Barrett Energy Resources Group
PO Box 1004 | Concord, MA 01742 | 339-234-2696
www.barrettenergygroup.com

Technical Memorandum
To:

ReJean DeVaux, Borrego Solar Systems

From:

Stephen Barrett

Date:
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RE:
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New Scotland, New York

Executive Summary
Borrego Solar Systems (Borrego) is developing a nominal 5 MWac ground-mounted solar
photovoltaic (PV) project off of Altamont Road in New Scotland, NY. It has included landscape
screening as part of the project design. Borrego has engaged Barrett Energy Resources Group
(BERG) to analyze potential impacts of glare from the project on nearby sensitive receptors.
This revised technical memorandum removes erroneous Google Earth derived elevations on
the project site from the October 2, 2020 memorandum and replaces them with surveyed
elevations obtained as part of the project development. These changes are evidenced in the
line-of sight analyses starting on page 7. The error in on-site elevations does not affect the
results for six new receptors near Thacher State Park presented in a memorandum dated
November 27, 2020 in response to the Stantec comment letter of October 2, 2020, and all of
the conclusions presented in that memorandum remain valid.
BERG has utilized the Solar Glare Hazard Analysis Tool (SGHAT) which was developed by the
US Department of Energy for the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) to protect aviation
sensitive receptors. For this project, SGHAT has been used to assess glare on motorist
receptors traveling on Altamont, Koonz, and Tygert Roads, and on nearby residential receptors.
Eleven receptors, which are representative of expected results from other potential receptors in
the area, were selected for analysis. One of the receptors is a view from Thacher State Park
over 2 miles west of the project.
The modeling report, which is included as Attachment A, shows that the project registered a
potential for glare on eight of the eleven receptors analyzed. However, because the model does
not consider terrain, vegetation or structures, a line-of-sight analysis was prepared for the eight
receptors to provide verification. The line-of-sight analysis presented in this report shows that
one of the eight receptors where glare is predicted cannot see the solar project due to terrain
and, as a result, there will be no glare. For the other six receptors near the project, existing trees
will limit any potential view of glare. Further, for the receptor at Thacher State Park, the report
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suggests that a limited amount of glare may be seen in the distance. This Technical
Memorandum describes the project, methodology, and results.

Project Description
The Altamont Road Solar Photovoltaic (PV) Project is located on undeveloped farm and
woodland northeast of the intersection of Altamont and Tygert Roads in New Scotland, New
York as shown on Figure 1. The project is comprised of two solar arrays – a larger northern
array (#1) and a smaller southern array (#2) – designed as a ground-mounted facility with a
fixed tilt racking system. Landscape screening is included along the western margin of Array 1
and western and southern boundaries of Array 2.

Figure 1. Altamont Road Solar Project Locus

FAA Solar Policy
In 2013, the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) published “Interim Policy, FAA Review of
Solar Energy System Projects on Federally-Obligated Airport,” which sets forth methods for
assessing glare and the standards for determining impact for projects proposed on airport
property. It also requires the use of modeling to assess glare and directs project proposers to
the Solar Glare Hazard Analysis Tool (SGHAT) which was developed by the US Department of
Energy at the request of the FAA. The US Department of Defense (DOD) has also adopted
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SGHAT and the associated requirements to analyze glare under Instruction (DODI) 4165.57.
Given the critical safety issues associated with aviation, the model produces a highly credible
result that is being used to evaluate other glare sensitive receptors.

Glare Methodology and Standard of Impact
Determination of glare occurrence from a solar PV project requires knowledge of the sun
position, observer location, and the characteristics of the solar panels (e.g. tilt, orientation,
location, extent, etc.). Vector algebra is then used to determine if glare is visible from the
prescribed observation points. Figure 2 provides a simple representation of how the sun can
produce glare on an automobile for a specific time and location. The angle of the light source
from the sun must be equal to the angle of the reflection on a receptor. Therefore, when
receptors are close to the ground (like a house or car), the reflection is only possible when the
sun is also close to the ground (i.e., near sunrise or sunset). As the sun moves, the incidence of
glare ends.

Figure 2. Geometric Representation of Potential Glare Impacts from the Sun
The SGHAT model is a credible tool for predicting glare based on the characteristics of the
project and the identified receptor. It produces results including relative glare intensity
identified by color based on three categories: green (low potential for an after-image), yellow
(potential for an after-image), and red (retinal burn). These categories apply to the FAA Policy
and are not specifically relevant for glare assessment of other receptors. For non-aviation
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receptors, like those associated with the Altamont Road Solar Project, the results are simply
used to determine if glare is predicted or not.

SGHAT Model Setup for Proposed Project
Regardless of the receptor to be analyzed, the model set-up entails locating the solar project,
inputting its design characteristics, and identifying sensitive receptors for analysis. The position
and movement of the sun throughout the year is built into the model.
For the Altamont Road Solar Project, BERG used the PV project polygon tool to draw the
footprint of the two solar arrays on SGHAT’s interactive Google map. The specific attributes of
the solar arrays were then input into the model. As the project proposes a fixed tilt system,
SGHAT includes relevant fields for those elements including for this project design: fixed tilt
with a tilt angle of 25° and an azimuth of 180°. The average panel height of 6 feet above ground
level (agl), and a panel surface with no anti-reflective coating were input as a baseline.
For this project, eleven receptors, which are representative of expected results from others
nearby, were selected for analysis. The sensitive receptors are motor vehicle receptors
associated with Altamont, Koonz, and Tygert Roads, as well as nearby residences. In addition,
one point was selected from a parking lot on the escarpment at Thacher State Park. The
model’s observation point tool was used to select individual points located on the Google map
for glare assessment. Four motorist and six residential locations were analyzed as shown on
Figure 3. For the motorist receptors, the driver’s height above the roadway was set at 5 feet.
For the residential receptors, the viewpoint was set at 5 feet above ground level (agl) to
represent a person standing on the property for single story houses (1 and 7) and 10 feet agl for
two story homes (3, 5, 6 and 9).

Figure 3. Motorist and Residential Receptors Analyzed for Glare
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The glare analysis button was activated, and the model evaluated glare from various sun angles
at 1-minute intervals throughout the year to predict if glare could be observed by the sensitive
receptors.

Glare Model Results
The SGHAT Report with model results for the four motorist and six residential receptors are
summarized in Table 1 with the full output report included as Attachment A. The results show
that glare could be observed from seven of the ten receptors based on the location and design
of the solar project, the location of the receptor, and the path of the sun throughout the year.
Table 1.

SGHAT Glare Results for the Altamont Road Solar Project
Receptor #

Receptor Type

Glare?

1

Residence

No

2

Motor Vehicle

Yes

3

Residence

Yes

4

Motor Vehicle

Yes

5

Residence

Yes

6

Residence

Yes

7

Residence

No

8

Motor Vehicle

Yes

9

Residence

Yes

10

Motor Vehicle

No

11

Stationary Observer

Yes

The receptors that registered glare are highlighted in Figure 4 and the months, times and
duration are included for each. Receptors located west of the project would experience glare in
the morning when looking toward the east at the solar project while receptors east of the
project would see glare in the evening. The duration presented is the maximum amount of time
that glare could be seen in one day. Receptors shown on Figure 4 that are not highlighted did
not register glare.
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Figure 4. Receptors That Registered Glare
In addition, a limited amount of glare may be seen from the east facing parking area on the
escarpment at Thacher State Park. The glare, as shown as Observation Point 11 in Attachment
A, is characterized by the least intensive level “green” or low potential for a temporary-after
image, given the relatively far distance of the solar project. This glare may be seen from the
parking lot for a few weeks in April and again in August at 7:00am for up to 20 minutes. The
glare is restricted to the northern half of the parking lot as the solar project is blocked by a
section of ridge when viewed from the southern half of the parking lot. Overall, the impacts to
visitors of Thacher State Park are limited given the distance, vegetation, and terrain.
Because the SGHAT model was developed for airports (flat, open spaces) and does not account
for terrain, vegetation or manmade structures, a line-of-sight analysis is required to validate the
results for the seven receptors where glare was registered.
Line-of-Sight Analysis
To determine if topography and vegetation affect the ability to see glare from the receptors, a
line-of-sight analysis was prepared. To maximize consistency among tools, an elevation profile
feature in Google Earth was used providing the same basis for locations and elevations as the
SGHAT model. Google Earth has a path tool that allows the user to select two points and
analyze information along a path between the two points including distance and elevation. The
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user can generate an elevation profile that presents a cross-sectional view of the topography of
the land between the two points. Through this simple analysis, one can evaluate whether the
selected observer can see the solar project given the topography of land in between the two
locations. As necessary, vegetation and manmade structures can then be layered into the crosssectional view. It is important to note that the specific location of the solar array that is
producing glare is included in the SGHAT modeling report which allows for accurate
identification of which part of the array the line-of-sight analysis should be conducted.
After preparing the initial line-of-sight analysis, it was determined that the Google Earth
derived elevations of the project site were incorrect. These elevations suggested that the
proposed project site is about 50-60 feet higher than the actual height obtained by on-site
investigations. The line-of-sight analyses have been corrected in the figures presented below.
Figure 5 shows the location and direction of each line-of-sight analysis conducted. The view
starts from the receptor location and is directed to that portion of the project where glare is
most concentrated as shown in the glare report in Attachment A. For example, Receptors 2 and
3, would only see glare from Array 1, whereas Receptors 5, 6, and 8 would view glare from Array
2. Receptors 4 and 9 view glare from both Arrays but the majority for Receptor 4 is from Array
1 while the majority for Receptor 9 is from Array 2.

Figure 5. Line-of-Sight Analyses Conducted for the Altamont Road Solar Project
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Table 2 includes the results for each of the receptors analyzed. If it is clear that terrain will
obstruct the view of the solar project from the receptor, then it has been determined that there
will be no impact. This is the conclusion for one of the seven receptors. If there is existing
vegetation between the receptor and the solar project that is high enough to obstruct the view,
then it has been determined that glare is limited. This is the conclusion for the remaining six
receptors.
Results for each line-of-sight analysis are described in the section below supported by a figure
showing a cross-section of the receptor view, which was generated from Google Earth, though
modified based on the elevations collected on-site. The viewer, existing vegetation (estimated
conservatively as 25 feet high), proposed landscaping (10 feet), and solar project have been
superimposed on the cross-sectional view at scale.
Table 2.

Line-of-Sight Analysis Results
Receptor #

Receptor Type

Result

Comment

2

Motor Vehicle

Glare Unlikely

Existing Vegetation

3

Residence

Glare Unlikely

Existing Vegetation

4

Motor Vehicle

Glare Unlikely

Existing Vegetation

5

Residence

Glare Unlikely

Existing Vegetation

6

Residence

Glare Unlikely

Existing Vegetation

8

Motor Vehicle

No Glare Possible

Terrain Obstruction

9

Residence

Glare Unlikely

Existing Vegetation

11

Stationary Observer

Glare Limited

Distance from Project

Description of Individual Line-of-Sight Analyses
Figure 6 shows the line-of-sight analysis for Receptor 2, which is a motor vehicle west of the
project traveling eastbound on Altamont Road. The modeling report indicates that glare could
be produced from the middle section of Array 1. The line-of-sight analysis shows that there is
no terrain between the receptor and the solar project that will block the view. However, there is
a stand of existing trees (at least 25 feet tall) which will limit the potential view. A row of
proposed landscaping will be added for augmented protection. Based on this information, it is
concluded that glare impacts on Receptor 2 are unlikely.
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Figure 6. Line-of-Sight Analysis for Receptor 2
Figure 7 shows the line-of-sight analysis for Receptor 3, which is a residence west of the solar
project on Tygert Road. The modeling report indicates that glare could be produced from the
middle of Array 1. Like that for Receptor 2, there is a stand of existing trees (at least 25 feet tall)
which will limit the potential view. A row of landscaping will be added for enhanced protection.
Based on this information, it is concluded that glare impacts on Receptor 3 are unlikely.

Figure 7. Line-of-Sight Analysis for Receptor 3
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Figure 8 shows the line-of-sight analysis for Receptor 4, a motor vehicle traveling northbound
on Tygert Road prior to the intersection with Altamont Road. The modeling report indicates
that glare could be produced from the lower portion of Array 1. There is a stand of existing trees
(at least 25 feet tall) which will limit the potential view. Based on this information, it is
concluded that glare impacts on Receptor 4 are unlikely.

Figure 8. Line-of-Sight Analysis for Receptor 4
Figure 9 shows the line-of-sight analysis for Receptor 5, which is a residence south of the
project off Tygert Road. The modeling report indicates that glare could be produced from Array
2. Like the previous receptors, there is a stand of existing trees (at least 25 feet tall) which will
limit the potential view. Based on this information, it is concluded that glare impacts on
Receptor 5 are unlikely.

Figure 9. Line-of-Sight Analysis for Receptor 5
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Figure 10 shows the line-of-sight analysis for Receptor 6, a residence south of the project on
Altamont Road. The modeling report indicates that glare could be produced from the central
portion of Array 2. Similar to Receptor 5, there is a stand of existing trees (at least 25 feet tall)
which will limit the potential view. Based on this information, it is concluded that glare impacts
on Receptor 6 are unlikely.

Figure 10. Line-of-Sight Analysis for Receptor 6
Figure 11 shows the line-of-sight analysis for Receptor 8, which is a motor vehicle east of the
project traveling westbound on Altamont Road. The modeling report indicates that glare could
be produced from Array 2. The line-of-sight analysis shows elevated terrain between the
receptor and the solar project that will block the view. Based on this information, it is
concluded that there will be no glare impact on Receptor 8.

Figure 11. Line-of-Sight Analysis for Receptor 8
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Figure 12 shows the line-of-sight analysis for Receptor 9, which is a residence east of the
project on Altamont Road. The modeling report indicates that glare could be produced from
Array 2. The line-of-sight analysis shows that no terrain blocks the view like the other receptors.
The view is across the existing electric transmission easement though towers and wires are
unlikely to block potential glare. However, some existing trees near the receptor could limit
views of potential glare. Based on this information, it is concluded that glare impacts on
Receptor 9 will be limited.

Figure 12. Line-of-Sight Analysis for Receptor 9
Figure 13 shows the line-of-sight analysis for Receptor 11, which is a person standing in the
parking lot on the escarpment at Thacher State Park. The modeling report indicates that glare
could be produced from Array 2. The line-of-sight analysis shows that no terrain blocks the view
like the other receptors. However, it is important to note that glare impacts become reduced at
distance as the view of the reflecting surface becomes smaller. While glare may be seen off the
panels, it will look like a reflection off a pond or other similar reflecting surface.

Figure 13. Line-of-Sight Analysis for Receptor 11
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Figure 14 is a graphic reproduced from the modeling output in Attachment A. It shows
the type (“green’), time and duration of glare that could be seen from the observation
point at Thacher State Park.
The green glare is defined as a low potential for a temporary after image which is the
least intensive type of glare identified in the model. At further distances, the intensity
of reflected sunlight decreases which explains why green glare is observed from the
Thacher State Park observation point.
The model also indicates that as much as 172 minutes of glare annually could be seen
from the Thacher State Park viewpoint. As the total amount of daylight from the
Albany Region is 262,800 minutes a year, the amount of glare predicted represents
0.065% of daylight during the year.
Finally, the charts in Figure 14 show that the glare could be at 7:00 AM (add one hour to
the chart for daylight savings time) in early April and early September for a maximum
period of 10 minutes each day. This information suggests that visitors are unlikely to
view any glare when visiting the state park and looking east given the time of day and
the short duration of glare.

Figure 14. Predicted Time and Duration of Glare from Thacher State Park
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Conclusions
Barrett Energy Resources Group (BERG) has used the SGHAT modeling tool developed by the
US Department of Energy to assess the potential effects of glare from a solar photovoltaic (PV)
project on motor vehicle and residential receptors near Borrego’s proposed project off of
Altamont Road in New Scotland, NY. Eleven receptors, which are representative of expected
results from others nearby, were selected for analysis. One of these receptors included the view
from Thacher State Park over 2 miles west of the project.
This technical memorandum removes erroneous Google Earth-derived elevations on the
project site from the October 2, 2020 memorandum and replaces them with surveyed
elevations obtained as part of the project development. These changes are evidenced in the
line-of sight analyses. The error in on-site elevations do not affect the results for six new
receptors near Thacher State Park presented in a memorandum dated November 27, 2020 in
response to the Stantec comment letter of October 2, 2020, and all of the conclusions
presented in that memorandum remain valid.
The SGHAT model registered no glare for three of the eleven receptors analyzed, and potential
glare for the remaining eight. Because the model does not incorporate terrain and vegetation, a
line-of-sight analysis was conducted in Google Earth to verify the modeling results of the eight
receptors where glare was predicted. The line-of sight analysis shows that the view of the solar
array for one of the eight will be blocked by landforms (terrain, hills) preventing any view of
glare. For the remaining seven receptors near the project site, existing vegetation (forested
areas, trees) plus proposed landscape screening will limit the potential view of glare making
impacts unlikely.
For the view from Thacher State Park, the report suggests that a limited amount of glare may
be seen in the distance. This glare will be limited given the small size of the array at a greater
distance away. It will look like light reflecting off a similarly-sized pond in the landscape for a
short period of time. Furthermore, the amount of glare would be no more than 0.065% of
daylight during the year and would occur in April and September around 7am. For these
reasons, it is concluded that impacts will be limited.
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Attachment A
Glare Modeling Results
Motor Vehicle and Residential Receptors
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Project site configuration details and
results.

Created Aug. 10, 2020 9:42 a.m.
Updated Aug. 17, 2020 6:46 p.m.
DNI varies and peaks at 1,000.0 W/m^2
Analyze every 1 minute(s)
0.5 ocular transmission coefficient
0.002 m pupil diameter
0.017 m eye focal length
9.3 mrad sun subtended angle
Timezone UTC-5
Site Configuration ID: 41798.7641

PV Name

Tilt

Orientation

"Green" Glare

"Yellow" Glare

Energy Produced

deg

deg

min

min

kWh

Array 1

25.0

180.0

673

8,574

-

Array 2

25.0

180.0

269

2,934

-

Name: Array 1
Description: Larger array on northern portion of property
Axis tracking: Fixed (no rotation)
Tilt: 25.0 deg

Vertex

Orientation: 180.0 deg
Rated power: -

Height
above
ground

Total
elevation

Latitude

Longitude

Ground
elevation

deg

deg

ft

ft

ft

Panel material: Smooth glass without AR coating

1

42.657811

-73.963995

426.28

6.00

432.28

Vary reflectivity with sun position? Yes

2

42.657591

-73.964896

434.20

6.00

440.20

Correlate slope error with surface type? Yes

3

42.655381

-73.963330

435.57

6.00

441.57

Slope error: 6.55 mrad

4

42.655523

-73.960926

380.96

6.00

386.96

5

42.657149

-73.961956

409.25

6.00

415.25

6

42.657275

-73.963265

433.96

6.00

439.96

Approx. area: 479,675 sq-ft
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Name: Array 2
Axis tracking: Fixed (no rotation)
Tilt: 25.0 deg

Vertex

Orientation: 180.0 deg

Height
above
ground

Total
elevation

Latitude

Longitude

Ground
elevation

deg

deg

ft

ft

ft

Rated power: Panel material: Smooth glass without AR coating
Vary reflectivity with sun position? Yes

1

42.655113

-73.960926

379.35

6.00

385.35

Correlate slope error with surface type? Yes

2

42.654150

-73.961227

381.18

6.00

387.18

Slope error: 6.55 mrad

3

42.654008

-73.959682

379.79

6.00

385.79

Approx. area: 98,953 sq-ft

4

42.655050

-73.960411

378.60

6.00

384.60

Number

Latitude

Longitude

Ground elevation

Height above ground

Total Elevation

deg

deg

ft

ft

ft

OP 1

42.659093

-73.970997

350.57

5.00

355.57

OP 2

42.655101

-73.970696

377.90

5.00

382.90

OP 3

42.656183

-73.965397

379.82

10.00

389.82

OP 4

42.654014

-73.965900

376.15

5.00

381.15

OP 5

42.653075

-73.965847

378.62

10.00

388.62

OP 6

42.654472

-73.963819

376.95

10.00

386.95

OP 7

42.653262

-73.961029

378.25

5.00

383.25

OP 8

42.653183

-73.958133

369.36

5.00

374.36

OP 9

42.653270

-73.956738

392.41

10.00

402.41

OP 10

42.658777

-73.960600

368.77

5.00

373.77

OP 11

42.650734

-74.006405

1152.04

5.00

1157.04
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PV Name

Tilt

Orientation

"Green" Glare

"Yellow" Glare

Energy Produced

Data File

deg

deg

min

min

kWh

Array 1

25.0

180.0

673

8,574

-

-

Array 2

25.0

180.0

269

2,934

-

-

Click the name of the PV array to scroll to its results

Component

Green glare (min)

Yellow glare (min)

OP: OP 1

0

0

OP: OP 2

1

2883

OP: OP 3

0

4830

OP: OP 4

0

751

OP: OP 5

0

0

OP: OP 6

0

0

OP: OP 7

0

0

OP: OP 8

0

0

OP: OP 9

0

110

OP: OP 10

0

0

OP: OP 11

672

0

No glare found
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PV array is expected to produce the following glare for receptors at this location:
1 minutes of "green" glare with low potential to cause temporary after-image.
2,883 minutes of "yellow" glare with potential to cause temporary after-image.
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PV array is expected to produce the following glare for receptors at this location:
0 minutes of "green" glare with low potential to cause temporary after-image.
4,830 minutes of "yellow" glare with potential to cause temporary after-image.
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PV array is expected to produce the following glare for receptors at this location:
0 minutes of "green" glare with low potential to cause temporary after-image.
751 minutes of "yellow" glare with potential to cause temporary after-image.

No glare found

No glare found

No glare found

No glare found
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PV array is expected to produce the following glare for receptors at this location:
0 minutes of "green" glare with low potential to cause temporary after-image.
110 minutes of "yellow" glare with potential to cause temporary after-image.

No glare found
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PV array is expected to produce the following glare for receptors at this location:
672 minutes of "green" glare with low potential to cause temporary after-image.
0 minutes of "yellow" glare with potential to cause temporary after-image.
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Component

Green glare (min)

Yellow glare (min)

OP: OP 1

0

0

OP: OP 2

0

0

OP: OP 3

0

0

OP: OP 4

81

211

OP: OP 5

0

459

OP: OP 6

16

361

OP: OP 7

0

0

OP: OP 8

0

240

OP: OP 9

0

1663

OP: OP 10

0

0

OP: OP 11

172

0

No glare found

No glare found

No glare found
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PV array is expected to produce the following glare for receptors at this location:
81 minutes of "green" glare with low potential to cause temporary after-image.
211 minutes of "yellow" glare with potential to cause temporary after-image.
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PV array is expected to produce the following glare for receptors at this location:
0 minutes of "green" glare with low potential to cause temporary after-image.
459 minutes of "yellow" glare with potential to cause temporary after-image.
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PV array is expected to produce the following glare for receptors at this location:
16 minutes of "green" glare with low potential to cause temporary after-image.
361 minutes of "yellow" glare with potential to cause temporary after-image.

No glare found
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PV array is expected to produce the following glare for receptors at this location:
0 minutes of "green" glare with low potential to cause temporary after-image.
240 minutes of "yellow" glare with potential to cause temporary after-image.

8/17/2020, 6:53 PM

Preferred Site Config | ForgeSolar

14 of 16

PV array is expected to produce the following glare for receptors at this location:
0 minutes of "green" glare with low potential to cause temporary after-image.
1,663 minutes of "yellow" glare with potential to cause temporary after-image.

No glare found
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PV array is expected to produce the following glare for receptors at this location:
172 minutes of "green" glare with low potential to cause temporary after-image.
0 minutes of "yellow" glare with potential to cause temporary after-image.
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Times associated with glare are denoted in Standard time. For Daylight Savings, add one hour.
Glare analyses do not account for physical obstructions between reflectors and receptors. This includes buildings, tree cover and geographic
obstructions.
Detailed system geometry is not rigorously simulated.
The glare hazard determination relies on several approximations including observer eye characteristics, angle of view, and typical blink
response time. Actual values and results may vary.
The system output calculation is a DNI-based approximation that assumes clear, sunny skies year-round. It should not be used in place of
more rigorous modeling methods.
Several calculations utilize the PV array centroid, rather than the actual glare spot location, due to algorithm limitations. This may affect
results for large PV footprints. Additional analyses of array sub-sections can provide additional information on expected glare.
The subtended source angle (glare spot size) is constrained by the PV array footprint size. Partitioning large arrays into smaller sections will
reduce the maximum potential subtended angle, potentially impacting results if actual glare spots are larger than the sub-array size. Additional
analyses of the combined area of adjacent sub-arrays can provide more information on potential glare hazards. (See previous point on related
limitations.)
Hazard zone boundaries shown in the Glare Hazard plot are an approximation and visual aid. Actual ocular impact outcomes encompass a
continuous, not discrete, spectrum.
Glare locations displayed on receptor plots are approximate. Actual glare-spot locations may differ.
Glare vector plots are simplified representations of analysis data. Actual glare emanations and results may differ.
Glare analysis methods used: OP V1, FP V1, Route V1
Refer to the Help page for assumptions and limitations not listed here.
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