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In a total flow geothermal system, the two-phase turbine can generate output power and recover fresh
water for the water-deficient area. The performance of the two-phase turbine under various working
conditions is significantly affected by operation parameters of the geothermal system. This paper pre-
sented performance evaluation methods of two-phase turbines, including one-dimensional (1D) method,
two-dimensional (2D) method and three-dimensional (3D) method. The 1D method was a fast iteration
approach and could reflect average flow parameters along the impeller channel. The 2D method included
nonuniform effects in the rotational direction and the 3D method could derive the complete 3D flow in
the channel using CFD methods. The three models were validated with experimental results under
various rotational speeds. Compared with the 3D method, the 1D method and the 2D method could
significantly reduce computational time. The performance of the two-phase reaction turbine was eval-
uated under various working conditions. A correction method based on 1D and 3D results was proposed
to generate the performance map and evaluate the influence of operation parameters of the geothermal
system on the turbine performance. Proposed methods and analysis can be widely used in the design,
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selection and operation of two-phase reaction turbines for various thermal systems.
© 2021 The Authors. Published by Elsevier Ltd. This is an open access article under the CC BY license

(http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/).

1. Introduction

Geothermal resource is a clean and environmentally friendly
sustainable energy, which can release the dependence of fossil fuels
and reduce the emission of greenhouse gas. Due to its reliability,
sustainability and high capacity factor [1], humans have a long
history of exploiting geothermal resources [2]. The technological
development of utilizing geothermal resources is crucial to the
widespread introduction of geothermal power plants. Up to date,
there are several ways of categorizing geothermal resources by
various aspects, such as the temperature of reservoirs [3,4], the
working fluid [5], geologic formations [6], the type of exploitation
[7], and so on. Among them, hydrothermal systems have attracted
extensive attention and studies.

Various thermodynamic cycles have been applied to hydro-
thermal systems, such as single-flash cycle, double-flash cycle, bi-
nary flash cycle, combined flash/binary cycle, Kalina cycle, and so
on [8,9]. Cerci [10] studied exergy destructions in an 11.4 MW SFC
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geothermal power plant in Turkey. Ozcan and Gokcen [11]
concluded that the non-condensable gases were the most influ-
encing factor on the performance of the single-flash cycle
geothermal power plants. Zare and Palideh [12] used the thermo-
electric generator instead of turbines to generate power in a Kalina
cycle geothermal system. Acar and Arslan [13] stated that system
efficiency was increased by about 1% when solar energy was inte-
grated into the organic Rankine cycle geothermal system. Guzovi¢
et al. [14] developed a dual pressure organic Rankine cycle and
performed energy and exergy analysis for Velika Ciglena
geothermal power plant. However, introducing the organic Rankine
cycle into geothermal plants brings higher capital costs to the in-
vestment than flash cycles.

The trilateral cycle was first introduced to flash circles by Smith
[15] and could reduce the irreversible loss in the heat exchanger.
The trilateral cycle was similar to the conventional flash circle
except for the two-phase turbine. The inflow of the two-phase
turbine was subcooled liquid or two-phase mixture. Due to the
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depressurization process of the fluid, there was remarkable phase-
changing or flashing inside channels of two-phase turbines. How-
ever, conventional steam turbines or liquid turbines could not
operate as two-phase turbines required by the trilateral cycle.

Two-phase turbines could be used in many industrial systems,
such as oil and gas production [16], refrigeration [17—19],
geothermal power [20,21], and so on, and classified into the im-
pulse type and the reaction type. A two-phase impulse turbine
consisted of two-phase nozzles and impellers. In two-phase noz-
zles, the fluid pressure was reduced to the outlet pressure of the
turbine. Two-phase mixtures drove the impeller and generated
shaft power. Elliot and Weinberg [22,23] presented detailed
experimental studies about two-phase nozzles and rotors of the
two-phase impulse turbine under various working fluids. Comfort
and Beadle [20,24,25] measured a 20% efficiency single-stage two-
phase impulse turbine for geothermal energy and concluded design
considerations for two-phase turbines. Hays and Brasz [26,27]
described the design and performance of the two-phase impulse
turbine which was built in Manhattan. Cho et al. [19] investigated
experimentally the performance of a two-phase impulse turbine
used for air-conditioner and the total-to static efficiency of the
turbine was 15.7% using R134a as the working fluid. He et al. [18]
tested the performance of the twin-arc blade impeller using
hydrofluorocarbons. Li et al. [28] carried out the design method of
two-phase nozzles used for supercritical compressed air energy
storage system. Friction loss and two-phase slip friction loss limited
the peak efficiency of the two-phase impulse turbine.

A two-phase reaction turbine has a simple and reliable struc-
ture compared with the two-phase impulse turbine. Flow chan-
nels in the two-phase reaction turbine can be machined in a plate,
and the impeller of the two-phase reaction turbine can be
assembled directly on the shaft. There were several studies about
two-phase reaction turbines in the past. Akagawa et al. [29,30]
studied the performance of the two-phase nozzles and conducted
experimental research of the two-phase reaction turbine using
the air-water flow as the working fluid. In this paper, the inflow of
the two-phase reaction turbine is subcooled water, the outlet flow
of the two-phase turbine is vapour and liquid mixture, and the
steam is generated in the channel since the outlet pressure is
lower than the saturation pressure at the local temperature. Zhao
et al. [31] and Date et al. [32] presented experimental research of
the two-phase reaction turbine and stated the performance of the
turbine under various working conditions. In this paper, perfor-
mance evaluation methods were proposed based on one-
dimensional flow equations and the CFD methods. Rane and He
[33] presented the validation of mathematical models with
experimental results proposed by Date et al. [32]. Rane and He
[34] designed a novel geometry of the two-phase turbine using
the numerical methods proposed in Ref. [33]. Li et al. [21] carried
out a mean-line inverse design method for the two-phase reaction
turbine. However, the inverse design method and the corre-
sponding algorithm were only suitable for the design process and
could not be employed to predict the distribution pressure and
other flow parameters with the prescribed geometry.

In the two-phase reaction turbine, the erosion due to the
accelerated flashing flow can degrade the performance of the tur-
bine and even damage the impeller. The flashing erosion could
occur in valves or orifices [35], and at the throat of the impeller in
two-phase reaction turbines. The damage of the accelerated
flashing flow to the throat can be mitigated in two ways, by using
highly resistant materials or metal treatments, or by employing
replaceable throats. Although the flashing erosion is usually
referred to as “smooth” or “polished” [35,36], cavitation resistant
materials and techniques for dealing with cavitation erosion could
be applied for the flashing erosion, such as nickel-based cermet
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coatings [37], plasma and gaseous nitriding treatments [38,39]. If
the flashing erosion is limited strictly to the throat, the structure of
the throat can be designed as a replaceable component. For
example, Date et al. [40] designed several slots at different posi-
tions in the channel and inserted the orifice to study the effect of
the nozzle configuration on the performance of the two-phase re-
action turbine. In addition to the flashing erosion, the liquid
impingement erosion can appear on the walls of the channel
downstream the throat. The liquid impingement erosion can be
avoided or alleviated by optimizing the shape and the curvature of
the channel. It can be found that the erosion in the two-phase re-
action turbine is highly dependent on the design of the channel and
the performance evaluation of the impeller.

Few studies have been conducted about the performance eval-
uation of two-phase reaction turbines under various working
conditions due to difficulties in predicting rotating flashing flow.
Firstly, conventional evaluation methods are invalid for two-phase
reaction turbines because of the flashing in the channel of the
impeller. Secondly, thermal non-equilibrium effects, including the
slip, the temperature difference between phases and the liquid
attachment, make it difficult to evaluate the turbine performance.
Thirdly, flow parameters at the inlet and the outlet are determined
by the channel geometry and the flow process in the channel.
Fourthly, the solving process of conservation equations is difficult
to be converged because the vapour volume fraction increases
almost from zero in the flashing flow. Liao and Lucas [41] reviewed
the validation of various mathematical models for the simulation of
the flashing flow in converging-diverging nozzles, and concluded
that thermal phase change model could be more beneficial in
predicting the flashing inception under significant thermal non-
equilibrium effects. Rane and He [33,42] applied the thermal
phase change model to simulate the flashing flow in the two-phase
reaction turbine. There was the vapour layer generated on the wall
near the throat and liquid attachment on the pressure side due to
thermal non-equilibrium effects. Li et al. [21]. proposed one-
dimensional flashing flow equations to derive the geometry of
the impeller with the prescribed distribution of pressure and
relative flow angle, but the flow equations cannot be directly
applied to the performance evaluation of the two-phase reaction
turbine. Firstly, the divergence issues would arise in the algorithm,
if the passage area was directly replaced by the pressure. Secondly,
the algorithm could only be used under the design condition and
was not able to evaluate the impeller performance under various
working conditions. Thirdly, the method was a mean-line method
based on one-dimensional flow assumptions along the flow di-
rection and could not reflect the nonuniform effects in the rota-
tional direction, such as the liquid attachment and secondary flow
in the channel. Fourthly, the inverse design method cannot evaluate
the influence of the system under various working conditions on
the performance of two-phase reaction turbine.

In this paper, based on the mathematical models in the previous
mean-line inverse-design method [21] and CFD analysis [42], per-
formance evaluation methods and algorithms under various
working conditions were presented. The 1D method was based on
conservation equations and closure models for the two-phase flow
presented by Li et al. [21] and the corresponding solving algorithm
was proposed. The 2D approach was similar to the 3D method using
CFD methods proposed by Rane et al. [42]. The three methods were
validated using experimental results [32] and applied to evaluate
the turbine performance under various working conditions. Section
2 describes the geometrical model and working conditions. In
Section 3, mathematical models for the 1D and 2D/3D method are
presented and CFD results are validated with the published
experimental results. In Section 4, the performance of the two-
phase reaction turbine under various working conditions are
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discussed, and the influence of geothermal system parameters on
the turbine performance is analyzed.

2. System and prototype turbine
2.1. Geothermal system adopted

The trilateral flash system [43] utilizes the total-flow turbine to
convert the enthalpy of high-temperature liquid-dominated
geothermal water to shaft power of the turbine. The discharge data
of the geothermal fluid is from ‘LA-8' heat source well in Aluto
Langano geothermal field [44]. The geothermal system is shown in
Fig. 1. The outflow from the production well may be the two-phase
mixture or subcooled water, depending on the wellhead pressure.
Yu et al. [43,45] discussed the influence of the wellhead pressure on
the performance of the geothermal system. Due to environment
and climate change, the wellhead pressure may be varied with
years [46]. In the previous studies, the turbine efficiency is assumed
to be a series of constants, and the performance of the turbine
included only the working condition. The inlet pressure, rotational
speed, inlet temperature and the inlet vapour volume fraction is of
high influence on the performance of the turbine.

2.2. Prototype turbine

The structure of the two-phase turbine is shown in Fig. 2(a). The
fluid from the production well flows into the impeller through a
horizontal pipe of the turbine. The flow is distributed into each
channel of the impeller and flashes into the two-phase mixture as
shown in Fig. 2(b). The liquid and the vapour is separated in the
casing of the turbine. The vapour leaves the turbine through the
vapour outlet pipe installed on the top of the casing, and the liquid
is discharged through the liquid outlet pipe installed at the bottom
of the shell. For an impeller, the number of the channel can be
chosen when the passage loss and the flow uniformity is consid-
ered. Fig. 2(c) and (d) show geometrical differences of impellers
between six channels and two channels under the same total mass
flow rate. If the number of the channel is too small, the large mass
flow per channel and the cross-section area of the channel could be
over large. The overlarge area can lead to dramatic changes in the
curvature of the pressure line and the suction line. As shown in
Fig. 2(d), because the mass flow per channel is much larger than
that in Fig. 2(c), curvatures of the pressure line and suction line vary
significantly along the flow direction. The excessive cross-section
area and the rapid curvature change will lead to the failure of the
performance evaluation method. However, the passage loss will be
too large if there are too many channels. In this paper, an impeller
with ten channels is studied.

The diagram of a single square-section channel is illustrated in
Fig. 3, which is the projection of the channel on the plane normal to

Y

o<
Condenser

Two-phase turbine

Y

>

Fresh water reservoir

Ak

Production well

ale

Reinjection well

Fig. 1. Diagram of the total flow system [43].
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the rotation direction. The basic shape of the channel is constructed
by the center line, pressure line and suction line. The height of the
cross section of the channel is equal to the width which can be
derived by pressure line and suction line.

A mean-line inverse design method [21] is used to design the
prototype turbine for the geothermal application. The inverse
design method is different from the direct design method pre-
sented in the literature [32,33]. Using the inverse design method, a
prototype turbine (PT) is designed, and the shape of the impeller is
derived with the given pressure and blade angle distributions. The
algorithm for this inverse method is similar to the inverse process
of solving conservation equations. Parameters of the prototype
turbine are listed in Table 1.

The inlet radius of the center line is 45.0 mm, the outlet radius is
188.5 mm, and the outlet radius of the pressure line is 200.0 mm.
The geometry of the derived pressure line and suction line is shown
in Fig. 4. At the throat, the width of the throat is 4.1 mm, the radius
of the center line is 93.8 mm, the radius of the pressure line is
95.8 mm, and the radius of the suction line is 91.9 mm.

3. Methods and validation
3.1. One-dimensional model

3.1.1. Continuity, momentum and energy equations

An element for analyzing the one-dimensional flow is shown in
Fig. 5. It has one inlet, one outlet and four walls, including the
pressure side, the suction side, the top side and the bottom side.
Flow parameters and thermophysical properties are assumed to be
constant within the volume. Due to the rotation, the distribution of
the pressure is different across the pressure side and the suction
side. The pressure difference can be estimated approximately by
the force balance on the direction normal to the center line. The 1D
conservations and closure models are the same as the mathemat-
ical models presented by Li et al. [21].

There is no mass flux through the top side, the bottom side, the
pressure side and the suction side. The continuity equation is built
based on mass flux at the inlet and outlet, as illustrated in Equation

(1).

dlaAp,W, + (1 — 0)Ap W]
dL

The momentum equation is built based on the balance of the
force exerted on the element along the center line and can be

expressed as
dpP
-(a)
dL/y
(2)

According to the first law of thermodynamics, the energy
equation of the total flow can be derived as Equation (3) along the
center line. The velocity in turbomachinery is so high that the fluid
has no time to exchange heat with the surrounding [47]. The flow in
most turbines could be assumed to be adiabatic [48—51], but the
internal heat transfer in turbochargers and small gas turbines af-
fects the performance operating point of the turbocharger or gas
turbine [52]. The temperature difference in the two-phase turbine
is much lower than that in the turbocharger or gas turbine.
Furthermore, the flashing models were commonly assumed to be
adiabatic [53] and the flashing flow was often referred as the
adiabatic flash. Therefore, the heat flux across the walls of the
channel is neglected and the two-phase flow is assumed to be
adiabatic in this paper.

=0

(1)

d[adp,W2 + (1 - a)Ag W]
dL

dP
dL

+ Alap, + (1 — )p] Q2R cos y
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Vapour outlet

Inflow N - . Ew
.

Shell 255

Liquid outlet

(b) Impeller

(c) Impeller with six channels (d) Impeller with two channels

Fig. 2. The geometry model of the two-phase reaction turbine.
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Fig. 3. Curves in a single channel. —40
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Table 1
Parameters of the designed turbine. Fig. 4. The pressure line and suction line of a single channel.
Parameter Value
Inlet pressure 1.1 MPa - o
Inlet temperature 174 °C
Outlet pressure 0.1 MPa
Mass flow rate per impeller 5 kg/s
Number of channels per impeller 10
Number of impellers in the turbine 2
Rotational speed 2200 rpm
; dPo
m - (3) Fig. 5. Element for one-dimensional analysis.
dL dL
with
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dPo dpP
f_ _ sl
L =AlaW, + (1 — )W(] (dL)de
W2 _ U2 W2 _ UZ (4)
Enixture = 0Ap,W, <Hv + '}2> + (1 - a)ApW, (Hl + 12>
3.1.2. Force balance equation of vapour bubble 3.14. Frictional pressure reduction model
The slip between the liquid and the vapour can be derived as There are several empirical equations [56,57] used to evaluate
Equation (5) based on the balance of the force exerted on a sphere the two-phase frictional pressure reduction in Equation (2). Many

bubble along the center line. The increase of the momentum should of those equations only consider water and air mixture. However,
be balanced with the pressure reduction, centrifugal force and drag the correlation from Ref. [58] is suitable for a single component and

force. expressed as
aD? dW, aD?> dP  wD? (dP) (dP)
= v 2= = 7 _ _ -— ) ==+ 12
G P Wy dL 4 dL/D S Cp(W, — W)W, — W) dL f dL flo (12)
D3
+ %puNzR cosy (5) where @ is an empirical parameter used to evaluate the effect of the
two-phase flow. The detailed formula for ® can be referenced to
with Ref. [58].
6o \? 3.2. Three-dimensional model
- (an> (6)
) ) ) ] 3.2.1. Continuity, momentum and energy equations
Equation (5) should be implemented into Equation (2) to solve In a rotating reference frame system, the continuity equations
the vapour velocity and the liquid velocity. are written as
O (@p) + v+ (ap, W) =T
3.1.3. Phase-changing model ot (13)
The flashing flow in the channel is caused by thermodynamic 0 1 vl wl—_r
and mechanical nonequilibrium. The thermal phase-changing at (A —a)p] + V(A =)Wy = —
model has been validated with experimental results by Rane
et al. [54] for the two—phase reacFlon turbine. The interphase mass where W — V + O x T.The momentum equations read as
flux can be modelled with Equation (7).
Q O (ap,w AT Py F,tF
I'=Aigrr— (7) at (@0Wo) + V- (ap WoW,) = —avP+ F, + F,
H,—-H,
—~d _int — - — N
where Ajq is the interfacial area density. The heat flux of a single +F,+F, — “pv[g x (Q x R) ] - Zapv(.Q x W,,)
sphere bubble in the liquid is used to construct the thermodynamic 5
model of the flashing. The heat flux between the two-phase fluids is o {(1 — a)plwl} +V. {(1 — a)PlWIWI} =—(1-a)ywvP (14)
Q=hin(T; - Tv) (8) St g —d  _int L
+F;+F +F +F —(1-a)p|Qx(2xR
where hj,¢ is the heat transfer coefficient and can be calculated ! ! ! ! ( )pz[ ( ) ]
using Nusselt number. Wolfert [55] proposed a model to correlate - =
Nusselt number with thermodynamic and mechanical nonequi- -2(1 - a)Pl(Q X W,,)
librium as .
The energy equations are expressed by
12 Pe
== — 0 — :
Nu=—rlar+ 2\ = O (5 (ap,Ho) + V- (ap,WoHy) = V(@ VT,) + Qi + Q!
where Jar is Jacob number and Pe is Peclet number. They can be 0 —
evaluated using Equations (10) and (11). at (A= c)pty] + V- {(1 B a)p,W,H,} = V(1 - @) vTi]
T, — T. int t
JaT:plelmaX( 2 Sﬂfvo) (10) +Q1 +Q[
Pg (15)
pe=PVe = Vil (11)
"1

3.2.2. Turbulence model
In the converging section of the channel, the fluid is mainly
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Fig. 6. Flow chart of the 1D method.

composed of the liquid water and the flow speed is low. In the
diverging section, both the mixing process and separating process

Renewable Energy 175 (2021) 345—372

of liquid and vapour exist, and the mixture flow velocity increases
significantly. The area of the throat is so narrow that the boundary
layer grid near the throat can be very thin. The turbulence model is
based on the k-¢ and k-w models [59].

For the rotating reference frame system, the turbulence should
be modified using the empirical function. Detailed correction is
introduced in Ref. [60]. Although kinetic energy and dissipation of
turbulent energy are different between the vapour and the liquid,
the homogenous turbulent model is used in this paper.

3.2.3. Drag force equation on bubble
For a single bubble in the flow, the drag force in Equation (14)
can be derived as

1
F =5Con[Vy =ViI(Vu = V)Ap (16)

where Ay, is the projected area of the bubble in the flow. In the unit
volume, the drag force is

_d

3
F Cpap|Vy = VI|(Vy = V) (17)

4D
where D is the bubble diameter.

Vapour properties are set as saturation vapour properties using
the local pressure. Liquid properties are calculated by checking
IAPWS. The phase-changing model for the 1D model can be still
used for the 2D and 3D models.

3.3. Methods and algorithm

3.3.1. 1D method

The presented algorithm is shown in Fig. 6 and programmed in
Python. Given boundary conditions include inlet pressure, inlet
temperature, inlet volume fraction, rotational speed and outlet
pressure. In the 1D element, flow parameters at node i+1 can be
solved using parameters at node i. The conservation equations are
solved with a coupled method.

The algorithm for solving 1D equations needs special concern.
Firstly, large error and severe numerical divergence may appear
near the inception point of the flashing, because the vapour volume
fraction increases from the minimum vapour volume fraction, and
strange values of vapour velocity can be derived if the vapour ve-
locity is solved directly from the momentum conservation equation
or the continuity equation. Secondly, there may be multiple solu-
tions during the solving process for the pressure. Thirdly, the
under-relaxation factor significantly affects the accuracy and
robustness of the algorithm, and the initialization field determines
whether the solving process is converged. Thus, in the presented
algorithm the vapour velocity is calculated indirectly by using the
derived liquid velocity and slip ratio, and the pressure is evaluated
using the liquid density. It should be noted that the pressure can
also be derived through rearranging the momentum conservation
equation and continuity equation.

Compared with the algorithm in the previous inverse design
method [21], programs for the centerline and inlet section are
unnecessary because the geometry of the channel has been pro-
vided. The passage area is a given parameter, and the pressure
needs to be solved, as shown in Fig. 7. Thus, modifications should be
made in many subprograms especially in evaluation program for
the pressure. The passage area is derived mainly using the conti-
nuity equation in the inverse design method. But in this paper, the
density is derived through the continuity equation and then the
corrected pressure is calculated using the saturation property of the
fluid. The sequence for solving discretized conservation equations
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X Flow parameters
Derived parameters Assumed parameters
at the last station i at the next station i+1 -
Thermal properties

I Interficial area I lMc:m bubble diameter I ISIip \'cl(\cil_\'l ISupcr heat of the liquid I Il,ulcnl hc:llJ

Peclet number Jacob number

Nusselt number

v

Interface heat transfer coefficient I

Vapour mass fraction

Corrected vapour volume fraction

Fig. 7. Flow chart of the evaluation program for the vapour volume fraction.

Derived vapour volume Assumed parameters
fraction at the station i+1 at the next station i+1

Y

Thermal properties

Derived parameters
at the last station i

I Frictional pressure reduction | [ Pressure reduction ] Momentum increment

Relative liquid velocity Relative vapour velocity

Corrected slip-ratio

Fig. 8. Flow chart of the evaluation program for slip-ratio.

and closure equations should be also rearranged. The slip ratio is affects the convergence remarkably in this algorithm, so the dis-

solved after the passage area is determined in the inverse design tribution of flow parameters obtained by the inverse-design
method, but it is calculated before the pressure is evaluated to avoid method is employed to initialize this algorithm.
the divergence of the algorithm in this algorithm. The initialization In the evaluation program for the vapour volume fraction, the

Flow parameters
Thermal properties

. Derived vapour volume
Derived parameters s P Assumed parameters
fraction and pressure

at the last station i Al at the next station i+1
at the station i+1

Corrected liquid density

Corrected pressure

Fig. 9. Flow chart of the evaluation program for pressure.
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phase-changing equation is mainly solved using the procedure
shown in Fig. 5. Firstly, thermophysical properties should be aver-
aged between computation nodes i and i+1. Secondly, the velocity
at node i+1 should be used to derive the slip velocity between the
two-phases. Thirdly, the temperature at node i+1 should be used to
calculate the superheat of the liquid. Fourthly, the vapour volume
fraction at node i+1 should be used to evaluate the mean bubble
diameter.

The procedure for calculating the slip ratio is shown in Fig. 8.
Firstly, the relative liquid velocity is evaluated using rearranged
momentum equation as illustrated in Equations (18) and (19).
Secondly, the relative vapour velocity is derived using the rear-
ranged slip equation as shown in Equation (20). Thirdly, the cor-
rected slip ratio is calculated.

The rearranged discretized momentum conservation equation is

. 1 0 dp
Li+1 — ml,i+1 {M |:<Pl+1 P) + (dL) dL
(18)
- ‘QZRH%C]L PmCOS iyl Ai m,iiq Wu i+1
with
Mj=m;;W;; + m,;W,; (19)

It should be noted that there may be other ways for any variable
®, viy12 means (¢; + ¢i1)/2.The rearranged discretized slip
equation is

I+ 1, + I
Wior =Wii+ Wiy = W2y |12 000 (20)
with
wo ) - (w2
I, — D3 ( ui+1) _( v,i)
1= 6 1+1pu1+‘ Liq—L
P; Pp;
H ——7D3 Yikl T Y
4 HZLIH L (21)
5 = "p3 Q°R
3= 6 1+1pvl+l i+l cos /Yi+%
114 = 8 1+1CD

The sign of Equation (20) is decided by the sign of (IT; + II, +
I3) /4.

The corrected pressure is evaluated indirectly through the
continuity equation, as shown in Fig. 9. Firstly, the corrected liquid
density can be derived by rearranging continuity equation. Sec-
ondly, the corrected pressure is evaluated by checking the satura-
tion curve. The rearranged continuity equation is

p;iﬂ m *putﬂ 1+1‘:Vv,i+1 (22)
Wi (1 - "‘i+1>

Using the saturation data from IAPWS, the saturation curve can
be fitted as
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P =cy+ ¢y cos(pw) + ¢ sin(pw) + c3 cos(2p;w) + ¢4 sin(2p;w)
(23)

with ¢g 476.4, ¢ — 9801, c; — 1349, c3 = 871,
c4 = —4836 and w = 0.004714. It should be noted that Equation
(23) can only be valid when the pressure is between 1 kPa and
1.5 MPa, and the unit of the derived pressure is kPa.

The corrected liquid temperature can be derived by solving the
energy conservation equation. The energy conservation equation
can be arranged as

- 1 (h,i + 11 — Poy _Iv,i+1) - WE - U2, 'y
T Cpyyy My 2 i
(24)
with
w2, — U?
1
Iv,i - vl(Hvl +T>
(25)

WP, — U7
li=my{ Hj+——5—

where [ is the rothalpy as illustrated in Ref. [61]. The friction loss
can be derived by using the frictional pressure reduction, which has
already been calculated in the evaluation program of slip-ratio.

The turbine performance, especially the output power, can be
evaluated by the pressure distribution on four boundaries of the
channel and the friction loss. The output power includes three
items as

Po = Z Top ;19BN + Z Tog ;1B + Toour @By
i=1

(26)

i=1

where n is the total number of computational stations, By is the
total number of channels, Q is the rotational speed, Toyis the torque
caused by the two-phase flow friction, Top is the torque caused by
the pressure, and To is the torque. The torque at the outlet can be
derived as

Toout = [ Rout(X,y)sin|y(x,y)|PoucdA(X,y)

out

(27)

The pressure on the pressure line and the suction line can be
evaluated using the simple radial equilibrium principle by Li et al.
[21].The torque caused by the pressure can be calculated by

_ pPS ,PL PS SS SS SL TS CL
TOPH%_FxHLyi# Fy1+ +sz+ -k Xt Fx,i+%yi+%
TS BS
—F 1+1Xz+1+ Xl+yl+1 F 1+]x1+‘
(28)

with
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Fig. 10. Diagram of 2D flow and mesh for the 2D method.

(a) Geometry

PS
Periodic boundary

Outlet

(b) Mesh

Fig. 11. Geometry and mesh model for the 3D method.

PS PL PL PL ™
Fx,i+% = Pi+% i+3 (Li+1 - L )COS ﬁi+% - i)
PS PL PL PL o T
By = PP Ziy (L — L )sin | iy - 5)
(29)
SS SL SL SL m
Fx,i+% = *Pig i+ (Li+1 - L )COS Biy— 5
SS SL SL SLY i m
Fyﬂ% = 71)1.%2,4% (LI-Jrl - L )sm 5”% -3
The torque caused by the friction can be evaluated as
CL CL
Tor iy = FraingVivy — Frying¥iy (30)
with
dp a _ja ™
Ff,X,l'Jri = (ﬁ)f o (Li+1 — Li )Ai+% Cos ﬁl’i% — i
L
(31)
dp CL CL : m
Fryivi=— (ﬂ)fi# (Li+1 -1 )Ai+% sin | 6,1 - 3
T3

The turbine efficiency is defined as ratio between the output
power of the impeller and the isentropic output power as shown in
Equation (32).
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_ Po

- X 100%
m —
n (Hm Hout)

(32)

3.3.2. 2D and 3D methods

The algorithms for 2D and 3D methods are the same, but the
mesh, boundary conditions and numerical settings are different.
The 2D geometrical model of the channel is shrunk from 3D ge-
ometry model using a scale factor in the span direction (z-direction
or height direction). To allow ANSYS CFX to eliminate the z-direc-
tion flow, there is only one layer of the mesh in the z-direction, and
both the top side and the bottom side are subject to the symmet-
rical boundary condition. The vector parallel tolerance is 2° to allow
curved symmetric surfaces and increases with the scale factor.
There is a balance between the accuracy and the convergence,

5.3 13
—@— Mass flow rate
-~ -- Output power
Z 5.25¢ 255
E; 125z
= 52 12 £
: -
2 -
o 2
= 5.15 11.5C
5.1 11
10 000 100 000 le+06

Total number of elements

Fig. 12. Performance of the impeller under different numbers of elements.
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TInﬂow of the turbine (liquid)

(a) Diagram of the flow path

(b) Structure of the turbine near the inlet

Fig. 13. Diagram of RMIT turbine [32,64,65].

because a necessary vector parallel tolerance may reduce the ac-
curacy of 2D evaluation method.

In this paper, the Euler-Euler method is chosen to simulate the
flashing flow using ANSYS CFX. The thermophycial properties of the
vapour are calculated using IAPWS. The coupled algorithm is used
to increase the robustness of the simulation and can be referenced
to Ref. [60]. The liquid is the continuous phase while its vapour is
the dispersed phase. The mean bubble diameter should be changed
based on the local vapour volume fraction using Equation (6). The
bubble number density is set to be 5 x 107, which is validated by
Rane and He [33]. The turbulence model is homogenous k-w model
since it is suitable for bubbly flow according to the validation by
Ibrahim et al. [62]. The steady solver is used in the simulation with
the upper limit of the time scale factor 10~ s. IAPWS IF97 is im-
ported to the simulation as well. The initial flow field is of signifi-
cant influence on the convergence of the solving process. Rane and
He [33] presented equations for the initialization. In this paper, the
initial pressure and the vapour volume fraction are given by the 1D
results. The rotational speed of the computation domain increases
from zero to the designed rotational speed with growing iteration
step of the simulation.

3.3.3. Geometrical models and mesh size independence in 2D and
3D methods

In the 2D method, the flow on the relative flow stream surface
S1 is predicted while the flow on the stream surface S2 is uniform
based on the general 3D fluid dynamics in turbomachinery

354

proposed by Wu [63], as illustrated in Fig. 10(a). There is only one
element in the z-direction as shown in Fig. 10(b). The scale factor in
the z-direction 7, is 0.04, and the mass flow rate and the torque
obtained by the 2D model should be scaled based on the scale
factor.

The geometrical model for the 3D method is one-tenth of the
whole channel to reduce the computation cost, as shown in
Fig.11(a). ICEM is used to generate the structural mesh as illustrated
in Fig. 11(b). A periodic boundary conditions is imposed in the inlet
tube of the impeller. The first distance from the wall in the flow
channel is 0.1 mm and the growth rate is 1.2.

The performance of the turbine includes the flow rate, the
output power, and the pressure difference. The mesh dependency
of the channel is studied as illustrated in Fig. 12. The result shows
that in the current settings the performance of the turbine is not
sensitive to the amount of the mesh. In this paper, the total number
of the mesh is chosen as 179 k.

3.4. Validation of the methods with experimental results

Experimental results of a two-phase reaction turbine (the tur-
bine is named RMIT turbine and its impeller is named as RMIT
impeller) was published by Date et al. [32], and the detailed
structure of the turbine was presented by Khaghani [64] as shown
in Fig. 13(a). The inflow of Date's turbine flows into a hollow shaft
and is guided into the impeller. The two-phase outflow leaves the
impeller into the case of the turbine. Gaps between rotational parts
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Fig. 14. Comparison of thermophysical properties between the water and the brine with 3% NaCl.
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Fig. 15. Geometry model and performance of RMIT impeller's impeller.

and stationary parts are sealed by mechanical seals [65], as shown
in Fig. 13(b). Thus, the flow rate through gaps is neglected in the
simulation due to the low leakage. However, the usage of the me-
chanical seal brings additional friction loss to the turbine. Date et al.
[40] monitored deceleration rate of the turbine after stopping the
feed water supply and derived the output power of the shaft while
the frictional loss of the mechanical seal and bearings was deduced.

The performance of the two-phase turbine varies with the salt
content. In the previous experiment, the inflow is the saltwater and
contains 3% NaCl. Thermophysical properties vary with the salt
content in the NaCl-H,O mixture, including the saturation
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pressure, the density, the viscosity, and so on. The relationship
between the saturation pressure and the salt content can be illus-
trated in Equation (33).

Ppyrine = @Pwater (33)
where Pyater is the saturation pressure for the water, Ppyine is the
saturation pressure for the brine, and the coefficient a in Equation
(33) decreases as the salt content increases and can be fitted as
Equation (34) using the published data [66] when the temperature
varies from 110 °C to 330 °C.
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Fig. 16. Diagram of the cross-section for 2D simulation and 3D simulation.

a= —1.129¢* — 0.5384c + 0.995 (34)
where c is the salt content. If ¢ is 0.03, a is 0.9778. The saturation
pressure of the brine and the water can be illustrated in Fig. 14(a).
The deviation of the saturation pressure between the 3% NaCl
mixture and the water increases with the temperature and is
34.5 kPa when the temperature is 200 °C. The liquid brine density is
higher than the liquid water density and the deviation of the liquid
density between the brine and the water increases with the salt
content. Using the published data [66], the maximum deviation of
the liquid density is 48.34 kg/m® in Fig. 14(b), the maximum de-
viation of the vapour density is 0.17 kg/m> in Fig. 14(c), and the
maximum deviation of the liquid enthalpy is 1.24 k]/kg in Fig. 14(d),
if the temperature varies between 110 °C and 200 °C. Thus, in this
paper, the water has been chosen as the working fluid in the
simulation for simplicity, because deviations of thermophysical
properties are not significant within the temperature range
studied.

There are several geometrical differences between the RMIT
impeller and the prototype turbine's impeller of this research.
Firstly, the RMIT impeller has two channels and the prototype
turbine's impeller has ten channels. Secondly, the cross-section
normal to the center line of the RMIT impeller is circle and the
prototype turbine's impeller has a square channel, as shown in
Figs. 11(a) and Figure 15(b). Thirdly, the RMIT impeller has an outlet
section which is the extension of the main channel, and the pro-
totype turbine's impeller doesn't have a similar outlet section.
Fourthly, RMIT impeller has two parts which are symmetric by
z = 0 mm plane. The two parts are assembled into the impeller by
several bolts. The prototype turbine's impeller has a whole channel
which is manufactured using the 3D printing technique. Fifthly, the

m (kg/s)

0.2 .

01!

1000 2000 3000 4000 5000
N (RPM)

(a) Mass flow rate

RMIT impeller and the prototype turbine's impeller have different
geometry and working conditions. However, mathematical models
and parameters for the three models are suitable for both the RMIT
impeller and the prototype turbine's impeller. The 1D model and
2D model are established based on the rectangle cross-section. If
the 1D model and 2D model are applied to the RMIT impeller, the
area calculation and the evaluation program of the output power
should be modified. For the 2D geometry model, the cross-section
of the channel is rectangle as illustrated in Fig. 15(a).

The height of the channel along the center line in the 2D model
is equal to the distribution of the scaled radius in the 3D model. The
flow rate obtained by the 2D model should be corrected using the
scale factor 77 and the area factor, which is the area ratio between
the rectangle and the circle. The output power obtained by the 2D
model is modified using the scale factor 7, and the shape factor 7.
For either 2D or 3D simulation, the output power of the channel can
be divided into three parts as

Po — PoPS+SS | poTS+BS , ppOutlet (35)

Outlet _

where Po 0 because the outlet of the impeller has a constant
radius. Thus, it can be found that the output power is strongly
affected by the geometry of the pressure side, suction side, top side
and bottom side. The shape factor should be derived using the
relationship between the 2D and 3D geometry.

The 2D output power derived directly is not the 3D output po-
wer since the cross-section is different between the 2D and the 3D.
The geometry of the 2D is a rectangle, as shown in Fig. 16(a). For 2D
simulation, the width of the cross-section Z is equal to that of 3D
cross-section. The height of the 2D cross-section is equal to Zrz. In
order to correlate the 2D output power to the 3D output power, the
2D rectangular cross-section is firstly scaled to the 3D square cross-

1.4

1.2

Po (kW)

3000
N (RPM)

4000 5000

(b) Output power

Fig. 17. Geometry model and performance of the RMIT's impeller.
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Fig. 18. Contours of the vapour volume fraction in cross-sections
(c)-(f): Left side is the suction side and the right side is the pressure side.

section shown in Fig. 16(b), then reshaped from the 3D square to
the 3D circle, as shown in Fig. 16(c).

To evaluate the shape factor, the pressure in the width direction
is assumed to be approximately linear distributed, as shown in
Fig. 16(a). Thus, the pressure on the pressure side and the suction
side is P+ (8P /dr)Z/2 and P — (8P /dr)Z/2, separately. The output
power for the 3D square can be derived approximately as

Po2D
P Ogguare _ rectangle ( 3 6)
Tz

For an element with the length JL and the 3D square cross-
section, if the width of the element is far less than the radius of
the center of the element, the torque on the pressure side and
suction side caused by the pressure can be derived approximately
as

PS+SS /P
(Togc?uare) = < ) 72 LBy (37)

ar
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The torque on the top side and bottom side caused by the
pressure can be derived approximately as

)TS+BS (38)

74
(T03Pare ~PZ =7 OLBy

For an element with the length 6L and the 3D circle cross-
section, the torque on the pressure side and suction side caused
by the pressure can be derived approximately as

3 m (0P 2
(T02ee) (§>z SLBy

4
The torque on the top side and bottom side caused by the
pressure can be derived approximately as
TS+BS 1

(Togi[r)cle) 4

The relationship of the output power between the 3D square
and the 3D circle can be derived as

PS+SS

(39)

4
PZ'S; LBy (40)
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Table 3
Performance of the impeller using 1D, 2D, and 3D methods under the design
condition.

Parameters 1D 2D 3D
Pin (kPa) 1100 1100 1100
Tin (°C) 174 174 174
Pout (kPa) 101 101 101
m (kg/s) 5.00 6.31 522
N (rpm) 2200 2200 2200
qout 0.992 0.990 0.988
Xgout 0.070 0.080 0.081
wput (ms) 116.2 143.5 1171
Wout (m/s) 118.7 133.1 125.2
To (N-m) 455 7.44 497
Po (kW) 10.5 17.2 115
PoPS+SS (kW) — 31.0 271
p055+55 (kW) 304 322 315
POPS*SS (kW) - -12 ~44
PoTS+BS (kW) — 11.0 9.2
PO?*BS (kW) 10.7 11.0 11.0
TS+BS - 0 -1.8
Pog (kw)
7 (%) 7.20 11.82 7.90
CPU time (hours) 0.002 20 1500
[ —— B D to 3D
a™ ' m2Dto 3D
Xg™ =
VV;”M I
eroM .
To _
Po —
P()I’.\’-v',\i\‘
—
PS+SS
Po, '
P();H'“
Po™ % —
s-55 A
Po,
TS+BS
Po, |
n _
0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1 1.2
Relative error
Fig. 19. Relative errors of performance parameters.
3D _Tp 3D
Pocricle - Zposquare (41)

Thus, the shape factor is 7/4.

The comparison between the experiment and the evaluated
performance of the three models is illustrated in Fig. 17. Rane and
He [33,54] suggested that proper bubble density number (5 x 107)
and thermal phase changing model (Wolfert model [55]) through
comparing Date's experimental results [32]. The mass flow rate
obtained by the 1D model agrees with experimental results and the
3D model, but the mass flow rate obtained by the 2D model is much
higher than other results. However, the output power obtained by
the output power can agree with experimental results and the 3D
model. The 1D model cannot be applied to the evaluation of the
RMIT impeller's output power because the simple radial
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equilibrium cannot be used to evaluate the pressure on the pres-
sure line and suction line of the RMIT impeller. Therefore, the 1D
model has benefit in reducing the CPU time and predicting the
mass flow rate. Although there is large deviation of the mass flow
rate between the 2D model and other models, the 2D model can
predict the output power with the least deviation between the
model and experimental results. Compared with the 3D model, the
CPU hours cost by the 2D model is much less than the 3D model.
Thus, the combination of the 1D model and the 2D model can be
used for fast evaluation of the RMIT impeller's performance.

The disagreement of the mass flow rate between the 2D method
and the 3D method can be attributed to the boundary effect near
the top side and the bottom side. The cross-section of the 2D
channel is rectangular as shown in Fig. 18(a), while the cross-
section of the 3D channel is circular as shown in Fig. 18(b). Since
there is only one layer in the z-direction and both the top side and
the bottom side are symmetric boundaries, wall effects of the top
side and the bottom side cannot be included in the 2D method. As
shown in Fig. 18(c), the vapour is generated near the pressure side
and the suction side. But in Fig. 18(d), there is a thin vapour ring
generated on the wall. As shown in Fig. 18(f), there is liquid
attached on the pressure side in the 3D method and there is also
liquid tending to move towards the suction side. However, as
shown in Fig. 18(e), wall effects of the top side and the bottom side
cannot be evaluated in the 2D method. Thus, a much higher mass
flow rate is derived in the 2D method than the 3D method.

4. Performance evaluation and flow details
4.1. Performance of the impeller at design condition

The total performance of the impeller under the design condi-
tion was evaluated by 1D, 2D and 3D methods and listed in Table 3.
The consumed time of 1D is much less than 2D and 3D. The 3D
method takes 75 times CPU hours of the 2D method and 750,000
times CPU hours of the 1D method. The huge reduction in the CPU
time required shows the advantage of the 1D method. The turbine
efficiency is defined by Equation (32).

Since the leakage loss and the frictional loss is significantly
affected by the structure of the turbine and types of seals and
bearings, the loss of the output power only contains the passage
loss in the performance evaluation. However, it should be noted
that the measured output power should be less than the output
power evaluated in the paper, because the disk friction loss and the
frictional losses caused by seals and bearings are not included in
this paper. Reasonable evaluation methods of all friction losses for
two-phase turbines need further investigation and validation. In
this paper, the passage loss is the two-phase frictional pressure
reduction for the 1D method, and it can be derived using the
viscous stress of the fluid at the walls.

The loss of output power is evaluated using the two-phase
frictional pressure reduction in the 1D method. For the 3D
method, the total output power can be calculated by

Po :PO§S+SS + PO}’S+SS + POITJ'S+BS + PO}'S+BS + Pogutlet (42)

with

POpI/fPﬁ'?dA (43)
Po; = [[F-VdA— [[Pn-TdA

The relative errors of 1D or 2D performance parameters
compared with 3D in Table 3 are illustrated in Fig. 19. The relative
error of the mass flow rate between 1D result and the 3D result is
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Fig. 20. Performance parameters under various rotational speeds.

4.2%, but 2D to 3D error is 20.9%. Because in the 2D method
boundary conditions on the top side and the bottom side are
symmetrical surfaces, the mass flow rate deduction caused by the
viscous effect on the top side and the bottom side is not included,
and the 2D method predicts a higher mass flow rate than 1D and 3D
methods. For the same reason, the 2D method leads to faster
relative velocities than 1D and 3D methods. The 2D method also
predicts a higher total output power, because 2D cannot take the
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frictional power on the top side and the bottom side into account.
However, the 2D method has a benefit in predicting the output
power caused by the pressure Po, across the walls of the channel,
because it can include nonuniform effects in the circumferential
direction. The relative error of the 2D method in the power is 2.2%.
The ability to predict circumferential flow shows that the 2D
method can be implemented into the 1D method to reduce the time
required by the 3D method.
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Fig. 21. Performance parameters under inlet pressure.

4.2. Influences of various factors

4.2.1. Rotational speed

In combined geothermal systems, the mass flow rate may have
to be changed according to requirements from the integrated sys-
tem and geological environments. An easy way to vary the mass
flow rate of the two-phase turbine is to change the rotational speed
of the two-phase turbine. The performance of the turbine under
various rotational speed is important for optimizing system
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parameters of the trilateral flash geothermal system or other in-
tegrated geothermal systems.

The performance of the impeller under various rotational
speeds is shown in Fig. 20. The inlet pressure PI", inlet temperature
Tin and outlet pressure P°! are the same as those under the design
working condition. As shown in Fig. 20(a), the mass flow rate m
increases with the rotational speed N. The 1D method un-
derestimates the flow rate compared with the 3D method. The
deviation between 1D and 3D increases with N. The 2D method
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overpredicts m because the 2D method cannot include the viscous
effect on the top side and the bottom side. Compared with the 3D
method, the deviation between 2D and 3D is constant.

As illustrated in Fig. 20(b), the output power Po increases with
rotational speed. Po derived from the 1D method is lower than the
3D method. There is a certain deviation between the 1D method
and the 3D method which is caused by the empirical correlation of
the two-phase frictional pressure reduction. The deviation reaches
the lowest at 80% of the design rotational speed and increases with
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the rotational speed from 1760 rpm to 3080 rpm. The 2D method
overpredicts Po compared with the 3D method. The deviation be-
tween 2D and 3D increases remarkably with N.

The turbine efficiency 7 is defined by Equation (32) and in-
creases with N as shown in Fig. 20(c). The turbine efficiency
calculated by the 1D method is the lowest among the three
methods. The deviation between the 1D and 3D method reaches
the lowest at 1760 rpm.

The outlet vapour mass fraction Xg®“ is averaged on the outlet

-5
130 140 150 160 170 180 190
Tv'n (0(‘4)

(b) Total output power
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Fig. 22. Performance parameters under various working conditions under various inlet temperatures.
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boundary using the mass flow rate and decreases with N, as illus-
trated in Fig. 20(d). The 1D method underestimates Xg°!' ranging
from 0.067 to 0.071. Xg°“ derived by the 2D method agrees with the
3D method. The deviation between 2D and 3D is the lowest at
1540 rpm.

As shown in Fig. 20(e), the output power caused by the pressure
Poy, is consistent among the three methods, while there is a certain
deviation between 1D and 3D, and the deviation increases with
flow rate. Since the 2D method cannot include the viscous effect on
the top side and the bottom side, the output power caused by the
friction Poyis much higher than 3D. Poy predicted by the1D method
agrees with the 3D method, as illustrated in Fig. 20(f).

4.2.2. Inlet pressure

The wellhead pressure can also vary with time due to geological
factors in enhanced geothermal systems. The wellhead pressure is
almost equal to the inlet pressure of the turbine if the pressure
reduction in pipes and heat exchangers is neglected. The inlet
pressure of the impeller affects thermophysical properties, the
pressure difference between the inlet and outlet of the impeller,
subcooling degree at the inlet, and so on. If the outlet boundary
condition is fixed to the design condition and the inlet temperature
is the design temperature, the performance of the impeller is varied
with the inlet pressure as illustrated in Fig. 21.

As shown in Fig. 21(a), m increases with P the 1D method
underpredicts m if P" is higher than 900 kPa, and the deviation
between 1D and 3D method increases with P™. When P™ is 900 kPa,
the deviation is 0.5%; when P" is 1300 kPa, the deviation is 6.7%.
The 2D method overestimates m and the deviation between the 2D
method and the 3D method is about 20%. The 2D method has a
limitation on the predictions under various inlet pressures, since it
has convergence problems if the inlet pressure P is less than
1100 kPa. There is strong non-physical phenomenon (for example,
extremely high Mach number) and unsteady flow (such as bubble
breakage and droplets coalescence) near the throat of the channel
in the 2D simulation. As P'"" decreases, the subcooling degree of the
fluid is reduced and the vaporization near the throat becomes more
dramatic. Due to lacking the wall effects of the top side and the
bottom side, the 2D method overestimates the mass flow rate and
the velocity inside the channel. Therefore, extreme high relative
velocity is predicted in the 2D simulation, and the phase-changing
process near the throat is affected significantly by the high velocity.
The result is that the 2D method cannot get converged if P™ is lower
than 1100 kPa. )

In Fig. 21(b), Po increases with P, the 1D method underpredicts
Po if P" is higher than 900 kPa, and the deviation between 1D and
3D method increases with P". The 2D method overestimates Po
with over 20% deviation.

In Fig. 21(c), the turbine efficiency 7 increases with P™ and the
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1D method can predict n with less than 2% deviation. In Fig. 21(d),
Xg® decreases with P™ because the subcooling degree at the inlet
increases with P™. The 1D method underpredicts Xg®! compared
with the 3D method. The 2D method can predict Xg°* with less
than 2.7% deviation.

As shown in Fig. 21(e), Po, agrees with each other among the
three methods, although there is a certain deviation between 1D
and 3D. Poy obtained by 3D method is almost constant and varies
between —5.7 kW and —6.2 kW. The deviation between 1D and 3D
method reaches the lowest when P is 1100 kPa. The 2D method
underpredicts Pos and varies between —1.2 kW and —1.4 kW as
shown in Fig. 21(f).

4.2.3. Inlet temperature

The inlet temperature of the impeller determines the subcooling
degree of the inflow liquid. The saturation temperature for the
inflow at the inlet pressure is 184 °C. Under the design condition,
the subcooling degree is 10 °C which can ensure that there is no
flashing at the entrance to the channel. During the start/end phase
in the real operation, the inlet temperature may vary with time. In
addition, the wellhead temperature may also vary with season or
year. The performance of the turbine may be significantly influ-
enced by the varying temperature. The flashing inception point is
also varied with the inlet temperature. Fig. 22 illustrates the rela-
tionship between the inlet temperature and the performance of the
impeller at the design inlet pressure and the design outlet pressure.
The range of the inlet temperature is between 134 °C and 184 °C.

In Fig. 22(a), the mass flow rate m decreases as the inlet tem-
perature T™ increases. In other words, m increases with inlet sub-
cooling degree. The 2D method overestimates m over the entire
range of T 1 7" is lower than 174 °C, the 1D method overestimates
m. If T is higher than 174 °C, the 1D method underpredicts m.

In Fig. 22(b), Po obtained by the 3D method increases with T" if
T is lower than 164 °C. The 2D method overestimates Po, and the
1D method underpredicts Po. If T" varies between 144 °C and
184 °C, the deviation between the 1D method and the 3D method is
lower than that between the 2D method and the 3D method.

In Fig. 22(c), the maximum turbine efficiency » obtained by the
3D method is 9.7% when T™ is 154 °C, and the 2D method over-
estimates 7. If T" is lower than 174 °C, the 1D method underpredicts
7. The deviation of the 1D method reaches the lowest when T
varies between 174 °C and 184 °C. In Fig. 22(d), Xg°“! increases with
T and the deviation between the 2D method and the 3D method is
lower than that between the 1D method and the 3D method. At
174 °C, the deviation of the 2D method reaches the lowest value.

In Fig. 22(e), Po, obtained by the 2D method agrees with the 3D
method, but the 1D method derives almost constant Po, at various
T". In Fig. 22(f), the 2D method underpredicts Pof and the 1D
method overestimates Por if Ty, is lower than 174 °C. Po, is

(b) Contours of vapour volume fraction at mid-plane

Fig. 23. The pressure distribution and contours of vapour volume fraction at 184 °C.
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Fig. 24. Performance parameters under various working conditions under various inlet volume fractions.
Table 4
Boundary conditions for the two-phase reaction turbine in Section 4.2.1 and 4.2.2
Sections Fixed boundaries Variable boundary
Section 4.2.1 Design inlet pressure, design inlet temperature, design inlet vapour volume fraction, design outlet pressure Rotational speed
Section 4.2.2 Design inlet temperature, design inlet vapour volume fraction, design outlet pressure, design rotational speed Inlet pressure

determined by the distribution of the pressure and the geometry of derived by the pressure gradient on the normal direction. The
the pressure side and suction side. The pressure distribution on the significant variation of the output power in Fig. 22(e) obtained by
pressure side and the suction side obtained by the 1D method is the 2D/3D method is caused by the non-equilibrium effect on the
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Fig. 25. Original and corrected performance using the 1D method compared with the 3D method.

rotation direction. As illustrated in Fig. 23(a), the pressure distri-
bution on the suction side obtained by the 1D method deviates
from the pressure obtained by the 1D method while the pressure
on the pressure side and the averaged pressure on cross-sections
obtained by the 3D method agree with the 1D method. Because
the pressure on the suction side obtained by the 1D method is
derived using the simple radial equilibrium equation, it indicates
that there are strong non-equilibrium effects near the suction side.
As shown in Fig. 23(b), the flashing inception point on the suction
side is in front of the inception point on the pressure side, and the
vapour layer is much longer on the suction side than the pressure
side. Therefore, due to the non-equilibrium effect of the nucleation,
the pressure on the suction side obtained by the 2D/3D method is

much lower than that obtained by the 1D method, and Poj, obtained
by the 2D/3D method deviates from the 1D method as shown in
Fig. 22(e).

4.24. Inlet vapour volume fraction

The outflow from the wellhead may be subcooled liquid, over-
heated vapour, and liquid-vapour mixture. If the two-mixture
drives the turbine directly, the influence of the inlet vapour vol-
ume fraction on the performance of the turbine is shown in Fig. 24.
All other boundary conditions are the same with design parameters
except the inlet temperature and the inlet vapour volume fraction.
The inlet temperature is the saturation temperature. Both the 1D
and the 2D method cannot get converged when the inlet vapour
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volume fraction is higher than 0.8.

In Fig. 24(a), m obtained by the 3D method decreases as «" in-
creases. But the 1D method predicts almost constant value, and the
deviation between the 1D method and the 3D method increases
with «™. The 2D method agrees with the 3D method if o is lower
than 0.6. In Fig. 24(b), Po decreases as «" increases if /" is lower
than 0.5. The 2D method agrees with the 3D method if o™ is higher
than 0.1. The 1D method overestimates the output power.

In Fig. 24(c), the turbine efficiency 7 obtained by the 3D method
decreases as o'" increases if o™ is lower than 0.5. When o™ is higher
than 0.7, n increases with o' significantly. The 2D method agrees
with the 3D method if /" is higher than 0.1. In Fig. 24(d), Xg*
obtained by the 3D method increases with o™ if " is lower than
0.4. The 1D method underpredicts Xg°", but the 2D method agrees
with the 3D method if o is lower than 0.7.

As shown in Fig. 24(e), Po, obtained by the 3D method decreases
as o/ increases if o is lower than 0.7. The 1D method over-
estimates Poy, but the 2D method agrees with the 3D method. In
Fig. 24(f), Pos obtained by the 3D method varies between —5.5 kW
and —7.1 kW. The 2D method underpredicts Pog, and the 1D method
agrees with the 3D method if o' is lower than 0.4.

4.3. Integration with the geothermal system

4.3.1. Performance map

The performance of the impeller has been evaluated under
various inlet pressures or rotational speeds in previous sections,
and the 1D method agrees well with the 3D method. Boundary
conditions at various rotational speeds and inlet pressures are lis-
ted in Table 4. It can be found that those working conditions are not
sufficient to generate the performance map, which represents the
performance of the impeller if both the inlet pressure and the
rotational speed are changed. Using the 3D method, the perfor-
mance map of the impeller can be evaluated certainly, but it will
cost a mass of computational resources. Using the 1D method can
reduce the requirement of computational effort. However, there is a
certain deviation between 1D and 3D method, which increases
with the rotational speed and the inlet pressure in previous
sections.

Fig. 25(a) shows the performance map using the 1D method and
the deviation between 1D and 3D method under several selected
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Fig. 26. The performance map of the impeller.
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g. 27. Mass flow rate of ‘LA-8’ under various inlet pressures [44,67].

working conditions. The deviation of the mass flow rate can be
evaluated using Equation (44).

7m3 (N,P)fm1 (N7P)
em(N,P)=—32 o, P;J (44)

If the deviation has been already known, the corrected 1D mass
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Fig. 28. Performance of the turbine under the wellhead condition.
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Fig. 29. Distribution of the pressure and the vapour volume fraction.

flow rate can be derived as

mp(N,P)=[1+em(N,P)Jmp(N, P) (45)

Using the data in Figs. 13 and 14, the deviation of the mass flow
rate can be fitted using the following equation

&‘:n(N, P) = Am1N2 + Am2N+ Am3P2 + Am4p + Am5 (46)

with Ay = —1.047 x 1072, Ay =3.813 x 1073, A3 2.752 x
1077, Apa = 7.907 x 104 and A5 = — 0.5711.

The corrected 1D mass flow rate can be evaluated using Equa-
tion (45) if the deviation is replaced with Equation (46). As shown
in Fig. 25(b), the deviation of the mass flow rate has been largely
reduced.

The same method can also be applied to fit the deviation of the
turbine efficiency and Equation (47) can be derived
en(N,P) = Ay N? + AyoN + 2y3P% + AgaP + Ays (47)
with ;1 = 1.077x 1077, 4, = — 4.255x 1074, 4,3 = 1.793 x
107, Aya = 6.197 x 107> and 4,5 = 0.1886. The turbine efficiency
is defined by Equation (32).

The deviation of the turbine efficiency is shown in Fig. 25(c) and
(d). The deviation has also been reduced remarkably when the
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rotational speed is 1320 rpm and 2200 rpm. But there is still a
certain deviation when the rotational speed is 3080 rpm, and the
inlet pressure is 1300 kPa.

The output power can be corrected by making use of the cor-
rected mass flow rate and the turbine efficiency using Equation
(48). The corrected output power is illustrated in Fig. 25(e).

Po" = AHsm™n" (48)

The outlet vapour mass fraction can also be corrected using the
same method as the corrected mass flow. The deviation of the
outlet vapour mass fraction between 1D and 3D method is fitted
using Equation (49). The corrected outlet vapour mass fraction is
illustrated in Fig. 25(f).

ex(N, P) = Ay N? + AoN + A 3P? + AaP + Ays (49)

5.804 x

with 4y =5.911x 1072, Ay 8.381 x 1075, A3
1078, A,y = —2.055 x 104 and A5 = 0.6104.

Using the above-corrected mass flow rate and the corrected
turbine efficiency, the performance map can be derived as shown in
Fig. 26. The turbine efficiency increases with mass flow and inlet
pressure. It should be noted that the high mass flow rate should be
achieved under high rotational speed.
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4.3.2. Influence of system parameters on the two-phase reaction
turbine
Operation parameters of the geothermal system affects
considerably the performance of the turbine. The mass flow rate of
‘LA-8’ [44,67] under various inlet pressure is illustrated in Fig. 27.
The relationship between the inlet pressure and the mass flow
rate can be fitted using Equation (50).

P={1e%m 4 {3em (50)
with {; = — 0.003031, {, = 0.7839, {3 =1255 and {4, = -
0.01324.

Two impellers are used in a two-phase turbine to match the
requirement of the mass flow rate. A series of points can be derived
if the curve of ‘LA-8 and the performance map is drawn in a
common figure, as shown in Fig. 28(a). Intersection points are
working conditions for various rotational speeds. The inlet pressure
increases as the rotational speed decreases. The mass flow rate
decreases with rotational speed. As shown in Fig. 28(b), the turbine
efficiency under these working conditions increases from 5.3% to
16.3% with mass flow rate as well as the rotational speed. The
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output power increases from 10.6 kW to 34.8 kW with the mass
flow rate. However, the outlet vapour mass fraction decreases from
0.082 to 0.075. The reduction of the vapour at the outlet decreases
the production of the freshwater. Therefore, there should be a
balance between the output power and the quantity of the
freshwater.

For a given inlet pressure, the performance of the turbine can
also be varied using different subcooling degrees at the inlet of the
turbine. When the inlet temperature of the turbine decreases, the
subcooling degree increases, the mass flow rate increases, the
turbine efficiency increases if the inlet temperature is higher than
154 °C, the output power decreases if the inlet temperature is lower
than 164 °C, and the outlet vapour mass fraction decreases as
shown in Fig. 22. For the given inlet pressure, if the mass flow rate is
higher than the required value by the system, the rotational speed
of the turbine should be decreased as illustrated in Fig. 28(a), the
turbine efficiency and the output power decrease, and the outlet
vapour mass fraction increases as shown in Fig. 20(b). In conclu-
sion, the increases of the subcooling degree cause a reduction in the
turbine efficiency, output power and rotational speed.

The increases of the inlet subcooling degree cause a reduction in
the outlet vapour mass fraction, while the reduction of the rota-
tional speed may increase of the outlet vapour mass fraction. There
is no benefit in terms of the turbine efficiency, the output power
and the production of the freshwater if the subcooling degree in-
creases. But it should be noted that the reduction of the turbine
efficiency and the output power is almost constant if the subcooling
degrees is varied within 20 °C as shown in Fig. 22. In terms of the
design and operation, a certain subcooling degree brings benefits.
For example, if the saturation liquid flows into the turbine, the
flashing may be triggered by the geometry of the inlet section and
not controlled by the cross-sectional area of the channel. The
subcooling liquid at the inlet section of the channel will make the
design process much simpler than the saturation liquid. Mean-
while, the flashing triggered by the geometry of the inlet section
may be highly unsteady and induces severe vibration to the shaft.
Therefore, a certain subcooling degree is beneficial to the design
and the operation of the turbine.

The inflow of the turbine may also be the two-phase mixture. As
shown in Fig. 24, the increase of the inlet vapour volume fraction
brings the reduction of the mass flow rate and the output power if
the inlet vapour volume fraction is lower than 0.5. If the vapour
volume fraction of the outflow from the well head increases and the
mass flow rate remains constant, the rotational speed increases, the
turbine efficiency increases and the outlet vapour mass fraction
increases. The reduction of the flow rate may be beyond the ability
to adjust rotational speed.

4.4. Flow details in the channel

4.4.1. Distribution of averaged flow parameters

The three models can be further compared on flow details in the
channel. The distribution of flow parameters can reflect the average
flow in the channel. The pressure in Fig. 29(a) is along the pressure
line and suction line which are intersection curves between the
pressure side/suction side and the plane z = 0. The pressure dis-
tribution of 2D simulation agrees well with the 3D simulation, so
Pop, in 2D is consistent with 3D results. There is sharp turning in 2D
and 3D distribution, but the pressure decreases gradually in 1D
results. The disagreement near the entrance of the channel be-
tween 1D and 2D/3D is caused by the incidence of the inflow. The
distribution of the vapour volume fraction is along the center line of
the channel as shown in Fig. 29(b). Good agreement throughout the
channel indicates that 1D vapour volume fraction can represent the
averaged distribution in 2D and 3D channels, although the phase-
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changing in 2D and 3D is non-equilibrium. As shown in Fig. 29(c),
the peak interphase mass transfer rate is 4120 kg/m>s for 3D at
Rs = 106.7 mm, while the 1D peak value is higher than the 3D
value. The position of the peak value is at the downstream of the
throat. The vapour mass fraction shows certain disagreement after
the peak value of the interphase mass transfer rate as illustrated in
Fig. 29(d).

4.4.2. Three-dimensional internal flow

The internal flow in the rotational channel is three dimensional
and related to Rossby number and Eckman number, which is
explained by Greitzer et al. [68]. However, in the 1D method, the
flow is assumed to be uniform in cross-sections of the channel, and
the flow is only along the center line. In the 2D method, the flow
has the circumferential component and the component along the
center line. In the 3D method, the flow has the spanwise compo-
nent besides the other two components. Although the distribution
of the averaged vapour volume fraction agrees well among the
three methods, there is significant non-homogenous flashing
phenomenon in the channel as shown in Fig. 30. In the 1D result,
the vapour increases gradually near the throat of the channel, and
the contours are normal to the flow direction, as illustrated in
Fig. 30(a). In the 3D result, the vapour is generated from the walls of
the channel into the center, as shown in Fig. 30(c). It also indicates
that the liquid tends to concentrate near the pressure side due to
the centrifugal force since the vapour volume fraction near the
pressure side is much lower than the suction side near the throat.
Since the 2D result has good agreement with the 3D result, it can be
concluded that the 2D method can illustrate the attachment of the
liquid which cannot be predicted by the 1D method as illustrated in
Fig. 30(b).

Four cross-sections are cut inside the channel as shown in
Fig. 31(a). The flashing starts near R = 83.0 mm (Plane 1), which is
at the upstream of the throat (Plane 2). The maximum interphase
mass transfer rate in Fig. 29(c) locates at Plane 3. After Plane 4, the
flashing process has been fully developed, since the vapour volume
fraction is over 0.986. In Fig. 31(b), the flashing starts near the
corners of the four walls. Relative velocity vectors illustrate that
there is recirculation in the spanwise direction. In Fig. 31(c), the
flashing has been further developed near the walls. In Fig. 31(d), the
vapour has fully covered all walls and the flashing develops from
walls into the middle of the channel. In Fig. 31(e), there is liquid
attached on the pressure side due to the centrifugal force, although
the flashing has been fully developed.

The accuracy, applicability, and computational time of the three
methods are summarized in Table 5. The 1D method can predict the
mass flow rate and output power rapidly, and it can obtain accurate
performance results under various rotational speeds and inlet
pressures. The 2D method can derive the outlet vapour mass frac-
tion and the output power caused by the pressure with high

Table 5
Advantages and disadvantages of different methods.
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accuracy in a medium computational time, and it can reflect the
non-uniform flow in the direction of rotation. However, the 2D
method overestimates the flow rate and cannot reflect the wall
effects of the top side and the bottom side. Although the 3D method
can obtain the detailed flow field, it takes a lot of computational
time.

5. Conclusion

The paper presents three performance evaluation methods and
are applied to the two-phase reaction turbine for total flow
geothermal systems under various working conditions. Influences
of various operating factors of the system on the performance are
examined and the flow details in the impeller channels are clarified.
The following conclusions are made:

(1) The 1D, 2D and 3D methods and the algorithm for the 1D
method are proposed based on conservation equations and
closure models of the two-phase flow. The three methods are
validated with the experimental results at various rotational
speeds. The 1D method takes less than 15 CPU minutes, the
2D method costs about 20 CPU hours, and the 3D method
needs more than 1500 CPU hours.

(2) The 1D method agrees well with the 3D method under
various rotational speeds and inlet pressures. The output
power caused by the pressure obtained by the 2D method
agrees with the 3D method, but the 2D method neglects
friction loss on the top side and the bottom side.

(3) A performance map of the turbine is generated using the
corrected deviation between the 1D and 3D methods. The
influence of system parameters on the performance of the
turbine has been investigated using the performance map. A
certain subcooling degree is beneficial for the design and the
operation of the turbine.

(4) The flow parameters along the channel evaluated by the 1D
method agree with the average 3D flow in the channel. The
2D method can evaluate the nonuniform characteristic in the
rotational direction, for example, the attachment of the
liquid on the pressure side and the suction side.

(5) The 1D method is an effective tool for fast evaluation of the
performance map. The 2D method can provide more detail
flow information especially the nonuniform flow in the
rotational direction. The 3D method can fully illustrate the
3D flow and the performance of the turbine. But it also re-
quires a huge number of computational resources and time.
The presented 1D, 2D and 3D evaluation of the two-phase
turbine can be applied to the geothermal system, but also
the other systems including oil production, refrigeration,
seawater desalination, and so on.

Method  Advantages Disadvantages
1D 1. Low time cost 1. Low accuracy under various Tj, and Qj,
2. High accuracy in predicting m, Po, n and Poy 2. Po is evaluated by using the simple radial equilibrium
method 3. The accuracy of predicting Poy is constrained by the empirical model of the fictional two-phase
pressure reduction
2D 1. Medium time cost 1. Low accuracy in predicting m, Po and Poy
method 2. High accuracy in predicting Xg®“‘ and Po, 2. Cannot reflect wall effects of the top side and bottom side
3. Reflect the non-uniform flow in the rotational 3. Cannot be applied under the low inlet pressure working condition
direction
3D 1. High accuracy 1. Large time cost
method
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Nomenclature
A Area
Aia Interfacial area density

Cp Drag coefficient

Cp Specific heat capacity at constant pressure
D Bubble diameter

F Force

Rine Heat transfer coefficient between liquid and vapour
H Enthalpy

I Rothalpy

Jar Jakob number

k Turbulence kinetic energy

L Length

La Laplace number

m Mass flow rate

N Rotational speed

Nu Nusselt number

P Pressure

Pe Peclet number

Po Output power

Poy Output power caused by the friction
Po, Output power caused by the pressure
R Radius

Re Reynold number

T Temperature

To Torque
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U Circumferential speed
Vv Absolute velocity

w Relative velocity

Xz Cartesian coordinate axes
Xg Vapour mass fraction
Greek Symbols

« Vapour volume fraction
Y Relative flow angle

n Efficiency

v Kinetic viscosity

o Density

A Fitting coefficient

1) Arbitrary parameter

i) Two-phase frictional pressure reduction factor
) Dissipation of turbulent energy
Superscripts

BS Bottom side

CL Center line

d Drag

ex External

g Gravity

in Inlet

int Interphase

out Outlet

PS Pressure side

sat Saturation

SS Suction side

t Turbulence

TS Top side

Subscripts

f Friction

i Node index

l Liquid

v Vapour

References

[1] A. Aali, N. Pourmahmoud, V. Zare, Exergoeconomic analysis and multi-
objective optimization of a novel combined flash-binary cycle for Sabalan
geothermal power plant in Iran, Energy Convers. Manag. 143 (2017) 377—390,
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.enconman.2017.04.025.

P. Erfurt-Cooper, The importance of natural geothermal resources in tourism,
in: Proc. World Geotherm. Congr, 2010, pp. 25—29. Bali, Indonesia, https://
www.geothermal-energy.org/pdf/IGAstandard/WGC/2010/3318.pdf.
(Accessed 1 January 2021).

H.D. Madhawa Hettiarachchi, M. Golubovic, W.M. Worek, Y. Ikegami, Opti-
mum design criteria for an Organic Rankine cycle using low-temperature
geothermal heat sources, Energy 32 (2007) 1698—1706, https://doi.org/
10.1016/j.energy.2007.01.005.

K. Wang, B. Yuan, G. Ji, X. Wu, A comprehensive review of geothermal energy
extraction and utilization in oilfields, ]J. Petrol. Sci. Eng. 168 (2018) 465—477,
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.petrol.2018.05.012.

M. Aneke, B. Agnew, C. Underwood, Performance analysis of the Chena binary
geothermal power plant, Appl. Therm. Eng. 31 (2011) 1825—1832, https://
doi.org/10.1016/j.applthermaleng.2011.02.028.

Z. Salameh, in: Z.B.T.-R.E.S.D. Salameh (Ed.), Chapter 5 - Emerging Renewable
Energy Sources, Academic Press, Boston, 2014, pp. 299—371, https://doi.org/
10.1016/B978-0-12-374991-8.00005-2.

S.-M. Lu, A global review of enhanced geothermal system (EGS), Renew.
Sustain. Energy Rev. 81 (2018) 2902—2921, https://doi.org/10.1016/
j.rser.2017.06.097.

A. Coskun, A. Bolatturk, M. Kanoglu, Thermodynamic analysis and optimiza-
tion of various power cycles for a geothermal resource, Energy Sources, Part A
Recover, Util. Environ. Eff. 38 (2016) 850—856, https://doi.org/10.1080/
15567036.2013.805285.

S. Jalilinasrabady, R. Itoi, Flash cycle and binary geothermal power plant
optimization, in: Geotherm. Resour. Counc. Annu. Meet, GRC 2012 - Geo-
therm., Reno, NV, United States, 2012, pp. 1079—1084, 2012.

[10] Y. Cerci, Performance evaluation of a single-flash geothermal power plant in

[2

w

[4

(5

[6

(7

(8

[9


https://doi.org/10.1016/j.enconman.2017.04.025
https://www.geothermal-energy.org/pdf/IGAstandard/WGC/2010/3318.pdf
https://www.geothermal-energy.org/pdf/IGAstandard/WGC/2010/3318.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.energy.2007.01.005
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.energy.2007.01.005
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.petrol.2018.05.012
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.applthermaleng.2011.02.028
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.applthermaleng.2011.02.028
https://doi.org/10.1016/B978-0-12-374991-8.00005-2
https://doi.org/10.1016/B978-0-12-374991-8.00005-2
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.rser.2017.06.097
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.rser.2017.06.097
https://doi.org/10.1080/15567036.2013.805285
https://doi.org/10.1080/15567036.2013.805285
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0960-1481(21)00698-4/sref9
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0960-1481(21)00698-4/sref9
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0960-1481(21)00698-4/sref9
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0960-1481(21)00698-4/sref9

H. Li, S. Rane and Z. Yu

[11]

[12]

[13]

[14]

[15]

[16]

[17]

[18]

[19]

[20]

[21]

[22]

(23]

[24]

[25]

[26]

[27]

(28]

[29]

[30]

[31]

(32]

[33]

[34]

[35]

[36]

Denizli, Turkey, Energy 28 (2003) 27—35, https://doi.org/10.1016/S0360-
5442(02)00093-2.

N. Yildirim Ozcan, G. Gokcen, Thermodynamic assessment of gas removal
systems for single-flash geothermal power plants, Appl. Therm. Eng. 29
(2009) 3246—3253, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.applthermaleng.2009.04.031.

V. Zare, V. Palideh, Employing thermoelectric generator for power generation
enhancement in a Kalina cycle driven by low-grade geothermal energy, Appl.
Therm. Eng. 130 (2018) 418—-428, https://doi.org/10.1016/
j.applthermaleng.2017.10.160.

M. Senturk Acar, O. Arslan, Energy and exergy analysis of solar energy-
integrated, geothermal energy-powered Organic Rankine Cycle, ]. Therm.
Anal. Calorim. 137 (2019) 659—666, https://doi.org/10.1007/s10973-018-
7977-1.

Z. Guzovi¢, P. Raskovi¢, Z. Blatari¢, The comparision of a basic and a dual-
pressure ORC (organic rankine cycle): geothermal power plant Velika
Ciglena case study, Energy 76 (2014) 175—186, https://doi.org/10.1016/
j.energy.2014.06.005.

LK. Smith, Development of the trilateral flash cycle system: part 1: funda-
mental considerations, Proc. Inst. Mech. Eng. Part A J. Power Energy. 207
(1993) 179—194, https://doi.org/10.1243/PIME_PROC_1993_207_032_02.
H.E. Kimmel, S. Cathery, Thermo-fluid dynamics and design of liquid-vapour
two-phase LNG expanders, in: Gas Process. Assoc. Tech. Meet. Adv. Process
Equipment, 2010. Paris, Fr., Paris, France.

L. Hays, History and overview of two-phase flow turbines, in: IMECHE Conf.
Trans., Mechanical Enginnering Publications, 1999, pp. 159—170.

T. He, C. Xia, Y. Zhao, L. Li, P. Shu, An experimental study on energy recovery
by a pelton-type expander in a domestic refrigeration system, HVAC R Res. 15
(2009) 785—799.

S.-Y. Cho, C.-H. Cho, C. Kim, Performance characteristics of a turbo expander
substituted for expansion valve on air-conditioner, Exp. Therm. Fluid Sci. 32
(2008) 1655—1665, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.expthermflusci.2008.05.007.
W.J. Comfort III, Performance of a total-flow impulse turbine for geothermal
applications, in: Twelfth Intersoc. Energy Convers. Eng. Conf., La Grance, Illi-
nois, American Nuclear Society., Washington, D.C., 1977, pp. 893—898.

H. Li, S. Rane, Z. Yu, G. Yu, An inverse mean-line design method for optimizing
radial outflow two-phase turbines in geothermal systems, Renew. Energy 168
(2021) 463—490, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.renene.2020.12.079.

D.G. Elliot, Theory and Tests of Two-phase Turbines, Jet Propulsion Laboratory,
1982, https://doi.org/10.2172/5346135.

D.G. Elliott, E. Weinberg, Acceleration of Liquids in Two Phase Nozzles,
Pasadena, Californica, United States, 1968. https://ntrs.nasa.gov/search.jsp?
R=19680017730. (Accessed 1 January 2021).

W.J. Comfort III, The Design and Evaluation of a Two-phase Turbine for Low
Quality Steam-Water Mixtures, University of California, 1977.

WJ. Comfort I, CW. Beadle, Design considerations for a two-phase turbine,
in: Symposium on Polyphase Flow in Turbomachinery, ASME Winter Annual
Meeting, San Francisco, California, n.d.

L.G. Hays, ]J. Brasz, Two-phase-flow turbines as stand-alone throttle
replacement units in large 2000-5000 ton centrifugal chiller installations, in:
Proc. 1998 Int. Compress. Eng. Conf. Purdue, Purdue University, West Lafay-
ette, IN, United States, 1998, pp. 792—802.

L.G. Hays, JJ. Brasz, Two-phase turbines for compressor energy recovery, in:
Proc. 1996 Int. Compress. Eng. Conf, Purdue Univ., Purdue University, West
Lafayette, IN, United States, 1996.

H. Li, W. Li, X. Zhang, Y. Zhu, Z. Zuo, H. Chen, Design method of a two-phase
annular nozzle in cryogenic liquid expander, Proc. Inst. Mech. Eng. Part A J.
Power  Energy. 233 (2019) 762-772, https://doi.org/10.1177/
0957650918822943.

K. Akagawa, T. Fujii, J. Ohta, K. Inoue, K. Taniguchi, Performance characteristics
of divergent-convergent nozzles for subcooled hot water, JSME Int. Journal.
Ser. 2, Fluids Eng. Heat Transf. Power, Combust. Thermophys. Prop. 31 (1988)
718—726.

K. Akagawa, T. Fujii, S. Takagi, M. Takeda, K. Tsuji, Performance of Hero's
turbine using two-phase mixture as working fluid: experimental results in an
air-water two-phase system, Bull. [SME. 27 (1984) 2795—2802.

Y. Zhao, A. Akbarzadeh, J. Andrews, Simultaneous desalination and power
generation using solar energy, Renew. Energy 34 (2009) 401—408, https://
doi.org/10.1016/j.renene.2008.05.018.

A. Date, S. Vahaji, ]. Andrews, A. Akbarzadeh, Experimental performance of a
rotating two-phase reaction turbine, Appl. Therm. Eng. 76 (2015) 475—483,
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.applthermaleng.2014.11.039.

S. Rane, L. He, CFD analysis of flashing flow in two-phase geothermal turbine
design, ]J. Comput. Des. Eng. 7 (2020) 238—250, https://doi.org/10.1093/jcde/
qwaa020.

S. Rane, L. He, Numerical analysis of a novel two-phase turbine using thermal
non-Equilibrium, homogeneous nucleation phase change, Therm. Sci. Eng.
Prog. 22 (2021), 100827, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tsep.2020.100827.

H.M. Crockett, ].S. Horowitz, Erosion in Nuclear Piping Systems, vol. 132, ].
Press. Vessel Technol, 2010, https://doi.org/10.1115/1.4000509.

J. Horowitz, Recommendations for Controlling Cavitation, Impingement
Erosion, and Solid Particle Erosion in Nuclear Power Plant Piping Systems,
2004. Palo Alto, CA.

371

(37]

[38]

(39]

[40]

[41]

[42]

[43]

[44]

[45]

[46]

[47]
(48]
[49]
[50]
[51]
[52]
[53]

[54]

[55]

[56]

[57]

[58]

[59]

[60]

[61]

[62]

[63]

[64]

Renewable Energy 175 (2021) 345—-372

N.K. Singh, A.S.M. Ang, D.K. Mahajan, H. Singh, Cavitation erosion resistant
nickel-based cermet coatings for monel K-500, Tribol. Int. 159 (2021), 106954,
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.triboint.2021.106954.

J.F. dos Santos, C.M. Garzoén, A.P. Tschiptschin, Improvement of the cavitation
erosion resistance of an AISI 304L austenitic stainless steel by high temper-
ature gas nitriding, Mater. Sci. Eng. 382 (2004) 378—386, https://doi.org/
10.1016/j.msea.2004.05.003.

Y. Xi, D. Liu, D. Han, Improvement of corrosion and wear resistances of AISI
420 martensitic stainless steel using plasma nitriding at low temperature,
Surf. Coating. Technol. 202 (2008) 2577—2583, https://doi.org/10.1016/
j.surfcoat.2007.09.036.

A. Date, A. Khaghani, ]. Andrews, A. Akbarzadeh, Performance of a rotating
two-phase turbine for combined power generation and desalination, Appl.
Therm. Eng. 76 (2015) 9-17, https://doi.org/10.1016/
j.applthermaleng.2014.08.074.

Y. Liao, D. Lucas, A review on numerical modelling of flashing flow with
application to nuclear safety analysis, Appl. Therm. Eng. 182 (2021), 116002,
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.applthermaleng.2020.116002.

S. Rane, L. He, H. Ma, CFD modelling and analysis of two-phase geothermal
energy turbine in project combi-gen, in: Int Conf Innov. Appl. Energy, 2019,
p. 257, https://doi.org/10.1093/jcde/qwaa020. Oxford.

G. Yu, Z. Yu, Investigation of geothermally sourced combined power and
freshwater generation systems, Energy Procedia 158 (2019) 5946—5953,
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.egypro.2019.01.527.

H. Geremew, A Study of Thermodynamic Modelling and Gas Extraction Sys-
tem Design for Aluto Langano Geothermal Power Plant Ii in ethiopia, Rey-
kjavik, Iceland, 2012. https://rafhladan.is/bitstream/handle/10802/8605/UNU-
GTP-2012-10.pdf?sequence=1.

G. Yu, Z. Yu, Research on a coupled total-flow and single-flash (TF-SF) system
for power and freshwater generation from geothermal source, Appl. Sci. 10
(2020) 2689, https://doi.org/10.3390/app10082689.

M. Pollet, L. Gosselin, ]. Dallaire, F. Mathieu-Potvin, Optimization of
geothermal power plant design for evolving operating conditions, Appl.
Therm. Eng. 134 (2018) 118—129, https://doi.org/10.1115/1.4025570.

M. Borremans, Pumps and Compressors, John Wiley & Sons, 2019, https://
doi.org/10.1002/9781119534112.

R.H. Aungier, Turbine Aerodynamics: Axial-Flow and Radial-Flow Turbine
Design and Analysis, ASME Press, 2006, https://doi.org/10.1115/1.802418.
S.L. Dixon, C. Hall, Fluid Mechanics and Thermodynamics of Turbomachinery,
Butterworth-Heinemann, 2014, https://doi.org/10.1016/C2011-0-05059-7.
S.A. Korpela, Principles of Turbomachinery, Wiley Online Library, 2011,
https://doi.org/10.1002/9781118162477.

EJ. Logan, R. Roy, Handbook of Turbomachinery, Marcel Dekker, Inc., New
York, 2003, https://doi.org/10.1201/9780203911990.

R. Van den Braembussche, Design and Analysis of Centrifugal Compressors,
ASME Press, 2020, https://doi.org/10.1115/1.861VAN.

Y.V. Fairuzov, Blowdown of pipelines carrying flashing liquids, AIChE ]. 44
(1998) 245—254, https://doi.org/10.1002/aic.690440203.

S. Rane, L. He, Two-phase flow analysis and design of geothermal energy
turbine, in: IOP Conf. Ser. Mater. Sci. Eng, IOP Publishing, 2019, p. 12043,
https://doi.org/10.1088/1757-899X/604/1/012043.

K. Wolfert, The simulation of blowdown processes with consideration of
thermodynamic non-equilibrium phenomena, in: Proc. Spec. Meet. Transient
Two-phase Flow, OECD/Nuclear Energy Agency, Toronto, ON, Canada, 1976.
L. Cheng, Frontiers and Progress in Multiphase Flow [, Springer, 2014, https://
doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-04358-6_4.

R.W. Lockhart, R.C. Martinelli, Proposed correlation of data for isothermal
two-phase, two-component flow in pipes, Chem. Eng. Prog. 45 (1949) 39—48.
http://dns2.asia.edu.tw/~ysho/YSHO-english/1000 CE/PDF/Che Eng Pro45, 39.
pdf.

M.A. Woldesemayat, A.J. Ghajar, Comparison of void fraction correlations for
different flow patterns in horizontal and upward inclined pipes, Int. J. Mul-
tiphas. Flow (2007) 347-370, https://doi.org/10.1016/
jijmultiphaseflow.2006.09.004.

H. Yaonan, The governing equations and turbulence models of compressible
turbulent flow in a rotating frame, J. Aero. Power 5 (1990) 239—244, 286.
file:///jasp_cn/article/abstract/19900312.

I. Ansys, CFX-solver Theory Guide, Ansys, Canonsburg, 2018. https://
ansyshelp.ansys.com/account/secured?returnurl=/Views/Secured/corp/v202/
en/cfx_thry/cfx_thry.html. (Accessed 1 January 2021).

F.A. Lyman, On the conservation of rothalpy in turbomachines, J. Turbomach.
115 (1993) 520—525, https://doi.org/10.1115/1.2929282.

K. Ibrahim, W.A. El-Askary, A. Balabel, .M. Sakr, Simulation of bubbly flow
using different turbulence models, Comput. Model. Eng. \& Sci. 85 (2012),
https://doi.org/10.3970/cmes.2012.085.079.

C.-H. Wu, A General Theory of Two-And Three-Dimensional Rotational Flow
in Subsonic and Transonic Turbomachines, National Aeronautics and Space
Administration, Scientific and Technical Information Program, Washington,
DC, United States, 1993.

A. Khaghani, Dual Thermal System for Power and Fresh Water Production,
RMIT University, 2013. https://researchrepository.rmit.edu.au/esploro/
outputs/doctoral/Dual-thermal-system-for-power-and-fresh-water-


https://doi.org/10.1016/S0360-5442(02)00093-2
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0360-5442(02)00093-2
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.applthermaleng.2009.04.031
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.applthermaleng.2017.10.160
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.applthermaleng.2017.10.160
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10973-018-7977-1
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10973-018-7977-1
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.energy.2014.06.005
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.energy.2014.06.005
https://doi.org/10.1243/PIME_PROC_1993_207_032_02
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0960-1481(21)00698-4/sref16
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0960-1481(21)00698-4/sref16
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0960-1481(21)00698-4/sref16
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0960-1481(21)00698-4/sref17
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0960-1481(21)00698-4/sref17
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0960-1481(21)00698-4/sref17
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0960-1481(21)00698-4/sref18
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0960-1481(21)00698-4/sref18
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0960-1481(21)00698-4/sref18
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0960-1481(21)00698-4/sref18
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.expthermflusci.2008.05.007
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0960-1481(21)00698-4/sref20
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0960-1481(21)00698-4/sref20
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0960-1481(21)00698-4/sref20
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0960-1481(21)00698-4/sref20
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.renene.2020.12.079
https://doi.org/10.2172/5346135
https://ntrs.nasa.gov/search.jsp?R=19680017730
https://ntrs.nasa.gov/search.jsp?R=19680017730
https://ntrs.nasa.gov/search.jsp?R=19680017730
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0960-1481(21)00698-4/sref24
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0960-1481(21)00698-4/sref24
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0960-1481(21)00698-4/sref26
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0960-1481(21)00698-4/sref26
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0960-1481(21)00698-4/sref26
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0960-1481(21)00698-4/sref26
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0960-1481(21)00698-4/sref26
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0960-1481(21)00698-4/sref27
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0960-1481(21)00698-4/sref27
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0960-1481(21)00698-4/sref27
https://doi.org/10.1177/0957650918822943
https://doi.org/10.1177/0957650918822943
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0960-1481(21)00698-4/sref29
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0960-1481(21)00698-4/sref29
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0960-1481(21)00698-4/sref29
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0960-1481(21)00698-4/sref29
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0960-1481(21)00698-4/sref29
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0960-1481(21)00698-4/sref30
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0960-1481(21)00698-4/sref30
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0960-1481(21)00698-4/sref30
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0960-1481(21)00698-4/sref30
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.renene.2008.05.018
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.renene.2008.05.018
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.applthermaleng.2014.11.039
https://doi.org/10.1093/jcde/qwaa020
https://doi.org/10.1093/jcde/qwaa020
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tsep.2020.100827
https://doi.org/10.1115/1.4000509
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0960-1481(21)00698-4/sref36
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0960-1481(21)00698-4/sref36
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0960-1481(21)00698-4/sref36
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.triboint.2021.106954
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.msea.2004.05.003
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.msea.2004.05.003
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.surfcoat.2007.09.036
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.surfcoat.2007.09.036
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.applthermaleng.2014.08.074
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.applthermaleng.2014.08.074
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.applthermaleng.2020.116002
https://doi.org/10.1093/jcde/qwaa020
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.egypro.2019.01.527
https://rafhladan.is/bitstream/handle/10802/8605/UNU-GTP-2012-10.pdf?sequence=1
https://rafhladan.is/bitstream/handle/10802/8605/UNU-GTP-2012-10.pdf?sequence=1
https://rafhladan.is/bitstream/handle/10802/8605/UNU-GTP-2012-10.pdf?sequence=1
https://doi.org/10.3390/app10082689
https://doi.org/10.1115/1.4025570
https://doi.org/10.1002/9781119534112
https://doi.org/10.1002/9781119534112
https://doi.org/10.1115/1.802418
https://doi.org/10.1016/C2011-0-05059-7
https://doi.org/10.1002/9781118162477
https://doi.org/10.1201/9780203911990
https://doi.org/10.1115/1.861VAN
https://doi.org/10.1002/aic.690440203
https://doi.org/10.1088/1757-899X/604/1/012043
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0960-1481(21)00698-4/sref55
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0960-1481(21)00698-4/sref55
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0960-1481(21)00698-4/sref55
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-04358-6_4
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-04358-6_4
http://dns2.asia.edu.tw/%7Eysho/YSHO-english/1000%20CE/PDF/Che%20Eng%20Pro45,%2039.pdf
http://dns2.asia.edu.tw/%7Eysho/YSHO-english/1000%20CE/PDF/Che%20Eng%20Pro45,%2039.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijmultiphaseflow.2006.09.004
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijmultiphaseflow.2006.09.004
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0960-1481(21)00698-4/sref59
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0960-1481(21)00698-4/sref59
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0960-1481(21)00698-4/sref59
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0960-1481(21)00698-4/sref59
https://ansyshelp.ansys.com/account/secured?returnurl=/Views/Secured/corp/v202/en/cfx_thry/cfx_thry.html
https://ansyshelp.ansys.com/account/secured?returnurl=/Views/Secured/corp/v202/en/cfx_thry/cfx_thry.html
https://ansyshelp.ansys.com/account/secured?returnurl=/Views/Secured/corp/v202/en/cfx_thry/cfx_thry.html
https://ansyshelp.ansys.com/account/secured?returnurl=/Views/Secured/corp/v202/en/cfx_thry/cfx_thry.html
https://doi.org/10.1115/1.2929282
https://doi.org/10.3970/cmes.2012.085.079
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0960-1481(21)00698-4/sref63
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0960-1481(21)00698-4/sref63
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0960-1481(21)00698-4/sref63
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0960-1481(21)00698-4/sref63
https://researchrepository.rmit.edu.au/esploro/outputs/doctoral/Dual-thermal-system-for-power-and-fresh-water-production/9921861234401341#files_and_links
https://researchrepository.rmit.edu.au/esploro/outputs/doctoral/Dual-thermal-system-for-power-and-fresh-water-production/9921861234401341#files_and_links

H. Li, S. Rane and Z. Yu Renewable Energy 175 (2021) 345—372

production/99218612344013414#files_and_links. (Accessed 24 March 2021). 2172/7111583, 1977.

[65] Y. Zhao, Combined Desalination and Power Generation Using Solar Energy, [67] Z. Woube, Analysis of Well Test Data from the Langano-Aluto Geothermal
RMIT University, 2009. https://researchrepository.rmit.edu.au/esploro/ Field, Ethiopia, UNU-GTP, Iceland, 1986. https://orkustofnun.is/gogn/unu-gtp-
outputs/doctoral/Combined-desalination-and-power-generation-using-solar- report/UNU-GTP-1986-11.pdf.
energy/9921859083701341. (Accessed 24 March 2021). [68] E.M. Greitzer, C.S. Tan, M.B. Graf, Internal Flow: Concepts and Applications,

[66] G.L.Dittman, Calculation of brine properties, United States, https://doi.org/10. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 2007.

372


https://researchrepository.rmit.edu.au/esploro/outputs/doctoral/Dual-thermal-system-for-power-and-fresh-water-production/9921861234401341#files_and_links
https://researchrepository.rmit.edu.au/esploro/outputs/doctoral/Combined-desalination-and-power-generation-using-solar-energy/9921859083701341
https://researchrepository.rmit.edu.au/esploro/outputs/doctoral/Combined-desalination-and-power-generation-using-solar-energy/9921859083701341
https://researchrepository.rmit.edu.au/esploro/outputs/doctoral/Combined-desalination-and-power-generation-using-solar-energy/9921859083701341
https://doi.org/10.2172/7111583
https://doi.org/10.2172/7111583
https://orkustofnun.is/gogn/unu-gtp-report/UNU-GTP-1986-11.pdf
https://orkustofnun.is/gogn/unu-gtp-report/UNU-GTP-1986-11.pdf
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0960-1481(21)00698-4/sref68
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0960-1481(21)00698-4/sref68

	Investigation of the performance and flow characteristics of two-phase reaction turbines in total flow geothermal systems
	1. Introduction
	2. System and prototype turbine
	2.1. Geothermal system adopted
	2.2. Prototype turbine

	3. Methods and validation
	3.1. One-dimensional model
	3.1.1. Continuity, momentum and energy equations
	3.1.2. Force balance equation of vapour bubble
	3.1.3. Phase-changing model
	3.1.4. Frictional pressure reduction model

	3.2. Three-dimensional model
	3.2.1. Continuity, momentum and energy equations
	3.2.2. Turbulence model
	3.2.3. Drag force equation on bubble

	3.3. Methods and algorithm
	3.3.1. 1D method
	3.3.2. 2D and 3D methods
	3.3.3. Geometrical models and mesh size independence in 2D and 3D methods

	3.4. Validation of the methods with experimental results

	4. Performance evaluation and flow details
	4.1. Performance of the impeller at design condition
	4.2. Influences of various factors
	4.2.1. Rotational speed
	4.2.2. Inlet pressure
	4.2.3. Inlet temperature
	4.2.4. Inlet vapour volume fraction

	4.3. Integration with the geothermal system
	4.3.1. Performance map
	4.3.2. Influence of system parameters on the two-phase reaction turbine

	4.4. Flow details in the channel
	4.4.1. Distribution of averaged flow parameters
	4.4.2. Three-dimensional internal flow


	5. Conclusion
	Author contributions
	CRediT authorship contribution statement
	Declaration of competing interest
	Acknowledgement
	Nomenclature
	References


