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NUMERICAL STUDY OF THE EFFECT OF INLET CONFIGURATION
AND TANK ORIENTATION ON STRATIFICATION
IN A THERMAL ENERGY STORAGE SYSTEM

Thermal energy storage (TES) is a technology that is well established in the solar energy
sector, district heating and industrial waste heat recovery. The efficiency of these systems is mostly
dependent on the quality of the thermal stratification — the maintenance of a stable temperature
difference between the warm and cold section of the tank. Computational fluid dynamics (CFD)
techniques are employed to analyze the effects of the inlet configuration and the tank orientation
on the charging process of a TES system in this work. A cylindrical tank with height of 1.1 m and
inner diameter of 0.46 m is considered with 13 tubes inside the tank to be used in the future for the
integration of phase change material (PCM). There are two forms of inlet configuration compared,
a distributed shower type inlet and concentrated single orifice, for both vertical and horizontal
tank orientations. The numerical model is based on the three-dimensional transient conservation
equations for mass, momentum and energy with a variable density of the heat transfer fluid which
is a function of temperature. Each configuration is analyzed by the following performance criteria:
MIX number, stratification number, storage capacity ratio, and exergy efficiency. The results
demonstrate that there is a significant increase in capacity ratio, around 88.5% and exergy efficiency
above 88% for vertical configuration compared to horizontal configuration which is reduced to 75—
77% and 67-69%, respectively. Shower type inlet produces greater stratification for the vertical
orientation due to lesser momentum of the jet than the other inlet design, but it will not have a
major impact when compared to tank orientation.

Keywords: thermal energy storage, thermal stratification, CFD, inlet configuration, tank
orientation, exergy efficiency.
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Kbty cakray »kyiiecingeri crparudukanusara Kipic Kondurypamnusicbl MeH
pe3epByap OpHAJIacy OarbITHIHBIH 9CEPiH CAHABIK 3€PTTEY

Kbty sHeprusicein cakray Texnosorusichl (TES) KyH sHepreTukachiHia, OpTaIbIKTaH BIPBLIFAH
KBLTYMEH Ka0IbIKTaY KYiiesepiH/ie XKoHe OHIIPICTIK KAJIbIK, KbUTY/IbI KaiiTa maiiga anyia KeHi-
HeH KOJmaHbLIa e, Mymmait kyitemepain TiMIMILIIr KebiHece *KBLIYIbIK CTPATH(OUKAIIICHIHBIH,
apKACDHIH/Ia, SFHU PE3ePBYAPIBIH BICTHIK YKOHE CYBIK aliMaKTaphl apachIHIAFbI TYPAKThI TeMIIepa-
Typa afibipMachblH cakrayra Toyesai. By kymbicra ecenrey rugpomunamukacsl (CEFD) saicrepi
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TES :xyiiecin 3apsiiray IpolieciHe Kipic KOH(MUIypalusiChl MeH pe3epByap/IblH, OpHAJACY Oarbi-
TBHIHBIH, OCEPIH TaJI1ay YIINH KoJmaHburad. buikriri 1,1 M kone imki guamerpi 0,46 M GosiaThia
MIWIMHJPJIK pe3epByap KapacTblpbLiraH. PesepByap imrinzge 6osamakTa (asasblkK aybICy MaTepu-
anbl (PCM) enrizisierin 13 ryrik opaasackad. Kipic kondurypanuscbHbiy, €Ki TYpi CaablCThIPbI-
JIFAH: TapaJifaH Iyl Topisai Kipic »KoHe 6ip TecikTi Kipic. Bya camsicThipy pe3epByapibIH Tik
JKOHE KOJIJIEHEH OPHAJIACY *KaFaaiiiaps! yimiH »Kypriziiaren. CaHIbIK MOJIETh MACCA, UMITYJIbC YKOHE
SHEPTUSHBIH, VIIOIIIEM/II YaKBITKA TOYeJJIi cCaKTay TeHJieyaepine Herizmenren. MyHia XKbLTy Tachbl-
MAaJIIAFBIIITHIH THIFBI3IBIFBl TEMIIEPATYPaFa TOYeJIl allHbIMAJIbI IIaMa PETIHJE AJIbIHFaH. OpoOip
KoHMDUryparus Kejeci TuiMIiIiK Kpurepuitsiepi boiibraira tammanran: MIX canbl, crparndukarms
CAHBI, YKBIJIY CAKTAY CHIHBIMIBLIBIFBIHBIH KOI(DMUIMEHT] 2KoHe IKceprusiblk, TriMaimk. Hornxe-
Jlep TiK KOH(UIypalysaIa KbLIy CaKTay ChIABIMABLILIFLI Ko3ddunuenTiniy mamamen 88.5%-ra
JeiiiH KeTeTiHiH KoHe 9KCepPrusIbIK, THIMILIKTIH 88%-1aH *Koraphl 00JaThIHLIH KOPCeTTi. AJl KoJI-
nenen, Kondurypanusaa 6y KepeeTkimrep colikecinme 75-77% »xone 67-69% neiiin Tomeneiii.
Iyt Ttopismi Kipic TiK OpHajacy KarmailblH/Ia arblH WMILYJIbCIHIH TOMeH OOJIyblHa OaflIaHbICTDHI
backa Kipic TypiMeH CaJIBICTBIPFaHIa »KAKChIpaK, CTpaTugUKAIMAHBl KaMTaMachl3 ereai. Ajalina
OHBIH, 9CEPi pe3epByapbIH, OPHAJIACY OAFBITHIHBIH OCEPIMEH CAJIBICTHIPFAH/IA YIIKEH eMeC.

Tvyiiia ce3mep: XKblLy cakray, KbLTyibIK cTpatuduramnus, CEFD, kipic kKondurypamnusicol, pesep-
Byap OarbIThl, SKCEPTHUSJIBIK, TIMIMIIIIK.
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YucseHHOe MCCJIeIOBAHNE BJIUSHUS BXOAHOW KOH(MUIYpAIMN M OPUEHTAIUM pe3epByapa Ha
crpaTudUKaINIO B CUCTEME aKKyMYJIMPOBAHUS TEIJIa

Texnomorust xpanenns remsopoit sHeprun (TES) xoporo 3apekoMen0Baa cebsi B COITHETHOI
SHEPreTHKe, CUCTeMaX IEeHTPAJN30BAHHOIO TEIIOCHAOKEHNS U yTUJIN3AINY IPOMBIIIJIEHHOI'O OT-
XOASIIero Temaa. JMMOEKTUBHOCTh TAKUX CUCTEM B 3HAYUTEIBHON CTEIEHU 3aBUCUT OT KAYeCTBa
TeImIoBOi cTparuduKanum — MOAIEPXKAHNS CTAOMIBHON PA3HUIIBI TEMIIEPATYD MEXKIy ropsdei
U XOJIOMHON 30HAMU pe3epByapa. B mannoit pabore MeTONb! BBIYUCIUTEIBHON THIAPOIUHAMIKI
(CFD) ucrnionb3yrorcst sl aHAJIN3a BIIUSHUST BXOJHON KOH(MDUIYPAIMN U OPUEHTAIMN pe3epByapa
Ha mporecc 3apsiaku cucreMbl TES. PaccmarpuBaercst numHApUdecKuil pesepByap BbicoToit 1,1
M u BHyTpeHHuM auamverpoMm 0,46 M, BHYTPH KOTOPOT'O PACIIOJIOXKeHb! 13 TpyO, npeIHa3HAIeHHBIX
B OymymieM [yt uHTerpainuu Marepuaa ¢ gpasosbiM nepexonoMm (PCM). CpasauBaioTcs Ba TUIIA
BXOJIHO# KOHMDUIYPAIMI: PACIPEIEIEHHBIA IYIIEBON BXO M KOHIEHTPUPOBAHHOE OJUHOYHOE OT-
BepCTHe, KaK I BEPTUKAJIBHO, TaK U JJIs TOPHU30HTAJILHON OPHEHTAIUN pe3epByapa. JucieHHas
MOJIeJIb OCHOBaHa Ha TPEXMEPHBIX HECTAIMOHAPHBIX yPABHEHHUSX COXPAHEHMsS MaCChl, UMIIYJIbCa, U
SHEPIUU C IEPEMEHHO IJIOTHOCTHIO TEIJIOHOCUTEJISI, 3aBUCSINE OT TeMmrepaTypbl. KaxKgasi KoH-
durypanust anaIu3upyeTcs Mo caeayomuM Kpurepusam dddexktusroctn: gncao MIX, gucso crpa-
TuduKannm, Ko3p@uImeHT éMKOCTH XPaHeHUsI U dKcepreTndeckas 3pdekTuBHOCTh. Pe3ynbraTo
ITOKA3BIBAIOT, UTO [IJIsi BEPTUKAJIBHON KOHMUIYypaIy HAOIIOMAETCS 3HAYUTEIbHBI PE3YJIbTaT 110
koadpdunuenty émroctu — okojo 88.5%, a skceprermueckasi 3pdeKTuBHOCTL NpeBbimaeT 88%,
TOTJa KakK JJIsi TOPU3OHTAJBLHON KOH(UIYpaIlud 3TH MOKA3aTeJd CHUXKaloTca 10 75—77% u 67—
69%, cooTBeTCTBEHHO. BXOI MyIIeBoro Tuma Jjisi BEPTUKAJIBHONW OpHEHTAIM pe3epByapa obecrie-
9UBAET JIYUIIYI0 CTPATH(MUKAIIIO OJIarogaps MEHBIIEMY UMITYJIbCY CTPYHU 110 CPABHEHHIO C APYTOi
KOHCTDPYKIIMEN BX0O/1a, OJHAKO €r0 BJIUSHIE He CTOJIb CYIIECTBEHHO 110 CPDABHEHUIO C BJIMSHUEM OPU-
eHTaINN pe3epByapa.

KuimroueBsbie cjioBa: TeIIOBOe aKKyMyJIMpoBaHue, TemnjoBas crparuduramnus, CFD, BxonHnast koH-
durypanus, opueHTaIMs pe3epByapa, sKceprerudeckas 3 HeKTUBHOCTD.
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1 Introduction

Thermal energy storage (TES) systems are used in renewable energy, waste heat recovery,
and thermal management applications [1-4]. Sensible heat storage is one of the simplest
TES methods because the system design is less complicated and the operating cost is lower
compared to other storage technologies. The efficiency of these systems depends on thermal
stratification inside the storage tank. A thermocline separates the hot and cold fluid regions.
Stable temperature layers reduce thermal losses and improve storage performance [4-6]. It has
also been shown that thermocline stability plays a key role in the charging and discharging
dynamics of large-scale TES systems [18|. However, inlet jets and fluid circulation inside
the tank can disturb the thermal layers and increase mixing. Previous studies investigated
the influence of inlet geometry and tank design on thermal stratification. Different inlet
configurations such as manifolds, diffuser plates, slotted inlets, and shower-type inlets were
proposed to decrease jet penetration and reduce local mixing inside the tank. Distributed inlet
systems usually create weaker recirculation regions compared to concentrated inlet designs
[7H10]. CED simulations are widely applied for the analysis of buoyancy-driven flow and heat
transfer in TES systems [11,|12]. Studies showed that inlet geometry and tank orientation
influence thermocline thickness, thermal plume formation, and charging behaviour.

Vertical tanks usually maintain more stable thermal layers because buoyancy forces
support the temperature gradient. Horizontal tanks often develop larger recirculation zones
and stronger fluid mixing [13,[17]. Additionally, recent studies on thermal energy storage
systems [14,/15] have investigated configurations incorporating immersed heat exchangers
and PCM containers. These internal components significantly influence the local fluid flow
behavior and charging dynamics within the thermal storage tank. In the present study,
cylindrical tubes with an inner diameter of 0.04 m were installed inside the thermal energy
storage tank, with the intention of subsequently filling these tubes with PCMs.

Previous studies [16] investigated the influence of inlet and outlet geometrical
configurations, as well as heat transfer fluid flow velocity, on the thermal performance
of thermal energy storage (TES) tanks. According to the problem formulation presented
in [16], a thermal storage tank designed for high-temperature heat storage was considered,
where thermal oil was used as the working fluid and the storage tank did not contain any
internal components. In contrast to that study, the present work considers water as the
working fluid for domestic thermal energy storage applications and incorporates internal
containers to investigate the flow dynamics and thermal performance in the presence of
internal elements. The novelty of the proposed research lies in the combined investigation of
the inlet geometry and tank orientation effects on the thermal and hydrodynamic behavior
of the TES system [16},17].

In the present study, the charging process of thermal energy storage tanks is
investigated using a system of unsteady 3D Navier-Stokes equations with the corresponding
initial and boundary conditions. Two inlet and outlet geometrical configurations are
considered: the first configuration consists of a single opening positioned above each
cylindrical container, while the second configuration employs multiple small openings above
each container. In addition, both horizontal and vertical orientations of the main cylindrical
storage tanks are analyzed. The primary key performance indicators (KPIs) used to evaluate
the thermal performance include the MIX number, stratification number, storage capacity
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ratio, and exergy efficiency [19-21|. For the numerical implementation of the mathematical
model, CFD methods based on the ANSYS Fluent software package were employed.

2 Materials and Methods

The present work investigates the effect of inlet geometry and tank orientation on thermal
stratification during the charging process in a TES system. The main goal is to analyse fluid
mixing, thermal behaviour, and exergy efficiency for different configurations. The TES system
consists of a cylindrical tank with a height of 1.1 m and an inner diameter of 0.46 m. Inside
the tank, 13 cylindrical tubes are installed. Each tube has a length of 1 m and a diameter
of 0.04 m. In the numerical model, the tubes are treated as adiabatic internal structures.
Heat transfer between the fluid and tube walls is neglected. The tubes mainly affect local
flow behaviour and fluid mixing inside the tank. The geometry is also suitable for possible
future PCM integration. Water is used as the working fluid in all simulated cases. Initially,
the tank is filled with water at 20°C. During charging, hot water at 80°C enters through
the inlet section. The charging process continues until the temperature near the bottom
region reaches 75°C. A constant volumetric flow rate of 0.0004085 m?/s is applied for all
configurations. Two inlet geometries are investigated. The first configuration is a shower-type
inlet with eight circular openings per tube (Fig. 1a,c). Each opening has a diameter of 0.01 m.
Because the flow enters through several holes, the inlet jet momentum becomes lower and
local mixing near the inlet region decreases. The second configuration is a single-orifice inlet
with one circular opening per tube and a diameter of 0.027 m (Fig. 1b,d). In this case, the
inlet jet becomes more concentrated and stronger local mixing appears. Both inlet geometries
are analysed for vertical (Fig. 1a,b) and horizontal (Fig. 1c,d) tank orientations. The vertical
tank is used as the reference case because buoyancy helps maintain stable thermal layers.
The horizontal orientation is used to analyse the effect of gravity direction on recirculation
zones, fluid mixing, and thermocline development. To reduce computational cost, symmetry
boundary conditions are applied. A one-quarter three-dimensional model is used for the
vertical tank, while a one-half model is used for the horizontal tank. However, all simulations
remain fully three-dimensional. Natural convection is considered in the simulations because
buoyancy strongly affects thermal stratification inside the tank. Temperature-dependent
density variations are calculated using the Boussinesq approximation. Several parameters are
used to compare the investigated cases, including the MIX number, stratification number,
storage capacity ratio, and exergy efficiency [19]. These parameters are used to evaluate fluid
mixing, thermal stratification, and charging performance.

2.1 Governing Equations

The hydrodynamics within a thermal storage tank is simulated by solving three-dimensional,
time-accurate balance equations of mass, momentum, and energy. The flow is incompressible
and density variations are only accounted for in the gravitational body force term of the
momentum equation.

The continuity equation is given by:

Vid=0 (1)
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Figure 1: Geometry of the thermal energy storage tank with internal tubes.

The momentum equation is expressed as:
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y-direction:
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where gravity is applied along the negative z-direction (in vertical case § = (0,0, —g),
in horizontal case § = (0, —g,0)), where the density is a function of temperature, enabling
the modeling of natural convection effects.

The energy equation governing heat transfer in the fluid is written as:

or or — or or o*T  9*T  O0°T
PCp =k (5)

o e Ty TV o " o T oz
where « is the velocity vector, p is the pressure, T' is the temperature, p is the
temperature-dependent density, ¢, is the specific heat capacity, p is the dynamic viscosity, k
is the thermal conductivity, and g is the gravitational acceleration vector.
The density of water is modeled using the Boussinesq approximation, assuming a
linear variation with temperature:

p = pref [1 = B(T — Thep)] (6)

where p,.r is the density at the reference temperature 7,.r, and 3 is the thermal
expansion coefficient. This formulation enables the incorporation of buoyancy effects while
neglecting density variations in all terms except the gravitational body force.

For comparison purposes, an additional temperature-dependent density formulation
was also implemented through a user-defined function (UDF) using a polynomial
approximation:

P(Tc) = Z aiTci (7)

where T, is the temperature, and a; are polynomial coefficients obtained from
established correlations for water thermophysical properties [22]. Simulations comparing the
Boussinesq approximation (6) and UDF-based density model (7) showed little difference
between the two in terms of thermal and flow behavior for these test operating conditions.
Subsequent simulations utilized the Boussinesq approximation due to computational
efficiency advantages.
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Table 1: Dimensionless analysis of inlet configurations and tank orientations

Parameter Shower Orifice  Shower Orifice  Interpretation

Vertical Vertical Horizontal Horizontal

Height (m) 1.1 1.1 0.46 0.46 Governs  buoyancy
strength

Velocity (m/s)  0.05 0.055 0.05 0.055 Slightly  higher in
orifice cases

Reynolds 500 1510 500 1510 Laminar flow, Re <

number (Re) 2300

Mach number 3.3-107° 3.7-107°> 3.3-107° 3.7-107°> Low Mach number

(Ma) for all cases
(incompressible
flow), Ma < 0.3

Peclet number 3500 10500 3500 10500 Convective heat

(Pe) transfer dominates,
Pe>>1

Rayleigh 2.5-1012 25-.102 1.8-10' 1.8-10'"  Strong buoyancy

number (Ra) effects

Grashof 3.5-1011 355101 25101 2.5-10' Natural convection

number (Gr) dominates

Richardson 1.4-10 1.5-10° 10° 104 Buoyancy dominates

number (Ri) inertia

Number of 104 13 104 13 Defines jet

holes distribution and
mixing

Table 1 summarises the dimensionless parameters used for describing the flow
behaviour in the investigated configurations together with their physical interpretation and
corresponding value ranges.

The results show that natural convection dominates over forced convection in all
analysed cases. The flow remains laminar and the Mach number stays low during the
simulations. Therefore, the flow can be considered incompressible. All solid surfaces are
treated as no-slip walls. The tank walls are assumed to be adiabatic, so heat losses to the
surroundings are neglected. Transient simulations are used to study thermocline development
and thermal stratification during charging.

To validate the mathematical and numerical models presented in this study, a
comparison was conducted with experimental data available in the open literature. The
numerical results were compared with the experimental data reported by Zachar et al. [8].
Good agreement between the numerical and experimental temperature profiles was obtained,
with a mean absolute error (MAE) of 1.12% and a root mean square error (RMSE) of
2.03%. These results confirm the applicability and reliability of the proposed CFD model
for the investigation of thermal stratification phenomena in TES systems [16]. The validation
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results confirm the applicability and reliability of the proposed numerical tool for investigating
various configurations of thermal energy storage tanks.

3 Results and Discussion

A mesh independence assessment was performed for all investigated configurations in order
to ensure numerical accuracy and solution stability. The mesh size for all cases was maintained
within the range of 0.008-0.01 m. For the configurations with multiple inlet openings above
the cylindrical containers, the computational mesh consisted of approximately 85,790 nodes
and 436,762 elements. For the configurations with a single inlet opening above the cylindrical
containers, the mesh contained approximately 85,139 nodes and 434,270 elements.

The mesh quality was evaluated using standard numerical quality indicators. The
skewness values remained below 0.83 (recommended value < 0.85), the aspect ratio was within
the range of 8-9 (recommended range 10-20), and the orthogonal quality remained above
0.25 (recommended value > 0.1-0.2). Based on these indicators, the generated computational
meshes were considered suitable for the present CFD simulations. Detailed mesh quality
evaluation procedures and validation analyses were previously reported in the authors’ earlier
work [16].

For the thermal energy storage tank configurations described above, Figure 2 presents
the temperature contour distributions during the charging process at time intervals of
180 s and 420 s. Figures 2(a) and 2(b) illustrate the vertical storage tank configurations
with a single opening above the internal cylindrical containers and with multiple openings,
respectively. Meanwhile, Figures 2(c) and 2(d) present the corresponding results for the
horizontal orientation of the main external storage tank. According to the obtained results,
it can be observed that for the vertical orientation of the external storage tank, the hot
and cold water regions become clearly separated approximately 180 s after the beginning
of the charging process. The numerical tool accurately captures the physical flow behavior,
as evidenced by the fact that the hot water remains predominantly in the upper region of
the tank, while the colder water is concentrated near the bottom. For the configuration with
multiple small inlet openings above the internal cylindrical containers, the thermocline region,
or temperature transition zone, appears smoother due to the distributed inflow through
several smaller openings. The reduced inlet momentum decreases local mixing effects near
the inlet region. In contrast, for the configuration with a single jet-type opening above the
internal container, the incoming flow becomes more concentrated, leading to stronger localized
mixing within the storage tank. As illustrated in Figures 2(c) and 2(d), the horizontal
orientation of the storage tanks results in more intensive fluid mixing compared with the
vertical configurations. During the initial stage of the charging process, buoyancy forces
combined with the primary flow direction generate larger recirculation regions inside the
tank. Consequently, the temperature field becomes less stable, and the thermocline region
remains thicker. Although thermal stratification still develops during the charging process,
the stratified thermal layers are noticeably weaker than those observed in the vertical tank
configurations.
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Figure 2: Temperature contours for different inlet configurations and tank orientations. (a)
Vertical orifice inlet at 180 s and 420 s, (b) vertical shower inlet at 180 s and 420 s, (c)
horizontal tank at 180 s, and (d) horizontal tank at 420 s, including both inlet configurations.
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Figure 3: Evolution of (a) MIX number and (b) stratification number as a function of
dimensionless charging time for different inlet configurations and tank orientations. Lower
MIX values indicate reduced thermal mixing and improved stratification, while stratification
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Figure 4 presents the key performance indicators evaluated at the end of the charging
process, including the storage capacity ratio and exergy efficiency, for all investigated cases.
The vertical configurations show better thermal performance compared to the horizontal
cases. Stronger mixing inside the horizontal tanks creates a more uniform temperature
distribution and reduces storage efficiency. For the horizontal orifice-type configuration,
the storage capacity ratio reaches 77.17%, while the exergy efficiency reaches 69.28%.
In the horizontal shower case, lower values of 75.53% and 67.30% are obtained. For the
horizontal orientation, the orifice inlet performs slightly better than the shower-type inlet.
The results show that tank orientation has a larger influence on thermal stratification and
TES performance than inlet geometry. The shower-type inlet reduces local mixing because
the incoming flow is distributed through several openings. However, tank orientation still
remains the dominant factor for thermal behaviour inside the TES system.

100

I Capacity ratio (o)
m Exergy efficiency (n)

88.75 88.58 88.57 88.32

80 75.53

60

40

Thermal performance [-]

20

Vertical Shower Vertical Orifice Horizontal Orifice  Horizontal Shower

Figure 4: Storage capacity ratio and exergy efficiency for vertical and horizontal thermal
energy storage tank configurations with shower-type and orifice inlets at the end of
the charging process. The storage capacity ratio represents the effectiveness of useful
thermal energy storage within the tank, while exergy efficiency evaluates the quality and
thermodynamic usefulness of the stored thermal energy. Higher values of both indicators
correspond to improved thermal stratification and reduced irreversible mixing effects inside
the TES system.

Conclusion

Transient three-dimensional CFD simulations were carried out for a cylindrical TES
system with different inlet geometries and tank orientations. For the vertical configurations,
stable thermal layers formed because buoyancy supported the temperature gradient. In the
horizontal cases, larger recirculation regions appeared and fluid mixing increased, which
weakened thermal stratification. The shower-type inlet showed slightly better stratification
behaviour for the vertical orientation because the inlet momentum was lower and local
mixing near the inlet region decreased. Still, tank orientation had a larger influence on TES
performance than inlet geometry. The vertical configurations also showed higher storage
capacity ratios and exergy efficiencies (above 88%). In the horizontal cases, stronger mixing
reduced thermal performance and lower efficiency values were obtained. Buoyancy conditions
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played the main role in thermocline formation and TES performance for all investigated
cases.
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temperature, K
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density, kg/m?

specific heat capacity, J/(kg-K)

thermal conductivity, W/(m-K)

dynamic viscosity, Pa-s

thermal expansion coefficient, K~!
gravitational acceleration vector, m/s?
polynomial coefficients

tank diameter, m

tank height, m

MIX mixing number, —

Str stratification number, —

n exergy efficiency, %

o capacity ratio, %
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Abbreviations

TES Thermal Energy Storage

CFD Computational Fluid Dynamics
UDF  User Defined Function

PCM Phase Change Material

HTF Heat Transfer Fluid

KPI  Key Performance Indicator
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