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Thermo-Flow Analysis of Offset-Strip Fins according to Blockage Ratio

Min-Soo Kim, Seung-Hwan Yu, Kwan-Soo Lee'
School of Mechanical Engineering, Hanyang University, Seoul 133-791, Korea

ABSTRACT: A numerical study of thermo-flow characteristics is presented to determine
correlations of pressure drop and heat transfer for offset-strip fins. As a blockage ratio
increased, previous correlations underestimate f values in laminar and turbulent regimes, and
overestimate j values in laminar regime. Therefore, new correlations, which are applicable to
fins with blockage ratios more than 15%, are presented.

Key words: Offset-strip fin(4 2=E%H 3) Blockage ratio(®34]), j factor(j <1Ab), f
factor(f <1%})
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(a) Overall geometry of offset strip fin
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(b) Front view

Fig. 1 Schematic diagram of the offset strip
fin.
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Table 1 Geometric parameters of 19 offset 05 >

strip fins . ﬁ;”’ 161719 +20% ’d,’

No. D a 5 v B%) e ° o

1 1435 0500 0033 0083 113 § s

2 1316 0180 0036 0111 118 5O S, -

3 2185 0250 0031 0067 7.8 S s

4 1200 0.127 0040 0125 125 § p

5 1131 0556 0036 0100 13.9 = 4

6 1652 0467 0047 0107 139

7 1540 0133 0036 0100 103

8 1954 0405 0028 0067 8.8 001 £~ o 05

9 2554 0465 0.023 0050 6.9 f(Manglik & Bergles)

10 3.145 0.167 0.042 0.050 5.6 (a) f values

11 1139 1000 0202 0042 7.9

12 2144 0714 0012 0075 117 006 _
13 1437 0500 0031 0.083 113 o #1-14,16,17,19 v+
14 1534 0583 0047 0061 149 o #18 L
15 0636 0700 0061 0.200 26.9 = A o
16 1434 0500 0034 0083 113 S 45 ,,'Q’

17 1534 0583 0047 0107 150 8 @

18 0922 1000 0060 0.136 225 2 LA

19 0623 1000 0024 0045 8.4 2 ROYY I
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Fig. 3 Comparison of f and j values between
present numerical data and the
correlation of Manglik & Bergles.

~0.12504 0.0404p3 (010910 Re, = 2.04)
D,

LI
5

& AR s} #159) 189 A% Re%:

A fE 0%, j = 25% oA AA Aoz mal (10)

o} 53] #18Xt} 4 B ay7t & #157F ¥ At

BN H A G S g 2 a7k B =g 01300200, 0sR 000N T 0500

A%, ZF thed ol Aed g (blockage a1

ratio, )7} & ASod+v= 4= Astel EdE A

TR IS R AR . Al A& Re 0 50004 35, 2ol 3

Wi el mE g Abssth ey 4E
g=[1- 1 |x100%) @ fAE BolelE, el 15%cl sl e 4§
Itartaytay 3% 5 Q= @At

sl BElzh 15%0l9R1 A5k 185 55 argujo) ute @

Alejstal FaA s =& en o v %

=

o
N
[>
(m
iy
b
{0
O,
o2
%
ofl
oz
rE
=
Jm
ol
=

- 1087 -



Table 2 Geometric parameters of additional
21 offset strip fins

No. Dh o § v B(%)
20 1311 02 0.02 0.2 19.9
21 0879 08 0.02 0.2 28.2
22 129 0.2 0.04 0.2 19.9
23 087 0.8 0.04 0.2 28.2
24 0765 02 0.02 0.3 27.4
25 0513 08 0.02 0.3 38.0
26 0753 02 0.04 0.3 27.4
27 0507 08 0.04 0.3 38.0
28 0976 0.2 003 025 238
29 0656 08 003 025 333
30 0789 05 002 025 289
31 0779 05 004 025 289
32 1053 05 0.02 0.2 24.2
33 0784 05 003 025 289
34 061 0.5 0.03 0.3 33.1
35 12 0.1 0.4 0.4 31.3
3 2974 01 0205 0205 187
37 1131 105 001 0205 317
38 474 105 04 0205 317
39 1375 105 0205 0205 317
40 2421 2 0.205 0205 41.1
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