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Sammendrag

The quality of our indoor environment influences our mental and physical health. Fluid flow is a factor
that influences this, which can be analysed using computational fluid dynamics (CFD) software. In this
thesis the finite volume method (FVM) based software Star-CCM+ was used to model different type
of doors separating two zones, one containing a tracer gas mixture and the other containing air. The
Reynold-averaged Navier Stokes (RANS) equations were used with a k − ε turbulence model to solve for
3D compressible multi-component fluid flow, with an overset mesh being used for moving solids. For both
the verification model and the case model, a comparative analysis considering cumulative mass exchange
was performed. For the case model, thermal effects and human motion were also included.
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Summary

The quality of the indoor environment directly influences our physical and mental health. With
more and more time being spent indoor, it is becoming increasingly important to understand
how fluids flow throughout a building. Fluid mechanics is an area of physics which defines the
motion of fluid, and is used in many areas of engineering. Computational fluid dynamics (CFD)
is a branch of this field where powerful hardware is used to solve complex fluid flow simulations.

In this thesis a finite volume method (FVM) based CFD software was used, where the RANS-
equations with k− ε turbulence model was used to solve 3D compressible multi-component fluid
flow, utilizing an overset mesh strategy to deal with the rigid body motion of both different type
of doors and a model human being. Two domains were defined, one containing a tracer gas
mixture and the other air. A flow field was defined in the doorway separating the two domains
where transient flow data was collected and used for post-processing.

To verify the software being used a verification model was considered. All three door types
used in the case model were also simulated here. This model was smaller in scale, and did
not consider thermal effects or the rigid motion of a model person. A comparative analysis
considering the cumulative mass exchange through the doorway was performed for each type
of door. The results obtained from these matched with what previous numerical experiments
have shown. The case models in this thesis advanced the work done in the verification model by
introducing human motion and a temperature difference between the two domains, with a bigger
computational domain.

The preliminary results obtained from the simulations showed that the mass flux of SF6 was
greatest with the hinged door. Previous studies have also showed that this type of door is
associated with greatest mass transfer. The thermal analysis showed that the sliding door was
responsible for transferring the most energy into the inner domain while the double sliding door
transferred the most energy out from the inner domain.

In conclusion, Star-CCM+ has proven to be a powerful tool. Simulating moving solids with
an overset mesh is a valid approach when doing these kinds of numerical experiments. The
computational power and time required to run these simulations is a limiting factor that should
always be considered. The simulations run in this thesis are of special interest in hospital and
cold storage settings.
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Sammendrag

Vår fysiske og mentale helse påvirkes direkte av kvaliteten av miljøet innendørs. Vi bruker
mer og mer tid innendørs, derfor har det blitt meget viktig å forstå hvordan væsker beveger seg
gjennom en bygning. Strømningsteknikk er et område innen fysikk som definerer bevegelsen til
væsker, og brukes innenfor mange ingeniør-felt. CFD er et felt innen dette området hvor kraftig
maskinvare blir brukt til å løse komplekse strømningssimulasjoner.

I denne avhandligen blir en FVM basert CFD programvare brukt, hvor RANS-ligningene blir
brukt sammen med k − ε turbulens modellen for å løse for 3D komprimerbar multi-komponent
strømning, ved bruk av en overordnet mesh strategi for å takle beveglesen av stive legmer - ulike
typer dører og en modell av et menneske. To domener ble definert med den ene som inneholder
en sporingsgass mikstur og den andre som inneholder luft. Et strømningsområde ble definert i
døråpningen hvor ikke-stasjonære data ble samlet inn og ble brukt for etterbehandling.

For å verifisere programvaren brukt ble en verifikasjonsmodell designet. Alle tre typer dører
brukt i modellen ble også simulert her. Denne modellen hadde mindre dimensjoner, og tok ikke
hensyn til termiske effekter eller menneskelig bevegelse. En komparativ analyse som vurderte
den kumulative massen utvekslet gjennom døråpningen ble gjenomført for hver type dør. Resul-
tatene fram disse simuleringene stemmer overens med det tidligere forskning har vist. Modellen
i denne avhandlingen viderefør arbeidet gjort i verifikasjonsmodellen ved å introdusere men-
neskelig bevegelse samt en temperatur differanse mellom de to domenene. Dimensjonene i denne
modellen ble også økt.

De foreløpige resultatene fra disse simuleringene viser at masse fluksen til SF6 var størst
med hengslet dør. Tidligere studier har vist at denne typen dør er assosiert med størst masse
overføring. Den termiske analysen viste at skyvedøren overførte mest energi in til det indre
domenet, mens dobbel skyvedøren overførte mest energy ut av det indre domenet.

Det kan konluderes med at Star-CCM+ er et kraftig verktøy. Det å simulere bevegende solider
med et overordnet mesh er en gyldig tilnærmning når slike numeriske eksperiment skal gjøres.
Kraften og tiden som kreves av maskinvaren er en begrensende faktor og bør alltid overveies.
Simuleringene fremført i denne avhandligen er av spesiell interesse for både sykehus og kjølelager.
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1 INTRODUCTION

1 Introduction

1.1 Background
In modern society a lot of time is being spent indoors. The quality of the indoor climate directly

affects our health and cognitive abilities. As such, it is vitally important that we make sure the
indoor climate is as good as possible. In order to ensure the quality of this climate, we need
a firm understanding of fluid mechanics. Fluid mechanics is an area of physics which explains
the motion of fluids, and is a steady companion in many fields of engineering. Understanding
the behaviour of fluids, whether they flow through ducts or pipes, or through open spaces is key
when designing the layout of technical installations.

In general, it is important to analyse fluid flow across zones for a variety of reasons. In office
or residential areas these types of analyses could help reduce the risk of draft, reduce the heating
or cooling load of a zone, and also help reduce the risk of airborne contaminants infecting users
of the building. This last point has become very important ever since the COVID19 pandemic.
These analyses could also help when planning the layout and door placement in a zone. Different
parts of a building could have very different needs when it comes to airflow; a walk-in freezer
will have very strict demands while a supply cupboard will not.

There are also more specialized rooms where the air quality and flux between zones needs
special attention. In hospitals there are many different types of rooms which require special
attention. Isolation and quarantine rooms have very strict guidelines for how they should interact
with their surrounding areas. Medical laboratories and surgery rooms demand very clean air to
avoid infections and contamination. This is of course true for most laboratories, although the
type of contaminant may differ. In a microelectronics laboratory one might be more focused
on keeping dust particles out than in a biology laboratory. Another field which requires strict
cross-zone flux control is the nuclear industry. The dangers of radioactivity are well known, and
limiting the radioactive particles to areas where they can do little to no harm to humans and
nature is vital.

Considering cold room storage, it becomes important to know the effect of heat transfer when
opening and closing doors into the zone. Unwanted heat transferred into the room can have a
significant impact on the energy demand of the cooling system. A rise in temperature inside the
room could also reduce the quality or downright spoil the stored materials, such as foodstuff or
biological or chemical samples.

1.2 Literature review
Opening and closing of doors lead to air volume exchange between zones, see figure 1 for an

example of vorticity generated by the motion of a door. Tian et al. [1] investigated the air flow
created by opening and closing a hinged door. To help visualize the results they used a tracer
gas. Their findings showed that opening and closing a door creates vortex motion around the
surfaces of the door, with closing the door generating the largest vortexes. Chang et al. [2] did a
CFD simulation of a control room examining air leakage into the room when doors are opening
and closing. They showed that during door closing leakage was pushed by the front face and
flowed round the door edges to the back face. Fontana and Quintino [3] did a small scale model
and an experimental model of adjacent rooms. Their models used hinged type doors. They
showed that door motion can lead to contaminated clean rooms. Hendiger et al. [4] did a scale

1



1.2 Literature review 1 INTRODUCTION

Figure 1: Vortex generation around a moving door

model of two connected rooms. They used smoke as tracer fluid. They tested opening doors both
towards positively and negatively pressurized zones. Their findings showed that quickly opening
doors causes greater transfer of tracer fluid. They also showed less fluid transfer when opening
door towards negatively pressurized zone. Shao et al. [5] did an experimental analysis of a clean
room with double hinged doors. They used a particle generator to simulate transmission. They
showed that personnel walking past the open door instantaneously increased transmission. Their
findings also showed that transmission reduced when the airflow through the doorway increased.

In addition to the general studies there have also been numerous studies examining more
specialized cases like the effect door motion has on cold storage facilities. Ayarmal et al. [6]
showed that the presence of an active fan in a cold storage room increases the air exchange
volume as well as the air mixing pattern. They reasoned that this could indicate that for rooms
with active fans, door motion and fan control becomes important in order to reduce the cooling
load, as well as prevent unwanted air mixing. Gonçalves et al. [7] and Wang et al. [8] performed
numerical analyses of air volume and temperature exchange between a cold storage and a corridor.
They showed that hot air enters the cold room in the top half of the doorway, and cold air leaves
the cold room in the bottom half. They also showed that air velocity was greatest around the
edges of the doorway. Tian et al. [9] did numerical modelling of a cold storage room with a large
number of mesh cells. They showed that a low temperature difference between the room and
the corridor reduced air infiltration between the two zones. They also showed that the size of
the door affected the infiltration rate. Zhang et al. [10] did a numerical study of refrigerated
vehicles, examining the time taken for the temperature inside to equalize with the temperature
outside. Their study showed that door placement influences the time taken for temperatures to
equalize.

Cold storage analysis is more focused on the thermal effects, but hospital setting is most defini-
tively more concerned with air flow patterns and mass transfer. Especially with the COVID19

2



1.3 Human motion and mass transfer 1 INTRODUCTION

pandemic it has become vitally important to understand the way fluids flow, and possibly car-
rying unwanted particles with them, across zones in buildings. Zhou et al. [11] did a CFD
simulation examining fluid contamination between an operating room and its anteroom. They
showed that contamination is reduced when the temperature of the operating room is greater
than the temperature of the anteroom. They also showed that cross-zone contamination is sig-
nificant when the door between the zones is fully opened, and when the door is closing, due to
vortex generation. Kalliomäki et al. [12] did a physical model study of a hospital isolation room.
They showed that the temperature difference as well as the air flow rate of the ventilation system
influenced the air exchange volume between the zones. Mousavi et al. [13] examined door motion
and door usage in a real hospital operation room. In their experiments the average door opening
time was 4 seconds. They showed that personnel using the door to enter or exit the room spent
more time than needed doing this. Bhattacharya et al. [14] did a full scale model of a chaser
room and a clean room. They used tracer particles to measure traffic from the chaser room and
into the clean room. Their results showed that door motion contributed to spread of particles.
Hathway et al. [15] did a field and small scale study of rooms with hinged type doors in office
and hospital settings. In their small scale model they used water as tracer fluid. They showed
that there exists a linear relationship between the time doors are held open and air volume flux.
Kalliomäki et al. [16] did a full scale model of a hospital isolation room using hinged and sliding
doors. To measure air flow they used tracer gas. In addition to door motion they also moved a
manikin through the door during its opening phase to simulate a person entering the room. They
showed that the air change per hour was greater for the hinged type door. They also showed
that with the manikin moving through the door the effect was more noticeable. Bhattacharya
et al. [17] did a physical model study of a positively pressurized room. The goal of this study was
to examine the possibility of the COVID19 virus contaminating clean areas due to door opening
and closing motion. They showed that clean rooms with no source of contamination were at risk
of being contaminated due to the movement of doors and people moving in and out of the room.
This risk decreased when the pressure difference between zones increased.

To better understand cross-zone fluid flow one should also compare different type of doors.
Lee et al. [18] looked into the air exchange volume for both hinged and sliding doors using
CFD models. They showed that for isothermal cases hinged doors caused a greater air exchange
volume. They also showed that for thermal cases the effects were more prominent for sliding
doors, even though hinged doors still had a greater air exchange volume. Similarly, Carneiro
et al. [19] utilized a CFD model to examine the temperature increase and air volume exchange
between a corridor and a cold storage room when different types of doors were used. While the
temperature increase were approximately the same for both types of doors used, the air volume
exchange increased by 50% when hinged doors were used.

Tian et al. [20] suggests the use of an empirical model instead of a CFD model. They used
tracer gas to track fluid motion. When comparing results with their experimental model they
showed similarities with ± 10 % prediction error. This prediction error is much higher than in
cases which used CFD models to validate their findings. This study also highlights the greater
level of accuracy one can achieve by including CFD simulations in the experiment.

1.3 Human motion and mass transfer
In addition to fluid flow being generated by the opening and closing of doors, there is also the

human motion factor to consider. People walking by and through doorways will influence the
way fluid flows in the region, as well as being a possible contributor to heat and mass transfer.

3



1.4 Computational fluid dynamics 1 INTRODUCTION

Heat transfer through doorways is important to consider when analysing cold storage rooms. A
shift in temperature can compromise the stored inventory, such as food or biological test-samples.
It can also lead to an increased power demand of the in-room cooling unit(s). Mass transfer
through doorways is an important factor for both laboratories and facilities which work with
radioactive materials, such as nuclear power plants. Mass transfer in the form of dust particles is
undesirable for laboratories which work with microelectronics, where even the smallest particle
can cause components to malfunction. For biology and chemistry laboratories mass transfer in
the form of small organisms is unwanted as this can lead to faulty reactions and compromised
growth cultures.

1.4 Computational fluid dynamics
When performing fluid mechanics experiments, modern engineers tend to perform both an ex-

perimental and a computational fluid dynamics (CFD) analysis. There are many advantages from
performing both of these analyses, different data can be extracted from each. The experimental
model can also be used to validate the CFD model.

Modern CFD software can handle laminar flow with ease. However, most modern engineering
projects require turbulence models to be solved. In addition to this there is no one turbulence
model that covers all possible scenarios. Therefore it is very important that engineers working
with CFD models fully understand the problem they wish to examine, as well as the underlying
physics.

Star-CCM+ is a CFD software initially developed by CD-adapco and was later purchased
by Siemens Digital Industries Software. It allows for modelling and analysis of fluid mechanics
problems, as well as particulate flow, electromagnetic, stress, and heat transfer. This software
requires powerful hardware, but is capable of running very large and complex simulations [21].

1.5 Audience
The intended audience of this thesis is anyone who would like to know more about CFD

models, and how these can be used to analyse help explain indoor climate. This work is of
special importance, however, for anyone working with cold storage, indoor climate in hospitals,
and CFD engineers.

1.6 Aim and objective
The aim of this thesis is to gain a better understanding of indoor air flows associated with

door motion by numerical approach using CFD techniques. This work will focus on the motion
of humans and different type of doors, and how they influence fluid and heat flow between zones.
For this purpose a systematic comparison of the three different doors, namely sliding, hinged,
and double sliding will be performed. Apart from resolving detailed flow, transfer of heat and
the mass of a tracer gas between two zones will be measured, as well as fluid velocity. This
is important as it will help understand how different fluids interact with each other in these
types of situations. If one imagines one of the fluids as being contaminated with some infectious
disease this work becomes especially important when considering the COVID19 pandemic. To
the authors knowledge there is sparse literature examining the effect double sliding doors has on
air flow through doorways, so this thesis aims to add new findings to the existing knowledge.
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1.7 Scope and limitations 1 INTRODUCTION

1.7 Scope and limitations
This thesis is an advancement of the work done by Hermansen [22]. The scope of this thesis

is to examine the effect door and human motion has on turbulent flow in a region. The biggest
limitation of this thesis is the calculation time required to run CFD simulations. The more
mesh points a model in Star-CCM+ has the longer it takes to run the simulation to completion.
When using a home or school computer the computational power is often limited for these types
of models, and when using more powerful hardware like supercomputers one does not have
unlimited access.

In this section an introduction to the research field has been given. Section two explains the
governing equations used in CFD, the method of designing a model in Star-CCM+, what software
was used for post-processing, and the use of super-computer. Section three explains the setup
of the verification models and compares the preliminary results obtained from the simulations.
Section four details the setup of the case models used in this thesis, while section five presents
the results obtained from the simulations and gives a comparative analysis. Section six concludes
this thesis and offers possible future work.

5



2 METHOD

2 Method
In this section the method used in this thesis is explained in detail. The first part explains the

theory of the equations used in the CFD simulations. The second part specifically explains the
RANS-equations, as well as turbulence modelling and near-wall treatment. Finally the software
used, Star-CCM+ and MATLAB, and how simulation jobs were submitted to the supercomputer
cluster are explained.

2.1 Governing equations
The governing equations come from the conservation laws of physics, and state that:

• The mass of a fluid is conserved

• The rate of change of momentum equals the sum of the forces on a fluid particle (from
Newton’s second law)

• The rate of change of energy is equal to the sum of the rate of heat addition to and the
rate of work done on a fluid particle (from the first law of thermodynamics)

A fluid should also be considered as a continuum, that is a continuous, homogeneous matter
with no holes. Note that the continuum assumption is an idealization of fluid flow. It is a valid
assumption as long as the considered system is far larger than the space between molecules. The
equations defined below are explained in greater detail in Versteeg [23].

The continuity equation describes the 3-dimensional unsteady flow of a compressible fluid:

∂ρ

∂t
+∇ · (ρu) = 0 (1)

where ρ is the density of the fluid, u is the velocity within the fluid, and t is the time.

The momentum equation describes the momentum of the flow depending on the forces that
are acting on the fluid and is defined as:

D(ρu)

Dt
= −∂p

∂x
+∇ · (µ∇u) + SM (2)

where p is pressure, µ is the dynamic viscosity and SM is the source term.

The conservation of energy equation, when the first law of thermodynamics has been applied,
can be written as:

D(ρE)

Dt
= −ρ∇ · u+∇ · (k∇T ) + Se + Φ (3)

where E is energy, k is the thermal conductivity of the fluid, T is the temperature, Se is the
energy source term, and Φ is the dissipation due to deformation work term.

The ideal-gas equation of state describes the relation between the pressure p, density ρ, the
gas constant R, and temperature T. This equation describes a hypothetical substance but it can
be applied to most common gases with a negligible percentage of error, usually less than 1% [24,
Ch. 2]. The equation states that:

p = ρRT (4)

6



2.1 Governing equations 2 METHOD

Equation 1, 2, and 3 above can be written in a general form called the transport equation. For
any conserved property this can be written as:

D(ρϕu)

Dt
= ∇ · (Γ∇ϕ) + Sϕ (5)

where ϕ is some scalar property and Γ is the diffusion coefficient. The governing equation
defines advective terms on the left hand side and the diffusion and generation terms on the right
hand side.

The governing equations can be rewritten into a more compact form called the material deriva-
tive or the advective derivative. This equation describes the time rate of change for some property
ϕ and is defined as:

D(ρϕu)

Dt
=
∂(ρϕ)

∂t
+∇ · (ρϕu) (6)

This is a more compact way of writing the governing equations, which involves the transient
term of the governing equation and the convective term. These are the equations CFD simulations
solves, in general. For turbulent flow, the Reynolds averaged Navier-Stokes (RANS) equations
can be used.

2.1.1 RANS-equations

There are many approaches to CFD simulations: Direct Numerical Simulation (DNS), Large
Eddy Simulation (LES), Reynolds Averaged Navier–Stokes (RANS), and Coherent Vortex Simu-
lation (CVS) to mention a few. For this thesis the RANS-equations will be used, and is explained
further in this section.

The Navier-Stokes equation is one of the corner-stones of fluid mechanics. It describes the
flow of viscous, Newtonian fluid. While the equation is not yet fully understood, it is a frequent
tool used within physics and engineering. The Navier-Stokes equation is based on Newton’s
second law, which describes the relationship between the change in a particles’ momentum and
the resulting force. In cartesian coordinates the equation is applied to each fluid volume in the
x-, y-, and z-directions. The first two parts of the equation describes the acceleration of the fluid
and the last two parts describe the forces acting upon the fluid.

In 3-dimensional flow there are four unknowns to take into consideration: the velocity in the
three directions - u, v, w - as well as the pressure p. The sum of the mean and fluctuating
component of these unknowns can be defined as:

u = U + u′ (7)

v = V + v′ (8)

w = W + w′ (9)

p = P + p′ (10)

By taking the time average, continuity can be rewritten as:

∂P̄

∂t
+∇(p̄ũ) = 0 (11)
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The Reynolds Averaged Navier-Stokes equations describe incompressible flow in 3 dimen-
sions. In Cartesian coordinates, the velocity vector u has three components: x-component u,
y-component v, and z-component w. The velocity vectors v and w has similar components.

∂(p̄Ũ)

∂t
+∇(p̄Ũ ũ) = −∂P̄

∂x
+∇(µ∇Ũ) +

[
−∂(p̄u′2)

∂x
− ∂(p̄u′v′)

∂y
− ∂(p̄u′w′)

∂z

]
+ SMX (12)

∂(p̄Ṽ )

∂t
+∇(p̄Ṽ ṽ) = −∂P̄

∂y
+∇(µ∇Ṽ ) +

[
−∂(p̄u′v′)

∂x
− ∂(p̄v′2)

∂y
− ∂(p̄u′w′)

∂z

]
+ SMY (13)

∂(p̄W̃ )

∂t
+∇(p̄W̃ w̃) = −∂P̄

∂z
+∇(µ∇W̃ ) +

[
−∂(p̄u′v′)

∂x
− ∂(p̄u′v′)

∂y
− ∂(p̄w′2)

∂z

]
+ SMZ (14)

The time-average scalar transport equation is defined as:

∂(p̄Φ̃)

∂t
+∇(p̄Φ̃Ũ) = ∇(ΓΦ∇Φ̃)

[
−∂(p̄u′ϕ′)

∂x
− ∂(p̄v′ϕ′)

∂y
− ∂(p̄w′ϕ′)

∂z

]
+ SΦ (15)

In equations 11-15 the overbar indicates a time-averaged variable and the tilde indicates a
density weighted variable.

2.1.2 Turbulence model

To paraphrase professor Sergiy Denysov at OsloMet University:

"In textbooks equations are nice and neat. In real life equations are ugly and compli-
cated. Then again, such is life."

This rings especially true when dealing with turbulence. Turbulent flow is characterized by
chaotic and unpredictable flow. The flow characteristics is defined by its Reynolds number, which
is give by:

Re =
uL

ν
(16)

where u is the fluid velocity, L is the characteristic length, and ν is the kinematic viscosity.
See figure 2 for an example of flow moving from laminar to turbulent flow.

When dealing with laminar flow, several simplifications can be made to the RANS equations
which allows for analytical solutions. Most flow encountered in fluid mechanics engineering
however is turbulent. Turbulent flow offers no analytical solutions. Therefore, turbulence models
are needed to solve the RANS equations. One can of course try to solve these equations by hand
and while there can be joy to be found in doing large, complicated equations by hand, completing
them in a reasonable time frame and remain confident that the results are accurate is a bit like
trying to cut down a mighty tree using a herring: impossible. Solving turbulence models is
therefore best left to computer software.
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Figure 2: Flow developing from laminar to turbulent, figure taken from [24]

The k − ε turbulence model consists of two PDE’s (partial differential equations), one which
solves the turbulent kinetic energy (k) of the flow, and another which solves the rate of dissipation
of the kinetic energy (ε) of the flow. The k−ε model is well established and is the most validated
turbulence model used in CFD simulations. Compared to other turbulence models the k − ε
model only needs initial and boundary conditions in order to run.

The standard k − ε turbulence model solves the two following equations:

ϑ = k1/2 (17)

` =
k3/2

ε
(18)

where ϑ is the velocity scale, and ` is the length scale.

2.2 CFD modelling method
CFD software are powerful tools capable of solving turbulent flow numerically. Star-CCM+

is a finite volume method (FVM) based CFD software. This method divides the domain in
question into discrete control volumes in such a way that the boundary for each control volume
lies mid-way between adjacent nodes. In this way, each node is surrounded by either a control
volume or cell.

2.2.1 Star-CCM+

3D models used in Star-CCM+ can either be drawn directly in the software using the 3D-CAD
tool, or it can be drawn in other CAD software and then imported. For this thesis all models
were drawn directly in Star-CCM+. A more detailed explanation of the following steps can be
found in Hermansen [22].

The first step is to draw the boundary of the model. This is done by drawing a square in the
XY-plane and then setting the lengths of the sides to the desired measurements. Once this is
done the sketch can be extruded with the desired length in the Z-direction. This box represents
the entire space one wishes to analyze and will contain all other shapes needed. The next step
is to draw sketches of the outer and inner walls of the room. The difference in measurements
between these two walls represents the thickness of the walls. Both the outer and inner sketch
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needs to be extruded to the desired height. When extruding it is important to select ’none’
under body interaction, as the bodies needs to be separate from each other in the beginning.
The difference in height here represents the thickness of the ceiling. Finally the doorway between
the outer and inner zone needs to be drawn. Sketch the doorway in the desired wall, making
sure the thickness of the doorway is the same as the thickness of the wall. Then extrude the
doorway to the wanted height. There are now four bodies to work with.

To create the walls and ceiling separating the outer and the inner zone the outer body needs to
be subtracted from the boundary body. This is a boolean operation and can be done in the CAD
editor in Star-CCM+. To create the doorway, the same procedure is repeated. The boundary
body and the inner body can now be combined into one unit. Finally, the door is added to
the model. In order to prevent collisions between solids during the simulation, there should be
a small gap between the walls and the door. In this work, this gap was set to 1.0cm. When
the door is extruded, make it 2.0cm lower than the doorway. Finally, the door body needs to
be translated 1.0cm in the z-direction. There should now be a 1.0cm gap between the wall and
door, as well as a 1.0cm gap between the floor and the top of the doorway, and the door. See
figure 3 of what a model looks like when all these steps are done. See figure 4 for an overview of
the different types of doors.

Figure 3: 3D CAD model drawn in Star-CCM+

These bodies can now be made into new geometry parts. Once the parts have been created,
the surfaces can be split into patches. In addition to these parts, blocks needs to be added to
the figure. These will be used to define areas around moving parts, and act as volumetic control
areas where desired.

10



2.2 CFD modelling method 2 METHOD

(a) Single sliding door (b) Hinged door (c) Double sliding doors

Figure 4: Mesh view of all three door types

All bodies that will be included in the simulation can now be assigned to regions. For regions
with moving parts, the boundaries and motion specification needs to be edited. The boundary
of the moving part should be kept as a wall-type, but the boundaries of the block needs to be
changed to overset mesh. Under physical values motion specification needs to be changed to
translation or rotation. This is explained further in section 2.2.3.

Now automated meshes can be created for all parts that will be included in the simulation.
This is done under the parts menu. The following mesh models were used for this thesis:

• Trimmed cell mesher

• Surface remesher

• Prism layer mesher

Trimmed cell mesher defines the mesh by using cubes, and requires less computational power
than other cell mesher options. Since time is a limitation, this model was selected. Prism layer
mesher allows the user to define the size and the number of prisms in border regions. Surface
remesher double-checks that surfaces in the models are valid, and improves quality if able. See
figure 5 for examples of trimmed cell mesher and prism layers. It should be noted that a highly
complex and detailed model does not automatically mean it is better, the focus of a good CFD
model should be the quality of the mesh, not the size of it [24, chapter 15].
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(a) Trimmed cells (b) Prism layer near border

Figure 5: Mesh view

In areas where extra attention to the mesh is desired, a volumetric control area can be defined.
This is a subcategory of the automated mesh menu. A part, like a box or cylinder, needs to be
created in the model where the volumetric control will be performed. This area should use the
same mesh models as the other parts. In addition to these automated meshes, the overset mesh
also needs to be created. The overset mesh has options to enable ’close proximity’, ’alternate
hole cutting’, and ’prism layer shrinkage’. These should be enabled when there are parts near
each other in the models.

Now the physics continua can be set up. See figure 6 for models used in this thesis. For this
simulation the inner room will contain air and the corridor will contain tracer gas SF6, so multi-
component gas needs to be selected. Air and SF6 are chosen from the gas component menu. The
gases are defined under initial conditions using field functions. This is explained further in the
field functions section.
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Figure 6: Physics models used in Star-CCM+

2.2.2 Derived parts

Plane sections were used to visualize the simulation. Three plane sections were created, one
perpendicular to each of the axes. These were created under derived parts and were then applied
to scalar and vector scenes. These scenes could then be set to show certain values throughout the
simulations. These include velocity magnitude, temperature, and mass fraction for scalar scenes.
For the vector scenes, velocity presented using Line Integral Convolution fields was selected.

2.2.3 Motion and field functions

There will be two types of body motion used in this thesis: translation and rotation. Trans-
lation will be used to simulate sliding type doors, and rotation will be used to simulate hinged
type doors. Both of these motions can be defined in Star-CCM+. To define the opening and
closing phases, field functions were used.

In Star-CCM+, field functions are a tool that can help define parameters in a simulation.
There were two types of setups required for this simulation: defining the initial conditions of
gases, and motion of solids. The initial concentration of air can be set by defining a volume in
the model, in this case the inner zone. This zone is set to contain only air, while everything
outside of the zone contains a set fraction of air. Hermansen [22] calculated the value for this
fraction in their thesis, and it is assumed this value is valid for this work as well. The initial
concentration of SF6 can be set by simply subtracting the field function for air from 1, see figure
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7. When simulating a thermal case a similar field function can be defined for temperature, where
the inner zone will have one temperature and the outer zone one will have another one. There
will be no need to subtract this field function from another one, as both temperatures will be
defined in this one.

The field functions used for movement of solids in this thesis all share the same core structure.
In the case of doors, the solid needs to transform a set distance for its opening phase, then
perform the same translation in reverse for its closing phase.

The following field function was used for the sliding door:

f(y) =

{
−0.5m/s, 0 < t ≤ 2s

0.5m/s, 2s < t ≤ 4s
(19)

The field function defined by equation 19 was also applied to the double sliding door, with
some modifications. The doors need to move opposite each other, so the top door starts by
moving in the positive y-direction, then switching direction for its closing phase. The opposite
setup is used for the other door. Their movement speed is also cut in half, to account for their
smaller size.

The following field function was used for the hinged door:

f(ω) =

{
−0.78rad/s, 0 < t ≤ 2s

0.78rad/s, 2s < t ≤ 4s
(20)

Figure 7: Field functions for concentration of air and SF6

2.2.4 Wall functions

When calculating the main qualities - velocity, temperature, turbulent kinetic energy and
dissipation rate - in the turbulent boundary inner layer wall functions provide algebraic ap-
proximations. These approximations are independent of the Reynolds numbers of the flow. At
high Reynolds number one can assume that the rate of turbulence production equals the rate of
turbulent dissipation.

Star-CCM+ has two wall functions available: standard and blended. The standard wall func-
tions are specifically defined for the viscous sub-layer or the log layer, but does not cover the
buffer layer. The blended wall function are continous and cover all three sub-layers. Functions
used by Star-CCM+ are defined in the software’s user guide [21].
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2.2.5 Presentation grid

Presentation grids were added to the doorway for each simulation. A presentation grid is made
up of small points, as seen in figure 8. The resolution of these points can be modified to the
users need. A presentation grid can be defined to record many types of data across its area, such
as velocity, temperature, mass fraction, and density. For this thesis the following resolution was
used: ∆x = ∆y = 0.02m, giving 50 nodes in the X-direction and 100 nodes in the Y-direction.

Figure 8: Presentation grid
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Star-CCM+ was told to store this data in .csv (Comma Separated Values) tables which can
then be imported into data analysing software for post-processing (see appendix D). The following
formula is used when analysing the data from the tables:

Φ(t) =

[‹
A

(ρϕ~V .~ndA)

]
dt (21)

where ρ is density, ~V .~n is the normal velocity, and ϕ is an interchangeable variable, depending
on what is being calculated. For this thesis this can be:

• ϕ = 1 for total mass

• ϕ = Mass fraction of SF6 for mass of SF6

• ϕ = CpT for energy

2.3 MATLAB
MATLAB is a numeric computing software developed by Mathworks. This software allows for

large tables to be plotted into graphs, which makes it very useful for these types of problems
[25].

To analyse the data from the presentation grid a post-processing two types of scripts were
written in MATLAB (see appendix C). 2D line plots were used to plot step-wise and cumulative
values. Delaunay triangulation was used to reconstruct contours from the transient data at the
doorway. These plots were defined so that they look out from the inner zone.

2.4 Use of supercomputer
Due to the complexity of CFD models, calculation time is often an issue. For spring of 2022,

the Department of Civil Engineering and Energy Technology at OsloMet was granted access to
the super-computer cluster Fram hosted at UiT Arctic University of Norway [26]. This powerful
hardware drastically reduced the time required to run simulations.

Submissions to this supercomputer was done via a SSH client. The simulation file was uploaded
to their servers, and then submitted as a job. The name of the job had to be specified, along
with the number of nodes and CPU hours (CPUh) required (see appendix A).
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3 Verification model
In this section the verification model is explained. Additionally, preliminary results obtained

from both the simulations and post-processing of the verification model are discussed. It is
important to have such a model in order to verify the CFD method being used. The verification
model is similar in shape to the case model used in this thesis. The size of the verification model
is smaller than the case model, this was done to reduce the computational time needed.

3.1 Verification in Star-CCM+
The verification model consists of an inner and an outer room separated by a door. The size of

the inner zone does not allow for the sliding door to fully open. Given that this is a verification
model, it is assumed to not be an issue. The measurements of the model are listen in table 1.

Table 1: Dimensions of the verification model

Width [m] Length [m] Height [m]
Boundary 3.60 3.80 3.00
Outer wall 2.26 2.70 2.6
Inner wall 2.11 2.55 2.45

Door 0.15 1.00 1.98
Double sliding doors 0.15 0.5 1.98

The three validations models have different cell counts. This is in part because the volumetric
control areas are different: it is bigger in the hinged door model, as it needs to cover a larger
area inside the inner zone. Another reason is that the mesh for the hinged door is finer than
the mesh of the other two. Initially when making the models their regions had identical mesh
setups. However, this resulted in mesh gaps for the hinged door. The mesh grid can be seen in
figure 9. Mesh cell counts for all three models are listed in table 2.

Table 2: Cell count for the verification models

Model Cell count
Sliding door 400,539
Hinged door 673,221

Double sliding doors 529,740

The coordinates for the three views are:

• xz plane at y = 1.90m (figure 9a)

• yz plane at x = 0.81m (figure 9b)

• xy plane at z = 1.00m (figure 9c)
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(a) Sideview (b) Frontview

(c) Topview

Figure 9: Mesh grid for verification model, hinged door

The mesh setup used in the verification models are listed in table 3.

Table 3: Mesh setup, verification model

Area Base size [cm] No. of prism layers [-] Max cell size [%]
Background 20 3 100

Volumetric control 8 5 -
Doorway 2 5 100

These cell counts are within range of what previous studies have used [7, 11].

The initial conditions for all three verification models are listed in table 4. There are no inlets
or outlets considered in this model. Fluid flow will be generated by the motion of the door, and
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will be turbulent and coupled. At the model initialization the inner room will only contain air
while all SF6 gas will be located in the outer room, see figure 10. Since no thermal analysis
is done in the verification models the standard temperature of 300K is used, a pre-set by Star-
CCM+ when making a new model. All solid surfaces are considered to be adiabatic. Scalar and
vector scenes are seen from z = 1.0m. All initial conditions used in the verification models are
listed in table 4.

Table 4: Initial conditions for verification models

Condition Value
Pressure 101325Pa

Species specification Mass fraction
Temperature 300K

Turbulent specification K + ε

Turbulent dissipation rate 1.0e−6 m2/s3

Turbulent kinetic energy 0.001 J/kg
Velocity [0.0, 0.0, 0.0] m/s

Figure 10: Validation model when initialized

All three models are set to simulate four seconds, the door opening during the first 2 seconds
and closing during the last 2 seconds. The timestep for both simulations was set to 0.005 seconds,
and each timestep has 10 iterations.

3.2 Results for sliding type door
Figure 11 shows the scalar and vector field during the door’s opening phase. In figure 11a we

can see a small amount of tracer gas starting to enter the inner zone. From figure 11b vorticity
generated by the movement of the door is evident.
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(a) Scalar field (b) Vector field

Figure 11: Sliding door when opening at t = 1.0s

The sliding door in its fully opened state is show in figure 12. As can be seen in figure 12a,
there is still little tracer gas entering the inner zone. The tracer gas that does enter the inner
zone does so near the middle of the doorway. Looking at figure 12b vorticity can be seen in both
the inner and the outer zone. The highest velocity can be found in the northbound area of the
door. Here the door and the wall is in close proximity, which could explain the velocity we see
here.

(a) Scalar field (b) Vector field

Figure 12: Sliding door when fully open at t = 2.0s

Figure 13 depicts the scalar and vector fields for when the door is closing. From figure 13a it is
obvious that SF6 has entered the inner zone, flowing along the door surface facing into the zone.
Comparing this area to figure 13b, there is a clearly defined vortex at this location. There is also
an area with relatively high velocity following in the path of the moving door. From observation
there seems to be little air leaving the inner zone.
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(a) Scalar field (b) Vector field

Figure 13: Sliding door when closing at t = 3.0s

In figure 14 we see the scalar and vector fields for the sliding door when fully closed. Figure
14a shows that what SF6 that has entered the inner zone is located around the door. Small
amounts of air can now be seen on the other side of the door. From figure 14b it is clear that
the vortexes around the door remain.

(a) Scalar field (b) Vector field

Figure 14: Sliding door when fully closed at t = 4.0s

From figure 15a we can see a global maximum at t ≈ 2.1s and a global minimum at t ≈ 2.0s,
with 1.09e−7 kg and −4.63e−7 kg of SF6 transferred respectively. The global minimum occurs
right after the door has started closing. It is assumed that this minimum point is due to the
door pushing it back out. Comparing the mass of SF6 exchanged to the average velocity we
see that the graphs are similar. This makes sense as air velocity is the only influence on fluid
movement in these simulations. The velocity at the global minimum is -0.043 m/s, while at the
global maximum it is 0.012 m/s.
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(a) Mass of SF6 exchanged (b) Average velocity

Figure 15: Sliding door graphs

Figure 16 shows the graph for cumulative mass of SF6 exchanged. This graph tells us that a
total of 2.87e−5 kg of SF6 passed through the doorway. Overall the transfer of SF6 through the
doorway has been positive. A slight decrease can be seen at t ≈ 2.6s. This coincides well with
the negative mass exchange value explained in figure 15a.

Figure 16: Cumulative amount of SF6 for sliding door

3.3 Results for hinged type door
Figure 17 illustrates the scalar and vector fields for the hinged door as it is opening. Compared

to the sliding door we can see a drastic increase in both amount of tracer gas entering the inner
zone and vorticity. The vortexes around the door match up well with where we can see tracer
gas entering.
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(a) Scalar field
(b) Vector field

Figure 17: Hinged door when opening at t = 1.0s

In figure 18 we see the scalar and vector fields for the hinged door when it is fully opened.
From figure 18a we can see tracer gas having been dragged well into the room by the movement
of the door. Comparing this vector field to that of the sliding door this is a much more chaotic
picture. Noticeable vortexes have been generated all throughout the inner zone, as well as around
the doorway in the outer zone.

(a) Scalar field
(b) Vector field

Figure 18: Hinged door when fully opened at t = 2.0s

Figure 19 depicts the scalar and vector fields for the hinged door as it is closing. Figure
19a shows a clear "tongue" of SF6 gas sticking into the inner zone. There are also traces of
SF6 gas inside the inner zone. The vector field shows much more activity than its sliding door
counterpart. From observation there seems to be a greater number of vortexes, with clearly
higher velocities. There is also a greater amount of air entering the outer zone.
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(a) Scalar field
(b) Vector field

Figure 19: Hinged door when closing at t = 3.0s

In figure 20 the scalar and vector fields for when the hinged door is fully closed can be seen.
Figure 20a shows traces of SF6 gas being spread out in the inner zone, most noticeably by the
southern wall. Figure 20b now shows two vortexes inside the inner zone. The southernmost of
these two is clearly the largest, and it coincides well with the location with the highest amount
of SF6 gas.

(a) Scalar field
(b) Vector field

Figure 20: Hinged door when fully closed at t = 4.0s

Figure 21 shows the graphs plotting the mass exchange of SF6 and the average fluid velocity
throughout the simulation. From figure 21a it is clear that already at the very start of the
simulation we achieve the global maximum, with 1.39e−6 kg of SF6 being exchanged. At this
time the average velocity was 0.38 m/s. Fascinatingly, the global minimum does not occur
until the very end of the simulation, with −9.15e−7 kg of SF6 being exchanged. At this time the
average velocity was −0.32 m/s. There are also a local minimum and local maximum that should
be noted. At t ≈ 2.7s we have a local minimum with −6.43e−7 kg of SF6 being exchanged, with
an average velocity of -0.34 m/s. At t ≈ 2.8s we have a local maximum with 8.0e−7 kg, and an
average velocity of 0.48 m/s.
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(a) Mass of SF6 exchanged (b) Average velocity

Figure 21: Graphs for hinged door

In figure 22 we see the graph showing the total mass of SF6 exchanged through the doorway.
Reading the graph we see that a total of 1.3e−4 kg entered the inner zone. It is interesting to
see that between t ≈ 0.1s and t ≈ 2.0s the amount of SF6 entering the inner zone is almost
linear. Around t ≈ 2.8s there is a small decrease in the amount of SF6 mass. It is possible that
this is due to the door pushing the gas out, before vortexes generate enough air velocity to start
dragging the gas back in again. From t ≈ 3.5s and up to the end of the simulation we see a
decrease of SF6 mass. It is obvious that this decrease is due to the motion of the closing door,
pushing SF6 back out to the outer zone.

Figure 22: Cumulative amount of SF6 for hinged door
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3.4 Results for double sliding doors
Several of the fields around the doors from this simulation have small areas where the mesh is

not always defined. These show up at random timesteps in the simulation as small and/or thin
white areas. Since the dimensions of the zones are identical and the size of the mesh around the
door is similar to the two previous simulations these are assumed to be graphical glitches, and
will not affect the results obtained.

In figure 23 we see the scalar and vector fields for when the double sliding doors are opening.
From figure 23a it is clear that no SF6 gas has made it past the actual doorway threshold yet.
Examining figure 23b we do see very noticeable vortexes being generated in the middle of the
doorway. Comparing this to the previous two simulations it is evident that the hinged door still
has the most turbulent flow.

(a) Scalar field (b) Vector field

Figure 23: Double sliding doors when opening at t = 1.0s

Figure 24 depicts the scalar and vector fields for when the double sliding doors are fully opened.
Examining figure 24a we can now see SF6 gas has started entering the inner zone. In figure 24b
we see that the fluid velocity is approximately the same as in the previous figure. The vector field
around the doorway coincides well with where we see SF6 enter the inner zone. It is assumed
that there is now sufficient vortex generation in the doorway for SF6 gas to be dragged into the
inner zone.
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(a) Scalar field (b) Vector field

Figure 24: Double sliding doors when fully opened at t = 2.0s

Figure 25 shows the scalar and vector field for when the double sliding doors are closing.
Looking at figure 25a we now see that SF6 gas have entered the inner zone, in a similar manner
as we saw in the simulation for the single sliding door. From figure 25b we can now see many
clearly defined vortexes both in the inner and the outer zone. Especially around the doorway
these vortexes are assumed to give good conditions for mixing of fluids. This matches with what
we can see in the scalar field.

(a) Scalar field (b) Vector field

Figure 25: Double sliding doors when closing at t = 3.0s

In figure 26 we see the scalar and vector field for when the double sliding doors are fully closed
at the end of the simulation. Examining the scalar field we see that SF6 gas is present in the
inner zone. We also see that there are trace amounts of air that have entered the outer zone.
Comparing this to the vector field we see that the air velocity is highest in the small gap between
the two doors. This could be the cause for both mass flux into and out of the inner zone. We
also see that the most defined vortexes are located in the inner zone. It is possible that these
could lead to further mixing of fluids in this zone as more time progresses.
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(a) Scalar field (b) Vector field

Figure 26: Double sliding doors when fully closed at t = 4.0s

Figure 27 shows the graphs plotting the mass of SF6 exchanged and the average velocity
through the doorway throughout the simulation. From figure 27a we can see that at most,
1.19e−6kg of SF6 was exchanged. This occured at t ≈ 2.0s, a short moment after the doors
had started closing. At this time the average air velocity was 0.51m/s, which is also the global
maximum. We can also see that just before the doors were fully open, 8.51e−7kg of SF6 was
exchanged. At this time the average air velocity was 0.27m/s.

(a) Mass of SF6 exchanged (b) Average velocity

Figure 27: Graphs for double sliding doors

In figure 28 we can see the cumulative mass of SF6 exchanged through the doorway. Reading
the graph we see that a total of 2.79e−5kg of SF6 was exchanged. It shows that the most amount
of mass was exchanged between t ≈ 1.1s and t ≈ 2.0s. It is interesting to note that very little
mass is entering the inner zone during the doors closing phase.
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Figure 28: Cumulative amount of SF6 for double doors

3.5 Summary of results from verification models
The results for mass transfer from all three simulations are listed in 5. From this it is clear

that the hinged type door had the most mass transferred through the doorway. It can also be
seen that the double sliding doors transferred the least amount of mass.

Table 5: Comparison of validation simulations

Door type Total mass SF6 exchanged [kg]
Sliding 2.87e−5

Hinged 1.30e−4

Double sliding 2.79e−5

For run time of each simulation, see appendix E. For residuals, see appendix B.2

3.6 Previous studies
The results found for sliding and hinged doors in these validation models match with previous

studies [16, 19, 22]. The hinged type door shows greater fluid velocity both in the outer and
inner zone, as well as an increased mass exchange through the doorway. The case models in this
thesis will advance the previous study done by Hermansen [22] by increasing the mesh, as well
as introducing human motion.
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4 Case model
In this section the case models and their setup are explained. These models will consider three

different types of doors: single sliding, hinged, and double sliding. For each case a simplified
model of a person moving through the doorway as it opens and closes will also be included.

4.1 Problem setup
Like the verification model, this model consists of two zones separated by a wall with a doorway

being the only entry-point between the them. The dimensions used in the case models are listed
in table 6.

Table 6: Dimensions of the case model

Width [m] Length [m] Height [m]
Boundary 5.00 5.00 3.00
Outer wall 2.85 4.00 2.85
Inner wall 2.55 3.70 2.60

Door 0.15 1.00 1.98
Double sliding doors 0.15 0.5 1.98

In addition to door motion human movement was introduced. A simplified model of a human
being will be placed in front of the doorway, and will move from the outer to the inner zone as
the door is opening. There will also be thermal analysis included in these three simulations.

The model person used for these simulations was drawn in Star-CCM+ using cylinders. Table
7 lists the measurements used.

Table 7: Dimensions of the model person

Height [m] Radius [m]
Legs 0.65 0.08
Torso 0.60 0.23
Arms 0.50 0.06
Head 0.20 0.09

These measurements are in no way taken to be accurate, but are only used to model the
rough shape and form of a human being.

The mesh will be similar for all three simulations. The mesh is most refined around the door,
doorway, and the person, as these are the areas of the greatest interest for this thesis. In addition,
three custom volumetric control areas have been defined: one covering the movement of the door,
one covering the movement of the person, and one for refining the mesh around the door. All
of these will vary in size and form, depending on what type of door is being simulated. In the
case of the sliding door, the control volume will follow along the side of the wall that the door
is moving parallel to. Similarly, in the case of the double sliding doors the control volume will
follow along either side of the doorway, as this door will move along both sides simultaneously.
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In the case of the hinged door, the control volume will cover an area going into the inner zone.
The control volume covering the person will be identical for both the sliding and the double
sliding doors: it will cover a straight path into the inner zone. For the hinged door the control
volume needs to be altered to account for how the person moves in this simulation. The person
will move into the inner zone during the opening phase of the door, then move directly away
from the door for one second, then continuing to move into the zone. This was done to avoid
collisions between the door and the person. Figure 29 shows the volumetric control areas used
in the hinged door simulations, as seen in a mesh view.

These three views were used for all scalar and vector scenes in the simulations and were placed
at the following coordinates:

• xz plane at y = 2.50m (figure 29a)

• yz plane at x = 1.85m (figure 29b)

• xy plane at z = 1.00m (figure 29c)

(a) Sideview (b) Frontview

(c) Topview

Figure 29: Mesh grid for hinged door model
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Table 8: Mesh setup, case model

Area Base size [cm] No. of prism layers [-] Max cell size [%]
Background 20 3 10000

Volumetric control 4 5 -
Doorway 2 2 100

The mesh setup used for the case models are listed in table 8

As stated above, the case models included a thermal analysis for each door type used. The
temperature of the person moving through the doorway will be set to that of an average human
being, 310K. This temperature can be set from the regions initial conditions category. These
simulations do not last long enough to get any noticeable heat-plumes rising from the model
person, but it was included to add more realism to the simulations. The outer zone will have
an initial temperature of 293K while the inner zone will have an initial temperature of 253K,
as seen in figure 30.. Both of these temperatures are defined using field functions. The initial
conditions used in the case models are listed in table 9.

Table 9: Initial conditions for case models

Condition Value
Pressure 101325Pa

Species specification Mass fraction
Temperature Field function

Turbulent specification K + ε

Turbulent dissipation rate 1.0e−6m2/3s

Turbulent kinetic energy 0.001 J/kg
Velocity [0.0, 0.0, 0.0] m/s

Figure 30: Scalar field showing temperature of initialized model
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When drawing double sliding doors in Star-CCM+ two smaller blocks are drawn, placed at
the same location as the one solid block used for the hinged and sliding door. These two parts
can then be assigned to their own two regions, which allows them to move independently of each
other.

The cell count for the different types of doors will differ, as they will require different volumetric
control areas. The cell count for each of the models is listed in table 10.

Table 10: Cell count for the case models

Model Cell count
Sliding door 1,134,543
Hinged door 1,001,956

Double sliding doors 1,340,047

These cells counts are within range of what previous studies have used [2, 10].
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5 Results and discussion
In this section the results of the three different case models are discussed. Scenes including mass

fraction, vector, and temperature taken from Star-CCM+ at different timesteps are presented
and analysed. Data collected from Star-CCM+ have been post-processed in MATLAB into
graphs and Delaunay triangulation figures, which are also presented and analysed here. Thermal
analyses of all three cases are presented in their own sections.

5.1 Results for sliding door
Figure 31 shows the scalar and vector fields for the sliding door while it is opening. In figure

31a trace amounts of SF6 can be seen starting to entering the inner zone. Comparing this to
figure 31c it is clear that air has started entering the outer zone via the bottom of the doorway.
Comparing the scalar fields to figure 31b we see that the vorticity around the door and doorway
match with where the gas is entering. From the the vector field we can also clearly see the outline
of the moving person.

(a) Scalar field, top view (b) Vector field, top view

(c) Scalar field, side view

Figure 31: Sliding door when opening at t = 1.0s

In figure 32 we see the scalar and vector fields for the sliding door when it is fully opened. The
outline of the moving person is now more prominent in the scalar field, and looks to be dragging
SF6 into the inner zone. Figure 32c shows that SF6 has started to rise in the inner zone. This
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figure also clearly depicts mixing layers between air and SF6 in both the inner and the outer
zone. Figure 32b illustrates vorticity is of relatively high velocity in the doorway.

(a) Scalar field, top view (b) Vector field, top view

(c) Scalar field, side view

Figure 32: Sliding door when fully opened at t = 2.0s

Figure 33 shows the scalar and vector fields for the sliding door while it is closing. Examining
figure 33a we can now clearly see SF6 being dragged into the inner zone in the wake of the
moving person. In figure 33c SF6 can be seen along the back of the person, and starting to settle
in the ceiling of the inner zone. Figure 33b shows very little vorticity, but with high air velocity
between the moving door and the person.
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(a) Scalar field, top view (b) Vector field, top view

(c) Scalar field, side view

Figure 33: Sliding door when closing at t = 3.0s

In figure 34 we see the scalar and vector fields for the sliding door when it is fully closed.
From figure 34a it is clear that there is trace amounts of SF6 are the inner zone, concentrated
around the door and the person. We can also see that a significant amount of air has entered
the outer zone. In figure 34c we can see traces of SF6 rising from the person. Figure 34b shows
that there are high velocity vortexes around the door and person in the inner zone. We can also
see vorticity in the upper left corner of the outer zone.

36



5.1 Results for sliding door 5 RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

(a) Scalar field, top view (b) Vector field, top view

(c) Scalar field, side view

Figure 34: Sliding door when fully closed at t = 4.0s

Figure 35 show Delaunay plots, henceforth referred to as contour plots, for the mass fraction
of SF6 at given times through the doorway. Here we see that the SF6 tends to enter in the top
half of the doorway, and the air tends to leave in the bottom half, which agrees with the scalar
side view figures. The movement of the door can be visualized by noting where air is allowed to
pass into the outer zone.
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(a) t = 1.0s (b) t = 2.0s

(c) t = 3.0s (d) t = 4.0s

Figure 35: Mass fraction contours for sliding door

Contour plots showing air velocity can be seen in figure 36. In figure 36b we can see the
negative velocity in the bottom half and the positive velocity in the top half. This match with
how we see the fluids enter and leave the inner zone.
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(a) t = 1.0s (b) t = 2.0s

(c) t = 3.0s (d) t = 4.0s

Figure 36: Velocity contours for sliding door

Figure 37 shows 2D line plots for mass of SF6 exchanged and the average velocity through the
doorway. From figure 37a we see that at most 6.20e−05kg was exchanged during the simulation.
This exchange occured at t ≈ 2.7s. Compared to the rest of the graph, we see that during this
time there is a relatively large spike in mass transferred. In figure 37b the average air velocity is
presented. We can see that the global maximum velocity occurs at about the same time as the
global maximum for mass transferred. At this point the velocity was 0.16m/s. There is a global
minimum at t = 2.5s where the velocity was -0.075m/s, and a local minimum at t = 3.0s which
achieves almost the same velocity. The cumulative mass of SF6 transferred is shown in figure
37c. We see that there is a rather sharp increase in the amount of mass transferred at around
t = 2.5s. Reading the graph we see that a total of 0.010kg of SF6 was transferred through the
doorway.
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(a) Mass of SF6 transferred (b) Average velocity

(c) Cumulative SF6 for sliding door

Figure 37: 2D line plots showing mass transfer and velocity for sliding door

5.1.1 Thermal results

In figure 38 we see four scalar fields showing temperature. Figure 38b cold air can be seen
leave the inner zone, which matched what we saw in figure 32a. In figure 38c we see that a plume
of heat is following in the wake of the moving person. At the end of the simulation we see small
areas in the inner zone where the temperature has increased. We also see that there are parts of
the outer zone where the temperature has decreased.
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(a) t = 1.0s (b) t = 2.0s

(c) t = 3.0s (d) t = 4.0s

Figure 38: Scalar fields for sliding door with ∆T = 40◦C

Figure 39 show contour plots illustrating temperature contours through the doorway at given
times. Here it is clear that the warm SF6 of the outer zone enter through the top half of the
doorway, and the cold air of the inner zone leave through the bottom half, with a mixing layer
acting as a boundary layer between them.
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(a) t = 1.0s (b) t = 2.0s

(c) t = 3.0s (d) t = 4.0s

Figure 39: Temperature contours for sliding door

Figure 40 shows 2D line plots for energy transferred through the doorway. From figure 40a we
see a global maximum at t = 2.8s with 7,44kJ of energy transferred. We have a global minimum
at t = 3.0s with -3.45kJ energy transferred. There is also a local minimum at t = 2.5s with
-3.44kJ energy transferred. Figure 40b tells us that a total of 0.917MJ of energy was transferred.

(a) Energy transferred (b) Cumulative energy transferred

Figure 40: 2D line plots for sliding door showing energy transfer
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5.2 Results for hinged door
Figure 41 shows the scalar and vector fields for the hinged door while it is opening. From both

figure 41a and 41c we can see that SF6 has started entering the inner zone. Compared to the
figures we saw for the sliding door, there is already significantly more activity in this simulation.
From figure 41b we can also see that there is more vorticity than in the sliding door model, as
well as higher air velocity.

(a) Scalar field, top view (b) Vector field, top view

(c) Scalar field, side view

Figure 41: Hinged door when opening at t = 1.0s

Figure 42 depicts the scalar and vector fields for the hinged door while it is fully opened. From
figure 42a the SF6 can be seen entering the inner zone, following the movement of the person
and the door, while on the opposite side of the doorway we see air entering the outer zone. In
figure 42c it can be clearly seen that air is flowing out of the inner zone in the bottom of the
doorway. In figure 42b vorticity caused by the moving door is evident, but that there is also
significant vortex generation in the doorway which lines up well with where the air is leaving the
inner zone.
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(a) Scalar field, top view (b) Vector field, top view

(c) Scalar field, side view

Figure 42: Hinged door when fully opened at t = 2.0s

Figure 43 shows the scalar and vector fields for the hinged door while it is closing. In figure
43a it is clear that a cloud of SF6 has fully entered the inner zone behind the closing door. We
can also observe a small amount of gas that is following the moving person. In figure 43c the
SF6 rising towards the ceiling can be seen. This figure also gives a clear view of mixing layers
in the outer zone. From figure 43b it is evident that vorticity around the door remains. There
is also noticeable vorticity around the moving person. Compared to the sliding door simulation
there is significantly more activity happening here.
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(a) Scalar field, top view (b) Vector field, top view

(c) Scalar field, side view

Figure 43: Hinged door when closing at t = 3.0s

In figure 44 the scalar and vector fields for the hinged door while it is fully closed can be seen.
Figure 44a clearly shows a "tongue" of SF6 sticking out from the door in the inner zone. A
small cloud of SF6 can also be observed following in the wake of the moving person. In figure
44c we can see that SF6 has settled across the ceiling. Here we can also see the development of
the mixing layers in the outer zone. Examining figure 44b it is evident that the only noteworthy
vortexes are located around the closed door.
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(a) Scalar field, top view (b) Vector field, top view

(c) Scalar field, side view

Figure 44: Hinged door when fully closed at t = 4.0s

Figure 45 show contour plots for the mass fraction of SF6. Like the scalar side view figures
showed, SF6 tends towards entering in the top half and air tends towards leaving in the bottom
half of the doorway. It is interesting to note that in figure 45a there are mixing layers throughout
almost the entire doorway.
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(a) t = 1.0s (b) t = 2.0s

(c) t = 3.0s (d) t = 4.0s

Figure 45: Mass fraction contours for hinged door

Contour plots showing the u-component velocity can be seen in figure 46. It is clear that
positive velocity happens in the top half of the doorway, which matches with how we see SF6

enter the inner zone. In figure 46d we see that the highest values can be found at the very edge,
which could be explained by fluids entering and leaving the inner zone through the small gap
between the door and the walls.
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(a) t = 1.0s (b) t = 2.0s

(c) t = 3.0s (d) t = 4.0s

Figure 46: Velocity contours for hinged door

Figure 47 shows the 2D line plots for mass of SF6 exchanged and average velocity through the
doorway for the hinged door. In figure 47a we can read that the global maximum for mass of SF6

transferred occurs right at the beginning of the simulation, with 3.46e−05kg exchanged and an
air velocity of 0.38m/s. Another interesting observation is that the global minimum occurs right
before the door closes again, with −2.29e−05kg transferred and an air velocity of -0.32m/s. This
is most likely the door pushing a relatively large amount of SF6 out into the outer zone again.
Otherwise a local minimum can be observed at t = 0.8s with 7.49e−08kg of SF6 exchanged and
an air velocity of -0.07m/s, and a local maximum at t = 2.0s with 3.10e−05kg of SF6 exchanged
and an air velocity of 0.08m/s. From t = 3.5s and onward there is a decrease of mass exchanged
which lasts until the end of the simulation. Figure 47c presents the cumulative mass of SF6

transferred throughout the hinged door simulation. Reading the graph we see that a total of
0.011kg of SF6 has been transferred through the doorway. At the very end of this figure we see
a small decrease in mass exchanged, which lines up well with what can be seen in figure 47a.
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(a) Mass of SF6 exchanged (b) Average velocity

(c) Cumulative SF6 for hinged door

Figure 47: 2D line plots showing mass transfer and velocity for hinged door

5.2.1 Thermal results

In figure 48 we see the scalar fields showing temperature exchange. Both figure 48b and 48c
depicts mixing layers in the doorway. These figures along with figure 48d show small plumes of
heat follow the moving person into the inner zone. From this figure we can also observe that
the temperature around the door in the inner zone has increased. The same "tongue" that we
saw in figure 44a is also present here. Compared to the images for the sliding door the change
in temperature is more noticeable here.
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(a) t = 1.0s (b) t = 2.0s

(c) t = 3.0s (d) t = 4.0s

Figure 48: Scalar fields for hinged door with ∆T = 40◦C

Contour plots showing temperature contours can be seen in figure 49. Like could be observed
in the plots for SF6, mixing layers at the beginning of the simulation are to be found all across
the doorway. Figure 49c clearly shows warm SF6 enter through the top half and cold air leave
through the bottom half of the doorway.
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(a) t = 1.0s (b) t = 2.0s

(c) t = 3.0s (d) t = 4.0s

Figure 49: Temperature contours for hinged door

Figure 50 shows 2D line plots for energy transferred. From figure 50a we see that at the very
start of the simulation 17.58kJ of energy was transferred, and at the very end -14.97kJ of energy
was transferred. We have a local maximum at t = 3.5s with 5.47kJ of energy transferred, and a
local minimum at t = 2.0s with -12.14kJ of energy transferred. Reading figure 50b we can see
that a total of 3.65kJ was transferred. Note that the cumulative amount of energy transferred
from t = 3.5s and to the end of the simulation drops drastically.
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(a) Energy transferred (b) Cumulative energy transferred

Figure 50: 2D line plots for hinged door showing energy transfer

5.3 Results for double sliding doors
For the case of the double sliding door the simulation yielded unexpected results. The residuals

in Star-CCM+ show some unusually high spikes in both turbulent dissipation rate and turbulent
kinetic energy towards the end of the simulation (see appendix B.1). In addition to this, the
thermal analysis also showed some unexpected results. It was decided that the final 0.25s of the
simulation would not be included in this thesis. The results leading up to this time have been
included in this thesis for completion’s sake, but will require further testing before they can be
considered valid.

Figure 51 depicts the scalar and vector fields for the double sliding doors while the doors are
opening. There is little information to gather from figure 51a but in figure 51c we can see that
there is both SF6 entering through the top half and air leaving through the bottom half of the
doorway. Figure 51b shows that the highest air velocity can be found between the opening doors.
Compared to the two previous simulations this is more similar to the single sliding door.
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(a) Scalar field, top view (b) Vector field, top view

(c) Scalar field, side view

Figure 51: Double doors when opening at t = 1.0s

In figure 52 we see the scalar and vector fields for when the double sliding doors are fully
opened. It is clear from figure 52c that a plume of SF6 have entered the inner zone. We can also
see air flowing out through the bottom half of the doorway. Here a mixing layer in the outer
zone is also more evident. Figure 52b illustrates that the air velocity in is highest between the
gap between the moving doors and the moving person.
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(a) Scalar field, top view (b) Vector field, top view

(c) Scalar field, side view

Figure 52: Double doors when fully opened at t = 2.0s

Figure 53 depicts the scalar and vector fields for when the double sliding doors are closing.
From figure 53c it can be seen that a significant amount of SF6 has now entered the inner zone
and is starting to settle along the ceiling. Figure 53a shows the mixing layers in the outer zone
and by the ceiling in the inner zone grow in width. It can also be observed that the gas entering
in the wake of the moving person is seemingly clinging to them. This is confirmed by figure
53b where it can be seen that the air velocity around the moving person is still relatively high.
Comparing these images to the two previous simulations, it is clear that this simulation still
resembles the single sliding door the most.
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(a) Scalar field, top view (b) Vector field, top view

(c) Scalar field, side view

Figure 53: Double doors when closing at t = 3.0s

Figure 54 shows the scalar and vector fields for when the double sliding doors are almost
entirely closed. Figure 54a illustrates a cloud of SF6 following in the wake of the moving person.
In figure 54c we can see the presence of SF6 in the inner zone, and that it is gathering towards
the ceiling. We can also observe the presence of air in the outer zone. In both the inner and the
outer zone mixing layers are clearly visible. Figure 54b shows vorticity concentrated around the
moving person. There is also some observable activity in the outer zone.
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(a) Scalar field, top view (b) Vector field, top view

(c) Scalar field, side view

Figure 54: Double doors when closing at t = 3.7s

Contour plots showing mass fraction of SF6 can be seen in figure 55. These figures clearly
show air leaving the inner zone through the opening left by the moving doors. In figure 55b it is
interesting to see the outline of the moving person, and how they drag SF6 in with them. Figure
55d shows air mainly leaving the inner zone through the small gaps between the closing doors.
We can also observe small areas around the lower edges where air is escaping.
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(a) t = 1.0s (b) t = 2.0s

(c) t = 3.0s (d) t = 3.7s

Figure 55: Mass fraction contours for double doors

Figure 56 depicts contour plots for the u-component for the double sliding doors. Initially we
see the velocities match up well with what we saw in figure 55. We also get the nice outline of
the moving person in figure 56b. In figure 56d most of the air movement is concentrated in the
very middle of the doorway.
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(a) t = 1.0s (b) t = 2.0s

(c) t = 3.0s (d) t = 3.7s

Figure 56: Velocity contours for double doors

In figure 57 we see the 2D line plots for mass of SF6 exchanged and the average velocity
through the doorway. From figure 57a it can be seen that the maximum and minimum amounts
of SF6 transferred was 5.75e−06kg and −1.76e−06kg respectively. Figure 57b tells us that the
global maximum velocity occurs at t ≈ 2.6s with a value of 0.029m/s and the global minimum
velocity occurs at t ≈ 3.7s with a value of -0.051m/s. From figure 57c we see that a total of
0.0016kg of SF6 entered the inner zone.
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(a) Mass of SF6 exchanged (b) Average velocity

(c) Cumulative SF6 for double doors

Figure 57: 2D line plots showing mass transfer and velocity for double doors

5.3.1 Thermal results

The scalar fields showing temperature for the double sliding doors are shown in figure 58.
These figures line up well with what we saw in the scalar fields showing mass fraction of SF6.
The warm air of the outer zone enters with the movement of the person, being dragged in their
wake. At the end of the simulation we can see a plume around the human body. Compared to
the two previous studies, these images also more resemble the single sliding door ones.
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(a) t = 1.0s (b) t = 2.0s

(c) t = 3.0s (d) t = 3.7s

Figure 58: Scalar fields for double doors with ∆T = 40◦C

Figure 59 show contour plots for the double doors, showing temperature contours. It is clear
that for the first three seconds of simulation, these images match with what we saw for mass
fraction of SF6 transferred and average velocity. In figure 59d we see that cold air leaving the
inner zone is now concentrated in the very middle of the doorway.
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(a) t = 1.0s (b) t = 2.0s

(c) t = 3.0s (d) t = 3.7s

Figure 59: Temperature contours for double doors

In figure 60 we see the graphs showing energy transfer for the double sliding doors. From
figure 60a it can be seen that at t ≈ 2.6s at most 1.33kJ , and at t ≈ 3.7s at least -2.31kJ of
energy was transferred. Figure 60b tells us that a total of -210.00kJ of energy was transferred.

(a) Energy transferred (b) Cumulative energy transferred

Figure 60: 2D line plots for double sliding doors showing energy transfer
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5.4 Summary of results
In this section the results from all three simulations are compared. The comparisons for total

mass SF6 and energy transferred are presented in table 11.

Table 11: Comparison of case simulations

Door type Total mass SF6 transferred [kg] Total energy transferred [kJ]
Sliding 0.010 917
Hinged 0.011 3.65

Double sliding 0.0016 -210

From this table we see that the hinged door simulation transferred the most amount of SF6,
and that the double sliding doors transferred the least amount of SF6. We see that the single
sliding door had the most energy transferred into the inner zone, while the double sliding doors
had the most energy transferred from the inner zone. For residuals from all three simulations
see appendix B.1. For run time of each simulation, see appendix E

5.5 Discussion
The preliminary results for the single sliding door showed little mass exchange throughout

the simulation. That the door moves parallel to the wall appears to create a minimal vorticity
capable of dragging tracer gas into the inner zone. This door had comparatively small amounts
of SF6 gas enter the inner zone, which has also been shown in previous studies. Figure 33b from
this simulation showed high air velocities in the gaps between the walls and the door, and the
door and the person. One possible cause for this could be that the CFD model had not been
properly defined for such small gaps. This type of door had the most energy transferred into
the inner zone by a significant margin. It could be that this is because the movement of the
door is doing little to influence the air velocity in the doorway while the moving person, moving
perpendicular to the door, is capable of generating a much larger flow into the inner zone. This
matches with what we saw in figure 40b, where very little energy was transferred in the first
second of simulation. It isn’t until the moving person enters the doorway that we start seeing
activity.

For the hinged door the preliminary results showed high turbulence. Compared to the other
two simulations, the motion of this type of door generates greater vorticity both around the door
itself and inside the zone into which it is moving. As was the case in the validation case, this type
of door has the largest amount of SF6 transferred, which is corresponds with previous similar
studies. What is interesting however is that not much energy was transferred, indicating that
this type of door is well suited to transferring mass. One possibility is that the movement of the
two moving solids had a canceling effect on each other, leading to less turbulence in the doorway.
In figure 50b we also see a sharp drop in energy transfer towards the end of the simulation,
meaning that the door is "pushing" the energy out.

From the preliminary results for the double sliding door it is evident that this type of doors
have the least amount of SF6 transferred into the inner zone. By inspecting figure 55 we can
see that the doorway is covered in mixing layers from beginning to end of the simulation. When
comparing air velocity in figure 57b to the two previous simulations, figure 37b and 47b, it is
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clear that this model shows more chaotic and random behaviour. This is backed up by figure 56,
where we can observe more mixing layers than in the other simulations. Unlike the two other
simulations, this model showed negative energy transfer for most of the simulation time. One
possible explanation for this behaviour is that the opposite motion of the double doors is ideal
for creating vorticity capable of dragging cold air out of the inner zone.
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6 Conclusion
In this thesis transient mass and heat exchange through a doorway was analysed. Three

different cases were investigated, one for each of the three type of doors. In addition to this,
a person moving through the doorway was included in each model. The unsteady fluid flow
physics involves a multi-component gaseous system, with the doors and the person being treated
as moving solids. An overset mesh was applied to the solid bodies movement in two initially
separated areas, one containing air and one containing SF6 gas. The 3D compressible multi-
component fluid flow was solved using Reynolds Averaged Navier-Stoked equations and k − ε
turbulence model. The simulation time for each model was set to run until physical time reached
four seconds. During this time, the door is set to open during the first two seconds, and close
during the last two seconds. Each simulation file was submitted to the super-computer cluster
Fram, courtesy of UiT - Arctic University of Norway. The flow dynamics of each case model
have been presented and analysed qualitatively using scalar fields showing SF6 and temperature
distribution, and vector fields using line integrated convolution. In addition to these figures, a
presentation grid was defined in the doorway which collected data that was then post-processed
in MATLAB to produce 2D line plots and Delaunay triangulation plots which were analysed
quantitatively.

The preliminary findings showed that the hinged type door had the highest vorticity, and the
highest cumulative mass of SF6 transferred. Corroborating with previous studies, the hinged type
door is associated with having the most complex fluid flow patterns. Furthermore, the findings
showed that the sliding door had the most energy transferred into the inner zone while the double
sliding doors had the most energy transferred out from the inner zone. Some unexpected results
showed up for the last 0.25s of the double sliding door simulation. These were omitted from this
work, as they were considered to be non-valid.

The analysis done in this thesis highlights the importance of having a properly defined CFD
model in order to get valid results. It also shows that CFD software is a powerful tool when
analysis indoor climate. To the best of the authors knowledge there is little literature investi-
gating the detailed numerical analysis of the effects double sliding doors have on transient flow
across doorways, so this work adds to the pool of knowledge that future studies can build their
work from.

6.1 Future work
This work forms a basis for further detailed analysis of different indoor environment conditions.

An experimental model using different type of doors and a mannequin moving through the door-
opening could be performed to verify the numerical results. Similar numerical models could be
run with altered parameters, such as introducing a pressure difference between the separated
zones. Another altercation would be to increase the physical time of the simulation in order to
achieve better thermal analyses. A larger scale model could be designed, which would highlight
the turbulence scales in simulations like these. Numerical models with internal gains, such as
a ventilation system or a cooling fan, could also be explored. There is also the possibility of
improving upon the model human by introducing oscillating movement of arms and legs.
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Figure 61: File used for submitting jobs to supercomputer cluster Fram
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Figure 62: Residuals for sliding door

Figure 63: Residuals for hinged door
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Figure 64: Residuals for double doors

B.2 Verification model residuals

Figure 65: Residuals for sliding door
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Figure 66: Residuals for hinged door

Figure 67: Residuals for double door
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C MATLAB scripts

Figure 68: Example of MATLAB script for 2D line plots
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Figure 69: Example of MATLAB script for Delaunay triangulation
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D .cvs tables

Figure 70: .csv table for verification model, sliding door

Figure 71: .csv table for case model, sliding door
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E Run time

Figure 72: Run time for each model
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