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ABSTRACT

This study investigates the impact of daylight on student performance. It involved
selecting a number of higher education buildings and dividing the students into two
groups of spaces, one with daylight and the other with artificial light only. Students
were assigned to perform a set of tasks, both in January and May. The results were
compared to determine the extent to which they were affected by lighting source. The
results showed that the percentages of student excellence were higher when
daylighting was utilized, and the percentages of failure were lower, compared to
artificial lighting. In addition, the percentages of excellence were higher in May, when
plenty of daylight is available, compared to January. The results of the statistical test

were statistically significant for both the percentages of excellence and failure. This

emphasizes that daylight has a positive impact on student performance.

KEYWORDS: Daylight, Students' academic performance, educational spaces, Higher

education buildings.

B band) aledd] Ala Al o — dlal) asdeil Hsa A DUl id ) o0 o Al Bolay) il

1.3_,4‘ )l‘ ..\:.-»“ Nl 13;3{}.2“ A'h\) 'yd:ll\‘uf' rlg.)_,ua C)Lo v 1‘2'13)L9 .A:.—u“ 3")»

e 3l 11884 i Ao Yl A Rl 1K 3 ls !
o <5 iy S, Tl S 55 s el o ?
e Al Gy 318 Raslr i) A7 Bl Laaselly 51 33
marwa_emara@azhar.edu.eg : ‘ﬁA':)“ Colll QJj{:M sy

826 JAUES, 19, 71, 2024


mailto:marwa_emara@azhar.edu.eg
mailto:marwa_emara@azhar.edu.eg

DAYLIGHTING IMPACT ON STUDENT ACADEMIC PERFORMACE IN HIGHER EDUCATION BUILDINGS -THE
CASE OF ARCHITECTURE DEPARTMENT

sl

Lol 1) Jo Syl dlis Ll Sy gy Ml oy o SR e sy coMall ol o Donlall 5Ll gl dalys i Al 38 )00 0l
s el e se ) Sl ey el plaall O S1sh B LA RIS B ol e e sl sy Bl ste Al DN e A 3 Je
DA G ol s ol S S gl el 5531y el gl i Lot Bl S e ey o VAl 35 el G e st
Qe g Pl el sl Ol Sl Ul (s o Ll el ool L 215 sio) ¢ ey ey il (08 IV oy e ) Jo a8 Sl il
s el Ml elol (3 gl o of 21l gl panally sl o2 e A (sdse S5 e il g plaad) 4 o el £ ey oS e
dnnl) 5 LoW) 3y o plo e 3 el ML ST 3 gl o o L ) bty bl Lol Ol Blis (51 ) oy Ronal) LY 3
e el 5LVl Sl 530 Gl ) 1) st by (3l Vly gl o o ST sl A Sl Ml L 2 e By i e e - S
VOV 1T WS B PR F S SRR IS
Sl ) o ) YL Ml ) 51 ) 3o 1 bl T

Loual)

i) A 3 5 B 05 el ]l it S ([1] el 5l 00 (sl Lo Calall i Lo 1l Sl &l ll Joss
o e LAl oo B e T Cladl ot i Sy il spd B el el 2y 52 o Jlsd) 3 381 o ([2] olelall B sl
[3] casadl, & Byl demya 833

By ey 3 S S0 Al al ol sl S e gl ASalo ll amtlial T S5 A3 U Aagdl) (sl oY) L Jgud ¥ pedal) e5dl 35255
oA Slye ) ppsaadl Al o epall g Ll i) pmy 82U 2] e b, Lol Lol e s oy o ol £ 13) Dol e S
Tl o 5y, o W [4] el Zs] 50 30 Jolyall A1 sl g el oyl o STy A Belis (3 el o Sl e i) S Lo
AR sl «puaisad) o Uy Al oM Slbodly Sl e 5673 ol 48,1

coalald Golall B2l ) Jane (3 5215 29y o ST dal) (gl 5l Rondall 5ulod) s o) Sl GSlas (s 8T LAl o sl 3
571 5lod) o g5 139 ol omis 3] 28l < QU sl ¥l ol ol sy Bomall e 5130 sl ity

(9] ot SN (3 Do) 8 Joy ([8] )yl 515 Ml o1 5 (e o 755 Lol gy 5L 5 0 DL o el Sy
(1] glall & palall drls) Jame (o 5 ([10] diomall Ble ) 3l s clisiladl e g0 30 By 3l o oty

el e 3 & 5B et ol Aot o) Lo cppessll A ] Jase e Landal) 5L lad) e ) [5] labll o) o)l S
5ol SIS, ol ) plassead ey o iy e an 5% o 38 Rl 3315 o a5l3) ST (silly ciia 3oLl sy g s e S F S (LS
e ddall 3oV Lo g s snad ¢ silly sasl) SLY b sl (oG ol Al s ssy ¢ 1S a5l o 28% - 25% (e Ao 2l 2k Jle
0B 3l e ks 1060 30 AT A Al Joxah pet ol sl Ul 98 18766% o e S o) gl Bl s ) il oy
LI sl o) 3 ol S8 oY bl Al derls] Jne Ll ooy c o) (3 ellas W Jane 2 187 duled 1000 5 48 pasend 67 sl 235
ol AL B Aol (3 16% Ay 33l 352 Jo ST 8 811 o ol i o) e ST e sl

cadly byl 2y Slablie SN (3 puld) ) QU caall e OVl s Sl s Ld 7 Loy A Zop [12] et Al 3,
sy el gl o 5 ST o sk S Al Sl St SV ol el gl g e 3 Gl LAY ALl 2 Al o oS
Ryl Ll gl o5l o S 5ol 15 Gl Sl o Bl oy 5ol plo IO 56l B5le (3269 Aty <ozl 35le (3 20% ddy ol s Junn
%)l Aapdall 5loMl e S8 ¥ M Al Jpaill 3 Nl )l sole (313% (ool i sole (3 9% A del ey g s lasly Y5 ) J2
Labo seliall Syl (3 oMl il g 5, s (7% dnde Sl Slorys 5l 35S asdl ) Al s o (3 - 31 diadal) 56l s gt 3 ol
Aals K73 Slorll Jane 3 3NN ) Zalgl Sl ol Gt Bkl 3 kel cpiall ) 500 3 NN G el 5l o 8 Y1 gl e

Bl e il g L SbLS 3 Ldls Rl ) ST o) oo W el 3 a1 Sless 15T 3 ol [13] Sl s el
Goo g ey B B Bl 5m oo 8] s oy 3y (bl Koatetd) SVl Ll o DU o I 0 L2 120 s cioludlly Aonlal
Bl Ll 5ela¥l 0I5 3l 3 g2l e 25 3 13T e s ble ol e LT g el oSl o Al by cAslasid) &l s sl
Asluall sloYl wls G Al

ol Tate e ) Jodll Dlelp oo ¢ Comr AU R g0 oy oot assiad ) olsT o il gl g s ¢ [14] Sl e 3
o & Bl ST 2 Gy S8 Y a1 Ui S ey cnbsl) 0 285 3 cielially dunedall 5ol o Bl g S5 e e 90 - 40 o
Sl Gl SN, LW bl gy i) Gl 5:LoY) (s (2l

827 JAUES, 19, 71, 2024



DAYLIGHTING IMPACT ON STUDENT ACADEMIC PERFORMACE IN HIGHER EDUCATION BUILDINGS -THE
CASE OF ARCHITECTURE DEPARTMENT

Ll o gl 2
el phase) o il ) e G Chadl (3 B Al e gy A SV 3 Bl ol e e - plelly pdd Lo bl
pie ol e &LML 1 aalall 5.8 et 1) ool Al 5o Y1 iy Ralial ks STy ([15] @llall IVl at O Al LYl e &gl V1 1 dakall
I Bl Al GLU 3 5l plasnly 58l aley [16] ol Bl syw G s Lol sl Ly GLLL (3 dndall 50 e slaeY! s ddle
39 e Boandal) 3 LoY gl s IV e b W 3 AL Sl i el ciadly Bl oy cpemasenadl el Lo Ul e cRomndal) 3L plassly diledl
oo Ol gyl s 3 el Jney (A8 e Al 2 DAL Landall 3oL utr.xﬂy o Bl el ] Bag o Ayl VLA sl Oall ol
SV L) (o5 adey 51 48
aoMall ol o5 g e sl Andall 5:loW) o5 -
oMall el oo e ety G dncdal) 5 loW) Slgrs SN gy -
Lyl dove 2
o) o 8 G il SN 3 a1 £l iy L U5 e s st Ml ) el ¥ o el gl s ¢
o Zindal) 50lod) Ol oo Sglis oo 20222021 el ll ol (le) el (i) ol b 3 sy ((gll) elasidly B3l Sloodly (5)lall peadll)
A paad iy cslally doxelal) 3oY o 5 50) bl selod) Gy b o Sl Dl IV e pedl Ml (e s ) oSkl pis 3, [17] sles,
2 e Je B3l U, Sl 2l o ¢ ey dslidll slodl Oy b o DLW T Gl dogedly (L dnall 5lo)) e (6 Tslee aa el
Ml gl oY) o dndall LY
Sl M) se o ¢ sl by LA Slaslye spaod Lilase 5yl ;\f\ g" ooy bl SV LY plas piog (3 Al Slohas el
LA 3 ppaasadl il Ton dliacl e dop Aasly OV £l o Ty el LW el e 3 Al ) S AN SIS o s 2l
Al °°L9>” Sl psdle U\?Y Edl o Bae ol ly Fllloda By el Al

Tl s sl lee 21

G ety Al SV LY ol e e 3l £ Al £ end
AU Ol a5y Ll Syl Apied 8,081 B Js 2l Jo G s o -
) by Sl 22 ol (A 30 e i Y el ot ) Vo o 5y )l b Gl i o
e Dot ey S 3 S, W2 b e Vo 3y -
A g aY Sl K)ge Ml Dilaal) Sloglally SELY 35 -
W el Vs 2250 59 el Wl 12 ploimy e ! @ oMl 5, S salall o glay <o B s 3051 &8 g8 £

oﬁ\.&i\ u)ua“.2.2

Jo..uj M\J.\!\a.\n&;w{u\uwu\nwdw@iﬁu chécoj[r
e 22 )17 oo el do U 3 LI S

lall t\.a do g5 ol oS dewis 452 Ko 550y g T

adlay Ml g gl e g3 Y o ey = Lot I -

bl 3ol od) s Sl 2l s Fislis seloly B B s e S o eyl el B 3 LW el Jo M Tl -
S e e Sl e sl k) Je o -

FUAN 15 5okl Ol gy 3252 T ST o) o a8 0 G5 LS o)) -

o) 23
18] Bl ol Sl 3% i s &L, R Fatnal) Dail Ao ol goy oS Askas s (Sl M e 2 ¢
z%p(1-p)
= —dz Eq‘ (1)

) 0
0.05 448 81, ae 35kl S sl W i d
1.96 (55l 315 0.05 75l sl 4ty 95% i) (g Al &y lall o ) 22
05 gs Sy %) BS" Sk 3, o) L p

828 JAUES, 19, 71, 2024



DAYLIGHTING IMPACT ON STUDENT ACADEMIC PERFORMACE IN HIGHER EDUCATION BUILDINGS -THE
CASE OF ARCHITECTURE DEPARTMENT

Al des 2 Old oY adiin
£ Ll 446 oS)lall O e S co3ld 2 Lo sy Elee 385 oo S Y of e Ll deall Y1 ) sy Aol s 3 gl iy
L 402 (S nll Gl sl g adey Z B o 155 01 (s 502 Bl sgr sy el Aol 3l el Bl sl lan st padd L 44 S
g 3 e 5o S B le 1446 ] SELall 552 Jad il ) ) e s 3 S e 36 e sy KT
A K e Jslod) gy, oSl Ml ol 1 Jpser

Ji sl gyt Ol s A 35 ol g ALl Al AL
” 56 - ’“ E
37 112 }LA L s
-~ 37 - ’“ 2o
74 2l j@.u i
; s
192 igleo
” 36 e 4o
36 2l e
il 58 i 41 4ls
378 8 B J‘“ s
1 68 s 324ls
102 e Jg,ﬂ "
e 58 S 7,6 o
504 116 sl )e.ﬂ oo
1% 68 o 85 il
136 b 43
750 (54.5%) 219 ke
696 (45.5%) 183 iebo e
1446 402 e

SN S, Lsbas Yl il las12.3
G il ) Bl O AL 5 Ml U8 i Bl Kl AN 3gmy Alys @ T-Test s plasualy oSl o ) Gl 1) 0
i e o gl dd o Lol il 5l b e S dalas) A3 2mp Ao b e L) o5 STl ) iy Ll
B Gy ol sy gl Zadd i) Ao sy Ve Hg
Bl Ay ol ety < i) Ald Elia) A sy s g
23 65 «Chi-Squared Test jla) plussl (Aslual) 5:lodly ol s:lo)) 5LoMl gy Jolay Aol 8l SV Ve (0 Bl £ 187
1 dslual) seloly i) slod) o N phasuasd WMl 4o e Ly
Gosluall 3eloY), Aok 5ol e AN sy V2 H g
dsluall 5eloY),y Aok 5LoYl e AVl ey : g
A¥s Jaw sdl Correlation Analysis Lls¥! L\ sliseal L)) ode bl Internal consistency Jolll glidl gas e Ll Lol ¢
o AISG] ) e & (P <0.05 38713 cdoloall slodly dakd slodl e S0y b o (3l davgie «398) oMl ) Sl a3y o Al
(P ABlall Lob oy s oy 5 ;;sb/.é\;ﬂ\
Qb\fﬁ\gjmkﬁ}l:HO

DU ao e s Hy

Lyl eVe3
daV a3
garill CyedB.11
el ) Bl 1 K 2 (Sl J2 33 A ) S 2 e 22

829 JAUES, 19, 71, 2024



DAYLIGHTING IMPACT ON STUDENT ACADEMIC PERFORMACE IN HIGHER EDUCATION BUILDINGS -THE
CASE OF ARCHITECTURE DEPARTMENT

Ll s 2ol UL 2 Sy

L3Sl Lnzgl) Bl 55! gas 7l el
sy dsle — o, gl By
gt
3122 °E,29.95 °N
dhis oy 3 lao Bl o Blyd 4 s oA ) Biene Ll oyl

355 wim® by | Jacuugte) - 20 - guatll lasi¥l
533 w/mZ:}\a (djc“ d‘?}“

Jlayl :\:l&\;)a\;aq.x?}yj‘ﬁOX?,O a:LJ\é..JJa,_.mkﬁ.U ‘;‘—L\‘K-‘»
poh o e BISERSRY Crpre NS @\Me

by B U Tolas 7900 Lo %1200 ol Jo ol g

Al doLowe
dpass Gl %300, >
ANl o] 3 a1 e Sl ) M amy
Ay plw Ll YT 2l L gde J8\g D4z g 871G s izl dsles
L7 e Lo p by S Agne 33l 59 AN s ol 2

Jizajrigh Institute
Engineering &

asnall ) g2l 5 agan 535 (Aadl 3 30ad) g dlal) @i sall 1 JS
Lyl OGN Cioy 3.1.2
a5 s By (3 K2) Slall 7ol pomag ¥ Slellas o STl Aldarns Dot e 3l L B8l (o ) VLo, ) @Y1 Ll 2 S #a
ol g e Sl B s o s s lang i 2 S0y 51 s 5T Bl ol ) 3l o el lblas (51 51 ¢ Wl o bl
Lty DoV 3 Rasseed) daadl e e o ] BYL (o) o 287y 8 o ALl At Gt oy o) i L 5oY) Oy

3 8 Py kel dimii By 3l L aladly plalll s s ) Reasiad) ol T ST a1 sia o auSell dasW e FU 2 s 3 el Y,

830 JAUES, 19, 71, 2024


https://tools.wmflabs.org/geohack/geohack.php?language=ar&pagename=%D8%A3%D8%A8%D9%88_%D8%A7%D9%84%D9%86%D9%85%D8%B1%D8%B3&params=29.953883_N_31.221701_E_

=

DAYLIGHTING IMPACT ON STUDENT ACADEMIC PERFORMACE IN HIGHER EDUCATION BUILDINGS -THE
CASE OF ARCHITECTURE DEPARTMENT

iy (Dypall 515l Jie e (55 Va1 Lalbly s Lol 4 sy ¥ i Y1 Lailly  glas 26 (3l oy gDl £ Sl Lisld
ol Cass 3 S b, e b plasl £y sl Cinnl s Yy ooV 2l oo Dl ¢
0255 ¢ 125 oy 7ol A Sl b Sy JolS0L LA oo e e ST s 120 i g eloas 3550 bl UL s ¢

Hall3 133m2 H i Hall4 133m2

Hall2 177m2

Ll pall SYLe aed Alals jgea s (Y Aol pall AT 38 Lol 2 S

| | ==l
"

e oo Jols clolosdl ol 3 S
g ol L B U5 s e Y g8 50lel g Lo gy o VS e 5 ks A SAilo] janaf ()53 Rudleze e 5alil BN 5, SbLaS)
o W (4 K2) 207 s 5oy 8 seli] 505 25 e (55 2 Aoy (20 7.3 Jais 5oy B il 00527 o 1 o llo s A ) ol
Wl p 2 jtis Jaall o o 5001 (e gy S LA Jls Bt I 7eslill o g L Sl (5 USC8) 25 8.3 oluan s 5L 5y 16 e (555 3.4
sl U8 5slodl Ol G e o S Lall g & STy cllasy sl sl $LAL U5 Beladl Slgre o3 0 4 ssladl Do) &y Gloo S 2
9675 lawgll 3 Cal Loy 4d o il Gl s

—]
T
T H
b ————m————— ﬂlv%— 2—r
D — — ‘
— — — — —
— ] f—— — ——| L - g
= — [0 — ——— H
2 7
L = Y =] v = g =

/
|

r

|
1

43 4o Jobs 5la)) Sl 35 5 K 21 dlo Jols slo¥l iy 55 4 K

831 JAUES, 19, 71, 2024



DAYLIGHTING IMPACT ON STUDENT ACADEMIC PERFORMACE IN HIGHER EDUCATION BUILDINGS -THE

CASE OF ARCHITECTURE DEPARTMENT

Sl Jols ol Ky Slaslss .3 Jader

Sloual) C“““
2] A ol 4 e, 26 % deolud) 9
ol s ol
) Gl ) % olue Sl FY"s ek Slovill (p WY €
g ol | 1 d ¢
pds b 4
3.65 2.8 x1.3 8 1
g Dl 3
15.4 % 30.5 Sl 9 14l
G s ded 1 (19.8x10)
13 1x1.3 1 200
Jle dous 1
o Je 4
3.65 2.8 x1.3 7 1
S e dod 2
15.2 % 26.9 Slovd 8 177 (20.8x8.5) 2 Yo
PRy e 1
13 1x1.3 1 208
Jle dous 1
B wye Do 3 8.2 % 10.9 3.65 2.8 x1.3 3 1 Sl 3 133 (13.3x10) 3 dle
G oy Db 3 82 % 10.9 3.65 28x13 3 1 Sl 3 133 (13.3x10) 43lo
e 3.2

o 2k iy el 3,21

Grll Pl 351116 JS8 22 1S ill) Jo 2 A ) S 4 Sy 22

Al s 2ol L A Jpoer

i) g 2000 2069 gartll e
b s e
(30.07 °E, 31.23 °N ) 3,2l dasle —oalal) &y o é,m
(2bea by Jasme oo Ol o) Slgadd a2 e olall s 1 il o ol
P | L)
488 w/mzzjhl t g
D] e ety
849 w/m* ylo
(s
Bl Sl ag 515 5o o 55y < 48 sy 2 31 e S K ol st g
el 555,500 15503 5 0ol 5 e 95y P 150 dolus Rl 5L, '
2¢ 1500 Zoluws o 1 g el Aol
Gaa¥ly el epidll GV e grean Lo )y 32 alE) 3 Al e oY) a2
ARV
AN fans (3 it
Ll alise ) & 1y oK da by 487y 2| Ao 33)g 352 AN 5
Iy ¢ fds 5 487y Sy S A gte 3315 g AN s RPN

Lo dyle

832

JAUES, 19, 71, 2024



https://tools.wmflabs.org/geohack/geohack.php?language=ar&pagename=%D8%A3%D8%A8%D9%88_%D8%A7%D9%84%D9%86%D9%85%D8%B1%D8%B3&params=29.953883_N_31.221701_E_

DAYLIGHTING IMPACT ON STUDENT ACADEMIC PERFORMACE IN HIGHER EDUCATION BUILDINGS -THE
CASE OF ARCHITECTURE DEPARTMENT
Ll OV Cioy3.2.2

Gl SMblas 83550 12 (B (8 JSK8) eVl ol e Sl Al Db 0 5 e Jolslly o)) VLo sall Y1 Ll 7 s 2
elod) Dby il T L Kol oy 2 0o s s sl b S0y LA o ST L ol el 51701 Jo sl Sl ST el
ALl J2 el ot Saclye 5 Syl #2505 5 0 487, K o daldl datd) dasW oy crld] v 110N

Luilall g ) ) i Al g L

First Floor

Hall 1,9 121m2

A Hal) VLA L1y oy A el ) bl Y1 L) 7 S8

el die o 58 ¥ Al Lty sl ol 4 s Y it (831 Lty ¢ (ol il sV 3l 2 ol Lagdll ¢ &d L1 L
e Al ol plasad 5 ol Dl L e Y 6 o2l o) S5 02 60x @ 60 i L DY, 3l Al il Slel (% Sy Dyl 5
AN e g1 oVl e 3wV ol s (Vo )l 3 Sla Wl et

o bl o Jolall e 3t o B0 SIBLESH ciiine (STaey il prsliae Bal 8330 g 60x g 60 i seln) LS plus ¢
s s o Yl g5 50kel gt Lo p2y oo Jl Vgl o 5 ks A87g0 Dlili] janad ()5 Kudlee e 5ulol B AN 5 yp SBLASH (180, 0 1.2 o
(7:6:4.1) o Il Vo LT (9 JK8) % 7.6 olws Lo S it 5L 5y 16 o (8:5.3:2) o)) S¥lo (g gl el oo oo ol s 130
195 ;g Jaall o 0 8, U01 (e iy LA J515 At ) eslill o bon b 3 Sl & (10 JK8) % 5.7 Zoliws Lan 8 L 5000 30y 18 o (5500
J 5ol Sl GU e oo oSl Sl ¢ STy DLWl el LA Jols Lol Olgs ols & d lodl Oliongd & 5 Bl b 5 L
9682 Lawsd) 3 il Loy A Jo Sl Gy LYl o))

833 JAUES, 19, 71, 2024



DAYLIGHTING IMPACT ON STUDENT ACADEMIC PERFORMACE IN HIGHER EDUCATION BUILDINGS -THE
CASE OF ARCHITECTURE DEPARTMENT

Sl Jols o) Ky Slaolss 5 g

Sl fas
ol Lasd % Lt
Sloill o) . .. Iobe Sloatill 350 tb‘“
a,a“ 4 ' Ll Jlay zr ! Mo oot (¢ skl
wp e ol 4 121
24.4% 29.5 3.65 2.3x1.6 8 15 bz 8 8.5 Lo
L Dy dxd 4 (11x11)
B4 s b 4 102
32.5% 33.1 3.65 2.3x1.6 9 1 als 9 76 dlo
CF oy e 5 (12:8.5)
) Je Slozs 5 102
32.5% 33.1 3.65 2.3x1.6 9 15 ols 9 (12:85) 41 W
w s o Ol 4 12x8.5
S Py O
50 s Ol 4 121
24.4% 29.5 3.65 2.3x1.6 8 1 ales 8 3.2 dlo
et Sl 4 (11x11)

- = N
g8 o &
:3 [
X ZIEEAN E
Lgeliall seliay) saa §
9
3 —_ T 2
g8 o g M A | mu“‘
- -
+ 2 E N\
\- hS
g 7
o o
Sl A Js s oot s 73k J81 .8 K
—
k= 190 »;~ 1.80 '%_ 1.80 -’;’L 1.80 ’; 1.80 2
i = e = i = = =
g = I=| = =
= = = = ] . =
= = = = (L] || | | Ly
il = = = —
< = = = - = = =
11 11 | iNEEEE
7641 Yo Sl 3:loY) Ol x5 10 OKJ 8532 dlo Jobs s:loYl s oL 9 ﬁh
Sy 2lag

5 ol s i i e BB O e S e o sl e U8 e ) VLo o 5 LY £l i

28 phe Slegd U ) o e 3y (R o V) ol o Slegt S0 1] Sl s 2l LIS e Mall e ll 15Vl e e

A L) gy o s Jo plold) Jasd Bl o ped) L dmy 5t s o ol o Josdy ol A L) Jlagy J53) Geged) il (Y5 2

BsVly 3ol o Blie I3l e Mall Sl oY gl ) B Ll sy el e Sl Jo ool e Jotlb G o ged) Ll Lo
el ey b e 3 ol el e o Gl IS, cislually daled) sloW) (e

834 JAUES, 19, 71, 2024



DAYLIGHTING IMPACT ON STUDENT ACADEMIC PERFORMACE IN HIGHER EDUCATION BUILDINGS -THE
CASE OF ARCHITECTURE DEPARTMENT

ol A Lo 2l 41
Gl Al e Je1 (48.1%) Aaked 5 lo¥) oy kb 55l Ad = T dper 8 1S cisbuall, daledl ol oy o o 3las Wy 5l o e e
(35.9%) dsludl) 3lod) Oy b o Lo o 51 (26.6%) Aalidl 5.loYl By Lo od Y1 i SIS (33.9%) dsladl) sl O3y o o
oo Jel (548%) o je 3 3yl A o ez (11 K8y 7,6 Syl 3 1S el 5ol Oy o 0 il plo 50 SV Gl 3yl o Bjlis s
(29.6%) Ll ed o J51(23%) ple e 3 3l dcd SIS, (41.4%) Ll ed 3 3sid) A
(35.9%) slo e Mo dpline 3LV o NS, sl 5:LoY) Gy o o (32.5%) b ey «(34.6%) mlo e SN dyline 5dl o o Ll Loy
(36.8%) xbu ey
3d oy AVl sy po et M) Dl o) DL il | Ao gy e i 1 0.05 o J81 i la$3 gLl I = & Pvalue &8 Lt
Asluall sloYly Ao s lodl 0 S, b o a

3Ll g5 oy L ll VLA J5s LW 05 6 Jyer

M o
s 3 LeuAlis e A e el e @bl plal slodi gy
(%i) Jise (%) IS (%) IS
(23%) 26 (21%) 24 (55%) 62 a2l 48 i
s
(29%) 32 (21%) 34 (41%) 46 P
(24%) 18 (22%) 16 (54%) 40 sl e
2 4lo
(31%) 23 (27%) 20 (42%) 31 P
(36%) 15 (29%) 12 (36%) 15 2l g2 “
33
(36%) 15 (31%) 13 (33%) 14 P
islo
(33%) 12 (31%) 11 (36%) 13 2l e
43
(38%) 27 (31%) 22 (32%) 23 P
0.0037 0.0090 0.0084 Internal consistency
Statistical indicators
0.0175 0.0261 0.0264 P-value
S ISe Sz s gy gl b Q) 7 Syl
3V 4d ) Lol 2 L sail b Jler)
P-value ° 5 o bl o) 3 ABE
B | oS % i g s fre
23.7 44 21.5 40 54.8 102 lo
29.6 55 29.0 54 41.4 77 by pINEES
26.6 99 25.3 94 48.1 179 dl=!
0.0081 0.0243 0.0050 Internal consistency
0.0347
35.9 28 29.5 23 34.6 27 Sl
36.8 42 30.7 35 325 37 e islo
359 69 30.2 58 339 65 e
0.0477 0.0414 0.0110 Internal consistency

835 JAUES, 19, 71, 2024



DAYLIGHTING IMPACT ON STUDENT ACADEMIC PERFORMACE IN HIGHER EDUCATION BUILDINGS -THE
CASE OF ARCHITECTURE DEPARTMENT

G A BaRY) s

= ] “
7 : =\ ;. 3 Aelia selial
%1 {f ’3‘ % idalidg 3¢l

S el pelia s
she sl elia s pa

2 el blisa s g

el g Llisall ¢ gl
Dby ole e DA

ﬁl.a)@.ﬁ:]aﬁ&.q;}u'a

o

10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80

Slally Ll ol Gy b e gl Wy el cs ) 11 K

L ) Lasd f}‘ 4.2

(46.8%) ke LY 3y o oF 5l And o e 12 K5 (9 Jpor 3 S islually Aaledt) 5ol Oy o o glasVly 55l o e e
oluall 5o By b o Lad e 81 (23.5%) Akl slod) Gy b o sl i SIS, (35.3%) dsluall slod) Gy b CE gl A e o
(30.4%)

et (52.9%) plo et 3 3yl e 112 K8y 98 Ugder 3 1S ialedl 5l Gy 1o 02y ple (50 N Gl My 3l o i e
(265%) e 3 L o J51(20.6%) slo e 3 3LV ind SIS, (40.7%) Ly b 3 ol i e

gl el IV & lixe 3l M) o SIS, (Al o)) Oy o o (345%) Llu ey ((36.1%) mlo ed SN Ljlize 3edl i o Lt Loy
(31%) Ll 43, (29.8%)

AV 35 o il M) i Aol UL Al s 5y o i 16 0.05 o 51 T a$5 plud) SV o (3 Pvalue 368 L
Asleall slodly dalid) solodl e STy Lo o d Zldlaid sy

lod) g Gy Ll VLl s L) 05 8 Sy

e o
eV i gl is Gl dud Sl e dege whll 't\)ﬁ\ Al &5
(%oid) S (%) S (%id) 5o
8 (14%) 14 (24%) 36 (62%) wle 4
14l
14 (24%) 20 (34%) 24 (41%) L)
16 (24%) 19 (28%) 33 (49%) sl e
" 2 3le
19 (28% 24 (35% 25 (37% Ly el
(28%) (35%) (37%) g .
9 (26%) 9 (26%) 16 (47%) b 43 -
33
9 (26%) 10 (29%) 15 (44%) Sl e
6 (21%) 8 (28%) 15 (52%) b 43
44
8 (28%) 8 (28%) 13 (45%) PtV
22 (32%) 22 (32%) 24 (35%) plo 42 .
53
22 (32%) 23 (34%) 23 (34%) L)
14 (24%) 25 (43%) 19 (33%) plo 42
6 o
17 (29%) 23 (40%) 18 (31%) PtV
19 (33%) 14 (24%) 25 (43%) slo i i
73
17 (29%) 19 (33%) 22 (38%) JACRS
20 (29%) 25 (37%) 23 (34%) b g "
83
22 (32%) 22 (32%) 24 (35%) Pt
0.0092 0.0112 0.0011 Internal consistency
Statistical indicators
0.0084 0.0094 0.0010 P-value
836 JAUES, 19, 71, 2024



DAYLIGHTING IMPACT ON STUDENT ACADEMIC PERFORMACE IN HIGHER EDUCATION BUILDINGS -THE
CASE OF ARCHITECTURE DEPARTMENT

1S s s sy il b Q9 g

Povalue Sl 4 i) Lugdlid Jlad Byl 4 dle) Ll el s, e g
% i RS % i S| % | S
20.6 39 26.5 50 52.9 100 )iLc
26.5 50 32.8 62 40.7 77 Y ol
23.5 89 29.6 112 46.8 177 dle)
0.0068 0.0212 0.0477 Internal consistency
00021 29.8 75 34.1 86 36.1 91 o
31 78 34.5 87 34.5 87 g islo
30.4 153 34.3 173 35.3 178 Sl
0.0078 0.0256 0.0100 Internal consistency

Bl A BAY) A

= _ o
742737 e lim 3oL
%1?4 : g ki 3oLl

AL el elua s s

e el elia s g

s sle

b el Jalifa £ gn

a3 anidl e
Llisd) ¢ guall gyl
o A eliallg

sle ek alide ¢ sun
0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80
heally Ll gl 0 b o sl sl b Jle] 12 S
Al oYl oot 101 2153
bl 520 D) Jan SV ) by ple g V5 S csleally o) sl e B 0 ) ol 3 F s 1,
ol s 3 02 2 o Wy el (3 ppeasand o\ T e ¢ 0 ey (NI 5T e 5ol 1l Al o g e caghatsy 5141 Sy

Gl SV o s SIS il Bl sy sl e Uiz 10 Jpoer

Bl dd Lugllid Jla Sl b i}
P-value 1.»\).1.“ sl Cdy s gl e
% dmd IS % dnd IS % dmd IS
22.1 83 24.0 90 53.9 202 sl
28.0 105 30.9 116 41.1 154 ks Loz
25.1 188 27.5 206 47.5 356 di!
0.0072 0.0347 0.0357 p-value
0.0062
30.9 102 33.0 109 36.1 119 sl
32.8 120 333 122 33.9 124 b o
31.9 222 33.2 231 34.9 243 Jdi=!
0.0110 0.0104 0.0177 p-value

837 JAUES, 19, 71, 2024



DAYLIGHTING IMPACT ON STUDENT ACADEMIC PERFORMACE IN HIGHER EDUCATION BUILDINGS -THE
CASE OF ARCHITECTURE DEPARTMENT

Bl A BAY) A

)

Lo liia 5ol

e
il
b

BGL‘A:}“
Ll

dalis e 3elia)

Y
FE B ——
.,;»33 oy e Lalida ¢

?; % sl el Jalisa ¢ gua

o

10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80
Ll J2 e ) o g 5 sl Loyl Gy o 2 gy ) o U] 13 K

oo Je147.5% Ll 5.loW) Oy b o gl dud o Lo (10 Jpder (3 1S Aol Al ol Oy b o 3las Wy 3adl o i)lie aie
31.9% dsluall 5:LoM) Loy b EF L o J5125.1% il 5,LoW) Oy b o sV K SNSS), (34.9% dsluall slo)) oy b o 35l A

el 53.9 % Hlo e 3 gl 8 113 ISy 10 Jyoer 3 S el 5l Oy o 2 F iy ple (08 IV 3l gl o Bl e
28% Ly i 3 Lo e J8122.1% gl jen 3 3ls ) A SIS) A11% by e 3 el i e

iz 3las Yl o SSS, « pluall gl oy b E349% Ly ey 36.1% gl jed SN il 3y 8 Ly dyline 3yl o o LT oy
32.8% Lo 435 30.9% plo 4

AVl 3y o et M) Sl duoldh) UL Kslar) A gy o S 1 <0.05 o JB1 T a3 pld) SV s (3 Pevalue g8 L
Asleall slodly dalid) solodl e STy Lo o d Zldl i a0y

Aulpl) £l 22805

el 335 3] sl ek ol o WG, a5l g plaadl (55 S el ) S s A sl 3 1550 150 elo) e ol
e 0 0l 1 ydy coly ol oo g o T sllas) 1y M S i 05 0o 8T Rl ) o e 08 B el S F )
K3 oSl ol Lo Slad B Al Vo 3l 5 Glt s oo e 4 By cllasly D s i 08 o 3 e sllasly o o o e 2 5y
Al e e e

sl 5elodly Al 5LV o U3y o o Ml ol ) AV e SV e Bl o e yllly 2l JIE dggd BN A ks £
ol ey sl et e 63 Ol el ll L5 &jlie IS,

dN A £ L2501

lodl oo Aaledl Bl b o Al Sl 3 Ml i A B35 e 11 G IS« 7,6 gl 3 2 LT o LS
) BN il odany (P-Value=0.0037) dsluall solodl o dlaleid selod) O3, 1o o plad) ool 3 3l 1 A Jis IS, (P-Value=0.0084) dsluall
A ) 8 Gy Rl 0 Eeo ) 42 S e csleall 5ol Al 3203 e Yl (2.3 g el LoV o 3 polll W o5 Lagze b (14
O st e & 3 s Al VLAl (3 dacdal) 5o ol l£d)

838 JAUES, 19, 71, 2024



DAYLIGHTING IMPACT ON STUDENT ACADEMIC PERFORMACE IN HIGHER EDUCATION BUILDINGS -THE
CASE OF ARCHITECTURE DEPARTMENT

:3) 3,.\:;\.\..43\ Bob'a:}“ ]

=

3 ALalia ) 5o Luia'y )
3 —.
> 3
j j ‘9,-114\‘)@—\3 |
P
i “
%ﬂ B ),-.\L\-\,)e-u ]

i
ik <. }:‘L‘,)G-:‘ ]
i 14
Y e )g\-\gx-& ]

0 0.5 1 15 2 2.5 3

oY A 3 ) e Vel 5elod) gy Vel Call el 15 s oo 14 JC

Sy oiss o by 4t 3 e Lonalall 5lod) S 3lay oo plo e (3l 3 M 55 A ol 2l U o e 1S
el 5Ll Gy b o sy (P-Value=0.0081) 1y o3 o plo s 3 old) elsl 3 OO i) &l SISy (P-Value=0.0050) doalal 3oL
k& «(P-Value=0.0477) 3lsY) i IS, «(P-Value=0.0110) Ly slo sad oo 53 o) nd o diibs 555 a8 Lol 3loM) O3, 1> =g L
slo e DOl e 5loW) Al 3 golol) o5 s oo o5 (14 JK8) 2N bl odany OOl ol A SVae d o a5l 5 S5
20 ply 43 35 206 gl g 3 pdl lawgie (8 Lo dadl 5,5 g deliall slol Al 3 L1218 BN il ad dy sl ems B 2424,
obeadl oo (3 ase Gl Juad (3 Zondal) L) Olygs 533 Gl 6 ) 53 gy Al Bl B ) B0 S5 Lo
) tL. Ji£5.2
(P-aoldll 5ol o daled 5ol Gy b o A a1 3 O g 2 B0l ey 12 8 SIS, 9,8 g & A LlsT o L e
o (15 JK8) i al odeny (P-Value=0.0092) Lsludll s:lodl o dlabid) 5ol Gy L o Bl sl 3 slisd) Al S IS, Value=0.0011)
plase el gl ) 53 gy Al 0 Aol 42 0S5 e sl sl Al 3 2,08 e Yy (2,38 o Aol 5lo¥l Al 3 oY) o Lo
A 5T e 8 3 a5 elyll LA Al 502!

Al slay) I

q
‘”j; aabiaa) 5oLyl

2 slay  —
S
= 3

9 e el I——

TE]?;, 3 i gl
%j 3 el I———

3
A jé sle et I —
:ﬂ\ aE S el I——

0 0.5 1 1.5 2 2.5 3
G A8 ) s OVl Lol gy Ml Jall el dl Y1 s 15 K
G Ml 3l s plafl IS, (P-Value=0.0477) by e 3 e ple e 3 ol 15T 3 M) (38 A 5l i Ll L2 o Ly
3 3s) b o i 358 s IS el slol By b o L Al slo)) Gy b o F sy (P-Value=0.0068) Ll i o ple 6 3 pldll oo
ol sy ool ) Y Ve e o danlall s loM) 5 S5, Lo (P-Value=0.0078) 3l ¥l o SIS, (P-Value=0.0100) sy plo 5 o 8
Gsloall ssla¥ e 3 LT 225 20 el s o sl b oo a0 251 jly e sed IV AaleHl sl M Al (3 ool o15W s Jaegza 8 (15 JS2) (2))

839 JAUES, 19, 71, 2024



DAYLIGHTING IMPACT ON STUDENT ACADEMIC PERFORMACE IN HIGHER EDUCATION BUILDINGS -THE
CASE OF ARCHITECTURE DEPARTMENT

selodl Slygine 3l ) 185 Gy Rl G L 1 802 S5 L 5y 207 Ll jed By 209 ple e B ) Logte o S a3 i
sl § we Caall L (3 dandall 5elo) Ol 3L lad) gy OVl el Jane o slitdly ) b JYe

L) eV o tL‘ J453

IS, islall sl o Aaket solodl 3l o P T (3 Ml 35 A 315 e (13 JK8 IS, (10 Jpder 3 Ml o0 s LIS e
e Aals 5ol Al 3 ool sV s Jagie o6 (16 JK8) (B ALl odeny csliall 5ol o dlaledt) solod) 5y b 2 B ST 3 sl A s
Ayl LW Lo il 452 085 1 cdslual) ol Al 32.07 ey Y oy 2.34

& Ml glas) £ 2l SIS, (P-Value=0.0357) b b 3 les ple b 3 o) ool (3 Sllall (3 dd 53l ez Zll L o0 Ly
K3 sl b g Lo 39 s oSS Lelual) selod) Oy b o LTl 5Ll Oy b o sy ((P-Value=0.0072) by i oo ple es G Rl L]
oW SVoas e o danddl 5:loYl s 1S e ((P-Value=0.0110) ks o SIS, «(P-Value=0.0177) dlakidl s.lod) st &ylie Ly plo (568 o
222 3] il ad iy s il e e 246 gy plo e I el slod) Wl 3 ool S0V s Lo o5 (16 JK8) AN AL ks
Al B Lo 252 S e gay (2,05 s ek 3y 209 sl ed 3 il laugze o e i 353 i Releddl BlY Al 3 U

Tac Uil s lia'y ) |

B;L'A:ﬁ\ &).\

Aaliaall 3¢ L' | |

Eroypgy

L 5eLica)

prerpgvsvgy |

proggvmy |

ea) 5 s 3oLyl g 58
sy
Lo

'5@1...'4!
- !w .

ol Hed
0 0.5 1 15 2 2.5 3

Ll Y gy 3 el e My 5elodl g 3By Jall el l) Y1 s Loz 16 o

i) oluf)ile

i ol) Sl (3 OMall gulpl elsY Jtns gt o el e al) il sl el Ll Al VLA s OBl 5T AU Al ) o
pladl Gl pan 3 M o il sl (S Al sde sl 7l o Ry Zolaly B )oY el lly Dl Slely Jpail Jio (52U Sl 1Y)
s o ale e be gay ol (50 s Glag¥ BloYb Aulul Uy 3lad) sldl C.»}:J i Sl oLl cllan Lo gy «g,S0) 5,000 Za JW)
e 3 el Al £l

5 of 556 s Sy o oo 3 Ml sl bW o (oo 5f Rl 87e15n) 3k jae 5 o o6 sl 3801 e il 5
oMl st e el Dlgiane 3yl o al £ Ll Llza)
Sl gdly L7
o de w85l Sl el) I3 e i3y el sl N ol oW1 S¥ae o ) el 8 il ¢ g UL G Dl L)) 55 50
402 dauly 23T & TLas 1446 25 N ey DMl ulal) 259 Yo 83L5 3 Byl o o Pl Zanlallslod) il o )l o 8 (gl
iedlly 12.6% il oSl OVl o (L s 515l L o Jpad) 35l Vo a3l Al gtl) Al oy iz oy Wl 12 Jo 00 Ll
5oLl Ol grans Vsl OOl ol ) o1oY) Jotmn e Ll a5, 1S76.8% iy M e (Ut s o Jyad Sl g ) sl oVl o1ty Qo)
glisy) ) ol Lpll ods £l il 5lod) Sl (2l s obesdl b 3 iy condall 5LV Sl s 53y e Caall Juab 3 g S Bia
S Uy Rl 5ol 3y o o i et B plo et (35.6% il Aamesio Ay 3Vl Jane (plest) SIS (19% s dlagze Ly 3l Jrno
# peeall 4z 3 s Y 0l selay oo i oty Ladl Aol gl creeall o e 1 OBl ) W e adall cpall lad)
Gal) 5591 ULl ot gl ) el ol (3 oo Bl 0 gl 52 o GLU 3 diacdall s Lol Caogs plaa¥) Uy condal) 3ol plasd dlod Sl
e nald Ly Gdl) A eyl o) SVotme 8y o Bl 5iLoYl

840 JAUES, 19, 71, 2024



DAYLIGHTING IMPACT ON STUDENT ACADEMIC PERFORMACE IN HIGHER EDUCATION BUILDINGS -THE
CASE OF ARCHITECTURE DEPARTMENT

T gmbe
Ayl 3 Wl ¢ ol 2t Ll Wl Clodbadll i Cioy i\
& o W) 6 Bl edn 1o s ol Sl 3 ol el 3 Ud s D] dblas p Kirejoie & Morgan gleysy gusS Holes
191 oglal) Gl (g5nny & ol el 4y i)
(P sy BV 151y DLL o s Dllacsio AL pass Slas) s g T-Test
5302 468 8aoly s Jagio DL L) i psd: By el T-Test s
i o lam & SUL e o p# Ollawgio Gl L) i poseds pelins pdlea) T-Test Lz
LY e dogedl i e lgnr ¢ SU o st Ollagie L Lo i pasnds pasiye o TTest i
A s oy pasendl LWl g5 Jo a9 8302 Bao plasealy L) Blan] Ol £ -dhadly Lalle Lol lo 3 L) Olilas asds,
[20] &slam AY> 53 53 Aa EIN Y] iy ¥ sy W) 2y ) 2 Lo air il LW (3 T-Test 3500 6y P ey
P15 8N 3 pasiy SBL 5350 A il e s ) SN 32y od Lo el sl SBL &AL pases Slas| s » Chi-Squared
1By [21] DA e
Bte A g0 8350 M DU e 3y 55 LWV e o)l 1 sl B3 sl
REI RO Bl st By due 3 8aey &3 5 LY U () 5 pdlexll
esn dgie 3 0 s LY M )l s DY)
oball OB b iy & gag sas)y Ao el Ll 3 poliall e dep L s fw.J pissy ds5sll wlis 5o iInternal consistency el sladt su
Vpia 0700 Sl Wl Jolan ok cple K20 150 o 7rpli Ll oy by ST s plasisly oLl L) s 20 Y T e gl s s e
[22]6515 3550 5 Maad 1 LM o ) ey
Sl i Ly B a1y Lyl i 358, ppiie g b)) A 8T18) Lo spaod pusid o pite g 80 353 s &L 3151 52 :Correlation Analysis
o 3 o8 el o g ol Gl Bl sy Q1T LY Belas e 13110 0o sl ) 5 LYl Jbes plussl Loyt S
o bla) sy pie 410 Ll Lelas eta. £Slate SN (3 (8 ciell o g W i) o gl bla) sy 3] 15 LUy Jolas s, ol
[23]. ()
18 7o)y o Bl Ao ) ol Wjtin ol I3 i ) ) oy Aleo) A1 Jedy (Dol Ll 3 pasind (L] plie p iPovalue
[24] las] 181 ST ) 6 ol P i 6187005 e sl ) AV (sgte 2 3 (150 (P

References

[1] Rea, M.S., M.G. Figueiro, and ].D. Bullough, Circadian photobiology: an emerging
framework for lighting practice and research. Lighting research & technology, 2002.
34(3): p. 177-187.

[2] Veitch, J.A. and A.D. Galasiu, The physiological and psychological effects of windows,
daylight, and view at home. 2011: National Research Council of Canada Ottawa, ON,
Canada.

[3] Obralic, A. and S. Jeghel, The Case Study on Significance of Daylight in Classroom
Setting at Sarajevo Campus. ESJ, 2021. 17: p. 19.

[4] Clements-Croome, D., Creating the productive workplace. 2006: Taylor & Francis.

[5] Edwards, L. and P. Torcellini, Literature review of the effects of natural light on
building occupants. 2002.

[6] Al Horr, Y., et al., Occupant productivity and office indoor environment quality: A
review of the literature. Building and environment, 2016. 105: p. 369-389.

[7] Vimalanathan, K. and T. Ramesh Babu, The effect of indoor office environment on the
work performance, health and well-being of office workers. Journal of environmental

health science and engineering, 2014. 12: p. 1-8.

841 JAUES, 19, 71, 2024



DAYLIGHTING IMPACT ON STUDENT ACADEMIC PERFORMACE IN HIGHER EDUCATION BUILDINGS -THE
CASE OF ARCHITECTURE DEPARTMENT

[8] Dahlan, A.S. and M.A. Eissa, The impact of daylighting in classrooms on students'
performance. Int ] Soft Comput Eng (IJSCE), 2015. 4(6): p. 7-9.

[9] Heschong, L., R.L. Wright, and S. Okura, Daylighting impacts on retail sales
performance. Journal of the Illuminating Engineering Society, 2002. 31(2): p. 21-25.
10] Benedetti, F., et al., Morning sunlight reduces length of hospitalization in bipolar

depression. Journal of affective disorders, 2001. 62(3): p. 221-223.

[11] Katunsky, D., E. Dolnikov4, and B. Dolnik, Daytime lighting assessment in textile
factories using connected windows in Slovakia: A case study. Sustainability, 2018.
10(3): p. 655.

[12] Heschong, L., Daylighting in Schools: An Investigation into the Relationship
between Daylighting and Human Performance. Detailed Report. 1999.

[13] Kamali, N.J. and M.Y. Abbas, Healing environment: enhancing nurses’
performance through proper lighting design. Procedia-Social and Behavioral Sciences,
2012. 35: p. 205-212.

[14] Gupta, R, A. Howard, and S. Zahiri, Defining the link between indoor environment
and workplace productivity in a modern UK office building. Architectural Science
Review, 2020. 63(3-4): p. 248-261.

[15] Montoya, F.G,, et al., Indoor lighting techniques: An overview of evolution and
new trends for energy saving. Energy and buildings, 2017. 140: p. 50-60.

[16] Hourani, M.M. and R.N. Hammad, Impact of daylight quality on architectural
space dynamics: Case study: City Mall-Amman, Jordan. Renewable and Sustainable
Energy Reviews, 2012. 16(6): p. 3579-3585.

[17] 6.0, C.c. MONTHLY DIURNAL AVERAGES, California Energy Code. Cairo, EGY.
Build 12, Sep 22, 207 2023 Sept]; IWEC Data 623660 WMO Station Number:

[18] Johnson, P. and J. Gill, Research methods for managers. Research Methods for
Managers, 2010: p. 1-288.

[19] Abu-Bader, S.H., Using statistical methods in social science research: With a
complete SPSS guide. 2021: Oxford University Press, USA.

[20] Wright, D.B., Understanding statistics: An introduction for the social sciences. 1996:
Sage.

[21] Gordon, R.A., Applied statistics for the social and health sciences. 2012: Routledge.

[22] Tavakol, M. and R. Dennick, Making sense of Cronbach's alpha. International
journal of medical education, 2011. 2: p. 53.

[23] Field, A., Discovering statistics using IBM SPSS statistics. 2013: sage.

[24] Greenland, S., et al., Statistical tests, P values, confidence intervals, and power: a

guide to misinterpretations. European journal of epidemiology, 2016. 31: p. 337-350.

842 JAUES, 19, 71, 2024



