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Abstract

:

The use of phase change materials (PCM) can be considered an effective way to improve the energy storage capabilities of hybrid water thermal energy storage (TESs) in solar heating and cooling plants. However, due to a few shortcomings, their use is still limited. This paper aims to give a direct estimation of the considerable advantages achievable by means of these hybrid TESs by simulating the annual performance of an existing gymnasium building located in northern Italy. The solar heating/cooling and ground source absorption heat pump plant is simulated using Trnsys. A validated type allows for the simulation of the hybrid water TESs, and also includes the possibility to use aluminum foams to enhance the heat transfer capabilities of the paraffin waxes used as PCM. This paper presents an optimization of the plant design from both energy and economic points of view by considering different cases: all three tanks modeled as sensible (water) storage, or one of the tanks modeled as PCM storage, or as enhanced PCM with metal foam.






Keywords:


hybrid thermal energy storage; PCM; metal foam; solar thermal collector; dual source heat pump; ground source heat pump; absorption heat pump












1. Introduction


One of the main aspects of solar systems is storage. Storage density, in terms of the amount of energy per unit of volume or mass, is an important issue for applications in order to optimize the solar ratio, that is, how much of the solar radiation is useful for the heating/cooling purposes. Efficiency of appliances such as solar thermal collectors and absorption heat pumps/chillers and room consumption are important issues as well. For these reasons, it is important to investigate the possibility of using phase change materials (PCMs) in solar system applications. PCMs can potentially increase the energy density of small sized hybrid water thermal energy storage (TES) tanks, thus reducing solar storage volume for a given solar fraction, or increasing the solar fraction for a given available volume [1]. For example, for a 10 °C temperature drop that is common in many applications such as ambient heating or single stage absorption cooling, the specific volume required can drastically decrease from values in the order of 0.1 m3 kWh−1 (36 MJ m−3) to values as low as 0.02 m3 kWh−1 (180 MJ m−3).



As a further advantage, heat storage and delivery normally occur over a fairly narrow temperature range (the transition zone) [2].



Chidambaram et al. [3] report a review of several studies developed during recent years concerning PCM heat storage. They are all related to the performance of the storage itself rather than of the system. Oró [4] reports a study on a solar cooling and refrigeration plant in which different PCM have been tested under different conditions. Recently, many studies have been devoted to identifying possible solutions to increase the thermal conductivity of PCMs as this is usually very low (in the order of 0.2 W m−1 K−1), causing slow melting and solidifying processes [5,6].



In this regard, open-cell metal foams seem to be a promising way to enhance the PCM heat transfer performance. They consist of a stochastic distribution of interconnected pores almost homogenous in size and shape, allowing a high heat transfer area per unit of volume and high thermal conductivity [7]. Mancin et al. [8] carried out some experiments measuring the improvement of the heat transfer by a metal foam during the solid–liquid phase change process of different paraffin waxes. More recently, Lazzarin et al. have conducted an extensive campaign measuring the temperature distribution and loading and unloading times of hybrid water PCM TES with and without aluminum (Al) foams [9,10,11]. They demonstrated significantly higher conduction heat transfer rates with the use of metal foams, as a consequence of their higher thermal conductivities.



Some numerical models for integrating PCM systems into commercial programs have been proposed in literature [12]. Among the different available simulation tools, Trnsys [13] is a widespread transient simulation tool for dynamic simulation of heating, ventilation, and air conditioning (HVAC) plants using renewables and heat pumps (HP). For this reason, it has been selected and implemented in the present work.



During the last decades some attempts to incorporate PCM systems in Trnsys have been made, above all into building components [14,15]. Active systems with PCMs as part of the thermal storage system have been investigated as well [16,17]. Bony and Citherlet [18] developed a Trnsys type called “type 860” to simulate water storage tanks including PCM modules (vertical cylinders, plates, or spherical beds). The model takes conduction and convection into PCM into the account as well as at the interface between PCM and water, and it is based on an enthalpy approach. Hysteresis and subcooling of PCM are also considered. To evaluate the accuracy of the model, numerical results were validated against some experimental data, showing a good agreement [19].



However, there is still a lack in literature of research that integrate PCM with metal foams in order to include hybrid water–PCM TES in dynamic thermo-energetic building simulations. Recently, the authors simulated the use of Al foams to improve the heat transfer capabilities of paraffin waxes in hybrid water TESs based on Trnsys type 860 [20,21]. They demonstrated the suitability of these enhanced surfaces for speeding up both the loading and unloading processes. The results were based on simulations with experimental validation. Nevertheless, no study concerning energy and economic evaluation of a complex HVAC plant (i.e., using solar heating/cooling and a multi-source heat pump) comparing PCM vs. enhanced PCM vs. sensible heat storage is available, to the best of the authors’ knowledge. Lazzarin et al. [22] conducted a similar study, but it is limited to the comparison between sensible vs. PCM TES.



This paper reports a study of a dual source (solar thermal and ground) absorption heat pump system. The solar thermal energy is used directly for domestic hot water (DHW) and for heating, and it is also used as heat source for the heat pump, or to regenerate the ground when the system operates for summer air conditioning. In this case, condensation heat from the absorption chiller can be usefully directed to the post-heating coils of the air handling units, or to regenerate the ground as well.



Annual simulations by the dynamic simulation software Trnsys are carried out based on an existing building that will be retrofitted during 2019 to become a nearly zero energy building (nZEB). The building is an old school sited in Feltre, northern Italy. The dual source and solar cooling/heating plant presents three thermal storage tanks: the first producing hot water for heating, the second for DHW, and the third producing cold water for cooling. An optimization of the solar and ground field designs from both energy and economic point of view is performed by dynamic simulations. Subsequently, the energy performance of the plant is evaluated by considering different cases: all the three tanks modeled as sensible (water) storage, or one of the tanks modeled as PCM storage, or as enhanced PCM with metal foam.



In the first part of the paper, the Trnsys type 860 is validated against some data collected during experimental tests. Then, two issues are examined with the aim of minimizing the primary energy consumption and maximizing the economic advantage with respect to a traditional heating/cooling plant: the evaluation of the best size of the solar field/ground probes/thermal storage tanks, and the best choice for designing one of the three storages as a “PCM storage” or “enhanced PCM storage”.



It is suitable to introduce the analysis by a brief description of PCM–water hybrid thermal storage from the modeling point of view, and its validation with experimental data (Section 2.1). Subsequently, the retrofitting intervention on the building is described with the aim to calculate the heating, cooling, and DHW thermal loads (Section 2.2). Then, the HVAC plant and its control logic modeled in Trnsys are described (Section 2.3 and Section 2.4). Section 2.5 reports on the correct setting of the parameters of type 860 to simulate PCM and enhanced PCM with Al foam. In Section 3, the main energy and economic results of the optimization analysis are reported and discussed.




2. Materials and Methods


2.1. PCM–Water Hybrid Thermal Storage


2.1.1. Dynamic Simulation Model


A simulation model was developed in Trnsys based on type 860 proposed by Bony and Citherlet [18] to simulate water storage tanks including PCM modules (vertical cylinders, plates, or spheres bed). The model is a useful tool to predict the possible improvement of thermal energy storage capacity of PCM with Al-foam with respect to PCM. A detailed validation with experimental data was done in previous works [21,23] by comparing the temperature along the section of the tubes at fixed heights. Here, for the sake of clarity, only the main aspects of the analysis and validation of the type 860 are reported and discussed.



This model is based on an enthalpy approach which means that, for a given volume and material, a continuous and reversible function can be evaluated to obtain the local temperature, depending on the calculated enthalpy. This temperature is used to determine the node temperature, according to the enthalpy of the system at a given time. The type takes into the account both the conduction and convection into PCM as well as at the interface between PCM and water.



The tank was modeled to be made of stainless steel, 700 mm height, 350 mm diameter, 1 mm thick, water inlet at 700 mm height, and outlet at the bottom base, in order to validate it with previously measured experimental data [9,10,11]. The tank was vertically divided into 35 water nodes (derivatives) and 30 PCM nodes, so axial nodes are 2 cm apart each other (Figure 1a).



The simulations were made at an imposed inlet temperature in order to make them comparable to the experimental tests. This condition was obtained by fixing tank inlet water flow rate and temperature at 500 L h−1 and 50 °C, respectively. Type 860 was set up with many parameters, among those:

	
the temperature–enthalpy characteristic of the PCM (Figure 1b reports the curve of the paraffin wax considered in the simulations);



	
type and dimensions of the encapsulation: the PCM was considered inserted into two Al tubes (height 600 mm, inner diameter 48.6 mm, outer diameter 50.8 mm). One tube was supposed to be filled with the PCM, the other one with the PCM embedded in the Al-foam;



	
values of solid and liquid thermal conductivity, specific heat capacity, and latent heat of fusion of the PCM as described in Table 1;



	
the hysteresis parameter of type 860 was set up at 2.5 °C.








As type 860 cannot directly simulate metal foams inside the PCM encapsulation, the parameters related to radial and axial thermal conductivity of PCM in the liquid phase were simulated by the simplified model by Wang et al. [24]. The present authors estimated an apparent thermal conductivity of paraffin/Al foam composite phase change material, calculated as the equivalent thermal conductivity of an ideal homogeneous material exchanging the same heat as the real paraffin/Al foam composite. As the thermal conductivity of the Al foam alloy is equal to λAl = 170 W m−1 K−1, and that of the paraffin λPCM = 0.21 W m−1 K−1, the model estimates the apparent thermal conductivity of the composite PCM (λa) by a series–parallel model of metal material and filler material as by Wang et al. [24]. The apparent thermal conductivity is within two limits, λmin and λmax, defined when Al and paraffin are arranged in series and in parallel, respectively (Equation (1)):


λmin=λAlλPCMελAl+(1−ε)λPCM λmax=ελPCM+(1−ε)λAl



(1)




where λAl and λPCM are the thermal conductivities of Al foam and paraffin respectively, and ε is the porosity of Al foam. The apparent thermal conductivity λa can be calculated by Equation (2) once the angle β between heat flux and the arrangement of materials is determined [25]:


λa=λmax2cos2β+λmin2sin2β where tan2β=16(1−ε)ε3ln(λAlλPCM)(λAlλPCM−1)



(2)







As such, for porosity ε fixed at 0.90, 0.93, and 0.95 according to the experiment carried out by Lazzarin et al. [11,20], the apparent thermal conductivity for the composite PCM in the liquid phase was 17.2, 12.1, and 8.70 W m−1 K−1, respectively. Instead, the thermal conductivity of the composite PCM in the solid phase was fixed to be the same as the PCM (0.21 W m−1 K−1). In fact, the thermal energy exchange inside the solid PCM with Al-foam is due to conduction (convective heat transfer is negligible), as already demonstrated in Mancin et al. [8]. For such a reason, and because of the previous cited setting of the type parameters, no useful validation error was reported in the following analysis.




2.1.2. Experimental Setup, Test Procedure, and Model Assessment


The experimental test rig presented in Figure 2 was already described in previous works of the authors [10,20,23]. However, for reader’s convenience, the main characteristics of the experimental setup are reported here. It is designed to study the heat transfer performance of PCMs with and without Al foam as a heat transfer medium in hybrid water TESs. The temperature of the water in the tank was kept at the desired value by controlling the electrical power and the water flow rate. The hot water coming from the 70 L water tank first passed through a brazed plate heat exchanger (BPHE) to be cooled down by tap water, and then it was pumped into an electrical heater (9 kW) driven by a PID (Proportional, Integrative, Derivative) regulator. Then it entered again into the water tank. As illustrated in Figure 2, two similar tubes could be tested at the same time, both containing around 1 kg of paraffin wax, but only one was implementing the enhanced surface. Both tubes were tested at constant water temperatures in order to monitor and to directly compare the loading and unloading times, and to study the effects of Al foams on the heat transfer performance during the solid–liquid phase change of the paraffin wax.



The commercial paraffin wax Rubitherm® RT40 was used in the tests. Table 1 reports its main thermophysical properties. As it can be noticed, the selected paraffin shows many desirable characteristics: high latent heat, low vapor pressure in the melt, chemical inertia and stability, non-toxicity, and a very low price. Nevertheless, two main drawbacks are present: low thermal conductivity and high volume change during the melting process.



The test samples consisted of 800 mm long, 2” (50.8 mm) OD tubes, closed on one side. One of these tubes was empty and it was filled up with the selected paraffin wax; the others were manufactured to locate different 600 mm long Al-foam cylinders, which were brazed to the inside tube wall to minimize the contact resistance. As reported in Figure 2b, each tube was equipped with 6 calibrated T-type thermocouples with an accuracy of ±0.05 K to monitor the phase-change process at different tube heights: two thermocouples, one in the centre (25 mm from the surface) and one at half of the section (12.5 mm from the surface), at three different heights of the tubes called top, centre, and bottom.



The tests involved both the melting and solidification processes. The water contained in the tank (around 70 L) was heated up to the set temperature, 50 °C, by means of the electrical heater. Then, the two instrumented tubes were inserted in the water tank and all the data were recorded (i.e., loading process). Once the measured paraffin temperatures read by the installed thermocouples asymptotically approached the water temperature and remained almost constant, the hot water was purged out and the tank reloaded with tap water to study the solidification (i.e., unloading process). The unloading (i.e., solidification) process was considered concluded when all the paraffin temperature readings became constant, close to that of the water tank. The imposed experimental boundary condition was then “constant water temperature”, and it was fixed by monitoring the water temperatures at different tank heights (Figure 2) with registered differences always less than 0.1 K.



Simulations were aimed to determine the radial (along the section of the tubes) temperature distribution at different heights of the tubes, in order to compare it against experimental results. The comparison is between a tank with two tubes with paraffin only, and one with two tubes with the paraffin/Al-foam composite PCM. Each tube, which was 700 mm high, was divided in 35 nodes. Thus, the PCM occupied the height from the 6th to the 35th node from the top (Figure 1a).



The comparison between simulation and experimental data was done in order to validate the numerical model. For such a reason, the simulations were run at the same initial conditions as the experiments: for example, for loading the initial PCM–Al-foam tubes at a temperature of 20 °C, the water temperature was fixed at 50 °C.



As described in a previous work [21], the results of the simulations of the axial nodes of the tubes are consistent with the experimental results, as reported by Figure 3 for a porosity of 0.93. The melting process of the solid phase started at 38 °C, ending at around 43 °C; the diagram highlights the strong reduction in melting time when Al-foams are used with respect to the empty tube.



For axial node 10 (top of the tubes), the melting process started after around 25 min in the case of pure paraffin wax, whereas it took about 3 min in the case of PCM with Al-foam (simulated data). Moreover, in that position the melting process was completed after about 90 min when no foams were used as compared to 15 min (phase changing time around 83% lower) with foam.



Similar considerations can be drawn for the unloading process. Figure 4 highlights the capabilities of the Al-foam in ensuring a fast and efficient unloading process: the solidification in the pure paraffin tube (brown and blue curves) started when the process in the foam-filled tube was not far to be finished. This was mainly due to fact that once a thin solid layer was formed at the cold wall of the empty tube, it acted as an insulating material, limiting the heat transferred from the hot liquid wax to the cold water.





2.2. Building Retrofitting and Thermal Loads Calculation


The building that is going to be retrofitted in 2019 is part of an old (completed in 1960) high school building of Feltre, situated in the province of Belluno, northern Italy, in the Dolomiti Mountains area. The climate is rather severe in wintertime (3100 degree-days). The gym and the laboratories will be retrofitted in order to become a nZEB. The retrofitting will be done by the Belluno Province Administration, a public authority charged with the public education service. The main part of the retrofitted building is a large gym (33 m × 25 m × 8.40 m, expanding on two levels). Changing rooms, bathrooms with toilet and showers, and technical rooms are located on the ground floor; an office, a small gym, and a bar are on the first floor. On the second floor, six laboratories will be retrofitted and made newly available (Figure 5 and Figure 6).



The building has a total floor area of 2435 m2, an outward surface area of 2505 m2, and an enclosed gross heated volume of 11,060 m3. The design of the retrofit intervention is carried out to obtain a nZEB: the envelope is well insulated, with outer walls and roof allowing for an average thermal transmittance of approximately 0.15 W m−2 K−1, floor to the ground of 0.5 W m−2 K−1, and the glazing system of 0.7 W m−2 K−1. In Italy, such an intervention benefits from the “conto termico 2.0” (thermal incentive 2.0) that has been operating since 2016 (see Section 3.2).



Based on the Trnsys 17 dynamic simulation, each thermal zone of the building is defined by means of scheduling the presence of people, type of activity, lighting and other internal gains, and air temperature set points. For the heating season, temperature is fixed at values between 17 °C and 20 °C for the large gym (at ground floor) and the small gym (at first floor), whereas it is fixed at 19–21 °C for the other rooms, depending on the time of day. The same set point for cooling is fixed at 22–24 °C and 24–27 °C, respectively. For ventilation, the set point for inlet air is fixed at 18 °C for gyms and 19 °C for other rooms for heating, and 21 °C and 24 °C respectively for cooling.



The HVAC system provides ventilation (by two air handling units, AHU), space heating and cooling, and DHW production. Figure 7 reports the heating, cooling, and DHW monthly energy needs calculated with a 0.25 h simulation time step.



The maximum cooling load (21.6 kW) occurs at the beginning of June, when the school is still fully operating, that is, it is open to students and professors, and gyms are open to extracurricular activities as well. The maximum heating load (−44.6 kW) occurs in the second half of January. However, even during summer months, post heating ventilation requires some heat. During the heating season, ventilation needs are prevailing with respect to heating needs; this is a consequence of the very high thermal insulation of the retrofitted building and of the minimization of thermal bridges. Moreover, DHW needs (2000 L per day at 45 °C) are a large quota of the total heat request.




2.3. The HVAC Plant


Through dynamic simulation using the Trnsys environment, different solutions were evaluated with respect to the HVAC system. A multisource gas-fired absorption heat pump system was designed to fulfill the needs of the building, utilizing ground and solar energy. The selected model had a modulating natural gas burner and stainless steel condensation heat recovery system, and it is able to produce alternatively or simultaneously hot water (until 65 °C) and cold water (until 3 °C) (Table 2).



For the sake of simplicity, a reduced functional diagram of the plant is shown in Figure 8. The HVAC system in the large gym provides space heating by means of a radiant floor, and space cooling by air conditioner units, while ventilation is realized by means of an air handling unit (AHU) (6600 m3 h−1) serving a single-duct system. The other spaces (small gym, bar, laboratories, and offices) are heated and cooled by fan coils, whereas toilets are heated only (by radiators), and laboratories are served also by an independent AHU (7000 m3 h−1) for ventilation. The two AHUs are equipped with heating and cooling coils, served by hot and cold main collectors in the central plant.



The thermal source for the heat pump can be either the ground or solar collectors. The former was set up by nx100 m in a row of vertical tube U heat exchangers with an outer diameter of 32 mm and a thickness of 2.9 mm (n = 2-3-4 as a function of the solar field area as described in Section 3). Evacuated tube and flat plate collectors were considered in the simulation (Table 3). Solar collectors first served the DHW tank, then the hot tank (for direct heating), and finally regenerated the ground. Table 4 reports the rated electric consumption of the main circulation pumps, computed after an evaluation of pressure drops along the different circuits. A schematic of the Trnsys project of the HVAC plant model is reported in Figure 9.




2.4. Control Logic of the HVAC Plant


The large gym AHU is scheduled to work from 8 a.m. to 10 p.m. every day, and that of the laboratories from 8 a.m. to 6 p.m. from Monday to Friday. The solar system is activated whenever the measured global solar radiation on the plane of collectors (tilt 18°, orientation South-East) exceeds a threshold radiation (100 W m−2). This is the radiation that provides the minimum acceptable efficiency once the solar field characteristics, the minimum average temperature desired, and the outdoor temperature are fixed [26,27,28]. Solar energy is always first directed to the DHW tank, and successively to the hot tank. When the two tanks exceed the set point temperature at the top (43 °C and 48 °C respectively) and the solar circuit outlet fluid temperature is above 15 °C, the flow is directed to the ground field to regenerate it. In this case, when the absorption machine is operating as a heat pump (heating season), the heat pump evaporator is supplemented by the solar section when its outlet temperature is lower than 30 °C. The DHW tank is first served by solar energy. If solar energy is not enough, thermal energy is provided by the hot tank. The hot tank is fed by the solar circuit, and by the HP condenser. In both tanks, an electric auxiliary heater is present. The absorption HP/chiller is activated once the hot/cold tank temperature falls below/above the given set points (48 °C and 7 °C respectively).




2.5. Setting Parameters of Type 860


As a limit of type 860, it can be used only once in a Trnsys project: no configurations with two PCM storage tanks can be simulated. Thus, concerning the configuration of the three thermal storage tanks represented in Figure 8, seven alternatives are considered (Table 5).



The values of the main parameters of type 860 simulating the three hybrid water–PCM thermal storage tanks are reported in Table 6. The dimensions of the tanks refer to real data from suppliers. The PCM thermal conductivity was fixed as described in previous Section 2.1.1. The thickness of PCM tubes was supposed to be negligible, whereas their number was fixed, allowing a suitable space between each other in order to avoid the risk of laminar water flow around them. Figure 10 reports the enthalpy–temperature curve for the PCMs used in the three tanks. The commercial paraffin waxes Rubitherm® RT47, RT42, and RT7 are used for the hot, DHW, and cold tanks respectively, with phase change temperatures centered in the most suitable range for each tank.



In the case of enhanced Al-foam PCM, the porosity was fixed at 0.93, so its apparent thermal conductivity in liquid phase was 12.1 W m−1 K−1. At ambient temperature, each tube contained 3.63 kg and 3.35 kg for the PCM and enhanced PCM cases respectively.





3. Results and Discussion


A full system energy performance evaluation was undertaken at the design stage, firstly considering all three tanks (hot, cold and DHW tanks) as sensible (water) storages. Such an evaluation is useful to select the most viable mixed solution, and to optimize the size of the solar and ground fields (Table 7). As the ground field extension can be reduced when increasing the solar field area, a first attempt of economic analysis was reported in order to evaluate the viability of the proposed solutions, and to identify the most advantageous one. For this, first, energy analysis results were reported on a monthly basis (Section 3.1). Subsequently, annual energy performance results were reported (Section 3.2 and Section 3.3) in order to determine the best storage tank configuration among sensible, PCM, and enhanced PCM systems (Table 5).



3.1. Monthly Energy Analysis


Some first results are reported here on a monthly basis (Figure 11, Figure 12, Figure 13, Figure 14 and Figure 15), referring to the A3 case only (40 m2 evacuated tube—300 m ground probes). Solar energy was used to provide hot water for heating (green in Figure 11) and sanitary uses (red) during the whole year, and to regenerate the ground mainly in the summer months (light blue). While the latter quota increased proportionally to the increasing of the solar field area, the former increased less than proportionally due to the very small heating demand in summer. The quota of solar energy directed to the HP evaporator was negligible. Only A5 presented a meaningful value. This was due to the lower thermal efficiency of the flat plate collectors in winter conditions with respect to the evacuated tube, so it was more frequent that outlet solar circuit temperatures were lower than the hot tank or DHW tank temperatures.



Figure 12 reports the absorption HP/chiller energy balance; the limited use of solar energy as heat source of the HP is confirmed. The highest efficiency (1.83) was reported during the mid seasons (April and October), whereas during cooling season the gas utilization efficiency (GUE) was between 0.74 and 0.79.



Figure 13 and Figure 14 report the energy balance of the DHW tank and hot tank, respectively. Solar energy was assured an appreciable contribution to DHW demand, even if the hot tank contribution prevailed above all in the colder months.



The contribution of electric auxiliaries was quite limited, and it was present mainly during the summer or mid-season. This was because in winter the absorption machine operated as HP, and it was controlled by the hot tank set point temperature. In this way, the DHW tank was also satisfied mainly by solar energy and the hot tank. Differently, during the summer or mid-season the absorption machine operated as chiller, controlled by the cold tank set point temperature. Then heat recovered by the condenser was available from the absorption machine only when it is on.



The hot tank was quite fully satisfied by solar energy (light blue in Figure 14) during the summer months.



Figure 15 reports the percentage covering of different heat generators (solar collectors, absorption HP, and electric auxiliaries), and the primary energy ratio (PER) for the A3 alternative. PER is defined as the ratio between useful energy produced by the plant (energy from the three tanks to the main collectors of Figure 8) and the total no-renewable requested primary energy. The latter includes natural gas (NG) supplied to the absorption machine, and electricity to the auxiliaries of the hot tank and DHW tank. According to Italian standard DM 26/06/2015, such electricity consumptions are converted to primary energy by the no-renewable primary factor fp,nren = 1.95.



During winter months, PER was always greater than 1.94, and that was the nominal value of the HP GUE. The heat pump covered the largest fraction of heating and DHW demand. During summer months the lowest values of PER were reported. This was due to the low GUE of the absorption machine in chiller mode, and to the low contribution of the heat recovered by the chiller to the heating and DHW demand. As a matter of fact, the demand was largely satisfied by solar energy.



The ground energy balance was positive for all the alternatives, that is, energy injected into the ground exceeded energy extracted. The larger the solar field area, the greater the energy from solar collectors directed to regenerate the ground, and the lower the energy extracted from the ground for heating purpose. As this is one of the more important benefits of a multi-source HP plant with a solar system, a ten-year long simulation was performed in order to evaluate such an effect on ground temperature. Average ground temperature for the A3 case during the first years of simulation appreciably increased, starting from 7 °C and stabilizing around 10 °C at the end of the period. Differently, in the case of no-ground regeneration (alternative A1), the ground temperature varied around the initial value but with a slight decreasing trend during the ten year period. The beneficial effect of ground regeneration using solar energy that exceeds direct use is apparent.




3.2. Annual Energy and Economic Analysis


The annual PER is reported in Figure 16, also considering the electricity consumption by the circulation pumps (PER*). The latter was not negligible at all, mainly due to the pressure drops of the ground circuit. For example, for the A3 case the annual pump electricity consumption was around 1650 kWh: this was 3% of the total thermal and cooling useful energy, and around 11% of the total no-renewable primary energy supplied to the plant. Such a percentage was consistent with data found in previous authors’ work in similar multi-source heat pump plants [26,27].



From the energy performance point of view, the best solution was A4 (PER = 2.12, PER* = 1.92), whereas A3 was in second place.



A more comprehensive choice of the preferred alternative can be done by considering the economic point of view as well. A reasonable estimate of the absorption single effect machine investment cost, and the evacuated tube and flat plate solar collectors specific cost was 26,500 €, 545 € m−2, and 310 € m−2 respectively (literature and manufacturer’s average values [29,30,31,32,33]). The total investment costs for the solar thermal plant reported in Table 8 were determined by further reasonable hypotheses about the cost of other equipment (pumps, tubes, boiler, valves, etc.), and considering a 30% discount on price catalogue values. The cost of the ground field was calculated considering 10,000 € of fixed cost plus 25 € per meter of ground heat exchanger. The same table also reports the value of the economic incentive (“Conto Energia Termico 2.0”), that is defined as 65% of the plant total investment cost for retrofitting of nZEB [34]. For public buildings like schools, such an incentive can be allocated once at the beginning of the intervention.



Other parameters useful for the economic analysis are: NG cost fixed at 0.70 € Nm−3, electricity cost at 0.22 € kWh−1, real interest rate 0.565%, and the 20 year period of the economic analysis.



Figure 17 reports the results of the economic analysis of the different solutions with respect to a “reference solution” A0, set up by three 25 kW NG condensing boilers with an efficiency of 100% and an air cooled electric vapor compression chiller. The investment cost of A0 was evaluated as 26,910 €. The only-ground HP plant (A1) allowed the shortest discounted payback period (DPB), around one year, whereas the most efficient multi-source solutions (A3, A4) performed worse (5 and 7 years respectively). However, the shortest DPB criterion was short sighted for a HVAC plant. Instead, in terms of differential (with respect to A0) discounted net present worth (NPW), the most profitable solution was a multi-source HP plant with 40 m2 of evacuated tube and 300 m boreholes (A3), that allowed gains of around 40 k€ in 20 years.




3.3. Annual Energy Analysis for Determining the Best Storage Tank Configuration


In previous sections, the plant had been optimized from the economic point of view in terms of size of solar and ground fields. In this section, the results of the viability of using PCM and enhanced PCM hybrid storage tanks are reported.



Among the alternatives here considered (Table 5), the best performances were featured by the B2 and B3 solutions (Figure 18). They allowed for the lowest no-renewable primary energy consumption and the highest PER of the plant. As a matter of fact, using PCM in the hot tank allowed the increase of the use of solar energy for heating because 7% more energy could be stored in the tank. Moreover, placing PCM tubes in the DHW tank was advantageous as well, as it increased the use of solar energy for DHW production (the increase of stored energy was 19%), even if at the same time the use of solar energy in the hot tank decreased by 32% (Figure 19). As a consequence, as the heat pump operated at a higher temperature to produce hot water for the hot tank with respect to the DHW tank, higher energy saving could be obtained using PCM tubes in the hot tank because the heat pump operated with a higher GUE.



Using enhanced PCM did not allow appreciable energy savings with respect to PCM (Figure 18). However, an advantage was a narrower temperature range of hot water at the outlet of the tank when the Al-foam enhanced PCM tubes were used. This in principle might seem like a minor advantage, but it means that the heat stored inside the PCM was efficiently rejected to the water when the Al-foams were used. One of the main drawbacks of the PCMs was related to their low thermal conductivity; thus, the melting and solidification processes always occur slowly (see Figure 4). In fact, when the DHW tank was loaded, the energy could not be effectively extracted and the outlet water temperature could not be kept constant without foam. For example, Figure 20 reports the outlet temperature of the DHW tank for two typical days in three cases: sensible (water), PCM, and enhanced PCM storage. The more constant temperature of hot water at the outlet of the tank when using enhanced PCM guaranteed a higher level of service for the DHW produced.





4. Conclusions


The study reports the energy and economic analysis of a multi-source (solar and ground) absorption heat pump plant for the heating and cooling of a retrofitted school building. The main objective of the analysis is to define the size and the type (sensible or PCM or enhanced PCM) of the three thermal energy storage systems (for DHW production, for heating, and for cooling). As a matter of fact, the operating temperature of the storage depends on the solar collectors’ area, on the volume of the storage tanks, and on the kind and entity of the thermal loads to be faced. For this reason, only a transient simulation allows a reliable comparison between different layouts and sizes of system components. From the energy point of view, the best solution is given by 40 m2 evacuated tube, 300 m ground probes, 3000 L hot tank and DHW tank capacity, and 1000 L cold tank capacity, the former tanks filled with PCM RT47, and the other as sensible storage (water). Such a configuration features the higher primary energy ratio and solar ratio between the different scenarios considered, because the mean operating temperature of the hot tank is longer near the melting temperature of the PCM during the year. The use of Al-foam enhanced PCM does not yield an additional advantage from the energy performance point of view. Instead, a more constant hot water temperature is guaranteed. This allows a higher level of service for the hot water produced. Further development of this research could address a wider economic evaluation of the proposed study, as the greater investment cost of PCM and enhanced PCM technologies with respect to sensible storage means their viability must be carefully evaluated.
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Figure 1. (a) Schematic of the simulated system (not in scale, in millimeters); (b) enthalpy–temperature curve for the paraffin used in the simulations for type validation. 
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Figure 2. (a) Schematic of the experimental setup and (b) location of the temperature probes (in millimeters). 
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Figure 3. Simulated vs. experimental temperature profiles along the top radial section (axial node 10 at the top of the tubes) with the water temperature kept at 50 °C during the loading process of the paraffin/Al-foam composite PCM and pure paraffin wax (simulated and experimental curves). 
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Figure 4. Temperature profiles (axial node 10 at the top of the tubes) during the unloading process of paraffin/Al-foam composite PCM and pure paraffin wax (simulated and experimental curves). Water temperature was kept at 23 °C. Experimental temperature was measured in the centre of the section. 
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Figure 5. The retrofitting intervention and definition of thermal zones for the ground floor (a) and first floor (b). 
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Figure 6. The retrofitting intervention and definition of thermal zones for the second floor (a); building as is and post-intervention (b). 
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Figure 7. Monthly energy needs in terms of heating, cooling, ventilation (hot and cold coils of air handling units (AHU)), and domestic hot water (DHW). 
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Figure 8. Simplified functional diagram of the heating, ventilation, and air conditioning (HVAC) plant. The mass flows of the main circuits (ground, solar, tanks, hot and cold collectors) are shown (the part of the plant operating during heating season only is in grey). 
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Figure 9. Schematic of the Trnsys project of the HVAC plant model. 
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Figure 10. Enthalpy–temperature curves for the paraffin used in the simulations. 






Figure 10. Enthalpy–temperature curves for the paraffin used in the simulations.



[image: Applsci 09 01007 g010]







[image: Applsci 09 01007 g011 550]





Figure 11. Solar energy balance for the A3 alternative. 






Figure 11. Solar energy balance for the A3 alternative.



[image: Applsci 09 01007 g011]







[image: Applsci 09 01007 g012 550]





Figure 12. Absorption HP/chiller energy balance for the A3 alternative. 
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Figure 13. Energy balance for the DHW tank for the A3 alternative. 
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Figure 14. Energy balance for the hot tank for the A3 alternative. 
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Figure 15. Energy demand percentage covering of different energy sources and the primary energy ratio (PER) (alternative A3). 
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Figure 16. PER and electricity consumption by the circulation pumps (PER*) for the different alternatives. 
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Figure 17. Annual discounted differential cash flows between the A1–A5 alternatives and the traditional one (A0). 
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Figure 18. No-renewable primary energy consumption and primary energy ratio for the different alternatives. 






Figure 18. No-renewable primary energy consumption and primary energy ratio for the different alternatives.



[image: Applsci 09 01007 g018]







[image: Applsci 09 01007 g019 550]





Figure 19. Useful solar radiation from thermal collectors to ground, hot tank and DHW tank. 
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Figure 20. Temperature and flow rate of water at the outlet of the DHW tank in the case of sensible (water), phase change materials (PCM), and the enhanced PCM DHW tank. 
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Table 1. Main thermo-physical properties of the paraffin RT40.
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	Phase Change Temperature (range) (°C)
	Density (solid) (kg m−3)
	Density (liquid) (kg m−3)
	Latent Heat Capacity (kJ kg−1)
	Specific Heat Capacity (solid) (kJ kg−1 K−1)
	Specific Heat Capacity (liquid) (kJ kg−1 K−1)
	Thermal Conductivity (W m−1 K−1)
	Volume Expansion (%)





	38–43
	880
	760
	165
	3.00
	2.30
	0.21
	12.5
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Table 2. Main technical characteristics of the absorption heat pump/chiller Robur GAHP-WS (Robur, 2017).
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Operating as a Heat Pump




	
Gas Utilization Efficiency (GUE)

	
174%




	
Heating power (condenser) (kW)

	
43.9




	
Heat source power (evaporator) (kW)

	
18.7




	
Operating Producing Useful Heating and Cooling




	
Total efficiency index

	
248%




	
Operating as a Chiller




	
Cooling power (evaporator) (kW)

	
18.7




	
Heating power (condenser) (kW)

	
43.9




	
Thermal power burner (kW)

	
25.2




	
Electric power (kW)

	
0.41
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Table 3. Main technical characteristics of the solar collectors (Kloben Industries, 2017).
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	Evacuated Tube
	Flat Plate





	Absorption area (m2)
	2.55
	1.84



	η0 (@ 1000 W m−2)
	72.10%
	78.50%



	a1 (W m−2 K−1)
	1.051
	3.594



	a2 (W m−2 K−2)
	0.004
	0.014



	IAM (50°)
	1.09
	0.94
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Table 4. Electrical rated power of the main circulation pumps.
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	Pump
	Electric Power in Heating Operation (kW)
	Electric Power in Cooling Operation (kW)





	P1
	0.1
	0.15



	P2
	0.03
	0.03



	P3
	0.1
	0.15



	P4
	0.5
	0.5



	P5
	0.15
	0.05
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Table 5. Alternatives (all based on alternative A3 in Table 7) simulated with different storage tank configurations.
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	Alternative
	Hot Tank
	DHW Tank
	Cold Tank





	B1≡A3
	Sensible (water)
	Sensible (water)
	Sensible (water)



	B2
	Enhanced PCM
	Sensible (water)
	Sensible (water)



	B3
	PCM
	Sensible (water)
	Sensible (water)



	B4
	Sensible (water)
	Enhanced PCM
	Sensible (water)



	B5
	Sensible (water)
	PCM
	Sensible (water)



	B6
	Sensible (water)
	Sensible (water)
	Enhanced PCM



	B7
	Sensible (water)
	Sensible (water)
	PCM
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Table 6. Main parameters of type 860 simulating the three hybrid water–PCM thermal storage tanks as described in Figure 8.
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	DHW Tank
	Hot Tank
	Cold Tank





	Tank diameter (mm)
	1318
	1318
	841



	Tank height (mm)
	2200
	2200
	1800



	Tubes diameter (mm)
	50
	50
	50



	Tube height (mm)
	2100
	2100
	1700



	Number of tubes
	216
	216
	85



	PCM radial liquid conductivity (W m−1 K−1)
	0.21
	0.21
	0.21



	Enhanced PCM radial liquid conductivity (W m−1 K−1)
	12.1
	12.1
	12.1
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Table 7. Different alternatives simulated with solar field, ground boreholes, and storage tank dimensions (all considering sensible (water) storage).
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	Alternative
	Type of Collector
	Solar Field Area (m2)—Ground Boreholes Depth (m)
	DHW Tank (L)
	Hot Tank (L)
	Cold Tank (L)





	A1
	-
	0
	1500
	1500
	1000



	A2
	Evacuated tube
	20–400
	1500
	2000
	1000



	A3
	Evacuated tube
	40–300
	3000
	3000
	1000



	A4
	Evacuated tube
	60–200
	3000
	5000
	1000



	A5
	Flat plate
	50–300
	3000
	5000
	1000
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Table 8. Investment cost of the plant, and the “conto termico 2.0” incentive.
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	Alternative
	Plant Cost (Solar Field, Pumps, Tubes, etc.) (€)
	Ground Field Cost (€)
	Abs HP/Chiller Cost (€)
	Installation Cost (€)
	Total Invest. Cost (€)
	Total Incent. (65%) (€)





	A1
	11,600
	20,000
	26,500
	8715
	66,815
	43,430



	A2
	24,013
	20,000
	26,500
	10,577
	81,090
	52,708



	A3
	37,310
	17,500
	26,500
	12,197
	93,507
	60,779



	A4
	54,243
	15,000
	26,500
	14,361
	110,104
	71,568



	A5
	36,687
	17,500
	26,500
	12,103
	92,790
	60,314











© 2019 by the authors. Licensee MDPI, Basel, Switzerland. This article is an open access article distributed under the terms and conditions of the Creative Commons Attribution (CC BY) license (http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/).






media/file13.jpg
Enersy (1)

e

1

W

L

2

i

3

4

Building energy needs
cooune

s

HEATING

6 7
Month

8

9

=y

10 1 12

7 Ventilation
(Cooling)

= Cooling
W Ventilation
(Heating)

 Heating

DHW





media/file4.png
Water TES

Empty tube

BPHE

Tap
water

Foamed tube

o

1 | PiD-controlled
Electrical Heater

Temperature
Measurement

(a)

600

Foam height
-
5 1 __ Temperature
probe
w
=) o~
-] o
w
= N
o
o
o)
o
el .
L 1 vv v NOTIN SCALE

(b)





media/file30.png
¥3d
S 1 S ) o 1 S N
< [ag] [ag] ~ ~ L L o

____77_________:_________:___________7__________:_________:__________77__________7__________:__________:_________3___ ._:_________:__________7___r______:_________:_________77__r_______7__________:__________§\\\\\N
A AT it
s
=\
<[ Z s
TN Z zzzminiiiiiiiiiiiinin
=
=\INNNNNNNZ2# %
e
s
[ MU
A e~z

90.0%
80.0%
70.0%

X X X 8
Q@ <9 g Q
o o O o

20.0%
10.0%

[{s] Np] < (ag]

100.0%

Bupianod ¢, puewap ASiau3

<
o

=N
<
o

12

11

10

2

i

=O=PER

HnrAux

Abs HP/Chiller

MW Solar





media/file39.jpg
—Flow rate

—Enhanced PCM

s
<
'

(43 53050 03 2381 Mol MHQ

8§ B8 2888 8¢

L.
i
H

0

ER2ARRNRE

£1
3

2 w2 = w e w 9
¢ 35 3 2 § § § 7

(2:) ueL MHaINO"L

Hour





media/file18.png
.&. Simulation Studio - [impianto_inverno+ CPM-ACC.tpf]
°F" File Edit View Direct Access Assembly Calculate Tools Window 7

OD=Ed @ =
e
{n-? i r v Epm*mw_m-‘_
Q 1w g S ' » > > - * +
& qt:eu;f‘ Coeten selst ﬁh@.ﬁ k
Typsid * Typs3c-10 Ta N )
T L I = r }
ot — ' Valvolss T
2 e @
o Ritomo_tot V6
AT L=k
VIC * T
T |
VatvotaT
) * \
ALY VT : T
\2) A ,
/ﬁ e + "_ .
X AL A [
e ./ w_s :
i ‘. Varso sonda ijmlo_l:c . b -'_'( .
o _@
t'— H —— Scamkb2_sorg i Typeids P

—— -+

. y Controll
Scambl_sorg
Typaid-1 Twvpid-4 lﬁ » A Control3
! Dotanzz P“ﬂll’l di calore VePDC






media/file35.jpg
orer

% Aux DHW Tank

= AuHot Tank

SNGabs WP

L

N\\&\WWBA =
N\ WA e
N\, «
N\ =

o R, =

ED) S, =

N\\\W 2t =

(unw) 81500 Areuwid sigemauaron





media/file21.jpg
6000

Solar energy balance

£ 886 .88

mHpevap.

W Losses
|  Solarincident en
M s 6

7| & s
. = Hot Tank
 DHW Tank
 Ground





media/file26.png
DHW Tank energy balance

2500

DHW out

D
I eaa—
| mMmzZzZzZz—\..
O ———
P
W ——
P /——

e
o ee—

= o
o
Fa}

2000
1500
1000

um

= From Hot Tank

o
o
L

Il Solar

-1000

-1500

-2000

-2500





media/file27.jpg
9000

7000

5000

3000

1000

1000

3000

5000

7000

2000

%

z

N

[[S\

R

[\

%

Hot Tank energy balance

%
%

N

1

N 7z

[ A\
TR

17

=To heating collector
mlosses

70 DHW Tank
solar

maux

e





media/file3.jpg
)

Vet TES

Emoty o

Foomed e

lo

PD-contoled
Bloctical Hootor

Tomparatue
Mogsuoment

e

4

(a)

5 5

AL wonion

(b)





media/file22.png
Solar energy balance

8000

W HP evap

Il Losses

w Solarincident en
Hot Tank

% DHW Tank
Ground

N =

77/ *NeQFQ2—id
) - NN EFEeeEee

i

7777 » N

0\ =——
) Vi
Tz NI s

o

6000
4000
2000
-2000
-4000

UM

-6000

-8000





media/file19.jpg
Enthalpy (10 kg)

00

350

300

20

200

150

100

50

—DHW Tank (RT42)

e Hot Tank (RT47)

» 3
Temperature ('¢)

= Cold Tank (RT7)

s

55

65





media/file7.jpg
§
£

= PCM4AL_NODE_5

550

500

450

0.0

350

300

250

200

PCM+Al-foam £=0.93 vs PCM only - TOP

© PCM+ALEXP 10 PPI

EXPERIMENTAL DATA|

2

50

Time (min)

= PCM_NODE_S

75

EXPERIMENTAL DATA

100

° PCMEXP

125





media/file28.png
kWh

9000

7000

5000

3000

1000

-1000

-3000

-5000

-7000

-9000

RN -

TN

Hot Tank energy balance

= To heating collector
M Losses

# To DHW Tank

N Solar

mAUX

#HP





media/file10.png
- IMPANTO RECALDAMENTO O Te0 MilTO
< CON MMANTO AD ARA PRIMARIA E RADIATOR
- IMMANTO IO0CO SANTAMG






media/file40.png
Enhanced PCM Flow rate

- -PCM

-=+Sensible

(-4 85) s13sn 03 ajes mojy MHA

o o o o o o o o
o o o o o o o o
o0 M~ 0 Tp] <t o o~ i o
| | | | | ﬁ ._ | |
~’ ....
—....s ...... . A
t H
) o-s- |
P s ]
ALY —
. Chil —
.... .n._”_
ae " -|—||_
S S —
\f ’ ﬂ"
.....r..... m”.
.nb omr —— |
/ B e —
~ e —F
A _|||.."_
.l —]
-UCQ‘O-Q\
...,
!‘llu
;g
| T _
.‘.\ -lll |
g | —
o-.&
e i —
.-..n- .“ —
------ F e
o ’
. L -
ey,
i —
L =
...-..... <
.-.-JG
L 4 ....-\
Q N Q N Q \n Q N Q
< S - I

(D,) dueL mH@ N0 |

Hour





media/file33.jpg
50000

3
8
g
E

(3) Moy yses porunoo:

188

f





media/file32.png
2.20

2.00

1.80

1.60

1.40

1.20

1.00

1.28

Al

A2

Primary Energy Ratio

-O-PER

A3

<PER*

A4

A5





media/file14.png
Energy (GJ)

25 -

-30 -

-35

Building energy needs
COOLING

HEATING

# Ventilation
(Cooling)

= Cooling
il Ventilation
(Heating)

N Heating






media/file11.jpg
(@ (b)





media/file6.png
Temperature (°C)

PCM+Al-foam €=0.93 vs PCM only - TOP

® PCM+AL _NODE_5 ¢ PCM+ALEXP 10 PPI ® PCM_NODE_5 e PCM EXP
55.0

50.0 -

45.0 EXPERIMENTAL DATA

40.0

35.0

30.0
EXPERIMENTAL DATA

25.0

20.0

0 20 40 60 80 100 120
Time (min)






media/file36.png
20 \\T 7k
30 N2 0 -

(ymy) ABasua Asewnid sjgemauas-on






media/file15.jpg
SaLAR/GREUND

s
tita

RuaL

At

CHANGER

o7 ey
COLLECTOR

AgsaRPTION
~roomusens 71

RouND
FieLn






media/file37.jpg
wn

Useful energy from solar collectors
14000

2000 1526 11025

Joopo  Sees 9797 9833
8557763 8608742 ¢ ol > ground
8000
= )
6115 || 016 E_coll > Hot Tank
6000 o 1
e s
E_coll > DHW Tank
a000 i .
o
I R )





nav.xhtml


  applsci-09-01007


  
    		
      applsci-09-01007
    


  




  





media/file41.png





media/file16.png
d
<

SULAR THERMAL
COLLECTORS

FAN AHU
COILS HOT COILS

RADIANT
FLOOR _ RADIATORS

A4 A 4 A 4 Y

FAN
AHY  COILS
COLD COILS

y A\ 4

o

T 1 1 1
0T AT cOLD MAIN
COLLECTOR CHLLECTLR 57
= ABSORPTION
——> TODHWUSERS HP /CHILLER = A/ CHILLER
«— FROM URBAN NET ° I
1N P33 |
DHW TANK '

~9
5

Ay

|

T SOLAR/HP HEAT EXCHA

[l ol
NUER

A Y

SOLAR/GROUND HEAT EXCHANGER

GROUND
FIELD

’ coLD P8
" TANK
54 GROUND/HP
@ HEAT EXCHANGER
D, %
i R EE R

(
(
(
(





media/file2.png
100

600

Axial hode 1

A

A

(((Te omes Radial
NS =

e
xial node n

pdaesnn

Enthalpy (k) kg?)

350 -

200 -

150 -

100 -

50 -

30 35 40 45 50 55
Temperature (°C)

(b)





media/file20.png
Enthalpy (k) kg)

400

350

300

250

200

150

100

50

=== DHW Tank (RT42)

« «+ Hot Tank (RT47)

25 35

Temperature (°C)

== Cold Tank (RT7)

45

55

65





media/file23.jpg
Absorption HP/chiller energy balance

DHWaHot Tank

%o ground
Cooling needs
= prim en consumed

 From ground

mSolarTo Evap

77
| 7ZZz-te ]
| Zea]
L2\
I SN\
SN
[ EENN\
-\
| 7. 5]
%
|77zt ]
N

BN





media/file5.jpg
Temperature (C)

550

500

50

0.0

350

300

250

200

PCM+Al-foam £=0.93 vs PCM only - TOP
WPCM#ALNODE_S PCMSALEXP10PPI % PCM_NODE S © PCM EXP

EXPERIMENTAL DATA

EXPERIMENTAL DATA

0 20 40 60 80 100 120
‘Time (min)





media/file24.png
kWh

8000

6000

4000

2000

-2000

-4000

-6000

-8000

-10000

Absorption HP/chiller energy balance

# To ground

= Cooling needs

© Prim en consumed
N From ground

M Solar To Evap

= DHW+Hot Tank





media/file29.jpg
1000%

200%

s00%

700%

600%

s00%

a00%

300%

200%

100%

0o%

3
ssolar

s 6
A HP/Chiller

A

0
oper

1n

1

a0

35

30

25

20

15

10

o5

00

Per





media/file1.jpg
100

e
§ o Rt

2
H
L]

Ao 35

(a)

f—

(b)





media/file31.jpg
220

200

180

160

140

120

100

128

n

Primary Energy Ratio

o-per

et

5





media/file25.jpg
DHW Tank energy balance

8

=aux
= DHW out
< From Hot Tank

!

Y]
YV zzZzZz o]
Yzt
200 N ——
N ——)
N —
/N ——
227/ e—
V22
V24— ]
Yz |
N =

§ 8838 ° 8§ 8 g

nsolar

1500

2500





media/file12.png
ZONA LABORATOR:

- IMPANTO RSCALDAMENTO D1 Te0 MSTO CON
VENTLCONVETTOR: |

MPANTO AD ARIA PRIMARA £
- IMPANTO ORCO SANTANG
- MPANTOD

SERRA =<

]
LABORATORIO
FISICA

|

DISIMPEGNO

T
T

| / 1§
| | do
| ]

LABORATORIO
CHMICA

1 9 GIARDING'.
ESTERNO
N MONTANO

EruLSONE

A

LOCALE UNITA' TRATTAMENTD
ABIA LABORATORI

TNy }x; |1

A‘k%t‘{n? f

{f

‘\‘[
o e ey

——
|

“'5.1
A

L

]

(b)






media/file9.jpg
(b)

(a)





media/file0.png





media/file38.png
kWh

14000

12000

10000

8000

6000

4000

2000

0

Useful energy from solar collectors

11526 11425

9665 9797 9833
763
8557 86048742 W E_coll -> ground
7200
6839 6771
6115 6016 m E_coll -> Hot Tank
40 1
o 77 75
m E_coll -> DHW Tank
46 2 | ‘
Bl B2 B B4 B5 B6 B7

3





media/file8.png
Temperature(°C)

PCM+Al-foam €=0.93 vs PCM only - TOP

“ PCM+AL_NODE 5 ®PCM+ALEXP10PPI ®mPCM_NODE 5 @ PCMEXP
55.0

50.0

45.0

J EXPERIMENTAL DATA

40.0

35.0

30.0

/ EXPERIMENTAL DATA

20-0 | | | I

0 25 50 75 100 125
Time (min)

25.0






media/file34.png
50000 -

— 40000
w
3
= 30000
G A1l
S
3 20000 A2
S
o 0-A3
@ 10000
C
.'__" A4
=}
c
o 0 -x-A5
2
by
0 10000 ;
-20000

Years






media/file17.jpg
A iy Sy s

< o e b eyt Tk Moo

ST T3 Y o TP VA CECTL YL LY T
HES CH B
s | a7 l 1
2 - 2 = | 7
: | =i
i e O
B
R == ~ @J.
| @—L!ﬁ_@ i e
5 < Y
5| & Al
5 ﬂ le.]
’.—‘ ] = -]
T = &y
o - -
€ i = =






