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In-Situ Performance Test of a Wet Surface Finned—-Tube Evaporator
of an Air Source Heat Pump
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ABSTRACT: In this study, in-situ performance test of a wet surface finned-tube evaporator
of an air source heat pump which has a rating capacity of 20RT is carried out. Since test
conditions, such as indoor and outdoor air conditions cannot be controlled to satisfy the
standard test conditions, experiments are done with the inlet air conditions as they exist.
From the experimental data, air side heat and mass transfer coefficients were calculated by
the well known heat and mass transfer analogy and tube-by-tube method. Since current pro—
cedure underpredicted the experimental sensible heat factor (SHF), a proper empirical para-
meter was introduced to predict the experimental data with satisfactory results. This study
provides the method of evaluating the heat and mass transfer coefficients of a wet surface
finned-tube evaporator of which in-situ performance test is necessary.

Key words: Heat and mass transfer(¥d 2 &3d34g), Finned-tube(¥- ), Evaporator{&%7)),
Heat pump(@ ¥ %), Wet surface(£EH)

7 EHMY
A 9 [md)
a DESEFFVIY =AY g dgy 3
5H& [kj/kg - K]
Bo &«
Cy D oAl
Co &+
¢, ¥4E [klkg - K]
d A4 [m]

t Corresponding author
Tel.: +82-2-958-5675; fax: +82-2-958-5689
E-mail address: yikim@kist.re.r

Dyg

o

NTU

D B [mYs]

A [k]/kel

P EEFTIY A¥H [kl/kel

© @ 93 {m]

D AFHS [kg/m® - s]

D 3713 4ALAS kW/m’ - K]
P A% 4A9ASF kW/m® - K]

P E72 BAREAS [kg/m’ - s)
. tube expansion interference™® {m)
P 5ERE (k)/kel

! Lewis &, a/Dap

DAY e, A0
A 24



cond :

eva

lat
0
OA
out
¥
RA
SA

5€n

1A

fg B ool oo o of

FyY4 2Hze] FEYH

: 9+3 [kPa]

s A kW]

D 24% [kW/mi

: @9 (%]

125 [K]

¥ FA [m]

D FAdASAS kW/m' - K]
D AH G [(mYs)

P Eerl ¥YE 7 &

: AdEE [ke/kgpal
P X3gE7)e AUEE [ke/keoal
s )

£ {m/s]

astA 24

D G gAAS [m/s)
-2

CHEE

D A% [kg/m’)
R PO Eat

5t A}

A e M
NN rH e

D@9, B
: outdoor air
TET

D Y&

: return air

. supply air

: sensible

=

[y

Adnge EE #He9 Wi AuvA A

- F7)e ¥t 4s MY 819

o g #AL HAAHLE ojn 2 #HFH
nzEgled, o9 FAF A ge] T A
Pyxjo] ol 58 HATole HESE v AP
ANE ZeHez 27| HEE WAL
A &Z 719 (Energy Service Company, ESCQO) A=
g vddly HIHoZ AYIE F nv ¢
& ¥zl =2& FIFskar dh. ESCO Ardel
= o7 Eeopzl ded, 4ot AF9 YA
A6 &g B Ay 9 FREI, 44 X2
) 47%, =9 24%, 7]E} 29%2 d9 % F=
A" #gd Bolrt dluvA Ao AR5 7
252 ¢ F gk olg FHEs 9 L F=
ANade duR AlgdEE AUz Besr]. ¢
AHE 71 sdAFez @A Axde FEHE
Fgte] Bt
d9 2 Tz A2 YFy] ¥ AHUE Y
F9 o2 FHaL o)RoA glow, olF 4
DB Y A7 A Al Agetd
Aol "ol axeg & 4+ v da@ng
Fe sEgA2ATd GYHI g2 v
d = 9led olF 1Y F4% HaE IS
dxgE4n & ¢ gled, ol M Axdd
g g ¢ A5dEHg Hst WyAeg
ZAFojolt g, B3 Agzade] HE, F7
Z dAaddsrd e gAARATE AFsF
W #AYsld oj$ Fad Werr gl
Aufd -3 dugrle 713 gEFHA F
=g %"%ﬂi’ﬁ ¥y F@a 450y ez
45 gleq Z1AFHD G@o o T
Aol A=) g, & e Yo 5ol &
29 f53% A4 wde s Fr7 A Al0)E &
27 Hol v} o9} #AT HEHE E #Y
o @8 d7e A8 dFASA gt FE3
A#=le} fko} Park et al'’& o7 HAWMSFL
244 g A-#% duPr|e Avs RdEE
E5te] AHOd, Yun and Lee®= T E g
o d&£EHS e -7 dRHre] dHEs
Ag d¥3xyes FIvt. Hiller and
thksmanm-v-’r Fischer and Rice” T2 9z
7l AAE 4, 2475 2 Ad 499 1A 8/
A28 UYFo] e-NTU #AE AHEs84 434
T, Domanski®™= @3 ¢ Alele] #r7]= M2
4 °]?<1 g1 dEgo vz AR F 7 A4
Ae =Y A a4z Azt dyg@d F



820 W3 - A5 - ALY

nF g "Hasgot

AgFdent W Fa|et ol EHEGH
Ao FAlH dojuys Afes Yol 5
2 2387 ®oh Han and Kim,'® McQuiston
and Parker’” $& 7]EH ddg #A45 v
gog dAYT gAASY HAE olgdtd F
ARge Hdstna dPen, Km et al®e
<guo] s A-# du@rle AW A
gA5E 4¥gHez T3k Yoon et al®0e
#EW Fur)dl i3t Domanski®= #Ey
(tube-by-tube method)& o] &3 & =HE A
Algtn AAe] 4gdae AbeEte mde g9
Ae dF:3rie dgloh =g 258 wzEy 7t
@3 AFHY HHaRFE =gy oA7 go
g, dug@r] EH&ert 3r)e =FEEHTg 9
oba] SEo] goju= $EHL ALdE s
Baste] A3 YHPE o] gl AAolFn
ga 2 gloh 53, @3¢ dAd dugr)e W
2 Feo 23 edoez HAPgdeA FHI dF
= ge AeolE Bt

B ATdAdE 849 428 T2 o 37 @
gxel @345 A9AHE HgoR Hed @
TS WEE Hesel Furle FrE o
3 BPARASE P, 024 ANH o

.

2 HA HAe widen FE8 &Y GEY
Aol Wael AW FU7el A AL
g £ A RS T

2. MdEFA, WY 2 =d
2.1 482

A¥diA FE=2E @A KIST @/ EAdT
AE AYHY dF9g FRZEIFAY 484 4
Bo] Puupe] ALEEX dE F% FH 20RT
2] 37l o F7) d¥EZaAd dHY $E5 ¢
£71(R22)E AHEstn Q. Furle A4 127
mm, ¥4 05mme F&3} FEH(corrugated)
aZnE Poeg FAHH 64 18% FAuH EuH
7124 3 dAs 32mmeld, §5712 B2 T
Ao B3 AuF dadr|EA 59 2vez
FAEY gloew, B e 21 mmelth. BA7
FEAM AN Uy He AFPYEBE ALE
39, 3 29 suction strainer, accumulator,
filter drier, Z2] 2 sight glass S22 Y =<l

o] TA=r FrE Y Agsls £37]
90mmAge AelA 180CMMel $3 & @
2y 58 75kW2 air foil faneld. € ¥ 3
AGA LSS 737 Hato o ® Frle 2,
duHr] JET T e 52 F
Wy bl Welf, BYERE SAsACh
LR AWUE £01TY TY 480 Adetdy
ZH&gan, 7Y FEEHA: AL: 2
%RHY w5 AAE AHEsioh Yoy A2
Fdx £01%9 strain-gage type 4H E#2
FHE AMREd SR ed, Yolf% 5H
= AYE +05% BHYl FHASZ AEstdch
FNEZFE A7 e JE FRg FEUE
101%9 ALHAE AlEslded, BrI9ES] F
4 F&e} 3 DM HT F£E MY £
Agtel 2E9 #AAZ FF F, FrIHE FH
48 2489 75 FE AdsA &4
dog $%o A= Hartnett et al"’s) W
8 & ol&atd M wHezr YE
£ BEY 9 gE FA F&d g

&2 F8 5 glov, 44 AMEET e
e #F5E& A8 71A olfZE st #4A
s ggtenz o] P H et
F£S 24 £ o goaghe: FAstdol ot
ofsl #dsle Frlzd YEFEEY TAB. 7]
£712"%4) oatd gy HEeed tste] 16~64
Mot £4x4& Ansz glod, 8 didAE
16709] =4 Ao dele] F5& ZSHs o #
o HRS HE gy HE FHoE A

QO eopre OO ®

Supply Fan

Comprassor Exp. Valve
@@ T : Temperature
H : Humidity
_@ P : Pressure
F : Flowmeter

Y Velocity

Cutdoor Air <}<

Fig. 1 Schematic diagram of an experimental

.

U oo R

—

Exhaust Air l@ '
Exhaust Fan et

Condenser

apparatus.



294 dH19) $ED

et &%, 98, $F 2 RE AEE fo)
BHHS Aladd —431] 24 5]o] NIAY Labview
ZEafe] o] PC gidel BA 9 HFHYS
o, dg3F719 AZFEE Fig. 1o JehAsich

22 MEwY 3 =A

A&d we goj APUY FarE YA
ol Ha1T ol oflzt T HAH Yo
22, A3xA8 Yoz 28% + 4wy
A, og 9% 23 g0l F273 AEANH
A deldg A% Asaan dely Ase
z 7322 dgon, o5 44 AL o
g ENE QoL 08 o4 LY MWy}
02 olvleldl o|F A4 Auz BERRT o
ol HESE 20004 6% 199%H 68 BYNA
A% ol F 15set Hatol o ¥ 2AHY
A% Astel A§e e, Table o] 48z
& dehisith Furld4 @sh 2 A%
F717 W Bl e dWPe YE oA
L oo2%gen, 4 9 2AdYASe Adds
ozt @& AR o)k Mok A ¥E
e nYPoz Azao Agag

3.5EH o o ENMNDASY BY

A& W-T ARBVNY AARHE ol AR
}oged, Mad pus 3E8 YHowA
vl 6}4—1 822 A7hse] FEW(tube-
by-tube method)& Al-&3= 2o YgtE o},
PAdPe HATRLR Yol fEAEYe B
B2 st ok FEe sido] sheaA,
Aol Wo] 24FT tlE o shgel FuE
oo dmz dAHoz Ax FHe| wHs

Table 1 Experimental condition

Toa LTI 21.8~318

Tga [TC] 21.4~232
RHza [94] 54.3~72.0
P [KPa] 464~503
P ona [kPa] 1524~ 1951
Vv sa [m*/s] 257~ 261
¥ seone [11V/S] 1.82~1.84
SHF [%] 65~81

H-# 29700 F 4e AY 81

HEo)th? Hed urs} go] 4uPr] UL E
7b 29 =HRERT Yol Fo) Yol
FEANNE Hha A RG] Bale] Yo
U olofe] dake (DT vebd 4 gl

Q=h A, 0, dT +huigA,n.dw (1)

e 2R Aad dsd qReAs
o 2adgAsE @Y 2o BAE EY

By
CpaPom

= Le®? 2)

#7019 Le®d 12 Azstzn A)#H A28
Ausld FEANMY] AEgE N3 go] 4
gaate] HlHEL 4 F oo B A
S ALY $E5o o dAY, 2eln o
of % IAYE FASY FABFEH ALY
& Zzt A)s} 2(5)¥e} o] YERE & gleh

hﬂ E ]
Q= Cra a']s(eaJea) (3
1l _ _ _a a Cha
UA =~ A T ha T ha,,n @
Q=UAle,~el) (5)

EHEFE 2zugld g o
g3 “*ﬁ}gé eERAT b oY 2HEA
F2A o4 de| e Kandlikar'We 484 (6)
& Agstel ANE 4 e

k= 1, { CLCo“ (25 Fr )+ CyBo ™ Fy

A6l H, hy =0 023(d)Re;03Pr“, Co=

i 0.5 . 2
1:_x)”& ——a __G
( x o) B G'ifg’Fne plgd’

Fg, C123.45° constant FEF A= Gnie-
linski"“'e] FTA(7)S AL £E AN,
hoe ¥ 249 539 % AAYAFRA 4
(8)"9s} 2o},



822 gzl - g - P49

k_z(ﬁ) (Re—1000) Pr{c,/2)
foNd 1.0+ 12,0 e /2 (PrP—1.0)

(7

k.= 5.7exp[7,83

s . @

0.02541- d; \""( t, \"
+2'9( FP-d, ) (FP) }

R A4 ©y-9 durgre SEAA g =

EZ&2A Schmidt'?s) 24417} Threlkeld"” sl
AAZRE HOsh el epg & AT”

/ 2akh, _Q)
tanh |y —— 4,
Afin 1— ( Cpakisfy "2 )

7s=1— =
Aa 2aha d—é
kaftf 02

3% dolHENE Aol AojxW (1)
~(9% #E¥e A4a o ¥ TAVYA
F9 2w7] #F 27149 52 ALt o,

olven : A, T RH,
?;.oﬂ' RH PM' ’;.M‘ 8”"

Ty
1

| Assuma A,
]

[ Calculate 74,
]

I n = numbar of rows

%._
|
_
L
I Assume g, (O} ‘I-i
P

¥
L Calculata heatflux and Ain ,
)

] Calculats 7, and L l

N

Wet surface :
calculate G and &,

Fig. 2 Evaporator simulation program.
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