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Abstract

The global energy demand is growing, while climate change is demanding a sustainable way of generating
this energy. Ocean Thermal Energy Conversion (OTEC) can be a part of the solution for this problem. OTEC
generates electricity by using the temperature difference between the surface water of the ocean and the
water at 1000 meters depth as a driving force. As this temperature difference is present all year round, there
is no need for energy storage, which is the case for wind- and solar energy.
An OTEC system utilizes an Organic Rankine Cycle (ORC), which uses ammonia as a working fluid. A lot of
research is conducted on this cycle, all assuming steady-state. However, as the system is constantly changing
its state, either by a changing temperature difference or by variations in the operating conditions of compo-
nents, more research is required to investigate the impact of these changes. Therefore, a dynamic model has
been developed. In order to cope with these changes and to ensure the optimal power output at all times, a
control strategy is developed and implemented on the model.

As the system has been developed with the use of a control system as a boundary condition, a model is
adapted which prioritises computational time over accuracy, but, according to literature, is still accurate
enough for the small transients. This model has been implemented for the OTEC cycle and improved from
normal dynamic models by including pressure drops and storage tanks.
Allseas, in cooperation with the TU Delft, has built an experimental set-up of an OTEC cycle. Experiments
conducted on this set-up were used to compare the model with reality, both steady-state and dynamically. It
has been proven that the steady-state values matched the experiments within 1%, and the dynamics matched
the experiments almost perfectly.

As a next step, the system has been scaled to match the desired 3 MW output. With this scaled model, realistic
scenarios were simulated to check the response on larger transients. The scenarios consists of a start-up and
shutdown of the system, a changing inlet temperature, pumps being shut off and a number of heat exchangers
that are decoupled from the system, for example when a number of heat exchangers need maintenance.

The outcome proved that, from a dynamic perspective, the influence of a seawater temperature change was
negligible. As the temperature changes per second are very small, the net output scales linearly with the
temperature difference. A start-up and shutdown of the system was successfully simulated, which is the
largest possible transient in the system. The influence of pumps that are stopped and heat exchangers being
turned off for maintenance have been simulated, which showed just a slight decrease in net output. It also
showed that the system, when running at the nominal conditions of the pump and turbine curve, was not
running at an optimum. Therefore, a control strategy was developed by conducting a sensitivity analysis
and, after using an optimisation to find the optimum point, the resulting control strategy was implemented.
This new strategy resulted in an increase of 15% in the net output, compared to the nominal conditions.
This proves that an OTEC cycle could greatly benefit from using a dynamic model to predict its dynamic
performance and the implementation of a control system.
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1
Introduction

1.1. Background
The global energy demand is growing, while climate change is demanding a sustainable way of generating
electricity. In 2050, electricity has to be generated for 3.6 billion more people, up to 9.6 billion people in
total [18]. A lot of research has been conducted on solar, wind and hydro energy, and biomass and nuclear
power have been around for several decades already. However, there are some downsides with these types
of electricity generation. Biomass takes up a lot of land to grow crops, nuclear plants are expensive, hydro
energy is limited to certain places where the height difference is large enough and solar and wind have the
problem of being discontinuous sources of energy [18].

The main problem with renewable sources such as wind and solar is the discontinuity. This discontinuity can
be averted when using a form of storage. The natural storage location of solar energy is the ocean. Almost
70% of the planet consists of water, which is heated up by the sun. All this stored energy can be harnessed
by using a power cycle that requires a small temperature difference, and is called Ocean Thermal Energy
Conversion. It uses the temperature difference between the ocean surface and the water at 1000 meter depth.
It works properly when the temperature difference is at least 20 °C. This is the case in most equatorial regions,
where most islands generate electricity using large diesel generators and are dependent on the import of fossil
fuels. As such, OTEC can have a big impact on the sustainability of the energy supply and economics of these
regions. The regions where the implementation of OTEC is possible, can be found in Figure 1.1.

Figure 1.1: Sea surface temperature around the globe. Light orange indicates a temperature difference of at least 20 °C, while darker
orange indicates a temperature difference of at least 24 °C [52]

1
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1.2. OTEC
OTEC generates electricity from the temperature difference between the surface of the ocean and at a 1000
meters depth. It works using an Organic Rankine Cycle, or ORC. This is the same as a standard Rankine cycle,
but uses a different working fluid than water, which allows it to operate at lower temperatures. The closed
cycle can be seen in Figure 1.2. In this cycle, the warm water of the ocean is fed to the evaporator (step 2-
3). There, the heat is transferred to the working fluid, which then evaporates. This vapor is expanded in the
turbine (step 3-4) where the electricity is generated. The working fluid is condensed in the condenser (step
4-1) using the coldness of the deep sea water. A pump increases the pressure of the working fluid (step 1-2),
which returns the working fluid back to its original state and the cycle continues.

Figure 1.2: Schematic of an OTEC cycle, including T-s diagram [52]

The T-s diagram in Figure 1.2 shows the thermodynamics of an ideal OTEC cycle. The evaporator and con-
denser are isobaric, while the pump and turbine are isentropic. This ideal situation is not representative for
real OTEC cycles, but gives a good impression on how the cycle operates.

When looking at the heat exchangers, something interesting can be found in the evaporator. Djordjevic and
Kabelac [12] show that the heat transfer coefficient of the evaporation of ammonia changes with the vapor
quality. It can be seen in Figure 1.3 that for a vapor quality greater than 0.7, the heat transfer coefficient drops.
Therefore, a maximum output quality of 0.7 is assumed as a design value. This is also done by Stelwagen [52]
and Kirkenier [30] in their optimisation models of an OTEC cycle. It can also be seen from Figure 1.3, that the
heat transfer coefficient is high between 0.4 and 0.7. Therefore, the heat exchanger is designed to operate in
this region.
To ensure no liquid enters the turbine, a separator needs to be installed between the evaporator and the
turbine. This separator splits the vapor fraction and the liquid fraction that exit the evaporator. This is needed
due to turbine failure when a liquid fraction enters the turbine.

The liquid that is separated will be re-circulated, back into the cycle after the working fluid pump. This can be
seen in Figure 1.4. The mass flow of the evaporator and the re-circulation rate are dependent. With increasing
mass flow, the vapor quality decreases due to overfeeding of the evaporator. With a decreasing vapor quality
comes an increasing re-circulation rate. This results in a lower power generation as the mass flow to the
turbine decreases.
The temperature of the ocean is almost constant at 5 °C at a 1000 meter depth, while the temperature at the
surface fluctuates. In tropical regions, the surface temperature can vary between 25 and 29 °C. Therefore, an
OTEC system requires a working fluid which has a boiling point between 5 °C and 25 °C in addition to a high
thermal conductivity and latent heat. The choice of the working fluid is based on Ganic and Wu [17], who
state that ammonia seems to be the best working fluid, despite its toxic nature. Its high thermal conductivity
and latent heat are more important, as less heat transfer area is needed. Therefore, ammonia was used in this
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Figure 1.3: Heat transfer coefficient of evaporating ammonia with varying vapor quality and mass flux [12]

research.

Figure 1.4: Schematic of the new ORC with a separator and re-circulation [52]

1.3. Relevance
The optimisation research conducted by Kirkenier [30], Stelwagen [52] and van Strijp [59] helped to under-
stand the OTEC cycle and to find the optimum parameters for an OTEC cycle. A lot of research has been done
on OTEC systems, but these are almost all conducted with steady-state models. But in reality, the param-
eters are continuously changing, e.g. the temperature of the ocean. This can be seen in Figure 1.5, which
represents the temperature difference of the sea water in Curaçao. The figure shows that the temperature is
fluctuating. The steady-state models are useful for design conditions and the optimisation of a process, but
they fail to represent reality. Therefore, dynamic modeling is more appropriate for the fluctuating real-life
cycles an OTEC cycle operates in.

To be able to run the plant at optimal conditions at all times, the power cycle has to be regulated using a
control system. Some parts of the cycle can be controlled using feedback loops and sensors, to ensure optimal
outlet conditions. For example, the mass flow can be regulated using the rotational speed of the pump. The
dynamic input of the cycle will be used to control the cycle, using feedback loops. For instance, when the
working fluid mass flow in the evaporator is too high, which results in a low outlet quality, the pump can be
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Figure 1.5: Temperature difference of Curacao during the year. As can be seen, the temperature difference fluctuates between 19 and 23
degrees in a year [59]

regulated to decrease the mass flow.

1.4. Objective
The main objective of this thesis is to investigate the impact of the transient region and propose a control
strategy to optimise the cycle. A dynamic model is developed to research the impact of the transient re-
gion. The results of Kirkenier [30], Stelwagen [52] and van Strijp [59] are used as input, as these optimisation
models give the best steady-state performance. With this dynamic model, the transient behaviour can be
investigated, which can be used for further optimisation. For example, whether to lower the mass flow using
the pumps at higher temperatures to reduce the energy consumption of the pumps instead of increasing the
electricity generation of the turbine. Therefore, the following research question is defined:

"What is the impact of the transient region on the performance of an OTEC power cycle, and how can this be
optimised using control?"

Accompanying sub-questions regarding this are:

• What are the controllable variables in an OTEC power cycle?

• What is the influence of the time-dependent temperature of the surface water?

• How does the system react to varying mass flows?

• How does the system react to start-up and shut-down procedures?

• How fast does the system react to failure of certain components?

• What is the optimal control strategy for an OTEC power plant?

1.5. Methodology
To develop the dynamic model, a literature study was conducted to find out which type of models are best
applicable for each component of this research. After a model was selected for each component, this model
was implemented as a modular model. This means that every component is modeled as a stand-alone com-
ponent, so it can later be adjusted in case of changing geometry or configuration [6]. The model was built in
Matlab & Simulink [38]. The thermodynamic properties of the ammonia were calculated using Fluidprop [5]
with REFPROP [32] as database. REFPROP is a database containing many fluids and mixtures. As it does not
contain the properties of sea water, a different program is used for the thermodynamic properties of the sea
water. This is done using CoolProp [2].
After the model was built, it was validated with experimental data of the OTEC demo, residing at the TU
Delft. After validation it was used to conduct simulations of the OTEC cycle in transient regions. Also, the
optimisation using control was researched. Finally, the total impact of the transient region as well as the
influence of control was determined through a comparison with existing steady-state models.
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1.6. Thesis Outline
• Chapter 2 contains a literature review, describing the choice for the modelling method

• Chapter 3 contains the information about how the model is built, alongside the related calculations

• Chapter 4 shows the validation of the dynamic model

• Chapter 5 shows an overview of the results of the simulations

• Chapter 6 describes the optimisation using control in an OTEC power cycle

• Chapter 7 presents the conclusions and recommendations of this study





2
Model Selection

In this chapter, the different types of dynamic models will be explained and the decisions on how to model
each component are elaborated.

2.1. Introduction
There are three types of dynamic modeling: white-box, grey-box and black-box. White-box modeling uses
physical equations, such as the conservation equations, to describe the transient behaviour. These conser-
vation equations consist of three equations: conservation of mass, conservation of energy and conservation
of momentum. Black-box modeling uses experimental data and empirical relations to describe the transient
behaviour. Grey-box modeling is a combination of black- and white-box modeling and consists of both phys-
ical equations and empirical relations. Grey-box modeling is mostly used in engineering practice, as most
problems can be solved using the physics equations but some unknowns have to be solved through empiri-
cal results, such as efficiency maps and/or experimental data [58].

As the dynamics of pumps and turbines are much faster than the dynamics in heat exchangers, the influence
of their dynamics is negligible. Therefore, the pumps and turbines can be modeled as static components [63].
The dynamics in the heat exchangers and tanks are leading in the model developed in this thesis. Therefore,
they are modeled dynamically. An overview of the components and their modelling approach can be found
in the next sections.

2.2. Heat Exchangers
In heat exchangers, there are three thermodynamic phases: liquid, liquid-vapor and vapor. There are two ma-
jor distinctive methods to model a heat exchanger: using Finite Volumes (FV) and using a Moving Boundary
(MB). These will be explained in Sections 2.2.1 and 2.2.2.

2.2.1. Finite Volume
The finite volume method is a method which subdivides the heat exchanger into several control volumes of
equal volume across the heat exchanger. An example of a finite volume model can be seen in Figure 2.1.
According to Desideri et al. [10], the conservation equations are derived from the one-dimensional conser-
vation laws at constant volume. These laws are applicable for each control volume, and the output of the first
volume will be used as input for the next volume. This can provide a very high level of detail, especially for the
two-phase region. This is done by either assuming average or lumped parameters, or by directly discretizing
the conservation equations. The larger the number of volumes is, the higher the level of detail is, but this
comes at the cost of computational time.

According to Weerstra [62], one of the main problems with FV models is the conservation of momentum, as
this results in long computation times. He states three solutions to implement the momentum equation: with
an assumed pressure gradient, with static pressure drops between each volume or an accumulated pressure
drop from all the volumes at the end. With this last solution, the pressure drop can be neglected as well, as

7
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done by Bendapudi et al. [3] and Bamgbopa and Uzgoren [1]. The influence of the momentum equation is
investigated by Zhang et al. [69] and Qiao et al. [44]. They both conclude that neglecting the pressure drop
still is within the margin of error for large transients on a system level.

Figure 2.1: Finite Volume model. The gaps show the different control volumes. Seawater (red) flows through the boundaries, where the
ammonia (green) flows through the center, only separated by a wall (grey) [1]

According to Desideri [10], the minimum number of 20 volumes is needed to avoid numerical inconsistency
when using plate heat exchangers. Bendapudi [3] states that an FV model of 20 volumes is 20% slower than
real-time. This makes an FV model not eligible for control, as at least real-time outputs are required to influ-
ence the cycle at the moment a change is needed.

2.2.2. Moving Boundary
The moving boundary method is a method which consists of a maximum of three volumes: one for each
phase in the heat exchanger. There are three phases in the heat exchangers: liquid, liquid-vapor and vapor.
The boundaries are time-dependent and can shift, depending on where the phase shift will take place.
Where the FV method captures great levels of detail due to the many volumes, the MB model tries to capture
the dynamics by making use of lumped parameters. According to Wei et al. [63], a MB model is accurate
enough to capture the leading dynamics behavior but simple enough to be used for real-time simulations
and control. Because of the small number of volumes, the computational time will be low. These volumes are
illustrated in Figure 2.2.

Figure 2.2: Moving boundary model. The dashed line indicates the boundary of a thermodynamic state. The hot seawater (orange)
flows at the boundary, where the ammonia (cyan) flows through the center, only separated by a wall (grey) [11]

The MB method uses lumped parameters to model the volume. This means that the parameters are averaged
per zone. To enable this in the two-phase region, Wedekind et al. [61] proposed a new variable, the mean
void fraction. The mean void fraction assumption is almost universally applied by all researchers developing
moving boundary models [48]. The void fraction is the ratio between the vapor volume and the total volume.
The void fraction is given by Equation (2.1) [66].

γ(x) = x

x + (1−x)
(
ρg

ρl

)
S

(2.1)
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where S = 1 for homogenous flow and S =
(
ρl
ρg

) 1
3

when using the Zivi-correlation [70]. According to Wilson

[66], the Zivi correlation is extremely accurate for void fractions above 0.8. As stated in Section 1.2, the vapor
quality has to be between 0.4 and 0.7 to ensure the highest heat transfer coefficient. As shown by Wilson [66],
the void fraction is around 0.8 for an average quality of 0.2-0.35, which corresponds to an outlet quality of 0.4
- 0.7. As this is within the range of this research, the Zivi correlation is applicable in this research.

Rasmussen and Shenoy [49] show that when a phase is not included in the model anymore, e.g. when the
evaporator does not fully evaporates the fluid, the standard MB model gets a numerical failure. To be able to
cope with this problem, another model was developed called the switching moving boundary, or SMB. This
model is able to switch between certain modes, when a certain error margin is reached. This is shown by Fasl
[16]. Fasl has improved the model of Li and Alleyne [33].

2.2.3. Comparison
The moving boundary and finite volume methods have been compared by several researchers, such as Desideri
[10] and Bendapudi [3]. Desideri uses a small ORC of 11 kW and validates it with a test rig. From his research it
appears that the accuracy of both the FV and MB method are almost the same, while the computational time
of MB is 10 times faster. It should be noted that Desideri’s research was only conducted for small changes.
Large transient regions, such as start-up and shut-down procedures have not been investigated. Bendapudi
[3] compares the FV and MB methods in a 300 kW centrifugal system. In this study he states that the FV and
MB methods are almost the same in accuracy, but the moving boundary method used three times less com-
putational time. However, he notes that the MB model was unable to handle the start-up transient. Pangborn
[42] compares a FV with an SMB model, using data from an earlier report from Rasmussen [48]. His conclu-
sion was that the SMB and the FV method with 200 volumes have a similar accuracy, but the SMB computes
almost 85 times faster than the 200 FV method. This is in line with Bendapudi [3] and Desideri [10]. He does
state another difference. An SMB uses the principal of mean void fraction, and is therefore dependent on the
type and geometry of heat exchangers. This makes it less flexible than the FV method.

As stated in Section 1.3, the model will be used for control, so it requires at least real-time as computational
time. It will contain heat exchangers in parallel, which requires even more computational time. With a fast
computer, it is possible to receive real-time results for a single heat exchanger with the finite-volume method.
But when using heat exchangers in parallel, also including the dynamics in the separator and buffer tank, the
computational time will be too long to be able to use real-time control. Therefore, a moving boundary model
will be used in this report as the model for the heat exchangers.

2.3. Pump & Turbine
The dynamics of the pump and the turbine are much faster than the dynamics of the heat exchangers. They
are expected to reach a new steady-state almost instantaneously. Therefore, the pump and turbine are mod-
eled as a steady-state component. This is also done by Wei et al. [63] and Quoilin et al. [47]. Semi-empirical
relations are needed. They are dependent on the geometry of the component and therefore not easily scal-
able. The empirical relation can be found using the characteristic curves from the manufacturer. With regres-
sion analysis, performance and efficiency maps can be developed [36].

According to Tummescheit [57], there are two ways to compute these maps:

• Data-intensive approximation using interpolation. When data is available, this is the best way to go, as
this can give the most accurate results

• Non-dimensionalized parameters which can be used to scale the parameters up to the real size

For the pump, a centrifugal pump is used. This is for both the seawater pumps as the working fluid pumps.
This is also done in previous research into OTEC cycles, conducted by Stelwagen [52] and Kirkenier [30]. Wei
et al. [63] use a regression analysis of the performance data presented by the manufacturer. The model de-
pends on the pressure, the rotational speed and the volume flow, normalized over the design conditions.
Zhang [68] uses a relation between the mass flow and the rotational speed. Ziviani [71] developed a correla-
tion which relates the volumetric flow rate to both the pressure difference and the frequency. These corre-
lations all depend on a specific pump, which makes it difficult to change the model and to scale the model.
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Colonna and van Putten [7] developed a correlation that depends on certain parameters like the optimum
point and the zeroes, in order to create a performance map. As this model is interchangeable and scales
better, this correlation will be used.

According to van Strijp [59], the best type of turbine for an OTEC cycle is a single stage axial turbine. A single
stage is best as the temperature difference is very low. The choice between a radial or axial turbine is made
using the categorization done by Walsh [60]. According to Walsh, only axial turbines are applicable in the
design conditions of OTEC.

For the modeling of the turbine, the well-known Stodola equation [53] will be used. This equation can be
found in Equation (2.2).

ṁ = K

√
ρi pi

(
1−

(
po

pi

)2)
(2.2)

This is also done by Tummescheit [57]. He states that the standard Stodola equation is only valid for multi-
stage turbines or low-detailed models. This is due to an error that the equation gives, when calculating the
mass flow around choking conditions. Choking conditions are the conditions when the flow becomes com-
pressible, which is around a Mach number of one for homogeneous fluids. Dankerlui [8] concludes that for
all working conditions for OTEC, the maximum Mach number is around 0.7. Therefore, it can be concluded
that the flow will always be subsonic and the Stodola equation can be used without an extra factor.

Colonna and van Putten [7] also use the Stodola equation for calculating a mass flow. For calculating the
outlet enthalpy, they use the thermodynamic states and the isentropic efficiency. They also include the heat
transferred to the metal parts in the energy equation. The isentropic efficiency in their paper is dependent
on the velocity of the working fluid and the blade, as well as the angle of the blades. Van Strijp [59] compares
different correlations for the isentropic efficiency. Both the correlation of Jüdes & Tsatsaronis [27] and the
correlation of Keeley [28] are checked. His conclusion is that the correlation of Jüdes is more reliable, as this
is based on experimental data. As the study of van Strijp focuses on an OTEC cycle, the correlation of Jüdes &
Tsatsaronis will be used in this report.

2.4. Piping
In literature, the piping is excluded from the model. This is done because the influence is relatively small,
while it increases the computational time. Usually, the output of a pipe model is a pressure drop over the
pipe. As most systems have a large pressure difference, the pressure drop due to the piping is negligible.
But in an OTEC cycle, the pressure difference is small and the volume flow is high. This means that all the
pressure drop, no matter how small, has an influence on the total energy production. Therefore, the choice
was made to include the piping. The pipes are modeled as a steady-state component to keep the increase of
computational time as low as possible, while still including the pressure drop in the model.
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In this chapter, all the different components of the model will be discussed. It includes both the dynamic and
static models. As all outputs from components are the input for other components, an input-output scheme
or a causality diagram is used to visualize the dependencies.

Evaporator

Separator

Condenser

Turbine

Mixer

Buffer
Tank

Recirculation
pump

Working Fluid
Pump

ሶ𝑚evap
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Figure 3.1: Causality diagram. The arrows show which component generates a parameter and feeds this to another component. For
example, enthalpy (blue) and pressure (green) flow out of the separator, and the mass flow (red) goes into the separator. The dashed

blocks have combined equations but a modular structure. The dashed lines represent the input for the model.

This diagram can be seen in Figure 3.1. A dashed block represents a combined model. This applies for the
evaporator with the separator and the condenser with the buffer tank. See Sections 3.2.1 and 3.2.2 for more
details. From this scheme, it can be seen that the mass flows are derived from the pump and turbine models,
while the pressure levels are determined by the heat exchanger blocks.

3.1. Heat Exchangers
An OTEC power cycle makes use of heat exchangers: an evaporator and a condenser. In Section 2, the model-
ing choice for the heat exchanger has been explained. This method will be further elaborated in this section.
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It uses inlet parameters from the cycle conditions (mixing point of re-circulation- and working fluid pump
for the evaporator and the turbine outlet for the condenser) and the sea water pumps. These inputs (u) will,
in combination with physical parameters and the state vector (x), give a time derivative of the state vector
(ẋ). By integrating this time derivative, the solution of the new time step can be found. This requires initial
conditions (x0) to be set. The model outputs (y) depend on the other system components. They are derived
using another function of the state vector.

Certain assumptions are made for the model:

• The heat exchanger is in a single pass arrangement.

• The working fluid flow is one-dimensional, compressible and unsteady.

• The cross-section area of the heat exchanger is assumed constant over the heat exchanger length.

• Axial heat conduction is neglected in the fluid element.

• The wall cross-section has a uniform temperature.

The governing equations are the conservation equations, namely conservation of mass and conservation of
energy. The generic form can be found in Equations (3.1) and (3.2). Here, ~u is the fluid velocity vector, ~f is
the body force vector and σ is the stress tensor. By applying the above mentioned assumptions, they can be
simplified to Equations (3.3) and (3.4). This derivation is done by Grald & MacArthur [35]. They also give an
equation for the conservation of the wall energy of the heat exchanger. This is given in Equation (3.5).

∂ρ

∂t
+∇· (ρ~u) = 0 (3.1)

∂(ρ~u)

∂t
+∇· (ρ~u~u) = ρ~f +∇·σ (3.2)

∂(ρAcs )

∂t
+ ∂ṁ

∂z
= 0 (3.3)

∂(ρAcs h −p)

∂t
+ ∂(ṁh)

∂z
+αw f A(Tw f −Tw ) = 0 (3.4)

(cpρA)w
∂Tw

∂t
=αw f A(Tw f −Tw )+αsw A(Tsw −Tw ) (3.5)

A heat exchanger can be divided in three regions: a sub-cooled region, where the fluid is pure liquid, a two-
phase region, where the fluid is both liquid and vapor, and a superheated region, where the fluid is pure
vapor. The conservation equations given in Equations (3.3), (3.4) and (3.5) are applied on all three regions
individually.
To be able to model the dynamics correctly, Partial Differential Equations (PDE) give difficulties. Therefore,
these PDE’s have to be rewritten to Ordinary Differential Equations (ODE). This can be done using the Leibniz
integration rule, which can be found in Equation (3.6). Here, the equation is dependent on z, so it depends
on the length of each region.

z2(t )∫
z1(t )

∂ f (z, t )

∂t
= d

d t

 z2(t )∫
z1(t )

f (z, t )d z

+ f
(
z1(t ), t

)d(z1(t ))

d t
− f

(
z2(t ), t

)d(z2(t ))

d t
(3.6)

3.1.1. Evaporator
As stated in Section 1.2, the evaporator will only partially evaporate the working fluid. Therefore, there is no
superheated model needed for the evaporator. The only phases which will be discussed are the sub-cooled
region and the two-phase region. The governing equations are obtained by integrating Equations (3.3), (3.4)
and (3.5) along the length of the heat exchanger, considering lumped parameters for each zone.
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Mean void fraction
To be able to use lumped parameters in the two-phase region, a new parameter has been introduced: the
mean void fraction. The void fraction is the ratio between the vapor volume and the total volume. A gener-
alised form of the void fraction can be found in Equation (3.7). In this equation, S is defined as the slip factor.
When the flow is homogeneous, S=1, which will provide the upper bound. The lower bound will be provided

by the Zivi-correlation, which is S =
(
ρl
ρg

) 1
3

[70]. As stated in Section 2.2.2, this is a valid assumption consid-

ering the evaporating conditions. Equation (3.7) will be integrated and averaged in Equation (3.8). The final
form of the mean void fraction is given by Equation (3.9), with quantity µs given in Equation (3.10) [45].

γ(x) = x

x + (1−x)µs
(3.7)

γ= 1

xo −xi

xo∫
xi

γ(x)d x (3.8)

γ= 1

xo −xi

[
µs

(µs −1)2 ln

(
xi (µs −1)−µs

xo(µs −1)−µs

)]
− 1

µs −1
(3.9)

µs =
(
ρg

ρl

)
S (3.10)

The lumped variables in the two-phase region can be described as follows: h2 = hl (1−γ)+hg (γ). This is
applicable for all state variables. It is stated by Wedekind [61] that a mean void fraction that is invariant of
time is valid for small system transients. This could be a problem in start-up and shut-down procedures. But
as the output of the evaporator will be two-phase, the outlet quality will be determined using the mean void
fraction. Therefore, the mean void fraction will be variant with time.

Governing equations
The governing equations for the conservation of mass and energy of the sub-cooled region are given in Equa-
tions (3.11) and (3.12). The governing equations for the two-phase region can be found in Equations (3.13)
and (3.14). A full derivation can be found in Appendix A.((

∂ρ1

∂p

∣∣∣∣
h1

+ 1

2

∂ρ1

∂h1

∣∣∣∣
p

∂hl

∂p

)
d p

d t
+ 1

2

∂ρ1

∂h1

∣∣∣∣
p

dhi n

d t

)
L1 Acs + (ρ1 −ρl )

dL1

d t
Acs +ṁ12 −ṁi n = 0 (3.11)

(
∂ρ1

∂h1

∣∣∣∣
p

h1 +ρ1

)
L1 Acs

1

2

dhi n

d t
+

(
1

2

(
∂ρ1

∂h1

∣∣∣∣
p

∂hl

∂p
h1 +ρ1

∂hl

∂p

)
+ ∂ρ1

∂p

∣∣∣∣
h1

h1 −1

)
L1 Acs

d p

d t

+ (ρ1h1 −ρl hl )Acs
dL1

d t
+ṁ12hl −ṁi nhi n =α1w f Aw f

L1

L

(
T1w −T1w f

) (3.12)

(
∂ρl

∂p
(1−γ)+ ∂ρg

∂p
γ

)
Acs L2

d p

d t
+ (
ρg −ρl

)
Acs L2

dγ

d t
+ (
ρl −ρg

)
γAcs

dL1

d t
+ṁo −ṁ12 = 0 (3.13)

(
∂(ρg hg )

∂p
γ+ (1−γ)

∂(ρl hl )

∂p
−1

)
Acs L2

d p

d t
+ (ρl hl −ρg hg )Acsγ

dL1

d t
+ (ρg hg −ρl hl )Acs L2

dγ

d t

= ṁ12hl −ṁoho +α2 Aw f
L2

L
(T2w −T2w f )

(3.14)

The energy conservation of the wall zones is given in Equations (3.15) and (3.16).

(cpρV )w

(
dT1w

d t
−

(
T1w −T2w

L1

)
dL1

d t

)
=α1 Aw f (T1w f −T1w )+αsw Asw (T1sw −T1w ) (3.15)

(cpρV )w
dT2w

d t
=α2 Aw f (T2w f −T2w )+αsw Asw (T2sw −T2w ) (3.16)

The six equations only contain five explicit time derivatives: dL1
d t , d p

d t , dγ
d t , dT1w

d t and dT2w
d t . The time derivative

dhi n
d t is neglected as this is sufficiently small [15]. By rearranging the six equations, ṁ12 can be eliminated.

This derivation is done in Appendix A. These time derivatives are the state-space time derivatives, stated as ẋ.
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The equations can be rearranged in the descriptor form Z (u, x)ẋ = f (x,u). The new equations can be found
in Equation (3.17). The values for Z(u,x) can be found in Table 3.1.



z11 z12 0 0 0

z21 z22 z23 0 0

z31 z32 z33 0 0

z41 0 0 z44 0

0 0 0 0 z55





dL1
d t

d p
d t

dγ
d t

dT1w
d t

dT2w
d t


=



ṁi (hi −hl )+α1 Aw f
L1
L (T1w −T1w f )

ṁo(hl −ho)+α2 Aw f
L2
L (T2w −T2w f )

ṁi −ṁo

α1 Aw f (T1w f −T1w )+αsw Asw (T1sw −T1w )

α2 Aw f (T2w f −T2w )+αsw Asw (T2sw −T2w )

 (3.17)

Table 3.1: Matrix elements of Z(x,u) for the evaporator

z11 (ρ1 (h1 −hl ) Acs

z12

[(
∂ρ1
∂p + 1

2
∂ρ1
∂h1

dhl
d p

)
(h1 −hl )+

(
1
2

dhl
d p

)
ρ1 −1

]
Acs L1

z21 [ρg (hl −hg )]Acsγ

z22

[(
∂(ρg hg )
∂p − ∂ρg

∂p hl

)
γ+ (1−γ) ∂hl

∂p ρl −1
]

Acs L2

z23 ρg (hg −hl )Acs L2

z31 [(ρ1 −ρl )+ (ρl −ρg )(γ−1)]Acs

z32

[(
∂ρ1
∂p + 1

2
∂ρ1
∂h1

dhl
d p

)
L1 +

(
dρl
d p (1−γ)+ dρg

d p γ
)

L2

]
Acs

z33 (ρg −ρl )Acs L2

z41 (cpρV )w

(
T1w−T2w

L1

)
z44 (cpρV )w

z55 (cpρV )w

As the mean void fraction is a state variable, this can be used to calculate the new outlet quality, on which all
new working fluid properties depend. Rasmussen [48] shows a simplification for the calculation of the outlet
quality. When saturated vapor exits the evaporator, xo = 1. For small deviations, we can set xo = 1 inside
the natural log. This can be solved for xo . According to Eldredge [15], this is valid when the outlet quality
is between 0.8 and 1. As the outlet quality of this research is set to be around 0.7, this is not deemed valid.
Therefore, the full solution is calculated. This can be found in Equation (3.18), where W is the product log
function, or the Lambert W function.

xo =

µs

W

 (µs xi−xi−µs )e

µsγxi +
γxi
µs −2γxi −

xi
µs +xi +

µs

(
µsγ+ γ

µs −2γ− 1
µs +1

)
1−µs


(µsγ−γ+1)

µs



+µsγ−γ+1

(µs −1)(µsγ−γ+1)
(3.18)

3.1.2. Condenser
For the condenser, the working fluid inlet will always be either saturated vapor, or two-phase. Because sat-
urated vapor enters the turbine, small liquid parts will exit the turbine after expanding. Therefore, only two
regions have to be modeled, namely the two-phase region and the sub-cooling region. The condenser model
is derived the same way and uses the same assumptions as the evaporator, but it also uses one extra assump-
tion. From steady-state experiments conducted by Bluerise B.V., it can be seen that the sub-cooling heat
transfer consist of less than 0.05% of the total heat transfer. Rasmussen [48] and Eldredge [15] state that for
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a situation like this, pseudoquality can be introduced. Pseudoquality means that the quality can be nega-
tive in the calculations. This makes it possible to model only the two-phase region while still capturing the
sub-cooling region. This will be further elaborated in this section.

Governing equations
The governing equations are derived the same way as for the evaporator, by integrating Equations (3.1), (3.2)
and (3.5). They can be found in Equations (3.19), (3.20) and (3.21). The full derivation can be found in Ap-
pendix A. (

∂ρl

∂p
(1−γ)+ ∂ρg

∂p
γ

)
Vw f

d p

d t
+ (ρg −ρl )Vw f

dγ

d t
= ṁi −ṁo (3.19)

(
∂(ρ f h f )

∂p
(1−γ)+ ∂(ρg hg )

∂p
γ−1

)
Vw f

d p

d t
+(ρg hg −ρl hl )Vw f

dγ

d t
= ṁi hi −ṁoho +αw f Aw f (Tw −Tw f ) (3.20)

(cpρV )w
dTw

d t
=αw f Aw f (Tw f −Tw )+αsw Asw (Tsw −Tw ) (3.21)

The resulting three equations contain three explicit time derivatives: d p
d t , dγ

d t and dTw
d t . They can be rearranged

in the descriptor form Z (u, x)ẋ = f (x,u). This form can be found in Equation (3.22). The values for Z(u,x) can
be found in Table 3.2.


z11 z12 0

z21 z22 0

0 0 z33




d p
d t

dγ
d t

dTw
d t

=


ṁi −ṁo

ṁi hi −ṁoho +αw f Aw f (Tw −Tw f )

αw f Aw f (Tw f −Tw )+αsw Asw (Tsw −Tw )

 (3.22)

Table 3.2: Matrix elements of Z(x,u) for the condenser

z11

(
∂ρl
∂p (1−γ)+ ∂ρg

∂p γ
)

Vw f

z12 (ρg −ρl )Vw f

z21

(
∂(ρ f h f )
∂p (1−γ)+ ∂(ρg hg )

∂p γ−1
)

Vw f

z22 (ρg hg −ρl hl )Vw f

z33 (cpρV )w

As stated at the beginning of this section, the condenser model will make use of pseudoquality. This means
that the outlet quality can become negative. The inlet quality is in the range of 0.95-1, according to the steady-
state models made by Bluerise B.V. The equation to calculate the outlet quality of the condenser can be found
in Equation (3.18). To use the pseudoquality, the properties should not be calculated using REFPROP, but
by making use of the two-phase formula h = hl (1− x)+hg (x). This also works for negative x. According to
Eldredge [15], this allows the models to capture the sub-cooling outlet conditions without the need to switch
modes.

3.1.3. Sea Water Temperature
To capture the average sea water temperature in the heat exchanger, an energy balance is made for a counter-
current heat exchanger, based on the theory of Shah [50]. A visualization of the energy balance can be found
in Figure 3.2a.
The energy balance over a small and arbitrary length dz becomes Equation (3.23).

ṁsw cp,sw
(
Tsw,z −Tsw,z+d z

)=αsw Asw
d z

L

(
Tsw,z −Tw

)
(3.23)

By rewriting and integrating Equation (3.23), the temperatures at the boundaries can be calculated. The equa-
tions for the evaporator can be found in Equations (3.24) and (3.25). The outlet temperature of the condenser
can be found in Equation (3.28). A full derivation can be found in Appendix A. The average temperature for
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the evaporator for each region can be found in Equations (3.26) and (3.27). A visualization of the evaporator
can be found in Figure 3.2b.

Tsw,12 = Tw,2 +
(
Tsw,i n −Tw,2

)
e

−αsw Asw L2
msw cp,sw L (3.24)

Tsw,out = Tw,1 +
(
Tsw,12 −Tw,1

)
e

−αsw Asw L1
msw cp,sw L (3.25)

T sw,1 = Tw,1 +
(
Tsw,12 −Tw,1

)(msw cp,sw L

αsw Asw L1

)(
1−e

−αsw Asw L1
msw cp,sw L

)
(3.26)

T sw,2 = Tw,2 +
(
Tsw,i n −Tw,2

)(msw cp,sw L

αsw Asw L2

)(
1−e

−αsw Asw L2
msw cp,sw L

)
(3.27)

For the condenser, the equation for the average temperature can be found in Equation (3.29).

Tsw,out = Tw + (
Tsw,i n −Tw

)
e

−αsw Asw
msw cp,sw (3.28)

T sw = Tw + (
Tsw,i n −Tw

)(msw cp,sw

αsw Asw

)(
1−e

−αsw Asw
msw cp,sw

)
(3.29)

Tsw(z)

Tw

Tsw(z+dz)

Tw

Twfdz

Working fluid outlet

Working fluid inlet

Sea water inlet

Sea water outlet

Working fluid outlet

Working fluid inlet

(a) Arbitrary length

Tw,1

Tsw,12

Tw,2

Twf

Working fluid outlet

Working fluid inlet

Sea water inlet

Sea water outlet

Working fluid outlet

Working fluid inlet

(b) Evaporator of model

Figure 3.2: Visualisation of counter-current heat exchangers

3.1.4. Heat Transfer Correlations
Stelwagen [52] conducted research on the heat transfer correlations in an OTEC configuration for both single-
phase and two-phase of the evaporator. He concludes that the best heat transfer correlations are Goudriaan
& Kuikhoven [19] for the sea water, Donowski & Kandlikar [13] for the single-phase ammonia and Khan et al.
[29] for the two-phase evaporating ammonia. Therefore, these correlations will be used in this research. They
can be found in Table 3.3.

For the condenser, Tao et al. [56] have performed experiments for the best correlation of two-phase conden-
sation. They conclude that the correlation of Kuo [31] has the best fit for calculating the heat transfer coeffi-
cient, but it was not tested for ammonia. They tested the correlations again and found that at low mass flux,
the surface tension becomes more dominant. Therefore, they introduced a new correlation, where the heat
transfer coefficient is dependent on both the convective condensation and the gravity controlled condensa-
tion. They state that the transition between gravity controlled condensation and convective condensation is
at a Weber number of 0.12. The Weber number can be found in Appendix B. The heat transfer coefficient de-
pends on the ratio between the liquid Weber number and the transition Weber number. The correlation can
be found in Table 3.3. The equations can be found in Equations (3.30), (3.31), (3.32), based on the correlation
for single phase by Martin et al. [37], (3.33), (3.34), (3.35) and (3.36), based on the film condensation equation
made by Nusselt [41].
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ξ0 =
{ 64

Reeq
Reeq < 2000

1

(1.8logReeq−1.5)2 Reeq ≥ 2000 (3.30)

ξ1 =
{

597
Reeq

+3.85 Reeq < 2000

Re−0.289
eq Reeq ≥ 2000

(3.31)

fD =

 cosβ√
0.18tanβ+0.36sinβ+ ξ0

cosβ

+ 1−cosβ√
3.8ξ1


−2

(3.32)

αlo = 0.122
(

fD sinβ
)0.374 Re0.748

eq Pr 0.333
l

(
µ

µw

)0.167 λi

dh
(3.33)

αcc =αlo
(
0.2275Co−0.95F r−0.1905

l + (1−x)0.748) (3.34)

Θ= W el

W el t
(3.35)

αg c = 0.36(Co +0.008)−0.32

(
gρl (ρl −ρg )hvapλ

3
l

µl (Tw f −Tw )dh

)0.25

(3.36)

Table 3.3: Heat transfer correlations used in the system

Evaporator
Author Fluid Single-phase correlation

Goudriaan & Kuikhoven [19] Sea Water αsw = λi
de

0.291Re0.72
i Pr 0.33

i

Donowski & Kandlikar [13] Ammonia αw f = λi
de

0.2875Re0.78
i Pr

1
3

i

Author Fluid Two-phase correlation

Khan et al. [29] Ammonia

Nut p = (−173.52
β

60
+257.12)

∗ (Boe Ree )−0.09 β
60 +0.0005

(
p

pcr i t

)−0.624 β
60 +0.822

Condenser
Author Fluid Two-phase correlation
Tao et al.[55] Ammonia αw f =Θαcc + (1−Θ)αg c

Author Fluid Single-phase correlation

Goudriaan & Kuikhoven [19] Sea Water αsw = λi
de

0.291Re0.72
i Pr 0.33

i

By including pseudoquality in the condenser to create the sub-cooled region, the heat transfer coefficient
changes. According to Shah [50], a steady-state heat balance will suffice due to the short moment of sub-
cooling. By using the liquid heat transfer coefficient, the length of the sub-cooled region can be calculated
using Equation (3.37). The new equation for the heat transfer coefficient can be found in Equation (3.38).
This formula is only applicable when the outlet enthalpy ho is smaller than the saturated liquid enthalpy hl .

Lsc = ṁo (hl −ho)

αl
(
Tw −Tw f

)
de

(3.37)

α= αt p (L−Lsc )+αsp Lsc

L
(3.38)
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3.1.5. Pressure drop
In almost all moving boundary models, the pressure drop in the heat exchanger is neglected as the compu-
tational time increases significantly when including the dynamic momentum equation, while the impact is
small. This is done by Zhang et al. [68], Tummescheit [57], Shah et al. [50], Eldredge et al. [15], Rasmussen
et al. [48], Pangborn et al. [42], Huster et al. [24] and Horst et al. [23]. But, as stated by Qiao and Laughman
[44], in some applications the pressure drop cannot be neglected. In an OTEC cycle, all small pressure dif-
ferences influence the outcome significantly, especially for the sea water side. Therefore, it was decided to
include the pressure drop in the heat exchangers. Qiao and Laughman [44] compare five different methods
of including the momentum equation. Their conclusion is that the friction-only method is the best choice
when considering the trade-off between computational time and accuracy. Therefore, this method will be
used in the model.

Qiao et al. [45] give two options for the pressure drop: A general pressure drop at the end of the heat exchanger
and a linear changing pressure over the heat exchanger. The choice is made to use the first approach. This
is done because Qiao uses the outlet pressure as a boundary, where the model uses the outlet mass flow as
a boundary. The accuracy between a general pressure drop and a linear changing pressure drop is minimal,
but an extra equation would be needed when using the linear changing pressure approach in comparison
with the general pressure drop. Therefore, a general pressure drop is used.

This general pressure drop is calculated using a correlation. Different correlations for the pressure drop in
the heat exchanger have been implemented in the model. According to Stelwagen [52], the best correlation
for the single phase pressure drop is the correlation proposed by Martin [37]. This correlation can be found in
Equations (3.30), (3.31) and (3.32), with the change that it is specifically for a liquid or vapor Reynolds number
instead of the equivalent Reynolds number. The correlation is tested over a wide range of experimental data,
and therefore deemed valid. This correlation will be used in the model for both the sea water and the single
phase working fluid.

Stelwagen also conducted a research for the best correlation in the two-phase evaporating region. He con-
cludes that the best correlation is made by Yan & Lin [67]. Therefore, this correlation will be used in the
evaporator. The correlation can be found in Equation (3.39). The pressure drop is calculated using Equations
(3.40) and (3.41)

fD,t p = 4∗
6.947∗105 ∗Re−1.109

eq

Re0.5
l

(3.39)

∆Psp = fD,sp
G2L1

2dhρi
(3.40)

∆Pt p = fD,t p
G2L2

2dhρm
(3.41)

Tao & Infante Ferreira conducted research for the condenser. They came up with a modified version of the
Lockhart-Martinelli method [34]. This new correlation has been validated with ammonia. Therefore, this new
correlation will be used in the condenser. All equations can be found in Equations (3.42), (3.43) and (3.44),
where fD,l and fD,g are the Darcy friction factors for single phase liquid and single phase vapor.

∆Pl = fD,l
G2(1−xm)2L

2ρl dh
(3.42)

∆Pg = fD,g
G2x2

mL

2ρg dh
(3.43)

∆Pt p =∆Pl +2
√
∆Pl∆Pg +xm∆Pg (3.44)

All correlations can be found in Table 3.4.
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Table 3.4: Pressure drop correlations used in the system

Author Heat exchanger Single-phase correlation

Martin [37] Evaporator/Condenser fD,sp =
 cosβ√

0.18tanβ+0.36sinβ+ f0
cosβ

+ 1−cosβp
3.8 f1

−0.5

Author Heat exchanger Two-phase correlation

Yan and Lin [67] Evaporator fD,t p = 4∗ 6.947∗105∗Re−1.109
e

Re0.5

Tao et al. Condenser ∆Pt p =∆Pl +2
√
∆Pl∆Pg +xm∆Pg

3.2. Working Fluid
To ensure a level of working fluid in the system, tanks are installed to store excess working fluid. These buffers
are placed after the heat exchangers and are modeled in the same way, for the exception that the separator
has more than one purpose: separating the two-phase ammonia exiting the evaporator.

3.2.1. Buffer Tank
The condenser outlet can be two-phase, as stated in Section 3.1.2. When small vapor parts enter the pump,
they can implode at high pressure, resulting in cavitation. This can be prevented by sub-cooling inside the
condenser, but all sub-cooling has to be re-heated in the evaporator. Therefore, a small sub-cooling is wanted
in the design case. To ensure pure liquid flow into the pumps and to keep a consistent mass flow in the system,
buffer tanks are installed between the condenser and the working fluid pump. These buffer tanks work as a
receiver. There are a few assumptions done for the buffer tank, as done by Qiao [46] and Eldredge [15]:

• The outlet is saturated liquid

• The vapor and liquid are in phase equilibrium

• The pressure in the buffer tank is the same as in the condenser

• The buffer tank is adiabatic

The buffer tanks receive either pure liquid or two-phase flow from the condenser and only pure liquid flows
out. When the outlet quality of the condenser is larger than 0 (i.e. two-phase flow), the pressure in the buffer
tank will rise due to the increase of vapor in the tank. This increase will continue until the outlet enthalpy
is equal to the enthalpy of saturated liquid. The opposite occurs when subcooled liquid exits the condenser.
Due to the cooling in the buffer tank, the pressure will decrease until the outlet enthalpy equals the saturated
liquid enthalpy.
To ensure this coupling between the condenser and the buffer tank, the buffer tank model is integrated in the
condenser model, with the same pressure.
According to Sohel [51], the heat capacity in the structure is negligible when the Biot number is lower than
0.1. The Biot number can be found in Appendix B. As the Biot number is smaller than 0.1 for heat transfer
coefficient of air, a heat conductivity coefficient of stainless steel and a length of more than 1 m, the heat
accumulation in the structure is assumed negligible and will not be included in the calculation.

To model the buffer tank, a mass- and energy balance are made. It uses the pressure and enthalpy as state
variables. The governing equations can be found in Equations (3.45) and (3.46). A full derivation can be found
in Appendix A.

dmbt

d t
= ṁi n −ṁout (3.45)[(

dρg

d p
Vg ug + dρl

d p
Vl ul +

dug

d p
Vgρg + dul

d p
Vlρl

)
−

(
ρg ug −ρl ul

ρg −ρl

)(
dρg

d p
Vg + dρl

d p
Vl

)]
d p

d t

+
(
ρg ug −ρl ul

ρg −ρl

)
dmbt

d t
= ṁi hi −mohl

(3.46)

Vl and Vg can be calculated using the following relations: Refrigerant mass in the buffer tank is mbt = mg +
ml , refrigerant energy is mbt ubt = mg ug + ml ul , receiver volume is Vbt = Vg + Vl and mass of the vapor and
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liquid part is m = ρV . From this, it follows:

Vl =
ρg Vbt −mbt

ρg −ρl
(3.47)

Vg = ρl Vbt −mbt

ρl −ρg
(3.48)

As ṁi for the receiver is ṁo of the condenser, the governing equations of the condenser can be rewritten. The
new governing equations, written in descriptor form, can be found in Equation (3.49). The values for Z can
be found in Table 3.5


z11 z12 z13 0

z21 z22 z23 0

z31 z32 0 0

0 0 0 z44





d p
d t

mr ec
d t

dγ
d t

dTw
d t

=


ṁi −ṁo

ṁi hi −ṁohl +αw f Aw f (Tw −Tw f )

ṁo(hcond ,o −hl )

αw f Aw f (Tw f −Tw )+αsw Asw (Tsw −Tw )

 (3.49)

Table 3.5: Matrix elements of Z(x,u) for the condenser, including buffer tank

z11

(
∂ρl
∂p (1−γ)+ ∂ρg

∂p γ
)

Vw f

z12 1
z13 (ρg −ρl )Vw f

z21

(
∂(ρl hl )
∂p (1−γ)+ ∂(ρg hg )

∂p γ−1
)

Vw f

z22 hcond ,o

z23 (ρg hg −ρl hl )Vw f

z31

(
dρg

d p Vg ug + dρl
d p Vl ul + dug

d p Vgρg + dul
d p Vlρl

)
−

(
ρg ug −ρl ul

ρg −ρl

)(
dρg

d p Vg + dρl
d p Vl

)
z32

(
ρg ug −ρl ul

ρg −ρl
−hcond ,o

)
z44 (cpρV )w

To measure the level of liquid in the buffer tank, as well as in the separator, the density inside the tank is
calculated. The density inside the tank is calculated using Equation (3.50). The liquid level in the tank is
calculated using Equation (3.51).

ρbt =
mbt

Vbt
(3.50)

Hbt ,l =
ρbt −ρg

ρl −ρg
Hbt (3.51)

3.2.2. Separator
The separator splits the two-phase working fluid exiting the evaporator into saturated liquid and saturated
vapor. It is modeled as an extra control volume of the evaporator with one inlet and two outlets. A few
assumptions are made, as done by Qiao [46] and Eldredge [15]:

• The outlets are saturated conditions

• The vapor and liquid are in phase equilibrium

• The pressure in the separator is the same as in the evaporator

• The separator is adiabatic

It can be coupled with the evaporator by modeling the separator as an accumulator, or receiver. By changing
the outlet of the receiver from only saturated liquid to both saturated liquid and saturated vapor, a separator
can be modeled. Coupling the evaporator and the separator makes it possible to eliminate the outlet mass
flow of the evaporator. Therefore, the choice is made to combine the equations of these two components.
This results in one pressure for both components. The assumption of an adiabatic separator is deemed valid,
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as the Biot number is smaller than 0.1. The separator is modeled in the same way as the buffer tank. The
outlet of the evaporator is two-phase and the outlet of the separator is both saturated liquid and saturated
vapor. The governing equations can be found in Equations (3.52) and (3.53). A full derivation can be found in
Appendix A.

dmsep

d t
= ṁi n −ṁtur b −ṁg ear (3.52)[(

dρg

d p
Vg ug + dρl

d p
Vl ul +

dug

d p
Vgρg + dul

d p
Vlρl

)
−

(
ρg ug −ρl ul

ρg −ρl

)(
dρg

d p
Vg + dρl

d p
Vl

)]
d p

d t

+
(
ρg ug −ρl ul

ρg −ρl

)
dmsep

d t
= ṁi hi −mtur bhg −mg ear hl

(3.53)

Vl and Vg can be calculated using the following relations: Refrigerant mass in the buffer tank is msep = mg

+ ml , refrigerant energy is msep usep = mg ug + ml ul , receiver volume is Vsep = Vg + Vl and mass of the vapor
and liquid part is m = ρV . From this, it follows:

Vl =
ρg Vsep −msep

ρg −ρl
(3.54)

Vg = ρl Vsep −msep

ρl −ρg
(3.55)

As ṁi for the separator is ṁo for the evaporator, the governing equations of the evaporator can be rewritten.
The new governing equations, written in the descriptor form, can be found in Equation (3.56). The values for
Z can be found in Table 3.6.



z11 z12 0 0 0 0

z21 z22 z23 z24 0 0

z31 z32 z33 z34 0 0

0 z42 0 z44 0 0

z51 0 0 0 z55 0

0 0 0 0 0 z66





dL1
d t

d p
d t

dγ
d t

dṁsep

d t

dT1w
d t

dT2w
d t


=



ṁi (hi −hl )+α1 Aw f
L1
L (T1w −T1w f )(

ṁg ear +ṁtur b
)

(hl −hevap,o)+α2 Aw f
L2
L (T2w −T2w f )

ṁi −ṁg ear −ṁtur b

ṁg ear (hevap,o −hl )+ṁtur b(hevap,o −hg )

α1 Aw f (T1w f −T1w )+αsw Asw (T1sw −T1w )

α2 Aw f (T2w f −T2w )+αsw Asw (T2sw −T2w )


(3.56)

3.2.3. Mixer
The working fluid gets separated by the separator, but is also combined again after the gear pump and the
working fluid pump have increased the pressure again. As this is a simple junction, the mass- and energy
balance are steady-state balances. From the mixer model, the inlet conditions of the evaporator can be found.
The mass- and energy balance can be found in Equations (3.57) and (3.58). The junction has a small pressure
drop. This pressure drop is modeled as a constant pressure drop of 0.05 bar, based on a calculation using
Equation (3.79). More on this in Section 3.5.2.

ṁevap,i = ṁg ear +ṁpump (3.57)

ṁevap,i hevap,i = ṁg ear hg ear,o +ṁpump hpump,o (3.58)

3.3. Turbine
As stated in Section 2.3, the pump and turbine will be modeled as steady-state. The turbine will use the well-
known Stodola equation [53]. This equation can be found in Equation (3.59). This equation can be used to
calculate the mass flow at every pressure drop.

ṁ = K

√
ρi pi

(
1−

(
po

pi

)2)
(3.59)
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Table 3.6: Matrix elements of Z(x,u) for the evaporator, including the separator

z11 (ρ1 (h1 −hl ) Acs

z12

[(
∂ρ1
∂p + 1

2
∂ρ1
∂h1

dhl
d p

)
(h1 −hl )+

(
1
2

dhl
d p

)
ρ1 −1

]
Acs L1

z21 [ρg (hl −hg )]Acsγ

z22

[(
∂(ρg hg )
∂p − ∂ρg

∂p hl

)
γ+ (1−γ) ∂hl

∂p ρl −1
]

Acs L2

z23 ρg (hg −hl )Acs L2

z24 ho −hl

z31 [(ρ1 −ρl )+ (ρl −ρg )(γ−1)]Acs

z32

[(
∂ρ1
∂p + 1

2
∂ρ1
∂h1

dhl
d p

)
L1 +

(
dρl
d p (1−γ)+ dρg

d p γ
)

L2

]
Acs

z33 (ρg −ρl )Acs L2

z34 1

z42

(
dρg

d p Vg ug + dρl
d p Vl ul + dug

d p Vgρg + dul
d p Vlρl

)
−

(
ρg ug −ρl ul

ρg −ρl

)(
dρg

d p Vg + dρl
d p Vl

)
z44

(
ρg ug −ρl ul

ρg −ρl
−hevap,o

)
z51 (cpρV )w

(
T1w−T2w

L1

)
z55 (cpρV )w

z66 (cpρV )w

In this equation, K is a constant, dependent on the design conditions of the turbine. At design conditions, all
parameters are known and K can be calculated. With known inlet and outlet conditions, the mass flow can be
calculated for every situation.

For the calculation of the efficiency of the turbine, the correlation of Jüdes & Tsatsaronis [27] is used. Van
Strijp [59] concludes that this correlation is the best to determine the efficiency. This correlation can be found
in Equation (3.60).

ηi s = ηi s,des

[
−1.0176

(
ṁ

ṁdes

)4

+2.4443

(
ṁ

ṁdes

)3

−2.1812

(
ṁ

ṁdes

)2

+1.0535

(
ṁ

ṁdes

)
+0.701

]
(3.60)

When the outlet quality of the turbine is lower than one, the correlation has to be corrected. This correction
is done in Equation (3.61), where ∆x is the change in quality in relation with the design value.

ηi s,cor r = ηi s − 1

2
∆x (3.61)

The quality used in Equation (3.61) is calculated from the enthalpy of the outlet. The enthalpy of the outlet is
calculated using Equation (3.62). With this enthalpy, the quality is known, being dependent of enthalpy and
pressure. Using the corrected isentropic efficiency, the new enthalpy is calculated, also using Equation (3.62).

ho = hi − (hi −ho,i s )ηi s (3.62)

The power generated by the turbine is given by Equation (3.63).

Ẇtur b = ṁ(hi −ho) (3.63)

3.3.1. Generator
The mechanical energy generated in the turbine has to be converted into electrical energy. This is done by a
generator. A generator converts the rotational energy from the turbine into AC current. To be able to deliver
this current to the grid, it has to be at a frequency of 50 or 60 Hertz, depending on the grid. This corresponds
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to 3000 or 3600 rpm. The generator has an efficiency, ηg en . According to Haglind [21], the losses are due
to friction, electrical losses and copper losses. As friction and electrical losses are independent of the load
that is generated, these values will be taken as a constant. The copper losses are dependent of the load. The
equation for the generator efficiency at partial load can be seen in Equation (3.64). The value for Fcu is 0.43.
This is the same as used by Haglind [21]. He states that it corresponds very well with experimental data.
Therefore, it is assumed as a proper value.

ηg en = ηg en,des PL

ηg en,des PL+ (1−ηg en,des )
(
(1−Fcu)+FcuPL2

) (3.64)

The partial load is given by Equation (3.65).

PL = Ẇtur b

Ẇtur b,des
(3.65)

3.4. Pumps
As mentioned earlier, the pumps will be modeled as static components, as the dynamics in the pump are
negligible compared to the heat exchangers. They are implemented using an empirical relation, dependent
on manufacturer data. When the impeller is known, the flow rate can be determined using the performance
map. As the inlet pressure is known from the condenser and the outlet pressure is known from the evaporator,
the map can be used to find the flow rate. This can be rewritten into a mass flow rate. This method is proposed
by Colonna and van Putten [7].

According to Colonna and van Putten, the volume flow can be calculated which can be obtained using the
pump characteristics. The method makes use of dimensionless parameters of the pump head and the volume
flow, Hnd and V̇nd , defined in Equations (3.66) and (3.67).

Hnd = g H

n2d 2 (3.66)

V̇nd = V̇

nd 3 (3.67)

These dimensionless parameters result in a parabolic pump characteristic, defined in Equation (3.68).

Hnd = aV̇ 2
nd +bV̇nd + c (3.68)

a, b and c can be found solving the following system of equations:

g Hdes

n2
des d 2

des
= a

(
V̇des

ndes d 3
des

)2

+b

(
V̇des

ndes d 3
des

)
+ c

0 = a

(
V̇0

ndes d 3
des

)2

+b

(
V̇0

ndes d 3
des

)
+ c

g H0

n2
des d 2

des
= c

(3.69)

By substituting Equations (3.66) and (3.67) in Equation (3.68) and rewriting the equation, it becomes Equation
(3.70).

V̇ =
− bn

g ddes
−

√
b2n2

g 2d 2
des

+ 4aH
g d 4

des
− 4acn2

g 2d 2
des

2a
g d 4

des

(3.70)

In this equation, the head can be described by Equation (3.71).

H = p

ρg
(3.71)

With the volume flow, the mass flow can be calculated using Equation (3.72).

ṁ = ρV̇ (3.72)
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where ρ is the average value of the in- and outlet density of the pump.
The efficiency is given in Equation (3.73).

η= ηdes

(
1−

(
1− V̇

V̇des

n

ndes

)2
)

(3.73)

With this efficiency, the outlet enthalpy can be calculated using Equation (3.74). Also, the pump power can
be calculated using Equation (3.75).

ho = hi +
ho,i s −hi

η
(3.74)

Ẇpump = V̇∆p

η
(3.75)

3.5. Piping
The piping in the OTEC cycle is coupled with the mass flow. As the mass flow is an output of the steady-state
components as the turbine and the pumps, the pipes will also be modeled as steady-state. The pipe model
will have a pressure drop as output. The pump power is linearly dependent on the pressure drop. Therefore,
it is important to keep the influence of the piping as low as possible. The pressure drop in the pipes can be
divided into three major components: major losses, minor losses and hydrostatic losses. The major losses
are the losses due to friction, the minor losses are the losses due to different components in the pipes such as
pipe inlets, bends, etc. and the hydrostatic losses are the losses due to a difference in density as a result of a
height difference.

3.5.1. Major losses
As said earlier, the major losses are the losses due to friction. The pressure drop can be described using the
well-known Darcy-Weisbach formula [9][64], which can be found in Equation (3.76).

∆Pma j = fD L
ρ

2

v2

D
(3.76)

The Darcy friction factor fD is different for laminar and turbulent flow. Laminar flow occurs at a Reynolds
number smaller than 2000. For laminar flow, it is given by a small rewriting of the Hagen-Poiseuille equation
[43], and can be found in Equation (3.77).

fD = 64

Re
(3.77)

For turbulent flow, the Reynolds number has to be larger than 4000. The Darcy friction factor for turbulent
flow can be calculated using different methods. It can be read from the diagrams made by Moody [40], or
calculated using an iterative method made by Colebrook [4]. As an iterative method is computationally un-
favorable, especially with ever changing parameters, an approximation is used to calculate the Darcy friction
factor. The approximation is done by Haaland [20]. This approximation can be found in Equation (3.78).

1√
fD

=−1.8log

[( ε
D

3.7

)1.11

+ 6.9

Re

]
(3.78)

In an OTEC cycle, the flow is always turbulent. Only during start-up and shutdown procedures can the flow
be laminar, but this is only for a short amount of time. Due to the very high flows, the velocity will be high
and therefore the Reynolds number will be above 4000.

3.5.2. Minor losses
The minor losses are the losses due to non-uniform flow, caused by certain pipe components, such as bends,
pipe inlets and tees. These losses are dependent on the minor loss coefficient of each component. The pres-
sure drop is given by Equation (3.79).

∆Pmi n = K
ρv2

2
(3.79)

The minor loss coefficient K is different for each component. Per component, it is also geometry and mass
flow dependent. Maps including the different minor loss coefficients can be found in graphs made by Idel’chik
[25] and Miller [39]. For simplicity, a constant value per component is assumed.
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3.5.3. Hydrostatic losses
The hydrostatic losses occur due to a difference in density between the deep sea water and the water at the
surface. The density changes with the depth of the water, due to a temperature change. For simplicity, the
density profile is taken as a linear profile. This means that the hydrostatic losses can be given by the difference
between the cold water density and the average density. As the density profile, in reality, tends to change only
at the top, this is a conservative approach. The pressure loss is given in Equation (3.80), where ρm is given by
Equation (3.81).

∆Phyd = (
ρsw,cold −ρm

)
g Ldepth (3.80)

ρsw,m = ρsw,cold +ρsw,hot

2
(3.81)

3.5.4. Total loss
To calculate the total loss, Equation (3.82) is used. The minor losses are added up as pipes can have multiple
components.

∆Ptot al =∆Pma j +
∑
∆Pmi n +∆Phyd (3.82)

As the hydrostatic pressure is dependent on the density difference between the pipe in- and outlet. As this is
only relevant for the cold water pipe in the sea, the hydrostatic pressure is neglected for all pipes other than
the cold water inlet pipe.





4
Validation

In the previous chapters, the choice for a model has been made and the physics and mathematics describing
the model have been explained. In this chapter, the model will be validated using experimental data from an
experimental set-up.

4.1. Experimental set-up
At the Process & Energy lab at the TU Delft, a small scale OTEC test set-up has been built. This set-up is known
as the OTEC demo. The OTEC demo includes all components for both an Organic Rankine Cycle and a Kalina
cycle. A Kalina cycle is a different power cycle, which is not in the scope of this thesis and therefore will not be
discussed. A visualisation of the OTEC demo can be found in Figure 4.1a, with a list of components given in
Table 4.1b. The recuperator from Table 4.1b is only applicable for a Kalina cycle and therefore not of interest
for this thesis. The OTEC demo consists of sensors to measure temperature and pressure throughout the
system, as well as flow sensors to measure the total flow, the re-circulation flow and the vapor flow through
the orifice/valve.

4.1.1. Changes from original model
To validate the model, it has to be adjusted from the 3 MW scale to the scale of the experimental set-up. As
can be seen from Table 4.1b, the OTEC demo does not include a turbine. This is because the original turbine
in the set-up broke down and has been replaced by an orifice combined with a valve. This means that the
turbine in the model described in Chapter 3 has to be replaced with a valve. The new equation for a valve
becomes Equation (4.1).

ṁ =Cd A
√
ρi (pi −po) (4.1)

By changing the opening area of the valve, the pressure difference over the orifice changes. This makes it an
extra input for the cycle. The valve is assumed to be isenthalpic, as done by Qiao and Rasmussen [46][48].
Stelwagen [52] also based his research on experiments from the OTEC demo and he states that the orifice is
an ideal orifice, meaning there is no build-up of mass and the structure is adiabatic. From the mass- and
energy balance, it follows that the inlet mass and enthalpy are equal to the outlet mass and enthalpy.

In the model, sea water is used as cooling medium. In the OTEC demo, the cold and hot water basin consist
of normal water. Therefore, the properties for the cooling water are changed to water. This influences the
heat transfer coefficient of the cooling medium and therefore also the overall heat transfer coefficient of the
heat exchangers.

The working fluid pump is also different from the pump in the large-scale OTEC cycle. As stated in Section
2.3, the pumps in the large-scale model are centrifugal pumps. In the OTEC demo, the working fluid pump
is a reciprocating pump, or positive displacement pump. By moving the liquid using a piston, the mass flow
is determined. This piston is connected to a disc that rotates at a predetermined speed. With this type of
pump, the pump curve is different than the one described in Section 3.4. As the piston is connected directly
to the rotational disc, the mass flow is linearly dependent on the rotational speed. The new mass flow formula

27
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becomes Equation (4.2).

ṁ = n

ndes
ṁdes (4.2)

From Table 4.1b, it can be seen that there is no gear pump in the OTEC demo. Experiments were carried out
with two types of pumps, but both broke down, presumably due to the ammonia. The separator separates
the working fluid with gravity, so with natural recirculation. Natural recirculation can also be modeled in a
different way. The mass flow through the working fluid pump is known from the buffer tank level, and the
mass flow through the evaporator is known from the experiments. As the recirculation flow is ṁevap−ṁpump ,
the gear pump can be controlled to maintain the evaporator mass flow, resulting in a recirculation flow. This
also determines the outlet quality.

(a) Experimental set-up of the OTEC demo

Number Component
1 Evaporator
2 Separator
3 Orifice & Valve
4 Recuperator
5 Condenser
6 Cold water pump
7 Buffer tank
8 Working fluid pump
9 Hot water pump

(b) OTEC demo component list

Figure 4.1: OTEC demo in the lab at the TU Delft

As stated before, the valve is isenthalpic. As the pressure decreases, but the enthalpy stays the same, the sat-
urated vapor becomes superheated. Therefore, a new state has to be included in the equations from Section
3.2.1. These equations are derived the same way as the sub-cooled region of the evaporator. The new set of
equations can be found in Equation (4.3). The values for Z can be found in Table 4.1. A full derivation can be
found in Appendix A.
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(4.3)

Table 4.1: Matrix elements of Z(x,u) for the condenser, including the buffer tank, in the OTEC demo
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All changes from the original model to the experimental set-up scale can be seen in Table 4.2

Table 4.2: Changes from the 3 MW scale into experimental set-up scale

Component Changed from Changed into
Turbine Turbine Orifice

Working fluid pump Centrifugal pump Reciprocating pump
Gear pump Centrifugal pump Controlled natural re-circulation
Condenser Single state (two-phase) Two states (superheat & two-phase)
Seawater Thermodynamic seawater properties Thermodynamic water properties

4.1.2. Data reduction
Data from the OTEC demo is captured by different type of sensors. The placement of these sensors can be
seen from the process & instrumentation diagram, or P&ID. This can be found in Appendix C. The data is
logged in an Excel file, and can be visualized using an in-house tool. An example is given in Figure 4.2. In
this figure the pressure level can be seen before and after the orifice. As the experiments were conducted
to measure different steady-state levels, the pressure levels are constant for a longer period of time. On the
x-axis, it is possible to see the time. On the y-axis, the pressure levels are shown. From these data, both the
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Figure 4.2: Example of data plot showing the pressure before (light blue) and after (dark blue) the orifice

steady-state as the dynamics of the model can be validated. As the only parameters measured are pressure,
temperature and mass flow, other parameters have to be calculated from these parameters. The thermody-
namic properties are calculated using REFPROP for the ammonia and CoolProp for the cooling water.

The flow meter of the evaporator is not accurate enough, as it fluctuates between 0 and 0.008 g
s while the

real value is around 0.005 g
s . Therefore, the mass flow of the working fluid has to be calculated. This can be

done by adding the liquid and vapor flow from the separator, coming from sensors FI-201 and FI-202. With
both the mass flow through the condenser and through the gear pump known, the mass flow through the
evaporator can be calculated for steady-state using Equation (4.4).

ṁevap = ṁg ear +ṁcond (4.4)

To calculate the heat transfer through the heat exchangers, a steady energy balance is used. The heat transfer
is calculated using the sea water mass flow and temperatures, using Equation (4.5), where the specific heat
capacity cp is a function of the pressure and temperature.

Q̇ = ṁcp∆T (4.5)

The inlet enthalpy is obtained using the inlet temperature and pressure. With the heat transfer, mass flow and
inlet enthalpy known, the outlet enthalpy can be calculated using Equation (4.6). With this outlet enthalpy,
the outlet quality can be calculated using REFPROP using the outlet pressure.

Q̇ = ṁ∆h (4.6)

The steady-state value for the outlet quality of the evaporator can also be calculated using Equation (4.7),
which is an equation that only works in steady-state conditions.

xo,evap = ṁval ve

ṁevap
(4.7)

4.2. Steady-state Validation
First, a steady-state validation is done. This is done on the small-scale model, using the OTEC demo. The
OTEC demo set-up has the following inputs:

• Cooling water mass flow (cold and warm)

• Cooling water temperature (cold and warm)

• Pressure drop over the orifice
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These parameters can be controlled, and therefore used as input for the set-up. Stelwagen [52] conducted his
experiments with the inputs found in Table 4.3. The cooling water parameters are constant and the pressure
drop over the orifice is varied. In his model, there was no buffer tank present, nor was there any accumulation
of liquid. The experiments do show a liquid level in the buffer tank, which is controlled. This extra input is
used as an input for the model.

Table 4.3: Input values for the OTEC demo experiments. The pressure drop is changed for each experiment, the rest is a constant

d pval ve [bar] Tcw,h [°C] ṁcw,h

[
kg
s

]
Tcw,c [°C] ṁcw,c

[
kg
s

]
BT level [%]

1.48-3.32 27 0.3 5 0.225 20

To match the experiments done by Stelwagen, the mass flow of the ammonia through the evaporator in the
model is controlled for each step. The resulting inputs for the model can be seen in Table 4.4. The opening
of the valve is calculated by using a controller for the opening to match the required pressure drop over the
valve. This way, the steady-state values should match the experimental values.

Table 4.4: Model inputs for steady-state validation, generated from the experiments

# ṁevap,i

[
kg
s

]
d pval ve [bar] Tcw,h [°C] ṁcw,h

[
kg
s

]
Tcw,c [°C] ṁcw,c

[
kg
s

]
BT level [%]

1 0.00378 3.32 27 0.3 5 0.225 20
2 0.00394 3.11 27 0.3 5 0.225 20
3 0.00449 2.75 27 0.3 5 0.225 20
4 0.00472 2.46 27 0.3 5 0.225 20
5 0.00485 2.26 27 0.3 5 0.225 20
6 0.00491 2.00 27 0.3 5 0.225 20
7 0.00507 1.74 27 0.3 5 0.225 20
8 0.00512 1.48 27 0.3 5 0.225 20

After running a preliminary validation, some results became apparent. When looking at these results in Figure
4.3, it can be seen that there is a large gap between the experiments and the model output regarding the heat
transfer in the condenser. The theoretical heat transfer in the evaporator should be the almost the same, as
the system is in steady-state. Why this is not the case in the experiments will be elaborated in Section 4.4.

Figure 4.3: Preliminary cooling water validation for the heat transfer in the condenser. The simulations (red circle) should be on the
experimental line (cyan), but the heat transfer is overpredicted, and therefore is above the experimental line

When looking deeper into this gap, it can be seen that the heat transfer correlation is not correctly predicting
the heat transfer. The cooling water correlation used in the model is validated on the OTEC set-up with the
same flow as used in the experiments and is therefore deemed valid. The two-phase correlations used in the
model are the correlations by Khan [29] for the evaporator and Tao [55] for the condenser. The correlation of
Tao is also valid for the area the experiments are done in, but for the correlation of Khan, this is outside the
boundary. As the heat transfer in the condenser is almost equal to the heat transfer in the evaporator as the
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system is at steady-state, an overprediction of the heat transfer coefficient in the evaporator can result in a
overprediction of the heat transfer in de condenser. The correlation of Khan is valid between an equivalent
Reynolds number of 1225 < Reeq < 3000, where the experiments have an equivalent Reynolds number of 400
as maximum. Therefore, the correlation can be inaccurate for the experiments of the OTEC demo. The exper-
iments are done in an unusual area, as the mass flux is very low, and with it the Reynolds number. Therefore,
there are no correlations for the evaporator that are tested between the boundaries of the experiments.

From the thesis of Stelwagen [52], the correlation of Khan is the best predictor when the mass flow through
the evaporator varies between 7 to 13 g/s. In this area, the correlation is overpredicting the heat transfer with
an average of 7.34%. This is mainly because the correlation overpredicts the heat transfer at low outlet quality,
but is almost perfect at higher outlet quality. As the outlet quality in the OTEC cycle will be around 70%, this
correlation is deemed valid for an OTEC cycle.
However, when looking at the experiments done for a full cycle, the mass flow is much lower, namely between
3.8 and 5.1 g/s. This results in a large overprediction of the heat transfer coefficient. This overprediction
can be calculated from the experiments, by using the LMTD method, or Logarithmic Mean Temperature
Difference. This method calculates the overall heat transfer coefficient U using Equation (4.8).

Q̇ =U A∆T LT MD (4.8)

where Q is the heat transfer in the heat exchanger, A is the heat transfer area of the heat exchanger and T LMT D

is the logarithmic mean temperature difference. The heat transfer is calculated using Equation (4.5). The
LMTD is calculated using Equation (4.9). This calculation is valid for a counter-current heat exchanger.

∆T LMT D = (Th,i −Tc,o)− (Th,o −Tc,i )

ln
(Th,i−Tc,o )
(Th,o−Tc,i )

(4.9)

The LMTD method is easy with only single phase fluids, but as the evaporator has a sub-cooled region and
a two-phase region, this has to be separated. The sub-cooled heat transfer can be calculated using Equation
(4.5). From this heat transfer, the UA-value of the sub-cooled region can be calculated using Equation (4.8).
The overall heat transfer coefficient can be calculated using Equation (4.10), as the single-phase heat transfer
coefficient is known from the correlation in Table 3.3. From this overall heat transfer coefficient, the single-
phase area can be calculated.

U =
(

1

αsw
+ dpl ate

λ
+ 1

αw f

)−1

(4.10)

The two-phase heat transfer and area can be found using Q̇t p = Q̇ −Q̇sp and the same reasoning for the area.
With this new heat transfer and area, the overall heat transfer coefficient can be calculated using Equation
(4.8). Using Equation (4.10), the heat transfer coefficient of the working fluid can be calculated. The calcu-
lated heat transfer coefficient according to the LMTD method is compared with the heat transfer coefficient
according to Khan in Table 4.5. From this table, it can be seen that the heat transfer coefficient is strongly
overpredicted by the correlation made by Khan. Stelwagen showed that a correlation made by Taboas [54]
could predict the experimental data set better. This correlation can be seen in Equation (4.11). The values
from the correlation are also compared with the experimental value in Table 4.5.

αt p =
 5Bo0.15αsp vg <−111.88vl +11.848

max

(
5Bo0.15αsp ,

(
1+ 3

X t t
+ 1

X 2
t t

)0.2
)

vg >−111.88vl +11.848
(4.11)

vg = Gxm
ρg

vl = G(1−xm )
ρl

X t t = (1−xm )ṁ
xm ṁ

(
ρg

ρl

)0.5

From Table 4.5, it can be seen that the correlation made by Khan is not correctly predicting the heat transfer.
The correlation made by Taboas is better at predicting the heat transfer. It also follows the same pattern as
the experiments, as the heat transfer coefficient is rising with rising mass flow. Therefore, the correlation of
Taboas will be used in the steady-state and dynamic validation. The steady-state validation of case number 7
from Table 4.4 can be found in Table 4.6. The rest of the steady-state validation can be found in Appendix D.
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Table 4.5: Comparison of the heat transfer coefficient in the evaporator between the experiments, the heat transfer correlation of Khan
[29] and the heat transfer correlation of Taboas [54]

Heat transfer coefficient evaporator
[

W
m2K

]
∆ p Experiments Khan Deviation [%] Taboas Deviation [%]

3.32 1700 5250 208.8 2500 47.1
3.11 2050 5050 146.3 2600 26.8
2.75 2200 4950 125.0 2900 31.8
2.46 2300 4725 105.4 3050 32.6
2.26 2400 4600 91.7 3150 31.3
2.00 2600 4350 67.3 3200 23.1
1.74 2800 4200 50.0 3300 17.9
1.48 3000 4000 33.3 3375 12.5

Average deviation 103.5 27.9

As can be seen from Table 4.6, the heat transfer is not balanced in the OTEC demo. This implies either that the
measurements are inaccurate, or that the system is not fully insulated. From other experiments done with the
OTEC demo, a similar result can be found. Therefore, the assumption that the system is not fully insulated
will be made. This also explains the hotter inlet temperature of the evaporator. For the dynamic validation,
the heat transfer of the condenser is used as comparison with the model, to eliminate most of the error, as
the heat transfer in the evaporator will be lower due to the insulation error.

Table 4.6: Steady-state validation with a pressure drop over the orifice of 1.74 bar

Experiment Model
Component Variable Unit Value Value Deviation [%]

Evaporator

ṁi

[
kg
s

]
0.00507 0.00507 0.00

Pi [bar] 8.48 8.50 0.33
Po [bar] 8.46 8.49 0.45
Ti [°C] 14.85 13.31 -10.35
To [°C] 19.66 19.70 0.21

Tsw,o [°C] 22.93 22.71 -0.94
xo [-] 0.88 0.87 -1.45
Q̇ [W] 5101.35 5374.66 5.36

Orifice
Pi [bar] 8.35 8.39 0.52
Po [bar] 6.62 6.65 0.58
To [°C] 14.85 14.11 -4.96

Condenser

Po [bar] 6.58 6.61 0.58
To [°C] 11.60 12.12 4.45

Tsw,o [°C] 10.74 10.68 -0.52
Q̇ [W] 5426.07 5378.29 -0.88

From Table 4.6, it can be seen that all values from the model are within 2% of the experiments, with a few
exceptions. These exceptions will be discussed in Section 4.4. Because all values are within 2%, the steady-
state is deemed valid.

4.3. Dynamic Validation
From Section 4.2, it can be said that the steady-state is well predicted, as almost all values are within 2% of the
experiments. The same experiments are used to check whether the dynamics of the system can also be well
predicted. The experiments from Section 4.2 are done by constantly adjusting the valve until a new pressure
drop is reached. As every second is logged, the dynamics of the system are also logged and will be used for
the dynamic validation.

The model adjusts both the valve opening and the set value for the inlet mass flow of the evaporator every
900 seconds. As stated earlier, the inlet mass flow of the evaporator is controlled to have the same values as
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the steady-state values from the experiments. These step changes can be seen in Figure 4.4.

(a) Step change in valve opening (b) Step change in mass flow

Figure 4.4: Step change inputs for model. The valve is an input, where the mass flow is set by using a controller on the gear pump

These step changes simulate the changes in the OTEC demo set-up. The data from the model have been
compared with the data from the OTEC demo set-up. One comparison can be seen in Figure 4.5. The experi-
mental data have been adjusted so that the time frame matches the model.

(a) Seawater heat transfer in condenser (b) Inlet pressure of evaporator

Figure 4.5: Comparison of the dynamic data, with the model (blue) compared with the experiments (red). The time frame of the
experimental data have been adjusted to investigate the dynamics

Figure 4.5 shows the steady-state error, found in Section 4.2. It also shows that the dynamics of the system
are very fast. The step changes in mass flow can be seen in the heat transfer and the pressure curves. To see
clearly what is happening at these step changes, a closer look is taken at the time frame between 5000 and
6000 seconds.

First, the mass flow over the orifice is checked. This comparison can be seen in Figure 4.6a. From this figure,
it can be seen that the mass flow is not a step change, but a gradually changing parameter. Also, in reality
there is no large peak, as can be seen in Figure 4.6a. To simulate the slowly rising mass flow, the opening of
the valve is changed from step change to a ramp. This can be seen in Figure 4.6b. This also removes most of
the peak.

The results using Figure 4.6b as an input, can be found in Figure 4.7. From these figures, a few things can be
identified. It can be seen that the dynamics are matching very well. By matching the mass flow, the transient
time, or the time between the steady-states, is the same. The heat transfer from Figure 4.7e shows a similar
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(a) Orifice mass flow when a step change is used (b) Orifice mass flow when a ramp is used

Figure 4.6: Orifice mass flow with different modeling mechanisms. The model (blue) follows the experiment (orange) better when using
a ramp, almost fully erasing the large peak present with a step change

path, no overshoot and only a small steady-state error, that can be found in Table 4.6 and Appendix D. It is
dependent on the mass flow and follows the exact path that the mass flow does.

4.4. Discussion
In this chapter, the validation of the model has been discussed. It has been tested using an experimental
set-up of an OTEC cycle. The model needed some adjustments, but could predict reality within reasonable
accuracy. First, the steady-state validation will be discussed and than the dynamic validation.

Steady-state
From Section 4.2, it can be seen that the model can predict reality within reasonable accuracy for the steady-
state. The error with the heat transfer in the evaporator and in the inlet temperature of the evaporator show
that the experimental set-up is not perfectly insulated, which is the case in the model.
The error in the outlet temperature of the orifice is also due to an assumption made in the model. The model
assumes that saturated vapor exits the separator and enters the valve/orifice. But due to a pressure drop in
the pipe, the saturation temperature will drop in the model, which results in a lower enthalpy. In the experi-
ments, the pipes are isenthalpic. Therefore, the inlet enthalpy is lower in the model than in the experiments.
Because of the energy balance discussed in Section 4.1.1, the inlet enthalpy is equal to the outlet enthalpy and
therefore the outlet temperature is not the same. The error looks large with 5%, but when it is transformed
into a heat transfer error, the error becomes only 7 W, and is therefore negligible.
The error of the condenser outlet temperature is also due to an assumption. The outlet of the buffer tank
is saturated liquid in the model, where in reality, sub-cooling is present. The thermodynamic equilibrium
is at the boundary between vapor and liquid at the liquid level, but the liquid exits the buffer tank at the
bottom, where the liquid is slightly sub-cooled as the heavier liquid falls down and the density increases with
increasing pressure. In the bottom, the pressure will be higher due to a liquid column. Again, this error looks
large with 4.5% but when transformed into heat transfer, it becomes only 7 W and is therefore negligible. That
this amount is the same is by chance and uncorrelated.

All other errors are within 1% and can be deemed acceptable. The slight error can be due to the different
heat transfer coefficient, which can be seen in Table 4.5. Also, the inaccuracies of the sensors can influence
the results a bit. As a conclusion, it can be said that the model can predict the steady-state within reasonable
accuracy.

Dynamics
When looking at the dynamics, it can be seen that almost every parameter follows the path of the condenser
mass flow. This can be seen from Figure 4.6b and Figure 4.7. The transient region is the same for all parame-
ters, approximately 40 seconds. This seems fast, but it represents reality within a very good accuracy. There
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(a) Evaporator outlet pressure (b) Evaporator outlet temperature of working fluid

(c) Condenser inlet pressure (d) Condenser outlet temperature of seawater

(e) Condenser seawater heat transfer (f) Orifice outlet temperature

Figure 4.7: Dynamic response to the step changes between 5000 and 6000 seconds, comparing the model (blue) with experiments (red)

are still some parameters not the same. This is due to the difference in recirculation. Where the experiments
state a slowly rising recirculation rate, the model operates differently. It changes the recirculation rate at the
moment the valve is twisted, by adjusting the pump’s rotational speed to match the evaporator’s design mass
flow.

However, when looking at the influence on the dynamics of the system, it can be seen that the influence is
not very significant. The dynamics of the system are followed in a good manner with this error, which can be
seen in Figures 4.7a and 4.7b.
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Another parameter that is not matching well dynamically is the outlet quality. But this is dependent on the
mass flow of the evaporator, and therefore the error can be defined as the same as the evaporator mass flow.
Again, the error has a minor influence on the dynamics and is therefore not important for the dynamic vali-
dation.
As a conclusion, it can be said that the model is dynamically validated.

Overall validation
As stated before, it can be concluded that the model is both in steady-state and dynamically validated on the
experimental set-up. But in order to do so, the model had to be slightly modified. The heat transfer correlation
of the evaporator has been changed, as the correlation made by Khan [29] proved insufficient. When scaling
the system to the 3 MW option, it has better potential than the correlation made by Taboas [54], used in the
validation. The correlation made by Khan was validated inside the operating range of the 3 MW plant. But
as this cannot be proven with real data, the correlation of Taboas will still be used for the scaled size. Further
research is needed to confirm this is a good choice.

Looking at other changes, the change of component from turbine to valve/orifice is an important change.
Although the valve is a validated component and the turbine model is not very different from the valve model,
it is not safe to say that the turbine is also a validated component. Therefore, when changing the model back
to the 3 MW configuration, the model is not validated anymore.
The absence of a gear pump in the OTEC demo configuration also represents an important change. It can
be seen from Section 4.4 that it has a minor influence on the dynamics, but the mass flow and therefore the
vapor quality are ill-predicted. To be able to use the model for a 3 MW scale, the gear pump was still included
in this report. But when a full validation is wanted, this is something that should be investigated.
The working fluid pump in the model has been modified to the type of pump present in the experimental
set-up. Where in the 3 MW model a centrifugal pump is used and its parameters are derived from the pump
curve, the pump in the experimental set-up model is a reciprocating pump where the characteristics are
linearly dependent on the rotational speed.

The model is validated on the small scale with some changes. All dynamic components have not been
changed from the large scale, with the exception of the extra state in the condenser and the heat transfer
correlation of the evaporator. The extra state in the condenser has a small impact and can also be used when
the model is used in other working conditions. The other heat transfer correlation can have a small effect
on the steady-state of the higher scale, but this will be checked further in this report. The dynamics will stay
the same, even with another correlation. Therefore, it can be said that the dynamics are validated for all
conditions.
When looking at the static components, it can be seen that they have all been changed. The turbine has
changed to a valve and the pumps have become a reciprocating pump instead of a centrifugal pump. There-
fore, when scaling the model up to the 3 MW scale, these components are not validated. Therefore, it can be
said that the steady-state is not validated for all conditions.
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Results

In the previous chapter, the model has been validated on a small-scale experimental set-up. In this chapter,
the model will be used to generate results. This will be done by first scaling up to the 3 MW scale, by undoing
all the changes from Table 4.2 and using multiple heat exchangers in parallel. A full Process Flow Diagram
(PFD) can be found in Appendix C. After the model has been scaled up to the desired input, different scenarios
are implemented to see what will happen in the transient region. All simulations are done with the same input
values and the same control strategy. This control strategy is further checked in Chapter 6, but is deemed
sufficient for this chapter. The control strategy consists of two P-controllers that control the change in the
liquid levels of both the separator and the buffer tank.

5.1. Start-up and Shutdown
Important transient conditions are the start-up and shutdown. These are the largest transients that will occur
in the system, and therefore can challenge the model. The model can not start from zero or reach a final
output of zero, due to the fact that all correlations depend on the Reynolds number, and the Reynolds number
becomes zero at zero velocity or mass flow. Therefore, the start or end of the start-up/shutdown procedure
are near zero values.

Start-up
For a start-up sequence, the rotational speed of the seawater pumps are changed with a ramp from 12.5% to
100% in 30 minutes. This is done by using a controller on the cold seawater mass flow and an increasing ramp
in the rotational speed of the hot seawater pump. This is done because the mass flow from the seawater pump
is dependent on the pressure drop and the rotational speed, as can be seen from Equation (3.70). At the hot
seawater side, the pressure drop is also dependent on the rotational speed, and therefore the rotational speed
can be used as an input. At the cold seawater side, there is also a hydrostatic pressure drop. This pressure
drop is not dependent on the rotational speed, and therefore the rotational speed can not be used as the
single input. In reality, during start-up, the hydrostatic pressure drop will be close to zero, as the fluid in the
cold water pipe will be at ambient temperature. It will take about 10 minutes for the cold water to reach the
cycle, after which the rotational speed changes linear with the seawater mass flow. By using a controller for
the cold seawater mass flow, this can be simulated. The input for the start-up can be seen in Figure 5.1a. This
is the only input that is changed at the start-up, as the mass flow through the pumps is controlled and the
mass flow through the turbine is dependent on the pressure ratio. The results can be seen in Figure 5.1.

Shutdown
A shutdown sequence is a start-up sequence, but negative. The controller is still used for the cold water mass
flow. The input can be seen in Figure 5.2a. The results can be seen in Figure 5.2.

5.2. Temperature
The temperature of the ocean is always changing. For the steady-state models made by Allseas, three scenar-
ios are calculated. The best case scenario is a hot seawater temperature of 29 °C, a worst case scenario of 25
°C and a design case of 27 °C. To simulate how the system reacts to changing temperature, the temperature is
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modeled as a sine function with a base of 27 °C, an amplitude of 2 and a phase of 50000
2π rad. This input can be

seen in Figure 5.3a. The results can be seen in Figure 5.3.

5.3. Failure
The scenarios above are scenarios that are scheduled or occur naturally. But it can also happen that certain
components break down during operation. To simulate these scenarios, there are certain step changes done
in the system.

5.3.1. Pumps
The pumps are very important components in the system, as the flows through the system are very high.
Redundant pumps are in place in case a pump breaks down, but there will still be a small loss of power. The
pumps will be modeled using a step change to simulate the loss of a pump, and the start-up of the redundant
pump is modeled as a ramp of 15 minutes.

Seawater
The seawater pumps are the same for the hot and the cold side. The difference is the amount of pumps. The
input for the hot and cold seawater pump can be seen in Figure 5.4a and 5.5a. The results can be seen in
Figure 5.4 and 5.5.

Working fluid
For the working fluid pump, the situation is slightly different. The pump is limited at a certain rotational
speed, slightly above the design point. With the failure of one pump, the rest of the pumps can not pump
enough to compensate this loss. Therefore, the redundant pump has to be turned on in 150 seconds and it
also has to be fully operational in 150 seconds, otherwise the buffer tank will be full. This input can be seen
in Figure 5.6a. The results can be seen in Figure 5.6.

5.3.2. Heat Exchangers
The heat exchangers need cleaning or maintenance at a certain time, or a heat exchanger breaks down. In that
case, a row of heat exchangers is closed from mass flow. The orientation of the heat exchangers can be seen
in Appendix C. This is modeled as a step change in the geometry of the heat exchangers. The re-connection
of these heat exchangers is also simulated.

Evaporator
All evaporators are lined up in five rows. Therefore, a step change from 1 to 0.8 times the geometry is simu-
lated. This input can be seen in Figure 5.7a. The results can be found in Figure 5.7.

Condenser
The condensers are lined up in three rows. Therefore, a step change from 1 to 0.667 times the geometry is
simulated. This input can be seen in Figure 5.8a. The results can be found in Figure 5.8.

5.4. Discussion
When looking at the results, a few things can be seen. The influence of the temperature change is almost
linear. Higher temperature means higher output. As the modeled time scale is less than a day, it can be
assumed that the real temperature changes can be regarded as insignificant.

It can also be seen that when a hot seawater pump breaks down, the net output of the system goes up. When
looking at Figure 5.4e, it can be seen that the pressure drop decreases by almost 33%. As the rotational speed is
the same and the volume flow per pump does not change very much, the efficiency also stays fairly constant.
When looking at Equation (3.75), the large change in pump power can be explained. As the pressure drop
decreases by 33%, the total volume flow decreases by 25% , because the total amount of pumps drops from 4
to 3, and the efficiency stays the same, the pump power decreases by roughly 50%. As the heat transfer does
not change very much, the turbine output does not drop more than the seawater pump and the net output
goes up. Whether this new configuration is a new optimum point should be researched further.
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What can also be seen, is that when a working fluid pump failure occurs, the redundant pump has only 2.5
minutes to be started up and be fully operational, otherwise the buffer tank will overflow. This can be pre-
vented by either using three pumps with one redundant pump instead of two pumps with one redundant
pump. It can be seen from Figure 5.6d that the pressure in the evaporator drops, which is due to less mass
coming in the evaporator, but the outlet quality rises, as can be seen in Figure 5.6c. This is also because less
mass is inside the evaporator, but the heat transfer is still nearly the same.
In reality, an overflowing buffer tank will result into a pressure increase in the condenser, and therefore a
lower performance of the condenser, a lower mass flow through the turbine, and eventually the problem will
resolve itself. In the model, the buffer tank has dimensions but these are not limiting the state equation.
Therefore, in the model the buffer tank can overflow and this needs to be researched further.

When looking at the start-up and shutdown sequences, it can be seen from Figure 5.1c and 5.2c that the
evaporator and condenser start and stop from a relatively high temperature and pressure. In reality, this will
be slightly higher, as it will go near ambient temperature. This is not included in the model.
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(a) Seawater mass flow (b) Working fluid mass flow

(c) Working fluid temperature (d) Heat transfer

(e) Power (f) Liquid level

Figure 5.1: Results of a start-up sequence. Figure 5.1a is the input, where the hot seawater (red) and cold seawater (blue) rise linearly to
operating level. It can be seen that the linear rising mass flow results in a non-linear temperature profile (5.1c) and power profile (5.1e).

Also, it can be seen that it results in a non-linear working fluid mass flow (5.1b) and a similar heat transfer (5.1d) profile.
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(a) Seawater mass flow (b) Working fluid mass flow

(c) Working fluid temperature (d) Heat transfer

(e) Power (f) Liquid level

Figure 5.2: Results of a shutdown sequence. Figure 5.2a is the input, where the hot seawater (red) and cold seawater (blue) decrease
linearly from operating level to near-zero. It can be seen that the linear decreasing mass flow results in a non-linear temperature profile

(5.2c) and power profile (5.2e). Also, it can be seen that it results in a non-linear working fluid mass flow (5.2b) and a similar heat
transfer (5.2d) profile. It is a mirrored version of a start-up.
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(a) Seawater inlet temperature (b) Heat transfer

(c) Working fluid mass flow (d) Working fluid temperature

(e) Pressure (f) Power

Figure 5.3: Results of a year-round changing temperature. Figure 5.3a is the input, where the temperature changes sinusoidally between
25 and 29. It can be seen that the heat transfer (5.3b) and the working fluid mass flow (5.3c) follow the same path. It can also be seen

that the working fluid pressure (5.3e) and temperature (5.3d) follow the same path, but that the change is larger in the evaporator (red)
than in the condenser (blue). This results in a sinusoidal change in power (5.3f), that follows the hot seawater inlet temperature path.
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(a) Seawater mass flow (b) Working Fluid

(c) Pressure (d) Heat transfer

(e) Pressure drop (f) Power

Figure 5.4: Results of a hot seawater pump failure sequence. Figure 5.4a is the input. It can be seen that the working fluid mass flow
(5.4b) does not decrease very much, and therefore the heat transfer (5.4d) also does not decrease very much. It can also be seen that it

has a larger impact on the evaporator (red) than on the condenser (blue) (5.4c). It can also be seen that the pressure drop decreases
(5.4e). This results in a large decrease in pump power, which results in a higher net output (5.4f).
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(a) Seawater mass flow (b) Working Fluid

(c) Working fluid temperature (d) Pressure

(e) Heat transfer (f) Power

Figure 5.5: Results of a cold seawater pump failure sequence. Figure 5.5a is the input. It can be seen that the working fluid mass flow
(5.5b) follows the same path, but does not decrease much. The heat transfer (5.5e) also follows this path. The impact on the pressure

(5.5d) of the condenser (blue) is much larger than that of the evaporator (red). This results in a smaller pressure drop, which results in a
smaller turbine output (5.5f). Therefore, the net output is lower.
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(a) Working fluid mass flow (b) Liquid level

(c) Working fluid evaporator outlet quality (d) Pressure

(e) Heat transfer (f) Power

Figure 5.6: Results of a working fluid pump failure sequence. Figure 5.6a is the input. It can be seen that to stabilize the liquid level in
the tanks (5.6b), a redundant pump has to be turned on after 150 seconds. It can also be seen that the heat transfer (5.6e) does not
decrease much. Due to lower mass flow but similar heat transfer, the outlet quality (5.6c) rises fast. As the pressure (5.6d) does not

change much, the power (5.6f) also stays fairly constant.
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(a) Heat transfer area (b) Pressure drop

(c) Heat transfer (d) Pressure

(e) Working fluid mass flow (f) Power

Figure 5.7: Results of an evaporator row failure sequence. Figure 5.7a is the input. This results in an immediate increase in pressure
drop (5.7b). There is a small decrease in heat transfer (5.7c) and working fluid mass flow (5.7e), which results in a decrease in evaporator

pressure (5.7d). The increased pressure drop in combination with the decreased evaporator pressure results in a lower turbine output
and a higher pump power (5.7f). Therefore, the net output will be lower.
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(a) Heat transfer area (b) Pressure drop

(c) Heat transfer (d) Pressure

(e) Working fluid mass flow (f) Power

Figure 5.8: Results of a condenser row failure sequence. Figure 5.8a is the input. This results in an immediate increase in pressure drop
(5.8b). The working fluid mass flow (5.8e) decreases very little, as does the heat transfer (5.8c). Due to the heat transfer decrease, the

pressure in the condenser rises (5.8d). This pressure rise decreases the turbine output (5.8f), while the increase in pressure drop
increases the pump power. This results in an decrease in net output.
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Control

In Chapter 5, the results of different scenarios are displayed. These results are based on single inputs that
change, where the output of the system is investigated. In this chapter, a control strategy will be constructed
for the entire system, so not for single inputs. There are a few controllers in the system already, but in this
chapter the control strategy will be optimised.

6.1. Input variables
First, the controllable variables have to be found. Only the quick adjustable variables are taken into account.
In some situations, it can be beneficial to reduce the total heat transfer area or the amount of pumps, but
these changes are not taken into account. When looking at the variables that can be adjusted in the system,
there are only a few variables. The inputs apply mainly for the pumps: the rotational speed can be adjusted
to change the mass flow of all pumps. Van Strijp [59] states that the vanes of the turbine can also be adjusted
to change the vapor mass flow. This is done by adding a factor to Equation (3.59). The new equation becomes
Equation (6.1).

ṁ = fV TG K

√
ρi pi

(
1−

(
po

pi

))
(6.1)

where the correction factor fV TG is the Variable Turbine Geometry (VTG) factor. By adjusting this factor, the
pressure ratio can be controlled. This is the same as the opening of the orifice in Chapter 4, which was used
for validating the model. The inlet temperature for the cold and hot seawater can also be controlled, but this
would require extra equipment for the cycle, and as the influence has been deemed negligible in Chapter 5,
these will not be taken into account.

6.2. Control purpose
The reason for control is to ensure the highest possible output at all times, but also to keep the system from
going into unsafe conditions. The unsafe conditions are determined using boundary conditions. These
boundary conditions are mostly dependent on the conditions that manufacturers give. They can consist
of pressure levels, temperature levels or the liquid level in the tanks.

To ensure the best output at all times, a few things are important:

• Steady-state. The system has an optimum state, and it is important that this state is kept during small
changes.

• The outlet quality of the evaporator. As stated in Section 1.2, the heat transfer coefficient is the highest
between a vapor quality of 0.4 and 0.7. Therefore, this is an important parameter to control.

• The heat transfer of the evaporator. If the heat transfer of the evaporator can be at its optimum point,
more vapor can be produced by the evaporator using the same seawater mass flow, and therefore in-
crease the net output. This result can also be achieved by reducing the mass flow of seawater, reducing

51



52 6. Control

the pump work and receiving a higher net output as the reduction in pump power is higher than the
losses in the turbine output.

• The heat transfer of the condenser. If the heat transfer of the condenser can be at its optimum point,
the vapor can be fully condensed with less seawater mass flow, this will increase the net output. This
result can also be achieved by reducing the mass flow of seawater as the reduction in pump power can
be higher than the losses in the turbine output.

• Turbine power. It is important to maximize the output of the turbine, while minimizing the work of
the pumps. As the turbine power is defined as ṁ∆h in Equation (3.63), a trade-off between vapor mass
flow and pressure ratio has to be found.

These five purposes can be controlled by the five inputs described in Section 6.1. The hypothesis is that
the steady-state is best controlled by the working fluid pump, the outlet quality by the gear pump, the heat
transfer of the evaporator by the hot seawater pump, the heat transfer of the condenser by the cold seawater
pump and the turbine output can be best controlled by the VTG. An overview of this hypothesis can be found
in Table 6.1, and will be checked by a sensitivity analysis.

Table 6.1: Hypothesis for the control strategy, stating which input variable to control to reach the optimum output of the purposes

Purpose Variable
Steady-state npump

Evaporator outlet quality ng ear

Evaporator heat transfer nsw pump hot

Condenser heat transfer nsw pump cold

Turbine output fV TG

6.3. Sensitivity Analysis
As stated in Section 6.2, the hypothesis of Table 6.1 will be tested with a sensitivity analysis. According to Jør-
gensen and Endoricchio [26], a sensitivity analysis makes it possible to distinguish high-leverage variables,
whose values have a significant impact on the system behaviour, and low-leverage variables, whose values
have minimal impact on the system. The sensitivity analysis is conducted according to Equation (6.2). Jør-
gensen and Endoricchio also state that the relationship between an input variable and an output variable is
rarely linear, so multiple points should be investigated.

S =
∆y
y

∆x
x

(6.2)

where S is the sensitivity, y is the output and x is the input. The choice has been made to take an average
of a step forward and a step backward from the nominal operating point. This gives a good representation
how the system reacts to all possible changes from its nominal point. A summary of the nominal operating
points and the step sizes can be found in Table 6.2. Between each step size, 500 seconds was taken to ensure
steady-state before the step size.

Table 6.2: Inputs for the sensitivity analysis

Component Variable Starting point Step size Unit
Turbine fV TG 1 0.05 -

Pump

npump 50 3 rps
ng ear 32 5 rps

nsw pump hot 5.7 0.5 rps
nsw pump cold 5.7 0.5 rps

The full result of the sensitivity analysis can be found in Appendix E. The most important parameters can
be found in Table 6.3. This table can be read as follows: the value at a certain spot means that a change in
the input parameter of 1% result in a change for the output parameter of the number inside the table. For
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Table 6.3: Result of the sensitivity analysis, where ∆x represents the step size, and the total is the mean of a step size forward and
backward. If the sensitivity is negative, this means that the output changes in the opposite direction of the step size. For example, an

increase of ng ear results in a decrease of xout ,evap .

Component Input Output −∆x ∆x Total

Turbine fV TG

dṁbt
d t -152.90 -148.23 -150.56

Q̇cond 0.77 0.75 0.77
Q̇evap 0.78 0.75 0.77

xout ,evap 0.69 0.66 0.68
Wtur b 0.21 0.11 0.16
Wnet 0.35 0.18 0.26

Working fluid Pump npump

dṁbt
d t 340.45 327.57 334.01

Q̇cond 0.01 0.01 0.01
Q̇evap 0.01 0.01 0.01

xout ,evap -1.31 -1.09 -1.2
Wtur b 0.06 0.05 0.06
Wnet 0.06 0.03 0.05

Recirculation pump ng ear

dṁbt
d t -2.33 -2.27 -2.30

Q̇cond 0.01 0.01 0.01
Q̇evap 0.01 0.01 0.01

xout ,evap -0.17 -0.17 -0.17
Wtur b 0.01 0.01 0.01
Wnet 0.02 0.02 0.02

Hot seawater pump nsw,hot

dṁbt
d t -24.30 -20.76 -22.53

Q̇cond 0.11 0.09 0.10
Q̇evap 0.11 0.09 0.10

xout ,evap 0.15 0.13 0.14
Wtur b 0.23 0.19 0.21
Wnet -0.95 -0.49 -0.42

Cold seawater pump nsw,cold

dṁbt
d t -34.36 -23.10 -28.73

Q̇cond 0.16 0.11 0.14
Q̇evap 0.16 0.10 0.13

xout ,evap 0.22 0.15 0.19
Wtur b 0.63 0.44 0.53
Wnet 0.51 0.07 0.29

example, a sensitivity of 0.5 means that a change of the input variable of 1% results in a change in output of
0.5%.
From Table 6.3, a few conclusions can be made. The first one is that the system’s steady-state is best controlled
by the working fluid pump. This can be seen by looking at the high sensitivity of the changing mass of the
buffer tank. The system is in steady-state if the change of mass in the tanks is 0. Therefore, the working fluid
pump will be used to control the steady-state.
What also can be seen, is that the gearpump rotation is nearly insensitive to everything, except the outlet
quality of the evaporator. This can be explained by the fact that, in steady-state, the outlet quality of the
evaporator is defined by ṁtur b

ṁevap
, where ṁevap is the sum of ṁg ear + ṁtur b . Therefore, the gear pump mass

flow has a strong impact on the outlet quality and will be used to control this quality.

For the other input variables, it can seen that they are not running at an optimum. From Figure 5.4, it could
be seen that when reducing the number of hot seawater pumps, the net output would rise. This also follows
from the sensitivity analysis, as the net output has a negative sensitivity related to the rotational speed of the
hot seawater pump. Therefore, an optimum point should be found and controlled at that point. In the cold
seawater pump, the sensitivity is also non-zero. When increasing the rotational speed with the step size, the
net output increases slightly, with a sensitivity of 0.07. But when decreasing the rotational speed with the step
size, the net output decreases quite significant, with a sensitivity of 0.5. This implies that the optimum point
is nearly reached and should be found and controlled.
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When looking at the turbine, the net output has a small sensitivity. An increase in the opening of the vanes
gives a small increase in the net output, but a decrease in the opening of the vanes give a larger decrease of the
net output, as was the case with the cold seawater pump. Therefore, it can be concluded that the optimum
point is not reached. What also can be seen is that the opening of the vanes has a higher influence on the heat
transfer than the seawater pumps.

The pressure drop over the turbine is very influential for the heat transfer, and a measurable parameter.
Therefore, this will be used as input for the control mechanism. For the rotational speed of the seawater
pumps, the mass flow of the optimum point will be used as the input for the control mechanism, as this is a
direct response to the rotational speed and is a good measurable parameter. For the gear pump, the outlet
quality is a difficult to measure parameter. Dorfman and Fridman [14] use a calorimeter inside a throttling
valve, but this is an time consuming process and can not be used for real-time control. In the model, the
outlet quality can be used as an input for the optimum point. For the control mechanism, the change of the
liquid level inside the separator will be used as an input, as this can be easily measured and is quite good in
controlling the outlet quality. For the working fluid pump, the height of the buffer tank liquid level will be
taken as an input for the control mechanism, as this is easily measurable.

6.4. Optimum point
As stated in Section 6.3, the system is not running at an optimum point. Therefore, the system will be opti-
mised using the described control mechanisms. The outlet quality will be controlled at 0.7 and the change
in the liquid level of the buffer tank will be controlled to ensure steady-state. From Figure 5.4f, it can be seen
that the net output rises with a reduction of number of hot seawater pumps. Therefore, the first step has been
to reduce the number of hot seawater pumps by 1.
The optimum point for a single parameter can be found by simulating a large number of step changes above
and below the nominal operating point. But the optimum point of the first parameter is not necessarily the
optimum point when combined with another parameter. Therefore, the search for a total optimum is done
as follows:

• The optimum point of the variable turbine geometry is searched.

• At this optimum point, the optimum point of the hot seawater pump is searched.

• At this point, the optimum point of the cold seawater pump is searched.

• As a check, the sensitivity of the variable turbine geometry and the hot seawater pump are checked at
this point to see if it is at its optimum. If not, these steps repeat themselves.

The results of these steps can be found in Figure 6.1.
From Figure 6.1, it can be seen that the influence of control is large. The reduction of the number of hot
seawater pumps gives a positive change of 10% in net output. By optimising only the turbine, this increases
to 12%, and with the control of the seawater pumps, this number even further increases up to 15%, with a
total net output of 3435.3 kW. From Figure 6.1a, the optimum point is 1.08. But when optimising the other
parameters, a slightly higher result was reached with 1.09 as an optimum. Therefore, this point has been
chosen as the new optimum point. The full input for the optimum point can be found in Table 6.4.

Table 6.4: Optimum point of the model at 27 °C hot seawater temperature

Input variable Optimum value Original value Unit
Turbine geometry 1.09 1 -

Hot seawater pump rotation 5.1 5.7 rps
Cold seawater pump rotation 6.1 5.7 rps

6.5. Discussion
The importance of control in an OTEC cycle is shown. Small changes can give a big change in the net output,
as the margins are very small. How the system can be controlled, has been tested with a sensitivity analysis.
An optimum point has to be found for each given seawater inlet temperature. This is the nominal case, so this
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(a) Optimum point of the variable turbine geometry, with
nominal seawater pump rotation

(b) Optimum point of the hot seawater pump rotation,
with optimised turbine geometry and nominal cold

seawater pump rotation

(c) Optimum point of the cold seawater pump rotation

Figure 6.1: Optimum point analysis of the three input variables. The red circle implies the optimum point of that variable

gives a good example of a new control strategy. That it is beneficial is shown in Figure 6.1, with an increase of
15% of the net output from the original case. This optimum point can be controlled for small transients, but
when large transients occur, as is the case with the results from Chapter 5, a new strategy should be used.
In the case of a large transient, the optimum point will change. For example, when a row of evaporators is
closed, either for maintenance or due to a component failure, it can be beneficial to slow all pumps down and
change the turbine geometry accordingly. The optimum strategy for each case should be further investigated.

In the model, 5 input variables are used as the control variables. The turbine geometry is a changeable vari-
able for the turbine and is used in this thesis, but not all turbines have a changeable geometry. In that case,
the rotational speed of the turbine can be adjusted by adding more or less resistance on the shaft that is
connected with the generator. As the rotational speed is a given constant for the turbine used, this is not
investigated but can result in a different strategy.
For the optimum point in this report, the turbine vanes have to be opened further than the design case. The
assumption is that this is possible, as the design case is not the hottest inlet seawater temperature. To ensure
a higher output with the higher inlet seawater temperature, the turbine vanes can be opened further. This is
an assumption, and should be confirmed by the manufacturer.





7
Conclusions and Recommendations

In this chapter, the conclusions of this research are presented by answering the research questions. The
results will be discussed and recommendations for future research will be mentioned.

7.1. Conclusions
The main objective of this research was to find the impact of the transient regions of an OTEC cycle and how
this cycle can be optimally controlled. In order to do so, a new mathematical model has been constructed
and validated on an experimental set-up. The model has been scaled up to a 3 MW plant, where simulations
have been done to find the impact of the transient regions and to implement a control strategy.

Controllable variables
Several input variables have been identified. The geometry of the plant and the number of components are
chosen for a design case and can hardly be changed during operation. Also, the inlet temperature of the
seawater is an input variable, which is given by nature and can not be controlled in an easy way. For the con-
trollable input variables, the rotating equipment, such as the pumps and turbine, are important. By changing
the rotational speed of the pumps or the opening of the vanes in the turbine, the operating conditions can
be changed. Therefore, the controllable variables in an OTEC cycle are the rotational speed of the seawater
pumps, the working fluid pump and the recirculation pump, as well as the opening of the vanes of the turbine.

Seawater temperature
To find the impact of the transient regions, a few scenarios have been investigated. The first scenario is the
changing inlet temperature of the seawater. As the temperature of the ocean changes during the year, this is
a realistic but slow transient. The result of the experiment showed that the output changes linearly with the
the input, even when the the yearly changes were compressed into 14 hours. As this occurs with the small
time step used for the model, it can be concluded that the influence of the temperature change of the surface
water on the transient regions is very limited.

Mass flows
The next scenario is that of changing mass flows. Three different cases were investigated: hot seawater mass
flow, cold seawater mass flow and working fluid mass flow. These scenarios each consist of a large change in
mass flow, and therefore the impact of the transient region can be seen more clearly. When looking at the hot
seawater mass flow, it could be seen that a decrease in hot seawater mass flow gives an increase in net output.
This is due to a large pressure drop dependency, especially in comparison with the heat transfer output. This
means that the loss in turbine power output is less than the reduction in pump power. This also implies that
the system is not running at an optimum, and therefore control could make a large impact.
For the cold seawater pump, a decrease in mass flow resulted in a decrease in output. As the heat transfer in
the condenser decreases, the pressure in the condenser rises. This also decreases the pressure drop over the
turbine, resulting in a lower power output. There is also a reduction in the pump power, but this is smaller
than the power loss in the turbine.
For the working fluid pump, the transient impact is very large for the cycle. The results showed that when the
mass flow is reduced due to a working pump failure, the system has only 2.5 minutes to start the redundant
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pump, otherwise the buffer tank would overflow. As the model does not have a volume limit in the buffer
tank, the pressure does not rise like it would in reality. Therefore, the result shows the right initial reaction of
the model, but, in reality, the prolonged reaction will be different.

Start-up and shutdown
The largest transient condition in the system is when the system starts or shuts down. This condition is
interesting to see if the model can cope with large transients and to see how long a start-up sequence has to
be to ensure no extreme values that can make the system fail. The results showed that the system can cope
with the large transients, and that the transients are followed in a logical way. The pressure levels start to level,
the power output decreases in a slow but steady way and the tanks do not overflow or run dry.

Failure of components
The last scenario that was simulated is how fast the system reacts to a failure of components. As said earlier,
the system has to react in 2.5 minutes when a working fluid pump fails by turning on the redundant pump. If
not, the buffer tank would overflow. In other cases, such as the failure of a row of evaporators or condensers,
it reacts immediately, with a lower net output as a result.

Control
That control can have an influence has been proven, if only by the fact that a reduction in hot seawater mass
flow results in a higher net output. A sensitivity analysis has been conducted on the system, with the previ-
ously mentioned controllable variables as input variables. From this analysis, it was shown that by controlling
the working fluid pump rotation, fast steady-state was obtained. By controlling the gear pump rotation, the
outlet quality of the evaporator could be controlled. Moreover, without a control strategy, the system was not
running at an optimum. A three parameter optimum point has been found using the vanes of the turbine and
the rotation of the seawater pumps at 3453.3 kW net output. This is an 15% increase in net output from the
original case, which strongly shows the need for control. Using the control strategy of controlling the working
fluid pump for steady-state, the gear pump for the quality and the optimum point, small transients can be
negated and the output can be maximised.

The impact of the transient regions can be regarded as small, except for scenarios as maintenance and failure
of components. The small transients were optimised using a derived control strategy to improve the systems
net power output by 15%.

7.2. Recommendations
The research shows the impact of the transient region and implies a control strategy. A few recommendations
are given for further studies.

Heat transfer coefficient
The heat transfer coefficient of the ammonia on the condenser side is very high in the model compared to
the data of manufacturers. The data from manufacturers states the heat transfer coefficient has to be almost
7 times lower to match their values. As the heat transfer correlation used is made specifically for ammonia
and is tested on the same set-up as the model, the correlation is deemed valid for the system. Whether the
correlation from the manufacturer is very different or the correlation used in this research is not applicable
at the large scale should be investigated, as well as the influence of this heat transfer correlation.

Finite volumemodel
The model has been made with the thought of real-time control as a boundary condition. Therefore, it could
be possible that the accuracy of the model is lower than when a finite volume model with a large amount of
control volumes would be used. To check the accuracy of the model in this research, a finite volume model
could be used.

Tank influence
As there is no limit of the tank, the pressure in the tank does not rise when the tank is overflowing. In reality,
the pressure does rise and the performance of the condenser decreases. This influence can be significant and
should therefore be researched further.
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Large-scale experiments
The model has been validated on the OTEC demo. But in this experimental set-up, there is no gear pump
present and the re-circulation occurs due to a liquid pressure column. Also, when scaling the model to the
3 MW scale, the pump models change, the orifice changed into a turbine and the seawater pumps are not
controlled. To validate the large-scale experiments, tests should be done with the large scale system when it
is ready.

Control strategies
The control strategy should be tested for each large transient, such as the failure of a pump or shutting down
a row of heat exchangers. This probably asks for a different strategy or an extended version of the proposed
strategy. By implementing different control strategies, the system can be optimised for all situations.

Turbine rotational speed
When a different turbine is used without a fixed rotational speed, the rotational speed can be used as input
for the control strategy. The influence and the implementation of this should be investigated.

Vanes opening
In the control strategy, the assumption is made that the turbine vanes can be opened further than in the
design case. Whether this is true, could be investigated together with a manufacturer.





A
Dynamic model derivation

The generalized Navier-Stokes equations can be used for dynamic modelling of heat exchangers. They can
describe the conservation of mass and energy of the working fluid as well as the conservation of energy of the
wall of the heat exchanger. These are derived from MacArthur and Grald [35]. They can be found in Equations
(A.1), (A.2) and (A.3).

∂ρ

∂t
+ ∂(ρu)

∂z
= 0 (A.1)
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∂Tw
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By integrating these equations by the length of the fluid phase they describe, the spatial dependence can be
removed. When doing this, the Leibniz’s rule can be used to rewrite the PDE’s to ODE’s.
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(A.4)

A.1. Evaporator
A.1.1. Mass conservation sub-cooled region
The PDE is given in Equation (A.1). Multiplying this equation by the cross-sectional area, the equation be-
comes Equation (A.5).

∂(ρAcs )

∂t
+ ∂ṁ

∂z
(A.5)

This equation is then integrated over the length of the sub-cooled region, so from z = 0 to z = L1. By integrating
the first part and assuming a constant cross-sectional area, it becomes:

L1∫
0
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(
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(A.6)

By applying the Leibniz rule, it becomes:
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 (A.7)

By assuming an average density in the sub-cooled region and performing the integration, it becomes:
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∂t
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By taking the time derivative, it becomes:
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(A.9)

By choosing pressure and enthalpy as state variables, it becomes:
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(A.10)

By stating that h1 = hi n+hl
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, it becomes:
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Because saturated enthalpy is only dependent on pressure, it becomes:
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By integrating the second term over the length of the sub-cooled region, it becomes:
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By combining Equations (A.12) and (A.13), it becomes:((
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Acs +ṁ12 −ṁi n = 0 (A.14)

A.1.2. Mass conservation two-phase region
The PDE is given in Equation (A.1). Multiplying this equation by the cross-sectional area, the equation be-
comes Equation (A.5). By integrating the first part over the length of the two-phase region, from z = L1 to z =
L and assuming constant cross-sectional area, this becomes:
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By applying the Leibniz rule, it becomes:
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By applying void fraction, it becomes:
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By doing the integration and by L = L1 + L2, it becomes:
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Taking the time derivative, it becomes:
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Because saturated densities are only dependent on pressure, it becomes:
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By dL2
d t =−dL1

d t and rewriting Equation (A.20), it becomes:
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By integrating the second term of Equation (A.5), it becomes:
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∂ṁ

∂z
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By combining Equations (A.21) and (A.22), it becomes:(
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A.1.3. Energy conservation of sub-cooled region
The PDE is given in Equation (A.2). Multiplying this equation by the cross-sectional area, the equation be-
comes:
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By integrating the first term over the length of the sub-cooled region, from z = 0 to z = L1, it becomes:
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By applying the Leibniz rule, it becomes:
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By assuming an average density and enthalpy and doing the integration, it becomes:
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By taking the time derivative, it becomes:
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By choosing pressure and enthalpy as state variables, it becomes:
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By rewriting Equation (A.29), it becomes:
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By stating that h1 = hi n+hl
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As saturated enthalpy is only dependent on pressure, it becomes:
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By rewriting this equation, it becomes:
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By integrating the second term of Equation (A.24) from z = 0 to z = L1, it becomes:
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By applying the Leibniz rule, it becomes:
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By performing the integration, it becomes:
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By taking the time derivative, it becomes:
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By integrating the third term of the PDE from z = 0 to z = L1, it becomes:
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By integrating the right hand side of Equation (A.24), it becomes:
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By multiplying the equation with L
L , it becomes:
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Combining Equations (A.33), (A.37), (A.38) and (A.40), it becomes:(
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By rewriting this equation, it becomes:(
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+ṁ12hl −ṁi nhi n =α1w f Aw f

L1

L

(
T1w −T1w f

) (A.42)

A.1.4. Energy conservation in the two-phase region
By integrating the first part of Equation (A.24) over the length of the two-phase region, it becomes:
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By applying the Leibniz rule, it becomes:
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By assuming void fraction, it becomes:
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)
d z +ρl hl

dL1

d t

 (A.45)

By performing the integration, it becomes:

L∫
L1

∂ρAcs

∂t
d z = Acs

(
d

d t

(
ρl hl (1−γ)+ρg hgγ

)
L2 +ρl hl

dL1

d t

)
(A.46)

By taking the time derivative, it becomes:

L∫
L1

∂ρh Acs

∂t
d z = Acs

[(
d

(
ρl hl

)
d t

(1−γ)+ d
(
ρg hg

)
d t

γ

)
L2

+(
ρl hl (1−γ)+ρg hgγ

) dL2

d t
+ (
ρg hg −ρl hl

)
L2

dγ

d t
+ρl hl

dL1

d t

] (A.47)

As saturated properties are only dependent on pressure, it becomes:

L∫
L1

∂ρh Acs

∂t
d z = Acs

[(
∂
(
ρl hl

)
∂p

(1−γ)+ ∂
(
ρg hg

)
∂p

γ

)
L2

d p

d t

+(
ρl hl (1−γ)+ρg hgγ

) dL2

d t
+ (
ρg hg −ρl hl

)
L2

dγ

d t
+ρl hl

dL1

d t

] (A.48)
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As dL2
d t =−dL1

d t , it becomes, after rewriting:

L∫
L1

∂ρh Acs

∂t
d z =

(
∂
(
ρl hl

)
∂p

(1−γ)+ ∂
(
ρg hg

)
∂p

γ

)
Acs L2

d p

d t

+ (
ρl hl −ρg hg

)
γAcs

dL1

d t
+ (
ρg hg −ρl hl

)
Acs L2

dγ

d t

(A.49)

By integrating the second term of Equation (A.24) over the length of the two-phase region, it becomes:

L∫
L1

−∂p Acs

∂t
d z =−Acs

L∫
L1

∂p

∂t
d z (A.50)

By applying the Leibniz rule, it becomes:

L∫
L1

−∂p Acs

∂t
d z =−Acs

 d

d t

L∫
L1

p +p
dL1

d t

 (A.51)

By performing the integration, it becomes:

L∫
L1

−∂p Acs

∂t
d z =−Acs

(
d

d t

(
pL2

)+p
dL1

d t

)
(A.52)

By taking the time derivative, it becomes:

L∫
L1

−∂p Acs

∂t
d z =−Acs

(
L2

d p

d t
+p

dL2

d t
+p

dL1

d t

)
(A.53)

With dL2
d t =−dL1

d t , it becomes:
L∫

L1

−∂p Acs

∂t
d z =−Acs L2

d p

d t
(A.54)

By integrating the third term of Equation (A.24) over the length of the two-phase region, it becomes:

L∫
L1

∂ṁh

∂z
= ṁoho −ṁ12hl (A.55)

By integrating the right hand side of Equation (A.24) over the length of the sub-cooled region, it becomes:

L∫
L1

αw f πDw f
(
Tw −Tw f

)=α2w f πDL2
(
T2w −T2w f

)
(A.56)

By multiplying this equation by L
L , it becomes:

L∫
L1

αw f πDw f
(
Tw −Tw f

)=α2w f Aw f
L2

L

(
T2w −T2w f

)
(A.57)

By combining Equations (A.49), (A.54), (A.55) and (A.57), it becomes:(
∂
(
ρl hl

)
∂p

(1−γ)+ ∂
(
ρg hg

)
∂p

γ−1

)
Acs L2

d p

d t
+ (
ρl hl −ρg hg

)
γAcs

dL1

d t
+ (
ρg hg −ρl hl

)
Acs L2

dγ

d t

+ṁoho −ṁ12hl =α2w f Aw f
L2

L

(
T2w −T2w f

) (A.58)
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A.1.5. Structure conservation in the sub-cooled region
The PDE is given in Equation (A.3). By multiplying this equation by the length of the heat exchanger, it be-
comes: (

cpρV
)

w

∂Tw

∂t
=αw f Aw f

(
Tw f −Tw

)+αsw Asw (Tsw −Tw ) (A.59)

By integrating the left part over arbitrary length from a to b and applying the Leibniz rule, this becomes:

b∫
a

(
cpρV

)
w

∂Tw

∂t
d z = (

cpρV
)

w

d

d t

b∫
a

Tw d z +Tw (a)
d a

d t
−Tw (b)

db

d t
(A.60)

By performing the integration, it becomes:

b∫
a

(
cpρV

)
w

∂Tw

∂t
d z = (

cpρV
)

w

(
d

d t
(b −a)Tw(a−b) +Tw (a)

d a

d t
−Tw (b)

db

d t

)
(A.61)

By taking the time derivative, it becomes:

b∫
a

(
cpρV

)
w

∂Tw

∂t
d z = (

cpρV
)

w

(
d(b −a)

d t
Tw(a−b) + (b −a)

dTw(a−b)

d t
+Tw (a)

d a

d t
−Tw (b)

db

d t

)
(A.62)

For the sub-cooled region, a = 0 and b = L1. With this, it becomes:

L1∫
0

(
cpρV

)
w

∂Tw

∂t
d z = (

cpρV
)

w

(
dL1

d t
T1w +L1

dT1w

d t
−Tw(L1)

dL1

d t

)
(A.63)

In literature, different values for Tw(L1) are taken. As it is assumed a lumped temperature, it is a discontinuous
function at the boundary. In reality, the temperature at the wall will be closer to the two-phase region than to
the single-phase region, as stated by Willatzen, He and Weerstra [65][22][62]. Therefore, Tw(L1) = T2w . With
this, it becomes:

L1∫
0

(
cpρV

)
w

∂Tw

∂t
d z = (

cpρV
)

w

(
L1

dT1w

d t
+ (T1w −T2w )

dL1

d t

)
(A.64)

Integrating the right hand side of Equation (A.59), it becomes:

L1∫
0

(
αw f Aw f

(
Tw f −Tw

)+αsw Asw (Tsw −Tw )
)

d z =αw f Aw f L1
(
Tw f −Tw

)+αsw Asw L1 (Tsw −Tw ) (A.65)

Combining Equations (A.64) and (A.65) and dividing left and right by L1, it becomes:

(
cpρV

)
w

(
dT1w

d t
+ T1w −T2w

L1

dL1

d t

)
=αw f Aw f

(
Tw f −Tw

)+αsw Asw (Tsw −Tw ) (A.66)

A.1.6. Structure conservation in the two-phase region
By using Equation (A.62) for the two-phase region, a = L1 and b = L2, L = L1 + L2 and Tw(L1) = T2w , it becomes:

L∫
L1

(
cpρV

)
w

∂Tw

∂t
d z = (

cpρV
)

w

(
T2w

dL2

d t
+L2

dT2w

d t
+T2w

dL1

d t

)
(A.67)

As dL1
d t =−dL2

d t , it becomes:
L∫

L1

(
cpρV

)
w

∂Tw

∂t
d z = (

cpρV
)

w

(
L2

dT2w

d t

)
(A.68)
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By integrating the right hand side of equation (A.59) from L1 to L, it becomes:

L∫
L1

(
αw f Aw f

(
Tw f −Tw

)+αsw Asw (Tsw −Tw )
)

d z =αw f Aw f L2
(
Tw f −Tw

)+αsw Asw L2 (Tsw −Tw ) (A.69)

By combining Equations (A.68) and (A.69) and dividing it by L2, it becomes:

(
cpρV

)
w

(
dT2w

d t

)
=αw f Aw f

(
Tw f −Tw

)+αsw Asw (Tsw −Tw ) (A.70)

A.1.7. Governing time derivatives

The six equations have five explicit time derivatives: dL1
d t , d p

d t , dγ
d t , dT1w

d t and dT2w
d t . Using Equations (A.13) and

(A.22), ṁ12 can be eliminated. This can be done by rewriting these equations. This is done in Equations (A.71)
and (A.72).

ṁ12 = mi n −
((
∂ρ1

∂p

∣∣∣∣
h1

+ 1

2

∂ρ1

∂h1

∣∣∣∣
p

∂hl

∂p

)
d p

d t
+ 1

2

∂ρ1

∂h1

∣∣∣∣
p

dhi n

d t

)
L1 Acs − (ρ1 −ρl )

dL1

d t
Acs (A.71)

ṁ12 =
(
∂ρl

∂p
(1−γ)+ ∂ρg

∂p
γ

)
L2 Acs

d p

d t
+ (
ρg −ρl

)
L2 Acs

dγ

d t
+ (
ρl −ρg

)
γAcs

dL1

d t
+ṁo (A.72)

By using Equation (A.71) to rewrite Equation (A.42), it becomes:(
∂ρ1

∂h1

∣∣∣∣
p

(h1 −hl )+ρ1

)
L1 Acs

1

2

dhi n

d t
+

(
1

2

(
∂ρ1

∂h1

∣∣∣∣
p

∂hl

∂p
(h1 −hl )+ρ1

∂hl

∂p

)
+ ∂ρ1

∂p

∣∣∣∣
h1

(h1 −hl )−1

)
L1 Acs

d p

d t

+ (
ρ1 (h1 −hl )

)
Acs

dL1

d t
+ṁi n (hl −hi n) =α1w f Aw f

L1

L

(
T1w −T1w f

)
(A.73)

By using Equation (A.72) to rewrite Equation (A.58), it becomes:(
∂hl

∂p
ρl (1−γ)+

(
∂
(
ρg hg

)
∂p

− ∂ρg

∂p
hl

)
γ−1

)
Acs L2

d p

d t
+ρg

(
hl −hg

)
γAcs

dL1

d t
+ρg

(
hg −hl

)
Acs L2

dγ

d t

+ṁo (ho −hl ) =α2w f Aw f
L2

L

(
T2w −T2w f

) (A.74)

Combining Equations (A.71) and (A.72), it becomes:

mi n −mout =
[(
∂ρ1

∂p

∣∣∣∣
h1

+ 1

2

∂ρ1

∂h1

∣∣∣∣
p

∂hl

∂p

)
L1 Acs +

(
∂ρl

∂p
(1−γ)+ ∂ρg

∂p
γ

)
L2 Acs

]
d p

d t

+
((
ρl −ρg

)
γ+ (ρ1 −ρl )

)
Acs

dL1

d t
+ (
ρg −ρl

)
L2 Acs

dγ

d t
+ 1

2

∂ρ1

∂h1

∣∣∣∣
p

L1 Acs
dhi n

d t

(A.75)

A.1.8. Separator
By combining the separator and evaporator, Equation (A.75) and (A.74) have to be rewritten and an energy
conservation of the separator has to be given. The mass conservation of the separator is given by:

dmsep

d t
= ṁi n −ṁtur b −ṁg ear (A.76)

As ṁi n of the separator is ṁout of the evaporator, Equation (A.75) becomes:

mi n − dmsep

d t
−ṁtur b −ṁg ear =

[(
∂ρ1

∂p

∣∣∣∣
h1

+ 1

2

∂ρ1

∂h1

∣∣∣∣
p

∂hl

∂p

)
L1 Acs +

(
∂ρl

∂p
(1−γ)+ ∂ρg

∂p
γ

)
L2 Acs

]
d p

d t

+
((
ρl −ρg

)
γ+ (ρ1 −ρl )

)
Acs

dL1

d t
+ (
ρg −ρl

)
L2 Acs

dγ

d t
+ 1

2

∂ρ1

∂h1

∣∣∣∣
p

L1 Acs
dhi n

d t

(A.77)
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Using Equation (A.76), Equation (A.74) becomes:(
∂hl

∂p
ρl (1−γ)+

(
∂
(
ρg hg

)
∂p

− ∂ρg

∂p
hl

)
γ−1

)
Acs L2

d p

d t
+ρg

(
hl −hg

)
γAcs

dL1

d t
+ρg

(
hg −hl

)
Acs L2

dγ

d t

+
(

dmsep

d t
+ṁtur b +ṁg ear

)
(ho −hl ) =α2w f Aw f

L2

L

(
T2w −T2w f

) (A.78)

The energy conservation of the separator is:

d
(
msep usep

)
d t

= ṁevap,out hevap,out −ṁg ear hl −ṁtur bhg (A.79)

The left hand side of Equation (A.79) becomes:

d
(
msep usep

)
d t

= d
(
mg ug +ml ul

)
d t

(A.80)

As m = ρV , it becomes:
d

(
msep usep

)
d t

= d
(
ρg Vg ug +ρl Vl ul

)
d t

(A.81)

By taking the derivative, it becomes:

d
(
msep usep

)
d t

= ρ̇g Vg ug +ρg V̇g ug +ρg Vg u̇g + ρ̇l Vl ul +ρl V̇l ul +ρl Vl u̇l (A.82)

To solve this, we first need to find V̇g . This can be done in the following steps:

dmsep

d t
= ρ̇g Vg +ρg V̇g + ρ̇l Vl +ρl V̇l (A.83)

As the total volume of the separator cannot change, V̇l + V̇g = 0, or V̇l =−V̇g . Using this, it becomes:

dmsep

d t
= (

ρ̇g Vg + ρ̇l Vl
)+ (

ρg −ρl
)

V̇g (A.84)

By rewriting Equation (A.84) and stating that saturated density is a function of pressure, it becomes:

V̇g =
dmsep

d t −
(
∂ρg

∂p Vg + ∂ρl
∂p Vl

)
ṗ(

ρg −ρl
) (A.85)

By implementing Equation (A.85), using V̇g = V̇l and stating that saturated density is only dependent on
pressure, Equation (A.82) becomes:

d
(
msep usep

)
d t

=
(
∂ρg

∂p
Vg ug +ρg Vg

∂ug

∂p
+ ∂ρl

∂p
Vl ul +ρl Vl

∂ul

∂p

)
+ (
ρg ug −ρl ul

) dmsep

d t −
(
∂ρg

∂p Vg + ∂ρl
∂p Vl

)
ṗ(

ρg −ρl
)


(A.86)

The right hand side of Equation (A.79), when using Equation (A.76), becomes:(
dmsep

d t
+ṁg ear +ṁtur b

)
hevap,out −ṁg ear hl −ṁtur bhg (A.87)

Combining Equations (A.86) and (A.87), it becomes:

d
(
msep usep

)
d t

=
(
∂ρg

∂p
Vg ug +ρg Vg

∂ug

∂p
+ ∂ρl

∂p
Vl ul +ρl Vl

∂ul

∂p

)
+ (
ρg ug −ρl ul

) dmsep

d t −
(
∂ρg

∂p Vg + ∂ρl
∂p Vl

)
ṗ(

ρg −ρl
)


= dmsep

d t
hevap,out +ṁg ear

(
hevap,out −hl

)+ṁtur b
(
hevap,out −hg

)
(A.88)
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A.2. Condenser
A.2.1. Mass conservation
The PDE is given in Equation (A.1). By multiplying this equation by the cross-sectional area, this equation
becomes:

∂(ρAcs )

∂t
+ ∂ṁ

∂z
(A.89)

This equation is integrated of the length of the heat exchanger, from 0 to L. The first part becomes:

L∫
0

∂(ρAcs )

∂t
d z = Acs

L∫
0

∂ρ

∂t
d z (A.90)

By applying the Leibniz rule, it becomes:

L∫
0

∂(ρAcs )

∂t
d z = Ac s

d

d t

L∫
0

ρd z (A.91)

By assuming void fraction, it becomes:

L∫
0

∂(ρAcs )

∂t
d z = Acs

L∫
0

d

d t

(
ρl (1−γ)+ρgγ

)
(A.92)

By performing the integration, it becomes:

L∫
0

∂(ρAcs )

∂t
d z =Vw f

d

d t

(
ρl (1−γ)+ρgγ

)
(A.93)

By taking the time derivative, it becomes:

L∫
0

∂(ρAcs )

∂t
d z =Vw f

(
dρl

d t
(1−γ)+ dρg

d t
γ+ (

ρg −ρl
) dγ

d t

)
(A.94)

As saturated density is only dependent of pressure, it becomes:

L∫
0

∂(ρAcs )

∂t
d z =

(
∂ρl

∂p
(1−γ)+ ∂ρg

∂p
γ

)
Vw f

d p

d t
+ (
ρg −ρl

)
Vw f

dγ

d t
(A.95)

By integrating the second part of Equation (A.1) over the length of the heat exchanger, it becomes:

L∫
0

∂ṁ

∂z
d z = ṁo −ṁi (A.96)

By combining Equations (A.95) and (A.96), it becomes:(
∂ρl

∂p
(1−γ)+ ∂ρg

∂p
γ

)
Vw f

d p

d t
+ (
ρg −ρl

)
Vw f

dγ

d t
+ṁo −ṁi = 0 (A.97)

A.2.2. Energy conservation
The PDE is given in Equation (A.2). By multiplying the equation by the cross-sectional area, it becomes:

∂(ρh Acs − Acs p)

∂t
+ ∂(ṁh)

∂z
=αw f πD

(
Tw −Tw f

)
(A.98)

By integrating the first part over the length of the heat exchanger, it becomes:

L∫
0

∂(ρh Acs )

∂t
d z = Acs

L∫
0

∂(ρh)

∂t
d z (A.99)



A.2. Condenser 71

By applying the Leibniz rule, it becomes:

L∫
0

∂(ρh Acs )

∂t
d z = Acs

d

d t

L∫
0

ρhd z (A.100)

By assuming void fraction, it becomes:

L∫
0

∂(ρh Acs )

∂t
d z = Acs

d

d t

L∫
0

(
ρl hl (1−γ)+ρg hgγ

)
d z (A.101)

By performing the integration, it becomes:

L∫
0

∂(ρh Acs )

∂t
d z =Vw f

d

d t

(
ρl hl (1−γ)+ρg hgγ

)
(A.102)

By taking the time derivative, it becomes:

L∫
0

∂(ρh Acs )

∂t
d z =Vw f

(
d(ρl hl )

d t
(1−γ)+ d(ρg hg )

d t
γ+ (

ρg hg −ρl hl
) dγ

d t

)
(A.103)

As saturated enthalpy and density are only dependent on pressure, it becomes:

L∫
0

∂(ρh Acs )

∂t
d z =

(
∂(ρl hl )

∂p
(1−γ)+ ∂(ρg hg )

∂p
γ

)
Vw f

d p

d t
+ (
ρg hg −ρl hl

)
Vw f

dγ

d t
(A.104)

By integrating the second part of Equation (A.98) over the length of the heat exchanger, it becomes:

L∫
0

−∂(Acs p)

∂t
d z =−Acs

L∫
0

∂p

∂t
d z (A.105)

By applying the Leibniz rule, it becomes:

L∫
0

−∂(Acs p)

∂t
d z =−Acs

d

d t

L∫
0

pd z (A.106)

By performing the integration and taking the time derivative, it becomes:

L∫
0

−∂(Acs p)

∂t
=−Vw f

d p

d t
(A.107)

By integrating the third part of Equation (A.98) over the length of the heat exchanger, it becomes:

L∫
0

∂ṁh

∂z
d z = ṁoho −ṁi hi (A.108)

By integrating the right hand side of Equation (A.98) over the length of the heat exchanger, it becomes:

L∫
0

αw f πDw f
(
Tw −Tw f

)
d z =αw f Aw f

(
Tw −Tw f

)
(A.109)

By combining Equations (A.104), (A.107), (A.108) and (A.109), it becomes:(
∂(ρl hl )

∂p
(1−γ)+ ∂(ρg hg )

∂p
γ−1

)
Vw f

d p

d t
+ (
ρg hg −ρl hl

)
Vw f

dγ

d t
+ṁoho −ṁi hi =αw f Aw f

(
Tw −Tw f

)
(A.110)
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A.2.3. Structure conservation
The PDE is given in Equation (A.3). By integrating this equation over the length of the heat exchanger, so from
0 to L, it becomes: (

cpρV
)

w

∂Tw

∂t
=αw f Aw f

(
Tw f −Tw

)+αsw Asw (Tsw −Tw ) (A.111)

A.2.4. Buffer Tank
By combining the buffer tank and the condenser, Equations (A.96) and (A.110) have to be rewritten and an
energy conservation of the separator has to be given. The mass conservation of the separator is given by:

dmbt

d t
= ṁi n −ṁout (A.112)

As ṁi n of the buffer tank is ṁout of the condenser, Equation (A.96) becomes:(
∂ρl

∂p
(1−γ)+ ∂ρg

∂p
γ

)
Vw f

d p

d t
+ (
ρg −ρl

)
Vw f

dγ

d t
+ṁbt ,o +

dmbt

d t
−ṁi = 0 (A.113)

Using Equation (A.112), Equation (A.110) becomes:(
∂(ρl hl )

∂p
(1−γ)+ ∂(ρg hg )

∂p
γ−1

)
Vw f

d p

d t
+(
ρg hg −ρl hl

)
Vw f

dγ

d t
+

(
ṁbt ,o +

dmbt

d t

)
hl−ṁi hi =αw f Aw f

(
Tw −Tw f

)
(A.114)

The energy conservation of the buffer tank is:

d (mbt ubt )

d t
= ṁcond ,out hcond ,out −ṁbt ,ohl (A.115)

The left hand side of Equation (A.115) becomes:

d (mbt ubt )

d t
= d

(
mg ug +ml ul

)
d t

(A.116)

As m = ρV , it becomes:
d (mbt ubt )

d t
= d

(
ρg Vg ug +ρl Vl ul

)
d t

(A.117)

By taking the derivative, it becomes:

d (mbt ubt )

d t
= ρ̇g Vg ug +ρg V̇g ug +ρg Vg u̇g + ρ̇l Vl ul +ρl V̇l ul +ρl Vl u̇l (A.118)

To solve this, we first need to find V̇g . This can be done in the following steps:

dmbt

d t
= ρ̇g Vg +ρg V̇g + ρ̇l Vl +ρl V̇l (A.119)

As the total volume of the separator cannot change, V̇l + V̇g = 0, or V̇l =−V̇g . Using this, it becomes:

dmbt

d t
= (

ρ̇g Vg + ρ̇l Vl
)+ (

ρg −ρl
)

V̇g (A.120)

By rewriting Equation (A.113) and stating that saturated density is a function of pressure, it becomes:

V̇g =
f r acdmbt d t −

(
∂ρg

∂p Vg + ∂ρl
∂p Vl

)
ṗ(

ρg −ρl
) (A.121)

By implementing Equation (A.121), using V̇g = V̇l and stating that saturated density is only dependent on
pressure, Equation (A.118) becomes:

d (mbt ubt )

d t
=

(
∂ρg

∂p
Vg ug +ρg Vg

∂ug

∂p
+ ∂ρl

∂p
Vl ul +ρl Vl

∂ul

∂p

)
+ (
ρg ug −ρl ul

) dmbt
d t −

(
∂ρg

∂p Vg + ∂ρl
∂p Vl

)
ṗ(

ρg −ρl
)


(A.122)
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The right hand side of Equation (A.115), using Equation (A.112), becomes:(
dmbt

d t
+mbt ,o

)
hcond ,o −mbt ,ohl (A.123)

Combining Equations (A.122) and (A.123), it becomes:

d (mbt ubt )

d t
=

(
∂ρg

∂p
Vg ug +ρg Vg

∂ug

∂p
+ ∂ρl

∂p
Vl ul +ρl Vl

∂ul

∂p

)

+ (
ρg ug −ρl ul

) dmbt
d t −

(
∂ρg

∂p Vg + ∂ρl
∂p Vl

)
ṗ(

ρg −ρl
)

= dmbt

d t
hcond ,o +ṁbt ,o

(
hcond ,o −hl

) (A.124)

A.3. Seawater temperatures
The energy balance for a counter-current heat exchanger with an arbitrary length dz is given by Equation
(A.125).

ṁsw cp,sw
(
Tsw,z −Tsw,z+d z

)=αsw Asw
d z

L

(
Tsw,z −Tw

)
(A.125)

By rewriting this equation, it becomes:

−dT

Tsw,z −Tw
= αsw Asw

msw cp,sw L
(A.126)

By integrating this equation, it becomes:

Tsw,z+d z∫
Tsw,z

−dT

Tsw,z −Tw
=

z+d z∫
z

αsw Asw

msw cp,sw L
(A.127)

By performing this integration, it becomes:

Tsw,z+d z = Tw + (
Tsw,z −Tw

)
e
αsw Asw d z
msw cp,swL (A.128)

For the two-phase region of the evaporator, the outlet temperature becomes:

Tsw,12 = Tw,2 +
(
Tsw,i n −Tw,2

)
e

−αsw Asw L2
msw cp,sw L (A.129)

For the sub-cooled region of the evaporator, the outlet temperature becomes:

Tsw,out = Tw,1 +
(
Tsw,12 −Tw,1

)
e

−αsw Asw L1
msw cp,sw L (A.130)

For the condenser, the outlet temperature becomes:

Tsw,out = Tw + (
Tsw,i n −Tw

)
e

−αsw Asw
msw cp,sw (A.131)

To find the average temperature for each region, Equation (A.128) is integrated and it becomes:

T sw =

L∫
0

(
Tw + (

Tsw,z −Tw
)

e
−αsw Asw d z
msw cp,swL

)
d z

L∫
0

d z

(A.132)

For the sub-cooled region of the evaporator, this becomes:

T sw,1 = Tw,1 +
(
Tsw,12 −Tw,1

)(msw cp,sw L

αsw Asw L1

)(
1−e

−αsw Asw L1
msw cp,sw L

)
(A.133)

For the two-phase region of the evaporator, it becomes:

T sw,2 = Tw,2 +
(
Tsw,i n −Tw,2

)(msw cp,sw L

αsw Asw L2

)(
1−e

−αsw Asw L2
msw cp,sw L

)
(A.134)

For the condenser, it becomes:

T sw = Tw + (
Tsw,i n −Tw

)(msw cp,sw

αsw Asw

)(
1−e

−αsw Asw
msw cp,sw

)
(A.135)



74 A. Dynamic model derivation

A.4. Condenser (OTEC demo)
As the OTEC demo has an extra state, the superheated state, a new set of equations is used.

A.4.1. Mass conservation superheated region
The PDE is given in Equation (A.1). Multiplying this equation by the cross-sectional area, the equation be-
comes Equation (A.136).

∂(ρAcs )

∂t
+ ∂ṁ

∂z
(A.136)

This equation is then integrated over the length of the superheated region, so from z = 0 to z = L1. By integrat-
ing the first part and assuming a constant cross-sectional area, it becomes:

L1∫
0

∂(ρAcs )

∂t
d z = Acs

L1∫
0

(
∂ρ

∂t
d z

)
(A.137)

By applying the Leibniz rule, it becomes:

L1∫
0

∂(ρAcs )

∂t
d z = Acs

 d

d t

L1∫
0

ρd z −ρl
dL1

d t

 (A.138)

By assuming an average density in the superheated region and performing the integration, it becomes:

L1∫
0

∂(ρAcs )

∂t
d z = Acs

(
d

d t
(ρ1L1)−ρg

dL1

d t

)
(A.139)

By taking the time derivative, it becomes:

L1∫
0

∂(ρAcs )

∂t
d z = Acs

(
ρ1

dL1

d t
+L1

dρ1

d t
−ρg

dL1

d t

)
(A.140)

By choosing pressure and enthalpy as state variables, it becomes:

L1∫
0

∂(ρAcs )

∂t
d z = Acs

[(
∂ρ1

∂p

∣∣∣∣
h1

d p

d t
+ ∂ρ1

∂h1

∣∣∣∣
p

dh1

d t

)
L1 + (ρ1 −ρg )

dL1

d t

]
(A.141)

By stating that h1 = hi n+hg

2 , dh1
d t = 1

2

(
dhi n

d t + dhg

d t

)
, it becomes:

L1∫
0

∂(ρAcs )

∂t
d z =

(
∂ρ1

∂p

∣∣∣∣
h1

d p

d t
+ ∂ρ1

∂h1

∣∣∣∣
p

1

2

(
dhg

d t
+ dhi n

d t

))
L1 Acs + (ρ1 −ρg )

dL1

d t
Acs (A.142)

Because saturated enthalpy is only dependent on pressure, it becomes:

L1∫
0

∂(ρAcs )

∂t
d z =

((
∂ρ1

∂p

∣∣∣∣
h1

+ 1

2

∂ρ1

∂h1

∣∣∣∣
p

∂hg

∂p

)
d p

d t
+ 1

2

∂ρ1

∂h1

∣∣∣∣
p

dhi n

d t

)
L1 Acs + (ρ1 −ρg )

dL1

d t
Acs (A.143)

By integrating the second term over the length of the superheated region, it becomes:

L1∫
0

∂ṁ

∂z
d z = ṁ12 −ṁi n (A.144)

By combining Equations (A.143) and (A.144), it becomes:((
∂ρ1

∂p

∣∣∣∣
h1

+ 1

2

∂ρ1

∂h1

∣∣∣∣
p

∂hg

∂p

)
d p

d t
+ 1

2

∂ρ1

∂h1

∣∣∣∣
p

dhi n

d t

)
L1 Acs + (ρ1 −ρg )

dL1

d t
Acs +ṁ12 −ṁi n = 0 (A.145)



A.4. Condenser (OTEC demo) 75

A.4.2. Mass conservation two-phase region
The PDE is given in Equation (A.1). Multiplying this equation by the cross-sectional area, the equation be-
comes Equation (A.136). By integrating the first part over the length of the two-phase region, from z = L1 to z
= L and assuming constant cross-sectional area, this becomes:

L∫
L1

∂(ρAcs )

∂t
d z = Acs

L∫
L1

∂ρ

∂t
(A.146)

By applying the Leibniz rule, it becomes:

L∫
L1

∂(ρAcs )

∂t
d z = Acs

 d

d t

L∫
L1

ρd z +ρg
dL1

d t

 (A.147)

By applying void fraction, it becomes:

L∫
L1

∂(ρAcs )

∂t
d z = Acs

 d

d t

L∫
L1

(
ρl (1−γ)+ρgγ

)
d z +ρg

dL1

d t

 (A.148)

By doing the integration and by L = L1 + L2, it becomes:

L∫
L1

∂(ρAcs )

∂t
d z = Acs

(
d

d t

(
ρl (1−γ)+ρgγ

)
L2 +ρg

dL1

d t

)
(A.149)

Taking the time derivative, it becomes:

L∫
L1

∂(ρAcs )

∂t
d z = Acs

((
dρl

d t
(1−γ)+ dρg

d t
γ

)
L2 +

(
ρl (1−γ)+ρgγ

) dL2

d t
+ (
ρg −ρl

)
L2

dγ

d t
+ρg

dL1

d t

)
(A.150)

Because saturated densities are only dependent on pressure, it becomes:

L∫
L1

∂(ρAcs )

∂t
d z = Acs

((
∂ρl

∂p
(1−γ)+ ∂ρg

∂p
γ

)
L2

d p

d t
+ (
ρl (1−γ)+ρgγ

) dL2

d t
+ (
ρg −ρl

)
L2

dγ

d t
+ρg

dL1

d t

)
(A.151)

By dL2
d t =−dL1

d t and rewriting Equation (A.151), it becomes:

L∫
L1

∂(ρAcs )

∂t
d z = Acs

((
∂ρl

∂p
(1−γ)+ ∂ρg

∂p
γ

)
L2

d p

d t
+ (
ρg −ρl

)
L2

dγ

d t
+ (
ρg −ρl +

(
ρl −ρg

)
γ
) dL1

d t

)
(A.152)

By integrating the second term of Equation (A.136), it becomes:

L∫
L1

∂ṁ

∂z
d z = ṁo −ṁ12 (A.153)

By combining Equations (A.152) and (A.153), it becomes:(
∂ρl

∂p
(1−γ)+ ∂ρg

∂p
γ

)
Acs L2

d p

d t
+ (
ρg −ρl

)
Acs L2

dγ

d t
+ (
ρg −ρl +

(
ρl −ρg

)
γ
)

Acs
dL1

d t
+ṁo −ṁ12 = 0 (A.154)

A.4.3. Energy conservation of superheated region
The PDE is given in Equation (A.2). Multiplying this equation by the cross-sectional area, the equation be-
comes:

∂(ρh Acs − Acs p)

∂t
+ ∂(ṁh)

∂z
=αw f πD

(
Tw −Tw f

)
(A.155)
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By integrating the first term over the length of the superheated region, from z = 0 to z = L1, it becomes:

L1∫
0

∂(ρh Acs )

∂t
d z = Acs

L1∫
0

∂(ρh)

∂t
d z (A.156)

By applying the Leibniz rule, it becomes:

L1∫
0

∂(ρh Acs )

∂t
d z = Acs

 d

d t

L1∫
0

ρh d z −ρg hg
dL1

d t

 (A.157)

By assuming an average density and enthalpy and doing the integration, it becomes:

L1∫
0

∂(ρh Acs )

∂t
d z = Acs

(
d

d t

(
ρ1h1L1

)
d z −ρg hg

dL1

d t

)
(A.158)

By taking the time derivative, it becomes:

L1∫
0

∂(ρh Acs )

∂t
d z = Acs

(
h1L1

dρ1

d t
+ρ1L1

dh1

d t
+ρ1h1

dL1

d t
−ρg hg

dL1

d t

)
(A.159)

By choosing pressure and enthalpy as state variables, it becomes:

L1∫
0

∂(ρh Acs )

∂t
d z = Acs

((
∂ρ1

∂h1

∣∣∣∣
p

dh1

d t
+ ∂ρ1

∂p

∣∣∣∣
h1

d p

d t

)
h1L1 +ρ1L1

dh1

d t
+ρ1h1

dL1

d t
−ρg hg

dL1

d t

)
(A.160)

By rewriting Equation (A.160), it becomes:

L1∫
0

∂(ρh Acs )

∂t
d z =

(
∂ρ1

∂h1

∣∣∣∣
p

h1 +ρ1

)
L1 Acs

dh1

d t
+ ∂ρ1

∂p

∣∣∣∣
h1

h1L1 Acs
d p

d t
+ (ρ1h1 −ρg hg )Acs

dL1

d t
(A.161)

By stating that h1 = hi n+hg

2 , dh1
d t = 1

2

(
dhi n

d t + dhg

d t

)
, it becomes:

L1∫
0

∂(ρh Acs )

∂t
d z =

(
∂ρ1

∂h1

∣∣∣∣
p

h1 +ρ1

)
L1 Acs

1

2

(
dhi n

d t
+ dhg

d t

)
+∂ρ1

∂p

∣∣∣∣
h1

h1L1 Acs
d p

d t
+(ρ1h1−ρg hg )Acs

dL1

d t
(A.162)

As saturated enthalpy is only dependent on pressure, it becomes:

L1∫
0

∂(ρh Acs )

∂t
d z =

(
∂ρ1

∂h1

∣∣∣∣
p

h1 +ρ1

)
L1 Acs

1

2

(
dhi n

d t
+ ∂hg

∂p

d p

d t

)
+ ∂ρ1

∂p

∣∣∣∣
h1

h1L1 Acs
d p

d t
+ (ρ1h1 −ρg hg )Acs

dL1

d t

(A.163)
By rewriting this equation, it becomes:

L1∫
0

∂(ρh Acs )

∂t
d z =

(
∂ρ1

∂h1

∣∣∣∣
p

h1 +ρ1

)
L1 Acs

1

2

dhi n

d t
+ (ρ1h1 −ρg hg )Acs

dL1

d t

+
(

1

2

(
∂ρ1

∂h1

∣∣∣∣
p

∂hg

∂p
h1 +ρ1

∂hg

∂p

)
+ ∂ρ1

∂p

∣∣∣∣
h1

h1

)
L1 Acs

d p

d t

(A.164)

By integrating the second term of Equation (A.155) from z = 0 to z = L1, it becomes:

L1∫
0

−∂(Acs p)

∂t
d z =−Acs

L1∫
0

∂p

∂t
d z (A.165)
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By applying the Leibniz rule, it becomes:

L1∫
0

−∂(Acs p)

∂t
d z =−Acs

 d

d t

L1∫
0

p d z −p
dL1

d t

 (A.166)

By performing the integration, it becomes:

L1∫
0

−∂(Acs p)

∂t
d z =−Acs

(
d

d t
pL1 −p

dL1

d t

)
(A.167)

By taking the time derivative, it becomes:

L1∫
0

−∂(Acs)p

∂t
d z =−Acs

(
d p

d t
L1 + dL1

d t
p −p

dL1

d t

)
=−Acs

d p

d t
L1 (A.168)

By integrating the third term of the PDE from z = 0 to z = L1, it becomes:

L1∫
0

∂ṁh

∂z
d z = ṁ12hg −ṁi nhi n (A.169)

By integrating the right hand side of Equation (A.155), it becomes:

L1∫
0

αw f πDw f
(
Tw −Tw f

)
d z =α1w f πDw f L1

(
T1w −T1w f

)
(A.170)

By multiplying the equation with L
L , it becomes:

L1∫
0

αw f πDw f
(
Tw −Tw f

)
d z =α1w f Aw f

L1

L

(
T1w −T1w f

)
(A.171)

Combining Equations (A.164), (A.168), (A.169) and (A.171), it becomes:(
∂ρ1

∂h1

∣∣∣∣
p

h1 +ρ1

)
L1 Acs

1

2

dhi n

d t
+ (ρ1h1 −ρg hg )Acs

dL1

d t
+

(
1

2

(
∂ρ1

∂h1

∣∣∣∣
p

∂hg

∂p
h1 +ρ1

∂hg

∂p

)
+ ∂ρ1

∂p

∣∣∣∣
h1

h1

)
L1 Acs

d p

d t

− Acs
d p

d t
L1 +ṁ12hg −ṁi nhi n =α1w f Aw f

L1

L

(
T1w −T1w f

)
(A.172)

By rewriting this equation, it becomes:(
∂ρ1

∂h1

∣∣∣∣
p

h1 +ρ1

)
L1 Acs

1

2

dhi n

d t
+

(
1

2

(
∂ρ1

∂h1

∣∣∣∣
p

∂hg

∂p
h1 +ρ1

∂hg

∂p

)
+ ∂ρ1

∂p

∣∣∣∣
h1

h1 −1

)
L1 Acs

d p

d t

+ (ρ1h1 −ρg hg )Acs
dL1

d t
+ṁ12hg −ṁi nhi n =α1w f Aw f

L1

L

(
T1w −T1w f

) (A.173)

A.4.4. Energy conservation in the two-phase region
By integrating the first part of Equation (A.155) over the length of the two-phase region, it becomes:

L∫
L1

∂ρh Acs

∂t
d z = Acs

L∫
L1

∂ρh

∂t
(A.174)

By applying the Leibniz rule, it becomes:

L∫
L1

∂ρh Acs

∂t
d z = Acs

 d

d t

L∫
L1

ρhd z +ρg hg
dL1

d t

 (A.175)
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By assuming void fraction, it becomes:

L∫
L1

∂ρh Acs

∂t
d z = Acs

 d

d t

L∫
L1

(
ρl hl (1−γ)+ρg hhγ

)
d z +ρg hg

dL1

d t

 (A.176)

By performing the integration, it becomes:

L∫
L1

∂ρAcs

∂t
d z = Acs

(
d

d t

(
ρl hl (1−γ)+ρg hgγ

)
L2 +ρg hg

dL1

d t

)
(A.177)

By taking the time derivative, it becomes:

L∫
L1

∂ρh Acs

∂t
d z = Acs

[(
d

(
ρl hl

)
d t

(1−γ)+ d
(
ρg hg

)
d t

γ

)
L2

+(
ρl hl (1−γ)+ρg hgγ

) dL2

d t
+ (
ρg hg −ρl hl

)
L2

dγ

d t
+ρg hg

dL1

d t

] (A.178)

As saturated properties are only dependent on pressure, it becomes:

L∫
L1

∂ρh Acs

∂t
d z = Acs

[(
∂
(
ρl hl

)
∂p

(1−γ)+ ∂
(
ρg hg

)
∂p

γ

)
L2

d p

d t

+(
ρl hl (1−γ)+ρg hgγ

) dL2

d t
+ (
ρg hg −ρl hl

)
L2

dγ

d t
+ρg hg

dL1

d t

] (A.179)

As dL2
d t =−dL1

d t , it becomes, after rewriting:

L∫
L1

∂ρh Acs

∂t
d z =

(
∂
(
ρl hl

)
∂p

(1−γ)+ ∂
(
ρg hg

)
∂p

γ

)
Acs L2

d p

d t

+ (
ρg hg −ρl hl +

(
ρl hl −ρg hg

)
γ
)

Acs
dL1

d t
+ (
ρg hg −ρl hl

)
Acs L2

dγ

d t

(A.180)

By integrating the second term of Equation (A.155) over the length of the two-phase region, it becomes:

L∫
L1

−∂p Acs

∂t
d z =−Acs

L∫
L1

∂p

∂t
d z (A.181)

By applying the Leibniz rule, it becomes:

L∫
L1

−∂p Acs

∂t
d z =−Acs

 d

d t

L∫
L1

p +p
dL1

d t

 (A.182)

By performing the integration, it becomes:

L∫
L1

−∂p Acs

∂t
d z =−Acs

(
d

d t

(
pL2

)+p
dL1

d t

)
(A.183)

By taking the time derivative, it becomes:

L∫
L1

−∂p Acs

∂t
d z =−Acs

(
L2

d p

d t
+p

dL2

d t
+p

dL1

d t

)
(A.184)
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With dL2
d t =−dL1

d t , it becomes:
L∫

L1

−∂p Acs

∂t
d z =−Acs L2

d p

d t
(A.185)

By integrating the third term of Equation (A.155) over the length of the two-phase region, it becomes:

L∫
L1

∂ṁh

∂z
= ṁoho −ṁ12hg (A.186)

By integrating the right hand side of Equation (A.155) over the length of the sub-cooled region, it becomes:

L∫
L1

αw f πDw f
(
Tw −Tw f

)=α2w f πDL2
(
T2w −T2w f

)
(A.187)

By multiplying this equation by L
L , it becomes:

L∫
L1

αw f πDw f
(
Tw −Tw f

)=α2w f Aw f
L2

L

(
T2w −T2w f

)
(A.188)

By combining Equations (A.180), (A.185), (A.186) and (A.188), it becomes:(
∂
(
ρl hl

)
∂p

(1−γ)+ ∂
(
ρg hg

)
∂p

γ−1

)
Acs L2

d p

d t
+ (
ρg hg −ρl hl +

(
ρl hl −ρg hg

)
γ
)

Acs
dL1

d t
+ (
ρg hg −ρl hl

)
Acs L2

dγ

d t

+ṁoho −ṁ12hg =α2w f Aw f
L2

L

(
T2w −T2w f

)
(A.189)

A.4.5. Structure conservation in the sub-cooled region
The PDE is given in Equation (A.3). By multiplying this equation by the length of the heat exchanger, it be-
comes: (

cpρV
)

w

∂Tw

∂t
=αw f Aw f

(
Tw f −Tw

)+αsw Asw (Tsw −Tw ) (A.190)

By integrating the left part over arbitrary length from a to b and applying the Leibniz rule, this becomes:

b∫
a

(
cpρV

)
w

∂Tw

∂t
d z = (

cpρV
)

w

d

d t

b∫
a

Tw d z +Tw (a)
d a

d t
−Tw (b)

db

d t
(A.191)

By performing the integration, it becomes:

b∫
a

(
cpρV

)
w

∂Tw

∂t
d z = (

cpρV
)

w

(
d

d t
(b −a)Tw(a−b) +Tw (a)

d a

d t
−Tw (b)

db

d t

)
(A.192)

By taking the time derivative, it becomes:

b∫
a

(
cpρV

)
w

∂Tw

∂t
d z = (

cpρV
)

w

(
d(b −a)

d t
Tw(a−b) + (b −a)

dTw(a−b)

d t
+Tw (a)

d a

d t
−Tw (b)

db

d t

)
(A.193)

For the superheated region, a = 0 and b = L1. With this, it becomes:

L1∫
0

(
cpρV

)
w

∂Tw

∂t
d z = (

cpρV
)

w

(
dL1

d t
T1w +L1

dT1w

d t
−Tw(L1)

dL1

d t

)
(A.194)



80 A. Dynamic model derivation

In literature, different values for Tw(L1) are taken. As it is assumed a lumped temperature, it is a discontinuous
function at the boundary. In reality, the temperature at the wall will be closer to the two-phase region than to
the single-phase region, as stated by Willatzen, He and Weerstra [65][22][62]. Therefore, Tw(L1) = T2w . With
this, it becomes:

L1∫
0

(
cpρV

)
w

∂Tw

∂t
d z = (

cpρV
)

w

(
L1

dT1w

d t
+ (T1w −T2w )

dL1

d t

)
(A.195)

Integrating the right hand side of Equation (A.190), it becomes:

L1∫
0

(
αw f Aw f

(
Tw f −Tw

)+αsw Asw (Tsw −Tw )
)

d z =αw f Aw f L1
(
Tw f −Tw

)+αsw Asw L1 (Tsw −Tw ) (A.196)

Combining Equations (A.195) and (A.196) and dividing left and right by L1, it becomes:

(
cpρV

)
w

(
dT1w

d t
+ T1w −T2w

L1

dL1

d t

)
=αw f Aw f

(
Tw f −Tw

)+αsw Asw (Tsw −Tw ) (A.197)

A.4.6. Structure conservation in the two-phase region
By using Equation (A.193) for the two-phase region, a = L1 and b = L2, L = L1 + L2 and Tw(L1) = T2w , it becomes:

L∫
L1

(
cpρV

)
w

∂Tw

∂t
d z = (

cpρV
)

w

(
T2w

dL2

d t
+L2

dT2w

d t
+T2w

dL1

d t

)
(A.198)

As dL1
d t =−dL2

d t , it becomes:
L∫

L1

(
cpρV

)
w

∂Tw

∂t
d z = (

cpρV
)

w

(
L2

dT2w

d t

)
(A.199)

By integrating the right hand side of equation (A.190) from L1 to L, it becomes:

L∫
L1

(
αw f Aw f

(
Tw f −Tw

)+αsw Asw (Tsw −Tw )
)

d z =αw f Aw f L2
(
Tw f −Tw

)+αsw Asw L2 (Tsw −Tw ) (A.200)

By combining Equations (A.199) and (A.200) and dividing it by L2, it becomes:

(
cpρV

)
w

(
dT2w

d t

)
=αw f Aw f

(
Tw f −Tw

)+αsw Asw (Tsw −Tw ) (A.201)

A.4.7. Governing time derivatives
The six equations have five explicit time derivatives: dL1

d t , d p
d t , dγ

d t , dT1w
d t and dT2w

d t . Using Equations (A.144) and
(A.153), ṁ12 can be eliminated. This can be done by rewriting these equations. This is done in Equations
(A.202) and (A.203).

ṁ12 = mi n −
((
∂ρ1

∂p

∣∣∣∣
h1

+ 1

2

∂ρ1

∂h1

∣∣∣∣
p

∂hg

∂p

)
d p

d t
+ 1

2

∂ρ1

∂h1

∣∣∣∣
p

dhi n

d t

)
L1 Acs − (ρ1 −ρg )

dL1

d t
Acs (A.202)

ṁ12 =
(
∂ρl

∂p
(1−γ)+ ∂ρg

∂p
γ

)
L2 Acs

d p

d t
+ (
ρg −ρl

)
L2 Acs

dγ

d t
+ (
ρg −ρl +

(
ρl −ρg

)
γ
)

Acs
dL1

d t
+ṁo (A.203)

By using Equation (A.202) to rewrite Equation (A.173), it becomes:(
∂ρ1

∂h1

∣∣∣∣
p

(
h1 −hg

)+ρ1

)
L1 Acs

1

2

dhi n

d t
+

(
1

2

(
∂ρ1

∂h1

∣∣∣∣
p

∂hg

∂p

(
h1 −hg

)+ρ1
∂hg

∂p

)
+ ∂ρ1

∂p

∣∣∣∣
h1

(
h1 −hg

)−1

)
L1 Acs

d p

d t

+ (
ρ1

(
h1 −hg

))
Acs

dL1

d t
+ṁi n

(
hg −hi n

)=α1w f Aw f
L1

L

(
T1w −T1w f

)
(A.204)
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By using Equation (A.203) to rewrite Equation (A.189), it becomes:(
∂hl

∂p
ρl (1−γ)+

(
∂
(
ρg hg

)
∂p

− ∂ρg

∂p
hl

)
γ−1

)
Acs L2

d p

d t
+ρl

(
hg −hl

)
γAcs

dL1

d t
+ρl

(
hg −hl

)
Acs L2

dγ

d t

+ṁo (ho −hl ) =α2w f Aw f
L2

L

(
T2w −T2w f

) (A.205)

Combining Equations (A.202) and (A.203), it becomes:

mi n −mout =
[(
∂ρ1

∂p

∣∣∣∣
h1

+ 1

2

∂ρ1

∂h1

∣∣∣∣
p

∂hg

∂p

)
L1 Acs +

(
∂ρl

∂p
(1−γ)+ ∂ρg

∂p
γ

)
L2 Acs

]
d p

d t

+
((
ρl −ρg

)
γ+ (ρ1 −ρl )

)
Acs

dL1

d t
+ (
ρg −ρl

)
L2 Acs

dγ

d t
+ 1

2

∂ρ1

∂h1

∣∣∣∣
p

L1 Acs
dhi n

d t

(A.206)

A.4.8. Buffer Tank
By combining the buffer tank and the condenser, Equations (A.206) and (A.205) have to be rewritten and an
energy conservation of the buffer tank has to be given. The mass conservation of the buffer tank is given by:

dmbt

d t
= ṁi n −ṁout (A.207)

As ṁi n of the bufer tank is ṁout of the condenser, Equation (A.206) becomes:

mi n − dmbt

d t
−ṁbt ,o =

[(
∂ρ1

∂p

∣∣∣∣
h1

+ 1

2

∂ρ1

∂h1

∣∣∣∣
p

∂hg

∂p

)
L1 Acs +

(
∂ρl

∂p
(1−γ)+ ∂ρg

∂p
γ

)
L2 Acs

]
d p

d t

+
((
ρl −ρg

)
γ+ (ρ1 −ρl )

)
Acs

dL1

d t
+ (
ρg −ρl

)
L2 Acs

dγ

d t
+ 1

2

∂ρ1

∂h1

∣∣∣∣
p

L1 Acs
dhi n

d t

(A.208)

Using Equation (A.207), Equation (A.205) becomes:(
∂hl

∂p
ρl (1−γ)+

(
∂
(
ρg hg

)
∂p

− ∂ρg

∂p
hl

)
γ−1

)
Acs L2

d p

d t
+ρl

(
hg −hl

)
γAcs

dL1

d t
+ρl

(
hg −hl

)
Acs L2

dγ

d t

+
(

dmbt

d t
+ṁbt ,o

)
(ho −hl ) =α2w f Aw f

L2

L

(
T2w −T2w f

) (A.209)

The energy conservation of the buffer tank is:

d (mbt ubt )

d t
= ṁcond ,out hcond ,out −ṁbt ,ohl (A.210)

The left hand side of Equation (A.210) becomes:

d (mbt ubt )

d t
= d

(
mg ug +ml ul

)
d t

(A.211)

As m = ρV , it becomes:

d (mbt ubt )

d t
= d

(
ρg Vg ug +ρl Vl ul

)
d t

(A.212)

By taking the derivative, it becomes:

d (mbt ubt )

d t
= ρ̇g Vg ug +ρg V̇g ug +ρg Vg u̇g + ρ̇l Vl ul +ρl V̇l ul +ρl Vl u̇l (A.213)

To solve this, we first need to find V̇g . This can be done in the following steps:

dmbt

d t
= ρ̇g Vg +ρg V̇g + ρ̇l Vl +ρl V̇l (A.214)
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As the total volume of the separator cannot change, V̇l + V̇g = 0, or V̇l =−V̇g . Using this, it becomes:

dmbt

d t
= (

ρ̇g Vg + ρ̇l Vl
)+ (

ρg −ρl
)

V̇g (A.215)

By rewriting Equation (A.208) and stating that saturated density is a function of pressure, it becomes:

V̇g =
dmbt

d t −
(
∂ρg

∂p Vg + ∂ρl
∂p Vl

)
ṗ(

ρg −ρl
) (A.216)

By implementing Equation (A.216), using V̇g = V̇l and stating that saturated density is only dependent on
pressure, Equation (A.213) becomes:

d (mbt ubt )

d t
=

(
∂ρg

∂p
Vg ug +ρg Vg

∂ug

∂p
+ ∂ρl

∂p
Vl ul +ρl Vl

∂ul

∂p

)
+ (
ρg ug −ρl ul

) dmbt
d t −

(
∂ρg

∂p Vg + ∂ρl
∂p Vl

)
ṗ(

ρg −ρl
)


(A.217)

The right hand side of Equation (A.210), using Equation (A.207), becomes:(
dmbt

d t
+mbt ,o

)
hcond ,o −mbt ,ohl (A.218)

Combining Equations (A.217) and (A.218), it becomes:

d (mbt ubt )

d t
=

(
∂ρg

∂p
Vg ug +ρg Vg

∂ug

∂p
+ ∂ρl

∂p
Vl ul +ρl Vl

∂ul

∂p

)

+ (
ρg ug −ρl ul

) dmbt
d t −

(
∂ρg

∂p Vg + ∂ρl
∂p Vl

)
ṗ(

ρg −ρl
)

= dmbt

d t
hcond ,o +ṁbt ,o

(
hcond ,o −hl

) (A.219)



B
Dimensionless Numbers

There are two dimensionless numbers in the single phase correlations: the Reynolds number and the Prandtl
number. The Reynolds number (Re) is the ratio between the inertial forces and the viscous forces. It is given
by Equation (B.1).

Re = Gde

µ
(B.1)

The Prandtl number (Pr) relates the momentum diffusivity to the thermal diffusivity. It is given by Equation
(B.2).

Pr = cpµ

λ
(B.2)

In the two-phase region, there are several dimensionless numbers: Boiling number, Nusselt number , Con-
vection number, Froude number and the equivalent Reynolds number. The Boiling number (Bo) is the ratio
between the mass of vapor created and the mass flow. It is given by Equation (B.3).

Bo = q

Ghvap
(B.3)

The Nusselt number (Nu) relates the convective heat transfer to the conductive heat transfer. It is given by
Equation (B.4).

Nu = αdh

λ
(B.4)

The Convection number (Co) is given by Equation (B.5).

Co =
(
ρg

ρl

)(
1−x

x

)0.8

(B.5)

The Froude number (Fr) relates the inertia flow to the gravity. It is given by Equation (B.6).

F r = G2

ρ2g dh
(B.6)

The equivalent Reynolds number (Ree ) relates the two-phase region as a single-phase region, by using an
equivalent mass fluw Ge . It is given by Equation (B.7).

Ree = Ge de

µ
(B.7)

where Ge is given by Equation (B.8).

Ge =G

(
(1−x)+x

(
ρl

ρg

) 1
2

)
(B.8)

The Biot number (Bi) relates the convective heat transfer with the conductive heat transfer. When this value
is smaller than 0.1, the lumped thermal capacity can be taken. It is given by Equation (B.9).

Bi = αL

k
(B.9)
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The Weber number (We) relates the fluid inertia with the surface tension. It is given by Equation (B.10).

W e = G2dh

ρ σ
(B.10)
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Figure C.1: P&ID of the OTEC demo, with the ORC configuration highlighted in green
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Figure C.2: PFD of the 3MW OTEC cycle, with a seawater temperature difference of 24 degrees



D
Steady-state validation

Table D.1: Steady-state validation with a pressure drop over the orifice of 3.32 bar

Experiment Model
Component Variable Unit Value Value Deviation [%]

Evaporator

ṁi

[
kg
s

]
0.00378 0.00378 0.00

Pi [bar] 9.25 9.35 1.10
Po [bar] 9.23 9.34 1.23
Ti [°C] 19.16 14.53 -24.18
To [°C] 22.39 22.71 1.43

Tsw,o [°C] 25.05 24.74 -1.25
xo [-] 0.57 0.61 6.26
Q̇ [W] 2448.83 2837.14 15.86

Orifice
Pi [bar] 9.17 9.24 0.80
Po [bar] 5.87 5.92 0.99
To [°C] 13.26 12.61 -4.92

Condenser

Po [bar] 5.85 5.88 0.65
To [°C] 8.52 8.72 2.41

Tsw,o [°C] 7.77 8.00 3.00
Q̇ [W] 2619.91 2841.62 8.46
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Table D.2: Steady-state validation with a pressure drop over the orifice of 3.11 bar

Experiment Model
Component Variable Unit Value Value Deviation [%]

Evaporator

ṁi

[
kg
s

]
0.00394 0.00394 0.00

Pi [bar] 9.20 9.23 0.41
Po [bar] 9.18 9.22 0.53
Ti [°C] 14.02 17.61 -20.36
To [°C] 22.16 22.30 0.64

Tsw,o [°C] 24.68 24.48 -0.82
xo [-] 0.64 0.65 1.41
Q̇ [W] 2903.54 3163.91 8.97

Orifice
Pi [bar] 9.09 9.12 0.37
Po [bar] 6.00 6.01 0.31
To [°C] 13.47 12.79 -5.04

Condenser

Po [bar] 5.97 5.97 0.15
To [°C] 9.09 9.16 0.76

Tsw,o [°C] 8.25 8.35 1.19
Q̇ [W] 3087.16 3167.93 2.62

Table D.3: Steady-state validation with a pressure drop over the orifice of 2.75 bar

Experiment Model
Component Variable Unit Value Value Deviation [%]

Evaporator

ṁi

[
kg
s

]
0.00507 0.00507 0.00

Pi [bar] 8.99 9.05 0.67
Po [bar] 8.97 9.04 0.79
Ti [°C] 16.29 13.88 -14.78
To [°C] 21.41 21.65 1.11

Tsw,o [°C] 24.24 23.99 -1.03
xo [-] 0.67 0.68 1.69
Q̇ [W] 3457.01 3663.64 9.16

Orifice
Pi [bar] 8.88 8.94 0.63
Po [bar] 6.14 6.19 0.83
To [°C] 13.65 13.16 -3.55

Condenser

Po [bar] 6.11 6.15 0.66
To [°C] 9.60 9.98 3.98

Tsw,o [°C] 8.90 8.99 1.03
Q̇ [W] 3669.44 3776.88 2.93
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Table D.4: Steady-state validation with a pressure drop over the orifice of 2.46 bar

Experiment Model
Component Variable Unit Value Value Deviation [%]

Evaporator

ṁi

[
kg
s

]
0.00472 0.00472 0.00

Pi [bar] 8.83 8.89 0.72
Po [bar] 8.81 8.88 0.84
Ti [°C] 15.81 13.6 -13.97
To [°C] 20.86 21.10 1.13

Tsw,o [°C] 23.88 23.62 -1.09
xo [-] 0.72 0.73 1.36
Q̇ [W] 3904.43 4238.47 8.56

Orifice
Pi [bar] 8.71 8.78 0.79
Po [bar] 6.27 6.32 0.86
To [°C] 14.07 13.44 -4.47

Condenser

Po [bar] 6.24 6.28 0.71
To [°C] 14.07 13.44 4.47

Tsw,o [°C] 9.42 9.48 0.67
Q̇ [W] 4158.80 4241.41 1.99

Table D.5: Steady-state validation with a pressure drop over the orifice of 2.26 bar

Experiment Model
Component Variable Unit Value Value Deviation [%]

Evaporator

ṁi

[
kg
s

]
0.00485 0.00485 0.00

Pi [bar] 8.73 8.78 0.65
Po [bar] 8.71 8.77 0.77
Ti [°C] 15.37 13.46 -12.42
To [°C] 20.51 20.71 0.98

Tsw,o [°C] 23.62 23.37 -1.07
xo [-] 0.76 0.77 0.66
Q̇ [W] 4238.47 4557.22 7.52

Orifice
Pi [bar] 8.61 8.67 0.72
Po [bar] 6.37 6.41 0.73
To [°C] 14.27 13.63 -4.48

Condenser

Po [bar] 6.33 6.37 0.74
To [°C] 10.51 11.03 4.88

Tsw,o [°C] 9.78 9.82 0.41
Q̇ [W] 4503.07 4560.07 1.27
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Table D.6: Steady-state validation with a pressure drop over the orifice of 2.00 bar

Experiment Model
Component Variable Unit Value Value Deviation [%]

Evaporator

ṁi

[
kg
s

]
0.00491 0.00491 0.00

Pi [bar] 8.61 8.64 0.39
Po [bar] 8.59 8.63 0.51
Ti [°C] 15.05 13.25 -11.98
To [°C] 20.09 20.20 0.54

Tsw,o [°C] 23.25 23.05 -0.87
xo [-] 0.83 0.82 -0.83
Q̇ [W] 4697.49 4956.88 5.52

Orifice
Pi [bar] 8.47 8.53 0.70
Po [bar] 6.50 6.53 0.52
To [°C] 14.56 13.86 -4.80

Condenser

Po [bar] 6.46 6.49 0.53
To [°C] 11.08 11.56 4.39

Tsw,o [°C] 10.28 10.24 -0.37
Q̇ [W] 4989.81 4959.92 -0.60

Table D.7: Steady-state validation with a pressure drop over the orifice of 1.48 bar

Experiment Model
Component Variable Unit Value Value Deviation [%]

Evaporator

ṁi

[
kg
s

]
0.00512 0.00512 0.00

Pi [bar] 8.42 8.36 -0.61
Po [bar] 8.40 8.35 -0.49
Ti [°C] 14.77 13.40 -9.31
To [°C] 19.39 19.19 -1.05

Tsw,o [°C] 22.63 22.39 -1.04
xo [-] 0.93 0.93 -0.49
Q̇ [W] 5488.16 5776.58 5.26

Orifice
Pi [bar] 8.28 8.25 -0.31
Po [bar] 6.82 6.77 -0.60
To [°C] 15.33 14.35 -9.31

Condenser

Po [bar] 6.77 6.73 -0.46
To [°C] 12.41 12.61 1.93

Tsw,o [°C] 11.52 11.11 -3.55
Q̇ [W] 5793.71 5781.80 -0.21



E
Sensitivity Analysis

Here, the full sensitivity analysis is shown. On the left are all the output parameters, on the top are the input
parameters. With a change of 1% of the input parameter, the output parameter changes with a percentage
that corresponds with the table. For example, if the pressure of the condenser has a value of 0.4 with the
working fluid pump rotation, this means that 1% change of rotational speed results in a change of 0.4% in the
same direction for the pressure. If the value is negative, the change is in the other direction.
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fV TG npump ng ear nsw pump hot nsw pump cold

Hbt 10.92 -2.62 -2.70 5.87 9.09
ṁi nw f evap 0.08 1.20 0.18 -0.03 -0.06

Wg ear 0.00 0.00 -0.38 0.00 0.00
Wsw col d 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 3.02
Wsw hot 0.00 0.00 0.00 3.01 0.00
Wpump -0.35 1.75 0.01 0.11 0.24

wtur b 0.16 0.06 0.01 0.21 0.53
ṁtur b 0.75 0.03 0.01 0.11 0.13
ṁg ear -0.01 -0.01 1.00 0.00 0.00

ṁpump 0.10 1.47 0.00 -0.04 -0.07
ṁsw hot 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.00 0.00

ṁsw col d 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.20
Wnet 0.26 0.04 0.02 -0.72 0.29
dṁbt

d t -150.56 334.01 -2.30 -22.53 -28.73
pcond 0.14 0.00 0.00 0.02 -0.19
γcond -0.01 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.01

αsw col d 0.04 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.80
Tswout col d 0.38 0.01 0.00 0.05 -0.56

Q̇cond 0.76 0.01 0.01 0.10 0.14
Tw f cond 0.40 0.01 0.00 0.05 -0.54
αw f cond -0.31 -0.03 0.00 -0.04 0.01

ṁsep

d t -150.15 333.71 -2.36 -22.27 -28.55
αsw evap -0.02 0.00 0.00 0.74 0.00

Hsep -1.99 0.07 0.49 -1.51 -2.23
pevap -0.08 0.02 0.00 0.07 -0.01
γevap 0.11 -0.18 -0.03 0.02 0.03

xout evap 0.68 -1.20 -0.17 0.14 0.19
Tsw,out evap -0.07 -0.01 0.00 0.10 -0.01

Tw f evap -0.11 0.02 0.01 0.09 -0.02
Q̇evap 0.77 0.01 0.01 0.10 0.13

α_w f evap 0.33 0.39 0.12 0.03 0.03
d psw col d 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 2.03
d psw hot 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.99 0.00

dp -0.51 0.04 0.01 0.16 0.34
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