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Study on Environmental Conditions of Facilities for the Elderly of Low-carbon Society
Part 3.The Result of CASBEE in Day Service Facility
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Abstract: With the advent of the super-elderly society, users of facilities for the elderly have been increasing. The purpose of this
study is grasping the actual state of thermal environment of these facilities at the present time and leading the environmental
assessment by way of simulation, and visualizes the energy-saving facilities for the elderly who maintain proper residential
environment performance. Also this paper describes of the comprehensive assessment system for built environment efficiency
grasped the environmental actual state of the facility.
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Fig. 2 the Result of Building Environmental Efficiency
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Fig.3 the Result of the Building Environmental Load
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Fig.4 Result of the Quality

Fig.5 Comprehensive Assessment

And Environmental Load (Radar Chart)
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