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Abstract: This study investigates the use of Mobilized Thermal Energy Storage (MTES)
systems to enhance energy efficiency in large-scale Mediterranean buildings, focusing
on a university campus in Tripoli, Lebanon. The research question addresses whether
MTES can effectively utilize waste heat from a power plant to meet heating, cooling, and
water heating needs. We hypothesize that MTES, using Erythritol as the phase change
material (PCM) and Therminol55 as the heat transfer fluid (HTF), will improve energy
efficiency and reduce costs compared to conventional systems. The methodology involves
simulating the MTES system’s performance, including charge, self-discharge, and discharge
phases, using Simulink-MATLAB. Key findings reveal that increasing the HTF flow reduces
the charging time by 29% and enhances the efficiency by 8%, while larger project scales
decrease heat costs. Economic analysis shows a payback period (PBP) of 2 years 11 months
for heating only and 2 years 1 month for heating and cooling, with annual maintenance
costs considered at 5%. These results demonstrate MTES as a sustainable and cost-effective
solution for thermal energy storage, with potential applications in the energy sector.

Keywords: phase change materials; mobilized thermal energy storage; economic analysis;
efficiency improvement

1. Introduction
In parallel with the exponential growth of the world’s population, global energy

consumption has dramatically increased. A recent study conducted by British Petroleum
projects the global consumption of oil to rise by approximately 30% from 2007 to 2035,
whereas natural gas and coal consumption are expected to increase by more than 50% [1].
This increasing energy demand places pressure on fossil fuel resources and amplifies
concerns about greenhouse gas emissions. Within this global context, the building sector
emerges as a principal factor for carbon emissions and energy consumption, accounting
for as much as 40% of global energy usage in certain industrialized nations and emitting a
parallel 40% of global greenhouse gas emissions [2,3]. About 33% of the consumed energy
by various sectors is dissipated as waste heat, remaining largely unused and wasted [4,5].

In response to this energy challenge and the consequential heat waste, the technology
of Thermal Energy Storage (TES) has been implemented within a mobile concept known as
MTES. This system stores the waste heat generated by industries, such as power plants,
cement and steel mills, and sewage sludge incinerators [6–8]. The stored heat is retained
within specially designed containers and then transferred to provide end-users with space
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and water heating [9,10]. The MTES is enhanced by the utilization of PCMs, which have a
high potential to release or store thermal energy as latent heat, differentiating them from
the materials used in conventional sensible heat-storage systems [11–14].

The adoption of MTES in providing heat has several benefits, such as a decrease in
primary energy consumption, the minimization of exergy losses, and a reduction in CO2

emissions by as much as 95% relative to traditional fossil fuel-based heating systems [15,16].
While research has been conducted on MTES technology over the years, the focus of these
studies has been on the selection of storage materials, container design, and economic
studies. Prominent PCM options in MTES projects include organic sugar alcohols, like
Erythritol and Mannitol, as well as inorganic hydrated salts, like sodium acetate trihydrate
and magnesium chloride hexahydrate [17–24].

Various designs of MTES containers have been developed and evaluated to opti-
mize performance during both charging and discharging phases, with different config-
urations, such as detachable, sorptive, direct-contact, encapsulated, and shell-and-tube
containers [25]. Economic evaluations of the MTES system have shown that crucial factors
governing cost include both the distance between the heat source and the end-user, with
findings highlighting that the heating cost is directly related to the transport distance, while
inversely related to the heat demand [25]. Furthermore, sensitivity analyses show that the
pricing of phase change materials affects the overall cost of heating [26].

While MTES technology has found successful applications in industrialized nations,
such as Japan, Germany, and China [6,26,27], it holds considerable promise for third-world
countries, like Lebanon. These countries import fuel to meet their energy requirements;
thus, the implementation of MTES will contribute to lowering fuel usage to cover heating
and cooling demands, as well as valorize waste heat, contributing to a sustainable and
energy-efficient future. Recent studies have highlighted the critical role of energy efficiency
in achieving net-zero emissions and combating climate change. For instance, the World
Renewable Energy Congress Med Green Forum 2024 emphasized the importance of inte-
grating renewable energy applications in the Mediterranean region to create carbon-neutral
cities [28]. Additionally, a comprehensive review published in 2024 discussed innovative
technologies and strategic measures for advancing energy efficiency, underscoring the need
for tailored policies and greater consumer engagement [29]. These findings underscore
the significance of our study, which explores the potential of Mobilized Thermal Energy
Storage (MTES) systems to enhance energy efficiency in Mediterranean buildings. By
leveraging waste heat from power plants, our research aims to contribute to the broader
goal of sustainable energy solutions in the region.

This study presents a novel approach to enhancing energy efficiency in large-scale
Mediterranean buildings through the use of Mobilized Thermal Energy Storage (MTES)
systems. Unlike previous research, which primarily focused on small-scale applications or
single aspects of thermal energy storage, our study comprehensively evaluates the integra-
tion of waste heat from power plants with MTES to meet diverse energy needs, including
heating, cooling, and water heating. By employing Erythritol as the phase change mate-
rial (PCM) and Therminol55 as the heat transfer fluid (HTF), we demonstrate significant
improvements in system efficiency and cost-effectiveness. Our findings provide valuable
insights into the practical implementation of MTES in large-scale projects, contributing to
the broader goal of sustainable energy solutions in the Mediterranean region. Our case
study will investigate the modeling, simulation, and economic evaluation of the MTES
project. The findings will provide valuable results that can be compared with existing
studies on an economic basis.
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2. Case Study Description
In this study, we utilize waste heat from a Lebanese power plant (PP) to cover heating,

cooling, and domestic hot water needs in a university campus located in Tripoli. The PP
comprises three fired boilers. The largest Lebanese university campus, which consists of
32 buildings covering 500,000 m2, is the recipient of this waste heat. Previously, the campus
used chiller units for cooling and oil boilers for heating. For the MTES cycle, it involves
heat exchange between the industrial waste heat (IWH) and a heat transfer fluid (HTF) as
a first phase. The HTF, in turn, transfers heat to Phase Change Material (PCM) within a
container until it is fully charged. The container is then transported to the campus, where
the PCM releases heat to the circulating water for space heating, absorption chillers for
cooling, and water heating. After full container heat discharge, the container returns to the
heat source to initiate a new cycle. The M-TES cycle is presented in Figure 1.
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Figure 1. M-TES cycle [30].

Over the course of a year, PP’s exhaust gas temperatures range from 134 ◦C to 176 ◦C,
with an average of 149 ◦C, and the PP remains off for around 45 h annually. The IWH’s
annual potential and flow characteristics based on Lebanese thermal power plant data are
detailed in Table 1.

Table 1. IWH potential, flow rates, and annual energy losses.

Industrial
Waste Heat Minimum Maximum Average

Value
Energy Loss
(MWh/Year)

Capacity (MW) 0.798 21.35 10.385 90,778.75
Flow rate (kg/s) 19.11 158.54 100.72

Simultaneously, the university campus load (MW) varies annually. The energy require-
ments for the considered reference year are stated in Table 2. Specific operating temperature
criteria are adhered to, where the radiator water should exceed 65 ◦C for winter heating [31]
and chiller water should surpass 70 ◦C for summer cooling [32].

Table 2. University yearly energy requirements.

Space Cooling Space Heating Water Heating Total

Yearly used
Energy (MWh) 11,794 10,833 1273 23,900
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To achieve effective heat transfer from the industrial waste heat to the PCM and
subsequently release it at the university to cover the energy loads, we employ Erythritol
as the PCM due to its melting point temperature (118 ◦C) falling within the required
temperature range (between 90 ◦C and 125 ◦C), in addition to its high latent heat of
339 kJ/kg and favorable cost-effectiveness. Compared to other PCMs, such as sodium
acetate trihydrate (melting point of 58 ◦C, which is outside the required temperature range
for our application), quinone (melting point of 115 ◦C, but lower latent heat compared
to Erythritol, making it less efficient for thermal storage), and mannitol (melting point of
166 ◦C, which is higher than the required range, and having a lower latent heat compared
to Erythritol), Erythritol provides an optimal balance of the melting point, latent heat,
and cost-effectiveness [33–37]. Different candidates for the recovery of industrial waste
heat (IWH) were evaluated based on their phase transition temperatures and latent heats.
Benzamide has a phase transition temperature of 127 ◦C and a latent heat of 170 kJ/kg,
while Stibene transitions at 124 ◦C with a latent heat of 167 kJ/kg. Benzoic acid transitions
at 122 ◦C with a latent heat of 143 kJ/kg. Succinic anhydride and acetanilide both transition
at 119 ◦C, with latent heats of 204 kJ/kg and 222 kJ/kg, respectively. MgCl·6H2O transitions
at 117 ◦C with a latent heat of 168 kJ/kg. Quinone transitions at 115 ◦C with a latent heat
of 171 kJ/kg. Catechol transitions at 104 ◦C with a latent heat of 207 kJ/kg [15]. Among
these, Erythritol is identified as the optimal PCM for this study due to its high latent heat
and suitable phase transition temperature.

The selected HTF is Therminol55, characterized by a high flash point of 117 ◦C and a
boiling temperature of 351 ◦C, ensuring safety and efficiency in heat transfer. Compared to
other HTFs like Dowtherm A (similar properties but higher cost) and Syltherm 800 (lower
boiling point, which could limit its effectiveness in high-temperature applications), Ther-
minol55 offers superior thermal stability and cost-effectiveness [38,39]. Future work will
include further comparative studies with other PCMs and HTFs to continuously optimize
the system’s performance. The key physical properties of Erythritol and Therminol55 are
presented in Table 3.

Table 3. Thermo-physical properties of selected PCM and HTF at different operating temperatures
[33–35,38,39].

Item T (◦C) Density
(kg/m3)

Cp
(kJ/kg·K)

Thermal
Conductivity

(W/m·K)

Latent
Heat

(kJ/kg)

Melting
Point (◦C)

Flash
Point
(◦C)

Boiling
Temperature

(◦C)

Viscosity
(kg/m·s)

Dynamic
Viscosity
(MPa·s)

Erythritol
(PCM)

20 1480 1.35 0.732
339

118 - - 0.02895 -
140 1300 2.74 0.326 - - 0.01602 -

Therminol55
(HTF)

33 865 1.94 0.1273 - - 177 351 - 25.2
130 797 2.3 0.1156 - - - 1.71

3. Modeling and Simulation
The university’s energy requirements are met by valorizing IWH. A series of heat

exchangers is positioned between the waste heat source and the load that must be used to
transfer the heat from the PP to the university:

- Exhaust Heat Recovery Exchanger: The exhaust gas energy is transferred to the HTF,
where three counter-flow heat exchangers are used with exhaust gases for a mean
power of 10.38 MW.

- Thermal Storage Exchanger: The HTF energy is transferred to the PCM, designed as a
20-foot ISO shell-and-tube container featuring encapsulated phase change material
within the tubes, while the heat transfer fluid circulates around the shell side. This
configuration enhances the heat exchange efficiency by providing a larger surface area
for heat transfer. In addition, aluminum is known for its high thermal conductivity,
which enhances the heat transfer efficiency between the heat transfer fluid (HTF) and



Buildings 2025, 15, 464 5 of 15

the phase change material (PCM). The staggered arrangement of the tubes increases
the surface area for heat exchange, allowing for more effective and uniform heat
distribution. This configuration minimizes thermal resistance and maximizes the
rate of heat transfer, leading to faster charging and discharging cycles. Additionally,
aluminum is lightweight and relatively low-cost compared to other high-conductivity
materials, making it an economically viable choice. The combination of these factors
results in improved system performance and reduced operational costs, thereby
enhancing the overall cost-effectiveness of the MTES system. Therefore, staggered
aluminum tubes are chosen due to their high conductivity, light weight, and low
cost [40,41].

- Heat Distribution Exchangers: The phase change material (PCM) transfers its energy
to the water circulating throughout the university. To facilitate this process, two
counter-flow tubular heat exchangers, one for heating and one for cooling, are used.

Once the heat exchangers are designed, simulations involve three stages: charging,
self-discharging, and discharging of the PCM, carried out on Simulink-MATLAB R2024-b.
The simulation tracked the changes in the temperature of the PCM, the temperature of the
oil tank, and the flow rate of the oil. First, the PCM temperature increases exponentially
as it stores sensible heat, gradually reaching its melting temperature. After this, the
PCM starts accumulating latent heat until it transitions to the liquid state and reaches the
saturation phase. Following this saturation phase, the PCM resumes absorbing sensible
heat until it reaches a temperature of 130 ◦C, marking the completion of the charging
process. As the temperature of the oil tank rises, the flow of oil increases to recover heat
more effectively from the Exhaust Heat Recovery Exchanger up to the peak flow setpoint,
and the temperature of the oil tank rises as the temperature of the oil exiting the container
increases, which is caused by the rise in PCM temperature.

In this simulation, the initial PCM temperature is set at 20 ◦C, with HTF flow rates
ranging from 100 kg/s to 201.4 kg/s. The IWH potential was varied between 0.798 MW
and 21.354 MW. The thermal properties of Erythritol and Therminol55, such as the thermal
conductivity and specific heat capacity, were sourced from the relevant literature [33–39].
We assumed steady-state conditions and a uniform temperature distribution within the
PCM and HTF. These assumptions were made to simplify the model while maintaining
relevance to real-world applications. Sensitivity analyses showed that increasing the HTF
flow rate decreased the charging duration by 29% and increased the efficiency by 8%.

In this study, we investigated the impact of oil flow and the impact of the potential
of IWH on the duration and efficiency of the charging process through simulations. By
increasing the max oil flow setpoint and varying the IWH potential, we observed changes
in these parameters. The results, summarized in Table 4, show that doubling the max
oil flow setpoint led to a 29% decrease in the charging duration and an 8% rise in the
charging efficiency. Furthermore, adjustments in the IWH potential showed varying effects:
maximizing it resulted in a slight 3.65% decrease in the charging time but a substantial
drop in efficiency from 20% to 9.9%. Conversely, minimizing the IWH potential increased
the efficiency by 63% but at the expense of a 212.5% increase in the charging time. These
findings show the importance of oil flow regulation, particularly when adjusting the
IWH potential, for managing charging efficiency effectively. Furthermore, these trade-offs
highlight the importance of balancing the IWH potential to achieve an optimal combination
of the charging time and efficiency for the MTES system. This balance ensures that the
system operates effectively while maintaining cost-effectiveness and energy efficiency.
Also, variations in the IWH potential had a significant impact on the charging efficiency,
highlighting the importance of optimizing these parameters for practical implementation.
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Table 4. Simulation outcomes for charge phase with varying oil flows and IWH potentials.

Industrial
Waste Heat

(MW)

Maximum Oil
Flow (kg/s)

IWH Energy
(MWh)

Oil Recovered
Energy (MWh)

Recovery
Efficiency (%)

Storage
Efficiency (%)

Charging
Efficiency (%)

Charging
Duration (s)

Saturation
Duartion (s)

10.38 100 35.11 7.942 22.58 88.79 20.05 12,193 5582
10.38 201.4 24.9 7.95 31.79 88.78 28.22 8664 3122

21.354 100 71.097 7.945 11.18 88.8 9.92 11,985 5378
0.798 100 8.45 7.94 94.04 88.8 83.5 38,110 27,050

Finally, the simulation was conducted by setting the mean potential power and maxi-
mum oil flow rate at 10.385 MW and 100 kg/s respectively, with the PCM temperature set
initially at 20 ◦C.

During normal system operation, after discharge during the previous cycle, the PCM
temperature settles between 80 ◦C and 95 ◦C, depending on the load demands. At the
beginning of a new cycle, the charging phase begins at these temperatures. This initial
temperature influences the subsequent charging phase, impacting the efficiency, PCM
charging time, and capacity of the container. Table 5 outlines all the results.

Table 5. Charge phase simulation: mean IWH potential, 100 kg/s oil flow, and initial PCM tempera-
ture variations.

Initial PCM
Temperature (◦C)

Max Oil
Flow (kg/s)

IWH Energy
(MWh)

Energy
Recovered by

Oil (MWh)

Storage
Efficiency (%)

Charging
Efficiency (%)

Charging
Duration (s)

Saturation
Duration (s)

80 100 34.296 7.402 85.8 18.52 11,889 5371
95 100 34.057 7.252 84.89 18.08 11,806 5303

Following the charging phase, the capacity of the PCM undergoes self-discharging,
and its capacity decreases due to heat conduction through the storage tank and container
shells, as well as through convection with surrounding air. During transportation, forced
convection accelerates this process, while during waiting periods before the discharge
phase, natural convection takes over.

The container shell is constructed from steel [42], while fiber-reinforced plastic (FRP)
is selected for the shell of the storage tank. To insulate the storage tank, it was surrounded
by rockwool, with a 4 cm thickness. Table 6 states these materials’ physical properties.

Table 6. Characteristics of rockwool, FRP, and carbon steel [43–45].

Material Type
Thermal

Conductivity
(W·m−1·K−1)

Material
Thickness (mm)

Material
Density(kg·m−3)

Carbon Steel 45 4 7500
Fiber Reinforced Plastic 0.57 4 1550

Rockwool 0.043 40 60

The simulation results illustrated in Figure 2, demonstrate a nearly linear decrease in
the self-discharge phase in the temperature of the charged PCM from 130 ◦C to 129.59 ◦C
over around 2.5 h. The simulation was conducted multiple times, each with varying
rockwool thicknesses and with a duration of 1.5 and 2.5 h, as summarized in Table 7.
The results show that 4 cm of rockwool is a good choice since it improves the insulation
significantly as the energy losses decrease from 0.017 MWh to 0.0109 MWh, while by using
a 5 cm thickness, it decreases only to 0.009 MWh, and PCM final temperatures are very
close. Additionally, it is shown that each one-hour delay results in a 0.11% reduction in the
PCM capacity as shown in Table 6 (0.15% loss for 1.5 h of self-discharge compared to 0.26%
loss for 2.5 h of self-discharge for a rockwool thickness of 40 mm).
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Table 7. Simulation results of self-discharge for various rockwool thicknesses.

Self-Discharge Duration = 1 h 30 min Self-Discharge Duration = 2 h 30 min

Rockwool
thickness

(mm)

Energy loss
(MWh)

Loss
Percentage

Final PCM
temperature

(◦C)

Energy loss
(MWh)

Loss
Percentage

Final PCM
temperature

(◦C)

25 0.017 0.23% 129.64 0.026 0.37% 129.44
40 0.0109 0.15% 129.76 0.018 0.26% 129.59
50 0.009 0.13% 129.79 0.015 0.21% 129.67

The selection of 40 mm rockwool insulation for the MTES system is justified based on
its optimal balance between the insulation efficiency and material cost. Our simulations
demonstrated that 40 mm of rockwool significantly reduces energy losses and slows down
the self-discharge rate of the PCM. Specifically, energy losses decrease from 0.017 MWh
with a 25 mm thickness to 0.0109 MWh with a 40 mm thickness, while further increasing
the thickness to 50 mm only marginally reduces the losses to 0.009 MWh. Additionally, the
final PCM temperatures remain higher with 40 mm insulation, indicating better retention
of thermal energy. This thickness provides substantial insulation benefits without incurring
the higher costs associated with thicker insulation. Therefore, 40 mm rockwool is selected
as it offers an effective and cost-efficient solution for maintaining the PCM’s temperature
and capacity during transportation and waiting periods, thereby enhancing the overall
performance and cost-effectiveness of the MTES system.

After 2.5 h of PCM self-discharge, the discharge phase begins from a PCM temperature
of 129.59 ◦C. For each load, the PCM discharge power is calculated resulting in a power
of 7 MW. The simulation in Figure 2 shows that the PCM temperature decreases until
it reaches 118 ◦C. At this point, the PCM undergoes a phase change, reaching a solid
state after 2392 s. Following solidification, the PCM discharges sensible heat up to 95 ◦C,
marking the end of the discharge phase.

4. Operating Strategy
Yang et al. [42] conducted a comprehensive study on mobilized thermal energy storage

(MTES), focusing on three key areas: MTES design (including material selection—PCM:
99% pure erythritol and heat exchanger design—shell and tube type heat exchangers),
environmental evaluation, and economic analysis. Their analysis, based on a case study in
Sweden for a district heating network located 48 km from the heat source, examined three
transportation alternatives: road, rail, and maritime. The authors optimized the operational
strategy to maximize the project’s economic viability and determined the proposed project
to be feasible. Their model revealed a non-linearity in the loading and unloading process,
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with rapid rates up to 60% of the storage level, followed by an exponential decrease. To
optimize cost-effectiveness, they recommended minimizing the number of runs and MTES
units used. The study concluded that while district heating networks are more favorable
for transporting large volumes of heat between fixed locations, MTES offers significant
advantages in supply flexibility. One critical parameter identified was the rate of storage
loading/unloading, which is particularly important for large heat loads. This insight
justifies our selection of 9 and 12 containers to ensure efficient and flexible heat supply for
the university campus.

Thus, to ensure a continuous strategy of operation, 9 containers are required for
winter (with 3 containers discharging simultaneously) and 12 containers for summer (with
4 containers discharging simultaneously) to cover the university daily load requirements.
Assuming an 80% average efficiency of the Heat Distribution Exchangers, the annual total
cycles is determined by dividing the total discharged energy by the energy discharged per
container, resulting in 4705 cycles.

Additionally, taking into account an additional useful energy amounting to 23,900 MWh
annually for water heating, cooling, and space heating using the potential of fuel oil in the
power plant, MTES improved the power plant efficiency by 0.98%, as shown in Table 8.

Table 8. Assessment of power plant Efficiency in different conditions.

Power Plant Fuel Oil
Capacity (MWh)

Annual Useful
Energy (MWh)

Power
Plant Efficiency

Without MTES 2,443,239 738,130 30.21%
With MTES 738,130 + 23,900 31.19%

5. Economic Analysis
In most studies involving MTES, the system typically focuses on covering water and

space heating needs. To align the results of this research with other research, several
economic evaluations are performed for different scenarios:

- Scenario 1: MTES solely provides water and space heating (requiring 6 or 9 containers).
- Scenario 2: MTES serving both cooling, water heating as well as space heating (requir-

ing 9 or 12 containers).

For the economic assessment, the cost of the project is first calculated, then the op-
eration cost, and savings. Table 9 outlines the project cost for all scenarios. Currently,
the system relies on an oil boiler for space and water heating, along with electricity for
the space cooling system. Implementing MTES will lead to savings in fuel and electricity
consumption, as detailed in Table 10.

Costs of operation fluctuate with the annual number of cycles. In scenario 1, there are
2384 cycles annually, while scenario 2 involves 4705 cycles. The cost per cycle is estimated
at 57.5 USD, based on feedback from a local transport company and the distance separating
the PP from the university. These operation costs are summarized in Table 11.

Table 12 presents the annual maintenance costs considered as a constant 5% constant
cost annually for the two scenarios of this study. For the scenario involving only space and
water heating, the maintenance cost is estimated at 76,000 USD per year. For the scenario
that includes space heating, cooling, and water heating, the maintenance cost increases to
99,500 USD per year. These costs have been factored into the economic analysis to provide
a more comprehensive evaluation of the system’s financial viability.
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Table 9. Initial cost breakdown of scenarios 1 and 2.

Description Unit Price [25,26] Quantities
Scenario 1

Quantities
Scenario 2

Cost of Scenario 1
(USD)

Cost of Scenario 2
(USD)

Container 2500 $/container 6 or 9 12 15,000/22,500 30,000
Erythritol 3.5 $/kg 6 or 9 × 30,048 kg 12 × 30,048 kg 631,008/946,512 1,262,016

Aluminum tubes 2 $/kg 6 or 9 × 1080 ×
3.2 m × 2.5 kg/m

12 × 1080 × 3.2 m
× 2.5 kg/m 103,680/155,520 207,360

Therminol 55 3 $/kg 20,000 kg 20,000 kg 60,000 60,000
PRF 1510 $/ton 6 or 9 × 137.7 kg 12 × 137.7 kg 1247.5/1865.9 2488

Rockwool 1 $/m2 6 or 9 × 67.23 m2 12 × 67.23 m2 403/605 807
Pumps and Heat

Exchangers 1.33 $/kWh 14,100 kWh 14,100 kWh 18,753 18,753

Subtotal 830,000/1,206,000 1,580,000
Shipping charges 0.15 0.15
Value Added Tax 0.11 0.11

Grand Total $1,060,000/1,520,000 $ 1,990,000

Table 10. Yearly savings for scenarios 1 and 2.

Description Useful Annual
Energy (MWh)

System Efficiency
or COP

Annual Energy
Saved (MWh)

Unit Price
($/kWh)

Total Savings
($/Year)

Water heating 1273 0.8 1591.25 0.05 79,562
Space heating 10,833 0.8 13,541.25 0.05 677,062
Space cooling 11,794 3.8 3104 0.18 558,720

Total (water and space heating) 12,106 15,132.5 756,624

Total (water and space
heating/cooling) 23,900 18,502.5 1,315,344

Table 11. Operation costs of scenarios 1 and 2.

Case Number of PCM
Cycles/Years Unit Price (USD/Cycle) Operation Cost

(USD/Year)

Space and water heating only (6 containers) 3575 57.5 205,562
Space and water heating only (9 containers) 2383 57.5 137,023
Space heating, cooling, and water heating 4705 57.5 270,538

Table 12. Maintenance costs of scenarios 1 and 2.

Case Maintenance Cost (USD/Year)

Space and water heating only 76,000
Space heating, space cooling, and water heating 99,500

The economic analysis was performed under the assumption that both the container
and PCM have a lifespan of 15 years, with the PCM costing 3.5 USD per kilogram, to
facilitate a comparison with the findings of Li et al. [24]. This study focuses on a campus
area of approximately 500,000 m2, located about 23 km from the waste heat source. The
outcomes of the economic analysis for both scenarios are detailed in Table 13.

Table 13. Financial analysis outcomes for scenarios 1 and 2.

Scenario Payback
Period (PBP)

Cooling/Heating
Cost ($/kWh)

Space and water heating only (6 containers) 2 y 9 m 0.019
Space and water heating only (9 containers) 2 y 11 m 0.02
Space heating, cooling, and water heating 2 y 1 m 0.01
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Previous studies, such as Li et al., have shown that as the area being served increases
from 500 m2 to 30,000 m2, the heating cost (COH) decreases significantly, ranging from
0.12 $/kWh down to 0.04 $/kWh, for the same distance of 23 km [25]. Moreover, the time
required to recoup the investment (PBP) in replacing an oil system with MTES reduces from
10.5 years when only two containers are used to meet the heat demand to approximately
2 years in our case with 12 containers used.

Given that the payback periods for Scenario 1 with 9 containers and 6 containers are
nearly identical, we will focus on the 9 containers scenario in this study. This decision is
based on the fact that the 6 containers scenario results in higher pollutant emissions. The
same for scenario 2, we will focus on 12 containers scenario. The cost of providing 1 kWh
of heat was determined by considering the capital cost, compound interest, and operation
and maintenance (O and M) expenses [25]:

COH =
m(C)(1 + i)n + COT

Q × A × n × 365
+ COWH (USD/kWh) (1)

Here, m represents the number of M-TES systems, C denotes the capital cost in USD,
which encompass the expenses for the container, PCM, HTF, HTF pump, and the charging
station. The variable i stands for the compound interest set to 6%, and n signifies the
system’s lifetime in years, considering 15 years in this study; Q represents the annual heat
demand per square meter of the building area (kWh/m2·year). A is the building area that
requires space heating (m2). COT stands for the cost of transportation (USD), and COWH
denotes the cost of waste heat (USD/kWh) considered free of charge for this study.

Additionally, the COT is influenced by the distance and transport frequency. It can be
calculated using the following formula [25]:

COT =
Q × A × n × 365

QPCM
× Dist × 2 × Cmileage (2)

where QPCM is the heat provided by one container of PCM (kWh), Dist is the distance
between the heat source and the end-user (km), and Cmileage is the cost to transport the
M-TES system per kilometer (USD/km).

6. Discussion
In this study, despite dealing with a larger area and higher initial costs due to more con-

tainers being employed, we achieved promising results. The COH for scenario 1 dropped
to 0.02 $/kWh, which proves to be encouraging for large-scale projects. Furthermore,
when MTES is utilized to fulfill both heating and cooling needs, the cost further reduces
to 0.01 $/kWh due to the increased valuable energy covered. Additionally, the payback
period decreased by 10 months when MTES is applied to both heating and cooling de-
mands. These findings align closely with those reported by Guo et al. [23]. A comparison
of our results, including the COH of various systems of heating, is presented in Table 14
using the same cost model (Equation (1)) and same assumptions; the costs of providing
1 kWh of heat using pellet, bio-oil, biogas, and oil boiler systems, as well as an electrical
air-source heat pump, were also estimated. These costs were then compared with the
Cost of Heat (COH) for the M-TES system. For a newly built system, the Cost of Heat
(COH) for all methods decreases as the heat demand increases. However, the COH for the
M-TES system is most significantly impacted by heat demand due to its high capital cost.
Additionally, unlike other methods, the COH for the M-TES system is distinctly influenced
by the transport distance.
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Table 14. Economic outcome comparison of various heating systems.

Energy
Resources

MTES
Scenario 1

MTES
Scenario 2 Bio-Oil Pellet Electricity Bio-Gas Fuel Oil

Energy price
($/kWh) 0.02 0.01 0.04–0.07 [46] 0.013–0.04 [47] 0.1–0.12 [48] 0.07–0.1 [49] 0.09–0.12 [46,49]

The scale of the area served by the MTES system significantly influences the heating
cost due to economies of scale. As the area served increases, the fixed costs associated
with the MTES infrastructure, such as the cost of PCM containers, heat exchangers, and
transportation, are distributed over a larger energy output. This distribution reduces the
cost per unit of energy delivered. Additionally, larger-scale projects can benefit from the
bulk purchasing of materials and more efficient utilization of resources, further driving
down costs. For instance, our study shows that the cost of heating (COH) decreases from
$0.02/kWh for smaller-scale applications to $0.01/kWh for larger-scale projects. This
reduction is attributed to the more efficient use of the MTES system’s capacity and the
ability to optimize operational strategies over a larger area. Therefore, serving a larger area
with the MTES system enhances its cost-effectiveness, making it a more viable solution for
large-scale energy efficiency initiatives.

Given the high price of oil, the M-TES system is more appealing than the oil boiler
system, particularly when the transport distance is within 30 km [25]. Compared to other
methods, the M-TES system is better suited for scenarios with short transport distances
and a high heat demand.

Furthermore, the economic analysis clearly demonstrates that the MTES system is a
highly cost-effective solution for enhancing energy efficiency in large-scale projects. The sig-
nificant savings and short payback periods make it an attractive option for reducing energy
costs and improving sustainability in Mediterranean buildings. By utilizing waste heat
from power plants, the MTES system not only lowers operational costs but also contributes
to environmental sustainability by reducing CO2 emissions. The study’s findings are con-
sistent with previous research, indicating that increasing the number of PCM containers
and optimizing system parameters can further enhance the economic benefits. This opti-
mization leads to greater efficiency and cost savings, making the MTES system a viable and
sustainable choice for large-scale energy efficiency initiatives in the Mediterranean region.

Our results align with previous research on MTES and other thermal energy storage
systems. For instance, Guo et al. (2017) conducted a techno-economic assessment of MTES
for distributed users in China and found that increasing the number of PCM containers
and optimizing system parameters led to significant economic benefits [22]. Similarly,
Li et al. (2013) highlighted the importance of optimizing the distance between the heat
source and the end-user to minimize heating costs [25]. Our study confirms these findings,
demonstrating that the careful optimization of system parameters can enhance both the
efficiency and cost-effectiveness. The economic analysis reveals that the MTES system is
a cost-effective solution for large-scale energy efficiency projects. The payback periods
for the two scenarios considered—water and space heating, and combined heating and
cooling—are relatively short, at 2 years and 11 months and 2 years and 1 month, respectively.
These results are consistent with the findings of Deckert et al. (2014), who reported
similar payback periods for mobile latent heat storage systems [26]. The cost of heating
(COH) in our study is also competitive, with scenario 1 at $0.02/kWh and scenario 2 at
$0.01/kWh, which is lower than the costs associated with other heating systems, such as
bio-oil, pellet, and electricity. In addition to economic benefits, the MTES system offers
significant environmental advantages. By reducing the reliance on fossil fuels and utilizing
waste heat, the system contributes to lower CO2 emissions and supports sustainable
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energy practices. This aligns with the goals of the Sustainable Development Goals (SDG) 7
(Affordable and Clean Energy) and SDG 11 (Sustainable Cities and Communities).

It is worth mentioning that the heat charging time of the PCM is a critical factor that
significantly impacts the cost of heat (COH), as it determines the maximum heat availability.
To increase the transport frequency of the container, it is essential to reduce the charging
time. Unfortunately, the heat charging process is typically very slow [50] because, in a
direct-contact container, the solid PCM initially blocks the oil pipe, preventing the hot HTF
from entering the container. The only method of heat transfer for melting a solid PCM is
pure heat conduction, which has a much lower heat transfer coefficient than convection.
Additionally, the heat discharging time is also a crucial parameter that determines the
heating capacity. Therefore, enhancing heat transfer during the PCM heat charging and
discharging process is a key issue in the development of the M-TES system [50,51].

7. Conclusions
The M-TES system studied and simulated for extensive projects and high-capacity

system containers under the Mediterranean climate conditions and heat/cooling loads was
evaluated, and the several key conclusions can emerge:

• The power plant efficiency increased with the use of the MTES system by 0.98%
knowing that only 45.2% of its waste heat was utilized.

• Energy costs were reduced significantly, by 50% in comparison to other studies per-
formed to cover more compact spaces energy needs. Utilizing M-TES for space heating
and cooling resulted in a 75% cost reduction. This leads to the conclusion that raising
the cycle number leads to a reduction in energy costs.

• From an economical perspective, the M-TES system has a PBP of 2 years and 11 months
if only used for heating and 2 years and 1 month if utilized for both space heating
and cooling.

• As shown in Table 14, the cost of heating (COH) using M-TES for large-scale
projects is the lowest compared to other heating systems, making it a highly
cost-effective solution.

• The outcomes of this research align perfectly with SDG 7 (Affordable and Clean
Energy) and SDG 11 (Sustainable Cities and Communities).

The practical implementation of the MTES system in large-scale projects, such as the
university campus, demonstrates its feasibility and effectiveness. The system’s ability to
provide consistent and efficient heating and cooling solutions makes it a viable option
for other large-scale buildings in the Mediterranean region. However, challenges, such as
ensuring a continuous energy supply, managing traffic delays, and maintaining mechanical
systems, need to be addressed to optimize the system’s performance. The MTES system
presents a promising solution for enhancing energy efficiency and sustainability in large-
scale Mediterranean buildings. The study’s findings highlight the importance of optimizing
system parameters and increasing the number of PCM containers to achieve significant
economic and environmental benefits. To address the challenges associated with ensuring
a continuous energy supply for large-scale M-TES systems, several strategies could be
explored. Firstly, implementing a robust logistics and transportation plan can help mitigate
issues, such as traffic delays and unscheduled shutdowns. This includes optimizing
transportation routes, scheduling regular maintenance, and having backup transportation
options. Secondly, incorporating advanced monitoring and control systems can enhance
the reliability of the energy supply by providing real-time data on system performance
and enabling prompt responses to any disruptions. Thirdly, diversifying the sources of
waste heat and integrating renewable energy sources, such as solar or wind power, can
provide additional resilience and reduce the dependency on a single energy source. Lastly,
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conducting regular maintenance and adopting predictive maintenance techniques can
minimize mechanical failures and ensure the continuous operation of the M-TES system.
By exploring and implementing these strategies, the reliability and efficiency of large-scale
M-TES systems can be significantly improved. The impact of these challenges, along with
others, needs more studies. By conducting such a study, we can optimize the weight of the
containers, leading to more efficient operation. This optimization process also extends to
improving the operation strategy and determining the ideal number of containers needed
for optimal functionality. Furthermore, a Computational Fluid Dynamics (CFD) study can
represent the behavior of the phase change state of the PCM, allowing for comparisons
with other configurations utilizing different Heat HTF and PCM indirect Heat Exchangers.

Future research should focus on conducting field studies to validate the simulation
results, optimizing the system scale through detailed simulations and sensitivity analyses,
investigating long-term reliability, and expanding comparative studies to identify the most
efficient and cost-effective materials for MTES applications. Furthermore, it should focus
on field studies to validate simulation results, investigate long-term reliability, and explore
comparative analyses with other PCMs and HTFs to continuously improve the system’s
performance. By addressing these research gaps, future studies can further advance the
understanding and implementation of MTES systems, contributing to more sustainable
and energy-efficient building solutions.

While there remain numerous challenges for further research and study on the M-TES
system, our results demonstrate its promising potential as a technology capable of replacing
conventional heating systems.

Author Contributions: Conceptualization, C.L.; Methodology, C.L. and R.H.; Software, R.H., M.F.
and S.B.; Validation, M.F.; Resources, C.L.; Writing—original draft, C.L., R.H., M.F. and S.B.;
Writing—review & editing, C.L. All authors have read and agreed to the published version of
the manuscript.

Funding: This research received no external funding and the APC was funded by the University
of Balamand.

Data Availability Statement: Data are contained within the article.

Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare no conflict of interest.

References
1. British Petroleum. BP Statistical Review of World Energy; British Petroleum: London, UK, 2020.
2. Energy Information Administration. International Energy Outlook; U.S. Department of Energy: Washington, DC, USA, 2014.
3. Umberto, B. Moving to Sustainable Buildings; De Gruyter Open Poland: Warsaw, Poland, 2013. [CrossRef]
4. Duan, W.; Yu, Q.; Zuo, Z.; Qin, Q.; Li, P.; Liu, J. The technological calculation for synergistic system of BF slag waste heat recovery

and carbon resources reduction. Energy Convers. Manag. 2014, 87, 185–190. [CrossRef]
5. Wang, T.; Luan, W.; Wang, W.; Tu, S.-T. Waste heat recovery through plate heat exchanger based thermoelectric generator system.

Appl. Energy 2014, 136, 860–865. [CrossRef]
6. Guo, S.; Zhao, J.; Bertrand, A.; Yan, J. Mobilized thermal energy storage for clean heating in carbon neutrality era: A perspective

on policies in China. Energy Build. 2022, 277, 112537. [CrossRef]
7. Kuta, M. Mobilized thermal energy storage (M-TES) system design for cooperation with geothermal energy sources. Appl. Energy

2023, 332, 120567. [CrossRef]
8. Yabuki, Y.; Nagumo, T. Non-conduit Heat Distribution Using Waste Heat from a Sewage Sludge Incinerator. Proc. Water Environ.

Fed. 2007, 8, 9306–9309. [CrossRef]
9. Shi, H.; Xie, Y.; Hou, K.; Cai, S.; Jia, H.; Wu, H.; Sun, J. Two-stage service restoration of integrated electric and heating system with

the support of mobile heat sources. Appl. Energy 2025, 379, 124899. [CrossRef]
10. Kuta, M. Mobilized Thermal Energy Storage for Waste Heat Recovery and Utilization-Discussion on Crucial Technology Aspects.

Energies 2022, 15, 8713. [CrossRef]

https://doi.org/10.2478/9788376560113
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.enconman.2014.07.029
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.apenergy.2014.07.083
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.enbuild.2022.112537
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.apenergy.2022.120567
https://doi.org/10.2175/193864707787780620
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.apenergy.2024.124899
https://doi.org/10.3390/en15228713


Buildings 2025, 15, 464 14 of 15

11. Mehling, H.; Cabeza, L.F. Heat and Cold Storage with PCM: An Up to Date Introduction into Basics and Applications; Springer:
Berlin/Heidelberg, Germany, 2008.

12. Du, K.; Calautit, J.; Wang, Z.; Wu, Y.; Liu, H. A review of the applications of phase change materials in cooling, heating and power
generation in different temperature ranges. Appl. Energy 2018, 220, 242–273. [CrossRef]

13. Eid, S.; Brouche, M.; Lahoud, C.; Lahoud, C. Phase Change Materials Technologies Review and Future Application in Lebanon:
Part II. Key Eng. Mater. 2021, 886, 256–270.

14. Eid, S.; Brouche, M.; Lahoud, C.; Lahoud, C. Phase Change Materials Technologies Review and Future Application in Lebanon:
Part I. Key Eng. Mater. 2021, 886, 228–240.

15. Wang, W.; Yan, J. Mobilized Thermal Energy Storage (M-TES) Technology for Industry Heat Recovery. In Handbook of Clean Energy
Systems; Wiley: Hoboken, NJ, USA, 2015. [CrossRef]

16. Du, K.; Calautit, J.; Eames, P.; Wu, Y. A state of the art review of Phase Change Materials (PCM) in Mobilized-Thermal Energy
Storage (M-TES) for recovering low-temperature Industrial Waste Heat (IWH) for distributed heat supply. Renew. Energy 2021,
168, 1040–1057. [CrossRef]

17. Chiu, J.N.; Martin, V. Industrial surplus heat storage in smart cities. In Proceedings of the ASME 2015 9th International Conference
on Energy Sustainability Collocated with the ASME 2015 Power Conference and the ASME 2015 13th International Conference on
Fuel Cell Science, Engineering and Technology, and the ASME 2015 Nuclear Forum, San Diego, CA, USA, 28 June–2 July 2015.

18. Kaizawa, N.M.A.; Kawai, A.; Kamano, H.; Jozuka, T.; Senda, T.; Akiyama, T. Thermophysical and heat transfer properties of
phase change material candidate for waste heat transportation system. Heat Mass Transf. 2008, 44, 763–769. [CrossRef]

19. Nomura, T.; Okinaka, N.; Akiyama, T. Waste heat transportation system, using phase change material (PCM) from steelworks to
chemical plant. Resour. Conserv. Recycl. 2010, 54, 1000–1006. [CrossRef]

20. Elsanusi, O.S.; Nsofor, E.C. Melting of multiple PCMs with different arrangements inside a heat exchanger for energy storage.
Appl. Therm. Eng. 2021, 85, 116046. [CrossRef]

21. Wang, Y.; Yu, K.; Ling, X. Experimental study on thermal performance of a mobilized thermal energy storage system: A case
study of hydrated salt latent heat storage. Energy Build. 2020, 210, 109744. [CrossRef]

22. Guo, S.; Zhao, J.; Wang, W.; Yan, J.; Jin, G.; Wang, X. Techno-economic assessment of mobilized thermal energy storage for
distributed users: A case study in China. Appl. Energy 2017, 194, 481–486. [CrossRef]

23. Chiu, J.N.; Castro Flores, J.; Martin, V.; Lacarrière, B. Industrial surplus heat transportation for use in district heating. Energy 2016,
110, 139–147. [CrossRef]

24. Nagano, K.; Ogawa, K.; Mochida, T.; Hayashi, K.; Ogoshi, H. Thermal characteristics of magnesium nitrate hexahydrate and
magnesium chloride hexahydrate mixture as a phase change material for effective utilization of urban waste heat. Appl. Therm.
Eng. 2004, 24, 221–232. [CrossRef]

25. Li, H.; Wang, W.; Yan, J.; Dahlquist, E. Economic assessment of the mobilized thermal energy storage (M-TES) system for
distributed heat supply. Appl. Energy 2013, 104, 178–186. [CrossRef]

26. Deckert, M.; Scholz, R.; Binder, S.; Hornung, A. Economic efficiency of mobile latent heat storages. Energy Procedia 2014, 46,
171–177. [CrossRef]

27. Hester, R.E.; Harrison, R.M. Energy Storage Options and Their Environmental Effect; Royal Society of Chemistry: London, UK, 2019.
28. Bera, M.; Das, S.; Garai, S.; Dutta, S.; Roy Choudhury, M.; Tripathi, S.; Chatterjee, G. Advancing energy efficiency: Innovative

technologies and strategic measures for achieving net zero emissions. Carbon Footpr. 2025, 4, 3. [CrossRef]
29. Sayigh, A.; Trombadore, A.; Calcagno, G. Getting to Zero-Beyond Energy Transition Towards Carbon-Neutral Mediterranean Cities;

Springer Nature: Berlin/Heidelberg, Germany, 2025.
30. Matuszewska, D.; Kuta, M.; Olczak, P. Techno-Economic Assessment of Mobilized Thermal Energy Storage System Using

Geothermal Source in Polish Conditions. Energies 2020, 13, 3404.
31. Fang, H.; Xia, J.; Zhu, K.; Su, Y.; Jiang, Y. Industrial waste heat utilization for low temperature district heating. Energy Policy 2013,

62, 236–246. [CrossRef]
32. Brancato, V.; Frazzica, A.; Sapienza, A.; Freni, A. Identification and characterization of promising phase change materials for solar

cooling applications. Sol. Energy Mater. Sol. Cells 2017, 160, 225–232. [CrossRef]
33. Yuan, M.; Ren, Y.; Xu, C.; Ye, F.; Du, X. Characterization and stability study of a form-stable erythritol/expanded graphite

composite phase change material for thermal energy storage. Renew. Energy 2019, 136, 211–222. [CrossRef]
34. Agyenim, F.; Eames, P.; Smyth, M. Experimental study on the melting and solidification behaviour of a medium temperature

phase change storage material (Erythritol) system augmented with fins to power a LiBr/H2O absorption cooling system. Renew.
Energy 2011, 36, 108–117. [CrossRef]

35. Mawire, A.; Ekwomadu, C.; Lefenya, T.; Shobo, A. Performance comparison of two medium temperature packed bed latent heat
storage systems during charging. Renew. Energy 2020, 146, 1897–1906. [CrossRef]

36. Gan, G.; Xiang, Y. Experimental investigation of a photovoltaic thermal collector with energy storage for power generation,
building heating and natural ventilation. Renew. Energy 2020, 150, 12–22. [CrossRef]

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.apenergy.2018.03.005
https://doi.org/10.1002/9781118991978.hces127
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.renene.2020.12.057
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00231-007-0311-2
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.resconrec.2010.02.007
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.applthermaleng.2020.116046
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.enbuild.2019.109744
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.apenergy.2016.08.137
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.energy.2016.05.003
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.applthermaleng.2003.09.003
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.apenergy.2012.11.010
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.egypro.2014.01.170
https://doi.org/10.20517/cf.2024.48
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.enpol.2013.06.104
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.solmat.2016.10.026
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.renene.2018.12.107
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.renene.2010.06.005
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.renene.2019.08.063
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.renene.2019.12.112


Buildings 2025, 15, 464 15 of 15

37. Lin, Y.; Alva, G.; Fang, G. Review on thermal performances and applications of thermal energy storage systems with inorganic
phase change materials. Energy 2018, 165, 685–708. [CrossRef]

38. Liu, M.; Saman, W.; Bruno, F. Review on storage materials and thermal performance enhancement techniques for high temperature
phase change thermal storage systems. Renew. Sustain. Energy Rev. 2012, 16, 2118–2132. [CrossRef]

39. Available online: www.therminol.com (accessed on 10 November 2024).
40. Available online: www.aluminum.org (accessed on 4 October 2024).
41. Bergman, T.; Lavine, A.; Incropera, F.; Dewitt, D. Fundamentals of Heat and Mass Transfer, 8th ed.; John Wiley and Sons: Hoboken,

NJ, USA, 2017.
42. Yang, S.; Gao, H.O.; You, F. Demand flexibility and cost-saving potentials via smart building energy management: Opportuni-ties

in residential space heating across the US. Adv. Appl. Energy 2024, 14, 100171. [CrossRef]
43. Available online: https://www.engineeringtoolbox.com/thermal-conductivity-metals-d_858.html (accessed on 8 November 2024).
44. Papadopoulos, A.M. State of the art in thermal insulation materials and aims for future developments. Energy Build. 2005, 37,

77–86. [CrossRef]
45. Cuce, E.; Cuce, P.M.; Wood, C.J.; Riffat, S.B. Toward aerogel based thermal superinsulation in buildings: A comprehensive review.

Renew. Sustain. Energy Rev. 2014, 34, 273–299. [CrossRef]
46. Sadhukhan, J.; Ng, K.S. Economic and European union environmental sustainability criteria assessment of bio-oil-based biofuel

systems: Refinery integration cases. Ind. Eng. Chem. Res. 2011, 50, 6794–6808. [CrossRef]
47. International Renewable Energy Agency (IREA). Biomass for Power Generation; Renewable Energy Technologies: Cost Analysis

Series; International Renewable Energy Agency (IREA): Masdar City, Abu Dhabi, 2012; Volume 1.
48. Li, H.; Saršon, B.; Song, H.; Dalhquist, E.; Thorin, E.; Yan, J. Potentials of energy saving and efficiency improvement from lighting

and space heating: A case study of SAAB workshop. In Proceedings of the International Conference on Applied Energy, Suzhou,
China, 6–8 July 2012.

49. Available online: https://www.pelletheat.org/compare-fuel-costs (accessed on 2 December 2024).
50. Wang, W.L.; Yan, J.; Dahlquist, E.; Nyström, J. Experiments on the direct-heat exchange thermal energy storage container. In

Proceedings of the 3rd International Conference on Applied Energy, Perugia, Italy, 16–18 May 2011.
51. Guo, S.; Li, H.; Zhao, J.; Li, X.; Yan, J. CFD modeling on the direct contact mobilized thermal energy storage system. In Proceedings

of the 4th International Conference on Applied Energy, Suzhou, China, 5–8 July 2012.

Disclaimer/Publisher’s Note: The statements, opinions and data contained in all publications are solely those of the individual
author(s) and contributor(s) and not of MDPI and/or the editor(s). MDPI and/or the editor(s) disclaim responsibility for any injury to
people or property resulting from any ideas, methods, instructions or products referred to in the content.

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.energy.2018.09.128
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.rser.2012.01.020
www.therminol.com
www.aluminum.org
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.adapen.2024.100171
https://www.engineeringtoolbox.com/thermal-conductivity-metals-d_858.html
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.enbuild.2004.05.006
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.rser.2014.03.017
https://doi.org/10.1021/ie102339r
https://www.pelletheat.org/compare-fuel-costs

	Introduction 
	Case Study Description 
	Modeling and Simulation 
	Operating Strategy 
	Economic Analysis 
	Discussion 
	Conclusions 
	References

