FI3E A1
2015 4£2 A

HEEE TR B4l

Journal of Fujian University of Technology

Vol. 13 No. 1
Feb. 2015

doi:10.3969/j. issn. 1672 —4348. 2015. 01. 016

BERZRMXESZGE

=R RIR AL R

Ty IR

(RBEIEFR ASKELRTAERFR, 48F 40 350118)

FEEE : ARYE B AR AL M K 0 SRS B A SRR 2 A A A SR A TR IR, AT 3R 4 AR m A R
RO BIATIEAT R . BB G AR R T, S E R BT A AFER BERFE
FRATEZ A 4HT, 8 RAA S SAAEE K B F A2 AR MK, B XRA R (=) 24

AT % BEH VRV Atk 5 4R A %
KRR AMAASMRK ; FiEARR; KA
hE 4SS TUS3L.3 XHkFRER: A

XEHS: 1672 —4348(2015)01 - 0079 - 04

Comparison and analysis of cold and heat sources for air-conditioning system of

buildings in hot summer and cold winter zone
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Abstract; Comparison and analysis of cold and heat sources for air-conditioning systems of buildings

were conducted with relation to the buildings’ functions, energy resources and the climate character-

istics in hot summer and cold winter zone. Comprehensive analysis was made on the investment,

comfortability and reliability of the cold and heat sources before and after the optimization. The re-

sults show that module-typed air-cooled heat pump with heat recovery is superior to VRV with inde-

pendent heat source system in the large-scale buildings that provide hot water and air-conditioning.
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Tab.1 The main technical parameters of module-typed air-cooled heat pump
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Tab.2 The comparison of initial equipment capital between two schemes
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Tab.3 The comparison of operation cost between pre-and post-optimization schemes
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Tab.4 The comprehensive comparison between two schemes
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