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Conclusions

® Interactions between buildings and their outdoor conditions can be simulated with a high temporal
resolution and considering urban morphology with a high fidelity using a coupling between EnergyPlus and a

data driven urban canopy model
® |tis observed that interactions between buildings and their outdoor conditions have a significant impact on

the calibration of an urban building energy model
® A full data driven model could be inferred from a calibrated coupled scheme to assess climate risk over a

horizon of 20 or 30 years
® The coupled scheme and full data driven model could easily be integrated into a city digital twin to assist

architects and urban planners in their decision making
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