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Abstract: The personal thermal comfort model is used to design and control the thermal environment
and predict the thermal comfort responses of individuals rather than reflect the average response
of the population. Previous individual thermal comfort models were mainly focused on a single
material environment. However, the channels for individual thermal comfort were various in real life.
Therefore, a new personal thermal comfort evaluation method is constructed by means of a reliable
decision-based fuzzy classification model from two views. In this study, a two-view thermal comfort
fuzzy classification model was constructed using the interpretable zero-order Takagi–Sugeno–Kang
(TSK) fuzzy classifier as the basic training subblock, and it is the first time an optimized machine
learning algorithm to study the interpretable thermal comfort model is used. The relevant information
(including basic information, sampling conditions, physiological parameters, physical environment,
environmental perception, and self-assessment parameters) was obtained from 157 subjects in exper-
imental chambers with two different materials. This proposed method has the following features:
(1) The training samples in the input layer contain the feature data under experimental conditions
with two different materials. The training models constructed from the training samples under these
two conditions complement and restrict each other and improve the accuracy of the whole model
training. (2) In the rule layer of the training unit, interpretable fuzzy rules are designed to solve
the existing layers with the design of short rules. The output of the intermediate layer of the fuzzy
classifier and the fuzzy rules are difficult to explain, which is problematic. (3) Better decision-making
knowledge information is obtained in both the rule layer of the single-view training model and in the
two-view fusion model. In addition, the feature mapping space is generated according to the degree
of contribution of the decision-making information from the two single training views, which not only
preserves the feature information of the source training samples to a large extent but also improves
the training accuracy of the model and enhances the generalization performance of the training
model. Experimental results indicated that TMV-TSK-FC has better classification performance and
generalization performance than several related state-of-the-art non-fuzzy classifiers applied in this
study. Significantly, compared with the single view fuzzy classifier, the training accuracies and
testing accuracies of TMV-TSK-FC are improved by 3–11% and 2–9%, respectively. In addition, the
experimental results also showed good semantic interpretability of TMV-TSK-FC.

Keywords: personal thermal comfort model; fuzzy classification; two-view learning; different obser-
vation materials; classification performance

1. Introduction

Every day, people spend most of their time (approximately 90%) indoors [1]. The
indoor environment is critical to the health [2], productivity [3–5], and well-being of
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occupants [6,7]. Among different indoor environmental factors, thermal comfort is one of
the most important considerations [8].

In the field of traditional thermal comfort research, the predictive mean vote (PMV)
model is a classical model widely accepted in environmental assessment standards [9]. In
the practice and application of these models, it has been found that most of them predict
the average thermal comfort of a group of people rather than that of an individual [10].
Because significant differences exist between individuals [11], the use of population average
prediction to guide the building environment control may fail to meet the thermal comfort
requirements of individuals [12]. In addition, these models often lack self-learning and self-
correction capabilities. The PMV model has neither self-learning ability nor self-correction
ability [13]. The adaptive comfort model [14] has a self-learning ability to a certain extent,
but its self-correction ability is limited. Once the empirical coefficients are determined, they
can only be applied to familiar backgrounds [15]; when these models are applied to new
environments, such as new climatic conditions or new building operation patterns [16–20],
accuracy is barely satisfied.

To overcome these limitations of traditional thermal comfort prediction models, the
strategy of using machine learning algorithms to predict thermal comfort has been pro-
posed [21]. Compared with the traditional model [22–33], the ML-based comfort model
can establish an individual model based on input data [34]. The performance of the
comfort model is remarkable [35–38]. However, there are still some situations worth
further investigation.

(1) Acquisition of datasets. Datasets can be roughly divided into two categories. One
category contains field measurement datasets, which have a small number of subjects
(less than 20), and it is worth considering whether the research results are applicable to
other individuals; the other category consists of datasets that come from databases. The
subjects in this type of dataset come from different climatic regions, and their thermal
comfort expectations are different [39]. It is difficult to predict the comfort feeling in one
climatic region using type of this dataset. In the selection of the feature dimension for this
type of dataset, in addition to the six elements proposed by Professor Fanger (metabolism,
clothing thermal resistance, indoor temperature, relative humidity, radiation temperature
and wind speed), some individual indicators that may affect comfort, such as sex and skin
temperature, are included. However, comprehensive measures of the impact of personal
information, such as basic information, physiological indicators, psychological indicators,
and indoor and outdoor physical parameters, which affect individual comfort indicators,
on thermal comfort are still lacking.

(2) Consideration of material factors. Materials affect indoor environment comfort,
which has been confirmed in many papers [40]. For example, Ref. [41] hypothesized
that the introduction of nature into the built environment can improve users’ sense of
well-being, similar to that in the wooden environment. Refs. [42,43] Studies have shown
that the difference in the proportion of wood in the interior wall can lead to different
physiological responses of the occupants. It showed that surgical recovery patients have
different needs for pain medication in wooded versus non-wooded environments in health
care facilities [44,45]. It proposed that in the classroom environment, wood plays a positive
role in improving attention and reducing stress [46]. However, the effect of this material on
thermal comfort has not been mentioned in the existing thermal comfort models. Therefore,
it is very important to construct an appropriate model to study the effect of different
materials on thermal comfort.

(3) Design of the machine learning algorithm. At present, the algorithms used in
thermal comfort model research can be roughly divided into random forest (RF), neural
network (NN), support vector machine (SVM), K-nearest neighbor (KNN), gradient boost-
ing machine (GBM), decision tree (DT) algorithms, and other algorithms [47–49]. Although
these algorithms can obtain good performance in the learning process, they also have
the following limitations: (1) they easily fall into local minima, which affects the optimal
learning speed; and (2) it is difficult for the constructed model to have good interpretability.
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Therefore, the following factors are considered in this study: (1) Existing thermal
comfort models are based on the view of a single material. However, how to convert a
single view to an observational view based on two or more materials is explored. What
is the effect of the influence of multiple materials on human thermal comfort? (2) Unlike
the single view decision-making methods, how can we consider the impact of two or more
different types of materials on human thermal comfort to construct a thermal comfort
model? (3) The black-box phenomenon of the traditional neural network algorithm makes
it difficult to explain the meaning of the output of the middle layer and the output of the
system. How to construct a fuzzy classifier with good performance and high interpretability
is also one of the difficulties in this study.

Therefore, the research contribution of this study can be summarized as follows:
(1) Collection of datasets. To obtain relatively large and comprehensive training

samples and avoid differences in the thermal expectations of individuals of different ages
and climate zones, subjects of a specific age were selected for laboratory situations using
two materials in a given climate zone (the humid climate zone that is south of the north
subtropical zone is between 31◦43′12′′–32◦02′′ N and 120◦21′57′′–120◦52′′ E) to measure
the indoor physical environment and the physiological and psychological indicators of the
human body (see Section 4.1 for details).

(2) Model construction. The joint membership function from two views was con-
structed to take into account the effect of the characteristic information of different materials
on the thermal comfort of the human body. Additionally, the design of the feature mapping
space under the joint view not only preserves the feature information of the training sample
from a single view but also considers the impact of different materials on the individual’s
thermal comfort, thereby optimizing the entire training model.

(3) Regarding the interpretability of the model, fuzzy rules are proposed in the ther-
mal comfort model. The output of the rules and the output of the whole model have
good interpretability.

On this basis, an individual thermal comfort model is proposed in this paper based on
a TSK fuzzy classifier (TMV-TSK-FC) from the dual-material view. This paper is arranged
as follows. In the first section, the relevant research background, current situation, and
research content are introduced. In the second section, the basic knowledge of this study is
introduced, and in the third section, the construction of the model and its related proofs
are mainly described. In the fourth section, the experimental analysis is conducted and
discussed, and in the fifth section, this paper is summarized.

2. Introduction of Relevant Domain Knowledge

This study mainly involves the classical zero-order TSK fuzzy classifier and the ex-
treme learning machine (ELM), so they are briefly introduced in this section.

2.1. Classical Zero-Order TSK Fuzzy Classifier

The classical zero-order TSK fuzzy classifier [50] is one of the most commonly used
fuzzy classifiers, and its basic principle is as follows:

Let x = [x1, x2, . . . , xn]
T be the input vector. Each component xi is a fuzzy linguistic

variable, µAk
i
(xi)(i = 1, 2, . . . , n, k = 1, 2, . . . , K) is each component’s corresponding mem-

bership function, and Ak
i (k = 1, 2, . . . , K) is the input vector xi in the k fuzzy subsets under

three rules. Then, in the kth fuzzy rule, the output is yk. The expression is:

Rule k: If x1 is Ak
1 And x2 is Ak

2 And . . . xn is Ak
n, then yk = pk

0, k = 1, 2, . . . , K.

where Rule k represents the first k rule and is the fuzzy connection operator, K is the total
number of fuzzy rules, and pk

0 represents the first k output of the fuzzy rules.
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According to [51–53], after a series of processing on the input vector, the final output
of the TSK fuzzy classifier can be expressed as:

y0 =

K
∑

k=1
µk(x)pk

0

K
∑

k′=1
µk′(x)

=
K

∑
k=1

µ̃k(x)pk
0 =

K

∑
k=1

µk(x)pk
0 (1)

where the fuzzy membership function µk(x) can be written as:

µk(x) =
d

∏
i=1

µk
Ak

i
(xi) (2)

where the normalized fuzzy membership function µk′(x) can be written as:

µ̃k(x) =
µk(x)

K
∑

k′=1
µk′(x)

(3)

Under normal circumstances, we use the Gaussian fuzzy membership function as the
fuzzy membership function, and its expression is:

µAk
i
(xi) = exp(

−(xi − ck
i )

2

2δk
i

) (4)

Two of the parameters, ck
i and δk

i , can be calculated by using a clustering algorithm or
other methods [54].

2.2. ELM

Due to the outstanding advantages of the extreme learning machine (ELM), such
as fewer training parameters, fast learning speed, and strong generalization ability, its
theory and application have been extensively studied in the past decade [55,56]. In simple
terms, the ELM model is divided into two main stages: random feature mapping and linear
parameter solving.

According to the literature [57,58], the specific principle is summarized as follows.
The network structure of ELM mainly consists of three parts: the input layer, the

hidden layer, and the output layer.
Assume a given training set X= {xi, ti

∣∣xi ∈ RN , ti ∈ RL , i = 1, 2, 3, . . . , N}, where xi
represents the ith input sample, ti represents the ith label corresponding to each sample,
and the set refers to all the training data.

The hidden layer, which is the middle layer, is fully connected to the input layer. The
output of the hidden layer is H(x) = [h1(x), h2(x), . . . , hK(x)], where hk(x) is the output of
the kth rule layer. K is the number of nodes in the hidden layer hk(x) = g(wk, bk, x), where
g(wk, bk, x) is the activation function, wk and bk are the hidden layer node parameters. The
solution of the weight value w and the deviation b is complete.

The output of the single hidden layer feedforward neural network ELM is fK(x) =
K
∑

k=1
βkhk(x) = H(x)β, where β = [β1, β2, . . . , βK]

T is the output weight of the hidden layer

(K nodes) and the output layer (L nodes, L ≥ 1). We can evaluate the training error with
Hβ and sample label T by minimizing their square difference. The objective function
is min‖Hβ− T‖2,β ∈ RK∗L, that is, the weight (β) connecting the hidden layer and the
output layer is solved by minimizing the approximate square difference. The solution
that minimizes the objective function is the optimal solution. When the training error is
minimized, the output weight β is solved.
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The network structure of the ELM is shown in Figure 1.
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3. Our Model

In this study, we constructed an individual thermal comfort model that considers
the effects of two different materials on human comfort and combines information from
the different environments. With the constructed model, the mechanism of the impact of
different environmental factors on human thermal comfort was investigated. First, in this
study, the original dataset from environments with two different materials (a wooden envi-
ronment and a brick-concrete environment) was obtained under real laboratory conditions,
their information was then preprocessed, and the features were determined. Second, this
model was constructed by not only retaining the classification advantage of the training
samples from a single view, but also considering the impact of the characteristics of different
materials on an individual’s thermal comfort. The entire training model was optimized
based on this, which was a difficulty of this study.

3.1. Construction of the Membership Function under the Joint View

It may be impossible to accurately predict the impact of a certain environment on the
comfort of a human body from a certain view for the following reasons: the number of
sample features under a single material view for constructing a thermal comfort model is
small, and its importance is difficult to predict and express. Moreover, there is uncertainty
in the selection of features, and predictions are often one-sided and subjective. In this study,
information compensation from different views is used in the training feature preprocessing
stage to avoid the subjective influence of characteristics on individual thermal comfort
from a single material view; the model’s interpretability at the source training sample
level is also addressed. The fuzzy membership function can represent the decision-making
degree of the training features for different materials on the training results. However,
the degree of independent decision making can only reflect the feeling of comfort from a
single material view, and the impact of the feature information from two different views
on human comfort often cannot be fully considered. Therefore, it is necessary to jointly
consider two views and integrate the decision-making levels of different materials from
multiple views to construct a more reasonable individual comfort model.

First, we divide C equally spaced fuzzy partitions. Cluster center ar falls within one
of the determined partitions. In this study, a Gaussian membership function is used to
obtain the degree of membership. Set C = 7, ar ∈ ( r−1

7 , r
7 ), (r = 1, 2, . . . , 7), i.e., seven fuzzy

partitions, GMF1, GMF2, GMF3, GMF4, GMF5, GMF6, GMF7, to be equally spaced. The
linguistic definitions are ‘extremely low’, ‘very low’, ‘low’, ‘medium’, ‘high’, ‘very high’, and
‘extremely high’, respectively.
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Second, according to (2), the membership function of two independent views is solved
separately as uv1(xij) and uv2(x

′
ij
).

uv1(xij) = exp(−(xij − ar1)
2/2σ2

r ) (5)

uv2(x
′

ij
) = exp(−(x

′

ij
− a

′
r2
)

2
/2σ

′2
r ) (6)

where i= 1, 2, . . . , n; j= 1, 2, . . . , d; ar ∈ ( r−1
7 , r

7 ), r = 1, 2, . . . , 7.
Third, the membership functions of two separate views are fused in this study, and the

semantic partitions that best match the characteristics of each sample under two separate
views are selected. In other words, the values of the Gaussian membership function
under two separate views uv1−max(xij, r1) and uv2−max(xij, r2) and a maximum Gaussian
membership function value matrix for each feature µv1

.µv2
are selected. The membership

function value matrix under the joint view µv1 v2 is constructed, and its expression is

µv1
(i, j) =

C1

∏
r1=1

uv1−max
jr1

(xij) (7)

µv2
(i, j) =

C2

∏
r2=1

uv2−max
jr2

(x
′
ij) (8)

µv1 v2(i, j) =

√√√√ C1

∏
r1=1

uv1−max
jr1

(xij)·
C2

∏
r2=1

uv2−max
jr2

(x′ij) (9)

where i= 1, 2, . . . , N and j= 1, 2, . . . , D; C1 is the number of equally spaced fuzzy partitions
under the first view r1 = 1, 2, · · · , C1; and C2 is the number of equally spaced fuzzy
partitions under the second view r2 = 1, 2, · · · , C2.

3.2. Construction of the Decision Coefficient Matrix

The decision coefficient matrix is an important component for feature selection. To fully
consider the impact of information from two different material views on individual thermal
comfort, a method to construct a decision coefficient matrix under the joint view ϕv1v2 is
proposed in this study by comparing the important feature options under the two views.

When calculating the membership function using the joint view, the maximum mem-
bership function value matrix of each feature of the training sample under each independent
view µv1

and µv2
is obtained. In the feature domain, the effective feature that contributes

the most to information decision-making in each sample under two single views is obtained.
We consider the corresponding relationship between the effective training features under
two views; that is, when a certain feature is an effective feature for the two different materi-
als, we believe that the feature is effective in improving the classification performance of
the model. Then, we choose to retain this feature; otherwise, we discard this feature. For
example, from the view of two materials, the most effective feature of the same i sample
is the j-dimensional feature, which means that the maximum membership function value
of the j-dimensional feature (µv1

(i, j), µv2
(i, j)) is greater than other characteristics of the

sample. Then, we can indicate that the j-dimensional feature is the most important feature
in information decision-making under the two views, and we select this feature to construct
the decision coefficient matrix. As a result, we not only retain the characteristic information
of each sample under each single view but also integrate different characteristics of the two
materials, thereby optimizing the final decision-making effect.

As shown in Figure 2, the decision coefficient matrix under the first material view isϕv1 ,
andϕv1 is the matrix based on µv1

. The values of the obtained matrix are 0 or 1. The feature
with the maximum membership function value of each sample is marked as 1. The decision
coefficient matrixϕv2 of the second material view is constructed in a similar manner.
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Therefore, we combine the feature selection matrix under the joint view ϕv1v2 , which
is expressed as:

ϕv1v2 =

 ϕv1(1, 1)⊗ϕv2(1, 1) . . . ϕv1(1, K)⊗ϕv2(1, K)
...

. . .
...

ϕv1(D, 1)⊗ϕv2(D, 1) · · · ϕv1(D, K)⊗ϕv2(D, K)


D×K

(10)

where j= 1, 2, . . . , D, k= 1, 2, . . . , K, K is the number of rules, and ϕv1v2 is based on two
single view decision coefficient matricesϕv1 , ϕv2 . In other words, if the maximum value of
the membership function is the same feature to form the corresponding matrix, then it is
set to 1; otherwise, it is set to 0.

In [59], the decision coefficient matrix ϕ is a matrix for feature selection through
random partitioning and random combination, ensuring the interpretability of the fuzzy
rules in the hidden layer. In [60], information entropy is determined by the method of
information gain from 0 to 1 for each matrix, each element is assigned as a random initial
value, and then features are selected according to a certain ratio. These methods are
all effective methods for a single dataset. This study fully considers the advantages of
information supplementation and important features between the two views for the dual-
view classification task. Therefore, the two-view decision coefficient matrix constructed in
this study contains the characteristics of the source training samples from two views. This
is also one of the innovations of this study.

3.3. Output Rules

The expression of output rule W is:

W(i, k) =
D

∏
j=1
µ(i, j)·ϕ(j, k) (11)

where i= 1, 2, . . . , N; j= 1, 2, . . . , D; k= 1, 2, . . . , K.
The selection of features is very important when outputting rules. Different features

have different effects on the final classification performance. Therefore, the selection of
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important eigenvalues is critical. For each feature, the performance of the maximum
membership function value under two single views µv1

(i, j) and µv2
(i, j) and the maximum

membership function value under the joint view µv1 v2(i, j) is considered and compared.
The more advantageous maximum membership function value is selected for the fuzzy
rule calculation. This includes the following situations:

Situation 1: µv1
(i, j)>µv1 v2(i, j)>µv2

(i, j)
The maximum membership function value under the first view is chosen when using

the fuzzy rule calculation. For a certain feature, the value of the maximum membership
function under the first view is greater than the value of the membership function under the
joint view, and the value of the membership function under the joint view is greater than
the value of the maximum membership function under the second view. Therefore, this
feature can better reflect the comfort level of the individual from the first view, indicating
that the contribution of this feature to the final decision is relatively large under the first
view. The expression of output rules is as follows:

Wik =
D

∏
j=1
µv1

(i, j)·ϕv1v2(j, k) (12)

where i= 1, 2, . . . , N; j= 1, 2, . . . , D; k= 1, 2, . . . , K.
Situation 2: µv2

(i, j)>µv1 v2(i, j)>µv1
(i, j)

Similar to situation 1, if the maximum membership function value of a certain feature
from the second view is the largest and the feature performance is the best, then the maximum
membership function value of situation 2 is chosen. The expression of output rule is as follows:

Wik =
D

∏
j=1
µv2

(i, j)·ϕv1v2(j, k) (13)

where i= 1, 2, . . . , N; j= 1, 2, . . . , D; k= 1, 2, . . . , K.
Situation 3: µv1

(i, j)>µv1 v2(i, j) AND µv2
(i, j)>µv1 v2(i, j)

If the value of the maximum membership function of a certain feature from two
separate views is greater than the value of the membership function under the joint view,
the feature can better reflect the degree of comfort of the individual under the two separate
views. This indicates that for this feature, the two independent views have a relatively
large impact on the final decision. In this case, the average value of the two views is used
to calculate the fuzzy rule. The expression is described as follows:

Wik =
D

∏
j=1

µv1
(i, j) + µv2

(i, j)
2

×ϕv1v2(j, k) (14)

where i= 1, 2, . . . , N; j= 1, 2, . . . , D; k= 1, 2, . . . , K.
Situation 4: µv1

(i, j)<µv1 v2(i, j) AND µv2
(i, j)<µv1 v2(i, j)

If for a certain feature, the value of the membership function of the joint view is
greater than the value of the maximum membership function of two separate views, the
degree of comfort of the individual can be better determined through the joint view, since
the joint view is integrated after considering the factors of the two views. With superior
performance, the output rule can be expressed as:

Wik =
D

∏
j=1
µv1 v2(i, j)·ϕv1v2(j, k) (15)

where i= 1, 2, . . . , N; j= 1, 2, . . . , D; k= 1, 2, . . . , K.
Thus, for output rule W, we ensure the attributes of important features by selecting

the value corresponding to the most advantageous view, which is chosen through the
comparison of each membership function value. Effective information is also retained
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by the decision coefficient matrix ϕv1v2 under the joint view. Figure 3 shows the method
of decision coefficient matrix under the joint view. This method integrates the feature
information from two views, resulting in universal applicability for dual views, which is
one of the important innovations in this paper.
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3.4. The Algorithm

The algorithm adopted in the proposed model is shown in Algorithm 1, and Figure 4
shows the working flowchart of the TMV-TSK-FC model.
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Algorithm 1: Training Algorithm Of TMV-TSK-FC

Input: The training set Xv1 = [x1, x2, . . . , xN ]T , Xv2 = [x
′
1, x

′
2, . . . , x

′
N ]

T
;

The corresponding class label set T = (t1, t2, . . . , tN)T

Step 1: Compute the values of Gaussian membership functions
Step 1(a): Compute the values of Gaussian membership functions for each view

u = exp(−(xij − ak)
2/2σ2

k )
Step 1(b): Compute the maximum Gaussian membership functions for each view and the mix view

µv1
(i, j) =

C1

∏
r1=1

uv1−max
jr1

(xij)

µv2
(i, j) =

C2

∏
r2=1

uv2−max
jr2

(x
′

ij)

µv1 v2 (i, j) =

√
C1

∏
r1=1

uv1−max
jr1

(xij)·
C2

∏
r2=1

uv2−max
jr2

(x′ij)

Step2: Compute the projection matrix

ϕv1v2 =


ϕv1 (1, 1)⊗ϕv2 (1, 1) . . . ϕv1 (1, K)⊗ϕv2 (1, K)

...
. . .

...

ϕv1 (D, 1)⊗ϕv2 (D, 1) · · · ϕv1 (D, K)⊗ϕv2 (D, K)


D×K

Step 3:
For i← 1 to n
Choose optimized membership functions to compute the following value of the premise of each fuzzy rule

Wik =
D
∏
j=1
µv1 v2 (i, j)·ϕv1v2 (j, k)

Step 3(a): If µv1
(i, j)>µv1 v2 (i, j)>µv2

(i, j), Then Wik =
D
∏
j=1
µv1

(i, j)·ϕv1v2 (j, k)

Step 3(b): If µv2
(i, j)>µv1 v2 (i, j)>µv1

(i, j), Then Wik =
D
∏
j=1
µv2

(i, j)·ϕv1v2 (j, k)

Step 3(c): If µv1
(i, j)>µv1 v2 (i, j),µv2

(i, j)>µv1 v2 (i, j), Then Wik =
D
∏
j=1

µv1
(i,j)+µv2

(i,j)
2 ·ϕv1v2 (j, k)

Step 3(d): If µv1
(i, j)<µv1 v2 (i, j),µv2

(i, j)<µv1 v2 (i, j), Then Wik =
D
∏
j=1
µv1 v2 (i, j)·ϕv1v2 (j, k)

End For

Step 4: Construct a rule layer output matrix H
H = [w1, w2, . . . , wK ]

T
N×K

Output:
The prediction function of TMV-TSK-FC: Y = H·β

3.5. Time Complexity Analysis

The time complexity of the algorithm includes six parts: the construction of the
membership function under the joint view, the construction of the decision coefficient
matrix under the joint view, the output of the selection rule, the construction of the decision
coefficient matrix H under the joint view, the construction of matrix β and the result
output. The corresponding time complexities are O(7DK), O(DK), O(DK), O(7ND2K),
O(K3 + NK + NL), and O(NKL), respectively. According to the order of magnitude, the
final time complexity is O(7DK + 7ND2K + K3 + NKL). For the thermal comfort model,
the number of features and the number of rules are relatively small. When the test sample
N is large, the time complexity of the model can be simplified as follows: O(7ND2K). It
indicates a linear relationship with sample N and is part of a reasonable range.
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4. Experiment and Discussion
4.1. Experimental Setup

The dataset in this study was obtained by field research in the laboratory. The sampling
location was in Zhangjiagang City, which is located between latitudes 31◦43′12′′–32◦02′

and longitudes 120◦21′57′′–120◦52′, and the southern part has a tropical wet climate. All
subjects lived in Zhangjiagang City for one year or more and were fully adapted to the
local climatic conditions. The subjects were divided into two groups for data collection
in April 2020 and April 2021. The basic information of the subjects, including sampling
conditions, physical environment, physiological parameters, subjective perception, and
self-assessment were measured and analyzed statistically. The numbers of subjects in the
two groups were 48 and 109.

a. Experimental procedure

The subjects received 30 min of training before participating in the experiment to en-
sure that they were aware of how to perform physiological measurements. They were also
required to complete an experiment for approximately 160 min (30 min in the preparation
room, 60 min of sampling time in the first stage, 10 min of rest, and 60 min of sampling
time in the second stage). The experimental process was as follows. First, each subject
received the sampling information form in the preparation room; the basic information was
completed, and sampling conditions were collected. After sitting still for approximately
30 min, the subject entered experimental chamber 1 (stage 1). To adapt to this indoor
environment, the physiological parameters of the subjects and the physical parameters
of the indoor environment were simultaneously recorded by the staff; then, the subjects
completed the subjective perception and self-assessment evaluation forms. The staff re-
viewed this information to ensure correctness. Next, subjects left experimental chamber 1
for 10 min, during which time the staff thoroughly ventilated and cleaned this chamber.
Then, the subject entered experimental chamber 2 (stage 2). For minutes 100–130, reading
or online status was resumed; after minutes 130–160, the staff again recorded physiological
parameters, physical environment parameters, subjective perception, and self-assessment
evaluation forms. Once the tests in the two stages were completed and the inspection was
correct, the staff left the sampling room. To exclude the effect of the experimental sequence
on the feeling of comfort, the experimental cabins using material 1 and material 2 were
divided into Groups A and B for simultaneous experiments, respectively. Figure 5 shows
the experimental process.
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b. Characteristics and labels

According to [23–36], individual thermal comfort models constructed in the past
mostly collected information from indoor and outdoor physical environments and human
body responses as features information. The number of subjects surveyed was usually
limited, ranging from one to a few in these models because of the difficulties in recruiting
subjects, the long sampling period, etc. The limitation related to an insufficient number
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of surveyed subjects in previous models was overcome in this study by surveying a
larger number of subjects, and a comprehensive classification of the characteristics that
affect individual thermal comfort was conducted to obtain a more comprehensive data
sample. The selected features included six categories (i.e., basic information, sampling
conditions, physiological parameters, physical environment, environmental perception,
and self-assessment), which are summarized in Table 1.

Table 1. Selected features for the development of TMV-TSK-FC personal thermal comfort models.

Category Characteristics

Basic information Information such as gender, height, age, new city metabolism, clothing
thermal resistance, and BMI

Sampling conditions The weather of the day, the materials of the sampling chamber, the
opening and closing of the windows, etc.

Physiological parameters High pressure, low pressure, pulse, perspiration rate, and multipart
body surface temperature

Physical environment Indoor and outdoor air temperature, relative humidity, indoor surface
temperature, and black bulb temperature

Environmental awareness Subjective feelings such as environmental coldness and heat, comfort,
and expectation

Self-assessment Health, mood, performance, fatigue, etc.

Since the thermal sensation vote (TSV) is currently the most widely accepted stan-
dard in comfort studies, the thermal sensation of an individual is evaluated based on the
ASHRAE scale. The sample labels with individual thermal sensation vote values of −1, 0, 1
are defined as comfortable, and the sample labels with values less than −1 or greater than
1 are defined as uncomfortable, thereby achieving a binary classification task, as shown in
Figure 6.
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Figure 6. Schematic diagram of Thermal Sensation classification.

To obtain more valuable training samples during sample preprocessing, we tracked
the comfort feeling of the same subject in both experimental cabins. When the same subject
felt the same in both experimental cabins, we selected the sample. Otherwise, the training
sample was discarded. The processed datasets were grouped to obtain a sample on the
feeling of indoor environment comfort. Table 2 provides a detailed description of the two
experimental datasets. Seventy-five percent of the samples in each dataset were used for
training, and the remainder were used for testing.

Table 2. Dataset descriptions.

Groups Visual Angle No. of Selected Samples No. of Total Samples No. of Features No. of Classes

Data 1 *
Timber 27 48 23 2

Concrete 27 48 23 2

Data 2 *
Timber 76 109 34 2

Concrete 76 109 34 2

* Data 1 is the dataset collected in April 2020, and data 2 is the dataset collected in April 2021.

c. Parameter settings
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The main parameters of this experiment include the number of fuzzy rules K, number
of clustering centers C, and coefficient λ, which can be set manually in advance. The
detailed settings are shown in Table 3.

Table 3. Experimental parameter settings.

Parameter Value

Number of fuzzy rules K 55~60
Number of cluster centers C1C2 7

λ (0, 0.1)
η (0, 0.1)

4.2. Description of the Comparison Algorithm

In this study, we used the four classical optimization algorithms with DBN [61],
QI-TSK [60], and the KEEL software (KEEL can be downloaded from http:www.keel.
es/download.php (accessed on 30 March 2022)), as comparison algorithms to evaluate
and verify the rationality and superiority of the proposed model. Knowledge extraction
based on evolutionary learning (KEEL) is a machine learning software based on Java that
integrates a variety of classical algorithms and their corresponding optimization algorithms.
It mainly includes classification algorithms, regression algorithms, and semi-supervised
learning algorithms. The four classical optimization algorithms adopted are JADE-C, SADE-
C, GFS-ADABOOST-C, and GFS-MAXLOGITBOOST-C. Among the above algorithms, DBN
is the classic nonfuzzy machine learning algorithm, QI-TSK is the optimized TSK algorithm,
JADE-C and SADE-C are the classic nonfuzzy algorithms in the KEEL software, and GFS-
ADABOOST-C and GFS-MAXLOGITBOOST are the classic nonfuzzy algorithms in the
KEEL software. Therefore, the performance of the proposed model, TMV-TSK-FC, can be
comprehensively observed by comparison with the classical DBN algorithm, the optimized
TSK algorithm, and the classical fuzzy and nonfuzzy algorithms in the KEEL software.
The detailed algorithm descriptions are presented in Table 4. In addition, comparative
experiments were conducted in this study to investigate the rationality of optimization
measures such as the construction of membership functions and the construction of the
decision coefficient matrix from the fusion view.

Table 4. Algorithm descriptions.

Algorithms Main Descriptions of Compared Algorithms Main Descriptions of
TMV-TSK-FC

DBN
(1) Hierarchical structure with multiple hidden layers; only the
nodes of adjacent layers are connected.
(2) The process of feature learning has better feature expression.

(1) Dataset input: bi-view
information input.
(2) Feature selection and rule
output: By constructing a
membership function from a joint
view, comparing the size of its
membership value, select the
membership function value that
contributes the most to decision
making, so that the feature
information of the two views can be
effectively processed. Fusion, and
by constructing a decision
coefficient matrix, select the features
that are closely related to
information decision making for
rule output.
(3) Fuzzy rules: TMV-TSK-FC has
high usability and interpretability.

QI-TSK

(1) The basic building blocks of QI-TSK-fc (td > 1) are all composed
of optimized zero-order TSK fuzzy classifiers. Each base building
unit is aligned with the adjacent base building unit.
(2) Fuzzy rules and features have high interpretability.
(3) The algorithm does not need to iterate.

JADE-C (1) The optimal mutation strategy is randomly selected.
(2) Self-adaptive parameter control and control parameters.

SADE-C
For a single training set, there is no feature selection ability.
Influence the mutation strategy of the next generation according to
the success rate of the recorded mutation strategy.

GFS-ADABOOST-C
(1) Use a single training set to train different fuzzy classifiers.
(2) High classification performance, no feature filtering, but long
training time.

GFS-
MAXLOGITBOOST-C

(1) The loss function is derived by maximizing the log-likelihood
function.
(2) Optimize in a way similar to Newton iteration.

www.keel.es/download.php
www.keel.es/download.php
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4.3. Performance Evaluation

The learning algorithm proposed in this study is compared with the classical optimiza-
tion algorithms (JADE-C, SADE-C, GFS-ADABOOST-C, and GFS-MAXLOGITBOOST-C)
in the software. The membership function and the research method of constructing the
decision coefficient matrix from the view of fusion were compared and verified.

(1) Classification performance and generalization performance

According to Figure 7, the classification and generalization performance of TMV-TSK-
FC on the above two datasets are observed. Based on the training structure of the first
dataset, QI-TSK and GFS-ADABOOST-C have good training accuracies, and TMV-TSK-FC
is able to perform classification as well as the other algorithms. Based on the training
structure of the second dataset, which has a larger number of samples in the dataset, the
use of TMV-TSK-FC with the fusion of the two material views improves the classification
accuracy compared with the other algorithms. In addition, Figure 7 also shows that TMV-
TSK-FC has good generalization performance. Since TMV-TSK-FC effectively integrates
the feature information of two views and selects features relating closely to the information
decision for output rule, it has better generalization performance. It is worth noting that
the output of the TMV-TSK-FC training intermediate layer, the output of each fuzzy rule,
and the output of the final fuzzy classifier are all interpretable.

Appl. Sci. 2022, 12, x FOR PEER REVIEW 15 of 21 
 

(3) The algorithm does not need to iterate. membership function value that 
contributes the most to decision 
making, so that the feature infor-
mation of the two views can be 
effectively processed. Fusion, 
and by constructing a decision 
coefficient matrix, select the fea-
tures that are closely related to 
information decision making for 
rule output. 
(3) Fuzzy rules: TMV-TSK-FC 
has high usability and interpreta-
bility. 

JADE-C (1) The optimal mutation strategy is randomly selected. 
(2) Self-adaptive parameter control and control parameters. 

SADE-C 
For a single training set, there is no feature selection ability. 
Influence the mutation strategy of the next generation accord-
ing to the success rate of the recorded mutation strategy. 

GFS-ADABOOST-C 
(1) Use a single training set to train different fuzzy classifiers. 
(2) High classification performance, no feature filtering, but 
long training time. 

GFS-
MAXLOGITBOOST-
C 

(1) The loss function is derived by maximizing the log-likeli-
hood function. 
(2) Optimize in a way similar to Newton iteration. 

4.3. Performance Evaluation 
The learning algorithm proposed in this study is compared with the classical optimi-

zation algorithms (JADE-C, SADE-C, GFS-ADABOOST-C, and GFS-MAXLOGITBOOST-
C) in the software. The membership function and the research method of constructing the 
decision coefficient matrix from the view of fusion were compared and verified. 
(1) Classification performance and generalization performance 

According to Figure 7, the classification and generalization performance of TMV-
TSK-FC on the above two datasets are observed. Based on the training structure of the 
first dataset, QI-TSK and GFS-ADABOOST-C have good training accuracies, and TMV-
TSK-FC is able to perform classification as well as the other algorithms. Based on the train-
ing structure of the second dataset, which has a larger number of samples in the dataset, 
the use of TMV-TSK-FC with the fusion of the two material views improves the classifi-
cation accuracy compared with the other algorithms. In addition, Figure 7 also shows that 
TMV-TSK-FC has good generalization performance. Since TMV-TSK-FC effectively inte-
grates the feature information of two views and selects features relating closely to the in-
formation decision for output rule, it has better generalization performance. It is worth 
noting that the output of the TMV-TSK-FC training intermediate layer, the output of each 
fuzzy rule, and the output of the final fuzzy classifier are all interpretable. 

             

Figure 7. Comparison between TMV-TSK-FC and the other algorithms. 

  

Figure 7. Comparison between TMV-TSK-FC and the other algorithms.

(2) Optimization method for feature selection

Figure 8 shows the effect of TMV-TSK-FC on the classification and generalization
performance before and after feature selection optimization. First, the membership function
value of each feature under the optimized joint view is solved. The method used to obtain
the solution takes the arithmetic mean of the membership function value of the feature
from the two views based on the fuzzy center. From the view of classification accuracy, the
optimized method indeed provides TMV-TSK-FC with a better classification ability. This
advantage may be due to the selection of dominant features that have a large contribution
to decision-making under both views, which improves the performance of classification
and generalization.
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Figure 8. Comparison between TMV-TSK-FC and different feature optimization methods.

(3) The optimization method of the decision coefficient matrix

To further verify the rationality of the proposed method with respect to the construc-
tion of the decision coefficient matrix, a method of calculating the arithmetic mean of
the decision coefficient matrix under two single views is used in this study as a compari-
son method. The information gain method determines the information entropy, assigns
a random initial value from 0 to 1 to each element, and then randomly selects features
according to a ratio of 70%. The purpose of this study is to observe the impact of the
above two optimization methods on the classification and generalization performance.
According to Figure 9, the classification and generalization performance of TMV-TSK-FC
by constructing the decision coefficient matrix optimized in this paper is generally higher
than that of the average decision coefficient matrix. The experimental results show that the
method of optimizing the decision coefficient matrix proposed in this paper is reasonable.
Therefore, the decision coefficient matrix can be applied to retain the feature information
that contributes significantly to the decision under two views, by which means the inherent
information of the two independent views can be fully considered by the final decision. In
addition, the learning efficiency, classification, and generalization performance of the fuzzy
classifier can be improved.
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Table 5 shows the output of the first rule under the first view. The Gaussian mem-
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ample, the cluster center points of the Gaussian fuzzy membership functions of each fea-
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4.4. Semantic Interpretability Analysis

To prove the good semantic interpretation ability of the proposed TMV-TSK-FC classi-
fication model, semantic interpretation is performed on fuzzy rules and the model output
from two views. Taking the first fuzzy rule in each view as an example, the parameters
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before and after each rule and the Gaussian membership function are given. Three sample
points are randomly selected to represent the merging process of the two fuzzy rules. Ta-
ble 5 shows the parameters of the context and the Gaussian membership function. Figure 10
shows the interpretability of the feature selections and outputs of the fuzzy rules.

Table 5. Antecedent and consequent parameters and the Gaussian membership function.

Sample1 Feature 1 Feature 2 Feature 3 ... p1
0

Rule1 in view1 e−
1
2 (

x−0.1032
0.1314 )

2

e−
1
2 (

x−0.1866
0.0589 )

2

e−
1
2 (

x−0.3804
−2.0578 )

2
. . . 0.7236

Rule1 in view2 e−
1
2 (

x−0.0454
−1.4152 )

2

e−
1
2 (

x−0.2045
−0.1759 )

2

e−
1
2 (

x−0.3110
0.2101 )

2
... 0.2489
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Table 5 shows the output of the first rule under the first view. The Gaussian member-
ship function distribution is used for fuzzy division. Taking the first sample as an example,
the cluster center points of the Gaussian fuzzy membership functions of each feature are
randomly located in seven partitions, the center point of feature 1 is 0.1032, and the center
point of feature 2 is 0.1866.... Then, the membership function value is generated, and the
rule output p1

0 is 0.7236.
Figure 10 shows the process of feature selection, decision coefficient matrix generation,

rule generation, and the final output of the three sample points under the first rule. Taking
the 17th sample as an example, its maximum membership function value is 0.9995 under
the second view, so this membership function value is selected. The maximum membership
function value of sample 17 under the first view appears at the position of the 20th feature,
whereas it is the fifth feature under the second view; therefore, they are not the same feature,
and So its decision coefficient matrix output is 0. It was inferred to belong to the first class
since its output value of the first category is much larger than that of the second category.

5. Conclusions

In this study, an individual thermal comfort model, TMV-TSK-FC, was developed and
applied to observe the effects of two materials on an individual’s thermal comfort based on
the TSK fuzzy classification theory and the ELM extreme learning machine theory.

In constructing the model, decision-making levels from two different views were
fused to reflect the inherent characteristic information of each sample in a more reasonable
manner and improve the classification performance of the model. The decision-making
level strategy under construction of the joint view was adopted for feature selection so
that TMV-TSK-FC can not only satisfy the interpretability but also share the feature in-
formation under two views. In this study, we also adopted the method of constructing
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the decision coefficient matrix under the joint view to determine the view with good
decision-making ability, which is based on whether the maximum decision-making de-
gree values of the two views correspond to the same training feature. Compared with
several traditional non-fuzzy classifiers (i.e., DBN, JADE-C, SADE-C, GFS-ADABOOST-C,
and GFS-MAXLOGITBOOST-C), the experimental results indicated that the proposed
TMV-TSK-FC showed good classification performance and generalization performance.
Compared with several related state-of-the-art single view fuzzy classifier (i.e., classical
0-order TSK fuzzy system and QI-TSK-FC), the training accuracies (testing accuracies) of
TMV-TSK-FC are improved by 3–11% (2–9%). In addition, the experiments also proved
good interpretability of TMV-TSK-FC. Facing more practical scenarios, future work should
discuss how to quickly obtain the hyperparameter combination and expand the two views
for multi-view learning or multi-task learning.

Author Contributions: Z.X. designed and conducted the experimental program. W.L., Z.H., and T.Z.
gave many suggestions about the experiment and helped solve the testing problems. Y.Z., W.Y., and
F.J. assisted in pouring the concrete. All authors assisted in the analysis. All authors have read and
agreed to the published version of the manuscript.

Funding: This research was funded by the National Key Research and Development Program of
China (No.2017YFC0703506), the National Natural Science Foundation of Jiangsu, China, under
Grant BK20191200, the Natural Science Foundation of Jiangsu Universities, China, under Grant
19JKD520003, the Jiangsu Graduate Scientific Research Innovation Project under Grant KYCX21_3506
and KYCX22_3825, and the Natural Science Foundation of the Jiangsu Higher Education Institutions
of China (20KJB560021).

Institutional Review Board Statement: Not applicable.

Informed Consent Statement: Not applicable.

Data Availability Statement: All data generated or analyzed in this research were included in this
published article. Additionally, readers can access all data used to support conclusions of the current
study from the corresponding author upon request.

Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare no conflict of interest.

References
1. Zhang, J. Integrating IAQ control strategies to reduce the risk of asymptomatic SARS-CoV-2 infections in classrooms and open

plan offices. Sci. Technol. Built. Environ. 2020, 26, 1013–1018. [CrossRef]
2. Tham, K.W.; Willem, H.C. Room air temperature affects occupants’ physiology, perceptions and mental alertness. Build. Environ.

2010, 45, 40–44. [CrossRef]
3. Zhang, F.; de Dear, R.; Candido, C. Thermal comfort during temperature cycles induced by direct load control strategies of peak

electricity demand management. Build. Environ. 2016, 103, 9–20. [CrossRef]
4. Wargocki, P.; Wyon, D.P.; Sundell, J.; Clausen, G.; Fanger, P.O. The effects of outdoor air supply rate in an office on perceived air

quality, sick building syndrome (SBS) symptoms and productivity. Indoor Air 2000, 10, 222–236. [CrossRef]
5. Wyon, D.P. The effects of indoor air quality on performance and productivity. Indoor Air 2004, 14, 92–101. [CrossRef]
6. Fisk, W.J.; Rosenfeld, A.H. Estimates of improved productivity and health from better indoor environments. Indoor Air 1997, 7,

158–172. [CrossRef]
7. Allen, J.G.; Macnaughton, P.; Laurent, J.G.C.; Flanigan, S.S.; Eitland, E.S.; Spengler, J.D. Green buildings and health. Curr. Environ.

Health Rep. 2015, 2, 250–258. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
8. Klepeis, N.E.; Nelson, W.C.; Ott, W.R.; Robinson, J.P.; Tsang, A.M.; Switzer, P.; Behar, J.V.; Hern, S.C.; Engelmann, W.H. The

national human activity pattern survey (NHAPS): A resource for assessing exposure to environmental pollutants. J. Expo. Anal.
Environ. Epidemiol. 2001, 11, 231–252. [CrossRef]

9. Fanger, P.O. Thermal comfort analysis and applications in environmental engineering. In Thermal Comfort Analysis and Applications
in Environmental Engineering; McGraw-Hill: New York, NY, USA, 1970.

10. Yang, B.; Li, X.; Liu, Y.; Chen, L.; Guo, R.; Wang, F.; Yan, K. Comparison of models for predicting winter individual thermal
comfort based on machine learning algorithms. Build. Environ. 2022, 215, 108970. [CrossRef]

11. Wang, Z.; de Dear, R.; Luo, M.; Lin, B.; He, Y.; Ghahramani, A.; Zhu, Y. Individual difference in thermal comfort: A literature
review. Build. Environ. 2018, 138, 181–193. [CrossRef]

http://doi.org/10.1080/23744731.2020.1794499
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.buildenv.2009.04.002
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.buildenv.2016.03.020
http://doi.org/10.1034/j.1600-0668.2000.010004222.x
http://doi.org/10.1111/j.1600-0668.2004.00278.x
http://doi.org/10.1111/j.1600-0668.1997.t01-1-00002.x
http://doi.org/10.1007/s40572-015-0063-y
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26231502
http://doi.org/10.1038/sj.jea.7500165
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.buildenv.2022.108970
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.buildenv.2018.04.040


Appl. Sci. 2022, 12, 11700 18 of 19

12. Yang, B.; Li, X.; Hou, Y.; Meier, A.; Cheng, X.; Choi, J.; Wang, F.; Wang, H.; Wagner, A.; Yan, D.; et al. Non-invasive (non-contact)
measurements of human thermal physiology signals and thermal comfort/discomfort poses—A review. Energy Build. 2020, 224,
110261. [CrossRef]

13. Cheung, T.; Schiavon, S.; Parkinson, T.; Li, P.; Brager, G. Analysis of the accuracy on PMV—PPD model using the ASHRAE Global
Thermal Comfort Database II. Build. Environ. 2019, 153, 205–217. [CrossRef]

14. De Dear, R.J.; Brager, G.S. Developing an adaptive model of thermal comfort and preference. ASHRAE Trans. 1998, 104, 145–167.
15. Zhou, X.; Xu, L.; Zhang, J.; Niu, B.; Luo, M.; Zhou, G.; Zhang, X. Data-driven thermal comfort model via support vector machine

algorithms: Insights from ASHRAE RP-884 database. Energy Build. 2020, 211, 109795. [CrossRef]
16. Rupp, R.F.; de Dear, R.; Ghisi, E. Field study of mixed-mode office buildings in Southern Brazil using an adaptive thermal comfort

framework. Energy Build. 2018, 158, 1475–1486. [CrossRef]
17. Luo, M.; Cao, B.; Damiens, J.; Lin, B.; Zhu, Y. Evaluating thermal comfort in mixed-mode buildings: A field study in a subtropical

climate. Build. Environ. 2015, 88, 46–54. [CrossRef]
18. Zhang, R.; Liu, D.; Shi, L. Thermal-comfort optimization design method for semi-outdoor stadium using machine learning. Build.

Environ. 2022, 215, 108890. [CrossRef]
19. Irshad, K.; Habib, K.; Kareem, M.W.; Basrawi, F.; Saha, B.B. Evaluation of thermal comfort in a test room equipped with a

photovoltaic assisted thermo-electric air duct cooling system. Int. J. Hydrogen Energy 2017, 42, 26956–26972. [CrossRef]
20. Irshad, K.; Algarni, S.; Jamil, B.; Ahmad, M.T.; Khan, M.A. Effect of gender difference on sleeping comfort and building energy

utilization: Field study on test chamber with thermoelectric air-cooling system. Build. Environ. 2019, 152, 214–227. [CrossRef]
21. Megri, A.C.; El Naqa, I. Prediction of the thermal comfort indices using improved support vector machine classifiers and nonlinear

kernel functions. Indoor Built Environ. 2016, 25, 6–16. [CrossRef]
22. Choi, J.; Yeom, D. Study of data-driven thermal sensation prediction model as a function of local body skin temperatures in a

built environment. Build. Environ. 2017, 121, 130–147. [CrossRef]
23. Li, D.; Menassa, C.C.; Kamat, V.R. Personalized human comfort in indoor building environments under diverse conditioning

modes. Build. Environ. 2017, 126, 304–317. [CrossRef]
24. Chaudhuri, T.; Zhai, D.; Soh, Y.C.; Li, H.; Xie, L. Random forest based thermal comfort prediction from gender-specific

physiological parameters using wearable sensing technology. Energy Build. 2018, 166, 391–406. [CrossRef]
25. Salehi, B.; Ghanbaran, A.H.; Maerefat, M. Intelligent models to predict the indoor thermal sensation and thermal demand in

steady state based on occupants’ skin temperature. Build. Environ. 2020, 169, 106579. [CrossRef]
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