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Abstract: A lake is one of the geothermal energy sources to meet increasing demands for renewable
energy use. In this study, a series of numerical modeling was performed to evaluate the applicability of
a close-loop lake water heat pump (LWHP) system in Lake Soyang, Korea. A non-isothermal pipe flow
model was used to simulate the flow and heat transfer processes occurring in the LWHP system with
the main pipe and several helical tubes for heat exchange. Based on the temperature data measured in
the Lake Soyang for 4 years, the installation depth and the number of helical tubes were determined
sequentially, and the sensitivities of additional installation and operation factors on the system
performance were analyzed. Assuming a mild current in the lake, the installation and operation
conditions for the efficient operation of the system were suggested as follows: The installation of
16 helical tubes at 50 m deep, the circulation rates of heat-carrier fluid of 189.3 L/min, the inner
diameter of tubes of 32 mm, and the wall thickness and thermal conductivity of 2.9 mm and 0.4 W/mK,
respectively. Considering many lakes and reservoirs in Korea, the closed-loop LWHP system would
be a viable renewable energy application.
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1. Introduction

Among several types of geothermal energy applications, a lake-based geothermal cooling, and
heating system, called the lake water heat pump (LWHP) system, has more advantages in terms of
energy-efficiency, ease of installation, and cost comparing to a ground source cooling and heating
system [1]. Considering the high specific heat capacity of water, particularly, lakes must be a competent
heat source and sink for heating and cooling. The LWHP system can be operated in ways of the
open-loop or the closed-loop for heat exchange with lake water. While the former directly extracts the
water reserved in a lake for heat exchange and discharges the heat-exchanged water back to the lake or
to a drainage system, the latter circulates a heat-carrier fluid through a piping loop heat exchanger
(e.g., helical pipe) submerged in lake water [2–4].

Generally, the open-loop scheme of the LWHP can provide higher efficiency than the closed-loop
scheme. However, it has a burden of legislative permits and costs for lake water extraction and
returning and risks of freezing, corrosion, and biofouling, which can obstruct the stable operation of the
system [2–5]. In particular, the discharge of water used for the operation of the open-loop system can
affect the physical properties and the ecological conditions of lakes [2,5,6]. Comparing the open-loop
system to the closed-loop LWHP system may have relatively low efficiency and a concern for leakage
of a heat-carrier fluid due to accidental pipe failure [7]. However, the closed-loop system has little
effect on the lake water; it can be applied in lakes with low water quality or high sediment content.
In addition, the closed-loop system is relatively easy to achieve the performance of operation desired
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at a planning stage [7–12]. Above all, because the performance of the closed-loop system depends on
the heat transfer efficiency of the system itself [5], it may not be necessary to characterize the dynamics
of lake water in detail. If an antifreeze solution can be used as the heat-carrier fluid, the closed-loop
LWHP system enables heating operation in cold climates [8].

There have been several studies about the operation of the closed-loop LWHP system. Actually,
the LWHP system is a type of surface water heat pump (SWHP) system, and, therefore, most of its
features and operation are similar to those of the SWHP systems using various water bodies, such
as pond, lagoon, river, seawater, and even wastewater. Chiasson et al. [13] demonstrated a model to
simulate the heat transfer performance of a shallow pond considered as a supplemental heat reject of
the closed-loop ground source heat pump system. Büyükalaca et al. [14] investigated the potential
of the Seyhan River and the dam lake as the heat source and sink for the application of the LWHP
system in Turkey. Morton [3] investigated the feasibility of a reservoir as a heat source for the LWHP
system application on a university building in the UK. Schibuola and Scarpa [15] showed the case
study on the SWHP system using lagoon water as an alternative for space heating and cooling of a
historic building in Venice, Italy, where groundwater source cooling and heating is restricted. Zheng
et al. [16,17] presented numerical and experimental investigations of the thermal characteristics of a
helical coil exchanger for a seawater heat pump system under icy and non-icy conditions in winter.
Kuyuk et al. [18] suggested a cooling system using cold water from the hypolimnion of a deep lake
for air conditioning of an underground mine in Canada. Recently, a few studies focused on a variety
form of heat exchangers for an SWHP system, which was devised to improve the performance of
heat exchanger, rather than the thermal characteristics of water bodies. Fernández-Seara et al. [19]
developed a numerical model to predict the heat transfer process and pressure drop in two vertical
helical coil heat exchangers installed in a fluid storage tank. Mitchell et al. [8] presented the natural
convection heat transfer correlations for a spiral-helical type of heat exchanger through heat extraction
and rejection experiments. Wu et al. [20] developed a mathematical model to evaluate the thermal
performance of the double-helical heat exchanger for a seawater heat pump system. Zhou et al. [10–12]
demonstrated a series of experimental and numerical approaches to predict and evaluate the thermal
performance of the multi-row helically coiled heat exchanger with different diameters accurately.

For the LWHP systems using shallow ponds or cold deep lake water for only cooling, it may be
unnecessary to consider thermal stratification significantly (e.g., [3,13,18,21]). In deep lakes, however,
thermal stratification can be created in summer and winter [2,5]. The resulting temperature distribution
with respect to the depth of a lake, which is heat source or sink, must be critical to the performance
of the LWHP system for cooling and heating purposes. Above all, lakes have their own temperature
profiles depending on local weather conditions and depth profiles of the lakes. To plan the installation
and operation of an LWHP system, therefore, it is essential to monitor the long-term temperature
profiles of the lake [2,6]. In practice, however, the long-term temperature measurement data in lakes
are scarce and, as a result, there are few studies on the application of the LWHP system based on the
long-term temperature measurement in lakes.

At present, the use of the SWHP system is limited, but it is expected to increase significantly due to
the new renewable energy policy of the Korean government. To expand the renewable energy use into
many lakes and reservoirs in Korea, it is necessary to suggest and develop the applications of various
LWHP systems suitable to their site-specific hydrological and thermal environments. This study is to
demonstrate the potential for the utilization of and to evaluate the applicability of a closed-loop LWHP
system for both cooling and heating purposes. A series of numerical simulations on the installation
and operation of the system was performed based on the long-term temperature measurements in a
lake in Korea. For this, a non-isothermal piping flow model was introduced to describe the flow and
heat transfer processes in a hypothetical closed-loop LWHP system installed at the lake.
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2. The Status of the Surface Water Heat Pump System in Korea

The Korean government established the third national energy master plan in 2019. According to
this new plan, the renewable energy sources of Korea will expand to 30%–35% of the entire power
generation by 2040 [22]. In 2018, however, the renewable sources were still responsible for only
5.79% (17,799,383 TOE) of the total energy production, and even geothermal energy accounts for only
1.2% (205,464 TOE) of the renewable energy sources [23]. Therefore, more supply and utilization of
geothermal energy should be considered and promoted increasingly in Korea in the near future.

The LWHP system can be considered for expanding renewable energy use in Korea, where there
exists a total of 17,490 reservoirs for multi-purposes, domestic and industrial water supply, hydropower
generation, and agricultural water supply; their effective reserving capacity of all reservoirs is estimated
to be 13,708.2 Mm3 [24]. The LWHP system has commonly been studied and utilized in Canada [18],
China [16,17,21,25], Italy [15], Turkey [14], UK [3,5], and USA [8,13,26], but applications of this system
has hardly been attempted in Korea thus far.

In 2019, the Act on the Promotion of the Development, Use, and Diffusion of New and Renewable
Energy in Korea was amended so that thermal uses of surface water including rivers and lakes can
have legal ground. In addition, the Gangwon Provincial government in Korea is planning to build
the world’s only cyclic lake-based geothermal energy linkage system in Soyanggang Dam, called
the Soyanggang Dam Thermal Energy Convergence and Integration Cluster Construction Project.
According to the plan, around 250,000 tons of cold water extracted directly from the hypolimnion of the
dam reservoir, Lake Soyang, will be first used for cooling of internet data center complexes. Some of the
water warmed through the cooling process will be sent to farms and villages for greenhouse agriculture,
and home heating and the re-cooled water will then return to the data centers for additional cooling,
while the rest will be sent to the municipal purification plant for citizens and stream restoration.

3. Materials and Methods

3.1. Lake Soyang and Its Temperature Profile

Lake Soyang is located in the city of Chuncheon, Korea, which is on the upper part of the Han
River (Figure 1). It was artificially formed by the construction of the Soyanggang Dam in 1968. The total
area of Lake Soyang is 960 km2, with a total storage of about 2.9 billion tons and the watershed area of
2703 km2, which is the largest reservoir in Korea. The maximum and mean depths of Lake Soyang are
118 and 61 m, respectively [27].

Energies 2020, 13, x FOR PEER REVIEW 3 of 16 

 

generation by 2040 [22]. In 2018, however, the renewable sources were still responsible for only 5.79% 
(17,799,383 TOE) of the total energy production, and even geothermal energy accounts for only 1.2% 
(205,464 TOE) of the renewable energy sources [23]. Therefore, more supply and utilization of 
geothermal energy should be considered and promoted increasingly in Korea in the near future. 

The LWHP system can be considered for expanding renewable energy use in Korea, where there 
exists a total of 17,490 reservoirs for multi-purposes, domestic and industrial water supply, 
hydropower generation, and agricultural water supply; their effective reserving capacity of all 
reservoirs is estimated to be 13,708.2 Mm3 [24]. The LWHP system has commonly been studied and 
utilized in Canada [18], China [16,17,21,25], Italy [15], Turkey [14], UK [3,5], and USA [8,13,26], but 
applications of this system has hardly been attempted in Korea thus far. 

In 2019, the Act on the Promotion of the Development, Use, and Diffusion of New and 
Renewable Energy in Korea was amended so that thermal uses of surface water including rivers and 
lakes can have legal ground. In addition, the Gangwon Provincial government in Korea is planning 
to build the world’s only cyclic lake-based geothermal energy linkage system in Soyanggang Dam, 
called the Soyanggang Dam Thermal Energy Convergence and Integration Cluster Construction 
Project. According to the plan, around 250,000 tons of cold water extracted directly from the 
hypolimnion of the dam reservoir, Lake Soyang, will be first used for cooling of internet data center 
complexes. Some of the water warmed through the cooling process will be sent to farms and villages 
for greenhouse agriculture, and home heating and the re-cooled water will then return to the data 
centers for additional cooling, while the rest will be sent to the municipal purification plant for 
citizens and stream restoration. 

3. Materials and Methods 

3.1. Lake Soyang and Its Temperature Profile 

Lake Soyang is located in the city of Chuncheon, Korea, which is on the upper part of the Han 
River (Figure 1). It was artificially formed by the construction of the Soyanggang Dam in 1968. The 
total area of Lake Soyang is 960 km2, with a total storage of about 2.9 billion tons and the watershed 
area of 2703 km2, which is the largest reservoir in Korea. The maximum and mean depths of Lake 
Soyang are 118 and 61 m, respectively [27]. 

 
Figure 1. The Lake Soyang and the temperature measurement point. 

The temperature-depth profiles in Lake Soyang during the years from 2001 to 2004 were 
obtained from Figure 9 of Lee and Han [28], which had been measured at 10 m depth intervals near 
the Soyanggang dam (Figures 1 and 2). Figure 2 shows all of the monthly measurements for the 
period, and the seasonal cycle of stratification generally observed at other lakes with a similar 
temperate climate. In the period from June to August during those years, the high air temperature 

Figure 1. The Lake Soyang and the temperature measurement point.



Energies 2020, 13, 762 4 of 16

The temperature-depth profiles in Lake Soyang during the years from 2001 to 2004 were obtained
from Figure 9 of Lee and Han [28], which had been measured at 10 m depth intervals near the
Soyanggang dam (Figures 1 and 2). Figure 2 shows all of the monthly measurements for the period,
and the seasonal cycle of stratification generally observed at other lakes with a similar temperate
climate. In the period from June to August during those years, the high air temperature and solar
radiation raised the temperature of the top layer in Lake Soyang up to 21.9–28.9 ◦C, depending on
the weather conditions. During the winter seasons, as the air temperature decreased, the epilimnion
began to cool down, and its temperature decreased from the maximum of 17.3 to a minimum of 6.6 ◦C.
The hypolimnion having a stable temperature at around 4 ◦C throughout the year was located deeper
than the depth of 60 m, but the layer sometimes developed at around 20 m deep during the summer
seasons. In turn, the location and the depth of the thermocline differed from month to month every
year, which should be considered for designing a lake-based cooling and heating system.
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3.2. Computational Model

A non-isothermal pipe flow model formulated in Comsol Multiphysics 5.4 was used to simulate
the operation of a closed-loop LWHP system in Lake Soyang. The model solved the heat transfer
equation together with the equations for compressible flow in the pipes. The flow and the temperature
in the pipe system were approximated by one-dimensional curve segments or lines.

3.2.1. Flow Equation

The flow inside the pipe system can be described by the momentum and continuity equations
as below,

ρ
∂u
∂t

= −∇p− fD
ρ

2dh
u|u|+ F (1)

∂Aρ

∂t
+∇·(Aρu) = 0 (2)

where ρ (kg/m3) is the density, t (s) is the time, u (m/s) is the fluid velocity in the tangential direction
of the pipe curve segment, p (N/m2) is the pressure, f D (–) is the Darcy friction factor, F (N/m3) is a
volume force, such as gravity, and A (m2) is the cross-section area of the pipe. In addition, dh (m) is the
mean hydraulic diameter as

dh =
4A
Z

(3)

where Z (m) is the wetted perimeter of the pipe.
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The Darcy friction factor (f D) in Equation (1) can be obtained from the Reynolds number and the
surface roughness (e) divided by the hydraulic pipe diameter (d) shown in Equations (4)–(6), which is
known as the Churchill relation [29].

fD = 8
[( 8

Re

)12
+ (α+ β)−3/2

]1/12

(4)

α =

[
−2.457 ln

(( 7
Re

)9/10
+ 0.27(e/d)

)]16

(5)

β =
(37530

Re

)16
(6)

where Re (–) is the Reynolds number, which is a function of the fluid properties as follows,

Re =
ρud
µ

(7)

3.2.2. Heat Transfer Equation

The heat transfer for the pipe flow is given in Equation (8)

ρACp
∂T
∂t

+ ρACpu·∇T = ∇·Ak∇T + fD
ρA
2dh
|u|3 + Qwall (8)

where Cp (J/(kg·K)) is the specific heat, T is the temperature (K), and k (W/(m·K)) is the thermal
conductivity. The second term on the right-hand side of Equation (8) corresponds to friction heat
dissipated due to viscous shear. Qwall (W/m) is a heat source or sink term due to heat exchange with
the surroundings through the pipe wall as

Qwall = hZ(Text − T) (9)

where h (W/(m2
·K)) is the heat transfer coefficient, and Text (K) is the external temperature outside

of the pipe. For the heat source or sink on the internal pipe wall the heat transfer coefficient can be
calculated by Equation (10)

h = Nu
k

dh
(10)

where Nu (–) is the Nusselt number.
The Gnielinski equation [30] was used for internal turbulent forced convection in Equation (10),

Nuint =
( fD/8)(Re− 1000)Pr

1 +
√

12.7
(
Pr2/3

− 1
) (11)

where Pr (–) is the Prandtl number as

Pr =
Cpµ

k
(12)

In addition, the external forced convection around a pipe can be calculated by the Churchill and
Bernstein relation [31] as

Nuext = 0.3 +
0.62Re1/2Pr1/3

[1 + (0.4/Pr)2/3]
1/4

[1 + (Re/282000)5/8]
4/5

(13)

Re =
ρuextdh

µ
(14)
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where uext (m/s) is the outside fluid velocity.
The LWHP system was assumed to consist of a closed-loop network of the main pipe and several

helical tubes for heat exchange with lake water. The inlet and outlet of the main pipe were connected
to the heat pump unit. Once the heat-carrier fluid inflows into the heat pump from the outlet of the
main pipe, a temperature difference by heating or cooling loads will be added to the fluid after passing
through the heat exchanger, which is then assigned as the inlet temperature. This process is given by

Ti
in = Ti−1

out + ∆T (15)

∆T =
P

ρCPq
(16)

where Ti
in (K) is the inlet temperature at an i-th time step, Ti−1

out (K) is the outlet temperature at an
(i−1)-th time step, ∆T (K) is the temperature difference, P (W) is cooling or heating loads, and q (m3/s)
is the volumetric flow rate.

3.3. Model Setting and Assumptions

As a base condition, a closed-loop LWHP system was assumed to consist of the main pipe and 20
helical tubes for heat exchange with the lake water (Figure 3). Each helical tube had 10 turns with
a radius of 1 m and a pitch of 30 cm. Once a heat-carrier fluid flowed from the inlet after passing
through the heat exchanger of the heat pump, it was distributed to the first array of helical tubes
located at the leftmost in Figure 3. The distributed heat-carrier fluid exchanged heat with surrounding
lake water flowing through the respective helical tubes. Then, it flowed into the next array of helical
tubes. After joining to the main pipe, the fluid outflowing from the second array was again distributed
into the third arrays and thereafter flowed into the last arrays. Finally, the fluid that had exchanged
heat with lake water through all helical tubes flowed toward the heat pump. The outer diameters of
the pipe and tubes were 75 mm and 32 mm, respectively, to implement the reverse return method
for avoiding an excessive pressure drop in the pipe. The wall thickness of the helical tubes for heat
exchange with lake water was 2.9 mm; the thermal conductivity of the tube wall was 0.4 W/mK. No
heat loss through the wall of the main pipe was assumed. The volumetric flow rate at the inlet of the
main pipe was given to be 189.3 L/min. Due to a lack of data, the flow velocity in Lake Soyang was set
to be 0.2 m/s, which represented a slow current. The cooling and heating loads for the LWHP to be
installed in a building were assumed to be 50 kW, respectively. The operation periods for cooling and
heating were 92 days in summer (June–August) and winter (November–January), respectively, while
the system did not work in the remaining seasons. Concerning a leak accident of the heat-carrier fluid
due to unexpected damage in the pipe and tubes, pure water was considered as the heat-carrier fluid.

To evaluate the performance and efficiency of the LWHP system, the relation between the
coefficients of performance (COP) and temperatures of the entering fluid, defined as the outlet
temperature (Tout) in this study, were obtained from the specification datasheet of a commercial heat
pump, Aquarious EC150 by FHP Manufacturing Company, as shown in Figure 4. The COP-temperature
relation could be used for evaluating the relative rank of various types of candidate installations and
operations for a given heat pump, although it cannot evaluate the absolute feasibility of the candidates
because every heat pump had its own COP-temperature relation. In Figure 4, the two equations for
cooling and heating COPs were, respectively, derived by a curve fitting method using the capacity
data of the heat pump. Although the temperature condition of deep lake water in summer is favorable
for cooling, no capacity data of the assumed heat pump was given for the range of the entering water
temperature below 10 ◦C. For this reason, the extrapolation for the cooling COP equation was applied
to compare the performance of the LWHP system quantitatively under variable operation conditions
(shown with the dashed line in Figure 4).
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Figure 4. The relation between the coefficients of performance (COPs) and the temperatures of the
entering fluid for a heat pump in this study, assuming the entering air temperature to 29.4 ◦C db/21.7 ◦C
wb for cooling and to 15.6 ◦C for heating. The equations were derived by a curve fitting method for the
cooling and heating COP data, and the dashed line is a result of extrapolation for the cooling COP.

4. Results

4.1. Modeling Procedure

Based on the long-term temperatures measured in Lake Soyang over 4 years, a series of numerical
modeling was performed to assess the effects of several installation and operation conditions on
the performance of the LWHP system in the lake. It can eventually provide information on the
designing parameters and the operating conditions for the LWHP system. Numerical modeling
was first performed under the aforementioned base condition for determining the installation depth.
The depth of the bottom of the helical tube was defined as the installation depth in this study. Thereafter,
the most suitable values of parameters derived in the previous step were sequentially used as a base
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setting for the simulation at the next step. The installation and operation parameters and their values
considered in this study are summarized in Table 1.

Table 1. Summary of the installation and operation parameters in this study.

Parameters Range of Value Corresponding Chapter

Installation depth (m) 20, 25, 30, 35, 40, 45, 50 * 4.2
Number of helical tubes 2, 4, 6, 8, 10, 12, 14, 16 *, 18, 20 4.3
Flow rate of heat-carrier fluid (L/min) 75.71, 113.6, 151.4, 189.3 *, 227.1 4.4
Inner diameter of tube (mm) 25, 32 *, 40 4.5
Tube wall thickness (mm) 2.9 *, 4.0, 7.0 4.5
Thermal conductivity of tube wall (W/mK) 0.2, 0.4 *, 0.6 4.5
Lake water velocity (m/s) 0.01, 0.02, 0.1, 0.2 *, 0.3 4.6

* The parameter values with the highest COP.

4.2. Installation Depth of Helical Tubes

In the heat pump systems, their performance and efficiency depend mainly on the temperature of
the thermal energy source. Lakes have seasonally different temperatures depending on the depths.
For the LWHP system, therefore, the installation depth of helical tubes for heat exchange with lake
water is likely to be one of the most important considerations in terms of its operational efficiency. To
examine the appropriate installation depth, the temperatures of the heat-carrier fluid at the inlet and
outlet of the main pipe were calculated with the installation depths from 20 to 50 m (Figures 5 and 6).

For the given installation depths, the mean COP for the total, cooling, and heating operation
periods are presented in Table 2. As the bottom of helical tubes was deeper, the system tended to
be more efficient for cooling operations, but less efficient for heating operations. Therefore, there
must be a trade-off between the installation depths for both of the operation modes. Nevertheless,
the cooling COP was more sensitive to the outlet temperature than the heating COP, according to
the COP-temperature relation (Figure 4). In addition, the mean water temperatures measured in the
lake were 10.53 ◦C at 20 m deep and 5.39 ◦C at 50 m deep in summer, respectively, while those were
11.57 ◦C and 7.68 ◦C at the same depths in winter. Table 2 shows that increasing the installation depth
can improve the efficiency of the cooling operation even more, as well as offsetting some loss in the
efficiency of the heating operation. Consequently, the placement of tubes at a depth of 50 m, having the
highest total COP value, could be regarded as one of the ways to achieve an efficient operation over the
entire period, while the COP calculations were affected by the extrapolation of the given COP curve.

When helical tubes were placed at the shallow depths, the inlet and outlet temperatures changed
abruptly with time, regardless of the season (Figure 6). For the installation depth of 20 m, for example,
the outlet temperature reached about 20 ◦C during every summer and dropped up to about 5 ◦C
every winter. As a result, the COP of the system decreased with time during every seasonal operation.
If helical tubes were placed deeper, however, the changes in temperatures were mitigated and, thus,
it could prevent deterioration of the thermal efficiency with time. These results were strongly related
to the monthly variations in the temperature-depth profile in the lake. Because the temperatures of
lake water at the shallow depths were highly dependent on the seasonal air temperature variations,
an LWHP system installed at such a depth was likely to be faced with unfavorable conditions as each
season progressed.
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Table 2. The COPs estimated for the installation depths.

Installation Depth (m)

20 25 30 35 40 45 50

Cooling COP 6.69 6.94 7.09 7.21 7.39 7.54 7.63
Heating COP 4.67 4.67 4.67 4.66 4.59 4.50 4.42

Total COP 5.68 5.81 5.89 5.94 6.0 6.03 6.04

4.3. Number of Helical Tubes

After deciding the installation depth, the performance and efficiency of the LWHP systems with 2
to 20 helical tubes were, respectively, evaluated to determine the number of helical tubes suitable to
the given cooling and heating loads. The efficiency of the LWHP system can be improved as more
helical tubes are used (Figure 7). If only not enough helical tubes are installed, the heat-carrier fluid in
its circulation loop might not exchange its heat with surrounding lake water sufficiently. As a result,
the fluid without full recovery of the temperature can flow into the heat pump, and then the resulting
inlet temperature for cooling operations would steadily increase or decrease for heating operations.
In this thermal feedback process, the resulting changes in the temperature would be enforced and,
eventually, the efficiency of the system must be impaired significantly. It implies that a sufficient
number of helical tubes are required to be installed to guarantee efficient operation.
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The number of helical tubes must be related to installation and operation costs, including tube
length and electric energy consumed for heat-carrier fluid circulation, as well as the capacity of heat
exchange with the lake water. Obviously, the COP monotonically increased with the number of helical
tubes, but its rate decreased gradually. In addition, the inlet temperature in winter should not be lower
than the freezing point of the heat-carrier fluid for the stable operation. Figure 7 also shows that more
than 16 helical tubes can keep the minimum inlet temperature above 0 ◦C and can satisfy given thermal
loads in this study. From these results, 16 helical tubes could be more appropriate in cost than the base
case configuration.

4.4. Flow Rate of the Heat-Carrier Fluid

The sensitivity of the flow rate of the heat-carrier fluid on the operation of the LWHP system in
Lake Soyang was investigated by a setting of 75.71–227.1 L/min. In the previous steps, the installation
depth and the number of helical tubes were determined using the flow rate of the heat-carrier fluid
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of 189.3 L/min. Therefore, the inlet temperature with higher than 189.3 L/min of the flow rate can be
maintained above 0 ◦C during the heating operation (Figure 8).Energies 2020, 13, x FOR PEER REVIEW 12 of 16 
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During the operation seasons, the changes in the inlet temperature increased greatly with
decreasing flow rate. It was due to the fact that the flow rate determines the temperature difference for
given cooling or heating loads. Under the low flow rate conditions, the temperature difference must be
increased because of the reduction of volume of the heat-carrier fluid that passes the heat-exchanger
of the heat pump per unit time. The heat exchange through the tube wall can be improved as the
flow rate increases. Nevertheless, the outlet temperatures computed under the fast flow conditions
were higher during cooling operations and lower during heating operations than those of the slow
flow conditions because the convective heat transfer of the fluid from the inlet to the outlet along the
pipe was improved significantly under the simulation conditions. As a result, the total COP tended
to decrease slightly by increasing the flow rate. Due to the combining effects of both processes, the
operation with the flow rate of 75.71 L/min seemed to have the highest COP, but the resulting minimum
inlet temperature was dropped to −4.6 ◦C, as shown in Figure 8. Under the installation conditions
determined previously, the default flow rate was the operation option that had the highest COP as
well as avoiding the freezing of the heat-carrier fluid.

4.5. Properties of Helical Tubes

The sensitivities of three properties of helical tubes, including the inner diameter, the thickness,
and the thermal conductivity of tubes, were investigated based on the previously determined conditions.
The circulation flow and the resulting heat fluxes of the heat-carrier fluid in tubes depend on the tube
diameter and, eventually the resulting cross-sectional area. For a given volumetric flow rate, the flow
velocity of the heat-carrier fluid would slow down as the tube diameter increased. As also mentioned
in the previous chapter, consequently, increasing the diameter of the tube may lead to improved heat
exchange with the lake water. It can also have an influence on the head loss caused by friction in the
main pipe and tubes. According to Equations (4) and (5), friction in a pipe increases with decreasing
the diameter. Figure 9a depicts a combination of these effects of the tube diameter, which showed a
slight difference in the COPs estimated within a given range of the diameter.

The thickness and the thermal conductivity of the helical tube wall are related to the heat transfer
of the carrier-fluid in the tube with the lake water, according to Equation (9). Although a thick tube
wall might help to enhance the strength of the tube, it could obstruct the heat transfer between the
circulation fluid and the lake water. In addition, a tube with a high thermal conductivity of the wall
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would facilitate heat exchange with the lake water. Consequently, the COP and the minimum inlet
temperature increased with decreasing the wall thickness (Figure 9b) and increasing the thermal
conductivity of tubes (Figure 9c).
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4.6. Flow Velocity in Lake

The flow velocity of lake water must also be one of the considerations for the operation of the
LWHP system. As shown in Equations (13) and (14), it is related to external forced convection around
tubes and can affect the resulting heat transfer of the heat-carrier fluid. Because of no data measured in
Lake Soyang, flow velocity in the lake was assigned to be 0.2 m/s for the simulations to assume a mild
current in the lake. However, the Soyanggang dam has controlled the water level and discharge of the
reservoir for multi-purposes, including flooding control of the Han River. According to precipitation
and the corresponding dam operation, the flow velocity may vary temporally even if it remains
constant for most of the year. Figure 10 depicts the performances of the LWHP system computed with
the varying flow velocity. The minimum inlet temperature tended to decrease with decreasing the
flow velocity of the lake water, but its variation was not significant. Similarly, the COPs seem to be
relatively insensitive to the lake flow velocity comparing to the other installation and operation factors
discussed above.
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5. Discussion and Conclusions

This study revealed the potential of the LWHP system as a viable option to utilize and supply a
significant amount of unused geothermal energy stored in the many reservoirs in Korea. For this, based
on the temperature-depth data measured in Lake Soyang for 4 years, a series of numerical simulations
carried out to demonstrate the applicability of the LWHP system using thermal energy within the water
in the lake and to suggest the installation and operation scheme suitable to temperature conditions
of the lake. As well, through the sensitivity analysis, the performance of the LWHP system was
investigated with various installation and operation factors. Results show that for the lake with a
mild current, the operation of an LWHP system can be efficient and stable under the conditions that
16 helical tubes are installed at 50 m deep, and the heat-carrier fluid is circulated with the flow rate of
189.3 L/min; the inner diameter, the wall thickness, and the thermal conductivity of the tube are 32 mm,
2.9 mm, and 0.4 W/mK, respectively. When the application of an LWHP system is planned at a lake,
the main consideration must be the installation depth of tubes for heat exchange with lake water as the
performance of the system primarily depends on the temperature of lake water at that depth. Lakes
might have different temperature-depth profiles according to weather conditions every year. Before
the application of an LWHP system, therefore, it would be necessary to continuously monitor seasonal
changes of temperatures with depths in a lake for the stable operation of the system. In this respect,
there is no doubt that the long-term temperature measurements in Lake Soyang must be very valuable
for examining the applicability of the LWHP system at the lake. In addition, the installation depth of
helical tubes was determined by evaluating the total COP averaged over both operating seasons in this
study. However, it can be reasonable to adjust the installation depth with the appropriate temperature
for the operation purpose of each season, if it is possible technically. The remaining considerations
for the application of the LWHP system, including the number of helical tubes, the flow rate of the
heat-carrier fluid, and the tube material properties, could be determined by evaluating site-specific
conditions such as cooling and heating requirements, costs, and operational stability, as well as system
efficiency. In this study, it was demonstrated that the non-isothermal pipe flow modeling, without
considering flow and thermal processes in the lake, was practical enough to design and evaluate the
installation and operation of the LWHP system at the lake. This approach is acceptable only if the
corresponding operation would cause no serious changes in temperature, chemistry, and ecology in
a lake. However, dynamic hydrological and thermal processes occurring in a lake according to the
operation of the system should be assessed more rigorously if there are large-scale cooling and heating
loads or strict regulations on the temperature disturbance of lake water.
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