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List of symbols

.
As. . . . . . . . . surface area of heat exchanger
cp. . . . . . . . . heat capacity
Cr. . . . . . . . . capacity ratio
h. . . . . . . . . heat convection coefficient of fluid
k. . . . . . . . . thermal conductivity of tube metal wall
L. . . . . . . . . tube length
LMTD, ∆Tlm. . . . . . log-mean temperature difference
ṁh, ṁH2. . . . . .mass flowrate of hot fluid or hydrogen gas (unit kg/s)
ṁc, ṁH2O. . . . . . . . . mass flowrate of cold fluid, coolant or water (unit kg/s)
NTU . . . . . . number of transfer units
Pin, Pout. . . . . . inlet and outlet gas pressures
Pr. . . . . . . . . Prandtl number
Q̇. . . . . . cooling power, heat transfer rate (unit kW)
R. . . . . . thermal resistance
ri, ro. . . . . . inner and outer tube radius
Re. . . . . . . . . Reynolds number
Th,in, Th,out, Tc,in, Tc,out. . . . . . inlet and outlet temperatures of hot and cold fluids
U . . . . . . . . . effective heat transfer coefficient (unit W/m2 · K)

vg, vcool. . . . . . velocity of gas and coolant (unit m/s)
ε. . . . . . . . . effectiveness
η. . . . . . . . . viscosity of fluid
ρ. . . . . . . . . density of fluid
κ. . . . . . . . . thermal conductivity of fluid
µJT . . . . . . Joule-Thomson coefficient
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Abstract

The purpose of this report is to give some basic facts about heat exchangers and
summarize a series of simulations done on counter-flow concentric tube heat exchangers
for hydrogen gas bunkering using the COMSOL Multiphysics software. Part 1 of this
report consists of an exploration of how various system parameters (flowrates, pressures
and tube dimensions) influence the properties of a heat exchangers based on pure water
as coolant. Part 2 discusses how the heat exchanger performance can be improved using
ethylene glycol-water mixtures and compares these results to those using pure water
coolant. The Appendix gives tables of heat transfer coefficients for heat exchangers of
different sizes using pure water and ethylene glycol-water mixtures.
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Part 1 Water based cooling

1 Introduction

Hydrogen in gas or liquid form is considered to be one of the most important energy carriers of
the future. However, the heat management during maritime bunkering has some challenges.
The competence building project H2Maritime [1] explores future uses of hydrogen in the
maritime sector, including the use of compressed H2-gas in combination with fuel cells for
powering the electrical propulsion system in boats and ferries.

Almost all ordinary gases will cool down when they expand from a high pressure state
(Phigh, T ) to a lower pressure state (Plow, T ) for temperatures T in a range near room tem-
perature 25 °C = 298 K. However, both hydrogen and helium gas have the peculiar property
that they will heat up when the gas expends near ambient temperatures when there is no
or very limited heat transfer from the surroundings, i.e., adiabatic expansion (isenthalpic -
constant enthalpy H) or during fast filling. This can be quantified by observing that their
Joule-Thomson coefficient µJT =

(
∂T
∂P

)
H

is negative, which occurs for all temperatures above
Ti ≈ 200 K (called the inversion temperature).[2] This leads to a significant heating when
pressurized hydrogen tanks are filled from a higher pressure reservoir. Typically, the pressure
in such tanks can be in the range 300 - 700 bar. Near room temperature and at pressure 600
bar, µJT = −0.05 K/bar and decreases slightly at lower pressures.

For light-weight tanks based on composite materials with polymer linings on the inside,
this causes problems since such linings typically can be damaged by heating above about
75 − 85 °C [3]. Melting point of some of the liners can be as low as 120 °C. Ideally, a tank
containing about 1 ton (1000 kg) should preferentially be filled up from nearly empty state in
less than one half hour, which will lead to a compressed gas mass transfer rate ṁH2 more than
0.5 kg/s. Heat transfer modeling based on the Engineering Equation Solver software (EES)
[4] indicates that a cooling power of Q̇ ≈ 500 − 1000 kW will be needed in the initial phases
of tank filling in order to keep the temperature inside the tank below about 75 °C. How can
such cooling rates be obtained in practice?

The simplest would be to use heat exchangers based on a cold water (or another cold
liquid) flowing around the gas inlet pipe to the tank. In the simulations presented below some
results from finite element, mathematical heat transfer modeling of heat exchangers will be
presented.

2 Heat exchangers

Heat exchangers (HX) come in a variety of different types [5, 6, 7]. The simplest are double
pipe heat exchangers where one fluid is flowing in a tube mounted inside an outer tube
containing another fluid (liquid or gas) - the coolant - in the “annulus region”. These come
in two main types, parallel flow with both fluids entering on the same side and counter flow
where the flow direction of the fluids are opposite. Such double pipe exchangers can also be
made into more complex, bent shapes (e.g. multi-pass HX ), and fins can be added to increase
the effective surfaces area between the two fluids.

In other types of heat exchangers, the flow directions of the fluid are perpendicular to
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each other, so-called cross-flow HX. Also, larger shell-and-tube heat exchangers, with a large
number of tubes packed into an outer shell, are used in industrial applications. Larger tem-
perature changes in one of the fluids can be obtained by using condensers or evaporators. In
these, one of the fluids transfer or absorb heat from the other fluid by changing from gas to
liquid state (or the opposite).

2.1 Theory of counter-flow systems

In double pipe heat exchangers the thermal resistance R to heat transfer from hot fluid to
the colder fluid can be modeled similar to a resistor network

Rtotal = Rinner +Rwall +Router =
1

hi2πri
+

ln (ro/ri)

2πkL
+

1

ho2πro
≡ 1

U ·As
, (1)

where hi, ho and k are the heat convection coefficients of the fluids, and thermal conductivity
of the tube metal, respectively. ri and ro are radius of the inner and outer tubes, and L is
the length of the tubes. U is the effective heat transfer coefficient and As is the effective heat
transfer surface. The effective heat transfer coefficient in units of W/m2·K vary from 10-40
for gas-to-gas systems to 1000 or more for liquid-liquid systems (e.g. water-to-water) and
can reach up to 10000 for evaporators and condensers. The product UAs (in W/K) is the
important parameter for characterizing a heat exchanger system.

The heat transfer will be dominated by the smallest heat transfer coefficient of the fluids
if they are significantly different. In many cases the thermal resistance in the wall Rwall can
be neglected (i.e. thin wall) and if h1 � h2 (1 or 2 being inner or outer), then U ≈ h1. This
can often occur when one fluid is a gas and the other is a liquid.

In order to characterize heat exchangers, various characteristic numbers are used. To
have one typical number for the temperature difference between the two sides the Log-Mean
Temperature Difference (LMTD) is often used. LMTD can be defined as

∆Tlm =
∆T1 − ∆T2

ln (∆T1/∆T21)
, (2)

and the effective heat transfer rate can be calculated as

Q̇ = UAs∆Tlm. (3)

The definitions of the temperature differences ∆T1 and ∆T2 depend on the type of double pipe
HX. Using h and c for hot and cold flow, then for parallel flow HX ∆T1 = Th,in − Tc,in and
∆T2 = Th,out−Tc,out. For counter-flow they are ∆T1 = Th,in−Tc,out and ∆T2 = Th,out−Tc,in.
This corresponds to the temperature differences between the fluids at the two ends of the HX
pipes. It can be shown that LMTD for for a counter-flow heat exchanger will always be larger
then that for a similar parallel flow HX, and thus will be more energy efficient. For more
complex types of heat exchangers a correction factor for the shape has to be taken into the
definition of LMTD.

The effectiveness ε of a heat exchanger depends on its geometry and on the flow arrange-
ment. With ṁc and ṁh being the mass flowrate (in kg/s) of the cold and hot fluids and cp
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being their heat capacities and assuming ṁccp,c > ṁhcp,h, this parameter is defined as

ε =
Q̇

Q̇max
=
Th,in − Th,out
Th,in − Tc,in

. (4)

If ṁccp,c < ṁhcp,h, then Th,in − Th,out is replaced by Tc,out, − Tc,in in the equation above.
Sometimes it may be convenient to calculate the effectiveness of a HX from dimension-

less numbers. This can be done by introducing the dimensionless number called Number of
Transfer Units NTU defined as

NTU =
UAs

(ṁcp)min
, (5)

where subscript min refers to the smallest of the values for the hot and the cold fluids. Also,
one defines the capacity ratio Cr as

Cr =
(ṁcp)min
(ṁcp)max

. (6)

The effectiveness can then be written as a function of NTU and Cr, ε = ε(NTU,Cr). For
counter-flow HX, the relationship between NTU and ε is

NTU =
1

Cr − 1
ln

(
ε− 1

εCr − 1

)
. (7)

Effectiveness ε as a function of NTU and Cr for various types of heat exchangers can be
found in tables, with values ranging between 0 and 1. The ε-value increases strongly with
NTU for NTU < 1.5 and then levels off (see Fig. 1b). For fixed value of NTU , ε increases
with decreasing Cr, most clearly for NTU > 2. However, this Cr-dependence is smallest for
counter-flow heat exchangers.

3 Simulation of heat exchangers

3.1 Basic description

Heat transfer rate Q̇ and effectiveness ε for heat exchangers can be estimated based on tabu-
lated values. However, in order to get more realistic and detailed information on how a heat
exchanger will perform in hydrogen tank filling applications, detailed computer simulations
can be done based on the thermodynamic laws and finite element computer simulations meth-

(a) (b)

Figure 1: a) Counter-flow heat exchanger and b) effectiveness ε as function of NTU and Cr.
The colors are for different values of Cr.
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ods. The specific values of UAs can be obtained under various design and flow conditions. In
the current project the commercial software package COMSOL Multiphysics [8] was used to
build a model of a counter-flow heat exchanger and calculate values of temperature drop and
heat transfer rate in the H2 gas based on the temperature and mass flow rate of the gas.

The basic model consisted of two concentric tubes of structural steel with 1 mm wall
thickness. In the initial modeling the radius of the inner tube was ri = 25 mm and of the
outer R = ro = 40 mm, and the length of this tube HX, which was assumed to be straight,
was L = 10 m. This corresponds to an effective heat transfer surface of As = 1.57 m2. Based
om earlier model calculations for filling of larger gas tanks of size 30−50 m3 containing about
1000 kg of gas in less than one hour, hydrogen mass flow rates in the the range 0.5 kg/s ≤
ṁH2 ≤ 1 kg/s will be needed. For a simple HX system, the easiest would be to use cold water
at Tc = 274 K = 1 °C as the coolant. In the second part of this report the effect of changing
to other types of coolant will be investigated. In the initial simulations two different values
of temperature for the hot incoming H2-gas were used, either TH2 = Th = 298 K = 25 °C or
318 K = 45 °C.

In the simulations the exit pressure of the gas on the hydrogen side was assumed fixed
at a constant pressure Pout, and the inlet pressure Pin and pressure drop ∆P = Pin − Pout

were found as results of the simulations. Their values depended on the mass flowrate ṁH2 of
hydrogen and the temperature drop ∆T = Tin − Tout.

In the first set of simulations, a relatively low gas exit pressure of the HX Pout =10 bar was
assumed, corresponding to the initial filling of a nearly empty hydrogen tank. In the current
model and using ṁH2 = 1 kg/s, the gas inlet and outlet velocities were between vg =500 m/s
and 600 m/s. However, for ṁH2 = 1.5 kg/s the outlet velocity was more than 900 m/s, which
is much more than half of the speed of sound c in hydrogen at this pressure (cH2 ≈ 1365
m/s). Therefore, it seems reasonable at this point to limit the mass flow to ṁH2 ≤ 1 kg/s.
The pressure drops were ∆P =0.8 bar and 3.0 bar at mass flow rates ṁH2 = 0.5 kg/s and 1
kg/s, respectively.

3.2 Simulation on a HX system of fixed size

Figure 3a) shows the heat exchange power Q̇ of the system for various values of the cooling
water flow rate ṁc, gas inlet temperatures Tin and gas exit pressure Pout. As can be seen, the
HX power increased with water mass flow rate and with temperature difference between hot
and cold fluid (Tc = 274 K). For low exit pressures, the power leveled off for ṁH2 > 0.8 kg/s,
while at higher pressures the HX power continued to increase with mass flow rate, but seemed

Figure 2: Schematic view of heat exchanger tubes. The thickness of the two steel tubes is
1mm.
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a) b)

Figure 3: a) Total heat exchange power as function of H2 mass flow rate for H2 and b) the
corresponding temperature drop in the hydrogen gas. The notation in the legends: Water
mass flow rate ṁc − H2 inlet temperature Tin − H2 exit pressure Pout.

to nearly be independent of the exit pressure.
These results can be seen in a more useful way by looking at the temperature drop ∆T

over the heat exchanger for the gas as presented in Fig. 3b). For the lowest flow rates,
∆T actually decreased with increasing ṁH2, indicating that the heat transfer is not efficient.
However, in the low pressure range and above ṁH2 > 0.5 kg/s, the HX power increased nearly
linearly with flow rate and with temperature drop in the range 10 K ≤ ∆T ≤ 40 K. For higher
exit pressures Pout > 250 bar, the relatively high density of the gas led to a decrease in the
cooling effect, and consequently also a drop in ∆T , as the hydrogen flow rate was increased.
Here, apparently the heat exchange power increased but not fast enough to compensate for
the increasing flow rate.

The effect of increased exit pressure, and thereby density of the gas, can be seen in Fig.
4. At constant flow rate the exchange power Q̇ increased up to a pressure of about Pout ≈ 40

bar and then was nearly constant as seen in Fig. 4a). However, there was a considerable
decrease in the temperature drop ∆T of the gas in the low pressure range, mainly due to the
increased density as pressure increased, i.e., there was more material to cool down. Above
about Pout = 100 bar this drop ∆T remained constant. Both the heat exchange power and
the temperature drop scaled nearly proportional to the hydrogen mass density as one would
expect from simple theory of heat exchangers.
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a) b)

Figure 4: a) Heat exchange power Q̇ as function of hydrogen exit pressure Pout for two flow
rates of gas. b) The corresponding drop in temperature of the gas. The values were calculated
for a H2 inlet temperature of Tin = 318 K.

a) b)

Figure 5: a) Heat exchange power and b) hydrogen gas temperature drop as function of
gas inlet temperature Tin for H2 mass flow ṁH2 = 1 kg/s, water flow ṁc = 10 kg/s, and
Tc = 274 K.

Simulations with varying gas inlet temperature Tin and with water temperature kept fixed
at Tc = 274 K showed the expected linear variation with temperature difference Tin − Tc as
shown in Fig. 5. A linear fit ∆T ∼ ε · (Tin − Tc) gave ε = 0.41 and ε = 0.35 for Pout = 10 bar
and 100 bar, respectively (Fig. 5b). Here, ε is the same as the effectiveness defined in Eqn.
4, i.e., it gives the the amount of removed heat (power Q̇) relative to the maximum possible
value. For the cases shown in Fig. 4, the effectiveness was ε ≈ 0.47 for ṁH2 = 0.5 kg/s and
ε ≈ 0.34 for ṁH2 = 1.0 kg/s, except for the lowest flow rates where its value was slightly
higher.

The heat capacity at constant pressure cp (“specific heat”) of hydrogen is in the range
14.4 kJ/(kg · K) ≤ cp ≤ 14.8 kJ/(kg · K) for pressures in range 1 − 300 bar. For water the
value is cp,H2O ≤ 4.22 kJ/(kg · K). With ṁH2= 1 kg/s and ṁH2O= 10 kg/s, the capacity
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a) b)

Figure 6: Effect of HX inner tube size on a) exchanged heat power Q̇ and b) temperature
drop ∆T for various sizes of the water outer tube radius. In all cases the flows were ṁH2= 1
kg/s and ṁc= 10 kg/s with Tin= 318 K and Tc= 274 K.

ratio defined above was Cr =
(ṁcp)min
(ṁcp)max

=
(ṁcp)H2

(ṁcp)H2O
≈ 14.6

42.2 = 0.346, and the heat transfer rate
and effectiveness were controlled mainly by the flow of hydrogen. Based on Eq. 7, values for
NTU were calculated and were in the range 0.5−0.7. From Eq. 2 the Log-Mean Temperature
Difference (LMTD) was found typically to be near ∆Tlm ≈ 30. Then, from the known surface
area A ≈ As (here A = 1.57 m2), the main parameter characterizing the system, i.e. the
effective heat transfer coefficient U can be calculated from Eq. 3. This parameter will depend
on the flow conditions in the inner and outer tubes and can be used to estimate cooling
power Q̇ for similar flow conditions but with different inlet and outlet temperatures. In the
simulations presented above, typically U = 3000 − 4000 W/(m2 · K).

3.3 Exploring effects of HX tube sizes

In the above simulations the sizes of the heat exchanger tubes were kept at fixed, chosen
values: ri = 25 mm for the inner, ro = 40 mm for the outer, and L =10 m for the length.
However, flow conditions in the tubes as well as heat exchange power will depend on sizes.
In order to explore how much influence these parameters will have on the performance, the
effects of variations of the inner and outer radius of the tubes were studies. The results are
presented in Fig. 6. As can be seen, for fixed outer tube radius the heat transfer power as well
as the temperature drop increased with inner tube radius (for fixed mass transfer rates ṁH2

and ṁc). This was probably due to lower gas velocity in m/s inside the inner tube and larger
heat transfer surface, which both contributed to more efficient heat transfer. However, a 50%
increase in inner radius gives 50% increase in surface area but gave only 10 − 15% increase
in temperature drop. From this figure the ri/ro-combination of 30mm/45mm had the same
cooling effect as the combination ri/ro= 21mm/40mm.

Increasing the tube length of a heat exchanger may seem a simple way to increase cooling
capacity. But this works only to a limited degree as can be clearly seen in Fig. 7a). Here, the
tube length has been increased from L= 5 m up to 100 m. First, there was a nearly linear
increase with length for both temperature drop ∆T (black curve - left axis) and for cooling
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a) b)

Figure 7: a) Variation of temperature drop ∆T (left axis scale) and HX power Q̇ (right axis
scale) on tube length L. b) Pressure drop ∆P in gas. Flow conditions: ṁH2 = 0.5 kg/s,
ṁc = 10 kg/s, H2 exit pressure 100 bar.

power Q̇ (red curve - right axis), but this leveled off to nearly constant (or slightly dropping)
beyond L ≈ 40 m and reached maximum values of ∆T = 35−40 K and Q̇ ≈ 300 kW. The gas
pressure drop across the heat exchanger remained small (<1 bar) for these flow conditions as
shown in Fig. 7b).

4 Discussion - using water as coolant

There are many parameters involved in efficient heat exchanger design and operation, includ-
ing system sizes (radius, length) and flow conditions (temperature, pressure, mass flow rate),
and it is difficult to optimize without having in mind also practical considerations and system
cost. Based on initial calculations in EES, a temperature at the HX outlet, i.e., at the inlet to
the tank, of about Th,out=233 K = −40 °C will be needed during fast filling in order to keep
the temperature inside the tank below the upper temperature limit of about 80 °C. By adding
anti-freeze to water, the freezing point can be reduced a significant amount. For example a
mixture of 60% ethylene glycol and 40% water freezes at −45 °C, and has a specific heat cp
of about 3/4 that of water. The viscosity of such glycol/water mixtures is much higher than
that of water, but the glycol/water flow conditions can be kept similar, and then the heat
transfer effects may increase due to the larger temperature difference between the gas and the
coolant. This option will be discussed in the second part of this report.

As can be deduced from Fig. 5, the temperature drop in the gas scaled with the tem-
perature difference between incoming gas and cooling fluid ∆Tinlets = Th,in − Tc,in. This was
as expected from the general theory in Section 2.1. With Tc,in = 233K for the HX fluid
mixture, ambient temperature Th,in = 25 °C = 298 K for the gas, ε = 0.45 − 0.50, and using
ṁc/ṁh ≈ 10, a temperature drop up to ∆T = 35 K can be obtained. For cooling of 1 ton of
gas, much more than 10 tons (> 10 m3) of cooling fluid need to be prepared and stored before
the filling operation. This will require additional infrastructure for storage and pre-cooling.

However, one single double-pipe heat exchanger may not be sufficient to meet the cooling
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needs for a medium sized hydrogen gas tank during bunkering. An alternative solution will
be to use several pipes of smaller radius, either as parallel pipes or in multi-pass. Then,
the total surface area will be increased, flow velocity will be decreased, and heat exchange
may be improved.With several thinner pipes in parallel, a total hydrogen mass flowrate of
about 1 kg/s and total coolant flowrate only slightly above 10 kg/s may be sufficient to reach
the temperature goals. Smaller pipe dimensions will lead to higher pressure drop in the gas.
However, the complexities of such multi-pipe systems will clearly increase the installation
costs (CAPEX). Part 2 of this report contains simulation studies with glycol/water mixture
coolant as well as using reduced pipe dimensions and fluid flowrates that may contribute to
partly solve the temperature challenge mentioned above.

It may also be noted that there exist synthetic, organic or silicone based heat transfer
fluids that can operate down to −100 °C but these are expensive, and their specific heat is
considerably lower than that of water (∼< 1

5). Their environmental impact may be hazardous
and give considerable drawback to systems involving their use in heat exchangers.

5 Conclusion of Part 1

Finite element based computer simulations have been performed for a heat exchanger to be
used during filling at moderate to high transfer rates of tanks for compressed hydrogen gas.
The model was built in order to give heat transfer rates in the order of a few 100 kW based
on cold water as coolant. Temperature drop in the gas of up to about 30K was obtained.
Cooling power of slightly above 200 kW can be obtained in a single counter-flow double pipe
heat exchanger. However, more complex design with several parallel pipes may be needed to
reach the 500-1000 kW level that probably will be needed for filling in less than one half hour
of tanks containing about 1 ton of compressed gas.
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Part 2 - Cooling based on ethylene
glycol-water mixtures

6 Cooling using other water-based refrigerants

In order to reduce the inlet temperature of the coolant below the freezing point of water
(0 ◦C, 273.15 K) to achieve a more efficient cooling, solutions of water mixed with organic
based liquids can be used. Some examples are mixtures with glycerol (Tmin = −40 °C), ethyl
alcohol (−45 °C ), propylene glycol (−50 °C), or ethylene glycol (−51 °C ). Even ordinary salt,
NaCl, can be used (Tmin = −33 °C ). However, in order to have a wide temperature range
of operation, ethylene glycol-water (EG-water) mixtures are commonly used. Depending on
concentration, these mixtures can operate from Tmin up to a maximum temperature of about
Tmax= 125 °C. The concentration range of ethylene glycol can be from few % up to 60%, and
this will influence the physical properties of the mixture, in particular the viscosity and heat
capacity. Figure 8 shows how the freezing point of an EG-water mixture varies with the EG
concentration. Figure 9a) shows how viscosity η and heat capacity cp vary with temperature
for pure water and for a 50% EG-water mixture. As can be seen, the most important change
happens in the viscosity of the fluids at lower temperatures, which for EG-water can change
by a factor of more than 100 over its applicable range. As a compromise between lowest
freezing point and not too high viscosity, the EG-water-50% mixture was used as a typical
example in the rest of this study.

Figure 8: The freezing temperature of ethylene glycol-water mixtures as function EG concen-
tration.

In a fluid flow model, the other important parameters in addition to η and cp, are fluid den-
sity ρ and heat conductivity κ. The temperature variation of these parameters are presented
in Fig. 9b). These changes with temperature have also to be taken into considerations in the
flow simulation model. Based on data for EG-water-50% mixtures extracted from Ref. [4], the
following parameterizations were found to be valid in the temperature range 238 K < T <
400 K:

η(T )/ [Pa · s] = 1.089 · 10−3 + 1.783 · 105 · exp (−0.0628 · T ) (8)
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a) b)

Figure 9: Properties of pure water and an EG-water mixture. a) Viscosity η and heat capacity
cp as function of temperature. Note log scale on left hand axis. b) Density ρ and heat
conductivity κ vs. temperature.

cp(T )/ [kJ/(kg · K)] = 0.629 + 0.0131 · T − 1.35 · 10−5 · T 2 (9)

ρ(T )/
[
kg/m3

]
= 1070.6 + 0.476 · T − 1.7 · 10−3 · T 2 (10)

κ(T )/ [W/(m · K)] = 0.2142 + 5.965 · 10−4 · T (11)

These parameterizations were supplied to the material properties library of the COMSOL
software to be used in the following simulations.

7 Comparisons of efficiency of water and EG-water as coolant

Several series of simulations were performed using either an EG-water-50% mixture or pure
water as coolant in the HX-model above (inner tube ri = 25 mm, outer tube ro = 24 mm,
length L = 10 m - see Fig. 2). The hydrogen gas exit pressure was kept fixed at Pout = 100
bar. Similar simulations were also done on two smaller systems, both of length L = 10 m,
but with inner/outer tube dimensions ri / ro = 15 mm / 24 mm and ri / ro =10 mm / 15 mm.
Various values of the mass flowrate of the coolants in the range 0.02 kg/s < ṁc < 10 kg/s
were explored. Different flowrates of gas in the range 0.005 kg/s < ṁH2< 1.0 kg/s were used.

The drop in temperature of the gas, ∆T , is proportional to the total amount of exchanged
heat Q. For a certain flowrate ṁH2, ∆T is also proportional to the heat exchange rate
Q̇. Using Eq. 3, the heat exchange coefficient U will then be the important parameter that
determines the exit temperature Tout and temperature drop ∆T for fixed gas inlet temperature
Tin and fixed temperature of the coolant Tc. In the following, we used Tc = 238 K for EG-water
and 274 K for pure water. The results for the effective value of U from selected simulations are
presented in Table 1. Here, the left column shows the type and temperature of coolant, and
the second column coolant mass flowrate. The next columns show heat exchange coefficients
for systems with different sizes of the inner and outer tubes, ri and ro. As can be seen,
the effective heat transfer is apparently much better for water than for EG-water mixtures
under the same flow conditions − nearly a factor of four, and more than five times for the
widest tubes. Some reasons for this will be discussed in the next section. However, this
better cooling capacity of water is partly compensated for by the lower temperature Tc of the
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Ri/Ro= 25/40 mm 15/24 mm 10/15 mm
Coolant / Tc ṁc[kg/s] U [W/(m2·K)] U [W/(m2·K)] U [W/(m2·K)]
Water / 274 K 1 1111 2486 5766

EG-H2O / 238 K 1 203 512 1292
Water / 274 K 2 1593 3955 8232

EG-H2O / 238 K 2 285 826 1989
Water / 274 K 5 2443 6361 12043

EG-H2O / 238 K 5 451 1436 3536

Table 1: Comparison of effective heat transfer coefficient U for water and EG-H2O-50%
coolants for selected coolant mass flowrates ṁc for heat exchangers with different radius
of inner/outer tubes. The hydrogen mass flowrate was ṁH2= 0.5 kg/s and the gas inlet
temperature Tin = 300 K.

EG-water coolant. Then, the final temperature drop in the gas may be similar. Also, the
cooling capacity increases with decreasing tube radius as is clearly seen in the table. This can
partly be explained by the increasing flow velocities of fluids for reduced tube cross sections
and partly due to the effect that a thinner inner tube brought more of the gas closer to the
cold inner tube wall.

The effective heat transfer coefficient will depend on the mass flowrate of the coolant.
Figure 10 shows how the heat transfer of water and EG-water depends on coolant flowrate
ṁc for differently sized pipes [25 mm - a) and c), 15 mm - b) and d)]. As one may expect
from Eq. 3, the heat transfer coefficient is independent of the temperature Tin = TH2 of the
incoming gas, as demonstrated in Figs. 10 a) and b). The actual drop in temperature of the
gas, ∆T , in these two cases are shown in Figs. 10 c) and d). The slightly larger temperature
drop using EG-water was due to the lower coolant temperature Tc = 238 K as compared to
Tc = 274 K for water. One may note that the differences in ∆T -values between the coolants
were smaller at low coolant flowrates and increased at higher flowrates.

The effect of the HX design on the cooling capacity and temperature drop can be more
clearly seen in Fig. 11, which shows a comparison of one narrow tubes and one wider tubes
counter-flow heat exchanger. Here, the inner tube radii were ri = 15 mm and ri = 25 mm,
respectively. Although the HX-coefficients U for EG-H2O systems were much smaller than
those for systems based on pure water, for narrower tube systems the temperature drop in
the gas was larger with EG-water-50% then with pure water. This was mainly due to the
lower coolant temperature Tc, and the differences between the coolants became smaller as the
gas temperature rose as shown in Fig. 11a). However, for wider tube HX-systems this effect
appeared to be opposite as shown in Fig. 11b). Here water was a much better coolant then
EG-water mixtures, and the differences between coolants increased as gas inlet temperature
Tin increased. Some of the explanation for this different behaviour will be discussed in the
following section about coolant flow patterns.

Table 2 shows typical values of the heat transfer coefficient in the narrow tube system for
smaller gas mass flowrates with fixed coolant flowrate ṁc= 3 kg/s. These values were found
to be nearly independent of the gas exit pressure Pout from the HX.
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a) b)

c) d)

Figure 10: Heat transfer coefficients (U in Eq. 3) as function of coolant mass flowrate for heat
exchangers with inner tube radius a) ri = 25 mm and b) ri = 15 mm for fixed H2 flowrate of
ṁH2 = 0.03 kg/s = 1.8 kg/min. The corresponding temperature drop ∆T in the gas for the
two different radii are shown in c) - 25 mm and d) - 15 mm. The gas inlet temperatures were
Tin = 290 K or 310 K.

Water EG-H2O-50%
ṁH2/kg/s U [W/(m2·K)] U [W/(m2·K)]

0.03 1200 520
0.1 2400 810
0.3 3900 1000

Table 2: Effective heat transfer coefficient U for water and EG-water mixtures in a HX-system
with inner/outer tube radius of 15 mm / 24 mm and coolant flowrate ṁc= 3 kg/s.

For fixed values of the flowrates of gas and coolant and keeping fixed separation of the
inner and outer tube (i.e., fixed ro − ri= 5 mm), the heat transfer coefficient decreased with
increasing inner tube radius as shown in Fig. 12. This decreasing trend may partly be due
to the lower velocities of gas and coolant as the cross section areas available to the fluids
increased. The U -values for pure water were typically 70-100 % higher than those for the
EG-water mixture.

17



a) b)

Figure 11: a) Temperature drop in the hydrogen gas as function of gas inlet temperature
for different type and flowrate ṁc of coolant. a) HX-system with inner/outer tube radius of
15mm / 24 mm, and b) for ri/ ro = 25 mm / 40 mm. Here ṁH2 = 0.03 kg/s and Pout = 100
bar.

Figure 12: Variation of heat transfer coefficient U with radius ri of inner tube for fixed
separation between the tubes, ro − ri= 5 mm. The flowrates were kept constant at ṁH2 =
0.1 kg/s and ṁc= 2.0 kg/s.
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8 Coolant flow patterns and cooling capacity

As discussed above, the dimensions of heat exchanger tubes have important effects on their
cooling capacity. This will be described in more details in this section.

8.1 Flow velocity and pressure drops

The flow velocity vg of gas will depend on the tube diameter, exit pressure and on the mass
flowrate of the gas. Typically, it ranged from vg ≤5 m/s up to several hundreds of m/s. The
velocity of the coolants was in the range 0.1 m/s < vcool < 4 m/s. The Reynolds number
characterizing the flow is defined as Re = ρvd

η , where v is the flow velocity and d is a typical
length scale (e.g. tube radius or distance between tubes). For the hydrogen gas, we found
1500 < ReH2 < 2 · 107, and for water and EG-water-50% the numbers were in the range
30 < ReH2O < 7 · 104 and 1.0 < ReEG−H2O < 2000, respectively. The flow were then in most
cases turbulent both for the hydrogen gas and for the water coolant. This has been taken
into account in the simulations and ensured a good mixing of hot and cold parts of the fluids.
However, for EG-based coolant the flow will mainly be laminar, and the temperature mixing
during flow will be less efficient.

The pressure drop ∆Pcool driving the coolant was typically a fraction of 1 bar, but for
coolant flowrate near 10 kg/s the pressure drop over the 10 m long tube could go above 1.0
bar. The pressure drop in the gas was often few tens of Pascals but could reach up to about
∆PH2 ≈ 0.3 bar for the highest flowrates.

8.2 Velocity and temperature distributions

Although the heat capacity of EG-water mixtures is only about 2/3 of that of water, the
most important differences occurred due to the much larger differences in their viscosity and
the influence of viscosity on the liquid flow pattern and flow velocity. These effects could be
seen when looking into flow and temperature distribution patterns in the CFD simulations.
Figure 13 shows some examples of coolant velocity profile at the outlet (left column) and
temperature profile plot in a cross section of the annulus of the outer tube (right column).
Subfigure 13a)-d) are from wider HX-systems and e)-f) are from a narrower setup.

The water velocity profiles (vcool vs. r) along the outer tube radius near the water outlet
showed a nearly parabolic shape in all simulations with only minor differences between the
velocity at the inner and outer walls of the annulus (at r ≈25 mm and 40 mm) as can be
seen in Fig. 13a). The heat from the gas was mixed into the whole volume of water before
reaching the coolant exit, as shown in Fig. 13b). Here, the water inlet is at the figure “top”
at z = L = 10 m and the outlet is at the “bottom” at z = 0 (at the hydrogen gas inlet). The
flow mixed well the warmer water from near the wall into the bulk volume of the coolant.

For a similar heat exchanger using EG-water mixture, the situation was somewhat differ-
ent. Due to the higher viscosity of the EG-H2O-50% mixture (η = 0.06 Pa·s vs. 0.002 Pa·s
for H2O), the flow profile in the radial direction inside the annulus became very asymmetric
and skewed as seen in Fig. 13c). Near the wall that separated the gas and coolant and close
to the coolant exit (z =0), the velocity of the mixture was about five times higher than near
the outer wall of the tube (i.e., 1 m/s vs. 0.2 m/s). The strong shear forces near the inner
wall did not mix the heat into the bulk of the EG-water mixture, but only a thinner layer
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a) b)

c) d)

e) f)

Figure 13: Coolant velocity profiles vcool(r) at outlet and temperature distributions T (r, z)
inside the coolant for a)-b) pure water at 274 K and c)-f) EG-water-50% at 238 K. The
parameters used in simulation were: a)-b) ri = 25 mm, ro = 40 mm, ṁc = 5 kg/s, ṁH2 =
0.06 kg/s; c)-d) ri = 25 mm, ro = 40 mm, ṁc = 5 kg/s, ṁH2 =0.1 kg/s; e)-f) ri = 15 mm,
ro = 24 mm, ṁc = 3 kg/s, ṁH2 =0.03 kg/s. In b), d) and f) the coolant inflow was from
top of the page (at z = L = 10 m). The temperature of the gas flowing in opposite direction
to that of coolant (from z = 0) was TH2 = 310 K. The inset in e) shows the temperature
increase - ∆T vs. r - in the coolant in a layer of thickness 3 mm closest to the inner wall.
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near this wall (of order a few mm) was heated and contributed to the cooling of the gas. This
is shown in Fig. 13d).

This uneven heat distribution in the coolant may partly be diminished by using smaller
diameters of both inner and outer tubing. One such case with ri/ro =15 mm/24 mm is shown
in Figs. 13e) and f). Now the coolant velocity profile was more parabolic in shape (but still
slightly asymmetric) and the overall cooling effect with EG-water became better than with
pure water, as was also shown in Fig. 11a) above. However, still only the part of the EG-water
mixture closer to the wall contributed to the cooling. This can easily be seen in Fig. 13f).
This strong temperature gradient in the fluid is displayed more clearly in the inset of Fig.
13e), which shows ∆T vs. radius r in the annulus. Closest to the wall the temperature of
the EG-water coolant was increased by about 45 K, and this temperature increase dropped
to nearly zero within the first mm closest to the inner wall.

The smaller distance between inner and outer tube in this last case contributed to an
effective increased coolant flow velocity, to the improved total cooling effect, and to the larger
temperature drop ∆T . Indeed, keeping inner tube radius fixed while reducing the outer
tube radius, the effective cross section area available for the coolant flow could be reduced.
However, a 50% reduction in cross section area with a similar reduction in the mass flowrate,
i.e. keeping the flow velocity constant in a thinner annular shell, did only reduce the heat
transfer coefficient U by about 10%. This observation supports what was concluded above that
the main cooling effect for EG-water coolants happened in a thin layer of few mm thickness
outside the inner tube, and heat will not be distributed throughout the bulk of this coolant.
For pure water coolant, the good liquid mixing in the turbulent flow distributed the extracted
heat throughout the whole volume of water.

These observations are consistent with what can be deduced from the Prandtl numbers
for these fluids. The Prandtl number Pr = cpη/κ is the ratio of momentum diffusivity to
thermal diffusivity. Here, Pr =0.7, 13, and 504 for H2, water, and EG-H2O-50%, respectively.
This means that for hydrogen the low viscosity will enhance the spreading of heat, while for
EG-mixtures with high value of Pr, heat will mainly be transported by convection. Since
convection was small in the relatively fast-flowing EG-mixture with no turbulent mixing, the
transport of heat perpendicular to the flow direction was small. Thus, it will be the coolants
that limit the heat transport rate in this type of heat exchanger.

9 Temperature estimates based on heat transfer coefficients

The effective heat transfer coefficient U is nearly independent of the temperature and pressure
of the incoming gas and only depends on the type of coolant and the mass flowrates ṁH2

of gas and ṁc of coolant. The total cooling effect depends also of the total contact area
As = 2πRi · L, where L is the length of the HX tubes.

Using Eqns. 2 and 3 or Eqns. 4 and 7, the hydrogen gas exit temperature and temperature
drop in the HX could be calculated when inlet temperatures and the U -value of the flow
configuration were known. This can for example be done using the EES software [4]. One
example based on a parameterization of U as function of coolant flowrate ṁc for fixed gas
flowrate mH2 is shown in Fig. 14. This figure shows a comparison of the cooling effect of
EG-water and pure water for various temperatures of the inlet hydrogen gas temperature.
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Figure 14: Gas outlet temperature TH,out from heat exchanger as function of inlet temperature
using pure water coolant at (ṁc= 0.7 kg/s, Tc = 274 K) and EG-H2O-50% at (ṁc= 0.7 and
1.5 kg/s, Tc =238 K). The hydrogen flowrate was ṁH2= 0.1 kg/s.

The mass flowrate of gas was mH2= 0.1 kg/s and for water the flowrate was ṁc= 0.7 kg/s.
Two different flowrates, 0.7 kg/s and 1.5 kg/s, were used for EG-H2O-50%. This figure shows
that the cooling effect of the EG-mixture is better than that of water for lower gas inlet
temperatures, i.e. up to about TH,in ≈ 290 K for similar mass flowrates ṁc= 0.7 kg/s (red
curve). Above that temperature pure water was a better coolant. This crossover point can
be shifted to higher tenperature by increasing the EG-mixture flowrate as shown by the blue
curve for ṁc= 1.5 kg/s. Thus, whether EG-H2O-50% or pure water is the best coolant will
depend on the details of heat exchanger design and fluid flowrates and will also depend on
operation temperature range.

Three different sized counter-flow HX systems have been studied; one with narrow inner
tube - ri = 10 mm, one intermediate sized with ri = 15 mm, and one wider with ri =

25mm. More details and heat exchange coefficient for these systems using water and EG-
water coolants can be found in Appendix A. Fig. 15a) shows a summary of some results from
calculations of temperature inside a 5 m3 hydrogen gas tank after a filling of 150 kg gas using
the three differently sized HX systems. Coolant flowrates in the range 0.5 kg/s < ṁc < 5

kg/s were used. Here it can clearly be seen that for water coolant the size of the HX tubing
is not very important for the final gas temperature. However, for EG-water coolant there is a
much wider spread in gas exit temperature and smaller sizes of the tubing have large positive
effects on performance.

The final temperature in after filling of 150 kg hydrogen in the same 5 m3 tank using
different coolant flowrates are shown in Fig. 15b). Here, the differently coloured curves are
for different gas flowrate and for different type of coolant. In this example there were only
smaller differences in the temperature inside the tank for coolant flowrates below about ṁc =

0.5 kg/s. However, these final temperatures are far too high for what can be allowed inside a
composite materials tank. In this calculation the EES modeling tool described in Appendix
B was used, which also took into account the estimated heat capacity of the tank walls. For
coolant flowrates above ṁc ≈ 2 kg/s, there is a clear advantage of using the EG-water coolant
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a) b)

Figure 15: a) Comparison of heat exchangers with different inner tube radius (10/15/25 mm).
The bars show ranges of gas temperatures inside a 5 m3 tank during filling of 150 kg H2 using
filling rate of 0.05 kg/s (3 kg/min) for 1500 s with i) water at 1°C or ii) EG-H2O-50% at
-35°C as coolant. The coolant mass flowrates were varied in the range 0.5-5.0 kg/s. b) Final
temperature in this tank as function of coolant flowrate ṁc using different gas flowrates ṁH2.
Initial state of the tank was at T = 25 °C, P =20 bar, and the final pressure after filling
ended in the range 62-70 bar (depending on final temperature).

with a temperature reduction in the gas 20-30 K larger than that obtained using water. The
cooling capability of water seems to level off and be nearly independent of flowrate for ṁc > 5

kg/s in the current heat exchanger model.

10 Summary and Conclusion of Part 2

Various mixtures of ethylene glycol in water can be used as an alternative to pure water in
heat exchangers. The temperature of the coolant can then be brought down below −50 °C.
However, due to the much higher viscosity EG-water mixtures, at low temperatures up to 200
times that of pure water, the effectiveness and usefulness of these mixtures show limitations.
Higher heat capacity and better flow properties of water make the effective heat transfer
coefficient U of water typically a factor of 2-5 larger than that of EG-water mixtures. This
lower value of U can partly be compensated for by a much lower coolant inlet temperature,
Tc � 0 °C. As a general rule, it seems that water appears to be better coolant for large
flowrates of gas, which also requires high flowrate of coolant. This can partly be explained
by the observation that whereas the whole bulk volume of water is heated during the passage
through the heat exchanger, only a thinner layer near the contact wall between the fluids will
be heated when using EG-water mixtures. The thickness of this layer can be of order few
mm up to about 5 mm. Then, a smaller separation between inner tube and outer tube, i.e.,
the “annulus” for coolant, may be advantageous since the effective flowrate can be reduced
without compromising much on the cooling capacity. On the other hand, this will require a
higher coolant pressure difference across the heat exchanger tube, adding to system operation
costs.

The pressure drop in the inner gas tube was typically less than 1 bar for the dimensions of
inner tubes studied in the present simulations. The Reynolds numbers Re for the flow in both
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inner and outer tube were in most cases high (∼ 103−105), which indicates turbulent flow and
improved mixing in the fluid. However, for ethylene glycol-water mixtures it was observed
that the Re numbers are smaller, and the flow was laminar with less efficient temperature
mixing. This was confirmed by observing rapid drop in the coolant temperature in a few mm
layer outside the wall of the inner tube.

Since the heat transfer coefficient U depends on the HX system dimensions and fluid
flowrates, tables of U -values for selected system configurations may be created, or the heat
transfer coefficient may be parameterized as function relevant system parameters (ri, ro, ṁc,
ṁH2, Tc). The effects on U of gas outlet pressure Pout and gas inlet temperature TH2,in were
found to be relatively small.

For smaller hydrogen mass flowrates ṁH2 ∼ 0.1 kg/s= 6 kg/min, both water and EG-
H2O-50% coolants with flowrates of ṁc ∼ 1 kg/s can be used in order to keep the outlet gas
temperature below about 25 °C. However, to fill larger tanks with one ton or more of gas in
about one half hour, then the much higher gas flowrates that will be needed will require a
special and optimized design of the heat exchanger in order to avoid overheating.

This report has just discussed heat transfer in simple, unmodified double pipe heat ex-
changers. There exists a large literature on how passive or active modifications of such devices
can improve heat transfer, including tube inserts, wall modifications and stirrers to get better
flow mixing. This is summarized in a review article from 2017 by M. Omidi, M. Farhadi,
and M. Jafari [9]. Some studies published after that are given in Refs. [10]−[17]. Use of
nanoparticles added to the coolant in order to increase the thermal coupling has also been
studied, and this has been summarized by Hajatzadeh et al. [18] and by Louis et al. [19]. All
these types of modifications can increase the heat transfer rate by a considerable amount but
will also increase the pressure drop across the tubing and thereby the pumping power needed.
Thus, there is an energy cost for all such improvements. Finally, a compressed hydrogen
storage system for fast filling of hydrogen gas has been studied by Li et al. [20].
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A Appendix - Calculation of heat transfer coefficients

Values for the heat transfer coefficients U for three differently sized concentric pipe counter-
flow heat exchangers were calculated based on the CFD method and models described in Sec-
tion 3.1. Typical values of the hydrogen gas mass flowrates ṁH2 and coolant mass flowrates
ṁc were chosen. Values of U for other values of ṁH2 and ṁc can be found by linear inter-
polation. In the simulations it was assumed that the inlet temperatures of the coolants were
274 K for water and 238 K for the 50% ethylene glycol (EG) - water mixture (EG-H2O-50%)
and the inlet temperature of the gas was 300 K. Since the heat transfer will depend on the
density (or pressure) of the gas in the pipe, it was assumed that the exit pressure of gas from
the HX (i.e., the pressure inside the tank being filled) was 100 bar (10 MPa). As shown in
Section 3.2, the heat transfer does not vary significantly with pressure for exit pressure above
about P = 30 bar, but decreases significantly for lower values due to the low gas density.
Since a composite material gas tank will typically not be emptied to more that about 20 bar,
the values of U in the tables can be used for most filling calculations. In the calculations, a
tube length of L = 10 m was used but the heat transfer (and temperature drop) seems to vary
linearly with tube length (and then coolant gas contact area A = 2πri ·L) up to about L ≈ 40

m, as shown for water coolant in Fig. 7a) in Section 3.3. These tables may be imported as
“lookup tables” in the EES software for more detailed gas bunkering calculations.

26



Narrow tube heat exchanger - 10 mm radius

Table 3: Heat transfer coefficients U in W/(m2K) for various H2 gas mass flowrates ṁH2 and
water coolant mass flowrates ṁc for a concentric pipe counter-flow heat exchanger of length
L = 10 with inner tube radius ri= 10 mm and outer tube radius ro= 15 mm.

Table 4: Heat transfer coefficients U in W/(m2K) for a similar heat exchanger as in Table 3
using an ethylene glycol-water 50% mixture.
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Medium size heat exchanger - 15 mm radius

Table 5: Heat transfer coefficients U in W/(m2K) for various H2 gas mass flowrates ṁH2 and
water coolant mass flowrates ṁc for a concentric pipe counter-flow heat exchanger of length
L = 10 with inner tube radius ri= 15 mm and outer tube radius ro= 24 mm.

Table 6: Heat transfer coefficients U in W/(m2K) for a similar heat exchanger as in Table 5
using an ethylene glycol-water 50% mixture.
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Wide tube heat exchanger - 25 mm radius

Table 7: Heat transfer coefficients U in W/(m2K) for various H2 gas mass flowrates ṁH2 and
water coolant mass flowrates ṁc for a concentric pipe counter-flow heat exchanger of length
L = 10 with inner tube radius ri= 25 mm and outer tube radius ro= 40 mm.

Table 8: Heat transfer coefficients U in W/(m2K) for a similar heat exchanger as in Table 7
using an ethylene glycol-water 50% mixture.
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Trends in the heat transfer coefficients

In order to more clearly see the systematic trends in the values of U, the data in the Tables
3-8 have been plotted in Figs. 16 - 18.

a) b)

Figure 16: Heat transfer coefficients U in W/(m2K) for a concentric pipe counter-flow heat
exchanger of length L = 10 with inner tube radius ri= 10 mm and outer tube radius ro= 15
mm. a) Using water cooling at T= 274 K and b) EG-water-50% coolant at T= 238 K.

a) b)

Figure 17: Heat transfer coefficients U in W/(m2K) for a concentric pipe counter-flow heat
exchanger of length L = 10 with inner tube radius ri= 15 mm and outer tube radius ro= 24
mm. a) Using water cooling at T= 274 K and b) EG-water-50% coolant at T= 238 K.
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a) b)

Figure 18: Heat transfer coefficients U in W/(m2K) for a concentric pipe counter-flow heat
exchanger of length L = 10 with inner tube radius ri= 25 mm and outer tube radius ro= 40
mm. a) Using water cooling at T= 274 K and b) EG-water-50% coolant at T= 238 K.

B Appendix - EES software for temperature calculation of hy-
drogen tank bunkering process

Two different distributable programs (EXE-files) have been prepared as a part of the FME
H2Maritime project [1] utilizing the Engineering Equation Solver (EES) software [4]. These
programs simulate the transfer of hydrogen gas from a large storage tank into a number of
equal size, smaller tanks in a parallel filling process. Copies of these programs can be obtained
by contacting the Hydrogen Technology department at IFE.

One of the versions is a general calculation program where the cooling property of a
concentric tube counter-flow heat exchanger has to be given as an input parameter U ·As (U
- the heat transfer coefficient, As - the area of the inner tube contact surface). Two different
types of coolant - water and ethylene glycol-water 50% mixtures - can be used. Figure 19
shows the input diagram of this version of the program. In the following is a short summary
of how to use this program.

Input part in the middle part : The number of small tanks is given by the parameter Ntank,
and the mass transfer rate from the large tank is given by the parameter ṁH2(in kg/s). The
mass flowrate to each tank is then ṁH2/Ntank, and the flow into each tank is cooled via a
separate heat exchanger using either pure water at temperature Tc (>273.2 K) or a 50:50
mixture of Ethylene Glycol (EG) and water at Tc (> 237.9 K) as coolant. The coolant mass
flowrate is controlled via the parameter ṁc(in kg/s). The cooling capacity parameter UAs
(in kW/K) has to be set by the user. Typical values are 0.1-10 kW/K for water coolant and
0.05-2 kW/K for EG-water operating at 238 K. The volumes of the large and smaller tanks
are defined by parameters Vtank (in m3), and the heat capacities of the tanks walls are Cw [in
kJ/(m2K)]. For the smaller tanks, their radius r [m] is needed for the calculation of the total
surface area. Initial temperature and pressure of tanks are set by parameters T1, P1 and T2,
P2 (in K and MPa). The filling time in seconds is set by Time, and the program will give
a warning if pressure in the smaller tanks reaches pressure in the main tank. Simulation is
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Figure 19: User input diagram window for the general purpose bunkering program.

started by pressing the Calculate button.
The results part in the lower part of the diagram window lists the final temperatures and

pressures in the tanks along with total amount of gas that has been transferred and final
masses of gas in large and small tanks. Also, the effectiveness ε of the heat exchanger under
current operation conditions will be given. More details from the calculations can be found
by choosing Solution under the Windows Tab. The results are presented graphically in the
four Plot Windows.

In the second program, parameters for three differently sized heat exchangers are included
in the model; one smaller based on i) 20 mm inner tube diameter (hydrogen tube); one
intermediate size with ii) 30 mm diameter inner tube; and one larger size with iii) 50 mm
diameter inner tube. The separation between inner and outer tubes used for coolant (thickness
of the “annulus”) are i) 5 mm, ii) 9 mm, and iii) 15 mm. The length of the heat exchangers
are fixed at 10 m, and effects of bending or curved shapes are ignored in the calculations.
By choosing one of these options the correct value for the cooling capacity parameter UAs
is taken from a “Lookup table” inside the program. These values were calculated from CFD
calculations using COMSOL Multiphysics software as described in the main text, and their
values are given in Appendix A. The temperature of the coolant is set to 1 °C for water or
−35 °C for the 50:50 EG-water mixture. EG-water cooling can be chosen by the checkbox
near the center of the diagram window; else water cooling is assumed. The rest of the user
input and results output are the same as in the first version.
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Figure 20: User input window for the program with three differently sized heat exchanger
options for cooling.
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