11.038

Fraunhofer-Institute. Study on the energy savings potentials in EU member states,
Candidate countries and EEA countries. Final Report for the European Commission
Directorate-General Energy and Transport; 2009

Ecofys. Sectoral Emission Reduction Potentials and Economic Costs for Climate Change
(SERPEC-CC). Summary Report; 2009

Ferreira M, Almeida M, Rodrigues A. Impact of co-benefits on the assessment of energy
related building renovation with a nearly-zero energy target. Energy and Buildings.
2017;152:587-601

Economics C. Multiple Benefits of Investing in Energy Efficient Renovation of Buildings:
Impact on Public Finances. Renovate Europe: Copenhagen; 2012

Stoecklein A, Zhao Y, Christie L, Skumatz L. The Value of Low Energy Technologies for
Occupant and Landlord. ANZSEE Conference, Palmerston North, New Zealand; 2005

Jakob M. Marginal costs and co-benefits of energy efficiency investments: The case of the
Swiss residential sector. Energy Policy. 2006;34:172-187

Edwards L, Torcellini P. Literature Review of the Effects of Natural Light on Building
Occupants. Golden, CO, USA: National Renewable Energy Lab; 2002

Berry S, Whaley D, Davidson K, Saman W. Near zero energy homes-What do users
think? Energy Policy. 2014;73:127-137

Hansen A, Bi P, Nitschke M, Ryan P, Pisaniello D, Tucker G. The effect of heat waves
on mental health in a temperate Australian city. Environmental Health Perspectives.
2008;116:1369

Manso M, Castro-Gomes J. Green wall systems: A review of their characteristics.
Renewable and Sustainable Energy Reviews. 2015;41:863-871

Pérez G, Rincén L, Vila A, Gonzalez JM, Cabeza LF. Green vertical systems for build-
ings as passive systems for energy savings. Applied Energy. 2011;88:4854-4859. DOI:
10.1016/j.apenergy.2011.06.032

Ichihara K, Cohen JP. New York City property values: What is the impact of green roofs
on rental pricing? Letters in Spatial and Resource Sciences. 2011;4:21-30

Raji B, Tenpierik MJ, van den Dobbelsteen A. The impact of greening systems on building
energy performance: A literature review. Renewable and Sustainable Energy Reviews.
2015;45:610-623

Coma], Pérez G, Solé C, Castell A, Cabeza LF. Thermal assessment of extensive green roofs
as passive tool for energy savings in buildings. Renewable Energy. 2016;85:1106-1115



[54]

[55]

[56]

[57]

[58]

[59]

[60]

[61]

[62]

[63]

[64]

[65]

[66]

[67]

Low/Zero-Carbon Buildings for a Sustainable Future
http://dx.doi.org/10.5772/intechopen.74540

Bevilacqua P, Mazzeo D, Bruno R, Arcuri N. Experimental investigation of the ther-
mal performances of an extensive green roof in the Mediterranean area. Energy and
Buildings. 2016;122:63-79

He Y, Yu H, Dong N, Ye H. Thermal and energy performance assessment of extensive
green roof in summer: A case study of a lightweight building in Shanghai. Energy and
Buildings. 2016;127:762-773

Tang X, Qu M. Phase change and thermal performance analysis for green roofs in cold
climates. Energy and Buildings. 2016;121:165-175

Karteris M, Theodoridou I, Mallinis G, Tsiros E, Karteris A. Towards a green sustainable
strategy for Mediterranean cities: Assessing the benefits of large-scale green roofs imple-
mentation in Thessaloniki, northern Greece, using environmental modelling, GIS and
very high spatial resolution remote sensing data. Renewable and Sustainable Energy
Reviews. 2016;58:510-525

Vijayaraghavan K. Green roofs: A critical review on the role of components, benefits,
limitations and trends. Renewable and Sustainable Energy Reviews. 2016;57:740-752.
DOI: 10.1016/j.rser.2015.12.119

Castleton HF, Stovin V, Beck SB, Davison JB. Green roofs; building energy savings and
the potential for retrofit. Energy and Buildings. 2010;42:1582-1591

Permpituck S, Namprakai P. The energy consumption performance of roof lawn gar-
dens in Thailand. Renewable Energy. 2012;40:98-103

Wong NH, Cheong DKW, Yan H, Soh ], Ong C, Sia A. The effects of rooftop garden
on energy consumption of a commercial building in Singapore. Energy and Buildings.
2003;35:353-364

Yan B. The research of ecological and economic benefits for green roof. In: Applied
Mechanics and Materials. Trans Tech Publications; 2011. pp. 2763-2766

Saadatian O, Sopian K, Salleh E, Lim C, Riffat S, Saadatian E, et al. A review of energy
aspects of green roofs. Renewable and Sustainable Energy Reviews. 2013;23:155-168

Wong I, Baldwin AN. Investigating the potential of applying vertical green walls to
high-rise residential buildings for energy-saving in sub-tropical region. Building and
Environment. 2016;97:34-39

Marchi M, Pulselli RM, Marchettini N, Pulselli FM, Bastianoni S. Carbon dioxide seques-
tration model of a vertical greenery system. Ecological Modelling. 2015;306:46-56. DOI:
10.1016/j.ecolmodel.2014.08.013

Pérez G, Coma ], Martorell I, Cabeza LF. Vertical greenery systems (VGS) for energy
saving in buildings: A review. Renewable and Sustainable Energy Reviews. 2014;39:139-
165. DOI: 10.1016/j.rser.2014.07.055

Di HF, Wang DN. Cooling effect of ivy on a wall. Experimental Heat Transfer.
1999;12:235-145

49



50

Low Carbon Transition - Technical, Economic and Policy Assessment

[68]

[69]

[70]

[71]

[72]

[73]

[74]

[73]

[76]

[77]

[78]

[79]

[80]

[81]

Sternberg T, Viles H, Cathersides A. Evaluating the role of ivy (Hedera helix) in moderat-
ing wall surface microclimates and contributing to the bioprotection of historic build-
ings. Building and Environment. 2011;46:293-297. DOI: 10.1016/j.buildenv.2010.07.017

Hunter AM, Williams NSG, Rayner JP, Aye L, Hes D, Livesley SJ. Quantifying the ther-
mal performance of green fagades: A critical review. Ecological Engineering. 2014;63:102-
113. DOI: 10.1016/j.ecoleng.2013.12.021

Perini K, Ottelé M, Fraaij ALA, Haas EM, Raiteri R. Vertical greening systems and the
effect on air flow and temperature on the building envelope. Building and Environment.
2011;46:2287-2294. DOI: 10.1016/j.buildenv.2011.05.009

Cameron RWEF, Taylor JE, Emmett MR. What's “cool” in the world of green facades? How
plant choice influences the cooling properties of green walls. Building and Environment.
2014;73:198-207. DOI: 10.1016/j.buildenv.2013.12.005

Yin H, Kong F, Middel A, Dronova I, Xu H, James P. Cooling effect of direct green facades
during hot summer days: An observational study in Nanjing, China using TIR and 3DPC
data. Building and Environment. 2017;116:195-206. DOI: 10.1016/j.buildenv.2017.02.020

Eumorfopoulou EA, Kontoleon K]. Experimental approach to the contribution of
plant-covered walls to the thermal behaviour of building envelopes. Building and
Environment. 2009;44:1024-1038. DOI: 10.1016/j.buildenv.2008.07.004

Feng H, Hewage K. Energy saving performance of green vegetation on LEED certified
buildings. Energy and Buildings. 2014;75:281-289

Dinsdale S, Pearen B, Wilson C. Feasibility study for green roof application on Queen’s
University campus. Queen’s Physical Plant Services. 2006

Payne SR. The production of a perceived restorativeness soundscape scale. Applied
Acoustics. 2013;74:255-263

Hoelscher M-T, Nehls T, Janicke B, Wessolek G. Quantifying cooling effects of facade
greening: Shading, transpiration and insulation. Energy and Buildings. 2016;114:283-
290. DOI: 10.1016/j.enbuild.2015.06.047

Fernandez-Canero R, Urrestarazu LP, Salas AF. Assessment of the cooling potential of
an indoor living wall using different substrates in a warm climate. Indoor and Built
Environment. 2012;21:642-650. DOI: 10.1177/1420326X11420457

Francis RA, Lorimer J. Urban reconciliation ecology: The potential of living roofs
and walls. Journal of Environmental Management. 2011;92:1429-1437. DOI: 10.1016/;.
jenvman.2011.01.012

Oberndorfer E, Lundholm J, Bass B, Coffman RR, Doshi H, Dunnett N, et al. Green
roofs as urban ecosystems: Ecological structures, functions, and services. Bioscience.
2007;57:823-833

Currie BA, Bass B. Estimates of air pollution mitigation with green plants and green
roofs using the UFORE model. Urban Ecosystems. 2008;11:409-422



