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WIND EFFECTS ON CONVECTIVE HEAT LOSS
FROM A CAVITY RECEIVER FOR
A PARABOLIC CONCENTRATING SOLAR COLLECTOR

Robert Y. Ma
Department of Mechanical Engineering
California State Polytechnic University
Pomoma, California 91768

Tests were performed to determine the convective heat loss characteristics of a
cavity receiver for a parabolid dish concentrating solar collector for various tilt
angles and wind speeds of 0-24 mph. Natural (no wind) convective heat loss
from the receiver is the highest for a horizontal receiver orientation and
negligible with the reveler facing straight down. Convection from the receiver
is substantially increased by the presence of side-on wind for all receiver tilt
angles. For head-on wind, convective heat loss with the receiver facing straight
down is approximately the same as that for side-on wind. Overall it was found
that for wind speeds of 20-24 mph, convective heat loss from the receiver can
be as much as three times that occurring without wind.
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1.0 Introduction

One of the parameters which affects the overall system cfficiency of parabolic-dish
concentrating solar energy systems is the efficiency of the receiver used. An understanding
of the various modes of heat transfer from the receiver is required in order to adequately
predict receiver efficiency. Radiation and conduction heat losses from the receiver can be
predicted reasonably well by analytical techniques; however, convection from the cavity is
much more complicated and, at present time, is not amenable (o analytical predictions.
Wind effects and varying receiver orientation make it an even more difficult phenomenon to
predict analytically. Because of these reasons, convective heat loss from a cavity receiver
is usually determined experimentally.

In the past few ycars, several test series have been conducted by the Mechanical
Engincering Department at California State Polytechnic University, Pomona, to determine
the convective heat loss characteristics of a cavity receiver for a parabolic-dish
concentrating solar collector. The goal early in these test serics was to determine natural
convective heat losses from the receiver for variou., receiver tilt angles, temperatures, and
apertures sizes. Recently, however, test efforts have concentrated on the effects of wind
on convective heat loss from the cavity receiver. Wind speeds up to 24 mph (10.7 m/s)
from two directions have been tested in conjunction with various receiver tilt angles, from
aperture facing horizontally to aperture facing down.

This thesis presents and interprets the results from these latest tests, which are
focused on wind effects. Data from these tests are reduced to obtain convective heat loss
correlations for the different wind conditions, and an uncertainty analysis is performed in
order to determine data reliability. An attempt is made to explain some of the physical
phenomena underlying the convective transport for the various test conditions. Where
possible, test results are compared with results from past studies.  The convective heat loss
correlations developed should aid in the design process and serve as background for future

studies.



2.0 Experimental Setup

The cavity receiver tested is from a parabolic-dish concentrating solar collector from
the Shanandoah Project, located in Shanandoah, Georgia. The receiver, shown in Figure
1, is a tubc-wound type and is cylindrical in shape. Onc end of the receiver is a closed
conical frustum, and the other end consists of a cylindrical section with an 18-inch (46-cm)
diameter aperture. The maximum receiver internal diameter is 26 inches (66 cm) and the
internal length is 27 inches (69 cm). The receiver tubing is 0.5 inch (12.7 mm) outer
diameter and is made of stainless steel.  The region outside the tubing is packed with
Kaowool™ (Babcock and Wilcox) insulation and the entire assembly is covered with a
chrome-plated-steel shell. The receiver is mounted in a stand which permits 180 degrees of
rotation in 15° increments, from aperture-down (+90°) to aperture-up (-90°), with 0° defined
as the aperture facing horizontally. (In these tests, only receiver tilt angles of 0° to +90°
were examined).

The tests were performed in a laboratory environment without solar insolation. The
basic methodology for determining receiver heat loss was o flow hot heat transfer fluid
(Syltherm® 800, Dow Corning) through the receiver and calculate overall receiver heat loss
based on the measured temperature drop of the heat traasfer fluid. The heat transfer fluid
was supplied from a flow loop containing pumps, electric heaters, and appropriate controls
and expansion volume. When wind was required, it was generated by a 4'x4'x14' wind
machine driven by a 4-ft diameter fan. The airstream was run through several
honeycombed screens to ensure that the air velocity was uniform at the receiver.

The primary test measurements were recorded on a digital data acquisition system.
At the receiver inlet and outlet, the heat transfer fluid temperature was measured with two
type-K immersion thermocouple probes, located at piping bends to provide good flow
mixing. One probe at each location was connected directly to the cold-junction
compensation of the data acquisition system, providing a measurement of absolute fluid
temperature. The other two probes were connected together 1o obtain a direct measurement
of temperature difference between the receiver inlet and outlet.  Volumetric flow of heat
transfer fluid to the receiver was measured by a turbine-type flow meter.
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A more detailed description of the experimental apparatus is documented in Haddad
(1991).  Earlier tests dealing with natural convective heat loss, for various receiver

temperatures, orientations, and aperture sizes, are described in McDonald (1992).

3.0 Test Matrix

The test results presented are from the two most recent receiver test series. The
majority of this thesis focuses on the first of the two series, which was conducted in order
to determine receiver convective heat loss for different wind conditions and receiver tilt
angles. Head-on and side-on winds of 6, 8, and 20 mph (2.7, 3.6, and 8.9 m/s) were
tested in conjunction with receiver tilt angles of 0°, 30°, 60°, and 90°. Figure 2 illustrates
the wind-direction convention relative to the receiver. For this first test series, the no-wind
condition was tested every time a new wind speed and direction were tested, so that a total
of six no-wind test sets were conducted. In this way, the level of convective heat loss

without wind was fully established.

As the data from the first test series were being examined, it became clear that some
interesting and counter-intuitive convective heat loss results were occurring for the head-on
wind tests. Therefore, to confirm some of these results and to obtain a better
understanding, a second small test series was conducted for head-on winds only. The test
conditions for this second test series were chosen specifically to clear up the areas of
uncertainty from the first test series. Wind speeds of 15 and 24 mph (6.7 and 10.7 m/s)
were tested to better define the dependence of head-on wind convective heat loss upon
wind speed. For the 24-mph wind speed, data were collected for receiver tilt angles at 15°
increments, to better define the dependence of convective heat loss upon receiver tilt angle.
In addition, a smaller receiver aperture of 6 inches was also examined for a 24-mph wind,
in order to check if the same trends occur for a different aperture size. For this second test
series, convective heat loss tests for the no-wind condition were not performed.

4.0 Test Procedure

During testing at each wind condition, data were first collected with the aperture
facing down and plugged, both with and without wind. Then the various receiver tilt
angles were tested with the aperture open, again with and without wind. During each test,




Figure 2. Receiver-orientation and wind-direction conventions.
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heat transfer fluid was passed through the receiver until the measured temperatures
stabilized. Then pertinent data, such as heat-transfer-fluid inlet and outlet temperatures,
inlet-to-outlet temperature difference, ambient temperature, and heat-transfer-fluid flow
rate, were recorded. The total receiver heat loss for each test was subsequently calculated

using the following equation:

Qmeas = M Cp (Tin - Tow) (1)

where Qmeas = total receiver heat loss rate calculated from measurements
m = measured heat-transfer-fluid mass flow rate
cp = heat-transfer-fluid specific heat
T, = measured heat-transfer-fluid temperature at inlet
Tou = measured heat-transfer-fluid temperature at outlet

The thermal properties of Syltherm® 800 heat transfer fluid which are required for the
evaluation of Eq. (1) are given in Appendix A.

To allow for the comparison of heat losses from one test to another, all of the
measured heat losses were normalized linearly to a receiver temperature of 530°F and an
ambient temperature of 70°F, according to

Qmeas (Trcc, norm = lamb, norm )
= 1amb, meas (2)

Giotal =
Trcc. meas

where Qiotal = Normalized total heat loss rate
Qmeas = total measured heat loss rate defined in Eq. (1)
Trec, meas = measured receiver temperature
(average temperature of the heat transfer fluid)
Tamb, meas = measured ambient temperature
Ttec, norm = nominal or normal receiver temperature (530°F)
Tamb, norm = Nominal or normal ambient temperature (70°F)



A nominal receiver temperature of 530°F was chosen because it represents the average
receiver temperature among the different tests and would therefore require the least amount
of normalization. This normalization procedure is justificd sincce the deviation of the
measured temperatures from the nominal temperatures is small,

Conduction heat loss from the recciver was calculated as the total receiver heat loss
measured with the aperture plugged, minus the calculated amount of conduction through
the aperture plug. Radiation heat loss was calculated as the total receiver heat loss with the
aperture open, at a receiver orientation of 90° and without wind, minus the conduction heat
loss without wind. According to Stine and McDonald (1988 and 1989), Kocnig and
Marvin (1981), and Kugath ct al. (1979), natural convection from a cavity receiver at 90°
tilt angle is essentially zero; therefore, the calculation of radiation heat loss in this manner is
justified. Finally, convective heat loss from the receiver was calculated by subtracting
radiation and conduction heat losses from the total receiver heat loss:

Qeonv = Giotal = Yrad = Yeond (3)
5.0 Background
5.1 Natural Convection Correlations

Because of the complex natural convection phenomena occurring in cavity
receivers, it is very difficult to analytically predict receiver natural convective heat loss.
Design correlations for estimating natural convective heat loss from cavity receivers are
usually derived experimentally.

Koenig and Marvin (1981) performed one such experiment and developed the
following correlation for natural convection from cavity receivers:

N, = hL _ 175 (Gry_ Pr) 025
Nup.= Bl = 0.52 P(©) 1.' 75 (Gry Pr) @

Geony = h A1 (Teavity - To) (5)



where
P(8) = cos3-28 when (° s 8 <45°

P(8) = 0.707 cos2-2 0 when 45°<60 < 90°
0 = receiver tilt angle
e = Rapcrture/chvily
L=y2 chvny
Gr, = 8P (Tewiy - To) L2
V2
Ay = exposed surface arca of receiver heat transfer tubing
Teavity = average temperature of heat transfer tubing
T, = ambicnt tempcerature
B = cocfficient of thermal expansion of air = 1/T
v = kinematic viscosity of air

where all fluid propertics arc evaluated at
Tprop = 11716 Tcavi!y +3/16 T,

Note that the area used in Eq. (5) is the exposed arca of the heat transfer tubing inside the

receiver.

Stinc and McDonald (1988) found that for the cavity receiver described in this
thesis, natural convective heat loss is better predicted if the constant in Eq. (4) is 0.78,
instead of (.52, and if the full interior geometric surface arca of the cavity is used (i.e., the
interior arca covered with heat transfer tubing should be considered planar). The resultant
equation is referred to in this report as the modified Koenig and Marvin correlation:

Nu = 0.78 P(®) L.!"75 (Gry, Pr) 025 (6)

Sicbers and Kraabel (1984) reported the following correlation for predicting
turbulent natural convection from central receiver cubical cavitics, over the range of 105 <
Grp. s 1012

I 0.18
Nuj, = 0.088 Gr/3 (];W)’ '
(4]

()



where L = heigiit of the interior of the cavity
T, = ambient temperature, K or °R
Ty = average internal wall temperature, K or °R

This correlation was derived based on the results of a large 2.2-m cubical cavity experiment
performed by Kraabel (1983), and experiments of (0.2-m and (.6-m cubical cavitics
performed by LeQuere, Penot, and Mirenayat (1981). To account for the effects of
receiver tilt angle and the addition of "lips" at both the top and the bottom of the receiver
aperture, a method using receiver arca ratios is also described by Sicbers and Kraabel
(1984). In Eq. (7), all fluid properties are evaluated at ambient temperatute, and the area to
be used for heat transfer calculations is the full interior geometric surface arca of the

receiver,

Stinc and McDonald (1989) performed natural convective heat loss experiments on
the cavity receiver described in this report.  Their experiments included the effects of
different receiver temperatures, tilt angles, and aperture sizes.  Using the Sicbers and
Kraabel correlation [Eq. (7)] as a basis, the effects of different receiver temperatures,
orientations, and aperture sizes were included to obtain the following cquation:

- - ). 1/3 (TW)O‘IH 08 }247 d S
Nuy, = 0.088 Gry' T, (cos ! (L) ®)

where s =1.12 - 0.982 (d/L)
d = aperture diameter
L = receiver internal diameter at cylindrical region
0 = receiver tilt angle

In this report, this correlation is referred to as the Stine-McDonald correlation. The heat
transfer area to be used with Eq. (8) depends on whether solar insolation is present. For
off-sun testing, only the portion of the receiver interior geometric surface arca covered with
heat transfer tubing should be used.  For on-sun situations, the entire receiver interior

geometric surface arca should be used.



It is worth noting that in all of the equations above which account for varying
receiver tilt angle, natural convective heat loss from the receiver is predicted to be maximum
with the aperture facing horizontally (0° tilt angle) and zero with the aperture facing down
(90° tilt angle).

5.2 Forced Convection Correlations

No correlations are available for predicting forced or mixed convection from cavity
receivers, Few experimental investigations have been performed in this area, with the
results being somewhat contradictory.

Clausing (1981) performed simplified numerical experiments which calculated
convective heat losses in a large central cavity receiver based on an energy balance of: (1)
the energy transferred from the hot receiver interior walls to the air inside the cavity and (2)
the encrgy transfer across the aperture by the combined influences of flow over the aperture
due to wind and the buoyancy-induced flow due to the cold cxternal air. The results of this
numerical work show that the influence of wind at 18 mph or less is minimal. This finding
is in agreement with the experimental results of McMordie (1984) who examined wind
effects on convection from central cavity receivers. McMordie found that for winds of 3 to
15 mph, wind-speed and wind-direction effects were indistinguishable.

On the other hand, Kugath et al. (1979) measured the effects of a 10-mph wind on
convective heat loss from a cavity receiver from the Shanandoah project (similar to the
receiver described in this report) and found convective heat loss to be highly dependent
upon receiver orientation. The highest convective heat loss was observed with the wind
blowing directly into the cavity, being as much as four times the level of natural
convection. They also found that for wind blowing from directly behind the receiver, total
convective heat loss was not much higher than pure natural convection.

An experimental investigation conducted by Faust et al. (1981) showed that a
noticeable increase in receiver convection occurred with a wind speed of only 2 mph. In
Faust's experiment, it was observed that winds parallel to the aperture plane result in the
highest convective heat loss. It was explained that with wind blowing in this direction, the
aperture lies in the separation region and is subjected to the suction pressure of the air flow.

10



On the other hand, winds perpendicular to the aperture plane were found to reduce
convective heat loss because flow stagnation supposedly decreases the pressure gradient

responsible for natural convection,

From the studies referred to above, it is apparent that no conclusions can be made
regarding forced or mixed convection from cavity receivers,  Wind seems o have
noticeable effects in small cavity receivers for parabolic-dish solar collectors, but little cffect
in larger cavity receivers for central receiver systems,

In the absence of a reliable correlation to predict forced convection from cavity
receivers, Siebers and Kraabel (1984) suggest that as a first approximation, foreed
convection from a flat plate the size of the aperture and at the receiver average temperature
be used. They also recommend that pure forced and natural convection [rom a cavity
receiver be simply added together to obtain the total convective heat loss. However, this
recommendation is based on engineering judgement since there is no directly applicable
information on the subject of mixed convection from cavitics.

6.0 Analysis of Direct Measurements of Convection

This section discusses the experimental results from both the first and second test
series; however, because the majority of the results presented here were obtained from the
first test series, the discussions will focus on those results. In the remainder of this thesis,
all discussions refer to the first test series unless otherwise noted.

The detailed experimental results and data reduction for all of the tests from both
test serics are given in spreadsheets in Appendix B. Raw experimental data, intermediate
calculated values, and final heat loss results are included in these spreadsheets, A more
concisc summary of receiver heat losses, due to convection, conduction and radiation, is
given in Appendix C.

6.1 Convective Heat Loss Without Wind

Figure 3 presents receiver heat loss as a function of tilt angle for all six of the no-
wind test sets. The results are given for a nominal receiver temperature of S30°F. Natural

11
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convective heat loss from the receiver is the highest with the receiver facing horizontally (0°
receiver tilt angle) and the lowest with the receiver facing straight down (90° receiver tilt
angle). With the recciver facing horizontally, natural convective heat loss is approximately
2 kW. With the receiver facing straight down, natural convective heat loss is presumed (o
be zero. From examining Figure 3, it can be seen that the scatter of convective heat loss
data at cach receiver tilt angle is reasonably small (about 5-10 pereent standard deviation),
which suggests that these experimental results are quite repeatable,

These natural convective heat loss results are qualitatively in agreement with the
experimental findings of Stine and McDonald (1988 and 1989), Kugath (1979), Koenig
and Marvin (1981), and Sicbers and Kraabel (1984).  The decreased natural convective
heat loss as the receiver is tilted downward is due to a larger portion of the receiver volume
being in the so-called stagnant zone, where convective currents are virtually non-existent
and air temperature is high, and a smaller portion being in the so-called convective zone,
where significant air currents exist. This convective behavior is illustrated in Figure 4, It
has been observed by Sichers and Kraabel (1984) and Clausing (1981) that the interior
volume above the horizontal plane passing through the uppermost portion of the aperture is
relatively stagnant and high-temperature air.

The presumption that natural convective heat loss is zero with the receiver facing
straight down was necessary in order to separate heat loss components in data reduction
and is supported by observations made in the past by Stine and McDonald (1988 and 1989)
and Kugath (1979). Recent flow visualization experiments at this facility, using smoke,
have also confirmed the lack of convective flow entering or leaving the cavity when it is
tilted facing down. The lack of natural convection with the receiver aperture facing down is
reasonable considering that the entire receiver internal volume is in the so-called stagnant
zone,

Figure 5 compares the experimental results from the six no-wind test sets 1o
predictions obtained using the Stine-McDonald correlation [Eq. (8)] and the modified
Koenig-Marvin correlation [Eq. (6)].  The Stine-McDonald correlation matches the
experimental data very well, but the modified Koenig-Marvin correlation is as much as 20
percent low. It is emphasized that great care should be taken to ensure that the correct arca
is used with these heat transfer correlations. The correct area for Eq. (6) is the full interior

13
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geometric surface area of the receiver, whereas that for Eq. (8) is only the interior arca
covered with heat transfer tubing (for off-sun testing).

Figure 6 shows the average conduction, radiation, and convection heat losses for
the six no-wind test sets, While convective heat loss varies as a function of receiver tilt
angle, conduction and radiation heat losses are assumed to be independent of tilt angle and
are 0.60 kW and 0.62 kW, respectively.  Figure 7 shows the percentage of the total
receiver heat loss attributed to the different heat loss modes. At 0° receiver tilt angle,
natural convection represents about 63 percent of the total receiver heat loss, However, at
90° tilt angle, natural convection is negligible, and conduction and radiation heat loss
percentages are about 50 percent each.

6.2 Convective Heat Loss With Wind

Convective heat loss results from the first test series for side-on and head-on winds
of 6, 8 and 20 mph (2.7, 3.6, and 8.9 m/s) arc shown in Figures 8 and 9, respectively,
The average of the six no-wind test sets is also shown in cach of these figures for
reference. For 6- and 8-mph wind speeds, increases in convective heat loss due to wind
are only moderate. The maximum convective heat loss for an 8-mph side-on wind is about
35 percent higher than the maximum natural convective heat loss from the receiver.  The
corresponding increase for an 8-mph head-on wind is less than 10 percent.  However,
wind effects at 20 mph are significant, with convective heat loss being as high as 2-3 times
the maximum level of natural convection from the receiver.

These experimental results are in sharp contrast to the findings of McMordie (1984)
that wind cffects on convective heat loss from a cavity receiver are minimal compared to
natural convection, A plausible explanation for this discrepancy is that the maximum
Re2/Gr ratio is about 14 for the tests described here, compared to Re?/Grel for
McMordie's experiments, It is reasonable that forced convection effects are large in these
tests because Re2/Gr is so large. Nevertheless, Re2/Grel for McMordie's experiments is
large cnough that forced convection should be comparable to natural convection,

By examining Figures 8 and 9, it is evident that the convective behavior of the
receiver is quite different for the different wind directions tested.  For side-on winds,

16
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Figure 8. Convective heat loss from receiver at 530°F for
side-on winds of various speeds.
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Figure 9. Convective heat loss from receiver at 530°F for
head-on winds of various speeds.
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higher wind speeds result in increases in convective heat loss, above natural conveetion,
which are invariant with tilt angle. In addition, for all of the wind speeds examined, the
highest convective heat loss for side-on wind occurs with the receiver facing horizontally,
and the lowest occurs with the receiver facing down. For head-on winds, however, the
amount of increase in convective heat loss varies as a function of receiver tilt angle.
Increases in convective heat loss due to wind are minimal with the receiver facing
horizontally, however, with the receiver facing down, convective heat loss increases are

large.

Figures 10 and 11 present the convective heat loss results as a function wind speed,
for side-on and head-on winds, respectively.  Convective heat loss versus wind speed
appears to be well behaved for side-on winds, but is more erratic for head-on winds. In an
attempt to obtain a better understanding of the effects of wind, natural convective heat loss
was subtracted from the total convective heat loss at each condition ( see Figures 12 and
15). The resultant curves, discussed in detail below, represent the increase in convective
heat loss due to the presence of wind. It is believed that with the data presented in this
fashion, insight into the forced convection problem may be more easily obtained.

6.2.1 Analysis of Forced Convection Due to Side-On Wind

Generally speaking, natural convective currents flow inside the receiver from
bottom to top, in a vertical plane. For side-on winds, forced convective currents are
generally in a direction normal to the plane of natural convective currents.  Because of this
orthogonal relationship between natural and forced convective currents, it is reasonable to
hypothesize that forced convection from the receiver is independent of natural convection.
In addition, pure forced convection should not change at all as the receiver tilt angle
changes. Indeed, in the absence of gravity, side-on wind convective heat loss would be the
same for any receiver tilt angle. The result of this hypothesis is that natural and forced
convection should be additive for side-on wind:

Qconv overall = Ynatural + Gforced 9)
or

21
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hoverall = hnatwrat + Dforced (10)

In addition, the forced convection component should be o function of wind speed only.
Equations (9) and (10) arc in agreement with the recommendation given by Sicbers and
Kraabel (1984) for predicting mixed conveetion from cavity receivers.

Figure 12 shows the increase in measured convective heat loss from the receiver
duce to side-on wind. These experimental results confirm that the increase in convective
heat loss due to side-on wind follows the same trend regardless of receiver tiltangle. For a
20-mph side-on wind, the convective heat loss increases for the different receiver tilt angles
vary by only about 3-percent standard deviation, Indeed, it appears that the increase in
convective heat loss due to side-on wind is a function of wind speed only, and that natural
and forced convection are additive according to Equations (9) and (10) above,

A curve fit of the data shown in Figure 12 gives the pure foreed convection heat
transfer coefficient as a function of wind speed for side-on wind:

where hgored = foreed convection heat transfer coefficient, W/(m2-K)
V = side-on wind velocity, m/s

This equation is based on the full interior geometric surface area of the receiver, which is
1.472 m2. Comparison of this curve-fit to the experimental data from all of the side-on
wind tests is shown in Figure 13, It can be seen that the experimental data are represented
very well by this single curve-fit,

Itis interesting to note that the exponent of 1.849 in the velocity term of Eq. (11) is
much larger than that usually associated with convective heat transfer.  For example, for
turbulent heat transfer from a flat plate, the Nusselt number relationship is

= hl2 0.037 ReV® prl/3
Nu;, X 0.037 Rey” Pr (12)
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with the heat transfer coefficient being proportional o velocity raised to the 0.8 power,
The exponentof 1.849 in Eq. (11) is closer to that normally associated with shear Stress,
For example, for turbulent flow over a flat plate, shear foree is proportional o velocity
raised to the L8 power. The fuct that the heat transfer coeflicient in Eg. (11) varies about
the sume us for shear foree suggests that the determining factor for heat transfer from the
cavity may be the ability of wind to transfer mass and energy neross the aperture vin fluid
shear, not the ability of the receiver walls to transfer energy 1o the air inside the cavity,
This argument is consistent with that given by Clausing (1981).

As previously mentioned, Sichers and Kranbel (1984) recommended that in the
absence of a reliable correlation for predicting foreed convective heat Toss from a cavity
receiver, the heat loss from a flat plate the size of the reeciver aperture and at the receiver
average temperature be wsed.  Following this recommendation, Eqg. (12) was used (0
predict receiver foree conveetion, The resultant heat loss curve is shown in Figure 13,
Note thut Eq. (12) matches the experimental data adequately for low wind speeds, but
grossly underpredicts conveetive heat loss at wind speeds above 10 mph. 1tis obvious that
the curve of Fq. (12) is not representative of the experimental data, and that the curve-fit of
Eq. (11) is a better match,

As 4 side-note on conveetive heat loss due to side-on wind, let us examine the
percentage of wotal receiver heat loss attributed to convection, conduction, and radiation, for
4 20-mph side-on wind. These data are shown in Figure 14, 1t can be seen that tor a 20-
mph side-on wind, convective heat loss is over 75 pereent of the total receiver heat loss for
all receiver tilt angles. This is in sharp contrast to the no-wind condition (Figure 7) where
natural convection accounts for 63 percent of the total receiver heat loss at 0° tilt angle and
is negligible at 90° tilt angle.

6.2.2 Analysis of Forced Convection Due to Head-On Wind

Comparison ol Figures 8 and 9 shows that receiver convective heat loss
characteristics are very different for head-on and side-on winds,  For side-on winds, the
heat loss curves as a function receiver tilt angle are shaped the same regardless of wind
speed. However, for head-on winds, the heat loss curves versus receiver tilt angle do not
all follow the same trend.
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Figure 15 shows the increase in convective heat loss due to head-on wind.
Different receiver tilt angles result in different curves as a function of wind speed. With the
aperture facing down (90° tilt angle), the increased convective heat loss due 10 wind
increases rapidly with wind speed, At receiver tilt angles of 30° and 60°, increased
convective heat loss due o wind are similar to cach other, At a receiver tlt angle of (0°,
increased convective heat loss due 1o wind is very small, even for high-speed wind,  These
results show that, in general, wind effects diminish as the receiver is tilted upward from %0°
tilt angle 10 0° tilt angle.

Becuuse the convective heat loss results from these head-on wind tests behave
much differently than those for side-on winds, a second small test series consisting of
scveral additional head-on wind tests was conducted to confirm the results and also o
provide a better understanding of the phenomena,  In these additional tests, the primary
objective was to validate the convective heat loss trends, both versus wind speed and
receiver tilt angle. To verify the dependence of convective heat loss upon wind speed, tests
were conducted at wind speeds of 15 and 24 mph, which were wind speeds not previously
examined. To verify the dependence of convective heat loss upon receiver tilt angle, the
24-mph tests were conducted for receiver tilt angles from 0° 10 90° at 15° increments,
instead of the 30° increments previously examined.  Additional tests were also condueted
with 4 24-mph wind using & 6-inch aperture, instead of the nominal 18-inch aperture, in
order to determine if the same trends oceur for a different aperture size,

The results from these three additional test sets are shown in Figure 16, along with
the results from head-on wind tests from the first test series.  The results from the
additional tests are shown as bold lines whereas the original head-on test results are shown
as plain lines, By cxamining this figure, it can be seen that the results from the additional
tests follow the same trends as the original test data, The curvatures of all of the curves are
negative at 30° receiver tilt angle and positive at 60° tilt angle. The trend is best seen in the
24-mph, 18-inch-aperture curve, where data are plotted at 15° increments. The consistency
of these additional data to the original data suggests that the measured convective heat
losses for head-on winds are representative of the physical phenoniena and are not gross
experimental error,
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For head-on winds, it is a more difficult problem to separate natural and forced
convection components. The natural and forced components are aiding since the total
convective heat loss is greater than natural convection alone, but the forced and natural
components are probably not additive. However, a correlation of the form

hoverall = Nnatural + Dforced (13)

is a convenient form for a design correlation, especially considering the modest level of
understanding that currently exists. With the assumption that natural and forced
components are additive, a curve-fit of the increased convective heat loss due to head-on

wind is
horced = f(B) V! 401 (14)

where
{(9) = 0.1634 + 0.7498 sin 6 - 0.5026 sin 260 + 0.3278 sin 30

htorced = forced convection heat transfer coefficient, W/(m2-K)
V = head-on wind velocity, m/s
0 = receiver tilt angle

Comparison of this correlation to the experimental data is given in Figures 17 and 18. The
agreement between the predicted and experimental values is considered fair. This equation
and Eq. (11) for side-on wind represent a relatively accurate correlation of wind effects on
convective heat loss from the cavity receiver tested. They are not intended to be general
equations for predicting convective heat loss from all cavity receivers since they are based
on a limited number of data points. When more heat loss data become available, the

correlations can be revised for broader application.
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7.0  Analysis of Measured Air Temperatures and Average Internal Heat
Transfer Coefficients

7.1 Measured Air Temperatures Inside Receiver

During cach of the tests from the first test series, temperature measurements were
made at various locations on the receiver in hope that they would provide useful
information for the interpretation of convective heat loss results. ‘The locations at which the
temperature measurements were made are shown in Figure 19 A total of 26
thermocouples were used, most of which were located in representative forward and alt
plancs in the receiver. Twelve thermocouples were located in cach plane, with three cach
being located at clock angles of 12, 3, 6, and 9. At cach clock-angle location, three
thermocouples were installed: one on the receiver outer surface, one on the heat transfer
tubing facing the interior of the cavity, and one in the cavity airspace 1 in. (2.5 cm) from
the heat transfer tubing. Two thermocouples were located at the receiver attend.

Measured receiver iemperatures from all of the tests are tabulated in Appendis D,
Of particular interest are the air temperature measurements because they give special insigh,
into some of the fluid and convective heat transport phenomena oceurring for the different
test conditions.  The next several sections will discuss in detail these air temperature
measurements.  In all of the air temperature plots presented below, a vertical coordinate
system is usced as the independent variable because it was deemed most appropriate
considering the fact that without wind, natural conveetive effects result in temperature
gradicnts in this direction. A vertical location of zero corresponds to the horizontal plane
passing through the top of the receiver aperture. This coordinate system is illustrated in

Figure 20).
7.1.1 No-Wind Tests

Figures 21 through 24 show mcasured receiver air temperature versus vertical
location within the receiver for all of the no-wind tests. The dependency of air temperature
to vertical location inside the receiver, and the existence of a stagnant zone within the
recciver, are clearly shown,  With the receiver facing horizontally (0° tilt angle), air
temperatures are only about 175°F at the bottom of the receiver, due to natural convective
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currents supplying cool outside air into the cavity.  As the air is heated, it rises and
becomes hotter ax it absorbs more heat from the hot receiver internal surfaces. Above the
top of the aperture plane (above y=0), the air is the hottest because it is stagnant since it has
nowhere to escape (e, 148 in the stagnant zone),

AL 30° tilt angle, the temperature difference between the bottom and top of the
receiver is larger than at 0° qilt angle because the temperatures in the stagnant zone are
higher. The temperatures are less than 200°F at the bottom of the recciver, but are greater
than S00°F at the top. The higher temperatures in the op portion of the reeeiver is most
likely due to the fact that at this receiver tilt angle, the stagnant zone is larger than at 0° til
angle. The larger stagnant zone is believed to result in less mixing between the relatively
cooler air in the convective zone and the hotter air inside the stagnant zone, thus resulting in
u higher-temperature stagnant zone,

AL 60° Lilt angle, the presence of the stagnant zone is very naoticeable, Five inches
below the plane passing through the top of the aperture, air emperatures are less than
JN°E. However, at all of the vertical locations above the aperture plane, temperatures are
generally above SOOCE This highlights the very strong vertical temperature gradients in the
vicinity of the aperture plane. On the other hand, it shows that the temperatures in the bulk
of the stagnant zone are essentially constant,

AL 90° tilt angle, temperatures everywhere in the receiver are SOOF or above,
because the entire cavity is in the so-called stagnant zone, Similar to the results at 60° tilt
angle, air temperatures within the stagnant zone are essentinlly constant.  Although no
measurements were mude near the aperture plane, it is reasonable to expect that very large
vertical temperature gradients would exist there,

7.1.2 Side-on Wind Tests

Measured air temperatures for the side-on wind tests are shown in Figures 25
through 28, These temperatures are quite different than those for the no-wind condition,
Al a receiver Liltangle of 0°, the vertical temperature variation caused by natural convective
cffeets is all but climinated by the presence of side-on wind,  The effects of wind are
greatest for higher wind speeds, but are still significant at all wind speeds,  For this
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receiver tilt angle, it seems that the presence of side-on wind results in lower air
temperatures at vertical locations the same as the aperture. This suggests that side-on wind
causes forced convective currents in the mid-section of the receiver. It is interesting to note
that although the temperatures in the receiver mid-section are lower than those occurring
without wind, the temperatures in the top and bottom portions of the receiver are gencerally
higher for side-on winds than for no wind at all. This is thought to be a result of forced
convective currents within the receiver mid-section actually impeding the natural convective

currents normally present in the lower and top portions of the receiver.

At 30° tilt angle, the effects of wind are noticeable, but are harder to interpret due to
the more complicated receiver-orientation/wind-direction geometric relationship.  Lower
temperatures in the receiver vertical mid-section can be seen, but are not as distinct as those
occurring for 0° tilt angle. For lower wind speeds, the air temperatures are not too far from
those occurring without wind. Vertical temperature gradicnts can be scen and it appears
that stagnant zones are being formed near the top of the receiver. However, for 20-mph
wind, air temperatures virtually everywhere in the receiver are much lower than those

occurring without wind.

At 60° tilt angle, the extent to which the air temperatures are lower than those
without wind is dependent upon wind speed. For a 6-mph wind, temperatures in the top
10 inches of the receiver are 480-530°F, indicating that the air in that region is stagnant. At
the same time, air temperatures nearer to the aperture plane are much lower, indicating that
forced convective currents are present. For a 20-mph wind, forced convective currents are
present everywhere in the cavity, as is evident by the low air temperatures and the lack of

any distinct vertical temperature gradients.

A190° tilt angle, the effects of wind are obvious. At wind speeds of 6 and 8 mph,
wind effects are only secn near the aperture. Air temperatures slightly above the aperture
planc arc about 100°F less than the temperatures in the stagnant zonc. However, for a 20-
mph wind, air temperatures arc low everywhere in the receiver, which indicates that higher-

speed wind induces strong air circulation everywhere in the receiver.
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7.1.3 Head-on Wind Tests

Measured air temperatures from the head-on wind tests are shown in Figures 29
through 32. For a receiver tilt angle of 90°, air temperatures are fairly similar to those for
side-on winds. This is reasonable considering that head-on and side-on winds are
essentially the same for this receiver tilt angle. The only significant difference in the air
temperatures for the two wind directions is that it appears as though low-speed head-on
wind has a larger effect in reducing air temperatures near the aperture plane. This effect
may be caused by the fact that the receiver mount acts as a flow obstruction for side-on

wind, but not for head-on wind.

For receiver tilt angles of 30° and 60°, the effects of wind are again dependent upon
wind speed. It can be seen that the effects of low-speed winds are only moderate, with
vertical temperature gradients still apparent. For a wind speed of 20 mph, however, air
temperatures arc much lower than those occurring without wind, and no distinct

temperature gradicnt can be seen.

For a receiver tilt angle of 0°, the air temperatures are very similar to those occurring
without wind. This is probably due to the fact that wind blowing directly into the aperture
of the receiver, although creating a high pressure region near the aperture, does not create
any asymmetrical flow which seems to be the most efficient for transporting air into and out
of the receiver. In addition, this type of head-on flow does not appear to induce significant
air currents inside the cavity. These reasons are a likely explanation for why head-on wind
convective heat loss at 0° tilt angle is not much higher than that occurring without wind.

7.2 Average Air Temperatures and Internal Heat Transfer Coefficients

To gain additional insight into receiver forced convection, it is useful to examine
average air temperatures within the cavity and to calculate an average internal heat transfer
coefficient for each of the tests. These average internal heat transfer coefficients are based
on the difference between the receiver inner wall temperature and the average air
temperature inside the receiver. As such, they are only for the purpose of analyzing the
convective heat loss phenomena and should not to be used for design purposes.  The
average air temperature is a straight numerical average of all temperature measurements in
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the receiver cavity airspace. It is neither an arca-average nor a volume-average because the
arca or volume associgted with a particular thermocouple measurement is undefined.
However, the caleulated average temperature is considered representative since the

thermocouples are spaced fairly evenly.

The average internal heat transfer coefticient is based on the receiver conveetive heat
loss and the difference between the average inner-wall temperature and average air
temperature inside the cavity:

h internal = Yeonv
avg infernal = e &)
§ A( lnvg is = I:wg ;nr) (]5)

where

havg internal = average internal heat transfer coetlicient

Qeonv = receiver conveetive heat loss rate

A = full interior geometric surface area of receiver

Tavg i.s. = average inner-surface iemperature from measurements

Tavg air = average cavily air temperature from measurements

In a broad sense, the average air temperature inside the cavity is an indication of
how well fresh air is replenished inside the receiver. The average internal heat transier
cocfficient is an indication of how well heat is transferred from the receiver inner surfaces

to the air inside the receiver, i.c., the extent of air circulation inside the receiver.,
7.2.1 No-Wind Tests

Figure 33 shows the average air temperature inside the receiver plotied against
receiver tilt angle for all six of the no-wind test sets. The temperatures from the six sets
agree very well with one another, indicating that the repeatability of the no-wind (ests is
good. As the receiver is tilted downward (as tilt angle increases), the average air
temperature inside the receiver increases, This trend is consistent with the hypothesis that a
stagnant zonc exists inside the receiver, increasing in size as the receiver s tilted
downward. The increase in receiver average air temperature corresponds to a deercase in
the temperature differential between the receiver inner wall and the average air temperature,

i.c., the driving potential for convective heat transfer decreases.
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Figure 34 shows the average internal heat transfer coefficients for the no-wind
tests,  The heat transfer coefticients are approximately constant for all receiver tilt angles,
exeept for a tiltangle of 90°, where natural convective heat transter is presumably equal o
ecro. The high value of heat transter coefficient at 60° tilt angle for one of the test sets
appears (o be anomalous, due 1o the fact that as convective heat loss and iemperature
difference become small, the quotient of these values becomes sensitive 1o data

uncertaintics.

The results shown in Figures 33 and 34 imply that between 07 and 60° tilt angle,
natural convective heat Juss deereases with inereasing tilt angle because the stagnant zone
within the receiver becomes larger and the average air temperature increases, not because of
a deerease in the ability of heat to be transferred from the recciver inner wall to the air inside

the receiver,
7.2.2 Side-on Wind Tests

Figure 35 shows the average air temperature inside the receiver versus receiver tilt
angle for side-on winds. Increased wind speed generally results in decreased average air
temperature.  For wind speeds of 6 and 8 mph, the dependency of air temperature (o
receiver tilt angle still exists. This indicates that low-speed winds are not strong enough 1o
overcome the existence of the stagnant zone and vertical temperature gradients. However,
with 4 20-mph wind, the average air temperature is independent of reeeiver tilt angle, which

indicates that a stagnant zone no longer exists.

Note that the average air temperatures at low wind speeds and at a receiver tilt angle
of 0° are actually higher than that occurring without wind.  This is consistent with the
observation made in the previous section that at this receiver tlt angle, side-on winds
actually impede air circulation in the bottom and top portions of the reeeiver, thus resulting

in relatively high air temperatures at those locations.

Figure 36 shows the average internal heat transfer coefficients for the side-on wind
tests. The heat transfer coefficients increase as wind speed increases and as the reeeiver is

tilted upward (from 90° to 0°). The increased heat transfer coetficient as wind speed
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Figure 34. Average internal heat transfer coefficients for the six mo-wind test sets.
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increases is a result of more vigorous air circulation within the receiver us the wind speed
increases. The increased heat transfer coefficient as the receiver s tilted upward s
somewhat surprising since it was shown previously that the average internal heat transfer
coefficient without wind is cssentially invariant with tilt angle, and because one would
expect forced convection due to side-on wind 10 also be invariant with tilt angle,

7.2.3 Head-on Wind Tests

Figure 37 shows the average air temperatures for all of the head-on wind tests,
Similar to side-on winds, higher wind speeds result in lower average air iemperatures.  For
recciver tilt angles from 0° to 60°, the average air temperature increases for all wind speeds,
because of stagnant zonc effects, However, going from 60° to 90° tilt angle, the average air
temperature inside the receiver decreases, This shows that wind blowing paralicl 1o the
aperture planc is relatively effective in replenishing the air inside the receiver,

The average internal heat transfer coefficients for the head-on wind tests are shown
in Figure 38. Heat transfer cocfficients increase slightly as the receiver is tilied upward
from 90° 10 30° tilt angle. However, as the receiver approaches 0° tilt angle (wind blowing
directly into the receiver), the heat transfer cocfficients decrease, especially at 20-mph wing
speed. This shows that wind blowing directly into the receiver aperture does not cause
strong convective currents within the receiver, which explains why convective heat loss is
so low for this receiver-tilt-angle/wind-direction combination,

73 Hypothesized Flow Patterns In and Around the Receiver

The air temperature measurements and caleulated internal heat transfer coefficients
have provided insight into the physical nature of convective flow inside and near the
receiver.  Based on these results and overall conveetive heat josses, it is possible 10
hypothesize flow patterns for several of the different wind conditions and receiver tilt

angles.

For the no-wind condition, the flow patterns for the different receiver tilt angles
tested are shown in Figure 39, These flow patterns are consistent with past experimental
findings for natural convection from cavity receivers. At 0° it angle (receiver facing
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horizontally), natural convective currents occupy most of the receiver, with air temperature
being lowest at the bottom and hotter as it rises and picks up heat. The hotlest air is in the
stagnant zone above the top of the receiver aperture since the air there has nowhere to
escape. As the receiver is tilted downward, the stagnant zone becomes larger, which
results in an overall increase in receiver average air temperature. With the aperture facing
straight down, the entire cavity is a stagnant zone, resulting in the highest receiver average
air temperature. It is the increase in the size of the stagnant zone and the resultant increase
in average air temperature that causes natural convective heat loss to decrease as the receiver

is tilted downward.

Presence of wind significantly alters the flow patterns within the receiver.
Although many of the conditions tested result in very complex flow patterns, it is possible
to hypothesize flow patterns for several of the less complicated conditions. Figure 40
shows hypothesized flow patterns for several head-on and side-on wind conditions.

At a receiver tilt angle of 0°, a head-on wind does not alter intcrnal air temperatures
very much from that resulting from natural convection, It seems that wind blowing directly
into the aperture does not induce significant air currents inside the receiver, nor does it
augment air flow into and out of the receiver through the aperture. As a result, convective
heat loss for this receiver-tilt-angle/wind-direction condition is relatively low.,

For a receiver tilted partially downward, but not straight down, the effects of head-
on wind appear to be dependent upon wind speed. Low-speed head-on wind appears to
result in air circulation mainly in the lower portion of the receiver, while higher-speed wind
results in air circulation throughout a larger portion of the receiver. This circulation within
the receiver is thought to be a result of a shear forces at the aperture duc to the tangential
component of wind velocity.

At a receiver tilt angle of 90°, head-on and side-on winds are esscentially the same.
The wind velocity is parallel to the receiver aperture. At low wind speeds, the effects of
wind are only felt in the lower portion of the receiver. Air temperatures in ihe lower
portion of the receiver are much lower than those occurring without wind.  However,
temperatures in the top portion of the receiver are high, being about the same as those
occurring without wind; i.e., momentum transport due to low-speed wind is not strong
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enough to overcome buoyancy forces. However, at high wind speeds, wind cffects are feli
everywhere in the receiver. The cffects of high-speed wind are so strong that vertical
temperature gradients due to buoyancy forces are completely eliminated.

For side-on wind at other than 90° tilt angle, receiver flow patterns are similar to
those shown for 90° tilt angle. However, the presence of additional natural convective
currents, oriented orthogonally to wind-induced currents, decreases the extent of the
stagnant zone and results in higher overall convective heat loss.

8.0 Reliability of Test Results

The reliability of the results from these tests is dependent upon the accuracy of the
measurements taken during the test and the algorithms used in data reduction.  Accurate
measurements of temperature difference between the heat-transfer-fluid inlet and outlet, and
of the heat-transfer-fluid flow rate, are important because overall receiver heat loss s
proportional to these quantities. With respect to the algorithms used in data reduction, cach
additional step that is required to derive the final convective heat loss value induces more
uncertainty. This is because each component used in the data reduction algorithm has
associated uncertainties, and these uncertaintics are propagated and magnificd with each
additional mathematical step. The uncertainty in temperature measurements and an overall
uncertainty analysis are presented in the next two sections,

8.1 Uncertainty in Temperature Measurements

The accuracy of temperature-difference measurements is important since total
receiver heat loss is proportional to it. In the measurement of convection heat loss for these
tests, temperature difference was measured two different ways. First, two junctions of a
thermocouple were place at the receiver inlet and outlet to obtain a direct temperature-
difference measurement. Second, temperature difference was obtained indirectly by
measuring absolute temperatures at the receiver inlet and outlet, and then calculating the

difference.

Figure 41 shows the comparison of temperature differences measured directly and
indirectly, for all of the tests conducted. It can be scen that these two methods for
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measuring temperature difference agree to within £1.4°F, except for two data points. This
comparison indicates that the two methods agree well with one another; however, it does
not say anything about thermocouple accuracy.  Nevertheless, in data reduction,
temperature-difference uncertainty of £1.4°F was used because it was felt that the direet
temperature-difference measurements were at least good 1o within this value.  This is
thought to be acceptable since each junction of a thermocouple for a direct temperature-
difference measurement should have essentially the same  characteristics, thereby
minimizing temperature-difference uncertainties.  The assumed  temperature-difference
uncertainty of £1.4°F corresponds to absolute temperature uncertainty in cach of the

thermocouple junctions of £1°F,

For situations where absolute temperature measurements were required,  an
uncertainty of £2°F was used. However, this level of uncertainty has very little effect on
the overall uncertainty of the test results because the only parameters that depend on
absolute temperature  are  heat-transfer-fluid - thermal  properties  and - thermocouple
characteristics (c.g., Secbeck coefficient), and these parameters are only weak functions of
temperature. (The thermal properties of Syltherm® 800 heat transfer fluid are given in
Appendix A, and the thermocelectric characteristics of type-K thermocouples are given in
Appendix E.)

8.2 Overall Uncertainty Analysis

A complete uncertainty analysis was performed so that the confidence level of these
experimental data could be assessed.  The analysis takes into account uncertainties in
measured temperatures, heat-transfer-fluid flow rate, and material thermal propertics, It
also accounts for the propagation of uncertainty resulting from data manipulation during the
separation of conduction, radiation, and convection heat loss components, The individual
parameter uncertainties used to perform the analysis are given below,  The details of the
uncertainty analysis procedure are given in Appendix F. Tabulated uncertainty analysis
results are given in Appendix C, and crror bars for receiver convective heat losses are also

shown in Figures 8 and 9.
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Direct Measurement of +1.4°F
Temperature Difference

Absolute Temperature +2°F
Heat-Transfer-Fluid £0.5% of meter reading
Flow Rate
Heat-Transfer-Fluid +1% of value
Specific Heat
Heat-Transfer-Fluid +1% of value
Density

Figure 42 illustrates some typical results from the uncertainty analysis. For no
wind, heat loss uncertainties are about 0.1 kW for conduction, 0.15 kW for radiation, and
0.21-0.22 kW for convection. The uncertainties are similar for the 20-mph side-on wind
condition, except those for convective heat loss are slightly higher at 0.23-0.25 kW. The
0.1 kW uncertainty in conduction heat loss, shown for both conditions, is essentially equal
to the uncertainty in overall receiver heat loss with the aperture plugged. The radiation heat
loss uncertainties are higher than those for conduction hecause the calculation of radiation
heat loss requires one additional step. Convective heat loss uncertaintics are even higher
because its calculation requires yet another step.

Although convective heat loss uncertainties do not vary much with receiver tilt
angle, the uncertainty percentages vary greatly. At the highest convective heat loss
condition, the uncertainty is only about 4 percent of the total convective heat loss. On the
other hand, the uncertainty percentage can approach infinity as the heat loss level
approaches zero. Fortunately, at low heat loss levels, the accuracy of the experimental
results has little effect on overall system efficiency.

At this point, it is worthwhile to discuss the effects of uncertaintics in temperature
difference and heat-transfer-fluid flow rate, specific heat, and density. Overall receiver heat
loss uncertainty is a result of uncertaintics in material propertics and in measured
parameters, It is quantified by Eq. (F4) in Appendix F and repeated here as follows:
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' l
W = 225 X 10 mens? + 2.0 Amean” i
| (atf | (16)

where  gmeqs = total receiver heat loss rate derived from measurements
W(meas = Uncertainty in total receiver heat loss rate

AT = temperature difference between the heat-transfer-fluid inlet and outlet

The first term on the right-hand side of Eq. (16) is the due to uncertaintics in heat-transfer-
fluid flow rate, specific heat, and density, and increuses as receiver heat loss increases,
The second term on the right-hand side is due to uncertainty in the measured temperature
difference between the receiver inlet and outlet, and is approximately proportional to the
heat-transfer-fluid flow rate. In these tests, the heat-transfer-fluid flow rate was held nearly
constant, 8o that the uncertainty due to the second term on the right (temperature
uncertainty) is essentially constant, At low heat loss rates, most of the uncertainty in
overall receiver heat loss was found to be due to uncertainty in temperature difference.
However, at higher heat loss levels, the effects of uncertainty in flow rate and fluid material
properties become comparable to that due to temperature difference,

It is interesting to note that given a particular receiver heat loss level and the
parameter uncertainties used in this analysis, that the overall heat loss uncertainty can be
reduced by reducing the heat-transfer-fluid flow rate. This is because the temperature
difference term (the second term on the right) is equal to 2,0 (Qpep)2. This method appears
as though it could be used to reduce heat loss uncertainties without costs,  However, at
some point, the advantage of reducing heat loss uncertainty would be overshadowed by the
disadvantage of & non-isothermal receiver, because low fluid ow rates would result in

large temperature differences between the receiver inlet and outlet,
9.0 Comparison of Analytical Predictions to Experimental Results
In order to increase confidence, it is desirable to compare the experimental data and

analyses wherever possible,  Therefore, an effort was made 1o predict radiation and
conduction heat losses by using a combination of computer modeling and  hand
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computations. A discussion of these analyses and the comparison of predicted 1o
experimental results are given in the next two sections,

9.1 Radiation Heat Loss

To predict radiation heat loss from the receiver, a computer model was generated
using PATRAN (PDA Engincering) which is a model generator for finite-difference und
finite-clement analysis. This thermal network is shown in Figure 43, The radiation
analysis was bascd on an electrical analogy, which incorporates surface resistances due to
gray surfaces, shape resistances associated with the ability of one surface to “see” other
surfaces, and radiosity nodes,

A program called VFAC (PDA Engincering) was used to set up the detailed
radiation network for the computer model by calculating shape factors and shape and
surface resistances, and by defining radiosity nodes. A set of algebraic cquations is
obtained by setting the summation of heat rate into each radiosity node equal to 2ero. The
general matrix formulation for the set of algebraic equations is = calows:

J{ -(1 '85)2 FI“OJJJ e ¢ En,
ju (1

where J = surface radiosity
F = radiation shape factor
Ey = total blackbody emissive power
€ = surface emissivity

The radiation network was subsequently solved using P-Thermal, which is the PDA
thermal analysis computer code.

In the analysis, the receiver internal surfaces were assumed to be gray (emissivity

which is constant, i.e., independent of temperature and wavelength).  An emissivity of (.9
was used for the receiver tubing area since it was painted with Pyromark paint.  An
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emissivity of 0.3 was used for the chrome-plated-steel surfuces at the forward and aft ends
of the receiver tubing area.

For the S30°F nominal receiver temperature in these tests, the predicted radiation
heat loss from the receiver is 0.74 kW, which is slightly higher than the .62 kW obtained
experimentally, Some of this deviation may be due to the chrome-plated-sieel portion of
the receiver, forward and aft of the heat transfer tubing, being lower in temperature than the
average temperature of the heat transfer fluid,

Figure 44 shows measured receiver inner wall temperatures which are typical of the
temperatures from tests used to caleulate radiation heat loss. A line is drawn in this figure
to represent the average heat-transter-fluid temperature for this case. Recall that the actual
average temperature of the heat transfer fluid is slightly different than the nominal receiver
temperature of S30°F for which radiation heat loss is given, The data shown in Figure 44
show that the average heat-transter-fluid temperature is an aceeptable representation of the
temperatures occurring on the heat-transfer-tubing surfuces (at receiver forward and aft
planes), The measured temperatures on the surface of the heat transfer tubing range from
S36°F w 546°F compared to the heat-transfer-fluid average wemperature of S41°F,
However, the temperature of the chrome-plated-steel arca aft of the heat transfer tubing is
somewhat lower in temperature at SO9°E Moreover, it is highly likely that the chrome-
plated-steel arca forward of the heat transfer tubing is also lower in temperature than the
average temperature of the heat transfer fluid; however, the actual temperatures in this
region are unknown since no temperature measurements were taken there,

In light of the receiver temperatures shown in Figure 44, the radiation heat loss was
predicted with the aforementioned computer thermal model using @ receiver aft-section
temperature of SOO°F and an estimated temperature of 300°F in the area forward of the heat
transfer tubing. The SOO°F temperature in the alt section takes into account the fact that the
normalized receiver emperature is S30°E, not S41°F The resultant predicted radiation heat
loss is 0.71 kW, which is closer to, but still about IS pereent above, the experimental

value,

73



(d,) ammeraduig] 20eying 1auu]

ors 0zs 00S o8y 09 orvy

09¢
0
‘dway
BRRO pingg
L]
%  ouelq premiog aiod el sncjewouy’ .
o1
aueg (124
By o pinjj 13jsuelf jedy jo
HE——— ameradwy) s8eraay
‘dway
P pinj
« * leM. ¥oed
131303y
113

"(335 359} puim wo-apis ydwi-9 WOJJ )SI) PUIM-OU ()
SIVELINS JOLIUI IIAIDX Y} w0 wonnqLysip amesddwdy [edidi]  pp aun3iyg

(sayour) amnpady woiy 2dURISI(] [RIXY

74



Itis interesting to note that a first-order prediction of radiation heat transfer from the
receiver ean be obtained by using the aperture arca and an clfective aperture emissivity.
The cffective emissivity for the cavity receiver tested is 0.94 based on the isothermal
radiation model , 0.91 bascd on the non-isothermal radiation model, and 0.79 based on the
experimental results, Thus, it appears that a relatively conservative value of radiation heat
loss can be obtained by simply using the emissivity of the receiver tubing of 0.9, To be
more conservative, an upper bound for radiation heat loss can be obtained by simply using
an cffective emissivity of 1.0. Predicted radiation heat loss curves using these effective

cmissivitics are shown in Figure 45.

Another interesting fact to note is that the receiver cavity has radiation characteristics
that arc similar to that of a hohlraum, which is a large cavity with a very small opening
through which radiative heat is transmitted. The unique characteristic of a hohlraum is that
the amount of radiation transmitted through the small hole is independent of the emissivity
of the interior surfaces. Using the computer radiation modcl, it was found that a 50 percent
reduction in the emissivity of the interior surfaces of the receiver only decreased radiation
heat loss by about 10 percent. Thus, an effort to reduce radiation heat loss from the
receiver by lowering the emissivity of the cavity surfaces would probably not be

productive.
9.2 Conduction Heat Loss

In order to analytically predict conduction heat loss from the receiver, a combination
of finite-element heat-transfer modeling and hand computation was performed.  The
axisymmetric finite-clement model was the same basic model as that used for calculating
radiation heat loss (Figure 43) and only accounts for conduction heat loss through the
receiver-wall insulation. In this model, the recciver inner surface was constrained at 550°F,
and the receiver outer surface was constrained at 85°F for the 20-mph wind condition and
115°F for the no-wind condition. These outer surface temperatures were chosen based on

actual average outer-surface temperature measurements given in Appendix D,
The hand computation took into account heat conduction through the receiver tubing
support structure, which consists of forward and aft supports at three circumferential

locations, and a receiver forward-end structure. These structures are depicted in Figure 46.
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The inner and outer surface iemperatures used in these computations are the same as those

uscd in the computer model.

The table below summarizes the amount of conduction heat loss predicted through
cach conduction path, Values are given for the case of no wind and for a 20-mph wind.
The only difference between these two cases is the small difference in receiver outer surface

lemperature.

Conduction Heat Losses Through Various Receiver Conduction Paths

Conduction Path Estimated Conduction Heat Loss

No Wind 20-mph Wind

kW) (%) (kW) (%)

Receiver Insulation 0.217 303 0.232 30.3

Aft Tubing Support 0.014 2.0 0.015 2.0
(Total of 3 Locations)

Forward Tubing Support 0.010 1.4 0.011 1.4
(Total of 3 Locations)

Receiver Forward-end Structure 0,474 66.3 .508 66.3

Total 0.715 10) ().766 100)

About 66 percent of the conduction heat loss from the receiver is attributed to conduction
through the receiver forward-end structure (see Figure 46). Another 30 percent is due to
conduction through the receiver insulation. Surprisingly, conduction through the forward
and aft tubing supports is very small, being less than 4 percent of the total conduction heat

loss.

The conduction heat losses found experimentally are gencrally lower than the
predicted values. Experimental conduction heat loss is 0.60 kW average for the no-wind
condition and 0.66 kW for 20-mph side-on wind condition.  However, experimental
conduction heat loss from the 20-mph head-  wind test is 1.09 kW, which is much higher
than the predicted values above. It is believed that the 1.09 kW experimental conduction

heat loss is anomalously high, since it is higher than all of the other measured conduction
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heat losses from the first test series, which are in the range of 0.5-0.7 kW. In general,
analytical conduction heat losses are 15-20 percent higher than experimental values.

A plausible explanation for the difference between the measured and estimated
conduction heat loss values (except for the 1.09 kW for the 20-mph head-on wind) is that
the actual difference in temperature between the inner and outer surfaces of the receiver at
the forward-end structure is probably less than the value used in the conduction analysis.
The temperature difference used in the analysis was based on average inner and outer wall
temperatures derived from actual measured temperatures, In these measurements, almost
all of the thermocouples on the interior surface of the receiver were on the hot heat transfer
tubing. In addition, the outer surface thermocouples were located where here is 3 inches
of Kaowool insulation in the receiver wall. The high conductive resistance provided by
this insulation is a major reason why measured outer surface temperatures are not much
higher than the ambient air temperature.  For the forward-end structure arca, however, the
inner surface temperature is probably lower than S30°F, since it is somewhat removed from
the heat transfer tubing, and the outer surface temperature is probably slightly higher than
that measured on the receiver wall, because of the higher thermal conductivity of steel.

If it is assumed that the inner surface of the forward structure is at 300°F as was
done in the radiation analysis, the estimated levels of conduction through the forward-end
structure would then be 0.21 kW and 0.25 kW for the no-wind and 20-mph wind
conditions, respectively. The corresponding total conduction heat loss levels would then
be 0.45 kW and 0.51 kW, respectively, which arc about 25 percent Jower the measured
conduction heat loss values, The actual inner surface temperature at the receiver forward
end, during the tests in which conduction heat loss was mcasured, was probably less than
530°F, but not as low as 300°F since the aperture was plugged during these tests.

A more representative conduction analysis might be obtained by modeling the
convective and radiative boundary conditions on the inner and outer surfaces of the receiver
forward-end structure. In this way the inner and outer surface temperatures are obtained
analytically. However, the determination of local boundary conditions on the interior of the
forward-end structure would involve some uncertaintics.
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A possible explanation the high conduction heat loss value for the 20-mph head-on
wind is that air lcakage may have occurred through the receiver joint arcas. In fact, during
some of the receiver tests in which smoke visualization was used, a small amount of smoke
was scen escaping through joints in the receiver walls, indicating that at least some air
leakage occurred. However, it is impossible to predict quantitatively the heat loss due to
this air lcakage. In future testing using this receiver, an eftort should be made to scal the

receiver as best as possible.
10.0  Conclusions

The convective heat loss characteristics of a cavity receiver for a parabolic-dish
concentrating solar collector have been determined experimentally for the no-wind
condition, sidc¢-on winds of up to 20 mph, and head-on winds of up to 24 mph. Natural
convective heat loss from the receiver was found to be the highest with the receiver aperture

facing horizontally and negligible with the aperture facing straight down.

For side-on wind, convective heat loss is also the highest with the aperture facing
horizontally and decreases as the receiver is tilted downward, but the magnitudes are much
higher than those resulting from natural convection.  For head-on wind, convective heat
loss is generally lower than those for side-on wind, Head-on wind blowing directly into
the receiver aperture does not increase convection significantly above natural convection.
This is believed to be a result of this type of Low inducing little convective current in the
receiver, and generating little convective trausport into and out of the receiver. Overall, the
effects of wind on convective heat loss from the receiver are the greatest for wind blowing
parallel to the aperture and the smallest for wind blowing directly into the aperture, It was
found that for wind speeds of 20-24 mph, the total convective heat loss from the receiver

can be as much as three times the maximum level of natural convection,

It was found that the total convective heat loss could be expressed as a sum of the
natural and forced convection. For side-on wind, a curve-fit is presented in Eq. (11) for
determining the forced convection heat transfer coefficient as a function of wind speed
only. For head-on wind, a curve-fit is presented in Eq. (14) for determining the forced
convection heat transfer coefficient as a function of both wind speed and receiver tilt angle.
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The results of the uncertainty analysis indicate that conveetive heat loss uncertainties
are between (0.21-0.26 kW, Although convective heat loss uncertainty only varies slightly
from test to test, uncertainty as a pereentage of conveetive heat loss varies greatly, At the
highest convective heat loss level, the uncertainty pereentage is only about four percent, but
for low heat loss rates, uncertainty percentage approaches infinity. Fortunately, at low heat
loss rates, the accuracy of the measurements is not critical.  The small uncertainty
percentages for the higher heat loss rates associated with the different wind conditions

indicate good data reliability.

Air temperature measurements made inside the receiver provided usetul insight into
the receiver convective phenomena, These measurements confirm the presence of the
stagnant zone for the no-wind condition and clearly indicate the extent to which head-on
and side-on winds affect convective flow within the receiver.  Analyses were also
performed to predict radiation and conduction heat losses from the receiver for comparison
to measured values. Measured and analytical radiation heat loss levels agree to within
about 15 percent. Measured and analytical conduction heat loss levels agree to within 15-

25 pereent,

The correlations presented in this report for predicting forced convective heat loss
arc only for this particular receiver. It is desirable to have a correlation which takes into
account different receiver geometries, temperatures, and aperture sizes, It is therefore
recommended that future testing be performed first on this receiver, with different aperture
sizes and temperatures, then with different receiver geometries. With a compilation of data
from future receiver testing performed at this or any other facility, the curve-fits presented
in this thesis can be refined and modified to be more general.
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List of Symbols

full interior geometrie surface arca of receiver
exposed surface area of receiver heat transfer tubing in Eq. (5)
heat-transter-fluid specific heat

aperture diameter

total blackbody emissive power

radiation shape factor

gravitational aceeleration

Grashof number = gBATLIAV?

conveetive heat transfer coelticient

average internal heat transter coefticient

heat transfer coetficient for foreed convection

heat transfer coefficient for natural convection
overall heat transfer coetficient for mixed convection
radiosity

thermal conductivity

Rapenurc/chvily

characteristic length

heat-transfer-fluid mass flow rate

Nusselt number = hlJk

constant in Eq. (4)

Prandtl number

conduction heat loss rate

convective heat loss rate

overall conveetive heat loss rate for mixed convection
conveetive heat loss rate due to forced convection
total receiver heat loss rate derived from measurements
convective heat loss rate due to natural conveetion
total heat loss rate with the aperture plugged
radiation heat loss rate

normalized total heat loss rate

heat-transfer-fluid volume flow rate

radius of aperture
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Reavity  tadius of receiver cavity
Rap  Rayleigh number = Gry Pr
Re  Reynolds number = VI
Tamb, meas  Measured ambient temperature
Tamb. norm  NOMinal or normal umbient temperature = 70°F
“I}wg s verage innerssurface temperature from measurements
’I}wg ar Average air emperature within cavity from measurements
Tre, meas  Mmeasured receiver temperature
(average temperature of heat transter fluid)
Tree. norm  Nominal or normal receiver temperature = S30°F
Teaviy  mean emperature of heat transter abing in Eg. (5)
Tin  heat-transter-fluid inlet temperature
To  ambicnt temperature
Tow  heat-transfer-fluid outlet temperature
Toop  temperature at which Nuid properties are evaluated in Eq. (4)
Tw  average receiver internal wall temperature
VvV wind veloeity
w experimental uncertainty

B cocflicient of thermal expansion of air = 1/T
AT Ty To, Tcswily“Tn. or Tin-Tou

¢ surface emissivity

v kinematic viscosity

P heat-transfer-fuid density

0 receiver tilt angle (0° is horizontal)
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Material Properties
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Figure Al. Specific heat of Syltherm® 800 heat transfer fuid.
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Figure A2. Density of Syltherm® 800 heat transfer fluid.
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Figure A3. Thermal conductivity of Kaowool insulation.
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Appendix B

Data Analysis Spreadsheets
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Appendix C

Tabulated Summary of Receiver Heat Loss Results
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TABLE C1. Summary of Conduction, Radiation, and Convection Heat
Losses from the Receiver at S530°F for the No-Wind Tests (6 Sets
Corresponding to 6 Wind-Condition Sets) from the First Test Series

Test Set/ Heat Loss Unccertainty Uncertainty
Heat Loss Mode (kW) (kW) Percentage
6-mph Side-on Sct
- Conduction 0.619 0.105 17.0
- Radiation 0.598 0.150 25.1
- Convcection: 0 tilt angle 2.132 0.218 10.2
30° 1.395 0.216 15.5
60° 0.406 0.212 52.2
%€° 0.000 - -
8-mph Side-on Set
- Conduction 0.656 0.105 16.0
- Radiation 0.580 0.148 25.5
- Convection:  0° tilt angle 2.089 0.216 10.3
30° 1.384 0.213 15.4
o0° 0.422 0.210 49.8
90° 0.000 - -
20-mph Side-on Set
- Conduction 0.613 0.105 17.1
- Radiation 0.603 0.149 24.7
- Convection:  0° tilt angle 2.188 0.218 10.0
30° 1.487 0.215 14.5
60° 0.471 0.212 45.0
xa° 0.000 - -
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TABLE Cl. Summary of Conduction, Radiation, and Convection Heat
Losses from the Receiver at S30°F for
Corresponding to 6 Wind-Condition Sets) from the First Test Series

the No-Wind Tests (6 Sets

(continued)
Test Condition/ Heat Loss Uncertainty Uncertainty
Heat Loss Mode (kW) (kW) Percentage
6-mph Head-on Set
- Conduction 0.584 0.106 18.2
- Radiation 0.609 0.152 25.0
- Convection:  0° tilt angle 1.930 0.220 11.4
30° 1.253 0.217 17.3
60° 0.374 0.214 57.2
x° 0.000 - -
8-mph Head-on Set
- Conduction 0.536 0.1058 19.6
- Radiation 0.654 0.152 23.2
- Convection: 0° tilt angle 1.996 0.220 11.0
30° 1.360 0.219 16.1
60° 0.417 0.216 5t
90° 0.000 .
20-mph Head-on Set
- Conduction 0.595 0.106 17.8
- Radiation 0.649 0.151 23.3
- Convection: 0° tilt angle 1.945 0.222 11.4
30° 1.219 0.217 17.8
60° 0.396 0.215 54.3
90° 0.000 - .
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TABLE C2. Summary of Conduction, Radiation, and Convection Heat
Losses from the Receiver at $30°F for Side-On Wind Tests from the First

Test Series

Test Condition/ Heat Loss Uncertainty Uncertainty
Heat Loss Mode (kW) (kW) Percentage
6-mph Side-On Wind
- Conduction 0.591 0.106 179
- Radiation ().598 0.150 25.1
- Convection: 07 tilt angle 2.407 0.220 9.1
xr 1.862 0.218 1.7
o° 1.010 0.218 21.3
xr 0,415 0.213 51.3
8-mph Side-On Wind
- Conduction 0.621 0.108 16,9
- Rudiation ().580 0.148 25.§
- Convection: 0° tilt angle 2.767 0.219 7.9
xe 2.159 0.216 10.0
o° 1.277 0.212 16.6
9%)° 0.636 0.211 A2
20-mph Side-On Wind
- Conduction 0.655 (.108 16.0
- Radiation 0.603 0.149 24.7
- Convection: 0° tilt angle 6.364 0.247 3.9
xr 5.462 0.239 4.4
L 4.661 .233 5.0
xr 4.479 0.233 5.2
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TABLE C).  Summary of Conduction, Radiation, and Convection Heat
’ll“:m": r:i'nm the Recelver at S30°F fur Head-On Wind Tests from the First
st Seriex

Test Condition/ Heut Taws Unvertmnty Uncertnnty
Heut Laons Mode (kW) (kW) _ Pereentuge
6-mph Heud-On Wind
- Conduction 0.624 0. 106 17.0
- Rudintion 0.600 0182 280
- Conveetion: 0" tltangke 2082 0.220 10.6
XY 1.R48 0210 e
or INLEL 0216 21.6
wr (.80 0.216 26.0)
K-mph Head-On Wind
- Conduction 0.701 0108 18.4
- Rudition (1.684 0152 AR
- Convection: 0" tlvangle 2.217 0.224 0.4
Xr 2.194 0.224 10.2
or 1.403 0221 181
ar 1412 02N 18.7
20-mph Head-On Wind
- Conduction 1LORN 0.1 1.0
- Rudiation 0.649 0181 233
- Conveetion: (0" tiltangle 2. 784 0,229 N.2
Xr 4.450 0.241 $.4
or 1566 0,23} 6.8
wr 4.360 0,230 £.$

R}



TABLE C4. Summary of Conduction and Convection Heat Losses from the
Recelver at 8MO°F fur Head-on Wind Tests from the Second Test Series

Tesi Condition/ Hueat Lans Uncertainty Uncertainty
Heat Loss Mode (kW) (kW) Percentage
I Smph Head-On Wind
(18-inch dia. aperture)
« Conduction (v wind) (). K96 0.074 LR
« Conducnion (with wind) 0.9 0078 LR
- Convectun (with wind)
(r i angk 200 0,201 7.6
Nr 297 2 6N
or (AL 0. 1UN 1.4
ar LI T} 0.202 6.2
24:-mph Head-On Wind
(I1X-inch dia. aperture)
- Conduction (o wind) TR 01 14
- Conduction (with wind) 0941 018 12.2
« Convection (with wind)
0t angke 1479 0.242 sS4
| 4,588 0.2414 s
ur 6.112 0.256 4.1
EAN 6.142 0.254 4.1
or 4.669 0.242 52
7% S.ON0 0,248 4N
xXr 63N 0.256 4.0
24-mph Hewd-On Wind
(b-inch dia, aperture)
- Conduction (no wind) 0.679 0.077 1.3
- Conduction (with wind) 0.687 00 1.8
- Convection (with wind)
" tlcangle 1.647 016 7.0
xr 1.629 0117 7.2
o) 0772 INRN 4.4
wr 0,983 0118 12,

RN



Appendix D

Tubulated Measured Recelver Temperatures
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Appendix E

Thermoelectric Characteristics of
Type-K Thermocouples
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Appendix F

Uncertainty Analysis Procedure
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Appendix F
Uncertainty Analysis Procedure

This appendix summarizes the uncertainty analysis procedure used to
produce the error bars shown in Figures 8 and 9 and the tabulated values in
Tables C1-C4 in Appendix C.

I. Uncertainty in Deriving Total Heat Loss Rate from Experimental
Measurements

Total receiver heat loss rate is derived from measurements using
Umeas = QpcpAT (F1)

where meas = total receiver heat loss rate calculated from measurements, Btu/min
Q = heat-transfer-fluid volume flow rate, ft3/min
p = heat-transfer-fluid density, Iby/ft?
¢p= heat-transfer-fluid specific heat, Btu/(Ibg,°F)
AT = heat transfer fluid temperature drop from receiver inlet to outlet, °F

The uncertainty in the total heat loss rate is calculated using the following formula from

Holman (1984):
qmeas 21}
meas WA'I') i2

Winea = Qmws ) ((’chas )2 (decaﬁ Wc=2+
( dAT

acp "

(F2)

where the partial derivatives, derived from Eq. (F1), are

meas _ . aqmcﬂs = Oc 0 meas - AT meas = QpC
W0 = pcp AT ip Qc, AT ic, Qp AT P

and the uncertainties of the individual parameters are

wo = 0,005 Q
wep = 0.01 ¢,
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wu= 001 p
wap = LA14OF (based on individual thermocouple uncertainty ol 19F)

Substituting the partial derivatives and individual parameter uncertainties into Eq. (F2)

gives
4 hJ b N l
W = (0,005 Qpep ATF + (0,01 QpepATF + (001 QpepATF+ (1414 QpegP 2 (i3

Then, by substituting Eq. (F1) into Eq. (F3), the uncertainty in the measured total heat Toss

rate is

" chmz 3
bl

Wi = 225 % 107 geai? + 2.
(AT) (F4)

or in terms of uncertainty percentage

g = 225 x 0044 20
meas | (AT). ([Q)

I1. Error Introduced in Normalizing Total Heat Loss Rate

Since the recciver and air temperatures varied from test to test, it is desirable to
normalize the total heat loss to nominal receiver and air temperatures 8o that data
manipulation can be performed and representative comparisons can be drawn. The overall

heat loss rate is normalized using

_ Umeas (Tree, norm = Tamb, norm)
Qrotal = T T
rec, meas - famb, meas ( F())

where rowl = normalized total heat loss rate
Umeas = total heat loss rate caleulated from measurements using Eq. (F1)




T meas = Measured receiver lemperatune
(average emperature of the heat transter Nuid)
Tamb, meas = Measured ambient temperatare
Tree noem = NOminal or normal receiver iemperature
Tomt norm = nOMINAl O normal ambient lemperature

For these experiments, the nominal receiver iemperatare is S3I0°F and the nominal ambient
wmperature is 70°F so that Eq. (F6) becomes

4“‘) ‘-Imwm
Coomeas © Tamh' muas ([:7)

Giotal =
To

Now, the uncertainty in the normalized total heat loss rate is caleulated using

. 3
Yol W u

|qnf¢ L7

fﬂ‘nmh‘ meis ( Fﬂ)

T -

* 3 ¥
MWional , )“* ‘ Yol
Ymeas

‘"qmcm

Y
W“ ) & ( wlrh fuu) +

"Trcs:. meas

where the partial derivatives, derived from Eq. (F7), are

‘:’q!nml = 460

Wmews  Tree, mens = Tamb, meas

f'“Immt = -460 Umeas

: 3
AT, muas (Trec. mens * Tnmh. mcm)‘

Yo - 460 gmens

: ~ ")
Tumb, mens (Tree, mens = Tumb, meas)®
and the individual uncertainties are
Wmeas defined by Eq. (F4)
WTree, meas = LA T4°F (based on individual thermocouple uncertainty of £2°F)
WTamb, mens = £2°F

Substituting the partial derivatives and individual uncertaintics into Eq. (F8) results in
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= 2106 x 108 Wi v 1269 x 10" ; W

w
Trew meas - '“mh Muis ( l‘m, Mivas Tomn muadd

Wou

HI.  Uncertainty in Heat Loss Compuonents

A. Uncertainty in Conduction Heat Loss Rate

h (’f())

The conduction heat loss rate is calealaed as the total heat loss rate with the sperture

plugged minus the caleulated amount of heat conducted through the aperture:

Yeond = Yplugged - Yaperture
whete Qoang = conduction heat loss rate

Yplugged = 10tal heat Joss rate with the aperture plugged
Yaperure = Cllculated smount of heat conducted through the aperture

The uncertainty in the conduction heat loss rate is then ealeulated using

, }
W = dq“md ) ‘ m{umd : 2
o : aqp‘“ﬂﬂ&'d ‘b il "‘meun q’"”m
where the partinl derivatives of Eq. (F10) are
0Ycond = | Moond = .
Y plugged Aaperture

The uncertainty in the conduction heat loss rate is then

: |
/ )
wq.ma = w&bluuad + warmw 2

(F10)

(K1)

(F12)

where the individual uncertainties are those for the aperture-plugged case and the amount of

heat conducted through the aperture, respectively.
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B. Uncertainty in Radiation Heat Loss Rate
The radiation heat loss rate iy caleulnted as the otal heat loss tate for g 207 receiver
il angle, without wind and with the aperture open, minos the conduction heat loss rate
without wind:
Y = Yopen * Yoond. mos wind (K1Y
where ged = rudiation heat loss rate
Qopen = ot ] et loss rate at 90 tilcangle, without wind and with the aperture open

Qeond, nocwind = conduction heat loss rate without

Following the sume procedure us that used for determining uncertainty in the conduction
heat loss rate, the equation for the uncertainty in the radiation heat loss rite is

|
) 3 3
qu = Waw + WQW 2 ”"M)

C. Uncertainty in Convective Heat Loss Rate

The convective heat loss rate is caleulated by subtracting conduction and radiation
heat loss rates from the total heat loss rate:

Yeonv = Grotal * Ymd * Yeond (F15)

Following the same procedure as that used for determining uncertainty in the conduction
heat loss rate, the equation for the uncertainty in the convective heat loss rate is as follows:

: o
H hd ) 3 !
w‘{\nm = 'wq!xlul + wq,.a + wqund 2 (F'b)

148




UNLIMITED RELEASE
INITIAL DISTRIBUTION

U 8. Depariment of Energy (%)
Forrestal Building
Code BE- 1MW
1000 Independence Avenue, SW
Washington, DC 20388
Atn: 0. Burch

8. Gronich

U.8. Department of Energy (2)
Forresial Building

Code EE- 1)

1000 Independence Avenue, SW
Washington, DC 20383

Altn: R, Annan

U.S. Department of Energy (2)
Albuquerque Operations Office
P.O. Box 3400
Albuquerque, NM 87113
Aun: G, Tennyson

N. Lackey

U.S. Department of Energy

San Froncisco Operations Office
1333 Broadway

Oakland, CA 94612

Aun: R, Hughey

Arizona Dept. of Commerce
3800 N. Central, Suite 1200
Phoenin, AZ 85012
Atn:  F. Maneini

Battelle Pacific Northwest Laboratory

P.O. Box 9
Richland, WA 99182
Aitn: D, Brown

California Polytechnic University
Dept. of Mechanical Engincering
IR01 West Temple Avenue
Pomona, CA 91768

Aun:  Dr. Wi, B, Stine (10)

Central and Southwest Services
Mail Stop TRES

1616 Woodall Rogers Freeway
Dallas, TX 75202

Aun:  Bdward L. Gastineau

-149-

Clever Fellows

Tnmovation Consortium, I,
R.D. L, Box 410, River Road
Melrose, NY 12121

Aun. ) A Cotey, PH

Cummine Power Ueneration (2)
MC 60128

. O. Box X%

Columbus, IN 47202-3008
Aitn: R, Kubo

Cummina Power Ceneration South
150 Tannchill Drive

Abilene, TX 79602

Atn: M. McGlaun

Dynatherm Corporation

1 Beaver Court

P.O. Box 398
Cockeyaville, MD 21030
Aun:  David Wolf

Electric Power Rescarch Institute
P.O. Box 10412

Palo Allo, CA 94303

Aun:  J, Schaeffer

Energy Technology Engr. Center (2)
Rockwell International Corp.
P. O. Box 1449
Canoga Park, CA 91304
Altn: W, Bigelow
R. LeChevalier

Karl Thomas Feldman, Jr. Ph.D., P.E.
Mechanical Engineering Consultant
1704 Swanford Dr. NE

Albuguerque, NM 87106

Florida Solar Energy Center
300 State Road, Suite 401
Cape Canaveral, F1. 32920
A Library

Gicorgla Power

7 Solar Circle
Shenandoah, GA 30265
Aun: W, King



Institute of Gas Techmdogy
M4SN Siate Street
Chivago, 1. 60616

Aun. Libtary

Jet Propulsion Labotatory
AN Oak Crove Drive
Pasadena, CA 911V
Atn. M. Alper

Lawrence Borkeley Laburatory
MS 90-2024

Ome Cyclotron Road

Betkeley, CA 94720

At A Hunt

Los Alamos National Laboratory
MS 1D

Lan Alamos, NM K7543

Attn: M. Merrigan

McDonnell-Douglas Astronautics Company
$301 Bolsa Avenue
Huntington Beach, CA 920647
Atn: R, L. Gervais,
}. Rogan,
D. Steinmeyer

Mechanical Technology, Inc. (2)
968 Albany Shaker Road
Latham, NY 12110
Aun: G Dochat

J. Wagner

NASA Lewis Research Center (4)
21000 Brook Park Road
Cleveland, OH 44138
Att: R, Shaltens

J. Schrieber

National Renewable Energy Laboratory (6)
1617 Cole Boulevard
Golden, CO BO401
At T Williams
.. M. Murphy
G. Jorgensen
T. Wendelin
A. Lewandowski
M. Bohn

Northern Research and Engineering Corp.
39 Olympia Avenue

Woburn, MA O1801-2073

Atn: ] Kesseli

-150

Power Kipetics, I
413 River Street

Troy, NY 121802822
At W H. Rogens

Research Inlermational
18706 142nd Avenue NE
Wouodinville, WA 98072
Attn: B, Samski

Science Applications International Corporation
15000 W. 6th Avenve, Suite 202

Golden, CO 80401

Atin:  Kelly Beninga

Science Applications International Corporation
Mail Swop 32

10260 Campus Point Count

San Diego, CA 92121

Aun: B, Butler

Solar Energy Indusiries Assoc. (2)
777 Noxth Capliol St. NB
Suite 803
Washington, D.C. 20002
Attn: 8. Skiar
K. Sheinkopl

Solar Kinetics, Inc. (2)

P.O. Box 340636

Dallas, TX 753540636

Aun: ). A. Hutchison
P. Scheriz

Stirling Technology Company (3)
2952 Ueorge Washingion Way
Richland, WA 99352

Atn:  Maurice A. Write

Stirling Thermal Motors (2)
275 Metty Drive

Ann Arbor, MI 48103
Attn:  Lennant Johansson

Stirling Muchine World

1823 Hummingbird Court

West Richland, WA 99352.9542
Attn: Brad Ross

Sunpower, Inc,
6 Byard Street
Athens, OH 45701
Aun: W, Beale




Tech Reps, Inx. (2)
S000 Marble NE, Suite 222

Albuquerque, NM 87110
Attn: ). Stikar

Thermacore, Inc. (2)
780 Bden Road

Lancaster, PA 17601
Attn:  Donald Ermast

University of Houston
Solar Energy Laboratory
4800 Cathoun

Houston, TX 77704
Atin: ). Richardson

University of Minnesota

Dept. of Mechanical Engineering
111 Church St., SE

Minncapolis, MN 55433

Attn: B, A, Fleicher

Australian National University
Department of Engineering
Physics

P.O.Box 4

Canberra ACT 2600 AUSTRALIA
Attn: S, Kanef(

DLR

Plaffenwaldring 3840

7000 Stuttgart 80 GERMANY
Attn: R, Buck

Energy Research Centre

R. S. Phy. Sc.

Australian National University
Canberra ACT 2601 AUSTRALIA
Atn: K. Inall

Dr. David Hagen
134 Kitchener St.
Garran, ACT 2605
AUSTRALIA

Pacific Power

Park and Elizabeth Streets

GPO Box 5257, Sydney

New South Wales 2001, Australia
Attn:  Peter Lynch

Schlaich, Bergermann & Partner
Hohenzollernstr. |
D - 7000 Stuttgart | GERMANY
Atn: W, Schiel

181

RIR
151}
1s13
1513
1561
1561
1R}
2756
431}
6000
6118
6200
6201
6213
6218
6218
6213
6216
6216
6216
6216
6216
6216
6216
6216
7141
7181
7613.2

85232

+J § GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE 1993-0-973-026/80008

D. R. Adkins

R. E. Hogan

V. J. Romero

R D. Skocypec

E. L. Hoffman

C. M. Stone

J. A VanDenAvyle

G. S Phipps

3. F.Muir

D. L.Hartley

W. C. Ginn

D. B Arvizu

P. C. Klimas

A. R. Mahoncy

C. P.Cameron

K. § .Rawlinson

Library (3)

C. E. Tyner

C. E.Andraka

R. B.Diver

T. R.Mancini

D. F. Menlcucci

J. B. Moreno

T. A. Moss

Library (8)

Technical Library (3)

Q. C. Claycomb

Document Processing
for DOE/OSTI (10)

Central Technical Files



[ /4 /94

.







