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Quantification and proposal design data about masking effect on body odor in
conference room
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Sensory deodorant methods are very useful because they need less energy
consumption than ventilation. In order to reveal the effect of masking quantitatively and to propose
the design data, three experiments were conducted. Firstly, we grasped there was almost no effect
of masked odor on mental work performance. Therefore, we targeted the psychological effect and
investigated the relationships between mixture rate of odors and odor intensity or hedonics.
Finally, it was revealed that the odor intensity difference between body odor and masking odor and
the odor hedonics difference between mixed odor and body odor had a very high correlation regardless
of the odor combination. Consequently, we proposed the design data that the designer could decide
the odor intensity of masking odor based on the needs amount of rise in hedonics votes.
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