
Academic Editors: Francesco Nocera,

Cynthia Cruickshank, Miroslav Čekon
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Abstract: This research paper explores the visual potential of the multi-angled façade
system, allowing office employees to achieve optimal exposure to the external environment
through the room façade. This contributes to sustainability objectives by enhancing indoor
climate quality, promoting health and well-being, and aligning with the UN Sustainable
Development Goals 3, 9, and 11. This façade concept provides a solution to the issue
of shading devices being fully closed for long periods due to intense solar radiation
on the room’s window. The concept of a multi-angled window involves incorporating
two differently oriented window sections within each façade along a vertical axis (right
and left), rather than tilting them upward or downward. The larger section is oriented
more toward the north to maximize daylight access and external views, while the smaller
section faces south to enhance passive solar heating. The visual potential is assessed based
on the periods when the solar shading devices are not fully closed—meaning one section
of the multi-angled façade may remain open while the other is shaded. To evaluate this,
along with the resulting energy consumption and indoor climate, the software program
IDA ICE version 4.8 is utilized. Simulation results indicate that the duration of complete
shading closure is significantly lower for a multi-angled façade compared to a flat façade,
in some instances nearly half, thereby improving visual comfort, daylight availability, and
heat gain while simultaneously reducing spatial energy consumption.

Keywords: sustainable buildings; optimized façade design; strategies for solar shading
control; view to the external environment

1. Introduction
1.1. Background

One of the important functions of windows is the exposure to the external environment
and view, which has a large impact on the indoor climate and the working atmosphere
inside an office building. In addition to that, the use of natural light has become an
important strategy for improving the overall energy efficiency of buildings. By providing
occupants natural light, the reliance on artificial lighting to perform daytime activities is
reduced [1].

Light affects human daily routines and well-being on physiological, psychological,
and biological levels. Exposure to daylight is linked to various health benefits, and making
the most of natural light has become an important strategy for improving energy efficiency
by decreasing the need for artificial lighting, heating, and cooling [2].
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Passive solar heating is a sustainable building strategy focused on optimizing and
using natural light and heat. Architects design the building to capture and store solar ther-
mal energy within the structure when heating is needed, or to block heat from entering the
building when cooling is needed, depending on the building’s requirement [3]. To control
the passive solar heating in an office building, a suitable solar shading system is needed.

Harnessing solar radiation for energy generation is a sustainable building strategy
primarily centered on energy production and photovoltaic (PV) placement. However,
an innovative approach for a modular system integrates transparent thin-film PV glass
with vertical farming, moving beyond the conventional focus on energy generation alone.
This design achieves a seamless combination of renewable energy production and ver-
tical agricultural cultivation. Moreover, the system’s standardized modular design en-
sures remarkable flexibility and adaptability, making it a versatile solution for sustainable
development [4].

BIPV applications on building façades are often favored over rooftop solar systems,
especially for tall buildings with limited roof space. This preference has led to the develop-
ment of the prefabricated unitized BIPV wall (PUBW), an advanced, opaque, multi-layered
BIPV system. Designed for efficiency and safety, PUBW minimizes the risks associated
with on-site work at height while offering high-performance electricity generation, rapid
installation, and cost-effectiveness [5].

Shading devices are an important component of the façade design that help facilitate
an accepted thermal indoor climate and reduce glare. According to [6], a building with
good thermal comfort is still subjected to overheating in the summer months, and has low
thermal resilience. Furthermore, during the summer months, there is always an overheating
risk in the afternoon; thus, sun blinds are essential in case of extreme shocks like heat waves.
Dynamic solar shading is often recommended as a solution to mitigate overheating issues
while maintaining ample daylight and solar exposure through windows when required [7].

A number of interviews about building façade design were conducted with some of
the leading architectural firms in Denmark, which are also involved in projects in Northern
Europe and worldwide. The interviews primarily focused on, among other things, the
visual potential of the office building façades.

According to C.F. Møller Denmark A/S (www.cfmoller.com, accessed on 15 February
2017), daylight and views of the external environment were taken into consideration when
designing all building façades. The amount of daylight was increased by enlarging the
windows facing south [8].

According to PLH Arkitekter A/S (www.plh.dk, accessed on 4 January 2017), there
was a focus on using skylights in the building to enhance daylight and improve views to
the outside [9].

According to NOVA5 Arkitekter (www.nova5.dk, accessed on 2 March 2017), daylight
is an important factor that the architectural firm has focused on. There can sometimes be
issues with overheating, but shading devices and their control strategies can provide a
solution. The firm typically uses tall windows to allow more daylight and improve views
of the outside [10].

According to the Nordic Office of Architecture (www.nordicarch.com, accessed on 5
April 2017), the transparent part of the façade is an important component, and designers
always strive to increase it, when possible, by making windows higher or wider [11].

According to NIRAS A/S (www.niras.com, accessed on 11 April 2018), daylight and
views to the outside are important considerations in building design. The use of colored
glass might help mitigate overheating issues, but it can negatively impact the visual quality
of the façade [12].

www.cfmoller.com
www.plh.dk
www.nova5.dk
www.nordicarch.com
www.niras.com
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In general, according to the interviews, the focus was on increasing daylight and
views to the outside on one hand and reducing overheating hours on the other. The use of
shading devices may help reduce overheating hours, but they negatively impact the view
outside. Most architectural firms used triple-layer glass windows, and external shading
was generally preferred over internal shading, especially dynamic shading.

1.2. Research Problem

Although an office space could have a large window and pleasant view to the outside,
the shading device might be closed for several hours, depending on solar radiation intensity
and sun orientation, thus preventing any exposure to the external environment and blocking
daylight from penetrating inside the room [13].

Experts from the Technical University of Denmark note that many office employees
have reported frustration when shading devices remain fully closed due to intense solar
radiation. As a result, natural daylight and outdoor views are blocked for several hours,
potentially affecting the office environment and employee well-being [14].

1.3. The Objectives

This research study primarily aims to explore a new office building façade design that
maximizes outdoor views while integrating an effective solar shading system. This façade
system addresses the limitations of flat façade designs and bridges the gap where shading
devices block natural daylight and outdoor views for several hours, potentially impacting
the office environment.

This research introduces a multi-angled façade system that incorporates two distinct
window orientations per façade along a vertical axis (right and left), without tilting up or
down (see Figures 1 and 2). In this design, the larger section of the façade faces more toward
the north, while the smaller section is oriented southward. By strategically combining
this configuration with appropriate glass properties and solar shading control systems,
the design aims to optimize daylight utilization and solar radiation while minimizing
overheating issues, as explored in this study [15].
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1.4. The Design Concept of the Multi-Angled Façade

Figure 1 illustrates an office room plan incorporating solutions for multi-angled façades
(Figure 1A), highlighting the distinction between this concept and traditional flat façades
with conventional dynamic shading systems (Figure 1C). Simulations will be conducted for
both façade types to evaluate their potential.

A room featuring a multi-angled façade allows for greater flexibility in shading control.
One window section can have its shading device closed while another remains open,
maintaining the outdoor view. By contrast, a flat façade with a closed shading device blocks
the entire window, fully obstructing the view. This design offers notable visual benefits
that significantly impact daylight availability in office spaces. These effects, along with
other factors, such as glare, will be explored in a separate research paper [15].

Throughout architectural history, designers have sought to maximize daylight penetra-
tion into interior spaces. One approach has been extending windows outward to enhance
natural light and provide a better external view. This technique is evident in bay windows,
commonly used during the late Victorian and Edwardian periods (see Figure 3A). With
advancements in glass technology, bay windows became a staple of English vernacular
architecture. In modern buildings, outwardly extended windows serve multiple purposes,
such as increasing daylight access, creating private spaces within structures [16], or form-
ing cozy reading nooks that rely solely on natural light (see Figure 3B,C). These façade
configurations can be optimized to enhance daylighting, ultimately contributing to reduced
energy consumption in buildings. The multi-angled façade system explored in this study
functions as a façade extension with enhanced performance, specifically optimized to
improve outdoor visibility. This aspect will be examined in detail throughout the research
paper [15].
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The multi-angled façade system provides several key benefits, including improved en-
ergy efficiency, enhanced indoor thermal and visual comfort, increased daylight availability,
economic and environmental advantages, and aesthetic appeal. These benefits, along with
the associated challenges, have been analyzed in various published research studies.

Our first research study focused on the fundamental design of the multi-angled façade
to reduce energy consumption in office buildings while enhancing indoor climate quality.
The research highlights the system’s positive impact on lowering energy use, improving
indoor environmental conditions, and optimizing daylight availability [15].

Our second research paper focused on optimizing the design of multi-angled façade
systems, including dimensions and angles, to enhance energy efficiency in office buildings
and improve indoor climate quality [18].

Our third research paper focused on analyzing the influence of glass properties on the
energy efficiency and embodied carbon of multi-angled façade systems [19].

This research paper aims to explore the visual potential of the multi-angled façade
system, allowing office employees to achieve optimal exposure and an unobstructed view
of the external environment. It examines the solar shading performance of the system and
assesses its impact on outdoor visibility through the façade, as well as its effect on passive
solar heating within the building.

1.5. Case Studies

Other buildings also incorporate outward-extending windows to improve daylight
access, such as the Horten Headquarters in Hellerup Municipality, Denmark, designed
by 3XN [20] (see Figure 4A). The primary difference between this building and the multi-
angled façade concept lies in their design approaches. The multi-angled façade incorporates
two distinct window orientations within each façade: a larger north-facing section to
maximize daylight and a smaller south-facing section to enhance solar radiation and heat
gain. By contrast, the Horten building’s façade primarily focuses on the north-facing
section for daylight access, while the other section remains a solid wall. This distinction
underscores a fundamental difference between the design principles of these façade types
and the concept of multi-angled façade systems [15].
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Schüco Parametric System, featuring a geometrically freeform 3D façade design. Photo source:
(A) 3XN website: https://3xn.com (accessed on 12 March 2022); (B) https://www.schueco.com
(accessed on 20 April 2021).

Another example of a 3D façade system is the Schüco Parametric System, which
provides a geometrically freeform 3D façade design. This system solution enables

https://3xn.com
https://www.schueco.com
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the customization of three-dimensional building envelopes to meet specific design
requirements [21]. At the core of this system is a seamless, closed digital process chain that
integrates all design, planning, and fabrication phases. The façade modules are based on
Schüco’s proven modular system, enabling highly individualized designs [22]. Compared
to the Schüco Parametric System (see Figure 4B), the multi-angled façade concept explored
in this research is significantly simpler in both design and production. Unlike the Schüco
system, which relies on a specialized closed software chain for seamless integration, the
multi-angled façade is faster to implement, less complex, and more cost-effective, making
it a practical solution for both façade renovations and new constructions.

The innovative multi-angled façade systems offer advantages that surpass those of
the Schüco Parametric System. They enable optimal utilization of daylight and solar heat
within office spaces while maintaining a simpler design, manufacturing, and transportation
process. This distinction highlights the gap between traditional 3D façades and the novel
concept of multi-angled façade systems, emphasizing their uniqueness and benefits [15].

The multi-angled façade systems offer advantages that surpass those of the Horten
Headquarters building façade, as they optimize both daylight utilization and solar heat
gain within office spaces through their dual-part façade design. This distinction highlights
the gap between the 3D façades of the Horten Headquarters and the innovative concept of
multi-angled façade systems [15].

This research examines a multi-angled façade system composed of three angles within
a triangular plane. Adjusting these angles affects the lengths of the façade’s two primary
sections: the longer section, which is oriented more towards the north, and the shorter
section, which faces south. Additionally, these adjustments influence the façade’s overall
extension. The simulated multi-angled façade consists of two acute angles and a potential
right angle. By increasing or decreasing the two acute angles, the orientation of the façade’s
sections shifts—either directing more towards the north, enhancing daylight penetration
through the transparent portion, or more towards the south, increasing heat absorption
through the transparent part.

Regarding the limitations of the research and methodology, while this case study
focuses on Denmark’s climate, the findings can be applied to similar climates worldwide,
including many northern hemisphere cities with comparable cold conditions. Some may
view the applicability of this façade design to office buildings in significantly hotter or
colder climates as a potential limitation.

Another limitation is the orientation of the building façade, with the west-facing
external façade being the most optimal. This orientation is similar to the east but receives
more solar heat in the afternoon. Rooms with east or west orientations, as well as those
with northwest, northeast, southwest, or southeast-angled façades, benefit from northern
exposure for daylight and southern exposure for winter heat gain. While the multi-angled
façade concept can also be applied to façades facing northwest, southwest, northeast, and
southeast, these orientations are less optimal compared to west and east.

The design methodology is centered on establishing a correlation between the perfor-
mance of shading devices, energy consumption, indoor climate, and heat gain and loss.

Following the Introduction section, the workflow of this research paper is outlined in
Figure 5, which presents a general flowchart illustrating the research process and the key
steps involved.
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2. Materials and Methods
This section outlines several key steps, including selecting the appropriate software to

evaluate both the visual potential of the façade and energy consumption. Additionally, it
involves defining scenarios for both flat and multi-angled façades, determining the type of
shading devices, and establishing unified input data for the simulations, as illustrated in
Figure 6 below.
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2.1. The Software

To assess the visual potential of the façade, energy consumption, energy performance,
and indoor climate of the building, this study utilized the software program IDA ICE
version 4.8 [23]. This software is widely recommended by scholars and practitioners in
Scandinavian countries (Sweden, Norway, Denmark, and Finland) for research purposes,
particularly for evaluating energy usage, façade-related energy performance, and indoor
climate conditions. Researchers have relied on IDA ICE for simulations, validation, testing,
and statistical comparisons for over 25 years, in accordance with ASHRAE 140 (2004) [24],
CEN Standard EN 15255 and 15265, 2007 [25,26], and the International Energy Agency SHC
Task 34 [27].
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2.2. The Scenarios

A 3D model of office rooms is built in four scenarios for a flat façade and multi-angled
façades with various solar shading control strategies, as summarized in Table 1. Scenario
1 presents an office room with a flat façade, which will be compared to the performance
of three other scenarios. Scenarios 2–4 feature office rooms with multi-angled façades,
each utilizing different solar shading control strategies for comparison. The solar shading
control strategies are as follows:

Table 1. The different scenarios for solar shading control strategies.

Scenario

Solar Shading Control System

Flat Façade
Multi Angled Façade

The Small Window (Oriented
Towards the South)

The Large Window (Oriented
Towards the North)

1
Closed at a solar

radiation intensity of
250 W/m2

2 Closed at an operative indoor
temperature 24 ◦C

Closed at a solar radiation
intensity of 250 W/m2

3 Closed at an operative indoor
temperature 25 ◦C

Closed at a solar radiation
intensity of 250 W/m2

4 Closed at a solar radiation
intensity of 250 W/m2

Closed at a solar radiation
intensity of 250 W/m2

Scenario 1: Flat façade with an external shading system, which is closed when the
solar radiation intensity is 250 W/m2, the value recommended in Denmark, measured at
the external surface of the window.

Scenario 2: The multi-angled façade features an external shading system for the south-
facing window, which operates based on the operative temperature (closes at 24 ◦C, as the
temperature for triggering cooling in summer is 25.5 ◦C (category 1), in a single office [28].
The external shading system for the north-facing window operates based on solar radiation
intensity, closing when the external solar radiation reaches 250 W/m2, as recommended in
Denmark (see Table 1).

Scenario 3: The multi-angled façade features an external shading system for the
south-facing window, which operates based on the operative temperature (closes at 25 ◦C),
which is expected to make changes for the indoor temperature and the periods where the
shading devices are closed compared to Scenario 2. In case of increasing the operative
temperature in the control system one degree more (closes at 26 ◦C), the indoor climate
will be relatively hot on some summer days. The external shading system for the north-
facing window operates based on solar radiation intensity, closing when the external solar
radiation reaches 250 W/m2, as recommended in Denmark (see Table 1).

Scenario 4: The multi-angled façade features an external shading system for both the
south-facing and north-facing windows, which operates based on solar radiation intensity,
closing when the external radiation reaches 250 W/m2 (see Table 1).

2.3. The Chosen Period for the Simulation

Three predefined periods have been selected for the simulation based on their specified
solar radiation intensity. These periods are as follows:

Mid-July: This period experiences high solar radiation intensity, significantly affecting
the shading devices, which will remain closed for extended periods throughout the day.
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Mid-May: During this period, solar radiation intensity is lower than in July. As a
result, the shading devices will be closed for shorter durations compared to July.

Mid-March: This period has a moderate solar radiation intensity, leading to even
shorter shading device closure times than in May.

Through looking at these three periods, this section can present the situation for the
shading devices in terms of their visual quality and the possibility to have a view to the
external environment through the façade. It is also possible to analyze the shading devices
impact on the energy consumed for heating, mechanical ventilation, and electrical lighting.

The characteristics of the chosen two days in spring (in March and May) are almost
exactly mirrored by corresponding autumn days in September and November, which is
why no days were chosen from that season. Choosing a day in the winter, at which time
there is very little intensity of solar radiation, somewhat high energy consumption for
heating and low energy consumption for mechanical ventilation, will not have an impact
on the status of the shading devices and they will be almost always opened. This is due to
the fact that neither the solar radiation intensity nor the indoor temperature will trigger
the shading control system to close the shading device. Therefore, during those winter
days, the outdoor climate does not impact reducing the view of the external environment
through the façade; hence, this is not within the direct scope of this study for this period of
the year.

Furthermore, while the solar radiation in winter is generally lower than in the summer,
the sun’s elevation angle in winter is considerably low, giving direct solar radiation and
glare from the south orientation. This can be controlled manually by using an internal
roller shading device on the smaller window of the multi-angled façade that is oriented
more towards the south.

2.4. The Shading Devices

Both sections of the multi-angled façade system utilize external dynamic shading
device (Venetian blinds). While roller shading devices are also an option, Venetian blinds
offer adjustable slats that, in some cases, can be controlled by occupants. According to
the Danish standard (SBI Guide No. 264, Shading Devices), these shading systems have
a shading factor of 0.2. The dynamic shading devices are controlled either according to
the solar radiation intensity on the window glass or the temperature inside the room as
described in the four scenarios above (see Table 1). In addition to the automated control
of the shading device, it has the possibility to be controlled manually by the occupants
according to their requirements; for example, by adjusting the slat of the shading device
when it is closed due to high irradiance to enable some daylight to penetrate inside the
room or to avoid glare.

2.5. The Input Data

The input data for simulating all four scenarios in IDA ICE was collected through a
combination of interviews, site visits, and adherence to Danish and European standards
and building codes. The data was then analyzed using the IDA ICE software [23]. Site
visits were carried out for 34 office buildings in Copenhagen, which were categorized into
groups based on their façade components and properties. The analysis of these buildings
was presented in the research paper “Façade System for Existing Office Buildings in Copen-
hagen” [29]. Additionally, interviews were conducted with seven Danish architectural
firms, as mentioned in the Introduction of this research paper [30], and the questions fo-
cused on the various technical, aesthetic, functional, economic, and environmental aspects
of office buildings façade design in Copenhagen. These interviews helped define some
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of the input data for the simulated model, such as the properties of the windows and the
opaque parts of the façade. The model’s input data are discussed in detail below.

2.5.1. Building Model and Location

The model represents a room with internal dimensions of 5 × 4.5 × 3 m (L × W × H),
which were based on site visits and a case study of numerous office buildings in Copen-
hagen. These dimensions are typical for office rooms. The modeled room is adjacent to
other rooms on each side, as well as above and below, and is simulated with two types
of external façades: a flat façade and a multi-angled façade. The larger section of the
multi-angled façade faces more toward the north, while the smaller section faces the south,
as shown in Figure 7.
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The optimized dimensions and angles of this façade were determined through several
simulations conducted on this façade concept. The room’s external façade is oriented
toward the west, with the optimal usage of this façade being either to the west or east.

The building is located in Copenhagen, Denmark (latitude 55.633◦ N, longitude
12.667◦ E), and the meteorological data used for this study is from the 2022 weather year,
with the weather file for energy modeling sourced from IWEC (International Weather for
Energy Calculation).

It is assumed that the room is occupied by two employees, each with an activity level
of 1.2 MET [28]. (Metabolic rates refer to the measure of how quickly the body expends
energy. One MET is defined as 1 kcal/kg/h, approximately equal to the energy expenditure
of sitting quietly.) The expected average occupancy is 80%, with two occupants using
two computers (40 W per computer).

2.5.2. Electric Lighting

The office room is equipped with energy-efficient fluorescent lighting, which operates
during occupancy hours and provides 500 Lux [28] for the designated working area,
assumed to cover two-thirds of the room. The lighting system has a total power of 110 W
with a luminous efficacy of 80 lm/W. Additionally, the lighting is controlled and dimmed
based on daylight availability to optimize energy efficiency.

2.5.3. Ventilation System

The office is equipped with a mechanical ventilation system that uses variable air
volume (VAV) during working hours (08:00–17:00). The system is controlled based on the
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room temperature and CO2 concentration. It features a heat exchanger with an efficiency of
80%, which is an average value for Lindab A/S products. The fan efficiency (electricity to
air) is 0.8, a standard market value [31]. The system operates with a normal pressure drop
of approximately 800 Pa and a specific fan power (SFP) of 1000 J/m3, ensuring efficient
ventilation with a reasonable pressure drop [32]. Because the climate in Denmark is mild in
the summer, the author did not use a cooling coil in the ventilation system, and depending
on air changing through the ventilation system can help to provide an accepted indoor
climate. The following criteria are related to the indoor climate and are regulated through
the ventilation system:

The maximum room temperature was 25 ◦C, measured with an occupant seated 1 m
from the front window and 1.5 m from the side wall at a height of 1.1 m.

The relative humidity ranged between a minimum of 20% and a maximum of 80%,
corresponding to Category 3 [28]. Humidity levels below 20% may lead to discomfort, such
as skin dryness, while levels above 80% could result in condensation forming on building
surfaces and equipment.

According to Danish building regulations (BR15), CO2 concentration should not
exceed 1000 ppm for extended periods. The maximum allowable level is 1100 ppm, in line
with Category 3 standards for office buildings [28].

The researchers set the ventilation rates between a minimum of 0.35 l/s·m2 and
a maximum of 10 l/s·m2. The minimum value is defined by Danish Building Regulation
BR15, while the expected ventilation rate for a single office room in Category 2 (for non-
low polluted buildings) is 2.1 l/s·m2 [33]. The maximum ventilation rate of 10 l/s·m2

requires the installation of two air terminal devices per room, each connected to a 250 mm
diameter duct. Calculations were conducted following [32]. During short periods in
summer, when the ventilation rate reaches 10 l/s·m2, no issues related to ventilation system
noise are observed.

2.5.4. Heating System

The heating system is assumed to consist of water-based radiators, with a set point
of 21 ◦C during working hours (07:00–17:00) [28] and 16 ◦C outside these hours. The
building’s heating and domestic hot water are assumed to be powered by district heating.

2.5.5. External Walls and Windows

The parapets beneath the windows have a U-value of 0.125 W/m2K, compliant with
the 2015 Building Regulation. They consist of a 0.1 m thick concrete panel on the interior,
0.245 m of insulation, and an exterior layer of wood façade cladding (see Table 2).

Table 2. Material properties in the opaque part of the external envelope.

External Envelop Materials Thickness
(m)

Thermal
Conductivity

(W/m·K)

Total Thickness
m

Total U-Value
(W/m2·K)

Wood covering (outside) 0.030 0.140

0.4 0.125
Air gap 0.020 0.170

Insulation 0.245 0.036
Concrete panel (inside) 0.108 0.150

A three-layer glass window is used for the window of the flat façade (Ug is
0.53 W/m2 K, LTg 0.72, gg 0.5, Uf 1.56 W/m2K) [34] (see Table 3). This window is also used
for the large part of the multi-angled façade, while the smaller part has a three-layer glass
window (Ug is 0.62 W/m2 K, LTg 0.74, gg 0.63, Uf 1.56 W/m2K) [35], which has a higher



Energies 2025, 18, 1565 12 of 22

g-value compared to the other window. This is in order to provide more passive heat gain
as it is oriented more towards the south. In case of using a window with a higher g-value,
other properties might also change; for example, the U-value might increase in parallel with
that. If the U-value is increased there will be a negative impact on the thermal efficiency of
the façade. In the case of using a two-layer window, the g-value would increase at a higher
rate than for a three-layer window, and the U-value might increase in parallel with that.
These three-layer glass window properties were chosen based on a thorough investigation
of window types available in the Danish and European markets. The decision to choose
three-layer glass windows was based on interviews conducted with seven leading Danish
architectural firms [30], as mentioned in the Introduction of this research paper. The lower
window frame is positioned 0.9 m above the floor, and the upper window frame is located
2.85 m from the floor for the flat façade, which is a typical window height in Danish office
buildings. For the multi-angled façade, the height is increased to 3 m to allow for more
daylight. The window area below 0.9 m does not contribute to daylight in the working area
and also increases heat loss. The ratio of glass area to total window area is approximately
0.82. This applies to the narrowest window frame, which features three-layer glazing and
is produced in Denmark from wood/aluminum, with a thickness of 5.4 cm [35].

Table 3. Window glass properties for the office rooms with a flat and a multi-angled façade.

Façade Type Façade Parts
Window Glass Properties

U-Value
W/m2 K

Light Transmittance
%

g-Value
%

Flat façade Front façade 0.53 0.72 0.5

Multi-angled façade
Large part 0.53 0.72 0.5

Small part 0.62 0.74 0.63

2.5.6. Infiltration

According to BR15, air leakage through the building envelope must not exceed
1.00 l/s per m2 of heated floor area when tested under a pressure difference of 50 Pa [36].

3. Results
This section presents the simulation results for office rooms with flat and multi-angled

façade systems across the four scenarios discussed in the previous section. The results
illustrate the solar shading performance throughout the day across different times of the
year, along with insights into energy consumption, indoor climate conditions, and the
energy performance of the building’s external façade.

The simulation results showed significant variations in shading performance across
the four scenarios, with the most noticeable impact observed in the shading performance
of the small south-facing window, as shown in Figures 8–10.

The energy consumption across the four scenarios varied due to differences in solar
shading performance, as shown in Table 4. The multi-angled façade system (Scenario 2)
achieved a 15% reduction in total area-weighted energy consumption compared to the
conventional flat façade (Scenario 1). Similarly, Scenarios 3 and 4 also demonstrated
reductions in energy consumption compared to Scenario 1.
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Table 4. The simulation results for primary energy consumption cover lighting, HVAC auxiliary
systems, heating, and total primary energy consumption across the four scenarios, in accordance
with BR15.

Scenario (1) Scenario (2) Scenario (3) Scenario (4)

The room area
(m2) 22.5 27.5 27.5 27.5

Lighting
(kWh/(m2·year)) 5.7 4.1 4.1 4.2

HVAC Aux (fans & pumps)
(kWh/(m2·year)) 13.3 10.4 11.4 13.2

Heating
(kWh/(m2·year)) 26.9 25.1 24.9 27.9

Total
(kWh/(m2·year)) 46.0 39.7 40.4 45.4

The results in Table 4 are presented per unit of area (square meter) in order to take into
consideration the difference in the room area between Scenario 1 and Scenarios 2, 3, and 4.

The indoor climate simulations reveal variations between the four scenarios due to
differences in the solar shading performance. Notably, the number of occupied hours
falling under the four thermal indoor climate categories varies. For instance, Scenario 2
(with a multi-angled façade) shows a higher number of hours in Category 1 compared to
Scenario 1 (with a flat façade), as presented in Table 5.
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Table 5. The results for the thermal indoor climate across the four scenarios are presented in
accordance with EN 16798-1/2.

Scenarios

The Number and Percentage of Occupied Hours Classified Under Each Thermal Indoor
Climate Category

Category I
(High)

Category II
(Medium)

Category III
(Moderate)

Category IV
(Low)

1 1667 (71%) 601 (25%) 63 (3%) 18 (1%)
2 1724 (73%) 536 (23%) 73 (3%) 16 (1%)
3 1670 (71%) 590 (25%) 73 (3%) 16 (1%)
4 1355 (58%) 883 (38%) 84 (4%) 27 (1%)

The energy performance of the external façade varies across the four scenarios due to
differences in solar shading performance. A clear correlation can be observed between the
amount of solar radiation penetrating through the façade and the energy consumption for
heating and mechanical ventilation, as shown in Tables 6 and 7.

Table 6. The heat gain from solar radiation and energy from the heating units inside the office room
for the four scenarios (1, 2, 3, and 4) on a day in the middle of March through the working hours
08:00–17:00 h.

Hour

Scenario (1) Scenario (2) Scenario (3) Scenario (4)

Solar
Radiation W

Heating
Unit

W/m2

Solar
Radiation W

Heating
Unit

W/m2

Solar
Radiation W

Heating
Unit

W/m2

Solar
Radiation W

Heating
Unit

W/m2

8 66 22 87 18 87 14 89 25
9 135 14 180 11 180 9 184 16

10 257 10 364 8 369 6 377 13
11 326 9 497 6 495 3 508 10
12 379 7 737 3 734 2 575 7
13 456 5 1543 0 1543 0 461 4
14 242 3 1721 0 1719 0 458 2
15 103 2 1325 0 1324 0 489 2
16 158 1 1612 0 1455 0 389 0
17 185 0 631 0 1123 0 211 0

Table 7. The heat gain from solar radiation and the energy consumption for mechanical ventilation
inside the office room for the four scenarios (1, 2, 3, and 4) on a day in the middle of July through the
working hours 08:00–17:00 h.

Hour

Scenario (1) Scenario (2) Scenario (3) Scenario (4)

Solar
Radiation W

Mechanical
Ventilation

W/m2

Solar
Radiation W

Mechanical
Ventilation

W/m2

Solar
Radiation W

Mechanical
Ventilation

W/m2

Solar
Radiation W

Mechanical
Ventilation

W/m2

8 226 3 207 2 307 2 314 2
9 280 9 260 4 386 5 395 7

10 328 15 306 7 455 10 466 13
11 357 15 335 9 482 13 522 14
12 406 7 386 4 386 5 661 7
13 435 6 438 4 438 5 626 7
14 528 15 497 13 496 14 504 15
15 117 14 512 13 510 14 524 16
16 96 7 586 8 632 9 624 11
17 130 16 148 16 154 17 154 18

4. Discussion
4.1. General Description

The aim of this research is to investigate the visual potential of the multi-angled façade
system in terms of evaluating the periods where the solar shading devices are not totally
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closed (this means that the shading can be closed on one element of the multi-angled façade,
but not both). This is also coupled with an evaluation of various solar shading control
systems and their effects on the visual quality through the façade, in addition to their
impact on the total energy consumption of the building and the indoor climate inside the
office rooms.

The results present the total energy consumption (see Table 4 and Figure 11) and the
indoor climate for the whole year (see Table 5) in addition to detailed analyses for the
three specific periods throughout the year. Through looking at these three periods, this
section can present and discuss the situation for the shading devices in terms of their visual
quality and their impact on the energy consumed for heating, mechanical ventilation, and
electrical lighting.
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Figure 11. The simulation results present the total primary energy consumption for all four scenarios
in compliance with BR15.

The discussion is carried out mostly in two main groups, the first group is a comparison
between Scenarios 1 and 2, which have different façade configurations (a flat façade and
a multi-angled façade) and the second group is between Scenarios 2, 3, and 4, which
have different shading control systems (see a visual presentation of the four scenarios in
Figure 12 below).

Energies 2025, 18, x FOR PEER REVIEW 17 of 23 
 

 

 

Figure 12. Visual presentation of the four scenarios. 

4.2. The Status of the Shading Device and the Visual Quality in Scenarios 1 and 2 

Figures 8–10 present the periods when the shading devices are closed, both for the 
office room with the flat façade and the office rooms with the multi-angled façade, in the 
four scenarios. By comparing Scenarios 1 and 2, it can be observed that the length of time 
for which the shading device is totally closed in Scenario 1 is double that in Scenario 2 for 
the day in July. The shading device in Scenario 2 for the window oriented more towards 
the south might be closed for the whole day, but the shading device for the window ori-
ented more towards the north is closed only for a small period, thus allowing a view and 
exposure to the external environment. The same is the case for the day in May for Scenar-
ios 1 and 2, but for shorter periods; while on the day in March, the shading device in 
Scenario 2 for the window oriented more towards the south is closed for a very short pe-
riod, little more than an hour. In Scenario 2, the time for which both shading devices are 
closed is almost an hour, compared with four hours in Scenario 1, which has an impact on 
the visual quality inside the office room. 

4.3. The Status of the Shading Device and the Visual Quality in Scenarios 2, 3, and 4 

By comparing Scenarios 2, 3, and 4, as shown in Figures 8–10, the periods when the 
shading device is closed on the small window oriented more towards the south are shorter 
in Scenarios 3 and 4 than in Scenario 2 for the days in May and July, which has a positive 
impact on the visual quality inside the room. This is, of course, because the shading device 
in Scenario 3 closes at a temperature a little higher than in Scenario 2, while in Scenario 4, 
the control of the shading device of the small window depends on solar radiation inten-
sity, which might not have reached the predefined amount of solar radiation intensity to 
be closed (closes at 250 W/m2; measured externally, as defined in the control system for 
the shading), for several hours through the day. This means that the shading would take 

Figure 12. Visual presentation of the four scenarios.



Energies 2025, 18, 1565 17 of 22

4.2. The Status of the Shading Device and the Visual Quality in Scenarios 1 and 2

Figures 8–10 present the periods when the shading devices are closed, both for the
office room with the flat façade and the office rooms with the multi-angled façade, in the
four scenarios. By comparing Scenarios 1 and 2, it can be observed that the length of time
for which the shading device is totally closed in Scenario 1 is double that in Scenario 2 for
the day in July. The shading device in Scenario 2 for the window oriented more towards the
south might be closed for the whole day, but the shading device for the window oriented
more towards the north is closed only for a small period, thus allowing a view and exposure
to the external environment. The same is the case for the day in May for Scenarios 1 and 2,
but for shorter periods; while on the day in March, the shading device in Scenario 2 for
the window oriented more towards the south is closed for a very short period, little more
than an hour. In Scenario 2, the time for which both shading devices are closed is almost an
hour, compared with four hours in Scenario 1, which has an impact on the visual quality
inside the office room.

4.3. The Status of the Shading Device and the Visual Quality in Scenarios 2, 3, and 4

By comparing Scenarios 2, 3, and 4, as shown in Figures 8–10, the periods when the
shading device is closed on the small window oriented more towards the south are shorter
in Scenarios 3 and 4 than in Scenario 2 for the days in May and July, which has a positive
impact on the visual quality inside the room. This is, of course, because the shading device
in Scenario 3 closes at a temperature a little higher than in Scenario 2, while in Scenario 4,
the control of the shading device of the small window depends on solar radiation intensity,
which might not have reached the predefined amount of solar radiation intensity to be
closed (closes at 250 W/m2; measured externally, as defined in the control system for the
shading), for several hours through the day. This means that the shading would take longer
to close, allowing more visibility and exposure to the outside environment. The periods
when the shading device is closed on the small window oriented more towards the south
are shorter in Scenario 3 compared to Scenario 4 in March, due to the lower temperature
inside the room in Scenario 3, which does not lead to the closure of the shading device.
These periods of shading device closure are also higher in May and July in Scenario 3. This
is due to the higher room temperature, which exceeds the limit that is defined in the control
of the shading device, leading to the closure of the shading on the small window. The
shading control system strategies in Scenarios 3 and 4, in general, do have positive impacts
on the visual quality inside the room, but this has a negative impact on the indoor climate
and the energy consumption, as discussed below.

4.4. The Impact of the Shading Device on the Energy Consumption for Heating in Scenarios 1 and 2

The visual quality of the four scenarios, as discussed above, is combined with other
qualities, such as the energy efficiency, where a scenario might have better visual qual-
ity, but perhaps lower energy efficiency compared to the other scenarios. Comparing
Scenarios 1 and 2, the total yearly area-weighted energy consumption (which is the yearly
energy consumed divided by the room area (kWh/(m2·year)) of the building in Scenario 1
is higher than Scenario 2 by 15% (see Table 4). The yearly area-weighted energy consump-
tion for heating is higher in Scenario 1 by 7% than the energy consumed in Scenario 2 (see
Table 4); looking at Figure 10, it can be observed that, in March, the solar shading device
in Scenario 1 is closed between 13:00 and 17:00 (the afternoon), while in Scenario 2 the
shading device on the small window oriented more to the south is closed between 16:30
and 17:15, thus allowing a lot of heat gain to penetrate inside the room and reduce the
energy consumed for heating, which is almost zero between 13:00 and 17:00 (see Table 6). In
addition, the shading device on the large window oriented more to the north in Scenario 2
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is closed only between 15:30 to 17:15 (see Figure 10), thus allowing a lot of heat gain from
diffused and direct solar radiation (see Table 6) to penetrate inside the room.

4.5. The Impact of the Shading Device on the Energy Consumption for Mechanical Ventilation in
Scenarios 1 and 2

The yearly area-weighted energy consumption for mechanical ventilation is higher
by 22% in Scenario 1 compared to that consumed in Scenario 2 (see Table 4). Looking at
Figure 8, it can be seen that, in July, the solar shading device in Scenario 1 is closed between
14:00 and 18:30, while in Scenario 2 the shading device on the small window oriented
more to the south is totally closed for the whole day (see Figure 8), thereby preventing
solar radiation from penetrating inside the room and reducing the consumed energy for
mechanical ventilation. The shading device on the large window oriented more to the north
is closed between 16:00 and 18:00 (see Figure 8), which is almost half the period in Scenario
1. This provides good visual quality and, at the same time, the solar radiation penetrating
inside the room is still lower in Scenario 2 compared with Scenario 1 (see Table 7).

4.6. The Impact of the Shading Device on the Energy Consumption for Heating in Scenarios 2, 3,
and 4

By comparing Scenarios 2, 3, and 4, the total yearly area-weighted energy consumption
of the building (for lighting, HVAC Aux, heating) in Scenario 4 is higher than in scenario 2
by 13%; while in Scenario 3 it is higher than in Scenario 2 by 2% (see Table 4). In order to
understand that difference in the total yearly area-weighted energy consumption of the
building in these scenarios, a more detailed evaluation for the impact of the shading device
on the energy consumption for heating in Scenarios 2, 3, and 4 is conducted below.

The yearly area-weighted energy consumption for heating is higher in Scenario 4 by
10% compared to Scenario 2, whereas Scenario 3 is almost the same as Scenario 2 (see
Table 4). Looking at Figure 10, it can be seen that, in March (where there is high energy
consumption for heating compared to May and July, due to the cold climate inside the
room, hence this is why this month was chosen as a worst case scenario), the solar shading
device on the large window oriented more towards the north is closed for the same period
in the three Scenarios 2, 3, and 4, whereas the shading device on the small window oriented
more to the south is closed only between 16:30 to 17:30 in Scenario 2 and it is open for
the whole day in Scenario 3, due to the operative temperature limit in the shading control
system, which is 1 ◦C more in Scenario 3 than in Scenario 2. This allows a lot of heat gain
to penetrate into the room, and reduces the energy consumed for heating, which is almost
zero between 13:00 and 17:00 in Scenario 3 (see Table 6). The shading device on the small
window oriented more to the south is closed between 12:00 and 17:00, the whole afternoon,
in Scenario 4 (see Figure 10), because the solar radiation intensity might have reached the
predefined amount to be closed (closes at 250 W/m2; measured externally, as defined in
the control system for the shading), leading to much less solar heat gain for this period
compared with Scenarios 2 and 3, and thus leading to higher energy consumption for
heating (see Table 6). It can be concluded from these results that Scenario 3 has the best
control system for the shading devices with regard to heat energy consumption.

4.7. The Impact of the Shading Device on the Energy Consumption for Mechanical Ventilation in
Scenarios 2, 3, and 4

The yearly area-weighted energy consumption for mechanical ventilation is higher in
Scenario 4 by 21% compared with Scenario 2, and higher in Scenario 3 by 9% compared
with Scenario 2 (see Table 4). Looking at Figure 8, it can be observed that, in July (where
there is high energy consumption for mechanical ventilation compared to May and March,
due to the high room temperature, hence this is why this month was chosen as worst
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case scenario), the solar shading device on the large window oriented more towards the
north is closed for the same period in Scenarios 2, 3, and 4, whereas the shading device
on the small window oriented more to the south is closed for the whole day in Scenario 2,
thus preventing solar radiation from penetrating inside the room and reducing the energy
consumed for mechanical ventilation (see Table 7). By comparison, the same shading
device is closed from late morning (11:00) until nighttime in Scenario 3, but only between
12:30 and 17:30 in Scenario 4 (see Figure 8), which has an impact on increasing the solar
radiation penetrating inside the room, and increases the energy consumed for mechanical
ventilation compared with Scenario 2 (see Table 7). It can be concluded from these results
that Scenario 2 has the best control system for the shading devices with regard to the
mechanical ventilation energy consumption.

4.8. The Impact of the Shading Device on the Thermal Indoor Climate for the Four Scenarios

The results for the simulation of thermal indoor climate for the four scenarios show
that Scenario 2 has the best thermal indoor climate with the highest number of the thermal
indoor climate for occupied hours in Category I (1724 h, which are 73% of the total occupied
hours) (see Table 5). Scenarios 1, 2, and 3 have a better thermal indoor climate compared
to Scenario 4, which has a lower number of the thermal indoor climate occupied hours in
Category I (1355 h, which are 58% of the total occupied hours) (see Table 5). It is possible to
improve the thermal indoor climate in Scenario 4 by adding a cooling coil to the ventilation
system, but this will increase the building’s energy consumption.

4.9. Economic Analysis

To assess the economic potential of multi-angled façade systems, three key aspects
must be considered:

Initial Cost Increase: The cost of a multi-angled façade system is higher than that of
a flat façade, due to the increased areas of windows, solar shading, and opaque façade
parts. According to a study conducted by the authors of this paper, the cost of multi-angled
façade components is approximately 188% of the cost of a flat façade [37]. The specifications
and dimensions of both the multi-angled and flat façades are detailed in the Materials and
Methods section.

Energy Consumption Costs: Over the building’s assumed 30-year lifespan, the energy
consumption cost for an office room with a flat façade is about 4% higher than that of a
multi-angled façade [37]. The energy consumption for both façade types is detailed in
Table 4 of the Materials and Methods section. This reduction in energy costs benefits the
building owner when opting for a multi-angled façade system.

Increased Rental Income: The multi-angled façade system allows for an increase in
room area, leading to an approximate 22% rise in rental income compared to an office space
with a flat façade [37]. This additional income is advantageous for the building owner.

The economic evaluation is conducted using the Net Present Value (NPV) method,
which calculates the present value of all potential costs, outflows, and inflows of an
investment [38]. The NPV for a flat façade is higher by approximately 148% to 1200%,
depending on the real interest rates, compared to the NPV for a multi-angled façade system.
This finding demonstrates that adopting a multi-angled façade system for office buildings
is more economically efficient than using a flat façade.

4.10. Structural and Weather-Sealing Considerations

For an optimal structural design of the building façade, the prefabricated multi-angled
façade unit should be as lightweight as possible to ensure proper support by the building’s
structural system. The multi-angled component’s slab is constructed from reinforced
concrete and forms an integral part of the room slab.
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When these multi-angled façade units are installed from the first floor up to the top
floor, additional columns may be incorporated if needed to support the load. The external
corner of the façade system can be stabilized by columns on one side, while the opposite
side can be fixed to the building’s bearing structure.

If further weight reduction of the multi-angled façade system is required, the windows
can be downgraded from triple-glazed to double-glazed. While this modification would
decrease the thermal efficiency of the façade unit, it would significantly lighten the overall
weight of the system.

Since the multi-angled façade consists of two outward-extending sections, its exposure
to the external environment per surface area is greater than that of a flat façade. Therefore,
careful attention must be given to infiltration control during the design phase. Efficient
sealing of air leaks around movable building components, such as operable windows, is
essential. Additionally, gaps in stationary components must be properly filled. Moreover,
thermal bridges in various façade components should be carefully addressed to enhance
the overall energy efficiency of the system.

The long-term durability of the façade components is another critical factor. In this
context, the quality of the dynamic solar shading system should be assessed, including the
potential need for replacement over time. Additionally, the durability of the triple-layer
windows must be considered, particularly regarding the gas filling in the gaps, which
requires effective sealing to maintain performance and energy efficiency.

In general, a building’s façade incorporates key technical elements, such as insulation,
natural ventilation, lighting, overheating control, glare reduction, acoustics, fire safety,
escape routes, and outdoor views. When designing or renovating a façade, balancing these
various factors can lead to conflicts, requiring compromises to achieve a sustainable design
that addresses each aspect effectively.

The design methodology for multi-angled façade systems establishes a correlation
between different façade design elements, including shading device performance, energy
consumption, indoor climate, and heat gain and loss. The results of the shading perfor-
mance analysis demonstrated the potential of a novel multi-angled façade configuration,
which enhances outdoor views compared to conventional flat façades. Additionally, this
study explores the impact of this innovative façade design on energy consumption and
indoor climate.

The simulation results indicated that multi-angled façade systems have the potential
to optimize daylight utilization and solar heat gain within office spaces while maintaining
a less complex design process compared to the Schüco Parametric System mentioned in the
Introduction. Additionally, the findings demonstrated that these systems can effectively
enhance both daylight access and solar heat distribution through the two sections of
the façade, offering advantages over the building façade of Horten Headquarters, also
referenced in the Introduction.

5. Conclusions
The evaluation of the visual potential of office room façades in enhancing external

views through windows revealed that the duration during working hours when the shading
device remains fully closed is significantly higher for a flat façade (Scenario 1) compared to
a multi-angled façade system (Scenario 2). Specifically, the shading device closure time was
reduced by 20% in July, 10% in May, and 20% in March for the multi-angled façade system
(the shading device can be closed on one of the multi-angled façade parts, while the other
remains open). Additionally, the total yearly area-weighted energy consumption of the
building in Scenario 1 is higher than in Scenario 2 by 15%, by 13% in Scenario 3, and by 1.5%
in Scenario 4. In Scenario 2, the shading device on the smaller section of the multi-angled
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façade remains closed for extended periods during the hot season, and for shorter periods
during the cold season. This helps reduce energy consumption and improves the indoor
climate by minimizing solar heat gain in summer, while allowing heat gain in winter.

The shading control system in the multi-angled façade system has an impact on the
visual quality of the façade, in addition to its impact on the energy consumption and
the indoor climate of the building (thermal comfort and heat gain). The shading control
system applied in Scenario 4 (depending on solar radiation intensity of 250 W/m2 on both
windows) has a better visual quality. In July, the duration of solar shading closure (in hours)
on the small window in Scenario 4 is 28% shorter than in Scenario 3, and 55% shorter than
in Scenario 2. Similarly, in May, the shading closure time in Scenario 4 is reduced by 50%
compared to Scenario 3, and by 72% compared to Scenario 2. The shading control system
used in Scenario 2 demonstrates a more positive effect on energy consumption, reducing
it by 2.5% compared to Scenario 3, and by 13% compared to Scenario 4. Additionally, it
contributes to an improved indoor climate within the building. The three chosen periods
for the simulations can be generalized over the whole year, as explained and argued at the
beginning of the results section.

This study’s key contributions can be summarized as follows: From a visual stand-
point, the façade system in Scenario 4 is the preferred choice, whereas from an economic
and indoor climate perspective, Scenario 2 offers a more sustainable solution. Both façade
systems in Scenarios 2 and 4 are designed as multi-angled façades which, as demonstrated
in the results, outperform flat façades in overall performance. Focusing on the visual
potentials of the multi-angled façade systems in office buildings and improving the indoor
climate aligns with the UN Sustainable Development Goals 3, 9, 11, 12, and 13, which are
as follows: (3) Good Health and Well-being; (9) Industry, Innovation and Infrastructure;
(11) Sustainable Cities and Communities; (12) Responsible Consumption and Production;
(13) Climate Action [39].

Future research could explore a daytime lighting analysis in combination with energy
simulations. The focus could be on assessing Spatial Daylight Autonomy (sDA) and Annual
Sunlight Exposure (ASE) in line with LEED certification standards.
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