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It is widely known that the problem of low or high indoor humidity environment has various adverse
effects on occupant’s health, durability of the building envelope and energy consumption. In order to
create comfortable and healthy indoor environment, it is necessary to maintain the indoor humidity
steady in a correct level. Hygroscopic interior material can adsorb and desorb moisture from surrounding
air, adopting this material is an energy-efficient way to moderate indoor humidity variations and thus it
has been applied as finishing materials in some buildings. However, there is no criterion to evaluate the
moisture buffering effect of applying hygroscopic material. In this research investigation, a series of
experiments with different applying parameters were designed and carried out in a climate-controlled
test chamber. The purpose of this study is to quantitatively evaluate the moisture buffering effect by
applying hygroscopic material, as well as to understand the humidity distribution of a hygroscopic
material furnished room. Experimental results showed that the effects of moisture adsorption/desorp-
tion decreased exponentially when the ambient air change rate per unit area of hygroscopic material
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increased.
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1. Introduction

Many evidences have indicated that the problem of high or low
indoor humidity environment is closely related to many health
problems [1-5], energy consumption [6,7] and durability of the
building envelope [8]. Therefore, it is essential to maintain the
indoor humidity environment steady at a correct level in order to
ensure the comfort and durability as well as health of a building.

It is known that hygroscopic material, which has the ability of
adsorbing and desorbing moisture from the adjacent air, can be
used to control indoor humidity variations without additional
energy cost. The moisture buffering effect of hygroscopic material
on building environment can be categorized into 3 descriptive
levels — material level, system level and room level [9]. The
material level is characterized by standard properties, such as
density, porosity, water vapour permeability and sorption proper-
ties, etc. The system level represents the material-environment
combination and is characterized by the practical MBV (Moisture
Buffer Value). And the room level is characterized by other factors
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such as the exposure areas of the presented hygroscopic material
surface, the moisture load, the air change rate and the outside
climate. NORDTEST Project [9], Japanese Industrial Standard (JIS) A
1470-1 [10], ISO/DIS 24353 [11] proposed experimental methods to
evaluate the moisture buffering performance. However, all these
methods assumed well-mixed room air and tested only for
a material sample in a small climatic oven without ventilation.
These evaluation methods are limited to material level and system
level. Some other studies did the experiments and simulations on
moisture balance in a room [12—14]. So far, there is no criterion to
evaluate the moisture buffering effect of applying hygroscopic
material for a room level considering humidity distribution in room
space.

In this research, a series of experiments were designed and
investigated in a climate-controlled test chamber with different
parameters such as loading ratio of hygroscopic material (loading
ratio defines as the exposure areas of presented hygroscopic
material surface per unit volume), moisture load, and air change
rate.The aim of this research is to quantitatively evaluate the
moisture buffering effect by applying hygroscopic material in
a room through experimental method, as well as to understand the
humidity variation and distribution in a hygroscopic material fur-
nished room.
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Fig. 1. Mass change of a sample material during moisture adsorption/desorption
process.

2. Evaluation on moisture buffering effect
2.1. Moisture balance in a room

Assuming the room air is well mixed and there is no surface
condensation as well as no HVAC systems contribute water vapour
mass balance. The humidity ratio balance for the room air can be
described by the following equation,

m% = nV(Xour — X) +G—%—Vtvvm (1)
Where m is the mass of indoor dry air [kg’], V is the room volume
[m®], n is the air change rate [1/h], Xou: and X are outdoor and
indoor humidity ratios respectively [kg/kg’'], G is the moisture
production [kg/h], w is the moisture content of the interior enve-
lope [kg/m?], Vi, is the volume of envelope material [m>]. If ow/at is
equal to 0, it means that no moisture interaction occurs between
the room air and the envelope.

2.2. Existent evaluation method for moisture buffering effect

For the expression dw/dt in Eq. (1), two simplified models are
commonly used for numerical simulation. The first one is the
‘effective moisture penetration depth’ (EMPD) model [15], which
assumes that only a thin surface layer of interior material contrib-
utes to the moisture buffering process. The second one is called
‘effective capacitance’ (EC) model [16], which assume that water
vapour in the active part of building envelope is in equilibrium with
the room air humidity at all times. Both of these two models need
detailed material properties which will cost a long time to measure.
Therefore, some simple experimental method should be used to
grasp the moisture buffering ability by interior furnishing materials.

For experimental evaluation methods, JIS A 1470-1 [10] and ISO/
DIS 24353 [11] prescribed the measuring methods for mass change
of a sample material during moisture adsorption process/moisture
desorption process (My/Mg). The sample material was conditioned
to a specific RH (low: 55/30, medium: 75/50, high: 95/70) during
a specific time intervals (t; = 12 h, t, = 24 h), as shown in Fig. 1.
NORDTEST project defines the ‘Moisture Buffer Value’ (MBV) of
a material sample as a normalization of the moisture content
amplitude per m? and per %RH variation, which is conditioned to
a specific RH (75/33) during cyclic step-change intervals (t; = 8 h,
t, = 24 h) (cf. Fig. 1 and Eq. (2)).

max (Mg, My)

MBVan = A- <¢’high - ¢low)

(kg/mz/%RH) (2)

Where A (m?) is the exposed surface of the sample, Phigh/Plow (¥RH)
is the high/low RH levels used in the measurements.

2.3. Proposed new evaluation method for moisture buffering effect

Experimental methods mentioned in 2.2 are limited to a sample
material in a constant temperature and humidity oven. In this
research, in order to evaluate the moisture buffering effect (mois-
ture adsorption effect, moisture desorption effect) for a room scale,
a series of experiments with and without hygroscopic material
furnished were investigated and the following dimensionless
evaluation index were proposed,

Moisture adsorption effect (MBE,) during humidification period:

t
/ (Xo(t) — X(£))dt

MBE, = °t1 (—) (3)
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Moisture desorption effect (MBE4) during decay period:
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Where MBE,/MBE, is the moisture adsorption/desorption effect
(0—1), X(t) is the experimental result for indoor humidity ratio
variation, here, considering the humidity distribution, the mean
value of the measured humidity ratio in air was used as the
experimental result. Xo(t) is the calculated result for indoor
humidity ratio variation when there is no moisture buffering
interaction (cf. Fig. 2). Therefore, MBE, and MBE; mean the ratio of
humidity variation restrained under the influence of the hygro-
scopic material, compared with the case without moisture
adsorption and desorption. Thus, the larger values of MBE,/MBE,
are, the better effect of moisture absorption/desorption are.

3. Experiments
3.1. Experimental setting

Experiments  were  done in a test chamber
(1.82 m x 1.82 m x 2.02 m), which was located in a climate room at
the Akita Prefectural University. The climate room was set to
a constant weather condition of 20 °C with 50%RH. Fig. 3 shows
a schematic view of the test chamber. There are one air inlet and
one air outlet with mechanical fans. The wall, ceiling and floor of
the test chamber are enclosed by insulation material (100 mm of
polystyrene form), and the inner sides are sealed with aluminium
sheet carefully to avoid moisture penetrating from this interface.
Then, hygroscopic material (depth: 5.5 mm) adhered to plywood is
furnished as interior surface. In this experiment, a specific type of
hygroscopic material, which is baking of clay mineral, was used.
According to the experimental cases for the loading conditions of
hygroscopic material, vinyl chloride board was used to cover the
surface of the hygroscopic material to avoid the hygroscopic
material to adsorb and desorb moisture from air. Humidification
was provided by water evaporation from a tray (size: 340 x 250
[mm?]), which was heated constantly by an electric heater (Pana-
sonic, panel heater 922D90, 100V—175 W, size: 160 x 300 [mm?]).

Furthermore, a piece of the hygroscopic material, insulated and
air-tightened on its back and side (303 x 303 x 5.5 [mm?],
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Fig. 2. Humidity ratio variations during humidification period (a) and decay period (b).

hereafter denoted as ‘sample panel’), was put in the chamber. The
tray and the sample panel were weighted by an electronic balance
(A&D, GX-2000, accuracy: +0.1 g) to estimate the quantities of
humidification and moisture adsorption/desorption contents of the
sample panel. The air change rate was measured by using
a constant generation tracer gas (CO,) method, and the CO, gas
injection rate was 150 ml/min (accuracy: +£1%). CO, concentration
was measured (Sense Air, 2001VTd, + 5%) both inside and outside
of the test chamber. Thermo couple (T-CC, accuracy: +0.1 °C) was
used to measure surface and inner temperatures of the test
chamber. To identify the humidity distribution of the room, 24
temperature and relative humidity (hereafter denoted as T&RH)
sensors were set in the chamber, as shown in Fig. 4. SHINYEI THT-
B121 sensors were used to measure T&RH in the air (23 points) and

Polystyrene form 100
Aluminum sheet

-’
S 000001
SO0 000

Plywood 4.5
LS00
>00¢¢00

Hygroscopic material 5.5

Vinyl chloride board
(According to the

in the wall (1 point was set behind the hygroscopic material of Wall
a, for examining the hygroscopic behaviour), with a stated accuracy
of +0.5 °C and +3% RH. In these experiments, all of the measure-
ment data were recorded in PC through a data logger (Eto, CADAC21
Model 5209A/5210A) at every 1 min interval.

3.2. Experimental cases

In order to grasp the moisture buffering performance that
influenced by factors such as loading ratio, moisture load, air
change rate, in a room space, three series of experiments had been
carried out, as shown in Table 1. The first series of experiments
(Casel-1~Casel-4) were done under the same loading ratio of
hygroscopic material with various targeted air change rate and
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Fig. 3. Schematic view of the test chamber.
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points.

moisture load. The second series (Case2-1~ Case2-5) and the third
series (Case3-1~Case3-7) were set with the same target of air
change rate and moisture load, respectively, but in different loading
ratio. Considering one day period, the peak of the moisture load can
be assumed about 4—6 h in the evening (period between coming
home and going to bed). Therefore, the experimental schedule was
firstly planed including a pre-conditioning period with air change
over 24 h, and secondly humidified for 4 (Case1, Case2) or 6 (Case3)
hours constantly, then thirdly followed by over 24 h without
humidification.

4. Experimental results and discussion
4.1. Results during humidification period and decay period

Table 2 shows the results of air change rate, moisture production
rate, moisture adsorption/desorption contents of sample panel in
various time intervals (t; =4 hor 6 h, t; = 8 h or 12 h), in terms of
mean value. In Case2-1 and Case3-1, i.e. without furnished hygro-
scopic material, the moisture adsorption/desorption contents of the
sample panel were larger than that of other cases with furnished
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Table 1
Experimental conditions.

31

Experimental Target of air change Target of moisture production

Hygroscopic material (loading

Experimental schedule

cases rate (1/h) rate (g/h) ratio:m?/m?)
Casel-1 0 30 Pre- Humidification
conditioning {)"C‘l)" period
<)

. - 2
Casel-2 1 30 3 sides of walls, ceiling and floor (2.99) 3 >24h 6h >24h
Casel-3 1 80 g
Casel-4 4 30 -:
Case2-1 1 30 None (0) g
Case2-2 Floor (0.56) =
Case2-3 Ceiling (0.56) =
Case2-4 1 side of wall (0.63)
Case2-5 3 sides of walls (1.88) Time
Case3-1 None (0) Pre- Humidification

conditioning Decay period
Case3-2 Floor (0.56) £ sam 4h| >24h
Case3-3 Ceiling (0.56) ‘g
Case3-4 4 80 1 side of wall (0.63) _g
Case3-5 2 sides of walls (1.26) 5
Case3-6 3 sides of walls (1.88) ko
Case3-7 3 sides of walls, ceiling and floor (2.99) S
Time
hygroscopic materials. The moisture adsorption/desorption the centre position of the test chamber. However, in the vertical

contents of the sample panel decreased as the loading ratio
increased. In addition, it was found that the moisture adsorption
content of the sample panel was larger than that of moisture
desorption content in the same case.

4.2. Distribution of humidity variations in room space

In order to understand the humidity variations in the room
under the influence of furnished hygroscopic material, experi-
mental results of Case3-1 and Case3-4 ~ Case3-6 were chosen and
compared. Fig. 5 shows the changes of humidity ratio at the floor
surface, ceiling, Walls a, b and c, as well as the centre position of the
test chamber. For the case without hygroscopic material (Case3-1),
at a height of 0.9 m in horizontal plane, the changes of humidity
ratio changes on the surface of all the walls were almost similar to

Table 2

direction, the changes of humidity ratio at the ceiling were larger
than that of centre position, and the changes of humidity ratio at
the floor surface were slightly smaller than that of centre position.
When the hygroscopic material at Wall a (Case3-4) was exposed to
air, the changes of humidity ratio at the surface of Wall a became
smaller than that of other compared positions. Moreover, the
humidity ratio at the back side of hygroscopic material of Wall q,
was found increased. It can be considered that moisture was
adsorbed from the surface which is close to room air and passed
through the material. When exposed areas of hygroscopic material
increased up to two wall surfaces (Case3-5) and further to three
wall surfaces (Case3-6), the changes of humidity ratio at these
surfaces became smaller than the centre position. The same
tendency is observed in all of the other cases. These series of
experiments revealed that the humidity fluctuations at the interior

Experimental results of ACH (Casel & Case2: 12 h; Case3: 8 h), moisture production rate (Casel & Case2: 6 h; Case3: 4 h), moisture adsorption content (Casel & Case2: 6 h;
Case3: 4 h) and moisture desorption content (Casel & Case2: 6 h; Case3: 4 h) with the sample panel.

Experimental Hygroscopic material Air change Water Moisture production Sample panel (303 x 303 x 5.5 mm®)
; i 0em2/m3 o
cases (loading ratio:m*/m?>) rate (1/h) temperature (°C) rate (g/h) Moisture adsorption Moisture desorption
content (kg/m?) content (kg/m?)

Casel-1 2.99 0 325 32.2 2.16 -0.20

Casel-2 0.60 35.5 41.7 1.54 0.08

Casel-3 0.80 41.6 79.4 3.53 0.63

Casel-4 2.66 324 30.7 0.77 0.59

Case2-1 0 0.79 29.3 19.6 5.13 248

Case2-2 0.56 0.93 314 30.8 4.02 1.76

Case2-3 0.56 0.93 315 293 4.63 0.44

Case2-4 0.63 0.74 31.9 27.6 448 1.64

Case2-5 1.88 0.89 323 30.7 1.96 0.81

Case3-1 0 3.81 40.5 68.0 4.58 1.88

Case3-2 0.56 2.76 40.7 71.4 2.69 1.62

Case3-3 0.56 3.88 40.0 74.7 2.71 143

Case3-4 0.63 4.16 40.4 75.9 275 2.30

Case3-5 1.26 3.94 40.6 734 2.87 0.57

Case3-6 1.88 4.06 40.3 72.6 2.32 0.95

Case3-7 2.99 3.78 395 68.6 2.16 1.11
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Fig. 5. Humidity ratio changes at the centre of the room and the surfaces of wall.

surfaces, where hygroscopic materials were used, were not signif-
icant in comparison with centre position of the test chamber.

4.3. Average humidity ratio variations in the room

Fig. 6 shows the average humidity ratio changes at the 22
measurement points distributed in the test chamber, for Casel,
Case2 and Case3. In the series of Casel, the amplitude of humidity
ratio changes was the largest in Case1-3, while it was the smallest
in Case1-4. The reason can be considered that moisture production

rate is large in Case1-3, and air change rate is large in Case1-4. In
the series of Case2 and Case3, respectively with the similar air
change rate and moisture load, it is found that the rise and the
descent of humidity ratio gradually change and become smaller as
the loading ratio increasing. Especially, in Case2-5 and Case3-7,
with the largest loading ratio in the two series, hygroscopic mate-
rial significantly reduced the fluctuations of humidity ratio in the
room air, and the maximum amplitude of humidity ratio was
reduced about 40%, compared with the case without furnishing
hygroscopic material.

4.4. Evaluation on moisture buffering effect of hygroscopic material

To evaluate the moisture buffering effect of hygroscopic
material quantitatively, the proposed MBE, and MBE,; were used.
The humidity distributions in the room have been shown in the
previous section 4.2, and their differences should be considered.
The mean value of the measured humidity ratio, as shown in
Fig. 6, was used as the experimental result (X(t)) (cf. Egs. (3) and
(4)). For the humidity ratio variations without moisture adsorp-
tion and desorption (Xo(t)) in each case, neglecting temperature
dependency of the air density and ow/dt, Eq. (1) was changed as
follows:

mE = nVXour —Xo) + G (5)

In Eq. (5), the initial indoor humidity ratio is based on the
experimental value, n is the average air change rate within 8 h
(Casel and Case2) or 12 h (Case3), Xous and G are the measured
outdoor humidity ratio and moisture production respectively. By
using Eq. (5) with an explicit time discretization scheme, Xo(t),
without moisture buffering interaction, can be calculated at each
time step for each case. Here, t; equal to 4 h (Casel and Case2) or
6 h (Case3), and t; equal to 8 h (Casel and Case2) or 12 h (Case3).
Therefore, MBE; and MBEy, including different loading ratio of
hygroscopic material, air change rate and moisture load, can be
obtained based on their definitions in Eqgs. (3) and (4).

The relationship between moisture adsorption/desorption
effects and loading ratio of hygroscopic material is shown in Fig. 7.
Three groups (Casel, Case2 and Case3) were represented sepa-
rately. MBE, and MBE4 both increased by increasing the loading
ratio in a non-linear relation in Case2 and Case3. It is due to the
moisture buffering effect in the hygroscopic material furnished
room became larger with an increase of loading ratio, but the
effect was not in proportion to the loading area. Moreover, at the
same loading ratio, MBE, (in Case2) and MBE 4 (in Case1) tended to
be larger than that of Case3 due to lower air change rate (Case2)
and lower moisture production rate (Case1). At the largest loading
ratio, 40 to 90 percent humidity variations were restrained with
the use of hygroscopic material, compared with the case without
moisture adsorption and desorption. Comparing Case1-3, Case1-4
and Case3-7, it is seen that MBE, and MBE, are more sensitive to
air change rate than moisture load. Furthermore, MBE, tended to
be larger than MBE, in the same case.

To evaluate moisture buffering effect of hygroscopic material,
considering both the factors of loading ratio and air change rate, the
relationship between moisture adsorption/desorption effects and
ratio of air change rate to loading ratio is shown in Fig. 8. It was
found that MBE, decreased exponentially by increasing the ratio of
air change rate to loading ratio with high correlation. MBEg had the
same tendency with MBE,, but the correlation was not so clear like
MBE,. When the ratio of air change rate to loading ratio was larger
than 4 (1/h)/(m?/m3), MBE, reduced to 20 percent. Fig. 8 indicates
a physical phenomenon that the moisture adsorption/desorption
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effects decreased exponentially when the ambient air change rate
per unit area of hygroscopic material increased.

The results given in Fig. 8 can be used to real house situation
for rough evaluation of moderate moisture effect by applying
hygroscopic material. For a residential living room with
4 m(length) x 4 m(width) x 3 m(height) controlled by constant
air change rate (0.5 (1/h)) and furnished with hygroscopic
material only on ceiling and one wall of the room, the room could
obtain about 50 percent moisture adsorption effect and 20
percent moisture desorption effect, in order to achieve a steady
indoor humidity environment.

5. Conclusions

A series of experiments with different air change rates, loading
ratios of hygroscopic material and moisture loads were carried out.
The experiments revealed that humidity fluctuations at the interior
surfaces, where hygroscopic material was furnished, were smaller
than that of centre position of the room. This proved that the
hygroscopic material could reduce the risk of surface condensation.
To quantitatively evaluate moisture adsorption effect (MBE,) and
moisture desorption effect (MBE;) of hygroscopic material for
room-scale, a new method was suggested considering the moisture
distribution in room. By using the proposed index of MBE,/MBE, it
is found that moisture adsorption/desorption effects decreased
exponentially when the ambient air change rate per unit area of
hygroscopic material increased. In addition, MBE, tended to be
larger than MBE, in the same experimental case.

Acknowledgement

The work described in this paper was supported by Grant-in-Aid
for Scientific Research (A) (20246092) from Japan Society for the
Promotion of Science.

References

[1] Sato M, Fukayo S, Yano E. Adverse environmental health effects of ultra-low

relative humidity indoor air. ] Occup Health 2003;45(2):133—6.

Fang L, Clausen G, Fanger PO. The impact of temperature and humidity on

perception of indoor air quality. Indoor Air 1998;8(2):80—90.

Bornehag CG, Sundell ], Bonini S, Custovic A, Malmberg P, Skerfving S, et al.

Dampness in buildings as a risk factor for health effects, EUROEXPO: a multi-

disciplinary review of the literature (1998—2000) on dampness and mite

exposure in buildings and health effects. Indoor Air 2004;14(4):243—57.

Fisk W], Lei-Gomez Q, Mendell MJ. Meta-analyses of the associations of respiratory

health effects with dampness and mold in homes. Indoor Air 2007;17:284—96.

Kishi R, Saijo Y, Kanazawa A, Tanaka M, Yoshimura T, Chikara H, et al. Regional

differences in residential environments and the association of dwellings and

residential factors with the sick house syndrome: a nationwide cross-sectional

questionnaire study in Japan. Indoor Air 2009;19:243—54.

Osanyintola OF, Simonson CJ. Moisture buffering capacity of hygroscopic

building materials: experimental facilities and energy impact. Energ Build

2006;38(10):1270—82.

Mendes N, Winkelmann FC, Lamberts R, Philippi PC. Moisture effects on

conduction loads. Energ Build 2003;35(7):631—44.

Brown SK, Cole I, Daniel V, King S, Pearson C. Guidelines for environmental

control in cultural institutions. Canberra: Heritage Collections Council; 2002.

[9] Rode C, Peuhkuri R, Time B, Svennberg K, Ojanen T. Moisture buffer value of

building material. ] ASTM Int 2007;4(5).

[10] JIS A 1470—1. Determination of water vapour adsorption/desorption proper-
ties for building materials - Part 1: response to humidity variation; 2008.

[11] ISO/DIS 24353. Hygorthermal performance of building materials and products
- determination of moisture adsorption/desorption properties in response to
humidity variation (MOD); 2006.

[12] Wit MH, de Donze GJ. A model for the prediction of indoor air humidity. In:
Proc. international symposium on energy, moisture and climate in buildings,
vol. 121. Rotterdam: CIB Pub; 1990. p. 5. sept. 1990.

[13] Mitamura T, Hasegawa K, Yoshino H, Mastumoto S, Takshashi N. Experiment
for moisture buffering and effects of ventilation rate, volume rate of the

2

[3

[4

(5

[6

[7

[8



34 H. Zhang et al. / Building and Environment 48 (2012) 27—34

hygroscopic materials, Paper to IEA ECBCS Annex 41 working meeting, [15] Kerestecioglu A. Swami M, Kamel A, Theoretical and computational investi-

Glasgow, 2004. gation of simultaneous heat and moisture transfer in buildings: effective
[14] Mitamura T, Hasegawa K, Yoshino H. Moisture buffering and effect of venti- penetration depth theory, ASHRAE winter meeting, Atlanta, GA, 1989.

lation rate and volume rate of hygrothermal materials in a single room under [16] TRNSYS 16. A TRaNsient system simulation program, user guide version 16.1.

steady state exterior conditions. Build Environ 2009;44:1418-25. Madison: Solar Energy Lab, University of Wisconsin-Madison; 2006.



	 Assessing the moisture buffering performance of hygroscopic material by using experimental method
	1 Introduction
	2 Evaluation on moisture buffering effect
	2.1 Moisture balance in a room
	2.2 Existent evaluation method for moisture buffering effect
	2.3 Proposed new evaluation method for moisture buffering effect

	3 Experiments
	3.1 Experimental setting
	3.2 Experimental cases

	4 Experimental results and discussion
	4.1 Results during humidification period and decay period
	4.2 Distribution of humidity variations in room space
	4.3 Average humidity ratio variations in the room
	4.4 Evaluation on moisture buffering effect of hygroscopic material

	5 Conclusions
	 Acknowledgement
	 References


