




In addition to the array of Heliflows tested, 14 different tube wall
temperatures were examined during this investigation. The three
coldest tube wall conditions were established by using methanol
on the shell side at temperatures of -115°F, -90°F, and -60°F.
Three intermediate tube wall conditions were established using
ethlyene glycol on the shell side at temperatures of -30°F, 0°F, and
30°F, and four more using water on the shell side at temperatures
of 60°F, 90°F, 140°F, and 190°F. Finally, four elevated tube wall
conditions were established by condensing steam at atmospheric
pressure (212°F), 20 PSIG (257°F), 50 PSIG (296°F), and 120
PSIG (350°F). In general, due to the relatively low boiling rate of
liquid nitrogen, which is in the range of 20 to 100 Btu/hr-ft2-°F
compared to the shell side rate of 1000 to 2000 Btu/hr-ft2-°F, the
inside tube wall temperatures were always approximately 10°F
colder than the shell side fluid temperature.

Se veral mass and energy balance checks we re employed during the
testing process to assure that the data taken was reasonable. The pri-
m a ry check was the energy balance between the tube side (liquid
n i t rogen) and the shell side (methanol, ethylene glycol, etc.).
W h e n e ver the imbalance reached 5%, the test was rejected, and then
repeated. A secondary check was done to affirm that boiling occurre d
over the entire length of the He l i f l ow tubes. Again, in the event that
this did not happen. the test was rejected, and then repeated. Fi n a l l y,
the clear-ended casing allowed visual inspection to assure that exc e s-
s i ve ice was not forming on the outside tube surf a c e s .

TEST RESULTS

The results of the extensive testing program that was carried out
involved working with many Heliflow models operating under
various conditions. Without a clear idea of the form that the data
was going to take, our initial effort was to attempt to relate the
measured heat transfer rates to the mass flow of the nitrogen pass-
ing through the Heliflow tubes. This endeavor followed the
generally accepted form of the Dittus-Boelter equation, where the
heat transfer coefficient “h” is a function of the flow characteris-
tics through the tube, as well as the properties of the fluid. As has
already been described, the actual data collected during this test-
ing program did not correspond to the above approach. Figure 4
is a typical data curve which would be measured when testing any
of the Heliflows. This particular Heliflow was fabricated with
copper tubes, and had a tube wall temperature of 185°F.

The most obvious feature of this data curve is that it is a straight
line, which means that the preferred form of the correlation
should be:

NNU = C1 x NRE + C2

Further testing with other Heliflow models at varying operating
conditions revealed that the correlation was not quite so simple.
Ultimately it was discovered that the liquid nitrogen boiling rates
were a function of three main variables. These variables are:

(1) Mass velocity (Reynolds number) of the liquid nitrogen
inside the tubes;

(2) Tube wall temperature;

(3) Heliflow geometry - specifically the ratio of the inside tube
diameter to the average helix diameter.

The variables described above affect the heat transfer characteris-
tics of the Heliflow in the following manner:

MASS VELOCITY

Boiling heat transfer coefficients increase as the mass velocity of
the liquid nitrogen through the tubes increases. This increase in
the boiling coefficient is essentially a linear function of the mass
velocity. Figure 4 illustrates this linear relationship.

TUBE WALL TEMPERATURE

Boiling heat transfer coefficients decrease as the tube wall temper-
ature increases. This decrease in the boiling coefficient is an
exponentially decreasing function of the tube wall temperature.
This is shown in Figure 5 for a Heliflow having a constant mass
velocity of 80 lbs/sec-ft2. One possible explanation for this phe-
nomenon is that an insulating vapor blanket forms at the tube
wall around a liquid core at the center. This vapor blanket would
become thicker as the tube wall temperature increases. The result
would be an increase in thermal resistance to heat transfer
through the fluid.

HELIFLOW GEOMETRY

Boiling heat transfer coefficients exponentially increase as the
ratio of the inside tube diameter to the average helix diameter
(A/R) increases. This phenomenon is shown in Figure 6 for sever-
al different coiled-tube configurations. One reason for this
enhancement of heat transfer may be due to centrifuging of the
liquid core toward the tube wall as the fluid continuously changes
direction in the spiral bundle. When the liquid core approaches
the tube wall, this increases the tendency for nucleate boiling to
occur, which would greatly enhance the heat transfer rates. We
would expect that increasing the A/R ratio would increase the
centrifugal force experienced by the fluid for a given mass veloci-
ty, and correspondingly improve the heat transfer capabilities.

In order to account for the fact that the tube wall temperature
and the Heliflow geometry affect the overall heat transfer charac-
teristics, it was necessary to introduce modifications to our basic
approach. Basically, the slope of the linear ratio between the
Nusselt Number and the Reynolds Number changes as the tem-
perature and geometry change.

The correlation described in this paper takes the form

NNU = “M” x NRE

where the Reynolds Number is evaluated using vapor properties
associated with the film temperature {(Tsat + Twall)/2} and average
pressure over the boiling region. The constant “M” can be
obtained by using the graph in Figure 7. This graph requires



knowledge of the coiled-tube A/R ratio and the tube wall temper-
ature. This correlation has been shown to be accurate to within
10% for all cases tested at 60 PSIA. (Limited testing has been
performed at an elevated pressure of 160 PSIA. At this higher
pressure there is a decrease in the heat transfer coefficient of
approximately 8%.)

Limitations in this study include a relatively fixed tube side boil-
ing pressure (60 PSIA), and also tube wall boiling temperatures
ranging between -130°F and + 320°F. Rating information for a
tube wall temperature of -200°F is presented, but only as an
extrapolation of known performance.

CONCLUSIONS

An extensive testing program has been carried out with the pur-
pose of establishing a method for rating coiled-tube heat
exchangers for service as nitrogen vaporizers. Liquid nitrogen
boiling coefficients have been measured for a number of Heliflow
coiled-tube heat exchangers. As a result of this testing, an analyti-
cal formulation for predicting boiling heat transfer rates in
coiled-tube heat exchangers has been developed. This technique
accounts for the mass velocity of the nitrogen flowing in the
tubes, the geometrical considerations of each style of coiled-tube
heat exchanger, and the effect of the tube wall temperature. This
correlation has been shown to be accurate in predicting the flow
boiling coefficient within 10% for all cases tested.

NOMENCLATURE

C1, C2, M constants determined by measurement
NRE Reynolds Number
NNU Nusselt Number
Tsat saturation temperature, °F
Twall tube wall temperature, °F
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Fig. 1 Heliflow heat exchanger






