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Influence of Variation of Top Lights for Viewing Works in Exhibition Space
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Recently, there are museums using daylight for illumination in the galleries. Evaluation for impression of viewing works and

exhibition space are affected by variation of solar altitude, interior materials and transmittance of the windows. However, it has not

been examined about variation of top lights. The purpose of this study was to consider influence of variation of top lights for viewing

works in exhibition space. The result was shown that Evaluation for impression of viewing works in exhibition space are more

effective of variation of top lights than that of interior materials.
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Fig.3 Subjective scale value (“light-dark™)
versus Average brightness of wall surface
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Fig.4 Subjective scale value (“Contrast of light and shade™)
versus brightness range
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