Comparative Case Study
Cambridge HTHY vs. Unit Heaters

Heated Boat Storage Performance
Cambridge HTHYV Space Heaters
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Unit Heaters
Performance

Building Specifications w
* 50,400 ft2 x 37’ high

* R-22 Roof / R-15 Walls

* Located near Chicago, IL
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Summary

The Cambridge system used 50% less total energy with less temperature fall off.

If the 370,000 ft? facility had installed a Cambridge HTHYV system they could have saved CAMBRIDGE®
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