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Abstract: A twisted-fin array as an innovative structure for intensifying the charging response of a
phase-change material (PCM) within a shell-and-tube storage system is introduced in this work. A
three-dimensional model describing the thermal management with charging phase change process in
PCM was developed and numerically analyzed by the enthalpy-porosity method using commercial
CFD software. Efficacy of the proposed structure of fins for performing better heat communication
between the active heating surface and the adjacent layers of PCM was verified via comparing with
conventional longitudinal fins within the same design limitations of fin material and volume usage.
Optimization of the fin geometric parameters including the pitch, number, thickness, and the height
of the twisted fins for superior performance of the proposed fin structure, was also introduced via
the Taguchi method. The results show that a faster charging rate, higher storage rate, and better
uniformity in temperature distribution could be achieved in the PCMs with Twisted fins. Based on
the design of twisted fins, it was found that the energy charging time could be reduced by up to 42%,
and the energy storage rate could be enhanced up to 63% compared to the reference case of straight
longitudinal fins within the same PCM mass limitations.

Keywords: thermal storage; latent heat; phase change process; melting enhancement; twisted fins

1. Introduction

The excessive dependence on fossil fuels to meet humankind’s hunger for energy has
led to undesirable phenomena like global warming and environmental pollution. Therefore,
the search for exploiting energy alternatives like solar and wind has become a key priority
for researchers worldwide. The major challenge that tackles a full reliance on these sources
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is their fluctuating supply, which requires developing energy storage means with distinctive
storage properties. These properties include the high storage-to-volume capability to enable
a compact design of the storage unit, the superior thermal properties of the storage material
to allow an adequate response rate to the storage and retrieval assignments, and durability
of the manufacturing materials to prevent the chemical degradation potential during long
operating durations. The latent-heat energy storage (LHES) operated with phase-change
materials (PCMs) is considered a compatible scheme for resolving the intermittency issues
and supporting a wider utilization of alternative energy sources. LHES is basically a
temporary hold of power in the shape of latent heat of fusion for later use. It depends on
stimulating the change transition of PCM from solid to liquid (charging) or from liquid
to solid (discharging) for energy storage and retrieval, respectively. The key drawback
that requires substantial consideration is the low rate of thermal transition during phase
transition, owing to the comparatively weak thermal properties of the most present-day
PCMs. Some feasible suggestions for resolving the issue involve the proper design of
containment system able to deliver a proper thermal transport from the heat transfer fluid
(HTF) to the store material, and the application of relevant heat-transfer enhancers such as
metal nanoparticles [1–6], fin arrays [7–10], and porous foams [11–15].

In respect to rectifying the weak thermal response arising from the inherent low
thermal conductivity of PCMs, the application of fin arrays is recognized as one of the most
effective solutions due to their easy integration with the LHES systems and relatively low
fabricating costs compared to the other enhancers abovementioned [16]. Studies in the field
of LHES applications have demonstrated a growing interest in the implementation of fins
for improving the timely thermal response of PCMs to the energy charging and discharging
processes. Longitudinal, annular, pin, triangular, and tree-like fins are the configurations
examined most in the earlier studies. By employing longitudinal fins, Mat et al. [17]
reported 58% and 86% reduction in charging time under the conditions of constant velocity
and constant inlet temperature of the HTF, respectively. Rathod and Banerjee [18] reported
a reduction of 25% and 44% in PCM melting and solidifying time, respectively, with the
inclusion of annular fins in a vertical shell-and-tube heat exchanger. A major improvement
was attained applying internal, internal with external, and external triangle fins at 11%,
12%, and 15%, respectively, compared with the cases using longitudinal fins. Abdulateef
et al. [19] compared the melting enhancement achieved by triangular fins with longitudinal
fins under the same thermal conditions. They concluded that rectangular could provide a
faster enhancement rate by up to 15%. To better handle the right dominating role of natural
convection during melting, Mahdi et al. [20,21] suggested employing less and smaller fins
in the top part of the horizontal LHES units to support better melting enhancement since
the melting rate is not the same at the different parts of the unit. Yang et al. [22] showed
that the heat transfer improvement by applying annular fins could be better managed if
the non-uniform fin distribution in the vertical direction is applied in vertical LHES units.

The previous research has shown that the enhancement potential of thermal perfor-
mance in LHS systems is largely affected by fins’ geometrical configuration. Therefore,
some efforts have been performed to examine innovative configurations, for instance
Y-configuration fin [23], tree-configuration fin [24], and snowflake-configuration fin [25].
Sciacovelli et al. [23] introduced Y-configuration fins with single and double divisions
and suggested that for short operational times, a large angle between branches would be
used, while for long operating times, smaller angles are preferable. Pizzolato et al. [26]
designed based on topology optimization high conductive fins for the use in small-scale
LHS units applicable to district heating applications and reported 37% and 15% faster
melting and solidifying rates in topological fins compared to typical longitudinal fins.
Yıldız et al. [27] analyzed the melting enhancement of PCMs with various dimensions of
tree-shaped rectangular fins and noticed that it could be more effective to optimize the
geometrical properties of rectangular fins than employing triangular fins. Yu et al. [28]
analysed the melting enhancement of a PCM with tree-configuration fins and found that
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the entire charging time can be saved by 27%, and the thermal storage rate can be increased
by 45% with ideal tree-configuration fins compared to the conventional fins.

Another important means for improving the thermal response of finned LHS systems
is the proper optimization of the various fin design parameters governing the heat transfer
and energy storage enhancement rates. These factors involve the fin pitch, number, thick-
ness, and heights of fin at a given volume of the LHS system of concern. Several algorithms
for design optimization have been adopted in the literature, including genetic algorithm,
particle swarm optimization, and Taguchi method. Because of its relatively easier operation
and superior capability for handling multi-dimensional evaluation problems, the Taguchi
method has been more broadly utilized in many new experimental and computational
works. Taguchi technique has been applied for efficient model assessment of numerous
LHS systems [29–34]. For instance, Xie and Yuan [30] employed the Taguchi method to
optimize the material and arrangement of the ice thin layer in a cold thermal storage system.
Lin et al. [32] optimized the performance of an air-based PCM system using the Taguchi
method. Zhang et al. [34] recently achieved a successful fin-geometry optimization via
the Taguchi method for better energy-discharging rates in an ice storage unit. Findings of
the above studies revealed that the Taguchi method could handle the multi-dimensional
optimization problem effectively. Since only the discrete design variables can be handled
by the Taguchi method, the results achieved are almost optimal because of its intrinsic
optimization characteristics.

Consistent with the ongoing attempts to provide effective solutions for rectifying the
poor thermal response of PCMs, this study introduces twisted-tape fins for intensifying
the LHS process in a PCM-based shell-and-tube storage unit. Particular attention is paid
to the design and optimization of the thermal performance of twisted fins by the Taguchi
method. The fin pitch, number of twisted fins, the fin thickness, and the fin height are
selected as the main optimal design parameters. A further consideration in this study is
paid to the analysis of melting behaviours and heat transfer characteristics in the LHS
with optimal twisted fins compared to the LHS unit with conventional longitudinal fins.
The data were obtained using the commercially available computational-fluid-dynamic
package (ANSYS FLUENT) in connection with a code built in MATLAB for computing of
the multiple optimization factors in Taguchi method. A three-dimensional computational
model based on finite-volume discretization is developed considering the effects of natural
convection in PCM and the temperature-dependent thermal properties of PCM. To our
knowledge, no previous research has discussed the impact of twisted fins on the enhance-
ment of PCM thermal response in LHS systems. The study would provide in this regard
a distinct benchmark for designing better performing LHS systems applicable to broad
engineering applications.

2. Geometry and Boundary Conditions

The proposed system is a double tube LHS equipped with twisted copper fins com-
pared to no-fin and straight fin cases. Figure 1a shows the schematic of the double tube
heat exchanger with five twisted fins (attached to the inner tube, which present the heat
transfer fluid (HTF) tube), including the boundary conditions and gravity direction. The
system is placed vertically, as demonstrated in Figure 1b. Hot water with the uniform
inlet temperature of 50 ◦C and Reynolds number of 1000 is flowed via the central tube,
whereas RT35 (PCM) fills the volume of the outer tube considering insulated walls for the
PCM container to eliminate the effect of heat loss. A pressure outlet boundary condition
is assumed for the outlet surface of the central tube, and a no-slip boundary condition is
studied for all the walls. Table 1 shows the properties of the PCM.
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Figure 1. The schematic of the proposed double-tube heat exchanger with twisted fins: (a) including
boundary conditions; (b) in vertical placement.

Table 1. Characteristic values of RT35 PCM [35].

Property
µ

[N ·
s/m2]

β
[1/K]

Cp
[kJ/kg ·

K]

k
[W/m ·

K]

ρ
[kg/m3]

Lf
[kJ/kg]

TL
[◦C]

Ts
[◦C]

values 0.023 0.0006 2.0 0.2 815 170 35 29

3. Mathematical Modeling

The enthalpy-porosity scheme [35] is implemented to formulate the equations which govern
the conservation of mass, momentum, and energy considering the following assumptions [36]:

• Boussinesq approximation for the buoyancy effect.
• The transient, Newtonian, and laminar fluid flow of liquid PCM
• Neglecting viscous dissipation
• Volume expansion is neglected [37]

Conservation of mass:
∂ρ

∂t
+∇.ρ

→
V = 0, (1)

Conservation of momentum:

ρ
∂
→
V

∂t
+ ρ

(→
V.∇

)→
V = −∇P + µ

(
∇2
→
V
)
− ρre f β

(
T − Tre f

)→
g − Am

(1− λ)2

λ3 + 0.001

→
V, (2)

Conservation of energy:

ρCp∂T
∂t

+∇
(

ρCp
→
VT
)
= ∇(k∇T)−

[
∂ρλL f

∂t
+∇

(
ρ
→
VλL f

)]
(3)

According to the water flow rate in the central tube, the governing equations are
considered as the Navier-Stokes equations, which can be accomplished by considering the
additional source terms from Equations (2) and (3).
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In the above equations, the value of 105 kg/m3s was adopted for Am following the
beanchmark studies of [38–40]. The liquid fraction (λ) was introduced using the phase
transition temperature as [41]:

λ =


0 i f T < TSolidus

T−TSolidus
TLiquidus−TSolidus

i f TSolidus < T < TLiquidus

1 i f T > TLiquidus

, (4)

A detailed description of the mathematical model can be found in the authors’ previ-
ous work [35,42]. The total enthalpy (H) is obtained as:

H = ∆H + h, (5)

where:

h =
∫ T

Tre f

CpdT + hre f , (6)

and ∆H was evaluated using ∆H = λLf. The thermal energy storage rate (
.

Q) is introduced
by the relationship below [43]:

.
Q =

Q
tm

=
m
(∫

solid cpdT + L f +
∫

liquid cpdT
)

tm
, (7)

4. Numerical Modeling and Validation

The CFD simulation is performed using ANSYS-Fluent 18 employing the QUICK
scheme for the diffusion fluxes and convection and PRESTO scheme the pressure correction
equation considering 10−6 for the convergence. Different mesh and time-step sizes are
evaluated as the pre-simulations to find the outcomes separate from the grid density as
well as the size of the time step presented in Figure 2. Different cell numbers of 1100 K,
1410 K, and 1940 K are generated for the grid independence analysis. The variations of
liquid fraction for different studied cell numbers are illustrated in Figure 2a.
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As shown, the results of the cases with the grid numbers of 1410 K and 1940 K are
identical, and as a result, the mesh with the grid of the 1410 K cell is chosen for further
analysis. For the selected grid, three different time step sizes of 0.05 s, 0.1 s, and 0.2 s are
investigated, and the findings are displayed in Figure 2b. As shown, the variations of
liquid fraction for all the studied sizes of time step are similar, and therefore, the time step
size of 0.2 s was assumed to have less computational time. The configuration of the mesh
adopted is illustrated in Figure 3.
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Verification of the present study is performed in Figure 4 using the numerical and
experimental data of Mat et al. [17], which analyzed a charged double pipe LHSHE unit
applying RT58 and uniform temperatures on the walls. They examined the presence
of inserted fins connected to both internal and external tubes in the PCM container in a
staggered configuration. As displayed, a good agreement is found comparing the presented
results for both liquid fraction and average temperature with the experimental data and
numerical simulations gained from the study of Mat et al. [17].
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5. Results and Discussion
5.1. Part A

In this study, different effective parameters of pitch number, number, thickness, and
height of the fins are considered as the optimization parameters to find the best performance
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gained from the fins’ addition. Then, the optimum case will be compared with the system
with straight fins and without fins.

The design variables for control of melting heat transfer and thermal energy storage
are the fin pitch (1 < Pitch < 3), number of twisted fins (3 < Nfin < 5), the fin’s thickness
(0.5 < tfin < 1.5 mm), and the fins heights (2.5 < Hfin < 7.5 mm); all the data are presented
in Table 2. Taguchi’s technique was adopted to systematically investigate the impact of
the design parameters on the MVF of the TES unit, as described in Figure 1. The Taguchi
method utilizes an orthogonal table of design parameters to probe the design domain.
Then, it applies a function evaluation technique to estimate an optimum design. The
Taguchi technique has been well established for optimum design experiments involving
multiple control variables, influencing the outcomes. Taguchi aims to find an optimum
design by performing a minimal number of experiments. In the present study, the Taguchi
method is used to maximize the TES unit’s output power.

Table 2. The range and levels of control parameters.

Factors Description Level 1 Level 2 Level 3

A Pitch (fin’s pitch) 1 2 3
B Nfin (number of fins) 3 4 5
C tfin (mm) (the fin’s thickness) 0.5 1 1.5
D Hfin (mm) (fin’s height) 2.5 5 7.5

Here, the design of the TES unit involves four control parameters (factors). An
arbitrary number of levels can be selected for control parameters. The higher the level
number, the more detailed analysis. However, an increase in the levels would intensify
the required tests. Here, three levels were selected for each factor. The control parameters
and their selected levels are shown in Table 2. All possible combination of four factors
leads to 34 combination of parameters, which is a big number and demands an expensive
and impractical computational cost. Therefore, Taguchi’s method proposes the standard
orthogonal tables to diminish the essential test while probing the design space. Here, an L9
orthogonal array of factors and parameters was selected and depicted in Table 3. Table
4 proposes nine independent test cases to be examined. These nine cases are adequate to
represent the impact of the factors on the design of the TES unit.

Table 3. The Taguchi orthogonal L9 table for the combination of four factors and three levels.

Case Pitch Nfin
tfin

(mm)
Hfin

(mm)

PCM
Mass
(kg)

Melting
Time

(s)

Power
(W) SNR

1 1 3 0.5 2.5 0.18676 5072 8.38 18.4649
2 1 4 1 5 0.18369 3690 11.32 21.0769
3 1 5 1.5 7.5 0.17667 2000 19.47 25.7873
4 2 3 1 7.5 0.18314 2689 15.39 23.7448
5 2 4 1.5 2.5 0.18461 4315 9.73 19.7623
6 2 5 0.5 5 0.18508 3071 13.69 22.7281
7 3 3 1.5 5 0.18316 3645 11.43 21.1609
8 3 4 0.5 7.5 0.18402 1943 20.75 26.3404
9 3 5 1 2.5 0.18507 4046 10.40 20.3407

Optimum 3 5 0.5 7.5 0.18388 1675 23.82 -
Straight - 5 0.5 7.5 0.18386 2864 14.58 -
Without

Fin - - - - 0.18755 5806 7.34 -
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Table 4. The rank values of the controlling parameters S/N.

Levels Pitch Nfin tfin (mm) Hfin (mm)

1 21.78 21.12 22.51 19.52
2 22.08 22.39 21.72 21.66
3 22.61 22.95 22.24 25.29

Delta 0.84 1.83 0.79 5.77
Rank 3 2 4 1

The next step is the simulation of the TES unit and phase change heat transfer for
the proposed cases of Table 3. The TES unit’s Power at the end of the charging method
(MVF = 1) was selected as the target design variable, and it was defined as P = Stored
heat/Melting time. Power (P) indicates the capability of the full charging of the unit. The
higher the P, the better charging performance. After the computation of P, an analysis of
Signal to Noise Ratio (S/N or SNR) should be performed following the Taguchi method.
The SNR indicates the impact of design factors on the heat transfer rate of the TES unit.

The target design of the present investigation is the increase in Power. Thus, the
higher-the-better approach was adopted for the Taguchi method. Besides, the impact of
factors on the full melting time was estimated using a linear equation and employing the
data of Table 4:

t|MVF = 1 (s) =7597 − 188.0 Pitch − 381.5 Nfin − 42 tfin − 453.4 Hfin, (8)

Table 3 shows that the variation of design factors notably changes the output power.
By using SN ratios and following the Taguchi method, the rank and values of SN ratios
were computed and summarized in Table 4. These data are also illustrated in Figure 5.
The results show that all factors contribute to charging time and Power of TES; however,
their importance of the final Power is not essentially the same. Here, δ values in Table 4
denote the distance between the SN ratios’ maximum and a minimum of each factor. The
higher the δ value, the stronger the impact of the corresponding factor on Power. Based on
computed δ values, the factors were ranked. The last row of Table 4 shows the rank of each
factor, and the lower number indicates the most influential factor. Using the last row of
Table 4, the influencing factors are as follows Hfin < Nfin < Pitch < tfin. As seen, the height
and number of fins are the essential design factors. After these two factors, the fins’ pitch
and thickness are the second important set of design factors.
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Figure 5. The plot of SN ratios for various design factors and levels. The optimum case for factors of
A-D is 3-3-1-3, respectively.
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The higher SN ratio always shows the best promising level of a control parameter.
Thus, using Figure 5, the highest SN ratios for factors of A-D are 3-3-1-3, respectively. Using
the design Table 2, these levels convert to Pitch = 3, Nfin = 5, tfin = 0.5 mm, Hfin = 7.5 mm.
These data are summarized in Table 5. Taguchi’s method predicts the optimal Power of
P = 21.34 W for this design. The corresponding model of these factors was constructed
and simulated. The actual Power of the optimum TES unit was found as P = 23.82 W,
which was even higher than the predicted Power. The obtained Power is also higher than
all the investigated cases of shown in Table 3. Thus, the design of Table 5 was selected
as the final optimum design. The optimum case produces 182% higher charging power
compared to a not well-designed case 1 in Table 3. Thus, the optimum design of TES unit
could significantly improve its performance.

Table 5. The optimum values of the controlling parameters.

Optimum Factors Optimum Full Melting Time

Pitch Nfin tfin (mm) Height (mm) Taguchi Prediction Tested Case

3 5 0.5 7.5 21.34 23.82

The cases of a TES unit with straight fins, with no fins, and optimum design fin are
also considered and added to Table 3. These cases do not contribute to the computations
of the Taguchi method and were added for the sake of comparison. These cases were
also simulated, and the melting time and Power are added to Table 3. Figure 6 displays a
system’s schematic with three twisted fins with the pitch value of one, which is case 1 from
Table 3. Besides, the system with straight fins and without fins are displayed in this figure
for the sake of geometrical comparison.

Energies 2021, 14, x FOR PEER REVIEW  9  of  19 
 

 

and simulated. The actual Power of  the optimum TES unit was  found as P = 23.82 W, 

which was even higher than the predicted Power. The obtained Power is also higher than 

all the investigated cases of shown in Table 3. Thus, the design of Table 5 was selected as 

the final optimum design. The optimum case produces 182% higher charging power com‐

pared to a not well‐designed case 1 in Table 3. Thus, the optimum design of TES unit could 

significantly improve its performance.   

Table 5. The optimum values of the controlling parameters. 

Optimum Factors  Optimum Full Melting Time 

Pitch  Nfin  tfin (mm)  Height (mm)  Taguchi Prediction  Tested Case 

3  5  0.5  7.5  21.34  23.82 

 

Figure 5. The plot of SN ratios for various design factors and levels. The optimum case for factors 

of A‐D is 3‐3‐1‐3, respectively. 

The cases of a TES unit with straight fins, with no fins, and optimum design fin are 

also considered and added to Table 3. These cases do not contribute to the computations 

of the Taguchi method and were added for the sake of comparison. These cases were also 

simulated, and the melting time and Power are added to Table 3. Figure 6 displays a sys‐

tem’s schematic with three twisted fins with the pitch value of one, which is case 1 from 

Table 3. Besides, the system with straight fins and without fins are displayed in this figure 

for the sake of geometrical comparison.   

 
Figure 6. The schematic of double pipe heat storage for case 1, straight fins case, and no‐fin case. 

Levels

S
/N

ra
ti

o

0 1 2 3 4
19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26
Pitch

Levels

S
/N

ra
ti

o
0 1 2 3 4

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26
Nfin

Levels

S
/N

ra
ti

o

0 1 2 3 4
19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26
tfin

Levels

S
/N

ra
ti

o

0 1 2 3 4
19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26
Height

Figure 6. The schematic of double pipe heat storage for case 1, straight fins case, and no-fin case.

The optimum design can provide a charging power of 23.82 W, while the cases of
straight fin and without fins produce 14.58 W and 7.34 W. The optimum case could provide
63% higher Power compared to the case of straight fin and 245% higher Power compared
to the case of no fin. The mass of PCM has also been reported in Table 3. The mass of PCM
is important since the higher mass, the more latent heat energy storage. The optimum TES
unit could hold 183.9 g PCM while the cases of straight fin and no fin hold 183.9 and 187.6 g.
As seen, the variation of the PCM mass between the optimum fins and straight fins is none.
The case with no fin can hold only 2% more PCM mass compared to the optimum case.

Figure 7a shows the stored power in the PCM for all the cases of Taguchi methods.
The figure indicates that the optimum case (23.82 W) is higher than the best case (among the
nine cases) by 3.07 W, and it is over the worst case (case 1) by 15.44 W. The only difference
between the optimum case and case 8 (the best of the nine cases) is the number of the fins,
which are 5 and 4 in the optimum case and case 8, respectively. Adding one fin increases
the stored power in the system due to the additional surface area of the heat transfer, which
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means more heat transfer to the PCM. This concept effect on the charging time of the PCM.
The charging rate of the optimum case, case 8, and case 1 are 1675 s, 1943 s, and 5072 s,
respectively, as shown in Figure 7b. A system with a fast-melting process could capture
high transient thermal loads quickly.
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5.2. Part B

The comparison between the optimum case, and the straight case (with 5 straight
fins), and the case without fins illustrates graphically in Figure 8 in terms of the liquid
fraction (Figure 8a) and temperature (Figure 8b). Figure 8a shows that the liquid phase of
the system without fins increases slightly with a total melting time of 6806 s. The other two
cases show the same model for the first 750 s, then the optimum case, which has twisted
fins, shows a faster melting time than the straight fins case. This is caused by the twisted
fins present a larger surface area and lets more solid parts of the PCM be contacted with the
fins surface. It also better guides the molten PCM. These advantages consequently lead to
a shorter melting time. Likewise, the presence of fins with different configurations affects
the mean temperature of the system. Predictably, the twisted fins help the temperature rise
faster, as mentioned because of the large surface area and the slipping effects, helping the
molten PCM mix faster. The temperature rises to 50 ◦C within 2000 s in the optimum case
against 3200 s and 6250 s for the straight fins case and the case without fins, respectively.
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The contours of the liquid phase and the thermal parameter for both the optimum and
the case without fins are respectively presented in Figure 9a,b. Figure 10a illustrates the
liquid development around the HTF tubes and the fins. In the first 600 s the liquid expands
faster due to the sufficient thermal management to the PCM, and the solid part is confined
between the fins adjacent to the outer tube; then, during the 1800 s, all the PCM malt and
the system become ready for the discharging process. However, the HTF generates liquid
around the tube only and expands slowly due to the limited thermal capability of PCM
material in the system without fins.

Within the 1800 s, the liquid fraction is 50%, and the melting process becomes slower
because of the thermal movement through the melted PCM to the solid part. The bottom
side of the system melts at the end of the process as the solid part collects at the depth
because of the density difference between the two phases of the PCM. The temperature
contours (Figure 9b) show that the temperature increases faster in the twisted fins case
due to an effective spreading of heat. At 1800 s, most parts of the PCM become in thermal
equilibrium with the HTF, except the parts between the fins, adjacent to the outer wall.
These parts have a temperature of more than 50 ◦C, but it is higher than the phase change
critical temperature. For the finless case, the close layer of the PCM reaches the thermal
equilibrium with the HTF, and the thickness of this layer increases slowly. Within the
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1800 s, the temperature of the PCM layer that contacted to the external tube was still the
same as the initial temperature, as the heat could not reach there during that time.
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Figure 10a shows the liquid fraction at different cross-sections of the optimum case,
case 1 (3 fins, 0.5 mm width, 2.5 mm high, and 1 pitch), straight fins case, and finless case.
From the optimum case images, it clear that the molten PCM increases wherever risen from
the bottom; after 1800 s, there are 0.5% of the PCM not melt at the bottom section of the
system. In case 1, the malt PCM is less than the optimum, and the development of the
liquid PCM reaches 45% within 1800 s. The huge difference between the optimum case and
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case 1 in terms of melting process and temperature distribution is caused by the number,
size, and configurations of the fins. With the straight fins, the molten PCM is more than
case 1 (even in case 1, the fins are twisted). This is because of the greater number of the fins
and the large surface area, which helps more energy passes to the PCM. The absence of the
fin leaves the majority of the PCM not molten (65%) after 1800 s as the heat transfers to the
PCM through the internal wall (HTF tube). The temperature steps the same mode as the
liquid fractions shown in Figure 10b. The optimum case arrives at the equilibrium state in
all the cross-sections except the bottom section, which still has some patch (between the
fins) in lower temperature. The PCM in case1 arrives 48 ◦C at the top section but still cold
as the initial temperature on the bottom section. The star shape patches clearly appear in
the middle sections of the system with the straight fins. However, the ring patches appear
in the finless system with an average temperature of 37 ◦C.

Figure 11 shows the distribution of Fins temperature at different times. Because of the
flowing of the hot water from the base part of the heat exchanger, a higher temperature
can be seen at the bottom of the domain compared with the top area. Moreover, through
time, the difference between the temperature at the bottom and top sides of the domain
increases. For example, after 600s, the major temperature difference in the fins is almost
6 ◦C while almost 2.5 ◦C after 1800 s. The reason is that the rate of heat storage by the
PCM reduces through time, and due to the insulated surface of the outer wall, the rate of
thermal exchange between the HTF to the PCM by the fins decreases and consequently, a
more uniform temperature distribution is achieved in the domain.
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Figure 11. Temperature profile for the HTF tube and the fins in the optimum case at different
time steps.

Figure 12 shows the temperature of the HTF in the internal tube at different times.
At the time 600 s, the HTF is warm at the bottom section (as an initial condition), the
temperature becomes colder at the adjacent region to the wall; this is because the fluid
losses heat to the PCM. At the 1200 s, the PCM becomes warmer, then the transfer heat to
the PCM drops due to the temperature difference between the PCM and the HTF drops.
This makes the HTF lose less heat than the 600 s. This concept clearly appears in 1800 s,
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in which the HTF temperature at the outer section is extremely close to the inlet section,
meaning that the PCM gains much less heat than earlier time.
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Figure 12. Temperature profile for the HTF at different cross-sections in the optimum case at different
time steps.

6. Conclusions

A twisted-fin array as an efficient enhancer for boosting better charging response in the
poor thermally conductive PCM-based heat storage systems was applied and numerically
analyzed in this research. A three-dimensional model simulating the transient two-phase
flow and thermal associated with the charging of PCM was developed and verified via
previous related experiments.

Twelve different case studies were examined to explore the effects of fin shape factors
such as the fin pitch, number, thickness, and height of the twisted fin on the overall energy
charge process. Optimization of these parameters to reach the optimal fin design was
conducted via the Taguchi method. The numerical results were presented in the form
of temporal temperature distribution, melting front evolution, melting time, and energy
storage rate and discussed. The results showed that the energy charging time could be
reduced by about 6 to 42% depending on twisted fins’ geometric parameters. The energy
storage rate could be enhanced by about 6 to 63% compared to the reference case of straight
longitudinal fins within the same PCM mass limitations. The comparison also showed
that optimizing the twisted fin parameter is an effective strategy towards constructing
an appropriate design to enhance the charge efficiency of the PCM-based heat storage
units and extend their applications. In the future studies, the authors are planning to
investigate the wider range of studied parameters, the effects of the utilized materials
and the orientation of the tubes. Moreover, with the help of additive manufacturing, the
authors are planning to fabricate the studied geometry and experimentally investigate the
twisted fin effects.
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Abbreviations

Nomenclature
Am Constant for mush source term tm(s) Melting time
Cp (Jkg−1K−1) Specific heat capacity T (K) Temperature
g (ms−2) Gravity Te(K) End temperature
H (kJ/mol) Enthalpy Ti (K) Initial temperature
Hfin (mm) Height of fins Tin (K) Inlet temperature

k (Wm−1K−1) Thermal conductivity
→
V (m/s) Velocity

LF Liquid fraction–Melt fraction
→
V in (m/s) Inlet velocity

Nfin Number of fins
m (kg) Mass Greek symbols
P (W) Power β (K−1)λ Expansion coefficient
Pitch Fin’s pitch λµ (kgm−1s−1) Expansion coefficient
Q (J) Capacity of heat storage µ (kgm−1s−1)ρ (kgm−3) Liquid fraction
.

Q (W) Rate of stored heat ρ (kgm−3)∆H (Jkg−1) Dynamic Viscosity
tfin (mm) Thickness of fins ∆H (Jkg−1) Density
TL (K) Temperature (Liquidus) Stored latent heat

energy
Ts (K) Temperature (Solidus)
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