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Abstract

The present research aimed at develpment of a computer code for the optimal design
of ventilation system based on one-dimensional analysis of the air flow. Model experi-
ment and three-dimensional flow analysis have been implemented to determine loss coe-
fficients that were needed for the optimization technique. A research on optimum shape
of ventilation shaft has been also carried out through the three-dimensional analysis of

the flow.
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Fig.4 Model for Outflow Vent Shaft
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Fig.5 Model for Inflow Vent Shaft
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