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Future work

P

« Examine the robustness of the hypothetical model with more data

« The HC model is able to meet the target pressure between +10°C and -

. . . . -
Port 10°C, with slight over prediction Create new categories for temperatures above 0°C to fix over prediction

. For temperatures > +10°C the pressure starts approaching zero, causing * Investigate If a blower door can be used to determine the slab pressure

under prediction

Manometer « For temperatures < -10°C, the model slightly under predicts, due to a ACknOWIngements
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