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Conclusions

CFD models permit a quite realistic representation of fire scenarios, because it takes into account the distribution of fuel, the geometry and the occupancy of individual compartments in a
structure. The standard fire does not always lead to conservative results. An application on a steel structure shows that CFD allows a more refined representation of the fire compared to an
analytical evaluation. It can consider issues relevant to the development of the fire and take into account significant variations of the boundary conditions in time.
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