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Hat Transfer Performance of North Wall in Solar Greenhouse in Guanzhong

WANG Hongli, REN Lei, DANG Yong-hua ZHOU Zhi- wng
(College of Horticulture, Northwest Agricultural and Forestry University, Yangling Shaanxi 712100 China)

Abstract; Through computing the thermal resistance, thermal inertia index and heat flux, four types wall including bricks
aerocrete, brick-perlite and brick-polysty rene foam walls were compared. Results showed that brick-polystyrene foam
wall was the best one according to the heat preservation and the aerocrete was best according to the heat stability. Com-
bining these two and cultivation soil protection and energy saving aerocrete w as the best one for greenhouse north wall.
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