energies MBPY

Article

Numerical and Experimental Study of Air-to-Air Plate
Heat Exchangers with Plain and Offset Strip

Fin Shapes

Kyung Rae Kim 1, Jae Keun Lee 2, Hae Do Jeong 3, Yul Ho Kang ** and Young Chull Ahn 5*

LG Electronics, 170, Seongsanpaechong-ro, Changwon-si, Gyeongsangnam-do 51533, Korea; kr.kim@Ige.com
Ecoenergy Research Institute, 2323 Daejeo-dong, Kangseo-gu, Busan 46703, Korea; jaeckeun.lee@ecoe.kr
School of Mechanical Engineering, Pusan National University, Busan 46241, Korea; hdjeong@pusan.ac.kr
Research Institute for Future Wind Energy Technology, Pusan National University, Busan 46241, Korea;
kyh@pusan.ac.kr

School of Architectural Engineering, Pusan National University, Busan 46241, Korea

Correspondence: ycahn@pusan.ac.kr

W N =

check for
Received: 2 August 2020; Accepted: 26 October 2020; Published: 31 October 2020 updates

Abstract: This study evaluates the performance of a plate heat exchanger numerically and
experimentally. The predictive model for estimating the heat transfer and frictional pressure drop
across the plain and offset strip fins is compared with the experimental results with the parameters of
Reynolds number and fin pitch. The heat transfer of the offset fin shape is 13.4% higher than that
of the plain fin in the experiment in the case of Re = 6112 for the hot airflow and Re = 2257 for the
cold airflow. A predictive model uses the effectiveness-Number of Transfer Units (NTU) method
with the discretization in the segments divided into small control volumes in the heat exchanger.
The difference of heat transfer and pressure drop for the plain fin between the numerical and the
experimental results are approximately 1.9% and 5.9%, respectively. Thus, the results indicate that
the predictive model for estimating the heat transfer is useful for evaluating the performance of the
plate heat exchanger in the laminar-to-transition regions.

Keywords: heat transfer rate; offset strip fin; pressure drop; plate heat exchanger; plain rectangular fin

1. Introduction

Due to their high efficiency and compactness, compared with other heat exchangers, the plate-fin
heat exchanger (PFHE) is commonly used in various applications such as home appliances, electronic
cooling devices, air-conditioning evaporators and condensers, chemical industries, cryogenics for
separation, the production of petrochemicals, and aerospace. PFHEs are characterized by the large
ratio of surface area by volume, which usually consists of an array of plate fins that are rectangular,
offset strip, triangular, perforated, wavy, or louvered [1]. The main advantages of PFHE are large heat
transfer area, excellent heat transfer effect, light and compact design, low contamination rate inside the
plate heat exchanger, less space than shell tube type, and heat exchange between multiple streams.
Various kinds of plate-fin channels, based on different applications, also employ special techniques to
enhance heat transfer [2]. Air-to-air plate heat exchangers are a very effective and inexpensive means
for heating or cooling fluids in electronic cooling devices and air-conditioning systems. Air-to-air
heat exchangers with offset fin shapes have a number of advantages, such as high efficiency, compact
structure, high mechanical strength, easy maintenance, or capacity adaptability. Optimal design plays
an important role in improving heat transfer and reducing the pressure drop.

Many researchers have worked on the heat transfer and friction factors of the plate
heat exchanger with the design parameter of the plate-fin heat exchanger such as fluid type,
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laminar/transitional/turbulent flow regime, fin shapes for hot/cold fluids, and fin pitch. There is
no unique solution or method to evaluate the performance of the heat transfer and friction factors of the
plate-fin heat exchanger. Khoshvaght-Aliabadi et al. [2] conducted experimental works for evaluating
the performance of PFHE with various plate-fin shapes. They have found that the vortex-generator
has the significant increase of the heat transfer. Mortean and Mantelli [3] suggested new correlation for
estimating the Nusselt number correlations of the plate heat exchanger in transitional flow regimes
with the good agreement between the experimental and numerical results. Churchill [4] suggested
friction-factor equation as a function of Reynolds number, surface roughness, and pipe diameter and
provided unique values for all fluid flow regimes. Zheng and Qi [5] reviewed various offset strip fins
for gas and liquid fluids including two-phase flow numerically and experimentally. Brenk et al. [6]
conducted research on the development of efficient and fast numerical methodologies related to the
plate heat exchanger research. Additionally, geometric optimization was performed to improve PFHE
performance by improving maldistribution. Peng et al. [7] presented a new inlet header configuration
with splitter plates for plate-fin heat exchanger which can decrease the flow maldistribution and
pressure drop simultaneously. Manglik and Bergles [8] studied the correlations to evaluate the
performance for the plate heat exchanger with rectangular offset strip fin and proposed the design
tools to predict the heat transfer and friction factor. In addition, Joshi and Webb [9] presented the
empirical correlations to predict the characteristics of heat transfer and friction in the offset strip fin
heat exchanger numerically and experimentally. Hu and Herodi [10] described the effect of the Prandtl
to estimate the heat transfer and pressure drop in offset fin shapes and proposed the predictive model
for heat transfer and pressure drop. Vyas and Agrawap [11] reviewed research on heat transfer in offset
strip fin heat exchangers and described the broad discussion on 2D and 3D offset strip fins studied
numerically and experimentally.

In this study, we undertake the numerical and experimental works for the performance evaluation
of the heat transfer and frictional pressure drop between the plate heat exchanger for condensing the
moisture from the humid and hot air in a household dishwasher. Using the correlation equations of
heat transfer and pressure drop previously studied, we intend to optimally design the PFHE through
the comparative analysis between the model and the experimental results. We study the combination
of the array of plain and offset strip fins of the PFHE as a function of fin pitch. The finite volume
method (FVM) along with the effectiveness-NTU and the discretization in the segments divided into
small control volumes in the heat exchanger is used to predict the heat transfer rate of the plate fin heat
exchanger. The predictive model for estimating the heat transfer and friction factor across the plate fin
heat exchanger are compared to the experimental results. The test conditions include cold airflow,
representing the laminar and transition regimes, and hot airflow, representing the transition regime.

2. Experimental Methods

2.1. Air-to-Air Plate Heat Exchanger

Figure 1 represents a schematic diagram of the plate heat exchanger for condensing the moisture
from the humid and hot air in a household dishwasher, as used in this study. The heat inside the
dishwasher improves drying by water evaporation from the dish and reducing the surface tension of
the water. The humid, hot air evaporated from the dishes moves to the plate heat exchanger to condense
the moisture. The removal of moisture from the dishes in a dishwasher is an important parameter for
improving the performance of the dishwasher in cleaning dishware and cutlery automatically.

Dried air coming out from the plate heat exchanger is not expelled to the outside but it is returned
to the dishwasher tub. Household dishwashers are usually cleaned by spraying hot water in the range
of 40-75 °C. Moisture removal methods in commercial dishwashers include dehumidification at the
wall inside the dishwasher, discharge of the moisture outside the dishwasher, and application of an
adsorbent. However, the PFHE is more hygienic and does not require discharging moisture outside
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the dishwasher. In this study, the evaluation performance of the plate heat exchanger for condensing

the moisture in the dishwasher is analyzed using the predictive model and experimental work.
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Figure 1. Schematic diagram of the plate-fin heat exchanger for condensing the moisture from the
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humid hot air in the household dishwasher used in this study.

Figure 2 represents the PFHE drawing with a description of the hot and cold airflow directions.
The heat exchanger is made from aluminum alloy 3003. The cross-flow arrangement of hot air and
cold air offers superior heat transfer performance and a more convenient mechanical layout to remove
the moisture from the dishwasher. The cold airflow consists of two streams, one on the top and one on
the bottom, with the rectangular plain or offset fin shapes. At the same time, the hot humid air flows
into an open-air channel to remove the moisture evaporated from the dishes.

Cold Air Out

1§ Hn
Ly

Hot AirIn
—_—

Figure 2. Structure of the plate-fin heat exchanger, showing the airflow direction (L., channel length for
cold air; Ly, channel length for hot air; H;, channel height for cold air; Hy, channel height for hot air).

Cold AirIn

Hot Air Out

The hot air flows inside each channel along the horizontal direction without any mixing between
the channels. Heat transfers from the hot air stream through the contact to the fin wall and from the fin
wall to the cold air. In this study, proposed empirical correlations for evaluating the performance of the
PFHE compares with the experimental results with the parameters of Reynolds number and fin pitch.
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Figure 3 shows a drawing of the plain and offset strip fins in the plate-fin heat exchanger installed
on the cold airflow side. PFHE design includes many geometric and operating parameters, such as
channel length, channel height, temperatures, airflow rate, fin height, fin thickness, fin pitch, and fin
length. In general, plain fins have the performance of lower heat transfer and pressure drop compared
with offset fins. Additionally, the offset fin provides heat transfer coefficients that are 2-3 times higher
than that offered in plain fin shape with the same fin pitch [12].
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Figure 3. Drawing of rectangular plain and offset strip fins in the air-to-air plate heat exchanger for
cold airflow, (a) rectangular plain fin shape; (b) offset fin shape; (c) geometry of offset fin (L,, single
offset fin length of cold air channel; ¢, fin thickness; s, length of fin pitch; Hc, height of cold air channel).

2.2. Experimental Apparatus for Evaluating the Plate Heat Exchanger

Figure 4 represents the schematic diagram used for evaluating the performance of the plate heat
exchanger with plain and offset strip fins. The experimental apparatus consists of two fans (Inno
Tech TB-6B), an electric heater, pressure sensors (Sensirion SDP 610, +3% of reading), temperature
and humidity sensors (Sensirion SHT75, £0.3 °C, £1.8%RH), T-type thermocouples and data loggers
(Agilent 34970A, +1 °C) with every 2 s sampling time, power meters (Yokogawa WT310, +£0.1% of
reading), two straighteners for uniform flow distribution, and the plate heat exchanger. Parts are
connected by insulating ducts.
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Figure 4. Schematic diagram for measuring the performance of air temperature, airflow rate,
and pressure drop of the plate-fin heat exchanger.

Fans are calibrated by the fan tester certified by AMCA standard 210 and ASHRAE standard 51.
The experimental data of temperature and pressure drop is acquired after 10 min, which is a stable flow
state in the heat exchanger. Due to the characteristics of the orthogonal heat exchanger, a temperature
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difference occurs depending on the location of the discharge part, but the temperature is measured at
five locations each, a total of 20 locations, at the inlet and outlet of the heat exchanger on the hot air
side and the cold air side and the heat exchange amount using the average temperature of 10 min is
calculated. The heat transfer rate can be determined with the data of air flow rate, specific heat, and the
difference of the inlet and outlet temperature.

The cooling fan forces cooling air from the surroundings to the cold side of the air-to-air heat
exchanger and the surrounding air temperature maintains at the 23 °C and 50% relative humidity (RH)
by the constant temperature and humidity chamber. The fan is used to generate hot air, creating a
hot air stream with an open loop. Both the cool and hot airflow rates are controlled between 0.4 and
0.8 m3/minute (CMM), with the cold-air-flow test conditions representing the laminar and transition
regimes and the hot air representing the transition regime.

Table 1 lists the physical parameters and test conditions to evaluate the performance of the
plate heat exchanger. For the hot air, the temperature and relative humidity are 75 °C and 3.6% RH,
respectively, while the temperature and relative humidity are 23 °C and 50% RH, respectively, for the
cold air. The proposed empirical correlations for predicting the Nusselt number and pressure drop
across the PFHE are compared with the experimental results with the parameters of Reynolds number
and fin pitch. The fin pitches used for the cold air channel are 3.5 and 5.3 mm in this study. The Reynolds
number of the cold airflow ranges from 1115 to 2686, representing the laminar regime and transition
regime. For the hot airflow, the Reynolds number ranges from 3056 to 6112, representing the transition
regime. In the PFHE design in this study, the channel lengths of the hot and cold air are 200 and
205 mm, respectively, while the channel heights of the hot and cold air are 7.9 and 3.8 mm, respectively.

Table 1. Physical parameters and test conditions for evaluating the performance of the plate
heat exchanger.

Physical Parameters Values
Channel length for hot air, L, 200 mm
Channel length for cold air, L, 205 mm
Channel height for hot air, Hj, 7.9 mm
Plate-fin heat exchanger geometry Channel height for cold air, Hc 3.8 mm
Fin thickness, ¢ 0.2 mm
Fin pitch, s 3.5,5.3 mm
Single offset fin length, L, 12.8 mm
Temperature 75°C
. . Relative humidity 3.6% RH
Hot air test conditions Flow rate 0.4-0.8 CMM
Reynolds number 3056-6112
Temperature 23°C
. . Relative humidity 50% RH
Cold air test conditions Flow rate 0.4-0.8 CMM
Reynolds number 1115-2686

3. Numerical Methods

The finite volume method (FVM) is used to predict the performance of the plate heat exchanger in
terms of heat transfer rate, with the mini-channels and segments divided into small control volumes.
The plate heat exchanger is divided into several segments along the channel. In each segment, mass and
energy conservation equations are applied. This method is generally very useful, especially for
determining the heat transfer rate and the outlet temperatures of the hot and cold air in the plate heat
exchanger with the given conditions of the inlet temperatures of the hot and cold air.

Figure 5 presents a schematic of the discretization in the segments divided into small control
volumes in the heat exchanger for predicting the heat transfer rate and pressure drop across the
PFHE using the effectiveness-NTU method in this study. The heat exchanger is discretized into five
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mini-channels along the X-direction of the cold airflow in a number of segments, consisting of two top
and bottom flow streams which the first channel consists from segment 1 to segment 5, the second
channel from segment 6 to segment 10, and so on. In addition, the hot airflow along the Y-direction
could be described in a number of segments with center flows which the first channel consists of from
segment 1 to segments 6, 11, 16, and 21; the second channel from segment 2 to segments 7, 12, 17,
and 22; and so on. All segment dimensions are independent except that the air and fin have the same
discretization. The equations of mass and energy conservation are determined for the 2D segments in
the plate heat exchanger.
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Figure 5. Schematic of the discretization in the segments divided into small control volumes for
predicting the heat transfer rate and pressure drop across the plate-fin heat exchanger.

The outlet temperature and heat transfer rate of the hot and cold air in the PFHE can be determined,
using the correlation between the heat transfer and the friction factor with the given conditions of the
inlet temperatures of the hot and cold air. The cold air flowed inside each channel along the X-direction,
with no mixing between the channels. The heat is transferred from the hot airflow to the fin tube wall
through contact, as well as from the fin wall to the cool air. In this study, the assumptions are uniform
inlet velocity in the cell, no heat transfer from the outer surfaces to the environment, and smooth
surfaces. Heat flux varies depending on the flow cross section of the heat exchanger. To take this into
account in this study, the heat exchanger is divided into 25 segments and the heat flux for each part
is calculated. The amount of heat exchange assuming that the heat flux is constant within the same
segment can be determined.

The prediction model to determine the heat transfer rate of the PFHE using the discretization
method in segments divided into small control volumes in the heat exchanger and the effectiveness-NTU
method can be described in the following steps: (1) the Reynolds number and the Prandtl number
in the segment 1 located in the first channel can be calculated by the given input data such as the
geometry of the PFHE, the inlet temperature, relative humidity, and air flow rate of the cold and hot
air flows in Table 1. (2) The Nusselt number (Nu) can be calculated using the correlation provided
by Gnielinski [13] for the plain fin and Manglik and Bergles [8] for the offset fin in Table 2. (3) The
coefficient of overall heat transfer (U) in the segment 1 described in Equation (16) in Table 3 can be
determined using the Nusselt number obtained in the previous step. Details are elaborated in the
paragraph explaining Table 3. (4) The heat transfer rate (Q) in the segment 1 can be determined using
the effectiveness-NTU method in Equation (10a) in Table 3. (5) The outlet temperature and relative
humidity in the segment 1 can be determined using the heat transfer rate in the Equation (10b) in
Table 3. (6) In the next segment 2, the heat transfer rate, outlet temperature, and relative humidity can
be determined using the above five steps and using the outlet temperature and relative humidity in
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the segment 1 provided by step 5 as inlet conditions of the segment 2. (7) The heat transfer rate in the
first channel can be obtained by adding up from segment 1 to segment 5, and the total heat transfer
rate in the heat exchanger can be determined by adding up from channel 1 to channel 5.

Table 2. Correlations for predicting the Nusselt number and friction factor of the heat exchanger.

Investigators Correlations Equation No. Remarks
Laminar regime (Re < 2300) Applied for the plain fin in the
Nu— {Nu13 4 (Nip— 1)3 . N1133}1/3 (1a) cold airflow and hot airflow.
@ Hydrodynamically, thermally developing = 44p
d
Nuj = 0462 Pr ReDy,/x (1b) b
@ Hydrodynamically developed, thermally developing WD
Gnielinski [13] Nuy = 1.302 YRePrDy /x (10 Nu = Th
® Hydrodynamically, thermally developed
 Nuz=4351 (1d) oDy,
Transition regime (2300 < Re < 10,000) Re = m
Nu = (1 =) Nutjam,2300 + YNttt 108 (2a)
y= 1’?0212233%% (2b) Ezifuhlc dégwi(er for
. gular fin shape
Turbulent regime (10,000 < Re)
_ (£/8)RePr 1 2/3 2ab
Nu = Ve [1 +3(Dn/x) ] (32) D, = ﬁ
-2
& = (1.81ogyg Re - 1.5) (3b)
s\ \ ]1/ 12
Churchill [6] 7= [(8)"+ e @
16 16 Applied for the plain fin in the
X =124571In + , Y= (m) (5) cold airflow and hot airflow
B x
e h
Nu = j-Re-Pr'/3 6)
j = 0.6522Re™0-5403,=01541 30.1499 ,~0.0678
Manglik and Bergles [8] (1 15269 % 1075Rel.3400(0.504[50.456(“4.055)"-1 @)
f = 9.6243Re™074224~0185630.3053,=0.2659 5 Applied for the offset fin of the
0.1 (8a) cold airflow and hot airflow.
(1 17,669 % 10—8RL,4.429a0,920ﬂ3.767w0.236)
a=s/(He—t), p=t/Lo,w=1t/s (8b)
_ 4s(H~t)L
Dy = Z(SLO+(H(—A‘)Lo+tfH(—t))+ts )

Table 3. Equations for calculating the heat transfer rate of the PFHE using the effectiveness-NTU
method [14].

Parameter Equations Equation No. Remarks

¢: Heat transfer effectiveness

Q = Qs (10a) Quuax: Maximum i
. -~ ax possible heat
Heat transfer rate, Q = UAs(Tiu = Tout) (10b) transfer rate
: -~ Ty: Temperature of hot air
Qnmx - Cmm(Th,in - Tc,m) (11) Te: Temperature of cold air
Heat transfer Comax mixed, €= (12) Hot side: Mixed

Cyin unmixed L(1 - exp{—c [1 - exp(-NTU)]})

effectiveness, ¢ Cold side: Unmixed

Cinin mixed, Cpax e=1- 13)
unmixed exp{—% [1-exp(-c NTU)]}
. . _ Cuin Cpin: The smaller heat capacity
Heat capacity ratio, c = (14) Cunaz: The larger heat capacity
Number of transfer units, NTU NTU = ¢4 = (,;ILCIS‘”‘ : (15) 7i: Mass flow rate
A B T
8 :l -
ST B
Coefficient of total heat transfer, U UA, = 1,0 / 1)1 (16) A
4 m*ﬁ*(m)z ® he T

hy, he: Calculated from Table 2
n: Fin efficiency

The prediction model to determine the pressure drop across the PFHE can be calculated using the
Darcy-Weisbach equation and the friction factor correlation, provided by Churchill [6] for the plain fin
and Manglik and Bergles [8] for the offset fin in Table 2. The pressure drop across the PFHE can be
determined by adding up and averaging from channel 1 to channel 5.
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Table 2 lists the correlations between the heat transfer and the friction factor for predicting the
plate-fin heat exchanger. To predict the PFHE’s thermal performance in Table 2, the Nusselt number
correlation, provided by Gnielinski [13], for hot airflow in a transition regime and cold airflow with
plain fins is applied. Gnielinski [13] summarized the correlation equations for predicting the heat
transfer in hydrodynamics and the thermal development of flow. For the offset fins, the Nusselt number
and pressure drop correlations provided by Manglik and Bergles [8], can be applied. The correlations
for the friction factors from Churchill’s work [6] for predicting pressure drop across the plain-fin PFHE
are derived in this study, as shown in Table 2.

Pressure drop across the plate-fin heat exchanger can be calculated by Equations (4) and (5)
described the friction factor. Churchill [6] found a single correlating equation for friction loss determined
with the parameters of the Reynolds number and surface roughness. A model proposed by Manglik and
Bergles [8] is used for the offset strip fin shape in the cold airflow of the laminar-to-transition regime.

Table 3 describes the equations used to calculate the heat transfer rate in the plate heat exchanger
using the effectiveness-NTU method [14]. The log mean temperature difference (LMTD) method is
very useful for determining the heat transfer rates and the outlet temperature of both hot and cold air.
The heat transfer rate in the plate heat exchanger can be determined in Equation (10a). The maximum
possible heat transfer rate in Equation (11) can be determined from the smaller heat capacity and
the maximum temperature difference in the heat exchanger. Therefore, the maximum possible heat
transfer rate can be calculated from the inlet temperatures of the hot and cold air and their mass flow
rates. The relations of the heat transfer effectiveness in Equations (12) and (13) can be described as the
dimensionless group NTU and the heat capacity ratio [14]. Therefore, the heat transfer effectiveness
can be used to determine the heat transfer rate without knowing the outlet temperatures of airflows.
The NTU in Equation (15) can be derived by the coefficient of total heat transfer in the plate heat
exchanger and the smaller heat capacity ratio.

4. Results and Discussion

Figure 6 compares the experimental and numerical heat transfer of the plate heat exchanger as
a function of the Reynolds number of the cold airflow rate. The amount of heat transfer has been
found to increase in relation to increasing the hot airflow rate and in relation to an increasing Reynolds
number of the cold airflow rate. In addition, the heat transfer of the offset fin shape is higher than
that of the rectangular plain fin shapes. In the case of Re = 6112 for the hot airflow and Re = 2257
for the cold airflow, the heat transfer of the offset fin shape is 13.4% higher than that of the plain fin
in the experiment, as shown in Figure 6¢. In addition, the Nusselt numbers of the offset fins and
plain fins provided by Gnielinski [13] and Manglik et al. [8] are 15.9 and 7, respectively, meaning the
Nusselt number of the offset fins is 2.3 times higher than that of the plain fins having the same fin pitch
of 3.5 mm.

The segment distribution of outlet temperature on the hot airflow of segments 21-25 ranges from
56.6 to 65.8 °C and for the cold airflow of segments 5-25 ranges from 38.4 to 32.5 °C. The offset strip fin
significantly enhances the heat transfer due to the repetitive growth of the laminar boundary layer,
which can then dissipate in the wake region [15]. For the range of Reynolds numbers studied for the
cold airflow, the predictive model has a good agreement with the experimental results.

Figure 7 compares the experimental and numerical heat transfer of the plate heat exchanger at the
3.5 and 5.3 mm fin pitches. The amount of heat transfer increases in relation to an increasing hot airflow
rate and in relation to an increasing Reynolds number of the cold airflow rate. In the case of Re = 6112
for the hot airflow and Re = 2257 for the cold airflow, the heat transfer of the 3.5 mm fin pitch in the
plain fin shape is 9.3% higher than that of the 5.3 mm fin pitch, as shown in Figure 7c. It is believed
that a smaller fin pitch could use more fins and a greater heat transfer area, thus enhancing the heat
transfer. In addition, the Nusselt number of the 3.5 and 5.3 mm fin pitches provided by Gnielinski [13]
and Manglik et al. [8] are 7 and 7.5, respectively. Similarly, the predictive model has a good agreement
with the experimental results for the range of Reynolds numbers of the cold airflow studied here.



Energies 2020, 13, 5710 90of 13

280 280
Plain Fin-Prediction by FVM Plain Fin-Prediction by FVM
260 ®  Plain Fin-Experiment 260 ®  Plain Fin-Experiment
N = . = Offset Fin-Prediction by FVM N = . = Offset Fin-Prediction by FVM
240 O  Offset Fin-Experiment 240 O  Offset Fin-Experiment
=220 20
g g
w 200 T 200
= &
2 180 g 180
T @
e = ir_ .
160 160 R
i % -0 =]
T 140 T 140 o
" M e
100 100
Hot Air Reynolds Number: 3,056 Hot Air Reynolds Number: 4,584
80 80
1,000 1200 1,400 1,600 1,800 2000 2200 2400 1,000 1,200 1,400 1,600 1,800 2,000 2,200 2,400
Cold Air Reynolds Number Cold Air Reynolds Number
(@ (b)
280

Plain Fin-Prediction by FVM

260 ®  Plain Fin-Experiment

= . = Offset Fin-Prediction by FVM
0O  Offset Fin-Experiment

.é__,g‘..—iﬁ

—0—

13
o

Heat Transfer (W)
S

Hot Air Reynolds Number: 6,112

1,000 1,200 1,400 1600 1,800 2000 2200 2400
Cold Air Reynolds Number

©

Figure 6. Experimental and numerical comparison of heat transfer in the plate-fin heat exchanger at 3.5
mm of fin pitches as a function of cold airflow rate, (a) Re = 3056 for the hot airflow rate; (b) Re = 4584;
(c) Re=6112.

Figure 8 compares the experimental and predictive pressure drop across the air-to-air plate heat
exchanger as a function of the Reynolds number of the cold air, showing (a) the plain and offset strip
fins, and (b) the fin pitch. The pressure drop across the PFHE plays an important role in heat exchanger
design; for both fins, the pressure drop increases in relation to increasing cold airflow rate, similar to
the results regarding heat transfer. The offset fin provides pressure drop values two times higher than
that provided by plain fin geometry with the same fin pitch of 3.5 mm. The pressure drop is 255%
higher at Re = 2257 for the cold airflow in Figure 8a. The offset strip fin significantly increases the
pressure drop due to the repetitive growth of the laminar boundary layer, which can then dissipate in
the wake region [15]. The pressure drop across the fin channel at a 3.5 mm fin pitch is 50% higher than
that at a 5.3 mm fin pitch at the Re = 2257 for the cold airflow as shown in Figure 8b. It is believed that

the smaller fin pitch used more fins and a greater fin area, thus increasing the pressure drop across the
heat exchanger.
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Figure 7. Experimental and numerical comparison of heat transfer in the heat exchanger at 3.5 and

5.3 mm of plain fin pitches. (a) Re = 3056 for the hot airflow rate; (b) Re = 4584; (c) Re = 6112.
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Figure 8. Experimental and numerical comparison of the pressure drop across the plate-fin heat
exchanger, (a) with plain and offset strip fins and (b) with 3.5 and 5.3 mm fin pitch.

Figure 9 shows the difference comparison of the numerical and experimental heat transfer of the
plate heat exchanger. For the studied range of Reynolds numbers for the cold airflow, the predictive
model has a good agreement with the experimental results for the plain fin shape, with a difference
of approximately 1.9% between the numerical and experimental results. Therefore, the correlation
for predicting the heat transfer is useful for compact PFHEs operating under similar conditions of
in the laminar-to-transitional flow region to those tested in this study. The difference comparison of
the numerical and experimental pressure drop across the plate heat exchanger is shown in Figure 10.
For the studied range of Reynolds numbers for the cold airflow, the numerical and experimental
results demonstrate similar results, with an approximately 5.9% difference between the numerical and

experimental results.
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Figure 9. Difference comparison of experimental and numerical results of heat transfer of the plate-fin
heat exchanger (a) plain; (b) offset fin.
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Figure 10. Difference comparison of experimental and numerical results of pressure drop across the
plate-fin heat exchanger (a) plain; (b) offset fin.

5. Conclusions

The performance of the heat transfer and pressure drop across the plate heat exchangers with plain
rectangular and offset strip fin shapes was evaluated using the predictive models and experimental
study. The predictive model compares the experimental results with the parameters of Reynolds
number and fin pitch. In this study, the cold airflow represents the laminar or transition regime, and the
hot airflow represents the transition regime. The amount of heat transfer increases in relation to an
increasing hot airflow rate and in relation to an increasing Reynolds number of the cold airflow rate.
In addition, the heat transfer of the offset fin shape is higher than that of the plain rectangular fin shape.
In the case of Re = 6112 for the hot airflow and Re = 2257 for the cold airflow, the heat transfer of the
offset fin shape is 13.4% higher than that of the plain fin in the experiment. A predictive model uses the
effectiveness-NTU method with the discretization in the segments divided into small control volumes
in the heat exchanger. The difference of heat transfer and pressure drop for the plain fin between the
numerical and the experimental results are approximately 1.9% and 5.9%, respectively.
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Nomenclature
A Flat-plate heat transfer area
As Fin area of heat transfer
Ap Flat-plate heat transfer area (except for fin contact area)
As Fin area of heat transfer in the heat exchange
Ap Cross-sectional area
a Height of rectangular
b Width of rectangular
Crax The larger heat capacity
Coin The Smaller heat capacity
c Capacity ratio
Cp Specific heat
Dy, Hydraulic diameter
Dif fitax Maximum difference between prediction and experiment
Dif fvtean Mean difference between prediction and experiment
f Friction factor
H Channel height
h Coefficient of convection heat transfer
j Colburn j factor
k Thermal conductivity
L Flow path length
Lo Single offset fin length
mi Mass flow rate
NTU Number of transfer unit
Nu Nusselt number
Pr Prandtl number
P Pressure
p Wetted perimeter
0 Heat transfer rate
Qo Maximum possible heat transfer rate
R Roughness
Re Reynolds number
RH Relative humidity
s Fin pitch
T Temperature
Tin Air inlet temperature
Tout Air outlet temperature
t Fin thickness
u Overall heat transfer coefficient
16
X Arbitrary parameter, X = [2.457 In m]
x Location in the flow path
Y Arbitrary parameter, Y = (%)16
a Ratio, @ = s/(Hc —t)
B Ratio, p =t/L,
y Intermittency factor
AP Pressure drop
0 Heat exchanger plate thickness
€ Heat transfer effectiveness
1 Fin efficiency
U Air dynamic viscosity
v Face velocity
3 Friction factor of smooth pipes for turbulent flow
p Air density
%) Ratio, w = t/s
c Cold air
h Hot air
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