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Model Evaluation

55 |

Problem Statement

Experimental Design

In the United States, around 40% of the total final energy consumption in the
cities is in the building sector. To lesson greenhouse gas emissions and to slow
down depletion of non-renewable energy resources, recent years have seen a  ®* Realistic representation of
number of studies and initiatives to cut back the building energy consumption.

Irrigated urban canopy model:
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energy consumption in the urban environment to develop an optimal urban
irrigation scheme. In this study we applied a state-of-the-art urban canopy
model to identify the environmental impact of urban irrigation in the Phoenix
metropolitan area. A variety of uncontrolled and controlled irrigation schemes is
investigated, including (1) daily constant scheme, (2) soil-moisture-controlled Investigated urban irrigation schemes:
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Effect of Various Urban Irrigation Schemes
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